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fbediction and Typology DeveloEment 

PART 1. 

I.NTRODUCTI.ON AND S"T}.lTEI1hN:f OF THE i'ROBLEH 

The aim of this project is to develop a typology or 

c~assificat~on system Lor different types and patterns of 

delinquency in order to £acilitate the understanding and 

prediction of:: Ii} continuit.y .l.n delinquent careers 17 2) 

continuat.ion t.o a{ll.lii::. erine, and 3} t.he development ot ser~ous 

criminal careers~ This report commences with a statement of the 

problem following the argunent of our application dnd a 

reconsideration ox ~he literature re±erred to in the proposal as 

well as neN and/or other ma.terials t.hat have come t.o our 

attention~ w~ also rev~ew our prior research on delinquency and 

crime in aadison and Rac~ne6 Wisconsin so that the reader may see 

how t.hese proJects are ~nterrld:lat.ed and have .buil"" upon each 

oth.er .. 

Our research on juvenile delinguency and adult crime" 

commencing in t.he 1950s ~n aadison, ~1isconsin and the 19605 in 

Racine and cont..inuing t.o the present, indicat.ed t.nOlt. the problems 

of measnrement. u classification" and prediction are so intertwined 

that they should De given further simUltaneous consideration ~ith 

t.he several data set.s that have nOff been developed. 

Although there ha5 been d major long-term cont.roversy over 

t.he use of m~dsures derived froill official records vS o measures 

derived from self-reports u we do not consider tbis controversy 

releva.nt. to thE; problem cit hand/!' tor one suppleDents the other as 
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an indicat.ion of the nat.ure and e:Jttent. of delinquent. dnd criminal 

careers .. 1 

We have both types OI data but have exploited lOur of~icial 

data y.l.ore t.han the self-repor\': dOl. 'lLii.. Official po.lice records 

permi t the developm.ent o£ Iii. reasonably complete teraporal ana 

spatial picture of offenses known to the police or alleged 

offenses that have resulted in contacts with the po.liceo Court 

records enable us to determine hOl"1 society has responded to 

delinquent. and criminal behavior.. Int.erviews and self-reports 

a.dd an additional di.mens~on that. tlay be used in e.st~IllOl.ting the 

incidence ana. prevalance of delinquency and crine ol.nd responses 

to detection q apprehensioD q and actjudicationo All of the 

o.forementi.onec1 q oft~cia.l pol.~ce and court records g self -reports!, 

and other respondent.-generated information q lllay be used in the 

construct.ion of delinquent and criminal t.ypolog~es~ Each type of 

data facilitat.es tne construction o£ a more complete picture of 

the juvenile del.i.nquent ana the criml.nal dud of delinquency and 

crime in the coamun~tJ~~ 

1 For an excellent monograph dealing with the problem of self-
report VS~ official records, see Bichael Jo ~indelang6 Travis 
Hirschi!, and Joseph Go Weiss, Measuring Delinquency ~everly 
Hills: Sage PUblications, 1981)~ Also see: aaynard LQ Erickson 
and La~lar To ~mpeyg u'Court Records, Undet.ect.ed Delinquency and 
Decision-Making If ae Jourp.al of: crimi.nal ~, criminolQgy and. golicg 
~~,. 54 (19b3):; 45b-tl&9; Stanton Wheeler, "Criminal 
Statistics: A Re.formulation of the problem,.11 Journal of Criminal 
~, ££iminology and Polic~ Scien~, SS( 1961) :' 311-324; Delbert 
5 .. Elliott and. Suzanne S.. Ageton, aOReconciling Race and Class 
Differences i~ Self-Reported ana Official Estimates of 
Delinguency,aa American Sociological Review 45 (19aO):: 95-110 .. 

2.' For an early st.udy of this problem g see:; Sophia l~ .. Robison IJ 

£ru!. ~inguency' ~ ~;:mred? (Ne"i!;l York: Columbia Unive::rr:.sity 
Press, lSf36) 0 aore recent.ly" a va:C:iety of more or less 
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Allied to this is the problen of developing delinquent and 

criminal t1pologies~ Typologies may be based on clusters of 

legal categories (offense typ,,*s) or may be hehavioral in t.he 

sense that they refer ~o the individual VSo the gxoup of tender or 

the youthfu1 q experimental VSo the hardened career criminal. 

There have been numerous l1 but largely unsuccessful, at:t erupts to 

develop classification systems £or the purpose of Dore 

parsimoniouslj' explaining behavi.or, for the purpose of predicting 

future action p or ror the purpose of planning proyrams ror 

prevention and controlo~ 

Our research in the late 1950s and early 1960s (the Mddison 

and ecu:'ly Racine q l!1on-.o:u::th conoI:;t researf!pJ on mea.surement and 

prediction added little of a positive nature to our knowledge of 

sophisticated scaling techniques (in addition to those cited in 
other references on the problem of measurement) have been 
utilized: Thorsten Sellin and ~drvin Wolfgang q The ~sureme~ 
of DelinguencI (New York.: John l~iley and Sons t1 19(4) II 

particularly Chapters 5". 8.,. lli:li, and 20; R .. I .. Hartin and H .. H .. 
KLein". ! comparative Analysis Q£ ~ H~asure~ of Delinquengy 
~er.ious~ (Los Angeles: University or Southern California q 

Youth Studies Center". 1965); Travis Hirschi and Hanan c~ Selvinu 

Qg~inguency hesearch: ~ ADPraisal of Analytic ~~, (New 
York: The Free Press, 1967); L'larvin li .. Wolfgang 8" Robert .M .. 
Figlio, and Thorsten Sellin, ~elinguency in a Birth CohQrt 
(Chicago~ The Un~versity of Chicago Press 6 1912}; Alfred 
Blumstein and .Jacqueline Cohen, BlEst.iElating .Individual Crime 
.Rates from Arrest Records," .Journal of ~£iminal ~ and 
Criminologyu 70 (197~): 561-585. 

Perhaps the most soph1sticated of the non-sociologists Mho 
'filrit.es about crime .. .Janes Qe nilson" has repeatedly (if not 
always) directly acknowledged the problem of conclusions basen on 
inadequate data and measurement in his compelling little 19d5 
revision of: Thinking 1}.bput q:img (New York: Vintage Books,. 
1985) c Beyond that, he ana his co-authors proviae much to think 
about in their discussion of many of the major issues in 
delinquency in crime... This volume is of particular use to those 
who are planning research which will fill the ~mportant gaps in 

~----,-, 
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how to predict con~nuing careerso4 

Before turning to a brief present.a:tion of t.he methodological. 

and substantive worK that we have conducted commencing in the 

mid-1970s and e;rtending to the present/1 t4'e must emphasize then;. 

our first. concern should De with the adequacy of any measurenent 

scale in it.s substitution ot a score for the phenomenon in which 

we are interesteuQ If ~e are completely satisfied that a 

measuring device measures t1l'nat trie Hish to oeasure (for example .. 

seriousness of careers basect on the oehaviors engaged in by 

juveniles) then the device is a good one ~hether it predicts 

anything or nota tie next ask if the scale is an efficient 

predictive device.. Does seriousness of delinquent. careers (at 

least as we have measured seriousness) enable us to predict adult 

crime? 

our Icnowledge about crime (J gaps t'Ibich t-li.lson ma1ce$ so obvious to 
those ~ho have an appl~ed orientationo 

~ The pre-l~10 literature on the prediction problem ~as 
critical or disapl~inting~ Selected items follow: Albert Jm 
Reiss,. Jro ll RilThe llccuracyu Efficiency and Validity of at 
Prediction InstruIDent~~ A~erican Journal o± Sociologyv 56 (1951) ~ 
552-561; Paul Heehl, C..linical .!§ .. Statist.i.cal Prediction: A 
Theoretical Analysis and ~ Review of ~ ~vidence (MinneapoLis: 
Universit){ of I1innesot.a Press.v 1954}; Sheldon Glueck,. IUTen Years 
of Unra.veling Juvenile Delinquency,1I1 Journal of Criminal ~u 
Crimin9logy ~ Polic~ ~ienc~Q 51 (1960): 301-301; D. H$ StottI' 
Il1The Predict.ion of Delinquency from Non-Delinquent. Reha vior" 111 

~!tish ~ournal of D~lingu~ncy, 10 (1950): 202-210; El€anor TQ 
GlueckI' uEff'ort.s t.o IdE:::ntify Delinguentsg tv ~'ederal. Probation" 24 
(1960): 49-56; Harwin L .. iloss" tl:i:b.e Pre-dictive Efficiency of t.he 
Glueck Social Prediction TanleQ~ The Journa.l of Criminal ~u 
Criminology ~ Police Science 17 54 (19(3):: 421-430; Jackson 
Toby q reAn Evaluation of:. Early Ident.ification and :Int.ensive 
Treatment. programs for predelinquents" en spcial Problems" 13 
(1965). :: 160-115; Don N", Gotttredson q "Assessment and PrEdict.ion 
Hethods in crime ann Delinquency 11 n in James E .. Teele" (ed .. ) II 

~uvenil~ Delingu~ (ltasca ll Illino~s: Po E~ Peacocks 1910): 
40 1-42~.. (This article contains aD excellent bibliogra phy on i:he 
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PREDICTING FROH LONGITUDINAL DATA SETS: CONCLUSIONS :e"'ROM 
THE RACINE STUDY AND OTHERS 

Our research since the early 1910s has involved elttens.i've 

analysis of three longitudinal birth cohorts Q' 194L,. 19lf. $4,. 1955 

(6,127 persons of ~lhom 4/1 019 had continuous resi.dence i.n 

Racine) .. 5. Beside the official police contact. records, referral 

records u and court dispositions for three cohorts~ we have 

interview data for 889 persons from the 1942 and 1949 Cohorts. 

'Ewen tv-six basi.c categories of offenses (reasons £ or police 

conta.ct} were utilized in aeveloping measures of delinquency and 

crime~ The process 01 deternining who in each cohort bad 

continuous residence also enaoled us to establish the place of 

residence of coho~t members so that each may be continually 

located by type ox area in which he/she residedQ Place of 

prediction problem",} One of t.he best select.ions of reports on 
and problems in predicting de1inquency appeared in 1962 in Norman 
Johnston~ Leonard Savitzv and Harrin Wolfgang, ~ ~oloqy of 
punishment ~ £orrectigps (New York: John Wiley & Sons, IneQ 
1962}.. Charles F .. Welford also made an ex.cellent statement of 
the problem in Ch.apter ~ 01 Willi.am E ... AJ:10S and Charles P .. 
Welford, Delinguenc~ Prevention: ~~eory and Practi9~ (Englewood 
Cliffsq N .. J .. : Prentice-Hall, Inc "", 1967) .. 

The post-1970 literature has been equally disappointing 
and/or critical: John Monahan,. BOThe Prediction of V~oleIllt 
Criminal Behavior: A Uethodological Critique and Prospectus,." in 
Alfred IHumst.ein 11 J'acgueli.ne Cohen, and Daniel Nagi.n (eds .. ),. 
Deterrence ~ ~ncaEacitati.on: Estimating the Effec~s 2i 
Cfiminal §g.nct.iou?:, 2!!. CriDe Rates (Washington,. D .. C .. : National 
Academy of Sciences, 1~78) ~ 244-269; Kirsten M. eilliams, 
nSelection Criteria for Career Criminal. programs,U ~ ~na~ 2.:& 
~rim~na;J.. .1.IDl §. ,£rit.linology, 71 (1930): 89-93; Leslie T GO nilldns" 
"Problems with Existing ~rediction Studies ana Future Research 
Needs," lli ~lli of f..FimtlSlJ. ~~ & CriDinology, 11 (11980): 
98-101; John Monahan, E1;edictipg Violent Behavior: !!!. Assesspten,!:. 
of Clinical Techni.ques (Beverly Rills, California: Sage!!, '(981); 
John ~lonahan, I'Childhood Predictors of Adult. Criminal. 
Experience,u Chapter :3 in Fermmd N .. Dutile, Clean H .. Foust" and 

l 
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socializat.ion and placl:;; of adult. resi.dence "!!:Were oit.en d if"ferent 

and there was consl.derabl'd local mODl.lity i11i t.h.in period s.... The 

basic problem in at.tedpting t.o predict. an1 behavior that is 

deviant u and t.he JJ10re deviant the more difficult. PI stems frOD t.he 

fact th(;lt fe'fIe!: than halt of the group may fall in the cdt.egory 

to be predicted g tne base rate problem l1 t.he problem of sltelrled 

marg~nals~ As ~e progressed trom the predict.ion of police 

cont.act.s t.o the pr~dict~on of felonies the problem was even 

furt.her exacerbateda 

Table 18 d taDle whiCh lie have presented in numerous papers 

and reportsq is a9a~n presented to illustrdte this po~te a point 

which appears to hawe escaped many researchers who thus present 

misleading 

D .. Robert Webster (ed s .. ) 8 E.arlI Childhood Intervent.ion 2:..lli:!. 
Juven;l=t.e .Q.l=li.nqy'~nc.!· (Lexington::: LeJci.ngton Books, 1982); and 
V,illiam Rhodes p Herbert. Tyson l1 rJdli.H~S lieekley u Catherine Conly /I 
and Gustave Powel1. g Develo,eing: Crit.eria fo!: l.qenti:fnllil Career 
£rimi~ls (UoSe Department of Justice g Office of Legal Policyu 
Federal Justice Research ~rograBg Septemher 19820) 

.. Lyle N .. Sh.annon u ~2!!.£kllil Qe!i!lguency and predi<{t..inq Later 
crimin.s.l Career..§ (Iowa City:. Iowa Urban Community Research 
Center q 1~13): 124 PP3 Th~s research was supported by Small 
Research Grant cHi 11361-u 1 and Grant HH 15627-0 'l of the Mental 
Heal tho small Grant Commit.tee l1 National Institute of l:len tal. 
Health F the Gradua~e College F the Coll~~e of Liberal Arts~ and 
the Di'l1isi.on of E;x.tensioi.!. and University Services of the 
University of rowa~ the Research Committee of the Graduate School 
of t.he University of t~isconsin" and. the Wisconsin Department. of 
Heal th and Social Services<~ among the reports on this research 
are: Austin T .. Turk" AdolescEtnce ~ Delinquency II !!£lli!!!. 
§ociety" unpublished ~h3Do dissertation (University of Hisconsin F 

1962); Lyle l~ .. Shannon 9 RIlTypes and Patterns of Delinquency 
Referral in a r1i<idle-sized City" ta Th~ B£i ti§!l. Journal .Q.f 
Q;:iminology, (1~62):: 24-36; Lyle Li~ Shannon .. "Types and Patterns 
of Delinquency in a i>liddle Sized City fI n Tpe Journal of Research 
in. £.£im~ and Delinguencyu 11 ("ff964): 53-66; Austin To Turk, 

--...... -----------------------------.--~ .. 
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TAllLE 1. PREDICTING ADULT OFFENDERS FROM JUVENILE CAREERS 

Cambridge Study in Delinquent Developmentl 

Court Convictions Age 18 through 21 FAL'SE. N E.6ATrVES 
./ 

Philadelphia Birth Cohort S~a 

Adult Records Age 18 through 25 

Court 
Convictions 

14-17 

FAlSE... PO$lTl\te..~ 

No 

No 

269 
(07.6) 

Yea 

38 
(12.. ,,) 

50 
(61.0) 

301 88 
(71'~) (22.S) 

Pearson's R ~ .474 

Total 

307 
(70'9) 

82 
(21'1) 

389 
hoo'D) 

Coefficient of Predictability Q .205 

Police 
Contact 

6-17 

Racine Cohort Study (1949 Cohort) 9 

Police Contacts Age 18 through 25 

No Yes 

400 273 
(59 ... > <40'6) 

No 

166 458 
(26. 6) (73.4) 

Yes 

Total 

673 
(51.9) 

624 
<40.1) 

Total 566 731 1297 
(4S.S) (5S.~) (lDO'O) 

Pearson's R Q .331 
Coefficient of Predictability m .224 

Juvenile 
Records 

No 

No 556 
(08.1) 

197 
(57.9) 

Yea 
----_ .... _- --

Yea 

75 
(11' 9) 

143 
<"2.1) 

Total 

631 
(65' 0) 

340 
(S5.0) 

Total 753 218 971 
(77.5) (22. 5) <too. 0) 

Pearson's R ~ .345 
Coefficient of Predictability Q .000 

Racine Cohort Study (1949 Cohort)s 

Felony-level Contacts Age 18 through 25 

1~:::,C7ATIV~1:0 (1~:4) Y 

Contact 96.0 
------~-----------6-11 59 

Yea bO.2) 

-es 

49 
(4.0) 

25 
(29.8) 

Total 

1213 
(93.5) 

84 -rR.l1~ 
(s,s>Pd)JTrvc:S 

Total 1223 74 1297 
(94.S) (5.7) (100'0) 

Pearson's R Q .273 
Coefficient of Predictability Q .000 

1 'fwo birth cohorts of London boys born circa 1952 and 1953. D.P. Farrington and D.J. West, The Cambridge Study of Delinquent Development. Insti
tute of Criminology. University of Cambridge. 1977. 

2 Nine hundred seventy-one males from 1945 Philadelphia birth cohort. Marvin Wolfgang, "From Boy to Man--From Delinquency to Crime." Paper pre
pared for National Symposium on the Serious Juvenile Offender. Department of Sociology. University of Pennsylvania, 1977. 

One thousand two hundred and ninety-seven males and females from Racine three birth cohort study (1942, 1949, 1955). Lyle W. Shannon. 
Assessing the Relationship of Adult Criminal Careers to Juvenile Careers, U.S. Department of Justice, Office of Juvenile Justice and 
Delinquency Prevention, National Institute for Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention, 1982. 
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evaluations of the importance of t.heir findings and the problems 

of application that tollowG7 This table contains the results 

(simplified} from three biLth cohort studies of the relationship 

of juvenile delinquency to adult. cr.ime.. The first is fI:'Oill the 

Cambridge Study in Delinquen"t Develophlent (Farringt.c. 16 1977) 0 

only 2206% of the combined cOhorts have court convictions dB 

ad.ult.s.. Utilizing conviction during the juvenile period Cl.S a 

predictor l:esult.s in only 1:'1 20 .. 5~;; reduction in Elrror ov~'r the 

prediction that no ODe Nonia have a conviction as an adult~ 

In the Philadelphia D~I"'kh cohort st.udy (t~olfgangjr Figllojr 

there flaB no increase in predict.i ve efficiency by us.ing Juvenile 

recordsc Note that even tnough delinque~cy and crime dl:e 

cOl:relat.ed o34S q there are actUally more £alse positives than 

GGTOl'l'ard Construction of at Theory of Delinquency i1 nl ~ourn. al of 
CriminaA ~q Criminology and Polic~ Scie~u 55 (1964}: 
215-2 d.~; Robert H", Terry q GOPolice Crit.eria in the Screening ot 
Juvenile O.tfendersu oe !!1& th§consin Sociologi~jr 5 (1966-1961): 
21-32; Robert 11 .. Terryg OCT.he screening of Juvenile Offenders gaa 

Journal of Criminal Law g Cl:iminology and Police Science q 58 
(1961):' 163-181;; Mobert. N .. Terry 11 uDiscrimination in the 
Handling of Juvenile Offenaers by Social-Control Agenciesq~~ l'~ 
4Qurnal of Research in G&ime a~d Delinguencyu (1967): 218-Z30; 
Lyle t~" Shannon g ~3The Di.st.ribution of Juvenile Delinquency in a 
fIiddle-Sized CitYu Gi ~c;io!ogical ~ud.rterlXq 6 (1967): 365-382 ... 

5 Rac~ne iSg ~fi many respectsjr an ideal laboratory in WhiCh to 
study how social pI:oces:s~s operate in an urban set.ting.. Being a 
city of approximately 100 q OOO it is of a more manageable size 
than are larger c~ties ~here problems of offic~al data collection 
and finding respondents Lor interviews are much more difficult to 
overcomeQ Fnrthermore u many of our findings parallel those 
reported by i:larvin l~o.lfga.IlgO' Rolleril:. Piglio g and Tho:csten Sellin 
in Q.gling·uen~.! i.n. ~ Bir!:h Cohort (Chicago: The Univ'ersit.y of 
Chicago Press g 1912)~ For a discussion ot the ftacine and 
Philadelphia research q see Joan Pet.el:'sJl.lia q c6Criminal. CalCeer 
Research tn q Norval 1.10rris and f:'!ichael ·,ronry (eds .. ) q Crime cand 
Justi~ejr Vole 2 (ChicdgO: The University of chi~ago Press q 
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true positives .. 

Two tables are presented from the Racine studyu the first 

including all police contCi.cts and the second onl.y those at t.he 

felony levelo Bhile errors dre reduced by ~204% over th~ 

prediction that e~eryone in the cohort would have a police 

contact as an adult <~ncluding traffic contdcts) u the proportion 

of both ~alse ne9ativ~s and positives was higho The quite even 

dist.ribution of persons t1it.11 dnd hi thout contacts resulted in 

bigh. marg:a..nal errors of pr~dict.ion t.hat 'flere reduced by us~ng 

juvenile records as the klredictor.. In t.he second Racin e exam.ple 

lIe have an extreme case of a loti' KJase rat.e u only 5 .. 1% of the 

cohort having· felony--level police contacts as adults c> The best 

prediction is that no one uould liave a felony-level contact as an 

adult; util.iZdtioll of the.ir juven21e records liould. have produced 

---------
1980): 3~1-380o In 1930 a~~ost 20% of the population consisted 
of foreign-born Whites u while less than 1% was Bldck (Megro) ~ By 
1940 the populati.on of foreign-born Hhit.es dropped to 1 b ",5;:~ 0 by 
1~50 to 12%u by 1960 to 8%u and loy 1910 to 6%0 At the same time u 
the Black population increased froD l~h in 11940 to 2~i by 1950 0 to 
5.3% Dl 1960, and to 10.5% by 1970. 

6 These dat.a t<1ere collectea. as part of t.ao earlier projects 
and have bEen described in the following lengthy project reports: 
Assessing: t.he YEflationsh;i~ of lldult Criainal Car~2 -to Juvenil.§ 
~~reers (1~80): ~50 pp.. Final Report. to the Na.t.ional Institut.e 
for Juvenile .Justice and Delinquency Prevention e Depart.ment of 
,Just.ice" Gral):ts tJumber 16JN-99-0008 g 76JN-99-1005, 17JN-99-001Sl, 
and 79Jt-I-..IlX-0010 and The Relationship of Juvenile DelinguengI @;!!g 
~g~~ £rime to the Changing ~colo9ical Structure of the Cit.y 
(1981): 411 ppo Final Report to the National Instit.ute of 
Just.ice II Department. of Justice" Grant l~umber 19NI-AX-0081l", Also 
see: Chapter 1" utA. Longitudinal study of Delinquency and Cr.lUIle g un 

Charles t'lelford (ed .. ) (I .Q.!Hmti:t~t.:L~ ?t1.1aie_~ in friminolQ.9l.Y. 
(Beverly Hills: Sage, 1918): 121-146 and uAssessing t.he 
Relationship of Adult criminal. Careers to Juveni.le Careers 0' ua 
Clark c~ Abt [edG) , f£gPlem§ in AEericaq Social Poli~ Research 
(Cambr~u~~: ~bt Books iT 1980): 232-2460 Most recently we have 
completed Th~ !£.g~lopI~lef!:]: of ~Q!!2 ~fiiil.inal Cdre?~ £-.Jlu1 .the 

.... 



more false positives than ~alse negativeSe 6 Furtheroore u there 

f1rere a.ctually mort" (t..rJice as l.'Jany) persons t~ho had felony-level 

contacts as aaults uho had not had then as juveniles than there 

tiera persons Nhose adult felonies dare a continuation of th~ir 

juvenile bendviora 

These examples selected froB birth cohort stuaies indicate 

that records alone (incluaing the nature of offenses) ao not 

!:Jl...n.arate much improvement in pre<i.icti.ve efficiency over that 

uhich may be had trom utilization of the base rate o Most 

prediction devictds developE::!u from these kinds ot data dre plagued 

by the base rate prohlem because people OD the firing line Hish 

to predict seriousu violento or repetitious crime and a 

reldtively small proportion ot the aault population becones 

involved in serious u violent g or repetitious crimea 

¥elinguent Ne~ghboraoo~ (19B~j: 3~O pp~ P.ev~sed and expanaed 
Final Report to t.he NatioDi':lll Insti.tute of Juvenile Justi.ce ana. 
Delinquency Prevent~ong Lepartmen~ of Justice u Grant NumDer 
82-JtJ-Ax-()o04 .. 

7! Por a cIitigue of numerous very recent at.tempts to predict 
serious criminal careex.s see Lyle t-] <> Shannon 0 UGThe Predicti.on 
Problem as it Applies to Delinquency and Crime Controlg~ 
presented to the Jrirst National symposium on Crime Controlg
National Criminal Justice Associationg- April 21-25 u 1983 u 
Philadelphia g Pennsylvanido Available in nultilitho Most 
recent.ly we have and-ressed the problem in IrlRislt Assessm E:'nt. vs .. 
Real Prediction:: The k'x:ed.iction ProblelJ and PUblic Trustg Oil 

~Q~~n~~ Q! Quantitative Crimino199Xu 1 {1~~5):: 159-1890 

a The trade-off Jl.n costs dnd consequences of tlle t.wo itJi'pes of 
errors is discussed at somE: length by l.eslie ~alkins in C~Putting 
GTreatment ft on Trial q n Th£ Hastings fenter Report {Hastings-on
t.he Hudson: Instit.ut.e of Society 9 Ethics and the Life Sciences ll 

1915} 11 reprint.ed. in Norman Johnson and Leonard Do Savitzu JusticE. 
ill £Q!:rectio!1..§ (liJel:J York:: .John I:iiley & Sonsu 191iS):: 670-687 .. 
As far as an understanding of the DdSic prediction problem and 
its application i.s concernE;d ll see .tlarcia R .. Chaiken and Jan He 
Chaiken u nOtfende:t: Types ana Public Policy ul'~ Crime gnd 
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To pursue the Racine example a bit further in illustrating 

t.he probleD D iron. 8~:S to l~~b of: each. cohort l'laS responsible for 

all of the :telonies by members of t.he cohort.. The 5% of each. 

cohort who had two or three felony <contacts was responsible for 

15% of all feloni.es.. '1'0 be even £iore specifieD less than 1% of 

the 1942 Cohort vas res~onsible for all of the police contacts 

for armed robDery (l 1% ot the 1Y49 Cohort" and 2~h ot tile 1955 

Cohort.. 1111 of the contact.s for assault were by 2 .. 5% of t.he 1~~::G: 

Cohort" 3.,.4~~ of tile 194~ Cohort" and 4 ",b~~ of the 1955 Cohort .. 

The more specific one necomes the smaller the numosr of persons 

to be predicted and the aore difficult. t.he proble~o Yet g ~f we 

wish t.o utili.ze scarce correctional and resocialization resources 

efficiently" this is a problem that has not received nearly the 

amount of attention that it. deserveSa 

Still g t-[hat 'iie l;,:nol3' about c01l\ti.nu~ties and discont.inui tieso 

concent.rat.ion and dispersion" and it.he effects of referral and 

sanctions leads us to nelieve t.ha tit should be possibl e 'Lu 

determine Bno those persons are tina 1:Jill have seri.ous adult 

criminal careers prior t.o t.he developnent of thes~ caresDS~ 

TYPOLOGI.i:S 211m PREDICT.iON: CONCLUSIONS 2R011 TH~ RACl.l1l'I!. STUDY 
AND OTHERS 

sociologists have be~n concerned about. the possioility of 

developing a typology or scale Yhich takes into considerat.ion the 

interrelationship of various categories of offensesc Thus g each 

personGs type or scale score uould be based on Neights related to 

Delinquencv 30 (19S4}: 1l9S-~25 .. 
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the probability that a given category of contact-generating 

behavior tH)uld be d part of a largeJr' pat.tern of behavior typical 

of serious delinquency or predictive of a seJr'ious criminal 

career~ Factor analysis u for exampleu could not only provide a 

basis for assigning weights to different reasons for police 

contact u but. could at the same time det.ermine if there dre groups 

of people who tend to share the same delinquent and/or criminal 

behaviors as represented by categories of police contactso 

The 1ssue of offense clustering is related to that of 

offense speciali.zation dedIt. '-lit.h. by fJolfgang Cl ~ il .. o tnrnugh 

the use of stochaStiC modeling.. They concluded that t.here is 

some tendency to re-ped. t. the same t.ype OI offense Dut th at the 

probahilit.y of reEtetition g except. t.hat for theft of.fenses, l:-Jas 

lot-I",9 on the other hand u 13l1rsi1<. (using the same categori.es as did 

FIolfgang} has analyzed the careers of 1~O Chicago yout.hs who had 

been ad judJ..cated uelinyuent by '!the age of 17 and fauna evidence 

ot some specialization .. 1 0 His sample d:lffers from that ot the 

Philadelphia dnd Racine conort.s g however g in t.hat the adjudicat~d 

Chicago youth tiere more likely to have a ~reater proportion of 

serious contdCt.s in t.heJ..!:' records ~han do meIDbers of a birt.h 

cohort.., 

".;) Marvin E .. Holigang (f Roneri:. !1 '" Figlio and Th.orsten Sellin, 
Deli!Hms:ncY, in $. p.irth £Q:~ (Chicago: The University of 
Chicago Press" 191'°):: 1l1ij-2010' 

! 0. Robert JoB ux:~dk {f Jr .. fl olrTh e Dynamics of Specializa tion in 
Juvenile Offenses u

n8 SocJ..al. Forces 59 (1980):; 851-864 ... 

I 
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As BursiK indicatesg even if t.ransl..tion probd..uilit.ies t.o the 

same t.ype of offense are not high q transition to d different but 

related offense may be the pattern~ It is faL this reason that 

we were prinarily interested in deteraining if the offenses 01 

indi vidnals are related u employing an analyt.ic technique th<ll.t. 

does not lose the sequentl..al dimenSl..ODo 

\'Je haVE: also considered the ut.ility oit: siople empirical 

typologies Which ~ere developed followl..Dg ~he lead of HolLgang u 

~ al.. .In their study of delinquency in a bir-ch cohort they 

SUbdivided their subjects l.uto one-time o.ffelilc1erso non-chronic 

offenders ~Z-4 rtccorded police cont.acts) g and chronl.c offenders 

(5 or more recorded poli.ce contacts) <> Although l'lolfgang u tl aL' 11 

found th.at llleBbership in these cat.egories YciBlS related to ra.cep 

academic acnievement l1 intelligence ll social class u et.c .. " these 

l1"ere pr~marily .oi varia. t.e findings.. An ext.ension of t.h.i s approach 

'ttlould involve a [lult.ivariat.e analysis of group diiferences.. A 

similar approach can be utilized if individuals are grouped on 

the bas~s of seriousness of police cont.act.s" eogo" FE:lonies vs~ 

Non-Felonies 0 The question is" are these groups readily 

distinguishable trom each olther on a variet.y of S1ta.t.us q 

behavioral l1 experiential 11 dna attkt.udinal variables using a 

multivariat.e t.echnique? 

Our data were analyzed by means of t.he discriminant analysis 

program associat.ed t'lit.h SPSS .. ll.i Procedurall;]11 t.his ana1.ysis first 

il!1. rJilliaffi He> Kl.eckal1 unD~criminant. A.nalysis u Ca in Nor:man Ii .. 
~Eieu C", Hadlai. Hull.o: ,Jean Ga Jenkins o Kar.in St.einbrenner and DaJ.e 
fl .. Bent (edso}g~: Statistical Package for the Soci:,al 
.SSiences (Nett YorXt: l1cGrat1-Hill. Book Co", q Inc "'(f 1915}: 434-461 .. 
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attempted t.c discrimincrt.e .bet.~een groups of i.ndividuals on the 

basis of frequency of con tact tji th the police", In th.is fl the 

frequency categories described by Wolfgang o ~ slo (10 2-4 0 or 5 

or more contact~)p served as a preliminary model for 

differenti.a:t~on .. l!.2 lln attempt i'Jas also Dade to discriLlinate 

betllfeen groups on t.h.e basis of t.he seriousness of recordoo 

contacts" 

The results of our several different approaChes indicated 

t.hat. what i.s cnaract.erist:tc of individuals t>lho have 10li or high 

frequency contact.s uith the laB varies depending (1) on the Hay 

in t'lhich lmI and high are operationalized and (2} on the per:tod 

under con.siaer.ation., liltuough there is an ind.ication tha.t at 

least. some 'lYaria.IJles t.end 1!;.O characterize the lot-I or high 

frequency group regardless of hOt-l these groups dre defined" there 

is still a good deal of varia.J.:;;ili ty in characteristi.c vari.ables 

as the relat~~e definit.lons of lou dnd high changeo 

Also Peter A .. Lache:n.oruck" Discriminant Analysis (Nelf Yor11:: 
Hafner Press q 1915}o 

1l.2 In discri.illinant analysis tt the objective is to develop ii 

linear cOfJilinilltion of variables (a discriminant function) uIlich 
maximizes the distinctiveness of t.NO or more nominal categories~ 
Using sta.ndar,iiized d.iscriminant function coefficients (analogous 
to stanaardized regression coefficients) it is possible to 
determine the relative potency of the variables included in the 
discriminant fUllct.ion to discriminate between groups, e .. g .. u uhich 
variables best charact.erizE.; group X and which group Y or Z.. See g 

for example~ Carolyn Becker and Sidney Kronus,r uSex ami DrinJdng 
Patt.erns:: 11.:0. 01<1 Relationship Revisited in a Neu ~]ay qG~ Social 
ProbJb~u 24 (1911): 482-491~ 
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All of this also leads to the conclusion that what is 

essentially a leg~stic and static kind o~ analysis does not 

generat.e the kind of typology Hhich we are seeking.. True, 

charact.eristics oil people are related t.o their deli.nquent and 

criminal behavi.or for various age perioQs, but this is not the 

same as examining the data as a chain of experiences.. It may be 

that we should attempt to develop a typology uhich identifies the 

devel.oping natures of careers whicI'l include sociologically 

meaningful changes in types of offenses as the juuenile interacts 

with soc~ety over a period of year5= Insteau o± util~zing the 

nuraerous Part 1. and Part II offenses t1it.h emphasis on Part. 1. 

offenses a ~Ie \'Iould cJassify otf.ansE::s by their beha"U'ioral content c> 

Rather t.han at.t.empt. to predict t-:rho will have any given 

number of police contacts or a select.ed level of se~iousness or 

simply tfhether or not a pe::r.son tlil.l ha.ve one or more felony 

cont.act.s aft.er 18 (J t:re should work on t.he devel.opment of a more 

dynamic classification systeB~ The idea would be t.o aetermine 

the developing charact.erist.ics of various delinquent. and criminal 

t.ypes t.hrough a temporally-orient.ed dnaJ..ysis l:1hich taltes int.o 

consideration t.he changiny charact.eristics of peoplel! their 

changing behavior 11 and society Os reaction t.o t.heir bena 'U'ior co It 

is here D as on most. ot.her issues" t.hat. tie agree l1,ith Gibbons Vlnen 

he st.ates t.h.at. offender roles may De analyzed in longitudinal 

terms.. It is t.he analysis 01 these roles (recorded of£enses) 

including society Os rea.ct-ion t.o the oi:1I.ender and his/her reaction 

to societ.yRs efforts that constltutes the data for empirically 
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deriving an offender typ01.ogy eo ll. 3 

While we believe that Gibbons has made d con~ribution hy his 

~ork on t.ypologies q tte also believe t.hat ilis typology .is a 

further ext.ension oK typologies based on offender behavior and 

recorded official ~esponses to it that. might not be sufficient 

consideration of the offenderGs interaction ttith the justice 

system and t.he dynamic dSpect that: is derived fro.Q a. total career 

orientation", He i.E; Hell al.1are of the deficiencies of III cst. 

offender typolo~ies that Here popular during an edlrl.y stage of 

the development of crininology and questions the value of 

continuing ventures of t.hat nature.. These typologies deal t1it.h 

people at one end of the continuUID v those whose behavior has been 

suf.ticiently ext.ensi.ve t.o place them in the courts and 

inst.itut.ionsc Even though many frequent and/or serious offenders 

£it into these typesu t.hey do not. fit t.he criteria for usefulness 

for persons on the firing line ~ho ~re ~aced with the necessity 

of placing people in types Nho should or should not. receive 

13 Chapter 10 11 ~[Pat.terns of Crime and Criminal. dehavioI:1r n of 
Don Co Gibbonsg 5ocietyo Crime g sgQ Cr~~~nal Behav.i~ (Englewood 
Cliffsp N ",J .. : Prent.ice-Rall g 1982) presents an excellent 
discussion of problems involved in t.he construction of criminal 
typologies" Perhaps even oore cogent because it included such an 
excellent review of the literature is Gibbonsis article g 

"'Offender l'ypolog~es--TBo Decades 1.ater," British Journal of 
crimi.!tP!.,Qgy 15 (1915): 140-156", For an even earlier renew ot 
the li.terature which ShOiiS how long sociologists ha.ve had!. 
typologies as ill. major commit.aent.tI' see Edwin D .. Driver, nil. 
Critique of Typologies in Criminology, 03 ~ sociological 
Qua~ter~~ 9 (1968): 3S6-313~ As Driver stat.eso it all began 
with Larabroso and Ferri ana cont.inues t.o Schrag, Gibbons g and 
Garrity Co Also see Jan n .. Chaiken and Harcia R .. Chaiken (J 

y'o!rietie.§ of Cri.mina1 ~au.ior (San.ta ~onica iii Californi a: Rand" 
1982) " 



-17-

supervision by a limited staff~n4 While the various cr~minal 

types will alNays have certain degree of fascinat.ion for t.h.ose 

who must. deal wi t.h then on a. day t.o day bas~su Imowing an 

incarcerated offenderQs type after the fact q perhaps at the ena 

of a long careero is not as import4.ltnt ~n a practical way as 

knowing if t.he .insitani.:. offender shouldl: be dealt with in bi.s liay 

or that to minim:ize the chance of contributing t.o t.he d eve 1 opmen t 

of a career offenaero ~ore simply putu others have been 

concerned about the end product of a career IT t"3'hile ~Je are 

concerned about. "\the st.art.. While much of \ib.a:it. is .being said here 

is knmIZl to t.hose who have .Deen involved J...D research on 

delinquency and crime u He ~ish the reader to understand that ~e 

are not attempting to re1nvent the wheelG 

CONSTRUCTING A TYPOLOGY OF OFFENDERS THAT IS $OCIOLOGICALLY 
EEANINGPUL AND USEFUL TO ~ERSONS IN THE JUSTICE SYSTEH 

As Gibbons has pOIinted GlAtt' GJ ....... legal offense categories 

often fail to reflect significant aimensions or aspects of the 

social behavior that. has been the sunject of social control 

agency attent.ion '" ttl As a mat.ter of iact. 1T Gibbons r.rl.rror s our own 

conclusions :trom. many years of research Hhen he continues on to 

state that offenders drE not consi~tent. in the types of offenses 

t.hat they cOIDnit.e Legai classifica~ions do not identify 

theoretically consisten~ typeso ns 

1l.4 For an excellent presentation on the problen. as it applies 
to serious offenders see .. loan. pet.ersilia Il:s ?&ohat;i.p~ ru!!!. Felon! 
Offendq~8 Research in Briei u National Institute of Justice, u~s~ 
Department. of Justice u i:.larch 1i985~ She deals here with making 
the prison/probation decisiono 
as Gibbons, Societyu Crime and Criminal ~ghavi9~ ~Englewood 
Cliffs u N ... J .. : Prent.ice-lliall il 1~82): 218 ... 
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Our efforts u therefore". should nml be concent.rated. on 

recognizable career types" meaningful not. only to sociologists 

but to t.hose on t.he criminal just.ice firing line as uello Having 

developed these caI.:eer types 1>lhich account for the vast bulle of. 

serious oikensesQ ~e should then det.ermine if these career types 

are more pred~ctable than have been continuities ~n cr~me aloneo 

HistoricallYI! one ali: the greatest errors t.ha.t sociologi.st.s dnd 

others have welde is t.he a tt:empt t.o eJrplain delinquency ana crime 

per ~ rat.her than to explai.n types o± delinqu&nt and criminal 

Careers & SOIDe types dre Dore e~plainable and pred1ctable than 

ot.hers .. ll 6. 

In order to do this ue have turned to an offense-

disposition-sanction by o±fense-disposition-sanction data set: (a 

recoded data set l:Ih2Ch perai t.s retr~eval of some ki nds of 

information t.hat. cann.ot be obt.ain~d from t.he age-hy-age data set 

l'lnich l:laS utilized in auch of our pri.or tlOrlc) '" 1'jU .. S da ta set 

permits us "LO exat;}i.ne persons t'1itld..n career cat.~gocies for 

homogeneity or h~terogeneitl in terms of the ~6 of tense 

categories (ana as they may be reorganized int.o fetJer hOElogeneous 

groups nased on the behavior involved)e A set of ~7 tables 

showing t.he Cd.reer type distribution ot 4 Q 079 persons tJ J..th 

lC:. Ginbons ll !!lost recent t'1ord is his best... l.n nThe AssUllilption 
of the Ef:.ficacy ort' J:Iliddle-Range l5Jrpl.anation: Typologie son 
forthDOming in a monograph on theoret~cal approaches in 
criminologyg edited DY Robert F~ Neier u Sage Pub11cationsg 

Gibbons concluaes that too much effort. has been devot.ed to 
person-cent.ered efforts to understana. crime.. He..!.s correct in 
his stat.ement thill:t. criminologists have not given su:ffi.ci.E:nt 
,"-,t.tention t.o the social-structural conditions that are predictive 
of crime in the aggreyat.e .. 

l 
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continuous residence in Racine is presented in Appendix A~ The 

reader nay wish to turn to Appendix A at this time in order to 

become familiar with how we have expanded an early computer

generated typology of career types in order t.o encapsulate the 

total ejtperience 01 cohort members., At the same ti8e g \Je ShON 

how the distribut.ion of these experiences differ by sexu 

race/ethnici ty D' neighborhood u and combinations thereof ... 

The reauer may reuemher that some ~O case histories were 

presented in the append~ces ox !h~ ~ 2! Official ~rds in Th~ 

Development Qi ~ediction Devices an~ Delinguent-Criminal 

!Y£91ogiesg a 32~-page report based on our NIJJDP and N1J fundea 

data sets (is examples of \1na.t delinquent careers look like", 

Reading these cases gives one a better und~rstand~g o± the 

nature of deli.nquent. and early criminal careers than does simply 

look.ing at. some quantitat.l...va representation of the career lf 

t'1nether it. be t.he number Olt police cont.act-s o referralsl1' and/or 

court administered sanct~onsl1' some number representing 

seriousness and severityo or a Geometric score which represents 

various coobina~ions of reasons for police cont.act or 

combinations of s~nctionSa We shmll say more about these cases 

in Part II so let us De concerned only with their usefulness at 

this point a 

In our proposal we stated that. in developing a typology the 

first step might be to examine the contact-by-contact delinquency 

and criminal. his-tories of cohort. rneobers cont.ained in The l!§§. ot 

Official pecoFas in ~ Development of P~ediction Devic~ ~nd 
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DeliD-.9.Y:Emt-Cr.inli.p.al n291oqi!?~ in order to det~rm.iIle the 

complexit.y of police, reterral o and court. r~cords.. The next step 

would be to exaoine the aescriptions of case histories that have 

been produced in order to develop some insight into hOH careers 

dewelop~ Then referenc& uould be made to the typologies that 

have been suggested by others and an attempt made to tit these 

case histories into other typologiese 1 ? Since then tle have 

examined other typolog~es more carefully and have read add~tional 

critiques of them to the point t.hat ue have become quite jadedo 

Be have le£s enthusiasm for testing other typologies than ~e had u 

although ~e shall come to that in due time~ 

t~e have bet:n much more concerned uith manipulating our arm 

data in an effort to consider Various possibilities for a 

typology than in creating a topology examining the case 

histories .. 

In essence p tlhat t1e have learned about. career types and 

their distribut~on suggests that these case histories may De used 

to malte a. preliminary evaluat.ion of t.he net1 typologies t.hat l:!e 

generate or t.hose of others Which rr~ slldll test as t.ime goes on .. 

Further Boreg as tle said beiore g these case histories may be used 

to add cl. dynamic Ol.spect. t.o -the career t.ypes ~a1l:.. t.he serious end 

of the scale) already generated .. 

li. il One eXOi.mple of a non-sociologist Os typology that should be 
t.est.ed is t.hat proposea. by Richard 1. .. Jenk.ins" otlCla.ssification of 
Behavior Problems of Cnildreno at lii:TIerican Journal of: ~~try 
125 (1969):: 1032-1U3Y <> He has developed his position more fully 
in CAChild l:'sychiatry Per:spect.i.ves l1

nl! Ameri5=!!:ll Academy of 9!.ild 
Psych~~trt (1~80):: 3~O-325o 
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After ue have completed the t.dSK. 01 generat.ing tq1!a t. app~ars 

to be a viable typology ~ith predictive vcllue Bith a limited 

number of cases, \:Ie shall determine which dspects of each type 

nay be represented by proxy variables available for all 4901~ 

continuous re;;;;.idencb: members of the cohorts., those uhom i'JE: have 

already placed ~n the t2me period u offense level o ~nd justice 

system int.ervention t.ypes as ~klOi7n in Appendix 11.. In other 

words u caL we extract troM the very aetailed data uhich Here 

ut.ilized in the development:. of t.ne typology some indica tors tduch 

may be subject.ed t.o sit. Q,tist.ical analysis for the ent.ire 4u 079 

cohort members", The cl.ppropriate met.hodology for this st.age of 

t.ypology dewel.opmemt ,[>1i1.1 be sone f01:'!:1 ot clust.er analysis or 

smallest. space analysis u dependJLng' on t.he specific analysis and 

tthether all variables included lla 'We a metric form .. l a 

!IS For a descript.ion oi~ va.rious multivariat.e analyses that. have 
applica ',)ility to t.he prOblem" includ.ing clust.er analysi sand 
smallest space analysis g see David Po Greenbel:g o Chapter 70 
aOClassification and Prediction,," Hathematical crimi~ology (liler:T 
Brunswick o N".J .. : .Rut.gers University Press g 1979) .. In ter-lllS of a 
source that has the same crit.ical mention of the literature that 
i:Je ha ve acquJLr-ed over- the years including t.he lack of 
comparability 0:1 t.he st.udies that til a vs been made IT see T io 
Brennan Il,s E'inal Reporto flultivariat.e '£axonollical Classification 
for Criminal ~~ ~arch (Project NOD 78-NI-~X-0065)g Vols~ 
1-3 g National Institute of Justicee Office of Research E~luation 
tlet.hoas u Departnent of Justice" Oct.oberu 1980.. Th.e 11'01 ume 
contains an excellent. discussion of clustering methods .. 

19 Al though tie have prewiously found t.hat the hypot.hes,li> of 
unidiaensionalit.y ok delinquent car.eers or of distinctive types 
based OIl offenses alone is not supported by t.he di:iita u Wandere!.' 
has suggested th.at. Gutt.man scaling may be a uay of 
operat.ionalizAng change in types ove~ timeo For at discussion of 
problems eit.h Gut.tman scaling and a rel1ie1;] of the literature" 
see::. Jules.J c> U auaerer g anScal:LIlg Delinquent. Careers Over Time o na 

£t~oinQlogy 22 [1984): 83-950 
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t-Ye are trying a variet.y of manipulative l:.echnigues ",1l.9 

Al though Be Nanid lilte t.o de\felop dI. predic·tive typology based on 

official recordsO' demograpl'A~C and ecologicai Cl.ata alone c rua have 

added to this the exten.sive int.erviel'Y da:ta l1 including seli-

reportu tor sdm~les from ~he ~942 dnd 1949 Cohort~o as ~e did in 

the earlier t1ork. I.eported i.n ~~~ng the Relationship of Adult 

Criminal Car~e~ !2 ~uven~le £~reers~ Their use restricts the 

number of casesu just as does any analysis Bhich includes data on 

parental otficial records... 1'1e have found o for exarople l1 md.t. the 

percent o£ those who do not have a hiyh school diploma vdri~s 

from career type to career type" v~th 3~1% the ~OHest (those bho 

have never had a polic€ contact} to highs of 27QO~ (N-Y-N) dnd 

26,,7% (Y-Y-X) .. Among tllose ufAo never: had a police contact" only 

17% had friends in trOUble dS juveniles compared t1i th 01 .. 1% a.mong 

those Hi.t.n police contacts a.uring every age perioJl. (Y-Y-Y)" 

Preliminary findi~gs such as these convince us that it Nill be 

1:Iortht..rhile t.o do a syst.ematic analysis for those on uhom 1:1e have 

every t.ype ot da.t.a... T.ln.s SIltould. '1:?:nanle us to furlt.her d~scr.1...be 

each t.ype of offex"der and aad to each t.}lI"pe behavioral" 

experiential Q and at.t.i tuttin611 dimensions t-lhich increase our 

understanding 0.11:: hOl'J these t.ypes have euolved ... 2o 

20 RODert. C .. iIanson ,uId Fu-Chin Shill. have deifeloped the 
dynatype concept and computer techn~ques for its application~ A 
dynatYPB is a constructed c ~trdcted t.ype t.hat represents a 
particular pattern of change over time common to a group o£ 
subjects.. They describe hot:T t.o elicit empirical. dynatypes from 
longituainai" Bulti-variabls q multi-stage data in their 
unpublislH:.d f.>aper Ii' ~aDynatYFeq Rural liigr43l.nt. Case Histories 0' and 
Urbanizat.ion Processes",aa 

FV 
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We have done a number of e~perimental runs but shall De 

doing more before we launch ~n'to r;mltivdria.te anal:tsis"" The 

second major task" as ~e ha~e started" involves an attenpit t.o 

determine how early the prediction can be made that a given type 

of career is developing" particularly for t.hose types which are 

defined as most t.hreat.ening t.o 't.he communi t.y.. It is im poctant to 

remember t.hat. althou.gh He believe t.hat demographic '11ari~bles are 

correlated Hi~h experiences" ~e cannot utilize race or ethnicity 

as a predictor in any devi.ce tlhJLch night have judicial or quasi-

judicial applicationc Altnough t.here is considerable concern 

about the violent. offender u this category of benavior is ~ost 

di.fficul.t to predict.. }1.s st.at.ed earlier ll the smaller t.he number 

of persons in a type and the less repetitious the behdvior o the 

more difficult it i.s to find discrim.inating va.riables.. The 

strategy is to manipulate the d~ta year-ny-yearn or period-ny-

period II depending upon problems in aggregating the predictors l1 in 

order to determine the point at which recordea ~ndicators 

{offenses and societ.al reactions to t.hen} give d high degree ot 

assurance that a given type of career has developed or ~i11 

fo110li1.. The idea is to add va.rianles i.n temportill sequence so 

that it is possible to describe how sooe types of careers go 

ithroug'h predictdble developmental st.ageso 2' 11 

2A Temporal sequences of occur~ences ~ay be analyzeu by a 
stochast.ic process as ai.a Holfgang l1 cat. al.. Other exaaples of the 
use of t.his teChnique are presented in David Fa Greenberg, 
Chapter 9 11 ~J.ildrko'{V elidins" em !:lmtheruatical ~Fiminology (N ew 
Brunswick, NgJa: Rutgers University Press, 1919}o 
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Ra. ther than t.o refer tn.e reader back t.o t.he grant 

appl.icatioIij7' 1:1€: have ~ncluded Diagram 11" Parts 10 1.1/1 dud I.1.I for 

those who wish to reoind themselves of t.he basic dat.a and 

underlying research strat.egy of the project.. t1e havea of course IT 

collapsed many wariables into d1chotoBies t.o facilitat.e 

presentation of the results in t.ables. 

Some of the basic analyses Hhich ue have pr~viously 

conducted have indicated that many of the independent variables 

t.hat we and others have thought to be of potential use based on 

sociological -them::! and u to some extent o non-cohort research have 

Ii tt.le effect. on the dt:"I1elopm.ent. of careers.. The research has q 

of course g been helpful in determining Bhich variables shoulu be 

considered in developing the tYPOLOgYD 

Pact II 

INTRODUCTi.ON 

Al t.hough 1'la are interested. in a broad career t.ypology of 

cohort members q emphasi.s is on t.he development. of CJI typ ology 

i'lhich 1;Ii11 permit. predi.ction of continu.ity in delinquent. nehavior 

during the juvenile peri.od q continuation to adult crioe q and the 

dewelopment O:h: serious delinquent. and crLllinal careers.. This t:i'as 

also in mind lihen i.t t1ci.S sone time ago decided that 50 cases 

should be selected ohich consist.ed of cohort oe~bers who had 

frequent and/or serious contacts ai.t.h the policeo Considerable 

effort Nas devoteoi to t.his endeavor because i.t. wouldlJ among ot.her 

t.hingso provide us tiit.h a t'lC:il.y ot sensitizing people to case 

hist.ories g taK~ng them beyond the st.at1stLcal taoles that 

sometimes seeEi a bit. st.ark and unli:ltelike .. 



DIAGRAM I, PART 1. BASIC DATA DEVELOPED FOR RACINE AND BIRTH COHORTS WITH EARLIER NIJ AND NIJJDP SUPPORT 

VALUABLES USED IN TYPING NEIGUBORIIOODS: Data from 
NIJJDP grants 76JN-99-1005, 77JN-99-0019, 79JN-AX-OOI0, 
and NIJ Grant 79-NI-AX-0081 

A I Cl,aruateri8tia8 of Neighborhoods and Cohort Members 
Residing in NeighborhoodlJ as Juveniles and as Adults 
(Aggl'egated Neighbol'hood Data Set) 

1. Ecological Characteristics of Neighborhoods: 
1950, 1960, 1970 

Housing Quality 
Ilousing Density 
lfuusing Vacancy Rate 
Percent Housing Units Occupied by Blacks 
Land Use :ode 
Targets in Areas (taverns, restaurants, etc. 
Population Density 
Percent Population Non-l'ihite 

2. Delinquency and Crime in Neighborhoods Based 
on Cohort Records: 1950's, 1960's, 1970's 

Total Police Contact Rate 
Total Non-Traffic Contact Rate 
"loving Vehicle Rate 
Property Offense Rate 
Offense Against Persons Rate 
Public Disorder Rate 
Status Offense Rate 
Average Seriousness of Contacts 
Average Age of Offenders 
Proportion of Contacts with Police as 

Complainant 
Proportion of Contacts Referred 

3. Demographic Characteristics of Cohort ~Iembers 
(May be used as controls) 

Cohorts: 1942, 1949, 1955 
Sex 
Race/ethnicity. 
Place of Residence (Neighborhood) as 

Juvenile 

NEIGHBORHOOD TYPING COMPLETED FOR NIJJDP: 
Grant 82-JN-AX-0004 

Bl7'ypes of Neighborhoods 

L Delinquency and Crime Producing 
Characteristics and lIigh De I in
quency, lligh Crime 

2. Delinquency and Crime Producing 
Characteristics and Low Delin
quency, High Crime 

3. Delinquency and Crime Producing 
Characteristics and Jligh Delin
quency, Low Crime 

4. Delinquency and Crime Producing 
Characteristics and Low Delin
quency, Low Crime 

5. Do NotHave Delinquency and Crime 
Producing Characteristics but 
High De linquency, Hi gh Crime 

6. Do Not, etc., but Low Delinquency, 
High Crime 

7. Do Not, etc., but High Delinquency, 
LOwCrime 

8. Do Not, etc., but Low Delinquency, 
LOwCrime 

CONTROLS 

OFFICIAL RECORD DATA SETS FOR COHORTS; 
from NIJJDP Grants 1976-1979 

C'Offiaial Juvenile Reaords for 1942, 1949, 
and 1955 Cohorta 
(Age-by-Age Data Set) 

1. Each age 6-17 

2. Summary prior to age, at age, and 
after age, all ages 

3. Summary ages 6-17 
For 1, 2, and 3: 

Police Contacts 
Seriousness of Reasons for 

Contacts 
Referrals 
Severity of Sanctions 

D'Offiaial Adult Record for 1942, 1949, 
and 1955 Cohorts 
(Age-by-Age Data Set) 

1. Each age 18-32 (1942), 25 (1949) 
20 (1955) 

2. Summary prior to age, at age, and 
after age, all ages 

3. Summary ages 18-32, 25, 20 
For 1, 2, and 3: 

Police Contacts (26 reasons 
for contact may be aggre
gated into Felony vs. Non
Felony, Part I vs. Part II, 
etc.) 

Seriousness of Reasons for 
Contacts 

Referrals 
Severity of Sanctions 

t--e-

-



DIAGRAM' 1. PART 2. ANALYTIC SCUEHE FOR DEVELOPING DELINQUENT AND CRIMINAL CAREER TYPES 

COHPUTER-DEVEWPED CAREER TYPES: 
NIJJDP Grant 82-JN-AX-0004 

IE'Types of Delinquent 01' Non-Delinquent 
Juvenile Cal'eel'S as Developed fl'om 
Official Juvenile Recox'ds fOl' 1942, 
1949, and 1955 Cohol'ts 
(Age-by-Age Data Set) 

1. Each age 6-17 

2. SUlllmary Prior to age, at age, and 
after age, all ages 

3. Slllnmary ages 6-17 
For I, 2, and 3: 

Police Contacts 
Seriousness of Reasons for 

Contacts 
Referrals 
Severity of Sanctions 

1 
f'Types of Cl'iminal 01' Non-Criminal Cal'eers 

as Developed from Official Adult Recol'ds 
fol' 1942, 1949, and 1955 Cohorts 

., (Age-by-Age Data Eet) 

1. Each age 18-32 (A942), 25 (1949), 
20 (1955) 

2. Slllrunary prior to age, at age, and 
after age, all ages 

3. Summary ages 18-32, 25, 20 
For I, 2, and 3: 

Police Contacts (26 reasons for 
contact lIIay be aggregated into 
Felony vs. Non-Felony, Part I vs. 
Part II, etc.) 

Seriousness of Reasons for Contacts 
Referrals 
Severity of Sanctions 

CONSTRUCTED JUVENILE TYPOLOGY TO BE 
BASED ON ALL OFFICIAL DATA 

SECOND TO N VERSIONS OF JUVENILE TYPOLOGY 
INCLUDING INTERVIEW DATA 

G. 1. Juvenile police, court, and 
agency record 

lao Check computer typology with 1 
1'--~~I~: 

'--r--, --.. 

First constructed typology 
Interview data set added (From I) 

2. Parental record 
3. Family characteristics 
4. Neighborhood 
5. Demographic data 

r-----------------l I Computer-developed career types for 
I juveniles related to adult career types I 
I but did not permit prediction without 

~ I false negatives and false positives; 

I 
see earlier reports and papers. 

I QUESTION: Does G predict F better than 
I E predicted F? I 
1--_ -- -- - ___ __ -L~ __ J 

INTERVIEW DATA SET 

I'RepOrted Behavior. Statuses and Attitudes 
for 1942 and 1949 Cohorts as Juveniles 
(Interview Data Set) 

Years Formal Schooling 
Reason Not High School Graduate, if not 
Attitude Toward School 
Employment During School 
Family Status 
Friends in Trouble with Police 
Attitude Toward Police 
Auto Use Scale 
Perception of Police Patrol in 

Neighborhood 
Sex of Head of Household 
Regularity of Hil's Employment 
Age at Marriage 
Age Left Ilome 
Times Reported Stopped by Police 

Before 18 
Self-Concept 



DIAGRAN I, PART 3. ANALYTIC SCHEME FOR DETERMINING HOMOGENEITY OF TYPES AND PREDICTIVE POWER OF TYPOLOGY 

CONSTRUCTED JUVENILE TYPOLOGY SECOND TO N VERSION OF TYPOLOGY 
ADDITIONAL ANALYSES 

Variables (G) are subjected to multiple 
FA Additional constructed typologies 

p 

.-- Subject selected characteristics 

discriminant function to determine If including interview data in present of juveniles to smallest space 

similar constructed types are produced data sets or in new, expanded analysis a~ a possibility for a 

by computer. interview data sets. different typology. Use same 
methodology on adult data 

J 

CHECK CHECK 
PREDICTION 

N Q 

Are members of each constructed family type Are members of each constructed Do the juvenile typologies 

fairly homogeneous in terms of their career type more or less homogeneous in permit better prediction of 

scores referred to in E and F. official terms of career scores referred adult criminal careers than 

seriousness scores, scores including to in E and F? previous approaches? 

K 

referrals and sanctions, and scores 
representIng disproportional sanctioning? 

PREDICTION 

PREDICTION 0 

!.. 

Do additional, more elaborate 
R Reported Behavior. Statuses, and Attitudes constructed typologies permit 

Does constructed typology for juveniles better prediction of adult for 1942 and 1949 Cohorts as AduZts 
permit better prediction of adult types criminal careers than did first I-----. 

(IntervieW Data Set) 

or adult scores than did computer- version? Is the difference 

constructed typologies or scores? great enough that improvement is Income 
statistically significant or Employment 
great enough in terms of a Friends in Trouble with Police 
reduced proportion of errors? Marital Status I 

I 
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TtV'o groups were selected.. The first group consists ox all 

cohort members whose police contact records contained 10 or more 

felony-le'lre! cont.a.cts.. Thi.s group uas not only all ma.lell' Dut 

contained only one person xrolli the 1~42 Cohort, t.wo from the 1949 

Cohort., emu 2.3 from t.he 1955 Coh.ort... Career length t'las 

contrall'ad by ret.aining only t.hose from the 1955 Cohort. '" 

The: second group 11 consisting of: 2& person.s who had 13 or 

more police cont.aC'lCs of any type {excluding persons wit.h 10 or 

more felony-level contacts} 11 lidS randomly se.lected. fron the 195;5 

Cohort males .. 

P;arental contact data had been collected tor nember:::o of both 

groups; so that parent/ch.~l.d records could be arranged 

chronologically 11 shOt'lin~ t,he onset of police contact.s f:or: the 

cohort members~ Actuall.yv police cont.acts and court dispositions 

have been checked for the parents of over !»OO of ilie cohort 

oemberso 

Unlike our previous approach to data analysis u each 

inteiraction t-li:~::h t.he police t'J'as incl.uded.. Non-offense .l..ncidants 

such as EaSC'lle runso reports of missing children o requests for 

house surveillance during ~acationsO' reports of barking dogs q 

etc,~ 0' Which were not appropriate for the earlier' dLnalyses" IIlhen 

combined Bit.h leg1Lt.io.a.t.e offense contact.s u provide an idea of th.e 

family at.titude to~ard and relat.ionship with the police .. 

The question that. He have so frequently posed is w net"her or 

not. official. ana./m:: sel:t-report data can be turned int.o scores 

lIJhich permit efficient pred.iction from juvenile to adul t 

behavior a We t.urn to this problea again in t.he next sectiono 
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PREDICTING ADULT SBRI0USNE~S FRON JUVENILE SERIoUSNESS SCORES 

The difficult.y that lJe have encountered in the past in 

turning official case hist.ories into scores which measure 

juvenile and adult experiences and permit efficient prediction 

from one period to the ot.her nig'h t be rei t.erated at this point. .. 

First of all, a taole of juvenile and adult seriousness scores 

for frequent felons «10 or more felony~evel contact.s) and non

felons is presented g ~s modified from The ~ of Offic~al 

Records II et.c 0 

When juvenile and adult. offense seriousness scores are 

presented in scat.tergrams (Scattergram 1) it does not. seem that 

there is much relationship of juvenile seriousness to aault 

seriousness.,. Thate of courseo is lihy tIe believe that. the current 

enterprise is so important.. Hhdt nany researchers have been 

doing in t.he uevelopment of devices for predicting serious adult 

criminal careers is either unconstitutional ~f applied or 

inadequat.e if 01 st.atis1ticiZl,n t'1i:th the slightest. conpetence or 

sophisticat.ion eJcamines it.o i oe .. 11 it ttill 0 as we ha we st.ated 

before o provide too many posit.ive and negative errors or hoth .. 

Note that most of the felons had relatively high scaces as 

juveniles l1 t.he range of juvenile seriousness scores for the 1955 

Cohort males Deing U to 164.. Only 'L7 (2Q4r~ of the 1" 11140' 1955 

Cohort. males .had juvenile scores of: 90 lOr higher but 69 .. 5% of 

tnese 23 felons did SOe These 23 comprise most of the 21 1955 

Cohort. males uith -the highest juvenile seriousness 17 ioe",u 91 t.o 

164 scoresQ The top 271 or 2,,4~b of t.he 11955 Cohort mal.es had 

'-
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SC~TTERGRA3 1. JUVENLL~ VS. ADULT St2IODSNESS SCOk~S FOB 1955 COHORT MEMrltRS WlTH 10 UR dOHE 
FELONY-LLVEL ~01ICE CONTACTS. 
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KEY :!Q JUVENILE AND ADULT CONTAC~ SERIOUSNESS ------ ---
JUVXI~ EIGHTPXl~ 

CASE 1\ 143 0 
CASE 2: 55 91 
CASE 3 dS 120 
CASE 4 1132 49 
CASE 5 131 49 
CASE 6 117 7 
CASE 1 130 134 
CASE a 1134 30 
CASE 9 S1 50 
CASE 10 51 103 
CASE 111 35 88 
CASE 12 75 3l 
CASE 13 1125 7 
CASE 114 103 41 
CASE 15 28 58 
CASE 16 109 19 
CASE 11 122 49 
CASE 18 136 it5 
CASE V:J: 123 48 
CASE 20 99 30 
CASE 21 134 38 
CASE 22 98 22 
CASE 23 152 13 
CASE 24 63 60 
CA.SE 25 45 8 
CASE 26 42 26 
CASE 27 108 14 
CASl!: 28 29 30 
CASE 29 20 44 
CASE 30 911 14 
CASE 311, 5b 117 
CASE 32 65 0 
CASE; 33 41 24 
CASh 34 lb 25 
CASE 35 60 41 
CASE 36 145 0 
CASE 37 311 52 
CASE 38 10~ 65 
CASE 40 5 56 
CASE 411 35 86 
CASE 42 69 31 
CASE 43 lOb 45 
CASE 44 30 46 
CASE 45 23 8 
CASE 46 411 28 
CASE ij,7 35 81 
CASE 48 108 49 
CASE ~9 9 22 
CASE 50 2:::' ..I> 314 
CASE 511 31 41 
CASE 52 72 23 
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adult seriousness scores ot 44 or highero yet of the 23 felons in 

this scattergram u only 1~ (5201%) had scores of 44 or highero 

The adult seriousness score range t'las 0 to 13l!., In oth &r rlOrdsu 

as juveniles or adults q particularly as juven11es p this group 

maKes up a sizeable proportion of the lllOSit serious juvenil~ and 

ad ul t o:f.f end ers .. 

Further perusal of Scattergraru 1 reveals that there are 

several grouplngs of felons 1n terbS of the relationship of their 

juvenile o:t:fense seriousness to their duult. offense seriousness ... 

The numbers in braCKets are case h.istory numbers dnd t.hose l-lhich 

have been inked in are a very simple sUElI!Hll.tion deriwed from the 

career typ~s developed .in Append.ix A", Be shall discuss this a 

bit later .. 

Cases 9 and 'A5 ha.d relat.ively ION juvenile seriousrl€:ss 

compared to o~er felons nut Here in the top ~2 as adultsu while 

cases 2g 109 and 11 were even higher as adultsc Case 2 had been 

sentencea to the Green Bay Reformatory for 10 years at t.he age of 

20 and Case 11 had joined. t.he NdVY at. age 11,. Hml mUCh more 

serious 1:10uld the:u:: early d.dult careers have Deen it they haa not 

left. the community? Cases 3 and 12 had relatively high juvenile 

seriousness scores tlhich I'Jould have placed t.hem in t.he t.op 209% 

of that cohortGs males g but were not high compared to t.he other 

felons.. Cdse 12 tlas sentenced t.o t.he aisconsin State prison for 

five years as a young adulL so he had little opportun~ty to 

expand his adult careeEo ~ase 3 and Case 1 uad the h~gnest adult. 

seriousness scores in 't.h.is group oX: felons (Case 1 also haa a 

very high. juvenile seriousness score) 0 
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There are 115 0 11955 Cohort. mcll.les tlhom we halfe not l!H:Hlt.ioned/7 

all t·dth very high juvenile seriousness scoreso of t1'hom 'KO had 

adult seriousness scores be.\otl q4 and five bettV'een 44 and. 5U I> Of 

these" Case 1 h.au died at '!I8 g edse 13 had died shortly aft.er 18/7 

Case 23 had joined ~he narine Corpso Cases ~o 14u 20/7 and 21 had 

been sent to the reformatory or prison as young adultso 

Se have dealt. l'lith these 23 cases at length !lecause these 

are the t.ypes oK Cdses t.o HAl.ich reii:erence is so treguen. tly made 

by persons in ilie just:ice system tinOi Bish to provide evidence for.. 

the position that uelinquency and crime are relatedo Sone ot 

these 23 persons nad very serious juvenile careers~ were still in 

the community as a.uuI tS g but had relatively lit.t.le t.rou hIe as 

adults~ One must also rememner thdt aloost. half of the serious 

adult otfenders Bere not included in this group of 23 relatively 

serious juven~le offendersQ 

One COln seeD houever q hOll persons on t.he tiring line uno 

deal uitra serious juvenile offenders day after day can begin to 

conclude that. there is a strong relatl..onship bet"l'J~n ju ven~le 

delinquency anct adult crim€o The} ~ind it diAficult to see the 

forest for the trees D an artl..Iact. ot their positionso In a 

different. vaneo persons on the firing line may alsOi bE.'Come 

convinced that attent.ion should be focussed. on s€:'U'€I:r:a.l types t.hat 

appear to contrl..Dute to d~linquency and crime in d highly 

disproportionat.e t.ash.ion u hanitual J.rug users g for sxample .. 22 

22 There is. conS.1.derdble evidence that t.hey are on tue right 
tracj~ if the current l:iterat.u,lCe is correct/7 as suggested by 
Bernard A .. GrOlppera CltProbing the Link BetNeen Drug Use and 
CrilJta u

QlI 11.~search ~Bri.mho Nat.ional Inst.it.ute of Justice ll O"S" 

" 
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Since He are conc€'l:ned about serious offenders q this group 

of felons is a good one to consider tIhen deU"eloping a t.ypology .. 

Now l~t us turn to Scattergram 2 for frequent offenders uho 

did not have 10 or more oi.i'enses Hhich tiera at. the f~lonl level", 

Here we ha.ve a qU.l.t.e different. but very illuminat:ing p.ictureo 

These 23 males fro:1 th.e 1~55 t...:OhOlL"t haVe juvenile serio usness 

scores ranging from very lo~ (because their contacts Here for 

very minor offenses or for no offense at all) to 145 0 crhich UCIlS 

very high.. t-lost. were beloi:)' 110 and 7d .. 6% t-rere ImJer t.han the 

score of 90 0 ehich o as l1e haue indicat.ed/.' nas beloa most of t.he 

felons .. 

The aduh: seriousm,E:;:s!:> scores l:Jere similar to those 01. the 

felons l1 11 (34,,2%), being 4L} or higher .. not qui t.e such a large 

percent as £ound for ~he felons (5201%) but still d sizeable 

pr op ort ion Q 

There are several gi:n:oups tihich hang 1together", F'irst of all .. 

there is that group of 15 g the largest. u which had relatively lo~ 

scores (is ju veniles u iOf t1hich only si:11: had seriousness scores of 

45 or larger as aduLts o including Cases 41 dnd 47 wnich ~ere 

serio us ~ Case 41 'C:1a.S sen t. to the Green Bay ReforZld tory xor 30 

years anG Case 41 i:las sent to t.he £'ederal penitentiary for life 

plus 25 years l1 both oe~ore the age of 210 

A sacona large g:r:oup consists ox those seven rIi .. ti jmrE:nile 

seriousness scores above 50 aho had adult seriousness ~cores of 

23 or less~ Case 30 was sent to the Green Bay Reformatory for 12 

Depatr tIll en t. of Ju stice 11 !'ebruary 1985", 
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SCATTERGRA! 2. JUV~NILi VB. ADULT S~&IOUSNESS SCOh1~ ¥OR 1~55 COhORT MEMBERS WITH 13 OR MORE 
POLlCE I.-ON'l'ACTS BUT hOT 10 FELONY-LEVEL COtl'TACTS. 

JUVX N 

150 + 
·1(36)1 ~r:..Fa~A-"t"o;<..'{ 

12-
140 + 

130 + 

120 + 
r 

A~s-rc::o I 
fOfI.. JlJ.u~6R I .4, ~:2. 

1(3b) I ARMGD F-a1tc.s.S' AT ~, 110 + 
(27) (43) . IT§] • OI50~O. calJJ>u.c. .. VISII. AT 18 . . 

'32. "-, .2.& 30 
100 + 

90 + . (30) 
I 18 
I 
I 

80 + 

. (52) 
70 + . (42) 30 

14-

• 1(32) 11-1 IWlA-l. HOSl'rrAI... . {24} 
60 + AT 10 . (35) 2.6 r 4- ~ !u.J"f:rc..RaO 

:L'l.. 
r • ArIU"'W roe.c.e.~ 

I 2.0 47 Ie:. 

50 + 

. (25) . (26) :LEO 
40 + QS (33) . . (46) 2.6 

16 
FED. PEWIT, 12l!.J"aU..\A-TO~'f 

30 + (28) (51) (37) 
1(47) I . .§1 . . :l.4- 2.9 I ::2..0 :L4- • (,441 2.1 

I 
2.4-r . (45) . (50) 

20 + 18 2.3 . (29) 
(34) II 
20 

10 + . (49) 
\0 . (40) 

16 
o + 

--+-------+-------+-------+-------+-------+-------+-------+-------+-------+-------+-------
o 10 20 30 40 50 00 70 tiO 90 100 

EIGHTfXN 



_:wu au Lli _. _.,_au . 

-36-

years at. t.he age of 'Hi q Case 30 entered the Arm)!, at.. 17 but. Nas 

discharged at l8 g Case 31 apparently entered t.he Arw¥ at 16q and 

Case 32 ~las institutionalized in the Southern Colony at. age 10 .. 

Three others ~ere in little u1fficult..y as adults0 

1'hen 'Ulere is a group of five Nho had relat.ively h~~h 

juvenile seriousness scores and relatively high adult seriousness 

scores~ Case ~e was arrested for murder at the age of ~2 and 

Case 38 entered the service dt 11 Dut; receivea a disorderly 

conduct discharge at. 190 

It is evident q as one reads either the career narratives or 

the case historiesq that. there are quit.e different t.ypes and 

patt.erns of delinquency and crime.. Hmr can these be classi:ltied 

so as to increase our. ability to predict continuityu in terms of 

the social fuilieu in wn~ch delinquent behavior ~s generated q 

neighborhood and fdmily l' in terDS of pat.te:r:ns of h~haviorll in 

t.erms of judicial handling of Cidlses u and finally in terms of. hm.f 

juvenile and young adults respond to their experiences in the 

justice syst.eillo 

Of courseI!' t.he taSlt is not easy" The r~cords are not always 

cOIf!plete ll hut isn!lit this part. of the pro.olera faced by th~ police 

officer t·,ha m.ust t1ake a decision at. t.he st.r~et level ll t.he st.a:tf 

of the juvenile bureau o the juven~le court intake office u the 

county probation ottice ll the juvenile court.1l dnd so on? 

ROl'J might. t.hese cases be fit.t.ed int.o exist.ing t.eittboOlk 

t]'pologi.~s? Hot] i'!Ould you Elooi.ify existing t.ypologies so that. 

t.hey have a greater predictiv~ value? HOff will t.hey fit. int.o the 

typology that tfe have just developed frora 4,,(119 official records? 
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FITTING ~'HE FELONS liND l?'RE~{lENT OFFENDERS INTO CAREER TYPOLOGIES 

Let us t.urn. to Table 2.. Here we find the distri.but.i.on of these 

cases according t.o t.he t.ime peri.od career typology that 'file have 

developea ... 

The first case (F 11) had police contacts u re1erralsu and 

court sanctions in each age perioG g non-traffic contaC't.s e 

refererals g and court sanctions in each age period, and u while 

this person had Part. I contacts and referrals (turing each age 

period, sanct.ions l;'Jere received for Part. I offenses during only 

the 6-11 age periode At. the felony level t.he pattern Nas t.he 

same Dut sanct.ions l>1ere received tor felonies during the juvenile 

and young adult periodsc 

Cases are ranked ~rOQ first to last accora~ng to the number 

of UYesUl! responses/1 33 for t.he first. case 0' and so on.. They could 

be ran!ted JLD anyone of a vcll.r~ety of Mays <> There are se'tferal 

proceaures £or determining hOli the 1~ uifferent career types in 

which everyone has Deen ~ldced may be organized so that. they 

progress from the most serlous connination u which ~ould be a 

8UYes U in each age period tor each o!:fense level and each level of 

justice syst.em int.ervention t.o ~e 10Nest. levelO' tlhich would be a 

nnNo .. It This iS g of course" evident from the nunerous tables 

already presented.. tie are currently tiorking on this", It. t,dll 

then .be possible to see just horr1 t.hese S1 cases fit. into t.he 

l.arger pat.tern of CclXeer t.ypes .. 

BeEore continuing further p hotlevera it should be noted taht 

the 23 casiclS of' 1l~55 cohort nemners uho had at least 10 felonies 
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TABLE 2 Q DIS:rR.IBUT1.0N OF 51 SERIOUS OFFENDERS BI CARJ1E R 
TXPES BASED ON OFFENSE SERIOUSNESS AND JUDICIAL 
IN l'ERV EtJT1.0N 

-----------------------------------------------
CONTACT NONTHAF PA.RT. I FELONY 

CASE C It S C R S C .ifft S C E S flY 
---------------------------------.---------
F 17 :lYY IIl' 'III yyy YlY 1YY lYY IYY YNN 'IllY YYY YYN 33 

38 yyy YY3l' II! Y1rY 1fYY IYl{ 'llYN IYN YYN XIX IllY Y JlU 3.'.t:. 
F 3 YYY yyy yyy 'SLyy 'IIX 'IYI fil YYN YYN YYY YIN yni 32 

F 10 1'YY IIY IYN IIY Vyy YYN i(lY YYY YNN Ity ItY YYN 31 

52 yyy "tyy Y:J[!~ IiI YYI IJIN yyy yyy lrNN yty III YNN 30 
48 IYY YYY YYY I'YY yyy I'IY fiN YIN YIN YYN YYN yyt~ 30 

I! 9 'flY IIY YYY YYY yyy lilY YIN YIN INN YYN Y1N IYN 29 
41 XXI III NiX' YY'Y IYY Njnf YlfY IIY tHY YYN YYN NIN 29 

F 5 yyy III YYY YIx. YIN YYN YYN YYr~ YYN YYN lIN YNN 2.7 

24 yyy IYY YYN IIll YIN fiN nN YIN YIN YIN YYN NYN 26 
43 yy1t III 1:11 YIY YIN YYN Jd!N YIN YIN YYN INN YNl~ 26 
46 YYI 'IIY YYY YYN YYIIl YYN YIN YYN YIN YYl~ YIN II!iN 26 

26 YYY YIY YIN YYi~ YYN YYN YYN ;['n~ YIN YIN YY!J Y l~N 25 
F 11 III YIN Illir YiI Ylr-N YYN yyy Ill\! YIN NIY NYN NYN ;'5 

F 14 YYN YIN YYN YIN Y1rN YYN fiN YIN YIN YIN YYN IYN 24 
F 20 YIN YYl\l YYN '1YN YIN llYN YIN YYN YYN IIN YYN YiN 2q 

51 11fl YII IIY YXY jill" YYI INN YNN YNN nm :lUIN INN 24 
F 21 YIN Y'lW YY~ YIN YYN IYN IYN YYN IYN YIN YIN IYN 24 
F 4 YYN YYN YIN YYI:l YYN 1eYN llYN YYN YIN 1I:YN YIN IYN 24 

44 IIX YIX xIY IIY XYi !yy Yl'Hi! YNi:~ 'INN IIlIN Yl~N INN 24 
47 YYN YIN YIN lIN YYN YIN j{YN YIU YYN lIN YIN YIN 24 

F 19 YIN YIN YY~ YYN YYN YYN IYN YYN YIN YYN !'YN YYN ~4 

F 15 YIN YIN YYtJ Y1W lIN YIN 1lYN Iyt~ YYN YIN 11N NYN 23 
50 IIY YYY Nllljy' try yyy NNI :nnr NY~ NNN YIY INt IIi lUX 23 

35 YYN 3ZYN YYI~ YYN 1l'YN YYN YYi~ IYN YIHJ YYN YYN INN 22 
F 16 :tIl YIY INN III IYI :iNN YNN YNN ltNN INX tIllY Il~N 22 

21 1[Y1I YYN YIN YYN l' I Iii YYN YYN YYN YYN YlIlN INN it' NN 21 
31 yy'it yylt YYN YYl'~ YIN UN :n:r'I YYN YYN NYN NNN NNN 2 .~ 

F 2 YYN YYN Y)IN :in~ YIN YIN NllN NYN MIN 1YN Y: 11'1 YYN 21 



Table 2 continued 

CASE 

F 22 
28 
31 
34 

F 23 
F 8 
P' 7 

F 18 
30 
33 
45 

cm~1'ACT 

e R 5 

YYN !1['N jIYN 
YYl YYY YYY 
XXI JIlIf Y'1N 
YYY IIY YXlr 
Yll'N YYN INrJ 
YIN Y1t.N YYN 
YYN YYN NYN 

YYY YNN YNld 
YIN YiN Y1tN 
YYY YYN llYN 
1'Y11" YYN YYN 

NONTRAF 
e R :3 

Y1N YYN YYN 
Y11' 1(YY yyy 
YYY YIN lYN 
1Y1' Yll'Y 3ftY 
Y1M 1[11"1\1 INN 
YIN YUJ YIN 
YYN 'IYill NYN 

YYY YNl\1 YNN 
YIN YNN HIlN 
lYY YYN YYN 
YYY yrJN INN 

PART l. 
e R :s 

YYN YlJ!~~ l[NN 
YN~! YNN NNW 
i~N nm INN 
YNN YNW NNN 
YYN YYH INN 
iYN nUl! iNN 
YYN YIN NYN 

YNY YNl~ INN 
YIlN YNN INN 
INn YNN INN 
YNlif 'INN YN1~ 

Fl::LONY 
C R S 

YYN YNI~ Ylm 
NiHil NN 1\1 IHIN 
yr~N nlN YNN 
lilNN ln~N N Iua 
YYN YYll! Y NN 
YIN )[N1I1 11: NlI1 
InJ YYN N YN 

YIn J[NN INN 
IYr{ INN iNN 
YNli NNN N NN 
YNN YNN YNN 

;'lO 

20 
20 
20 
20 
20 
.i:O 

118 
18 
18 
118 

F 13 ~!N '.i[YN iNN XYN INN YNN ilN YNN INN YY1II !NN INN 17 

F 12 YYlIS YYN YNl'& YIN YYN YNN YNN INN INN YNN INN j!'tHl 16 
40 Y1Y NYY NYY YYI IY! NYY bYN IBN INN NYN NNN NaN 16 

2S Y'll! iNN INN YIX XNH INN ljN INN WRN INN INN NNN 15 
F 6 IY'll INN YNru YNY YNN INN iNN INN INN INN YNN INN 15 

42 YIN I'llN IYN YNN INN YNN 1NN YNN YIN YNN INN IbN 14 

FlYNN YIN INN INN YNN 'llNN JNN INN INN !NN INN INN 12 
36 INN rim YNN YNN YNN YNN INN YNI YNN INN INN YNN 12 

~9 XIY NYE liN IIX MIm N!N NNN NNN mNN NNN NNN NmN 10 

32 YNB INN NNN YNN YNN MNN INN MNN liNN MNN NIN NIB 4 

in t.heir records t:Tere 1Jix~d uit.b. 11.he frequent offenders l~ho had!. 

not had at. least. 20 felony police cont.acts in Nhat. appeared to be 

a patt.ernless arrdi.Jl", This does not mean that t.here is no 

patt.ern q si2ply that if ther.e isu it i& not. readily seene Just 

what Hill come frOlli clustering on smallest space analysis remains 

Table 3 enables us t.o coopare th.e 51 cases uit.h. all 1114 

male members of the 1955 Cohort.. l-Sot.e that. they i:llre {as OJ. 

-
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TABLE 3. CAREER TYPE CONTINUITY FOR 1955 COHORT HALES AND 51 
SELECTED N1U.E FELOl:lS AND FREQUEl'lIT OFFENDERS ACROSS: 
J'UVEN.:U .. E,1 1!S TO 20" AND 21 lU~D OLDER AGE PERIODS 

y-y-y 
Y-Y-N 
l'-N-Y 
Y-N-N 
N-Y-Y 
N-Y-N 
N-N-Y 
N-I'i-lii 

y-y-y 
Y-Y-N 
Y-t~-y 

Y-N-N 
N-Y-Y 
N-Y-N 
N-N-Y 
N-N-N 

CONTACTS 
ALL SEL 

12 .. 3 
20 .. 5 

.1",5 
1~ .. !:i 
3",3 
9 ... 4 
2,,8 

~8",3 

56 .. 9 
31 .. 3 

5 .. 11 39 .. 2 
Y .. 8 t~5c.l 

1 .. 1 
1S .. a 111",8 

·d .. 7 ~ .. O 
907 2",0 

53 .. ~ 

Totals 10 .. 0 10 Co '1 

NON-1'RAFF:IC 
ALL SEL 

8 ... 6 
14 .. 4 

2 .. 3 
23 .. 1 

1) .. 1 
6 .. 9 
2 .. 1 

40 .. 9 

10 .. 0 

3 co '[ 

7002 
",6 

14 .. 4 
1",0 
503 
1 ... 3 

61 .. 2 

49 .. 0 
41L.2 

2 .. 0 
7",8 

10 ",0 

11°" 0700 

2 .. 0 
2",0 

lu .. 11 

PAR~ I 
ALL SEL 

1.,.3 
5",2 

.. 6 
115 .. 5 

.. 2 
3",8 

.,4 
7 .. 9 

13 .. 1 
49 .. 0 

2 .. 0 
25 .. 5 

3; .. 9 

99",9 10 .. 0 

.. 6 
4 .. 0 

c"e 
12 .. 4 

.. 2 
300 

.. 4 
1904 

10 .. 1 

1 .. 8 
43.1 

31",3 

3 .. 9 

99 .. 9 

~t~oned ~~ !2t Sanctioned 

y-y-y 
Y-Y-N 
Y-N-Y 
Y-N-N 
~J-Y-Y 

N-Y-N 
N-N"-Y 
N-N-l\! 

2 .. ~ 
6 ... 5 
1l~3 

111 .. 3 

:t3 ... S 
45011 

11.,.6 
3 .. 9 
5",,9 
~.,O 

2",0 

1 .. 4 
4 .. 2 

.. 4 
1 .. 9 

09 
4 .. 8 

.. 9 
79 .. 5 

'17 .. 6 
45 .. 1 

23",5 
3~Sl 
3 .. ~ 
2 .. 0 
3a9 

9909 

",1 
2 .. 4 

8",0 
<>1 

2.,2; 
.. 1 

81 .. 1 

35 ... 3 

43 .. 11 
2 .. 0 
3 .. 9 

115 <> 1 

10 ",0 10 .. 0 

FELONY 
ALL SEL 

1 .. 3 
4 .. 5 

.. 4 
8 .. 9 

.. 4 
5,,3 

.. 8 
18 .. 4 

11 .. 8 
45 .. 1 

3 ... 9 
23 ... 5 

2,,0 
5 .. 9 

1 .. 8 

110 .. 0 10 <> 0 

.. 8 
31 .. 1 

... 3 
8.,S 

.. 4 
4 .. 4 

.. 5 
32",0 

10 .. 0 

.,1 
2 .. 0 

.. 1 
5.,3 

• .3 
3 .. 1 

.,,3 
89 .. 0 

1",& 
31 .. 3 

3 .. 9 
.$3 .. 3 

3 .. 9 

25 .. 5 

43 .. 1 

110 .. 2 10 .. 0 
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consequence of their specifications) slce\'1ed t.oViard the high end 

of ea.Ch continuum of career scores more t.han are all illales :s.rOlll 

that cohort... They probably '!-JOuld have been ellen more SKtm-c:d if 

tile 13 Y-Y-N or Y-N-N career types who died at around 18 years of 

ageu ~ere institutionalized at that age or shortly thereafter c or 

who joined the armed forces and remained in them had ha.d. the 

opportuni t.y to conti.n u€: their mishehavior Q Act.ually Q i: bre ot 

t.b.ose 'I:1ho entered the armed forces also managed to acquire Non

Traffic police contacts in every age periodo 

The pointil' hm;ever Q is that whichever approach is u~d ~n 

g"enerating types frOLl offense levels ane!. justice system 

involvementu a computer-generated typology based on all members 

of one or more birth cohorts tilll contain many Bore heh ariol: and 

experience t.ypes than will a. typology generated from t.hose '&ho 

are frequent and/or seI;iOIlS o:Lfenders by one definition or 

another 0 Our c~rrent clustering efforts are demonstrating that 

this approach trill- pay huge dividends by dissuading" us t.rom 

concocting yet. another typology which will be found to neither 

parsimoniou.sly separat.e career types in iii. manner that t1J..ll be 

useful to persons Bho Dust make decisions nor be Dutually 

exclusive and all inclusive~ 
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APPENDIX A 

THE DEVELOPMENT OF CAREER 1~PES BASED ON OFFENSE LEVEL g 

COHORT q AND JUSTICE SYSTEH. INVOLVEI:u.mT 

D~fferences in th~ Distribution of Career lYpes Based Q~ 
Offg!l~ f.evel £!!u! £Qh.Qtt 

In each of the research projects that we have carried out 

during the past 10 yearb ~ith the assistance of various offices 

and programs in the Department of Justice we have heen concerned 

about d~fferences in results based on the level at which 

delinquency and crime were measured.. Which level is utilized 

depends on the problem to be solved or the phenomenon which is to 

be described", Correctness depends on what. one claims to be 

talki.ng about so that it is real.ly not. appropriate to become 

invol ved in an argument about measurenent. level unless the level 

selected is inappropriat.e for the task at hand.. ~lbat. is crucial 

is ·to re:cognize th.at.. the variables tlh~ch are significan tly 

related to a measure will differ depending upon the level o£ 

activity selected for measurement& Although this had been d 

concern expressed in reporting on each resE:!a.rch. project tr we 

expanded upon it in an appendix to our report. q ~fl9r~ Precise 

Justice Grant Nuru.b~r 84-l.J-CJ{-0013.. That appendixe including 

showed how the number and proportion of persons with continuous 

careers declined as l~e moved to h:n..gher offense levels and IAore 

serious involvement in the justice s],st.em.. xt also made it. clear 

that an expansion of this investigation of career t.ypes l!Joulci be 
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the appropriate starting ~oint for our typology researcho We 

therefore include this greatly expanded appendix as a l4ay ot: 

dealing Wi:th some of t.he questions that may .oe raised about the 

typology wh.ich is offered at this early stage of renewed interest 

in t.ypol.ogy (1 not. a t.ypology of de1.inguent.s and criminals but a 

typology of people in d cohort. or cohort.s o some of whom became 

delinquent and/or criminal dnd some of whom did nota 

Differences in t.he proportion of persons withi.n career types 

by cohorts based on dif£erences in offense seriousness levels and 

whether controls for sex have neen made are sho~n in Table 10 

The f1rst column for each COhort shows the distribution of 

cohort members according to I"lhether or. not they had police 

contacts for. any reason dur~ng both the ju~enile and adult 

periods", only during the juvenile period", only during the adult 

period", or during neithero Each succeeding column for each 

cohort involves a more serious offense level. 

These 't!ithi n-cohpr:t findings may be describ9d as foilot-Is: 

la, The percent of each cohort. ui"th police cont.acts as both 

juveniles and adults declines fro~ the least serious offense 

level to t.he most. seri.ous offense level", i .. eo Q froID. con'ltac'ts 

for ?ny reason t.o felony-level contacts~ 

2... At the t~10 lilost serious offense levels a larger percentag€: of 

each cohort has juvenile police contacts but no adult police 

contact.s 'fl::..han has contact.s dS both juveniles and ad ul:ts '" 

This ~s the case for males alone ana for fe0ales at not only 

t.he two most serious offense levels hut. at the felony or 

misdemeanor levels as \-lell .. 

------.-.. ~-~~. 



TABLE'. POLICE CONTACT TYPES BASED ON OFFICIAL RECORDS fOR AGES 6-17 VS. AGES 18 AND OLDER, BY PERCENT ----------------------------------------

ALL 
Yes-Yes 
Yes-No 
No-Yes 
No-lio 

MALES 
Yes-Yes 
Yes-No 
No-Yes 
No-No 

fElULES 
Yes-Yes 
Yes-Ho 
No-Yes 
lio-No 

l? 
C 
o 
Ii 
l' 
A 
C 
l' 

32 .. !t 
7.7 

28.4 
31 .. 4 

49.7 
6.1 

2B .1 
15.4 

10.1 
9.0 

. 28.9 
52.8 

~ Cohort 

F 
E 
r. 
a 
R 
M 
I 
S 
D 

20.2 
9.6 

17.7 
52.4 

33.4 
12.6 
20.2 
33.7 

3.2 
5.8 

14.4 
76.5 

f 
E 
r. 
a 
R 
I!l 
A 
J 
I!l 
I 
S 
D 

3.2 
7.6 
5.7 

83.6 

5.6 
12.4 
7.9 

74.2 

1.11 
2.9 

95.7 

F 
E 
L 
a 
II 
y 

'.3 
3.8 
3.3 

91 .. 7 

2.2 
6.5 
4.5 

86.8 

.4 
1.8 

97.8 

p 
c 
o 
H 
T 
A 
C 
T 

35 .. 3 
12.8 
21.0 
30.8 

50.5 
12.6 
18.6 
18.2 

15.1 
13.1 
24.2 
47.6 

.lill £21!Q!:! 

f 

F 
E 
L 
a 
R 
I!l 
I 
S 
D 

34.6 
19.7 
14.9 
30.8 

7.2 
8 .. 8 

13.3 
70.7 

E 
L 
o 
R 
l! 
A 
J 
I! 
I 
S 
D 

4.B 
10~6 
5.0 

79.6 

8.0 
14.5 

5.9 
71.6 

.5 
5.4 
3.8 

90.3 

F 
E 
L 
o 
H 
Y 

1.9 
4.5 
3.8 

89.7 

3 .. 4 
6.9 
4.9 

84.9 

1.4 
2.3 

96.2 

Yes-Yes = Police contacts at stated offense level 6-17 and 18 and older. 
Yes-No = Pol~ce contacts at stated offense level 6-17. 
No-Yes : Police contacts at stated offense level 18 and older. 
No-llo = No police contacts at that offense level. 

PCONTACT = Recorded police contacts at ~ny level of seriousness. 
FELORaISD = Recorded police contacts at felony or misdemeanor level. 
PELORl1AJIHSD = Recorded police contacts· at felony or major misdemeanor level. 
fELONY = Recorded police cootacs at felony level. 

p 
C 
o 
N 
T 
A 
C 
T 

25.4 
18.7 
111 .9 
41.0 

36.3 
19.7 
15.7 
28.3 

13.6 
17 .6 
14.1 
54.7 

.1222 Cohort 

F 
E 
r. 
a 
R 
M 
I 
S 
D 

15.9 
15.2 
12.7 
5653 

23.9 
18.0 
15.2 
42.9 

7.2 
12.1 
10.0 
70.7 

F 
E 
L 
o 
R 
IS 
A 
J 
IS 
:r 
s 
o 

10.7 
14.8 
6.8 

67.7 

1.7 
8.8 
2.7 

86.8 

F 
E 
L 
o 
N 
y 

3.5 
6.3 
4.7 

85.5 

6.3 
8.8 
6.6 

7B.3 

.0 
3.7 
2.5 

93.2 

L ________ ___ 



__________________________________________ -____ ._. ______________________ • ________ n _________________ . 

-!)o-
3~ At the t~o most serious offense levels a larger percentage of 

the conort has no juvenile police contacts but has adult 

contacts than has contacts as both juveniles and aJultsc 

This is the case for males at only the most serious level but 

for females at all offense levels .. 

4~ Points 2 dnd 30' taken together J reveal that ~ ~elative!y 

§mall Eroportion of ~ the ~~ £Qh~ member~ ha2 pglice 

contacts KOF misd~illeanors Q£ ~ §~riou& off~n~~s duri~g 

20th the jyvenile apg ~d~lt E~Eiods compared to the 

proport~ou during the juvenile or adult periodse For the 

felliales q the proport.ion '-Iho have juv·anile/a.dult con tinui ty is 

very sma.ll comparea to those who have police conta.ct& at any 

level of seriousness dux .... nSl ei.th.er period.. f10st females have 

nc police contacts ei.ther period at any level oi seriousness" 

It. iS q tl1erefore g quit.e clear t.hat differences in offense 

seriousness levels will have signifi.cant effect.s on findings.. It 

a typology is based on only three persons Nho have serious 

delinquent and/or criminal behavior u only a sElal.l proportion of 

those l'lho engage in delinquent and criBinal behaviors tofill be 

includea in the typology Q '.fa go beyond the typology "l:lOr:k of the 

past we must develop a more all-encompassing typologyu one that 

includes more than the various types of Part X and Part LI 

offenders who have engaged. in suffi.cientiy serious deli.nquency 

and crime to become a part of the court or institutional recordsc 

Ditference& in fi~dings ~rom cohort 1Q cohort are also 

iillportant~ ThBse findings Lollow! 

1." The percent \'Jith poiice contacts as both juveni . .les and adllllts 
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increases froD cohort to cohort if based on the major 

misdemeanor or felony l.eve1 or t.he felony level aloneu 

whether total cohort or males or femaleso 

20 The percent who had contacts during the juvenile period 

increases from cohort to conort for the two most serious 

offense levels for males and females combined~ increases at 

all levels tor ±eBales~ and moreso for females than malES at 

the most serious offense levelse 

3", The percent ~ho had cont.acts during only t.he juvenile peri.od 

increases from cohort to cohort tor all seriousness levelse 

moraso for females than malasa 

40 The percent who had contacts during the aillult period 

increases from cohort to cohort yor ~he two most serious 

offense levels .. 

5.. The percent who had contacts during only the adult period 

increases from cohort to cohort for only the cost serious 

offense level.., 

It should also be noted that the proportion of each. cohort. 

t.hat had continuity (Yes-Yes) is always consideranly smaller than 

the proport~on who desisted (Yes-No) between the juvenile and 

adult periods at the two nost. serious offense l.e~l'els and that 

desistance is proportionately greater for females than for males co 

This, of course g produces higher coefficients of correlation 

between juvenile contacts and adult contacts for males than for 

females 11 1fzhat.ev8r the level of offense seri.ousness.. Even for th.e 

males IT hot;J'eU"er g the correlat.ions netiJeen neasures for the 

--

1 
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juvenile and aa.ult periods ranged betbleen .. 285 and ",31o g scarcely 

a relationship which should lead researchers to begin to talk 

about predicting adult. criminal records from juvenile records .. 

This is why measures of the proportional reduction of error that 

we have utilized ~n Bost research reports b.a"lle shown ith.at it is 

difficult "to increase predictabilit.y over that. obtained from the 

modal category of t.he IDdrginals c Jrable 1 also suggests that. lfe 

shall \;115h to test the predicti"e efficiency of each typology by 

seeing if predictions ~ron juvenile type to adult type far the 

1942 Cohort. st.and up t;fhen maoe in the SOl.me tlay :!tor the 1949 and 

1~55 Cohorts., 

Career ~xpe £Qll1inuitI Differences Based Qll Q!fense 19yel ~ 
~~sti£~ System +nvolve~ 

In Table 2 all cohorts have neen combined as a basis for 

describing continuit.y not by cohoJl:t but by of.fense type or 

seriousness and level of intervention with controls for sex and 

place of residence", Hi.th the cohorts colilDined lIle are ab.1e t.o 

present ei.yht. contact patterns and these for all cont.act.su non-

t.raffic contacts 17 Part. I (Index Offenses) v and Felony-level 

offenses c as Hell as the pattern for referrals and sanctionso 

The percentages in t.his t.<1.o1e enable us to see in a different way 

than do those in Table 1 how not only offense type or seriousness 

effect nut patterns show the extent to which cohort members have 

been involved in the justice system in.tluences the conclusions 

which may be made about. cont.inuity netween age periods and the 

prevalence ot career offenders~ 
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TABLE 20 CAREER TYPE CONTINUITY FOR COMBINED COHORT llEMBER5 ACROSS 
JUVENILE u 18 TO 20 e AND 21 AND OLDER AGE PERIODS 

Y-Y-I 
Y-Y-N 
Y-N-l 
Y-N-N 
N-Y-Y 
N-Y-N 
N-N-Y 
N-N-N 

Tot.als 

y-y-y 
Y-Y-N 
Y-N-Y 
Y-N-N 
N-Y-X 
N-Y-N 
N-N-Y 
N-N-N 

Totals 

y-y-y 
Y-Y-N 
Y-l~-Y 

Y-N-N 
N-Y-Y 
N-Y-N 
N-N-Y 
N-N-N 

Totals 

COlIiTACTS 
N % 

524 
445 
239 
616 
146 
34~ 
282 

11418 

401~ 

111 
189 

83 
510 

37 
196 

Y8 
1795 

4079 

12 .. 8 
'd {}.,9 

5 .. ~ 
~t5 .. it 

306 
&. .. 6 
6 .. 9 

3602 

100 .. 0 

201 
4 .. 6 
~ .. O 

14 .. 0 
.,9 

4 .. 8 
2.,4 

68 .. 5 

99 .. 9 

£Qntact.s 1lli.. No Contact.s 

NOlW-TRAPF 1.e 
III 

307 
3121 
116q 
716 

til 
21l! 
189 

2'HH 

4079 

17 
136 

46 
426 

'L1 
134 
13 

316u 

4079 

1 .. 5 
8 .. 0 
4 .. 0 

'ir1 .. 6 
2,,0 
5 .. 2 
4 .. 6-

51 .. 0 

99",9 

lo~ 
3 .. 3 
1 .. 1 

10",~ 

.. 1 
3",3 
lea 

17 .. 5 

100 .. 0 

PART 1. 
N % 

28 
98 
281 

436 
112 
13 
31 

3313 

4019 

15-
61 

8 
2~O 

6 
65 
26 

3618 

4079 

.. 1 
2 .. 4 

.. 1 
10 .. 7 

.. 3 
11 .. 6'> 

.. 8 
82 .. 7 

100.,1 

11..5 
,,2 

6 ... 9 
o"a 

1.,6 
"'~ 

88",1 

1l0tL.v 

~anctio~ Y§a NQi ~tioned 

52 
95 
34 

221 
16 

218 
'il1 

3266 

4019 

11 .. 3 
203 

.. 8 
5",4 
1l ... '!:1 
503 
2 .. 9 

30 .. 1 

100,,0 

27 
63 
15 

162 
25 

120 
60 

3601 

4019 

.. 1 
1,,5 

,,4 
4 .. 0 

06 
2",9 
1 .. 5 

88.,~ 

100 ",0 

1 
32 

4 
1140 

4 
4B 
114 

3836 

4079 

",1 
1.,2 

.. 3 
94 .. 0 

99 .. 9 

FELONY 
N % 

&.2 
bO 
18 

~10 
111, 

10~ 
44 

36Gb 

4019 

13 
46 
11 

llBiO 
9 

83 
32 

3105 

4079 

1 
24 

3 
106 

4 
47 
11 

3&83 

4019 

.. 5 
1106 

.. 4 
5 .. 1 

.. 3 
'L .. S 
11., 1 

88 .. 4 

9909 

.. 3 
1",1 

.. 3 
4 .. 4 

",2 
2.,0 

",8 
90 .. 8 

99 .. 9 

.. 0 

.. 6 

... 1 
2 .. b 

co 1 
1 .. 2: 

.,3 
95",2 

100 .. 1 

Ie -... ";' K 

&!J _ 



-54-

The5e eight t.ypes IJ.ay also be consolidd ted into th e four 

types shONn in Table 1 by adding the percentages £or the first 

three types and considering them as YY u considering the fourth 

type as YN u considering types 5 through 1 as NY q and considering 

the last type to Le NNo Prom now onu however q we shall use all 

nine continu3.:i::.y t.ypes r:a-t:.her t.han only i:onr" The .iollowing bdSi.C 

findings may b~ derived froB Table 2: 

1" The proportion of each of these continuity types declines 

(ex.cept for N-N-N) as one moves from. police contacts to any 

sort of felony-level contactse 

20 The proportion of edch of these continuity types declines 

(except for N-N-N} as one moves from cont.acts to sdnctions .. 

30 The proport1on of those who desist after the Juvenile periOd 

declines at every level. ot in'IYolvement (lnth one e2tception) 

from contacts for any reason t.o felony-level contacts .. 

q.. The proportion of those t'lim desist or are not referred or 

sanctioned after the juvenile period decreases at every level 

of offense seri.ousness frolll contact. '\to felon1es., l.n ot.her 

t-1orus" desist.ance" non-reiLerraJ. or non-sanction" is the 

pattern rather t.han cont.inuityc This is an artifact of the 

table" however" Decause the declining proportion ~ith serious 

contacts results in a declining proportion of persons 

sanctioned .tor that level of seriousness", 

5.. The greater the involvement ''lith the justice system the less 

the decline in rate of desistance fron contact to felony

level offenses .. 

6.. The more serious the offense level the less the declm~ in 
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rat.e of desistance trom contact. t.o relLerral t.o sanct.ions .. 

7~ Desistanc~ atter t.he juvenile period is increasingly less for 

persons idt.h. more justice system in.volvem.ent. f.rom contacts 

alone to felony-level contacts~ In other words, increasing 

invol vament t~ .itJa t.he just.ice systelTl brings about less 

desist.ance t.he more serious the offense level ... 

Th~ sum and sUbstance at TanIa 2 is that offense level and 

justice 5yst.en imrolvenent. leave only fron 5% t.o 10% of the 

combined cohorts Ror inclusion ~n the development of a typology 

if we are to nase it.s development on only t.hose who are more 

serious offenders and known to t.he courtso 

Career Type Contin.uity 1!ifferences for Int.erviet<led ~~ 
from llli IDl~ 1949 CohQll§. Based !m. Offeneg Level and 
Justige System ~nvolvem~~~ 

Table 3 ~s included at this point because we shall later on 

embellish SOBe of t.he ha.sic t.}l'pologies devel.oped from official 

records l-Jith data ont.ained from interviei!1s <> 1. t is import.ant that 

a tahle such as Table 3 be shoun fox: com.pcu:ison l>-Jith Table 2. .. 

Those who were interviewed (1942 and 1949 Cohorts) produced 

somewhat fe~er of those continuity types involving juvenile to 

intermediate or ~dult careers dnd somewhat more of those in every 

(N-N-N) category t.nan did -O::.he combined cohort.s", The nUwner of 

persons in eacn cat.egory for the total 1942 and 1949 Cohorts Hill 

be compared with the number o~ persons in each category frOB 

those intervieNed for the 1942 and 1949 Cohortso 
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TABLE 3e CABbER ~YPE CONTINUITY FOR INTERVIEWED COHORT ~ENB~S 
ACROSS JUVENIL~a lcl TO 20, AND 21 AND OLDER AGE PEB20Dg 

------------------------------------------------------

y-y-y 
I-Y-N 
Y-l\1-Y 
Y-U-N 
N-Y-Y 
N-Y-N 
N-I\}-Y 
N-l~-N 

Totals 

y-y-y 
Y-Y-N 
Y-N-Y 
Y-l\1-N' 
N-Y-Y 
N-Y-N 
I~-N-Y 

~J-N-N 

Totals 

y-y-y 
Y-Y-N 
Y-N-Y 
Y-l\1-N 
N-Y-Y 
N-Y-N 
N-N-Y 
N-tI-N 

Totals 

Cm~TAC'I:'S 

N i~ 

126 17 .. 3 
40 5.,5 
64 80S 
81 12 .. 0 
36 4,,9 
:>9 H .. 1 
92 1Lc .. 6 

224 30",8 

728 100 .. 0 

20 2., '1 
lii 2.,5 
19 206 
94 12 .. 9 

5 ",1 
119 :2 .. 6 
18 205 

535 73",.5 

728 100.,.0 

14 loS! 
5 0.1 
5 ",1 

26 3 .. 6 
11 2 .. 3 
20 2",1 
26 3 .. 6 

615 8~ .. S 

128 10000 

£,Qntact.s Y2 .. !!.Q Conta£!.2 

NON-TRAFFIC 
N % 

64 
37 
£f.O 

1111 
11 
38 
56 

365 

128 

18 
11 

e. 
54 

5 
20 
"a8 

594 

6 
5 
.,j 

117 
4 

15 
14 

664 

128 

8 .. ti 
5",1 
5 .. 5 

1502 
2 .. 3 
5 .. 2 
1c7J 

50",1 

99 .. 9 

2",5 
tc>~ 
'L,1 
1 .. if, 

.. 1 
2 .. 1 
2 .. 5 

81 .. 6 

100 ,,0 

.. 5 
2",1 

99 .. 9 

PARi' 1 
N % 

6 
9 
1 

13-
3 
6 
~ 

616 

128 

",$ 

1 .. 2 
L,O 

10,,0 
.,1,\: 

oS 
1011 

84 .. 6 

99.,9 

4 .. ~ 
4 .. 5 
2 .. 3 

31 4 .. 3 
1 .,'Ii 
8 1 .. 1 
1 11 .. 0 

6711 92 .. 2 

128 100 .. 0 

1 
2 

14 

5 
4-

702 

.. 1 

.. 3 
1 .. 9 

FELONY 
l~ % 

5 
{) 

22 
'I 
b 
9 

611 

1 
6 
3 

15 
1 
6 
6 

b90 

128 

.. 3 
01 
.. 8 

3 .. 0 
.. 1 
.. 8 

1 .. 2 
93 .. 0 

99 .. 9 

<> 1 
.. 8 
.. 4 

2",1 
.. 1 
.. 8 
.. & 

94",8 

99 .. 9 

1 .. 1 
3 .. 1 

14 1"" 9 

2 .,.3 
:£ ",3 

109 97 .. 4 

1'l13 100", 0 
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~aceL~huic fO!!llH}sit.ion of Career nEes .!!.y £2hQ1j: 

Table 4 is rather complex but it is very important tlldt the 

matter of racial variation be investigated at the out.set to 

forest.all those vlha ~lill imrariably say that we are overlooking 

the usefulness of race as a predictorQ The question g as we have 

often stated g iS g as a predictor for Nhat.? As an explanation of 

lV'hat? It is a conelate oj[ many t.hingsg including 

disproport.io!1ate involvement in t.he justice syst.eo u 

disproport.ionate considering police cont.act and re.ferra.l rates .. 

Look at Career rype I-Y-Y on 1'able 4 and note t.hat. alt.hough 

64 .. 1% of those in the "1955 Cohort rJith contacts during each age 

period t1ere rJhit.e and 63 .. 5% of t.hose referred were t'Ihite 17 only 

4508% of those who were sanctioned ~ere Wh1teo The drop-off was 

not so spectacular for all cohorts nor for all oth.er C'dreer 

types.. One must. keep in m.ind that the t'lhites comprised 95 ... 6% of 

t.he 1942 Cohort g 91~4% of the 1949 Cohort q and 8704% of the 1955 

Cohort~ Although the Blacks constituted only 302% of the 1942 

Cohort v 6.4% of t.he 1949 Cohort u and 809% of the 1955 Cohort 17 

note how high th~~r proport~on UdS of the Y-1-Y types g 

particularly as it uas higher at. e~ther the r~fer~al or sanctions 

level ... 

Although we have ~n each report over d. period of 10 years 

dealt tilth race and ethnici.ty in l'1hat t'J'e believe to be a fairly 

sophisticated fashion g i.ndicd.ting that race per SIC is not. an 

explanatory variable for D~haviorQ although certa~nly an 

explan.atory var.1.able 10lr f:lilieu and experience u tle believe t.hat 
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TABLE 4 .. CAREER ':rYPE COlli Tl.IHJl.TI ACROSS JUVEIULE g 18 TO 20, AND 
2:1 AND ULDER AGE PEIUODS g BY COHOR~ AND RACE 

------------------------------------------------
;~h.ite Black Chicano Total 
liT % N 7b r~ ~~ N % 

y-y-y C 42 "d07 9001 11 ~ .. 3 ---- 118 lOu .. O 
49 1189 800 1 36 15 .. 3 11 407 236 100 .. 1 
55 110. 64 .. 7 41 27 .. 6 13 1",6 170 99",9 

R 4:t. 13 1b .. ~ 4- 23,,!) ---- 11 100 .. 0 
49 21, 61 .. 7 9 2~ .. O 1 302 31 99 .. 9 
55 40: o3 .. S 19 30 .. 2 4- & .. 3 &3 100 .. 0 

oS 42 11 84 .. 6. .2 15 .. 4 --- 13 1100 .. 0 
49 'i2 SOou 3 :dtJoO -- 1S 100",0 
S5 ~d 11 4501;; 1;t: 50 .. 0 1 4 .. :i :.!4 -400 .. 0 

Y-Y-N C 42 18 ~4 .. 7 1 5 .. 3 --- 19 100 .. 0 
4~ 101 9002 1 6.,3 4 3 .. 6 11 :l 100 .. 1 
55 24-1 1 fL. 1 44 14",0 J!3 7",3 3 't4 'WOoO 

R 42 15 100 .. 0 ----- --- 15 100 .. 0 
49 35 77"fj 9 2000 1 2 .. 2 45 ·WO .. O 
55 &S 65.,9 30 2303 14 10 .. 9 129 100 ... 1 

c<' 
;;,) 42 :l 10000 --- ---- 1. 100 .. 0 

49 10 '16",9 3 23 .. 1 --- 13 'iOO .. 0 
55 56 10 .. 0 11 211 .. 3 7 8 .. 8 80 100 c> 1 

Y-N-Y C 42 68 10000 ---- --- 68 'to 0 .. 0 
49 9~ 9000 1 6,,4 q. 306 110 1100 .. 0 
55 47 7/1.,0 1 11 .. 5 71 l1L.S 61 100 .. 0 

R 4~ 21 81 .. 5 3 12",5 ---- 24 ·WO .. O 
49 27 "/5,,0 5 13\ ",So 4 111 .. 1 36 100 .. 0 
55 14- 60 .. 9 5 21 .. 1 4 17.,4 23 100 ... 0 

S 42 6 100,<>0 --- --- 6 ~WO .. O 
49 9 75 .. 0 2 16 .. 7 11 ti .. 3 12 1100 .. 0 
55 12 1500 L. ~~:t .. 5 :G 1.2: 05 16 100 .. 0 

Y-N-N C 42 48 9800 ---- IJ: 2 .. 0 49 'WOoO 
49 156 9400 a 4 .. ~ 2 1 .. 2 166 100 .. 0 
55 347 66 ... 5 37 9o~ 11 4 .. 2 ~(}1 99 .. 9 

R 42 19 98 .. 8 ---- 11 110.3 80 100 .. 1 
49 177 9$,,:l 6 302 7 3D7 190 1000 "it 
55 249 83 .. 0 33 11",0 18 0",0 300 110000 

S 42 'W 1uO .. O --- ---- 10 '10000 
49 21 811 a8 4 u20 'd 2 6 .. 1 33 100 .. 0 
55 1) L~2 19 .. 8 20 11 .. 2 16 9 .. 0 118 100 .. 0 
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N-Y-Y C 42 34 89 .. 5 1 1 .. 9 11 2",6 38 100",0 
49 48 85 .. 7 7 12 ... 5 'a 1 ... 8 56 100 .. 0 
55 46 8fL.5 4 1.1 2 3 .. 8 52 100 .. 0 

R 42 5 100 .. 0 ---- ---- S 100",0 
49 6 60 .. 0 2 20 .. 0 2 20.,0 10 'lOOoO 
5S 11 110.3 ~ 'L.2 .. -I ---- 22 -400 .. 0 

S 4:i 16 70 .. 2 4 19 .. 0 1 4 .. 8 21 100 .. 0 
49 21 ·JO",O 2 6 ... 1 7 23",3 30 'tOO"O 
5S 15 60 .. 0 8 32 .. 0 L. 81 .. 0 25 100 .. 0 

N-Y-N C 42 27 l()O"iJ ----.- ---- 21 100 .. 0 
49 111 97 .. 4 11 ,,9 2: l .. B 114 100 .. 1 
55 1195 9308 9 4 "'.) 4 1 .. 9 2061 100",0 

Ii 4~ 14- 81eS 1 603 1 6 .. 3 lb 100", 1 
49 32 84 .. 2 .3 70S, :3 1 .. 9 38 100 .. 0 
55 123 86 .. 6 13 9 ... 4.: b 402 142 'mo .. o 

s 42 115 93",8 1 6 .. 3 ---- 16 'WO" 1 
49 4~ a2 .. bi 8 . 13 .. 3 2 3 .. 4 58 100 .. 0 
5S 12f:l> tlb .. ti 1~ 10 .. 4 ll\ 2 .. 8 144 lOU ... 0 

N-N-Y C 42 108 93 .. 9 t~ 3 .. 5 3 2",6 115 110000 
49 Y8 ~~ .. 1l 2 11",9 3, l .. Y 103 99 ... 9 
55 St> jj~/ .. 5 () 9.,4 2 3 .. 1 64 100 .. 1 

Ii q2 19 86 ... 4 3 13",6 ---- 22 100&0 
49 21 a l .. u :> ~~5 .,2 1 300 33 100 .. 0 
55 30 b9o«:S 10 23",3 .3 700 43 100 .. 1 

S 42 28 93",3 2 6 .. 1 --- 30 100 .. 0 
49 3£t. 17 .. 3 d 18 .. 2 2; 4",S 44 100 ... 0 
~5 32 14 .. 4 8 ~W",6 .3 7 .. 0 43 100 .. 0 

N-N-N C 42 ~&95 Slti",u 1 .. 5 .3 1 .. 5 199 100 .. 0 
49 38J 95 .. 8. 15 3",8 - ,,5 400 100<> 11 .(.. 

55 830 94 .. 4 38 4.,,3 111 1 .. 3 819 100 .. 0 

it 42 439 96",1 9 2 .. 0 6 'L.3 454 100 .. 0 
49 860 94 .. 1 44- 4 .. 8 10 11..1 914 100 .. 0 
55 1320 ~2",5 11 5 .. 4 30 2 .. 1 1i:1r21 100 .. 0 

S 42 517 96 .. 0 11 2 .. 'd 1 '1.,,3 535 100 .. 0 
49 11024 93 .. 8 53 4 ... 9 1!b L.4 1092 1100", t 
55 1485 9006 11U 0 .. 7 44 207 1639 'wo",o 

42 605 95 .. 6 ::CO 3 .. 2 8 1 .. 3 633 100 .. 1 
49 1185 91lo~ t; .... ..:l\ 6",4 29 2 .. 2 1.291 100 .. 0 
55 1818 81",4 1!92 8 .. 9 19 3 .. 1 l14~ 'WOcO 
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it is necessary to emphasize that the highly disproportionate 

appearance of Blacks in several high continu~ty types involves 

their behavior ana that of the justice system as well~ 

Perhaps the best way t.o clarit.y t.he phenomenon wbJl.ch lies 

behind race/ethnic and other differences in offens~ rates and 

rates of referral and sanctioning is to simplify the involvement 

of cohort. menDers Dj" race and place of r:esidence .. 

Distributi.on 0:[ whites .rug! l~on-\fh~ £m!!Ear~ With 
DistributIOn of Cohort ~mDers ~ocialized ~ !nner City ~ 
Other ~ei9hbo~hoods &Y ~~ TYP§2 

Se veral small. tahles are helpf u1. at th.i.s point If 'fa bles 5 u 6 17 

TABLE 5.. D1.STIUBUTION uF COr1BInED COHORT HE.t1£ERS BY rJH.lSTHER OR 
NOT THhY HAD AT LEAST ONE CONTACT AS JUVRNIL~S AND/OR 
ADULTS AND IF THEY HAD 11 SANCTION AS JUVBNILES AND/OR 
ADUl.TS 

.inner 
~l !~!d .. t.e !pn-White City otllill:: 

JCS/ACS 11 ... 0 9 .. 4 2 .. 2 5 .. 1 1.,0 
JCS/ACN 1201 11 .. 8 ,,9 307 8 .. 3 
,JCN/ACS 1:Go2 111 .. 0 1 .. 2 3 .. 4 8 .. 5 
JCN/ACN 21",3 25.,6 1 .. 1 6 .. 4 25 .. 1 
JNN/ANN 36 .. 2 34",~ 1.,.3 5 .. 5 27 .. 0 

Total 100 .. 0 92 .. 7 1 .. 3 24",1 15 .. 9 
IT 4079 3184 29~ 853 26811 11 

1. Although. the Uhite and Non-tHtit.e columns total 401g e the 
Inner City and other columns do not because 13c4% of the cohort 
members~ juvenile residences were eit.her outside the Racine city 
limits but within the scnool district or uere unknown", 

19 and 80 Table 5 reveals that as the inner city was defined it 

had 3 .. 3 times as l.arge a proportion of the cohort. members dS 

t.here t1ere NOll-i:~hites., l'.r.t.usu the inner city t-Jas not 100% Non-

Hhite If Bllt.houg.b. it. had cert.ainly become darker fro41 cohort. to 

cohortQ For those socialized in the inner city to be as 

1 



-----------------_._-------------------_._---------------._----------

-61-

'.fABLE 6:" DlS'fRl.BU'l'I.ON OF COHBINED COHORT IiEHBERS ttl.'lfB. AT LEAST 
ONE CONTACT bY &-JHE.THER OB' NOT THEY HAD A SANCTION AS 
JUVENILES AND/OR ADUL2S 

---------------------------------------------------------------
Inner 

Total:. white NO~-\'lh.ite Ci~y Oilier 

JCS/ACS 1802: 14etj 3",4 7 .. 6 1!(} 0 3 
tlCS/ACN 19.,9 18 .. 5 1\",4 5,.5 '42~4 
.JCN/ACS 19",1 11,.3 'L8 5<>0 12 .. 5 
JCNjACN 42",8 40 .. 2 2e6 9 .. 5 31ol. 

Total lI'lilO .. O 90 .. 8 902 21 .. 6 72",4 
N 2601 2360 2~1 651 112& 

TABLE 7", DISTRIIHJTION OF COUBINBD COHORT HJSI1BEES BY HH EWER OR 
NOT THE)f HAD /1"J: l.EAST ONE CON1:ACT AS JUVEIULES AND/OR 
iim.H.TS AND IF 'I'ilLY HAD A SANCTION AS JUVENILE SAND/OR 
Af.HJ1.TS PERCENTAGED BY RACB AND RESID1!:NCE 

---------------------------------------------------------------
I.nner 

H.hite ,Non-£-Jhite City Ot.her 

JCS/ACS 10.,2 29 .. 8 21 .. 1 9 .. 2 
JCS/li.CN 1207 1205 15 .. 4 111 .. U 
.leN/AeS 11.,,9 16",3 l tLO 11 .. 2 
JCN/ACN 27 .. 6 23 .. 1 26 .. 6 33 .. 0 
JN~VAli!N 3700 1803 23 .. 0 35 .. 6 

Total 1100 .. 0 110000 100 .. 1 10J)",O 
N 31&4 295 853 26~1 

delinquent and c1CJ..IDl.nal and. as in vol '\Ted in the justice system as 

were Non-~hites uould require that there have b~en 1 .. 3% of the 

inner city cQhort. Iilsmbers in JCS/ACS.. fJha"t lB'~ must conclude is 

that Non-\~hi tas Here probably dealt uit.h a bit more severely than 

~ihites., 

Table 0 sJ..m.plif.ies i.t. d. d bit more ny elimi.nating cohQrt 

illeffiDers whQ did nQt have police contacts.. In t.his case ~e find 
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TABLE 8.. bISTRIBUTION OF COHBINED COHORT £1BflBERS til.Ttl AT LEAST 
ONE CON'.1'ACT :dY l.HlETHER OR NOT THEY HAD A SANCTION AS 
JIJVl!;lH.LES ANAl/OR ADuLTS PERCEt1TAGED BX RACE lUW 
hm'SIDENCE 

----------------------------- ----------------------
Inner: 

lihll,g Ngn-Nhit.e Cit! Other 

JCS/A.CS 16>03 3005 27",4 llLl .. .3 
JCS/ACN 20 .. 3 15",4 19 .. 9 TI a 1 
JCN/ACS lY Q '1 19 .. 9 118 ... 1 11 .. 3 
JCN/ACN 44,,3 ~8 .. 2 34 .. 6 511 .. 3 

Total 1,00 .. 0 100.,0 100 .. 0 ·UOO .. O 
N 2360 241 651 1.726 

that there are sca.rcely .3 ,,0 t.imes as many inner city cohort 

members as Non-Hhl..tes", Again w-e see tl!at cohort. oembers 

socialized in the Inner Cl..ty are not dealt with as severely as 

are Non-r-Jhit.es.. 'tie do not even ffitntion. t.he fact. t.b.at both Non-

~\,hites and those 1":J110 ~ere socialized in the inner city have been 

sanctioned disproport.iona'tely t.o their counterparts" This is not 

neH and here ~le do not. go into the matter of different.ia.l 

seriousness of their oi.fenses.. t~e must. not. fm:get., hmrever 0 tha. t 

less thdn 10% ot the cohort menners with police contacts were 

Non-Whites and more than 21% ~ere socialized ~n the inner cit.j'o 

In Ta.bles 1 a.nd 8 we present the same data as in Tables 5 

and 6 but percentage each of the tYj?es Hithin ra.ce groups", 1.'hi5 

simplifies compari.son 01. Non-t~hit.es and those socialized lon the 

inner city D revealing '\\:.hat Non-t'lhit.es are mo:r~ involved than 

t~hit.e inner city resiaent.s", At the same t.im.e D llon-lrJhitGs i~ith 

continuous careers and sanctions do not comprise a large 

proportion of the total population Q only CII.bout: 2 .. ~;:'; 01> 
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Ca.reer ~ £onti.nuity: Q,tfenses Base!! m!. Q+fen~ !&yel and 
Just!ce !?y:stem }:.lllvol'\fe~ e..Y ~~ «ng Ne:j.ghborhood of 
Socializa.tion 

Let us noti turn to simila.r tables wit.h controls for sex" 

pl.ace of res~dence as inner city vs., other (f and so on.. This t'1ill 

enable us to see the eifects of ecological and deuographic 

variables as tJell as offense measurement. levels and level. ot 

justice system kuvolvewent. 

Tables 9 and 10 reveal hOW males and females d~ffer~ even 

more than did Table lQ It is cleclr tnat a different typology 

Hill be nece~.';)ary for males and feoales for there 'Ii i.ll he too tew 

females to put t.hem into t.he same scheme t1i thout having them 

sharply sllel',ed to one encL, 

Place Q! Social~zation 

Tables 11 ana. 12 expand the a.ifferences t.hat we already kneli; 

existed bet-Heen cohort members socidlized in t.he inner cit.y 118", 

oth~~r neighborhoods", Comparison of t.he percentages who are 

referred and/or sanctioned with the percent with contacts for the 

y-y-y career type for Part 1 offenses gives compelLing evidence 

of the disproport.iona:t.e just.ice syst.em involvement of thos\s uho 

~ere socialized in t.he ~nner cit.yo 

The next fou!: t.dbles (f Tables 13 through 16) ff illay be 

considered t.ogether because they bring out. the concent.ration o£ 

continuous career t.ypes uhen place of socialization and sex are 

controlled a 
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TABLE 9 .. CABEr;a~ TYPE CON Tl.NUl.Tl' :E'OR I:1ALE COHORT runlBH£s llCl(OSS 
JUVENIl.E,. 18 TO 20, AND 21 AND OLDER AGE PE1:U.ODS 

------------------------------------------------------------------. 
fQn;ta£!2. .Y,2" NQ Cont.a£:!:§. 

COItlTAC'TS N OlJ-TRAl"FIC P1U1T I Ph1.0NY 
t~ 7i, N 1£ N % N '" {IJ 

y-y-y 449 2:0 .. 3 2S1 11 .. 6 27 1 .. 2 21 1 .. 0 
Y-Y-N 331 1500 258 111 .. 7 81 3 .. 9 64 2 .. 9 
Y-N-Y 175 1 .. 9 1125 501 27 11 .. 1 16 .. 1 
Y-N-N 339 115 .. 3 445 20 .. 1 332 15 .. 0 173 7 .. 8 
N-Y-Y loU q. .. ::' 60 2 .. 1 10 .. 5 8 .,4 
N-Y-N 163 10.4 1135 6 .. 1 63 2 .. 9 80 3eb 
N-N-Y 14& 6 .. 1 lL.:6 5 .. 1 23 1.,0 33 1..,5 
N-N-N 505 22 .. 9 804 3604 1641 14~3 11 81:=. &2. .. 1 

TotOlls ~210 100eO 2210 100 .. 0 .2210 100 .. 0 4!210 100 .. 0 

R~JC€I:req "ITS" liQi .Rru~ 

'I-y-y 103 4 .. 1 10 3 .. 2- 14 ",6 13 .. 0 
Y-Y-ll 162 7,,3 1111 5 .. 3 51 2 .. 6 45 2 .. 0 
Y-N-Y 14 3 .. 3 43 10,9 8 .. 4 10 .. 5 
Y-N-N 391 18 .. 0 288 113 ",0 219 9 .. ~ 153 6 .. 9 
N-Y-Y 344- 11",5 24 1.:R 5 .. 2 7- .. 3 
N-Y-N 146 6.,0 100 4 .. 8 So 2,,5 10 3,,~ 

N-N-Y 68 3 .. 1 59 2.,1 211 1 .. u 25 1 .. 1 
N-~~-N 1~26 55 .. 5 1503 6EL.O 1830 82 .. tdl 1887 85 .. 4 

Totals 2210 100 ",ij ~210 100 "'(} 2210 '110000 2210 "WO .. O 

SdnctJ:?lled Jl.§. .. l~ot Sanctioned --
y-y-y 49 2 .. :i:. :1:.1 1",2 1 .. 11 1 .. 11 
Y-Y-N 86 3 .. 9 59 2 .. 1 31l 1L .. , 4 24 1",1 
Y-N-Y 31 11.,4 13 Qa 4 .. 2 3 ... 1 
Y-N-N 163 1 .. 4 12~ 5 .. 1 128 ~ .. 3 95 4 .. 3 
N-Y-Y 12 3 -, .,,ji 21 11..0 .3 ,,1 4 .. 2 
N-Y-N 112 1 .. 8 1100 4 .. 5 43 'L.9 q~ 2 .. 0 
N-N-Y 94 4 ... 3 55 205 11 .. 5 t! .. 4 
N-N-N 1543 69 .. 8 11810 8'L9 1989 90",0 2031 91 .. 9 

Totals 2210 100 .. 1 :i210 100 .. 1 2210 100 .. 0 2210 100 .. 11 
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TABLE 10..- CAREER TYPE CONTINUITY ]?OR F1::11 A I.E.; COHORT illi.eJ.BERS ACROSS 
.:mVlmILE q 18 TO 20 17 AND 21 lum OLDER AGE P:t:R IOD5 

-------------------------------------------------
Contact~ Y,2 .. .!Q Conta£i2 

COlJTACTS NOla-TRAFFIC PART I PELONY 
III j N C7 N % N Ii1 ... 10 10 

y-y-y 15 400- 50 2 .. 7 1- .. 11 1 .,. 1 
Y-Y-N 114 6 .. 1 69 3 ... 1 11 06 2 .. 1 
Y-N-Y 64 3 .. 4 39 2 .. 1 11 ... ~ 2 ... 1 
Y-N-N 2.11 I t,L.S 271 14 .. 51 104 5 ... 6 31 2 .. 0 
N-Y-Y 46 2.,.5 211 1 .. 1 2 011 3 ... 2 
N-Y-N "B86 10",0 19 4 .. 2 10 oS 22 lL.2 
N-N-Y 134 1",'./. 63 3 .. 4 G .. 4 111 .. 6 
N-N-N 913 52 .. 1 '4211 68 .. 3 11132 92 .. 1 11911 95",8 

Tot.als 1869 -mO .. l 1869 100.,\J 1669 100 .. 1 1869 10.0 <> 1 

R~ie.k::c~d lYs .. !Q.1 Referred 

y-y-y 8 .. 4 7 ,,4 Ii 011 
Y-Y-N 21 1",4 19 1 .. 0. 4 02 1 ... 1 
Y-N-Y 9 .,,5 3 02 1 .. 1 
Y-l'l-N 113 9 .. 3 13d 104 61 303 271 1 .. 4 
N-Y-Y 3 .2 3 ". .. &. 1 .. 1 2 .. 1 
N-Y-N 50 "/.07 28 1 .. 5 ~ .. 5 13 ..,7 
11l-N-Y 30 1 .. 6 114 .. 1 5 .,3 1 .. 4 
N-N-lil 1569 33 .. 9 11651 S8",1 1188 9501 18118 91..,3 

Totals 1869 100 ",0 1869 100" 1 1869 'aoo ,,2 11369 10001 

Sanctioned J!2o .!Q.& .sanct.:.ioned 

y-y-y 3 coL. 
Y-I-N 9 .. 5 4- .. 2 '& ,,1 
I-N-Y 3 .,2 L. .. 1 
!-lil-N 58 3 .. 1 j~i 2 ",0 12 .,6 11 ,,6 
N-Y-Y 4 .. 2 4 o:i 1 .. 11 
N-Y-t~ 46 20'5 20 1 .. 1 5 .. 3 3 ",2 
N-N-Y 23 1 .. 2 5 ... 3 3 02 3 .. 2 
N-N-N 11723 92 .. 2 1l7~1 96 .. 1 1841 9BoS llj52 9901 

Totals 1869 1100",1 11869 100",{} 11869 100 .. 1 11 869 11000'1 

! 

iIIl, r'iiIIIlU."'iiI1i111iii' ·"m".' fa" iiIiI"'ttslilli>CliiIiij"iIiI!" M·-·· .. D""··· .. • ... "SiiiIII··.· : .... _iili" ... yiioit .. ·' .... iiIIII'iIIiiB""" ...... 'lr ____ ·· _ .. _., __ ................. __ ....... e -........ _ ........ _ .......... : .... ~t!_. _ ................ '" ......... ~=,.--,~.:~." . ..:....~...-:....t:..l ... ::. ... " .. "',u. 
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TABLE 11.,. CAREER TYPE CONTINUITY FOR. INNBR CITY COHORT IiBJ.1BERS 
ACROSS JUVENILE o 18 TO 20 6 AND 21 AND OLDER AGE PEft10DS 

y-y-y 
Y-Y-IQ 
y-rq-y 
Y-N-N 
N-Y-Y 
N-Y-N 
N-N-J[ 
N-H-r~ 

Totals 

y-y-y 
Y-Y-N 
Y-N-1r 
Y-N-N 
N-Y-Y 
l~-Y-N 

N-N-Y 
N-N-N 

Tot.als 

y-y-y 
Y-Y-N 
Y-N-Y 
Y-N-N 
N-Y-Y 
N-Y-N 
N-N-Y 
N-N-t~ 

Totals 

CONTACTS 
N % 

1~1l 22 .. 8 
118 14 .. 1 
55 [) 00 

1131 16 .. 3 
34 4", '1 
57 6",8 
55 6.,6 

191 22 0 8 

838 100 .. 1 

S3 
14 
3't 

140 
1 

41 
3L~ 

~S2 

838 

31 
36 
12 
68 
32 
54 
38 

Sb1 

S3~ 

6 .. 3 
8 .. 8 
3",1 

16<>1 
.. 8 

5 ... 6 
4 .. 11 

53 .. ~ 

3 .. 7 
4 .. 3 
1~4 
8 .. 1 
3 .. t! 
6 ott 
405 

67 ... 1 

~ontq.cts .:!§.o M.2 Contact.s 

NON-1'RArFIC 
N % 

132 
1/06 

39 
115 

20 
41 
39 

280 

838 

46 
60 
17 

1.26 
6 

38 
24 

5211 

838 

110 
35 

6 
61 
12 
31 
24 

641 

-i5 .. & 
112 ",6 
4 .. 7 

20.,9 
2",4 
500 
1.& .,1 

33",4 

100", 11 

5 .. 5 
7 .. 2 
2",0 

1500 
",1 

4 .• 5 
2o~ 

62 .. 2 

100",0 

1 .. 9 
4 .. 2 

.. 1 
7 .. 3 
11 .. 4 
4 .. 4 
2",9 

17",'L, 

100",0. 

PART I 

La 
49 
14 

1.47 
1 

22 
10 

569 

12 
33 

5 
105 

3 
26 
13 

641 

838 

2 ... 4 
5 .. 8 
1 .. 7 

11 .. 5 
.,8 

2 .. 6 
1L.2 

67/ ... 9 

99 .. 9 

11. .. 4 
3).,,9 

.. 6 
12 .. 5 

.. 4 
3" 11 
1 ... 6 

76",5 

1 .. 11 
118 2 .. 1 

3 .. 4 
65 7,,8 

3 04 
17 2 .. 0 

7 .. 3 
124 &6",4 

833 100 .. 0 

FELOIU 
N % 

13 1., 6 
3!> 4 ... d! 
12 1 .. 4 
61 8 .. 0 

3 04 
36 4 ... 3 
13 1 .. 6 

659 18",6 

838 100 .. 1 

9 
29 

6 
65 

2 
2U 
12 

667 

838 

11 ... '1 
3 .. 5 

.. 7 
1 .. 8 

.,2 
3",3 
1 .. 4 

82",0 

100",0 

1t4 1 .. 7 
2 .. 2 

50 6",0 

15 1 .. 8 
5 ",6 

152 89 .. 7 

838 ·wo .. O 
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TABLE 12.. CAREER TYPE CONTINUITY FOR NON -INNER Cl."TY COHORT ~lEHBE1iS 
ACHOSS JUVENILE/7 18 TO 20 17 AND ~1 AND OLLHm- AGE PEIUODS 

---------------------------------------------

CONTAC~S 

N % 

y-y-y 30il 
Y-Y-N ~81 
Y-N-Y tb1 
Y-N-N 4n4 
N-Y-Y 18 
N-Y-N 233 
N-N-Y 117 
N-N-l~ 960 

Totals 2604 

y-y-y 
Y-Y-N 
Y-N-Y 
Y-N-N 
N-"i-Y 
N-Y-N 
N-N-Y 
N-~l-N 

Totals 

47 
100 

44 
36-0 

24 
116 
~1 

1866 

260t~ 

11 .. 5 
10 .. 8 

0 .. 2 
15 .. 9 

3.,.0 
b..,i;I 
6 .. 8 

36",9 

100 .. 0 

1L.a 
3",8 
'&.,,7 

13 .. 8 
.. 9 

4",:> 
11.,.8 

71 .. 7 

100. .. 0 

£ontacts Y2~ !2 contacts 

NON-TRAFFIC 
N % 

t5~ 
"i94 
118 
487 

LH 
132 
1113 

1360 

2604 

26 
b4 
28 

2611 
15 
13 
3b 

2101 

2604 

6 .. 1 
7 .. 5 
4 .. 5 

"ia ... 1 
1 .. 6 
5 .. 1 
403 

52 .. 2 

1100 .. 0 

1 .. 0 
2 .• 5 
1 .. 'll 

10 .. 0 
.. 6 

2",8 
"1 .. 4-

80 .. 1 

100 ... 1 

PARi' I 
N % 

71 
44 
13 

253 
4 

34 
116 

2233 

2604 

2 
25 

2 
141 

3 
:28 
10 

2381 

2604 

.. 3 
1 .. 1 

9",1 

1 .. 3 
,,0 

85 .. 8 

100 .. 1 

011 
11 .. 0 

.. 1 
5 .. 6 

.,1 
1 .. 1 

... 4 
910.1 

10001i 

Sanctio~ ~. !Q~ Sanctioned 

y-y-y 
Y-Y-N 
Y-N-Y 
Y-N-N! 
~J-Y-Y 

~J-Y-N 

N-N-Y 
IIT-N-N 

Totals 

d.O 
49 
11 

132 
35 

132 
63 

2156 

2604 

.. 8 
1",9 

.,1 
5 .. 1 
103 
5 .. 1 
2 .. 4 

&2",bl 

100",1 

10 
23 
~ 

91 
10 
63 
~S 

2310 

.l604 

.. 4 

.. 9 

.. 3 
3.5 

.,4 
2",4 
1 .. 1 

SileO 

100 ,,0 

12 
1 

66 
"it 

24 
6 

2494 

2604 

.. S 
",0 

2 .. 5 
.. 0 

.. 2 
950tl 

99G~ 

7 
25 

5 
12~ 

6 
50 
26 

2356 

2604 

3 
114 
5 

100 
4 

41 
11 

2420 

2604 

1 
8 
1 

49 
3 

23 
:> 

2514 

2604 

... 3 
1 .. 0 

.. 2 
5 .. 0 

... 2 
1 .. 9 
1 .. 0 

90 ... 5 

1100 .. 11 

.. II 

.. 5 

.,,2 
3 .. 8 

100 .. 0 

.. 0 

.. 3 

... 0 
1,,9 

.. 1 

.. 9 
",2 

96",5 

99",9 
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TABLE 13 .. CAREER TIPE CON TIN UI1'Y POl{ INNER CITY aALE COHORT B~aBERS 
ACROSS JUllENIL1:: g 18 TO 20.1' AND 21 AND OLDER AGE P~RIODS 

--------- ---------------------------------

fsmtacts ,!2", !2 Cont-acts 

CON~ACTS NON-TRAFFI.C PART I I'-ELUNt 
r~ 5~ N % N % N @ 

/0 

y-y-y 15(; 33 .. 3 104 2:1 .. 9 19 4 ... 0 13 2 .. 1 
Y-Y-N 82 11 .. 3 ao t6 .. S 45 9,,5 34 7 .. 2 
Y-N-Y 411 8 ... 6 29 6 .. 11 13 2",1 11 2 .. 3 
Y-N-N 10 14",1 1101 21",3 1011 211 .. .3) 57 12 .. 0 
N-I-Y 21 4 .. 4 15 3oL! 5 1 .. 1 2 ,,4 
N-Y-N 20 !L.2 24 5 .. 1 11 3,,6 :(;6 5 .. 5 
N-N-Y 31 6.,,5 25 5,,3 5 10.1 9 1 .. 9 
N-N-N 5:l 10 .. 9 91 20 .. /4 210 56 .. 8 323 68 .. 0 

Totals 415 9~ .. 9 475 100 .. 1i 415 100 .. '& 415 100 .. 0 

R~i:erred .Y.2 .. i'!Qj; Refe~ 

Y-Y-Y 48 10 .. 11 42 8 .. 8 111 2 .. 3 9 109 
Y-Y-N 62 13 <> '4 5U 10 .. 5 32 6 .. 1 29 6 .. 1 
Y-N-Y 21 5 ... 1 16 3.,4 5 1.,1 6 1 .. 3 
Y-N-N 95 20",0 83 11 .. 5 71 16 .. 2 56 11",8 
N-Y-Y 5 11..1 4 .. 8 2 .. 4- 1 .. 2 
N-Y-N 35 1 .. 4 29 6 .. 1 20 4 .. 2 23 ~..,8 

N-N-Y 19 4<>0 111 306 9 1 .. 9 9 1 .. 9 
l~-l~-~~ 184 38 .. 7 234 49 .. 3 319 61",2 342 12",0 

Totals 415 10 U .. 11 4·15 100 .. 0 415 1100.,0 415 100 .. 0 

SanciL~oneci. .!2<> ~ Sanct.1.oned 

y-y-y 29 6",1 16 3",4 11 G2 
Y-Y-N 33 6,,9 32 6 .. 7 111 3 .. 6 114 2 .. 9 
Y-N-Y 12 205 5 11",1 3 ",6 2 .. 4 
Y-N-N 46 9",,7 41 9 .. 9 58 12 .. :::' 47 ~ .. 9 
N-Y-Y 28 5 .. 9 8 11..,1 1 ",4 
N-Y-N 40 8 .. 4 2Y 6 .. 1 '16 3 .. 4 15 3",2 
l~-N-Y 26 !>o5 20 4",,2 4 .,8 2: .. 4 
N-N-N 261 54",9 3118 66 .. 9 374 18 .. 7 395 83",2 

Totals 415 99 .. 9 4?!:> 100,,0 415 99",9 415 100 .. 0 
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TABLE 14.. CAliEER TYPE COWT.lNUITY FOR INNER C~TY FEMALE COHORT 
r>lEMBERS ACROSS JUVENl.L~Q 18 TO 20 (J AND 21 AN D Ol.DER AGE 
PEiUODS 

y-y-y 
Y-Y-N 
j[-N-Y 
Y-tl-n 
N-Y-Y 
N-Y-N 
tif-N-Y 
N-N-N 

Totals 

y-y-y 
Y-Y-IQ 
Y-N-Y 
Y-N-N 
N-Y-Y 
N-Y-N 
N-N-Y 
N-N-N 

Totals 

y-y-y 
Y-Y-N 
Y-N-Y 
Y-N-N 
l~-Y-Y 

N-Y-N 
N-N-Y 
N-N-N 

'rotals 

Cm~'l'ACTS 
N % 

33 9 .. 1 
36 9 .. S! 
14 3 .. 9 
61 18 .. 5 
13 3 .. 6 
31 10",2: 
24 b .. 6 

139 3& .. 3 

363 "iOO .. l1 

5 1 .. 4 
12 .3 .. 3 
4 'L.ll 

45 112",4 
2 .,6 

12 3 .. 3 
1S 4 c> 1 

268 73 .. 8 

3bJ 10000 

22 0 .. 11 
4 1L.1J 

14 3",9 
12 3 .. 3 

306 &Q,,3 

363 100 .. 1 

C5 -, 

t~ ON -TRAPP lC 
N % 

2& 
26 
10 
14 

5 
~3 
14 

1~3 

363 

4 
10 

1 
43 

2 
9 
1 

281 

363 

3 
1 

14 
f.{l 

8, 

4 
329 

363 

1",1 
1",2 
2 .. 8 

20 .. 4 
1 .. 4 
6 G3 
3 .. 9 

50 .. 4 

100 .. 1 

1 ... 1 
2 .. 8 

03 
11 .. b 

",6 
2 .. 5 
10,9 

'19 <> 1 

100 .. 1 

.. S 

.,,3 
3 .. 9 
1 .. 1 
2 .. 2 
1 .. 1 

90 .. 6 

100 .. 0 

Ii .. 3 
4 1",1 
1 .. 3 

46 12 .. 1 
2 .. 6 
5 1 .. 4 
5 1 .. 4 

299 82 .. 4 

363 100,,1 

11 .. 3 
1 .. 3 

28\ 7 .. 7 
1 .,3 
6 11 .. 7 
4 11 .. 1 

322 88 .. 7 

363 100 ... 11 

1 .. 3 

1 1 .. 9 
1 .. 3 
1 .. :$ 
.3 ad 

350 96 .. Q 

3631 1100 .. 0 

FELONY 
N ~!l 

1 .. 3 
1 .. 3 

10 2 .. 8 
1 .. 3 

10 2",8 
4 1 .. 1 

336 9206 

363 100 .. 2 

9 2 .. 5 
1 .,3 
5 1 .. 4 
.3 .. 8 

346 95 .... 0 

363 100 .. 0 

31 

3 
351 

363 

.. 8 

99 .. 9 

Nl. 
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TABLE 15.. CAiU;ER TYPE CONTINUITY POR NOlll-INNER CITY rlALE COHORT 
NBNBERS ACROSS JUV~NIL£o 18 TO 20, AND 21 AND OLDER AGE 
PEiUODS 

--------------------------------------00::, __________ _ 

CONTACTS 
N % 

y-y-y 
I-Y-iII 
:l"-N-Y 
Y-l\l-N 
N-Y-Y 
IQ-Y-N 
N-N-Y 
N-N-t~ 

Totals 

2.60 
20~ 
113 
237 
5g~ 

1107 
85 

330 

1395 

y-y-y 44 
Y-Y-l\l 85 
Y-N-Y .j~ 

1/:-H-l\l 253 
1\1-1'-Y 24 
N-y-tiT 84 
llJ-l\l-I 36 
N-N-l~ 830 

Totals 1l3S15 

y-y-y 
Y-Y-N 
Y-l\l-Y 
Y-l\l-l\l 
liT-Y-Y 
N-Y-N 
l\l-l\l-Y 
N-N-N 

Totals 

lSI 
431 
14 

100 
35 

104} 
54 

1026 

139I5 

18,,6-
15 .. 0 

8Q1 
17 ... 0 

3 ... Y 
1 .. 7 
0 .. 1 

2::3",1 

100 .. 1 

3 .. &. 

6 .. 1 
2",8 

18 .. 1 
1 .. 7 
6 .. 0 
;,Ge6 

59 .. 5 

100 .. 0 

1",q· 
3",1 
1 .. 0 
1",'). 
2,,5 
1 .. ,5 
3 .. 9 

13 .. 5 

1100<> 1 

Contacts Y2~ ~ Cont~£12 

NON-i'RAFFIC 
N % 

13·' 
~d53 

39 
310 

30 
85 
73-

51B 

~3 

55 
:£::6 

111 
15 
5Y 
31 

11005 

1395 

'fi0 
22 

8 
68 
lv 
54 
:t.71 

1196 

11395 

9 ... 8 
11 .. 0 
6",4 

22",2 
2 .. 2 
6 .. 1 
5.,d.: 

31 .. 1 

100 .. 0 

1 .. 6 
309 
1 .. 9 

12 .. 7 
1<>11 
4",2 
202 

72",$ 

.. 1 
1 .. 6 

.. 0 

10000 

PART 1 
tJ % 

1 
31 
11.3 

201 
4 

30 
113 

1090 

1395 

:2 
22 

L 
118 

3 
26 

9 
1213 

1395 

12 
11 

611 
1 

21 
6 

11293 

1395 

.. 5 
2. ~ ~J 

.. Y 
14 .. 4 

03 
2 .. 2 

.. 9 
78",1 

1I00 .. U 

.. 1 
1 .. 6 

.,1 
805 

,,2; 

1.,.9 
.. 6 

87 .. 0 

100",0 

.. 9 

.. 1 
4 .. 4 

.. 1 
1 .. 5 

.. 4 
92 .. 7 

!lOO .. '[ 

6 
24 

4-
1105 

5 
40 
19 

111192 

1395 

3 
13 
4 

84 
4 

35 
113 

1239 

1395 

1 
8 
1 

41 
3 

21 
5 

131.5 

1395 

.. 4 
1 .. 7 

.. 3 
1 ... 5 

... 4 
2 .. 9 
1 .. 4 

85 .. 4 

100,,0 

.. 2 

.,9 

... 3 
6 .. 0 

.. 3 
2 .. 5 

.. 9 
88 .. B 

.. 1 
,,6 
.. 1 

2.,9 
.. 2 

1 .. 5 
.. 4 

94 .. 3 

1100 .. 1 
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TABLE 16.. CAREER TYl!E CONTINUI.TY FOB NON-IIHH:.;R CITY FElllU.B COHORT 
MEMBERS ACROSS JOVENIL~u 18 TO 20 g AND 21 aND OLDER AGE 
PERIODS 

-------------------------------------------------

COt~TaCTS 

N % 

y-y-y 40 
Y-Y-N 12 
Y-lif-Y 48 
Y-N-N 171 
u-y-y 24 
1\!-Y-N 126 
1\!-N-Y ~2 

N-N-N 630 

Totals 1209 

X-Y-Y 
Y-Y-N 
Y-N-I 
1-1\1-1\1 
N-Y-Y 
N-y-tl 
N-N-Y 
l~-N-N 

Totals 

3 
15 
~ 

101 

32 
11 

1036 

1209 

3 .. 3 
b.,O 
L~ .. 0 

'& ~.,6 
2 .. 0 

10 .. 4 
7 .. 6 

52 ... 1 

.. 2 
1 ... 2 

Contacts !2~ ~ Contacts 

NON-TRAPFIC 
N % 

L!2 
ij.l 
29 

117 
11 
47 
40 

aq2 

1209 

14 
5 

11092 

1209 

1",8 
3 .. 4 
204 

14.,,0 
.. 9 

3 .. 9 
303 

69",6 

99,,9 

99",9 

PART 1 
H % 

7 

52 

4 
:3 

~~143 

11209 

3 

29 

~ 

1\ 
1174 

1209 

4 .. 3 

.. 3 
.. 2 

94 .. 5 

Sanctioned ~Q !Qt Sanctioned 

y-y-y 
Y-Y-1\! 
Y-1\I-Y 
Y-N-N 
N-Y-Y 
N-Y-N 
1\1-N-Y 
N-N-N 

Totals 

1 
() 

:3 
32 

2G 
9 

11130 

1209 

.. 2 
2 .. 6 

11 
11 

23 

1!20Y 

.. 1 

.. 1 
91 .. 11 

100 cO 

.. . 

5 

3 

120 '& 9903 

99.,~ 

FELON! 
N % 

1 
1 
1 

24 
'il 

10 
1 

1164 

1 

16 

6 
4 

1181 

1209 

8 

2: 

1199 

.. 1 

.. 1 

.. 1 
2 .. 0 

.. 1 

.. 8 

.. 6 
96 .. 3 

1100 .. 1 

.. 1 

.. 1 
1 .. 3 

.,,5 

.. 3 
91 ... 7 

100 00 

.. 1 

.. 2 

1100 .. 11 
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tie commence by comparing a flCi'! percentages frow Ta.ble 13 q 

inner city I'la.les ll uith a few percent.ages frO[l other Nales from 

Table 15c Not.e that 2109% of the inner city Bales (soc~alized in 

the inn~r city neighborhoods) but only ~,,8% of the other males 

(socialized outsiue the inner city} haa at least one Non~rraffic 

police contact during each of the three age periods~ conparison 

of the percen~ages who were reierred during edcn ay~ period 

reveals t.hat S .. &% of the lllner ci t.y males but only 1 ... f)j~ of the 

other males yere referred .. 

of courSb g the~e is the matter of offense seriousness: 

comparisons based. on consiueration. of only Part: 1 offen sas 

provide further eVi.dence that Hha.t happens 1.n the inner city 

differs from una.t. happens in other neighborhoods.. No~ that 4 .. 0% 

of those soci.aliz€d in the inner city had Part I contacts during 

each age period but only .. 5~~ of those from other nei.g.bJ:> orhoods 

did so... Although 2,,,3% of the inner city group had been referred 

during each age per20c Il only ",1% of those from other 

neighnorhoods haa been rei0rred in that pattern", This suggests 

t.hat inne:r. cit.y males not only nehave differentlYtr i"e"'ff engage 

in more serious delinquency and crime ff nu~ are dealt wiLh 

different.ly iron ot.hers.. Similar findings are fi:taue if only 

felo.a.y-·leijTel offenses are consiaered '" 

This ~s only one of Qdny t'lays in !1hich t.ile career types may 

be used. t.o compa.re the b&.::lhav.lor anrlVor ~::mp<:::;riences of ill ale and 

femdleg- inner city and ot.ner neighborhood cohort. members ... 
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:r'he most extreme comparison is bet-t>leen inner city males and 

other neighborhooa. fema.les t:rhere 33 ",3>5 of the forner and 3 .. 3% of 

the latter are £ound in Career Type Y-Y-Y based on recorded 

police contacts.,. Thus far '!tIe have ShOt1n that although COllort 

members ,u::€) wii!ely dispersed throughout the nine career t.ypes, 

inner cit.y rn.ales 17 illoreso l~on-t<Jhite th.an others 17 will have a large 

proportion of their numbers in the mOIre serious offense types and 

will be in the sanctioned category in each period than any other 

group characterized according to its race u place of 

socialization" and seiC" The mechdnisLl by Elhich delinquent 

patterns 01.1 behavier are learned o ra:tiondlizeli q ani'\. opportunities 

provided for are probably present in the groups ~ith which inner 

city ruales 17 moreso Non-tlhite than White u have contact or to Hhich 

they belongo we are ~eierring to the learning experience as a 

mecha.nism anti see de~inqu~ncy and criu.e as socially acguiI:ed. and 

then perpetuated by that mechanism as ~ell as by the justice 

system mechanisD.. The lat.t.er is n.et intended t.o playa role in 

determining cont~nu~tiesQ variable cent.inuities a~ that,q but the 

tables that we have presented in this appendix add to the 

findings that we have described in earlier reportsc 

All of the foregoing must ~e considered as we go aDout the 

task of developing ill. soph.isticated t.ypology that has propert.ies 

not present in earl.l.e:c offen.se-ori.ented typologies .. 

~. ! 

" '"'' m* 
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ordering Car~~£ Types ~ ~requency 

Combined £Q~ 

In oruer to Lacilitate more careful analysis (perusal} of 

t'1hat t1e have t.hus ta.r found" TeAllle -n is noW' presented o a 

counterpart of Table le This makes it relativelY easy to 

intl~rpret. the changing patt.ern of cohort members as tney dre 

arrayed based on that cOl1lnination of offense level and Justice 

system int~r'iJ'ention that has tht:: lOt-Jest percent liI-N-N to the 

highest percent N-N-No 

Se~ and Neighborho~ 

Table 18 is the couu"terpart for Table ~ 0 Table 1~ 1.0x:. Tanle 

lOu TaD Ie 20 for Tanle 13" and ~able 21 for Table 15~ Each of 

the 12 segments o£ these tables taIls in almost identical order 

from th e til:' st t.o t.he 12th rmI .till t there are some i.rreg ulari t.l.es 

uithin each t.able and some systematic differences bett1een "tables 

that li"Ould De e:Jrpected based on our earlier research.. They are 

nm~ qui t.e visible '("1i"l::.h the ddt.a cl!.rranged as in Ta.oles It 7-21 <> 'l'he 

concentration of not. only cou"t.l.nuit.y fY-I-Y and Y-Y-N} but 

delinquency ldithout. conlinuity r)f-N-i~) is D1 fau: t.he greatest. for 

inner cit.y males in 'table ~O.. ~anles 18 and 19 also permit one 

t.o see hOtl male a~d female care~rs d.l.ffer not only in the 

proportion i-lith delinquent and criminal careers but in hOH t.heir 

concentration differs so markedlyc Tables £0 and 21 reveal that 

inner city nale juvenil~s and young adults flithout. cont.inui,ty are 

more likely to be found in career types that have experienced the 

aut.hori ty of the jus"Lice syst.em t.han are similar mal.es iro!;l ot.her 
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TABLE 11,. CAREER TYPE CON T1NUITY FOR COHBI.NED COHORT llhI1BElfJS ACROSS 
JUVENILE q 16 TO 2.0 17 AND 21 AND OLDER AbE PER1.0DS, ~'R01'l 
I.OI~E.ST TO H1.GHBST PERCENT NOu 1110 I' NO (NWN) 

--------------------------------------------------------
YYI YIN YNY YNN NYY NIN NNY NNN 

C vs'" NC/Cont .. 1:;:;",8 lu",9 5 .. 9 15 .. 1 3 .. 6 fL. 6 6",9 36 .. 2 
C VS .. Me/NT 1.,5 8",0 4 .. 0 11 .. 6 2",0 5 .. 2 4 .. 6 51,,0 
R VB .. NR/Cont. .. 201 4 .. b 2 ... 0 14 .. 0 .. ~ 4 .. i1 204 68 .. 5 
R VS .. ~IR/NT 1 .. 9 303 1 .. 11 10 .. 4 .,1 3,,3 1,,8 17",5 
S vs'" NS/Con t.o 11..3 2 .. 3 .. 8 5 .. 4 11 .. 9 5 .. 3 2 .. 9 80 .. 1 
C VS .. l'JC/P.l .. 1 ;;;:",4 .. 1 10 .. 1 .. 3 1 .. 8 .. 8 82,,1 
S VB .. t;rS/N'!' .. 7 1 .. 5 .. it 4",{) .. 6 2 .. 9 105 88.4 
C vs .. NC/F~)l .. ,,5 l .. b .,4 5 .. 1 .. 3 2 .. 5 1 .. 1 8&",4 
R VB .. NR/PI. .,4 1,,5 .. 2 6,,!;f .. 1 11 .. 6 .. 6 88 .. 1 
R VS .. NR/F'e'l .. ",3 11.,1 .. 3 4 .. l.~ ,,2 2 .. 0 .. 8 90.,8 
S VS .. NS/Pl. .. 0 08 .. 1 3 .. 4 .. 1 1 .. 2 .,3 94 .. 0 
S 'irS .. NS/l'el .. "'(} .. t> .. 1 2 .. 0 ",1 'L2 .. 3 95 .. 2 

TABLE 18 ... CAliEER TYPE CONltJ..NTJI:r1r FOR HALE COHORT flbMBERS ACROSS 
J airEN 11.E 17 13 TO 20 p ANL 21 AND OLDER AGE l?ERIODS u FRO £1 
LOt'mST TO HIGHEST PERC:t:!JT NO 11 NOv NO (iilNN) 

------------- --------------------------------------
yyy YYN YNY 1mN NYY NYN NNY NNl'll 

C VS~ i~C/Cont'" 20co3 115 .. 0 7",<) 1~ .. 3 4 .. 5 1 .. 4 601 22 .. 9 
C vs,. NC/NT 11 L.6 ~Uo "1 5 .. 1 20.,1 2 .. 7 6 .. 1 5 .. 7 30",4 
It vs .. NE/Cont.e 4 .. 1 1 .. 3 3.,3 18.,0 1 .. 5 0",6- 3 .. t 55e5 
R vs", Nfl/NT 3 .. &: 5 .. 3 '1 ... 9 113 .. 0 1 .. 1 4 .. 8 2",7 6tL,0 
S VE .. NS/Cont.." 2 .~ ...<;. 3.,9 1",4- 7 .. 4 3 .. 3 7",8 tt ... 3 69 ... 8 
C VE" Ne/PI 1 .. 2 3 .. 9 1 .. 2 115",0 .. !> 2 ... 9 1 .. 0 14 .. 3 
S VS .. nS/N1' 1 .. 2 '.i,,1 006 501 11 .. 0 4,,5 2 ... 5 81 .. 9 
C VSo NC/Fel .. 1 .. 0 2 .. 9 .. 7 7 .. $ .. 4- 3",6 1 .. 5 82 .. 1 
R vs ... NR/PI 06 L.,6 .. 4 9 .. 9 .,2 ~. ,"' L .. .::J 1 .. 0 82 .. 8 
R VSo NR/Fel .. ... 6 2 .. 0 .. 5 6 ... 9 .. 3 3 .. 2 1 .. 1 85,,4 
S VS .. NS/PI .. 1 iL. !S 0>2- 5,,8 ",1 1 .. 9 05 9000 
S VS .. NS/Fel", .. 1 1 .. 'd .. 1 403 .. 2 ;(: .. 0 .. 4 9109 
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TABLE 19 .. CAREBR TYPE CONTINUITY POR FEf:1ALE COHOflT ~1EI1B£RS ACROSS 
JUVENILE o lb TO 20 0 AND 21 AND OLDER AGE PERl-OnSa FROH 
1.0HEST ~O HIGH.E5T PERCI:a~T NO g llYO u NO {J:U\lN} 

----------------------------- --------------------

yyy YYN YNY Ylilli! NYY NYlcr NNY NNlil 

C VS .. NC/Cont ... ~"'O 6 .. 1 3004 114,,(j Z .. 5 10 .. 0 1 .. 2 52 .. 1 
C VS .. NC/lilT 2 .. 1 3 .. 1 2 .. 1 14",.5 1 .. 1 4",1 3 ... 4 68,,3 
R VB .. lilR/Cont .. .. 4 "L.ll .. 5 ~",3 .,2 2",1 1".6 83 .. 9 
R VS .. NR/t~T .. 4- 11.,0 .. 2 1 .. 4- .. 2 1 .. 5 .. 7 88 .. 1 
S VS ... NS/Cont .. ",2 .. 5 .. 2 3 .. 1 ,,2 2 .. 5 lQ2 92,.2 
c VB .. Ne/pI. ",1 ,,6 .. 11 S..,O .. 1 .. 5 .. 4 92 .. 7 
R VS .. NR/FI .. 1 ~~ 3.,,3 .. 1 .. S .,3 95 ... 7 
C vs .. NC/F'el .. .. 1 0'1 01 2 .. 0 02 11 .. 2 .. 6 95 .. tl 
S VS .. Ns/Wr ",2 .. 1 2 .. 0 ",2 1 .. 11 .,3 96 .. 1 
R VB"" NR/Fel" " -E .. 1 1 .. 4 .. 1 .. 1 .. 4- 97 .. 3 
S vs .. NS/P! .. 1 .. 6- ",1 .. 3 oL 98 .. 8 
S vs .. NS/Pel", .. 6 .. 2 ~, 

o&. 99 .. 1 

TABLE 20 .. CAi\EER TYPE CONTINUITY FOR INNl!Ei CITY llAl.:r; COHORT H.t..t1BERS 
ACROSS JUVENILE,. 18 TO 20.1' AND 211 AND OLDER AGh PhRIODS g 

FROM LOt1BST TO HIGHEST PERCBNT NOD NO u NO (lH1N} 
-----------------------------------------------------

III 'j,YlI! YMY YNN NYY NiN NNY Nl~N 

C vs" NC/Cont. .. .:H .. 3 11 ",3 80& 114 .. 1 4",4 402 605 10,,9 
c vs ., Me/NT L 1.,9 16G8 0 .. 1 21 .. 3 3 .. 2 5 ... 1 S03 20 .. 4 
R VS .. Nli/Cont .. 10 .. 1 13 .. 1 :'",7 20 .. 0 1 .. 1 1",4 4 .. 0 3801 
R vs .. NR/NT 8.,8 10 .. 5 3 .. 4 170.:) 08 10 .. 1 3 .. 6 49 .. 3 
S vs .. NS/Conto &",1 0 .. 9 ~o5 9 .. 1 5,,9 8 .. 4 505 54.,9 
C vs .. MC/PI 4 .. 0 9 ~. ..;:) ~.,1 21 .. 3 1 .. 1 3 .. 6 1 .. 1 56 .. 8 
s VS .. NS/NT 3 .. 4 6 .. 71 1011 Y .. 9 11 ... 7 6 .. 1 1t .. 2 66 .. 9 
R vs ... NR/PI 2 .. 3 6~1 1 .. 1 16,,;:' .. 4 i,I,,,,2; 1 .. 9 67 .. 2 
C vs ... Me/Fel .. 2 .. 1 1 .. 2 l .. 3 12 .. 0 ",Lj. 5 .. 5 1 .. 9 68 .. 0 
R 'Vs", NR/FB1 .. llQ~ 6,,11 1 .. 3 1108 .,2 4 .. 3 1,,9 72 .. 0 
S VS" NS/PI o~ ~<>6 06 ~2 .. 2 .. 4 3 .. 4- .. 8 7(307 
S V5 .. NS/Fel .. ~Q9 ..4 9 .. 9 3 .. 2 .,4 83 .. 2 
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TABLE 21 .. CAHEBR TYPE CONTINUITY lWE IJON -l..NJ'JlER CITl HP.. I.E COHOhT 
1':1 El'IKe R 5 ACROSS JUlVENILE Il 16 TO 20 g AND 21 AND OLUER AGE 
PERIODS l"RUEI LOWEST TO HIGH.EST PERCEI~T ~IO e N () Q NO (NNN} 

--------------------------------------------------------------------
yyy YYN Il~Y YlIlN NYI' NIN Nl~I rum 

c itS", NC/Cont", 11& .. 6. l:>"u I:L.1 -n"o 3,,9 7 .. 1 b .. 1 23,,7 
C vs .. Ne/NT 9 .. 8 111 .. 0 beLt 22,,2 2 .. 2 6 .. 1 502 31 .. 1 
n vs", NR/Cont .. 3 .. 2 6",1 2 .. 8 1!~L> 1 1",7 6 .. 0 2 .. 6 59 .. 5 
R VB .. NR/N1' 1.,6 3 .. 9 1",9 112,,7 1 .. I! 4",2 2 ~ ..L. 12 .. 3 
S vs .. NS/Cont .. 1",4 3,,1 1 .. 0 7,,2 2 .. 5 7",5 3 .. 9 13,,5 
C vs .. NC/PI .. !:> L.a.7 .. 9 14 .. 4 .. 3 2 .. 2 o~ 18 .. 1 
C l7S .. NC/Fel", .. 4 ''Re,1 03 1 .. 5 .,4 2 .. 9 1 .. 4 85 .. 4 
S vs", NS/NT .,1 'L.b .. 6 4 .. 9 ,,7 309 'L9 85 .. 1 
R VS .. NR/PI 01 1 .• 6) ",1 a.,5 .. 2 11 .. 9 .. 6 81 .. 0 
It vs .. NE/Fel .. .. 2 .,9 .. 3 6 .. 0 .. 3 2 .. 5 ..9 88 .. 8 
S vs." NS/PI ,,9 .. 1 4 .. 4 .. 1 lI .. S .. 4 92,,1 
S vs .. NS/Fel .. ",1 ",6 ... 1 2o~ ",2 1 .. 5 .,4 9403 

neighborhoods... l1s fie have said ll t.hese tables do not suggest t.hat 

a different typology should be constructed for those who ~ere 

socialized in the inner cit} VS~ other neighborhoods but place of 

socialization will be considered as an important factor in t.he 

development of certain types of careers .. 

c~reer ~YE~ 90ntinuitx Difference ~ased QQ Qtfense ~l apd 
JUBti~ Sysetm In~ol~em~nt Qy Coh~t 

The next set of tableso Tables 22-~4o are companions to 

Table 2 but are for each cohoxt scpa~ately" The 1ncreasing 

concentra t.ioR of: conort. members in t.he more serions off ense 

categories ana. more serious justice sJst.em involvemsn't cat.egories 

is someNnat reducE."(i by the decreasing years oX: exposure as adults 

as one moves trow: the 1l~l~2 t.o the 1955 Cohort" This makes it 

clear t.hat. if we develop a typology thi:il:t 11e ,-!ish itO claim ha.s 

predictive efficiencYfl t.hen He must. test this by predicting from 

Ue juvenile per~od to the same nWilber of years beyond. it:.", 

.' -

_~ _______ nn __________________ ~_' __ ~ __ ·_~_·~··_· ___ · __ 
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TABLE 22" CAREER 'l:JlPE CON~.['I.NUITY FOR 1942 COHORT BE£'lBERS A~ROSS 
JUVENILE .. 18 TO ~Off AND 2"1 lum OLDER AGE PER1.0DS 

-------------------------_ .. _----------------------------

y-y-y 
Y-Y-N 
y-~~-y 

Y-N-1'1 
1'1-1'-} 
N-Y-lJ 
t~-l~-Y 

I\l-N-N 

Tot.als 

y-1'-y 
Y-Y-N 
Y-N-Y 
!-1'1-r~ 

IIl-Y-Y 
N-Y-N 
N-N-Y 
N-N-N 

Totals 

11'-Y-Y 
Y-Y-N 
Y-N-I 
Y-N-N 
N-Y-Y 
N-Y-N 
N-N-Y 
N-N-N 

Totals 

118 
19 
68 
49 
3St 
2.7 

115 
1Y~ 

633 

18 .. 6 
3 .. 0 

110 .. 7 
1 .. 1 
6,,0 
4 .. 3 

118 .. 2 
,j l .. l:$ 

99 .. 9 

1"1 2 =-7 
15 2 .. 4 
24 3 .. 0 
80 1:t ",6 

5 ",8 
16 2 .. 5 
22 3,,5 

454 11 ... 1 

633 100",0 

54 
22 
42 
72 
23 
22 
18 

:"(lO 

633 

16 
S 

ld{l-

52 
5 

16 
211 

504 

633 

8 .. 5 
3 .. 5 
6 .. 6 

1104 
3 .. 0 
3",5 

12 .. 3 
5-0 .. 6 

1uu .. O 

2",5 
.,,8 

2 .. 2 
8",2 

.. 8 
2 .. S 
3",3 

19 .. 6 

99 .. 9 

N 

4 ,,6 
8 1 .. ;:S 

5 08 
46 7,,3 

4 .. 6 
5 ol3. 

13 2 .. 1 
54a 8606 

633 1100.,1 

2 .,3 
3 .. S 
1 .. 2 

'2.1 4 .. ] 
2 03 
5 ,,8 

'U 11 ... 1 
Sb:t. 91 .. ~ 

633 100 .. 0 

Sa~ctioned Y2c Not ~tjoned 

13 
2 
b 

10 
21 
16 
30 

535 

633 

2 ... 1 
.. 3 
09 

1 .. 6 
3 .. 3 
~ .. 5 
lL,,1 

84- .. 5 

:3 
3 
2 

13 
6 

13 
1~ 

S7~ 

633 

oS 
.. 5 
",3 

2",1 
.. 9 

2 .. 1 
3 .. 0 

YO .. ? 

100 .. '1 

1 .. 2 
13 2.,1 

1 .. 2 
6 .. 9 
.5 .. 6 

6u1 95,,9 

633 100 c>-g 

2 .. 3 
3 .. 5 
3 .. 5 

24 3 .. 8 
3 ".5 
5 .. & 

1\1 107 
5~2 910. ~ 

633 100",0 

.~ .. 3 
II <>2 
1 .. :t: 

20 3 .. 2 
3 05 
5 .. 8 
7 1,1 

59ft 93 .. 8 

633 100",1 

1 . .,2 
'i2 I)." 9 

1l .. 2 
4 .. 6 
2 ",3 

613 96",8 

63.j 100,,0 

~~~'~~\~m~'''¢~~*rr~_~·W~1W_~·~'->*_(~~r~~-n_·T_"v'~··_]_··_<"&=·?~·'·-_·~~-·~_~'=.,.'=·~-.-~.~~~=.~e~~:·H~_~·'''=k'=.·~~~~. __ ~~~~ 
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TABLE 23.. CAREER TYPE CONTl.l'rUITY FOB 1949 COHORT BEHRERS ACROSS 
JUVENILE, 18 TO ~(), AND 21 AND OLDER AGE PERIODS 

CONTACTS 
N % 

y-y-y 236 
Y-Y-N 112 
Y-N-Y 110 
Y-lil-N 166 
N-Y-Y 56 
N-Y-N 'gill 
N-N-Y 103 
N-N-N 1+00 

Totals 1297 

y-y-y 31 
Y-Y-N 45 
Y-l~-Y 36 
Y-N-tl 190 
N-Y-Y 10 
N-Y-N 3& 
N-N-Y 33 
N-N-N 91.4 

Totals 1291 

lS.2 
B .. e 
8,.5 

12 .. (1 

4 .. 3 
8",\9; 

1 .. 9 
30 .. 8 

99 .. 9 

4: .. 4 
3 .. 5 
2 ... 8 

14 .. 6 
.. S 

2 .. 5 
10 .. 5 

100",0 

£pntacts Y§. !Q Cont~c~~ 

N ON-TliAFF Ie 
N' % 

13~ 
91 
i.11 

213 
30 
69 
68 

613 

1291 

10.,2 
1 .. 0 
6 ... ~ 

16 .. 4 
2",3 
5 .. 3 
5",2 

41 .. 3 

99 .. 9 

PART I 
III % 

B 
21 
16 

141 
5 

11 
11 

1018 

1291 

",6 
1 .. 6 
1 .. 2 

10 .. 9 
.. 4 

1 .. 3 
.. 3 

83 .. 1 

99 .. 9 

~eterred X20 ~ ~eferred 

22: 
36 
;4!t 

105 
8 

44 
34 

1012 

1 .. 1 
2 .. 9 
1...9 
8 .. 1 

.. 6 
3 .. 4 
2 .. 6 

1'8&8 

100 .. 0 

5 
10 

6 
61 

'1 
18 

9 
1181 

1291 

4.7 
.,1: 

1 .. 4 
,,1 

91 .. 5 

100 .. 1 

Sanc t 10ned Ya$ Not Sanctioned 

y-y-y 
Y-Y-N 
Y-N-Y 
Y-~l-N 

N-Y-Y 
N-Y-N 
N-1::1-1 
N-tl-N 

~t'ot:a :s 

15 
13 
12 
33 
30 
:'8 
44 

lu92 

1 .. 2 
1 .. 0 

#,"'. r: ;c;; .. ;:; 
2.3 
4 .. 5 
3 .. 4-

il4~2 

100 ... 0 

9 
ti 

31, 
(() 

43 
21 

11165 

.. 6 

.. 1 

.. 6 
2 .. 4 

.!:> 
3.,3 
2 .. 1 

89 .. ~ 

100 .. 0 

4 .. 3 
3 .. 2 

26 2 .. 0 
1 .. 1 

12 .. 9 
:> ... 4-

11246 96 .. 1 

1297 100 ... 0 

FE1.0NY 
1'1 % 

4 
11 
9 

55;. 

20 
21 

1111 

L 
9 
6 

43 

19 
14 

1204 

1291 

6 
3 

1260 

.. 3 

... 8 
",7 

4",2 

1.5 
1 .. 6 

90",1 

99., & 

.. 2 
~1 
.5 

3 .. 3 

1 .. 5 
1 .. 1 

92 .. 8 

100 ... 1 

.. 1 
1 .. 9 

.. 5 

97 .. 1 

100 .. 0 
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TABL:B ~4.. C1UtE.l;;:!! TIP}; CO.NT:tNUITY FOR 1955 COHORT l1EHBERS ACROSS 
JUVENI.LE, 18 TO 20, AND 21 AND Ol.DER AGE PB1U.ODS 

CONTACTS 
N ~'t 

y-y-y 170 
Y-Y-N 314 
Y-N-Y bl 
Y-N'-N 401 
N-Y-Y 52 
N-Y-N 20a 
N-N-Y bf4. 
N-N-N 879 

Totals 4! 149 

y-y-y 
Y-Y-N 
Y-N-Y 
Y-N-N 
N-Y-Y 
l\1-Y-N 
N-N-Y 
N-N-N 

Totals 

63 
129 
23 

300 
22 

142 
43 

1l!~1 

2149 

1 .. $-1 
14",6 

2"t:s 
18 .. 1 

2 .. 4 
<) .:1 
3 ... 0 

40 .. 9 

100 .. 0 

2 .. 9 
600 
1.,1 

14 .. 0 
1 .. 0 
6 .. 6 
2,,0 

66 .. 4 

100 .. (; 

Contact.s 3[2" !Q Conta.£!:.2 

NON-TRAPP Ie 
N 5tJ 

121 
21q 

41 
431 

28 
1123 

43 
1148 

2149 

39 
93 
a 

269 
~4 

74 
18 

1634 

S",6 
10 .. 0 

1 .. 9 
20 .. 1 

1),,3 
5 .. 7 
2 .. 0 

53 .. 4 

100 .. 0 

l",B 
403 

.. 4 

16 .. 0 

99,,9 

PART 1 
111 % 

16 
69 

7 
249 

.3 
51 

1 
1141 

e 
4a; 

-. 
19;1:; 

3 
42 

6 
1349 

2149 

.. 1 
3 ... 2 

.. 3 
l1.,.b 

.,1 
2. .. q 

61 .. 3 

.. 4 
2",2 

.. 1 
8 .. S) 

01 
2 .. 0 

.. 3 
36,,0 

1WO .. 0 

$anct.i.oD80l. .!§. ... !iQ:t Sanct.ioneg. 

y-y-~ 24 101 
Y-Y-N 80 3u1 
Y-N-Y 16 .1 
I-N-N 118 803 
N-Y-Y 25 l~l 
N-Y-N 144 001 
N-N-Y 43 2.0 
N-N-N 1639 16.3 

Totals 2149 100 ",0 

16 
~1 

5 
118 

"U 
64 
114 

186B 

",7 
2 .. c'· 

<>4 
S,,5 

06 
3 .. 0 

.. 1 
a>o",9 

100 .. 0 

101 1L,,1 

2 .. 1 
30 1 ... 4 

!(. c2 
1I9d3 92,,3 

2149 100.,1 

FELOUY 
N % 

-«6 
S:l 

b 
131 

8 
~n 

12 
1847 

21E!9 

9 
36 

4 
1111 

6 
S9 
ill 

1 ~01 

2149 

.. 1 
2 .. 4 

.. 3 
6",1 

.. 4 
3 .. 6 
.6 

85",9 

100 .. 0 

.. 4 
1",/ 

.. 2 
5 .. 4 

.. 3 
':t. .. 7 

... 5 
86 .. 1 

11 .. 1 
U 1 .. 0 

1 .. 1 
b9 3,,~ 

3 .. 1 
31 1 .. 7 

6 ",3 
2010 93 .. 5 

2 llt~ 100 .. 0 



Tables 25-21 contain the sa.!il.e data dS do Tables 2:l-24 but d.I:'S 

arranged so that cohort comparison is facilitated.. cooparison of 

the career pa~tern Y-Y-N is an easy way' to see how the most 

severe type of justice system intervention continuity has 

increased from cohort to cohorto Likewise, justice systEill 

intervention increases from cohort to cohort for j.uveni les as 

shown by the Y-N-N columns of these tables~ 

A ?urqmary of !1.ill.~ Ci ty .!§. .. ot.het=' r~eighborhood pi:tf:eren~ 
in ~stice System Involvement 

In an &tt~illpt to simplify th~ Danner in which inner city 

males are dealt with by the police dnd courts in compariso~ with 

males from other neighoorhoods, a series of ratios is presented 

in Table 2&.. Not.e t.hat t.he inner cit.y oales quite obviously had 

disproport.ional reterrals and sanctions to cohort cambers from 

other neighborhoodsu part.icularly those who had career: 

continuit.y .. 

Career ~ ~r~bution of Polic~ ContdFt2 &Y oft~nse Lev~l 
and ~tice Syst~E Involyement 

In Table 29 1<le depart. from using Ul>hort meillbers as the uhit 

of analysis to the use of police contacts$ The question is 

whether or not the contacts fall in career categories 

disproportionately to t~e appearance of cohort meabers ~n these 

categories. ThUS, Table 29 oust be compared with Table 2~ This 

is what we fina u perhaps even more t.han eJ~pected tor persons 

unfamiliar wit.h tb.e data of ot.her cohort studies.. ~1hile 12,,8% of 

the combi.nea cOElorts t'lere ±ound in. tne Y-Y-Y career cu:t.~gor1 
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TABLE 25 ... CAREER T1PE CONTINUI'I'Y FOR 1942 COHORT t1EI1BE RS A.CROSS 
JUV.bNl.I.E, 18 TO LO, AND ~1 AND OLDER AGE P£!R IODS,. FllW~l 

tmmsT '1'0 lil.GH.E!iT' PEnCENT liO,. NO,. NO (tiN liS) 

-----------------~------------------------------------------

tlY YYN Yln Yl1m NYY Nyti NNY NNr~ 

c vs" NC/Cont .. 11:L.6 3 .. 0 10 .. 7 7 .. 1 6~0 4 .. 3 18 .. 2 31.,Q 
C VS. NC/NT 8.!> 30.5 6",6 11 .. 4 3.6 3 .. 5 12 .. l 50.6 
R VS .. NRjCont .. '.(. .. 1 :t. .. i4- 3 .. 8 12 .. 6 .8 2 .. 5 3 .. S 11 .. 1 
B iTS .. NR/hlT 2 .. 5 .. d ~$2 8 .. 2 .. 8 2 .. 5 3.3 79 .. 6 
s vs. HS/Cont .. .1:. .. 1 .. 3 .. 9 106 3 .. 3 2",5 4 .. 7 b4 .. S 
C iTS .. NC/Fl. .. 0 1 .. 3 .ad 1 .. 3 .. 6 .. 8 2,,1 86 .. 6 
S vs. NS/NT .. 5 .. S .. 3 2 .. 1 ... 9 2 .. 1 3 .. 0 90 .. 7 
C VS .. NC/Fel. .. 3 .. 5 .. 5 3 .. 8 ... 5 .. & 1.1 91,.9 
R VS .. NR/PI .. 3 ",5 .. 2 4 .. 3 

.., 
...::I .. 8 1 .. 7 91 .. 9 

R VS .. NR/Fel ... .. 3 ,,2 G~~ 3 .. 2 .. 5 .. 8 1 .. 1 93 .. 8 
S VS .. NS/Pl 02 2",1 ... 2 ",9 .. 8 95.,Y 
S iTS .. NS/Fel ... 11 .. 9 r, .. 6 ",3 96.,8 .. ..:. ..I!.. 

TP ... BLE 26,. CAREER TYPL C01~T.1NUITY l'~OR. 1949 COHORT I'lE¥iBE RS ACROSS 
JUVBNILE, 18 TO ~O, AND 21 AND OLDER AGE PER~ODS, FliOfll 
LOt.IJES1' TO H.I GH B!J;T PERCENT NO!: MOlT NO (NNN) 

----------------------------------------------------
YIY YYI:l YUY YNI:J NY! NYN Nl'JY NNN 

C VS .. Me/Cant. ... 18 .. ~ 806 8 .. 5 12"ij 4,,3 &.,8 1 .. 9 30 .. 8 
C iTS .. NC/NT 'W",2 1",0 6",2 16 .. 4 2 .. 3 5 .. 3 5 .. 2 47.,3 
R VS .. NR/Cont ... 2 .. 4 305 2 .. 8 14 .. 0 .. 8 2o~ 2 .. 5 10 .. 5 
R iTS .. NR/N'l" 1 .. 1 2.,9 1 .. 9 8 .. 1 .. 6 3ell 206 78.,8 
C VS .. Ne/PI .. 6 !l06 1,,2 10,,9 ,,4 1 .. 3 .,8 83 .. 1 
S iTS", NS/Cont., 1,,2 11..0 "'~ 2 .. 5 2 .,. .. ~ 4",5 3 .. 4 84 .. 2 
S iTS .. NS/N:L' .. 6 .. 1 ... 6 ~ .. 4 oS 3 .. 31 2 .. 1 89.8 
C vs. Ne/Fel., ",3 .. t:1 .. 1 4 .. 2 1 .. 5 1 .. & 90 .. 1 
R iTS .. NR/PI .. 4 ,,3 .. 5 4 .. 1 .. 1 1 .. t.j. .7 91 .. 5 
R vs .. NR/l"el .. ",:l. ",7 .. 5 3.,.3 1 .. 5 1 .. 1 92.,8 
S iTS .. liS/PI .. 3 .. 2 2 .. 0 .. 11 e9 ..4 96 .. 1 
S V$", NS/Fel .. ",2 ",1 11 .. 9 05 ..2 97.1 

1 
i 
~ 

> ""'~'---·_,\i:O:.,"""'__.>1"""O"',""''__'_''_J.J>u..:. ........ ~,,.,... ..... d,'''.:.. .. .,,..!.\,~,''''l1_''''"'''''''__~·'';,..,.,l.--",'.,_.'''.;;.;,,~=...:.,"'...:M.'"'.''''.~"'_'''·;...:lI,..I.& •• h'' .. '''''''''_'''''_.,.'",.J.., ... _'_''Io.I. .. <~."""..".._"':d;i!r>_t:.l...l~!h~..au .. ~ .. ~""H"".,,'~k."o.s"_'.,"'_ ....... hl'.«"'"~~"""'~."'b;i:.~~~r~~~>~~M(-'-£~pWst'j4!!·MH'W.~M:r:I:· !t't"j,'i.ip!(i<tua:i;re~ 
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TABl.E 21 .. CAREER TYPE CON1'INUITY' POR 1~55 COdOHT £:1EI.'1BEHS ACROSS 
JUVENILE. 18 TO 20/1 AND 21 AND OLDER AGE PER IODS/I FRO 11 
LOWEST TO .clIGHEST PERCENT NO, NOll NO (t~N t~) 

--------------------------------------------------------
:en lIN Yin INN NYY NYN NNY NNN 

C vs .. NC/Cont. .. 7 .. 9 14 .. b 2 .. 8 ttL. 1 ~ .. 4 9 .. 1 3 .. 0 40 .. 9 
C vs .. NC/1~T 5 .. 6 lu .. O 1.,,9 20",1 1 .. 3 5 .. 1 2 .. 0 53 .. 4 
R VB .. NR/Cont .. 2 .. 9 6 .. 0 1",1 14 .. 0 1 .. 0 6 .. 6 ~"'O 66,,4 
R vs .. NR/NT 1 .. 8 4 .. 3 ..4 12 .. 5 .,1 3 .. 4 .. 8 76 .. 0 
S vs .. NS/Cont .. 1 .. 1 3 .. 1 .. 7 8",3 1 .. 2 6 .. 1 2 .. 0 76 .. 3 
C vs .. Ne/Pl .. 1 3",2 ,,3 11 .. 6 .. 1 2,,4 .. 3 81 .. 3 
C vs. NC/Fel .. ",7 2 .. 4 ",3 0 .. 1 ... 4 3 .. 6 .. 6 85 .. 9 
R vs'" NR/Fl. .. 4 L:o:l ",1 iL.9 ...1 2 .. 0 .. 3 86 .. 0 
S vs .. NS/NT .. 1 L,.,ij .. 2 5.5 .. 6 3 .. 0 .. 7 86 .. 9 
R vs .. NR/F'el .. .. 4 '9 '')1 .. 6 .. 2 5 .. 4 .. 3 2 .. 7 .. 5 88 .. 1 
S vs .. NS/PI .. 1 1 .. 3 4 .. 1 ",1 1 .. 4 .. 2 92 .. 3 
S vs .. IJS/Fel .. .. 11 1 .. 0 .. 1 3~2 .. 1 1,.1 .. 3 93 .. 5 

TABLE 28.. RATl.O OF' P£RCr.aa,' OF I.NNER C1..1'Y TO NotJ-J.NNER CITY M.ALES 
~HO HAD CONTACTS, REFERRkLS, AND SANCTIONS AT FOUR 
LEVELS Of' SERIOUSNhSS; COI1BINED COHORTS DIVIDED INTO 
FOUR C.h.:tEER :tYPES BASED ON JOVENILE Ai'll} l'OUN G ADULT 
BEHAVIOR AND JUSTICE SYSTh~ REACTIONS 

------------------------------ ....... ---------------------
Y711. IN ta: N'N 

Contacts: 
Contacts VB .. tlo ContdCt.s 1 .. 51\ .. 93 ... 74 ",58 
Referrals VS .. No Referrals 2,,49 11 .. 45 1 .. 10 .. 69 
Sanctions VS .. No Sanct.ions 2 .. 36 1 ... 49 1 .. 19 .. 16 

!~on-'l'ra ffie: 
Contdcts 'lls .. No Co n il:.act.s 1 .. 86 .. 90 .,00 .. 61 
Referrals irS .. No Re.ferrdls 3~51 1 .. l!-3 1 .. 30 .. 11 
Sanct.ions VB .. No Sanctions 4.,.39 2",(}0 1 .. 70 a81 

Part l:: 
Contact.s Vf'", No Contacts 4022 1 .. 51 1 ... 88 .,13 
Re:ferrals vs .. i"Uo Ref€:rrals 5 .. 29 2 .. 01 2019 ... 79 
Sanctions iTS", ~lo Sanct.ions 4 .. 2:l 2,,84 2 .. 38 .,85-

Felonies: 
Contacts iTS" No Contacts 4.,11 1,,83 1 .. 1 S7 .. 81 
Referrals liS .. NO Referrals 1,,27 2 .. 08 1 .. 7Si .. 82 
Sanct.ions VlS ... No Sa.nctions 4 .. 1.!J! 3 ... 4\3 l .. U.b .,.ti~ 

-------.----~-------------------------------------------

1 YY = At. lea.st.. one contact at statE;(i level uf ~;,..:riOl.H,J~l:!'5S 
during both age periods and one ju!>'tic~~ Gl"t,tf'i.J Ji.t;J\GtitH:~ ;jt ~,t...ltl:',! 
level of sevet::ltti :n~ :; At it:<:A}::iit. one cva~t,lGt {].t ~,1l..<::d~L~ ii'. v' 3 il, 

seriousness a'\1:. fl.ltst:. Ul~l'c' P(:!:J.~>a ~.*u1t nt;t 1 t ". 1,;1' .) ';, """ 

e~tc .. 

<-
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TABLE 29.. DISTRIBU1:ION OF POLICE COUTACTS,t REFERRALS,. AN!} 
SANCTIONS ACCORDING TO THE CAREER TYPE OF TRIU:R 
PERPETIU1TOR 

-----..-------------------------------------------

y-y-y 
Y-Y-~l 

Y-N-Y 
t-N-N 
N-Y-Y 
N-Y-N 
N-N-Y 
N-N-l.\1 

CONTACTS 

1:.t4~ 
2976 
1258 
1473 

641 
!las 
460 

b:e. .. l 
19 .. 5 

b.,.3 
~~1 
4 .. 2 
3 .. 2 
3 .. 0. 

Totals 15245 100.00 

y-y-y 
Y-Y-l\1 
i-N-! 
Y-N-N 
N-Y-Y 
N-Y-N 
!~-N-Y 

N-N-N 

3216 
2826 
1231 
3222 

l.l48 
80.4 
485. 

3011 

21 .. 1, 
18 .. 6 

8.,1 
21.,1 

2 .. 9 
5 .. 3 
3","(; 

1~~8 

Contacts !2o !Q contacts 

Nor~-TRA.F.FIC 

N 1;. 

6117 
3031 
1~1S 
2310 
541 
468 
565 
872 

1!)245 

2537 
2652 

906 
3012 
~36 
123 
536 

4383 

1l524!> 

40 .. 1 
~9 .. :91 
8 .. 4 

15",5 
3 .. 6 
3 .. 1 
3 .. 1 
5",1 

10.0.,,0. 

16 .. 6 
17 .. ij 

5 .. 9 
2002 

2 ... 9 
4 .. 1 
3 .. 5 

28 .. 6 

tOO .. 0 

PAR~ I 
N % 

930 
4.:50.0 

803 
3999 

241 
654 
326 

5192 

6 .. 1 
16 .. 4 

5 .. 3 
26 .. 2 

1 .. 6 
Q.,,3 
2",1 

38 .. 0 

15245 100 .. 0 

545 
1881 

2'78 
3601 

137 
651 
433 

1113 

3 .. 6 
1~ .. 3 
1 .. 8 

230b 
.. 9 

4",3 
2,,8 

50 .. 6 

1S24!> 99 .. 9 

San9tio~ ~ .. k21 ~~ioned 
y-y-y 
Y-Y-N 
Y-N-Y 
j-N-N 
1(-Y-Y 
N-Y-'N 
N-N-Y 
N-1i!-N 

1&69 
1&43 

632 
1920 
1£1. 10. 
13y6 

941 
5234 

12 .. 3 
'ILl (> '1 

4 .. 1 
't2 .. 6 

9 .. 2 
~ .. 2 
6 .. 2. 

34.,3 

Totals 15245 100aO 

11:'11 
11133 
42~ 
222~ 

611 
11q,~ 

195 
7152 

2,,0 
14 .. 6 
4.,0 
7 .5 
5 .. 2 

4609 

15245 1100 ~G 

24 
1119 

119 
2880 

138 
622 
312 

9851 

... 2 
71,,1 
1 .. 2. 

18 .. 9 
.. 9 

4 .. 1 
2 ... 4 

64 .. 6 

811.& 
1993 

515 
2660 

229 
896 
725 

1413 

5 .. 3 
13 .. 1 

3 .. 4 
11.4 

1 .. 5 
5 .. 9 
4 .. 8 

48 .. 6 

15245 100., 0 

442 
1585 

413 
28o.B 

189 
905 
551 

8346 

15245 

18 
938 
112 

2491 
103 
128 
.&.67 

10588 

2.9 
10.4 
2 .. 7 
1~ .. 4 

1 •. 2 
5.SV 
3 .. 1 

54<»7 

99 .. 9 

'" 1 
6 .. 2 

",1 
10 .. 3 

.. 7 
4 .. 8 
1 .. 8 

09 .. 5t 

15 £45 100 ... 1f 

1 

I 
~ 
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based on police contacts, S2~1% of the police contacts were here, 

more than four times the proportion of cohort membersQ 1£ we 

move across the tanle 1:.0 Non-Traffic contacts,. we i.ind that 1 .. 5% 

of the cohort mem.bers w~th ~lon-~l:affic cont.act.s account for 40 .. 15'~ 

of all contactSe Segment bI segment of the table,. one may see 

that those persons who are in a seri.ous continuity career type 

are responsible Lor. a disproportionate share ot all police 

contacts .. 

Table 30 is a counteIpart to TallIe 4. Table 4 is based on 

cohort hlembers while 'fable 30 is based on the police contacts" 

referrals, and sanctions acquired by these cohort. members. The 

first thing that one not.es is that career (Y-Y-Y) Blacks had 

accumUlated a disproportional share of police contacts, 

referrals q and sanctions for eaeh cohort when compared to their 

members in each cohort.. Fm:-thermo:r:e .. the numoer of con tacts for 

Blacks with X-i-Y Cdreers ~as disproportional to the 

disproportional number of BlaCKS with Y-Y-Y careers tr as was the 

number o~ referrals and sanctions disproportionate to the number 

of Siaelt conari: members yith referrals and sanet.!.ons for the 1942 

and. 1955 Cohort.s.. ~Jhile the percentages in Tanle 30 indicat.e 

that. Blacks in various career types account for: a 

disproportionate number Q1f police (":ontacts ll l'eierl:al.sll' and. 

sanctions,. we must clgcl.~n remind. tlto: reaae;;:- tl!Cl.t. tlJ..l.S is not. 

evidence that race is ci. causa.l 'Jcu.::i 

very SDi;lll .. 

I 
L., iIl.iI'IIiIlI·.I!IlII'ailll!lrt.')liIIImlllii"idt:~"IIIII!IIiIIi!..v,tk:llll"'IIIII"nolilttlll!1ld!lll!_ ... !t&l!l1l1iiift' .... t_'~ ... b ... __ · ... _ ... _"" .. _' ... >· ....... tND ........ • ..... __ ..... ·le-... .... _' 'a.fSB'" __ -te . ....."..,..,~_. -~~ ... .:.:. .......... --.~-..,."'"".-...... ...... ----.-......, ..... -...... . .J. __ ~""'" 
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TABLE 30 .. D 15TR I.BUTIOi~ OF POLICE CONTACTS, REFERRAl.S, AND 
SANCTIONS BY CARREll TYPE,. COHORT,. AND RACi:. 

-----------------------------------------------------
White Black Chicano Tota.l 
N 7ll N C"! 

Ii;; N 5b N )~ 

y-y-y C 4~ 1L!2S 85.4 244 14.6 ---- 1672 100.0 
49 2S20 12 .. 2 121 20 .. 8 243 1 .. 0 3490 100 .. 0 
55 154l:J 55 .. 5 1063 38 .. 1 116 6 .. 3 2181 99 .. 9 

It 42 3&7 13 .. 2 142 26 .. S --- 52~ 100 .. 0 
49 80U 11.,1 304 1.1 .. 0 21 11.9 1125 100 .. 0 
55 1Tl l.t!-J .. 7 705 45",1 80 ~",1 -'5&2 99.9 

S 42 325 17.9 92 22 .. 1 ---- 411 100 .. 0 
4S? 522 19 .. 3 136 20Q'if --- 6Sa 100.0 
:>5 ~71J 34.U 476 60 .. 0 48 6 .. 0 1Yq. 100 .. 0 

Y-Y-Ili C 42 64 95 .. 5 3 4",5 ---- 67 ·WO .. O 
49 466 86 .. 0 31 5 .. 7 45 8 .. 3 542 100 .. 0 
55 1&05 6" ",8 531 22: .. 4 231 ~ .. 8 2361 100 .. 0 

.d 42 20::' 100 .. 0 --- ---- 203 100 .. 0 
49 495 70 .. 2 195 270-1 15 2 .. 1 7uS 100 ... 0 
5S 1114 S8 .. 0 589 30,,1 211 1'[ .. 3 1920 ~WO .. O 

S 42 21 100 .. 0 ---- --- 21 'to 0 .. 0 
4Y 1&3 68 .. 8 74 31 .. 2 ----- 237 100.0 
55 1010 64-.,0 418 26 .. 5· 151 9 .. 6 1l57~ 100 .. 1 

I-t-1'-1 c 42 357 100.,0 --- ----- 351 '100 .. 0 
49 !':IS 5 9203 31 5 .. 2 15 2 .. 5 601 100 .. 0 
55 21~ 10.:.1 39 -BoO 49 16 .. 3 300 100 .. 0 

R 42 311: 8406 5"1 1l!>o4 ---- 369 100 ... 0 
49 3B.t. 62 .. 6 95 15 .. 6 1.33 21 .. 8 610 100.0 
55 148 :'8",7 4ti 19,,0 Sb 22 .. 2 252 99 .. 9 

S 42 81 10U .. O ----- ---- d'S 100 .. 0 
4Y .:r:14 63,,::' ti3 24 .. 6 41 12 .. 1 338 100 ... 0 
55 156 13 .. i. 21 ~"Y 36 'At. .. 9 L13 lUO .. O 

Y-N-N C 42 101 99 .. 1 ---- 1\ ... ~ 100 'ROu .. u 
49 2b2: 90 .. 71 24 8 .. .3> j lI .. U lb9 luCl .. v 
55 !§Ub- ~4 .. 2 "AL1 11 .. .t: f~ t,,, 

'" .1 4,,0 to to 100 .. & 

R 42 458 ;j~ .. ti ----""" 1 "'" ".l .y':J 1Gu"v 
49 'HI ~liv ~c. .. ·1 ( .... ;teI ,! ... )"" ... j ~ ,,4- ~~i/~:) , ~-/ ;C'II c,~~ 

:::lr!) '\i2~& l~1_,,$ "' .~ g 4. I/Iio':-..-' 
, 

'f f! " 1~ • ' >t/J. 

" 
i . 

~} i~~ '3d ~{') '",I .... ~:, 

....fi'J ,;", '~'> 1- -r'· <'.~ ~, . 
" 

. ~ 
:, ___ ."_.~ __ ._. __ ." _________ • __ " ___ ~ __ ~ _____ • ___ - ..... ,_~ ... ____ v~~· ~. __ •• _.~ ..... "~ •• _'__."""_. __ , ................... _. • ' 
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N-Y-Y c Li2 193 31 .. B 36 15 .. 3 7 3.,0 236 100 .. 1 
qg 196 83.4 31 15",1 ~ ,,~ 235 100 .. 0 
55 1151 HS .. S 14 8 .. 3 S :lag 170 100 .. u 

R 42 138 laO .. \) ----- ---- 138 100 ... 0 
49 81 4& .. 2 45 26 .. & 42 25 .. 0 lb8 'W 0", ° 
55 BE) 60 .. 6 50. 3~",4 --- 'ILl:2 100 .. 0 

S 42 331 15 .. 9 96 :l2 .. S 1 1 .. 6 43& lOU .. u 
49 471 67 .. 9 61 b .. 8 162- 23 .. 3 694 100 .. 0 
55 11l~ 41 <> 1 ltl3 51 .. 1 22 1 .. 9 2ao 100 .. 1 

M-Y-N C 42 4L 100 .. 0 --- ---- 42 100 .. 0 
49 160 97 .. 6 11 .. 6 3 1 .. & 164 10U .. O 
55 21:>5 94 .. 0 10 3 .. 5 7 ,2",5 282 'LOO .. O 

It 42 59 78 .. 1 ~ 1200 1 903 1~ 100 .. 0 
4~ 159 74 .. 3 27 11 ~.,6 2~ 1!3 G 1 214 100 .. 0 
55 438 8S,,0 03 1/4!: ... :t! 1l.! 2 .. 7 S15 99 .. 9 

S 42 108 Q; '-, ." 
J4-",j 9 1 .. 1 ----- 111 100 .. 0 

49 390 711..6 138 2=:' .. 3 1.1 3 .. 1 54S 100 .. 0 
55 553 7503 'dbB 2;';: .. 9 13 1.,,8 134 100.0 

N-N-Y C 42 206 92 .. 8 & 3 .. 6 3 3",6 222 100 .. 0 
49 148 9.2 .. 5 :2 1 .. 3 10 6 .. 3 160 100",1. 
55 67 u!l .. 9 9 11 .. !J.. ~ 200 Ttl '100 .. 0 

R 42 109 66009 54 33,,1 --- 163 'LOO.,O 
49 'u56 fsO.,O 36 18 .. 5 :3 1",5 195 100 .. 0 
55 69 ~4,,3 41 31.0 11 8 .. 7 121 100 .. 0 

S 42 264 88 ... 9 33 1101 ---- 297 100 .. 0 
49 345 10 .. 0 131jj 23",9 30 6 .. 1 493 100 .. 0 
55 101 60 .. 9 36 ,,308 14 9 .. 3 151 100 ... 0 

l'q-N-N C 42 195 ~t-co It .,,5 3 1...5 199 100.0 
49 383 95 .. 8 1~ 30b 2 .. 5 ~oo 100 .. 1 
55 83W SH} .. 4 38 4",3 111 11 .. 3 d79 10u ... U 

.& 42 92b 95 .. 1;) 30 3 .. 1 111 1 <> 1 Ytil1 100 .. 0 
i.£.9 1~21 ~Oc>5 132 *; ... ~ :r;Y 11..7 lb~8 1uO ... O 
55 liu6:.!. 9u .. 6 "Ld~ b .. ~ t~o ...:. .. ':J ll1o:.l~ lvu.O 

~ 4i. 1359 ~:' .. 0 ;) ,J llrb.,. .;: .... 4a~ .... \.;.' t" ,'" '1 " ., u led 'J .. li 
4~ "';,13~ ::)v .. iJ ' ,~ '" Lj il ~ ) J,:., t.· ~; ~ Ii' ~J ,J .. d ~"" l;). '" >(;': ~.c:~ 

~s {lib it$ 'J9 ,~ :d ~ 1 -; <10 I".,~ 
, " , , ~ ~"f , . 1.i'.\ ... '*" 

..J 
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Tables 318 32" and 33 ar~ compaz:able t.o Tables 22, 23" and 

24 in the same fashion but reveal that the dispropo4tional 

concentration of contacts in tbe hands of a few continuous career 

people increases from cohort to cohort~ It is particularly 

interesting to note that. persons wi. t.h a continuous career 

typology based. on continuous sanctions account for incredS.1.ngly 

high proportions OL all contdcts L1:0m cohort to cohort. The 

further that we proceed with the strategy laid out for this 

appendix, the more it is t.hat judicial intervent.ion separates out 

a type of offender who accounts for much of the crime3 It is 

also apparent that societal concerns have focused increasing 

attention en serious juvenile otfenders so that any typology 

constructeu from cohort data would be forced to tdke this into 

consideration .. 

Q£g~rin9. Cont.ac-ts Qy ~g£ 'f"yp@ ill iihich They !E.E.~£! 

TaDles 34-31 c!.:r:e the ol~dered counterparts of Tdbles ~9 a.n.d 

31-33, again making it. somewhat. siopler to see the cohort change 

t.hat we have ment.ioned.. There is not. a t.extbook that f iills to 

dwell on the disp:coport.i.ondl contrinution of juveniles to the 

total !lunber of offenses conmit.ted in the Unit.ed St.dtes.. !Jot~ 
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TABLE 31 .. D~STRl.BUTION OF POLICE COUTACTS/f R.hFERRALS. AND SANCTIONS 
ACCORDING TO Till!; CAREEli TYPE OF 1942 COHURT P:t;Rl?ETRATOR 

-------------------------------------------------
£ontact.~ .!2 .. !Q. conta£j& 

CONTACi'S NON-1"RIU"F:r.C PART I FELOUY 
N ." 1iJ. N % III % N % 

y-y-y 1612 61L .. H 1093 4-0 .. 4 119 6 .. 6 93 3.4 
'C-Y-N 61 2 .. 5 201 1 .. 7 't131 6 .. 4- 99 3.7 
Y-N-l 351 1302 353 13 ... Ad 125 4 .. 6 50 1 .. 8 
:r-N-~ 108 4 .. 0 254 9",4 493 18 .. 2 347 12 .. 8 
tt-y-[ 236 8 • .1 222 &,,2 91 3 .. b 101 4 .. 0 
N-Y-N 42 1 .. 6 S3 2 .. 0 2:> .. 9 69 2 .. 6 
N-N-Y 222 8 .. 2 310 11 .. 5 193 1 .. 1 214 7",9 
N-N-N 2112 7.8 1419 52 .. 5 1 'J25 63",& 

Total.s 2104 100 .. 0 :l704 10C " 1. 210Q 99 .. 9 2104 100 .. 0 

Referred .!.2.,. !Q! ~rred 

y-y-y 5~9 19 .. 6 49'1 18.4 103 3 .. 8 93 3 .. 4 
Y-Y-N Z03 7 .. 5 84 3 .. 1 !>9 2 .. L! 38 1 .. 4 
Y-N-Y 36St 13 .. 0 216 8 .. 0 lfj .3 20 .. 1 
Y-N-N 459 11",0 384 14 .. 2 351 13<>2 285 10 .. 5 
N-Y-Y 138 5 .. 1 16t~ 6 .. 2 84- 3 .. 1 107 4 .. 0 
N-Y-~J 15 2",8 510 3 ... 0 10 2" .. 0 98 3 .. 6 
N-I:l-Y 163 6 .. 0 191 1 .. 3 224 & .. 3 117 6 .. 5 
i'J-N-N 768 28 .. 4 1018 ':>9 .. 9 1799 66 .. 5 1886 69 .. 7 

Totals 2104 1,0 () .. {) ~104 100 .. 1 2104- 100 .. 0 2704 99 .. 8 

~tipned "ITS .. !Q!. ~tioned 

y-y-y 4'&1 15",4 16Y 6 .. 3 
Y-Y-N '.1.1 1 .. 0 8U 3 .. 0 
Y-N-Y 81 3 .. 0 30 1 .. 1 65 2e-4 65 2 .. 4 
Y-N-N f:J1 3 .. 6 225 8 .. 3 " lba 9<>~ 230 8",5 
~I-Y-Y 436 16 ... 1 lSQ 6",8 51 201 ~7 ~'" 1 
N-Y-N 111 4,.,3 148 5 .. 5 101 3 .. 1 86 5 ... 2 
ti-N-Y 2!;1 11 .. 0 264- ~L.a 142 ~o3 SIt) 3 .. 6 
N-N-N 1232 ~5 .. 6 1604 :)9 .. 3 2.071 16 .. 6 ~ 16B tju ... :e: 

Totals 2704 100 .. 0 2104 100 c> 1 L:704 'ROo .. a :l7\J~ 100 .. 0 
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TABLE 32. D1STR1BUTION OF POLICE CONTACTS, REF~RRALS, AND SANCTIONS 
ACCORDlNG TO THE CAR~ER TYPE OF 1949 caUOHT Pl!:RPE':tRATOR 

y-y-y 
Y-Y-N 
Y-N-Y 
Y-N-N 
N-Y-Y 
N-Y-N 
N-N-Y 
N-Jil-N 

Totals 

y-y-y 
Y-Y-N 
Y-N-Y 
Y-N-N 
N-Y-Y 
N-Y-N 
n-l~-Y 

N-N-N 

Totals 

COHTAC:a:S 
N % 

3490 
542 
601 
289 
235 
164 
160 

54811 

11125 
105 
610 

1116 
168 
.l14 
195 

11288 

5481 

63",1 
~ .. 9 

11",0 
5 .. 3 
4 .. 3 
3",0 
2 .. 9 

10001 

20 .. 5 
12.,9 
111 .. 1 
21",5 

3 .. 1 
3 .. 9 
3 .. 6 

23 .. 5 

100",1 

Con ta cts .!.2" l~o Couta cts 

NON-TRAFF.lC 
N % 

2b!>4 
6H1 
043 
622: 
200 
119 
115 
32-i 

5481 

880 
734 
54? 
197 
153 
295 
255 

1820 

54811 

48 .. 4 
12 .. 5 
11 .. 1 
11 .. 3 

3 .. 0 
3 .. 3 
3 .. 2 
5 .. 9 

99.,9 

16 .. 1 
'£3&4-
10 .. 0 
14 .. 5 

2 ... 8 
5 .. 4-
4 .. 7 

33 .. 2 

100 c> 1 

PART 1. 
N % 

213 
452 
565 

1394 
117 
243 
108 

2329 

5481 

160 
213 
259 

lUO? 
31 

238 
161 

3346 

54&1 

5 .. 0 
S .. 2 

10 .. 3 
25 .. 4 

2 .. 1 
4 ... 4 
2 .. u 

42.5 

99 .. 9 

:c. .. 9 
5 .. 0 
4.1 

18 .. 4 
.. b 

4 .. 3 
3 .. 0 

61 .. 0 

99 "'~ 

Sanct.ioned 'U'"s.. Not Sanctioned 

y-y-y 658 
Y-Y-N- 2.37 
Y-N-Y 338 
Y-N-N 3'&6 
N-Y-Y 694-
N-Y-N 5'+5 
N-N-Y 4~3 
N-Iif-N 2~OO 

Tot.als 5481 

12",0 
4.3 
6 .. 2 
5 .. 8 

12 .. 1 

9 .. 0 

1100 .. 0 

393 
255 
298 
410 
231 
500 
'~~4 
~944 

54dl 

-- ... 
1",'}. 

4 ",1 
5 .. 1+ 
1 .. 0 
Q,,2 
9 .. 1 
tic, 'R 

5301 

100 .. 0 

14~ 
114 
614 

31 
1&1 
182 

4171 

~4i.H 

2 ... 6 
2 .. 1 

1:l.,3 
06 

FELONY 
N % 

165 
335 
319 
fn6 

3L4 
414 

3046 

5481 

53 
334-
288 
188 

333 
251 

3428 

39 
30 

783; 

110 
91 

'437d. 

3 ... 0 
6 .. 1 
5 .. 8 

16 .. 0 

5 .. 9 
7 .. 6 

55 .. 6 

lOG .. 0 

1 ... 0 
6 .. 1 
5 .. 3 

14 .. 4 

6",.1 
4 .. 1 

62 .. 5 

100",1 

2 .. 0 
1 .. & 

'/'J .. b 
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TABLE 33., D1STRIBUTION OF POLICE CON:fli.CTS '" ElBPll:RRALS II AND SANCTIONS 
ACCORDING TO THE CAREER TYPE OF 1955 COHORT P.BRPi:TRATOR 

---------------------------------------------------
Conta£!e ~.,. !iQ Contact.s 

CONTACTS N or~-TRAFYIC PAR~ I FELONY 
rl • l~ % I~ % N t'1 t~ lb 

y'-y-y 2181 39",5 2370 33 .. 6 418 b .. 8 ~5b 7,,9 
Y-Y-N 2361 33e5 ~131 30 .. 3 1815 20,,6 1559 22 ... 1 
Y-N-Y 300 4,,2 219 4 ... 0 113 1 .. 6 1.46 2 .. 1 
Y-N-N 1016 1!S .. 2 14SH~ 21",2 2112 2Y .. 9 1437 20 .. 4-
N-Y-Y 170 ~ .. 4 125 1 .. 8 27 .. 4- 122 1 .. 7 
N-Y-N 262 4",0 236 3.3 386 :.l .. 5 SO) 7 .. 1 
N-N-Y 78 1,,11 80 1 .. 'i 25 .. 4 91 1 .. 4 
N-N-N 33~ 4 .. &.!, 2044 29 .. 0 2640 ,jj1 .. 4 

Totals 706\) 9S1 .. ~ 'lObO lUO ... :a 1060 100,,2 7060 100., 1 

~terred .!§. .. ~ Referred 

y-y-y 1562 22 ... 1 11160 16 .. 4 282 4 .. 0 L96 4 .. 2 
I-I-N 1920 21 .. 2 'Yd34 26 .. 0 1549 21,,9 1:t:13 17 .. 2 
Y-l~-Y 252 3",6 143 2 .. 0 11 .. ~ 105 1 ... 5 
Y-N-r~ 1587 2:l .. S 1891 L6 ... 8 2231 31 .. 1 1135 2Q. .. 6 
N-Y-Y 142 2 .. 0 115 1 .. 6 22 .. 3 82 1 .. 2 
N-Y-N SiS 7 .. 3 3qt} 4 ",5) 349 4 .. 9 414 6 .. 7 
N-liI-Y lLl l .. B 8L~ 1 .. 2 42 ... 6 123 1..,7 
N-N-N 955 13 .. 5 14 dS 21 .. 0 2568 36 .. 4 3032 4d: .. 9 

Totals 1060 'mo",o 1060 99",9 7060 100 .. 0 1060 100 ... 0 

~1;ione<l .!t2 .. RQi ~t.ioned 
y-y-y 794 111 .. ", 5$Sl 3 .. 3 .44 oj 11.1 .. ~ 
Y-Y-N 1579 ~:£; .. 4 1398 119 .. 8 1037 14 .. 7 849 l::C.,U 
Y-N-Y 213 3 .. 0 101 1 .. 4 11 ",2 
Y-N-N 1501 21 .. 3 1584 :';Q",4 1\S13l& 21",5 14/& .lO",~ 
N-I-Y 280 4 .. 0 196 208 !)O ",1 l~b ",1 
N-Y-l~ 734 10.,4 501l 7 .. 1 3{)0 ~ .. 1 534 7..,5 
N-tJ-Y 1511 2<>1 81 1 .. 2 48 ... 1 11. 1 .. 0 
N-N-N 1802 25 .. 5 ~6uq 36 .. Y 361.)3 SlL.v 4U4c1 :i/ii .. 3 

Totals 1060 !J9 .. 9 7060 ~9"Sl 70tH) 1 '\ lv:::.J :j";o'~1 .. J 
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TABLE 34 .. CAREER TYPE CONTINUITY FOR CO~BINED COHORT CONTACTS ACROSS 
JUVENILE, 13 TO 20, AND 21 AND OLDER AGE PERIODS, FROM 
LOWEST TO HIGHEST PERCEN''!' NO, NO, NO {NLJN} 

--------------------------~-------------------

YYY YYN INY INN NYY NYN NUY NNN 

C VS .. He/Cont .. 52 .. 1 19 .. 5 8 .. 3 9.7 4.2 3.2 3 .. 0 
C vs .. RC/NT 40.1 19.9 8.,4 15 .. 5 3 .. 6 3.1 3.7 5.7 
R vs .. NR/Cont .. 21 .. 1 18.5 8 .. 1 21 .. 1 2.9 5.3 3.2 19.8 
R vs .. NR/N'!' 16 .. 6 11.4 5 .. 9 20..,2 ~ .. 9 4.1 3.5 28 .. 8 
S vs .. , NS/Cont .. 12 .. 3 12.1 4 .. 1 12.6 9 .. 2 9 .. 2 6.2 34 .. 3 
C vs .. NC/PI & .. 1 16 .. 4 5.3 26.2 1 .. 6 4.3 2.1 38.0 
S vs. NS/NT 1,.,6 11 .. 4 2 .. 8 14 .. 6 4 .. 0 7.5 5.2 46 .. 9 
C vs .. NC/Pel. 5.3 13.1 3 .. 4 17.4 1.5 5 .. 9 4 .. 8 48.6 
R VS .. NR/PI 3 .. 6 12.3 1.8 23.6 .9 4 .. 3 2 .. 8 50.6 
R vs .. NR/Fel. 2 .. 9 10 .. 4 2.7 18 .. 4 1 .. 2 5 .. 9 3 .. 7 54.1 
S vs. NS/PI .2 7 .. 7 1 .. 2 18 .. 9 .9 4.1 2.4 64 .. 6 
S vs .. NS/Fel. .. 1 6 .. 2 .. 7 16 ... 3 .1 4 .. 8 1 .. 8 69.5 

TABLE 35. CAREER TYPE CONTINUITY FOR 1942 COHORT CONTACTS ACROSS 
JUVENILE, 18 TO 20, AND 21 AND OLDER AGE PERIODS, PROM 
LOWES'!' TO HIGHEST PERCENT NO, NO,. NO {NNN} 

-----------------------------------------_. -----
yyy YIN YHY INN NIY NYN NNY NNN 

C vs. NC/Cont .. 61 .. 8 2 .. 5 13 .. 2 4 .. 0 8.1 1 .. 6 8.2 
C VB. NC/NT 40 .. Q 7.7 13 .. 1 9.4 8.2 2 .. 0 11.5 7 .. 8 
R vs .. NR/Cont. 19.6 7 .. 5 13 .. 6 17 .. 0 5.1 2 .. 8 6.0 28 .. 4 
R vs. NR/NT 18",4 3.1 8 .. 0 14.2 6.2 3 .. 0 7.3 39 .. 9 
S vs .. NS/Cont. 15 .. 4 1.0 3 .. 0 3.6 16.1 4.3 11.0 45.6 
C VB. Ne/PI 6 .. 6 6 .. 4 4.6 18 .. 2 3 .. 6 .. 9 1.1 52 .. 5 
S vs .. NS/lqT 6.3 3 .. 0 1",1 8 .. 3 6.8 5.5 9.8 59 .. 3 
C vs. MC/Fel .. 3 .. 4 3 .. 1 1.8 12.8 4.0 2.6 7 .. 9 63 .. 8 
R VS .. NR/PI 3 .. 8 2.2 .. 3 13 .. 2 3.1 2.6 8 .. 3 66 .. 5 
R. vs .. NR/Fel .. 3 .. 4 1 .. 4 .. 7 10.5 4.0 3 .. 6 6 .. 5 69.7 
s vs .. NS/PI 2.4 9 .. 9 2.t 3.7 5_3 76",6 
S vs .. l~S/Fel .. 2 .. 4 8 .. 5 2 .. 1 3.2 3 .. 6 80~2 
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TABLE 36. CAREER TYPE CONTINUITY FOR 1949 COHORT CONTACTS ACllOSS 
JUVENILE, 18 TO 20, AND 21 AND OLDER AGE PER1.0DS, .F'ROH 
LOWEST TO HIGHEST PERCENT NO F NO, NO (NHN) 

---------- --------------------------------
yyy YIN YNY YNN NYY NYN NNY NNN 

C vs. H'C/Cont .. 63 .. 7 9.9 11.0 5 .. 3 4 .. 3 3.0 2 .. 9 
C vs .. He/NT 48.4 l:i .. 5 11 .. 7 11.3 3.6 3.3 3.2 5.9 
R vs .. NR/Cont. 20 .. 5 12 .. 9 11.1 21.5 3.1 3.9 3.6 23.5 
R vs .. NR/NT 16.1 13 ... 4 10 ... 0 14 .. 5 2 .. 8 5.4 4 .. 7 33.2 
S vs'" NS/Cont .. 12 .. 0 4 ... 3 6.2 5 .. 8 12.7 9.9 9.0 40.1 
C vs .. NC/PI 5.0 8.2 10.3 25.4 2.1 4 .. 4 2 .. 0 42.5 
S VS .. NS/NT 1.2 4",7 5 .. 4 1.6 4.2 9 .. 1 8.1 53 .. 7 
C vs .. Ne/Fel. 3 .. 0 6.1 5.8 11:>.0 5.,9 7 .. 6 55.6 
If. v:s", NR/PI 2 .. ~ 5 .. 0 451 18 .. 4 .. 6 4.3 3.0 61.0 
R vs. NR/Fel", 1 .. 0 6 .. 1 5 .. 3 14 .. 4 6 .. 1 4 .. 1 62.5 
S vs. NS/PI 2.6 2 .. 1 12.3 .6 2.9 3 .. 3 76.2 
S vs. NS/Fel .. 1.6 .. 5 14.3 2 .. 0 1.8 19 .. 8 

TABLE 31. CAREER TYPE CONTINUITY FOR 1955 COHORT CONTACTS ACROSS 
JUVENILE, 18 TO 20, AND 21 AND OLDER AGE PERIODS, FROM 
LOWEST TO HIGHEST PERCENT NO, NO, NO (NHN) 

C vs .. HC/Cont.. 
C vs. NCfiT 
R "ITs .. NR/Cont .. 
R vs .. NR/Ni' 
S "ITS .. NS/Cont .. 
C "ITs .. Ne/PI 
R vs. NIt/PI 
S vs. liS/la' 
C "ITs. NC/Fel .. 
R "ITs. HR/Fel .. 
S "ITs .. NS/PI 
S "ITS", NSfFel .. 

YYY 

39.5 
33.6 
22.1 
16 .. 4 
1,1 .. 2 

6 .. 8 
4.0 
8 .. 3 
7.9 
4 .. 2 

.. 3 

.. 3 

YYN 

33 .. 5 
30.3 
27.2 
26 .. 0 
22 .. 4 
26.6 
~1 .. 9 
19.8 
22 .. 1 
17.2 
1,4.,1 
12.0 

YNY 

4 .. 2 
4 .. 0 
3.6 
2 .. 0 
3.0 
1.6 
.2 

1.4 
2.1 
1 .. 5 

.. 2 

YNN 

15.2 
21 ... 2 
22 .. 5 
2b.8 
21.3 
29.9 
31 .. 7 
2.2.4 
20 .. 4 
24 .. 6 
21 .. 5 
20 .. 9 

NYY 

2 .. 4 
1 .. 8 
2 .. 0 
1 .. 6 
4 .. 0 

.. 4 

.. 3 
2 .. 8 
1 .. 7 
1..,2 
.1 
..1 

NYN 

4.0 
3 .. 3 
1.3 
4 .. 9 

10 .. 4 
5 .. 5 
4.9 
7 .. 1 
7 .. 1 
6.1 
5.1 
7 .. 5 

NNY 

1 .. 1 
't.l 
1.8 
1.2 
2.1 

.. 4 

.6 
1 .. 2 
1 .. 4 
1.7 

.. 7 
1.0 

Thg I1!!:errelationship of Ca.re~t= ~ypes and Contacts Qy Career 
Types 

Thus far we have shown the career type of each of 4,079 

cohort members OIl 12 differen.t continuums from Y-Y-Y to N-N-N .. 

NUN 

4.8 
13.5 
21 .. 0 
25 .. 5 
29 .. 0 
36 .. 4 
36.9 
37 .. 4 
42 .. 9 
51 .. 0 
51 .. 3 

The distributions always tend to be skewed toward y-y-:y and other 
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times toward N-N -N.. Obvi.ously SOlle of the dis"cribution s wi.ll be 

highly correlated alld others will not... The data set that we are 

using has each person's career type according to each system so 

that it was possible to produce a matrix of intercorrelations, as 

shown in Table 38. 

If we select .100 as the cutting point, only a few sets of 

high correlations are ~ound. Position on the total contacts 

continuum correlations .800+ with position on the Non-Traffic 

contacts continuum, as do referrals and sanctions on. the same 

basis.. We have f:reguently made the point that anal.yses includin 9 

Traffic contacts produce the same results as those excluding 

them, at times doing the analyses both ways, however, to maKe 

sure that the critics ha.ve neen satisfied .. 

Part I contacts and ~art I referrals were correlated .100+, 

as were Pact 1. sanctions and Non-Traffic sanctions. Part I 

referrals and Felony referrals were correlated •. 700+ and Part I 

sanctions and FelonI' sanctions were correlated from .. 700+ to 

.. 900+ .. 

Taking these correlations into consideration, we may wish to 

manipulate each cohort member"s career type for the 12 differen·t 

combinations o£ offense seriousness and justice system 

intervention to produce experience types. This is relatively 

easy because, a.s we have said, each person1s career type is 

attached ·to his/her record for each of the 12 systems .. 

In Table 39 the unit for analysis was changed so that 

instead of correlating career types for cohort members on the 12 



TABLE 38. INTERRELATIONSHIP OF CAREER TYPES FOR 12 COMBINATIONS OF CONTACT SERIOUSNESS AND 
JUSTICE SYSTBM INTERVENTION: COMBINED COHORTS AND 1942, 1949, AND 1955 COHORTS 

-------------<------------------------------------------------
C-C C-R C-S N-C H-R N-S P-C P-R p-s F-C P-R I"-S 

C-C, ALL 1.000 .672 .492 .868 .570 .401 .510 .401 .296 .396 .356 .268 
C-C, 42 1.000 .672 .449 .836 .551 .363 .457 .336 .263 5353 .318 .235 
C-C, Li9 1.000 .642 .Li36 .861 .522 .350 .4 ~2 .336 .230 .341 .310 .210 
C-C, 55 1.000 .703 .564 .884 .618 .460 .553 .475 .359 .458 .410 .324 

C-R, ALL .672 1.000 .731 .649 .857 .603 .596 .618 .458 .551 .547 .418 
C-R, 42 .672 1.000 .647 .669 .829 .525 .559 .518 .385 .534 .490 .376 
C-R, 49 .642 1.000 .650 .619 .828 .554 .523 .535 .373 .506 .498 .349 
C-R, 55 .703 1.000 .792 .667 .879 .645 .644 .680 .514 .578 ft5S5 .!l60 

C-S, ALL .492 .731 1.000 .478 .644 .822 .542 .586 .647 .563 .569 .584 
C-S. 42 .449 .647 1.000 .501 .624 .819 .558 .569 .647 .541 .569 .604 
C-S, 49 .436 .650 1.000 .462 .669 .867 .508 .563 .631 .560 .564 .596 
c-S, 55 .565 .792 1.000 .503 .641 .806 .555 .591 .651 .561 .566 .575 

N-C. ALL .868 .649 .478 1.000 .665 .478 .:595 .473 .356 .470 .426 .324 
N-C, 42 .836 .669 .501 1.000 .673 .470 .562 .424 .343 .451 .403 .311 
N-C, 49 .8!>1 .619 .462 1.000 .606 .412 .557 .392 .277 .402 .365 .24~ 
N-C, 55 .884 .667 .503 1.000 .705 .529 .630 .!»41 .413 .524 .476 .378 

N-R, ALL .570 .857 .644 .665 1.000 .698 .673 .725 .535 .635 .638 .488 
N-R, 42 .551 .829 .624 .673 1.000 .616 .614 .629 .459 .638 .594 .443 
U-R, 49 .521 .828 .669 .60b 1.000 .655 .593 .656 .449 .603 .600 .416 
N-R, 55 .618 .879 .641 .705 1.000 .736 .726 .776 .588 .651 .666 .529 

I 

N-S, ALL .401 .603 .822 .478 .698 1.000 .592 .664 .797 .644 .662 .717 
U-S, 42 .363 .525 .819 .470 .616 1.000 .500 .550 .788 .580 .620 .732 
N-S, 4~ .351 .553 .867 .412 .655 1.000 .507 .608 .739 .590 .598 .689 
N-S, 55 .460 .645 .806 .529 .736 1.000 .646 .696 .816 .668 .686 .723 

P-C, ALI. .510 .596 .542 .595 .673 .592 1.000 .808 .601 .671 *629 .504 
P-C, 42 .457 .559 .558 .562 .614 .500 1.000 .755 .556 .668 .617 .504 
P-C, 49 .482 .523 .508 .557 .593 .507 1.000 .705 .497 .639 .577 .412 
P-C, 55 .553 .644 .555 .630 .726 .646 1.000 .868 .651 .688 .657 .5L10 

P-R, ALL .LlOl .618 .586 .Ll73 .725 .664 .808 1.000 .731 .696 .7Li2 .596 
P-R, 42 .336 .518 .569 .424 .629 .550 .755 1.000 .670 .702 .775 .645 
P-R, 49 .336 .535 .563 .392 .656 .60ti .705 1.000 .689 .711 .774 .570 
P-R, 55 .475 .680 .591 .541 .176 .696 .868 1.000 .750 .686 .722 .595 

P-S, ALL .296 .458 .647 .356 .535 .797 .601 .731 1.000 .645 .691 .792 
.IP-S, 42 .263 .385 .647 .343 .459 .788 .556 .676 1.000 .642 .756 .931 
P-S, 119 .230 .373 .631 .277 .449 .739 .Li 97 .689 1.000 .575 .633 .812 
P-S, 55 .359 .513 .651 .413 .588 .816 .657 .750 1.000 .665 .700 .771 

F-C, ALL .396 .551 .563 .470 .635 .64!! .671 .696 .645 1.000 .902 .691 
I"-C, 42 .353 .534 .541 .451 .638 .580 .668 .702 .642 1.000 .891 .64~ 
F-C, 49 .341 .506 .560 .402 .603 .590 .639 .711 .575 1.000 .890 .601 
p-S, 55 .458 .578 .561 .52Ll .651 .668 .688 .686 .665 1.000 .906 .723 

l"-R, ALL .356 .547 .570 .426 .638 .662 .629 .742 .691 .902 1.000 .758 
F-R, 42 .318 .490 .569 .403 .594 .620 .617 .775 .756 .891 1.000 .763 
F-R, 49 .310 .498 .564 .365 .600 .598 .577 .774 .633 .890 1.000 .675 
F-R, 55 .410 .585 .566 .476 .666 .686 .657 .722 .700 .906 1.000 .782 

P-S, ALL .2b8 .41a .584 .324 .488 .717 .504 .596 .792 .691 .758 1.000 
F-S, 42 .235 .376 .604 .J 11 .443 .732 .504 .645 .931 .649 .763 1.000 
F-S, 49 .210 .349 .596 .248 .416 .689 .412 .570 .812 .601 .675 1.000 
p-s, 55 .324 .460 .575 .378 .529 .723 .546 .595 .771 .723 .782 1.000 ----------------------------------------------------------
KEY: C = Contacts. 1'1 = Non-Traffic Contacts, P =- Part I Con.tacts, F = Felony-level Contacts, 
R = Referred, S = Sanctioned 



TABLE 39. IN~ERRELATIONSHIP OF CAREER TYPES FOR 12 COMBINATIONS OF CONTACT SERIOOSNESS AND 
JUSTICE SYSTEM IN TERVEHTION: CONTACTS ACQUIRED BY COMBINED COHORT MEMBERS AND 
1942, 1949. AND 1955 COHORT MEMBERS 

------------------------------------------------------------
C-C C-R C-S N-C H-R H-S P-C 1'-R 1'-S P-C F-R F-S 

C-C, ALL 1~000 a600 .445 .802 .526 .386 .439 .341 .262 .346 .390 .236 
C-C, 42 1.000 .618 .1139 .773 .511 ~373 .428 .318 .275 .330 .313 .247 
C-C, 49 1.000 .602 .445 .797 .517 .370 .427 .317 .2QO .347 .319 .240 
C-C, 55 1.000 .627 .514 .834 .586 .476 .506 .450 .353 .424 .364 .295 

C-R, ALL .600 1.000 .726 .627 .886 .646 .595 .624 .490 .597 .574 .462 
C-R, 42 .618 1.000 .653 .640 .843 .562 .531 .515 .397 .573 .514 .421 
C-R, 49 .602 1.000 .690 .611 .874 .601 .509 .537 .394 .546 .526 .410 
C-R, 55 .627 1.000 ~773 .638 .909 .696 .665 .716 .565 .628 .612 .493 

C-S, ALL .445 .726 1.000 .500 .715 .892 .597 .656 .706 .640 .631 .650 
C-S, 42 .439 .653 1.000 .528 .634 .850 .541 .574 .673 .520 .508 .616 
C-S, 49 .445 .690 1.000 .494 .. 736 .897 .534 .601 .652 .625 .622 .6b8 
C-S. 55 .514 .773 1.000 .510 .708 .893 .619 .b71 .728 .642 .614 .627 

N-C, ALL .802 .627 .500 1.000 .658 .497 .556 .446 .355 .457 .416 .326 
N-C, 42 .773 .640 .528 1.000 .680 .532 .559 .427 .397 .471 .1J30 .352 
N-C, 49 .797 .611 .494 1.000 .618 .444 .516 .390 .295 .414 .379 .:n9 
N-C, 55 .834 .638 .510 1.000 .693 .553 .599 .&29 .419 .515 .459 .373 

N-R, ALL .526 .S86 .715 .658 1.000 .724 .662 .708 .551 .677 .650 .521 
N-R, 42 .511 .843 .634 .680 1.000 .661 .583 .611 .475 .677 .606 .487 
N-R, 49 .517 .874 .736 .618 1.000 .681 .571 .632 .455 .633 .606 .464 
N-R, 55 .5861 .!i0 9 .708 .693 1.000 .766 .739 .785 .618 .693 .679 .551 

N-S, ALL .386 .646 .892 .497 .724 1.000 .635 .717 .802 .699 .703 .739 
N-S. 42 .373 .562 .&50 .532 .661 1.000 .485 .553 .777 .543 .601 .702 
N-S, 49 .370 .601 .897 .444 .6& 1 1.000 .554 .658 .739 .657 .664 .758 
N-S, 55 .476 .696 .893 .553 .766 1.000 .694 .745 .819 .718 .708 .713 

P-C. ALL .439 .595 .597 .556 .662 .635 1.000 .831 .662 .745 .706 .574 
P-C, 42 .428 .531 .541 .559 .583 .485 1.000 .742 .644 .740 .697 .595 
p-c, 49 .427 .509 .534 .516 .571 .554 1.000 .756 .565 .690 .668 .502 
p-c, 55 .506 .665 .619 .599 .739 .694 1.000 .896 .701 .756 .709 .580 

P-R, ALL .341 .624 .656 .446 .70S .716 .831 1.000 .787 .795 .824 .670 
P-R, 42 .318 .515 .574 .427 .611 .563 .742 1.000 .744 .783 .869 .756 
P-R, 49 .317 .537 .601 .389 .632 .658 .756 1.000 .737 .798 .847 .643 
P-R, 55 .450 .716 .671 .529 .785 .745 .896 1.000 .789 .759 .772 .627 

P-S. ALL .262 .490 .706 .355 .551 .802 .662 .787 1.000 .708 .742 .806 
P-S, 42 .275 .397 .673 .397 .475 .777 .644 .745 1.000 .655 .795 .920 
P-S, 49 .240 .394 .652 .295 .455 .739 .565 .737 1.000 .626 .678 .807 
p-s~ 55 .353 .565 .728 .419 .618 .819 .701 .789 1.000 .716 .730 .764 

F-C, ALL .346 .597 .640 .457 .677 .699 .745 .795 .708 1.000 .917 .724 
1"-C, 42 .330 .573 .520 .471 .677 .543 • 740 .783 .655 1.000 .890 .696 
1"-C, q9 .347 .546 .625 .414 .633 .657 .690 .798 .626 1.000 .923 .648 
F-C, 55 .424 .628 .642 .515 .693 .718 .756 .759 .716 1.000 .908 .734 

1"-R. ALL • 310 .574 .631 • 416 .650 .703 • 708 .824 .742 .917 1.000 .794 
1"-R, 42 .313 .514 .568 .430 .606 .601 .697 .869 .795 .890 1.000 .834 
1"-R, 49 .319 .526 .622 .379 .606 .664 .668 .847 .678 .923 1.000 • 718 
F-R. 55 .364 .612 .614 .459 .679 .708 .701 .172 .130 .908 1.000 .801 

1"-S, ALL .237 .462 .650 .326 .521 .739 .574 .670 .806 .724 .794 1.000 
F-S. 42 .247 .421 .616 .362 .487 .702 .595 .756 .920 .696 .834 1.000 
1"-5, 49 .240 .410 .668 .2BO .464 .758 .502 .643 .807 .648 .718 1.000 
1"-5, 55 .294 .493 .627 .373 ~S51 .713 .580 .627 .764 .734 .801 1.000 
----------------------------------- ------------------------------
KEY: C = Contacts, N = Non-Traffic Contacts, P = Part I Contacts, 1" = Felony-level Contacts, 
R =. Referred, 5 = Sanctioned 
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different systems we correlated the career types for persons who 

had the contact for each or the 12 different systems. There were 

a few more sets of correlations above .700 with the highest now 

being Felony contact career types and Felony referred career 

types.. The relatively high int.ercorrela:t.ions of Felony and Part 

I career types and correlations of the different involvement 

levels within each is consistent with prior interrelat~onships of 

these two basic criteria for offense seriousness lihi.ch may, of 

course, not be as valid 1ndicators today as they were in a less 

complex society .. 

Looking back as we have m.ade these computer runs it seemed 

that we had missed one set that would even better focus attent..ion 

on the fact that while continuity in careers is a fact oL 

delinquency and crime for those in the justice system who have 

daily contact with juveniles anct adults, there are other equally 

important types. Desistance (the desisters, particularly those 

who drop out of delinquency sometime during the juvenile period) 

are those wh.om. they do not see each day but who for them are a 

fort una te type., 

Career ~ ~ributi~ of Police Contacts Qy Offense Level 
£lnd Justice System Involvement: contacts with !.!!!Q;t.velllm 
Only ~ Leve~ of ~stic~ System 

In Tables 40-43, first for the combined cohorts and then for 

each, we look at the police contacts by offense levels, but not 

exact.ly as we had done in Tabl.es 34-37.. The four sets of career 

types based 011 referrals place each referral according to the 

career type o:f the person who was referred, the perpetr ator of 



-98-

TABLE 40 ... DIS TR1.BOTIO 1l OF POLICE CONTACTS, REFERRALS, AND SANCTIONS 
ACCORDING TO THE CAREER TYPE OF THEIR PERPETRATOR FOR 
THOSE illITH STATED LEVEL OF JUSTICE SYSTEM. ACTION 

---,-------------------------------------------

Contac~s Y§.. !Q contacts 

CONTACTS NON -TRAFP I.e PART I FELONY 
N % N % N % Ii " 

y-y-y 1949 52.1 6111 40.l 930 6.1 814- 5 .• 3 
Y-Y-N 2916 19 .. 5 3031 19 .. 9 2500 16.4- 1993 13 .. 1 
l-lil-Y 1258 8.3 1215 8 .. 4 803 5 .. 3 515 3.4 
Y-N-H 1473 9 .. 7 2370 15 .. 5 3999 26.2 2660 17 ... 4-
N-Y-Y 641 4 .. 2 541 3 .. 6 241 la6 229 1 .. 5 
N-Y-N 488 3 .. 2 468 3.1 654- 4.3 896 5.9 
N-N-Y 460 3.0 565 3.1 326 2 ... 1 725 4 .. 8 
N-N-N 872 5.1 5792 38 .. 0 7413 48 .. 6 

Totals 15245 100 .. U 15245 100 .. 0 15245 100 .0 15245 100 .. 0 

Referred 

y-y-y 1163 26 .. 5 910 20 .. 7 213 4.8 212 4.8 
Y-Y-N 1219 21.,1 1115 25 .. 4- 847 19 .. 3 107 16 .. 1 
Y-N-Y 379 8 ... 6 272 6 .. 2 96 2.2 163 3 .. 7 
Y-N-N 1095 24.9 1146 26.1 1413 32 .. 2 1073 24 .. 4 
N-Y-Y 135 3 .. 1 123 2.8 38 .. 9 59 1 .. 3 
N-Y-N 279 6.3 243 5 .. 5 234 5 .. 3 332 7 .. 6 
N-N-Y 125 2 .. 8 133 3 .. 0 100 2.3 140 3 .. 2 
N-N-N 453 10 .. 3 1454 33.1 1709 38 .. 9 

Totals 4395 99.9 4395 100 .. 0 4395 100 ... 1 4395 100 .. 0 

Sanctioned 

y-y-y 421 20 .. 5 259 12 .. 6 3 ... 4- 8 .. 4 
Y-Y-N 409 19 ... 9 380 ~'8 .. 5 251 lL.2 191 9.6 
Y-N-Y 114 5 .. 5 59 2 .. 9 34 1 .. 7 22 1.1 
Y-N-N 354 11",2 397 19.3 554 26.9 494 24 .. 0 
N-Y-Y 298 14.5 138 6.1 32 1.6 28 1.4 
N-Y-N 296 14 .. 4 253 12 .. 3 141 6.9 162 1.9 
N-N-Y 165 8 .. 0 136 6 .. 6 63 3.1 60 2 .. 9 
N-N-N 435 21 .. 1 974 47.4 1086 52 .. 8 

Tota]_s 2057 100 .. 0 2051 100.0 2057 100 .. 2 2057 100 .. 1 
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TABLE 41 .. DISTRIBUTION OF POLICE CONTACTS, REFERRALS, AND SANCTIONS 
ACCORDING TO TH.E CAREER TYPE OF 1942 COHORT PERPETRATOR 
FOR TIiOSE WITH STATED LEVEL OF JUSTICE SYSTEM ACTION 

------ . ----------------------------

£Qp.ta cts Y.2. .. RQ contacts 

CONTACTS NON-TRAFFIC PART I FELONY 
N % N ~ N % N % 

y-y-y 1612 61 .. 8 1093 40.4 179 6 .. 6 93 3 .. 4 
Y-Y-N 67 2.5 207 7.1 113 6.4 99 3 .. 7 
Y-N-Y 357 13.2 353 13 .. 1 125 4 .. 6 50 1 .. 8 
Y-N-N lOS 4.0 254 9 .. Q, 493 lS .. 2 3Q·7 12a 8 
!i-Y-Y 236 8 .. 7 222 8.2 91 3 .. 6 107 4 .. 0 
N-Y-N 42 1 .. 6 53 2.0 25 .. 9 69 2 .. 6 
N-N-Y 222 8 .. 2 310 11.5 193 7 .. 1 2.14 1 ... 9 
N-N-N 212 7.8 1419 52.5 1725 63",8 

Totals 2104 100 .. 0 2704 100 .. 1 2704 99 .. 9 2704- 100.,0 

Referred 

y--y-y- 134 29 .. 3 121 27.1 26 5 .. b 29 6 .. 3 
Y-Y-N 48 10.5 23 5 .. 0 18 3 .. 9 7 1 .. 5 
Y-N-Y 82 17 .. 9 49 10 .. 1 4 .,9 5 1.1 
Y-N-N 122 26.6 102 22 .. 3 92 20.1 73 15.9 
N-Y-Y 26 5 .. 7 31 6.8 18 3 .. 9 24 5 .. 2 
N-Y-N 11 3147 21 4 .. 6 18 3.9 23 5 .. 0 
N-li-Y 29 6 .. 3 38 8 .. 3 50 10 .. 9 37 8 .. 1 
N-li-N 61 14 .. 6 232 50 .. 1 260 56 .. 8 

Totals 458 100 .. 0 458 100 .. 0 458 99.9 458 99.9 

;>anctiq!!~g 

y-y-y 101 32 .. 4 39 12.5 
Y-Y-N 5 1 .. 6 28 9.0 
Y-N-Y 21 6 .. 7 6 1.9 14 4.5 14 4.5 
Y-N-N 12 3.8 44 14.1 &7 21~5 60 19 .. 2 
N-Y-Y 105 33.1 54 17.3 17 5 .. 4 11 5.4 
N-Y-N 18 5 .. 8 32 10 .. 3 20 6 .. 4 23 7.4 
N-N-Y 50 16~O 49 15 .. 7 32 10 .. 3 25 8 .. 0 
N-N-N 60 19 .. 2 162 51 .. 9 173 55.4 

Totals 312 100.0 312 100 .0 312 100.0 312 99.9 



-100-

TABLE 42. DISTRIBU~ION OF POLICE CONTACTS, REFERRALS, AND SANCTIONS 
ACCORDI.NG TO THE CAREEll TYPE OF 1949 COHORT PERPETRATOR 
FOR THOSE WITH STATED LEVEL OF J'USTICE SYSTEM ACTION 

---------------------------------------------

C?ntacts X,2 .. !Q Contacts 

CONTACTS NON-TRAFFIC PART I FELONY 
N % N % N % N % 

;1 
y-y-y 3490 63 .. 7 :lOS4 48 .. 4 213 5 .. 0 165 3.0 
Y-Y-N 542 9.9 687 12 .. 5 452 8 .. 2 335 6.1 
Y-N-Y 601 11.0 643 11.7 565 10.3- 319 5.8 
Y-N-N 289 5 .. 3 622 11 .. 3 1394 25.4 816 16.,0 
N-Y-Y 235 4.3 200 3 .. 6 117 2 .. 1 
N-Y-N 164 3.0 179 3.3 243 4 .. 4 324 5.9 
N-N-Y 160 2.9 175 3.2 108 2 .. 0 414 7 ... 6 
N-N-N 321 5.9 2329 42.5 3048 55.6 

Totals 5481 100.1 5481 99 .. 9 5481 99 .. 9 5481 100 .. 0 

Refe£red 

y-y-y 294 20 .. 3 237 21 .. 2 41 4.2 18 1 .. 6 
Y-Y-N 195 11.4 190 17 .. 0 81 7 .. 2 89 8 .. 0 
y-y-y 184 16 .. 4 161 14",4 87 7.8 101 9.0 
Y-N-N 311 27 .. 8 215 19 .. 2 215 24 .. 6 213 19 .. 0 
N-Y-Y 39 3.5 3~ 3 .. 5 8 .7 
N-Y-N 31 4 .. 6 72 6 ... l! 59 5.3 94 8.4 
N-N-Y 4:' 4.0 63 5 .. 6 34 3 .. 0 60 5 .. 4 
N-~l-N 142 12 .. 7 528 41 .. 2 544 48.6 

Totals 1119 100 ... 0 -'119 100 .. 0 1119 100 .. 0 1119 100 .. 0 

~nctioned 

y-y-y 123 23.8 15 14.5 
Y-Y-N 41 1 .. 9 42 8 .. 1 25 4 .. 8 10 1 .. 9 
Y-N'-Y 41 9 .. 1 36 1.0 20 3 .. 9 2 ",4 
Y-N-N 4~ 8 .. 1 60 11 .. 6 96 18 .. 6 122 23.6 
N-Y-Y 117 22.6 36 1.0 7 1 .. 4 
N-Y-N 79 15 .. 3 93 18 .. 0 39 1 .. 5 26 5 .. 0 
N'-N-Y 68 13.2 68 13.2 21 4 .. 1 18 3 .. 5 
N-N-N 107 20.1 309 59.8 339 65.6 

Totals 517 100.0 511 100.1 511 100 .. 1 517 100 .. 0 
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TABLE 43. DISTRIBUTION OF POLICE CONTACTS, REFERRALS, AND SANCTIONS 
ACCORDING TO THE CAREER TYPE OF 1955 COHORT PERPETRATOR 
FOR THOSE WITH STA~ED LEVEL OF JUSTICE SYSTEM ACTION' 

---_._--------------------------------------------

fQ. nta2!§. Y§. .. , No conta9:!:§ 

CONTACTS NON-TRAFFIC PART I FELONY 
N' % N % N % N % 

y-y-y 2187 39 .. 5 2370 33.6 478 6.8 556 1.9 
Y-Y-N 2361 33.5 2131 30.3 1875 26.6 1559 22 .. 1 
Y-N-Y 300 4.2 279 4 .. 0 1.13 1.6 146 2 .. 1 
Y-N'-N 1076 15 .. 2 1494 21.2 2112 29 .. 9 1437 20 .. 4 
N-Y-Y 110 2.4 125 1 .. 8 21 .. 4 122 1 .. 7 
N-Y-N 282 4 .. 0 236 3 .. 3 386 5.5 503 7 .. 1 
N-N-Y 78 1.1 80 1 .. 1 25 .. 4 91 1.4 
N-N-N 339 4.8 2044 29 .. 0 2640 31 .. 4 

Totals 7060 99 .. 9 706U 100 .. 1 1060 100.2 7060 100.1 

Referred 

y-y-y 735 26 .. 1 546 19.4 140 5.0 165 5 .. 9 
Y-Y-N 916 34.6 902 32.0 748 26.5 611 21 .. 7 
Y-N-Y 1,13 4 .. 0 62 2.2 5 .. 2 57 2 .. 0 
Y-N-N 662 23 .. 5 829 29 .. 4 104& 37 .. 1 787 27 .. 9 
N-Y-Y 10 2 .. 5 53 1 .. 9 12 .. 4 35 1.2 
N-Y-N 211 1.5 150 5 .. 3 157 5.6 215 1 .. 6 
N-N-Y 51 1 .. 8 32 1.1 16 .6 43 1.5 
N-N-N 244 8.7 694 24.6 905 32.1 

Totals 2818 100.0 2818 toO .0 2818 100.0 2818 99 ... 9 

sanctioneg 

y-y-y 181 16.0 145 11.8 8 .. 7 8 .. 1 
Y-Y-N 363 29 .. 6 310 25 ... 2 226 18 .. 4 187 15.2 
Y-N-Y 46 3.7 17 1 .. 4 6 .,5 
Y-N-N 300 24 .. 4 293 23_~ 391 31.8 312 25.4 
N-Y-Y 76 6.2 48 3 .. 9 8 .. 6 11 ... 9 
N-Y-N 199 16 .. 2 128 10 .. 4 82 6.7 113 9 .. 2 
N-H-Y 47 3.8 19 1 .. 5 10 .8 17 1 .. 4 
N-Ii-N 268 21 .. 8 503 41.0 574 46 .. 7 

Totals 1228 99 .. 9 1228 99.9 1228 100 .. 0 1228 100 .. 0 
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the cont.act.. Note that the juvenile discontinuers account for a 

greater proporti.on. of the referrals than any oth.er gI:OUp, 

followed by those who were never referred. after the inteDltediate 

age period.. A similar set of distributions was found for those 

contac-ts resulting in a sanction .. 

Examination of the tables for each cohort revealed that 

cohort by cohort the proportion of the desisting juvenile career 

types at the Part, I and Felony offense levels had increased .. 

What we see is an increase in what are considered more serious 

offenses, referrals for them, and sanctions for them among 

juveniles but a large proportion of these juveniles desisting 

after reaching 18, or being overlooked after age 18 because the 

juvenile justice system is no longer supervising them.. Hare 

could be said about the distribution of contacts, referrals, and 

sanctions in these tables, hut suffice it to say that while 

continuity in ca.reers is obviously- d problem., it: is mitigated by 

the number of persons whose contacts, along with their referrals 

and sanctions, were limited to the juvenile period. 

Since certain questions are expected from persons with a 

serious interest in this 'type of research, a set of tables was 

generated which shows the types of contacts which were included 

in the contacts, referrals, and sanctions for each of the nine 

career contact types that we have been describing at ea ell of the 

offense seriousness levels. They are presented in four tahles, 

one for each level :from contact to Felony level contact ... 
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pistribution 2! Contac.:£ Types Within ~§.£ !ypes !tY Offense 
Level of ~~ ~ 

In Table 44 we see that the proportion of contacts which 

were for Traffic offenses is very high for those 'w'ho ha d contacts 

at only one or both of the adult periods and that Traffic 

contacts also contributed the greatest proportion of their 

reasons for referral and the contacts for which theY' were 

sanctioned. Theft, on the other hand, constituted a larger 

proportion of the contacts, referrals, and sanctions for those 

with juvenile or juvenile and young adult careers. 

Even when we inspect Table 45, in which everyoneCs career 

type is based on their Non-Traffic offenses, they play a large 

part in most a.dult careers. Disorderly conduct offenses now come 

to play a major part in all except juvenile careers.. Table 46, 

generated from Part Icon tacts, shows that career types of this 

nature include proportionately more Theft and Burglary.. When 

Felony contacts were the criterion for career types in Table 47, 

there were differences in the offense composition of various 

career types from those found for Part I offenses but no pattern 

is readily detected. 

Although these tables were constructed because questions 

about the offense content of career types will be asked, it now 

appears that these data could be used in developing' the more 

detailed system of career types.. If they are not useful in 

distinguishing or identifying types. their application in the 

analysis will have answered that ~lestion. 

, ,. - ~ -, .... 
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It.a 5.5 1.4 

1.6 0.4 
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TABLE 45. DISTRIBUTION OF CONTACT TYPES BY CONTACT. REFERRAL, AND SANCTIONS CAREER TYPES AS ACCUMULATED bY COHORT 
MEMBERS FOR ALL HON-TRAFFIC CONTACTS. 

------------------------------------------------------------------------------
J 

A D U 
T U I V D P i 

B B T S S A B F T Ii B G C Ii j P 
R U E 0 C L T S S U 0 H R E .1 1 V 0 0 R E 

CAREER 0 R P T 0 I A L E G R 0 A 1 {J IS P Ii Ii E 0 
TYPEl B G T H 11 Q T T X S G H F P D B D T E C P 

H-N-N C 0.2 36.9 62.9 2350 1479 
R 0.1 0.3 2.4 0.1 14.1 0.9 11.3 0.2 0.4 0.3 0.1 35.9 0.1 0.2 0.0 0.1 14.11 25.3 58110 27515 
S 0.1 0.6 4.1 0.5 17.5 ~.O 6.8 0.6 O.B 0.9 0.2 32.0 0.3 0.3 0.1 0.2 15.6 17.2 8584 3265 

Ii-li-Y C 0.3 1.1 25.1 1.6 0.2 0.7 3.5 1.8 0.3 113.1 0.1 0.3 24.0 559 282 
R 0.3 0.9 4.1 0.2 26.8 3.6 3.4 2.B 1.3 3.0 0.8 29.6 1.1 0.8 0.6 0.9 18.5 530 90 i .. ~ ... 

S 0.5 0.9 5.9 0.9 28.3 11.2 5.0 2.4 1.0 2.4 0.4 24.7 1.0 0.8 0.3 0.8 20.5 782 111 

N-Y-Ii C 0.2 1.9 0.2 21.5 2.6 0.6 1.7 3.9 0.4 41.6 0.2 1.3 1.1 22.6 464 349 
B 0.8 2.2 6.7 1.3 25.3 3.2 4.1 1.4 2.1 4.2 0.6 27.2 0.6 0.7 1.0 18.6 714 195 
S 1.1 2.5 3.8 1.3 25.1 18.2 7.2 2.2 1.3 3.0 0.4 22.9 1.1 0.3 0.2 0.6 18.2 1140 219 

N-Y-Y C 0.7 2.4 32.7 1.6 0.9 1.5 0.9 1.3 32.2 0.9 0.4 0.4 0.2 23.7 541 1116 
R 0.2 2.1 B.l 0.5 2B.B 3.0 2.1 1.6 2.1 11.6 0.5 21.6 0.7 0.2 0.7 23.2 431 38 
S 1.3 1.6 6.6 0.3 33.1 3.5 4.6 2.1 1./& 2.5 20.4 0.7 1.2 2.0 lB.6 607 76 

Y-H-N C 0.3 2.8 9.4 1.1 16.B 3.7 19.7 1.3 1.1 1.0 0.6 25.2 0.3 0.1 0.0 0.5 16.0 2356 b15 
B 0.4 4.1 9.8 2.4 19.4 4.3 19.4 1.9 1.0 1.2 0.8 17.6 0.5 0.2 0.5 16.3 3049 570 
5 0.5 7.1 10.9 3.4 17.8 2.7 21.0 2.3 0.6 1.5 1.5 0.1 13.1 0.7 0.5 0.6 15.3 2204 222 

Y-N-Y C 0.2 1 .• 7 1.0 1.7 25.8 4.0 9.7 1.6 0.7 1.1 0.6 24.4 0.5 0.3 0.2 0.2 20.3 1269 239 
R 0.4 2.2 6.9 2.0 27.6 3.8 10.1 1.8 1.6 1.8 1.1 0.1 18.6 0.9 0.8 0.1 0.6 19.b 894 83 
S 0.9 5.4 7.8 2.126.9 3.5 11.1 2.11 2.1 1.1 0.9 8.3 1.7 0.5 0.5 24.3 424 34 

Y-Y-Ii c 1.2 5.7 10.3 2.9 20.1 3.1 13.6 1.6 1.0 2.6 0.4 0.0 19.1 0.9 0.5 0.1 0.5 16.3 3007 445 
R 1.7 5.7 11.2 3.2 21.1 3.1 14.2 2.1 1.0 2.3 0.9 0.1 14.2 1.2 0.6 0.1 0.8 16.3 2628 1~0 
S 2.3 6.9 11.1 3.7 21.7 2.6 15.0 2.6 1.0 2.3 1.1 0.2 11.5 0.9 0.4 0.3 1.3 14.5 1718 911 

y-y-y C 1.0 3.3 1.6 1.5 27.7 2.8 10.3 2.3 1.4 1.6 0.7 0.1 16.7 0.9 0.6 0.1 0.9 21.3 6051 524 
B 1.2 II.B 6.1 1.4 28.8 2.9 10.6 3.0 1.9 1.8 0.6 0.1 13.7 1.0 0.8 0.2 1.3 17.8 2511 110 
5 1.11 5.6 8.7 1.4 29.5 3.5 10.7 2.5 2.5 1.9 0.4 o .1 10.1 1.1 0.5 0.1 1.2 18.7 1138 52 

TOTALit 108 463 1110 228 3425 430 1627 252 169 244 B9 6 3961 102 11 16 97 2721 1478 16,597 4079 
-------------------------------------------------------------------
1 N-N-N = No non-traffic police contacts 6-17, 18-20, or 21 years of age or older. 
it Total number of offense types for each contact type. 
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TABLE 46. DISTRIBUTION OF CONTACT TYPES BY CONTACT, REFERRAL, AND SANCTIONS CAREER TYPES AS ACCDMULATED BY COHORT 
MEMBERS POR ALL PART I CONTACTS. 

----- ---------------------------------------------------.---.-------------------
J 

A D U 
T U I Y D F I 

B H T S 5 A R F T Ii R G C N I p 

R U E 0 C L T S S D 0 H R E A A V 0 0 11 E 
CAREER 0 R 1! T 0 I A L E G Ii 0 A A U Ii P N N E 0 

TYEBI- E G T H N Q T T .I 5 G II F P D B D T E C P 

N-li-Ii C 18.0 2.9 6.1 0.8 1.2 0.2 33.4 0.3 0.4 0.1 0.3 15.3 20.4 1230 1419 
n 0.1 0.3 2.5 0.1 19.5 2.9 1.1 0.4 0.9 1.2 0.2 31.1 0.4 0.4 0.1 0.4 15.8 16.2 9139 2795 
s 0.1 0.1 4.2 0.5 20.1 2.8 8.0 0.9 0.9 1.3 0.3 0.0 29.6 0.5 0.4 0.1 0.4 16.1 13.1 11.254 3265 

N-N-I C 1.2 0.3 5.6 0.6 29.9 4.1 1.9 4.1 1.2 0.6 0.3 21.1 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.6 21.5 321 282 
n 1.2 1.2 6.5 0.1 28.5 2.8 fI.1 4.4 0.7 1.2 0.1 0.2 24.8 0.1 0.9 0.2 0.7 19.9 428 98 
S 1.4 0.8 6.9 1.1 27.3 3.0 6.1 5.2 1.4 1.1 20.4 0.6 1.4 0.3 1.9 21.2 363 117 

Jl-T-N C 2.5 4.5 7.6 1.2 23.7 2.3 7.1 2.5 1.5 3.4 0.5 22.0 1.2 0.5 1.2 18.3 649 349 
R 2.6 5.0 10.5 2.6 22.0 1.9 7.8 2.3 O.B 3.9 0.5 0.2 19.1 0.8 0.2 0.9 19.1 645 lY5 
S 3.1 4.4 13.8 2.1 20.7 3.1 9.1 1.9 4.5 3.1 0.3 16.7 0.2 1.3 15.9 618 219 

H-Y-Y C 2.1 10.5 0.8 23.0 1.3 3.8 4.6 2.1 0.4 0.4 27.2 1.3 0.4 22.2 239 146 
R 0.7 2.9 13.1 1.5 28.5 1.5 1.5 0.1 2.9 2.2 16.2 0.7 0.2 24.8 137 38 
5 4.3 3.6 13.8 0.7 31.0 0.7 2.2 1.4 2.2 2.2 8.7 1.4 0.7 26.8 138 76 

Y-N-li C 0.4 4.11 12.7 2.2 20.8 2.9 14.7 1.8 0.8 1.4 0.8 18.0 0.7 0.5 0.1 0.5 17.3 3968 615 
R 0.6 5.9 11.6 2.9 21.1 2.5 15.8 2.3 0.1 1.3 1.1 15.0 O.B 0.5 0.0 0.5 17.1 3570 570 
S 0.9 8.7 11.3 3.3 21.2 2.1 16.0 2.6 0.8 1.5 1.5 0.1 11.2 0.9 0.6 0.1 0.5 16.8 2859 222 

Y-N-Y C 1.0 3.!.t !.t.2 1.4 27.8 1.6 8.6 3.5 0.6 1.1 1.6 17.6 0.9 0.8 0.1 0.9 19.4 795 239 
Ii 0.4 4.4 11.4 1.5 24.2 1.5 6.2 4.8 0.7 2.2 1.5 15.4 1.5 1.1 0.4 1.5 21.6 273 83 
S 3.5 5.8 11.0 4.1 19.8 1.2 4.1 2.3 3.5 1.2 15.1 1.1 0.6 26.2 172 34 

Y-Y-N c 1.3 6.5 13.11 3.7 22.2 2.1 14.1 3.4 1.1 2.1 0.6 0.1 11.1 1.1 0.6 0.2 1.0 14.8 2419 445 
Ii 2.0 6.8 14.2 3.!.! 21.5 2.1 15.0 3.5 2.1 2.0 0.7 0.2 9.5 1.1 0.6 0.2 1.2 13.6 1870 190 
s 2.6 7.1 13.4 4.3 21.6 1.9 15.1 3.5 1.0 2.0 0.4 0.3 8.1 1.It 0.4 0.3 1.6 14.4 1169 94 

X-y-y C 3.5 6.6 11.7 2.8 24.5 1.1 9.0 2.8 1.2 1.7 0.9 0.2 12.9 1.2 0.3 0.2 1.3 18.2 916 524 
R 3.0 9.2 11.0 2.2 22.6 0.9 9.0 3.6 1.7 1.1 1.1 0.2 10.3 1.1 0.4 0.2 1.7 20.2 535 110 
S 12.5 29.2 4.2 12.5 11.2 8.3 4.2 8.3 4.2 12.5 24 52 

TOTALZ 108 463 1110 228 3425 430 1621 252 169 244 89 6 3961 102 71 16 97 2721 1478 16,597 4079 
---------------- ----------------------------------------------
J. N-N-N = No Part I police contacts 6-11, 18-20, or 21 years of age or older. 
z Total number of oLfense types for each contact type. 



TABLE 117. DISTRIBUTION OF CONTACT TYPES BY CONTACT, REFERRAL, AND SANCTIONS CAREER TYPES AS ACCUHULAThD BY COHORT 
MEMBERS FOR AI.L l"LLONY CONTACTS. 

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------
J 

A D U 
T U I V D F • B H T S S A Ii F T Ii R G C N • P 

Ii U R 0 C L T S S 0 0 H Ii E A ). V 0 0 1< E 
CAREER 0 R F T 0 I A L E G R 0 A A U IS P N N E 0 

TYPEl B G T II Ii Q T T X S G 11 F P D B D T E C P 

'/i-N-N C 0.1 11.2 18.6 2.8 7.5 0.6 0.7 0.2 0.0 31.9 0.4 0.3 0.1 0.2 15.1 16.7 8843 lq79 
R 0.1 0.3 11.3 0.1 19.5 2.9 7.6 0.7 0.7 0.4 0.1 31.0 0.4 0.4 0.1 0.3 15.8 15.1 9763 .27 !I 5 
s 0.2 0.9 5.2 0.5 20.1 2.8 8.5 1.1 0.8 1.0 0.3 0.0 28.5 0.5 0.4 0.1 0.4 16.1 12.3 11,298 3265 

ll-N-Y C 0.8 0.8 3.1 0.1 29.6 3.1 5.2 3.1 1.3 3.7 1.3 0.1 24.9 0.3 0.7 0.1 0.7 21.1 712 282 
R 1.1 1-5 11.9 0.5 26.2 2.6 6.2 4.0 1.1 5.6 0.9 0.2 22.0 0.5 0.7 0.2 0.7 20.9 549 98 
S 2.3 0.4 5.7 1.1 29.7 4.2 5.3 11.6 3.11 0.8 19.1l o .Il 0.8 2.3 19.8 263 111 

N-Y-N C 0.9 2.9 9.1 1.9 22.9 2.11 7.7 2.0 3.2 5.7 t.l 19.9 1.1 0.2 1.0 18.0 888 3119 
R 2.2 3.7 B.7 1.7 22.0 1.9 8.5 1.6 3.2 5.6 1.1 0.1 18.9 0.9 0.2 1.1 18.6 896 195 
S 3.7 4.4 11.2 1.7 21.2 1.9 9.3 1.8 4.8 5.4 0.8 0.1 15.9 0.6 0.1 1.11 15.6 723 219 

N-Y-Y C 4.4 0.9 B.4 1.8 27.4 0.9 4.0 2.2 1.8 5.8 2.7 0.4 19.9 0.4 0.4 1.3 11.3 226 146 
R 1.6 1.1 6.3 1.6 25.9 1.1 4.8 1.6 2.1 6.9 1.1 22.2 0.5 0.6 1.6 21.2 11:19 38 
S 1.0 1.9 10.7 2.9 20.4 1.0 5.8 1.0 5.8 8.7 13.6 1.0 1.0 1.9 23.3 103 76 

Y-N-N C 0.6 1'.82 8.9 3.1 22.6 2.8 16.0 2.1 0.9 1.5 0.9 15.2 0.5 0.3 0.0 0.8 16.9 2637 615 
R 0.8 7.0 10.0 3.7 22.0 2.4 16.7 2.6 0.9 1.3 1.0 13.1 0.7 0.3 0.1 0.6 16.8 2781 570 
s 1.0 9.1 10.8 3.9 21.4 1.9 15.0 2.4 0.8 1.3 1.3 11.4 0.9 0.4 0.4 18.0 21172 222 

Y-U-y c 1.6 7.4 11.9 2.9 21.3 2.3 11.2 2.5 1.2 3.7 2.0 10.B 1.0 0.6 0.8 18.8 511 239 
R 0.7 7.4 12.5 2.2 20.9 2.5 12.0 2.5 0.5 4.2 2.2 9.1 2.0 1.0 0.5 19.9 407 83 
s 2.8 2.8 11.3 5.7 21.7 2.8 9.11 1.9 3.8 0.9 17.0 19.8 106 311 

Y-I-N C 2.3 1:1.1 11.9 3.1 20.7 1.7 13.6 3.3 1.1 2.7 0.8 0.1 10.5 1.1l 0.8 0.2 1.2 15.9 1979 445 
R 2.7 7.8 12.0 4.1 22.3 1.8 12.11 3.6 1.1 2.7 0.8 0.2 9.4 1.5 0.6 0.3 1.3 15.3 1571 190 
S 3.0 9.8 10.3 11.5 22.2 1.9 14.7 3.3 0.6 3.0 1.5 0.3 6.11 1.8 0.8 0.1 1.6 13.8 929 94 

y-y-y C 1.6 1.0 11.1 2.5 23.6 1.6 13.4 3.0 2.0 3.5 1.5 0.3 9.7 1.2 1.0 0.5 1.1 15.1 801 524 
R 1.4 9.9 12.2 3.7 18.4 1.6 12.2 2.5 3.2 2.8 2.1 0.2 11.5 0.5 1.4 0.2 1.6 14.7 435 110 
s 5.6 5.6 5.6 16.7 5.6 27.8 11.1 5.6 16.7 18 52 

TOTAL'" 108 463 1110 228 3425 430 1627 252 169 244 89 b 3961 102 71 16 97 2121 11178 16 6 597 4079 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------

N-N-N = No felony-level police contacts 6-11, 18-20, or 21 years of age or older. 
:2 Total nuaber of offense types for each contact type. 
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Summary 

In summ.arizing our preliminary efforts in the development of 

a typology (career type) we must conclude that a major data 

reduction problem faces us if we wish to develop a fa.irly simple 

initial model based on age periods, continuity, ofiense level, 

and justice system involvement. Since each person has 12 

different career type scores ranging from y-y-y to N-N-N, it will 

be necessary to utilize some technique such as smallest-space 

analysis to group them into experience categories. The 

correIa tions in Table 3H suggest tb.a t this is necessary and that 

it will produce a reasonable number of groups of people, whether 

applied to each cohort or to the group as a whole. 




