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PREDICTING ADULT CRIMINAL CAREERS FROM JUVENILE CAREERS 

INTRODUCTION 

The major goals of this research program are to provide more precise 

information about the nature of urban delinquent careers and their relation

ship to later adult careers; to determine the extent to which decisions by 

authorities or by the juvenile have contributed to continuing or discontin

uing careers, thus enabling us to evaluate the effectiveness of various 

forces (formal and info~ma1) in deterring or su~porting continuing delinquent 

and criminal behavior; and to suggest at which points in juvenile careers 

intervention of one type or another is most effective. 

METHODS OF PROCEDURE 

The Birth Cohorts 

The findings in this report are generated from two data sets. The first 

consists of recorded contacts with the police by +.wo cohorts, one born in 1942 

and the other born in 1949. The reasons for these contacts, their seriousness 

in the eyes of the law, place of residence, and other data are utilized in 

predicting who is most likely to engage in delinquent behavior, who will cease 

delinquent behavior, and who will exhibit adult criminal activity. The second 

consists of responses to questions asked in lengthy intervie\vs with samples of 

the cohorts. These interviews focused upon the process by which juveniles 

either came to engage in behaviors that brought them into contact with the 

police or did not, and reasons why they, now adults, behave in such a way as 

to either have or not have contact with the police. The theoretical framework 

and empirical bases of this research have been described in earlier project 

reports and will not be repeated here . 
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The birth cohorts were selected from the files of the Racine Unified 

SchooL District. The composition of the 1942 cohort (1,352 persons) is as 

follows ~ Anglos - 639 males, 6.38 females; Mexican-Americans - 9 males, 15 

females; Negroes - :n males, 20 females. The 1949 cohort (2,099 persons) 

compo!->cd of proportionately more minority group members, is as follows: 

Anglos - 074 males, 931 femnles; Mexican-Americans - 33 males, 28 females; 

Negroes - 74 mnles, 59 females. Race/ethnic identification of everyone in 

each cohort was made by Center staff utilizing information provided by the 

Unified School District offices, 1960 and 1970 census block data on non

white composition, and their own judgment based on extensive knowledge of 

the community. These identifications held up almost without error during 

work performed in Racine as part of the intervie'ving process. 

Although some of the analyses in this report describe race/ethnic dif

ferences, the small number of Negroes and Mexican-Americans, particularly in 

the 1942 cohort, make comparisons of this nature difficult. Th:i; problem is 

even further exacerbated when one attempts to describe sex differences within 

race/ethnic groups for specific time periods in careers. Further attention 

will be paid to this problem as we proceed. 

Inasmuch as any of the analyses of extent or incidence of police contact 

depended upon the time the persons were actually present in the community, a 

verification of presence (through parents' addresses until 18) in Racine was 

initiated through reference to City Directories and Telephone Directories. 

This painstaking location and verification process was continued in Racine 

during the interviewing phase for anyone whose presence could not be estab

lished by those means available in Iowa City. Each person's residence 

duration was coded for the years between age 6 and 1976. 

• 
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Coding Police Contact Records 

Juvenile and adult contacts with the police were obtained from tIl(' f.i 1 ('5 

of the Juvenile Bureau and Records Division of the Racine Police Department. 

Each person's contact information ''las read and pertinent information w<t!1 ~oded 

under the supervision of our field director. At the height of this operation 

four microfilm readers were in use and the Racine staff consisted of 15 persons. 

As these code sheets were checked for accuracy and careers for complett~-

ness against lists of contact numbers compiled for each person we became aware 

of incomplete records. It also became apparent that no cross-indexing had 

been done when a l'loman married and thus changed her name. Married names \.,rerc 

finally located (after much frustration) in the Records Section of the Racine 

Heal th Department. A small staff of persons checked many years I worth of 

cards (in alphabetical order within years) to provide this information. 

At the same time interviewer training and interviewing were being carried 

out, this staff (augmented to eight) carried out the remainder of the contacts 

coding within the Police Department. This was conducted under rigid controls 

for accuracy and completeness of careers and resulted in the addition of 

approximately 3,000 contacts. We are now convinced that our records of 

contacts are complete. 

The Interviewing Process 

Well over 100 persons in Racine were considered for employment as intel'-

viewers. Of these, 60 were selected for the interviewer training program, 

three long-time Racine residents were employed to assist with the location 

process by telephoning possible informants, and eight were hired for clerical 

work in the Racine office or in the Police Department. The search for those 

still unlocated was augmented by our Mexican-American and Negro Interviewers 
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once the training waf; completed. They used every possible resource (word-of

mouth, per5Cnal knowledge of family composition, clubs, churches, etc.) in an 

effort to aid us. 

The six days of intorviewer training proceeded without incident and only 

throe persons dropped out. Once trained, interviewers were assigned peisons 

or their own sex and race!ethnicity and they commenced interviewing. Inter

viewers \I}'oro requhed to check in at our office each day, at which time one 

of the staff discussed any problems of validity, consistency, or accuracy in 

their already completed interviews. At this time interviewers also returned 

sdledules for persons they could not locate. These problems were assigned 

to the persons whose job it was to locate missing cohort members. No sub

stitutions were made among the Anf 'os until we \I}'ere convinced the respondent 

was no longer in the community (the goal of 100 percent to be interviewed 

among the minorities precluded substitution) . 

The nature of refusals was carefully considered before a decision as to 

disposition could be reached. A first refusal almost always resulted in re

assignment to another interviewer. :,'')-stitution was not considered until 

other possibilities had been exhausted. 

The search for missing cohort members found them in 50 States, 92 cities 

in Wisconsin, and 11 countries (not including the four in Europe, or one in 

the Peace Corps). There are at least 37 reported as deceased (17 from the 

1942 cohort and 20 from the 1949 cohort). The full presentation of 1976 

locatiOlls is found in Appendix A. 

Our original goal was to interview all of the minority members and 25% 

of the Anglo members of each cohort. Table 1 presents the results and shows 

the count and percentages of each group remaining in Racine. Essentially all 

• 
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TABLE 1. RELATIONSHIP OF COHORT MEMBERS AVA ILAB I.i: IN RACINE ANI' INTERVIEW}:!) 
TO SIZE OF COHORTS 

Anglo 
~F 

1942 Cohort 
Number in Cohort 639 638 
In Racine Area 1976 362 329 
Interviewed 145 158 
% of Cohort in Area 56.7 51.6 
% of in Area Interview'ed 40.1 48.0 
9ei of Cohort Interviewed 22.7 24.8 

1949 Cohort 
Number in Cohort 974 931 
Tn Racine Area 1976 569 454 
Interview 230 229 
96 of Cohort in Area 58.4 48.8 
% of in Area Interviewed 40.4 50.4 
% of Cohort Interviewed 23.6 24.6 

Mex",can
Amerh~:m 
~·--If 

__ t .... ~_ ........ _'-____ ... ___ ... _·.-"'~ 

9 15 31 ;~O 

4 9 19 13 
? 8 10 10 ... 

44.4 60.0 61.3 65.n 
SO.O 88.9 52.G 76.9 
22.2 53.3 32.3 SO.D 

33 28 74 59 
19 22 49 43 
17 20 32 28 

57.6 78.6 66.2 72.9 
89.5 90.9 65.3 65.1 
51.5 71.4 43.2 47.5 
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1-,hom we intended to intcl'vim'V among the Anglos were interviewed (constituting 

over 4(1';, of those available in each instanl!e). Mexican-Americans and Negroes, 

were pro!-;cnt in the cohorts In very much smaller numbers, ~s we have indicated 

numbt'l's which considorably dimini$hcd when we counted those actually close 

enough to attempt to interview. While it is obvious that we could not inter

view thOSe) not in residcnce t the percentages of those interviewed from among 

tl\()~e avui.lahlc exceeds 50~". This is not what we had initially hoped to 

<It'hieve but far exceeds what we came to believe possible when we conunenced 

intervic.'wing these highly mobile people. Many were located and interviewed 

simply throu[;h the efforts and per5istence of our interviewers. They did a 

good job of convincing those people who were essentially hostile of our 

legitimacy. 

Coding and Proc0"iSing the Interviews 

Code construction and pilot coding began ,dth the first 120 intervie\vs, 

problems wc!e solved, and coding commenced. The coding was handled by a staff 

• 

• 

in Iowa City hired specifically for 'this purpoe.e. As interviews were accepted (]) . 

as completed they were returned to Iowa City for coding. 

All schedules were check-coded by the project coordinator and any dif

ferences of opinion arbitrated with the project director. As check coding 

was completed, keypunching and verification took place. At such times as 

schedules \.;ere not being punched, the added and corrected contact data 

were punched. 

All data have now been cleaned, read into the computer J and are available 

for analyses. 

• 

• 
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FINAL POLtCE CONTACT DATA 

Controls for Time in Racine 
..--,--~ .... -

Interpretation of the data on pol i co contat~ts and types of l'arl'crs rl~-

quires an awareness of certain aspects of tht' controls we have imposed upon 

our data and an understanding of the language we have cho~;('n to us in t1(>s~ 

cribing these controls. As has already been mcntioneu, each eohort memher's 

length of residence in Racine (the period of time he/she was at risk in tlw 

community) has heen determined insofar as it was possible to do so, 

Much of the data to follow will be presented for four age periods: 6 

through 17, 18 through 20, 21 and older, and total contacts (l ife or <5 through 

May 31, 1974). In some instances the data will be presented only for those 

who were present in the community and at risk for the full period. Pull ca~ 

reel'S are those which are missing no more than three years if the age periods 

are 6-17, 21+, or total or are missing no years if the age period is 18-20. 

Careers of persons thus excluded, whGn presented, are described as partial 

careers. Obviously, this means of controlling for time at risk produces a 

varying number of persons from ago group to age group. 

In the instances where it is appropriate to consider the careers by age 

groups of only those persons who were present the entire time they will be 

described as having continuou~ Racine residence. While the numbers of persons 

will be constant from age group to age group, the numbers will be smaller than 

those controlled for time within specific age groups. 

In a few cases the data will be presented for the entire cohort without 

controls for time in Racine. 

Measures of Police Contact 

Tables 2a and 2b provide summary figures on the incidence of police contact 
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TAHW 2a. POLICE C()~~TACTS AMONG 1942 AND 1949 COHORT NALES WITH CONTINUOUS 
RACINE RESIlJENCE FOR SPECIFIC AGE PERIODS 

~, with ,"10 Contacts 
':, with 11 or + Contacts 
M('tm: Persons \'lith Contacts 
Mean: Persons in Cohort Segment 
~ of Cohort in Full Career 

~, VJi th No Cont{lct.s 
~o with 11 or + Contacts 
M~nn: PCrS<lIlS with Contacts 
Mean: Persons in Cohort Segment 
~ of Cohort in Full Career 

.. ~ with No Contacts 
% with 11 or + Contacts 
Hean: Persons Ivi th Contacts 
!vlean: Persons in Cohort Segment 
~ of Cohort in Full Career 

~ with No Contacts 
% with 11 or + Contacts 
Mean: Persons with Contacts 
Mean: Persons in Cohort Segment 
% of Cohort in Full Career 

1942 
A MA 

(/ thJ:1ou.:;h 1? 
43.8 100.0 

3.() 0.0 
3.7 0.0 
2.1 0.0 

52.9 33.3 

18 thr>ough 20 
55.9 66.7 
1.2 0.0 
2.7 3.0 
1.2 1.0 

52.~) 33.3 

21 and (JZdcl' 
30.5 0.0 
6.2 0.0 
4.1 3.7 
2.9 3.7 

52.9 33.3 

Total Contaats 
16.3 0.0 
16.3 0.0 
7.4 4.7 
6.2 4.7 

52.9 33.3 

N 

26.7 
0.0 
2.7 
2.0 

48.4 

13.3 
0.0 
3.2 
2.8 

48.4 

6.7 
53.3 
14.8 
13.8 
48.4 

0.0 
66.7 
18.6 
18.6 
48.4 

Ages 6 through 20 
9.; with No Contacts 
90 with 11 or + Contacts 
Mean: Persons Ivi th Contacts 
Mean: Persons in Cohort Segment 
90 of Cohort in Full Career 

Ages 18 
% with No Contacts 
go with 11 or + Contacts 
Mean: Persons with Contacts 
Mean: Persons in Cohort Segment 
gci of Cohort in Full Career 

33.1 66.7 
7.4 0.0 
4.9 3.0 
3.3 1.0 

52.9 33.3 

13.3 
6.7 
5.5 
4.8 

48.4 

through 21 and OZdep 
23.4 0.0 0.0 
9.8 0.0 60.0 
5.3 4.7 16.6 
4.1 4.7 16.6 

52.9 33.3 48.4 

A 

38.8 
5.2 
4.3 
2.6 

69.5 

52.0 
1.3 
2.7 
1.3 

69.5 

51.7 
2.4 
3.0 
1.5 

69.5 

19.5 
12.7 

6.7 
5.4 

69.5 

27.5 
7.8 
5.4 
3.9 

69.5 

32.5 
4.7 
4.1 
2.7 

69.5 

1949 
!viA 

10.5 
26.3 
9.1 
8.1 

57.6 

26.3 
10.5 
4.9 
3.6 

57.6 

21.1 
10.5 
5.5 
4.3 

57.6 

0.0 
52.6 
16.0 
16.0 
57.6 

10.5 
42.1 
13.1 
11.7 
57.6 

5.3 
21.1 
8.3 
7.9 

57.6 

N 

18.2 
20.5 
7.3 
6.0 

59.5 

22.7 
11.4 

5.1 
3.9 

59'.5 

22.7 
15.9 
6.9 
5.3 

59.5 

6.8 
45,5 
16.4 
15.3 
59.5 

6.8 
36.4 
10.7 
9.9 

59.5 

15.9 
31.8 
11.0 

9.3 
59.5 

• 

• 

o 

o 

• 

• 
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TABLE 2b. POLICE CONTACTS AlltON(; H)4;:! AND 1949 COHORT FHfAWS lYITI[ ('ONTIr\{hlilS 
RACINIl RBSfI)BNCH Fl)R SPECIFIC AC,E rllRIOPS 

11tlCi} C thp(~!{ah 17 
o. with No Contacts 80.9 80.0 80.0 f!1.2 (,o.n 1:-i.(I '0 

o. \'lith 11 or + Contacts 0.4 0.0 n.n (l.b n.1l .~ " tl '0 

Mean: Persons with Cont~cts 1.9 1.0 1.0 1.9 1.5 :1,n 
Mean: Persons in Cohort Segment 0.4 0.2 0.2 0.5 O.h 1 ., . , 
0, of Cohort in Full Career 41.8 33.3 25.0 54.b :;S.7 bh.l '0 

A(,lCS 18 t;JlJ;10Uah [10 
go with No Contacts 86.1 100.0 60.0 7S, () (Ill ,0 :;6..t 
o. with 11 Contacts 0.0 0.0 n,o o. :: (J.n 2.(1 '0 or + 
Mean: Persons with Contacts 1.5 0.0 1.0 1.7 1. :~ 3.0 
Mean: Persons in Cohort Segment 0,2 o.n 0.4 0.4 n.s 1.3 
o. of Cohort in Full Cnreer 41.8 33.3 25,0 54.b 35.7 (l(1.1 'Q 

Ages 21 and Older 
% with No Contacts 69.3 80.0 20.0 78.9 bO,n 53.8 
go with 11 or + Contacts 0.7 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.0 2. (1 

Mean: Persons with Contacts 2.0 1.0 2.3 2.0 1.5 3.6 
Mean: Persons in Cohort Segment 0.6 0.2 1.8 0.4 0,6 1.7 
~o 9f Cohort in Pull Career 41.8 33.3 25.0 54.6 35.7 6() .1 

Total Contaa/;s 
% with No Contacts 52.4 60.0 20.0 49.4 20.0 3\) .8 
% with 11 or + Contacts 1.5 0.0 0.0 1.0 0.0 17.9 
Mean: Persons with Contacts 2.5 1.0 3.0 2.6 2.1 6.7 
Mean: Persons in Cohort Segment 1.2 0.4 2.4 1.3 1.7 4.7 
0, of Cohort in Full Career 41.8 33.3 25.0 54.6 35.7 66.1 '0 

Ages 6 th"f'ough 20 
9,; with No Contacts 71.5 SO.O 60.0 58.1 30.0 56.0 
90 with 11 or + Contacts 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.8 0.0 12.0 
Mean: Persons with Contacts 2.0 1.0 1.5 2.2 1.6 4.7 
Mean: Persons in Cohort Segment 0.6 0.2 0.6 0.9 1.1 3.0 
0, of Cohort in Full Career 41.S 33.3 25.0 54.6 35.7 66.1 '0 

Ages 18 through 21 and OZder' 
% with No Contacts 61.4 80.0 20.0 62.8 30.0 41.0 
g" with 11 or + Contacts 1.1 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.0 7.7 
Mean: Persons with Contacts 2.2 1.0 2.S 2.3 1.6 5.0 
Mean: Persons in Cohort Segment O.S 0.2 2.2 0.8 1.1 3.0 
96 of Cohort in Full Career 41.8 33.3 25.0 54.6 35.7 66.1 

I 
" 
i 
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within age periods for persons with continuous residence in Racine. These 

data are summarized for race/ethnic and sex groups according to four criteria: 

1) percentage with no contacts; 

2) percentage with 11 or more contacts; 

3) mean number of contacts among those with contacts: this mean enables 

us to see which race/ethnic group within an age group has the most repetitive

ness among those who do have contacts; 

4) mean number of contacts among all persons in group: this mean tells 

us the average number of contacts for all members of each race/ethnic group 

whether each individual has had a contact or not. 

The final item for each age period is not used for analytic purposes. It is 

included to show \vhat proportion of each group fulfilled the time in Racine 

criteria. 

In attempting to facilitate analysis of these data the middle three cate

gories were ranked across ethnic groups within sex, age, and cohort sections. 

For instance, the ranking on percent with lIar more contacts for males in 

the 1942 cohort within the 6-20 age category is Anglos high, Negroes in the 

middle, and Mexican-Americans low. Once these rankings were established for 

a group they were summed. These sums, then, show an overall police contact 

rate. 

Let us first consider the top four groups (age periods) of ~_ch table 

With the exception of the juvenile period (6-17), the 1942 males exhibit the 

same ranking of Negro-Anglo-Mexican-American (from high to low) on police 

contact rate throughout the age categories. The Mexican-Americans consistently 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

have the lowest rate. During the juvenile period the Anglos ,vere judged to • 

have the more serious police contact rate. 

• 
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The pattern of ranking between the groups of 1949 cohort males is less 

consistent. While the Anglos have the lowest ranking of the three in each 

of the four age categories, the Mexican-Americans have the highest contact 

rate for the juvenile period and the Negroes the highest rates for the 18-20 

and adult periods. Although the ranking for the total juvenile and adult 

contacts section shows the Mexican-Americans as having the highest overall 

police contacts rate, the difference between them and the Negroes is slight. 

During the juvenile period the 1942 Anglo females have the highest over

all contact rate~ while the Mexican-American and Negro rates are the same. 

The position of having the highest rate is shared by the Anglo and Negro fe

males in the 18-20 period. Thereafter the Negroes have the highest, the 

Anglos the middle, and the Mexican-Americans the lowest rates. 

Negro females from the 1949 cohort have the highest rates throughout the age 

categories. The Anglos have the middle ranking and the Mexican-Americans the 

low ranking throughout the age categories, although the differences between 

them are small. 

There are no great differences between the 1942 and 1949 cohort Anglo 

males for the juvenile and 18-20 groups. The Anglo males in the 1942 cohort 

do have higher overall police contact rates than do the 1949 Anglo males . 

This difference, lV'hich carries over into the rates for total careers, was ex

pected since those in the 1942 cohort have had seven more years in which to 

experience contacts. Any observations that might be made between cohorts 

among the minorities would be suspect since their nTh~bers are small. 

Unlike their male counterparts) the Anglo females in each cohort have 

very similar contact rates from age period to age period. And again, there 

are too few minority females to make comparisons reasonable . 
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In sum, taking into consideration all measures, the number of people in 

each segment of the cohorts, and the degree to which groups differ, the 

following may be said: 

1) Negroes generally have higher police contact rates than Mexican

Americans and Anglos. 

2) Within each race/ethnic group, males exhibit Significantly higher 

police contact rates than females for all age periods. 

3) The 1949 cohort segments of Anglo and Negro males and females have 

higher delinquency rates in the juvenile and young adult periods 

(ages 6 through 17 and 18 through 20) than the corresponding 1942 

cohort segments. Alternatively, the 1942 cohort segments have 

higher adult contact rates than the 1949 segments as was expected 

considering the seven additional years that the 1942 cohort had in 

comparison to the 1949 cohort in which to acquire police contacts. 

The last two groups of age categories on these tables were constructed 

to see if differences arose based upon whether one considers the 18 to 20 

period as juvenile or adult, or if the age period should be utilized as an 

independent unit. 

Comparison of the two groups based on combinations of age periods pro

vides no consistent basis for combining the 18-20 period with either the 6-17 

or 21 and over group. Furthermore, between-groups rankings for the race/ 

• 

• 

• 

ethnic comparisons in each of these. combined age structures are much less • 

distinct than they are for the separate age periods. We shall continue to 

present the analysis in terms of three age periods, combining the 18-20 period 

with the 6-17 or 21 and over group only occasionally. • 

The distribution of police contact data by frequency of contacts per 

person, by race/ethnicity and sex, by age periods and all combinations of age 

• 
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periods, is provided in Appendix B for those with both f\ll1 and partial 

careers in each cohort. Appendix C consists of a statistical sununary of tht' 

data in Appendix B. 

Persons with Multiple Contacts 

As in other similar studies, a small number of persons was responsihle 

for a disproportionately large number of all pOlice contacts in both cohorts. 

Among those with continuous residence in Racine from the 1942 cohort, 5.0~, 

were responsible for 41.4% of the contacts and 7.3% for 50.6% of the contacts. 

lVhile there were too few Mexican-American males and females and too few Negro 

females to speak about the proportion that accounted for a large segment of 

the contacts, it should be noted that 16.1% of the Negroes were responsible 

for 40.2% of the contacts and 22.5% for 51.2% of them. Among the Anglo males 

5.496 accounted for 33.7% of the contacts and 7.0% for 39.696 of the contacts. 

Thus it is apparent that police contacts are not nearly so concentrated 

among as small a percentage of Negroes as Anglos. It should be added that 

the greatest concentTation of contacts was for Anglo females, where 5.4% had 

46.8% of the contacts. 

Among those from the 1949 cohort concentration was somewhat greater, 

5.1% being responsible for 44.5% of the contacts and 7.0% for 51.6%. There 

were sufficient Mexican-American males to note that 6.0% accounted for 23.2% 

of the contacts, sufficient Negro males to say that concentration had in

creased somewhat In comparison with the 1942 males so that 16.2% of them 

accounted for 50.6% of the contacts, and enough Negro females to show that 

8.4% were responsible for 41.1% of the contacts. Anglo male concentration 

was greater than in 1942, with 5.3% accounting for 38.2% of the contacts and 

4.8% of the females accounting for 43.6% of the contacts . 
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Therefore, as in the case of those from the 1942 cohort, less than one~ 

tenth of the group accounted for more than half of the police contacts. 

With the incidence of police contacts in mind, let us now look at the 

types of behaviors that produced these rates of contact. Tables 3 and 4 

present reasons for contact which are rank ordered according to that of total 

males ana females within each table. Again we are considering total contacts 

for those with continuous residence. 

With one exception (the two contacts among Mexican-American males in 

Table 3), over 60% of all contacts fall in the top three categories among 

both cohorts. Among those who had sufficient numbers with continuous resi

dence (all except the 1942 Mexican-Americans and Negro females and the 1949 

Mexican-American females), moving vehicle offenses were the most frequently 

appearing reasons for contact for those from the 1942 cohort for each race/ 

ethniclsex group and for the Anglo males and females from the 1949 cohort. 

The most frequently appearing reason for contact among the Mexican-American 

• 

• 

• 

males and Negro males and females from the 1949 cohort was disorderly conduct. • 

Contact for suspicion, investigation, or information was consistently 

the second most frequently appearing reason for contact among those for whom 

disorderly conduct was the most frequently appearing reason and third among .. 

those for whom the moving vehicle and disorderly conduct ranks were first 

and second. 

The rank orders become less consistent across race/ethnic groups between 

and within cohorts beyond these initial three. Theft appears in the fourth, 

fifth, or sixth rank within the three groups being considered from the 1942 

cohort and within the five groups being considered from the 1949 cohort. In

corrigibility appears in this group of ranks for only Anglo males and females 
• 

• 
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TABLE 3. POLICE CONTACT TYPE BY PERCENT) 1 ~)42 COHORT ~mMBERS WITH CONTINlIOllS RAt: INt 
e RESIDENCE, AGE 6 TO PRESENT, BY RACE/ETHNICITY ANn SEX 

• 

• 

• 

Anglo 
r-F 

Mexicun
American 
~1 F 

---------------------------------------"' .. ~-"--
Traffic: Moving Vehicle 
Disorderly Conduct 
Suspicion. Investigation 

Theft 
Liquor 
Incorrigible, Runm'luy 

Traffic: Other 
Vagrancy 
Auto Theft 

Sex Offenses 
Assault 
Burglary 

40.4 47.0 
19.9 17.5 
18.8 17.1 

3.7 1.9 
3.8 3.5 
2.9 3.5 

2.3 3.8 
1.6 0,6 
1.2 0.3 

0.8 1.6 
0.6 0.6 
0.8 

Weapons 0.4 
Violent Property Destruction 0.6 
Truancy 0.4 0.6 

Escapee 
Family: Parent Status 
Robbery 

Suicide 
Fraud 
Forgery 

Gambling 
Narcotics, Drugs 
Homicide 

Obscene Behaviors 
Not Ascertained 

0.1 
0.1 0.3 
0.1 

0.2 0.6 
0.2 0.6 
0.2 

0.1 
0.2 

0.5 0.3 

42.9 
35.7 50.0 
14.3 

7.1 50.0 

26.9 1(1. 6 
20.4 sO.n 
21.9 25.0 

4.7 
1.4 
1.1 

6.5 
0.7 
2.5 

2.5 
2.5 
1.1 

1.1 

2.9 
1.4 
1.4 

1.1 8.3 

~8.8 

ZO.1 
19.1 

3.8 
3.6 
2.7 

2.7 
1.5 
1.3 

1.0 
0.8 
0.8 

0.5 
0.5 
0.4 

0.4 
0.3 
0.3 

0.2 
0.2 
0.2 

0.2 
0.2 

0.5 

4S. (i 
18.8 
17 . ~) 

3.6 
O. () 
0.3 

1.5 
0.6 

0.6 

0.3 

0.6 
0.6 

0.3 

0.2 

Total 99.9 99.8 100.0 100.0 100.1 99.9 100.1 100.2 

Number of Police Contacts 2081 315 14 2 279 12 2374 329 

Number in Cohort 338 267 3 5 15 5 356 277 

I 
,I 
I 

i 
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TABLE 4, POLICE CONTACT TYPE BY PERCENT, 1949 COHORT MEMBERS WITH CONTINUOUS RACINE • 
RES IlJ ENCE , AGE 6 TO PRESENT, BY ~\CE/ETHNICITY AND SEX 

:;~,:::,,",:::,,:-:;':~-:;",:=::=-;:~--.;.-..=.,,::::=~--::::;,"'~:':;'; . .:;::"-.::'~~"'=;--"::;:'::!-.:.'::',-,'=':::':::'::::,':::::~-';::::'~~~';:;::;:...-= ... -> 

Mexican-
Anglo American Negro Total 

M F M F M F M F • -'-
Traffic: Moving Vehicle 29.2 34.2 18.1 35.3 16.8 12.6 26.7 29.7 
lJisoruerly Conduct 21.9 23.9 25.3 23.5 23.0 32.4 22.3 25.6 
Suspicion, Investigation 21. 7 21.2 24.0 ll.8 22.2 26.9 21.9 22.2 

Incorrigible, Runaway 6.1 6.9 6.6 5.9 4.9 11.5 5.9 7.9 
(j 

Theft 5.7 2.2 4.6 11.8 9.8 6.6 6.2 3.3 
Liquor 3.7 2.8 5.6 5.9 1.3 3.5 2.3 

Vagrancy 1.9 1.8 3.9 1.8 1.6 2.0 1.7 
Burglary 1.7 2.0 2.5 1.9 ® Sex Offenses 0.7 1.6 1.6 3.7 0.6 1.2 1.4 

Assault 0.9 0.2 3.3 3.0 1.6 1.4 0.5 
Traffic: Other 1.1 1.0 0.7 5.9 1.6 2.2 1.2 1.4 
Auto Theft 1.2 1.0 1.5 1.3 

· 
Narcotics, Drugs 0.8 1.0 1.0 0.6 0.8 0.8 

Q) 

Forgery 0.5 0.7 1.6 1.6 0.7 0.9 
Fraud 0.6 0.6 0.2 0.5 0.5 

Weapons 0.4 0.3 1.2 1.1 0.5 0.2 
Violent Property Destruction 0.5 0.6 0.6 0.5 0.1 ~ 
Escapee 0.4 0.2 0.6 0.4 0.1 

Robbery 0.2 0.2 0.7 1.5 0.4 0.1 
Truancy 0.3 0.2 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.1 
Suicide 0.1 1.3 0.3 0.6 0.1 1.1 

Gambling 0.1 0.4 0.1 • 
Family: Parent Status 0.3 0.2 0.1 
Obscene Behaviors 0.1 

Homicide 0.2 
Not Ascertained 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.1 0.1 • 

Total 100.0 100.2 99.9 100.1 99.9 99.9 100.0 100.0 

Number of Police Contacts 3628 679 304 17 671 182 4603 878 

Number in Cohort 677 508 19 10 44 39 740 557 • 

• 
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for the 1942 groups but appears in that range for all 1949 groups. The only 

other offense type to appear with any frequency within these ranks is 11 quor t 

which again appears for the 1942 Anglo males and females and Mexican-Amerh'nn 

males, and all Anglos and Mexican-Americans in 1949. 

Beyond this level the ranks of offense types are diffuse and thoro is 

no discernible consistency across race/ethnic I sex groups either \"i thin or 

between years. 

Theft is the only Part I offense to appear in those six levels of ranks. 

Negro males, in both years did, however, have high0T percentages of contacts 

for Part I offenses (12.2% in 1942 and 18.5% in 1949) than any of the other 

race/ethniclsex groups within their respective years. The Anglo females, 

both years, had the lowest percentages of contacts for these offenses (2.8 in 

1942 and 2.6 in 1949). 

Appendix D discusses contacts for the total period within the controls 

for time in Racine. These data present essentially the same kinds of distri-

butions as those presented here. 

The Spatial Distribution of Persons with Contacts 

Where one lives while gl'owing up may be considered a factor in deter-

mining whether or not one will have contacts with the police at various stages 

in life. One of OUT major efforts has been a determination of where each 

member of our cohorts lived between the ages of 6 and 18. These residence 

locations may be reduced to one of five Natural Areas (a process described 

in earlier reports) or to a combination of these five areas. Of course, 

continuous residence in an area does not preclude moving about within that 

area. Any discussions of residence in this report will be based upon these 

five areas and combinations of areas considered as a single unit. 
I 
I 
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In Table 5 the ecological distributions of those of the 1942 and 1949 

eohol't~; who had continuous Racine residence are compared with those who had 

police contacts by race/ethnicity and sex. The distribution of Racine's 

population based on 1970 census data is also presented for comparison pur

poses. Thc) first five columns contain percentage distributions: 1) of the 

speci£i.ecl portion who grml up in each of the Natural Areas (A through E) and 

2) of that portion \'iho have had at least one police contact who grew up in 

each of the Natural Areas. The sum of the percentages and the number of 

persons involved appear in the next two columns. The last column (and this 

is only for housekeeping purposes) contains the number who lived in more 

than ono natural area or who a.t one time or another lived outside the city 

limits long enough that their principal place of juvenile residence could 

not be considered in Racine. \lie are, as we have said, concerned by the fact 

that our cohorts contain so few Mexican-Americans and Negroes, but this is 

what a typical cohort was like during the years coveTed by our research. 

(A cohort selected from among those born in any years from 1965 to the pre

sent would have a larger minority component.) 

One of our first concerns is the spatial distribution of persons with 

• 

• 

• 

continuous Racine residence by natural areas in comparison with Racine I s 1970 • 

population distribution. We can speak about this only in reference to those 

who continued to live in the same area, but they are indicative of the spatial 

distribution of the entire group. The 1942 non -Negroes are skewed toward the • 

inner city (Natural Area A) somewhat more than are the 1949 non-Negroes. One 

would expect this divergence from the distribution of Racine's 1970 population 

since the community increased ii1 size between 1960 and 1970 and moved outward 

during this period (as shown on Maps 1 and 2). Thus, each succeeding cohort 

one might select would have a smaller proportion residing in the inner city 

• 

• 
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ii __ ~_""""""'~ __ """"""""'~'''''''''''''''C''''''_''''~ __ '''''~''''''',*f __ ",,_"·t'_:» 

• TABLE 5. PERCENT DISTRIBUTION OF TOTAL RACINE POPULATION CO~fPAREI) IHTI{ Hl42 ANIl 
1949 COHORT MEMBERS WITH CONTINUOUS RACINE RESIDENCE ANn PERCENT WITH ONE 
OR MORE POLICE CONTACTS~ AGE 6 TO PRESENT !N NATURAl. AREA OF PRINCIPAL 
JUVENILE RESIDENCE, BY RACE/ETHNiCITY AND SEX 

- '" ;:; ~,:;:::;"..;:;'.;,.:! '::;'-' ='::::=',::;~~.:!::~:::'~~~-:':;;;'~'::';;::.~:..':-':::-':':~~-:::':':;;.-':~:.:;:";:;:' . .:;;-::;:;.;-::':~'.:_'"!r-•• ::'..7' ;.. '..,:~;: • .,:;;- :: ;: ;;:-< ':- ;. -~"._ '.';':,":: ;, ~ 
.~,~ , 

• Natural Arcas, Lm\'cr 
(Inner-City) to Higher Gmnb i·· 

Quality Housing Total A-I: nations 
A B C D E ·'t:;-~--Numhcr of Areas'" --.. ~,------------." 

() 
Non-NegX'oes: 

1970 Census 7.6 21.6 27.4 23.5 19.9 100.0 D.3 , 192 
1942 Cohort 16.6 29.0 28.2 16.8 9.5 100.1 It76 1$7 
1949 Cohort 10.4 24.9 27.0 24.6 13.2 100.1 1,022 192 

AngZos" 1942 Cohort 
Males 13.8 30.2 29.1 18.3 8.6 100.0 268 7(J 

With Contacts 13.1 29.7 30.1 19.2 7.9 100.0 229 54 
Females 19.4 26.4 27.9 15.4 10.9 100.0 201 66 

With Contacts 23.5 23.5 24.5 16.3 12.2 100.0 98 29 

AngZos:> 1949 Cohort 
Males 10.4 26.3 25.4 24.4 13.5 100.0 570 107 

With Contacts 11.2 26.6 26.6 23,3 12.3 100.0 463 82 
G Females 8.5 21.9 30.4 25.6 13.6 100.0 t25 83 

With Contacts 9.2 22.1 32.2 24.4 12.0 99.9 ,117 40 

Mexioan-Amerioans 3 1942 CohoX't 
Males 66.7 33.3 100.0 3 

~Vi th Contacts 66.7 33.3 100.0 3 
~ Females 25,0 75.0 100.0 4 1 

With Contacts 100.0 100.0 2 

Mexioan-Amerioans 3 1949 CohoI't 
Males 47.1 29.4 5.9 17.6 100.0 17 2 

With Contacts 47.1 29.4 5.9 17.6 100.0 17 2 

• Females 30.0 60.0 10.0 100.0 10 
With Contacts 37.5 50.0 12.5 100.0 8 

Negroes: 
1970 Census 62.8 31.8 2.7 1.6 1.2 100.1 10,386 
1942 Cohort 82.4 11.8 5.9 100.1 17 3 
1949 Cohort 84.2 13.2 1.3 1.3 100.0 76 6 

• NegI'oes" 1942 CohoI't 
Males 100.0 100.0 13 2 

With Contacts 100.0 100.0 13 2 
Females 25.0 50.0 25.0 100.0 4 1 

With Contacts 33.3 66.7 100.0 3 1 

• Negroes" 1949 CohoI't 
Males 88.1 7.1 2.4 2.4 100.0 42 2 

With Contacts 92.3 2.6 2.6 2.6 100.1 39 2 

Females 80.0 20.0 100.0 35 4 
With Contacts 84.0 16.0 100.0 24 2 

• * Includes outside Racine and not ascertained. 
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llnu intor:;titlrll al'ea~ and a larger proportion in tho areal:; located at Racine's C 

periphery. Aside from this difference, the two groups of non-Negroes have 

di{;tributiolls fairlY similar to the 1970 Census distribution. 

'I'll(' H)7{) census Negro distribution and the distributions of 1942 and 1949 9 

Newroer. w1th continuous rc~idcnce are quit(~ dissimilar. This can be readily 

explained, however, by the fact that even more outward movement has taken 

place among Negroes than among Anglos if we think in terms of movement from 

the inner city (Natural Area A) into the interstitial Area B. At the time 

\'lhen OHr cohorts werC' growing up (1948 to 1959 and 1955 to 1966) J Negroes 

o 

woro morc concentrated in Natural Area A. Again, considering our small num- @ 

her of Negroes their deviation from the distribution of Negroes in the commu

nity could be a consequence of chance variation from cohort to cohort. 

The distribution of Anglo males, as were the non-Negroes, \lias more skel'led ·0 

toward Natural Area A among those in the 1942 cohort and less skewed toward 

Natural Area A among those in the 1949 cohort. The distribution of male 

Anglos who had a police contact at any time after the age of 6 is very similar <D 

to the distribution of the entire group. 

Anglo females who have always lived in Racine, proportionately more than 

males, grew up in Natural Area A if they \'lere born in 1942 and proportionately @ 

less so if they \'lere born in 1949. In addition, there are proportionately 

more males than females in Natural Area B among those from both cohorts and 

proportionately more females than males in Natural Area C among those from • 

the 1949 cohort. There are other small differences between the Anglo female 

and male distributions, but none are of consequence. There is more skewness 

toward the inner city and its interstitial areas among the 1942 Anglo femal~s • 

who had contacts than among the entire group of 1942 Anglo females. The 

• 
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distributions are, however t very similar ht.~t\< .. c('n the 19·Hl Anglo t\'lltal<.'~ \\'}:o 

had contacts and their entire group. Thus, it can bt' gtated that the di"tri~ 

bution of Anglos with contacts is similar to the distribution of tlw Anglos 

as a group and that the distributions of the Anglos is probahly reprt'Sl'utat iv(' 

of contiguous cohorts. 

While Mexican-American males and females arc conc('ntrat(>u in Natural 

Areas A and B, we are unable to say how this relates to the concc'ntrat i on of 

Mexican-Americans in the city on a basis of Census data. However) our l()n~!i-

tudinal study of the economic absorption and cultural integration of Mt'xican-

Americans and Negroes in Racine did show that in 1971,45.4".; of the i'-Iexican

American families 1i ved in Natural Area A and 39 .4~Q 1i ved in Natural Area B. 1 

This is not markedly different from the distributions of those whh continuous 

residence. It can be stated that the distributions of male and female Mcxican-

Americans with police contacts are quite similar to the distributions of the 

entire group each year. The sample sizes are too small to permit valid jucige-

ments of differences between Mexican-American females and males. 

Like the Mexican-Americans, the Negro males and females from the 1942 and 

1949 cohorts are concentrated in Natural Areas A and B. Those with contacts 

are distributed similarly to their entire groups. The sample sizes of 1942 

males and females are too small to allow a discussion of differences. The 

1949 group, with somewhat larger numbers, shows similar predominant concen-

trations of males and females in Natural Area A. However, the remaining fe-

males are located in Natural Area B while the males are distributed over a 

larger range in Natural Areas B, C, and D. 

1 Lyle W. and Magdaline W. Shannon, Minority Migrants in the Urban Commu-
nity: Mexican-American and Negro Adjustment to Industrial Society, Beverly 
Hills, page Publication, 1973 . 

• 
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Summarizing the data in Table 5, it can be said that those from the 1942 41 

cohort are concentrated mor0 in the inner city and interstitial areas than 

are those from the 1949 cohort and both are more concentrated in the inner 

city than the 1970 population of Racine, which is what we would expect COll-

sidering the outward growth of Racine from 1960 to 1970. HO'<lever) the dis-

tributions of non-Negroes and Negroes are not sufficiently different from 

their 1970 Census distributions in Racine to suggest that these groups are 

unrepresentative of other cohorts born in contiguous years. Furthermore, 

in both groups the spatial distributions of males and females who have had 

police contacts (where there are sufficient numbers to make a firm judgF"'nt) 

are not markedly different from the distributions of their respective groups. 

While th9 1942 and 1949 male:; and females have somewhat different spatial 

distributions, these differences are nat sufficiently large to have a notice- • 

able effect an their overall police contact rates. That is, the large dif-

ferences in male/female police contact rates whic'.l l<le shall observe in suc-

ceeding tables cannot be attributed to differences in the spatial distribution • 

of males and females. Similar discussions for different age periods of con-

tinuous Racine residence (6 through 17, 18 through 20, and 21 to present) are 

provided in Appendix E. 

Race/Ethnic and Ecological Variation in the Proportion 
of Juveniles and Adults with Police Contacts 

If where one lives influences onels propensity to have contacts with the 

police we should be able to begin co see this even better as we look at the 

data in Table 6 which contains the percentage of each race/ethnic group with 

continuous residence residing in each natural area (to the extent that there 

were sufficient persons in the area) who have had any contact at each age 

period in their career or who have ever had a contact with the police. 

• 

• 

• 

• 
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TABLE 6. PERCENT WITH POLICE CONTACTS AMONG COHORT MEMBERS WITH CONTINUOUS RACINE RESIDENCE BY RACE/ETHNICITY AND 
NATURAL AREA OF JUVENILE RESIDENCE 

Natural Areas, Lower (Inner-City) 
to Higher Quality Housing* Combina.tions** 

A B C D E A,B,C,D,E Total 
A MA N A MA N A A A A MA N A MA N 

1942 Cohort~ Males 
Contacts 6-17 62 a 69 64 0 0 64 49 48 43 0 100 56 0 73 
Contacts 18-20 43 50 85 53 0 0 47 43 35 34 0 100 44 33 87 
Contacts 21+ 73 100 92 67 100 0 76 67 65 67 0 100 70 100 93 
Contacts Ever 81 100 100 84 100 0 89 90 78 77 a 100 84 100 100 

N 37 2 13 81 1 0 78 49 23 70 0 2 338 3 15 

1942 Cohort~ Females 
Contacts 6-17 26 a 0 15 a 50 13 23 27 20 0 0 19 a 25 N 

Contacts 18-20 26 0 a 15 0 100 11 13 9 11 a a 14 0 50 Vl 

Contacts 21+ 39 a 100 25 33 100 29 36 36 29 0 100 31 20 100 I 

Contacts Ever 59 a 100 43 67 100 43 52 55 44 0 100 48 40 100 

N 39 1 1 53 3 2 56 31 22 66 1 1 267 5 4 

1949 Cohort~ MaZes 
Contacts 6-17 64 88 87 63 80 33 70 60 84 48 100 100 64 87 83 
Contacts 18-20 63 63 81 49 80 33 51 46 33 49 100 50 48 73 76 
Contacts 21+ 61 75 84 53 80 33 50 49 29 46 100 50 48 80 79 
Contacts Ever 88 100 97 82 100 33 85 78 74 77 100 100 81 100 93 

N 59 8 37 150 5 3 145 139 77 107 2 2 677 15 42 

1949 Cohort~ Females 
Contacts 6-17 36 33 61 22 33 43 33 24 24 18 0 50 27 33 56 
Contacts 18-20 33 67 50 28 33 29 21 23 28 22 0 25 25 44 44 
Contacts 21+ 17 33 54 24 33 29 19 22 22 21 a 25 22 33 46 
Contacts Evel.' 56 100 75 52 67 57 54 49 45 48 0 50 53 78 69 

N 36 3 28 93 6 7 129 109 58 83 0 4 488 9 39 

* Columns for minority groups have been eliminated when there were 4 or fewer persons in the natural area. 

** Outside Racine and not ascertained included. 
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rg!l':~."~S.~lL~tg Th(Jr:.~-.i!.0m the 1942 Cohort. Unfortunately, the relatively • 

small numbers of Mexican-Americans and Negroes in each natural area from the 

1942 cohort pr(Ncnt meaningful race/ethnic natural area comparisons other 

than for Area A. {Juring th~ juvenile period, commencing with the males. a 

higher proportion of Negro(~s had police contacts than did Anglos but none of 

the Mexican-Americans had contacts. Essentially the same proportion of 

Anglos in Areas A and B (the inner city and its interstitial area), and area 

C had police contacts. In the suburbs~ Areas D and E, a smaller proportion 

of the Anglos had police contacts. A similar pattern appears for ages 18 

through 20, but here some Mexican-Americans had police contucts. When those 

who had contacts at the age of 21 and older are considered, Anglos again 

have the smallest proportion who had police contacts, but there is relatively 

less decline in the proportion who had contacts as one moves outward to the 

suburbs. One can also see that the proportion of Anglos who had contacts at 

any stage of their career (contacts ever) was less than the proportion of 

Mexican-Americans and Negroes who did so. 

Since 84% of the Anglo males had police contacts at one time or another, 

it is quite unreasonable to describe the male delinquency and crime in this 

cohort as a minority group problem or as a community problem centered in 

minority groups. Considering the fact that such a larger proportion of the 

cohort was located outside the inner city and that over three-fourths of 

the Anglos from the highest socioeconomic status area had at least one police • 

contact, it cannot even be said that delinquency and crime in the cohort was 

a particular problem of those who resided in the inner city. 

Markedly smaller proportions of the females (except for those in the 

inner city) had police contacts and, although Negroes had the highest 
• 

• 
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proportion who had ever had police c()ntac:t~. the p,lttern did not have ,l!" mm~h 

• consistency as did that for males. 

Contacts Among Those from the 1949 Cohort. Whi10) as a wholo, thp mal~' 

Mexican-Americans had the highest proportion with contacts, this was not tht' 

• case in Area A where Negroes had the highest proportion with contacts in t'V{'l'Y 

case except the age period 6 through 17. But again, the fact that g(l~, of tlw 

Anglos had had a contact at one time or another means that the problem wns as 

much an Anglo problem as a minority group problem, particularly since 7'1~, of 

the Anglos in even the highest socioeconomic status area had had a contact at 

one time or another. As those from the 1942 cohort, the proportion of Anglos 

with contacts declined (with several exceptions) from the inner city outward. 

Females born in 1949 had higher pj~oportions with police contacts in some 

segments of their careers and in some areas of the city and not in others 

than did those from the 1942 cohort, but had considerably lower proportions 

with police contacts at each stage of their careers than did the males. In 

the inner city there was less race/ethnic difference between Anglo and 

minority group females than males. 

In summary, the data as presented in Table 6 indicate that while dispro-

portionate numbers of Negroes, and less consistently Mexican-Americans, have 

had police contacts at each stage in their careers and at all stages com-

bined, delinquency and crime should not be considered a minority group pro-

blem for two reasons. First of all, minority groups made up only a small 
, 

[ • proportion of each cohort, and second, even in Area A where they constituted 

ove).' 40% of the cohort in 1949 they did not have such a larger percentage of I 
I 
I 

their group with police contacts than did the Anglos that they could be 

• defined as being the problem in that area. 

• • i 
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A .5imilar table is presented in Appendix F in \.,rhich less stringent con-

troIs were introduced. Although all who had a full career during each period 

are included the results are not markedly different for the males. Percentage 

differences for the females were more likely to be found, and were, since 

adding cases for a group with a lower contact rate was more likely to change 

the percentage with contacts within any area or age group segment of the 'Cable. 

The Race/Ethnic Composition of Police Contacts 
by Natural Area of Residence 

If we assume that some of the basic sociological explanations of delin-

qucncy and crime have merit, i.e., that delinquency and crime are generated 

~, 'Jcial contexts most favorable to delinquency and crime, and that they 

are generated at lower rates in areas least favorable to crime, then the pro-

portion of each race/ethnic group with police contacts should be the same in 

each natural area. If these proportions are the same or very similar it be-

comes difficult to lend credence to the oversimplified race/ethnic explanations 

which, although interred many years abO, linger and are still given consider-

able weight by a sociologically unsophisticated segment of the population. 

If these proportions are not the same the problem still remains of hm<J to 

account for race/ethnic variation in juvenile delinquency and crime. \Ve shall 

address ourselves to this problem if and when we find that any race/ethnic 

group contributes to delinquency and/or crime disproportionately to their 

numbers in a given area of the community. 

Let us now turn to the data in Table 7. The race/ethnic composition of 

those males who grew up in each area or combination of areas is presented in 

the first set of rows and the race/ethnic composition of these males who grew 

up in each area or combination of areas and who have ever had a contact appears 

in the next set of rows. Data for females is presented in the next two sets 

of rows. 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 
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TABLE i'. RACE/ETHNICITY OF 1942 AND 1949 COHORT MEMBERS WITH CONTINUOUS RESIDENCE IN RACINE AND 

THEIR POLICE CONTACTS WITHIN NATURAL AREAS OF PRINCIPAL JUVENILE RESIDENCE, BY PERCENT 
= 

Area A: Areas Combinations* 
Inner-Citz:. B,C,D,E A,B,C,D,E Total 

1942 1949 1942 1949 1942 1949 1942 1949 

MALES: 

TotaZ who couZd have had contacts 6-21+ 
Anglo 71.2 56.7 99.6 97.3 97.2 96.4 94.9 91.5 
Mexican-Am(rican 3.8 7.7 0.4 1.7 0.0 1.8 0.8 2.6 
Negro 25.0 35.6 0.0 1.0 2.8 1.8 4.2 5.9 

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 99.9 100.0 

N 52 104 232 525 72 III 356 740 

Contacts EVer 6-21+ 
Anglo 66.7 54.2 99.5 97.2 96.4 95.3 94.0 90.1 

N 
-....J 

Mexican-American 4.4 8.3 0.5 2.1 0.0 2.3 1.0 3.1 
Negro 28.9 37.5 0.0 0.7 3.6 2.3 5.0 6.8 

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 99.9 100.0 100.0 

N 45 96 200 423 56 86 301 605 

FEMALES: 

TotaZ who couZd have had contacts 6-21+ 
Anglo 95.1 54.5 96.4 96.5 97.1 97.6 96.4 91.7 
Mexican-American 2.4 4.5 1.8 1.7 1.5 0.0 1.8 1.8 
Negro 2.4 40.9 1.8 1.7 1.5 2.4 1.8 6.5 

99.9 99.9 100.0 99.9 100.1 100.0 100.0 100.0 

N 41 66 168 403 68 85 277 554 

Contacts Ever 6-21+ 
Anglo 95.8 46.5 94.9 95.6 96.7 95.2 95.5 88.3 
Mexican-American 0.0 7.0 2.5 2.4 0.0 0.0 1.5 2.7 
Negro 4.2 46.5 2.5 1.9 3.3 4.8 3.0 8.9 

100.0 100.0 99.9 99.9 100.0 100.0 100.0 99.9 

N 24 43 79 206 30 42 133 291 

* Includes outside Racine and not ascertained. 
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Males from the 1942 Cohort. The proportion of males from each race/ 

ethnic group with police contacts at some stage in their careers in areas of 

high delinquency and crime is roughly the same as the proportion who live in 

areas of high delinquency and crime. Of the 1942 males in Natural Area A 

71.296 are Anglos and 66. n Qf those who have had contacts are also Anglos. 

The ~lexican-Americans make up 3.896 of those in Area A but 4.496 of those who 

had contacts in this area \'lere Mexican-Americans. Negroes in the cohort 

residing in Area A make up 25.0% of the total and 28.9% of those with contacts. 

As we have seen in Table 6, every male Negro and Mexican-American with contin-

uous residence had a police contact at one time or another in his career. 

This may be a consequence of social and economic race/ethnic differences within 

the area which impinge on the Negro and Mexican-American more than upon others, 

• 

• 

o 

G 

or it may have something to do with their way of life which makes them more 0 

visible to officialdom. Another explanation is that the police more assi

duously observe the behavior of minorities because they have been socialized 

in a society where Negroes and Mexican-Americans are believed to be more de

linquent and more criminal than Anglos. Police behavior insures fulfillment 

of the prophecy. 

Wh.::ln we turn to Natural Areas B, C, D, and E we find that most of those 

in the cohort residing there are Anglos, as are most of those with juvenile 

contacts. There are few Mexican-Americans and even fewer Negroes in these 

areas (none at all in Areas D and E). We also find relatively few ~lexican

Americans and Negroes in that segment of the cohort who moved about suffi

ciently to have lived in various combinations of areas. None of the Mexican

Americans had contact with the police but a disproportionate number of 

Negroes did. 

• 

• 



• 

• 

• 

o 

• 

• 

• 

~ 29 -

Overall, a ~lightly disproportionate number of the Negroes have had 

police contacts, the proportion of Mexican-Americans is about the same as 

their proportion of the total, and the Anglos have the fraction less that 

makes up for the Negroes' fraction more. 

Males from the 1949 Cohort. The proportion that the Negro males consti

tute of those residing in Natural Area A increased from the 25.0% in 1942 to 

35.696 in 1949 and the Mexican -Americans from 3.89" to 7.7 90. Al though by 1949 

some Negro and Mexican-American families had moved out of the inner city and 

they did constitute a larger portion of those in the cohort and those wHh 

contacts than in 1942, delinquency and crime outside Area A was still almost 

entirely Anglo behavior. 

The data, as organized in Table 7, suggest that the idea of Negroes and 

Mexican-Americans as the focal point of the delinquency and crime problem 

is not completely groundless but is distorted by a fiction about minorities. 

What we see in Area A is a consequence of life in the inner city where, by 

the very nature of the lives that people are forced to live (and this is not 

presented as an excuse for delinquency and crime), their actions become more 

visible to the police who, in turn, are required to attempt the maintenance 

of certain standards of behavior. And it is not only the high visibility of 

minority group patterns of misbehavior but also the policeman's idea of what 

he should be looking for that generates a higher minority group police 

contact rate. 

When we leave the area of minority group concentration, an area where 

delinquent and criminal behavior is expected of them, we find that the pro

portion of minority group members who have police contacts is closer to their 

proportion in the area. 

I, 
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Females from the 1942 Cohort. The picture for the females is somewhat 
~""'.'""""'"-'---'''''''''''--

different. In Area A we find that the proportion of Neg:..'o females who have 

oVer }uld a police contact (0.1 though small) is larger than their proportion 

of those in the area, but that none of Me:dcan-Americans have ever had a 

police contact. Among those outside Area A the proportion of both Negro 

anti Mexican-Ameri can females \vi th contacts is disproportionatley greater 

than their proportion of those outside the area. 

Fem~q..£.:<; fro)11 thc:......1949 Cohort. Among the females from the 1949 cohort 

there was proportionately less difference between the percentage who were 

Negro or Mcxi can-Americ{ln in the area and the percentage of those who had 

police contacts at any stage in their careers with the exception of Negroes 

who resided in various combinations of areas, and there those with police 

contacts were disproportionately greater than their numbers in the area. 

In summary> Negro and Mexican-American delinquency and crime, male and 

female, is concentrated in the inner city. Delinquency and crime outside of 

• 

• 

o 

the inner city are Anglo behaviors. ~ 

The Changing Likelihood of Continuing Delinquent and Criminal Behavior 

We have presented what may seem to be a complex set of tables showing 

how those with continuous residence from the two cohorts are alike and how 

they differ in terms of their race/ethnic composition, their distribution 

by natural areas, and their delinquency and crime rates by race/ethnicity, 

natural a-reas, and age periods. All statistics have been based on those • 
from the cohort with continuous residence. We shall now turn to a discussion 

of how some individuals proceed through the various stages of what might be 

called developing delinquent and criminal careers, how others drop out at • 
various stages, and how others have had no contact with the police or, in 

some instances, have not had contacts until later stages of their lives. 

• 
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Continuity in Male Careers. The data fl1r malc~ \\}i 1'h C(lllt inuou!; 1'l'!d " 

dence from the 1942 cohort arc presented in Dillgl'am 1 and for tho~l' from tht.' 

1949 cohort in Oiagram 2 (for fem,lIes sec Diagrams 3 and 4). COUU1lt'nt'ing with 

the total number of each race/ethniclsc:x group, their diagrams shm'l hO\\} dif·· 

fering proportions of each group follow the various paths that are pos~ihlt'. 

Startiilg with the 1942 Anglo males, of which there wero ~38, w(' find that 

56. 2~a had a contact during the ages of 6 through 17 and that :;9. 5~, of th05(\ 

who had had contacts during this initial period al so had contacts from tIll,' 

ages of 18 through 20. Furthermore, 89.49" of these Anglo males who had had 

contacts with the police in both earlier pC'riods went on to al so have ('on·· 

tacts with the police after the age of 21. Another way of looking at it is 

that 29.996 of the 338 Anglo males had at least one police contact in <.'<1c11 

of the three age periods we have utilized. If continuity has an increasing 

likelihood, age period by age period, then each succeeding yes should have 

a higher percentage, as it has for the Anglos. If we fo1101I} the Anglo males 

\'Iho had not had a contact by the age of 18 (43.89'6), we find 75.7rJ6 of them 

continued to have no record when they reached the age of 21 and 49.1 96 of 

this group (who had had no contacts) still had none by the data collection 

cut-off point. Those who never had a police contact make up 16. 39J of the 

Anglo males. There were only 3 Mexican-Americans with continuous residence 

and only IS Negroes, but of the latter 10 went on to have contacts at every 

age period (the same proportion as for Anglos at this stage). 

While essentialJv the same sort of progression was found for the 1949 

Anglo and Mexican-American males, the Anglo progres~ion was less by the final 

stage and the Negro progression was greater. The progression rate of Mexican

Americans was about half way in between that of Anglos and Negroes . 
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DIAGRAM 1. CAREER PROGRESSION OF MALES IN 1942 COHORT WITH CONTINUOUS RACINE 
RESIDENCE, AGE 6 TO PRESENT BY RACE/ETHNICITY 
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DIAGRAM 2. CAREER PROGRESSION OF MALES IN 1949 COHORT WITH CONTINUOUS RACINE 
RESIDENCE, AGE 6 TO PRESENT BY RACE/ETHNICITY 
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DIAGRAM 3. CAlmrm PROGRESSION OF FEMALES IN 1942 COHORT WITH CONTINUOUS RACINE 

tU:SWENCE, AGE 6 TO PRESEN BY RACE!ETHNICITY 

Total in 
Coho"f't 

A 267 
MA 4-

N 5 

--
No 

6 th"f'ouqh 17 
A 51 19.9j 

MA () 0.096 

l':I 1 20 ,O~!i 

A 216 80.9% 
MA 4 100.0% 

N 4 80.096 

21 

Yes A 12 23 . 5 90 -'N'"'----'""_---"'~"_. 

A 

18 th"f'ough 20 -1 Yes MA 

-- MA 0 0.0% 
l':I 0 0.0% -A-------::-

' 
--MA 
No N 

....;.;..-~-.;;:....:..;;;...;.... 

Yes A 15 38.5% 
MA 0 O.og" 

A 39 76.5'. ~ ~ 0 0.0% 
-- MA 0 o. ago 

No 
N 1 100.096 A 24 61.5% 

-- MA 0 0.0% 
No N 1 100.0% 

~ 
A 10 40.0% 

MA 0 0.0% 
A 25 11.6% N Q Q. Q9u 

Yes MA 0 0.0% 
N 0 0.0% A 15 60.0% 

-- MA 0 0.0% 
No N 0 0.0% 

- . 

..Yti.- A 51 26.7% 
MA 1 25.0% 

A 191 88.4% N 1 215 0% 

No MA 4 100.0% 
N 4 ] 00 0% G 140 

73.396 

-- 3 75.0% 
No N 3 75.0% 

• 

• 

® 

@ 

• 

• 

• 



• 

• 

0 

-
6) 

@ 

(;; 

• 

• 

• 

- 35 -
------------------------------~-- ... -.. ~. /: 

DIAGRAM 4. CAREER PRO(;RESSION OF FEr-.t~LES IN 1949 COHORT WITH CONTINUOUS RACINE 
RESIDENCE, AGE 6 TO PRESENT BY RACE!ETHNICITY 
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£~inui ty in Female Careers. The 1942 Anglo females present an entirely • 

different picture from that of the males (there were too few Negroes or 

Mexican-Americans to describe their continuity). Their continuity rate is 

low and the proportion who never have a contact remains high. Furthermore, 

while the continuity rate increased among those females from the 1949 cohort, 

they were still far lower than the males (19.5% of the 1942 males never had 

a contact but 49.5% of the 1949 females never had a contact) . 

While there were relatively few Mexican-American females in the group, 

they did have low continuity compared to the Negroes, who had by far the 

greatest continuity (5.1% of the Anglo females had a contact at each age 

period while 23.1 0
6 of the Negroes did so), except at the last stage where 

they were in many respects similar to the Anglos. This leads into Tables Sa 

• 

• 

and Sb where the same basic data are presented in a different manner in order • 

to make race/ethnic and sex differences in continuity ever more apparent. 

Continuity in Frequency of Contact. At this point we have turned the 

data in the tree diagrams into eight continuity-of-career types ranging from 

those who had one or more contacts at each period to those who had no contacts 

at any period. These are the equivalent of the last stage of the tree diagrams 

• 

and, as presented in Tables Sa and Sb, show the percentage of each race/ethnic I .. 
sex group that fell into each continuity category. Each group is also pre-

sented in its entirety and then as dichotomized into Natural Areas A and B vs. 

C, D, and E according to area of most frequent residence between the ages of 

6 and 17. 

Continuity in careers, as measured by having police contacts at every 

age period, has its highest incidence among Negro males (among both those 

born in 1942 and 1949) who resided in Areas A or B. While the 1949 

• 

• 

• 
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TABLE Ba. CONTINUITY OF MALE CAREERS BY COMBINATIONS OF AGE PERIODS: 1942 AND 1949 COHORT 
MEMBERS WITH CONTINUOUS RESIDENCE IN RACINE BY RACE/ETHNICITY AND AREA OF COMMUNITY IN 
lVHICH JUVENILE MOST FREQUENTLY RESIDED, BY PERCENT* 

Time Period/Continuitl 
Contact Types Total A-B C-D-E 
Juv 18-20 21+ A N M,<\ A N MA A N MA 

Yes Yes Yes 29.9 66.7 38.9 66.7 27.1 
Yes Yes No 3.6 6.7 4.0 6.7 4.5 
Yes No Yes 15.7 14.3 16.8 
Yes No No 7.1 7.1 7.7 
No Yes Yes 7.1 13.3 33.3 4.0 13.3 50.0 8.4 
No Yes No 3.6 3.2 4.5 
No No Yes 16.9 13.3 66.6 U.l 13.3 50.0 18.1 
No No No 16.3 17'.5 12.9 100.0 

100.2 100.0 99.9 f60.T 100.0 100.0 100.0 -0- 100.0 U:I 
-...] 

1942 N = 338 15 3 126 15 6 155 1 

Yes Yes Yes 24.1 61. 7 57.9 28.2 61.9 53. ~) 23.2 50.0 75.0 
Yes Yes No 12.5 4.5 15.8 13.1 4.8 20.0 12.8 
Yes No Yes 1l.S 6.8 10.5 13 .1 7.1 13.3 n.s 
Yes No No 13.0 9.1 5.3 8.9 9.5 16.9 25.0 
No Yes Yes 4.7 9.1 5.2 9.5 4.1 
No Yes No 6.6 2.3 6.6 5.2 50.0 
No No Yes 8.0 10.5 8.9 13.3 6.3 
No No No 19.5 6.8 16.0 7.1 19.9 

99.9 100.0 100.0 100.0 99.9 99.9 99.9 100.0 100.0 
1949 N = 677 44 19 213 42 IS 366 2 4 

* Only for persons who resided in Racine continuously from the age of 6 to the present. Persons 
whose principal places of residence as a juvenile were not in Areas A or B or a combination 
thereof, or C, D or E or a combination thereof were also excluded. 



TABLE 8b. CONTINUITY OF FEMALE CAREERS BY COMBINATIONS OF AGE PERIODS: 1942 AND 1949 COHORT 
MEMBERS WITH CONTINUOUS RESIDENCE IN RACINE BY RACE/ETHNICITY AND AREA OF COMMUNITY IN 
lVIUCH JUVENILE MOST FREQUENTLY RESIDED, BY PERCENT* 

===.~-::-.:=:.:::.=:=,=:":',=--=:-=:---::::=~~-:=~ . ;;=;~.=-==-:.~-==--==-~--=----:-:;~~~--==-="~ 

Time Period/Continuitl 
Contact Types Total A-B C-D-E 
Juv 18-20 21+ A N MA A N MA A N MA 

Yes Yes Yes 2.2 5.3 33.3 
Yes Yes No 2.2 2.1 2.7 
Yes No Yes 5.6 4.2 7.1 
Yes No No 9.0 20.0 8.5 20.0 8.0 
No Yes Yes 3.7 4.3 33 3.5 
No Yes No 5.6 8.5 4.4 
No No Yes 19.1 20.0 25.0 17.0 33.3 20.0 20.4 
No No No 52.4 60.0 75.0 50.0 60.0 54.0 100.0 

99.8 100.0 100.0 99.9 99.9 100.0 100.1 100.0 0 t.N 

1942 N = 267 5 4 94 3 5 113 1 
00 

Yes Yes Yes 5.1 23.1 6.1 23.7 5.6 
Yes Yes No 3.1 12.8 10.0 6.1 13.2 11.1 2.6 
Yes No Yes 4.1 10.3 20.0 3.8 10.5 11.1 5.0 100.0 
Yes No No 13.4 10.3 10.0 9.8 10.5 11.1 14.6 
No Yes Yes 3.1 7.7 10.0 2.3 7.9 11.1 2.6 
No Yes No 13.0 20.0 15.2 22.2 11.9 
No No Yes 8.7 5.1 10.0 9.1 5.3 11.1 8.6 
No No No 49.4 30.8 20.0 47.7 28.9 22.2 49.0 

99.9 100.1 100.0 100.1 100.0 99.9 99.9 0 100.0 
1949 N = 508 39 10 132 38 9 302 1 

* Only for persons who resided in Racine continuously from the age of 6 to the present. Persons 
whose principal places of residence as a juvenile were not in Areas A or B or a .combination 
thereof, or C, D or E or a combination thereof were also excluded. 

• • • • • . ' • • • • • 
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Mexican-American males follow this pattern rather closely, there were too 

few among the 1942 group for comparison. At the opposite extreme with the 

least continuity are the Anglo males (born in both 1942 and 1949) who re

sided in Areas C, 0, or E. And yet, about twice as many Anglos in Areas A 

and B had a contact at every period as failed to have a police contact at 

any period. 

By contrast, the female patte'.ns of continuity for each race/ethnic 

group not only had, at the most, less than half as large a percentage vdth 

contacts at every age period as their male counterparts, but in addition 

had equally disproportionate percentages who never had a police contact. 

Among those from the 1949 cohort there are sufficient numbers to note that 

the Anglo females have a distribution almost the inverse of that found for 

Mexican-American and Negro males while both of the latter females have a 

distribution similar to that of Anglo males. 

While the data in these tables and the tree diagrams indicate that there 

is continuity in careers, they also reveal that not all careers are contin

uous and that there are a variety of patterns for each race/ethniclsex group. 

The question remains, is it possible to predict with any degree of efficiency 

that those who have contacts at one period will have contacts during the next 

period? 

Predicting Police Contacts from Age Period to Age Period 

When the data in the tree diagrams or Table 8 are reorganized in the 

form of prediction tables we find that the continuity in careers that has 

been observed is offset by so many discontinuous patterns that knowledge of 

whether or not a person has had a police contact during one period does not 

permit much increase in predictive efficiency to the next period over that 



o 

- 40 -

which can be obtained from the modal category of the marginals. In eSSl'llCe, o 
the modal category becomes the best predict.or more often than not. 

Since the predictions in this section do not take into consideration 

reasons for police contact and a host of othct' variables which \\'()uld enh.1It1.:e o 
predictive efficiency, they should be considered only as a heuri;.;th' cit'vict.' ~ '".' I 

I 

an introduction to the prediction problem, a problem made more difficult in 

some cases by the distribution of the marginals. o 
Let us look at the 1949 Negro females with continuous residence in Racine 

as an example. They are shown below in a table with four cells. The que:;tion 

Police Contacts Age 18 through 20 

No Yes Total 

Police Contacts No 

~ 
17 

Age 6 through 17 
Yes 8 14 22 0 

Total 22 17 39 

is, can we predict \'1ho wi 11 have a police contact at the agE' of 18 through 20 

from those who had a contact at the age of 6 through 171 Twenty-two of the 

Negro females had contacts between the ages of 6 and 18 but only 17 during 

the ages of 18 through 20. Were we to predict that those \~'ho had contact 

during the earlier period would have contact during the later period we lwuld 

be correct 14 times and incorrect 8 times. Similarly, if we predicted that 

those who had no contacts during the period 6 through 17 would have no contacts 

during the ages 18 through 20 we would be correct 14 times and incorrect 3 

times. This would give us a total of 11 errors. In this case the modal cate-

gory of the marginals \vas no contacts during the age period 18 throllgh 20 for 

Negro females. Had we not utilized our knowledge of the relationship of bo-

havior at one period to behavior at another period it would have been best to 
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predict that no one would have had police contacts during the later period, 

netthg us 17 errors. The proportional reduction in crror \'las 35.39". The 

simple computation that \'las made in order to say this involved the same 

operations as those for Lambda A. 

Let us take the 22 who had contacts during the period 6 through 17 and 

see ll]hat sort of prediction can be made about their adult contact status 

from their status during the period 18 through 20 years of age. They are 

shown in the table below. 

One or More Contacts 6-17 

Police Contacts Age 21 and Older 

No Yes Total 

Police Contacts No ill 8 
Age 18 through 20 

Yes 5 9 14 

Total 9 13 22 

In this case contact status for the age period 18 through 20 enables us 

to predict contact status after 21 with 9 errors but we would have made only 

9 errors :if VIe had used the modal category of the marginals and predicted 

that all would have had a contact after the age of 21. There is no reduction 

in error by using the predictor. 

Turning to those who had no police contact during the juvenile period 

let us look at the relationship of contacts during the period 18 through 20 

to age 21 and older. Of the 17 Negro females who had police contacts in the 

Police Contacts 
Age 18 through 20 

No Contacts 6-17 

Police Contacts Age 21 and Older 

No Yes Total 

NO~ 
Yes~ 3 

14 

Total 12 5 17 

~ : 
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The proportional reduction in error is only 16.6%, indicating that for this 

group practically no improvement over the marginals for the period 21 or 

older comes from using contact status during the period 18 through 20. 

The Anglos present a different, but yet in some respects similar, pro-

blem. Let us first look at the females. Relatively few of the 1949 Anglo 

Police Contacts 
Age 18 through 20 

Police Contacts Age 21 and Older 

No Yes Total 

No 295 82 377 

Yes 89 42 131 

Total 384 124 508 

females had police contacts at any age period. The distribution of the mar-

ginals is such that 124 errors would have been made if we had predicted that 

none of the Anglo females would have a police contact after the age 0~ 21, 

while use of the period 18 through 20 as a predictor of behavior during the 

second period would yield 171 errors. 

When the Anglo females are divided into those who had contacts before 

the age of 18 and those who did not, the following tables are generated. 

No Contacts Durj.ng Period 6 through 17 

Police Contacts 
Age 18 through 20 

Police Contacts Age 21 and Older 

No Yes Total 
----r-'-

No 251 44 295 

Yes 66 16 82 

Total 317 60 377 



Police Contact 
Age 18 through 20 

Total 

I'" q,,,-<> 

For those wi th no j uv en i! c c.ontacts '.ve cannot illl'l'l'a;.;e l''r(,'di ct i 'Ilt,! (·ff i .. 

ciency over the marginals for the simple reason that so few had pl)lk{' VOll" 

tacts at the age of 21 or older. For tho;;, \vith .i uven i1 (., C(llltaets th~' !ll'l"· 

diction of continuity between 18-20 and 21 or over yich1:; 37 errors, 1ll 1('~;~; 

than the marginals, a proportional reduction of error of 21. ;,po • 

The 1949 Anglo males are similar to the female.s but different (Hi shown 

below. Although less than half had police contacts during the period from 

Police Contacts 
Age 6 through 17 

Police Contacts Age 18 through_20 

No Yes Total 

No 186 77 263 

Yes 166 248 414 

Total 352 325 677 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

6 through 17 and less than talf had contacts at the age of 18 through 20, fewer 0 

errors would be made by utilizing the juveni ",e period as a predictor (243 

errors) than by simply basing one's prediction on the modal category of the 

marginal s (325 errors). The proportional reduction in error is 25.290 • Similar 

results are obtained for the period 18 through 20 as a predictor of behavior 

at the age of 21 or older (19.9%). 

With controls for whether or not they had a contact during the period 6 

through 17 there was little improvement in predicting 21 or older contacts 

',' , 
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from (;()ntuet~i during the period 18-20; 5.890 for those who had contacts and 

for those who had no contacts the modal category remains the best predictor 

as shown below. 

No Contacts During Period 6 through 17 

Police Contacts 
~ge TB1hrough 20 

Police Contacts Age 21 and Older 

No Yes Total 

No 132 S4 186 

Yes 45 32 77 

Total 177 86 263 

One or More Contacts During Period 6 through 17 

Police Contacts 
~e 18 through 20 

Police Contacts Age 21 and Older 

No Yes Total 

No 88 78 166 

Yes 85 163 248 

Total 173 241 414 

If we turn to those who resided in only Areas A and B we find that it 

is possible to increase predictive efficiency beyond that obtained for Anglo 

males from the entire city, that is, error was reduced by 28%. Prediction 

is improved for those who had one or more contacts during the juvenile 

period. This indicates, as we have previously suggested, that controls for 

residence may be very helpful in determining to whom the greatest attention 

should be paid. 

This is, of course, only the beginning. We are undertaking analytic 

procedures which will enable us to utilize reasons for the police contact, 

place of contact, age at police contact, police and court dispositions, time 

between ~ontacts, composition of the group with whom the officer had contact 
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if the person \\'ith a contact ,.;as not alom', and so OB. in an t.'ffl1rt t,.I J;ja.d~ o 
mize the efficiency of our predictions. Further, ''0'(' are OIl tIn.' Vt:l'ge IJf 

integrating the intervie\t/ data into our preuictitm 1Il1.1lie1. 

In order to parsimoniously indicat(~ the degree to \vhkh th(' !11l1nh,'l' \If 

contacts in one time period enables us to predict th(,~ numhm' of pol in' ""lI·' ;,' 

tacts in a following period the Tau coefficients of correlation ht.,tt-;(,(,ll t ifill' 

periods and combinations of time periods are presented in Table !l, hy rae,'1 

ethnicitylsex and cohort for those with continuous residence in Racine. AI,,· 

though we indicated that each of the possible combinations of age PC'l loti:; 0 

would only infrequently be utilized, this is one point at \V'hich we do so ill 

order to maximize our knowledge of the st:Length of linkages. Since only 

those who continuously resided in Racine are included in the correlations 

presented in Table 9) the problem of small numbers for minority groups 

precluded the presentation of several blocks of correlations. 

While Tau fluctuates from time period to time period for Anglo males o 
between those from the 1942 and the 1949 cohort, there does seem to be more 

relationship between the frequency of contacts from period to period among 

those from the 1942 cohort for Areas A and B and from the 1949 cohort for o 

Areas C, D, and E. Among the female Anglos there is considerably less cor-

relation between frequency of contact in one period or combination of periods 

and another. All of the male Taus are statistically significant at the .05 

level, as are most of the Taus fOT females. Among the Mexican-Americans, 

male ana female, there is considerable fluctuation in relationships from 

period to period, an instability to be expected considering that there are 

only 19 males and 10 females. The Negro males present yet another picture, 
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TABLE 9. TAU COEFFICIENTS OF CORRELATION RELATING NUMBER OF POLICE CONTACTS BY AGE PERIODS N~ONG 
COHORT MEHBERS WITH CONTINUOUS RESIDENCE IN RACINE BY RACE/ETHNICITY AND NATURAL AREA OF 
JUVENILE RESIDENCE 

"=:"::',=,,""==--=-"::-;:,. ='::'-==-.=:!-==::=-~=-:'. 

Anglo Mexican-American Negro 
Male Female Hale Female Male Female 

1942 1949 1942 1949 1942 1949 1942 1949 1942 1949 1942 1949 

Entire City 
6-17x18-20 .273 .271 .056 .052 .299 -.296 .156 .470 .433 
6-20x21+ .308 .281 .082 .122 .179 .150 .410 .417 .355 
6-17x21+ .257 .240 .058 .104 -.018 .333 .311 .342 .228 
6-17x18+ .306 .322 .080 .093 .163 .150 .300 .471 .346 
18-20x21+ .276 .207 .056 .085 .231 -.296 .373 .413 .379 

Inner City A-B 
6-17x18-20 .367 .297 .108 .128 .380 -.198 .156 .468 .421 .p. 

'-l 
6-20x21+ .465 .322 .210 .125 .170 -.198 .410 .397 .349 
6-17x21+ .415 .268 .102 .142 -.100 .000 .311 .318 .220 
6-17x18+ .476 .345 .116 .172 .148 -.198 .300 .458 .336 
18-20x21+ .350 .256 .117 .070 .238 -.198 .373 .397 .380 

Outer City C-D-E 
6-17x18-20 .192 .280 .031 .051 
6-20x21+ .197 .283 .075 .138 
6-17x21+ .157 .242 .042 .121 
6-17x18+ .194 .339 .082 .102 
18-20x21+ .207 .203 .022 .213 
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with all hut one of the Taus for 1949 being higher than those for 1942. 

Negro female Taus for 1949 were quite similar to those for the males in 

contra~t to Anglo male/female differences. All of the 1949 Taus were 

• 

stntj sticnlly significant. @ 

1'his table demonstrates, it seems, the existence of continuity in 

careers better than the other data that have been presented. The relation-

ship of frequency of contacts during the juvenile period to the 18 through 

20 period is most consistent among Anglo males. Adding to that the next 

highest set of Taus for the combined juvenile through 20 years of age period, 

we find considerable support for the idea of continuity in frequency of 

contacts among both Anglos and Negroes. 

It must be remembered that the data at this point include all police 

contacts including those for traffic offenses. The s'Jriousness of reasons 

for police contact has not yet been introduced in an effort to maximize 

predictive efficiency. 

DETERt-tfINING SERIOUSNESS OF CAREERS 

The Interrelationship of Contact Categories 

While He have found segments of total careers to be correlated, we have 

yet to examine the relationship of reasons for police contact and the serious-

ness of these acts to each other. Each of the 26 police contact categories 

(reasons for police contact) are arranged in 6 levels of seriousness in terms 

of whether or not the contact was classified as a felony against the person, 

a felony against property, a major misdemeanor, a minor misd.emeanor, a juvenile 

condition, or a contact for suspicion, investigation, or information. While 

this may seem to be a more or less arbitrary arrangement it is consistent with 

police reporting and the files of the Records Division of the Racine Police 

o 

-o 

• 

• 

• 
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Department as to ,~hether or not the act should he considerE.'d a f(>lony (11' a 

misdemeanor. 

TYPE AND SERIOUSNESS OF POLICH CONTACTS 

Felony Against the Person: the following categories if charged with a felony 

Homicide Robbery 
Assault 
Sex offenses 
Narcotics and drugs 

Traffic-moving vehicles 
Escapee 
Suicide 

Felony Against Property: 

Burglary 
Theft 

the following categories if chnrged with a felony 

Forgery 
Fraud 

Auto theft Violent property destruction 

Major Misdemeanor: the following categories if charged with a misdemeanor 

Escapee 
Theft 
Narcotics and drugs 
Weapons 
Assault 

Fraud 
Violent property destruction 
Burglary 
Forgery 

Minor Misdemeanor: the following categories if charged with a misdemeanor 

Obscene behavior 
Disorderly conduct 
Vagrancy 
Liquor 
Sex 

Traffic-moving vehicles 
Other traffic 
Gambling 
Family-parent status 
Incorrigible 

Juvenile Condition: the following categories for juveniles 

Vagrancy 
Disorderly conduct 

Incorrigible 
Truancy 

Contact for Suspicion, Investigation, or Information 

With contacts thus arranged into 38 different categories based on type 

and seriousness, and each person I s contacts arrayed with them, the data were 

subj ected to the SPSS factor analysis routine. In this mannel" we are be 

able to determine if there are groups of people who tend to share the sr:tme 

delinquent and/or criminal behavior patterns . 
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One notes th<lt the factors generated for persons from the 1942 cohort 

wi th continuous Racine residence differ from those from the 1949 cohort and 

that the factors generated for males differ from those for females (see 

Table 10). 

Given that there are differences in the persons whose type-seriousness 

of contacts load on each other and who may be conceptualized as constituting 

a group (factor), do we find any evidence that might lead to the conclusion 

that thoro arc type-seriousness groups' (factors) that could be considered 

as career oriented? Likewise, are there other constellations of persons 

whose contacts load on each other and whose composition suggests that they 

are play oriented behaviors rather than career oriented? 

l~lile some factors consist of type-seriousness categories that one would 

• 

• 

• 

• 

expect to hang together (and most of them are rather serious, i.e., felonies), (I 

they also contain reasons for contact that are not often considered as serious~ 

moving vehicle violations for example, as a part of Factor 1. Granted, it 

would be possible to utilize these data in classifying people and then follow • 

persons thus classified to determine if prediction is or is not improved. 

However, the number of factors is considerable, differences between persons 

from cohorts are sizeable, and in general it seems a cumbersome way to deal 

with the problem. 

The basic organization of type-seriousness categories and seriousness of 

• 

reasons for police contact will be utilized in the next segment of this report. • 

Recoding into Seriousness Categories 

The task of recoding offense contact categories into a few basic, 

but sociologically meaningful, seriousness categories was accomplished in 

preparation for the factor analysis. The system was utilized in abbreviated 
• 

• 
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TABLE 10. FACTOR ANALYSIS OF TYPE-SERIOUSNESS OF POLICE CONTACTS AMONG COHORT MEMBERS WITH CONTINUOUS RACINE 
RESIDENCE* 

Factor 1942 Males 1942 Females 1949 Males 1949 Females 

1 Robbery (F)t gga: Disorderly Assault (M) 73 Disorderly 
Conduct (M) 43 Conduct (M) 75 

Theft eM) 60 Liquor (M) 66 Escapee (M) 88 Liquor (M) 48 
Auto Theft (F) 61 Incorrigible (M) 94 Vio1,ent Property Sex Offenses (F) 71 

DE.\struction (F) 77 
Traffic-Moving Sex Offenses (F) 80 Suicide (F) 75 

Vehicles (M) 43 
Escapee (~1) 95 Other Traffic (M) 88 
Escapee (F) 96 Contact 60 
Family-Parent 

Status (M) 64 

U1 

2 Disorderly Vagran cy (M) 80 Theft (M) 40 Forgery (M) 83 
f-' 

Conduct (M) 61 
Liquor (M) 82 Incorrigible (N) 72 Diso!'der1y Forgery (F) 83 

Conduct (M) 73 
Violent Property Sex (M) 74 Vagrancy (M) 69 Weapons (M) 74 

Destruction (M) 62 
Contact 48 Liquor (M) 73 
Suicide (F) 71 Incorrigible (N) 75 

Traffic-Moving 
Vehicles (M) 51 

Contact 64 

3 Forgery (F) 86 Theft (M) 81 Narcotics and Incorrigible (M) 72 
Drugs (M) 73 

Fraud (M) 78 Auto Theft (F) 79 Narcotics and Truancy eN) 86 
Drugs (F) 74 



4 Theft (F) 53 Family-Parent Robbery (F) 69 Incorrigible (N) 51 
Status (M) 93 

Sex Offenses (F) 77 Assault (F) 72 Sex eM) 72 
Gambling eM) 73 Forgery (F) 39 Escapee eM) 82 

Weapons eM) 45 Contact 41 

5 Assault eM) 49 Assault (F) 58 Incorrigible eM) 57 Traffic-Moving 
Vehicles (M) 57 

Sex eM) 56 Traffic-Moving Homicide CF) 84 Other Traffic (M) 77 1< 
'j 

Vehicles eM) 69 
Weapons eM) 76 Gambling eM) 65 

6 Narcotics and Suicide (F) 9:t Sex Offenses (F) 60 Narcotics and 
Drugs (M) 81 Drugs (M) 80 

Narcotics and Obscene Narcotics and 
Drugs (F) 79 Behavior eM) 86 Drugs (F) 81 

7 Burglary (F) 69 Gambling (M) 91 Sex eM) 79 Theft (M) 54 I 

Vagrancy eM) 46 Viole~t Property !J1 
t'-.l 

Destruction (M) 85 I 

Truancy (N) 67 

8 Assaul t (F) 81 Truancy eN) 45 Burglary eM) 83 Vagrancy eM) 59 
Other Traffic (M) 78 Fraud eM) 74 Burglary eF) 67 Assaul t eM) 79 

9 Incorrigible (N) 53 ---------- Fraud eM) 78 Fraud (M) 81 
Incorrigible (M) 83 Suicide (F) 81 

10 Violent Property ---------- Theft (F) 50 Robbery CM) 71 
Destruction (F) 91 

Auto Theft (F) 45 Traffic-Moving 
Vehicles CF) 71 

Vagrancy eN) 89 

.. 
, 

• • • • • .' • • • • , I 
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11 Burglary (M) \)0 

12 

13 

14 

• • 

Other Traffic (M) 49 
Fraud (F) 74 
Violent Property 

Destruction (M) 70 

ramily-Parent 
Status (M) 

Truancy eN) 
Forgery (M) 

Traffic-Moving 
Vehicles (F) 

83 

57 
72 

94 

• • 

* This table presents only those variables which loaded mostly highly on a given factor. A factor loading of .40 
(40) was used as the mir .. imum value for inclusion. Factoring was accomplished by the PAl method with VARlMAX 
rotation (see SPSS Manual, pp. 468-516). 

+ F=Fe1ony; M=Misdemeanor; N=Juvenile Condition. 

a: Numbers in parentheses indicate factor loadings (decimals omitted; numbers rounded to two places). A value of 
85, for example, should be read as .85. 

• 
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form (as shown below) in order to obtain some idea of the distribution of 

seriousness wi thin race/ethnic I sex and time period groups. 

SERIOUSNESS OF POLICE CONTACTS 

6 Felony Again!;t the Person. 
5 Felony Against Property. 
4 Major Misdemeanor 
3 Minor !l-Usdemeanor 
2 Juvenile Condition 
1 Contact for Suspicion, InVestigation, or Information 

The distribution of contacts for each age period for those with contin-

uous Racine residence for each cohort is shown in Table 11. Whether the 

proportion of the male police contacts that were classified as constituting 

serious delinquency and crime declined or increased from age period to age 

period for the males is not clear. For example, the proportion of contacts 

for felonies against the person increased from age period to age period for 

both the 1942 and 1949 males. The proportion consisting of felonies against 

property ~ecreased, as did major misdemeanors. Among the females minor 

misdemeanors constituted an increasing proportion of the contacts with no 

consistent pattern of change for any other categories. While not identical, 

male and female differences among those from both cohorts added up to rela-

tively little for the entire period 6 through 21 or older. 

Seriousness of Careers by Age Period, Race/Ethnicity, and Sex 

Tables 12 and 13 are based on the con1:act data shown in Table 11. Three 

mean scores are presented, each derived by arbitrarily assigning 6 points to 

a contact involving a felony against the person, 5 to a felony against 

property, and so on. 

The first mean seriousness score (Seriousness of Contacts) presents the 

average seriousness of those contacts experienced by persons in the various 

categories and differs neither very much nor consistently from one race/ethnic 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 
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TABLE 11. DISTRIBUTION OF POLICE CONTACTS BY SERIOUSNESS CATEGORY AMONG COHORT ME~1BERS WITH CONTINUOUS 
RACINE RESIDENCE DURING SEGMENTS OF CAREERS AND TOTAL CAREERS, BY PERCENT 

=:=: 

6-17 18-20 21+ 6-21+ 
M F M F M F M F 

1942 
Felony Against Person 0.5 0.0 0.9 3.8 1.9 1.4 1.1 1.9 
Felony Against Property 5.1 1.3 3.1 0.0 1.2 0.5 2.6 0.3 
Major Misdemeanor 9.0 5.4 5.6 1.3 3.8 4.3 5.7 2.5 
Minor Misdemeanor 47.4 30.9 45.2 36.3 46.3 43.1 46.7 38.9 
Juvenile Condition 9.6 12.8 2.0 0.0 0.0 0.5 3.1 4.0 
Suspicion or Investigation 28.4 49.7 43.2 58.8 46.7 50.2 40.7 52.5 

Total 100.0 100.1 100.0 100.2 99.9 100.0 99.9 100.1 
N = 1004 149 551 80 1300 209 2349 324 

1949 U1 

Felony Against Person 0.8 2.4 1.5 1.3 2.4 3.4 1.3 2.2 
U1 

Felony Against Property 6.1 1.0 2.7 1.9 2.0 0.7 4.3 0.7 
Major Misdemeanor 11.8 11.5 6.0 1.6 5.8 4.4 8.6 5.3 
Minor Misdemeanor 41.5 27.5 41.9 40.6 51.0 49.8 43.5 40.5 
Juvenile Condition 13.6 23.1 0.2 0.3 0.1 0.7 6.3 8.0 
Suspicion or Investigation 26.3 34.6 47.6 54.3 38.8 41.1 35.9 43.3 

Total 100.1 100.1 99.9 100.0 100.1 100.1 99.9 100.0 
N = 2402 506 1378 374 1526 297 4570 872 



TABLE 12. SELECTED INDICATORS OF SERIOUSNESS OF CAREERS AivIONG 1942 COHORT MEMBERS WITH CONTINUOUS RACINE 
RESIDENCE BY AGE PERIODS AND BY RACE/ETHNICITY AND SEX* 

Mexican-
Anglo American Negro Total 

M F M 
. 

F M F M F 

Juvenile 6-17 
Mean Seriousness of Contacts 2.53 1.96 3.00 2.93 1.00 2.54 1.96 
Mean Seriousness of Persons with Contacts 8.82 2.94 3.00 8.79 1.00 8.81 3.21 
Mean Seriousness of Persons in Cohort 4.72 0.57 0.43 6.83 0.13 4.75 0.57 

Intermediate 18-20 
Maan Seriousness of Contacts 2.23 1.90 1.88 2.50 2.60 1.80 2.26 1.95 
Melln Seriousness of Persons with Contacts 4.91 1.84 7.50 10.00 7.09 1.80 5.13 2.05 
Mean Seriousness of Persons in Cohort 2.03 0.26 3.00 1.82 6.24 0.69 2.23 0.30 

(Jl 

0\ 

Adult 21 or + 
~Iean Seriousness of Contacts 2.09 1.99 2.40 1.67 2.59 2.57 2.19 2.09 
Mean Seriousness of Persons with Contacts 8.67 3.91 8.00 2.50 32.28 13.57 10.34 4.59 
Mean Seriousness of Persons in Cohort 6.03 1.17 8.00 0.71 32.47 10.56 7.35 1.44 

Career 
Mean Seriousness of Contacts 2.25 2.08 2.54 3.00 2.62 2.17 2.30 2.00 
Mean Seriousness of Persons with Contacts 16.39 5.08 11.00 3.00 48.40 6.50 17.93 4.86 
Mean Seriousness of Persons in Cohort 13.72 2.42 11.00 1.50 48.40 5.20 15.16 2.34 

* Scoring system: Felony against person 6; felony against property 5' major misdemeanor 4; minor mis demeanor 3; , 
juvenile condition 2 . , contact for suspicion or investigation 1. 

, 
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TABLE 13. SELECTED INDICATORS OF SERIOUSNESS OF CAREERS AMONG 1949 COHORT MEMBERS WITH CONTINUOUS RACINE 
RESIDENCE BY AGE PERIODS AND BY RACE/ETHNICITY AND SEX* 

Mexican-
Anglo American Negro Total 

M F M F M F M F 

Juvenile 6-·17 
Mean Seriousness of Contacts 2.57 2.26 2.61 2.73 2.83 2.35 2.60 2.28 
Mean Seriousness of Persons with Contacts 10.34 4.99 21.84 3.75 18.33 7.33 11.36 5.20 
Mean Seriousness of Persons in Cohort 6.19 1.27 19.76 1.88 15.45 3.74 7.04 1.43 

Intermediate 18-20 
Mean Seriousness of Contacts 2.12 1.95 2.44 2.08 2.49 2.25 2.21 2.01 
Mean Seriousness of Persons with Contacts 5.58 3.13 10.79 3.13 12.21 6.76 6.47 3.49 
Mean Seriousness of Persons in Cohort 2.17 0.77 6.61 1.14 9.02 2.63 3.18 0.90 

U1 
-...:J 

Adult 21 or + 
Mean Seriousness of Contacts 2.28 2.34 2.53 1.67 2.72 2.35 2.3£l 2.33 
Mean Seriousness of Persons with Contacts 6.82 4.54 13.40 2.50 21.11 7.62 8.61 4.94 
Mean Seriousness of Persons in Cohort 3.67 0.96 9.93 0.77 16.89 3.40 4.50 1.15 

':areer 
Mean Seriousness of Contacts 2.37 2.13 2.54 2.24 2.69 2.37 2.43 2.18 
Mean Seriousness of Persons with Contacts 15.57 5.61 45.26 4.75 43.17 15.78 18.37 6.52 
Mean Seriousness of Persons in Cohort 12.53 2.84 45.26 3.80 40.23 10.92 15.02 3.42 

* Scoring system: Felony against person 6; felony against property 5' major misdemeanor 4; minor misdemeanor 3; , 
juvenile condition 2 . , contact for suspicion or investigation 1. 
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group to the other, although contacts of Negroes ,~ere slightly more serious 

than those of Mexican-Americans and the latter more serious than those of 

Ang!os. Females had lower mean seriousness scores than did males. 

The second mean seriousness score refers to the mean seriousness of 

contacts for those from the cohort who had contacts. While race/ethnic 

differences increase, i.e., Negro males who have police contacts have more 

serious contacts than do Anglo males, the relative position of Mexican

American males was not consistent, sometimes above, sometimes below Negroes. 

Mean seriousness rates for females were considerably lower than those for 

males. There were very few Mexican-American and Negro females from the 1942 

cohort, but where comparison was more feasible, 1949 Negro females had the 

highest mean and Mexican-Americans the lowest. 

The third score takes into consideration the number of persons from the 

cohort and is probably the best measure since it gets at the mean seriousness 

of misbehavior for each group and not just those who misbehave, Sex differ

ences now are accentuated, as are race/ethnic differences. But while Negroes 

and Mexican-Americans have higher mean seriousness scores than do the Anglos, 

they do not consistently differ from each other in each cohort group. 

Appendix G includes two tables similar to Tables 12 and 13 but only for 

those persons with continuous residence in Racine. While there is some vari

ation from one age period to another in which race/ethnic group among either 

sex has the highest mean seriousness ~cores, ~egroes have the highest scores 

most of the time and Anglos the lowest, as in Tables 12 and 13. 

Geometric Scaling with Seriousness Categories 

While our more or less arbitrary scoring system indicated that there 

were marked differences in the seriousness of careers, the difficulty with 

• 

o 

• 

• 

• 
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such an approach is that the scores refer to aggregates or, if each person's 

• score is computed, we know only '''hat the score is and nothing about hml1 it 

was generated, In order to parsimoniously describe careers \'1'0 constructed 

a series of Geometric scales; this scale is an extension of the Gtlttman scale 

technique but has the advantage of representing every perfect Guttman tyPe 

and every error type with a distinctive score. 

To construct such a scale we simply assign (in order of seriousness) 

I point to a contact for suspicion, investigation, or information, 2 points 

to a contact for a juvenile condition, 4 points to a minor lnisdcmcanor, 8 

points to a major misdemeanor, 16 points to a felony against property, and 

32 points to a felony against a person. Those who have had a contact for 

each category \"ould have a score of 63, for example. The various Geometric 

scores and the unique combination of offense categories that produce them 

are sho~ for persons in the cohort with continuous Racine residence in 

Table 14. 

While only 15.6% of the 1942 group had scores of 8 or above indicating 

that they a police contact for at least one major misdemeanor or a more 

serious offense, 20.3% of the 1949 cohort did so. Only 7.0% of the 1942 

and 9.9% of the 1949 cohort had scores of 16 or above, i.e., had a police 

contact for at least one property felony. 

Tables 15 and 16 are condensed versions of Table 14 but have been run 

with controls for continuous residence in Racine, age period or combination 

• of age periods, and sex. IVhile sex differences in scores are most evident 

for the 6 to present period, and next for the period 6 through 20, the males 

have disproportionately more serious scores than the females at every age 

• period in both cohorts. Career patterns, as represented by Ge0metric scores, 

• 
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TABLE 14. DISTRIBUTION OF GEOMETRIC SCORES AMONG 1942 ANn Hl49 COllqrrI'S tvl/\ WS AND FEMALES WITI! 

CONTINUOUS RACINE RESIDENCE, Nil: (i TO PRI:SENT 
~-. -. • ... - » .. ~-' ~ ~ ~ - :: -;.,. - - ":' '= '"0 ~ :: ;:: :::: : . ': ;. .,," ;: ~ !:~::.~-:: -:. '.:.. -;. -::;'".".::!:~ ~. 

.~ --- . 

Gt'o Score Cohort Geo Score Cohort 
Type 1942 1949 Type H)42 1949 

-..... ~--.-(---.-".-~----- .. --..-.-~----.----.-----<.---.--..-------'._----........... -_ .... ---....--.... ----~ ... ~--.----------"'----".,---+. 
0 1 ~}n 401 No contacts 32 :; 3 FcJ.onv . , person 
1 12·1 22{) Suspicion or investigation 33 1 2 32 and 1 
2 4 11 .Tw.'t'n i 1 e comI i tion 34 0 () 32 and 2 
3 5 12 1 antI 2 35 0 0 32, :2 and 1 
4 42 110 Misdemeanor, minor 36 0 3 32 and 4 
5 133 214 4 and 1 37 3 5 32, 4 and 1 
() 3 8 <1 and :2 38 () 0 32, 4 a~d 2 
7 20 51 4, 1 and :; 39 2 6 32, 4, 2 and 1 
8 3 14 ~1isdcmcanor , major 40 0 0 

~.., 

.~~ and 8 
9 (1 14 8 and 1 41 0 0 32, 8 and 1 

10 0 () 8 and 2 42 0 0 32, 8 and :; 
11 0 3 8, 2 and 1 43 0 0 32, 8, 2 and 1 
12 () 12 8 and 4 44 0 1 32, 8 and 4 0-

13 28 (>3 8, 4 and 1 45 4 7 32, 8, 4 and 1 0 

14 1 2 8, ,1 and 2 46 0 0 32, 8, 4 and 2 
15 7 23 8, 4, 2 antI 1 47 1 7 32, 8, 4, 2 and 1 
16 0 3 Felony, property 48 0 0 32 and 16 
17 0 1 16 and 1 49 () () 32, 16 and 1 
18 0 0 16 anc 2 50 0 0 ~? 

.,~ , 16 and 2 
Hl () 0 16, 2 and 1 51 0 0 32, 16, 2 and 1 
20 1 4 16 and 4 52 0 0 32, 16 and 4 
21 9 l() 16, 4 and 1 53 0 0 32, 16, 4 and 1 
22 0 2 16, 11 and 2 54 0 0 32, 16, 4 and 2 
23 3 5 16, 4, 2 anc.l 1 55 0 1 32, 16, 4, 2 and 1 
24 () 0 16 and 8 56 0 0 32, 16 and 8 
25 0 0 16, 8 and 1 57 0 0 32, 16, 8 and 1 
26 0 0 16, 8 and 2 58 0 0 32, 16, 8 and 2 
27 0 1 16, 8, 2 and 1 59 0 0 

~.) 

:., "" , 16, 8, 2 and 1 
28 0 0 16, 8 and 4 60 0 0 32, 16, 8 and 4 
29 6 20 16, 8, 4 and 1 61 7 4 32, 16, 8, 4 and 1 
30 0 0 16, 8, 4 and 2 62 0 0 32, 16, 8, 4 and 2 
31 11 23 16, 8, 4, 2 and 1 63 3 19 32, 16, 8, 4, 2 and 1 

• • • • • • • • • • 
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TABLE 15. DISTRIBUTION OF GEOMETRIC SCORES AMONG 1942 COHORT WITH CONTINUOUS RACINE RESIDENCE DURING 
SPECIFIC AGE PERIOD, BY SEX 
H ~: ._=-= 

Geo Score 6-17 18-20 21+ 6-20 6-21+ 
Type M F M F M F M F M F 

0 No contacts 155 224 195 238 105 190 116 198 55 144 
1 Suspicion or investigation 31 23 51 23 94 47 34 37 61 63 
2 Juvenile condition 3 4 0 0 0 0 3 4 1 3 
3 1 and 2 3 1 1 0 0 0 3 1 3 2 
4 Misdeme,;mor, minor 54 14 37 8 29 16 45 16 20 22 

5-6 4 a:.1d 1 or 2 34 4 45 5 96 18 62 12 107 29 
7 4, 2 and 1 13 3 1 0 0 0 16 2 18 2 
8 Misdemeanor, major 3 1 2 0 0 2 2 1 1 2 

9-11 8 and 1 or 2 or both 3 1 4 0 4 0 4 1 5 1 
12-14 8, 4 and 1 or 2 22 0 9 0 11 1 30 0 33 2 

15 8, 4, 2 and 1 5 1 1 0 0 0 5 1 6 1 
16 Felony, property 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

~ 

17-19 16 and 1 or 2 or both 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 I-' 

20-23 16 and 4 or 1 or 2 or both 11 0 5 0 3 0 10 0 13 o I 

24-27 16 and 8 or 1 or 2 or both 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 
28-30 16, 8 and 4 or 1 or 2 6 1 2 0 3 0 6 1 5 1 

31 16, 8, 4, 2 and 1 8 0 0 0 0 0 12 0 11 0 
32 Felon}, person 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 2 0 2 

33-35 32 and 'I or 2 or both 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 .1. 

36-39 37 and 4 or 1 or 2 or both 3 0 1 1 2 2 3 1 2 3 
40-43 32 and 8 or 1 or 2 or both 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
44-47 32, 8 and 4 or 1 or 2 or both 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 5 0 
48-51 32 and 16 or 1 OT 2 or both 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
52-55 32, 16 and 4 or 1 or 2 or both 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
56-59 32, 16 and 8 or 1 or 2 or both 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
60-62 32, 16, 8 and 4 or 1 or 2 1 0 0 0 4 0 2 0 7 0 

63 32, 16, 8, 4, 2 and 1 G 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 3 0 
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';Um~('st that the period H~-20 wt!~; marc like the 6-17 age period in the 1942 

cohort hut more IUc: tlw 2J or + age period in the 1949 cohort. It must be 

remUlnber~·d that 11. yl.:ar~; are rcpre~;cntcd in the period 6-17 but only three 

in tlw ]?~-20 period, and of course, abo·tt 11 years in the 21 or + period 

for the 1942 cohort and four years for the 1949 cohort. Thus, we expect 

these pcr:lods (carly and late) to have more similar scores in the 1942 cohort 

(if years i.s a powerful determinant of the size and composition of careers) 

and the periods 18-20 and :21+ "to be more similar in the 1949 cohort. 

One other matter of some importance was settled by inspectilJn of the 

data in Tables 15 and 16, that of whether or not contact records should be 

subjected to Guttman scaling routines utilizing the six categories of type-

seriousness that were\ the basis of other scale scores, including the Geometric 

scores. In the 1942 cohort from 30"0 to 5696 of the males with continuous re5-

idence fell into non-scale types. In the 1949 cohort from 29% to 52% of the 

males did so. 11hile some of these non-scale types were close to perfect 

scale types and would have 1.dded few errors of reproducibility, a large pro-

portion of those who were non-error types in each age period consisted of 

the zero type, i.e., no police contacts. While less than ha"f as many of the 

females fell into non-scale types among those from both COhOl'ts, this resulted 

because even more were in the zero category. Furthermore, since over 40% of 

the contacts were for minor misdemeanors and another 35% to 40% or more were 

for suspicion, investigation, or information but only around 10% were for a 

juvenile condition during the period 6-17, artificially ordering the items 

for a Guttman scale as we did for a Geometric scale would certainly preclude 

any chance of the contact categories scaling. If the seriousness categories 

were ordered according to their frequency of occurrence, then the scale types 

would not make much sense in terms of our notion of unidimensionaH ty. 

I 

I, , 
" , 



This does not mean that the p05!'\ihil ity of a Guttman !'I:al~~ ::Jwuhl bt' 

completely ignored. It may \'1t'l1 b(' that :Wllll' sort l)f ~'.ollal's in)! 1)1' n'a~;I,Jth 

for contact or collapsing of thl' typl.~-gerioll5nl'gs eategor1(,s \vould nwke a 

more meaningful test of the hY1)othL'si~ of uniJJnwmd01wl ity p\l~~~i1d~'t but 

the matter has been pursued no further at this t imt'. 

Seriousness Scores and Cieometric SeOl'es a\~ 
Predictors of Cont~!E~2..0Til{t~'~olir···'-'

and Criminal Behavior 

Table 17 shows the relationship of seriousness :;~:ores i Jl OIle a,~l' JH.'l'ind 

to seriousness scores in a following age period. While Tau, as a llR',tSlU'{' of 

association between scores from period to period, is gem-rally It iglw;;t f(,l' 

inner city Anglos and for Negroes in both cohort~" seriousness scores offl'J' 

little improvement in predictive efficiency over predictions based on the 

number of police contacts in each period (Table 9). On the other h:md (and 

this may ultimately justify some of the controls that we have continued to 

use), there were improvements in selected cases, One such improvement wa~ 

for the period 6-17 as a predictor of seriousness of careers during the 

18-20 age period for Negro males. Another improvement was for Mexican-

American males for the period 18-20 as a predictor of seriousness of careers 

during the adult period 21 years of age to the present. al so periods vd th 

relatively high correlations for Negro males. 

The Geometric scores, however much they tell us about the nature of 

careers, produced no improvement in predictabil i ty fl'om one age peri od to an-

other. Perhaps we should not have expected them to do so since the number 

of police contacts are only productive of a higher Geometric score if they 

involve a larger numbe~ of the seriou~ness categories. In addition, there 

is a problem in that juvenile conditions help build Geometric scores between 
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TABLE 17. TAU COEFFICIENTS OF CORRELATION RELATING SERIOUSNESS SCORES BY AGE PERIODS ~~NG COHORT 
MEMBERS WITH CONTINUOUS RESIDENCE IN RACINE BY RACE ETHNICITY AND NATURAL AREA OF 
JUVENILE RESIDENCE 

Anglo Mexican-American Negro 
Male Female Male Female Male Female 

1942 1949 1942 1949 1942 1949 1942 1949 1942 1949 1942 1949 

Entire City 
6-17x18-20 .255 .266 .051 .054 .268 -.293 .250 .499 .339 
6-20x2l+ .333 .274 .079 .114 .284 .213 .401 .369 .313 
6-17x21+ .286 .234 .052 .100 .097 .345 .280 .353 .192 
18-20x21+ .277 ,203 .052 .082 .378 - .187 .435 .399 .317 

Inner City A-B 
6-17x18-20 .336 .268 .098 .116 .313 -.259 .250 .497 .335 
6-20x21+ .474 .322 .202 .114 .293 -.037 .401 .347 .30S 0\ 

til 
6-17x21+ .440 .262 .095 .128 .068 .050 .280 .319 .183 
18-20x21+ .349 .247 .099 .071 .354 - .111 .435 .382 .315 

Outer City C-D-E 
6-17x18-20 .167 .288 .028 .056 
6-20x21+ .227 ,~78 .067 .132 
6-17x21+ .187 .244 .034 .118 
18-20x21+ .198 .199 .017 .088 
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the age of 6-17 but cannot be a part of the score at later age periods. This • 

tends to reduce the correlations. All of this suggests that we must turn to 

the data again in order to see if some Geometric scores are predictive, not 

of other Geometric scores at a later period but of continuing contacts. 

Should there be some evidence of this we shall see if Geometric scores are 

predictive of number of contacts and simple seriousness of future contacts. 

Differential Patterns of Referral 

It has been our position for many years that referral, probation, and 

juvenile court statistics give the impression that juvenile delinquency is 

• 

• 

increasing and that it is a more serious problem than it is. While the pro- • 

portion of juveniles of a given age who engage in behavior that generates a 

contact with the police may remain relatively stable, the proportion of that 

group referred may remain stable or increase at either a continuous or dis

continuous rate. The referral rate is dependent upon persons within the 

police and juvenile justice system, whose attitudes (resulting in no increase 

or a gradually increasing concern with the problems of youth) are influenced • 

by such things as sensationalized events or expressed concerns of citizens' 

groups. At the point of referral action may be initiated which leads to 

additional steps which eventuate in highly disproportionate numbers of insti- a. 
tutioI;alized minority group members, giving rise to incorrect race/ethnic 

explanations of delinquency and crime. Indeed, these data (as of June 1976, 

32.8% of the population of juvenile institutions and 41.4% of the adult 

institutions of Wisconsin were Nonwhite), suggest a racial explanation of 

delinquency and crime in a state that has less than 10% of its population 

Nonwhite. And it may well be that race plays a part in determining these 

proportions but to w:'1at extent is it race/ethnicity and socioeconomic status 

• 

• 

• 
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TABLE 18. TAU COEFFICIENTS OF CORRELATION RELATING GEOMETRIC SCORES BY AGE PERIODS AMONG COHORT 
MEMBERS WITH CONTINUOUS RESIDENCE IN RACINE BY RACE/ETHNICITY AND NATURAL AREA OF 
JINENILE RESIDENCE 

= 

Anglo Mexican-American Negro 
Male Female Male Female Male Female 

1942 1949 1942 1949 1942 1949 1942 1949 1942 1949 1942 1949 

Entire City 
6-17x18-20 .245 .239 .051 .058 .013 -.293 .290 .434 .364 
6-20x21+ .309 .258 .077 .112 .165 .267 .301 .387 .330 
6-17x21+ .278 .221 .047 .100 .108 .345 .335 .339 .232 
18-20x21+ .273 .278 .052 .083 .326 -.187 .425 .341 .444 

Inner City A-B 
6-17x18-20 .360 .238 .097 .123 .043 -.259 .290 .432 .360 
6-20x21+ ,449 .321 .109 .112 .244 .037 .301 .365 .322 ':J\ 

6-17x21+ .437 .251 .085 .128 .183 .050 .335 .316 .223 "-l 

18-20x21+ .349 .252 .095 .073 .277 - .111 .425 .333 .330 

Outer City C-D-E 
6-17x18-20 .149 .252 .024 .061 
6-20x21+ .211 .253 .065 .135 
6-17x21+ .178 .222 .033 .124 
18-20x21+ .187 .186 .014 .091 
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and to what extent is it race/ethnic definitions of what should be done in 

response to behavior ohserved by the police? May it not be that the initial 

screening process, the decision to refer or not to refer, is the first step 

• 

• 

in a chain of events, each sending a few percent more of the minority groups () 

or low socioeconomic status juveniles on to the next stage of the process? 

It is therefore necessary that we thoroughly examine what happens at this 

level before proce'Jding to the next. 

The manner in which each police contact was disposed of at the time of 

contact or as a consequence of questioning in the Juvenile Bureau was placed 

in the following operationally defined categories: 

l. Contact, released; counselled, released 

2. Referred to County Probation Department 

3. Referred to County Welfare 

4. Referred to State Department of Public Welfare 

5. Referred to Juvenile Traffic Court 

6. Referred, other 

7. Referred to District Attorney (Adult) 

8. Other Adult Referral 

Approximately two thirds of the males and 80% of the females in both 

cohorts were counselled and released by the police while others received 

some type of referral. Of those in the 1942 cohort with contacts, 80% were 

disposed of in one way or another the same day (usually as a result of 

counselling and release but, of course, some by immediate refel'~als) and 

93% within 15 days. For those in the 1949 cohort with contacts, 73% were 

disposed of the same day and 91% within 15 days. While a few cases in each 

cohort were obviously not adjudicated immediately, that is, within a few 

• 

• 

• 
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weeks, only two in the 1942 cohort and 23 in th<.' H1.l9 cohort had disposition 

• dates beyond six months from time of poli co contact. There w('ro d i ffert'nl~('~ 

in referral rates based on reasons for pol ice contact hut tho di fferCl11.~l~S 

were not entirely consistent for males and fClmalrs or fo~ r;u:e/C'thnh' groups. 

• Table 19 suggests that other fac,tors were at work in dctl'rnllning thl' com's(' 

of action to be taken by the poB co besides the nature of the aet wh ich 

culminated in a police contact. Among the Anglo males the proportion of 

contacts referred varied on a basis of whether or not they resided within 

the inner city, moreso for the 1942 cohort than the 1949 cohort, the latter 

also having a high referral rate for in1erstitia1 areas. 

Among those Anglo males with continuous residence in Racine, referral 

rates for those whose primary place of residence during the ages 6-17 was in 

Areas A through E, contact referral rates (the percent of contacts referred) 

declined in the following sequence for the 1942 cohort, 36. 6~o, 34.8°0, 30.39;;, 

25.9%, and 25.3%. For the 1949 cohort the de~line was similar but not quite 

as regular, 32.4%, 32.4%, 27.3%, 29.4%, and 25.5%. This regularity was found 

for neither group of females. While there were fewer Negro and Mexican-

American males in the cohort, the proportion referred varied less consistently 

TABLE 19. PROPORTION OF ALL POLICE CONTACTS AND CONTACTS FOR MOVING VEHICLE 
0 VIOLATIONS REFERRED, 1942 AND 1949 COHORTS, BY PERCENT 

Males Females 
A MA N A MA N 

All Contacts 

• 1942 Cohort 32.4 33.3 40.8 16.3 27.3 14.8 
Inner City 37.7 60.0 39.7 16.1 33.3 11.5 

1949 Cohort 31.5 38.7 33.1 21.2 22.2 23.5 
Inner City 31.4 46.1 34.1 15.6 33.3 24.5 

Moving Vehicles 

• 1942 Cohort 44.7 50.0 63.8 21.2 66.7 40.0 
I: Inner City 56.5 66.7 64.3 16.2 50.0 25.0 

1949 Cohort 47.6 58.3 68.1 29.3 33.3 46.9 
Inner City 46.3 77 .4 r:.7.7 26.1 50.0 44.4 

r. 
, 

• 
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on a bas is of I'lhethcr on not they 1i ved in the inner city and the barrio or 

other areas. Tho picture was less clear for females. We must also note 

that no matter where they resided, a larger proportion of Negro and Mexican

Amcriean males were referred than Anglo males. For the females, the pattern 

again is not clear. 

Since contacts with the police for moving vehicle violations constituted 

such a large part of the total, we next looked at the proportion who were 

referred for this reason. Anglo males had the 10lV'cst proportion referred in 

each cohort and from the inner city while Negroes and Mexican-Americans again 

had a larger proportion of their contacts referred. When \V'e turn to the fe

males, however, Negroes and Mexican-Americans were referred even more dispro

portionately to the Anglos than they had been for all contacts. Since there 

were limited numbers of Negro and Mexican-American females in the cohort with 

contacts and with referrals, we hesitate to say too much about these findings 

but they do sugg~st differential race/ethnic police responses. 

The question of differential referral rates is really not answered quite 

so easily since we have not resolved the question of differential referral of 

serious offen£es or serious offenders on an objective basis. While, as we 

have indicated, the F.B.I.'s Uniform Crime Reports Part I Offenses (Murder, 

Aggrevated Assault, Armed Robbery, Burglary, Theft, Auto :heft, and Forcible 

Rape) have traditionally been considered the most serious offenses, this 

could be questioned. 

Ul tinlately we shall have an index of referral vs. release for each sex, 

race/ethnic, and residence group: 1) in terms of police decisions at the 

time of each contact with controls for seriousness and 2) in terms of the 

decisions that hll.ve been made about each person at various stages of their 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 
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c(trm:U) with control:; for th(' serihwmess of their careers (since police 

of ton hav(' or aT<: able to quickly obtain an indication of the person IS :rec-

ord to thnt date) order to more adequatelY answer the question of 

inc.;titutional raci sm in tho juvenile and criminal juztice system, 

Since the t:ohort dO-ta enable us to examine the progression of careers, 

'0 uro abl e to ascortain if referral rates (proportion of contacts referred) 

increase: for some sex, race/etlmic, and --:-esidential groups more rapidly than 

for othors. Tlh~ figureR which follow (for Anglos and Negroes) illustrate 

tho basic model (without controls for seriousness) and if the system tends 

to he racist tIl(' curves for each group will differ from those for the model, 

which in essence is the Anglo male curve. 

Figures I and 2 were developed after plotting the number of contacts 

and referralS,. the percentage of those who had contacts at each age~ the 

lJercentage of those who had contacts who were referred, the percentage of 

the contacts which resulted in referral at each age, and so on. Each of 

these produced similar but different curves but all placed tne Negroes 

above the Anglos and with curves that deviated more from the Anglo curves 

as members of the cohort gr~,w older. There were, of course, problems with 

the Negro data because the number of contacts and number of referrals at 

early ages \oTere small and thus resulted in l~rge fluctuations of any per-

centage derived. There ,-rere also complexities in presentatioI. resulting 

from differences in ranges of numbers and percentages. 

We therefore developed what might be called a convergence figure in 

which the number of persons with contacts for each year would be divided by 

the largest number of persons with contacts in a given year, thus making the 

highest point on each curve, the 1942 and the 1949 persons with contacts and 

persons with referrals curves, the same height. The same was done for Negroes. 

I ~ 
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One notes that the Anglo PC'l sons wi th contact S :ll1d pc;l':·mm' td th "Pft'iT:t1 

curves have simi lar sha~es, with Tcf:?rra15 1agg ing heh ind ,'ontact" at tht.' 

earlier ages) with contacts approuehing ,t peak at lb for tIll' 1~1..1;; r(llll l t't :mci 

17 for the 1949 cohort, with persong \~itJl C'ontaet;:; :111\1 n~f{1n':d;, for hoth 

years declining rapidly and then levelling out, but continuing to d('dill<' in 

the middle and late twentie~. Had we usod pernmt of persoils \'11 til contal't:..; 

without the convergence calculation the curve ,~ould have h('cn flatter Inl hl' 

twenties. Had \~e utilized poli\~e contacts rather than pt~t'SOIU; '''1 th pol i cp 

contacts the curve would have beE-'n essentially thl;' same shape as the ~·tl11ver·" 

gence curve. 'fhe convergence curve for contacts was also similar to that' 

for people. 

Drawing a curve for the Negroes, f.'igure 2, was more diffie-ult. The 

referral curve was more erratic year by )'0a1' than that for the Anglos and 

differed in 1942 and 1949. TIle peak for Negroes came at 18 in 1942 and at 

22 in 1949, although the 1949 group did have an earlier near peak of con

tacts and referrals at age 15. While the 1942 curve declined similarly to 

that for the Anglos, the 1949 curve declined more sharply. Since the numher 

of Negroes in the two cohorts with continuous residence in Racine was small, 

it is possible that this represents deviation from the more general Negro 

curves which are similar to that of Anglos but have the proportion of persons 

referred closer to the p~'oportion who have had contacts. Similar curves based 

on the percentage of persons in the cohort with contacts, the percentage of 

those with contacts who were referred, and so on, emphasi:ed the longer period 

of time in which Negro males were having relatively high rates of contact and 

referral, 15 through 22 or 23 years. While Anglo males did have fairly high 

contact and referral rates during this period, they were far below their peak 

period. 
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F i.gur(Hi 3 ,md 4 are hUf';cd on an accumulat ion of the persons with po lice 

cont'H:tn and with referrals year by year. In these diagrams we have drawn 

thn curves for Ncr,roefl and Anglos on the same scale. One notes that for both 

year!, the Negro and Anglo contact curves are essentIally the same shape but 

ill (·arh Cfl<;;e the Negro curves rise more rapidly and Teach thei'!' peak earlier 

than do the Anglo curves. Curves based on the accumulated proportion of 

thoBe with referrals show the opposite deviation of the Negro curve from 

that of the Anglo, the proportion of the Anglo group that will be referred 

reaching its peal< earlier and at a lower point than that for the Negro group. 

In other words, all of the Negro youth who are to b~come involved with the 

police do so at an earlier age than do the Anglos but the proportion who will 

have sufficiently serious contacts to be referred continues to rise above 

the Anglo peak and maintains its rise for several years. It must be remembered 

that this record of involvement, 100% of the Negro group in 1942 and more 

than 90% in 1949, is based on a rather small group. 

THE FIRST MULTIVARIATE ANALYSIS AND ITS THEORETICAL AND METHODOLOGICAL 
RATIONALE 

Introduction 

Becker 2 and Lofland 3 have both suggested that the study of deviance 

could be enhr:nced through the development of sequential or processual models 

(and, by extension, theories) describing the developmental contingencies 

associated with becoming a deviant. While the focus of these writers is on 

the social psychological changes occurring in the developing deviant (i.e., 

changes in self-conception) as well as concomitant changes in life-style, 

2 Howard S. Becker, Outsiders, New York, The Free Press, 

John Lofland, Deviance and Identity, Englewood Cliffs, 
1969, p. 296. 

3 

1963, pp. 22-39. 

Prentice-Hall, 
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the utility of a sequential !Uouel is by no means limited to ~Udl an approadl. 0 

Wolfgang, FigUo, and Sellin 4 have b0gun work, alheit .lmplidtYj OIl an :d~ 

ternate form of the model in which the obj octive is to concopt uuli ::e'5tl\.~l..·l·S,-

sive contacts with the police by members of a hirth cohort as a !.'iw.in of 

Markovian probabilities. In this segment of the analysis we :-;imi Iarly fl'CW; 

upon consecutive police contacts as a sequence of ('vents hut (.'labol'<lt:<.,' UpOll 

the Wolfgang, Figlio, and Sellin r~,~search. 5 

One of the interesting features of tho sequential model ennccpt is that: 

it allows the researcher to study not only the progre!'>s of individual::; toward 

greater extremes of deviance but also attrition from the dcviancc""produc1I1.l~ 

process. As Becker notes, the study of attrition may, in the long run, lC'~Hl 

to greater und~rstanding to deviance than simply attending to the sequene() of 

continuation. s In contrast to previous research, then, the focus of this 

aspect of the study ,.,rill be on the contingencies which facllitate attrition 

from the police contact sequence. That is, given a Kth contact with the 

police, two possible subsequent events may occur; either: 1) there will be 

a K + lth contact or 2) there will not be a l( + lth contact. After the Kth 

contact, two groups are thus formed: 1) the "continuers" (those with a 

K + lth contact) and 2) the "terminators" (those who do not have a K + lth 

contact). Assumptively, these two groups differ from one another in certain 

ways and it is these differences which represent the contingencies associated. 

with attrition. 

4 MaTvin Wolfgang, Robert Figlio and Thorsten Sellin, Delinquency in a 
Birth Cohort, Chicago, University of Chicago Press, 1972. 
5 Michael R. Olson, A Longitudinal Analysis of "Official Criminal Careers." 
Unpublished Ph.D. Dissertation (in progress), Iowa City, University of Iowa. 
6 Becker, op. ait.~ pp. 24-25. 

o 

o 
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Methodological Procedure 

The datn utilized in this analysis differ from the Wolfgang j . Figlio, 

and Sell:in datr! in several respects: 1) the availability of ~ cohorts make 

it possihle to cross-validate the findings by comparing the results from one 

eohart ~vi th thoso of the othor, 2) the cohorts are mixed sex rather than unisex 

(malf,~n), '/ and ~) the time period during which the police contact careers of 

(~ohort members was follm'lcd 1.S considerably longer than that covered by 

Wolfgang, Figl i 0, and Sellin (they followed cohort members for the period 

batt-men ages 1(j through 18; in this study, 1942 cohort members are followed 

from age 6 through 32 and 1949 members from age 6 through 25) . 

As with any longitudinal study, s\.;veral "mortalitylf adjustments were 

required before the data analysis was undertaken. These included eliminating 

from each cohort those individuals l·'hr. 1) had no official record of police 

contacts (46.6% of the 1942 cohort; 37.9% of the 1949 cohort) and 2) had in-

complete police contact careers due to f~eographlc mobility (approximately 

26% of each cohort). A third adjustment was also necessary. In order to 

make the two cohorts comparable, it was necessary to eliminate all those 1942 

cohort members whose contact careers be6;1. after age 25 and to shorten the 

careers of those who had contacts aftm- ege 25. This resulted in the loss of 

2.S% of the 1942 cohort members. After adjustments for this analysis, the 

effective 1942 cohort size ''las 328 cases and for the 1949 cohort it was 755 

cases. 

The variables used in this analysis are divided into three basic cate-

gories: 1) variables describing individual characteristics--age, racel 

ethnicity, sex, and social status, 2) situational variables--seriousness of 

7 See Anthony R. Ha-rris, "Sex and Theories of Deviance: Toward a FunctionaJ. 
Theory of Deviant Type-Scripts," American Sociological Review, Vol. 42, 1977: 
3-16, for a critique of the c; ·,'.lceptual neglect of the sex variable in crimino
logical theory. 



at the la:.t police contact, geverity of police di!~PDsit:ion at til!' l:l!~t ,'lilt· 

tact} accumulated seriousness of offense for ull previ(lu~ pol tel' nmt~H~t ';, 

accumulated severity of POliCl1 disposition for all previous l~ont;li:t:, td t h 

police, and time bctwc(:'n the K - Ith and Kth police <'~()Ilt:l(·tS. Thp major 

question involved here becomes: Do these variahl0 conditlon~>, !~)d;;tini.~ tit 

the Kth contact with the police, provUe a means of disl'riminatin~: het'lvt'l'll 

those who have a K + 1 th contact and those who do not't 

The technique of lineal' discl'iminant function analysist! v·ms appli ('<1 

to the first six contacts 9 members L'f each eohort had wi th th" poli ee ill 

order to determine what contingencies differentiated between continuer~; and 

tenninators at each contact. Discriminant ana~y5is, when two groups art' 

being discriminated, may be thought of as analogous to analysis of variance 

in which the objective is to maximize the between-group sum of :;quares rcla-

tive to the within-group sum of squares. The general question i~; tIll!;: How 

well does a particular linear combination of variables (a discrJmim~~!llnc7_ 

tion) discriminate between the groups under consideration? The set of 

variables forming the linear combination may be theoretically derived or,' 

as is the case here, obtained from a secondary data source and subjected to 

a stepwise selection procedure in a search for a useful set of djscl~iminators. 

8 See, for example, Peter A. Lachenbruch, Discrimant Analysis, New York, 
Hafner Press, 1975; Maurice Tatsuoka, Discriminant Analysis: The Study of 
Group Differences, Champaign, Institute for Personality and Ability Testing, 
1970; and Robert Bibb and Dennis W. Roncek, "Investigating Group Differences: 
An Explication of the Sociological Potential of Discriminant Analysis." 
Sociological Methods and Research, Vol. 4, Febuary, 1976, pp. 349-379. 

9 Only the firs+: six contacts were analyzed for the reason that after thi5 
point, the number vf cases was too small to permit further analysis. 
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Once obtained" a given linear combination of variables may be evaluated ao; 

to their effectiveness in the f~11owing three ways: 1) by means of a sta

dsti~ (V)10 which tests for a significant difference between group means 

based on a discrimimmt function scores, 2) through an evaluation of the 

total discriminatory power of a discrimination function measured by the 

statistic W2 end interpreted in a manner analogous to R2 in multiple regres

s:ton,11 and 3) in terms of the classificatory power of a discriminant ::-_'nc-

tion; that is, the capacity to correctly classify individuals as members of 

a group on the basis of their discriminant function scores. The power of 

this tl;)st is maximized by achieving a high 1eveJ of classification in a 

situation in which the probability of group membership is fifty per cent. 

To the lextent that predicted group membership, on the basis of discriminant 

function scores, is greater than fifty per cent (measured by A), 12 the 

variables forming the discriminant funGtion are "good" discriminators. 

The Discriminant Analysis 

The results of the discriminant analysis are presented in Table 20. 

This table presents the most parsimonious discriminant function (i.e., the 

one which maximizes the differences between continuers and terminators with 

the minimum information) for each contact in each cohort. Thus, Table 20 

indicates that what discriminates between those who either continue or 

terminate after the first police contact are the age and sex variables. In 

particular, being female and oider are positively related to termination. 

Age and sex are also the best discriminators for the second and third contacts 

10 See Tatsuoka, ibid .. ~ pp. 43 .. 47. 

11 Omega-squared; see ibid., pp. 48-49; see Bibb and Roncek, op. cit.~ p. 354 
for the associated test of significance. 
12 Lambda or Guttman's Coefficient of Predicabilityj see Herman J. Loether 
and Donald G. McTavish, Descriptive Statistics for Sociologists: An Introduc
tion, Boston, Allyn and Bacon, 1974, pp. 214-218. 



TABLE 20. OISCRUHNANT FUNCTION AND EVALUATIVE STATISTICS FOR POLICE CONTACTS, BY COHORT 

Contact 1 Contact 2 Contact 3 Contact 4 Contact 5 Contact 6 
SDFC* SDFC SDFC SDFC SDFC snre 

Variables 1942 1949 1942 1949 1942 1949 1942 1949 1942 1949 1942 1949 

Age .736 .812 .858 .912 .918 .962 .726 .959 .747 .848 .889 .907 
Sex .253 .423 .339 .269 .295 .168 
Complainant a .360 .351 .298 
Complainant a: .365 .067 .209 .395 
Complainant § .518 
Time Between 

Contacts .331 .196 .198 
Accumulated Police 

Disposition -.300 .106 
Race -.327 -.157 

V 62.3° 153.8° 51.2° 108,4° 26.4° 60.01
) 23.4° 66.9° 17.5° 54.8° 15.4° 28.3° 

W2 30.3° 26.6° 35.4° 33.4° 31.8° 30. 01> - 40.3'1-' 41.8° 45.2-r 54.8° 53.3'\1 35.7° 
A 41.7° 41.2° 48.3° 45.8° 54.0° 47.8 1

) 64.7° 56.6° 59.0t 66.5° 66.5t 62.7° 
% Correctly 

Classified 73.98 73.24 74.86 73.35 77 .26 74.3'9 84.66 88.86 81.64 84.35 83.59 79.22 

* SOFC refers to Standardized Discriminant Function Coefficient; it is interpreted in the same way as a beta weight (S) 
in multiple regression; signs represent direction of relationship relative to termination. 

° p.s.. .01 

-r p ~ . 05 

Not included in discriminant fUnction. 

'\I Not significant. 

a Complainant is family member, including oneself. 

0: Complainant is private citizen, unrelatc:dw contactee. 

§ Complainant is law enforcement official. 

I • • • • • • • • • 

00 
tv 
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in hoth cohorts. At thl..~ fourth contact, sex drops out as a discriminating 

vnriahlo. Now the important variables appear to be age, ,~ho the compla.inant 

was (in this case, a private citizen unrelated to the contactee), time be-

tween (!OntactH, and accumulated police disposition (negatively related to 

termination in the 1942 cohort but positively related in 1949 cohort) .13 

At the fifth contact, age, race (being Nonwhite is negatively related to 

termination), and who the complainant was (private citizen or family member 

:i.nc1uding oneself) become the most important discriminating variables. 

Finally, at the sixth contact, age and complainant (private citizen or law 

enforcement officer) are important variables in the 1942 cohort; in the 

1949 cohort, age and time between contacts appear as the important discri-

minators. This is the only point at which the same discriminant function 

failed to be "best" in both cohorts. 

Three variables appear consistently across contacts as well as cohorts. 

Age is, in all cases" the most powerful discriminator (as indexed by the 

relative size of the standardized discriminant function coefficients) be-

tween terminators and continuers, i.e., the higher the age, the more likely 

one is to terminate after the Kth contact. Sex, i.e., being female, is 

consistently related to termination over the first three contacts. For con-

tacts 4 through 6 (with exception of the sixth contact in the 1949 cohort), 

who the complainant was appears to be related to termination. When a pri-

vate citizen, e.g., a neighbor or storekeeper (4th and 5th contacts), the 

contactee himself or a family member (5th and 6th contacts), or a law enforce-

ment official (6th contact) acted as the complainant, the individual was more 

The reason for the difference in signs l~cross cohorts for the accumulated 
police disposition variable is not immediately apparent. The signs are correct 
based on a check using multiple regression approach as a cross-check. 
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likely to be in the termination group after tlHlt conta~'t. Timl? lwtHNm ~\.m·~ 

tacts appears important at the 4th (both cohorts) tlnd 6th (H149 cohort only) 

contacts but skips the 5th contact. Ac.cumulated police disposition and rat.'t~ 

appear as imp01tant only at a single contact cach, respectively. the 4th Gnd 

5th contacts. 

In all cases, the means of the termination and continuation gruups basod 

on discriminant function scores were significantly different from one ::motlwt' 

(indicated by V). The variables which form the respective discrimimmt func

tions are therefore adequate between-group di.scriminators. 1'h(.' W2 statistic, 

as an index of explained variance, was also statistically significant in all 

cases except the 6th contact-1942 cohort (due primarily to the small numhor 

of cases). The amount of explained variance ranged between 27~o and 5590, not 

altogether insignificant figures considering that only two to four variables 

were required to reach this level. Again, the discriminators appear to be 

quite adequate when this criterion is applied as a means of evaluation. 

Finally, when A is used as a measure of the classificatory power of the dis

criminating variables, the extent of j.mprovement in predictability ranges 

from 41% to 67%. It must be remembered that this is the degree of improvement 

obtained when the original pr.ediction was near equality. In absolute figures 

this means that, instead of being able to correctly predict group membership 

a.bout 50% of the time (implying incorrect classification also about 50go of 

the time), correct classification occurs for 73% to 89% of the cases using 

the discrimin~~t function suggested for each contact. As measured by classi

ficatory power, the variables in each discriminant function act as exceedingly 

potent discriminators of terminators and continuers. 
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Tnte~reting the Results 

A purt of the research findings not presented here indicates that having 

C()nt~lcts with tho police, once the first one has occurred, is a highly pre .. 

dlctablc sequence of ev(-mts. After the first contact roughly 70+96 of the 

(~a5CS have a second (or more) contact(s) with the police. Of those whQ have 

a sixth contact, approximately 85% go on to a seventh contact. 14 While strik-

ing 1 these figures must be compared against the cumulative attrition rate. 

Although a smaller percentage of persons terminate than continue after each 

contact, it is nevertheless noteworthy that after the sixth contact, 75% of 

th03e who have had one or more contacts have joined the attrition group. 

That is, eventually most people drop out of the po1ice contact sequence. 

Our objective here has been, through discriminant analysis, to determine 

\'lhat factors might be associated with discontinuation of a police contact ca-

reel'. We have seen that age, sex, and the complainant are consistently good 

discriminators, although time between contacts, accumulated police disposition, 

and race also appear but less consistently. As Garfinke115 has noted, the 

ability to discriminate between groups does not necessarily lead to explan-

ation; that is, it does not explain why these discriminators are good discrim-

inators. lrhat theoretical reason can be given for age~ sex, and complainant 

as discriminating variables? At this point, we can only suggest the explana-

tory linkages which might exist. 

Age and sex, for example, may be linked to a behavioral model,16 which 

suggests that individuals have contact with police because they behave 

l~ These figures correspond closely to those found by Wolfgang, Figlio, 
Sellin in a recent update of their own findings (personal communication). 
IS Harold Garfinkel, Studies in Ethnomethodologys Englewood Cliffs, Prentice
Hall, 1967, pp. 208-261. 

16 Clay A. Hartjen, Crime and Criminalization .. New York, Praeger Publishers, 
1974, pp. 2-8, 158. 
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criminally and therefore get caught. A bl"huvioral theory ~tH'h il!3 Hil",~hi t:. ,.1 : 

therefore. postulates that individuals who bt"huve criminnlly art." thtl~t' Nith 

the fewest bonds or ties to the institutional orden', By hIs rettsonin~; ~ bL'ing 

female and being older are seen as conditions of bOI1dednc~s to tht.' soc ial 

system and consequently result in less criminal hehavior. Conversely, h<"ing 

male and being young are conditions associated with the absC'm~l~ of honlkdnt\~;~; 

and result in behavior \llhieh gets individuals in tl'oub1c ,-,lith the police, 

Race (being Nonwhite) may also be an index of the absence of sodal tic:; 

with the community. The length of time between contacts may be us(~d as all 

index of social bonding; the more time bet\'i'een contacts} the greater the 

investment in conformity and the smaller the likelihood of getting in trouble. 

Similarly, an accumulation of severe police dispOSitions (1949 cohort only) 

as well the recognition that the complainant has seen fit to complain may 1'0-

suIt in awareness that the ties with conformity are becoming tenuous and 

hence may result in termination. The behavioral model assumes that it is 

criminal behavior which produces contacts with the law. HO\'i'eve1', from ?, 

different theoretical vantage point, there may be another way to explain the 

relationship between these contingencies and termination or continuation. 
\' 

A definitionaZ modeZ I8 implies that rather than being a consequence of 

engaging in illegal activity~ police contacts may be the result of differen-

tial selection procedures ~ 1. e., categoric discrimination, practiced by law 

enforcement officials. This model follows from the research findings in 

self-report studies that criminal behavior ~ rather than being a rare event 

perpetrated by "abnormal" individuals, is virtually a universal feature of 

17 Travis Hirschi, Causes of Delinquency, Berkeley, University of California 
Press, 1969. 
18 Gp. ait.~ Hartjen. 
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!lOci cty. 19 Thus, what accounts for cont inuation and/ or attrition is not 

how the individual behaves but is instead a consequence of the social organi-

zati(m of law enforcement. Certain categories of individuals are selected 

(Jut of the potential field of eligibles as deserving of official attention 

while other c[ltegories are more likely to be ignored. Thus, age, sex, and 

race are frequently cited as the criteria by which selection occurs. Females, 

older individuals, and Whites are less likely to have futurE! police contacts 

because they are members of ignored social categories. Similarly, individuals 

who have less time between contacts are more likely to be known to the police 

and hence have a future contact. It is less clear how the complainant and 

accumulated police disposition, as they relate to termination, could be linked 

to the definitional model. 

The policy implications of these findings will vary depending on what 

theoretical interpretation one finds most acceptable. Intervention under 

the behavioral model focuses on doing something to change the individual and 

thus get him out of the police contact sequence. The definitional model, 

alternately, suggests a focus on the organization of law enforcement to in-

sure less discriminatory actions by law enforcement officials in their 

selection of individuals for legal processing. 

19 See, for example, James F. Short and F. Ivan Nye, "Extent of Unrecorded 
Delinquency: Tentative Conclusions, 11 Journal of Criminal Law, Criminology 
and Police Science, Vol. 49) November-December, 1958, pp. 296-302; Fred J. 
Murphy, Mary M. Shirley, and Helen Witmer, l1The Incidence of Hidden Delin
quency,l1 American Journal of Orthopsychiatry, Vol. 16, October, 1946, 
pp. 686-695; Robert H. Hardt and Sandra Peterson, l1Neighborhood Status and 
Delinquency Activity as Indexed by Police Records and a Self Report Survey, II 
Criminologica, Vol. 6, May, 1968, pp. 37-47; Lynn McDonald, Social Class and 
Delinquency, London, Faber and Faber Ltd., 1969; Travis Hirschi, Causes of 
Delinquency, Berkeley', University of California Press, 1969. See also Gywnn 
Nettler, Explaining: Crime, New York, MCGraw-Hill, 1974 for a review and 
critique of several self-report studies. 
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SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS OF ANALYSIS OF POLICE CONTACT DATA 

Some Bnsi~ Findings 

Data presented on the number of police contacts of persous in two 

cohorts, one born in 1942 and one born in 1949 lead to tht.~ following t;\ 
""". 

conclusions: 

1) Contact rates with the police in almost every race/othnic' 

sex group were about the Same or slightly higher in tho 

1949 cohort than in the 1942 cohort for both age periods 

prior to 21. Since those in the 1949 cohort had had sevon 

years less exposure as adults than had the 1942 cohort, G 

their rates \\fere not as high, but with this taken into con-

sideration it may be said that the 1949 cohort did have 

slightly higher over-all police contact rates than did the 

1942 'cohort (Tables 2a and 2b). 

2) Negro males had the highest over-all rate of police contact 

in the 1942 cohort while Mexican-Americans and Anglos had 

similar but lower rates. In the 1949 cohort Negro males 

had th~ highest contact rates except for the age period 6 

through 17 where Mexican-Americans were highest; Anglos 

\V'ere consistently lowest. In the 1942 cohort there was 

little female race/ethnic difference in police contact 

rates, Anglos, Negroes, and Mexican-Americans alternating 

ranks depending on age periods or combinations thereof. 

Negro females, however, had the highest rates in 1949 and 

Anglos the lowest (Tables 2a and 2b). 

3) Over 60% of all police contacts in every race/ethniclsex 

categoJ'" where comparison was possible were for Moving 
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vehicle violations} Disorderly conduct, or Suspicion, 

invostigation, or information, while Theft, Liquor and 

Incorrigibility or runaway were the next most frequent 

reasons for police contact (Tables 3 and 4). 

4) A disproportionately small number of persons were res

ponsible for a disproportionately large number of all 

police contacts. In the 1942 cohort 5.0% were respon

sible for 41.4% of the contacts and in the 1949 cohort 

5.1% for 44.5% of the contacts. 

5) The spatial distribution of males and females, Mexican-

ftJIlerican, Negro, and Anglo, with police contacts (al

though slightly skewed toward the inner city) were not 

markedly different from that of their cohorts and the 

cohorts are probably representative of contiguous 

cohorts that could have been drawn in their place 

CTable 5). 

6) When persons in each cohort were distributed throughout 

the natural areas of their most frequent residence, there 

was some decline in the proportion of male Anglos with 

police contacts from the center of the city outt .... ard for 

most age periods. Hm.,rever, the most notable statistic 

is the large proportion in each area who did have police 

contacts at one time or another. The frequency with which 

persous have police contacts who have lived or do live 

through the city is clearly shown (Table 6). 

7) The race/ethnic composition of those in each cohort in 

each natural area who had police contacts in each age 
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period or all ~1:~c perious combined ig roughly the :;am~\ o 
as the race/ethnic composition of persons ,,,ho!'E' prind ~ 

pal residence is that natural area or comhination of 
, 

.: 

natural areas (Table 7). O "' :' ,\ 

8) While Negro males had higher paliee contact rates in 

almost every respect than diu Anglos, and Mexlcan-

Amf'~ricans more often than not had higher contnct rat t'S 

I 0, 

r 
\. : 

G '; .. ' 

than Anglos, and males always higher than tomales, 

nei ther del inquency nor adul t crime should be defim~d 

as a male minority group problem in these cohorts for 

three reasons: a) minority groups make up such a small 

proportion of the total cohorts and were so concentI'ated 

in the inner city that in most areas police contacts 

were Anglo contacts, b) in the inner city v"here Negroes 

and Mexican-Americans did make up a disproportionate 

part of the cohort they did not have such a dispropor-

tionately higher rate of police contact as to focus 

attention upon them as the basis of the problem, and c) 

almost half of the females did have police contacts at 

one time or another (Tables 5, 6, and 7). 

9) Negro males in the 1942 cohort who had o~e or more police 

contacts during the age period 6 through 17 were more 

likely than any others in the 1942 cohort to have one 

or more police contacts at each subsequent stage and 

least 1i1<ely not to have police contacts at each subse-

quent stage if they failed to have a contact during the 

earliest period (Tables 8a and 8b). In the 1949 cohort 
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Negro and ~lexi~an-American males had similar patterns 

of progression. Anglo females shm'ied the least pro-

Rrcs~)j()n toward police contacts if they had contacts 

at an carly age period and Negroes the most but in 

neither cohort did female progression even come close 

to that ~hown by the males. When each cohort was divided 

into those who resided in Area A and B vs. those who re-

s:ided in Areas C, D, and E, Anglo progression was greatest 

for those in Areas A and B. 

10) Prediction of whether or not a person who had a police 

o contact at one age period ,.;ould have a contact at a 

later age period yielded coefficients of predictability 

~howing improvement over marginal predictions &\s high .. 
as 609" (few were this high), depending on the correlation 

of contacts at one age period ,.;ith contacts at another 

age period and the distribution of the marginals in each 

age period. 

11) When the sizes of careers (number of police contacts) at 

various age periods were correlated with each other the 

:~ highest set of correlations was for Negro males and the 

lowest for Anglo females. When similar correlations for 

only persons whose principle residence was Area A or B 

were compared with them, Anglo correlations increased 

while those for Mexican-Americans and Negroes remained 

essentially the same (Table 9). 

12) Factor analysis of police contact types and police con-

tact types llrith a seriousness dimension added failed to 
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reveal any meaningful l'on~t('11ation~ of l~ontal't~ fo1' malt'~ 

or females of either c(.)l1.Ort Crable 10). That moving 

vehicle violations \vore a part of Faetar 1 for tIlt' Hl,L! 

cohort with continuous Radne rcsidenl~e {lnd Pal'toT .:! for 

the 1949 cohort supports Ollr dcci sion to ind uue !loU C(' 

contacts for traffic offenses. We hypothesize that \IIe 

shall find the automord1e to play an important. purt in 

the generation of both delinquent and adult criminal 

behavior. 

13) Although the differences were not always large, mal N~ h<l<1 

more serious reasons (six point seriousness scale) for 

police contact than did females ill each cohort Crable 11) 

and in each age period. The proportion of serious contacts 

for both sexes was slightly greater in the 1949 cohort than 

in the 1942 cohort. 

14) When seriousness scores were computed for eon'ta(Jts for each 

cohort the mean seriousness of male Anglo contacts in each 

age period was less than that of Negroes in both cohorts. 

The Mexican-Americans fell between the Anglos and Negroes 

in all age periods of both cohorts except one. When 

seriousness scores for persons with contacts were computed 

Negro males had the highest mean seriousness in the 1942 

cohort followed by Anglos or Mexican-Americans, depending 

on which age period was considered, but Negroes and Mexican

Americans alternated ''lith the highest seriousness scores 

in the 1949 cohort. If the mean seriousness of persons in 

the coho~t is considered, in th~ 1942 group Negroes have 



o 

o 

15) 

- 93 -

the hiBhe~t scores with Mexican-Americans and Anglos 

;,imilar. Tn the 1949 cohort Negro males again al temate 

with the Moxican~Americalls with Anglos far below (Tables 

12 and 13). 

When seriousness of female contacts was measured in 

t' three \mys just descrihcd, males clearly had higher 

means for most ruce/ethnicity!sex comparisons. Among the 

females there was less consistency in ranking the mean 

seriousner-;s of aon-taaT;a by race/ ethnici ty. The Mexican

American famaZes with oontaats have the lowest mean 

seriousness scores particularly in the 1949 cohort with 

Negroes most often highest and Anglos in between. Among 

persons in the aohort in the 1942 group Negroes have higher 

mean seriousness scores overall than Mexican-Americans and 

Anglos although there is some shiftbJ.g in ranks from age 

period to age period. In the 1949 cohort Negroes clearly 

have the highest mean scores followed by Mexican-Americans 

and AnglOS. 

The six-item contact type and seriousness scale was utilized 

in developing Geometric scores for each age period and for 

total careers for persons with continuous Racine residence 

(Tables 14, 15, and 16). Geometric scores were higher in 

every age period for the 1949 cohort than the 1942 cohort 

and were higher for males than females in every age period. 

Difference \~as maximum when comparisons were made of total 

careers. 
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16) The Geometric scoring routim.' l'l'vl:ah'u that tht.'l't' \vl'l'i,' ;'\' 

that no benefits would he derived from snbjl,\"tinl; total 

caroers or agE.' periods to tId::; routine (Tahll'" H. 1:;, 

and 16). 

17) When seriousness scores of persons fm' a gi V(.'ll ngl:' Pl'l' i D\l 

with continuous residence in Raeinc Wt'1'(' COl'l'('1 at:~'d \d th 

their seriousness scores f,.ll~ a following a~;l' pel'10d tlH.'re 

was only selective improv('ment in Taus OV('l' tlw;>(' ba~;l'd on 

only the number of poUce contacts (Tabl(: 17). 

18) When Geometric scores for one age period \'101'e corrclatt'ti 

with scores for another period to produce a set of corrcla~ 

tions for comparison with the correlations between fre-

quency of contact for each of the age periods, th,t corrcla-

tions were of essentially the same magnitude as the frequency 

of contact correlations, most of the higher correlations 

being between segments of Negro careers (Table 18), 

19) The proportion of those with police contacts who were 1'0-

ferred rather than counselled and released varied with racc/ 

ethnicity and sex, Anglo males having thEl lowest referral 

rates among males, although in some comparisons not really 

much lower. Among the females the pattern of race/ethnic 

variation was less regul<n \'1ith Negroes and Mexican-Americans 

generally having the high~~st proportion of their contacts 

referred (Table 19). 

20) W11en contacts and referrals were plotted against abe at time 

of contact on a series of curves it was found that the contact 
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~md referral c,urve::; of Negroes and Anglos differed in 

several respects. Anglo curves peaked more rapidly than 

d.id the Negro curvos and declined more rapidly, particu-

1arly the curve representing the proportion of those with 

contacts who were referred (Diagram 1). Negro curves, 

while they peaked later, had an earlier near-peak in the 

1949 group and had referJal curves that remained closer 

to the shape of their respective contact curves (Diagram 2). 

Cumulation of persons with contacts and persons referred 

by age produced curves with similar shapes for Negroes and 

Anglos, although the Negro contact curves 'rose more rapidly 

and reached their peaks before the Anglo curves. By con-

trast, the Anglo referral curves reached their highest 

points sooner than did the Negro curves, the latter reaching 

higher levels and continuing to rise for several years after 

passing the Anglo peak. 

22) lVhen the technique of linear discriminant function analysis 

was applied to the first six police contacts of persons in 

both cohorts with continuous residence in Racine it was 

found that age, sex, race/ethnicity, type of complainant, 

time between contacts, and accumulated police disposition 

were the most powerful discriminators of whether or not 

police contacts would be terminated after that contact. 

Correct classification as a terminator or continuer occurred 

for from 73% to 89% of the cases. 

23) While most (70%) juveniles who have a first contact have a 
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THE INTEH\'TEWS 

1 ntrih.hl(t i 011 
~_~~""-"'A·'" ->t- ..... ",-,;-,.~.>,_,",~ 

Negroes and Mexican-t\mer.icans in tIl(> enlwrt aIltl ~~:;" or tlw '\Hnl\l~;. ~iin.:" 

we did not achieve this goal, there wa~ tl quest ion of lhlw rt'pj'l"~('nt:ltj V~· 

those intcrvic~wcd \'lere of thd r fwgl1J('nt~ of the HI{'o cnhoi't'h. Mall), of ill(' 
o 

~l.· tables presented in tht' first nCGtJol1 of tld~ rt::'port wert' tIupl icaU'rI for 

only those who were interviewed. Trw dh.trihutiolll-i of the tlltal el)lHll't ;nul 

those interviewed were compared in ord\..~r to determine If signi fil.'Hll1 d i i'f\:r~ 
o 

enees existed on major characteristics of tlw interviewed sample and tIll' 

cohort. While there 3:;01'0 some difference~;, mo:.t dj ffercnces cnme where ttl(' 

number of persons in the cohort segment involved was small and thl~ <1i ffer w 

G 
ences were not great enough to be stati~tically significant. For th()~;l' who 

wish to examine the police contact characteristics of those interviewed, 

the tables and a brief discussion of each are pTc'sented in Apptmdix H. 

We shall next describe some of the characteristics of persons Inter-

viewed in 1976, some of the characteristics of their fami! les; the r(: 1 at' i un-

ship of their pOSitions in the world of work to their official recorus of 

delinquency, the relationship of their family types, their friends, their 

self-concepts to their delinquency, and the relationship of their rc>corded 

delinquency to \.,.,hat they have reported about their behavior. EX'l:nination 

of these variables individually will serve as a basis for determining if 

their distribution in the cohorts and their relationship to each other and 
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to I1W;t';Uref' of del inqllCl1cy merit::; at least tentative inclusion in the predic-

t iOll dev'in:. tVh.ile not all uf the~H~ variables are antecedent to police con

tm:t~; that might take pl~te() in early or late teens, some are and would Cif 

nut :d :rt·ady kl}(>\'l to officer!> in the juveni Ie bureau of a police department) 

he rnadily <l)~eertl1inahle in the course of an officer' 5 discussion with the 

juvt'ni J (J at the timo of contact or during an interview if the juvenile was 

t nlton illto \.~u$t()dy. MOf,t of the variables which are related to police con

tact data in this sectio:! could be utilized in making the decision to inter

von" Or' not to intcrv<mc, or to observe the development of the juvenile's 

care(~r wi t11 the possibility of intervening if behavior continues to develop 

in a given direction. The first section is presented, however, simply as 

badground data to establish what might be called the "normalcy" of the cohort 

for residents of an urban-industrial city with a mix of race/ethnic groups that 

does not include minority group persons in such nisproportionate numbers as do 

our largest metropolitan areas. 

Education, Occupation, and Income of Respondents 

About 95% of the Anglos, male and female, in each cohort had completed 

at least high school or trade or technical school. While only 25% of the fe

males and 36% of the males in the 1942 cohort had completed college, 39% of 

the females and 47% of the males in the 1949 cohort had done so. High school 

completion for Negroes was almost as high as that for the Anglo males in both 

cohorts, but among both the Negro females and Mexican-Americans the completion 

rate was lower. College completion rates for the Negroes were generally lower 

than those for the Anglos, but as high as 43% for the Negro females in the 

1949 cohort and as low as 1096 for the 1942 Negro females. Among the Mexican

Americans the highest completion rate for college was 20% for the 1949 females 

while none of the 1942 males had done so. 



o 

jobs of Mexican-Americans, NegnH~~, and ,\ngLos (Anglt)~; ".'l'l'(' ah;a~'~ at ~,igl1i" 

.. i 

Americans in 1942 but hero Anglos did have highl'"t' It,Vt'l Joh;.; and tlw lad\ of 

significance was based only on the rel,it iVt~lY ft'\1 l\1l'xiean-AlIll'ri e:ln~; int vI'v i c'\vt'd. 

Similarly, the first jobs held by Anglos \\'ore always at signifil';IIltly higher 

levels than those of Mexican-Americans and Negroc.'s and the Iatt('l' higlwr (but 

not significantly so) than Mexican-Americans. There \ .... (,~l·l~ rt'lativi:'ly few \dves 

employed, but here again the Anglo wives had hig~er level johs than did the 

Mexiean-American and Negro wives, both of the latter having jobs at ~llmost tht' 

same levels. The occupational levels of the males born in 1942 w(.'1'e signifi-

cantly higher, as \ .... ould be expected, than those born in 1949. Total fami ly 

income was also significantly higher for those in the 1942 cohort than those 

in the 1949 cohort. Within each cohort, Anglos had significantly higher family 

incomes than did Mexican-Americans or Negroes, while the latter were earning 

essentially the same incomes. When occupational level of the head of the 

household \ .... as related to income, there was variation in the occupational level 

of persons within income categories in both cohorts, but the difference was 

significant only for the 1949 cohort. Examination of income variation by 

occupational level revealed that the standard deviation within each income 

level at the top three levels was about one third of the mean and sometimes 

greater and that the mean of the clerical and sales level was lower than that 

for craftsman and foreman. Other similar "discrepancies" and peculiarities, 

particularly for industrial laborers in families where both husband and wife 

were employed, explained the lack of a linear relationship between head of 
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hnUf;ehold's ot'cu!,ution :md total family income. While we shall present several 

llnnlYlHJ!{ of the relationship of various measures of delinquent and criminal 

care!;!r!; to oCl:upational level and income of respondents and their families, the 

not uJlt!xpet:t(!d l:lek of D llnear relationship between occupational levels and 

hl<'~(Jme reinforces our reliance on the natural area scheme of Racine as a better 

ind:ktltor of socioeconomic !{tatus. It should also be noted that first 

joh flnd present job of respondents from both cohorts were significantly corre-

latc:d and there was considerable upward mobility in each group. 

Occupation and Regularity of Employment of Parents 
and Police Contacts by Respondents 

The literature has placed great emphasis on the relationship of socioeco-

nomic status to rates of juvenile delinquen..:y and crime and we have found 

considerable variation by natural area in Racine. We, however, have found 

practically no linear relationship between occupational level of the head of 

the household in respondent's family and the number of contacts that respon-

dents have had with the police at any age period, in either cohort, for either 

sex, the highest Tau being only .114 (not a one was statistically significant) . 

On the other hand, if we dichotomize occupational levels (highest three occupa.-

tional levels vs. others or highest four occupational levels vs. others) and 

calculate tlle average number of the police contacts, those with parents in 

either of the lower occupational level groups have a higher mean number of 

contacts. For the Anglo males during the period 6-17 in the 1942 cohort the 

mean is 2.0 contacts for the top four levels and 2.5 for the bottom four levels; 

for the 1949 cohort it is 2.0 vs. 3.0. With the exception of Negro males in 

both 1942 and 1949 where the means are .7 vs. 4.0 (1942) and 3.4 vs. 5.6 (1949), 

other race/ethnic I sex differences are less or nonexistent. For the age period 

18-20, there is practically no Anglo difference but the Negro difference remains, 
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1.8 VS. 3.·t (1942) and 3.7 v:;. ,LS t1~l.1~)). ntht..~r dHft'j't'lh'l's ar~' nmh'xi,;tt.'u( 

or slightly i.n tht' opposite dirt'cth'll in 11lH' or tWl) t·l)mpari~~oll~. Ag.tin, at 

the age period ~l or older, the Anglo ,Ii ffer('nce:~ i.n lllt'an llumht'l' of po 1 i ~~t' 

contacts is very small or not thel'c \Ilhih~ the :\l'gro dirfl.·l'erh.·l~ rem;dm~ \luly 

for the 1949 cohort, 10.3 VS. 1,L6 policL' contacts. Olll' further 110t:(', mill 

here it might be thought that Wt.' are pushing the data if {~adl racl.~/l~thnid ~il"X 

group is dichotombed not only on occupation hut on whother or not Ill'r;;on:-; i.1l 

the group had any police contacts, consistent di fferel1!.:es are found on a baM~ 

of parental occupational levels for Negro mah's in both ~:()horts dur-ing evcry 

o 

o 

age period. Our initial conclusion then, is that occupatj onal level of part'nts 0 

has its strongest and most consistent relationship to juvenile ddinquency and 

adult crime among Negro males. 

Following this we turn to regularity of employment for the head of the 

household and its relationship to police contacts. Regularity of employment 

was coded: "Yes, all the time;" "Employed during age 6 through 13;" "Employed 

during age 14 through 17;" and "Never regularly employed." There not only 

were no significant relationships between number of police contacts and regu

larity of employment but no visible relationships however the data were manipu

lated f.or any race/ethnic! sex or age period group of either cohort. Neither 

type-seriousness nor Geometric scores produced Taus above .100 with regularity 

of employment of head of household but those who came from families where the 

head was not regularly employed did have delinquency score distrjbutions that 

were either ske\-red toward the high end of the scale or less skewed toward the 

lowe:r end than were those where the head was ah-rays regularly employed. 

Occupational History of Respondents and Police Contacts 

Although the value of work for youth has been widely accepted and much 

o 
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hal; heen Half! about hOl'l it builds citizenship~ the relationship of work to 

delirlqucneyi fi not: really straightforward. Responses to a series of questions 

on work wh:ilc in hjgh 5chool were divided into four categories: 1) no work, 

2) work during the summer only, 3) work during the school year, and 4) work 

all year around. While there ll'aS a very small tendency for males who did 

not work to have more police contacts, no way of arranging the data (for the 

periods 6 through 17, 18 through 20, or 21 or over) in order to maximize the 

relationship produced a statistically significant difference for any group 

or for all race/ethnic groups combined. 

Among the ways in which the data were run Vlere a set of tables for police 

contacts, type-seriousness scores, and Geometric scores for the years 12 

through 18, the years in which most persons would have been in junior high 

and high school. Although the tables suggested that those who worked, partic-

ularly the males, during both the summer and school year have had more police 

contacts, higher Geometric scores, and higher type-seriousness scores than 

have others, there were no significant differences related to high school 

employment. 

One other way to approach the supposedly deterrent effect of gainful enl-

ployment at an early age was to determine the relationship of age at first full 

time job to number of recorded police contacts at each age period. Those males 

who began working full time during the age period 6-17 had more contacts during 

that period than did those who did so at each of the later periods, particularly 

in the 1949 cohort. \f:hile Tau was only .277, it was statistically significant. 

The difference became even more apparent when those with two or more contacts 

were considered vs. those with less. Does this mean that early entry into full 

time work leads to early delinquency or can it be said thai: those who commence 
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working full time at an early age are from the l(lw(n~ SOdO('\.'lHlomh- Hl'lHJ.l's U1' 

because of the nature of their work are more likt;>ly to have 11(11 let' I,"onta~·t~; at 

an early age? When police contacts for the period IH<~O WO'1'l' nm~ddt'r('d till' 

pattern was similar to that for the previous period hut the TeLltionship '~a,; 

not quite as strong, suggesting of course. that thl~ cl.~onomi t: fm~tor (al4 i1 

influenced early work) was probably not as great a determinant of the ml!lIb(~l' 

of police contacts that young males had at that age period. Further dcl'1im' 

in the relationship of age at first full time job to numh(~r of polin' cnnta\:t g 

was noted when contacts at the age of 21 or older were arrayed by age of first 

full time work experience. While the 1949 male cohort's Tau (.135) remained 

statistically significant, what ,.,e prlJbably have running through the entire 

series of tables is the influence of socioeconomic status on age at which full 

time work is first obtained by young males. In this table (but not in others) 

there is a tendency for females who entered their first full time jobs at the 

ages of 18 through 20 to have more contacts than those ,.;ho did so at the ages 

6 through 17, followed of course by those who commenced working full time at 

the age of 21 or older. This raises the question of how commencing to work 

full time at the ages of 18 through 20 for females might lead to more police 

contacts as adults than other ages of entry into work. 

One last comparison of age at first full time job, that with total con-

tacts for all age periods, again revealed very little relationship between the 

two variables ''lith the exception of that for the 1949 cohort males, where the 

various segments of careers as combined now generated a Tau coefficient of 

correlation of .263, significant at the .01 level (that for the 1942 males 

was only .083, significant at the .05 level). It should be noted that f~r 

the 1949 cohort Anglo males Tau was .268. 
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Al1 in :.ll1, th(~ro seems little question but that juveniles from lower 

~Wt::i o(;(:(JOomi e statw; 110m!;:; entered the labor market earlier than did those 

at th<: otlwr ond of the continuum and since socioeconomic status is related 

to polh'e c()ntact~, early employment is correla.ted with them. That many 

juVellile5 hrld police contacts in the course of their work suggests that the 

rolat'iom;h:ip of early entry into work and police contacts is heightened by 

the chance of contacts driving or riding to place of work and returning. 

Another and better way to approach the impact of work on delinquency is 

to compare careers before age of first full time job and after age of first 

full time job ruther than to use the standard age categories that we have set 

up for ana' Ysis. When these runs were made we found very significant differ-

ences between the number of police contacts, type-seriousness scores, and 

Geometric scores of respondents before and after full time employment among 

those who commenced work at an early age. If first full time employment was 

at the age of 17 or earlier, contacts were more frequent after employment. 

For example, for males from the 1942 cohort Tau was .611, significant at the 

.001 level, and for the 1949 cohort Tau was .455, also significant at that 

level. Before and after differences were similar for type-seriousness and 

Geometric scores and for 17 and earlier vs. later ages of first full time 

employment. There was less difference or the opposite relationship for those 

who commenced work at a later age. The added years of risk after employment 

for persons commencing work at an early age and the greater number of years 

before employment of those commencing in later years played a part in this 

relationshir. Since we computed Tau in four ways: 1) work at or before age 

17, contacts before and after employment, 2) work at age 18 or older, contacts 

before and after employment, 3) contacts before work, 17 or younger vs. 18 and 
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older, 4) contacts after work, 17 or younger vs, 18 fmu olul>t', and the Tan 

of .611 for before and after for those \'ihl) cOlnnlCnCt'd work at 17 or t'arlier 

(1 above) was at least three times higher andlor 1n a differt\nt tii rl\l~tion 

than the other three Taus, it is apparent that early worki::; r(·latcJ to mnrt' 

police contacts. 

While it is impossible to say just how much tIll' differ{mce in po.lil~l' 

contacts among those \.,rho commenced \'ie)rk at an early age can be nttri hut ell t (l 

added years of risk after work, a different kind of exposure as a rl1,Sul t of 

going to work, or to lower socioeconomic status of thO.!H~ who ent('red work at 

an early age, the fact remains that those males who did commence work early 

were not prevented from having a disproportionate share of polil~e contacts 

and higher type-seriousness and Geometric scores. 

For the females in the 1942 cohort contact rates and other measures were 

higher after first full time employment than before, regardless of age of first 

full time job. In this case, the results were influenced by the relatively 

later onset of female than male work careers. Although the pattern of dif" 

ferences that we have just described for males and 1942 cohort females was 

not as clearly shown for the 1949 females, probably as a consequence of 

their later entry into work than the other groups and the fact that their 

delinquent and criminal careers had less time for development, thE'-. e was 

sonle suggestion of the same pattern if specific years of first full time 

work were considered. 

Respondents were also asked if the kinds of work available to them were 

the kinds that they would really like to do. Sizeable proportions (6690 of 

the Negro males from the 1949 cohort) said that the kinds of work available 

to them were not what they would really like to do. Nevertheless, responses 
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1;.'1) this qut'stion had no significant relationship to number of police con-

tact::;, although Anglo mal~s from the 1949 cohort were more likely to have 

had pollee contac;ts :if d;issutisfied with the avai:ability of preferred types 

of work than other race/ethniclsex segments of those from either cohort. 

Hegardless of the m:'idence that there was some relationship betwef'!n 

socioeconomic status and police contacts, there was little or no relation-

ship between fam1.iy in como of respondents in 1976 and their record of police 

contacts as juveniles 6 through 17, youth 18 through 20, or 21 or older ex-

copt for males at the later period. When the data were 1.ayed out for each 

cohort with controls for race/ethnicity and sex there was some indication 

for both Anglo and Negro males (1949 cohort) that those who had five or 

more police contacts were skewed toward the lower income levels (less than 

$15,000 total family income per year) but until this point w~s reached 

there was little variation in contact type with income levels. For the 

period 18 through 20, this was again true for the Anglo and Negro males from 

the 1949 cohort. Skewness toward the lower income categories for those Anglos 

and Negroes with five or more contacts was even more noticeable for the 21 or 

older age period, and at this time for both cohorts. 

This type of relationship was less apparent for females but those Anglos 

and Negroes from the 1949 cohort in the category of two to five police con-

tacts were skewed toward lower income levels for the age periods 6 through 17 

and 18 through 20, but not 21 or older. 

Family Type and Police Contacts 

Each family was coded into one of 20 different family types depending 

on whether or not both parents were present in the household during the 

period 6 through 17 or some combination of one or the other parents, 
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than both parents present for the period 6 through 17 Yl'al'~; I)f agl'. a lthl1ugh 

among the Negrc.:s ahout half of tho::w in till' IH4"~ \'oiw1't an ... ! Ollt' t h.il'd nf 

those in the 1949 cohort were in the varions I.:'atl'gories other t han bot 11 

parents present throughout the cntirt1 p("'riod. 

None of the Taus ropresenting tlw relationship of fami 1y tY11(' (hoth Q 

parents pl'escnt ages 6 through 17 VB. other fami 1)' types] to lHllllh('r of pol i e(" 

contacts exceeded .155 for males or females from either ~'()hort or for eitlwl" 

of the three age perious of police contact. 

On the other hand, when the distributions of pol icc contal'ts \'Jcre dieho~ 

tomi.:ed (no contacts vs. one or more), those from homes with hoth parent:; 

present for the age period 6 through 17 did have a greater percentage without 0 

contacts than did those who came from families where both parents were not 

present the entire time. While these still produced relatively lo~.; Taus in 

most cases, for females from the 1949 cohort during the age period 18 through 

20 the Tau of .158 was significant at the .02 level, and for the 1942 fcmtllcs 

during the 21 and over period it was .306~ Significant at the ,001 level. In 

only one case was the relationship significant for the males, and that for 0 

the 1949 cohort (.135 significant at the .05 level) during the 21 or over age 

period. 

Type-seriousness scores and Geometric scores were also correlated with 

dichotomized family type for the juvenile period with similar results to 

number of police contacts, The 1942 male Geometric scores produced a Tau of 

.159 (significant at the .01 level) aud the 1949 males a Tau of .172 (signi-

ficant at the .001 level). Type-seriousness scores produced correlations of 
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.143 for 1942 males and .102 for 1949 males, both significant at the .02 

level. There was practically no relationship in each case for females. 

Again, we conclude that there is some relationship between family type 

and seriousness and patterns of delinquency for young males but that it is 

not as strong as the literature has suggested in the past, probably because 

most of the studies have been based on cases referred and there is a Lendency 

to refer when both parents are not present in the home. 

One last set of correlations should be referred to in this section. 

Respondents were asked, did either of your parents (to the best of your know-

ledge) ever do anything that could have gotten them into trouble with the 

police? Presumably) there should be a relationship between parental behavior 

and the behavior of their children. There was practically no relationship 

between responses to the question and number of police contacts during the 

age period 6 through 17 or 18 through 20 for either male or female respon-

dents from either cohort, and with the only suggestion of any kind of rela-

tionship for males from both cohorts for the age period 21 or oldet) and 

here the J.argest Tau was .122 for the 1949 males. Dichotomizing the distri-

bution (no contacts vs. contacts) brought about little change in any of these 

relations~dps. Since one might argue that respondent reports on parental 

misbehavior ml~y be based on faculty knowledge, we are not presenting these 

findings as evidence that there is no relationship between parental misbe-

havior and respondent's records of police contacts but only that respondents 

do not report their parents' behavior as consistent with their own police 

records. 

Al though we have not found family type. in which respondents were reared 

to be an efficient predictor of police contacts, type-seriousness, or patterns 



108 -

of careers at at'y ~ge period, there remains a po:,sibiHty that curr<mt marital 

status may be related to one: or the other of these measures. At this point, 

however, we shall only note that there h; sufficient diversity of marl tal 

status to test several relevant propositions. Al though the numlwrs of mii1ol'-

ity persons interviewed from the 1942 cohort is small, the present marital 

status reported most frequent ly \vas married. The much larger number of 

Anglos interviewed from this cohort reported a majority (over 80~,;) as married 

and very few reported experiencing divorce, being widowed, or separated. 

Those interviewed from the 1949 cohort did not report such mar,iti'll sta-

bility. Almost 9096 of the Mexican-American males said they were married but 

among the Mexican-American females only 60°6 \vere married and 30~(j either had 

never married or were divorced and not remarried. Half of the Negro males 

were not presently married (3496 never married) and, while 40!'" of them were 

married, 15% of those married reported themselves separated from their wives. 

Almost 1990 of this grm.::p (Negro males) also reported themselves as living 

with someone. As would be expected fewer Anglo males were married (65~o) than 

Anglo females (75~o) and the remainder were in various other categories of 

mari tal Gtatus. 

Since marriage has been considered a stabilizing influence, 'vo have 

determined the number type-seriousness, and Geometric scores for respondents 

before and after marriage by age of marriage (age of marriage varies from 16 

to 34), the latter also presumably having some influence on the nature of 

the impact of this change in status. Not only do police contacts decline 

after marriage but they declined significantly for males in the 1942 cohort 

married between the ages of 21 and 24 (Tau=.312, significant at the .05 

level), 25-28 (Tau=.552, significant at the .02 level), and of course for 

those married between 29 and 34 (Tau=l.OOO, significant at the .02 level). 



.() 

o 

,0 
,I 

.. 
,(3\ 
\ 

" 

- 109 -

Part of thi~; decline must be attributed to the decline that we have 

found wi th age si nl:C these vari abl es arc intertwined, evident from the fact 

that if we I 00].; at police contacts tifter marriage ''Ie see a significant de-

(:1 irw with ngc of mD.::Criu,gc (Tau= .332, significant at the .01 level). For 

the lD49 males tlw pattern t'm~; the same but with less decline in contacts 

aftor marriuiW simply with age of marriage (Tau~. 259, significant at the 

• not 1 eve!), For those married early, the before/after police contact vari-

lttiOI1 wa~: greater than for the 1942 cohort among those married from 18 

tll!'oug:l 20 (Tau;:;:.4~WJ significant at the .01 level) J for those married 21 

through 24 (Tau=.540, signifi.cant at the .001 level), and for 25 through 

27 even highcr (Tau=l.OOO, significant at'the .001 level). The same pattern 

was found for females from both. cohorts for number of ('tmtacts, type-

scriousness, and Geometric scores with one exception; early marriage 17 

through 20, was followed by significantly more police contacts and higher 

type-seriousness scores for those from the 1942 cohort. 

l\!hile we conclude that parental family status is mu,;h less important 

than respondent family status, ,."e must remember that polic.e contacts decline 

''lith age as \'1e11 as marriage and that our final statement on the impact of 

marriage will come from our age-oriented multivariate analysis. 

Respondents' Perceptions of Themselves, 
Police, Peers, and Police Contacts 

The squirrel-cage effect (areas highly patrolled have more police con-

tacts than other areas with resulting statistics increasing the number of 

police officers in an area with further increases in police contacts) has 

been frequently considered as a factor in explaining the notably higher 

police contact rates in some areas than in others. If it has merit and if 

respondents have an accurate perception of the extent to which their 
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neighborhoods rrre patrolled, there $hould In,' a rl'1atloll!'.hlp hetw~'('u rt"~l)l,m~,t'!~ 

to, "When you were in junior high ,lIld high $chool, \';(15 yom' lH'ii~hlhl1'hood 

heavily, moderately, or 1i.ghtly patrollcd hy tht.' polict:, or nut patrul1t'\1 

at all?" and the frequency of pol ic(.~ contacts by juvL'rd 1m; at ttw tM\ 

age periods. There ''ias very little linear rc1at imuihip in oi tlwl' at:l~ lWl'lt'll 

in ei thel' cohort, for of ther sex when rcsponse~ to tIl(' qU('$t ion "it'H' a rrmq~('d 

from high to medium to 10\1/ to not at all. The highest T:m WtH; for mall", fl'Pl1i 

the 1949 cohort (.163 and significant at the .001 levol'). On tIm otlwl' hand, 

''lhen patrolling responses were dichotomized (high and medium v!''. 10\'; '~~~l1 not 

patroll(~d) it could readily be seen that a higher proportion of thus<' from 

the 10\'i or not patrolled areas had had either no police contacts o:r vory f(,t-: 

contacts. For example, those males intervie~.,ed from the 1949 cohort to whom 

we have just referred, may be arranged as follows: 

Pp.rception of Patrolling 

No Police Contacts 

1 or More Contacts 

High or 
Medium 

45 

63 

108 

Low or 
None 

98 

72 

170 

143 

135 

278 

The question remains unanswered yet, however, was patrolling in fact 

greater in the areas in \.,hich respondents perceived it to be and did this 

increase the number of police contacts or were these simply , , low sot~io-

economic status areas in which juvenile misbehavior was perceived by the 

police to merit more official recognition by them? l~e shall pursue this 

question further as the study progresses. 

When respondents \-rere asked, IIWhat kind of attitude did you and your 

2 or 3 closest friends have tm'lard the police when you were in junior high 
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and high school?" and responses were coded as positive, negative, or indif

ferent, most responses were positive or indifferent with the exception of 

the 1949 cohort males where 33% were positive, 39% indifferent, and 28% 

negative. When positive and indifferent were combined vs. negative and then 

correlated with number of police contacts, '1 au iv-as .320 (significant at the 

.001 level). When indifferent was omitted and positive vs. negative were 

correlated with number of police contacts, Tau was .443 (significant at .the 

.001 level). Similar, but lower, correlations were found for males from 

the 1942 cohort. Here again interpretation is not simple. Does juvenile at

titude generate police contacts or do police contacts generate juvenile 

attitudes? This, of course, makes it difficult to clecide if attitude toward 

the police is predictive of continuity in careers or if continuity develops 

negative attitudes toward the police. Furthermore, attitudes tmv-ard the 

police during junior high and high school are correlated in the same way with 

police contacts during the 18 through 20 period as the earlier period; for 

~he 1949 cohort males Tau was ,~05 and .426 (both significant at the .001 

level) and for the 1942 cohort males .127 and .229. One might be inclined 

to say that attitudes toward the police during earlier years carried over 

and were related to the generation of continuing police contacts during the 

18 through 20 period but this is a bit difficult ~,lith retrospective data 

when the two periods in question could be intertwined in the memory of 

respondents. 

Sutherlandrs differential association hypothesis, tested and retested) 

sometimes supposedly rejected (or at least not strongly supported by the 

data), should be supported by responses to the question, "Did any of your 

2 or 3 closest friends get into trouble with the police during the junior 
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high and high school years?" HC'l't' \~O find ~i gni fh~nnt l'nrr(~ 1a t iOllS l)('ttvl'l'n 

friends with tl'oublE> amI the numbt'!' Ih)l.h-o ~'Qnta'Ct!'i () through 17 fln' hnth 

males and females in both cohorts, males in both I.~(,h()l"ts having hi~~her cur, 

relations than females! .362 for the H}4:3 C'l)hort mal <.~g :lml .:~9S 1'01' tlw HI,Hl 

males, .144 and .179 for the females. 

A similar question was asked of adults, "Ilow about your dO:H'st fl'i\'ud~; 

since you have been an adult? Have any of them lH.wn in trouhle with thp 

police?1t There were relatively few who had adult fricnd5 who had hN'Tl in 

trouble with the exception of 1949 males (ahout 40~ri of th(~ Negro malo:, had 

compared to 2390 of the Anglo males) and it was only with the 194~) malt;s that 

any sizeable relationship was found; Tau was .326, significant at the .001 

level. In another series of questions we asked respondents to describe how 

they thought of themselves (delinquent vs. non-delinquent on a scale from 1 

to 7) and how others thought of them during various periods in their life. 

We shall now relate their responses in reference to themselves for the period 

from 6 through 17 to various measures of delinquency, first their official 

police contact record for that period. Correlations for the males ,,,ere 

higher and significant for both cohorts (1942 Tau was .233 and 1949 Tau was 

.176) although the 1949 Tau for females was comparable to that for males, 

being .138 and significant. When self-concept for the period 18 through 20 

was related to police contacts for the same period Tau was 10\"er (for 1942 

males .119 and 1949 males .155; almost zero for females). While it might be 

emphasized that retrospective evaluations of one's self are not to expected 

to correlate too highly with police records of contacts, it is even more 

interesting to note that there was even less correlation between conception 

of self after age 21 and police contact records at that time. 
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Wh(m t yp u-SCI' i Ollsne:; s ;.;cores ~·u;.r e carre 1a ted ''IIi t h s elf -conc ept 1 s imil ar 

rcrmlts \'wr(~ obtained, although in each case the correlations were higher 

th;m for !~imply the number of prJlice contacts~ .266 for 1942 males and .233 

for 1949 males. The same was true for the 18 through 20 period for males, 

hut 11lmmjt the same for the 21 or over period. These higher correlations do 

suggest that when ~;eriousne5s of careers during a given period l'iaS considered, 

self-concepts werc more in line with police records. Perusal of the data 

with controls for racc/ethnicity reveals that this was particularly true for 

Anglo mal os from each cohort, vvhero the relationship was even apparent for 

the age period 21 or older. 

Again, the same pattern was found for Geometric scores with correlations 

in the same range as those for number of police contacts and self-concept, 

Anglo male perceptions also related to their patterns of delinquent and crim

inal contacts to a greater degree than for other race/ethniclsex categories. 

The Automobile and Police Contacts 

We have made several references to the possibility that police contacts 

for moving vehicle and other automobile violations are part and parcel of 

the larger picture of delinquency and crime. If this is the case ,as the 

factor analysis indicated, then responses to the question, "Did you and your 

friends spend much time driving around in a car just for something to do?" 

should not only be related to number of police contacts for automobile vio-

lations (we have not yet made these runs) but should be related to all 

police contacts. While they were for police contacts 6 through 17, the 

correlations were not as high as expected (the highest Tau was .176, but 

not significant for 1949 cohort males) with the data arrayed according to 

the interview categori.es, "Yes," "Some, but not a lot," and "No," However, 

it appears that the correlatiuns were slightly curvilinear, with No's skewed 
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more to\'lard more contacts than the Somt.d~;. Thi~ l'uggi.~gts that a lli!->pr~ipt)r~· 

tionate number of the very lowest sodoe\.':onomh' ~tatU$ juvenili.':> \\I,'re in t11(' 

No category. Since the question \<ias ~lgkcd with r('f(,l'('tH~e to th\} high F>dwol 

period, responses were also correlated ''lith the agC" period IN thrnUHh ::!O, 

producing similar results, but in thi.s case the highost Tau hoing •. ~3~; (sig~ 

nificant at the .01 level) for males from thi.~ 1942 cohort. Tlll'l'urvi1.ilH';lI' 

nature of the relationship appear:; here as well. More wi 11 he done on thl!, 

later. 

Respondents were also asked at what age thoy obtained tlriv(~r' ~ 1 i t~en:>l'S. 

Runs have been made indicating the number of contacts, the Geometric searl', 

and the type-seriousness score that each respondent had: 1) before a driver'~; 

license was obtained and 2) the year that a driver's license wus obtained plus 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

all following years including age 20. The question is not just wh(,.'~t.her more 0 

police contacts are generated after a driver's license has been obtained but 

whether or not the seriousness and pattern of contacts changes, and of course, 

how all are relateld to the age at which the license was obtained. G 

For example, among those males from the 1942 cohort who obtained their 

driver's licenses at the age of 16 or earlier, police contacts were signifi

cantly greater after obtaining the license compared to before to produce a 

Tau of .416, significant at the .001 level. For the females Tau was .597, 

also significant at the .001 level. Males in the 1949 cohort produced a Tau 

of .326 and females .456, both significant at the .001 level. Among those 

who received their driver's licences at the age of 17 through 20 there were 

no si~lificant differences in before and after pOlice contacts and the Taus 

were much lower~ the highest heing .162 for females from the 1942 cohort. 

When police contacts afte:r driver's licences had been obtained for 

those who had obtained it at 16 or earlier were compared with police contacts 

o 

o 
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tlfter tlw license fen; tho~w who obtained it at the ages of 17 through 20> 

tho Tm.l!? were ~;mallc:r than th!: before/after Taus for both cohorts. Those 

recdving their 1:iectlSt:s at younger ages tended to have more contacts 

after getting the5r liccn!':es than did those receiving their licenses 

at ()lticr agos, although only that of .345 for the 1942 females was 

si.gnificant. The same pattern of correlations was produced for type-

seriousness and Geometric scores. 

Admitted Number of Police Contacts and 
Official Measures of Police Contact 

If self-conception on a delinquency continuum does not correlate very 

highly with police contact records, do responses to the more direct question, 

"Ho\<l many times before you were 18 did the police stop you for doing some-

thing wrong or something they suspected was wrong? If you can't remember the 

exact number of times, please give me an estimate." Around 8096 of the Anglos 

in each cohort reported either the number of police contacts they had accur-

ately or estimated the number to be a bit higher than was correct; only half 

of the Negroes (too few Mexican-Americans interviewed) reported this accurately, 

the other half reporting fewer than our records showed. This suggested to us 

that Negroes do not have the same confidence in interviewers (as representa-

tives of the corununity and the Racine Community Study) as do Anglos. The 

interviewers (although Negro themselves and with past police contacts, con-

victiollS, and more to come) could not be trusted with the whole truth because 

the community is organized in such a fashion that it would be dangerous for 

a Negro to completely confide in another Negro on such a matter when it was 

to be put in writing. 

Nevertheless, when responses for those interviewed were correlated for 

this question with recorded police contacts for the same period the Taus were 
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relatively high for questions ('If this natur(.~. ~1alt.:'s had Taus (If • ;:;;; 1 and 

.301 and females .285 and .223! all stat istically s ignifi~'ant • Similar mit h' 

correlations were produced for t}1)(~-SCrl0USI1(,SS 81.'01'('$ and (l(.'(~ml't1'ic seorl';" 

but somewhat low'or for the females, although all \\1('1'0 signifh'ant (it h!a~1 

at the .01 level. 

There is ahmys the questi on of how respondent's percept ion of i'Jhat 

they have done and gotten away ivith relates to what they have dom' anli not 

gotten away with. We asked, !lean you think of any things you ll;:;ed to do 

(before you were 18) for which you could have been caught by the pol i(:(' but 

which they never found out about?" Eighty-tivo percent of the males in each 

cohort said that they had done things for which they could have heen caught 

and weren't. Among the females, 5396 in the 1942 cohort and 580., in the 1949 

cohort said that they had done so. However, of those males who had done 

"hings for which they could have been caught but weren't) 60~.; of the 1942 

COl101t had police contacts and 65 90 of the 1949 cohort had police contacts. 

Among those males who said that they had not done things for which they 

could have been caught and weren't, 43% in the 1942 coho-rt had police con

tacts for other reasons as did 3H, of the 1949 cohort. Thus those who did 

things for which they were not caught were also caught more often than those 

who did not do things for which they were not caught. Not surprising since 

many juveniles complain that they can't seem to get a,,,ay with anything while 

others who are far more delinquent get away with "murder,1f Among those 

females who state that they haven't committed acts for which they could have 

been caught but haven't, only 12% from the 1942 cohort and 2G% from the 1949 

cohort had police contacts while 259" and 34% of those who admitted to doing 

things for which they could have been caught but were not, had police 
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eon'taet'i, '1'h11'; l'ulatively the Srim(} proportion of females found themselves 

in thi~; irwqllitou'; position (the male and female Taus \'lere identical both 

y(!ar~; I I!vnn though a h.1rgl~r proportion of females than males said that they 

had not umw thingH for wh ieh they could have been caught but were not caught. 

finn further note in t.erms of inequity, of those Negroes who said that 

they had done things for which they could have been caught but were not, only 

2W:. had no pol:icc contacts and of those who denied doing things for which 

thoy t:ould have been caught but t'1lere not, 83 go had police contacts. Surely 

thoy must b~li~vc that it is difficult to walk down the street without being 

stopped by the police. Further analysis will enable us to see if their 

perspective fits our expectations. 

SUllunary 

Contrary to the general impression that regularity of employment and 

occupational level of parents should be related to delinquency and crime 1 we 

find that neither are consistently or highly correlated with number of police 

contacts, t)~e-seriousness, or Geometric scores representing career patterns, 

with the exception of those for Negro males. Since we have previously des-

crib-ad variation in number of police contacts) type-seriousness, and Geometric 

scores from one natural area to another, we are only stating that these two 

measures are not related in the manner expected. That socioeconomic status 

(as represented by either the larger Natural Areas [A through E} or Subareas 

[1 through 26]) is related to delinquency cannot be denied when the mean type-

seriousness score for Anglo males in the 1942 cohort during the juvenile plus 

18 through 20 age period ranged from 1.89 in Subarea 25 to 19.13 in Subarea 3. 

In 1949 type-seriousness scores for Anglo males for that period ranged from 

4.06 to 10.86 in the same areas. This finding is consistent with our general 

position that analysis shOUld be based on areas rather than strata generated 

by income, occupation, or education. 
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Living in a society where the work ethic has dominated the old"r 

generation has given rise to as much fable as fact about the value of \.;ork. 1 
;1 

Without discounting the desirability of introducing youth to tho(;' importan~e 1 

of "gainful employment" as it has often been termed, we find littlc' dir<'rt 0 

relationship between summer, schoal year, or early full time employment and 

the a.bsence of police contacts or lower type-seriousness scores, TIlt' tf.mdent'y 

has even been in the opposite direction of that expected, suggesting that 

controls for socioeconomic status arc necessary to elimi.nate the contribution 

that we know it makes to careers. 

Another belief adhered to with considerable ferocity is the assumed neg-

ative influence of various kinds of "broken homes." The importance of having 

two parents in the horne, both biological, has been reified to the extent that 

when our codes of family type are mentioned people commence to applaud us for 

emphasizing the importance of the family. We found some, but not much, rela-

tionship between measures of delinquent and criminal careers and family type, 

that ,.;hich appeared being mainly for females. Similarly, there was little 

relationship between respondents' perception of their parents' delinquent 

and criminal behavior and their own behavior. 

But what did corne out quite clearly is the decline in police contacts 

after marriage. Although we have shown that police contacts decline with age, 

we find that beyond this there is a decline after marriage. Thus, it is 

marital status of respondent rather than parents that will be added to the 

prediction device as an important variable. 

The effects of patroiling remain uncertain at this point as does atti-

tude toward the police because it 1,5 really difficult to decide \'lhich comes 

first. Are the police, as lepresentatives of the community whose presence 

- - ---------------
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and hehavi QT i~; takcn into consideration determinants of one I s 0~'ll1 behavior 

and attltndef; or 1~; it the juvcnil(J1s own behavior and attitudes that bring 

ahout pol ]('P pI'(f$Cnc~O and subsequent interaction \'lhich is provocative of 

nf·gat iv(! attitudoH on part of the: juvenile? While it is some of both, the 

() retI'o;;peet:ivc nature of the data make this a difficult question. Data on 

associ itto~; reqllir(~S some thought as well. Having friends in trouble is to be 

expected for those who have had trouble and gives added support to the asso-

dation hypothesi5, but docs not reveal who influences whom. 

Interpretation of the relationship of I.!ge at which a driver's license 

was obtained to police contacts was less difficult, with not only number of 

police contacts increasing after the license was obtained but type-seriousness 

and Geometric scores doing so as well, suggesting that more than traffic 

offenses accompany early-driver's licenses. 

The lack of agreement between official records and admitted police con-

tacts and admitted behavior which could have resulted in police contacts leads 

to the desirability of constructing a measure of delinquency incorporating 

reported behavior, self-concept, and other attitudinal variables through 

multivariate scaling techniques, 

TWO SUBSAMPLES FOR ADDITIONAL fu~ALYSES 

For the reader \'lho is not aware of the scope of the Iowa Urban Community 

Research Center's work in Racine, it should be noted that many of the persons 

included in both the 1942 and 1949 cohorts have parents included in our lon-

gitudinal study of inmigrant economic absorption and cultural integration. 

This study of Mexican-Americans (280)~ Negroes (280), and Anglos (413) had 

its inception in 1958 and was followed by interviews in 1959, 1960, and 1961, 

a mail survey in 1969, and reinterviews with 75% of the original respondents 
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and another 20"J ldth surviving spouses, l'hildren, or otlwr~ intimatt.'ly ill> 

quainted with the respondent for a total of 95(:) of the original I:OhOTt. 

Detailed data on the lwrk histories) movement, cdU<.~at ion of rh Buren, nn __ i 

att i tudes of respondents are avaj 1ablc for tl\TO timp peri od~; J d rea 1 £I{;II and 

1971. We found that 169 persons in the 1942 and HJ49 coho!'ts had pal'C'l1ts 

in the 973 family earHer study. This meant that it l'laS pos~;ibl(' t(\ ~>\'n:;"" 

truct a subsample of 169 persons on whom we had extensive family hi~tol'il'h, 

including family organization, parental aspirations, and expl'ricn..:es of tIl.:, 

family in the ,.,orld of work. 

Both segments of the subsample have been checked to determine if they 

can be considered representative of (not significantly different frcim', the 

larger data sets from '''hich they were derived. 

The first check involved comparison of the distribution of police con

tacts in race/ethnic subsamples with the distribution of police contact::> in 

each race/ethnic segment of the cohorts. With one exception, none of the 

Chi Squares on the 1942 delinquency subsample data were significant at the 

0.5 level. Adult contacts among this group were significantly different at 

the .01 level when calculated on a 2 X N basis; however, a 2 X 2 (none vs. 

contacts) Chi Square test found no significant difference. Juvenile contacts, 

contacts 18 through 20 years of age, and total contacts were not significantly 

different on either basis. 

Most of the differences between the 1949 subsample and its cohort were 

significant at the .001 level when calculated on a 2 X N basis but only one 

was significant based on 2 X 2 calculations. Contacts between the ages of 

6 and 17 were significant at the .001 level or ,\Tere not significant, those 

between 18 and 20 at .001 or not significant, and total contacts at .001 or 

o 

o 

o 
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not ~-)jgnjfie<lnt, doptmdlng on whether one looks at the 2 X N Chi Square (then 

tlu:y wur(: ~;jgnif1eant) or the 2 X 2 Chi Square (then they were not signifi~ 

ctint). Adult contacts were signi.ficantly different at the .001 level 

The se('ond check wa~:; on parental data on occupational level> income, 

p()s"ie~;;:;ions ~ world vi ew, and religion for ~ach race/ethnic segment of the 

5uhBamplu compared with their counterparts among 973 persons in the larger 

economic ahgorptlon sample for both 1960 and 1971. With the exception of 

three out of 30 comparisons the subsamples were not significantly different 

from 50gments in the largor sample. The data were not significantly dif-

forcnt for occupation or religion either year or for income or world view 

in 1971. Income 1960 was significantly different at the .02 level and 

world view 1960 at the .05 level. 

Differences on the Possessions 7 scale were not significant in 1960 but 

were Ilt the .05 level in 1971 when the cutting point was bet'ween the second 

and third highest scale categories. No significant difference was found 

either year when the cutting point was between the highest altd second highest 

possession scale categories. 

Overall ~ we concluded that the Racine family subsample data are not 

significantly different from those of the larger sample on the items considered. 

Going one step further, we selected only those persons from the 1942 and 

1949 cohorts who were interviewed in 1976 and whose parents were in the econo-

mic absoTption study. This subsample, while of limited size (75) permits 

comparison of attitudinal data obtained from these members of the cohort with 

the attitudes of their parents on a whole range of questions. 

" 
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APPENDIX A 

Table 1 shml"s the place of residen('e of 194::! cohort memht.'rg in H)'7h 

for those within the city limits 0f Racine by n:).tural area, and f!j'r th{l:~(' 

outside the city by the name of the community in \vhich thoy resiut'd 'in 

o Wisconsin, or the state in the United States, or o1:her countries. Wldle 

relatively few Anglos were in and remain in Natural Area A or B, l'elativ(~l~' 

few Negroes and Mexican-Americans are outside these areas. 

Essentially the same pattern is present in Table 2 for t}l(.' 194n (:oho1'1' 

except that proportionately fewer Anglos have inoved to suburban conunuJ1ities 

on the periphery of Racine. 

The data in Tabl~ 3 reveal that the persons interviewed in 1976 within 

the city of Racine were distributed within natural areas in proportions 

essentially the same as those in each cohort at that time. Sizeable numbers 

o of each cohort wert~ also interviewed in communities within a 30 mile radius 

of the center of Ra.cine. 

o 

o 
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TABLE L PLACh OF RESIDENCE OF 1942 COHORT MEMBERS IN 1976 

.::,~_.::.:_-.:.~:-::.: .• ::::.,,::,, =.=~"7_..:.:.;.:.l:.~;;.:::::~=-;:.~=- -
MEXICAN-

1042 fu~GLO AMERICAN NEGRO TOTAL 
M F M F M F 

$ ------
NATURAL AREA 

A 2 8 3 5 5 23 

B 44 32 2 2 7 4 91 

C 75 57 1 2 1 136 
® 

0 71 70 2 1 1 145 

E 49 46 1 2 98 

CITIES 

Appleton 1 1 0 
Black Creek 1 1 

Brookfield 2. 2 

Burlington 3 3 

Caledonia 5 7 12 0 
Cedarberg I 1 

Cedar Creek 1 1 

Crandon 1 1 

Crivitz 1 1 0 

Cudahy 1 1 

Delavan 1 1 

Eau Claire 2 1 3 

Fairchild 1 1 @ 

Fall Creek 1 1 

Fish Creek I 1 

Franksville 10 6 16 

Ft. Atkinson 1 1 <!D 

Greenfield 1 1 2 

Hales Corners 1 3 4 

Hartford 1 1 

Hayward 1 1 • 
Janesville I 1 

Kansasville 1 I 

Kenosha 8 15 1 24 

Kohler 1 1 • 
La Crosse 1 2 3 

• 



• 
A-3 

Lake Geneva J. 1 

• t Madison 4 .3 7 
I; Marinett 1 1 

Marshfield 1 1 I 
Menomonee Falls 1 1 r • Merrill 1 1 I 

I 
1 

Milwaukee 19 18 1 1 39 I 

I Monona 1 1 
Monroe 2 2 • Mt. HOl'eb 1 1 
Neenah 1 1 2 
Oak Creek 1 1 2 
Oshkosh 1 1 2 

• Racine 70 59 .3 132 
Raymond Center 1 1 
Richland Center 1 1 

Rochester 1 1 
C Shawano 1 1 

Sheboygan 1 1 

Sheboygan Falls 1 1 

Somers 1 1 

• Stevens Pt 1 1 

Sturtevant 13 11 24 
Sun Prarie 1 1 

Union Grove 15 18 33 

Waterford 3 .3 

Waukesha 5 4 9 

Waupaca 1 1 

Waupon 1 1 

• Wauwatosa 1 2 :3 

West Allis 1 1 

Whitewater 1 1 

Wisconsin Rapids 1 1 

• 

• 
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!rrA,IE~. • Alabama 1 1 

Alaska 0 

Arizona 5 4 9 

Arkansas 0 ~ 

Cal ifornia 25 10 1 36 

Colorado 5 4 1 10 

Connecticut 3 ,~ 5 ... 
Delaware 1 1 Q 

Florida 5 5 10 

Georgia 1 1 

Hawaii 1 1 

Idaho 0 © 
I111n01s 19 20 1 1 1 42 

Indiana 1 1 

Iowa 4 2 6 

Kansas 2 2 ~ 

Kentucky 0 

Louisiana 0 

Maine 1 1 

Maryland 5 1 6 

Massachusetts 1 2 3 

Michigan 3 12 3 18 

Minnesota 5 8 1 14 

Mississippi 1 1 ® 
Missouri 3 3 6 

Montana 1 1 2 

Nebraska 3 1 4 

Nevada 1 1 • 
New Hampshire 0 

New Jersey 1 2 3 

New Mexico 0 

New York 3 2 1 6 • 
N. Carolina 2 2 

• 
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N. Dakota 0 • Ohio 1 2 3 
Oklahoma 0 
Oregon 0 
Pennsylvania 2 ., 

~ • Rhode Island () 

S. Carolina I) 

S. Dakota 0 
Tennessee 0 
Texas 2 1 2 5 
Utah 0 
Vermont 0 
Virginia 2 2 4 

@ 
Washington 0 
W. Virginia 0 

Wisconsin 1 1 
Wyoming 0 

() 
Wash., D.C. 1 2 3 

COUNTRIES 

Canada 1 1 

Europe 1 2 3 

Germany 4 1 5 

India 1 1 

Japan 1 1 

• Puerto Rico 1 1 

Thailand 1 1 

DECEASED 

0 11 3 1 2 17 

• NOT ASCERTAINED 

99 108 135 3 2 2 4 254 

• 

• 
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"',' .... ,..",\._""""..."..,,,.JI7.,':"'_I'0<;~--..-F~ .... ,_........--.-.;.., __ 

TABLE " PLACE OF RES IDENeB OF 1949 COHORT MEMBERS IN 1976 ... 
'-";'::: .. ~:. ;: ~'.;- !' .~":;-'!.,;::..::;;:..::.~ ::::::':o":..·lr~. ::':':::::.:::;::':'.::~:~::':;.~-'::-':'::::::::;~-.'- - ;-

MEXICAN-
1.212. A..~GLO AMERICAN NEGRO TOTAL 

M F !vi F !vi F • -.----_ .. -
!'IblJmAt, ~~ 

A 13 13 3 4 20 15 68 

B 119 66 6 7 11 18 227 

C 150 112 3 2 :3 1 271 
~ 

lJ 112 97 1 4 4 2 220 

H 65 53 1 1 1 2 123 

CITIES 0 
--~--

Appleton 2 2 

Ashland 1 1 

Boloit 2 2 4 

Brown Deer 1 1 0 
Burlington 1 1 

Caledonia 3 3 

Camp Douglas 1 1 

--Camp McCoy 1 1 ® 
Cashton 1 1 

Cudahy 1 2 3 

Delavan 1 1 

Darlington 1 1 ~ 

De Pere 1 1 

Door County 1 1 

Eau Claire 1 1 

Elkhorn 1 1 2 (9 

Fon du Lac 1 1 

Franksville 7 2 9 

Ft Atkinson 1 1 

Green Bay 3 3 • 
Greenfield 1 1 

Hales Corners 1 I 

Hartford 1 I 2 

Hazel Green 1 1 • 
Horicon 1 1 

• 
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• Hustisford 1 1 

Ingram 1 1 

Janesville 2 2 4 

Kawaskum 1 1 

• Kenosha 10 18 1 2 31 

La Grosse 2 '" ... 
Larsen 1 1 

Madison 18 25 1 3 47 

Manitowoc 1 1 

Menomonie 1 1 2 

Menomonee Falls 1 2 3 ,-

Mequon 1 1 
j 

€} 
Middleton 1 1 

Milwaukee 24 28 1 2 5 3 63 

New Berlin 1 1 

Niagara 1 1 
{ i 

0 
Oak Greek 1 1 ~. i 

Oshkosh 3 
, 

3 !, 

Portage 1 1 2 

Racine 41 59 1 4 2 107 ~ : 

® 
Ripon 1 1 

Shawano 1 1 

Sheboygan 1 1 2 ( 

Shoreland 1 1 

() Somers 1 1 

Spring Green 1 1 

Stevens Pt 2 2 

Stoughton 1 1 

e Sturgeon Bay 1 1 

Sturtevant 19 17 36 

Sussex 1 1 

Union Grove 39 17 2 1 59 

• Waterford 2 1 :5 

Waterloo 1 1 2 

• 
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Wa ttJ rto\'m 1 1 • Waukesha 1 1 2 

\~aupon 1 3 4 

Waw;au 2 2 4 

Wauwatosa 1 2 3 • ~~c~t Allis 2 2 

West Bend 1 1 

Whitewater :3 1 4 

Wind Lake 1 1 (!) 

STATES 
Alabama 1 1 

Alaska 1 3 4 

Arizona 3 4 1 8 ® 

Arkansas 1 1 

California 13 21 1 35 

Colorado 6 5 11 

Connecticut 2 2 ® 

Dela\'lare 0 

Florida 2 6 1 9 

Georgia 1 1 

Hav"aii 0 @ 

Idaho 1 1 

Illinois 16 19 1 3 2 41 

Indiana 1 1 

Iowa 2 1 3 

Kansas 0 

Kentucky 2 2 

Louisiana 1 1 2 

Maine 1 1 • 
Maryland 3 1 4 

Massachusetts 2 2 

Michigan 5 8 2 15 

Minnesota 5 7 12 • 
Mississippi 1 1 1 3 

• 
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Missouri 2 3 5 • Montana 1 1 ., .. 
Nebraska 1 1 
Nevada 0 
New Hampshire 0 • New Jersey 2 2 

New Mexico 1 1 
New York 6 6 

N. Carolina 1 1 
N. Dakota 0 
Ohio 1 :5 1 5 
Oklahoma 2 2 
Oregon 1 2 3 

0 Pennsylvania 1 1 
Rhode Island 0 

S. Carolina 1 1 
S. Dakota 1 1 

0 Tennessee 1 1 2 
Texas 5 4 2 2 13 
Utah 1 1 
Vermont 0 

Virginia 1 1 2 

Washington 3 3 1 7 

W. Virginia 1 1 

Wisconsin 1 1 • Wyoming 1 1 

Wash.~ D.C. 2 1 2 5 

COUNTRIES 

• Africa 1 1 

Canada 1 1 2 

Europe 1 1 

Germany 1 3 4 

• Guam 1 1 

• 
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11'an 1 1 • Nctherlandti 1 1 

.'I11..)W Zealand 1 1 

JlcUI:C Corps 1 1 

IJECEASIJD ti .---. 
() 14 4 1 1 20 

NOT ASCHR'fAINED 
~-- .. --. 

DC) 206 247 7 3 13 5 481 
@ 

• 

• 

• 
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TABLE 3. PLACE OF RESIDENCE OF PERSONS INTERVIEWED IN 1976 

-. -"""i:=':::"~~~~:::-":'-:;"':::::',;;.:~.::.~~'..--:: .. ~:::::'~:':'::::c,-~~;".::;:,~"~=:"~~..:::..-;~ : ::,':' .;:::; 
'I 

• 1942 1949 I' 
A A MA MA N N A A ~fA MA N N 
M p- M p- M F M p- M p- IT F 

----
I 

A 1 2 :3 :3 :3 4 6 3 3 14 7 I ., I 

B 18 15 1 2 3 3 43 31 6 7 8 16 I 

C 37 26 1 2 1 - 68 60 2 2 1 1 
D 20 31 1 - 1 47 51 1 4 3 2 
E 22 24 1 - 23 26 1 1 2 
Racine 1 2 1 
Union Grove 6 7 16 4 2 1 
Caledonia 4 3 
Franksville 4 :3 2 
Somers 1 
Sturtevant 3 3 7 13 
Milwaukee 1 3 1 1 1 1 

0 Kenosha 3 9 2 9 2 
Outside Racine 

(Immediate Area) 26 33 1 - 11 24 1 2 
Other State 1 2 
Wisconsin City 

(Unident ified) 1 1 3 1 

0 Not Ascertained 1 1 

• 

• 

• 
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APPENDIX B 

TJw tahles presented in this appendix, although numbered consecutively, 

l!(ms'i st of two types: 1) numbers of contacts for persons with full careers 

(i.. tl. 1 no morc than::> years of a person's residence was unaccountec! for 

during tlw pc'riod 6 through 17, the entire period 18 through 20 was accounted 

for, and no more than 3 years were unaccounted for since the age of 21) and 

2) numbers of contacts for persons with partial careers. While there are 

three time periods uti.! ized in our analyses for each career, the data have 

also been presented for the combined periods of 6 through 20 and 18 to present. 

Thus, there are 6 different time periods or combinations presented, including 

data for total careers, i. e., 6 years of age to present. In most cases the 

mean number of contacts for a given race/ethnic, age category s'egment of a 

cohort for persons with full careers had a mean greater than its matching 

segment with partial careers. The difference between full and partial careers 

is most clearly dramatized by contact data for the period age 6 to present for 

males with full careers in comparison to data for the same category of males 

with only partial careers. 

Inspection of the tables will enable the reader to discern in some detail 

the differences in distributions on a basis of cohort year, race/ethnicity, 

sex, and time period or combination of time periods. Comparison of Tables 6 

and 12, which represent the total careers of persons with full careers, enables 

one to perceive the rather marked skewness toward higher contact categories 

of male Mexican-American and Negro careers in both cohorts as compared to the 

Anglos. One also notes a similar but lesser degree of skewness for females, 

particularly among the 1949 cohort. 
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APPENflIX B: POLTCr. ";ONTACTS BY BIRTH CnlIORT, BY PERCENT 

TABLE 1. f.1ALES, AGES 6 THROUGH 17: FULL CAREERS 
~. -_. .,-""-=-== 

Number of 
Contacts 

0 
1 

2-5 
6-10 

.11 or + 

Mean 

Cohort N 

Anglo 
1942 ID.rg" 

46.4 40.1 
18.1 21.1 
24.9 27.9 
7.6 5.8 
3.2 4.7 

1.9 2.,l 

515 815 

Mexican
American 

i D.iZ------r1}49 

100.0 9.5 
0.0 4.S 
0.0 ,'17.7 
0.0 1 it .4 
0.0 23. fl 

0.0 7.7 

5 21 

TABLE 2. MALES ~ AGES 18 THROUGII 20: FULL CAREERS 

Mcxican-
:-.lumber of Anglo American 
Contacts 1942 1949 1942 1949 

0 58.6 53.1 60.0 38.7 
1 lS.9 .,., ? 

t:.,.,t...,,_ 0.0 16.1 
2-5 18.7 20.S 40.0 25.8 

6-10 3.1 J ~ 
~ . .) 0.0 12.9 

11 or + 0.8 1.2 0.0 6.4 

Mean 1.0 1.3 1.0 2.7 

Cohort N 529 859 5 31 

TABLE 3. MALES, AGE:S 21 AND OLDER: FULL CAREERS 

Mexican-
Number of Anglo American 
Contacts 1942 1949 1942 1949 

a 30.4 50.6 0.0 25.9 
1 20.5 23.5 0.0 14.8 

2-5 35.0 19.5 99.9 37.0 
6-10 7.1 3.9 0.0 14.8 

11 or + 6.8 2.2 0.0 7.4 

Mean 2.9 1.5 3.7 3.9 

Cohort N 365 729 3 27 

.,") ") 1 r: ,-~ 
£4 .... " ...... , •. J. t 

" ') " If.; .7 ";""'Ikoo 11&...0 

·1-4,5 33.4 
11.2 17 7 , .. 
0,0 17 , ~) 

~ ,--
' •• ,'> !' r: ,,) . ~) 

U{ 51 

NegrE_,_ 
1942 19·19 

12.0 26.2 
12.0 21.5 
64.0 30.8 
12.0 12.3 

0.0 9.1 

3.0 3.6 

25 65 

Negro 
1942 1949 

5.3 20.0 
0.0 18.2 

31.6 27.2 
15.8 12.7 
47.5 21.7 

12.6 6.4 

19 £5 

o 

o 

o 

0, 

o 

o 

0 
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TABLE 4. MALES, A(mS 6 THROUGH 20: FULL CAREERS 

Mexican-
Number of Anglo American Negro ; ! 

Contacts ]]42 1949 1942 1949 1942 1949 
"'~'-""'-.""-~"-------~--

,0 
() 35.0 26.9 75.0 14.3 11.1 6.3 ~ : 

1 17.2 19.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 14.6 
2~5 31.7 35.2 25.0 23.8 50.1 31.3 

(,-10 10.1 10.9 0.0 23.9 27.9 14.7 
11 or + 6.0 7.5 0.0 38.1 11.2 33.5 

Mean 2.9 3.8 0.8 10.8 5.4 9.5 

Cohort N 488 773 4 21 18 48 

Q 
TABLE 5. MALES, AGES 18 AND OLDER: FULL CAREERS 
~~~:~-~-=:.,.';-::.:..-=--=-,;~=:-=--::::...-;::;-=:..,.:.':.::., 

Mexican-
Number of Anglo American Negro 
Contacts 1942 1949 1942 1949 1942 1949 

e> 0 23.6 32.0 0.0 11.1 0.0 12.7 
1 17.5 23.2 0.0 7.4 5.0 10.9 

2-5 39.0 32.0 66.6 40.7 20.0 25.5 
6-10 9.8 7.5 33.3 22.2 25.0 16.3 

11 or + 10.1 5.0 0.0 18.5 50.0 34.4 

G Mean 4.1 2.9 4.7 7.0 14.9 10.3 

Cohort N 365 729 3 27 20 55 

@ TABLE 6. MALES, TOTAL JUVENILE AND ADULT CONTACTS: FULL CAREERS 

Mexican-
Number of Anglo American Negro 
Contacts 1942 1949 1942 1949 1942 1949 

0 0 16.3 19.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 6.8 
1 11.2 16.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 4.5 

2-5 37.9 36,S 66.6 21.1 20.0 22.7 
6-10 18.3 15.2 33.3 26.4 13.4 20.4 

11 or + 16.4 12,7 0.0 52.6 66.7 45.4 

® Mean 6.2 5.4 4.7 16.0 18.6 15.3 

Cohort N 338 677 3 19 15 44 

~ 
-I 

@ 



TABLE 7. FEMALES, AGES 6 THROUGH 17: FULL CAREERS 

t>lexlcan-
Number of Anglo Amerh:an Negro 
Contacts 1942 191m- '194~-----:Ei4~Y Tl)~ i:r--"'''~'--f§:m 

__ '. __ ~""""~"""',_--.-_ ......... ~_ • .\+" ____ ,_,_"_,_, .... ,, ... ,....- ,,,,,,,,,,,, •. ~"'_"'_''''''' __ '''c' 

0 82.2 73.2 85.7 sO.n a7.5 ,Hi. !) 
1 13.0 16.4- 1-1. :5 ... ~ r.: 

... .,) .;) 12.S II ,:"i 
2-5 3.8 9.3 0.0 I;; ,ti 0.0 2;;;. '1 

6-10 0.8 0.2 O,a 0.0 0.0 4. ;) 
11 or + 0.2 0.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 ~!" 1 

Mean 0.3 0.6 0.1 0.7 (J • 1 1 .~) 

Cohort N 501 760 7 16 ~ 47 
__________________________ , _____ ' •• _ ••• __ '·. ___ A_ 

----------,---" .. ~--
TABLE 8. FEMALES> AGES H; THROUGH 20: FULL CAREERS 

~lexican-
Number of Anglo Americ(lU Nogro 
Contacts 1942 194~f 1942 1949 E142- 1941)' 

--'-
0 86.1 76.7 81.8 63.6 61.5 61.1 
1 10.9 16.4 9.1 22.7 30.8 20.4 ..L 

2-5 2.8 6.6 0.0 13.6 7.7 15.0 
6-10 0.2 0.1 9.1 0.0 0.0 1.9 

11 or + 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.9 

Mean 0.2 0.4 0.7 0.5 0.5 1.2 

Cohort N 495 755 11 22 13 54 

TABLE 9. FEMALES, AGES 21 /-\ND OLDER: FULL CAREERS 

Mexican-
Number of f\ngl0 American Negro 
Contacts 1942 1949 1942 1949 1942 1949 

0 69.9 78.8 71.4 69.2 '"}'} .., 
.... Lo.!lU 55.S 

1 17.5 13.5 14.3 23.1 11.1 19.1 
2-5 11.4 7.2 14.3 7.7 55.5 14.9 

6-10 0.3 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 8.5 
11 or + 0.6 0.2 0.0 0.0 11.1 2.1 

t.lean 0.6 0.4 0.4 0.5 4.2 1.5 

Cohort N 286 542 7 13 9 47 
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TABLE 10. FEMALES .. AlBS 6 THROUGH 20: FULL CAREhRS 

Number of 
Contacts 
• '<"""'~",,",~.~,~. -------""'= ... _-----'" _ ... ""_ ... -

() 72.11. 
1 19.3 

2-5 6.8 
t "I (\ 
\I-LV 1.2 

IJ or + 0.2 

Mean 0.5 

Cohort .. 456 " -_. ~ 

TABLE 11. FEMALES .. AGES 

Mexican-
American 

'1942 1949 

59.4 87.5 .30.8 
22.7 12.5 46.2 
15.5 0.0 23.1 
1.3 0.0 0.0 
0.9 0.0 0.0 

1.0 0.1 1.0 

678 8 13 

18 AND OLDER: FULL CAREERS 
=--.::.==::~--::.';--=--..:.::;::::.=..--=.:;::.,. ::'"~~:::_...';~'.:;-.:.;.;.,~~:;;;-_;~"~ ~-=:.;.:-_:;:-:..:=~~.:,:-~-~~.:::;:._~=.::.::::=t=~~-

Mexican-
Number of Anglo American 
Contacts 1942 1949 1942 1949 

a 62.2 62.7 71.4 46.1 
1 20.6 22.1 14.3 30.8 

2-5 15.3 13.6 0.0 23.1 
6-10 0.6 1.1 14.3 0.0 

11 or + l.ll 0.4 0,0 0.0 

Mean 0.8 O,P 1.4 0.9 

Cohort N 286 542 7 13 

'.tABLE 12. FE~~LES, TOTAL JUVENILE AND ADULT CONTACTS: 

Mexican-
Number of Anglo American 
Contacts 1942 1949 1942 1'949 

0 52.4 49.4- 60,0 20.0 
1 23.6 26.2 40.0 30.0 

2-5 "'0.2 20.8 0.0 40.0 
6-10 2.3 2.5 0.0 10.0 

11 or + 1.5 1.0 0.0 0.0 

Mean 1.2 1.3 0.4 1.7 

Cohort N 267 50S 5 10 

Negro 
1942 1949 

66.7 36.4 
22.2 15.9 
11.1 29.5 
0.0 11.4 
0.0 6.9 

0.4 3.0 

9 44 

--

Negro 
1942 1949 

11.1 42.5 
22.2 23.4 
44.4 17.0 
11.1 10.5 
11.1 6.3 

4.8 2.7 

9 47 

FULL CAREERS 

Negro 
1942 1949 

20.0 30.S I 

20.0 10.2 :1 

60.0 30.8 
0.0 10.2 
0.0 17.9 

2.4 4.7 

5 39 
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TABLE 1$. MALES, AGES b THROUGH 1':': 1',\IU'L\L C\HU'Ht~ 

Number ';:If 
Contacts 

0 
1 

2-5 
1.>-10 

11 or + 

Mean 

Cohort N 

5fJ.7 
15.:;; 
20 . ~l 
1.6 
'") ,1 
- ,,'I 

1.;; 

1 :,;.+ 

5:'~" 8 
~'.l.l 
19 •. 1 
3.g 
~ ., 
.,.') .. " 

1 ,\ 
,-\.1 

1!:l9 

~i~':\ i ~'au" 
l\l!l~\ ri ~':Ul 

i!ri:r'·'·o-"·'nf!~)· 

0.(1 
(t.0 
O. \) 

O.D 

(J.n 

4 

1 () .1,1 

1 (J • t" 
t' • 
t:'l •• 't 

TABLE 14. MAWS, AGES 18 TllROUGl! 20: PII.RTl;\L C:\HEERS 

Number of 
Contacts 

t.i~~xj can·· 
Amotic<!n 

Ei4T----·· f{flTf 

Ull.; Hlt!l 

;;0 .;, /h. I ,., 
j I . 1 .. ~;; , . 

;"d).S • ~ I.. t • I 
1 :1 • d ! .; • 11 

\l.ll I:' .. 1 

<-~ • S ~ ~ . (~ 

"'J __ ~ __ .... "'._~,""",~ __ - _--_"'"",""'~~ .. "*' __ ,_~ .. ' __ " ___ >-<''''''''''''''"'_''''''-'- .""'~_'" 

'" 

o 
1 

2-5 
6-10 

11 or + 

Mean 

Cohort N 

83.6 
6.4 
9.0 
0.£) 
0.0 

0.4 

110 

88. ;' 
7.0 
3.5 
0.0 
D.9 

0.4-

115 

75.0 100.0 
2';.0 0.0 
0.0 0.0 
0.0 n.n 
0.0 (l.n 

0.3 0.0 

4 
., ... 

TABLE IS. ~lALES, AGES 21 AND OLDER: PARTIAL CAREERS 

~leAican-

Number of Ang1u_, ___ American 
Contacts 1942 19,1!J 194:r-" 19,1-9-

- .... ---.-
0 74.8 8&.1 50.0 83. :.; 
1 14.:-2 10.2 D.D 16.7 

2-5 8.4 2.4. 33.4 0.0 
6-10 1.5 0.8 16.7 0.0 

11 or + 1.1 0.4 0.0 0.0 

Mean 0.7 0.3 ')) 
...... _40 0.2 

Cohort N 274 245 6 6 

.~).) 11.'1 (1( •• 7 
1 (). 7 n.u 
0.0 :;;:; .:~ 

GO.n (l.U 
(l.U O.1l 

$.2 1.':; 

(j ~) 

-~------

Negro 
1942 194n 

.-...-.-....--.-.-~."'.--.-.... -.~., 

25.0 68.4 
R .3 15.8 

16.7 10. (i 
~... .... "'\ 
.'1.'1.':" 5.3 
lu.6 0.0 

S.8 0.0 

1:: 19 

r 
0 1 

o 

l.-'! 

o 

G 

o 

o 

• (): 
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TABLE 16. MALES, AGES 6 THROUGH 20: PARTIAL CAREERS 

Mexican-
Numbe:'" of Anglo American Negro 
Conta~ts 1942 1949 1942 1949 1942 1949 

0 
0 50.3 50.2 60.0 33.3 15.4 11.S 
1 17.4 19.4 20.0 16.7 23.1 15.4 

2-5 24.9 19.0 20.0 16.6 7.7 23.1 
6-10 5.2 6.0 0.0 24.9 38.5 26.8 

11 or + 2.0 5.5 0.0 8.3 15.4 22.9 

0 
Mean 1.6 2.4 1.2 4.8 5,8 8.0 

Cohort N 149 201 5 12 13 26 

I 
I 

I TABLE 17. MALES, AGES 18 AND OLDER: PARTIAL C.il.REERS 
IC) 
I 

Mexican-
Number of Anglo American Negro 
Contacts 1942 1949 1942 1949 1942 1949 

() 
0 58.0 67.7 50.0 83.0 18.2 36.8 
1 18.6 18.8 0.0 16.7 9.1 21.0 

2-5 18·,3 10.9 16.7 0.0 18.2 21.1 
6-10 3.7 0.8 33.4 0.0 9.1 15.8 

11 or + 1.5 1.6 0.0 0.0 45.5 5.3 

® Mean 1.3 0.8 3.2 0.2 10.4 2.7 

Cohort N 274 245 6 6 11 19 

0 TABLE 18. MALES, TOTAL JUVENILE AND ADULT CONTACTS: PARTIAL CAREERS 
'" 

Mexican-
Number of Anglo American Negro 
Contacts 1942 1949 1942 1949 1942 1949 

e 0 35.5 36.7 50.0 28.6 6.3 3.3 
1 21.9 23.9 0.0 7.1 6.3 16.7 

2-5 27.9 25.2 16.7 28.5 25.1 30.0 
6-10 9.0 7.3 33.4 21.3 6.3 20.0 

11 or + 5.5 6.8 0.0 14.2 56.4 29.9 

0 Mean 3.0 3.2 3.2 6.2 12.7 11.9 

Cohort N 301 297 6 14 16 30 
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TABLE 19. FE~fALES, AGES 6 THROUGH 1";: PARTIAL CARFI:HS 

Number of 
Contacts 1942 

Anglo 
1945) 

Mc:\.iean
AmcriGll1 

1 ~):i2"--'111:fl} 
"'~'--'--.• --, '---'-'--"""-.~-'''''''-''''~~'.'''''''''''''''~'''';<'~''' ... ~,"', , .. ,,~.'~"-"', 

0 81.0 7!J.S 75.0 (1b.7 91.7 I!lO.O 
1 15.3 14.0 1).0 25.0 0,0 {l.n 

2-5 2.9 ·1.7 25.0 s .;; ~ .:~ o.n 
6-10 0.7 1.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 O.ll 

11 or <l- 0.0 0.0 U.O (J.n n.D n.n 

Mean 0.3 0.4 1.0 0.4 D.::! 0.0 

Cohort N 137 171 8 12 12 12 

TABLE 20. FEMALES, AGES 18 THROUGH 20: PARTIAL CAREERS 

Mcxican-
Number of Anglo American _..lIegr~ .. __ . 
Contacts 1942 1949 1942 1949 1942- 1049 

,-----. 
0 91.6 92.6 100.0 100.0 85.7 80.0 
1 7.0 5.1 0.0 0.0 14.3 0.0 

2-5 0.0 2.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 20.0 
6-10 1.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 

11 or + 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 

Mean 0.2 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.6 

Cohort N 143 176 4 6 7 5 

TABLE 21. FEMALES, AGES 21 AJ'l'D OLDER: PARTIAL CAREERS 
.-<~-=.:.::-==;.=....: - -~:--.~ '~----;"'-":,'=:;'-~:";;'."=:"::-';;;;'.::: 

Mexican-
Number of Anglo American Neglo 
Contacts 1942 1949 1942 1949 1942 1949 

0 87.2 94.6 75.0 60.0 63.6 75.0 
1 9.1 2.8 12.5 20.8 18.2 8.3 

2-5 3.2 2.1 12.5 20.1 9.1 16.6 
6-10 0.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 9.1 0.0 

11 or + 0.0 0.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 

Mean 0.2 0.2 0.6 0.8 1.5 0.8 

Cohort N 352 389 S 15 11 12 
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• TABLr~ 22. FEMALES, AGES 6 THROUGH 20~ PARTIAL CAREERS 

Mexican-
Number of Anglo American 
Contacts 1942 1949 1942 1949 

0 74.7 69.2 71.4 46.7 
1 19,8 17.4 0.0 20.0 • 

2-5 3.2 11.9 14.3 33.4 
6-10 1.6 1.2 0.0 0.0 

11 or + 0.5 0.4 14.3 0.0 

• Mean 0.5 0.6 2.3 1.0 

Cohort N 182 253 7 15 

• TABLE 23. FEMALES, AGES 18 AND OLDER; PARTIAL CAREERS 

Mexican-
Number of Anglo American 
Contacts 1942 1949 1942 1949 

-. 0 79.0 81.5 75.0 60.0 • 1 14.5 11.8 12.5 6.7 
2-5 5.2 5.6 12.5 26.7 

6-10 0.9 0.6 0.0 6.7 
11 or + 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.0 

• Mean 0.4 0.4 0.8 1.3 

Cohort N 35~ 389 8 15 

• TABLE 24. FEMALES, TOTAL JUVENILE AND ADULT CONTACTS: 

Mexican-
Number of Anglo American 
Contacts 1942 1949 1942 1949 

• 0 67.1 62.9 70.0 33.3 
1 21.3 20.8 10.0 27 .8 

2-5 9.2 12.9 0.0 33.4 
6-10 1.9 2.2 10.0 5.5 

11 or + 0.6 0.8 10.0 0.0 

-- Mean 0.7 1.0 2.3 1.6 

Cohort N 371 423 10 18 

• 

Negro 
1942 1949! 

63.6 
18.2 
18.2 

0.0 
0.0 

0.6 

80.0 
0.0 

20.1 
0.0 
0.0 

0,6 

11 15 

Negro 
1942 1949 

54.5 58.3 
27.3 8.3 

O. (\' 25.0 
18.2 8.3 
0.0 0.0 

1.7 1.6 

11 12 

PARTIAL CAREERS 

Negro 
1942 1949 

40.0 50.0 
26.7 10.0 

6.7 30.0 
20.1 10.0 
6.7 0.0 

3.5 2.0 

15 20 
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APPENDIX C 

The tables presented here contain summaries of the datu utH ized in 

Appendix B and the table numbers are coordinated between the two appendices. 

In this set of tables, however, selected statistics for each race/ethnic, sex, 

and time period are presented for each cohort and for those with full and 

partial careers wi thin ea.ch age period as well as the period age 6 to present. 

It should be noted that the difference between the scores of two race/ 

ethnic or age period groups was sometimes as 1i ttle as 0.1 on a particular 

criterion. Consequently, anyone rank-ordering may suggest a different 

pattern of ethnic differences than will another. It should also be remembered 

that there were relatively few Negroes and even ... ~wer Mexican-Americans in 

the 1942 cohort so that differences between race/ethnic groups are somewhat 

problematical in this cohort. In addition to describing race/ethnic, sex, 

and cohort differences, we are also concerned with differences among those 

with full and partial careers, a matter which must be considered in deciding 

whether or not to include those with only partial careers in the analysis. 

Race/Ethnic Differences Among Males in the 1942 Cohort 
with Full Careers in Specific Age Categories 

During the juvenile period (6-17), the 1942 Negro males have the lowest 

percentag~ of persons with no contacts while Anglos have the highest propor-

tion of persons with 11 or more contacts. Negroes have the highest and 

Mexican-Americans the lowest average number of contacts for both means. 

The 18-20 age period shows Negro males as the group with the highest 

proportion with at least one contact and Anglos and Mexican-Americans with 

about the same percentages. None of the Negroes or Mexican-Americans have 

11 or more contacts and the Anglos have less than 1% with lIar more contacts . 

The average number of contacts varies with Mexican-Americans slightly higher 
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APPENDIX C: SUMil-IARY DATA ON POLICE CONTACTS BY BIRTH Cor-fORT • 
TABLE 1. MALES, AGES 6 THROUGH 17: FULL CAREERS 

1942 1949 
A MA N A MA N 

% with No Contacts 46.4 100.0 22.2 40.1 9.5 15.7 
~<i with 11 or + Contacts 3.2 0.0 0.0 4.7 23.9 17.9 
Moan: Persons with Contacts 3.5 0.0 10.5 4.1 8.5 6.6 
Mean: Persons in Cohort Segment 1.9 0.0 2.3 2.4 7.7 5.5 
n. of Cohort in Full Career 80.6 55.6 58.1 83.7 63.6 68.9 'c 

.... -.-
TABLE 2. MALES, AGES 18 THROUGH 20: FULL CAREERS 
~-::::;"::..;......:..::..",::.-::::.=:;::: ... ~,.:: .. ":;~:::':=~=,,';., ~". 

1942 1949 
® 

A MA N A MA N 
0, with No Contacts 58.6 60.0 12.0 53.1 38.7 26.2 '0 

~ci with 11 or + Contacts 0.8 0.0 0.0 1.2 6.4 9.1 
Mean: Persons with Contacts 2.5 4.0 3.4 2.7 4.4 4.9 
Mean: Persons in Cohort Segment 1.0 1.6 3.0 1.3 2.7 3.7 ($I 
0, of Cohort in Full Career 82.8 55.6 80.6 88.2 93.9 87.8 '0 

TABLE 3. ~i~LES, AGES 21 fu~D OLDER: FULL CAREERS 
~- " @ 

1942 1949 
A MA N A MA N 

% with No Contacts 30.4 0.0 5.3 50.6 25.9 20.0 
% with 11 or + Contacts 6.8 0.0 47.5 2.2 7.4 21. 7 
Mean~ Persons with Contacts 4.2 3.7 13.3 3.0 5.3 7.9 (;) 
Mean: Persons in Cohort Segment 2.9 3.7 12.6 1.5 3.9 6.4 
g6 of Cohort in Full Career 57.1 33.3 61.3 74.8 81.8 74.3 

TABLE 4. ~~LES, AGES 6 THROUGH 20: FULL CAREERS • 
1942 1949 

A MA N A MA N 
% with No Contacts 35.0 75.0 11.1 26.9 14.3 6.3 
% with 11 or + Contacts 6.0 0.0 11.2 7.5 38.1 33.5 --Mean: Persons with Contacts 4.5 3.0 6.1 5.2 12.6 10.1 
Mean: Persons in Cohort Segment 2.9 0.8 5.4 3.8 10.8 9.5 
% of Cohort in Full Career 76.4 44.4 58.1 79.4 63.6 64.9 

• 
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TABLE 5. MALES, AGES 18 AND OLDER: FULL CAREERS 

% with No Contacts 
% with 11 or + Contacts 
Mean: Persons with Contacts 
Mean: Persons in Cohort Segment 
% of Cohort in Full Career 

A 
23.6 
10.1 
5.3 
4.1 

57.1 

1942 
MA 
0.0 
0.0 
4.7 
4.7 

SS.S 

TABLE 6. MALES, TOTAL JUVENILE AND ADULT CONTACTS: 

1942 
A MA 

% with No Contacts 16.3 0.0 
% with 11 or + Contacts 16.4 0.0 
Mean: Persons with Contacts 7.4 4.7 
Mean: Persons in Cohort Segment 6.2 4.7 
~ a of Cohort in Full Career 52.9 SS.S 

TABLE 7. FEMALES, AGES 6 THROUGH 17: FULL CAREERS 

1942 
A MA 

% with No Contacts 82.2 85.7 
% with 11 or + Contacts 0.2 0.0 
Mean: Persons with Contacts 1.7 1.0 
Mean: Persons in Cohort Segment 0.3 0.1 
% of Cohort in Full Career 78.5 46.7 

TABLE 8 . FE~~LES, AGES 18 THROUGH 20: FULL CAREERS 

194: 
A MA 

% with No Contacts 86.1 81.8 
% with 11 or + Contacts 0.0 0.0 
Mean: Persons with Contacts 1.4 4.0 
Mean: Persons in Cohort Segment 0.2 0.7 
% of Cohort in Full Career 77.6 n.s 

N 
0.0 

50.0 
14.5 
14.5 
64.5 

A 
32.0 

5.0 
4.2 
2.9 

74.8 

FULL CAREERS 

N A 
0.0 19.5 

66.7 12.7 
18.6 6.7 
18.6 5.4 
48.4 69.5 

N A 
87.5 73.2 

0.0 0.8 
1.0 2.1 
0.1 0.6 

40.0 81.6 

N A 
61.5 76.7 
0.0 0.1 
1.2 1.7 
0.5 0.4 

65.0 81.1 

1949 
MA 

11.1 
18.5 

7.9 
7.0 

81.8 

1949 
MA 
0.0 

52.6 
16.0 
16.0 
57.6 

1949 
MA 

50.0 
0.0 
1.4 
0.7 

57.1 

1949 
MA 

63.6 
0.0 
1.5 
0.5 

78.6 

N 
12.7 
34.4 
11.8 
10 ,,) 
74.3 

N 
6.8 

45.4 
16.4 
15.3 
59.5 

N 
48.9 

2.1 
3.1 
1.6 

79.7 

N 
61.1 
1.9 

63.0 
1.9 

91.5 
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TABLE 9. FE;~1ALES , AGES 21 AND OLDER: FULL CAREERS 
::::::;:,.-:;::..:;,;'.;::.:.~~~~;.~ =::..:;.:: .. .:::..,;~,,-::.~;-;::.--::::.~~,;;;:"~~=.:;:~,'- '-" . ~_.-,-_~e .. ",_ 

1942 1949 
A MA N A ~1A N 

/), with No Contacts 69.9 71.4 22.2 78.8 69.2 55.3 <it "., 
n. vlith 11 or + Contacts 0.6 0.0 11.1 0.2 0.0 2.1 '0 

Mean: Persons with Contacts 2.0 1.0 5.4 1.9 1.5 3.3 
Mean: Persons in Cohort Segment 0.6 0.4 4.2 0.4 0.5 1.5 
0., of Cohort in Full. Career 44.8 46.7 45.0 58.2 46.4 79.7 '0 

@ 

TABLE 10. FEMALES, AGES 6 THROUGH 20: FULL CAREERS 
;....--.::~ . .,::::-::;;:::.:;:.~-:.-.:;::.-.::.,-..!:.;;~;;:::;.:::::'~~'~:=.-::=:;.:::;.-=---.-

1942 1949 
A MA N A MA N (;) 

0 with No Contacts 72.4 87.5 66.7 59.4 30.8 36.4 '0 
o. with 11 or + Contacts 0:2 0.0 0.0 0.9 0.0 6.9 '0 

Mean: Persons with Contacts 1.8 1.0 1.0 2.4 1.4 4.7 
Mean~ Persons in Cohort Segment 0.5 0.1 0.3 1.0 1.0 3.0 
90 of Cohort in Full Career 71.5 53.3 45.0 72.8 46.4 74.6 

® 

TABLE 11. FEMALES, AGES 18 AND OLDER: FULL CAREERS 

1942 1949 G 
A ~1A N A MA N 

% with No Contacts 62.2 71.4 11.1 62.7 46.1 42.5 
go with 11 or + Contacts 1.0 0.0 11.1 0.4 0.0 6.3 
Mean: Persons with Contacts 2.1 5.0 5.2 2.2 1.6 4.7 
Mean: Persons in Cohort Segment 0.8 1.4 4.8 0.8 0.9 2.7 
% of Cohort in Full Career 44.8 46.7 45.0 58.2 46.4 79.7 • 
TABLE 12. FE!vlALES, TOTAL JUVENILE AND ADULT CONTACTS: FULL CAREERS 

• 1942 1949 
A MA N A MA N 

% with No Contacts 52.4 60.0 20.0 49.4 20.0 30.8 
% with 11 or + Contacts 1.5 0.0 0.0 1.0 0.0 17.9 
Mean: Persons with Contacts 2.5 1.0 3.0 2.6 2.1 6.7 
Mean: Persons in Cohort Segment 1.2 0.4 2.4 1.3 1.7 4.7 _. 
% of Cohort in Full Career 41.8 33.3 25.0 54.6 35.7 66.1 

• 
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• TABLE 13. MALES, AGES 6 THROUGH 17: PARTIAL CAREERS 
·~~~'';:=.7'':~::;: i, 

1942 1949 
A MA N A MA N 

% with No Contacts 59.7 100.0 30.8 52.8 50.0 26.1 

• % with 11 or + Contacts 2.4 0.0 0.0 3.7 8.3 17.3 
Mean: Persons with Contacts 3.2 0.0 4.1 3.8 6.5 7.6 
Mean: Persons in Cohort Segment 1.3 C.O 2.8 1.8 3.3 5.6 
% of Cohort in Partial Careers 19.4 44.4 41.9 16.5 36.4 31.1 

TABLE 14. MALES, AGES 18 THROUGH 20: PARTIAL CAREERS 

1942 1949 
A MA N A MA N 

@) % with No Contacts 83.6 75.0 33.3 88.7 100.0 66.7 
% with 11 or + Contacts 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.9 0.0 0.0 
Mean: Persons with Contacts 2.4 1.0 4.8 3.1 0.0 4.0 
Mean: Persons in Cohort Segment 0.4 0.3 3.2 0.4 0.0 1.3 
% of Cohort in Partial Careers 17.2 44.4 19.4 11.8 6.1 12.2 

• 
TABLE 15. MALES, AGES 21 AND OLDER: PARTIAL CAREERS 

1942 1949 
A MA N A MA N 

% with No Contacts 74.8 50.0 25.0 86.1 83.3 68.4 
% with 11 or + Contacts 1.1 0.0 16.6 0.4 0.0 0.0 
Mean: Persons with Contacts 2.7 4.3 7.8 2.1 1.0 2.8 
Mean: Persons in Cohort Segment 0.7 2.2 5.8 0.3 0.2 0.9 
% of Cohort in Partial Careers 42.9 66.? 38.? 25.2 18.2 25.7 

• 
TABLE 16. MALES, AGES 6 THROUGH 20: PARTIAL CAREERS 

• 1942 1949 
A MA N A MA N 

% with No Contacts 50.3 60.0 15.4 50.2 33.3 11.5 
% with 11 or + Contacts 2.0 0.0 15.4 5.5 8.3 22.9 
Mean: Persons with Contacts 4.0 3.0 6.8 4.9 7.3 9.0 
Mean: Persons in Cohort Segment 2.0 1.2 .s.8 2.4 4.8 8.0 

e_ % of Cohort in Partial Careers 23.3 55.6 41.9 20.6 36.4 35.1 

e 
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TAB LI: 17. MALES, AGHS 18 AND OLDER: PARTIAL CAREERS 

1942 1949 
A MA N A MA N 

% with No Contacts 58.0 50.0 18.2 67.7 83.0 36.8 
9ti with 11 or + Contacts 1.5 0.0 45.5 1.6 0.0 5.3 
Mean: Persons with Contacts 3.1 6.3 12.7 2.6 1.0 4.3 
Mean: Persons in Cohort Segment 1.3 3.2 lOA 0.8 0.2 2.7 
°0 of Cohort in Partial Careers 42.9 66.7 35.5 25.2 18.2 25.7 

----

TABLE 18, MALES, TOTAL ,JUVENILE AND ADULT CONTACTS: PARTIAL CAREERS 

1942 1949 
A MA N A MA N 

% with No Contacts 35.5 50.0 6.3 36.7 28.6 3.3 
~Q with 11 or + Contacts 5.5 0.0 56.4 6.8 14.2 29.9 
Mean: Persons \.,i th Contacts 4.6 6.3 13.5 5.0 8.7 12.3 
Mean: Persons in Cohort Segment 3.0 3.2 12.7 3.2 6.2 11.9 
% of Cohort in Partial Careers 47.1 66.7 51.6 30.5 42.4 40.5 

TABLE 19. FEMALES, AGES 6 THROUGH 17: PARTIAL CAREERS 

1942 1949 @ 

A MA N A MA N 
9" with No Contacts 81.0 75.0 91. 7 79.5 66.7 100.0 
% with 11 or + Contacts 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Mean: Persons with Contacts 1.5 4.0 2.0 1.9 1.3 0.0 
Mean: Persons in Cohort Segment 0.3 1.0 0.2 0.4 0.4 0.0 
go of Cohort in Partial Careers 21.5 53.3 60.0 18.4 42.9 20.3 

TABLE 20. FEMALES, AGES 18 THROUGH 20: PARTIAL CAREERS 

• 1942 1949 
A MA N A MA N 

% with No Contacts 91.6 100.0 85.7 92.6 100.0 80.0 
% with 11 or + Contacts 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Mean: Persons with Contacts 2,3 0.0 1.0 1.5 0.0 3.0 
Mean: Persons in Cohort Segment 0.2 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.6 _. 
% of Cohort in Partial Careers 22.4 26.7 35.0 18.9 21.4 8.5 

• 
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TABLE 21. FE~~LES, AGES 21 AND OLDER: PARTIAL CAREERS 

1942 1949 
A MA N A ~17\--N~" 

% with No Contacts 87.2 75.0 63.6 94.6 60.0 75.0 • % with 11 or + Contacts 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.6 0.0 0.0 
Mean: Persons with Contacts 1.8 5.0 4.3 2.9 2.0 3.3 
Mean: Persons in Cohort Segment 0.2 0.6 1.5 0.2 0.8 0.8 
% of Cohort in Partial Careers 55.2 53.3 55.0 41.8 5:" B ;;0. ~'i 

TABLE 22. FEMALES, AGES 6 THROUGH 20: PARTIAL CAREERS 
--, "'-<-' .• := .. :~~:;:,-.:"'. :~~..: 

1942 1949 
A MA N A MA N 

(') % with No Contacts 74.7 71.4 63.6 69.2 46.7 80.0 
% with 11 or + Contacts 0.5 14.3 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.0 
Mean: Persons with Contacts 1.9 8.0 1.S 2.1 1.9 3.0 
Mean: Persons in Cohort Segment 0.5 2.3 0.6 0.6 1.0 0.6 
% of Cohort in Partial Careers 28.5 46.7 55.0 27.2 53.6 25.4 

e 

TABLE 23. FEMALES, AGES 18 AND OLDER: PARTIAL CAREERS 

1942 1949 
() A MA N A MA N 

% \vi th No Contacts 79.0 75.0 54.5 81.5 60.0 58.3 
% with 11 or + Contacts 0.6 0.0 0.0 0.6 0.0 0.0 
Mean: Persons with Contacts 2.0 3.0 3.8 2.2 3.2 3.8 
Mean: Persons in Cohort Segment 0.4 O.S 1.7 0.4 1.3 1.6 
% of Cohort in Partial Careers 55.2 53.3 55.0 41.8 53.6 20.3 

El) 

TABLE 24. FEMALES, TOTAL JUVENILE AND ADULT CONTACTS: PARTIAL CAREERS I 
I 

1942 1949 
A MA N A MA N 

% with No Contacts 67.1 70.0 40.0 62.9 33.3 50.0 
% with 11 or + Contacts 0.6 10.0 6.7 0.8 0.0 0.0 I 
Mean: Persons with Contacts 2.1 7.7 5.9 2.6 2.4 3.9 " 

Mean: Persons in Cohort Segment 0.7 2.3 3.5 1.0 1.6 2.0 
e. % of Cehort in Partial Careers 58.2 66.7 75.0 45.4 64.3 33.9 

• 
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for persons with contacts and Negroes higher for that age period of the 

cohort. 

All '1-1cxican··Amcrican males in the 21 to present category have at least 

one e:Jntact while Negroes are highest on the other measures. Particularly 

noteworthy is the observation that 47 .5~a of the Negroes have 11 or more 

contat~t5, a relatively higher proportion. 

In the category showing contacts from ag~ 6 to present, Negroes are the 

lrlglwst on all f()llr mea::;urcs while Mexican-Americans are the lowest on three 

out of the four measuros. 

Race/Ethnic Differences Among Males in the 1949 Cohort 
·~-w1111Fi.iTT Careers in Specific Age Categories 

Anglo males had the lowest contact rates in all three age categories, 

Mexican-Americans the highest in the 6-17 age group, and Negroes the highest 

in the other two. When age periods are combined into a total career, Mexican-

Americans had the highest and Anglos the lowest proportion of persons with 

at least one contact and of persons \'lith 11 or more contacts. Mexican-

Americans and Negroes are quite close on both means and both groups were 

higher than Anglos. 

Comparison of the 1942 and 1949 Cohort Males with 
Full Careers in Specific Age Categories 

Comparison of 1942 and 1949 data for Anglos and Negroes (there are too 

few Mexican-Americans to be considered here) enables us to determine which 

cohort has the higher contact rate. During the juvenile and 18-20 periods 

Anglo males born in 1949 have slightly higher contact rates than these born 

in 1942. However, in the 21 to present age segment, those born in 1942 have 

higher contact rates than those born in 1949. 

The data for Negroes are rather ambiguous regarding the question of 

• 

• 

• 
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which cohort, 1942 or 1949 has a higher contact rate. Since the HMH ~Qhort 

has higher values on three of four criteria for two out of three age l.~ate-

gories (and differences are relatively small for total contacts), and a 

shorter period at risk, it may be asserted that the 1949 group has a higher 

police contact rate than the 1942 group. 

Race/Ethnic Differences Among Females in the 1942 Cohort 
with Full Careers in Specific Age Categories 

In the 6 through 17 age segment there are no well defined differences 

among the three ethnic groups on any of the four measures. 

In the 18 through 40 age period Negroes have the highest proportion with 

at least one contact while none of the groups has persons with 11 or more 

contacts. Mexican-Americans have a higher mean number of contacts than 

Negroes or Anglos in the cohort. 

The 21 to present age period shows Negroes ranking highest and Mexican-

Americans lowest on all four measures, although Mexican-Americans and Anglos 

have very similar rates. In the total career portion, Negroes rank highest 

and Mexican-Americans lowest on three measures with Anglos highest on the 

percentage of the cohort segment with 11 or more contFJr;ts. 

Race/Ethnic Differences Among Females in the 1949 Cohort 
with Full Careers in Specific Age Categories 

In the 1949 female cohort Negroes are highest on the four measures in 

the juvenile period, although quite similar to Mexican-Americans in the pro-

portion with police contacts. Other Anglo and Mexican-American differences 

are relatively small. 

Findings for the 18 through 20 or 21 to present age periods are similar 

to those for the period 6 through 17. For the total contact period Negroes 

are highest on three measures while Mexican-Americans have the lowest 

percentaRe with no contacts . 

r , 
,: 
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f:omJ2arl!?on of the 1942 ~md 1949 Cohort Females with 
Full Careers in Specific Age Categories 

With the exception of the fact that a largflr percentage of the Anglo 

Hnd Mexican-American females in the 1949 cohort had police contacts in almost 

every age period than did those in the 1942 cohort, police contact -.rates are 

ossentially the same for the 1942 and 1949 cohorts. Among Negro females, 

however, contact rates for all 1949 age periods and their complete careers 

(with the exception of the 21 to present period) were higher. than for the 

H)42 cohort. 

,9ymmary o:f Race/Ethnic Differences for Both Cohorts 

In sUJlllTJary, Negro mal os born in 1942 have consistently higher police 

contact rates than Anglos and Mexican-Americans. Anglos and Mexican-Americans 

differences are not consistent but overall one would conclude that Anglo con-

tact rates are high'or than those for Hexican-Americans. Mexican-American 

meles born :1n 1949 have the highest juvenile police contact rates, Negroes 

have the highest adult rates, and Anglos have the lowest rates regardless 

of age period-. 

·v· ,de and Female Differences 

While the pattern of race/ethnic differences within the male and female 

segment of each cohort varied, male contact rates for each race/ethnic 

group in each time period were higher than female contact rates. 

Comparison of Male Full and Partial Careers 

There are no major differences in rank ordering or contact rates between 

the 1942 males with full and partial careers. The main difference, that 

those with partial careers have higher percentages with no contacts; is an 

entirely expected difference since those with partial careers have had less 

opportunity to have contacts. Since most of the statistics, age period by 
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age period, show the full career people to have higher police contact rates 

• than the partial career people, and in every case among the Anglos whose 

numbers are large in comparison with Mexican-Americans and Negroes, we con-

clude that the partial career people were similar to the full career people 

• and would have had the same rates if their careers had been complete. 

In evary case, the 1949 full career people had higher police contact 

rates than did the partial career people, suggesting even morf' than for the 

1942 cohort that we would not be biasing our analyses of the cohort if those 

with only partial career data were excluded. 

Comparison of Female Full and Partial Careers 

Considering now females, in the 1942 full career cuhort, differences 

between full and partial careers are not as consistent as was the case for 

males. It is more difficult to say that those with full careers were similar 
o 

to those with partial careers. The relatively small number of females with 

contacts makes it less likely that those with contacts with full careers 

were no different from those with partial careers. Differences between full 

and partial careers for females in the 1949 cohort were generally of the 

nature that one would expect, lower rates for those with partial than~ose 

with full careers . 

• 
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APPENDIX D 

Tables 1 and 2 of Appendix D are based on types of police contacts 

experienced by all members of each cohort with no controls for time in Racine. 

As was true of the data on those who have alway~ lived in Racine, over 6096 

of all contacts of each race/ethnic/sex group in both years fall in the top 

three ranks. There are too few Mexican-American males in the 1942 cohort 

to be included in further discussion. 

~oving vehicle violations were the most frequent reasons for contact 

among the Anglo males and females in both cohorts and among the Negro males 

in the 1942 cohort. The Anglos in both cohorts experienced, in descending 

order, greater numbers of contacts for disorderly conduct and for suspicion, 

investigation, or information. 

The next most prevalent rank ordering of contacts was disorderly conduct, 

suspicion, investigation or information, and moving vehicle offenses. This 

ordering was consistent among the 1942 Negro females and among the 1949 

Mexican-American males and Negro males and females. While the most fre

quently occurring ranks for the remainder of the ~'ace/ethnic/sex/cohort groups 

consist of these same three offense types, the 1942 and 1949 Mexican-American 

females were highest on disorderly conduct. Moving vehicle and suspicion were 

tie-l. for the 1942 Mexican-ArneI'] can females but moving vehicle was the more 

frequently occurring of the two amcmg the 1949 Mexican-American females. 

Moving vehicle offenses were the most frequent~y occurring offenses among the 

1942 Hegro males. Suspicion and disorderly conduct were the next most 

frequently appearing in that order. 

The next three offenses in the rank ordering (4-6) do not contain the 

same three offenses in varying orders as do the top three ranks. However, 

three oefense t)~es occur among all groups with relatively few exceptions. 

I , 
" 
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TABLE 1. POLICE CONTACT TYPE BY PERCENT.; 19-1.2 COHORT REtil\RlJLESS OF TIME IN R\C l~~r" nl H ,\\:1 
ETHNICITY fu~D SEX 

TraffLe: Moving Vehicle 
Disorderly Conduct 
Suspicion, Investigation 

Theft 
Liquor 
Incorrigible, Runaway 

Traffic: Other 
Auto Theft 
Sex Offenses 

Vagrancy 
Burglary 
Assault 

Truancy 
Weapons 
Robbery 

Violent Property Destruction 
Fraud 
Family: Parent Status 

Escapee 
Suicide 
Forger> 

Gambling 
Narcotics, Drugs 
Homicide 

Obscene Behaviors 
Not Ascertained 

Total 

Number of Police Contacts 

Number in Cohort 

Anglo 
M F 

39.2 
20.1 
18.4 

3.9 
4.0 
3.4 

2.3 
1.3 
1.0 

1.5 
0.8 
O.S 

0.6 
0.4 
0.3 

0.5 
0.2 
0.1 

0.1 
0.3 
0.3 

0.2 

0.5 

42.1 
19.4 
18.7 

2.6 
4.4 
4.4 

3.0 
0.4 
1.4 

0.4 
0.2 
0.5 

0.7 

0.7 
0.2 

0.5 
0.2 

0.4 

99.9 100.2 

29'79 568 

639 638 

Mex:ican~ 

American 
~-F 

48.5 

9.1 

9.1 

3.0 

3.0 

12.0 
52.0 
12 .0 

4.0 
8.0 

8.0 

4.0 

100.0 100.0 

33 25 

9 15 

2b.b 
lR.O 
2:L4 

I~ " v • .., 

1.2 
1.2 

6.0 
2.1 
2.9 

0,4 
1.7 
2.1 

0.8 
1.7 

0.4 
1.9 

1.9 

1.5 

1:'.4 
,'-" ;:! 
,'1.'1 .,~ 

,;6 H; 

10. B 
::; .1 

1.5 

3.1 

1.5 

1.5 

3.1 

100.0 100.0 

482 65 

31 20 

Llt:d 
M 1 

HI, ~) 

1 ~I.!J 

,L I 

3.1 

1.4 
0.11 
0,'7 

0.5 
0.5 
D.S 

0.4 
0.3 
0.3 

0.:1 
0.2 
0.3 

0.2 
0.2 

0.4 

,'~' . II 

! :' . 1 

0.0 
1 • ,l 

o. ;" 
0.2 
(l.g 

0.6 
J. ;! 

<J.8 
0.2 

0.6 
0.2 

0.3 

0.3 

100.0 100.2 

3494 658 

679 67.3 
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<l) TAULE 2. POLICE CONTACT TYPE BY PERCENT! 1949 COHORT REGARDLESS OF TIME IN RACINE, BY RACE/ 
ETIINICITY ANV SEX 

Traffic: Moving Vehidc 
IJ1.soruorly Conduct 
Suspidon, Illv(.!stigation 

o Incorrigihle, Runaway 
Theft 
Lit[uor 

Vagrancy 
Burglary 

e Sex Offenses 

Assault 
Auto Theft 
Traffic: Other 

o Forgery 
Narcotics, Drugs 
Weapons 

Violent Property Destruction 
e Escapee 

Robbery 

Fraud 
Truancy 
Suicide 

o Gambling 
Family: Parent Status 
Obscene Behaviors 

HomicidA 
Not Ascertained {9 

Total 

- Number of Police Contacts 

(if) _ Number in Cohort 

Anglo 
M P 

28.9 
21.8 
20.9 

6.6 
5.8 
4.2 

1.9 
1.7 
0.8 

0.9 
1.2 
1.0 

0.7 
0.7 
0.5 

0.5 
0.5 
0.3 

0.4 
0.3 
0.1 

0.1 

0.3 

32.6 
20.5 
20.3 

9.1 
4.9 
2.8 

1.6 
0.2 
1.9 

0.4 

0.6 

0.7 
1.2 

0.1 
0.2 
0.1 

0.5 
0.5 
1.5 

0.1 

100.1 99.8 

4565 1093 

974 931 

Mexican
AmeL'ican 
M F 

18.4 
25.8 
24.0 

5.9 
4.6 
5.6 

4.1 
3.3 
1.8 

2.6 
0.8 
0.5 

0.8 
0.3 

0.5 

0.3 
0.3 

0.3 

0.3 

28.3 
39.1 
15.2 

4.3 
6.5 
2.2 

2.2 

2.2 

100.2 100.0 

391 46 

33 28 

Negro 
M F 

17.3 
24.7 
21.4 

4.6 
10.8 
1.1 

1.5 
2.4 
3.4 

2.7 
1.8 
1.6 

1.2 
0.6 
1.2 

0.8 
0.6 
1.2 

0.2 
0.4 

0.3 
0.1 

0.1 

14.9 
31.2 
26.7 

10.4 
7.7 

1.4 

0.5 

1.8 

1.8 

1.4 

0.9 

0.5 

0.5 

0.5 

100.0 100.2 

1028 27.1 

74 59 

Total 
M F 

26.2 
22.5 
21.2 

6.2 
6.6 
3.7 

1.9 
1.9 
1.3 

1.3 
1.3 
1.0 

0.7 
0.7 
0.6 

0.5 
0.5 
0.5 

0.4 
0.3 
0.1 

0.1 
0.1 

0.3 

29.6 
22.9 
21.2 

9.2 
5.4 
2.4 

1.5 
D.L 
1.6 

0.6 

0.9 

0.8 
1.0 
0.1 

O.l 
0.1 
0.1 

0.4 
0.4 
1.3 

0.1 

0.1 

99.9 100.0 

5984 1360 

1081 I.018 



TABLE 3. POLICE CONTACT TYPE FOR SIX MOST FREQUENTLY OCCURRING OFFENSE TYPFS lW o. 
PERCENT, 1942 MALE l\:!E~1BERS OF COHORT REGARDLESS OF Tn-IF TN H,\{'lNE. BY 
RACE!ETHNICITY* 

Rank 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

Other 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

Other 

N** 

6-17 

27.8 15 

24.9 5 

14.1 23 

8.5 8 

7.8 3 

5-.6 7 

11. 3 

1134 

25.3 23 

17.7 5 

17.7 15 

12.7 3 

7.6 8 

6.3 4 

12.7 

79 

18-20 21+ 

Anglo (639) 

49.7 15 44.6 15 

17.8 23 22.5 23 

12.4~ 19.5 5 

4.07 3.5 16 

9.8 

595 

1.4 11 

5.9 

1250 

Negro (31) 

35.5 15 26.1 15 

18.323 

12.9 5 

10.8 3 

4.3 7 

4.3 11 

13.9 

93 

24.5 23 

19.7 5 

8.1 16 

3.2 3 

2.9 10 

15.5 

310 

6-21+ 

39.2 15 

20.1 5 

18,423 

4.0 7 

3.9 3 

3.4 8 

10.9 

2979 

26.6 15 

23.4 23 

18.0 5 

6.2 3 

6.016 

2.9 11 

16.9 

482 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

o 

27.1 15 

24.4 5 

14.8 23 

8,48 

8.2 3 

5.37 

11.8 

1213 

11.1" 

l1.1i'1 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

9 

it" ,,1', 
of .. ) ,,0 

I.) ~.; 
() ... 1 

o.n 
0.0 

24 

Total (679) 

47.9 15 41.015 

17.623 22.7 23 

12.6 5 19.7 5 

4.2 7 4.4 16 

3.9 3 2.2 7 

3.3 16 1.5 11 

10.2 

697 

8.5 

1584 

~ 1 • I :: 

0.0 

37.61 !i 

Hl.gfj 

H). 023 

4.1 3 

3.7 7 

3.1 B 

12.6 

3494 

* Superscripts identify type of police contact: Traffic Violations 15; Disor
derly Conduct 5; Suspicion and Investigation 23; Incorrigible Runa\vay 8; Theft 3; 
Liquor 7; Other Traffic 16; Sex Offenses 11; Weapons 17; Narcotics and Drugs 12; 
Auto Theft 4; Assault 10, 

** N = Number of contacts. 

o 
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TABLE 4. POLICE CONTACT TYPE FOR SIX MOST FREQUENTLY OCCURRING OFFENSE TYPES BY 
PhHCENT, 1942 FBHALE MEl4BERS OF COHORT REGARDLESS OF TIME IN RACINE, BY 
RACE/ETIINICITY* 

1 

2 

.3 

4 

5 

6 

Other 

N** 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

Other 

N** 

6-17 

29.3 23 

23.9 15 

12.8 8 

11.2 5 

11.27 

4.8 3 

6.8 

188 

33.3 3 

33.3 5 

33.323 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

3 

18-20 21+ 

Anglo (638) 

43.9 15 

21.0 5 

17.1 23 

3.3 3 

3.3 11 

2.4 7 

8.0 

123 

Negro 

42.9 23 

28.6 7 

14.3 5 

14.3 15 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

7 

54.5 15 

24.1 5 

11.7 23 

5.4 16 

0.S3 

0.S10 

2.7 

257 

(20) 

36.4 5 

23.6 23 

16.415 

10.9 3 

3.610 

3.620 

5.5 

55 

6-21+ 

42.1 15 

19.45 

18.723 

4.4 7 

4.4 8 

3.016 

8.2 

568 

33.8 5 

26.2 23 

15.415 

10.8 3 

3.1 7 

3.1 10 

7.6 

65 

6-17 

22.2 4 

22.2 8 

11.17 

11.1 28 

0.0 

0.0 

9 

28.023 

22.5 15 

13.0 8 

12.5 5 

11.07 

5.0 3 

8.0 

200 

18-20 21+ 

Mexican-American (15) 

50.0 5 75.0 5 

25.015 12.5 15 

25.023 12.523 

0.0 0.0 

0.0 0.0 

0.0 0.0 

0.0 

8 

0.0 

8 

Total (673) 

41. 315 

23.2 5 

18.8 23 

3.67 

2.9 3 

2.9 11 

7.1 

138 

46.9 15 

27.5 5 

13.8 23 

4.4 16 

2.5 3 

1.310 

3.6 

320 

6-21+ 

52.0 5 

12.015 

12.023 

8.0 4 

8.0 8 

4.07 

4.0 

25 

38.315 

22.0 5 

19.1 23 

4.37 

4.1 8 

3.3 3 

9.1 

658 

* Superscripts identify type of police contact: Suspicion and Investigation 23; 
Traffic violations 15; Incorrigible runaway 8; Disorderly Conduct 5; Liquor 7; 

~ Theft 3; Sex Offenses 11; Other Traffic 16; Assault 10; Burglary 2; Auto Theft 4; 
Suicide Attempt 28; Gambling 20. 

** N = Number of contacts. 



TABLE 5. POLICE COl\i'TACT TYPE FOR SIX ~!OST FRFQtJJ~NTLY OCCllRRING OFFn;Sl: rYl'LS B'I' 
PERCENT, 1949 f.lALE MENBERS OF GOHORT RE(1AlU1LtS:':; OF TIME IN RACINE. gy 
RACE/ETHNICITY* 

Rank 

1 

3 

4 

5 

6 

Other 

N** 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

Other 

N** 

6-17 

'..,.., -5 
.:.".£.. ..... ) 

18.9 15 

18.0;,3 

13.3[\ 

9.5 3 

S.6 7 

12.4 

2281 

23.8 5 

21. 23 

19.7 23 

10.7 8 

7.1 15 

3.6 2 

13.9 

411 

18-20 21+ 

Anglo (974) 

9.7 

1117 

25.1 5 

23.0 23 

2.2 12 

8.1 

1167 

Negro (74) 

30.023 

23.6 15 

20.0 5 

6.0 3 

4.0 11 

2.4 6 

14.0 

250 

28.9 5 

24.5 15 

17.4 23 

5.2 10 

4.4 11 

4.4 16 

15.2 

367 

6-21+ 

28.0 15 

21.8 5 

20 923 

6.6 8 

5.8 3 

4.2' 

11.9 

4565 

24.7 5 

21.4 23 

17.315 

10.S3 

4.6 8 

3.4 11 

17.8 

1028 

b·17 

7.5 7 

19.0 

200 

22.5 5 

18.723 

16.4 1S 

12.8 8 

11. 0 3 

5.1 7 

13.5 

2892 

D,S 

84 

.: 1 '" 

:n.h1 " 

1 0 1 t' .,' 

1 . ~ll ;-

1 .~) 1 h 

,1.(1 

107 

Total (1081) 

37.415 

25.6 23 

17.9 5 

3.2 3 

3.1 7 

1.9 11 

10.7 

1451 

33.g 15 

26.6 s 

2.9 16 

2.3 10 

2.0 ' 
11.0 

1641 

!'. (\.: 

1:). D 

:~:11 

21.z:n 
'3 6.6' 

6.2 8 

:~. 77 

13.5 

5984 

------------------------------------------------------------------------------
* Superscripts identify type of police contact: Disorderly Conduct 5; Traffic 
Vio1ations 15; Suspicion and Investigation 23; Incorrigible Runaway 8; Theft 3; 
'~iquor 7; Vagrancy 6; Other Traffic 16; Narcotics and Drugs 12; Burglary 2; 
Assault 10; Sex Offenses 11. 

** N = Number of contacts. 
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TAnLE (,. ,POUGh CONTACT TYPE FOR SIX NOST fREQUENTLY OCCURRING OFFENSE TYPES BY 
PHRCliNT, 1942 FEl'-fAW MHMBFRS OF COHORT REGARDLESS OF TIME IN RACINE, BY 
RAClij ETHN Ie ITY-k 

Rank 

1 

,3 

4 

Other 

N** 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

Other 

N** 

6-17 

l(l. H (j 

10.2 3 

10.05 

4.9 7 

8.9 

489 

30.7 8 

25.3 23 

21.3 5 

9.3 3 

4.0 15 

2.7 10 

6.7 

75 

18-20 21+ 

{,-nglo (931) 

45.915 

18.823 

3.4 6 

1.3
1 

"' 

1.328 

4.3 

320 

Negro 

34.8 23 

33.3 5 

16.7 15 

4.5 3 

3.06 

3.010 

4.5 

66 

36.615 

33.5 5 

14.4 23 

3.9 12 

2.1 28 

1.8 16 

7.7 

284 

(59) 

38.8 5 

23.8 15 

21.323 

8.8 3 

5.016 

1. 3 17 

1.3 

80 

32.615 

20.5 5 

20.323 

9.1 8 

4.9 3 

2.8 7 

9.6 

1093 

31. 2 5 

26.72.3 

14.915 

J 0.4 6 

7.7 3 

1.8 10 

7.5 

221 

6-17 

25.0 23 

18.83 

12.5 15 

6.32 

6.3 8 

0.0 

16 

24.823 

20.98 

19.015 

12.1 5 

10.3 3 

4.1 7 

B.8 

580 

18-20 21+ 

Mexican~American (28) 

41.7 5 44.45 

33.315 38.9 15 

16.723 5.(/ 

8.3 6 5.616 

0.0 5.623 

0.0 0.0 

0.0 

12 

Total 

40.7 15 

26.9 5 

21.423 

3.3 6 

1. 513 

1.3 3 

5.2 

398 

0.0 

18 

(1081) 

35.1 5 

34.015 

15.423 

2.912 

2.6 16 

2.4 3 

7.7 

382 

6-21+ 

39.1 5 

28.3 15 

15.223 

6.5 3 

4.3 8 

2.2 2 

4.4 

46 

29.6 15 

22.9 5 

21. 22 3 

9.2 8 

* Superscripts identify type of police contact: Suspicion and Investigation 23; 
Traffic violations 15; Incorrigible Runaway 8; Theft 3; Disorderly Conduct 5; 
Liquor 7; Vagrancy 6; Forgery 13; Suicide Attempts 28; Other Traffic 16; Narcotics 
and Drugs 12; Burglary 2; Assault 10; Weapons 17. 

** N = Number of contacts. 
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They are: 1) Theft (exception - the 194:2 Mexi~,m-Aml'l'h'an fl'mah'';"); :) In" 

corrigible, runm\'ay (exceptions - Hq:.; Nt'gro malo~ [tIlll female:::;); and :~) LiqW.'l' 

(exception - the Negro males in both cohort::;, tIll' f(~malt\;; in tht' 1!1·1~) ,~tlh(}r't). 

As was true for those who have always 1 iVl'd in Racine, Tht'ft i~ tlw (In ly

Part I offense (The F.B.I. Part r cl'lssifico.tion consist!. of MUl'clt'l', Assmtit. 

Robbery, Burglary, Theft, and Auto Theft.) whh'h occurs in the ~;ix most f1'('

quent ly appearing offense types. Other thHn Theft, the Part I (lffenSL\~ al so 

had their highest incidence with the Negroes. The 1942 Negro feiaiull's and 

the Negro males in both cohorts have the hi.ghest percentages of contaets for 

Part I offenses and the Anglo females from both cohorts the lowest. OlW dif

ference between the contact pattern for the ent ire COhOl't and that port iOIl 

which had continuous Racine residence should be noted at this point, It i5 

in essence a difference based on probabilities, i.e., the entire cohort 

generated somewhat larger proportions of Type I offenses than did those with 

continuous residence in Racine. These persons, for one reason or another 

(some are in prison) were no longer present in the community. The differences, 

however, were not sufficient to be of concern in reference to the design for 

analysis. 

Overall, the volume of police contacts generated by the entire "ohorts, 

while differing in some respects in their pattern from that generated by por

tions of the cohorts who have always lived in Racine, was not significantly 

different. 

Tables 3-6 show the percentages of incidence of the six most frequently 

appearing reasons for contact by race/ethnic1ty and sex within each cohort 

and by age periods (the 6-21+ category presents a summary for the data j~:st 

discuss,~d) . 
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Mov ing vdd de offc!wen con~titute a sizeable proportion of the juvenile 

poli tl' contact flxperlcncc and appear among the three most frequently occurring 

l)ffemH.~:·; during this pedod for the Anglo males and females in both cohorts 

and fell> tlw Negro mal(!s in the 1942 cohort. Although this offense category 

litH'" not nppear at alI during the juvenile period for the 1942 Mexican-

Amr;'rit:an malo!i or females or for the 1942 Negro females, it o..')os appear in 

the fourth to sixth most frequently occurring category amung the 1949 Mexican

American mah~s and females and Negro males. Disorderly conduct and contacts 

for 5u~Jlicion, invcst:i gation, or information were the other two categories 

t:onsist<mtly among the three most frequently appearing types of contact for 

tho juveniles among all groups in both cohorts (excluding, of course, the 

1942 lvlcxican-Amcrican males who had no contact during this period). The in-

cidencc of behaviors subsumed under Incorrigible, runaway (strictly juvenile 

behaviors) is such that all except the nine 1942 Mexican-American males and 

t,~enty 1949 Negro females contained this type as one of the most frequently 

occurring behaviors. The quantity of contacts in this offense categc~y for 

all but the two mentioned was sufficiently great to place it among the six 

most frequently appearing among total career contacts, as has already been 

discussed. 

During the 18-20 and 21 and older age periods the three types of con-

tacts experienced with greatest frequency were, with one exception, moving 

"ehicle violations, disorderly conduct, and suspicion, investigation, O~ in

formation across all race/ethnic, sex, and cohort categories. The one excep-

tion, 1942 Mexican-American males, excluded only the item of suspicion, etc. 

Moving vehicle contacts constituted a higher propor':ion of the contacts in 

the 18-20 age period than in the juvenile period, but in most cases became a 



somewhat smaller proportion of tIll' ~·\.lntal.·t~; Juring tlw ag\' p\.'l·l~)\l .'1 ,11' \''idtT. (j) 

While there are num('l"Ou:- explanat imIS that cali lw ~'UI~~~(·~t c·J t\I1' t'hl' f:H't t h.lt 

the p:toportion of Anglo female conta\.~t:; for su:;,;piduH. im'('~;t i$!at hlH. ('r in, 

that for any other race/ethnic group in either ~'()hort, (Ille I.,'annnt hi'lp l'nt 

going on in the mind of the officer as \1J(,~1;' as the mjnd~' of tho"p indlld~'d 

in the study. It is apparent that Ang10 womell on whlwl \; havl' ('(lIlt.wt:, 

associated with their driving while Negro girls spend mOTe tillll' alls\~\'1'illg 

questions for the police. o 
Theft is the only Part I offense to occur with sufficient frequency to 

appear among the top six ranks for total careers among the racf'/l11'hnielsl'X 

components of each cohort. Among both the 1942 and 1949 Anglo and Negro mal!'l; 

the proportion of contacts for theft was highest in the 6-17 age IlL'rind, de .. 

clining in each succeeding period. While th(~ft appeared quite regularly in 

the top six categories in each age period for tho 1942 and 1949 Anglo females 0 

and in every period except one for the Negro females both yoars, it seldom 

appeared in any age period for either the 1942 or 1949 Mexican-Americans, 

male or female. 

The only other offense to appear sufficiently often among the six most 

frequent throughout these careers to desorve detailed mention is Liquor. 

Although it appears at every age pe:r:iod both years for Anglo males and fre-

quently among the females, it is not a frequently appeari,ng offense among 

the Negro males or females in either year. It appears only once, during the 

18-20 period, among the 1942 Negro males, where it also has its highest in

cid.ence in any group among the Negro females. On the other himd) contacts 

o 

o 

o 

'. 
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for 1 iqunr (JffumiC~:; rany high for ~1exican-American males both years but appear 

in tho top ';ix ranks only once among the 1949 Mexican-American females, and 

that during the 21 and older period. Although drugs have been considered a 

prnhl ('In and may in recont years have become a more frequent reason for police 

cont Ul:t, thoy conHt i tuted only a large enough proportion of the total con

tnl'ts to appear in these tahles for Mexican-American males in both birth groups 

and Anglo males and females from the 1949 cohort. 

The portion of each table which presents the six most frequent offenses 

by age period for combined race/ethnicity and sex within cohorts contains 

Ii tt1(~ Whl eh is not the same as that presented for the Anglo portion of the 

table. There is an occasional reversal of order of offenses and there is an 

occasional offense type which does not appear for the Angios but the latter 

appear only in the fifth or sixth position and represent small percentages. 
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APPENDIX E 
o 

While Table 5 in the text pr~~s('nted dist.rihut ionR of \'nutat't~ ba~;t'll 

on entire c.areerc:;, each of the threc tahl(.~$ in this appendix prp~;pl1t~, tIll' 
. ~; 

distributions according to a different ago period for pel',~on!~ wi. h l'Ullllll1l1111', 

o 
residence during that age period. Thes{.~ three taMes wi 11 not' bt' ll(':~n i h'd 

as extensively as was Table 5. We '<1i11 be concerned solely 'I;'ith IWl'l.'('in·,1 

differences in spatial distribution within and hetw(~en the ag{~ Jwriods. 

From Table 1 on persons with continuous Racine residence het'''t't~n tIl\' 

ages of 6 and 18, we observe less skmmess toward th(~ imwr city (Natlltal 

Area A) among the 1942 non-Negroes than we observed for the total period 
o 

(age 6 to present). The Anglo males are only slightly less skewed tm<1tn'd 

Natural Area A than they are in the total period whi.1e the skewnoss is 'lOt i \.-'p •• 

ably leass for Anglo females compared to the t.otal period (Table 5 in tIl(' 
c 

text). Mexican-Americans bOll1 in 1942 have essentially the same distributioIls 

in both age periods (6 through 17 and 6 to present); that is, they arc located 

primarily in Natural Areas A and B. The distribution of the 19i~9 non-Negroes 

for the 6 through 17 period is comparable to that of the total period. This 

observation applied to Anglo and Mexican-American males and female5 with one 

exception; Anglo females with contacts are skewed more toward the inner city 

in the 6 through 17 age period than in the total period. Among the Negro 

population, the distributions for the 6 through 17 aml 6 to pl'esent periods 

are very similar for both cohorts. A heavy predominance in Natural Areas A 

o 
and B is observed for all segments. 

The 1942 non-Negroes with continuous Racine residence between the ages 

of 18 and 20 (Table 2) are distributed similarly to those in the 6 through 17 

• 
~~- ----------
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TABLE 1. PfJ{CHNT DISTRIBltTION Or: TOTAL RACINE POPULATION COMPARED WITH 1942 AND 
1949 COHORT MEMbLWi WITH CONTINUOUS RACINE RESIDENCE AGE 6 THROUGH 17 AND 
PERCENT IHTH ONI: OR MORE POLICE CONTACTS~ AGE 6-17 IN NATURAL AREA OF 
PRINCIPAL .1l1VENILE RESIDENCE, BY RACE/ETHNTCITY ANn SEX 

Natural Areas, Lower 
(Inner-City) to Higher 

Quality Housing 
.~- B C D-~ 

Nort-Nr'Ul'()(:1J : 
1!J70 CCnmt5 
1fJ42 Cohort 
1949 Cohort 

Ilnutufl) 1MB COh01't 
Mules 

With Contacts 
Females 

With Contacts 

ArlUloo) 1049 Cuhort 
Males 

With Contacts 
Females 

With Contacts 

7.6 21.6 
111.9 26.2 
10.2 23.7 

12.5 26.9 
12.2 29.1 
16.5 24.8 
19.7 23.9 

9.8 25.2 
9.9 25.6 
8.7 21.2 

12.0 21.1 

Mexican-Amell'icans) 1942 Cohori; 

27.4 23.5 
30.0 16.0 
26.5 24.8 

29.6 
32.2 
31.0 
31.0 

25.6 
28.2 
28.6 
32.6 

17.4 
15.2 
15.0 
14.1 

24.1 
22.3 
26.4 
20.0 

Males 60.0 20.0 20.0 
With Contacts 

Females 33.3 66.7 
With Contacts 100.0 

Mexican-Americans., 
Males 

With Contacts 
Females 

With Contacts 

Ne;}1'0es: 
1970 Census 
1942 Cohort 
1949 Cohort 

1949 Cohort 
50.0 27.8 
50.0 25.0 
40.0 53.3 
42.9 42.9 

62.8 31.8 
87.0 8.7 
85.9 12.0 

Negroes) 1942 Cohort 
Males 100.Q 

100.0 With Contacts 
Females 

With Contacts 

Negroes) 1949 Cohort 
Males 

With Contacts 
Females 

With Contacts 

57.1 28.6 
100.0 

89.8 
95.2. 
81.4 
86.4 

6.1 
2.4 

18.6 
13.6 

5.6 
6.3 
6.7 

14.3 

2.7 

1.1 

2.0 

16.7 
18.8 

1.6 
4.3 
1.1 

14.3 

2.0 
2.4 

* Includes outside Racine and not ascertained. 

19.9 
13.0 
14.8 

13.7 
11.3 
12.7 
11.3 

15.3 
13.9 
15.1 
14.3 

1.2 

=======:==--'" 

Total A-E 
o. 
'0 

100.0 
100.1 
100.0 

100.1 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

100.0 
99.9 

100.0 
100.0 

100.0 

100.0 
100.0 

100.1 
100.1 
100.0 
100.1 

100.1 
100.0 
100.1 

100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

99.9 
99.9 

100.0 
100.0 

Number 

93,192 
806 

1.,330 

409 
230 
387 

71 

675 
425 
622 
175 

5 

6 
1 

18 
16 
15 

7 

10,386 
23 
92 

16 
12 

7 
1 

49 
41 
43 
22 

Combi
nations 
of Areas* 

221 
268 

106 
46 

114 
18 

140 
63 

124 
15 

1 

3 
3 

1 

3 
6 

2 
2 
1 

2 
2 
4 
2 

• 

• 

o 

o 

o 

• 

• 

• 
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,0 TABLE '~I I'L!Wj;~~T DI~;TRIBIJTION OF TOTAL RACINE POPULATION CO~1PARED WIlli 1942 AND rid. 

In/to COHORT ~4E~1HrmS WITH CONTINUOUS RACINE RESIDENCE AGE 18 THROUGH 20 
ANfJ I'EHCENT wrm ONE OR HORE POLICE CONTACTS, AGE 18-20 IN NATURAL AREA 
OF PRINCIPAL JUVENILE RESIDENCE, BY RACE/ETHNICITY AND SEX 

::-'.,":-:~~-::. ~;.:::--::-~.=~:;;".~;:-,;-: ',:,,---::--:::..~-~ .- -.~ 

0 
Natural Areas, Lower 

(Inner-City) to Higher Combi-
"_. __ -!~~"!Jty Housing Total A-E nations 

A B C D E 0, Number of Areas* 'v 
< ,.+,."..,,:< / •• ,,,, .... _, ,,. __ .' .... _ ... _,>, ._~, • ...... _",'"",._~ ..... ~~ ....... _c .... ..,-._ .. _~ .. _,_, 

" i 

tV,lrt -i'/r.::P'f ,{':: : 
(;) 1 H70 CcnsUl~ 7.6 21.6 27.4 23.5 19.9 100.0 93,192 

1 ~)4:! Coho rt 15.3 26.8 29.2 16.1 12.7 100.1 822 218 
1 D4!) Cohn rt 10.5 23.4 :.!6.2 25.0 14.9 100.0 1,375 292 

/m~f /., li! j 104;; COflo:'C'i 
Males 14.0 26.4 28.5 18.1 13.1 100.1 421 108 

() 
With Contacts 16.3 30.4 28.3 15.2 9.8 100.0 184 35 

Females 15.8 26.1 31.0 14.5 12.7 100.1 387 108 
With Contacts 26.3 24.6 26.3 14.0 8.8 100.0 57 12 

AnaZODJ n)')9 CoJU)l' t 
Mules 9.9 25.0 24.7 25.3 15.1 100.0 704 155 

With Contacts 13.4 26.5 26.2 24.1 9.8 100.0 328 75 
0 Females 8.3 20.4 29.5 26.0 15.9 100.1 624 131 

With Contacts 10.7 23.3 28.0 23.3 14.7 100.0 150 26 

Mexiaan-Amell'iaans ,J 1942 Coh,:;,·t 
Males 60.0 40.0 100.0 5 

With Contacts 50.0 50.0 100.0 2 

€I 
Females 33.3 66.7 100.0 9 2 

With Contacts 100.0 100.0 1 1 

Mexic:;an-Amelliaans J 1949 Cohollt 
Males 48.1 33.3 3.7 14.8 99.9 27 4 

With Contacts 47.1 35.3 5.9 11.8 100.1 17 2 
Females 45.0 50.0 5.0 100.0 20 2 

ie With Contacts 71.4 28.6 100.0 7 1 i " .. 
I 

Neglloes: 
1970 Census 62.8 31.8 2.7 1.6 1.2 100.1 10,386 
1942 Cohort 87.9 6.1 3.0 3.0 100.0 33 5 
1949 Cohort 88.2 10.0 0.9 0.9 100.0 110 9 

fJ) Negl'oesJ 1942 Coho:'C't 
Males 100.0 100.0 22 3 

With Contacts 100.0 100.0 20 2 
Femlaes 63.6 18.2 9.1 9.1 100.0 11 2 

With Contacts 60.0 40.0 100.0 5 

e Neglloes" 1949 Cohollt 
Males 91. 7 5.0 1.7 1.'7 100.1 60 5 

With Contacts 93.3 2.2 2.2 2.2 99.9 45 3 
Females 84.0 16.0 100.0 50 4 

With Contacts 90.0 10.0 100.0 20 1 

Q * Includes outside Racine and not ascertained. 



TABLE .~. PERCENT DISTRTBtlTI:)N OF '1'O,},;\1, It\ClNE PllPliLATION Cn~!l'j\lH:r1 10TH 1~I.L: \'\j! 
1949 COHORT j\fE1vfBEHS WITH CONTr~UOUS HACINI: RESIllENCE Am: n (It n\,Fl~ .\:\/1 
PERCENT WITH ONf: OR NOlm POUCE CONTACTS. Anl: ;~l (lH t1\'n~ IN ~Yl'UI~ \L :\l~f \. 
OF PRINCIPAL ,JUVFNILE RESIDENCE; Am~ HACF/rTHNH'ITV :\Nn SFX 

Natural Areu$. Lm'lC'r 
(Imwr-Ci ty) to H.i gIH.'l' 

Quality Housing 
B C "--1')'-"" "-'T -

Ni.,.m-de~;i·oei~ : 
1970 Census 
1942 Cohort 
1949 Cohort 

7.6 21.6 27.4 23.5 
17.3 28.5 27.3 17.1 
10.9 25.5 26.1 24.6 

ArigZos~ 1942 Coho:('t; 
Males J 4.4-

With Contacts 15.4 
Females 20.0 

With Contacts 24.2 

AngZos.. 1949 Cohort 
Males 10.8 

With Contacts 13.5 
Females 8.2 

With Contacts 6.2 

29.8 
28.1 
25.6 
19.7 

26.7 
29.0 
22.8 
24.7 

Mexioan-Ame~iaans~ 
Males 

With Contacts 
Fem1aes 

With Contacts 

1942 (:oho~t 
66.7 33.3 
66.7 33.3 
33.3 66.7 
50.0 50.0 

Mexioan-Ame~iaan83 
Males 

With Contacts 
Females 

With Contacts 

Neg~Des: 

1970 Census 
1942 Cohort 
1949 Cohort 

1949 CohOJ,t 
45.8 33,3 
50.0 27.8 
46.2 46.2 
25.0 50.0 

62.8 
87.0 
87.5 

31.8 
8.7 

10.4 

Neg~oes .. 1042 Coho~t 
Males 100.0 

With Contacts 100.0 
Females 57.1 28.6 

With Contacts 60.0 40.0 

Neg-poes., 1949 Coho~t 
Males 

With Contacts 
Females 

With Contacts 

90.6 
95.3 
83.7 
90.0 

5.7 
2.3 

16.3 
10.0 

28.1 
29.9 
27.4 
24.2 

24.5 
25.6 
29.9 
28.9 

4.2 
5.6 
7.7 

25.0 

2.7 

1.0 

1.9 

18.9 
17.9 
15.3 
16.7 

24.9 
24.2 
25.4 
~5.8 

16.7 
16.7 

1.6 
4.3 
1.0 

14.3 

1.9 
2.3 

* Includes outside Racine and not ascertained. 

19 .~l 
(\ t' v. (1 

12. £) 

S.B 
8.5 

11.6 
15.2 

13.1 
7.7 

13.7 
14.4 

1 ') 
.~ 

100.0 9:;,1~1.;: 

100. () ;;O~} 

1 Of) • n 1 , (Et~ 

100.0 
100.1 
99.9 

100.0 

100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

100.0 
100.1 
100.1 
100.0 

100.1 
100.0 
99.9 

100.0 
lOn.n 
100.0 
100.0 

100.1 
99.9 

100.0 
100.0 

201 
215 

6b 

603 
297 
452 

97 

::; 
.3 
6 
2 

24 
18 
13 
4 

10,386 
?~ 
~.) 

96 

16 
15 

7 
5 

53 
43 
43 
20 

t ,mill 
11, It i \ "ll. 

'.,;1 \I"',i'; '. 

I;,,! 
,! I ~ 1 

'/1 
.:0 

1.~() 

CI:~ 

90 
18 

1 

.3 
2 

5 
6 

3 
3 

2 
1 
4 
1 
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age segment, with slightly more skewness toward Natural Area A. The Anglo 

males with contacts have a larger proportion in Natural Area A than the 6 

through 17 (Table 1) and 6 to present groups (Table 5 in the text). Anglo 

females with contacts have a greater representation in Natural Area A than 

the other blo segments. Mexican-Americans are again located in Natural Areas 

A and B. The distributions of the 1949 Anglo cohort are similar to those for 

the 6 thl'ough 17 period with one notable exception; males with contacts have 

a higher proportion in Natural Area A in th0 18 through 20 period. Mexican

Americans in this period are distributE"J. comparably to the other two periods. 

No significant differences are notod for the Negroes in the 18 through 20 

period compared to the 6 through 17 and 6 to present periods. 

The 1942 non-Negroes have a slightly greater proportion in Natural Area 

A in the 21 and older age period than in the other age periods. This is 

greatest for the Anglo females. No significant differences between age periods 

are noted for Mexican-Americans from either cohort. The 1949 Anglo females 

with contacts present the only distinct difference from other age periods 

with a decreased proportion in Natural Area A. Negroes again are distributed 

similarly to the other age periods among those from both cohorts. 

In sum, the distributions of the different race/ethnic~sex groups are 

not markedl)" ~l.ifferent from one age period to the next. Only relatively small 

differences were observed between Table 5 in the text and Tables 2 and 3 in 

this appendix. 
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APPENDIX F 

• Table 1 is provided to show the propol'tion of those who experienc('d 

contacts with the police among those \'lith continuous residence Nithin each 

age period. The number of persons varies for each age period of each 

• column. The slight percentage differences differences between this table 

and Table 6 in the text may be attributed to the fact that each age period 

in this table inCludes (with the exception of the category "Contacts Ever") 

more persons than did Table 6. 
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TABLE 1. PERCENT WITH POLICE CONTACTS AMONG COHORT MEMBERS WITH CONTINUOUS RESIDENCE IN RACINE DURING SPECIFIC 
AGE PERIODS BY RACE!ETHNICITY AND NATURAL AREA OF ,JUVENILE RESIDENCE 

!","::':::;;",,:,,-=-''::''':::~~-=:=~=~ ~~. --.- ., - ~,-,.-,----

Natural Areas, Lower (Inner-City) 
to Higher Quality Housing* Combinations** 

A B C D E A,B,C,D,E Total*** 
A MA N A MA N A A A A MA N A MA N 

1942 Cohort~ MaZes 
Contacts 6-17 55 0 75 61 0 a 61 49 46 43 a 100 54 a 78 
Contacts 18-20 51 33 91 51 50 a 43 37 33 32 a 67 41 40 88 
Contacts 21+ 76 100 94 67 100 a 75 67 68 66 0 100 70 100 95 
Contacts Ever 81 100 100 84 100 a 89 90 78 77 0 100 84 100 100 

1942 Cohort) FemaZes 
Contacts 6-17 22 a a 18 25 50 18 17 16 16 a a 18 17 13 
Contacts 18-20 25 33 43 14 a 13 14 10 11 50 a 14 18 27 

'"I1 
100 I 

Contacts 21+ 37 50 75 24 25 27 33 40 28 a 100 30 29 88 
N 

100 
Contacts Ever 59 0 100 43 67 100 43 52 55 44 a lOa 48 40 100 

1949 Cohort~ MaZes 
Contacts 6-17 64 89 89 64 80 33 69 58 57 45 100 100 60 88 86 
Contacts 18-20 63 62 76 49 67 33 49 44 30 48 50 60 47 62 73 
Contacts 21+ 62 82 85 47 63 33 51 48 29 50 67 50 49 73 81 
Contacts Ever 88 100 97 82 100 33 85 78 74 77 100 100 81 100 93 

1949 Cohort~ FemaZes 
Contacts 6-17 39 50 54 28 38 38 32 21 27 12 100 SO 26 47 51 
Contacts 18-20 31 56 43 28 20 25 23 22 22 20 50 25 23 38 39 
('or.tacts 21+ 16 17 SO 23 33 29 21 22 23 20 0 25 21 25 45 
Contacts Ever 56 100 75 52 67 57 54 49 45 48 a 50 53 78 69 

* Columns for minority groups have been eliminated when there were 4 or fewer persons in the natural area. 

** Outside Racine and not ascertained included. 

***The number of persons included in each time period of this table is similar to that in each time period of the 
tables in Appendix B. 

\ • • • • • • • • • • • 



• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

G-l 

APPENDIX G 

When only those members of the both cohorts with continuous residence 

in Racine are included in each age period segment of careers, the results 

are slightly different from those obtained in Tables 12 and 13 but the basic 

pattern of race/ethnic sex differences remains for each cohort. For those 

from the 1942 cohort, Negro males continue to have the highest mean serious

ness ~cores, Anglos next, and Mexican-Americans the lowest. Among the females 

there is less race/ethnic difference but Anglos and Negroes shift ranks with 

Negroes having slightly more serious careers overall and Mexican-Americans 

the lowest in almost every comparison. 

Among those males from the 1949 cohort Negroes and Mexican-Americans had 

very similar mean seriousness scores ''lith all Anglo means decidedly lower. 

Negro females had the highest mean seriousness scores while Anglo and Mexican

American scores were similar, the Anglos means highest for persons in the 

cohort with contacts and the Mexican-Americans highest for the cohort as a 

whole. Negro females had the highest mean seriousness scores in every 

comparison. 



• 

TABLE 1. SELECTED INDICATORS OF SERIOUSNESS OF CAREERS AMONG 1942 COHORT ME~1BERS WITH 
CO""TINUOUS RACINE RESIDENCE, BY RACE/ETHNICITY, AND SEX* 

Juvenile 6-17 
Mean Seriousness of Persons with Contacts 
Mean Seriousness of Persons in Cohort 

Intermediate 18-20 
Mean Seriousness of Persons with Contacts 
Mean Seriousness of Persons in Cohort 

Adult 21 or + 

Mean Seriousness of Persons with Contacts 
Mean Seriousness of Persons in Cohort 

Juveniles 6-20 
Mean Seriousness of Persons with Contacts 
Mean Seriousness of Persons in Cohort 

Career 6-21+ 
Mean Seriousness of Persons with Contacts 
Mean Seriousness of Persons in Cohort 

Anglo 
M :f 

9.40 
5.30 

3.65 
0.70 

5.76 2.92 
2.51 0.40 

8.52 3.95 
5.91 1.21 

11.67 3.87 
7.81 1.10 

16.38 
13.72 

4.87 
2.31 

Mexican
American 
M p" 

9.00 
3.00 

8.33 
8.33 

3.00 
0.60 

3.00 
0.60 

9.00 3.00 
3.00 0.60 

11.33 
11.33 

3.00 
1.20 

Negro 
M F 

8.00 
5.87 

8.31 
7.20 

37.93 
35.40 

1.00 
0.20 

2.00 
0.80 

5.25 
4.20 

15.08 2.50 
13.07 1.00 

48.47 
48.47 

6.50 
5.20 

* Scoring system: Felony against person 6; felony against property 5; major misdemeanor 4; 
minor misdemeanor 3; juvenile condition 2; contact for suspicion or investigation 1. 

• • • • • • • • • • 
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TABLE 2. SELECTED INDICATORS OF SERIOUSNESS OF CAREERS AMONG 1949 COHORT 't-ttMBERS WITH 
CONTINUOUS RACINE RESIDENCE, BY RACE/ETHNICITY, AND SEX* 

Mexican-
Anglo American Negro 

M F M F M F 

Juvenile 6-17 
Mean Seriousness of Persons with Contacts 11.06 4.01 23.00 4.50 20.75 7.36 
Mean Seriousness of Persons in Cohort 6.75 1.03 20.58 1.80 16.93 4.15 

Intermediate 18-20 
Mean Seriousness of Persons with Contacts 5.59 3.32 11. 79 2.50 12.47 6.65 
Mean Seriousness of Persons in Cohort 2.68 0.81 8.68 1.00 9.64 2.90 

Adult 21 or + 
G) 

Meall Seriousness of Persons with Contacts 6.73 4.72 13.87 2.50 17.82 8.50 r 
tJ.l 

Mean Seriousness of Pe1sons in Cohort 3.25 0.99 10.95 1.00 13.77 3.92 

Juveniles 6-20 
Mean Seriousness of Persons with Contacts 12.91 4.40 32.71 4.00 28.56 11.00 
Mean Seriousness of Persons in Cohort 9.35 1.84 29.26 2.80 26.61 7.05 

Career 6-21+ 
Mean Seriousness of Persons with Contacts 15.68 5.61 40.21 4.75 43.41 15.85 
Mean Seriousness of Persons in Cohort 12.60 2.84 40.21 3.80 40.45 10.97 

* Scoring system: Felony against person 6; felony against property 5; major misdemeanor 4' , 
minor misdemeanor 3; juvenile condition 2; contact for suspicion or investigation 1. 
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APPBNDrx II 

A t~01nparb;()n of mean number of contacts between those interviewed 

(Tahl':~!l I-P.) and the entire cohorts (as presented in Appendix B) results 

in th(> eondm;lon that the mean number of contacts is consistent. Such 

di ffe:rcnc.~c~j as may he noted ar<~ accounted for by chance fluctuation among 

the relatively small numbers of persons interviewed. 

Reasons for contact among those intervi'ewed are presented in Tables 9a 

and 9h. The three most frequently occurring reasons are the same as those 

for pers(Jn!~ with continuous Racine residenc.e as well as for t"1e entire cohorts 

(moving vehicle, disorderly conduct, and sLlspicion, investigation, and inform-

ation). Furthermore~ the percentages whic;h each of these reasons constitutes 

of th~ total incidence of contacts is similar between thos& interviewed and 

the larger groups with continuous residence. 

Among the race/etr.niclsex groups who had sufficient numbers of persons 

for comparison (this excludes the Mexican-Americans and Negroes born in 1942), 

moving vehicle offenses occurred most frequently for each group born in 1942 

and most frequently for the Anglos born in 1949. The most frequent reason 

for contact for the Mexican-Americans and Negroes born in 1949 was disorderly 

conduct, the second ranking reason for Anglos in both birth groups. Differ-

ences between reasons of second and third place ranks (among those being com-

pared) did not exceed 10 percentage points in either year, except for Mexican-

American females born in 1949. 

Theft, a Part I offense, was one of the reasons to appear consistently 

among ranks four to six> Liquor offenses occurred sufficiently often to appear 

in these ranks for all but Negro males and females born in 1949. The only 

time Incorrigibility did not appear in these ranks was for the 1942 Negroes. 
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POLICE CONTACTS BY HI,tI'1l COHORT FOR prRSnN~ 
INTERVrmVED IN H}7(1, BY pmU~I:NT 

TABLE 1. }'1Al.ES, AGES 6 THROUGH 1 ';' 

Number of 
Contacts 

Mexican
Ameri.cun 

1 ~1Tr--->--m:r;r 
------------ --------------------

0 43.4 37.S 100.0 ') H '" ....... 1. t') 

1 19.3 19.6 n.n 1l.H 
2-5 24.8 31. 3 O.n ·17.1 

6-10 7.6 6.5 n.n S.9 
11 or + 4.8 4.8 0.0 11./\ 

Mean 2.1 2.4 0.0 S.O 

Cohort N 145 230 2 17 

:~(l . (1 ::; 1.3 
l!J.O l~; «n 

SO.n ~',~ 1 .! l 
lO.P I .. ! .:; 
0,0 l)·;.H 

" r 
0.-... ~ \ 

'" .. .1. /} 

III :t;~ 

--,--'---"-"---"'''"'''----_.=.-''' ~ -"", ..... ,.."" .. ~,-"., ., 

TABLE 2. HALES, AGES 18 THROUGH 20 

Number of Anglo 
Contacts 1942 lS49 

0 57.2 55.2 
1 20.7 ,,? .., 

~ ..... 'w 

2-5 17.2 19.6 
6-10 3.4 2.6 

11 or + 1.4 0.4 

Mean 1.1 1.1 

Cohort N 145 230 

Nexican-
American 

1942 1940 

50.0 47.1 
0.0 17.6 

50.0 29.4 
o 0 5.9 
0.0 0.0 

1.5 1.2 

2 17 

20.0 
10.0 
60.0 
10.0 
0,0 

2.9 

10 

25.0 
lR.tS 
311.4. 
12 .5 

9. ,1 

4.0 

-------------------------------------_ .. 

TABLE 3. t-1ALES, AGES 21 AND OLDER 

l\1exican-
Number of Anglo American Negro 
I:ontacts 1942 1949 1~42 1949 1942 1949 

0 39.3 43.9 0.0 23.5 10.0 25.0 
1 18.6 31.3 0.0 ,., .... 

';'..).::t 0.0 9.4 
2-5 30.3 18.7 100.0 41.2 30.0 28.1 

6-10 7.6 4.8 0.0 11.8 0.0 12.5 
11 or + 4.1 1.3 0.0 0.0 60.0 25.0 

Mean 2.2 1.4 4.5 2.6 13.7 6.8 

Cohort N 145 230 2 17 10 32 

. t?' . 

°1 

o 

o 

o 

t" ~ 
I 
I 

0" 

.. \). 

0" .. 



B-3 

® TABLE 4. MALES, TOTAL JUVENILE AND ADULT CONTACTS 

Mexican-
Number of Anglo i\merican Negro 
Contacts 1942 1949 1942 1949 1942 1949 

<G 0 15.2 17.0 0.0 1l.S 0.0 6.3 
1 17.9 lS.7 0.0 5.9 10.0 12.5 

2-5 37.2 37.4 50.0 29.4 20.0 lS.S 
6-10 16.6 15.7 50.0 29.4 0.0 15.6 

II or + 13.1 11.3 0.0 23.5 70.0 46.9 

@ Mean 5.4 5.0 6.0 S.8 19.3 16.2 

Cohort N 't45 230 2 17 10 32 

0 TABLE 5. FEt.:lALES, AGES 6 THROUGH 17 

Mexican-
Number of Anglo American Negro 
Contacts 1942 1949 1942 1949 1942 1949 

() " 0 S1.6 73.8 75.0 65.0 80.0 57.1 
1 14.6 15.3 0.0 25.0 10.0 17.9 

2-5 3.2 10.0 25.0 10.0 10.0 14.3 
6-10 0.6 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 7.1 

II or + 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.6 

Mean 0.3 0.5 1.0 0,5 0.2 1.6 

Cohort N 158 229 S 20 10 28 

.0 
TARLE 6. FEMALES, AGES 18 THROUGH 20 

Mexican-
Number of Anglo American Negro 
Contacts 1942 1949 1942 1949 1942 1949 

0 
0 84.2 76.9 75.0 SO.O 70.0 57.1 
1 13.3 16.6 12.5 10.0 20.0 25.0 

2-5 2.5 6.1 0.0 10.0 10.0 14.3 
6-10 0.0 0.0 12.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 

11 or + 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.6 
'@ 

Mean 0.2 0.5 1.0 0.4 0.4 1.4 

Cohort N ISS 229 S 20 10 28 

I e 
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TABLE 7. FEMALES, AGES 21 AND OLDER 

~1oxicun~ 

Number of Anglo American Nem'o 
Contacts 1942 1949 1942 1"949 TItfT~-'-'""'T~};i1r 

" 
________ .,.,.,..,....~.H.~~"_"""'~.._.,,·w" .... _#,., 

0 67.1 83.4 62.S 70.0 30.0 !;7 ,,1 
1 20.3 11.8 12.5 15.0 10.0 10.',1' 

2-5 12.0 4.4 25.0 15.0 4tl-O 14_~ 

6-10 0.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 10.0 14. :~ 
11 or + 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.0 10.0 3. (, 

Mean 0.6 0.4 0.9 0.7 4.5 2.0 

Cohort N 158 229 8 20 10 28 

---

--".---",,-. 
TABLE 8 . FEMALES J TOTAL JLlVENILE AND ADULT CONTACTS 

--~:- '- -, ""- ,- -'.~;:;:::~=~:::. ··:";-~,~;-~";..7: ~~:.'!:;:;:::'~:': '~;'7. :-;;::;::::.~:~; _.~~-:;.:: 

Mexican-
Number of Anglo American Negro 
Contacts 1942 1949 1942 1949 1942 1949 

0 48.7 50.7 62.5 40.0 20.0 35.7 
1 27.8 27.5 12.5 25.0 20.0 14.3 

2-5 20.3 19.7 0.0 25.0 30.0 17.9 
6-10 2.5 1.7 12.5 10.0 20.0 10.7 

11 or + 0.6 0.4 12 .5 0.0 10.0 21.4 

Mean 1.1 1.3 2.9 1.5 5.2 4.9 

Cohort N 158 229 8 20 10 28 
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TABLE; Va. POLICE CONTACT TYPE AGE 6 TO PRQSENT, BY PERCENT FOR 1949 COHORT MEMBERS 
INTERVIEWED IN 1976, BY RACE/ETHNICITY AND SEX 

Anglo 
M F 

Mexican
American 
M F 

Negro Total 
M F M F 

____ ~_.....,""""._...,,<* __ """ __ , ___ • ______________________ ....J ____ _ 

Traffic: Moving Veldcle 
Disorderly Conduct 
Suspicion, Investigation 

Theft 
Incorrigible, Runaway 
Liquor. 

Sex Offenses 
Vagrancy 
Traffic: Other 

Burglary 
Assault 
Auto Theft 

Weapons 
Forgery 
Narcotics, Drugs 

Robbery 
Violent Property Destruction 
Escapee 

Suicide 
Truancy 
Fraud 

Gambling 
Obscene Behaviors 
Family: Parent Status 

Homicide 
Not Ascertained 

Total 

Number of Police Contacts 

Number in Cohort 

30.8 
22,6 
21.9 

6.2 
5.3 
3.7 

0.4 
1.4 
1.3 

1.3 
0.8 
1.0 

0.6 
0.3 
0.3 

0.3 
0.5 
0.5 

0.1 
0.2 
0.2 

0.1 
0.1 

0.4 

31.7 
29.1 
19.9 

2.3 
6.2 
3.3 

1.3 
1.0 
1.0 

1.6 

1.6 

0.7 

0.3 

20.8 30.0 
26.8 40.0 
23.5 13.3 

2.7 10.0 
6.7 3.3 
6.0 3.3 

0.7 
6.0 
0.7 

2.0 
2.0 
0.7 

0.7 

0.7 

16.6 14.6 
26.9 35.0 
22.4 20.4 

7.0 6.6 
3.9 12.4 
1.0 

5.0 0.7 
1.4 0.7 
2.3 2.9 

2.3 
2.5 0.7 
1.0 

1.4 1.5 
1.5 2.2 
1.0 

1.5 
0.8 0.7 
0.6 

0.7 
0.4 

0.2 0.7 

0.2 

26.0 26.6 
24.1 31.5 
22.2 19.7 

6.1 4.0 
5.0 7.8 
3.1 2.3 

1.8 1.1 
1.8 0.8 
1.5 1.5 

1.6 
1.4 0.2 
1.0 

0.8 0.4 
0.6 0.6 
0.5 1.1 

0.6 
0.6 0.2 
0.5 

0.1 1.3 
0.2 
0.1 0.4 

0.1 0.2 
0.1 
0.1 

0.3 0.2 

100.3 100.0 100.0 99.9 100.1 99.8 100.2 99.9 

1148 306 149 30 517 137 1814 473 

230 229 17 20 32 28 279 277 

.: 
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TABLE 9b. POLICE CONTACT TYPE AGE tI TO l'RFSF'IlT. IW PERCENT F{1R 1 ~),l ~~ COHtHU ~1I{\mEH~ 0 
INTERVIEIV'EP IN n176, BY HACE/ETIIN I CITY ANI) sm: 

~ -- -. -~.- >' ___ 0_" ."_. __ .~_~. , .... c 
.'~ ':' :~~-:;-.~ ",:",:,,:!;:..";;' "!.~: . .'.;-=-,-;-'.::;'''~,.~ <-:;.-:~:,~~!~. :~ ,:.-~.";.~ ;:::;<!--~ .~.~: ''.. ... - ::: ':- .;, :;. :',':; -" ~ .:- ~~ . . . 

Me:.'<Jcan~ 
Anglo Aml'rican Nt'grn TIlt;!} 

g- p" ~r~"---'Ii' ~r-·····I! M 
' ~" ... 

I' 
-,,---->-.. '-"-----............ ------,.._-><" .. ' --." .... ""'-, .. _,,-,""", """"''''''''.~~' ,., .. ,." .. ,~,~~ 0 

Traffk; Moving Vehicle 43.3 55.3 ·1] .7 15.0 :~.~. 1 1 S •. t ,H.t ),:., ! 
Disorderly Conduct 18.5 20.2 3~~ .. :5 (:'''' ... )_ Il..t 1 b. ti ;';b. r, 1 H.:i ;~ (, . (, 

Suspicion, Investigation 18.6 12.1 16.7 13.0 UL7 2!i.(1 IH.h 1,1 • !} 

Theft 4.2 1.7 S.:: 1:~ • ,1 l,.l 4.0 0 
Traffic: Other 1. ~) 1.2 1 (J • ,t :; • (1 n.g 
Incorrigible, Runaway ~ ~ ,., . ,) 1.1 8.7 0.5 J.~g ,,~ . () 
Liquor 3.0 2.9 8.3 1.(i 1. ~l ::. ... 7 ,.: • ,l 
Sex Offense n.8 1.2 4.1 1..1 (J.t! 
Vagrancy 1.4 0.6 1.0 1.3 0.4 0 

Auto Theft 1.0 8.7 1.6 1.1 (l .:~ 

Assault 0.4 1.2 1.6 1.9 0.6 1 ,) ..... 
Truancy 0.8 0.6 n.6 0.4 

Burglary 0.5 1.0 D.6 0 ' ~ .' 
Weapons 0.4 n.s 1.9 0.4 0.'1 
Forgery 0.5 0,4 

Gambling 1.6 1.9 0.3 0.4 
Escapee 0.1 1.0 0.3 
Fraud O.t 0.5 1. ~) 0.2 0.4 0 

Suicide 1.2 4.3 1.2 
Robbery 1.0 0.2 
Violent Property Destruction 0.3 0.2 

Family: Pal~ent Status 1.0 0.2 0 
Obscene Behaviors 
Narcotics, Drugs 

Homicide 
Not Ascertained 0.6 0.5 

0 
Total 99.9 100.1 100.0 99.9 100.0 99.8 99.8 99.8 

Number of Police Contacts 778 173 12 23 193 52 983 248 

Number in Cohort 145 158 .., 8 10 10 157 176 '" Q 
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'Ihe Anglo females interviewed from both cohorts had the lowest percent

ages of Part T offenses of any of the race/ethniclsex groups interviewed 

(as ww} truo of the lmglo females with continuous residence). Negro males 

hHU the highest percentage of Part I offenses of any group interviewed from 

thmic horn in 1949; however, unlike those from the 1942 cohort with contin-

uous residenco J it was the Negro females (rather than the males) who had the 

highest paI'ccnt of PaTt T offenses among those interviewed who were born in 

1942. 

While \'fC have noted some differences between the ranking of types of 

contacts of those in the cohort with continuot!s residence in Racine and 

those who \<[ore interviewed, Chi Square tests for each race/ethnicl sex group 

found none of the differences to be statistically significant. 

Tables lOa and lOb and Tables 11a and lIb present reasons for police 

contact by race/ethnicity and age periods for each cohort for those who were 

interviewed in the same fashion as they are presented for both cohorts in 

Appendix D. Since those included in Appendix D were not controlled for time 

in Racine and those intervielqed had lived in Racine continuously~ one would 

expect some deviation in the ranking of reasons for police contact, The 

differences were not major) however) and suggest that persons interviewed 

had essentially the same reasons for contact as did those in the cohorts. 

The spatial distribution of those interviewed is presented in Table 12. 

If ,'fe compare those interviewed with those in the cohorts of which they are 

a part who had continuous Racine residence (see Table 5), we can see a general 

similarity in the shape of both distributions across the five Natural Areas. 

Anglos interviewed from the 1942 cohort (although more skewed toward the 

inner city) present an almost entirely consistent pattern of percentages across 
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TABIE lOa. POLICE CO:-:TA.CT TYPE BY Ri\NK At\!J PERCENT, H)·L:! ~J.\LE ~1!JmFl~$ OF ('P!!Pln 
INTERVIEWED IN 1976. BY H~\CE/HTHNrCITY* 

Rank 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

Other 

N 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

Other 

N 

6-17 

26.5 15 

26.5 5 

14.523 

8.1 8 

8.1 3 

4.8 7 

ll.S 

310 

36.0 15 

24.0 6 

32.0 5 

12.0 3 

4.0 8 

4.0 4 

8.0t 

25 

18-20 :::1+ 

Anglo 

53.::;15 55.1 15 

19.2 23 

10.9 17 

3.97 

3.9 3 

1. 9 1 fi 

6.9a: 

156 

22.4 23 

3.21& 

1.31 3 

0.6 11 

2.7a: 

312 

~egro 

41.4 15 29.5 15 

13.8 23 

13.8 4 

6.9 5 

6.9 7 

6.9 11 

10.2 

29 

1~.45 

18.7 23 

14.4 16 

4,3 11 

11.St 

139 

43.3 15 

18.613 

18.5 5 

4.::;3 

3.5 8 

3.07 

8.8 

778 

32.1 15 

18.7 23 

16.6 5 

10.416 

5.2 3 

4.1 11 

12.9 

193 

n.D 
O.D 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

o 

25.4 5 

15.2 23 

8.4 3 

7.8 8 

4.8 7 

11.4 

335 

Ml'xi can~Alll~'ri e.m 
""-..--.~- ... " .... -....... ... --""' .. ~" .. ,.,' .... '''.,. ,,.. ,,,,,,,.-;''''' 

66. 7 1 ~) 

n.n 
o.n 
(J.n 
n.n 
n.n 

Total 

\1. {I 

(l.n 
0,0 

0.0 

---
50.5 15 47.0 15 

18.1 23 21.3 23 

10.1 5 16.5 5 

5.3 3 6.5 16 

4.8 7 1.7 11 

2.1 6 1.1 3 

9.0§ 

188 

5.7§ 

460 

'l ',l f, 
q.! • 

lb.!'" 

0,0 

n.1l 
n.n 

4(l.gl(j 

1R.(,23 

18.3S 

4.4 3 

3.6 16 

2.8 B 

11.2 

983 

* Superscripts identify type of police contact: Traffic Violations 15; Disorderly 
Conduct 5; Suspicion and Investigation 23; Incorrigible Hunaway 8; Theft 3; Liquor 
7; Weapons 17; Other Traffic 16; Forgery 13; Sex Offenses 11; Narcotics and Drugs 
12; Vagrancy 6; Auto Theft 4; Assault 10. 

a: Included in other is 1.9 6 ; included in other are 0.6 3 • 7 ,1°. 

t Included in other are 4.07
•

20
; included in other is 2.2 3

, 

§ Included in f'ther is 2.1 11 
; included in other is 1.110. 

o 

o :' 

o :;:. 

o 
,: . 

" 
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TABl.E 1 oh. POL i CE C:OlJ'I'ACT TYPh BY RANK AND PERCENT> 1942 FEMALE f'.1EMBERS OF COHORT 
INTHRV TEWEll XN 1976, DY HACE/ETIINI CITY* 

1 

:~ 

4 

5 

6 

Other 

N 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

Other 

N 

:~)o.023 

12.57 

7.5 

40 

33.3 5 

33.3 23 

33.3 3 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

3 

18-20 21 010 

!il}J~lo. 

65.6 15 61.4 15 

IS.S!.; 25.7[; 

6.3 23 6.9 23 

3.1 3 2.0H 

3.1 11 2.010 

3.1 28 1.0 3 

0.0 1. Oa: 

32 101 

Negro 

50.023 40.0 5 

25.015 22.2 23 

25.0 7 15.6 15 

0.0 13.3 6 

0.0 2.2 17 

0.0 2.2 10 

0.0 

4 

4.4t 

45 

6-21+ 

20.2 5 

12.1 23 

2.97 

1. 78 

1. 7 3 

6.0 

173 

36.5 5 

25.023 

15.415 

13,43 

1.97 

1.910 

5.7t 

52 

6-17 

37.5 5 

25.04 

25.0 8 

12.5 28 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

8 

25.5 15 

25.5 23 

13.7 5 

9.8 7 

9.8 8 

3.9 3 

11.9 

51 

18-20 21+ 

Mexican-American 

50.0 5 

25.0 15 

25.023 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

8 

71.4 5 

14.3 15 

14.323 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

7 

Total 

54.5 15 

22.7 5 

13.623 

2.3 3 

2.3 7 

2.3 11 

2.3§ 

44 

45.8 15 

32.0 5 

11.8 23 

4.6 3 

2.010 

1 32 

2.8 

153 

6-21+ 

52.2 5 

13.0 15 

13.023 

8.74 

8.7 8 

4.328 

0.0 

23 

43.1 15 

26.6 5 

14.923 

4.0 3 

2.4 7 

2.0 8 

6.8 

248 

* Superscripts identify type of police contact: Traffic Violation 15; Suspicic'll 
and Investigation 23; Liquor 7; Disorderly Conduct 5; Incorrigible Runaway 8; 
Theft 3; Sex Offenses 11; Suicide Attempt 28; Other Traffic 16; Assault 10; Auto 
Theft 4; Vagrancy 6; Weapons 17; Burglary 2. 

a: Included in other is 1.028
• 

t Included in other are 2.2 18 ,2°; included in other are 1.917 ,18,2°. 

§ Included in other is 2.328
• 
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TABLE lla. POLICE CONTACT TYPE BY RANK ;\J'.Jl) PERCENT, l~MP MALE MI:l\lBmu:; OF COHURT 
INTERVIE\\1ED IN 1976, BY RACE/ETHNICITY* 

~:;:==:=-"":::;=~:::"'~:::::"'"":;;:.';''=':=:;:::':-~'=':;:;:::':-~:::-;:::'''':-:=:-;-=~';:;;;!,':.;::=!~',~..;.:.=.:-.;;,~:2.,:.-;~: ~,"~~",;:;:;,c~_,~:.·' _~~ .. "::;;;'o;:. ~,,';;;.,;~~ ,:::--.~-.. .;.-o~· 
" " . " . ~ '" , " 

Rank 6-17 18"':20 21+ 6-21+ 6-17 18-20 ;; 1.J. (I-~l+ 
_, .. "'" __ , ___ , __ , ..... ~'''''r.,., ... ''''''T<4~ ___ ..... ,-;.,_'''·,-''·,~·,_'' ~ '-"'. 

Anglo t-lexican-AnH.'ri \.'an. 
"'~---.~""'''''~,,-''-~,:---,-"'''''''' 

1 24.3 5 43,1 15 38. :5 15 30.8 15 25;g5 30.0 f
) F e 1 !; . ... ) ...... ) 

,') \, ~?1 
"' ... \:; lI- ~) 

"'I 20.7 15 25.2 23 25.8 23 22~65 25.923 25.0 11; 27 .;~:; :~.~.5~J) ~ 

3 18.023 li.9 5 ?- -5 
~~.~ 21,923 11.8 8 25.023 lR.~;·1 .~!tt~Hlf; 

4 10.gB 2.37 2.8 16 6.2 3 9.4 7 10.06 "'I ~lO -.. ) . ,;..;t{ 
b. ! 

5 10.7 3 2.3 3 2.5 7 5.38 8.2 6 5.07 ,) ~ 11 
"'" ... ') <l.ll? 

6 5.07 1. 96 2.1 10 3.7 7 7,1 15 5.0:> Ii ... 12 
~ . ..,) b.o" 

Other 10.7 7.3 5.1 9.8 11.9 0.0 2. :l!X: 10.2 

N 560 262 326 1148 85 20 44 149 

Negro Total 

1 27.6 5 34.423 31.1 5 26.9 5 25.2 5 34.4 15 33. () 15 2(1.Ol~; 

2 21. 22 3 18.8 5 24.2 15 22.4 23 19.5 23 28.0 23 26.5 5 24.I!i 

'3 14.1 3 18.015 16.4 23 16.6 15 16.2 15 18.8 5 21. 723 2':' ,,23 
4'" :to i/..4 

4 11.8 8 7.0 11 5.5 16 7.0 3 11.2 8 3.2 3 3.7 16 6.1 3 

5 5.915 5.5 3 5.511 5.0 11 10.8 3 2.g11 2.7 10 5.0 0 

6 4.1 2 3.1 22 3.7 10 3.9 8 4.8 7 2.2 6 2.4 11 3.1 7 

Other 15.5 13.4 13.8 18.1 12.2 10.4 9.3 13.7 

N 170 128 219 517 815 410 589 1814 

* Superscripts identify type of police contact: Disorderly conduct 5; Traffic 
Violation 15; Suspicion and Investigation 23; Incorrigible Runaway 8; Theft 3; 
Liquor 7; Vagrancy 6; Other Traffic 16; Assault 10; Burglary 2; Sex Offenses 11; 
Narcotics and Drugs 12; Violent Property Destruction 22. 

~ Included in other is 2.3 16
• 
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TAlll.f: llh. POUCH CONTACT TYPE I!Y RANK A!'m PERCENT> 1949 FE~1ALE MEMBERS OF COHORT 
r~nERVTUtnO TN 1 g'lc" BY RACn/ETHNICITY* 

Rank 

3 

4 

6 

Other 

N 

1 

2 

:; 

4 

5 

6 

Other 

N 

:H .0:'-3 

2,Lg 1 ,; 

15.0 il 

8.8 10 

8.07 

6.2 3 

0,3 

113 

21+ 

~lR.l_9~ 
3D.Ci1 !; 42.5" 

:iD.6(t 31.0 1 'l 

15.1 23 11.523 

l.!lfJ 5.7 12 

1.916 2.3 8 

0.g18 

O.9rx 

106 

Negro 

2.3 28 

4.8 

87 

38.68 36.8 5 43.6 5 

22.7 5 31.6 23 20.015 

13.623 21.1 15 18.223 

11.4 3 5.3 13 7.3 3 

2.3 6 2.6 10 7.3 16 

2.3 11 2.620 2.017 

9.2'r 

44 

0.0 

38 

z.ot 
5S 

6-21+ 

31.7 15 

29.1:; 

19.923 

6.2 8 

3.37 

2.3 3 

7.5 

306 

35.05 

20.4 23 

14.615 

12.;18 

6.6 3 

2.9 16 

7.9 

137 

6-17 

30.05 

30.0 3 

20.0 15 

20. 023 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

10 

25.7 23 

20.4 8 

18.6 l5 

13.85 

9.03 

5.4 7 

7.2 

167 

18-20 21+ 

Mexican~American 

42.9 5 46.2 15 

28.623 46.2 5 

14.3 1 '5 7.7 7 

14.3 8 0.0 

0.0 0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

7 

33.8 15 

19.923 

1.3 6 

1.313 

1.3 16 

3.5 

15i 

0.0 

0.0 

13 

28.415 

12.923 

3.2 16 

3.212 

2.6 3 

6.3 

155 

6-21+ 

40.0 5 

30.015 

13.323 

10.0 3 

3.3 8 

3.37 

0.0 

30 

31.5 5 

26.615 

19.723 

7.8 8 

4. 03 

2.37 

8.0 

473 

* Superscripts identify type of police contact: Suspicion and Investigation 23; 
Traffic Violation IS; Incorrigible Runaway 8; Assault 10; Liquor 7; Theft 3; 
Disorderly Conduct 5; Vagrancy 6; Othe:t Traffic 16; Fraud 18; Narcotics and Drugs 
12; Suicide: Attempt 28; Sex Offenses 11; Forgery 13; Gambling 20; Weapons 17. 

0: Included in other is 0.9 28 , 

t Included in other are 2.313d5d7,;28; included in other is 2.022 , 



TAhLE 12. PERCENT DISTRInUTION OF H),l:2 /l~P UtW t:t111URT ~!H!nI~HS I".;TU~V1Fl~IP 1\ l\~l' 
THEIR POLICE CONTACT STATUS A(iE (1 'w f'lmSl'~T !~ NATtlR,\I. ,\RF,\ PF Pt~ p~r U',\l 
.TUtEN ILE RESmnNCE COMPARnn WITH PLRt:E;-';T TIYI';\!, RACINF POl'III Xl" WX, I~\ R·\\ T, 
ETHNICITY AND SEX 

Natural Arcas. l~w~r 
(Inner-City) to Hi ghel' 

Quality Housing 
A "R " c ·It .. ",~,~·~-C"-

Nort-Ph?[IY'OCG .-
1970 Census 
1942 Cohort 
1949 Cohort 

7.6 21.6 24.~ 
16.6 29,0 26.9 
10.1 24.6 28.3 

AngZ()8~ 1[M2 Cohort: 
Males 

With Contacts 
Females 

With Contacts 

AngZo8~ 1949 CohoY't 
i'-1ales 

With Contacts 
Females 

With Contac;ts 

Mexican-Americans" 
Males 

With Contacts 
Females 

With Contacts 

Mexican-Americans" 
Males 

With Contacts 
Females 

With Contacts 

Negroes: 
1970 Census 
1942 Cohort 
1949 Cohort 

15.0 
15.8 
16.9 
15.4 

7.0 
7.7 
7.0 
7.4 

34.5 
33.7 
21.8 
24.G 

26.2 
27.7 
20.5 
18.1 

1942 Cohort 
50.0 50.0 
50.0 50.0 
33.3 66.7 
50.0 50.0 

1949 Cohort 
40.0 26.7 
42.9 21.4 
47.4 47.4 
36.4 54.5 

62.8 
87.5 
83.9 

31.8 
6.3 

12.5 

Negroes" 1942 Cohort 
Males 100.0 

100.0 
75.0 
83.3 

With Contacts 
Females 

With Contacts 

NegY'oe8~ 1949 Cohort 
Males 

With Contacts 
Females 

With Contacts 

90.6 
93.3 
75.0 
75.0 

12.5 
16.7 

3.1 

25.0 
25.0 

26.5 
25.7 
~~9. 0 
23.1 

31.0 
31.6 
29.7 
36.2 

6.7 
7.1 
5.3 
9.1 

2.7 

1.8 

3.1 
3.3 

16,;;; 
;;~ ,6 

15.9 
16,8 
17.i 

~3.5 
22.6 
25.9 
26.6 

26.7 
28.6 

1. () 
6.3 
1.8 

12.5 

3.1 
3.3 

* Includes or.tside Racine and not ascertained. 

1:1.9 
11.0 
13. :~ 

R.n 

14.5 
20.0 

12.3 
10.3 
16.8 
11. ;' 

1.2 

10n.0 
~)~l • ~I 

9!). !l 

~~D. 9 
qfl. ~l 
~19. ~i 

Inn.n 

1H!~ JI 
·~9. ~I 

09 • ~} 
1 (Ii}. {} 

100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

100.1 
100.0 
100.1 
100.0 

100.1 
100.1 
100.0 

100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

99.9 
99.9 

100.0 
100.0 

D3 ,I ;J2 
;2·l!1 
·lll(, 

11:1 
1 (1 I 
12·1 

(is 

15 
14-
19 
11 

10,386 
16 
56 

8 
8 
8 
6 

32 
30 
24 
16 

l\l:nhi 
Inti IIll', 
of \n-:I"\ 

·13 
:'>6 
44 
19 

., .. 
1 

'1 ... 
1 
1 
1 

4 
4 

2 
2 
2 .., 
'-

4 
2 

o 
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the fivo Natural Areas. The only difference worth noting is the lower per

contage of fcmal (!s with (~ontacts in Area A. Anglos interviewGd from the 

1!)4!) eohort show about the same deviance from those with continuous careers 

as do those from 1942. The major difference between those interviewed from 

tIw two (:ohortB appears among those who resided in Area A, about twi.ce as 

many from the; 'ill1d the 1949 group residing in that area. The distrib~·· 

tion of thos() with contacts is similar to the distribution of those in the 

cohort who ''lerc interviewed. 

There were tOO few Mexican-Americans interviewed from either cohort to 

merit much in the way of comparison. In general, however, the percentages 

indicate no great dissimilarity between those interviewed and the larger 

group of which they are a part. 

While there are too fe\'I' Negroes born in 1942 in either those interviewed 

or in the larger group, there are enough interviewed who were born in 1949 

to allow comparisons. There are no marked differe~ces in their distribution 

across the Natural Areas between those interviewed and theix larger group. 

The ecological distribution of those interviewed and their police con

tacts is very similar to the ecological distributions of those persons from 

both cohorts who had continuous Racine residence. Tables l3a, l3b, and 13c, 

presenting police contact status in the same manner as does Table 12 but 

separately for each age period, show that for the Anglos and Negroes the 

pattern is quite consistent from age period to age period. 

Comparison of the percentages of each race/ethnic I sex group interviewed 

who had contacts by age groups within each Natural Area of juvenile residence 

is relatively futile, whether comparison is made of group differences shown 

in Table 14 or whether percentages are compared with Table 6 in the text 

i 



H-14 

T.ABLE 13a. PERCENT DISTRIBUTION OF 1942 AND 19·Hl COHORT MHtnEHS l:-lTrRnn~EH IN l~1'!(\ ,\:-:11 
THEIR POLICE CONTACT STATUS AGE 6-17 IN NATURAL AREI\ OF PRI:-ll'lPAI. .1l1\TNII I 
RES IDENCE COMPARED WITH PERCENT TOTAL RACINE POPUlATION, BY HACF/I:TllN HTfY 
AND SEX 

Natural Area!» !,mowr 
(Inner-City) to Higher 

Quality Housin£ __ . 
ABC D E 

Non-Negl'oes: 
1970 Census 7.6 21.C1 24.4 23.5 19.9 
1942 Cohort 16.7 29.0 26.9 16.3 11.0 
1949 Cohort 10.1 24.6 28.3 23.6 13.3 

AngZos" 1942 Cofzopt 
Males 15.0 34.5 26.5 15.9 8.0 

With Contacts 20.8 34.7 25.0 12.5 6.D 
Females 16.9 21.8 29.0 17.7 14.5 

With Contacts 25.0 20.8 16.7 20.8 16.7 

AngZos" 1949 Cohol't 
Males 7.0 26.2 31.0 23.5 12.3 

With Contacts 6.6 30.3 32.0 22.1 9.0 
Females 7.0 20.5 29.7 25.9 16.8 

With Contacts 7.7 7.7 44.2 25.0 15.4 

Mexiaan-Amel'icans" 1942 Cohol't 
Males 50.0 50.0 

With Contacts 
Females 33.3 66.7 

With Contacts 100.0 

Mexican-American" 1949 Cohort 
Males 40.0 26.7 6.7 26.7 

With Contacts 41.7 16.7 8.3 33.3 
Females 47.4 47.4 5.3 

With Contacts 16.7 66.7 16.7 

Neg-l'oes: 
1970 Census 62.8 31.8 2.7 1.6 1.2 
1942 Cohort 87.5 6.3 6.3 
1949 Cohort 83.9 12.5 1.8 1.8 

Negl'oes" 1942 Cohol't 
Males 100.0 

lVith Contacts 100.0 
Females 75.0 12.5 12.5 

With Contacts 100.0 

Neg-l'oes" 1949 Cohort 
Males 90.6 3.1 3 .1 3 .1 

With Contacts 95.5 4.5 
Females 75.0 25.0 

With Contacts 80.0 20.0 

* Includes outside Racine and not ascel'tained. 

100.0 
iH).9 
~)9. 9 

~)9. 9 
99.9 
~)9. 9 

100.0 

100.0 
100.0 
99.9 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 
100.0 

100.1 
100.0 
100.1 
100.1 

100.1 
100.1 
100.0 

100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

99.9 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

~13, U1Z 
2Mi 
40ti 

lI:i 
7:~ 

124 
24 

187 
122 
185 

52 

'J .. 
6 
1 

15 
12 
19 

6 

10,386 
16 
56 

8 
5 
8 
1 

32 
22 
24 
10 

Comil i ~ 
Datio!!!; 
of ,\rt';I~:,·1 

tlB 
!lO 

21 
44 

8 

2 
1 

2 
1 
1 
1 

4 
4 

2 
2 
2 
1 

4 
2 

o 

o 
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TAlH,/' l:;:h. I'LWHJT IH[jTR1Bln'W~~ OF 1!J42 A~[) 1949 COHORT ME~1Bf:RS INTERVIEWED IN 1976 AND 
TJlUH POLICE CONTACT STATtJ5 AGE 18-20 IN NATURAl. AREA OF PRINCIPAL JUVENILE 
IW{'illll:NCIJ CO~WAHEIJ wrm PERCENT TOTAL RACINE POPULATION, BY RACE/ETHNICITY 

Na tut'~;\ 1 Areas, Lower 
(lnnor-City) to Higher 

,,",,_~ ___ .~1?yal l:.tl !IoUS] ng 
ABC D f: 

Non-N!:;p'l()f ... ~iI : 
1 ~J70 Cc.mslls 
1042 Cohort 
Hl49 C()hOT't 

Allflloa, UJ <! ,I! ('olwpt; 
Males 

With Contacts 
FClllillcs 

Wi tIt ContrLcts 

An(JZmJ" .W49 Cohol't 
Males 

With Contacts 
Females 

With Contacts 

Mexican-Ame~iaana" 
Males 

W1th Contacts 
Females 

With Contacts 

Mexiaan-Ame~iaansJ 
Males 

With Contacts 
Females 

\\lith Contacts 

Negpoes: 
1970 Census 
1942 Cohort 
1949 Cohort 

7,6 
16.7 
10.1 

15.0 
21.8 
16.9 
17.4 

7,0 
11.6 
7.0 

14.0 

21.6 
29.0 
24.6 

34.5 
38.2 
21.8 
30.4 

26.2 
30.2 
2e.5 
18.6 

194 2 Co hOl't 
50.0 50.0 

100.0 
33.3 66.7 

100.0 

1949 Cohol't 
40.0 26.7 
37,5 25.0 
47.4 47.4 
75.0 25.0 

62,8 
87,5 
83.9 

31.8 
6.3 

12.5 

Negl'oes~ 1942 Cohol't 
~fa1es 100,0 

100.0 
75.0 
66.7 

With Contacts 
Females 

With Contacts 

Neg"f'oes" 1949 Coho~t 
Males 

With Contacts 
Females 

With Contacts 

90.6 
91.7 
75.0 
90.9 

12.5 
33.3 

3.1 

25.0 
9.1 

24.4 
26.9 
28.3 

26.5 
23.6 
29.0 
17.4 

31.0 
31.4 
29.7 
$4.9 

6.7 
12.5 
5.3 

2.7 

1.8 

3.1 
4.2 

23.5 
16.3 
23.6 

15.9 
12.7 
17.7 
13.0 

23,5 
22.1 
25.9 
20.9 

26.7 
25.0 

1.6 
6.3 
1.8 

12.5 

3.1 
4.2 

* Includes outside Racine and not ascertained. 

19.9 
11.0 
13.3 

8.0 
3.b 

14.5 
21.7 

12.3 
4.7 

16.8 
11.6 

1.2 

Total A-R 
~o Number 

100.0 
99.9 
99.9 

99.9 
99.9 
99.9 
99.9 

100.0 
100.0 

99.9 
100.0 

100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

100.1 
100.0 
100.1 
100.0 

100.1 
100.1 
100.0 

100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

99.9 
100.1 
100.0 
100.0 

93,192 
245 
406 

113 
55 

124 
23 

187 
86 

185 
43 

2 
1 
6 
1 

15 
8 

19 
4 

10,386 
16 
56 

8 
6 
8 
3 

32 
24 
24 
11 

Combi
nations 
of Areas* 

68 
90 

32 
7 

34 
2 

43 
17 
44 
10 

2 
1 

2 
1 
1 

4 
4 

2 
2 
2 

4 
1 
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TABLE 13c. PERCENT DISTRIBtITION OF 19,t2 .:'\!I:[) 1~l49 COHORT ~iFMHU{S I\TIRnFl~nl I~, I~lt,"\\: 
THEIR POLICE CONTACT STATlTS AGE 21 OR OVER IN NATURAL AnI:.\ !IF Pi{[Xt'!!'.\1. 
JUVENILE RESIDENCE COMPARFHl WITH PERCENT TOTAL RACINE POl'tll.:\'nON) HY I;Y: 
ETHNICITY AND SEX 

Non-Negroes: 
1970 Census 
1942 Cohort 
1949 Cohort 

Anglos) 1942 Cohort 
Males 

With Contacts 
Females 

With Contacts 

Anglos" 1949 Cohort 
Males 

With Contacts 

Natural Areas, 1,m,er 
( Inner-City) to HigheT 

Qual i ty Ilollsi ng 
'-A--->-B-' C--'Ir---F~ 

7.6 21.6 24.4 23,;;' 19. :) 
16.7 29.0 26.9 16.3 11.n 
10.1 24.6 28.3 23.6 13.3 

15.0 34.5 26.5 15.9 B.n 
19.7 29.6 28.2 12.7 9.9 
16.9 71.8 29.0 1"1 .., 

I. ' 14.5 
12.2 26.8 24.4 17.1 19.5 

7.0 26.2 31.0 23.5 1 'I ~ -.:> 
9.5 28.6 27.6 28.6 .. 

~,. ~ 

1(1\) .11 
;)!) • ~l 
~lIJ. 9 

~}9. 9 
100.1 

99. rl 
InO,O 

1 t;O. 0 
IOO,n 

~1;;,1:<: 
,~,1: ; 
Hl() 

1 r:~ 
71 

L:,i 
,11 

113":' 
Ins 

~ (tnl! 1 ! 

\L\f i i 'l, 
td' .\1'1. 'a:' 

1 ',.' 

1 I 

,l3 
;;,1 

o 

o· 

o 

Females 7.0 20.5 29.7 25.9 16.8 99.0 IS:; ,1,l 0 
With Contacts 6.1 21.2 

Mexican-Americans) 1942 CohoY't 
Males 50.0 5().0 

With Contacts 50.0 50.0 
Females 33.3 66.7 

With Contacts 50.0 50.0 

Mexiaan-Amel'ioans" 1949 Cohort 
~1a1es 40.0 26.7 

With Contacts 50.0 16.7 
Females 47.3 47.3 

With Contacts 50.0 33.3 

Negroes: 
1970 r.ensus 62.8 31.8 
194'1. Cohort 87.5 6,3 
1949 Cohort 83.9 12.5 

Negroes) 1942 Cohort 
Males 100.0 

With Contacts 100.0 
Females 75.0 12.5 

With Contacts 80.0 20.0 

Negroes.) 1949 Cohort 
Males 90.6 3.1 

I~i th Contact 95.8 
Females 75.0 25.0 

With Contact 72.7 27.3 

24.2 

6.7 
8.3 
5.3 

16.7 

2.7 

1.8 

3.1 

33.3 

26.7 
25.0 

1.6 
6.3 
1.8 

12.5 

3.1 
4.2 

* Includes outside Racine and not ascertained. 

15.2 lCiO, () 

IOn. () 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

100.1 
100.0 
99.9 

100.0 

1.2 100.1 
InO.l 
100.0 

100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

99.9 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

33 

.., .. ., 

.:, 

6 
"1 

15 
1:! 
19 

6 

10,386 
16 
56 

g 
7 
8 
5 

~? :> ... 
24 
24 
11 

1 

I 
1 

-1 
4 

"j .. 
2 
,") 

2 

4 
1 

o 

o 

0 

@ 

.. 
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TABLE 14. PERCENT WITH POLICE CONTACTS AMONG COHORT MEMBERS INTERVIEWED IN 1976 BY RACE/ETHNICITY AND NATURAL 
AREA OF JUVENILE RESIDENCE 

Natural Areas, Lower (Inner-City) Combi-
to Higher Quality Housing* nations** 

A B C [J E A,B,C,D,E Total 
A MA N A MA N A A A A"MA--N A MA N 

1942 Cohort., MaZes 
Contacts 6-17 88 0 63 64 0 0 60 50 56 31 0 100 57 0 70 
Contacts 18-20 71 0 75 54 100 0 43 39 22 22 0 ]00 43 50 80 
Contacts 21+ 82 100 88 54 100 0 67 50 78 53 0 100 61 100 90 
Contacts Ever 94 100 100 87 100 a 87 94 89 69 0 100 85 100 100 

N 17 1 8 39 1 0 30 18 9 32 a 2 145 2 10 

1942 Cohort., FemaZes ::r; 
Contacts 6-17 29 50 0 19 a 100 11 23 22 15 50 50 18 25 20 I 

I-' 
Contacts 18-20 19 50 33 26 a 100 11 14 28 6 50 100 16 25 30 -...J 

Contacts 21+ 24 50 67 4 25 100 28 32 44 32 50 100 33 38 70 
Contacts Ever 48 50 83 59 25 100 42 50 72 47 50 100 51 38 80 

N 21 2 6 27 4 1 36 22 18 34 2 2 158 8 10 

1949 Cohort., MaZes 
Contacts 6-17 62 83 72 76 50 0 67 61 48 49 50 a 62 77 69 
Contacts 18-20 77 50 76 53 50 0 47 43 17 40 50 a 45 53 75 
Contacts 21+ 77 100 79 61 50 a 50 68 26 56 50 a 56 77 75 
Contacts Ever 92 100 97 88 75 a 85 80 70 84 50 a 83 88 94 

N 13 6 29 49 4 1 58 44 23 43 2 a 230 17 32 

1949 Cohort., FemaZes 
Contacts 6-17 31 11 44 11 44 33 42 27 26 18 100 50 26 35 43 
Contacts 18-20 46 33 56 21 11 17 27 19 16 23 a 25 23 20 43 
Contacts 21+ 15 33 44 18 22 50 15 23 16 12 a 25 17 30 43 
Contf'cts Ever 54 44 67 45 67 67 62 52 36 43 100 50 49 60 64 

N 13 9 18 38 9 6 55 48 31 44 1 4 229 20 28 

* Columns for minority groups have been eliminated when there were 4 or fewer persons in the natural area. 

** Outside Racine and not ascertained included. 
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(persons with continuous residence). since, aside from the Anglos, there are • 

so few persons distributed across the areas. While there are no statistically 

significant differences between the contact percentages of those from the 

cohort with continuous residence, and the interviewed groups represented in • 

these tables (in the segments with sufficient numbers for comparison), it is 

difficult to compare the groups other than by the total columns. Here the 

percentages of those interviewed with contacts in each race/ethnic group • 

show the same ranking by age periods from high to low as did those from the 

cohort. Where there ,,,ere sufficient persons to make a valid comparison, t.he 

differences in percentages are small between those interviewed and the larger 

group. 

Table 15 presents less of a problem for testing the extent to which the 

race/ethnic distribution of those within each cohort among those interviewed 

differ from those in the cohort with continuous residence than have previous 

tables since the problem of small numbers does not come up so directly. For 

the first time we discover statistically significant differences between the 

distribution of those from the cohort with continuous residence and those 

whom we interviewed. But these differences, it turns out~ are based on the 

fact that Negro males from both cohorts were interviewed from the inner city 

disproportionately to those from the cohort with continuous residence in 

Racine. Therefore, when Table 15 was constructed there would be significant 

differences in the relative race/ethnic composition of the inner city. The 

only thing about which we are concerned then, is whether the proportion of 

those who could have had a contact and the proportion who did,have a contact 

were essentially the same among those who were interviewed since they were 

among those with continuous careers. They were close enough not to be of 

conce:-cn. 

• 

• 

• 
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TABLE 15. RACE/ETHNICITY OF 1942 AND 1949 COHORT MEMBERS INTERVIEWED IN 1976 AND THEIR POLICE 
CONTACTS WITHIN NATURAL AREAS OF PRINCIPAL JUVENILE RESIDENCE, BY PERCENT 

Area A: Areas Combinations * 
Inner-Citl B,C,D,E A, B, C"D,E Total 

1942 1949 1942 1949 1942 1949 1942 1949 

MALES: 

Total in Cohort who could have had contacts 6-21+ 
Anglo 65.4 27.1 99.0 93.6 91.7 95.6 92.4 83.0 
Mexican-American 3.8 12.5 1.0 4.8 0.0 4.4 1.3 6.1 
Negro 30.8 60.4 0.0 1.6 8.3 0.0 6.4 10.8 

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.1 99.9 

N 26 48 97 186 24 45 1.57 277 

Contacts Ever 6-21+ 
Anglo 64.0 26.1 98.8 93.5 91. 7 97.3 91.1 80.9 ::r: 

I 

Mexican-American 4.0 13.0 1.2 5.2 0.0 2.7 1.5 6.4 I-' 
c.o 

Negro 32.0 60.9 0.0 1.3 8.3 0.0 7.4 12.7 
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

N 25 46 86 153 24 37 135 236 

FEMALES: 

TotaZ in Cohort who could have had contacts 6-21+ 
Anglo 72.4 38.2 94.5 92.5 89.5 93.6 89.8 85.8 
Mexican-American 6.9 26.5 3.7 5.4 5.'3 2.1 4.5 7.5 
Negro 20.7 35.3 1.8 2.2 5.3 4.3 5.7 6.7 

100.0 100.0 100.0· 100.1 100.1 100.0 100.0 100.0 

N 29 34 109 186 38 47 176 267 

Contacts EVer 6-2Z+ 
Anglo 62.5 30.4 96.5 88.8 84.2 86.4 88.0 79.0 
Mexican-American 6.3 17.4 1.8 7.1 5.3 4.5 3.3 8.4 
Negro 31.3 52.2 1.8 4.1 10.5 9.1 8.7 12.6 

100.1 100.0 100.1 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

N 16 23 57 98 19 22 92 143 

* Includes outside Racine 



H-20 

The percentage distribution of Time Period/Continuity Contact Types 

shown in Table l6a for interviewed males is quite similar to that for those 

from the cohort with continuous careers, indicating that the full range of 

continuity types is represented in the interviel'led group. While differences 

between the cohort group and the interviewed group were greater for females 

(Table l6b), there is sufficient range of types for analysis of the inter-

• 

• 

• 

viewed group without concern for this as evidence of significant dissimilarity • 

between them. 

The Tau Coefficients of Correlation in Tabl~ 17 indicate that the general 

pattern of relationships between the number of police contacts by people in 

one age period and another age period is present in both the cohort group 

with continuous residence in Racine and the group who were interviewed. 

The distribution of seriousness of contacts scores (see Table 18) among 

those interviewed deviates little from the distributions of those persons 

with continuous Racine residence as sho~~ in Table 11. 

Women provide the most interesting observation that can be made, one 

which holds true for both tables and which pertains to the age period 18-20. 

Of the three age periods, those women born in 1942 experienced a higher per

centage of their contacts for felonies against the person and for suspicion 

during this ag~ period and a lower percentage for felonies against property 

and major and minor misdemeanors. Those born in 1949 experienced lower per

centage of their contact for felonies against the person during this age 

period (opposite to those born in 1942) and for major misdemeanors and ju

venile condition and higher percentages for felonies against property and 

suspicion. The males from both cohorts did not exhibit this tendency toward 

most or least. 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 
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TABLE 16a. CONTINUITY OF MALE CAREERS BY COMBINATIONS OF AGE PERIODS: 1942 AND 1949 COHORT MEMBERS 
INTERVIEWED IN 1976 BY RACE/ETHNICITY AND AREA OF COMMUNITY IN l~ICH JUVENILE MOST FREQ 
FREQUENTLY RESIDED, BY PERCENT* 

Time Period/Continuity 
Contact Types Total A-B C-D-E 
Juv 18-20 21+ A MA N A MA N A MA N 

Yes Yes Yes 24.1 60.0 39.7 60.0 17.2 
Yes Yes No 6.2 8.6 6.9 
Yes No Yes 14.5 6.9 22.4 
Yes No No 11. 7 10.0 15.5 10.0 8.6 
No Yes Yes 6.2 50.0 20.0 5.2 50.0 20.0 5.2 
No Yes No 6.2 3.4 10.3 
No No Yes 15.9 50.0 10.0 8.6 50.0 10.0 19.0 
No No No 15.2 12.1 10.3 

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 99.9 0 0 ::c 
1942 N = 145 2 10 58 2 10 58 J 

N 
I-' 

Yes Yes Yes 26.5 47.1 46.9 39.7 41.7 46.,7 24.4 60.0 50.0 
Yes Yes No 9.6 5.9 6.3 12.7 8.3 6.7 10.2 
Yes No Yes 12.6 17.6 9.4 11.1 16.7 10.0 11.8 20.0 
Yes No No 13.5 5.9 6.3 9.5 6.7 15.7 20.0 
No Yes Yes 4.8 15.6 4.8 16.7 3.1 
No Yes No 3.9 6.3 1.6 3.3 2.4 50.0 
No No Yes 12.2 11.8 3.1 9.5 16.7 3.3 12.6 
No No No 17.0 11.8 6.3 11.1 16.7 6.7 19.7 

100.1 100.1 100.2 100.0 100.1 100.1 99.9 100.0 100.0 
1949 N = 230 17 32 63 12 :$0 127 5 2 

* Only for persons who resided in Racine continuously from the age of 6 to present. Persons 
whose principal places of residence as a juvenile ,,,ere not in Areas A or B or a combination thereof, 
or C, D or E or a combination thereof were also excluded. 



TABLE 16b. CONTINUITY OF FEIvlALE CAREERS BY COMBINATIONS OF AGE PERIODS: 1942 AND 1949 COHORT 
MEMBERS INTERVIEWED IN 1976 BY RACEjETHNICITY AND AREA OF COMMUNITY IN WHICH JUVENILE 
MOST FREQUENTLY RESIDED, BY PERCENT* 

~=--=. :;;;;;:;:;, 

Time Period/Continuity 
Contact Types Total A-B C-O-E 
Juv 18-20 21+ A MA N A MA N A MA N 

Yes Yes Yes 1.3 25.0 10.0 4.2 25.0 14.3 
Yes Yes No 2.5 3.9 
Yes No Yes 5.7 10.0 10.4 3.9 
Yes No No 8.9 8.3 9.2 
No Yes Yes 5.1 10.0 6.3 14.3 6.6 
No Yes No 7.0 10.0 12.5 14.3 5.3 
No No Yes 20.9 12.5 40.0 12.5 12.5 42.9 22.4 
No No No 48.7 62.5 20.0 45.8 62.5 14.3 48.7 100.0 

100.1 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.1 100.0 0 100.0 ::c 
1942 N = 48 76 1 

I 
158 8 10 8 7 N 

N 

Yes Yes Yes 4.4 S.O 21.4 3.8 5.3 22.2 5.1 
Yes Yes No 2.2 10.7 1.9 11.1 2.9 
Yes No Yes 3.1 10.0 3.6 1.9 5.3 3.7 4.4 100.0 
Yes No No 16 .. 6 20.0 7.1 7.7 21.1 7.4 19.7 
No Yes Yes 2.6 5.0 7.1 1.9 5.3 7.4 2.2 
No Yes No 14.0 10.0 3.6 19.2 10.5 3.7 11.7 
No No Yes 6.6 10.0 10.7 9.6 10.5 11.1 6.6 
No No No 50.7 40.0 35.7 53.8 42.1 33.3 47.4 

100.2 100.0 99.9 99.8 100.1 99.9 100.0 100.0 a 
1949 N =: 229 20 28 52 19 27 137 1 

* Only for persons who resided in Racine continuously from the age of 6 to the present. Persons 
whose principal places of residence as a juvenile \'ler~ not in Areas A or B or a combination thereof, 
or C, 0 or E or a combination thereof were also excluded. 

• • • • • • • • • • • 
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TABLE 17. TAU COEFFICIENTS OF CORRELATION RELATING NUMBER OF POLICR CONTACTS BY AGE PERIODS AMONB 
COHORT MEMBERS INTERVIEWED IN 1976 BY RACE!ETHNICITY AND NATURAL AREA OF .JUVENILE RESIDENCE 

Anglo Mexican-American Negro 
Male Female Male Fema2e Male Female 

1942 1949 1942 1949 1942 1949 1942 1949 1942 1949 1942 1949 

Entire City 
6-17x18-20 .267 .304 .156 -.005 .160 -.483 .531 .413 
6-20x21+ .306 .256 .038 .124 .. ')36 .429 .508 .336 
6-17x21+ .274 .183 .024 .095 .000 .806 .451 .203 
6-17x18+ .297 .298 .066 .081 .168 .306 .486 .352 
18-20x21+ .262 .240 .033 .086 .427 -.364 .441 .450 

Inner City A-B 
6-17x18-20 .433 .421 .034 .194 .083 -.444 .539 .408 
6-20x21+ .449 .318 .291 .229 .444 .111 .468 .328 
6-17x21+ .371 .220 .257 .143 -.240 .632 .418 .190 
6-17x18+ .419 .367 .181 .152 .oon -.111 .461 .340 
18-20x21+ .457 .371 .107 .070 .583 -.222 .395 .454 

Outer Cit~ C-D-E 
6-17x18-20 .066 .328 .091 .000 
6-20x21+ .168 .254 .048 .128 
6-17x21+ .232 .164 -.046 .104 
6-17x18+ .208 .315 .053 .096 
18-20x21,+ .045 .234 .065 .185 

• 
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TABLE 18. DISTRIBUTION OF POLICE CONTACTS BY SERIOUSNESS CATEGORY AMONG COHORT MEMBERS INTERVIEWED 
IN 1976 BY SEG~1ENTS OF CAREERS AND TOTAL CAREERS, BY PERCENT 

6-17 18-20 21+ 6~21+ 

M F M F M F M F 

1942 
Felony Against Person 0.3 2.0 0.5 4 .. 5 0.9 2.0 0.6 2.5 
Felony Against Property 4.0 3.9 1.6 0.0 1.8 0.7 2.5 1.2 
Major Misdemeanor 8.8 3.9 6.4 2.3 2.4 4.8 5.4 4.1 
Minor Misdemeanor 49.2 35.3 43.6 31.8 47.1 49.0 47.2 43.0 
Juvenile Condition 9.7 11.8 1.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.5 2.5 
Suspicion or Investigation 28.0 43.1 46.8 61.4 47.8 43.5 40.9 46.7 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.1 100.0 
N = 329 51 188 44 452 147 969 242 

::t: 
I 

1949 I\.) 

Felony Against Person 
.j:>. 

1.0 1.8 1.7 0.7 2.4 4.6 1.6 2.3 
Felony Against Property 4.6 0.0 3.4 1.3 1.7 0.0 3.4 0.4 
Major Misdemeanor 12.9 10.8 5.9 1.3 5.0 3.9 8.8 5.S 
Minor Misdemeanor 43.3 28.9 43.3 51.0 51.2 60.5 45.9 46.3 
Juvenile Condition 11.8 20.5 0.0 0.7 0.0 1.3 5.3 7.9 
Suspicion or Investigation 26.4 38.0 45.6 45.0 39.6 29.6 35.0 37.5 

Total 100.0 10070 99.9 100.0 99.9 99.9 100.0 99.9 
N = 804 166 406 151 576 152 1786 469 

• I • • • • • • • • • • 
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Tables 19 and 20, which present the three mean seriousness scores for 

each age group and for those interviewed from each cohort, do not show 

scores markedly different from those of Tables 12 and 13 where there are 

sufficient persons to make a reasonable comparison. With three exceptions 

(the 1942 Mexican-American and Negro females who were bterviewed appear to 

have more serious careers than do those from the cohort. and the 1949 Mexican

American males appear to have less sexious careers) those interviewed have 

scores quite similar to the larger groups of persons with continuous residence. 

Tables 21 and 22 for those interviewed in 1976 are the comparison tables 

to Tables 15 and 16 in the text for persons in the cohort with continuous 

residp,nce in Racine. It serves, as have other tables in this appendix, to 

assure us that those who were interviewed are quite similar to their corres

ponding groups in the cohorts. When Chi Square \vas applied to each male/ 

femalelage period segment of the data in Tables 21 and 22 and their counter

parts in Tables 15 and 16, not a single statistically significant difference 

was found. We therefore concluded, as in every previous test, that the 

interviewed group was not significantly different from the larger cohort 

group. 

Many of the correlations in Table 23, showing the relationship between 

seriousness scores in one age period and a following age period, are far 

higher than for the corresponding correlations for those in the cohorts with 

continuous residence in Racine. This would suggest that, at least for the 

Mexican-Americans and Negroes for whom the highest correlations are found, 

there is considerably more (except for Mexican-American females where some 

of the negative correlations increased) continuity among those interviewed 

than among those in the cohort. Since the number of Mexican-Americans and 
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TABLE 19. SELECTED INDICATORS OF SERIOUSNESS OF CAREERS AMONG 1942 COHORT MEMBERS INTERVIEWED IN 1976 BY 
SEGMENTS OF CAREERS AND TOTAL CAREERS, BY RACE/ETHNICITY, AND SEX* 

Mexican-
Anglo American Negro Total 

M F M F M F M F 

Juvenile 6-17 
Mean Seriousness of Contacts 2.52 1.88 0.00 3.63 2.52 2.67 2.52 2.20 
Mean Seriousness of Persons with Contacts 9.34 2.59 0.00 14.50 9.00 4.00 9.64 3.39 
Mean Seriousness of Persons in Cohort 5.28 0.47 0.00 3.63 6.30 0.80 5.28 0.64 

Intermediate 18-20 
Mean Seriousness of Contacts 2.08 1.84 3.00 2.50 2.55 1.50 2.16 1.93 
Mean Seriousness of Persons with Contacts 5.23 2.36 9.00 10.00 9.25 2.00 5.73 2.83 
Mean Seriousness of Persons in Cohort 2.23 0.37 4.50 2.50 7.40 0.60 2.59 0.48 

Adult 21 or + 
Mean Seriousness of Contacts 1.91 2.11 2.25 2.43 2.63 2.53 2.13 2.25 
Mean Seriousness of Persons with Contacts 6.67 3.94 9.00 5.67 39.78 15.57 9.73 5.34 
Mean Seriousness of Persons in Cohort 4.05 1.30 9.00 2.13 35.80 10.90 6.13 1.88 

Career 
Mean Seriousness of Contacts 2.18 2.01 2.45 2.87 2.61 2.46 3.15 2.18 
Mean Seriousness of Persons with Contacts 13.64 4.19 13.50 2'Z.0{: 49.50 15.38 16.29 5.74 
Mean Seriousness of Persons in Cohort 11.57 2.15 IS.50 8.25 49.50 12.30 14.01 3.00 

* Scoring system: Felony against person 6; felony against property 5; major misdemeanor 4; minor misdemeanox 
3; juvenile condition 2; contact for suspicion or investigation 1. 

• • • • • • • • • 
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TABLE 20. SELECTED INDICTORS OF SERIOUSNESS OF CAREERS AMONG 1949 COHORT MEMBERS INTERVIEWED IN 1976 BY 
SEGMENTS OF CAREERS AND TOTAL CAREERS, BY RACE/ETHNICITY, AND SEX* 

Mexican-
Anglo American Negro Total 

M F M" F M F M F 

Juvenile 6-17 
Mean Seriousness of Contacts 2.57 2.01 2.48 2.70 2.78 2.57 2.61 2.20 
Mean Seriousness of Persons with Contacts 9.93 3.75 16.00 3.86 21.23 9.42 11.77 4.62 
Mean Seriousness of Persons in Cohort 6.17 0.98 12.24 1.35 14.59 4.04 7.51 1.32 

Intermediate 18-20 
Mean Seriousness of Contacts 2.13 2.08 2.40 2.29 2.54 2.34 2.27 2.15 
Mean Seriousness of Persons with Contacts 5.35 4.15 5.33 4.00 13.42 7.42 6.77 4.71 
Mean Seriousness of Persons in Cohort 2.40 0.96 2.82 0.80 10.06 3.18 3.30 1.17 

Adult 21 or + 
Mean Seriousness of Contacts 2.11 2.58 2.36 2.54 2.74 2.57 2.37 2.57 
Mean Seriousness of Persons with Contacts 5.19 5.84 8.00 5.50 24.54 11.33 8.21 6.98 
Mean Seriousness of Persons in Cohort 2.91 0.97 6.12 1.65 18.41 4.86 4.89 1.41 

Career 
Mean Seriousness of Contacts 2.34 2.19 2.43 2.53 2.70 2.50 2.45 2.30 
Mean Seriousness of Persons with Contacts 13.83 5.90 24.00 6.33 45.93 18.78 18.56 7.56 
Mean Seriousness of Persons in Cohort 11.48 2.91 21.18 3.80 43.06 12.07 15.70 3.90 

* Scoring system: Felony against person 6; felony against property 5; maj or misdemeanor 4; minor misdemeanor 
3' , juvenile condition 2; contact for suspicion or investigation 1. 

• 
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TABLE 2l. DISTRIBUTION OF GEOMETRIC SCORES AMONG 1942 COHORT MEMBERS INTERVIEWED IN 1976 DURING 
SPECIFIC AGE PERIOD, BY SEX 

Geo Score 6-17 18-20 21+ 6-20 6-21+ 
type M F !l.1 F M F M F M F 

0 No contacts 58 105 86 146 58 114 47 122 22 84 
1 Suspicion or investigation 10 11 25 19 41 31 20 28 35 45 
2 Juvenile condition 2 2 0 0 0 0 2 2 1 1 
3- 1 and 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 1 
4 Misdemeanor, minor 18 7 16 5 7 14 19 10 8 15 

5-6 4 and 1 or 2 16 2 16 3- 40 12 30 7 48 20 
7 4, 2 and 1 2 1 1 0 0 0 2 1 6 1 
8 Misdemeanor, major 2 1 1 1 0 1 1 2 1 2 

9-11 8 and 1 or 2 or both 1 0 1 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 
12-14 8, 4 and 1 or 2 9 0 8 0 4 0 17 1 16 1 
15 8, 4, 2 and 1 3 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 4 0 
16 Felony, property 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

17-19 16 and 1 or 2 or both 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ::r: 
20-23 16 and 4 or 1 or 2 or both 2 0 0 0 0 2 0 

I 
3 1 0 N 

24-27 16 and 8 or 1 or 2 or both 0 0 0 0 0 
00 

0 0 0 0 0 
28-30 16, 8 and 4 or 1 or 2 4 0 1 0 1 1 4 0 4 1 

31 16, 8, 4, 2 and 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 4 0 
32 Felony, person 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 2 0 2 

33-35 32 and 1 or 2 or both 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
36-39 32 and 4 or 1 or 2 or both 1 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 1 2 
40-43 32 and 8 or 1 or 2 or both 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
44-47 32, 8 and 4 or 1 or 2 or both 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 0 
48-51 32 and 16 or 1 or 2 or both 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
52-55 32, 16 and 4 or 1 or 2 or both 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
56-59 32, 16 and 8 or 1 or 2 or both 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
60-62 32, 16, 8 and 4 or 1 or 2 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 2 0 

63 32, 16, 8, 4, 2 and 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

I • • • • • • • • • • 
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TABLE 22. DISTRIBUTION OF GEOMETRIC SCORES AMONG 1949 COHORT MEMBERS INTERVIEWED IN 1976 DURING SPECIFIC 
AGE PERIOD, BY SEX 

Geo Score 6-17 18-20 21+ 6-20 6-21+ 
Type M F M F M F M F M F 

0 No contacts 80 168 143 208 113 221 74 154 43 134 
1 Suspicion or investigation 19 24 50 39 69 22 31 53 46 59 
2 Juvenile condition 2 3 0 1 0 0 1 3 1 3 
3 1 and 2 3 1 0 0 0 0 4 2 3 1 
4 Misdemeanor~ minor 31 14 28 17 33 20 24 21 20 24 

5-6 4 and 1 or 2 25 9 31 8 41 7 53 20 66 28 
7 4 ~ 2 and 1 10 3 0 0 0 0 11 3 11 3 
8 Misdemeanor~ major 6 5 2 0 1 0 4 4 4 3 

9-11 8 and 1 or 2 or both 6 2 5 0 1 0 5 2 4 2 
12-14 8~ 4 and 1 or 2 18 6 7 2 7 4 28 9 30 11 
is 8, 4, 2 and 1 4 0 0 0 0 0 8 1 10 1 
16 Felony, property 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 ::c: 

I 

17-19 16 and 1 or 2 or both 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 N 
lD 

20-23 16 and 4 or 1 or 2 or both 7 0 5 0 2 0 8 0 10 0 
24-27 16 and 8 or 1 or 2 or both 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 
28-30 16, 8 and 4 or 1 or 2 4 0 1 0 1 0 4 1 4 1 
31 16, 8, 4, 2 and 1 7 v 0 0 0 0 10 0 8 0 
32 Felony, person 1 1 0 0 2 0 1 0 0 0 

33-35 32 and 1 or 2 or both 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 
36-39 32 and 4 or 1 or 2 or both 1 0 1 1 2 2 2 2 3 4 
40-43 32 and 8 or 1 or 2 or both 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 
44-47 32, 8 and 4 or 1 or 2 or both 0 1 1 0 3 0 0 1 3 2 
48-51 32 and 16 or 1 or 2 or both 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
52-55 32, 16 and 4 or 1 or 2 or both 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 
56-59 32, 16 and 8 or 1 or 2 or both 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
60-62 32, 16, 8 and 4 or 1 or 2 0 0 2 0 4 0 2 0 3 0 
63 32, 16~ 8, 4, 2 and 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 8 0 



TABLE 2~. TAU COEFFICIENTS OF CORRELATION RELATING SERIOUSNESS SCORES BY AGE PERIODS AMONG COHORT 
MEMBERS INTERVIEWED IN 1976 BY RACE/ETHNICITY AND NATURAL AREA OF JUVENILE RESIDENCE 

Anglo Mexican-American Negro 
Male Female Male Female Male Female 

"1942 1949 1942 1949 1942 1949 194:- 1949 1942 1949 1942 1949 

Entire City 
6-17x18-20 .271 .291 .056 .003 .120 -.367 .747 .553 .446 
6-20x21+ .324 .226 .035 .114 .607 .612 .400 .432 .297 
6-17x21+ .295 .172 .014 .096 .233 .673 .533 .435 .213 
18-20x21+ .275 .213 .025 .202 .648 -.364 .400 .449 .348 

Inner City A-B 
6-17x18-20 .442 .391 .014 .160 .000 -.444 .747 .551 .445 
6-20x21+ .447 .299 .204 .112 .972 .444 .400 .390 .286 ~ 

6017x21+ .402 .212 .222 .409 .228 .556 .533 .418 .190 I 
tN 

18-20x21+ .448 .370 .088 .144 .741 -.222 .400 .403 .344 0 

Outer City C-D-E 
6-17x18-20 .083 .309 .079 .018 
6-20x21+ .165 .224 .060 .115 
6-17x21+ .210 .159 -.052 .105 
18-20x21+ .043 .196 .052 .074 

• • • • • • • • • • • 
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Negroes intervie,.,ed was relatively small and only the Negro correlations for 

the age periods 6-17 with 18-20 were statistically significant~ we shall 

assume that these higher correlations ,.,ere pretty much due to chance inter

views with minority persons who had considerable continuity in their careers. 

They ,.,ill serve, then, as examples of persons with continuing careers and 

\dll permit us to see if their responses differentiate them from the larger 

group who did not have this d~'~;}'tea of continuity in their careers. 

Table 24, presenting coefficients indicative of greater continuity in 

careers as represented by Geometric scores than did Table 18 in the text for 

the cohorts, again suggests more continuity for persons intervie\,'ed from 

the Mexican-American and Negro groups than for the Anglos. In this case, 

all of the 1949 Negro male correlations are significant, indicating that the 

greater degree of continuity from age period to age period must be accepted 

as differentiating these Negro males from the larger cohort group. While 

their numbers &re relatively small, we have interviewed a group of Negroes 

who exemplify the persistent career types. 



TABLE 24. TAU COEFFICIENTS OF CORRELATION RELATING GEOMETRIC SCORES BY AGE PERIODS AMONG COHORT 
MEMBERS INTERVIEWED IN 1976 BY RACE!ETHNICITY AND NATURAL AREA OF ,JUVENILE RESIDENCE 

Anglo Mexican-American Negro 
Male Female Male Female Male Female 

1942 1949 1942 1949 1942 1949 1942 1949 1942 1949 1942 1949 

Entire City 
6-17x18-20 .272 .247 .050 .009 -.293 -.367 .600 .428 .450 
6-20x21+ .308 .217 .OZ7 .113 .264 .673 .667 .492 .325 
6-17x21+ .289 .182 .005 .102 .288 .673 .480 .476 .200 
18-20x21+ .Z76 .212 .021 .082 .320 -.364 .667 .317 .479 

Inner City A-B 
6-17xI8-20 .416 .324 -.004 .074 -.Z50 -.444 .600 .422 .449 
6-20xZh .454 .276 .270 .116 .889 .556 .667 .458 .313 
6-l7xZ1+ .422 .181 .202 .130 .815 .556 .480 .444 .186 ::r: 

I 

18-Z0x21+ .487 .405 .071 .080 .083 -.222 .667 .302 .463 <.N 
N 

Outer City C-D-E 
6-17x18-Z0 .102 .270 .074 .017 
6-20x21+ .172 .Z27 .028 .115 
6-17x21+ .244 .191 -.055 .116 
18-20x21+ .016 .201 .047 .072 

1 
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