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¢ o | - ANALYSTIS OF

CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINATION RESULTS

On Aprll 9 and lO 1975, the Unlver31ty of Chlcago
.Industrlal Relatlons Lenter under contract to’ the Clty of Mlaml
adnlnlstered a ClVll Serv1ce Examlnatwon the results of Whlch

were used to create a regtster of - poteqtlal recruits for the

City of Miami Police Department. The following brief narrative
and attached statistical tables constitute an attempt to'conduct

an initial analysis of the performance of candidates recruited

and/or instructed by the Law Enforcement Community Outreach and
Career Program (LECOCP), otherwise knowa as the Tricultural
Prooram funded by the Law Enforcement A551stance Admlnlstratlon,

and intended to increase mlnorltv (Blacks Latins, and women)

. representatlon in the ranks of the City of Miami 'Pollce .

Department. B . ‘ : . L ' |

Assumptions and Givens:

(A) - All statistics about the overall comp081tlon of the

candldates, both those who comoeted and those who

§
H
i

did not appear, and the results of the examination

gﬂ‘Were complled and nrov1ded by, the C1v11 Serv1ceﬁ"

e
- et - ~. E p

Board and vere for the Durooses of thls analysns

assumed to be accuraLe aﬂd complete

-.57“

‘NLECOCD'candﬂdates and students were conplled and

checked’ for accuracy by LECOCP staff
~(C) All computatioﬁs of percentages were ‘made on an

. ‘ electronic calculator set to three-digit accuracy :

and were, thus, subject to a maximum error of 0.09%
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(D)

It was assumed, for the ourposesvof this'ana1ysis;
that the areas and degrees of success: or failure

of LECOCP endeavors could, at 1eastpart1ally,

... be assessed bv a, systematle examlnatlon of the

Q{PerFormance of LFCOCp candldates and students on 355

(¥)

‘_;the ehamlnatlon and by a connarlson oE thelr

The LECOCP instructional phase, tn-whlch candidates

were to be aided in-preparing for the examination,

-was designed and implemented on the basis of

incorrect information to the efFect that the
examination would be Dredomlnantly 1ntended to
measure cognltlve skills, not atfectlve skllls.
Consequently, the relatlonshlo between attendance

in LECOCP classes and subsequent perfornance is

ﬂttentatlve at best.

The objectives of LECCCEY were stated strlctlv in

terms of increasing the number of mlnorlty persons

“actually hired as Dollce officers. Therefore, this

-

-an indicator of the likelihood of eventual success.

by ethn1c1ty and gender the comparatlve test DerEormances of

selected grouos of candldates- snec1 1ca11y, those candldates whose
appllcatlons were accepted by LECOCP (i. e., "LF(‘OCp CANDIDAmES”)

versus candidates.whose aDDllcatlons were’ accepted bv the ClVll

Service Board (i.e., "Non~LECQcP C’AI-IDI‘DATES").

~‘:‘perfornance to the perfornance of other candldates.;-"

analysis can only serve as an interim evaluation amnd




«"  gignificant Figures: Appendix I:

[y

(A) 97.3% of LECOCP candldates were Black or Latin; | i
28.4% were female, 59. O% of Non- LLuOCP candldates ‘
_ '}:Pwere Black or Latln 27 GA were female.

"ihf(g.f;;(B§i64 27 of all mlnorlty candldates Were LFCOCP

'itjecandldates although only 56 1% of all cand detesyfe*ii

-

57Qﬂwere LECOCP candldates

(C) The proportlon of LECOCP candidates UhO dld not- - ‘l:'é
appear for the examination (32.3%) was essentially

equal to the proportion of MNon-LECOCP candidates

A who did not appear (32.5%).

% (D) 41.5% obelack LECOCP candidates;were female;'ZS.O%l '._a ' 3
of Bleck-Non~LECOCP candidates were female. o
(E) 19.7% of Latin LECOCP candidates did notfappeef.
38.2% of Latin Non—LECOCP.candidates did ﬁot appear;
¢2)) 96}7%kof LECOQE'candidates who cbﬁ?eted on the . |
examihation were Black or'Latin 21.6% were femeie.
~354 8% of Non-LECOCP candidates who comneted were
Black or Latin; 18. 8% were female. E
(G) 65. 8% of all mlnorlty candldates who competed were -

»;,LPCOCP candldates . ;;4':“;ftf',;;{;ftﬂl{j;5f¢f,wf‘eifﬁ3

‘i77 2 OL all candldates UHo passed the ewqmlnatlon

o

LN

.(J) 68 2% of all mlnorlty candldates who PaSSed Were'rwl“

’ : minority LECOCP candidates.

(K) 75.0% of Black candidates who passed were LECOCP
candidates, although -only 66.3% of Black candidates

who competed were LECOCP caﬁdidates.
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' specificallv those candidates who attended LECOCP instructional.

classes (i.e.,"LECOCP STUDFNTS”) versus candldates Who did not

Significant Figures: Appendix II:

(LY 75.0% of Latin candidates who passed were LECOCP
candidates, 72.6% of Latin candidates who competed

were LECOCP candidates‘

(M) 45 6% of ‘all female candldates vho competed passed
.-;ﬂ:;f(ﬁj 53 8% of female candldates who nassed Were LECOCP

n'candldates 59 6% of female candldateo WhO comneted L

e

'ufwere LECOCP candldates

Appendix IT:

Appendix II consists of 24 separate‘tables (parallel
to those in Appendix I) which delineate byv ethnicity and.gendert

the comparative test performances of selected groups of candidates:

attend (i.e., "NON LECOCP STUDENTS")

-

’(A)9326%‘of LECOCP students were Black or Latin; 24.7% were

femele._71.0% of all other candidates were Black or

Latin; 26.7% were female.

(B) 14, 9% of LECOCP students did not appear for the

ggrnﬁegamlnatlon.,AS 1% of all other candldates dld not, ; .

oF all other Blac candldates dld not anpear.'

. of all oLher Latln candldates d1d not aDpeer
‘(E) 25.5% of female LECOQCP students did not'appear.r60.9%

of all other female candeates did not appear.

(F) 93.2% of LECOCP students WhO competed on the
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examination were Black or Latin; 21.,6% were female.
61.8% of all other candidates who competed were Black
or Latin;.19.0% were fema1e'

60.2% of all mlnorlty candwd tes who competed were

"J}fLECOCP students

“fiﬁ\f45 4% of all candldates who Dasoed themexam1natson o
Vm:'iwere LECOCP students.’ ‘7;7~4 S.J:fk }:?f;:;:'
(I)‘58.8% of all minority candidates who passedltere
LECOCP students. |
(J) 56.2% of Black candidates who passed were LECOCP -
“ students; 56.6% of Black candidates wﬁo competed_were
LECOCP students. . .‘ »
x) 68.1% of Latin candidates who passed_ were LECOC?
- students; 69.8% of Latin candidates who competed'
were LECOQ? students. . .
(L) 57.6% of female candidates who Dassed were LECOCP
students; 56.1% of female candidates who competed

-Were LECOCP students

Summary Conclusions:

As previously'alluded an objective analysis'of LECOCP'S

efforts is serlously hampered by a 1ac ‘ deflnlte correlatlves R

1gand/or cause and effect re*atWOnshlps between procram éct1v1t1esl'

l“and'ptobabTe success on the C1v11 Servtce Examlnatlonb

Nonethele

‘certaln cautWOusly stated conc1u3101s can leglt naLely be drawn

(A) Althou h compar*son ‘data aDOLt Drev1ous examlnatlons'.f.fxm;;}
are not available, since statistics by ethn1c1ty and
gender were not generated by the Civil Service Board

(in compliance with Federal guidelines then in effect),
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it can be safely postulated that the extremel
‘ . , large proportion of minority candidates competing

on the most recent examination marked a radical

m*upsw1ng Thls supD031tlon is sunported in Dart by
ﬂ}”ffy.the Fact that the Clty of Mlanl Pollce Department

;illke other 1oca1 1nst1tutloﬂs is 1nvolved in”

.nafflrmatlve action to 1ncrease’m1nor1ty reDresenLatlon.wﬁx

in its ranks. | |

(B) It is probable that LFCOCP s advertlsement and
recruitment actlvities were partlally respon81b1e

for the fact that a substaﬂtla1 major1ty of the

candldates whose appllcatlons were, accepted by’ the
Crv1l Sexvice Board were minorlty persons, - L !

(C) 36.3% of all minority candidates who competed passed;

. " while 55.5% of Anglo males who competed passed and - .

34.7% of all Black or Latin candidates who competed

; ' ; passed, while 56.,6% of Anglo candidates who comoeted
* passed. This very 31gn1f1cant dlfference in success o
.rates_indicates a continuing need for revision of

testlno procedures and further efForts in Drov-dlng

4 - . - - '.4, - - B ‘. : i P . . (RN
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!support for mlnorlty candldates

were mlnorlty candeates ths tends to 1ead to the

e . - B R _..‘.'.
o

Lo s ;“tQHAﬁ conc1u51on that 1nten81ve ecrultlng of mlnorlty ‘

" candidates can have”an‘impact, in fact, a very

o _— " significant impact.
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:the max1mum quantLty of mlnorlty candldaLes but also to R
hprov1d1ng supportlve serv1ces to those candldates Who have'

';correct;ble def1c1enc1es. That is; nelther LECOCP nox- & ny other “";;x 1g§

»

It is important to remember that any evaluation of
LECOCP's activities should not be based solely upon an inspection

of numbers LECOCP has dlrected itself not onl? to reoruiting.

conceivable program can hope to convert a- candidate who lacks
the requisite qualities and abilities to ome who has those Cee

qualities and abilities.

w g
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THE CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINATION

comes e Tl e U LECOGP - - CALL .. 7 NON-LECOCP . ..xi-
o Temn ool ez CANDIDATES . . .: CANDIDATES . .. .. CANDIDATES : - ' '

EEE TR ST SRR SRS T S ¥

. PR T PR
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ToraLs 232 56.1% U413, 100.0% 18l "

Male 166 40.1% 306 74.0%  140. . 33.8%
Female 66  15.9% 107  25.9% 41 9.9%,

Black 130 31.4%7 190 46.0% 60  14.5%
Black Male 76 - 18.4% - 121 29.2%: 45 "10.8%
Black Female" 54‘ 13.0% 69 16.7% 15 : 3.6%

Latin .86 23.29 143 34.6% 47 . 11.3%
Latin Male. =~ 86  20.87 127  30.7% 41 - 9.9%
Latin Female .10 2,47 16 3.8% 6 R By A

47 80 | 19.3% L4 17.9%
"%, 58 14.07 54 - 13.07 -
AT 22 5.3% 20 - 4.8%

[T

) .

/3.8 -

Anglo 6
nglo Male 4
' nglo Female 2

DID NOT APPEAR - 75  18.1% 134  32.4% . 59 . 14.2%

Male &3 10.4%7 - 84 ° 20.3% 51 9.9%
Female ’ .32 . 7.7% 50 12.1% 18 - 4.3%.

OO

Black 55  ©13.3% 77 . 18.6% 922 5,37
Black Male 26 6.2% - 38 9,272 - .- 12 - . 2,9% -
Black Female .29 7.0% - 39 - 9.4% 10. - 2.4%

Latin. , .19 - 4.6% 37 . 8.9% 18 T4.,37 .
Latin Male - -0~ 6. . 3.8% - 33 - .F.9% - 17 2 4 1% oo
. ‘La't-];n Female'-::— .- L o .f"“ . f« 0. 9‘?; ; ‘ ‘ . - ) s

S e e o

T AmgTo il
- Anglo Male " ™

14787, "
3,17




» " . | LECOCP  —~
'CANDIDATES SCHEDULED FOR

‘ . i ’ . THE CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINATION

DID NOT APPEAT e e

1100, 0% i i 75 e S8R ag
Male 71.5% 43 18,59
Female 28.4% : 32 ' - 13.7%

Black 130 56.0% - ' 55 o 23.7%
Black Male 76 32.7% 26 11.2%
Black Female 54 23.27% g 29 o - 12.5%

Latin | 96 41.3% | 19 S 8.1%
Latin Male 86 - 37.0%9 -1 6.87
Latin Female - 10 4:3% , ’ 3 " ' 1.2%

0.4%

TOTALS

AngiO' ' 6 2.5%

l . - . )
Anglo Male 4 1.7% ooy e .0.4% .
SR o - o.o%

Anglo Female 2 0.8%
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N ~ NON-LECOCP
CANDIDATES SCHEDULED FOR

® | THE CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINATION

| DID NOT APPEAR . .- il hedi .

S e e AR TOTALS - sfez i

porits T TUisL l00.0% L ntose S Fmausy L

Male S 140 - 77.3% A | 22.6%
Female : 41 22.6% ~ 18 . ] 9.9%

Black 60 33.1% 22 O 12.1%
Black Male 45 24,87 : 12 . 6.6%
BlaCk Female 15 . 8.270 ' . 10 : ‘ ‘ : -. 5. 50/5 .

Latin 67 25.9% | 18 . 9.9%
. Latin Male 41 22.6% ' 17 ' e - 9,3%
Latin Female 6 .. 3.3% 1 . .- 0.5%

" Anglo ' 74 40.8% - - 19 . 10.4%

Anglo Male _ 54 29.8% ‘ 12 : 6.6%
Anglo Female 20 . 11.0% ‘ 7 S 3.8%




TOTALS
Male

Female

DID NOT APPEAR

Male
Female

BLACK

e

CANDIDATES SCHEDULED FOR

THE CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINATION

© ... LECOCP
;" CANDIDATES * =

N

“ 7130 68.4%

76  40.0%
54 28.47%,

55 28.9%

26 13.6%
29 15.2%

e ALL |
- CANDIDATES

L
150 i60.0%
121 63.67

69 - 36.3%

77 ' 40.5%
38 20.0%

.39 - 20.5%

- NON-LECOCP

. CANDIDATES

S S
45 23.6%

EATEEN

- - A
o/ v .
b ot

15 7.8%

22 11.5%

12 . 6.3%
10 - 5.2%

B Y A e T T T ¥ R T Y
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TOTALS

Male
Female

BLACK LECOCP

CANDIDATES SCHEDULED FOR

- THE CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINATION '

C#

54

:'TOTALS

%

201300 0100, 0%

58.47
41.5%

.« -

i~ 'DID NOT

i
. L

55

26
29
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" TOTAL

Male
Female

»

. BLACK NON-LECOCP

CANDIDATES SCHEDULED FOR .

. THE CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINATION -
FT U foTALS © U Ui DID NOT APPEAR .o
SR R L
100.0%- ‘:‘ v ‘22 -

45 75.0% j 12
15 25.0% - 10




I LATIN - e

[}

CANDIDATES SCHEDULED FOR

® | .- "THE CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINATION

O T :ﬁ}fiLEcoCP"-"jigik" ALL-" ;~ﬂ§&?NdN&LEdOC§,;Ili5-~
I "+ ' CANDIDATES .~ '* CANDIDATES ., .CANDIDATES - o

TOTALS  © 96 67.1% . 143 100.0% 47 - ¢ 32,87 T

Male 86 60.1% 127 88.8% 41 28,6%
Female 10 6.9% 16 11.1% 6 4.1%

DID NOT APPEAR 19  13.2% 37  25.8% 18 . 12.5%

Male 16 - 11.1% 33 23.0% 17 " 11.8%
. Female . - 3 2.0% 4. 2.7% - 1 70.6%




co ' LATIN LECOCP | S
. " CANDIDATES SCHEDULED FOR | :
. : " THE CIVIL SERVICE EXAM_INATION' e e
AR  TOTALS - DID NOT APPQAR -
TOTALS . o . 100.0% . 19 o
Male | 86 89.5% ' 16
Female - 10 10.4% 3 _— ;

T

M ' * . . -
. N . - » N . . N ’
B * . .
M .
. » T
4 : ‘ 2 . - + ‘
! . " , ! ‘ «
. . L RN X
R . * . ° . P . . . )
. s . ' .
# 0 . A
. .
4 N .
i . . . .
* .
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N S LATIN NON-LECOCP CANDIDATES Lo

SCHEDULED FOR THE CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINATION

. . . .

" DID NOT APPEAR

ree [ LI at e LR

' R SR S
47 100.0% - . 18
Male | 41 - 87.2% - 17 86.1%
Female . 6 12.7% Ty T2y

N 0
i
i
v Ll —
.
Rl * " i * ‘."mlmﬂ e i S i3 - £33



e I ANGLO CANDIDATES SCHEDULED FOR

‘THE CIVIL SERVICE EXAMIVATION

LECOCR '  ALL " . . NON-LECOCP
 CANDIDATES . . 'CANDIDATES ' . :-CANDIDATES ...

Chems . e oam s ek e ens v

Male 4 5.0% 58 . 72.5%  Sh .- 67.5%-
Female 2 2.5% 22 27.5% 20 25.0%

2
’—8

DID NOT APPEAR 2% 20 25.0% ‘18 T 23.9% -

1.2 13 .16.2% 12 15.0%
0% 7 87 1 Bl -

‘Male
Female._

(e
o

.=10-
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ANGLO LECOCP CANDIDATES

'.» L . . SCHEDULED FOR THE CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINATION -

. DID NOT APPEAR

©. TOTALS .

T R " AR

Snprars it e 100003 TR I

Male A 66.6% , 1
Female 2 "33.3% -0

-11-
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. ANGLO NON-LECOCP CANDIDATES

SCHEDULED ‘FC‘)R THE CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINATION
"J:.'_QTALS : , , DID NOT APPEAR
’ 4 . 7° L ‘ ,

b

S SR TRIE L Ay ST

74 100,04 . ... . 19 25.6% ..

e

Male n 54 72.9% | | 12 16.2%
Female 20 27.0% 7 . 9.4%

-12-




e . CANDIDATES WHO COMPETED

ON THE CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINATION

LECOCP © ALL . NON-LECOCP o
. CANDIDATES . - -CANDIDATES . ' CANDIDATES : - - |

s v + e . . . - . . o dieAmen I - e .
T e e T e e S et ST S s ot MO . PR s .

MelEiil o e BT sd - e 'i7l~"1ff€:?.}g;,'z:~5:v A ld
olTOTALS . - t157 ¢ 56.2% o279 T 100.0% 12277 4307 LD

Male . 123 44.07 222 79.5% - 99 ° -35.49
Female 3 12.17 57 20047 . 23 8.2

Black .75 26.8% 113~ 40.5% 38, . 12.6%
Black Male 50 17.9% 83 . 29.7% .- 33 . 11.8% .- -,
Black Female 25 8.9% 30 0.7% 5. 1% -

Latin 77 27.5% 106 37.9% 29 . 10.3%
Latin Male 70 25.0%, - 94 . 33.6% 24 . 8.6%
Latin Female 7 . 2.5% 12 .4f3% -5  'L.7%

7% 60 21.5% 55 19,77
0% 45 16.1% 42 . 15.0%
7% 15 . 5.3 13 4,67

. Anglo 5
Anglo Male 3.
‘ Anglo Female 2

O

PASSED 60, 21.57 110  39.4%° - 50  17.9%

6%
.3%

87
ST
T

0% .
(0302% o T
- 0. 7% [P
110190
:?ﬂ"z% 2
L ) T %A::;"A.ﬁ

Male w6 16.4% 84 30.1% 38 1
Female 14 5.0% 26 9.3% 12 ]

Black - 24 8.6 32 11.4% - 8
Black Male 15 5.3, 21., 7.5% . 6
Black Female . 9 3.22 11 3.9% 2
' 1
0

_ Latin S
‘ :_ Latin Male " .-~
Latln Female

LEA |

Y L
PEERRT U

T ypiny,
DU  : 8. 9%".‘ .
3 ., 3 ZO{O ‘_'_.,

;Anglo Male'. ,
;3An01o Female;:

3

4

2

2

0
"’-15-7%‘.~»5 Qll:,ﬂf:n3
R Qe eg
0

1

8

2

Male 77 275w 138 49.4% 61 -‘21. 8%
Female 20 .. 7.1% 31 . 1101 -1l 3.9%
® Black 51 18.2% . ° 81  29.0% 30 10.7%

Black Male i 35 12.5%2 . 62 - 22.2% 27 - 9,6%
Black Female 16 - 5.7% 19 . . 6.8% 3 - 1.0%

“FATLED i

-13-




J‘Pagé 13 cont'd

- LECOCP AL " NON-LECOCP 5
* | CANDIDATES CANDTDATES CANDIDATES -

Latin. - XA 15.7% .62 22.2% 18 6.4%
Latin Male = 41 14.6% - 56 20.0% 15 ~5.3%
. Latin Femalg 3 1.0% - 6 2 2.1% - . .3 1.0%

;8-. 6% .:' .' B
S 6.8%
174

% ,f’iééf’ g.é%*”v
3% 20 7.1% R
3%  .¢-46 2.1% .-

- AngTo
.- - Anglo
- Anglo

= N
coco

~14-
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LECOCP CANDIDATES WHO COMPETED

ot

ON THE CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINATIQi!

o A o " TOTALS " PASSED " FAILED
e ﬁﬁ&ﬁffﬁﬁu. #” % Rt o TR O A

T ipoTALs 157 00,07 - - eb0” 38.2% ETET el n

“Male U ToT 123 78.3% - 46 29.2% 77 49,09 0 - ¢
Female . 34 21.6% <14 . 8.9% - 20 - 12.7% :

- Black . © 75 47.7% 24 15.2% . 51 - 32.4%
Black Male 50 31.8, . 15  9.5% 35  22.27
Black Female | 25 . 15.9% 9 5.7% 16 10.1%

Latin 77 49.0% . 33 21.0% Lh . 28.0%
Latin Male 70 &4.57 . 29 ©18.4% 41 26.1%
Latin Female 7 . 4.4% 4 2,5% 3 L.9%

1.2%
0.6%
- 0.6%

1.9%
1.2%
0.6%

3.1%
1.9%
1.2%

Anglo
Anglo Male '
Anglo Female.

N L
W
ST

.
e
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NON-LECCCP CANDIDATES WHO COMPETED

ON THE"_CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINATION

TOTALS . . . PASSED - . ' FAILED Y
A SRR S SRS SR CUUIE AN SRS

122 ©.0100.0% 1507 40.9% .72 . 59.0% -

< OTALS S

e MiMale T 99 81.1% o380 31.1% . . cB1T - 50.0% v
* Femalée 23 - 18.8% 12 T9.8% 11 9.0% .

Black 38 31.1% 8 6.5 30 24.5%
Black Male .33 27.0% 6 . 4.9% 27 22.1% =
Black Female- .5 4.0%' 2 1.6% 3 2,47,

Latin 29 23.7% 11 9.0% 18 14.7% -
Latin Male = - 24 19.6% 9 7.3% 15 12.2% .
Latin Female 5 4, 0% 2 1.6% 3 2.4% R

" Anglo 55 45.0% 31 25.4% 24 - 19.6%
Anglo Male 42 34. 49, 23 18.87 . .19 "..15.5%
Anglo Female 13 - 10.6% 8 - 6.5% 5 L 4,0%

-16-



e ' . ' BLACK
' CANDIDATES WHO COMPETED ON

® ' o THE CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINATION

Ll fmIRUpEcoce T T T UVUEIATL o UEITEITINON-LECOCE
7 CANDIDATES . " CANDIDATES . . - CANDIDATES

e . -

: .("t'- ;‘ .‘...' . __'-V'.. _ N f #,: '.’f" . - - | % . ._A ) ‘ 4# | : K % . .- | :. -_\:[[’: : | 0/° ’.'-: | “:’., '_. v
TOTALS 75 66. 3% 113 100.0% 38 - 33.6%

- Male 50 64,29, 83 73.4% . - 33 -29.2%,
Female 25 22.1%, 30 26.5% - 5. Taisg

PASSED 24 21.27° . 32 28.3% - 8 . 7.0% . |

Male .15 13.2% 21 18.52 .. 6 .  5.3%
Female 9 7.9% .11 Celrn o2 0 17

@0 51 - s5.y 81 71.6% . ... 30 . '26.5% |

Male 35 30.9% T 62 54.8% 27 23.8%
Female - 16 14.1% 19 16.8% -3 . 2.6%

i
{
H
H
H
H
3
Y
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TOTALS 75

Male '50

Female ’ 25

BLACK LECOCP

CANDIDATES WHO COMPETED ON

THE. CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINATION

‘TOTALS 7% .7 i PASSED' -t nil FATLED

S 'l;l:#;tijﬁ %’ :}fngi# ;ifviz

100. 0% 24 732,07 51 68.0% .

66.6% 15 - 20.0% - 35 46.67
33.3% 9 12.0%2. . 16 . . 21.3%

~18-"




33
5

.BLACK NON-LECOCP

CANDIDATES WHO COMPETED ON

THE CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINATION

* romars ¢
ok
»'38 :

g

| 100.0%°

86.8%
13.1%

\ PASSED

21.0%

8
6
2

%

15.7%
5,29

e I

pﬂfgossﬁt;78:9%; .

27
3

FAILED.

%y

o/o‘..

71.0%

7.8%




LATIN

‘ | . CANIDATES WHO COMPETED ON .
| " THE CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINATION

Cebmmnrate o .-

R e e o meoge T
oot TTmeriiay CANDIDATES o oL “CANDIDATES | -7 . CANDIDATES -~ o 0 ..

TOTALS 77 72.6% 106 100.0% 29 27.3%
Male » 70 66.0% 94 . 88.6% 24 22.67,
Female 7 6.6% S12 AL.3% -5 47%.
PASSED - 33 3L.1% - 44 41.5% 11 10.3%

Male .29 27.3% 38’ 35.8% 9 . 8.4%
Female 4 N . 3.7% : 6 5.6% .. 2 . 1.8%
@~ 46 ELSL 62 58.4% 18 . 16.9%

Male 41 . 38.6% 56  s52.87 15 14.1%
Female 3 . 2.8% 6 5.6%2 - 3 . - 2,8%.

-920-



S LATIN LECOCP

CANDIDATES WHO GOMPETED ON

. , THE CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINATION

e FOTALS . = e oL FATLED L o
" poTALS i 100.0% - 337 . 42.8%° W s7.1%

Male 70 190.9% 29 37.6% 41 53,2%
Female : 7 9.0% 4 5.1% 3 . Y 3.8%

.
¢ »
P
s
. , ;
R
21—
NN e 4 e - -
- v I




TOTALS

Male
Female

LATIN NON-LECOCP

CANDIDATES WHO COMPETED ON .

3

TOTALS

A

29 100.0% -

24 82.7%
5 17.2%

n .ie

292~

PASSED

'THE CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINATION

%

. 37.9%

31.0%
6.8%

N

v

18

“- SFATLED

Rt %~;'f

'62.07%

51.7%
10.3% °




A

Lo © ANGLO
 CANDIDATES WHO COMPETED ON

® ' o THE CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINATION

F hgoce AT AR S ey T

. CANDIDATES - .. ' 'CANDIDATES - -’ CANDIDATES ~ .

TOTALS 5 . 83% - 60  100.0% 55. - 91.6%
Male 3 5.0 - 45 . 95,00 42 70.0%
Female 2 3.3% - 15 25.0%, 13 21.,6%
PASSED 3 5,07 . 34 56.6% 3L, 51.6%
Male =~ 2 3,37 25 o L1,6% 23 38.3%
Female 1 1.6% 9 - 15,02 8 " 13.3%
FATLED 2 3.3% 26, 43.3% . 24 40.0%

Male 1 1.6% 20 33.3% 19 . 31.67%
Female 1 1.6% -6 "10.0% 5 . 8.3%

—.23..




X . ‘ ANGLO LECOCP

CANDIDATES WHO COMPETED ON °

® - THE CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINATION

oo crrTiaorans LU T CRUpASSED TR
o % Tk

TOTALS 5 ‘100.0"/3 3 60.0%

Male ‘3 60.0% 2 40,07
Female : 2 40,07 1 20,0%

|
N

e e A e




e | ANGLO NONTLECOCP

CANDIDATES WHO COMPETED ON.

o I THE CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINATION

. o eh e e { ‘ n ., ,'..:..,“ i;’AASS’B.?—— . - ol
‘ — : :::-:“ ‘70 Lt .: . | : - ) -#-,I:'.: ‘f ‘ ‘70’ .

ToTALS 55  100.0% 31 56.3% 24 43.6%.

Male 42 76.3% - 23 41,8% 12 . 34.5%
Female 13 23.6% ' 8  14,5% "5 9,0% - ;

~25.
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CANDIDATES SCHEDULED FOR

THE CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINATION

LECOCP . ALL' . NOT LEGOCP

. .. STUDENTS .. :CANDIDATES . . ' STUDENTS :
DT g T g e S v

CopotaLs . 0174 42,1% 0L 413 . 100.0% . 239 - 57.8% .

Male 131 31.7% 306 76.0% - 175 42,37
Female 43 10.4% 107 25.9% . 6k  14.4%

Black 82 19.87 . 190 46,07 108 . 26.1%
Black Male . 52° 12.5% 121 29.2% .. 69 . 16.7%
Black Female 30 :7.2% 69 _ 16.7% .39 9.4%

Latin - . 81 19.6% . 143 " 34.6% © - 62 15,0%
" Latin Male 71 17.17% © 127 - 30.7% . 56. - 13.5%
‘Latin Female = - 10 2,47 16 3.8% - 6 . 1,47

Anglo 11 2.6% - 80 . 19.3% . 69 . . 16.7% . |
Anglo Male : 8 1.9% 58 . 14.0% - 50 12.1% L
Anglo Female . 3 0.7% 22 5.3% 19 - 4.6%

DID NOT APPEAR 26  6.2% 134 . 32.4% ©108 26.1%

Male .15 3.6% 8  20.3% 69  16.7% -
Female 11 2.6% .50 12.1% 39 - 9.4% 0

Black 18 433 77 18.6% - 59 14,27,
Black Male 9 2.17% 38 . 9.2% C 29 - - 7.0%
Black Female 2.1% 39 - 9.4% . : 30 - 7.2%

8.9% o T702%
o127 t o R9% o L 280 - 67T
R A :}:ﬁigﬁag 5f5059Z::“ﬂ:;Q;J CE 5!q0~4% Tt

con 2% }24,8%dw
- E 0 : 2% ;-‘ :’_-' : -:-"-f,, ,3‘. 1%
Con Tale

Latin '1.62,
. Latin Male ‘
- Latin Female _ .

Gl 6g
22.9%.
HL6%

- Anglo Male "% 7 W
:+ Anglo Female - '~ 7.%

g o s 4 e




LECOCP .

STUDENTS SCHEDULED FOR

" . _ THE CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINATION

- TOTALS DID NOT APPEAR

N
o

14,97
R W22
6.3%

10.3%
5.1%
5.1%

T0TALS - - 174  100.0%

e

L OFE NUIN WOV® WU

‘Male - 131 . 75.2%
Female 43 24.7%
Black 82 47,19

Black Male 52 29.8%
Black Female 30 17.2%

1o

4,07
2.8%
1.1%

0.5%
0.5%
0.0%

Latin 81 46.5%r _
Latin Male 71 40,87 .
Latin Female 10 5.7%

Anglo C 11 6.3%
Anglo Male 8 4. 5%
‘Anglo Female 3 1.7%




W . NOT LECOCP
STUDENTS SCHEDULED FOR

‘ : ' THE CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINATION

. TOTALS. .. .,':;. : . _ DID NOT APPEAR .- -~

TOTALS | 239 100.0% .. .. 108 "Q7’45 1% L

Male . 175  73.2% T 69 28,8
Female : 64 26.7% _ 39 . 16, 3%

Black 108 45,17, | 59 T 24.6%
Black Male 69 . - 28.8% 29 1217
Black Female 39 16.3% , 30 12,.5% -

Latin - 62 25.9% © 30 O 12,5%
Latin Male 56 23.47% : ' 28 11.7%
Latin Female 6 2.5% - 2 , . 0.8%°

 Anglo 69 - 28.8% . 19 . 7.9%
Anglo Male 50 20.9% : 12 5.0%
‘ng,lo Female 19 - 7.9% S -7 L 2.9%

v TR 3 o




(3}

TOTALS

'Male
Female

DID NOT APPEAR

. LEcocP i e
© . STUDENTS ,;gv‘mm.f CANDIDATES

. # . 7° | ‘ . # ‘Z

Male
Female

BLACK

- CANDIDATES SCHEDULED FOR

THE CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINATION

ALL-‘ .

82 43.1% 190 - 100.0%

52  27.3% 121 63.6%
30 15.7% 69 36.3%

18 9.4% 77. £0.5%

9 - 4.7% 38 20.0%
9 - 4.7% 39 20.5%

-.-NOT LECOCP - ©.7]

" .. - STUDENTS
e

108

69
.39
59
29
30

" 56,87

36.3%

20.5% .

. 31.0%

15.27

- 15.7%




BLACK LECOCP

STUDENTS SCHEDULED FOR

: 0 o " 'THE CIVII SERVICE EXAMINATION

s 4TI pib wo¥ ApEAR U0

TOTALS © 82 10000% 0 . a0 tatley

Male : 52 63.47 9 | 10.9%
Female - 30 36.5% 9 S 10.9% -




. TOTALS

Male
Female

BLACK NOT LECOCP

STUDENTS SCHEDULED FOR

“THE CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINATION

" TOTALS ;" L. i L DID NOT APPEAR .-

L L T RS S
108 100.0% - , © .59 - _154.61

69 63.8% 29 " 26.87
39 36.1% 30 27.7%




. LATIN - . —
CANDIDATES SCHEDULED FOR

® . * . THE CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINATION

ST A LEGOCP . -t e e+ CALL-w - s NOT LECOCP
. -7 STUDENTS .. . CANDIDATES  STUDENTS

TOTALS 81 56.6% 143 100.0% 62 43,37,
Male 71 49 .6% . 127 88.8% 56 . 39.1%
Female 10 6,97 16 11.1% 6 S 4.1%

DID NOT L | : | - L | ~
APPEAR 7 4.8% 37 25.8% . 30 20.9%

Male . -5 3,47 33 . 23,0% 28 19.5%
Female 2 1.3% . 4 2.7% 2 . 1.3% .

. H

|

i

o |
: i

i

i




> g

»

TOTALS

Male
Female

81

71

10

LATIN LECOCP

STUDENTS SCHEDULED FOR

THE CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINAfION

... -TOTALS .

100.0%

87.6%
12.3%

i %

7.  8.6%

5 " 6.1%
2 2.4,

..DID NOT APPEAR _ .. ,




TOTALS

Male
Female

LATIN NOT LECOCP 7

STUDENTS SCHEDULED FOR

THE CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINATION .

- " TOTALS "

" 'DID ‘NOT APPEAR A

S
30 | 48.3%

28 . 45.1%
2 o 3.2%




.

TOTALS
Male
Female
DID NOT
APPEAR

Male

Female

ANGLO
' CANDIDATES SCHEDULED FOR

THE CTVIL. SERVICE EXAMINATION

e e et

- LECOCP - - - UAIL

STUDENTS . . CANDIDATES
% I T A
11 13.7% 80 100.0%
8 10.0%2 58 72.5%
3 3.7% 22 27.5%
1 - 1.2% 20 25.0%
1 1.29 13 16.2%

0 . 0.0% 7 8.7%

~10-~

7 NOT LECOCP

S

STUDENTS

69 86.2%
50 62.5%
19 - 23,77
.19 23.7%
12 '15.0%
7 8.7%




-

TOTALS

Male
Female

T AR it 7

| ANGLO LEGOCP
STUDENTS SCHEDULED FOR
THE CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINATION

‘o LUTOTALS .. .. % " | .DID NOT. APPEAR . o
% R ST S

11 100.0%2 . . 1T 4.0%

8 72.7% | S | . 9.0%

3 27.2% - - 0 . 0.0%.

‘.
“11-




Y | ANGLO NOT LECOCP

STUDENTS SCHEDULED FOR

o ~ THE CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINATION

aze i L .. e e . : w e S S R . :
* . o - * s : PESETPR . .‘- 3 ‘!! . by -, .. et ‘
KRN RN R T A

e N UTOTALS . L% L0 7T' i DID NOT APPEART T L G

., - «# | 9 | ~v o, | . #_ . T ‘ . T.°/°' '1:\" . o -'

TOTALS 69 100.0% 19 - 27.5%

Male 50  72.4 .12 17.3%
Female 19 27.5% . 7 ' 10.1%

-12-°



CANDIDATES WHO COMPETED ON

" THE CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINATIONM

LECOCP ‘ ) ALL

. STUDENTS = " . CANDIDATES

TOTALS

Male
chale

Black '
Black Male. .
Black Female

Latin
Latin Male
Latin Female

Angld
Anglo Male
Anglo Female

PASSED

Male
Female

Black
Black Male
Black Female

Latin
Latin Male

Latin Female:

Anglo ~

- Anglo Méléuif
~Anglo Female

FAILED

Male
Female

116 41,

94 33.6%"
77 27.5%

148 53.0% 279 7 100.0%

g
32 11.,4% 57 20,47

113 40.5%
© 83 29.7%

64 - 22,9%
43 15.%
21 7.5

74 26.5% 106 37.9%
66 23.67 94 33.6%
8. 2.8 12 4. 37
10 .57 ' 60 21.57%

3
7 2.57, 45 16.1%
3 1.0% . 15 5,37

54

39 -
15

18
10
8

fot
)
W
3¢
ot
et
o

39.4%

}-l
nw
\0
>
0]
S

.3% 26 9.3%
23, 32 . 114
.8% 11 3,97
30 o

25 .
>

15.7%

R S
SOHNT HOO  NWo
N
ol

©.8.97,

L NRo

49 .4%
11.1%

17 . 6.0%

-13-

A 922 . F9.5%°

g
% .30 10.7%"

30.1% -
.57, 21 7.5%
13.6%

Lz

. 60.5%

 NOT LECOCP

. STUDENTS

$#.00

131

106
25

49

40

32
28

50

e L ‘3 2 AT
. BN
R o &lo . :
- g . e, L
LR el
T A R
; R , {

38 .w

G;f546,9%

- 37.9%
8.97

"17.5%

'14.3%

©3.2%

11.4%
10, 0%
- L.4%

17,9%
13.6%
4. 3%,

- 20.0%

6.1%

.. 3.9%
5
3

.0%

v'.l.2 .124-— . ‘.:fl- .“;__."" -”; s 7, ;

.- v_7 .
R AT
- i, e -
A




Page 13 Cont d : ':

@ LECOCP ALL NOT LECOCP
STUDENTS CANDIDATES - STUDENTS

.. S '>\' ey ‘ L . e » - -1‘
- 29 10 3% - o L
6 ', c o0 2,1% o

pask o s 16.4
Black Mc.le 33 - 11.8%
black Female -13 4.6%

Latin as 15,7
Latin Male 41 . 14,67
Latin Female 3 1.0% ;3- 1.0%

1.69 26 9,37 22 7.8%
1.0% 20 7.3% . 17 6.0% R
0.3% 6 2.1% 5. 0 1.7% S

‘18‘f %f‘6.4%. o - ,‘i
15 5.3% .

Anglo
Anglo Male
Anglo Female

o FLIR

H
. H

i
\

i

-14- et



: .
#
Lo L

TOTALS =

Male
Female

Black
Black Male
Black Female

Latin
Latin Male
Latin Female

o
clo Male .

Anglo Female

STUDENTS WHO COMPETED ON L

LECOCP

THE CIVIL SERVICE EXMAINATION

148

116

32

64
43
21

74

66
8
10
7

3.

N L 7
-t A

7100, 0%

78.3%
. 21.6%

£3.27
22.0%
14,1%

50.0%
Ay
5.49%
6.7%
£.7%
2.0%

\

Ju
o

54

39
15

18
10
8

30
25
5

N

-15-

1

-"'Eé§§§2 ;M ,
oo

::éﬁfé%

26.3%
10.1%

12,17

6.7%
5.4%

' 20:2%

16. 8%
3.3%
.07
2.7%
1.3%

y
[N

© FATLED oo Lo

o/

52.0%

L 11.4%

- 31.0%
22.2%
. 8 -.7%

29.7% °

T 27.7%

2.0%

0.6%

wdo . L

PO

e3iby

2.07
2.7%

e
.
%4

i

i

i

R

]



NOT LECOCP

® | e 'STUDENTS WHO COMPETED ON | . . C
THE CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINATION

CUporats ¢ 7 Badsen - UFAted .

A S S S e
coraLs 131 100,07 T s6 42.7% . 75 Tvisnam o
@le 106 80.9% 45 34.2% 61 465y
‘emale 25 19.0% a1 sl . 1h 10.6%

Slack 49 37.4% 14 10. 6% 35 26,77
lack Male 4O 30° 5% 11 . 8.3% 29 - 22019
slack Female 9 . 6.8% - , 3 2,2% 6 .- 4.5%.

atin 32 24, 4%, .14 10.6% .18 -13.7%
_atin Male 28 21.3% 13 9.9% 15 - 11.4%
satin Female 4 . 3.0% 1 0.7% 3 2,27

“nelo 50 ' 38.1% 28 21.3% S22 7 16.7%
;ﬂo Male 38 29.0% 21 16.0% 17 - . 12.9%
\nPo Female 12 9.1% 7 - 5.3% -5 - 3,8%

(=

L.

-16-



BLACK CANDIDATES WHO COMPETED

() .+ .. ON_THE CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINATION

e . AIL. i el b NON-LECOCP i e
LECOCP STUDENTS - CANDIDATES‘:’:j;f E STUDENTS .. ;k:3;
TOTALS .. - .~ . 64 56.6% 113 100.0% .~ 49 . 43.3%

Male 43 38.0% 83  73.4% 40 35.37°
Female 21 18.5% 30 . 26.5% 9 7.9%
PASSED 18 15.9% 32 - 28.3% . 14  12.3%
Male 10 .8.8% 21 18.5% 11 - 9.7%
Femzle 8 7.0% 11 9.7% 3 - 2.6%
FATLED . 46 . 40.7% 8L 71.6% . 35  30.9%

Male 33 29.29, 62 54.8% 29 " 25.6%
PYCSE 13 11,57 19 16.8%7 -6 ° = 5.3%

17— S ‘ |




v | : BLACK LECGCP STUDENTS: WHO

-

- COMPETED ON THE CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINATION

TOTALS " PASSED A FATLED
© - R i T S ST %o o

. - o .12"-—' . e T T R e ;|
CTOTALS %G . - 64 100.0%_ . - 18  28.1% - 46 .~ 71.8%

Male e 43 67.1% - - 10  15.6%7 - 33 . 51.5%
Female A 21 32.8% § 12.5% - 13 20.37%

-18- ORI S é
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) BLACKX NON-LECOCP STUbENTS WHO

COMPETED ON THE CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINATION

TOTALS . . PASSED . FAILED
TOTALS . 49 100.0% . 14 28.5% .35  71.4%

Male 40 81.67 . 11 22.47 29" 59,17
Female ° 9 18.37 3 6.1%2 - 6 - 12.2%

.
i
1
1

-19-




' LATIN ..

CANDIDATES WHO COMPETED ON

@ . . THE CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINATION

- fECOCP . .. . ..... .. ALL . . .- < ' . NOT LECOCP .
- STUDENTS “ - - ~ . :.-:CANDIDATES. - . . <" ..STUDENTS- * .. . |

rotaLs - 74 - 69.8% © 106 10002 T T 32 3047 -

Male - 66  .62.2% 94  88.67 28 - 26.49 -
Female 8 7.5% 12 11.3% . ’ 4 3.7% .

_ PASSED 30 28.3% &4 41.5% , 14 13.2%
Male 25  23.5% 38 35.8%, S 13 12,29
Female 5  4.7% | 6 5067 1 0.97%

FAILED 44 - 41.57 62 58.4%2 18 16.9% .
I‘ixale 41 38.67 56 52.8% . 15 - 14.1%

Female 3 2.87, . 6  5.6% . . 3 . 2.8%

. - s NT
- - .

-20-



S A LATIN LECOCP?

STUDENTS WHO COMPETED ON

‘ . THE CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINATION

__TOTALS _ ... . . _'PASSED * _ FATLED

roTALS  .74-...-100.0% 0300 -40.5% Af‘;léé';f7f59.4%.

Male 66  89.1% 25  33.7% - 41 55.4%
Female ° 8  -10.8% 5 TeT 3 Tlog

-21-




S LATIN NOT LECOCP

STUDENTS WHO COMPETED ON

o .7~ THE CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINATION

- _TOTALS . .- PASSED

‘..-.._'o/o -. ,
%327 100.0% . .. .o l14° L 43.7% ... .18 . 56.2%

13 40.6% - . - 15  46.8%
1 3L 3 9.37 .

TOTALS

Male 28" 87.5?
. Female - 4 12.5%

-22-




. " ANGLO
CANDIDATES WHO COMPETED ON

® “+  THE CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINATION

C LECOCP ... . .. _ ‘ALL - - NOT LECOCP
'STUDENTS | -~ "7 " CANDIDATES:: - - ' “:STUDENTS

FOTALS 10 16.6% 60 100.0%° - - 50.7% 833y

Male 7 11.6% 45 75.0% - 38 63.3%
. Female 3 5.0% 15  25.07 - 12 20.0%

o2

PASSED 6 10.0 34  .56.6% T 28 46.6%
Male 4 6.6 ' 25 41.6% ° 21 +35.0%
Female 2 3.3% 9 15.02 7 11.67%
?‘LED 4L 6.6% .26 43.3% - 22 36.6%

Male 3 5.0% .20 33.3%, 17 28.3%
Female 1 l.6% - 6 10.0% ' 5 8.3%




' : ~ - ANGLO LECOCP

STUDENTS WHO COMPETED ON

@ e THE CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINATION

. TOTALS "~ - . °.° . _ PASSED .. FAILED

T A S SN S S S "

cotaLs 10 100.0% . . .6 .60.0% . 1. _h 40.0%

Male 7 70.0% 4 40.07 3 30,07
Female 3 30.0% -2 20.07 1 10.0%

t. e~y
’,




TOTALS - -

Male
Female

. .76.0%
24 . 0%

~7100.0% -

ANGLO NOT LECOC?

STUDENTS WHO COMPETED ON

THE CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINATION

PASSED
‘f#;;," %
728  56.0%

21 42.0%
7 14.0%

FAILED

RN

17

5.

22

- 44.b%uf if;‘i?f

34.0% ?
10.0% ;

-25-
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