ATTITUDESOF CITIZENSIN A SOUTHERN RURAL COUNTY
TOWARDSJUVENILE CRIME AND JUSTICE ISSUES

EugeneE. Bouley, Jr.

Georgia College & State Univerdty
Department of Government and Sociol ogy
Campus Box 18
Milledgeville, Georgia 31061

and

Terry Wdls
Georgia College & State Univerdty
Department of Gover nment and Sociology
Campus Box 18
Milledgeville, Georgia 31061

A paper presented at the Annual Meeting of the Geor gia Political Science Association
(Criminal Justice Association of Geor gia), February 2000, at
Hilton Head I sland, South Carolina



Attitudes of Citizensin a Southern Rural County
Towards Juvenile Crime and Justice | ssues

Abstract
This study reports the reaults of a telephone survey of 387 residents a southern rural county
concerning juvenile crime and justice issues. The gudy concluded that there are several
communities among county residents, not just two based on race  Courty residents are willing to
support the rehabilitation of juveniles but there is strong support for punishment. Unsupervised
youth is a problem in the county in poor neighborhoods, regardless of race. Gangs are also
conddered a vay srious problem by a major portion of the county residents. County residents
are divided on the reasons youths join gangs, with whites believing it is alack of parental
supervision and aseeking of asubstitute family, and AfricanAmericars believingit isamore

complex problemthan just those two reasons.

Introduction

As the crime rate continues its downward trend in the United States, Americans continue
to debate what do we should do with those juvenileswho are involved in crime. There are many
dedicated personsin al America scities, towns, and villages who are working to addressthe
issues of juvenile violence, crime, and disorder. Many of these dedicated persons are working
with non-profit organizationsthat need monetary resources, so the non-profit organizations are
actively seeking those resources from private foundations. As the competition for scarce funds
increases, many of the directors of the non-profit organizations, especidly those inthe small,
rural towns, villages, and counties, are seeking help to achieve that funding.

Georgia s Baldwin County is located in the middle of the state and is one of the rural



countiesactively seeking funding for itsprogramsdesigned to reach at-risk children. One major
entity seeking such funding isthe Oconee Prevention Resource Courcil. The Oconee Prevertion
Resource Council (OPRC) is a non-profit organization that received a grant from the John S. and
James L. Knight Foundation, aprivate foundation that makes specialized grants to non-pr ofit
organizations. TheCity of MilledgevilleBadwin County isone of 26 communitiesthat is
directly funded by the Knight Foundation, with OPRC being ore of the mgjor redpients of its
funding.

The OPRC menmbers decided that it was necessary to update their five-year strategic plan
to provide the Knight Foundation with accurate information concerning our community. In
addition, to continue to receive funding or obtain new funding for programsthat seemed to be
successful, it was necessary to evduate the impact of those programs on this rural southern
community to demonstrate success/failure. The authors were asked to develop aresearch
program that would show where the community wasin terms of juvenile crime, citizen dtitudes
toward juvenile aime, citizen attitudestoward rehabil itati orYpuni shment, and other indicators of
juvenile aime and violence asnecessay. They were d 0 asked to compile statistical data on
juvenile crimein middle Georgia by county so that OPRC would have a baseline on which it
could judge the success or failure of its programs.

Review of the Literature

Official juvenile aime datafromthe Uniform Crime Reports (UCR) were collected for
the five year period 1994 through 1998. This official dataindicated that the juvenile crimerate
for the county is asindicated in Table 1 (Georgia Bureau of Invedigation, personal
communication, July 12, 1999). This official data shows that Baldwin County had the highest
juvenile crimerate in the middle Georgia area, and that it was substantially higher than Laurens
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County, whichis considered to be its counterpart county. This concern lead to a desire to gather
as much information as possble to address ddinquency in the county.

Concurrent with the release of the delinquency data, the Knight Foundation released a
report on community health indicators for the City of Milledgeville (Princeton Survey Research
Associates, 1999). Thisreport was avery positive one concerning the community. Among the
many positive conclusions in the report are the following:

1. Milledgevilleresdents believe they can have an impact ontheir community.
2. 60% of the respondents volunteered for some type of organization during the
year prior to the survey.
3. 93% of resident s contributed money or persond belongingsto a charitable
organization.
Among the cond usions, the authors noted the following concerning crime and delinquency are
the following:

1. Residents feel safe from crime.

2. Firty-one percent believe tha the most important problems fadng the community are

crime, drugs, or violence.

3. Unsupervised childrenand teenagers is a mgjor concernamong 79% of the dty

residents.

4. More organized recreational adivity is needed to keep kidssafe fromviolert crime.

The OPRC and the authors decided that it was appropriate to broaden the survey
conducted by the Knight Foundation to learn more about the indicators of disorder, public
opinion on delinquency, rehabilitation, incapacitation, etc. The fundamental question the OPRC
wanted answer ed was - will the community support our effortsto reduce juvenile crime and
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violence? Since the only major city in the county is Milledgeville, and since the county is smdll,
the OPRC and the authors decided to make the survey county-wide.

The authors conducted a literature review on public opinion concerning juvenile crine.
The review revealed that public opinion concerning issues dealing with juvenile crime and
delinquency reflect a diverse and complex concern. Research conducted on areas such as
atitudestoward the treatment of offenders and the gods of confinement suggest that the public
are capable of holding diverse opinions on the rehabilitation or punishment of juveniles
(Krisberg and Austin, 1993). Cullen, Cullen, and Wozniak (1988) in citing Harris Polls,
suggested that the public supported rehabilitation as a correctional goal for adults and additional
studies (Hanagan and Caulfield, 1984) argue tha the public’s attitudestoward the treatment of
offenders is multidemensg onal, somewhat overlapping, complex, and concerned with more than
just warehousing offenders

The recent “get tough” atitude in crimind justice has so impacted the juvenile system,
as reflected in the increased wavers to adult courts (Office of Juvenile Justiceand Delinquency
Prevertion, 1999) and opinion polls which suggest getting tougher with juvenile offenders
(Triplett, 1996). However, researchers sugges that juveniles are gill held to be more amenable
to treament and reghakilitation than adults (Gerber and Engelhart-Greer, 1996; M oon, Sundt,
Cullen, and Wright, 2000; Applegat, Cullen, and Hsher, 1997). While public opinion seems to
support treating juveniles more than adults, attitudes may be associated with the demographic
characterigtics of the respondents. Gerber and Engelhart-Greer (1996) citing differences across
gender, race, and whether or not one is a parent, argue that support for treating juvenilesthe
same as adults varied. Cullen, Golden, and Cullen (1983) reported differences between the
general public and criminal judice professionals. Professionals such as judges and correctional
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adminigrators supported rehabilitation efforts more than the public.

According to a recent report from the National Institute of Justice (1998)
4,712 U.S. cities and counties experienced gang activity in 1997. Thereis also estimated to be
31,000 gangs and 816,000 gang members in the United States with anincrease in smaller cities
andrural counties Quedions concerning the atitudes of the public toward serious offenses or
crimes committed by gang members also suggests disparitiesin public opinion based on the
category of offenders. In areview of the literature, Triplett (1996) reportsthat public opinion
varies across variables such as the seriousness of offense, type of offense, age of respondent, and
the purpose of sentencing. Triplet reported that when consdering whether juvenilesacussed of
selling drugs should betried as adults, older respondents and those who percdved the purpose of
sentencing as punishment were morelikely to support waiver to adult court. Prior researchers
report similar findings that the public supports treating juveniles similar to adults when a serious
crimeisinvolved (Schwartz, Abbey and Barton, 1990; Schwartz, 1992).
M ethodology

The survey ingrument used to measure the public opinion of the citizens of Badwin
County was a modified verson of the one developed by Flanagan and Longmire (1996) in their
National Opinion Survey on Crime and Justice-1995. A copy of the modified survey isincluded
in Appendix A. The survey instrument was modified in order to focus on theissuesthat arethe
moast applicable to juvenile crime, violence, and disorder in this community.

The authorsdecided that a telephone urvey was the best means to oltainthe information
needed. There are four telephone prefixes for the county and these prefixes cover the
percentages of telephonesin the county as indicated:

451 - 10%



452 - 50%

453 - 30%

454 - 10%
Therefore, a stratified random sample of telephone numbers was taken. Hrst, the prefixes were
randomly generated. The prefixes were determined by using the numbers O to 9 as substitutes
for the prefixes with O indicating 451; 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5 indicating 452; 6, 7, and 8 indicating 453;
and 9 indicating 454. Once the prefixes were determined, random four-digit numbers were
generated for each prefix.

Calls were made between the hours of 4:00PM and 9:00PM, Monday through Thursday
during the period October 25 through November 18, 1999. Mogt nights, five persons made the
telephonre calls  Sincethe td ephone numberswere completely random, a high percentage of
numbers were not associated with resdences. Some teephone numbers did not exist, while
otherswere husinesses, faxes, pagers cell phones etc. All telgohone numbers that were not
private residences were not used. If anumber did not respond or was busy, it was called at |east
two additional times at a different hour of the calling period. After three total attempts to contact
the person a the telephone, the number was discarded. If the respondent was busy,
arrangements were made for a calback to conduct the survey. Only if the respondent absolutdy
refused to participate wasthe person caled arefusa. The survey callers were students from the
university who voluntarily participated in the project and they followed the script that isat the
beginning of the survey instrument in Appendix A.

Of atotd of 3,738 telephone numbers dialed, 2,911 (78%) were bad numbers, meaning
bus nesses, cdl phones, non-exigent numkbers, faxes, pagers, or no answer. This left atotal of
827 (22%) residences contected. Of that number, 387 (47%) partidpated, 434 (52%) refused to
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participate), and 6 (1%) were unable to participate for reasons of hedth, language, illness, or
other reasons It is our opinion that sincethe aurvey isabslutely random the participation rae
isreflectsavdid sample of theresdents of the county.

Results

The corrdlation matrix for the variables used in the study are contained in Table 2. The
demographic characteristics of the ssmple ae contained in Tade 3. The sampleconsged of
141 (36.4%) males and 242 (62.5%) females. The respondents were 69% white and 26.4%
African-American with an average age of 44. Of the sanple, 61% had a pogsecondary
education. Only 8.8% did not have a high school education. Ffty-five percent were married,
while only 19.9% were never married.

Asindicated in T able 4, Baldwin County resdents get their news about juvenile crime
from newspapers (41.1%), televison (34.4%), friends and neighbors (14.2%). However, this is
misleading. When analyzed by rece, adifferert pictureispresented. The tableshows that a
large percentage (21.8%) of African-Americans get their news about juvenile aime from friends
and neighbors. Further analysis indicaes that this difference lies inthose persons who earn
$30,000 to $60,000 per year. For thosein this earnings group, the percentage of African-
Americans and whites who get their information from the television is similar at 39% and 36%
respectively. However, for television the percentages are 19% for AfricantAmericans and 44%
for whites. The percentage of those who obtain the information from friends and neighbors is
25% for African-Americans compared to 11.7% for whites.

In Baldwin County, 53.2% of the respondents watch crime shows on television and
46.5% do not. Unlike other surveys, watching crime shows or not had no statistical sgnificance

in the survey.



The next set of questions concern the purpose of sentencing offenders. To establisha
baseline for comparison of responses, each personwas asked first to identify the purpose of
sentencing adults, and then asked the purpose of sentencing juveniles. Table 5 shows that an
almost even percentage of respondents gave the primary reason for sentencing adults as
punishment (47.8%), but the primary purposefor sntencing juvenileswas rehabilitation
(47.5%). Although there were no differences in responses concerning sentencing of adults by
race, further analysis revealed that there were statistically significant differences in the responses
concerning juveniles by race. The answer given by the largest percentage of whites and African-
Americans was that punishment was the primary purpose in sentencing adults (48.3% and 46.6%
respectively). However, when the question pertained to sentenang juveniles (Teble 5), 50.6% of
whites and only 40.7% of African-Americans favored rehabilitation, while only 23.2% of whites
compared to 35.6% of African-Americans favored punishment.

When asked if unsupervised youth was a problem in their neightborhood, approximatdy
60% of the respondents said no (T able 7). Once again, there wer e Satistically significant
differences between the white community and the African-American community where alnost
65% of whites said it was not a problem compared to only 50.4% of African-Americans who
said it wasnot (Table 8). Likewise, there was astatistically significant difference accordng to
income(Table 9). Asincomerose, the perception of therenot bang a probdemincreased, from
approximately 55% for those earning under $30,000, to almost 58% for those earning $30 to $60
thousand, and to approximately 59.4% for those earning over $60,000. Analyssof the data
indicated that there was no interaction between race and income, indicating that income by itself
was afactor and so wasrace by itsdf. In other words, the poorer both whites and African-
Americans are, the more they perceived ther e was a problem with the supervision of young
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peoplein the county.

Ninety-four percent of the residents of Baldwin County believe that there is a problem
with gangs in the county (Table 10). In fact, more than 65% of the residents believeitisa
serious problem. In addition, there is a higher percentage of married people who think itisa
problem (71.4%) compared to those who were never married who thirk it is a serious problem
(53.2%) or others (63.2%) who think likewise (Table 11).

As shown in Table 12, when asked why young people join gangs, the primary responses
were a lack of adult supervision (almost 45%) and to find a subgitute family (almost 23%).
Although these are the two primary reasons cited by both whites and African-Americans,
African-Americans do not support thesetwo responses as strongy as do whites (Table 13).
African-Ameicans believe there are a varigty of other reasons for joining gangs. Another
interesting aspect of the question isthe variation in response by age. Asthe age of the
respondents rises, so doesthe support for the response of ladk of adult supervision with 38.4% of
those under 35 supporting it compared to aimost 44% of those 35-54 and almost 53% of those
over 55 (Tade 14).

Discussion and Conclusions

Onemajor conclusion from this study is that those seeking community support for their
delinquency programsin Baldwin County must redlize that there are several communitiesin the
county, not just two that are based onrace. Toinsurethat al segments of the county receive
information, al organizations must target more than just newspapers and television, otherwise
almost 34% of the African-American community will not get the word. Those wishingto inform
the African- American community must insure the word is spread, and oneway to do o is

through religious institutions.



A second major conclusionis that county residents indicate they are willing to support
the rehabilitation of juveniles who violate the law. However, it may be that African-Americars,
who are over-represented as victims of juvenile crime, are frustrated with the crime Stuation in
their neighborhoods and are more willing to see the juveniles punished. Onthe other hand, it
may be anindication of the frustration they see with ineffective rehabilitation programs.

The Knight Foundation Study found that 79% of Milledgeville residents found
unsupervised youth to be amajor concern. T his study found that most respondents did not find
unsupervised youth to be a problem in their own neighborhood. In fact, as Table 15 indicates,
amost 58% of Milledgeville residents did not find unsupervised youth not to be a problem
Although one camnot give a definitive answer for the differences in the results, it may be that
residents in this survey understood that the focus of this survey was on crime rather than
conditions in general, and consequently, unsupervised youth, when compared to juvenile crime
ingeneral, isnot a frious problem. It may also be that regpondentscongder unsupervised youth
not to be a problem in their own neighborhood, but one in other neighborhoods. Despite the
differencesin the two studies, thereisno doubt that almost half of African-Americansin the
county believe that unsupervised youth are a problem, and nore than 45% of those earning under
$30,000 per year seeit asa problem. Thismeansthat the type of neighborhood, low income
versus middle income, determines whether there is aproblen. Those who livein the more
affluent neighborhoods may often be unwilling to fund additional youth programs because of an
isolation from unsupervised youth.

There is no doubt that county residents believe gangs are a mgjor problemin the county.
Those who are married and those who previously have been married are theonesmog likely to
seethisasaserious problem. Thisis understandable because these are the residents who have
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children and those with children are the ones who are most concerned their children will be
caught up in gang activity. Undoubtedly, thisis one area that gover nmental and non-
governmental agencies must address as a quality of life issue.

It isimportant that non-profit agencies like OPRC and organizations with smilar gods
understand the differing per ceptions of why young people join gangs. White citizens believe
adults are responsible because they do not supervise properly or because they do not provide the
nurturing of “family.” However, the issue is much more complex for African-American
residents. A substantial portion of African-Americans agree with whites, but thereis asizegble
portion of African-Americans that does not. Therefore, those agencies that only emphasize the
need for increased supervision and family nurturing of children may lose the support of many
African-Americans, because many African-Americans wart to attack the problem on sveral
fronts.

Likewise, the emphasis on adult supervision will turn off younger citizens. Thosein the
age group who are most likely to have children believe that gangs come about from children who
seek a substitute family. What this age group may addressing is the need for greater assistance
to the family. Programs aimed at making stronger familiesby assisting them may atract this age
group.

Overdl, thisprdiminary assessment of the survey data indicates that Badwin County is
composed of several sub-communities. These are broken down aong race, age, marital status,
and income lines. The beliefsof each of these groups is different when it comes to delinquency
and the factors surrounding ddinquency. There is no doubt that the county has deep differences
by neéghborhoods whenit comes to youth problems. Governmental and non-governmental
agercies need the support of the entire community to overcone the problemsassociated with
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at risk youth and delinquency, but there must be messages that are targeted to elicit support from
each sub- community, otherwise the county residents will not work toget her to improve the

quality of lifein Badwin County.
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Appendix A

Crime Survey

Hello, thisis calling from the Department of Government & Sociology at

Georgia College & Stae University. We are conducting asurvey for the Oconee Prevention
Resources Council concerning the opinions of Baldwin County residents about crime and justice
in the County. May | speak with the gentleman or lady of the household who is 18 years of age

or older who had the mog recent birthday?

(Once the adult responds, repeat the above with the exception of the last sentence.) This survey

will take approximately minutes to complete. Are you willing to participate?

M1  Wewouldliketo get your opinions about issues dealing with crime and delinquency in

Baldwin County. Concerning media coverage of crime, how much attention doesthe

local media give to juvenilecrime? |sit:

1 Too much 2 About right 3 Toolittle

M2 Do you get most of your news about juvenile crime from:

1 Television 2 Newspgpers 3 Radio 4 Friends/Ndaghbors 6 Othes
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M3  Areyou aregular viewer of television programs that deal with aime or crimnal justice
issues, such as COPS, Rea Stories of the Highway Patrol, Justice Files or America's

Most Wanted?

1 Yes 2 No

Changing topics, | would like to ask you about various aspects of your neighborhood. For each

of the following would you say it is a serious problem somewhat of a problem, a minor problem

or not aproblem at al?

N1  Unsupevised youthare (a):

1 Serious problem 3 A minor problem

2 Somewhat of aproblem 4 Nota problem at Al

Next, people have said there are four purposes of criminal penalties. These are:
To discourage ot hers from committing crimes.
To sparate offendersfrom society.
To train, educate and counsel offenders.

To give offenders the punishment they deserve.
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Al

A2

GA1l

Please indicat e which of these four purposes do you think should be the most important

in sentencing adults.

1 To discourage others from committing crimes.
2 To separat e offenders from society.
3 To train, educate and counsel offenders.

4 To give offerders the punishment they deserve.

Which of these four purposes do you think should be the most important in sentencing

juveniles?

1 To discourage others from committing crimes.

2 To separat e offenders from society.

3 Totrain, educate and counsal offenders.

4 To give offerders the punishment they deserve.

Next, how serious a problemare gangs in Baldwin County? Would you say they are:

1 Serious problem 3 A minor problem

2 Somewhat of aproblem 4 Not a problem at dl
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GA2 Inyour opinion what isthe main reason why young peoplein your community join

gangs?
1 For protection 4 A lack of adult supervision
2. Asasubgitute for family 5 A lack of employment opportunities
3. It's part of their cuture 6 To commit crimesfor material gain

D1  Findly, | would liketo ask you some questions about yoursalf. What isyour current

age?

1 Under 24
2 25t034
3 35to44
4 45t054
5 55to64

6 65 andover

Please indicate here:

D2  Whidh of the following best describes your racial or ethnic group?

1 Whte 2 Hispanic 3 African-Ameaican 4 Other, specify.
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D3  What was the last grade of school you completed?

1 Grade0-4

2 Grade5-8

3 Grade9-11, ome high school

4 Grade 12, high schod graduate

5 Grade13-15, some college, business or trade school
6 Grade 16, college graduae

7 Graduate work

D4  Areyou currently married, widowed, divorced, separated or have you never been

married?

1 Married 2 Widowed 3 Divorced 4 Separated 5 Never married

D5  What isyour gender?

1 Male 2 Femde

D6  What isyour annua household income?

1 Lessthan $15,000 2 $15,000 to $30,000 3 $30,000 to $60,000 4 Over $60,000
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Table1:

Juvenile Crime Rate per 1,000

Y ear Rate per 1,000
1994 46.75
1995 86.39
1996 80.16
1997 108.4
1998 74.10

Source Georga Bureau of
Investigation, personal
communication, July 12, 1999.
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Table 2: Correlation Matrix

Unsupervis | Purpose Purpose Why Join

Media Watch ed Youth Sentence Sentence Gang Gangs

Attention Crime Adults Juveniles Problem Age Race School Marital Income
Media Attertion 1.000
Watch Crime -.131* 1.000
Shows
Unsupervised .002 .106* 1.000
Youth
Purpose Sen 115 -.104* .000 1.000
Adults
Purpose Sen JA27* -.026 -.054 A17* 1.000
Juveniles
Gang Problem -.081 .084 .110* .032 -.026 1.000
Why Join Gangs .136%* -.105 .004 .100 .093 -.006 1.000
Age -.055 A75%* .042 .002 -.009 .010 .143** 1.000
Race .012 -.187** -.188** .059 .101* -.035 122 -.188** 1.000
School .002 .161** .142** -.202** -.024 -.043 -.132%* -.063 -.230** 1.000
Marital .051 -.092 -.122* 112 -.003 .035 .050 -.009 .187** -.182** 1.000
Sex -.004 .020 .004 .068 .053 -.073 -.097 .000 .044 .012 .135%* 1.000
Income -.048 131* 172%* -.113* -.024 -.008 -.124* .095 -.232%* .329%* -.440%* -.068 1.000

*Correlation is significant & the 0.05 level (2-tailed).
**Correlation is significant atthe 0.01 levd (2-tailed).
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Table 3: Demographic Characteristics of R espond ents

Characteristic Per centage Numb er
Gender
Male 36.4 141
Female 62.5 242
Race
White 69.0 267
African-American 26.4 102
Other 34 13
Age
Under 24 12.4 48
251033 9.8 38
35t044 26.4 102
45to 54 17.3 67
55to 64 14.5 56
65 and over 18.3 71
Education
No high school diploma 8.8 34
High School Graduate 28.9 112
Some college 27.9 108
College graduate 191 74
Graduate w ork 14.0 54
Income
Lessthan $15,000 13.2 51
$15,000 to $30,000 25.6 99
$30,000 to $60,000 29.2 143
Over $60,000 23.0 89
Marital Statis
Married 55.0 213
Never married 19.9 77
Other 24.8 92

Note: Percentages do not add to 100% dueto refusal to answer.
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Table 4: Getting News on Juvenile Crime

Race
White African- Total

Get News American

Television 33.7 36.1 345
Newspapers 46.1 30.3 41.2
Friends and Neighbors 10.5 21.8 14.0
Others 9.7 11.8 104
Totals 100.0 100.0 100.0

Chi-Square value=13.061, df=3, p#.01

Table 5: Purposein Sentencing (Per centages)
Response Adults | Juveniles
Discourage others from crime 134 17.6
Separate offenders 15.2 54
Train, educate, counsel 21.7 47.3
Puni shment 47.8 26.9
Total 98.1 97.8
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Table 6: Purpose in Sentencing (Per centages) by Race

Response Adults Juveniles*
African- African-
White | American | White | America
n
Discourage othersfrom crime 14.2 11.9 18.4 16.1
Separate offenders 17.6 10.2 6.0 4.2
Train, educate, counsel 18.7 28.8 50.6 40.7
Punishment 48.3 46.6 23.2 35.6
Total 98.8 97.5 98.1 98.3

* Chi-Square value= 11.556, df=5, p# .05

Table 7: Perception of Unsupervised
Youth asa Problem
Response Per cent
Serious problem 12.1
Somewhat of a problem 13.7
Minor problem 134
No problem at al 60.2
Don’'t know 0.5
Total 100.0
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Table 8: Perception of Unsupervised Youth as a Problem by

Race
Per cent
Response White | African-American
Serious problem 7.5 21.8
Somewhat of a problem 13.9 134
Minor problem 13.1 14.3
No problem at al 64.8 50.4
Don’'t know 0.7
Total 100.0 100.0
Chi-sguare value=18.043, df=4, p# .001
Table 9: Perception of Unsupervised Youth asa
Problem by Income
Per cent
Response Under | $30,000- | Over$
$30,000 | $60,000 | 60,000

Serious problem 20.7 6.2 12.2

Somewhat of a problem 12.0 18.6 13.9

Minor problem 12.7 16.8 14.2

No problem at dl 54.7 57.5 59.4

Don’t know 0.9 0.3

Total 100.0 100.0 | 100.0

Chi-sguare value=18.043, df=4, p# .001
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Table 10: Gang Problem in County

Response Per centage
Serious problem 65.4
Somewhat of a problem 23.3
Minor problem 4.9
No problem at dl 2.1
Don’'t know 39
Total 100.0

Table 11: Gang Problemin the County by Marital Satus

Per cent

Response Never
Married Married Other

Serious problem 71.4 53.2 63.2
Somewhat of a problem 18.3 31.2 28.4
Minor problem 4.2 7.8 4.2
No problem at dl 19 5.2 0.0
Don’'t know 4.2 2.6 3.3
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0

Chi-square value=15.947, df=8, p# .05
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Table 12: Reasonsfor Joining Gangs

Response Per centage
Protection 5.7
Subdtitute family 28.3
Part of their culture 52
Lack of adult supervison 44.9
Material gain 7.5
Don’'t know 4.9
Other 3.4
Total 100.0

Table 13: Reasonsfor Joining Gangs by Race

Per centage

Response African-

White American
Protection 4.5 8.5
Subdtitute family 30.7 22.9
Part of their culture 6.0 34
Lack of adult supervison 46.8 40.7
Material gan 7.1 8.5
Don’t know 3.7 7.6
Other 11 8.5
Total 100.0 100.0

Chi-sguare value=21.589, df=6, p# .001
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Table 14: Reasonsfor Joining Gangs by Age
Per centage

Response Under 35 35-54 Over 55

Protection 10.5 7.1 0.8
Subdtitute family 29.1 32.7 22.0
Part of their culture 9.3 1.8 6.3
Lack of adult supervison 38.4 43.5 52.8
Material gain 5.8 7.1 94
Don’'t know 2.3 5.4 55
Other 4.7 24 3.1
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0

Chi-square value=25.184, df=12, p# .05

Table 15: Peroeption of Unsupervised Youth
asa Problem (Milledgeville Residents)

Response Per cent
Serious problem 11.3
Somewhat of a problem 16.6
Minor problem 14.6
Not a problem at al 57.6
Total 100.0
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