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e o
INTRODUCTION

" The first encoufiter that an individual ha; with the
p611ce‘§dves him not oﬁly his firsp, but also a prpf9und and
lasting imp}essioﬁ of the Criminal Justftce System
(Ouimet,. 1969). As this impression affects his future
behavior, it is a matter of major concern to him, éo the
general cgmmuniﬁy. and to those who work in the field of
corrections. The purpose of this study is to examine the
factors which influence police intéraction with youth.

It is ‘argued that police dispositions toward }outhfu]

’/\
offenders involve a variety of extra legal considerations

such as social class, race, and demeanor (Davis, 1975; \\\_,//\\
Ferdinand and Luchterhand, 1970; Cicourel, 1968; Gold, 1966;

Skolnick, 1966% Matza, 1964; Piliavin and Briar, 1964).
Piliavin and Briar (1964) state that a number of cues
émerge from the interaction between the officer and the
youth. These cues include the youth's group gffi]iations,
age, race, grooming, dress, and demeanor. The youth's
deméanOr, however, appears to be the most important cue.
'Others have arrived at a similar conclusion (Black and

Reiss, 1970).



Studies indicate that the police develop stereotypical
views or theories of delinquency with regard to the type of
adolescent who is 1ike1y to be de}ﬁnquent..;Cicoure1
(1968; 67) contends in this connection that'":..the
officer's 6?Econstituted tvpifications and stock of
knowledge at hand 1e$g him to préjudge much of what he
encounters. . ." Unfortunately, this process of typification
is class-linked and operating through common sense

assumptions on the part of the police about where delinquent

activity is most likely to be found.

The abuse of alcohel is a form of deviant activity
in which youth of all strata engage (Ogbourne et al.,
1978; Smart et al., 1977, 1975;-Clinton, 1976; Vaz, 1971;
Blum, 1969; Cicourel, 1968; Kvaraceus, 1966; Haddox and
McCall, 1964; Cavan, 1962). Although this is a form of
illegal behavior, not everyone engaging in it is apprehended.
This appears to be particularly so in the case of middle
and dpper class children rather thanv1ower c¢lass children.
This study seeks to ascertein which type of youth_indu]ges
in this behavior and which type of youth is apprehended

(arrested) by the police for it.

The study is essentially a self-renort study on which
the following information is being sought:

¢



1)

2)
3)

8)

Demog%aphib characteristics such as sex, age, and
ethnic arigin;

Socio-economic characteristics - parenfa]_occupation;
Social background such as the number of siblings
and with Qhom the youfh is living; |

Relationship with parents - disciplinary action and
the reaction to it;

Achievement at séhoo] - grédes, etc.;

U?é-of alcohol - frequency of consumption at
present and in the past, etc.;

Cdntact with the police and the Criminal Justice
System;

Peer affiliations.
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CHAPTER I

POLICE DISCRETION: ITS IMPLICATIONS FOR YOUTH

A) The Role of Police in Society

Policing, on the abstract level, is primarily a
reactive function disguised as a proactive one (Kinnane,
1979; Black and Reiss, 1970; Reiss and Bordua, 1967).

Ay
Policeé rarely fight crime as much as they clean up after it.

The job maintainéﬂé proactive appearance due to the
attitude on the part of the administration and the
traditional concept of law enforcers as crime fighters
(Kinnane, 1979).

An American field observation'study by Black and Reiss
(1970) suggests that police work is more reactive than
proactive; the police usually do not seek out deviant
behavior but more often respond to complaints about such
behavior. They, in turn, suggest that there are two basic
types of police mobilization; there is the citizen-initiated
or reactive mobilization and the police-initiated or
proactive mobilization.

Studies tend to suggest that it is the citizen of the
community and not the police who most often initiates the

societal response to deviance despite the image that the

media portrays and the public holds (Hagan, 1977:; Reiss,
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1971; Black and Reiss, 1970; Reiss and Bordua, 1967).

Black (1971), the deterrence function of the criminal
process to an important degree depends: upon the willingness
of citizens to mobilize the criminal law.

Preventing crime, cdetecting and apprehending offenders,
maintaining order in the community, controlling highway
traffic, and coping with minor or major emergencies are
considered the primary fuhctions of the police (Ouimet,
1969). However, Ouimet suggests that much of the work is
clerical or peacekeeping in nature as well as éommuni;y
service oriented (Grosman; 1973). ’

Although Canadian police forces hgve not formally
subscribed to a specified set of princip]es, police
development in Canada has been based on similar prfhcip]es
found among the British police which consist of pre:e\$1ng
crime and disorder, recognizing that the potppnoﬂ/£;;\pol1ce
to fu]f111 their funct1ons and dut1es 1s depanggnt oa
public approval of their existence, actions, and behavior,
and on their ;bi1ity‘to secure and maintain public respect,
recoanizing that to secure and maintain public respeEt and °,
approval means also securing the willing co-operation of
the public, recognizing that the extent to which co-operation

of the public can be secured diminishes proporticnately the

necessity of the use of physical-force and compulsion for



achieving.poljce objectives, seeking and preserving public

favor by demonstrating absolutely impartial service to law,

using physical force only when the exercise of persuasioh,

advice and warning is found to be insﬁfficient to obtain

public co-operation, maintaining at all times a relationship

with the public that gives reality to the historic tradition

that the police are the public and the public are the police,
recognizing the need fér strict adherence to police-

executive functions, and recognizing that the test of ///
police efficiency is the absence of crime and disorder ( ;f
(Kelly and Kelly, 1976: 26-27).

The general function of the police has been the
maintenance of law and order (Kinnane, 197S; Jayewardene,
1973; Skolnick, 1966), however due to the broad and abstract
definition of these objectives, police have taken upon
themselves duties of a social nature 1n'the community..
Although, the roie of the police is seen as an enforcement
role, a larger proportion of poiicing is spent on service
activities (Grosman, 1973; Quimet, 1969:; Skolnick, 1966,
Cumming et al., 1965; Banton, 1964}. In poor neighbourhoods,
the police provide the medfca1 as well as Ieéal services
normally provided by specialists in more affluent communities

(Kinnane, 1979).




The police are our gate-keepers of dEVianée, responding
‘to all.day to day variations from the norm. This case
persists because it allows the police\;o avoid the fmage as
oppressive keepers of the Taw; the poﬁice frequently are

the only twenty-four hour serv{fé’%gency available to
respond Ep.those in need; the police are usuail the only
agency willing to serve the ignorant and the poor; the
police have thg knowledge and access to other agencies when
referrals are necessary-{Hagan, 1977; Cumming et al.,
1965).

Evans' (1973: 64) Montreal study on the police indicates
that 13% of the total working hours in that city were spent
on anti-criminal activity. Evans (61) estimates that across
Canada, the average officer brings criminal charges against
only 1.25 individuals every month. '

Levens (1980: 211) suggests that between 50% and 80%
of the policeman‘'s time on the job is devoted to social
service activities (ie. domestic problems, health related
activities, missing persons, vehicle accidents, directing
traffic, etc.) as compared with the law enforcement duties
usually associated with the police officer's role. By
recording incoming calls over a period of 174 hours in the

city of Vancouver, it was found that 46.6% of the calls and
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49.;5“3? the patrol officer!s time were devoted to service
raéher than law enforcement duties.

According to Whitehouse {1973), the police officer's
dual %unction of performing law enforcement dutiés and
peacekeeping services has been present as long as there
have been police departments. ﬁe further states that some
present day policemen are under. the impression that their
community service functions are a newly acquired activity.

According to Neill {(1970), the police engage in a
multitude of duties which result in ineffectual functioning.
‘?_ Such assignments as controlling traffic, issuing parking

tickets, and providing security for buildings should not be
included in the agenda of police duties. |

Hayduk (1976), in a study of police behavior in

- Edmonton, Alberta, describes police work as involving both
moment to moment sensema2king and a concern for the
managiﬁg of practical situations.

A Toronto police study by Shearing and Leon {1974),.
observes that jt is the residual access to the legitimized
usé of force that makes the poliée such a freaguently

.summoned response for the soiution of oublic and private

'1roub1es.



The police in a democratic society are required

to maintain order and to do so under the rule of
law. As functionaries charged with maintaining
order, they are part of the bureaucracy that
disciplined adherence to rules and regulations.

By contrast, the rule of law emphasizes the rights
of individual citizens and constraints upon the
initiative of legal officials.

(Skolnick, -1966: 63
It is, therefore, suggested that we consider the police
s an omnibus service agency (Clark and Sykes, 1974), that
we understand the activities of the police officer as
peacekeeper (Bittner, 1967), and that we examine the police

officer in his or her role as philosopher, quide, and

friend (Cumming et al., 1965).

B) The Effects of Public Pressure

Police operate under a number of pressures which
influence their success on the job. The lack of public
support is one of the primary concerns facing police today
due to their reactive as well as'ambiguous role in our
society (Wexler, 1974; Jayewardene, 1973; Ouimet, 1969;
Wilson, 1968; Skolnick, 1966; Becker, 1963; Westley, 1953).

In certain crisis situations, the po]ice.have turned
to the media as a means of communicating with khe public:
For example, advertising was the weapon chosen by

Metropolitan Toronto Police to battle the barrage of charges
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resulting from the shooting death of A. Johnson_in
Toronto August 26, 1979. The ad placed in Torontg newspagpers

said, "We can't do it without you" and\gfed the slogan,

The ad drew an overwhelming show of

L]

support from the Torontonians and achieved exactly the

“We're proud of us.

results for which the police had hoped (Marketing, 1979: 2).

Police perceive themselives as rejected by the public
(Black and Reiss, 1967). McNamara (1967) states that the
police consider their work important while citizens do not-
conceive it as highly. Due to the problematic interaction
patterns, the public has by and large rejected and isolated
the police socially. The result is a closed culture,
highly cohesive and secretive (Wexler, 1974; Reiss, 197i;
Wilson, 1963). Rookies learn the attitudes, phi]osophy and
biases of their new group, and in turn adopt a generaf
suspicion of the public. The police subculture becoﬁes a
protective shell of mutuail understanding, uniting
police as it isolates them ffom a public that does not
understand and which treats them with little respect‘
{Kinnane, 1979: 60-61).

A rough sampie of 20 lawyers, 14 social workers,

35 prominent Negroes, and & union stewards indicated a
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general condemnation of the police and characterized them
as ineffectual, brutal, corrupt, and ignorant
(Westley, 1970: .105).

The policeman's attitude toward the public and his
definition of its attitude toward him is clearly
substantiated in a surv of a representative sample of
85 policemen; 73% belie'zd- that the public hated the police
and was against them, and only 12% believed that the'pub]ic
lTiked the police aﬁd supported them. The explanation for
thinking this way was bagicly that the public was. ignorant
of the nature of police Qork (Westley, 1976: 107).

Police beIieve.tﬁat the public fails to realize the
difficulties inherent in the duties of the average
policemam-and therefore, become frequently subject io
criticism (Juimet, 1969).

Buckner (1974) observes that almost all societal
institutionﬁ need the police to carry out their dirty
work, buF thét these-same institutions seldom va]ué
police services. _

"Police are reported as being suspicious (Dodd, 1967;
Skolnick, 1966), cynical (Fortier, 1972; Toch, "1965),
jsolate@~from both personal friends and the public

(Fortier, 1972; Rokeach, 1971), suffering from a feeling of



14

~

powerlessness (Chwast, 1965}, as perceiving themselves in
positions of low esteem (Wilson, 1968; Becker, 1963), and
precccupied with obtaining respect from the public
(Rokeach, 1971).

A study conducted by Courtis and Dussuyer (1970) in <
Toronto suggests that the quality of police-community
relations was only thought to be moderately satisfactory.

The tendency was to attribute the lack of good relations
between the‘po]ice and the public to a lack of .sensitivity
" on the part of the police in handling face to face relations.
Tt was also found that the attitudes of the public towand
: .

the police ranked below a number of other factors as to
the influence they were thought to exert on the work
carried out by the poiice.

. - . '

The policeman regards the public as his enemy,

feels his oece™ition to be in conflict with the

community, and regards himself to be a pariah.

The experience and feeling give rise to 2

collective emphasis upon secrecy, an attempt 1o

coerce respect from the public, and a beiief that

almost any means are legitimate in completing an
important arrest.

L (Westley, 1953: 35)
Police morale may not suffer enly because citizen
attitudes are_thought to be hostile, but in addition
because, the other elements in the system by which society

deals with crime are defective (wilson: 1963).

/
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The legal system is not a seamless web of
tightly articulated rules and roles, but a
loose-jointed system held together at many™
points by a microsystem of antagonistic
co-operation and discretionary decisions.

(Reiss and Bordua, 1967:. 26)

) Police Discretion

The respect for private ordering that is formal in
civil law is informal i} criminal law. TRis informal
practice allows the poljce to vary their relationship to
the many private dispute settling procedures available.
A]tE;:;h the police are formally organized to enforce both
law and order, it is apparent that they are involved in
enacting justice, better known as police discretion
(Wexler, 1974; Westley, 1970; Cicourel, 1968; Reiss and
Bordua, 1967; Skolnick, 1966).

a) Its Definition

Pound (1960: 925) describes ﬁo1ice discretion as
"...an authority conferred by law to act in certain
conditions or situations in accordance with an official's or
an official agency's own considered judgement and
conscience.* Judge Breital (1960: 427) defines it as
"...the power to consider all circumstances and then

determine whether any legal action is to be taken. And if
=, .
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so taken, what kind-and degree, and to what conclusion.”
For Goldstein (1963: 140-141) "... the exercise of police
discretion suggests that the police are required, because
of a variety of factors, to decide overtly how much of an
effort is to be made to enforce specific laws, that actions
short of arrest may achieve the desired goal, that a police
officer. may decide not to make an arrest even in those
situat{ons in which an offence has been committed with
evidence at hand, and that policemen are not robots but

-

reasgnable men whose judgements are essential.”

b) Its Evolution

The police are piagued with the dilemma of choice and
decision which is bound in the criminal law but goes
unrecognizea by the legal code {Grosman, 1973). In turn,
the police are thrust into what Pound (1960: 925) has
called "the twilight zone between laws and morals.”

The police have come to possess such discretionary
power thrbugh the evolution of law enforcement practices.
According to Barrett (1962), justicés were established in
England to keep the peace in the early 14th century; these
justiﬁes of the peace had the power to arrest and were the
over-riding police authority in each county. This English

practice was then brought to colonial America where it became

-7
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adopted in Massachusetts; however, not 21l American colonies
adopted the practice. With the formulation of the first
police force 1in 1829 in England, the justices soon resigﬁed
their positions and it becaﬁe the role of.the po]icé to
assume the requpsibi]ity of investigation. Although the
law was never clearly stated whether ﬁhe police could
exercise the same powers as the justices (better known today
as magistrates), the police came to bear the full
responsibility for securing the evidence that would justify
"holding the defendant for trial when presented to 2
magistrate. Today, both in the United States and in
tngland, the theory of the law has continued to be that
the primary requnsibi]ity of the magistrate is to determine
whether a person shall be taﬁen into custody, and the police
are Jjust tozﬁring the individual promptly before the
magistrate.

That this is not the case in reality is obviously clear.
Due to the lack of magistrates in our society,'po1ice have
taken over most of the investigative and screening functions;
the decision whether to take a sispect into custody is
almost always made by the police except where a warrant is
issued by the magistrate. Recognition of the disparity in

law and practice shows that neither the courts nor
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1egis1afors have faced up to the probiem and conseguently,
police continue to be subjected to ever—increaging-criticism
for conduct regarded by many, as 2 higher-order obligation,
as well as beingtleft with 1ittle in Qay of definitive '
and realistic rules governing their enforcement activities
which allows for the likelihood of abuse (Barrett, 1962).
Although our legal ideals aemand that all laws should
be ecually and fairiy enforced regardliess of the personal
preferences of law enforcers, in practice there exists

priorities (Skolnick and Woodworth, 1967).

c) Its Necessity -

Full enforcement consists of the investigation of
every disturbing event which is reported to or observed by
the police and which theyv have reason to suspect a possible
violation of the criminal law; following a determinatioﬂ
that some-¢rime has been committed, an effort is made to
discover its perpetrators; a presentation be given to
the prosecutor, of all information collected by the police,
for his determination of the appropriateness of further
invoking the criminal process (Goldstein, 1960: 558-560).

From this synopsis, it is clear that fult enforcement

is not a realistic expectation; it is somewhat 2 myth



(Grosman, 1973; Goldstein, 1960). It is neither feasible
(Wexler, 1974) nor tolerable {Breital, 1960).

Experts in the fié;ﬂ have implied that some police
discrgtion is necessary in the everyday performance of
police work (Grosman, 1973;'Hi]son, 1568; La Fave, 1965;
Breital, 1960). That this is the case has been both
investigated and explained by such experts.

In interpreting the legal mandate, the exercise of
police discretion is necessary because ambiguities exist
in the definitions of both substantive offences and due
process boupdaries. No legislation has succeeded in
formuTating a substantive criminal codg which clearly
encompasses all conduct intended to be made criminal and
which clearly excludes all other conduct. Poor
draftsmanship and a failure to revise the Criminal Code to
eliminate the obsolete provisions, have much to contribute
to the existing ambiguities that police face in their daily
activities. This is a result of both limitations upon
language effectiveness and the inability of legislators to
envisage the day to day problems that po]iée encounter
(Goldstein, 1963: 141-147); La Fave, 1962: 112-113).

The police officer is confronted with a specific

situation, not a general legal clause and must, therefore,
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£it the specific to the general; this‘mental process of
matching involves choice (Wexler, 1974).

The generality of criminal legislation and procedure
is often used by both police officers and administration to
justify the implementation .of their own values 1in their
performance, and this can be accomplished without violation
~

7gf law or procedure [(Grosman, 1973).

The enforcement of moral behavior, however, affects
the capacity of the police to operate within the constraints
contemplated by the rule of law. Given the task of
enforcing "unenforceable laws" often makes it nearly
impossible to avoid wide discretion on the part of the
police (Skolnick, 1966).

Due to the dilemma created by limited resources and
lack of established priorities for law enforcement, police

_discretion becomes the tool to acquire maximum efficiency
(Grosman, 1973; La Fave, 1962; Wilson, 1962; Breital, 1960;
Goldstein, 1960). Limitations of manpower, money, time, and
investigating devices prevent the police from arresting and
presenting to the orosecutors all offenders: there are Just

not enough resources allocated to allow for full

enforcement of all laws against all offenders (La Fave, 1962).
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The growth in the number of criminal and

regulatory offences without a corresponding growth

in police manpower has led to the selective

enforcement of laws. Given the inc¢creasing

total number of crimes in the community and the

‘fairly stable police manpower, the concept of full

enforcement gives way to the realistic application

of police resources to those areas where they are

most needed.

{Grosman, 1973: 46)

The police concern for clearance of crimes through
arrest is another pressure placed on the police officer by
police management (Reiss and Bordua, 1967; Skolnick, 1966;
Wilson, 1962). Griffin (1958) suggests that the clearance
rate is the most important indication of the efficiency of
the police force as a whole, and it is often used to
ex;]uate individual police officers. The departmental
arrest figures may define the policeman's success, but
the acquittals in court may define his failures {Reiss and
Bordua, 1967).

What the policeman does in order to amplify clearance
rates may have such consequences as weakening both the
validity of clearance rates and the legality and aims of
law enforcement. Everytime a complaint is filed as a
suspicious circumstance instead of as a reported offence,

the clearance rate rises since it is based on the ratio

of cleared to actual offences. Such a system often tempts
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police officers to report a complaint as a suspicious'
circumstance even when it is ciear that the offence has
occurred, so that thev will appear as efficient officérs
who have managed to keep the crime rate in check (Skolnick,
1966).

Although the clearance rate may appear to be the best
measure when the ‘unction of the police is to detect and
apprehend criminals (Jayewardene, 1973), it is not frgg of
flaws and is therefore, susceptibie to police discretion
(Skolnick, 1966).

The individual ooliceman is production oriented; an
arrest indicates success and an accuittal indicates
failure. \When he does not receive support from the judicial
system, he tends to take the law into his own hands often
by Eaking a decision not to arrest, or by making an arrest
where there jis no intention on his part to prosecute. Such
behavior is interpreted by Reiss and Bordua (1967) as
sanctioning the judicial system for_what the police officer
defines as its failure to make him a success; the police
desire an‘outcome that signifies their effort has been
appreciated and in turn, mqra]ity has been unheld.

The nolice exercise their own expertness and abilities

in making judgements as tc the guilt and innocence of
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suspects. In turn, law enforcement agencies and courts are
expending increasing amounts of energy in fighting each

other {Barrett, 1962), instead of co-operating toward 2
.common goal. Due to their pre¢ious experiences, the police
acquire the attitude that in particular circumstances there
is no need to arrest since the person will be, without doubt,
acquitted by the judicial system (La Fave, 1962}.

Poiice feel that criminal procedure has been

unfairly weighted against them...The policeman

finds it difficult to fathom and to justify a

system which on the one hand requires that he be

increasingly knowledgeable and competent in

general areas as well as those relating specifically

to police wprk and on the other hand, sometimes

nullifies his best efforts by interposing seemingly

irrational reouirements and procedural delays.
(Skolinick, 1966: 199)

Special circumstances that apply to the individual make
impossible the administration of justice by mere application
of rules. The juétification given is that innovation would
cause more harm than good; the cost of arrest to the
of fender and his family would outweigh the risk which would
be created by not subjecting the offender to the criminal
justice system {(La Fave, 1962). The criminal justice system
could lose respect, especially if these individuals would

likely not repeat the action and the offence is one of a

minor concern.
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Once a person is convicted, the state deprives the
offender of 1ife, liberty, dignity, and property. The
stigma becomes operative upon the offender's release and
impedes his "rehabi]ifation“ (Goldstein, 1960).

Usually trivial offences produce-an action short of
arrest since 1t.¥; both 2 waste of time, money and effort
to bring the suspect to cdourt. Conduct that does not
deviate-from the sub-group.standards in the community is
usually unenforced, as well as those offences where the
victim does nq& wisﬁ to prosecute. Preventing the loss of
public support and réspect often places pressure on police
officers to nonenforce certain conduct in perticular areas
0f the community. In raré cccasions, the victim's own
conduct disentit]és hiﬁ to prosecution (La Fave, 1962

" Goldstein's (1960: 554) American study of municipail
police forces presents three poiice programs of non-
enforcement. 1) Non-enforcement of narcotic laws against
certain violators who inform, against other more serious
viglators: 2) non-enforcement of felonious assault laws
against an assailant whose victim does not sign a
complaint; 3) non-enforcement of gambling lTaws against
persons "engacged in the numbers racket, but to instead

provide harassment.
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Police are in an excellent position for bargaining,
and in turn, use it as a means for catching more serious
crimes which they believe will generate more public support
and respect. The same explanation can also be inen as to
why the police refuse to take a person into custody whose
victim refuses to sign a complaint. Because gambling is
one activity where conviction is-almost impossible, the‘
police use harassment as a tool to keep it in éheck
(Goldstein, 1963; Goldstein, 1960).

Although the non-enforcement aspect of police discretion
is the most often cited (Grosmaﬁ, 1973; Skolnick, 1966;
Goldstein, }960), police discretibn can be exercised in
the area of JTaw enforcement.

- La Fave (1962) suggests that police sometime arrest to
avoid a strain upon available resources (to avoid future
calls for police action); they arrest to maintain respect
for the police as a whole; they arrest to maintain the public
image of full enforcement; they arrest because of the
opportunity to punish (unenforced criminal laws left on the
book are often used to apprehend suspects in order to
interrogate them on some other serious offence). Finally,

palice arrest to aid in the investigation of an offence.



d) Its Subjectivity

Aithough police discretion is recognized as a necessary
function, it may result in inequality of treatment; not all
police officers act in the same way under similar
circumstances (Quimet, 1969). ~Police discretion is sometimes *
perceived as imoroper bec2use it contemnlates decision-
making not strictly governed by legal rules, but with a
significant element of personal judgement, where the
consequences of official action may directly affect a
citizen's freedom and property {La Fave, 31962).

The police decision to arrest is not only a response
to criminal law requirements, but it also consists of thg‘
individual officer's social and personal values combined
with his assessment of what he believes are the policy
preferences of the police organization (Qrosman, 1973;
Westley, 1970; Wilson, 1968).

The police, Tike 21l members of society, operate with
background expeétancieé that enable them to transform an
environment of objects to recognizable displays. The
police come with their own expectancies to each scene, and
according to these expectancies, make their own practical

decisions (Cicourel, 1968).
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Stebbins and Flynn (1374) propose a model for studying
police encounters with citizens. Police enter the scéne
with one or more goals in mind, they perceive what is.
happening (ie. they see, hear, feel what is occcurring),
they interp}et, give meaning or define these perceptions,
and they ultimatély perform their duties on the basis of
the definition they formulate.

e

Discretionary decisions, whether made by the lowest
ranking officer or:by.the commanding officer through the
police organization, are crucial not only to the suspect ~
and his rights, but also to the public as a whole -

(Grosman, 1973).

e) Its Low Visibility

That the police do exercise discretion in their duty
is both a well known and accepéed‘fact of life (Kinnane,
1979; Davis, 1975; Wexler, 1974; Grosman, 1973; wesf1ey,
1970; Cicourel, 1968; Schur, 1968; Skolnick, 1966;

La Fave, 1965, 1962; Goldstein, 1963; Breital, 1960;
Goldstein, 1960). How they use it is the more pertinent
question to be asked. Since police decisions often escape
feview by the courts as well as the public, the
discretionary power alloted to the police can be abused

{Cicourel, 1968; Skolnick, 1966; La Fave, 1962).
&
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Police discretion has rére]y been recognfzed by

the law because of the Tow %isibility of such

decisions and the limitations on the means for

chailenging specific instances of inaction.
(La Fave; 1962: 104)

This extremely low visibility continues because of
police reluctance to acknowledge that such discretibuary
power is exercised. By acknowledging such discretion, it
would place them in a predicament o{\iiiii:fing for every
act or failure to act, and in turn, could leave them open
to charges laid by the public, since their performance
sometimes varies with their moods or prejudices (Kinnane,
1979).. To acknowledge discretion belies the very image
in which the police officer takes pride, and it would
further set back the possibi]i}y of ever sécuring good
police-community relations {Goldstein, 1963). : ~

The courts do not acknowledge the exercise of police
discretion {(Wexler, 1974; Banton, 1964; La Fave, 1962},
and neither does the public (Wexler, 1974; Courtis and
Dussuyer, 1970), despite the intolerance of full enforcement

and its high financial cost {Breijtal, 1960). A study |

conducted in Toronto by Courtis and Dussuyer (1970}

suggests that in the majority of cases, citizens refuse to >
:acknowledge the exercise of discretion by police except for

minor offences (ie. traffic), yet,associate the image of
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the “Good Cop" with characteristics that are associated
primarily with the exercise of discretion;.the result is
further ambiguity for law enforcers. ' s
Society, as a whole, in its continual.refusal to
acknowledge police discretion and to recognize the fact
that police are just ordinary men in extraordinary
circumstances, has laid the foundation for the continual
abuse of justice. One assumed form of abuse is discrimina-
tion, especially against the lower class (Cicourel, 1968;

Werthman and Piliavin, 1967; Gold, 1966).

-f) 1Its Effect On Juvenile Justice

Because c¢f the philosophy and practices of our
juvenile justice syétem, the extent of discretionary power
resting with police off?fqg]s is greater in juvedile cases
than in those dealing with adult offenders (Cicourel, 1968;
Piliavin and Briar, 1964; Kitsuse and Cicourel, 1963).

With industrialization and urbanization in the 19th
century, a growing concern about envirbnmeata] influences
resulted in the desire to rescue children and restore them
to a healthful 1ife. This child-saving movement began in
Chicago by a group of feminist reformers who helped to pass

special laws and. new reformatory-institutions for young
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offenders. This movement was basically @ middie-class one,
since it was this class that had an excess of leisure time
and were wanting to further their careers. This group
defended the importance of the home, family 1ife, and
parental supervision with respect to the child. As-
parental authority, home education, rural life, and the
independence of the family as a social unit were being

_ threatened by urbanism and industrialism, children became
the objectified victfﬁs\ﬁﬁl)us. the feminist movement was
primarily dedicated to helping children of the poor, the
immigrant, and the broken family {(Platt, 1968).

The fact that this union tended to imply that
children of slum dwellers were the most prone to delinguent
activity is c¢learly obvious, and this, in turn, has come
to dominate our way of thinking today (Cicourel, 1968).

A juvenile delinquent under section 2(1) of the
Juvenile Delinquent's Act is defined as the following:

Any cai]d who violates any provision o% the

Crimi®al Code or of any federal or provincial

statute, or of any by-law or ordinance of any

municipatity, or who is guilty of sexual ~
immorality or any similar form of vice, or

who is liable by reason of any other act to

be committed to an industrial school or juvenile

reformatory under any federal or provincial &
statute.

(Greenspan, 1978: 737)
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Juvenile delinquency under Section 3 of the Juvenile
Delinquent's Act refers to the following: |

(1) The commission by a child of any of the

acts enumerated in the definition of 'juvenile

delinquent' in subsection 2(1), constitutes an

offence to be known as a delinquency, and sha]1

be dealt with as here1nafter provided:

(2) Where a child is adjudged to have

committed a delinquency, he shall be dealt with,

not as an offender, but as one in a condition of

delinquency and therefore, requiring help and

guidance and proper supervision.
(Greenspan 1978: 738}

The Juvenile Delinquent's Act as well as the Juvenm1e
legislation in the United States allow for cons1derab1e
discretion on the part of authorities in their handling of
delinquents, which in turn can be influenced by the
organization of the police department {(Wilson, 1968).

The official justificétion for the exercise of
discretion by juvenile bureaus is that each juvenile
offender should be dealt with on the~basis of what-is best
for him or her (Piliavin and Briar, 1964), while keep1ng
in m1nd that stigmatization resulting from arrest and
detention could possibly reinforcé'deviant behavior -
(Cloward and Ohlin, 1960).

Due to the philosophy that more we1gﬁt should be

given to the juveniie's character and 1ife situation than
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to his actqal offend{ng behavior, brejudicia] practices by
police dfficers can escape notice more easily in their
dealings with juveniles than with adults (Piliavin and Briar,
1964). ) | )

Police develop stereotyped vieﬁs or theories oflwhat-

Causés del{nouency'and what types of adolescents are likely
“to be de11nquen; “Thus, the. officer's'preconstituted
typifications and stock of know]edge at hand leads him to
prejudge much of what he encounters ..." (Cicourel, 1968:
67).

This process of typification is class-linked, operating
through common sense aséumptions on the part of the police
about whefe delinquent activity is most likely to be found.
Each encounter, beginning with the initial police-juvenile
contact, produces a diaiogue whereby'a11 events are
ihterpreted, given meanﬁng, labeled, and categorized

(Cicourel, 1968).

~

a———nd.

. The juvenile officer exercises a good deal of
discretion in deciding how to process offenders,
a dfscretion that far transcends the meaSure of
ambiquity ordinarily involved in legal
assessments of motivation and intent.

{Werthman & Piliavin, 1967: 72)
Policing of juveniles often follows an informal

processing or harassment model rather than a formal
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processing model of confrol. Juveniles are rarely
arrested when there is little evidence, however, when™
strong evidence is available, formal enforcement becomes
a2 privilege of the arresting officer. This privilege
provides an obportunity for discriminatory practices
(Davis, 1969).

When an arrest is made, complex personal

interactions come into play. The definition of

criminal is not based so much on behavior in

obvious violation of a specific criminal law

as it is on circumstances present in the -

encounter between policeman and suspect.

(Quinney, 1969: 119)

Kitsuse and Cicourel (1963: 135, 137) suggest that
deviant behavior is behavior which is organizationally
defined, processed, and treated as strange or abnormal and
therefore, what our official statistics reflect are the
specifically organizational contingencies which condition
the application of specific statutes to actual conduct
through the interpretations, Qecisions, and actions of law
enforcement personnel. Hence, official-statistics fail to
reflect the decisions made‘and discretion exercised by the
police (Davis, 1975; Quimet, 1969; Cicourel, 1968; Schur,
19685 Kitsuse and Cicourel, 1963; Barrett, 1962; Goldstein,
1960).



It is argued that police disposition of juvenile
offenders 1nvoltgs a variety of extra legal considerations.
These cues include the youth's group affiliations, age,
grades, race, grooming, dress, and demeanor. The youth's
demeanor, other than his or her prior record, was considered
ihe most important cue (Cicourel, 1968; Werthman and
piliavin, 1967: Skolnick. 19665 Piliavin and Briar, 1964;
Goldman, 1963).

According to Werthman and Piliavin (1967), the
fa;tors influencing the disposition of youthful offenders
consis£ of the following: the seriousness of the offence,
the previous record of the offender, parental control or
discipline, and the child's demeanor. They tend to view
parental control as a more important factor than any of
the offence related criteria; one concern of the police
officer is the likelihood of future offences, and this
largely depends upon the kind of oarents a youth happens
to gossesé. 1f a house appears messy, & parent is missing,
or a mother is on welfare, the probability of arrest
increases. Similarly, @ youth with a father or sibling in
jail is considered a risk.

The most important féctor, according to Cicourel

{1968), is the child's attitude toward the police.
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Afthough a2 truant may not be totally responsible for his
behavior, he may be a touch rebellious or aéting in willful
disfegard for the law; the nature and intent of the crime
is not as important as the attitude of the offender towards
the idea of law itself. Those individuals who are contrite
about their infractions, respectful to police officers, and
fearful of sanctions that might be employed against them,
tend to be viewed by police as basically law-abiding and
therefore, would be most likely to receive a warning about
the conseqguences of committing the particular crime again.
The police officer might feel that contact with the
juvenile justice system could possibfy damage a positive
attitude toward the law and conventional behavior. In
contrast, the offenders who show disf%%pec; toward the
police, who are fractious and persistent troublemakers or
punks, tend to generate a@ harsher response from law
enforcers. Not only has the individual violated a legal
rule, but he has also rejected the normative basis for
conforming to it; a perfect canpidate for arrest,
detention, and eventual incarceration. There is a

tendency to let the respectful offender off easily, but to
give the works to the disrespectfu].offender (Kinnane, 1979;

Black, 1971; 8lack and Reiss, 1970; Cicourel, 1968; «
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Werthman aﬁa Piliavin, 1967; Skolnick, 1966; Piliavin and
Briar, 1964; Goldman, 1963; La Fave, 1962; Westiey, 1953) .
Although b]éck and native offenders(tend to have a
higher arrest rate when compared to white offenders, there

is no evidence to suggest that police discriminate on the
basis of race {Black, 1977; Black and Reiss, 1970; Reiss,
1968; Skolnick, 1966; La Fave, 1965; Piliavin and Briar,
1964; Stinchcombe, 1963). It is suggested that black
offenders are arrésted at a comparatively high rate ~
primarily because they show greater disrespect for both

the law and its enforcers (Black, 1973; Piliavin and Briar,
1964), they tend.to commit more serious crimes based on
departmental statistics (Black and Reiss, 1970; Pil{avin

and Briar, 1664), and because black offenders tend to
encounter complainants who demand seve:i dispositions (Black
and Reiss, 1970; Werthman and Piliavin, 1967).

Since most research on juvenile delinquency implies
that delinquency is a lower class phenomenon (Haskell and
Yablonsky, 1978; Tribble, 1972; West, 196%; Eysenck, 1964}
MacKay, 1963; Bloch and Geis, 1962; Gluetks, 1962g Trasler,
1962), it becomes harder for a juvenile to avoid criminal
detection not for what he did, but for who he {s. As a
result, middle to upper class delinquency has had a much

shorter history (Cicecurel, 1968).
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Bordua (1969) suggests that class bias does not show
up in statistics because police must reserve the use of

court referrals for only the most severe cases due to the

overckowding of court calendars, and the lack of jnstitutidni

al space for juveniles.

Gold (1966) estimates that if fesu1ts were complete
and unselective, the present ratio of five to one,
favoring the selection of jower status offenders would be
actually closer to one and one half to one; delinquency is
relatively d%stributed evenly throughout all social.ranks,
but the bias infiltration in police dispositions operate to
concentrate official violatiohs in the lower strata.

The police can see only what the structure af their
beats make 1t possible for them to see and therefore,
lower class neighborhoodé become the target for police
inte}rogation (Werthman and Piliavin, 1967).

'waever, not all studies confirm these findings. The
study results of McEachern and Bauzer (1967) and Bodine
{1964) suggest that-the offence type, arrest record,
probation status, age, police officer, and department affect
the poche offikial's disposition, as well as in Terry's
(1967) and Goldman's {[1963) study where the offence.and
previous record appear to b% the most securely established.

Ve

be
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Where legal factors are taken into account, the relationship
between socio-economic status and police disposition usually

is either weak or removed {(Hirschi, 1980: Green 1§70).

D) Alcohol Use Among Youth

This study will look at one form of deviant activity,
the ébuse of alcohol by youth in which all levels of strata
engage (Smért et al., 1979, 1877, Té?S; Ogbourne et al.,’
19785 Clinton, 1976; Vaz, 1971; Blum et al., 1969;
Cicourel, 1968; Kvaraceus, 1966; Maddox and McCall, 1964;
Cavan, 1962).

In Canada, it is iilegal for, youths under 18 or 19
years (depending on the province one resides), to drink or
possess alcohol; this Iaﬁ does not apply to those over
the respective age. However.‘studies of teenage drinking
behavior indicate ;hat the liquor laws fail to deter
- early experimentation withralcoho1 by iarge numbers of

minors.

ay Its Effects

Alcohol is.a depressant chemical that slows the
_responsiveness of the central nervous system; that is, with
mild doses, alcohol mildly depresses the actions of the

nerves, heart muscles, and skeletal muscles. It also Towers



39

the blood pressure and ﬁlows down the heart and breathing
rate. <Although alcohol is a physiological depressant, it
can also be a psychological stimulant or social lubricant
in mild doses; small amounts make the user relaxed,
sociable, and good humored. A]coholhcan also be an
anesthetic when taken in sufficient doses; anesthetics
deaden sensat%on and in sufficient quantity, they can kill
pain and produce sleep. The ability to think, concedtrate,
and work is impaired; emotional control is weakened. With
habitual and excessive alcohol use, the result can be-.
death {Nettler, 1976; National Institute on‘ATcoHo] Abuﬁe

and Alcoholism, 1972; Love, 1971).

b) Its Socio-Cultural Context

It has been established that one's drinking history
depends at least in part on the socio-cultural context.
For example, the French alcoholic does not exhibit the
“bender drinker” pattern so common in our North American
culture. The North American alcoholic is thought of as
one who has lost control of his drinking while the French
alcoholic is thought of as one who is unable to stop
drinking; the object is to maintain a relatively low
alcochol level in the blood continuously, rather than to

achieve a state of periodically acute intoxication. In our
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North American society, morning drinking is considered an
absolute sign of alcoholism; such is not the case in France.
Alcoholism in Italy is a rare phenomenon} very-few
individuals in Italy consume alcohol independent of théir
meals. Jews rank among the lowest of all groups where
alcohol consumption is concerned, and the Irish among the
highest due to the different attitudes (ie. religious)
toward alcohol consumption (Popham, 1959).

' Snyder (1958) found that the pnevalence of-drunkenness
among the Jews tended to increase the further the-groun
was removed from orthod&ky; this trend could be seen as
pgrtly a function of changes in attitudes toward the
larger genti]e population due to assimilation in secular
groups.

‘ "Alcoho] consumption by the lrish is characterized by
utilitariargism; the ut111tar1an attitude places greater
emphasis o the drug's physiological effects as a means
to an end (Popham, 1959).

Cavan (1962) states that adolescents who drink re? flect
the culture of their ethn1c group. 1In groups where
dr1nk1ng is a normal part of food consumption, drunkenness
is rare. In the lower class, if drinking is not jntegrated

as part of the culture, @ certain amount of male



a1

drunkeﬁness may be acceptéd. }n lower class communities
where heavy drinking is tolerated by tﬁe mores, taverns often
'serve adolescents or sell bottled goods to them; the

pattern of drinking is a symbol of adulthood and masculinity.
- Therefore, what tends to be labelled alcoholism,
including the symptoms of that condition, the type of
problem it is conéidered to be (ie. medicai versus
psychiatric) and even the approach to treatment are.in
part determined by the socio-cultural situation in which
the drinking takes place (Maddox and McCall, 1964; Cavan,
1962; Popham, 1959). |

c} Its Widespread Use

Alcohol consumption has become both completely
permissive and widespread in our society today; the sifuation
continues to be tolerated despite the adverse conseguence§
associated with its use (Wittenborn et al., 1969).

According to Dr. M. Chafetz, director of the National
Institufe on Alcohol Abuse and A]cohoPism,_it is not
uncommon tgo see seveée alcoholism problems in children
nine, ten, eleven and twelve years old. One study in this
article has indicated that there are as many as 450,000
cases of a1coho]isﬁ among children and teenagers in the

United States (Hammond, 1973: 5).
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The use of alcohol is related to delinquency in two
ways:

1) Directiy; when .the use of alcohol is an offence for a
minor where state laws do not provide penalties for such
behavior, county, ﬁunicipa] or other local laws usually do{
2) Indirectly; when ‘the excessive use of alcohol contributes
to the commission of serious crimes like homicide (Haskell
and Yablonsky, 1978: 342-343).

Violation of liguor laws is an offence of the young;
purchase of aicohol is permitted to adults but is made
illegal for youth. The concern for youth drinking is not
limited to the disorderly conduct that may follow, but to
a fear of future adverse conseguences that could result,
such as alcoholism (Cavan, 1962).

According to Méddox and McCall (1964), alcochol
consumption by youth is behavior that is learned th}ough
interaction with adults and to a2 lesser extent with their
peers. Therefore, what young people think about and do with
alcohol reflects their perception of the behavior and
atritudes of adults and often peers who are impoftant to
them. It is, therefore, suggested that alcohol use is a
socially and culturally defined pattern of behavior to
which almost all teenagers are exposed and with which they

sponer or later experiment.

vl
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Consequently, there exists a relationship between the
drinking behavior of parents and their children (Pearce
and Garrett, 1970, Maddox and McCall, 1964; MacKay et al.,
1963; MacKay, 1961). Results also support the view that
alcohol offences are more likely tp be found in the upper
and lower classes, with the non-abusers in the middle class

(Kvaraceus, 1966; Maddox and McCall, 1964).

The first theme on why adolescents drink is due

to identification with social groups and

sociability. If one is not drinking when others

are, one is not partying and hence, is not a full-

fledged member of the group; emphasis is on
-alcohol as a social beverage. A second theme

is that of self-expression or fulfillment;

another facet of this theme is the possibility

of saying something about oneself that one

wants said. The third theme is anxiety or

tension rdduction; alcohol is viewed as a

convenient tranquilizer for adults who have

family, financial, or social problems.

ﬁ
(Maddox and McCall, 1964: 82-84)

One important source of motivation for drinking lies
in obligatory relationships to other peers; if an individual
is a member of a peer group which has institutionalized
drinkidg behavior, he or she may be obligated to convey this
type of behavior at_particular time periods (ie. parties,
social gatherings, etc.) (Orcutt, 1978; Friedman et al.,
1975; Hamburg et al., 1975; Wechsler and Thum, 1973;

Widseth and Mayer, 1971; Forslund and Gustafson, 19703
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Pearce and Garrett, 1970; Alexander and Campbell, 1968;
Maddox and McCall, 1964; M&cKay. 1961). However, according
“to MacKay.gtlal.(1963), the peer group provides the setting

Sut not the motivation.

e

Among those alcohol users who lack peer support,

alcohol dse is usually seen as an expression of rebellion
against the parental authority f}gure {Alexander,-1967).
A ?zcxof.the.man} reasons why adolescents drink include -
curiosity, boredom, stimulus-seéking, status symbolism,
expression of disapproval, enjoyable experience, peef
pressure, mutqa] reinforcement, and escape from tension
(Schwarz et al., 1978; B8lum et al., 1969; Wittenborn et al.,
1969). '

Studies cgnaucted‘in the pr;vinces of Ontario and
Nova Scotia suggest Ehat alcohol is the_nufbgr one drug
used by adolescents today {(Smart et al., 19%9, 1977, 1975;
Shannon, 1977: Neumann, 1976). Similarly, such findings
were also found 'in British Columbia and Alberta

(Bakal et al., 1975; Russell et al., 1974).

. d} Its Consequences

Results indicate that an increase in alcohol use 1is
direétly related to an increase in both age and grade level:

(Smart et al., 1979, 1977, 1975; Neumann, 1976;
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Whitehead, 1971; Maddox and McCall, 1964), and inversely
reiafeﬁ to g;;dé performance (Smart et é];, 1§79, i97?,
1975; Clintbé; 59763 Dodson ét al., 1971; Widseth and Mayer,
1971). HMales tehd to consume alcohol at a higher rate when
compared to females (Smart et al., 1979, 1977, 1575; _

- Shannon, 1977; Neumann, 1976; Whitehead;, 1971). Having an
older person or friend to purchase alcohol was found to |
be the most popular method used by students to get

alcohol (Ogbourne et al., 1978; Shannon, 1977;‘Neqmann,
1976). Maddox and McCall (1964) found that beer was the
beverage most frequentily reported'and hakd,]iqhor the
least frequently reported, and that youth drinking was
gedbra11y secretive in nature. However; those pareﬁts

who were aware of their child's drinking behavior tended

to be tolerant of it (Shannon, 1977; Neumann, 1976).
Drinking in licensed estab]fshments was found to increase
with age (Shannon, 1977), and youths in later birth
positions in 1argé families were found to be associated with

a higher degree of alcohol involvement (Barry et al., 19697).

It was also found that drinking, especially among older boys,

leads to higher rates of police contact (Shannon, 1977).
Ogbourne et al., (1978) suggest that the average

.underage, youthful offender is a middle class delinguent

(LY
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male who atténds_schbo1; is livihg‘at home, and is consuming
2.7 drinks pe? day. This middle class phenomendn Qas 31;0
found in other studies (Smart et al., 1979, 1977, 1975;
Clinton, 1976; Dodson et al., 1971; Vaz, 1971).

Ogbourne et al.,‘(]97é} and Clinton (1976) examined
those yﬁuth who were apbearing_in court for aicgho]
vioIat%ons, and found ;hat,the majority of offenders had
- previous court appearances, used alcohol and drugs on a
reéh]ar basis, and were more apt to pssociate with peers
who indulged in similar conduct.

According to Cavan (]962), F.B.I. reports revealed that
driving while 1ntoxicated was rare until ages 18 and 19.

It was also found that older male adolescents drove mgre
frequently while under the influence of alcohol when
compared to females (Shannon, 1977; Neumann, 1976).

Ward and Nfchols (1876: 22), found that in the
proviice of Saskatchewan, out of 8,774 teenagers who were
in;olved in traffic mishaps in 1974, 247 were definitely
impaired by alcohol and another 1,067 had been drinkiﬁg.

As well, studies tend to show that it is tﬁe.1owér
class adolescent who manifests implicative pk ﬁotentially
troub]ésome drinking patterns at an early age and who is
more likely to get into trouble with the Téw (Hughes, 1978;

MacKay et al., 1967; Schonfield, 1967).
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The reason why some underage.drinkers should be
arrested while otﬁers continué to be unapprehended is
unknown. Those who are arrested have the misfortune of
getting caught. Those_who are arrested may drink more or

may have more drinking problems than their peers, thus
77

making them more visible and vulnerable to police detect1on.

Those who are arrested may have had prev1ous 1nvo]vement
with the police as well as involvement in other deviant
activities. Those who are arrested may be t;% scapegoats
of our soéiety (Ogbourne.et al., 1978).

[t is stated that a large percentage of mi@d]e and
upper class delinquency goes undetected, or is not recorded
by Taw enforcement agencies. This paints a poor picture of
reality (Haskell and Yablonsky, 1978; Cicourel, 1968; Golde,
1966). -

-

In conclusion, an examination of the literature suggests

that the policeé exercise wide discretionary powers when
encountering youthful offenders. The police officer's
attitude toward the following factors are crucial: the
youth's sex, age, race, family life, physical appearance,
) manifest socio-ecoﬁbmic status, conduct in school, group

affiliations, demeanor when being questioned, previous

LR P L
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>
record, citizen's complaint, and the seriousness of the
offence. These are all elements when taken individualig:;
or in diverse combination will prompt the police officer ‘d
to arrest or let the youth go free. Departmental policy to
which a police officer must comply also influences
dispositions toward youthful offenders.-

In order to better understand the contribution of
various legal and extra-legal‘factors which appear to
influence police dispositions toward youthful offenders,
the researcher confined herself to an examination of police
behavior in relation to one particular offence, alcohol
abuse. The literature sugggsts thét alcohol abuse among
youth occurs.in every;socid;econOmic status level; only for
youth is such conduct @ criminal offence.

Wwhat this study purports is to ascertain what type o
youth indulges in the abuse of aicohol and what type of

“youth is apprehended {(arrested) by the police for it.
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CHAPTER I]

METHODOLOGY

—

A)  Introduction

There are several wavs in which police behavior in
relation to youth who abuse alcohol can be studied; 1) a
participant observation study of po]ife when encounterﬁnd

-

&puthful offenders, 2) an examination of police attitudes
toward youth and alcohol abuse, 3) an examination of )
police reporté o% youth who have been arrested, 4) an
examination of attitudes of youth toward alcohol use and
their experience with the police are some of the ways in
which this probiem can be approached.

In order to determine whieh type of youth indulges in
the abhse of alcohol as well as which type of vouth is

apprehended (arrested)} by the police for it, the researcher

" devised a method relying on a self-report questionnaire

- administered to a large number of high school students in

the Ottawa area. The objective in the study was to

-

examine the drinking habits of youth and their experience

B with the police in relation to alcohol abuse, if angd¥since

the use of a]éoho] by youth cannot be determimed other than

by asking them directly. Also, time and economic limitations
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made this approach to the problem appear to be the moéf;

practical. ’ ‘ - T

B) Objective of Study. . , \
What type of youth abusés alcohol or.exposes himself
"to arrest? What type of youth is apprehended.by the
police for alcohol abuse {that is, which youth gets.
arrested and which youth goes free and under what
conditions is the decision made)? These are the primary

questions to be answered in this study.

C) Method Used to Achieve Objective

a) Schools

Since the Ottawa Board of'Educatioﬁ would not authorize
the testing'of high schools under its jurisdiction, another
approach was used. Several high school principals were
approached. Through the co—op;ration of the President of
the Principal's Association, three high schools of the
Ottawa Board of Education agreed to participate in the
study. After approaching a %igh school principal of the
Ottawa Roman Catholic Separate\School Board, a fourth high
school was added to the study. Hence, four high school
principals were willing to volunteer, but not without some
constraints being imposed. The legitimate comments and

¥,



constraints placed on this stqdy are as follows: The
principals did not want to give up class. tifi€;-since they

_ were accountible to p;rénts as well as the general ﬁommunity.
they did not seek any publicity from the media once the
‘results were formulated; sincé Ehey felt responsible for
pfotecting the students' interests due to the personal
nature of the posed questions, théy demanded strict
anonymity; they would designate the potential numbef of '
studenfs who would be part of the sample as well as the

time and place, so as not to disrupt the normal school
routine, but assuring that the chosen classes would
représent a good cross-section of the total school -

population. ;

) C‘
\3\,/ B
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TOTAL HIGH SCHOOL POPULATION IN bTTAHA BY GRADE (1980-1981)

TABLE 1

Ottawa High School Grade

Population . 9 10 11 12 13 N
English High Schools 2888 2999 3234 3290 2366 14827
(15) 19.5% 20.2% 22.1% 22.2% 16.0% 100.0%
A11 High Schools 4358 4653 4912 4718 2854 21495
(24) 20.3% 21.7% 22.8% 21.9% 13.3% 100.0%

{Ottawa Board of Education, 1980)

The above table reveals that there was a topal of
21,495 students attending all high schools in Ottawa
during the period of 1980 and 1981 when thetquestionnai}e
was administered. Since this study was confined to
English high schools only, it was found that 14,827
students attended these English high schools during the

same period.
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Since the Ottawa Board of Education does not collect
statistics_yn the average age of students per grade, it was
necessary to examine Education Statistics in Ontario, 1979.
Using two sample schooclis in the provinée of Ontario, the
above table was férmu]ated. These two schools were chosen
by the Ministry. because the schools encoapass all grédés,
elementary throLgh secondary.. They were the only schoo[s
where such statistics were gathered. (See Table I1I)

According to the most recent census, the four high
schools in this sample are located in different socio-
economic areas of Ottawa; two middle to upper class o

areas and two middle to lower class areas.

b} Subjects _

The subjects tested in thﬁs study are Eng1ish-spéaking
male and female high school students in grades nine td
thirteen which corresponds approximately with the age
range fourteen to nineteen years; 572 students participated.
Qut of this total, 307 are males and 265 are -females.

~In the sample, M2 students are 13 years of aée, 67 are
14 years of age, 123 are 15 years of age, 158 are 16 years

N
of age, 98 are 17 years of age, 94~are 18 years of age, and

20 ftudentg are 19 years and over.

LN



66

TABLE ITI

SAMPLE HIGH SCHOOL POPULATION IN OTTAWA BY GRADE (1980-1981)

-t

Sample High School Grade
Population 9 10 1 12 13 N
"Sample High Schools 113 127 138 105 _ 89 572
(4) 19.8% 22.2% 24.1% 18.4% 15.6% 100.0%
[ -

The majority of students (317) aré-Catholic; 157 are
Protestant, 3 are Jewish, & are Moslem and 78 students belong
to other religions.

As well, the majority of students (472) are Caucasian;
15 are Negroid, 11 are Mongoloid, and 31 are Nativé.

When comparing the above‘table to the table on the total
high school population in Ottawa (see Tqblﬂ [), it was
found that the sample population represents three per cent
(3%j of the total high school popuiation in Ottawa and it
refresents four per cent (4%) of the total English high

school population.
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TABLE IV

GRADE BY AVERAGE AGE IN SAMPLE HIGH SCHQOL POPULATION IN
- ‘OTTAWA '

Grade * Averade Age _
‘ 14-15 “15-16 16-17 17-18 18-19+ n

9 81.4% - - - - 113
10 - 85.15% - - - 27
no - - 82.6% - - 138

12 - - - 80.0% - 105
13 -. - - - 86.6% 89

|  N=572

The findings in this table are similar to those found
in the table of the two sample schools in théAprovfnce of
Ontario. (See Table II)

Hence, the sample population in this study is
representative of the total high school population in
Ottawa. With some reservations an& caution, the results can
be genera]i}ed to the student population in the Ottawa area.

Owing to circumstances beyond the researcher's control,
not all grades are equally reprgsented in each scﬁoo]. One-
middle to upper class school requested 100 questionnaires

for grades 11 to 13; the researcher 4eceived 100 cdmp1ete¢

. -
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. questionnaires. Andther middlé to upper class school
requested 520 questionnaires for grades 9 to 13; the
researcher received 217 completed questionna%res, 3 of which
were unaccountable. One middle to lower class school
requested 220 questionnaires for grades 9 to 12 (no grade
13); the ;esearcher recéived 108 completed questionnaires,
94 were unused and 18 were‘not accounted. Another middie
to lower class school requested 220 questionnaires for
grades 9 to 13; 147 were completed questionnaires, 15 wére
ruined, 42 were unused, and-16 were lost.

Due to constraints imposed upon the research, this
study approximates a selected stratified sample. It -is 2
selected non-probability sample because not everyone had
the chance to participate or the equal opportunity to
respond; all subjects volunteered. It is.also a straﬁified,
sample because the researcher took precautions to ensure
that the sample would include subjects belonging to
several socio-economic status levels; a lower socio-economic
status level, a middl socio-eﬁonomic status level, and an
upper socio-economff/itatus level. Hence, with some
reservations and caution, the results offthis type of
sampling can be generalized to the student population in the

Ottawa area.
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¢} Questionnaire .

The measuring tool used in this study is a structured.
questionnaire consisting of closed-ended questions; all

questions posed have exhaustive and mutually exclusive

categories. The researcher is interested in cIassifyiﬁg

attitudes of youth who get into trouble with the police
because of alcohol abuse.

The dependent variable in this study is police arrest.
The two or independent variables are socio-economic
status and offence type whicﬁ-is restricted to the criminal
act, alcohol abuse. .

The dependent variable, police arrest, fs measured by
the question “How did the po1dée react?" (#52), where one
of the céEegbrie?/incIuded a}rest. For this sample
populétion, how Qifen police make an arrest is determined
by comparing how many youth come to the attention of the
police, and how m;ny of these same youth'get arrested.

The independent variable, socic-economic status,.is
measured in three different ways. It is évaluated by family
occupational status (#5), by family occupational income
(#6), and by the socio-economic status of the area in which
the school is located. According to Statisgics'Canada, the

four high schools in this sample are located in different

-
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‘socio-economic areas of Ottawa; two middle to upper class
areas and two middle to lower class areas.- Since ft was
not possible to compare the information given in this study
with some objective or factual c¢criterion because of -the
constraints required in assuring the anonymity of the
subjects; jt is assumed that students attending the selected
high schools come from the surrounding are;.

. 0ffence type, alcohol abuse, is measured by whether
or not a youth gets arrested for drinking ‘only, for drinking’
and drugs, or for other'delinquant pr- criminal acts; the -
researcher is interested only where an arrest is.made
for drinking. The offencé, a]coh61‘abuse, in this study
refers to aTcoho]lzossession by youth, intoxication by
youth in a public place, or any other situation where a
complaint is made to the police (ie. party).

A number of duestions related to alcohol habits of youth
are included in the questionn&ire to measure general
information on alcoﬂo] use amongxstudentg in Ottawa.

Fourteen Guestions addressed this dimension (#18-31): tﬁe
amount of-aicohol consumed by youth, when did they take

their first drink, when they are most likely to drink, if
they still drink, do their parents know about their drinking,

N

which method they use most often tp get alcohol, how often

N

.
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alcohol interferes withipreparation for classes and exams,
how often a1coh01 is involved in moto; vehicle mishaps,
how often they drink in a public.p1ace,-and which type of
alcoholic beverage they prefer. By knowing how often youth |
uséd alcohol in a month (#18), and how man;’botfles. glasses,
or shots of alcohol. they had at any one ;itting (#30), it
is possible to determine which youth abused alcohol and
from this subset, how mény came to the attention of the
pojice. Iq'addition; it is also possible to determine the
social class bf';hese youths.

The Iiterazz}e suggests that there are 2 number of
other variables which determine police dispositions
toward yoﬁtﬁful offenders (socio-economic status and
offence type are only two factors). Thesg Jgtter variables
were also included in orger to determine their influence on
the sample in this study. These independent vEriab]é&
consist of the following: sex, age, religion, race, %rade
level and performance, family life (including siblings),
physical appearance,.demeanor (attitudes toward the law and
the police), hidden criminality, citizen's complaint, peer
affiliation, and previous record. Although religion isenot

considered an influencing factor on police dispositions

3
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toward youthful offenders, it tends to be associafed
with different attitudes toward drinking. o

Eéch of the demographic variables, sex, age, religion,
and race, is measureﬁ o;1y once by asking the students to
indicate the appropriate category intolkhich they beiong;
all categories are mutu;11y exclusive. :The variable,
sex, is dichotomized into two categories, male and female
(#1). The variable, age, is divided'intb efght
categories which rangf from 12 years and under to 19 years
and over inclusive {#2). The var1ab]e, re11g1on, is
divided into five categories - Catholic, Protestant,
Jewish, Moslem, and Other (#3). The variable, race, is
divided into four categories - Caucasian, Negroid,
Mongoloid, and Native (#4). '

The Qariables. grade level and performance, afe
measured.simi1ar fo the demographic variables. The variable,
grade.re}e1, is divided into seven'categories which
range from grade 7 to grade 13 inclusive (#11). Grade
performance is measureg by.a question on over-all g;;de
average which consists of five categories ranging from 40%
and under to Téﬁ and over inclusive (#sz. It is assumed
that a clear mind, exempt fﬁom‘a]cthI, shquld ﬁe able to -

. achieve better school marks than a confused mind.

T
.

w“ T\
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The vartable. family. 11fe. is measured in order to‘
determ1ne 1f there is fam11y cohesion or breakdown, the

absence of family contro]s suggests thdt there is a

greater tendency for criminal'and delinquent'activity;

.The likel+hood of arrest is greater for these youth.

¥’

Family 1ife is measured by whether one lives at home with

both parents, with one parent, or lives in other arrangements

-(#16). “For.this study, family breakdown exists when a

student lives with one paredt only, or lives in other

arrangemenfs “If a student is not living at home with
both parents, a further quest1on requests why (ie. d1vorce/
separatwon, death) (#17).

There are .three quest1ons relating to siblings:; how
many brotpers and sisters a student has (#13). how many
Brotrers and sisters are older (#14), and whether or not
fhese brothers or sisters have deen in trouble with the

police (#15). The objective is to determine whether or

‘not police have a tendency to arrest youths-whose siflings

‘have also been in trouble with the police.

¢ Obtaining information about dne's physical appearance

is d1ff1cu1t when the researcher does ‘not interview each
student * Both style of clothing and hair are important in

arriving at a.first impression. To measure this, three

./)



d1fferent p1ctures of youth were included in the self-

" administered quest1onna1re (#32). Dre picture d1splayed
youth in fancy dress, a. second p1cture displayed youth in
casual dress, and a third displayed youth in h1ppy style
dress. It was felt that a student 30uld-prqv1de an
appropriate response if he or she was asked to;describe his
or her appearance from the three pictures provided. The "~
" literature suggests that poiice have a tendehcy to
stereotype youth according to their physical appearance.
The-pictqres provfded in this study are typical of how
different youth dress and wear their hair.

To measﬁre the variable, demeanor, a number of
questions related to school disgipline were included
(#33-38); whether or not 2 student skips or gets suspendéd
, froﬁ school aﬁd how his or her parent§ feel about it,
whether or not 2 studgnt cheats often on any class test or
gets frequently sent out of a classroom by a teécher. Other
questions included how youth feel toward themselves d%d the
law;.whether or not they pérceive themselves as delinguent,
whetheh or not ofhers consider them as being&ge]inquent
r(#41-42). Questions relating to the law and the police
‘consist of the following: Is mistreatment by the police

the worst thing about getting caught for stealing? (#39)
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Would one tell the police if one saw certgin individuals
commit criminal or de]inquent.éctsé (#40) Has ome ever been
roughed up by the police? (#43) Hirsﬁhi's eight iteh scaie
(a Likert type) on disciPline was also {nc1uded. Examples
fram this scale are the following: "Policemen try to givef
all kids an even break", "It is alright to get around the

Slaw if you can get away with it", "I have a_io£ of respect
for the police". How a youth interacts with the police
officer tends to influence how the latter will react. Will
he make an arrest or wi]l He ]et.the yduth go free? The
~literature suggests that youths whd are disrespectful .
toward the police will likely get arrested more often than
youths who aré-respectﬁu]. | |

The literature suggests that a higher proportion of

youths who engage frequently in crimiﬁa] and delinquent
attivit; come to the attegtion of the police. The
1ike]iﬁood of arrest is greater for these youth. To

" measure the amount and types of crime of the samp]e"
population in this study: the Nye and Short\ﬁjdden
Criminality scale was included in the cuestionnaire (#45).
This scale is a Guttman type scale containing the following

eleven items: 1) Driving without & license or permit,

2) Stealing things worth less than $2.00, 3) Buying or
- : ~ ~ -

A



76

drinking élcohoT, 4) Skipping school, 5) Destroying

p}operty, 6) Engaging in illicit sex, 7) Stealing things gf
medium value ($2.00 to $50.00), 8) Stealing things worth more
than $50.00, 9) Running away from home, 10) Defying parents'
authotity, 31) Using narcotics.

Based on the results of a pr;-te t, the scale was
modified since some students did not apprehend ail of the
jtems. Thus, the items were put into gquestion formap/ﬁﬁ“the
past tense to create a better understanding; tﬁe acf;al
items in the scale were not changed. For example, the
statement “Driving a car without a driver's I{cense or

-permitf was changed to “Have you ever driven a car without
a driver's license or permit?” The wording of one item was
changed from "Narcotics vio1gti0ns“ to "Have you ever smoked
up (used narcotics)?" .
M\’_;> The literature also suggests %hat a complainant can
influence how a police officer will react. In some
situations, he will leave a police officer no other
?ALernatiVe but to arrest the youth. Thus, knp&ipg
whether or not someone complains and insists that\the

po1ice make an arrest is cruci%g in studying police

behavior. The questionﬁaire measures ‘this facet (#49-51).

- N
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One's reputation often depends upon whom ané has for
peers. For youth this isextremely important since the
literature suggests that they seek approval from their
peers. Peer-affiliation was méasured by "asking whether\\
or not youth were alone or with friends when they committed
a criminal or delinquent act (#53), and whether or not
youth preferred to drink with their peers (#20).

Police have a tendency to arrest those youth who
persist in breaking the law and who show little respect for
the police. To deterﬁ?ne whether or not persistent arrest
and criminality influence police dispositions toward
youthful offenders imh this stuﬁy, previous record was
measured by kaing ;;qth how many times they had been ini
trouble with the police (#54). 2 )

The self-administered questionnaire used in this study
is contained in Appendix A.

According to the ]iteraturé}\iszre are 2 number of
factors that determing who gets arrelted by the police. In
summary, these variables include the youth's socio-economic

»~

status, sex, age, race, grade performance, family life,

sical _appearance, demeanor, hidden criminality,

citizen omp{aint, offence type, peer affiliation, and

previous recard. In order to determine unde: what conditions
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youth get arrested for alcohol abuse, it is necessary to

examine these variables as measured in the questionnaire.
For example, is it the offence, or is it the youth's socio-
economic¢c status 1evé1._demeanor. and/or physical appearance
that determines whether or not a police officer will make

. Y
an arrest?

—

d) Hypothesis
In reference to the major dependent and independent
variables in this study, the primary hypothesis states

that police arrgst a higher proportion of lower class youth

“for alcohol abuse.

For the purpose of analysis, the null hypothesis states
that there is no significant difference®in the number of

arrests made by the police of youth-who abuse alcohol in

the different socio-economic status levels.

e) Reliability and Validity

Reliability is the degree to which fhe)measure can
be depended upon to secure,cohsistgpt resullts upon repeated
app1icaf50nz that is, -will the same méthods used by
differezy researchers or at different fime periods_proéuce

the same results. It is the stability of the fleasurement

cpprocess itself when applied under standard conditions

s~



(Smith, 1975; Loether and McTavish, 1974; Suchman, 1967).

Zetterberg (1955: 50-51) discusses four types of
re1iah11ity. i
1) Congruence of several indicators or the extent to which

several indicators measure the same thing.

2) Precision of an instrument or the extent to which the
same indicator is coﬁsistent for a single observer.

3} The objectivity of an instrument or ‘the extent to whfch
the same indicator is consist;nt for two or mgfb
observers. :

4) Constancy of the object measured or the extent to which
the object being measured does not fluctuate.

?SIidity is the degree to which any measure or.
érocedure succeed; in doing what it purports to do.. It is
the extent to which a measurement process is able to make
distinct%ons based {only) on the variap]e one intends to
measure. OQuestions.are to be clear as possible so if it
was administe?Eﬁ~¢o_a similar sample, the researcher woufd
get virtually the éame results (Loether and McTavish, 1974;
Suchman, 1967) s - : \

Suchman (1967: 124-125) gjscusses two types of

validity, internal validity and extern validity.
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"Internal validity suggests that the variobs indices
selected to measure the concept are all highly interrelated
or related according to a preconceived model. It is the
type of validity one seeks'in scaling‘procedqres.

ExternaL-vaTidity'éonsisfs of the relationship between
the test measure and some outside criterion; the comﬁarison
of the measure with some_dbjective or factual criterion.

Reliability and validity are interrelated. Reliability:

-

is a necessary condition for valjdity. There can be no
validity without reliability, but there can be reliability
without validity {Suchman, 1967).
- In this study, the guestionnaire was pre-tested to
indicate prob]ematic_areas 2s well as to generate further
response categories. These have been adjusted accordingly.
The pre-test was given to 20 students, 8 were the
researcher's colleagues and the remainingIIZ were high
school stud?nts.

The pre-test modifications include the following:

The question "“Is the pi'nciple breadwinnér disabled for
1]

work?" was changed to ho earns the most money in your
family?" (#9) and "If your mother is the one who earns more

money, is it because your father is disabled, i11?" (#1%&.

. . _ \‘\
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The guestion "fre you (a) living with your father -
your mother has diéd, .(b) living with your father - your
mother vaes somewhere else, {c) living with ydur mother -
your father has died, (d) liviang with your mother - your'd
father lives somewhere e]se;_(e) none of these" was
changed to “Apé you (2) living with your parents, (b) living

with only one narent, (c) living in other arrangements" (#16)

and "If you are not living with both your parents, check

the statement that best apolies to you (a) your pareﬁtg
are separated/divorced, (b) your father haigdied, {¢) your
mother has died, (d) both your parents havé died, (e) you
have left home" (#17).

The guestion "When would you most likely drink?" was
changed to "When are you likely to drink? (Check more than
one if it applies to you)" f#ZO).

The guestion "“If you ﬁave'used alcohol but have
stopgedy“which of the following comes closesf to your reason
fork§{\pp1ng7" wag changed to "Are you still dr1nk1ng
a]cohp]?‘ (£21) and "If no, which of the following comes
closest to your reason for stopping" (#22).

‘The gbestion “Which of these methods have you used most
to get a1co:B1?“ was changed'to “Which of these mefgpds héve
you used to.gét alcohol? (Check more than one if it ;pplies

to inJ)" (‘24). b

S
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The guestion “What would be the worst thing about

.getting caught for stgaling?" (#39) had the item “Public

shame/embarassment” added to its categorial list. _
The question "Have you ever had trouble with .the police

as a result of drinking? (a) because of drinking only
(b) because of drinking and other drugs (c) because of
drinking and some other reason (d) had trouble with the
police for reasons othe; than alcohol use {(e) never had
trouble with the police" was changed to “Hage you ever
had trouble with the police?" (#46) ;nd "1f you have had
trouble with the police, check the reasoné be]o& which
apply to you (a) for drinking only (b} for dr}nking and
drugs (c) for other delinquent acts" (=47).

- Before administering the gquestionp2ive t0o the
sample population and after the appropriate modifications,
the questionnaire was further tested py 10 more high
school students. AJT ;Q;ponded to.the questionnaire without
any difficulty. °

However, circumstances beyond the researcher's control

omitted the app]ication‘of the test-retest to the‘same
subjects. Due to the nature of the posed questions, all
students encountered in the pre-test wére hesitant in

allowing the researcher to test them”in the future.
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As-well, the researcher was only given permission to
interview the sample population in this study Epce and
therefore could not test its reliability nor validity.

Subject validity entails misinformation given by the
subject. This area of validity could not be determined
since the posed questions could not be compared with some
-objective o; factual criterjon because of the constraints
- required in assuring the anonymity of the juvenile and
the young adult. ‘

The Nye and Short Hidden bfimina1jty scale and the
Hirschi discipline scalé have been tested and re-tested
for reliabiiity as well as validity by their originators
and consequent];, have been used in other studies as a
measuring device. Other questions posed in this
questionnaire have previously beén uti]izéd by .

Dr. W.J. Shannon and P.C. Whitehead in their studies on

Drug and Alcohol Use By High School Students in the province
of Nova Scotia (ie. refer to question #18 in the
questionnaire; see Appendix A). +

Hence, the major concerns for reliability and validity
in this study are the subject's mood, motivation, and
fatigue-at the time of testing, the subject's ability to

respond honestly, the failure to reach those students’ who

- . -
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were absent on the day the gquestionnaire was administered,
and the subject's ability to provide the samé response on

repeated testing.

D) Administration of Questionnaire

Although the researcher is aware of the advantages and
disadvantages of using the questionnaire format, the reasons
why it was administered in this study are the following:
The questionnaire appeared to be the best method for studying
attitudes and behavior of ;ubjects that took place in the
past as well as the present. Such was the case in this - . ‘
study._ The questionnaire appeared to be the best method ”;;///
relative to time limitations and assuring the anonymity'd?
resbondents. Anonymity was crucial because of the
personal nature of -the questions posed. High school siudents
were the subjects tested in tﬁis study. It is assumed that
211 high school students can read and since the questionnaire.
was modified after being pre-tested and then—re-tested. the
researcher made certain that all high:schoo] students were
capable of understanding the posed questions. By,
distributing the questionnaire in the.classroom.-setting, a
good cross-section of high school students was acquired with

the least amount of bias infiltration. All students present

had little choice but to respond.

)
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Other means of collecting the data were considered, but
found to be inappropriate for the information required. .
Since there are no recent ava11ab)e studzes on the subject,.
the best method to determ1ne the amount of alcohol use

by youth in particular areas or schools of Ottawa was to

ask them directly. The last available study occurred in .

~ .
-

the yearf‘}97q. It can be obtained upon request-@t'the
Ottawa Addiction Research %oundatibn. | '
After 3 personal interview with each principal, 2 thﬁ;l
period'was set for eac; high school as to when the normal - )
-schoo]mroutine woéﬁd be,interruptedy/gienee, the
questionnaires were adm{nistered in the four high schools
(572 students) during the period of December 1st, 1980 and
January 31st, 1981. All questionnaires were delivered to
each school personally and left with the princ%pa].' The
-Tesearcher was not ab]e to administer the quest1onna1nes-
herself in the ‘high schools but was told that the questzon-
naires.would be adm1n1stered among those_students attending
compuﬁsory courses ;fhce.these ;1asses would'repregent a-
good cross-%ectioﬁ of the total SEhooT'population.

Each hxgh school took anprox1mate1y one to two weeks
— ‘ . ‘

to ad,an1ster the questionnaires. When each school comp1eted

-the task, the pr1nc1pa1 cofitacted the researcher by telephone

o W

g5

-
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to come and pick up the questionnaires. Each principal was
thanked i person for h{s/her co-operation in the study.

As well, each received a personal hand-writ;en letter by
mail.

. ] "
E) Compilation and Analysis of Data

When ;11 the questionnaires were coliected, the data
was coded onto computer sheets and later placed onto a -
computer disk. Because of the quality level of the data
and the response rate, {t was necessary to use a descriptive
analysis, the contingency table, psing the SPSS program
(Statisticgl Package for the Social Sciences). A contingency
table is a percentaged table which reveals associations
between two variables within categories of other variables;
that is controlling for a number of variables and testing
for sources of spuriéusness {Loether and McTav{sh, 1974) -
Using the BMbP program (Bio-Medical Data Proceésing)
a loglinear analysis was also conducted with the intent
of creating a logiinear model from the data. The burpose '
"of the 1ogline$r ana]ygis is to obtain = d;;cription of the.
relationships between the factors of the multiway .table,
gither by fqrming a model for the data or by testing and

'
ordering the importance of the interactions between the
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.
factors; the analysis is based on fitting a (hierarchial)

loglinear model to the cell frequencies (Dixon and Brown,
1979).

In analyvzing the data.lit was foundfxgat certain
variables were of some significance, but not statistically
significant to be assimilated into a model. Consequently,

a model was not estabi%shed for the data; tée number of
cases involved were insufficient due to the limitations
enqountered-in éhe methodoiogy. It was not possible to
obtain a random sample of the pdpu]atiQn due to restrictiong
imposed by the school principa1§ as to the time, place, as
well. as number of students to be interviewed.

If having been gran}ed the opportuniﬁy to gather the.
data with the full co-operation o% the Ottawa Board of
Education, which this study did not have, thenm a rangom
sample of the population would have been selected; the
ngmber of youth composing tHe arrest group would have
exceeded seventeen ca;es so that further analysis couﬁd
have been conducted. . . _os

The results to follow will indicate what the

researcher found.
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CHAPTER III :

THE RESULTS

-

- A) Introduction

;The objective of this study is to determine wh%ch type
of youth indulges in the abuse of alcohol as well as which
type of yogfh is appkehénded (arrested) by the police for
it. For the purpose of analysis, the null hyﬁothesis states
that thefe is no significant difference in the‘pumber of
arrests made by the police of youth Qho abuse alcohol 1in

*the different socio-economic status levels.

Before préceeding to test the hypothesis in this
study, it is necessary to examine how the variables, alcoho]
abuse and socio-economic status are meésu;ed in the anélysfs.

Table V examines the number of youths in the total
sample population who consume” alcohol and how many of these
youths abuse it. |

For the purpose of this study, “n" represents the base

population for each calculation of percentages.



TABLE V,

FREQUENCY BY VOLUME OF ALCOHOL USE AMONG HIGH SCHOOL STUDENTS

Frequency of " Volume of alcohol use

_Alcohol use 70T PCT -
0 Less 1 1-2 3-5 -8 g+ . TOTAL
Te— T = -
Not-at all | 21.3 - ; - - < n=i20
ST _ Abstainers & | . - 21.3
C Light Users . m—-s - ) T T
Less 1 per =~ - 5.3, ¢ 10.6 7.1 4y 2.9 0.5 . n=149
month t— === = 20 ,chgsionall Z6.4
: [ - - —- Casual Drinkers . 11 users
About 2 per - . 2.0 6.7 6.0 . ;2.7 0.3, n=100
month ' ot e, s e — 17.7
: - — - —--3rT T 7o
About 3 times - 0.3 -, 2.3 4.4 ;2.9 C.7 1 n= 60
per month 1 Normal Drinkers' | Be€avy . 10.6
Lo . | Abusers -‘ ‘
" About 4 times - 0.3 .. 3.9 . 9.4 ::5.9 4.4 [ ..n=13%
or more per o e e 2309
month’
TOTAL n=120 n=45 n=133 n=152 n=80 n=34 n=564

21.3 8.0 23.6 26.9 14.2 6.0 100.0

-

Alcohol users are ﬁi;hotomized into ﬁhe following thfeg
basic categories: - {See Table V) /,/”‘\> |
—
1) Abstainers and light users = 26.6% (ie. 15QiJ//- ’
Abstainers are-individuéls who have not consumed aicohol
in t;é past six months. Light users are those who drink

less than once per month within the past six months and
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#

consume less than onme glass or shot of liquor at

any one sitting.

[}

33.0% (fe. 187)
20.0% (ie.-113)

2) Non-abusers = a) Casual drinkers

b) Normal drinkers

]

Casual drinkers are individuals who consume twQ or

-

more times per month, less than one g]asﬁ or shot
offliquor at a:y one sitting. fhey afso consume no£
more tﬁ&h twice per month. a makimdm-of one to five
glasses or shots of quhor at an}-one sitting. -

i

»* Normal drinkers are those who drink more than twice

per month a maximum of one to five glasses or shots
"Jiof 1iduor at any one sitting. -
3) Abusers = a) Occasional abusers = 6.4% (ie. 36)
b) Heavy abusers = 13.9% (ie. 78)
_0céési0ha1 abusers are individuals who consume more
- fﬁan five glasses or shots of liquor at any one sitting

.not more than twice per month.

Heavy abusers are those who gonsume more than five
glasses or shots of liquor @t agy one sitting more

than twice per month.
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Thé variable, socio-economic status, is measured by
comparing one's fathers' or mothers' dccupapion té a
socio-economic indéx formulated by Census Canada. Using
this sccio-economic index, six social classes have been
isolated ranging from -29 to 70+ (See Table VI).

According to Census Canada, the three categories
ranging below 50 are middle to lower class and the three
categories ranging above 50 are middle to upper c1a§s. In
this table, 50 is used as the median since the socio-economic
_index ranks between 10 and 90.

Average family income is not used in the analysis since
results reveal that the majority o? occupations in Ottawa
hangjgood salaries despite their status; 11.7% (n=572)
fémi1ies make less than $20,000 per year, 32.2% (n=572)-make
$£20,000 to $37,500 per year, and 56.7% (n=572) make $38,000
and over. According to Revenue Canada, Ottawa has the eighth

highest average income level in Canada at $i13,887.00 per

year. «
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The above table reveals that 43% (n=572) of the sample

population'are middle to lpwer‘c]ass and 57% {(n=572) are

—

/
middle to upper class. AT? but one high school corresponds

with its socio-economic aféa._‘AlthOugh,'according to
Statistics Canada, the high school is located in -2 middle
to lower socio-economic area, results reveal that students

from different social classes attend this high school. (See
Table VI)

B) Testing of Hypothesis ‘ - —

—

In order to test the hypothesis in this study., a
lToglinear analysis, consisting of the following tables, was
conducted to determine which social class of youths géts
arrested for.alcohol/alcohql and drug abuse.

\ .
When analyzing the tables in this study, it is
important to keep in mind that there are.students who may
have falsified their responses either by understating or

exaggerating.

i
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& - TABLE VII
SOCIO-ECONOMIC STATUS BY ALCOHOL ABUSE
ROW PCT .
T0T PCT Socio-Economic Status ’
Alcohol - Lower - Middle Middle - Upper
Abuse -29- 30-39 40-4% . 50-59 60-69 70+ TOTAL
Py
Occasional 13.9 16.7 19.4 2.8 22.2 25.0 n= 36
Abuse 4.4 5.3 6.1 p.9° 7.0 7.9
Heavy 7.7 14.1 15.4 11.5 21.8 29.5 n= 78
Abuse 5.3 9.6 10.5 7.9 14.9 20.2
TOTAL n=11 n=17 n=19 n=10 n=25 n=32 n=114
<~ 3.6 14.9 16.7 8.8 21.9 28.1 100.0
N=47 N=67
41.2 : 58.3 ~

~ Alcohol consumption among ‘youths is found to exist

in all social classes. Each class has its alcohol abusers;

41.2% (n=114) are middle to lower class abusers and 58.8%

(n=114) are middle to upper class abusers. (See Table VII)

Tables VIII, IX and X examine how many and what type of

'youths.in'the total sample population come to the attention

of the police for alcohol/alcohol and drug abuse, and which
of these youths get arrested.” For wording purposes only,
tables VIII and IX have been combined in the text.

{See Table X) .
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e .
TABLE VIII

- ]

- * ‘ .
SOCIO-ECONOMIC STATUS BY ARREST FOR ALCOHOL ABUSE

coL PCT .
TOT PCY
Arrest Socio-Econ. Alcohol Use .
Status Abst, Nonabusers Abusers Total
& L.U. Cas. Normal O0Occ. Heavy
{ Less 29 . 0.0 0.9 0.0 66.7 25.0 n= 3
Middle ( T 23.1
to ( 30-39 0.0 . 0.0 20.0 0.0 0.0 -n=1
Lower 7 . 7.7
( 40-49 0.0 0.0 - 40.0 0.0 0.0 n= 2
NO 15.4
( 50-59 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 25.0 n= 1}
Middle ( 7.7
to ( 60-69 0.0 0.0 40.0 0.0 0.0 - n= 2
Upper *15.4
( 70+ 0.0 0.0 0.0 33.3 50.0 n= 3.,
. ) . 23.1
. i
Total n=0 n=0 n=5% n=3 n=4 N=12
' P 0.0 0.0 41.7 25.0 33.3 92.3
{ less 29 0.0 0.0 0.0° 0.0 0.0 n=0
Middle ( 0.0
to { 30-39 0.0 0.0, 0.0 0.0 0.0 n= 0
.4ower 0.0
( 40-49 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 n= 0
0.0
{ 50-59 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 n= 0
Middle { . . ) 0.0
to { 60-69 0.0 ‘0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 n= 0
Upper ( ’ 0.0
{ 70+ 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 n= 1"
. 7.7
Total n=0 n=0 & n=0 n=0 n=1. N= 1
0.0 O;E’é} 6.0 0.0 100.0 7.7
TOTAL N=0 N=0 N=5 N=3 N=5 N=13
0.0 0.0 38.5 23.1 38.5 100.0
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SOCIG-ECONOMIC STATUS BY ARREST FOR ALCOHOL AND DRU6 ABUSE

Arrest

Middle
to
Lower

Middle
- to
Upper

Middle
. to
Lower

ES

Middle
to
Upper

.
. S r——

— —

—— T — P

CoL PCT h
TOT PCT
Socio-Econ. Alcohol Use
Status Abst. Nonabusers Abusers
& L.U. Cas. Normal Occ. Heavy
Less 29 0.0 0.0 - 12.5 66.7 0.0
30-39 0.0 0.0 25.0 33.3 0.0
40-49 50.0 0.0 25.0 0.0 22.2
50-59 50.0 Ng.0 12.5° 0.0 11.1
) f ; :
60-69 U\Sj,,zo.o 0.0 0.0 33.3
YO+ 0.0 0.0 25.0 0.0 33.3
Total n=2 n=0 n=8 n=3 n=9
9.1 0.0 36.4 13.6 40.9
Less 29 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
30-39 0.0 0.0 g.0 0.0 0.0
40-49 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
50-59 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0
60-69 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 66.7
70+ 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 33.3
Total n=0 n=1 n=1 n=1 n=3
- 0.0 16.7 16.7 16.7 50.0
TOTAL N=2 N=1 N=9 N=4 N=12
7.1 3.6 32.17 14.3 42.9

Total

n= 3
10.7

. n=

10.7
17.9

N=28
100.0°



PR TABLE X

{Summary of Tables VIII and IX)
SOCIO- ECONOHIC STATUS BY.ARREST FOR ALCOHOL/ALCOHOL -AND-

ABUSE
COL PCT ’
TOT PCT - .
- ) _ -
Arrest Socio-Econ. ‘Alcohol Use -
Status Abst. Nonabusers .- Abusers’
. & L.U. Cas. Normal Occ. Heavy
( lTess 29 0.0 0.0 7.7 66.7 7.7
Middle ( : _ o o
to { 30-39 0.0 0.0 23.1 16.7. G.0
Lower { S -
( 40-49 50.0 4.0 30..7 0.0 15.4
( 50-59 50.0 0.0 7.7 0.0 15.4
Middle { . ' .
to . ( 60-69 0.0 0.0 15.4 0.0 23.1
Upper { _ | : o o
o 70+ 0.0 ¢.0 15.4 " 16.7 38.5
Total -n=2 n=0 n=13 Jﬁ=6 n=13
5.9 0.0 38.2 17.7 38.2
( Less 29 0.0 8.0 0.0 0.0 . 0.0
Middle ( :
to { 30-39- : 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Lower ( . - oo
( 40-49 0.0 0.0 Q.90 0.0 010_
YES | . o~
( 50-59 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 .- o 0
Middle ( A - ‘ : 5
to ( 60-69 - 0.0 100.0 0.0 O 0
Upper { . b
{70+ 0.0 0.0 0.0 100:0 50._0,_..
Total n=0 = n=1 n=1 n=4
0.0 14.3 14.3 14.3 57.1
TOTAL Ni2  N=1 ~ N=14  N=7 N:17
. 4.9 .2:4 34.1 17.1 41.%
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R TABLE XI

(Summary of Table X) '
SOCIO ECONOHIC STATUS BY ARREST FOR ALCOHOL/ALCOHOL AND DRUG

ABUSE
‘toL pCT
TOT PCT. |
“Arrest- Socio-Econ. ‘ Alcohol Use . _
I Staéuﬁ Abst. Nonabusers Abusers Total
- & L.U. cCas. Normal Occ. Heavy
M- L 50.0 0.0 61.5 83.4 23.1 n=17
i {-29 - 49) 41.5
N | -
M-U 50.0 0.0 38.5 16.7 77.0 n=17
(50 - 70+) c 41.5
.- Total n=2 n=0 n=13 n=6 n=13 N=34
- 5.9 0.0 38.2 17.7 38.2 ‘82.9
M- L 6.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 =n=0
: (=29 - 49) : 0.0
YES® - ‘
M- U 0.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 n= 7
(50 - 70+) _ 17.1
. j ~ Total n=0_ n=1 n=1 n=1 n=4 > n=7
- 0.0 14.3 14.3 14.3 57.1 17.1
TOTAL N=2 " N=1 N=14  N=7 N=17  N=41
4.9 2.4 34.1 17:1 41.5 100.0
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Although_i}lgclassessof youths come to the attention
of the police fg;’drinking/drinking and drugs, (41.5% (n=41)
are middle to lower class and 58.5% {n=41) are middle to
upper class}, the resh]ts of this study reveal that 100.0%
(n=7) of youths arrested for these offences are from the
middle to upper'c1ass. {See Tables X and XI) Hence, the
null hypothesis in this study cannot -be rejected.

The majority, 71.4% (p=7), of youths arrested for
drinking/drinking and drugs are alcohol abusers. OQut-of
those youths who come to the attention of the police b% do
not gét arrested, 55.9% (n=34) are abusers of alcohol,
38.2% (n=34), are non-abusers and 5.9% (n=34) are
abstainers. As well, the results reveal that police a;e."
manifestly lax when arresting youths who come to their
attention; only 7 out of 41 youths were arrested for
a1cohol/aicohol and drug abuse. (See Tables X and XI} In
the total sample population, only 17 out of 145 youths wéo
Eame to their attention for various offences were arrested.

In summary, out of a total sample of 564 youths, 20.27
(ie. 114} youths abuse alcohol (see Table,V}. Out of this
20.2% (ide. ]15). 41.27 (ie. 27} are from the middle to lower

class and 58.8% {ie. 67) are from the middle to upper class.

(See Table VII) Only 21.0% {ie. 24) of these 114 youths who

3
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abuée alcohbl come to the attention of the police for
é1coho1/a1cpho1 and drug abuse. (See Table X)

_Out of the total 5amp1e population, only 7.33% (ie. 41)
youths come to the attention of the police for alcohol/ |
-alcohol and'drug abuse; 58.5% (ie. 24) of these youths are’
‘abusers of-alcohol, 36.6% (ie. 15) are non-abusers, and 4.89%
(ie. 2) are abstainers (see Table X).It was found that 66.7%
(ie. 16) of these 24 abusers are from the middle to upper
class and 33.3% (ie. 8) are from the middle to lower class.

of thg 15 non-abusers, -46.7% (ie. 7) are from the middle °
to upper class and 53.3% (ie. 8) are from the middle to
lower class. One abstainer is from the middle to upper
ctass and the other fs from the middle to lower.

(See Tab]e.x)

Only 17.1% (ie. 7) of the 41 youths who come to the
atténtion of the police for alcohol/alcohol and drug abuse
are arrested. All 7 youths arrested are from the middle
tolupper class; 71.4% (ie..5) are abusers of algqohol. .Thg
remaiﬁing 28.6% (ie.'2) aré non-abusers. (See Tab]elx)

‘One youth from the middle to upper class reports getting
arrested for alcohol abusq\gply (See Table VIII). Six
youths from the middle to uﬁger class report getting

arrested for alcohol and.drug\abuse. {See Table IX)
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C) Testing of Objective

In reference to the objective of this study, that is,
-which type of youth indulges in the abuse of alcohol as
well as which type of youth gets apprehended (arrested) by

the police for it, the following results were found.
4

a) What Type of Youth Abuses Alcohol

More males, 34.0% (n=235) who report using alcohol abuse
it when compared to fema]eé, 16.3% (n=209). A higher percent-
age 32.4% (2f213) of youths ages 15 and 16 years who report
using alcohol abuse it when compared to those ages 13 and 14
years, 20.4% (n=54) and those 17 years and older, 19.2%
(n=177).

Religion tends not to be a significant factor where
alcohol abuse is concerned. Qut of 230 Roman Catholics who
report using alcohol, 27% abuse it. Qut of 129 Protestants,
26.3% abuse it and out of those belonging to other religions
23.7% (n=59) abuse it. All youths of the Jewish and Moslem
faiths are abstainers. More Caucasians 27.7% (n=376) who
report using alcohol abuse it compared to Negroids 10% (n=i0),
Mongoloid 16.7% (n=6) and Native 20% (n=25). |

OQut of ‘185 youths with a grade average below 65%, a
higher percentage 36.7% who report using alcohol abuse it when
compared to those with a grade avérage above 65%, 18% (n=255).

Socio-economic status tends not to be a significant

factor where alcohol abuse is concerned. OQOut of 179 youths
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TABLE XII

ALCOHOL ABUSE BY FAMILY LIFE

COL PCT
TOT PCT
Alcohol Family Life
Abuse )
Both One Other Total
Parents Parent Arrangements
~
Occasional 33.8. 33.3 : 0.0 n=36
21.9 8.7 0.0
Heavy 66.2 66.7" 100.0 n=78
43.0 19.3 6.1
Total n=74 n=33 n=7 n=114
. 64.9 29.0 6.1 - 100.0

in the middle to lower c¢lass who report.usiﬁg alcohol, 26.3%
abuse it when compared to youths in the middle to upper
class, 25.3% (n=265).

The majority of abusers 56.2% (n=112), have siblings
who never come to the attenéion of the police; 30.4% (n=112)
have siblings who did come to their attention, 8.9% (n=112)
report that they do not know, and 4.5% (n=112} do not have
any siblings. ‘ .

As well, the majori;y.of abusers 64.9% (n=114), live
at home with both of thefr parents; 29.0% (n=114) ije
with one parent only, and 6.1% (n=112) live in othe?

arrangements. (See Table XII)
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A .higher proportion of yoﬁths 75.2%'(nf11§), who;ﬁuge
- alcghol never drixe a-métorrvehicfe after‘drinking;.9.7z
(n=113) do once or twice, 7.1% (n=113] do three or four -
‘times, and 8.0% (n=113) drive a car afier drink%ng five -
times or more. . The ma30r1ty 0of alcohol abusers.89. 3’ ,
(n=112), are neuther passengers 1n a motor vehicle acc1dent
after dr%nking nor intoxicated drivers 96.4% (n=L10),_of a
motor vehicle in anfaccidenf; ]0.?: (n=1j2)'§re passengersi
and 3.é% {(n=110) are drive?é in motor vehic]e_mishapé after
drinking alcohol. However, 56.72'(H=6) of youths wﬁoﬂare'
driv'ers 1nvo1ved in a motor vehicle mishap after drmk‘nng,
-are heavy a1cohof abusers

A higher proportion of youths 52 6% (n=114),7who abuse
alcohol cheat at ieast once.or twice on a“class test or °
exam; 47.4% (n=114) report never cheating on any class test
or exam. Most alcohoj abusérs 78191.(n=114), do pot get
suspended from school. However, 62.5% {n=16) of youths -who-
do report beiﬁg suspended more than once or twice from.

school are alcohol abusers.
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' TABLE XII1

ALCOHOL ABUSE BY PHYSICAL APPEARANCE

coL PCT
TOT PCT )
Alcohol Physical Appearance Total _
Abuse . -
. ' Fancy Casual Hippyish
‘ Dress Dress ¢ q;etg
' Occasional. .0.0 - 33.3 ~ 28.8 * n= 33
0.0 14.7 15.6 .
Heavy . ~  100.0  66.7  71.2 n= 76
1.8 29.4 ° 38.5. -
Total Cn=2  n=48  n=59 n=109
- 1.8

44.0 54.1 100.0 -

' More hippy style dressers 54.1% (n=109), report
b?iﬁg_abuseré of a1£oho1; 44.0%-(h=109) are, casual &resﬁers,
and 1.8% (n=109) are fan;y dréssers. (See Table XIII}

“For further fnfprmation as to hOW'the_variab1es
demeanor andjhidﬁep'criminalixy are measured in this -

.lqhapter,'refer to Apbendix B.
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TABLE XIV
ALCOHOL ABUSE BY DEMEANOR
coL PCT '
“TQT PCT
Alcohol Demeandr Toté]
Abuse )
: Undecided to ‘Positive
Less 3 4.7 8-11 . 12-15
Qccasional 28.8 12.5 42.1 53.8 n= 36
16.7 1.7 7.0 6.1
Heavy 71.2 87.5  57.9  46.2 n= 78
. 41.2 12.3 g.7 5.3
Total n=66 - n=16 n=19 n=1 n=114
. 57.9 14.0 16.7 11

3.
.4 100.0

‘Nhep analyzing the following three items on the
Hirschi.discipline scale, "Pplicemgn try to give all kids an
even bteak" "It is alright to get around the law if you
can get.away with it"land “1 have a.]ot of respect for the
policé“; results_reveal that_ 57.9% {n=114) of alcohol
‘abusers are undecided to quative in their attitdde toward
the police; 42.1% (nf1141 are‘favorab1e toward the p§1ice.
As we{l, when anquzing 9n1y oné of these items on the
Hirschi discipline scale, "I have a lot of }espec£ for the
police", it was found that 46.5. (n;114) of abusers'héve
favorable attitudes toward the'poifce, 2?;é;'(n=114} are

undecided and 26.3% (n=114) are unfavorable?{See Table XIV)
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TABLE- XV
ALCOHOL ABUSE BY FREQUENCY OF CRIMINAL ACTIVITY
COL PCT
> 70T PCT
Alcohol Frequency of Criminal Activity Total
Abuse .
Very Often Occasional Very Little
12-22 23-33 34-44
Occasional 0.0 24.2 48.8 n= 36
0.0 13.2 18.4
Heavy 100.0 75.8 51.2 ‘n= 78
7.9 41.2 19.3
Total n=9 n=62 n=43 n=114
7.9 54.4 37.7 100.0

When analyzing all eleven items on the Nye and Short
Hidden Criminality scale, results reveal that 54.4% (n=114)
of abusers engage at least once or twice to several times in
criminal activity; 7.9% (n=114) engage very frequently or
often, and 37.7% {(n=114) are the least frequent to engage in
the criminal and delinquent activities composing the scale.
Out of those youths who engage very frequently in criminal
and delinguent activity, 75.0% (n=12)rare heavy abusers of
alcohol. When analyzing only one item on the Nye and Short
Hidden Crimina]ity‘sca1e, use of narcotics, it was found
that 43.9% (n=114) of abusers report using narcotics very

often; only 17.5% (n=114) report never using narcotics.

(See Table XV)
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TABLE XVI

-

ALCOHOL ABUSE BY ARREST

COoL PCT
TOT PCT
Alcohol Abuse ' Arrest | Total
Yes No
Occasional 33.3 31.4 n= 36
2.6 28.9
Heavy 66.7 - 68.6 n= 78
5.3 63.2
Total n=9 n=105 n=114
7.9 92.1 100.0

As well, the majority of youths, 70.0% {n=738) drink
in the company of thein peers. -

Few youths who abuse alcohol come to the attention
of the goIice and get arrested. This study reveals that
92.1% (n=114) of abusers do not get arrested for alcohol

abuse. (See Table XVI)
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TABLE XVII

ALCOHOL ABUSE BY POLICE ATTENTION -

COoL PCT ‘ : : : -
T0T PCT '
Alcohol : Police Attention
Abuse .
Brinking Total Drinking & Drugs Total
Yes No Yes “No b
Occasional 25.0 27.1 n= 18  12.5  32.0 n= 18
, 3.0 23.9 3.0 24.2
Heavy 75.0 72.9 n= 49 ‘87.5 68.0 n= 48
8.9 64.2 21.2 51.5
Total n=8=2n=59 n= 67 n=16 n=50 n= 66
: 11.9 88.1 100.0 24.2 - 75.8 100.0

Only 11.9% (n=67) of abusers come to the attention of
the police for drinking, and 24.2% (n=66) for drinking and

drugs. (See Table XVII)

b) What Type of Youth Gets Arrested for Alcohol/

Alcohol andtbrug Abuse?

To determine whith type of yohth gets arrested for
alcohol/alcohol and drug abuse, a number of tables were

analyzed.
Due to a 1imited sample, only a basic description of

the population arrested for alcohol/alcohel and drug abuse

is provided.
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TABLE XVII}

-
.

ARREST BY POLICE AITENTION FOR ALCOHOL/ALCOHOL AND DRUG ABUSE

,

_COL 'PCT
TOT PCT
Ve
Po1ice Arrest Total
Attention :
Yes No
Alcohol 14.3 35.3 n= 13
Abuse 2.4 29.3
Alcohol & 85.7 64.7 n= 28
Orug Abuse 14.6 53.7
) Y
Thtal n=7 n=34  n= 4]
17.1 82.9 100.0

Be5u1t$ reveal that 17.1% (n=41) of youths who.come
to the éttention of Ehe_poliée for a]coHo]/ach;;;\Qnd drug
abuse are arrested. (See Table XVIII)} .~

From this percentage, 71.47 (n=7§ are male and 28.6%
{n=7) are female. It was fOEPd that 28.6% (n=7) are 14
years of age, 42.8% (n=7) are 15 years of age, and 28.6%
(n=7) are 17 yeérs of age. Roman Catholic youths make pp
25.6% (p=7j of the arrest group, Profestant youths, 28.6§
(n¥7), and those youths belonging to other rel{éions make
up 42.8% (n=7). No youths of the Jewish or Moslem faiths
get arrested for alcohol/alcohol and drug abuse. The

majority of youths ‘arrested £5.7% (n=7), are Caucasian;

14.3% (n=7) are Mongoloid. J
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A higher percentqge of youths arrested for alcohol/
aléohp{ and &rug abuse 42.8% (n=7) have an overall gmide
averagé‘of_between 50% and 64%; 28.6% (ﬁ=7) have an average
between 65% énd-?4%, and 28.6% (ﬁ=7) have an average of 75%
and oveéf - ' -~

Whgther“one had sidtings in trouble with the ﬁo]ice
is'n&t significént as 28.6% (n=7)'report that they have
sib]fngs who dovnot come to the att;ntion of-the -police,
533—28.6% (n=7) report that they do have sibTiqg;-uﬁg;Iome

-

to their attention. As well, 28.6% {n=7) report that they

do not know and to 14:2% {n=7) this question doeS‘not.;pry.
A higher proportion of this arrest group 57.1% (n=7),

never drive a motor vehicle after drinking; 14.3% (n=7) do

OnCé or twice, and 28.6% {n=7) do it more than twice. A

higher percentage of this arrest group are neither passengers

57.1%2 (n=7), nor drivers 85.7% (n=7) of a motor vehicle in

an accident after drinking alcohol; 14.3% {(n=7) are

passengers once, 28.6% (n=7) are passengers more than once,

Al .
and 14.3% (n=7) are drivers on{y 6nce in a motor vehicle

mishap after drinking alcohol.



TABLE XIX

FAMILY LIFE BY ARREST FOR ALCOHOL/ALCOHOL AND DRUG ABUSE

COL PCT
TOT PCT
Arrest Family Life Total
. Both One Other o
Parents Parent Arrangements _
Alcohgl 0.C 0.0 50.0 n= 1
Abuse 0.0 0.0 14.3 . :

- Alcohol & 100.0 100.0 50.0 n= 6
Drug Abuse 42.8 28.6 14.3 .
Totatl n=3 n=2 n=2 n= 6 _

42.8 28.6 28.6- 100.0
A hf@her percentage of youths arrested for alcohol/

alcohol and drug abuse 42.8% (n=2). live at home with both
parents; 28.6% (n=7) live with one parent only, and 28.6%
(n=7) live in other arrangements. (See Table XIX)

The majority ofﬁyouths arrested in this group 85.7%
{n=7), cheat at least once on a class test or exam. Only
14.3% {n=7) report never cheating-on a class test of exam.
Few youths in this arrest aroup get suspended from school;
28.6% (n=7) get suspended once or twice. The other "71.4%

{n=7) report never getting suspended from school.
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TABLE XX -

PHYSICAL. APPEARANCE BY ARREST FOB ALCOHOL/ALCOHOL AND DRUG

ABU
coL PCT
TOT PCT
Arrest Physical Appearance Total :
Fancy Casual Hippyish o
Dress Oress Dress ’
Alcohol : 0.0 0.0 16.7 n= 1
Abuse _ 0.0 0.0 14.3 .
Alcohol & 0.0 100.0 83.3 n= 6
Drug Abuse 0.0 14.3 _71.4
Total n=0 n=1 n=6 n= -7
0.0 14.3 85.7 100.0
. >

More hippoy style dressers 85.7% (n=7), are
arrested for alcohol/alcohol and drug abuse. Only 14.3%
(n=7) are casual dressers. Youths who display a very

elite appearance do not come to the attention of the police

for alcohol/alcohol and drug abuse. (See Table XX)

' Caf o F W 1 4]
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TABLE XXI

DEMEANOR BY ARREST FOR ALCOHOL/ALCOHOL AND DRUG ABUSE

coL PCT
TOT PCTY

Arrest ) Jemeanor TJotal

Undecided to Positive

Less 3 4-7 8-11 12-15
‘ .

Alcohol 20.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 n= 1
Abuse | 14.3 0.0 0.0 0.0
Alcohol & 80.0 100.0 0.0 100.0 n= 6
Drug Abuse 57.1 14.3 0.0 14.3
Total n=5% n=1 n=0 n=1 n= 7

71.4 14.3 0.0 4.3 100.0

When analyzing the following three items on the Hirschi”
discipline scale "Policemen try to give all kids an even
break", "It is airight to get around the law if you can getl
away with it" and "I have a lot of respect for the.police“.
results reveal that a higher proportion of the arrest groyp
71.4% (n=7)}, are undecided to negative in their attitude
toward the police; 28.6% {n=7) are favorable. Also, when
analyzing only one of these items on the Hirschi discipline
scale, "I have a 1ot of respect for the police", it was found
that the majority 71.4% {n=7) have an unfavorable attitude
toward the police, énd only 28.6% (n=7) are favorable.

{See Table XXI)
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"TABLE XXII

FREQUENCY OF CRIMINAL ACTIVITY BY ARR‘ST FOR ALCOHOL/ALCOHOL
- AND DRUG ABUSE

COL PCT
TOT PCT
"Arrest Frequency of Criminal Activity Total
' Yery Often Occasional Very Little
12-22 23-33 34-44
Alcohol 0.0 ' 20.0 0.0 n= 1
Abuse- 0.0 14.3 0.0
Alcohol & 100.0 80.0 0.0 n= 6
Drug Abuse . 28.6 57.1 0.0
Total n=2. n=5 n=0 n= 7
28.6 ’ 71.4 0.0 100.0-

-

When analyzing all eleven qtems on the Nye and Shogrt
Hidden Criminality scale, results reveal that all youths
100.0% (n=7) who are arrested for alcohol/alcohol and drug
abuse engage at least once or twice to several times in the
criminal and delinquent activities composing the scale.
Also, when analyzing only one item on the Nye and Short
Hidden Criminality scale, use of narcotics, it was found
that the majority 71.4% (n=7), smoke up very often; 28.6%
(n=7) report smoking up several times. (See Table XXII)

Peer affiliation is reported by ail youths arrested for

alcohol/alcohol and drug abuse, 100.0% (Q=7).
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TABLE XXIIl

, :
PREVIOUS RECORD BY ARREST FOR ALCOHOL/ALCOHOL ANQ DRUG ABUSE

coL PCT
. T07T PCT
Arrest Previous Record Totaj
One Two Three Four or
Time Times Times More Tiges
Alcohol 0.0 0.0 0.0 25.0 n= 1
Abuse 0.0 0.0 c.0 14.3
Alcohol & 100.0 0.0 0.0 75.0 n= b
Drug Abuse 42.9 0.0 0.0 42.9
Total n=3 n=0 n=0 o n=4 n= 7
0.0 0.0 §7.1 100.0

42.9

-

Whether or not & complainant requests that an arrest be
made'is insignificant. Ffor the majority who did get
arrested 60.0° (h=5), the complainant did not make such a
request. However, 40.0 {n=5) did have a complainant who
wanted them to be arrested. g

The majority of the arrest group, 57.1; (n=7), have
four or.more encounters with the police; 42.9:% (n=7) report

having no previous «ecord. (See Table XXIII)-

In summary, the tvpe of youth in this study that tends
to abuse alcohol is a Caucasian male belonging to either
the middle to lower or middie to unper class, 15 to 16

years of age, with an overall grade average of below 65
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living at home with both parents, disﬁonest in school,
hippy style in appearance, undecided to negative in his
attitude towa}d the police, deviant, frequent user of
n@rcotics. peer affiliated, and rarely caught by the
police. The variable, religion tends not to be significant.

The type of youth that tends to be arrested for
alcohol/alcohol and drug abuse is a Caucasian male, middle
to ‘upper class, 15 years of ége, with an overall grade
average of between 50% and 64%, living at home with both
parents, dishonest in school, hippy style in appearance,
undecided to qegative in his attitude toward the police,
deviant, frequent user of narcgtics, peer affiliated, and
has a previous.record.

Consequentiy, the major hypothesis ip this study was

not confirmed.

D) General Youth Attitudes and Behavior

Further stateménts can be made from the analysis about
youths in general; their drinking habits, their family life,
their style of dress, their attitude toward the police,
their hidden criminality, and their experience with the
police.

Males tend to consume more alcohol when compared to
females. Out pf 306 males who report using alcohol 24.5%
drink four or more times a month. Out of 264 females who

report using alcohol 23.1% drink four or more times a month.
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Also, at ahy one sitting a higher pereéptage-of males 11?0:
(n=236) drink nine or more glasses or shots of liquor
cdmpareq‘to 4:3% (n=2103‘fema1es, and 8.5% (n=236) males
drﬁnk less than one glass or shot of liquor at any one
sitting compared to 12.4% (5=210) females.

' Results reveal that alctohol consumption varies diréct]y
with age, that is, as one's age increases, one's a]coho? .
consumpﬁion fncreases._‘jt was found that 12.7% (n=f9) of
youths 13 and 14 years of age who report using é]coho},
drink four'or more timeg a month compared to 39.5% (n=114)
of youths 18 aﬁd 19 years of age an& 30.4% (n=79) of 13 and _
14.year olds are abstainers {did not drink ét all in the
past 6 (six) months) compared to 9.6% (n=11d} of 18 and 1§
year olds. Similar éegﬁlts-were found Qith{the amount
consumed at any one sitting. It was also found that alcohol
“consumption Varies_dfnectTy with érade jevel, that is, as’
one's grade 1e§e1 {ncreasés. one's alcohol consumption-
increases. In grade mine, 32.1% (n=112} }ouths report not
usinﬁ a]coho1'in‘the ﬁasf & (six) months compared to 10:1?
(n=89) in grade thirteen-and 15.2% (n=112) in grade nine
drink .four or more times a month compared to 42.7% (n=89) in
grade thirteén.-‘. |

Alceohol coﬁsumption is fnversely related to academic
perfofmance; iG.SZ (na224) of youths with an overall grade
average of below 65%;did ﬁot drink at all in the past six

months compared to 23.6% {n=339) with an average above 65%.
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When bivén mu]tipie ré5ponsé'questfoﬁs, it was found
that a higher bércentage_of studénts-40.0: (n=7385.are more
likely to drink béfore, during, or after.a party. -As well,
 ; higﬁer proportion 6f youths in trouble with the police
'-84;2:'(n=152),.rep6rt peer affiTiation; The most popular
. method used b{ﬁsfuﬁents to attain alcohol was when 2

%riendlgave it to them, 22.0% (n=1028) anﬁ}beer was found
to be fhé popular aTcohql{c bevérage, 40.0% (n=524).
'Results‘inaiﬁaté fhat ége and alcohol consumption
varies directly with métor vehicle accidents. Out of those
youths who drink-four-or more times a month, and have been
{n a motor vehicle mﬁéhap, 80.0% (n=5) are 17 years of agé

‘and older.

(
-
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TABLE XXIV - -t
SQCTO-ECONOMIC STATUS BY ARREST. . = -
coL PCT . - o
TOT PCT R
Socio-economic - : Arrest Total -
Status Yes No ° . :
. Less 29 T 1.8 13.2 ‘n= 75
o 0.3 12.8
30 - 39 11.8 13.3 n= 76
0.3 12.9
40 - 49 1%.8 16.6 n=.94
0.3 16.1
50 - 59 5.9 8.8 n= 50
0.2 8.6 -
60 ~ 69 35.3 29.0 n=167
1.0 28.1
Over 70 _ " 23.5 19.1 n=110
0.7 18,
Total n=17 n=555 n=572
3.0 37.0 100. 0

. When analyzing tablgs on the total sample population,
it was found that thére.fs no associatiOn.between socio-,
economic status and youth arrest. Youths get arrested for -
delinquent and criminal-activity'on.a11 levels of social
strata with more youths reporting in the miﬁd]e to upper

class: 11.8% (n=17) in the lower class get ar;ested for
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delinquent and criminal activity in comparison with 23.5%
(n=17) in the upper class. (See Table XXIV) Out of 245
youths from the middie to Tower class, 2.4% get arrested.
Out of 327 youths from the middle to upper class, 3.4% get
arrested.

The results reveal that there arifmore one parent
families and more youths li;?zgn?ﬁ\gﬂﬁer arrangements in the
middle to upper class in comparison with the 1ower~c1ass;
25.5% (n=114) in the lower class are one parent families

compared to 55.2% (n=114) in the.upper class, and 7.6% {n=26)
‘in the lower c£lass live in other arrangements compa;ed to
57.7% (n=26) in the upper class. However, the majority of

_ lower class, one parent families 92.9% (n=14), are a result
of divorce and separation. Upper class families tend to
experience greater death rates 56.0% (n=50), compared to

separation and divorce 36.0% (n=50).

w————
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ARREST 8Y SOCIO-ECONOMIC STATUS BY FAMILY LIFE

Arrest

Socio-Econ.

Status

Yes
Less

Low SES
30 -

60 -

High SES
Qver

Total

29

39

49

69

70

TABLE XXV

COL PCT
TOT PCT

Both One Other
Parents Parent Arrangements
14.3 11.7 0.
5.9 5.9 0
0.0 22.2 0.
0.0 11.8 0.
14.3 11.1 0.
5.9 5.9 0.
0.0 11.1 0.
0.0 5.9 - 0
57.1 22.2 0.
23.5 11.8 0
14.3 1 22.2 100.
5.9 11.8 5.
n=7 n=9 n=
41.2 52.9 5.

Family Life

0
.0

oo (s New ]

oo

OO

Vo)
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Total
n= 2
n= 2
nl= 2
n= 1
n= 6
n= 4
n= 17

The majority of vouths arrested 52.9. {n=17), have one

parent families when comparéd to families where both parents

are present 41.2° (n=17).

However,

is not a contributing factor.

socio-economic status

{See Table XXV)

Middle to upper class youths tend to dress more casual

19.0% (n=310), compared to 11.6" (n=310) in the lower c]ass.'
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TABLE XXVI

ARREST BY SOCIO-ECONOMIC STATUS BY PHYSICAL APPEARANCE

COL PCT
T0T PCT
Arrest Socio-econ. Physical Appearance " Total
Status
Fancy Casual Hippyish
Yes ~—— Dress Oress Dress
- Less 29" 0.0 0.0 -16.7 n= 2
Low SES : 0.0 0.0 12.5
30 -39 0.0 25.0 8.3 n= 2
0.0 6.3 6.3 '
40 - 49 n.0 .0 1€.7 n= 2
0.0 0.0 12.5
50 - 59 0.0 . 0.0 8.3 n= 1
High SES 0.0 0.0 6.3
60 - 69 c.o0 75.0 25.0 n= 6
0.0 18.7 18.7
Over 70 0.0 . 0.0 25.0 n= 3
0.0 0.0 18.7
Total n=0 ‘n=4 n=12 n=16
' 0.0 25.0 75.0 - 100.0

A higher proportion of youths who get arrested by the
police 75.0% (n=16), display a pocr physical appearance;
1.3% (n=310) éf casual dressers get arrested compared to
5.6% (n=215) hibpy‘sty]e dressérs. Youths who Hisp]ay a
very g1ite appearance avoid arrest.” Socio-ecéﬁomic status
is not arconfributing factor where physical appeérance or

-

arrest are concerned. (See Table XXVI)
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ARREST BY SOCIO-ECONOMIC STATUS BY RESPECT FOR THE POLICE

Socio-Econ.
Status

Arrest
Yes
Less 29
Low SES
30 - 39
40 - 49
50 - 59
High SES
60 - 69

- QOver 70

Total

As well, slightly more youths in the upper class dress -
hippyish and display a poor physical appearance 18.1%

{n=21%), compared to 14.4% (n=215) in the lower class.

COL PCT
T0T PCT

20.
5.

0.
0.

QO

n=
29.

oo oo (Ve N ]

Agree

0
§

Q
0

O o

n

4

Undecided

5.
5.

25.
5.

0
9

w0 o

Respect for Police

Disagree

n
47

N oo

g

.0
0

5
.9

. .
o OO . wuun

=8
1

.

Total
n= 2
n= 2
n= 2
n= 1
n= b
n=" 4
n= 17
100.0
In

interpreting these results, there does not seem to be much

of a difference in the way youths in the different classes

dress.

N
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Hheﬁ Examining ﬁirﬁchifs'attitude scale on discipline,
results reveal thatia{1‘sbcia1 classes have similar attitudes
toward fhe p;jice. ‘When gna1yzin§ only one item on the
scale, "I have'aflof-bf_respect for the police”, the
.mdjority 63.3% (h=572];ip.a11 classes agrée that‘they have
-respect for the police. “However " the upper c1a$s has a-
sl1ght1y more host11e attitude toward them. -

Out of three poss1ble categor1es, it was found that more
youths arrested:4].1% (n=17) disagree w1th the statement, "I
have a Tot o%_kesﬁéct for the police" . From this percentage,
75.0% (n=8) are %rbﬁ,thé middle to upper c1ass: {See Table XXVIL)

Qhen examining tﬁel{tems bn the Nye and Short Hidden
Crimina]it;'sca1é,-iflwas ?éund that there is no association
between éoﬁio-économic status and the severity'of the
offences commitfed. A1l ;ociai-classes tend to-éngage in
similar levels of delinquent and criminal activity with

more delinquent and criminal activity being reported in the

" middle to upper-cJasses: 12.3% (n=81) smoke up often . in the

lower class compared to 21.0% (n=81) in the upper class. As
well, youths who do get arrested engage consistenf1y and at
a higher rate infa1ﬁ delinquent and criminal activity; 52.9%

(n=17) of the arrest group smoke up very often.
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< -TABLE XXVIII

”

ARREST BY SOCIO-ECONOMIC STATUS BY NARCOTIC USE

CoL PCT
TO0T PCT
Arrest Socioc-econ. " Narcotic Use ° Total
Status ! : ] ' '
Yes Very Occasional. Very
: Cften Little

Less 29 22.2 0.0 . 0.0 n= 2

Low SES . 11.8‘ 0.0 .0.0
30 - 39 11.1 20.0 0.0 n= 2

B 5.9 5.9 0.0

\ . . - ’

40 - 49 11.1 20.0 0.0 n= 2

5.9 5.9 0.0
50 - 59 0.0 20.0 0.0 n= .1

High SES 0.6 5f9 0.0
60 - 69 22.2 20.0 100.0 n= B

11.8 5.9 17.6
Over 70 33.3 20.0 0.0 n= &

17.6 5.9 0.0
Total n=9 ‘n=5 n=3 n= 17
52.9 29.4 17.6 100.0

. ¢ Results do not indicate that a higher prooortionkof
lower class youths comhittiné more severe o$fences.getl
arrested by the police; 22.2% (n=9) of the arrest group
in the Jower class smoke up often compared ®o 33.3% (n=9)

< in the upper class. ({See Table XXVIII)
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TABLE XXIX

ARREST BY POLICE CONTACT

COL PCT ‘
TO0T PCT !
Arrest Po1icg Contact " Total
. One Two Three Four or

Time Times Times More Times

Yes 7.9 11.6 11.1 23.8 n= 17
3.4 3.4 1.4 3.4 1.7
No 92.1 88.4 _ 88.9 76.2 n=128
40.0 26.2 11.0 11.0 88.3

Total. n=63 n=43  n=18

n=21 "~ n=145

Ihéré is no a;sociatioh between youths who have been
arrested and who haQe_had siblings in trouble with the pd]ice.
Amohgrthosg youthé arfested, 41.2% (n=17) had siblings in
"frougTe.with the p61ice. Similar results were found for
’ thos; who did not have siblings in trouble with the police.

A higher'proporfion of youths 42.9% (n=17) who
‘énéohntef.a‘COMp]ainant requeéling an arrestfget arrested
by the police comparéd to 28.6% (n=17) who did ndt get such
.aJ}gquqst'b:t did get arfested!_

"~ One's chances of avoidiﬁg arrest decreases with an
increase in police contacts. Out of 63 youths with a first
pﬁfensé,.92.1: do not get aﬁrested.l Qut of 2]-youths with
fau;.or more contacts with the police, 76.2% do not get

arrested,
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‘As well, out of 63 youths with a2 first offense, 7.9% .

get arrested compared to 23.8% {n=27) of youths with four or

more contacts with the police. (See Table XXIX)

In conclusion, the resu1t5;reveél; as perceived by
youth, that police are manifestly lax when arresting youths
who come to their attention and are even more lax when it
comes to arrest{ng-youths for alcbho]/a1coho] and ang
abuse. Although, the.majority of youths who get arrested
tend to be undecidéd to negative in their attitude toward
the police, on the whole, the majority of youfhs in this'

study tend to respect the police.

[
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CHAPTER IV

- e ———————— -

DISCUSSION OF THE RESULTS AND CONCLUSIONS

The major hypothesis "Police arrest a higher proportion
of lower class youth for alcohol abuse"” was not confirmed in
this study. The results reveal that socio-economic status
tends not to be a factor affecting the police officer's
decision to arrest youthful offenders. The factors, perceived by
youth, to have significance where police discretion 1is |
concerned are physical appearance, the severity of the
delinguent and criminal activity in which youth engage,

one's demeanor (respect toward the law and the police},

-
]

one's family life, one:s previous record, one's peer
affiliation, and whether a complainant requests that an
arrest be made. The variables, race, siblings in trouble
with the police, and socio-economic status do not tend
to have significance in this study.

One of khe major reasons why race does npt appear to
be significant may be due to the fact ;hat the city of
Ottawa has a low number of racial and ethnic groups that are
politically and criminally active; police arrest individuals

who commit criminal acts and tend not to be selective.
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Although the majority of subjects in this study are’
Caucasian, as they constitute the majority race in the
city of Ottawa and, therefore, have a greater probabi]i;y
of representation in the sample, the results reveal thét
the majority of all individuals dvoid arrest when they come '
to the attention of the police. Law reference policies
tend to be applied equally regardless of the offender's
social class or race.

The lack of association between youths who are arrested
by the po1ice{ and their siblings who had trouble wi;h the
police, could possibly be explained by both the size of the
police department and the city regions patré]]edf The
police officer patrolling the city, especially in Ottawa
where team-policing has not been established, cannot get to
know everyone on an individual basis. Therefore, the
behavior of one's sister or brother does not tend to matter
to the police officer who has a suspecf in hand. Possibly
1n'sma1ler communitiés, this relationshio might be
significant. |

Although the literature review. implies that dg]inquency
is a lower class phenomenon (Haskell and Yablonsky, 1978;
Tribble;, 1972; West, 1969; Eysenck, 1964; MacKay, 1963;
Bloch and Geis, -1862; Gluecks, 1962; Trasler, 1962}, and

~
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lower cfass delinguents are more Iikelf to gét into trouble
with the law (Hughes,.1978; MacKay ef 31:, 1967; Schonfield,
1967; Gold, 1966), the results in this situdy tend not to
.support.these findipgs. This. study tends to lend

suppo;t to the findings of Vaz (797]) which suggest that
the aQerage-unﬁerage youthful offender is'a middle to upper
f]ass de]inﬁpent. ‘The arrest of offenderS-qu Eriminal

and delinguent activity is found to exist in all levels

of the social strats Qith more youths reportiﬁg in ;he
_midd]e'to upper class. ‘Eor exampie, afI ycuth arrested
for alcohol/aicohol -and .drué abuse in this study are middle
to upper 9]as$;. |

| One of the major reasons why delinquent and criminal
activity is not conﬁentrated incthe ]ower.c1ass may be due
to the fact that the city of Ottawa does not have any
gﬁetio regions and students from all social class
backgrounds can be found in particular schools. As well,
Ottawalis é government city where the majority of citizens
are middle c];ss. According to Revenue Canada, Ottawa has
a high standard of Tiving with aa average yeaf]y inceme of
$13,887, and ranks eighth out of a hundred selected cities
in Canéda. Consequently, where there exlst hiﬁd]e to upper

class adolescents engaging in delinquent and criminal



, ' . . o 134

- »

activity, police arrest accordingly and tend not to

" discriminate on the basis of social class; more middle to

" upper class students are arrested in this study for-théiri
deT{nquent and criminal iétivity. Also, aore yo@th in the

middle to upper class abusing a1é§h01 and drugs repoff

getting arrested for it. Poiice; as perceived by-youtﬂ?‘

tend not to discriminate when making an arrest where sociaT'

- . ,
class is concerned.

_The findings in this study tend to support both extra
legal and legal considerations found to be ﬁnfluéntial in
police dismnitﬂms toward vouthful offenders. One's manner of
dress, demeanor, and gamily Yife are found to be influentgial
social factors that bias po]ice dispositions as perceived
by'youth and other studies "{Cicourel, 1968; Ng?;hman.and
Piliavin, 1967; Skolnick, 1966; Piliavin and Briar, 1964;
Goldman, 1963). As wé]l, the findings suggest that there
is a tendency to let the offender who respects the police
off easily but to give the offender who is disrespectful
the works; this phenomenon is supported in other-studies
(Kinnaqe, 1979; Black, 1971; Black and'Reiss, 1970; Cicourel,
1368; Werthman and Piliavin, 1967; Skolnick, 19665 Piliavin
and Briar, 1964; Goldman; 1963; La Fave, 1962; Westley,

1953). The majority of youthful offenders are found to be
. / .
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with- their peers at.thq time of the aoffence thus indicating
'that-peer affitiation is an influential factor forithose
youth engaging in He1inquent and criminal activity. Police,
as perceived by youth, tend to arrest those who display a
hippy ;ty1e appearance. T1hose youth who dress well or
modish do not come to the attention of.the pd]ice‘evén.
though they break the law. As well, the méﬁority-pf these
yqﬁth tend to come from one parent families.

Legal faétors tend to be also influential in relation
to police dispoéitions toward youthful offenders. These .
inc]ude_the severify of delinquent and criminal activity
fn'which youth engage, one's number of contacts with the
police {(previous }ecord), and whether or not a complainant
requests that an arrest be made. Hirschi (1980) and Green
(1970) suggest that where legal factors are taken into
account, the relationship between socio-economic status and
police disposition usually is either weak or removed. This
could be a further-reason as to why socio-economic status
as hypothesized has not been a significant factor in-this
study. The results of Terry's (1967)'and Goldman's (1963) y
studies suggest that the severity of the offence and the/,-ﬂf\\/
previous record are the most important factors affecting
police disposition. This study tends to support thése

findings as well.



However, the majority of adolescents who do come to |
the attentiqn of the police are diverted from the Criminal K
Justice System. Arrest, as perceived by youth, is not a
common action taken by.the police. Rather the emphasis is
on civertiné the young person from the system. - .

Where alcohol consumption is concerned, the resultstend¥
| to support the findings in the fiterature. A]coni is consumed
-by youth in all levels . of social strata. Males consume
more alcohol than fgyi;és, alcohol consumptionrvaries
directly with age and grade level and is inverée]y related
to academic performance.' These fin&ings are'supported by
Smart et al., 1979, 1977, 1975; Shannon, 1977; Neumann, 197‘
Whitehead, 1971. The iesults equally confirm that a higher
proportion of youth préfer to drink with their peers and will
use their peers as a means of getting alcohol. Confirming
the Maddox and McCall (1964) study, beer is the most
popular alcoholic beverage.ﬁ'As expected, it was found that
age and alcohol consumption varies directly with motor
vehicle accidents (Shannon, 1977; Neumann, 1976; Cavan,
1962).

The results of this study, with some reservations,

may be generalized to the student population in the QOttawa
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area. However, it is important to keep in mind the type
of instrument used in this study as well as the method of
sampling.-

In conclusion, the police, as perceived by youth, are
manifestly lax when.arresting youths who come to their
attention, and are even more lax when arresting youths for
alcohol/alcohol and drugs. Although the majority of yduths
who are arrested in this stugy tend to have unfavorable
attitudes toward the police, on the'whole, the ﬁéjority of
youth in Ottawa tend to respect the police.

Furthermore, the police, as perceived by youth,
exercise wide discretion when encountering youthful
offenders, and diversion'appears to be only one of the
common methods they use. Although this may be policy
followed by the police department, the decision to arrest or
not to arrest s also influenced by the individual police
officer every time he encounters a youthful offender.
Indeed, the youth's first contact with the police will have
a lasting impression on him or her. By and large, as the
police tend to be respected by the youth in Ottawa, the way
they use disﬁretioh could appear not only necessary but also

beneficial to the community and its citizens.
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It is hoped that this study will initiate other studies
on police dis;retion. Which variables {extra legal versus
legal) have a greater impact on‘police disposition toward
youthful offenders could be further researched. Because
of the quality level of the data in this study, such

analysis was not possible.
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APPENDIX “A" ,
‘ - T

STUDENT QUéSTION@AIRE ABQUT ALCOHOL
4 Hany experts -in-the ffeld of aicoholism are of the

opinion that teenage drinking is a seriou¥ problem today.

~~The Department of Criminology of the University of Ottawa

"is investigating this social-problem, in particular to find

out the attitudes and leisure time activities of young
peop]e ' .

ThlS quest10nna1re s designed to discover the drwnk1ng
habits of young peop]e.. It also includes some questions
related to whef%er or not young people get into trOuQJe
with the law as a result of their drfnking habits.

YOU have been se]ected to be part of th1s group of
young people - Therefore. your answers arg very. 1mportant.

However, your answers will remain entf/ely anonymous It . :

means ;hat no_qne w111_ever be able to identify you nor -

identify Lhe'hues;ions vou have iifwered;

PLEASE BO NOT WRITE YOUR NAME ON ANY PART OF THIS
QUESTIONNAIRE." READ EACH QUESTION CAREFULLY AND- REPLY AS
TRUTHFULLY AS POSSIBLE TO EACH ONE. THERE IS NO TIME

LIMIT BUT IT SHOULD NOT TAKE‘YOU LONGER THAN “20“ MINUTES.
ANSNER AS QUICKLY OR RS SLONLY AS YOU WISH.




QUESTIONS

REPLY BY PLACING AN "X" IN-THE BRACKET THAT CORRESPONDS TO
YOU. - - | . _

1. SEX Male —-mmmmmmmmmm- SR 1%
: - : Female ---------=---=--=~- i

2. What was your AGE at last birthday?

—
h
1
1
1
1
1
1
]
1
1
1
||
]
]
]
1
1
[}
]
]
]
]
Y~V U BWwWwMN —~
T T P r—

3. What is your family RELIGION?
(Religion practised in your home)

Catholic ==-=-=-=-==-ee---==
- Protestant --==~=--- EREE T

[

]

X

-

wn

>

1

1

1

|

'

|

'

'

|

]

'

'

]

1

"
WM —
T Eamn X oame ¥ onne Toane Fom

4. RACE - "_ ' Caucasian ===-=-=—-=«c===-
. Negroid ----=-----=--=-=-=-=-
Mongeloid --=-=--=====-=--~

, ' Native -==-==-===Duece---

£ by —

5. {a) State your FATHER'S occupation.
{

(b) sState your MOTHER'S occupation.
| (




10.

.- (a) wWhat is your FATHER'S yearly income?

Under 2,000 --------- - 1
2,000 - 3,999 ---mocieo- 2(
= T 4,000 - 6,999 ---------- -3(
: 7’000 = 9.999 ,Em_——————= 4(
10,000 - 14,999 ---l-co- 5(
15,000 - 24,999 --e----- 6(
25,000 and over -------- 7{
{b) What is your MOTHER'S yeér]y income?
Under 2,000 ------s=n=== 1
2,000 - 3,999 ----c-un-- 2(
4,000 - 6,999 -------- -- 3
‘ 7,000 - 9,999 -c-c-men--- af
10,000 - 14,999 -------- 5(
15,000 - 24,999 --nmmem- 6(
25,000 and over -------- 7(
Does your family own or rent your HOME?
s
OWN —cccmmcmmcccceemaa- - 1(
- | A 2(
Don't know ----5---=---- 3(
Does not apply to me --- 4(
ls your family on WELFARE?
YeS -cccmmcmmeeememem—- 1
NO mmmmmmmcmcccccceee oo 2(
Don't kNOw =--w=c-c----- 3(
WHO earns the most monev in your family?
Father w----eecemm—mm=ian ]E
Mother -----c-gf-------- 2
. Other - AWIIIIITE 3

If jour MOTHER is the one who earns more money, is it

‘because your father is disabled, 117

Y@5 wcrmc e ceccccmemmm- 1
[ 2(
Does not apply to me --- 3{

L el
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) 12.

11.

13.

14.

15.

16.

- \_‘."
What GRADE are you presently in?
S

¢ ] cecmmemem e ieeeae 1

R 2(

9 cmmeermmmme - “L---- 3(

10 —ec-ccmrmmmmm e 4(

11 Zeemmemme-- Zmeemme——- 5(

12 w-emmmmcmcm el e e B(

13 emcmcmemmmce e == 7(

‘s

Under 40 ----------=--=-- 1(
40 - 849 --ececcececmeee-- 2(
50 - 64 -c--------er---- 3
656 - T4 —emecccemmmmmm- 4
’ 75 and over --------=---- 5(

How many brothers and sisters do you have?
(Place ,number on line) ;

Brothers (

Sisters

How many OLDER brothers and sisters do you have?
(P]ace number on line

Brothers (

Sisters (

Eir.
)

Have aﬁy‘of your brothers or sisters been in trouble
with the police?

YeS w~----,-em-e--oren-- 1
NO -e-----eecccmameeem- 2
. Don't know -------=-=-=-=- 3
Does not apply to me ---4
-l.‘ -
Are YOU Living with your parents --------- 1
Living with only one parent ------ g

Living in other arrangements -----

"~

.

%

Nl Tt s St
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17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

If.YOU are not 1ivimrg with both—your parents, check the

statement that best_appiies_to you. H_’,
‘Your parents are separated/divorced 1{
Your father has died -~cc-emecece-aaa 2(
Your mother has died -----ccwem-eoa- 3(
Both your parents have died ------- 4
You-have Teft home -eceecmccemeaoa-- 5(

-~
- -

"In the past six months, I have used-ALCOHOL

Not at 871 -cmvmmmmmccccceccecmma - 14
Less than once per month ---------- 2(
About twice per month ------w--- —-= 3
About three times per month ------- 4
About four times or more per month 5

* If you have not used alcohol in the past six

months,

skip to questian #32. -~

When did you have your FIRST DRINK of a1coho]7
(Beer, wine or liauor) | | Ci

This year, 1980 -cccecccccannnmaaana-
Last year, 1979 cccccmcmcmccmeeeae
Twe or three years ago, 1977-1978 - 3

Fqg;\;; five years ago, 1975-1976 - 4(

™Yy —

Ove ve years ago, 1974 or_before 5(

WHEN are you likely to drink?
(Check more than one if it anolies to you)

.5§0a11y when I am alone ----c--=-=-- 1

en I''m with my close friends ---- 2(
Before, during or after a party --- 3{
Anywhere away from home ----------- 4(
Anytime outside schpol ---------u--
(Does not matter) ----cce-e-mo-on-- - 5(
When I am home ------c-cc-mcuonnn-- 6(

Are you STILL DRINKING alcohol? ' /-
Yes --------------;:;E _____________ 1
NO =mmccmemcmccmea oo [ L 2(

<

r
(
(

e M e Y Nt
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et



22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

Jd

If NO, which of the following comes closest to you;
REASON for stopping?

4

Thought it might be harmful/addictive ------- 1 )

My parents/others forced me to stop --------- 2( )

My friends wanted me to stop ---------------= 3( )

I'm no longer interested in drinking ------- a( )

Qther ---c-mme-cemccmemcceocccem—em—mm—om—e 5( )

/
Bow much do your PARENTS know about your drinking
habits? _ |

They do not know that I drink ---=-e-----wo--- 1( )

They do not know I drink as much as I do ---- 2( )

They know 1 drink and want me to stop ------- 3( )

. They know I drink and it is 0.K. ---------==- a( )

I do not live with my parents ----e-------=-- 5( )
Which of these METHODS have you u;;a to get alcohol?
{Check more than one if it applies to you)

Said that you were older -«--e-c-c-------- R 1( )

Used an older person's I.D. card ------c-=--- 2( )

Had an older person buy it for you ---------- 3( )

Friends gave it t0 YOU -=---=ev--e-mem-o-oo=-= a( )

Friends sold it t0o you --ve-ceceomma---- ————— 5( )

Parents gave it tO YOU ------c-cocmemwooomo-- 6( )

"You $t071e §t cccccmccccmmcem e mr e memm e e 7({ )

Bought it yourself wecacecccmccceaononmoommm- 8{ )

None of the above -----------= ecemmmm e 9( )
How OFTEN has drinking Icohoi interfered with your
preparation for classes

--------- pemmmmmeee 1()
A tWice -—--===---=-- 2( )
three times ------ 3( )
More three times --- 4( )
How OFTEN have you driven a motor vehicle after _ \_///’1
drinking alcohol? . .
Never or do not drivé\?r-/1g %
- . Once Or twice ---e---=-==- 2
- - ) Three o four times --m'tg)
. Five times or more ------ 4( ).
' b’
) k



29.

30.

3.

Have you
o J

ever been a PASSENGER in a motor vehicle
in T E—

a xaffic accident after you drank alcohol?

Yes, once OplYy ----c-c----- 1( )
Yes, more than once ----- 2( )
NO mcecmmmmcmemcee e mma e 3( )
Have yoh ever been the DRIVER of a motor vehicle
involved in a kraffic accidentupfter you drank alcchol?
Yes, once Only ------c--- 10 )
Yes, more than once ----- 2( )
’ -
- : NO mcccecaccccme—ama=e——= 30 )

in the last six

months, how OFTEN have ybu been drinking
in a har, taver '

. beverage rocm or lounge?

-2V -3 S 1( )
Once or Twice --ceeca--- - 20 )
Three or four times ----- 3( )
N Five to ten times ------- 3{ )
More than ten times ----- 5( )

3

Wwhen you crigk. alcohol, about how MANY bottles of beer,
glasses of wfine or shots cf liguor would vou have at
any one sitying? '

Less than one ---------- R
One Or tWO -----c--eo=-=-== 2
Three to five ceccecea---- 3(
. Six to eight --ece-ca-=-- 4
Nine Or more --------=-=-- 5

e e et e

WHICH of the following do vou nrefer most often?

>
BEEr cccmeccemmmemmao oo T )
WiNe cevrmccececocccccan== 2{ )
v Hard LigQuor --ce---cw---- 3( )
~ 7 None of the above ------- ()



/

-

32. MWhich PICTURE best describes the way you dress most of
the time? (Place an "X" in that bracket) '

. .
() ' () | ()
33 During the last year, did you ever stay away from

SCHOOL just because you had other things you wanted to
do? _ .
Often

A few times
Once or twice
Never

[= I PN AN B
e
st i e

34. How did your PARENTS feel about your staying away from

school?

< I have never stayed away 1( )
They didn't know about it 20 )
: They didn't care 3( )
Py _ They disaoproved 4( )
. They approved 5( )
I don't know 6( )

[ am not living with or 1in
contact with my parents 7( )

v

%



35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

During the last year did you ever CHEAT on any class
test? -

Often ----- ettt 1(
A few times ---------=---- 2(
Once or twice ----=------ 3
{« Never ------=esmee-———--- 4(

During the last year, were you ever SENT OUT of a
classroom by a teacher? :
Often =---=---------s-wc=--- 1
A few times -----=--=----- ) 2
Once or twice ----------- 3
Never ---==---------c---- 4

Have you ever been SUSPENDED from school?

Often -------==---------- 1
A few times ------------- 2
Once or twice -==-=-=------- 3
Never ---<---------==----- 4

I have never been suspended =------- 1
They didn't care --------=-==-==~-- 2
They were angry with me =-=-=---------= 3
They didn't know about it -=--=----- 4
They were angry with the school --- 5
1 don't know =-—====-ce-emmccacanaa=-= 6
I am not Yiving with or in
contact with my parents ---=-=-=-=----- 7

What would be .the worst thing about gett1ng caught for
STEALING?
The police might not treat you
right =--c-mcccc-mmmmmmmmremem e 1
Your parents would be angry ------- 2
Your friends would look down on
you --------- Fm—————- e kb -~ 3
Publia shame/embarrassment --=------ 4+
Don't know ----------- evmroro-==-- 5(

Wquld you tell the POLICE if you saw these things?

éa) A 14 year old drinking in a.bar. Yes ------- 1(

R

S L e
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41.

42.

43.

44.

."

<

(b)" A man beating his wife. Yes --i---m- - ()
_ Maybe -==-v---- 2{ )
‘ ' NO ----- ——----- 3( )
(¢) Someéne,steaTing a coat. . - Yeé'-------f--- 1( )
| ' Maybe -----=--- 2(- )
. NO —memccememe- 3( )
(d) A man peddling dope. YES emcecccmnen ()
Mavbe ---=----- 2( )
NO ——-emmmemee 3( )
Do you ever think of yourself, as DELINQUENT?
NEVEr --ceoemmmmmmm—cmann 1( )
Once in a while --------- 2( )
0ften ---ccececccccccc-mm=" 3( )
A1l the time -<-—-e-mea-= 4( )
I don't know ------------ 5( )
Does ANYONE ELSE ever. think of you as delinquent?
Never --ecececccccremcca=m- - 10 )
Gnce in 2 while --------- 2( 7}
0ften -e-emmcmmcmm—eooo-- 230 )
A11 the time cc--camo-e-w- al )
1 don't know =------------ 5( )
Have you ever been ROUGHED UP by the police?
Yes, more than oOnNCe ----ccemeema==-- - 1(
YeS, ONCE cccememmmme——e—== mm——m———- 2(
Na, but .I know people who have been 3(
No, and I don't know anyone who has 4(

AGREE or DISAGREE with the following statements.
(Circle an "X")

'(a) The man who leaves the keys in his can.js about as

much to blame for its theft as the man Wwho steals
it. ) ’

X X 2 X X X

Strongly Agree Undecided Disagree - Strongly
Agree - -, _Disagree



{b) People who break the law are almost always caught

and punished. ' . .
X X X - X X
Strongly Agree Undecided Disagree Strongly
Agree Disagree

(c) Being sent to juvenile court would bother me a lot.

X X X X X
Strongly Agree Undecided Disagree Strongly
Agree : Disagree

(d) Policemen try to give all kids an even break.

X X X X X
Strongly Agree Undecided Disagree Strongly
Agree Disagree

(e) Most things that people call delinquency don't
really hurt anyone,.

- -
—_—

X X X

X X
Strongly Agree  Undecided Disdgree Strongly
Agree ““L// Disagree

(f) It is alright to get around the. law if you can get
away with it.

X X X X X

Strongly Agree Undecided - Disagree Strongly
Agree Disagree

(g) Most criminals really should not be blamed for the
" things they have done.

X X X X X
Strongly Agree Undecidpd Disagree Strongly
Agree . Disagree

(h) 1 have a 1ot of respect for the police.

X X X X X
Strongly Agree Undecided Disagree Strongly
Agree Disagree"®

4
ar



45.

Respond to the fo1]ow1ng quest1ons as they apply to you
(C1rc1e an-"X") Have you ever.

(a) Driven a car without a driver's license or permit?

X X X - X
Very Several * . Unce or No
Often : Times .- Twice

{(b) Taken little things (worth less than $2.00) that
did not belong to you?

X_ X X X
Very Several Once or No
Often " Times Twice :

(c) Bought or drank beer, wine or liguor?
(include drinking at home)

X X _ X X

Very Several Once or No
Often ' Times - Twice

(d) Skipped school without a legitimate excuse?

, 4
X ' X X . X !
Very Several Once or No
Often Times Twice
(e) Purposely damaged or destroyed public or private
property?
X X X : X
Very Several Once or ) No
Often Times ‘ Twice

(f) Had sex relations with a person of the same or
opposite‘sex?

X . X X . X
Very Several Once or .. No
0ften Times Twice .

(g) Taken things of medium value ($2.00 to $50.00)?
X X X ) X

Very Several Once or ' No
Often Times Twice



(h) Taken things of larger vaiue (wqrth more than

$§50.00)7?
X X X ' X
Very . Several Unce or No
Often Times ' Twice :

(i) Ran away from home?

X X ' X X
Very Several " Once or No
Often o . Times Twice '

(j) Defied parents' authority to their faces?

X . X ' X ) X
* Very Several Once or ~ " No
- Often . Times : Twice :

(k) Smoked uf“(used;narcoticsj?

N :
X X . X X
Very ¥ Several. Unce or No
Often Times Twice

-~ 46. Have you ever had TROUBLE with the police?

! * I[f you never had trouble with the police, DO
NOT PROCEED any further-with this questionnaire.
Thank you very much for your co-operation.
* The remainder of this questionnaire is ONLY
for those who have had trouble with the police.

47. 1f you have had trouble with the police, check the
REASONS below which apply to you: '

(a) For drinking only. | Yes mecmmmmmcem== 1{

S~
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48.

49 .’

".' 50--' Taa

51..

52.

- v

- (b} FEor drinking ané.drhgs. - | YeS ~—cee—me—a- 1
NO ------o---- 2(
(c) For other délinquent acts. Yes —--o--oome 1
' | - NO -----eemme- 2(

. /' . R . ) .

WHEN did this occur? .7

| This year;, 1980 ----- memeeemmmmeo- 11
Last. year, 1979 ---<-"eeccoc-ccem-- 2(

Two or three years ago, 1977-1978 3(
Four or ftve years ago, 1975-1976 4(
_Over five years ago, 1974 or
- before.-e--mooomomioioociceon- 5(

Has SOMEONE" COMPLAINED to the police because of what
you did? '

, - - Yes -ec--cma---. -1
= - . NO ~=w-mmmmem- . 2(
>t _ * Don't know --- 3(

If YES, who called the police about you?

Parefits =----------=---- 1(

: Neighbor -weceocccaccocon- 2

Stnrekeeper mmemmme—e——o 3(

. Pther -—Z-ememmecmmmeao- 4

Did the Eerso who- COMPLAINED 1n§1st that you be

*ARRESTED? _ _

© ~Yes Gccmmmcnn- 1

- NO ~-=-c--we-=- 2(

Don't know ---‘3(

How did the POLICE react? .

Gave you a warning ORly --~-------- 1(

L Took you directty home and gave
© you 2 wdrning -----------cc-c----- 2(
Took you to the police station -
and called your parents --------- - 3(

Took you to the police station
.-and placed you under arraest
where later took you to court ---- -4(

None of the above ------ooo-o--o-- 5¢.

.
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53.

54.

55.°

. 56.

r

Were vou alone or with friends?

RAlone ------wem-meo-— <= 1
Friends -=----==o-o---o-w- 2(
0ther -«--<ceccmmsocnwaa- 3{

How" HANY t1mes have you been in trouble w1th the -
police? '

- . - Two times ---=--=--------- 2(
: Three times ---=-==--=ce-- 3{
Four or more t1mes -f---- 4(

One time ------meeemr--- ,--'](r

. ) . i .
- S e .
.. N B

T B Mt Nt

If more than one’ time, d1d you ever - appear in court’- -

Ye§ -m--—--c-meemmmmeaem 1¢(
NO =mmmmmmmrmemmem e me e m e 2¢
If YES, what was the verdict or autcome? )
Fine =e---eccmcccccmeeno 1( -
Community Serv1ce Order - 2{(
Probation ------ T 3(
Foster Home -------- EER . 1
Children's Aid Society --'5(
Training School mmmee-- B
+ -No action taken ------ -_——-7
. None of the above ------- 8

———
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. APPENDIX "B*“

The variables demeanor -and hidden criminality
(frequency of criminal and delinquent activity) are géchi
measured in this studj by a scale cémposing'a numpgr of
questions derived from thé Hirgchi'dis;ipIine scale aﬁd-the-
Nye and Short Hidden Crimihality Scale.

The variable demeanor is measured by the‘fOITowiﬁg
three items from the Hirschi.discip]iné.scale (a Likert
type) that specifically pértain to measuring one's attitude
toward the law (inc]uQTng the_pblicei; "Policemen try to
gfve all kids an even break", "It is alright to get around
the law if you can get away with it", "I have 2 lot of
respeqf for fhe‘po1ice".

Each item provides five alternative responses which

the researcher coded between one and five inclusive.

je: "I have a lot of respect for the police"
5 - 4 3 2 1
X X X . X X

Strongly Agree - Undecided Disagree Strongiy

N . Agree - Disagree

"Tt is aff1ght to get around the Taw if you can get
away with 1t“

1 ' 2 3~ - 4 5

- X . X' X X - X
Strongly Agree . Undecided Aisagree Strongly
Agree . . . ST Disagreg



when combining all three items, the lowest possible score is _

three or lower and the highdst possible score is fifteen.

For coding purposes, these scores were dichotomized

iﬁto four categories: 1 = 3 or lpwer o . . -
2 =74 -7
4
3 =8 -11
4=12-15 N

A higheruscore indicates an undecided to.a more favorable
attitude toward the law (including.the police).' A Tower
score indicates an undecided to a less favorable attitude
toward the 1$w (including the police).

| The variable hidden criminality (fregquency of criminal
and deiinqﬁent aﬁtivity) is measured by the following eleven
items (question;) from the Nye and Short .-Hidden Criminality
- Scale (5 Guttman type}:

1. Driving without a2 license or permit;

2. Steal%ng. things worth less than $2.00;

3. Buying or drinking alcohol; g

4. Skipping school;

5. Destroying property; . %

6. E#géging in i1licit sex; _

7. Stealing things of medium value ($2.00 to $50.00);
.//Sféaling things worth more than $50.00;

o om

Running away from home;

10. Defyiné parentsf authority;

»
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forty- four. . ; I

11. Using narcotics

" Each 1tem prov1de§ four alternativ® responses which

the researcher coded between one and four inclusive.

- ie. “Have you ever driven a car without a driver's license
N C
or permit”
1 - ' 2 3 - &
R X ' X X
Very “Several - Unce or - - No
Often Times Twide e

When comb1n1ng all e]even 1tems, the 10west poss1b1e

score 1s eleven or lower and the h1ghest poss1b1e score is

LN

[ ]
For coding purposes, theSe scores were dichotomized into

four‘categbries;,_] = 11 or lower

;2 =12 - 22
3 = 23 - 33
N
' 4 = 34 - 44
ﬁ.

A higher score indicates a lower frequency of criminal

.and delinguent activity. A lower score indic&tes a higher  ~

frequency of criminal and de]inquent\jetivity.
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