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Abstract

This study analyzed disproportionate minority contact as it applies to a Hispanic-
dominant midsized county in California. Juvenile offenders will be the sample population, and the
first priority is to establish proof of the disproportionate minority contact at initial contact with law
enforcement officials. Furthermore, the study detects any disproportionality regarding minority
juveniles during subsequent recidivist contact. Because there are contradictory theories regarding
the causation of this disproportionate contact, it is important to test the changes in
disproportionality over a period of time and compare those results to social variables. Among the
significant variables in predicting recidivism as evidenced by the binary logistic regression were
seriousness of first offense, gang affiliation, drug use, family type, and TANF use. These results
insinuate two social phenomena. First, although disproportionate minority contact exists at initial
contact with the system, the effect disappears in subsequent contact. Also, several social factors,
including gang affiliation and drug use, rather than racial status predict recidivism among Fresno

juvenile offenders.

Historical Background of DisproportionateMinority Contact (DM C)

TheCoadlitionfor JuvenileJusticeintroducedtheideaof disproportionateminority
confinement in 1988 while addressing Congress (Coleman, 2011). Disproportionate
minority confinement discussesthediscrepancy inrel ative proportionsof “ confined”
juvenilesinregardtoraceand ethnicity. Thisideaof disproportionality shifted away from
pureconfinement when, in 2002, it became di sproportionate minority contact (Piquero,
2008). Thiscameasaresult of theamended Juvenile Justiceand Delinquency Prevention
Actof 1974 and sought to providea“ multi-pronged” andthusmorethoroughintervention
strategy for thedisproportionaity (Coleman, 2011). Thenew concept, which expandedto
include any contact, covered all interactions juveniles might experience with law
enforcement andthecourts.

Because the Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention (OJIDP)
noti ced theseverity of theissueat hand, new policy legid ationrequiredimplementationin
statescrossing thethreshol d of disproportionate minority contact. Accordingto Piquero
(2008), anindex greater than 1.0 necessitated aplanfor correction. Theindexinthisregard
(1.0) would represent acontact popul ation exactly equal toacontrol popul ationwherethe
percent of minoritiesin custody would matchthe percentinthegreater community. Anindex
greater than 1.0 would indicate a larger contact population than that of the general
popul ation. Althoughthisindex lacked any explanationfor thecausation of racia disparity,
it brought forth the beginning of change. Reconstructedintothe Relative Ratel ndex (RRI)
toformamoredetail ed description of theissue, theindex promoted amore professional
understanding of the severity of disproportionate minority contact toinitiate prevention
strategies(Piquero, 2008).
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Much of the previousliterature on disproportionate minority contact hasbeen
limited to acomparison of Whiteto African American. Accordingto Coleman (2011),
becausethe OJID P described the minoritiesas African Americans, American Indians,
Asians, Pacificldanders, and Hispanics, thisdiscrepancy intherel ativeavail ability of
literature seemsnoteworthy. The OJIDP hasbeen consistent initsestablishment of new
policiesand strategi esto reducetheamount of disproportionateminority contact. Piquero
(2008) explainsthat thedisproportionality of juvenileyouthisfound at every stageof the
crimind justicesystem. Itisundoubtedly clear at thispoint that di sproportionateminority
contact doesexistintoday’ ssoci ety; the OJIDPhasbeenrelying onthisproven postulation
for decadesnow to devel op thesedesired changes(Coleman, 2011). Itsfallback, however,
has been alack in understanding the causation of disproportionate minority contact.
Becauseit hasbecomeclear that thecausdity of digproportionateminority contactwill more
likely than not be explained through a meta-theory, it is necessary to first review the
individual theoriesof thisideabeforeameta-theory canbeintroducedinfutureresearch
Sudies.

Theor etical Explanationsfor DMC

Althoughtheexistenceof thediscrepancy of racid proportionsinthecrimina justice
system hasbeen shown repeatedly inresearch (Calley, 2012; Cureton, 1999; Owen &
Takahashi, 2014), an explanation for the difference is still pending. As with most
explanationsfor sociologica phenomena, thetheoriesrel ated to disproportionateminority
contact fall a ong arelativecontinuum, and most opinionsfall to oneextremeor theother.
Anargument for differentia involvement of minority juvenilesincrimind activity liesat one
end of thisspectrum, whereasthe explanation surrounding thedifferential treatment of
minoritiesby thecrimind justicesystemfindsitsway totheother side. Becauseresearchinto
thecausality of disproportionateminority contactisminimal at thispoint, any explanation
reflects pure specul ation based on personal biasesor rel ativeopinions.

Thedifferentia treatment of minoritiesisalsoknownasthesd ectionbiashypothesis
(Mallett & Stoddard-Dare, 2010). Claiming anissuewiththe* system,” thistheory posits
that abiasin policing and legal systemsleadsto thedisproportionate contact (Piquero,
2008). Thishypothes ssuggeststhat weliveinaworld dominated by racid differences, and
their effectsarenot | ost onthecriminal justice system. Under thistheory, policeofficers,
judges, attorneys, probation officers, and all other key membersof thecriminal justice
system havedevel oped acriteriafor decision making envel opedinracial biases; police
officersaremorelikely toarrest minorities, judgespushfor harsher sentencingfor minorities,
and probation officersarestricter with their minority offenderscomparedto Whites.

Resultsof apreviousstudy by Mallett and Stoddard-Dare (2010) highlight the
selectionbiashypothesis. Thisresearch team aimed to account for thedisproportionate
sentencing appliedto African Americanswhen eliminating theinfluenceof severity of the
crimescommitted and using standardized risk assessments. When thestandardized risk
assessment wasttilized, African Americanyouthweredtill twotimesmorelikely thantheir
Whitecounterpartsto recei vesecurefacility detentioninstead of alternative punishments
(Mdlett & Stoddard-Dare, 2010). Thesefindingssuggest asysteminfluenced by asdection
bias.

Thealternativeexplanationfor thedisproportionate minority contactisanidea
knownasthedifferentia offending hypothesis. Incontrast tothesel ection biashypothesis
(whichplacesblameonthesystem), thishypothesi slooksto simpleoffending differences
for explanation. The outcomes and punishments placed on minority youth, under this
hypothesis, areadirect result of their differing behavior from non-minority juveniles.
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Excluding thepossibility of police-relatedracism, thedifferentia offending hypothesis
postulatesthat minoritiesaremorelikely tocommit crimeinthefirst place.

Whiletesting thishypothesisinaction, Tillyer and Engdl (2012) examinedracial
disparitiesin speeding patterns. Researchintotraffic stopshasnearly unanimoudy shown
adisproportionate probability of minority stops (Tillyer & Engel, 2012). Theresults
supported the hypothesis. The statistical models generated from observational
methodol ogy concluded that African American driversweremorelikely to speed and
engagein severespeeding comparedto Whiteswhenaccounting for bias-creating variables.
Tillyerand Engdl (2012) wereabl eto generatean exampleof differentia involvement when
controllingfor differentia treatment.

Thethirdandmost likely explanationfor thedifferentia minority contact combines
thetwo previoushypothesesand woul d explainthecauseof DM C asacombinationof both
differential involvement and differential treatment of minority youth (Piquero, 2008).
Becauseresearch hasindicated many mixedresults, it would seemlikely that ameta-theory
isappropriate. Perhaps both aconflict and consensus approach would be appropriate
(Cureton, 1999).

Socia exclusonaffixed by thecommunity provesdetrimental tojuvenileoffenders
and providesapossibleexpl anationinto mixed resultswhen testing the af orementioned
theories. Society’ sunequivocal need for astandard by which to determine conformity
requiresthat somegroup of personsbelabeled” deviant” fromthe start for purposes of
comparison. Thoseseparated, or socialy excluded, aregenerally considered unhealthy or
morally inept by thelarger population (L ucas, 1998). The consi stent negativelabeling
imposed onthesemembersof society createsasd f-fulfilling prophecy of sorts; theensuing
moral panicand degrading verbiage used to describethese personsonly further separate
them from the conformists, spatially and psychologically (Lucas, 1998). The social
separation and exclusion createsan environment i nwhich nonconforming, delinquent
behaviorsaretolerated.

A cyclica problembetween socia exclus onandviolencebegins, which* leavesthe
socidly excdudedinavery hogtilesocia environment” (Berkman, 2007). Thishostility forces
aportionof theexcludedto createintragroup normsby whichto abide; theseviolent norms
are often predicated by the economic strain and strivefor justice experienced by this
subsection of society. Marginalized areassuch astheseareoften saturated with low-income
familieswithethnicbackgrounds(L ucas, 1998). Becauseyouthareparticularly susceptible
tothepressuresof socia exclusion, itlogically followsthat thisexclusion could negatively
affectthejuvenileminority’ spropendty tooffendandrecidivate. Livinginsocialy excluded
aressthat a soexperiencegang activity furthersajuvenil€ sprobability of committingcrime
(Berkman, 2007).

Recidivism and Risk Factorsof Juveniles

Recidivismasit occursinthecriminal justicesystemrefersto*thecommission of
anoffenseby anindividua aready knownto havecommitted at | east one other of fense”
(Harris, Lockwood, & Mengers, 2009). Becausethe purposeof acorrectional facility is
to*" correct” delinquent behavior, measuring reci divism hasbecomethemost commontool
for testing the successof such governmental programs. Itisoftenthe case, however, that
because of varied measurement practi cesbetween organi zati ons, recidivismratescannot
becompared blindly. Recidivism might berecorded after re-arrest, re-referral to court,
reconviction, or re-incarceration (Harriset al ., 2009). Becausesystematicfactorsinfluence
the number of parties present at each tier in the system, recidivism rates can appear
superficially skewed because of thejurisdiction’ srelative definition of reoffending.
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Consumersof recidivismresearch must remain awareof theproxy used to measuresuch
rateswhenevaluatingindividual reports.

Recidivism of juvenileoffendersis particularly noteworthy. Thetendency of
younger membersof soci ety to commit morecrimecomparedtotheir older counterparts
hasbeen acknowledged by thefield for some 150 years(Maruna, 2004). Thisage-crime
relationshi p providesaninteresting opportunity for juvenilerecidivismresearch. Because
juvenilesarearrested for themaj ority of offenses, property offensesinparticular (Maruna,
2004), theopportunity for dataand explorationsisgreat. Further examinationintojuvenile
recidivismmight hel pexplainthetendency of offenderstoescd ateintheir crime-committing
behaviorsthroughtheir 20sand then seemingly desist from crime(Maruna, 2004).

Disproportionateminority contact hasbeen shownto hold truewhen approaching
thejuvenilejusticesystem from ageneric, instantaneousapproach. Onemust alsol ook at
differencesintherecidivismandrisk factorsof juvenileoffendersto postulatewhat social
construct might beinvolved. Juvenilereoffendersmakeup nearly 25% of theincarcerated
(Cdley, 2012). Previousresearch hasidentified several contributing risk factorstothe
recidivismof juvenileoffenders.

A study intheNetherlandsby Mulder, Vermunt, Brand, Bullens, andvan Marle
(2011) found severd risk factorsconnectedtojuvenilerecidivism. Includedintheir findings
werepast crimina behavior (ageat first offense, number of past offenses), family risk factors
(poor parenting, criminal behavior inthefamily), andinvolvement with criminal peers
(Mulderetal.,2011).

Theresearch group fromthe Netherlandsconducted yet another study and found
similar risk factorsrel ated tojuvenilerecidivism. Amongtheir resultsof risk factorswere
family problems, offense characteristics, social network, and substanceabuse (Mulder,
Brand, Bullens, & van Merle, 2010). Theresearchersconcluded that aiming treatment
programstoward family problems(among others) would likely havethestrongestimpact
inreducing recidivismamongjuvenileoffenders(Mulder et al ., 2010).

A study by Calley (2012) aimed to assessthedifferencesin recidivism between
severd factorsincluding offensecategories. Although other categorieswerenot statistically
significant, shefoundthat thetypeof offender wasindicativeof reoffending. Theresults
indicatedthat general (e.g., larceny, s mpleassault) and substance-abuse offenderswere
morelikely torecidivatethantheir sex-offender counterparts(Calley, 2012). Thestudy
ins nuatestheneed of targeting thesetypesof offenderswhenamingtoreducerecidivism
rates.

Other researchershavefocused on understanding how individua swhojoin peer
groupsand gangsbecomedeinquent (Bordolla, 2007; Granville, 2007; Lachman, Roman,
& Cahill, 2013; Weerman, Lovegrove, & Thornberry, 2015). Cloward and Ohlin (1960)
explained that asubcultureiscreated when youth participateandjoin agroup wherethey
cansocidizewith and practiceavariety of norms, beliefs, and skillsthat arenecessary to
becomeinvolvedincriminal behavior. Whenyouthbecomeinvolvedinasocia groupsuch
asagang, youthfindittobeasol utiontothe problemsthey areexperiencingwiththeir family.
For example, thestudy of Weerman et al. (2015) noted that negative peer influenceand
weak conventional bondsaresomeof thefactorsinjoining gangsin boththeNetherlands
and America. Also, youthjoin gangsto seek support and earnrespect, aswell aswanting
to obtain somekind of statusinthegang (Bordolla, 2007). Granville(2007) found that
indirect peer pressureinsideagang canlead thoseindividual swho arenot delinquentsto
becomecriminal offendersoncethey jointhegang. For example, when membersof agang
invitenew memberstojointheir socia group, new membersmight haveto commit sometype
of crimeinorder to beaccepted. Individualswholack parental supervisonaremorelikely
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tojoinaganginorder tofind support and get respect fromtheir peers(Granville, 2007).

Insummary, theavailableliterature highlights some contributing factors, most
notably peer influence, dysfunctiona family, substanceabuse, and gang affiliation, thatare
oftenrelatedtojuveniledelinquency and recidivism. Neverthel ess, thenotion of raceasa
risk factor hasbeen somewhat neglectedin prior literature. Furthermore, thepprimary focus
of DM CintheliteraturewasAfrican Americanjuvenilesagainst White counterparts, and
thereareonly afew studiesof Hispanic contactsrel ativeto African Americanand White
contacts. Thisstudy examinesdemographic characteristicsandrisk factorsof first-time
offendersin exploring recidivismandimpact on disproportionate minority contactina
Hispani c-dominant midsized county.

Current Study

The following study will consider both African American and Latino
disproportionatecontact in Fresno County, California. Considering that the percentage of
minority juvenilesinincarcerationfacilitiesinthe United Statesisdoublethepercentagein
thelarger population, the possibility of thiscomparison doesnot seemfarfetched (Hs a,
Bridges, & McHae, 2004). AlthoughtheL atino popul ationisparticularly relevantin Fresno
Country consideringitsexponentia growth pattern, itisimportant remember that African
Americansareindeed themost overrepresented minority populationintheUnited States
withtheir confinement ratesdoubl ethat of their genera population percentages(Hsia, etd.,
2004). To better understand why the DM C phenomenon exists, thisstudy will look to
closely examinemorein-depth factorsrel ated to thedi sproportionate contact.

According to the U.S. Census data from 2010, Fresno County had 930,450
occupantsand consistent growth (Owen & Takahashi, 2014). Of theyouth population,
57% are Hispanic/L atino, 25% White, 10% Asian/Pacific Islander, and 5% Black. In
comparisontothestateasawhol e, Fresno hasalarger proportion of Hispanic/L atinosand
asmaller proportion of Whiteyouth. Asshown | ater, thediscrepancy betweentheracia
proportionsinthegeneral youth popul ation and theincarcerated popul ation demonstrates
thedisproportionateminority contactin Fresno County. Consideringthe 76%recidivism
rateof juvenileoffendersin Fresno County inthecurrent study, the problemssurrounding
gang activity area sonotable. Knownfor theinfamous* Fresno Bulldog Gang,” thecounty
has 12,650 gang members, of which 91% areminority and many arejuveniles(Harris,
2010). Becauseof thepresenceof DM C, racewill likely beadtatistically significant factor
inpredictinginitial offendingandrecidivismof juvenilesin Fresno County.

M ethodology

Thestudy sampleconsisted of 1,145 juvenilesunder 15yearsof agewhowere
brought into custody at the Fresno County juveniledetentionfacility from January 1to
December 31, 2010. During 2014, theresearchersfollowed up on thedatabase and kept
track of the 3-year re-arrest information for thoseindividualsoriginally recordedinthe
database. Suchinformation containstherecorded ageat first offense, offensetype, and
whether they returned tothesystemwithin 3years. If they did return, wea sorecorded the
new offensedateand offensecategory. Inaddition, wedocumented whether thosejuveniles
weresd f-identified asgang members, theoutcomeof thedrugtest, andwhether their family
membersreceived TANF during the study period. TANF (Temporary Assistancefor
Needy Families) providesmonetary support for familiesfor alimited timesothat they may
gansdf-aufficiency (Officeof Family Assstance, 2015). Inthisstudy, familial useof TANF
wasaccepted asindicativeof ajuvenilelivinginal ow-incomehouseholdlacking resources.
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All theinformation wasdrawn from the JA S system maintained by the Fresno
County Probation Department. After being appropriately coded, thevariablesbecame
dichotomized. Gender, race, gangaffiliation, druguse, TANF use, seriousnessof first arrest,
family type, andthepresenceof family inthecrimina justicesystemwereamongthecoded
independent variables. Theregppearanceof ajuvenileinthesystemwithinthe3yearswas
referredtoas* recidivism” and made up thedichotomi zed dependent variable. A binary
logigticregressonwasruntodetermineany significant variablesinpredictingrecidivism. A
chi-squareanaysiswasa so undertaken to ascertain the presence of thedi sproportionate
minority contact.

Findings

Table 1 displaysthefrequenciesof the 10 variablesused in the current study.
Regarding thedependent variable, 76% of juvenileoffendersrecidivatedintothejuvenile
justicesystemwithin 3years. Theremaining 24% of juvenileshad not reoffended by thetime
thestudy ceased gatheringinformation. About onethird (37.7%) of thejuvenilesweregang
affiliated withahistory of drug use(32.6%). A vast mgority of thefamilieswere TANF
reci pients(74.6%) inanontraditiona family suchasasingle-parent household (77.4%). We
do not have the exact comparative data, however, according to Census datain 2012
(County of Fresno, 2012), about oneinfour househol ds(26%) in Fresno County were
classified asextremely low or low-income househol dsbetween 2006 and 2010. Single-
family households consisted of 14.8% of thetotal, and the househol dsbel ow poverty
accountedfor 19.5%. Although Fresno County’ spoverty rateisprevaent, itisevident that
thosejuvenilesdisproportionately camefrom the needed househol ds. About 5% of their
family memberswereincarcerated. Thedisproportionate contact of minority juveniles
withinthecriminal justicesysteminthe United Statesisreflectedin Fresno County, as
evidenced by thecomparison of 25% Whiteand 75% non-Whiteinthegenera population
tothe 13% Whiteand 87% non-White(64%for Hispanicand 23%for African Americans)
distributioninthejuvenilehall population.

Further analysis by race is shown in Table 2, which indicates that a higher
percentageof Hispanicjuveniles(45.3%) wereidentified asgang membersthan White
(23.9%) and African Americanjuveniles(32.3%). For Hispanicjuvenilesaffiliated witha
gang, about onefifthhad aBulldog affiliation, and 8.6% wereaffiliated withtheNortefios.
For Whitegang-affiliated juveniles, therewasno substantial mgjority for acertaingroup,
although Bulldogswashighest (9%). For African Americans, alittlemorethan 10%were
affiliatesof the Crips. Theexamination of therel ationship between drug useand gang
affiliation by raceindi cated that ahigher percentageof Hispanicand African Americandrug
usersaregang affiliated thantheir Whitecounterparts.

Table3representsthel ogisticregressionfindingsbetweenrecidivismand other key
variables. Asshown, theseriousnessof thefirst offense, gang affiliation, drug use, family
type, andthefamily’ srece pt of TANFwerefoundtobedtatisticaly significant. Consistent
withthechi-squareanalysis, racewasnot foundto beapredictingfactor of recidivismin
juvenileoffenders. Theresultsof thesefindingsre ativetothecoding procedureindicatethat
involvementinagang, theuseof illegal drugs, participationinanontraditiona family type,
andfamilial participationinthe TANF programall independently predicted recidivism.

Thestatusof government assistance (TANF) isthemost significant variableas
shown by thehighWald statistic of 54.173 and thenext most important variablesaredrug
use (Wald = 29.696) and gang affiliation (15.659). The oddsratio of 3.84 in drug use
indicatesthat juvenileswhousedillega drugswere3.8timesmorelikely torecidivatethan
non-drug users. Thosewho aregang membersare2.2timesmorelikely torecidivatethan
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non-gang members. Regardingthelast significant variable, seriousnessof first offense, the
findingswould suggest that | essseriouscrimes(i.e., misdemeanors) correspondwith higher
probabilities of recidivism. One explanation is that misdemeanor offenses could be
associated with habitual crimes(e.g., property and drug), and further analysisby offense
typeisneededto examinethefindings. Also, thisstudy had alimitation regardingthetime
spent in the detention center (rel ease dates not provided) and that fact could skew the
results. Inthehypothetica casethat anindividua wassentencedtothreeor moreyears, their
inability toreoffend outs deprisonwallswithinthe parametersof thisstudy woul d negetively
skew theresultsregarding the propensity of moreseriousoffenderstorecidivate.

Tablel
Descriptive Statistics

Vaidble Attributes N %
Gender Mde 884 75.1

Femde 290 24.6
Race

White 142 129

Higpanic 707 64.1

AfricanAmerican 254 23.0
GangAffiliation

NoAffiliation 730 62.0

Affiligtion 444 37.7
DrugUse NoDrugUse 790 67.1

DrugUse 384 32.6
TANF No Government

Assgtance 296 25.1

Government Assistance878 74.6
Seriousnessof First Offense

Misdemeanor 665 56.5

Feony 447 38.0
FamilyType Traditiond

(Both Parents) 221 18.8

Nontraditiond 911 77.4

ResidesinJIC 13 11
Presenceof Family intheSystem

No or Unknown 1,112 94.5

Yes 62 53
AgeatFirst Arrest

10o0rless 57 4.8

11 58 49

12 181 15.4

13 293 24.9

14 313 26.6

15 and above 243 20.7
Recidivian NoRecidivism 279 23.7

Recidivian 893 75.9
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Table?2
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The Relationship Between Drug Use and Gang Affiliation by Race
Nodruguse Druguse

X?2=5.8,p<.05

X2 = 45, p <. 000

X2=0.88,p>.05

Exp(B)
710

931

1.141
2.229
3.841
3.879
1.569
1.104

AfricanAmerican

Gang affiliated 54.9% 45.1%

Not affiliated 70.3% 29.3%
Hispanics

Gang affiliated 52.5% 47.5%

Not affiliated 76.7% 23.3%
White

Gang affiliated 61.8% 38.2%

Not affiliated 70.4% 29.6%

Table3
Predicting Recidivism by Key Variables
Logigticregressioncoefficients
B SE wdd Sg.

Gender (Mae) -.342 .188 3.313 .069
White (reference) 843 .656
Higpanic -071 249 82 774
AfricanAmerican 132 294 210 .654
GangAffiliation 802 .203 15.659.000
DrugUse 1.346 .247 29.696 .000
TANF 1.355 .184 54.173.000
Nontraditiona Household 451 192 5496 .019
Ageat FirstArrest 099 .062 2.587 .108
Felony asFirst Offense -1.141 176 41.86 .000

319

X2 = 195,503, p < .000. (Nagelkerke R? = .269; Cox & Snell R2 = .170)

Implicationsand Further Resear ch

Asdemonstrated by the convoluted nature of the* seriousnessof first offense”
result, there needs to be more research completed to gain a better handle on the
disproportionateminority contact of juveniles. Perhaps, infutureresearch endeavors, one
could useamorestringent measureof recidivism. Also, other analyses, suchasasurvival
analysis, can becompl eted to detail thesignificanceof variablesasthey relatetothetime
betweenthefirst rel ease date and the second arrest date. The speed at whichjuveniles
recidivate and what compel sthem might be useful knowledgein creating prevention
strategies. Also noted is the relationship that exists between TANF assistance and
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recidivismcouldbeindirect, wherethedigibility requirementsof TANFindicatehouseholds
withalower income. Further analysisof socia variablesrelatedto TANF, such aslevel of
poverty and number of family members, might provideamoreconcreteand direct research
result.

Evenwithitslimitations, thisstudy bringsforthresultsthat can beappliedtothe
population. Thestudy foundthat, controllingfor socid factors, therecidivismrateof minority
juvenilesisnot statistically different fromtheir Whitecounterparts. Social discrepancies,
rather thanracia discrepancies, weremoresgnificantinpredictingrecidivism. Regarding
thesignificanceof family typeand TANF ass stance, the county should provideparenting
or guardianship classesoutlining potential problemsand sol utionsto nontraditional homes
andfamiliesrequiringgovernment aid. Because poverty wasshowntobeamaincontributing
factor, introducing systemstoalleviatefinancia stresswould beessential tocombat this
criminol ogical phenomenon. Educatingthegenera publicontheresultsof thisstudy might
aidinpreventingfuturerecidivismrateslikethosecurrently being experiencedin Fresno
County.

TheUnited Statesasawhol ecould benefit fromtheresultsof thisstudy. Theriots
that proceeded thedeathsof Trayvon Martin, Michagl Brown, and Freddie Gray, among
others, have added pressure to demands for answers regarding the omnipresent
disproportionateminority contact intheUnited States. Theresultsof our anaysisshedlight
onthisissue. Asevidenced by thebinary logisticregression, itisnot race, but rather socia
factors, includingincome, that resultinmorejuvenilecrime. Althoughracial biasesaredtill
preval ent, task forces need to beaimed moretoward low-income neighborhoodsthan
minority neighborhoods, understanding that thetwo arenot mutual ly exclusive. Proactive
measuresto stimul atechange, asopposedtotheir reactionary policing counterparts, would
best suit Fresno County.
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