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Abstract

Objective Test how virtual, vicarious exposure to a procedurally just versus unjust
police traffic stop impacts youths’ perceptions of police legitimacy and willingness
to cooperate.

Methods Adolescents (V=_822) were randomly assigned to watch a video featuring a
procedurally just interaction, a procedurally unjust interaction, or no video. Analyses
examined the effects of video exposure on youths’ views of police.

Results Virtual exposure did not impact youths’ views of police legitimacy. However,
youth were more willing to cooperate with the just versus the unjust officer. Interestingly,
exposure to the just officer reduced youths’ willingness to cooperate with the police in
their community as compared to the control group.

Conclusions A single virtual police exposure may not critically shape youths’ overall
perceptions of police legitimacy, but it may impact their willingness to cooperate.
Youth may differentiate their evaluations of specific officers from their views of police
more broadly.
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Introduction

Policy rely on the public’s voluntary cooperation. Procedural Justice (PJ) Theory
(Tyler, 1990) posits that when police engage in PJ by treating community members
with respect, dignity, and neutrality, and give them the opportunity to voice
their concerns (Tyler, 2003, 2006), people regard the police as more legitimate
(Tyler, 1990) and are more willing to cooperate voluntarily (WTC; Murphy, 2015;
Walters & Bolger, 2019). Experimental studies illustrate aspects of this process
(Maguire et al., 2017; Mazerolle et al., 2013; Solomon, 2019). Exposure to a PJ
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police video improves adults’ legitimacy perceptions and unjust treatment reduces
perceptions (Maguire et al., 2017). Moreover, PJ can improve adults’ WTC with a
specific officer, though potentially not WTC with police more generally (Johnson
et al., 2017). Although PJ perceptions may indirectly affect youths” WTC through
legitimacy (Murphy, 2015), experimental evidence is lacking.

Using a youth sample, the current study sought to replicate and extend pre-
vious experimental studies conducted with adults. Findings may differ because
unlike adults, modern youth have only known a world with smartphones (Gilbert,
2019) and social media. Considering nearly all teenagers regularly use social
media (Anderson & Jiang, 2018) during a historic social movement protesting
police brutality (Buchanan et al., 2020), most youth have likely been exposed to
police videos (Cross & Fine, 2021). Yet, despite the large amount of time youth
spend online, studies have not examined the impact of virtual exposure on youths’
police perceptions and law-related behavior. Moreover, youths’ perceptions of the
police have dropped to a decades-long low (Fine et al., 2020a). Understanding
how to improve youths’” WTC is paramount for public safety considering offend-
ing and victimization peak during adolescence (Macmillan, 2001; Sweeten et al.,
2013).

The current study tested four hypotheses (see Appendix for figures):

(H1) Youth exposed to the PJ video will view police as more legitimate than
youth in the control group, who will report higher legitimacy than youth in the
procedurally unjust condition.

(H2) Youth exposed to the PJ video will be more willing to cooperate with the
depicted officer than youth exposed to the procedurally unjust officer video.
(H3) Watching a single video will not directly impact youths’ global WTC with
the police in their community.

(H4) The effects of the PJ video will indirectly affect youths’ specific and global
WTC through youths’ views of police legitimacy.

Methods
Participants

A national sample of parents with adolescent children (ages 13-17) was recruited
through CloudResearch, an online platform for survey research similar to past studies
using Qualtrics or Survey Monkey (McDonald et al., 2018; Thompson & Pickett,
2020). CloudResearch recruited parents into non-probability sampling quotas based
on demographic categories proportionate to the US Census (e.g., age, sex, race,
Hispanic/Latinx). The study was explained to the parents and, following parental
consent, their adolescent children (13—17 years old) were invited to participate in the
study. Assenting youth ranged from 13 to 17 years old (M=15.41, SD=1.40) and
approximately half identified as female (50.31%, see Table 1).

@ Springer



Do police videos impact youths’ willingness to cooperate with...

Table 1 Descriptive statistics N/M %/SD
Age 15.41 1.40
Gender

Boy/male 411 49.69%
Race/ethnicity

White 519 63.22%

Black 139 16.93%

Hispanic/Latinx 91 11.08%

Multiracial/Other 72 8.77%
Previously arrested (1 =yes) 33 4.03%
Knows a police officer (1 =yes) 366 44.63%
Victimization (1 =yes) 76 9.27%
Police legitimacy 3.52 0.99
Global cooperation 4.12 0.97
Specific cooperation® 3.88 1.14
Total 822 -

N frequency, M mean, % percentage of the sample, SD standard
deviation, *Only youth who received the positive or negative video
treatment conditions received the specific cooperation measures

Procedures

After being informed of the study’s purpose, voluntary nature, and anonymity,
1014 youth began the 10-min survey. Youth completed demographics before
being randomly assigned to one of three conditions: (1) positive (procedurally
just) video; (2) negative (procedurally unjust) video; and (3) no video (control
group). The 2-3 minute videos portrayed a traffic stop from a police officer’s
body-worn camera perspective (Johnson et al., 2017; Maguire et al., 2017).
Briefly, in each, the same male officer (not visible) pulls over the same Black
male teenager for driving 18 miles per hour over the speed limit. In the PJ video,
the officer greets the teen, adopts a neutral approach, treats the driver with
respect, issues a citation, and allows the adolescent to voice his concerns. In the
negative video, the officer raises his voice, is disrespectful, issues the citation,
and does not allow the youth to voice his concerns.

After the videos, youth completed the rest of the measures. Two attention
checks (e.g., Please select ‘always’ for this question) were employed. Youth failed
attention checks similarly across treatment groups (n=63), suggesting treatment
did not affect response quality; thus, we excluded those youth from analyses. Of
the 951 remaining cases, CloudResearch flagged 129 for removal due to quality
concerns, such as demographics outside of the target range, excessively short
surveys wherein they skipped the videos, or attempted repeats. Thus, they were
dropped from analyses, yielding a total n of 822.
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Measures

Police legitimacy Six items assessed perceptions of police legitimacy. Four (e.g., I have
a great deal of respect for the police) were drawn from a widely used scale (Tyler, 2006,
p-48; Fine et al., 2020b). Two items also assessed normative alignment (e.g., The police
usually act in ways that are consistent with my own ideas about what is right and wrong;
Fine et al., 2021; Jackson et al., 2020). After factor analyses (see Appendix), items were
mean-scored (a¢=0.92) such that higher scores indicated more legitimacy.

Specific WTC Immediately after the video, youth indicated their willingness to coop-
erate with the officer by calling to report crime, reporting suspicious activity, and
providing information (see Appendix; Bradford et al., 2014; Mazerolle et al., 2013).
Items were mean-scored (a=0.92), where higher scores indicated more WTC.

Global WTC Youth in all three conditions indicated how likely they would be to coop-
erate with police in their community using the same three items described above. The
items were mean-scored (@ =0.90) such that higher scores indicated more WTC.

Covariates Prior to the treatment, youth reported their age, gender, race/ethnicity, prior
arrest, crime victimization history, and relationships with police (see Appendix).

Analytic plan

Balancing was checked using chi-square tests and one-way analyses of variance
(ANOVA). Next, t-test analyses determined the direct effects of treatment on youths’
perceptions of police legitimacy and WTC. Path analyses are more robust and stringent
than #-tests because they include covariates, direct effects, and indirect effects; thus,
path models (Models 1, 2a, 2b) assessed the indirect effects of treatment on legitimacy
perceptions and WTC, using maximum likelihood estimation in Mplus8 (Muthén &
Muthén, 2017) and 10,000 bootstrap draws for the indirect effects’ confidence intervals
(Allison et al., 2017). Model fit was assessed through the chi-square fit statistic (3°), root
mean square error of approximation (RMSEA), standardized root mean square residual
(SRMRS), comparative fit index (CFI), and Tucker-Lewis fit index (TLI).

Results

Balance checks

The randomly assigned conditions were balanced on every metric (Table 2).
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Table 2 Descriptive statistics by treatment condition

Control Just condition  Unjust condition X ANOVA p
n/M (%/SD)  n/M (%/SD)  n/M (%/SD)

Age? 15.49 (1.40) 15.39(1.33)  15.34 (1.47) 15.93 0.42
Gender - - - 0.12 0.94
Boy/male 157 (49.37%) 114 (49.14%) 135 (50.56%) - -
Race/ethnicity? - - - 0.13 0.94
White 194 (60.82%) 152 (65.24%) 173 (64.31%) - -
Black 58 (18.18%) 38 (1631%) 43 (15.99%) - -
Hispanic/Latinx 40 (12.54%) 23 (9.07%) 28 (10.41%) - -
Multiracial/other 27 (8.46%) 20 (8.58%) 25 (9.29%) - -
Arrested (1=yes) 13 (4.09%) 10 (4.29%) 10 (3.73%) 0.11 0.95
Knows a Police Officer (1=yes) 151 (47.48%) 92 (39.48%) 123 (45.72%) 3.67 0.16
Victimization (1 =yes) 34 (10.66%) 22 (9.44%) 20 (7.46%) 1.78 0.41

Total 320 (100%) 233 (100%) 269 (100%) - -

Chi-square analyses were conducted to assess differences across groups unless otherwise noted n fre-
quency, M mean, % percentage of each treatment group, SD standard deviation, X? chi-square, *One-way
ANOVA tests were conducted to assess differences across groups on multigroup categorical or continu-
ous variables. "Specific cooperation items were not given to the control group

Legitimacy

T-test analyses (Table 3) indicated that youth in the PJ condition reported significantly
more legitimate views of police than youth in the control group. However, #-test
analyses revealed no significant group mean differences between youth in the unjust
and control conditions, or between youth in the PJ and the unjust conditions.

The path models fit the data well (see Appendix). When accounting for covariates,
exposure to a treatment video was not associated with youths’ perceptions of police
legitimacy. Contrary to the results from the #-test analyses, this more robust test

Table 3 Mean differences in legitimacy perceptions and willingness to cooperate

Just Unjust Control ¢ af p Cohen’sd 95% C.1. 95% C.I.
lower upper
Legitimacy  3.62 - 3.44 —-2.15 551 0.03 -0.19 -0.35 -0.17
- 3.55 3.44 —-1.38 587 0.17 —0.11 -0.28 0.04
3.62 3.5 - —-0.84 500 0.40 -0.07 -0.24 0.10
Specific 424 3.58 - -6.73 500 <0.001 -0.66 -0.85 -0.47
coopera-
tion
Global coop- 4.08 - 4.14 0.77 551 0.44 0.06 —0.09 223
eration
- 4.14 4.14 0.01 587 0.99 0.00 -0.16 0.16
4.08 4.14 - 0.70 500 0.48 0.06 —0.11 0.24

t t-test statistic, df degrees of freedom, p p-value, C.1. confidence interval
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of the first hypothesis indicated watching a treatment video did not meaningfully
impact youths’ legitimacy perceptions. However, White youth, boys, and those who
knew police officers viewed the police as more legitimate than non-White youth,
girls, and those who did not know police officers, respectively (Tables 4-5).

Specific willingness to cooperate

In both the #-tests (Table 3) and path models (Table 4), youth in the PJ condition reported
significantly more WTC with the officer than youth in the unjust condition. The path anal-
yses did not detect an indirect treatment effect through legitimacy (Table 6). Altogether,
youth were more willing to cooperate with the just officer than the unjust officer, though
the effect did not operate through youths’ perceptions of police legitimacy in general.

Global willingness to cooperate

Results of rtests indicated no significant differences between treatment groups in global
WTC (Table 3). Two path analyses were conducted for a more robust test of the hypoth-
esized model (Table 5). The results of model 2a indicated that youth who watched the PJ
video did not significantly differ in their global WTC than youth who watched the unjust
video. The results of model 2b indicated that youth in the unjust condition reported
similar global WTC as youth in the control group. Interestingly, youth in the PJ group
reported significantly /ess global WTC compared to youth in the control group.

Table 4 Effects on youths’

o i Legitimacy Specific coopera-
willingness to cooperate with tion
the just video officer (model 1)
b SE b SE
Key variables
Procedurally just video 0.09 0.09 0.62 *** 0.09
Police legitimacy - - 0.54#5%% 0.06
Control variables
Age —-0.01 0.02 -0.02 0.03
Gender (boy/male=1) 0.25%#* 0.07 -0.07 0.09
Race/ethnicity
Black/African American —0.81%** 0.10 -0.04 0.13
Hispanic/Latinx —0.40%** 011 —-0.27 0.20
Multiracial/other —-0.27* 0.10  0.09 0.16
Previously arrested -0.23 023 —0.11 0.23
Knows a police officer 0.15% 0.07 -0.01 0.09
Victimization -0.23 0.13  0.12 0.17
Constant 3.69 #**  (0.38) 2.04*%F  (0.51)

b coefficient represents estimated change for each unit increase, SE
standard error, *p <0.05, **p <0.01, ***p <0.001
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Table 6 Indirect, direct, total indirect, and total effects on cooperation

Model 1 Model 2a Model 2b
b SE b SE b SE
Just video
Indirect effects 0.05 0.05 0.06 0.05 0.09 0.05
Direct effects .0.62%%% 0.09 —-0.09 0.07 —0.19%* 0.06
Total indirect effects 0.05 0.05 0.06 0.05 0.09 0.05
Total effects 0.67 0.10 -0.03 0.08 -0.10 0.08
Unjust video
Indirect effects - - - - 0.04 0.05
Direct effects - - - - -0.10 0.06
Total indirect effects - - - - 0.04 0.05
Total effects - - - - —0.06 0.08

SE standard error, *p <0.05, **p <0.01, **¥p <0.001

Discussion

This study assessed the impact of vicarious virtual exposure to a procedurally just
versus unjust traffic stop on youths’ perceptions of and willingness to cooperate with
the police. Through assessing both the direct and indirect effects, the present study
provides a methodologically rigorous assessment of the procedural justice frame-
work in explaining the effects of virtual exposure to procedurally just and unjust
policing practices. Moreover, this study also uniquely accounts for the possibility
that youths’ willingness to cooperate with specific officers may differ from their
willingness to cooperate with police in their community.

Procedurally just treatment should elicit higher levels of police legitimacy (Tyler,
1990). Yet as Sahin and colleagues (2017) posit, “...it might be overly optimistic to
believe that durable citizen perceptions of confidence and trust in the police can be
strongly impacted by a solitary interaction” (p. 712). Indeed, that is exactly what this
study found; unlike adults (Maguire et al., 2017), a single virtual exposure to police
conduct in this study did not appear to shape youths’ views of police legitimacy in
general. There are several possible explanations.

First, youth spend significant amounts of time online (Anderson & Jiang, 2018).
In fact, within this sample, 97% of youth who used social media reported previ-
ous exposure to police-related content on social media (Cross & Fine, 2021). Ado-
lescents who watch hours of videos per day on Twitter, Instagram, or TikTok may
not be as affected by virtual stimuli as adults with less exposure. Second, a single
video may impact how youth viewed the legitimacy of the officer in the video with-
out changing perceptions of police in their community. Although more research
is needed, a single virtual exposure to a traffic stop may not meaningfully shape
youths’ perceptions of police legitimacy in general. Unfortunately, there were clear
methodological limitations that temper such conclusions, as youth were asked to
reflect on their views of the police as a general institution rather than how legitimate
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they found the specific officer. Finally, it is important to note the content of the vir-
tual exposure. Youth saw a relatively neutral traffic stop between a male officer and a
Black male teenager where the teenager clearly violated minor traffic laws (Johnson
et al., 2017; Maguire et al., 2017). There were no physical altercations or overtly
racialized language that may elicit strong emotional responses. A single exposure
to a more evocative virtual portrayal of procedural injustice could impact youths’
views.

As expected, youth who watched the procedurally just video were more willing to
cooperate with that officer as compared to youth exposed to an unjust officer video.
The effects appeared direct, above and beyond youths’ general perceptions of police
legitimacy. However, these effects did not generalize to youths’ WTC with police
more generally in their community. As such, youth appear to differentiate between
their evaluations of a specific officer and police more broadly. Youth may view a
specific officer who acts in a procedurally just manner to be an exception to the rule,
rather than representative of officers more generally. For this reason, police depart-
ments should ensure that officers who behave fairly and respectfully are the norm
rather than the exception.

Interestingly, youth who watched the procedurally just video reported less WTC
with the police in their community, relative to youth in the control group. This result
was surprising because it was the opposite of what PJ theory contends. However,
communication accommodation theory suggests using more effort than socially
appropriate for the situation could negatively affect approval and WTC (Giles
et al.,, 2007). Youth may have interpreted the procedurally just officer as artificial
and reacted negatively, such as in previous experiments with disingenuous officers
engaging in PJ practices (Macqueen & Bradford, 2015, 2017). Alternatively, youth
may have viewed the officer as acting in ways inconsistent with their expectations
of police (Lowrey et al., 2016). This could mean that youth expect to be treated
so poorly by police that being treated respectfully was construed as disingenuous,
which underscores a much deeper need for the police to implement higher standards
of police behavior.

Intriguingly, almost half (44.63%) of youth personally knew a police officer. With
over one million sworn active-duty officers nationwide and officers in a majority of
public schools (Banks et al., 2016; Diliberti et al., 2019), it is reasonable to expect
that youth may know police officers. Because such interpersonal relationships are so
prevalent and may impact how youth perceive police, future studies must consider
assessing these relationships.

Limitations

As the first experimental study on a national scale testing the effects of virtual
vicarious police exposure, this study offers a valuable foundation for future
inquiry. Yet, there are clear limitations. First, this study used a single video.
Future studies should assess repeated exposure, as well as differential effects
depending on the race, gender identity, or sexual orientation of the police officer
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or community member. Future work should assess participants’ perceptions of the
videos to confirm that the treatment conditions were perceived as intended. More-
over, the sample may differ on characteristics not included in the quota sampling
technique, and generalizability may be limited to families with Internet access
who participate in studies online. Finally, we grouped multiracial/ethnic youth as
belonging to their minority racial/ethnic statuses under the assumption that their
minority features and identity likely contribute to the way they are treated by and
perceive the police (Fine et al., 2020b; Johnson et al., 2017; King & Johnson,
2016). However, this approach inherently reduces their unique lived experiences
and diminishes the complexity of multiple racial/ethnic heritages. Future studies
should consider diverse dimensions of race (Roth, 2016).

Conclusions

The findings have several implications. First, many youth know a police officer,
and when they do, they tend to report more positive perceptions of police legiti-
macy. This marks an underdeveloped area of research and a critical metric for
future studies to include. Furthermore, a single exposure to a video of procedur-
ally just traffic stop can shape youths’ willingness to cooperate with the specific
officer. If adolescents see even one video of a police officer treating another youth
justly, they may be more willing to contact that officer with crime-related infor-
mation. However, simultaneously, seeing even one video of an officer engaging in
unjust police behavior may damage adolescents’ willingness to reach out to that
officer with critical, crime-related information. Police should recognize the far-
reaching impact of each procedurally unjust interaction beyond those with whom
they interact, to any who may virtually witness their interaction. Virtual vicarious
exposure to procedural injustice, then, may jeopardize the voluntary public coop-
eration police require.

Supplementary Information The online version contains supplementary material available at https://doi.
org/10.1007/s11292-022-09525-x.

References

Allison, S. J., Docherty, P. D., Pons, D., & Chase, J. G. (2017). A bootstrap approach for predict-
ing methoxyflurane occupational exposure in paramedicine. I[FAC-Papers OnLine, 50(1), 6666—
6671. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ifacol.2017.08.1158

Anderson, M., & Jiang, J. (2018). Teens, social media & technology 2018. Pew Research Center,
31(2018), 1673-1689. Retrieved December 02, 2021, from http://publicservicesalliance.org/wp-
content/uploads/2018/06/Teens-Social-Media-Technology-2018-PEW.pdf

Banks, D., Hendrix, J., Hickman, M., Kyckelhahn, T. (2016, October 4). National sources of law
enforcement employment data. Retrieved December 02, 2021 https://bjs.ojp.gov/content/pub/
pdf/nsleed.pdf

@ Springer


https://doi.org/10.1007/s11292-022-09525-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11292-022-09525-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ifacol.2017.08.1158
http://publicservicesalliance.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/06/Teens-Social-Media-Technology-2018-PEW.pdf
http://publicservicesalliance.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/06/Teens-Social-Media-Technology-2018-PEW.pdf
https://bjs.ojp.gov/content/pub/pdf/nsleed.pdf
https://bjs.ojp.gov/content/pub/pdf/nsleed.pdf

Do police videos impact youths' willingness to cooperate with...

Bradford, B., Huq, A., Jackson, J., & Roberts, B. (2014). What price fairness when security is at
stake? Police legitimacy in South Africa. Regulation and Governance, 8, 246-268. https://doi.
org/10.1111/rego.12012

Buchanan, L., Bui, Q., & Patel, J. K. (2020). Black Lives Matter may be the largest movement in
US history. The New York Times. Retrieved December 02, 2021, from https://www.nytimes.com/
interactive/2020/07/03/us/george-floyd-protests-crowd-size.html

Cross, A. R., & Fine, A. D. (2021). Police-related social media exposure and adolescents’ interest in
becoming a police officer. Police Practice and Research, 1-16.https://doi.org/10.1080/15614263.
2021.2017932

Diliberti, M., Jackson, M., Correa, S., & Padgett, Z. (2019). Crime, violence, discipline, and safety in
US public schools: Findings from the School Survey on Crime and Safety: 2017-18. First Look.
NCES 2019-061. National Center for Education Statistics. Retrieved December 04, 2021, from
https://nces.ed.gov/pubs2019/2019061.pdf

Fine, A. D., Donley, S., Cavanagh, C., & Cauffman, E. (2020a). Youth perceptions of law enforcement
and worry about crime from 1976 to 2016. Criminal Justice and Behavior, 47(5), 564-581. https://
doi.org/10.1177/0093854820903752

Fine, A. D., Padilla, K. E., & Tom, K. E. (2020b). Police legitimacy: Identifying developmental
trends and whether youths’ perceptions can be changed. Journal of Experimental Criminology,
1-21.https://doi.org/10.1007/s11292-020-09438-7

Fine, A., Beardslee, J., Mays, R., Frick, P., Steinberg, L., & Cauffman, E. (2021). Measuring youths’ per-
ceptions of police: Evidence from the Crossroads Study.Psychology, Public Policy, & Law.https://
doi.org/10.1037/1aw0000328

Gilbert, B. (2019). It’s been over 12 years since the iPhone debuted — Look how primitive the first one
seems today. Business Insider. Retrieved December 02, 2021 from https://www.businessinsider.
com/first-phone-anniversary-2016-12

Giles, H., Hajek, C., Barker, V., Lin, M., Zhang, Y. B., Hummert, M. L., & Anderson, M. C. (2007).
Accommodation and institutional talk: Communicative dimensions of police civilian interactions. In
A. Weatheral, B. M. Watson, & C. Gallois (Eds.), Language, discourse, and social psychology (pp.
131-159). Palgrave Macmillan.

Jackson, J., Brunton-Smith, I., Bradford, B., Oliveira, T. R., Pésch, K., & Sturgis, P. (2020). Police legiti-
macy and the norm to cooperate: Using a mixed effects location-scale model to estimate the strength
of social norms at a small spatial scale. Journal of Quantitative Criminology, 1-26.https://doi.org/
10.1007/s10940-020-09467-5

Johnson, D., Wilson, D. B., Maguire, E. R., & Lowrey-Kinberg, B. V. (2017). Race and perceptions of
police: Experimental results on the impact of procedural (in) justice. Justice Quarterly, 34(7), 1184—
1212. https://doi.org/10.1080/07418825.2017.1343862

King, R. D., & Johnson, B. D. (2016). A punishing look: Skin tone and Afrocentric features in the halls
of justice. American Journal of Sociology, 122(1), 90-124. https://doi.org/10.1086/686941

Lowrey, B. V., Maguire, E. R., & Bennett, R. R. (2016). Testing the effects of procedural justice and over-
accommodation in traffic stops: A randomized experiment. Criminal Justice and Behavior, 43(10),
1430-1449. https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854816639330

Macmillan, R. (2001). Violence and the life course: The consequences of victimization for personal and
social development. Annual Review of Sociology, 27(1), 1-22. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.soc.
27.1.1

MacQueen, S., & Bradford, B. (2015). Enhancing public trust and police legitimacy during road traffic
encounters: Results from a randomised controlled trial in Scotland. Journal of Experimental Crimi-
nology, 11(3), 419—443. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11292-015-9240-0

MacQueen, S., & Bradford, B. (2017). Where did it all go wrong? Implementation failure—and more—
in a field experiment of procedural justice policing. Journal of Experimental Criminology, 13(3),
321-345. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11292-016-9278-7

Maguire, E. R., Lowrey, B. V., & Johnson, D. (2017). Evaluating the relative impact of positive and
negative encounters with police: A randomized experiment. Journal of Experimental Criminology,
13(3), 367-391. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11292-016-9276-9

Mazerolle, L., Antrobus, E., Bennett, S., & Tyler, T. R. (2013). Shaping citizen perceptions of police
legitimacy: A randomized field trial of procedural justice. Criminology, 51(1), 33—63. https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1745-9125.2012.00289.x

@ Springer


https://doi.org/10.1111/rego.12012
https://doi.org/10.1111/rego.12012
https://www.nytimes.com/interactive/2020/07/03/us/george-floyd-protests-crowd-size.html
https://www.nytimes.com/interactive/2020/07/03/us/george-floyd-protests-crowd-size.html
https://doi.org/10.1080/15614263.2021.2017932
https://doi.org/10.1080/15614263.2021.2017932
https://nces.ed.gov/pubs2019/2019061.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854820903752
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854820903752
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11292-020-09438-7
https://doi.org/10.1037/law0000328
https://doi.org/10.1037/law0000328
https://www.businessinsider.com/first-phone-anniversary-2016-12
https://www.businessinsider.com/first-phone-anniversary-2016-12
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10940-020-09467-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10940-020-09467-5
https://doi.org/10.1080/07418825.2017.1343862
https://doi.org/10.1086/686941
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854816639330
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.soc.27.1.1
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.soc.27.1.1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11292-015-9240-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11292-016-9278-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11292-016-9276-9
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1745-9125.2012.00289.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1745-9125.2012.00289.x

K. E.Tom et al.

McDonald, C. C., Kennedy, E., Fleisher, L., & Zonfrillo, M. R. (2018). Factors associated with cell
phone use while driving: A survey of parents and caregivers of children ages 4-10 years. The Jour-
nal of Pediatrics, 201, 208-214. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpeds.2018.06.003

Murphy, K. (2015). Does procedural justice matter to youth? Comparing adults’ and youths’ willingness to col-
laborate with police. Policing and Society, 25(1), 53-76. https://doi.org/10.1080/10439463.2013.802786

Muthén, L. K., & Muthén, B. O. (2017). Mplus user’s guide. Eighth Edition. Los Angeles, CA: Muthén
& Muthén

Roth, W. D. (2016). The multiple dimensions of race. Ethnic and Racial Studies, 39(8), 1310-1338.
https://doi.org/10.1080/01419870.2016.1140793

Sahin, N., Braga, A. A., Apel, R., & Brunson, R. K. (2017). The impact of procedurally-just policing on
citizen perceptions of police during traffic stops: The Adana randomized controlled trial. Journal of
Quantitative Criminology, 33(4), 701-726. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10940-016-9308-7

Solomon, S. J. (2019). How do the components of procedural justice and driver race influence encounter-
specific perceptions of police legitimacy during traffic stops? Criminal Justice and Behavior, 46(8),
1200-1216. https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854819859606

Sweeten, G., Piquero, A. R., & Steinberg, L. (2013). Age and the explanation of crime, revisited. Journal
of Youth and Adolescence, 42(6), 921-938. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10964-013-9926-4

Thompson, A. J., & Pickett, J. T. (2020). Are relational inferences from crowdsourced and opt-in samples
generalizable? Comparing criminal justice attitudes in the GSS and five online samples. Journal of
Quantitative Criminology, 36(4), 907-932. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10940-019-09436-7

Tyler, T. R. (1990). Why people obey the law. Princeton University Press.

Tyler, T. R. (2003). Procedural justice, legitimacy, and the effective rule of law. Crime and Justice, 30,
283-357. https://doi.org/10.1086/652233

Tyler, T. R. (2006). Why People Obey the Law. Yale University Press.

Walters, G. D., & Bolger, P. C. (2019). Procedural justice perceptions, legitimacy beliefs, and compliance
with the law: A meta-analysis. Journal of Experimental Criminology, 15(3), 341-372. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s11292-018-9338-2

Publisher’s note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published
maps and institutional affiliations.

Springer Nature or its licensor holds exclusive rights to this article under a publishing agreement with the
author(s) or other rightsholder(s); author self-archiving of the accepted manuscript version of this article
is solely governed by the terms of such publishing agreement and applicable law.

Kelsey E. Tom M.S., is a doctoral student in the School of Criminology & Criminal Justice at Arizona State
University. Prior to receiving her M.S. in Criminology & Criminal Justice also at Arizona State University,
she completed her undergraduate career at the University of California, Irvine. Her research primarily focuses
on youth experiences with the juvenile and criminal justice systems.

Adam D.Fine Ph.D., is an Assistant Professor in the School of Criminology & Criminal Justice at Arizona
State University. He received his Ph.D., specializing in Developmental Psychology and Quantitative
Methods, from the University of California, Irvine. A developmental psychologist conducting research
at the intersection of psychology, law, public policy, and criminology, Dr. Fine’s research broadly focuses
on juvenile delinquency and juvenile justice.

Emma Pickrel is a graduate student in the School of Criminology & Criminal Justice at Arizona State
University.

Edward R. Maguire is a professor of criminology and criminal justice at Arizona State University (ASU)
and a visiting professor at the University of South Wales in the U.K. His research focuses primarily on
policing and violence. Dr. Maguire serves as director of the Public Safety Innovation Lab at ASU and
chair of the Research Advisory Board for the Police Executive Research Forum.

@ Springer


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpeds.2018.06.003
https://doi.org/10.1080/10439463.2013.802786
https://doi.org/10.1080/01419870.2016.1140793
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10940-016-9308-7
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854819859606
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10964-013-9926-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10940-019-09436-7
https://doi.org/10.1086/652233
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11292-018-9338-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11292-018-9338-2

	Do police videos impact youths’ willingness to cooperate with the police? Results from a national experiment
	Abstract
	Objective 
	Methods 
	Results 
	Conclusions 

	Introduction
	Methods
	Participants
	Procedures
	Measures
	Analytic plan

	Results
	Balance checks
	Legitimacy
	Specific willingness to cooperate
	Global willingness to cooperate

	Discussion
	Limitations

	Conclusions
	References


