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police persistent throughout US
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Despite this histor¥ ISsue remained dormant within public agenda & national
consciousness until recent highly publicized police involved incidents of
deadly use of force against unarmed blacks/minorities
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“biased/racially biased” policing

Racial Profiling — using race as a key factor in
deciding whether to make a traffic stop (GAO)
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Traffic ti ct those formally processed into CJS
No record of those receiving only a warning

Question remains: Who is diverted from the system with only a warning
and is there a racial difference?
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Traffic Ticket Data acgquired from Cleveland Police Depariment
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All other data acquirad from US Census Bursau
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Tickets Ilggi;:?lgtion Ratios
DK Likelihood
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Total 12,089 = 221,502 _ _ = =
Black 7,492 62% 128,625 35% 176 286 =
White 4,314 36 78,183 58 0.62 = 0.35
Other 283 > 14,612 7 0.35 0.58 0.20

['1 Analysis of traffic tickets based on total citations noting race.
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