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ABSTRACT

QUALITATIVE ASSESSMENT OF
THE PERCEIVED SERIQUSNESS
OF DELINQUENT ACTIVITY
James H, Ritter
Master of Science

Youngstown State University, 1976

The general problem area that was explored during
the course of this project was the qualitative assessment of
delinquent activity by various social groups. Specifically,
the project explored the feasibility of a universal type
framework within which crimes could be placed in terms of

their respective seriousness., The motivation behind this

form of examination is based in the fact that personal dis-
cretion and bias, which are integral to the American Criminal
Justice system, often result in an enequal a_ plication of the
law. Standardized and uniform methods of evaluation would
permit a more uniform application of the law.

The study itself consisted of a general correlation-
al analysis between selected student and police samples.
Each sample was asked to rank a series of 98 acts from the
most serious to the least serious. These lists formed the
basis for the comparisons.

In terms of statistical conclusions, the study iden-
tified 2 basic concepts. The first conclusion‘was simply

that the perception of seriousness for a specific act is
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essentially accomplished on a single definitional level.

Specifically, the project identified that seriousness is

not differentially defined along personal and social scales.
the second statistical conclusion was that there

were no large differences in the listings of acts by various

sample and subsample groups. The implication of this resultb,

in terms of future research, is that the establishment of a

common theoretical framework is indeed possible,
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CHAPTER I

PROBLEMS AND OBJECTIVES

Problem Area

The general area of focus for this project is the
qualitative evaluation of delinquent behavior. Its goal
is to develop a general framework that will permit a quan-
tified evaluation of the serious of a particular act as it
relates to other forms of deviant activity. In this cur-
rent effort, two levels of analysis will be examined.

The first area of analysis will explore whether
the evaluation of the perceived seriousness of an action
is essentially a unidimensional or multidimensional point.
The underlying question to this examination is whether a
particular act is simultaneously evaluated by an individual
on different criterea levels.

The second area of analysis is designed to determine
whether the evaluation of delinquent behavior can be identi-
fied in terms of class frameworks that will permit compari-

son between groups.

Significance of the Study

Previous research into the evaluation of delinquency
has, for the most part, focused upon the quantitative as-

pects of crime, Only in isolated cases has the question of




the qualitative aspect of deviancy been explored (Durea,
1933) (Powers and Witmer, 1951). These studies are charac-
terized by the fact that this qualitative exploration has
generally emerged as a secondary problem., The examination
of seriousness as a variable in evaluation appears to follow
from two pioneering studies of the 1960's,

The initial effort was completed in 196l by Sellin
and Wolfgang, who attempted to develop an index with which
deviant activity could be uniformly assessed. The innova-
tion of this project was to define criminal acts in opera-
tional terms, permitting the classification of different
variations of the same act. The focus of the study was on
crime that had a high probability of becoming known to the
police (bodily harm, property damage, and theft).

: The method used was a linear rating of 1)1 deviant
actions. Variations of crime were developed by varying the
elements involved in the commission of the crime, without
considering variations in the offender or offender/victom
relationship.

In 1968, Kelly and Winslow conducted a followup of
the earlier research and attempted to create a theoretical
framework within which delinquency could be measured. The
basis for this framework was the Durkheimian concept of
repressive and restitutive law, This led to the hypothesis
that criminal activity could be measured upon two planes:

1) its attack upon personal mora’ values; 2) its disruption

of prevalent social organization.




The method of measurement consisted of a range of
60 acts that were evaluated on a linear scale of 7 points.
The examples of delinguent behavior were adapted from the
FBI's 29 points of crime classification utilized in the

Uniform Crime Revports. Each act was evaluated un both

personal and social seriousness. The study concluded that
the separation of repressive and restitutive law was un-
supported by the data and that there were no significant
differences in the evaluation of delinguent activity by the
police and student sample groups.

The present research is an extension of these earlier
projects, comprising, in part, an operational replication of
the Kelly and Winslow project. There do, however, exist
points of departure that should be elaborated upon.

The current study has increased the number of delin-

quent acts. While the Uniform Crime Reports stand as the

most complete existing source of crime statistics, it does
not extend beyond traditional crime in its accuracy. To
compensate for this, the current research has added acts

that include the areas of organized, white collar, and polit-
ical crime, In addition, acts of violence were redefined
along the theories of Haskell and Yablonsky1 to include the
following classes of violent acts: 1) sanctioned, rational
violence; 2) sanctioned, rational (illegal) violence; 3)

nonsanctioned rational violence.

1 -
] Martin Haskell and Lewis Yablonski, Criminology’
(ChLJLg?go: Rand McNally College Publishing Company, 197L),
p' .
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A second area of difference can be found in that the
seven point scale utilized by Kelly and Winslow was expanded
to nine points to accommodate the additional crime classes.

A third difference lies in the level to which the
analysis is taken. Previous research has limited itself
to overall scales of general definition. This project shall
examine the overall scale comparisons and attempt to develop
subscale comparisons of a more specific nature. The areas
that will be examined in subscale development will include:
1) violent perscnal crimes; 2) conventional crimes; 3) pub-
lic order crimes; li) white collar crimes; 5) political
crimes; 6) occasional property crimes,and; 7) organized
crimes,

In that personal discretion is an integral facet of
the American Criminal Justice system, there does exist a
need for a universal framework that will permit flexible
application for universal assessment of deviant behavior.
Such a system would serve as a check on discretion to insure
that personal bias by participants in the system does not
govern the application of the law.

In that the application of the law is dependent on
personal discretion, we cen postulate that it is also sub-
Ject to prejudices by the enforcing agent. We can further
postulate that when differences extend into groups, social
discrimination may emerge in the application of the law. An
example of such discrimination can be found by comparing the
arrest and incarceration rates of the rich and those of the

Poor. The basic contention of this author is that an under-




5

standing of these differences is necessary if the problem of
differential enforcement is to be corrected. History has
demonstrated that legislation or court orders cannot force
compliance with the law if the law is perceived as insig-
nificant (speed limits) or illegitimate (busing). An under-
standing of the human attitudes underlying such social in-
terpretation of the law will permit or suggest avenues of

compromise.

Hypotheses

For the purpose of this preliminary study, the fol-
lowing hypotheses will be tested.

Hypothesis One - There exist significant differences
in the ratings by police and students as to the personal
seriousness and social seriousness of each action.

Hypothesis Two - There exist significant differences
in the evaluation of delinquent acts by police and students,

The statistical examinations analyzed each of these

contentions in the null form.

Definitions

In order to avoin unnecessary procedural complica-
tions, the following definitions shall be established.

Law Enforcement Officers (LEO) are designated as

those members of a public law enforcement agency that com-
prised the group of police raters.

Criminal Justice Students (CJS) are designated as

those full time students enrolled in the Criminal Justice




program at Youngstown State University during the conduct
of this study. This designation applies only to the group
of student raters. All members of this group had completed
a minimum of 12 hours in Criminal Justice classes,

Seriousness of delinguent behavior will be defined

in terms of a rank ordering of offenses along a linear scale.

Violent personal crime will include variations of

murder, assault, forcible rape and child molesting.

Conventional crime will include forms of robbery,

larceny, burglary and theft.

Public order crimes will include forms of drunken-

ness, vagrancy, disorderly conduct, prostitution, homo-
sexuality, gambling, traffic violation and drug addiction.

Occasional property crime will include variations

of auto theft, shoplifting, check forgery and vandalism.

White collar crimes will include the variations of

embezzlement, fradulent advertising and sales, fee splitting,
violation of labor practice laws, violations of antitrust
laws and infringements of patents, trademarks and copy-
rights.

Organized crime will encompass forms of racketeering,

organized prostitution and vice, control of drug traffic and

organized gambling,




CHAPTER 1IT

METHODOLOGY

General Research Design

Essentially, this project consisted of a general
correlational study. The method of measurement consisted
of a questionnaire containing 98 examples of delinquent
activity. The questionnaire was presented to two sample
groups, who rated each deviant act in terms of its per-
sonal seriousness and its social seriousness. Seriousness
was recorded on a4 nine point linear scale,.

Correlational techniques were then employed to de-
termine the degree of relationship and difference between
the personal and social seriousness ratings within each
group. In addition, the degree of relationship existing
between groups in the rank ordering of acts was determined.
The basis for this computation was the personal seriousness

scale for all sample members.

Sample Selection

Development of the Student Sample

The population from which the student sample was
derived consisted of students enrolled in the Criminal Jus-
tice Program at Youngstown State University on a full time

basis. The population was defined by the departmental ad-

339990




visement list for the previous (Winter) quarter.

The total list was subjected to a selection of 150
students through the use of a table of random numbers. The
total population was consecutively numbered prior to selec-
tion and no stratification of subgroups was effected.

The resultant group was then subjected to another
random selection procedure to select a group of 20 students
who were subsequently utilized in the computation of a
reliability coefficient for the student sample.

Sub jects were contacted through scheduled classes
in the Criminal Justice program. The initial number of
150 students was reduced to 128, The processes through

which the sample number was reduced are shown in Table 1.

TABLE 1

PROCESSES REDUCING THE STUDENT SAMPLE

Process of Reduction Number

1. Continued absence from class
2. Withdrawal from University

3. Withdrawal from Criminal
L.

-= N LW

Justice Program
Unwilling to participate 1

Development of the Police Sample

The police sample was drawn from a list of active
patrol officers in a small township agency. All members of
the population were full time patrolmen in the uniformed
patrol division and had served in this capacity for a mini-

mum period of 6 months. The group contained no females.




The 6 month minimum was effected to insure that members of
the sample group were acquainted with the performance and
experiences associated with police patrol activity.

Due to the small size of the population, the entire
group was treated as the sample group.

The selection of a small department was made upon
the basis of control considerations. It was felt that the
small sample would allowvfor strict control over extraneous
variables that could emerge to influence the evaluations.

Of the original sample, a random selection was
utilized to select lL subjects to serve as reliability in-

dicators of the questionnaire for the police sample.

Limitations of the Sample Groups

The primary limitation of the sample groups is the
fact that they are too restricted to permit a general ap-
plication of the data conclusions. The restricted defini-
tional parameters do not permit comparison of the sample
groups with the general population. This, however, does
not pose an undue problem to the overall goal of the study.
As previously stated, the project is designed to develop a
tool and theoretical framework for analysis. The restricted
samples are justified in that they permit control over
outside variables.

A problem that emerged in regard to the student
Sample was one of availability. In order to avoid violating
limits of confidentiality of student files, all measurement

had to be accomplished by utilizing existing class facilities.
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As will be explained later, this form of measurement pro-
cedure may have introduced a form of evaluator bias re-

sulting from a volunteer sample group.

Determination of the Independent Variables

The principal correlations that are made during the
course of this project are the general attitude comparisons
between students and police officers. In a comparison of
these two groups, two variables are readily noticeable. The
first difference bwtween the two samples lies in the level
of education, with the police officers having less collegé
level training. In the particular sample group of patrolmen
utilized, none of the subjects held a college degree in any
field, nor were any of them working toward a degree. All of
the officers had completed the required 2,0 hr. training
program. The second difference between the two groups lies
in the level of experience that the subjects have with the
actual commission of crime. PFew of the student sample had
any form of prolonged contact with a wide range of criminal
violations, We can hypothesize that prolonged contact (such'
as that common to the police sample) with various forms of
delinquent activity can result in biased opinions about that
particular act.

A second area that will be explored during the con-
duct of this study is the degree of relationship between fe-
males and males within the student group.

A third variable that will be examined is the in-

fluence of educational preference within the student sample.
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The specific elements examined will be the relationships
existing between Law Enforcement Administration majors (LEA),
Police Science Technology majors (PST), and Corrections

majors (CORR).

Determination of the Dependent Variable

The dependent variable is defined as the subject's
rating as to the seriousﬁess of variable delinquent acts.
The specific method of measuring this rating consisted of a
questionnaire containing 98 examples of deviant actions. The
questionnaire is presented in Appendix A,

In the development of the questionnaire, the list of
acts was compiled in the following manner, Sixty acts were
taken directly from the measurement device used in the Kelly
and Winslow study. These acts are presented in Appendix B.
In order to compensate for the deficiencies of this scale,
an additional 38 questions were developed by the researcher
for inclusion into the final questionnaire. These questions
are presented in Appendix C, The specific examples were
derived from Haskell and Yablonski,

The initial list was randomized, utilizing a table
of random numbers, into the final order for the questionnaire,

In order to allow a simple method of rating each of
the particular acts, a nine point linear scale was developed.
The linear scale was adopted due to its simplicity of use,
the fact that it could easily be converted into final group
orderings, and that it could meet the requirements of pro-

viding ordinal level data.




12

While the reliability of the Kelly and Winslow
device has been demonstrated through their studies, the ad-
ditional questions added to the present study are without
precedent. In order to determine the reliability of the
current measure, a form of test/retest analysis was developed
for use with selected sample members. The specific method
for administering this examination was to present selected
subjects with the questionnaire on two separate occasions,

A period of approximately four weeks occurred between the
first and second testing. The-individuals selected for re-
liability determination were selected by utilizing a table
of random numbers from the total sample lists. Results were
compiled from 13 students and l policemen. These figures
correspond to 13.68% of the student sample and 36.36% of the
police sample. The results from this examination are pre-

sented in the data analysis section of this report.

Administration of the Questionnaire

The measurement device was administered to the stu-
dent and police samples independently of one another. In
the student group, those selected for reliability deter-
mination were approached 28 days prior to the general ad-
ministration. The results from these questionnaires were
gathered prior to and until 2l days prior to administration.
Of 20 students selected, only 17 were available and willing
to participate. Of these, only 13 completed both adminis-

trations of the form., The retest portion was accomplished
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during the administration of the questionnaire to the rest
of the student sample., To control for any possible bias
within the reliability group resulting from practice effect,
statistical computations were conducted with the results of
the first administration.

The total group of students were administered the form
over a period of 1 week. Results were collected within 2
weeks of the administration.

t DBecause address data was not available, members of
the sample group were contacted by personal visits of the
researcher to each subject's class., Due to the time re-
quired to complete the form (.5 to 2,C hours), each subject
was given a blank questionnaire, verbal and written instruc-
tions for completing it. Although subjects were requested
to return the completed forms within 3 days, the average
time ranged between 1 and 2 weeks.

In completing each form, the student was presented
with two sats of delinquent activities, identical in all re-
spects., In the first set, each student was asked to rank
each act in terms of its personal seriousness. The subject
was instructed to govern his evaluation in terms of how much
the act deviated with his own personal moral code. This
ranking was placed along & linear scale ranging from 1 (least
serious) to 9 (most serious). In the second set of acts,
the student was asked to evaluate each act in terms of how
disruptive it would be of the American social processes

if it were to suddenly become widespread. On a linear scale,
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the most disruptive acts were designated as 9 and the least
disruptive acts were designated as 1,

Of the 128 questionnaires distributed to the student
sample, 95 completed forms were returned to the researcher.

In administering the questions to the police sample,
those selected for reliability determination were given the
first forms 26 days prior to the general administration. Of
the four subjects, chosen by random selection, all were will-
ing to participate in the double evaluation., The second
testing for this group occurred during the general adminis-
tration., Statistical examinations utilized results from the
first administration.

Officers were approached personally prior to going
on their respective shifts. Final data collection was com-
pleted within 1 week of the administration,

Instructions for completing each form were identical
to the instructions given to the student sample,

The final total of 11 questionnaires represented a

feedback of +93% of the total police sample.

Sample Cooperation

In the initial approach of the student sample, mem-
bers of the group were informed that they had been selected
from a random process of all Criminal Justice students. In
that procedural requirements directed that contact with these
Students be made during university classes, all members of

the class were aware of this selection. In order to compen-
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sate from any form of Hawthorne Effect resulting from such
a public selection procedure, several corrective measures
were taken by the researcher.

The entire procedure for identifying the sample
group was openly accomplished before the entire class, and
questions entertained by an open forum format. This was
done in order to reduce any informal feedback to nonsample
students that may have oécurred had more secretive ap-
proaches been undertaken. It was strongly pointed out that
all selection was based upon random selection and not on
any particular characteristic.

Total confidentiality was employed to reduce any
form of rater bias, We can postulate at this level that if
students felt that their results could be tied directly to
them, the possibility would then exist that they may alter
their answers into perceived "correct answers.”" Students
selected blank questionnaires and supplied their own control
numbers merely for the purpose of matching cover sheets with
the 2 sets of ranked data, Students were then informed that
there were no correct answers and that the survey was in-
terested only in personal opinion,

Overall cooperation from the student sample appeared
To be good, with the final questionnaire representing a re-
turn of 74.21% of the available sample.

During initial approaches with the members of the
police sampie, officers were informed of the nature of the

study. Each was informed that his voluntary cooperation was
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important to assure an adequate sampling from the department.

Departmencal cooperation was obtained by a prior
consultation with the department Chief of Police, In that
the project was a personal research paper, it was agreed
that the department would not be identified in the final re~
porc, Individual cooperation was easily obtained in that
the majority of the sample had received baton training from
the researcher at an eariier time.

Individuals were informed that there were no correct
answers., vuverall cooperaui@n was good in that the number o
returned quescionnaires represented +93% of the total avail-

able sample.
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CHAPTER III

ANALYSIS OF THE DATA

Reliability Determination

As previously explained, 13 randomly selected stu-
dents and I police officers were administered the evaluation
on 2 separate occasions. The purpose of this procedure was
to provide an indication of reliability for the measure
within each group. The data collected from this action was
treated to 2 separate analysis programs.

In the first treatment program, the results from
each individual rater were treated separately. The personal
seriousness scores from each evaluation were examined first
by arranging the 98 acts in a list ranging from the most
serious to the least serious., The basis for entering each
act into this listing was the value assigned to that act by
the rater on the nine point scale. The result of this ac-
tion consisted of 2 distinet lists, each containing 98
delinquent acts which were listed from the most serious to
the least serious. Due to the fact that the values for
each act were limited to integers ranging from 1 through
9, an excessive number of tied scores were found within
each list. In order to determine the degree of relationship
existing between the two lists, a correlational coefficient

Was calculated for each comparison. Due to the number of
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tied scores, Kendall's Tau2 was judged to be the most approp-
riate tool.

In order to determine the relationship between the
social seriousness ratings, the same analysis procedure was
utilized.

The results from this treatment program are presented
in Table 2, As demonstrated, the correlations are typically
high for both the personél and social seriousness scales
for all of the raters, As a group, the police raters were
more consistent, placing generally in the +0.90 range. All
of the scores are significant to the .01 significance level.

In the second treatment of the data, group results
were compiled and compared with one another. A group rank-
ing for the student sample was derived for the personal
seriousness index by combining the scores for each question
to determine a group mean. This was accomplished for both
the first and second ratings., The result consisted of 2
lists containing 98 delinquent acts, ranked from the most
serious to the least serious. Position in the list was de-
termined by the numerical mean for each question. In that

the number of ties was reduced, Spearman's Rh03 was judged

2Dean Champion, Basic Statistics for Social Re-

search (Scranton: Chandler Publishing Company, 1970)
S 18, o ’

3Chempion, p. 21l.
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to be an adequate method of comparison.
TABLE 2

CORRELATION CORFFICIENTS® BETWEEN FIRST AND SECOND
EVALUATIONS BY THE RELIABILITY TEST GROUPS.

Personal Seriousness Social Seriousness
Sub ject Correlation Correlation
Student Sample: N = 13
1 0.76 (o
2 0.83 0.80
3 0.8l 0.8
L 0.93 0.92
5 0,92 0.90
6 0,83 0.7T9
7 0.89 0.85
8 0.83 0,80
9 0.89 0.93
10 0.91 0.90
11 0.92 0.85
12 0.92 0.90
13 0.85 0.78
Police Sample: N = It
1 .93 0.93
2 0.96 0.9l
3 0.91 0.89
I 0.93 0.92

*Rased upon Kendall's Tau (corrected for tied ranks)

This technique was repeated for the social serious-
ness ratings for the student group and both scales of the
police sample. The results of this examination are present-
ed in Table 3, As in the previous analysis of individual
Scores, the group coefficients are significantly high.

= The derived scores are all significant beyond the .07 level

level,
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TABLE 3

CORRELATION COEFFICIENTS® FOR GROUP RANKED DATA

Sample Personal Seriousness Social Seriousness
Group Correlation Correlation
Student 0.95 0.93
Police 0.97 0.96

*Based upon Spearman's Rank Order Correlation

In the computation of the reliability coefficients,
2 variables were present that could have had an influence
upon the final result, The first of these factors was the
time span between the test and retest administrations of the
gquestionnaire. In that the span consisted of approximately
i weeks, there emerges fhe possibility that practice effect
could have influenced the second evaluation, A second fac-
tor that warrants mentioning is the length of the measure.
The questionnaire consisted of 98 acts, most of which were
similarly worded. Although time did not permit a statisti-
cal examination, we can postulate that the length of the
measure would serve to reduce the possibiiity of practice
effect. Although time did not permit a determination of the
exact influence of these variables, their presence does

warrant a cautious acceptance of the data conclusions.
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Mann-Whitney U Computations

The first research hypothesis of the current pro-
ject proposes that "there exist significant differences in
the ratings by police and students as to the personal seri-
vusness and social seriousness of each action.” The cen-
tral focus of this examination is to determine whether the
perceived seriousness of an action is viewed upon different
levels of critereon analysis., The rationale underlying the
probe lies in that comparisons of seriousness between groups
or individuals will require a common definitional base.

The method of testing this concept was to force an
analysis of different acts upon different critereon levels.
Specifically, raters were asked to evaluate the full range
of 98 acts in terms of their personal and social seriousness.
The scores for each group were then compared through the
Mann-Whitney U)'Ir computations to determine the degree of
difference between the personal and social seriousness scores.
Each question was treated separately in order to allow direct
definition of differences.

In order to facilitate the analysis of the student
Sample, the total group was broken into three subgroups
corresponding to educational preference within the CJ Pro-

gram. Those groups are defined as the Law Enforcement Ad-

uChampion, p. 176.
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ministration majors, Police Science rechnology majors and
Corrections majors.

For each of these subgroups, the 2 sets of scores
were examined and the existing differences were converted
tc values for U. In that N was greater than 20 in each
group, the significance of the derived U scores was deter-
mined by conversion %o z scores, The results of this pro-
cess are presented in Apbendix D.

Within each group, the majority of the acts were
evaluated similarly on both critereon levels. Although a
limited number of significant differences are present, they
do not appear to be directly linked into a discernible
pattern.

The police sample was treated as a single group.

In that the number of participants was limited to 11, a di-
rect interpretation of the resultant U and U' values could
be made. In the particular analysis undertaken, the criti-
cal value for U at the ,05 level was determined to be 30.
The results of this examination are presented in Appendix E.

The most significant pattern to emerge from the
police sample examinations was the fact that there were no
Significant differences on any question. For the most part,
the ranks for the 2 scales were extremely close.

Based upon the resultant data, it is the conclusion
that the Null form of the hypothesis can be accepted. The
limited differences that do exist will currently stand as

indicators for subsequent research.
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Spearman Rho Computations

The second research hypothesis of this study con-
tends that "there exist significant differences in the evalu-
ation of delinquent acts by police and students,” The
primary thrust of this examination is to determine the
differences that exist between groups in the perceived
seriousness of an act.

The specific method for determining such differences
consisted of first determining a mean score for each ques-
tion for each sample group. These mean scores were then
arraged from 1 - 98, ranging from the most serious to the
least serious, Through the development of group rank or-
ders, comparisons were possible through the the application
of Spearman's Rho,

In each analysis, the police sample was treated as
2 single group. The student group was treated as a total
group and then broken into subgroups to allow further analy-
sis of independent variables, These groups were degignated
as student male raters/student female raters and LEA/PST/

CORR,
Full Scale Comparisons

Full scale rankings for all of the groups examined
are presented in Appendix F, Delinquent acts are organized
in terms of definitional classification to allow for de-
tailed comparison and analysis,

The data from this ranking was utilized to deter-
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mine the degree of association between the sample groups.

The data from this analysis is presented in Table L.

TABLE |y

RANK ORDER COMPARISONS
FOR THE FULL RANGE

Student

Total Male  PFemale LEA PST CORR

Police
fotey  0.899 0,908  0.864 0,859 0.889 0.820

Student 2. 5% Aryp ve s e
o 1530 3638 0,925 X A 33k
LEA 3038 336 3= Ty 0.871 0.879
PST st ¥ 33 %3t 3 0,841

All computations based upon Spearman's Rho
Scores are significant beyond the .01 level

The primary observation that can be made at this
point is simply that moderately high levels of correlation
exist between all of the subgroups. Analysis of differences
will be accomnlished on more limited definitional ranges
to reduce the complexity of operating with extremely large

numbers.
Violent Personal Crime

The current study examines the relationship between
23 variations of violent crimes that are typically directed
8gainst human victoms. These acts include 6 forms of child
abuse, 3 forms of sexual assault, 7 forms of assault and 6

forms of murder, The mean ranks for each of these acts
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TABLE 6

SPZARMAN RANK ORDER CORRELATIONS
FOR VIOLENT PERSONAL CRIME RANGE

Student

Total Male Female LEA PST CORR

Police g5 0,915 0.836 0.847 0.9056 0,828

Total

Student . o -l s o
Iqale EANr 1Y LAY . O ™ 957 “aon ) EDarty

LEA 332 3% 3 32 0.869 0.935

PST s TS 303 prans 3 0,85l

Police/Student Compnarison

Figure 1 depicts a pictorial representation of the
rank ordering of violent crimes by the police sample. In
a general overview, several patterns of a qualitative na-
ture are evident. Variations of murder are ranked through
the range. Those that are characteristic of rational, un-
sanctioned patterns rank extremely high in terms of serious-
ness (L6, 3, 86). Other patterns rank comparatively low on
the range (85, 82). Variations of sexual assault rank high
in the scale if the act of rape is actually committed, ir-
regardless of the actual consequences., Attempted rape is
ranked below center scale, Variations of child abuse are
present through the total range. Those forms that result
in direct physical damage to the child (3l, 63) are ranked
higher than those that result in psychological damage (21,

32, 9, 60). Assault forms are generally ranked in the
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Definitional Class Question/Hature of the Act. Additional Variablesf

M SA A CA *
! L6. Person stabs another to death.

o 20. Forcible raps, resulting in a
; broken neck. :
il } ‘ 3. Robbery at gunpoint. Victom P
; precipitated murder, la

— i 86, Robbery at gunpoint. Offender
: 5 initiated murder,

S _ 70. Forcible rape. No damage.

| —_— 66. Gunshot resulting in major
wound. :

 — 3. Deliberate malnutrition inA child.
_— 53. Bombing. 12 persons injured.
_ 12, Robbery with blunt instrument.
_ 71. Forcible robbery, No damage.
e 77. Stabbing. No damage.
; _ 1. Beating. Hospitelization results.
! —— V : 37. Attempted rape. Unsuccessful.
; —— 63, Beating of wife and children. !
_— 88. Illegal abortion.

- 85. Blackout resulting in murder.

— 21, VWoman - Sexual advances to child.—
, g da b

—_— 32. Man - Sexual adveances to child,—
VT 9. Intercourse with stepdaughter.

e 60. Failure to pay child support.

' —_— 82. Man shoots his wife's rapist.jc
 — 16. Man stabs his unfaithful spouse. !

ey 73. Blackout resulting in a beating. i
M SA A CA :

M - Murder variations
SA - Sexual assault

A - Assoult variations
CA - Child abuse

- Victom/offender initiated

- Irrational, unsanctioned act
- Rational, sanctioned act '
- Male/female child abuse

Pl i e g

Fig. 1. -- The qualitative assessment of
the violent personal crime range by the police
Sample group.
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more serious half of the total scale. As in the murder
variations, those that are characterized by rational, un-
sanctioned patterns (66, 12, 71, 77, 1) rank higher than
those characterized by other patterns of violence (16, T73).
In the assault variations, the method or direct consequence
does not appear to emerge as a significant variable.

The rank ordering of acts by the total student
sample is presented in Figure 2. Variations of murder are
spaced through the scale., Those characterized by rational,
unsanctioned violence rank much higher than those charac-
terized by more irrational patterns (85, 82). Sexual as-
sault patterns do not appear related to any specific vari-
able other than the degree to which the act is committed.
The examples are closely spaced in relation to one another,
Variations of child abuse are spread through the lower 3/u
of the scale, Those that rank most sérious are the varia-
tions resulting in direct physical damage to the child
(3, 63). An interesting point is identified in that sexual
advances toward a child are more serious if the child is re-
lated. Assault variations are spaced through the range in
a manner similar to murder. Those patterns that are charac-
terized by rational, unsanctioned violence rank above those
characterized by other patterns.

A comparison between the 2 ordered lists finds that
the general patterns are quite similar. Specific areas of
difference include:

1. Forcible rape is ranked considerably more serious in

the police sample than within the student group.
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Definitional Class Queation/ﬂabura-of the Act . kﬁddi%ionai Variables

M SA A CA

—t 20. Forcible rape, resulting in &
' broken neck.

— 86. Robbery at gunpoint. Offender

initiatsd nmurder, * w

— Lé, Person stabs another to death.
— “ 53, Bombing, 12 persons injured. l

— 3. Rebbery at gunpoint. Victom—m8——
precipitated murder.

— 66. Gunshot resulting in major
wound, :

— 3. Deliberate malnutrition in child.
— 70. Forcible rape. No damage.
—_— 63. Beating of wife and children.

_ : 85. Blackout resulting in murder.

e 9. Intercourse with stepdaughter.

et 71. Forecible robbery. No damage.

|

!

% e 12. Robbery with blunt instrument.

: e 37. Attempted raps. Unsuccessful.

? == T7. Stabbing. No damage.

| — 1. Beating. Hospitalization results.
— 32, Man - Sexual advances to childf——::]d
— 21. VWoman - Sexual advances to child.

—_ : 88. Illegal abortion.

e 16, Man stabs his unfaithful spouse.

—_ : 82. Man shoots his wife's rapist.

R = 73. Blackout resulting in a beating.
_ 60. Failure to pay child support;
M SA A CA

Victom/offender initiated
Irrational, unsanctioned act
Rational, sanctioned act
Male/female child abuse

M - Murder variations
SA - Sexual assault

- A - Assonlt variations
- CA - Child abuse

o

Qa0 o P
1

. _Fig. 2. -- The qualitative assessment of
the violent personal crime range by the total
student sample group.
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2. The act of indiscriminate bombing ranlks more serious
in the student sample than the police sample.

3. Two forms of child abuse (63, 9) rank considerably
higher in the student group.

L., To the police sample, a psychological blackout is less
significant when murder results than it is to the stu-
dent group. :

5. Although there is little difference between the na-
ture of sexual advances toward a child (21, 32), the
police group finds the advance by the woman more serious
than edvance by the male. The student sample reverses

this role perception.

Student Male/Student Female Comparison

The ordering of acts by the student male group is
demonstrated in 3, Variations of murder are located through-
out the ordering. Those forms that exhibit rational, unsan-
ctioned characteristics are viewed as extremely serious.
Murder resulting from a psychological blackout ranks ap-
proximately mid-scale, while rational, sanctioned, illegal
forms are viewed as having a low seriousness perception,
Sexual assaults are spaced through the scale on an approxi-
mately even distribution based upon the final physical con-
Sequences of the act. Variations of assault range through
the lower 3/l of the scale, with rational, unsanctioned
forms ranking the most serious. Other forms (73, 16) rank

Comparatively low. Child abuse is divided into 2 levels.
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—pts

Variables

g it i A <

M SA A CA

86.

20

L6,
=53,
3.

66.
3.
70.
63.
85.
7.
i2,
37.
7.

9.

&
32,
88.
215
73.
16.
82,
60.

M SR AL GA

-Bléckout resulting in a beating.

Robbary at gunpoint. Offender
initiated murdsr.

Forcible rapes, resulting in a
broken neck. a

Person stabs another to death. .

Bombing. 12 persons injured.

Robbery at gunpoint. Vietom——m——
precipitated murder,

Gunshot resulting in major wound.
Deliberate malmutrition in child,
Forcible rape. No damage.

Beating of wife and children.

Blackout resulting in murder.
Forcible robbery. No damage.
Robbery with blunt instrument.
Attempted rape. Unsuccessful,
Stabbing. o damage.

Intercourse with stepdaughtsr.
Beating. Hospitalization results.

Man - Sexual advances to child.

Illegal ebortion.

Woman - Sexual advances to child.——

Man stabs his unfaithful spouse.

Man shoots his wife's rapist.

Failure to pay child support.

II - Murder variations
SA - Sexmal assault

A - Assault variations
CA - Child abuse

ao TP
1

Male/female

Victom/offendsr initiated
Irrational, unsanctionsd act
Rational, sanctioned act

Fig. 3. -- The qualitative assessment of
the violent personal crime range by the male stu-
dent subgroup.




32

Those forms that result in direct physical damage to the
child (34, 63) rank reasonably high, while the less direct
and psychologically harmful all rank lower, An additional
variable that appears evident is the fact that murder re-
sulting from a robbery is more serious if it is initiated
by the offender, rather than resulting from a struggling
victim.

Figure L. demonstfates the ranking of elements by the
student female subgroup. In a general overview, the patterns
are basically similar to the male sample. Forms of murder
rank extremely high as a group, except for rational, un-
sanctioned variations which rank extremely low. Sexual
assault forms are evenly spaced through the list, ranked
approximately equidistant from one another according to the
physical consequences of the assault. With the exception
of assault with a firéarm (66), assault variations are
clustered in the lower half of the scale, There does not
appear to be a strong pattern identified with the ranking of
these acts, As in previous sample examinations, the serious-
ness of child abuse examples increases with the possibility
of physical damage. The possibility of intercourse with an
underage stepdaughter (9) is closely ranked with the beat-
ing of children.

In a comparison of the 2 scales, L acts stand as
significant differences:

5. The female‘sample ranks intercourse with a stepdaugh-

ter (9) as more serious than the male group.
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Additional Variables

M OSA RS oa

1,
37.
2.
7.
32,

16,

82.

88.
== 60,
M SA A CA

Person stabs another to death.

Forcible raps, resulting in a
broken neck,

Robbery at gunpoint. Offender
initiated murder.

Bombing. 12 persons injured.

Gunshot resulting in major
wound,

Deliberate melnutrition in child.

Robbery at gunpoint. Victom
precipitated murder.

Blackout resulting in murder.
Foreible rape. No damage.

Beating of wife and children.
Intercourss with stepdaunghter.
Forcible robbesry. No damage.

Robbery with blunt instrument;
Attempted repe. Unsuccessful.

Woman - Sexual advances to child——

d
Stabbing. o damage.

Man - Sexual advances to child._____|
Beating, Hospitalization results.

Man stabs his unfaifhful spouse ;

Man shoots his wife's rapist.

Illisgal abortion.

Blackout resulting in a beating.

Failure to pay child support.

M - Murder variations
SA - Sexual sssault

A - Agssault variations
CA - Child abuse

[o Mo T o ol )
H

Male/female child abuse

Fig, ., -- The qualitative assessment of
the violent personal crime range by the female
student subgroup.

Victom/offender initiated
Irrational, unsanctioned act
Rational, sanctioned act
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2. While there was little difference in the rank of sexual
assault by a male against a child, there did emerge a
large difference in the evaluation of a sexual as-
sault by a female. The female group ranked the act as
more serious,

3. The male group ranked the act of abortion (88) as more
serious than the female sample.

ll. The female group rénked the murder of a rapist (82)

as more serious than the male group.

LEA/PST/CORR Comparison

Figure 5 serves to rank the acts by the LEA student
group., Murder examnles are strongly divided in terms of
socilal sanctioning. Unsanctioned acts rank as extremely
serious, while sanciioned forms are viewed as less serious.
Assault forms are ranked similarly in that rational, un-
sanctioned forms are viewed as serious. The evaluation of
child abuse variations does not mske a strong distinction
between physical and psychological consequence. In demon-
stration, intercourse with a stepdaughter is viewed as more
serious than the physical beating of a.child (63). Sexual
assaults are spaced through the upper half of the scale.
There does appear to be a difference in the actual physical
result. Murder accompanying rape (20) ranks much more serious-
ly than than the simple commission or attempt of the act.
In the event of murder robbery, there is a large difference

between victim and offender precipitation.
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Definitional Class Question/Nature of the Act Additional Variables

ot SA A CA

— 86, Robbery at gunpoint. Offender —
initiated murder.

= i 20. Forcible rape, resulting in a a,
broken neclk. X :

— 6. Person stabs another to death.

—_ "3. Robbery' at gunpoint. Victom
precipitated murdsr.

e 53. Bombing, 12 persons injured.

—_— 66, Gunshot resulting in major wound.

o 85. Blackout resulting in murder.
— 3. Deliberats malnutrition in child.

S 70. Forcible rape. No damage.
—_— 9. Intercourse with stepdaughter. b_

—— 63. Beating of wife and children.

 gead 37. Attempted rape, Unsuccessful.

—_ ' 12, Robbery with blunt instrument.

—_— 71. Forcible robbery, o damage.

s 1. Beating, Hospitalizatvion results.,

T 77. Stabbing. No damage.
32, Man - Sexual advances to child:—t:]
d
21. VWoman - Sexual advances to child:

—_— 73. Blackout resulting in beating.

e e——

= - 88. Illegal abortion.

—s 16. Man stabs his unfaichful spouse:

—— 60, Failure to pay child support, i

— 82. Man shoots his wife's rapist.
M SA A CA

M - Murder variations
SA - Sexual assault

A - Assault variations
CA - Child abuse

- Victom/offender initiated
Irrational, unsanctioned act
- Rational, sanctioned act

- Male/female child abuse

[a M e B o gl ]
1

- |

Fig. 5. -- The qualitative assessment of 3
the violent personal crime range by the Law En-
forcement Administration student subgroup.
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Figure 6 provides the ranking of scores by the
Police Science Technology student group. A strong distinc-
tion is made between rational, unsanctioned murder forms
and other patterns. Assault patterns follow in similar
pattern, Sexual assault forms ars spaced throughout the
total scale, although there does appear to be a distinction
between forms of completion and the mere attempt. The forms
of child abuse that result in direct physical consequence
are rated as much more serious than those forms that result
in psychological or indirect results.

Figure 7 provideé the violent personal crime scale
for the Corrections majors., Murder variations characterized
by unsanctioned social opinion rank extremely high in the
scale, while socially sanctioned forms rank extremely low.
Assault patterns rank in the lower half of the total scale,
with sanctioned or irrational forms ranking extremely low,
Sexual assault is widely spread; according to the degree of
physical damage resulting. Attempted rape is placed ex-
tremely low in the order. Child abuse patterns are general-
ly clustered toward the center of the scale. Although the
physical consequences are viewed as more serious, there is
not a large difference between those and the psychological
implications. Among these, there does seem to be a sig-
nificant difference in that a woman making sexual advances
toward a child (21) is perceived as rmuch more serious than
a male making advances (32)., The fact that the male child

abuser is the stepfather of the child or a stranger. does
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M OBAL A GA
| — L6,

o 86,

1 20.

16.
60.
73.

M SA A CA

Person stabs another to death.

Robbsry at gunpoint. Offender
initiated murder.

Forcible rape, resulting in a
broken neck,

Bombing. 12 persons injured.

Robbery &t gunpoint, Victom
precipitated murder.

Deliberate malnutrition in child.

Gunshot resulting in major
wound,

Beating of wife and children.
Forcible rapz. lio damage.
tabbing. No damage.

Forcible robbery. No damage.
Robbery with blunt instrument.
Intercourse with stepdaughteré

Illegal abortion.

Man - Sexual advances to child.

Additional Variable%

Blackout resulting in murder.

Attempted rape. Unsuccessful.

Woman - Sexual advances to child.
Beating. Hospitalization results.
Man shoots his wife's rapist.

Man stabs his unfaithful spo;;;:]c

Failure to pay child support.

Blackout resulting in a beating.

I - Murder variations
SA - Sexual assault
A - Assault variations
* CA . Child ebuse

0,0 O m

- Victom/offender initiated
- Irrational, unsanctioned act
- Rational, sanctioned act
- Male/female child abuse

Fig. 6. -- The qualitative assessment of
the violent personal crime range by the Police
Science Technology student subgroup.
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Question/Nature of the Act ) Additional Variables

ol SA A cCA

1 '

M SAT A "CA

ol () 20.

_ 12,

SLid 16.

g 60-

Forcible rape, resulting in a
broken neck.

Person stabs another to death,

Robbery at gunpoint, Offender
initiated murder. a

Robvery at gunpoint. Victom
initiated murder.

Bombing. 12 persons injured.

Gunshot resulting in major
wound.

Blackout resulting in murder.

Forcible rape. No damage.

Deliberate malnutrition in child. |

Beating of wife and children.
Woman - Sexual advances to child.
Beating. Hospitalization results.
Porcible robbery. No damage?..
Intercourse with stepdaughter.

Stabbing. No damage,

Man - Sexual advances to child.
Attempted rape. Unsuccessful.
Robbery with blunt instrument.

Illegal abqrtion.'

HMan stabs his unfaithful spouse.

Man shoots his wife's rapist.

Bleckout resuiting in a beating.
Failure to pay child suppdyﬁ.

M - Murder variations
SA . Se:mel essault

CA - Child abuse

A - Assault variations

- Victom/offender initiated

- Irrational, unsanctioned act
- Rational, sanctioned act

-~ Male/female child abuse

a7 e BN o

Fig. 7. -- The qualitavive assessment of
the violent personal crime range by the Correc-
tions s.udent subgroup.
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not appear to be significant.

In comparing the scales for the three groups, several

specific questions vary in the rank assigned to them by
their respective groups. These questions can be linked to
educational preference.. Those areas of difference con-
sist of:

1. Question 85 is viewed as comparatively serious by the
LEA and CORR groups, while the PST sample views it as
rmuch less serious.

2, Question 21 is ranked as more serious by the CORR group
than by the other samples. The act of a male commit-
ting sexual advances toward a child does not differ in
its seriousness rating among the 3 groups.

3. Question 9 is viewed as more serious by the LEA sample.

ly. Bach group ranks question 1 differently. In the CORR
sample, it is located approximately mid-scale, while
in the LEA group it ranks approximately 1/6 of the
scale lower and the PST scale ranks another 1/6 scale
lower.,

5. Question 77 ranks ruch higher in the PST scale.

6. Attempted rape (37) is more serious to the LEA sample,

7. Question 12 is viewed as less serious to the CORR
group evaluation.

Abortion (88) is seen as more serious by the PST group.
;
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Conventional Crime

The examination of conventional crimes focuses upon
9 variations of theft and l} variations of burglary. The

mean ranks for each of the sample groups are presented in

Table 7.
TABLE 7
RANK ORDERING OF
CONVENTIONAL CRIME
Police Student
Q

2

Total Total Male Female LEA PST

10 12,0 13.0 13,0 12,0 13,0 + 12.0 2.8
L2 8.5 9.0 8.0 9.5 9.0 2.0 7.0
36 13.0 1.0 12,0 11,0 1.0 .- 13,0 t1.0
51 10,0 5,0 5,0 5,0 5.0 640 5.0
L8 1.0 1.0 1,0 1.0 1,0 1.0 - 2.0
93 3.0 3.0 3.0 1.0 bs0doosLuBt abed
55 8.5 10,0 10,0 9.5 10,0 : 10,0 10,0
67 7.0 6.0 6,0 6.0 70 5,0 6.0
72 11.0 12.0 11,0 13.0 12,0 . . 11.0 13.0
75 5,0 8.0 9,0 8.0 8,0 8.0 9,0
80 L.o L.0 Lo 3,0 3.0 .0 - kO
78 2,0 200 2.0 2.0 2,0 1,078 o
ol 6.0 7.0 7.0 7.0 6.0 7.0 B

N=11 N=95 N=50 N=L5 N=4jO0 N=26 N=29

The degree of relationship between these ranked
scores was determined through Spearman's BRho. The results
from these computations are presented in Table 8. All of
the correlation coefficients determined are significant

beyond the .01 level.
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TABLE 8

SPEARMAN RANK ORDER CORRELATIONS
FOR CONVENTIONAL CRIME RANGE

Student
Total lMale Female LEA PST CORR
Police
Total 0.877 0.869 6.668 0.87h 0,905 @ 0.822
Student 3.2, i a8, 3% 3535
IViale e O * 971 ) oy W
LEA I P 364t 3% 0.951 0.93L
PST it 33 33 3036 prens 0.951

Police/Student Comparison

Figure 8 identifies the order of ranking for the
total police sample. In a general overview examination,
several patterns emerge. The amount of money does not ap-
pear to be related to the perception of seriousness.

Crimes involving policemen, fegardless of the act, are rank-
ed as the most serious. The act of breaking and entering
consistently ranks high in the scale. Crimes involving
prostitutes and customers tend to rank low, as do crimes
involving employer/employee relationships.

Figure 9 displays the order of ranking for the stu-
dent sample. As in the previous case, crimes involving
policemen rank as the most serious. A primary pattern that
emerges is that the amount of money stolen seems to define
the seriousness evaluation. The relationship between pros-

titute and customer appears to rank low in the scale.
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(Variable) Question/Hature of the Act (Variable)

L3, A policeman steals heroin from

a property locker and sells it. a

oo 78, A policeman breaks into a gas
station and steals &5,

{  se~———93, & policeman removes a $1C0
ring from an accident victom.

{ ;——- 80, A person brezks into a home
and steals ©1,000.

po=p=s====75, & person breaks into a home — 1
and steals §5,

f H
%:va:!-:z:ggh. A person breaks into a Dept.

store and steals $5.

. p————67. A person picks another's
pocket of $100.

e A e,

55. A psrson buys stolen property.
i bl & lj2. Prostitute blaclmails a man
sbout an affair,

1% Sioaes 51. Employee theft - $1,000. — e

[ 72. A person steals a $5 book from
a library.

|
L 10. Prostitute steals $100 from a
’ customer, .

|
b—— =36, Employse thaft - §5.

a - Mometary loss of $1,000
b - Monetary loss of $100
¢ - Monetery loss of §5

~ Crimss by policsmen

- Breaking and entering

-~ Prostitute/customer crime
- Employes/employer crime

e P S SpC I T BASPU,

‘mRo o

"

Fig. 8. -- The qualitative assessment of
the conventional crime range by the total police
sample group.




(variable) Question/Naturs of tne Act (Variable)

8. A policeman steals haroin from
a property locker and sells it. d

78. A policeman breaks into a gas— 1 __ _ _
station and ateals £5,

Feme———=x93, A policeman removss a 3100
ring from an accident victom.

80. A person brasaks into 2 homs
and steals 1,000,

L 51, Employee theft - ‘81,000, —————

'

|

67. A person picks ancther's x
pocket of 2100,

|

9., A person breaks into & Dspts
store end steals . =, H

b 75. A person breaks into 2 home
| and -steals &5, i

55. A person buys stolsn zroperty.

c b i
L2, Prostitute blaclmsils 2 man — !
&bout an affair, i
e i
b—- - ft.——-———36, Employee thelt - 3.
SRR NS T2. A person steals & 35 sook from

a library,
T

——====-10, A prostitute steals 100 from ——
& customer,

a - Monetary loss of $1,000
b - Monstary loss of $100
¢ - Monetary loss of $5

- Crimes by policemen [
Breaking and entering

- Prostitute/customer crime |
- Pmployee/employer crime i

L ry @
1

Fig. 9. -- The qualitative assessment of
the conventional crime range by the total stu-
dent sample group.
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In a direct comparison, the primary difference be-
tween the two lists lies in the defining variable. For the
police sample, the nature of the act would appear to govern
seriousness, while in the student sample the amount of the
monetary loss appears primary. Specific questions that are
widely spaced include question 51 and question 75. Question
51 increases the difference between the embezzlement varia-
tions for the student group, while 75 lowers the seriousness
evaluation of breaking and entering into a residence. In
each case, crimes committed by policemen are rated as most

serious and prostitute/customer crimes rank low in the scale,

Student Male/Student Female Comparison

>

Figure 10 shows the ordering of acts by the male
student subgroup. Police crimes rank extremely high, ir-
regardless of the actual act. Seriousness appears to be
based upon the amount of money taken, rather than the quali-
tative elements of the act. There is a wide dispersion of
breaking and entering violations, prostitute/customer
crimes and employee theft.

Figure 11 displays the ranking of acts by the fe-
male student group. Crimes committed by policemen rank as
the most serious. Ranks appear to be ordered along lines of
monetary impact of the crime. Crimes by prostitutes rank
low on the scale. Forms of employee theft are widely sepa-
rated along lines of the amount stolen.

In a comparison of the two lists, the only act that

deviates from the standard pattern is question 72. The theft




(Variable) Quastion/Nature of the Ack (Variable)
48, & policeman steals heroin from
a property locker and sells it. a
pe——=—a—uu78, A poliiceman brealks,intois.gas— 1 _ |
i station and steals $5.
i i 93. A policeman removes a $100
i ring from an accident victonm.
i
| I 60, A person breaks into a homs
; &) and steals $1,000.
¥ —51, Employee theft - $1,000.
= 67. A person piclks another's
i pocket of $100,
—m—te————o0), A person breaks into a Dept.
store and steals $5,
L2, Prostitute blaclarails 2 man ——— |
about an affair.
— 75. A& person breaks into a home B
and stsals §5,-
c B ‘g
55. A person buys stolen property.
- =—r————=—===72. A psrson steals a $5 book from
| a library,
R =36, Employee theft - $5.
10, Prostitute steals $100 from a.

customer,

a - Monstary loss of $1,000
b - Honetary loss of $100
¢ -~ Monetary loss of §5

Fig. 10. -- The qualitative assessment of
the conventional crime range by the male student

subgroup.

L RO
3 ETe Ny

Crimes by policemen
Breaking and entering
Prosticute/customer crime
Employee/employer crims

L5
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(Variable) Question/Natura of the Act (Variable) |

L L3, A policenan steals haroin from
a property locker and sells it, a

78. A policeman bresaks into a gas
station and steals §5.

—80. A person breaks into a home — | ——
and steals £1,000.

93. A policeman removes a 100
i L ring from an .accident victom.
51

| Employee theft - $1,000.

1 C

| 67. A person picks anothar's K }
t of $100.

b pocket of i

9li, A person breaks into a Dept.

stors and steals i5. i
: g |
75. A person breaks into 2 homs i
and steals &5, 1;
- lj12. Prostituts blackmails a man B —
about an affair,

£5. A person buys stolen n“ooertv. '

L2 ]

36, Employee theft - :;5.*——

————=10, Prostitute steals $100 from a&-————
customer.,

——T72. A perscn steals a $5 book from

a library.

a - Monetary loss of 1,000 d - Crimes by policemen

b - lonetary loss of $100 e - Breaking and entering

¢ - lonstary loss of §5 f - Prostitute/customer crima
g - Employes/employer crine

Fig. 10. -- The qualitative assessment of
the conventional crime range by the fe*nale stu-
dent subgroup.
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of a $5 book is seen as slightly less serious by the female

group as it is by the male group.

LEA/PST/CORR Comparison

Figure 12 presents the ranking of the acts by the
LEA student sample., The most evident patterns are the high
seriousness ratings of police committed crime and that mone-

tary damage governs the seriousness of each act.

(Variable) Questicon/Nature of the Act (Variable)

.
L8. A policeman steals heroin from
& property locker and sells it.

—————————78. A policeman breeks into a gas—— | __
station and steals $5, K

[’80. A person breeks into 2 noms — ——— |

and steals 31,000,
Fm==—==i=03, A policemen removes & 3100 o}
i ! ring from an accident victom,

L-51. Fuployee theflt - £1,000,— '

94. & person breaks into & Dszt.-
i : store and steals §5.

i====t=3n67. A person picks another's g
! pocket of $100.

75. A person breaks into & homs
and steals $5,

(€]
o

L2, Prostitute blackmails & man
about an affair,

55. A person buys stolen property.

36, Employee theft - $5.

T72. A person steals a $5 book from
a library, : i

&—===10, Prostitute steals $10C from a
customer,

a - Monstary loss of $1,000
b - Monetary loss of 3100
¢ - Monetary loss of &5

rimss by policemen

ing and entering
stitute/customer crime
Zmzloyee/employer crime

oo A

Fig. 12. -- The qualitative assessment of
the conventional crime range by the LEA student
sample.
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Figure 13 lists the ranking of acts for the PST

group. Police initiated crimes rank as the most serious.

Other crimes are oriented around the amount of money sto-

len,

p—

(Variables) Question/iiature of the Act (Veriable)

L3. A policeman steals heroin from ————
a property locker and sells it. A

——93, A policeman removes a $100
| ring from 2n accident victom.

et 78, A policeman breaks into a gag — - - -
i ‘ station and steals $5.

i 80. A person breaks into & homs
: al— and steals $1,000.

' 67. A person picks another's

| I pocket of $100.

i !

i ! 1—51. Zmployee theit - $1,000,————
| |

) |

!

| |

i
.Cl——===——2====09L, 4 person bresks into a Dopt.
store and steals $5. { ;

S 75, A parson breaks into a home R e !
4 :
and steals I3, |

[-d
<

| |
L . ] 1.2, Prostitute blackmails a man—
ebout an affair,
|
{ - 2 By . 7 ]
i 55. 4 person buys stolen property. P

b 72, A person steals a $5 book from
. 2 library.

T
10. Prostitute steals 5100 from a-—1 !
customer. ! ) |

36. Employee theft - $5.

a - Monstary loss of $1,000
b - Monetary loss of $100
‘¢ - Monetary loss of $5

- Crimes by policeman

~ Breaking and entering

- Prostitute/customer crime
- EPmployee/employsr crime

RHHO A

Fig. 13. =-- The qualitative assessment of
the conventional crime range by the PST student
sample.

Figure 1l presents the evaluation scale for the
Corrections group. The same qualitative pattern exists as
in the previous student groups for this evaluation area.

Comparison of the groups does not identify any charac-

teristic that stands as a significant departure.
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(Variabls) Question/lature of the Act (Variable)
———93. A policeman removes & $100 ———
| ring from an accident
| : i
| 48, A policeman steals
i & property locker
e T B, A policeman breaks in
| station and steals
! N
1 -
} —80., A person breaks into a home ——————|©
! | & ! and steals 1,000,
i |
! |‘—5'1. Employse theft - &1,000.
i —————-6T7. A person picks another's
! i pocket of $100.
L2. Prostitute blaclmails a man &
gbout an affair.
f——————————09);, A person breaks into & Dept..—m———+ I
T 3
¢ b store and steals 5. i
i i
- i
75 . A person breaks into a home i
: {
and stoals 5., |
55, A person buys stolsn property. |
=36, Employes }fheft - §5. |
| |
L 10, Prostitute steals $100 from a {
customer,
i
L 72, A person steals a £5 book from 5
a library.
. Sl
a - Monetary loss of 1,000 d - Crimss by policemen
b - Monetary loscs of $100 e - Breaking and entering
¢ - lonetary loss of U5 £ - Prostitute/customer crime
g - Employee/employer crime

Fig. 1l -- The qualitative assessment of
the conventional crime range by the CORR student
sample.

Public O;der Crime

The examination of public order crimes focuses upon
28 acts that are generally of a social nuisance or "victim-
less" character. Within this examination, the current pro-
ject focuses upon 3 forms of prostitution, 3 forms of gam-
bling, 6 forms of sex offenses, L. forms of drug violation,
3 types of alcohol related crime, 5 forms of desertion or
runaway, 3 forms of weapons violations and 1 form of dis-~
turbing the peace. The mean rank orderings of these acts

are presented in Table 9.
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determined through Spearman's Rho.
cant beyond the 0.01 level of significance.

sults of this process.
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TABLE 10

SPEARMAN RANK ORDER CORRELATIONS
FOR PUBLIC ORDER CRIME RANGE

Student

Total Male Female LEA PST CORR

Follee  5.682 0.681  0.663 0,652 0.819  0.533

Student

Male et e 0,906 3 et %3t
LEA S8 3e3 33z $23% 0,611 0.793

PS Iy 3532 r3e, Seae an30, G
D ity ‘oD e oD >~

Police/Student Comparison

Figure 15 depicts the ordering of public order
crimes by the total police sample., Within this list, several
limited patterns can be identified. Prostitution related
violations are not viewed as extremely serious., Within this,
the act of prostitution ranks much lower than procurement or
running a house. With the exception of running a business,
gambling violations are seen as comparatively non-serious.
Various sexual violations are clustered in ;he lower half of
the total scale. Narcotics violations are viewed as ex-
tremely serious, with little difference in the attitudes
for heroin or marijuana. The act of selling and the act of
using a drug are closely related. Weapons violations are

vieved as reasonably serious, with little difference be-

tween carrying a gun, and carrying one with an excuse,



Definitional Class

Ques

tion/Nature of the Act

(Additional Variables)

52

3 G S N A D W

!
I =

B G S 1 R e R

8.
bo.
38,
2l
14 .

89.
18.
5o.
61,
i i

5T.
i

Ll-3.
29.
68.

L7.
59.

15.

76.
65.
L.,
87.
22,
23.
58.

52.
30.
7)4"

Man sells heroin, -———————~—i]a
Person uses heroin,

Person sells Marijuana, ——
o)

Person deserts his family. -

Operates gambling estab-
lishment.

Driving while intoxfcated.
Carrying concealed gun.

Person uses mari juana.
Prowls in backyard.,

Obtain customers for-
prostitute.

Illegal possession of knife.

Voman has concealed gun, but
offers acceptable excuse.

Run house of Prostitution.
Juvenile runs away.

Show pornographic movies to
a juvenile. N

Loud public disturbance.

Operates establishment with
illegal liquor sales. .

Intercourse with willing
juvenile,

Obscene telephone call.
Extramarital intercourse.
Juvenile violates curfew.
Personal gambling.
Prostitution,

Homosexual sex.

o residence/visible means
of support.

Man plays dice game in alley.
Public intoxication. ®
Sex by ummarried couple.

SO UR DU |

o s

Prostituticn related
Gambling related
Sex offense
Narcotics variation
Alcohol related

@Y
(% U O

D - Desertion, vagrancy,trespass

W - Weapon violation .

Heroin related
lMarijuana related

a
b

Fig. 15. -- The qualitative assessment of
the public order crime range by the total police
sample group.
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Figure 16 presents the ranking of acts by the total
student sample. Prostitution related acts rank toward the
center scale. There is a difference in the evaluation of
the actual act and the performance of service support opera-
tions. Participation in organized gambling, as owner or
customer, is ranked approximately center scale, while in-
formal gambling is perceived as much less serious. Sex
crimes are widely spaced through the scale, with those
forms that will result in a negative consequence to an un-
willing party (juvenile, recipient of a telephone call or
spouse) renking more serious than acts that occur between
consenting partners. Narcotics violations are widely
spaced, with heroin related offenses ranking more serious
than marijuana related offenses, Weapons violations are
widely spaced, with the most serious form being the act of
carrying a concealed gun.

In comparing the two orders, several questions e-
merge as large differences in rank., In regard to prosti-
tution related offenses, the police sample generally views
each of the acts as less serious than the student sample.
The largest difference lies in the actual commission of® the
act. In gambling related crimes, the operation of an es-
tablishment is more serious to the police, while personal
gambling is more serious to the student group. The 3 forms
of sex violation that result in direct negative consequence
are perceived as more serious to the student sample. Wide
differences exist in the evaluation of marijuana related

crimes. Students do not relate the use and sale of drugs




Definitional Class Question/lNature of the act

5l

(Additional Varisbles)

P G S N A D W
o 8l

— 89.

—_ 61.

— L9,

e 2.

L 68,

— 18,

1 —_ iy 8

P 87.

L7.
ot e

e 23.
e 19-

— s
e ST

- gy
2 : 52,

B a3 bgtwaen pthoy

Man sells heroin.

Driving while intoxicated.
Prowls in backyard.

Person uses heroin,
Person deserts hig feamily.

Show pornographic movies to
a juvenile,

Carrying a concealed gun.

‘Obtain customers for a

prostitute.

Operates establishemsnt with
illegal liquor sales.

Run house of prostitution.
Obscene telephons call.

Uperates gambling estab-
lishment,

Person sells mari juana,
Personal gambling.
Extramarital intercoursse.

Loud public disturbance. b

1llegal possession of knife,
Prostitution.

No residence/visible means
of support.

Juvenile runs away,
Homosexual act,

Woman has concealed gun, but
offers acceptable excuse,

Intercourse with willing
juvenile,

Public intcoxication.
Juvenile violates curfew.

Pergson uses mari juana,
Man plays dice game in alley.
Sex by unmarried couple,

P - Prostitution related
G - Gambling related

S - Sex offense

N - Narcotics variation
A - Alcohol related

sample group.

B =
W - VWeapon violation
.a - Heroin related

b - Marijuena related

Desertion, vagrancy, tres.

Fig. 16. -- The qualitative assessment of
the public order crime range by the total student
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and are generally more tolerant of these offenses than are
the police. Alcohol related crimes find the police more .
tolerant of D.W.I. and the running of an establishment
with illegal sales, Police perceive the act of a woman
carrying a gun and possession of a knife as more serious.
Prowling in a backyard and vagrancy are more serious to the
students, while juvenile runaway is more serious to the

police,

Student Male/Student Female Comparison

Figure 17 presents the listing of acts by the stu-
dent male subgroup, Running a house and procurement for
prostitution are closely related, while the actual com-
mission of the act is seen as less serious. Sex offenses
are widely dispersed with little definite pattern. Those
forms resulting in negative consequences (68, 76) are seen
as more serious than consent variations, The sale of nar-
cotics is ranked more serious than the personal use of the
drug, with marijuana offenses ranking rmuch less serious
than the related heroin offense, Alcohol offenses are evenly
spaced through the total scale with little evident relation-
ship between the various forms. There is a wide variation
in the ranking of weapons violations, with a concealed
weapon ranking high and the act of a woman carrying a con-
cealed gun with an excuse ranks much lower.

Figure 18 presents the order for the female student

Subgroup. As in the previous cases, several distinct pat-
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(4dditional Variables)

o

efinitional Class Question/lature of the Act

CJ

»
P 6 S ® A D W l
e 8y, Man sells heroin. !

— 61. Prowls in backyard. -
s 89. Driving while int.xicated. a ;
— 2li, Person deserts his family.

e 49. Person uses heroin.

et ; 8. Show pormographic movies to
a juvenile.

— 18, Carrying concealed gun.
— 76, Obscene telephone call.
B L3. RuaA house of prustitution.

i 27, Obtain cuscvomers for
| prostitusce,

B 11. Operates gambiing estab-
= lishment.

=7 59, Operates establishment with
illegal liquor sales, -

—_— 38. Person sells marijuana.
— 23, Homosexual sex.
—— 57, Illegal possession of kmife. '
L7. Loud puoliic disturbance.
—_ 65, Extramarital intercourse.
— 58, Ho residence/means of support
—_ 87. Personal gambling,
ek 22, Prostitution.
_ 29, Juvenile runs away from home.

| —— 19. Yoman has concealed gun, but
| offers acceptable sexcuss,

—_— 15. Intercourse with willing
juvenile, -

— 30, Public intoxication.
— 50. Person uses mari juana;

I Iy, Juvenile violates curfew.
D 52, Man plays dice game in 2lley.
—_— _ 7li. Sex by unmarried couple.

P nG S N A D W

- Prostitution related D - Desertion, vagrancy, tres.
- Gambling related W - Weapon violation

- Sex offense : -
- Narcotics variation b
~ Alcohol related

- Heroin related
- Marijuana related

R =GRl ]

Fig, 17. -- The qualitative assessment of
the public order crime range by the male student
subgroup.
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| Definitional Class Question/Nature of the Act (Additional variablaﬁ)

iy 89. Driving while intoxicated.
— L9, Person uses heroin.
—_— 2Ly, Person deserts his family.

— 68. Show pornographic movies to a
a juvenile.

— . 8. Man sells heroin.
— 61. Prowls in backyard.
-— 18. Carrying concealed gun.

— 59, Cperates establishment with
illegal liquor sales.

27. Obtain customers for’
prostitute,

113, Run house of" prostitution.

T — -87., Personal gambling.

LA 76, Obscene telephone call.
— 38. Person sells marijuana,———— A

—— 11, Operates gambling estab-

lishment,
= 65, Extramarital intercourse. o
T 47. Loud public disturbance, .

— 57. Illegal possession of knife,
22, Prostitution.

—_ 19, Vioman has concealed gun, but
offers acceptable excuse.

—_ 29, Juvenile runs away. 5

—— 58, No residence/visible means of
support.

— L), Juvenile violated curfew.
_— 30. Public intoxication.

—_ 15. Intercourse with willing
juvenile,

_— 23. Homosexual sex,

P 50. Person uses marijuana.
—_ | 52. HMan plays dice game in alley.
== 7h.. Sex by unmarried couple.

glligEmigiv.p Vg

~ Desertion, vagrancy, tres.
- Weapon violation

- Heroin related 3
- Marijuana related

Prostitution related
Gambling related
Sex offense
Narcotics variation
Alcohol related

op =5U

Fig. 18. -- The gqualitative assessment of
the public order crime range by the female stu-
dent subgroup.
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emerge. Prostitution crimes are ranked centrally. There is
a close association between running a house and procure-
ment, which collectively rank much higher than the act it-
self. Forms of participation in organized gambling are
centrally ranked, while informal gambling ranks very low.
Sexual offenses are clustered into 3 patterns. The show-
ing of pornographic movies to a juvenile ranks as a serious
offense and stands alone.in the first pattern. Variations
that involve an unwilling participant rank in the center
scale range. Those variations that involve willing part-
ners are clustered at the bottom of the scale. There are
wide variations in the ranking of heroin and marijuana re-
lated offenses. The use of heroin is more s;rious than the
sale of the drug, while the sale of marijuana is more serious
than the personal use. In terms of weapons violations, the
act of carrying a concealed gun is moderately serious, while
other forms are seen as much less serious.

In direct comparison, several minor variations can
be identified between the rankings. In the treatment of
gambling offenses, the female sample places a closer re-

lationship between formal gambling and the operation of an

establishment. While the operation of the establishment is
more serious to the male group, participation is viewed as
less serious than the females. The female group was more
tolerant of homosexua; behavior and obscene telephone calls.
The females saw the use of heroin as more serious than the

sale, while the males reversed this role. The females saw

operation of a gambling establishment as more serious.
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LEA/PST/CORR Comparison

Figure 19 lists the order of acts by the LEA stu-
dent grohp. The act of running a house and procurement for
prostitution are related high in the scale, while the act
itself is rated low. Gambling offenses are evenly clustered
in the lower half of the scale. Personal gambling is seen
as more serious than operation of a gambling establishment.
Sex offenses are clustered into 3 groups of 2 acts each,

The most serious are those that will leave a negative im-
pact upon a participant or third person. The second pat-
tern, which ranks near center scale, is characterized by
abnormal, consenting offenses, The final category, which
ranks extremely low in the scale, is characterized by normal,
consenting relations, HMarijuvana and heroin offenses are
separated, with separation of selling and use occurring only
with marijuana, Weapons charges are located low in the
scale, with a wide differentiation existing for carrying a
concealed gun with and without an excuse,

Figure 20 represents the ordering of the PST stu-~
dent group. Prostitution forms are widely spaced, with
little pattern evident. The only gambling charge that
ranks in the upper half of the scale is the act of operat-
ing a gambling establishment, Forms of participation are
ranked low. In the examination of sexual offenses, those
forms that involve only 2 consenting participants rank low
and other forms are clustered approximately center scale,

Harcotics violations are widely spaced with little relation-
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Definitional Class Question/Nature of the Act (Additional Variables)

G S N A D W : i
S 8ly. Man sells heroin,——————

— 61. Prowls in backyard.
— 89, Driving while intoxicated.

e L49. Person uses heroin.
—_— 2ly, Person deserts his family.

—_— 68. Show pornographic movies to
G a juvenile.

— 43. Bun house of prostitution.
e 38. Person sells marijuana.
_ 76. Obscene telephone call.

?——— 27. Obtain customers for .
prostitute.

s 59. Operates establishment with
illegal liguor sales. _ b

—— 718, Carrying concealed gun.

— 23, Homosexual sex,
_— 87. Personal gambling. g
L7. Loud publie disturbance. i
—— B7. Illezel possession of kmife.

_ ; 11. Operates gambling estah-
lishment,

e 65. Extremarital intercourse.
——— 22, Prostitution.

e 50. Person uses marijuana.
— 30. Public intoxication.
—_ 52, Man plays dice game in elley.

—— 19, Vioman has concealed gun but
offers acceptable excuse.

e 29, Juvenile runs away.

_ 58, No residence/visible means
of support.

—_— 15. Intercourse with willing
juvenile.

e L)y, Juvenile violates curfew.
T 7l. Sex by unmarried couple.

G S N A D W

Prostitution related
Gembling related
Sex offense
Narcotics variation
Alcohoi related

Desertion, vagraney, tres.
Weapon violation

Heroin related
Mari juana related

(O
o =Y
1

o -~ . = —— e R

Fig. 19 -- The qualitative assessment of
the public order crime range by the LEA student
sample.
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Question/ilature of the Act
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® G S N A D

43.
68.

49.
38-
76.

— 19.

Lh.
87.
29.
22,
23.
15.

50.

30.

52,

7h.
7]

Han sells heroin.
Driving while intuxicated.
Carrying concealed gﬁn.

Person deserts his family. a
Prowls in backyard.

Operates gambling estab-
lishment,

Iliegal possession of knife.

Obtain customers for
prostitute.

No residence/visible means
of support.

Extramarital intercourse.
Loud public disturbance.

Operates establishment with
illegal liquor sales,

Run house of prostitution, =8

Show pornographic movies
to a juvenile.

Person uses heroin.
Person sells marijuana,
Obscene telephone call.

Woman has concealed gun, but
offers accepteble excuse,

Juvenile violates curfew.
Personal gambling. b
Juvenile runs away.
Prostitution.
Homosexual sex,

Intercourse with willing
juvenile,

Person uses marijuana.

Public intoxication.

Man plays dice game in alley.
Sex by unmarried couple,

‘{Additional Variables.

Gambling related
Sex offense

Lo
/ (A R A

Alcohol related

sample.

Prostitution related

Narcotics variation

- Desertion, vagrancy, tres.
- Yeapon violation

- Heroin related
- Marijuana related

om =U

Fig. 20. -- The qualitative assessment of

he public order crime range by the PST student
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ship between heroin and marijuana related actions, There is
also little relationship between the sale and use of é drug.
The act of carrying a concealed weapon and possession of a

knife rank high in the scale, while the act of carrying a

concealed gun is accepted as much less serious if an excuse

is offered.
Figure 21 represents the list for the CORR group.

A1l of the prostitution‘related offenses are clustered

slightly above center scale. Participation in formal gam-

bling ranks high, while informal gambling is ranked low. As
in previous cases, those sex offenses that result in nega-
tive consequences, or involve an unwilling participant,

are ranked high in terms of seriousness, while the forms

that involve consenting partners are viewed as much less

serious. Narcotics violations are widely spaced, with 1lit-
tle pattern evident. D.W,I. and the operation of an es-
tablishment that offers illegal liquor sales rank high. The
act of carrying a concealed gun is the only weapons charge
that is perceived as having any seriousness.

In comparison of the lists, several variables emerge
as deparbtures from the standard ranking.

1. The CORR students rank the 3 forms of prostitution in
a much tighter cluster than do the other groups.® LEA
students rank the operation of a house for prostitu-
tion as more serious than the other groups. CORR
students rank the act of prostitution as more serious

than the rest of the student sample.
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initional Class Question/Nature of the Act (Additional Varisbles)

= 89. Driving while intoxicated.
—_— 49, Person uses heroin,———————

— 68, Show pornographic movies
to juvenile..

e 2li. Person deserts his family.
—— 18. Carrying concealed gun,
— d 87. Personal gambling.

e 59, Operates establishment with
illegal liquor sales.

e 8li., Man sells heroin:
— 61. Prowls in backyard..
R, 76. Obscene telephone call,

27. Obtains customers for
prostitute.

L3, Run house of prostitution.
22. Prostitution.

— 11, Operates gambling estab-
lishment.

o 38. Person sells marijuana;
—_— . 65. Extramarital intercourse.

—— 15. Intercourse with willing
juvenile. i

—— 19, Woman has concealed gun, but
offers acceptable sxcuse.

i 58, No residence/visible means
" of support. .

—— 57, Illegal possession of mife.
I;7. Loud public disturbance.
—_ 30, Public intoxication.
s 29, Juvenile runs away.
e 23, Homosexual sex.
—— L}y, Juvenile violates curfew.
—_— 52, Man plays dice game in alley

—t 50, Person uses mari juana.
_ 7l, Sex by unmarried couple.

G S it A S W o

Prostitution related D - Desertion, vagrancy, tres.
Gembling related W - Weapon violation

. S8ex offense *
Narcotics variation
Alcochol related

a - Heroin related
b - HMarijuana related

.,

Fig. 21. -- The qualitative assessment of
the public order crime range by the CORR student
sample,
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2. The act of personal gambling is ranked center scale
by the LEA students, lower scale by the PST students
and upper scale by the CORR group. The operation of
a gambling establishment is rated comparatively more
serious by the PST group. Participation in informal
gambling is viewed as more serious by the LEA sample.

3. The act of showing pornographic movies to a juvenile
is much less serioﬁs to the PST group. Homosexual sex
is seen as more serious to the LEA group, extra-
marital intercourse is more serious to the PST samples,
and intercourse with a willing juvenile 1is more serious
to the CORR group. The use of heroin is less serious
to the PST group and the sale of the drug is less
serious to the CORR sample. Comparatively, the LEA
sample views both marijuana related offenses as more
serious.

. Although the patterns for alcohol violations are quite
similar, the CORR group views the operation of an es-
tablishment for illegal liquor sales as more serious
than the others,

5. VWeapons violations rank generally higher for the PST

group.
White Collar Crime

The examination of white collar crimes focuses upon
10 variations of crime committed during the course of, or
in the promotion of, normal business relations. The mean

ranks for each of the sample groups are presented in Table
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B
TABLE 11
RANK ORDERING OF
WHITE COLLAR CRIME
4 Police Student

Total  Total Male Female LEA PST CORR
n 8.0 10.0 10.0 10,0 10.0 9.0 8.0
6 6.0 7.0 7.0 5,0 9.0 lt,0 1.0
(i 5.0 2.0 .0 9,0 7.0 2.0 10.0
31 700 300 3.0 L!..O )—l-oo 3-0 300
79 L,O %,o 5.0 2,0 2,0 7.0 .5
N 2,0 .0 2,0 6,0 3.0 10,0 o6
39 3.0 9.0 9.0 Te0 9.0 5.5 9.0
96 1,0 1,0 1.0 1.0 1.0 10 2.0
25 9,0 5.0 6.0 3.0 5,0 5.5 6.0
56 10,0 8,0 8.0 8,0 1.5 8.0 7.0
N=11 N=95 N=50 N=l5 N=L4O0 N=26 W=29

The degree of relationship between these ordered
listings was determined through application of Spearman's
Rho, The results are presented in Table 12. In determin-
ing the significance of these scores, the critical value
of rho is .56l at the .05 level (one tailed test). While
the majority of the scores are significant for a two tailed

examination, the relationships are generally weak.

Police/Student Comparison

Within the listing of the police order, presented in
Figure 22, several minor patterns are evident. While crimes
committed by individuals are widely spaced, they do cluster

into 2 groups. Those forms that directly affect an indi-

. -



TABLE 12

SPEARMAN RANK ORDER CORRELATIONS
FOR WHITE COLLAR CRIME RANGE
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Student

Total Male Female LEA PST CORR

Police
Total 0.382 0.56l 0.358 0,491 0.239 0.227

o e s s 0.588 3 i e
Male
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(Variable) Question/Naturs of the Act (Variable)

96, S211 tires through falss ad-
vertising - serious accident
results.

[€]

6li, Corporation fixes prices on
oil and fusl products.

——n| ————39. Ssll tires through false ad- —
vertising.

g
|

79. Corporation fixes prices on-——~-—l
cotton cloth.

a b 1ly. Secret cempaign contribution
to influence court action.

6. Corporation claims depreciation
on nonexistant patent.

31. Corp. President sets up dummy
corporation to cover personal

debts,

| ——————L. Doctor files false Medicare
bill,

L | ——25, lMechanic further damages car

to jaclk up repair bill.

contract.
a - Crime by individual 3 ¢ - False advertising
b - Corporate crims d - Price fixing

|
56, Corporation inflates defense ‘
|
i
i

Fig, 22. -- The qualitative assessment
of the white collar crime range by the total
police sample.
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vidual (96, 39) are ranked serious, while those that direct-
ly affect the govermment or a corporation rank low in the
scale., Corporate crime is widely spaced through the scale,
Those forms that directly influence the public are ranked
more serious than those that result in a government loss.
False advertising is uniformly ranked high, with little
differentiation made in the consequence, rrice fixing is
uniformly high, with 1little differentiation as to the pro-
duct itself.

Figure 23 presents the list of ranks for the total
student sample. Within this group, there are few discernible
patterns that form a relationship. The only apparent
clustering in the scores is that of corporate crime, which
are found approximately center scale,

In a direct comparison, the police sample places a
greater seriousness on corporate price fixing on oil and
fuel products and the sale of tires through false adver-
tising. It is interesting to note that the student group
views the act of price fixing more serious for cotton cloth,
than for fuel and oil products. The student sample also
ranks as more serious the act of contributing to a political
campaign in order to influence court action, embezzlement
by a corporation president and deliberate damage by a re-

pairman in order to raise the bill on repairs.

rale Student/Female Student Comparison

Within the listing of acts by the male student group,

as presented in Figure 2l;, there does not emerge any pattern.
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(Varieble) Question/Hature of the Act (Variable)

~-——————96. Sell tires through false ad- ——— r
vertising - serious accident
results. ,
1k, Secret campaign contribution
to influence court action.

31. Corp, President sets up dumy
corporation to cover personal
debts,

T79. Corporation fixes prices on
a l i cotton cloth. B
25. Mechanic damages car further
to jack up repair bill.

—bli. Cprporation fixes prices on
b oil and fuel products.

6. Corporation claims depreciation
on nonexistant patent.

56, Corporation inflates defense

contract, {
—————————39, Sell %tires through false ad- ——~
vertising. -

Ly, Doctor files false Medicare
bill, K |
]
Palse advertising
Price fixing i
*

a - Crime by individual
b - Corporate crime

a0
{ B |

Fig. 23. -- The qualitative assessment
of the white collar crime range by the total
student sample.
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(variable) Question/YNature of the Act (Varisble) |

S—pes |

96. Sell tires through false ad-
vertising - serious accident
results,

r 6l., Corporation fixes prices on
oil and fuel products,

31, Corp. rresident sets up dumm,
corporation to cover personal
debts,

1. Secret campaign contribution

a b to influence court action.

79. Corporation fixes prices on
cotton cloth,

25, Mechanic further damages car
to jack up repair bill.

————6, Corporation claims depreciation
on nonsxistant patent.

56, Corporation inflates defense }
contract,

39, Ss11 tires through false ad—-——— i
vertising.

li. Doctor files false Medicare
bill,

!

i

a - Crime by individual 4 ¢ - False advertising ‘
b - Corporate crims d - Price fixing j

Fig., 2, -- The qualitative assessment

of the white collar crime range by the male

student sample.
The only possible pattern that may emerge is the fact that
corporate crimes are clustered toward the center scale.

Figure 25, which presents the ordering of acts by .,
the female student sample, demonstrates the absence of
discernible patterns within this sample group also. The
ranking of acts would appear to be based more on individual
evaluation, rather than on the use of the theoretical frame-
work,

In a comparison of the 2 groups, some differences
exist which may be traced to a sex variable. The male
group views the act of price fixing on oil/fuel products

and the act of making secret campaign contributions as more

serious, while the female sample views the act of price
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(Variable) Guestion/Nature of the Act (Variable)

———————956, S211 tires through false ad-
l vertising - serious accident

rasults.

————79. Corporabion fixss prices on———
l cotten cloth, |

-25. Mechanic further damages csar
to jack up repair bill.
————————31, Corp. President sets up dummy
corporation to cover personal

e e et N M ey Pt =

debts. :
2 b &. Corporation claims deprsciation a &
on nonexistant patent.
6ly. Corporation fixes prices on oil—
and fuel products, i
: 39. Sell tires through false ad- b
i vertising. t
56. Corporation inflates defense
contract. k
1. Secret campaign contribution i
to influsnce court action. !
L. Doctor files falss ledicare |
bill. !
»
b i
& - Crime by individual ¢ - False advertising t
b - Corporats crime d - Price fixing

}

Fig, 25. -- The qualitative assessment
of the white collar crime range by the female
student sample,

fixing on cotton cloth and deliberate damage by a mechanic

as more serious.

LEA/PST/CORR Comparison

Figures 26, 27 and 28 present the listing of events
by the LEA group, the PST group and the CORR group. In
each group scale, there does not appear to be any definite
pattern to the rankings. For this reason, the focus of this
present discussion will be on the qualitative differences
between the lists.

The LEA sample ranks the act of pricefixing as more

serious than the other groups. The CORR group views the act

of claiming depreciation on a nonexistant patent as serious.
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(Variable) Question/Nature of the Act (Variable)

96. Sell tires through false ad-
vertising - serious accidesnt
results,

79 Corporation fixes pricss on—
cotton cloth.

6ly. Corporation fixes pricss on
0il and fusl products.
31. Corp. President sets up dunmy

a corporation to cover personal
debts,

[v]

25, Mechanic further damages car-
to jack up repair bill.
—— 6. Corporation claims depreciation
bl on nonsxistant patent.

1. Secret campaign contribution
to influsnce court action,

56, Corporaticn inflates defensa

contract.
39. Sell tirss through false ad-
vertising.
—————— L. Doctor files false Medicars - ¢ ]
bill.
@
& - Crime by individual ; c® - False advertising |
b - Corporate crime d - Price fixing i

i

Fig. 26. -- The qualitative assessment
of the white collar crime range by the LEA
student sample.

The PST sample places a greater emphasis upon simple false
advertising than do the remaining groups. The act of
contributing to a campaign fund for the purpose of in-
fluencing court action is ranked differently by each group.
The LEA sample ranks it in the central/lower scale, the’
PST group ranks it high in the order and the CORR sample

places it in the lower scale.




(variable) Question/iiature of the Act (Variable)
v
96. Sell tirss through false ad-——m———y

vertising - serious accident
results, .

il. Secret campaign contribution
to influence court action.

~~-—-————31, Corp. President sets up dummy c’
| corporation to cover personal
debts,

6. Corporation claims depreciation
on a nonexistant patent.

39. Sell tirses through false sd-——-—— |

vertising,
25. lechanic further damages car to
jack up repair bill,

——79. Corporation fixes prices on
b, cotton e¢loth.

L 56, Corporation inflates defense a
contract,

li. Doctor files false ledicare

‘ pill,
ly. Corporation fixes prices on— —1

oil and fuel products.

a -~ Crime by individual - ¢ - False advertising
b - Corporate crime d - Price fixing

: Fig. 27. -- The qualitative assessment
of the white collar crime range by the PST
student sample.
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6. Corporavion claims deprsciation '

l on nonexistant patent.

96. Sell tires through false ad-
vertising - serious accident !
results.

31, Corp. Presidesnt sets up dwmy !
corporation to cover personal ;
dsbts. ) t

b 79. Corporation fixes prices'on
cotton cloth. a

6ly. Corporation fixes prices on
oil and fuel products,

25. Mechanic further damages a car
to jack up repair bill.

56, Corporation inflates defense {
contract,

4. Doccor files falss Medicare i
bily.

L— 39, Ssll tires through false ad-———
vertising. i

14, Secret campaign contribution
to influence court action.

. a - Crime by individual ¢ -~ False advertising
: b - Corporate crime : d -~ Price fixing

Fig. 28. -- The qualitative assessment
of the white collar crime range by the CORR
student sample.
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Political Crime

The examination of political crimes focuses upon
10 acts that are characterized by their selection of a po-
litical target or by a politically based motivation. The

mean ranks for these questions are given in Table 13.

TABLE 13

RANK ORDERING OF
POLITICAL CRIME

Police Student
Q
Total Total Male Female LEA BPST CORR
2 LL.O 2.0 2.5 2,0 2,0 L.o 2.0
8 2.0 2.0 7.0 6.0 8.0 3.0 6.0
26 5,0 5.0 L,O 7.0 L,O 5.0 3.0
Sl 10.0 10,0 10.0 10.0 10,0 - 10,0 10.0
e 6.5 8.0 8.0 8.0 2.0 8.0 7.0
91 ot L.o 5.0 lL.O 5.0 6.0 L.o
L5 2,0 3,0 2.5 3,0 3.0 2,0 3.0
98 1.0 1.0 350 1.0 1,0 1.0 1.0
97 8.0 6.0 6,0 5,0 6.0 7.0 5.0
90 9.0 9.0 9.0 - 9,0 9.0 9.0 9.0
=11 N=95 N=50 N=L5 N=L40 N=26 N=29

The degree of relationship was tested through
Spearman's Rho. The results are presented in Table 1L. ALl

of the scores are significant beyond the .01 level.

Police/Student Comparison

Figure 29 presents the listing of delinquent activi-
ties for the total police sample. In this scale three

strong patverns emerge. Crimes of violence against politi-



TABLE 1L

SPEARMAN RANK uRDER CORRELATIONS
FOR POLITICAL CRIME RANGE
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Student

Total Male Female LEA PST CORR
Police
Totay 0797 0.830 0.785  0.77Lh 0.979 0.694
Student . S
Male 335 33 0.92l 353 36 *3%
LEA 3 363 P 354 0.794 0,866
PST 3 33t 03¢ 33r e3¢ 0.800

(variable)

Question/Nature of the 4Act

(Varisble)

Simak a2

» ————8.

A

Anarchist group shoots family
of a policeman.,

98,

Finance assassinafion attempt.
Senator slightly injured.

Shooting/disablement of Presi-
dential candidatas.,

26, Place bomo in ROTC building.
Yo one is injured.

L0. Puvlish 1list of undercover
narcotics officers,

Publish list of undarcover
CIA operatives.

Break into military post/
destroy classified documents.

Destroy draft card.

Participate in racial pro-
test march.

91.
97.

90.
Sk

. Attempt to assassinate Presidents i

a - Crime directed ageinst
political figure.

b - Violent

!
|
crime _‘

¢ - CIA/Narc distinction{
!

Fig, 29. -- The qualitative assessment of

the political crime range by the total police
sample group.
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cal figures rank as very serious, irregardless of the re-
sult of the action. General crimes of violence all rank as
serious, irregardless of the consequence. There dves not
appear to be a distinction between the publishing of lists
of undercover policemen or CIA operatives. DBoth acts are
ranked approximately center scale.

Figure 30 demonstrates the ordering of acts for the

total student sample. Tﬁe development of patterns is less

, 1 - t
!
(Variable) Question/Nature of the Act (Variable)

98. Anarchist group shcots family————F—
of a policeman,
i

2. Attempt to assassinate President.

L5. Financo assassination attsmpt:
Senator slightly injured,

91, Publish list of undercover
CIA cperatives,

; 26, Place bomb in ROTC building.
o one is injured.

97. Break into militery post/
destroy classified documsnts.

8. Shooting/disablement of Presi-
dential candidate.

s
} LL0. Publish 1list of undercover
! narcotics officers,

90. Destroy draft card.

! Sli. Participate in raclal pro-
! test march,

a - Crime directed against b - Violent crime
polwtlcal flgure ¢ - CIA/Warc distinction |

Fig. 30, =-- The qualltatlve assessment of
the political crime range by the total student
sample group.
developed in this group than in the previous police sample.
A differentiation is made between the disablement of a Presi-

dential candadate and other forms, in that the act is ranked

much less serious, General acts of violence are spread ac-




Te

ross the entire scale, There is little defining characteris-
tic to the pattern and the ordering does not appear to fol-
low any definite theoretical framework, There is a differ-
ence between publishing a 1list of CIA operatives and pub-
lishing a 1ist of undercover narcotics officers, with the

CIA exposure verceived as the more serious,

In a comparison of the 2 lists, a few variables
emerge as different. The police sample ranks the disable-
ment of a presidential candidate and the publishing of a
list of undercover policemsn as more serious, while the stu-
dent sample ranks the publication of CIA operatives and the

destruction of classified documents as more serious.

ale Student/Female Student Comparison

The ranking of acts for the male student sample is
presented in Figure 31. The patterns of violence, whether
general or directed against political figures, are generally//
seen as serious. With the exception of disabling a Presi-
dential candidate, the violent crimes appear to be ranked
in order of implication or physical consequence. The ex-
position of CIA operatives is separated from and more
serious than the exposition of undercover police officers.

Figure 32 presents the oder of acts for the female
student sample. Patterns within this ordering are weak.
Violent forms of crimes are spaced through the scale in no
strong pattern. There is again a wide separation between
the exposure of CLA operatives and narcotics officers, with

the CIA exposition viewed as the more serious.
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{ Variable) Question/lNaturs of the Act (Variablg)

98. Anarchist group shoots family
of a policeman. §

L,5. Finence assassination attempt.—
Senator is slightly injured.

2. Attempt to assassinate Pres: i
26, Place bomb in ROIC building——] !
& lio one is injursd. |
91. Publish list of undercover i

CIA operatives,

97. Break into military post/ = |
destrey classified documsnts. |

8. Shooting/dissblement of Presi-——m i
dential candidats.

l40. Publish list of undercover
narcotics officers.

90. Dastroy draft card.

Sh. Participate in racial pro- i
test march, ‘

a - Crime directed against b - Violent.crime !
political figure. ¢ - CIA/liare distinction |

Fig, 31. -- The qualitative assessment
of the political crime range by the male student
sample group.

(Variable) Question/Nature of the Act (Variable) i

]
98. Anarchist group shoots femily—— ;
of a policeman. !

2, Attempt to assassinate President.— i

15, Finance assassination attenpt.
Senator slightly injured.

91. Publish list of undercover
aj CIA operatives. b

97. Break into military post/ ©
destroy classified documents.

8. Shooting/disablement of Presi-
dential candidate.

26, Place bomb in ROTC building.
No ons injurad,

40, Publish lists of undercovsr
narcotics officers.

' 90. Desstroy draft card,

Sli., Participate in racial pro-
test march.

& - Crime directed ageinst b - Violent crime i
political figure, ¢ - CIA/Narc distinction '

Fig. 32. -- The qualitative assessment of
the political crime range by the female student
sample group.
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In comparison of the 2 orders, the only question
that marks a significant departure is number 26, which deals
with placing a bomb in an RUTC building. This act is per-

ceived as more serious by the male sample.

LEA/PST/CORR Comparison

Figure 33 depictg the 1list of acts by the LEA sam-
ple. With the exception of disabling a Presidential can-
didate, all of the violent acts are rated very serious,
There is not a large variation in the treatment of CIA or
undercover policemén exposure, both of which rank approxi-
mately center scale,

Figure 3L, which represents the listing by PST
students, identifies some rather strong groupings of acts,
Violent crimes against political figures are rated as ex-
tremely serious and are ranked in terms of graduated impli-
cation, The general scale of violent crime follows the same
pattern. There is not a large difference in the exposure
off CIA or police.

The CORR group, as demonstrated in Figure 35, is
lacking in strong patterns of classification. Violent
crimes are spaced through the scale in terms of the physi-
cal implications, Violence directed against political
figures appears to be ordered along lines of the target's
position in the political process. There is also a sepa-
ration of exposure of CIA and police, with the CIA exposure

perceived as more serious,
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The only act that differs significantly between

comparison of the scales is that of placing & bomb in an
ROTC building. The CORR group places less seriousness

upon the act than do the remaining groups. A

{Variable) Qusstion/Naturas of the Act (Variabls)

0
(3]

. &narchist group shoots family ———— |
of a policeman,

Attempt to assassinate a Prss,

n

!
!
|

5. Finance assassination atterpt .
Senator injured slightly.

26, Place bomb in ROTC building:
a Ho one is injured. b

91. Publish list oi undercover —m
CIA operatives,

N ey c
97. Break into military post/

destroy classified documents.

1,0, Publish list of undercover
narcotics officers.

8., Shooting/disablemsnt of Presi-
5 dential candidate.

90. Destroy draft card.

El.. Participate in racial protest
march,

L g

¢ i
a - Crime directed against b - Violent crime i
political figurs. ¢ - CIA/llarc distinction

Fig. 33. -- The qualitative assessment
of the political crime range by the LEA student
sample.
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(Variable) Question/Nature of ths Act (Variable)

—
|
98. Anarchist group shoots family
of a policeman,

L5. Finance assassination attempt.——
Senator slightly injursd.
a ———————8. Shooting/disablsment of Presi- o
dential candidate,
2, Attempt to assassinate Pres,
26. Placs bomb in ROTC building.
No one is injured.
91. Publish list of undercover
CIA operatives.
97. Break into military post/ =
dest?oy classified documants.
110, Publish list of undercover
narcotics officers.
90. Destroy draft card.
Sly. Participate in recial pro-
test march.
a - Crims directed against b - Violent crims .
political figure, ¢ - CIA/Mare distinction

Pig. 3lL.. -- The qualitative assessment
of the political crime range by the PST student
sample,

(Voriable) Question/Nature of the Act (Variable)

98. fnarchist group shoots family
cf a policemen,

———— 2, Attempt to assassinate Pres.

i
r-—-~———h5. Financs assassination attempt. -
| Senator is slightly injured. B

a

91. Publish list of undercover ——
CIA operatives,

97. Break into military post/
destroy classifisd documents.

8. Shooting/disablemsnt of Presi-

dential candidats.

LO. Fublish 1list of undercover
narcotics officsrs.

26. Place bomb in ROTC building.
lio ons injured,

9C. Destroy draft card.

S4. Participate in racial pro-
test march.

directed against b - Violent crime {
c

s
political figure ¢ - CIA/Narc distinction

Fig. 35. -- The qualitative assessment of
the political crime range by the CORR student
sample, 3




82

Occasional Property Crime

The examination of occasional property crimes focuses
upon 8 variations of auto theft, vandalism, check forgery
and petty theft. The mean ranks for each of the sample

groups are presented in Table 15.

TABLE 15

RANK ORDERING OF
OCCASTIONAL PROPERTY CRIME

Police Student

Q

Total  Total Male Female LEA PST CORR
17 1.5 3.0 340 &0 L,O 1.0 3.0
35 LI--S L’-oo 200 )-'-.O 200 200 Ll-oo
83 L,5 7.0 8.0 6,0 8.0 %.5 70
92 5 Tt 10 4,0 3.0 .0 1,0
33 3,0 - o 1.0 1,0 1.0 3.0 2.0
62 8.0 6.0 i, 5.0 6,0 Lh,5 5.0
5 6.0 5,0 5,0 7.0 5.0 6,0 6.0
7 T .0 8.0 6.0 8.0 7.0 7.0 8.0

N=11 N=95 N=50 =15 N=4o N=26 N=29

The degree of relationship between these lists is
presented in Table 16. The method of comparison was the
applicatiun of Spearman's Rho. All scores are significant
to the ,01 level, with the exception of those correlations

involving the PST sample group.

Poliqe/Student Comparison

Figure 36 demonstrates the ordering of acts as de-

termined by the total police sample. In this scale, 3
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TABLE 16

SPEARMAN RANK ORDER CORRELATICNS
FOR OCCASIONAL PROPERTY CRIME

Student

Total Male Female LEA PST CORR

POLife " 0,809 0,702 . 8,708 @ 0.571 0.27h 0,762

Total
Student .. o 0.595 3 33 %
Male i
LEA 33 3% 3038 3= 0.363 0.833
PST 3e3F 33k 33 3 = 0.220
(Variable) Question/Haturs'of the Act -_7(Variabla)

17. Break into/steal locked car.

92. Vandalism of publie property. ]
$1,000 loss. i

33. Arson of private garage.

35. Steal unlocked car,

L83, Rocks through window of pri-
vate homs,

S
| b
| T. Passing bad check.

62, Steal bike,

a - Vandalism variations ¢ - locked/unlocked
b - Bad check variations

Fig. 36. -- The qualltatlve assessment
of the occasional property crlme range by the
total police sample.

patterns emerge. There appears to be a strong relationship
betwéen the variations of vandalism, which are clustered at
approximately center scale. The seriousness of these acts

is ranked according to the degree of final damage done.
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The 2 forms of check forgery are ranked together in the lower
scale, Auto theft is divided along the question as to
whether or not a break in was required prior to the com-
mission of the act,

fMigure 37 presents the ordering of acts for the
total student sample. In this scale the patterns are more
spread out and less specific., Vandalism is divided into 2
loose patterns. Those forms that result in a large mone-
tary loss are ranked high on the scale, while the form re-
presenting only a small loss is ranked low on the scale.
The act of forgery ranks much more serious than the act of-
deliberately passing a bad check. There is little dis-
tinction between forms of auto theft, which rank approxi-

mately center scale,

(Varieble) Question/Nature of the Act (Variabls)

$1,000 loss.

|
92, Vandalism of public property. ‘
.
33, Arson of private garags. i

|

17. Break into/steal locked car.
& 35. Steal munlocked car. }
———5. Forgery.
62. Steal biks

83. Rocks through window of pri-
vate hcme.

|

|

|

i

: |

L7, Passing bad check. |
|

a - Vandalism variations c - locied/unlocked

b - Bad check variations E

Fig. 37. -- The qualitative assessment of
the occasional property crime range by the total

student sample.
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In comparing the 2 lists, several questions emerge
as significant differences from the cormon orders. The police
sample views the act of breaking into a locked car and
stealing it as more serious than the student group. It is
also the police sample that views auto theft in different
lights when breaking and entering is involved. The vandalism
involving broken windows is also more serious to this sample.

The theft of a bicycle is more serious to the student sample .

Male Student/Female Student Comparison

Figure 38 presents the list for the male student
sample., Vandalism scores are evenly spaced through the
scale with seriousness defined according to monetary damage.
There is l1little difference between the ranks of stealing'a
locked car and simply stealing a car. Both forms are ranked
comparatively high, There is also little difference in the
forms of check forgery, which are collectively ranked in
the approximate center range.

Figure 39 presents the rank order for the female
sample. Vandalism scores are widely spaced, with those
forms resulting in high damage placed high in the scale.
There is a moderate relationship between the forms of auto
theft, with the breaking and entering element slightly in-
creasing the seriousness, Forgery and passing bad checks
are closely related in the lower scale.

In comparison, several questions emerge as dif-

Terences. The female sample ranks arson of a garage, theft
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. (variable) Question/Nature of the Act (Variable)

————=%2, Vandalism of public property.
51,000 loss,

35. Steal unlocked car,
c

17. Break into/steel locksd car.——————J !
&t 33, Arson of private garsags.
———5, Forgery. |
! bl |
7. Passing bad check, b

&

8

2, Steal bike.

3. Rocks through window of pri-
vate home. |

a - Vandalism variations ¢ - locked/unlocked
b -~ Bad check variations

Fig. 38. -- The qualitative assessment of
the occasional property crime range by the male
student sample.

(Variable) Question/Nature of the Act (Variable)

—-———————33., Arson of private garags.

17. Brealr into/steal locked car,

-92, Vandalism of public property. c
a | $1,000 loss,

| 35, Steal unlocked car.
l ‘ 62, Steal bike.
i

83. Rocks through window of pri-
vate home.

——5.y Forgery.
S vk
7. Passing bad checks,

a - Vandalism variations ¢ - locksd/unlocked
b - Bad check variations

; Fig. 39. -- The qualitative assessment of
the occasional property crime range by the female
student sample.

of a bicyecle and throwing rocks through the window of a pri-
vate residence as more serious, Vandalism forms rank col-
lectively higher for the female sample. The male sample

ranks forgery and passing bad checks as more serious.
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LEA/PST/CORR Comparison

The order of acts for the LEA sample appears in
Figure lj0. Vandalism forms are widely spaced according to
the amount of monetary loss. There exists a moderate re-
lationship between the forms of auto theft, with the act of
stealing an unlocked car ranking above the act of theft
following a break in., Forgery and passing bad checks are

moderately related in the lower half of the scale.

(Variable) Question/Nature of the Act (Varisble)

33. Arson of private garage.

35. Steal unlocked car.

F——————92., Vandalism of public propsrty.
a 31,000 loss.

|
|
|

17. Break into/steal locked car.

5. Forgery.

b 62, Steal bike.

7. Passing bad checks.

83. Rocks through window of pri-
vate home.

a - Vandealism variations ¢ - locked/unlocked
b - Bad check variations

Fig. L0, -- The qualitative assessment of
the occasional property crime range by the LEA
student sample.

Fig 11 depicts the 1list for the PST student sample.
The 2 forms of auto theft are closely related at the top of
the scale. Vandalism forms are spaced in 2 distinct pat-
terns. Vandalism of private property variations are col-

lectively spaced at approximately center scale, while vari-

ations of public vandalism are ranked extremely low. For-
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gery and passing bad checks are closely related in the lower

scale,

(Yuriable) Qusstion/Nature of the Act (Variable) -

17. Break into/steal locked car.

35. Steal unlocked car.

e Arspn of private garage.
62, Steal bike,

f=——-———83, Rocks through window of pri-
i vate homs,

i
| b

7. Passing bad checks.

. Vandalism of public propsrty.
$1,000 loss,

el ik

a - Vandalism variations ¢ - locked/unlocked
b - Bad check variations l

Fig. L1. -- The gualitative assessment of
the occasional property crime range by the PST
student sample.

Figure L2 shows the assessment of acts by the CORR

student group. Vandalism is divided along lines of monetary

impact. The most expensive forms rank extremely high,
while minor monetary loss ranks extremely low. There is a
strong link between forms of auto theft, which are placed
reasonably high in the scale., Forgery and passing bad
checks are moderately related in the lower scale.

In comparison of the 3 lists, several questions e-
merge as significant departures, The LEA group views the
theft of a bicycle as less serious. To the PST sample, the
act of auto theft with break in and throwing rocks through
Private windows are more serious and the vandalism of public

broperty is less serious.
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(Variable) Question/llature of ths iAct (Veriable)

———————92, Vandalism of public property.
$1,000 loss,

j————————33. Arson of private garzage. i

17. Break into/steal locied car,

& 35. Steal unlocked car, i
2. Steal bike.

5. Forgery.

6
L 83. Rocks through window of pri-
l vate residence.
7. Passing bad checks,

a - Vandalism variations ¢ -~ locked/unloccked
b - Bad check variations

Fig. L2, -- The qualitative assessment of
the occasional property crime range by the CORR
student sample.

Organized Crime

The examination of organized crime focuses upon 6

acts that are characteristic of activities generally re-
garded as Organized crime. These include 2 forms of vice
control, extortion and loan sharking. The mean ranks for
these questions are contained in Table 17.

The relationships between these rank ofders was
explored through Spearman's Rho. The results are presented
in Table 18. All of the correlations are significant be-

yond the .01 level of significance,

Police/Student Comparisons

—

Figure L3 represents the ordering of acts for the

pPolice sample. Forms of extortion are widely spaced, with
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TABLE 17

RANK ORDERING OF
ORGANIZED CRIME

a Police Student
Total Total Male Female LEA PST CORR
13 5.0 6.0 6.0 5.0 5.0 6.0 6.0
95 240 3.0 3.0 lL.O L.O 3.0 3.0
28 1.0 1.0 taadlia i 2,0 1.0 1.0 2.0
L1 6.0 5.0 5.0 6.0 6.0 5.0 5.0
69 3.5 .o 4.0 3.0 3.0 .o Lo
81 3.5 2,0 o) v g 5 2l 240 1.0
N=11 N=95 =50 N=l5 N=l10 N=26 N=29
TABILE 18
SPEARMAN RANK ORDER CORRELATIONS
FOR ORGANIZED CRIME RANGE
Student
Total lale Female LEA PSP CORR
Police
Total 0.843 0.8&3 0.671 0.814 0.81.3 0.700
Student r - . s el
Igglgn 363 st 0.595 Sge i %
LEA Fres 33 33 et 0.886 0,829
PST s 3% 33 33 eie 0.9L3

seriousness based upon the abuse of position for personal
gain., Loan sharking variations are closely linked with one
another at center scale. Importation of heroin is highly
rated, while interstate gambling is rated low in the order.
Figure lli presents the order for the total student

sample. Extortion variations are widely spaced, according
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(Variable) Nuestion/llature of the Act (Variable)

28, Import heroin for distribu-
tion.

~—— 95, Extortion by labor union

leadsr,

69. Loan money at high intarest:——————W

Finance physical beating of-
person who missed loan payment.

13, Extrortion - break windows.

b1. Run interstate gembling opera-
tion.

a - Extortion variations b - Loan Sharking forms i

Fig. LL3. -- The qualitative assessment
of the organized crime scale by the total police
sample group.

(Variable) Question/Nature of the Act (Variable) [

28, Import heroin for distribu-
tion,

81, Finance beating of person
who missed loan payment.

95, BExtortion by labor union
leader.

69, Loan money at high interest.

L1. Run interstate gambling
opsration.

13, Extortion - break windous,

a - Extortion variations b - Loan sharking forms i
H

Fig. 4h. -- The qualitative assessment of
the organized crime range by the total student
sample group.
to the position of the extortionist. Loan sharking forms
are spaced, according to the use of violence. Importation
of heroin is ranked as extremely serious, while interstate
gambling ranks low in the order.

In comparison of the lists, several patterns emerge.

Although the relationship between the extortion forms are
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similar in each scale, the police sample collectively ranks
the forms higher. There is a stronger relationship between
loansharking variations in the police ranking. The use of

force or violence is seen as slightly serious to the stu-

dent group.

Male Student/Female Student Comparison

Figure 45 presents the 1list for the male student
sample. Loansharking forms are divided along lines of the
presence of violence, with only a moderate relationship be-
tween the two, There is a wide variation in extortion varia-
tions, with the act more serious if committed by a labor
union official. The importation of heroin is ranked ex-

tremely high in the scale, while gambling management is

placed low,

(varieble) Question/Nature of the Act (Variable )

23, Import heroin for distribu-
tion.

81. Finance physicil beating of
person who missed loan payment.

95. Extortion by labor union
leader. :

69. Lozn money at high interest.

1. Run interstate gambling opera-
g
tion,

i !
l—-——-————13. BExtortiun - break windows.

a - Extortion variations b - Loan sharking forms

Pig. 45, -- The qualitative assessment of
the organized crime range by the male student
sample group.
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Figure lj6 represents the ordering of the acts by
the female student sample. A moderate relationship exists
between loansharking variations, witﬁhviolence increasing
the seriousness of the act. Both forms rank high in the
scale, Forms of extortion are closely related toward the
bottom of the scale. Importation is.high, while gambling is

low,

- (Variable) Question/Nature of the Act (Variable)

81, Finance physical beating of
man who missed loan p=ayment.

28, Import heroin for distribu-
tion,

69. Loan money at high interest.

95. Extortion by labor union
lesader,

13, Extortion - break windows.

41, Run interstate gembling upera-
tion,

a - Extortion variations b - Lo2zn sharking forms }
!

Fig., L6, -- The qualitative assessment of
the organized crime range by the female student
sample group.

The primary difference between the lists is the

ranking of extortion forms., The female group places a
closer relationship between the extortion forms, while the
male sample differentiates on the presence or absence of

violence.

LEA/PST/CORR Comparison

The order for the LEA sample is presented in Figure
LL7. A strong relationship exists between the loansharking

acts, which are placed high in the order. A strong re-
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(Variable) Question/Hature of the Act (Variable)

i
!
{
o |

n
™

. Impor%t heroin for distriBu-
tion.

81, PFinance physical beating of
man vho misssed loan payment.

. Loan money at high interest.

5. Extortion by labor urion |
leader. |

. Extortion ~ break windows.

1. Rurn interstate gambling opera-
tion. i
!
i
: ot
Fig. L7. -- The qualitative assessment of
the organized crime scale by the LEA sample group.

‘a - Extortion variations b - Loan sharking forms

lationship also exists for the extortion variations, which
place below loan sharking. Heroin importation is ranked ex-
tremely high, while gambling is placed extremely low.

Figure 18 represents the order of acts by the PST
sample group. A moderate relationship exists between loan-
sharking forms, with violence serving to increase the
seriousness, Extortion forms are widely separated upon
lines of who cormits the act. Extortion by a2 union leader
is viewed as more serious than extortion by an unspecified
individual. Heroin importation is rated high, and gambling
low on the order.

Figure 1j9 presents the order for the CORR sample.
There is little relationship between loansharking forms, al-
though violence increases the seriousness. Extortion forms
also are not closely related. Heroin importation is ranked
high, while gambling is ranked low.

Comparison of the lists does not identify any sig-

nificant differences.
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CHAPTER IV
CONCLUSION

The general problem area examined by this project
has been the qualitative evaluation of delinguent activity.
Specifically, it was conducted as an introductory level
study that would serve to identify basic patterns which
could serve in a baseline function for later research. An
emphasis was placed upon specific differences which could
be linked with specific characteristics of the samples
utilized.

The research method consisted of a series of 98
examples of delinquent acts that were evaluated by each sam-
ple group. The acts were then arranged into a group list-
ing that presented them in a linear scale ranging from the
most serious to the least serious. It was with this format
that comparisons were effected between groups.

The statistical analysis of the data produced two
general conclusions,

1. Por the most part, there were no significant dif-
ferences between the personal seriousness rating and
the social seriousness rating on each question for any
of the groups examined.

2. Vhen the full scale of 98 acts were compared for the
sample groups involved, the degree of correlation was

uniformly high. Full scale correlations were ex-
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tremely high in all comparisons. For the most part,
subscale comparisons were uniformly high.

From these results, the current study would tend to
indicate several significant conclusions.

The first conclusion that can be drawn is that the
th§oretical separation of law into personal and social defi-
nition is unfounded. With the parameters of this study, it
would appear that the definition of the law in terms of
seriousness can be made on a single planse.

The second conclusion that can be advanced is that
there does indeed appear to be a universal concept of cate-
gorizing crime in terms of its seriousness. This is demon-
strated by the high degrees of correlation existing be-
tween the sample rank orders.

The final result of this project is that certain
differences can be identified with specific social groups.
The concept of identifying differences in the evaluation of
the law can serve to specify and quantify differences that
may exist when the citizen is unsatisfied with the conduct

of the Criminal Justice system.
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APPENDIX A

Appendix A consists of a questionnaire utilized
during the course of this examination. A completed form
was selected in order to demonstrate the method of com-
pletion utilized by the §ample members., The form 1is
presented in its complete form to further demonstrate the

method of examining social and personal seriousness.
/
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subject's Control Number: _ S~ /0

LI VIR T

1, A person beats a victom with his fists.
The victom lives, but requires extensive

2. A person aytempts to assassinate a Presi-
dent with a hipgh powered rlli6..secvoevscsccsssiss

3, A person robs a victom at gunpoint. The
victom strugg.es and is shot to death..ceeeceeerves

. Adoctor files a lledicare bill, claiming
that he saw n patient more than he actually

dido.llool!ltiuvleicnao-.Q-.C.'l.l.ocol.-'oold.ll'

5, A person forges another's name
thChSCkand caShes it.llt‘la!'oo‘ll!o-.t-ooooll

A corporation understates its income by
claiming depreciation on a patent that
does not E:(—is{:t.-.ll....IO'!l.t“....'l""i.l'.'.

1. A person lnowingly passes a check that
is w»)rth]‘-s'sslOioocntcoloot-tnccnlcoocnata-o.n-quoo

) A person shoo's and dissbles a Presi-
dential :andi(-ate'..lill'O.CIll"l'.i.ll.l‘.tl‘..o

A person has rsexual intercourse with
his stepdaughter (she is fifteen)..ecececsscsoccscs

" A proscitute steals $100 from & cus-

tOmeI‘..-....qtncc-o.nco-...-o--no.o-c-.--o.-ev---a-

, A peraon opirates an establishment
Bhere gaubling occurs illegallYe.svevesssccnsvecss

A person, trmed with a blunt instrument,
robs a viciom of $1,000. The viectom
is wounded and requires hospitelization.....c.oc.:

Aperson treatens to break expensive
Windows, Jut settles, instead, for a
4ash set'lerﬂ-entlO.Qo.'l..'.0..!0..0...'..000..0..0

% persor makes a large, secret politi-

€al conribution while a large Antitrust

Buit ic being prepared by the government

BN BEE SOOI T . 55504 8 9 5% % 565t d 8 9.5 & & 8 5 w8 wEN

* Peroyn, over 16, has intercourse with
 ferrle, under 16, who willingly par-

hospitalizatiol')l'l'....l"'l"l"...ﬂ)v..'ﬁ.ll.é..

Per al Seriousneas Social Seriousness Index
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A person stabs a spouse who has
having an affair with another pe

A person is found carrying a concealed
gun for which he has no permit.....

been
i RN e

, A person bresks into & locked car,
3teals, damages, and abandons it...

A woman is arrested for carrying a

gun in her purse. She has no permit,
but explains that she is #f##dd required
to pass through an area that has a
high percentage of assaults.....

Aperson forecibly ranes a womin. ier

n

eck i1s broken and she dies.....

A woman makes sexual advances toward
a child. ilo physical damage is done

t

A person is a prostitute in a house

SR TR e T M e S S

of Progtitubdon. § idvee e s s'és s oa

h
A

omoseXUal feetivitiea, i'd. i 1o st o

person deserts his family.....

e & 0

. Two males willingly engage in various

¢ 009«

-2 6@

----------

A garage mechanic damages a car further
so that he can conduct gdditiopal repairs
that raise a bill from $25 to $100,..cveveroccecss

A person plants a bomb in an ROTC building

on a campus, .0 one is injured in the
e'x'_:_)losj-on‘.'ll'll.".’..'"lllll..l..l!!

s 0 G e 0

-------------

LI

L

e e LD 2

142

12

1 2

A person obtains customers for a prostitute..... C>2

A person regulsrly imports heroin in
large quantities to sell to distributors.......

1 2

A juvenile runs away from home.....vcesvovcacoese @2

ok Joil e

A person is intoxicated in public....

A corporation president sets up a
dummy company and issues checks for

Upplies that are never delivered,

€ then keeps the money........

- Person sets fire to a garage.

¢ e o

* man makes sexual ad ances toward
* child, ..o physical demage i3 dONG..veevsseros

LI I B

¢ a0 0 v e s

"e

35 6

3L56

3456
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31456
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3456
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3456

W
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A person causes malnutrition n a
child by not feeding him for several
oL T ST R e gt S 8 S ans s wevis DI Sgth SRalie

35. A person steals, damages, and
gbandons an-unlocke® OBL: s sss assn e slssvsssesssnps |

N
Lo
D
-

A person steals $5 from his emrloyer...cveseccecce 1 2 3 M.GDD 7

A person drags a woman into an illey,

tears her clothes, but flees be’ore

she 1s phyaically harmed or sexially
aDRBBR v v slins s tnns op e R T I e § 5w Al ]

S
N
w
-
U
O\

A parson 80118 MAPLIIVEBNA, s ssc s bsamwsrre o

i

A person sells faulty tires by filsely

claiming that they are in good condition...c..o. 1 2 3 L6 T
. A person who owns a "radical newspaper"

publishes a list of current undercover T ‘ )

narcotics officers in a city.......... cosena eess 1 2 3’*(]“’7

1. A person runs a gambling operation
that extends: into several states,..sssesscecccse (V2 34 567

L A person stabs another to de8th......cceceveceee 1 230567

» A person disturbs his neighborhood
With loud, noisy behavior..ecscosscoserssrscccnes 1(923M.5 & 7

y A policeman steals heroin from a

police property locker and sells it
toadistributorll‘.llll"l...lv'll.l"l.i.OI‘Gn‘c.123)’#567
A person administers heroin to himself........c. 1 2 3@ 5 67

A person smokes marijuanf........... ceniaseesbens TD ERiRRIEERNE
1

o
\J) !
-
U
©
\’

A person takes $1,000 from his employer........s

A person plants a bomb in an airport
¥orminal, Twelve persons are seriously

no
P
=
Ul
o
~

A prostitute blackmailes a man with

information about their affairS....ceeevaveceess 1 2 3 14 5(9'7
A person runs a house of prostitutioN.ei.occovee 234567
A juvenile violates his curfew...,‘..,........,\.Q@é?.3 L 567
A person pays someone else $50,000

to assassindte a senator, The senator

is only slightly injured.....sessscccss e wesar 1 2 300 SUBEIE

* person engages in a dice game in an alley..,.q(j 2385567

¥ J1lred in the explOSion ----- .nnna's.\a-l¢000'0001 23}‘!'567‘

O
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A person causes malnutrition

child by not feeding him for seversl
days In & TOW. .. ettt B s e s e o5 oo eoss s e I 7
35. A person steals, damages, and
abandons an unlocked CRIEEEEEL & ssovossosnas 1 2'3QD 567
36. A person steals §5 from his emrloyer...c.ceceecc 1 2 3 4 56 7
37. A person drags a woman into an illey,
tears her clothes, but flees be’ore
she is phyaically harmed or sexnally
abused.-..'.g lllll L R L B B B L I R O TR IR 2 8 8 v U @0 1 23&56@‘
30, A person sells MArijuBNa....eeessceceossoercocces 1(@ 34567
9. A person sells faulty tires by filsely :
4 claiming that they are in good condition.....ceee Ga 3 L B
10. A person who owns a "radical newspaper”
publishes a list of current undercover
narcotics officers in a city..... e s s svsrsaes 1 EEC§1+ S5ay
I1. A person runs a gambling operation .
hat extends into Several StALeS....seeseeescs.eV 2314 567
2, A prostitute blackmailes a man vith
information about their affairsS...c.vveossveces 113(}“—5 67
3. A person runs a house of prostitution...........@ 234567
I, A juvenile violates his CUPTOW....eceseecencesse (D23 4567
5. A person pays someone else $50,000
to assassindte a senator, The senator
s only 1 sliEhtly injured. .s3akates srensyy cesvesse 1 2 3 INEEEEN
), A person stabs another t0 de8th.....ceeesscscess 1 23 4.5 67
e A person disturbs his neighborhood .
IEth 1o SRR gy DahAVIOP, s susersyssasntssses oo (3 234503
A policeman steals heroin from a
Police property locker and sells it
toadistributorl.llllonlll'.i!nlibi“l'lltl!ée' 1 2314'567
\ A person administers heroin to himselfﬂ.....gca;(j>2 34567
A person smokes MAPIJUANA. . ...vvevreerroreecesse P23 U567
A person takes {1,000 from his employer......... 1 le3l+ 567
L person engages in a dice game in an alley..... W2 3 L 56 7
i Person plants a bomb in an airport
gorminal, Twelve persons are seriously
BERIred in the explosion..ccivessscssssinetians, 1 a3 567
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pli. A person participates in a racial

& protest MAPCh . vsqe v sns S 5. RS Sl @2311;67GW
55. A person knowingly buys stolen
property from the person who stole it..cceeesess 1 @3 L 567 8¢9
56. A corporation agrees to produce an
Air Force fighter for $4.5 million,
but later inflates this to $6.1 million......... 1 @3 L4 567 8 9
57. A person illegally possesses a knife........... . @ 2355789
58. A person has no residence and no visible means of_ support,
D23456789
59. A person runs aen esteblishment where
illegal sales of alcohol occurs.................@2 34 56789
60, A person fails to pay child support..csecesv. BERTIp. @3 L5678
1. A person prowls in a backyard of
a2 private residence.....ceacvcvevevvrcvecsie vovas 1@3 L 56789
62, A person steals a bicycle that is parked
BLONE, SRR T, s daohvs peiliims e g & & 5w 4 v v 8 .W23456789
3. A man beats his wife and children......cves 000 1 2 3 4 57 89
bll., A corporation agrees to fix prices
0il and fuel pProfUcts ..eieeeveranese cosvavenrae 123&@6789
5. A married male has intercourse with
K Tomale. BE RIs WiLS . .iirvinmspnrsnsnesnninved 1@3 L 567809
6. A person fires e gun at a vietom,
who suffers a major wound, requiring
extensive hospitalizZation.cieeecessecss o 9 s e 1234567 @ 2
i+ A person picks another's pocket of
L|‘1oodd'lﬂil.ll.“¢l ...... @ & 0 0 * 0 0o ® & 9 0 % & 2 0 11010.123@56789
s A person shows pornographic movies
toaI'I’linOl".¢.....--...---..-.........-«..-.o.-ae123@56789
# A person loans money to poor loans risks
and charges 120% interest..... PP 3@5 6789
'A person forces a woman to submit to
Sexval intercourse. ..o physical injury is inflicted.
1234506789
A person, using physical force, robs
& victom of $1,000. No significant
ysicall‘lar}:rlis done..‘IE.‘"I...ll.'.l‘.l...'l123)-!‘5@789
& person steals a book wobth $5 from & library.. 1 2 @h. 56789
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a woman, w0 serious physical
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71, An unmarried couple has sexual

INCorcoNPEB . oo deoh TR e ...v=‘CB;2;3h_; 67 89

5. A person breaks into a residence, forces

open &8 a8ah box and. sbeGlE EEEEEEEE & i o cessccsddont ] 2@1; 5673809
76. A person maikes an obscene phone call,....eeeoceoecne 1 €D3 L 5670809

77. A person stebs a victom with a knife.
The victom does not require medical treatment....... 1 2 3 L

n
o>
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O

70. A policemen breals into a gas station,
while on by, a1d steald Gl s s s o s scooscsss 1 & L NEUNEEE Scj

79. A corporation agrees to fix prices on cotton cloth.., 1 2‘BI;C>6 7 89

80. A person breas into a residence,
forces open a c1sh box, and sSteals $1,000.....00¢+.. 1 2 3 i 676 73809

81. A person pays 2aother to break the

arm of another man who has missed one

payment omn an NSUrous 1oan . St e ssrsssecose 1 2 3 W B6 éﬁC?g
82, A man shoots 2i10ther man who had

raped his wifr, The rapist was not

prosecuted because of a legal

technicality. The rapist was severely wounded....... 169 3LE 6T 89

B. A person throws rocks through the
window of a private residence.a.......n.....ﬂ...,..,<:>2 3456 789

co

A mon 8ell: horodn. ... .scnanv i lllEEEs L e ocassercoes 1 2 JHNNREER

B, A person his a "blackout" and
Bavagely lills another NaX R s is a5 s 950500000
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I A person robs a victom of §1,000, at
gunpoint. The victom is shot to death.......e.000... 1 2 3 L 5 6

@

A persor is a customer in a house ) -2
Where guibling occurs regularly....;......av.,.,....Cj 2345678

& persoi parforms an illegal abortion......ceveeseee 1 2 34 5 6 7 3(:)w

A persoy operates a motor vehicle *
3 - . } £ ¥ ~ )
While vndsr the influence of alcohnlgo..,...o,...u.‘(:)2 245670 ‘

: : 3 A o - \
A porsin destroys a dPAEU OBPO. <. . . s cocrcrontnbsnnns GJQ 3L 5678 \
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A person who owns a "radical" newspaper
exposes seven undercover CIA operatives
in Lorslign countries, .cu iliscsesaisssssse

A person defaces and breaks public
statues causing {1,000 damege..cooo0vsooo0

A policeman removes a ring from an
accident victom. 'the ring is worth $100,

A person breaks into a department store,
forces open a cash box and steals &5,...

A labor union leader threatens to
cause a strike at a resort hotel,
unless he is paid $5,000/month.ce.cosooso

A person falsely sells bad tires by
claiming ther are new. A serious
accident results and the buyer

requires extonsive medical treatment......

A person brecks into a military post
and destroys classified documentsS.......

An anarchist zroup shoots a family
of a policeman, to make their demands
pllbliccﬂﬂ'bt-ﬂ’ﬂ305'“'00'5"190002086400001

°
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2345067809
23456789
23L56760

230)56789
2@3L 56789
23456789
230)56789

23456786
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APPENDIX B

Questions: Kelly and Winslow Study
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APPENDIX B

Appendix B contains the 60 delinquent acts that
were utilized by the 1968 Kelly and Winslow Study and sub-
sequently adapted for inclusion in the current evaluation.

A person stabs another person to death.

A person forcibly rapes a woman. Her neck is broken
and she dies,

-A person knowingly passes a check that is worthless,
A person steals a book worth $5 from a library.

A person makes an obscene phone call.

A juvenile runs away from home.

A person is intoxicated in public.

A person robs a victim of $1,000 at gunpoint. The
victim is shot to death.

A person shows pornographic movies to a juvenile.

A person fails to pay child support.

A person runs a house of prostitution.

An unmarried couple willingly engage in intercourse,
A person steals $1,000 from his employer.

A person knowingly buys stolen property.

A person sets fire to a garage,

A person breaks into a locked car, steals, damages
and abandons it.

A juvenile is picked up for curfew violation.

A person smokes marijuana.

A person is engaged in a dice game in an alley.

A person beats a victim with his fists. The victim
lives but requires hospitalization.

A person breaks into a2 residence, forces open &
cash box and takes $1,000.

A married male has intercourse with a female, not
his wife.

A person administers heroin to himself.

A father beats his wife and children.

. A person burns his draft card.

26. A person has no residence,

A person forces a woman to submit to sexual inter-
course. No physical injury is inflicted.

28. A person stabs a victim with a knife.

29 A persun steals a bicycle.

. . L * L]
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30. A person operates a motor vehicle while under the
influence of alcohol.

31. A person runs a house where unlawful sales of
alcohol occurs.

32. A person steals $5 from his employer.

33. A person, using physicai rorce, robs a victim of

$1,000.
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A person picks an individual's pocket of $100.

A person gets customers for a prostitute.

A person sells heroin.

A persun runs a house where gambling occurs il-
legally.

A person defaces and breaks public statues.

A person illegally possesses a knife.

A person is a prostitute in a house of prostitution.
Two males willingly engage in homosexual activity.

A person deserts his family.

A person disturbs his nelghborhood with loud noise.
A person signs someone else's name to a check.

A person steals, damages and abandons an unlocked
car.

A person is a guest in a house where gambling

occurs regularly.

A person sells mari juana,

A person, over 16, has willing intercourse with a
female, under 16.

A person throws rocks through windows.

A person robs a victim at gunpoint. The victim
struggles and is shot to death.

A person drags a woman into an alley, tears her
clothes, but flees before any physical damage or
sexual assault occurs.

A person fires a gun at a victim, who receives a
major wound, requiring extensive hospitalization.

A person has sexual intercourse with his step-
daughter.

A person engages in a racigl protest march.

A person breaks into a residence, forces open a cash
box and steals $5.

A person possesses a gun for which he has no permit.
A person performs an illegal abortion.

A person prowls in a backyard of a private residence.
A person, armed with a blunt instrument, robs a victim
of $1,000, The victim requires hospitalization.

A person breaks into a department store, forces open
a cash register and sveals $5.
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APPENDIX C

Questionnaire Items Developed by the Author
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APPENDIX C

Appendix C contains the additional 36 forms of
delinquent acts which were developed by the researcher to
compensate for those activities that are not covered by the

Uniform Crime Reports. Those questions are:

1. A person runs a gambling operation extending into

several states,

2, A person imports heroin regularly for sale to dis-

tributors.

3. A person loans m.ney to poor loan risks at 120% in-

terest. ,

li. A person pays another to break the arm of 2 man who

has missed one payment on an usurous loan.

5. A person threatens to cause a strike at a large resort

hotel unless he is paid $5,000/month. |

6. A person threatens to break expensive windows, but |

instead settles for a cash payment. |

7. A person who owns a large company agrees to produce an \
air force fighter for L.5 billion dollars, but later
inflates this to 6.1 billion. |

8. A person makes a large, covert political contribution |
while a large antitrust suit is being prepared against |
his company by the government. \

9. A corporation understates its income by claiming de-
preciation on a nonexistant patent.

10. A corporation president sets up & durmy company and |
issues checks for supolies that are never delivered, .
and then keeps the money.

11. A corporation agrees to fix prices on cotton cloth. ‘

12. A corporation agrees to fix prices on oil/fuel products. ‘

13. A policeman breaks into a gas station, while on duty,
and steals 5,

1ly. A policeman removes a ring from an accident victim. |
The ring is worth 3100,

15. A policeman steals heroin from a property locker and
sells it to a distributor. |

16. A doctor files a medicare bill for 9 visits/month for
a patient who actually came only 3 times/month.

17. A garage mechanic damages a car further so thai he can
conduct additional repairs to raise a $25 bill to $100.

18. A person sells faulty tires by claiming they are in |
good condition.

19. A person sells faulty tires by claiming they are good |
A serious accident results which requires extensive |
medical treatment.




27.

117

A person who owns a "padical'' newspaper exposes 7
?ndercover CIA operatives in a foreign country,.

4 person who owns a "padical' newspaper publishes a
list of undercover narcotics officers in a city.

A person breaks into a military post and destroys
classified documents,

A man plants a bomb in an ROTC building on a campus.
No one is injured in the explosion.

A person plants a bomb in an eirport terminal.

Twelve persons are seriously injured. :

A person attempts to assassinate a president.

A person shoots and disables a presidential candidate.
A person pays another $50,000 to assassinate a senator.
He is only slightly injured in the attempt.

A man shoots another man who has raped his wife and
been released by the court because of a legal techni-
cality. The man is seriously wounded.

A person stabs a spouse who has been having an affair
with another person.

A person has a "blackout" and savagely kills a man.

A person has a "blackout" and beats a woman, causing
extensive damage.

A prostitute steals $100 from a customer.

A prostitute blackmails a man with information about
their affair,

A person causes malnutrition in a child by not feeding
him for several days.

A man sexually molests a child. No physical damage
resulis.

A woman sexually molests a child. No physical damage
results,
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APPENDIX D

Comparison of Personal and Social Seriousness

Ratings by the Total Student Sample Group

(Mlann-Whitney U Computations)
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~ APPENDIX D
Question LEA PaT
Numbe® U z Sig U z Sis
3l 823.0 028 118.0 -L.03 .0002
60 626,5 -1.66 = 32,5 0,08 =
21 611.5 -1.81 3 292,0 -C.8L
32 682,5 11N 103.,0 -=4.30 .0002
9 923.5 1.19 = h62.0 2,26 JO&N
63 695,0 =1,01 % 39L.0 1.02 3
20 791.0 =-0,09 38,5 1.8 =
70 849.5 0.L48 . 313,5 -0.45 =
37 665.5 -1.29 =% 335,0 -0.05
1 1146:0 3,33 S 115.0 1.4
66 650.0 -1, 3 L27.0 1.62 =%
73 529.0 -2.61  .009 160,5 -2.76 .0058
16 713.5 -0,83 % 289.,0 -0.90 =
77 767:0 =0:32 % 31,0 0,23 =
71 756.5 =-0.L2 336,5 -0,03 %
A 12 615.5 =178 376.5 -0.70 ¢
; 146 745.5 -0.52 L26.5 1.62
3 769.0 -0.30 B0 1.89 @
86 785.5 -0.1L 3% Lo1,0 1.15
53 700,5 -0.9 * §ie.5 0.63 4
82 617.0 =1.76 = . 295.0 -0.79 &
85 667.0 -1,28 232,00 -1.94 =
88 731.0 =-0,66 35L.5 0,30 %
10 736.5 =-0,61 277.0 0.71 e
L2 792.0 -0,08 36,0 0,48
36 708,5 -0,88 324.5 -0.,25 =
51 786.0 -0,13 379.0 0.7 NS
18 702.0 -0.9L 35,0 Q.29
2% G5 ont tea0 A
67 787.0 =0,5% u7.5 2,00 .04L56
75 75605 -00’-4-2 L!-16-5 10’-‘-3 *
80 721.0 -0.76 368.0 0.55 *
78 810.5 0,10 3% 322,5 =-0.28 *
9l (66,0 =0.32 360,0 0,40 *
72 773.0 0,26 Lo6,0 1.24 =
22 782.0 -u.17 26L.,0 -1.35 *
113 84,0 0.42 311.0 =-0.49 *
27 776.5 -0.32 70,0 e
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LEA PST
52 75,0  -0.Lb 132.5¢ lel 2R o
87 63)2.5 -1 .%% 1512.0 -0.18 =
23 765.5 -0,33 189.0 =-2.73 .006
68 609.0 -1,8l 212,5 =-2.30 .021L
76 7686.5 -0.13 2 263,00 =-1,73 =*
15 716.0 -0,80 380.0 O0.77 *
65 839,0 0,38 = 292,0 -0,8L =
Th 715.5 =0,81 20,0 =1.79 =%
L9 1058.0 2,48 ,0132 273.5 -1.,18 =«
50 666,5 -1.,28 == 289,0 -0.90
8 599.5 -1,92 370.0 0.59 =
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LEA PST
Lo 695.0 -1,01 w - 288.5 -0.90 ==
91 70705 '0089' 3 30705 -0057 =
L5 666,0 =1.29 = 425.5 1,59 =
98 80,0 0.38 = 338.5 0.00 =
97 708.0 -0,88 = 2.5 .
90 786,5 -0.13 % 271.,5 =1.,22 =%
13 70Lh.5 -0,92 % 337.0 =0.02 =
95 784.0 -0.15 = Bo5.0 1.23 1%
28 629.0 -1,65 = 348.5 0.19 ==
41 h9.5 -0,48 = 161.5 2,26 .0238
69 856.5 0.54 =% JH -1, 7208
81 773.5 -0.25 = 387.5 0.90 =%
CORR

3L|' 39505 "0039 g
60 359,5 -0,95 %

21 Wlhi2:0 "Q:3% @4

32 225.0 =3.0 .002l

s 370,0 =0,7 3%
63 L87.0 1,03 =
20 491.0 1,09 =
70 390.5 <047 #
37 375.5 =-0.70 =

1 364,0 -0,88 =
66 41%.5 -0.09 %

73 256,5 -2,55 ,0108

16 396,5 -0.,37 =
77 uh6,0 0,40 =
71 157.5 -4.09 ,0002
12 329,0 =142 =
L6 h3%.5 0.22 %

3 4156.5 0.56

86 L50.,5 0.47 %
53 39505 -0039 *

82 35705 "'0098 w*

85 367.0 =0.83 =

88 1198,0 %2 %

10 42248 0:30 =
L2 4h7.0  o.41 =

36 397-5 -0036 *
08 W A -
93 456.5 0,56 *
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CORR
55 457,80 0,50 &
67 502,0 1.6 3%
75 53,5 Ay &
80 431,0 _0.16
78 §57,5 0,58 &
9)—!- LI-O'\/.S "'0031 *
72 439.0 0,29
22 L467,0 0.7 3%
L3 393,0 -0.43 %
27 L.36,0 0.2l 3
1 266,5 =2,39 .0168
52 266,5 =-2,39 .0168
87 338.5 -1.28 =%
23 378.0 -0,66 =
68 31,5 0,17 ==
76 431.0 _0. 5
15 383.,0 -0.58 3%
65 05,0 -0,2 %
@y 337.0 =1.,30 #
Ll'9 398l5 '-1 059 *®
50 290.0 _2003 CO)_L2LI_
8 L21,0 0,00 *
3 L23,0 0,39 %
30 298,0 -1.90 3%
89 390.5 -0.47 *
59 366.5 -0,8 %
61 281.5 =2.17 .030
2l 26, 0 =271 .0068
29 310,00 -1,72 *
)4-% 360.5 "009)4- 8
1 356,00 -1,00
19 291,0 -=2,01 Loyl
5 323.0 =155l
L7 382,5 -0.59 =
7 295.0 -1,95 =
35 2“-605 —2-70 0007
83 338,0 -1.28 3
92 L86.0 1,02
A9 L34.0 D el
62 3715 T &
5 270.5 =2.33 .0198
7 297-5 -1091 3
L!—- 29805 —1090
6 343.5 =1.20
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CORR
n 315.0 . ~1,6l
31 Wh7.5 “esle2
6l 371.0 -=0,77
79 38205 "0059
39 392-0 -Oo)-u-!-
96 4135,5 S0EES
25 12,0 =1.88
56 4193.5 1508
2 286,5 -2,08 ,0376
8 277.0 =2.23 .0258
26 300,0 -=1.87 w®
Sl 251.0 =2,6l .0082
Lo 376.5 -0.6 3%
91 376.0 -0.69 =
)—!-5 33605 "'1 030 *
98 391.0 -0.46
97 38L..0 -0.,57 %
90 308,0 -1.75 =
13 306,00 -1,78 %
95 463,00 0,66
28 y22,0 0,02 %
N 370.,5 =-0.77
69 4sy.5 0,50 %
81 435,0 0.23 %

% - probability extends beyond the .05 level
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APPENDIX E

Comparison of Personal and Social Seriousness
Ratings by the Total Police Sample Group

(Mann-Whitney U Computations)
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Number U Ut Sig.
3l T80 L7.0
60 Mes D .5 &
21 76.0 ,.LS.O 3
32 68,0 55,0 3%

2 0,86 81,5 =
63 73.0 %8.0 %
20 56,0 5.0 3%
70 67.0 54,0 %
37 59,0 62,0 =

1 55.0 68,0 =
66 60,5 60,5 =
73 67.5 53,5 %
16 50,8 11.8 4
77 4b3.B W&.5
71 37.5 88.5
12 58,5 62,5
L6 53.0 68,0 3

3 33:0 B0
86 63:5 HBiph
53 52.0 69,0
82 50:H €123
85 69:0 52380
88 Lo.o 81.0
10 66.5 5%,5 3
L2 bl.5 56,5
36 P30 $0:0
51 5138 6915 =
L8 58.5 62.5 3
93 60,0 61.0 3
g5 59.0 62,0 =
67 270 OL:0 =
75 61.0 60,0 3
80 76.5 Lh.5 3%
78 S OB U
ol 61.0 60,0 3
72 g3.5 57.5 3
22  68.0 53,0 =
13 18:0 I9;0 &
27 67.0 54L,0 =
1 56,0 65,0 *
S 69:5 51:5 %
87 Ti:5 ko9et o
23 rr:5 T3:8
68 60,0 61,0
76 6,0 57.0
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Number U Ut Sig.
15 53,0 68,0 3
65 1.0 80.0 3%
o BES 78.5 ¢
L9 59,0 52,0 3
50 .0 50,0
8 62.0 59.0 =
3 36,0 86,0 +
30 BETO=TG00—
89 5.5, 75,5 %
59 51,0 70,0
61 20. LELO.S 3=

T8 =

%% 61, 60,0 *
.
{9 «0 *

15 hT:5 . F 5 =
12 35.0 86,0 =
ST 37.0 8.0 @ #
L7 L5, 1.8 %
LT T80 Uil =
35 80,0 1,0
83 62.0 5900 o
92 68.5 B85 =
23 51,56 89,5 =
62 62,0 59,0 =
5 35.5 05,6 +
 § 39. 81.5 =
% 61.5 59,5 +#
0,0 81,0 =

1L 78,0 L3.0
31 72.0 49,0
6l 68,5 52,5 =
79 51.5 69,5 #
39 83.0 38,0 =
96 79.0 42,0 #
25 68,5 52,56 &
56 §3.0 68.0 =
2 56,0 65,0 @
8 59.5 61,5 %
26 6.0 57,0 &
9 62,5 58.5 &
Lo 57.0 64.0 =
91 37.5 83,5
L5 67.0 Sh.00 s
98 56.0 65.0 3
97 31.0 90.0 3
90 62.5 58,5 3
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Number U U Sig.
13 60.0 61.0 i
95 57:0 W6l,0 =
28 8,5 bha,b =
L 32,5 88.5 *
69 62.0 59.0 W*
81 61,0 60.0 3

% - Probability extends beyond the .05 level.
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APPENDIX F

Comparative Rankings of the Full Scale Range
for all Variable Analysis Groups
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APPENDIX F
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