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I. INTRODUCTION

This is a report of an ecological study of délinquency_in a
Chicago neighbbrhood having the fifth highestlrate of delinquéncy
;ompé;ed with the 75 other‘ﬁeighborhood communities in the‘cify.
Ecology, broadly defined, is the st;dy of the interrelationships
between an organism and thé‘immediate en?ironment in which it
lives. 1In sdciolégy, some ecological studies?have been concerned
withﬁtotal urban areas. ‘Others have investiga;ed’smaller areas
such as neighborhoods or census tracts. The unit areas are com-
pared with one another in terms of certain characteristics con-
sidered to be the independent variables such as housing, income,
and mobility and certain conditions considered to be the dependent
variables. .The prevalence of’ﬁental illness or juvenile delinquency
are examples of the latter.

In this report, an attempt is made to investigate the diffgyf,
ences, if any, among unit areas within Woodlawn a high delinquency
neighborhood. Comparisons are made between one or‘two-block areas
which have a relatively low delinquency rate and those having a
relatively high delinquency rate. Woodlawn meets the criteria
(Kitagaﬁa and Taeuber, 1963:%xiil) for a neighborhood community
established in 1930 by the Social Science Research Council of the
University of Chicago.1 The 75 Chicago communities delineated
T IThe criteria for the boundaries were based on tﬁe following
consideration: (1) the settlement, growth, and history of the
area; (2) local identification with the area; (3) the local trade’
area; (4) distribution of membership of the local institutions;
and (5) natural and artificial barriers such as the Chicago River

and its branches, railroad lines, local transportation systems,
and parks and boulevards. '
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‘at that time in many cases reﬁainrméaningful local communities.
 Certainly this is the ;ase_Wifﬁ-Woodlawn.

Juvenile delinquenc§ ha$f§o often been studied ecologicélly’
because many;theories'and stqdieS'about deiinqgency indicate that
the SOCial.and physical enviromments in which é youth liveé in-
fiuence whether or not he is delinqdent. Miller'(1958) argues
that the distinctive culture in the lower-clags neighbofhood is
the fundamental source of gang delinquency. Cloward and Ohlin
(1960) state that the juvenile delinquency rate in a neighborhood
is associated with the opportunity for crime that exists there.

A study conducted by Réiss and Rﬁodes (1961) demonstrated that

the "delinquency life chances'" of boys tend ﬁ& be the greatest

in lower status areas and high deiinquency areas. These con-
clusions concerning the conditions which contribute to the in-
cidence of delinquency all suggest the importance of the immediate

neighborhood living area.

II. LITERATURE REVIEW
The studies which established the importance of an area's
_ecologicalicharacteristicsviﬁ relation to delinquencj began with
those of Glifford Shaw and Henry McKay (1942). Studying the re-
lationships among juvenile delinquency rates and other ecdlogical‘
characteristics for'large areas in Chicago, they found that (1)
the highest rates of delinquency were in the areas with decreasing
population and logeSt rates of delinquency were in the areas with
increasing population; (2) using the percentage of families on
relief, median rentals, and frequency of home ownership as

- measure$ of the area's economic status, the delinquency rate of
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the area_weS’associated with-these‘ecoebmic characteristics; (3)
vareas.having e‘higﬁ ccncentratienaof1fereign-bqrn'and‘Negroes had
a high delinquency raté,:but:oﬁly wﬁen‘certain eohditions wefe present-
such as crowding ane'heevy in migration.. WHen these condiﬁions
changed,>hewever, ef.whcn the pOpuiation:moveéAinto areas with -
better conditions, the delinquency fateedropped.v
f; Shaw and McKay concluded that social disorganization was the
impbrtant*common elemeht responsible for high.delinquency’ra;es
as well as for other social problems. Socialydisorganization was
thought of as the declihing-influence of rules on the behavior
of individuals resulting from chenge;'disruption; conflict. and
confusion in the urban areas. X
The‘findingsz interpretations and research methods of Bernard
Lander's study (1954) of’delingeency in Baltimore afe often cited
(Reckless, 1955:56-57; Greenwood, 1956; Robison, 1960: 95—98;
Gordon, 1967; Rosen and Turner, 1967) with regard to his conclusion
that anomie was a primary cause of juvenile delinquency. The
statistical technique employed,by_Lander in this study has also
been the subject of some comment. Lander's study_followed the
approach of Shaw and associates (1942). Using 1939-42 juvenile
court statistics and 1940vpopulétioﬁ data, Lander calculated the
delinquency rates by race and sex for each of the.155 census
tracts of Baltimore. For each tract he then studied the rela-
tionship of the delinquency rate with seven socioeconomic vari-
ables: (1) percentage of homes,owner-occupied; (25 percentage
of overcrowding; (3} percentage of nomwhites; (4) percentage of

'substaﬁdard housing; {(5) median rental; (6)_median years of educa-



tion; and (7) percenﬁage of‘foreigﬁ-béfn. Ihe firsﬁ-six variables 
“had high corfelation coefficients wifh the delinquency rates,
Lénder-was‘not satisfied with the linearity assumptions
necessary‘in zero order correlation and 'S0 he used corfelgtion
coefficients»whicﬁ had.been adjusted for curvilinearity and.
factor analysis techniques on the déta.-’The factor analysis
feveaied two clusters. The first Lander called the gcdnomic
cluster--overcrowding, substandard housing, mgdianiréntal5 and
median education. The second he called the aﬁqmie cluster~--
‘home oWﬁership, percentage of nonwhites, and the juvenile de-
1inquency’ra£e. - Only the second factor included delinquency.
Lander concluded that the delinquency rate of an area was due to
the degree of anomie in the area, and not to the -area's economic
characteristics. Lander's contengion that economic variables are
not an’important'factor in delinquency caused considerable stir
among social scientists.
§<- The Shaw and McKay (1942) and Lander (1954) studies estaﬁii;hed
an association between the juvenile delinquengy rate 6f a geographic
area and ecological chéracteristics of the area. However, the con-
clusions of both Shaw and McKay and Lander with regard to the causes.
of delinquency are questionabie. Shaw and McKay defiﬁé their con-
cept of social disorganization as a group of factors which include
juvenile delinquency, crime, broken homes, and other social factors.
To include a high juvenile-delipquency rate as part of the defini-
tion of social disorganizatioﬁ, and then rn‘attribute the cause

of juvenile delinquency to social disorganization would not appear to
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clarify eithé:-thelﬁhenomenon of.jﬁvenile delinquency or tﬁe'cdﬁ-
. cept of social disbrganization.

Lander's (1954) conclusions about the relafionship.of anomie
to delinquency also-presents.problems. In his study Lander -defines
anomie as two variables--percentages of‘homes ownér-occupiéd ana
percentage of nonwhites. In a factor aqalysis; Lander found that
~-these two vafiables are associated Withbjuvenile‘delinquency.
These two variables were designated as anomie .after the féctor
analésis'had been done. The basis on which Lander concluded that
these variables indicated anomie seemed to be somewhat arbitrary.

It is not clear that there is a single cause or explanation
for an area's high or low juvenile deiinquency rate, Both Shaw
and McKay and Lander indicated such a single cause or explanation.
A better approach would have bgen to examine how the variables
interrelate with one another and from these interrelationships
to attempt to discern conditiohs rather thap cauées which are L
éssociated with high or low juvenile delinquenCy %ates. Such an
approach is followed in the study reported here.

Lander's study was replicated in Detroit by Bordua (1958-59)
and in Iﬁdianapolis by Chilton (1964). Bordua added three more
variables to his study--median estimated value of homes, median
income, and ratio of unrelated individuals to total families. The
first two were indicators of economic status, and tﬁe fatio of.un-
related individuals was to be an indicator of anomie.. Bordua found
four independent corrclates of delinqueucy: percentage of over-
crowding, percentage of thes owner-occupied, percentage of un-

related individuals, and median education. He concluded that
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"while these variables were not the:same-asvthose-Lander found,
‘ Lander's interpretations held for Detroit data also.

Depending on the statistical method which he used,. Chilton
(1964) in Indianapolis found several measuresvgglatéd'to deliﬁ-
quency. 'Overcrowded housing, unrelated,indivi@ﬁals, and mobility
were found to be correlated With de1inqgency by regression coef-
ficients. Factor analysis reveaied delinqﬁency was associated
with pvercrowding, substandard housiné, mogility and moderately
associated with percentage of married men, and median education.
Chilton posed the obvious argument that there was little basis
for labeling these variables as anomie.

The correlates of delinquency which have been found in these
ecological studies may not all be important in the geneéis of
delinquent ;cts. Some may be correlated with delinquency only
because of their high correlation with other‘factors'which are
also correlated with delinqueﬁcy.

One other study which made use of census tract analysis déééfves
mention., Cartwright and Howard's study (1966) while ecological in
approach, differs frqm the other four delinquency area studies men-
tioned because these ipvestigétors were interested in how areas with
gangs differed from areas without gangs. Delinquency was treated
as an independent rather than as a dependent variable.

Cartwright and Howard examined the neighborhood characteristics
of sixteen delinquent ' gangs in Chicago in 1960. The census tracts
which included the residences of at least 70 percent of the gang's
known membership was the uﬁit of study. These tracts were compared

with the city-wide norms in order to determine whether or not these
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variables differed: (1) pébﬁlation; (2)'housing§‘(3) employment;

-(4) edonomic»position; (5) famiiy structure; (6)‘residehtial mo-

- bility; (7) individual psychOpathology;-and (S) crime»aﬁ& delin-

quency. -

Cartwfight'andMHowardvcOmpéred théir results with rQSults_of

previous ecologiCal studies of deliﬁquency rates., Like rates‘of
delinquency, gang neighborhoods Were'aséociated’with more sub-

°

_,standérd hQﬁsing,“morevrenter-occupied homes.andjlower incomes.
By één#f?ég?iﬁgghégidélinquency was associated in other studies
with.loﬁéf fént, lower median education, more residential mo-
bility and more overcrowding; hoﬁevér,ACartwright and Howard did
not find such associations in gang neighborhoods,

A main goal of the study reported here is to learn if the
factors which have been found to be related to juvenile delinquency
in large urban areas are found still to be related to juvenile de-
linquency within a small high deliﬁquency‘urban neighborhOOd. Ibe
five juvenile delinquency area studies discussed thus far have all

1\ been conducted in a large urban area and have compared either large

y\commuhity areas or census tracts with one another., The delinquency
area study reported‘in this paper compares smaller aggregates with-
in a high delinqueﬁcy neighborhood. Such a study will help tease
apart those factors which are more intimately associated with
juvenile delinquency within the smaller-social context of a high
delinquency neigﬁborhood. It is thus a continuation of past efforts
to determine the association of delinquency with characteristics of

living areas.
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Besides differing in the size of the aréé studied, this research
differs from'éaflierWreléted-work in that it focuses on conditions,
which are associated with jﬁveniié delinqﬁenéy, i.e., simple inter-
relationships of the vériaﬁles with'each other and with-deliﬁquency.
Such an examination of how the variables inte;éct is relevant to a
meaningful.interprétation of the association of delinquency and the
variables.

The use of census tracts in urban research, a‘éharacteristic
of each of the studies reviewed here, has been criﬁicizéd on the
basis of their nqn-hombgeneity, which occasionally may be great
(Foley, 1953). Each one or two-block area in Woédlawn, the site
of this study, is relatively homogeneous while aggregates of cen-
sus tracts across metropolitan areas-inélude a much higher range
of variation. This fagt may iqﬁluence the kinds of relationships
found to exist between delinquency and the other variables.

\{' There are five other studies concerning the relationship.of
juvenile delinquency to certain types of living area which should
be discussed. TFour of the studies deal with the same issue raised
by Lander (1954), namely, the relationship between both anomie and
economic characteristics and juvenile delinquency.

73%_’M'Reiss and Rhodes (1961) conducted a study which focused on
the patterned variation in community delinquency rates by social
clasé categories. Each boy in the studvaas defined as delihquent
on the basis of (1) self reports of acts‘which would have classi-
fied him as delinquent, or (2). a declaration by the court that the
vboy»was delinquent. Three soéial status groués (low, middle, and

higﬁ) were defined in terms of .the occupation of the Head of the



9
household. 1In order to measure the social status of the résidential
area in which the boys lived, schools in the‘grea were categorized
by seven levels of social status. The levels were determined by
the social status of ‘the students' families so that each school
area was classified as homogeneous or mixtures of social status,
as well as whether they were upper, middle, or low,.

Reiss and Rhodes (1961) then compared the ellect of the area's
social status, the tradition of delinquency in that area, and the
individual's social status on a youth's "delinquency life chances."
They found that all three were associated with delinquency. The
largest proportion of delinquenﬁs for any status group came from
the more homogeneous areas and the "delinquency life chances'" of
all status groups tended to be greatest in the lower status areas
and in areas which had a tradition of delinquéﬁcy.

John P, Clark and Eugene P. Wenninger (1962), however, found
some contradictory results in their comparison of the juvenile
delinquency rates of four communities with varied occupational
composition--a rural farm area, a lower class urban area, an
industrial city, and an upper class urban area. They found, as
had Reiss and Rhodes (1961), that socioeconomic status of the
community or area was inversely rexated to the juvenile delinquency
~rate, and that the same occupational classes in different areas show
differences in delinquency rates. But Clark and Wenninger‘(l962)
found also that within communities, differences among social classes
were not significantly related to the juvenile delinquency rate.

This result did not agree with thosé of Reiss an& Rhodes (1961).

"~
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The study of a high delinquency neighborhood, such as the

one reported here, provides an opportunity towexplore this dis-
crepancy, Is juvenile delinquency in a high delinquency neigh-
borhood relatéd to the socioeconomic variations within the
neighborhood, or is the relationship between delinquency and
socioeconomic characteristics which has been found in the past
regctricted to large community areas?

Further explorations in this direction have been made by
two separate investigators who each tried to determine the re-
lative contribution of family factors and socioeconomic factors
on juvenile delinquency. Kenneth Polk (1967), using the Shevky
and Bell method, categorized each census tract in Portland,
Oregon in terms of economic, ethnic, and familism status. He
then examined the delinquency rates found in é;ch census tract.
A typological rather than a correlational method was employed
in looking at the relationship between delinquency and census
tract characteristics, He concluded that family variables and
economic variables related in different ways in different areas,
and that the relationship between class and delinquency would
be different in different kinds of specified situations. A
similar approach has been followed in the Woodlawn study, al-
though in this case an urban_neighﬁorbood is studied rather
than a total city area.

Charles V. Willie (1967) conducted a delinquency area
study in Washington, D.C. to determine the relative contribution
of family factors and economic factors on the juveﬁile delin-

quency rate. He found that both correlated highly with juvenile
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déliﬁquency rates, and that while the two factors were associated
with each other, they each had an independentmassociation with
juvenile delinquency. In order to help tease apart the complex
relétionship among delinquency, family life and economic cir-
cumstances, Willie looked at the differences among the three
in white and nonwhite areas, Both had similar delinquency
.rates for the extreme areas; th? poor areas with many broken
homes had higher rates for both whites and nonwhites and the
affluent areas with few broken homes had lower rates for both.
'Amgng the affluent, however, the absence of one or both parents
from the home tended to be associated with a higher delinquency
rate for whites than nonwhites.- Among the poor, the absence of
a parent in the household tended to be ass;ciated with a higher
delinquency rate among whites than nonwhites.r

The studies of both Polk (1967) and Willie (1967) indicate,
then, that the relationship among delinquency, family factors,
and economic factors vary in different, specific areas. The
relationship among the three will be examined in this paper
for an urban, black, high delinquency area.

Finally the study conducted in an English town by Jephcott
and Carter (1954) is noteworthy‘bepause it is one of the few
in the literature which studied a high délinquency neighborhoodL
The families in the neighborhood all had similar socioeconomic
status, and the study attempted to determine why some of the
families had delinquents while others did not. A1l 325 families
were interviewed and classified according to their prevailing

practices and ideas. The families seemed to fit into three

e
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major types which’were,labéled::(l) réugh, (2) respe¢tab1e,‘and
(3)1m§dium.r The thrée groups differed in several important ways.
The medium group differed frbm thekrespectable'group-in their
more tolerant attitude toward the rdugh‘group. The respectable
-group were better managers of money, plannéd aéré‘responéibly
for the future, had a more concféte'concept of private'owner-
ship, .and 1ivédvin nuclear rather than éxtendé&_families more
often than the rough families. The rough families COntribgted
the greater number of delinquents. The;Jephcétt and Carter
study iliustrates the need for more specific investigations
of the differences within other high delinquency communities.

The chart which follows gives a brief‘summary of the major

findings and interpretations of the literature reviewed here.
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IIT. DESCRIPTION OF WOODLAWN
Woodlawn is a black community on the south side of Chicago

which in 1960 had a population of 81,279. 1In.a recent edition

of Clifford'Shaw's and Henry-M;Kayfs'Juvenile'Délinquency in

Urban Areas (1969), McKay indicated that Woodlawn had the fifth

highest juvenile delinquency rate in Chicago. ‘Charles Silberman

(196;) in his book Crisis in Black and White .describes Woodlawn
as féllows: "Woodlawn is almosf a:prbtoﬁypé-of t§é gi$Qrgaﬁi2ed ‘
anémic neighﬁorhobdé"iﬁto Which ﬁegroes3have 5¢en ﬁoving.ﬁ'.Won}'
lawn, howevér, is not.as homogeneous as interpretations of these
statementé might imply. This study explores some divergences
which exist in Woodlawn. The following 1960 census data indi-
cate wide ranges in the demographic indices:
a. Home ownership rangéd from % percent on some blocks
to 40 percent on other blocks,
b. The median rental ranged from $65 on some blocks to
$115 on others,
c. Crowding (defined by the U.S. Census Butreau as more
than 1.01 person per room) was as low as 6 percent
on some blocks and as high as 46 percent on others.
d. The percentage of families having an income of less
than $2999 varied from'4 percent on some blocks to
a high ﬁf 55 percent on other blocks.
e. The unemployment rate was as low as 1 percent on some

blocks to a high of 37 percent on another block.
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f.‘ The median edﬁéation ranged from less‘thaﬁ\eightjyeafs
. to'mofé,than'tWelﬁe years.

Fufther'variation is indicated by police blotter informa-
tion which indicates that the'juvenilé_delin&gency.rqté in‘1960
ranged ffom’dver 36.2 percent on some-blocks'to 5.7 percent-on
other blocks. Various parts of Woodlawn have different histories,
also. The western part has been predominantly black since the
late 1920's, while the larger area in the east has been black
'only}since the decade between 1945 and 1955. East Woodlawn
hés'traditionally been a transitional area, §erVing'és fhem
first step out of the inner-city for .a succession of ethnic
groups. The westérﬁ part has traditionally been more stabie
and middle-class.

Woodlawn is, of course,~£?part of the large sédth side -
.black section of Chicago, and in great measure reflects funda-
mental characteristics of this larger black area. Chiﬁago‘s
'south side is routinely contrasted with the large west side
black area where the kind of diversity.demonstrated’in Wood -
lawn does not appear to exist. Suttles étates, (1968:25)
",..In some areas of the South Side, the Negroes are in more
‘dire economic straits than in the West Side. Hdwever, the
South Side also includes well-to-do Negro communities and,

besides, the Negroes on the West Side are simply regarded

as more 'country.'"
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In this paper, the enumeration districts2 in Woodlawn are '
compared with one another with regard to thelﬁuvenile delinquency
rates and various ecological indices. The police blotter is the
source of data concerning the juvenile delinquency rate and the
census data summarized by enumeration districts in Woodlaﬁn is
the source of data for thelecological indices.

IV, THE DEFINITION AND MEASUREMENT OF DELINQUENCY

No one denies that juvenile delinquency exists, but 1like
many socially maladaptive states, its definition and measure-
ment.and difficult to make systematic. The likelihood of a
juvenile being appréhended for a violation depends on the type
of delinquent act, where the act occurs, and -the social class
and personal characteristics of the delinquent. Sophia Robison
(1936) contended that many cases of delinquency in well-to-do
areas were not referred to the police and courts, and that
certain cases were handled by nonpublic agencies even though
the offenses came within the legal definition of jﬁvenile de=~
linquency.,

A study conducted by Edward A. Schwartz (1945) in Washington,
D.C. showed that when the count of.juvenile delinquency was limited
to juvenile court records, it included only 43 percent of the actual
total of known delinquent children. Schwartz identified delinquents
" ZEach census tract is broken into smaller units called emmera-
tion districts. Each enumeration district consists of a one, two

or three-block area covered by one enumerator or census information
gatherer.

-4
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through records of the juvenile coﬁrt, divisions of the police

.départment working with juvenile delinqdents, two public wel-
fare agencies, and a department of fhe Board of Education.
Almost one-third of the juvenile cases'wére‘héndled by the
Board of,Education and wefe not registered by the other
agencies, |

\F/ According to Cavan (1962), there are foﬁr legéily accepted
definitions of juvenile delinquency in ;ommonfuse. ‘'The most
inclusive defines 3elinquent children as children of juvenile
age who have been picked up by the police and taken to the
station. A second definition involves'that'percentage of
children whom the police turn over to the courts.. Of those
‘referred to the courts, only a certain number are éctually
brought to trial as required by the third definition, the rest
being handled informally by the authorities. The fourth and
most.restricted definition of delinquency includes those chil-
dren who are brought to trial and institutionalized as delin--
quent.

All four ways of determining delinquency have as their
base the juvenile delinquency laws of the state. Deviation from
these léws, when it is detected and when.the case is treated in
one of the four ways mentioned, constitutes delinquency of a
legal sort. Research may be based on any “one or more of these
definitions.

In additiou Lo these legal views ol delinquency, uvlher non-

legal definitions have been developed by a number of investigators.
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For example, Porterfiéld'(1946).éoﬁducted;é'well—kn0wn7étudy
.inVWhich_he asked college stud§nts to list any illegal acfs
they had committed while in high séhooi.for which they had
not been appréhandéd. ‘Self-reporting is not én uncommon
measure used in delinquency studies.(Short and:Nye, 1958;
Murphy, et. al., 19463 Reiss and‘Rhodes, 19611{

Ruth Cavan (1962) proposed another‘nonleéal'way,of considering
deliﬁQuency_in which juvenile behavior is arrénged on a con-
tinudm with the most 'nmormal' or 'typical' behavior of the
young people in a community as the staﬁdérd. Ex;reme.devia—
tions from this behavior are considered deviant acts, whether
or not they are defined as_Such by the law. Using this method,
excessively "good" boys, as well as those whq participate in
more typical antisocial behavi%r, are considered deviant.

In the study reported in this paper, delinquency is mea-
sured by the police‘blotter records of juveniles who have been arrested.
This is the broadest population of juveniles that can be con-
sidered legaliy delinquent, and represents that population of -
juveniles judged by the policeman on the beat to have committed
an illegal act.

The police blotter is an important record not only because
it is a legal judgement, but because it is a reflection of
society's feeling that a juvenilé is not behaving according to
its. minimum expeétations. This is not to say that thé policeé
man's judgement is necessarily objective or correct, but that

his determination of delinquency is the initial legal judgement



andbis_the:efére cruciél..
The.saurce for the measure of.delinquency in this study
- was the Chicago,police blotter for the year 1960. Residence
in Woodlawn was détermined by the addfesées of the jﬁvenile
entered on the blotter, Thefaddress, race, age, sex, nature
of cr;me, date of crime, action taken, and police district
number in which the arrest was made were then noted. Thev
delinquency rate for each enumeration district was calculated
by tétaling the number of deliquent gcts committed by males
ffoﬁ-é years of age to 16 whose addresses were located'in.thé
enumeration district. This number was then divided by the
number‘qf males, 6 to 16, who lived in the enumeration district.
In considering the delinquency.rates, it is important to re-
mgmber that rates of delinquéncy have been computed primarily
to indicate that differences in rates among different enumera-

tion districts, and to establish the relative, rather than the

absolute, magnitude of the rates in different districts.

V. HYPOTHESES AND QUESTIONS
The Shaw and McKay (1942) studiés and later research re-
ferred to earlier have c0nfirmed the association bf’juveniié‘
delinquency with certain neighborhood characteristics. Does
this relationship between delinquency and specific area char-
acteristics stili exist if the unit of study is one neighborhood
community instead of a large urban area? If juvenile délinquency

is related to specific social and economic characteristics, are
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these tﬁéksame characteristics as were related to jﬁvenilé>de;
linquency in ﬁrevious ecoiogical_studies? The first hypdthesis
‘related to these questions, stated in the null form, is Hg:

. Census characteristics of enumeration districts indicating the

family organization, socioeconomic status, and community Troot-

edness of the enumeration districts will not be associated with

the juvenile delinquency rate.

Fami1§ Organization (E;?
| ‘Many studies in the past have found that greater numbers
of delinquents than nondelinquents have qomé"from broken homes
(Glueck and Glueck, 1950; Nye, 1958; McCord and McCord, 1959).
Much of thé 1iterature'onvthe\Negro family in America aééérts
that many problems existing in Negro areas are due to the dis-
organization of the family and the absence of the father from
the home. Thomas F. Pettigrew (1964) maintains that the high
percentage of Negro fathers absent from the home is relatéd,to
thé high delinquency rates of Negroes in America.
The census data chosen to méasure the family organization
" of enumeration districts in Woodlawn are as follbws:
1. The percentage of unrelated persons
2. The percentage of single, separated, widowed, and
divorcea (from now on unmarried) males 14 years
and over
3. The percentage of single, separated, widowed, and
divorced females 14 years and over
4, The percentage of children age 18 or younger living

with bofh‘parents.
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Each of these variables can be seen as reflecting the stability
of family organization in an area. A high percentage in the first
three variables would indicate that an enumeration district had a
high degree of family instability. A high percentage on the fourth
variable, on the other hand, would indicate family stability. If
the null hypothesis is supported, there would be no relation be-

tween these family organization variables and juvenile delinquency.

Socioceconomic Status

Merton (1957) in his classic discussion on anomie defined
v;one of the causes of deviance as stemming from discrepancies
which exist between the values regarding wealth and the means
available to obtain it. The values in American society hold

that ényone who works hard should be able to become rich and
affluent. 1In our society, however, the opportunities for be-
coming wealthy are much more available to certain groups than

to others. This discrepancy between the prescribed goal of af-
fluence and the means to achieve this goal, éccording to Merton,
may be a cause of deviaﬁce. Cloward and Ohlin (1960) and Cohen
(1955) have used similar arguments. According to Merton's ex-
planation, one could expect that io% socioeconomic status would
"be associated with a high rate of juveniie delinquency.

In order to aid in the analysis and presentation of results,

this category has been divided into the three subcategories~-in-
come variahles, housing variables, and status variables--indicated

below.
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Income Variables

1. Me&ién income .

2. Pegcentages of families making less than $2999

3. Percentages of families making less fban,$3999
Income is tﬁe most purely economic of the three socio-
economic-variables. vThe first Qariable'is_most repre-
sentative of the general economic status of an area.

A higb percentage on either the second orvthird vari-
éble indicates poverty. If the null'hypothesis is
'supported, none of these variables would be related

to the juvenile delinquency rates of an area.

Housing variables

4. Percentages of overcfgwding (Overcrowding as defined

by the Census Bureau isfmore than 1.01 person per room.)
5. Median rental |
6. Percehtages Qf dilapidated and deteriorating housing
One of the most obvious characteristics of a low socio-
economic area is the poor quality of housing. High.per-
centages of Qvercrowding, dilapidated and deteriorating
housing, and low median rentals indicate areas of poor
housing. I1f there are no relationships between the housing
variablés and the juvenile delinquency rates, then the null

hypothesis is supported.

Status wvariables

7. Percentage of males 14 years and over in the civilian
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labor fdrce whoiare ﬁhemplbyéd‘
8.'1Percentage.of males emp1oyed'in'1oW status occupations
9. Median school years of education for persons over 25
| years of age

Areas Wifh low sociél status as measured by'high.percentages
of both uhemployment and low ététus occupations, and/or a
low median,school years of education‘might fend to Be
characterized by a low commitment on the part of the resi-
dents to the prevéiling societal ndrms. Elliot‘Liebow (1967)
"describes this phenomenon in a Washington, D.C. low soéial
status area. If there is no relationship bepween these three
variables and the juvenile delinquency rates in Woodlawn,

then the null hypothesis is supported.

Community Rootedness

-Whether most people own their homes and have lived in the
community a long time could represent an important characterisgic
oﬁ the community in regard to juvenile delinquency. A high per-
centage of home ownérship and a ‘high percentage of persons living
in the same dwelling'for‘fi§e years can be seen as an indication
of community stability. This category has been called rootedness
and has been ﬁeasured‘by two indices:

1. The percentageof bwner—occu?ied_hcmes
2. The percentageof persons still living in the same_houéé
as in 1955,

The null hupothesis would be suppofted‘if there is no relationship
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between either of the rootedness variables and juvenile delinquency
rates.
~The hypothesis just discussed dealt with the relationship be-
tween each of the thirteen variables and juvenile deélinquency rates, .
- . | o - K
while the second major area of interest is concerned with the inter-

relatfonships which exist among the variahleg and juvenile delin-

quency.. If any two wvariablesg are related to the delinquency rate,

what is the effect on delinquency rates in enumeration districts

Having the favorable dimension of one variable and the unfévorable

dimension of the other wvariable?

For exaﬁple, if both the percentage of unmarried males and”
the unemployment'raté of enumeration districts are assdciated with
the delinquency rate, what happens to the delinquency rate in enu-
meration districts having a_hié%fpercentage of unmarried males
but a low unemployment rate? Conversely, what happens to £he de-
linquency rate in enumeration districts thatbhave a low percentage -
of unmarried males but a high rate of,unemploygent? Answers to
questions such as these should help tease apart the relationship
of each of the two variables as it affects each of their relation-
ships to juvenile delinquency.

In previous studies concerned with 1arger geographic areas,
the delinquency rate has often been related to more than one
variable. These variables may have been correlated with one
another.so that it was unclear whether the association between
delinquenc& and any one of the variables was the result of. that

variable's association with another variable which was also:-
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associated with delinquency, or whether the two variables were

.indepéndently associated with delinquency.

A question related to the one posed above is What is the

" relative contribution of the three categories of variables--the

family organization, the socioeconomic, and the community root-

" edness variables--to the juvenile delinquency rate? ‘Those vari-

ables indicating family organization were investigated to deter-

mine whether they were more associated with delinquency than the

socioeconomic variables or the community rootedness variables.

VI.’ METHOD OF ANALYSIS

In order to test the association of each variable to juve-
nile delinquency, six different chi square tests were performed
for each variable. High and low delinquency were defined in
three different ways (Delinqueﬁcy A, Delinquency B, and Delin-
quency C ) and each variable except one (median réﬁtal) was
defined as high and low in two different ways. So for each.
wvariable except rental, six chi square tests were performed on

two-by-two tables for the following combinations:

Variable Ny Variable Ny

Delinquency A

Delinquency B

Delinquency C

In Delinquency A, the delinquency rates for the 83 enumera-

tion districts were divided approximately in the middle to obtain
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a category of 45 enumeration districts (from now on. E D)AOE low
delinquency and a category of 38’ ED's 6f high delidquency, Fof:
'Delinqgency B and Delinqﬁehcy C, a few of the E D's whiéh.had
middle delinquency rafes‘were_elimiqated. For Delinquency B,
seven E D's were eliminated so that a Catego£§ nf 1hwide1inqnenny
with 38 E-D s and a category of high delinqueACy‘with-BS ED's
were obtained. For Delinquency C, 18 E D's with middle delinquenCy
rates were eliminate& leaving a low delinqﬁenty category of 35 ED's
and a high delinquency category of 30 E D's.
Similarly,'each variable but median rental was defined in two
different ways. 1In one, the incidence'accofding to E D was divided
'approximately in half or in a logical manner depending on the dis-
tribution--one division being designated high and the'other.low.
In the second gnsténce, E D;s which ranked in the middle on that
variabie were .eliminated and a low designation and a high designa-
tion, which included the remaining E D's were obtained for the
variable. Median rental was defined in only one way because the
distribution on this wvariable did ﬁbt lend itself to the elimina~
tion- of middle ranking E D's.

However, only thé chi'squgre tests performed on Delinquency
A'and the variable category which was divided into hglf are pre-
sented here. This is the most iﬁclusiVe test. Where these re-
sults differ substantially from the other‘five chi square tests
for each variable, it is noted.

In orxder to inﬁéstigate the second area of concern;ithe
interacting effect of two variables on the juvenile delinquency

rates, the following distributions of the rates were examined:
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Low » High

Variable X | Variable X
. Low Low Juvenile Delinquehcy .Low Juvenile Delinquency
Variable Y ( No. of ED's) ‘ (No. of ED's)
High Juvenile Delinquency| High Juvenile Delinquency
‘(No. of ED's) . (No. of ED'"s)
High ' Low Juvenile Delingquency | Low Juvenile Deliuyueucy
Variable Y (No. of ED's) (No. of ED's)

High Juvenile Delinquency| High Juvenile Delinquency
' (No. of ED's) " (No. of ED's)

The rglative contribution of the three majof categories of
variables (family.organization, socioeconomic, and community root-
edness variables) was determined'bybstudying the results of the
chi square tests for the vafi?bles and the juvenile delinquency
rates, and by studying the inte;actiné effects of variables from
‘two different cgtegories on the rates.

Even though there are a total of 83 enumeration districts in’
Woodiawn, for any variable the number (N) of ED's may be less than
83. In most cases census information for a particuiar variable
was not available in one or‘more of the ED's. This was especially

the case where a median was used rather than a percentage.

ViI. RESULTS

Juvenile Delinquency Rate

Table I is a frequency histogram of the juvenile delinquency
‘rate of the 83 enumeration districts in Woodlawn. The histogram
shows that most of the 83 ED's had a'jﬁvenile delinquency rate

between 0 and 20. Even though the range of juvenile delinquency
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goés"ﬁp'to”70, only 13 ED's are shown to have é rate exceeding 20.

Family Organization

The percentage of unrelated persong'ranged from O‘percent
in one ED to 42 perbent_iﬁ another ED. As can be seen from
the histogram in.Téble.II; er.thiS»vériabie.éhe distribution
ié heavily skewed to the right indicating that.thé majority of
the enumeration districts in Woodlawn had leéé thén 10 percent
of persons living alone. Chi square tests were performed on
tablesvof high and low percentages of persons 1iving alone and
on tables of high and low juvenile delinquency. fNo significant
association was found between the two variables.

The percentage of children under 18 living with both parents
had a range.from 19 percent to 93 percent. (See Table‘III.) With
the exception of 8, the ED's fall between 40 percent and 80 per-
cent of children under 18 living with both parents. This is a
wide range and seems to indicate that the family structure in-
Woodlawn varied from ED to ED.

- Table IV shows the results of a chi squareltest of the re-
lationship of the percentage of children living with both parents
and the juvenile delinquency rate of the ED's. When the percentage
of children living with both parénts is divided'into.a'high and
low category, and the middle category is not,eiiminated, the rela--
tionship with thg juvenile delinquency rate is significant at the
0.05 level or below. With the middle ca;egbry on this variaﬁle
eliminatea,vthe chi équare testé were not significant. The reason

for this discrepancy is not apparent.
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Rate
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Rate

Total

3

 Significance Level of Chi Square

High Percentage
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‘Table IV

of Children with of Children with Total
lBoth,Parents Both Parents
67.6% 42.2%
25 19 L4
32.4% 57.8%
12 - 26 38
37 45 - 82
0.022 *

The percentage of unmarried males 14 years and over ranged

from 32 percent to 78 percent. The distribution as shown in

Table 'V again indicates a wide range among ED's relative to

the marital status of the men,

When the association between

‘the percentage of ummarried males and the juvenile delinquenCy

rate is tested to determine if the two are associated, the chi =

square level of significance indicates the two are associated

at the 0.05 level 6r below. See Table VI for these resuité.

Low J. D.
Rate
High J. D.
Rate
Total

Low Percentage of

High Percentage of

Ummarried Males Unmarried Males' Tbtai
66.7% 44 7%
24 -21 45
33.3% 55.3%
12 26 38
36 47 83

Significance Level of Chi square 0,046%

Table VI
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The “variabieeunmarried women ranged from 39 pefcene to 70'
- 'percent. These results are preseneed_in Table VII. This range
is not as wide as for the previeus two variables;'but-indicates
that the ED's:in.Woodlawn do vary some on this Vafiable. The
 statistica1 significance of the association between the juvenile-
'delinquency raees'end the'percentage of unmarried females was
very strong. All six chi square tests that_were done were sigﬁi—
ficant at the 0.05 level or better, and two of the tests were
»significant at a 1eﬁe1 of less than 0.01. Table VIII contains
a.tﬁo-by-two table and the resulting significanee level for

B

one of the chi square tests.’

Low‘Percentage of 'High‘Percentage of
Ummarried Females  Unmarried Females Total

Low J. D. 67.4% 36.1%
Rate 31 13 A
High J. D. 32.6% 63.9%
Rate 15 23 38
Total 46 | 36 82

ada

Significance Level of Chi Square ' 0.005 #%

Table VIII

These results indicate that most variables having tovdo7
with family structure and organization were significantly
associated with juvenile delinquency. Enumeration districts
which had a high percentage of ummarried men, a.high'percentage

of unmarried women, and a low percentage of children under 18
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DISTRIBUTION OF UNMARRIED FEMALES
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12

30 33 36 35 42 45 48 SL 54 57 60 63 66 69 72 75 78
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Table VIL
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living with both parentsbhad_significantly-highér juveﬁile de-
linquency rates. The percentage of unrelated pérsons was the
only variable in the family disorganization categdry which
wés'nqt significantly related to juvenile deiinquency.  These
results indicate that in one or two—block‘areas, theré is a
relationship between the delinquenc& rate and family organizé—

tion,

Socioeconomic Variables

Following are the results of the three‘Subcategories of
socibeconomic variables described earlier.

Housing

The housing variables include the percentage of house-
holds with more 1.01 persons\per room, the percentage of
dilapidated and deteriorafing hOusing, and the medial rental.
The distribution for the crowding variable ranged from &4 ﬁer-
cent per ED to 48 percent per7ED-(See Table IX ),

When chi square tests.were performed on the association
of crowding with the juvenile delinquency rate, statistically
significant relationships we?e found at thé 0.0Sllevel in four
»of the six chi square tests. In the remaining two chi square
tests, the significance level was between 0.05 and 0.10. (See
Table X for one of these chi square tests.) These results
indicate that in one or two-block areas, crowding is related

to delinquency rates.
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Low Percentage of 'High Pércéntage of

. Crowded Housing Crowded Housing Total
* Low J. D. 65.1% 42.5%
Rate 28 17 1 45
High J. D. | 34.9% . s7.5%
. Rate 15 23 38
Total 43 ' 40 1 83

Significance Level of Chi Square 0.040 *

Table X

The percentage of deteriorating and dilapidated housing
had a wide range from 10 percent to 90 percent. The distri—
bution is skewed to the left with relativeiy few of the ED's
having more than 50 percent'dilapidated or deteriorating
housing. (See Table XI.) Thfé”variable was not statistically
associated with delinquency rates.

Median rental, the third housing variable, also was not
associated with thevjuvenile.delinquency rate. Information
on the median rental of 20 ED's was not available, and of the

63 remaining, 54 had median rentals in the range of $80 to $110.

Income

Median income, the percentage of families making less than
$2999 per vyear, and the percentage of families making less than
$3999 per year are the three income variables.‘ Originally, median-
income was the only income variable that-was'to be included. ‘H0w5
ever, only 52 of the 83 ED's in Woodlawn had census information

on median income. (The census.did not report median incomes of
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ED's which haa»less than 200 families.): In'order‘to'have moré
. complete income results, the other two income variables were
‘\inciudéd.

As can}be seen from Table XII,‘the_distr;bpfion of median
income'in qudlawn fésembles the bell curve and the raﬁge was
from $3000 to $7000, The six chi séuare fests performed on
medién income and thé juvenile &elinquenc' rates werevall
.éignificaht--tﬁree at a level of less than(b.QOO. (See Table XIII.).

These results indicate that there is a very strong association

between these two variables.

High Median Low Median Total
Income Income
" Low J. D. . 81.0% 29.0%
‘Rate 17 9 26
High.J. D. 19.0% 71.0% g
Rate 4 v 22 . 26
Total 21 31 - 52

-Significance Level of Chi Square 0,000 **

Table XIII

The histograms in Tables XIV and XV compare the distributions
of families making less than $2999 with the distribution of families
making less than $3999.' Relatively few ofvthe‘ED's have highvper—
centages‘of'familigs with:incomes less than $2999, while the dis-
tribuﬁion of families.with incomes less than $3999 resembles'the

normal curve.
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These twq eriébles‘ﬁére‘both‘significantiy‘reiétéd to the
. juvenile delinquency rates. The sigqificancé level for- the
association between the percentage of-fami1ies making less than
$2999 and the juvenile delinquency rate was héyer more than 0.002.
Thé significance level for the percentage of families making less
;han»$3999 was never higher thaﬁ.O.ClZ;,(See Tables XVI and XVIIL.)
The three income variables indicate that Eﬁ family incomes are
very related.td the juvenile delinquency r;te’of the ED.

Low Percentage of High Percentage of

Families Making Familes Making . Total
Less Than $2999 Less Than $3999
Low J. D. 72.5% : 37.2%
Rate , 29 . v 16 45
High J. D. 27.5% 62.8% y
Rate 11 27 38
Total 40 43 83

Significance Level of Chi Square 0.001 *%*
Table XVI

Low Percentage of  High Percentage of

Families Making Families Making Total
Less Than $3999 Less Than $3999
Low J. D. 67.47 , 40.0%
29 16 45
High J. D, 32.6% - 60.0%
Rate 14 . 24 38
Total 43 40 83

Significance Level of Chi Square 0.012 *

. Table XVII
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Statuéﬁ

The last three'socioecoﬁomiclvériables are the status
variables--the percentage of male civilian umempioyment,'the
perCen;age of males.empioyed inllow status jﬁbs, and the-median
education,' The percentage oflmaié1civi1ian»unemp10ymént raﬁge&
from under 4 percent per ED to 40 pércént per ED. (See Table XVIIIL,)
Howe?er,.49 of the 60 ED's on which there was‘informgtion héd less
than 16_percent‘ma1e uhemployment. The unemployment rate was
assoéiéted with the juvenile delinquency rate. Five of the
six chi square tests were significant below the 0.0s‘level and
.the sixth chi square was significant at the 0.054 level. Table
XIX contains these results.

Low Percentagé of High Percentage of
Males Unemployed . Males Unemploved _Total

Low J. D. 68.4% 31.8% 1
Rate 26 ‘ 7 | 33
High J. D. | 31.6% 68.2%

Rate 12 , 15 27
Total 38 22 60

Significance Level of Chi Square 0.006 ¥

Table XIX

The percentage of males employed in low status jobs varied
from 15bto 80 percent among the EDfs of Wéodlawn. (See Table XX.)
Most: of Ehe ED's had at least 40 percent-of the males emplovyed
in low status jobs. This variable; as well as many of the
others that have been discussed, varied from ED to ED in its

prevalence, The percentage of males empldyed in low status jobs
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was. statistically associated with the juvenile delinquency

rate in four of the six chi square tests. However, the chi

square-that‘is shown was significant at the 0;06 lévél; - (See

Table XXI.)
Low Percentage of High Percentage of
Males in Low | Males in Low _
Status. Jobs Status Jobs Total
Low J. D. 64.3% 43.97%
Rate 27 18 45
High J. D. 35.7% 56.1%
Rate 15 23 38
Total 42 41 83

Significance Level of Chi Square 0,063

Table XXI

.

Median education, which ranged from eighth grade to past
high school, (see Table XXII.) was not signiﬁicantly'reléted
to the juvenile delinquency rate. This is not a surprising
result even though it supports the null hypothesis., Woodlawn
ranks in the middle of the 76 Chicago communities on the median
education index despite the fact that it ranks in the bot tom

ten on most of the other socioeconomic indices.

Rootedness

The two variables which have been categorized as community
rootedneésf-the,ﬁercéntage of'owner-occupiedbhomes aﬂd the per-
centage of persons living in a different residence in 1960 than
in 1955--are shown in Table XXIII. In Woodlawn this percentage

varies extensively from ED to ED. In 22‘ED'S, less than 30

-
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percent of the population had:remained at thé same residence
for the fi&é'year period. In 21 ED's, 80‘pefcent‘of’the pofuf
latioﬁ,had moved. |

The distribﬁtion df the'percen;agé_of owner-oceupied homes
is skewed:to fhe left=-41 of the ED‘s'ha& leséhghén.G'ﬁerCénﬁ
4of'the'dweliings owner-oécupie&. v(See Table XkIV.j Thé re=~:
sults of ¢hi square tests sh'owed that nei’therf of these comnunity
:ootedness’variables were significantly relatéd to juvenile
delinquency rates. | |

A summary  table (Téble XXV ) ié included to'éhow the
resglts of all thg chi square tests. Three'of”tﬁe four family
vafiables were significantly associated with the juvenile de-
1inquency rate as were six of the nine socioecohomic variables,
Neither of the community rootedness variables was associated
with the juvenile delinquency rate. These ‘results indicate
that in one and two-block areas:ﬁ{ahigh-delinqueﬁby community,
there are specific ecoiogical characteristics fo'which the
juvenile delinquency rates are related.‘

In order to see how much correlation there‘ﬁas‘between
juvenile delinquency and-tﬁe'other variaﬁles as well as among
all the vériables,;correlatibn coefficients were obtained for
each variable in relation to each of the other variables. A
correlation matrix of the results is pres%nted in Table XXVI.
(Three variables were added later in the‘énalysis-and were
not included in tﬂe'correlation matrix-percentage of families

making less than $2999, percentage of families making less than
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JUVENILE DELINQUENCY - SUMMARY OF CHI SQUARE TESTS

Percentage of Unrelated Indivi- . Percéntagg of Children under the
.duals : age of 18 living with. Both Parents-
" N. S. P . 0.022 *~

Percentage of Single, Separated, Percentage of Single, Separated,
Divorced or Widowed Males over Divorced or Widowed Females over
the age of 14 » . the age of 14

0.046 * e 0.005 **
Percentage of Overcrowding Median Rental

0.040 * N. S.
Percentage of Dilapidated and | Median Income
Deteriorating Housing

' N. S. 0.000 **

Percentage of Fami1ievaaking Percentage of Families Making -
Less Than $2999 Less Than $3999 .

0.001 ** 0.012 =
Percentage of Males 14 years Percentage of Males Employed in
and over who are in the Civi- Low Status Occupations
lian Labor Force who are ' ) :
Unemployed

0.006 =**- 0.063
Median Education of Persons Percentage of Persons Not Living
over 25 years ‘ in the Same House in 1960 as in

] 1955 ’

N. S. N.'S.
Percentage of Home Owner
Occupancy

N. S.
k% =

Significant at 0.01

*

Significant at 0.05
N. S. = Not Significant

Numbers indicate actual p value

Table XXV
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$3999, and percentage of males emplbyed in igw status jobs.)
According to the c0rre1afion matrik,.jdvenile*delinﬁuéncy'is’

4significaﬁt1y'cofrelated with fhe percentége 6£ unﬁérried
women, the percentage of unmarried‘meﬁ,ithe'ﬁércentage of

unrelated‘persons, the median family income, and the per-

centage of :deding, “Al1 of'these variab1ES;»exéépt for thé
percentagé of unrelated .persons, were fbund’to‘be)éignificantly

agsociated‘witﬁ'delinquenCy when chi sqﬁare tests were performed.
In a&dition, the ﬁercentage of children under 18 living with
both parents and the percentage of civilian male uneﬁbioyment
were associated with juvenile delinquency when ¢hi square tests
were gpplied, bdt were not significantly correlatedvin the
correlation matrix. From the‘table it is clear that the vari-
ables are interdependent. For example, median incpme, the
percentage of unmarried women, the percentage of unmarried men,
the percentage of owner-occupied hogsing, the percentage of
persons living alone,land median rental were all significantly
correlated with one anothér.

The null hypothesis regarding family organization and
socioeconomic status is rejected on the basis of these resﬁlts._
- While not all of the variables in fﬁese categoriés‘are asscciated

with juvenilé delinquency, certain of them are. ‘That part of
the null hypothesis concerning community rootedness variables is,

however, supported.
A factor analysis was done on most of the variables, in-

cludihg delinquency. The results were not meénihgfui:and'therefore
are not presented here,
Combinations of the variables were studied in order to

learn more about the relationship of each variable to delin-



55
quency, and to investiéate how the ihteraction‘ of the variables
 affect§ the delinquency rates. |

.FOr»exampie,'if-enumeration diétficts_ha?e a high‘perééntage
. of faﬁilies‘éarningjless than $2999_but7é low,percentagéiof un-~
‘mafriedﬂwsmen, how are the delinquenéy rates»affepted? This
‘sorﬁ33§‘examinat16n'éan indicate whéthet»twd variables oceour
‘ indépendently,,or whether they are:always found together.

Are these two variableé-—income less than $2999 and high
perceﬁtége of‘unmérried_females--so correlated with one another
that never or only rarely do enﬁmeration districts have a favor-
able aspect of one variable and an unfavorable aspect of the
other.

In addition; investigating the interaction of the variables
may indicate their relative im;ortance with respect to the juve-
nile delinquency rate. If most of the ED's which have a high
degree of.pover£y and a low percentége of unmarried-females
have a high delinquency rate, and most of the ED's which
have a low amount ofvpoverty’and a  high percentage of un-
married females have a low delinquency réte, 6neJmight conclude
that poverty, as compared to the percentage of unmarried females,
is more independently associated with delinquency. Such an ex-
amination may also be informative about the social situation
of delinquency. _Both poverty and a‘high,perceqtage of un-
married females ﬁay need to occur together in enumeraéion

districts before there is a high delinquency rate.
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Tables XXVII an&-XXVIIi.show ﬁercentageé of familiesvmaking‘
less than $2999 combined'with the three'family.organizatioh vari-
ables which were significantly associated with.ﬁhe ‘juvenile de-
linquency rate. (Percentage of»families'makiﬁg 1ess than $2999
was Chosen as the income variable rather thanjmedian‘incomé
becadse for 31 Ofithe\ED‘s there waé no informatibn»aVailable
on median income.) Fifty of the 82 ED's had a congruent com-
bination of the income variable and the perceptége of unmarried
male;,i.e-, 50 either had a low percentage of famiiies making
less than $2999 and a low perCen;age of unmarried méles (cell a)?
or fhey had a high percentage of low family income and a high
percentage of ummarried males (cell d). in these two cells,
the delinquency-rates of enumeration distriéts is as one
might expect: 16 of the 22 ED's with low poverty and low
percentage of ummarried males had low delinquency rates and
21 of the 28 ED's with high poverty and high perceﬁtage of un- _
married males had high delinquency rates. In a total of 74 -
percent of these cases, then, the delinquency rate is as one
would predict; | o
‘:The two remaining cells (cells b and c¢) are not so clear.
There are fewer ED's in these cells and the distribution be-
tween high and low delinquency is not so predictable. The
cell with the enumeration districts thch'had low poverty but
a high percentage of unmarried males (cell c), seems to have
a distribution between high and low delinquency similar to

that of the cell with low percentages of both variables (cell a).
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This would Seem,totindicaté that 1§w poverty insulates ED's

. with a high percentage of.unmarried males- from high delinquency. "
One might ekéédt tﬁatjthe celi'with high povefty and low per-:
cenfége of unmarried.males (cell. b) wouIdbhavg a d?stfibution
ibetwéeﬁihigh‘and low deiinquency,similar'to that of‘the‘cell
with high peréentages'of'both variaEles. This was not the
caée. The distribufiqn between high and low delinqueﬁcy is
neariy even., Both low poverty--and to aslessgr extent iow
percéntagé Qf'unmarried males--are independently present with
1ower,delinquency even if'the unfavorable aépe;t of the other
variableﬂis‘present. It should also be noted_that“it is re-
latively uncommon for there to be a favorable aspect of the
‘income variable present with the unfavorable aspect of the

unmarried men variable, or vice versa.

Percentage. of Families Making Less than $2999

Low : High
‘ b
Percentage ow J. D. 16 Low J. D. 8
of Low igh J, D, 6 High J. D, 6
Unmarried . !
Men . c o d
' HIGH [Low J. D. 13 Low J. D, -~ 7
High J. D. 5 High-J. D.: 21

Table XXVII

' The combination of the percentage of unmarried females
-and the percentage of families making less than $2999 produced
- somewhat similar fesults. (See Table XXVIIIL,) Fifty-eight of

the 82 ED's had either a low poverty index and a low percentage

of unmarried females (cell a) or a high poverty index and a
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high percentage of unmarrieé females (cell d). Of these 58
ED's, 43 or 76 percent had the delinquency rate that would be
predicted. 1In the cases where there was a favorable category
of one variable present and the unfavorable category of the
other variable present (cells b and c), very few ED's (24)
fit into these two cells and those that did had about an
equal chance of being either high delinquency ED;s or low
delinquency ED's. These results would seem to indicate that
the two variables tend to exist together, but that they each
have an indefendent and important association Qith the delin-

quency rate.

Percentage of Families Making Less than $2999

Low High
a _ ' b
LOW Low J. D. 24 Low J. D. 7
Percentage High J. D. 7 High J. D. 8
of :
Unmarried c d
Women HIGH Low J.. D, 5 Low J. D. 8
High J. D, 4 High J. D. 19

Table XXVIIL

When the variables poverty and percentage of children
under 18 living with both parents were combined, the results
were again similar. Fifty-eight of the ED's were in the two
congruent cells (cells a and d), and 69 percent of these 58
Ed's had the predicted juvenile delinquency outcome., Cells ¢
and b had relatively few cases, and no clear trends were evident.
All three of the family variables which were found by chi

square tests to be associated with juvenile delinquency were

£
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studied in combination with the percentage of families making
‘less ﬁhan 52999, ‘The poverty variable and the féﬁily.&ériables
seem to occur together, i.e., if there was high po§erty there
Atendgd to be a high percentage of the unfavorablé category of
the family variable. If there was low-povert§ the’favorab1e
aspect of the family variable tended to be presént. The de-
linquency rates of the ED's‘in the congruenf qeilsvwere, in
at least 69 percent of the cases, as one would predict. When
chi square tests were applied to cells a and d they were
significantly different at-the‘OfOl level or lower for-allt
three family variables., Enumeration districts were much less
likely to have the favorable characteristics of one variable
and the unfavorable of the other, but when they did the de-
linquency rate was‘as-likely’spabe low as high. There was
>oné exception--the ED's which had low poverty and a high
percentage of ummarried males were more likely to have a low
juvenile delinquency rate. These results indicate that the
poverty variable and the family variables were associated
and that they both contributed independently to the delihqﬁend?l
rate.' They need to occur togethgr, however, before a higﬁ or
low rate can be predicted.

The percentage of male civilian labor force unemployed
variable was also combined with each of the family variables
which had beenuassociated by chi square tests with the delin-
quency rate, The combinations of the—unemployﬁent rate and
' the'family variéblés had results similar to those obtained

when the poverty variable and the family variables were
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-ﬁombined. ‘The percentage of unmar?ied males and fémales in
Jcombinatioh with the rate of unempioyment<had-39 and'38 ED's
respectively which ﬂad either éilow féte.bf uﬁemployment and
a'lqw péréentage of unmarried males/feméles o% a high rate

Qf unemployment aﬁa'g high percentage of unmarried males/
females. Seventy;fqur percent of tﬁese 39 Ep's for the
unmarried males variable had the expected juveﬁile,delinqueﬁcy
designation; tﬁis percentage was esséntially the same for the
unmaéried females variable and the unemployment gombination--
76 percent. In each case, the two remaining cells (c and b)
had few ED's and for these few there seemed to be‘equal chance
that they would have a high or low delinquency rate.

The combination of the»unempIOyment rate with the percentage
of children who lived with both :parents was slightly different.
While 76 percent of ED's in the congruent cells had the expected
juvenilé delinquency'designation, the tendenpy for the favorable“>4
aspects of the variables and the unfavorable aspects of the va?i-
ables to go togéther was not as strong gs in the previously pre-
sented combinations. There were an equal number of ED'g‘which
had low unemploymeht rate and a low percentage of children under
18 living ﬁith both parents as there wefe'ED's which had low
unemployment rate and high percentage of children living with
both parents. In both of these situations more ED's had low
delinquency rates than high rates, but this was more fhe case
~in the congruent cell (cell a). A low ratc of uncmployment

seemed to compensate somewhat;for a low percentage of children
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living‘with both parents. (See Tab1é.XXIX.)

. Percentage of Male Civilian Labor Force
~ Unemployed - '
Low High
. la - _ . b. ..

. HIGH {Low J. D. 14 ~JLow 3. D.. &
Percentage High J..D. 5 |High"J. D. &
of Children T L
Under 18 c L d
Living with Low J. D. 12 tLow J. D. 3
Both Parents 1oy |[High J. D, 7 ‘|High J. D. 11

Table XXIX

VIII. DISCUSSION

In reviewing the results of this_study of one and two-
block areas in'a high delinquency neighborhood, family
structure, income,;employment.and crowding weré related to
the delinquency rates in such areas. Community rootédness,
on the other hand, did not‘appé;r to be associated with de-
“linquency, even though home ownership--one of the measures
of community rootedness--correlated with most of the measures
which were associated with delinquency.

The fact that community rootedness was not associated
with juvenile delinquency waé even more surprising because
both measures of this variable--residential mobility and home
ownership--have been found in previous delinquency area research
to be related to delinquency. As mentioned earlier, Lander's
(1954) study of Qelinquency in Baltimore found that home owner-
ship was one of two'va.rila.blé's.whic:h Lander thought to be most
iﬁportant ia their association with delinquency.

There are several possible reasons why rootedness was not

~ an important category in explaining the juvenile delinquency .
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rates of enumeration districts in Woodlawn. It is possible

~that in previous studies both home ownership and residential

mobility werédeuﬁgxéo _?rf;rété'with tﬁg‘delinquency rate
.because‘they were associé£;d with other variaBles_related'to
the delinquency‘rate. In this study, home.own;rship was cor-
rvela.ted with five other varia‘ble.'s' which were associated with
delinquency. Since census tracts are larger and more hetero-
geneoqus than enumeration districts, in previods.studies the
two community rootedness variables may have been spuriously re-
.lated‘to juvenile delinquency. One reason for Cdnducting a
delinquency areavstudy of a high delinquency heighborhood was
to try and find those variables which were more closely asso-
ciated with delinquency.

Another possible explanation for thg fact that the results
obtained in this study with regard to community rQOtédhééé différ
from ﬁhOSe of previous studies is that residential mobility and”"">
home ownership may reflect differgnt’conditions in study areas
other than Woodlawn. A small percentage of'home.oWﬁership and
a’high percentage of residéntial mobility in census tracts may
repfesent areas which are in a state of transition such as those
in which the population is changing from white to black or from
one economic group to another.

In line with this, Lander's (1954) results showed that

there was a curvilinear relationship between the delinquency

rate and the percentage of nonwhites. Areas which had a low

or a high percentagé of nonwhites had lower'delinquency rates,

B
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However, areas which had from 40 to 70 percent of nonwhites
had higher rates. These were probably areas thch were in a
state of racial transition. Home ownership and residential
mobility may have reflected the social disorganization which
occurs in times of transition. In Woodlawn, however, if two
ED's differ on the home ownership and residential mobility.
variables, this would not reflect that one enumeration district
was undergoing a major transition while the other district was
‘not. Woodiawn was not undergoing transition in 1960, and it
is not likely that in a community neighborhood such as this
that one or two-block areas would undergo a population change
or major transition without concomitant change in the rest of
the neighborhood.
On the basis of research conducted in Omaha on the rela-
tion of mobility to delinquency, T. Earl Sullenger (1950)
indicated that there are two kinds of mobility and that each
has a different relationship to delinquency. When intraurban
mobility is accompained by vertical mobility, there is usually
a low delinquency rate; However when there are high rates of
horizontal mobility unaccompained by vertical mobility, there
is a high incidence of instability: crime and delinquency. It
is possible that much of the residential mobility which occurs
in Woodlawn is accompanied by vertical mobility. The may be the
case in Woodlawn which often serves as the first step out.of the
- inner city.

Most of the delinquency area studies and many other studies
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dealing‘with delinquency have been interested in the relative
- importance of socideéonomic'factors in their association with
delihquénCy. Often tﬁis-question has been approached by com-
paring thé'association ofvsociOecoﬁomié factofs With another
category of characteristics suph as- anomie characteristics or
‘family characteristics.

In this study of a high delinquency area, socioeconomic
variaﬁles were highly associated with high'and.low delinquency
ra;e;.l'Areas with low income, high unemployment; low occupa-
tioﬁal»status, and high crowding had higher delinquency rates.
This was true even though the comparisons were being made within
a neighborhood which, if compared to other neighborhoods in
Chicago, would rank near the.bottom on socioeconomic'statUS.
The findings in this study, then, agree with the findings of

-Reiss and Rhodes (1961), but do not’ agree with those of
Clark and Wenninger (1962). Socioeconomic differences within
.étatus areas were impqrtant for the delinquency rates in the
Reiss and Rbodes study; in Clark's and Wenninger's study, such
differences were generally insignificant.

Most contemporary sociological theories of delinquency
attribute great importance to social class as a core factor
that produces delinquency. In view of this, the'findihgs oﬁ
this study have iﬁportant theoretical significance. Albert
Cohen (1955) maintains that middle class success values are
internalized by children of all social classes, but many
lowér class boys do not have the‘necessary‘skills and oppor-

tunities to attain shccess._ In order to guard against a
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negative self-cencept growing'out of'his‘inability to-reach'
goals based on_middle-slsss Va1ues, the lower class bpy develops

.an;aversion'to middle'class'VaIues and commits delinquent acts
to show how littleheAcaresfsr them., The-delinquént subcul-
ture provides a solution to 1.'1'19 statns Er‘u'strsj.:ion of lower
class Boys when boys who are simiiarly frustraéed interact to-
igether and confer status on each other.

.Cloward,and Ohlin (1960)»strsss the importance of the’
é§ailability of illsgitimate as well as 1egitiﬁate means and
learning enviromments in determiniﬁg delinquency. These in-
vestigstors have infegrated the idea of differenfial associ-
‘ation with the idga.that deviant behavior is a reaction qf
discrepancies between goals and means in odr society. ‘Accord-
ing to Cloward and'Ohlin,lowsq%slass youthsbecome dissatisfied
with their economic position, asd depending on the availability
of illegitimate means, may adopt such means to obtain success.

Walter Miller (1958) contends that the distinctive culture
in the lower classes is the fundamental source of deviation in
those classes. Eﬁller sees street cormer youth gangs as an
agent of this culture Ehat become the most important and most pre-
valent social structure in the lbweréclass community.

Somé aspects of these theories need to be examined in light
of the results of this study. Miller's implication that there
are community-wide norms which are related‘so illegal- behavior
and to Which_juveniles adhere'regardléss of their social class

was not borne out in this study. Socioeconomic class differences
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i

within a high delinquency community were important in determining

the delinquency rate in this 'study.

These findings also raise the question of what ecological
characteristics, if any,would be associated with delinquency
within a middle class neighborhood community. Would poorer
one or two-block areas within a middle class area have higher
delinquency rates, or would there be different ecological
characteristics that would be associated with delinquency?
Future studies could investigate these relationships within
a middle class area.

A few studies have attempted to show that socioeconomic
factors have been related to official reports of delinquency
in that lower class persons are more likely to' be reported
than middle or upper class. In two separate studies, Nye
(1958:24-31) and Akers (1964) each found very few significant
relationships between self-reported frequency of delinquency
and socioeconomic status. This study of‘delinquency within a
high delinquency area raises questions about those findings.
Socioeconomic variables were found to be associated with de-
linquency, yet it is douBtful that this difference can be ex-
plained by the reporting procedure;. Woodlawn is a high de-
linquency area and when compared with other Chicago areas it
would be considered lower class. If discriminatofy reporting
is practiced it is likely to be prevalent throqghout the
community rather than in selected parts.

Related to the question of socioecénomic factors and

delinquency is the comparison of family structure with socio-

-~
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economic stétus and their %elétiveleffecf onAdeIinqugncy, ‘Bothh
family‘variables‘and sécioeCOnomic'vériabléskgere related to
delinquency. PQ@? areas and areas-wifh poor family structure
had high delinquemcy, while less poor aréas-With iess fémily
diéorganizétion héd 1bw delinquency. Betweenlfhe two extremes,
however, the relationship was less clear cut. In areas which
had good family campositibn,and poorvecqnomic circumstances,
it appeared to be about equally probable that the ‘area would
héve,high,or ldW“deIinquency. Apparently both the family com-
position of areas and their economic circumstancés were both
important in determining the juvenile delinquency rate. Socio-
economic and family status are phemonena that.have'overlapping
but different ecaiogical patterns of distribution in a high
delinquency area, and they héggiindependeﬁt as well as inter-
dependent effects on whether an:area is one of low or high
delinquency.

Ecological studies have been impugned because often no
distinction is made between>characteristics of areas and
ﬁharacteristics of individuals (Robinson, 1950). Associations
between two ecological chara;teristics are directly relevant
to areas and not to;individuéls. In interpreting the results
of ecological correlations this should be kept in mind.

In delinquenpy area studies investigators cannot interpret
characteristics of urban areas as though they were character-
istics of’delinquents or their families.'.Rbbinson 61950) and
Slatin (1969) have demonstrated that ecological correlations

may differ in magmitude and possibly in‘sign from individual
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corrélations.

Is there a place, then, for ecologicai studies in explain-
'ing devianf behavior? ‘The.social context iﬁ which aniindividual
lives may be a determining factor in the behéyior of the in-
dividual,eveq though the distingfive characteiiStics of the
éécial context may be ébsent iﬁ the individual deviant. The
disparity Which exists between the charaéferistics of the area
in which the delinquent live and the characteristics of the
delinquent may even be a cause of delinquency; Hdw:ecological
correlations compare with individual correlations in a high
delinquency community is an important area for future study
.and may help explain how the charagteristics'of areas in-
fluence delinquency rates.

Studies of the characteristics of areas. in relationship
to deviant behavior and other kinds of behaviors should be
continued. If the . relationship between delinquénCy'and other
characteristics is at all depeﬁdent upon the social context,
then an analysis of individual characteristics would obscure

\ . A

this relationship. The association between:the charaéteristicgi.
of a delinquent individual and his delinquent béhavior doés
not exist in a vacuum--it occurs Within‘thé social confexts

of the family, the peer groups, the sdhool, and the community.
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