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Chapter 1 1

Social Change and the Future of Violent Crime

WESLEY G. SKOGAN

This chapter examines some of the forees which account for increasing
levels of violent crime in the United States over the past 25 years. Prior to
the turbulent 1960s, levels of violent crime had been relatively stable for
more than a decade; murder rates even declined by about one-third during
the two decades following World War 1. Then. beginning in about 1963,
violent (and property) crime rates began to spiral upward. Between 1963
and 1967 the violent crime rate doubled.

This explosive growth in crime did not go unnoticed. President Lyndon
Johnson named a special national commission to investigate the causes and
prevention of crime, and presidential contenders like Barry Goldwater and
George Wallace attempted to capitalize on the issue. By a number of
measures, crime rose to the top of the public’s agenda, and opinion surveys
pointed to increasing levels of fear of crime all during the 1960s and carly
1970s. Researchers have addressed the growth of violent crime as well.
Their explanations for events in the post-war cra reflee: all of the great
traditions of rescarch on violence. This chapter focuses on three of them:
deimography ., economic hardship, and Jamily and community social disorga-
nization. Like most fundamental features of American life. discussion of
these factors inevitably involves another onc—race. Most of the factors
which scem to lead to crime arce disproportionately concentrated among
black. Americans; and, as a result, the condition and cxpetriences of this
relatively small group (perhaps 12 percent of the U.S. ponulation) dispro-
portionately affect the crime problem facing the nation as 4 whole.

Trends in Violent Crime

For the United States as a whole there are perhaps 40 vears of data on
the national rate of violent crime, depending on the information needed
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and how far into the past one is willing to trust the figures (see chap. 10 by
Margaret A. Zahn).

Fhose data portray steadily increasing rates of violence iv the United
States since the mid-1950s. The rate of violent crime rose stowly between
then and near the middle of the 1960s. but it rose without interruption
every year. Between 1955 and 1975, levels of violent crime increased by a
tactor of more than four: the property crime rate followed alnost exactly
the sime pattern. Then, there was a three-vear respite in this trend. o bried
period during which both violent and property ciime rates Teveled oft
nearly their 1975 high: this was tollowed by a chimb to o new high in 1982,
and again in 198O, Between 1955 1o 1986, the viotent crime ratc 1ose almost
exacthy 600 percent and the property crime rate 400 pereent

The components of this incrcase might appear somewhat les alarming
In general the more serions the type of crime the less common it is: Iess
life-threatening violent crimes are more hequent than deadh ones. and
most kinds of property crime are more common than any viclent one. In
1986, homicide constituted 14 pereent of all violent crimes
at 5.5 pereent: robbery (theft using threats or foree) and aegravated asault
(personal attacks involving cither injury o the displav ot @ weapon) were
the largest components, at 38 and 54 pereent. There were more than twice
as many burglaries (thefts from inside homes or businessesy s there were
violent crimes of all Kinds. The homicide rate also grew the Teast over this
period  between 1935 and 1986 it was up by “onlyv™ 130 pereent.

Tere has been a great deal of rescarch on how (o explain these trends,
Lhis rescarch has linked fluctuations in come to some ot the most cential
aspects ol Amcerican life - its population. the cconomy, and how people
live. These factors also provide a basis tor predicting the futare To the

rape followed

extent crine is related to features of socictv which aze theneelhves predict
able their future course can help as forecast the futare of crime
However, there is some question whether the measures of erime upon
which all ot this rescarch is based can be tmsted. Until recenth . almost all
we knew about the frequency of crime came from otticial stcistios which
local police agencies collected and Gled with the T BE Actow he country,
they voluntarily forward to Washington the number of incidents that citi-
sens have reported to them, and that they it have ivestigated and
determined to he crimes. Ttis clear, howevar, that both decisions by victims
to complain to the police and decisions by the police to make proper
tecords of those incidents are subject 1o a number of infuences which
dispuise the “tue™ level of erime Iving hehind theni Victims often Ll o
report incidents to the police because their osses were slivht o they were
not insured, because they see no chiance that the offender wall be caught or
that the police can do anvthing to help them. and sometimes Fecanse they
fear retaliation by eiiminals or their fricnds. Surveys <how that abont one
half of al personal crimes are not reported (o the police. O the police

.l
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sides it appears that professional polics departments and thowe with more
resources tend to hivestigate and record more thoroughly all of the com-
plaints brought to them by citizens. " The frequent need for top administra-
tors of police depastments to point to decreasing rates of crime undouht-
edly plays a role in shaping crime stavistios as welll Field studies of how
official crime data are collected reveal that 1o an imporiant extent they
refleet the organizational arrangements and politics of the collecting agen-
cies.® One study found that the Chicigo police undesstated robhery by
about 35 pereent ard rape by 25 percent in 1982 and that this under count
hid varied widely in prior years.e After this practice was res caled on telev
ston by an investigative reporter, Chicago™s violent criime rate more than
doubled.”

Ihe tremendous concentration of viclent crime in Lige cities means that
only afew instances of serious misteporting (or correcting for such prac-
tices when they come o light) can <hift the national rate ol cime as
reported by the FBEby several pereents ge points,which isits typical veany
level of change. For example. the post 1982 <hift in the tobheny count for
Chicago deseribed above increased the VLS. narional 1obbery rate by 201
percent. Events in other cities can have similar conseqguences: New York
City, which reports notoriously suspect crine fievres andd occasionally is
chastised for this by the FBIL alone aceunts for 15 pereent of the national
total for robbery. and together the cight Taroest TS citios account for 36
pereent. What happens i these citios can account tor more than most other
sources of yearly variation in national aime rates

This doesnot mean that official statisiies are useles< tor any purpose. but
it does give us reason for shepticism about apparent luctuations in crime.
Itis not clear that the trends depicted b official statistios ie cven pointing
in the right direction. While it would be convenient to conclnde that these
local perturbations cancel themselves sut. and that in the averceate the
official national crime rate is fairly aceerate, there is intitating evidence to
the contrary. Since 19730 the ULS. Department of Tustice has been monitor-
ing crime trends using monthly nationabsurveys which independently mea-
sure the incidence of victimization. Tn he survevs, people are questioned
about their recent espericnces with crime. whether they reported them to
the police. and who they saw committing the crime. As measnred by the
surveys, crime rates have tracked a somewhiat different course than that
tuken by official figures

For example, offivial rates of ageravared awsault rose durine the 19704,
declined a bit duting the carly 1930 and then jrmped 1 new highs in 1985
and 198607 however, national sunves measures of the same offense have
dechned abnost every vear since 19710 The dramatic diiforcnees between
trendsin the two ses ot firnres are dhasnate m e 111 T serions
assalts robberies mesored mnthe ey have dppped Ry e

TOSTOwhile the offinl roblcrs v el cibapes o] e an P ONt s In
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1986, violent crime in the surveys stood below its 1973 level and was off 20
percent frorvits high” But.as we have seen above. the nllq L total was at
its post wan peak in 1980 Attempts to explain fluctiations insurvey hased
crime rates would point to much different factors than those hased on
official figwes, and presumably would produce more optinistic forecisis

for the tutu e,

Age and Crime

Any consideration of the distribution of crime must heein with age. for
crime s el the domain of the voung. The strong alfinity of voung males
for petting into trouble with the i has remained fundamentally nnchanged
over the 150 vears or so for which there isdata of some sort onthe issue. The
ape crime nesns is virtually identical for ditferent imes and places. under
vations social and cultural conditions, and for ditlorent subgroups. Youth
almost seens pathogenic. ™ Cohen and Tand calontate that “indices of the
prevalenceof teenagersand young adults in the populion alone ace (‘n‘nm for
about S8 peicent ol the year to vear changy in the murder scries 7 e

typical ape b arrestvanies by tvpe of come, but fieshetween Soand 1 The
“tastribution for
'

medizn aecol arrest for property crime is Toow hile the o
Violent crimes is o humped.” peaking cone wrenthy at aees I8 and
What happens alter about age 2Hisa wubject of praatintares tocnmimalo
gists. Sharpdechinesin otfending aftcraee M bappea tobedos tos omhina

tion of factors, including imprisonment (penerally e dter eldor mnln
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ple offenders sporting long records), death (Clife in the fast Line™ s decid-
cdly dangerous), reintegration into the comnumity thiourh cinplovment
and marriage, and “spontancous burnout”™ (i concept which bundles to-
gether a substantial number of “unknown causes™)

The atfect of age is so strong that by itselt the total number of vouths
(actually young males. but the numbers go together) in the populition isan
important determirant of the crime count. The aee structire of the ULS.
population has taken a roller-coaster ride during the past three decades,
and this often is used to explain the 1960s-10-19705 explosion in crime of -l
kinds. The first wave of the post-World War T1 haby boom hit age 15 1n
1963, the year before the explosion in crime was evident. Baby Boomers
made their largest contribution to the pool of hich-risk couths in 1973
when the largest number aged into the risky ISvear-old cateeon Between
about 1963 and 1973, cach year saw more vouths aee into the 15-t0-21

group than grew out of it The importance of age was apparent o the

President’s Crime Commission as carly as 190600 They estimated that be-
tween 40 and 50 pereent of the 196003 increase 1 crime was attributable
to changes in the age composition of the population " Recent data for
homicide (extending through TOS4) set that fisure at 35 pereent. ™

Thus. other things being equal. shifts in the age distribution should atfect
the ULS. crime rate even it the rate at which vouths comnit crimes (vouth
crimes per thousand youths) are stable. Howevers there s evidenee that
rates of youthtul oftenders also rose during the 196570 period. Not only
were these more of them, but they were getting into trouble more fre-
quently.™ In addition. a study of two groups of Philiadelphio vouths—all
those bom there who werce 13 vears of age in 1960 and those who entered
that highrisk category in 1973 uncovered “qualitative™ ditferences i
their eriminal behavior as well. When they got o troubles males in the
10708 colort committed more sevions vialent offenses. the
ness of evervihing they did went up. their use of weaponsin vielont crimes
wentup.and they were more Tikely to harm or Kill theie victims.” Batween

noral serious-

how much more they did and how viciously they ded e the more reeent
cohort of vouthtul ottenders provided a “double

Ihere s also evidence that oftending members of the Baby Baom cohort
are not following aatterns of the past. Thes are not “dioppine out™ as
rapidly as expected.” Violent offendors are ecting older For example.
between 1975 and 1956 the proportion of those arrested tarviolent offenses

lose™ of trouble,

N

who wercander ISdropped from 32 1o 1S percont and e proporty crimes
from SO o 3 percent.™ The cmeryonce of this eravine vronp of unespect-
cdly high rate offenders should mohe torecasts of the fitme ot crime more
eloamy than past demoeraphic potterns wonld proedict

Age cftects alomtors twith coonomic condons W hdb consider
helow e eltect of focttions o the coonomy which pefect Tnber foree
participaion and nnemplosments e ol e bbb iehiest
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levels of unemployrent we concentrated among youngar job seekers. and
that when recessions hit they often are the first to be Laid off. Any
criminogenic effects of macreeconomic changes thus could be amplified by
both the relative size and the underlving (higher) propensity of vouths to
getinto trouble.

Ihe rising rate of vouth crime during the coming of aec of the Baby
Boom in the late 19008 (which multiplicd themr cohort's etfect on the over-
all crime rate) raises tantalizing questions about the impact of historical
cvents oncerime. Demographers speculate that the unique size of the Baby
¢ that the lives of
members of that eohort will alwavs be more competitive  for housing.
jobs, and advancement and that ther Eaee numbers will muluply the
clfect of peer-group pressures upon them throughout their Tives. ™ Tames

Boom generation will shape s development. They

O, Wilson contends that their numbers have spoken i the marketplace.,
leading Ancricans nthe 19608 to celebrate distunctional aspects of vouth
culture, including enfettered selt expression and spontancous behavior. ™
In addition, many Baby Boomers entered their political conscionsness dur-
ing the divisive period ot the Vietnam Wars and (just as significant for
many black Americans) cime of age during the Targe seale urban riots of
1961 1909 and the galvanizng appeatance (in the summer of 1900) ol
“Black Power™ thetoric in American politios. At the same time the Viet-
nam War did not appear to have had any short-term crime control effects,
The sharp declines i arrest rates experienced daring World Wi I and
World War 11 were probably due to the sheer number of young males
conseripted for service during those periods. The Korean and Vietninn
Wars, however, did not mobilize cnough vouths to have aosimilan effect on
crime. In fact, indicators of the extent of mobilization for these conflicts
are associted with Zrelier national rates of homicde. o inding some re
cearchers attribute to the dslocation ol careers, Lamily tormation, and
Fomily stability caused by those wirs !

Race and Crime

Race is another important clement in the dyvnanies of coime in the
United Sttes. Racial differences in oftending are well known. Blacks are
arrested or violent crimes in numbers that are vastiv disproportionate to
their <hare of the population. In 1986, they conctituted 18 parcent of thowe
arrested for murder, 16 pereent for tapecand 07 parcent for tohbery s Sice
the mid 19705, black white differences in vouthital arvest tates for violent
crimes hare averaged about 6.5 to L Those anest - tatistios closcly paradlel
other ways of detecting offenders They closely resemble protifes ot offend
crs as deseribed by their victims m victimization sy evscand sl hlack
white differences appeat in sell eport studies i which people recount
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their own past offenses inanonvimous questionnaires. - Onlv i few arrest
categories—principally those involving alcohol abuses do whites and
blacks appear in numbers proportonate to thein share of the population

Race is also clearly linked to ciime at the nerehborhood levelo where
residential segregation and the tendency for victims and oftenders to pet
into touble near home produces aime rates for nerehborhoods which are
very highly correlated with their racial composition. and places black
Americans at the highest degree of daneer As aresalts blacks are much
more likely to be victimized by violent crime. In the most recent nation.d
‘ as whites

victimization survey. blacks were tvo-and-one-halt tmes as ke
to be robbed. and three times as likely to be raped. @ Black victims abo are
more likely than whites o be serpusly injured . and they sre much more
commonly threatened. robbed. ad raped by crmialy carmng guns

Fortunately. blacks have shared with whites the dechimme tates of violent
: vielent victimization (and

crime revealed by those surveys. Since 197
burglary) rates have been slowly declinme for hoth blacks and whites.”

However. the distribution of the popualation along racial ines cannot do
much to explain fluctuations in crime natiomlly . for the complexion of the
nation as a whole changes only ata elacial pace. Statistical studies reveal
that at this level the most important feature of the black population is age
In the ageregate. blacks e younger than whites:id vinee 1960 there has
been a steady increase in the non-white proportion ot cach new high-nsk
age cohort. Untangled from othes factors, blacks” over-representation in
the 15-to-2 1 age category has contiibuted toinereases i the national cnime
rate over time.”’

Explanations for this confluence of race and coime abound. In addition
to their relative youthfulness, blacks are disproportion. tely concentrated in
the hearts of big cities. where vioent erime rites are higher thanin rural
arcas with similar populations. Inaddition they disproportionately suffer
from several factors to e constdered below poverty, ceonomic inequal-
itv. and family and neighbothood disoreanizaion. These problems also are
concentrated in big citics. where condiions and events have a substantial
impact on national rates of violent crime Other explanations for high
Jevels of offending among blacks point to culiural factors emerging from
those objective conditions of lite. For example. the “subeulture of vio-
fenee™ explanation for Flack criminadity hichhights how vilues supporting
personal tonghness and explostion of cabers are lptive o dife inop-

prossedarban ehettos

oo dship and Crien

The tole of cconomic d ipa oo crme o been the ohject of
Clove sorntiny for ot Lot Tt e Popatnen r e crvday observas
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tion. and official and survey measures of crime all agree tha crime prob-
lems are much greaterin poorer arcas of twi. The causal linkage between
hardship (reflected in high unemplovmant or low wages) md ciime s
intuitively obvious in the case of theft, while it takes an indire.t. multi-step
setof assumptions to link violence to cconomic con litions

Most explanations of changirg rates of property crime follow Becker's
classic application of ~ational choice theary to crime. ™ An coonomist. he
cmphasized the comparative costs and bencefits of participating in legiti-
mate and illegitimate enterprises. Beeker posited tat for cach individaal
the batance of those costs and benefits of erime (for example. what mix of
activity “maximizes their expected returns™) determ nes theis pPropensity to
roband steal. This is a powerful rational-cconomic model of Tuman beha -
ior. It takes into account the thicat of sanctions and the oppartunitics Tt
while sitting in prison. as well as @ comperison between anticipated can-
ings on the street and those from a lawtul job. Ressarch on the effects of
hardship ase measares of employment and wage rates to indet how casy it
is o find jobs in the Tegitimate sector and how Tucrative they e be. 1 hese
studics support common wisdonyabout the distiibution of the inclination to
steal for local Tevels of employment and real income have been strong
predictors of property crime rates,

The theoretical linkage between hardship and viclent ¢rime is provided
by the “stractaral strain™ approach to understanding violence. In this view |
violence is rooted in stneturally induced frastration. This frustration stems
from the inability ol ndividuals to achicve the lifestvles 1o which they
aspires the structure iy supplicd by social forees which shape hoth their
aspiration levels and the likelihood that people will attain them. \jolence
should therefore be endemic, for the operation of capitalist (. in pr:

¢
tice. probably most other) cconomices ensures that some to most will newes
achieve their goals. v

However a large body of research ind cates that at the national Tevel
there is no - cear connection whatsoever between changes in the Tevel of
criminal violenee and measures of the Teve of hardship.© Thisnay be due
m pintto the Bt that the link between hardship andviolence i« ontineent
uponmediating factors Forexample.inastudy ot individual and ncighbe -
hood factors leading tovictimization, Sampron found that incapoverty wis
Iimked to the incidenec of violence only in cities. ™ 1his findig is i line
with the peneral view that raral poverty is ditferent in charact 1 than tha
concentrated i metropolitan areas. Thereis also cvidence thas st may
be better mdexed by vear toyea Changes in unemplovme nt and wigpes,
vather than inc their tevel In bad times, these measies e lower than Lt
vears simading that peaple are not domg as well an before Chanecs
homicide Tevels are relited o yearly fluctuations inune niplosne ot pet
haps due to cconomically induced stiess,

Measures ol fnequaley in the distriibution of Bardship sl o ik od o
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levels of erime. Most notably this includes factors like the tatio of black-to-
white income and black-to-white unemplovment. In [O860 the pereentage
ol black Amecericans |i\i|1‘ﬂ below the poverty linge (31 poreent) was abimost
three times the poverty rate for whites: that vear. the medun mcome tor
adult black males was only 60 pereent ot that for whites T 1985 black
unemplovment (15 pereent of those in the labor toree) was two-and-one-
half times the rate for whites:™ Race linked incquahiny is particulindy exac-
erbated by cconomic recessions. when blacks lose more than others, are
the last to regain their old status. and profit most ~lowlv from “trickle-

down™ spending by government. Between 1978 and 19800 real wages for
white families declined by only 0.2 pereent, but for black tomilios the ficure
was - pereent. and for Hispanie famihies it was S percents Across cities,
incquality in the distribution of income s related o arrests tor violent
crimes among blacks, but not among whites. This may be becise income
incquality reflects conerete conflicts of mterest between the poor and the
better-ofts this generates o sense of discrimimation. deprivation. injustice.
and hostility among the losers (disproportionately black), which in turn
leads to violence

There is also mequality in the distribution ot hardship across eenera-

tions, a fact which confounds the impact of cecononie conditions and the
age distribution on crime. ‘The vouth unemplovment rate s one of the
factors linked 1o changing national fevels of homicide = The hiohest levels
of uncmplovment are concentrated amonge vouneer job soekers and when
recessions hit they are the first to be Tad oft Ay criminoeonic effects of
macrocconomic changes thus may be amplhified by both the relative size
and the tendeney of vounger seements of the population to et into trou-
ble. Further, patterns of Tabor foree participation are chaneing: structural
changes in the TS, cconomy are channching vouths into low-ckill, Tow-
\\lljlk:. unstable non-union jobe Bemge trappod in this Kind of work has
been characteristic of high-risk populations

Ihe analysis of hardship effects is turther complicated by the fact that
they mav be medinted indirectly throneh cocial and tamily factors consid-
cred in the nest section. Declining real swages. une mplovment. and busi-
ness instability are related to mdicators of a number of social patholovies,
mcludimg smadeilleeitmacy s divorce. mental illness, wd alcohol and
drug use ' To the oxtent to which they then contribare 1o crnime. these
] on hardship and

of time to appear.

pathologies provide an indirect consal connection bt

crime These imdirect effects donhiless tihe some periog
Exen stram relited come appears only Tarer s tor the dosmsard mobality,
financial stresss decontent Brostating ~coial conparisens, and political
alicnation indaced by coaponae dechme Clao e e e to show it
ctiects

What docs rescanch an rhe cteoro ol hoedhnp ton et tor the tutare?

Forccastine crime boee o comy e 1o op Bt ) e torecasting
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ceonomic trends is itselt an clusive art. There is evidence that business
recassions set in motion social processes which stimulate national honcide
rates over the next few years.® However, what business faitures and un-
emplovment will be like evenafew years from now is dithicult to predict. 1t
mav cven be thatin the long run, short- term Auctuations i ccononnc factors
like unemployment cimeel themselves outand that we <hould look for
predictions from more stable social and cconomic factors In this regand,
mav be significant that the real wages of Americin workers (indexcd for
inflation) have been stagnant or declining for the Tast decadeand the posi-
tion of the United States in the international cconomy does not suggest that
they will rebound significantly. Shitting regional ceconomics have made un-
SRited jobs increasingly inaceessible to the inner-city poor in Northein cit-
ies and this too does not seem likely to chanee The percentage of Amieri-
cans living below the poverty line has heen growing and now stands atabout
4 percentof all persons. We have seen that this pereentaee vanies predict-
ablv by race, but between 1978 and 1986 iChas grown forwhites. blacksand
Hispanics alike. " AlLof these trends portend badly oy the future of crome.

Social Disorganization and Crime

I'he extent of social disorganization is another impertant detcrminant of
Fates of erime. Social disorganization is not the same thig as poverty, al
thoteh the two often co-exist. In the notso distant pastmany Ameticans
were il housed and illiterate. wages were almost universally Jow and Teveds
of evelical unemployment were often extreme. Howevers crime rates e
mained Tow where the taditional agents of social controbwere strong: fan -
licv. churehes, sehools. traditional values and cthnicsolidarity. Crime prob
Jers beciime worse when those agents tost their hold on the voung. Nany
wihan neighborhoods now are disoreanized beemse the intormal control
once exerted by Lannties and local intitutions has Fuecely drappeaed

s casy 1o point to figures that sienal alanmine decrcases in the capacity
of tamilics and conmumitics to provide opportamitios for therr voung or to
exercise control over them. Levels of family abandonment. illeeitimacy.
divoree. sinele adult (usually female-headed) fmilics s teen ape mothers,
vomne mothers in the Tabor toree, school droponts.and the proportion of
Artdren livine in houscholds below the poverty linesallrose steadibv during
the 1960 and 19705, Corrently they stand at their highe tpointin modein
S history. For example, aboat 25 percent of EESCclildien now e
living in Lunilies headed by sinele adults and 22 peccont of vonnge children
livs below the poverty line. ' These indicator pomt to s dearcmne quan
tity of “parenting”™, growing tamily discord and dinptionand decreased
adult supervision of vouths. These indieator ol the extent ol tanuls o
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ganization are strongly refated to neichborhood fevels of crime and na-
tonal trends in violent crime are linked to such factors o the chmeme
proportion of familics with only one adult at home and the divoree vate s
Decades of research indicate that a crucial factor in the dovelopment of
delingnient carcers s the cinly i placement of parents bupecrsas the
figures who set the standards for vouthtul behavior Thes tacilitate s the
development of autonomous neighborhood delmguent sabeultures which
peisist for generations. They caninfluence the hehiavior of Jocal vouths
whose personal family situations are quite stal-le

Not surprisingly. family factors which are finked o cnime also difter
widely by races the most recent figures paintstark porteatof the ditterent
worlds of black and white families. In 1986080 percent of white children
were iving in two-adult familics. batonly A percent of bl childient in
fmate.

1082, 12 pereent of births by white mothers were recond dasilh
while for bluck mothers the comparable heure was 57 percents? and in
1984, 10 percent of white children and 4o percent ol blick children were
living in poverty.™ These pereentages are chanemg o Al croups. how-
ever. Hlegitimacy. broken families. and child poverty e vrown for
Blacks, whites. and Hispanies during the past decade

What does rescarch on family and community factors suseest for the
future? There have been few serious attempts to forecast mostof themand
withouthnowing their future conre one cannothe procissabout the etfects
on erime tends, The Urban Institute tracked the sze ot the underchins ™ im
American cities. and found that it quadimpled borseen the 1970 and TO80
censuses. Tt continues to grow. The undercliss is made up ot persistently
poor tamities. chronically on wellare. who live m neiehborhoods with high
concentrations of unemplovment high rates of school drop-out. and many
familics headed by Tone women. They account foravasthy disproportionate
chare o teen age pregniancics. ding addictscand homneide vierme Itscems
unlikely that the strength of familics and urban communitees indexed by this
trend will tebonnd sienificantly. They pefloet acomplon of problems that
henve come to be known 1s sodial poverty,” to distienish them frome the
more tractable financial problems linked 1o aeinewidoshood. physical
disabitit . chronic illness, o Lactory Tavotts. Eanilicos canehtup m this web

of pathologics donotse mtorespond to e nonslea 1CC OT e
minte anee strateeics The Phited Stares taces cdeop mtellectual crisis
ahout Tow (o deal with social poverne e Wlinen e o dottcts of this

clusterofvariablos probably e stione.s A~ Cool e pomt out, tamily

factors plav important toles thee ~ociabizon of the vy voune: © this
imphesthatwe sl sec the effecs o! the current - tite ot Ninencan families
e thaps 15 v W trom tockay o st the tone v b the e s tractare torecasts
reviewed bolow ndie e that the proporten eb tonaeersim th populiation

will beprowine woain Tnothe Tehe the fo o

ot b eomeany famils
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pathologics now stand at historical highs does not hode well for Tevels of
crime in the carly twenty-firs: century.

Crime in the Twenty-First Century

We have seen that erime is firmly rocted in many fundamental aspects of
American life. Some of those factors have been changing rapidly and some
morce slowly but they all have implications for the “uture. Thowe implications
are casiest 1o draw out for the most predictable aspects of life in coming
decades. those which involve demography . Almest all of those who will be
filling the high-risk ag
century have already been bon:we knew theiy numbers, ard who they are.

categories during the first decade of the twenty first

What they will do iy Jess precictable, but some rescarch suzgests they will
engage inmore and more serions acts of criminal violence than senerations
i the immediate pastt The influence of poverte, racial and ponera tonal
mequalityand famly and community disorganization also seem clear, and
while it is less certain that those forees will worsen. there seem to be few
reasons to be particularly sanzuine aboat their near-term tends

What do changesin the age structure of the TS, population forecst for
the future? They seem o portend well for the remainder o this cortury.
his can be seenin Figure 1120 which displays on the same <cale hoth the
reported rate of violent erime between 1930 and 1986 and ULS. Censos
Burcau estimates of the proportion of the 118 population aged 18 to 21
(the high risk years for violert offendirg) trom 1930 1o 200 The canly.
pre-1957 dip in the relative sze of the 18-to-21 group displayed i fioure
I1.2 was due 1o the very large number of births taiking place during that
petiode fater.as the birth rate subsided and carly Baby Boemers apcd into
their late teens, their population share soared. The violent crime e also
tose noticeably every vear following 19¢0. Faggping behind the 1ate of popu
lation change by just a few years.

Justas diamatic as the size of the Baby Boom ecohort is the tremondous
decline in the relative size of the vouth population foreea £ hy the Cenous
Burcan for the following decades. The proportion of the TS populadionin
the highest visk category for violent cume peaked i 1977 and e wph
1995 will drop as rapidly as it rose. Theraatter it <honld tebound a bit, while
1810 20%ers borin the peak year of 1977 are hasing dicir childion How
everono reasomable assumptions about the fertling rate i the near future
teproduce the post-Warld War 1T Baby Boonr, which hould <cive fo re
duec levels ol violenterime. Innations where the collapee ol the post boom
birtheate has been even more extreme than in the U80S those de elines will
be even more dramatic. For example. ape stindure anges forecast o
dectine i German robbery rates of 28 pereent b the veon 000 1 4, cling
that nation’s extremely low fertility e,

Futwre of Violent Crime
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Figure 11.2: Violent Crime and the Aee Stracture of the U S Poputanon,
19502010

Fhese projections may be tempered by other factors, One is the appar-
ently tenacious criminality of Baby Boomersowho we s may notdrop out
of crime as rapidly as anticipated. Also as Tong as race continues to track
the distribution of other hardship and family problem-. the relative size of
the vouthful black popualation will add significanthy to our expectations
concerning future rates of crime. In 1963, when rates of violent crime
began to climb sharply. blicks made up 12 percent of the 14-21 vear old
age group. The same Census Burcau projections cited above forecast a
steady inerease in that pereentage every vear throueh 20000 In 2010, when
the _\-nulh share of the popuakation will again have tisen. blicks are pro-
jected to make up 21 percent of that then-lareer group. This should boost
the vouthful offending rate. canceling some of the gains otherwise attribut-
able to their smaller numbers. Alvo. none of these projections take into
account the growth of the Hispanic popualation. Hispanics evidence many
ol the problems facing American blacks. However, becise they are not a
“race.” they are notaccounted for soparately by most local police depart-
ments (either as victims or offenders) . nor have their numbers in the popu-
lation been projected separatels by the Censas Burean

On the other hand, we also saw evidenee above of worsening cconomic
conditions and family dicorgimizaton among whites as well as blacks and
Fhispanics: They all tace dectimng ool waeos macasinelv fall below the
poverty Tmecand show evidence ot il disraption The dittusion of
hardship and disoreanization thicaghout the popolaon will multiply its
cHects oncrmie by sommch Foecr at e b cronps 2t o to e dotiment of

fnture social order
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