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The research design employed represents a first step
in the study of the influence of race and other nonlegal factors
on juvenile justice decision making. -There are two areas that
need to be expanded. The first, concerns the need to do further
analysis of race and juvenle justice decision making in additional
counties. The inciusion of more.counties would allow for greater
inquiry into the case processing of .not only blacks but Hispanics.
The second justification for further study is the need for a qualitative
component. Juvenile Court Officers, probation officers, judges, and
other individuals involved with juvenile justice decision making need
to be interviewed and asked questions concerning the findings reported
in the two reports. The results from this type of research could
possibly help contextualize and/or support or negate the explanations
given to account for the observed race and sex disparity in case processing.
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January 19, 1992

From: M1chae1 J. Le1ber Project D1rector
RE: Introduct1on of "the report

The Federal Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency
Prevention -recently issued a mandate to every state that receives
federal funds for juvenile processing. Tt.is-stipulated -
that it be determined whether minority youth are disproportionately )
represented in secure facilities. If such disproportionate representation
is present, the Office of the Juveniie Justice and Delinquency Prevention
requires the state to examine the reasons for the occurrence.

The disproportionate representation of black youths in Towa
secure facilities has been identified; the most noteable overrepresentation
is in the state training school. The Division of the Criminal and
Juvenile Justice Planning with the cooperation of the lowa Juvenile
Justice Advisory Council contracted with Professor Michael J. Leiber,
from the University of Northern Iowa, to study the reasons for the
disproport1onate representation. Findings from the research are
available in the summary and technical reports entitled, "Juvenile
Justice Decision Making in lowa: An Analysis of. the Influence of Race
on Case Processing in Three Counties." -

The study examined referrals to three juvenile courts for the
years 1980 thru 1989. .Information was recorded on the referral offense(s),
prior offender history, family, school, and case outcomes for both the
current and past involvement. Statistical procedures were employed to
determine whether there was disparity in case processing and outcome
for black, ‘American Native Indian, and white youths with similar .
backgrounds and legal charges

The’ f1nd1ngs suggest that each of the three counties differ in
case processing and in what factors influence juvenile justice decision
making. Common characteristics. however, are the presence of race and
gender disparities in-case outcomes. Although there are a few exceptions,
-black youth are treated more harshly than white and, when applicable, than
American Native Indian youth. Females receive both harshness and leniency.
The race and gender effects are conditioned by the county and stage
examined. In addition, other factors impact with race and gender to
affect the dec1510n mak1ng process.
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PREFACE

Perhaps the most important issué facing the juvenile justice system
today is the large number of minority youth being held in both short and long
term secure facilities. Moreover, recent Children in Custody data indicate
that minority youth are more likely to be housed in secure public facilities
compared to non-minority youth who are more likely to be place in more
treatment oriented private facilities. As indicated in this report, there is
large and growing body of research which suggests that decision making within
juvenile justice systems may not be racially neutral. That is, depending upon
jurisdiction, minority youth are often more likely to be held at intake,
placed in secure detention facilities, adjudicated delinquent and sent to
state operated juvenile institutions compared to their non-minority
counterparts. Given these findings, it is crucially important that the impact
of race in juvenile processing be investigated and steps taken to ensure that
decision making is ractally neutral. :

In this report, "Juvenile Justice Decision Making in Iowa”, Dr. Michael
Leiber has taken a major step in this direction by examining the impact of
race in three Jowa counties. As -indicated in this report, depending upon
decision point and county, disparities do exist with minority youth often
receiving the more severe outcomes. This well-thought out and documented
report will add to the growing body of literature dealing with this critical
issue and hopefully be a catalyst for a re-examination of the nature of
Juvenile justice decision making. I commend Dr. Leiber for his efforts as
well as the State of lowa which, along with a number of other states, is
taking a major Tead in dealing with this fssuve.

Carl E. Pope, Ph.D.
Professor of Criminal Justice
University of Wisconsin - Milwaukee
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CHAPTER 1.

- " STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM

This chapter focuses on why Facé'and-JUQenile Justice
decision making'is_a major Issue of concern for many across the
nation. The dlscﬁsSloﬁ cénters-flrst on the'role of the federal
government in stimﬁlating study-into this érea. followed by a
brief introduction iﬁto the weaknesses. of past studles of race
and its influence on case processing outcémes. The next section
of the chaptér outlihes the ramlficatibns-eadh has for the study

of race and declsion making in Iowa.
Past Studies

The importance of “quaI'Jusfice"for juvenlles, regardless
of their race and ethnlcity;_has_generated a substantial body of
empirical study. The diséussion;that_fﬁl}owé provides a cursory
overview of the literature.. The.reader_should refer to Pope and
Feyerherm (1990a) and Liska and Tauslg-<1¢?9) for a more
extensive review of past étupies on race and juvenlle justlce
declision mak}ng. |

Some researchers have found little Qr'ﬁp evidence for racial
selection blas (Ffailer and Blshoé. 1985; Cohen and Kluegel,
1979: 1978; Balley and Peterson, -1981) while others have provided
moderate to stfong empfrléa& support (Pope and Feyerherm, 1990b:
Thornberry and Christenson; 1984; Thofnberr?. 1979; Feyerherm,

1981; Zatz, 1982; Bortner and Reed, 1985; Bortner et al., 1985).,

1



In their ccmprehens]ve Eevlew of past research on this toplc,
Pope and Feverherm (1990b:35}'1nd1c$te thaf.tuenty—slx of the
forty-six studiés they examined found some evidence of a
selection bias. | | .

Further researhh'has found face disparity in some sltuations
but not in others (MﬁCarthy and Smith,. 1986; Fagan et al., 1987).
The findings of McCarthy.énd Smith-(1986); for example, indicate
that intake aecisioné were not dlécrimlnatory, but there was
evidence to suégest an aﬁpllficatlon efftect. That i=s, as
nonwhites went further iptb the.system.'the influence of legal
factors diminished while that'éf race increased in its
importance.

Past study have also lndgcatgd that in certain instances
blacks may be treated more harSh}?_thanlwihtés but in other
instances they may receive more'lenientldlspositions. Dannefer
and Schutt (1982), for éxampje, glscovéred.that minorities were
treated more hafshly-than!wh}fes by pollcé. Thé pattern was
reversed at fhe_dispositioné[ sﬁage. however, blacks received
less severe 5en£ences-than whites. |

In summary, it Is difficult ta make any flirm conclusions
regarding the Iinfuence of race on Juvgnife Justice case outcomes.
Some studies find suppdrt-while ofhers do not; In part., when and
where the studles occurred may- acceunt for the conflicting
findings. However, differences aﬁd difficulties In
conceptualization, opefationalizatioh of Qariables. and analysls

procedures alsoc add to the confusion {(Bishop and Frazler, 1988),



Researchers most often focus on oﬁe or a few declsion making
points with the mos£ common being disposit&on or the severity of
disposition and detentlon (e.g.{ Aday. 1986; Bortner and Reed,
1985>. The failure to examine atll relevapt declison making points
may obscure flndlnds_of gelection bias (e.g., see Dannefer and
Schutt, 1982:_HcCarthy and Smith, 1986).' |

In addition, race,effects may ‘be small or nonslgniflicant at
earlier stages in the procéedings,_howéver. the cumulative effect
across many stages may‘bé qulie substantial (Bishop and Frazler,
1988; McCarthy and .Smith, -19865.‘ Slng}e stage analysls would not
provide evlidence of such an effect

Last, when research focuses on only che or two stages, the
effects of race may be hldden due to- assoclatnons between race
and earlier declsion mak!ng outcom»s that are lmportant at later
stages in the proceedingq For eXample, Bortner and Reed (1985)
found that race did not havéla-dlrect-effeqt on Jjudiclal
disposition, Howgvg?.'race haa an !ndlfeét.effect via the direct
effect of detentlon status. That Is, race had a direct effect on
detention status Tthey were more 'ljkely than whites to be
detained), and detentlén status was Signlfl?antly assoclated wlth
disposition. Thﬁs,-while detalneq‘bléck'and.whlte vyouth recelved
similar outcomes at diSpoéltion. black youth were given a more
severe outcome mdreloftén sSince they were more likely to have had
detention. Blishop and Frazler (1588) found similar effects
between race, prior disposlition, and case outcomes in thelr study

of case processing In Florida.



In short, analyses at cone or two stages'do not allow for the

assessment of decision making at all décislon making points, or
for Indirect or cumulatlve effects; The impact of race in
relationship to juvenile justice decisinh'ﬁaking must be viewed
as a process rather than-an isolated oéCurrence (Marshaill and
Thomas, 1983). |

Although more recent.studies'have utlliied multivariate
techniques, typicaily 6n]y addit!ve models have been empl oyed
(Bishop and Frazler, 1988:245)f ‘Multivériaté techniques involve
the process of estlmating the efféct of a-vaflable while
simultaneously contro]ling fﬁr_the effects of other variables.
An assumption of this proéess_ié that tﬁg impact of race is
constant across Iévels of'other.Qériables included in the
anaiyses. For exampie. the fipdlhg of_dlfféréntial treatment of
males and females would be assumed to bé similar for both whlites
and other racial groups. Becéuse.the possibility exists that the
effects of race may be.conditionéd by other variables this
procedure may conceal biases that mléht be present ln processing
and case outcomes (Fafnworth and Horan, 1980; Miethe and Moore,
19865 . That Is, interaction effects may be present. For
example, being black and female may have an association with case
processing, whereas -just being black may not have such an effect,

In addition to these criticisms, much of the research In this
area has failed to examine the extent to which case processing
outcomes may diffef for blacks In comparléon to other minority

youth (e.g., Frazier_and Coch;an. 1986: Marshal! and Thomas,



1983). and county dffferences within a paftlcular state (e.g.,
Bortner and Reed, 19B85; Bishép and Fraziéf. 1988; Fenwick, 1982).

On the former point, Pppe.and Feyefherm found that only seven
studies focused'on‘Hispanjcs,‘one on Amerlcan ﬁative Indians, and
one on Asians (1990b:34). -Thls is a sérioué llmlt&tlon of past
study in this area, esﬁecfally in light of findihgs from research
on aduit sentencing.which sugggst that diffefences may exist
between minorities in case procgésing:and outcomes (Farnworth,
Teske, and Thurman, 199;;-L3nge; 19853, .

On the latter pd{nt, research in both juvenile justice and
criminal justice setfings‘hgve hlghlighted the importance of the
location and culture'of the éogrt'<e;g.4 Eafnworth, Frazier, and
Neuberger, 1988). Differencés in .case ﬁrocesslng. for example,
may be dependent upon whéther‘the-Juvenl}e'cdurt is located in a
rural or urban éettlng{ Rural'cdurts’appear to adhere to a
parens patrjae approach wh;le courtslln an urban setting practice
a due process érientation_(hdiy, 1986; Kémpf} Decker, and Bing,
1990). Rural courts handle cases more Informally than urban
courts. Thus, disparities in outcomes may be more evident In
rural courts In contrast to urban courts. Thls occurrence has
been described by Feld (1991) -as "justiqe by geography®. Race
effects, however, m&y be.present-lﬁ'héth tybes of courts (Kempf,

Decker, and Bing, 1990).
Federal Initiatives

Over the last thjrty Years, extenslve research has been

conducted to identify the factors that affect decislon making in



the juvenile justice system (Pope and Feyerbérm, 1990a; Liska and
Tausig, 1979). Intereéf.lh this general topic and race effects
particularly has increqéed'in recent yeafs.- Thig renewed
interest is in part a résbonse to the.l?BB reauthorization of the
Juvenile Justice Delinquency’Pre?entlon'Act.,_As a result of the
federal amendment to'Section_ZZé(;)(Zé), each state must develop
in its formu]é grants program methods tb rgduce the proportion of
minority youth In secure fadlilgies if such proportion exceeds
their repreéentation_rn the-éenépa] popuiation (Federal Register,
1991:22969>. . |

The federal governmént anq lndividuél sfates’ concern stems
from concern_statiétiés thch inqicate thaf while blacks comprise
roughly 15% of the nation’s papu}atipﬁ In the age group 10-17
(l.e., the age category of-grqétes@ risk'foh del inguency?), they
make up 28.1% of jugeniIe-arrests‘(Maguire and Flanagan, 1990)
and 42% of youths held in custody In public facjlltles (Sweet,
1989). These race differentials may be the result of
differential offendfng and/or racial bfas In Jﬁvenlle Justice
decision making <Hindelang, Hirschi. and Weis, 1981 : Pope, 19B4;
McNeely, and Pope, .1981). ' One objéctlve_of the federat
initiative is to exémine'the diéproporflonate representatlion of
minority ybuth in secure facilitles-and develop strategles to
deal with the séurce of the probiem.

Bishop and Frazier (1990) and Kempf, Decker, and Bing (1990),
tor example, assessed the influence of race'dn Juvenile court
proceedings in Florida and_ﬁlssourl, respebtively to meet this

reguirement. Race was found lﬁ both studies to be a sionliflicant



factor In influencing Juveole JuStlce_declSlon maklnhg. In each
case, black youth fecelved more severe dispositions than white
youth. In light of these-fiodlnoo, oevéral other states are In
the process of assesoing the.dioprOportlonate representation of
minority yodtﬁ in theirojuveﬁlio Justloe system to meet the

federal mandate (e.g., Arizona, Ohio).
Impllications

A review of both oést_researcﬁ and thg federal mandate which
calls for the assessment of the disproportionate representation
of minority youth in secure tacllities, suggest a need for
further study concerning the Influence of roce on case processing
and outcomes. 'Feyerherﬁ and Pope'(1989:4) propose, on the basis

of findings suggestivé of raclal dlsparlfy. that:

There s sufficient evldeoce to suggest that processing
decisions in many state and local quenlle Justice
systems may not be racially neotrél. Race effects may
occur at varloos declslon polints, théy ma2y be direct

or indirect and #hey may -accumulate as youths are
processed through the syétem;‘_At the very least
Jurisdictions should examine their Juvgnile Justice
systems to determine if, and.at what points, raciat

differences do occor.

The need for research of this type Is evident in the state of
Iowa, which iIs a participant in the formula grants program.

Minorities compflse roughly 3% of the state’s population overatl,



and up to 10% or more in some C{ties.; As of 1990, however, black
youth alone cqnstltuted 21% df the admi;slons at the state
training scﬁool in Iowa. " No study_to daté.has been conducted to
examine why-mlnbrity7youtﬁ qré disproporf]onately represented in
the state’s.Juqenile-Jhsticélsyétem,‘especially in the state

training facility.
Objective of the Current Study

As part of the fedérai.mandafe for research in this area, the
present study was qndérpaken to assess the inf]uence of race on
Juvenile justice decision maklng in the state of Iowa. The study
did not examine why yéuth commit crime of police decision maklng
as it pertains to j@veniles. Rather, the focus of inguiry was on
Juvenile court feferréls Involving de]ianent offenses in three
counties. Incorporating and bulld{ng-uéoﬁ past research designs,
the research tracedlbase feferrals from the stage of intake to
disposition for whites, bilacks,. American Native Indlans,
Hispanics, and ﬁsians. Multiﬁariate analyées which controlt for
legal and nonlegal factors_and tesislfor intéractlve effects were
empioyed to descritce pétterns of decision maklng at each polnt In
the proceedings and tp-identify racial disparities In those

decisions and outcomes.,



. CHAPTER 2
RESEARCH DESIGH

The reséarqh that follows was designed to examine the extent
to which race iﬁfluences Juveniie justfge‘dgcislon mak i ng in
three counties in the_state of Io&a.l The results from the study
of referra]s-invkolﬁg-dellnqqent'offghsés and case processing in
each county will be reborféd.ln'the next four chapters. Thls
cﬁapter descrlbes the rgsearch sites, the sémples for research,
variables included in the'analyseé. and the statistical
procedures employed. -A'summary of the résearch desian is

provided in Table 1.
Sltes

Due to the relafively-small_ﬁumberlof nonwhltes In the state
of Towa, the determinlng‘fac§0r for inclusion In the study was
the size of the‘minoflty'youth population feslding in a
particular county. On the basis of this criterion and avalilable
resources, three &ouht{es-were_chosen. Thésg counties will be
referred to as Couﬁty A, County B, and Couﬁty C.

County A: This county_has a total population .of 123,798 with
persons age 1? and younger comprising 31,402 ¢(Bureau of the
Census, 1990), Mihority youth coﬁprise 13% of those age 17 and
Younger, wlth bjacks makihg up 11% of that flgure (Bureau of the
Census, 1990), The largesf city in the county has a black youth

popuiation of 19% (Bureau of the Census, .1990).

S



Table 1. Summary of Research Deslgn

10

Caumnties
Time Period

Sample Selectlon:

County A
(total)

White
Black

(total)

White

Black

American
Hative Indian
Hispanlc

Aslan

(total?

White

Black

Amerlcan
Native Indian

Hispanic )
Aslan

Variables

Deoendent

Detentlon status
Intake .
Petitlon

Consent decree
Adjucdication
Judiclal disposlition

'_Three. differentiated as A, B, and C

1980 thru 1989

N.D_-_Rf.f.:x:r_ﬁlﬁ__n_ﬂ_l_ngmg_z

?.011=

8,111 "
%00

10,331

8.282
475

1,440
83
51

9.363<

7.515
1,632 .

21
119
. 86

Ho., of Cases

lnclyded {ip Study

2.030

1,218%
823

2.101

507
475

285
a3
51

1,199

1,005
7e8

21
119
66
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Table 1. cont lnued
Variables

Independent

i Legal

Social - . Priar Dellnquency Current Charge(s)

Race . . Severlty of past disposit]on Ne. of eharges

fge Prlor record Severlty of of fensge

Gender Under Court Author|ty

Family Status :

Procedure ' Purpoge

CROSSTABRULATIONS To examlne dlfferences in nonlegal,

fegal, -and Processing varlables
by county., To examine raclal and
ethnlc composition of cohort of youth
mov|ng through proceedings or

from one stage to another.

ANALYS1S OF VARIANCE _ To.examlne mean'dlfferences in varjableg
CANOVA) | by county.

CERD-ORDER CORRELATIONS To examine associat)ons among two
) . ' var[ables (bivarlate compar i sons),

LOGISTIC REGRESSION To make probabllity estimates of the
o Influence of race controtllng for
other varlables: |n the model for each
Stage In the proceedings. Outcomes are
categorical dependent varlables.

INTERACTION TERMS To assess the pogslblllty that the effect
: of race may be condl t ioned by other
varlables. Only reported when the chi-
‘Square flt of the mode!) 1s improved over
the addit|ve mode | ,

a. This is an est imat fon. Minorlty Youth other than btack may be
Inciuded In thle flgure, The number | s unknown, but |t |g beljeved to
tepresent a smaf | pPercentage in comparison to whites given the smal|
number of other nonwhite groups Clncluding Hlspanic) n County A.

b. A smali number of f)]les tould not be located (N=77) .,

€. All reterrats Invalving del inquencies were not ldentifjed cue tp
missing and/or destroyed records. Eatimations are that 5,000 tg 7.000
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The Jjuvenile Eourt'servicés in Cohnty A handtes only those
referrals invo(ving dellnqueﬁt offens?s. The average number of
referrals each.yeaf is about foo.-but haé rénged from 1,339 in
the year 1989 to 675 rh_thelyear 1983. The average number of
Juvenile probation officers ranged from 15 to fB in the 1980s,

In the early 1980s, the mean caseload was In the mid to low 30s.
In the late 1980s, average caseloads ranged from 38 to 42.

County B: This_éounty-has a total populétion of 98,276 wilith
ﬁérsons age 17 and younger haklﬁg up 2?,5?0 of that number
(Bureau of the Census, 1990).. Minofity youth comprise 9.36% of
those age 17 and younger witﬁ blééks making up 2.84% and American
Native Indians 2.97% of that figure (Bureau of the Census, 1990).
The percentage of Hispanlc and Asian youth'ié 3.97% and 1.78%,
respectively (Bureau of the Census, 19?0).' The largest clty
within County B has a youth populatlon of '3.44% ﬁlack, 3.53%

Amer ican Native Indlans, 4;?2%-Hlspanlc. and 2.01% Asian (Bureau
" of the Census, '1990). |

The juvenlle court services In this county handle referrals
Involving both dellnquehf.bffenses and cases pertaining to
chlildren in need of supervfslon. - The avérage number of
delinquent referrals has ranged from én average of 800 in the
early 1980s to roughiy 1,800‘1n fhe late 1980s. The average
number of Juvenile court probatlén'offlcers ranged from 7 to 8 In
the 1980s. 1In the early 1980s, the mean case load was In the mid
to low 303 compared to the lbw 465 in the late 1980s.

County C:' This county has a total population of 327,140 with

persons age 17 and younger cdmprlslng 81, 927! (Bureau bf the
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Census=, 1990, Mlﬁority youth make up 10.25% of thase age 17 anc
younger with blacks making up 6.08% and Aslars 2.75% of the
population (Bureau of the Cenéus. [990). The percentage of
Hispanic and Americén Native Indian.yoﬁth is 2.80% and 0.32%,
respectively (Bureau of the Cénsusq 1990); ~ The targest city
within County C has-a youth bopu§a£ion of 10.00% black, 3.62%
Asian, 3.72% Hlsbahfc. and 0.43% American Native Indians ¢(Bureau
of the Census, 1990, | . |

_ The Juveni]é court services in this county handle referrals
involving delinquent offeﬁses, cases.pertalnlng to chlildren in
need of supervision, and incideﬁts where mental health is at
issue (chapter 229).I Juvenile court services in this county also
deal with parental termlnation:rlghts and.sltuatlons where
families and-their children need assistance. ' In 1988, the number
of referrals Qés 3,?42 with dé[lnquencres accounting for 72% of
that figure (County C‘Spatistfcal Report , CaiEndar vyear 1988),
The average number per'yeaf of-Juvénlle court probatlon offlcers

has been about 30 throughout the 1980°‘s.
Sample Selection

All cases for this study were selected from juvenlle court
referrals ovér the ten-year period from 1980 to 1989. A referral
was defined as such if the situation involved a youth accused of
committing a-dejinquent offense. In addition, a youth accused of
committing more.than one crime durlng a glvgn Incident was

counted as only one referral.. While some counties consider
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multiple delinguencies as multiple referrals, Qe did not. The
unit of analysis is the Juvenile rathef than the charge.
Additional de!inquencies_were'taken inte account by the variable
“Current Number of Charges’, thbh'will be discussed later in the
chapter. Thus, discrepanciés méy exist between the number of
referrals we identified in a particular coﬁnty and those reported
by each of the three counties,

Each of the coﬁnties differ In their raclal composition and
iﬁ the number and type of referfgls. Therefére. different
sampling techniques were used to create racial COmMpar j son groups.
The sample selection emp}oyed in each county will be discussed
Separately. | |

County_A: A total of‘9.011 referrals were identlfied for the
ten-vear period. Sinée the study focuses on raclal dlfferences,
it was important to haQe.adequéte ﬁumbgr of both whites and
minorities represented In éhe sample. Therefore,
disproportionate stratified sampling Qas employed to create
racial comparison groups. A_random sample of 1,218 referrals of
del inguent cases invblving ghjte:youths from a total of 8,111 was
selected for fhe anaiyses. The gntire bopulatlon of black youths
(n= 900) was targeted to provide a sufficiently large number for
comparison phrposes.(l) Of-fhis number, 823 were included in the
study because the files for £he remalning cases were missing or
had been destroyed.(2) The tqtal‘analyéis éample for County A
therefore numbered 2,030.

Coupnty B: A total of 10,331 refer}als were ldentified durilng

the ten year time frame. A random sample of referrals of
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dellnguent cases ldent!fled aé whlte (n= SO?) were sejected for
the analyses. The total humber_bf whites identified was 8,282.
American Native Indians feferred_to Juvenile court services were
also selected from random pool of_réferrals. Due to the
relatively few number of studies of JuvenlIE‘éase processing
involving these péopleI(Pope and:Feyerherm} 1990a), oversampling
was employed (n= 985 out of 1,440). All p}acks (n= 4752,
Hispanics (n= B3), aﬁd Asians (n= 51, referred to juvenlle court
éérvices durlng the 10 vear perlod were lﬁcfuded In the analyses.
The tota) saﬁple used for County B Is 2,101. |

County C: As in County B, Information was collected on
whites, blacks, Hispan[cs.-hsians, and Amerleah Natlive Indlans.
Due to the mannef In whlch_reéords.are kept In this particular
county, 5,000 to 7,000 ‘flles could not be located. It is
believed these records have-been,elthef-destroyed and/or
misplaced. Thus.'thg number of réferfajs in Courty C Is actually
higher than the jdentified 9.353-referrals involving detlinquent
offenses. A random samblé of feferralé of delinquent cases
identified as wﬁite (n= 1005}-were selectéd from 7,515 for the
analyses. Dispyoportibnate'pandom sampling.was used for blacks
(n= 788 out of 1,632). All cases involvihé Hispanic youth (n=
119>, Asian youth (né 66), and Amerlcan Native Indians (n= 21

were also recorded. The total sample used for county C is 1,199,

Variables

Six stages were identifjed In lowa’s juvenile Justlce system.

Each of these stages s treated as dependent varlables. HNine
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Independent varlables are inctuded in the analyses. The
inclusion of these nine variables are jusitified upon: (1) past
research and (2? preliminéry analyses uéing éhi-squares and
zero-order correlatfons which suggested cach -may influence case
outcome(s) at various polnts in the proceedings. FEach of the
variables included in the.analyses are described below.
Dependent Variables

Detention status. . Shﬁrtly after a'youth_ls taken Into
custody, a decislon ias made by.law_enforcement-officers and
Juvenile officials to release or_detain the'person. If the
decision ls made to pléCe‘the indivldual in detention, judicial
review of the decision generally takes place‘w!thin twenty-four
hours. Referrals that resulted Jn‘deﬁention-at any polnt, for
any given amount of tlmg.'areAcoded as 0; thése that were not
detained are coded i;(S) l | |

Intake. .Declslons:at'thds point in the system are made by
Juvenile court officérs. Here; a youth maf'be released, recelve
an informal adjustmenf, or be recommended to go on to the stage
of petition. “An Informal! adjustment’ is a form of diversion
where the youth-avolds'further'pfocessing by agreelng to
participate in some kind of service ﬁe.g., informal probation,
restitutijon, cdmmun]ty service). .Under this form of
intervention, a youth may be redirected Into the system 1f he/she
falls to ablde by the cbndltions of the agreement. In some
counties, admittance of guilt is a prerequisite for this outcome.

Most often researchers have treated the decision to release and
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the utiltlzatlion of an lnfbrmat adJustment_aslone and the same
(e.g., see Bishop and Frazier, 1988; Feyerherm and Pope, 1989;
Bortner and Reed, 1985). It ls'belleved that different factors
may be related to the use of this optlbn'versus a =slmple release
or the decision to have the referral move on Into the system.
Thus, this stage js treated as a trlchotomy with release coded 0
informal ad}ustment coded:l_and further processing coded 2.

Petition. The'coding‘of_the decision to seek further court
bfocessing Is represented by 0 where p?titién equals yes. The
decision not to file a petitlon or If the petition was withdraun
was coded 1.

Consent Decree. - This stage 'in the analysis is included
because youth ‘have the qptfop to-agreefto_a.ﬁonsent decree or a
formal adjustment rather than hévlng to go on to the adjudlcatory
stage in the p;oceedlngu 1n ‘Towa. This optlon Is equlvatent to
the informal adJustment though a petlt:on .has been filed at thls
polnt. Again, if a youth falls to adhere to the stipulated
conditions he/she may be subject to further juvenile court
proceedings.. Fﬁrfher éourt-pfocéssing Is coded 0, while youth
recelving a consent decree_ié coded i}

Adjudlcatlﬁn. For those youth who did not agree to or have
of fered to them a formal adjustment, adjudicatory outcomes
consist of case dismlssals; decisions to withhold adjudication,
adJudications of delinquency, or determinations to hold waijver
hearings in anticlpation of transfer to adult court. The codlng
of adjudicatory outcomes is as follows: adjudicated

delingquent=0; case dismissed or adjudicatlan wlthhelid=1.
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Juveniles awaiting wal?er hearings were not jncluded in the
analysis at this stage and were instead égouped wlthin the cohort
at the judiclal disposition stage. |

Judicial dlspﬁsition, CaSeé that ;esulted in elther a change
of placement (e.g., tﬁalnlng‘schodl.'reéldential facility, group
home) or transfer to addlt cdurt, (next fo ;he death penalty, the
most severe sanction évéi]éble‘in the JuQenlIé Justlice system),
are coded 0. Referralé tﬁat invo]ved‘a sentence of probatlon

éﬁd/dr treatment within the éommunity are coded 1.
e t v

The independent varlableq lnclude nonlegal or social
characteristics and 1nformatlon pertalninc to prior and current
of fenses and lnvolvement with the Juvenlle‘Justlce system. The
social characteristlcs are race/ethnicltv (whlte 0, black=t,

Amer jcan Native Indlan =2, Hiqpanlc 3, Aslan 4L age (linterval),
gender (male=0, female=1), and family status (two members
present=0, one member present=1), Thé fami'ly status variable Is
employed as a proxf for'fami!y supﬁort/sﬁpefvlsion. The
operationalization of ‘the race variable may vary dependent upon
the county and the statistlical procedure employed.

Prior record is a measure of the number of times a youth had
past contact(s) with the juvenlle Justice'system. The variabie
ls intervat. |

Past research has Indicated that the disposition of the
previous offense may have a signlfidant impact on the outcome of

subsequent referrals (e.g., Sampson, 1986; Farrel! and Swigert,
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19783, Therefore, a measure‘wés constructed.as an lndlcator of
that varlable. FPast dlispositlon 1s deflned as ‘0° where a youth
was adjudicated a de]inquent'of walved to adult court and ‘1’
where the Individual received an outcome other than those two
possibilities (e.qa., reieaée. an ‘Informal or formal adjustment ).

Court Authority is a ﬁeasure emplﬁyed to assess whether a
youth may have been under-soﬁe-kind of supervislon when he/she
was referred to the juyenllg.codrt. Unﬂef court authority=0, no
ééurt-authofi£y=1. o

The number of offenses é youth was charged with at the time
of the refeéral was also codéd.- This is an_interval—]eve]
measure. | | -

A measure of offense severltv-involves fhe scoring of the
most serious_offense.wlth which tﬁe youth was charged. Because
of the small number of'caSés_fal}lng_}nto the felon categorles
and crimes agalinst perSons; the vaqiaﬁle waé coded as follows:
simple misdemeanor (0).-serious m!sdemeanor (1), aggravated
misdemeanor f2) and felony (3). The distributions of individual
felony categories and the othef categories are provided in the

appendices.(4)
Analysis

The first step in the anlysls Is to exam!ne county
differences in nonlegal, legal. and.case processing varlables.
Next, the analyées fol]ou the reéommendations of Pope and
Feyerherm (1990a,b? and the work of Bishop and Frazier (1988).

The analyses beg!n with comparisons involving race at each of the
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outcomes for each stagg_iﬁ tﬁg proceedings. The objective here
is to describe the exténtvto‘which minorities may comprise a
disproportionate numher of pebsoﬁs moQing further intec the system
or recelving the most sevefa outcome at each point in the
proceedings.

Zero-order correlations tthe compar ison of two varlables to
each other).are a]so_prbﬁided to furthér'assess the associations
between race and decision.maqug'outcome; The possibility that
b%her relationshipé'méy‘exiét,betweeh variables and/or with each
stage in the process can also be examlned with this procedure.
That is, assoclations.between'racg and one or all of the legal
varjables can be assessed. In Eurn._ahy possible felatlonship(s)
between legal varlsbles and deciéion'making af a gpecific stage
in the proceedings.cah be élso examlﬁedf

These preliminary proéedures allow for blvariate comparisons.
The procedures do not Include_controis for the ‘influence of
variables on decision making other than the two that may be
examined. For example, correlations between race and case
outcome or race and a number of legal varlables can be examined.
However, the associétlons.between race, legal varliables, and
decisjon making eannof be assessed. Thus., the bivariate anlyses
do not explaln race differencés in processing. Therefore,
multivariate analyses-wére performéd controlling for addltive and
interactive effects.'

Because each of the dependent variables is categorical (each
decision making stage), logistic regression technigues within

SASS were employed.(5) Logistic regression is a procedure that
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allows far multlvaclate analysés; Recéll,.multrvarlate analyses
allow for the estimation of a single effect while simultaneously
contreolling for the gffecﬁs of.qther #ariablés. in addition to
estimating main effects in-additive models, two-way interactions
by race and each of'the-vérlébies were pefformed for each outcome
or decision_making pdlnt in_the‘broceediﬁgs.(S) The use of
Interaction terms al]ﬁws'foflthe‘evaiugtloq-of the lnteractive
effects race may have with soc}al, legai; and case processing
§$riables,on each outcome (see Chapter !). However, these will
not be reported if their incluslﬁn did not improve the overall

chi-square fit of the model over the'estimaﬁes of the maln

effects.
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CHAPTER 2
NOTES

1. Black and white youth are the. only groups to be compared in
Coﬁnty A, The_ratibnéle for doing this is related to when the
research project began and when externaﬂ'fﬁnding was provided to
expand the study to Include other'mlnor}ty youth and other
counties., Of the B.ill whites ldénitifled, nonwhites may be
included in that figure (iﬁc?uding hlspanic but excluding
blacks), It.ls believéq that  the number_of,nonwhltes in the
8,111 figure is small given their?representatlon in the general

population,.

2. No evidence exists to suggest that the miséing cases differ

from those included in the analysis.

3. Detention status was def}ned in this -manner due to the small
number of youth subject fo detention overall In the three
counties. The constructlon of the variablé in this manner may
lead to amplification effects when‘multivariate analyses are
employed, especlally af the stage of intaké., For example, youth
who had been detaihed at adjudicatlion woulq be considered as such
at previous stages when the efgect of that variable would be
assessed (e.g.. Intake, petition, consent décree). Of course,
this is misieading slince the youtﬁ would not have been yet
detained. 1If éuch an amelificatlon effect is present, it would
diminsh as the analysis focuses on the latter stages in the

proceedings. Therefore, the atfect of detentlon status on
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decision making at juditfal_diépositlon shouvld not be biased by

the current operationalization.

4. It is important to note Qhen'examinjng'khe distributions
provided in the appenéices tﬁat most of the delinguencies
involved property offénéeé raiher‘acts_againét persons. The
category of theff constltuted‘thé larbest number of offenses in

this dichotomy.

S; The SASSIpfogram permits loglstic regresélon to be performed
with a thrichotomy deéehdent garlable. in analyses not reported
here, the stage of intake was also treated as a dichotomy with
release/informal adjustment ched 0 and further processing coded
1. The results paralleled those_ptesenﬁed in the current

analysis.

6. The prbcess-of excludlng'of vouth In a systematlc manner at
varijous stages (e;g.. aqudicatlbﬁ) may create a more homogeneous
population as they‘moﬁe from one point In the proceedlings to the
next. This occurrence may resulF in sample éelectlon bias (Berk,
1983). While methods are avallable to correct for this
possibl1lty (Heckman, 1974, Stolzenberg dnd Relles (1990:408,
413) indicate such techniques ﬁay'cause addlitlional problems.

This Is espcially true when theéry does not strongly lIndicate the
existence of blas or when other lmbortant varlables are not
available for incluslon:in'equations to éor:ect for the sample
selection blas. Because of the uncertalﬁty regarding thls issue
and the lack of addltiohal variables ﬁo_emplpy further

egt imations, sample seiection blas correction was not emplovyed.
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In additicn, sampie censoring 18 not gevere at adjudication (13%

or less depending on the county).



CHAPTER 3

COMPARISON OF COUNTY SAMPLES

The flrst step In the énalysls examlined the_dlstrlbutions of
the varlables 1ncluded In the study dlfferPntlated by county.
The objective in doing this ls to provlde a descrlpt1on of the
sample to be studned and to provlde a preliminary assessment of
the need to control for the influence of .each county in the

xamlnation of the lmpact of race on Juvenile Jjustice decision
making. _Crosstabu!ations-fqr categorlcal variables and Analysis
of Variance (AHOVA) for contiﬁuous'varlables were performed to
attain these goals. The results are p;esented in Table 1 and

discussed below.
Characteristics of County Samples

Nontegal: In the tﬁp'left corner of Table 1, It is evident
that males cbmprlse & larger portion of the samples in compar ison
to females. The sample !s sﬁllt evenly on the distribution of
the family status vérlable, with almoét 50% falllng Into elther
one of the two categories. Ih both situatjons, no large county
di fferences are present. 'Looklﬁg ét the bottom of the table,
however, reveals that youth from County B are younger (x= 13.66)
than those in the other 2 countles (x= 15. 31, x= 15.13).

Legal: Sfaying with the dlstrlbutions of the contlnuous
variables near the bottom of Table 1; juveniles In the sample
from County B also have a greater mean numbef of prior contacts

with the juvenlle justice system than youths from County A and

25



26
Table 1. Distributions of Varlables by County (N=6&130>.
Variabies County A County B County C
N % N % N % Chl-Square=~
NONLEGAL
Gender _ - : '
Male 1583 7 1517 72 1538 77 21 .34 %ux
Female - 447 22 -584 28 461 23
Two members 1007 50 968 46 . 922 46 6.71%%
one member 1023 - 50 1133 54 1077 54
LEGAL '
. _ .
Adjudicated/ 265 13 @4 4 S2 3 201 .36%n¥%
waived . )
No adjudicated” 1765 a7 1947 97 2007 96
walved o ’
Undepr Court
Author Lty . . .
Yes 474 -~ 23 256 12 208 10 154, 1808ux
Mo 1556 rirs 1845 88 1791 {0
ngg; | t ¥
of Dffense . ' o :
Simple 1097 54 1438 68 1007 50 173.69%%%
misdem=anor )
Serious - 2850 12 - 208 10 280 14
mlsdemeanor ' ' '
Aggravated 218 11 142 K 287 i4
misdemeanor . .
Felony 465 23 313 iS5 425 22
STAGES
Deteption Status
Yes - 212 4 21 - 4 130 7 13.25¥%x
No 1942 .96 . 2Q10 96 1869 o4
Releane 259 13 448 21 1083 54 1290 . 14%w¥
informal 1026 51 1406 67 576 29
adjustment . o
Further : 745 26 : 247 12 340 17
processing :
Egglann )
Tes 693 @3 194 79 323 95 56.22% 4%
HNo 52 7 53 2 17 5
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1.44

Varlableé County A County B County C
N % H % N X Chl-Square
STAGES
No formal 428 B0 129 82 127 41 151 .26%%%
adjustment
Formatl 108 20 28 18 181 5¢
adjustment co :
fAdivdication -
Yes - a7z 87 126 98 122 ?4 §14.85%%%
No - Bb 13 3 2 8 6
Change of
placement/ :
Transfer 316 60 B8 b6 70 56 1.48
Community- - -
based
treatment 207 40 68 44 56 44
Hean F-value=~
NONLEGAL -
Age . 15.31 ‘13.66 15.13 307.62%%H
LEGAL
Pricor Record 1.69 2.16 1.16 59.58%NE
¥Current Charges  2.80 1,22 42, 44%%%

aTests for differences In distrlbutions or means of variables across

countles,

¥u%p less than or equal to .01: #¥p less than or egual to .05.
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County C (x= 2.16 cohpared.to 1.69 and 1.16, respectively).
Moving to the top of the table.where the variable represent tng
the severity of the past dlspos}tlon is located, the sample from
County A appeéfs to have 'a gféate; bercgnt of youth who had been
previously adjudicatéa g delfnquent or walved to adult court for
their last offense. Sfllf,'a 1argé maJo;lty in all three
counfies did not evidencé_éuch-a'dlsppsltion. The sample in
County A also exhiblts a ]abger percentage of youth who have been
};ferred to juvenile court services whlle under court authority.
Most of the youth in‘the sampleé, however, were not under court
authorlty at the time of'the'referral.- A small percentage of
youth In each county were charged with a felony offense. Most

of fenses fafl into the simp{ekmlsdemeanor clagsification. Here,
simple misdemeanors constitute 68% In County B In contrast to 54%
for County A and S0% fd:_County C. The mean number of offenses
youth are charged wlfh is less ln'County'B and County C than
County A. These results are presented In the lower left hand
portion of Table i.

Stages: In Table ! under staées. it can be seen that
detention }s seldomly practiced. County dlifferences are evident
in case processlng.at intake.. Gf the ocutcomes at thls stage,
further processing is used more often in County A !n compar | son
to the other two counties. Conversely, Countles B and C rely
more on the outcomes of release or informal adjustment. County
B, however, utillzes informal adjustments more often than County
C which exerclises instead the optlcﬁ cf release. Most youth who

go beyond Intake are llkely to be'petltioned and adjudlcated a
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del lnguent. _Véry few_conéent decrees are glven before youth
reach the stage.of_adjﬁdicatiqn. These decision making patterns
exist in each county. However, there are some exceptlions.

County B apﬁears to be a bit more lenlent at petition In

compar ison to the cther countles, L Of tﬁe three counties, County
C uses consent decrees mo}e-often. County-A is more likely not
to adjudicate a youth-a delinéuent than County B or County C. 1In
County A, 13% of tﬁe.youth lﬁ that sample who reach thls stage in
the proceedings are no# adJOdicatéd in contrast to onty 2% for
County B and 6%'fqr-County c. In all thfee.countles at Jjudlicial
disposition, a larger bercentagé of youth recelve a change of
placement/transter to adult court rather than the more lenient

outcome of cdmmunfty-based treatment.
Summary

Similarities and differences are evident in the samplies from
the three dlfferent counties. The sample for County A appears to
have much greater assoélations.wlth légal var!ables which may
account for the greater tendency to refer youth further lInto the
system at the stage of lntake. In contrast, County B seems to be
much more informal in lts case processlng. which may be related
to the age of the youth and the sever.ty of the offense. The
sample from,Coupty c @s much more like that of County B than
County A. Houever,‘County C release youth and utillze consent
decrees more often than the other two counties. Because of thege

.

differences, the analysis was conducted separately for each

county. These results are reported in the next three chapters.



CHAPTER 4
RESULTS: COUNTY A

This chapter reports ;naiysés and resﬁlts cpncernlng the
influence of raqe.on'JuvehILe justice decision making in County
A. Black and white_?outh aré'compared_ln terms of case
processing and outcomés. Results. from fhe bivariate analyses
indicating movement through the system are first discussed,

‘fol towed by those from the,multiﬁarlate analyses.
Movement Through the 3ystem

The movement of the coho;t through the juvenile justice
system from the initiaf refernél to Jjudiciai disposition is
outlined in Table 1. The results of crosstabulations involving
race and each decision making point are_presented in the lower
portion of the table. There propoftions are provided indicatlng
the severlity of thé outéome(s) at each stage for white and black
youths. Thus, race.q1fferenqes or similarities In case
processing at a‘specific stége ln:the process can be examlned.
The proportion of the'blaﬁk cohort as it movés from one declslion
making point to another is also indicated. This Is done to
determine if black or thte vyouth may be dlsproportionately
underrepresented or overrepresented as they co through the
system. -

A total of 2,030 refgrrals'make up the initlal cohort. Black
vyouth comprise 40% of the referrals. it is important to note
that the 40% figuré Is an artifact of sampling. The flgure is

provided to permit comparisons of the_racial composition of the
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cohort of youth continuling through_thé system from intake to
Judicial disposition. _

Overall, detentionlis-sgldoml? practiced; Onily 4% of all
youths were Held-in detention at some point during the
proceedinas. Blacks comprlsed'sn% of those Qetélned. Thus, In
the bivariate analyéis. there -appears to be an association
between race ahd declision mékfng at thls stage In the process,

A race differential is also pfesénf at'the next stage in the
ﬁ%oceedings. At intake, 13% oflthe yodth were released, S0%
agreed to én informal adjustﬁent, and 37% were referred for
further processing. Thus, most }eferrals are handied informally,
with the juvenile and Jjuvenile court‘personnel agreeing to some
kind of actlon short 6{ formal ¢ourt proceedfngs (e.g.,
restitution, communlfy service). Of thelblacks. 44% recejved
this outcome compared to 55% of the whites. Black youth
represent Juét 35% of all persoﬁs'agreelng te an Informal
adjustment.

These figures are In stark contrast to those representing
youth referred on for further'procéssing. Here, 42% of the
blacks received this ou;coﬁe. compared to 33% of the whites. The
proportion black among al!l youth refe?red for further processng
is 46%, representing a 6%'in§rea§g in the make up of the cohort.
In short, blacks are-disprqpcrt{onately underrepresented in the
informal adJuétment outcome and‘overrepresented in the referrals
for further processing in_cﬁmparlson to thelr white counterparts.

Youth who are not'invol?ed In an lnformgl adjustment but are

instead referred on are more |lkely to be petitioned (93%) and
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adjudlicated a dellinguent (87%)> than released or diverted away
from the adjudicatory stage of the proceedings.. Fol lowlng
intake, only 20% of the cehOrt were lﬁvolved ;n a consent decree
(formal EdJustment). SLIII.-theiproportlon qf blacks comprising
the cohort from refefral tq adJﬁdfcation grew by 9 percent.

Judicial aiSposltloneAfof youths-edjudlcated del inquent
represents the last decfsioﬁ making stage In the proceedings.
Change of placement or transfer to adult court Qoccurs more
f}equent}y (60%) than the use of communlty -based treatment as a
sentencing alternatlve. Of the biacks, 57% recelved a change of
placement or walver to adult cou;i lﬁ conﬁrast to 64% of whites.
The proportion of blacks sentenced to.a change of placement/
transfer is 43%. | | _

Thus, although‘a diéproportiohate'pereent of blacks appeared
to be treated more harshly than wﬁites at vérlqus points In the
proceedings._moét ﬁotably at fhe stage of intake, the bilas
apparently is omitted or corrected af ihe disposltional stage.
Here, blacks are treated sllghtly more lehlently than whites.

The black composltion of the cohort receivnng the most severe
outcome ls not much larger than the injtlal echort of referrals
(+3%). Therefore. the probablllty of an lnltlal referral
resulting In movement “through the‘system to a disposition of
change of placement/transfer lg nearly equa] for both black and

white youth,
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Bivariate Comparisons Among Soclal, Legal and Processing Factars

In the bivariate analyses involving race and decision making
outcomes, blacks apparently are treated moré harshly in some
situations (detentlon and intake), while in others whites recelve
less lenient outcomes (disposition). These blvarlate
associations taken alone,_hﬁwevef; do not necessarily indicate
racjal disparlty,‘éinée past and current lnvolvement with the
-Juvenlle Justice systém or age may be factors that account for
the observed decision makiﬁg patterns.

Table 2 presents the zero-brde; éorrélatlons of the varlables
included in the analysls.- An assessment of the correlations
indicates few differences betweén b!ack and white youth in terms
of the severity of_thelr past diséositiqns. whether they have
committed a crime whilé‘uﬁden court authority, or in the severity
of the most serious offénsé leading ta tﬁe referral. Black
youths are younger and ﬁaﬁe more exteﬁsive dellﬁquent pasts In
compar ison to whites. Howevér, thtes are charged with a greater
number of offenses at the time of referral than blacks.

The blivariate correlatlons.of thé legal varliables with each
of the outcomes- or dgcjsion¥making polnts reveal the expected
relationships. ‘For'exampleleersons with greater prior offenses
or a more sevefe past_disposifion or severe current offense, as
well as those charged with a greater nuhber of offenses are more
likely, for example, ﬁo be held in detention, or referred on for
further processlng Cintakel, or recefve a change of placement/

transfer to adult proceedings (Judicial disposition).
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The blvarlate correlations of. race with each of the three
outcomes where a statisfidally signlficant association ls present
(detention, Intake, judicial d!spositlon) are much smaller than
those involving legal varlables.‘ The‘strongest correlates of the
decision to détain are prjof_recérd (4.23). fol lowed by court
authortity (.20)-and ghe sevérltf of the past disposition (.20).
The coefficients for_race.(§.04) ;nd age (-.06) are weak. Intake
outcomes are mdst strgngly cér}elated:wlth‘offense gseverity (.34)
aﬁd prior record (.32) whi]e.modefate cbrrelations are present
with age (.13 and.geﬁder (-.10>. The correlation of race with
intake is weak_(.b4>. .Of the variables correlated with judicial
disposition, prior record (-.37) and bast disposltion (.29) are
most strong. Agaiﬁ. the correlation of racé-with this stage Is
weak . Howevér, age is strongly associated with judiclal
disposition (-.25). Older cellinguents recelve.a harsher sentence
than younger delinqﬁents.

In summary, blagk youth and white youth referred to juvenile
court are very similar in-theilr paét and présent legal
background. Howe#er, some dlscfepanciés do exist. Black youth
are youngef and'evidence_greéter past involvement with the system
whlle white youfhs are charged wiih a greater number of offenses,
Legal variables_aré‘strongly correlafed with each of the decislon
making polints, though age does appear to havé some association
with judiclial disposition.

The next step in the analyéis employed multlvariate models.
There, analyées were performed that estimated the effect of each

Independent variable while cohtrolIlng,slmu]taneously for the



37

influence of other variables to assess the extent to whlch these
assocjations and other soclal and !egél_factors influenced each

outcome.

Multivariate Analyses

The logistle regresslon_fesu?ﬁs for each of the six declsion
making paoints in thé_juvenlle Justice proceedings are presented
in Table 3. Recéll. addlflve models were estimated as were
médeis employing interéctldn effécts. tHowever, no modelis with
interaction terms improved the'ove;al]lcﬁi-square fit of the
model over the estimates of the main effects. Therefore, only
the additive models will be repﬁrted.

Table 3 presents results of thé decision'to'detain or not to
detain. Contrafy to thé blvérlatﬂ'analyses, legal variables and
not race alone explain declslon making at this po!nt. Individuals
more likely to be held ln detent!on are ycuth with a greater
number of past contacts w!th the system, persons who were not
previously adjudicated a delinquent or walued to adult court,
persons under court authority, those charged with a greater
number of offenses, and Juvenlles who commlt more severe
offenses, A gender.effeétfls aléo present. Females are more
.Ilkely than males tc be hetd in deteniion.:

The next column in Table.3 provide iogistlc regresslion
results for intake ouﬁcomes. The decision to recommend further
processing at intéke is Influenced by‘the same legal variables
evident at detention. However, race;'age. and détention affect

decision making at this stage in the Process. Black youth, older
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youth, and Juveniles detained are more llke}? to move on to the
petition stage than whftes. younéer persons,_and those not
experiencing detentlon. Of theé assoclétions, the strongest with
decision making at-thls point is offense severity (Standardlzed
estimate= .349 while the weakest effects are with age

(Standardized estimate= .046)'and_face (Standardized estimate=

.051).

In the thlrd'cotuﬁq‘of'Tab]e 3, vefy.few of the variables are
a;soeiated with the_décisfon to_petjfion youth to court. The
severity of the 6£fense-and the humber of charges filed agalnst
the individual are the on}y‘statiéticélly'slgnlficant factors at
this stage. There is no'pbéervea race effect.

The dec!slon to use a-cdnsenf decree (formal adjustment) wlth
a youth appears .to be asséc!hted Qlth hls/her prior record and
detention status. Persons with a greater. number of prlor
~contacts and those wholwere &etalﬁed,aré.llkely to be petitioned
for further court érdéqsﬁing; The rélat!ohsﬁip of prlor record
with decision mék}ng here: |s Eelatlvg1y-strpng (Standardlzed
estimate= —.4115: : | _

Results represéhtind adjudicatlian inalégte that persons not
under court authority -at the tlme'of‘tﬁe'referral were llkely not
to be found delfnqubnt as were youth who rankea low on the
severity of fhe offénse. Agaln, face does not influence decision
making at thils polnt ln the'pfoceeqlngs.

Prior record, past disposition, and offénse severlty are
strongly associatéd with'Judlcl&l dlspdsltfon. Youth with a

greater number of prior contécts with the system, persons who
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were previously adJudicated a aeljnquent-or transferred to adult
; court, and those charged with a more severe offense are likely to
receive a change of placement or walved to adg}t court.

In addition to the.assoclatlons betweeﬁ legal variables and
case outcome, felatlonships also exist between judicial
disposition and socjal vafiables— age anq gender. Younger
delinquents are motre lfkely thén oldér del inguents to be
sentenced to communlty-based treatment., while females are more

_ilkely than males to be given a sentence of a change of
placement/transfer to adult court. Of the significant

assovlations, prilor cecord (Standardized estimate= -.479) is the
strongest. The age effect is'second In s;rength (Standardlzed
estimate= ,212) whi]é the gender effect is somewhat weak
(Standardized estimate= -.122). No statlstlcal elaniflcant
association exists between race.and dispositlon once controls for

other variables are Included in multivarlate models.
Summary

A goal of the present study was to assess the influence of
race on decislon making within'the Juvénlle Justice system in one
county in the staté oflIowa,_ Three legal factors, the severlty
of the offense, past del inguent ;nvolyeménf. and the number of
current charges consisiently had an impact on case outcomes In
four of the six decision maklng points in the-system. Youths who
were involved In a more seriou5'bffense, peréons who had more
prior referrals, and lndlvldﬁals charged with a greater number of

offenses were more likely to go on through the process and



41

recelve the most severe Judiclal dlsposltlon. Addl tlonal legal
factors were also significantly assoclated wth declision making at
various poln;s in the proceedings. |

Social féctors, however.:}nflﬁenced-case‘processing even
after contrelling for_thé effects of legal varliables. Race and
age had an Impact on declslon maklng at intake, whiie age and
gender were assoclated-w{thléase processing at judicial
disposition. . Blacks and olderhjﬁvenllés were disproportionately
_hofé likely to be-referred én at Intalce than whites and younger
Juveniles. Olber'yopth aﬁd fema1és were more likely to receive a
Judicial disposition of a chéngé-of placement/transfer in

comparison to younger juvenlles-and males.:
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CHAPTER ©

RESULTS: COUNTY B

The results from bivariate and ‘muttivariate analyses of case
processing and outcomes in County'B are presented and discussed
in this chapter.  The flrst st?p in the énalysis traced the
movement and racial composition of the cohort of youth as they
reached various declsion maklng stages In the proceedings. The
next step utilized controls for soclal,-legal. and processlng
variables to account for_fhe obgerved patterns of decision

mak [ ng.
Movement Through the System

The movement of the cohort thrﬁugh the.JuveniIe Justice
system from the Iinitial referral to judlcial disposition is
ocutlined in Table 1. Proportions are proyidéd indicating the
severity of the outcome(s) at each stage ambng and for each
racijial group.l_h total of 2,101 referrals make up the initlat
cohort. White ynuth.comﬁrisg 24% of the refercrals, black 23%,
American Native Indlan .47%, Hispan[c 4%, and Aslan 2%. Agaln,
the percentages are a Sy-prodﬁct of the sampling procedures
employed. These fiéurés are givén to brovide a reference as to
the changes that may occur in the racial compoasition of youth at
each stage in the proceedfngs. .

The practice of detention is seidomly used (n=91). Only 4-5%

of all youth were held in detentjon at some point durlng the

© 42
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proceedings. -No observab]e'cﬁanges in the raclal composition of
the cohort are evident atithis stage in tﬁe proceedings.

In County B{ mosf }ouih are elther released (21%) or recejve
an informal adjustmeﬁt (6?%); :Oniy 12% of the youth moved
further into the systém. S1ight race effects appear to be
present at the stage of Intake. The proportion of black youth in
the cohort that-répresént_youth feceiving the most severe outcome
grew by 8% (31% compared to 23%), while the composltion of
-Aﬁerican Nativé Tndians decreased. by i1%'<36% compared to 47%).

An examinatiqn of youth who recelved an Informal adjustment
fja provides further lnsighf into'fhese relationships. OQOf the

- blacks, 5B% received an Informal adjustment compared to 70% and
71% for whites and American Natlve Indlans, respectively. The
composition of the cohort of American Native Indlans recelving an
informal adjustmeh£ is only =slightly above their representatlion
at the time of the réferrai (43%). -‘Therefore, one can conclude
that American Native Indians are most llkely to be
disproportionately released in comparison to other racial groups.

Youth who are not Involved in an informal adjustment but are
instead referred on aré more likely to be petitioned (78%) and
adjudicated a delinqguent (98%) than released or diverted away
from the adJudicatofy stage of the proceedings. Foliowing
Intake, only 18% of the cohort were Involved In a consent decree
(formal adjustment). At petition, 60%.of the Asians, 72% of the
blacks and 78% of the American Mative Indians were petitloned
compared to B8% for whites and 83% for Hlspanics. Leniency

appears to be glven at-this.stage to Aslians, followed by blacks



45:

and Amerlcan HNatlve Indlaﬁs whlle whites and Hlspanlcs are
treated more harshly. The cchort of Youth receiving the most
gsevere outcomg has grown somewhat for whites (+5) and blacks
(+5%), decreased féf Amerlcan indlans (~11%), and remained
relatively stable for both Hlspénlcs'andlAsians.

Of the black youth 72% did not receive & consent decree a
figure much Iower In comparlson to the other ractal groups. No
Aslan (n= 3) recelved/agrEed to a consent decree. Changes In the
cémposition of the cohort mcv}ng through the system are most
evident for whltes (+8%) and Amerlcan Indians (-7%). Thus, the
composition of the cohort;represented by white youth is steadly
growing. These patterns'aréjpreéty much the same at adjudication
slnce only 3 persons_wgre-nof-adjudicated a delinguent,

Judlclal'dlspdsl}lons‘fof y0u£hs adjudlcated dellnquent
represent the last deqlslon ﬁaklné'stégg jn-the proceedings.
Change of placément-or-transfer to adult court occurs stightly
more frequently.(54%).§h§ﬁ the use of community-based treatment
a5 a sentencing a&ternative. 'Of-the bhftes. 38% recelved a
change of placgmént or'walvef te adulﬁ court In contrast to 78%
for Hispanics, 73% for. blacks, 67% for Aslans. and S5% for
American Indians, At ‘this éolnt In thé proceedings, the findings
suggest Hlspanics, blacks and Asians are treatéd more harshly
than whites and American Native Indians. |

Tracing the movement of youth from the polnt of referral to
Judicial disposition reveals that whites represent 20% of the
cohort, blacks 34%. Amerilcan Natlve Indians 35%, hispanics 8%,

and asians 2%. The 34% figure for blacks represents an Increage
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of 11%, while an Increase of‘lbok_ls evldent for hispanlcs. The
changes in the composlition of the cohort for Amerlican Natjve
Indlans, on the other hand! represents a slgniflicant decrease of
12%. The representatiﬁn of whites and aslans is very simllar to
their size at the point.of-referrgls ITherefore. the
probabilities of a yogth ﬁoving from refgrral to the stage of
Judicial disposition and recé{ﬁlng a‘change of placement/transfer
Is: 3.5 for whites, 6.3 for biacks. 3.1 for American Nattive
.fndians. B.4 for hispanics, and 4.0 for aslans,

In summary, race effe;ts appear to be evident at various
points in the procéedings. Whites are treated harshiy at
petition and consent-decree but most often are subject to
teniency, most notably at the stage of intake and dispositlon.
Blacks are treated'moré harsh at intake and.dlsposition. and
recejve Ieniency_at the stages of petltion and consent decree.
American Native Indians receive'lenient treatment at almost every
stage In the proceedings, especially at Intake: but are treated
to some degrée mofe'harshly at petition than other racial groups.
Hispanics are most often treéted more hérSﬁ]y in comparison to
the other youth throughou§ the-process; Aslans receive leniency
at petition and relative harshness at disposition. It |s
important to note that the-obserged relatlohshlps between
Hispanlecs and Asjans with declélon mak ing stages must be vilewed
with cautlon since their numbers, especiallv as they moved on X
into the system, were very smaltl (e.g., 9 Hlépanlcs and 3 Asians

at judictlal disposltlon). Regardless of race, all youth were
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treated harshly at adludleat]lon as 98% of thnse reachlng this
stage were adjudlcated a dellnquent.

The probability of moving on from the point of referral to
receiving a judicial disposition of a change of placement/
transfer is greatest for Hispanics and.blacks. American Native
Indians are the least lrkely racial group to either reach thils
stage in the proceedings or rece[ve the most severe judicial

disposition.
Bivariate Comparisons Among Soclal, Legal and Processing Factors

In the bivariate anal?éeé. differences are apparent involving
race and decision making outcomes. Thesé associatlons, however,
taken alone. do nqt indicéte racial bias. Past and current
Involvement with'thé juvenilé‘quétlcelsystem as well as age may
be factors that.accouht for the observed declslion making
patterns. |

Table 2 preéénts the_zero—order correlations of the varlables
included in thé analysis (the proceés of cémparing two varlabies
to each other); Dummy Qariab]es_wéré created representing each
race with whites_the referenge category.

Megative ccrre!atléns ex gt with-the dummy varliable black and
prior record, past dispositidn. and court authority. That is,
whites are more tikely than blacks to have more prior contacts
with the system, a less severe past disposition, and not be under
court authority éf the time of the referral. A positive

correlation is evident between black youth and the severlty of
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the affense. Blacks are also more likely to be maie and come
from homes where two_members are.present.

Legal varlables positlvely-ccrrelated-with Amer lcan Natlve
Indians are prior_reoord.andlthe number of current charges.
Negative associations exist-@lth court authorlty and the severity
of the current offensef Amerloan Natlve Indlans are also likely
to be young, female, and come.froﬁ homeo where one member is
present. |
- Statistically signiflicant negative relationships exlst
between hispanic youth and- prior record and court authority.

These youth are also older and live with both parents.

Asian youth evidence few prlor contadts'with the system, and
those who had soch contact are'more ltkely to have not been
adjudicated a delinouent or walved to adult court. These
Juveniles also tend to'be youog and have two adults In the home.

The bivariate correlations of the legal variables with each
of the dec151on maklng polnts reveai the expected relationships.
For example, persons: with a greater number of charges at the time
of referral or those with .a more serious offense are likely to be
detained while youth not under court authority will most likely
be free of detention. Both postlve and negative assoclations are
evident at intake. Prlor ‘record and the severlty of the current
offense are positlvely correlated with this stage In the
proceedings thle negative correlatlons exlst with past
disposition, court authority,land detention. Youth charged with
Q4 more serjous offense and those detalned are llkely to be

petitioned. At the point of the consent_decree, persons with a
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gareater number of pclor cqntacts_with tﬁe sygtem, Juvenl|les
charged with a more serious offense or ‘those detained are not
likely to recelve a consent decree (formal adjustment). Positive
relationships are present with Judiclal disposition and past
disposition, court“quthority.'detgntion. Negatiue correlations
are evident between this stage ahd Prior record and the number of
current charges. | .

Age, gender, and faml!y status are'cbrre!ated with various
decision makihg stéées. Younger yduth are not likely to be
detalned or receive a Judlciél-dlsposlt!bn of a change of
Placement/transfer. Dide: youth are Ifkely to move on further
into the system'at the:stage_of fntake than a release or Informal
adjustment. Females are less llgely po be detained than males.
Youth from two'headed HouSeholds are more llkely to move on from
intake and receive a more severe Jjudiclal d!sposition than those
with a single membefu |

An assessment of the blvar!ate correltations of race with each
of the outcomes reveals some stétlstlcal]y signiflcant
assocjations. A positve bglationéhlp is present between blacks
and petijition (blacké are Iikély not to bg petitioned) while a
negative correlatlion exists with judiclial dlspositlon (blacks are
likely to be piaced/transferréd). Hispanic youth are also more
likely to be placed/tpansferred than recelve communlty based
treatment at dlsposition.

The strongest correlaﬁes 6f decision making are legal and
processing varlables. though the effects of race at some points

In the system are significant-in size. The strongest correlates
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of the declision to détaln. fér:example. are the severity of the

current offenge (-.215, followed by a weak assoclation with age

(~-.09). Intake_outcomes are ﬁost'strongly correlated wlth

: detention (~.27) énd of fense severity’(.Zi).whlle weak
coefficlents afe present with age (.D?) and court authorlty
(-.09). The dummy'varlab!g bfack-is signiflcant at petition.
The strength of the éoé;flcient (.10) is.second to the
assocjiation between detention status and petitlon ¢.24>. Of the
coefficients correlated with conssnt décree.-detention (.25)
black (.16> and the severity of the offense (-.13) are most
strong. At judicla] disposltion; deténtion-(.ZS), family status
(-.23), black (—.20). and prlpr'record'(;.QU) are the strongest
of the correlations. The coefficient for the dummy variable
Hispanlc is weak in compar i son (-.113.

In summary, coﬁpafisons of phe zero-order correlations
suggest that differences In legal, extralegai. and processing
variables exist among whité. black, American Natlve Indlan,
‘Hispanic, and Asian youth thch may or méy.not account for the
observed discrepancies in'decision making. For example, the
leniency given‘to-whites.and thé hafshpess provided to blacks at
Judicial disposition may be the result §f the differences in
their prior recard. paéf dlspoSition. or the finding that white
youth were less Ilkely to have been under court authorlty at the
time of the referral. Each of these variables ls also assoclated
with judiclal dispousition. Howeuer, zero-order correlations do
not control for'thé'lnfluéncé of éthér posé{ble Influentlal

effects. Thus, the next step in-the'ahalysls estimated the
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effect of each Independent variable whlle controlllng
simultaneously for the inf]uence of other variables to assess the
extent to which these associatlons and'other soclal and legal

factors influgnced each outcome.
Multivariate Analyses

The loglstié.régreQSIOn_rgsults for-each of the slx decislon
making points In the juvenlle Justice ?rdceedings Is presented In
fablé 3. Additive modéis'were estlmated as were models employing
Interaction effects. The résultg from Interaction terms are
reported only if they improved tﬁé overall fit of the model over
the estimates of the maln_éf?ecté.

The small number of Hispanlé and Asian youth preclude their
Inclusion in the mul£1variaﬁe anafyses. Therefore, two dummy
variables representlﬁg blacké'and Amerlcan.ﬂative Indjans with
whites the reference ﬁategor? were cons£ructed and Included in
the regression models. Bécauée of the few number of cases that
involved a consent decfee (n=28) and a fallure to arrive at a
finding of no édJudication of delinduency (n=3J), models were not
estimated for those spele]c étageé In the proceedlngs.

Column 1" In Table-3 presents the main effects from the
additive model for -the decision to detain or not to detain.
Individuals mofe likely to be held In detention are: youth with
who were previously adjudicated a delinguent or waived to adult
court, persons under court authorlty; and those who commit more

severe offenses. .Older vyouth are also']ikely to be detained,
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The results from the jﬁteraction model that improved the
overall fit of the additive model are represented in column 2 In
Table 3. Here, the decision to detain ls Impacted by the effects
of gender with being.Amerlcan Natlve Indlan.. Male American
Native Indiané are more'likely'po be deiained than thelr female
counterparts. This-assoﬁlatlbn ls.second in strength to the
effects of fhe severijty of-the offensg (Standardlized estlmate=
.34 compared to .39). | |
_ The next column in Table 3 prévides ioglstic regression
results from the additive model fﬁr iptake outcomes., The
decision to recommend furtﬁer processjng at intake is influenced
by the legal variables.court authority and the severlity of the
offense and the variab]e.'detentlbn. Youth under court authority
at the time of the referral. or those chérgéd with a more serious
crime, or persons sﬁbject to détentlon are likely to move on to
the next stage in the proceedings.

A weak race effect is alsb present. Black youth appear to be
treated more leniently than whi;é or Amerlcan Native Indian
youth. This effect, however, is conditioned by age. The results
of the influence of age with.face_aﬁd decislon making at Intake
are presented in column 4 in Table 3. Here, - four Interaction
terms are significant. The first two of thése are between blacks
and Amerlcan Nativé Indians with age. The other two Interact])ve
terms involve race and two legal variables, court authorlty and
the seriousness of the offense. All fourlof these relationships
are described in greater detall in Table 4, designated by parts A

thru C.
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Az can be seen In Table 4 part A, younger vouth are more
likeiy than older youth to belreJeased or recejve an informal
adjustment rather than move further Into the proceedings at
intake. No sign:fxcaﬂt age differential distinguishes those
released from youth receiving an Iinforma! adjustment. The effect
of race appears to be influenced, in part, by the effect of age
on these two. butcomés'at the stage'of tntake. That is, younger
youth appear to be treated more lenlentiy than older youth. This
assoclatlon holds true for whites, blacks and Amerlican Native
Indians,

Younger white youtﬁ are elther released or receive an
informal adjustment, while youﬁger black youth are
disproportionately released. - American Natlve Indians are
overrepresented in both of the mc;e lenlient ﬁutcomes at this
stage, though .the youngest of thls group fa]] into the outcome of
informal adJustment The oldest youth from each group goes
further into the system. ‘Here, blacks are slightly
overrepresented while Ameriéén'Native'Indlans are overly
underrepresented, Again. thls ocgurrence appears to be somewhat
associated with age. However, whlle American Native Indian youth
are younger thaﬁ white Youth no signlficant age discrepancy
appears to exist with them and blacké; Vet, American Natjve
Indian youth afe treated-dlsprbpoctlonately more leniently than
black youth. |

In additlon, whlite youth who are released are older than both
blacks and American Native Indlans receiving an informal

adjustment or recommended for further processing. Therefore,
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while decision making at thIS'point is age specific for blacks, a
ciear pattern of that effect is not evlident for whites and
American Native Indian#. Thus, black youth afe provided some
teniency in the form of release byt fhey are also the subjects of
harshness at_iﬁtake in coﬁparison to whites and American Native
Indians, regard]éss of age.

The third and fourth interactlon effect evident in column 4
of Table 3 reflects the leniency given to.blacks and American
-Nétive Indians. The third interaction is between blacks and
court authority while the.fourth Involves American Natlve Indians
and the severity of the offense. These relationships are
presented in Table 4; represeﬁted-by bart B and part C,
respectively. | |

Black youth arplmore likely than Ameri%an Native Indian and
egpecially, white yodth to ‘be released whitle under a previous
order of juvenile court supervision (eLg., probatlon?. American
Natlve Indians. however, are released at intake mere often the
other two grdups when charged with a felon (24% of American
Native Indians compared tb 18% of the blacks and 12% of the
whltes>.

The analyses up to fhis pﬁlnt Indicate that legal and
processing factors play a s}gnlficant-role in explalning decision
making at detention and intake.  However, the'strongest
associations at intake ar& the effects of befng black and
American Native Indian with age (Standardized estimates= .35 and

.31), followed by the additive effect of detention (Standardized
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Tabte 4. .Explanatlons of Inleraction Effects al Stage of intake.

PART A Outcomes at Intake Differentlated by Mean Age of Youth

and Race
- Informat
Race Release Adjustment Further Processing

White 14.67  14.33 15, 41
(n=90) - (n=353) (n=64)>

Black 12.88 132.37 15.22
(n=125> (n=274) {(n=76)

American  13.9] 12.89 - 14.66
Native {n=199) (n=695) (n=90)

Indlan‘

PART B  Youth Released leferentlated by Race and Court Author]ty

Court Authority

Race ) Yes - No

White N= & . - N="B4
' (7&1 . (93%)
Black N= 22 N=103
(1e%> azx)

American .
Natlve Indlan N= 13 N=186
« 7% (93%)>

Severity of Offense

Simple Ser lous Aggravated
Race HIsdemeanor " Mimdemeanor Ml sdemeanor - Felony
White N= 55 H= 17 N= 7 N= 11
(61%). (19%) (8%) (12%)
Bl ack Ne 77 N=1D N= 1g N= 22
(61%) (8%) 13%) (18%)
American  N=122 N= 19 . ylip N= 48
Nat | ve (61%) - (10%) {(5%) _ (24%)

Indlan
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ectimate= -.29), A sighlflcaﬁt Interaction éffect between gender
and American Natiﬁe Indian is also presenl at .detention.

In the flfth column of Table 3, very few of the variables are
associated with the declision to petitlon-yodth to court.
Juveniles not subject ‘to defention are less likely to be
petitioned (Standardized estimate= .58). A much weaker race
effect is also present (Standardlzed estimate= .14). Consistent
with the findinas from the blvarlate analyses, blacks are less
iikeiy than whlteslénd American Nafive'lndiéns to be petitioned.
Thus, at this staée 1n the procéedlngs blaék youth are treated
somewhat more leniently than whites and American Natlve Indians.

As indicated previously,.regfésslon models were not estimated
for the stages of éonéent decree_and'adjudlcation. The Jast
stage is represented bg Judicial disposltidn; Here, youth
subject to detention, blacks, older indlviduals, and persons
coming from a one parent household are associated with the
l1tkelihood of.receiving a judiclial dlsposltlon of a change of
placement/ transfer to adult court <(column 6 Table 3).

An interactive mode! that prodﬁced a significant lncrease In
the overall flt of the éddltlve mode! ls presented in column 7
Table 3. There are slgqlfiéant_interactlén effects by American
Native Indians for the impact of age and gender. Amer ican
Native Indians receiving the more.severe Judiclial dlsposition at
this stage are younge: than the whltes and b!acks who recelved a
similar outcome. This effect is second in strength to that of

belng black (Standardlzed estimate= 2.23 ccmpared to -2.38).
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Female American Naf{ve Indians are a}so more likely to
receive the more severe oufcome than black and white females.
This relationshlp |s made more clear in Table 5. There |t s
evident that although the-nuﬁber.of feméles given a sanction of a
change of placement/transfer is relatively small at 11, nine of

those were American Natlve Indians.'
- Summary

A goal of the present istudy was to assess what factors
influence decision makfng with!n‘the JUVgni]e Justice system |n
County B. One-legal.factof. thé severity of the offense was
strongly influential at fhe stages of detention and intake.
Youth who were involvéd In a more 'serijous offense were most
likely to be detained and referrecl on at intake. Detention
status was also a slgnzflcant predlctor of declslon maklng at
intake, petitlon, and Judlclal disposition. Persons held ln
detention at some polnt in the proceedings were |lkely to recelive
the most severe outcome at the above mentioned three stages.

Scocial factors, however, lhfluenqed case processing even
after controlling for the effects of legal varlabiles, Thesge
effects were often stronger_{han;the effects of the legal and
processing varlébles._ In particular, race, age, gender, and
family status played a signiflcant role at various polnts in the
decision making pProcess., -

Flndings from the blvariate analyses Suggest blacks and

especlally Hlspanlcs may be treated more harshly than othep s

'youth American Natlve Indxan vouths and white youths appear to



Table S. Youth'ﬁecelvlng a Judliclal Dlspositlon of Change of
Placement/Transfer_to Adult Court, Dlifferentiated by Race and

Gender
Gender

Race Male . Femaie
White . N=18 -

(100%>
Bl ack ' N=28 N=2

- (93%) (7%)
American N=22 . N=9

Native Indian - (B6%) (14%)
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be glveﬂ lenlency .throughmut the proceedings, especlally at
intake. Blacks are almost twice as iikely as whites, American
Native Indlans.'and Asians to move through the entire system and
recejve an ogtcome of é chahge_of placement/transfer.

Multivariate analyses suppcrt thé aésﬁmption that race may
account for the dlscrepancies in'case pfocessing. While black
youth under a previous order of copf; authority were treated
leniently at intake, dldér.blacks overall were treated slightly
mére harshly.than whltés and significatliy more so than American
Native Indians. American Nat]vé Indians and whites were the
recepients of leniencﬁ'in compar i son to.blacks at almost every
decision making stége. The two exceptlons are at the stage of
petition and judicial disposition.

Blacks received leﬁiency at pgtltionlwhile female BAmerican
Native Indians were'giveﬁ a.mo;e severe outcome than white and
black females af Judlelal disposipion. The effects of gender
were also evideﬁt at detention where mate American Native Indians

were more likely to . be ‘detained than female American Native

Indians. Older yoﬁth were treatéd more'harshly at detention,
intake, and Judicia{ disposition. Persons from single parent
family households were also treated more harshiy. In short,
legal and p;ocessing factors as weltl as extralegal variables

impact juvenijle Justice deqislon maklng In this particular

county.



CHAPTER €&
RESULTS: COUNTY C

The resuits frem bivariate and multivariate analyses of
Juven]le justice decision maklng in County‘C‘are reported and
discussed in this chdpter. The first step in the analysis
involves traqlng the movement of the youfh cohort from one stage
to another. " Zero-order correlations are_also provided to assess
iﬂe ektent legal, non]egél. aﬁdlprocesslng varlables are
assoclated with the Observed'dECiélon mak ing outcomes, Additlve
and interactlive modelsiére'tﬁen estimated to examine the
Influence of race on eedh declslon makiné stage in the

proceedings.
Movement Through the System

The movement of the-bphett.tgrouéﬁ the Juvenjle Justice
system from'the-inlt!al fefefrallto Judiclial disposition is
outlined in Table 1. Propor#ionsvare provided indicating the
severlity of the'dutcome(s> aE each'stage among and for each
racial group. A total of 1, 999 referral make up the initial
cohort. WwWhite youth comprlse 50% of the referrals, black 39%,
Hispanic 6%, Asxan 3%, .and American Native Indlan 1%. The
percentages are artlfacts of the sampllng procedure. However,
they allow for . asseasments of the- chang:ng of the racial
composition of the youth cohort as it moves from referral to each

stage in the proceedlngs.
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Detention is not practlced_that often (n=130). Only 6.5% of
all youth were held in detention at some point during the
proceedings.' However, dlscrepancles exist in who Is subject to
detention. Of.the Ameridan Native Indians., 33% were detained, as
were 13% of the-Hlspan[cs{ Thgse figures are quite high in
comparison to the 4.5%‘and_7%‘for whites.and blacks,
respectively. Changes are also évident in the size of the
cohort. The proportion of thtés detained 1s8'15.4% iower In
éémparison to their }nltlél rebqeéentatlon, while Hispanic
representation doubled (12% compared.to 6%).

In county C, most yéufh_ére-elther re]eased (54%) or receive
an informalladjﬁstment (Zéﬁ),' Of ‘the whftes. 34% recelued an
informal adJustﬁent COmparedito 24% for blacks, American Native
Indians, and Hispanics. Of the hglans.izék_received this
outcome. Onty 17% of-the-yoqth moved fufther Into the system.
The black representation iq the cohort moving further into the
system has increased b§ 5% (represented by thé more severe
outcome at this point), whl}ejthat-of white youth decreased by
6%, |

Youth who are npt ré]eased'or involved in an informal
adjustment but are Instead referred on are more than llkely to be
petitioned (95%). Only 17 cases were diverted away at this
stage. Keeping in mind this smallﬂnumbér. of the Hispanics, 83%
were petltioned compared ﬁo 97% of the blacks and 95% of the
whites.

In contrast to the ovther two counties, the congent decree s

often used. In fact, 59% of the youth at the stage of the
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consent decree recelve and/or agree to a formal adiustment. 0Of
the whites, 3B% Qe;e referred on in comparison to B3% of the
Amer ican Native Indians, 52% bf the Hispanics, and 50% of the
Asians. Thus, white youth wvere more likely than other youth to
receive a formal adjustment. - The broportion of white youth
moving on to the_néxt stage in the proceedings |s 41%, roughly a
9% decrease in their representatlon in the cohort ., Black youth
are stil] slightly oﬁerrepreSenteq by 3%. Very few differences
a;e evident among the ofhér groups in compgrison to their cohort
size at the beginniﬁg of the probeedlngs.

At the stage of adjudication, 94% ot al) youth are
adjudicated a delinquent. Comparisons'within raclal and ethnic
categories reveal that Hispanice and American Natjve Indians are
more likely than whites, blacks, and Asjans to receive the most
Severe outcome. All of the Hlgpanic (ﬁ= 10> and American Natlive
Indian youth (n= 5) webe‘found to be delinquent. Again, keep In
mind that only 8 Juvenites were qot adjudicated a detl inquent,
Thus, white youth are Still_underrepresented at this stage in the
process (-9%), while blacks are slightly overbepresented (+4%)>,

Judicial dispositions for vyouths adjudicéted del inquent
represents the Jast dec{sloh making stage in the pProceedings.
Change of placement or trénsfer to adult :ourt_occurs sllghtly
more frequent!y_(SS%) than the use of community-based treatment
as a sentencing a]tefnatlve.- Qf the whites, 47% receijved a
change of placement or waiver te adult court (n= 24 in contrast
to 64% for blacks (n= 38>, 33% for Hispanics (n= 3), 100% for

American Native Indians (n= 2) and 60% for Asians (n= 3). Thus,
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differential treatment appears to be éiven to whites relative to
other youth and in particulap; biack'?outh. .The size of the
cohort receiving the most,severe‘outcome at thls stage is as
follows: whites 34%; blaéks‘54%.'ﬁispanics 4%, American Native
Indians 3%, and-Aslaﬁs 4%. ée@ali; the composition of whites and
blacks in the cohort at the time of the inltial referral was 50%
and 39%, respectively. Hére,lthe-slze_of the white cohort was
reduced by 16% thle répresentation by blacks increased by 15%.
A{thaugh most Qouth do not go beyond-the stage of Intake, the
probabilijty of a black ybqth ﬁovlné on to the stage of judicial
disposition and receiving a'change of placement/transfer is much
greater than a white youth (Sa-compared to 2%).

In sSummary, results from the bivariate analyses suggest race
effects may be evident at various polnts in the proceedings.
Whites receive more.jenien; treatmént than ﬁinorlty youths,
especialily blacks'at Intake, to ‘some degfeé ét the stage of
consent decree, and élgnificantly at Jjudiclal disposition.
Hispanlic youth and American Hativé_lndlan youth appear to be
detained and adJudibaEed disproportionate in comparison to white,
black, and aslan_youth. Again, it is jmportant to note that the
overall number of Hlspaﬁicé, American Native Indians, and Aslans
at adjudication were small. The traciﬁg.of the raciat
composition of the.youth from referral to judicial disposition
also indicates that whites drop'out of the system and receive the
least severe outcome at various stages more often than blacks.

No cumulative effects are evident for the other raclal groups in

the studgy.
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Bivariate Comparisons Among Sccial, Legal and Processing Factors

In the bivariate'adaiyses. di fferences are apparent involving
race and decision making outcomes. These'assoclations. however ,
taken alone, do not prove facial bias. Past'and current
involvement with the juventile- Justlce system as well as age may
be factors that account for the observed decision makinag at
individuai stages or the changes |n the racja} composition of the
cdhort moving through the system _

Table 2 presents the zero—order correlatzonq of the variables
included in the analysis (the process of comparing two variables
to each other). Dummy varlables with whites as the reference
category were created and. included to aqsess the relationships of
race with legal; noniegal, and Processing variables.

Black youth evidgnce moré prior contacts with juvenile
Justice authorities jn contr&sf to white youth. 1n addition,
blacks are more likely than whites to héve 4 past disposition
that involved an adjudication of dellnquency or walver to adult
court. Persons most likely to be undér court authority at the
time of the current referral are black rather than white. White
Youth, however, appear to be charged with 4 more serlous offensge
than black youth. Associations also exlst between race and age,
gender, and famlly status. in contrast to blacks, whites are
older, male, and come from a two membef family household.

No differences are apparent in legal variables when Amerlican

Native Indlans are compared with whltes American Native Indian
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youth appear to be oldér and reside ih homes whére twoe persons
are present In contrast to white'youth.

Comparisons between hispaniés-and whites reveal that the
former aroup of youth ev[dénce mﬁre brfor referrals and serious
delinguent activity than the Jafter. Hispanic youth are more
likely to be male while wﬁlﬁe youéh are likely to come from one
parent households. |

Whites exhibit more prior contacts with the system than
Aéiéﬁs. In.add}tion,.whife yéuth'are Iinvolved in more serious
actijvity, In comparison to asians whites are also more likely to
be oider, ma]e, and come from one parent households.

The bivariate éorrelatloné of'£he ]ega].variables with each
of the decision making.points reveal the ‘expected relationships.
For example, persons with a greater number of charges at the tlme
of referral or those with a more serious of fense are likely to be
detained while youth not under court authorlty will most likely
be free of detention. Similar aSsdclations.are evident at
intake, petition,.consent decreé, adjudication. and judicial
disposition.

Age, gender, and famijly statﬁé are correlated with declsion
making at detentiﬁn-aﬁd intake, _Younger youth are less likely to
be detained or referred on for further proceésing at intake 1In
comparison to older youth. Females are less llkely than males
to be recommended for further brocesslng at intake. Last and to
Some degree somewhat surprisingly, youth from two member homes
are more likely to be detalned than those residing In single

family households,
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An aesegsment'éf the tlvarlate correlatlons of race with each
of the outcomes reveéls statistlcally significant assoclations.
Botﬁ American Natlve Indlan.and hispanic yau;h are more likely
than whites and asfané_to be detained during some point in the
proceedings. American Natlve Indians are also more likely to be
recommended for furthef prdcesslng at intake in comparlison to
whites., A positive associatibn ls evidént between being
hispanic and the likelihood of reiease at the stage of petition.
#‘negative relationship exists Eetween_hmerican Native Indians
ana consent decree. That s, American Native Indians are less
likely than whites to ﬁéceive/agree to a consent decree. At
Judiclal disposition, ghité youth are hofe likely than black and
American Native Indian Qouth to‘receiﬁe a senpence of
community-based treatment.. A positlve assoclatlon exists at this
stage with the dummy'variabje_hléﬁanié.

The stronéest correlates of aeciéioh mak ing are legal and
processing variables,_The strongést correletes - of judicial
disposition,'for-exampie..aré priar record (-.34) and court
authority (.24). In qomparisoh. the effects of the dummy
variables black (-.17), Ameriéan Native Indian ¢-.11>, Hispanic
(.12) and Asian_(-;ozi aré relativetly ueak; This patgern is
evident at each stage in the proceediﬁgs. However, the race
effect pertaining to the compgrlson of hispanic youth to white
youth with petition Is the strongest of the statistically
significant associations.

In summary, comparisons of the zero-order correlations

suggest that dlfferénces in legal, extfalegal. and processing
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variabies exist among white, black, Ametican Native Indian.
Hispanic, and Asian youth whiéh may or may not account for the
observed patterﬁs'in décislon making.” For exampie, the leniency
given to Hispanics at petition in compariscn to other racijal
groups may be fhe resu]t'qf tﬁe dlfferenées'in prior record or
the severity of the offense. _Each of these . variables is also
associated with'the.petition variable, Howevér. zero-order
correlations do not control for the influencé of other possible
iﬁfluential effects. Thﬁs. the next step in the analysis
estimated the effect of each indepéndent variable while
controlling simulténeously for the influence of other variables
to assess the extent to which these associations and other social

and legal factors influenced.each'outcome.
Multivariate Analyses

The logistic regreéslon results for each of the six decislon
making points in the juvenile Justice broceedings is presented in
Table 3, Addltlve.models were estimated as were models employing
Interaction effects. The results from interaction terms are not
reported because they dld not improve the overall chi-square fit
of the mode! over the estimates of the main effects,

The small number of Amerlcan Nat|ve 1ndian. Hispanic and
Asian youth preclude théir inclusion in the multivariate
analyses. Therefore, a dumm? variable represéntlng blacks with
whites as the refererce categpry'wés constructed and Included in

the regression models. Due to the large percentage of cases that
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resulted In petitlon (95%) and adjudlicatlion (94%), models were
not estimated for those specific stages in the.proceedings.

Column 1t In Tabie 3 presents the main effects from the
additijve model for the decision to detain or not to detain.
Individuals more likely to be'he1d.in cetention are: those who
have a greater nuﬁbe; of’paét_réferralé. yéuth who were
previously adjudicated a delinquent'or waived to adult court,
persons under court authority, aﬁd those who commit more severe
offenses Black youth are also more llle]y to be detained than
white yvouth. |

0f these assoclafions,-the stcrongest are with detention and
the severity of the_offenée (Sfandardized'estimate= .40) and
court authority (Standardlzed estimate= .20, The race effect is
relatively weak (Standardized‘estlmate; .10) but moderate in
strength in compariséﬁ_to the effects of prior record
(Standardized estlmate=ll0§J and past disposition (Standardlzed
estimate= .07). |

The next column in Table 3 provldés loglstic regression
results from the additjve moael for intAke ocutcomes. The
decision to recommend further processing at intake is influenced
by the same ]egal variableq that were sngniflcant at detentlon
Each of the relationships are in the positive d:rect]on.
However, youth charged'with-a greater number of offenses at the
time of the referral are alsd_iikely to move on to the next stage
in the proceedings. Interestingly} Juvéni]es who were not held
In detentijon were most likely to be recommended for further

Processing. HNo race effect js Present. QOlder youth, however,
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are more likely than younger Juﬁedilee to oo further into the
system. The age effect je the Qeakesf of Lhe significant
assacijiations (Standardized estiﬁate= .07 while the strongest is
with intake and.the geverfty of the cffense (Standardized
estimate= .39, |

Regression models were ndt estimated at petition and
adjudication. Therefore, column 3 tn Table 3 presents the
loa:stlc coeff1c1ents for the stage of consent decree. Here,
youth most like!y to receive the more_severe sanction at this
stage in the proceedingé are:- youfh wlth a-greater numher of
pPrior contacts with Juvenile court authorities, persons
previously adjudicated a delinquent/transferred, those charged
with a more serious-offense. and juveniles held in detention at
some point in the process. Df Lhese relatlothlps. the latter is
the strongest (Standardlzed estimates= .34 followed by the
severity of the offense (Standardlzed estimate- .30>. HNeither
race nor other extralegal effects are signiflcant with the
likelihood of receiving a_consenf‘decree.

Four signiflcadt effects are present at the judicial
disposition stage. de of those effects invdlve strong
associatlons with this stage and detetention status (Standardized
estimate= .70) and prior record (Standardized estimate= .52).
Youth not subject to detenfion and those with a less severe past
record are the llkely recipients of a lenlent judiclal
disposition,. Weaker but moderate relationships also exist at
this stage with gender kStandardized estimate= .30) and family

status (Standardized estimate= .26). Females and youth coming
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from a4 eingle parent househnolrd are llkely to.recelve a senternce
Involving community-based treatment rather than an order cf a

change of placement/transfer to adult court.
- Summary

In this county, most referrals droo'out at the stage of
intake with youth most-often'released. .Uf those youth who ago
beyond the stage of intake; they most Ilkely will be petitioned.
Some vyouths are dlverted away f*om the adjudication stage at the
point of consent decree. Juveniles referred on from there most
often are adJudzcaLed a dellnquent. S]Jght]y over half of the
vyouth at judicial dzsposit:on receive'the mofe Severe outcome of
a change of placement/transfer to adult court.

The probabi[itieo of golng further into the system and
receiving the most sovere ouﬁcome'at judioiai disposition is
greater for bhlacks thdn whites. Legal variables appear to
account for most of the diffeoences in case processing. Legal
variables and detent;on status were most strongly associated with
decision making at various stages throughout the proceedings. In
particular, the serlousnesq of the offense was a significant
predictor of-the_severlty of the outcome at .detention and intake.
Similar effects were aloo present at consent decree and Judiciatl
disposition. However, these were second in strength to those of
detention status. Youth held - in detention were not likely to
recejve lenlent outcomes at either of these two stages, Lenlency

was provided to youth who had been detained at intake,
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As previously discussed, the éffects of detention may be
overestimated al the bgginﬂigg stages of.thé proceedings due to
the operationalizaéjon of the‘variab]ef Therefore, the observed
race effect at the stage of detention, (as other effects), should
be viewed with caution. In a&dltipn. a'véry small percentage of
Yyouth have been detalned kE.Sk)Tj Keeping these points in mind,
It is important to discﬁss the relatlonshlps that appear to exlst
between race, détention statds,_and.declsion mak ing outcomes.

‘ Race may have an indirect efféct‘on casg'processing. via its
direct effect on aeﬁention. Blacks were ho;e likely to be
detained than whifes even after controlling for legal and other
nonlegal variables. Although no signlificant association was
found with race and other stages in the pfoceedings. the effects
of detention status were cons?stently significant and strong at
every stage, eépeclal}y at the latter stage of Judlclal
disposlition. Thus, the fotal_impact of race on declision making
may be obscured by the-effecté of previous decisions or in this
situation, the decislon to detaln or not detain. Simllar
arguments have been made bquthérs studying case processing in
both the juvenile and criminal Justice éystems (e.g., Bortner and
Reed, 1985; Bishop and Frazier, 1988; Llzotte, 1978).

In additian to the éoéslbllLty of an 1ndirect race effect on
case process}ng; sevéra] othpf nnnlegal factors were Influential
at intake and Judlclal-dlspbsltlon. Youth who were older
received more severe outcomes at intake, thle females and

Juvenijiles from Intact households were glven lenient treatment at
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Judiclal dispasition. Theae effects were weaker than those of

the legal variables and detention status.



CHAPTER 7
SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

The objective of this research was to assess the extent that
race influenced juvenile justijce qeclslon making In three
counties in the stéte’ﬁf iowa. Before thg ihpact of race on case
pProcessing was éxamlned; howevef. each county was compared to
determine simllaritles'and'dlfférences in legal and noniegal
factors. and case outcomes. This task.was_accomp!lshed with
bivartate (tﬁo-way)'comparlsons-using_crdsstabu]ations.
Jurisdictional.differencgs wére'evldent in a number of variabies.

The process of estimating the'effeét of a variable while
simultaneously contro]tfng for- the effects of other variables was
then performed using mutllvapiatq ana!ysés.‘ This procedure was
conducted with Iogistlé regression for the purpdée of examining
the effect of race énd other'factprs on.caselﬁrocesslng oztcomes,
The findings suggesf-race and other nonlegal factors impact case
processing in ‘each county. 'Legai and propeséing varliables are
also assoclated_with_décisldn_méklng outcomes.  In each instance,
the effects and_thelf stréngth vafy by the stage in the
proceedings and the_éounty obsbrvéd.

In this chapter, fhe findings -from hoth anaiyses are

Summarized. The implications of the results are also discussed,

Summary

County Comearisors Not Contrellina for Race Effects: Results

from the bivarlate analyses Indicate county simllarities and

78
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differences.]n case pfocessing. -In each of the counties. the
practice of detention . is se ldoml y used._'Iﬁ addition, each
appears to djvert referrals away from the system at jntake.
Youth who are nut.reieased Oor receive an informal adjustment at
intake are most likely pefitioned, adjudicated a del inquent, and
receive a judicial disbosition of a change of placement/transfer
to adutt court; "This pattern is evldent in al] three counties.
Al though QJmilarltlES exlst in case process;ng, there are
some exceptions. qu example, County 6 Ils more ilkely than the
other two counties to refer juveniles to the stage of petition.
County C is most likely to simply pelease‘youth. but it is also
the least likely to use'ihformal‘adjustments as a means of
handl ing referrals when compared wlth County A and County BR.
Of the three countneq Juvenlles‘have a better chance of not
being petitioned jn County B. Coﬁsent decrees or formal
adjustments are utilized Inore ofteh in Couhty C in contrast to

the other two counties.

QQHELX_QQmQﬁrjsons Controlling for Race Fffects: These resuits

are summarizeéed in Table 1. In County A, legal factors had a

slgnificant impact on declsion ﬁaking et every staae in the
Proceedings. More speclfically and as expected, youths who were
involved in a mere seribﬁs'offense; Juvenlles charged with a
greater number of offenses; and persons who had more prior
referrals were likely to recelve the most severe outcome at each
stage. Detention status was also .a8sociatea wth decision maklng
at intake and consent decree. Although weaker In thelr Impact,

social factors still Influenced case‘prbcessing even after
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Tablte 1. The Effects of Legal and NHonlegal Varlables on Juven|le
Justice Declslon Making In Thres= Countles in lowa (Summary of Resulta)

County A’ County B Caunty C
EFFECTS*
STAGES
Detentlon Legal Legal Legal
Gender . Race/Gender® Race
: - Age Age
Intake Legal Race/Age Legat
‘Detentlon - Detention Detentlon
‘Race Race/Court Authority Age
Age Race/Severlty
of Offense
" Legal
Petition Legal . Detention -—-c
Race
Cartgent Decree Legatl ——— Iieteant ton
Detent fon Legal
Adjudicatlon Lega) -— -—
Judiclal , . ,
Diepoaition- Legal - Race/Age Detentlon
Age Detentlion Legal
. Gender Race/Gender Gender
Famlily statusa Famliy
gstatus

a. Order of effecta ta by strength
b. Race Interaction effect
c. Too [ew cases In categories to do analysis
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controlling for the effects of Iegal'variables in County A.
Females were more likely than males to be detalned and recelve a
Judicial dlSpOSltlon of a change of placement/transfer to adult
court. Blacks and plder Juveniles were disproportionately more
likely to be referred on at intake than whites and younger
Juveniies. OQlder youth were also more likely to receive a more
Severe outcome at. Jud1c1al disposition

The severlty of the of fense was lnfluentlal at the stages of
detention and xntake in County B.. Persons held in detention at
S5ome point in the proceedings were also more'iike]y to receijve
the most severe outéome at intake, petition,. and Judicial
disposition. Despitg the significance of the lega) factors,
however, the effects of race and other'nonlega} variables were
often stronger. Amerlcan Native Indxan youths and white youths
appear to be glven leniency throughout the pProceedings,
especially at intake. Tﬁe practice of lenient treatment is
evident by the finding,th&t American Native Indians charged wlth
a2 felon were more likefy than.similarly charged groups to be
released at intake. 00eréil; Américan Native Indians and whites
are substantlalily less likely than blacks to move through the
entire system and'regeive'an oﬁtcﬁme of a chénge of placement/
transfer to adult court,

The effect of being black on case outcome at Intake js
conditioned iIn part by age and whether the vouth was under court
authority at the tlme of the referral. Older Youth, older black
youth jn particular. were |ikely to be referred on at this stage.

It is important to note that age explains some but not all of the
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discrepancy in case processing at this.point. For example, youth
comparable in age to.black yduth were not recommended for further
processing. In additién,'whrtés who were released at thils point
were older than blacks_who.moved'further into the system.
Leniency was given to-black youth under a previous order of court
autherity. Blacks also received lenjenry at .petition.

Race/gender and race/age effects were present at detention
and judicial dlsposltlon.- Male Amerlcan Native Indians were more
iikely to be detained than female‘American Native Indians.

Fematle Amerfcan‘Natlye Indlans.'howevgr. were glven a more severe
outcome at Jjudicial disposition than white and black females,
though the overall number of femafes receiving this outcome was
smali. American Natlve Indians who were given the more severe
outcome at Judicial dispoSftlon Qere,?ounger than other youth who
made it to this point in the procegdiﬁgsf Persons from one
single parenl householdé were alsb treated more harshily at the
dispositlonai stage in the proceedings in Céunfy B.

The seriousness of the offénse was a significant predictor of
the severity of'theloutcome at detentiﬁn and intake In County C.
Similar effects were also preéent at coﬁsent decree and judiclal
disposition. Howgver. these weré Qeqond {n strength to those of
detention status. Youth held in detentlon were not likely to
receive lenient outcomes at élthep df these two stages. Leniency
was provided to.youth who had beén detained at intake.

Black youth wére more likely than white youth to be detalned.
Although no other race effect with decision making stages was

evident, race appears to have an indirect effect non case
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processing through detention. The effects of detention status
were consistently signifipant and strong at every stage,
especially at the latter stage of judicial disposition. Thus,
the total-impacﬁ of face on decisjion making may have been
obscured by the effects of preVIOQS declsions or in this
situation, the decIsicﬁ té detain_(see alsp,.e.g.. Bortner and
Reed, 1985: Bishop and Frazier, 1988; Lizotte, 1978). In part,
this may explain why-bfacks were-dispropurtionately more likely
ihan_whites to go through the system ahd'receive a case outcome
of change of-blacemént/transfer to adult court.

In addition to the indirect‘effect of race on case
processing, several other_noniega{ facéors were influential at
various stages in the éfoceedings.. Youth who were older recejved
a gsevere outcome intake, while fgmales'ahd juveniles from singie
parent households recefved lenlgncy at judicial disposition.
These effects were weaker_than thpse of the ]égal variables and
detention status,

In summary, the findings_from the present analyses suggest
that each of the three counties differ in case processing and In
what factors-influenée‘Juﬁenile justice decision making. Common
characteristics, howéver. aré the'presencg of race and gender
disparities in case odtcomes. Although there are a few
exceptions, black youth are tfeated more harshly than white and,
when applicable, than American Native Indian youth. Females
recejve both harshness and leniency. The race and gender effects

are conditioned by the county andAétage examined. In addition,
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other factors impact;ﬁjth:race and gender to affect the decision

making process. -
Discussion

The resuits.c}eafly suggest tﬁatlyouth are treated
differently depending upoh'thelr'racel gender, age, and family
status. Because' of the underlylng philosophy of the juvenile
Justice system, - the concept of gg;gng_gg;;lgg . however,
éfféfts to Identlfy and understand pattefns ofldecision making or
arrive at conclﬁslyé evldence-bf blas Is difficult. Matza
(19645, for-example; suggests that an émphasis on parens patrjae
means "everything counts® In juvenile_couft‘declslons. Thus,
Juvenile Justlcelpersonnef-ha§e é Qide range of discretion in
arciving at decisions. Therefoée,.a multitude of factors may be
used by Juvenlle court officers ln arrivlng at a decislon as to
what to do with & youth. .

For example, it 15 poséible that &oungéf persons are treated
more leniently than older youth.because they are seen as
deserving of a 'secona chance"; they afe_more amenable to
treatment than older ycuth Q{mllarly. if is also possible that
the quality of the family life rather ‘than the structure of the
famlly may exp!aln why this variable has Inconsistent effects
across countles; or why p]acks are treated more harshly tn
certain sltuations than'in.others: or why femaies receive either
more harsh or lenient ocutcomes. Black'youths and females may
have come from environments where iove and supervision were

absent, irrespective of thé,numbef_of'mémbers.present In the
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home . This may also éxplain th defentibn status plays a
significant role In case processing, especlalily In County B andg
County C. |

Alternatlvely. the race and gender effects may be the result
of racial and sexual blases concernlng "effective treatment”, or
a "good home", propernsuperv131on qr "appropriate conduct"
e.g., Willie, 1991; Cheéney-Lind 1977). These blases may
account for the finding that black youth in all three counties
are treated more harsh}y than other youth It |s possible that
black youth, for example, may be retalned in the system longer
than other youth in order to "teach them a lesson";: a lesson that
black youth may ‘not receive zf they were simply released or
agreed to an 1nformal,adjustment. .Juétjfiéation for this bellef
may rest on the assumption that biacks cdme from environments
where Supervision is lacking or iﬁappropriate behavior
encouraged. In some situéfions these beliefs may be augmented by
age. The finding'iq Cuunty B suggests that émenabi]ity to
treatment js age speclffc‘for bla&ks but not for other youth,
That is, Juvénile couét-personne] appear'tc.adhere to value
Judgments concerniﬁg clder blaﬁks that differ jn comparison to
whites and,  when apﬁlicable, Amerlcan Natjve Indians of similar
age. _- ‘

Admittedly, It is also posslbte that .blacks may not be as
willing to admit gullt and/or agree to informal adjustments at
Iintake as whltes or American. Natlve Indians Statements such as
"I did not do lt, someone else dlg* or °l do not agree with the

Stlpulations of the informal adjustment, I want to go to court"
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may be seen as an unwillingness to accepf responsibility for
wrongful conduct, Thus. instead of befng released or receiving
an informal adjustment black ?outh_arg instead referred further
into the system.

The unwillingﬁess to cooperate may explaln why a
disproportionate rumber of biack youth go beyond this stage in
the proceedings; If this Is trué.-questlons_then arise as to
whether youth are'5r¢§en further_intd the system because of a
ﬁéed'for treatment or punlshmenf. Youth may.be punlshed for not
complying with organfzatioﬁal expectatjons. If this is
occurring, cases may be goling further into the system that lack
evidence to Qarrant such actlion. Findings from the present study
provide some support for thls.assumpthn.

In County A, the-face effect af intake and not at Jjudicial
dispostition, for'exampfé. 5uggésts'that the latter stage may be
used as a method to reqplfQ biases occurring ear}ier in the
system. Recall, up to the polnt of tﬁe Judiclal disposition
black youth were disproportiénaté!y overrepresented in the
proceedings. After ihe dlsposigponal stage, however, their
representatioﬁ in the cohort-drqmatléélly-decreased. Thus, It Is
possible that Juvenlle_cogrf Judges at this stage are faced with
a dlspropartfonaté number of_black yaouth where the legal criterla
to justify the more“lntrusivé tcase outcome Is lacking t(e.g.,
Hepburn, 1978; Dannefgr and Schutt, 1982: Brerton and Casper,

1981-82).
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Impllcatlons

The implications.of the‘eesearch center on the importance of
focusing an mu]ﬁiple stages in‘juveniie justice proceedings to
assess race and gende: effects. fhe find}ngs support Bishop and
Frazier (1988),-Pppe-and Feyephetﬁ <199Ub) and cthers” (e.g.,
Dannefer and Schutt, 1982)‘conteﬁtion tﬁat the fallure to do so
may lead to false conclusions regarding ;he ianuence of
eitralegal factors on declsion making. Additlonal support is
also providea for the-argumeht-thet the greetest disparities in
case processing may‘occur befofe formal court intervention, such
as at intake (Pope end Feyerherm, 19905: §3-54; Bortner and Reed,
1985). Race effects were preeent at this'stage In two of the
three counties exam!lned. _- .

Similarly. the findings from this study also suggest that
future research'in.thls area.should-distingeish between youth who
receive a straight release from those who agree to participate in
some kind of divefsibn short of the fillng'of the petition and
persons who are recommended for further processing. Failure to
differentiate betweeﬁ muttiple case uuicomes at a decision making
stage may obscure race effects; In this eituation. if the
ocoutcome at ietake was categorized'as simply Eelease/use of
dliversion verses further court processing, information would not
have been provided ind{qating.blacks were underrepresented in the
informal adjustment oufcome. |

Although the smali -number of Hispanic and Aslan youth

Included In the present research was too small to permit
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extensive empirical analyses;‘bré1lminary asééssments suggest
that researchers differentiate aﬁdng minority youth rather than
collapsing them into one g]ﬁbal éategory._ In the present study,
Hispanic youth were treated more.harsh!y than all other youth in
County B, while no sﬁcﬁ effgbt waé present in County C. The
finding that American Natlveilhdlén youth received leniency in
comparison to blacks_iﬁ'CounEy B alsq highllights the need to
refrain from thg assumpt}ﬁn tﬁat alllminority vyouth are treated
alike within the juvenlle.Justlcé system.

The results from the curfent reséarch also shed light on the
importance of idenfifyiﬁé‘and.contfolling fdr Juridictional
differences in Juvenilé_justice decision -making. Legal factors,
detention status, race and gender effects not only differed in
their strength and lmpor@ance but differential patterns of case
processing were alsb evlqent in each county.

Finally, £he rgséargh-design'emplﬁyed here represents a first
step in the study.of the lanueﬁce of faée.and other nonlegal
factors on juvenile justice decision making in three counties In
the state of Iowa. There_aré essentially two areas that need to
be expanded. ‘ -

The flrst concerns the need to do further analysis of race
and Juvenile Justlce'declsfon making in additional counties. The
inclusion of more counties wouid allow fﬁr greater
representatliveness and for'further Inquiry into the case
processing of niot only blacks'bﬁt Hispanics.

The use of intervfews with juvenile court officlals, such as

probation officers andljudges. is a second area for further
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exploration of the issues rajsed here These-individuals need tc
be given the opportun;ty to provide input bégarding the findings
reported here. This couid'possibly help contextualize and/or
Support or negate thé explanations givén_here to account for the
observed race'and sex bias iﬁ case pfocesélng.

The need for this type of research is made evident by the
finding that Juvenlle court offlclals in each of the countles
examined appear.to-app[x d!fferent phi]osophies of Justice or
treatment iIn handllng_ybuth. 'Thinklng.of these varying
philosophies in terms of é contiﬁuum._County B would fall on the
left indicative of a paterné!istﬁc approach, whereas County C
would lie more to the right rebgesentatlng a'legalistic
perspective. County A appears to rest jn the mlddle of the
cont i nuum, characterlzed by both a legal and treatment
Philosophy, as évident-by.thp use .of infofma] adJustments and a
willingness to_fefer'ybuth further into the system. Courts on
the ieft often perm:t dlSCFetandFY deb151on making where
extralegal factors may be.influentxal while those more to the
right tend to base decislons more on the juvenlile’s behavior than
on extralegal considerétlbﬁq-(Wa;gel' 1989:173),

leferences in the perceptlons of the bpurpose and/or
functioning of the Juvenl]e court could a1d in the understandlng
of why race and other factors are zmportant in the decision
making process. For example, in County B It was foundg that
American Native Indians were treated more Ienlently than blacks
at intake. Discussions with the chief Juvenlie court officer of

that county in the early beglnnlngs of the project revealed that
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their policy was'tc'réfer Amer ican Nétive'lndians te another
agency rather than recommend further court-invo]vement. The
Justification for this practice rests:on the beljef that Amer|ca;
Native Indian vyouth do not résﬁond well to our system. This
revelation provides added meanlng to the discrepancies in the
cage processlng of.these‘youth lnlcomparison to other juvenjles.

It also argues_for,an.extensjon of the research reported here.
Conclusion

Legal factors, race and‘gender.influsnce Juvenile justice
decision making. ‘The axtent each of ‘these impact case processing
is dependent upoq the county - and the suage in the Proceed!ngs
studied. Further research that _includes larger sampies of
Hispanic youth in. the analyses and Incoporates Interviews would
greatly enhance not only the. credltablllty of the current
research but the findings from that study would then atlow for
the development of speciflc policy recommendations to rectify

face and gender. dlsparitzes in Juvenx}e Justice decision making.



Distributions of ‘Variables for

Appendix 1, County A.
Blacks
Varlables Vajue Category N % X STD Range
GENDER o
0 Male . 587 71.3
1 Female ' 236 28,7
EDUCATION 1 4 . .5
2 9 - 1.1
3 19 2.3
4 22 2.7
5 29 3.5
6 - 38 4.6
7 76 9.2
8 136 16.5
9 148 18.0
10 127 165.4°
i1 B4 10.2
12 , ‘ 8 1.0
88 No Information 123 14,9
AGE
& 2 .2
7 2 2
'8 - 5 .6
4 i6 1.9
10 27 3.3
11 21 2.6
12 36 4.4
13 - 46 5.6
14 3 11.3
15 134 16.3
i6 181 22.0
17 252 . 30.6
18 8 1.0
SCHOOL STATUS _ o .
1 Attending ) 433 52.6
2 Attending but . '
’ probliems = .= 148 18.0
3 NonattendLng - 81 9.8
4 Other : 55 6.7
. 8 12.9

No lnformat{on 1086

91
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Blacks
Variables Value Category N % STD Range
NUMBER OF
SIBLINGS
0 - B7 10.5
1 124 15.8
2 167 20.3
3 130 15.8
4 109 13.2
5 71 8.6
6 29 .3.5
7 31 3.8
8 11 1.3
9 5 .B
10 3 .4
11 -2 .2
t2 . - 3 .4
88 Noinformation 5I 6.2
MOTHER
EMPLOYMENT '
1 Yes 247 30.90
2 No 196 23.8
8 Noinformation 380 46.2
FATHER
EMPLOYMENT
1 Yes 225 - 27.3
2 No _ ' 76 9.2
8 Nolnformation 522 63.4
FAMILY STATUS _ . '
0 Two member 230 27.9
1 One member 593 72.1
NUMBER OF PRIOR
CRIMINAL OFFENSES
3.1 0-22



Appendix 1. continued County A

Blacks

Variahles

Value Category N

STD

93

Range

LAST CRIMINAL OFFENSE

TYPE-MOST SERIOQUS

2 Burglary~

1

3

10

11
12

13
14
15
i6

17

LAST CRIMINAL

OFFENSE

DA W N

WO N U s

"Thefi/unauthor.’

use _' 195

.break.&'enter} 60 -

Disorderiy
conduct/j-walk/

- obstruction/ -
crim. mlschief 46

Bggrav. assualt 19

Crim. trespass 25

Recelving stolen

. property c———

Resisting arrest/
escape -

. Robbery

Carrying -a }
concealed weapon
Drug/alcohol

Simple assualt . 4
Rape/sexual

assault
Prostitution/
sollicltlng - 1

Forgery/fuffi 2

Yandailsm -——-
Indecent :
exposure -

Arson _ - 5.

Simpie

- mlsdemeanor 223

Serlous :
mlsdemeanor =~ . 54
Aggravated
mlsdemeanor . 56
Class A felony ---
Ciass B felony 7
Class C felony 63
Class D felony 21

Not applicable 399 -

2
8
6
offense . . 8
5
2

‘ml\_J(n
L= A\

-

"

Ul =
N o

.
[y

- —

oMn
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Appendix 1, cont | nued County A

Blacks
Variables Value Category : N % X STD Range
PAST DISPOSITION o
1 "Adjudicated
dei lnguent/ o
walved to aduilt . .
court. ' 114 13.9

2 - No adjudicatlony
no waiver to .
. adult court .709 86.1

IF COMMITTED CRIME,

WAS PERSON STILL

UNDER COURT AUTHORITY : :
0. Yes 188 22.8
1. No. B35 7.2

LENGTH OF TIME
IN JUVENILE
COURT (DAYS)
201.4 402.9 0-4921

NUMBER OF
CURRENT CHARGES '
- 685

1 . 83.2"
2 9%  11.7
3 28 3.4
4 - 11 1.3
5 1 |
6 1 1
7 1 .1
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Appendix 1.
Blacks
Variables Value Category . - N % STD Range
MOST SER!OQUS CURRENT
CRIMINAL OFFENSE
1 Theft/unauthor . :
uge 392" 47:.6
2 Burglarv/ )
break.8 enter. 102 12.4
3 Disorderiy - - : .
conduct/ j-walk/ -
obstruction - 100 2.2
4 Aggrav. dssault 42 5.1
5 Crim. trespass 22 2.7
& Recelving stoten '
-property - — ——
7 Registing arrest ¢ .7
8 Robbery - . 20 2.4
4 Carryling a ' _
concealed weapon12 1.5
10 Drug/alcohol :
: - offense 30 3.6
11 Simple assault 76 9.2
12 Rape/sexual
assault 11 1.3
13 Prostitution/ ) :
sollclting 1 .
14 -Arson : 2 .2
15 Forgery/fuffl 4 .5
ds Vandallem . 1 .1
17 Murder 1 Wl
18 Vehlcutar - .
homiclde ——— -—
19 ~Indecent : ,
exposure o1 1
MOST SERIOQUS
CHARGES ' . _ :
0. Property 651 80.1
Person - 162

1.
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Blacks
Variablesg Value ‘Category N % STD Rang
SERIOUSNESS OF -
CRIMINAL OFFENSE
1 Simple _ .
- mlsdemeanor . 438 53.2
2 Serious
mlsdemeanor 88 10.7
3 Aggravated - - : .
misdemeanor’ 107 - 13.0
4 Class A felony 5 - .6
S Class B felony 17 2.1
6 Class C felony . 122 14,8
7 ~Class D felony 4g 5.6
SERIOQUSNESS OF
CRIMINAL OFFENSE 1] ,
0 Simpie ) '
misdemeanor 432 51.3
1 Serlious i
‘ m!sdemeanor - 88 10.8
2 Aggravated
misdemeanor i0E 13.0
3 Felony 187 23.0
INTAKE _ : ,
1 Release 118 14.3
2 Informal
adjustment 362  44.n
3 Further court
' pProcessing 343 41.7
STAGE INTAKE
DETENTION o :
1 Yes .38 4.6
2 No 785 95. 4
PLACE DETAINED
AT STAGE - :
1 Home detent)on S - .6
2 Youth shelter 5 B
3 Detent|on
: facli|ty 11 1.3
4 Combination of '
1,2,3 ' - -
5 Jall 15 1.8
9 Not applicable 785 95. 4
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Blacks
Varltables Value Category N % STD Range
PROBATION
SUPERVISION - ,
1 Yes 156 . 19.0
2 No 667 81.0
PETITION - : , : .
1 Yes : 314 38.2
2 No ' - 29 3.5
9 Not appllcable 480 - $B.3
WHY NO - : . '
PETITION _ :
1 Out of court- .
gettiement’ i1 . 1.3
2 Not enough
evidence 12 1.5
3 Moved away/ran
away/Jolned - . .
services 6 S
9 Not applicable. 794 ©96.6°
WAIVER TO ADULT
COURT ST o _
1 Yes 62 7.5
2 No _ 19 2.3
3 Walver .
. stipulation 3 |
9 Not applicable . 739 89.8
INITIAL
APPEARANCE o _ _
1 Contested - 74 9.0
2. - . Uncontested . 178 21.6
' Not applicable . 571" '69.4
INITIAL APPEARANCE
DETENTION _
1 Yes . 9 1.1
2 No "B14 98.9
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Appendix 1. continued County A
Blacks
Variables Value Category N % . STD Range
PLACE DETAINED
AT INITIAL
APPEARANCE : .
2 Youth shelter. 4 .5
3 Detention
faclilty 2 .2
4 Combination of
1,2,3 1 .1
5. Jail .1 .1
9. Neot applicable 815 .99 1
CONSENT DECREE :
1 Yes 74 . 9.0
2 No - _ 178 21.6
Q@ Not applicable 571 669.4
PROBATION
SUPERVISION
1 Yes 33 4.0
2 No o0 96.0
ADJUDICATION : '
1 Yes .7 181 22.0-
2 No. - 27 3.3
Qo Not applicable 615 - 74.7
WHY NO T - '
ADJUDUCATION
1 Out of court .
settiement 15 1.7
2 - Not enough.
- evidence 12 1.5
< Not applicable 796 96.8
ADJUDICATION
DETENTION
1 Yes _ 9 1.1
2 No Bl4- 98,9
PLACE DETAINED
AT ADJUDICATION
STAGE :
1 Home detentjon i .1
2 Youth shelter 3 .4
3 Detention '
facillty 4 .5
Q? Not applicable 815 0

99.
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Blacks
Variables Value Category N % STD Range
PROBATION
SUPERVISION _ '
1 . Yes 9 11.7
2 No . 727 ®88B.3
HOME OF RELATIVE -
OTHER THAN
GUARDIAN _ .
1 Yes 7 - .9
2 No Bi6 99.1
GROUP HOME/
FOSTER HOME . : _
1 "Yes : 14 1.7
2 No - B09 98.3
RESIDENTIAL
SETTING .
1 . Yes 12 1.5
2 No 811 98.5
TRAINING
SCHOOL _
1 Yes 41 . . 5.0
2 No 782 5.0
DISPOSITION
TYPE ) _ - :
1 Placement/transfer
toadutt court 135 16.4.
A . Communlty based '
treatment 104 12.6
71.0

9 ~ Not applicable 584
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Blacks
Varijable Value Catégory ' N % X STD Range
DETENTION
(composite) ) S
1 Yes 44 5.3
2 ' . No 779 4.7
GENDER OF
PROBATION
OFFICER : _ .
1 Maie 367 44 .6
2 . Female 456 55.4
RACE OF PROBATION _
OFFICER :
1 White 479 58.2
2 Black 76 9.2
8 No Informatjon 268 32.6
LEGAL COUNSEL '
1 - Court appointed 249 30.3
2 Obtained 11 1.3
9 ~ No Informat ion 68. 4

-563
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Appendix 1. Distributions of Variables for County A.

Whites

o
>

Variables Vadlue Category - N STD Range

GENDER : ' .
0 Male . 996
1 Femalq o 211

=
~J o
It n

EDUCATION

11

2

113
175
- T 246
10 227
11 - : 214
15

—

VLI U A WA -
[\Y
[
U—HHNH
RO A DU

UNNDANANYOAAN

88  No Informatlon

AGE

|
1
4
I
!
I

132

N
)
=]
WKt
NUI= RO = -

430
29

= &

LR UNOCOVAOCALDANN

SCHOOL STATUS -
: Attendling 663
Attending but ;
_‘problems 237
Nonattending ~ 113
Other 94
No informatlon 104

- @
£

@b W N
0 -~J-0-Q
hUilsad 0
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Appendix 1. ¢ontinued-Cpunty A

Whites
Variables vailue Category _ N % X STD  Range
NUMBER OF _
SIBLINGS ' ‘
0 108 - . 8.9
1 321 26.6
2 298 24.7
3 . 240 19.9
4 109 .0
5 - B2 4.3
6 18 1.5
K 13 1.1
8 10 .8
¢ 2 .2
10 2 .2
11 2 .2
12 - 1 1
88 No Informatlon 31 2.6
MOTHER _ _
EMPLOYMENT ' , '
1 Tes 582 ° 48.2
2 No S 315 26.1
8 No information 310 - 25.7
FATHER
EMPLOYMENT R _
1 Yes : . 752 62.3
2 No _ . 98 8.1
8 No Information 357 _ 29.6
FAMILY STATUS T y '
0 Two member 710 58.8

1 One member - 497 41.2

NUMBER OF PRIOR .
CRIMINAL OFFENSES
: 1.5 2.5 0-18



Appendix 1. continued bounty-A
Whites

Varlables Value Category - . N

o

STD

103

Range

LAST CRIMINAL OFFENSE )
TYPE-MOST SERIOUS - _
1 ‘Theft/unauthor.

. use 214 17.8
2. Burgtary/
break.& enter. 108 . 8.9
3 Disorderty . . ‘
.conduct/j-walk/
obstruction/. ) :
crim. mischief 89 7.4
4 Aggrav. assualt 7 .6
5 Crim. trespass 28 2.3
6 Recelving stolen
property. 2 2
7 Resisting arrest/ .
 escape _ 12 1.0
8 Robbery ‘ 2 2.
9 Carrylng a -
concealed weapon 3 .2
10 Drugralcohol '
offense , 69 5.7
i1 Simple assualt 33 2.7
12 Rape/sexual _ _
C assault -3 .2
13 Prostitution/:
' solliciting 2 .2
14 Forgery/fuffi 1 .1
18 Vandalism 3 .2
16 ' Indecent. _ )
' exposure - 1 .1
17 Arson . m—— eaa
LAST CRIMINAL
OFFENSE
1 Simple :
- misdemeanor -283. 23,
2 Ser ious .o .
mlsdemeanor 87 ° 7.2
3. Aggravated ' -
mnlsdemeanor 63 5.2
4 Class A felony 1 .1
5 Class B felony. 5 .4
6 Class C felony 104 B.6
7 Class D felony 34 2.8
B8 2.2

Not applicable 630 5
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Whites
Variables Value -Category : - N . %X X STD Range
PAST DISPOSITION AU
1 Adjudicated
del| lnquent/
~walved to adult '
court” . 151 12.5
2 No adjuducation/
no walver to _ :
aduit court. 1056 87.5
IF COMMITTED CRIME,
WAS PERSON STILL : _
UNDER COURT AUTHORITY :
¢ Yes : 286 23.7
1 No : ‘ 921 76.3
LENGTH OF TIME
IN JUVENILE
COURT (DAYS)
150.0 306.4 0-3061
NUMBER OF
CURRENT CHARGES
1 991 82,1
2 131 in.e
3 - 50 4.1
4 22 1.8,
5 3 .2
6 5 4
v 4 .3-
8 1 .1



Appendix 1. continued County A

Whites

Variables

Value Catedory_" N

-~

STD

105

Range

MOST SERIOUS CURRENT

CRIMINAL OFFENSE

1
2

o~ s

10

11

12

13

14

15

16
17
18

19

MOST SERIOUS

CHARGES

0

1

Theft/unauthor.

~ use . -, 431
Burglary/. R
break.& enter. 169

Disorderly
conduct/j-walk/

obstruction . 173

Rgarav. . assault 16

Crlm. trespass .- 59

Recelving stolen

propecty = . - 2.
Resisting arrest 10

Robbery . ' Q

Carrying a )
coencealed weapon 9

Drug-alcohol '

- opffensge .- 188
Slmple assault - 108
Rape/sexual L

assault. 12
Prostltutlon/ -
solicltln 1
Arson : 4
Forgery/fuff| 11
Vandal ism |
Murder 2
Vehicular

homicide 1
Indecent

exposure 1
Property : 1022

Person ' . +185

14,

B e O Q)

Q@

O VN 4 ~NON QWwW
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Appendix 1. continued County A
Whites ‘ _
Variables Value Category N % X STD Range

SERIOUSNESS OF
CRIMINAL OFFENSE

| Simple ‘ '
" misdemeanor 659 54.86
2 Serlous ’ _
- ‘mlademeanor = 162 13.4
3 Aggravated .
misdemeanor 111 - 9.2
4 Class A felony . 1 - 1
5 Class R felony 20 1.7
6 Class C felony 180 14.9
7. Class D felony - 74 6.1
SERIOUSNESS OF :
CRIMINAL OFFENSE I]
4] Simple
misdemeanor 659 54.86
1 - Serlous - ' :
misdemeanor 162 - 13.4
2 Aggravated . ,
milsdemeanor 111 9.2
3 Feiony ‘ . 275 22.8
INTAKE _ ) S .
1 Releage . Co41 11070
2 Informal
. adjustment’ - 664 55,0
3 . Further court -
Processling - 402 33.3
STAGE INTAKE
DETENTION ' . :
1 . Yes . - 25 2.1
2 to . 1182 97.9
PLACE DETAINED
AT STAGE
o1 Home detention - 1 .1
2 Youth sheilter 5 -4
3 Detention :
. facllity i0 .8
4 Combinat{on of .
1,2,3 1 .1
5 Jaijl B - .7
Q Not applicable 1182 97.9
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Appendix 1.
Whltes
Variables Value Category _ N % STD  Range
PROBATION
SUPERVISION -
i Yes . o 283 23.4
2 No’ . 924 76.6
PETITION :
1 Yes 379 3t.4
2 No - ' 22 1.9
g ‘Not applicable 805 66.7
WHY HNO
PETITION :
1 Dut of court
gettlement 9 .7
2 Not enough _ )
_ “evidence 8 .7
3. Moved away/ran '
away/Jjolined -
" services S .4
9 Not appllcable 1185 98.2
WAIVER TO ADULT
COURT : - ,
1 Tes: . 95 7.9
2 No .- 23 1.9
3 Walver -
stipulatlion - —-———
9 Not app]lcable 108? 90.1
INITIAL
APPEARANCE . _
i Contested - B8 4.8
2 Uncontested 226 18.7
9 Not applicable 923 76.5
INITIAL hPPEARANCE
DETENTION o .
1 Yes - 1.3
2 No - 1191 8.7
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Appendix 1. continued County A
N ) .
Whites ' . _
Variables Value _Categdry . N % X _STD Range

PLACE DETAINED

AT INITIAL
APPEARANCE o .
1 ‘Home detentjon 3 .2
2 Youth shelter 4 .3
3  Detention : _
- facillty . - 6 .5
4q Combination of = o
1.2,3 . 2 .2
< ‘Not applicable 1192 $8.8
CONSENT DECREE - ) )
1 Yes - . 64 5.3
2 No - : 220 18.2
9 Not appllicable 923 76.5
PROBATION
SUPERVISION : _ .
Yes _ 49 4.1
2 No 1158 95,9
ADJUDICATION o I
1 ‘Yes . 192 . 15.9
2 " No ' _ 28 2.3
' Not applicabile 987 81.8
WHY NO ' o - '
ADJUDUCATION
1 Out of court ]
. settiement 21 1.7
2 Not enough o :
’ ev)dence _ 3 .2
9 " Not appllcable_llBS 98.1
ADJUDICATION
DETENTION ) )
1. Yes 15 1.2
2. No : 1192 98.8
PLACE DETAINED -
AT ADJUDICATION
STAGE _ :
1 Home .detention B -4
2 Youth shelter i .1
3 Detention
facility - 9 . .7
? 8

Not appllcable 1192- 9g,
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Appendix 1. continued County A
Whites
Variabies Value Cétegory . - N % STD Range
PROBATION
SUPERVISION o ‘ : : ’
i Tes . 102 8.5
2 - No - S 1105 91.5
HOME OF RELATIVE
OTHER THAN
GUARDIAN ) _
1 " Yes 7 .6
2 No - - _ 1200 99.4
GROUP HOME/ _
FOSTER HOME ' : o
i - Yes | C 2% 1.7
2  No . iiBs 98.3
RESIDENTIAL
SETTING : : _
1 Yes o . -25 2.1
2 No : 1182 97.9
TRAINING
SCHOQOL . .
1 " Yesg o 35 2.9
2 . No - 1172 97.1
DISPOSITION
TYPE - _ o
1 "~ Placement/transfer .
to aduit court i81 15.0
2 Community based
treatment . 103 8.5
9 Not applicable 223 76.5
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Appendix 1. continqedICounty A
Whites | |
Variable Value Category' N X% X STD Range
DETENTION
(composite) S :
1. Yes - 44 . 2.6
2 No - 1163 96.4 -
GENDER OF
PROBATION
OFFICER ) o ]
1 Male - 522 43.2
2 Female . . _ 685 b6.8
RACE OF PROBATION
OFFICER ' ‘ _
1 ‘White _ T B25 51.8-
2 Black o110 9.1
g Ho Informatlon 472 39 4
LEGAL COUNSEL ‘ . o : .
1 Court appointed 224 18.6
2 Obtalned - : 34 2.8
8 ' No.lhformatlon_ 78.6

949




Appencix !, Distributicns of Vzrizbles for County B,

Blac! =
Variabies WValue Category ’ N % X
GENDED _ " - -
0 Male . 380 ao.n
1 remale B 5 20.0
EDUCATION :
0 3 6
1 20 4.2
z 18 3.8
3 27 . 5.7
4 24 5.1
-5 32 6.7
o . 20 4.2
"7 50 L1005
8 12n 25.3
° 71 - 14.90
10 ' S ¢ 12.6
11 . - S 26 - 5.5
12 . T o -4 g
88 No information - -- - -
AGE
4 — —.
S 2 S
6 T 1.5.
7 8 1.7
B 19 4.C
o 35 7.4
10 26 ‘5.5
11 28 5.2
i2 32 6.7
13 2 5.9
14 . 48 10.1
15 Ta - 16.0
16 83 17.5
17 - 81 17.1
18 1 .2
SCHOCL 3TATUS L ‘ .
1. Attending 232 48.8
2 Attending bu* '
problems . 154 At .4
3 Monattenrding - 28 5.9
4 Other —— _—
8 No information 61 1.8

111
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Appendi 1, -contiﬁuedlbﬁuhty B
Blaces ‘ |
Variables  Value Category N % X STD  Pang

HUMBEP OF
SIBLIlis3 _ ’
25

n 2.3
1 49 10.3
z- 80 - - 16.8
3 108 22.7
4 65 13.7
-5 24 Bl
£ 10- 2.1
7 4 .B
O 16 3.4
Q _—— —_———
in -—- -—-
i1 ~—- -—-
12 . -—— ===
8e No information 94 12.8
MOTHE?
EMPLOTMENT X _ o
1 Yes 157 3.1
2 - Mo SRR 3.4
1 8 Mo Iriformation 207 43.5
FATHEP
EMPLOMENT :
] Yes ' 141 Ze. T
2 Heo _ 51 . 10.7
B Ho informa‘ion 283 59.6
FAMILY 5TATUS _ ' ) :
1 .Two member - 196 41.3
2 One membe~ 251 52.8
8 5.7

Nd Informatien 28

NUMBER OF PPIOp
CRIMINAL OFFENSES
1.6 2.6 o0-1g



Appendix !.  contirtued County B

Blacke
Variables Value Categary - . N % % STN  Range
LAST CPIMIHAL OFFTHNAE - .
TYPE MOST i Theft/unauthor, .
SERINQUS use. ' . 97 - 20.4
oy Burglary. )
hreak .& enter. 34 7.2
.3 Disordger!y _ '
- zonduct; i-talk”
obstruction” , :
_ crim. mischief 47 9.9
4 . Aograv. -assualt 19 4.0
5 Ccim. trespass ) 1.3
6 Receiving stolen
: propecty : 1 e
T Pesisting arrest.” -
: . escape . z .4
B Robbery : 3 .6
o4 Carrving a ' :
- concealed weapon 4 .8
o Drua“alcohal .
uffense . 8 1.1
It Simple assualt - 33 6.9
12 Rape/sexual
. -assault : 1 .2
13 Prostitution~
‘ soliciting - —-———
14 Forgery. fuffri 2 o4
15 . Yandalisn - 1 .2
16 indecent '
. exposure -— -—
7 Arson 3 N
i8 Ho Informatian 216 45.5
LAST CPIMINAL .
OFFENGE 1 Simple
mlsdemeanar 147 . 30.°
2 Serlous X
mlsdemeacr 23 4.8
3 Agar avated
' ml sdemeanar 32 "
- Class A fejuny --- ——-
S Class R felony ! .2
6 Class C felcny 20 3.2
7 Class I tetony 17 3.6
8 Not applic;ble 216 45.5
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Appendix 1. continued County B
Blacke
Varianles Yalue Categery = _N' % X 3TD Range
. ‘ .

‘Adjudicatled
‘dellnguent.’
waived.to adult
court _ c® ' 6.i
2 © Ho adjuducation.”
no waiver to o .
.adutt court - 446. 93.0

IF COMMITTED CRINME,

WAS PEPSON STILL .

UMNDER CQUPRT AUTHOPITY : o :
#] Yes . . 83

| 17.5
1. No o © 392 . 82.5
LENGTH OF TIME
IN JUVEDILE
CouURT (DAYSS
1617.1 3057.8 0-8R87
NUMBEP 0OF _ .
CUFRPE!NT CHAPGES . .
1 430 ©2.4
2 25 5.3
3 B 1.5
4 3 .E
S 1 .2

it CLPCL S
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Appencix 1. continued County B .

lacii
Variak'les ?alue. Category N % STD  Pange
MOST SZpIols CUPPEHT

CRIMIIAL DFFENSE

4

[ ) N

o@ -]

!

o

o o
L) )

MOST SERIOUS
CHAPGES

D

1

Theft.“unauthor.
use = 20°

- Burglary.

break .8 enter. 48

. Disorderiy

conduct ‘J-walk

obstruction -3

~

Aggrav. assault 20

Crim. trespass 19

Pecelving stolen

property 3.
Eesisting arrest 4
Robbery ' 7

Carrying a
concealed “reapon 6

Druu’alcohol

of fense. L2
Simple assault 45
Pape/sexual

assault -3
Prostltution/.
sotlicltina 1
- Arson . 5
Foroecy/fuffi 3
Vandaiism:- | 1
Murder T _—
Vehicular .
homicide f e
JIndecent -
exposure T e—
Propercty : 395
Personal - B0

FE
£ 0

— -
WD

0 L

T3

SR N SR
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Appendix 1. corntinued County =
Blacis
Variabilesg Vailue Cateaonry SN o M STh Fange
SERIDUSNESS nOF
CRIMITAL OFFENSE .
1 Simple
_ misdemeanor 306 64.4
2 ‘Serious :
' misdemeanor 39 8.2
3 Aggravatecd - .
-misdemeanor 43 Q.1
4 Class A felony ‘w-- . -~
- 5 ‘Class B ‘felony 4. . .8
6 " Class. C felony 56 ' 11..
7 Class D felony 27 5.7
SERICUSNESS OF
CRIMINAL OFFENSE I :
0 Simpie - :
misdemeanor _ 30w 66 .4
1 Serious
misdemeanor 3o 8.2
2 Aggravated :
misdemeanor 43 . 2.1
3 Fetony 867. 18.3
INTALE S _ :
by Release 125 263
z informat -
adiustment 274 57,7
3 Further court .
processing 76 16,0
STAGE INTAKE : _
DETENTIOHN _
1 Yes ° 1.9
P No 466 Q8.1
PLACE DETAINED
AT STAGE
1 Home detention --- -—-
o " Touth shelter . --= —_—
3 Detention )
facility . o 1.@
4 Comblnation_of
1,2,2° ' N -——
5 Jail --- S
© 28,1

Not appdi;able

- 466
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Appencix 1. continued County B
Blacwe
Variakbies Yalue Cateynry N B i STD Pa

Q

PROBAT I ON

SUPEPYISION _ " : _ :
1 Yes - 4 | 2.@
2 . Mo. = _ 461 971
PETITIOH o T _ .
1 Yes 151 1.6
2 Ne - o z 4.4
° Not applicable 399 84.0
WHY NO
PETITION _ '
1 Out of court )
settlement .5 - .1
= Tlot enough - _
. evldence - 8. 1.7
3 . Moved. away/ran ‘ '
‘away~/Jjoined
_ services - .2 -4
9 Not applicatile 460 6.8
WAIVEP TO ADULT
COURT . ‘ : - .
1 Yes . - 16 3.4
2 Mo - : 3 B
3 Vailver . :
stipuiation ——— -—
e Hot applicable 475 . 6.0
INITIAL
APPEAPANCE _ o Lo
1 .Contested - 4 .B
2 Uncentested 3B - 7.4
4 1.8

Not applicable 436 ©J.

INITIAL APPEARANCE
DETENT 10N
1 Yes . o .5
A No _ 468 98.5

=)
—
n
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Blactke
Variakbles Yalue Category N % ¥ STD Pange
LACE DETAINED
AT IMNITIAL
APPEAPAMNCE o o
1 _Home detention --- -—-
2 Touth shelter - -——-
3 Detention -
facility 7 1.8
4 ‘Comblnation of
1.2,3 --- ==
Q Hot apelicakble 468 °R.5
CONZELT DECPEE
1 Yes ‘11 2.3
P No S 28 5.2
. Hot applicable 436. ©1.8
PPOBATION
SUPERPYISION o :
1 Tes 6 1.3
2 Ho' 469 en.7
ADJUDICATION _ o
1 Yes. 27 - 5.7
2 Mo _ 1 .2
9 Not applicabhie 447 94,1
WHY N
ADJUDLCATIGH _
y OQut of court
settlement —-—— -
s Het enouwh :
evidence = 1 L2
Q Mot applicable 474 Q9.8
ADJURICATION
DETENTION '
1 Yes 12 2.5
A No 463 o7.5
PLACE DETAINED
AT ADJUDICATION
STAGE )
1 Home detentjon Z 4
2 Youth shelter —-—— -
Ic] Detention
facility . 1aQ 2.1
Q 463 7.5

Mot eppiitablg
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Appendix i. continued Count; B
Blact.e
Varizies  Value Category N, % ST Pange
PPOBATION
SUPERISION
i Tes 13 2.7
o Ho 462 97,13
HOME CF PELATIVE -
OTHEF THaN
GUAPDIAN ) t
to- CI. 1 'fes . 1 02
e to - 474 9°.8
GPOUFE HNME
FOSTE®™ HOME )
1 Tes 1 .z
2 No 474 99,8
PESIDENTIATL
SETTING -
i Yes. 11 2.3
2 Ho 464 °7.7
TPAINING
SCHOQL ) ) :
i Yes 7 1.5
2 No 458 98.5
DISPOSITION
TYPE . )
1. Placement ‘transfer..
to adult court 11 2.3
2 Community. based . '
© treatment - 30 6.3
Q Hot applicable " 434 ?1.4
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Appericiix 1. continued Cournty B
Hlao-e -
Varishle Value Categdry S e hd 3TD Pange
DETENTION
(composite) . :
1 - Yes ' 19 4.0
2 No. . 456 96.0
GENDEP QF
PPGRATION
"RFFICEP ' : o B
1 Male - _ 302 63.6
a Femaie _ 53 11,2
B Ho infarmation 120 25.3
RACE OF PPOBATION
OFFICER S ' _ '
1 White . 355 0.3
2 ' Blacth ' -— ~--
8 . - -

No information 120 o0,z

LEGAL COUNSEL

1 Court appointed 25 &.5
2 Obtained o .2
8 3

Ho information 448 o4,
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appendix 1. Digtributiona of Variables for County B.
Whites
Variables Value Category N % X STD Range
GENDER : ' :
0 ‘Male : -+ 3B1 75.0-
1 Female - 127 25.0
EDUCATION : _
N ¢ -2 .4
1 -7 ‘1.4
. 2 3 .6
3 14 2.8
4 17 . 3.3
5 29 . 9.7
& .37 7.3
7 51 10.0
8 115 22.6
9 . B9 13.6
10 97 - 19.1]
11 57 11.2
12 , 10 - 2.0
B8 . No Information --- - -
AGE : .
4 1 .2
5 - -_— -
6 | .2
7 7 1.4
8 2 .4
9 7 1.4
10 18 " 3.9
i1 30 5.9
12 41 B.1
13 : . _ 39 7.7
14 . 54 10.6
15 . 71 14.0
16 o - 119 23.4
17 - " 117 23.0 .
i8 o - 1 .2
SCHOOL STATUS . ' - o
1 Attendlng - 314 61.8
2 Attendlng but
problems 78 15.4
3 Nonattendlng: 41 8.1
4 Other z .4
-8 4.4

Ho informatlon 73 1
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Whites
Variables Value Category N % STD Rang
NUMBER OF
SIBLINGS
ly] 44 B.7
1 92 -18.2
2 S92 18.2
3 63 12.5
4 - 36 7.1
5 17 3.4
6 4 - .B
7. B 1.2
8 9 1.8
-9 2 .4
10 1 .2
11 b .2
12 : ) -—- -—-
B8 No information 138 27.3
MOTHER
EMPLOYMENT ) _
1 Yes 212 41.7
2 No 104 20.5
B No informatlion 192" 37.8
FATHER
EMPLOYMENT '
1 Yes 245 48.2
2 No 35 6.9
8 No information 228 44 .9
FAMILY STATUS : : )
1 Two member 305 60.0
2 . 'One member 165 32.5
8 No Information 38 7.5
NUMBER OF PRIOR -
CRIMINAL OFFENSES
' 1.9 0-22
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wWhites
Variables Value Category N % STD Range
LAST CRIMINAL OFFENSE
TYPE MOST 1 ‘Theft/unauthor. o
SERIQUS use . . B4 16.5
2 "Burglary/ ‘
break.& enter. 21 4.1-
3 -Disorderiy o :
conduct/j-walk/
obstruction/- .
crlm. mischief 29 5.7
4 Aggrav. assualt 4 .8
5 Crim. trespass 12 . . 2.4
6 Recelving stolen .
- propercty C 3 .6
7 Resistling arrest/ :
' . escape T 2 - 4
8 Robbery o 2 .4
9 Carryling a _
coricealed weapon 1 .2
10 DPrug/alcohol
offense - 9 1.8
11 Simple assualt 15. 3.0
12 Rape/gexual i .
assault - 1 .2
13 Prostitut!lon/ '
soliclting =~ -—- -—-
14 Forgery/fuffi 1 .2
15 ‘Vandal | sm N -—-
16 Indecent ’
exposure . 1 .2
17° Arson ' 4 . .8
18 No information 318 62.6
LAST CRIMINAL - .
OFFENSE ‘1 Simpile
m}sdemeanor . 119 23.4
2 Serious T o E
ml sdemeanor 19 3.7
3 Aggravated : _
m!l sdemeanor 17 3.3
4 - Class A felony - --- —_—
S . Class B felony. 1 .2
6 Class C felony 22 4.3
7 Class D felony 12 2.4
8 62.6

Neot applicable 318
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Appendix 1. continued County B

Whites
Variables Value Category . N % X STD Range
PAST DISPOSITION _
i AdJudicated
.dellnquent/ .
walved to adult
- court - 14 2.8
2 No adjuducation/ :

no waiver to. -
adult court 494  97.2

IF COMMITTED CRIME,

WAS PERSON STILL

UNDER COURT AUTHORITY - :
0 Yes 25° 4.9
1 No ' _ 483 95,1

LENGTH OF TIME
IN JUVENILE

COURT (DAYS) _
2124.0 3414.9 0-8887

NUMBER OF
CURRENT CHARGES -

480 4
23

BN e
o

N

@ oG
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wWhltes
Varliables Value Category = . N % pd STD Range
MOST SERIOUS CURRENT .
CRIMINARL OFFENSE = - -
i Theft/unauthor.
use T - 241 47 .4
2 Burglary/ . o o
break.& enter. 37 7.3
3 -Disorderly :
. conduct/Jj-walk/ o
obstruction " B4 16.5
4 - Aggrav. assault 6 1.2
5 Crim. trespass: 23 4.5 -
6 Receiving stolen .
property 2 .4
7 Resistling arrest: 6 - 1.2
8 Robbery. T3 .6
9 Carrylng a :
concealed weapon 3 .6
i0 Drug/aleohal
‘offense ’ 66 13.0
11 Simple assauit 23 | 4.5
12 Rape/sexual
assault 5 i.0
13 Prostitutlon/ :
sollclting L2 .4
14 Arson - 27 .4
15 -Forgery/fuffi . 3 6
16 . Vandalism - _——
17 Murder ) T - -
18 Vehicular - '
homicide - L re—— —_——
19 Indecent - _
~ -exposure 2 .4
MOST SERIOUS
CHARGES ' ) '
0. Property 461 90.9
1 Person _ 46
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Appendix 1. continued County B
Whites
Variableg Value Category N % STDh Range
SERIOUSNESS OF
CRIMINAL OFFENSE : _
1 Simple - . .
misdemeanor 336 66,1
2 Serlous’ ' Co
. misdemeanor 6R 13.4
3 Aagravated
mlsdemeanor 33 6.5
4 Class A felony --- ———
S Ciass B felony 2 -4
6 Class C felony 43 ‘8.8
7 Class D felony 26 5.1
SERIOUSNESS OF
CRIMINAL OFFENSE II
0 Simple -
misdemeanor 335 66.1
1 Serious '
misdemeanor 68 13.4
2z Aggravated _
micsdemeanor 33 6.5
3 Felony 71 14.0
INTAKE : .
i Release 90 17.7
2 Informal : _
adiustment 354 6%9.7
3 Further court _ '
- processing 64 12.6
STAGE INTAKE
DETENTI0ON .
1 Yes 16 3.1
2 No 492 9.9
PLACE DETAINED
AT STAGE .
1 Home detention --- ——-
2 Youth shelter —-o -
3 Detention '
faclllty 3. 3.0
4 Combination of
. 1,2,3 -— —_——
= Jall -—- ~——
9 493  97.0

Not applicable
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Appendix 1. contlnued County B
Whites
Variables Value Category N % STD Range
PROBATIDON
SUPERVISION . _
1 Yes 18 . 3.1
2 No 492 26.9
PETITION . : : )
1 Yes 56 11.0
2 No - ‘8 1.6
9 Not applicable 444 - 87.4
WHY NO
PETITION _
1 Out of court
settlement 2 .4
2 Not enough '
evidence 2 .4
3 Moved away/ran’
awvay/joined ‘
services - -
S Not appilcable 504 9%.2
WAIVER TO ADULT
COURT . ) )
1 - Yes . - 8 1.6
2 No 1 .2
3 Walver .
stlpulatlon ——— -
? Mot .applicable 499 98,2
INITIAL
APPEARANCE . -
1 - . Contested 12 2.4
2 Uncontested .37 7.3
9 Not applicable 459 90.4
INITIAL APPEARANCE
DETENTION -
1 Yes . 8 1.6
2 500 98. 4

" No
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Appendix 1. continued County B
Whites -
Variables Vvalue Category . . N % X STD Range

PLACE DETAINED

AT INITIAL
APPEARANCE . .
1 Home detention 2 .4
2 Youth shelter - 1 .2
3 Detention ;
facliity 4 .8
4 Comblnation of ‘
_ 1,2,3 _ 1 .2
9 Not applicable ‘500 98.4
CONSENT DECREE : -
1 Yes - 8 1.6
2 No - 41 8.1
9 - Not appllcable 459 20.4
PROBATION
SUPERVISION _ S -
1 Yes - 3 .6
2 No ' . B0%S 99.4
ADJUDICATION _ : . . .
1 Yes ' L 40 7.9
2 No R 1 .2
9 Not applicable- 467 . 91.9
WHY NO - L A
ADJUDUCATION
1 Out- of court
, settiement L m— -—
2 ~ Not enough
'~ - evidence . - 1 .2
k4 Not applicable 507 97.8
ADJUDICATION
DETENTION o . -
1 . Yes 12 - 2.4

2 No | 1 496. 97.g

PLACE DETAINED
AT ADJUDICATION

STAGE .
1 Home detention --- —_—
2 Youth shelter 2 .4
3 - Detent}on , '
facillty 10 2.0
9

Not applicable 496 o7 ¢
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Appendix 1. coﬁtinued County B
Whltes
Variables Value Cafegory ’ _ N X - X STD Range
PROBATION
SUPERVISION - .

1 - Yes - . 30 . 5.9

1.

2 No . 478 94.

HOME OF RELATIVE .

OTHER THAN
GUARDIAN - .
1 Yes 1 .2
2 . HNo ‘ 507 99.8
GROUP HOME~/
FOSTER HOME _ : . .
1 " Yes _ 1 .2
2 No . 507 99.8
RESIDENTIAL
SETTING o , . o
1 Yes . 4 .8
2 ~ No - 504 9¢.2.
TRAINING
SCHOOL _
1 Yes ' o 3 - .6
2 . No 506 9.4
DISPOSITION
TYPE ' :
1 Placement/transfer _
to aduit court 18 | 3.5
2 - Communlty based
~ treatment - 29 5.7

9 Not applicable 461 90.7 -
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Whites
Variable Value Category; N % X STD Range
DETENTION _
{composijte) _ '
1 Yes .24 4.7
2 No 484 95.3
GENDER QF
PROBATION
OFFICER _ :
1 Male 281 55.3
2 Female . B2 10.2
8 No informatlon 175 34.4
RACE OF PROBATION-
OFFICER ' .
1 White 508 100.0
2 Black —-—- =
LEGAL COUNSEL _ S
1 Court appointed 21 4.1
2 Obtained 4 .8
483 95.1

g - 'No Information




Appendix 1. Distributions of Vafiables for County B. 131
Natlve American Indians-
Varlables Value Category N % X STD Range
GENDER o X
"0 Male - 652 66.3"
1 -Female ' . 332 33.7
EDUCATION :
o - 23 2.3
1 26 2.6
2 40 -4.1
3 . 56 5.7
4 54 . 5.5
5 59 6.0
G .77 7.8
7 154 15,7
8 272 . 27.6
4 102 10.4
10 T - 74 .. 7.5
11 . oo 43 4.4
12 . 3 .3
17 . ) . 1 .1
B8 No informatlion --- -
AGE 3 1 1
4 4 .4
) - _ Y .7
& . . : i5 1.5
T ' 26 2.6
8 © 34 3.5
9 . - 40 4.1
10 - 64 6.5
11 ' 69 | 7.0
12° ) E : 89 9.0
13. . "93 9.5
14 - 125 12.7
15 , o : 137 . 13.9
ie o 149 15.1
17 ' 131 13.3
18 ) - _——
SCHOOL STATUS ) _
| Attendling 421 = 42.8
2 Attending but
- problems . 303 . 30.8
3 - Nonattending 112 11.4
4 Other 2 2
a

No informatlion 145 14:7
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Appendix i{. cohtinued County B

Native American Indians

Varliables Value Category N % X STD Range
NUMBER OF
SIBLINGS
0 44 4.5
1 79 8.1
2 118 12.0
3 152 "15.5
4 137 14,0
5 102 10.4
65 B8 9.0
7 23 2.3
8 -18 1.8
9 16 1.6
10 - -
11 3 .3
12 —— P
88 No lrnformation 201 20.5
MOTHER
EMPLOYMENT o )
1 Yes , 203 20.6
2 ‘No : . 386 1 39.2
8" No information 395 ~ 40.1
FATHER
EMPLOYMENT ' . : '
1 " Yes- . 129 -13.¢
2 No . 161 - 16.4
B No information 694 - 70.5
FAMILY STATUS ) . . o :
1 Two member . 235 - 23.9
2 {ne member 674 68.5

8 No information: 75. 7.6

NUMBER OF PRIOR
CRIMINAL OFFENSES



Appendix 1. continued County B

Native American_lndians

Variables

Value

Category _ _N-

. ,\I

STD

133

Range

LAST CRIMINAL OFFENSE

TYPE MOST 1
SERIOUS
2

w

MW - Ut

1o

11
12

13

14

15

16 .

17
i8
19

LAST CRIMINAL
OFFENSE i

DN W N

Theft/unauthor.
use . 253
Burglary/

‘break.& enter. 62

Disorderly -
conduct/j-walk/
obstruction/
crim. mischlef 66

Aggrav. assualt .10

Crim. trespass . 44

‘Recelving stolen

property - . 3
Resistlng arrest/.

egcape . 17
Robbery ' . 11

Carrying a
‘concealed weapon 4
bDrug/alcohol :

of fenge . 134
Slmpie assualt 27
Raper/sexual _

assault .-

Prostlitutions _
.sollicliting -——
Forgery/fuffi . 1
Vandailsm . -

Indecent

exposure 1
Murder _ 1
Arson ) 1

8

- No Information 34

Simple

milsdemeanor 436
Serious -
m!sdemeanor - 50
Aggravated o
misdemeanor - 43

Clasg A felony --—-

Class B felony 3

Class T-felony 62
Class D felony 42
Not applicable 348

25.7
6.

I_Lo-d-m_
el W No o

[y

Or o o
B W W

3 .

g A
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Appendix 1. con{inﬁed Céuntle
Native American indians
Variables Value Category . N % X STD Range
PAST DISPOSITION n
1 Adjudicated

delinquent/

walved to adult :

- oourt - 45 4.6

2  No adjuducation/
: no waiver to |
adult coyrt . 739 95.4

IF COMMITTED CRIME,

WAS PERSON STILL

UNDER COURT AUTHORITY -
D Yes - 137 13.9
1 - No . B47 86.1

LENGTH OF TIME
IN JUVENILE
COURT (DAYS)
1131.1 2565.1 0-8887

NUMBER OF
CURRENT CHARGES

1 888 - 90.2
2 68 6.9
3 15 1.5
4 6 .6
5 6 .6
7 1 .1
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Appendix 1. continued County B
Native American Indians
Variables Value Category N % STD Range
SERIQOUSNESS CUF
CRIMINAL OFFENSE
1 Simple .
misdemeanor 715 72.7
Serious . o
misdemeanor 86 . .8.7
3 Aggravated. : .
: . misdemeanor 55 5.6
4- Clags A felony 1 1.
5 Class B felony 8 . ..8
6 Class C feleny 61 6.2
7 Class D felony 58 5.9
SERIOUSNESS OF _
CRIMINAL OFFENSES 11
0 - Simple o
misdemeanor 715 72.7
1 Seriocus ' ‘
ml sdemeanor 86 8.7
2 Aggravated
misdemeanodr 55 ‘5.6
3 ‘Felony .7128°  13.0°
INTAKE o .
1 Pelease 199 - 20.2
2 Informal o
adjustment 695 70.6
3 Further court
: processing 90 9.1
STAGE INTAKE
DETENTION :
1 Yes . 38 3.¢
2 No 946 96.1
PLACE DETAINED
AT STAGE -
1 Home detention --- -
2 Youth shelter -— ———
3 Detent!lon . _
faclllty 31 3.2
4 Comblnatlon of
. 1.2'3 3 .3
S Jall - - -
Q Not applicable 950 96.5
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Native American Indians
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Variables Value Category N % X STD Range
MOST SERIOUS CURRENT
CRIMINAL OFFENSE ' o T
1 Theft/unauthor. | :
. use. - 455 46.2
2 Burglary/ o _
‘break .& enter. 67 6.8
3 Disorderly _
- conduct/j-walk/ o
obstructlion- 112 11.4.
4 Aggrav. assault 12 1.2
5 Crilm. trespass 45 4.6,
_ 6 Receiving stolen
. property 1 A
7 Resisting arrest 32 3.3
8 Robbery 11 1.1
9 Carcylng a - '
- concealed weapon 6 .6
10 'Drug/alcohol
of fense 179 1B8.2
11 Slmple assault 50 5.1
12 Rapes/sexual
" asgssault 3 .3
13 Prostitution/ -
scliciting 1 .1
14 Arson : 3 .3
15 Forgery/fuffi 2 .2
16 Vandallsm . m—— ———
17 Murder ’ 1 .1
18 Vehlcular
homicide . — —-——
19 Indecent
: exposure S | .1
MOST SERIQUS
CHARGES : ; _
0 Property_ . 873 88.7
1 11.3

Persoq 111
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Native American Indlans_
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Variables Vatue Category N % STD Range
PROBATION
SUPERVISION -
1 Yes 5 .5
2 No 979 2.5
PETITION
1 Yes 70 7.1
2 No 20 2.0
9 Not appllicable 894 %0.9
WHY NO
PETITIDN :
i Out of court :
settlement 3 .3
2 Not enough
evidence 7 .7
3 Moved away/ran ’
away/.jolned
services 3 .3
Q Not applicable 971 98.7
WAIVER TO ADULT
COURT
1 Yes 7 .7
- No- 5 .5
3 Walver : '
stipulation ——— -—-
9 Not applicable 972 98.8
INITIAL
APPEARANCE )
1 Contested 13 1.3
2 Uncontested 47 4.8
Q9 Not applicable 924 93.9
INITIAL APPEARANCE
DETENTION )
1 Yes 10 1.0
2 . No 974 92.0
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Appendix 1. contlnued County B
Hative American Indians
Varliabies Value Category N % STD Range
PLACE DETAINED
AT INITIAL
APPEARANCE ; )
i Home detention . -~~-- -——
2 Youth shelter =~ 1 .1
3 Detentlon
facillty 9. .9
4 Combinatlion of o '
1,2,3 : ¢ == -———
9 Not applicable 974 99.0
CONSENT DECREE
1 Yes B .8
2 No . 52 5.3
9 Not applicable 924 93.9
PROBATION
SUPERVISION
1 " Yes 1. .1
No 983 99.9
ADJUDICATION _
1 Yes - 51 - 5.2
2 No . 1 .1
9. Not appllicable 932 94.7
WHY NO o -
ADJUDUCATION _
1 Out of court
sett lement 1 .1
2 Not enough
evidence -—— -—
¢ Not applicable 983 99.9
ADJUDICATION
DETENTION _ .
i Yes 10 1.0
2 No 974 99.0
-
PLACE DETAINED
AT ADJUDICATION
STAGE
1 Home detention --- -———
2 Youth shelter - —-——
3 Detention
facillty 10 1.0
? Not appllcable 974
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Natijive American Indlans
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Variables Value Category N % STD Range
PROBATION
SUPERVISION .
1 Yes. ' 26 2.6
2 "No 958 97.4
HOME OF RELATIVE
OTHER THAN
GUARDIAN
. , 1 Yes ' 1 o1
2 No 983 ?9.9
GROUP HOME~/
FOSTER .  HOME o
H Yes . ' 2 .2
2 Ne 982 °9.§
RESIDENTIAL
SETTING S .
1 Yes : _ 6 .6
2 No . . 978 v9.4
TRAINING
SCHOOL ) - . . :
1 Yes . 15 1.5
2 No . 969 98.5
DISPOSITION
TYPE T :
1 : Placement/transfer
to adult court 25 3.2
2 Communlty based’
treatment - ic bl 2.5
94.3

Q ~ Not applicable 928



T iy
-

) 1
Appendix 1. conﬁinued Couﬁtg B
Native American Indlané
Variable Value Category N % STD Ra
DETENTION
(composite) ) _ .
1 Yes . . 43 4.4
2 No ' : 941 °5.6
GENDER OF
PROBATION
OFFICER : -
- 1 Male ' ' 545 55.4
2 Female : 116 i1.8
8 Np Information 323 32.8
RACE OF PROBATION
OFFICER : '
1 White . Ti1 72.3
2 Black . T - -
8 -No information 273 7.7
LEGAL COUNSEL . - :
1 Court appolinted 29 2.9
2 Obtained I | .1
B8 7.0

No Information 954
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Appendix 1. Distributions of Variables for County B.

Hispanics

Variables Value Category N % X STD Range
GENDER : )
0 Male _ - 64 7.1
1 Female - 19 22.9
EDUCATION
0 _— _—
1 2 2.4
2 2 2.4
3 - o
4 3 3.6,
5 -5 6.0
6 10 12.0
7 B8 . 9.6
8 32 38.6
9 16 19.3
10 - 2 2.4
11 3 3.6
12 ] - - -—-
88 No !nformatlon --- ———
AGE
4 P -
5. -—- -
6 _— _—
7 1 1.2
8 2. 2.4
9. 2- 2.4
10 | 4.8
11 3 3.6
12 & 7.2
13 11. 13.3
14 - 6 7.2
15 15 18.1
16 17 20.5
i7 16 19.3
18 —— ———
SCHOOL STATUS : o
1 " Attending : S50 - e0.2
2 Attend!lng but
probliems 7 8.4
3 Nonattending 12 14.5
4 - Other - - ———
8

No Information 14 16.9
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Appendix 1.

Hlspanics

coritinued County B

Variables Value Category N %X STD
NUMBER OF
SIBLINGS
0 —_——— -—— -
1 B 9.6
2 8 9.6
3 11 13.3
4 . 4 4.8
5 4 4.8
6 4. 4.8
7 1 1.2
8 _— —_———
9 1 1.2
10 —— -
11 1 1.2
12 . 2 2.4
as No information 39 47.0
MOTHER
EMPLOYMENT
1 Yes. 29 34.9
2 No _ Q 10:8
8 No Ilnformatlon 45 54.2
FATHER
EMPLOYMENT :
1 Yes 29 29.7
2 No : 4 10.7
a8 ‘No Informaticn - 50 59.6
FAMILY STATUS - -
b Two member 40 4B.2
2 One member 36 43.4
8 No information 7 - 8.4
NUMBER OF PRIOR
CRIMINAL OFFENSES
.3

R:
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Appendix 1. contlnued County B

b
;

1 Hispanics
variables Value Categor&l. : N 0% X STD Range
TAST CRIMINAL OFFENSE . .
TYPE MOST 't =~ Theft/unauthor.
SERIOUS .. use i ' 6 7.2
2 Burgiary/ L
break .& enter. 1 . 1.2
3 Disorderly )

- conduct/j-walk/
obstruction/ :
- ecrim. mlschief 2 2.4
Aggrav. assualt --- -
Crim. trespass 2 2.4
Receivlng stolen ’
.property - -
Resist!lng arrest/
escape 2 2.4
Robbery : -——- -
Carrylng a
‘concealed weapon—-- -
10 Drugsalcohol )
of fense 3 3.6
11 Simple assualt --- -—-
12 Rape/sexual
assault 1 1.2
13 Progstitution/ = '
- sollielting . --- . ===
14 Forgery/fuffl -—- -—
15 Vandal lsm . -—- -—-
16 Indecent
. exposure ’ e -
17 Arson . ——— -
18 "No information 66 79.5

a@m <} ;A

LAST CRIMINAL

OFFENSE 1 " Simple

misdemeanor G 10.8
Serious

misdemeanor. 2 2.4
Aggravated

mlsdemeanor 2 2.4
Class A felony --- ———
Class B felony 1 1.2
Class C felony --- . -——-
Class D felony 3 3.6
Not applicable 66 79.5

O-~Jhhs W N
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Appendix 1. continued County B )
Hispanics
Variables Value Category N - % X STD Rane

PAST DISPOSITION
i Adjudlicated
del lnquent/ -
"walved to adu!'t

court . 4 4.8
A No adjuducation/ _
‘no walver to

adult court’ ‘79 95.2

IFT- COMMITTED CRIME,

WAS PERSON STILL

UNDER COURT AUTHORITY : )
0 Yes : . B 7.2
1 No ' 77 92.8

LENGTH OF TIME
IN JUVENILE

COURT (DAYS)
1284.3 2892.7 0-888;

NUMBER OF

CURRENT CHARGES -
75 20.4

1

2 5 7.2
3 1 1.2
4 _— _—
s - _—
8 1 1.2
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Hispanics

Variables Value Category " N % X STD Range
MOST SERIQOUS CURRENT
CRIMINAL OFFENSE '
1 Theft/unauthor.
use 37 44.6
2 Burglary/
_ break .& enter. 6 7.2
3 Disorderly :
conduct/j-walk/ .
~obstruction =~ 9 10.8
4 -Aggrav. assault 4 . 4.8
5 Crim. trespass 4 4.8
6 Receiving stolen
‘ property - "1 1.2
7 Resisting arrest 2 2.4
B Robbery c——— -—-
9 Carrying a )
~ concealed weapon 2 2.4
10 Drug/alcohol
: of fense 11 13.3
11 Simple assault 3 3.6
12 Rape/sexual ’
assautl t’ , 1 1.2
13 Prostitution/ ’
~sollclting 2 2.4
14. Arson i 1.2
15 Forgery/fuffl: -~~~ = ===,
16 ‘Vandal lsm —_—— ===
17 Murder f——— ——
i8 Vehicular
' "homlclde -
19 Indecent '
exposure _—— -
MOST SERIQUS
CHARGES . ) '
0 Propecty - . 72 85.7

1 Person So12 14.3°
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Appendix 1. continued Couhﬁy.B_

Hispanics
Variabies Value Category N % STD
SERIOUSNESS QF .
CRIMINAL OFFENSE .
1 Simple _ :
m!lsdemeanor 52 62.7-
2 Serjous
mlsdemeanor g i0.8
3 Aggravated . :
mlsdemeanor. 9 10.8
4 Class A felony --- ———
5 Ciass B felony 1 1.2
- & Class -C felony 5 6.0
7 Class D felony ' 7 8.4
SERIDUSNESS OF
CRIMINAL OFFENSES 11
D Simple .
-ml sdemeanor 53 63.1
1 Serlious,
_ misdemeanor Q9 10.7
2 Aggravated _
misdemeanor 9 10.7
3 Felony 13 15.5
INTAKE :
| Release 20 24.1
2 Informal
adjustment .51 61.4
3 Further court
processing i2 14.5
STAGE INTAKE
DETENTION :
1 Yes 3 3.5
2 No 80 96. 4
PLACE DETAINED
AT STAGE
1 Home cdetention --- -
2 Youth shelter - —-——-
3 Detentlon
faclllty i 3 3.6
4. Cocmblnation of “
1,2,3 -——- ——-
S Jajl —-——— -
9 80 96.4

Not applicable



appendix 1. contjinued County B

Hispanics

Variabies Value Category N % X 37D Range
PROBATION
SUPERVISION : .
1 Yes 2 2.4
2 No ' ' 81 97.6
PETITION . . -
1 Yes , .10 12.0
2 No 2 2.4
9 Not ‘applicable 71 85.5
WHY NOD
PETITION _
1 Qut of court
settlement -—— =
2 Not encugh
evidence ' 1 1.2
3 Moved away/ran
away/Jjolined -
servilces == -
? Not appllcdble 82 98.8B
WAIVER TO ADULT
COURT : _ , _ , )
1 Yes - . .4 4.8
2 No . S e -
3 Walver o
stipulation 1 1.2
9 Hot applicable 78  94.0
INITIAL
APPEARANCE ' :
1 Contested 1 1.2
2 Uncontested 5 6.0
Q Not applicable 77 92.8

INITIAL APPEARANCE

DETENTION
1 ~ Yes: 1 1.2
2 No B2 8.8
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Appendix 1. continued County B
Hispanics

Variables Value Category N % X STD Ra

PLACE DETAINED

AT INITIAL
APPEARANCE .
i Heme detention —--—- -——-
2" Youth shelter — -—- -
3 Detention '
facillty : 1 1.2
4 Combination of L
1,2,3 ' -—= .-
9 Not appllicable 82 98.8
CONSENT DECREE . _
1 Yes _ ' S 1.2
2 .No ' - 5 6.0
@ Not applicable 77 @ 92.8B
PROBATIDON
SUPERVISION .
: 1 ' Yes 1 1.2
No . ' 82 98.8
ADJUDICATION '
1 Yes ' 5 6.0
2 No - ‘ -— ——
9 Not applicable 78 V4.0
WHY HNO -
ADJUDUCATION '
1 Out of court
_ settlement L m—- —_——
2 Not enough
- evidence - - ——
9 Not applicable 83 -100.0
ADJUDICATION
DETENTION ) ' o
i Yes 1 1.2
2 No C . B2 98.8
PLACE DETAINED
AT ADJUDICATION
STAGE - :
1 Home detentjon --- -
2 Youth shelter . --- -——
3 Detention -
‘faclllty . 1 1.2
G

Not appllcable 82 98.8.
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Appendix 1. continued County B
Hispanics
Variables Value Categofy' N % STD Range
PROBATION
SUPERVISION
1 - Yes "2 2.4 -
2 No . 81 97.6
BOME OF RELATIVE
OTHER THAN
GUARDIAN _ : _
| - Yes | m—— —
2 No - 83 100.0
GRODUP HOME/
FOSTER HOME
1 Yes -—— -—
2 No - g3 1q0.0
RESIDENTIAL
SETTING . _
1 - Yes i . 1.2
2 No - 82 8.8
TRAINING
SCHOOL
1 Yes 1 1.2
2 No 8z 98.8°
DISPOSITION
TYPE : _ o
1 Placement/transfer
- to adult court 2 . 2.4
2 " Community based
treatment. ' 7 8.4
74 89.2

9 : Not applicable
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Appendix 1. continued County B-
Hispanics
Variable Value Category N % x STD Raj
DETENTION
(compos]te) ) o -
1 Yes 3. 3.8
2 No T . 80 96.4
GENDER OF
PROBATION
OFFICER S : g
1 Male N 44 53.0
2 Female - . -~ | 13 15.7
8  No information 26 31.3
RACE OF PROBATION '
OFFICER : : : .
1 White o 58 69.9
2 Black e —-——
8 ' No informatlon 25 30.1
LEGAL COUNSEL _ : - _
1 Court appolnted S 6.0
2 . DObtained _ - ———
8 No information 78 94.0
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appendix 1. Distributions of Variables for County B.
Aslans
Variables Value Category N % X STD Range
GENDER - _ o .
i 0 Male - : 40 - 78.4
; 1 .Female 11 21.6
; EDUCATION :
0 -——— JRE—
1 3 5.9 -
2 2 3.9
3 1 2.0
4 1 2.0
5 3 5.9
6 8 15.7
7 5 9.9
8 15 29.4
9 10 19.6
10 1 2.0
11 2 3.9
12 ) . - Y -
88 No informatlon --- -
AGE 2 1 2.0
4 _—— _—
S _— _—
6 1 2.0
7 3. 5.9
B 4 7.8
9 _—— _— .
10 2 3.9
i1 . 4. .8
12 1 2.0
13 7. 13.7
14 6 11.8
15 6 11.8
16 - 9 17.6.
17 7 13.7
18 -—— —_—
SCHOOL STATUS ' : .
1 Attending " 26 51.0
2 Attendlng but _
problems 13 25.5
3 Nonattending 1, 2.0
4 Other -—- -
8 Hc Information 11 . 21.6
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Appendix 1. continued County B

Asians
Variables Value Category N % X STD Range
NUMBER OF
SIBLINGS
0 ! 2.0
1 12 23.5
2 2 3.9
3 2. 3.9 .
4 2 3.9
5 2 3.9
6 3 5.9
7 _—— -
8 -_—— —-———
.9 -— -—-
10 -—— ——-
11 1 2.0
12 ' , -—— -—
as No information 26 51.0
MOTHER
EMPLOYMENT ' _ T :
1 Yes - - 15 29.4
2 ' No : : 7 . 13.7
8 No information 29 56.9
.
FATHER
EMPLOYMENT . : _
1 ~ Yes 21 41.2
2 No A 3.9
8 No information 28 54.9
FAMILY STATUS
1 Two member 31  60.9
2 One member 7 13.7
8 No Informatlon 13 2E.5

NUMBER OF PRIOR
CRIMINAL OFFENSES



Appendix 1.
Asians

Varlables

continued County B

Value Category

STD

153

Range

LAST CRIMINAL OFFENSE

TYPE MOST
SERIOUS

OFFENSE

1 Theft/unauthor.
use . o

2 Burglary/
break .& enter.

3 - Disorderly-

- cenduct/j-watk/

ocbstruction/
crim. mischlef -

Crim. trespass -

Recelving stolen
property . -

Resisting arrest/
escape ' -

0@ -~ oOua

Carrying a

3 5.9

6 11.8

Aggrav. .assualt --- _

Robbery - Lomms ==

concealed weapon--- ———

10 - Drug/alcchol
cffense c=
11 Simple assualit
12 Rape/sexual .
assault . -
13 Progstitution/
solicliting T -
14 Forgery/fuffl -
15 Vandal l sm -
ie - Indecent
exposure -
17 Arson -
18 No Informatlion

LAST CRIMINAL

1 Simple
misdemeanor
Serious

‘m! sdemeanor -
Aggravated
mlsdemeanor -

Class B felony -~
Class C felony
Class D felony
“Not applicable

-~ AA W N

1 2.0

Clags A feiony --- S



Appendix 1. continued County B

\5\| 1

Asians
Variables Value Category N % X STD Ry
o ——
PAST DISPOSITION
1 AdJudicatedl
del inquent/
waived to adult’
. .court: .2 3.9
2 -No adjuducatlon/ o
no walver to
adult court 49 96.1
IF COMMITTED CRIME,
WAS PERSON STILL
UNDER COURT AUTHORITY :
. 4] Yes 5 v.8
1 No 456 90.2
LENGTH OF TIME
IN JUVENILE
COURT <DAYS)
: 1964.2 3660.3 0-88
NUMBER OF
CURRENT CHARGES
1 47 92.2
2 2 3.9
3 _——— e
4 2 3.9
5 —_—— _—



155

Appendix 1. continued County B’

Aslans

Variables Value Category SN x X STD Range

MOST SERIOUS CURRENT
CRIMINAL OFFENSE

1 Theft/unauthor.
o - use _ _ 30 58.8
Fi _ 2 'Burg}ary/A .
R break.8& enter. 6 11.8
3 Disorderly = . :
' conduct/ j-walk/ " E
obstruction 5 @ 9.8
4 Aggrav. assault- 3 5.9
5 Crim. .trespasgs --- ———
6 Receiving stoten
- property _ S m—— ———
7 Reslsting arrest 1 2.0
8 Robbery : .= ———
9 Carrying a ‘
concealed weapon 1 2.0
10 Drug/alcohol
offense . 2 3.9
11 . Simple assault 1 Z.0
12 . Rape/sexual '
‘assault ) -—— ——-
13 Prost!tutlon/
solleciting ——= " ea
14 Arson - i 2.0
15 Forgery/fuff! 1 2.
16 Vandallsm _——— -——
17 Murder . C e e
18 .Vehlcular o o
: homicide —— —_—
19 Indecent
exposure . - -
" MOST SERIOQUS
. CHARGES ' - ' o
: 0 - Property 46 90.2

1 - Perscnal ' 53 9.8
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Asjians
Variables Value Category - N % STD Range
SERICUSNESS OF
CRIMINAL OFFENSE
1 Simple . .
. ~mlisdemeanor 29 56.9
2 Serious - )
: misdemeanor 6 11.8.
3 ‘Aggravated . - -
- mlsdemeanor 2 3.9
4 Class A felony 1 2.0
5 Class B felony --- -—-
6 Class -C felony 2 3.9
7 Class D felony 11 21.6
SERIOUSNESS OF
CRIMINAL OFFENSE 1] )
o ‘Simple
m! sdemeanor 29 56.9
1 Serlinus- .
mi{ sdemeanor 6 11.8
2 Aggravated . _
misdemeanor 2 . 3.9
3 Felony - : 14 27.5
INTAKE o : :
1 Release’ 14 27.5
2 Informal
adjustment - 32 62.7
3 Further court :
precessing 5 2.8
STAGE INTAKE
DETENTION _
1 Yes | 2 3.9
2 " No 49 6.1
PLACE DETAINED
AT STAGE
1 Home detention <=-- ---
2 Youth shelter —— -——
3 Detentlon
facliity 2 3.9
4 Comblnation . of
1,2.3 - -
5 Jail —-_—— -—
9 49 G6. 1

' i

i

. |
i

I

Not applicable
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Asians
Variables Value Category N % STD Range
PROBATION
SUPERVISION
1 Yes 3 5.9
2 No - 48 94.1
PETITION : : -
1 Yes 3. 5.9
2 No - 2 3.9
. 9 Not appllcaple 46 °0.2
WHY NO
PETITION -
1 ‘Out of court o
settliement 1 2.0
2 Not encugh.
evidence 1 2.0
3 Moved away/ran
awvay/joined
‘services —-——- -
9 ‘Not applicable - 49 9g.0
WAIVER TG ADULT
COURT
1 Yes - ~—=-
2 No 51 " 100.0
3. Walver -
" stipulation -—- -
Q. Not applicable --- -—
INITIAL
APPEARANCE _ .
1 Contested , 1 2.0
2 Uncontested S 2 3.9
9 Not appllicable 48 ° 94,13
INITIAL APPEARANCE
DETENTION
1 -Yes 1 2.0
2 No. 50 98.0
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Appendix 1. contlnued -County B
Asians
Variables valye Category: N % STD  Ran
PLACE DETAINED
AT INITIAL
APPEARANCE T C
i Home detentjon --- —-———
2 Youth shelter - -—-
3 Detention - T
facility - ) i 2.0
4 Combination of _
1,2,3 —-- e
9 Not applicable 50 95.0
CONSENT DECREE _
1 Yes. ——— -—-
2 No . 3 5.9
9 Not applicabie 48 4.1
PROBATION
SUPERVISION
1 Yes ° -— -——
2 No 51 100.0
ADJUDICATION
1 Yes 3 5.9
2 No . -—— Se—-—
9 Not applicable 48 94,1
WHY NO ‘ . :
ADJUDUCATION :
1 Out of court
_ settlement —— ——
2 Not enough
evidence ——— -
o Not applicable - 51 100.0
ADJUDICATION
DETENTION :
i Yes | 2.0
2 No Su ?8.0
PLACE DETAINED
AT ADJUDICATION
STAGE
i -Home detentjon --- -—-
2 Youth shelter —— ———
3 Detention -
faclllty 1 2.0
9 50 9B.0

Not appllcable
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Aslans |
Variables Value Category N % STD Range
PROBATION
SUPERV1SION : , ’ -

1 Yes 3 5.9

2 No . 48 94,

HOME OF RELATIVE

OTHER THAN
_GUARDIAN _
’ ' 1 Yes -—-
2. No - 51
GROUFP HOME~/
FOSTER HOME S _ , _
1 Yes - - -—-
2 No : 51
RESIDENTIAL
SETTING
1 Yes 2
2 No 49
TRAINING
SCHOOL o
1 Yes . R
2 Na - . 51
DISPOSITION
TYPE ]
1 Placement/transfer
: to adult court 1
2 - Communjty based
treatment 2

% Not applicable 48

100.0

100.0

96.

100.0

AW N

-0 ©
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Appendix 1. continued County B

Asians
Variable Value Category N %
DETENTION
(composite? .
1 Yes 2. 3.9
2 No 49 96.1
GENDER OF
PROBATION
OFFICER
1 Male 27 . 52.9
2 Female Q@ 17.6
8 No Informatlon 15 29.4
RACE OF PROBATION
OFFICER _ }
1 "White 37 72.5%
2 Black —— ——
8 No Informatlon i4 27.5
LEGAL COUNSEL : ' ]
i ~Court appointed 2 3.9
2 Obtained L == -
B _No-lnformatlon 49 96.1.




Appendix 1, Distributions of Variabtes far County C.
Blacks
Variables Value Category ‘N % STD Range
GENDER Coe
a Male 552 70 .1
1 Femate 236 29.9
EDUCATION _
0 2 .3
1 4 5
2 7 .9
3 8- 1.0
4 7 .9
5 29 3.7
) 51 6.5
7 58 7.4
8 - 385 48.9
o - 94 11.9
10 99 12.6
11 39 4.9
12 © 5 .6
a8 No information --- -
AGE
. 4q - —-—— —_———
5 - _--_.
& 2 . 3
-7 3 : -4
8 9 1.1
@ 11 1.4
io0 18 2.3
‘11 18 . 2.3
12 St 6.5
13 - 70 8.9
14 . 96 12.2
15 131 16.6
16 172 21.8
17 203 25.8
18 . 4 .5
SCHOOL STATUS :
1 Attendlng 364 46.2
2. Attending but
problems 58 7.4
3 Nonattendlng " 69 8.8
4 Other ' 2 .3
8 No information 295 37.4

. 161
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Blacks
Variables Value Category N % STD Range
NUMBER OQF
SIBLINGS :
Q 78 9.9
1 155 19.7
2 155 ie.7
3. 118 15.0
4 BT 8.5
5 36. 4.6
6 17 2.7
7 13 1.6
8 3 .4
Q 7 .G
10 4 .95
11 1 . 1
12 o 2 .3
88 No information 132 16.1
MOTHER
EMPLOYMENT o
1 Yes 100 12.7
2 No . 25 3.2
8 No Information 663 84.1
FATHER
EMPLOYMENT
1 Yes 38 4.8
2 No - 18 2.3
8 Ne Information 732 02.9
FAMILY STATUS - :
1 Two member 257 32.6
2 One member - 531 ' 67.4
NUMBER OF PRIOR
CRIMIMAL OFFENSES
2.9 0-21
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Blacks
Variables Value Category - N "% STD Range
LAST CRIMINAL OFFENSE - ) _
TYPE MDST 1 Theft/unauthor.
SERIOUS use : 185 3.5
2 Burglary”/ - )
break.& enter. 34 4.3
3 ‘Disorderly ) : -
conduct/j-walk/
obstruction/ - .
_ crim. mischief. 42 5.3
4 Aggrav. assualt 17 2.2
5. Crim. trespass 13 1.6
6 Recejving stolen. '
property —— -—
7 Resisting arrest/
escape : -—— -——-
B8 Robbery . 17 2.2
9 Carrving a-
concealed weapon-- . -
i0 Drug/alcohoul
cffense - . © 1.1
11 Simple assualt 61 7.7
12 - Rape/sexual ,
assault .7 .9
13 " Prostltution~ '
soliclting - -
14 Forgery/fuffi 1 .1
15 Vandatlism - -— -——
i6 Indecent
EXPOSUrE ’ 1 .1
17 . Arson 6 .B
18 Tampering with
. motor vehicles ~—- -—-
19 Trafflc ovffenses—-- -—
20 Extortlon 1 .1
21 Terrorism 2 .3
22 Cruelty to .
animals . X
23 Fraudulent _
' practices -— -——
24 .Fallure to -
glve ald —— -———
25 Kidnapping -— -
26 Possesslon of
explosives - -
22 49,5

No information 370
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Blacks '

Variables Value Category ) N

164

STD  Rang,

LAST CRIMINAL

OFFENSE 1 " Simple . -

misdemeanor 200

2 Serious :
~mlsdemeanor 64

3 ‘Aggravated )

misdemeancr 50 -
4 Class A -felony ---"
5 Class B felony 5
€ Class C felony S8
7 Class D felony 21
B

Not appllcable 390

PAST DISPOSITION : '
1 Adiudicated
dellnquent/ _
waived to aduilt

court ' 32
2 No adjuducation/
ro walver to
adult court  7sg
IF COMMITTED CRIME,
WAS PERSON STILL
UNPER COURT AUTHORITY _
0 -  Yes o8
i No _ &390
LENGTH OF TIME.
IN JUVENILE
COURT <¢DAYS)
NUMBER Op
CURRENT CHARGES
| 699 .
2 74
3
4
S
7

L gl N, |

5.

1

153.4

338.5 0-2999
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Appendix 1. contlnued County C
Blacks
Variables Value Category N % STD Range
MOST SERIOUS CURRENT
CRIMINAL OFFENSE
' 1 'Theft/unauthor .o
use 370 47.0
2 Burgltary/
break.8& enter. 47 5.0
3 Dlsorderly o :
conduct.”J-walk/ _
.obstruction . ?1 . 11.5
4 Aggrav. assault 40 5.1
5 Crim. trespass 27 3.4
6 Receiving stolen :
property . 1 .1
7 Resistlno arrest 2 .3
8 . Robbery 30 3.8
° Carrying a :
concealed weapon 8 1.0
10 'Drug/alcohol
of fense: 21 2.7
11 Simple assault °%6 12.2
iz Rape/sexual .
: . assault 15 1.9
13 Prostltution/
' solicliting -—= ——
14 - Arson : .9 1.1
15 'Forqery/fuffi 8 . 1.0
16 Vandal ism -—- -
17 Murder 4 .5
i8 Vehicular
homicide —-——— —-——
19 Indecent
exposure 4 .5
g 20 Tampering wlfh :
.motor vehicle 4 .5
21 Trafflc offense 2 .3
22 - Extortion -—- -—-
23 Terror!ism . | .8
24 Cruelty to animal -- -—-
25 - Fraudulent T
practices 3 .4
26 Failure to
: give ald 1 .1
27 Kidnapping -— -—-
28 Possession of_
explosives: -—— -——
MOST SERIQUS '
CHARGES 0 . Property 587 75.4
1 Personal 195
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Blacks
Variables Value Category N- % STD Rang
SERIQUSNESS OF
CRIMINAL OFFENSE '
1 - . Simple - : '
: misdemeanor - 428 54.3
2 Serious. .
misdemeanor . 83 10.9
3 Aggravated _ -
misdemeanor = 131 16.6
4 Class A felony 3 |
) ‘Class' B felony 21 2.7
& Class C felony 75 3.5
T Class D felony 47 6.0
SERICUSNESS OF
CRIMINAL OFFENSE 11
0 Simple L ‘ '
mlsdemeanor 429 54,2
I Serinus
misdemeanor. 86 10,9
2 Aggravated
mlisdemeanor 131 i6.5
3 ‘Felony 146. 18.4
INTAKE _
1 Release . 451 57.2
2 Informai : , '
adjustment 187 23.7
3 - Further court :
processing 150 19.0
STAGE INTAKE :
DETENTION
1 Yes 49 6.2
2 No - 730 93.8
PLACE DETAINED
AT STAGE _ - _ ) _
1 Home detention --- -——-
2 Youth shelter 7 =
3 Detentlon _
facillty 35 4.6
4 .Combination of
1,2,3 1 1
5 Jall , 5 .6
Q Not applicabie 739 ?3.8
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Appendix 1. continued County C
Blacks
Varlables Value Category H % STD Range
PEOBATI QN
SUPEPVISION )
1 Yes 56 7.1
2 No 725 92.9
PETITION : : )
1 Tes 145 . 18.4
2 No ' - -5 B
? Not applicable 638 - 81.0
WHY NO
PETITION . B
1 Out of court :
settiement 2 .3
2 Not -enough '
evidence 2 .3
3 Moved away./ran
away/jolned
services —— -——
2 Not appllicable 784 ©9.5
WAIVER TO ADULT
COURT _
1 Yes i 1.4
2 - No - . —-——— ——
3 Walver
stipulation = =-= ———
9 Not applicable 777 98.€
INITIAL
APPEARANCE '
1 Contested 25 3.2
2 Uncontested 109 13.8
9 . Hot applicahle £54 83.0
INITIAL APPEARANCE
DETENMTION
1 Yes 16 2.0
2 772 98.0

No
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Blacks
Varlables Value Category . N % STD  Rang
PLACE DETAINED
AT INITIAL
APPEARANCE . -
1 Home detenttion 2 .3
2 Youth shelter 2 .3
3 Detention :
facillity 12 1.5
4 Comblnation of
1,2,3 . N ——-
9 . Not applicable 772 98.0
CONSENT DECREE :
1 Yes 78 Q.9
2 No : 56 7.1
Q Not applicable . 654 83.0
PROBATION
SUPERVISION
1 Yes 54 E.9
2 No 734 93.1
ADJUDICATION :
1 Yes 52 6.6
2 "No 4 .5
2 Not appiicable 732 22.9
WHY NO )
ADJUDUCATION _ |
1 Out of caourt ‘
settlement 3 .4
2 ‘Not enough
evidence _——— -
o Nat appllicabie 785 ©9.¢
ADJUDICATION
DETENTION
1 Yes i6 2.0
2 - No 772 28.0
PLACE DETAINED
AT ADJUDICATIDN
STAGE ' .
! Home detenticn --- -
2 Youth shelter --- -
3 Detention .
facilitv 13 1.6
5 Jail L 3 .4
9 Not appllicable 463 9B.0
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Blacks
Variaples Value Cateogory N % STD Range
PROBATION
SUPERVISION :
1 Yes .13 1.6
2 No - 775 98.3
HOME OF RELATIVE
OTHER THAN '
GUARDIAN
- - 1 Yes 1 .1
z No 787 9e .9
GROUP HOME/
FOSTER HOME .
1~ - Yes’ 6 .8
2 No 782 99.2
RESIDENTIAL
SETTING
1 Yes 2 - .3
2 No 786 99 .7
TRAINING
SCHOQL
1 Yes 18 2.3
2 No 770 97:7
DISPOSITION
TYPE _
1 Placement/transfer
) to adult court 38 4.8
2 Communl!ty based
- treatment 21 2.7
9 " Not applicable 729 92.5
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Appendix 1. continued County C
Blacks
Variable Value Category N % STD Ranae
DETENTION
(composite) .
1 Yes 56 7.1
p "No 732 2.9
GENDER- OF
PROBATION
-OFFICER
1 Male " 645 Rl .9
4 Female _ 93 '11.B
8 No Information 50 6.3
RACE OF PPOBATION
OFFICER ' -
1 White 723 Q1.8
z Black 14 1.8
a No Information 51 6.5
LEGAL CQOUNSEL
1 - Court appoinfed 125 15.9
2 Obtalned i8 2.3
8 81.¢%

No i{nformation

645
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Whites
Variabtes Value Category . N % STD Range
GENDEP o ) _
0. Male 805 80.1
1 Female ' 200 19.9
EDUCATON :
[] - ——— -———
1 1 -1
.2 5 .5
3 3 .3
4 5 .5
5 30 3.0
6 51 5.1
7 79 7.9
8 405 40.3
k4 163 16.2
in - 164 16.3
11 .87 8.7
12 : 10 1.0
B8 No information 2 .2
AGE .
4 ——— -
s - -———
6 —_— JR—
7 1 L1
8 3 .3
9 4 .4
10 B8 .B
11 17 1.7
12 33 3.3
13 70 7.0
14 109 .10.8
15 173 17.2
16 270 26.9
17 315 31.3
18 2 .2
SCHOQL STATUS oo
1 Attending - =~ 554 55.1
2 Attending but ‘
problems 64 6.4
3 Nonattending = 111 11.0
4 Gther - Cm—— -——-
8

No Information 276

27.5
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Appendix 1. cont inued County ¢
Whites
Variabies Vatue Category - N % X STD Ra,
- __'_"‘-'--..,
NUMBER OF
SIBLINGS
0 O S 1= B.7
1 285 18.2
2 235 18.2
3 117 12.5
4 55 7.1
5 - 26 - 3.4
& 21 .8
7 1 1.2
8 7 1.8
k4 1 .4
10 ——— .2
11 -—— 4
12 —-——- -——-
15 | -1
88 No information 138 - 27.3
MOTHEP
EMPLOYMENT
i Tes 167, 16.6
2 No 21 2.1
8 Ne information 81~ 81.3
FATHER
EMPLOYMENT
1 Yes 107 10.6
2 No ‘ 16 1.6
8 No Informat jon Ha2 87.8
FAMILY STATUS _
1 Two member 19 51.8
Z One member . 486 48. 4
NUMBER OF PRIOP
CRIMINAL OFFENSES
' 2.3 .5 0-

21



Appendix 1.
Whites

Variables

continued County C

Value

o

Category ' N

STD

173

Range

LAST CRIMINAL OFFENSE

TYPE MOST
SERIOQUS

1

2

D N viaa

10 -

11
12

13
14
15
le

17
i8

19

20

22

24

25
25

27

- Theft/unauthor.

use ] 133 13.
Burglary/
‘break .8 enter, 48
Disorderiy .
conduct/j-walk/

Wb
o N

- ocbstruction/

crim. mischief 38
Aggrav. assuait 10
‘Crim. trespass 13
Receiving stolen

property 1
Resisting arrest/

escape - -———
‘Robbery _ < .3
Carryling a o

conceaied weapon | ' -1
Drug/alcohol

oftense - 34 2.4
Simple assualt 32 3.2

5

MO m

bt

Rape/sexual
assault . "5
Prostitution/ .
sollciting. - -—-. ——

Forgery/fuffl ‘5 .5
Vandal ism ) - -—
Indecent C
. eXposure . --_ -
Arson ' - B .B

Tampering with

motor vehicles --- -—
Traffic offenses 2 .2
Extortion. . -—— -
Terrocism - 1 S
Cruelty to -

animals. --- -—-
Fraudulant . ’

practlices . 2 .2
Failure to .

give aid T -—
‘Kldnappling" -—— —-_———
Possesslion of

explostves ——— —_——
No lnformation 670 66.7



Appendix 1. continued County C

174

Whites
Variables Value Category . _ N % X STD Range
LAST CRIMINWAL
OFFENSE 1 Simple .
misdemeanor 163 16.2
2 Serious :
. misdemeanor 43 4.3
3 Aggravated ' .
' mlsdemeanor - 43 4.3
4 Class A felony --- -
5- Class B felony ‘5 .8
& Class C felony 56 5.6
7 Ciass D felony - 26 . 2.5
B Not applicable 670 66.7
PAST DISPOSITION ' _
1 Adjudicated
“del inquent/
waived to adult -
court 13 1.3
2 No adjuducation/
no waitver to '
adult court 992 98.7
IF COMMITTED CPIME,
WAS PERSON STILL
UNDER CQURT AUTHORITY )
(O Yes oo 87 8.7
1 NG ' . 918 o1.3
LENGTH OF TIME
IN JUVENILE
COURT (DAYS>
117.7 292.7 0-2340
NUMBER OF
CURRENT CHARGES
1 B96 89.2
2 83 ° 8.3
3 22 2.2
4 1 .1
S 2 .2
o 1 -1



Appendlx
whites

Variabtes

1.

v

cont | pued County € -

a°

alue Category N

STD

175

Range

MOST SERIOQUS CURRENT

CRIMINAL OFFENSE
1

13

i4
15
16
17
1B

19

20 -

21
22
23
24
25

26

27
28

MOST SERIOUS

CHARGES

0
1

: Theft/unauthor:

.Burglary/' ] :
break.& enter. 119 11.8

Disorderly
conduct/j-walk/” - :
obstruction 154. 15:3

Aggrav. ‘assault 31 - 3.1

Crim, trespass 31 3.1

. Recelving stolen '

"property - 2 .2

Resisting arrest .1 A

Robbery . L 17 1.7

Carrying a T
concealed weapon 6 .6

Drug/alcohol . .

offense . 95 9.5

Simple assault o3 . 2.3

" Rape/sexual '
assault -~ ‘ 18 1.8

Prostitution/ - _ :
soliciting, 1 W1

Arson . 8 .8

Forgery/fuffl - 17 Y

Vandallsm - --- -—-

Murder : 2 .2

Vehligcular : ) :
homiclde N —-——

Indecent - '
exposure 4 4

Tamperina with
motor vehicle- 2 .2

Tratflc ocffense 9 .G

Extortion | ' 1 : 1

Terrorism 4 .4

Cruelty to animal -- -

.Fraudulent ‘
practices 4 .4

Fallure to
glve aid -—-

Kidnapping ol A

Pogssession of - :
explosives = 2 - .2

Property 829 82.5

Person ) 176 17.5

use 382 38.0
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Whites
Varlables Value Category N % b4 STD "~ Rang
SERIQUSNESS QF
CRIMINAL OFFENSE
i Simple | ‘
. _-misdemeanor 480 47.8
2 Serious . _ _
: mlsdemeanor = 165 16.4
3. - Aggravated . - .
- misdemeanor 122 . 12.1
4 Class A felony 4 .4
5 Class B felaony 20 2.0
6 Class C. felony 135 13.4
7 9

Ctass D felony ?9_ 7.

SERIOUSNESS OF
CRIMINAL OFFENSE 11

0 Simpie - _
misdemeaner - 478 47.8
1 Serious - B -
misdemeanor - - {67 16.6
2 Aggravated .
- mlsdemeanor 122 12.1
3 Felony - C 238 - 23.7
INTAKE ) _ _ ' : '
1 Release - . 519 51.6
2 Informal -
adJustment- 338 33.6
3 Further court
processing 148 - 14.7
STAGE INTAKE
DETENTION _ .
i Yes _ 37 3.7
2 Mo - _ 968 96.3
PLACE DETAIHNED.
AT STAGE - )
1 Home detentlon -—--- -——
2 Youth shelter 3 .3
3 Detention
_facility . 31 3.1
4 Comtlnatlon of
1,2,3 - -
S Jall] 2 .2
Q Not applicable 969 96.3
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Whites
Variables Value Category N %. STD Range
PROBATION
SUPERVISIDN _ -
1 Yes - 130 12.9
2 No . 975 B7.1
PETITION :
1 Yes : 141 14.0
2 No _ ' 7 .7
9 Not appilicable 857 85.3
WHY NO
PETITION _
1 Out of court
settlement 3 .3
2 Not enough’
evidence - 1 .1
3 Moved away/ran .
- away/joined :
services ’ 3 .3
Q Not applicable 998 99.3
WAIVER TO ADULT
COURT : _ )
1 Yes : . 4 .4
2 .No - ———
3 Waliver
' stipulation ——- —-=-
g Not applicabie 1001 ?9.€
INITIAL
APPEARANCE . ' :
| Contested .11 1.1
2 Uncontested 126 12.5
9 Not appllcable 868 B86.4
INITIAL APPEARANCE
DETENTION :
1 Yes ‘ 14 1.4
2 No _ T 99 98.6
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Whites
Variables Value Category N % X STD
PLACE DETAINED
AT INITIAL
APPEARANCE . :
1 Home detentjon --- -—
2 - Youth- shelter —— -—
3 Detention- :
_ facility 14 1.4
4 - Combination of
: 1,2.3 ' . -—- .2
Q Not appllicab! 901 96.6
CONSENT DECPREE .
1 Yes - 85 8.5
2 No ) 52 5.2
o Not applicable B8B682 86.4
PROBATION
SUPERVISION
1 Yes 53 5.3
2 No 952  °4.7
ADJUDICATION _
1 Yes 50 . 5.0
2 No - : 3 .3
Q Not applicable 952 ©4.7
WHY ND
ADJUDUCATION '
1 Out of court
settlement 2 .2
2 Not enough ,
evidence B .1
9 _ Not applicable 1002 99.7
ADJUDICATION
DETENTION _
1 Yes 13 1.2
2 HNo 99z 3.7
PLACE DETAINED
AT ADJUDICATION
STAGE -
1 Home detention 1 1
2 Touth shelter -—- ——
3 Detent ion
facility - 13 1.3
9 98.6

Not applicable 291t
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Whites
Variables Value Category N % STD Range
PROBATION _
SUPERVISION :
1 ~Yes - 21 2.1
2 No . . 984 97.9
HOME OF RELATIVE
- OTHER THAN
GUARDIAN _
1 . Q.fes . —_—— - ———
2 No 1005 - 100.0
GROUP HOME/
FOSTER HOME _ _
1 Yes . _ 4 .4
2 No - ' 1001 ?9.6
RESIDENTIAL
SETTING "
1 Yes ’ 5 D
2 No L . 1000 99.5
TRAINING
SCHGOOL _ _ ) . :
i Yus ) .o 1.1
2 No . ' 094 98.9
DISPOSITION
TYPE .
' 1 Placement /transfer
to adult court 24 - 2.4
2 Commun!ty based
treatment 27 2.7
e Not appllicable 954 94.9
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Appendix 1. continved County C.
Whltes '
Variable Value Categary ' N % X STD Range
DETENTION
(composite) o : .
1 Yes - 45 4.5
2 No ' 960 °5.5
GENDEER OF
PROBATION
OFFICER . ) : .
1 - Maie _ 848 B4.4
2 Female : 11 11.7
8 'No_lnformatlon 39. 3.9
RACE OF PROBATIGH |
QFFICEPR
i White 937 93.2
2 Black . 25 2.5
a8 " Ho informatlon 43 - 4.3
LEGAL COUNGEL .
! Court appointed 96 2.6
2 Obtalned : 41 4.1
B 4

Hollnformatlon " Be8 BG.
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Appendix 1. Distributions of Variables for County C.
Natlve American Indians
Variables Value Category - N % X STD Range
GENDER : ) L -
n - Male 16. 76.2
1 Female ) 5  23.8
EDUCATION
0 —— _——
1 —— ———
2 —— ———
3 1 4.8
4 —— -_—
- 5 e —— ———
6. 1 . 4.8
7 5 23.8
a8 10 47 .6
9 3 14.3
10 4.8
11 - -_———
12 - -
17 . . — —_—
88 No information --- -—-
AGE 3 f—a —_—
4 . - -
.5 ——— e
6 —_—— -
i - ———
" 8 -— —
9 _ —
10 1 4.8
11 —— —
12 —— _—
13 _— ———
14 1 4.8
15 2 2.5
i6 1) 28.6
17 11 52.4
18 - ——— —_———

SCHOOL STATUS ' ,
Attendlng - 5 23.8

1
2 Attending but

" problems i 4.8
3 Nonattending 5] 23.8
4 " Other - -
8

No information 10 47.6
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Appendix 1. continued County‘C
Native American Indians
Variables Value Category . N % Rang
NUMBER QF
SIBLINGS .
0 - —
1. 2 ©.5
e 8 38.1
3 3 14.3
4 . P P
5 R -—
6 - —_—
- _—— _—
B _— —_———
o _— -
10 ——— --
11 —— -—
12 ——— -—
88 No information 8 38.1
MOTHER
EMPLOYMENT : ,
1 Yes - 2 Q.5
2z No .- 4 ©19.0
8 Noe lnformation 15 - 71.4
FATHER
EMPLOYMENT : :
1 Yes 1 4.8
2 No | 4 10,0
B No information 16 6.2
FAMILY STATUS _
ot Tvio member T 13 81.9
a 38.1

2 One member

NUMBER OF PRIOR
CRIMINAL OFFENSES
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Appendix 1. continued County C
Hatlve American  Indlans
Variables Value Category. N % STD Range
LAST CRIMIMAL OFFENSE .
TYPE MOST 1 Theft/unauthor. .
SERIODUS T use : ) 3] 28.6
2 -Buralary.” .
break .8 enter. 4. '19.0
Disorderly - -
conduct/Jj-walk/
obstruction/-
‘ crim. mischlef 2. 9.5
4 Agarav. assualf --- ———
5 Crim. trespass’ 1 4.8
R=) Receiving stolen
property - . - —-——-
7 Resisting arrest/
" escape _ -— -——
g Robbery - -
Q Carrylng a
‘concealed weapon-- —
10 rug/alcohaol _
offense e -—=
11 Simple "assualt  ~-- -———
i2 - Rape/sexual
assault -—- -——-
13 Prostitution/ _
‘soliciting - -
14 Forgery/fuffi. --- -—-
i5 Vandal [ sm L em— -
16 Thndecent .
exposure T e
17 Murder ———— -
i8 Arson S =-- ——
19 Tampering with
motor vehicles --- -—-
20 Traftfic offenses 1 4.8
21 BExtortion —_—— ———
22 Terrorism —_—— ———
23 Cruelity to
anlmals o —— -
24 Fraudulent )
practices Cw—— ——
25 Fallure to
give aid - -
p Kldnapping - -—
27 Pogsesslon of
explosives =~ --- -———
28 No Information 7 33.3
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Variables Value 'Category "N X STD Range
LAST CRIMINAL :
OFFENSE 1 Simple _
m] sdemeanor 6 28.6
2 Serlious )
m!sdemeanor ‘2. 9.5
3 Aggravated :
~misdemeanor -—— -—-
4 Class A felony --- —_———
5 - Class B felony --- -
6 Class C felony 4 19.0
7 ~CTlass D felony. 2 9.5
8 Not applicable . 7 33.3
PAST DISPQSITION o
1 Adjudicated .
del ingquent/ .
walved to. adult . -
‘eourt : 1 4.8
"2 No adjuducation/
ho walver to - :
adult court 20  95.2
IF COMMITTED CRIME,
WAS PERSON STILL
UNDER COURT AUTHORITY .
0 Yes, 1 4.8
1 - No 20 9G.2
LENGTH OF TIME .
IN JUVENILE
COURT (DAYS)
158.2 349.8 0-1558
NUMBER OF
CURRENT CHARGES
18 . 85.7
2 9.5
1 4.8

=IO LS DY =
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Appendix 1. continued County C -

Native American Indians

Variables Value Category N % X STD Range

MOST SERIOUS CURRENT .
CRIMINAL OFFENSE

1 Theft/unauthor. .
L use : 12 48.0
2 Buralary/ .
' _ break.& enter 5 .20.0
3. Disorderly - - '
conduct/j-walk/
obstruction | 4.0
4 Aggrav. assault --- = ---
5 Crim. trespass . 1 4.0
6 Recelving stolen o
property -——— -———
7 Resisting arrest---' ———
8 Robbery . - -
Q Carrying a ) .
concealed weapon—— . m=—
10 Drugralcohotl : : :
wf fense 3 12.0
11 Silmple-assault 1 4.0
12 Rape/sexual . _
assault = = === ee—
13 - Prostltution/ i _
- solliciting T m— -
14 Arson g --- -—
15 Feraery/fuffx . i 4.0
i6 =~ Vandalism - - -
17 Murder R
18 . Vehicular . ' :
. homiclde . ——— —--
19 Indecent '
© . exposure —-——— _—
20 Tampering wlth )
: mofor vehicle --- _———
21 - Trafflc offense I - 4.0
22 - Extortion . ——= ==
23 Terror!lsm . -—- -—
24 ruelty ‘to animal-— -
25 Fraudulent .
' practices -——- -——
26 ' Fallure to -
- give aid - —_——
27 Kidnappling -== -—
28 Pogsegsion of

explosives -——- -_—

MOST SERIOCUS : ‘
CHARGES 0 Property =~ - " 19 90.5
1 . Persan 2 2.5
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Appenciix 1. contjinued County C

Native American Indians

Variables Value Category . - N % X STD  Rang
SERIQUSNESS OF _
CRIMINAL OFFEMSE
H Simple
: misdemeanor 11 52.4
2 Serijous ‘ -
.mlsdemeanor '3 14.3
3 Aggravated: o
"m|sdemeanor - ==
4 Class A felony ---- -—
5 . Class B felony "--- .-
& Class C felony 4 ie.0
-

Class D felony 3 14.3

SERIOUSHESS OF
CRIMINAL OFFENSES II
0

Simple
" misdemeanor | 52.4
1 Serious ' _
misdemeanor 3 14.3
2 Aggravated :
misdemeanor -—— -——-
3 Felony ) 7 -33.3
INTRAKE '
1 Releage Q 42.9
2 Informal . :
adjustment 5 23.8
3 Further court )
process|ng 7 33.3
STAGE INTAEKE
DETENTION
1 Yes S 5 23.8
2 No -~ 16 76.2
PLACE DETAINED
AT STAGE . .
1 Home detentlon . --- -—-
2 Youth shelter 1 4.8
3. Detention _
o facility 3 14.3
4 Comblnation of
1,2.,3 -— e
S Jail : : 1 .8
? 2

) 4
NptAapplicable ‘16 76,
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Varlabies Value Category R % X STD Range
PROBATION
SUPERVISION S . N
1 Yes . 1.7 4.8
‘2 No. .20 95.2
PETITION . . ‘
1 Yes L & 28B.6
2 No- : 1 4.8
9 Not applicabtle 14 66 .7
WHY NO
PETITION
) Cut of court .
settliement C e -
2 Not enough . '
' evidence -— -
3 Moved away/ran -
- away/Jjoined -
] services o1 4.8
g Not' applicable 20 95.2
WAIVER TO ADULT
COURT - _ .
! Yes -— -
2 No -—- -—-
3 Wajver '
stipulation - -
9 Not applicable 21 100.0
INITIAL
APPEARANCE ' :
1 Contested - - “-=
2 Uncontested . 6 28B.6
9 Not appllicable - 15 71.4
INITIAL APPEARANC .
DETENTION C '
1 Yes ' 2 9.5
2 No 19 90.5
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Appendlx 1. épnt!nued County C.

Natlve American Indlqns

Variables Value Category N % STD
PLACE DETAINED
AT INITIAL
APPEARANCE o _
i - Home detention --- ———
2 . Youth shelter --- -~
3 Detentlon - .
facility o 2 2.5
4 Comblnation of -
1,2,3 o e
9 Hot applicable 19  90.5
CONSENT DECREE
1 Yes. 1 4.8
2 Ne L 5 23.8
9 Not applicable |5 71.4
PROBATION
SUPERVISION .
1 Yes - -—-
2 No - 21 100.0
ADJUDICATION o
1 Yes = | 5 23.8
2 No K - ——— e
9 Not applicable: 16 76.2
WHY ND _
ADJUDUCATION - _
i Out of court
"settlement’ -—- -
2 Not enough
evidence -— ~—
g Not appllicable 21 100.0
ADJUDICATION
DETENTION _
1 - Yes 3. 14.3
2 No 18 B5.7
PLACE DETAINED _
AT ADJUDICATION
STAGE - _
1 - Home detentlion  --- -——
2 Youth shelter --- -—-
3 " Detentlion '
facility 3 14.3
e Not applicable 18 85.7
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Natlive Amerijican Indians
Variables Value  Category _ N % STD Range
PROBATION
SUPEEVISION
1 Yes = - o = ===
2 No = ° 21 100.0
HOME OF RELATIVE
OTHERF THAN
GUARDIAN ,
- 1 " Yes ’ R -
2 No - 21 -100.0
GROUP HOME~
FQSTEFR HOME _ _
1 - Yes. = . C, o= -
2 Nc - 21 100.0
RESIDENTIAL
SETTING . _
1 Yes | . - -—
.2 No : - 21 100.0
TRAINING
SCHOOL : : )
1 Yes 2 9.5
2 No 19 ?0.5
DISPOSITION
TYPE ) : .
1 Placement/transfer .
_ to adult court 2° 9.5
2 Community based
treatment - ~——— —_—
9 - 90.5

Not applicable - 19
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Appendix 1. continued.Countf'C
Hative Amecican Incdlans -
Variable Value Category - _ N % STD Ran
DETEMTIOHN _
(composite) :
1 Yes 7 33.3
2 NQ 14 86.7
GENDER OF
FROBATION
OFFICER - :
- 1 Male - 19 90.5
2 Female ) - —-——
8 No lnformation _ 2 ¢.5.
RACE OF PROBATION
OFFICER . : :
1 White : 15 71.4
2z Black - —
B8 No informatlon & 2B.6
LEGAL COUNSEL : - :
1 Court appointed 6 28.6
2 . Dbtalned ) - ———
8 71.4

.No information 15
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Appenciy {. Distributions of Varlables for County C.
Hisparics
Variaklies Value Cateaory - H * X STDh Range
GENLEF , : : :
Q Male . ‘ 103 89,6
1 ‘Female . R 10.4
EDUCATION :
.0 —— ——-
2 1 -°
3 JE— —_——
4 -3 2.6
5 . 3 2.6
& 12 10.4
- 11 2.6
8 58 50.4
o 13 11.3
10 B- 7.0
11 . 6 5.2
12 == -- =
17 ~=- -—-
88 Ho information --- ==
AGE 3 - -—-
4 —_——— _—
5 _— __
6 p— [
- — —_——
8 ——— ) -
Q 2 1.7
10 2 1.7
11 2 1.7
12 7 6.1
13 15 13.0
14 11 °.6
15 20 17.4
6 27 23.5
17 28 24.2
18 1 @
SCHOOL STATUS . .
1 Attending - 42 36.%
P Attending but ’ :
problems - 13 11.3
3 Nonatternding =~ 21 8.3
4 Otiher e -
8 3.9

Mo information 39 3
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Appenclix !. continued County

Hisparics

; Variables Value Category - . - N - % X STD  Panoe
t :
! NUMBEP QF
SIBLINGS : :
0 2 1.7
1 13 1.3
2 36 31.3
i 3. 10 8.7
, 4 10 8.7
| 5 14 12.2
| G 4 3.5
; - 1 L@
B 4 2.5
Q [ —_——
10 -—- --
11 2 1.7
12 - . . R
8B No infcrmation 12 16.5
MOTHEP
EMPLOTHMENT _ :
! Tes ' '8 7.0
) Ho . 4 3.5
8 No informatlion 103 BO.6
FATHEP
{ EMPLCTMENT .
1 : Yes 7 6.1
. 2 Me | 2 1.7
8 Mo information (06 92.2
| FAMILY STATUS
1 i Two member T 66.4
4 2 One membrr 40 32.6
{h NUMBEP 0F PRIOP
CRIMINAL OFFEMNSES -
3 4.6 3.0 0-15
I
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Appendix . zontinued County C

Hisparics

Variab'les Yalue Category N % X STD Range
LAST CRIMINAL GFFENSE
TYPE MOST 1 Theft.- unau hoe .
SERIQUS . uce 21 17.6
2 © Burglary-’ . o
break.f enter. 13 10.¢
3 . Disorderly :
conduct/j-walk/
opstruction”
crim. mischief 7 5.9
4 Aggrav. assualt "3 ‘2.5
5 -Crim. trespass ~ 1 .8
6 Recelvlnc stolen o
. propert _—— ===
7 - -Pesistlng arrest/
escace L= =
8 Pobbery. - 1 .8
9 . Carrylng a '
- concealed. weapon-=- —-——
16 Drug/alcohol ‘ ’
offense 2. 1.7
11 Simple asqualt -6 5.0
12 - Pape~/sgexual '
. assault | ) < 1.7
13 Prostitution/ ) ]
sclticlting - . =--- ——
14 Forgery’fuffl . 1 .8
15 Vandal ism ke
16 Indecent L
expasure. N ---
17 " Murder . . L ——-- S m——
18 " Arson - - 1 .0
ie Tampering with
. totor vehicles --- -
440 I Traffic offenses--—- L ———
cl Extortion - -— . ===
22 - Terror lsm 3 . 2.S
2 Cruelty to-
animals e ==
24 - Fraudulent . - ) '
practices : 2 1.7
25 - Tallure to : -
~alve aid —— —=-
26 Kidnavping - ——— . ==
27 . Possession of

) explosives —_—— _———
28 . Mo informetion 56 47.1
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Appendix !. continued County C

Hispanics

Variables Value Category N % X STD Ran
LAST CRIMIHAL
OFFENGE 1 Simple
‘misdemeanor 24 20.2
2 Serious )
miscdemeanor . 4 3.4
3 Aagravated _ _
" misdemeanor - 14 1.8
4 Class & felony --- ~——-
5 Class B felony 1 .8
6 Class C felony 15 12.6
7 Class D felony 5 4.2
B Not applicahle 56 47.1
PAST DISPOSITION
1 Adjudicated
dellnguent
waived to adult ,
court : < 2.5
2 o adjuducat icon/ '
" no walver (o
adult court 111 95.5
IF COMMITTED CPIME,
WAS PEPSOM STILL
UNDER COUPT AUTHOPITY . _
n Yes . . 18 15.7
1 e .- 97 84.3
LENGTH 0OF TIME
IN JUVENILE
COUPRT ¢DATS)
185.9 310.5 202
NUMBEFP OF
CURPENT CHARGES .
i ' 104 20.4
2 _ ' R 7.0
Z.6

<1 T
|
[
1
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Appendix !. continued County €
Hisparics
Varial:ies Category. b % X STh Ranue
MOST SEPTOUS CUPRENT
CRiMIMNAL CFFELR , '
! Theft -un=uthor. - .
yse - - ' . 4F 40.0
o Burglary.’ _
break.& erter. 16 iI3.9
3 Disorderly )
Lnnduct/J—walk/ _
obstruct i on 9. 7.8
| “Agyarav, assault” 5 4.3
5 ‘Crim. trespass 6 o.2
& Receiving stoten
property - ——- -—-
7 Resistiny arrest--- - -——
8 Robbery 3 2.6
Q Carrying a ,
concealed weapon 1 .o
10 Drug-alcohol _
offense 5 4.3
11 Simple assault . 11 9.6
12 Rape/sexual )
assault - . 4 - 3.5
13 Prostitution/
soliciting o o
14 Arson o 1 @
15 Forgery. fuffi. 1 .9
16 Vandallem C—-— ——
17 . Murder ——— -—-
18 Vehicular ' ’
homicide ) - —-———
19 Indecent )
exposure -—— -
20 Tampering with ,
mntor vehirle 1 L@
bog Traffic offense 1 .9
el Extortion - -—
23 Terrarism ' 4 3.5
24 . Cruelty to.animaj-- -—--
25 Fraudulent
practices = -
26 Failure to
give ald - -—
27 Fidnapplng -—= —---
28 Possession of
exploslves =~ - -—--
MOST SFPRIOUS - .
CHARGES ¢ Property - 89 77.4
1 22.9

Person : ' ?6



Appenciix 1. centinued County c -

Hispanics

Variabies Value Category - N % STD
SEPIQUSHESS OF
CRIMINAL DFFEN3E
1 Simple . E
misdemeanor 52 | 45.2
2 - Serious
misdeme znor 11 .6
3 Aagravated
misdemeancr 23  20.0
4 Class A felony --_ ——-
5 Class B fe)ony 3 26
& Class O felony v ‘4.8
7 Class D feiony . o 7.8
SERIDUSHNESS pF '
CRIMINAL OFFENSES 171 -
0 Simple
_nmisdemeanor 52 48.2
1 Serious .
misdemeanor 1] 2.6
< Aagravated
misdemeanor 23 an.n
3 Felony 29 S
INTAKE _
1 Pelease 63 Cu.6
2 Informa)
cadiustment o9 PN
3 Further ot
Processing o3 ce.n
STAGE IHTAXE
DETENTION
1 Tes 15 13,2
Z No Qo A, 1
PLACE DETATNED
AT STAGE
1 ‘Home detention --- -~ -
<. Youth shelter € 5.2
3 Detention
facility B T.0
4 Combination nf
1,2,3 -— -
S Jail . l 1.7
Q Not appiicable 29
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Appentiy 1. continued County &
Hispzanics
Variabies Yatue Category M % h STD Range
PROBAT QN
SUPEPVISION - _ -
1 Yes 10 8.
2 No 105 - 91.3
PETITION —_—
1 Yes 19, 1&:5
2 No - ' 4 3.5
° Not .appllicable °2° 3nh.0
WHY HC
FPETITION
1 COut of court : :
settlement i .o
2 Hot enough-
evidence - -
3 Moved away/ran
: away~joined
- servicges _ 2 1.7
¢ Nct applicable 112 °7. 4
WAIVER TO ADULT. -
COUPT ' :
1 Yes - -—— -—-
2 Nu _ -~ -—=
3 Walver
stlpulation - -—-
@ Hot applicable 115 100.0
INITIAL '
APPEARANCE B .
1 Contested 2 1.7
2 Uncontested 17 14.8
Q Not. applicable ©8§ 83.5
INITIAL APPEAPANCE .
DETENTION :
1 Tes "3 2.6
2 No 112 97.4



: _ 198
Appencix !. continued County C
Hispar es
Varlanples Value Categary N L X STD Rar
PLACE DETAINED
AT INTTIAL
APPEZDAIICE :
1 Home detention ---. -——-
o) YTouth shelt:r 1 .9
3 . Detenticn
facility ‘ 2 1.7
4 Combination of T
1,2.3 - -—
° Not applicable 112 97 .4
CONSEMNT DECREE
1 Yes -’ .9 7.8
2 No 100 8:7
9 Not applicable 96 83.5
PROBATTON
SUPEFVISICON
1 Yes 4 3.5
2 " No 111 9065
ADJUDICZATION
H Yes 10 8
2 Ho ) -——- -
2 Not appiicable 105  =1.3
WHY NO .
ADJUDUICATIGH _
1 Tut of coupt
settiemont’ R —_—
2 Not ennuuh
. evidence -—— -——
= Hut applicahie 118 i00.0
ADJUDICATION
DETENTION
1 Yes ' ) 1.7
2 ilo 112 ag. A
PLACE DETAIMNED
AT ADJUDICATION
STAGE '
i Jlome detertian --- ——
2 Youth shelter ! .C
3 Detention _
facility 1 -
@ Not appiicabhle 113 7.3



Bppencix 1.

Hispanics

continued County C

Variables Value Category N %.
PROBATION
SUPEPYISION .
1 Yes - 2 1.7
2 wo 113 ©8.3
HOME OF PELATIVE
OTHER THA&N
GUARDIAN -
’ : 1 Yes - -
2 . 'No 119 100.0
GROUP HOME~
FOSTEP HOWE
1 Yes ——- -——
2 Ho . 11 100.0
REZIDENTIAL
SETTIH
1 Yes ——— -—-
s No 119- 100.0
TRAIHING
SCHoOQL : : -
1 -Yes '3 2.5
2 No 11 7 97.5
DISPCSITION
TYPE .
1 Placement /transfer
to adult court 3 .6
2 Communriity based '
“treatment 6 5.2
2.2

“Not applicable. 106
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Appenciis |.
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Variable

contlnued Countf'C
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Value Category N % STD  Range
DETENTICH
(composiie)
i Yea . 16 13.4
e ‘No . 103 B6.HR
GENDEF QF
PPOBATION
OFFICEP _
o 1 Male 90- 78.3
2 Female -5 4.3
8 No information 20 17.4
RACE OF PROBATION
OFFICER o .
1 White. 865 7T3.°
2 Black 2 1.7
8 No information 28 24.3
LEGAL COUNSEL S .
1 Court appolinted 23 20.
2 Obtalned : 4 3.5
8 88 T5.5

.No Information




Appendix Distr‘ibutiqn; el Variables for County C. 202
Aslians
Variables Value Ceategory N % STD Bange
GENDEP o . ' .
¢] Mate &l 92.4
1 . Female 5 7.6
EDUCAT!I Q! '
E Y - -
1 ) -——— ———
oz - _—
3 1 1.5
4 1 1.5
5 & o.1
(3 9 13.6
v 5 7.6
8 =25 37.9
< 11 16.7
10 S 7.6
11 z 3.0
12 1 1.5
17 ——— —_—
88 No-infarmation --- -—--
AGE 3 ——— -——
4 ——— _——
5 - -_—
5 - ——— -
7 _— =
8 _—_— -
o ——— —_
11 3 4.5
12 & Q1
13 5 e
14 14 =1.2
15 '8 12.1¢
16 2 18.2
17 16 "24.2
18 - -——-
SCHOOL STATUS L
1 Attending . 46 67.7
2 Attending but .
problems 2 3.0
3 Nonattenaing 3. 4.5
4 QOther --= -—-
B No information 15 2.7
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Appendix [. =zontinved County C
Asians
Variables  Value . Category , 19 %N STD Pange

HUMBEF OF

SIBLINGS .

o . -1 1.5
1 - 5 . T.6
z 19 2B.8
3 3 4.5
4 Q 13.8
5 3 4.5
6 1 1.5
7 2 3.0
8 3 3.5
o] _—— _———
10 2 2.0
1 -—- -—-
12 _ . . -—-- . o=
88 Ne information . 18 27.3

MOTHEP

EMPLOYHENT -

1 - Yes 3] Q.1
2 HNo . < 13.6
a8 No information - 51 - 77.3

FATHEP

EMPLO MENT
T Yes 11 16.7
p No _ 2 3.0
8 Ho informatlon 53 80.3
FAMILY STATUS :

1 Two member 54 g21.8
<

2 One member 12 7 18,

NUMBEP OF PPIOR
CRIMINAL OFFENS3ES
. 2.2 1.5 0-5




Appenciix
Asians

Varjahles

continued County C

Value

Cateqnry N

<

STD

204

Range

LAST CPIMINAL OFFEMSE

TYPE MOST
SERIOUS

1
2 .

14

15
16

17

19

a e

1o

20

L]

<l

22
23

24

26
27

28

Theft unauthor.
use ' 5
Rueralary 7. .

break .8 enter . ---,

Disorderily .
conduct/J-walks
obstruct fon”

crim. mischief --- -
Aggrav. .assualt 1
Lrim. trespass 1

Receiving stolen
property . -

Resisting-arrest/
escape T —=

RPobbery - - ===

Carrying a

concealed weapan-- .

Drug.-alcohotl
offense - ; -—
Simple "assuatt )
Papes/seyual
assault:- -
Prostitution’ '
soliciting: ———
Forgeryv/fuffi 2

~Vandalism -—-

‘Indecent :
exposure -—-
Murder = = ---
Arson ' 1
Tampering with
motor venhicles ---
Traf{ic cffenses---
Extortlon -——-
Terror |sn C ==
Cruelty to
~animals : -
Fraudulent

practices -

Failure to

give aid . —-—-

Kidnapplng j———

Possession of . -
explasives ~-—-

"No Information 56

1.5



1

Appenciis t,

continued County €
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Asiane
Variahles Value ‘Category 19! % STD Rano
LAST CRIMINAL ,
OFFE!NSE 1 Simple _
misdemeanor 4. 6.1
2 Serious ) )
_-.misdemeanor 1 1.5
3 Aggravated . .
: misdemeanor z 3.0
4  Class A felopy --- -—
5 ‘Class B felony --- ——
6 Class C felony " --- -——
? Class D felony 3 4.5
a1 Not applicable 56 84.8
PAST DISPNSITION: :
1 Adiudicated-
del inquents
wvaived to adult
court ' o 3.0
2 No adiudurat:on.’ :
O waiver to
adult court 64 9v.0
IF COMMITTED CPIME.
WAS PERSON STILL
UNDEP COUPT. AUTHEORTTY
0 Tes 4 €.
1 {lo G2 o132
LENGTH OF T1MF
IN JUVENILF
COURT (DAYS)D
44,1 I66.8 0-1054
NUMBEP nF
CUPFPENT CHAPGES
o8 87.9
5 12.1

S AB D) —

1
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Appendix !. continued County C
Asianrc
Variabies Value Calegory : H % hd STD Pange
MQOST SERIQUS CURPENT
CPIMIYIAL OFFENSE . '
1 ‘Theft unauthor.
use ' . 37 56.1
2 . Burglary.’ . . '
: break .8 enter. 1 1.5
3 Disorderly :
.conduct/ji-walk/
obstruction 7 10.6
4 Agarav. assault 3 4.5
S Crim. trespass 3 4.5
6 Receiving stolen _
property --- ---
7 * Resisting arrest--- . = =--
a8 Robbery . 1 1.5
° Carrvyinag a ' o
‘goncealed wveagon-- -
10 . - Drug-alcochc! .
of fense . : 1 1.5
1! - Simple assauit 7 i0.6
12 Rape/sexual ‘
' assault 1 1.5
13 ' 'Prostntutlnn/ ,
soliciting 1 1.0
14 Arson 1 1.5
15 Forgery/fuffi 2 3.0
16 Vandalism —-——— -
17 Murder - : —-——— ==
18 Vehlcular ' _
- homicide . - ---
19 " Indecent .
exposure T - -——-
20 Tampering with : '
' motor vehicle =--- -
21 ~ Trafflc offense 1 1.5
22 Extortion e
2 Terrorism - - =~ ---- -———
24 Cruelty to anlmal—- -
2b Fraudulent , _
’ practices S et
26 - Fallure to = - . .
cive 2id N -——
27 Fldnapping. -—— -—
28 Pussession of ’ i
. explosives - D
MOST SERIQUS _ ' - ‘
CHARGES 0 Property : 52 78.8
' 21.2

1 Person - . 14
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Appenciix 1. continued County C
Bejans

Variainles Va?ue-_Categofy ) M 'Ik‘_ X STD Rangi

SERIDUGHNESS QOF
CRIMINAL OFFENSE

i Simple .
misdemeangr . 37 56. 1
2 “Serlous ) T
misdemeanor 13 19.7
3 Aggravated : .
misdemeanor It 16.7
4 Class & fe'ony --- —-———
5 Class B felony --- -——-
G ‘Class € feiony 1 1.5
7 Class D felaony 4 6.1
SERIDUSHESS OF
CEIMINAL OFFENSFES 11 )
0 Simple - .
" -misdemeanor - 37 5A.1
1 Serious
, misdemeanor 13 1.7
2 Agaravated '
: misdemeanor - 11 16.7.
3 Felony - - o T.6
INTAYE ) .
1 ~Release 37 56,1
2 Informal ,
adjustment 17 25.8
2 Further court
Processiny - 12 8.2
STAGE INTAFKE
DETENTION . . .
1 . Yes . "4 6.1
2 No 62 - 93,9
PLACE DETAINED
AT STAGE ) -
1 Home detention 1. 1.5
2 Youth shelter -—— -—-
3 Detent|orn ‘ .
facillty. 3 4.5
4 Comblnation of
1,2,3 e —en
S Jail m— -——
2

Not applirable 62 23,9
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Appendcix 1. continued Courty 7
Asians
Varialiles Vatue TCategory - - - N % X STD Range
PROBATIOQN
SUPERPVISION S _ .
| Yes. _ & Q.1
2 Na . ' , &0 °0.°9
PETITION S ) o .
1 “Yes .12 18,2
N 2 No T -—- -—-
< Not applicable 54 .81.8
WHY MO
PETITION :
1 Out of court
settlement - -—-
2 Hut enouyuh.
. evidence - ——-
3 doved away 'ran -
. -away/Joined
. services : _——— -——
Q NHot applicable 66 100.0
WAIVER TO ADULT'
COURT .
1 Yes =~ . - - .
2 . No . - ———
3 Walver :
stlpulatiaon - - -
Q Hot applicanle 66  100.0
INITIAL
APPEAPANCE :
1 Contesteg 3 4.5
2 Unzuntested ) 9 13.6
o . Mot applicanle 54 81.8
INITIAL APPEARANCE
DETENTION )
1 Yes =~ -2 3.0
2 °7.0

No “ 64
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Asijians
Variables Value Catewory’ N - % ~ STD Range
FLACE IETAIMNED
AT INITIAL
APPEAPANCE o -
1 Home detention --- ~---
=z Youth she!ler -—— -—-
3 Detention
facitity ——— -——
4 Combination of
1,2,3 —— -
s Mental inst. 1 1.5
9 Not .applicable’ 65 °8.5
CONSENT DECPEE :
1 Yes & RS |
2 No . 6 9.1
Q Mot applicable 54 8.8
PROBATION
SUPEDVISION
i Tes 4 . 6.1
P Mo 62 3.9
ADJUDICATION
i Yes 5 7.6
2 No _ 1 1.5
9 "Not applicable 60 @0, 9
WHY HNOD
ADJUDUCATION
1 Out of court
settiement - -———
2 Hot enough
‘evidenre i 1.5
o Not applicable 65 98.5
ADJUDICATION
DETENTION
1 Yeg -—- ~—-
2 o 66 10N.Q
PLACE DETAIMNED
AT ADJUDICATIO
STAGE . )
1 Home detentlion --- -
o Youth shelter — -—-
3 Letentlon
facility —- -
@ 66  o0.n

Not doplicahle
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As!ang
Variabies Vatue Cateagory : il % W STD Pange
PEOBATION
SUPEPVISION _
1 Yes . 2 .3.0
2 C o - 64 e7.0
HOME GF RELATIVE
OTHEP THAN
GUARDIAN : )
- 1 Yes S -—- -
2 Mo - . . . B6 ton.,p
GPOUP HOME -~
FOSTER HOME _
1 Yes ) o 3.0
2z Mo o 64 ©7.0
RESIDENTIAL
SETTING . o
' 1 Tes ' i 1 1.5
2 No - €5 28.5
TRAINING
SCHOQL
! Yes ' -—- - -
4 Mo - 66 100.0
CISPOSITION
TYPE
i Placement ‘transfer
to agult roirct 3 4.5
2 Community hased . }
' ‘treaument : 2 3.0
e Q2.4

Nat apolicable &1
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Appendix !. continued County €

Aotans

Variabile Value Category N ha STD Range

DETENTION
(compusite? . ‘
i ies = 6

Q.1
2 ' No _ . &0 90.9
GENDER OF
PROBETION
OFFICER . . : .
S ! Ma:'e . : 43 £5.2
2 . Femate = L mm ==
8 No information =3 34.8
RACE 0OF PRORBRATION
OFFICEP _ .
1 White . 24 36.4
2 Black - ——— -—=
8

No I'nformation = 42 3.6

LEGAL {QUHSEL : . '
Court appcinted Q-

1 iz.s
2 Obtained 5- 7.6
8 2 8.8

No information 52 7
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