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Chapter I 

INTRODUCTION 

Inherent in traditional juvenile justice philosophy is the ideal of 

individualized justice, i.e., the assertion that each juvenile should be 

appraised and treated according to individual needs. To implement this ideal, 

court personnel have been granted vast' discretionary power in order to diagnose 

and meet the needs of juveniles. Court personnel are invested with this power, 

not by default" but by design: They are charged with the awesome responsibil ity 

of e~aluating a juvenile's entire I ife situation and offering a prognosis for 

the future. 

This discretionary power is not unl imited: statutory edicts and adminis-

trative decisions, as well as the actions of outside treatment agencies, do 

impinge upon the options of decision-makers. But extensive discretionary power 

still exists at all levels of decision-making, for even st~tutory guidel ines 

and administrative pol icies are subject to re-interpretation and implementation 

by the individual decision-maker. 

A significant characteristic of tradit\onal juvenile justice philosophy 

is that the social situation and persona~ ch~racteristics"of the juvenile are 

consequential. The primary task of the juvenile court is to assess a juvenile's 

social situation, diagnose potential needs, and provide rehabi1 itative treatment 

if the child is viewed as requi,ring guidance or protection. 

It is totally consistent with this orientation that the juvenile's 

characteristics, as perceived and interpreted by court personnel, be the most 

crucial variables in the complex matrix of decision-making. Legal variables 

are important, uut primarily as "symptoms" used by court personnel to evaluate 

other dimensions of a juvenile's 1 ife situation. 

Critics suggest that, in contrast to the ideal of individual ized justice 

in which each child is treated on the basis of particularized needs, the exercise 
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of discretion in the J"uvenile court 'IS based on t "I 
s erotyplca conceptions 9f 

societal sub-groups. Opponents of the juvenile justice system assert that, 

rather than being dealt with on an individual basis, youths are categorized and 

processed according to race and social class. Acco d' I "' 
ring y, critICS suggest 

that minority and poor juveniles have been subjected to widespread, systematic 

discrimination. 

The issue of social discrimination within the juvenile justice system has 

been widely debated, with numerous writers asserting that the juveniie court 

metes our disposition on the basis of a juvenile's race (Platt, i977; Schur, 1971; 

Martin, 1970; Terry, 1967', Thornberry, 1973). Oth h d 
er ave enied this contention, 

suggesting that more legal istic variables such as seriousness of offense and 

number of referrals to court are the crucial determining factors (Berg, 1967; 

Polk, 1974; Gordon, 1976; Cohen and Kluegel, 1978). 

The juvenile court does not operate in isolation from "the general societal 

trends and problems, but rather it reflects the strengths and weaknesses of the 

community in which exists. 

ihe juvenile court's discretionary power coupled with the pervasiveness 

of racial 
discrimination in American institutions presents ,a potentially ominous 

for nonwhite youths brought before juvenile courts. Juvenile justice 

researchers have sought with uneven success to determine the nature and extent 

situation 

of racial discrimination on juvenile court decision~making. Conclusive 

demonstrations have not yet been produced. Consequently, it is difficult, if ' 

not irrational, to protest to the juvenile courts about its discriminatory 

practices if empirical evidence of the process of disorimination cannot be 

readily demonstrated. 

The purpose of this study is to investigate the empirical evidence of 

racial differentials by employing more appropriate conceptual izations of juvenile 

court decision-making and more appropriate data analysis techniques. 
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The conceptual framework of th'is study is an integrated model of the juvenile 

court as a set of interrelated processes, one leading to the other. 

1.1 Background 

In terms of severity of final disposition, the fact that minorities are 

overrepresented in rela~ion to their population is well establ ished; and recent 

data show the persistence of this relationship (Smith, 1980). For example. for 

the period 1975-1977, minorities were more than fifty percent more likely to 

be institutionalized. However, since minorities are more I ikely to be charged 

with serious offenses, one argument holds that the more severe dispositions for 

black youths are the results of more serious offenses. This "legal" versus 

IIsocial" variables argument has brought about numerous investigations of juvenile 

court decision-making. 

Throughout the last decade social scientists have produced a plethora of 

articles examining decision-making within the juvenile court. And although they 

differ greatly in theoretical perspective and methodological sophistication, 

most have sought to disclose whether juvenile social characteristics or legal 

variables are correlated most highly with court disposition of a case. Social 

characteristics of interest (also referred to as ascribed characteristics) have 

included social class, race, sex, age, parents' marital status, siblings' prior 

court involvement, and activity at time of referral to court. Legal variables 

(achieved characteristics) most often examined include number of prior referrals 

to court and nature of present referral ~offense). 

The rationale behind the social characteristics versus legal variables 

debate asserts that if legal varIables are more highly correlated with decisions, 

juvenile court personnel are absolved of the charge that they have used their 

considerable discretion in a discriminatory manner. But. if the contrary is 

demonstrated statistically, ,i.e., social characteristics account for more variation 

in decision-making~ court personnel are condemned as discriminatory. However, 
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the true test of racial discrimination in juvenile court processing should not 

require that the race effect be greater than the effect of legal variables. 

Rather, the test of discrimination should be based on whether there is any 

independent race effect after offense seriousness and prior record are 

contro II ed. 

The test of whether racial differentials in juvenile court decisions 

are independent of legal variables is to examine the effects of race while 

control 1 ing the effects of legal variables. Bortner (1978) found race to have 

only a minimal effect on severity of final disposition when legj1 variables are 

controlled. Testing the relative explanatory power of the l.egal ("Positivistic") 

and I abe 11 i ng theory perspect i ves Need 1 eman (1978) foun'd race to have no 

independent effect on screening decis)ons. Ferdinand and Luchternand (1970), 

control 1 ing ror type of crime, found the relationship betwe~n race and judicial 

disposition reduced by 50 percent for personal and property' crime, but not at 

all for status offenses. Arnold (1971), controll ing for offense seriousness 

and prior record, found even less support for the legal int~rpretation. 

Thornberry (1973) explained most of the racial differentials by prior record and 

offense seriousness. Yet some racial differentials remained after control I ing 

for these legal variables. 

On the other hand, Terry (1$67) found that the relationship between race and 

severity of disposition disappeared ~hen he controlled for prior record and 

offense seriousness. Head (1974) found no racial or class bias in screening 

decisions. In a comprehensive analysis of juvenile processing, Cohen '(1975) 

found race to have only a minimal independent effect on disposition. Signifi. 

cantly, he did find that prior treatment decision was an important factor in 

court outcome. His analysis revealed a relationship between final disposition 

and whether a youth is held in detention and whether the screening decision 

results in the case being handled formally or informally. 
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To date, research has dealt with only. one phase of the decision~making 

Most have concentrated on the final disposition of the case process. 

(treatment or sentencing), while a lesser number have focused on the detention 

dec i s ion (the' . decl·sl·on whether or not to detain a juvenile prior to adjudication) 

( h dec · IS· Ion whether to handle a case in a formal or the screening decision t e 

or informal manner). This emphasIs on one decision without attention to its 

impact on and interrelatedness with other junctures in the process fails to 

uncover the processual nature 0 w at ac_ua y f h ~ II happens within the J·uvenile court. 

Likewise, the assumed distinction between legal and social variables 

i~nores the interrelatedness of such issues. Those factors categorized as ;:; 

legal variables are often viewed as more appropriate, more objective criteria 

for decision-making, as we as ex pos ac II t f to ·,ndicators of the lack of racial, 

sexual, or class bias. 

This ana YSIS ocuses I . f on J·uven·,le court decision-making as a multi-phased 

process. It examines the contention that juvenile social character.istics 

(espeCially race great y ) I ·,nfluence maJ·or early court decisions and that those 

decisions are influential indicators of final disposition, the last junGture 

in the decision-making process. 

Two'sets of findings support the contention of this approach. The first 

set is Cohen1s findings, referred to above, that detention decisions and 

screening decisions influence the severity of final disposition. This raises 

the issue of the importance of decision points that occur before final 

disposition. This is especially important since racial differentials occur at 

The second set is provided by Farrel I and Swigert (1978) these junctures also. 

and Liska and Tausig (1979). Liska and Tausig examined data from some seventeen 

studies to assess socia c ass I I and rac ·,al differentials at various decision-making 

levels. They found consistent evidence of racial differentials operating at 

the screening and final decision points as well as at the point of arrest. 

-6-

From their re-analysis of three of the studies they discovered that these 

differentials produce substantial accumulative racial differentials by the 

time of final dispOSition. In addition, these researchers found race to be 

independent of, and more significant than, class as a factor in juvenile court 

outcome. 

1.2 Model and Hypotheses 

Each of the legal and social variables is expected to have a direct effect 

upon the pre-hearing detention decision, as well as upon manner of handl ing and 

severity of final disposition. The detention decision is expected to'have a 

direct effect on manner of handl ing and both of the variables have direct effects 

on the sever i ty of f ina 1 d i spos i t ion. However, some of the effects of the 1 ega 1 

and social variables wil I be indirect through the process variables, detention 

decision and manner of handl ing. In addition, the direct effects of race will 

be weaker on severity of disposition than on detention decision and manner of 

handl ing. By the time of final disposition, much of the effect of race is 

expected to be subsumed under the pre-hearing detention decision and manner 

of handling variables becau~e in each case blacks will have higher proportions 

of detentions and formal hearings. 

Figure 1.1 shows the model that will be tested in this analysis. In 

addition to disposition, manner of handl ing, and detention decision, prior 

del inquency record and offense have been configured as intervening variables 

in the casual model. 

To test the model in Figure 1.1 we analyze models fo.-med by each endogenous 

var'(able and its hypothesized predictors.' The four-variable model for prior 

record is analyzed first, then five-variable model with offense, the six-variable 

model with detention decision, the manner of handl ing seven-variable model, and 

last, the eight-variable model with disposition
l 
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1.3 Hypotheses 

The' following hypotheses wi 11 be tested: 

1. Black juveniles receive more severe dispositions than white juveniles 

even when legal factors such as offense and prior record are control led. 

2. Black juveniles ar.e detained before a hearing more readily, even when 

offense and prior record are controlled. 

3. Black juveniles receive formal hearings more readily, even when offense 

and prior record are controlled. 

4. The independent influence of race on final disposition decreases as 

juveniles get more entrenched in the decision-making process. 

a. The independent effect of race on detention decisions and screening 

decisions are greater than the effect on severity of final disposition. 

b. The direct effects of prior decisions--detention and manner of 

handl ing--on seve~ity of final disposition are greater th~~ 

direct effect of race. 

-f
~II;;; 

5. Race has indi'rect effect on final disposition through detention decision 

and manner of handl ing. 

~. 

! 
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Chapter 2 

METHODS 

The data used in this study consist of 69,029 detailed history records 

for juveniles processed by six states and four specific jurisdictions during 

the 1979 calendar year. These data were obtained from the National Center 

for Juvenile Justice in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. Although this center collects 

data from many states and jurisdictions, our sample was I imited to ten data sets 

as a result of two rules used in selecting samples. First, each of the eight 

variables shown in Figure 2.1 had to be available in the records in a manner 

such that they could be recoded into the simple categories shown in Table 2.1; 

and second, no jurisdiction would be included that could be recognized from 

some unique way its data were coded. The National Center fQr Juvenile Justice 

collected this data through the voluntary cooperation of the several states 

and jurisdictions which generally insisted upon non-disclosure of the data 

to third parties. 

The six states and four jurisdictions that were eventually chosen for 

this study and the manner in which the data from each data set were recoded are 

shown in Appendix B. The frequencies for each category of these variables 

are given in Appendix A. After further simpl ifying modifications, the 

variables were recoded for use in the analysis--as shown in Table 2.1. 

2.2 The Hethod of Analysis 

This inquiry employs 109-1 inear analysis to examine the processing of 

del inquency referrals in juvenile courts. Log-I inear analysis is wei I-suited 

to data representing juvenile court processing. Since our dependent variables 
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Table 2.1. 

Variable 

Disposition 
None-Light 
Moderate 
Severe 

Manner 
Informal 
Formal 

Detention 
None 
Overnight 

Prior Record 
Prior Record 

-10-

Description and Frequencies of Variables Used in the Total 
Sample Analysis 

Symbol N % 

(X) 
40,147 58 
22,150 32 
6,732 10 

(M) 
33,048 48 
35,981 52 

(D) 

58,075 84 
10,954 16 

(P) 
29,431 43 No Prior Record 39,598 57 

Offense (0) 
Violent 4,393 6 P.roperty 26,267 38 Part II 26,852 39 Status 11,517 17 

Sex (S) 
Male 55,355 80 Female 13,674 20 

Age (A) 
10-13 10,211 15 14 9,427 14 15 14,116 20 16 17,177 25 17 18,098 .26 

Race (R) 
White 51,027 74 Black 18,002 26 

Total 69,029 100% 

-11-

of interest are not interval level scales, regression analYSis and other 

forms of the general I inear model are less appropriate. Log-I inear analysis 

of multidimensional contingency tables is an extremely useful tool for 

specifying the degree and nature of the complexity of the relationship 

between social characteristics and court dispositions (Goodman, 1972, 1973; 

Burke and Turk, 1975; Cohen and Kluegel, 1977, 1979). It provides the capa-

,. bil ity of reveal ing partial relationships and net effects in contingen~y 
!; tables as well as controlling for the effects of certain variables without I 

• I 

'1 
~ J 
J 

! 

';.! 

inordinately reducing cell frequencies. In addition, it al1c~/s us to hold 

constant the associations among predictor variables while testing for their 

effects on the court decisions of interest. 

The eight variables used in this study are listed in Table 2.1 along 

with the categories and frequencies of each. The first pha~e of the analysis 

is the exam~n~tion of the interrelationships of Detention D~cision (D) and 

five other factors--Prior Record (P), Offense Type (0), Race (R), Age (A), 

and Sex (S). Analysis is begun by constructing a six-way contingency table 
consisting of 320 cells. The log-linear equation for the saturated 

G 
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Where Gijklmn represents the log of the expected frequency in cell (i, 

j, k, 1, m, n) of the six-way table and the )LIs represent effects of the 

variables, thei·r associations and interactions on Gijklmn. The superscripts 

refer to the variables whose effects are being tested; the subscripts refer 

to the catego~ies of the variables (Goodman, 1972). 

The saturated model shown in equation 1, contains all the factors; 

therefore, it fits the data perfectly, although not all of the coefficients 

are statistically significant. A"good fit" of a model is one in which there 

is no significant difference between the expected frequencies based on the 

model and the actual frequencies in the six-way table. Thus, the Chi-Square 

value for the model would be nonsignificant. The general objective is to find 

a parsimonious model that adequately accounts for the association among the 

variables in the six-way contingency table, i.e., fits the data. The saturated 

model is too unwieldy because of the large number of terms jn the equation and 

also because the number of factors in some of the interaction terms make 

presentation and interpretation difficult. 

Since the data set for this analysis consists of some 69,000 cases/records, 

and since the Likelihood-Ratio Chi-square (L 2) is proportiona~ to the size 

of the sample, finding the best fitting models becomes a problem as the only 

models usually found to fit the data in large data sets are the saturated 

models, or models with terms including four or more variables. Consequently, 

I have used a method suggested by Knoke and Burke (1980), which is an analog 

to mul tiple R 2. A "basel ine" model is selected whose L 2 serves as a 

standard against which to judge the improvement in fit provided by some more 

complex model. liThe baseline L2 indicates the amount of variabil.ity in the 

data not due to factors already included in the model ," (p.40). When the 

proportion of the baseline L 2 is accounted for by an alternative model is l 
~ d 
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(> 90%), this alternative model is judged to provide 

though with statistical test it might be significant. 

a satisfactory fit 
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Chapter 3 

TEST OF DISPOSITION MODEL 

3. I Introduction 

! 
1 
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( 
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Although the primary variable of interest is severity of final disposi-

tion, we are also interested in the intervening variables, manner of handl ing 

and detention decision, as dependent measures. Consequently, each of these 

two variables as well as the two other intervening variables--prior record 

and offense type--are examined in models composed of the specific dependent 
~ 
1 

I 
, 

" 
I 

i 
I 
I 
I 

measure and variables with proposed antecedent effects. Starting at the left 

of the diagram in Figure 1.1 we e~amine in turn the prior record, offense, 

detention decision, manner of handl ing, and disposition models. 

I 3.2 Prior Record 

Table 3.1 shows the derivation of the model with prior record as the 

dependent variable~ Model P3 in this table accounts for more than 90 percent 

of the variance in Model I, the one-way distributions. In the screening 

for this model as well as for models that follow, a model is derived contain-

ing terms which permit tests for the main effects (direct effects) of each 

of the variables in the model. 

To test the net contributions of each antecedent variable the co~ffi-

cients of partial determination were calculated (see Goodman, 1972). This 

coefficient is the result of comparing the Chi-Square value for the final 

model with the Chi-Square value for the final model with the term of interest 

deleted (see Tables 3.2 and 3.3). The coefficient of partial determination 

indicates the relative magnitude of effects. 

As Tables 3.2 and 3.3 show, race, age, and sex--in that order--accoun~ 

for the variance in prior record. Blacks tend to have prior records more 

often than whites, older juveniles tend to have prior records more often than 

younger juveniles, and males tend to have prior records more often than femalez. 
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Table 3.1. Likel ihood Ratio Chi-Square for Models of Association Between 
Prior Record (P), Race (R), Age (A), and Sex (S) 

Model 

P2 

P3 

Fitted Marginals 

All one-way variable 
distributions 

(P) (R) (A)' (S) 

(RAS) (PR) (PA) 

(RAS) (PR) (PA) (PS) 

likel ihood 
.Ratio ChI-square 

4593.74 

1076.71 

177.05 

De8~ees 
Freedom P< 

32 0.001 

14 

13 

0.001 

0.001 

Table 3.2. Likelihood Ratio Chi-Square Values for Models With Prior 
Record Factors Deleted 

Likel ihood Degrees 
Ratio Of 

Model Fitted. Marginals Chi-Square Freedom P< 

p4 Model P3 - (PR) 1929.56 14 0.001 

P5 Model P3 - (PA) 1240.40 17 0.001 

P6 Model P3 - (PS) 1076.71 14 0.001 

I 
~ 

-17-

Table 3.3. Test of Net Contributions of Each of the Prior Record Factors 
in Model R3 

Degrees Likelihood Coefficient 
Factor Comparison of Ratio of Partial 

Freedom Chi-Square Determination P< 
(PR) P4 P3 1 1,752.51 0.91 0.001 
(PA) P5 P3 4 1,063.35 0.86 0.001 
(PS) P6 P3 1 8S9.71 0.84 0.001 
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3.3 Offense Type 

Table 3.4 shows the screening for the test of the model for the next 

dependent variable in the sequence, offense. First we construct a five-

way table of offense, prior record~ age, race, and sex as shown in the 

Appendix C, Table C.I. Analysis of thi~ five-~ay table results in model 

05 (see Table 3.4). The main effects, as derived by the coefficient of 

determination computation in Tables 3.5 and 3.6--in the order of impor-

tance--are sex, race, age, and prior record. Further analysis (not shown) 

reveals that males! blacks, and older juveniles tend to commit more serious 

offenses than females, whites and younger juveniles, respectively. Juveniles 

with no prior records tend to commit more property offenses; and those with 

prior records comnit more viol~nt offenses as well as more status offen·ses. 

3.4 Detention Decision 

Table 3.7 shows the relationships between the detention decision and the 

five antecedent var i ab I es in the mode I. i Although ne i ther of the var i ab 1 es is 

correlated with detention decision to any substantial degree, the table does 

show that several variables are related to this decision. The variable with 

the greatest correlation is prior record, followed in order by race, offense, 

a~e, sex and income. It seems logical that a juvenile with a prior record 

might be detained more readily' than others; however, it would appear that the 

current offense would also be an important factor in the detention decision. 

Yet race has the second largest correlation. Blacks are more I ikely to be 

detained than whites. Surprisingly, there is only a very minimal relationship 

between the nature of the offense and being detained. Juveniles committing 

violent offenses are detained much more readily than others, while there is 

hardly any distinction between the other types of offenses. 

The next point of concern is what happens to these bivariate relationships 

when they are examined simyltaneously with other variables. More specifically, 
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Table 3.4. Likelihood Ratio Chi-Square for Models Association Between 
Offense (0), Prior Record (P), Race (R), Age, (A), and Sex (5). 

Degrees Li ke 1 i hood 
of Rat io 

Model Fitted Marginals Freedom Chi-Square p< 

01 All one-way variable distributions 
(0) (R) (A) (S), (p) 149 14,091.25 0.001 

02 (RAS) (RO) (AO) (SO) 119 5,925.67 0.001 

03 (RAS) (OR) (OA) (OS) (PS) 117 3,429.16 0.001 

04 (RAS) (OR) (OA) (OS) (PO) (PS) 114 3,110.29 0.001 

05 (PRAS) (PO) (OR) (OA) (OS) 96 535.50 0.001 

Tab Ie 3.5. Like I i hood Ratio Chi-Square Values for Models with Offense Factors 
Deleted 

Degrees Like I ihood 
of Ratio 

Model Fitted Marginals Freedcm Chi-Square p< 

06 Mode 1 as - (PO) 99 620.60 0.001 

07 Model AS - (OR) 99 3,269.20 OoOOi 

08 Model 05 COAl 108 1,652.92 0.001 

09 Model as (os) 99 5,029.63 0.001 
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~ Table 3.6. Test of Net Con t r i bu t i on of Each of the Offense Factors in 
05. 

Degrees Like I i hood Coefficient 
of Ratio of Partial 

Factor Comparison Freedom Chi-Square Determination 

(PO) 06 05 3 85. 10 0.14 

(OR) 07 05 3 2,733.70 0.84 

(OA) 08 05 12 1,117.42 0.68 

(OS) 90 05 3 4,494.13 0.89 

Model 

p< 

0.001 

0.001 

0.001 

0.001 
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Table 3.7. Bivariate Relationships Between Detention Decision, Manner 
of Handling, Severity of Disposition and Other Factors (Tau) 

Detention Manner of Severity of Variable Decision Handling Disposition 

Age .06 . .08 .04 
Sex -.02 -.12 -'.09 
Race .15 .13 -.03 
Offense -.07 -.26 -.16 
Prior Record -.22 -.20 -.16 
Detention Decisioltl -.22 .14 
Manner of Handling .41 
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does the race effect remain so prominent? As explained in Chapter 2, 

the multivariate statistical procedure employed in this a~alysis permits us 

to determine the effects of individual factors on the detention decision 

while control I ing for other variables. 

In the model, five variables are antecedent to the detention decision: 

offense, prior record, race, age, and sex. A test of this model involves the 

six-way crosstabulation of race, age, sex, prior record, offense, and detention. 

Table 3.8 shows the tests of fit for this analysis: the basel ine 

Likel ihood Ratio Chi-square, including all one-way variable distributions, is 

19,774.70. indicating the amount of variabil ity in the data unaccounted for. 

A model with all three-:flay interactions fits the data as indicated by the test 

of significance. However, the complexity of this model presents interpretation 

problems. The model with all two-way interactions explains over 90 percent 

of the variance in the basel ine Likel ihood Ratio Chi-square: However, model 

04 was chosen as the best-fitting model in this .instance. It was equivalent 

to model 02 except for the interaction term (POSAR). Since the models are 

hierarchical, the term (POSAR) includes all lower-order terms. 

To test the net contributions of each antecedent variable the coeffi-

cients of partial determination were calculated (see Table C.S). The sizes of 

coefficients shown in Table 3.9 indicate the relative magnitudes of effects. 

Thus, in determining whether to detain a youth, prior record is most important, 

fol lowed by offense and race, then age. Sex has minimal effect. 

The effect parameters (Lambda's) in Table 3.10 are partial coefficients 

measuring the effect of factors on detention decision while control I ing for 

al I other factors. The coefficients reflect comparisons with the average 

probabil ity of a subject being detained or not, where a zero coefficient repre-

sents no deviation from an average chance of fall ing into a cell, i ,e., what 

would be expected without the effect parameter being considered. A positive 
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Table 3.8. 

Model 

01 

02 

03 

04 

Table 3.9. 

Factor 

(OA) 

(OR) 

(DO) 

(Op) 

(OS) 
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Likel ihood Ratio Chi-Square for Models of Association Between 
Oetention Oecision (D), Offense (0), Prior Record (p), Race (R), 
Age (A), and Sex (S) 

ritted Marginals 

All one-way variable distributio~s 

All two-way interactions 

All three-way interactions 

(POSAR) (OP) (00) (OR) (OA) (OS) 

Degrees 
of 

Freedom 

308 

262 

168 

149 

Li ke I i hood 
Rat io 

Chi -Square 

19,774.70 

1,298.91 

179.41 

577.55 

P< 

0.0 

0.0 

0.26 

0.001 

Test of Net Contributions of Each of the Detention Factors in Model 04 

Comparison 

05 04 

06 04 

07 04 

08 04 

D9 04 

Degrees 
of 

Freedom 

4 

9 

3 

Like I i hood 
Rat io 

Chi-Square 
• 

303.61 

595.27 

624.38 

2,509.41 

31 . 02 

Coefficient 
of Part i al 

Oetermi nat ion P< 

0.35 0.001 

0.51 0.001 

0.52 o.ooi 

0.82 0.001 

0.05 0.001 

'. 
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Tabl e 3.10. Effect Parameters (Lambda) for the Detention Decision 

Detained 

Ha in Effects " None Overnight 

Age 
13 0.211 -0.211 
14 0.008 -0.008 
15 -0.033 0.033 
16 -0.082 0.082 
17 -0.184 0.104 

Race 
White 0.144 -0.144 
Black -0.144 0.144 I 

H 
Offense ~ 

Vio I en·t -0.333 . 0.333 
Property 0.070 -0.070 
Part I I 0 .. 157 -'0.157 
Status 0.107 -0.107 

Prior Record 
Yes -0.279 0.270 
No 0.279 -0.279 
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the proceedings should be. Also those who were detained are more I ikely to 

have formal hearings~ 

On the other hand, the social factors--race, sex, and age--are correlated 

with the manner of handl ing. In other words, each of these social variables 

can predict to some degree the probabil ity of a juvenile being handled in a 

formal hearing. More specifically, black youths are handled formally more 

readily than white youths and males are handled formally more readily than females. 

To examine individual relationships net of other effects, the multivariate 

manner of handling model is evaluated. The manner of handl ing model involves a 

test of the seven-way crosstabulation of race, age, sex, prior record, offense, 

detention, and manner of handl ing. 

Table 3.11 shows the derivation of the best-fitting model. Note that model 

H2 accounts for more than 90 percent of the variance in model HI. Tables C.6 

and 3.12 show the cplculations of the relative magnitude of·effects of the 

independent variables. From highest to lowest they are offense, detention, 

prior record, sex, age, and race. Race has relatively less effect than either 

of the other variables. However, it still has some effect. Blacks are handled 

formally more readily than whites when these other variables, including offense 

and orior record, are controlled. 

The effect parameters shown in Table 3.13 give another view of the relative 

effects of the variables, and they corroborate' the partial determination statis-

tics in terms of ranking variables by importance. 

3.6 Severity of Disposition 

Hanner of handl ing has the largest bivariate correlation with severity of 

disposition. This should be expected because cases that are handled informally 

do not usually result in severe dispositions $uch as incarceration. In addition 

to manner of handl ing, which is naturally related to the severity of the 

disposition, other legal variables are related to disposition. The more serious 
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Table 3.11. Testing Manner of Handl ing Mode) 

Model 

HI 

M2 

Degrees 
of 

Fitted Marginais Freedom 

All one-way variable distributions 627 

(DPOSAR) (110) (I1P) (MO) (MR) 308 
(MA) (115) 

Like I i hood 
Rat io 

Chi-Square 

1,813.77 

P< 

0.001 

0.001 

Table 3.12 Tests of Net Contributions of Each of the Manner of Handling Factors 

Factors 

(MS) 

(M) 

(I1R) 

(MO) 

(MP) 

(110) 

Compari son 

M3 M2 

M4 M2 

M5 M2 

H6 M2 

M7 M2 

M8 M2 

Degrees 
of 

Freedan 

4 

3 

Likel ihood 
Ratio 

Chi-Square 

301.82 

276.42 

217.15 

3.091.03 

1,134.49 

1,894.99 

Coeff i c ien t 
·of Partial 
Determination P< 

0.14 0.001 

0.13 0.001 

0.11 0.001 

0.63 0.001 

0.38 0.001 

0.51 0.001 I" ' , 
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Table 3.13. Effect Parameters (Lambda) for Manner of Handl ing 

Manner of Hanclling 

Ma in Effects Informal Formal 

Sex 
Male -0.093 0.093 Female 0.093 0.093 

Age 
13 0.148 -0.148 )4 -0.012 0.012 15 -0.056 0.056 16 -0.047 0.047 17 -0.039 0.034 

Race 
White 0.072 -0.072 Black -0.072 . 0.072 

Offense 
Viol~,t -0.653 0.653 Property -0.010 0.010 Part II 0.213 -0.213 Status 0.450 -0.450 

Prior Record 
Yes -0.143 0.143 No 0.143 -0.,143 

Detained 
No 0.267 -0.267 Yes -0.267 0.267 
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the offense, the more I ikely the juvenile wil! receive a severe disposition. 

Also, having a prior referral record leads more readily to more severe di3posi-

tions. Notably, the relationships are small in maqnitude. In other words, the 

severitvof the disposition cannot be attributed to offense and prior record only. 

Rather it is also a function of such factors as sex, age and race. as well as 

manner of handl ing. (See Tables 3.7 and C.3.) 

The multivariate analysis ,of the severity of disposition model involves the 

complete eight-way crosstabulation of disposition, manner of handling, detention 

decision, offense, prior record, sex, race, and age. Table 3.)4 shows the 

screening for a model of fit--modei X3. The relative magnitude of effects as 

derived in Tables C.7 and 3.15 are in the following order, from highest to lowest: 

manner of handl ing. detention, race and offense (tied), and prior record. In 

other words. when all six other factors are controlled, race. is as important as 

offense in determining the severity of disposition and is more important than 

prior record. Age has no significant effect. 

The effect parameters shown in Table 3.16 present a surprise. Whites tend 

to receive slightly more severe dispositions and blacks tend to receive signifi-

cantly lighter dispositions when all other factors are controlled. The effect 

parametor, +0.252, indicates that there is a disproportionate tendency for blacks 

to receive 1 ight dispositions--that is, there are more cases than expected in 

that cell. 

Further analysis of disposition throws I ight on the results in Table 3.16. 

Table 3.11 shows that without considering other variables blacks have more light 

dispositions, fewer moderate dispositions, and more severe dispositions than 

whites. The analysis of a model which includes only 'disposition,"race, offense, 

and prior record provided further illumination. Without detention decision or 

manner of handl ing in the model, blacks are shown t.o receive sl ightly more light 

dispositions, but significantly fewer moderate dispositions and significantly 
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Table 3.14. Testing Severity of Disposition Model 

Model Fitted Marginals 

Xl All one-way variable di stributions 

X2 (HDPOSAR) (XH) (XS) (XP) (XO) (XR) 

X3 (HPORAS) (DPR) (DOR) (DPA) (DOA) 
(DSAR) (XH) (XD) (Xp) (XO) (XR) 

Degrees 
of 

Freedom 

1905 

1264 

1540 

Likel ihood 
Ratio 

Chi -Square 

54,090.16 

5,644.46 

4,870.24 

0.001 

0.001 

0.001 

Table 3.15. Tests of ~~t Contributions of Each of the Disposition Factors 
in Hodel X3 

Degrees Likel i hood Coefficient 
of Ratio of Partial 

Co.'npar i son Freedom Ch i-Square Determination P< 

Hodel X3 - (XM) 2 9,867.82 .670 0.001 

Hodel X3 - (XD) 2 3,438.49 .413 0.001 

Hodel X3 (Xp) 2 905.19 • I 57 0.001 

Hodel X3 - (XO) 6 1 ,785.46 .268 0.001 

Hodel X3 - '(XR) 2 1,782.25 .268 0.001 " 

~ 
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Table 3.16. Effect Parameters (Lambda) for Severity of Disposition 

Di sposi t ion 

Ma in Effects l. i ght Moderate Severe 

Race 
White -0.252 0.205 0.046 
Black 0.252 -0.205 -0.046 

Prior Record 
Yes -0.164 -0.130 0.294 
No 0.164 0.130 -0.294 

[}etained 
No 0.313 0.243 .. 0.556 
Yes -0.313 -0.243 0.556 

Manner of Handl ing 
Informa 1 0.642 -0.077 -0.744 
Formal -0.681 0.037 0.584 

Offense 
Violent -0.016 -0. 193 0.209 
Property -0.277 0.264 0.014 
Part I I 0.197 0.090 -0.286 
Status 0.096 -0. 1 61 0.064 
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Table 3.17. Race by Severity of Disposition 

Race 

Severity of Disposition. White Black 

28.643 11 .504 
(56%) (64%) 

Light 

18,074 4,076 
(35%) (23%) 

Moderate 

4,310 2,422 
(8%) (13%) 

Severe 

Totals 51,027 18,002 
(99%) (100% ) 

Table 3.18. Severity of Disposition Model with Race
p 

Offense, 
and Record 

Model Fitted Marginals 

MI All one-way distributions 

M2 All two-way distributions 

Degrees 
of 

Freedom 

40 

23 

Likel i hood 
Ratio 

Chi-Square 
. I 

12,646.11 

P< 

0.001 

0.001 
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more severe dispositions than whites (see Tables 3.18 to 3.20). This is 

comparable to the zero-order correlation. 

Black youths are detained more often and handled formally more often. When 

these variables are included in the severity of disposition analysis, they tend 

to mask the true race eff~ct on disposition. 

By this analysis, black youths suffer disproportionate treatment at each 

major decision point in juvenile court processing. 

3.7 Results of Hypotheses 

To summarize the findings 1 will review them as they relate to the origi-

nal hypotheses of the study. 

Hypothesis 1: Black juveniles recaive more severe dispositions 

than white juveniles even when legal factors such as offense and 

prior record are controlled. 

In the bivariate analysis, with no variables controlle&, race is corre-

lated with severity of disposition: blacks get substantially more severe 

sentences than whites. This relationship still obtains when the legal vari-

ables, offense and prior delinquency record, are controlled. 

Hypothesis 2: Nonwhite juveniles are detained before a hearing rr.ore 

readily than white juveniles when offense and. prior record are 

controlled. 

This hypothesis was supported: when offense and orior record. are controlled, 

black juveniles are detained more often than white juveniles. 

Hypothesis 3: Nonwhite juveniles receive ~ormal hearings more readily 

when legal factors such as offense and prior record are control led. 

Al though race is less important in determining manner of handl ing than sex, 

age, offense, prior record, and detention decision, it still has an independent 

effect on manner of handl ing. So statistically, the hypothesis is supported. 

But substantively, the strength of the effect is sl ight. 
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Table 3.19. Tests of Net Contributions of Each of the Disposition 
Factors 

Factor 

XP 

xc 

XR 

Degrees 
of 

Freedom 

2 

6 

2 

Likel i hood 
Ratio 

Chi-Square 

2,893.38 

3,267.90 

1,288.99 

Coefficient 
of Partial 

Determi nat ion 

0.85 

0.87 

0.72 

P< 

0.001 

0.001 

0.001 

Tabl e 3.20. Effect Parameters (Lambda) for Race on Disposition 

Main Effects 

Race 
Whi te 
Black 

Severity of Disposition 

Light 

-0.040 
0.040 

Moderate 

0.248 
-0.248 

Severe 

-0.208 
(}.208 
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Hypothesis 4: The influence of race on final disposition decreases 

as juveniles get more entrenched in the decision-making process. 

A. The effects of race on detention decision and manner of handling 

are greater than the effect on severity of disposition. 

This hypothesis re~ults from the assumptions of the model--that some of 

the effects of race on severity of disposition is subsumed in the detention 

dec is i on and mannt~r of hand 1 i ng. F rom the ana I ys i s we see tha t the par t i a I 

determination coefficient for race and detention decision is 0.51, compared 

to .107 for race and manner of handling an~ .268 for race and disposition. 

So the effect of race on detentio'n decision is greater than the effect of 

race on disposition. However, this is not the case with manner of handl ing. 

B. The direct effects of the prior decisions--detention and 

manner of handl in9--on severity of final disposition are 

greater than the direct effect of race. 

This hypothesis was supported, demonstrating that the relationship 

between race and these two earl ier decision points is crucial to understanding 

racial differentials In juvenil'e court processing. 

n 

4.1 Overview 
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Chapter 4 
CONCLUSIONS 

It is evident from the findings that race plays an important role 

at each point in the juvenile judicial process. Racial differences are 

al so found in the type of offenses conm i tted and pr ior de 1 inquency. The 

latter findings are consistent with some previous reports (Thornton et al., 

pp. 55-56), although different methodological approaches have produced 

different results. 

While many analysts and theorists have focused upon the social char-

acteristics and environments of del inquent youths, the findings of this 

study suggest that perhaps more attention should be focused on the behavior 

and attitudes of those who administer the Juvenile Justice.System. 

At each point within the juvenile court decision-making process, racial 

considerations figure prominently. Not only does race have indirect effects, 

i.e. through other variables, but it is a factor when control I ing for legal 

and other social variables. T~ese findings would indicate that the raci5m 

found in the society at large may permeate the juvenile court system, oper

ating from the point of contact to the point of disposition. 

This study has some obvious limitations. First, it is a study of 

activities within a juvenile court. Consequently, .fact"rs associated with 

the selection of juveni les to the court are not considered. While such 

factors are considered mostly irrelev~nt to most of the processes within the 

juvenile court, factors effecting selection to the court are obviously im-

portant. They determine who is involved in the court and who is not. Further, 

such a factor as the availabil ity of an adult to take responsibi lity for a 

youth may affect the decision whether to detain or not. However ~uch factors 
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are not relevant for manner of handl ing and disposition decisions. 

A second I imitation of the study is that jurisdiction could not be 

used as a variable. Obviously, the degree of racial differentials in 

juvenile processing varies by court jurisdiction. With numerous juris

dictions examined as a group, these variations are masked. On the other 

hand, since this study is about differentials in the process in general, 

and not about specific jurisdictions, total figures are more appropriate. 

4.2 Previous Delinquency Record 

While not central to this study, the relationship between race. and 

prior del inquency bears some mention. Many theories abound as to why blacks 

may have more involvement in the criminal justice system than whites. The 

present study suggests that if a black youth has any contact with this system, 

he or she is more I ikely to become enmeshed in it. Thus, prior contact may 

be, in part, a function of race. If this is the case, then it would seem 

that a vicious cycle is perpetuated: youth who is black is more li'kely to 

be taken into custody by the police. Once in custody, he or she is more 

I ikely to be detained. All other factors being equal, the odds are that 

a black youth is more likely to be handled in a formal manner than his white 

counterpart. In terms of final disposition, black youths receive 'more severe 

d i spos it ions. 

Any initial contact with the juvenile justice system for black youths 

may lead to more ~evere treatment, which in turn increases their chances for 

being differentially treated at the various decision points in the system, 

if there is any later involvement with this system. 

Given the discretionary powers of police officers in determining 

whether to take juvenile offenders into custody and the I ingering existence 

of racial biasness in police departments, racially differei1tial treatment 
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could very well begin at this point. Therefore, social characteristics 

of youths may get transformed into legal variables, and both sets of factors 

act together and independently to affect the treatment of black youths in 

the juvenile justice system. 

Perhaps pol ice officers need greater awareness of how their decision-

making powers and unconscious racial attitudes combine to adversely affect 

black youths. 

4.3 Detention 

At this point in the process key decisions are made that ultimately 

affect the outcome of a juvenile1s contact with the juvenile justice sys

tem. The I~gal variables of prior record and type of offense determine 

in part the type of intake disposition that occurs. However, over and 

above these factors, soc i a I var i abl es "operate throughll the legal var i abl es 

to affect decisions at this point in the process. 

It appears that decision-makers at this point consider black youths 

more criminal, dangerous, or guilty than white youths, over and above their 

prior record and offense, therefore, detaining them more often'than would 

be expected by chance. These results suggest that these decision-makers' 

perceptions of black youths (and their environments) are such that they are 

less I ikely to release them into custody of the ir parents or to pur,sue other 

alternatives to detention. 

Whatever the reason, it seems that black youths are differently treated 

at this point because of their race. Again, these findings point out the 

need to sensitize officials at this point of how non-legal factors such as 

their oWl perceptions of and attitudes toward the social characteristics 

of youths affect some of them in a negative manner. 
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4.4 Manner of Handling 

At this stage in the decision-making p·rocess, race has a smaller in-

dependent effect than do the other variables in the model. But race is 

stili a factor, both directly and indirectly--through the detention variable. 

Black youths are ~omewhat more I ikely to be adjudicated (handled 

fonmally) than are whit2 youths. And since the manner in which a case is 

handled affects its disposition, then this racial difference at this point 

is important. 

Once again, it is an open question as to why race is ~ factor even after 

control I ing for other variab!es in the model. These findings suggest that 

racial discrimination is not a~sent at this stage of the pro~ess and that the 

social and racial perceptions and attitudes of decision-makers come into play, 

resulting in inequitable treatment for black youth. 

4.5 Disposition! 

Black youth tend to receive more se~ere dispositions than do white 

youngsters, con~roll ing for the legal variables, prior record and offense. 

When adding detention and manner of handling, differential treatment by 

race is camouflaged by the Indirect influences of race through these variables. 

These findings Indicate that like other officials of the juvenile justice 

system, juveni Ie 
I court personnel allow personal or social characteristics of 

the young offender to influence their decisions. This practice operates to 

the disadvantage of black youths. 

4.6 Need for Some Corrective Action 

Given the fact that black youths are treated more harshly in the juvenile 

justice system than whites, and that the officials of this system enjoy broad 

discretionary powers, it would seem desirable to sensitize these officials 

and those who work with ~hem, or who oversee the system, to the damaging 
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effects that unconscious or conscious racial attitudes can have on the black 

youths in the system, and the long-term adverse consequences for the black 

community and the larger society. 

Prevlous research has shown that the academic backgrounds and profes

sional orientation (legalistic vs. treatment) of these officials are related 

to the type of handling they give juveniles (Thornton et al., pp. 368-372). 

Other external factors such as their racial attitudes anc experiences also 

appear to be factors in their professional del iberations. It is probably 

safe to assume that few of these court officials and pol ice officers have 

received training in racial awareness concerning black Americans and other 

minority groups. 

One way to ensure black youths a fairer treatment in this system would 

be to minimize any racial biasness of the officials that come into contact 

with juveniles. These would include pol ice officers, probation officers, 

social workers, lawyers, and J·udges. In each c . f . ase, In ormation can be pro-

vided to these professionals indicating that racial discrimination continues 

to playa part in the decision-making at their particular stage in the proc

ess, and that these practices further disadvantage black youths. The subtle 

ways in which racial misconceptions and stereotypes may affect officials ' 

judgments and actions can be identified, and precautions against these biases 

de I i neated. 

The cumulative effect of racial discrimination in the juveni Ie justice 

system can be illustrated so that these professionals can see the long-term 

results of actions taken at their point of contact with juveniles. Legiti

mate cultural differences can be identified so that these officials can ade

quately assess a youngster1s personal and social circumstances without relying 

upon their own cultural standards or values. 
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In short, a manual or some other document could be developed to make 

juvenile justice officials aware of cultural differences and racial s~ereo-

typing, and how these affect decision-making in the juvenile justice system. 

Other approaches may include seminars, conferences, development of media 

for law enforcement off'icials (in service and pre-service). 
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Appendix A 

FREQUENCIES FOR THE TOTAL SAMPLE 

In this appendix, original frequencies ~re provided for the variables 

used in this study. Variables shown here were recoded into the categories 

shown in Table 2.1. The method of recoding is apparent for most variables 

when the two tables are compared. However, the variable "prior record" 

used in the analysis is a combination of two' exclusive codes, prior record 

(WR006) and prior delinquency record (WR007). In t~ original data, a 

youth will have a code of I to 3 for one of these variables and ~ zeiO for 

the other as a result of the two different ways that jurisdictions reported 

prior referra:s. Therefore, if either variable had a code of 2 or 3, the 

new "pr i or record" var i ab lei s coded as "I" (yes). I f not, pr ior record is 

coded as "2" (none). 
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Appendix B 

VARIABLE RECODING SCHEME 

• 

In this appendix we present the details ~f how the variables, sex, 

race, detention, manner of handl ing, disposition, and offense type (FBI 

reason for referral coqes) were recoded across data sets. The ten spe-

cific states and jurisdictions are also indicated • . 
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Detention and rOlter raMilV and other 
~~il and d.tention and rOlter 'amily and other 

.. 

I 
()"\ 

tv 
I 
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......................................................•...............•.• ~ .....•......•.................................. 
a.cur ••• t.~t'on prior to .ilpolition? CO.I: 1 

.~ .................................•.................................•....•.•..•............•............................ 

AL AID~lal 1 Not •• tline. 
:5 Attention ho, ... Ihl1ter clre .. 'rotlctlvi CUltO.V' ,h,lt.r clr. 

IA lowl 00 None overnillht 

KA lI.on l1li111 00 None oVlrnillht 

KB IoJVlnd\)th 11.8 00 None oVlrnl.ht 

NE N.~rllkl 00 Nonl oVIY'njllht 
04 FOltlr "at 1\1 or lIY'ouP "0.11 

PA '.nnlllll..,lnll Total number of days of care provided prior to 
disposition in jail or detention facility = 0 

PO A1100hlnll PA 00 No •• 'hnUon 
04 FOltlr hoa • 
05 ~oal •• t.ntion 

PH Ph&lalfctl,,,lo PA 
03 
iZ 

Sleepy Hollow 
Not In If.t.ntion hcllltll 

I TN BlltlbV TN 00 No ."t.ntion or Iholtor cere oVlrnlght <7' 
OJ Foat.r "allv homo VJ 

I 
04 Sh.lt.r hoao 

IN \Jlllt Vlr@lnll 00 Nont ovt,.nll1,lIt 

\ 
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VarJabl_: 
S_eur ••• t_ntlo" ,rlor to ~1'Fo.ltton? 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
CO~it: 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Ov.rnl,ht or Jong.r 

AL 

IA 

KA 

KI 

PI 

PH 

TN 

Phila~'I,h" "A 
ShlU" TN 

OJ 
02 
03 

01 
02 
03 

OJ 
02 
03 

D.t.ntlon 'aeiJltv 
Jcl1 
J.i1 an~ ~.t.ntlon 

Jailor ,01Ie. Itatlon 
D.t.nU on hOlll, 
J.11 an~ ~.t.nt10n hOM. 

Ja11 or ,011e. Itatlon 
D.t.nt! on ho.u 
Ja11 an~ ~.t.ntlon ho •• 

Ja11 Or ,011e. Itat10n 
D.t.nUon ho •• 
J.II and ~.t.ntlon hOM. 

~1 Jailor ,oJ Ie •• tatlon with •• ,.r8t. '.eI11tt •• 
O~ Jail Dr pol Ie. It.tlon w1th no "p.r.t. '.e'lJt1 03 D.t.ntlon ho •• 

Total number of days of care provided prior 
disposition in jailor detention facilitj F 
OJ J.II-,011e. It.tlon 
O~ D.t.ntion ho •• 

OJ 
02 

01 
02 
03 

In ~.t.ntlon 'aellJtv 

Jail .r ,0Jle~ Itat10n 
D.l.nt10n c.nt.r 

J.II or ,oJ1e. ItatJon 
D.t.ntlon hOI:l. 
J.II .n~ ~.t.ntlon hOIll, 

.. 

to I 
o 0' 
~ 
I 
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••••••••••• ~ •••••••••••••• § •••••••••••••••••••••• * ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• Q ••• Q •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

I 

•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• * •••••••• ~ •• 

AL AI.b ••• iZ No 

JA 10"'. I Without p.tlUon 

KA K.n •• 1 I Without petlUon 

KII WV·nllotte K8 Without ,eU U on 

N£ NellY'.IIr. Without ,eUUon 

PA Pennlvlvani. In'o" •• 1 .IIJult.ent 

PB Al lellhenv PA I Withd".wn 
iZ AdJult.ent 
:J W."ninll lette" 
-4 Ae'e""ell to 10ci.1 ·lIencv 
~ Re'erred to Ichool 
I, Ae'e"red to other 
7 Court-no peUUon 
B Cou"telV !upervilion 

PH Phlhllelphh PA In'or •• l .IIJult.ent 

TN Shelbv TN I Wlthouc petiUon I 
Cl', 
V1 

,",V Wilt Vi"lIinh I Without ,eUUon I 

\ 

.. 

II 
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. , ·~······· ••••••••• ~ ••••••••••• Qo •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ~ ••••••••••••••••••••••• e •••••••••••••• , •• 

Variabl.: Manner 0' handling Code: 

••••••••••••••• •••••••••••••••••••• 0 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• , •• 

AL Alaba ... a 

IA JOIil. 

KA Kan ••• 

KD WV.ndot.h KB 

HE N.h· •••• 

PA P.nnsvlv.ni. 

PB Al hgh.nv PA 

PH Philad.lphia 

TN BhalbV TN 

WV ""ut Virginia 

v •• 

2 With p.tition 

2 With p.tition 

2 With ,.titlon 

2 With ,.tltlon 

9 To court with p.titlon 

PA 

2 With p.titlon 

2 With ,.titlon 

I 
0"\ 
0"\ 
I 
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••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ~ •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 0 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Variable: Di.poliUon Code: Non. or lillht 

·~· ••••••••••••••••• o.o •••••••••••••••••••••• ~ •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• s •••••• 

AL 

II. 

KA Kanoa, 

KD WI/andoth KB 

NE 

PA Pennavlvanla 

PIS 

PH Phlladelphia PI. 

TN Bh.1bV TN 

\.IV \.I •• t Virllinla 

01 
O:i! 
03 
11 
l:i! 

01 
11 
l:i! 

01 
11 
1:Z 

01 
11 
Iii! 
16 

01 
11 
12 
16 

O:i! 
03 
0:1 
06 
10 

01 
O:i! 
06 

10 
11 
1:2 
18 
:53 
90 
9:5 
96 
98 

O:i! 
03 
04 
08 

01 
11 
I:i! 

Lectured and r.l.a,.d 
In'or.a1 adJu,t.ent 
In'or •• l adJult.ent continued 
Di,.i ••• 11 
,.in." 

Di'.l ••• ~. not proved or 'ound not involved 
Dl •• i.led. lIIarn.lI. coun,.ll,d 
H.III open IIIlthout 'urth.r action 

D1 •• 1.,.d. not prov.d or 'ound not involved 
Di •• I ••••• lIIarnad. adJu.t.d. coun •• llell 
H.ld o,.n IIIlthout 'urther action 

DI •• 1 •• ell. not proved or 'ounll not involv.d 
Dl •• 1 •• ell. lIIarneli. adJu.ted. coun •• ll.1I 
H.ld op.n w1thout 'urther action 
Tra"lc IIl.,o.ltlon. 'In.d. lic.n.e ,ulp.nded 

D~ •• I ••• d. not proved or 'ound not involv.d 
Dll.1'1'~. lIIarneli. cou",.elled 
H8111 op.n lIIithout 'urthe" action 
Fin. or r'itltutl~n 

Dl •• l ••• d. not ,roved or 'o~nll not involv.d 
WUhllrallln 
Di •• l •• ed. lIIarn.lI. aIlJu.ted. coun.eled 
H.III o,.n lIIithout 'urthar action. continued 
Fln •• anll co.~. pall1 

Dl •• 1 ••• d 
D1.c onti nue" 
Dl •• 1a.ell a,ter contact 

AdJu.tell at Youth BtudV Center 
Not ,rovitn. H .chalr,ed •• 11 Ju.ted. d i •• 1".d 
Deter.Snell, helll open 
Not ,roven. IIIlthllra",n 
A •• titut10n. 'ine. 
AIIJuliaell lI.linQuent. dl •• i •• al 
Not ;lrov.n. ca •• cloled. lIIi'lIIi ••• l 
Not ,roven. record e.puna.d. dl •• i"el 
Sentence ,u,,~n~ed. held open 

Di.llli"ed. not proved or 'ound not involved 
Di •• , '"ed. "ar",.d. ad Ju.ted, or coun,elled 
Helll opon without 'urther action 
Tak.n under advi'.III.nt 

Vi'lIIi".d. not prov.d or 'ound not involved 
DlalAla.ed. warned, coun,el1trd 
Held optrn without 'urther action 

.. 

I 
0'> ...... 
I 
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• • .........................................•.............. ft······ ..•.......... e ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• *.····· ........ v •• ~ ••• 
Df .po.1 tio~ 

••••••••••••••••••• •••••••••••••• e •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• § •••••••••••••••• ~ •• 

·AL Al.b.lII. 

IA 10"'. 

KA KL'ln ••• 

KO WV·ntlott. KB 

NE H.br •••• 

PA P.nn·Vlv.ni. 

PO Alh,hen" PA 

PH Phi lad.lphia 

TN Shea" TH 

IN W .. t Vir. in" 

PA 

17 
18 
19 

Prob.Uon 
Prob.tion continu.d 
A,t.rc.r. continu.d 

13 Prob.tion o"ic.r to ,up.rvl •• 

13 For •• 1 prob.tion 

07 Prob.tion o~'lcer to .up.rvioe 
08 Jnten.lve probation 

04 ProbeU on 

38 H.uropcychi~t~lc probation 
39 Jntan.ive probation 
46 Prob.tion .nd ra.UtuUon. Un .. 

O~ Prob.tlon o"ic.r to .up.rvl.e 

13 For •• l prob.tion I 

'" (X) 
I 

·-1 

.. 



r 
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••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• · •••••••••••••••• n ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• u ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Variabl.: Di.pa~jtjan Cad,,: 3 

••••• ~ •••••••••••••••• ~ •••••••••••••••••••••••••• G •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• e •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

JA 

KB 

NE 

PA 

PO 

Wvandath KS 

N.llr ••• a 

Plnn·vlvania 

AI hghlnv PA 

10 
20 
ill 
il' 
il6 

00 
ill 
2il 
23 
il4 

00 
ill 
22 
23 
24 

00 
21 
22 
23 
24 

00 
21 
ilil 
il3 

01 
20 
iU 
22 
23 
24 
2' 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
3i! 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
4' 
46 
47 
48 
49 

Waivld to adult court 
Co .. ittld to dlpartMlnt 0' vouth •• rvic •• 
Co~.jttld to dlpertMnnt a •• ~ntel hlelth 
Tro~o'"rr"d to dlpart~lnt a. pln.10n. end •• curitv 
Trono'"rr"d to prlvetl child carl 'ecilitv 

Waivld to crl.lnel court 
Puhlic in.tituiian '01' dollnqulnt. 
Other ,ublic in.titution 
Public e,lncv or dlpert.ent including cour.t 
Private e,"ncv or in.titution 

Waived to cri.inal court 
Public in.~ltutian '01' dwllnquent. 
Other ,ublic In.titution 
Pu~lic a,encv or dlpart.lnt includin, court 
Private .,ency Or In.tltution 

Waivld to cri.inal court 
Public an.titution 'or delinqulnt. 
Other ,ublic in.tltutlon 
Public .,encv Dr depert.lnt Includin, court 
Private alencv or !n.titution 

Walv~d to crl.inal court 
Youth develop.lnt clntlr KearnlV or Oeneva 
Public al"ncv Dr depert.lnt Includln, court. 
Priv.te a,lncw or In'~'tutian 

Waivld to cri.inal court 
CornwI11 Hei,ht. VDC 
Corn~ell Hei,ht, .ecuritv unit 
LoV.vil .. VDC 
NI .. Ca.t .. VDC 
New Ca.tle .ecuritv unit 
Ph'ladel,hla VDC 
Philadel,hia daV tre.t.ent cent~r 
Warrantlas. YDC 
Wavne.bur, YDC 
Youth Fore.trv Ca.p 1. Raccoon Cree. 
Yourh Fare. try C •• p 2. Hlc.orv Run 
Youth Fore.trv C •• , 3. Troulh Cree. 
Other ,ubli~ In.titutlon 'or delinqulnt. 
01.n HilI •• choola 
Bhilhton Far •• 
Oannond.l, Ichool 'or ,11'1. 
Oood Shl,hard SI.tlra Di.cavlrv 
N, .. Lih boV'. ca.p. Inc. 
0101',1 Junior RI,ublic 
Saint Oabri.l'. Hall 
O'l~arv .chool 'or ,irl. 
Lourdl.~ont .chool 
Other private In.titution 'or dlllnqu.nt. 

r .... ,',.,. 

I 

'" \.0 
I 
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r 

PH 

TN Shav TN 

wv 

\ 

07 
11 
1:2 
;;!O 
:21 
22 
23 
:2 .. 
:2, 
26 
;;!7 
:28 
29 
40 
.. I 
42 
43 
44 
4' 
46 
47 
48 
49 

0' 
B' 
BS 
94 

01 
13 
14 

00 
21 
:2:2 
:23 
:24 

I. T. U. 
".nhl ho.,lhl 
SU',.nd.d cOM~itM.nt 
VDC-Ne", C •• U. 
VDC-W·lln.burll 
VDC-W.rr.nd.l. 
VDC-LoU."ll h 
VFC.l R.ccoon 
VFC.:;Z HAch"lI 
VFC.3 Trou.h C 
Other public In.titutlon 
W.llno.bu"O d.1I 
W."rend.l. d.", t 
Ab" •••• 
Aub.rl ..... 
O.nnond.l. 
0.0"0. Junia" ".p 
01 h,."V 
H.rborcr ••• 
Luthe".n ch ho ... "1' ... 1.11 RUlle 
Oood 9h.phnd 
Oth.r prlv.t. tnctltutlon 

R.'.rrod to .dult trial divi.lon 
Co ... lt to In.titutlon '0" d.lln,uent. 
Co ... it to ... ntal h •• lth '.clI1tv 
C.rtl'l.d to crl .. ln.l Court 

W.ivrd to crl .. ln.1 court 
PUblic i"ltltutlon 'or d.lin,u.nt. 
Prlv.te •• encv or in.titution 'or d.lin~ullntl 

W.lv •• to ~"l.ln.1 court 
Public in.tltutlon 'or d.linqu.nt. 
Oth.r ,ublic In'~itutlon 
Public .lIencII or depart .. gnt including court 
Priv.t •• gllncII or In.titution 

, 
......, 
o 
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o Doe. not 'it coding .ch •• e 

...................................... ~ ..... ~~ ................................................................................. ~. 
AL Al.b.",. 

lA low. 

KA K.n ••• 

KD Wy.ndoth KB 

NE N.br •••• 

PA P.nn.ylv.nle 

PB Al hahny PA 

PH Phi lodelphia PA 

TN Sh.lby TN 

Wilt Virginia 

02 H.n.l.ughter by n.gli~enc. 
1~ Ar.on * .nd oth.r burning 

02 

02 

02 

Oil 

0033 
0061 
2'04 
2703 
2704 
3~1 
3901 
3'02 
~03 

03 

Non ,.u •• nt 0' 'in~. and co.t. 
"rob.tion revoc.Uon, technic.l 
Involunt.ry ~.nllaught.r 
Allault by ,rllon.r 
AI,ault bV Ii'. ,~l.on.r 
0.l1nU10n., burll.ry 
O,"nltiona, th •• t and r.l.t.d o".n.e. 
Con,oli~atjon 0' th.'t o".n ••• 
Qra~'n. 09 the,t o".n ••• 

Involuntary .an,laught.r 

16000 Involunt.ry •• nllaughter 
17000 Han.laulht.r, unlp.c"1.~ 
~0100 Ar.on, non-dw.lling 

02 
07 
33 

02 

H.n,laulht.r 
A •• ault and battery 
Viol.tion 0' ho.e plac •• ent 

.. 

I 
'-J 
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FBI r ••• on 'Dr rv'err.1 Code: Viollnt 

•• • •••••••••••••••••• R ••••••••••••••••••••• 3~~ ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• G •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ~ •••••• 

i'lL AI.b.",,, 

IA 10"'. 

KA 

11.11 Wvendoth K!I 

HE 

PA P.nnllllv.nl. 

PO AIlIllhenv PA 

PH Phil.d.I,I". PA 

01 
U3 
04 
0' 
06 

01 
03 
04 
o:t 
06 

01 
03 
04 
0' 
06 

Ol:tOI 
Ol:tOOl 
Ol:t03 
Ol70:Z 
31Ol1 
3701 

01 
OOl 
04 
0' 
08 
0'1' 
13 

"urd.r Dr non-n.,lillent ~.n.I.Ullht.r 
Fortlbl. r.p. 
Roltberv. '''.pon 
"obb.rll' .tron~·.r~ 
A ••• ul t •• lIlIr.vat.d 

"urder .nd non-ne.li •• nt •• n.laullht.r 
s •• o".n ••• fortibl. 1'.,. 
Roblt.rv. ,ur ••• n.tchlnll bV 'are. 
"obll.rv •• 11 .1C.pt pur ••• netchlnll 
A •• auJ t. .lIlIr.v.t.d 

"urd.r and non-n •• lt.~nt •• n.l.u.ht.r 
6.1 o".n ••• 'ore Ib I'. 1'.'. 
"ollberv. pur ••• n.tchln. IIV 'are. 
~QIIII.rv •• I! e.c.pt pur ••• nMtchin. 
"'.II.ul t •• lIgrev.t.d 

"u~d.r G .~. ~on-ne.ll.ent ho.lcld~ ".p. 
"ollb."II. pur ••• n.tthln. 
"olllt.rv •• 11 elC.pt pur ••• n.tchln. 
AlIlJr.v.t." .1I •• ul t. b.tterv 

"urtf.r 
A ••• ult. 'Ir.t or •• cond d •• r •• 
e •• ual •••• ul t. 'Ir.t d •• r.o 
Rolllt.rv 

Crl.I~.l hu.lcld. 
"urd.r 
Volunt.rv •• n.l.ulht.r 
AIJ.r.v.t.d •••• ult ".,. 
RolIlI.rv 

"urd.r 
Valuntarv •• n.l.ulJht.r 
A •• r.v.t.d •••• ult 
R.p. 
"otllerll 
"ur ••• n/ltchlnlJ 
8hlpl ••••• ult 

12000 "ord.r 
Oloooo Ai.r.v.ted rollberv 
:ZOOOOl Robberf .tt.~pt 
:l0003 "obllerV 
OlOOO, Rolllt.rll 
31100 Atte~pted •••• ult ~Ith Intont to Will 
36000.AlIIJr.v.ted .... ul t and 'lIatterv 
36001 A.llr.v.t.d •••• ult 

I 

'" N 
I 

39000l Agllr.v.t.d •••• ult .nd b.tt.rv Qn police of'icer 
70001 Rap. 
7JbOO Attempted r.pe 
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r~: 

\ 

r 

L, 

Shelbl/ TN 

We.t Virginia 

01 
OJ 
04 
06 
17 
!B 

01 
03 
04 
03 
06 

Hurder 

Robbery with a de.dlll we.pon 
Robbery 
A'.ault to .urder 
Rape 
A'.ault to rape 

Hurder and non-negligent .an.laughter 
ee. o"en.e. 'orcible rape 
Robbery. pur.e anatchin'lI by 'orcl/I 
Rollblfry. all ellCept pur.e 'natching 
A'.aul t. agllravated 

" 

I 
........ 
W 
I 
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"sriabl,,: FBI r.allon 'or r.''Irral Code: 

•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• o ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ~ •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

I.L Alaba",a 

lA Jowa 

KA Kan.as 

Wvandoth K8 

NE 

PA 

"11 

PH PhUadelptlla PA 

o 

08 
09 
10 
11 

08 
09 
10 
11 
12 

os 
09 
10 
11 
HI 

08 
09 
10 
U 
12 

10 
J2 
13 
14 
l' 
Ib 
11 

3301 
3'02 
39ezJ 
3928 
3"29 

06 
01 
10 
11 
12 
I~ 

Burglar" 
Lare"n". not shopll'ting 
Lareenll' shopll'tin, 
Motor vehicle the,t 

Jurllarv, broa~tn, or ontorlnl 
Auto tho,t, unauthort.od uso 
Autg tho,t, all o,cept unauthori.od u.e 
Lareonll' .hap 11 'Unl 
Loreonll' all OIeopt IhapU 'tin, 

JUr,lar", ~roaklnl or ontorlnl 
Auto the,t, unauthari.o' uso 
Auto tho,t, 811 ucopt unautharl ud VBe 
Lareon", .hapl! 'Unl 
Lareonll' all oJeopt .hapll rtln, 

JU"llarll 
Auto tho,t, unautharlaod u •• 
Auto thort, .lOll rldlna •• 00 0., 
Shapl1fUnl 
Lareo"" Dvor '100.00 

Ar,on, 'olanll 
Iurllerv 
Unautha~ilo' u." of a ,rapollod vohle15 
Tho,t. valuo avor .1,000 
Th.,t, valuo avor .300 but Iw •• then .:,000 
Tho,t. velue 10 •• tha~ .300 
Th.,t, valuo lo.s than '100 

Ar.an an. r"lato' a~'.n.o. 
.ur.l~rll 
Tho,t bV unlaw'ul te.lnl or .lapa.ltlon 
Unauthori •• ' u.o a' auto. end oth.r vohlt!". 
"otaU thOrt 

Arllan 
lurllarv an. criMinal tro., ••• lnl 
Unauthart.o' u.o of autaMobl1@ 
Th.,t Moro than 'l,tv 'ollars 
Th.,t 10 •• than 'J'tv .011ar. 
"otall th_If: 

40000 Jurlla"l1 
40001 AttoM,to' ~ur.l.rv 

I 
""-J 
J::
I 

40004 Atto.,to. burll.rv ~ with Intont to eo~lt 'olonll 
4000' Atto.,ted burllarv 0' lIIotar vehlclo 
40010 Burlh"," 
41000 Jurllarll with ."laslvo. 0' .a'e. 
42.000 Burlhrv 'rolll anll tllP. 0' vohleh 
42001 9ur,lerll IIIotor v.hicle 
:10000 tare·eo .. 
:10001 Att.~pt.d lareenl/ 
'0002 Th.Ft bv unlaw'ul taking or disposition 

I 
l-~ 
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~0003 Retail the' 

~0004 Atte.pted the,t by unlaw'ul taking or d1.po.it1on ~OOO~ Retail the't 

:10200 Larceny. Phllpoc •• "ng. pur. e • natch1ng. no 'orce 
:13000 Th.'t 0' .otor veh1cl. 
:l3JOO The't 0' auto 
:13210 Atte.pt __ .otor vehicle the't 
:13226 Atte.pte~ auto the't 
:13500 Auto larceny. 'e_eral -vel' act 
:13:103 Larceny 'ro. vehicle 
:l3~10 Atte.pte. larceny 0' auto 
940:10 Unauthori •• _ u.e 0' auto or other vehicle 
90000 Ar.on -w~lHnD build1n, un'pecU'.ed 
90001 Arion en-an,er1n, perlonl 
90002 Areon en.an,er1ng property 
90003 Atte.pte_ a"eo" 

0:1 
OB 
09 
II 
12 
13 
J4 
U 
30 

08 
09 
10 
U 
12 

Larceny 'ro. the pe"lon 
Bur,hry 
Atteapte •• ur,laru 
Qran_ larcenu 0' auto.o.1le 
Qran_ larceny 
"eU t h"uny 
Atte.,ted larceny 
ShoPU'Un, 
Arion 

lur,larv. 'rea.'n, or enter1n, 
Auto the't. unauthori.e_ Ule 
Auto the't. all e,capt unouthor1,ad u.e 
L~!'cenv, IhopU 'Ung 
Larc·!'Iv, al1 elCept IhopU 'Un, 

.. 

I 
'-.J 
VI 
I 

"-1 

.. 
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".rt II 

......... ~ .................................•............................•••.•.............•.........•............................ 

AL 

IA 10"" 

KA K.n"I' 

KB "'Vlndoth K9 

01 
13 
14 
n 
16 
17 
III 
19 
20 
21 
iZiZ 
23 
24 
2' 
;" 
27 
iZlI 
2., 
30 
31 
32 

07 
13 
14 
I' '6 
17 
18 ,., 
20 
41 
4:1 
43 
44 
4' 
07 
13 
14 
U 
16 
11 
III . ., 
20 
41 
42 
43 
44 .. , 
01 
l3 , . 

" ••• ult, .a.,l. 
For,.rV' count.r,.itin, 
Fr.ud 
E .... ,ll ••• nt 
atol.n propertv, "UVin •• r.c.tvln,. 0" po •••• slng 
V.n •• II •• , ••• tructlon 0' prop.rtv 
W.a,on •• c.rrln,. ,0 ••••• ln/J •• tc. 
rro.'ltutlon ~n' co~.rci.li! •• vic. 
a ••• ".n ••• not 'orcl"l. r.,. Dr pro.titutlon 
Viol.tion 0' 'ru, 1 ..... n.rcotlc. ,0 ••••• lon 
VlobUon d. 'ru, 1." •. n.rcotic, .. 111n, 
Vlol.Uon d' 'ru, 1 ..... non-n.rcotlc. ,0 ••••• lon 
Vlo1oUon 0' 'ru, 1 .... , non-n.rcotic ••• 11Ing 
DrAvln, un •• r thl In'lu.nc. 
Ll,uor I .... 
Orunll.nn ••• 
Ol.or'.rlv con.uct 
Tr.'flc viol.tion. not 4rlvln, un',,, th. l\nrlu.nc. 0 

Tr •• p ... tn, 
g .... viol.Uan. 
Oth.~ ,Irt II o".n ••• 

" ••• ult •• 11 .1C.pt ."r.vI •• 4 
W •• ,on •• c.rrvin •• ,o •••• ain' •• tc. 
a •• o".n •• , .11 •• c.pt 'ol'cllll. rlplt 
Vlol.tton 0' ~ru, 1 ..... nlrcotic 
Viol.Uon 0' 4ru, 1 ...... 11 IIC.,t nlrcotic 
DTunll.nn ••• 
Ol.or4.rl, con.uct 
V.n •• li •• 
Oth.r •• lln,u.ncv 
Drtvln, .. hil. into.lc.t •• 
Hit .n~ run 
"well 1.1 .. 'rlvin, 
Orlvln ... Ithout • llc.n~. 
Other tr.'Uc 

" •• ault. all •• c.pt a"ravat •• 
W •• ,on •• carrvin., ,o ••••• in., .tc. 
8 •• o".n ••• all •• c.,t 'orc, .. I. rl" 
Vlolatlen 0' .ru. 1.", •• n.rcotlc 
ViolatlDn 0' 'ru, .... II, all .1C.pt narcoUc 
Drunll.nn ••• 
D& •• r'.rl, con.uct 
Van •• 1 h .. 
Ot".r •• ll",u.nc, 
Drlvln, .. ht •• Into.lc.t.d 
HI' and run 
".clll ••• 'rlvlng 
Orivln, .. Ithout • Ilc.n •• 
Oth.r ,,,."lc 

81.pl ..... ult, "att."v 
W •• pona 

". 

I 
-...J 
(T\ 
I 

." 
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NE 

p,.. 

\ 

t1 

l' Narcotic drug. 
16 Non-nartotlc drug. 
17 Drunk.nn ••• 
S8 Dl.ord.rly conduct. dl.turblng t~. p.a,. 
19 VandaU •• 
ilO Othar 
ill Larc.ny. I ••• than '100,00 
41 Drivinl und.r l"'lu.nc. 
4il Hit and run 
43 R.,.I ••• driving 
44 Driving without. 11con •• 4' Oth.r tr."lc 
7il Fr.ud. 'org.r~ 
73 Crl.lnal tr •• , ••• 

04 
06 
08 
09 
11 
18 
19 
QO 
21 
iZiZ 
iZ3 
24 
il:S 
26 
il7 
2S 

0041 
0042 
0043 
0044 
0045 
0046 
0907 
0908 
2701 
2705 
2706 
27U"l 
2708 
iZ709 
2901 
2902 
2903 
2904 
312iZ 
3123 
3124 
31il' 
31il6 
31il7 
330iZ 
3303 
3304 
3305 
3306 
3'03 
:1q::;l:;> 

A ... ult. third lI.gr •• 
B.wu.1 •••• ul t ••• conll d.gr •• 
Vlol.tion 0' drug I.w.. ,.10nu 
Vlol_tlGn 0' drul l.w ••• 1.d •••• nor 
Ar.on •• I.d •••• nor 
Crl.ln.1 .lIchi.,. h10nu 
Cri.in.l .i.chl., •• 1.d •••• nor 
Crl.ln.1 tr •• p ••• 
trorg.ry. f.lony 
Forg.ry •• 1.d •••• nor 
W •• pon. o".n... ,.10ny 
W •• pon. o".n •••• 1.d •••• nor 
Drlvinl whi1. lntolic.t.d. th~rll d.gr •• 
Dl.tur~lnl the p •• c. 
Oth.r h1'onu 
Oth.r .l.d •••• nor 

Drlvlng whl1. intollc.t.d 
Hit .nd run. bodily inJury 
HI~ .nd run. pr~p.rtv d ••••• 
Hit .nd run. bovlly .nd ,ro,.rty d ••••• 
Drlv:n. without. llc.n ••••• cond o".n.& 
Oth.r ~~."J~ . • I.d •••• nor 
ro ••••• lnl in.tru •• nt, 0' cri •• 
rrohi~lt.d o".naiv. w •• pon. 
81.,1 ••••• u1t 
R.c.I ••• I, .n~.ng.rlng anoth.r ,.r.on 
T.rrorl.'Ic thr.at. 
rro,ul.Ion 0' .i •• ll •• into an occu,i.d v.hicl. 
U ••• , t •• r or no~iou. g •• In l.bor III.put •• 
Hllr ••••• nt 
Kllln."lng 
F.loniou. r •• tr.lnt 
F.l., I.,rl.o~ •• nt 
Int.r'.r.nc. with cu.tody 0' chlldr.n 
at.tutory r.p. 
Involuntary lI.via' ••• lu.1 int.rcour •• 
Volunt.ry ~.vl.t ••• Iu.l int.rccur •• 
Corruption 0' .1nor. 
Inll.c.nt •••• .,It 
Ind.,.nt "p01ur, 
C.u.ln. Dr rl~'ln. c.t •• troph. 
F.llur. to ,r.v.nt c •• t.trcph. 
Crt.in.1 .l.chi., 
InJurv or ta.p.r1n. with 'ir. app. hvdrant. 
Unauthorill' u •• or op.n!n. 0' 'ire h~dr.nt. 
Criminal tr •• pa •• 
Th •• t hOI ".rent'"" 

I 
........ 
........ 

I 
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3 '9iil 3 
3924 
39:2:5 
39:26 
3'927 
4101 
4102 
4103 
4104 
410:5 
4106 
4301 
4300l 
4303 
4304 
4305 
430ll 
43:22 
4323 
4701 
4702 
4703 
4900l 
4903 
4904 
nos 
"'06 
4'07 
nee 
4909 
4'10 
4'11 
4'12 
:,.01 
5102 
5103 
5104 
:tl05 
5106 
5107 
'108 
:tIO, 
SilO 
5121 
5121l 
:t123 
:t124 
:tI25 
"01 
5:K>2 
5:K>3 
5S04 
5'05 
"06 
':507 
"OB 
"09 
5510 
55lJ 
5512 
"13 
S:U4 
:1701 

The,t bV e.tort10n 
Thert 0' prop lost, ."hid, del bV "'llta~., 
Receiving atolen propertv 
The,t 0' •• "vic •• 
The,t bV 'Dllure to .ak. r.q .1, 0' 'undl ric 
Forg.r" 
BI.ulDUn. o.J'c', 0' DnUqult",· "Drit", etc 
FrDud, •• ,t, r •• ovDI. cone 0' r.eordD" Ie Inltru 
T •• p •• lnl with r.cord, or I •• ntl'icDtlon 
lad eh.ck, 
Cr •• lt e.r •• 
li.··V 
Ine.,t 
Conee.lln ••• 8th 0' •• ,tDrd child 
En •• n •• rln. w.l'.r. 0' ehlldr.n 
D •• llnl In In'.nt chll.r.n 
Wll'ul •• p.rotlon or non.upport 
Bupport or •• rl 
N •• l.et to ,upport ••• t.r. 
Irl •• r" In o"!ei.l .n_ polltlc.l •• tt.r. 
Thr •• t., I.prop.r in'lu.nc. In 0" pol •• ttlr, 
~.t.ll.tlon 'Dr p •• t o"lel.l .etion 
".rJur" 
F.l •• Iw •• "ln. 
Un.woY-n hhl'le.Uon to .uthDrlt'" 
F.l ••• I.r •• to ••• nel •• ~, pu.lle •• ,.tv 
~.I •• ".port. to law .n'ore ••• nt .uthorlt11' 
T •• p.r1n, with wlt~I"" .nd In'or •• nt, 
"It.ll.tlon '.Dln~t wltn ••• or In'or •• nt 
Wltn ••• or In'or.ont t •• lnl .,.1.. I 

To.p.rln. with or ,.brleotln. ph".lc.l .vl •• ncI~ 
T •• ,.rln, with ,u.llc rl~or •• or 1n'or.Dtion I 
J.p.r.on.'In, • public •• rv.nt 
O •• tructin, od.ln 0' l.w, lov.rn 'unction 
Oll.t or 'Mp.~In •• d.ln 0' JUltlcl "" pi~.ltin. 
Unl,w'ul II.tlnin. 1nto d.liblr.tlon. 0' JurV 
~ •• I.tln, .rr •• t or othlr IDw In'orc.",.nt 
Hlnd.rln, .pprlhen.ion or pro.,eutlon 
F.Ilur. to r.port InJurl ••• " 'Ir •• rlll, erl •• ct 
Aiding con.u ••• tlon 0' erl •• 
Co.pounHrt. 
I.rr.tr" 
Cont •• ,t 0' •• n.".l •••••• 1" Etc.,. 
Inpl ••• nQ. '0" •• c.p. 
Cont" ••• n. 
O,'.ult In ".~uir.d opp •• r.nc. 
A •• eondln, witn.a. 
''lot 
Fellu". 0' dl, ,.".on. t. dl., upon 0" o".lr 
Dllo"d.rl. conduct 
H." ••••• nt bV eO.Munic.tlon 0" .d'r." 
.. u.llc drunk.nno,. 
Lol,."ln, ond prowling 0' nl.ht tl •• 
O~.tructlnD hllhw'VI and othlr public p ••• e.l. 
D!.ruptlng ~ •• tlng. ond proc ••• lonl 
D ••• er.tlon 0' vln.r.t •• obJ.ct. 
A.u •• 0' co!'p" 
Cruelt" to .nl •• !. 
Lottlr~ •• , Itc 
g.Mbling dlvlce., .... '"l1n.' Itc 
Pool .1111nl end book", •• lng 
OI'lnUlon, 
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:l70:Z 
:J703 
'704 
'901 
'902 
0903 
n04 
6103 
6104 
610' 
6106 
6107 
.. 108 
.. 109 
6ua 
6111 
6301 
6302 
6303 
6304 
4130' 
6306 
6301 
630B 
6309 
6310 
6311 
6:J01 
7303 
7306 
9111 
9112 
9121 
9122 
9131 
9132 
9141 
9142 
91:12 
9&61 
9162 
9Jl1 
9112 
9211 
9212 
9221 
9222 
90131 
9232 
9241 
9242 
92:'1 
92'2 
9il61 
9262 
9271 
9272 
9311 
931iiZ 
93::11 
9322 
9331 

Br •• ch or pr1v.tV or telephone. telegraph co~m 
Ad.ll.ibilitv In .vid.nel 
etv'l dOlUIII. 
Oplln Ilwdnl •• 
Pro.t'tutlon and rllot.d or'ln.l. 
O""enU\I 
Public I.hibltion or In •• ne or ~e'orMld p.T.on 
Crl.l. co •• ltted with 'IreoT •• 
EY1~lnce 0' lnt.nt 
ForMlr convict not to own. ,tr.or ••• tc 
Fa~.ar •• not to' b. caTTlet without 0 l1c.n •• 
~rohibit •• con.uct during .a.rglncv 
Carrvlng 'ir.ar •• on .tr •• pub prop Sn phila 
Lieenlte •• ,lrearlll • 
~'T.on. to who ••• liy.rv .hall not bl •• ~. 
8ala 0' lir •• r •• 
Corru,ting childr.n. rlp •• l.d 1973 
aa •• or 1 •••• 0' w •• ,on •• nd Ilplo.lv •• 
S.l. 0' .t.rtlr ".tol. 
•• 1. an~ u •• 0' air rl'le. 
S.l, 0' toll.cco 
~urnl.hln, clg.,.lttl. or eigarltt. pap.r. 
"l.r.,ro •• nt.tion o~ .a. to •• cur. liquor 
~urch.... con.uM,. po... tr.n. lntol b.vlraSI. 
~.,r ••• n'jn, to 11, 41r. that .1nor ,. 0' agl 
Induc ••• nt ., .!nor. to bUV It,uor 
T.tholng 
Scatt.rins rubbl.h 
Bal. or il1.,.1 u •• 0' cQrtaln .olv.nt. 
Inelndi.rv d.vic.. I 
Drug. po ••••• lon or u ••••• riJu.na •• 1.d •••• ncT ~ 
DruI' 'o ••••• io~ or u ••••• rl Ju.n •• ,.10nll 'f 
Drul. pO •• I •• lon OT u ••• h.rion •• 1.d •••• nOT 
Drug. po ••••• ion or u ••• h.,.lon. ,.lon\l 
D,.u,. ,o ••••• ion or u ••• coc.in ••• t.~ ••• anor 
Dru,. ,1l ••••• lon 0,. u ••• !:oc.in •• ,.10nv 
Dru,. ,0 ••••• lon or u ••• a.,h.t •• ln ••• l •••••• no,. 
Drug •• o ••••• 'on oT" u ••••• ,h., •• in •• '.lon\l 
Dru,. .o ••••• ion 0,. u... bar~ltu.t.. '.lonv 
DruI' ,0511.I.ion or ule. oth.r h.lluc lnoll.n •• l.d 
Drul' , •••••• 10n or u ••• other h.lluc. '.lonll 
Dru •• po •••• ~'on or UI •• other .rohi~ dru ••• tld 
Dru,. ,olu ••• lon '1' u ••• oth.r ,1'oltlb ~1'ug, 'vlonll 
D1'u •••• 111n, ... riJu.n ••• a.d •••• nor 
DruI' •• lltn •••• riJu.na. '.lonll 
D1'ul' I.llinl. ".,.Ion •• t.d •••• nor 
D,.UI' •• 11 'nl' herton. '.lonv 
Dru •••• llinl' cocatn ••• t.~ •••• nor 
Dru, ••• 11 in •• cocain •• '.lonll 
.DruI' •• 111ng ••• ph.t •• in ••• i.d •••• nor 
Drul' .ellln •••• ,h", •• ln •• '.Ionll 
Dru, ••• 111nl. b.r~~'u.'~ •• '.d •••• nor 
Drul' •• llin,. ,.,.Utu.'., 'ttlonv 
Dru •••• lllnl' oth.r h.llucinog.n •• tld •••• nor 
D1'ul' •• ll1n •• ot;h.r h.lIucinog.n. ,.lonll 
Dru, •• ~111nl' ot~.r ~1"ohi'it.d druI' .t'~.III •• nor 
D1'u,. 'iI~ ling. ath.,. ,rohl'! t.4 druI, hlon\l 
Dru,. ~i.tr!butiion ••• riJuan ••• t.d •••• nor 
Drug. dlitrtbutton ••• riJuan •• ,.10nll 
Drug. dl.tr!bution. h.rion •• t.d •••• nor 
Drug. dht'l'i~uUon. h.rton. ,.1onll 
Drul' tltllltriltution. cocoln ••• tld.", •• nOT 
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'1341 Drug. d'atrl"utlon. ."'ph.tl!l",ln •• .. '.d ...... nor 
'1340l Drug. dlatrlbution • • "'phltt.",ln •• ,.Ionv 
'13:,. DrulI' dhtribution. b.ril' tu.t •• .'Id.". •• nor 
'13~2 DrulI' dhtrAbution. b.rbitu.t •• '.lonv 
'1361 Drull' dAftrlbutlon. oth.r b.llucinoll·n. .1ad 
"362 DruI· dl.trlbution. oth.r h.lluclnog.n. '!tlonl/ 
'371 Drul' dhtrlbutton. oth.r prohibited dru,. ",hd 
'1372 Drug. dhtribution. oth.r prohibited drug. '.lonll 
9411 Dru,. oth.r vlol.tton. •• riJu.n •• ..lld.", •• nor 
9412 Dru,. oth.r vl01etlon • ... rl JIl.n •• ,.lonv 
9421 Dru,. oth.r vl01.tlon. h.ri on • • iad.", •• nor 
9422 Drul' oth.r 'Vlol.tlon. h.rlon. '.lonl/ 
9431 Drul' oth.r viol.tion. coc.in •• .i.d ..... nor 
9432 Drul. oth.r vlol~tlon, coc.ine. hlonll 
9441 Drul' oth.r vlol.tlon • •• ,h.t •• ln,. ,.1.d •••• nor 
9442 Drul' oth.r vlol.tion • •• ,h.t •• ln •• '.lonll 
94'1 Drul. oth.r vlol.tton. b.rb I tu.at •• IIII.d •••• nor 
94'2 Drul. oth.r vlol.tion. b.rllitu.t •• hnonll 
9461 Drul' oth.r vlol.tlon. other h.lluclno •• n. IIIh' 
9U2 DruI_ oth.r vlol.tlon. oth.r h.llucino •• n. '.Ionll 
9471 
9472 

14 
16 
17 
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.9 
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Drul' oth.r viol.tion. oth.r ,rohlb 
Drull' oth.r vlol.tion. oth.r prohlb 

••• • ".nu.. not r.,. ,0 ••••• lon 0' w •• pon 
'o.a ••• lon 0' •• rIJu.n ••• Ieohol 
,0 ••••• 10" ••• 1. 0' n.rcotlCI 
DI.ord.r111 conduct 
F.I ••• I.r •• 
R.c.lvlnl .tol.n ,r~,.rtll 
Crl.ln.l .I.chl.' 
".IIciou. u •• 0' t.I.,hone 
R •• taU"'1 .rr •• t 
Elc.,. 'rD. d.t.ntlon-In.tltutlon 
Vlol.tlon 0' crl.ln.1 probation 
F.IJur. to ,.v ,Ine 
Thr •• t •• nd r.c.I •••• nd.nl.rln, 
Oth.r d.lln.uent o".n •• 
HI' .nd run 
Other tr.'flc 

01001 Incltlnl to riot 
01050 "lot 

drug. 
drug • 

022'0 H .. r ••••• nt IIV co •• unlc.tlon or .ddr ••• 
04000 Non-,.v •• nt 0' 'In •• or court co.t. 
04051 D~'.ultln r •• u_r ••• p, •• r.nc. 
040'2 Ab.condl". w!tn ••• 
041'1 Hlnd.rin •• ,pr.h.n.lon or ,ro."cutlon 
04200 FUII'Iv. 'rD. Ju.tic" 
04300 Cont".,t 0' court 
OftOOO Int.v'.rln, with. ,ol!c. o"Ic"r 
36002 81.,1, •••• ult 
36003 H.r •••• "nt 
36050 Att •• ,t"d .urd.r 
37003 A ... ult 
370'0 R.c.!" •• IV "nd.n,,,rln, .noth.r ,.r.on 
375'0 T"rrorl.tic thr".t. 
377'0 Unl.w'ul r.atr.lnt 
378'0 F.I •• Inprl.on."nt 
39001 A ••• ult .nd b.tt.rv on ,olle. o"lcer 
39100 R~.I.tlng .rr •• t 
39101 Inl.w'ui r •• I.t o"lc.r .rr.lt 
'0300 L.reltnll "1/ trlc. 

.'Id 
,.10nll 

I 
co 
o 
I 

,,-~ 1 

, 



9\ i 

r 

PH Alleghnll PA 

PH Phi 104.1,h .. PA 

\ 

. , 
Drug, eta atr'button, alllphetallltne ... t .d ..... nor 
DrulI' ettatrtbu\ton. e/llph.tellltne, 'elonll 
Drug. di.tribuUon, b.rbftuet., .hdelPleenor 
Drull' 4i.triltuUon, b.rbltuete. ,.10nl/ 
Drug. 4i.triltutton. oth.r hallucinollen, .',d 
Drul' .U.t"I"utlon. ot"'" hellucinoll'n. 'eJonv 
Drul' dhtrlbuUon. oth." p"ohlblt.d drul' 1II1Ilt! 
Drull. 41.t"lltution. oth." ,,,ohiblted drull. ,.lonll 
Drul' oth.r vlol.tion •• e"iJu.n ••• 1.et.III •• nor 
Drul. oth." violetion ••• rt Ju.n •• ,.lonll 
Drul' oth." viol.tlon. h.rion •• i.d.llleenor 
D"UI' oth.r vlol.tton. h.rion. ,.10nv 
D"uI' oth.r viol.tiDn. coc.in ••• i.,~ •••• no" 
Drul. oth." violetlon. coce1n •• ,.10",:': 
D"UI. oth." viol.tlon. e.,h.to.tn ••• t.d •••• no" 
Drul. oth.r vloloUon. o.,h.te.ln •• ,.lonll 
Drul. oth." vloletlon. It."ltltu.t ••• I.d •••• nor 
Drul' oth.r vloletlon. Itllrltttuet •• ,.lonll 
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93:,. 
.,3'2 
9361 
9362 
9371 
9372 
9411 
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~0"8 •• aon •• 01. 0' n.rcotlc. 
DI.ord.rl, conduct 
Fol •• olorll' 
".c.ivinl ,tol.n ,ro,."tv 
Crl.lnol .i.chi., 
"elltlou. u •• 0' t.I.,hon. 
" •• hUnf or" •• t 
E.co,. 'ro. 4.t.ntlon-in.tltutlon 
Violation 0' cri.lnel p"obe\ion 
Follur. to '.\1 'in. 
Thr.oto on_ ".c.l ••• undon.,rin, 
Other d,lln,u.nt o"en.o 
Hit and "un 
Oth,,, t"offie 

01001 Incltlnl to "lot 
OIO:SO Riot 
022~O Ho"o.~.'nt ltV co •• unlcotlon 0" oddr' •• 
04~)O Non-,av •• nt 0' 'In,. 0" ~ou"t co.ts 
040~1 D"oultin " •• u_"ld .pp,a"onc, 
040'2 AIt.condlnl wltn ••• 
0413t Hind."lnl a"".h.n.lon 0" ,,,o •• cutlon 
04iZC)() Fu.~ UVI 'ro. JU.UCI 
043ilO Cont ... .,t 0' court 
080.)0 Int.rh"hl with a ,ollc. o'Uc,,, 
360.)2 81.,1, o.~oult 
360.)3 Ha"o •• 1iI.n f, 

360:to At"""t ••• u"d." 
37003 A .. oult 
37090 a.c.1 ••• IV .ndonl."inl onoth.r ,.r.on 
37':'0 T.""o"htic thr •• tu 
377:'0 \»nlolll'ul r •• tr.lnt 
37830 Fol •• In,,,I.onll.nt 
39001 A.tault on4 bott.rv on ,gllce o"lc.r 
39100 R •• I.tlnll .rr •• t 
39101 Inlaw'ul re.i.t o"lc.r .rre.t 
'0300 Lerelnv Itll trlc. 
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03600 "'8 d1.t po •• mit kev, 'Dr mv 
"600 Th.,t 0' proplrt~ 10lt .1.1e1d or del .ilt, 
"700 Th.,t 'eil •• rlq di.p 0' 'und. r,cl1ved 
'6002 The,t b~ dlclption 
'6003 Att •• ptl~ thl,t by ~lcI,tion 
'6201 Be~ ch,," . 
06000 Th.ft 01 'Irvic •• 
06700 DI'reu~ing te.i ceb ~rivlr. public tren.port 
'7000 Freudul.nt U.I or crldit cerd 
57001 Freudul.nt U.I 0' crld1t cerd undlr 'i'tv doller. 
'7003 Cr.dit eerd. 
OBOOO A.,.ivin, .tolln proplrtill. ,Dod. 
,aOOl T~.'t by rl'living .tol.n prop.rt~ 
"0'0 Cri.inal trl.pa •• bldg. an~ occupi.d .truct~rll 
60001 Count. elt. and pa ...... nk not ••• ,hick ••• cr1pt •• 
60002 For,ln-v 
70~O Rap.. .tatutory 
70~1 8tatutJry rapi 
71~1 Ind.,.nt as •• ult 
73000 Pro.titution an~ e •• llnation 
73001 8011,lt for i .. oral purpo ••• 
730'0 rroltitutlon 
730'1 Cri.i"a •• 011,ltatlon 
7~3 Involuntary dlvlate .I.ual i~t.reour •• 
7~4 VolunterV d.viat •• llual intlrcour'l 
7'00' Attg.pt.d involunt.rv dlviatl ••• u.l intlrtOur.1 
7~b Attl.pt •• voluntary dlviatl .llu.l int.rcourl& 
7'100 aol1eit.'10n to ,o~lt .odo.~ 
770'0 Inc .. t 
7.100 In •• c.n' e;,o.ur. 
781'1 O,on I.wdn ••• 
• 0103 ro •••• cion end u •• 0' n.rcotic drug. 
BOlO' U •• 0' narcotic dru •• 
80406 Han d.1 or po •• w-l .an or dll controll.d ,ub.t.nc 
80900 ro ••••• 11 .at 0' a.riJu.n. 'or p.rlonll UI. or dl 
80906 S.l, or '11, •• 1 u •• 0' c.rt,in .olv.nt. 
alooo Clrrvin. conc.ll.d •••• I~ w •• pon 
Bl000 ro ••••• ln. In.trua.ntt 0' c~ia. w.epon 
81006 rrohib,t •• o".n.ivi ~I.pon 
Bl100 Cerr"ln. or po.,.,.in. boab' or •• pla.iv •• 
B13'2 Inclndilr" d.vic •• 
BI'OO ViDlatlon, uni'ora "r •• r •• ICt vu,. 
81'01 r •••••• ion .ra •• cc~v cri.1 0' vlo1.nt~ 
81900 Far.cr.cklr •• unlaw.ul .,1., or ~o ••• ,.ion 
83010 ael. 0' ll,uor to non-~Ia".r. 
84000 Dravin. while intol'c.t.d 
84200 R.ckl ••• drlvin, .p •• dina 
84300 Duty to .top in eVlnt 0' accid.nt 
84700 Lic.nl. or r •• l,tr.tlon ,.rti'icet. viol~tlon. 
84900 Oth.r non-tre"ic aotor v.hicl, codl viol~tlon. 
8~0 Di'Qrd~rlv conduct 
800'0 Feil .1.or •• rlv p.r.on to dl.p.r,. 0" ord.r 
80001 Dh.,,-,lIIrlv con.uct ,.rai.t.nt 
BOIOI ~ulit.~. ~roa Ju.tic. 
8'i'0 O ... tructine ad. 0' 1.w or oth.r gov.rna.nt 'unctio 
8'300 F.l •• 'lr. ,I.ra. 
80800 Loitlring end prowl in. 
86000 Lott.ri... tre"lc in. .tc 
86000 Lott.ri... .tc 
8bOOI Lotterh. 
B6300 O .... ling dlvicI' ga.b1ing .tc 
93400 Intolicated .lnor 
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V1~Ul ~.1'1 POI leI r.pDr~. 
'4'~O T •• plrlnll ~lth ~ltne ••• nd In'or •• nt. 
9'001 E.up. 
"0'2 Att •• pt.d •• c.p. 
'6300 E.torUon 
96601 Th.,t bV •• tortlon p.rlon.1 har. 
~6602 Th." bV ea'or'lon 1,".1 h.r~ 
97000 Kl'na"lnl' I.n 'or •• tortlon 
97100 KI4n."lnll child 'rom p.r.on h.vlnl cu.tod~ 
9BOO' ".Ilclou •• I.chl." throwinll .ton •• or obJect. 
980'0 Propul.lon 0' .1 •• 11 •• into Dccupl.d v.hlcle 
,B060 Crl.in.1 .i.chi., 
9BI0l ".Ilclou •• l.chl.,. v.nd.II •• 
'B9'0 Cru.ltv to .nl •• I. 
9'000 Tre., ••• inl 
~'O~I D.'I.n' ,1" •• , •••• 1" 

99400 Prot.ct'on 
997'. CrSMin.1 co.rcion, unl.w'ul int.nt 
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lirO 
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lir3 
lir4 
lir' 
lirA 
lir7 
iirtI 
lir' 
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32 
34 
44 
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• 3 
14 
I' 
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I. 

I' lirO 
41 
42 
43 
44 
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1" •• Unl' .nt.1'inl' burl •• r .. lnl • v.hic" 
Ca"1'vln •• '.nl.rou. w •• pon 
Crl ••••• In.' n.tur. 
C.~n.1 .n.wl.'m. P' child und.r tw.lv. 
a •• o".n •• , oth.r 
V'ol.tSon 0' dru. l.w •••• rIJu.n. 
All oth.r controll.d .ub.t.nc. 
Drun •• nn ••• 
DI.or'.r1v conduct 
O •• ln. 
".llclou •• '.chl., 
BhootSnl 'n.Sd. catv IS.lt. 
Trol., ••• Sn. 
~.c.lvlnl .n. conc •• 11nl .tolen ,rop.rc~ 
Vlol.tlon 0' ,rob.tlon 
Oth.r d.lln.u.ncv 
Contrlbutlnl to d.lln.u.ncu 

A ••• ult, .11 lac.,t .llr.v.t.d 
W •• ,on., c.rrvSn., ,o •• e •• lnll' .tc . 
S •• o".n.~, .11 ~.c.pt 'orclble r.p. 
VSol.tlon 0' drull l.w •• n.rcotlc 
Viol.Uon 0' tlrul I.w ••• 11 •• c.pt n.rcoUc 
Drun •• nnlt •• 
DI •• rderlv con.uct 
Van'ali •• 
Other d.lln.u.ncu 
Drlvlnl whll. lnto.lcat •• 
Hit and run 
R.c.I ••• 'rSvln, 
Drlvlnl ~Ithouta llc.n •• 
Other tra"lc 
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Tru.ncv 
Runnln •• "'.V 
'evon~ control. ungovern.ble b.h~vior 
Other CHINS 

Runnln •• ..,.V 
Tru.ncV 
Viol.'lon 0' cur'ew 
Unlovern.ble beh.vior 
,.o ••••• in. Dr drinking liquor 
OQ;h.r ".'UI 
"unnln •• IIII.V 
Tru.ncli 
Viol.'ion 0' cur'e", 
Un.ov.rn.bl. beh.vior 
, •••••• In. Dr drinking liquor 
O'h.r .,.'u. 
Running ."'.V 
Tru.ncv. gr.d •• even Dr over 
Vlonetion 0' cur'e", 
Un.overn.bl. beh.vlor 'D ••••• ln. Dr ~rinklng li,uor 
O'h.r .t.tu. 

Runnln. II ... V 
Tru.ncv 
Vlol.tlon 0' cur'e", 
Un.ov.rn.bl. b.h.vior ,0 ••••• ln. or drink in. ll,uor 
Oth.r ".tu. 

Un.ov.rn.bl. b.h.vlor 
Run .... v. .t.tu~ 
Un~.r ••• ~rln.inl 
Cur'.", violation 
Oth.r ".tu. 
Tru.ncv 
Runawav. ~.,rlved 
S •• ua1IV proal.cuou. COMplaint. 

Run.",ev 
Incorrl.IUIUV 
Tru.ncv 

0'000 Incorrl.lbilltll 
O~200 Run • ..,.v 'rD. ho.e Dr 'o.t.r ho.e 

Runnin ...... V 
Tru.ncv 
Viol.'lon 0' cur'e~ 
Ungov.rn.ble beh.vlor 
po •• ! •• ln8 Dr drln&lng liquor 
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Table C.l. Five-Way Frequency Table of Offense, Prior Record, Age, Race 
and Sex 

Race Age Sex Offense Type Prior Record 

.··----------------_____ .. wu Yes _l!o ______ J2S.'!J~ 

WHITE 10-13 MALE VIOLENT 54 105 I 158 
PROPERTY 707 1707 I 2414 
PART II 555 1637 I 2192 
STATUS 240 466 I 706 
--------------------------!---------TOTAL 1556 3915 I 5471 

FEMALE: VIOLENT 11 26 I 37 
PROPERTY 66 425 I 491 
PART II 92 342 I 434 
STATUS 183 423 I 606 

--------------------------!---------
TOTAL 352 1216 I 1568 

------------------------------------------------------
14 MALE VIOLENT 65 93 I 158 

PROPERTY 811 1388 I 2199 
PART II 668 1228 I 1896 
STATUS 284 502 I 786 
--------------------------!---------TOTAL 1828 3211 I 5039 

FEMALE VIOLENT 8 26 I 34 
PROPER·TY 86 322 I 408 
PART II 116 300 I 416 
STATUS 270 548 I 818 
--------------------------!---------TOTAL 480 1196 r' 1676 

-----------------------------------------~------------
1S MALE VIOLENT 143 158 r 301 

PROPERTY 1402 1912 r 3314 
PA,RT II 1203 1914 I 3117 
STATUS 520 722 r 1242 
--------------------------!---------
TOTAL 3268 4706 r 7974 

FEMALE 1.,1 rOLENT 16 27 I 43 
PROPERTY 131 409 I 5'40 
PART r I 224 481 I 705 
STATUS 376 77S r 1151 
--------------------------!---------TOTAL 747 1692 r 2439 
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Table C.l. (Continued) 

Race Age Sex Offense Type Prior Record 

Yes No Total 

16 MALE VIOLENT 237 231 I 468 
PROPERTY 1726 2149 I 3875 
PART II 2033 2868 I 4901 
STATUS 453 730 I 1183 
--------------------------!---------
TOTAL 4449 5978 I 10427 

FEMALE VIOLENT 19 35 I 54 
PROPERTY 136 466 I 602 
PART II 286 sse I 844 
STATUS 324 655 I 979 
--------------------------1---------TOTAL 765· 1714 I 2479 

------------------------------------------------------
17 MALE VIOLENT 318 262 I 580 

PROPERTY 1925 2052 I 3977 
PART II 2676 3396 I 6072 
STATUS 529 732 I 1261 
--------------------------!---------
TOTAL 5448 6442 I 11890 

FEMALE VIOLENT 17 28 I 45 
PROPERTY 138 430 I 568 
PART II 264 567 I 831 
STATUS 173 447 I 620 
------------------------~-I---------

TOTAL 592 1472 I 2064 

---------------------------------------------------------------
BLACK 10-13 MALE 

FEMALE 

VIOLENT 
PROPERTY 

105 
541 

118- I 
731 I 

223 
1272 

PART II 286 440 I 726 
STATUS .103 157 I 260 
--------------------------1---------
TOTAL 1035 1446 I 2481 

VIOLENT 14 52 I 66 
PROPERTY 49 "'214 I 263 
PART II 38 112 I 150 
STATUS 70 142 I 212 
--------------------------1---------
TOTAL 171 520 I 681 
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(Continued) 

Age Sex Offense Type Prior Record 

Yes No Total 

14 MALE VIOLENT 173 127 I 300 
PROPERTY 535 455 I 980 
PART II 311 290 I 601 
STATUS 131 106 I 237 
--------------------------!---------
TOTAL 1150 978 I 2128 

FEMALE ~IOLENT 14 24 I 38 
PROPERTY 42 149 I 1.91 
PART II 52 78 I 130 
STATUS 101 124 I 225 
--------------------------1---------
TOTAL 209 375 I 584 

15 MALE VIOLENT 312 146 I ·:58 
PROPERTY 812 497 I 1,.j09 
PART II 526 363 I 88~ 
STATUS 166 146 I 312 
~-------------------------I---------
TOTAL 1816 1152 I 2968 

FEMALE VIOLENT 27 39 I 66 
PROPERTY 67 171 I 238 
PART II 78 81 I 159 
STATUS 114 158 I 272 
--------------------------1---------
TOTAL 286 449 I 735 

------------------------------------------------------
MALE VIOLENT 417 172 I 589 

PROPERTY 1045 536 I 1581 
PART II 718 413 I 1131 
STATUS 125 95 I 220 
-------------~------------I---------
TOTAL 2305 1216 I 3521 

FEMALE VIOLENT 35 30 I 65 
PROPERTY 85 187 I 272 
PART II 107 110 I 217 
STATUS 100 96 I 196 
--------------------------1---------
TOTAL 327 423 I 750 
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Table C.1. (Continued) 

Race Age Sex Offense Type Prior Record 

Yes No Total 

17 MALE VIOLENT 472 183, I 655 
PROPERTY 1018 455 I 1473 
PART I I 798 412 I 1210 

" STATUS 75 43 I 118 

--------------------------1---------
TOTAL 2363 1093 I 3456 

FErfALE VIOLENT 18 36 I 54 
PROPERTY 99 191 I 290 
PART II 115 116 I 231 
STATUS 52 61 I 113 

--------------------------1---------
TOTAL 284 404 I 688 

TOTAL -OF THE OBSERVED FREGUENCY TABLE IS 69029 
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Table C.2. Bivariate Relationship Between 
Independent Variables 

Factor N 

Age 
10-13 10 ,21 'I 

14 9,427 
15 14, 116 
16 17,177 
17 18,098 

Sex 
Male 55,355 
Female 13,674 

Race 
White 51,027 
Black 18,002 

Offense 
Violent 4,393 
Property 26,267 
Part II 26,852 
Status 11 ,517 

Prior Record 
Yes 19,431 
No 39,598 

Detention Decision and 

Percent 
Deta'i ned Tau 

.06 
9.6% 

14.6 
16. 1 
17.6 
18.3 

-.Q2 
16. 1 
14.8 

.15 
12.7 
24.8 

-.07 
35.5 
16.0 
13.4 
13.9 

-.22 
25.2 
8.9 
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Bivariate Relationship Between Manner of Handling and 
Independent Variables 

Factor 

Age 
10-13 

14 
15 
16 
17 

Sex 
Hale 
Female 

Race 
White 
Black 

Offense 
Violent 
Property 
Part II 
Status 

Prior Record 
Yes 
No 

Detained 
No 
Yes 

N 

10,211 
9,427 

14,116 
17,177 
18,098 

55,355 
13,674 

51,027 
18,002 

4,393 
26,267 
26,852 
11 ~ 517 

29,431 
39p598 

;8,075 
10,954 

Percent 
Handled 
Formally 

42.3% 
50.8 
53.5 
54.6 
55.0 

55.2 
39.8 

48.1 
63.4 

87.7 
58.9 
47.5 
33.9 

47.3 
77 .6 

Tau 

.08 

- .12 

• 13 

-.26 

-.20 

-.22 

, 
[ 

I 
I: 

I 
I 
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Table C.4. Bivariate Relationship Between Severity of Disposition and 
Independent Variables 

Percent 
Receiving 

Severe 
Factor N Dispositions Tau 

Age .04 
'10-13 10,211 5.8% 

14 9,427 8.8 
15 14,116 10. I 
16 17,177 10.6 
17 18,098 11.4 

Sex -.09 Hale 55,355 10.6 
Female 13,674 6.2 

Race -.03 White 51,027 8.~ 
Black 18,002 13.5 

Offense -. 16 
Violent 4,393 24.7 
Property 26,267 IL7 
Part I I 26,852 6.5 
Status I I ,517 7.3 

Prior Record -. 16 Yes 29 p431 16.9 
No 39,598 4.4 

Detained .14 No 58,075 5.6 
Yes 10,954 3 1.5 

Hanner Handled .41 
Informal 33,048 I.S 
Formal 35,981 17.4 
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Table C.S. 

Model 

05 

06 

07 

OS 

09 
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Likel ihood Ratio Chi-Square Values for Models 
with Detention Decision Factors Deleted 

Fitted Marginal 

Model 04 (OA) 

Model 04 - (DR) 

Model 04 - (DO) 

Model 04 - (DP) 

Model 04 - (OS) 

Degrees 
of 

Freedom 

153 

158 

152 

150 

150 

Li kel i hood 
Ratio 

Chi-Square 

881.18 

1, 172.82 

1 ,201 .93 

3,086.96 

608.57 

r 
... 

f. 

Table C.6. 

P< 
Model 

0.001 
M3 

0.001 
M4 

0.001 
M5 

0.001 
M6 

0.00 I 
M7 

M8 
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Likel ihood Ratio Chi-Square Values for Models 
with Manner of Handling Factors Deleted 

Fi tted Marginal 

Model X2 - (MS) 

Model X2 - (MA) 

Model X2 - (MR) 

Model X2 - (MO) 

Model X2 - (MP) 

Mod e I X2 - (MD) 

Degrees 
of 

Freedom 

309 

312 

309 

311 

309 

309 

Likel i hood 
Rat io 

Chi -Square 

2,155.59 

12,090.19 

2,030.92 

4,904.80 

2,948.26 

3,708.i5 

P< 

0.001 

0.001 

0.001 

0.001 

0.001 

0.001 
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Table C.7. 

Hodel 

x4 

X5 

x6 

X7 

X8 
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Likelihood Ratio Chi-Square Values for Models 
with Disposition Factors Deleted 

Fi tted Marginal 

Hodel X3 - (XH) 

Hodel X3 (XD) 

Hodel X3 - (Xp) 

Hodel X3 - (XD) 

Ho de I X 3 - (XR ) 

Degrees 
of 

Freedom 

1542 

1542 

1542 

1546 

1542 

Li kel i hood 
Ratio 

Ch i-Square 

14,738.06 

8,308.73 

5,775.43 

6,655.70 

6.652.49 

p< 

0.001 

0.001 

0.001 

0.001 

0.001 
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