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Elijah Anderson argued that adoption of the street code should reduce victimization
risk for individuals who have to navigate disadvantaged, high-crime neighborhoods. In
a recent article, Stewart, Schreck, and Simons (2006) examined whether adopting the
street code decreased violent victimization, as Anderson suggested. Stewart et al. found
no support for the idea that adopting the street code reduces victimization. Instead, they
found that individuals who adopt the street code have higher levels of victimization. In
addition, the results highlighted that the street code is related to both violent offending
and violent victimization. In this article, the authors focus on the policy implications of
Anderson’s “code of the street” thesis, violent victimization, and offending. They argue
that improving police–citizen interactions may be a starting point for restoring legiti-
macy in the police and criminal justice system, which may in turn reduce violence in
street code–dominated areas.
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More than a decade ago, Gottfredson and Hirschi (1995) characterized crime
control policy as being unguided by theory. Rather, they asserted that the phi-

losophy that lay behind favored policies reflected the parochial aims of “administra-
tive criminology,” where the solutions to crime resided within the criminal justice
system. Should the crime problem be perceived by anyone as too high, the policy-
maker’s invariable solution is to demand more resources for law enforcement
(including additional personnel, firepower, and hi-tech gadgetry), fewer restrictions
on troublesome civil liberties so the authorities can “do their jobs,” and a toughening
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of criminal sanctions. Unfortunately, as violent crime begins to move upward after
years of decline, there is no evidence that officials have learned anything new. We
are already beginning to hear more demands for tax monies to support the usual crime
control policies that claim to protect society from criminal elements (Rosenfeld,
2007; Tonry, 2007).

The response of administrative criminology toward stricter enforcement, reflecting
as it does the interests of political leaders and practitioners, nevertheless proves
problematic for some segments of society (Rose & Clear, 1998). The consequences
of these initiatives are indeed often dire, particularly in the most disadvantaged
stretches of American inner cities where violence is endemic (Wilson, 1987) and
African Americans are disproportionately exposed to violence as offenders and
victims in socially isolated and disadvantaged neighborhoods (Bureau of Justice
Statistics, 2003; Hawkins, Laub, Lauritsen, & Cothern, 2000; Lauritsen, 2003; Moore
& Tonry, 1998; Reiss & Roth, 1993). Consequently, a significant portion of the U.S.
prison population consists of African American males from the inner city (Pettit &
Western, 2004). Concern about the high rates of violence and incarceration among
African Americans has made identification of contributing factors a research prior-
ity (Anderson, 1999; Reiss & Roth, 1993).

In the current article, we focus on a crime control perspective that is shaped by
theory and research on violence in disadvantaged areas and that provides us with
ideas for curbing violence. Furthermore, we examine the context of areas where few
economic and social opportunities for advancement exist. In particular, we look at
the persistent disadvantage, racial segregation, and structural inequality that African
Americans in these areas endure, which leads to what Elijah Anderson (1999) calls
the “code of the street.” We believe that policymakers who are serious about reduc-
ing violence in the inner city must consider how neighborhood structural problems
fuel violence. In the sections that follow, we discuss the meaning of the code of the
street, and how police practices facilitate the development of the street code, and
how police-citizen interactions can improve order in areas where the street code is
solidly entrenched as a way of reducing violence.

The Special Problem of the Code of the Street

Subculture-of-violence theories are not new in the fields of criminology and soci-
ology (Cohen, 1955; Curtis, 1975; Magura, 1975; Miller, 1958; Wolfgang & Ferracuti,
1967). In fact, such theories have been extensively studied by scores of researchers
(Agnew, 1994; Austin, 1980; Ball-Rokeach, 1973; Bernard, 1990; Cao, Adams, &
Jensen, 1997; Erlanger, 1974; Felson, Liska, South, & McNulty 1994; Heimer, 1997;
Luckenbill & Doyle, 1989; Markowitz & Felson, 1998; Sampson & Bartusch, 1998).
Among this grouping is Elijah Anderson (1999), who provides the most detailed
accounting of the complexities that underlie the code of the street for many African



Americans. In Anderson’s book, Code of the Street, he presents a complex illustration
of the interplay in which structural inequalities give rise to cultural adaptations. His
basic argument is that particular areas of one’s life are governed by sets of norms and
expectations that are often not in line with the legal system. This does not mean that
people mindlessly act out in a violent manner simply because local norms foster vio-
lence. Rather, the conditions on the street might force residents into a position where
they have to choose between violence and suffering repeated victimization. In the view
of residents from disadvantaged areas, the legal system, which had a monopoly on
legitimate violence, has effectively failed, and it behooves residents to maintain order
as best they can—by unilaterally assuming control of violence.

Anderson further explains that at the heart of the code of the street is “a des-
perate search for respect” (p. 9). Residents of disadvantaged, racially, and socially
isolated neighborhoods do not trust the police to provide security; they feel the need
to result to a kind of “people’s law” based on “street justice” (p. 10). The code of the
street is thus in large measure an adaptation to “a lost sense of security of the local
inner-city neighborhood and, by extension, a profound lack of faith in the police and
judicial system” (p. 323).In these disadvantaged neighborhoods, residents must
cultivate and maintain respect or they become vulnerable to victimization, especially
physical attack. Accordingly, people develop a heightened sensitivity to signs of
disrespect and feel compelled to display a predisposition to violence. The code of
the street thus increases the likelihood that violence will become commonplace in
social interactions.

How does a community get to the point where violence is the most viable option
for self-preservation? The simple answer is continual structural neglect and inequal-
ity of an area and its residents. According to Anderson (1999), the code of the street
emerges in predominantly African American inner city areas where high rates of
poverty, joblessness, violence, racial discrimination, alienation, mistrust of police,
and hopelessness are characteristic (Bruce, Roscigno, & McCall, 1998; Miller, 1958;
Sampson & Wilson, 1995; Wilkinson, 2003; Wilson, 1987). In addition, within these
areas, civic institutions have either failed or are ineffective such that they have lost
legitimacy in the eyes of residents. For example, the police are the most visible social
institution in distressed communities. However, it does not follow that the police con-
tribute meaningfully—at least in a benign sense—to order within the neighborhood.
Their purpose is primarily repressive, their responses are ineffectual and arbitrary, and
residents are mistrustful (Jacobs & Wright, 2006). Moreover, in areas where there is
confidence in institutions, disputes are nonviolently resolved. There are courts avail-
able, or neighbors can settle their differences informally (Ellickson, 1991). But within
the primarily minority inner city, these institutions and alternatives have catastrophi-
cally failed or are grossly unrealistic given the circumstances. Disadvantaged citi-
zens tend to have less access to the court system (e.g., Black, 1976). Informal
peaceful means of control fail as well, given the isolated and weakened nature of
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neighborhood social networks in socially disorganized areas (Sampson, Raudenbush,
& Earls, 1997). Lacking any legitimate means of recourse, residents have few means
short of violence with which to compel order. Anderson and others have noted that
violence characterizes disadvantaged neighborhoods (e.g., Sampson & Lauritsen,
1994); and violence is thought to be one of the most important resources for gaining
status, respect, and street credibility among those who subscribe to the street culture
(Wilkinson, 2003).

What, then, is the code of the street? According to Anderson (1999), the code of
the street is an informal system governing the use of violence, especially among
young African American males. The code of the street emphasizes that one must
maintain the respect of others through a violent and tough identity, and a willingness
to exact retribution in the event of disrespect, or else risk being “rolled on” or
physically assaulted (p. 73). As Anderson notes, “An important part of the code is
not to allow others to chump you, to let them know that you are ‘about serious busi-
ness’ and not to be trifled with” (p. 130). Implicit in Anderson’s work is the notion
that responsibility for order and safety has essentially devolved on the individual.
Excessive and violent retribution is the consequence of victimization or disrespect.
Safety comes from having a “reputation” for using violence. The toughness and
aggressiveness, as prescribed by the street culture, should communicate to others
that one is dangerous and best left alone. In addition, displaying a violent demeanor
not only commands respect but also serves to discourage others from “testing” or
“challenging” those exhibiting the street code style. Anderson (p. 92) points out that
“for those who are invested in the code, the clear object of their demeanor is to dis-
courage strangers from even thinking about testing their manhood.” And if the street
code demeanor is properly displayed, it should “check others who would violate
one’s person, and it also helps build a reputation that works to prevent future chal-
lenges” (p. 92). Thus, on the street, the message must be that you are not a pushover
and there are penalties for disrespect (p. 130). According to Anderson, the desire to
protect oneself from victimization is one of the primary reasons for the emergence
of the street code, which leads to “rough justice” in the streets if one is disrespected
or experiences a perceived injustice (Baron, Kennedy, & Forde, 2001).

Alternatively, by not responding to victimization, a person becomes a “chump.”
Chumps also try to rely on “legitimate” authorities to solve their problems. They are
frequently objects of contempt, ridicule, and victimization. According to Anderson’s
(1999) description, on the streets an individual who is seen as a chump or not street-
wise “gets little or no respect, and those who resemble him are the ones who most
often get picked on, tried or tested, and become victims of robbery and gratuitous
violence” (p. 131). One earns respect by personally paying back others. Interestingly,
such views have been recorded regarding medieval times as well, when governing
institutions were primitive and ineffective. William Manchester (1993) in his colorful
description of the mentality of the early middle ages wrote that the medieval person
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did not turn the other cheek because an offender would bloody it too (for a more
scholarly treatment of medieval dispute resolution and “blood feuds,” see Berman,
1983). The code of the streets, in short, has historical precedent.

Accordingly, adoption of street code behavior inherently leads to some form of
violence or victimization. Baron et al. (2001) found that street culture behaviors
(e.g., toughness, aggression, and retribution) were negatively related to victimiza-
tion. The authors speculated that adherence to the street code may serve a protective
function against victimization. In another study, Jacobs (2004) interviewed 33 street
offenders who followed the street code. He found that these hard-core individuals
used retaliation or the threat of retaliation to reduce their risk of victimization and to
earn, maintain, or enhance respect. As such, those individuals following the street
code must be ready to use violence for protection and let others on the street know
that there are consequences for transgressions (Tedeschi & Felson, 1994). To let
transgressions go unchallenged, even small ones, demonstrates that one is soft and
weak; therefore, all transgression must be avenged (Anderson, 1999; Courtwright,
1996; Horowitz, 1983; Jacobs, 2004; Rich & Grey, 2005). Similarly, Kubrin and
Weitzer (2003) studied homicide victimization in disadvantaged St. Louis neighbor-
hoods and observed that a disproportionate number of homicides were retaliatory,
based in part on street code values. Furthermore, they found that disputes and disre-
spect had to be settled violently as a way to achieve status and protect against future
transgressions because individuals involved in the homicides deemed local law
enforcement as unresponsive.

Although the results of the above studies are consistent with Anderson’s argu-
ments, we found contradictory evidence of the street code or victimization link. In
2006, Stewart, Schreck, and Simons examined whether the norms of the street code
subculture protected individuals from violent victimization. A primary interest of
this study was determining if those who followed the street code were indeed safer
from being targeted for victimization. The results showed that following the street
code worsened victimization risk even after controlling for actual offending behavior
and risky settings (e.g., neighborhood danger and deviant peers). This study, along
with the aforementioned research, highlights the notion that street code norms are
related to violence, either through victimization or perpetration of violence (also see
Brunson & Stewart, 2006; Lauritsen, Sampson, & Laub, 1991).

The Street Code and Victimization Prevention Policy

An understanding of the street code offers valuable lessons for the prevention of
victimization. In the following paragraphs, we highlight some of the areas where this
understanding could inform victimization prevention policy, such as improving
police-citizen interactions and providing meaningful and effective opportunities for
residents in a dispute to peacefully settle their differences.
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The problem of the street code is that individuals feel obliged to take violence
into their own hands to resolve grievances, rather than rely on formal or informal
peaceful means of dispute resolution. The origin of the problem, according to theory
and research, is not so much the individual’s preference but rather the context
(Anderson, 1999; Kane, 2005; Reisig & Parks, 2000; Sampson & Bartusch, 1998;
Walker, Spohn, & DeLone, 2000; Weitzer, 1999). The specific structural conditions
in neighborhoods, and the presence of local institutions lacking effectiveness and
legitimacy, foster the street code. Individuals, whether through their own choice or
the policy makers’ design, might choose on their own to settle disputes peacefully,
but the external reality of the neighborhood will frequently punish such decisions.
Peaceful dispute resolution and trust in the authorities—at least as a matter of indi-
vidual choice—is not often seen as realistic given the circumstances. To expect
otherwise would be effectively to demand that residents act against what they see as
their own interests. The implication, then, is that the conditions making the street
code the only feasible source of order must change.

The entrenched structural problems described earlier create the natural conditions
that allow the street code to flourish. Thus, the only permanent solution is to create
environments where peaceful dispute resolution might occur. Or put another way,
government must invest in the revitalization of the infrastructure and institutions
within the disorganized neighborhood, politically empower its residents, and allevi-
ate poverty. Less intensive (and perhaps more realistic) alternatives, which we
will focus on here, might prove successful as well; however, one must be mindful
that these expedients represent fundamentally artificial conditions for the peaceful
resolution of conflicts that—should a city withdraw support—would not be self-
perpetuating. When these conditions are removed and institutions begin to fail, the
behavior of residents would naturally revert to the default rules of conduct appropriate
to the external situation: the street code.

With this caveat in mind, one approach for mitigating the street code and reduc-
ing victimization is to promote the broad legitimacy of legal institutions. Because
many residents of structurally disadvantaged communities feel estranged from formal
institutions, they may lack much social and/or political capital to engage law enforce-
ment to address various problems within their neighborhood. In addition, residents
often complain of dissatisfaction with the police, inadequate police protection, and
police abuse, with the consequence being strained relationships between residents
and legal authorities (Anderson, 1999; Klinger, 1997; Smith, 1986; Walker et al.,
2000). Repressive law enforcement tactics reinforce the street code and further destroy
the legitimacy of legal authorities. If the public perceives that procedural injustice is
widespread, they are less likely to view the law and agents of the criminal justice
system as fair and moral (Tyler, 2006). This is especially pronounced for individuals,
in particular African Americans, who live in structurally disadvantaged neighbor-
hoods where police are viewed as untrustworthy and uncaring (Anderson, 1999;
Brunson, 2007; Brunson & Miller, 2006a, 2006b).
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To combat skepticism about the police, and build trust, it is necessary to improve
police-citizen interactions and form meaningful partnerships between citizens and the
police. Although there have been mixed results as to whether community policing is
effective at improving police-citizen relations (Piquero, Greene, Fyfe, Kane, &
Collins, 2000; Reisig & Parks, 2004; Skogan & Frydl, 2007), there is still some pos-
sible benefit for community policing to improve these strained relationships depend-
ing on how it is implemented (Stoutland, 2001). The goal of community policing
initiatives vary, and include reducing crime or fear of crime, enforcing the laws fairly
and competently, and providing courteous, responsive service to citizens (Stoutland,
2001). Police departments, and the larger criminal justice system, should work with
community residents, churches, and schools to improve relationships with citizens in
a neighborhood. Reisig and Parks (2004, p. 163) argue that community policing
methods should incorporate mechanisms that allow for citizen input on police actions
in their neighborhood, thereby possibly improving strained police-citizen relations.
When residents are part of the community policing process, they may have the oppor-
tunity to have their own and their group’s concerns addressed by law enforcement
officials. Weitzer and Tuch (2004) note that “While most blacks and Hispanics desire
more law enforcement and crime control, they are simultaneously interested in ensuring
that police minimize abuses . . . of minority citizens, who are disproportionately
the recipients of mistreatment” (p. 321). Furthermore, improving police-citizen rela-
tionships could improve trust and legitimacy among residents. Researchers have
observed that when citizens believe they have been treated fairly and with respect,
they tend to grant more legitimacy to the police and are more likely to comply with
the police (Mastrofski, Snipes, & Supina, 1996; Tyler, 2006; Tyler & Wakslak, 2004).
We believe that strengthening police and community relationships in disadvantaged
areas where the street code is most pronounced might reduce an individual’s risk of
violence as either an offender or a victim.

The recent trend in the criminal justice system toward mediation techniques, as
with restorative justice, might yield greater legitimacy for the peaceful resolution of
disputes (for more, see Dignan, 2005). A major goal of restorative justice is to
conciliate victims and offenders, and the process is highly informal compared to that
of a criminal court. There are no attorneys, and neither are the police involved.
During the mediation process, both the victims and the offenders work together to
reach a compromise that both can live with. Research indicates that participants in
such programs, when they are implemented properly, tend to be more satisfied
(e.g., Sullivan & Tifft, 2001; Viano, 1990). If these programs promote higher levels
of understanding between residents at the community level, then the street code
should become less necessary for order maintenance.

We have focused on improving police-citizen interactions and providing peaceful
dispute resolution options to reduce violence and mediate the effects of the street
culture. However, we would be remiss if we overlooked the harsh structural pres-
sures of joblessness, poverty, segregation, and racial prejudice that many African
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American families face in disadvantaged neighborhoods (Sampson & Wilson, 1995;
Wilson, 1987, 1996). Although we did not focus on this issue, we believe that it is
imperative that structural pressures have to be addressed in disadvantaged African
American neighborhoods to see long-term and sustained reductions in violence. For
example, implementation of policies aimed at increasing employment opportunities,
and promoting harmony among neighborhood residents will serve to build commu-
nity and possibly neighborhood social connections (Sampson, 1988).

References

Agnew, R. S. (1994). The techniques of neutralization and violence. Criminology, 32, 555-580.
Anderson, E. (1999). Code of the street: Decency, violence, and the moral life of the inner city. New York:

Norton.
Austin, R. L. (1980). Adolescent subcultures of violence. Sociological Quarterly, 21, 545-561.
Ball-Rokeach, S. J. (1973). Values and violence: A test of the subculture of violence thesis. American

Sociological Review, 38, 736-749.
Baron, S. W., Kennedy, L. W., & Forde, D. R. (2001). Male street youths’ conflict: The role of back-

ground, subcultural, and situational factors. Justice Quarterly, 18, 759-789.
Berman, H. J. (1983). Law and revolution: The formation of the western legal tradition. Cambridge, MA:

Harvard University Press.
Bernard, T. J. (1990). Angry aggression among the truly disadvantaged. Criminology, 28, 73-96.
Black, D. (1976). The behavior of law. New York: Academic Press.
Bruce, M. A., Roscigno, V. J., & McCall, P. (1998). Structure, context, and agency in the reproduction of

Black-on-Black violence. Theoretical Criminology, 2, 29-55.
Brunson, R. K. (2007). “Police don’t like Black people”: African American young men’s accumulated

police experiences. Criminology & Public Policy, 6, 71-102.
Brunson, R. K., & Miller, J. (2006a). Black men and urban policing in the United States. British Journal

of Criminology, 46, 416-446.
Brunson, R. K., & Miller, J. (2006b). Gender, race and urban policing: The experience of African

American youths. Gender & Society, 20, 531-552.
Brunson, R. K., & Stewart, E. A. (2006). Young African American women, the street code, and violence:

An exploratory analysis. Journal of Crime and Justice, 29, 1-19.
Bureau of Justice Statistics. (2003). Criminal victimization in the United States: 2001 statistical tables.

Washington, DC: Author.
Cao, L., Adams, A., & Jensen, V. J. (1997). A test of the Black subculture of violence thesis: A research

note. Criminology, 35, 367-379.
Cohen, A. K. (1955). Delinquent boys: The culture of the gang. Glencoe, IL: Free Press.
Courtwright, D. T. (1996). Violent land: Single men and social disorder from the frontier to the inner city.

Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press.
Curtis, L. A. (1975). Violence, race, and culture. Lexington, MA: D. C. Heath.
Dignan, J. (2005). Understanding victims and restorative justice. Berkshire, UK: Open University Press.
Ellickson, R. C. (1991). Order without law: How neighbors settle disputes. Cambridge, MA: Harvard

University Press.
Erlanger, H. S. (1974). The empirical status of the subculture of violence thesis. Social Problems,

22, 280-291.
Felson, R. B., Liska, A. E., South, S. J., & McNulty, T. J. (1994). The subculture of violence and delin-

quency: Individual vs. school context effects. Social Forces, 73, 155-174.

144 Journal of Contemporary Criminal Justice



Gottfredson, M. R., & Hirschi, T. (1995). National crime control policy. Society, 32, 30-36.
Hawkins, D. F., Laub, J. H., Lauritsen, J. L., & Cothern, L. (2000). Race, ethnicity, and serious and

violent juvenile offending. Juvenile justice bulletin. Washington, DC: U.S. Department of Justice,
Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention.

Heimer, K. (1997). Socioeconomic status, subcultural definitions, and violent delinquency. Social Forces,
75, 799-833.

Horowitz, R. (1983). Honor and the American dream: Culture and identity in a Chicano community.
New Brunswick, NJ: Rutgers University Press.

Jacobs, B. (2004). A typology of street criminal retaliation. Journal of Research in Crime and
Delinquency, 41, 295-323.

Jacobs, B. A., & Wright, R. (2006). Street justice: Retaliation in the criminal underworld. New York:
Cambridge University Press.

Kane, R. J. (2005). Compromised police legitimacy as a predictor of violent crime in structurally disad-
vantaged communities. Criminology, 43, 469-498.

Klinger, D. A. (1997). Negotiating order in patrol work: An ecological theory of police response to
deviance. Criminology, 35, 277-306.

Kubrin, C. E., & Weitzer, R. (2003). Retaliatory homicide: Concentrated disadvantage and neighborhood
culture. Social Problems, 50, 157-180.

Lauritsen, J. L. (2003). Juvenile victims of violence: Individual, family, and community factors. Juvenile
justice bulletin. Washington, DC: U.S. Department of Justice, Office of Juvenile Justice and
Delinquency Prevention.

Lauritsen, J. L., Sampson, R. J., & Laub, J. H. (1991). The link between offending and victimization
among adolescents. Criminology, 29, 265-291.

Luckenbill, D. F., & Doyle, D. P. (1989). Structural position and violence: Developing a cultural expla-
nation. Criminology, 27, 801-818.

Magura, S. (1975). Is there a subculture of violence? American Sociological Review, 40, 831-835.
Manchester, W. (1993). A world lit only by fire: The medieval mind and the renaissance: Portrait of an

age. Boston: Back Bay Books.
Markowitz, F. E., & Felson, R. B. (1998). Social-demographic attitudes and violence. Criminology,

36, 117-138.
Mastrofski, S. D., Snipes, J. B., & Supina, A. E. (1996). Compliance on demand: The public’s response

to specific police requests. Journal of Research in Crime and Delinquency, 33, 269-305.
Miller, W. B. (1958). Lower class culture as a generating milieu of gang delinquency. Journal of Social

Issues, 14, 5-19.
Moore, M. H., & Tonry, M. (1998). Youth violence in America. In M. Tonry & M. H. Moore (Eds.), Crime

and justice: A review of research (pp. 1-29). Chicago: University of Chicago Press.
Pettit, B., & Western, B. (2004). Mass imprisonment and the life course: Race and class inequality in U.S.

incarceration. American Sociological Review, 69, 151-169.
Piquero, A., Greene, J., Fyfe, J., Kane, R., & Collins, P. (2000). Implementing community policing in

public housing developments in Philadelphia: Some early results. In G. Alpert & A. Piquero
(Eds.), Community policing: Contemporary readings (2nd ed., pp. 95-122). Prospect Heights, IL:
Waveland.

Reisig, M. D., & Parks, R. B. (2000). Experience, quality of life, and neighborhood context: A hierarchical
analysis of satisfaction with police. Justice Quarterly, 17, 607-630.

Reisig, M. D., & Parks, R. B. (2004). Can community policing help the truly disadvantaged? Crime &
Delinquency, 50, 139-167.

Reiss, A. J., & Roth, J. A. (1993). Understanding and preventing violence. Washington, DC: National
Academy Press.

Rich, J. A., & Grey, C. M. (2005). Pathways to recurrent trauma among young Black men: Traumatic
stress, substance use, and the code of the street. American Journal of Public Health, 95, 816-824.

Stewart et al. / Lessons of the Street Code 145



Rose, D. R., & Clear, T. R. (1998). Incarceration, social capital, and crime: Implications for social disor-
ganization theory. Criminology, 36, 441-480.

Rosenfeld, R. (2007). Transfer the uniform crime reporting program from the FBI to the Bureau of Justice
Statistics. Criminology and Public Policy, 6, 825-834.

Sampson, R. J. (1988). Local friendship ties and community attachment in mass society: A multi-level
systemic model. American Sociological Review, 53, 766-779.

Sampson, R. J., & Bartusch, D. J. (1998). Legal cynicism and (subcultural?) tolerance of deviance: The
neighborhood context of racial differences. Law and Society Review, 32, 777-804.

Sampson, R. J., & Lauritsen, J. L. (1994). Violent victimization and offending: Individual-, situational-,
and community-level risk factors. In A. J. Reiss & J. A. Roth (Eds.), Understanding and preventing
violence: Social influences on violence (pp. 1-114). Washington, DC: National Academy Press.

Sampson, R. J., Raudenbush, S. W., & Earls, F. (1997). Neighborhoods and violent crime: A multilevel
study of collective efficacy. Science, 277, 918-924.

Sampson, R. J., & Wilson, W. (1995). Toward a of race, crime, and urban inequality. In J. Hagan &
R. D. Peterson (Eds.), Crime and inequality (pp. 37-56). Stanford, CA: Stanford University Press.

Skogan, W., & Frydl, K. (Eds.). (2007). Fairness and effectiveness in policing: The evidence. Washington,
DC: National Academies Press.

Smith, D. A. (1986). The neighborhood context of police behavior. In A. Reiss & M. Tonry (Eds.),
Communities and crime (pp. 313-341). Chicago: University of Chicago Press.

Stewart, E. A., Schreck, C., & Simons, R. (2006). “I ain’t gonna let no one disrespect me”: Does the code
of the street reduce or increase violent victimization among African American adolescents? Journal
of Research in Crime and Delinquency, 43, 427-458.

Stoutland, S. E. (2001). The multiple dimensions of trust in residents/police relations in Boston. Journal
of Research in Crime and Delinquency, 38, 226-256.

Sullivan, D., & Tifft, L. (2001). Restorative justice: Healing the foundations of everyday lives. Monsey,
NY: Willow Tree.

Tedeschi, J., & Felson, R. B. (1994). Violence, aggression, and coercive action. Washington, DC:
American Psychological Association Books.

Tonry, M. (2007, November). Presidential address: Why are human rights ideas absent from American
punishment policies? Presented at the annual meeting of the American Society of Criminology,
Atlanta, GA.

Tyler, T. R. (2006). Why people obey the law. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press.
Tyler, T. R., & Wakslak, C. J. (2004). Profiling and police legitimacy: Procedural justice, attributions of

motive, and acceptance of police authority. Criminology, 42, 253-281.
Viano, E. (1990). The recognition and implementation of victims’ rights in the United States:

Developments and achievements. In E. Viano (Ed.), The victimology handbook: Research findings,
treatment, and public policy (pp. 319-336). New York: Garland.

Walker, S., Spohn, C., & DeLone, M. (2000). The color of justice: Race, ethnicity, and crime in America
(2nd ed.). Belmont, CA: Wadsworth.

Weitzer, R. (1999). Citizen’s perceptions of police misconduct: Race and neighborhood context. Justice
Quarterly, 16, 819-846.

Weitzer, R., & Tuch, S. A. (2004). Race and perceptions of police misconduct. Social Problems, 51, 305-325.
Wilkinson, D. L. (2003). Guns, violence, and identity among African American and Latino youth.

New York: LFB.
Wilson, W. J. (1987). The truly disadvantaged: The inner city, the underclass, and public policy. Chicago:

University of Chicago Press.
Wilson, W. J. (1996). When work disappears: The world of the new urban poor. New York: Random

House.
Wolfgang, M. E., & Ferracuti, F. (1967). The subculture of violence: Towards an integrated theory of

criminology. London: Tavistock.

146 Journal of Contemporary Criminal Justice



Eric A. Stewart is an associate professor in the College of Criminology and Criminal Justice at Florida
State University. His research interests include crime over the life course; neighborhood, school, and
family processes on adolescent development; and testing criminological theories.

Christopher J. Schreck is an associate professor in the Department of Criminal Justice at the Rochester
Institute of Technology. His research focuses on using the insights of criminological theory to explain the
origins and distribution of victimization.

Rod K. Brunson is an assistant professor in the Center for the Study of Crime, Delinquency, and
Corrections at Southern Illinois University, Carbondale. His research examines youths’ experiences in
neighborhood contexts, with a specific focus on the interactions of race, class, and gender and their rela-
tionship to criminal justice practices. His work has appeared in British Journal of Criminology,
Criminology & Public Policy, Gender & Society, Justice Quarterly, and Journal of Crime and Justice.

Stewart et al. / Lessons of the Street Code 147



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize false
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
    /ACaslon-Ornaments
    /AGaramond-BoldScaps
    /AGaramond-Italic
    /AGaramond-Regular
    /AGaramond-RomanScaps
    /AGaramond-Semibold
    /AGaramond-SemiboldItalic
    /AGar-Special
    /AkzidenzGroteskBE-Bold
    /AkzidenzGroteskBE-BoldIt
    /AkzidenzGroteskBE-It
    /AkzidenzGroteskBE-Light
    /AkzidenzGroteskBE-LightOsF
    /AkzidenzGroteskBE-Md
    /AkzidenzGroteskBE-MdIt
    /AkzidenzGroteskBE-Regular
    /AkzidenzGroteskBE-Super
    /AlbertusMT
    /AlbertusMT-Italic
    /AlbertusMT-Light
    /Aldine401BT-BoldA
    /Aldine401BT-BoldItalicA
    /Aldine401BT-ItalicA
    /Aldine401BT-RomanA
    /Aldine401BTSPL-RomanA
    /Aldine721BT-Bold
    /Aldine721BT-BoldItalic
    /Aldine721BT-Italic
    /Aldine721BT-Light
    /Aldine721BT-LightItalic
    /Aldine721BT-Roman
    /Aldus-Italic
    /Aldus-Roman
    /AlternateGothicNo2BT-Regular
    /Anna
    /AntiqueOlive-Bold
    /AntiqueOlive-Compact
    /AntiqueOlive-Italic
    /AntiqueOlive-Roman
    /Arcadia
    /Arcadia-A
    /Arkona-Medium
    /Arkona-Regular
    /AssemblyLightSSK
    /AvantGarde-Book
    /AvantGarde-BookOblique
    /AvantGarde-Demi
    /AvantGarde-DemiOblique
    /BakerSignetBT-Roman
    /BaskervilleBE-Italic
    /BaskervilleBE-Medium
    /BaskervilleBE-MediumItalic
    /BaskervilleBE-Regular
    /BaskervilleBook-Italic
    /BaskervilleBook-MedItalic
    /BaskervilleBook-Medium
    /BaskervilleBook-Regular
    /BaskervilleBT-Bold
    /BaskervilleBT-BoldItalic
    /BaskervilleBT-Italic
    /BaskervilleBT-Roman
    /BaskervilleMT
    /BaskervilleMT-Bold
    /BaskervilleMT-BoldItalic
    /BaskervilleMT-Italic
    /BaskervilleMT-SemiBold
    /BaskervilleMT-SemiBoldItalic
    /BaskervilleNo2BT-Bold
    /BaskervilleNo2BT-BoldItalic
    /BaskervilleNo2BT-Italic
    /BaskervilleNo2BT-Roman
    /Bauhaus-Bold
    /Bauhaus-Demi
    /Bauhaus-Heavy
    /BauhausITCbyBT-Bold
    /BauhausITCbyBT-Medium
    /Bauhaus-Light
    /Bauhaus-Medium
    /BellCentennial-Address
    /BellGothic-Black
    /BellGothic-Bold
    /Bell-GothicBoldItalicBT
    /BellGothicBT-Bold
    /BellGothicBT-Roman
    /BellGothic-Light
    /Bembo
    /Bembo-Bold
    /Bembo-BoldExpert
    /Bembo-BoldItalic
    /Bembo-BoldItalicExpert
    /Bembo-Expert
    /Bembo-ExtraBoldItalic
    /Bembo-Italic
    /Bembo-ItalicExpert
    /Bembo-Semibold
    /Bembo-SemiboldItalic
    /Berkeley-Black
    /Berkeley-BlackItalic
    /Berkeley-Bold
    /Berkeley-BoldItalic
    /Berkeley-Book
    /Berkeley-BookItalic
    /Berkeley-Italic
    /Berkeley-Medium
    /Berling-Bold
    /Berling-BoldItalic
    /Berling-Italic
    /Berling-Roman
    /BernhardModernBT-Bold
    /BernhardModernBT-BoldItalic
    /BernhardModernBT-Italic
    /BernhardModernBT-Roman
    /Bodoni
    /Bodoni-Bold
    /Bodoni-BoldItalic
    /Bodoni-Italic
    /Bodoni-Poster
    /Bodoni-PosterCompressed
    /Bookman-Demi
    /Bookman-DemiItalic
    /Bookman-Light
    /Bookman-LightItalic
    /Boton-Italic
    /Boton-Medium
    /Boton-MediumItalic
    /Boton-Regular
    /Boulevard
    /BremenBT-Black
    /BremenBT-Bold
    /CaflischScript-Bold
    /CaflischScript-Regular
    /Carta
    /Caslon224ITCbyBT-Bold
    /Caslon224ITCbyBT-BoldItalic
    /Caslon224ITCbyBT-Book
    /Caslon224ITCbyBT-BookItalic
    /Caslon540BT-Italic
    /Caslon540BT-Roman
    /CaslonBT-Bold
    /CaslonBT-BoldItalic
    /CaslonTwoTwentyFour-Black
    /CaslonTwoTwentyFour-BlackIt
    /CaslonTwoTwentyFour-Bold
    /CaslonTwoTwentyFour-BoldIt
    /CaslonTwoTwentyFour-Book
    /CaslonTwoTwentyFour-BookIt
    /CaslonTwoTwentyFour-Medium
    /CaslonTwoTwentyFour-MediumIt
    /CastleT-Bold
    /CastleT-Book
    /Caxton-Bold
    /Caxton-BoldItalic
    /Caxton-Book
    /Caxton-BookItalic
    /Caxton-Light
    /Caxton-LightItalic
    /CelestiaAntiqua-Ornaments
    /Centennial-BlackItalicOsF
    /Centennial-BlackOsF
    /Centennial-BoldItalicOsF
    /Centennial-BoldOsF
    /Centennial-ItalicOsF
    /Centennial-LightItalicOsF
    /Centennial-LightSC
    /Centennial-RomanSC
    /CenturyOldStyle-Bold
    /CenturyOldStyle-Italic
    /CenturyOldStyle-Regular
    /CheltenhamBT-Bold
    /CheltenhamBT-BoldItalic
    /CheltenhamBT-Italic
    /CheltenhamBT-Roman
    /Christiana-Bold
    /Christiana-BoldItalic
    /Christiana-Italic
    /Christiana-Medium
    /Christiana-MediumItalic
    /Christiana-Regular
    /Christiana-RegularExpert
    /Christiana-RegularSC
    /Clarendon
    /Clarendon-Bold
    /Clarendon-Light
    /ClassicalGaramondBT-Bold
    /ClassicalGaramondBT-BoldItalic
    /ClassicalGaramondBT-Italic
    /ClassicalGaramondBT-Roman
    /CMTI10
    /CommonBullets
    /ConduitITC-Bold
    /ConduitITC-BoldItalic
    /ConduitITC-Light
    /ConduitITC-LightItalic
    /ConduitITC-Medium
    /ConduitITC-MediumItalic
    /CooperBlack
    /CooperBlack-Italic
    /CopperplateGothicBT-Bold
    /CopperplateGothicBT-BoldCond
    /CopperplateGothicBT-Heavy
    /CopperplateGothicBT-Roman
    /CopperplateGothicBT-RomanCond
    /Copperplate-ThirtyThreeBC
    /Copperplate-ThirtyTwoBC
    /Coronet-Regular
    /Courier
    /Courier-Bold
    /Courier-BoldOblique
    /Courier-Oblique
    /Critter
    /CS-Special-font
    /DextorD
    /DextorOutD
    /DidotLH-OrnamentsOne
    /DidotLH-OrnamentsTwo
    /DINEngschrift
    /DINEngschrift-Alternate
    /DINMittelschrift
    /DINMittelschrift-Alternate
    /DINNeuzeitGrotesk-BoldCond
    /DINNeuzeitGrotesk-Light
    /Dom-CasItalic
    /Dom-CasualBT
    /Ehrhard-Italic
    /Ehrhard-Regular
    /EhrhardSemi-Italic
    /EhrhardtMT
    /EhrhardtMT-Italic
    /EhrhardtMT-SemiBold
    /EhrhardtMT-SemiBoldItalic
    /EhrharSemi
    /ElectraLH-Bold
    /ElectraLH-BoldCursive
    /ElectraLH-Cursive
    /ElectraLH-Regular
    /EnglischeSchT-Bold
    /EnglischeSchT-Regu
    /ErasContour
    /ErasITCbyBT-Bold
    /ErasITCbyBT-Book
    /ErasITCbyBT-Demi
    /ErasITCbyBT-Light
    /ErasITCbyBT-Medium
    /ErasITCbyBT-Ultra
    /EUEX10
    /EUFB10
    /EUFB5
    /EUFB7
    /EUFM10
    /EUFM5
    /EUFM7
    /EURB10
    /EURB5
    /EURB7
    /EURM10
    /EURM5
    /EURM7
    /EuropeanPi-Four
    /EuropeanPi-One
    /EuropeanPi-Three
    /EuropeanPi-Two
    /Eurostile
    /Eurostile-Bold
    /Eurostile-BoldExtendedTwo
    /Eurostile-ExtendedTwo
    /EUSB10
    /EUSB5
    /EUSB7
    /EUSM10
    /EUSM5
    /EUSM7
    /ExPonto-Regular
    /Fenice-Bold
    /Fenice-BoldOblique
    /FeniceITCbyBT-Bold
    /FeniceITCbyBT-BoldItalic
    /FeniceITCbyBT-Regular
    /FeniceITCbyBT-RegularItalic
    /Fenice-Light
    /Fenice-LightOblique
    /Fenice-Regular
    /Fenice-RegularOblique
    /Fenice-Ultra
    /Fenice-UltraOblique
    /FlashD-Ligh
    /Folio-Bold
    /Folio-BoldCondensed
    /Folio-ExtraBold
    /Folio-Light
    /Folio-Medium
    /FontanaNDEeOsF
    /FontanaNDEeOsF-Semibold
    /FormalScript421BT-Regular
    /Formata-Bold
    /Formata-MediumCondensed
    /FournierMT-Ornaments
    /FrakturBT-Regular
    /FranklinGothic-Book
    /FranklinGothic-BookItal
    /FranklinGothic-BookOblique
    /FranklinGothic-Condensed
    /FranklinGothic-Demi
    /FranklinGothic-DemiItal
    /FranklinGothic-DemiOblique
    /FranklinGothic-Heavy
    /FranklinGothic-HeavyItal
    /FranklinGothic-HeavyOblique
    /FranklinGothic-Medium
    /FranklinGothic-MediumItal
    /FranklinGothic-Roman
    /FrizQuadrataITCbyBT-Bold
    /FrizQuadrataITCbyBT-Roman
    /Frutiger-Black
    /Frutiger-BlackCn
    /Frutiger-BlackItalic
    /Frutiger-Bold
    /Frutiger-BoldCn
    /Frutiger-BoldItalic
    /Frutiger-Cn
    /Frutiger-ExtraBlackCn
    /Frutiger-Italic
    /Frutiger-Light
    /Frutiger-LightCn
    /Frutiger-LightItalic
    /Frutiger-Roman
    /Frutiger-UltraBlack
    /Futura
    /FuturaBlackBT-Regular
    /Futura-Bold
    /Futura-BoldOblique
    /Futura-Book
    /Futura-BookOblique
    /FuturaBT-Bold
    /FuturaBT-BoldCondensed
    /FuturaBT-BoldCondensedItalic
    /FuturaBT-BoldItalic
    /FuturaBT-Book
    /FuturaBT-BookItalic
    /FuturaBT-ExtraBlack
    /FuturaBT-ExtraBlackCondensed
    /FuturaBT-ExtraBlackCondItalic
    /FuturaBT-ExtraBlackItalic
    /FuturaBT-Heavy
    /FuturaBT-HeavyItalic
    /FuturaBT-Light
    /FuturaBT-LightCondensed
    /FuturaBT-LightItalic
    /FuturaBT-Medium
    /FuturaBT-MediumCondensed
    /FuturaBT-MediumItalic
    /Futura-ExtraBold
    /Futura-ExtraBoldOblique
    /Futura-Heavy
    /Futura-HeavyOblique
    /Futura-Light
    /Futura-LightOblique
    /Futura-Oblique
    /GalliardITCbyBT-Italic
    /GalliardITCbyBT-Roman
    /Garamond-Antiqua
    /Garamond-BoldCondensed
    /Garamond-BoldCondensedItalic
    /Garamond-BookCondensed
    /Garamond-BookCondensedItalic
    /Garamond-Halbfett
    /GaramondITCbyBT-Bold
    /GaramondITCbyBT-BoldCondensed
    /GaramondITCbyBT-BoldCondItalic
    /GaramondITCbyBT-BoldItalic
    /GaramondITCbyBT-BoldNarrow
    /GaramondITCbyBT-BoldNarrowItal
    /GaramondITCbyBT-Book
    /GaramondITCbyBT-BookCondensed
    /GaramondITCbyBT-BookCondItalic
    /GaramondITCbyBT-BookItalic
    /GaramondITCbyBT-Light
    /GaramondITCbyBT-LightCondensed
    /GaramondITCbyBT-LightCondItalic
    /GaramondITCbyBT-LightItalic
    /GaramondITCbyBT-LightNarrow
    /GaramondITCbyBT-LightNarrowItal
    /GaramondITCbyBT-Ultra
    /GaramondITCbyBT-UltraCondensed
    /GaramondITCbyBT-UltraCondItalic
    /GaramondITCbyBT-UltraItalic
    /Garamond-Kursiv
    /Garamond-KursivHalbfett
    /Garamond-LightCondensed
    /Garamond-LightCondensedItalic
    /GaramondThree
    /GaramondThree-Bold
    /GaramondThree-BoldItalic
    /GaramondThree-Italic
    /GaramondThreeSMSspl
    /GaramondThreespl
    /GaramondThreeSpl-Bold
    /GaramondThreeSpl-Italic
    /GarthGraphic
    /GarthGraphic-Black
    /GarthGraphic-Bold
    /GarthGraphic-BoldCondensed
    /GarthGraphic-BoldItalic
    /GarthGraphic-Condensed
    /GarthGraphic-ExtraBold
    /GarthGraphic-Italic
    /Geometric231BT-HeavyC
    /GeometricSlab712BT-BoldA
    /GeometricSlab712BT-ExtraBoldA
    /GeometricSlab712BT-LightA
    /GeometricSlab712BT-LightItalicA
    /GeometricSlab712BT-MediumA
    /GeometricSlab712BT-MediumItalA
    /Giddyup
    /Giddyup-Thangs
    /GillSans
    /GillSans-Bold
    /GillSans-BoldCondensed
    /GillSans-BoldItalic
    /GillSans-Condensed
    /GillSans-ExtraBold
    /GillSans-Italic
    /GillSans-Light
    /GillSans-LightItalic
    /GillSans-UltraBold
    /GillSans-UltraBoldCondensed
    /Gill-Special
    /Giovanni-Bold
    /Giovanni-BoldItalic
    /Giovanni-Book
    /Giovanni-BookItalic
    /Glypha
    /Glypha-Bold
    /Glypha-BoldOblique
    /Glypha-Oblique
    /Goudy
    /Goudy-Bold
    /Goudy-BoldItalic
    /Goudy-ExtraBold
    /Goudy-Italic
    /GoudyOldStyleBT-Bold
    /GoudyOldStyleBT-BoldItalic
    /GoudyOldStyleBT-ExtraBold
    /GoudyOldStyleBT-Italic
    /GoudyOldStyleBT-Roman
    /GoudySans-Bold
    /GoudySans-BoldItalic
    /GoudySansITCbyBT-Bold
    /GoudySansITCbyBT-BoldItalic
    /GoudySansITCbyBT-Medium
    /GoudySansITCbyBT-MediumItalic
    /GoudySans-Medium
    /GoudySans-MediumItalic
    /Granjon
    /Granjon-Bold
    /Granjon-BoldOsF
    /Granjon-Italic
    /Granjon-ItalicOsF
    /Granjon-SC
    /GreymantleMVB-Ornaments
    /Helvetica
    /Helvetica-Black
    /Helvetica-BlackOblique
    /Helvetica-Black-SemiBold
    /Helvetica-Bold
    /Helvetica-BoldOblique
    /Helvetica-Condensed
    /Helvetica-Condensed-Black
    /Helvetica-Condensed-BlackObl
    /Helvetica-Condensed-Bold
    /Helvetica-Condensed-BoldObl
    /Helvetica-Condensed-Light
    /Helvetica-Condensed-LightObl
    /Helvetica-Condensed-Oblique
    /Helvetica-Light
    /Helvetica-LightOblique
    /Helvetica-Narrow
    /Helvetica-Narrow-Bold
    /Helvetica-Narrow-BoldOblique
    /Helvetica-Narrow-Oblique
    /HelveticaNeue-BlackCond
    /HelveticaNeue-BlackCondObl
    /HelveticaNeue-Bold
    /HelveticaNeue-BoldCond
    /HelveticaNeue-BoldCondObl
    /HelveticaNeue-BoldExt
    /HelveticaNeue-BoldExtObl
    /HelveticaNeue-BoldItalic
    /HelveticaNeue-Condensed
    /HelveticaNeue-CondensedObl
    /HelveticaNeue-ExtBlackCond
    /HelveticaNeue-ExtBlackCondObl
    /HelveticaNeue-Extended
    /HelveticaNeue-ExtendedObl
    /HelveticaNeue-Heavy
    /HelveticaNeue-HeavyCond
    /HelveticaNeue-HeavyCondObl
    /HelveticaNeue-HeavyExt
    /HelveticaNeue-HeavyExtObl
    /HelveticaNeue-HeavyItalic
    /HelveticaNeue-Italic
    /HelveticaNeue-Light
    /HelveticaNeue-LightCond
    /HelveticaNeue-LightCondObl
    /HelveticaNeue-LightItalic
    /HelveticaNeueLTStd-Md
    /HelveticaNeueLTStd-MdIt
    /HelveticaNeue-Medium
    /HelveticaNeue-MediumCond
    /HelveticaNeue-MediumCondObl
    /HelveticaNeue-MediumExt
    /HelveticaNeue-MediumExtObl
    /HelveticaNeue-MediumItalic
    /HelveticaNeue-Roman
    /HelveticaNeue-ThinCond
    /HelveticaNeue-ThinCondObl
    /HelveticaNeue-UltraLigCond
    /HelveticaNeue-UltraLigCondObl
    /Helvetica-Oblique
    /HelvLight
    /Humanist521BT-Bold
    /Humanist521BT-BoldCondensed
    /Humanist521BT-BoldItalic
    /Humanist521BT-ExtraBold
    /Humanist521BT-Italic
    /Humanist521BT-Light
    /Humanist521BT-LightItalic
    /Humanist521BT-Roman
    /Humanist521BT-RomanCondensed
    /Humanist521BT-UltraBold
    /Humanist521BT-XtraBoldCondensed
    /Humanist777BT-BlackB
    /Humanist777BT-BlackItalicB
    /Humanist777BT-BoldB
    /Humanist777BT-BoldItalicB
    /Humanist777BT-ItalicB
    /Humanist777BT-LightB
    /Humanist777BT-LightItalicB
    /Humanist777BT-RomanB
    /ICMEX10
    /ICMMI8
    /ICMSY8
    /ICMTT8
    /ILASY8
    /ILCMSS8
    /ILCMSSB8
    /ILCMSSI8
    /Imago-Book
    /Imago-BookItalic
    /Imago-ExtraBold
    /Imago-ExtraBoldItalic
    /Imago-Medium
    /Imago-MediumItalic
    /Industria-Inline
    /Industria-InlineA
    /Industria-Solid
    /Industria-SolidA
    /Insignia
    /Insignia-A
    /IPAExtras
    /IPAHighLow
    /IPAKiel
    /IPAKielSeven
    /IPAsans
    /JoannaMT
    /JoannaMT-Bold
    /JoannaMT-BoldItalic
    /JoannaMT-Italic
    /KlangMT
    /Kuenstler480BT-Black
    /Kuenstler480BT-Bold
    /Kuenstler480BT-BoldItalic
    /Kuenstler480BT-Italic
    /Kuenstler480BT-Roman
    /KunstlerschreibschD-Bold
    /KunstlerschreibschD-Medi
    /Lapidary333BT-Black
    /Lapidary333BT-Bold
    /Lapidary333BT-BoldItalic
    /Lapidary333BT-Italic
    /Lapidary333BT-Roman
    /LASY10
    /LASY5
    /LASY6
    /LASY7
    /LASY8
    /LASY9
    /LASYB10
    /LatinMT-Condensed
    /LCIRCLE10
    /LCIRCLEW10
    /LCMSS8
    /LCMSSB8
    /LCMSSI8
    /LDecorationPi-One
    /LDecorationPi-Two
    /Leawood-Black
    /Leawood-BlackItalic
    /Leawood-Bold
    /Leawood-BoldItalic
    /Leawood-Book
    /Leawood-BookItalic
    /Leawood-Medium
    /Leawood-MediumItalic
    /LegacySans-Bold
    /LegacySans-BoldItalic
    /LegacySans-Book
    /LegacySans-BookItalic
    /LegacySans-Medium
    /LegacySans-MediumItalic
    /LegacySans-Ultra
    /LegacySerif-Bold
    /LegacySerif-BoldItalic
    /LegacySerif-Book
    /LegacySerif-BookItalic
    /LegacySerif-Medium
    /LegacySerif-MediumItalic
    /LegacySerif-Ultra
    /LetterGothic
    /LetterGothic-Bold
    /LetterGothic-BoldSlanted
    /LetterGothic-Slanted
    /Life-Bold
    /Life-Italic
    /Life-Roman
    /LINE10
    /LINEW10
    /Lithos-Black
    /Lithos-Regular
    /LOGO10
    /LOGO8
    /LOGO9
    /LOGOBF10
    /LOGOSL10
    /LOMD-Normal
    /LubalinGraph-Book
    /LubalinGraph-BookOblique
    /LubalinGraph-Demi
    /LubalinGraph-DemiOblique
    /LucidaMath-Symbol
    /LydianBT-Bold
    /LydianBT-BoldItalic
    /LydianBT-Italic
    /LydianBT-Roman
    /LydianCursiveBT-Regular
    /Marigold
    /MathematicalPi-Five
    /MathematicalPi-Four
    /MathematicalPi-One
    /MathematicalPi-Six
    /MathematicalPi-Three
    /MathematicalPi-Two
    /Melior
    /Melior-Bold
    /Melior-BoldItalic
    /Melior-Italic
    /MercuriusCT-Black
    /MercuriusCT-BlackItalic
    /MercuriusCT-Light
    /MercuriusCT-LightItalic
    /MercuriusCT-Medium
    /MercuriusCT-MediumItalic
    /MercuriusMT-BoldScript
    /Meridien-Medium
    /Meridien-MediumItalic
    /Meridien-Roman
    /Minion-Black
    /Minion-Bold
    /Minion-BoldCondensed
    /Minion-BoldCondensedItalic
    /Minion-BoldItalic
    /Minion-Condensed
    /Minion-CondensedItalic
    /MinionExp-Italic
    /MinionExp-Semibold
    /MinionExp-SemiboldItalic
    /Minion-Italic
    /Minion-Ornaments
    /Minion-Regular
    /Minion-Semibold
    /Minion-SemiboldItalic
    /MonaLisa-Recut
    /MSAM10
    /MSAM10A
    /MSAM5
    /MSAM6
    /MSAM7
    /MSAM8
    /MSAM9
    /MSBM10
    /MSBM10A
    /MSBM5
    /MSBM6
    /MSBM7
    /MSBM8
    /MSBM9
    /MTEX
    /MTEXB
    /MTEXH
    /MTGU
    /MTGUB
    /MTMI
    /MTMIB
    /MTMIH
    /MTMS
    /MTMSB
    /MTMUB
    /MTMUH
    /MTSY
    /MTSYB
    /MTSYH
    /MTSYN
    /MusicalSymbols-Normal
    /Myriad-Bold
    /Myriad-BoldItalic
    /Myriad-CnBold
    /Myriad-CnBoldItalic
    /Myriad-CnItalic
    /Myriad-CnSemibold
    /Myriad-CnSemiboldItalic
    /Myriad-Condensed
    /Myriad-Italic
    /Myriad-Roman
    /Myriad-Sketch
    /Myriad-Tilt
    /NeuzeitS-Book
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox false
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org)
  /PDFXTrapped /Unknown

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /SyntheticBoldness 1.000000
  /Description <<
    /FRA <>
    /JPN <FEFF3053306e8a2d5b9a306f30019ad889e350cf5ea6753b50cf3092542b308000200050004400460020658766f830924f5c62103059308b3068304d306b4f7f75283057307e30593002537052376642306e753b8cea3092670059279650306b4fdd306430533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103057305f00200050004400460020658766f8306f0020004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d30678868793a3067304d307e30593002>
    /DEU <>
    /PTB <>
    /DAN <>
    /NLD <>
    /ESP <>
    /SUO <>
    /ITA <>
    /NOR <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU <>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


