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ABSTRACT 

QUALITATIVE ASSESSMENT OF 

THE PERCEIVED SERIOUSNESS 

OF DELINQUENT ACTIVITY 

James H. Ritter 

Master of' Science 

Youngstown State University, 1976 

'Ihe 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 

f'rame-work 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 w·ould 

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 tp.e least serious. These lists i'ormed the 

basis f'or the comparisons. 

In terms of' statistical conclusions, the study iden

tified 2 basic concepts. The first conclusion was simply 

tha t the perception of seriousness for a specific act is 

359990 
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es sentially accomplished on a single definitional level. 

Specifically, the project identified that seriousness is 

no t differentially define d a long personal and social scales. 

'1'.he second statistical conclusion was that there 

were no large differences in the listings of acts by various 

sample and subsa..~ple groups. The implication of this result, 

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

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 

1 

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 
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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 1 s. 

The initial effort was completed in 1964 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 141 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"1. 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 delinquent behavior were adapted from the 

FBI 1 s 29 points uf crime classification utilized in the 

Uniform Crime Renorts. Each act was evaluated un both 

personal and social seriousness. The study concluded that 

the separation of repressive and restitutive law was un-
I 

supported by the data and that there were no significant 

differences in the evaluation of delinquent activity by the 

police and student sample groups. 

3 

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; J) 

nonsanctioned rational violence. 

1 
. Martin Haskell and Lewis Yablonski, Criminology · 

(Chicago: Rand McNally College Publishing Company, 1974), 
p. 425. 
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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 scaly 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 personal crimes; 2) conventional crimes; 3) pub

lic order crimes; 4) 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 f'urther 

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-
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standing of these differences is necessary if the problem of 

differential en:f'orcement 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 or the law will permit or suggest avenues or 

compromise. 

Hypotheses 

For the purpose or this preliminary study, the rol~ 

lowing hypotheses will be tested. 

Hypothesis One - 'lhere exist signiricant dirrerences 

in the ratings by police and students as to the personal 

seriousness and social seriousness of each action. 

Hypothesis Two - There exist signiricant difrerences 

in the evaluation of delinquent acts by police and students. 

Tne statistical examinations analyzed each or these 

contentions in the null rorm. 

Derinitions 

In order to avoin unnecessary procedural complica

tions, the rollowing derinitions shall be established. 

Law Enforcement Officers (LEO) are designated as 

those members of a public law enrorcement agency that com

prised the group of police raters. 

Criminal Justice Students (CJS) are designated as 

those f'u.11 time students enrolled in the Criminal Justice 
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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 delinquent 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 forgerry 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 II 

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 a nine point linear scale. 

7 

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. 

'I"ae 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-

359996 
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visement .list f'or the previous (Winter) quarter. 

'l'he total list i.,ms subjected to a selection of' 150 

students through the use of' a table of' random numbers. The 

total population was consecutively nu.rnbered 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 o;f a 

reliability coe;fficient for the student sample. 

Subjects were contacted through scheduled classes 

in the Criminal Justice program. The initial number o;f 

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 

1. Continued absence from class 
2. Withdrawal from University 
3. Withdrawal from Criminal 

Justice Program 
4. Unwilling to participate 

Number 

6 
3 
2 

11 

Development of the Police Sample 

The police sample was drawn from a list of active 

patrol o;f;ficers in a small township agency. All members of 

the population were i'ull time patrolmen in the uni;formed 

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. 

9 

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 allow for strict control over extraneous 

variables that could emerge to influence the evaluations. 

Of the original sample, a random selection was 

utilized to select 4 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. 



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 Indenendent Variables 

10 

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 or 

these two groups, two variables are readily noticeable. The 

first difference bwtween the two samples lies in the level 

of education, with the police orficers having less college 

level training. In the particular sample group or patrolmen 

utilized, none of the subjects held a college degree in any 

rield, nor were any or them working toward a degree. All of 

the ofricers had completed the required 240 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. Few 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 comm.on to the police sample) with various rorms 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 or educational prererence within the student sample. 
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The specific elements examined will be the relationships 

existing between Law Enf'orcement 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 
I 

rating as to the seriousness 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. 
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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 : individuaJ.s 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 4 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 

'Ihe 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 24 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. Tae 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. 

Because 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 2.0 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 s3ts of delinquent activities, identical in all re

spects. In the rirst set, each student was asked to rank 

each act in terms of its personal seriousness. ~e subject 

was instructed to govern his evaluation in terms or how much 

the act deviated with his own personal moral code. This 

ranking was placed along a linear scale ranging from 1 (least 

serious) to 9 (most serious). In the second set or acts, 

the student was asked to evaluate each act in terms of how 

disruptive it would be of the American social processes 

ir it were to suddenly become widespread. On a linear scale, 



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 
I 

the four subjects, chosen by random selection, all were will-

ing .to participate in the double evaluation. T'ne second 

testing for this group occurred during the general adminis

tration. Statistical examinations utilized results from t-re 

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 Eff'ect 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 bef'ore 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 occurred 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 11 correct answers.rr 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 s~ple, off'icers were inf'ormed of the nature of' the 

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

Departmen·cal 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

porL. Individual cooperation was easily obtained in that 

the majority of the sample had received baton training from 

the researcher at an earlier time • 

.Lndividuals were informed that there were no correct 

answers. vverall coopera·G..i.un was good in that the number c£ 

returned ques cionnaires represented +93% of the total avail

able sample. 
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CHAPTER III 

ANALYSIS OF TIIB DATA 

Reliability Determination 

As previously explained, 13 randomly selected stu

dents and 4 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 distinct 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 bet·ween the two lists, a correlational coefficient 

was calculated for each comparison. Due to the number of 
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tied scores, Kenda11rs Tau2 was judged to be the most approp-

riate tool. 

In order to determine the relationship between the 

social seri·ousness 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 personal and social seriousness scales 

for all of the raters. As a group, the police r aters 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 Rb.03 was judged 

2nean Champion, Basic Statistics for Social Re
search (Scranton: Chandler Publishing Company, 1970J, 
p. 218. 

3champion, p. 214. 



to be. an adequate method of comparison. 

TABLE 2 

CORREL'1.TION COEF'FICIENTS"'" BETlIBEN FIRST AND SECOND 
EVALUATIONS BY THE RELIABILITY TEST GROUPS. 

Subject 

Student 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 
13 

Police 
1 
2 
3 
4 

Personal Seriousness 
Correlation 

Sarn.ple: N = 13 ' 
0.76 
0.83 
0.84 
0.93 
0.92 
o.83 
o.89 
0.83 
o.89 
o. 91 
0.92 
0.92 
o.85 

Sample: N = 4 
0.93 
0.96 
o. 91 
0.93 

Social Seriousness 
Correlation 

0.75 
0.80 
o. '(8 
0.92 
0.90 
·o. 79 
o.85 
0.80 
0.93 
0.90 
o.85 
0.90 
0.78 

0.93 
O. 9LL 
o.89 
0.92 
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.;:-Based 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 or the 

police s~mple. The results of this ex~~ination 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 .01 level 

level. 



20 

TABLE 3 

CORRELAT ION COEFFICIENTS~:· FOR GROUP RANKED DATA 

Sample 
Group 

Personal Seriousnes s 
Correlation 

Social Seriousness 
Correlation 

Student 

Police 

0.95 

0.97 

0.93 

0.96 

->:·Based upon Spearman 1 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 

questionnaire. In that the span consisted of approximately 

4 weeks, there emerges the 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 exrunination, we can postulate that the length of the 

measure would serve to reduce the possibility 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 propose s that "there exist significant differences in 

the ratings by police and students as to the pe rsonal 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. 

Tb.e method of testing this concept was to force an 

analysis of different acts upon different critereon levels. 

Specifically, raters were asked to evaluate the f'u.11 range 

of 98 acts in terms of their personal and social seriousness. 

The scores for each group were then compared through the 

Mann-Whitney u4 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. T:nose groups are defined as the Law Enforcement Ad-

4champion, p. 176. 



ministration majors, Police Science ·.L·echnology majors and 

Corrections ma jors . 
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For each of these subgroups , the 2 sets of scores 

were exam. ined and the existing differences were converted 

to 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 to ~ scores. ~ne results of this pro

cess are pre sented in Appendix D. 

Within each group, the majority of the acts were 

evaluated similarly on both critereon levels. Although a 

limited m.L."Tlber of significa....nt diff'erences 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 mos~ significant pattern to emerge from the 

police sample examinations was the fact that there were no 

signif'icant differences on any question. For the mo·st 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 ror subsequent research. 
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Spearman Rho Computations 

The second research hypothesis of this study con

tends that :rthere 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 -;:;he application 

of Spearman's Rho. 

In each analysis, the police sample was treated as 

a 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 de~ignated 

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 i·.;as utilized to deter-



mine the degree ot: association between the sample groups. 

The data from this analysis is presented in Table 4. 

Police 
Total 

Student 
Hale 

LEA 

PST 

Total 

0.899 

-;,;;.;-

... ;~-;~ 

-::~~· 

TABLE 4 

RANK ORDER COMPARISONS 
FOR THE FULL RANGE 

Student 

Male Female LEA 

0.908 o.864 o.859 

·:~~i- 0.925 .;~-]~ 

~~- -;:- ~;...~!. -'W'-
·~ "' 

,, ,, 
~H~ ~~-~~ ... ,...-,.... 

PST 

0.889 

~~·~~ 

0.871 
-:H~ 

All computations based upon Spearman's Rho 
Scores are signit:icant beyond the .01 level 

CORR 

0.820 

~~ .. =~ 

0.879 
0.841 

The primary observation that can be made at this 

point is sL~ply that moderately high levels of correlation 

exist between all of the subgroups. Analysis of' dit:f'erences 

will be accomplished on more limited definitional ranges 

to reduce the complexity of . operating wi.th extremely large 

numbers. 

Violent Personal Crime 

The current study examines the relationship between 

23 variations of violent crimes that are typically directed 

against human victoms. These acts include 6 t:orms of child 

abuse, 3 forms ot: sexual assault, 7 forms ot: assault and 6 

forms of murder. The mean ranks for each ot: these acts 



are presented in Table 5. 

Police 
Q 

Total 

34 7.0 
60 20.0 
21 18. 0 
32 18 .0 

9 18. 0 
63 1L~.o 

20 3.0 
70 5.o 
37 13.0 

1 12. 0 
66 6.0 
73 23.0 
16 22.0 
77 10.5 
71 1 o.5 
12 9.0 

46 1.0 
3 3.0 

86 3.0 
53 8.o 
82 21 .o 
85 16.0 
88 15. 0 

N=11 

TABLE 5 

RANK ORDERING OF VIOLENT 
PERSONAL CRIME RANGE 

Student 

Total Male Female LEA 

7.0 7.0 6.o 6.o 
23.0 22.5 23.0 22.0 
18. 0 19.0 15.0 18. 0 
17.0 17 .o 17.0 17.0 
11 • 0 15. 0 11.0 1o.0 
9.0 9.0 10.0 11 • 0 

1. 0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
8.o 8.o 9.0 9.0 

14.0 13 .o 1~-·0 12.0 

16.0 16.0 18. 0 15. 0 
6.o · 6.o 5.0 6.o 

22.0 20.0 22.0 19.0 
20.0 21 .o 19.0 21. 0 
15.0 14.0 16.o 16.0 
12.0 11 .5 12.0 14. 0 
13. 0 11 • 5 13. 0 13.0 

3.0 3.0 1.0 3.0 
5.0 5.0 1.0 4.0 
2.0 1.0 3.0 1.0 
4.0 4.0 4.0 5.0 

21.0 22.5 20.0 23.0 
1 o.o 10.0 8.o 7.0 
19.0 18. 0 21.0 20.0 

N=95 N=50 N=45 N=40 
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PST CORR 

6.o 9.0 
22.0 23.0 
18. 0 11.0 
15.0 16.o 
13.0 14.0 
8.o 1 o.o 

2.5 1.0 
9.0 8.o 

17.0 17.0 

19.0 12.0 
7.0 6.o 

23.0 22.0 
21 .o 20.0 
10.0 15.0 
11.0 13.0 
12.0 18.0 

1.0 2.0 
5.o 4.0 
2.5 3.0 
4.0 5.0 

20.0 21.0 
16.0 1.0 
14.0 19.0 

N=26 N=29 

The degree of' relationship existing between these 

sets of' ranked scores was determined through application of' 

Spearman's Rho. The results f'rom this examination are pre-

sented in Table 6. 

All of' the correlations presented in Table 6 are 

signif'icant beyond the .01 level of' significance. 



Police 
Total 

Student 
Male 

LEA 

PST 

TABLE 6 

SPSAHrWT RAl'JI( OR)ER CORRELATIONS 
FOR VIOLENT PERSONAL C!UHE RANGE 

Student 

Total Male Female LE " = PST 

o.884 0.915 0.836 o.847 0.9056 

.. ;~~ ·::~i- 0.957 ~H~- ~~~;. 

-~-~~ ~~-~ .. ,, ., 
"4\#, .. ~~-:i- o.869 

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

Police/Student Comparison 
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CORR 

0.828 

i:-:~ 

0.935 
o.854 

Figure 1 depicts a pictorial representation of the 

rank ordering of violent crimes by the police sa.mple. 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 (46, 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 connnitted, 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 (.34, 63) are ranked 

higher than those that result in psychological damage (21, 

32, 9, 60). .Assault f'orms are generally ranlced in the 



Definltion~l Class 

M SA A CA 
I 

M SA A CA 

M - Hurder variations 
SA - Sexual assault 
A - Assault variations 
CA - Ch ild abuse 
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Q.ue stion/Hature of t he A.:t ._ Addit i onal Vari b las l 

!~6 . Pe r son stabs fuJ.other to deat h . 

20. F'orcible r ape , r e sulting in a 
b r oken neck . 

3. Robbe ry at gunpoint ·. Vic tom--~~ 
prec i pita ted murde r. 

~ 
86. Robbe ry at gunpoint. Off ender---' 

initiated murder, 

70. Forcibl~ rape .. No da.rnage. 

66. Gunshot resulting in major 
wound. 

31~. Deliberate malnutrition in child~ 

53. Bor.i.bing. 12 persons· injured, 

12. Robbery with blunt instrument. 

71. Forcible robbery. No damage. 

77. Stabbing. No damage. 

1. Beating. Hospitalization results. 

37, Attempted rape. Unsuccessful~ 

63. Beating of wife and children~ 

88. Illegal abortion. 

85. Blackout resulting in murder.~--------

21. Homan - Sexual advances to ch_ild---i d 

32. Man - Sexual advances to child,____J 

9. Intercourse with stepdaughter. 

60. Failure to pay child support. 

82. Man shoots his wi1'e 1 s rapist.~~ 

16. Man stabs his unf'aithfnl spouse. c 

73. Blackout resulting in a beating. 

b 

a - Victom/offender initiated 
b - Irrational, unsanctioned act

1 c - Rational, sanctioned act 
d Hale/female child abuse 

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, 73). 

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 appe ar related to any specific vari

able other than the degree to which the act is committed. 

The examples a re closely spaced in relation to one another. 

Variations of child abuse are spread through the lower 3/4-

of the scale . Those that rank most serious are the varia

tions resulting in direct physical damage to the child 

(34, 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 p~tterns. 

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 Ques tion/Nat ure o:f the Act Additi onal Variables 

s.a. A CA 

SA A CA 

2· . Forcible rape , r esult i ng in a 
b,roke n ne ck . 

86. Robbery at g tm.point. Offe nder ··-----,, a 
initiate d murder . • 

~:: :::::~~t~:sp::::::ri::u:::~h . I 
3. Robbery at gunpoint. Victora---

precipitated murder . 

66 . Gunshot resulting in major 
wound. 

34. Deliberate malnutrition in child. 

70. :forcible rape . Ho damage. 

63 . Beating of wife and children . 

85. Blackout resulting in murder .-----------, 

9. Intercourse with stepdaughter. 

71. Forcible robbery. No damage . 

12. Robbery with blunt instrument. 

37. Attempted rape . Unsuccessful. 

77. Stabbing. No damage . 

1. Beating. Hospitalization results. 

32. Han - Sexual advances to child ·----i 
21. Homan Sexual advances to child._J d 

88. Illegal abortion.· 

16. J.lan stabs his unfaithi'ul spouse.~c 

82. Man shoots his wife's rapist.~ 

73. Blackout resulting in a beating.--------~ 

60. Failure to pay child support. 

a - Victom/offende r initiated 

b 

M - ~urder variations 
SA - Sexual assault 
A - Assault variations 
CA - Child abuse 

b - Irrational, unsanctioned act 
c - Rational, sanctioned act 
d - Hale/female child abuse 

Fig. 2. -- 'Ihe qualitative assessment or 
the violent personal crime range by the total 
student sample group. 
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2. The act of indiscriminate bombing ranks 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. 

4. 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 advance 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 3/4- of the scale, uith 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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Definitional Class Quention/ !:Tature of t he Act Additional Varia ble s 

SA CA 

lf SA A CA 

86. Robbe ry at gunpoint. Offender~----, 
i ni tiated murder . 

20. Forc ible r ape , r esulting in a 
brolrn n n e ck . 

L~6. Pe rson stabs anothe r t o de ath. 

~ 53. Bomb i ng . 12 persons injured . 
• 

a 

3. Robbery at gunpoint. Victom-----
pre cipitated murde r. 

66. Gunsh ot r esulting in majo r wound. 

3L~. De liberate malnutrition in child . 

70. Forc ible rape . No damage. 

63 . Beating of wife and children. 

85. Blackout r esulting in murder.-------------~ 

71. Forc ible robbery. No danage . 

12. Hobbery with b lunt ins t rument. 

37. Atterapted r ape . Unsuccessful. 

77. Stabbing . No damage . 

9. I nte rcourse with s t epdaughter . 

1. Beating . Hospita lization results. 

32. Man - Sexual advances to child.--~ 

88. Illegal abortion. I
d 

21. ':Toman - Sexual advances to child . ...---! 

73. ·Blackout resulting in a beating ,----------~-' 

16. Han stabs his un:faithf'ul spouse.le 

82. Han shoots his wife 1 s rapist.___J 

60. Failure to pay child suppor t. 

-
H - Murder variations 
SA - Se xua l assaul t; 

a - Victom/offender initiated 
b Irrational, unsanctioned act 
c - Rational, sanctioned act A - Ass ault variations 

CA - Ch i ld abus e d - Hal e /female 

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

b 
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Those forms that result in direct physical damage to the 

child (34, 63) rank reasonably high, while the less direct 

a..n.d psycholog ically harmf'ul 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 4 demonstrates 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 firearm (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, 4 acts stand as 

significant differences: 

1 • The female sample ranks intercourse with a stepdaugh

ter (9) as more serious than the male group. 
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Defini t ional Class 1:?,u es t ion/NatuJ>e of' the Act Additional Variable s 

I I SA A CA 

M SA A CA 

L~6 . :?arson st abs anothe r to death. 

20 . Forcible rape , result~.ng in a 
broken neck . 

86 , Robbery at g~point . Offende r -------. 
initi ate d murde r. · 

·5J. Bombing . 12 persons injured. 

6 . Gl.Ulsho t! re sulting in ma jor 
wound. 

34. De l iberate malnutrition in ch ild. 

J. Robbery at gunpoint . Vic tom -------~ 
precipitated murde r. 

a 

85 . Blackout resi;.l ting in r.1urder.:---:-------------. 

70 . Forcible rape . No da..~age. 

63. Beating of wife and children. 

9 . Intercours e i·.rith stepdau ghter. 

71. For cible robbe ry. No damage . 

12. Robbe r y with ·::ilunt instrument . 

37 . Attempte d rape . Unsucce s s ful . 

21 • lfoman - Sexual advances 

77. Stabbing. Ho da..111age . 

32. Man - Sexual a dvances to 

to child~ 

child.J d 

1, Beating. Hospitalization results. 

16. Man stabs his unfai thful spouse .--,c 

82. Man shoots his wife's r a pist. 

88. Illegal aborti on. 

73. Blackout r esulting in a beating.-----------

60. Failure to pay child support. · 

M - Murder variations 
S. - Sexual assault 

a - Victom/of fende r initiated 
b - I rrational, unsanctioned act 
c - Rational, sanctioned act A - Assault variations 

CA - Child abuse d - Mal e / female chi ld abuse 

Fig. 4. -- The qualitative assessment of 
the violent personal crime range by the female 
student subgroup. 

b 
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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. ~ne male group ranked the act of abortion (88) as more 

serious than the female sample. 

4. The female group ranked the murder of a rapist (82) 

as more serious than the male group. 

LEA/PST/CORR Comparison 

Figu re 5 serves to rank the acts by the LEA student 

group . Hurde r examples are strongly divided in terms of 

social sanctioning. Uns anctioned acts rank as extremely 

serious, while sanc Gioned 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 ms.ke 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 

as saults are spaced through the upper half of the scale. 

There does appear to be a difference in the actual physical 

result. Murder accompa...ll.ying 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 Q,ues tion/Na ture of the )_ct 

H SA A CA 

N SA A CA 

86 . Robbe ry a t gunpoint . Offender----~ 
initiated murder . 

20 . Forcible r ape, resul t ing in a 
broken neck . ' 

46 . Perso n stabs ano.the r to death . 

· 3 . Robbery' at gunpoint . Vic tom-----~ 
precipitated mu rder . 

53 . Bomb ing. 12 pers ons injured. 

66~ Gunsho t resulting· in major wound . 

a 

85 . Bl a c kout r esul t i ng in murder .~---------~ 

34. Deliberate mal nut r i tion in chi l d . 

-70. Forc i ble rape . No dane.ge . 

9. Interc ourse with stepdaughter. 

63. Beating of i-rife and children . 

37. Attempted rape . Unsuc c essful. 

12 . Robbery wi th blunt inst:rm:nent . 

71 • Forc i b l e robbery . No damage . 

1 . Beati ng , Hospitalizavion resul ts . 

77. Stabbing . No damage. 

32 . Man - Sexual advanc es to ch ild,---i 

21, Woman - Sexual adv ance s t o chi ld~ d 

73, Blackout resulting i n beating.~---------~ 

88, Ille g a l aborti on. 

16. Man stabs h i s unfai i;hful s p ouse ;--
c 

60 , Failure to p ay child s u pport, 

82. Man shoots his wi f e ; s rapist.-----' 

H - Murde r var iations 
SA - Sexual assault 

a - Victom/ of fender initiat e d 
b - Irrat ional , 1LDsanction e d act 
c - Rati onal, sanc t i oned a ct A - Assaul t variations 

CA - Child abuse d - Hale/femal e chi l d abu se 

Fig. 5. The qualitative assessment of 
the violent personal crime range by the Law En
forcement Admini·stration student subgroup. 

b 

. r 

f 
I 
I 
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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 are spaced throughout the 

total scale, although there does appear to be a distinction 

between forms of complet~on 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 provides the violent personal crirae 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 

Lmplications. 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 much 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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::.....: .... ;:.. . --·--- ----~ 
1
Der initiona l Clas s Question/Nature of the Act Additional Variables 

SA A CA 

SA A CA 

46. Person st&bs ano ther to death . 

86 . Robbery at gunpoint . 0.ff'ende r ---
initiated murder·. 

20. Forcible rap e, resulting in a 
broken neck. 

53. Bomb in&. 1 2 persons injured. Ila 

3. Robbery a t gunpoint. Victom~-----l 
pre cipitated murder. 

34. Deliberate malnutrition in child. 

66 . Gunshot resulting in major 
wound. 

63 . Be~ting of wife and children. 

70. Forcible r a pe . No da...111age. 

77. Stabbing. No damage. 

71 . Forcible robbe ry. No d a111e.ge . 

1 2. Robbery with blunt instrument. 

9 . Intercourse with s tepdaughter. 

88. Illegal abortion. 

32. Han - Sexual advances to child.---

85. 

37. 

21. 

Blackout resulting in murder. J 
Attempted rape. Unsuccessful. d 

Woman - Sexual advances to child. 

1. Beating. Hospitaliz·at ion results. 

82. Man shoots his wife 1 s rapist.---,c 

16. Man stabs his unfaithful spouse .-J 
60. Failure to pay child support. 

7). Blackout resulting in a beating.~---------" 

H - Murder variations 
SA - Sexual assault 

a - Victom/offender initiated 
b Irrational, u..Dsanctioned act 
c - Rational, sanctioned act A - As sault variations 

CA - Ch ild abuse d - ~.[ale/female child abuse 

Fig. 6. -- The qualitative assessment of 
the violent personal crime range by the Police 
Science Technology student subgroup. 

b 
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H SA A 
I 

M SA A 

C.A. 

Question/Nature of the Act 

20 . Forcible rape, resulting in a 
brok en n e ck. 

L~6. Person stabs another to deat h . 

Add itional Varia~le s 

86 . Robbery at gunpoint . 
init i ated murder. 

3. Robbe ry at gunpoint. 
initiated ,murde r. 

Offende~ a 

Vic tom 

53. Boffib ing. 12 persons injured. 

66 . Gunshot resultir..g in major 
wound . 

85 . Blackout resulting. ~n murder.----------~~ 

70. Forcible rape . No damage . 

.:34 . Deliberate malnutrition in child. 

- 63. Beating of' ·wife and children. 

CA 

21. Woman - Sexual a dvances to child.---~ 

1. Beating. Hospitalization results. 

71. ?orcible robbery . No da'Tlage· . . 

9. Intercourse Hi th stepdaughter. 

77, Stabbing . No damage. 

32. Man - Sexual advances to child.----~ 

37. Attempted rape. Unsuccessful. 

12. Robbery with blunt instrument. 

88. I l l egal abortion. 

16 . Han stabs his unfaithful ~pouse '=1 c 

82 . Nan shoots his wi.fe's rapist.-----' 

d 

73. Bl ackout resulting in a beating.-----------' 

60. Failure to pay child suppQ\ft. 

H - Fur de r variations 
SA - Se.-:ual ass ault 

a - Victom/offende r initiated 
b - Irrational, unsanctioned act 
c - Rati onal, s a nct ioned act A - Assau lt variations 

CA - Child abus e d - Male/female child abuse 

Fig. 7. Tne qualita~ive assessment of 
the violent personal crime range by the Correc
tions s ·vudent subgroup. 

b 
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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 
I 

LEA and CORR groups, while the PST sample views it as 

much 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. 

4. Each 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 nru.ch 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. 

8. Abortion (88) is seen as more serious by the PST group. 
I 



40 

Conventional Cr i me 

Th e exaraination of conven tiona l crimes focus e s upon 

9 varia tions of t heft and L~ varia tions of burglary. The 

me an r anks f or e a ch of the s ample gr oups are pre s ented in 

Table 7. 

Police 
Q. 

Total 

10 12. 0 
42 8.5 
36 13 .0 
51 10.0 
48 1.0 
93 3.0 
55 8.5 
67 1.0 
72 11 . 0 

75 5.o 
80 4.0 
78 2.0 
94 6.o 

:N=11 

TABLE 7 

RANK ORDERING OF 
CONVENTION.AL CRIME 

Student 

Total Male Female LEA 

13.0 13.0 12.0 13.0 
9.0 8.o 9.5 9.0 

11 • 0 12.0 11 • 0 11.0 
5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 
1.0 1. 0 1.0 1.0 
3.0 3.0 4.0 4.0 

10.0 10.0 9.5 1 o.o 
6.o 6.o 6.o 1.0 

12. 0 11 • 0 13. 0 12.0 
8.o 9 .0 a.o 8.o 
4.0 4.0 3.0 3.0 
2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 
1.0 1.0 7.0 6.o 

N=95 N=50 N=45 N=40 

PST CORR 

12. 0 12.0 
9.0 1.0 

13.0 11.0 
6.o 5.o 
1.0 2.0 
2.0 1. 0 

1o.0 1 o.o 
5.o 6.o 

11.0 13.0 
8.o 9.0 
4.0 4.0 
3.0 J.O 
1.0 8.o 

N=26 N=29 

The degree of relationship between these ranked 

scores was determined through Spearman's Rho. The results 

from these computations are presented in Table 8. All of 

t h e corr elation coeff icients determined are significant 

beyond the .01 level. 



Police 
Total 

Student 
Hale 

LEA 

PST 

TABLE 8 

SPEARMAN RANK ORDER CORRELATIONS 
FOR CONVENTIOl'TAL CRIME RANGE 

Student 

Total Male Female LEA PST 

0.877 0.869 o.868 0. 87~- 0.905 

~:·~~ ~:-.;~ I 0.971 -::-:i- ~:-~~ 

~~;: .. ;H:· ~~~:- .. ;~~: .. o. 951 
-~~;,. -::·-:~· ~~-:~- ~~·~f- -;:-~:. 

CORR 

0.822 

.;: .. ~~ 

0.934 
0.951 

Police/Student Comparison 

Figure 8 identifies the order of ranking for the 

total police sa..~ple. In a general overview examination, 

several patterns err_erge. T'ne amount of money does not ap-

pear to be related to the perception or seriousness. 

Crimes involving policemen, regardless of the act, are rank-

ed as the most serious. The act or 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. 



(Variab l e) que stion/Hature of the Ac t ( Variable ) 
------------- ----- ------ -- - -------

413 . 

. ·=--= 78. 

I I r ---- 93 . 

l I .. --80 . 

~l·-~L~----75 . 
I' i 
,~-- _,--==-% . 
,, 

··---67. 

A policeman steal s heroin from 
a property l ocker and se lls it .--, d 

' polioem= ' "°"k' foCo • ga. 1-__ .... 
station and steals ~;5 . I 
A pol iceman r emove s a $ 100 e 
ring f rom an ac cident vlctom. I 
A er.son b raa\.:s i nto a. home ----------l 
and steals .;;·1 , 000 . 

A person brea!cs into a home --------l 
and SGe>J.ls $5. 

A pcr~on bre aks into a Dept . ------~ 
s t ore anu steals ~5. 

A p~r~on picks another ts 
poc1!.:et of $ i 0 0 . 

55 . A person buy3 ~tolen property . 

c : b 

' 
42 . Prost itute blac!':l11ai l s a man-----· 

about ~L afJ'e. i r . 
· 1 

·-- --51 . E .. ployee th&ft - $1 , 000 . - -- - - -- -
I 

/I --- 72 . 

Jf L - ::: 

a - Monetary 
b - Monetary 
c - Monetary 

A person steals a $5 book from 
a l ibrary . 

Pros t i tu te steals ~: 1 00 from a-- 
customer . 

Empl oye e theft - $5. - ---- - -------" 

g 

loss of $1, 000 d - Crimes by policenen 
los s of $100 e - Breaki ng and entering 
los s of $5 f - Prostitute /custo~ar crime . 

g - Employee / employe r crime 
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Fig . 8. 
the conventional 
sample group. 

The qualitative assessment or 
crime range by the total police 



( Vari able) Ques tion/ Hature of t he Ac t ( Variable) 
' -------- - ---------

,----93 . 

I 1180. 
i --51. 

.~ _ __ 67 . 

A po~ioenan steal3 h eroin from-------i_ 
a proper t y looke r and se lls i t . ti 

A policeman b reaks i n';o a gas___j_ 
station and steals $5 . j 

A policeman removes a .,;10 0 ----~ 
ring fron an acci ~ent victom . 

A pe r son braaks i~r,o a home --------1 
and steal s -:·1 , 000 . 

Employe e thaft - ~ 1 , ~-::o . - -------! 
A person pio~ s anocher's 
pocke t of ·e 1 C. O. I 

I 
1-----1 :~---94 . A person breaks i~oo a Dept .---- --

' s tore fu~d steals ~~ . 
1---- 1---- 75 . 

I 

~ - b 1- -~=· 
-- - -- 1r- - --72 . 

L - 10. 

A pe rson break s i~~o a home------~
and steals 0:5 , 

A perso:1 buy s st:>: e:: ;: :-operty. 

Prostitute blackr:.e.ils :?. man - -
about an affa ir. 

Employee theft -

A pe r son steals a .,;;; ·:iook from 
a library. 

A prostitute stea_s :r~o from--~ 
a Custower . 

f 

e 

------ - - - -- --- - - - · ·- . 

a - Honetary los s of :;;1, 000 d - Crimes by policerne~ 
b None t ar:i· lo s s of t 10 0 e - Breaking c.nd ent ering 
c - 1-!onetary l oss of ~?5 f - ?rostitute/cus torner crime 

g - !':m:;i loyee/ernployer crime 

Fi g . 9. The qualitativ e assessment or 
the conventional crime range by the total stu
dent sample group. 
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In a direct comparison, the primary dif.ference be

tween t he two lists lies in the defining variable. For the 

police sample, the nature o.f the act would appear to govern 

seriousness, while in the student sample the ~mount o.f the 

monetary loss appears primary. Specific questions that are 

widely spaced include question 51 and question 75. Question 

51 increases the di.fference 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 iow 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 o.f money taken, rather than t..~e quali

tative elements of the act. There is a wide dispersion o.f 

breaking and entering violations, prostitute/customer 

crimes and employee theft. 

Figure 11 displays the ranking o.f acts by the fe-

male student group. Crimes com.~itted by policemen rank as 

the most serious. Ranks appear to be ordered along lines o.f 

monetary impact o.f the crime. Crimes by prostitutes rank 

low on the scale. Forms of employee theft are widely sepa

r a ted along lines of the amount stolen. 

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

deviates from the standard patte r n is question 72. The theft 



·r ·-· 
II 
I' •I 

. ii 

I 

11 ·• 

( Var iab l e ) 

I ,, 
:j. O . 

===78. 

·-·----93 . 
I 
I ,- o. 

a , 
i_51. 

--- - -67. 

1------94 . 
I I I I :> 

I
I 4- · H---75. 
I 'I ~:- ~: : 
ii r--
L :..J------:::-J6 

I 10 : 

Question/Nature of' the Act (Variable) 

A pol icema:::i steals heroin from 
a property l ocke r and sell=s~i t. <l • 

A policom!l.n breaks into a g as _ ____ _ 
station e.nd steals ~!>5 . . I 
A policeman removes a ~; 1 00 · ' 
ri lig from a n acciden t victom.e, 

A p e rson bre aks i nto a h ome - ----------!· 
and s t eal 3 $ 1,000 . J 
Ernpl oyee thef t - $1,000 •. - - ------ --, 

11 pe rson picks anothe r 1 s 
pocket of :;;100 . 

A pers on b reaks into a Dept .----- -,.---1 
store end s t e a ls ~5. 

Prostitute bla cloo:ails a man - ----. 
ab out an affair . I 

A person G~~ D..ks into a 1ome----
and steel s ~,;5 ,. 

A perso:r: b uys stolen property . 

A p e r s on s t e a ls a $5 00ok from 

a library. ~· 
Iz.iployee the f t - $5.-----

Prosti t ute s teal s 9 100 rrom a .. 
custome r . 

f 

a - lfonetary los9 of 4·1, 000 
b - !:one t ary lo s s of :f._~5100 c - Moneta ry los~ of r 

·d - Crimes by polic emen 
e - Brea}:ing and entering 
f - ?rosticute/customer crime 
g - Employee / empl oyer crime 

Fig. 10. 
the conveµtional 
subg roup. 

-- The qualitative assessment or 
crime range by the male student 
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( Vari2ble) Q;uestion/::atu!'e ot: the Act (Variable) 

48, A policenan steals heroin from 

G
78 . 

~o . 

I . 
I tr-i-93. 
1 ti Ls1 . 
j c FL67. 
' b 

~ 9L1 .• 

f I 75 . 

I .. 11.2 • 

ss. 

a property l ocker and solls it. d 

' A p o l iceman breaks into a gas---; 
s t ation and steals ~5 . 

A person b r eaks into a hone ----1 

and . steals $1, 000. 

A policen~n removes a ~100 ----~ 
r i ng fl., 0 !.1 an ac cident v i c tom. 

fanployee the ft - $·1 , 000 -~ 

A person p icks another ' s • 
pocket of ;~100 . 

A person breaks into u Dept.------~ 
store an ~ e te a ls ~5 . I 
A person bren.kn inr.o a ho1!1-3 g 

and stoo.ls !" .i 5 . ;j 
Prosti tu te black:nai l s a ma n - -- ---i 
about ar:. affair . · I 
A person buys stole:! p_operty . f' 

Employe e t!1e ft - :;5 . ·-

''=======10 . Prostitute s teals $10~ from a 
cus tome r. 

____ J 

'------ - - - 72 . A person s teals a 05 b o ok from 
a libra7J . 

e 

·I 
l 

a - 0onetary l oss of i 1, 000 
u - Hone t ary l oss of $100 
c - i-ionetar1 los s o:f $5 

d - Crimes by policemen 
e - Breaking and ent e ring j 
:r - Prostituce/customer crime 
g - Em9loyee/emp loyor cr{ne 
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Fig. 10. 
the conventional 
dent subgroup. 

Tne qualitative assessment 0£ 
crime range by the remale stu-
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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/CORH 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. 

~ 

( Va riable) Ques tion/Hature of t he Ac t 
--· - -----·- ---· 

48 . A polic eman steal s h e roin f rom----, 
a property l ocker and sel::!.s it . 

d 

-----78. A policeman b reaks i nto a e as-----< _- -. -J 
stat i on and stea ls ~5 . 

ro. A p e rson b r;;,aks into a '10=.e -- -----
a 

1 

_ and s t eals -~ 1,0CO . 

----T ·93. A puliceman remove s a -; 1 ·)'.) _____ , 

e 

' I_ 1' i ns frmn a n ac c ident ·:i c ~o~a . 

: - 51 • l~mployee thef t - :p1 , OOJ .-------- --~ 

' 1------+----94. A person breaks into a Ds :: i:; .----- - - ---

' sto r e and s teal s ~;5 , -
' 
i=~~- 67 . A person pick s another' s 

pocke t of (;;100 . 

i 
j 
1 

i 
- - ---r------75. A person b reaks into a horr.e - -------' I 

c bl 
I 
I 

a n d s t e a l s :;;5 . 

L.2 . Prostitute b"lackrnails a :r.at1 - --
about an affa ir . j 

55 . 

I r-----;r-----36. 

---+t------72 . 

A person b uys sto l en property.j 

E-.J1p l oyee theft - ~5.----

A person s t eal s a ~:5 b ook from 

I 
a libra ry . f 

I 
I "=====10 . Prostitute s t eals $ 10C fro~ a . 

cus tomer . 

a - Hone tary loss of ~1, 000 
b - Mone tary loss of :;;100 
c - !!one tary loss of !?5 

,d - Crlms s by policemen 
e - 3rea,dng an d ente ring 
f - :--ro3titute/customer crime 
g - ;;:1_-;:oyee/e mployer crima ' 

g 

I 

I 
! 

I 
I 
I 

Fig. 12. 
the conventional 
sample. 

The qualitative assessment of 
crime range by the LEA student 



Figure 13 lists the ranking of' acts f'or the PST 

group. Police initiated crimes rank as the most serious. 

Other crimes are oriented around the amount of' money sto-

len. 

( Vari ables ) 

48 , 

~3 . 
I 
I 

r====;'==78 . 
i 

! 

I 
I 

.ell~· 

bl 80 . 

~, 
1 l:: 

94 , 

Question/,ia tur e of' the Act 
---------

A policeraan steals h eroin from---, 
a pr0pe rty locker and s e lls it. d 

A pol iceman r~m1oves a 8 1 00----~ 
r i ng from an a ccide n t vic t om . I 

I 
A polic em ·~ breaks in~o a ga=--ls 1 - - -
stat ion and steals $5 . 

A pers on b reaks into a h ome e 
a nd .s t eal s $1 , 00 0 . 

A p e rs on p icks another's I 
pocke t o f ~100 . 

'Smploye e ther' t - $ 1 ,000 . - -----, 
i 

A person b reaks i nto a Dep t . '=1 
s tore and steals $5. ____ I 

1==== == 75 . A p e rson bre aks into a home 

42. 

: I - 55. 

i --=-t=72. 
I 10 . 

and s t eal s S5 . I 
lg 

Prosti t u t e n~l ':3-ckmail s a rr,an--, 
e.boui; an a 1 r ai r . ! 

_!:._ pe rs o:i buy s stole n p :--ope rty . 

·"· person ste a ls a $5 boolc from 
a libra r y . . ~ 

?rostitute ste a ls :;;100 from a__j 
cus tomer . I "======J6. Einployee theft $5 . - ------

a - No n e tary loss o f $ 1, 000 
· b - Monetary l oss of' $ 1 00 

c - J.lonetary loss of ~5 

d 
e -
f -
g -

Crime s by po licemen I 
Breaki ng and e nte r ing 
Prostitute/custu!l'.er crime 

1 
Employee/eL~ploye r c rime 

Fi8. 13. -- The qualitative assessment or 
the conventional crime range by the PST student 
sample. 

Figure 1 l~ presents the evaluation scale 'f:or the 
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Corrections group. The same q~alitative pattern exists as 

in the previous student groups 'f:or this evaluation area. 

Comparison o'f: the groups does not identi'f:y any charac-

teristic that stands as a significant departure. 



I 
( '; Rri able) Ques t).on/l'.atura of l;he -~ ct ( Vari able) i 

- ---- ---- ---·-- _ __,......-- \ 
1---93. poli ce an removes e. S100 : I ! 

I 
11.8. :i::l::::a_:ns :: :::e::rv::t·;:~m_J d ' 

u pr·opeirty loc l;:o r arid 5e l l s i t . I 
1-==- -----=·- --~--=-=78 . J_ o ? l i &,;11 n breaks i:lt o a gas - - - - - -
I I st2- tion c?.nci s teals .~ 5 . 

. 1 

c 

I C
O. A person breaks int0 a homei ----- - e 

ond stc l s ~r . ooo . 
a -_,1 . i::mplo;y e theit - (; l , 000 . ---. 

;------ ·67 . A pe r·:.; on picks ano "ther 1 s 
-.,oc ke

1
t of ~? 1 00. 

42. 

- -%. 
b 

--'-- - 75, 

55. 

g 
Pros~itu1.-e b l ackmai l s a. man l 
about &n e.f'fair . 1 

A pe r s on breaks i nto a D-p t ·------~ f ·\ s tore and nt e a l s $5 . 

A oeroon breaks i nto a home 
and s toal3 :?5 . . . I 

t====r== =--' 36 . 

A person buys stolen~ 

Empl oyee }h e f t - ~5 . 

'-----10 . Prosti tuta steals 1;: 10 0 f rom a-------- J 
cLstorne r . 

- --- ------ 72 . A person s te als a $5 ·:iook from 
a li-or~rJ . 

---- --- - - - -- - - ---- - - · _ _____ ___ _ _J 

a - Honetary los s of $1 ,000 
b - Honeta-.:·y lo ~s of S100 
c - Monetary l os s of ¢5 

d - Crimes by policemen 
e - Breaking and ent e ring 
f - ? r os ti tut / cus t omer c r ime · 
g - Emp l oyee / employer c r ime 

Fig. 14 -- The qualitative assessment of 
the conventional crime range by the CORR student 
sample. 

• Public Order Crime 
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The examination of public order crimes focuses upon 

28 acts that are generally of a social nuisance or "victim-

less 11 character. Within this examination, the current pro

ject focuses upon 3 fonns of prostitution, 3 forms of gam-

bling, 6 forms of sex offenses, 4 forms of drug violation, 

3 types of alcohol related crime, 5 forms of desertion or 

r unaway, 3 f'orms of' weapons violations ·and 1 :rorm or dis-

turbing the peace. The mean rank orderings of these acts 

are presented in Table 9. 



Police 
Q 

Tota l 

22 22 .5 
L1.3 13.0 
27 1 O. v 

11 5.o 
52 26.0 
87 22.5 
23 24.0 
68 15.0 
76 19.5 
15 18.0 
65 19.5 
74 28.0 

49 2.0 
50 8.o 
38 3.0 
Bl~ 1.0 
30 27.0 
89 6.o 
59 17.0 
61 9.0 

~i L~.o 
25.0 

29 14.0 
L~ 21.0 
18 1.0 
19 12.0 
57 11.0 

47 16.0 

N=11 

TABLE 9 

RANK ORDERI NG OF 
PUBLIC ORDER CRIME 

St ude n t 

Tota l Hal e Female LEA 

1 a.o 20.0 18. 0 19 .0 
10.0 9.0 10. 5 6.5 
8.o I 1 o.o 9.0 1 o.o 

12.0 11.0 14.5 16.5 
27.0 27.0 27.0 22.0 
14.0 19.0 1 o.5 14.0 
21.0 14.0 25.0 13.0 
6.o 6.0 4.0 6.5 

11.0 8.o 12.0 9.0 
23.0 23.0 24.0 26.0 
15.0 17.0 1~.5 18.0 
28.0 28.0 2 .o 28.0 

4.0 5 .0 2.0 4.0 
26.0 25.0 26.0 20.0 
13.0 13.0 13. 0 8.o 
1.0 1.0 5.o 1.0 

24.0 24.0 23.0 21.0 
2.0 3.0 1.0 3.0 
9.0 12.0 B.o 11.0 

3.0 2.0 6.o 2.0 
5.o 4.0 3.0 5.o 

19.0 18.0 21. 0 25.0 
20.0 21.0 20., 0 24 .• 0 
25.0 26.0 22.0 27.0 

1.0 7.0 7.0 12.0 
22.0 22.0 19.0 23.0 
17.0 15.0 17.0 16.5 
16.0 16.o 16.0 15. 0 

N=95 N=50 N=45 N=40 
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PST . CORR 

22 .0 13.5 
13.5 12.0 
8.o 11.0 
6.o 13.5 

27.0 26.0 
20.0 6.0 
23.0 24.0 
13.5 3.0 
17.0 1 o.o 
24.0 17.0 
9.5 16.o 

28.0 28.0 
15.0 2.0 
25.0 27.0 
16.0 15.0 
1.0 B.5 

26.0 22.0 
2.0 1.0 

12.0 1.0 
5.0 8.5 
3.5 4.0 
9.5 18.5 

21.0 23.0 
19.0 25.0 

3.5 5.o 
18.0 18.5 
1.0 20.5 

11.0 ·20.5 

N=26 N=29 

The degree of relationship between these groups was 

determine d through Spearman's Rho. Table 10 provides the re-

sults of this process. All of the correlations are signifi

can t bey ond the 0.01 level of significance . 



Polic e 
Total 

Student 
Iviale 

LEA 

PST 

TABLE 10 

SPE AHHAN RANI\: ORDER CO :::\P.ELATIO NS 
FOH PUBLIC ORDER CHUTE RANGE 

Student 

Total Male Female LEA PST 

0.682 o. 681 0.663 o.652 0.819 

·:~-3:- ·::-;~ 0.906 ,, ,, .. , .. -, .. ~f-~i-

.;~~ 
,, ,, 

~i-~: .. ~~-~~ o. 6L~ 1 ;,-,\ 

,, ,, "" ,. , .. ,, .. , ,, 
~i-·::.-"'1\""#• "" ,. .. ,, .......... \ .. • ~'"'i,;'" 

CORR 

0.533 

~: .. ~~ 

0.793 
0.653 

Police/Student Comparison 

Figure 15 depicts the ordering of public order 
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crimes by the total police sample. Within this list, several 

limite d patterns can be identified. Prostitution related 

violations are not viewed as extremely serious. \·Jithin 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 the 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 

viewed as reasonably serious, with little difference be-

t ween carrying a gun, and carrying one with an excuse. 
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Defi n i t ional Class Question/Nature of the Act (Addi tional 

p G s N D w 
84 . Ho.n s e lls heroin . 

J'a 
49 . Pe r s on use s heroin. -----

38. Person sells Narijuana . ---~ 

24. Pe rson deserts his f amily. 

11. Operates ga.~bling estab 
lishment. 

89, Dri ving whil e intoxlil.cated. 

18. Carrying concealed gu,n. 

50. Person us es marijuana . ___ __. 

61. Pr'owl s in . backyard, 

27 : Obtain customers for 
prostitute. 

57. Illegal posse.ssion of knife. 
19. Homan has concealed gun, but 

offers acceptable excuse. 

43. Run house of Prostitution. 

29. Juvenile runs away. 

68. Show pornographic movies to 
a jmrenile. 

47. Loud public disturbance. 

59. Operates establis:i..111ent with 
illegal liquor s ales . 

15. Intercourse with willing 
juvenile. 

76. Obscene te l ephone call. 
65. Extramarital intercourse. 

44. Juvenile violates curfew. 

87. Personal gambling. 

22. Prostitution. 

23. Homosexual sex. 

58. No residence/visible means 
of support. 

52. Man plays dice game in alley. 

30. Public intoxication. 

74. Sex by unmarried couple. 
• 

p G s N A D w 

P - Prostitution related 
G - Gambling related 
S Sex 01~fense 
N Narcotics variation 
A - Alcohol related 

Fig. 15. 
the public order 
sample group. 

D - Desertion, vagrancy,trespass 
W - Weapon violation . 

a - Heroin related 
b - Harijuana related 

The qualitative assessment of 
crime range by the total police 
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Figure 16 presents the ranking of acts by the total 

student sample. Prostitution related acts ra.-l"lk toward the 

center scale. T'nere 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) ranking 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 o~the 

act. In ga....'llbling 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 

crL~es. Students do not relate the use and sale or drugs 



Definition~l Class 

p G s N A D 

i 

I 
1-

,-

G s N A D 

P - Prostitution related 
G Gambling related 
S - Sex offense 
N - Narcotics variation 
A - Alcoho l r elate d 
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Qu e st:'.. on/r- ture of t he ac t (Additional Vari ables) i 

84 . Man s e lls heroin. -------

89 , Driving while intoxicated . l a 
61. Prowls in backyard . 

49. Person us es he roin. 
24. Person dese 1't ::; h is f si11ily . 

68. Show porn.·.Jgraphic movi es to 
a juvenile. 

18 , Carrying a conc eal ed gun . 

27. Obtain customa rs f or a 
prostitute. 

59. Operates establishement with 
illegal liquor sales . 

43 . Run house uf prostitution. 

76. Obscene telephone call. 

11. vperates gambling estab-
lishment . 

38. Person se lls mari juana.----~ 

87 . Persona l ga.~bling . 

65. Extramarital intercourse. 

47. Loud public dis turbance. b 

57. I lle.gal posse ssion of k..11.ife. 

22. Prostitution. 
58. No r es idence/visible means 

of support. 
29. Juvenile runs aHay. 
23. Homosexual act, 

19. Woman has conc ealed gun, but 
offers acceptable excuse. 

15. Intercourse with willing 
juvenile. 

30. Public int~xication. 

44. Juvenile violates curf'ew. 

50. Person uses marijuana.------J 
52. Man plays dice game in alley. 

74. Sex by unmarried couple. 

D - Desertion, vagrancy, tres. 
W Weapon violation 

. a - Heroin related 
b Marijuana related 

Fig. 16. 
the public order 
sa...11ple group. 

-- The qualitative assessment of 
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 rnore 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 re la t ea., -while the actual com

mission -of the act is seen as less serious. Sex offenses 

are widely dispersed with little defini t e 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 much 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. Tb.ere 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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1_· 
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p 
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G 

s N A 

s N A 

D 

D w 

P - Prostitution related 
G - G2Jnbling related 
S - Sex of'fense 
N - Narcotics variation 
A - Alcohol related 
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Q.uas i::;ion/Nature of t he Ac t (Additi o. al Vari ables) 

84. Man sells heroin. ---------

61 . Pro1-!ls in back-.rard . 

89 . Driving whil,e .int ~xicated. a 

24 . Person de sert s his family. 

49 . Person u ses heroin.------~ 

b8 . Show pornographic movi es to 
a juvenile. 

18. Carrying conceale d gun. 
76. Dbscene telephone call. 

43. Ruft house of' prvsi::;itution. 

27. Obi::;ain cus~omers for 
pros ti tui::;e. 

11. Operates gfu~bling estab
l:i.,sbment. 

59. Operai::;es establishmeni::; with 
illegal liquor sales. 

38. 
23. 
57. 
47. 
65. 
58. 

Person sells marijuana.=l 
Homosexual sex. 

Illegal possession of knife. 

Loud puo.iic disi::;urbance. i 

Extramarital intercourse. 

No residence/means of' support 

87 , Personal gambling. 

22. Prostitution. 

29. Juvenile runs away from home. 

19. Homan has concealed gun, bui::; 
offers acceptable excuse. 

15, Intercourse with willing 
juvenile. 

30, Public intoxication. 

50. Person uses marijuana.--------' 

44. Juvenile violates curf'ew. 

52. Man plays dice game in alley. 

74. Sex by unmarried couple. 

b 

D - Desertion, vagrancy, tres. 
H - i"Ieapon violation 

a - Heroin related 
b - Mari juana related 

Fig. 17. -- The qualitative assessment or 
the public order crime range by the male student 
subgroup. 
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-
Definition 1 Class Que stion/ifatu1'e of t he Act (Addit i onal variables) . 

p 

p 

G s A D 

G s N A D w 

P - Prostitution r e lated 
G Gambling related 
S - Sex offen s e 
N - lfarcotics variation 
A - Alcohol re l ated 

89 . D i ving whi l e intoxic a ted . 

49. Pers on uses hero in . 
24 , Person desert;> his faai ly . 

68. Show por nogr aphic movie s to a 
a j uvenile. 

84. Man sells heroin .--- -----' 

61. Pr01ds in backyard. 
18. Carrying concealed gU:..~. 

59. Operates este.blish.'1ent with 
i~legal liquor sales. 

27. Obtain customers for 
prostitute, 

43. Run house of prostitution. 

·87, Personal gambling. 

76, Obscene telephone call. 
38, Person sells marijuana.~~~~ 

11, Operates gambling estab-

65. 
47. 
57. 

lishment. 

Extramarital intercourse. ~ 

Loud public disturbanc.e •. 
Illegal possession of knife. 

22 . Prostitution. 
19 . Woman has concealed gun, but 

offers acceptable excuse. 

29. Juven"ile runs away . 

58. No residence/visible means or 
support. 

44. Juvenile violated curfew. 

30. Public into~ication. 

15. Intercourse with willing 
·juvenile. 

23. Homosexual sex . 
50. Person uses marijuana.-~~~~ 

52. Han plays dice game in alley. 

74, Sex by ur...married couple. 

b 

D - Desertion, vagrancy, t res . 
W - Weapon violation 

a - Heroin related 
b - Harijua...1a related 

Fig. 18. 
the public order 
dent subgroup. 

The qualitative assessment or 
crime range by the female stu-
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emerge . Prostitution crimes are ranked centrally. There is 

a close association between running a house and procure- . 

ment, which collec tively 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 o:f the scale. There a1"'e 

wide variations in the ranking of heroin and marijuana re-

lated offenses. The use of heroin is more seriqus than the 

sale of the drug, wfu.ile the sale of' marijuana is inore serious 

than the personal use. In terms of weapons violations, the 

act of carrying a conceale d gtui 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 o~ homosexual 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 o~ 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 group. The act of rurming 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. Marijuana 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 f'orrns 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. 

Narcotics violations are widely spaced with little relation-
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Def:..ni ti ona l Clas s Quest i on/Nat ur e o f t he Act (Addi t ional Variabl es ) 

p G s N D 

p G s N A D w 

P - Prostitution related 
G - Gambling related 
S - Sex off'ense 
r - Narco t ic s va riation 
A Alcoh o!L re lated 

84. Han sel l s h ero i n .- - - ----, 

61 • Prm.rls in backyar d . 

a9 . Drivi ng whil e i ntoxic ated. 

49. Pe.rson uses hero i n .------' 

2L~. Pe r s on desert s his :family. 

68 . Show pornographic movie s to 
a juvenile. 

43. ~un house o:f pr os t itution. 

a 

38 . Person s ells mar ijuana. - ----. 

76. Ob s cene teleph one call. 

27. Ob t a in customers for . 
pros t itu te. 

59. Operat e s e stabli shment wi th 
illegal l iquor s ales. 

18. Carryi ng conce aled gun. 

23. Homosexual sex . 

87. Pers onal gambling. 

47. Loud public dis t urbance. 

57. Illeg al pos se s sion of knife. 

11. Operates gambling es t ab-
lish!nent. 

65. Extra..~arital i ntercour se. 

22. Prostitu t ion. 

5o. Pe rson u ses marijuana.----~ 

30. Public intoxication. 

52. Han plays dice game . in alley. 
19. Woman has conce aled gun but 

offe rs acceptable excuse. 

29. Juvenile runs away. 

58. No residence/visible means 
of support. 

15. Intercourse with willing 
juvenile. 

44. Juvenile violates curfew. 

?L~. Sex by unmarried couple. 

b 

D - Desertion, vagrancy, tres. 
W - Weapon viola tion 

a - Hero i n related 
b - Marijuana related 

Fig. 19. The qualitative assessment or 
the public order crime range by the I.BA student 
sample. 
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Dei"i ni t i ona l Class quest i on/liiature of the Ac t ·- - "(Addit iona l Vari ab les : 

84. lian sells heroin . --------~ 

89 . Drivir..g Hhi l e i ntvxi cate d. 

18 . Car rying c on c eal ed gun . 

24 , Person de se r ts his fa.~ily . 

61 • .t'rowl s in backyaZ"d . 

11. Operate s g ambl i ng e s tab
l ishment , 

57. I _l l egal pos sess i on of lmife. 

27 . Ob t~in cus tomers for 
pro s ti t ute. 

58. No r esidence/v is i ble . means 
of s upport. 

65. Extr amarital interc ours e . 

47. Loud public di s turb anc e . 

59. Op erates e stabli shment with 
ille g a l liquor sal e s. 

43. Run h ous e of prosti t u t ion , 

68 . Show p ornog r aph ic movie s 
to a juvenile. 

1~ 

I 

49 . Pers on uses heroi:i .-------~ 

38 , Pers on sell s mari j uar1a ~------. 

76. Ob scene t e leph one call. 

19, Homan h as concealed gun, but 
offers acceptab l e excuse, 

lf-4. Juve nil e violates curfew . 

87. Pers onal ga.~bling. b 

_J__ 29. Juvenile runs away . 

22, Prosti t ution. 

G s N A D 

P - Pro s titution related 
G - Gambling r e lated 
S - Sex o:ff ense 
N Narcotic s v a r iation 
A Alcohol r elate d 

23 . Homosexu a l sex. 

15. Intercourse with willing 
juvenile. 

50. Person uses marijuana.-----~ 

30. Public intoxication. 

52. Man plays dice g a..T!le in alley. 

74. Se x by unmarried coupl_e. 

D Desertion, vag rancy, tres. 
W Weapon violation 

a - Heroin r e l a ted 
b - 1fa r ijua na r e lated 

Fig. 20. 1he qua litative assessment of 
t h e public order crime rang e by the PST student 
sample. 
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ship between heroin and marijuana related actions. There is 

also little relationship between the sale and use of' a 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 accepte d as much less serious if' an excuse 

is of'fered. 

Figure 21 represents the list for the CORR group. 

All 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 s ex offenses that res.ult in nega

tive consequences, or involve an unwilling participant, 

are ran_l.ce d high in terms of' seriousne s s, while the forms 

that involve consenting partners are viewed as much less 

serious. Narcotics violations are wi dely spaced, with lit

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 departures from the standard ranking. 

1. Tne 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. 



Defi n i t ional Clas s 

p G s N A D 

p G s N A s w 

P - Prostitution related 
G - GGJnb ling related 
S - Sex offense 
N larcotics variation 
A - Alcoho l related 
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- - - , 
Quest i on/Nature of t.he .h.ct ( Additional Variables) 

89 . Driving '-rhi l e i ntox icated . 

L~9. Person uses heroin . 

68 . Shmr pornographic movies ,. 
to juvenile.. · 

24. Person deserts his family. 

18 . Carrying concealed gun . 

87, Pers onal g&~bling . a 

59. Operates establishment wi t h 
illegal liquor sales . 

84. Han sells heroin.----------' 

61. Prowls in backyard • . 

76. Obscene telephone c all. 

27. Ob t ains C'-1.S·tome:::'s for 
prostitute . 

43. Run house of prostitution. 

22. Prostitution. 

11. Operates ga..-rnblir..g estab- . · 

38. 
65. 
15. 

lis:b..m.ent . 

Person sells marijuana~ 
Extramarital intercourse. 

Intercourse with willing 
juvenile . 

19. Woman has conceal ed gun , but 
offers a cceptable excuse. 

58. No residence/visible r.ieans 
of support. 

57. Illegal possession of lmife. 

47. Loud public disturbance. 

30. Public intoxication. 

29. Juvenile runs away . 

23. Homosexual sex. 

44, Juvenile violates curfew. 

52. Man plays dice game in alley 

50. Person uses marijuana. 

74, Sex by unmarried couple. 

b 

D - Desertion, vagrancy, tres. 
W - Weapon violation 

a - Heroin related 
b - Harijuana related 

- ·-
Fig. 21. 'Ihe qualitative assessment of 

the public order crime range by the CORR student 
sample. 
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2. The act of' personal ga.mbling is ra.n..~ed 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 inf'ormal 

gambling is viewed as more serious by the LEA sample. 

J. The act of' showing pornographic movies to a juvenile 

is much less serious to the PST group. Homosexual sex 

is seen as more serious to the LEA group, extra

marital intercourse is more serious to the PST sampl~ 

and intercourse with a willing juvenile is 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 sarnple. Comparatively, the LEA 

sample views both marijuana related of'f'enses as more 

serious. 

4. Although the patterns f'or 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. Weapons violations rank generally higher for the PST 

group. 

White Collar Crime 

The examination of' white collar crimes f'ocuses upon 

10 variations of crime committed during the course of, or 

in the promotion of', normal business relations. The mean 

ranks f'or each of' the sa.~ple groups are presented in Table 



11 . 

Police 
Q. 

Total 

LL 8.o 
6 6. 0 

14 5.0 
31 7.0 
79 4.0 
64- 2.0 
39 3.0 
96 1. 0 
25 9.0 
56 1 o.o 

N=11 

TABLE 11 

RANK ORDERING OF 
WlH 'l~ COLLAR CRil11E 

Student 

Total Male Female LEA 

10.0 1 o.o 1 o.o 10.0 
1.0 7.0 5.o 1.0 
2.0 L~. o 9.0 1.0 
3.0 3.0 4.0 4.0 
4.0 5.o 2.0 2.0 
6.o 2.0 6.o 3.Q 
9.0 9.0 7.0 9.0 
1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 
5.o 6.o J.O 5.0 
8.o 8.o B.o 1.0 

N=9.5 N=.50 N=45 N=40 
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PST CORR 

9.0 8.o 
4.0 1. 0 
2.0 10.0 
3.0 3.0 
1.0 4.5 

1 o.o 4.5 
5.5 9.0 
1.0 2.0 
5.5 6.o 
8.o 7.0 

N=26 N=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 .564 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 

comm.i tted by individuals are ·widely spaced, they do cluster 

into 2 groups. 'lhose forms that directly affect an indi-



Police 
Total 

Student 
Male 

LEA 

PST 

TABLE 12 

S PEAR.HAN RANK ORDER CORRELATIONS 
FOR WHITE COLLAR CRIME RANGE 

Student 

Total Male Female LEA PST 

0.382 o.564 0.358 0.491 0.239 

~h~- ~~-=~ o.588 ~~-~:- --~-~;. 

~~·-~~ ~~~: ~~~;. ~H~- 0.253 
... ,, ,,,, "' .. · .. -\"~~ # .. -., --:~-; -~ ,,. , .. -::~~ .. 

(Variable) Question/Natur;; of' the Act ( Variable) 

a 

,__----96. Se ll tire s through f'al se ad---- --
vertising - serious accide n t 11 
r e sult s . 

---64. Corpora tion f'ixe s pri ce s 
oil and fuel products , 

--39. Se ll tires through f'al:ie 
vertising. 

. c 

onr I 
ad--1-

b 

79 , Corporation fixe s prices 
cot ton cloth . 

on_J 

14. Secret c runpaign contribution 
to inf'luence court action. 

>----6-. Corporation claims depreciation 
on nonexistant p atent , 

1-----1---31. Corp . President sets up dummy 
corporation to cover personal 
debts . 

f----1 - --4. Doctor fi l es fal se Medicare 
bill . 

--25. Nechanic further damage s car 
to jack up repair bill. 

- ---56. Corporation i nflate s defense 
cont r act . 

a - Crime by individual 
b - Corporate crime 

c - False ad7~rtising 
d - Price f i x ir.g 

CORR 

0.227 

~= ... ~~ 

o.633 
0.242 

Fig. 22. The qualitative assessment 
o:f' 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 th~ government or a corporation rank low in the 

scale. Corporate crime is widely spaced through the scale. 

Those forms that directly inf'luence the public are ran..~ed 

more serious than those that result in a government loss. 

False advertising is uniformly ranked high, with little 

differentiation made in the consequence. Price fixing is 
' 

uniformly high, with little 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 oi' corporate crime, which 

are found approxL~ately center scale. 

In a direct comparis on, 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 f'or 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 inf'luence court action, embezzlement 

by a corporation president and deliberate damage by a re-

pairman in order to raise the bill on repairs. 

hale Student/Female Student Comparison 

Within the listing of acts by the male student group, 

as presented in Figure 24, there does not emerge any pattern. 



( ifar i &.b l e ) Q.uestion/ Nature of' t he Act (Va r iable ) 

a 

- --- - -96 . Se ll t ire s through f a lse ad- ---~ 
ve rt i s ing - serious accident 
re 3ul t s . . 

14. Se c r~ t c :impaign cont ribution 
to i n f luence court ac tion. 

1~-----31 . Corp . Pre ~i dent sets up dummy 
co r pora t ion to cove r pe r sonal 
debts . 

~79 . 
r------2 '"' 

0 ~ ---~ t=6. 
56. 

---- - 39. 

Corpora tion f'i xes price s on ] 
co t t on clo t h . 

He. c:'lani c damages. c a r fur t h e r d 
t o j ac~ up r epa i r bill . 

C ~ rpora t ion fixe ~ p r i ce s on 
oil and fue l produc t s . 

Corporat~o~ claL'ns <l:? r eciation 
on none x2 s i,an:c po. ten 1.1 . 

Cor p·o r ati un inflate s da f er..s e 
c ontra t . 
3ell tire s through f' a l s a ad- ____ j 
ve r t i sing . 

'------ 4. Doctor f iles fal se Nedic a r e 
b ill. 

c 

a - Cri@c by i , di vidual 
b - Co r pora t e crime 

c - Fal se adve~tising 
d Pri ce f'i x i ng 

Fig. 23. 
or the white collar 
student sa.iuple. 

The qualitative assessment 
crime range by the total 
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(Variable) Question/tiature o-f t _ e Act ( Vari able ) 

a 

~---96. Sell tires t'.:lrough fa lse e.d- - - ----, 
vartisi r!g - serious accident 
results. 

r--6L>- Corporation fixes pric e s on 
I oil a!"!d fue l p r oducts . 

1----- 31 . Corp . !"'resident se ts up dtl!Tu-ny 
co roorution to cover p e rsonal 
debi;s , 

b 
--79 . 

Secret c a::ipaign contributivn 
to influence c ourt action . 
Corporat ion fixes pric es on 
co t ton cloth. 
Mechani c i'urther damages ca r 
to jack up repair bill . 
Co rporation claims de?reciation 
on nonexistant patent . 

Corporation inflates defense 
c ont ract . 

d 

Se l l t ires through fa l se ad---~ 
vertising . 
Do.:: tor f i l e s f a l s e He<licare 
bill. 

c 

a - Crime by i ndividual 
b - Corporate crime 

c - Fal se adve r tising 
d - Pr•ice fixing 

. - -·-- -

Fig. 2L~. -- T'ne qualitative assessment 
of the white collar crime range by the male 
student sample. 
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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. 'Ihe 

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 



( '/ar i able) '.:l.uestlon/Na':; 'r6 of t he Act (Variable) 

I 
96 . S~ ll ti re~ throut;h alse ad

vertisin6 - s eri ou~ ac c ident 

. I
, r-- 79 . ~:;~~::~ion fixas oric s on--; 

j co;;tcn c l oth . -

--
1
· - - -25. ·<ech:t i c further druna es 
i to j a c k up repair bill . 

' 31. Corp . Pr e:si ent se t;: up dU!!'..r1y 

b ---6. 

co~poration to cove r personal 
deb;;s . 

Corporation claims deprecia tion 
on noaexistant patent . 

--64. Cor poration f' i xes prices on oil 
an..l 1'uel produ:::ts . 

d 

I 39 . 

1_· - 56. 

Selil tires th1'ough fal3 e ad- ----~ 
verticing . 

Corporation ini'lates def ense 
contract . 

Secret c runpaign contribution 
to i nfluenc e court action . 

'--- ---4. Doc t or t ile s fal se Ha dicar e 
bill . 

a - Criine by i nd ividual 
b Corporat ~ c ri~e 

Fig. 25. 
of the white collar 
student sample. 

c - False advertising 
d Price fi;dng 

1b.e qualitative assessment 
crime range by the female 
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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· dirferences 

between the lists. 

The LEA sample ranks the act of pricerixing as more 

s e rious than the other groups. The CORR group views the act 

of claiming depreciation on a nonexistant patent as serious • 

• 



(Va ri able } Qu estion/l:ature of: the Ac·t ( Variable} 

a 

,----96. S:::ll tires through 1.'alse a -------, 
vertising - serious accidant r 

F
79 . 

64. 

1-----31 . 
I 
I 

result ::; . I 
Corpor·ation f:ixas price s on=r I 
cotton c loth . · 

Corpo ration f ixe s price s on 
o i l m1d f·u;i l p roduct s . J , 

Corp. President s e t s U!J du,."'ll:!J j . 
c orporat ion to cover personal I c 

1 debts . 

Hecha..'1.ic fv.rthe 1• damage s car· 
to jack u p repai r bill. 

Corporation claim9 depre c i a tion 
on no~existant patent. 

Secret c a~p-ign contribution 
t o i nf'luen ,e court action . 

Corporation i nf' l ates def'e il3e 
contract . 

I ; 

i-----39. Sell tire s t nrough f'alse ad-----~ 
vertising . 

'---·-.-4. D.octor files fa l se Hcdic ar& 
bill . 

a - C l'ii11a b l indivi dual 
b - Corporace crime 

Fig. 26. 

c• - False adve!' t ising 
d - rrice rixin.g 

of the white collar 
student sample. 

The qualitative assessment 
crime range by the LEA 
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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. 



(Variab l e) Question/iinture of the Act (Va r iable) 

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

I
I 14. :::;~~s~ ar:ipaign contribution 

to influence court action . 

~--31 . Corp . Pre3 i dent sets up dwmny jC 
c oroorat i on to c:iver ue rsona~ 

·1 --6 

I 39: 
I 

debt s . -

Corporation claims de?recia tion 
on a none xistant patent. 

Sell tir·Hs t hrotigh fa l s e ad
vertising . 

1------25. 
I 

Me chanic fur ther damages car to 
j a ck up re pair bill. 

b!-79. Corpora tion fixes pric e s on~ 
cotton clo th . . 
CorjJor ation inflat e s de f ense . d 
cont ract . 

Doctor files fals e Ne dica r a 
bill. l 
Corporation fixe~s pric es o.:i ----1 
oil e.nd fue l product s . 

e. - Crime by individual 
b - Corporate crilriB 

c False advertising 
d - Price f ixing 

Fig. 27. 
of the white collar 
student sample. 

The qualitative assessment 
crime range by the PST 
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1( Variable) Ques tion/lla ture of the Act ( Variable J 

a 

16. 
. I 96. 

1-------31 . 

b --79. 

- - - 64. 

1-------25. 

1-56. 

Corporacion c laims depreciation 
on nonexi stant patent • 

Sell tires through false ad-~ 
ve1·tis5.ng - serious accident 
result s .. 

Corp. Pres i dent sets up d1L'1'l!llY 
corpora tion to cove r personal 
debts . 

Corporai;ion f ixes prices on _J" 
co t tvn clot h . "' 
Corporation fixes price !! on 
oi l and fue l produc ts , 

Mechanic furthe r damage s a car 
to j ack up r epair bill. 

Corporat ion inflate s defense 
contrac t . 

1------~L . Doccor files fals e Me di care 
bill . 

'------39. Sell t ires t h rough fal se ad- ------~ 
ve t·~ is.i..ng . 

14. Sec re t campa i gn contr ibution 
t o int'luenc e court action . 

a - Cri me by indi vidual 
b Corporate c rime 

c 
d 

Fal se adverti sing 
Price fixing 

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

c 

Fig. 28. 
of the white collar 
student sample. 

'Iha qualitative assessment 
crime range by the CORR 

73 



74 

Political Crime 

The examination of political crimes focuses upon 

10 acts that are characterized by their se lec t ion of a po 

litical target or by a politically b a seumotivation. The 

mean ranks for these questions are g iven in Table 13. 

Police 
Q 

Total 

2 4.0 
8 3.0 

26 5.o 
54 10 .o 
40 ·6.5 
91 6.5 
~-5 2.0 
98 1. 0 
97 8.o 
90 9.0 

N=11 

TABLE 13 

RANK ORDE RING OF 
POLITICAL CRIME 

Student 

Total Male Female LEA 

2.0 2.5 2.0 2.0 
7. 0 7.0 6.o 8.o 
5. o 4.0 7. 0 4. 0 

10.0 1o.0 1o.0 1o.0 
8.o B.o 8. o 7.0 
4-. 0 5.o L~ . o 5.0 
3.0 2.5 3.0 3.0 
1.0 1. 0 1.0 1. 0 
6.o 6.o 5.o 6.o 
9.0 9.0 9.0 9.0 

N=95 N=50 N=4-5 N=L~O 

PST 

4.0 
3.0 
5.o 

1o.0 
8.o 
6.o 
2.0 
1.0 
1.0 
9.0 

N=26 

CORR 

2.0 
6.o 
8.o 

1 o.o 
7.0 
4.0 
3.0 
1.0 
5.o 
9.0 

N=29 

The degree of' relationship was tested through 

Spearman's Rho. The results are presented in Table 14. All 

of' the scores are significant beyond the .01 level. 

Police/Student Comparison 

Figure 29 presents t h e listing of delinquent activi

ties for the total police sample. In this scale three 

strong pat~erns emerge. Crimes of violence against politi-



Police 
Tota l 

Student 
Male 

LEA 

PST 

T ABLE 14 

SPEARMA...W RANK vRDER CORRELATI OWS 
FOR POLITICAL CRil1E RANGE 

Student 

Total :Male Female LEA PST 

0.797 0.830 0.785 0. 77~- 0.979 

~~~~ ·::-:~ I o. 924 '' •v .. :~~ ;. ,. ~ . 

.. :!~;. ~~-:: .. ·''-'' .. .. "' ..~;. ~ ~ 0.794 
~~~ -~~~ ~: .. ~: .. ·!~ .. ~~ ~~ .... ~ .. 

'< 1/3..!'inble) Question/tlature of the .ltct ( Variable ) 

98 . Anarchist group shoots family--~ 
of a policeman . 

l~5 . Finance assass ination attempt . 
Senator s lightl y injured . · 

a 8 . Shooting/di saolement o f Presi----- b 
dential c andidate . 

'-----2 . Attempt t o assass inate Pres ident . 

26 . Plac e bomb in ROTC building . ~~~----' 
No one i ~ injured. 

40. 

91. 

97 . 

90 . 
54. 

Publish l ist of undercover _J 
narcotics' of f icers . 

Publish l ist of unde r c over 
GIA operatives . 

Bre ak into military post/ 
destroy classified docur1e nt s . 

Destroy draft c ard . 

Participate in raci a l pro
test march. 

a - Grime di rec ted against 
political figur e . 

b - Violent ·criMe \ 
c - GIA/Narc di s tinction 
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CORR 

o.694 

~~~~ 

o.866 
0.800 

Fig . 29. The qualitative assessment of 
t he political crime range by t h e total police 
sample group. 
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cal figures rank a s ve r y serious, irregardless of the re-

sult of the action. General crimes of violence all rank as 

serious, irregardless of t he consequence. There dues not 

appear to be a distinction between the publishing of lists 

of undercover policemen or CIA operatives. Both acts are 

ranked approximately center scale. 

Figur e 30 demonstrates the ordering of acts for the 

total student sa..~ple. The development of patterns is less 

(Variabl e) Question/Natura o f the .&ct ( Varia::ile ) 

98. Anarchist group shoo ts f=ily---~ 
oi' a policen1an . 

r
2. 

. 45. 

91 . 

!l 26 . 

Attempt to assassinate President. 

Finance assas sination a.tta:npt .. -----1 

Senator slightly i nj ured. -

Publi sh list of unde rcover--
CI A operatives . j 
Place bomb in ROTC building .. - - ---1 

Ho one i s injura d . I 
9 7 . Break i nto mil itary p ost/ l c 

de stroy class i fied documants . 

~--8. Shooting/di sab lenent of Presi - --~ 
dentia l candi dat e . _J 

40. Pub l i sh lis t of unde rcove r 
n a rcotics offi cers . 

90 . Destr oy draft card . 

54. Part i cipate i n rac ial pro 
t e s t march . 

b - Violent crime 

b 

a - C ri.~e directe d against 
poli tical figure . c - CIA/ Narc distinct i on 

------ - - -- - - -
Fig. 30. -- The qualitative 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-
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r oss the entire scale. There is little defining characteris

tic to the pattern and the ordering does not appear to fol-

low any definite theoretical i'ramework. There is a dii'i'er-

ence between publishing a list of CIA operatives and pub

lishing a list of undercover narcotics officers, with the 

CIA exposure perceived as the more serious. 

In a comparison of the 2 lists, a i'ew variables 

emerge as different. The police sample ranks the disable

ment of a presidential candidate and the publishing of a 

list of undercover policemen as more serious, while the stu-

dent sample ranks the publication of CIA operatives and the 

destruction of classified documents as more serious. 

Hale Student/Female Student Comparison 

'l'he 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 generall~ 
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 ofi'icers. 

Figure 32 presents the oder of acts for the female 

student sample. Patterns within this ordering are weak. 

Violent f'orms 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 ofi'icers, with 

the CIA exposition viewed as the more serious. 



( ~·uriable) Quosti on/ Hatur>e of the Ac t ( 'lari ab l~) 

90 . 

1-45-
2 . 

26 . 
e. 

91 . 

L7. 
8 . 

40. 

90 . 

54. 

Anarchi st group shoo ts family-----1 
of a pol iceman . 

Finance as s a ss ina t ion attctn?t.----j 
Se nator is sliehtly i njured . 

0 
.t::;empt to ass n. s sinate Pres ~. -----1 

Place b omb i n RO'l'C building.- ----< 
lio one in injured . 

ublish li s t of' unde rc over~ 
CL~ operatives . 

Break into .1ili t ary post/ c 
destroy c l as sif'ied documents . j 
Shoot~ng/disab lement of Pres i - --
dential cam1idate . _J 
Publi sh list of unde rcover 
narcotics officers . 

De s t roy draf t c ard . 

Partic i pat e in racial pro
test march . 

a - Crime di rected a~ainst 
politic a l figur e . 

b Violent. c riu:e 1 
c - CIA/ Hare d i stinction \ 

Fig , 31 . 
of the political 
sample group. 

-- The qualitative assessment 
crL~e range by the male student 

( Variable) Que stion/Nature of t he Act (Variable ) 

a 

98 . Anarchist grou p shoots ra~ily 
of a noliceman . ==1 

r-----2. At tempt to assass inate President .~ 

45. Finance a ssassinat ion attempt.

11 
Se nator slightly i njured . 

91 . Publish l i s t of' undercover~ 
CIA operatives . b 

97 . Break int o military p ost/ c 
destroy class ifie d documents . 

'----- 8 . Shoo ting / disablement of Pres i - I 
dentia l candidat e . I· 

26, Plac e bomb in RO T~ building. · 
No on e injured . I 

40. Publish lists of u nde rcover 
narc oti c s officers . 

90. Destroy dra ft c ard , 

54., Participa·Ge i n racial p ro 
t est march . 

' a - Crir.1e dire c t ed against 
polit i cal fi gure. 

b - Violent crime 
c - CIA/ Narc distinction 

78 

Fig. 32. 
the political crime 
sample group. 

The qualitative asse s sment or 
range by the female student 
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In comparison of t he 2 orders, the only question 

t hat marks a significant departure is number 26, which deals 

wi t h placing a bomb in an ROTC building. This act is per

ceive d as more serious by t he male sample. 

LEA/PST/CORR Comparison 

Figure 33 depicts the list of acts by the LEA sarn-
' 

ple. With the exception of disabling a Presidential can

didate, all of the violent acts are rated verry serious. 

There is not a large variation in the treatment of GIA or 

undercover policemen exposure, both of ~which rank approxi

mately center scale. 

Figure 34, 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 ·or graduated impli-

cation. The general scale of violent crime follows the same 

pattern. There is not a large difference in the exposure 

of 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 th~ physi-

cal Lmplications. Violence directed against political 

figures appe ars to be ordered along lines of the target's 

pos ition in the political process. 'lhere is also a sepa-

r ation of exposu r e of CIA and police, Hith t h e CIA exposure 

perc e ived as more s e rious . 



The only ac t that diffe rs significantly between 

comparison of ·1,,he scales is that of placing a bomb in an 

ROTC building. Th.e CORH group places less seriousness 

upon the act than do the remaining group s . 

•(Va riable J 

a 

Qus s tion/}!at ura of the Act (Variable ) 

9c . 

2 . 
L,5 . 

26 . 

91 . 

97. 

1,0 . 

8 . 

90 . 

5~ .. 

/..narch ist group shoots f ami l y ~ 
o:f a pol ic e:-.'lan. 

Att empt t o assassina te a Pres . 

?inunce assass-1.na tion attar.ro t .· 
Ser.ator injured s lightly . -

~:l ace b?mb . i i:: ROTt; buildin;; . ---- ----l 
i. o one i s l llJ1<r0cl. b ' 

?ubli h list or.' unde rcover ----...., 
CI - opo r atives . 

Break i nto mi litary post/ lc 
destroy cla s sified dccumen t s . 

r..i:ol ish l i s t 01' <.mdercover------l 
narcotic s oi'fice rs . 

Shooting / dis abl eme nt of Pres i - ------' 
dential c andidate . 

Destroy draft card . 

Pa r t icipa t e in r a cial prote s t 
ma rch . 

a - Crime dire c ted against 
political figure . 

b Violent crime 
c - CIA/ lie. re dis tinction 

Fig. 33. 
of the political 
sample. 

-- The qualitative assessment 
crime range by the LEA student 
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( Variabl e) Ques tio /N ture of th ;,ct ( \'ariab l e } 

98 . 

S nator slightly i njured. 

E
' ~ · 

a d . 

2. 

26 . 

A..~archis t group shoots family~~~~~ 
of a uol i.c :1an . --1 
Fina~ce ass~ss ination atte~pt . 

~hooting/disab lene _ t oi' Pres~i o 
de nt ial can idate . 

-cte~pt t o aa sassinate Pre s . 

?lac9 bo. b i n Rorc buil ding . 
Ho one i s injured . 

91 . 

97 . 

40 . 

Publ i sh list of undercove r I 
CIA operatives. 

Bre a'.-: into military pos t / c 
destroy class ified docun:ants . J 

~ublish list of undercover • 
na rcoti c s office r s . 

90 . Des troy draft card. 

54 . Par ticipa te in racial pro
cest march. 

b Vio l ent crima . a - Cri~e directed against 
poli t i cal figure . c - CIA/ !fa rc dis tinction 

Fig. 34. 
or the political 
sample. 

-- The qualitative 
crime range by the 

assessment 
PST student 

( Variable) Quest i0n/?!ature of th~ Act ( Vari able ) 

98 . Anarchi 5t group shoots faztily~~~~~
of a po l iceman . 

F
2 . 

a 45 . 

91. 

I 9: : 

40 . 

26 . 

90 . 

54 . 

Attempt to assassina t e Pres:·~~~~~~~ 

Fi ndnce as sass ina tion attempt .. ~~~~~~ 
Senator i s s l i ghtly injured . 

Publish list of' unde rcover -
CIA operatives. L 
Break into military post/ r 
de stroy classified documents . 1 

Shootinci /disabiement of Pres~l - 1 

dent i a l c andidate . I 
?ublish llst of undercover______J 
~arcotics officers . 
Pl ace bo b in ROTC building . 
ilo ona injured. 

Destroy draf t card . 

Particioate in racial pro
t est march . 

b Vio l ent c ri::ie 

b 

a - CrLce ai r ected against 
~o~i t~c al fig ure c - CI A/Narc disti~c tion 
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Fig. 35. 
the political crime 
sample. 

The qualitative assessment or 
range by the CORR student 
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Occasional Property Crime 

Tne 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. 

Police 
Q 

Total 

17 1.5 
35 4.5 
83 4.5 
92 1.5 
33 3.0 
62 8.o 

c:' 6.o _,, 
7 7.0 

N=11 

TABLE 15 

RANK ORDERING OF 
OCCASIONAL PROPERTY CRIME 

Student . 

Total Male Female LEA 

3.0 3.0 2.0 4.0 
4.o 2.0 4.0 2.0 
7.0 B.o 6.o 8.o 
1.0 1 • 0 3.0 3.0 
2.0 L~ . o 1.0 1.0 
6.o 7.0 5.o 6.o 
5.o 5.0 7.0 5.o 
8.o 6.o 8.o 7.0 

N=95 N=50 N=45 N=40 

PST CORR 

1.0 3.0 
2.0 4.0 
i·5 7.0 

.o 1.0 
3.0 2.0 
L~ .5 5.0 
6.o 6.o 
1.0 8.o 

N=26 N=29 

The degree of relationship between these lists is 

presented in Table 16. The method of comparison was the 

applicativn of Spearrnan's Rho. All scores are significant 

to the .01 level, with the exception of those correlations 

involving -che . .PST sample group. 

Police/Student Comparison 

Figure 36 demonstrates the ordering of acts as de

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



Police 
Total 

Student 
Male 

LEA 

PST 

TABLE 16 

SPEARHAN RANK ORDER CORRELATIONS 
FOR OCCASIONAL PROPERTY CRIME 

Student 

Total Male Female LEA PST 

0.809 0.702 0.762 o.571 0.274 

-~~~ ~- ..;~ .. -~ .. o.595 ,~ .. :;. ~H:· 

~H~ 'II''" 
"#~-4\ ~H: .. ~ =~i- 0.363 

·~·~~ {:---:;. .. :H~ .. :H~ -~-::· 

I ( V!tria"ble) Question/l:latur a· of the Act ( Vari ab l e ) 

j · 
! 

17 . Bre~.k into/steal locked c ar•.

1 6
2 . Vandalism of public proper ty . 

$1,000 loss . 

a 33 . Arson of private garage . 
I 

5. Steal unloclced car .,----- --' 

3. Rocks through window of pri
vate home . 

Forger7 . 

Pas s i ng ba d che ck. 

62 . Steal bike, 

c 

a - Vanda l ism variations 
b - Bad check vari ation s 

c - l ocked/unl ocked 

_ I 

CORR 

0.762 

~~~~ 

0.833 
0.220 

Fig. 36. -- The qualitative assessment 
of the occasional property crime range by the 
total police sample. 
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patterns emerge. ~here appears to be a strong relationship 

between the variations of vandalism, which are clustered at 

approximately center scale. 'Ihe seriousness of these acts 

is ranked according to the degree of final damage done. 
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The 2 :forms of check :forge ry are ran_l{:ed together in the lower 

scale. Auto theft is divided along t h e question as to 

whether or not a bre aJr in l·ras required prior to the co~-

mission of the act. 

Figure 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 mane-

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. 

I 

( Vo.rie.b l e ) Question/Nature of t he Act (Variable) \ ------1 
$1 , 000 lo s s. r=92 . Vandalism of public property . 

33. Arson of private garage. 'I 

j 17. Bre ak into/steal locked car.----, 

35 . Steal otmlocked car.-------r I 

i----5· 
I 62. 

I 83. 

bL 
7. 

Forgery . 

Steal bika 

Rock s t hrough window of pri
vate home . 

Passing bad check. 

a - Vandalism variat ion s 
b - Bad check va riations 

c - locked/unlocked 

Fig. 37. -- '.Ihe 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 common orders. The police 

sanple views t h e act of break ing into a locke d car and 

stealing it as more serious than the student group. It is 

also the police sample that views auto theft in diff'erent 

lights when breaking and entering is involved. Tne vandalism 

involving broken windows is also more serious to this sample. 

Tne theft of a bicycle is more serious to the student sampJe . 

Male Student/Female Stud.e:nt ·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. 

Tb.ere is little 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 sc·a1e. 

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-

ferences. 'I'he female sample rank s arson of a garage, theft 



(Vn::' iable) Questio /Hature of t he Ac t ( lfuria l e ) 

Vand' l ism of public prope rty . 
$ 1 , 000 l oss . 1:

2 . 

5. 

7. 

Ste!ll unlocke car.-------, 

-
__ _, c 

Bre~k into/s t eal l ockad ca:'. . 

a I 33. 

L
5. 

7, 

62 . 

83. 

Arson of private garage . 

F'orgd r y . 

Pa ssing bad che ck. 

Steal bike , 
I 

Roclcs th.rough window of pri
vate home . 

a - Vandalism var iations c - locked/unlocked 
b - Ba~ che ck varia t ions 

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

--- -- - - ------- . 

(lfari c.ble) Q.t.:.e stion/nature of the Ac t ( ifariable ) 

----33 . Arson of p1•ivate garage. 

17 . Break into/steal l ocked car. 
! 
-' - ----92 . 

al 
Vandalism of public property . 
:;;1, C•OO loss . 

35. Steal unlocked car.-- --------' 

62 . Steal bike . 

'------83 , Rocks through uindoH of pri
vate home . 

---·5 . ~ F'or ge ry . 

b I 7. Pas s i ng b ad checks. 

c 

a - Vandalism variations c - locked/tL~locked 
b - Bad che ck variations 

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

Tne order of acts for the LEA sample appears in 

Figure L~o . Vandalism forms are widely sp~ce d according to 

the amount of monetary loss. ?Dere ex i s ts a moderate re-

lationship bet·ween the forms of auto the.ft, with the act of' 

stealing an unlocke d car ran.king above the act of theft 

.follo·wing a break in. Fbrgery and passing b ad checks are 

moderately relate d in the lower half of' the scale. 

-- .. ·- -·-- - ~-- ... ~--

' (Variable ) Question/Nature of t he Act (Variabl e) 

I
I .-

1

- --- 33 . Arson of privat e ga-ra_g_e_. -------., 

35 . Stea l unloc keu car . 

1 1-----92 . Vandali sm of public p r operty . 

I a ~1 , 000 loss. 

17 . Bre ak i nto/s ceal locked car.---~ 

Furge ry. 

b I 6:: 
L1. 

S t e a l bike . 

Passing bad checks. 

~---83. Rocks t hrough window of pri 
vate home . 

a - Vandalism var iat i ons c - l ocked/unlocked 
b - Bad che ck variat i ons 

c 

Fig. 40. -- The qualitative assessment of 
the occasional property crime range by the LEA 
student saJrrple. 

Fig 41 depicts the list for the PST student sample. 

The 2 forms of auto theft are closely related at the top of 

the scale. Vandalism forms are spaced ih 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 r elate d in the lower 

s cale . 

! ' / :_::: uo .!.e) Que::; tion/!Jatura of t he Act ( Vario.blo) · 

·i7. 0r oa.k into/s t eal l oc!rnd car .--~,c 

35. St eal unl ocked c ar .------~. 

u~--:~: 
·---83. 

I bl , 5. L·-. 7. 
·---92. 

Ars?n of private garage . 

Steal bi~e. 

Rocks t h rough wlndow 01.' pri
vate home . 

Forgery . 

Passing bad checks . 

Vandal i s rn of public property. 
$1,000 loss , 

a - Vandalism variations c - locked/unlocked 
b - Bad check varia tions 

I 
I 
l 

Fig. 41. -- The qualitative assessment of 
the occasional property crime range by the PST 
student sample. 

Figure 42 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 se.rious and the vandalism of public 

property is less serious. 



( Va riab le) Q.u e s t i on /rlatur e o f the ..:.c t 

Vi-:d.alism of publ i c ?!'opert y. 
$1 , OOO loss . 

Ar son of priva t e g a rage . 

( Va r ia e) 

Br e a;;: i nt o/steal l ocke d c ar.---
! c 

St eal unlocked c a 

St e f( l bike . 

Forgery . 

Rock s through windo,·r o f pri 
va t e res ide nce. 

Pas s ing b a d c hecks . 

a - Va nda lism vari a tions 
b - Ba d check v a ri a t i ons 

c - l c c ked/tu1lccked 

Fig . 42. -- The qualitative assessment of 
the occasional property crime range by the CORR 
student sample. 

Organized Crime 

The exa.mination 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 orders was 
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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 43 represents the ordering of acts for the 

police sample. Forms of ex tortion are widely spaced, with 



Q. 

13 
95 
28 
41 
69 
81 

Police 
Total 

Student 
Hale 

LEA 

PST 

Police 

Total 

5.0 
2.0 
1.0 
6.o 
3.5 
3.5 

N=11 

TABLE 17 

RANK ORDERING UF 
OHGAN'IZED CRil-1E 

Student 

Total Male Female LEA 

6.o 6.o 5.0 5.0 
3.0 3.0 4.0 4.0 
1.0 • 1.0 2.0 1.0 
5.o 5.0 6.o 6.o 
4.0 4.0 3.0 3.0 
2.0 2.0 1.0 2.0 

N=95 N=50 N=45 N=40 

TABLE 18 

SPEARMAN RANK ORDER CORRELATIONS 
FOR ORGANIZED CRIME RANGE 

Student 

Total Hale Female LEA ps·:r 

0.843 0.843 o. 671 0.814 o. 8L~3 
-;: .. ~:- ,, ~ 1 0.595 -~: .. i~- i..."--;r.~ .. .. , ,.-;,:-

-:i-~~ ·::-::- ~~.:~ 
· ~ ,, ~:·~~ o.886 

·::~~ ·:H~ .. ;H~ ~ " ~i-~· -;""\--,,. 
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PST CORR 

6.o 6.o 
3.0 3.0 
1.0 2.0 
5.0 5.o 
4.0 4.0 
2.0 1.0 

N=26 N=29 

CORR 

0.700 

·''-' '.. ... ,. 

0.829 
0.943 

seriousness b ased 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. 

F.i.gure 44 presents the order for the total student 

sample. Extortion variations are widely spaced, according 



( ilu ri ab lc ) O.uest ion/llature of t he Act ( Variabloe) 

20, Import hE:1·oin fo r di tribu
tion . 

1--::: E:-:tortion by l abor union 
l c ad9r . 

L o an n.oncy a.t high intare!lt.---

I a1. Finance phys ic a l b eat ins of--~ 
p3rson u ho mi >1 se u l o n payment . 

'- --13 . Ex trorti o!l - · bre ak windoHs . 

41. RlLT\ inter-state gamb l ing opera 
tion. 

a - Ex to r ti on variation s b - Loan Sho.r.· i ng f'o r;ns 

of the 
sample 

Fig. L~3. 
organized 
group. 

The qualitative assessment 
crime scale by the total police 

( Vari able) Q,u e stion/ Nature or the Act (Va r i able i 

28 . I mnort heroin for dis t ribu
tion . 

81 . 

,----95 . 

69 . 

41. 

F'inance beating . o f person~ 
who missed loan p ayment. 

Extort i on b y l abo r union . 
l eader . 

Loan mone y a t high interest.-- -

Run inte r s t a te gambling 
operat ion . 

---1 3 . Extortion - bre ak windows . 

a - Ex tor tion variations b - Loan sharki ng forms 

Fig. 44. -- The qualitative assessment of 
the organized crime range by the total student 
sample group. 

to the position of the extortionist . Loan sharking f orm.s 
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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, s everal patterns emerge. 

Although the relationship between the e xtortion forms are 
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similar in each scale, the police sample collectively ran..~s 

the f orms 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-

den"G group. 

Male Student/Female Student Comparison 

Figure 45 presents the list for the male student 

sample. Loansharking .forms are divided along lines o.f the 

presence of violence, with only a moderate relationship be-

tween the two. There is a wide variation in extortion var:ia-

tions, with the act more serious i.f committed by a labor 

union official. The importation of heroin is ranked ex-

tremely high in the scale, while gambling management is 

placed low. 

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

28 . Irnoort h~roin for distribu
ti~n . 

81, Fin ance physical b eating of:J 
person who missed loan payment . 

95. • Extortion by labor union 
leader . · 

69 , Lo~n money at high interest . 

41 . Run inte r s tate gambling opera-

' . 1 3 . ::::~tiun - b re:ak windws . 

a - Extortion variations b - Loan sharking f orms 

Fig. 45. -- Tne qualitative assessment of 
the organized crime range by the male student 
sample g roup. 
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Figure 46 represents the ordering of the acts by 

the female student sample. A moderate relationship exists 
~ !J 

between loanshark ing variations, with violence 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. 

( Vari abl e ) Que stion/Nature of the Act (Vari able) 

28 . Import heroin fo r dis~ribu- . 
tion . 

81. Finance phys ical beatlng of J 
ma:1 \!ho rr..isse d loan p ayme nt . 

69 . Loan money at high interest . 

~9~ . Extortion by labor union 
L_ lea der. 

13, Extortion - break 1dndo11c . 

4·1. Ri.m interstate ge.mbling upe r a 
t ion. 

a - Extortion varlations I
L 

b - Loan sharking f o rms 
. I 

Fig. 46. -- The qualitative assessment of 
the organized crime range by the female student 
sa.111ple 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 

Tfle order for the LEA sample is presented in Figure 

47. A strong relationship exists between the loansharking 

ac t s, which are placed high in the order. A strong re-



( Va!:'iub le ) 

26 . L·~ort leroin for distritlu
tion. 

( Va!:'iable) 

81. F'inance physical beating of~ 
:c!.::in ~. 1!10 misse d l o.an pa;. .. ent . 

69 . Loan monoy at high intere st . 

c~5. 

1J . 

Extortion by l abor ur:io n 
lea e r . 

E.ctortion - brenk 11i ndows . 

41. i1ur. intsr~tate ga_mbl ing ope ra
t ion . 

·a - Ext or tion variatio~s b - Lo an sharking forms __ J 
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Fig. 47. -- The qualitative assessment of 
the organize d crime scale by the LEA sample group. 

lationship also exists for the extortion variations, which 

place below loan shark i ng . Heroin importation is ranked ex-

t r emely high, 1·1hile g arn.bli~ is placed extremely low. 

Figure 48 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 i'orms are widely separated upon 

lines of who co:romits the act. Extortion by a union leader 

is viewed as more serious than extortion by an unspecii'ied 

individual. Heroin importation is rated high, and gambling 

low on the order. 

Figure 49 presents the order i'or the CORR sample. 

'I".aere is little relationship between loansharking forms, al-

though violence increases the seriousness. Extortion forms 

also are not closely relate d . Heroin importation is ranked 

high, while gambling is ranked low. 

Comparison of the l is ts does not identify any sig

nificant differences. 
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CHAPTER IV 

CONCLUSION 

The general problem area examined by this project 

has been t h e qualitative evaluation of delinquent activity. 

Specifically, it was conQ.ucted as an introductory level 

study that would serve to identify basic patterns which 

could serve in a baseline .f'unction 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. Tne acts were then arranged into a group list

ing that presented them in a linear scale ranging from th~ 

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 . For 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 t he groups examined. 

2. When the full scale of 98 acts were compared for the 

sample groups involved, the degree of correlation was 

uniformly high. Full scale corr elations were ex-
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t remely 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 dravm is that the 

theoretical 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 plane. 

The second conclusion that can be advanced is that 

there does indeed appear to be a universal concept o:f 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 unsatisf'ied with the conduct 

of the Criminal Justice system. 
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APPENDIX A 

Appendix A consists of a questionnaire utilized 

during the cours e of this examination. A completed form 

was selected in order to demonstrate the method of com-

pletion utilized by the sample members.. The form is 
I 

presented in its complete form to further demonstrate the 

method of examining social and personal seriousness. 
I 



Personal Seriousness IndP.x Social Seriousness Index ------ ........__,, 

Subject s Control Uumber: 5...- I D 

1 . A person beats a victom with his fists. 
The victom lives, but requires extensive 
hospitalization .•.•.••••••.•• ·••••••a • •·· 1 23456@89 

2. A person a~tem~ts to assas s inate a Presi-
dent with a high powered rifle. , ••..• •• ••...• , . . . . 1 2 3 4 5 6 6J 8 9 

3. A person robs a victom at gunpoint. The 
victom strugg: es and is shot t o death. .. ... . ... . . . 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 (§) 

4, Adoc tor file~ a i:.Iedicare bill, claiming 
that he saw re patient more than he actually 
did • 0 • I • Cl • • I e • e " & ~ • • • e • t a • tr • • e f • e • e • • • • O • • O + e Q II e Q 0 

5. A person f'o~"'ges another 1 s name 
t o a che ck an.d cashes it ••••.•.•.•..•..• . ••......• 

6. A corporation understates its income by 
claiming deprec iation on a patent that 
does not -:{is ·b ........ o • • •••••••• ,. ••••••••• " ... . .. . 

7. A person Lnowi ngly passes a check that 
is WJr·thJ3ss. , •.•• . .•••• . . v •• •• •••• • ••••• • •••••••• 

8, A person shoo~: s and disables a Presi-
dential ~andie.ate. Cl. a • • • •• 0 • ••••••••••••••• 4 • • ••• 

1234 @ 67 89 

1 2 3 4. ~ 6 7 8 9 

1234@6789 

1 2 3 4@6 7 8 9 

9. A persolL has :.exual intercourse with 
his s tep daugl:cer (she is fif'te en) . •• ..•. ••• .... .•. 1 2 3 4 5 6 (j) 8 9 

10. A prostitute steals fp100 from a cus-
~ ome r .. . o • ~ o ~ # o o • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • Q • • • • • • • • • • • ~ .. • , • " • 

11, A person op1rates an establishment 
where gru..1b ~ _ng occurs illegally. , •.•......•....••. 1 2 () 4 5 6 7 8 9 

A person, rrmed iri th a blunt instrument, 
rob s a vie.om of $1 , 000. The vie tom 
is wou nde and requires hospita lization . . • • • . • • . • 1 2 3 4 5 6 6J 8 9 

Ape rson -"-·ere a t ens to break expens ive 
win dows, Jut settles , ins tead, for a 
cash set·leme nt .. ...... .. ......... . .... ... .. ..... 1 2 3 4@6 7 8 9 

A persor makes a large , secret poli ti
cal co ribution while a large Antitrust 
sui t i~ being prepar e d by the government 
agains .. h is com;;iany ..•.. . .•....••....• . .......•.. • 1 2 3 4@6 7 8 9 

' A. Per_ m, over 16, has interc our~e with 
a f e1'ltle, under 16, who Hilling ly par- r;-\ 
t i c jf.:1t;.e s .. ., .. o g " ••••• ~ • • • • "' •• • • • . • ••• " ••• • •'•iii , l..11 2 3 ~- 5 6 7 8 9 



16. A )e Ps on stab s a spouse 1 ho has '"G 1 

h aving an a.ff air wi -r;h anothe r pers on ... . . . .. , • • • 1 2 Q) Li r: o 7 G 9 

·17. A person breaks into &. locke tl car , 
ateal s, damages, and abandons it ..•. • . •. . • . • q, • • 1 2 J , 5 6 7 d 9 

A person is found carrying a conceale d 
gun :for which he has no permit. . . . • . • . • . • • • • • , • 1 2 Q) 4. 5 6 7 8 9 

19. A woman is arrested :for carrying a 
gun in her _mrse . She has no peri.ni t , 
but ex9lains that she is ~*~~~ required 
to pass through an area t hat has a 
hie;h percentag e of a .:JSaul ts . . . .................. cD '' 3 4 5 6 7 0 9 

20. Aperson forc ibly ra{)es a wom fo. lle r 
neck i s broken and she tlies •..•...••............ 1 2 3 L ~. 5 6 7 8 Q) 

21 . A woman makes sexual advances touard 
a child. :i.:o phys ical damage is done 
to tl1e chil d ... , .. . .. I> ••• •••••••• • o ............ . 1 2 3 L~. 5 6 7 @ 9 

n. A pers on is a prostitute in a house 
of prostitu tion ... .... Ill ••••••••••••• • • o o •••••• I.~ 

23 . Two males willingly engage in various 
/,;\1 2 34 r:: homosexual activitie s •••.•• • .•.. •• .. ••••. . •. , •. lV _,, 

24. A person deserts his family ..... ...... .. .. .. , • • • • 1 2 3@ 5 

25. A garage mechanic damages a car further 

6 7 8 9 

6 7 8 9 

so that he can conduct a dditional re ·0airs ,d 
that raise a bill from ~25 to $100 40 ~ ........... 1 2 3 L!- ~ 6 7 8 9 

26. A person p l ants a bomb in an ROTC building 
on a c ampus. ~ :o one is injured in the 
eX,;.Jlo s ion. • . , ... • . . ... . .... • • .. , .. • • . ... .. . a , •• , • 1 2 3 L!- 5 6 7 f09 

n. A pers on obtains customers for a prostitute .•••• 6)23~_ 567 8 9 

A peroon r egularly imports heroin in 
l arg e quantities to sell to distributors •..•.••• 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 €) 

A juvenile runs away from home , •••• •.• •.•• • . • ••• 6)234_567 G 9 

A person is intoxicate d in public •• • . •. • ....• , •• 6) 2 3 L1. 5 6 7 8 9 

A corporation presiuent sets up a 
dummy company and i ssues checks for 
suppli es that are never delivered, Jr:\ 
but then keeps the money ••.••.•••• . •. .•. • •••.• . . 1 2 3 48'6 7 8 9 

A man makes sexual ad ances toward 
a child. _ o physical damage is done . •.• •.•.•. ••• 1 2 3 4 5 

a. A Pe t ..t:o• t .. rs on se s .Lire o a ga.Iage .• • •••. . •••.. . ••• • 1 2 3 L1 _ _, 



35. 

36 . 

J7 . 

peJ,on us s nalnutri on n 
child by not i' o<lilig hi . :or ,ever'-' 1 
do.y s in a r oi-1 ••••. . v •••• . . . t • It f' . ..... " . 

person st~als, darna6os. a1 ,., 

a·)andons an unlocked car . ., . " ~ .... , .. . . • • • • • • • " e 

A per:::ion steals (i.5 from his emyloyer .•• ····~·-~· 

A person drags a woman into an lley, 
tears her clothes , but flee8 be ore 
' ho is phy Jically harmed or sex 1.ally 
abused . ..... ., .. , ... " ........ . "' ,, . , ~ ........... . 

2 3 )1 5 7 ' (5) 

1 2 3 11 @ . 7 LI 9 

1 2 3 ~ 7 
".) 

9 .) u 

3u 0 A person sells marijuana,. . . •• , •••.••.••... " .•• d:) 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 

39 . A person sells faulty tires by r1lsely 
claiming thn.t they are in good c )ndi tion •.• , • d ~ v 1 2 3 l! 6 7 0 9 

~O. A person who owns a "radical ne1·:spaper" 
publishes a list of current undercover ;;:) 
narcotics officers in a city ....•• , .. •. , . . . • • • . 1 2 3 4 0 6 7 8 9 

!~1 , A person runs a gambling opera ti on 
that extends into several state , ....•••••.••... 1 2 3 L~ 5 6 7 8 9 

!~2. A prostitute blaolanaile s a man ;;i th bl 
information about their affairs ...•.•••.•• • •... 1 2 3 4 5<b' 7 8 9 

43. A person runs a house o:f pros ti ~ution" •..• , • • . . , 2 3 4 5 6 7 G 9 

411-• A juvenile violates his curfew., • 3.. . ....... . ,. {j@ 3 4 :; 6 7 8 9 

45, A pers on pays someone else $50 000 
t o assassinate a aenator. The senctor 
is only slightly injured ..•••.. .••. . ...•.. . •••• ' 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 a(§) 

1·6. A person stabs another to de a th •••• .• , ". ~ ... , .•• 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 <iJ 
A person disturbs his nei~hborhood 
uith lcud, noisy behavior. • . • . . . . .•. , ..... . . ... 1 @ 3 4 5 6 7 3 9 

policeman steals heroin from a 
police property locker and sells i ~I 
to a distributor. . • . . . • . • . . • • . . . • • . • . • . • • • • . • • 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 G W 

A person administers heroin to himself'...... • c. 1 2 @ 5 6 7 8 9 

A person smoke::i marijuana .....•.•..•••. , .... <••~ d)2 3 4 5 6 7 G 9 

person takes V1 ,ooo from his employer., < ••• • •• 1 ? 3 li 5 (§) 7 0 9 

P. person engages in a dice gB.t11e in an alley.... 6) 2 J L1. 5 6 7 J 9 

A ~orson plants a bomb in an airport 
~ermina.l. Twelve persons are seriously 
l ju.red in the explosion. • . . . • • • • . • .•••••.• .0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 a (j) 



A person cau~es r;.alnut itlon n 
child by not feeding hL for ,evc:r,ol 
do.ys in a row. • • • • . . • . . • • . • . .• .. • ...... It ., 

3~. A person steals, damages,. and 
abandons an unlocked car ••.••.••. , . ..•..•... ., . 1 2 J@ S , 7 G 9 

6 person steals ~.>5 :from his em.f}.oyor .•.•••• ~.... 1 2 3 L~ 5 6 7 8 9 

37 . A person drags a woman into an l lley, 
tears her clothes, but flee8 be ~ore 
she is phy .:Jic ally harmed or sex·1.ally 
abused • .•••••• .• . , • . ... •• •...•. , ••.•..•..•••• , • • 1 2 3 L~ 5 6 Cf) G 9 

3G. A person ells murijuanao.. . .•..•••••.••...•.•• 1 @ 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 

39 . A person sells faulty tires by r1lsely 
claiming that they are in good c )ndi tionJ ..•• J • u 1 @ 3 ~· 5 6 7 G 9 

40. A person who owns a 11 radical nev:Jpaper" 
publishes a list of current undErcover 
narootics officers in a city. . . . • • . • . • • • . . . • • • . 1 2 Q) 4 5 6 7 8 9 

l~1 . A person runs a gambling operation 
tho.t extends into several states. . . • . • • .• ¥.. . . 6J 2 3 L~ 5 6 7 8 9 

!~2. A prostitute blaekmailes a man 1;i th 
ini'ormation about their affairs .•. •.••••• , .• , .••. 1 2 {j) L~ 5 6 7 8 9 

43. A person l"uns a house of prostitution • • •.•••• . d 6) 2 J 4 5 6 7 0 9 

ljlj.o A juvenile violate"' his curfew •.•• •• •• ••.• • .. •• ,. 0) 2 3 L~ 5 6 7 8 9 

45. A person pays someone else $50, 000 
to assassinate a senator . 11~e senator 
is only slightly injured .•..... •.•. . .••.•. . •.•• 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 3 &) 

46. A person stabs another to death .• •••.•••••.•• , .• 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 fiJ 
47. A person disturbs his ne ghborhood 

with loud, noisy behavior , ............. " .. .. .. .. GJ· 2 3 4 5 6 7 D 9 

48, A policeii an steals heroin from a 
police property locker and sells it 
to a distributor •.•..••.••.•...•...•.••••••••• e . 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Q ® 

~9. A person administers heroin to him.sel.f • • I • • • e c". <D 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 

So. A person smokes marijuana ...... , ••.••• , • • • " • •• ~ 6) 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 

A person takes i;1 ,OOO from his employer . .••• • •• 1 @3 L1. 5 6 7 0 9 

• A person engages in a dice game in an alley •. • •• ~ 2 3 Li- 5 6 7 J 9 

A person plants a bomb in an airport 
ternunal. Twelve persons are seriously 
nju.:red in the explosion . •...•.••••••• .•••••••• ,, 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 &) 



A person ... articipates in a racial 
protest march. . . . . . . . . ...... .. . e •••••• " • ••• 

55. A person knowing;ly buys stolen 
property i'rom the person uho s ·cole it •.•• . ... ~ . 1 ®3 4- 5 6 7 8 9 

56. A corporation agrees to produce an 
Air Force fighter for $4.5 million, 
but later inflates this to $60 ·1 million .. . . . • . . • 1 (f) 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 

57 . A person i llegally possesses a knife . ........ . . • 6) 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 

58. A person has no residence and no visible means oksupport, 
I LY 2 3 4- 5 6 7 8 9 

59. A person r uns an establishment where 
i llegal sales of alc ohol occurs •. .• .•. . . ...•.• •• 6) 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 

60. A pers on fails to pay child support .•. .... .. • . .. 1 @ 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 

61. A person prowl s in a backyard of 
a private residence ... . .....••...•.......•.. . . . 

62 , A person s t eals a bicycle that is parked 
along the street .•. . •. .•. ••. ... •..• . .•.• . ......• 6) 2 3 L~ 5 6 7 8 9 

63. A man beats his wife and children. . . . . . . • . . . . . • . 1 2 3 L~ 5 @ 7 8 9 

~. A corporation agrees to fix prices 
oil and fuel prolftucts • .... ...... . .............. 1 2 3 4@6 7 8 9 

65. A married male has intercourse with 
a female, not his wife. . . • • . . . • • . . ......•..•.•• 1@345 67 8 9 

66. A person fires a gun at a victora , 
who suffers a major wound, requiring 
extensive hospitalization ..•••••••.............. ~ 2 3 4 5 6 7~9 

67. A person picks another's pocket of' 
~ . 1 0 0 ct • • • • • • • v • • • • \) • • • • • • • • .. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 1 2 3 @ 5 6 7 8 9 

68. A person shows pornographic movies 
to a rainor . .......... o ........ . ... .. . ... .. " • •• ••• • • .. 1 2 3@5 6 7 8 9 

A person loans money to poor loans risks 
and charges ·120% interest .....•. ... . . • • .. .. •. ... 1 2 3 @5 6 7 8 9 

• A person i'orces a woman to submit to 
sexual intercourse. ~. o physical injury is inflicted. 

1234 5@78 9 
• A Person, using physical fo1'>.Ce, robs 

a vie tom of Q1 , 000. Ho significant 
Physical harm is done ..• . , . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . 1 2 3 4- 5 ~ 7 8 9 

• A person steals a book wo:bth $5 from a library . 1 2 {j) 4 5 6 7 8 9 



7 J A pcroon. l1a3 a '1blacl..out '' and beats 
~ w~1r1an. ..o sorioua physicn.1 ·lam.a ,e 
J. s no i1e •••••• ,, •• • ••••••• ~ .. . .......... ' •. " • ,. •• • ~ ...... ., 1 2 3 l ! 5 6 7 8 C1 

An unraarriecl couple has sexual 
ini:;e1"lco11rse . .• ., • . • . .......... ..... ........ " ••••• 

75. A )Cr3on break0 into u resi .ence, forces 
oi)en a. co. .1h. box and steals ~5 ............. . ........ 1 2 

76. A person ma1rns an obscene phone call •..••••••...••.• 1 ~ 3 l!- 5 6 7 0 9 

77 . A person st£bs a v ictom with a knife. 
Tho vie tom does not require me d.ical treatment. . • • • • • 1 2 3 1!- 5 6 (i) 3 9 

78. A policeman ·)reaLs into a gas station, 
while on dut~r~ aid ,'J teal s ¥5 .. .. . ................... 1 2 3 h 5 6 7 8@ 

79 . A corporatior .. aF,rees to fix prices 0n cotton cloth . • 1 2 3 )1 c, 6 7 C3 9 

o'). A person bream into a residence, 
forces open a c·tsh box, and steals ~~1.000 .•••••••••• 1 2 3 l: @6 7 8 9 

01 . A person pays 8"1.other to br•eak the 
arm of another nan ·who has missed one 
pay111ent on an · .surou.s loan .......................... . 

82 . A m.an shoots ::nother ma.n who had 
raped his wLfr. The rapist was not 
urosecuted be~ause of a legal 
technicality. The rapist was severely wounde ... L ••..•• 1 &J 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 

83, A person thniu rocks throueh the 
windoi:.-1 of a private reside·1ce . .. ...... .. .. ... ....... (Y 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 q 

B11.. A man s e 11 E hero in , . . . . • . ,, • • • • . . • . . • • . . . . • . • • . . • • • • 1 2 3 L1 5 6 7 J () 

35. A person h rn a "blackout 11 and 
savagely : ills another man • • • . . . • . • • • • • . • • . . • . • . . • • 1 {iJ 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 

06. A person robs a vie tom of <,J1 , vOO, at 
gunpoint. 1I1he victmn is shot to death .•.•.• . •••• , .• • 1 2 3 L1. 5 6 7 @) 

7 • per soi is a customer in a house 
uhe re g ,1bling occurs regularly ••..........•.•••• .. • 6J 2 3 l~ ~~ 6 7 R 

• A perso1 parforrn.s an illegal abortion •••••• ••.• •••• • 1 2 3 L~ 5 6 7 .'.": 0 
A perso1 operates a motor vehicle 
\1hile n1.d3r the influence of ale oh Jl .......... .. ..... 6) 2 3 l! 5 (, 7 8 

A pors m destroys a draft card .. , .•.....•......•. o. 6J 2 3 L 5 6 7 o 



910 A. person who owns a 11 radical 11 newspape:r 
exposes s even undercover CIA operatives 
i n .foreign coun tries •.•• . •••..• " •••• . , .. •..•.•• ~ 1 2 3 l~ 5 {£' 7 8 9 

92 , A pe rson defaces .and breaks public 
statues causing ~ti1 .• 000 da.mac;eao • • oc ....... . "" •• 1 2 {f 4 5 6 7 8 9 

93, A policeman remove s a rinr; from an 
accident vie tom . '.the ring is worth 4>100, .. •••• ~. 1 2 3 L~ 5 6 7 J (§ 

9L!·· 1)erJon breaics into a department store, 
f orces open a c a.sh box and steals ~~5 ... . ........ . 1 2 3 &) 5 6 7 8 9 

95 ~ A l abor union l eader threatens to 
cause a strike at a resort hotel,. 
unles3 he is paid t;5 , 000/month ••• . •••• •• •• • °" o ••• 1 2 d) ~- 5 6 7 0 9 

96 0 A person fal1ely sells bad tires by 
claiming the:r are new . A serious 
accident resnlts and the buyer 
r equires extonsive me dical treatment .•••. , • . • . o . 1 2 3 4 5 6(j} 8 9 

97 0 A !}arson breE.lcs into a m.ili tary post 
and destroys lassifie d documents ••..••••• • •. • .• 123 @ 56789 

98 " An anarchist ~roup shoots a ramily 
of a policema~"l.., t o make their demands 
public c 0 0 • 0 • 0 .. 0 0 0 0 • (!- • 0 0 • 0 u g 0 0 0 ct 0 0 • e 0 " • " " 0 • • 0 0 0 • 0 1 234.5 6 78 &) 
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APPENDIX B 

Questions: Kelly and Winslow Study 
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APPENDIX B 

Appendi x B contains the 60 delinquent acts that 

were utilized by t h e 1968 Kelly and 1;Jinslo-i·T Study and sub-

sequently adapted for inclusion in t he current evaluation. 

1 • 
2. 

A person stabs another person to .death. 
A person forcibly rapes a woman. Her neck is broken 
and she dies. 

3 . ... A person knowingly passes a checlc that is worthless. 
4. A person steals a book worth $5 .from a library. 
5. A person makes an obscene phone call. 
6. A juvenile runs away .from. home. 
?. A person is intoxicated in public. 
8. A person robs a victim o.f $1,000 at gunpoint. The 

victim is shot to death. 
9. 

10. 
11 • 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 

17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 

21. 

22. 

23. 
24. 
25. 
26. 
27. 

28. 
29. 
30. 

31. 

32. 
33. 

A person shows pornographic movies to a juvenile. 
A person .fails to pay child support. 
A person runs a house of prostitution. 
An unmarried cou~le 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 cur.few 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 a residence, .forces open a 
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. 
A person has no residence. 
A person forces a woman to submit to sexual inter
course. No' physical injury is inflicted. 
A person stabs a victim with a knife. 
A persvn steals a bicycle. 
A person operates a motor vehicle while under the 
influence of alcohol. 
A person runs a house where unlawful sales of 
alcohol occurs. 
A person steals $5 from his employer. 
A person, using physica.i l'vrce, robs a victim of 
$1,000. 



34. 
35. 
36. 
37. 

38. 
39. 
4 0 . 
41. 
L2. 
43. 
44. 
45. 

46. 

47. 
48. 

LL9. 
5o. 
51 . 

52. 

53. 

54. 
55. 

56. 
57. 
58. 
59. 

60. 

A person picks an, individual's pocket of $100. 
A person gets cus~omers for a prostitute. 
A person sells heroin. 
A person runs a house where ga..~bling occurs il
legally. 
A person defaces and breaks public statues. 
A person illegally possesses a knife. 
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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 neighborhood 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 marijuana. 
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 victL~ 
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 hi s step
daughter. 
A person engages in a raci~l 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 vict:im 
of $1,000. The victim requires hospitalization. 
A person breaks into a department store, forces open 
a cash register and s t eals $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 • 

2. 

3. 

4. 
5. 
6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

11 . 
12. 
1 3. 

1L~. 

15. 

16. 

17. 

1 8. 

19. 

A person runs a gambling operation extending into 
several states. 
A person imports heroin regularly for sale to dis
tributors. 
A person loans m~ney to poor loan risks at 120% in-
terest. . 
A person pays another to break ~he arm of a man who 
has missed one payment on an usurous loan. 
A person threatens to cause a strike at a large resort 
hotel unless he is paid $5,000/month. 
A person threatens to break expensive windows, but 
instead settles for a cash payment. 
A person who owns a large company agrees to produce an 
air force fighter for 4.5 billion dollars, but later 
inflates this to 6.1 billion. 
A person makes a large, covert political contribution 
while a large antitrust suit is being prepared against 
his company by the government. 
A corporation understates its income by claiming de
preciation on a nonexistant patent. 
A corporation president sets up a dummy company and 
issues checks for sup9lies that are never delivered, 
and then keeps the money. 
A corporation agrees to fix prices on cotton cloth. 
A corporation agrees to fix prices on oil/fuel products. 
A policeman breaks into a gas station, while on duty, 
and steals ~-?5. 
A policeman removes a ring from an accident victim. 
The ring . is worth $100. 
A policeman steals heroin from a property locker and 
sells it to a distributor. 
A doctor files a medicare bill for 9 visits/month for 
a patient who actually came only 3 times/month. 
A garage mechanic damages a car further so thaG he .can 
conduct additional repairs to raise a $25 bill to ~100. 
A person sells faulty tires by claiming they are in 
good condition. 
A person sells faulty tires by claiming they are good 
A serious accident results which requires extensive 
medical treatment. 



20. 

21 • 

22. 

23. 

24. 
25. 
26. 
27. 

28. 

29. 

JO. 
31 • 

32. 
33. 

"4 .) . 
35 . 

36. 

A person wh o owns a "radical 1 newspaper exposes 7 
undercover CIA operatives in a foreign country. 
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A person who owns a "radica l a 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 cam.pus. 
No one is injured in the explosion. 
A person plants a bomb in an airport 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 injur~d 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. T'.rle man is seriously wounded. . 
A person stabs a spouse who has been having an affair 
with another person. 
A person has a 11blackout 11 and savagely kills a man. 
A person has a 11blackout" and beats a woman, causing 
extensive damage. 
A prostitute steals i1)100 from a customer. 
A prostitute blaclanails a man with inf ormation 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 
results. 
A woman sexually molests a child. No physical damage 
results. 
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Compari s on of Personal and Social Seriousness 

Rating s by the Total Student Sample Group 

(Nan..11-W'.ai tney U Computations) 
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APPENDIX D 

Question LEA PST 

Humber u Sig. u Sig. z z 

34 823.0 0.22 -:~ 118. 0 -4.03 ~ -0002 
60 . 626.5 -1.66 -;: 342.5 0.08 ii-

21 611 .5 -1. 81 ~~ .. 292.0 -0.84 ii-

32 682.5 -1 • 13 ~~ .. 103.0 -4.30 .0002 
9 923.5 1 • 19 .. 462.0 2.26 .024 .. ,\ 

63 695.o -1. 01 ~~· 39~.o . 1.02 -):-
20 791.0 -0.09 ~i- 43 .5 1.84 i:-

70 8~-9.5 0.48 ~i- 313.5 -0.45 ~-

37 665.5 -1.29 ~~ 335.0 -·o.o5 ~~ 

1 1146. 0 3.33 • 001 415.0 1 .41 ~:. 

66 650.0 -1.44 ~: .. 427.0 1.62 ~;. 

73 529.0 -2.61 .009 160.5 -2.76 .0058 
16 713.5 -0.83 ~:· 289.0 -0.90 i:· 

77 767.0 -0.32 .. . ,, .. 351 .o 0.23 .. 
"I\ .. 

71 756.5 -0.42 ~~ 336.5 -0.03 -::-
12 615.5 -1.78 ~~ 376.5 -0.70 ~~ 

L~6 7L~5. 5 -0.52 .. 426.5 1.62 ~"' -,,;-

3 769.0 -0.30 ~;. 441.0 1. 89 ·:i--
86 785.5 -o.1t -.;- 401.0 1 .15 -::-
53 700.5 -0.9 ~~ 372.5 o.63 ~-

82 617. 0 -1.76 .. ;: .. 295.0 -0.79 ~~ 

85 667.0 -1.28 ~=- 232.0 -1.94 -::-
88 731.0 -0.66 •''-,. 354.5 0.30 .;"" 

10 736.5 -0.61 -::- 377.0 0.71 .. ::-
42 r(92. 0 -0.08 ~~ 364.0 0.48 i:-
36 708.5 -o.88 ~~ 324.5 -0.25 * 51 786.0 -0.13 ,. 379.0 0.75 -::-

48 702.0 -0.94 ~:- 354.0 o.29 ~ .. 
93 732.0 -0.65 ~~ 353.5 0.28 of.· 

55 619.0 -1.74 ~:- 403.0 1.19 * 
67 737.0 -0.61 ~i- 41~7. 5 2.00 .0456 
75 756.5 -0.42 ~~ 416.5 1.43 -::· 
Bo 721.0 -0.76 ~" .. 368.0 o.55 * 
78 810.5 0.10 * 322.5 -0.28 -~ 

94 ·r66. o -0.32 .z~ 360.0 0.40 -r.-

72 773.0 -0.26 -~i- 406.0 1.24 -::-

22 782.u -u. 17 ~"" 264.0 -1.35 iS-

43 s44.o 0.42 .. 311 .o -0.49 ~:-
";;" 

o.59 .. 
27 776.5 -0.32 .;:- ~10.0 

.... 
11 754.0 -0.44 .. .32.5 1.73 -r.-

ii"' 
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LEA PST 

52 75t.o -0.44 .. 432.5 1.73 ~·: .. 
i\ 

87 63 .5 -1.57 ~~ 312.0 -0.48 ~; .. 

23 765.5 -0.33 ._ ... 189. 0 -2.73 .0064 
68 609.0 -1.84 ~: .. 212.5 -2.30 .0214 
76 786.5 -0.13 -~- 263.0 -1.73 -:: .. 
15 716.0 -0.80 ~;. 380.0 0.11 -3~ 

65 839.0 0.38 ·~- 292.0 -0.84 -::-
74 715.5 -0.81 ~~ 240.0 -1.79 ~ .. 
49 1058.0 2.48 .0132 273.5 -1 .18 ~-

50 666.5 -1.28 ~~ 289.0 -0.90 ~=· 

~~ 599.5 -1.92 -:~ 370.0 o.59 ~:-

699.0 -0.97 -::- 283.5 -1.00 * 30 600.0 -1.92 -::- 168.5 -3.10 .002 
89 390.5 -0.47 ~=- 289.0 -0.90 ~-

59 1i5.5 -0.52 ., 267.0 -1.30 .. 
~~ .. ,\ 

61 2 1 .5 -2.17 .030 260.5 -1.42 .. 
ii\'" 

~ 529.0 -2.60 .0094 350.0 0.22 ~~ 

573.0 -2.18 .0292 361.5 0.43 .. -... -
29 528.5 -2.61 .009 178.0 -2.93 .0034 

~ 704.5 -0.92 -;,"- 366.5 0.52 -?"" 
586.o -2.06 .0394 257.0 -1.48 ~~ 

19 611 .5 ~1 .81 "'' 161 .5 -3.23 .0012 
57 676.0 -1.19 -::· 388.0 0.92 * 
47 724.5 -0.73 .. 213.5 -2.28 .0226 ·~ 

17 709.5 -0.87 .. 279.0 -1.08 ~:--;,,· 

35 621 .v -1.72 ~~ 304.0 -0.62 ..... 
83 672.0 -1.23 -:~ 352.0 0.26 ~-

92 657.0 -1.38 -r. 410.0 1.32 -::-
33 656.o -1.39 -~- 284.5 -0.98 ~~ 

62 843.5 0.42 ~~ 322.0 -0.29 * 5 664.5 -1.30 ~=- 307.0 -0.57 -::-

7 703.5 -0.93 ~~ 334.0 -0.07 ~-

i 587.0 -2.05 .0404 238.5 -1.82 -:~ 

848.5 0.47 ~: 388.5 0.92 {:-

14 577.0 -2.33 .0198 376.5 0.10 ~~ 

31 559.0 -2.32 .0204 347.5 0 .17 ~-

64 656. o -1.38 ~~ 101. 0 -4.3t .0002 
79 696.o -1.00 i~ 105.5 -4.2 .0002 
39 648.o -1.46 ~=- 333.5 -0.08 -::-
96 847.5 0.46 ~~ 362.5 o.49 ~~ 

25 759.0 -0.39 ~~· 335.5 -0.04 ~~ 

56 71 6.0 -0.80 -::~ 209.0 -2.36 .0182 

2 682.5 -1 .13 " 300.0 -0.69 -:!--0-

8 522.5 -2.67 .0076 346.0 0.14 ~:-

26 368.0 -4.16 .0002 392.0 0.99 ~=· 
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LEA PST 

54 5L1.1 .o -2.49 .0128 141.5 -3.60 .0004 
40 695.0 -1. 01 .. , 288.5 -0.90 ~~ 

91 101.5 -0.89 · ~~ 307.5 - 0.57 ~~ 

45 666.o -1. 29 .. 425.5 1.59 ;.;--;,, 

98 840.0 0.38 ·:~ 338.5 o.oo -?:-

97 708.0 -0.88 ~- 274.5 -1 .16 #~ 

90 786.5 -0.13 ~~ 271.5 -1.22 ~~ 

13 704.5 -0.92 ~:· 337.0 -0.02 * 95 784.0 -0.15 ~~ 405.0 1.23 ., 
n 

28 629.0 -1.65 .. ~ 3il8.5 0.19 -~ 

41 749.5 -0.48 ·::- 461.5 2.26 .0238 
69 856.5 0.54 ~~ ~-0 -1.72 -jZ, 

81 773.5 -0.25 -:} 3 1.5 0.90 -~ 

CORR 

34 395.5 -0.39 ~~ 

60 359.5 -0.95 ~~ 

21 l.ilf-2. 0 0.33 ~'" 32 225.0 -3.0i .0024 
9 370.0 -0.7 -!!-

63 487.0 1.03 ~-

20 491.0 1.09 .. .. 
70 390.5 -0.47 -!} 

37 315.5 -0.70 "i\ 

1 364.0 . -0. 88 ~~ 

66 41i.5 -0.09 ~-

73 25 .5 -2.55 .0108 
16 396.5 -0.37 * 77 446.o 0.40 ~-

71 157 .5 -4.09 .0002 
12 329.0 -1.42 ~· 

46 43i.5 0.22 * 3 45 .5 o.56 .. a.;-

86 450.5 0.47 i:-

53 395.5 -0.39 ~} 

82 357.5 -0.98 .. :: .. 
85 367.0 -0.83 -;:-
88 498.o 1 • 21 -::· 

10 l.V-2.5 0.30 -::-
42 447.0 0.41 -:~ 

36 397.5 -0.36 .,.. 
51 393.0 -0.43 -~ 

48 348.5 -1 .12 .. =~ 
93 456.5 o.56 -;,~-
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CORR 

55 457.0 o.57 ~~ 

67 502.0 1.26 -~=· 
75 534.5 1.77 ~=-
80 431.0 0.16 .. ...... 

78 457.5 o.58 ~~-

94 400.5 -0.31 .. . ,_. 

72 439.0 0.29 -~-

22 467.0 0.72 ~~ 

43 393.0 -0.43 -?'9 

27 436.o 0.24 ~-

11 266.5 -2.39 .0168 
52 266.5 -2.39 .0168 
87 338.5 -1.28 -::-
23 378.o -0.66 ., 

~' 
68 431.5 0.17 ~~ 

76 431.0 0.16 ~~ 

15 383.0 -0.58 .;~ 

65 405.0 -0.24 ~=-

~ 337.0 -1.30 ~i-

49 398.5 -1.59 -::-
50 290.0 -2.03 .0424 

~i 421.0 o.oo ~} 

423.0 0.39 -::-
30 298.0 -1.90 .. .. ,,, 
89 390.5 -O.k7 -:!-

59 366.5 -0. 4 ~~ 

61 281.5 -2.17 .030 
24 246.o -2.71 .0068 
58 273.0 -2.30 .0214 
29 310.0 -1.72 ~~ 

~ 360.5 -0.94 ~~ 

356.o -1.00 .. . ," .. 
19 291.0 -2. 01 • 0444 
57 323.0 -1.52 ~:-

47 382.5 -0.59 ~~-

17 295.0 -1.95 ~=-

35 246.5 -2.70 .007 
83 338.0 -1.28 ~~ 

92 L~86. o 1.02 .. 
33 43L~. o o. 21 -~~ 

62 371.5 -0. '('( ....... 

5 270.5 -2.33 .0198 
7 297.5 -1. 91 " 

LL 298.5 -1.90 " "''. 
6 343.5 -1.20 ~:-
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CORR 

14 315'.0 -1.64 ., 

31 Lil~?. 5 0.42 .. 
64 371.0 -0.77 ·::· 
79 382.5 -0.59 4.,:-

39 392.0 -0 41+ ~:· . ' 
96 L:.35. 5 0.23 .. ~-
25 342.0 -1. 22 ~~ 

56 493.5 1 .14 .. 
2 286.5 -2.08 .0376 
8 277.0 -2.23 .0258 

26 300.0 -1. 87 ~-

54 251.0 -2.6~ .0082 
L~o 376.5 -0.6 {~ 

91 376.o -0.69 {:-

Li-5 336.5 -1.30 " 

98 391.0 -0.46 .. ::· 
97 38~.o -0.57 ·::· 
90 30 .o -1.75 ~~ 

13 306.0 -1.78 ~~ 

95 463.0 o.66 ~-

28 422.0 0.02 ~~-

41 370.5 -0.77 -~-

69 454.5 0.50 i~ 

81 435.o 0.23 ·!:· 

* - probability extends beyond the .05 level 



APPENDIX E 

Comparison of Personal and Social Seriousness 

Ratings by the Total Police Sam:ole Group 

(Mann-\·Jhi tney U Computations) 
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APPENDIX E 

Number u U' Sig. 

34 7L!-· o 47.0 ~~· 

60 71 .5 49.5 ... ,;; 

21 76.o L~5. o .. ;~ 

32 68.o 55.o ·=~-
9 73.5 L.-7 .5 ~~ ?. .. 

63 73.0 i8.o ~: 

20 56.o 5.0 ~~ 

70 67.0 54.0 {:--
37 59.0 62.0 .. ..... 
1 55.o 68.o ~: .. 

66 60.5 60.5 ~~ 

73 67.5 53.5 .. 
~· 16 50.5 71.5 {:-

77 43.5 7 ( .5 ~~ 

71 37.5 83.5 ~~ 

12 58.5 62.5 ~~ 

46 53.0 68.o .. 
·.1~ 

3 33.0 88.o -=~ 
86 63.5 57.5 ~'" 
53 52.0 69.0 ~;. 

82 50.5 71.5 ~:--

85 69.0 52.0 ~:-

88 40.0 81 .o ~~ 

10 66.5 5i.5 .. .... 
42 6L~ .5 5 .5 ~: .. 
36 43.0 78.0 ~~ 

51 51 .5 69.5 .. .. 
48 58.5 62.5 -::--

93 60.0 61.0 ~~ 

55 59.0 62.0 .. 
'' 67 37.0 84.0 .. 

75 61.0 60.0 ~~ 

80 76.5 LJ.4_. 5 ~~ 

78 59.5 61.5 ~~ 

94 61. 0 60.0 -:~ 

72 63.5 57.5 ~~ 

22 68.o 53.0 ~~ 

43 72.0 L~9.o ·::-
27 67.0 54.0 -:z. 
11 56.o 65.o .. 

-~~ 

52 69.5 51.5 ~:· 

87 71 .5 49.5 .. 
-..~-

23 47.5 73.5 ~~ 

68 60.0 61.0 .. 
76 64.0 57.0 -;;. 
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Number u U' Sig. 

15 53.0 68.o 4';' 

65 41. o. so.a .... 
74 L~2.5 78.5 -:~ 

49 69.0 52.0 " ·-~-
50 71.0 5o.o ~z. 

~i 62.0 59.0 ~:-

35.o 86.o -!!-

30 42.0 79.0 "i\ 

89 45.5 75.5 ~~ 

59 51. 0 10.0 -!:-

61 80.5 40.5 ~-

~i 67.0 54.0 * 61.0 60.0 -::-
29 51.5 69.5 ~-

~~ 79.0 42.0 -!i-

L~1. 5 73.5 ~-

19 35.0 86.o -)~ 

57 37.0 BLL.o " "i\ 

47 45.5 75.5 -:~ 

17 78.0 43.0 i~ 

35 Bo.a 41.0 J,~ 

83 62.0 59.0 ~z. 

92 68.5 52.5 -~.a 

33 51.5 69.5 -~-

62 62.0 59.0 -::-
5 35.5 85.5 .. 
7 39.5 81.5 ~~ 

t 61.5 59.5 ~:-

40.0 81 .o ~~ 

14 78.o 43.0 4';' 

31 72.0 49.0 -~-

64 68.5 52.5 ~~ 

79 51.5 69.5 ~~ 

39 83.0 38.0 {~ 

96 79.0 42.0 ~i-

25 68.5 52.5 ~~ 

56 53.0 68.o ~-

2 56.o 65.o ~~ 

8 59.5 61.5 ~-

26 64.0 57.0 .. ;:-
9 62.5 58.5 ·~-

40 57.0 64.0 -:~ 

91 37.5 83.5 -:; 

45 67.0 54.0 ~: .. 
98 56.o 65.0 "·-
97 31. 0 90.0 ~=-

90 62.5 58.5 -?~ 
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Number u U' Sig. 

13 60.0 61 .o ~~ 

95 57.0 64.0 ~~ 

28 68.5 52.5 -;,..-

41 32.5 88.5 ~-

69 62.0 59.0 . ...... 

81 61 .o 60.0 ~~ 

.;:-- - Probability extends beyond the .o5 level. 



APPENDIX F 

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

Police Student 
Q 

r.rotal Total Hale Female LEA PST CORR 

34 10.0 1 o.5 11 • 0 9.0 13.0 6.o 14. 0 
60 ~-6.5 67.0 71 .5 60.0 70.0 69.0 60.0 
21 42.0 32.5 43.0 22.0 49.5 33.0 19.0 
32 L~2. o 29.5 33.0 24.0 37.0 31. 0 26.0 
9 42.0 17. 0 28.0 15.5 17.5 2LJ,. 0 24.0 

63 27.0 14.5 17.0 13.0 20.0 15.0 15.0 
20 3.5 1.0 3.0 2.0 3.0 2.5 1.0 
70 6.5 13.0 12.0 12. 0 15.0 16.0 13.0 
37 25.5 21 .o 21 .5 21 .o 23.0 33.0 27.0 
1 22.0 25.0 30.0 25.0 27.5 34.0 22.0 

66 8.5 9.0 9.0 7.0 9.5 13.0 8.o 
73 77.0 61 .o 59.0 56.o 51.0 79.0 46.o 
16 63.5 54.5 69.5 37.0 57.0 67.0 36.o 
77 19.5 23.0 27.0 23.5 36.0 18.0 25.0 
71 19.5 19.0 21 .5 19.0 25.5 22.0 23.0 
12 13.5 20.0 21 .5 20.0 24.0 23.0 28.0 
L~6 1.0 3.5 4.0 1.0 4.0 1.0 2.0 

3 3.5 6.o 6.o 10.0 5.0 6.o 6.o 
86 3.5 2.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 2.5 2.0 
53 11.5 5.0 5.o 5.0 6.o 5.o 1.0 
82 58.o 57.0 71.5 38.0 75.0 43.5 44.5 
85 4.0.0 16.0 18.5 11.0 12.0 32.0 1 o.o 
88 34.0 38.5 35.5 41.0 53.0 29.0 31. 0 

10 69.0 79.0 80.0 79.0 83.0 76.5 71.5 
42 46.5 59.5 48.0 67.0 68.o 53.0 48.5 
36 71.0 1i.o 73.0 76.o 76.o 81.0 66.o 
51 51.0 3 .5 32.5 33.5 38.0 38.0 38.5 
48 8.5 10.5 1 o.o 14.0 9.5 9.0 18.0 
93 18.0 24.0 20.0 29.0 32.0 17.0 17 .o 
55 46.5 69.5 66.5 67.5 74.0 64.5 65.0 
67 32.5 45.o 42.0 47.0 55.0 37.0 41.5 
72 66.5 11.0 68.o 83.0 78.0 75.0 76.o 
75 28.5 53.0 53.5 56.o 56.o 47.0 57.0 
80 25.5 28.0 29.0 28.0 29.0 26.0 33.0 
78 16.5 22.0 18.5 26.0 21.5 19.0 20.0 
94 31. 0 51.0 46.5 53.0 52.0 40.5 56.o 
22 91 .5 87.0 89.0 86.o 88.o 91.0 81.5 
43 81 .o 76.0 76.o 74.5 65.5 79.0 80.0 
27 78.0 73.0 77.0 73.0 73.0 68.o 79.0 
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Q. Total Total Male Female LEA PST CORR 

11 65.o 80.0 79.0 81 .5 85.5 62.0 81.5 
52 95.0 97.0 96.o 97.0 91 .o 97.0 96.o 
87 91 .5 82.0 88.o ?L~.5 82.0 89.0 68.o 
23 93.0 90.0 83.0 95.o 80.0 92.0 93.0 
68 83.5 66.o 69.0 59.0 65.5 79.0 50. ··1 

76 88.5 78.0 75.o 78.0 72.0 86.o 77.0 
15 87.0 92.0 92.0 93.0 96.0 93.0 86.o 
65 88.5 83.0 86.o · 81 .5 87.0 70.5 85.0 
74 98.o 98.0 98.0 98.0 98.0 98.0 98.0 
49 32.5 59.5 62.5 48.o ~8.o 82.0 47.0 
50 75.0 95.0 94.0 96.o 9.0 95.0 97.0 
38 47.0 81. u 82.0 80.0 71 .o 85.0 83.0 
84 28.5 34.0 15.5 62.5 11.0 .35 • .5 71.5 
30 96.o ·93.0 93.0 92.0 90.0 96.o 91. 0 
89 72.0 41.0 49.0 36.o 42.0 48.5 38.0 
59 86.o 75.o 81 .o 10.0 77.0 74.0 69.0 
61 76.o 52.0 37.0 65.o 31.0 57.0 71.5 

~~ 61.5 62.0 60.0 54.0 59.0 54.5 58.o 
94.0 88.o 87.0 90.0 94.0 70.5 87.5 

29 82.0 89.0 90.0 88.o 93.0 90.0 92.0 

~ 90.0 9L~. o 95.o 91 .o 97.0 88.o 94.0 
73.0 72.0 74.0 69.0 79.0 54.5 67.0 

19 80.0 91. 0 91. 0 87.0 92.0 87.0 87.5 
57 79.0 86.o 84.0 85.o 85.5 66.o 89.5 
47 85.o 85.o 85.0 84.0 84.0 73.0 89.5 

17 46.5 46.5 5o.o 44.5 49.5 41.0 48.5 
35 58.o 50.0 46.5 i9.0 t6.o 42.0 59.0 
83 58.o 69.5 66.5 1.0 8.o 59.5 74.5 
92 46.5 27.0 39.0 46.o 47.0 92.0 43.0 
33 54.0 43.0 55.0 35.o 19.0 52.0 44.5 
62 74.0 65.o 65.0 62.5 61.5 59.5 64.0 
5 66.5 64.0 58.o 12.0 60.0 61 .o 71.5 
7 69.0 71. 0 61.0 77.0 64.0 63.0 78.0 

13 51 .o 56.o 56.o 56.o 61.5 45.5 53.0 
95 24.0 21.0 23.5 32.0 35.o 27.5 29.0 
28 3.5 12.0 12.0 17 .o 14.0 14.0 16.0 
41 60.0 54.5 51 .o 61.o 63.0 43.5 52.0 
69 38.o 31.0 35.5 21.0 33.5 35.5 32.0 
81 38.o 14.5 13. 0 15.5 16.0 21. 0 11.5 

4 61.5 68. o 64.0 71.0 68.o 76.5 61. 0 
6 54.0 49.0 53.5 44.5 L~.o 51 .o 4.5 

14 51.0 35.5 41~. 0 64.0 44.0 39.0 74.5 
31 56.o 37.0 41.0 42.0 39.0 48.5 30.0 
79 38.0 40.0 L~5. o 33.5 30.0 64.5 34.5 
64 35.o 48.o 40.0 50.0 33.5 83.0 34.5 
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Q Tota l Tota l Nale Female LEA PST CORR 

39 36.0 63.0 62 . 5 51.5 58. o 57.0 62. 0 
96 30.0 18.0 25.5 18. 0 25. 5 20.0 21. 0 
25 63. 5 L~.o 52. 0 39. 0 4.0 .5 57. 0 37.5 
56 69.0 58.o 57.0 58 .o 44.0 72.0 55.o 

2 15. 0 7.0 7.5 6.o 7.0 1 o.u 9 . 0 
8 13. 5 35.5 33 ~ 0 40.0 54.0 8.o 51 .o 

26 16.5 29.5 14.0 43.0 17 .5 12.0 63.0 
54 97.0 96.0 97.0 94.0 95.o 94.0 95.o 
40 22.0 46.5 38.5 51.5 40.5 45.5 54.0 
91 22.0 26.0 25.5 30.0 21 .5 27.5 29.0 
45 11.5 8.o 7.5 B.o 8.o 7.0 11.5 
98 6.5 3.5 1.0 4.0 1.0 4.0 4.5 
97 54.0 32.5 31 .o 32.0 27.5 30.0 i1 .5 
90 83.5 84.0 78.0 89.0 81. 0 84.0 4.o 

N=11 N=95 N=50 N=45 N=40 N=26 N=29 
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