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Cohort Differences in the Cumulative Risk of Criminalization 
in Texas

Lindsay Bing

ABSTRACT  Studies estimating the cumulative risk of imprisonment have been central 
to documenting the rise of incarceration and its consequences for inequality in the 
United States. Data limitations have stymied efforts to document the risk of criminal 
legal contact falling short of imprisonment, however, and few studies estimate risks 
among groups other than Black and White men. Although less severe than imprison­
ment, subfelony contact also carries damaging and lifelong consequences. Using more 
than 25 years of administrative criminal record data from Texas, this study estimates the 
prevalence of both subfelony and felony arrest, prosecution, conviction, and incarcer­
a­tion across five cohorts of Black, White, and His­panic men and women born between 
1971 and 1995. Findings show that subfelony con­tact is 3‒18 times as prev­a­lent, and far 
more widely distributed across the population, as felony conviction and incarceration: 
fewer than 3% of Black women go to prison by age 24, but at least 22% are arrested at 
least once. Although risks of felony events have fallen substantially for some groups, 
subfelony criminalization has persisted at high and increasingly unequal rates. These 
find­ings have impli­ca­tions for our under­stand­ing of the reach of the crim­i­nal legal sys­
tem and its role in shap­ing inequal­ity in the twenty-first cen­tury.

KEYWORDS  Cohorts  •  Misdemeanors  •  Criminal legal system  •  Race and ethnicity 
•  Arrests

Introduction

The rise of mass incarceration beginning in the 1970s dramatically altered the social 
landscape in the United States. An extensive number of cohort studies estimating 
the population prevalence of imprisonment have revealed that incarceration became 
a life course event for an entire generation of poor Black men and deepened racial 
inequality across social and economic domains (Muller and Wildeman 2016; Pettit 
and Western 2004; Robey et  al. 2023; Roehrkasse and Wildeman 2022; Shannon 
et al. 2017). Moreover, mass incarceration greatly expanded the criminal legal sys­
tem’s capacity to surveil, punish, and control large swaths of the population beyond 
the prison walls, a phenomenon that can be described as mass criminalization  
(Beckett and Murakawa 2012; Hinton and Cook 2021; Kohler-Hausmann 2018).

Criminalization, in this usage, refers to the front-end processes and low-level 
contact, such as arrest, prosecution, adjudication, misdemeanors, and alternative 
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sanctions, that fall short of felony conviction and imprisonment but nonetheless oper­
ate to demarcate select individuals as “criminal” and thus subject to punitive control 
(Hinton and Cook 2021; Jenness 2004). These front-end processes and “subfelony” 
(Kohler-Hausmann 2022) events, particularly at the misdemeanor level, make up the 
vast majority of criminal legal activity but are poorly captured in national corrections 
data (Finlay and Mueller-Smith 2021; Stevenson and Mayson 2018). The life table 
studies that revealed the high and highly concentrated prevalence of incarceration 
among Black men relied on extrapolations from federal and state data sources pro­
viding point-in-time enumerations and representative surveys of the population under 
correctional supervision. No comparable data sources document criminalization fall­
ing short of fel­ony con­vic­tion and incar­cer­a­tion, a fact that has sig­nifi­cantly hin­dered 
our understanding of the full scope of the criminal legal system and the prevalence of 
subfelony contact across the population.

Although less severe than imprisonment, the experiences and marks left by subfel­
ony criminalization can last a lifetime and carry damaging consequences. For exam­
ple, arrest is a traumatic event shown to have measurable negative impacts on the 
health and well-being of the person arrested and their family (Geller et  al. 2014; 
Legewie and Fagan 2019; Sewell and Jefferson 2016; Turney 2022). The process 
of being prosecuted, even when it does not end in conviction, can involve extended 
detention in jail, where conditions are frequently unsanitary, degrading, and danger­
ous (Walker 2022; Wildeman et al. 2018). Even relatively short periods of jail con­
fi­ne­ment decrease the like­li­hood of a favor­able court out­come, dam­age employ­ment 
(Dobbie et  al. 2018), and decrease voter turnout (White 2019). Importantly, each 
criminal legal event generates a mark—or record—that is legible on background 
checks and can negatively affect access to resources and opportunities ranging from 
housing to employment to dating apps (Lageson 2022; Pager 2007). When exposure 
to criminal legal contact is both high and highly unequal, these damaging conse­
quences can exacerbate racial and class inequalities at the population level (Lee et al. 
2014; Western and Muller 2013; Wildeman 2016).

In this study, I draw on more than 25 years of individual-level state criminal record 
data from Texas that are inclusive of all recorded misdemeanor and felony arrest, 
prosecution, adjudication, and sentencing events to estimate the cumulative preva­
lence of crim­i­nal­i­za­tion to age 24 across five cohorts of Black, White, and His­panic 
men and women born between 1971 and 1995. Estimation of the changing preva­
lence of each stage of criminalization at both the misdemeanor and felony levels 
advances our understanding of the scale, scope, and dynamics of the criminal legal 
system over a nearly three-decade period of immense social, political, and economic 
change. These birth cohorts entered adolescence and early adulthood—the peak ages 
for arrest and lawbreaking—between the early 1990s, when crime rates were high 
and the prison boom was in full swing, and the 2010s, an era of historically low crime 
rates and emergent bipartisan penal reform.

This study contributes to a growing literature documenting cohort differences in 
the prevalence of criminalization. Prior research in this area has focused on singular 
events, estimating changes in the risk of jail incarceration (Western et al. 2021) and 
mis­de­meanor con­vic­tion (Hepburn et al. 2019) in New York City and arrest among 
young people in Chicago (Neil and Sampson 2021) and nationwide (Brame et  al. 
2014; Weaver et al. 2019). Given the limited measures and few reliable estimates of 
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criminal legal contact among women, open questions remain about the prevalence of 
contact across the U.S. population and whether, how, and for whom the risk of crim­
inalization has changed.

Background

Cohort Studies of Incarceration

A well-established body of research comparing the prevalence of imprisonment across 
different birth cohorts has documented the historic rise of incarceration through the 
twentieth century (Muller and Wildeman 2016; Pettit and Western 2004; Robey et al. 
2023; Roehrkasse and Wildeman 2022; Shen et al. 2020). Although the incarceration 
rate—a measure of the proportion of people incarcerated at any given time—shows 
that imprisonment increased by nearly 500% from 1973 to 2007 (Travis et al. 2014), 
only prevalence statistics can identify the proportion and demographic contours of 
the population who has ever been incarcerated. Prevalence estimates revealed that, 
among cohorts coming of age amid rising incarceration, two in three Black men with­
out a high school diploma and close to one in three Black men overall would go to 
prison by midlife (Bonczar 2003; Roehrkasse and Wildeman 2022; Western and Pettit 
2010; Western and Wildeman 2009).

Studies that compare prevalence rates across cohorts uniquely reveal how macro­
social and policy changes that transform the role, capacity, and power of institu­
tions can reshape the life course trajectories of entire cohorts (Ryder 1965). Pettit and 
Western’s (2004) formative study of changes in the cumulative risk of imprisonment 
among men coming of age before and during the prison boom showed how the period 
con­di­tions pres­ent in the 1970s and 1980s—namely, White anx­i­ety over racial prog­
ress, rising crime rates, and moral panic around drug use that fueled hyperpunitive 
public policy (Travis et al. 2014)—coalesced to reshape the life course trajectories of 
young people over the next several decades.

By 2010, however, period conditions thought to drive mass incarceration had 
changed sig­nifi­cantly. Crime rates had fallen by close to 50% since peaking in the 
early 1990s, and the moral panic around crime and drug use had waned (Western 
et al. 2023). Budget shortfalls, worsened by the Great Recession, prompted states to 
reconsider the logic of lengthy and mandatory prison sentences for low-level drug 
and property crimes (Beckett et al. 2016; Dagan and Teles 2016; Green 2015; Phelps 
and Pager 2016). In short, these shifts portended a historic decline in imprisonment. 
Indeed, as the macrosocial and policy environment changed, so too did the risk of 
imprisonment. Black men born in 1991 are almost half as likely as Black men born 
in 1971 to go to prison by midlife (Robey et al. 2023). Whether these declines in the 
risk of imprisonment have been matched by comparable declines at other levels of 
criminalization remains an open question.

The national corrections data used in these cohort studies of incarceration do not 
include com­pa­ra­ble mea­sures of subfelony and front-end pro­cesses, mak­ing it dif­fi­
cult to know just how many people have experienced criminalization and whether 
and for whom the prevalence of contact has changed amid shifting period conditions. 
Data limitations have also led to the omission of women from most cohort studies of 

D
ow

nloaded from
 read.​dukeupress.​edu/​dem

ography/​article-pdf/​63/​1/​163/​2391014/​163bing.​pdf by guest on 26 Septem
ber 2026



166 L. Bing

criminal legal contact; because women have much lower rates of arrest and imprison­
ment than men, national sur­veys often fail to cap­ture a suf­fi­cient num­ber of women 
with contact to estimate valid prevalence statistics.

Cohort Studies of Subfelony Criminalization

In the absence of national data sources on subfelony and front-end criminalization, 
researchers have turned to longitudinal surveys and administrative data from single 
jurisdictions to estimate the risk of arrest (Brame et al. 2014; Neil and Sampson 2021; 
Weaver et al. 2019), mis­de­meanor con­vic­tion (Hepburn et al. 2019), and jail incarcer­
ation (Western et al. 2021), pro­vid­ing the first esti­ma­tes of the prev­a­lence of con­tact 
falling short of felony conviction and incarceration. These studies are informative of 
diverging trends in felony and subfelony contact at the turn of the century.

Consistent with trends in incar­cer­a­tion, these stud­ies of subfelony con­tact find that 
young peo­ple born in the early 1980s and who came of age in the late 1990s and early 
2000s experienced criminalization at levels far greater than either national crime rates 
or self-disclosed involvement in crime and risky behavior would suggest (Brame 
et al. 2014; Weaver et al. 2019). For the 1980‒1984 birth cohort, approx­i­ma­tely 49% 
of Black men and 38% of White men had been arrested at least once by age 23, prev­
a­lence rates much greater than were found for the 1957‒1964 birth cohort (Brame 
et al. 2014; Weaver et al. 2019). Using data from Chicago, Neil and Sampson (2021) 
found that arrest expo­sure among 1980s birth cohorts was very high and highly con­
centrated by race and class, with as many as 70% of economically disadvantaged 
Black men experiencing an arrest by their mid-20s.

These studies are also informative of trends in criminalization across cohorts. 
Comparisons of self-reported crime and arrest between the two study cohorts of 
the National Longitudinal Survey of Youth (NLSY) show that individuals in the 
1980‒1984 cohort, from NLSY97, were more likely to have been arrested but less 
likely to have engaged in crime than indi­vid­u­als in the 1957‒1964 cohort sur­veyed in 
the NLSY79 (Weaver et al. 2019). This find­ing runs counter to evi­dence from New 
York City, which showed that the cumulative risk of criminalization through misde­
meanor con­vic­tion was highest among the 1961‒1965 cohort and has since declined 
with each sub­se­quent birth cohort up to 1981‒1985 (Hepburn et al. 2019). However, 
arrest and misdemeanor conviction are different events that are responsive to dif­
ferent forces. In New York City, for example, the number of misdemeanor arrests 
dou­bled between 1985 and 2012, yet the mis­de­meanor con­vic­tion rate dropped by 
half because prosecutors increasingly disposed of cases through dismissal (Kohler- 
Hausmann 2018). In other words, changes in prosecution practices, such as the intro­
duction or expansion of conditional dismissals and other alternatives to conviction, will 
affect the prevalence of conviction without directly impacting the prevalence of arrest.

There are few estimates of the risk of any type of criminalization among cohorts 
born after 1985, but the avail­­able evi­dence suggests that they are at a much lower 
risk of all types of criminal legal contact than their predecessors. Neil and Sampson 
(2021) found that the risk of arrest for young people in Chicago dropped substantially 
between 2000 and 2016, such that people born in the mid-1990s were half as likely 
as those born in the 1980s to be arrested dur­ing ado­les­cence. Western and col­leagues 
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(2021) similarly found that the cumulative risk of jail incarceration by age 29 in 
New York City fell between 2008 and 2017, drop­ping by close to 50% for Black and 
Latino men. These trends suggest that subfelony criminalization has declined across 
birth cohorts in much the same way as felony incarceration.

Trends in exposure provided in these studies diverge along gender lines. 
Theoretical accounts arguing that criminalization remains central to the control of 
racially marginalized populations suggest that both women and men of color are sur­
veilled and criminalized at much higher rates than Whites, even when crime rates 
are low (Beckett 2018; Hinton and Cook 2021). Evidence from New York City is 
con­sis­tent with this the­ory, show­ing that race‒gen­der dis­par­ity in subfelony con­tact 
is so high that Black women are at greater risk of misdemeanor conviction and jail 
incarceration than both White women and men (Hepburn et al. 2019; Western et al. 
2021). This find­ing is sur­pris­ing because research has con­sis­tently shown that men 
are arrested and incarcerated at much higher rates than women; estimates from the 
NLSY97 show an arrest risk of 38% for White men ver­sus 10% for Black women 
(Brame et al. 2014).

It is likely that prior studies of criminalization underestimate contact among 
women, however. Western and colleagues (2021) provided robust estimates of wom­
en’s jail incarceration in New York City, but because not all arrests result in jail deten­
tion, their esti­ma­tes rep­re­sent only a lower bound of over­all crim­i­nal­i­za­tion. Hepburn 
and colleagues (2019) used data that capture misdemeanor convictions in New 
York City, but because large numbers of misdemeanor cases are dismissed (Kohler- 
Hausmann 2018), the study cannot estimate the number of women (or men) ever 
arrested or charged with a misdemeanor. Estimates of women’s arrest from the NLSY97 
are unreliable because the data rely on self-reporting, which has been shown to vary 
across demographic groups (Kirk 2006), and contain so few women reporting any 
crim­i­nal legal con­tact that race-spe­cific rates can­not be esti­mated (Brame et al. 2014).

Nonetheless, this body of research highlights important patterns in the prevalence 
of subfelony criminalization that warrant further investigation and call for the expan­
sion of research to jurisdictions beyond New York City and Chicago. These stud­
ies capture only single stages of the criminal legal process, meaning they cannot 
document historical change in the processing of cases from arrest to prosecution to 
conviction, nor do they capture differences in felony- and subfelony-level events. 
It is imperative to capture the full criminal process because preadjudication proce­
dures likely contribute to racial disparity in conviction and incarceration (Bing and 
Gutierrez 2025; Omori and Petersen 2020; Western et al. 2023) and are sig­nifi­cant 
life events that can deprive people of liberty, safety, privacy, and dignity (Geller et al. 
2014; Legewie and Fagan 2019; Rios et al. 2020; Walker 2022).

The aims of this study are two­fold. The first is to doc­u­ment the reach of crim­i­nal­
ization at both subfelony and felony levels. Prior studies showing that misdemeanors 
far outnumber felonies (Stevenson and Mayson 2018) suggest that subfelony crim­
inalization is a common life event in the transition to adulthood for a large swath 
of the population, but data limitations have prevented scholars from documenting 
its prevalence. The second aim is to identify historic change in the scale and socio­
demographic concentration of criminalization across birth cohorts. Trends showing 
declining risks of felony imprisonment at the national level (Robey et al. 2023), par­
ticularly among Black men, and declining arrest and jail incarceration risks in New 
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York City and Chicago (Neil et al. 2021; Western et al. 2021) suggest that exposure 
to other forms of criminalization may have declined for recent birth cohorts as well. 
Yet, as some scholars have suggested, subfelony criminalization may be responsive 
to forces that differ from those driving felony criminalization (Beckett et al. 2016; 
Kohler-Hausmann 2018), and changes in penal pol­icy or prac­tice may ben­e­fit some 
groups more than others (Lofstrom et al. 2020; Mauri et al. 2025). Although identify­
ing the driving forces behind mass criminalization remains outside the scope of this 
study, documenting its scale, dynamics, and demographic distribution across birth 
cohorts com­ing of age dur­ing and after the prison boom is an impor­tant first step.

Data, Measures, and Methods

Texas

Texas is an ideal state for this study. First, as a politically conservative, southern state 
with substantial urban and rural populations, Texas provides an opportunity to study 
trends in criminalization in a different sociopolitical environment than New York and 
Chicago—where prior research on subfelony contact has focused. Texas was also at 
the fore­front of the reces­sion-era wave of penal reforms and was one of the first states 
to pursue a Justice Reinvestment Initiative—a package of reforms implemented in 
more than 30 states between 2007 and 2016 (Dagan and Teles 2016; Green 2015; 
Harvell et al. 2016; Sabol and Baumann 2020). Thus, find­ings from Texas may be 
generalizable to other politically and socially similar locales.

Texas is also home to the largest population of Black Americans in the United 
States (U.S. Census Bureau 2022). Even if find­ings from this study are iso­lated to 
Texas, the scale and racial disparity of punitive surveillance and punishment are con­
sequential for the life chances and well-being of nearly 4 million Black Americans—
an important impact in and of itself. Additionally, it is also home to a growing number 
of both U.S.-born and immi­grant His­panic and Latino/a indi­vid­u­als. As of 2020, more 
than 40% of the state pop­u­la­tion iden­ti­fied as His­panic1 (U.S. Census Bureau 2022). 
Growing anti-immigrant attitudes and policies, championed by conservatives in 
Texas and else­where, have height­ened the typ­i­fi­ca­tion of His­pan­ics as crim­i­nal and 
raised the stakes of crim­i­nal­i­za­tion for immi­grant and mixed-sta­tus His­panic fam­i­lies 
(Alcalá and Montoya 2018; Beckett and Evans 2015; Light et al. 2014). Documenting 
trends in crim­i­nal­i­za­tion among His­pan­ics in Texas will shed light on the impacts of 
social and pol­icy changes in the early twenty-first cen­tury.

Data

Criminal record data come from the Texas Department of Public Safety’s Com­
puterized Criminal History Database (CCH); data were obtained directly from the 

1  In this arti­cle, I use the term His­panic because polls show that, at least in Texas, His­panic is the most 
commonly preferred term among those who self-identify as such (Lopez 2013; Villalba and Jones 2022).
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department through a data use agreement in adherence to Texas Government Code 
411.083. The CCH is the state repos­i­tory for crim­i­nal record infor­ma­tion and con­tains 
the universe of recorded arrest, prosecution, and sentencing data for all misdemeanor2 
and fel­ony offenses for per­sons 17 or older. The CCH con­tains records of more than 
22 million arrests of approximately 7.7 million unique individuals, and recent audits 
show that it is one of the most comprehensive and complete state criminal record 
repositories in the country (Goggins and DeBacco 2020).

Texas CCH data con­tain an iden­tity file that includes an array of iden­ti­fi­ers, includ­
ing full name, known alias, date of birth, Social Security num­ber, fin­ger­print codes, 
residential address, and driver’s license number, as well as demographic descriptors 
including race and ethnicity (recorded separately), country of birth, and country of 
cit­i­zen­ship. Entry in the CCH iden­tity file occurs at the point of first arrest, regard­less 
of whether that arrest results in a conviction. Individuals are then assigned a unique 
system ID number that is biometrically linked to all future arrest, prosecution, court, 
and sentencing events recorded in the data. A detailed description of the contents, 
struc­ture, and reporting prac­tices for the CCH, includ­ing the data dic­tio­nary and 
codebooks, is publicly available on the Texas Department of Public Safety website.3

Although CCH cov­er­age dates begin in 1975, records from early years suf­fer from 
underreporting and missing data. Therefore, I limit analyses to cohorts coming of 
age after 1990, when data quality improved. The data were obtained in the spring of 
2018 and con­tain com­plete cov­er­age of events occur­ring in 2017 but only par­tial cov­
er­age of 2018. Estimates for cohort mem­bers reaching age 24 in 2018 and 2019 are 
thus inter­po­lated using age-spe­cific rates from cohort mem­bers observed to age 24. A 
description of the interpolation technique is located in the online appendix.

Population data used for the denominators of the prevalence estimates come from 
the Centers for Disease Control Bridged-Race Population Estimates, accessed via 
CDC WONDER (Centers for Disease Control and Prevention [CDC] 2020). These 
data con­tain sin­gle-year age-, sex-, and race/eth­nic­ity-spe­cific pop­u­la­tion esti­ma­tes for 
Texas for 1995 to 2019, the years in which birth cohort members reached age 24, and 
are already adjusted for migra­tion and mor­tal­ity. Age-, sex-, and race/eth­nic­ity-spe­cific 
mortality rates used to adjust for cohort mortality for the numerators, or the members 
of the cohort observed experiencing the event, come from the CDC compressed mor­
tal­ity file, also accessed through CDC WONDER (CDC 2017).

Measures

For each cohort, I estimate the prevalence of misdemeanor (subfelony) and felony 
arrest, prosecution, conviction, and incarceration to age 24. Because these measures 
of criminal legal contact refer to both processes and outcomes, I refer to them collec­
tively as criminal legal events. These measures do not describe crime or “offending.” 

2  The data exclude Class C misdemeanors, which are the lowest offense class in Texas. Class C misde­
mean­ors include rou­tine traf­fic vio­la­tions, munic­i­pal infrac­tions, and code vio­la­tions that typ­i­cally do not 
result in an arrest and for which pun­ish­ment is lim­ited to a fine. In many U.S. states, offenses of this type 
are deemed noncriminal.
3  See https:​­/​­/www​­.dps​­.texas​­.gov​­/section​­/crime​­-records​­/computerized​­-criminal​­-history​­-cch​­-specifications.
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Criminal records document the actions of police, prosecutors, and courts—not defen­
dant behavior. Although crime and arrest are not wholly unrelated, readers should be 
cautious not to misinterpret estimates from this study—or any study reliant solely 
on criminal record data—as evidence of cohort or sociodemographic differences in 
lawbreaking behavior.

Measures of the four legal events come from dis­tinct record types in the CCH and 
logical statements consistent with the sequence of criminal processing. Arrests are 
mea­sured through records appearing in the arrest file, charges from records found in 
the pros­e­cu­tion file, and con­vic­tion and incar­cer­a­tion sen­tences from records in the 
adju­di­ca­tion file. Because of the sequen­tial nature of case processing, miss­ing ear­
lier data are imputed using later records (e.g., adjudication implies a prior arrest and 
prosecution). Incarceration sentences following a misdemeanor conviction, which 
are served in county jails, are coded as subfelony incarceration. Incarceration sen­
tences following a felony conviction, which are typically served in state jail or prison, 
are coded as felony incarceration.

In Texas, as elsewhere, acquittals (not guilty verdicts) are extremely rare. Rather, 
nearly all people who are prosecuted but not convicted have their case dismissed for 
some­thing like insuf­fi­cient evi­dence or after sat­is­fy­ing some set of con­di­tions, such 
as paying restitution or completing probation. In such cases of conditional dismissal, 
which are formalized as deferred adjudication in Texas, the failure to complete the 
agreed upon con­di­tions can result in a final con­vic­tion. In this study, deferred adju­di­
ca­tion is counted as con­vic­tion only if the final con­vic­tion entry occurred dur­ing the 
cohort observation period.

Race and eth­nic­ity of indi­vid­u­als come from the CCH iden­tity files. For sim­plic­
ity, I refer to “race and eth­nic­ity” as “race,” but this usage is not intended to con­flate 
the two char­ac­ter­is­tics. For ana­ly­ses, race and eth­nic­ity categories in the CCH data 
are coded to match the 1990s cen­sus categories, which include non-His­panic White, 
Black (of any eth­nic­ity), and His­panic White.4 Coding for His­panic eth­nic­ity required 
addi­tional steps because, as evi­dence shows, the mea­sure­ment and record­ing of His­
panic ethnicity in administrative criminal justice records has varied over time and 
across data sources, leading to biased estimates of racial and ethnic differences in 
contact (Beck and Blumstein 2018; Tonry and Melewski 2008).

Texas CCH data record race and eth­nic­ity sep­a­rately, over­com­ing many of the 
chal­lenges of miss­ing race data for His­panic indi­vid­u­als noted by Beck and ­Blumstein 
(2018) to bias estimates from Bureau of Justice Statistics data. Even without missing 
data on race and eth­nic­ity, there remains a risk of His­panic indi­vid­u­als being iden­ti­
fied as non-His­panic because the data are not always based on self-report. To address 
this poten­tial source of bias, I code His­panic eth­nic­ity using coun­try of birth and 
cit­i­zen­ship data in the CCH iden­tity file and par­ent/self-reported eth­nic­ity in linked 
K-12 public school and higher education data from the State Longitudinal Data  
System–Texas (SLDS–Texas). SLDS–Texas data were accessed through the Education  
Research Center at the University of Texas at Austin. The CCH and SLDS–Texas data 

4  Black His­panic indi­vid­u­als make up such a small pro­por­tion of the His­panic pop­u­la­tion in Texas that 
results can­not be influ­enced by this cod­ing choice. Prevalence rates are not esti­mated for Asians or Native 
Americans because of their relatively small population sizes in Texas during the period.

D
ow

nloaded from
 read.​dukeupress.​edu/​dem

ography/​article-pdf/​63/​1/​163/​2391014/​163bing.​pdf by guest on 26 Septem
ber 2026



171Cohort Differences in Cumulative Risk of Criminalization

were linked using a combination of name, date of birth, and Social Security number. 
See the online appendix for information on matching procedure and match rates.

Individuals are coded as His­panic if they are (1) marked as His­panic in the CCH 
record, (2) marked as born in or citizens of Mexico or another Latin American coun­
try in the CCH iden­tity file, or (3) marked as His­panic in SLDS–Texas edu­ca­tion 
records. His­panic eth­nic­ity could be ver­i­fied across at least two admin­is­tra­tive data 
sources (CCH cit­i­zen­ship record, CCH race/eth­nic­ity record, SLDS–Texas edu­ca­tion 
records) for approximately 79% of individuals. Nearly all of those who were newly 
iden­ti­fied as His­panic through this pro­cess were recorded as White in the race var­i­
able. A few indi­vid­u­als were iden­ti­fied as both Black and His­panic (∼4%), and these 
individuals were coded as Black to align with 1990 census population categories.

Across all­ cohorts, approx­i­ma­tely 17% of indi­vid­u­als coded as non-His­panic 
White in the CCH iden­tity file were iden­ti­fied as His­panic via cit­i­zen­ship, coun­try 
of birth, or education data. Citizenship and country of birth data were available for 
100% of the sample. Linked SLDS–Texas data were available for between 74% and 
84% of those born in 1976–1995, but for only 46% of those born in 1971–1975. This 
difference is because SLDS–Texas data coverage begins in the early 1990s, when 
the majority of the 1971–1975 birth cohort had already aged out of K-12 education.

Methods

Unique indi­vid­u­als in the CCH are grouped by birth year into sex-  and race- 
spe­cific five-year birth cohorts, begin­ning with 1971–1975 and end­ing with 1991–
1995. Cumulative rates are inclusive of criminal legal events occurring before or 
dur­ing the year in which cohort mem­bers reach age 24. Because the CCH con­tains the 
universe of recorded arrests, charges, convictions, and sanctions for Class B misde­
meanors or greater in Texas, I directly estimate the prevalence of criminal legal events 
in the population by dividing the total number of people who experienced the event 
at least once by age 24 by the same sex, race, and age population living in Texas. For 
the 1971–1975 birth cohort, for example, this is the number of unique individuals of 
each sex‒race group­ing who expe­ri­enced the crim­i­nal legal event at least once before 
or during the year each member reached age 24 (1995–1999) divided by the same 
sex and race population of 24-year-olds living in Texas in 1995–1999. Analyses also 
compare conditional conviction rates, or the proportion of people charged with an 
offense at least once by age 24 who were marked with conviction by age 24. Condi­
tional conviction rates highlight divergent trends across different stages of the system 
and how case processing can shape sociodemographic disparity.

I estimate risks to age 24, rather than age 30 or 40, for both methodological and 
conceptual reasons. Methodologically, doing so allows the direct estimation of risks 
for cohorts born after 1986—the birth cohorts that prior research suggested are the 
most likely to experience declining risks of criminalization (Neil and Sampson 
2021). Extending estimates beyond age 24 would require extrapolation beyond what 
is observable in the data. Because these extrapolations use patterns observed among 
older cohorts to predict unobserved trends among younger cohorts, extending esti­
mates beyond age 24 may undermine the study’s capacity to detect change. Further­
more, extending estimates to older ages offers diminishing returns to measures of 
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­cumu­la­tive risk because the vast major­ity of first con­tacts with the legal sys­tem occur 
before age 24 (Gottfredson and Hirschi 1990; Sampson and Laub 1992).

Conceptually, estimating to age 24 captures the cohorts during their transition to 
adulthood—an important period in the life course during which young people are 
solidifying their identities, gaining independence, and developing experiences, rela­
tionships, and credentials that will shape the rest of their lives (DeMarco et al. 2021; 
Ryder 1965). Documenting cohort and sociodemographic differences in criminal­
ization during this pivotal moment in the life course can help to uncover potential 
drivers of inequality at later ages and foreground predictions about the future of mass 
incarceration and criminalization. Indeed, evidence shows that cohort incarceration 
rates later in life are greatly influ­enced by expo­sure to crim­i­nal­i­za­tion in ado­les­cence 
and early adulthood (Shen et al. 2020).

Migration and mortality adjustments for the numerator—the population who expe­
rienced a criminal legal event—were made in the following manner. For migration, 
people whose arrest record listed an out-of-state residential address were dropped. 
Estimates are not further adjusted because out-migration from Texas over the period 
was low and greatly exceeded by in-migration (U.S. Census Bureau 2000, 2003, 
2012; White et al. 2016), suggesting that leavers were more than replaced by entrants. 
Furthermore, evidence suggests that geographic mobility is lower among the system-
involved population than the general population (Kirk 2009). Supplemental analyses, 
available in the online appendix, also show that results are robust to adjustments for 
several different levels of out-migration.

For mor­tal­ity, sex-, age-, and race-spe­cific mor­tal­ity esti­ma­tes for Texas from the 
CDC WONDER com­pressed mor­tal­ity file were used to adjust for expected cohort 
mor­tal­ity between ages 17 and 24. Upper con­fi­dence inter­val esti­ma­tes were used to 
produce conservative estimates and account for higher-than-average mortality among 
the system-involved population (CDC 2017; Shannon et al. 2017). Age-spe­cific mor­
tal­ity data for His­panic indi­vid­u­als are not avail­­able for the 1990s. For these years, 
His­panic mor­tal­ity esti­ma­tes were inter­po­lated from 2000 esti­ma­tes for His­pan­ics 
using the rate of change observed for Whites between 1990 and 2000, adjusted for 
White‒His­panic mor­tal­ity dif­fer­ences from 2000 to 2019.

Table 1 displays summary statistics describing the population observed in the 
CCH who expe­ri­enced any crim­i­nal legal event by age 24, arranged by birth cohort. 
Summary statistics describing the overall population (the full birth cohort alive and 
in Texas at age 24) are included in italicized numbers to show how the population 
with criminal legal contact varies compositionally from the overall birth cohort. In 
total, more than 2.2 million Texans born in 1971–1995 acquired a criminal record 
by early adulthood. Compositional differences across cohorts point to two notable 
trends. First, the proportion of women has increased over time, composing 29% 
of the 1991–1995 cohort compared with 22% of the 1971–1975 cohort. Second, 
­His­pan­ics also make up a grow­ing pro­por­tion of those expe­ri­enc­ing a crim­i­nal legal 
event by early adulthood, accounting for 47% of the 1991–1995 cohort compared 
with 28% of the ear­li­est cohort. This change is con­sis­tent with pop­u­la­tion trends 
in Texas, where the His­panic pop­u­la­tion grew by more than 60% between 2000 
and 2015, but it also coheres with evidence suggesting that the criminalization of  
His­pan­ics has increased over time and in response to anti-immi­gra­tion sen­ti­ment and 
policy (Light et al. 2023).
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Results

Results are shown as plots for each crim­i­nal legal event, where the points reflect the 
esti­mate for each race‒cohort com­bi­na­tion and the lines illus­trate the direc­tion and 
magnitude of difference from one cohort to the next. Results for men and women are 
plotted separately. A complete table of prevalence rates for all events is available in 
the online appendix.

Cumulative Risk of Arrest for Men and Women

Figure 1 illustrates that arrest has been a common event in the lives of young people 
for more than 25 years, particularly among Black men and women and cohorts born 
before the 1990s. Approximately 55‒61% of Black men, 20‒25% of Black women, 
30‒40% of White and His­panic men, and 8‒15% of White and His­panic women 
born in 1971–1990 were arrested at least once by age 24. The risk of arrest among 
the 1991–1995 cohort, the cohort shown by Neil and Sampson (2021) and Robey 
et al. (2023) to have the lowest risk of arrest and imprisonment in the last 25 years, 
was much lower for some race‒sex groups but appeared to have declined lit­tle, if at 
all, for others. Compared with the risk of arrest among cohorts born in the 1970s, 
the arrest risk for the 1991–1995 cohorts of Black and White men were 29% and 
39% lower, respectively. For Black and White women, however, the risk of arrest 
remained rel­a­tively sta­ble across cohorts—with more than one in five Black women 
and one in 10 White women arrested by age 24. For His­panic men and women, the 
risk of arrest broadly increased across birth cohorts and although it was highest for 
the 1980s cohorts, rates for the 1991–1995 cohort exceeded or were com­pa­ra­ble to 
rates for the 1970s cohorts.

Table 1  Summary statistics of the Texas population experiencing a criminal legal event by age 24, 
by birth cohort

Birth Cohort: 1971‒1975 1976‒1980 1981‒1985 1986‒1990 1991‒1995

Years at Age 24: 1995‒1999 2000‒2004 2005‒2009 2010‒2014 2015‒2019

Female .22 .49 .24 .49 .26 .49 .28 .49 .29 .48
Race and Ethnicity
  Black .21 .13 .20 .13 .19 .14 .21 .15 .22 .16
  His­panic White .28 .38 .37 .42 .42 .42 .43 .43 .47 .44
  Non-His­panic White .51 .48 .43 .45 .39 .44 .36 .43 .31 .39
Age at First Arrest 20.2 20.1 20.2 20.2 19.9

(2.16) (2.18) (2.16) (2.15) (2.06)
Number of Arrests by Age 24 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7

(1.05) (1.10) (1.10) (1.10) (1.10)
N Arrested by Age 24 369,219 431,616 489,183 512,636 450,344

Notes: All statistics, except those in italics, describe the cohort population experiencing at least one arrest 
by age 24. Numbers in italics represent the cohort population in Texas (including those not arrested). 
Standard devi­a­tions for con­tin­u­ous mea­sures are shown in paren­the­ses. Num­bers for the 1991‒1995 birth 
cohort do not include interpolated estimates for cohort members who reached age 24 after data collection.
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Figure 1 also shows risk of arrest by the level of the alleged offense, revealing that 
subfelony arrests were both more prevalent and more widely distributed across the 
population than felony arrests. Subfelony arrest was approximately twice as preva­
lent as fel­ony arrest for White and His­panic men and three times as prev­a­lent among 
White and His­panic women. By age 24, 14‒17% of White men born in 1971–1985 
were arrested on a felony offense, but more than 32% were arrested on a subfelony 
offense. For Black men and women, the cumulative risk of subfelony arrest among all 
cohorts was even higher, averaging 45% for men and 20% for women; these groups 
faced extremely high risks of felony arrest as well, with an average of 31% for Black 
men and 8% for Black women.

Results for subfelony arrest alone—when people were arrested on a subfelony 
offense but have no record of a felony arrest by age 24—showed very little racial 
disparity and very little change across cohorts among men. Except for the youngest 
cohort of White men, whose risk fell to 16%, between 20% and 25% of all other 

Fig. 1  Cumulative risk of arrest to age 24 for men and women, by birth cohort and race and ethnicity, Texas 
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cohorts of men were arrested only for a subfelony offense by age 24. For women, sub­
felony arrest alone made up a much larger share of all arrests and thus did not depart 
from observed racial disparity or change over time trends in other arrest measures.

The most notable change in arrest across birth cohorts is the decline in the risk of 
felony arrest among Black and White men. For both groups, the risk of felony arrest 
by age 24 fell by close to 50% between the 1990s and 2010s. For Black men, the 
decline in felony arrest risk explains much of the decline in the risk of any type of 
arrest, as the risk of subfelony arrest remained fairly stable up until the very youngest 
cohort.

Cumulative Risk of Charge, Conviction, and Incarceration for Men

Although many arrests never progress to prosecution, Figure 2 shows that men expe­
rienced high cumulative risks of being charged, convicted, and sentenced to jail for 
a subfelony offense. Nearly one in three Black men and about one in five His­panic 
men born in the 1980s were convicted of a subfelony offense by age 24, and sim­i­lar 
proportions were sentenced to serve jail time. Risks fell for the 1991–1995 cohort but 
remained roughly equivalent to rates of the 1971–1975 cohort for all groups except 
for White men—the only group whose risk fell to more than two points below 1971–
1975 cohort levels.

The risk of being charged and convicted for a subfelony offense both increased 
from 1971–1975 cohort levels, but the conditional conviction rate—or the percentage 
of people ever charged who are convicted by age 24—decreased across these cohorts. 
Looking just at subfelony events, 32% of Black men from the 1971–1975 cohort 
were charged and 23% were convicted—reflecting a con­di­tional con­vic­tion rate of 
72% (.23 / .32). For the 1986–1990 cohort, 43% of Black men were charged and 30% 
were convicted—for a conditional conviction rate of 69%. So, while the prevalence 
of both charges and convictions increased across cohorts, the likelihood that someone 
charged with a subfelony offense would also be convicted of one by age 24 actually 
declined.

Results also show great racial disparity in conditional conviction rates, such that 
the percentage of those charged with a subfelony who were convicted by 24 was 
about nine percentage points lower for White men than for Black men—a difference 
that persisted across cohorts. The Black‒White gap in the con­di­tional con­vic­tion rate 
for felonies was larger, ranging from 10 to 15 points, but did decline across cohorts. 
Although the precise cause of this disparity cannot be determined from prevalence 
sta­tis­tics alone, these find­ings align with evi­dence from prior stud­ies show­ing that 
Black men are systematically disadvantaged in case processing decisions relative to 
White men and thus receive case dismissals and alternatives to conviction less often 
(Bing and Gutierrez 2025; Omori and Petersen 2020; Western et al. 2023).

Cumulative Risk of Charge, Conviction, and Incarceration for Women

Figure 3 shows the cumulative risk of subfelony and felony events for women. Over 
the period of declining crime, young women faced a rapidly rising risk of subfelony 
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prosecution. The risk of subfelony charge doubled for all groups of women between 
the 1971–1975 cohort and the 1986–1990 cohort. Nearly 20% of Black women born 
in 1986‒1990 were charged with at least one subfelony offense by age 24, and close 
to 10% received a subfelony conviction. Changes in subfelony conviction and incar­
ceration were not nearly as large but also increased among cohorts who reached 
adulthood amid the crime drop, before falling slightly among the 1991–1995 cohort.

At both the subfelony and felony levels, prosecution was much more common 
than conviction and incarceration for women across all cohorts. The conditional con­
viction rate for women was much lower than that for men. Of women who were ever 
charged with a subfelony or fel­ony offense, no more than 58% were marked with 
conviction. For the youngest cohort, no more than 43% of those who were charged 
received a conviction. The relatively low conditional conviction rate among women is 
consistent with sentencing research showing that women tend to receive more lenient 
treatment in court than men (Doerner and Demuth 2014). It is important to note that 
people who are charged but not convicted may be required to participate in probation 
supervision, submit to drug testing, or pay restitution and court fees as conditions of 

Fig. 2  Men’s cumulative risk of charge, conviction, and incarceration sentence to age 24, by birth cohort 
and race and ethnicity, Texas 
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177Cohort Differences in Cumulative Risk of Criminalization

case dismissal. Interventions such as pretrial diversion and deferred adjudication are 
common in Texas, as they are elsewhere (Wright and Levine 2021).

Racial Disparity

Table 2 shows racial dis­par­ity ratios for men and women by event type. Both Black‒
White and His­panic‒White racial dis­par­ity at the subfelony level is about half that of 
the racial disparity observed at the felony level. Racial disparity also increases across 
successive stages in case processing and with the severity of the event, with the great­
est difference in felony incarceration and the greatest parity in misdemeanor arrest. 
For men, Black‒White racial dis­par­ity in subfelony events does not mean­ing­fully 
decline across cohorts, and at the felony level there are only modest declines (from 
4.0 to 3.5) in incar­cer­a­tion. Black‒White dis­par­ity in fel­ony events does fall con­sid­
erably across cohorts of women, resulting in comparable levels of disparity between 
felony and subfelony events among the youngest birth cohort.

Fig. 3  Women’s cumulative risk of charge, conviction, and incarceration sentence to age 24, by birth cohort 
and race and ethnicity, Texas 
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His­panic‒White dis­par­ity dif­fers con­sid­er­ably. His­panic men and women in the 
1971‒1975 cohort were con­sid­er­ably less likely than White men and women to have 
expe­ri­enced any type of crim­i­nal legal event. However, as more His­pan­ics in each 
successive cohort experienced criminalization events, the ratios approach parity and 
then, at least for men, reverse. Among the 1991–1995 cohort, His­panic men were 
more likely to have experienced a criminal legal event than White men.

Discussion

Cohort studies estimating the cumulative risk of imprisonment have been central to 
documenting the rise of mass incarceration and its consequences for inequality. Data 
limitations have stymied efforts to document the risk of criminal legal contact fall­
ing short of felony conviction and imprisonment. Although less severe than impris­
onment, subfelony contact also leaves the mark of a criminal record and can have 
damaging consequences (Geller et al. 2014; Kohler-Hausmann 2018; Lageson 2020). 
Drawing on more than 25 years of detailed, individual-level criminal record data 
from the state of Texas, this study addresses these gaps in the literature by estimating 
the cumulative risk of both misdemeanor and felony arrest, prosecution, conviction, 
and incar­cer­a­tion to age 24 across five birth cohorts of Black, White, and His­panic 
men and women born between 1971 and 1995. It makes several novel empirical con­
tributions that advance our understanding of the scale and dynamics of mass crimi­
nal­i­za­tion in the twenty-first cen­tury.

First, find­ings show that subfelony crim­i­nal­i­za­tion was sev­eral mag­ni­tudes more 
prevalent than felony conviction and incarceration, particularly among women. By 
age 24, 55‒60% of Black men, nearly 40% of White and His­panic men, and approx­i­
mately 25% of Black women born between 1971 and 1990 had been arrested at least 
once. Among these cohorts, arrest was 3‒7 times as prev­a­lent as fel­ony con­vic­tion 
for men and 8‒18 times as prev­a­lent for women. Even among the 1991‒1995 cohort, 
who have been found to face the lowest risks of criminalization, risky behavior, and 
incarceration in several generations (Baumer et  al. 2021; Neil et  al. 2021; Robey 
et al. 2023), at least one in three Black men, one in four His­panic men, and one in five 
White men were pros­e­cuted for a subfelony offense by age 24. These risks are 2‒3 
times as high as the risk of felony prosecution and are on par with risks experienced 
by the 1971‒1975 cohort.

Results showing persistently high and unequal exposure to criminalization among 
women highlight the utility of administrative data in capturing groups that are likely 
to be underestimated in national survey data. Previous estimates of women’s risk of 
arrest relying on data from the NLSY97 found no evidence of racial disparity and 
estimated an arrest risk of about one in 10 (Brame et  al. 2014). My results using 
population-level data show that twice as many young Black women were arrested by 
early adulthood as previously thought. Evidence of the growing criminalization of 
women and the considerable exposure faced by Black women in particular highlight 
the need for more research on women’s direct experiences with the criminal legal 
system, especially at the subfelony level.

Second, cohort differences in the prevalence of criminalization varied across demo­
graphic groups as well as levels and stages of the system. White men experienced the 
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largest overall declines in criminalization across cohorts. Although Black men from 
the 1991‒1995 cohort had a 50% lower risk of being sen­tenced to prison by age 
24 than Black men born 20 years earlier, which is consistent with trends shown by 
Robey and colleagues (2023), I found that their risk of being sentenced to jail for a 
subfelony offense was not any lower. Fully 20% of all Black men in Texas born in the 
1990s received a jail sentence for a misdemeanor offense by age 24.

For Black and White women, there was very little change in criminalization over 
the birth cohorts stud­ied, whereas among His­panic men and women—groups often 
omitted from this type of research because of measurement challenges—the risk of 
all­ types of con­tact gen­er­ally increased across cohorts. This find­ing aligns with evi­
dence that His­pan­ics have become increas­ingly targeted for crim­i­nal legal con­trol 
during the 2000s (Beckett and Evans 2015; Brown et al. 2018; Muchow 2024). It 
also aligns with demographic trends showing that second- and third-generation immi­
grants, who rep­re­sent a larger share of the 1980s and 1990s cohorts, tend to appear 
more sim­i­lar than first-gen­er­a­tion immi­grants to their non­im­mi­grant coun­ter­parts on 
a number of measures (Alcalá and Montoya 2018; Bersani 2014).

In this study, His­panic eth­nic­ity was val­i­dated using a novel method of com­bin­ing 
multiple sources of administrative data that include self-reported and parent-reported 
eth­nic­ity from non­crim­i­nal jus­tice records. Across all­ birth cohorts, 17‒30% of indi­
vid­u­als who matched to SLDS‒Texas records and were coded as non-His­panic White 
in the Texas CCH were self-iden­ti­fied or par­ent-iden­ti­fied as His­panic in linked 
edu­ca­tion records, with the greatest pro­por­tion among the 1991‒1995 cohort. This 
approach shows that, even in criminal record data that contain measures of race and 
His­panic eth­nic­ity, a large pro­por­tion of His­pan­ics may be miscoded as non-His­panic 
White. Properly account­ing for the pro­por­tion of Whites who iden­tify as His­panic, 
rather than the pro­por­tion of His­pan­ics who are white, is an impor­tant step in gen­er­
ating valid estimates of the population prevalence of criminal legal contact and racial 
disparity.

For the cohorts born in the 1970s, high rates of arrest, particularly at the felony level, 
align with high rates of seri­ous crime dur­ing the 1980s and early 1990s. However, 
most of the peo­ple born in the 1980s reached late ado­les­cence and early adult­hood 
between the mid-1990s and early 2010s, when crime rates had dropped substantially. 
Yet, the risk of subfelony criminalization remained more or less unchanged from 
rates expe­ri­enced by the 1976‒1980 cohort. Even among the 1991–1995 cohort, 43% 
of Black men and 36% of His­panic men were arrested by early adult­hood. These find­
ings highlight the persistence of low-level criminalization amid evidence of declining 
rates of felony arrest and serious lawbreaking and indicate that cohort differences 
in crim­i­nal offending are likely insuf­fi­cient to explain cohort dif­fer­ences—and  
continuities—in criminalization (Neil and Sampson 2021; Western et al. 2023).

Finally, my find­ings doc­u­ment high yet vary­ing lev­els of racial dis­par­ity across dif­fer­
ent levels and stages of the criminal justice system. Results showing that racial disparity 
is much lower at earlier stages in processing and at the subfelony level, when potential 
penalties are generally less severe, suggest that Black men are increasingly disadvan­
taged across successive stages of case processing and when the stakes (i.e., potential 
pun­ish­ments) are highest. This find­ing aligns with evi­dence from stud­ies of case pro­
cessing (Kutateladze et al. 2014; Omori and Petersen 2020) and prosecutorial discretion 
(Tuttle 2019), which together suggest that decision-making and procedural inequalities 
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within the criminal legal system, rather than race differences in crime, explain a substan­
tial amount of the racial inequality that accumulates after the point of arrest.

I also find evi­dence that racial dis­par­ity has increased across cohorts at the sub­
felony level and declined substantially only in felony contact for women. Racial 
dis­par­ity is so pro­nounced among the 1991‒1995 cohort that Black women share a 
nearly equivalent risk of arrest as same-aged White men. This is due, in part, to stark 
declines in the subfelony criminalization of White men that were not matched by 
comparable declines among Black women.

The persistence of racially unequal criminalization should not be interpreted as 
evidence of racial differences in crime. Studies of self-reported rates of lawbreaking 
actually show relatively little racial difference in lawbreaking behavior, and studies rou­
tinely show that illicit drug use, which is among the most common criminal offenses, 
is more prev­a­lent among White and His­panic peo­ple than among Black peo­ple (Keyes 
et al. 2017; Sohoni et al. 2021). Rather, these numbers tell us about inequalities in who 
is formally detained by law enforcement and marked with a criminal record.

Limitations

This study has sev­eral lim­i­ta­tions. The CCH data do not pro­vide an exhaus­tive record 
of all incidents of criminalization in Texas; for example, the data do not include juve­
nile arrests occurring between the ages of 10 and 16, reliable measures of pretrial 
deten­tion, or records of Class C mis­de­mean­ors. However, the omis­sion of juve­nile 
contact from the data may not greatly impact estimates. Because juvenile justice 
involvement is a strong predictor of later justice contact (McGlynn-Wright et  al. 
2022), many indi­vid­u­als arrested as chil­dren are likely picked up in the CCH data for 
a subsequent arrest by age 24. The close alignment of estimates of men’s arrest preva­
lence for the 1981‒1985 cohort with esti­ma­tes from Brame and col­leagues (2014) for 
the 1980‒1984 cohort sur­veyed in the NLSY97 lends fur­ther validity to the find­ings.

The lack of data on pretrial detention and Class C misdemeanors, by contrast, 
does mean that many instances of criminalization are not captured by this study. My 
esti­ma­tes of jail incar­cer­a­tion reflect only postconviction mis­de­meanor sen­tences, 
yet research has found that upward of 70% of people held in jail have not yet been 
convicted of a crime (Aiken 2017). Thus, I likely underestimate the true prevalence 
of jail incarceration. Future research on jail detention is greatly needed. Furthermore, 
Class C mis­de­mean­ors, which include all­ rou­tine traf­fic vio­la­tions and petty offenses 
in Texas, are also a source of criminalization absent from the data. Although these 
“fine-only” offenses are not punished with jail time and do not cre­ate state records, 
they do carry fines and fees that are shown to have racially unequal impacts (Bing 
et al. 2022) and can lead to warrants, arrests, and jail incarceration for those unable to 
pay (Bing et al. 2024; Pager et al. 2022).

Additionally, while the mea­sure­ment of His­panic eth­nic­ity through linked records 
rep­re­sents a sig­nifi­cant improve­ment over con­ven­tional meth­ods, it is still imper­fect. 
Differences in coverage dates across data sources meant that ethnicity coding was 
avail­­able from only one source—iden­tity and cit­i­zen­ship records in the CCH—for 
a dis­pro­por­tion­ate num­ber of 1971‒1975 cohort mem­bers. Results showed that risk 
of con­tact was lower for His­pan­ics than Whites in the 1971‒1975 cohort and was 
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higher for His­pan­ics than Whites in later cohorts, which may be an arti­fact of some 
His­panic indi­vid­u­als being misidentified as White in the ear­li­est cohort. In sen­si­tiv­ity 
ana­ly­ses, shown in the online appen­dix, I adjusted race-spe­cific esti­ma­tes for Whites 
and ­His­pan­ics by assum­ing that the pro­por­tion of matched White adults from each 
cohort iden­ti­fied as His­panic in the matched data is rep­re­sen­ta­tive of the pro­por­tion of 
unmatched White adults who are His­panic from the same cohort. These sup­ple­men­
tal ana­ly­ses show that trends are robust to alter­na­tive cod­ing spec­i­fi­ca­tions and only 
mildly affect esti­ma­tes for the 1970s cohorts of White and His­panic men.

Conclusion

This study demonstrates that criminal legal contact is a common life event for an even 
larger and more diverse share of the population than previous studies have indicated. 
The macrosocial and public policy changes thought responsible for the declining felony 
incarceration rate have not had the same effect on subfelony criminalization, at least 
not for all segments of the U.S. population. Thus, although the risk of imprisonment is 
declining for many, the high and racially unequal exposure to arrest, prosecution, and 
conviction by early adulthood found here indicates that criminalization falling short of 
imprisonment may play an important role in shaping inequality in the life course tra­
jectories of post-prison-boom generations. To be sure, Black and White men born after 
1990 face much lower risks of any type of crim­i­nal­i­za­tion than those born even five 
years earlier, yet a staggering proportion remain at risk of arrest and misdemeanor pros­
ecution by early adulthood. The consequences of subfelony criminalization are yet to be 
fully uncovered, but the high and unequal prevalence documented here makes clear that 
a research agenda focused on the consequences of arrest, jail, misdemeanors, and pros­
e­cu­tion end­ing with­out con­vic­tion, par­tic­u­larly among women, is urgently needed. ■

Acknowledgments  I am grateful to Becky Pettit, Bruce Western, Sarah Brayne, Chantal Hailey, and the 
members of the Crime, Law, and Deviance working group at The University of Texas at Austin and the 
Justice Lab at Columbia University, as well as the anonymous reviewers and editors at Demography, for 
their generous feedback on previous drafts of this manuscript. I also acknowledge the Education Research 
Center at The University of Texas at Austin for the resources and support to conduct this research. The 
conclusions of this research do not necessarily reflect the opinion or official position of the Texas Education 
Research Center, the Texas Education Agency, the Texas Higher Education Coordinating Board, the Texas 
Workforce Commission, or the State of Texas.

This research has received support from the Horowitz Foundation for Social Policy and the Training 
Program in Population Studies (grant T32HD007081) awarded to the Population Research Center at The 
University of Texas at Austin by the Eunice Kennedy Shriver National Institute of Child Health and Human 
Development. The content is solely the responsibility of the author.

References

Aiken, J. (2017). Era of mass expansion: Why state officials should fight jail growth (Report). Prison  
Policy Initiative. Retrieved from https:​­/​­/www​­.prisonpolicy​­.org​­/reports​­/jailsovertime​­.html

Alcalá, H. E., & Montoya, M. F. L. (2018). Association of skin color and gen­er­a­tion on arrests among 
Mexican-origin Latinos. Race and Justice, 8, 178–193.

D
ow

nloaded from
 read.​dukeupress.​edu/​dem

ography/​article-pdf/​63/​1/​163/​2391014/​163bing.​pdf by guest on 26 Septem
ber 2026

https://www.prisonpolicy.org/reports/jailsovertime.html


183Cohort Differences in Cumulative Risk of Criminalization

Baumer, E. P., Cundiff, K., & Luo, L. (2021). The con­tem­po­rary trans­for­ma­tion of Amer­i­can youth: An 
analysis of change in the prevalence of delinquency, 1991–2015. Criminology, 59, 109–136.

Beck, A. J., & Blumstein, A. (2018). Racial disproportionality in U.S. state pris­ons: Accounting for the 
effects of racial and ethnic differences in criminal involvement, arrests, sentencing, and time served. 
Journal of Quantitative Criminology, 34, 853–883.

Beckett, K. (2018). The pol­i­tics, prom­ise, and peril of crim­i­nal jus­tice reform in the con­text of mass incar­
ceration. Annual Review of Criminology, 1, 235–259.

Beckett, K., & Evans, H. (2015). Crimmigration at the local level: Criminal jus­tice pro­cesses in the shadow 
of deportation. Law & Society Review, 49, 241–277.

Beckett, K., & Murakawa, N. (2012). Mapping the shadow carceral state: Toward an insti­tu­tion­ally capa­
cious approach to punishment. Theoretical Criminology, 16, 221–244.

Beckett, K., Reosti, A., & Knaphus, E. (2016). The end of an era? Understanding the con­tra­dic­tions of crim­
inal justice reform. Annals of the American Academy of Political and Social Science, 664, 238–259.

Bersani, B. E. (2014). An exam­i­na­tion of first and sec­ond gen­er­a­tion immi­grant offending tra­jec­to­ries. 
Justice Quarterly, 31, 315–343.

Bing, L., Goldstein, R., Ho, H., Pager, D., & Western, B. (2024). The long-term impact of debt relief for 
indigent defendants in a misdemeanor court. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 121, 
e2415066121. https:​­/​­/doi​­.org​­/10​­.1073​­/pnas​­.2415066121

Bing, L., & Gutierrez, C. (2025). Who gets a sec­ond chance? Compliance, clas­si­fi­ca­tion, and crim­i­nal con­
viction. Social Forces, 104, 154–176.

Bing, L., Pettit, B., & Slavinski, I. (2022). Incomparable pun­ish­ments: How eco­nomic inequal­ity con­
trib­utes to the dis­pa­rate impact of legal fines and fees. Russell Sage Foundation Journal of the Social 
Sciences, 8(2), 118–136.

Bonczar, T. P. (2003). Prevalence of imprisonment in the U.S. population, 1974–2001 (Special Report, No. 
NCJ 197976). Washington, DC: U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics. Retrieved 
from https:​­/​­/bjs​­.ojp​­.gov​­/content​­/pub​­/pdf​­/piusp01​­.pdf

Brame, R., Bushway, S. D., Paternoster, R., & Turner, M. G. (2014). Demographic pat­terns of cumu­la­tive 
arrest prev­a­lence by ages 18 and 23. Crime & Delinquency, 60, 471–486.

Brown, H. E., Jones, J. A., & Becker, A. (2018). The racialization of Latino immi­grants in new des­ti­na­
tions: Criminality, ascription, and countermobilization. Russell Sage Foundation Journal of the Social 
Sciences, 4(5), 118–140.

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. (2017). Compressed mortality file 1979–1998, 1999–2016 
[CDC WONDER Online Database]. Hyattsville, MD: National Center for Health Statistics. Available 
from https:​­/​­/wonder​­.cdc​­.gov​­/mortsql​­.html

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. (2020). Bridged-race population estimates 1990–2020, 
United States [CDC WONDER Online Database]. Hyattsville, MD: National Center for Health Statis­
tics. Available from https:​­/​­/wonder​­.cdc​­.gov​­/bridged​­-race​­-v2020​­.html

Dagan, D., & Teles, S. M. (2014). Locked in? Conservative reform and the future of mass incar­cer­a­tion. 
Annals of the American Academy of Political and Social Science, 651, 266–276.

Dagan, D., & Teles, S. M. (2016). Prison break: Why conservatives turned against mass incarceration. 
New York, NY: Oxford University Press.

DeMarco, L. M., Dwyer, R. E., & Haynie, D. L. (2021). The accu­mu­la­tion of dis­ad­van­tage: Criminal jus­
tice contact, credit, and debt in the transition to adulthood. Criminology, 59, 545–580.

Dobbie, W., Goldin, J., & Yang, C. S. (2018). The effects of pre-trial deten­tion on con­vic­tion, future crime, 
and employment: Evidence from randomly assigned judges. American Economic Review, 108, 201–240.

Doerner, J. K., & Demuth, S. (2014). Gender and sen­tenc­ing in the fed­eral courts: Are women treated more 
leniently? Criminal Justice Policy Review, 25, 242–269.

Finlay, K., & Mueller-Smith, M. (2021). Criminal justice administrative records system (CJARS) (Data 
documentation report). Ann Arbor: Institute for Social Research, University of Michigan. Retrieved 
from https:​­/​­/cjars​­.org​­/wp​­-content​­/uploads​­/CJARS_data_docs_2021q1​­.pdf

Geller, A., Fagan, J., Tyler, T., & Link, B. G. (2014). Aggressive polic­ing and the men­tal health of young 
urban men. American Journal of Public Health, 104, 2321–2327.

Goggins, B. R., & DeBacco, D. A. (2020). Survey of state criminal history information systems, 2018 
(Report No. NCJ 305602). Washington, DC: U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics. 
Retrieved from https:​­/​­/bjs​­.ojp​­.gov​­/sites​­/g​­/files​­/xyckuh236​­/files​­/media​­/document​­/255651​­.pdf

Gottfredson, M. R., & Hirschi, T. (1990). A general theory of crime. Stanford, CA: Stanford University Press.

D
ow

nloaded from
 read.​dukeupress.​edu/​dem

ography/​article-pdf/​63/​1/​163/​2391014/​163bing.​pdf by guest on 26 Septem
ber 2026

https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2415066121
https://bjs.ojp.gov/content/pub/pdf/piusp01.pdf
https://wonder.cdc.gov/mortsql.html
https://wonder.cdc.gov/bridged-race-v2020.html
https://cjars.org/wp-content/uploads/CJARS_data_docs_2021q1.pdf
https://bjs.ojp.gov/sites/g/files/xyckuh236/files/media/document/255651.pdf


184 L. Bing

Green, D. A. (2015). U.S. penal-reform catalysts, drivers, and prospects. Punishment & Society, 17, 
271–298.

Harvell, S., Welsh-Loveman, J., Love, H., Durnan, J., Eisenstat, J., Golian, L., . . . ​LaVigne, N. (2016). 
Reforming sentencing and corrections policy: The experience of justice reinvestment initiative states 
(Research report). Washington, DC: Urban Institute. Retrieved from https:​­/​­/www​­.urban​­.org​­/research 
​­/publication​­/reforming​­-sentencing​­-and​­-corrections​­-policy

Hepburn, P., Kohler-Hausmann, I., & Zorro Medina, A. (2019). Cumulative risks of mul­ti­ple crim­i­nal jus­
tice outcomes in New York City. Demography, 56, 1161–1171.

Hinton, E., & Cook, D. (2021). The mass crim­i­nal­i­za­tion of Black Amer­i­cans: A his­tor­i­cal over­view. 
Annual Review of Criminology, 4, 261–286.

Hirschi, T., & Gottfredson, M. (1983). Age and the expla­na­tion of crime. American Journal of Sociology, 
89, 552–584.

Jenness, V. (2004). Explaining criminalization: From demography and status politics to globalization and 
modernization. Annual Review of Sociology, 30, 147–171.

Keyes, K. M., Wall, M., Feng, T., Cerdá, M., & Hasin, D. S. (2017). Race/eth­nic­ity and mar­i­juana use in 
the United States: Diminishing differences in the prevalence of use, 2006–2015. Drug and Alcohol 
Dependence, 179, 379–386.

Kirk, D. S. (2006). Examining the diver­gence across self-report and offi­cial data sources on infer­ences 
about the adolescent life-course of crime. Journal of Quantitative Criminology, 22, 107–129.

Kirk, D. S. (2009). A nat­u­ral exper­i­ment on res­i­den­tial change and recid­i­vism: Lessons from Hurricane 
Katrina. American Sociological Review, 74, 484–505.

Kohler-Hausmann, I. (2018). Misdemeanorland: Criminal courts and social control in an age of broken 
windows policing. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press.

Kohler-Hausmann, I. (2022). Don’t call it a come­back: The crim­i­no­log­i­cal and socio­log­i­cal study of sub­
felonies. Annual Review of Criminology, 5, 229–253.

Kutateladze, B. L., Andiloro, N. R., Johnson, B. D., & Spohn, C. C. (2014). Cumulative dis­ad­van­tage: 
Examining racial and ethnic disparity in prosecution and sentencing. Criminology, 52, 514–551.

Lageson, S. E. (2020). Digital punishment: Privacy, stigma, and the harms of data-driven criminal justice. 
New York, NY: Oxford University Press.

Lageson, S. E. (2022). Criminal record stigma and surveillance in the digital age. Annual Review of 
Criminology, 5, 67–90.

Lee, H., Wildeman, C., Wang, E. A., Matusko, N., & Jackson, J. S. (2014). A heavy bur­den: The car­dio­
vascular health consequences of having a family member incarcerated. American Journal of Public 
Health, 104, 421–427.

Legewie, J., & Fagan, J. (2019). Aggressive polic­ing and the edu­ca­tional per­for­mance of minor­ity youth. 
American Sociological Review, 84, 220–247.

Light, M. T., Massoglia, M., & King, R. D. (2014). Citizenship and pun­ish­ment: The salience of national 
membership in U.S. criminal courts. American Sociological Review, 79, 825–847.

Light, M. T., Robey, J. P., & Kim, J. (2023). Noncitizen jus­tice: The crim­i­nal case processing of non-U.S. 
citizens in Texas and California. American Journal of Sociology, 129, 162–226.

Lofstrom, M., Martin, B., & Raphael, S. (2020). Effect of sen­tenc­ing reform on racial and eth­nic disparities 
in involvement with the criminal justice system: The case of California’s Proposition 47. Criminology 
& Public Policy, 19, 1165–1207.

Lopez, M. H. (2013, Octo­ber 28). Hispanic or Latino? Many don’t care, except in Texas. Pew Research 
Center. Retrieved from https:​­/​­/www​­.pewresearch​­.org​­/fact​­-tank​­/2013​­/10​­/28​­/in​­-texas​­-its​­-hispanic​­-por​
­-favor​­/

Mauri, A. I., Nicosia, N., & Kilmer, B. (2025). Who ben­e­fits from crim­i­nal legal reform? A nat­u­ral exper­
iment to assess racial disparities in a policy targeting monetary sanctions. Journal of Experimental 
Criminology, 21, 451–464.

McGlynn-Wright, A., Crutchfield, R. D., Skinner, M. L., & Haggerty, K. P. (2022). The usual, racialized, 
suspects: The consequence of police contacts with Black and White youth on adult arrest. Social 
Problems, 69, 299–315.

Muchow, A. N. (2024). Creating a minority threat: Assessing the spillover effect of local immigrant deten­
tion on His­panic arrests. Criminology, 62, 205–235.

Muller, C., & Wildeman, C. (2016). Geographic var­i­a­tion in the cumu­la­tive risk of impris­on­ment and 
parental imprisonment in the United States. Demography, 53, 1499–1509.

D
ow

nloaded from
 read.​dukeupress.​edu/​dem

ography/​article-pdf/​63/​1/​163/​2391014/​163bing.​pdf by guest on 26 Septem
ber 2026

https://www.urban.org/research/publication/reforming-sentencing-and-corrections-policy
https://www.urban.org/research/publication/reforming-sentencing-and-corrections-policy
https://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2013/10/28/in-texas-its-hispanic-por-favor/
https://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2013/10/28/in-texas-its-hispanic-por-favor/


185Cohort Differences in Cumulative Risk of Criminalization

Neil, R., & Sampson, R. J. (2021). The birth lot­tery of his­tory: Arrest over the life course of mul­ti­ple 
cohorts com­ing of age, 1995–2018. American Journal of Sociology, 126, 1127–1178.

Neil, R., Sampson, R. J., & Nagin, D. D. (2021). Social change and cohort dif­fer­ences in group-based 
arrest trajectories over the last quarter-century. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 118, 
e2107020118. https:​­/​­/doi​­.org​­/10​­.1073​­/pnas​­.2107020118

Omori, M., & Petersen, N. (2020). Institutionalizing inequal­ity in the courts: Decomposing racial and eth­
nic disparities in detention, conviction, and sentencing. Criminology, 58, 678–713.

Pager, D. (2007). Marked: Race, crime, and finding work in an era of mass incarceration. Chicago, IL: 
University of Chicago Press.

Pager, D., Goldstein, R., Ho, H., & Western, B. (2022). Criminalizing pov­erty: The con­se­quences of court 
fees in a randomized experiment. American Sociological Review, 87, 529–553.

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.

Phelps, M. S., & Pager, D. (2016). Inequality and pun­ish­ment: A turn­ing point for mass incar­cer­a­tion? 
Annals of the American Academy of Political and Social Science, 663, 185–203.

Rios, V. M., Prieto, G., & Ibarra, J. M. (2020). “Mano suave–mano dura”: Legitimacy polic­ing and Latino 
stop-and-frisk. American Sociological Review, 85, 58–75.

Robey, J. P., Massoglia, M., & Light, M. T. (2023). A gen­er­a­tional shift: Race and the declin­ing life­time 
risk of imprisonment. Demography, 60, 977–1003.

Roehrkasse, A. F., & Wildeman, C. (2022). Lifetime risk of impris­on­ment in the United States remains 
high and starkly unequal. Science Advances, 8, eabo3395. https:​­/​­/doi​­.org​­/10​­.1126​­/sciadv​­.abo3395

Ryder, N. B. (1965). The cohort as a concept in the study of social change. American Sociological Review, 
30, 843–861.

Sabol, W. J., & Baumann, M. L. (2020). Justice rein­vest­ment: Vision and prac­tice. Annual Review of 
Criminology, 3, 317–339.

Sampson, R. J., & Laub, J. H. (1992). Crime and devi­ance in the life course. Annual Review of Sociology, 
18, 63–84.

Sewell, A. A., & Jefferson, K. A. (2016). Collateral dam­age: The health effects of inva­sive police encoun­
ters in New York City. Journal of Urban Health, 93, 42–67.

Shannon, S. K. S., Uggen, C., Schnittker, J., Thompson, M., Wakefield, S., & Massoglia, M. (2017). The 
growth, scope, and spa­tial dis­tri­bu­tion of peo­ple with fel­ony records in the United States, 1948–2010. 
Demography, 54, 1795–1818.

Shen, Y., Bushway, S. D., Sorensen, L. C., & Smith, H. L. (2020). Locking up my gen­er­a­tion: Cohort dif­
ferences in prison spells over the life course. Criminology, 58, 645–677.

Sohoni, T. W. P., Ousey, G. C., Bower, E., & Mehdi, A. (2021). Understanding the gap in self-reported 
offending by race: A meta-analysis. American Journal of Criminal Justice, 46, 770–792.

Steffensmeier, D. J., Allan, E. A., Harer, M. D., & Streifel, C. (1989). Age and the dis­tri­bu­tion of crime. 
American Journal of Sociology, 94, 803–831.

Stevenson, M., & Mayson, S. (2018). The scale of mis­de­meanor jus­tice. Boston University Law Review, 
98, 731–778.

Tonry, M., & Melewski, M. (2008). The malign effects of drug and crime con­trol pol­i­cies on Black 
Americans. Crime and Justice, 37, 1–44.

Travis, J., Western, B., & Redburn, S. (Eds.). (2014). The growth of incarceration in the United States: 
Exploring causes and consequences. Washington, DC: National Academies Press.

Turney, K. (2022). The mental health consequences of vicarious adolescent police exposure. Social Forces, 
100, 1142–1169.

Tuttle, C. (2019). Racial discrimination in federal sentencing: Evidence from drug mandatory minimums 
(SSRN research paper series). https:​­/​­/dx​­.doi​­.org​­/10​­.2139​­/ssrn​­.3080463

U.S. Census Bureau. (2000). Table 2: State of residence in 1990 by state of birth. Washington, DC: U. S. 
Census Bureau. Retrieved from https:​­/​­/www2​­.census​­.gov​­/programs​­-surveys​­/demo​­/tables​­/geographic​
­-mobility​­/1990​­/place​­-of​­-birth​­-decennial​­/90pob​­.xls

U.S. Census Bureau. (2003). Table 3: State of residence in 2000 for the population 5 years and over by 
state of residence in 1995. Washington, DC: U. S. Census Bureau. Available from https:​­/​­/tinyurl​­.com​
­/USCB​­-table​­-3

U.S. Census Bureau. (2012). Estimated components of population change, 2000–2010. Washington, DC: 
U. S. Census Bureau, Population Division. Retrieved from https:​­/​­/www​­.census​­.gov​­/programs​­-surveys​
­/popest​­/technical​­-documentation​­/research​­/evaluation​­-estimates​­/2010​­-evaluation​­-estimates​­.html

D
ow

nloaded from
 read.​dukeupress.​edu/​dem

ography/​article-pdf/​63/​1/​163/​2391014/​163bing.​pdf by guest on 26 Septem
ber 2026

https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2107020118
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.abo3395
https://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.3080463
https://www2.census.gov/programs-surveys/demo/tables/geographic-mobility/1990/place-of-birth-decennial/90pob.xls
https://www2.census.gov/programs-surveys/demo/tables/geographic-mobility/1990/place-of-birth-decennial/90pob.xls
https://tinyurl.com/USCB-table-3
https://tinyurl.com/USCB-table-3
https://www.census.gov/programs-surveys/popest/technical-documentation/research/evaluation-estimates/2010-evaluation-estimates.html
https://www.census.gov/programs-surveys/popest/technical-documentation/research/evaluation-estimates/2010-evaluation-estimates.html


186 L. Bing

U.S. Census Bureau. (2022). Population estimates, April 2020. Retrieved from https:​­/​­/www​­.census​­.gov 
​­/data​­/tables​­/time​­-series​­/demo​­/popest​­/2020s​­-state​­-total​­.html​­?utm_source=chatgpt​­.com

Villalba, J., & Jones, M. P. (2022, April 28). Latinx? Not in Texas. We are His­pan­ics and Lati­nos. The 
Dallas Morning News. Retrieved from https:​­/​­/www​­.txhpf​­.org​­/2022​­/04​­/28​­/latinx​­-not​­-in​­-texas​­-we​­-are​
­-hispanics​­-and​­-latinos​­/

Walker, M. L. (2022). Indefinite: Doing time in jail. New York, NY: Oxford University Press.
Weaver, V. M., Papachristos, A., & Zanger-Tishler, M. (2019). The great decoupling: The dis­con­nec­tion 

between criminal offending and experience of arrest across two cohorts. Russell Sage Foundation 
Journal of the Social Sciences, 5(1), 89–123.

Western, B., Davis, J., Ganter, F., & Smith, N. (2021). The cumu­la­tive risk of jail incar­cer­a­tion. Proceedings 
of the National Academy of Sciences, 118, e2023429118. https:​­/​­/doi​­.org​­/10​­.1073​­/pnas​­.2023429118

Western, B., Muhammad, K. G., Negussie, Y., & Backes, E. (Eds.). (2023). Reducing racial inequality in 
crime and justice: Science, practice, and policy. Washington, DC: National Academies Press.

Western, B., & Muller, C. (2013). Mass incar­cer­a­tion, macrosociology, and the poor. Annals of the 
American Academy of Political and Social Science, 647, 166–189.

Western, B., & Pettit, B. (2010). Incarceration & social inequal­ity. Daedalus, 139(3), 8–19.
Western, B., & Wildeman, C. (2009). The Black fam­ily and mass incar­cer­a­tion. Annals of the American 

Academy of Political and Social Science, 621, 221–242.
White, A. (2019). Misdemeanor dis­en­fran­chise­ment? The demobilizing effects of brief jail spells on poten­

tial voters. American Political Science Review, 113, 311–324.
White, S., Potter, L., You, H., Valencia, L., Jordan, J., & Pecotte, B. (2016). Introduction to Texas domestic  

migration (Report). Austin, TX: Office of the State Demographer. Retrieved from https:​­/​­/www​
­.demographics​­.texas​­.gov​­/Resources​­/TDC​­/Publications​­/2016​­/2465​­/20160413_IntroductionTexas 
DomesticMigration​.pdf

Wildeman, C. (2016). Incarceration and population health in wealthy democracies. Criminology, 54, 
360–382.

Wildeman, C., Fitzpatrick, M. D., & Goldman, A. W. (2018). Conditions of con­fi­ne­ment in Amer­i­can pris­
ons and jails. Annual Review of Law and Social Science, 14, 29–47.

Wright, R. F., & Levine, K. L. (2021). Models of pros­e­cu­tor-led diver­sion pro­grams in the United States 
and beyond. Annual Review of Criminology, 4, 331–351.

Lindsay Bing
lbing@ualberta​.ca

Department of Sociology, University of Alberta, Edmonton, Alberta, Canada; https:​­/​­/orcid​­.org​­/0000​­-0002​
-4440​-2410

D
ow

nloaded from
 read.​dukeupress.​edu/​dem

ography/​article-pdf/​63/​1/​163/​2391014/​163bing.​pdf by guest on 26 Septem
ber 2026

https://www.census.gov/data/tables/time-series/demo/popest/2020s-state-total.html?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://www.census.gov/data/tables/time-series/demo/popest/2020s-state-total.html?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://www.txhpf.org/2022/04/28/latinx-not-in-texas-we-are-hispanics-and-latinos/
https://www.txhpf.org/2022/04/28/latinx-not-in-texas-we-are-hispanics-and-latinos/
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2023429118
https://www.demographics.texas.gov/Resources/TDC/Publications/2016/2465/20160413_IntroductionTexasDomesticMigration.pdf
https://www.demographics.texas.gov/Resources/TDC/Publications/2016/2465/20160413_IntroductionTexasDomesticMigration.pdf
https://www.demographics.texas.gov/Resources/TDC/Publications/2016/2465/20160413_IntroductionTexasDomesticMigration.pdf
mailto:lbing@ualberta.ca
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4440-2410
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4440-2410

	Cohort Differences in the Cumulative Risk of Criminalization in Texas
	Lindsay Bing
	Introduction
	Background
	Cohort Studies of Incarceration
	Cohort Studies of Subfelony Criminalization

	Data, Measures, and Methods
	Texas
	Data
	Measures
	Methods

	Results
	Cumulative Risk of Arrest for Men and Women
	Cumulative Risk of Charge, Conviction, and Incarceration for Men
	Cumulative Risk of Charge, Conviction, and Incarceration for Women
	Racial Disparity

	Discussion
	Limitations
	Conclusion

	References


