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; 1 of discretion in the juvenile court is based on Sterotypical conceptions of
Chapter 1 ) .
INTRODUCT ION ﬁ societal sub-groups. Opponents of the juvenile justice system assert that,
. . . f ‘ rather than being dealt with onan individual basis youths are categorized and
i iti i i j i ilosophy is the ideal of ‘ ’
Inherent in traditional juvenile justice phi
dualized i t" i e the assertion that each juvenile should be : o processed according to race and social class. Accordingly, critics suggest
individualized justice, i.e., .
) - d and t ted according to individual needs. To implement this ideal , ‘ , that minority and poor juveniles have been subjected to widespread, systematic
appraised an reated a . ' ‘
) ) . : {. discrimination.
" court personnel have been granted vast discretionary power in order to diagnose :
d t th eds of juveniles. Court personnel are invested with this power, : ' The issue of social discrimination within the juvenile justice system has
and mee e ne . .
by default, but by design: They are charged with the awesome responsibility : been widely debated, with numerous writers asserting that the juvenile court
not by default, bu :

f I i juvenile's entire life situation and offering a prognosis for metes our disposition on the basis of a8 juvenile's race (Platt, 1977; Schur, 1971;
of evaluating a juv

R e S

Martin, 1970; Terry, 1967; Thornberry, 1973). Other have denied this contention,

‘ the future.

d i wer is not unlimited: statutory edicts and adminis- ; suggesting that more legalistic variables such as seriousness of offense and
This discretionary po : _ x

o,

decisi s well as the actions of outside treatment agencies, do number of referrals to court are the crucial determiningfactors(Berg, 1967;
trative decisions, a

impinge upon the options of decision-makers. But extensive discretionary power Polk, 1974; Gordon, 1976; Cohen and Kluegel, 1978).

ill ists at all levels of decision-making, for even stagutory guidelines . B The juvenile court does Not operate in isolation from -the general societal
sti exis ]

d administrative policies are subject to re-interpretation and implementation ; ' trends and problems, but rather it reflects the strengths ‘and weaknesses of the
and administrativ o

community in which exists.
by the individual decision-maker.

The juvenile court's discretionary power coupled with the pervasiveness

nasnn sy,
£ 0

A significant characteristic of traditional juvenile justice philosophy

h h ial situation and personail characteristics of the juvenile are : of racial discrimination in American institutions presents .a potentially ominous
is that the socia ) ﬁ
i j ile! B situation for nonwhite youths brought before juvenile courts. Juvenile justice
i i f the juvenile court is to assess a juvenile's ;
consequential. The primary task o |
i i i ili i atment researchers have sought with uneven success to determine the nature and extent
social situation, diagnose potential needs, and provide rehabilitative tre b
' d iri idance or protection A of racial discrimination on juvenile court decision-making. Conclusive
’ if the child is viewed as requiring gui . S |
11 istent with this orientation that the juvenile's I R demonstrations have not yet been produced. Consequently, it is difficult, if
It is totally consis o
j " ' i s fe) e | i : . .
‘ characteristics, as perceived and interpreted by court personnel, be the most : not irrational, to protest to th Juvenile courts about its discriminatory
’ =
gy . . . . . ) . ) )
isi i i ; practices if empirical evidence of the process of discrimination cannot be
. . . i -making. Legal variables o ; r is
crucial variables in the complex matrix of decision ,
‘ q adily d .
are important, out primarily as 'symptoms' used by court personnel to evaluate .‘,? readily emonstratgd
j ile's 1if ituation R The purpose of this study is to investigate the empirical evidence of
other dimensions of a juvenile's life s . k
t that, in contrast to the ideal of individualized justice o racial differentials by employing more appropriate conceptualizations of juvenile
Critics suggest that, B
' ized ‘ L] decision-making and more appropriate data analysis techniques
i i i i ed needs, the exercise P court q .
in which each child is treated on the basis of particulariz , ﬁi;(
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The conceptual framework of this 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 relaqfon to their population is well established; 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 likely 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
'social' 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 fegal 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
congiderable 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,

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

controlled.
The test of whether racial differentials in juvenile court decisions

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

controlling the effects of legal variables. Bortner (1978) found race to have

only a minimal effect on severity of final disposition when legal variabies are

controlled. Testing the relative explanatory power of the legal (“"Positivistic')
and labelling theory perspectives Needleman (1978) found race to have no

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

cohtrolling for type of crime, found the relationship between race and judicial
disposition reduced by 50 percent for personal and property crime, but not at
all for status offenses. Arnold (1971), controlling for offense sericusness

and prior record, found even less support for the legal interpretation.
Thornberry (1973) explained most of the racial differentials by prior record and
offense seriousness. Yet some racial differentials remained after controlling
for these legél variables.

On the other hand, Terry (1967) found that the relationship between race and
severity of dispositioﬁ disappeared when he controlled for prior record and
offense seriousness. Mead (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.



To date, research has dealt with only.one phase of the decisionjmaking
proéess. Most have concentrated on the final disposition of the case
(treatment or sentencing), while a lesser number have focused on the detention
decision (the decision whether or not to detain a juvenile prior to adjudication)
or the screening décisidn (the decision whether to handle a case in a formal
or informal manner). Tﬁis emphasis on one decision without attention to its
impact on and interrelatedness with other junctures in the process fails to
uncover the processual naturaz of what actually happens within the juvenile court.

Likewise, the assumed distinction between legal and social variables
ignores the interrelatedness of such issues. Those factors categorized as
legal variables are often viewed as more appropriate, more objective criteria
for decision-making, as well as ex post facto indicators of the lack of racial,
sexual, or class bias.

This anal?sis focuses on juvenile court decision-making as a multi-phased
process. It examines the contention that juvenile social characterjstics
(especially race) greatly influence major early court decisions and that those
decisions are influential indicators of final disposition, the last juncture
in the decision-making process.

Two sets of findings support the contention of this approach. The first
set is Cohen's findings, referred to above, that detention decisions and
screening decisions influénce 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 racjal differentials occur at
these junctures also. The second set is provided by Farrell and Swigert (1978)
and Liska and Tausig (1979). Liska‘and Tausig examined data from some seventeen
studies to assess social class and racial 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,.
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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 js expected to have a direct effect
upon the pre-hearing detention decision, as well as upon manner of handling and
severity of final disposition. The detention decision is expected to-have a
direct effect on manner of handling and both of the variables have direct effects
on the severity of final disposition. However, some of the effects of the legal
and social variables will be indirect through the process variables, detention
decision and manner of handling. 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 tc be subsumed under the pre-hearing detention decision and manner
of handling variables because 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 handling, and detention decision, prior

’

delinquency record and offense have been.configured as intervening variables
in the casual mo&el.

To test the model in Figure 1.1 we analyze models formed by each endogenous
variable and its hypothesized predictors. " The four-variable model for prior
record is analyzed first, then five-variable model with offense, the six-variable
mode! with detention decision, the mannér of handling seven-variable model, and

last, the eight-variable model with disposition,
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1.3 Hypotheses
Chapter 2
The following hypotheses will be tested: METHODS
1. Black juveniles receive more severe dispositions than white juveniles
. 2.1 he D
even when legal factors such as offense and prior record are controlled. ) Ihe Data
2. Black juveniles are detained before a hearing more readily, even when , The data used in this study consist of 69,029 detailed history records
offense and prfor record are controlled - for juveniles processed by six states and four specific jurisdictions during
3. Black juveniles receive formal hearings more readily, even when offense g the 1979 calendar year. These data were obtained from the National Center
d prior record are controlled for Juvenile Justice in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. Although this center collects
and prior rec .
L. The independent influence of race on final disposition decreases as ’ data from many states and jurisdictions, our sample was limited to ten data sets
juveniles get more entrenched in the decision-making process : as a result of two rules used in selecting samples. First, each of the eight
ju - .
The independent effect of race on detention decisions and screening variables shown in Figure 2.1 had to be available in the records in a manner
a. e i
decisions are greater than the effect on severity of final disposition. ? ? such that they could be recoded into the simple categories shown in Table 2.1;
b. The direct affects of prior decisions--detention and manner of ; | and second, no jurisdiction would be included that could be recognized from
. e 2 : - .
handl ing=-on severity of final disposition are greater thzm the : ¢ some unique way its data were coded. The National Center for Juvenile Justice
di t effect of race 4 collected this data through the voluntary cooperation of the several states
irect effe . ~ :
5. Race has indirect effect on final disposition through detention decision f i and jurisdictions which generally insisted upon non-disclosure of the data
; ) to third parties.
and manner of handling. ; i P €
; The six states and four jurisdictions that were eventually chosen for
i

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

el

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

. are given in Appendix A. After further simplifying modifications, the

I N

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

2.2 The Method of Analysis

A . This inquiry employs log-linear analysis to examine the processing of
delinquency referrals in juvenile courts. Log-linear analysis is well=-suited

& to data representing juvenile court processing. Since our dependent variables
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Table 2.1. Description and Frequencies of Variables Used in the Total ;
Sample Analysis g of interest are not interval level scales, regression analysis and other
. forms of the general linear model are less appropriate. Log-linear analysis
Vari S ~ g :
ariable ymbol N % ! : of multidimensional contingency tables is an extremely useful tool for
Disposition (X) % . . specifying the degree and nature of the complexity of the relationship
gggz;gzght gg’igg ;g . ‘ between social characteristics and court d?spositions (Goodman, 1972, 1973;
3 ° .
. Severe 6,732 . 10 Lo Burke and Turk, 1975; Cohen and Kluegel, 1977, 1979). It provides the capa-
M M ,
a?ﬁ?itmal () 33.048 48 r bility of reveal ing partial relationships and net effects in contingency
F 1 -
orma , 35,981 32 g tabies as well as controlling for the effects of certain variables without
D ti '
e;ggelon (p) 58.075 84 ‘ ) inordinately reducing cell frequencies. In addition, it allcus us to hold
’ ! B
Overnight 10’954 16 | constant the associations among predictor variables while testing for their
Pr;:zoiegzzgrd (P) 29.431 43 Q effects on the court decisions of interest.
’ i
No Prior Record 39,598 37 i The eight variables used in this study are listed in Table 2.1 along
Ofézgi:nc (0) 4,393 .6 ? with the categories and frequencies of each. The first phase of the analysis
? Ty
P; | . s . . . . Sl
P::EG;EY %g’gg; gg , is the exam:nation of the tnterrelationships of Detention Decision (D) and
? i
Status 11,517 17 3 five other factors--Prior Record (P), Offense Type (0), Race (R), Age (A},
Se;ale (s) 55.355 80 é and Sex (S). Analysis is begun by constructing a six-way contingency table
3 “}‘l .
Female 13,674 20 E consisting of 320 cells. The log-linear equation for the saturated model is:
Age (a) e .
10-13 10,211 15 | D P 0 > R A
14 9,427 14 ,
15 14,116 20 g 6 e l ) 1 1 h A,
16 17,177 25 \ ijklmn = {jklmn + Ai + J o+ Nk o+ N + /™m0 o+ /
17 ) , 18,098 26 . } :“3" . P DO .
P Race (R) i + )\ij + ik + «eve. (19 other two-factor
White 51,027 74 I effects)
. Black 18,002 26 1 PO DPS
Total 69.029 1007 X + Aijk + ;ijl + ...(33 other three-factor
) I effects)
BPOS DPOR
+ Alijkn + i jkm + ««..(33 other four-factor
effects)
DPOSR DPOSA
+ /\ijklm ijkln + ++..(19 other five-factor
" effects)
_‘; 7 bPOSRA

R R LR Y i
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Where Gijklmn represents the log of the expected frequency in cell (i,
j,Ak, 1, m, n) of the six-way table and the -jL's represent effects of the
variables, their associations and interactions on Gijklmn. The superscripts
refer to the variables whose effects are being tested; the subscripts refer
to the categories of the variables (Goodman, 1972).

The saturated mode} 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 in 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 proportional to the size
of the sampie, 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 modeis with terms including four or more variables. Consequently,
| have used a method suggested by Knoke and Burke (1980), which is an analog
to multiple R 2. A '"baseline' model is selected whose L 2 serves as a
standard against which to judge the improvement in fit provided by some more
complex model. 'The baseline L2 indicates the amount of variability 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

ko e

high (> 90%), this alternative model

even though with statistijcal

-13-

is judged to provide a satisfactory fit

test it might be significant.
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Chapter 3
TEST OF DISPOSITION MODEL

3.1 Introduction

Al though the primary variable of interest s severity of final disposi-
tion, we are also interested in the intervening variables, manner of handling
and detention decision, ss 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
measure and variables with proposed antecedent effects. Starting at the left
of the diagram in Figure 1.1 we examine in turn the prior record, offense,
detention decision, manner of handling, and disposition models.

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 !, the one-way distributions. In the screening
for this model as well as for models that foliow, 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 coeffi-
cients of partial determination were calculated (see Goodman, 1972). This
coefficient is the result of comparing the Chi-Square value for the final
mode! 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--account
for the variance in prior record. Blacks tend to Bave prior };cords more
often than whites, older queniles tend to have prior records more often than

younger juveniles, and males tend to have prior records more often than females,
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Table 3.1. Likelihood Ratio Chi-Square for Models of Association Between
Prior Record (P), Race (R), Age (A), and Sex (S)
Likel ihood Degrees
. s . .Ratio f
Model Fitted Marginals Chi-square Freedom P<
Fi All one-way variable
distributions
(P) (R) (A) (s) 4593.74 32 0.001
P2 (RAS) (PR) (PA) 1076.71 14 0.001
P3 (RAS) (PR) (PA) (PS) 177.05 13 0.001

Table 3.2« Likelihood Ratio Chi-Square Values for Models With Prior
Record Factors Deleted
Likelihood Degrees
Ratio of
Model Fitted. Marginals Chi-Square Freedom P<
Ph 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

-17-

Table 3.3. Test of Net Contributions of i
i Each of th
in Nodel o3 the Prior Record Factors
Degrees Likelihood Coefficient
Factor Comparison of gatio of Partial
, Freedom Chi-Square Determination P«
(PR) P4 : P3 1 1,752.51 0.91 0.001
(PA) PS5 : P3 4 1,063.35 0.86 0.001
(PS) P6 : P3 1 899.71 0.84 0.001
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Table 3.4. Likelihood Ratio Chi-Square for Models Associati
. Offense Type . ciation Between
3.3 ense Type Offense (0), Prior Record (P), Race (R), Age (A), and Sex (S).
Table 3.4 shows the screening for the test of the model for the next
. . . . , Degrees Likelihood
dependent variable in the sequence, offense. First we construct a five- | : of Ratio
: ; Mode Fitted Marginals Freedom Chi-Square p<
way table of offense, prior record, age, race, and sex as shown in the :
Appendix C, Table C.1. Analysis of this five-way table results in model f, 01 ?é; ?R?'?Zg rg;i?g;e distributions 149 14 .091.25 0 001
05 (see Table 3.4). The main effects, as derived by the coefficient of '
| ‘ ‘ 02 (RAS) (RO) (A0) (sO) 119 5,925.67 0.001
. determination computation in Tables 3.5 and 3.5-=-in the order of impor- T
| ‘ 03 (RAS) (OR) (0A) (0S) (PS) 117 3,429.16 0.001
tsnce--are sex, race, age, and prior record. Further analysis (not shown) g ’
5 04 (RAS) (OR) (0A) (0s) (PO) (PS) 114 3,110.29 0.001
reveals that males, blacks, and older juveniles tend to commit more serious i
’ ’ f 05 (PRAS) (PO) (OR) (OA) (0S) 96 535.50 0.001
offenses than females, whites and younger juveniles, respectively. Juveniles 3
with no prior records tend to commit more property offenses; and those with |
prior records commit more violant offenses as well as more status offenses. Table 3.5. ;iﬁeliQOOd Ratio Chi-Square Values for Models with Offense Factors
; elete
3.4 Detention Decision
. Degr i i
Table 3.7 shows the relationships between the detention decision and the ' . goies L'::;;ZOOd
. ! Mode | Fitted Marginals Freed Chi-
five antecedent variables in the model.’ Although neither of the variables is : S reedom hi-Square p<
correlated with detention decision to any substantial degree, the table does : ; 08 Model 05 - (PO) 99 620.60 0.001
show that several variables are related to this decision. The variable with ﬁ _i 07 Model 05 - (OR) 99 3,269.20 0.00i
the greatest correlation is prior record, followed in order by race, offense, ' - 08 Mode) 05 ~ (0A) 108 1,652.92 0.001
age, sex and income. It seems logical that a juvenile with a prior record 09 Model 05 - (0s) 99 5,029.63 0.001

i
|
|

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 likely to be

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

'
»

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

vy gy

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

hardly any distinction between the other types of offenses. N

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

when they are examined simultaneously with other variables. More specifically,
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Table 3.6. Test of Net Contribution of Each of the Offense Factcrs in Model i |
05. : 3 Table 3.7. Bivariate Relationships Between Detention Decision, Manner
’ 5 of Handling, Severity of Disposition and Other Factors (Tau)
Degrees Likelihood Coefficient
of Ratio of Partial o . .
. . . Detention Manner of Severity of
: - < K . . - 7
Factor Comparison Freedom Chi-Square Determination P 8 Variable Decision Handling Disposition
(PO) 06 : 05 3 85.10 0.14 0.001 o
_ Age .06 . .08 .04
(0R) 07 : 05 3 2,733.70 0.8k 0.001 i Sex -.02 -.12 ~.09
(0A) 08 : 05 12 1,117.42 0.68 0.001 ] Race .15 .13 ~.03
(OS) 90 . 05 . 3 L}.l’gq.]B 0.89 0.001 ( Offense . -.07 -026 --16
¥ Prior Record ~-.22 -.20 -.16
5 Detention Decision -.22 14
f Manner of Handling 41
i '
%
.
by
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does the race effect remain so prominent? As explained in Chapter 2,
the muitivariate statistical procedure employed in this analysis permits us
to determine the effects of individual factors on the detention decision
while controlling 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.

Tabie 3.8 shows the tests of fit for this analysis: the baseline
Likel ihood Ratio Chi~square, including all one-way variable distributions, is
19,774.70, indicating the amount of variability in the data unaccounted for.
A model with all'three~way 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 baseline Likelihood Ratio Chi-square. However, model
D4 was chosen as the best-fitting model in this instance. [t was equivalent
to model D2 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.5). The sizes of

coefficients shown in }able‘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 controlling for
all other factors. The coefficients reflect comparisons with the average
probability of a subject being detained or not, where a zero coefficient repre-
sents no deviation from an average chance of falling into a cell, i.e., what

would be expected without the effect parameter being considered. A positive
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Table 3.8. Likelihood Ratio Chi-Square for Models of Association Between
Detention Decision (D), Offense (0), Prior Record (P), Race (R),
Age (A), and Sex (S)
Degrees Likel ihood
of Ratio
Model ritted Marginals Freedom Chi=Square P<
Dl All one-way variable distributions 308 19,774.70 0.0
D2 All two-way interactions 262 1,298.91 0.0
D3 All three-way interactions 168 179.41 0.26
D4 (POSAR) (DP) (DO) (DR) (DA) (DS) 149 577.55 0.001
Table 3.9. Test of Net Contributions of Each of the Detention Factors in Model
Degrees Likelihood Coefficient
. of Ratio of Partial
Factor Comparison Freedom Chi-Square Determination P«
(DA) D5 : D4 4 303.61 0.35 0.001
(OR) D6 : Dk 9 595.27 0.51 10.001
(po) D7 : D4 3 624,38 0.52 0.001
(OP) 08 : D4 ] 2,509.41 0.82 0.001
(0s) D9 : D4 l 31.02 0.05 0.001
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‘ ‘ the proceedings shouid be.

Also those who were detained are more likely to

\ } have formal hearings.
-24- :

On the other hand, the social factors--race, sex, and age--are correlated
Table 3.10. Effect Parameters (Lambda) for the Detention Decision

- with the manner of handl ing.

In other words, each of these social variables

JBaAsae: i)

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

. é, ) formal hearing. More specifically, black youths are handled formally more
. pera el L aht f readily than white youths and males are handled formally more readily than females.
Main Effects - None overnts ;‘ - To examine individual relationships net of other effects, the multivariate
. 1; manner of handling model is evaluated. The manner of handling model involves a
Age 0.211 -0.211 test of the seven-way crosstabulatijon of race, age, sex, prior record, offense,
32 -g:ggg | -g:ggg detention, and manner of handl ing.
12 :g-?gi g:?gi Table 3.11 shows the derivation of the best-fitting model. Note that model
1 ; M2 accounts for more than 90 percent of the variance in model M. Tables C.6
Rag;iz: -g::zﬁ "g:::ﬂ é and 3.12 show the calculations of the reiative magnitude of effects of the
f independent variables. From highest to lowest they are offense, detention,
: 3
OFS?g?:nt -g,ggg ;g:g;g ’f prior record, sex, age, and race. Race has relatively less effect than either
ggﬁzeTTy 0:157 ;g-:g; i of the other variables. However, it still has some effect. Blacks are handled
Status 0107 o f formally more readily than whites when these other variables, including offense
Pr;:; Record -0.279 0.270 fi and orior record, are controlled.
No 9.219 0.2 ]é The effect parameters shown in Table 3.13 give another view of the relative
;é effects of the variables, and they corroborate the partial determination statijs-
f% tics in terms of ranking variables by importance.
;% " 3.6 Severity of Disposition
- | Manner of handling has the largest bivariate correlation with severity of
i disposition. This should be expected because cases that are handled informally
L ! do not usually result in severe dispositions such as incarceration. In addition
to manner of handling, whfch is naturally related ;o the severity of the
) disposition, other legal variables are related to disposition. The more serigus
%‘ o
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Table 3,11, Testing Manner of Handiing Model
Table 3.13. Effect Parameters (Lambda) for Manner of Handl ing
Degrees Likelihood & '
of Ratio
Model Fitted Marginais Freedom Chi-Square P<
' Manner of Handling
Main Effects ' Informal Formal
M1 All one-way variable distributions 627 31,498.37 0.001 '
. M2 (DPOSAR) (MD) (MP) (MO) (MR) 308 1,813.77 0.001 P Sex )
(MA) () | Male -0.093 0,093
‘ ] Female 0.093 0.093
Age
‘z 0.148 ~0.148
: : -0.012 0.012
]2 -0.056 0.056
17 -0.047 0.047
. . . 4 -00039 0.03‘{
Table 3.12 Tests of Net Contributions of Each of the Manner of Handling Factors : ‘ R
: | I8 ace
i Whit
Degrees Likelihood  Coefficient Bl ack 0.072 -0.072
) of Ratio ‘of Partial : . -0.072 2 0.072
Factors Comparison Freedom Chi-Square Determination P< % . Offense
— ' i o Violent -0.653 0.6
E@ gml:e'l"fv -0.010 o.msg
| ar
(Ms) M3 @ M2 1 301.82 0.14 0.001 ‘ ; Status 0o 20213
(MA) M4 : M2 4 276.42 0.13 0.001 ‘ Prior Record
Yes -
(MR) M5 : M2 ! 217.15 0.11 0.001 | No g;:g ng::g
(Mo) M6 : M2 : 3 3.091.03 0.63 0.001 Detained
: No
(MP) M7 : M2 ] 1,134.49 0.38 0.001 la) ‘ Yes _8'22; -g'gg;
(MD) M8 : M2 1 1,894,99 0.51 0.001 .

vt v
v
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the offense, the more likely the juvenile will receive a severe disposition.
Also, having a prior referral record leads more readily to more severe disposi-
tions. Notably, the relationships are small in magnitude. {n other words, the

severity of 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 handling, (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 3.14 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 handling, 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 light dispositions-~that is, there are more cases than expected in

that cell.

Further analysis of disposition throws light on the results in Table 3.16.
Table 3.17 shows that without considering other variables blacks have more 1ight

dispositions, fewer moderate dispositions, and more severe dispositions than

whites. The analysis of a mode! which includes only disposition, race, of ferise,

and prior record provided further illumination, Without detention decision or

manner of handling in the model, blacks are shown to receive stightly more light

dispositions, but significantly fewer moderate dispositions and significantly

POPSE SR

T

-30-

Table 3.14, Testing Severity of Disposition Model

Degrees Likel ihood

of Ratio
Model ' Fitted Marginals Freedom Chi-Square P<
X! All one-way variable distributions 1905 54,090.16 0.001
X2 (MDPOSAR) (XM) (XS) (xP) (x0) (XR) 1264 5,644 .46 0.001
X3 (MPORAS) (DPR) (DOR) (oPA) (DOA) 1540 4,870.24 0.00!

(DSAR) (XM) (XD) (XP) (X0) (XR)

Table 3.15. Tests of Net Contributions of Each of the Disposition Factors

in Model X3

Degrees Likel ihood Coefficignt

of Ratio of Paftlgl
Factors Comparison Freedom Chi=-Square Determination f<
(XM) Model X3 = (XM) 2 9,867.82 .670 0.001
(XD) Model X3 - (XD) 2 3,438.49 13 0.001
(xp) Model X3 - (XP) 2 905.19 .157 0.001
(x0) Model X3 - (X0) 6 1,785.46 .268 0.001
(XR) Model X3 - (XR) 2 1,782.25 .268 0.001
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é Table 3.17. Race by Severity of Disposition
Table 3.16. Effect Parameters {(Lambda) for Severity of Disposition %
Race
Disposition L Severity of Disposition - White Bl ack
Main Effects ~ Light Moderate Severe
i o Light 28,643 1,504
' (56%) (643)
Race 3 .
whi te -0.252 0.205 0.046 : Moderate 18,074 4,076
Black 0.252 -0.205 -0.046 (35%) (23%)
Prior Record |
Yes -0.164 -0.130 0.294 f Severe 4,310 2,422
No 0.164 0.130 -0.294 (8%) (13%)
Detained f é Tot
No 0.313 0.243  -0.556 otals S oog
Yes -0.313 -0.243 - 0.556 ? f
- i i
Manner of Handling . ; ‘
Informal 0.642 -0.077 -0.744 g i
Formal -0.681 0.037 0.584 | g
Offense %
Violent -0.016 -0.193 0.209 i
Property -0.277 g-gg: g-gég L
Part 11 0.197 . TN ’ i Table 3.18, Severity of Disposition Model with Race, Offense
Status 0.096 -0.161  0.064 and Record g se
,f Degrees Likel i hood
of Ratio
i, Model Fitted Marginals Freedom Chi=-Square P<
) . ‘ ; X -
Ml All one-way distributions 40 12,646.11  0.00]
M2 All two-way distributions 23 kg9,91 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 effect 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 | will review them as they relate to the origi-
nal hypotheses of the study.

Hypothesis 1: Black juveniles receive more severe dispositions

than white juveniles even when legal factors such as offense and
prior record are controiled.

In the bivariate analysis, with no variables controlled, race is corre-
lated with severity of disposition: blacks get substantialfy more severe
sentences than whites. This relationship still obtains when the legal vari-
ables, offense and prior delinquency record, are control led.

Hypothesis 2: WNonwhite juveniles are detained before a hearing more

readily than white juveniles when offense and, prior record are

controlled.

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

black juveniles are detained more often than white juveniles.

Hypothesis 3: Nonwhite juveniles receive formal hearings more readily

when legal factors such as offense and prior record are controlled.

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

age, offense, prior record, and detention decision, it still has an independent
effect on manner of handling. So statistically, the hypothesis is supported.

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

Degrees Likel i hood Coefficient

of Ratio of Partial
Factor Freedom Chi-Square Determination P<
XP 2 2,893.38 0.85 0.001
X0 6 3,267.90 0.87 0.001
XR 2 1,288.99 0.72 0.001

Table 3.20. Effect Parameters (Lambda) for Race on Disposition

Severity of Disposition

Main Effects Light Moderate Severe
Race
Whi te -0.040 0.248 -0.208
Black 0.040 -0.248 ¢.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 h&pothesis re;ﬁlts from the assumptions of the model--that some of

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

decision and manner of handling. From the analysis we see that the partial
determination coefficfent for race and detention decision is 0.5, compared
to .107 for race and manner of handling and .268 for race and disposition.
So the effect of race on detention decision is greater than the eFfécg 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 handling--on severity of final dfspdsition are
greater than the direc; effect of race.
This hypothesis was supported, demonstrati&g that the relationship

between race and these two earlier decision points is crucial to understanding

racial differentials in juvenile court processing.

)
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Chapter 4 -
CONCLUSIONS

b Qverview

It is evident from. the findings that race plays an important role
at each point in the juVenile judicial process. Racial differences are
also found in the type of offenses committed and prior delinquency. The
latter findings are consistent with some previous reports (Thornton et al.,
gp. 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 delinquent youths, the findings of this
study suggest that perhaps more attention should be focused on ;he 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 controlling for legal
and other social variables. These findings would indicate that the racism
found in the society at large may permeate the juvenile couit 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, .facturs associated with
the selection of juveniles to the court are not considered. While such
factors are considered mostly irrelevant 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 availability of an adult to take responsibility for a

youth may affect the decision whether to detain or not. However such factors
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are not relevant for manner of handling and disposition decisions.

A second limitation 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,

k.2 Previous Delinguency 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 Jjustice system than whites. The
present study suggests that if a black youth has any contact with this system,
he or she is more likely to become enmeshed in it. Thus, prior contact may
be, in part, a fuﬁction of race. If this is the case, then it would seem
that a vicious cycle is perpetuated: youth who is black is more likely to
be taken into cus;ody by the police. Once in custody, he or she is more
likely 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
dispositions,

Any initial contact with the juvenile justice system for black youths
may lead to more severe 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 lingering existence

of racial biasness in police departments, racially differential treatment

S
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couid very well begin at this point. Therefore, social characteristics
of youths may get transformed into legal variables, and both sets of factoré
act together and independently to affect the treatment of black youths in
the juvenile justice system.

Perhaps police officers need greater awareness of how their decision=
making powers and uncoﬁscious 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 juvenile's contact with the juvenile justice sys-
tem, The legal variables of prior record and type of offense determine
in part ghe type of intake disposition that occurs. However, over and
above these factors, social variables ''operate through" thé legal variables
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'thaq 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 {ikely to release them into custody of their parents or to pursue 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 own perceptions of and attitudes toward the social characteristics

of youths affect some of them in a negative manner.



4.4 Manner of Handling

At this staée in the declision-making process, race has a smaller in-
dependent effect than do the other variables in the model. But race is
still a factor, both directly and indirectly-~through the detention variable.

Black youths are §omewhat more |ikely to be adjudicated (handled
formally) than are white 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 questicn as to why race is a factor even after
controlling for other variables in the model. These findings suggest that
racial discrimination is not absent at this stage of the process 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 severe dispositions than do white
youngsters, controlling for the legal variables, prior record and offense.
When adding detention and manner of handling, differential treatment by
race is camoufiaged by the indirect influences of race Fhrough these variables.
These findings indicate that like other officials of the juvenile justice
system, juvenile 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 them, 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 consequencés for the black
community and the larger society.

Previous research has shown that the academic backgrounds and profes-
sional orientation (legélistic 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 and experiences also
appéar to be factors in their professional deliberations. It is probably
safe to assume that few of these court offiﬁials.and police 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 police officers, probation officers,
social workers, lawyers, and judges. In each case, informatiocn can be pro-
vided to these professionals indicating that racial discrimination continues
to play a part in the decision-making at their particular stage in the proc=-
ess, and that these practices further diéadvantage 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
delineated.

The cumulative effect of racial discrimination in the juvenile 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- o
mate cultural differences can be identified so that these officials can ade-
quately assess a youngster's 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 racjal stereo-
typing, and how these affect decision-making in the juvenile justice system,
Other approaches may include seminars, conferences, development of media

for law enforcement officials (in service and pre-service).
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Appendix A
FREQUENCIES FOR THE TOTAL SAMPLE

In this appendix, original frequencies are 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 the original data, a
youth will have a code of | to 3 for one of these variables and 3 zero for
the other as 3 result of the two different ways that jurisdictions reported
prior referrajs, Therefore, if either variable had a code of 2 or 3, the
new 'prior record" variable is coded as "|" (yes), If not, prior record is

coded as "2'" (none).
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‘11d cases

70833

Missing cases

‘M ROO1 Age
i Relative Adjusted Cum
g ' Absolute freq freq freq
ategory labal Code freq 0 X)) { %) ¢ 4
en 10 920 1.3 1.3 1.3
leven 11 1378 1.9 1.9 J 2
welve 12 2723 3.6 .8 7.3
“"irteen 13 3474 7.7 7.7 i4.8
Jurteesn 14 9708 13. 7 13.7 <8.9%
ifteen 13 14480 20. 4 20. 4 49. 0
Ixteon 16 176364 24. 9 24.9 73. 9
tventeen 17 18514 6.1 26.1 100. 0
Totel 70833 1006 oo e

£ )
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1002 Sex

tegory labe)
le

male

1id cases 70833

Absolute
Coda freq
1 36477
2 14154

Total 70833

Hissing cases

Relative
freq
{ )

80.0

Ad justed
frag
( X))

80. 0

Cum
freq
( X))
80. 0

100. 0

Nlﬁ_
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I

o

IROO3 Race

ategory labdel

hite

lack

ther

elid cases 70833

Absolute
Code freq
1 31973
2 18354
3 3048

Total 70833

Missing cases

Relative

fregq
(X))

73. 4
25.9

Ad justed

freq
( X))

73. 4
23. 9

)

Cum
freq
( X))
73. 4
9¢. 3

i00.0

—8{7_
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WR0OO4 FBI reason for referral

Category label

Does not #it coding
Vielesnt

Property

Part 11

Status

Vaiid cases 70833

Code

4

Total

Absolute

freq
461

70833

Missing cases

Relative
freq
( %)

0.9

Ad justed

freq
t %)

0.9

Cum
freq
t %)

0.9

~64-
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N

e and

e s

WROO0OS Prior record

ﬁolattvc Adjusted Cum
Absolute freq freq fraq
Category label Code freq ( X ( X)) ( X))
Does not ¢yt coding o 44984 62. 3 63. % 63 5
No prior reterrals I 164631 23. 9 3.3 a7.0
! or 2 prior referra 2 3733 8.1 8. 1 95. 1
3 or more prior refe 3 3443 4.9 4.9 100. 0
Total 70833 1000 1og o
Valid cases 70833 Missing (ll?l

-05-
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WROO7 Prior delinquency record
Category label Code
Does not ¢4t coding )
No prior delinquoncv 1
f or 2 prior delinqu 2
Jd or more prior delf 3

Total

Valid cases 70833

70833

Missing cases

Relative
freq
{ %)
34. 9
33. &

17. 2

Ad justed
freq
« %)
35. 8
33. 6
17. 2
12. 7

100.0

Cum
freq
t 4
36. 9
70. 1
87.3

100. 0
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HROOB Secure detention prior to disposition?
Relative Adjusted Cum
Absolute freg © fregq freg
Category label Codo freq { 2 ( X)) { %
Does not #i¢ coding o] 649 0.9 0.9 0.9
None or not overnigh 1 28992 83. 2 83.2 84.1
Overnight or longer 2 11232 19. 9 13. 9 100. 0
Taotlal 70833 100.0 100. 0

Valid cases 70833 Missing cases

v
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Category label
Informal

Formal

Valid cases 70833

Manner o¢ handling

Code

2

Total

Missing

Ablolutc'
fregq

33683

cases 0

Relative

freg

LI B

47. &6

Ad justed
freq
t %)

47. 6

-£G~

iomo
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WRO10 Disposition

Category label
None or light
Moderatse

Sevore

Valid ceses 70833

s »
Absolute

Code freq

1 41041

< 22680

3 7112

Total 70833

Hissing cases

fraq
t X))

37.9

J2. 0

Relative 'AdJustnd

fregq
( %)

97.9
32. 0

10.0

- -

¢

Cum
freq
( 2
37.9
90. 0

100. 0

)
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Appendix B
VARIABLE RECODING SCHEME

In this appendix we present the details of how the variables, sex,

race, detention, manner of handling, disposition, and offense type (FBI

reason for referral codes) were recoded across data sets,

The ten spe-
cific states and jurisdictions are also indicated.

oo it
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A A A XX 22 AR SRS RS SRR X ]
)

Variable: S

i.'..ll..QQGQ....ll..’.l.Q&ﬂﬂ.ﬂ.I..QI.‘...I..I.'III'.....QII.'..I.I.I....ﬂ..ﬂ’.I'.I.I.IIQ.C..Q.IIG.I..I..Q.'II..Q.QQCIOOIII..QI...C

AL

IA

KA

KD

NE

PA

P2

PH

TN

Wy

Iy

Alabamo

Tows

Konsas
Wyandotte KB
Nebrasha
Psnnsylvania
Alleghany PA
Philadelphia PA
Bhelby TN

West Virginia

. Code:

1

Male

Male
Male
Hale
Male
Male
Hale
Hale
Male
Hale

Male

_95-
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o

1A
KA
KD
NE
PA
PB
PH
TN

Kansas
Hq-ndotto.KB
Nebrasha
Pennsylvania
Allsgheny PA
Phlladnlphll PA
Bhelby TN

Hnlt Virginia

v

Famale
Famale
Famaln

Famale

-/G~
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oooo.o.oc...oooonoooc...u-onnnDQIIQQIQDQl!!!.l!.l!'l!.lll!'.lQllln!l!.'lllo.lll....lciIQQIlInl!olllIilllloniiooocc.Qlooooocooooc

variable: Race Code: | White (incl. Sp. Amer. & Mexican)

¢+
OIQ.D...C.Q..QDI....0...l'.'..II..I'I..III."'O.G...I...Cl.“l..l.'ID"ﬁl.‘....."...II..ID..‘.QI....QGI..I..QQ....OOID'..'QQQO0.

AL Alsbama 1 White (includes Sp. Amer. & Mex.. Amer.)
IA  lowa i White (includes Sp..Amer. & Mexican)
KA  Kansas 1 white (includes Sp. Amer. & Mexican) '
KD  Wyandotte KB 1 white (includes Sp. Amer. & Mexican)
NE Nebraska | Hhite
4 Mexican American
PA Pennsylvania 1 White
o Bpanish spesring(includes Mex. & Sp. Amer.)
PB  Allegheny PA 1 White (includes Sp. Amer. & Mexican)
PH Philadelphias FA 1 White
2 Hispanic
TN Bhelbdby TN i White .
WY Hest Virginia 1 White (includes Sp. Amer. & Mex. Amer.) &

R
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Variable: Race

KB

NE
PA
PB
PH
TN

Wy

Alabama

lowa

Hansas
Wyandotte MS
Nebraska
Pennsylvanio
Allegheny PA
Phtl-do{phln PA
Shelby TN

West Virginia

Black
Black
Black
Black
Black
Black
Black
Black
Black

Black

-6G-
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Varfadble: Race

Code: 3

1

v "

..GD..!...Q.i.o..oouoo.oo..o-ooo-oogou

Other (incl. Indian & Oriental)

cnCo00!0'.00.00&c.oooo-0QIcl!!.......l.ﬂl.!!!.lll!iD!ldﬂl.!l!0l.CIIOOIQ'!I'!I'CC.III'Q.!'||¢0¢¢6¢|0...000...5.90!00!00!(0N

AL

1A
KA

KB

PA

PB
PH

TN

Alsbama

lowa

Kansas

Hyandotte KB

Nedbrashs

Pennsylvania

Allegheny PA

Philadelphia PA

Bheldby TN

West Virgingas

L N4

LA

Pl U 2L e ay -

LR

Other (includes Indian & Oriental)

American Indian .
Other (includes Oriental)

A-nri:.p Indian .
Other (includes Oriental)

Americgn Indian .
Other zlncludes Oriental)

American Indian
Oriental
Other

Other (includes Oriental)

Dther(incl. Orien., Chinese,
American Indian

Oriental
Other

American Indian
Cther

Amsrican Indian
Other (includes Oriental)

Jap., Amer. Inc
Hawaiian-Amer.

-ng
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i
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. .

Qi.ﬁ.ﬂ..l!l.l'll.'l...lll'i.l’lI.I.'lIQID.I!'I..IIQIIQ‘I'II....'.9..'..."'."...II..{.IQ.I.QIIII"O..IIQGQ!OIOIIIIIQI.QIIIQI.Il

Variable: Becures detention prior to disposition? Code: O

Does not f1it coding scheme

'..IIQCCGI"!.00.".0I'Q.l.l‘..Il.ﬂl.ﬂ'll.ﬂ.l.lll.ﬁl..'.‘ll..Ii'ﬂﬂ'..ﬁ'l.l...iﬂ.'..'..ll.I.l..'i.lﬁ!."lﬂI.Ql.lilll.ﬂ.!.."lii!&

AL

1A

KA

KB

NE

PA

PH

™

WV

Alabama

lowa

Kansas

Hyandottes KB

Nebrasks
Pannsylvania

Allaegheny PA

Philadelphia PA
Shelby TN

Weat Virginia

None ———

04 Foster family or group home
0d Jail and foster family
06 Detention and foster family
o7 Jail and detention and foster family
o] Other
o9 Jail and other
10 Detention and other
il Jail and detention and other
12 Fostor family and other
13 Jail and foster family and other
14 Detention and foster family and other
13 Jail and detention and foster family and other
04 Foster family or group home
03 Jail and foster family
Cs Detention and foster family
07 Jail and detention and foster family
08 Other
09 Jail and other
10 Detention and other
11 Jail and detention and other N
12 Foster family and other b=
13 Jail and Poster family and other !
14 Detention and foster family and other
13 Jail and detention and foster family and other
04 Foster family or group homs
09 Jail and foster family
(7. Detention and foster family
o7 Jail snd detention and foster family
o8 Other
09 Jail and other
io Datention and other
1i Jail and detention and other
12 Foster family and other
13 Jai}l and fostovr family and other
14 Detention and foster farily and cother
13 Jail and detention and foster family and other
03 Other
—— Nene ———
~03—8
08 Inkrastate courtesy
——— None -
——— None —
04 Foster family or group home
03 Jail and foster family
0d Detention and foster family




Jatil and detention aad foster family
Other

Jail and other

Detention and other

Jail and detention and othsr

Foster family and other

Jail and foster tamily and other

Detention and foster family and other
Jail and deten

tion and foster family and other

-29_
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Variable: Becure dotention prior to disposition?

Qa..QQ..'.QIDIQIIll!'l'.l....!l...IQO...I'CI.lll!I.....Q.DIl.IC."Iﬂ.....'.I.CI...II.......".I.Il.EI....IIQ...QI.O..DCQ.

AL

1A
KA

Ke

PA

PD

PH

1L, ]

Alchama

lowa
Koansas
Hyandotte KB

Nabraska

Psnncylvanias

Allopgheny PA

Philadalphio PA

Bhelby TN

Hest Virpinia

Code:

1

00
04

Total number of days of care provided prior to
disposition in jail or detention facility

00
04
09
03
2

00
03
04

00

¢ L]

None or not overnight

Not detained
Attention home. shelter care
Protective custody, shelter care

Nons overnight
None overnight
None overnight

None overnight
Foster ftamily or group hoamo

No dstention
Foster homo
Home detentfion

Sleepy Hollow
Not¢ §in detention fPocility

No detention or sheltor coere overnight

Foster family homo
Bhelter honmo

None overnight

0

1
o
v

50
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Variasble: Securs detention prior to disposition?

1A

XA

KB

PA

P3

PH

TN

Alshbama

lowa

Kansas

Hysndotte K8

Nedrastks

Pennsylvanias

Aljegheny PaA

Philadelphia PA

Bhelby TN

Hest Virginia

>4

01
02
0d

01
02
02

01
02
0d

01
02
03

Total number of days of care provided prior to
disposition ip jail or detention facility # 0

01
02

1

[} ]
02

(v} |
o2
03

Detention facility
Jeil
Jall ane detention

Jail pp police stotion
Detention home
Jatl ang detention home

Jail or police station
Detention home
Jail and detention homs

Jail or police station
Detention home
Jail and detention home

Jail or police station with 3eparates Pacilities
Jall or police station with no teparate fPacilfty
Detention home

]
o
=
Jell-police station '
Detention homs
In detention facility

Jail or Police statfon
Detention center

Jatl or police station

Detention Nome
Jatl and detention home

%
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Variable: HManner of handling Code: 1 Informal

LA A X222 A R XX XS R R R R R R R E S XX A X2 X2 2 22 2 2 2 2222 R i d it s eI Y I Y Yy Yy S s Ry Y Ry Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y X Y R sy

AL Alabama 2 No
1A Iowa 1 Without petition
KA Kansas 1 Without petition
KB Wyandotte KB 1 Without petition
NE Nebraska L 1 Without petition
PA Pennsylvenia 1 Informal adjustment
(] Allegheny PA 1 Withdraun
2 Adjustment
3 Harning letter
4 Referred to social agency
. b Referred to schoaol
& Referred to other
7 Court-no petition
;] Courtesy supervision
PH Philadelphia PA 1 Informal adjustaent
TN Shelby TN 1 Without petition 5\
Wi

WY West Virginia 1 Without petition '

.
' m
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Variable: Manner of hand)ing

l!'III.'.IIQII.ii"!dllllIICIIIQCQIGIIII.IIOQQOC.lQI'O.!'llilli.I.Cl'..III&'.I....!..GCI.OI....Q'IIIQ'I.'..!.'IDG'!Ql.ll.l'!lq.l

AL
IA
KA
L4
NE
PA
PB
PH
TN

WV

Alabama

lows

Kansas
Nqando{to K8
Nebraskas
Pennsylvania
Allegheny PA
Philadelphia PA
Shalby TN

Hest Virginie

Code:

2

9« UG NNNN

.

Formal

Yes

Hith petition

Hith petition

With petition

With petition
Adjudicetion hearing
To ctourt with petition
Referred to court

With petition

With petition

...I..I.QC...DIQ.I..I.II'.."IQ

-99_
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_l!.Il.l'l&l..lll‘.'..I.iI.GOGQII.l.GIl'EI'.'.Q‘.IC.G.".I‘.‘Il“I'ﬁ.'b.llﬁ"."l"l'ﬂ.&.III'IG!I"Dll.""."..ill..‘ll.QI..;III

Variable: Disposition

Code: 1

None or light

.QQ..Q"’IDIQIDIICDQDED.II...i."..'l..IIIQGGQDCI.'II'C...I..I'.!lI..I.....IG.OD'ID.II.'..IQ'II...'.‘..I'.....'.ICI.ll.!ﬂi..'.'

AL

1A

KA

KB

. PA

PB

PH

TN

WV

Alabama

Towa

Kanoas

Hyandotte KB

Nebraska

Pennsylvania

Allegheny PA

Philadelphia PA

Bhelby TN

West Virginta

2

Lectured and veleased
Informal ad,justment

Informal adjustment continued
Dismissed

Fined

Dismissed, not proved or found not involved
Dismissed, warned, counselled
Held open without Purther action

Dismissed, not proved or found not involved
Dismissad, warned, adjusted. counselled

- Held open without furthar action

Dismissed, not proved or found not invoived
Dismissed, warned, adjusted. counselled

Held open without furthar action

Tratfic disposition, Pined, license suspended

Cismissed, not proved or found not involved
Dismissad. warned, coursellied

Held open without Purther action

Fine or vestitutipn

_19-

Dismissed. not proved or found not involved
Hithdrawn

Dismissad, warned, adjusted, counseled

Held open without Purther action, continued
Fines and :olgl paid

Dismissed
Discontinued
Dismissed after contact

Adjusted at Youth Btudy Center

Not proven, discharged, adjusted, dismissed
Determined. hald open

Not proven, withdrawn

Rastitution, ?Pines

Adjudged delinquent., dismissal

Not proven., case closed, dismissal

Not proven, record expunped, dismissal
Bentence suspenced, hald opan

Dismissed, not proved or found not involved
Dismisssd, warnsd, adjusted: or counselled
Held opan without further action

Taken undes advisement

Dismissed. not proved or found not involved
Dismiased, warned, counselled
Hald open without further action
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Variable;: Disposition

.!IQIII'lI.IIIlilIII.II’.GGI!QI!IHlG."I..I.'II.l.lll‘l'.OIG....II".."I'QIIQ.ICII.IIlI..'IlI.I..GQI.I...I.QG!I!.G'.!I!ID!'IpD.

- AL

IA

KA

KB

PA

PB

PH

TN

- - . oy

Alabama

lowa

Hansas
Hyandotte KB
Nebrasha

Pennsylvania
Alleghany PA

Philadelphis PA

Sheldy TN

Hest Virginia

2

17
18
19
13
13
13
19

o7
08
04
3B
39
46
03

13

L
. .

. ]

Moderate

Probation

Probation continued

Aftercare continued

Formal probation

Probation officer to supervise
Probation officer to supervise

Formal probation

Probation officer to supervice
Intensive prodbation ’

Probotion
Neuropsychistric probation
Intensive probation

Probation and restitution, fines

Probation officer to supervise

Formal probation

....ﬂ..l“.....".ﬂl'll...'.!IQID“.I!G..
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Variable: Disposition

Code: J

Ssvere

-

L2 3] ..i\l.....ﬂ.lI..Il'l9..DI'I'IOII.CII'Q'QI.'..I.ﬁ.'.C'C..III'.D...D'..Il'."..lI.O...I'.I...II...G.....CI..Q.C...I.'I.QI..l'l!l.

AL

1A

KA

KB

NE

PA

PR

Alabama

lowa

Kansas

Hyandotte KB

Nebdbrashka

Pennsylvania

Allegheny PA

10
20
21
23
26

00
a1
2R
23
24

00
21
22
23
24

00
21
a2
23
24

00
a1
a2
23

o1
20
21
22
23
24
23
26
ar
28
29
30
a1
az
40
a1
42
43
4
as
48
47
a8
A9

9R

TR RTINS SRR B R L

R SR

Waived to adult court
Committed to department of youth services
Committed to departmant of mantal health

Tranocferred to departaent of pensions and security

Tronoferved to private child care facility

Waived to criminal court

Public institution for dolinquents

Othar public institution

Public agency or department including court
Private agency or institution

Wajved to criminal court

Public institution for delinquents

Other public institution

Public agency or department including court
Private agency or institution

Waived to criminal court

Public institution for delinquents

Other public institution

PFublic apency or depertment including court
Private agency or institution

Waived to criminal court

Youth development center Kearney or Qeneva
Public apency or department including court,
Private agency or institution

Waived to criminal court

Cornwell Heights YDC

Cornuell Heights security unit
Loysville YDC

New Castle YDC

New Castles sacurity unit
Philadelphia YDC

Philadelphia doy tresatment center
Narrendale YDC

Naynesburg YDC

Youth Forastry Camp 1, Raccoon Creek
Yourh Forestry Camp 2, Hichkory Run
Youth Forsstry Camp J, Trouph Creesk
Other publis institution for delinquents
Qien Mills schools

Sleighton Farms

Qannondsle school for girls

Qond Bhephard Bisters Discovery

New Life boy'’s camp, Inc.

Qeorge Juntior Republic

Saint Oabriel’s Hall

Cilmary school tor girls

Lourdesmont school

Other private institution for delingquents

Covtidiad

e TR




PH

TN

Wv

Philadelphia PA

Bhelby TN

Hest Virginia

I. 7. u
Mental hospital
Buspended commitment
YDC-New Castle
YDC-Haynsburg
YDC-Harrendale
YDC-Loysville

YFC#% Raccoon

YFCH2 Hickory

YFCA3 Trough €

Other public institution
Waynesburg day
Harrendale day ¢t
Abraxas

Auberle mem
Qannondale

Qeorge junior rep
Qilmary

Harborcreek

Lutheran ch home
Pressley Ridge

Qood Bhepherd

Other private f{notitution

Referrod to adult trial éivision
Commit to institution for delinguents
Commit to mental health facility
Certiftied to criminal court

Waived to criminal court
Public {nstitution for delinquents
Private agency or fnstitution for delinquents

Weived to criminal coury

Fublic fnstitution for delinguents

Other public institution

Public mgency or departmant including court
Private agency or institution

1
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Variable: FBI reason for referral

0

Does not fit coding scheme

..l...QI..;.....'I."..lIOIIQl.'..Q'..QIQ'..&HG.UI..GU.O'I.IIIGII‘l.U......I.-I"I”..l.'lI"Iﬁ..'“l'.ﬁ........I.'II.."QICIIQQ!I

AL

1A
KA
KD
NE

PA

PB

PH

TN

Alabama

lowa

R.n-ul
Wyandotte KB
Nebraska

Pennsylvanie

Allegheny PA

Philodelphia PA
Bhelby TN

Hest Virginia

)

o
12

o2

o2

o2

oz
0030
0061
V04
703
*704
3901
aJ%02
3703
03
146000
17000
90100
o2

33

o2

Hanslavughter by neglipence
Arson # and other burning

Manslavghter by negligence
Hanslasughter by neglipence
Manslaughter by nepligence
Manslaughter

Non payment of fines and costs

Probation revocation, technical

Involuntary manslaughter

Assault by prisonsr

Assault by 1ifa prisoner

Detinfitions, burglary '
Definitions, thett and related offenses
Consolidation of theft offsnses

Qrading of theft offanses

Iinvoluntary manslaughter
Involuntary manslaughter

Manslavghter, unspecitied
Arson, non-—-dwelling

‘l[‘

Manslaughter
Assault and battery
Violation of home placement

Manslaughtear by nepligence
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Variable: FBl reason for referral

9"..."’...!'.!IIQ..“CGQIDO.‘I..GUG'II.OQOO&GO...'.'.....'QII...IDI.l...l.I.l.l.I..lU.I.Q'II.I.I.II'..'II.....QIQ...IQOQ.Q.CI#IC

AL

1A

KA

KB

PA

PB

PH

Alabama

lowa

Kansas

Wysndotte K8

N;brask.

Pennsylvania

Allegheny PA

Philadelphia PA

Code:

1

01
03
04
03
06

(o}
0J
04
03
06

01
ol
o4

N L]

Violent

Murder or non-negligent manslavghter
Forcible rape

Robbery, weapon

Robbery, strong -arm

Assault, aggravated

Murder and non-negligent manslaughter
Bex offense, forcidble rape

Robbery: purse snatching by force
Robbery, all except purse snatching
Assault, aggravated

Murder and non-negligent manslsughter
Gax offense, forcible rape

Robdbery, purse snatching by force
Robbery, all except purse snatching
Assault, aggrevated

Murder ¢ and non-negligent homicide
Rape

Robbery, purse snatching

Robbery, all except purse snatching
Aggravated assault, battery

Murder

Assault, first or second degres
BSexve]l scsault, fPirst degreo
Robbery

'ZL‘

Crimiral homicide
Murder

Voluntary manslaughter
Aggravated assavult
Rape

Robbsvry

Murder

Voluntary manslavghter
Aggraveted assavult
Rape

Rotbery

Purse snatching

Bimple assault

Merder

Agpravated robbery

Robbery attempt

Robbery

Robbery

Attempted assoult with intont to Kill
Aggravated assault and battery
Agpravated assavult

Agoravated assavult and hattery on police officer
Rape

Attempted rape
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L

TN

WV

Shelby TN

West Virginia

] L]
Hurder
Robbery with a deadly weapon
Robbery
Assavlt to aurder
Rape

Assault to Tapae

Murder ang non-negligent manslaughter
Bex offense. forcible Tape

Robbery, PUTse anatchinyp by force
Robbery, 41} except purss snatching
Assault, aggravated
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variable:

X Ty sy ey ey A R R A R X R SRR R X222 X RS R XSS 2222 R RS2 X2 2SR R2 AR SRR R sl R Y Y Y]

AL

1A

KA

KD

NE

PA

FB

PH

L T e < S

FBl reason for refsrral

Alabama

Jowa

Kansas

Wyandotte KB

Nebrasha

Pennsylvania

Allegheny PA

Philadelphia PA

Code:

2

40003
40004
40003
40010
41000
42000
42001
30000
30001
30002

7 T BTN e e

1 h

Property

Burglary

fLarcony. not shoplifting
Larceny, shoplifting
Motor vehicle theltt

Burglary, bdreading or entering

Auto thett, unavthorized use

Auto theftt, all except uvnasuthorized use
Larceny, shoplifting

Larceny, all except shoplifting

Burglary. breaking or entering

Auto thett, unavthorized use

Auto theft, a1l except unavthorized vse
Larceny, shoplifting

Larceny, all except shoplitting

Burglary

Auto thett, unauvthorized use
Auto thett, joy riding » see 07
Bhoplitting

Larceny over $100. 00

‘ﬁl‘

Arson, felony

Burglary

Unauthorized use of a propelled vehicls
Thett, value over €},000

Theft, value over 8300 but luss than 8!,000
Theft, valus less than 9300

Theft, value less than €100

Arson and related offenses

Burglary

Theft by unlawful taking or disposition
Unauthorjized use of auvtos and other vehiclos
Retail thett

Arson

Burglary and crimainal trespassing
Unsuthorized use of automobile
Thett more than ¢ifty dollars
Thett less than P12ty dolliars
Retail thett

Burglaty

Attempted burglary

Attempted burglery MV with Intent to commit felony
Attempted burglary of motor vehicle
Burglary

Burglary with explosives of safets
Burglary from any type of vehicle
Burglary motor vehicle

Larczany

Attempted larceny

Theft by unlawful taking or disposition

v




e

20003 Retai) ther
30004 Attempted thert by unlawful taking or disposition
30005 Retai) thert

e

: ‘ 30200 Larceny, pl:hpoclotlng. PUTsesnatching, no force
93000 Thett of motor vehicle -
! 33100 Thept of auto
i . : 3210 Attemptay motor vahicle thett
g ) 33220 Attempted auto thart

33300 Auto larceny, fedoral dyer act
893%03 Larcany #rom vehicle
32510 Attempted lsrceny of suto
' 34030 Unsuthorizag Use of auto or other vehicle
- 90000 Arson dwalling building Unspecifjed
) 90001 Arson on‘nnn.rln. persons
90002 Arason nndnn.nrlng Property
90003 Attemptod arson

TN Bhelby TN ' 0y Lnrcnnu from the person
: . o8 Burglary
o9 Attemptey burglnru
. L] Crand larceny of automobile
12 Orand larceny
13 Petit larceny
14 Attemptayg larceny
1 Bhoplifttn.

30 Arson .
Wy Hest Virginia o8 lur.llru. bronlln. o entering
(o] J Avto thett, Unauthorized use
10 Auto thert, all except Unauthorized yge '
11 Larcany, shopll'tlng Cﬁ
12 Larceny, al} except lhnplif%lnn !

R
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Variable: FBIl reason for referral Code: 3 Part 11 .
NN IR NN SRS NN RN NN RSN I NN NN NN ISR NN NN NN NSNS O NN RN ERO RN RGN RN IR NSRRI R E RN NN N O R C N PO RN E NN NSRBI E P RN
4 AL Alabama o7 Assauls, simple
; 13 Forgery., countarfeiting
5 14 Fraud
: 19 Embrzzliement
16 Btolen proparty, dbuying, recefving, or possessing
; 17 Vandelism. destruction of property
; 18 Weapons, carring. possessing, stc.
‘ : 19 Prostitution and commercialized vice
20 Sex offense, not forcible rape or prostisution
21 Violation of drug laws:. narcotic, possession
22 Violation of drug lauws, narcotic, selling
a3 Violation of érup laws, non-narcotic. possession
24 Violation of drupg laws, non-nercotic, selling

-4 Driving under the influence
a6 Ligquor laws

27 Drunhenness

28 Disorderly conduct

29 Tratfic violation, not driving under the influence .

30 Trespassing

a1 Came violations
: a2 Other part 11 offenses \
it -~
: 1A fowa o7 Assavli, all except agpravated o

13 Wespons, cerrying, possessing, etc. !

is Bex offense, all esxcept forcible rapn

19 Violation of drug laws, narcotic

16 Violation of drug laws, all except nercotic

17 Drunkanness

16 Disorderly conduct

19 Vanéaslism

20 Other delingquency

43 Driving while intoxicated

42 Hit and run
43 Rechless driving
a4 Driving without & licenne
43 Other tratfic
RA Kansas ' o7 Assavit, all except apyravated
1d Weapons, carrying, possessing, etc.
14 Bex oflense., all except Porcible rape
19 Violatien of drug lews:, narcotic
18 Violation of drug lews, all except narcotic
17 Drunkennsss

i8 Disorderly conduct

19 Vandatlism

20 Other delinquency

a3 Driving while intoxicated
42 Hit and run

43 Reckless driving

44 Driving without a license
43 Other trattic

i, AT W s T

KB Wyandotte K8 o7 Bimple assavuld, dattery
13 HWeapons
14 Qae mblfrmes
e i . -
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r )
-
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NE

PA

Nebrasha

Pennsylvania

0041
0042
0042
0044
0045
0044
0707
0908
2701
2709
2706
arav
2708
2709
29014
2902
2903
2904
a1a2
3123
J124
3129
iR
127
3302
3300
30304
3309
33046
3%03
e LoRed-)

Narcotic drugs
Non~narcotic drugs
Drunkenness

Disorderly conduct, disturbing the peace
Vandalism

Other

Larceny, less than $100. 00
Driving undsr influence
Hit and run

Reciless driving

Driving without a liconse
Other trattic

Fraud, forgery

Criminal trespasse

Assault, third depres

Beiual assavlt, sscond depree .
Violation of drug laws, ¢elony

Violaticn of drug laws, misdemsanor
Arson, misdemsanor

"Criminel mischief, felony

Criminal mischie?, misdemeanor

Criminal trespass

Forgery., felony

Forgery, misdemsanor

Weapons offense, felony

Weapons offense, misdemesanor

Driving while intoxicated, third depres
Disturbing the peace

Other felony

Other misdemcanor

Driving while intoxicated

Hit and Tun, bodily injury

Hi{ and run, praperty damage

Hit and run, bocily and property damage
Driving without & license, second offensc
Other Svrafftiz, misdemsanov

Possessing instruments of crime

Prohibited offensive weapons

Simple assavlt

Recklessly endangering anothesr person
Tervoristic threats

Propuision of missiles into an occupied vehicle
Use ef tesar or nosious gas in labor éisputes
Harassment .
Kidnapping

Felonious restraint

False imprisorment

Interferance with custody of children
Btatutory rape

Involuntary deviate sexval intercourse
Voluntary deviate sexual interccurse
Corruption of minors

Indecent assavnlt

Indecent exposure

Causing or vinking catastrophe .

Fajlure to prevent castatrephe

Criminal mischiet?

Injury or tampering with five app, hydrants
Unavthorizad use or opening of fire hydrants
Criminal trespass

Thett hu decrantion

o4

~l/~-
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R

I3
3924
39238
9
Jr27
4101
4102
4103
4104
4100
41056
4201
4302
4300
4304
4303
4321
42322
4323
4701
4702
4703
4902
4903
4904
4903
4704
4707
4908
4909
4710
4711
4712
3108
2102
5103
5104
3109
9106
3107
3108
510y
3110
3121
31ar
2132
9134
9128
3501
%02
3303
9804
9903
3304
3307
3300
3309
3310
3011
SR
9910
9314
3701

N ¢

Thett by extortion

Thett of prop lost, mislaid. del by mistaky
Receiving stolen property

Thett of services

Thett by failure to moke Teq dis of Punds rec
Forgery

Simulating objecss of antiquity, rarity, etc
Fraud, dest, removal, conc of recordable instru
Tampering with records or identification

Bud checks

Credit cards

Bigamy

Incest

Concealing deasth of dastard child
Endangering welfare of children

Dealing in infant children

Wilful separation or nonsupport

Bupport orders

Neglect to support bestard

Bridery in official and political matters
Threats, improper influence in off pol matters
Retaliation for past official ection

Perjury

False swesring

Unsworn falsification to -uthorlttnl

Folse alarms to agencies of public safety
False reports to low enforcement auvthorities
Tampering with witnesses and informants
Retaliation apainst witness or informant
Hitness or informant taking bride

Tampering with or fabricating physicasl ovllnnco;;

Tampering with pubdlic records or information )
Imperscnating a public servant

Obstructing edmin of law., govern function

Obst or fmpeding admin of justice by picketing
Unlawful listening into deliderations of jury
Resisting arrest or other law snforcement
Hindering apprehension or prosecution

Fatlure to report injuries by firesrm, crim act
Ajding consummation of crime

Compounding

Barratry

Contempt of general assembly
Escape

Inplements for escape
Contrabdand

Default in renquired appearance

Absconding witness

Riot

Fajilure of dis persons to disp uvpon off order
Disorderly conduct

Harassasnt by communication or adéress

Public drunkenncses

Lojtering and prowling at night time
Obstructing highways and other pudlic passsges
Disrupting mestings and processions
Desecration of venerated objects

Abuse of corpse

Cruelty to animals

Lotteries, etc

Oambling desvices, gambling, etc

Pool selling and bookmaking

Definitions
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8702
3703
3704
3901
390
3Y03
3904
4103
4104
6103
6104
4107
4108
4109
6110
6111
6301
6302
4303
4304
4303
6306
&£307
4308
6309
4310
4311
4301
7303
7306
9111
9112
121
Y123
932
132
?141
9142
1232
91614
162
94171
9172
1211
9212
9221
222
92314
9232
9241
9242
9251
202
72451
9262
2713
2273
311
312
321
9322

Y3314
[+ 2 he 30

[

Breach of privacy of telephone, telegraph comm
Admissibility in evidence

Civil damapes
Open lewdnass

Prostitution and related offenses

Obscoenity

Public sxhibition of insane cr deformed person
Crimes comaitted with firearms

Evidence of intent

Former convict not to own a firaarm, etc
Fivearms not ¢o be carried without a license
Prohibited conduct during emevrgency

Carrying fivesrms on strs, pub prop in phile

Licenses, fivearms

Parsons to whom delivery shall not bo made

Bale of firesarms

Corrupting children,

repealed 1973

Bale or leasde of weaspons and explosives
Bale of starter pistols
Sale and uvse of air rifles

8ala of tobacco

Furnishing ciparettes or cigaretts papers
Misraprosentation of sge to secure liquor

"Purchass, consump.

Representing to lig

poss, trans intox baverages

dlres that minor §s of age

Inducement of minors te buy liguor

Tattooing
Bcattering rubbish
Bale or iilagal use
Incendiary duvices
Drug, possession or
Drup, posseanion or
Drug, possession or
Drug., possession or
Drug, potsassion or
Drug, possession or
Drup, possession or

Drupg, possession or

Drug, possssesfon or
Drug:. poscession or
Drug, pesssasion or
Drug. possescion ov
Drug, possecsion eor

of cortain solvents

use, marijuanas, nildn.oaner-b
use, marijuana., felony \P
vese, herion. misdemsanor

use, hericn, falony

use, ¢ocains: misdemeanor
vese, tocaine., felony

vae, smphetasine, misdemsanor
use, amphetamine, Pelony

use, barbituate, felony

use, other hallucinogen, misd
us9?, other halluc, felony

use, othsr prohid drvg, misd
use, other prohid drug, felony

Drug., selling, marijuvana, micdemsanor
Drup., selling, mavijusna:; felony
Drug, selling, herion., aisdemeanor
Drug, selling, horion, felony

Drug, ssliing, coceine, misdemeanor
Drug., selling, cocaine, felony

Drug, selling, amphetamine, misdemsanor

Drug. selling, amphetamine, ¢slony

Drupg., selling, bardbituvaty, misdemeanor

Drup., selling, bdardituvate, falony

Drug, selling, other hallucinogen, misdemsanor
Drug, ealling, other haliluzinogen, felony

Drug, sdlliing, otkher pvohibited drupg, misdemeanor
Drug, s2lling, other prohibited drup, felony

Drug, distributifon,

Drug, digtribution.
Drug, distridbution.
DPrug. distribution,
Drug, distridbution,

Nwan Alabwmibhutbinn

marijuane, misdemsanor
marijuana, felony
harjon, misdemeanor
herion, felony

cocaine, misdemesanor

s mbem B meys

e e T
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S 9341 Drug, distribution, samphetamine, misdemeanor T
ﬁ 9342 Drug, distribution, emphetamine, felony -
i 93391 Drug, distribution, barbituate, misdemeanor
] 9332 Drug, distribution, barbjituate, #felony
S 9341 Drug, dietribution. other hallucinopen, misd ““1
E 362 Drug, distridution, other hallucinopgen, felony ‘

9371 Druy., distridbution, other prohibited drug, misd
9372 Drup, distribution, octher prohibited drug, felony
9411 Drup, other viclation, marijuans, misdemeanor
9412 Drug., other violstion, marij uana, folony

9421 Drug, other violation, herien, misdemeanor

9422 Drug, other violation, herion, felony

943} Drug, other violation, cocaine, misdemeancor

9432 Drug, other violction, cocaine, felony

9441 Drug, other violation. amphetaminae, misdemesanor
9442 Druj, other violation, amphetamine, felony

9431 Drup, other violation: barbituate, misdemeanor
9432 Drug, other violation, bdarbituate, felony

9441 Drup, other violation, other hallucinogen, misd
9442 Drug: other violation, other hallucinogen., felony
9471 Drug, other violation. other prohid drug, misd
9472 Drug, other violation, other prohid drug., felony

PE Allegheny PA 14 Bex offense, not rape
18 Possession of weapon
17 Posaession of marijuans, salcohol
10 Possession, sale of narcotics
19 Disorderiy conduct
20 False alarms .
21 Receiving stolen property

22 Criminal mischiet

23 Meslicious use of telephona

24 Resisting arrvest

23 Escape from detention-institution
27 Violation of criminal probdstion
1. ] Feilure to pay fine

29 Threats and rechless endangering
<} ] Other delinquent offense

38 - Hit and run

39 Other traffic

- 08-

PH Philadelphia PA 01001 Inciting to riot .
01030 Riot
02290 Harvassment by communication or address
04000 Non-payment of fines or court costs
04051 Defavlitin required appearance
04032 Adsconding witness
04191 Hindering apprehensicon or prosecution
04200 Fugitive from justice
04300 Contempt of court
OR000 Intervfering with a police officer
36002 Bimple assault
J4600] Harassment
34030 Attempted murder
37003 Assavlt
. 37030 Rechlessly endangering another person
i 37550 Terroristic threasts
; 37730 Unlasiful restraing
37830 False inprisonment
J39C01 Assault and battery on police officer
39100 Resisting arrest
39101 Inlawful resist officer arrest
30300 Larceny by trich

AT S S ELRE P SN 24
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‘
amphetamine. misdemeanor

9341 Drug, distridbution,
3 9342 Drug, distridution, amphetamine, felony
: , 9351 Drug, distribution, barbituate, misdemsanor
9392 Drug., distributiocn, barbituate., felony
— ‘ 9361 Drug, distribution, other hollucinogen, misd
g A 73462 Drug, distribution, other hallucinogen, felony
9371 Drup, distribution, other prohibited drug, miod

372 Drug, distribution, other prohidited drug, felony
9411 Drup, other violation, msrijuans, misdemeanor
9412 Drug., other violation, marijusna., felony

9421 Drug, other violation, herion, misdemeanor

9422 Drug, other violation. herion, felony

9431 Drup: other vioclastion, cocaine, mislemesnor

9432 Drup, other violation, cocaine, felony

9441 Drup, other vioclation, amphetamine, misdemesanor
9442 Drug, other viclaticn, amphetamine, felony

9431 Drug, other vioclation, barbituate, misdemeanor
432 Drupg, other visolation, barbituate, felony

9448 Drupg, other violation, other hallucinogen, misd
9442 Drug, other violation, other hallucinogen, felony
9471 Drug, other vioclation. other prohid drug, misd
9472 Drup. other violation, other prohid drupg, felony

PB Allsgheny PA 14 Sex offenss, not vope
16 Possession of weapon
17 Possession of marijuans, alcohol
18 Possession, sale of narcetics
19 Disorderly conduct
20 False slarme .
21 Receiving stolen property
22 Criminal minchiet
23 Melicious vuse of telephone

24 Resisting arreat

29 Escape from detention-institution
27 Violation of criminal prodbation
28 Failure to pay fine

29 Threato and rechless ondangering
a1 Other delingquent offenso

38 - Hit ané run

39 Other traffic

-08_

PH Philadelphia PA 01001 Inciting to riot
01030 Riot
02230 Harssament by communication or address
04000 Non-payment of fines or court costs
04038 Defauitin required appearance
04032 Absconding witness
0413 Hindering aspprehension or prosecution
04200 Fugitiva from justice
04300 Contempt of court
08000 Interfering with a police ofticer
35002 Bimple assvavlt
36003 Herassmen
4030 Attemptoad murder
37003 Assault
. 37090 Recklessly endangering another person
P A7330 Terroristic threatn
37730 Unlawful restraing
. 37890 False inprisonment
39001 Assault and battery on pulice officer
39100 Resisting arrest
39101 Inlzwful resist officer arrest
30300 Larceny by trich
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93450
33630
39730
346002
94003
94201
9463350
946700
37000
37001
37002
38000
38001
39030
60001
40002
70300
703018
71301
73000
73001
73030
73031
73003
73004
73003
730046
79100
77030
78130
7819518
80103
80103
80404
80903
80904
81000
2100)
810046
81100
813052
81300
81501
81900
83010
84000
84200
84300
84700
84900
82000
89030
adod1
ad101
85130
83300
aseoo
86000
846030
86091
B&330
93400

manms

s ¢
Mfg dist poss mat keys for mv
Thett of property lost mislaid or del mista
Thett fai)l mh veq disp of Pfunds received
Thatt by deception
Attampted theft by doception
Bad checks '
Theft of services
Defravding taxi cab driver, public transport
Fravdulent use or credit card
Fraudulent use of cradit card under ¢ifty dollars
Credit cards
Receiving stolen properties, goods
Thett by receiving stolen property
Criminal trespass bldgs and occupied structures
Count. alt, and pass bank notes, checks. scripts,
Forgsry
Raps:, statutory
Btatutory rape
Indacent assault
Prostistution and assignation
Bolicit for immoral purposes
Prostitution
Criminal solicitation
Involuntary deviate sexual intercourse
Voluntary deviates sexual intercourse
Attompted involuntary deviate sexuval intercourse
Attempted voluntary deviate seuval intercourse
Bolicitation to cocmit sodomy
Incest
Indecent ezposure
Opan lewdnecs
Pessescion and vee of narcotic druge
Use of narcetic drugs
Han de) or poss w—i man or del controlled substanc
Poss small amt of marijuana fer personal use or di
Bale or illegal use of certein solvents
Corvying concealed deadly weapon
Possessing instrumente of crime weapon
Prohibited ofPensive weapon
Carrying or possassing bombs or eiaplosives
Incendiary devices
Violations uniform firesrms asct vufa
Possession aras, cenv criae of violence
Fireacrackers., unlawlul sales ovr possession
Bale of ligquor to non-membars
Driving while intoxiceted
Recbkless driving speeding
Duty to stop in event of accident
License or registration zertificete violations
Other non—-traffic motor vehicle code violations
Disorderly conduct
Fail disovderly person to disperse off order
Disvvderly conduct persiastent i
Fugitive rom Justice 4
Chstructing adm of law or other governmsnt functio -
False fire alarms i
Loitering and prowling . 3
Lotteries, traftic in, etc ¥
Lotteries, etc i
Lotteries a
Qambling devices gambling etc i
Intoxicated minor

~ s T 4

1
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! v . YAU0l ralse poilce reporcs * ¢
94930 Tamporing with witness and informants *
93001 Escape
+ 90032 Attempted wscape o
96300 Eatortion ~1
96601 Thett by extortion personal harm . -

7564602 Theft by satortion legal harp
97000 Kidnapping, gen for sxtortion

97100 Kidnapping child from person having custody

96003 Malicious mischie?, throwinpg stones or ob jects -
9805C Propulsion of missiles into occupied vehicle

98040 Criminal mischief

98101 Malicious mischief; vandalfism

78930 Cruelty to animals

99C00 Trospassing

99051 Deflant trespasser

99400 Protection

99751 Criminal coevrcion, unlawful intent

TN Bhelby TN 10 Breaking, entering., burglarizing a vehicle
16 Carrying a dangercus weapon
19 Crime apainst nature
20 Carnal kneswledpe of child under twelve
21 Bex offense, other
a2 Violation of drug laws., marijuana
a3 All other controlled sudbstance
-2 Drunkenness

a3 Disorderly conduct

=26 Oaming

27 Malicious mischiet

20 Bhooting ineide city limits

1
29 Trospassing E?
a1 Receiving and concealing stolen propercy 1
a2 Violation of probation
a4 Other delingquency
44 Contributing to delinquency
Wy Hest Virginias 07 Assavlt, all axcept apgravated
13 Heapons, carrying, possessing, etc.
14 Bex offense, al] except forcible rape
19 Violation of drug laws:, narcotic
16 Violation of drug laws:, all except narcotic
17 Drunkenness
i8 Disorderly conduct
19 Vandalism .
20 Other delinquency )
41 Driving while intozicated
42 Hit and run
43 Rechklinss ériving
44 Driving without a license
43 Other traftic
]
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Variable: FBI reason. for referral Code: 4 Status
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AL Alabama a3 Truancy
34 Running away
as Beyond control, ungovernable behavior

38 Other CHINB

1A Jowa 21 Running away
ar Truancy
33 Violation of curfew
a4 Ungovernable behavior
e} Posseseing or drinking liquor
] Other status

KA Kannas N Running away
32 Truancy
a3 Violation of curfew

34 Ungpovernabls behavior
39 Possessing or drinking liquor
] Other status

KB Wyandotte K8 i Running avay
a2 Truancy, grade ssven or over
a3 Violation of curtew
34 Ungovernables behavior

-£8-

a3 Possessing or drinking ligquor
34 Other status

NE Nebrasha J1 Running away
a2 Truancy
aaz Vielation of curfew
34 Ungovernable behavior
E) Posswussing or drinking liquor
a9 Other status

PA Pennsylvanias 0034 Ungovernable behavior
D033 Runaway, statue
Q0346 Underape drinking
0037 Curfew violation
0038 Other status
0032 Truancy
0033 Runaway, deprived
J104 Bexually promiscuous complaints

PB Allegheny PA 40 Runaway
41 Incorrigibility
42 Truancy

PH  Philadelphia PA 03000 Incorripibility
09200 Runaway from home or foster home

TN Bhelby TN as Running away
34 Truancy
a7 Violation of curfew
o] ] Ungovernable bohavior
a9 Poll’lling or drinking liquor

.
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i

Wy

v
Hest Virginia

Running away

Truancy

Viclation of curfew
Ungovernablie behavior
Po-nlz-lng or drinking liquor
Other status

-f78.-.
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Appendix C

ADDITIONAL TABLES FOR ANALYSES IN CHAPTER 3
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Table C.1i. Five-way Frequency Table of Offense,

Prior Record, Age, Race

and Sex
Race Age Sex Offense Type Prior Record
_________________________ Yes _No _____Total
WHITE 10-13 MALE VIQLENT S4 105 1 152
PRAOPERTY 707 1707 1 2414
PART II 555 1637 1 2192
STATUS 240 466 I 706
—————————————————————————— I —— i et o e e
TOTAL 1556 3915 I 5471
FEMALE VIOLENT 11 26 1 37
PROPERTY 66 425 1 491
PART II 92 342 I 434
STATUS 183 423 I 606
- —— — —__....‘I_’ _________
TOTAL 352 1216 I 1568
14 MALE " VIOLENT 85 83 I 158
PROPERTY 811 1388 1 2139
PART I1I 668 1228 1 1896
ETATUS 284 502 1 786
————————————— I--———————
TOTAL 1828 3211 I 5038
FEMALE VIOLENT 8 26 I 34
PROPERTY 86 322 1 408
PART II 116 300 I 416
STATUS 270 S48 I 818
—————————————————————————— I..——-—.—___
TOTAL 480 1186 r 1676
1S MALE UIOLENT 143 1581 301
PROPERTY 1402 1912 1 3314
PART II 1203 1914 I 3117
STATUS 520 722 1 1242
—————————————————————————— T e o ooy o o e e e
TOTAL 3268 4706 I 7974
FEMALE VIOQLENT 16 27 1 43
PROPERTY 131 409 1 540
PART I1I 224 481 I 70S
STATUS 3786 775 1 1151
__________________________ I - ——— — - ——
TOTAL 747 1692 I 2439
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Table C.1. (Continued) Table C.1. {(Continued)
Race Age Sex Offense Type Prior Record ‘ : Race Age Sex Offense Type Prior Record
. Yes No Total Yes No Total
} »
16 MALE VIOLENT 237 231 1 468 { 14 MALE VIOLENT 173 127 1 300
R PROPERTY 1726 2149 I 3875 | PROPERTY 535 455 1 ago
PART I1I 2033 2868 I 430t N PART I1 311 290 I 601
STATUS as53 730 1 1183 g STATUS 131 106 I 237
—————————————————————————— I-—-————-—.——. i ——— e —————— e e ——————
TOTAL 4449 5978 I 10427 % TOTAL 1150 978 I 2128
|
FEMALE  VIOLENT 19 35 1 54 i FEMALE  VIOLENT 14 24 1 38
PROPERTY 136 466 I 6§02 ! PROPERTY 42 149 1 191
PART II 286 ss8 I 844 ; PART II 52 78 I 130
STATUS 324 855 I 973 | STATUS 101 124 1 225
_______________ - ) g B R
s e —————————— e —— — v [vm———————
TOTAL 765 1714 1 2479 i TOTAL 209 375 1 584
17 MALE VIOLENT 318 262 I S80 o 15 MALE VIOLENT 312 146 1 58
PROPERTY 1925 . 2052 I 3977 ' | PROPERTY 812 497 1 1,09
PART II 2676 3386 1 6072 ‘ : PART II 528 263 1 889
STATUS 529 732 1 1261 | STATUS 166 - 146 I 312
- G S L L  E———
TOTAL S448 . 6442 1 11890 f TOTAL 1816 1152 1 2368
FEMALE UIOQLENT 17 28 1 45 ] FEMALE UIQLENT 27 39 1 66
PROPERTY 138 430 I 568 PROPERTY 67 171 1 238
PART II 264 567 1 831 J PART II 78 81 I 159
STATUS 173 447 1 620 2 STATUS 114 158 1 272
_________________ - ‘...I... - ___.___-___.__..._.____.___....-_..I——————-———
TOTAL 592 1472 1 2064 TOTAL 286 449 1 735
* BLACK 10-13 MALE VIOLENT 165 118- 1 223 16 MALE VIOLENT 417 172 I sag
PROPERTY 541 731 1 1272 o ' ‘ PROPERTY 1045 S36 I 1581
PART II 286 440 1 726 g PART II 718 413 1 1131
. STATUS 103 157 1 260 1 STATUS 125 95 I 220
___________________________ I—————-——.— : __._..___.__.____.__.__._....___.__...-._I——-—..-._.——_._
TOTAL 1035 1446 I 2481 TOTAL 2305 1216 I 3521
FEMALE  VIOLENT 14 52 1 66 ; FEMALE  UIOLENT 35 30 1 65
PROPERTY - 49 T 214 1 263 ; y , PROPERTY 85 187 1 272
PART II 38 112 1 150 ; « PART II 107 110 1 217
STATUS 70 142 1 212 § ; STATUS 100 96 I 196
—————————————————————————— [——— ! i ) T TR
TOTAL 171 520 1 691 ﬁ I TOTAL 327 423 1 750
I |
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Table C.l1. (Continued)
Race Age Sex Offense Type . Prior Record
Yes No Total
17 MALE VIOLENT 472 183 I 855
PROPERTY 1018 435 1 1473
PART II 798 412 I 1210
STATUS 75 43 1 118
__________________________ I - —————n — v ——
TOTAL 23683 1093 1 3456
FEMALE UIOLENT 18 36 I 54
PROPERTY 99 191 1 290
PART I; 115 116 1 231
STATUS 52 61 1 113
__________________________ I—_—._—-r...__
TOTAL 284 404 1 688
TOTAL _OF THE OBSERVED FRERUENCY TABLE IS 890289
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Table C.2. Bivariate Relationship Between Detention Decision and
Indepandent Variables
Percent
Factor N Detained Tau
Age .06
10-13 10,211 9.6%
14 9,427 14.6
15 14,116 16.1
16 17,177 17.6
17 18,098 18.3
Sex -.02
Male 55,355 16.1
Female 13,674 14.8
Race .15
White 51,027 12.7
Black 18,002 24.8
Offense -.07
Violent 4,393 35.5
Property 26,267 16.0
Part 11 26,852 13.4
Status 11,517 13.9
Prior Record -.22
Yes ZS,&B] . 2502
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Table C.3. Bivariate Relationship Between Manner of Handling and
independent Variables
Percent
Handled
Factor N Formally Tau
08
Age .
g10-13 10,211 42,3%
14 9,427 50.8
15 14,116 53.5
16 17,177 54.6
Sex -.12
Male 55,355 55.2
Female 13,674 39.8
013
Race
White 51,027 48.1
Black 18,002 63.54
Offense -.26
Violent 4,393 87.7
Property 26,267 58.9
Part 11 26,852 47.5
Status 11,517 33.9
Prior Record -.20
Yes 29,431 63.7
No 39,598 43.5
Detained -.22
No £8,075 47.3
Yes 10,954 77.6
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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 10.1
16 17,177 10.6
17 18,098 1.4
Sex ~-.09
Male 55,355 10.6
Female 13,674 6.2
Race -.03
White 51,027 8.4
Black 18,002 13.5
Offense -.16
Violent 4,393 24,7
Property 26,267 1.7
Part |1 26,852 6.5
Status 11,517 7.3
Prior Record -.16
Yes 29,431 16.9
No 39,598 4 &
Detained 14
No 58,075 5.6
Yes 10,954 31.5
Manner Handled R
Informal 33,048 1.5
Formal 35,981 17.4

o
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e e h Detention Decision Factors deleved
Degrees Likel ihood
of Ratio
Model Fitted Marginal Freedom Chi-Square P<
D5 Model D4 - (DA) 153 881.18 0.001
D6 Model D4 - iDR) 158 1,172.82 0.001
07 Model 04 - (DO) 152 1,201.93 0.001
08 Model D4 - (DP) 150 3,086.96 0.001
09 Model D4 - (DS) 150 608.57 0.001

R T e e
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Table C.6. Likelihood Ratio Chi-Square Values for Models

with Manner of Handling Factors Deleted
Degrees Likel i hood
of Ratio

Model Fitted Marginal Freedom Chi-Square P<
M3 Model X2 - (MS) 309 2,155.59 0.001
M4 Model X2 - (MA) 312 ¢+ 2,090.19 0.001
M5 Model X2 - (MR) 309 2,030.92 0.001
M6 Model X2 - (MO) 3N 4,904.80 0.001
M7 Model X2 - (MP) 309 2,948,26 0.001
M8 Model X2 - (MD) 309 3,708.75 0.001




—

Table C.7.

-95-

Likelihood Ratio Chi=Square Values for Models
with Disposition Factors Deleted

&

Model

Degrees Likel i hood

Fitted Marginal of Ratio
Freedom Chi=Square

P<

Xk

X5

X6

X7

X8

Model X3 = (XM) 1542 14,738.06

(xD) 1542 8,308.73

Model X3

(xp) 1542 5,775.43

Model X3

Model X3 - (XD) 1546 6,655.70

Model X3 = (XR) 1542 6.652.49

0.001
0.001
0.001
0.001

0.001
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