If you have issues viewing or accessing this file contact us at NCJRS.gov.

HOWA
URBAM
COMMUNMNITY
RESEARCH
CENTER

"Scientific Social Reseach tha! County"

Blames 'Drunken Fog' ________
For Murder of Wife | =0

Berserk, Burns 2 Homes | swwnow

| TYPOLOGY DEVELOPMENT |

Boy Confesses s | =i |
Beating Death | “7no.7 s |

Sd Knife Attac Boys Confess
Wife aj @ 5 j iﬁbé@@@

S Guily
Swindy

Penl ij)’ @f “p

- 3";?; ”Vl\)’
~ ¢S5 trangler Surglary
r- UNWERSITY OT IOWA IOWA CITY, IOWA




M

U.S. Department of Justice 109005
National Institute of Justice

This document has been reproduced exactly as recewved from the
person or organization originating it. Points of view or gpinions stated
in this document are those of the authors and do not necessarily
represent the official position or policies of the National Institute of
Justice

Permission to reproduce this copyrighted matenal has been
granted by .
Public Domain/NIJ

U.S.. Department of Justice .

to the National Criminal Justice Reference Service (NCJRS)

Further reproduction outside of the NCJRS system requires permis-
sion of the copyright owner.




/6 9 005

¢

sitroduction and Progress geport

PrepdCraul AND Y¥PULOGY uPVELOPMENG

LY¥sg We SHANNOH

iowa Urpin Comlunliiy research center
dniversity oi lowa
+0Wa City, lova

ol

NCIRS

% n\“%
: el TION
14 Report to the
dational Institute oi Justice
Unieea Stactes Leparigent ol Justics

Frepared anuaer Srabt Jusper u5-IS-CEi—Uu19.
POants 0L view O opanions stated in this document
al¢ thobe of the aduhor anu do noi necessarily
Legrecent the Oiiicial position or policies of the
JiLiweu BLates Uepariient of Juscice.

gcrauer 19%uy




Prediction and Typology Development

PAR? 1
INTRODUCTION AND STATEHNENT OF THE FHOBLEHD

The aim of this project is to develop a typology or
classification system ior different types and patterns of
delinquency in order to facilitate the understanding and
prediction of: 1) continuity in delinguent careers, 2)
continuation to adult crine, and 3} the development of serious
criminal careers. This report coamences with a statement of the
problern folleowing the argunent of our application and a
reconsideration of the literature referred to in the proposal as
well as new and/or other materials that have come to our
attention. We also review our prior research on delinquency and
crime in Hadison and Racine, Hiscounsin so that the reader may see
how these projects are interrelated and have built upon each
other.

Our research om juvenile delinguency and adult crine,
conmencing in the 1950s in Jadison, Wiscomsin and the 1%60s in
Racine and comtinuing to the present, indicated taat the problems
of measurement, classification, and prediction are so intertwined
that they should pe given furtner simultaneous consideration with
the several data sets that have now been developed.

Although there has been a Bajor long-tersm controversy over
the use of measures derived from official records vs. mBeasures
derived from self-reports, we do not consider this controversy

relevant to the problem at hand, for one supplements the other as
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an indication of the nature and extent of delinguent and criminal
careers.t

We have poth types of data but have exploited ocur ofiicial
data more thar the self-report data. Official police records
pernrit the development of a reasonably complete temporal ana
spatial picture of offenses known to the police or alleged
offenses that have resulted in contacts with the police. Court
records enable us to determine how society has respomded to
delinquent and criminal behavior. Interviews and self-reports
add an additional dimension that may be used in estimating the
incidence and prevalance oi delinguency and crime and responses
to detection, apprehension, and adjudication. AlLl of the
aforementioned, oftficial police and court records, self-reports,
and other respondent-generated information, may be used in the
construction of delinquent and criminal typologies. Bach type of
data facilitates the constrTuction oi a more complete picture of
the juvenile delinguent and the criminal and of delinquency and

crime in the conmunity.?

3 For an excellent monograph dealing with the problem of self-
report vs. official records, see Hichael J. Hindelang, Travis
Hirschi, and Joseph G. leiss, Measuring Delinguency (Beverly
Hills: Sage Publications, 1981). Also see: Haynard L. Brickson
and Ladar T. Empey, "Court Records, Undetected Delinguency and
Decision-Haking,® Journal of Criminal Law, Criminoiogy and Folice
Science, 54 (1Y%63): U456~469; Stanton Wheeler, ®Criminal
Statistics: A Reformulation of the Problem," Journal of Criminsl
Law, Crininology and Police Science, 58( 1967): 317-324; Delbert
S. Elliott and Suzanne S. Ageton, "Reconciling Race and (lass
Differences in Self~Reported and Official EBstimates of
Delinguency,® American Sgcioloyical Review 45 (1980): 95-110.

2 For an early study of this prcblem, see: Scophia M. Robison,
Can Delinguency Be Measured? (few York: Columbia Univermsity
Press, 1936) . Uore recently, a variety of more or less
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Allied to this is the problen of developing delinguent and
criminal typologies. Typologies may be based on clusters of
legal categories {(offense types) or may be behavioral in the
sense that they refer to the individual vs. the group oifender or
the youthful, experimental vs. the havrdened career criminal.
There have been aumerous, but largely unsuccessful, attempts to
develop classification systems for the purpose of noore
parsimreniously explaining pehavior, for the purpose of predicting
future action, or for the purpose of planning proyrams for
prevention and control.?

Our research in the late 19Y50s and early 1986Us (the Hadison

and early kacine, pon-pirth conort research) on measurement and

prediction added little of a positive nature to our krowledge of

sophisticated scaling techniques (in additiom to those cited in
other references on the problem of measurement) have been
utilized: Thorsten Sellin and Harvinp Wolfgang, The Heasuresment
of Delinquency {(New York: John ¥iley and Sons, 1964},
particularly Chapters 5, 8, 1§, and 20; R. I. Hartin and H. W.
KLein, & Comparative Analysis of Four Heasures of Delinguency
Seriouspess {(Los Angeles: University of Southern Califormia,
Youth Studies Center, 1965); Travis Hirschi and Hanan C. Selvin,
Delinquency Kesearch: An Appraisal of Analytic HMethods, (New
York: The Free Press, 1967); Marvin E. Wolfgang, Robert M.
Figlioc, and Thorstem Sellin, Delinguency im a Birth Cohort
{Chicago: The University of Chicago Press, 1972}; Alfred
Bilumstein and Jacqueline Cohen, "Estimating Individual Crine
Bates from Arrest Records,®™ Journal of Criminal Lauw and
Crininology, 70 (1979} : 561-585.

Perhaps the most sophisticated of the non-sociologists who
uwrites about criume, Janes Q. Wilson, has repeatedly (if not
always) directly acknowledged the problem of conclusions based on
inadequate data and measurement in his compelling little 1945
revision of ZThinking About Crime (New York: ¥intage Books,
$985) . Beyond that, he ana his co—authors proviae much to think
abont in their discussion of many of the major issues in
delinquency in crime. 7This volume is of particular use to those
who are planning research which will £ill the importaunt gaps in




el =

how to predict continuing careers.®

Before turning to a brief presentation of the methodological
and substantive wori thaet we have conducted commencing in the
21d~1970s and extending to the present, we must epphasize thaw
our first concern should be with the adeguacy of any neasurenent
scale in its substitution of a score for the phenomenon in which
We are interested. If ve are comnpletely satisfied that a
neasuring device measures what we wish to neasure (for example,
seriousness of careers based on the pehaviors engaged in by
Juveniles) then the device is a good one whether ix predicts
anything or not. HHe 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 knowledge about crime, gaps which Hilson makes so obviocus to
those who have an applied orientation.

3 The pre-14970 literature on the prediction problem uas
critical or disappointing. Selected items follow: Albert J.
Reiss, Jr., "The Accuracy, Efficiency and Validity of a
Prediction Instrument.™ American Journal of Socioclogy, 56 (1%51) :
552-561; Paul Heehl, Cilnlcal ¥S. Statistical Prediction: A
Theoretical Analysas and a Review cf the Evidence (ﬂlnneapoLls,
Unlvexsxty of Hinnesota Press, 195@) Sheldon Glueck, ¥Ten Years
of Unraveling Juvenile Delinguency,® Jourpal of Criminal Law,
Criminclogy and Police Science, 5% (1960) : 301-307; D. H. Stott,
®The Prediction of Delinguency from Non-Delinguent Behavior,©®
British Journal of pPelinguency, 10 (1960): 202-210; Eleanor T.
Glueck, “Efforts to Xdentify Delinguents,® Federal Probation, 24
{1960): 49~56; Harwin L. Voss, "%he Predictive Efficiency of the
Glueck Social Prediction Table,® The Journal of Criminal Lay,
Criminology amd Police Science, 50 (1963} : &21-430; Jackson
Toby, "An Evaluation of Early Identification and Intensive
Treatment Programs for Predelinguents,® Seocial Problems, 13
{1965): 160-175; Don K. Gottiredson, "Assessment and Prediction
Hethodas in Crime ana Delinguency,®™ in James E. Teele, (ed.}),
Juvenile Pelinguency (itasca, Illinoas: F. E. Peacoclk, 1970):
401-42¢. (This article contains an excellent bibliography on the
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PREDICTING FROH LONGITUUINAL PATA SETS: CONCLUSIONS FROH
THE RACINE S5%4UDY AND OTHERS

Our research since the early 1970s has involved extensive
analysis of three longitudinal birth cohorts, 1942, 1949, 1955
{6,127 persons of whom 4,079 had continuous residence in
Racine} .5 Beside the official police contact records, referral
records, and court dispositions for three cohorts® we have
interview data for 889 persons from the 1942 and 1949 Cohorts.

Twenty—six basic categories of offenses {reasons f£or police
contact}) were utilized in developing measures of delinguency and
crime. The process ol deterpining who in each cohort had
continuows residence also enapled us to establish the place of
residence of cchort members so that each may be continually

located by type of area in which he/she resided. Place of

prediction problem.} One of the best selections of reports on
and problems in prediciing delinquency appeared in 1262 in Norman
dJohnston, Leonard Savitz, and Harvin Welfgang, The Socioclogy of
Punishment and Corrections (New York: dJokhn Wiley & Sons, 1Inc.
1962} . Charles F. Welford also nade an excellent statement of
the problem in Chapter 2 of William E. Amos and Charles F.
Yelferd, Delinquency Prevention: ZTheory and Practice (Englewood
Cliffs, N.Jo.: Prentice-Hall, InC., 1967} .

The post-1970 literature has been equally disappointing
and/or critical: John Heonahan, ®*The Prediction of Viclent
Criminal Behavior: A Hethcodological Critique and Prospectus,” in
Alfred Blumstein, Jacqueline Cohen, and Daniel FNagin (eds.}.,
Deterrence and Incapacitation: Istimating the Effects of
Criminal Sanctions on Crime Rates (Washington, D.C.:z National
Acadenry of Sciences, 19Y78): 244-269; Kirsten H. Fillianms,
"Selection Criteria for Career Criminal Programs,”™ The Jdournal of
Criminal Lav & Criminclogy, 71 {980}z 89-93; Leslie T. Wilkins,
#Problems with Existing Prediction Studies and Future Research
Needs," The Journal of Criminal Law & Criminology, 71 (1980):
98-10%; John Honahan, Predicting Violent Behavior: An Assessment
of Clinical Techniques (Beverly Hills, California: Sage, 1981);:
John Homahan, ®Childhood Predictors of Adelt Criminal
Experience,® Chapter 3 in Fermnand §. Dutile, Cleon H. Foust, andg
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socialization and place ¢f adelt residence vere oiten different
and there was considerable local mobility within periods. The
basic preblem in atteapting to predict any behavior that is
deviant, and the more deviant the more difficuli, stems from the
fact that fewer thanr half of the group may fall in the category
to be predicted, tae base rate provlem, the problem of shkevwed
marginals. As we progressed from the prediction of police
contacts to the prediction of felonies the problem was even
further exacerbated.

Table 1, a tavle which we have presented in nEmerous papers
and reports, is again presented to illustrate this point, a point
which appears to have escaped many researchers who thus present

misleading

D. Robert Webster (eds.), Bharly Childhood Intervention and
Juvenile Delinquency (Lexington: Lexington Books, 1982} : and
William Rhodes, Herberi Tyson, James Weekley, Catherine Conly,
and Gustave Powell, Developing Criteria for ldentifving Career
Criminals (U.S. Department of Justice, O0ffice of Legal Policy,
Federal Justice Xesearch krogran, Septeaber 1982.})

4 Lyle W. Shannon, ieasuring Delinguency and Predicting Later
Crimipnal Careers (lowa City: Iowa Urban Community Researxch
Center, 1973):z 124 pp. This research was supported by Small
Research Grant HH 11367-01 and Grant HH 15627-01 of the HMental
Health Small Grant Commitiee, National Institute of Hental
Health, the Graduate College, the College of Liberal Arts, and
the Division of Extensiou and University Services of the
University of lowa, the Research Cormpittee of the Graduate School
of the University of Hisconsin, and the Wisconsin Department of
Health and Social Services. Among the reports on this research
are: Austin 7. Terk, Adolescence and Delinguency in Urban
Society, unpublished Fh.D. dissertation (University of Wisconsin,
1962) ; Lyle W. Shannon, “Types and Patterns of Delinguency
Referral in a Hiddle-sized City,® The British Journal of
Criminology, (1%62): 24-36; Lyle #. Shannon, ®Types and Patterns
of LDelinguency in a Hiddle Sized City," The Journal of Research
in Crime and Delinquency, 1 (I964): 53-66; Rustin T. Turk,




TABLE 1. PREDICTING ADULT OFFENDERS FROM JUVENILE CAREERS

Cambridge Study in Delinguent Development®
Court Convictions Age 18 through 21

FALSE NEGATIVES

Philadelphia Birth Cohort Study?
Adult Records Age 18 through 25

No Yes Aﬁf Total
No 269 38’ 307
Court (87-6) (12.4) (78.9)
Convictions
14-17 e 32 50 82
Y
”////EE’/ (39-0) {s1-0) (21.1)
Total 301 88 389
(77.4) {22.5) (100.0)

FALSE. PoSITIVES

Pearson's R = .474
Coefficient of Predictablility = ,205

Racine Cohort Study (1948 Cohort)®

Police Contacts Age 18 through 25

No Yes Total

Police No ) 400) ’ 273) 673
Contact 53.4 406 (s51.9)
6-17 veo 166 458 624
(26.6) (73.4) (48.1)

Total 566 731 1297

(43.6) (s5.4) (100-0)

Pearson's R = ,331

No Yes Total
556 75 631

N
Jg:::ii; ° (es.1) (1149) (65.0)
197 143 340

Y

8 (57.9) (42.1) {35-0)
Total 753 218 971
(77.5) (22.5) (320.9)

Pearson's R = ,345
Coefficient of Predictability = .000

Racine Cohort Study (1949 Cohort)?

Felony-level Contacts Age 18 through 25

TRUE MEGATIVES

~\\\j No Yes Total
Felony-level No }1164) ( 49) (1213)
Contact 960 40 835
611 TR
Tes | (000 Ceong) (s c
L PesITIVES
Total 1223 74 1297
(s4.3) (5.7) (100-0)
Pearson'’s R = .273

Coefficient of Predictability = .224

Coefficlent of Predictabilicy = .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.

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 Soclology, University of Penmsylvania, 1977.

One thousand two hundred and ninety-seven males and females from Racine three birth cohort study (1942, 1949, 1955). Lyle W. Shanmnon,

Assessing the Relationship of Adult Criminal Careers to Juvenile Careers, U.S. Department of Justice, Offlce of Juvenile Justice and

Delinquency Prevention, National Institute for Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention, 1982.
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evaluations of the importance of their #indings and the problens
of application that follow.? This table contains the results
{simplified) {rom three birth cobort studies of the relationship
of juvenile delinquency to adult crime. The first is from the
Cambridge Study in Delinguent Developuent (Parringtcn, 1877) .
Only 2z.6% of the combined comorts have court convictions as
adulis. Utilizing conviciion during the juvenile period as a
predictor resulis in only a 20.5% reduction in error over the
predictioua that no one would have a coaviction as an adult.

In the Philadelphia pirth cohort study (Wolfgang, Figlio,
and Sellin, 1472), 22.5% of the 1945 cohort had adult records but
there was no increase in predictive efficiency by using juvenile
records. Note that even tanough delinquency and crime are

correlated .345, there are actually more falise positives than

"Povard Construction of a Theory of Delinquency,® Journal of
Criminal lLaw, Criminology and Police Science, 55 (1964} =
215-22Y: Robert H. ¥erry, ®Police Criteria in the Screening ot
Juvenile Ofifenders,® The Hisconsin Socioclogist, 5 (1966-1967) 2
21-32; Robert H. Terry, “The Screening of Juvenile Offenders,®™
Journal of Crimipal Law, Criminclogy and Police Science, 58
(1967} : 163-16%; Kobert B. Terry, "Discrimination in the
Handling of Juvenile Offenaers by Social-Control Agencies,®™ The
Journal of Research in Crime and BDelinguency, (1967}: 218-230;
Lyle H. Shannon, “The Distribution of Juvenile Delinguency in a
Hiddle-Sized City,"™ Sociological guarterly, 6 (1967): 365-38Z.

5 Racine is, im many respects, an ideal laboratory in which to
study how scoclal processes operate in an urban setting. Being a
city of approximately 100,000 it is of a more manageable size
than are larger cities uwhere problems of official data collection
and finding respondents for interviews are much more difficult to
overcome. Furthermore, nany of our findings parallel those
reported by Harvim Wolfgang, Hobert Pigiio, and Thorsten Sellin
in Delinguency in a Birth Cobort {Chicago: The University of
Chicago Press, 1972). for a discussicn of the kacine and
Philadelphia research, see Joan Petersalia, ®Criminal Careerxr
Research®, Norval Horris and Hichael Tonry (eds.), Crime and
Justice, Vol. 2 {Chicayo: The University of Chicago Press,




true positives.

Two tables are presented from the Racine study, the first
inciuding all police contuacts and the second only those at the
felony level. While errors are reduced by 22.4% over the
prediction that everyone in the cohort would hkave a police
contact as an adult (inciuding traffic contacts), the proportion
of both false negatives and positives was high. The quite even
distribution of persons witn and without contacts resulted in
high marginal errors oi prediction that were reduced by using
juvenile records as the predictor. In the second Racine example
we have an extreme case oi a lovw wpase rate, only 5.7% of the
cohort having felony—-level police contacts as adulits. The best
prediction is that no one would asave a felony-level contact as an

adult; utilization of their juvenile records would have produced

1980) = 321-380. In 1930 ainost 20% of the population consisted
of foreigm-born Whites, while less than 1% was Black ({¥egro). By
1940 the population of foreign-born Whites dropped to 16.5%, by
1950 to 12%, by 1960 to 8%, and by 1970 to 6%. At the same time,
the Black population increased fron 1 in 1940 to 2% by 1950, to
5.3% by 1960, and to 10.5% by 1970.

& These data were collected as part of two earlier projects
and have been descriped in the following lengthy project reports:
Assessing the Relationship of Adult Criminal Careers Lo Jduvenile
Careexrs (1980} : 450 pp. Final Keport to the National Institute
for Juvenile Justice and Delimquency Prevention, Department of
Justice, Grants Number 76JN-99-0008, 76J0-99-1005, 77JN-99-0019,
and 79FN-AX-0010 and The Relationship of Juvenile Delinguency and
Adult Crime to the Changing Ecological Structure of the City
{1981y = 477 pp-. Final Report to the National Institute of
Justice, Department of Justice, Grant ¥umber 7TYNI-AX-0081. Alsc
seez Chapter 7, "A Longitudinal Study of Delinquency and Crime,¥
Charles Welford ({ed.), Quantitative Studies in Criminology
(Beverly Hills: Sage, 1978): 1Z1-146 and "Assessing the
Relationship of Adult Criminal Careers to Juvenile Careers,®
Clark C. Bbt (ed.}, Problems in American Social Policy kesearch
{Canbriiy<z &bt Books, 1980): 232-28o. lNost recently we have
conpleted The Development of Serious Crinipal Careers apd the
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nore false positives than false negatives.® Furthernore, there
vere actually more (twice as wany) persons who had felony—ievel
contacts as adulits vho had not had then as juveniles than there
vere persons whose adult felonies vexre a continuvation of their
juvenile behavior.

These exanples selected from birth cohort studies indicate
that records alone (including the nature of ofifenses) do not
Junerate much improvement in predictive efficiency over that
which may be had firom utilization oif the base rate. HNost
prediction devices developed from these kinds of data ere plagued
by the base rate problem because people on the firing line wish
to predict sericus, violent, or repetitious crime and a
relatively small proportion of the auunlt population becones

involved in serious, violent, or repetitious crime.

o

Delinouent Heighbormood (1484): 350 pp. BRevised and expanced
Final Report to the National Institute of Juvenile Justice and
Delinquency Prevention, Lepartment of Justice, Grant Number
§2-JN-AX-0004 .

z For a critique of numerous very recent attempts to predict
serious criminal careers see Lyle W. Shannon, "“The Prediction
Problem as it Applies to belinquency and Crime Control,®
presented to the First Natiomal Symposium on Crime Control,
Nationai Criminal Justice association, april 21-25, 1983,
Philadelphia, FPennsylvania. Available in nultilith. Host
recently we have addressed the problem in "Risk Assessment vS.
Real Prediction: The Prediction Problem and Public Trust,™
dournal of Guantifative Criminology, 1 (T1285): 159-18%.

8 The trade~off an costs and consequences of tne two types of
errors is discussed at some length by Leslie Wilkins in “Putting
“freatment® on Prial,® The Hastings Center Report (Hastings-on-—
the Hudson: institute of Society, Ethics and the Life Sciences,
1975} , reprinted in Norman Johnson and Leonard D. Savitz, Justice
and Corrections (New York: dJohn Wiley & Sons, 1978): 670-687.

As far as an understanding of the basic prediction probliem and
its application is concerned, see Harcia K. Chaiken and Jan Ho
Chaiken, "Offender Types and Public Policy,® Crime and
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To pursue the Racime example a bit further in illustrating
the problen, irom 8% to T4% of each cohort was responsible for
all of the felonies by members of the cohort. %The 5% of each
cohort who had two or three felony contacts was responsible for
75% of all felonies. To be even more specific, less than 1% of
the 1942% Cochort vas responsible for all of the police contacts
for armed robbery, 1% orf the 1949 Cohort, and 2% of the 1955
Cohort. All oi the contacts for assault were by 2.5% of the 144z
Cohort, 3.4%%7 of tie 194Y% Cchort, and U.B% of the 1955 Cohort.

The more specitic one pecomnes the smaller the numper of persons
to be predicted and the more difficult the problem. Yet, if we
wish to utilize scarce cerrectional and resocialization resources
efficiently, this is a problem that khas not received nearly the
apount of attenticn that it deserves.

Still, what we know about comtinuities and discontinuities,
concentration and dispersion, and the effects of referral and
sanctions leads us to pelieve that it should be possible Lu
determine who those persons are who will have seriocus adult
crininal careers prior te the development of these careers.
TYPOLOGIES AND PREDICTICN: CONCLUSIONS FPROH THE RACINE STUDY
AND OTHERS

Sociologists have been concerned about the possibility of
developing a typology or scale which takes inte consideration the
interrelationship of various categories of offemnses. Thus, esach

person®s iype or scale score would be based on yeights related to

Delinguency 30 (7984): 195-225.
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the probability that a given category of contact-generating
behavior would be a part ofi a larger pattern of behavior typical
of serious delinquency or predictive of a serious criminal
career. Factor analysis, for example, could mot omnly provide a
basis for assigning weights to different reasons for police
contact, but could at the sane time detersine if there are groups
of people who tend to share the same delinquent and/or criminal
behaviors as represented by categories of police contacts.

The issue of offense clustering is related to that of
offense specialization dealt with by Wolfgang, et al., torough
the use of stochastic modeling. They concluded that there is
sorme tendency to repeat the same Lype of offense put that the
probability ©of repetition, except that for theft offenses, wvas
low.® On the other hand, Bursik (using the same categories as did
Bolfgang) has analyzed the careers of 750 Chicago youths who had
been adjudicated celingyuent by the age of 17 and founa evidence
of some specialization.® His sample differs irom that of the
Philadelphia and Racine cohorts, however, in that the adjudicated
Chicago youth were more likely to have a yreater proportion of
serious contacts in their records than do members of a birth

cohort.

e -

° Marvin E. Holfgyang, Hobert H. Figlio and Thorsten Sellin,
Delinguency in & pirth Cechort (Chicago: The University of
Chicago Press, 197): 174-207.

o Robert J. Bursik, Jr., ®Fhe Dynamics of Specialization in
Juvenile Offenses,® Social Forces 59 (1980): 851-86i.
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As Bursik indicates, even if transition probasilities to the
same type of offense are not high, transition to a different but
related offense may be the pattern. It is foxr this reason that
we were primarily interested in determining if the oifenses oi
individuals are related, employing an analytic technique that
does not lose the sequential dimension.

e have also considered the wtility of sinple empirical
typologies wnich uere developed following the lead of Weifgang,
et al. ZIZIn their study of delinguency in a birth ceohort they
supdivided their subjects into one—time coffenders, non—chronic
offenders (2-4 recorded police contacts), and chronic offenders
{5 or more recorded police contacts). Although Wolfgang, et al.,
found that membership in these categories was related to race,
academic achievement, intelligence, social class, etc., these
vere primarily bivariate findings. An extension of this approach
vwould involve a nultivariate analysis of group difierences. A
similar approach can be utilized if individuals are grouped on
the basis of seriousness of police contacts, e.g., Felonies vs.
Non~Felonies. The question is, are these ¢roups readily
distinguishabie from each other on a variety of suatus,
behavioral, experiential, and attitudinal variables using a
pultivariate techmnique?

gur data were analyzed by means of the discriminant analysis

program associated with SPSS.:Y Procedurally, this apalysis first

e o s

i3 Billiam R. Klecka, "Discriminant Analysis,® in Norman H.
Nie, C. Hadlai Hull, Jean G. Jenkins, Karin Steinbrenner and bale
B. Bent {eds.), SPS$S: Statistical Package for the Social
Sciences (Few York: HceGraw-Hill Book Co., Inc., 1975): 434-467.
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attenpted to discriminate between groups of individuals on the
basis of fregquency of contact with the police. In this, the
freguency categories described by Wolfgang, et al. (i, 2-4, or 5
or moreg contacts), served as a preliminary model for
differentiation.2? An attempt was also made to discriminate
between groups on the basis of the seriousness of recorded
contacts.

The results of ocur several different approaches indicated
that what is characteristic of individuals who have low or high
frequency contacts vith the lav varies depending (1) on the way
in which low and high are operationalized and (2) on the period
under consideration. Altiiough there is an indication that at
least some variaples tend ©o characterize ithe low or high
frequency group regardless oi how these groups are defined, there
is still a good deal oi variability in characteristic variables

as the relative definitions of lov and high change.

Also Peter A. Lachembruck, Discriminant Analysis (lew York:
Hafner Press, 1975} .

12 In discriminant analysis, the objective is to develop a
linear comnbination of variables (a discriminent function) which
maxinizes the distinctiveness of two or more nominal categories.
Using standardized discriminant function coefficients (analogous
to standardized regression coefficients) it is possible o
deternine the reliative potency of the variables included in the
discriminant function to discrimipate between groups, €.49., which
variables best characterize group X and which group Y or Z. See,
for example, Carolyn Becker and Sidney Kronus, "“Sexr and Drinking
Patterns: An 0ld Helationship Revisited in a New Way,® Social
Broblens, 24 (1977)y: H482-497.
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311 of this also leads to the conclusion that what is
essentially a legalistic and static kind of analysis does not
generate the kimd of typology vhich ve are seeking. True,
characteristics oi people are related to their delinguent and
criminal behavier for various age periods, but this is not the
same as examining the data as a chein of experiences. It may be
that we should attempt to develop a typology vhich identifies the
developing natures of careers which inciude saciologically
meaningful changes in types of oftftenses as the juvenile interacts
with socziety over a period of years. Instead of utilizing the
numerous Part 1 amd Part II offenses with emphasis op Part X
offenses, we would classify oftfenses by their behavioral content.

Rather than attempt to predict who will have any given
nukber of police contacts or a selected level of seriousness or
simply vhether or not a person willi have one or more felony
contacts after 18, we should work on the development of a more
dynamic classification system. The idea would be to determine
the developing characteristics of various delinquent and criminal
types through a temporally—oriented analysis which takes into
consideration the changingy characteristics of people, their
changing behavior, and society®s reaction to their behavior. It
is here, as on most other issues, that we agree with Gibbons when
he states that offender roles mnay be analyzed in longitudinal
terms. It is the analysis oi these roles (recorded offenses)
including society®s reaction to the ofiender and hiss/her reaction

to societyts efforts that comnstitutes the data for empirically
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deriving an offender typology.t=

Yhile we believe that Gibbons has nade a contribution by his
work on typologies, we also pelieve that his typology is a
further extension of typclogies based on offender behavior and
recorded official responses to it that might not be sufficient
consideration of tue offender®s interaction with the justice
systenm and the dynamic aspect that is derived from a total career
orientation. He iz wvell awvare of the deficiencies of nost
offender typologies that wvere popular during an early stage of
the developnent of crimincuiogy and questions the value of
continuing ventures of that nature. These typologies deal with
people at one end of the continuun, those whose behavior has been
suefticiently extensive to place them in the courts and
institutions. Even though many frequent and/or serious offenders
£it into these types, they do not fit the criteria for usefulness
for persons onr the firing line who are faced with the necessity

of placing people im types who should or should pot receive

ra Chapter 10, “Patterns of Crime and Criminal sBehavior,®™ of
Don C. Gibbons, Scciety, Crime, and Crininal Behavwior {(Englewood
Cliffs, N.Jd.: Prentice-Hall, 1982) presents an excellent
discussion of problems involvwed in the construction of criminal
typologies. Perhaps even nore cogent because it included such an
excellent review of the literature is &ibbonsts article,
soffender Typologies——Tvo Decades Later,” British Journal of
Criminology 15 (1975): 140-156. For an even earliier review of
the literature which shows how long scciclogists have had
typologies as a major commnitment, see Edwim D. Driver, ®i
Critique of Typologies in Criminology,¥ The Socioclogical
puarterly 9 (1968): 35%6-373. Ls Driver states, it all began
with Lanbroso and Ferri and continues to Schrag, Gibbons, and
Garrity. Also see Jan H. Chaiken and Harcia R. Chaiken,
Varieties of Crimiwal Behavior (Santa Honica, California: Hand,
1982} .
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supervision by a limited staff.2¢ While the various criminal
types will always have certain degree of fascination for those
who must deal with them on a day to day basis, knowing an
incarcerated offender®s type after the fact, perhaps at the end
of a long career, is not as important in a practicsel way as
knowing if the instant otffender sheould be dealt with in this way
or that to mimimize the chance of coptributing to the development
of a career offender. Hore simply put, others have been
concerned about the end product of a career, while we are
concerned abont the start. While much of what is peinyg said here
is known to those vho have been involved in research on
delinquency and crime, wve wish the reader to understand that we
are not attempting to reinvent the wheel.

CONSTRUCTING A TYPOLOGY OF OFFENDEES THAT IS S50CIOLOGICALLY
HEANINGFUL AND USEFUL TO PERSONS 1IN THE JUSTICE SYSTEH

Bs Gibpbons has pointed out, "...legal ocffense categories
often fail to reflect significant dimensions or aspects of the
social behavior that has been the supject of social control
agency attention.® As a matter of fact, Gibbons wmirrors our own
conclusions from many years of research when he continues on to
state that viftenders are not consistent im the types of offenses
that they commit. Legal classiticarvions dc not identify

theoretically consistent types.is

4 For an excellent presentation on the problem as it applies
to serious offenders see Joan Petersilia®s Probation and Felony
Offenders, Research in Brief, National Institute of Justice, U.S.
Lepariment of Justice, HMarch 1985. She deals here with making
the prison/probation decision.

s Gibbons, Society, Crime and Criminal Behavior (Englewood
Cliffs, N.Jd.: Prentice-Hall, 1482}: 218.
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our efforts, therefore, should now be concentrated on
recognizable career types, meaningful not only to sociologists
but to those on the criminal justice firing line as well. Having
developed these career types which account for the vast bulk of
serious offenses, wve should then determine if these career types
are more predictable than have been continuities in crime alone.
Historically, one of the ¢greatest errors that sociclogists and
others have made is the attempt to explain delinguwency and crinme
per se rather than to explain types oif delinguent and criminal
Careers. SOme typesS ale nore explainable and predictable than
others.te

In order te do this ve have turned to an offense-—
disposition—sanction by offense-disposition-sancticn data set (a
recoded data set which peraits retrieval of some kinds of
information that caanot be obtained from the age-by-—-age data set
which was utilized in much of our prior work}). This data set
pernits us %o examine persons within career categories for
homogeneity or hetercogeneity in terms of the 46 offense
categories (and as they may be reorganized into fewer homogeneous
groups pased on the behavior involved). A set of 47 tables

showing the career type distribution of 4,079 persons with

2o Gipbons' most recent vword is his best. In ®The hssumption
of the Efficacy of Hiddle-Range Explanation: Typologies,®
forthcoming in a monograph on theoretical approaches in
criminology, edited by Ropert F. Heier, Sage Publicatiocuns,
Gibbons concludes that too much efiort has been devoted to
person—centered efforts to understand crime. He is correct in
his statement that criminglogists have not given sufficient
attention to the sccial-structural conditions that are predictive
of crime in the agyreyate.
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continuous residence in Racine is presented in Appendix A. The
reader nay wish to turn to Appendiz A at this time in order to
become familiar with how ve have expanded an early computer—
generated typolegy of career types in order to encapsulate the
total experience of cobort nembers. At the same time, we show
how the distributionr of these experiences differ by sex,
race/ethnicity, neighporhood, and combinations thereof.

The reader may renember that some 50 case histories vere

presented in the appendices of The Use of 0Official Records in The

o acsaprs

Development of Prediction Devices and Delipguent—Criminal

Iypologies, a 3Zi%—page report based omn our KIJJIDP and N1J funded
data sets as examples of what delinguent careers look like.
Reading these cases gives one a better understanding of the
nature of delinquent and early criminal careers than does simply
looking at some guantitative represenptation of the career,
vhether it be the nuvmber of police contacts, referrals, and/or
court administered sanctions, some number representing
seriousness and severity, or a Geometric score which represents
variocus coobinations of reasons for police contact or
combinations of samctions. We shall say more about these cases

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

this point.
In our proposal ve stated that in developiny a typology the
first step might be to examine the contact-by-contact delinguency

and criminal histories of cohort menbers contained in The Use of

Official Regcords in the Development of Predicticn Devices and




Delinquent—Criminal Typologies in order to determine the

complexity of police, referral, and court records. The next step
would be to exanine the descriptions of case histories that have
been produced in order to develop some insight into bow careers
develop. Then reference would be made to the typologies that
have been suggested by others and an attempt made to fit these
case histories into other typologies.!? Since then we have
exanined other typologies more carefully and have read additional
critiques of them to the point that we have become guite jaded.
e have less enthusiasm for testing other typologies than wve had,
although wve shall come to that in due time.

We have been muchk more concerned wvith manipulating ovr own
data in an effort to consider various possibilities for a
typology than in creating a topolcgy examining the case
histeries.

in essence, wvhat we have learned aboul career types and
their distribution suggests that these case histories may bpe used
to make a preliminary evaluation of the new typolegies that ve
generate or those of others which we shall test as time goes on.
Furthermore, as ve salid befiore, these case histories may be used
to add a dynamic aspect to the career types {at the serious end

of the scale) already generated.

37 One example of a non-sociologist®s typology that should be
tested is that proposed by Richard L. Jenkins, "Classification of
Behavior Problems of Crnildren," Agmerican Journal of Psychiatry
125 (1969): 1032~1039. He has developed his position more fully
in “Child Psychiatry Perspectives,®™ American Lcademy of Child
Psychiatry (1980): 320-325.




After wve have completed the task of generating what appears
to be a viable typology with predictive value with o limited
number of cases, we shall determine which aspects of each type
nay be represented by proxy variables available for all #,079
contimious residence members of the cohorts, those whom we have
already placed amn the time periocd, offense level, and justice
system intervention types as sihown in Appendix A. In other
vords, can wWe extract from the very detailed data which were
utilized in the development of tne typology some indicators which
pay be sublected to statistical analysis for the entire 4,079
cohert memnbers. The appropriate methodology for this stage of
typology development will be sone for:a ot cluster analysis or
smallest space analysis, depending on the specific analysis and

wvhether all variables inciuded have a metric form.38

18 Por a description of various multivariate analyses that have
applicanility to the problem, including cluster analysis and
smallest space analysis, see DLavid F. Greenberg, Chapter 7,
“Classitication and Prediction,® Hathematical Criminology (Hew
Brunswick, N.J.: Rutgyers University Press, 1979). In terms of a
source that has the same critical mention of the iiterature that
we have acyuired over the years including the lack of
comparability ol the studies that have been made, see Tin
Brennan®s Final Report, Hultivariate Taxonomical Classification
for Criminal Justice Research (Proiject No. 78-NI-AX-0065), Vols.
1-3, Naticnal Institute of Justice, Orfice of Research Evaluation
Hethods, Departnent of Justice, October, 1980. The volugme
contains an excellent discussion of clustering methods.

ED Although we have previously found that the hypothesis of
unidimensionality of delinquent carveers or of distinctive types
based on offeunses alone is not supported by the data, Wanderer
has suggested that Guttman scaling may be a way of
operationalizing change in types over tine. For a discussion of
problems with Gutiman scaling and a review of the literature,
see: Jules J. Handerer, %Scaliing Delinquent Careers Over Time,®
Cripinology 2z (1984): &3-95.
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e are trying a variely of manipuiative techmigues .39
Although we would like to develop a prediciive typology based on
official records, demographic and ecologicali data alone, we have
added to this the extensive interviev data, including self-
report, for samples from the 1942 and 1949 Cohorts, as we d4id in

the earlier work reported in assessing the Relationship of Adult

Criminal Careers to Juvenile Careers. Their use restricts the

number of cases, just ax does any analysis vaich includes data on
parental official records. We have found, for example, that the
percent of those who do not have a high school diploma varies
from career type to career type, with 3.1% the lowest (those vho
have never had a police contact} to highs of 27.04 (N-Y-N) and
26.7T% (¥Y~-¥-¥). Among those VLo nevexr had a police ceontact, only
17% had friends in trouble as juveniles compared with 6 1.74 among
those witn police contacts during every age period (Y-¥-%) .
Preliminary findings such as these convince us that it will be
worthwhile to do a systematic analysis for those on whom ve have
every type ok data. This spould enable us to further describe
each type of offeinder and add to each type behavioral,
experiential, and attitudinal dimensions wvhich increase our

understanding of how these types have evolvedq.2®

20 Ropert C. Hanson and Fu-Chin Shin have developed the
dynatype concept and computer techmigues for its application. A
dynatype is a constructed, extracted type that represents a
particular pattern of change over time common to a group of
subjects. They describe how to elicit empirical dynatyves from
longitudinal , nulti~variable, muliti-~stage data in their
unpublished paper, "Dynatype, Rural Higraat Case Histories, and
Urbanization Processes.®




...23._

He have dome a number of experimental runs but shall be
doing more before we launch into pultiveriate analysis. The
second major task, as we have stated, involves an attemnpt to
determine hovw early the prediction can be nade that a given type
of career is developing, particularly for those types which are
defined as nost threatemning to the community. It is important to
remenber that although we believe that demograephic variables are
correlated with experiences, we cannot utilize race or ethnicity
as a predictor im any device which might bhave judicial or quasi—
judicial application. BAltaough there is considerable cconcern
about the viclent oifender, this category of benavior is nost
difficult to predict. As stated earlier, the smaller the number
of persons in a type and the less repetitious the behavior, the
npore difficult it is to find discrininating variables. The
strategy is to manipulate the data year-by-year, or period-py-
period, depending upon problems in aggregating the predictors, in
order to determine the point at which recorded indicators
(offenses and societal reactions toe them) give @ high degree of
assurance that a given type of career has developed or will
fellow. The idea is to add variaples in temporsel segquence so
that it is possible to describe how some types of careers go

through predictable developrental stages.2:t

2z Temporal seguences of occurrences pay be analyzed by a
stochastic process as did Wolfgang, et al. Other examples of the
use of this technigue are presented in David F. Greenberg,
Chapter 9, “Harkov Chains,® Hothematical Criminology (New
Brunswick, N.J.: Kutgers University Press, 1979).
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Rather thaun to refer tne reader back to the grant
application, we have included Diagram 1, Parts I, 1XI, and I1I for
those who wish to remind themselves of the basic data and
underlying research strategy of the project. We have, of course,
collapsed many variables into dichotomies to facilitate
presentation of the results in tables.

Some of the basic analyses which ve have previously
conducted have imdicated that many of the independent variables
that we and others have thought to be of potential use pased on
sociological theory and, to some extent, non—cohort research have
little effect on the development of careers. The research has,
of course, been helpful in determining which variables should be
consi&ezg& in developing the typoiogye.

Part I
INTRODUCTLION

Although we dre interested in a broad career typoloyy of
cohort members, emphasis is on the development of a typology
which will permit prediction of continuity in delinguent behavior
during the juvenile period, continuation to adelt crime, and the
development of serious deliunquent and criasinal careers. This was
also in mind vhen it was soue time ago decided that 50 cases
should be selected wvhich consisted of cohort nenbers who had
fregquent and/or seriots contacts with the police. Considerable
effort vas devoted to this endeavor because it would, ameng other
things, provide us with a way of sensitizing people to case
histories, taking them beyond the statistical taples thnat

sonetines seem o bit stark and uvnlizxelike.




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

VARTABLES USED IN TYPING NEIGHBORHOODS: Data from
NIJJDP grants 76JN-99-1005, 77JN-99-0019, 79IN-AX-0010,
and NIJ Grant 79-NI-AX-0081

NEIGHBORHOOD TYPING COMPLETED FOR NIJJDP:

Grant 82-JN-AX-0004

Characteristics of Heighborhoods and Cohort Members
Residing in Neighborhoods as Juveniles and as Adults
(Aggregated Neighborhood Data Set)

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

Housing Quality

Housing Density

Housing Vacancy Rate

Percent Housing Units Occupied by Blacks

1.

Land Use lode

Targets in Areas (taverns, restaurants, etc.
Population Density

Percent Population Non-White

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

Moving 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 Members
{May be used as controls)

B Types of Neighborhoods

Delinquency and Crime
Characteristics and
quency, High Crime

Delinquency and Crime
Characteristics and
quency, High Crime

Delinquency and Crime
Characteristics and
quency, Low Crime

DPelinquency and Crime
Characteristics and
quency, Low Crime

Producing
liigh Delin-

Producing
Low Delin-

Producing
High Delin-

Producing
Low Delin-

Do NotHave Delinquency and Crime
Producing Characteristics but
High Delinquency, High Crime

Do Not, etc., but Low Delinquency,

High Crime

Do Not, etc., but High Delinquency,

Low Crime

Do Not, etc., but Low Delinquency,

Low Crime

OFFICTAL RECORD DATA SETS FOR COHORTS:
from NIJIDP Grants 1976-1979

Official Juvenile Records for 1942, 1949,
and 1955 Cohorts
{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

CONTROLS

Cohorts: 1942, 1949, 1955

Sex

Race/ethnicity .

Place of Residence (Neighborhood) as
Juvenile

-4

Offieial 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




DIAGRAM 1, PART 2.

COMPUTER-DEVELOPED CAREER TYPES:
NIJJDP Grant 82-JIN-AX-0004

Types of Delinquent or Non-Delinquent
Juvenile Careers as Developed from
Official Juvenile Records for 1942,
1949, and 1955 Cohorts

(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 Sanctioas

ANALYTIC SCHEME FOR DEVELOPING DELINQUENT AND CRIMINAL CAREER TYPES

CONSTRUCTEDR JUVENILE TYPOLOGY TO BE
BASED ON ALL OFFICIAL DATA

61,

D
Juvenile police, court, and

p

SECOND TO N VERSIONS OF JUVENILE TYPOLOGY
INCLUDING INTERVIEW DATA

agency record
la. Check computer typology with 1
2. Parental record
3. Family characteristics

4. Neighborhood
5. Demographic data

Types of Criminal or Non-Criminal Careers
as Developed from Official Adult Records
for 1942, 1949, and 1955 Cohorls

} (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 aggregated into
Felony vs. Non-Felony, Part I vs.
Part II, etc.)

Seriousness of Reasons for Contacts

Referrals

Severity of Sanctions

r—==" R |

| Computer—developed career types for
| juveniles related to adult career typesl
‘but did not permit prediction without |
false negatives and false positives;
q——-————i
see earlier reports and papers.

l
|
} QUESTION: Does G predict F better than I
| E predicted F? J

e o e o —— e ey e e d e e s

. First constructed typology

1
2, Interview data set added (From I)

“Reported Behavior, Statuses and Attiiudes

INTERVIEW DATA SET

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 Househoild

Regularity of HH's Employment

Age at Marriage

Age Left Home

Times Reported Stopped by Police

Before 18

Self-Concept




DIAGRAM 1, PART 3. ANALYTIC SCHEME FOR DETERMINING HOMOGENEITY OF TYPES AND PREDICTIVE POWER OF TYPOLOGY

CONSTRUCTED JUVENILE TYPOLOGY

Variables (G) are subjected to multiple
discrimilnant function to determine if
similar constructed types are produced
by computer.

SECOND TO N VERSION OF TYPOLOGY

Additional constructed typologies
including interview data in present
data sets or in new, expanded
interview data sets.

ADDITIONAL ANALYSES

Subject selected characteristics

CHECK

CHECK

A

Are members of each constructed family type
fairly homogeneous In terms of thelr career
scores referred to in E and F, official
seriousness scores, scores including
referrals and sanctions, and scores
representing disproportional sanctioning?

Are members of each constructed
type more or less homogeneous in
terms of career scores referred
to in E and F?

PREDICTION

PREDICTION

Does constructed typology for juveniles
permit better prediction of adult types
or adult scores than did computer-
constructed typologies or scores?

Do additional, more elaborate
constructed typologles permit
better prediction of adult
criminal careers than did first
version? Is the difference
great enough that improvement is
statistically significant or
great enough in terms of a
reduced proportion of errors?

of juveniles to smallest space
analysis ac¢ a possibility for a
different typology. Use same
methodology on adult data

PREDICTION

J

Do the juvenile typologiles
permit better prediction of
adult criminal careers than
previous approaches?

4

Reported Behavior, Statuses, and Attitudes
for 1942 and 1949 Cohorts as Adults
{(Interview Data Set)

Income

Employment

Friends in Trouble with Police
Marital Status
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Two groups were selected. The first group consists of all
cohort members wvhose police contact records contained 10 or more
felony-level contacts. This group was not only all male, put
contained only one person from the 1%42 Cohort, two from the 1949
Cohort, and 23 f£rom the 1855 Cohort. Career length uas
controlled by r&tgining only those from the 1955 Cohort.

The second group, consisting of 2§ persons who had 13 or
more police contacts of any type (exzcluding persons uwith 10 or
nore felony-level contacts), was randomly selected fron the 1955
Cohort males.

Parental contact data had been collected for members of both
groups so that parent/child records could be arranged
chronologicalily, showing the onset of police contacts for the
cohort members. Actually, police contacts and court dispositions
have been checked for the parents of over 500 of the cohort
nembers.

Unlike our previous approach to data analysis, each
interaction with the police was included. Non-—offense incidents
such as rescue runs, reports of missing children, requests for
house surveillance durimng vacations, reporis of barking degs,
etc., which were not appropriate for the earlier analyses, when
combined with legitinmate offense contacts, provide amn idea of the
fanily attitude toward and relationship with the police.

The guestion that we have so fregquently posed is whether or
not official and/or self-report data can be turned into scores
which permit efficient prediction from juveanile to adult

behavior. U#e turn to this probles again in the next section.
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PREDICTIRG ADULY SERICUSNESS FROM JUVENILE SERIQUSHESS SCORES

The difficulty that we have encountered in the past in
turning official case histories into scores which measure
juvenile and adult experiences and permit efficient prediction
from one period to the other might be reiterated at this point.
First of all, a taple of juvenile and adult seriousness scores
for frequent felons (10 or more felony-level contacts) and non-

felons is presented, as modified from The Use of Official

Recgords, etc.

When juvenile and adult offense seriousness scores are
presented in scattergrams (Scattergram 1) it does not seem that
there is much relationship of juvenile seriousness to adqult
seriocusness. That, of course, is why we believe that the current
enterprise is so isportant. What nany researchers have been
doing in the development of devices for predicting seriouss adult
criminal careers is either unconstatutional if applied or
inadequate if a statistician with the slightest conpetence ot
sophistication examines it, l.e., it will, as ve have stated
before, provide too many positive and negative errors or both.

Note that most of the felons had relatively high scores as
juveniles, the range of juvenile seriousness sceres for the 1955
Cohort nales peing v to 164. Only 27 (2.4% of the 1,114, 1955
Cohort males had juvenile scores of 506 or higher but 62.5k of
these 23 felons did so. These 23 comprise most of the 27 1955
Cohort males with the highest juvenile seriousness, i.e., %1 to

164 scores. The top 27 or Z.4% of +the 1955 Cohort males had
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REY IO JUVENILE AND ADULT CONTACT SERIQUSHESS

JUVEH EIGHTPXH

CASE 1 w3 0
CASE =& 55 91
Case 3 85 120
CASE &4 132 &g
CASE 5 131 49
CASE 6 117 7
CaSs 7 130 134
CASE & i34 30
CaASE 9 51 5¢
CASE 10 57 103
CASE 11 35 88
CasE 1z 75 3
CASE 13 125 7
CASE 14 103 47
CASE 15 28 58
CASE 16 108 19
CASE 17 122 49
CASE 18 136 5
CASE 19 i23 48
CASE 20 99 30
CASE 21 134 38
CASE 2z 2] 22
CHSE 23 152 13
CASE 24 63 &0
CASE 25 85 8
CASE 46 g2 26
CASE 27 108 14
CASE £8 A 30
CASE 2% 20 G4
CRSE 30 21 (L
CASE 31 58 17
CASE 32 65 G
CR3E 33 41 28
CASE 34 16 25
CASE 35 60 4%
Case 36 whs ¢
CASE 37 31 52
CASE 38 109 €5
CASE 490 5 56
CASE &1 35 86
CASE 42 69 3
CASE 43 108 45
CASE a4 30 &6
CASE 45 23 8
CASE 46 L 28
CASE 47 35 81
CASE 48 108 49
CASE 49 G 22
CASE 50 23 348
CASE 51 31 47

CASE 52 72 43




adult sericusness scores of 5% or higher, yet oif the 23 felons in
this scattergram, only 1z (52.1%) had scores of 44 or higher.

The adult seriocusness score range was 0 to 134%. In other words,
as juveniles or adults, particularly as juveniles, this group
nakes up a sizeable proportion of the most serious juvenile and
adult cffenders.

Further perusal of Scattergram 1 reveals that there are
several groupings of felons in terms of the relationship of their
juvenile offense seriousness to their adult oifense seriouspness.
The numbers in pracikels are case history numbers and those which
have peen inked in are a very simple sunmation derived from the
career types developed in Appendix A. He shall discuss this a
bit later.

Cases 9 and 15 had relatively lov juvenile seriousness
coppared to other felons byt were in the top 12 as adults, while
cases 2, 10, and 11 were even higher as adults. Case 2 had been
sentenced to the Green Bay Relormatory for 10 years at the age of
20 and Case 11 nad joined the Navy at age 17. How much more
serious woutld their early adult careers have peen if they haa not
left the community? Cases 3 and 12 had relatively high Jjuvenile
seriocusness scores which would have placed them in the top £.9%
of that cchort®s males, but were not high compared to the other
felons. Case 12 vas sentenced to the Wisconsin State Prison for
five years as a young adult so he had little opportunity to
expand his adult career. Case 3 and Case 7 nad the highest adult
seriousness scores in this group of feilons (Case 7 also bad a

very high juvenile seriousness score) .
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There are 15, 1955 Cohort males vhom we have not mentioned,
all with very hign juvenile seriousness scores, of wvhom 10 had
adult seriousness scores below 44 and five betveen 44 and 50. Of
these, Case 1 haa died at 18, Case 13 had died shortly after 18,
Case 23 had joined the Harine Corps, Cases 4, 14, 20, and £1 had
been sent to the reformatory or prison as young adults.

e have dealt with these 23 cases at length because these
are the types of cases to which reiference is so frequently made
by persons in the justice system who wish to provide evidence fox
the position that aelinguency and crime are related. Sope of
these 23 persons nad very serious juvenile careers, vere still in
the community as adults, but had relatively little trouble as
adults. One must ailso remembper that almost half of the serious
adult offenders vere not included in this group of 23 relatively
serious juvenilie offenders.

One can see, hovever, how persons on the tiring line who
deal with sericus juvenile offenders day after day can begin to
conclude that there is a strong relationship between juvenile
delinguency and adult crime. They £ind it diificult to see the
forest for the trees, an artiract of their positions. In a
different vane, persons on the firing line may alsc becone
convinced that attention should be focussed on several types that
appear to contribute to deiinguency and crime im a highly

disproportionate fashion, hapitual drug users, for example.22

Q.

22 There is cousiderable evidence that they are on tae right
track if the current literature is correct, as suggested by
Bernard A. Gropper, “Probing the Link Between Drug Use and
Crime,” Research inBrieli, National Institute of Justice, U.S.
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Since we are concerned apout serious offenders, this group
of felons is a good one to consider vhen developing a typology.

Bow let us turn to Scattergram 2 for frequent ociffenders who
did not have 10 or more oifenses which vere at the felony level.
Here we have a quite different but very illurinating picture.
These 24 males £ron the 1955 Cohort have juvenile sericusness
scores ranging from very low (because their contacts were for
very minor offenses or for no offense at all) toe 45, which wvas
very high. Host were below 110 and 78.6% were lower than thae
score of 90, which, as ve have indicated, was below most of the
felons.

The adult seriousness scores vere similar to those oif the
felons, 11 (38.2%) being 44 or higher, not quite such a lJarge
percent as ound for the felons (52.7%) but still a sizeable
preoportiona

There are several groups which hang together. First of all,
there is that group of 15, the lardgest, which had relatively low
scores as juveniles, of vhich only six had seriousness scores of
45 or larger as adults, including Cases 41 and 47 wnich were
sericus. Case 41 vas sent to the Green Bay Reformatory ior 30
years and Case 47 was sent to the Federal Penitentiary ifor life
plus 25 years, both pefore the age of 21.

A second large group consists of those seven with juvenile
seriousness scores above 50 vho had adult seriousness scores of

%3 or less. Case 3b was sent to the Green Bay Reformatory for 12

Departrent of Justice, February 1%E85.




SCATTERGRAY 2. JUVENILL VS. ADULT SERLOUSNESS

SCOKEE FOR 1955 COHMORT MEMBERS WITH 13 OR KORE
POLICE CONTACTS BUT MNOT 10 FELO
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years at the age of 18, Case 30 entered the Aray at 17 but was
discharged at 18, Case 31 apparently entered the Acrmy at 16, and
Case 32 was institutionalized in the Southern Colony at age 10.
Three others were im little 6ifficulty as adults.

Then wnere is a group of five who had relatively hign
juvenile seriocusness scores and relatively high adult seriousness
scores. Case #8 was arrested for nurder at the age of «Z and
Case 38 entered the service at 17 bput received a disorderliy
conduct discharge at 1Y.

It is evidert, as one reads either the career narratives or
the case histories, that there are guite different types and
patterns of delinguency and crinme. How can these be classified
so as to increase our ability to predict continuity, inm terms of
the social milieu im vwhich delinquent behavior is generated,
peighborhood and family, in terms of pattexrns of behavior, in
terns of judicial handling of cases, and finally in terrs of how
juvenile and younyg adults respond to their experiences in the
justice systed.

0f course, the task is not easy. The records are not always
complete, but isp®t this part of the problen faced by the police
officer who must make a decision at the street level, the staff
of the juvenile bureauw, the juvenile court intake office, the
county probation ofitice, the juvenile court, and so on?

How might these cases be fitted into existing textbook
typologies? How would you nodify exzisting typolegies so that
they have a greater predictive value? How will they fit into the

typology that we have just developed fromr 4,079 official records?
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PITTING THE FELCONS AND PREGUENT OPFENDERS INTO CAREER TYPOLOGIES
Let us turn to Table Z4. Here we £ind the disitribution of these
cases according to the time period career typology that we have
developed.

The first case {(F 17} had police contacts, reierrals, and
court sanctions in each age periocd, nomn—traffic contacts,
refererals, and court sanctions in each age period, and, while
this person had Part I contacts and referrals during each age
period, sanctions wvere received for Part I offenses Guring only
the 6-17 age perioecd. At the felony level the pattern was the
same but =anctions vere received ior feleonies during the juvenile
and young adult periods.

Cases are ranked #fron first to last according to the number
of "Yes®™ responses, 33 for the f£irst case, and so on. They could
be ranked 2n any one of a variety of ways. There are several
procedures for determining how the 12 different career types in
which everyone has peen pleced may be organized so that they
progress from the most seriocus combination, which would be a
"Yes® in each age period for each oifense level and each level of
justice system intervention to the lowest level, wvhich would be a
UNo."® This is, of course, evident from the nunerous tables
already presented. We are currently working on this. It will
then be possible to see just how these 51 cases fit into the
larger pattern of career itypes.

Before conitinwing further, however, it should be noted taht

the 23 cases of 1955 Cohort pembers who had at least 10 felonies
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TABLE 2. DISTRIBUTION OF 5% SERIOUS OFFENDERS BY CAREER
TYPES BASED ON OFFENSE SERIOUSNESS AND JUDICIAL
INTERVERTLIOR

CONTACE NOHTRAF PART X FELONY
CASE c R s < B 5 C R S C B S #Y
F ¥ IYYY YYY ¥TYY YYY ¥YY I¥Y XYY ¥YYY ¥YNN YYY YYY ¥YYN 33
38 YYY Y¥? ¥¥¥ YVY¥ ¥YYY ¥¥Y Y¥YN VYN ¥YYW YYY Y¥Y ¥YIEW 3e
F 3 Y¥Y ¥TYY Y¥YY YIY ¥Y¥Y ¥YYY Y¥YY YYN ¥YYN YYY YYN Y¥YE 3z
F 10 ¥YY ¥YY YE¥N YYY ¥YYY ¥YN ¥YY YYY ¥NN YYY YIY ¥Y¥N 31
52 YYY Y¥Y ¥¥d YEY YVYY ¥¥YN  Y¥Y ¥YY ¥NN  ¥YY YYY YNN 30
48 YYY ¥YY ¥YY YYY ¥YY YYY YYN ¥YYN Y¥N YYN ¥Y¥YH YYN 30
F 9 ¥YY ¥YYY ¥YYY ¥Y¥Y ¥YY¥Y ¥Y¥YY Y¥N YYN ¥YRN YYE YIN Y¥N 29
L1 ¥YY YYY BYY YYY ¥YY NYY ¥¥¥ ¥YY NYY VYYN YYN NIN 29
F 5 YYY ¥YY ¥YY YYY YYN ¥YYN YYN YYE ¥YYN YYN ¥YN ¥YRN 27
24 ¥YY ¥YY ¥YYN YYY YYN YYN YYN YYN YYN YYN ¥YN NY¥N 26
43 ¥¥Y YYY ¥YY YYY ¥IN YEN RYN YYN YYN YYN YHN YNN Zo
46 YYY ¥YY ¥YY YYN ¥Y¥N YYN YYN YIN YYN YYH YYIN TN 26
26 YYY ¥YYY ¥YN YYHR YY® YYN YYN VYN ¥¥YN YYN YYN YWNN 25

F 13 YEY YYN YYN YEY ¥Y¥W ¥Y¥N FYY YYN FYN NYY NEN NEIN L5

F 14 YYN ¥TYN YYN YIN YYR YYN YVYN YYN Y¥YN YYN Y¥YH Y¥IN 24

F 20 YYN ¥Y¥® YYF VYN YYHN YYN YYN YYN YYN YYN ¥YYN Y¥N 24

51 YYY 7YY ¥Y¥YY YYY ¥¥Y ¥Y¥Y UNN ¥YNN ¥NN YNN ¥HN YNN 24

F 21 YYN YYR Y¥h Y¥N YYN YYN Y¥N YYR YYN YYN ¥¥YN Y¥N 24

F 4 YIN YYH TYN YYN YYN ¥¥YN YYN YYN YYN YYN YYN Y¥N 24

4 ¥YYY ¥¥YX ¥¥YY YYY YY¥Y ¥Y¥Y YN ¥YNH ¥NN YNEN ¥NN ¥NN Z4
u7 YYN YYN YYHN ¥YN Y¥N ¥YYN ¥Y¥N ¥YHR ¥YYN YIN YYN Y¥N 24
F 12 YYN YYN YYN YYN YTYN Y¥YN YYR YYN YYN YYN YYN YYN Z8
F 15 YEN YN YYN Y¥R YYN ¥YEYN FEN YYN YYN YIN YIN NYN 43
50 YYY ¥YY BNY YYY YYY WNY ¥YY NV NN YYY ¥NY NNN 23
35 YYN YYN YYH YIN YYN YEYN YYN ¥UYN ¥YNN YYN YUYN YNN 22
F 1 Y¥Y ¥Y¥Y ¥NE ¥¥YY Y¥Y ¥YNN ¥YNN ¥YNN ¥NN ¥YNY ¥NY INN 22
2% YYSE YYR YYN YYN YYN YYN YYN ¥VYN YYN YNN ¥YNR ¥HN 21
37 YYY YUY YYN TYN ¥YH Y¥YN YEN VYN YYN NYN NNN NNN 27
F 2 YYN T¥N ¥Y¥N YY® YYN YYN DYN NYN N¥R YYN Y¥N YYN 279




Table 2 continued
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CORTACT NONTRAR PART 1 FELGNY
CASE C R S c R S C B s C R 5 4y

i

F 22 YYN YYN YYN YYN Y¥N YYN Y¥N YMN ¥YNN YYN YNN TNR 20
28 YYY ¥YY ¥¥YY YIY YYY ¥YY VYNN YNN NKNN NENM NNN HEN 20
31 ¥YY YYN YYN YYY ¥¥N ¥YYN  YON ¥YNH ¥YNN ¥NN YNN YNN 20
34 ¥TYY YYY ¥YY¥Y YYY ¥YYY YYY YNN YUN NNN NHEN NNE NNB 20
23 YYK YYRN YBN YYH YYN ¥NN YYN YYH ¥NN YYN YYHW YRN 20
8 YYN YYN Y¥N YYN ¥YN YEN YEN ENN UNN YYN YNN TNN 20
7 YYN TYN RYN YYN Y¥N NYN YYN YYN NYN YW ¥YYN NY¥N 20

I |

18 YYY ¥Y¥E ¥YEE YYY VNN ¥YNN ¥YNY YNN YNN YHY ¥YNH ¥NN 18
30 YEN YYN YYN YYN VNN ¥NN YYN ¥YNN ¥YHEN YYN ¥YHN ¥YNN I8
33 YYY YYN VYN YYY YVR ¥YYN YNF ¥YNN YNN VNN NEN N8N 18
45 YYY ¥YYK ¥YYN YYY YNN ¥NN YNN YNN YNN YHN YNN ¥YRE 18
13 YEN YYH ZNN YYN ¥YNN YN YN YON YNN YYN ¥YRN ¥NN 17

F 12 YYN YYN ¥YNR YYN YYN YNN VKN YNN ¥YWN YHN ¥YNN YHR 16
40 YYY NYY BYY YYY BYY HYY WY¥YN NNE NNN NYN BNV @By 16

25 Y¥Y YNN YRN YYY YHN YNN fJiN YNN HNN YNN IBN NEN 15
F o6 YYY THN YNNG YNY YNN YNN ¥NN YNN YNN YNN YNN ¥HR 15

42 YYN YYN YYN YNN YNN YN ¥YEN ¥NN YNN YRR YHEN NRN 14

F % YNN YHH YNN  YNN YNN YNN YNN YNN YNN EIWN YON YRN 12
36 YNN YKs YHN YNN YNN VNN UYNN YNE YNN YNE YNN ¥NN 12

27 TYN Y¥E NMYM YYN YYN NEN DBEY BN SNN  NYN NYN NNN 11

49 YYY HYH N¥R YYY BYR NYN HEN NNN WNN NNN FNW REN 30

32 YRY VMR ERE YNN YNN NON HyN NRN HNE  BuN HUN NEN &
in their records were pixed with the £requent offenders who had
not had at least 20 felony police contacts in vhat appeared to be
a patternless arra¥. This does not mean that there is no
pattern, simply that if there is, it is pnot readily seen. Just
what will come frowm clustering on snallest space analysis remains
to pe seen.

Table 3 enables us to compare the 51 cases with all 1114

male memberz of the 1955 Cohort. UNote that they are {(as a
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TABLE 3. CAREER TYPE CONTINUITY FOR 1955 COHORY HALES ABD 51
SELECTED HALE FELONS END FREQUENT OFFENDERS ACROSS
JUVENILE, 18 T0 20, ASD 21 AKD OLDER AGE PERIODS

et o -—

Contackts vs. No Contacts

CONTACES NON-ERAFFIC PART I FELONWY
ALL SEL ALL SEL ALL SEL ALL SEL
¥-¥-¥ 12.3 56.9 8.6 &9 .0 1-3 3.7 1.3 11.
¥~¥-N 20.5 37.3 .4 1.2 5.2 49 .0 k.5 45. 1
¥Y-N-Y Fa5 —— 2.3 2.0 -6 2.0 ol 3.
¥~-N-N 19.9 5.9 23.1 7.8 5.5 25.5 8.9 23.
R~¥—~% 3.3 —— 1.7 —— 4 - ot 2e
N-¥Y-N 94 e 6.9 —— 3.8 3.9 5.3 5.
N-N-¥ 2.8 — ZaoTl o ol ——— -8 ——
N—-E-I 28:3 —— 80.9% - 7 -9 5.9 78 .4 7.8

Totals %0 -0 10 .1 W -0 W 0 9%9.9 10 0 0 0 W0 .0

Referred vs. Not Referred

¥-¥-¥ 5.1 39.2 3.1 27 .5 N 7.8 =8 7.
¥~¥-N 4.8 85.1 7.2 49 .0 4.0 43.7% 3.1 37.
Y-N-¥ 1.7 ——— B —— o ———— o3 Ja
Y-N-HN 15.48 118 T 19.06 2.4 37.3 8.5 33a
N-¥Y-¥ 17 2.0 1.0 2.0 -2 e ) ——
N-¥-1 8.7 2.0 5.3 2.0 3.0 3.9 4.4 3.9
N-j-Y Ze3 —— 1.3 —e—— ol ———— =5 ——
R—-N-—-N 53.9 ——— 67 .2 ——— Fo. 4 7.8 G20 13.7
Totals 10 U 10 .1 W T 10 .1 0 .1 99.9 30 0 8.9
Sanctioned vs. Not Sanctioned
¥-¥-Y Zal £23.5 T4 17.6 -1 - o1 ————
¥-¥-N 65 45.1 §.2 85.1% 2.4 35.3 2.0 25.5
¥~N-¥ 1.3 ——— -8 R —— ——— =1 ——
¥~-N-N 113 17 .6 7.9 23.5 8.0 43.1 5.3 3.1
N~Y¥-Y 2.0 3.9 -9 3.9 o1 £2.0 -3 e
YN 0.1 5.9 4.8 3.9 2.% 3.9 3.1 .8
N-N-Y Zab £.0 9 2.0 -1 e o3 ——
N~ 6&.3 2.0 79.5 3.9 87.1 5.7 8%9.0 21.6

Potals 10 .2 10 .0 10 .0 G

L

-9 10 -0 10 .0 0 2 10 .0




—f f
conseqguence of their specifications) skewed toward the high end
of each continuum of career scores more than are ail males airom
that cohort. They probably would have been even more siewed if
the 13 ¥-¥-N or ¥-li-N career types who died at arcund 1§ years of
age, vwere institutienalized at that age or shortly thereafter, or
who joined the armed forces and remained in them had had the
opportunity to continue their misbehavior. Actually, five of
those who entered the armed forces also managed to acquire Non-—
Traffic police contacts in every age period.

The point, howvever, is that whichever approach is used in
generating types from offense levels and justice systen
involvement, a computer—generated typelogy based on all amembers
of one or more birth cohorts will contain many nore pehavior and
experience types than will & typology generated from those vwho
are frequent and/or seriocus olifenders by one defipition or
another. Our current clustering efforts are demonstrating that
this approach will pay huge dividends by dissuading us frTom
concocting yet another typology which will be found to neither
parsimoniously separate career types in a manpner that will be
useful to persons uwho oust make decisions nor be mutually

excilusive and all inclusive.
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APPENDIX A

THE DEVELOPHENT OF CAREER TYPES BASED ON OFFENSE LEVEL,
COHORT, AND JUSTICE SYSTEH INVOLVEHENT

Differences in the Distripution of Career Types based on
Offense Level and Cohort

In each of the research projects that we have carried out
during the past 10 years with the assistance of various offices
and programs in the Department of Justice we have been concerned
about differences in results based oun the level at which
delinquency and crime vere 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 clains to be
talking about so that it is really not appropriate to becone
involved in an argument about measuremnent level unless the level
selected is inappropriate for the task at band. What is crucial
is to recognize that the variables which are significantly
related to a measure will differ depending upon the level of
activity selected for measurement. Althoughk this had been a
concern expressed in reporting on each research project, we

expanded upon it in an appendix to our report, & Hore Precise

Evaluation of the Eifecis of Sanctions, National Institute of
Justice Grant Number 84-1J-CX~-0013. That appendix, including
Tables 1, 2, W, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, and 16 of this appendix,
showed how the number and proportion of persons with continuous
careers declined as ve nmoved to higher offense levels and sore
serious involvement in the justice system. It also made it clear

that an expansion of this investigation of career types would be
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the appropriate starting point for our typology researchk. We

therefore include this greatly expanded appendix as a way of

dealing.wiin some of the questions that may be raised about the
typology which is offered at this early stage of renewed interest

in typology, not a typology of delinguents and criminals but a

typology of people in a cohort or cohorts, some of whom hecane

delinquent and/or criminal and some of whom did not.

Pifferences in the proportion of persons within career types
by cohorts based on differences in offense seriousness levels and
vhether controls for sex have peen made are shown in Table 1.

The first column for each conort shows the distribution of
cohort members according to whether or not they had police
contacts for any reason during both the juvemile and adult
periods, onliy during the juvenile period, only during the adult
period, or during neither. Each succeeding column for each
cohort involves a more serious offense level.

These githin-cohort f£indings may be described as follous:

- The percent of eacik cohort with police contacts as both
Jjuveniles and ééults declines fromn the least serious offense
level to the most seriocus offense level, i.e., £from contacts
for any reason to felony-level contacts.

2. At the two most serious offense levels a larger percentage of
each cohort has juvenile police contacts but no adult police
contacts than has contacts as both juveniles and adults.

This is the case for males alone ana for females at not only
the two most serious offense levels but at the felony or

nisdeneanor levels as well.




TABLE 1. POLICE CONTACT TYPES BASED ON OPFICIAL RECORDS FOR AGES 6-17 V5. AGES 18 AND OLDER, BY PERCEXRT

1842 Cohort 1949 Cohort 1955 Cohort
E P ¥
E E E
L L L
F 0 F o} F 0
b3 E R P E R 4 E R
c L ] c L H c L - |
Q Q A ) 4 o] 0 A P 0 ] A F
N R J E ¥ R J E N R J E
T M A L T M B L T N n L
A I I 0 A I I o A I I 0
c S S N C S S H c S S N
T D D ¥ T D D b4 T D D b4
ALL
fes~Yes 32.4 20.2 3.2 1.3 35.3 2047 4.8 1.9 25.4 15.9 6.4 3.5
Yes~Yo 7.7 8.6 7.6 3.8 12.8 5.0 10.6 4,5 18.7 15.2 11.9 6.3
No-Yes 28.4 7.7 5.7 3.3 21.0 a2 5.0 3.8 18.9 12.7 4.8 4.7
No—-¥o 31.4  52.4 83.6 91.7 30.8 50.1T 79.6 859.7 41.0 S56.3 76.9 85.85
MALES
Yes~Yes 49.7 334 5.6 2.2 50.5 34.6 8.0 3.4 36.3 23.9 10.7 6.3
Tes-No 6.7 12.6 2.4 6.5 12.6 12.7  14.5 6.9 19.7 18.0 14.8 8.8
No~Yes 28.1 20.2 7.9 4.5 18.6 “m.9 5.9 4.9 15.7 15.2 6.8 6.6
No-¥No 5.4 33.7 T74.2 B6.8 8.2 30.8 71.6 84.9 28.3 42.9  67.7 768.3
FEMALES
Yes~Yes 10.1 3.2 e e 15.1 7.2 5 - 13.6 7.2 1.7 N
Yes—No 9.0 5.8 .4 -4 13.1 8.8 S.4 1.4 17.6 12.1 8.8 3.7
do—-Yes " 28.9 .4 2.9 1.8 4.2 13.3 3.8 2.3 8.1 10.0 2.7 2.5
No-No 52.8 76.5 95.7 97.8 47.6 70.7 90.3 96.2 54.7 70.7 86.8 93.2

Yes-Yes = Police contacts at stated offense level 6~17 and 18 and older.
Yes—-No = Police contacts at stated offense level 6~17.

No~-Yes = Police contacts at stated offense level 18 and older.

No-Ho = No police contacts at that offense level.

PCONTACT = Recorded police contacts at any level of seriousness.

FELORMISD = Becorded police contacts at felony or misdeaeanor level.
FELORMAJRISD = Recorded police contacts at felony or gsajor misdemesanor level.
FELONY = Recorded police contacs at felony level.
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3. At the two most serious offense levels a larger percentage of
the cohort has no juvenile police contacts but has adult
contacts than has contacts as b@th juveniles and adults.

This is the case for males at only the most serious level but
for females at all oiffense levelis.

4. Points 2 and 3, taken toyether, reveal that a relatively

S e ey Ot Cr

spall proportion of even ithe male cohort members has police

contacts for nisdemeancors or pore serious offenses during

both the juvenile and adult periods compared to the

proportion during the juvenile or adult periods. For the
fenales, the proportion who have -juvenilesadult continuity is
very small comparea to those who have police contacts at any
level of seriousness dur.ny either period. Host females have
no pelice contacts either period at any level oi seriousness.
It is, therefore, quite clear that differences in offense
seriocousness levels will have significant eiffects on findings. If
a typology is based on only three persons who have serious
delinguent and/or criminal behavior, only a small proportion of
those who engage in delinguent and criminal behaviors will be
included in the typoloyy. To go beyond the typology work of the
past uwe nmust develop a more all-euncompassing typoliogy., one that
includes more than the various types of Part I and Part IIL
offenders who have engaged in sufficiently serious delinquency
and crime to becowme a part of the court or institutional records.

Dififerences in f£indings from cohort to cohort are also

important. These findings follows:

1. The percent with poiice contacts as both juveniles and adults
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increases f£rorn cohort to cohort if based on the major
nisdeneanor or felony level or ithe felony level alone,
wvhether total cohort or males or ferales.

2. The percent who had contacts during the juvenile period
increases from cohort to conort for the two Rost serious
offense levels for males and fepales combined, increases at
all levels for fenales, and moreso for females than males at
the most seriocus offense levels.

3. The percent who had contacts during only the juvenile perxriod
increases from cohort to cohort for all seriousness levels,
noresc for females than males.

4. The percent who had contacts durimg the adult period
increases from cohort to cohort for xhe two most serious
offense levels.

5. The percent who had contacts during only the adult period
increases from cohort to cohort for only the nost serious
offense level.

1t should also be noted that the proportion of each cohort
that had continuity (Yes—Yes) is always considerably smaller than
the proportion who desisted (Yes~lio) between the juvenile and
adult pericds at the two most serious offense levels and that
desistance is proportionately greater for females than for males.

This, of course, produces higher coefficients of correlation

betveen juvenile contacts and adult contacts for males than for

females, whatever the level of offense seriousness. Even for the

males, however, the correlations between neasures £or the
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juvenile and adqult periods ranged between .285 and .376, scarcely
a relationship which should lead researchers to begin to talk
about predicting adult criminal records from juvepile records.
This is why measures of the proportional reduction of error that
we have utilized in most research reports have shouwn that it is

difficult to increase predictability over that obtained £fron the

nodal category of the marginals. %able 1 also sugdests that we
shall wish to test the predictive efticiency of each typology by
seeing if predictions fron juvenile type to adult type for the
1942 Cohort stand up when made in the same way for the 1949 and
1955 Cohorts.

Career %ype Continuity Differences Based
Justice Systenm Involvenent

n Offense Level and

i

In Table 2 all cohorts have been combined as a basis for
describing continuity not by cohort but by offense type or
seriocusness and level of intervention with controls for sex and
place of residemnce. With the cohorts comrpined we are able to
present eight contact patterns and these for all contacts, non-

traffic contacts, Part I (Index Offenses), and Felony-level

offenses, as well as the patterm for referrals and sanctions.

The percentages in this table enable us to see in a diiferent way
than do those in Table 1 how not onliy offense type or seriousness
effect pbut patterns show the extent to which cohort members have
been invelved imn the justice systew influences the conclusions
which may be made about continuity petween age periods and the

prevalence oif career okfenders.
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TABLE 2. CAREER TYPE CONTINUITY FOR COHBINED CCOHORT HEMBERS ACRUS3
JUVENILE, 18 T0 20, AED 21 AND OLDER AGE PBERLUDS

o e vine e

Contacts ¥vs. No Coutacts

CONTACTS NOW-TRAFFIC PART LI FELONY

i} % K P N % K i
I~-¥-Y 524 1£.8 307 7.5 28 ¥ R a5
¥—-¥-N 45 109 327 8.0 98 2.4 ob .6
¥-N-¥ 239 5.9 164 4.0 28 ot 8 =4
Y-N-1 6 1o 5.1 716 17 .6 36 .7 210 5.1
N-Y¥~¥ 146 3.6 g1 2.0 12 3 1t =3
N~¥-N 349 8.6 218 5.2 73 1.8 10z 2.5
N-N=-¥ Z82 6.9 189 4.6 31 -8 Ba 1.1
N-N-N 1478 36.2 2081 51.0 3373 82.7 3600 88.4
Totals #0799 100.0 4079 99 .9 4072 100.1 BO79 99.9

Beferred ¥s. Hot Heferred

¥-¥-¥ i1 2.7 77 T8 5 o8 13 -3
¥-¥-u 189 4.6 136 3.3 61 1.5 46 .1
Y-N-¥ 83 za0 46 1.1 8 «2 1% -3
Y-N-N 570 14.0 %26 10 & 280 6.9 180 4ot
N-¥Y-¥ 37 -9 27 <7 6 -1 9 o2
N-¥—N 196 5.8 134 3.3 65 t.6 a3 2.0
H-N-¥ 98 2.4 73 1.8 26 N 3z -8
N-K-1 27985  68.5 3t6U 775 3618 88.7 35 0.8
Totals #0079 99.49 5079 1000 4079 100.9 4079 9.9
Sanctioped ¥s. Not Sanctioned
¥-¥-¥ 52 1.3 27 -7 1 oG % -0
¥~-Y-N 95 2.3 63 1.5 32 -8 24 N
¥-N-¥ 34 -8 15 ol &% o1 3 -1
Y—-N-N 221 5.4 162 4.0 180 3.4 106 2.6
N-¥-Y 76 te9 25 -6 4 ot 4 -1
N-Y-N Z18 5.3 120 2.9 48 1.2 b7 a2
~N-Y 117 Za 60 1.5 14 -3 1t -3
N-N-I 3266 80.1 3607 88 .4 3836 98,0 3883 95.2

Totals &BU79 100.u 4079 100 .U 4079 99.9 807 Wo.1
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These eight types may also be comsolidated into the four
types shown in Table 1 by adding the percentages for the first
three types and considering thea as YY, considering the fourth
type as YN, considering types 5 through 7 as NY, and considering
the last type to e NN. From now on, however, we shall use all
nine continuity types rather than only four. The following basic
findings may be derived from Table 2:

1. The proportion of each of these continuity types declines
{except for N-N-N) as one moves from police contacts to any
sort of ftelomny—-level contacis.

2. The proportion of cach of these continuity types declines
{except for ¥-N-N} as one moves ifrom contacts te sanctions.

3. The proportion of those who desist after the juvenile period
declines at every level oi involvement (with one exception)
from contacts for any reason to felony-level contacts.

k. The proportion of those who desist or are not referred or
sanctioned after the juvenile period decreases at every level
of coifense seriocusness from contact to felonies. 1in other
words, desistance, non-reierral or noa-sanction, is the
pattern rather than continuity. 7This is an artifact of the
table, hovever, pecause the declining proportion with serious
contacts results in a declining proportion of persons
sanctioned for that level of seriocusness.

5. The greater the involvement with the justice system the less
the decline in rate of desistance from contact to felony-—
level offenses.

6. The more serious the offense level the less the decline in
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rate of desistance from contact to referral to sanctions.

7. Desistance aitter the juvenile periocd is increasingly less for
persons with more justice system involvement from contacts
alone to felopy—-level contacts. In other words, increasing
involvement with the justice system brings about less
desistance the more serious the offense level.

The sulk and substance of Taple 2 is that offense level and
justice systen involveaoent leave only f£rom 5% to 108 of the
combined cohorts for inclusion in the development of a typology
if we are to base its development on only those who are more

serious offenders and known to the courtse.

Career Type Contimuity Differences for Interviewved Hembers
from 1842 ana 1949 Cohorts Based on Offense Level and
dustice System Involvement

Table 3 is incliuded at this point because we shall later on
embellish some of the basic typologies developed irom official
records with data obtained from interwviews. 1t is impertant that
a table such as Table 3 be shown for comparison with Tabple 2.
Those who were interviewed (1242 and T949 Cohorts) produced
somewhat fewer of those continuity types involving juvenile to
intermediate or adult careers and somewhat more of those in every
(N~-N-N} category tman did the combined cohorts. The nunper of
persons in each category for the total 1242 and 19249 Cohorts will
be compared with the number ox persons in each category iron

those interviewed for the 1942 and 1949 Cohorts.
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TABLE 3. CAREER TYPE CONTINUITY FOR INTERVIEWED COHORT HENBERS
ACROSS JUVENWILE, %6 TO 20, AND 21 AND OLLDER AGE PERIODS

contacts ¥s. No Contacts

CONTACES HON-TRAFFIC PARY 1 FELORNY

N % N % N % i ]
Y-¥-¥ 126 17.3 el 8.8 6 od Z -3
¥-¥-N 80 5.5 37 5.1 9 1.2 5 o7
Y-N-¥ 64 .8 a0 5.5 7 1.0 o -8
Y-N-N 87 12.0 111 15.2 73 10.0 22 3.0
N-¥Y-¥ 36 k.9 17 2:3 3 - 1 o1
N-Y-N 59 8.1 38 5.2 6 -8 & -8
N-N-Y 92 1Z.6 56 7.7 8 1.1 g 1.2
N-N-N 224 30.8 365 50 .1 616 84 .6 67i 93.0
Totals 728  1060.0 728 49 .9 728 93 .9 728 $9.9

Reterred ¥s. Not Referred

¥-¥-¥ 20 2.7 18 2.5 & e 1 o1
¥Y—¥-N g 2.5 11 1.5 L 5 6 -8
¥-N—-Y 19 Za6 & 1.1 2 «3 3 ol
¥-N-HN LS t2.9 54 7.4 31 4.3 5 2.1
N-Y-¥ 5 ot 5 w7 1 o1 1 «1
H-¥Y-N 9 Z.6 20 2.7 8 i1 6 «8
N-N-Y 18 Za5 18 Za5 7 1.0 & -8
H-N—~N§ 535 73.5 594 8t.6 671 92.2 650 Y4.8
Totals 728 100.0 728 100 .0 728  100.0 728 99.9
Sanctioned ¥s. Hot Sanctioned
¥-¥~Y (L 1.9 & -8 —— ——
¥-¥-N 5 i 5 o7 1 ot 1 o1
Y-N-Y 5 -7 3 o8 2 «3 3 -1
¥-N-N 26 3.6 7 2.3 14 1.9 EL 1.9
N-Y¥-Y 17 2.3 g 5 ———— o —— ——
N-¥-N 20 2.7 15 2.1 5 od Z -3
N-N~-Y 26 3.6 14 1.9 4 5 it =3
N~N-N 615 ga.5 664 91.2 702 96 .14 709 97.4

Totals 7428 1006.0 728 99 .9 T8 99.4 748 100.0
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Race/kthnic Composition of Career Types by Cohort

peas—"

Table & is rather complex but it is very important that the
matter of racial variation be investigated at the outset to
torestall those who will invariably say that we are overlooking
the usefulness of race as a predictor. The guestion, as we have
often stated, 1s, as a predictor for what? As an explanation of
what? It is a correlate of many things, including
disproportionate involvenment in the Jjustice systenm,
disproportionate comsidering police contact and referral rates.

Look at Career Type ¥—¥~Y on Table 4 and note that although
64.7% of those in the 1555 Cohort with contacts during each age
period were #White and 63.5% of those referred were White, only
85.8% o0f those who were sanctioned were White. The drop-off was
not so spectacular for all cohorts nor for all other career
types. One must keep im nind that the Whites comprised 95.6% of
the 1942 Cohort, 9t.4% of the 1949 Cohort, and B7.4% of the 1955
Cohort. Although the Blacks constituted only 3.2% of the 1942
Cohort, 6.4% of the 1949 Cohort, and 8.9% of the 1955 Cohort,
note how high their proportion vas of the ¥-I-Y types,
particularly as it wvas higher at either the referral or sanctions
level.

Although we have in each report over a period of 10 years
dealt with race and ethknicity in vhat we believe to be a fairly
sophisticated fashion, indicaeting that race per se is not an
explanatory variabkle for behavior, although certainiy an

explanatory variable for ailieu and experience, we believe that
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TABLE 4. CAREER TYPE CONTINUITY ACROSS JUVENILE, 18 TO 20, AND
2% AND OULDER AGE PERIODS, BY COHORT AND RACE

-

White Black Chicano Total
R % ] % M 4 N %

¥-¥-¥ C 42 107 94,7 11 Y.3 118 106.0
LIRS 169 850.1 36 15.3 11 u.7 236 100.1%

55 116 6.7 uz 27.6 13 7.6 170 99.9

R 4z 13 76.5 5 23.5 ——— o e 17 100.0

L9 21 67.7 g 29.0 1 32 3% 99.9

55 B 035 i9 30.2 i 6.3 63 1006.0

5 42 11 84 .6 2 15.4 13 100.0

49 ¥ GU..U 3 20.0 ———— e 15 W60

55 it 5.8 1z 50.0G 1 B2 28 100.0

¥-¥-N < 42 18 Q.7 1 5.3 19 100.0
8y 101 0.2 7 6.3 il 3.6 112 100.1

55 287 8.7 i1} T4 .0 23 T3 314 160.0

R 4z 15 100.0 —— e — ——— 15 00,0

49 35 F7-8 Y 20.0 1 Za2 %5 100.0

5% 65 ©5.9 30 23.3 14 10 .9 12¢ 100.1

S 42 2 T00.0 —— Z 1006.0

5 10 T6.9 3 23.1 13 100.0

55 56 TO U 17 213 7 8.8 8¢ 100.1

¥-N-¥ € &2 68 100.0 68 100.0
4y 9y 90.0 i 6.4 i 3.6 1106 1006.0

55 &7 TE0 ¥y 115 Vi 11.5 61 100.0

E 42 21 B7.5 3 2.5 ———— e e 24 1006.0

49 2 5.0 5 13.9 & 1.1 36 100.0

55 148 60.9 5 21.7 4 17 -4 23 100.0

S 42 6 T00.0 — — 6 100.0

49y g 75.0 Z 16.7 1 8.3 12 100.0

55 12 75.0 £ 1Z2.5 2 12.5 16 100.0

¥-N—-§ C 2 85 8E.0 - y: 2.0 ue  100.0
49 156 S8.0 3 .8 2 1.2 166 100.0

55 3877 56.5 37 Gos 17 8.2 837 44,9

R 12 74 9.8 — 1 a3 80 Wo.1

LG 177 Y3.2 & 3.2 7 3.7 1906 1001

55 249 83.0 33 110 18 60 300 100.0

S 42 16 1000 o ot o 10 100.0

09 27 81.8 L 127 2 | 33 100.0

55 (§ ¥ 7496 20 Tt.2 16 %.0 178  100.0




N-¥-Y C 42 34 89.5 3 79 ! 2.6 38 0.0
49 48 85.7 7 12.5 1 1.8 56 1006.0

55 4% B8.5 4 1.7 4 3.8 52 100.0

k42 5 100.0 - - 5 100.0

49 6 60.U 2 20.0 £ 20 .0 0 Wi

55 17 T7-3 3 22.7 ———— e 44 106.0

S 42 16 762 & 19.0 1 4.8 21 100.0

49 21 70.0 2 6.7 1 23.3 3¢ 100.0

55 15 ol .U (2] 32.0 yA 3.0 25 100.0

R-Y-N C 42 27 100.0 —a——— ————n 27 100.0
49 111 97.4 1 -9 < 18 114 100.1

55 195 $3.8 9 4.3 & 1.9 208 100.0

L 4 T4 87.5 L] 6.3 1 6.3 16 100.1

49 32 g4 .2z 3 79 3 7.9 38 100.0

55 123 86.56 3 9.4 b B.2 2 1.0

S &2 15 93.8 1 b3 16 100.1

4y by 2.8 & 3.8 Z 3.4 58 100.0

55 1425 Bb.l 15 0.4 8 £2.8 Ta4d 100.0

N-N-Y C &2 108 93.9 i 3.5 3 2.6 15 100.0
44 v8 95.1 2 1.9 3 2.9 163 99.9

55 5o 875 6 9-4 z 3.1 o4 100.1

E 42 19 864 3 3.6 e 22 100.0

ug 27 d43.& 5 5.2 1 3.0 33 Wo.0

55 30 69%.8 10 23.3 3 7.0 43 0.1

S bz 28 93.3 2 6.7 ———— ——— 30 100.0

&9 34 77.3 & 18.2 2 4.5 44 106.0

55 32 L 8 18.6 3 7.0 43 1000

N--N-N C 42 185 SE.U 1 oD 3 1.5 199 100.0
49 383 u5.8& 15 3.8 £ «D 400 100.1

55 530 Sh.4 38 .3 11 ta3 879 100.0

R 42 839 467 9 2.0 & 1.3 454 100.0

49 860 S58.1 g 4.8 16 11 914 300.0

55 1329 Y2.5 77 5.4 30 2.1 w27 1W0o.0

5 4z 517 96.6 11 Za1 7 13 535 100.0

58 10z4 $3.8 53 B9 ih -8 W08z 106G.1

55 1445 4.6 N1 6.7 @l 2.7 1639 100.0

g2z 605 95,6 <0 3.2 8 1.3 633 0.1

49 1185 921.4 83 bl 29 Zat 37 1W00.0

55 1878 87.4 192 8.9 79 3.7 214¢  100.0
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it is necessary to emphasize that the highly disproportionate
appearance of Blacks in several high continuity types involves
their behavior and that of the justice systesm as well.

Perhaps the best way ito clarity the phenomenon which lies
behind race/ethnic and other differences in offense rates and
rates of referral and sanctioning is to simplify the involvement
of cohort menbers oy race and place of residence.
Distribution of Hhites and Hon-Whites Compared Hith

Distribution of Cohort Hempers Socialized in Inner City and
Other Neighborhoods by Career Types

Several small tables are helpfnl at this point, Tables 5, &,

TABLE 5. DISTRILBUTION OF COHBINED COHCRT HEMBERS BY WHEYRER OR
NOT THEY HAD AT LEAST ONE CORTACT AS JUVENILES AND/OR
ADULTS AND IF THEY HAD A SANCTION AS JUVENILES AND/OR

ADULTS
inner

Total Wihite Non-Hhite City Qkher

JCS/ACS 11=0 9.4 Z2a2 5.1 7.0
JCS/ACH 12.7 11.8 =9 3.7 8.3
JCHN/ACS 2.2 11.0 Foi 3.4 8.5
JCN/ACH 273 Z25.6 1.7 6.4 25.1
JNN/ANR 36.2 3.9 1.3 5.5 £7 .0
Total 160.0 G2 7.3 28.1 5.9
N 8079 3784 295 853 2681z
2 Although the UWhite and Non-iThite columns total 4079, the

Inper City and Other coiumns do not because 13.4% of the cohort
members?® juvenile residences were either outside the Racine city
limits but within the schoel district or vere unkmowne.

7, and 8. ‘Table 5 reveals that as the innper city was deifined it
had 3.3 times as darge a proportion of the cchort members as
there vere Noan-ihites. 7Thus, the inner city was not 1WU% Non-
White, slthough it had certainly become darker from cohort to

cohort. Por those socialized in the inner city to be as




TABLE &. DISTRIBUTION GF COMBINED COHORT MEHEBEERS WITH AT LEAST
ONE CONTACTY bY WHETHEER Ox NOT THEY HAD A SARCTION AS
JUVENILES ARD/OR ADULES

Inner

Total Bhite Non-White City Othex

JCS/AACS 182 B 3.8 7.8 W3
JCS5/ACHN 2.9 185 Tl 5.5 2.4
l}CN/ACS ‘39@1 %703 ,ﬁca 560 %205
JCN/ACHN 2.8 0.2 Z.6 4.5 37.2
Total 100.0 80 .8 9.2 27.6 F2.4
N 2601 2360 2BF 657 1726

TABLE 7. DISTRIBUTION OF COHMBINED COHOET MENBERS BY WHETHER OR
NOT THEY HAD AY LEAST ONE CONTACT AS JUVENILES AND/OR
ADULTS AND 1F THdLY HAD A SANCTION AS JUVENILES AND/OH
ADULTS PERCENTAGED BY RACE AND RESIDENCE

Inner

Hhite Non-—fhite City Gther

JCS/ACS 0.2 29.8 27.1 Y. 2
JES/ACN 127 12.5 5.4 Tt.U
JCK/ACS 119 6.3 4.0 11.2
JCN/ACH 27 .6 23.1 26.6 33.0
JUN /BTN 37.6 8.3 23.0 5.6
Total 100 .0 100 .0 1001 1020
R 3764 285 853 681

delinguent and criminal and as involved in the justice systen as
were Non—-iWhites would require that there have been 7.3% of the
inner city cohort members in JCS/ACS. What we must conclude is
that Non-Whites were probably dealt with a bit more severely than
Hhites.

Table 6 sinplifies i1t 4 a bit more ny eliminating cchort

nempers who did not have police contacts. In this case we f£ind




TABLE 8. DISTRIBUTION OF COHBINED COHORT HEHBERS WITH AT LEAST
ONE CONTACT mY HIETHER OR NOT THBEY HAD A SANCTION AS
JUVENILES ANL /0K ADUGLTS PERCEUTAGED BY RACE AND

RESIDENCE
Innex

Ehite BNon—Rhite City tther

JCS/ACS 163 36.5 27.4 a3
JCS/ACH 20.3 5.4 19.9 7.1
JCR/ACS 9.1 19 .9 8.1 17.3
JCN/ACN 4.3 28.2 35.6 5%.3
Total 100.0 o .0 100.0 100 .G
N 2360 287 657 1726

that there are scarcely 3.U times as many inner city cohort
members as Non-Whites. Again we see ithat cochort nembers
socialized in the Inner city are not dealt with as severely as
are Non-WBhites. De do not even mentionr the fact that both Nonr-
Whites and those wiho were socialized im the inner city have been
sanctioned disproportionately to their counterparts. This is not
new and here we do not go into the matter of differential
seriousness of their oifenses. #e must not forget, however, that
less than 10% of the cochort memnpers with police contacts vwere
Non-Whites and more than 27% were socialized in the inner citye.
In Tables 7 and 8 ve present the same data as in Tables 5
and & but percentage each ¢f the types within race groups. 7This
simplifies comparison oi Non—thites and those socialized in the
inner city, revealing tnat Non-Whites are more involved than
White inner city residents. At the same time, Hon-Whites with
continuous careers and sanctions do not comprise a large

proportion of the total population, only wbout Z.zki.
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Career Type Continuity Offenses Based on Offense Level and
Justice Systen Involvement by Sex and Neighbhborhood of
Socialization

Let us now turn to similar tables with controls for sex,
place of residence as inner ¢ity vs. other, and so on. This will
enable us to see the eifects of ecological and dewographic
variables as well as offense measurement levels and level of
justice system i1avolveoent.

sex

Tables 9 and 10 reveal now males and females differ, aven
more than did Table 1. It is clear tnat a different typology
will be necessary for males and fenales for there will ke too few
females to put them into the same scheme vithout having them
sharply skeved to one end.

Piace of Socialigzation

Tables 11 and 12 expand the diiferences that we already Knew
existed between cohort members socialized in the inner city vs.
other neighborhoods. tComparison of the percentages who are
referred and/or sanctioned with the percent with contacts for the
Y-¥-¥ career type for Part I offenses gives compelling evidence
of the disproportionate justice system involvement of those vho
were socialized in the inner city.

Blace of Socialization and Sex

The next four tables, Tables 13 through 16}, aay be
considered together because they bring out the concenktration of
continuons career types vhen place cf socialization and sex are

controlled.
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TABLE 9. CAREER TYPE CONTINUITY FOR HALE COHORT HEHBERS ACKOSS
JUVENILE, 18 TO 20, AND 21 AND OLDER AGE PERIODS

Contacts vs. No Contacits

CONTACYES NON-ZRAFFIC PART I FRLORY

N ) Y ¥ N % N pis
I-¥-3 LR 20.3 257 116 27 1o 21 1.0
¥~¥-N 331 15.0 458 117 87 3.9 ol 2.9
¥Y-N-Y 125 7.9 125 5.7 27 1.2 16 Ny
¥-N-N 339 15.3 445 20.1 33z 5.0 173 7.8
N-¥~Y 1o 4o 60U 27 10 a3 8 ol
N=-Y-N 163 7.4 ¥35 6.1 63 2.9 80 3.0
H-—N-Y us 6.7 10 5.7 23 1.0 33 1.5
N-N-N 505 22.9 804 3e .l te4 .3 181 82.1

Totals 2210 100.0 2210 t00.0 2210  100.4¢ 2210 100.0

Referred vs. ot Referred

¥Y-¥~¥ 103 5.7 70 3.2 14 N 13 -0
Y-¥-1 162 7.3 117 5.3 57 .. &5 2.0
I-N-Y 74 3.3 43 1-9 8 -4 0 5
¥-N-N 397 18.0 288 13.0 219 G4 153 6.9
N-¥-¥Y 34 ts5 24 1.1 5 -l K 3
N-Y-N [ 6.0 (1 4.8 56 2.5 70 3.2
N—-N-—¥ 68 3.1 5% 2.7 21 Tl 25 .1
N-N~-N 1226 55.5 1503 68 .0 1830 82 =i 1887 85.4
Totals 2210 W00 2210 100 .0 2210 1006.0 22710 100.0

Sanciioned ¥s. Hot Sanctioned

¥-¥-¥ &9 2ot 27 12 t - 1 -1
Y-¥-N 86 3.9 59 Z2o7 31 Tt Zh 1. 1
¥—-N~Y 31 Tt 13 «0 4 o2 3 o1
¥-N-N 163 7.4 125 5.7 128 5.3 95 4.3
N-¥Y-Y 72 3.3 21 1.0 3 - & g o2
N-¥-N 172 7.8 100 4.5 43 1.9 g4 2.0
N-N-Y o4 4.3 55 2.5 11 S 8 o It
N--N-N 1543 69.8 1810 81.9 1989 90.0 2031 1.9
Totals 24270 10G.1 2210 100.1 2210 100.0 2210 100.1




TABLE 10. CBAREER TYPE CONTEINUITY POR FEMALE COMORT HEHBERS ACROSS
JUVERILE, 18 T0 20, AND 21 AND OLDER AGE PERIODS

tontacts vs. No Contacis

CORTACES NOU-TRAFFIC PART I FELONY

N % N % N % N P
¥-¥-¥ 75 4.0 50 2.7 1 ot 1 -1
¥-Y-N T 6.1 69 3.7 11 N £ .
¥-§-¥ o4 3.4 39 2.1 1 -t 2 -t
¥-N-N zZ77 8.6 271 14 .5 104 5.6 37 2.0
N-¥-Y 4o 2.5 21 ¥.1 2 o1 3 -2
H-Y-N 186 0.0 79 4.2 10 a5 2 1.2
N-N-Y 134 Tl 63 3.4 8 o1 11 -6

H-N-N 973 52.1 1277 03 .3 1732 92.7 1791 95.8
Totals 1869 100.1 ey 100.0 1569 100.1 1869 100.1

Referred vs. Not Referred

Y-Y-v 8 ol 7 o4 T o1 ———
I~-Y-~N L7 14 19 1.0 4 ad 1 -1
I-N-Y 9 =5 3 ol —— ——— 1 « 1
Y-N-N 173 9.3 134 Tl 61 3.3 £7 T4
N-¥-Y 3 2 3 ad 1 -1 2 -1
N-¥-N 50 Ze7 28 1.5 G <5 13 7
H-N-¥ 30 1.6 B4 o7 5 3 7 ol

N~N-Y 1569 83.9 1657 &8 .7 1788 85.7 1818 97.3

Totals 1869 106U 1869 100.7 1869 100.2 1869 100.1

Sanctioned vs. Not Samctioned

¥-¥-X 3 ol - —— ————— - - -
I-Y-N 9 D 4 -l 1 - —— ——
¥-N-Y 3 o2 < Tt —— ——— - ——
I~N-~N 58 3.1 37 2.0 12 -6 1% -0
N=¥-¥ ) ol 4 oL 1 - B —— ——
N-¥-N &6 2.5 ¢ 1.1 5 o3 3 ol
H-N~-Y 3 [ P 5 o3 3 A 3 -2
N-N-N 1723 92.2 1797 96.1 887 9B. 5 1852 99.1

Totals 1869 100.17 1869 160 .0 1869 100.1 1869 100.1




~66—

TABLE 11. CAREEE TYPE CONTINUITY FOR INNEBR CITY COHORT HLHBERS
ACROSS JUVERILE, 18 TO 20, AND 21 AND OLDER AGE PERIODS

Contacts vs. No Contacts

CORTACTS NON-TRAIFIC PART 1 FELORY

N b il % N P N %
¥-¥-¥ Tut 2.8 132 5.8 <0 2.4 13 1.6
I-Y-RN 118 6.3 toue 12.6 49 5.8 35 b.2
Y-N-¥Y 55 6.0 39 b7 T4 1.7 12 t.4
¥-N-N 137 16.3 175 20.9 Tu7 17.5 67 8.0
N-¥-¥ 34 4.1 20 2. 7 -8 3 o &
N-Y-H 57 6.8 47 5.6 22 2.6 36 4.3
N-N-¥ 55 €.6 39 8.7 10 1.2 3 1.6
N~H-H§ 191 2248 z80 33 .4 569 67.9 658 78.6
Totals 838 100.1 838 100.1 838 99.9 838 100.1

Referred vs. Not Referred

Y-y 53 6.3 & 5.5 12 1.4 9 [
¥-¥-i 74 8.8 60 7 2 33 3.9 29 3.5
¥Y-N-Y 31 3.7 17 2.0 5 -6 6 -7
¥—-N-N 40 16.7 126 15.0 105 2.5 65 7.8
N-Y-¥ 7 w8 6 o7 3 N 2 o2
H-Y-N 87 5.6 38 8.5 26 3.1 28 3.3
N-N-Y 3i 5.1 24 2.9 13 1.0 12 1ol
N—-N-H 452 53.9 521 bz.2 641 76 .5 &7 82.0
Totals 838 99.9 838 100 .0 8§38 100.0 £38 160.0
Sanctioned vs. Hot Sanctioned
¥~¥-¥ 31 3.7 to 1.9 1 e - ——
Y-¥—N 36 b.3 35 4.2 8 2.1 4 1.7
¥-N-Y 12 To& & o7 3 - 2 o2
¥-N-N 68 8.1 61 7.3 65 7.8 50 6.0
N-¥-Y 32 3.8 12 To4 3 ot - ———
N-¥-N 5 6.4 37 8.4 17 2.0 5 7.8
N-N-Y¥ 38 4.5 24 2.9 7 -8 5 -6
N~N-N 567 677 647 77 .2 724 664 752 89.7
Totals 838 $9.% @3y 106¢:.0 838 100.0 838 100.0
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TABLE 12. CAREER TYPE CONTINUITY FOR NON-INNER CITY COHORT MEHBEKS
ACROSS JUVENILE, 8 T0 20, AND 21 AND OLDER AGE PERIODS

Contacts vs. No Contacts

CONTACTS NON~TRAFFIC PART I FLLGHEY

1 % N % i % N %
Y-¥-¥ 360 1t.5 159 6.1 7 3 7 -3
¥Y-¥-N z81 10.8 194 1.5 44 1.7 25 1.0
Y-N-Y 161 6.2 118 4.5 13 o 5 Ny
¥-N-N LR 15.9 487 8.7 253 9.7 12y 5.0
N-Y¥-Y 78 3.0 L 1.6 4 ol 6 o2
N-¥~N 233 &.9 132 5.1 34 1.3 50 1.9
H-N-T 177 6.8 113 4.3 16 N 6 1.0
Rt 960 36.9 1360 5.2 2233 85.8 2356 .5

Totals 2604 100.0 2604 100 .0 604  100.1 Zeud  100.1

Y
kReferred vs. Hot Referred

Y-y~¥ 87 1.8 26 10 Z o1 3 o1
¥-Y-H 160 3.8 6 2.5 25 1.0 4 =5
Y-N-¥ a4 1.7 28 11 4 1 5 -2
Y—N-N 360 13.8 261 0.0 %7 5.6 100 3.8
B~-{-Y 24 =Y 5 -6 3 o &% -2
N-¥-N 116 a5 73 2.8 28 T-1 43 16
§-N-Y 87 1.8 3o 1.8 10 alb 17 o7
N-H-R 1866 717 2101 80.7 2387 91.7 2420 92-.9

Totals 2604 (U0 2604 100 .% 2608 100.1 200t 100.0

Sanctioned ys. Not Sanctioned

Y-~y 20 -8 i ot —— —— 1 -0
Y-¥~N 89 1.9 23 Y 12 5 8 3
¥-N~Y 17 o7 g o3 1 <0 1 -0
Y-N-HF 132 5.1 2% 3.5 66 2.5 49 1.9
N-¥Y-¥ 35 1.3 10 ol 1 Ry 3 ot
N-Y-1 132 5.1 63 2.0 <4 -9 23 -9
N-N-Y¥ 63 2ol 28 1% & o2 5 w2
N~N-N 2156 BZ.9 2370 St.0 Z4 98 85.8 2514 6.5
Totals 26048 1006.1 2604 100 .0 2604 99.9 2604 99.9




-

TABLE 13. CAREER TYPE CONTINUITY FOR INNER CITY HALE COHORT HEHBERS
ACROSS JUVENILE, 18 TO 20, AND 21 AND OLDEEB AGE PERIGDS

Contacts vs. No Contacts

o et

CGNTACES NON-TIRAFFIC PART I FELONY

N % N e i % i %
¥-¥-¥ 158 33.3 104 21.9 L] 4.0 i3 2.7
Y-¥-N 82 17.3 g0 6.8 L5 9.5 34 7.2
¥-N-Y 51 8.6 29 6.1 13 2.7 it 2.3
Y-N-HN 70 8.7 101 213 101 21.3 57 120
N-Y¥-Y 21 4.4 5 3.2 5 1.1 Z U
N—-¥-N 20 4.2 24 5.1 17 3.6 b 5.5
N~N-¥ 31 65 Z5 5.3 5 1.1 9 1.9
N-H-N 52 10.9 97 20.8 270 56.8 323 68.0
Totals k75 99 .9 &75 1060.1 575 100.1% 475 100.0

Reiferred vs. Ngt Referred

Y-y~ 43 0.1 42z d.8 11 2.3 9 1.9
¥-Y~-R ¥ 3.1 50 10.5 32 6.7 28 6.1
¥~-N-¥ 27 5.7 16 3.4 5 -1 6 1.3
Y—N-N 95 20.0 83 17.5 77 16.2 56 1t.8
N-Y-Y 5 T & -8 2 =i 1 4
N-Y~N 35 7.4 28 6.1 20 4.2 23 4.8
N-N-Y 19 8.0 7 3.6 9 1.9 9 19
BN 1ah 38.7 234 89 .3 319 67.2 342 12.0
Totals 875 100.1 475 00 .U 475 100 .0 475 100.0
Sanciioned ¥s. Hot Sanctioned
¥-1-Y 29 6.1 16 3.4 1 <2 - ———
Y-¥-N 33 6.9 32 6.7 17 3.6 1 2.9
Y-N-¥ 12 2.5 5 1.1 3 =B 2 -4
¥-H-H 46 9.7 47 9.8 58 12az &7 Ye9
N-I-Y 28 5.9 8 1.7 2 ) - —
N-¥-N 80 8.4 2y 6.1 16 3.4 5 3.2
H~N-Y 26 55 20 4.2 & -8 2 -4
NN~} 261 54 .9 318 66.59 374 787 395 83.2
Totals 875 99.9 575 100 .0 475 99 .9 475 100.0




TABLE T4. CAREER TYPEZ CONTINUITY FOR INNER CLTY FEMALE COHORT
MENBERS ACROSS JUVENILE, 18 TO 20, AND Z1 AND OLDER AGE
BPERLIOLS

—— ——— PR

i, i

Contacts vs. No Contacts

CONTACIS NON-TRAFFIC PART I FELONY

N % i % N % N %
¥-¥—-¥ 33 9.1 48 1.7 1 -3 e —
¥-¥-N 36 9.9 Z6 7.2 & T1 1 =3
Y—-N-Y 14 3.9 0 2.8 1 -3 1 3
¥-N-u 67 18.5 T 20 .4 46 12.7 EiY 2.8
N—-Y-¥ 13 3.6 5 Tt 2 «D 1 -3
N-Y-N 37 10.2 43 6.3 5 Tl 1o 2.8
N-{-Y 284 b .t 14 3.9 5 1.8 L 11
B—-N-N 139 3.3 183 50.4 299 2.8 336 92.6
Totals 363 100.1 363 100.1 363 100.2 363 100.2

Reiferred vs. Not Beferred

¥-¥~Y 5 Tt g 1.1 1 -3 —— ——
I-¥I-H 12 3.3 10 2.8 1 3 —— ———
Y-N-¥ 4 1.1 T o3 —— e —— —
¥-N-N 45 12.4 &3 11.86 28 T2 9 2.5
N—-y-¥ z N 2 -6 1 o3 1 -3
H-Y~N 12 3.3 g 2.5 & 1.7 5 1.4
H-R-¥ 15 8.1 7 1.9 & To1 3 -8
N-§-R 268 73.8 287 79.1 322 88.7 345 95.0
Totals 363 100.0 363 100.1 363 100.1 363 100.0
Sanctioned vs. Not Sanctioned
Y-i-¥ 2 -6 = - - —— —— ——
¥-¥~N 3 ob 3 -8 1 =3 ——— ——
¥-R-¥ — e % «3 ——— —— o ————
¥—N-N 22 6ol (L 3.9 7 1.9 3 -8
N-¥-¥ i 17 1 1.1 1 -3 —— ———
R-¥-N (L 3.9 8 2.2 1 o3 —— ——
N-N-Y 12 3.3 i To1 3 -G 3 -6
N-N-N 306 543 329 0.0 350 96.4 357 98.3
Totals 363 1o0.1 363 100 .0 363 100.0 363 99.9
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TABLE 15. CAREER TYPE CONTINUITY FOR NON-INNER CITY HALE COHORT

HEEBERS ACROSS JUVENILLE, 18 TO 20, AND 271 AND OLDER AGE

PERIODS

Contacts ¥s. No Contacts

CONTACTS RON-TRAFFIC BPART I FELONY

i % ot % 3 % N %
¥-y-¥ <60 18.6 137 9.8 7 -5 o - U
T-¥-N 209 15.0 153 11.0 37 2.4 24 1.7
I-N-¥ 113 8.1 89 6.4 13 Y 4 =3
Y-N-N 237 17.0 310 22.2 201 4.4 105 7.5
N~Y-¥ 54 3.9 30 2.2 4 o3 5 Ny
N-Y-N 107 7.7 85 6% 30 L2ad 40 2:9
N-N-Y 85 6.1 73 5.4 13 9 19 i-4
N-—-H-N 330 23.7 518 37.1% 1090 78.1 1192 85.4
Totals 13%5 1006.1 1395 100 .0 1395 1.0 1395 10.0

Beferrea ¥s. Not Beferred
¥-¥-Y Lo 3oz 23 1.6 Z - B 3 o2
¥-Y-N 85 6.1 55 3.9 22 1.6 13 -9
I-N-Y 39 Z.8 z6 1.9 2 -1 4 o3
¥-H-N 253 18.1 177 T2.7 118 8.5 84 6.0
N-¥-¥ zZh 1.7 i5 1.1 3 ol 4 =3
N-Y-N i 5.0 59 .z 26 1.9 35 2s5
N-N-Y 36 Zab 3% 2.2 g N 13 -9
N-N--N 830 59.5 10us T42.2 1213 87.0 1239 B8. &
Totals 1395 100.0 1395 99 .9 1395 100.0 1395 99.9
Sanctioned vs. Hot Sanctioned

¥-¥-Y¥ 19 Tt 10 o7 1 o1
Y-y~ 43 3.1 2z 1.6 12 oG 8 =6
Y-N=-Y W 1.0 8 -6 1 -1 1 .
Y~N-N 160 7.2 6& 4.9 61 4.5 &1 2.9
N-¥-Y 35 2.5 10 ) 1 -1 3 «l
N=-¥-N To4 7.5 54 3.9 2% T3 21 1.5
N—-N-Y 54 3.9 27 .9 6 4 5 -
N-T-N 1026 73.5 1196 85.7 1293 9Z.7 1315 94.3
Totals 1395 100.1 1395 100 .0 1395 100.1 1395 160.1
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6. CABEER TYPE CONTINUITY FOR NON-IRHER CITY FEHALE COHORY
HEBEBERS ACROSS JUVENILE,
PERICDS

i8 To 20, RND 21

AND OLDER AGE

¥-¥-Y
I-¥-8
Y-R-Y
¥~-N-N
W-¥-¥
B~Y-N
N—-N-Y
H-g-N

Totals

I-Y-Y
¥-¥-N
I-N-¥
i pad
N=-¥-Y
N=-¥—}N
N-[-¥
H=-B-N

Totals

Yy-¥-¥
¥-¥—
¥-N-¥
¥Y—-N-H
N~-¥—-Y
N-¥-N
N-N-Y
N~ =

Totals

CONTACTES

i) %

&0 3.3
48 8.0
177 1L .6
28 2.0
126 0.4
$2 7.6
630 52.1
1209 100.0
3 ol
5 1.2

5 %
107 8.9
3z Zob
1 9
1036 85.7
3209 99.9

NON-ERARFIC

|

22
41
£8
177
1
47
50
a2

1209

14
1082

1208

%

GQ
50 .3

99 .9

Sapctioped ¥s. Hot

o1
.1
aZ
2.6

e cov.

-t
o1
1.9
-7
o1
$7.1

100 .0

Contacts ¥s. Ho Contacts

PART 1
H %
7 b
52 B.3
l‘& @3
3 od
1143 QL .5
1209 99.9
Referre
29 28
2 Dz
? c%
1174 97 .1
1209  160.0
Sanctioned
5 i
3 ol
1201 g%.3
120% 899.9

PELONY
il %
1 -1
1 o
1 o1
24 2.0
'E ﬂ‘ﬁ
10 -8
7 b
1164 %6.3
1209 100 .1
! -1
‘E n-ﬁ
16 1.3
& 5
I =3
1181 97.7

1209 100 .0

8 o
2 w2
1199 99 .2
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He commence by comparing a few percentages from Table 13,
inner city Hales, with a few percentages from other Males from
Table 15. Note Lthat 21.9% of the inner city nmales (socialized in
the inner city neighborhoods) but only Y.8% of the other malies
{socialized outside the inmer city} had at least one Non-Traific
police contact during each of the three age periods. Conparison
of the percentages who vere referred during eacn aye period
reveals that B.8% of the inner city males but only 1.6% of the
other males were referrede.

0f course, there is the natter of offense seriousness:
comparisons based on consiueration of only Part 1 offenses
provide further evidence that what happens in the inner city
differs from wnat happens in other neighborhocds. Note that 4.0%
of those socialized in the inner city had Part I contacts during
each age periocd but oanly .5% of those from other neighborhoods
did so. Although 2.3% of the inner city group had been referred
during each age perzod, only 1% of those from other
neighborhoods had been referred in that pattern. Tnis suggests
that inner city males not only pehave differently, i.e., engage
in more serious delinguency and crime, but are dealt with
differently irom others. Similar findings are made if£ only
feloay—level offenses are consiadered.

This is only one oi many vays ik wvhich the career types may
be used to compare the behavior and/or experiences of male and

female, inner city aund otmer neighborhood cohort members.
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The most extreme comparison is between inner city males and
other neighborhood females where 33.3% of the former and 3.3% of
the latter are found in Career Type ¥-Y¥-Y based on recorded
police contacts. %hus ifar we have shown that although cohort
nembers are witely dispersed throughout the nine career types,
inner city males, noresc Non-White than others, will have a large
proportion of their numbers in the more serious offense types and
will be in the sanctioned category in each period than any other
group characterized according to its race, place oif
socialization, and sex. The mechanism by which delinquent
patterns of behavior are learned, rationalized, and opportunities
provided for are probably present in the groups with which inner
city males, moreso Non—-Hhite than White, have contact or to which
they belong. Ue are referring to the learning experience as a
nechanisr and see delingquency and crice as sccially acguired and
then perpetuated by that mecbanism as well as by the justice
system mechanism. The latter is not intended to play a role in
determining continuities, variable continuities aw that, but the
tables that ve have presented in this appendix add to the
findings that we have described in earlier reports.

All of the foregoing must pe considered as we go apout the
task of developing a sophisticated typology that has properties

not present in earlier offense-oriented typologies.




Ordering Careexr Types py Frequency

o

Combined Cohort

In order to facilitate more careful amalysis (perusal) of
what we have thus far found, Table 17 is now presented, a
counterpart of Table 4. This makes it relativeliy easy to
interpret the changing pattern of couort members as they are
arrayed based on that cosmpination of offense level and justice
systen intervention that has the lowest percent B-N-N to the
highest percent HN-Hi-N.

Sex and Neighborhood

Table 186 is the counterpart for Table Y, Table 1Y foxr Table
10, Table <0 for Tanle 13, and %able 21 for Pable 15. Each of
the 12 segments of these tabies falls in almost identical orvder
from the first to the 1zth row nut lhere are some irregularities
within each table and some systematic differences between tables
that would pe expected based on our earlier research. They are
now quite visible with the data arranged as in Taples 17-21. The
concentration of not onliy continuity {(¥Y-Y¥—-Y¥ and ¥Y-Y-N} but
delinquency without continuity (¥-N-N) is oy Lar the greatest for
inner city males in Table 20. *Yables 18 and 19 also permit one
to see hov male amd fewale careers differ not omnly in the
proportion with delinquent and crimimal careers but in how theirx
concentration differs so markedly. Tables 20 and 21 reveal that
inner city male Jjuveniles and young adults without contimuity are
more likely to be found in career types that have experienced the

authority of the jusilice system than are similar males from other
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TABLE 17. CAREER TYPE CONTINUITY FOR COMBINED COHCGRT URMBERS ACROSS
JUVENILE, 18 T0 20, AND Z1 AND OLDER A«E PERIODS, FROH
LOBESY TO HIGHEST PERCENT NO, HO, KO (NNN)

¥YY ¥IN ¥YNY TN BYY NYHN NEY NN
C vs. RC/Cont. 1.8 1.9 5.9 15-1 3.6 6.6 6.9 36.2
C ¥vs. NC/NT 75 B.0 4.0 17.6 2.0 5.2 L.6 51.0
R vs. NR/Cont. 2.7 §.6 2.0 14.0 9 §.8 2.4 68 .5
R vs. NR/NT 1.9 3.3 1.3 10 .4 o7 3.3 1.8 7.5
S vs. NS/Cont. 1.3 2.3 -8 5.4 1.9 5.3 2.9 80.1
C vs. NC/APL i 2ol 7 10.7 =3 1.8 -8 82.7
S vs. NS/NT 7 Tal 13 4.0 =0 2.9 1.5 88.4
C ¥vs. NC/Fel. 5 1.0 -8 5.1 3 2.5 Te1 88 .4
R vs. NE/RL -4 1.5 2 6.9 -1 1.6 -6 88.7
R vs. NR/Fel. =3 1.1 «3 B.u 2 2.0 -8 90 .8
S vs. NS/PL 0 -8 -1 3.4 ol 1.2 o3 94 .0
S vs. NS5/Fel. e % -1 2.6 wl 1.2 =3 85.2

TABLE 18. CAKEER TYPE CONTINUITY FOE MALE COHORT HEMBERS ACROSS
JUYERILE, 18 T0O 20, ANL 21 AND OLDER AGE PERIODS, FROH
LOWEST TO HIGHEST PERCENT NGO, NO, NO (HNN)

Yyy YYn ¥YRY YED NYY NYN NNY NNE
C vs. HNC/Cont. 20.3 1540 7.9 153 8.5 Tt 6.7 22 .9
C vs. NC/NY 16 1.7 5.7 2070 2.7 6ol 5.7 6.4
R vs. NR/Comt. H.7 7.3 3.3 18.0 1.5 6.6 3.1 55.5
R vs. NR/UT 3.2 5.3 1.9 3.0 To1 4.8 2.7 68.0
S vs. WS/Cont. 2.2 3.9 1.4 7.4 3.3 7.8 4.3 64%.8
C vs. NC/PIL 1oz 3.9 1.2 15.0 5 2.9 1.0 .3
S vs. NS/HT 12 Zo7 -0 5.7 1-0 b.5 2.5 81.9
C vs. NC/Fel. 1.0 2.9 o7 7.8 o B 3.6 1.5 82.1
R vs. NE/PL -6 4.6 N 9.9 iy 2.5 1.0 82.8
R vs. NR/Fel. o6 2.0 <5 6.9 3 3.2 11 85. 4
S ¥vsS. NS/PL -1 ] ol 5.8 o1 1.9 5 90.0
S vs. NS/Fel. =1 1.1 a1 4.3 ol 2.0 U 91.9
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TABLE 19. CAREER TYPE CONTINUITY FOR FEHALE COHOAT HEHBERS ACRUOSS
JUVENILE, 1& TO 20, AND 21 AKD OLDER AGE PERIODS, FROH
LUHEST TO HIGHEST PERCENT NO, NO, NO (NKN}

YYY YYHN YNY ¥HN NYY RYW NNY ENHE
C vs. NC/Cont. .0 b1 3.4 14 8 2.5 100 Vo2 52.1
C vs. HC/HNZ 2.7 3.7 2.1 1.5 Tl B.1 3.4 68.32
R vs. NE/Cont. - 1.8 =3 4.3 el “2a7 1.6 83.9
R vs. NR/NE ot 1.0 «d M ad 1.5 i 88.7
S vs. NS/Cont. nd o5 2 3.1 ol 2.5 T2 922
C vs. HC/PL 3 B -8 5.6 =1 5 s 92.7
R ¥s.«. NR/FL ol ol - 3.3 =1 =5 w3 95.7
C vs. BC/Fel. o1 s B ol 2.0 ol fo2 -b 85.8
S vs. NS/HT e el o 2.0 iy i-1 -3 96.1
R vs. NR/Fel. i o B el 1 =1 a7 1 97.3
S vs. NS/FPL —— o1 e -0 -1 3 ol 98.8
S vs. NS/Fel. o ) . e iy -2 99.1

TABLE 20. CAREER TYPE CONTINUITY FOR INNDE CITY M4ALE COHORT HEHBERS
ACROSS JUVERILE, 18 To 20, AND 21 AND OLDER AGE PBRIODS,
FROHM LOWEST T0 HIGHEST PERCENT NO, NO, NO (NEN}

o ot s e,

¥YY ¥Yh ¥NY ¥YuN n¥YY NEN NN¥ NEN
C vs. NC/Cont. 33.3 17.3 8.6 W7 &g .0 8,2 6.5 10.9
C vs. NC/HT £21.9 16.8 6.1 21.3 3.2 5.1 5.3 20.8
R vs. NR/Cont. 0.1 13.1 5.7 200 1.1 7.4 4.0 38.7
R vs. NR/RT 8.8 0.5 3.4 175 -8 6.1 3.6 $#9.3
5 vs. NS/Cont. 6.1 6.9 2.5 9.7 5.9 8.4 5.5 54 .9
C vs. NC/PL 4.0 8.5 ZaF 2%.3 11 3.6 1.1 56 .8
S ¥sS. HS/NT 3.5 67 1.1 9.9 17 6.1 4.2 66 .9
R vs. NR/PL 2.3 6.7 1.1 16.2 =4 § oz 1.9 672
C ¥vs. NC/Fel. 2.7 Tal 2.3 12.0 -l 5.5 1.9 68 .0
R vs. HR/Fel. 19 6.1 13 11.8 o2 4.8 1.9 72 .0
S ¥vs. NS/PIL ol 3.6 =6 2.2 iy I.4 -8 78 .7
S vs. NS/Fel. ——— za9 -4 9.9 e 3.4 -1 83.2




TABLE 21, CAREER TYPE CONTINGITY FOR BON-INNER CITY HALE CQOHOAT
MEMBERS ACROSS JUVENILE, 18 To 20, AND 21 AND OLLER AGE
PERIODS PRUM LOWESY T0 HIGHEST PERCENT HO, NG, NO (NNN)

¥YY Y¥N ¥RY YN NYY HYm BEY NMNN
C vs. NC/Cont. 18.b6 5.0 BT 17.0 3.9 7.7 6ol 23.7
C vs. BC/ANT 9.8 11.0 6ol 22.2 2.2 6.1 5.2 3%.1
R vs. N§RACont. 3.2 6.1 2.8 18.1 Ta? 6.0 2.6 59.5
R vs. NRANT 16 3.9 1.9 12.7 11 8.2 Z2ac 72.3
S vs. NS/Cont. 1T.4 3.1 1.0 Ta2 2.5 T.5 3.9 3.5
C ¥vs. NC/PXL b Zad «9 14 .58 - 2.2 . T8.1
C v8s. NC/Fel. o8 Pa? o3 7.5 ) 2.9 1.4 85.4
S ¥s. NS/NT o7 1.6 =6 4.9 o7 3.9 1.9 85.7
R vs. NR/PL o1 1.6 =1 8.5 a2 1.9 =6 87.0
R vs. NR/Pel. al =9 -3 6.0 -3 25 9 88 .8
S VS NS/PX —— =Y o1 4.4 o 1.5 3 92.7
S vs. NS/Fel. -1 ol -1 2.9 A 1.5 iy} oL .3

neighborhoods. As we have sald, these tables do not suggest that
a Gifferent typology should be constructed for those who were
socialized in the inner city vs. other neighborhoods but place of
socialization will be considered as an important factor in the
developrnent of certain types of careers.

Carecer Type Continuity Difference Based on Oifense Level and
Justice Sysets Involvenment by Cohort

The next set of tables, Tables 22-24, are companions to
Tabie 2 but are for each cohort separately. The increasing
concentration of conort members in the more serious offense
categories ana more serious Jjustice system involvemnent categories
is somewvhat reduced by the decreasing years oi exposure as adults
as one moves from the 1942 to the 19535 Cohort. This makes it
clear that if we develop a typology that ve wish wo claim has
predictive efficiency, then we must test this by predicting from

the juvenile period to the sane nusber of years beyond it.
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TABLE 2Z. CAREER TYPE CUONTINUITY FOR 1942 COHORT HEHBERS ACROSS
JUVENILE, 18 T0 %0, AND 27 AND OLDER AGE PERIODS

s . oo

Contacts ¥s. Ho Contacts

f % K % u % N %
¥-¥-¥ 118 18.6 54 8.5 4 -6 2 «3
T-¥-N 19 3.0 Py 3.5 8 T3 3 5
I-§-¥ 68 10.7 44 6.6 5 -8 3 =5
¥~-N—-N &9 7.7 12 Tt.4 46 T.3 24 3.8
N-¥-~3% 38 6.0 23 3.6 L N 3 «5
N-¥-u 2% 4.3 22 3.5 5 o 5 -8
N-N-Y 115 18.2 78 2.3 13 2.1 11 1.7
B-N~HN 194 s3T8 320 50.6 548 86 .6 582 91.9
Totals 633 99.9 633 .0 633 100.1 633 1WO0.0
Beterred vs. Not Referred
Y-Y-¥ 17 2.7 16 Z5 2 -3 2 -3
¥-Y-N 15 2.4 5 -8 3 5 1 o2
¥-N-Y Z8 3.8 T 2.2 1 od 1 -l
N~-Y-Y 5 -8 5 -8 2 =3 3 03
N~Y—-N 16 2.5 16 2.5 5 & 5 =8
N-N-¥ 22 3.5 21 3.3 11 1.7 ki -1
RESIE| 454 7%.7 504 79.6 56z Yil.y 591 93.8
Totals 633 100.0 633 99.9 633 100.0 633 100.1
Sanctioned vs. Hot Sanctioned
¥-Y-¥Y LE 2.1 3 o5 - ——— — e
¥-Y-N 2 -3 3 -5 - - —— ——
Y-N-¥ o -9 2 -3 1 ol 1 -2
Y-N-N} 10 1.6 i3 2.1 13 2.1 12 19
N~¥-N to Zab 13 2.1 6 o9 4 =6
B-N~-Y¥ 30 4.7 19 3.0 5 ali 2 =3
N-N-N 535 B4 .5 574 %0 .7 6u7 95.9 613 96.8

Totals 633 99.9 633 1001 633 100.1 633 W00.0
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TABLE 23. CAREBR TYPE CONTLINUITY FOE 1949 COHORYT HEMBERS ACROSS
JUVENILE, 18 TO 20, AND 271 AND OLDER AGE PERIODS

e e st

Contacis ¥s. Bo Contacis

CONTALTE RON~TRAFFIC BPART I FELORY
N % ] P It % N #
Y-y~ 236 18.2 13z 10.2 8 -6 & <3
¥-¥-~N 112 B.b 91 7.0 21 1.6 11 -8
Y-N~-¥ 110 8.5 31 bag 16 T2 9 «7
¥-N-N 166 12.48 213 6 .4 141 10.9 55 ho.2
N-¥~Y 56 4.3 30 2.3 5 ol —— St
N~¥-N 114 8.8 69 5.3 17 1.3 20 1.5
N~N-Y 103 7.9 oh 5.2 11 -3 21 1.6
H-N-N 500 30.8 b3 47.3 1078 83.1 1377 Q0.7
Totals 1297 99.9 1297 99.9 1297 292.9 1297 99.6
Referred us. Not Referred
Y—-¥-¥ 31 Za8 22 t.7 5 =4 A o2
Y-¥-N 45 3.5 38 2.9 10 -8 2 Y
¥Y-u-Y 36 2.8 28 1.9 b =5 & «5
Y-N-N 120 4.6 105 8.1 61 4.7 43 3.3
ﬁ‘Y"Y 16 u8 & 06 ‘E c‘iﬁ — em—————
N-~-Y-N 38 2.4 44 3.4 18 1.4 19 1.5
N~N-Y 33 2.5 34 2.6 g ol 4 T 1
H~N-N 914 70.5 t022 78 .8 1187 91.5 1204 92.8
Totals 1297 100.0 1297 100 .0 1297 100.1 1297 100. 1

Sanctioned ¥s. Mot Sanctioned

Y-Y-¥ 15 1:2 & ob ——— —— —— —
¥-Y-~HN i3 10 g o7 4 -3 £ YA
Y-N—-Y | ¥4 oY 8 -0 3 “l 1 «1
¥-i-N 33 2a5 31 s 26 2.0 Z5 1.9
§=-Y-1 30 2.3 o o 1 -1 ——— ——
N~¥-N 58 4.5 43 3.3 iz «9 6 a5
N-N~-% 44 3.4 27 Z2.1 ) «& 3 Y4
N-N-N 1692 .2 1165 &9 .1 1246 96. % 1260 97.1
Totals 12%f B00.¢ 1297 100.0 1297 100.0 1297 100.0
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TABLE 24. CAKEEE TYPE CONTINUITY FQR 1955 COHOET MEHBERS ACROSS

JUVENILE, %8 TO 20, AND 21 AND OLDER AGE PER1ODS

Contacts ¥s. No Contacis

CORTACTES NON-TRAFFIC PART 1 FELORY

N i b % N % R %
¥-¥-Y 170 .9 121 5.6 i6 -7 To ot
Y-Y-N 314 14.6 214 0.0 69 3.2 52 2.4
Y-H-Y bl Zo8 i3 1.9 7 -3 b a3
Y-N-H 401 18.7 4313 20.1 2459 it:6 131 6.1
N-3I-Y 52 2.4 28 1.3 3 o1 8 U
N~¥7—H 208 G.7 123 5.7 5% Zott 7 3.6
K—-N~Y o4 3.0 43 2.0 7 03 12 -6
N-N-H1 879 40 .9 1148 53.4% 1747 6513 1847 85.9
Totals 2149 100.0 2749 100.0 2149 95 .8 2149 100.0

Referred vys. Hot Referred
¥-¥-¥ b3 Za9 39 1.8 & o b 9 U
¥-¥-~N 129 6.0 93 4.3 4% 2.2 36 1.7
¥-N-¥ 23 Tt 8 o8 L - 4 o2
Y~N~N 300 4.0 269 12.5 19z B3 117 5.4
§-¥-Y 22 1.0 1 o7 3 o1 & «3
N-Y~N 2 6.6 L 3.4 82 2.0 54 2.7
N-N-Y 43 2.0 18 o 6 «3 Tt 5
N~-N-§ Th27F 664 1634 76 .0 1849 86.0 1907 88.7
Totals 2149 1W0.C 248 29 .9 2189 100.0 2149 99.9
Sapctioned ¥s. Mot Saanctiomed

¥-¥-¥ 24 1.1 16 7 [ . 1 -1
h &) it 84¢ 3.7 51 2ok 28 T3 22 -0
¥-N~Y 16 -7 5 od 1 a1
¥-N-HN 178 8.3 118 5.5 301 4.7 69 3oz
N=-¥~-¥ £5 (194 13 N 2 =¥ 3 -1
H-Y-i 144 6.7 64 3.0 30 Tl 37 17
N-R~-Y 43 2.0 T4 o7 & od 6 -3
N-N-§ 1639 76.3 868 ab Y %a3 92.3 2070 83.5
Totals 2149 100.0 2149 100 .0 2149 100.1 2789 100.0
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Tables 25-27 contain the same data as do Tables 22-24 but are
arranged so that cohort comparison is facilitated. Conparison of
the career patterm Y-¥-N is an easy way to see how the wmost
severe type of justice systen intervention continuity has
increased from cohort to cohort. Likewise, -justice systea
intervention increases from cohort to cohort for juveniles as
shown by the ¥~N-B columns of these tables.

A Summary of Inner City ¥s. Qther Neighborheood bifferences
in Justice System Involvepent

In an attenpt to simplify the manner in which inner city
nales are dealt with by the police and courts in comparisor with
rales from other meighporhoods, a series of ratios is presented
in Table 26. Hote that the inner city males gquite obviously had
disproportional referrals and sanctions to cohort cembers from
other neighborhoods, particularly those who had career
continuity.

Career Type Distrabution of Police Contacts py Qffense Level
and Justice Systen Involvement

In %Table 29 we depart from esing cohort meambers as the umit
of analysis tu the use of police contacts. The guestion is
whether or not the contactis fall in career categories
disproportionately to tie appearance of cohort members in these
categories. Thus, Table 29 nust be conpared with Table 2. This
is what we f£imd, perhaps even more than expected for persons
unfasiliar with the data of other cohort studies. Uhile 12.8% of

the combined conorts vere ifound in tne ¥~Y-Y career category

B imipoongaiins e v o




TABLE

25. CAREER TYPE CONTINULTY FOR 1942 COHORT MEHBERS ACROSS

32~

JUVEBILE, 18 70 40, AND 21 AND OLDER AGE PERIODS, FRON
LOWEST 0 BIGHEST PERCERT NG, NO, NO (NRHN}
¥YY Yy YHY ¥NN NYY NYHN NNY KNy

C vs. NC/Cont. 18.6 3.0 10.7 77 6.0 4.3 8.2 314
C vs. NC/NT 6o 3.5 60 1Tl 3.6 3.5 12.3 50.6
R vs. NR/Cont. 4.7 Lall 3.8 12.6 -8 2.5 3.5 71.7
R vs. NR/NT 2.5 iy Lal Bod -8 2.5 3.3 79.6
S vs. H5/Cont. 4.1 -3 =9 1.6 3.3 2.5 4.7 64 .5
C vs. NC/PL B 1.3 -8 7.3 N -8 Zo1 86 .6
5 vs. NS/RT =5 o2 a3 2.7 -9 21 3.0 90 .7
C vs. NC/Fel. =3 . 5 3.8 =5 o 1.7 91.9
R ¥s. NR/PL 3 =5 o2 4.3 3 ] 1.7 91.9
R vs. RR/Fel. a3 ol N 3.2 o5 -8 1.1 93.8
5 vs. HS/PI —— e sl 2.1 ol -9 -8 95 .49
5 vs. HS/Fel. o ——— o 1.9 ol -5 -3 96.8
TABLE £26. CAREER TYPL CONTANUITY FOE 1949 COHORT MEHMEBEES ACHOSS

JUVYERILE, 18 T0O 20, AND 271 AND OLDER AGE PERIODS, FROHM

LOWEST TO HIGHEST PERCENT NG, HQ, RO (HNN)

ey ¥TYN iy ¥NE NYY NIN NRY NER

C vs. NC/Cont. 18B.2 8.6 8.5 12.6 4.3 5.8 7:9 30.8
C vs. NC/HT 10.2 7.0 Gl 16 4 2.3 5.3 5.2 47.3
B vs. NRACont. 2.4 35 28 2.6 -8 2.9 2.5 F0 .5
R vs. HR/NYT 17 2.9 1=9 8.1 -6 3.h 2.0 78 .8
C vs. NC/FL =0 1.6 1.2 10.9 ol 1.3 -8 83.1
S vs. NS/Cont. 1.2 1.0 Y 2.5 2.3 b.5 3.1 B4.2
S vs. NS/NE =6 o7 -6 2l oS 3.3 2.1 89.8
C vs. NC/Fel. =3 -8 iy 4.7 ———— 1.5 1.6 90.7
R vs. HR/¥EL 8] o G 5 8.7 -1 1.4 7 21.5
R vs. NR/Pel. -l -7 o5 3.3 e Ta5 11 $2.8
S vs. NS/PI s -3 ol 2.0 o1 -9 o lh 96 .1
S vs. NS/Fel. e ol -1 1.9 —— 5 el 97 .1

B
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TABLE 27. CRREFR TYPE CONTIRUITY FOR 1955 COHORT MEHEBEHRS ACROSS
JUVENILE, T8 TO 20, AND 271 AND OLDER AGE PERIODS, FEOH
LOREST T0 dJIGHEST PERCENT NG, NO, NO (HEN)

e - o -

¥YY ¥yo ¥Yay TRN NYY HYH NRY
C vs. BC/Conte 7.9 et 2.8 8.7 2.8 9.7 3.0 40.9
C vs. NC/NT 5.6 10 19 20.1 1.3 5.7 2.0 53.4
R vs. NBR/ACont. 29 6.0 11 5.0 1.0 6.6 2.0 66 .4
R vs. NR/NT 1.8 4.3 -8 2.5 -7 3.4 .8 76.0
S vs. NS/Cont. tol 3.7 a? 8.3 T2 6.7 2.0 76.3
C vs. NC/PI o1 3.2 .3 11.6 o1 2.4 -3
C vs. NC/Fel. 7 2.4 =3 6.t -8 3.6 ab 85.9
R vs. NR/APL =4 Zod =1 =9 ot 2.0 =3 86 .0
S vs. NS/NT 7 zall ol 5.5 -6 3.0 o7 86.9
R vs. NR/Fel. b 1.7 a2 5.4 -3 2.7 5 88.7
5 va. NS/PI et 1.3 —— .7 o1 1.4 ol
S vs. NS/Fel. -t 1.0 -1 3.2 o1 1.7 .3 $3.5

TABLE 28. BRATIC OF P&£RCENT OF INBER CIiTY TO NON-LENER CITY HMALES
W00 BAD CONTACTS, HEFERRALS, AND SANCTIONS AT FOUR
LEVELS OF SERIOUSNESS; COHBINED COHORTS DIVIDED INTO
FOUR CAQEBER ©IYPES BASED ON JUVEKILE AND YOUNG ADUL%T
BEHAVIOR AND JUSTICE SYSTEM REACTIONS

- o e e

¥y ¥u HY HN

Contacts:

Contacts vs. Wo Contacts 151 =93 -Th «58

Referrals vs. No Referrals 2.49 .45 1.70 69

Sanctions vs. Mo Sanciions Z2.36 1.89 .79 iy 57
Non-Traffice

Contacts vs. Mo Contacts 1.806 =96 Q0 =61

Referrals vs. No Referrals 3.5% 1.43 T1.30 11

Sanctions vs. Ho Sanctions &4.39 200 1.76 81
Part 1:

Contacts vs. No Contacts 4 .22 1.57 1.88 =13

Referrals vs. Ho Referrals 5,29 2.01% 2,19 =79

Sanctions v¥s. N0 Sapctions L. ze 2.84 2.38 -B5
Felonies:

Contacts vs. No Contacts 8.71 1.83 T7% =51

Referrals vs. o Beferrals 1.27 2.08 1.79 52

Sanctions vs. Ho Sanctions & .14 3.43 186 88
% ¥¥ = At least one contact at stated level 0f geriousivss
during both age periods and cme justice systen ivaction ot oftatoed

level of severlity; IN = At leasl obe Cunliadt al Clated ou.1 s
seriousness at £irst ay® pol.od Sut not 1 I
etc.

M,

SRR S A

81.3

2.3
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TABLE 29. DISTRIBUTION QF POLICE CONTACTS, REFEHRALS, AND ;

SAECRIONS ACCORDING TO THE CAREER TYPE OF THEIR }

PERPETRATGR i

Contacts vs. No Contacts !

CONTRCYS NOR-TRAFFIC BART I FELONY ;

i 3 N % R 4 N % |
¥-Y~-¥ 7949 Beat 6117 4G .1 930 6.1% 84 5.3
Y- 2976 19.5 3031 9.9 2500 6.4 1993 3.1
T-N-¥ 1258 B.3 1275 8.4 803 5.3 515 3.4
¥-N-1 ILYE 97 2370 15.5 3999 28 .2 2660 17.4
N=-Y-¥ 641 4.2 547 3.6 241 1.6 229 1.5
N-Y-u 488 3.2 468 J.1 &54 4.3 896 5.9
N~N-Y 460 3.0 565 3.7 326 2.1 125 4.8
B-R-N ——— —— 8§72 5.7 57%2 38.0 7h13 48.6
Totals 15245 100.0 15245 100.0 15245 100.¢ 245 100.0

Referred vs. Hot Referred
¥-¥-Y 3216 211 =537 16 6 545 3.6 Ly 2.9
Y-¥-N 2828 8.6 Zb52 17 .4 1881 4.3 1585 10.4
Y-N~-¥ 1231 8:1 906 5.9 2718 1.8 833 4:7
Y-H-N 3222 21.1 3072 20.2 3601 23.0 2808 Td. 4
N-¥-Y 453 2.4 43¢ 2.9 137 -9 a9 12
H-Y-N 804 5.3 723 §.7 657 4.3 905 5.9
N—-N~-Y 485 3.2 536 3.5 k33 2.8 557 3.7
N-N-N 3011 19.8 4383 28 .8 7713 50.% 8346 54.7
Totals 15z45 Wo.1 15245 1o 0 15245 99 .9 15 245 998.9
Sanctioned ¥s. hot Sanctioned

¥-y-¥ 16869 2.3 1151 1.6 pa «l S -1
¥-Y-N L LLX 12.1 1733 11.4 17y F.7 938 6.2
Y-N-Y 632 4.3 B29 4.8 179 1.2 112 7
Y-N-N 1920 12.6 2225 4.6 2880 8.9 2491 6.3
K-Y-¥ 1410 9.2 631 .o 138 9 103 -7
K~¥-N 1396 Yal 188 7.5 622 4.1 ¥28 5.8
N-R-¥Y 951 6.z 795 5.2 372 2.4 267 1.8
N—N-N 5234 34.3 7152 46 .9 9851 684 .0 10 588 69.5
Totals 15245 100.0 15285 100 .0 15245 1060.9 Hzdd 100. 1%

o
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based on police contacts, 5Z2.1% of the police contacts were here,
more than four times the proportion of cohort members. If we
move across the table to Non~Traffic contacts, we £ind that 7.5%
of the cohort members with Non-Traffic contacis account for 40.7T%
of all contacts. Segment by segment of the table, one may see
that those persons who are in a serious canfinaity career type
are responsible for a disproportionate share of all police
contacits.

By Cohozrt and Race/Ethnicity

Table 30 is a counterpart to Table #. Table 4 is based on
cohort menbers while Table 30 is based on the police contacts,
referrals, and sanctions acqguired by these cohort members. The
first thing that one notes is that career (Y-Y-¥) Blacks had
accamulated a disproportiocnal share of police contacts,
referrals, and sanctions for each c¢ohort when compared to their
members in each cohort. Furthermore, the number of contacts for
Blacks with Y-¥-Y careers was disproportional to the
disproportional number of Blacks with ¥-Y-¥Y careers, as was the
number of referrals and sanctions disproportiocnate to the number
of Black conort members with referrals and sanctions for the 1942
and 1955 Cohorts. While the percentages in Taple 30 indicate
that Blacks in various career types account for a
disproportionate mumber of police contacts, referrals, and
sanctions, we must again remnind the reacer that tls is nou
evidence that race i8 & CauSel Varliable. He HuVe 20T disCusscd

the ChicanLo CORLTILBLION Bl fussc 2L D0 f oo 30 % ar ©iwi s

%
P

very shell.




TABLE 30. DISTRIBURION OF POLICE COHTACTS, REFERRALS, ARND
SANCTIONS BY CAREER TYFPE, COHORT, AND RACE

White Black Chicano Total
i S N % N ] N 5
¥-¥—-¥ C 4z 1828 gs5.4 284 1.6 e e o e 672 WG
49 2520 T2.2 127 20.8 243 7.0 Haeg 100.0
5% 1548 85.5 1063 38.1 176 6.3 2187 9.9
B OO42 387 F3.2 th2 26.8 — o s 529 100.0
49 BOU Tial 304 270 21 1.9 1125 100.0
55 777 3 § 795 k5.1 80 5.1 1562 a94g9.9
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By Cohori
Tables 31, 324, and 33 are comparable to Tables 22, 23, and

24 in the same fashion but reveal that the disproportional
concentration of contacts in the hands of a few continuous career
people increases from cohort to cohort. It is particularly
interesting to note that persons with a continuous career
typology based on conptinuous sanctions account for increasingly
high proportions ox all contacts firom cchort to cohort. The
further that we proceed with the strategy laid out for this
appendix, the more it is that judicial intervention separates out
a type of offender who accoeounts for much of tihe crime. It is
also apparent that societal concerns have focused increasing
attention on serious juvenile offenders so that any typoclogy
constructea from cohort data would be forced to taeke this into
consideration.

Ordering Contacts by Lareer ZTypes in Hhich They Appeared

Taples 34-37 aie the ordered counterparts of Tables 29 and
31-33, again making it sosmewhat simpler to see the cohori change
that we have mentioned. There is not a textbook that f£sils to
dwell on the disproportional contripution of juveniles to the
total number of offenses conmitted in the United States. lote
bow this appears whaitever the bausis IOT CORLABULLY CdTwel LyDobe
This is, of course, a cobRtinuatioh ©f whal de 84w 4 A LlYy as

Pables £, £2, 23, and oi.
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TABLE 31. DISTRIBULION OF POLICE CONTACTS, REFERRALS, AND SANCTIONS
ACCORDING TU THE CABEEER TYPE OF 1542 COHURT PERPETEATOR

Contacts vs. Ho Contacis

CORTACTS NON-TRAFFIC PART I FELONY
H f N % N % N %
Y-¥-Y 1672  61.8 1093 50 .4 179 6.6 93 3.4
Y-Y-N 67 £:5 207 7.7 173 6.l 9SG 3.7
Y-N~-¥ 357 13.2 353 3.1 125 4.6 50 1.8
TN~y 108 .0 254 G4 493 18.2 347 2.8
H-1-1 236 8.7 222 8.2 97 3.6 107 4.0
N~Y-X b2 () 53 2.0 25 -3 69 2.6
N-N-Y 222 8.2 310 1.5 193 7ol 274 7.9
N-N-qu ———— —— 212 7.8 19 52.5 1425 63.6
Totals 2704 100.0 2794 108 .1 2704 99.9 2704 W0.0
Beferred vs. Not Referred
¥~¥-Y 529 19.6 497 18.4 103 3.8 93 3.4
¥-¥-N £03 7.5 a4 3.1 59 Lo 2 38 1.4
I-N-¥Y 369 13.6 276 8.0 & -3 20 o7
Y=-N~-N 5% 17.0 384 .2 357 13.2 285 0.5
H-¥~¥ 138 5.1 11:3-] 6.2 84 3.1 107 4,0
N-¥Y-H 75 2.8 5o 3.0 70 2.0 98 3.6
H-N-¥ 163 6.0 197 7.3 224 8.3 177 6.5
g-H-N 768 28 .4 1073 39.9 1799 66.5 1886 69.7
Totals 2704 100.0 <704 100.1 2708 100.0 2704 9%.8
Sanctioped ¥s. Not Sanctioned
Y-¥-¥ b7 15.4 164 6.3 —— — —— -
Y-¥-H 21 1.0 80 3.0 ——— —
Y-N~-¥ 81 3.0 30 To1% .65 o8 65 2.4
Y-{-N g7 3.6 245 8.3 268 9.4 230 8.5
N-Y-¥ k36 6.1 184 6.8 57 2.1 57 2o 1
N~¥-N 117 4.3 148 5.5 101 3.7 86 3.2
N-N-¥ 297 11.0 264 9.8 1LY 5.3 28 3.6
H-N-N 1232 45.6 1604 59.3 2071 76 .0 <168 oll.z
Totals Z704 100.0 2704 100.1 2708 100.9 276%  160.0

e i o b
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TABLE 32. DISTRIBUTION OF POLICE CONTACTS, REFLRRALS, AND SANKCTIONS
ACCORDANG TO THE CAREER TYPE OF 1949 COMORT PRERPETRATOR

Contacts ¥s. Ko Contacts

i

CONTACLS NON-TRAFFIC PERT 1 FELONY

N % N % i % N %
Y-¥-¥ 3490 63.7 2054 43 .4 273 5.0 165 3.0
¥-Y-N 542 9.9 687 12.5 452 €.2 335 b1
Y-N-Y 601 1.0 6it3 1.7 565 10 .3 319 5.8
¥Y—-N—N 289 5.3 622 1t.3 1394 25.4 876 16.0
N-¥Y-Y 235 4.3 200 3.0 117 2.1 ——— ———
N-¥-N 164 3.0 179 3.3 283 .4 324 5.9
N—=N-Y 160 Z.9 125 3.2 108 2.4 i 7.6
N=-P-N —— —— 321 5.9 2349 42.5 3048 55.6

Totals 5431 100.1 5481 99.9 5481 28 .9 5481 100.0

Referred v¥s. Hoi Zeierred

)Gt S 'S 1125 205 880 6.1 160 Ze9 53 1.0
¥-¥-N 05 2.4 734 3.4 273 5.0 334 6.1
¥-N-¥ 610 111 547 10.0 259 4.7 288 5.3
Y-N—-N 1176 21.5 97 4.5 w067 18.4 788 rL e
N~Y-Y¥ 168 3.1 153 2.8 31 b —— —
N~¥-N 214 3.9 295 5.4 236 4.3 333 6.1
H=-N~-¥ 195 3.6 255 §.7 167 3.0 257 g.7
N-N—-N 1288 23.5 18240 33.2 3346 51.0 3428 64.5

Totals 5481 1006.1 5481 1001 541 39 .9 5481 1001

Sanctioned vs. Not Sanctioned

I-¥-¥ 658 12.0 393 1.2 ——— —— — ————
Y-¥-0 237 4.3 255 4.7 iuz 2.6 a9 1.6
Y-N-Y¥ 338 6.2 298 5.4 i 2.3 30 S
¥—-N-H 3ie 5.8 4o 7.6 674 4.3 783 .3
N-¥—-Y 694 12.7 2317 §.2 3t B ———— —
B~-Y-N S45 S8 500 9.1 161 2.9 110 Z2a9
N-N-Y 593 9.0 Gl 8.1 182 3.3 v7 1.8
N-N-HN 2200 80,1 2564 53.7 8177 76 .2 437 Téabs
Totals 3481 1100.0 5431 0.0 531 T30 .y SHeT  Twu.u

b o e A At . R o gt ot it £ oty e o 1t
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TABLE 33. DISTRIBURION OF POLICE CONTPACTS, REPLREALS, AND SANCTIONS

ACCORDING TO THE CAREFER TYRE OF 1955 COHORT PLRPETRATOR

e o e oz

¥-¥-¥
Y-¥Y-N
¥-H-Y
Y—-N~-N
N=-¥~¥
N-Y-N
N~-N-Y
N-N-¥

Totals

Y-y-¥
I-¥-N
Y-N-Y¥
¥-N~H
N~-¥-Y
N-¥-U
N-1-¥
N-N-N

Totals

¥-¥-¥
Y-¥-H
Y-
¥-N-N
N=-Y-¥
B-¥~-N
N—-F-¥Y
N-N~-§

Totals

Contacts ¥s. o Contacts

CONTACT NON-TRAFFIC PART 1 FELONY

I¥ i ¥ i B b N 3
2787 3%.5 2370 33.6 478 6.8 556 7.9
2367 33.5 2137 30.3 1875 26 .6 1559 221
300 4.2 275 4.0 113 1.6 46 Ze 1
1670 5.z ey 21.2 21312 29.9 1437 20.4
170 zl 125 1.8 27 -l 122 1.7
282 5.0 236 3.3 386 5.5 503 T
78 .1 80 1.1 25 o 8 97 14
—— —— 339 4.8 0448 2490 2640 374
7064 99 .49 7060 we .1 7060 B00.2 7060 100.1

Beierred ¥s. Noir Referred

Lroesd

1562 24.1 1160 16 4 282 4.0 £96 $ad
1920 272 1834 26,0 1549 21.9 213 7.2
252 3.6 43 2.0 11 ad 105 1.5
1587 22.5 1891 £6 .8 2237 3%.7 1735 8.6
G2 2.0 115 1.6 22 =3 8z 1.2
515 7.3 348 4.9 344 4.9 474 6a7
127 1.8 au T2 42 N 123 1.7
Y55 13.5 4 ah 21.0 2568 30.4 3032 a9

7060 100.0 7060 99.9 7060 100.0 7060 100.0

Sanctioned ¥s. Hot Sanctioned

94 1.2 589 8.3 P =3 3 o3
1579 2zalt 1398 19.8 1037 1.7 649 1z.u
233 3.0 101 T4 - —— ¥ -2
1507 21.3 1584 £2 4 T938 275 1478 209
280 LN 196 2.8 50 a7 Lo o7
7348 0.4 501 7.1 360 5.1 532 7.5
151 2.1 7 1ad 43 o7 Te 10
1802 25.5 zZoud 36.Y9 363 S51eu 4 Ul 9.3

7060 99.9 7060 99 .9 Tdou 10 Tuby Pl




TABLE 34. CAREER TYPE CONTINUITY FOR COMBINED COHORT CONTACTS ACROSS
JUVENILE, 18 T0 20, AED 21 AND OLDER AGE PERIODS, FROHN
LOKEST 20 HIGHEST PERCENT NG, NO, BO (NEN}

YYY YYR YHY YRE NYY RYN NHY NEN
C ¥vs. NC/Cont. 52.1 19.5 8.3 9.7 4.2 3.2 3.0 e
C vs. NC/NT 40.1% 9.9 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/NT 16.6 7.4 5.9 20.2 2.9 4.7 3.5 28.8
S vs. NS/Cont. 12.3 1z.1 4.1 12.6 9.2 9.2 6.2 34.3
C vs. NC/PI 6.1 16.4 5.3 26.2 1.6 4.3 2.1 38.0
S vs. NS/NT T.6 1.4 2.8 4.6 4.0 7.5 5.2 46.9
C vs. NC/Fel. 5.3 13.1 3.4 17.4 1.5 5.8 4.8 48.6
R vs. NR/PI 3.6 i2.3 1.8 23.6 -9 4.3 2.8 50.6
R vs. NR/Fel. 2.9 .4 a7 8.4 1.2 5.9 3.7 54.7
S vs. NS/PL 2 7.7 1.2 18.9 -9 4.1 2.4 64 .6
S vs. NS/Fel. -1 6.2 </ 16.3 -7 k.8 1.8 69.5

TABLE 35. CAEREER TYPE CONTINUITY FOR 1942 COHORT CONTACTS ACROSS
JUVEKILE, 18 TO 20, AND 21T AEND OLDER AGE PERIODS, FROH
LOWEST TO HIGEEST PERCENBT NO, NO, KO (NNN}

YYY YIN INY INN NYY NYN NEY NEN
C vs. NC/Cont. 61,8 Z2a5 13.2 4.0 8.7 1.6 B2 ——
C vs. HC/NT 40 .4 7.7 13.1 9.4 8.2 2.0 1.5 7.8
R vs. NR/Cont. 19.6 7.5 13.6 17.0 5.1 2.8 6.0 28.4
R vs. HNR/RT 8.4 3.1 8.0 19,2 6.2 3.0 7.3 39.9
S vs. N5/Cont. 15.4 1.0 3.0 3.6 16.1 4.3 11.0 45.6
C vs. NC/PI 6.6 b4 4.6 8.2 3.6 9 7.1 52.5
S vs. NS/NT 6.3 3.0 1.1 8.3 6.6 5.5 9.8 59.3
C vs. NC/Fel. 3.4 3.7 1.8 12.8 4.0 2.6 7.9 63.8
R vs. NR/PL 3.8 2.2 -3 13.2 3.1 2.6 8.3 66.5
R vs. NBR/Fel. 3.4 1.4 7 10.5 §.0 3.6 6.5 69.7
S vs. NS/BI — ——— 2.4 9.9 2.1 3.7 5.3 76 .6
S vs. NS/Fel. e —— 2.8 8.5 2.1 3.2 3.6 80.2




TABLE 36. CAREER TYPE CONTINUITY FOR 1945 COHORT CONTACTS ACROSS
JUVENILE, 18 TO 20, AND 21 AND OLDER AGE PERIODS, FROHN
LO¥WEST TO HIGHESY PERCENT NO, RO, NO (BEN)

¥YY YIN ¥NY YNR HYY NIN NNY NNK
C vs. NC/Cont. 63.7 9.9 11.0 5.3 8.3 3.0 2.9 —a—
C vs. NC/NT 48.4 12.5 1.7 1t.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 .5 2.8 5.4 h.7 33.2
S vs. NS/Cont. 12.0 4.3 6.2 5.8 12.7 9.9 5.0 4.1
C vs. BC/PI 5.0 8.2 10.3 25 .k 2.1 4.4 2.0 42 .5
S vs. NS/NT T2 4.7 5.4 7.6 4.2 9.1 8.1 53.7
C vs. NC/Fel. 3.0 6.1 5.8 16.0 w——— 5.9 7.6 55.6
R vs. NE/PI 2.9 5.0 4.7 18.4 -6 §.3 3.0 61.0
R vs. NR/Fel. 1.0 6.1 5.3 .k —— 6.1 4.7 62.5
S vs. NS/PI —— Z+6 2.1 i2.3 -6 2.9 3.3 76 .2
S vs. NS/FPel. - 1.6 «5 .3 — 2.0 1.8 79.8

TABLE 37. CAREBER TYPE CONTINUITY FOR 1955 COHORT CONTACTS ACROSS
JUVENILE, 18 TO 20, AND 21 END OLDER AGE PERIODS, FRONM
LOREST T0O HIGHEST PERCEST NO, NO, NO (HERN)

——

YYY YR YNy YREH NYY NYN NNY NHNN
C vs. NC/Cont. 39.5 33.5 4.2 15.2 2.4 4.0 1.1 -
C vs. NC/NT 33.6 30.3 4.0 21.2 1.8 3.3 1.1 4.8
R vs. NR/Cont. 22.1 27.2 3.6 22.5 2.0 7.3 1.8 13.5
R vs. NR/KT 16 .4 26.0 2.0 26.8 1.6 4.9 1.2 21.0
S vs. NS/Cont. 11.2 22.4 3.0 21.3 4.0 10.4 2.1 25.5
C vs. NC/PI 6.8 26.6 1.6 29.9 4 5.5 N 29.0
R vs. NR/PI 5.0 1.9 2 31.7 «3 4.9 «b 36.4
S vs. NS/NT 8.3 19.8 1.4 22 .4 2.8 7.1 1.2 36.9
C vs. NC/Fel. 7.9 22.1 Z.1 20.8 1.7 7.1 T4 37.4
R vs. NR/Fel. 4.2 17.2 1.5 24.6 1.2 6.7 1.7 2.9
S vs. NS/PL «3 .7 —— 27.5 7 5.1 7 51.0
S vs. NS/Fel. -3 12.0 -2 20.9 7 7.5 1.0 57.3
The Interrelationship of Carecer Iypes and Contacts by Caree:
Types

Thus far we have shown the career type of each of 4,079
cohort members on 12 different contimuums from ¥-¥-Y to N-N-K.

The distributions always tend to be skewed toward ¥Y-Y-Y¥ and other
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times toward N-N-N. Obviously some of the distributions will be
highly correlated aad 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 .700 as the cutting point, only a few sets of
high correlations are ifound. Position on the total contacts
continuum correlations .800+ with position on the RNon-Traffic
contacts continuum, as do referrals and sanctions on the same
basis. We have frequently made the point that analyses including
Traffic comntacts produce the same results as those ezcluding
them, at times doing the analyses both ways, however, to make
sure that the critics have been satisfied.

Part I contacts apd Part I referrals were correlated .700+,
as were Part 1 sanctions and Non—¥raffic sanctions. Part I
referrals and Felony referrals were correlated .700+ and Part I
sanctions and Pelony sanctions were correlated from .700+ to
«200+.

Takinygy these correlations into comsideration, we may wish to
manipulate each cohort member's career type for the 12 different
combinations of offense seriousness and justice systenm
intervention to produce experience types. This is relatively
easy because, as we have said, each personts career type is
attached to his/her record for each of the 12 systess.

ln Table 39 the unit for analysis was changed so that

instead of correlating career types for cohort members on the 2




TABLE 38. INTERRELATIONSHIP OF CAREER TYPES FOR 12 COMBINATIONS OF CONTACT SERIQUSNESS AND
JUSTICE SYSTXHM INTERVERTION: COHMBINED COHORTS AND 1942, 1949, AND 1955 COHORTS

C-C C-R Cc-s N-C H-R N-S p-C B-R P~-5 F-C P-R F-S
c-C, ALL 1.000 ~672 492 .868 «370 =401 .510 .401 296 =396 .356 +268
c-C, 42 1.000 672 449 -836 =551 -.363 457 336 «263 «353 -318 235
c-C, 439 1.000 642 436 -.861 522 «350 482 «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 - 1458 =351 547 -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 6 Ul 680 -514 .578 ~385 -360

C-S, ALL 492 «731 1.000 -478 644 822 542 586 -647 563 -569 .584
C-5, u2 - 449 -647 1.000 «501 -624 -819 -558 569 - 647 <541 -569 -604
C-5, 49 1436 -650 1.000 ~462 -669 -867 508 «563 «631 =560 564 =586
Cc-5, 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 .B36 669 .5301 1.000 -673 470 «562 L4248 -343 -451 -403 311
N-C, 49 -.861 «619 462 1.000 =606 2412 357 .392 =277 402 365 248
N-C, 55 .884 667 503 1.000 ~705 -529 =630 541 413 524 476 .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 .64 629 - 459 .638 .594 443

H-R, 49 «521 -.828 -669 -606 1.000 «655 <593 .656 <443 -603 .600 -416
B~R, 55 -618 879 641 -705 1.000 736 7286 =776 -588 =651 666 -529

N-S, ALL -401 -603 822 -478 .698 1.000 592 664 -797 644 .662 117
N-S, K2 «363 525 -.819 470 .616 1.000 500 «550 - 788 .580 .620 732
X-S, 49 351 553 -867 412 -655 1.000 507 .608 -739 -590 .598 6889
N~-S, 55 . 460 =645 806 =529 «736 1.000 -646 .696 .816 668 686 =723

P~C, ALL -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
pP-C, 55 «553 44 -555 - 630 726 646 1.000 868 - 657 .688 657 546

P-R, ALL 401 618 .586 473 -725 -664 -808 1.000 -731 696 ~T42 596
P-R, 42 -336 -518 =569 424 629 .550 -755 1.000 .676 .702 =775 645
B~R, 49 «336 .535 «563 «392 -656 -608 <705 1.000 - 689 .711 <774 <570
P-R, 55 475 -680 -581 541 776 -696 -868 1.000 .1750 .686 .722 «595

p-5, ALL - 296 =458 647 356 «535 797 -601 -731 1,000 645 -691 .792
1p-S, 42 .263 -385 -6U7 .343 459 -788 556 .676 1.000 642 756 .931
P-5, 49 -230 .373 631 =277 449 -7139 2497 -689  1.000 ~575 .633 812
pP-5, 55 -359 513 651 413 -.588 .816 -657 750 1.000 665 .700 -771

P-C, ALL .396 2351 «563 -470 .635 648 -671 .696 .645 1.000 .9502 <691
P~-C, 42 353 -534 -541 <451 -638 580 668 .702 .642 1.000 891 649
P-C, 49 «341 -506 -560 U402 -5603 .580 639 .711 =575 1.000 .890 601
P-5, 55 458 .578 «561 524 651 -668 .688 .5686 .665 1.000 -906 723

F~R, ALL -356 547 -570 426 .638 .0862 .629 L7482 .691 .902 1.000 -758

P-R, 42 -.318 490 ~569 ~303 «594 5620 <617 »775 756 -891 1.000 -763
P-R, 49 .310 -498 564 »365 -600 .598 577 -774 -633 .850 1.000 .675
P-R, 55 -410 -585 566 - 476 .666 -686 -657 =722 . 700 .906 1.000 782

F-S, ALL 268 .418 584 324 -488 <717 504 .596 792 =691 .758 1.000
F-5, 42 »235 376 604 -311 443 .732 <504 645 .931 .649 .763 1.000
F-5, 49 210 349 +.596 -248 -416 .689 H12 570 .812 .601 .675 1.000
F-S, 55 324 ~460 +575 .378 =529 «723 <346 -585 =771 -723 -.782 1.000

KEY: C = Contaéts, ¥ = Non~Traffic Contacts, P = Part 1 Contacts, F = Felony—-level Contacts,
R = Referred, S = Sanctioned




TABLE 39. INTERRELATIONSHIP OF CAREER TYPES POR 12 COMBINATIONS OF CONTACT SERIQUSNESS AND
JUSTICE SYSTEM INTERVEHNTION: CONTACTS ACQUIRED BY COMBINED COHORT MEMBERS AND
1942, 1949, AND 1955 COHORT MEMBERS

c~C C-R c=5 N-C N-R K-35 p-C P-R P-S P~C P-R ¥-5
¢c~-C, ALL 1.000 600 445 802 «526 «386 439 -347 262 346 -390 -.236
c-c, 42 1.000 -618 -139 -713 «511 -373 428 .318 - 275 330 -313 247
c-C, 49 1.000 -602 445 «797 517 -370 U427 -317 - 240 -347 .319 -240
c-C, 55 1.000 «627 <S4 - 834 588 476 506 <450 «353 B24 364 295

C-R, ALL .600 1.000 726 627 -886 -~646 595 524 430 -597 574 -862
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 .628 612 893

Cc~5, ALL - 445 <726 1.000 -500 «715 892 597 -556 - 706 640 -631 650
Cc-S, 42 439 .653 1.000 -528 .634 -850 «541 «574 673 -520 «568 -6 16
C~-5, 4S 445 .690 1.000 - 4394 736 -897 -534 .601 .652 «625 622 668
C~s, 55 -5 »773  1.000 510 708 -.893 -6 19 -671 -728 642 -6 14 627

¥-C, ALL 802 -627 -500 1.000 -658 497 -556 LY. «355 437 416 326
N~C, 42 773 -640 -528 1.000 -680 «532 559 427 387 471 830 «362
N-C, 49 -797 611 494  1.000 .618 LA44 -5 16 -390 « 295 AL «379 279
N-C, 55 -.834 -638 -510 1.000 -693 553 =599 529 419 .515 8459 373

H-R, ALL 526 -.886 .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 <586  .409 .708 -693 1.000 766 =739 »785 -618 -693 .679 551

N-S, ALL . 386 646 -8382 « 497 .724  1.000 +6 35 ~717 -~ 802 699 703 -739
N-S5, 82 -373 .562 -850 .532 .661 1.000 485 =563 <777 -543 -601 L702
N-5, 049 -370 601 -897 484 681 1.000 =554 -658 -~ 139 657 .664 .758
N-5, 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 .B831 -662 745 .708 574
P~C, U2 - 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 . 365 690 668 =502
P~C, 55 «506 665 ~619 599 739 ~694  1.000 -896 701 =756 709 .580

P-R, ALL 341 -624 .656 -446 -.708 -716 .831 1.000 ~ 787 -795 ~824 670
P-R, 42 .318 515 574 427 -611 <563 -782 1.000 - 784 .783 <869 .756
P-R, 49 317 -537 601 389 -632 658 2756 1.000 «737 .798 -847 643
P-R, 55 - 450 .716 671 -529 -.785 -745 -896 1.000 .789 -759 =772 627

P-38, ALL 2262 490 706 .355 .551 -802 562 787 1.000 -708 782 -806
P-5, 42 275 -397 673 397 478 <277 <644 «745 1.0600 655 =795 -9320
P35, 49 240 -394 652 ~285 455 739 -565 -737 1.000 -626 .678 -807
P-5, 55 353 =565 .728 =419 -.5618 -819 «701 .789 1.000 716 =730 =764

¥~C, ALL -346 597 640 - 857 677 699 745 .795 .708 1.000 917 ~T24
P-C, U2 330 .573 520 U471 677 543 -740 .783 <655 1.000 .890 .696

P-C, 49 347 546 -625 414 «633 657 690 -798 .626 1.000 923 -648
P~-C, 55 424 .628 642 515 -693 -718 +756 »759 -716 1.000 .908 734
F-R, ALL -310 574 631 416 -650 -703 .708 - 824 - 742 -917 1.000 794
F—R, 42 «313 514 =568 -430 606 601 697 -B869 795 -890 1.000 -834
P-R, 49 -319 .526 622 .379 606 664 .568 8047 678 .323 1.000 -718

r-~B, 55 .364 .512 614 159 679 -708 701 <772 730 .308 1.000 801

F~S, ALL -237 162 650 =326 2521 738 574 =670 .806 <724 <794 1.000
F-S, 42 - 247 421 .616 362 487 702 »595 .756 920 696 .834 1.000
P-5, 49 . 240 410 .668 .280 464 =758 .502 643 - 807 .648 -718 1.000
P-s, 55 - 294 493 -627 .373 «551 -713 -580 .627 - 764 734 -801 1,000

KEY: C = Contacts, N = Non-Traffic Contacts, P = Part I Contacts, P = Felony-level Contacts,
R = Referred, 5 = Sanctioned
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different systess vwe correlated the career types for persons who
had the contact for each of 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 intercorrelations of Felony and Part
I career types and correlations of the different involvement
levels within each is consistent with prior interrelationships of
these two basic criteria for offense seriousness which may, of
course, not be as wvalid andicators today as they were in a less
complex society.

Looking back as we have made these computer runs it seenmed
that we had missed one set that would even better focus attention
on the fact that while continuity in careers is a fact oi
delinquency and crime for those in the justice system who have
daily contact with juveniles and adults, there are other egually
important types. Desistance (the desisters, particularly those
who drop out of delinquency sometime during the juvenile period)
are those whom they do not see each day but who for them are a
fortunate type.

Career Type Distrabution of Police Contacts by Offense Level

and Justice Syster Involvement: Contacts uwith Involvement
Only that Level of Justice Systen

In Tables 40-43, first for the combined cohorts and then for
each, we look at the police contacts by offense levels, but not
exactly as we had done in Tables 34-37. %The four sets of career
types based on referrals place sach referral according to the

career type of the person who was referred, the perpetrator of




TABLE 40. DISTRIBUTIOK OF POLICE CONTACTS, REFERRALS, AND SANCTIONS
ACCORDING TO THE CAREER TYPE OF THEIR PERPETRATOR FOR
THOSE WITH STATED LEVEL OF JUSTICE SYSTEM ACTIOR

Contacts ¥vs. Ho Coentacts

CORTACES NON-TRAFFIC PART I FRELORY
B % b % N % N %
Y-Y~¥ 7949 52.1 6117 0.1 930 6.1 84 5.3
¥-Y-H 2976 149.5 3031 19 .9 2500 16 .4 1993 13.1
¥-N-Y 1258 8.3 1275 8.4 BO3 5.3 515 3.4
Y-R—-N T473 9.7 2370 5.5 3999 26.2 2660 17. 4
N-¥-Y 641 5.2 547 3.6 2481 1.5 229 1.5
N-¥-N 488 3.2 468 3.1 654 4.3 886 5.9
N-N—Y 860 3.0 565 3.7 326 2.1 725 4.8
N-N~N e e B72 5.7 5792 38.0 T413 48.6
Totals 15245 100.0¢ 15245 100 .0 5245 100.0 5245  100.0
Referred
Y-Y-¥ 1163 26.5 g 10 20.7 213 4.8 212 4.8
Y-Y-N 1219 27.7 1115 25.4 847 19.3 707 6.1
Y-N-Y 379 8.6 272 6 o2 1) Zal 163 3.7
¥-N-N 1695 24.9 1146 26 .% 14t3 32.2 1073 24,4
N~-¥-Y 135 3.1 123 2.8 38 <3 59 1.3
N~¥-N Z79 6.3 243 5.5 234 5.3 332 7.6
N~-N-Y 125 2.8 1313 3.0 100 2.3 140 3.2
N-N~R e ——— 553 0.3 54 33.1 1709 38.9
Totals 18345 9.4 4395 100 .0 %4385 100.1 4385 100.0
Sanctioned
¥-Y-Y 431 20.5 259 2.8 33 s B -4
Y~¥-N 409 19.9 380 18.5 251 1.2 197 9.6
¥-N-¥ 114 5.5 59 2.9 34 1.7 22 11
¥-N-R 354 17.2 397 19 .3 554 26.9 L9y 25.0
N~-Y-Y¥ 298 1.5 138 6.7 32 1.6 28 T.4
N—-Y~N 296 T4 .4 253 12.3 141 6.5 162 T.9
H=-N-Y 165 8.0 136 6.6 &3 3.1 60 2.9
R-N-N e ——— 435 2t.1 Q74 47 .4 1486 52. 8
Totals Z057 100.0 2057 100.0 2057 100.2 2057 100.1




TABLE 41. DISTRIBUTION OF POLICE CONYACTS, BEFERRALS, AND SARCITIONS
ACCORDING TO THE CAREER TYPE OF 1942 CCHORT PERPETRATOR
FOR THOSE WITH STATED LEVEL OF JUSTICE SYSTEHM ACTION

Contacts vs. No Contacts

CORTACTS NOH-TRAFFIC PART 1 FELORY
N % N % X % N %
¥-¥-¥ 1672 61.8 1083 40 .8 179 6.6 93 3.4
Y-Y-H 67 Z.5 207 T.7 173 6.4 99 3.7
¥-N-Y 357 13.2 353 13 .1 125 §.6 50 1.8
¥-N-K 108 4.0 254 2 493 1B.2 347 12.8
K-Y-¥ 236 8.7 222 8.2 a7 3.6 107 4.0
N-¥-N §2 1.6 53 2.0 25 <9 69 2.6
¥-N—-Y 222 8.2 310 1t.5 193 T.d 214 7.9
N—-N~N — —— 212 7.8 19 52.5 1725 63.8
Totals 2704 100.0 2704 100 .1 27048 39.9 2704  100.0
Referred
¥-¥-Y 1348 29.3 127 27.7 26 5.0 29 6.3
¥—-Y—N 48 165 23 5.0 18 3.9 7 1.5
Y-N-Y 82 17.9 49 10.7 4 «9 5 1.1
Y-N-K 122 26.6 102 22 .3 92 20.1 i3 5.9
H-Y-¥ 26 5.7 31 6.8 18 3.9 24 5.2
H-Y—-N 7 3.7 2% 4.6 18 3.9 23 5.0
N-N-Y¥ 29 63 38 8.3 50 10.9 37 B.1
N~N~-}§ —— —— a7 1.6 232 50.7 260 56.8
Totals 458 100.0 858 100 .0 458 99.9 458 99.9
Sanctioned
I-r-Y 101 32.4 39 12 .5 —— ——— —— ——
¥-¥-N 5 1.6 28 9.0 e ——— ——— ———
Y-N—Y 21 6.7 6 ‘E-g ’3“‘ Q‘.S 1”’ 405
Y-N—-N 12 3.8 11311 4.1 67 215 60 19.2
H-Y-Y 105 33.7 54 17 .3 17 Sl 17 5.4
N-Y-N 18 5.8 32 10 .3 20 6.4 23 7.4
N-N—¥ 50 16.0 4G 15.7 32 0.3 25 8.0
N—-N-N e ——— 60 9.2 162 51.9 173 55. 4
Totals 312 1006.0 312 100 .0 312 100.0 312 99.9
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TABLE 4Z. DISTRIBUTION OF POLICE CONTACTS, REFERBRALS, AND SANCTIOKS

ACCORDING TO THE CARBER TYPE OF 1949 COHORT PERPETRATOR
FOR THOSE WITH STATED LEVEL OF JUSTICE SYSTEM ACTION

¥-I-Y
pAd At
Y~-N-Y
Y~-N-N
R-1-¥
N—-¥~N
N-N~Y
E-R-§

Totals

I-I-%
Y-¥—N
Y~-N-Y
Y-N~H
N~¥-Y
N—-Y¥-H
N-H-Y
N-A-R

Totals

I-Y-¥Y
Y-Y-N
¥~N~-Y
Y-H-N
N-Y-Y
N-Y-N
H-R-Y
H-N-N

Totals

Contacts ¥s. Bo Contacts

CORBTACIES NOR-TRAFFIC PART I FELORY

! % N % ¥ % N %
3490 63.7 2654 48 .4 273 5.0 165 3.0
542 9.9 687 12.5 452 8.2 335 6.1
601 11.0 643 11.7 565 10.3 319 5.8
289 5.3 622 11.3 394 25.4 876 160
235 4.3 200 3.6 7 2.1 — ———
164 3.0 179 3.3 243 b.4 324 5.9
160 2.9 175 3.2 108 2.0 41y 7.6
———— —— 321 5.9 2329 42.5 3048 55.6

5481 100.1 5481 99.9 5481 99.9 5481 100.0

Referred
294 Zb.3 237 21.2 &7 b.2 18 1.6
195 17.4 190 17.0 g1 7.2 89 8.0
184 6.4 161 G .4 87 7.8 101 9.0
31t 27.8 215 19 .2 275 24.6 213 19.0
39 3.5 35§ 3.5 8 ol —— ——
51 4.6 72 6l 59 5.3 94 g.4
g5 4.0 63 2.6 34 3.0 60 5.4
— —— T4z 2.7 528 47 .2 S44 48.6
1119 Wo.0 1119 100 .0 119 1000 1119 0.0
Sanctioned
123 23.8 75 4.5 — ——
41 7.9 b2 8.1 25 4.8 10 1.9
47 9.1 36 7.0 20 3.9 2 -4
4z 8.1 60 11.6 96 18 .6 122 23.6
117 22.6 36 7.0 7 1.4 ——= ——
79 15.3 93 8.0 39 7.5 26 5.0
68 13.2 68 13.2 21 4.1 18 3.5
——— —— 107 20.7 309 59.8 339 65.6
517 100.0 517 100.1 517 100.1 517 100.0
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TABLE 43. DISTRIBUTION OF POLICE CORTACTS, REFERRALS, AND SAKCTIONS
ACCORDING TO THE CAREER TYPE OF 1955 COHORT PERPETRATOR
POR THOSE WITH STATED LEVEL OF JUSTICE SYSTEHMH ACTIOR

— - aoam

Contacts vs. No Contacts

CONTACTS NOK~TRAFFIC PART I FELORY

N % 4 % N % N %
I-Y-Y 2787 39.5 2370 33.6 478 6.8 556 7.9
Y—-¥Y~N 2367 33.5 2137 30.3 1875 26.6 1559 22.1
¥Y-N—Y 300 4.2 279 4.0 113 1.6 146 2.1
¥Y-N-R 1076 15.2 ey 21.2 2112 29.9 1437 20. 4
N~¥-¥ 170 2.4 125 1.8 27 - 122 1.7
H-Y-N 282 4.0 236 3.3 386 5.5 503 7.1
H-N-Y 78 1.1 80 1.1 25 ol 97 1.4
N—-N-KN - —— 334 4.8 2044 29.0 2640 37.4

Totals 7060 99.9 7060 100.1 7060 100.2 7060 100.1

Referred
¥-y—-y 735 26.1 546 19 .4 uo 5.0 165 5.9
Y-Y—-N 976 34,6 Q2 32.0 TF4B 26.5 611 217
¥-N—-Y 113 5.0 62 Zed 5 2 57 2.0
¥-N—-N 662 23 .5 829 29 .4 046 37.1 787 27.9
N-¥-Y 70 2.5 53 1.9 12 oy 35 1a2
N—-Y—-N 211 7.5 150 5.3 157 5.6 215 7.6
N-N—-¥ 5% 1.8 32 Tal 16 .6 43 1.5
N-N—-N ——— ———— 2484 8.7 694 24.6 805 32.1
Totals 2818 100.0 2818 100 .0 2818 100.0 2818 99.9
Sanctioned
¥-¥-Y 187 16.0 145 11.8 8 7 8 =7
Y-Y—N 363 29.6 310 25.2 226 8.4 187 15. 2
Y-N—-Y 46 3.7 17 T.4 ——— —— 6 -5
Y-N-H 300 24 .4 293 23.9 391 31.8 312 25. 8
N-Y-Y 76 62 48 3.9 8 N 11 =9
N-¥Y-N 199 16 .2 128 10 .4 82 6.7 113 9.2
N~N—-HN 268 Z21.8 503 41.0 574 46.7
Totals 1228 99.9 1228 9.9 1228 100.0 1228 100.0
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the contact. Note that the juvenile discontinuers account for a
greater proportior of the referrals than any other group,
followed by those who were never referred after the intermediate
age period. A similar set of distributions vas found for those
contacts 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 seriocus
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. Hore
could be said about the distribution of contacts, referrals, and
sanctions in these tables, but suffice it to say that while
continuity in careers is cbviously a 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 ceontacts, referrals, and sanctions f£or each of the nine
career contact types that we have been describing at each of the
offense seriousness levels. They are presented in four tables,

one for each level from contact to Felony level contact.




Distribution of Contact Types Within Career Types by Offense
Level of Career Type

in Table 44 we see that the proportion of contacts which
were for Traffic offenses is very high for those who had 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 everyone®s career
type is based on their Non-¥Traffic offenses, they play a large
part in most adult careers. Disorderly conduct offenses now come
to play a major part in all except juvenile careers. Table 46,
generated from Part I contacts, shows that career types of this
nature incluede 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 guestion.
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AND SANCTIOHS CAREER TYPES AS ACCUNMULATED BY COHORT

BE FERRAL,

DISTRIBUTION OF COHTACT TYPES BY CONTACT,
MEMBERS FOR ALL NON-TRAFFIC CONTACTS.

TABLE 45.
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DISTRIBUTION OF CONTACT TYPES BY CONTACT, REFERRAL, AND SANCTIONS CAREER TYPES AS ACCUOMULATED BY COHORT

MEMBERS POR ALL PART I CONTACTS.
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AND SABRCTIONS CAREER TYPES AS ACCUMULATEDR BY COHORT

RE FERRAL,

DISTRIBOTION OF CONTACT TYPES BY CONTACT,

MEMBERS FOR ALL FELONY CORTACTS.
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Summary

In summarizing 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 fairly simple
initial model based on age periods, continuity, offense 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 uvtilize some technique such as smallest-space
analysis to group them into experience categories. The
correlations in Table 38 suggest that 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.






