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The author realizE!ls that a dedicatiolfil
c 

is 
unusual in a scientific document, but believes that 
it is appropriate here because the three melfil to whom " 
it is dedicated 'are examples of why t'hi~ study needed_ 

o , to be done. 

Robert 'Bottineau - Found not to be a Dangerous 
Off,ender and sentenced to five ye~rs, becaus~ the 
trial, judge gave him a 'last chance as he believed 
that: he was amenable to treatment. 

o 
o " 

In, memorium .m To Bob,No one. could have tried 
har4er ·to beciomea"goo©lci tizen. 0 You never let down 
on your eommlbl!ent iothose wh~ aqreed te ~1Y?rk Wi~ja 
YOu" alla 10U were about to~~ the cOmllinUll.'ty tha\. 
their ,faith was rewardecL- y($uwer~ SOl clese to lbeinqG 
there. c. ., - •• 

Robert Rebidouxl'Clluld to beQ Dangerous 
Offell'lder~ however, not given an indefinite sentence 

'c but re.cetved ao 0 def1lt!!e sent~ceof seven years. 
=-, ' ()~"/O~) ~ ".: Q 

To Robbie, You °liJte with the stigma, J;!Iu:t are 
showill'lg'CJ:;-eat cO'u,:09Ef· ... i~ pUJ:suilllCl genuinely the 
treatment program tha~ youh~v~ requested and. are DO~l 
.receivi~q aot. titeRe9ional,psychiat.ri~ Centre, 
Pacific,,' YOU have 'eEb:l!'1ed.8tile ref/pact 'of s9~ who 

v,doMted1"OU .. c, . . !.;, ,,' . ,<~ 
,Mathew' M~_DonCl1d,Pl~ quilty to 1\iecond tieqree, 

murder inMarch~ 1'85. after al:mosta lif:eti-mein 
" . 

'. 0 

Mat~', oYourwo,ras .. 
. t~k, . a) li~$,~ 
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II ' Chapter I 

o 

GO 0 

may be da~gerous is an extremely 
o c 

identification of those variables 

contributing-to the construct 'called ~angerousness is 

o 

Oftelq 
o 

the assessment apd predictions are made while the 

c,lient ., is in @in inst.it.ution t17hene 0 in fact eO t.he 

purpose of'. the predictive ~valUl@lt.ion is in relat.iolil\ 
o 

to the indi;.!i@ual' s sailfety in tJ'ne cOmE!iluni t.y 0 

a 

who is' 'usmejer@us .ana 
() 

, (~ 

occupi-ed ~'7esternsociety for t~ll«w,~r tWerhmu:.e.ed 
a ,A _ • 0 

0 ... _· '" 0 

y~ars., The problems 't'1e face· t~ayw~th'dd$. cC.Qst~~ 
. - 0.·-' 

d
G a:=-_.t·' 1b~' b t' an,'., a. ", .ue'-.~'.;dl;ffi{Qult . are. po oI;UL!l.!UsJIlIew'.Y . ~ . ,,',. ".,' ,'" . . 

ia~i©9iCa,llY u ,~~~.~lk . {'l$sJn . 

:an-?alfJDl:'oaLtillm ~~)te~i$:i.~"i;J'; ,,';~~.:~~~~~;i~ta, .~fj . 
soeia:l..> ' 

Pt~~AAefJJ/~' ,p. i'-allat::i.c 1~!1.!~~~~:t'.lt;@~~!!~~~~9,!'¥'''~~' ~tli(~$.~ 
". ,':< ,';z;'.'" 

:"·fae.tO:t-e~,," ,tha~-~ --"'''''''' ,>'::':' '." :_1 . ". ;.. ..~}::; ~~.'! . . , '.:;' 

o 

I 
I' 
I 

o 

o 

In his disc~ssion, Petrunik (1982) includes the 

t1'ork of Berger and Luckmann (1967 k" on the social 

construction of reality to the study of deviance, 

$ocialproblem$ and social control. .In this approach 
a , 

definitions of deviance are treated GII as products "of a 

polit,ical process, .as social constrictions usually 
0" 

implemented and: legitimated by powerful and 
~ 

influential and applied to relatively 

p©werless and Y ~ubo~dinate 
. ~ 

indi vidua 1 s ...... De(£~$i©lnS' concerning 

t,) 

'groups 

t'll'hat is 

and 

the 

appropriat.e agent of s©lcial cOlil\'tJ:ol are sett.red by 

momS typec;,~f political conf.lict. ooJThe focus] is on 
:;;y 

[~el claims-makilmg, ',act.ivities of ...... various inter~st. 

gJ:oups .... ,,,,.d.\t .. hc:r~ ,©lne ora~oth~r attains ownership 
tt (, ' () 

o " 

·of a ~iv~l1i' t.!pe.O:fdeVian~~crsoc;,ial, prQ~lem an4 

UUs"g@fa~teS' 'le~.itimacy f,01Z f!* ,deviam.ee. 4esignation .. 
,,' .', "': ;::'9"':' . ~ , ; " r, ~ . Q ,(;.:;- : .. l\!._ 'lJ _ 

. 'S~" ·£t:om''tbis >pet~pec:twe,1' pQblic facts", even. tlil@se ' 
:" :0" ;" . Q. • 

! 
" 

() 

u ' 

,'J 
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Historical OVervie~ 

c Three ideological notions 

public policy with regard t.o social 

-.--,----~------

have in 

deviance, 
I<, 

" 

. In 
"0 the lat.er part. of t.he 18th century and well 

into the 19;thce~tury the ut.ilit.ari&1.D .reformers wlhld; 
o 

o 

.bel!ev~d 1n the full resp©~sibilit.y of ~lhle individual 
._ c, _ ('l. 

of il!ldi vidual Eights.. 'ifbe pl).nisbment. was thC:)1.l1ght 'to 

" 
Mo~~ '" (1982>' isam.oaem --ana;iller.~aa:-'l"== 

-rF 
form of 'sentencing, .. , 

(lifficulties in.ltJ:l ,obj~~~~~'_'Sl~~'i~~ti~ .... - :~h~y -,td-~ 

III TIl.., difficUi~, :ilI~~i;shJ#~; .• ~'f#lL 
cOl1nie!ls~s o~e_ 'dE!,~e~"9~:-_:S, l~r'jo(vjGness:".rO~f>""',",-'"""iI::riliIt.Ea:. 

-~othe~. 

o 

G 

~";;~t;M:.;',_",,;, ... -""-

I 

() i) 

_______ ,_s~_-__ __ 

proc3eding o'w liRe addresses the purposes of the ~t.,,6 

models and his lasotstatement with the recommendation 
:? 

of the following principle: WWithin the range set by 

t.be se.riousnessof the crime committed, "the severity 

of an offenderls septence sna!l be proportional to 

the.,~~~~~~, he or she .reliably and validly can be 
~-'.7',-,,:,,::.~ 

predicted to offend'a9liin'~"~- " 

With the ri~e of Positivism in the .mid- 19th 

century there arose the acceptance of pathology 

withi1li\ the ilill©liyidual that mide him not as 

resp~nsible for bis behaviour as he was ulillde~ the 

c:.> JP>X'~vail,in~ mood of trrn~ early part of.: . the century 0 

Thus, crimilinal " -' Cl ,~. 

beilaviow:' amd the enEJtence of the 
-.;> ~ 

(I • l' 

~aifte« strengi~ta-~:"----~ese persons were seen as requiring 
_ 0 0 

special ,,,;$auctions :-,Qd ~reatments a,ppropriat.~ to 

~~i:t 'fii;fE!ifj;~g: 'ment.alDeeds ... ~if cmlgerousftess was a, 

D 

.~ 

i 
.i 
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persons for extensive periods until they are assessed 

by mental health professionals as no longer Vl. 0 lE:lnt ° 
' " >. • 

The bifu,rcation trend in the United States is an 
" 

outgI':owt'h of this approach; that is, that serio~sand 

violent 0: 

crimes will receive' 101119 or indeterminate 
o 

;)F' 
in prJl.son/l and lessseriou$crimes will sentences 

.-
al ternatives,. to conf'inemf5!nt. be The ,serious, 

offenders are seen as requiring special handling, 
o 

most Itkely segregation fro~ society for its 
Q . 

- ':" 

protection because the indiyidual is seen" as ,havinq 

little hope before, 

sufficiently long period has passed and , ample 

opportuni'ty to "bur.p out C3 'has taJten '91 a,,, " 
It i$ as tho~q~ wi'thtlle birth of evex:y~hew 

I 

thought ol:ideolo~ throucjh histoq,.we ha.w-eadded to 
. 0 .~ .. , 

(j ,0 . ;:;; 

owr repertoire, but qave not ,'re~~ae~ spi: $li!ulina.ted I,) 

any eXistingtheoriesot-Jenow l:i;\V:e wi,.th a "curious, c 

'" ,. 

with fresh terminolo9Y 
D !ft. 
Oefinition 

''',;,. 
£}. 

Pebiu.nlk .. 
'.'!" . .," •••• 

... 

o 

o , D 

. ' 

, 0 ~' . 

ca,nnotbe underestimated at any level., 

The Concise Oxford Dictionary defines danger as 
o 

OOliabilit,Y 0I. exposure to "harm, risk, or peril." 

Individ\.'\al differences exist among us .,as to what 

situatipns and wh.o \~l1e t-lould' personally include ~I:rithin 
. ,.', \~:..:~. '.. ' , :~ . 

this ~efinitiono Th~~le,V'el of fear created t-Jithin us 
,,' '." .. ,:.\~.;; , . . . '. \\ 

appears to baa cri tical determ~ner as tOl-'l1hat is 

,eon§lidered dangerous. While this ,is true of the 

individual rater of dangerousness it is also true of 

collectively. Dangerous situations such as 

a ~Dectaculazmas6 murder '-'I1ill c!:'eate. - , ". . 
This i,s 

• v 

not. because t.he absolut.ede5ltruction ismore u quit.e 
~ 6 

,the contr~ry; but becausethacrime is more immediate 

C>. " '_ li-. - _ : 

p,anCJ~rQu~ne$i ""re$i~e,nt. ~i thin in4i vidual 51 has 

be®nc~n$i$~entlY~hO~~n~Y:i',poJiCy'ma~rr5lfoJ; ,special 
{L -, ',.;p '",' 0:., (',~ "r,L . 

,,' ,', 'le.9"al~t.ib~~~1;$@J only ,c~d:ainltfnds of ~anqerous 
. ; ," ::~.': " .. / ': '-, :"{)" . ,V'.: .' Ir • , o~~~~~+~;~~;<::~lJij~~",~~~~ ~:t3~1.~~~~ £Qr attentio!\.o' , These 

o 

q , 

'0. 

t ' 
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used. by 

mak~ 

separa.te· 

·frustration or delay of 



,'. 0 

I 

doesempha's;i;Z"$,"to a 
If " ,,;, ",,'. . . \\ 

,PsychOlogiea l~(, _ 
~ .' ~. ~y~. 

" ,ThisQ.[~'s "'~ 
. -.' ':'. >. ',-: " . :'.', , '. '. .~-. .0. :,_ ,-, "; '. 'c:" " " '; ,,- '.-':.' -', tl ~"~~.:-::.' .1, . 

s:()1ne,t.hi~_gb.th~:ft 'isverY~.I?pea.l~ng to mental heal~p \) 

""'p1"O,~~s~~~~a'l$·.~\~ai..b;.~~~',,~o~'.::~~e-s;~~tom~~;,·.to identify;I' 

I 
I 

" ,m 
, 

in:e;lude 
,:" , 

~ 
o .. 

to the victim. a.s well~ . (2) 'It 

" , ' 

'{, '. 

• c:·d~scribeshi1.U1J1:1;erms much like theQ defl.nition of" 
. "- ',-' ..' -. . 

:1:h$ ~'. ct)~·rac.terdi s6~d~r"Il~wQ:a lied ':;antisocia
Q

l 
~ 

o 

':i'persohali:ty diso~der~(~ )It d()~s not·~e.fer; t.o '. 
·····\~lit~abilitito·ffia:~en~ and~mplY.~Static a 

'., 

". , ____ ..... ,_:t0tJlt0!....,.,""':::;:t9&"""~~ 

important to know rather than what he does. (6) The" 

recoqnition of actuarial .and situational·· variables 

as worthy of inclusion :is completelY'.absent in this 
.~. .\ ,,),' 

,de'finition and thus appear not to be viewed as »':' -. \~ 

considerations !t~.~~~ / \) 
~ J' 'The' reader ;;:::~is >,left without // 

>'" ~Yu 

directid6. as ·to hOt~these symptoms are to . be assessed. 

important in 

d~nqerousness. 

(ie. ·through,~ interv;iew ,~.ecbrds ;P$YChplQqical tests 
.. '-....':~.::, '" " , 

etc. ) vari~~y of sources that are 
.' ;/, '. ". 

or . a;",e' certain sources 
" .~. 

Ar~ there a 

desirabletopursUIe maximally 

reliable.? (8), There should be spec:if ic direction with 
. , ~, 

regard 'tQ whether and how predictive decision~' can be 
6? ' . 
made • 

:0 

, P~ediction o 

Neuropsvchology. 
o 

Recently, many' studies ., point to 

neuropsycholoqlcal.. cor:relateSl of vio,lent . behaviour , 0 

'". 1/ 

particUlai'ly ~onqoff$nderso A leader in this field 

'has . who utilized 

. ·:n,.~rQP$y.cho~ogi:c;al I'test ,12attery to 
",' '01

''-0' .,. _.' ~., - . >: '. , 

. ,,'., • > ,:p~u~qp~*~~~~.~~~~l;. 
distinqui$h 

.'~ng 

';:r;, 
,~J. 
IF ,. , 
, 

1.; 
" 



n 
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~ 0, - .. 

.(1 

n ,", 

thatobehaviourally t11is m~ans that, "While generally 
",2 (' 

not af.fecting psychometrlc intelliqence(as in WAIS 
. .a 

10)0 it is well established.that damaqe to the 

fr.ontal 1) the 

ability tofo~ulateplans and inten~ions: 2) the 

ability 
" ~.~ 

to evaluate the o""coD5sequenc$s 'of ", one"s .,. 

actions: 
\\ 

involving' 3) intellectual functioning 
'", , 

abstract reasoning and concept Cformation: 4) the 
8 

ability to sust~in attention~' concentration or~ lonq-

qoal 'motivated 'activiti;~s: ,and 5) th~ . . 

"effectiveness of -la.nguage to regulate 

. terni's of fore,siqhtorfuture' behaviour • It" ,also 
o 

resul ts in an tncrea~e in: l~) "@ dis~ractibil~t¥·, 

impulsivity and disinbibi tion; . 2 )psychopcl$ll.c: 
"' "'. . . . ' . 
behaviours L.,concomi tantwi th a . lack of., gutlt,.,s:tiame ,or' ,; 

rem©lrse ~ and period{c-&1tfective.a~$o~ers· ·.su~n·' a'S 
(~ " 

maniaancl depression;, and 3) s~j.tiViitytoalC:ohQl'-

DYsfunction of the';left ,;t.PQ~l:lOb~$ . . . ~ -", " ~ . 

resul tindis~ba~ces"~~l '1)"~bE!,;CQmPt~_$;i~' 'Qf,' 
'.~' ,'. ". ~~ -, '.,-;,'.'< .:' ~. "'.:.,' -' :." '."," 

the wi ttenor, '$poken, :word ;cma.~t'b~;~;a~g~,:(',iat~a· 
- . . . - .' ~', ,,' ,,-:: " ."'.->.' '.~ "-:,,' ", < ",'-.' /,; :,';' -:'. - ~ 

'.! qractl.Vi ties SUCh~S ~~dl.~~~" ::::~~'~~~~'«e_,~'~r:~~~l\~~', '~~' .. ~.~. ' 
uithmetic;: , ~) ,verba-l. 'meiJl:~;,::~trr.'J~~~~~~ .' '. .. 

I 

. , ~ . '. '. 

'\ 4 

':-. 

" .<, 

, 
.... ,., I 

in increased aggressive and/or sexual behaviours 

which ot~en tend,to be episodic in nature. 

Tbeabove mentioned. behavioqral correlates for 

dysfunction of temporal and fr~.ptal lobes, especicdly 

of the latter brai,n region., suggest (to the author, 

at' least) obvious parallels with the behaviours' and 

'r fJ"dynamics of the . habitual criminal.o" The 
o 

o 

. characteristics at neurological impairment2 1-4 

a:bove~ when matched, with the, behaviourill 

peoplesu9gested by Kozol, sho,,,, D 
o 

tEHnar'kable level II of . ag~eement .• This kind of 
<t 

i's the sort of information t.hat" we need 

increase.our predictive accuracy when we examine .. ' ... - . . 
, , . 

':i.(l~'Vidu •. l~·wnentw~so~ce$ . that use very different 
" . ~. () q 

.. e~oas :~a instrumentat.iQnachieve'a high' level C)f 

, '~~,ri~~4~Q~e'is\) Created in 'the. combined data b, 

9tb~J:.De'ur()Psycbolo9ical studies have also 

'PJt"vt~fi4q revidence of' abftQ~lbrain . f~C~i~ . in . /',iii~~~~~': i ··l911t'{~P~",~."a:,":' .•. ,'"R. ~(lon" 
..' .. :. .',' , .. " " "!'~. 

•. <:. :::" 

" 

!i\) 

a 
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neuropsycho16gical test battery alone. The MMPI 

°bebavioral .im,pairment seeri on 
o Q 

'neuropsych,olog:l.caI testE; is interpreted as part~,!i;pf a, 
, , a c 

o 

poor int~llectual int~ratioli "and "general pa~tern of 
o 

cortical .inh~bJt.j.on associated, w~th thepresu~ed 
..: ,~, 

greater prevalence of brain dysf~ct10n ins~mples of 

violent persons. Simple and rather specific 
·0. 

perceptual, cognitive, and psychomotor tests,' such <as 

found in neuropsychological assessment batteries; add 

si~nific;antly 'to the identi,ficat.ion of potentially 
II o!i. 

violent persons and appearlP~re "powerful for' ~rhis 

purpose th8n. personality inventories.'" 

. "The ~nc{uSion ·of neuropsyc:boitQ:g£~l, 'measw;es,'as 

. <>De ~O%lll of obj!"Ct!ve paPlbJogj<;al~~~t~~a . 

, ',opr,edicUlig ,th~'pr~f3~ce' .o:f 
.., t)' ~: 

, ,dangerous ~vioax:~. St:ciiie~~¥l~iJ 

ainair~ct~;, '~91l :'.11, le.ur~p$:~p.l~q. 

I 
I 

o 

'. ..: '::... co*'. ~ -' • -.-

, Psych£il try !m! Psychology 

The " u~e 
" 

~, of 'psychiatric 

1\ 

opinion for 

"0 asssessment, ,andretease of offenders is sti];l 
u very 

its C011llQon, today in 0 sp~ te ~~ttle suppor:for o ., " 0 

" reliability and validity. 

, :Halleck "(1969: 11), notes ~ uResearch in 0t.:~' \) 

area 
• • t "'0' - . 

of' d.angerous 
:""~-.," " 

behaviour (other than 
& 

qene~alization~ , , 

materials) o 

I)onexistent. is 
o 

which have 0 'examined the 

If the psychiatrist; or any 

could 

relationship, 
.' ,- " 

and 

Conc;l~ded1;hat 

1/ " 

(0 

," .:~~J 
.~ 

i 
. ",; 
. " '. 
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se):lt.enced as dangerou$ of,fenders' under the ~,urrent 

/,$:OVi.sonll !?f . the "criminal Code ••• The study !Concludes 
I' ," ' , .. II that it 'is virtually impossiblce Jjorpsychiatrists 

It" ~ "" .. ,,' ,,': o. 'c" <'~1 " 
.j ~esti .. fYing,,- at' trial to 0 make" acc~rate long-term 

'predictions, orithe likelih60d of offenders to commit 

'vf,OleI1t act:S.~ll5ychiatrist·s nO~mallY do not . """,,' , ., " ]mow, at 

the time of "trial, in which institution tqe offende:; 

,will serve"hissenten'ce. Therefore, psychiatrists 

'cannot ,take, i':ntp 'account critical' enviro:mental 
,;', c ~. 

"'ljfac;or~,~at. i.nfl~ence behaviour, ~SfICh as the type of 

"medica,land other t~eatment p~o~rams av~i~able .. 
/'.'Cl~~icaT:'findi~9s show that" mentalbea'i th 0 experts 
u' ' 
tend to overpredict the 'incidence of future v,iolent 

,,' ' .. " ',", '," ',;' , ' '"", ..' 

" .. bE!!havior., The, ,<S~UdYW~S 'cio~l?let~d ~YChri'stopner' 
"'W~bster~a~d.,Bernard '·D.tcken~.' of Ce'ntr"e 0' f" C> " ," ", ,the 

Thi$' study 
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an astounding parado~ to see the steady publication 

of research data over the past five to ten years 
(!"r 

showing the in'abilities of predictors of 

dangerousness to make accural1e estimations and 

simultaneously '1:.0 observe state legislators and 
\I 

. groups ,producinq or re~o~ending criminal and mental 

health codes and procedures which rely "so heavily on 
~) 

D 

the predictive concept.,," 

There is judicial reluctance to exclude 
o 

psychiatric ,~evidence even though the American 

" psychiatric Association has made public statements 

regarding the problems of assessment and prediction. 
" 

petrun~Jt (1~82)', suggests that while .dangerousness 

1.~9islation is ineffective, unju .. ~t, and unworkable" 

continue to recommend its 
,~' 0 

it is, not instrwnental in 

enactment governments 
<:> .. "" 

beC;:,ause ' wtfil,~ effect it 
'.0 t 

doe,s serve a -sytgbolic function. 'There seems to be 

~X't.a~t "face validity regarding this symbolic 
",< ' ., \~ 

"" ,~~c:~l~ '" ,:~~';bthat the: 0 judiCia~l'a~d legislators 
.;- ~:;. 

> , ' T " 0 

,:(:Qnt;inl.te 'to;. ha:v~ peQples~ch "as 'pl;3ychiatrist,s and 
.. ~.~>~ :': '~:,:.;~_'.~~~':~ .,\;:_~ .,,::~':I.:- . _". :, .. , '" f ' .' " 

'{;:<'C)~Let ..:tn~~~1':, 'b.~;lth '. p~of.e$'iai(,)nals make" thes~ 
ra.tbe:r; ,; thall 

of 

.; 

c 

!J 
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ob$ervat~ons of Merton and Nisbet, (1911) to eXplain 

"this breech of 10qical behaviour. They indicate that. 

socie~al concerns reflect certain cons'istent patterns 
o 

of p~rception ~and d~inition° that help the 

continuance of.thestatus quo in. the face of contrary 

research. "They. r.efer" tb nthe socialpe:g:.ception . of 
_ IT 0 Ii I/O 

social ,problema,.Q In ~~dition,· npopular .perceptions 

are no" safe guide to the actual magni,tude of a ~cia.l 
, 
prob1~. 'Pervasive social problems that seldom have. 

dramatic and conspicuousmanffest,atio"s are apt to 
o 

arous~ 

o ~ 

siDaller p~lie attention. than 'prbblems less 

. serious, even when 1udqed):)y the beholder"~ own, 
o . 

values, that erupt in the spotlight o,~"~publicarama.n 

They emphasize the percept.uai~$i'Vnlficance . or 
(' _ ,'s 

social distance. .A seJ:'iousof.fenc. e. 'tha .. ·t. occ:mrs.to 

someOne known .. by tb~commun1ty iS$een' as more 
o 

important . thananational;c:iis~ste~ .• nCJ '. s:i:ra.rtcjers. 
,~ " 

The author.s al$o il1d~.<~a~~tl1a1: <to b~J:ea~e,w.··. ~~e~p, ~ea4 . 
.. ~ ~. . . . 

':::~~:u~~:S~llli~~~;~~'·· 
o,!ften yiq;lent., 

a . .' . < ::~, 

.!Nlep1il)~ :te', di;!:{ :U().~ .b~~'tb:<~ti~a.::Dilr:{: ,:j~~~;:~@;~~~~~c~;;;J 

iQentJ;fied~ 

I 

. " 

o 

,,"-

pervasive belief that psychiatrists £!!!.' identify and 

treat persons that others are" not prepared to try to 
\.\ , 

understand. 

'W~bster (1984) says that it is as much that we 

ask the wrong questions of psychiatrists as' it is 

that they cannot an~wer the questions asL> we phrase 
~~ 
\~ . them.. "For e~amp~e' he'says that we should ask good 

~\ 

)1 

practioners whflt clues they r.ely on to form their 

op;i.~ions • f o patients " are the most 

predictable? . Whatspe~"if.ic Jtindsof future violent 

'ae~iol}< is or: is not likely to be expec,ted from which 

ki,nds of patients? How good are patients 
~ . .' 

themselves 

preciict1nqtheiro\tn future vioient 
·0 ~ 

conduct? To 
() 

cextent.isour +0 _.20 eorrelat.ion . ." an overestimate 

.>/ >~lir\lcal'acUnteliat~rtbutable" not to cl,tDical 

.....• \.:'t!(!·:;;::!:~£~~~a:~:::::;:;:~::::.::~::··.. \ .. 
"'> .. ', ,l., .... .,,<:;':). . '- -. • .•. _-

,tC!:><s.t:j;$i:Y~ ,·t~eSleque$t.iQns.is foi. 
G 

;~eSea~~h $i,~ded' . ~n ~~" 
~ji:l)~~~ljat.n<~;:'~>J~ar .~,¢~~~~~~£nq~~pe¢'i:£jLc £0,1:) 

f$l\lai<t .... ,~~~,~iilt~~~: 

" '1 

.i 



-,-- ~-- .~ 

; . " 

~~. -------~~-~~~~~~--~--~~--------~~------~~~q------------------------~-
\) 

if 

,L .• 

--~--~~----------------

Q 

(l 

An"amalgam of Webster (1984), Monaham (1'981), 
. , I 

and thi's investigator's problem lis'ts follows.: 
o 

o 
, I 

individual psychiatrists. Some are much more 
~ -

effective ~4an others, but asa group they are not' 
. . ' 0 -, 

D 

superior prediet;orsoE·., 4angerousness a~compared ,t.o. 
. ~f <~ .. , ", ." 

other mental he~lth profess.l.onalso . There is also the 
, . .' ,", '.' . . " 

0'" 

inescapable fact ~b:atcii~icians of~en find what they 
·r: 

. I) . .. ,,",". ::. : ; .;:::~ "- . ~ 

are looking for' -int:bis " eas~,dan9Eh·ousness.: - CJ ' 

: 0 '1 

2-2rn addition 

agreement on 'the definition . of':, dcmqerOusl1ess "l.t -m~st 
. . ~?{'. -' .' . " ..' . '. . .' 

b~ real ized t}lat danqerou$ness is ',~ . (;-()m~ositeof ··a 
• J' " ;', '"' 

~'l'here is also. a la~kofcorrespp~eIt~$!bet;t~~n'legal 
". . '.' c' .'. ", 

making methodologies. 

. 3,=Clinicians 

n 
o 

U 
,/10 nU, 

Do \ 

U 

. ", 

thorough and detailed analysis of the physical~hd 

socia 1\1 environments 

Inappr~?priate traits 

in which the~ehaviour 

~re often s~ngfed 

occurs. 

out for 
<I 

attent~\on and..important but more subtle traits (eg. 

c09nit~\ve disoraers) arenotfu, 11,." y investigated. 
,7 ""'~ I' 

L' ",;r!,s'{'.' o~ 1; 

oljf'~" i'l ":;., 
UJ ~ I~''''~·' :>5 1 h - .," ' .... ' '.- . -
o : -q~>'.'1rT ere". i~,;:;!,e:l:ianc.e on,ill~'ory correlates 

such as
ll
! mental ill:ness(~ What can be ,assessed readily 

. ~ I (). ~ 

and/or ~! . acc~ratelyisnotnecessarily what is 
c 

" ;::" I 
• n Ii. . . 
1mportal~t. ' Statements regarding p~edictors 'used are 

If .,' : 

often fxtremely vague, <,) whi~h makes them even harder 
'I 

to ehec~fas to their t'predicti~e accuracy. 

, II 

" . 61~Violence is actually.a rare event .' This, 
ii . 

makes II base ' 'rates, difficult 
:) I} 

'0 _ '._ , d 

"predictlon ", H' 

" 

'its 0 

',' Cf ~ 

to?': -.oest-m)lish 
-d:'::;~~"" H ". ,~ 

reI iance on '., probabi 1 i ty 

and' 

more' .problematic.~, There ar~. difficulties'" 
."' , \):' <0 GJ 

in. , the :.;accuracy of· predictdons cas "·~i ther 
. , _ "'.'::; 11 .,' " ' . ,- - " 

;~e~l~' 111lU$t be .releaseCi who are thouqhtto' 
• '.' " 1 -." 7 'c' ". • ' , ,}", 

·there",has .. t9' bea' naturally 

"" 
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j 
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the individual 

.need for 
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-- Th~s 1S 'an aw~ome 

are questions about 

thatomake 'up the 
..... 

take place at a 

prior 

other 

This i.s-
0, 
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c:-Ci' •. ,.~ 
(' .. 

employed by indi~idual clini<=~ans'tend' to r:esult in' 

identifications. 
. ". '. 

~n, unacceptably 
, ' 

high ,number" of false' 
il 
it 

positive 

"0 ' 'r 
THE, CANADIAN LEG,IS~T,ION 

, \.l 
,.Q 

The Ouimet Report as cited by Prlce (1970: 242), 
(J 

" , ". 
"stabias ' . that "a' more, sye-eea-naticuse of. pi-ocedures to 

identify 

~ell 

" . . h . 0 

,9ff~nd~r could and' ,isolatetbe dan9:~ro~s 
G ~,-\< 

that measu~e ",ofpubl ie , 
\1 ~ 

,that would 
cO 

I 6 

,,-''''''' ~------- """," 

o 

o 

,offender in the 19§0 ammendments toothe Criminal Code 

did not anticipate? 

Several points should be highlighted. in this 

legislation now that the foregoinqdiscussion has 
. ~;, 

c 

demonstrated the legal, ideological, and, historical 
G 

'" , roo~s "of Part XX~ and the mental health practioners 

o dilenuna 'with,reqard,to assessment and prediction of 

dangerousness. 
" c .' 

" 
.e,' I.J,' 

I-First' and~~~cond degree murder are excluded 

~f:f'eiic'eS"'This is likely beca,use'of th€! 
o . ,. . 
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, 

o 
0- -
flc, 

o 

D o 
\), 

a 

c: 
a likelihood of his causing death o~ injury to otl,le~ 

c 

persons, o,r inflicting Si,evere psycholQqical ,dcu;na.ge 

upon other p~rsons,~, through failure in the future to 
() (' 

restrain his behaviour, .', •• any bebaviour by the 

offende~, associated with the I, offence for which he 

has,been ~onvi,eteQ, tha~i$ of such ,a brutal nature 

as, 'to compel the conclusion that h;isbehaviour in, the" 
, a' 

." ..... '~. .-

'" future "is -unlikely to ' beeinbibi ted,' by, 
" 

standards' of" behavioural' rest:raint,~ •• 11as· ~showri 
:~.~ 

failure to\~ .. control bis'sexqal,' impulsesanda' 
-(. :.':>~ _ .~ '(J"' • 'il'!~' 

o likelihood, of hiscausin9' ~njUrypain'oro~hetev,i:L " 

I
'v,-

I ' 

1-
-M, 

o 

() 

.\ 

this kind of e decision-mak1nq. 

o 
4-0ne of the differences in the 1940 and 1960 

leqisla,tion \'las the change in terminology of ' sexual 
'. 0 

psychopath 0 to danger~U's sexual off~nder. . ~~ 

The newer 

legislationof1977rec;ardii'l9 thesent~ncin9 of 
"j " 

,offenders 

most 

;,prison for 

the 

.. - ..... _- -,-

'I ·0 

o 

,i 
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danqerouS behaviour~ . . . 

the 

".:every 

·pattern 

he ,were 

requiJ:'es, .• 

rehabilitation· 
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, 
o 

44 
F f successful applications for dangerous of ender 

have been brought forward." There is also evidence of 
Q 

increasing. esc~lationof i1;s .usage, pJ;obably a result 
o G \) 

o D 

heightened societal"concern for the protection 
. 0 of 

. of victims 'rights and the beli'e~. that sev.ere 

"~punishment 'is' an' . effectivca deterre~t Ii for. _violent 
r>:~':, '. . 
~imes. Petrunik (198~,,) ends his article by saying, 

"In the end, whe.ther we decided to retain or abolish 
, . A fi::" 

legislation' based 'bn ,the d~ngerousn~ss. standard, 

ultimately theque,stion is a ~~ral~one and a social" 

PQ1ic), 0·~"a:. oIDlere~ldo"wedr~." the'line in 

estabU.shing . a balance 'betw~en il1dividual rights and 

u • 

.o!) 

} 

1 
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.Acceptillg' the rea 1 it.y ,that' . despite "alt. the" . 
...."IQ, •. . . 

problems stated thus' farint;hi~.pape:rreqardI:nq·,J), 

Def'inition, 2 j' Identifieati:pn,·.aild~) "pr,~di~tJcm pf .... 
. ;" '~"" ..... '.~ . ' .. '.'\~~. "':: 

dangerou$ behavioU%:>,. JIlental heal th, profe$~~~\~a.: Is Cl'.re", .. ' 
.<' 

still" requirea"1.n a variety of" clinicaL situations" 
l' 

and" in . law to perform these ·functions •.. ·This 'is. 
p .,' 

especia,lly true with reqard to the ~equirements of 
:.t};< -

Part .XXI. 
0 

tfe . 'must then, turn our attention to' 

establishincj through a search .of the current 
. . . . 

... ,~~~~~w,=~~~el":!7~~F·_we . ~g;~~WtJ~~~5~~.~;~_ii~~;. Cli~~e!~ ';~(;.;'C.:,,;. 
practice that ~ill give us thebe.st availabledatjfl to, . 

make the inOS.t inforD!eddec;isions. • Cl inical:op~nion,' 
;," 

'as thell\~st ·frequently. iIsed limited .deciSi.ori~makiJlg .. 
" 

. device, has been hi9'hiig:hted totb.j.s pol,tit,' 
, .- - . . (if.. , _ .' . ~-~ '._ 

. wttat about other possible sOllrcesattd, te(;hniq~.es?~ .. ' 
t. '. ,()-_. ,"J! _ " .' " ' 

,andforAct.Ualr,ial.:Methods .. 
c. ~._ "," .<"'~'. ':.", ":::. ... ':.'~.", .. ,:"'/.'<, ... ,~,,';., '.>;'.:'~ 

I 
I 
m 

,.<- ,? 
.~ 

~ 
.. '), . 

... ~ 

. 0 

IJ 

Q 

bas.is o~ interview impressions, other data trom the 

::::!::,;:> history and .. possibly psychometric information of the 

same type as in die first sort of prediction, we 
a . 

formulate, as in psychiatric staf>f conference, some 

..PsyChofogical hypotheses~; regarding the structure and 
.::.' 0 

. dynamics of this'particular individual.oo.This type 

,of procedur~'hasbeen<loosely"called the clinical or 

ca~® study method of prediction. g , 

o 

SteadIDap and C6cozza (1979) ask the qu:esti.on, 

IIWould a statistical model based on inf.ormation on 

the background and char.acteristies of the defendants,~ 

whicb CQuld have b~enavailableat the point; 
"~. ~.;, ...... ""~;:-~~;,;,,,:,_ ;~~ MC.' .. ~~Z':";",~~~) \~~~ ~ 

t.he clinical deeis'ion was made, ~;.besuper.ior to' the . ~. 

'" " 

clini.calpredictions made by the Pii5ychiatrists.?n 

. They . "con~~cteda st.udy comparing ·the . 
"'.. .:. ,",' (j)' . : 

.of.stat:ist.icalpreoiction ~dclinical~opinion 
: , ~'~', .. ' , ,-.':., . 8" '. ~.' 1 

·cOft.):lu~cl' n~his "$twiy like "all others' that have 
\~'. ".. • • • .':' •. ' ,. • ::;-r-

. ..' ',' 

cQJIipar~ ... CJ clinical and 
-: '.. .t-'" 

--
( 
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statistical prediction$ 'seE;mlS preferable to the, 

continued use of elin·ical'" predi.ctions which 
o 

._consistently 
\.1 

overpredict who will be _ violent. " . 

Monahan (1981 t, summ~izes i "Stiltistical prediction 
o c 

. ". . 0 .:) C 

differs fr,pmclini:,cal. prediction bo~°Q-irit~eJ.tinds of. 
-,"0 -

'II 

data itelnploys and in the methods it, uses to cgnye:rt 
00 ,.,,\)" 

". the data' into "a prediction. Statist,ical prediction" 
. , 

"USefS lciwer order, oftendemogr~phic, 
, (II, 

variables and 
() '.(\ 

" combines them by means of automatic, mathematical 

roles. 'clinic~l:pred±etion, by contrast, i§5' less 
'~'-:;::'<:::;-;:o ~.;:.;;;:: c':~· '~~;' '~l 

pr\)eeise, 'about; the predi,ctor variable§5used -and may 
, <\ .... 

, Q ~lioose .... different predictors for different, cases 0 " 

These, factors are thentransfQJ;Illec,i into a ·pzediction· 

a-sUbjec€i';'e orintuiti "e way." 
J - , ' . . 

. t.neuiograpbic .. Variables .. ' 
.-. ". • D. , .. 

, . 

o 

f·)O 

o 

o 

~~~ oo-,~~---~-,-------.,.-:::-:---.,.--~--. ___ ---------- - ------

~ 'i:;' 

'I 

-. ¥ 

o 

" \'1 
o 

o~·-- ," 

variables, u and suggests ways to test their 
0 

effece1veness. 
0 

B. Criterion Variables - with regard to 

predic?t;,ion,i:, II ,ilrethose statements that delineate 
• D .~ . 

behav'iours that hav~;'\been predicted to occur or not 
, 

9ccur as well as:specifyinqdirection. These ax-e 

the' act.s'one, inclUdes -in the ,definition of ,,,hat one 

is predicting. Often our prediction rates are low 
',' 

beeauset-le are n'ot, clear as to exactly what we - 'are 

'prepared tQ say will happ~n. ' What will it look like 

it it occurs or,it.does.not occur? 

C.Cut":of·fPoints ... OeciftiOnsll\ust be made with 

to cut off points on variables,,,here, 
"" ' t) " 

s~veri ty"frequeneyorprevalenee . areinvol v:ed. 
(5 

effed.ts . negative 
, '.', c;' 

0 

'-" 



. -,---" 

I 
I 

" 

r I \/, , 
"t 

;,1 0 
0 

"1\ 

0 i\ 
';~ 

~\~ 0 
oJ : .. 

0 
0 0 

I (} 

.. 0 ' 

~~~ .. ---·-"-u- --

, ,<;3 '-'-',,----""""'---'"--'---

classe~,00f offend;\lllrs. As this infomtionhas shown 

itself' to be the single best predictor of dapgerous 

behaviour it is ':1 q,mazing that better data are not 

being system~t;(cally collected ~nd also 'that exi'sting 

data is, not us'ed tiD a greater extent 
,;', t ". ' , .' 

by. those who are 
:' 

" ~ . , ,I .'. ,1\' • 

charged,witQpredicting'danger. 
.\ ',' , 

D . I, , 'r . 1.\. ,j • ", 

truethajt 'fo:t,~o~e}r~~the ~~fences, 

It is, of course;, 
" especially ,among 

those, brought tC:::';dstnger~~s' of fender proc~ed.iri:gs'there 

are,difficu1ties'in estab1isbingbase rates 
o . '. .: 0 .. ~. . > 

", ct,he inciaence .is10w'for, that bebavio~, making::" 
_ 'I' \1 

predict:l()~ riskier 0: We also ,(ionot have C~adiaribaSe 
0' 

'rates ' g~n~rallyan~,there;is .reason to believe ' 

.'" ,·t .. - " ,- #' d~Ogr~Phl.!=va~~s u ,were ,tb~y" , 

"(Iiffere~t "from tho~e of the u~itea', 

o 

,_ -1\ 

I 
I 

~ 
0 

~ 

~ 

" '~ 

".c~''''_' 

~' ~ 

S[;} ", 

if 

(I,' 

---'-. ---~ ----

, 
l 

j
" 

,/ . 
;'" 

f' 

from .ina;,i viduals 
,/ 0 

in:i an interview session 
I 

.. (j 

and 
,II 

seen ~sk skill in getting the 
,~ . 
The'e)~ is an investment in the 

"c;o~peteJicy' is right 

information so collected,. while the statistical,)data 
\) ,Ci' ( ~ . ( , 

coul,d n be col1ec1;ed by a clerkorcomputortotally 

devoid of the trained art otthe interview and 
-. ''c., I) , 

assessment. " 
(, 

" Shapiro (1977) define~0 anchoring as us~ng the 

base rate of a' condition as one.'s, first estimate ';;-of 

the probcil)ilityof tpa ponditions being' present (lin 

the 'i-ndi,vi(iual Ca'EJEe'~ '. Sub~equentlY the clinicianw.ill 
0, 

(patient. specifif 
• ,~;< •• 

infQfrna~ion , to 
'0° 

his or'her probabilityestimat,~, around in~i viduali·?e ., 

t~e,a.nchor{):poi,~t. "'~lIl::;.~ddition he ~ays,,, D(:~1;e.arlY, 
G ' ,,. 

. .{nacc~~acY~incpie~i~tion·c~n be dUe eit'h~r' tot\§ie ,of, 

",' in~orrect ' '~ilor5" point or' to ' ,fal lure ,to 
Jt ' ' 

appiopriately. Skill· ,il1' ,these" . two ' 
. .~ . 

\ \, 
\ 

'" -, 
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of 
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Code 
D . 

study,. 

the Pol·icy 

had" pointed 

large 'number 0 of c 
o 

verbal ~killS, 
(!) 

'" 

problems of social 0 
" u . ~ 

o 

~ynt~cticat· 
,. 

of . FeCJ..5lral;. 

o 
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paramete~~ofthe pr~~'~ent' Study 
p 

() With the foregoing ,interests in mind a contract 

.for the p'~!S~~nt study wa'S' struck at the ini tiation of :~ 
o . ' '". ',,'~/:i'<"'I" .', . ',' .' " " >. , • , • • 

Q Mr. FredGlbson,.Deputy Solicitor Ge~e.ral through the 

, ,,',.~ " ... ' .. ' . . ' ' '. 

'Commi~sioner. of the cotre.~~iorfal Service of Canada:~_to. 
,'. ,", .. - " '~- '-' .. ~ 

W ~ tk i nsD ire ct ocr ': o'f:"'c' 

I, 

.. ~ 

'I I 
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''''''-:-' 
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I 
b 

estab~ished.. that. the pl:'esenceof a. .. proces.s . 
-~ . 

dysfunction 

. The r'eport is t'o be' suitable for .publ ication' , .. 
.' . . . 

; c; .'. l"\ 

and'cred:!-ble .'. to thesciehtificP9I!Ununity 
.' .;.Q ~' ::; '\t;:.! ,,' .. .. ", 

legal profe'ssibn ,an~'r;shoulqc6ntairithe' 

arid. the -,', , 

. 6 

may 

. " .. a) ,ident~~i~atiq.n cpro~edu~e:s" 
'. (1 "~ . 

~e?r ma~ 'bec9me. daIf$;~roUs, 

.~b) as~ess~ent proced~r~,~c·ford~.n~getoUSriesS ." 

c::) the k:in'd$'" of·informE1.tion needed',::;and 

manner ifuWhich it 
o - c 

for decis.ionm'aking 

andwbat'fllrther res~archmaY·be.requiredin 

do. so." 

This was the 
r> oJ. 

structured and 
.-0', 

The Sample 

For' th.e fi~st time 

.th:i"s aut~orr c·the· .. enti\fe "J>opulatio~ 

sentenGed~ since the legislati<;m Qf 1977 
, ." r 

XXI. of the. Criininal·Code \'3ere located and 
"fl " :::::, ' . 

contacted by' this investiga~.Qr~. 

.no't be 

'both cases 

.. ' inmates~\'3as, in fact g 

respond, 

c . 

I.i -

. (f 

,) '. 

was v,ery l' .fearfu 1 . It was felt that there was ·no 

reason to ~ continu~, as the valIdity .' of all 

information would "be" in 'question. . The ·second subject 

"was' not· able to. be brQught' for .. iriterviewas he . was 
, " 

'in v.~n extreme· emotional state ancihad 'been. for 
~ ._·()l> 

some 

time.:, 

. The .remaining424,nmates were al01 assessed hy 

'(5 

struct\lred' interview 

b~ . means of an . open-ended 

and " the~adminis.tra tion pf a 
- r_ ~ 

sequellCe of tests. Abiding by t'he time and scheduling 

restraints: of~ the . v~rl.ous institutions and the 

" 0". varying ,eeds and characteristics of the inmates, the 
~ '0 

amount ,of testing and interview time per' irlInate 

. ~veraged ;ap~~ox;i.m~telytwohours. 
" ' . I) ;.~. - "r.:>' 

,Grolipl.The'intervlew· schedule of the Dangerous 
c. '. '. . ... , ·P·

J

• . c. '.,... (, '. (j 

~ffende1;~,bY.f'egi(;m. and institution' \'3as as follows : 

.. Ont~rio:"KingstoI) Institut'ion 
.;;1'" 

....... Regional Tre~.tmentCentre 
.' . ~ , '-~ 

.' • ,,' < 0 . . 

,," Penetangui shene . 
a tiJ." 

Institution .' 

c • . ." (\ Inst1tutl;on, 

o· 

'0 

Prince Albert 

19 

2 

1 

.3 

1 

8 

. - [) 

o 

a 
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Gr,oup 2'· Unsuccessfu.l" DangerousOff~nder 
-" 

appli~a1;ions' w'ere mo:;e·· diff!cult,,~ores.earcll as th:y! 
' ".' c 0 

Were fewinnumber"~>~omepe-ople had' been p~roled a~d 
'. ," . " . 

one, a womanrefu~ed;t~ cooperate, ~eeli.riJ;it could. 
q 0 6 . ' " . 

o\:lje?pardi~~ heralreaa;:tenuoust>()S,itfon.They were a 
- :';' 

. v~,ty d'iverse gz:p,up aS'it ,was and.only orie, Ca client 

. for whom thisJresearcner ~ctea for~he defens,~ in his' 
,\ t} ,~ • -q.. . , , _ ~, • ( 

<dan9~r,ou~~ ~ffender ' hea;ing, . and later as. therapist) 

wi'll be d.:lscussedin detail. "The') people located were 
. . • ,':) .r. ~-

" 
di$tributedas.folaow,s r.eqionally: 

. ,," , P Q. . " ~ 

Unsuccessful Dan9'erouso.ffenderApplicatio~sby . 

Region: 
o 

NWT 

Ontario 

B.C. 

1 

7. 

1 

'Q""' 

o 

". ,;\. 

There may be other applications within the 
b 

provincial :sYI$t:.em that. were unSQCC7flSful that we were' 
" \" , '. , B :,. ~ (1 

'. unabl.e "to locate.' Every effort was made to fi,!ld all 
.. ~ = 

.perS9nsfS,?'rwhom appl~c!ttion had ,'been made, 'but it 

wa.$ not PQss'!'ble within th~'1:ime alia the physical 
~ ~~. .-

restraints,p,resent~ However;· it is the ~~inion of 

this ' °inV'es·tiq~ tor that there was little . i'n cO!Dp1()n 
( . - . , _. "'. . 

¢ 

that could be said of these ' ,peop'le •. ~e small 
' • . , >'. ,. ~, ~ 

o 

. number alsomalces' any ktrldof 9~~ral,$1:~te ... ent :risky Q 

, . ',', '" . ' .. " ~ 
c ' _~:.~. . I' , 

as"wel;loA'SYD:0P$tl$ofth'~ Vil'~~"f!;~,~:~;:3' .~.~,,'~'~~"i"~~I1.~ 

~ " 

'. Q 

·0 

" 

D .1,1 
. . , 

.. ~_.,o_.-:; ... 
. "" 

101 
IBJ 

I 

o 

o 

\\ 

o 

" 

. o. 

'·"··~"-·""~~,_~a"""!'!I!!I!:I_gl_U1_oe:i"'[U:t;....,."",,.e!l_"" 
£: , 

o 
go . The cQ~rt expressed doubt with 

. ~'.'--. 

.0 

regard 

to likeifhood of future dang,e:.tous conduct ' 

There was';' insufficient evidence to 

satisfy requisite' burden of proof on 

. offender application 
dangerous 

c. Procedurar reasons" were gi<!'1T1:m 

d. . The . court exercised its discretion 
,~ . 0 '. . 

not '. to· find b:'!m a' dangerous 'o,ffender notwithstanding 
'11 

that the" crOWn . had proved "r~~¥ilisi te sections of 688 
D ' ." . 

~l1e accpsed was found to be a danger, 
", " 

a last chanc.e 

f. . The' accused wais f9und to bea danger, o· 

but hewas'given a, "last 'chance because 
.... : ..• " seen. as 

were identified who 

" (,- . 
against :tnem,' . but who had a history of vi91J~~ge in (l 

past·· 9f fences. "i. number' ·of tQese people were 
. 0 0 id~nt';f ied by 

~ . 

institution personnel and ,some were 
• " '0 

clients in th<El author" s privatet'practice' in forensic. 0 :·0 
. ',' ll) 

psychqlogy 'in Van~o'-1veri8ritish Columbia~ 1hese 
. ," '/.. . 

",Qtaople ,. were. intervi~wed and'l;festef,i usinqthe . Samet" 
o 

. prQ'c:e.1,lr$$ 
o· ' 

•. ~nd f.or (,)'., 'f:ID 

Offenaers" • ' . ·."e o ,. '''. _ .".' 

O' , 

. :CQtDPa~~:tive"'Q~tawil~be pr~$~n1;ed 'in .the 
" '. " ,"', - .. ' '- "., , '. " - . . 0, ~ . ..","' " ',., 
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Q. 

" \ll 
external standard cognition establish an to .to 

compare to the (, normative standards of the 

devel0P.,Jliental and" standardized measures," 

o 

~dd~tion:al of . Information Sources of SOurces 
o 0 ,~ fJ 

information were sought in "order to qain 'pata, to 

,ad~ately assess as many. predictor 

pos~ie:cA ··The.se sources inclu~edf 
u 

a- Court transcripts all.transcripts fGi:
the dcmgerous offenders were not available~but 
t~"rouqh the conce1rted effort of .thesecretary to "the 
project 38 were l"ocated and coded"for the information 
needed. 

,'" 0 

b- Reasons· for judgment were 'received for 
all of the Dangerous,Offenders, and all of the 
unsucce~sful applications .' 

'.' 

a " c- General. institution file' ,information 
.was read and cod~df,or each c.irunate who"pa,rticipated 
in the ,study 

" d'- p~ych91oCJY file intorJ!\ation, . ,inclttg·ing. 
past testinq data was read and coded' wh~>t'ei t : was' 
'availabl~,o ;). 

e- Medical file info~ti'On,· this" was 
sought when available and p®rtinent 

o 0,. t;::::~-:S~ :,~ 
f- Additional infonnation froDl"';""!~the 

inmates' 9W1il fJ les , or their lawyelC's ,'\"a& someti'fues·' 
supplied .. \l 

~; 

c 

Release the 
,';-1" 

investigator and signed by'th~ inmates.in ~~J;:Q.er·· t.o 
C! - '\.,~; '0 " -= 

obtain .. access to most. of ~he above inioxmation!l 

Inmate$ in all (jJE."OUpS we;r:e.e~tremety eOQPer~t;ive, .in 
o 

. 0 allQWing t~$ investi9ator. inf(')~tion ~~~~d fOr the 

Ccompleteness ~fthest;udy.." 

.. 

"# ... ~ 4" 

-I 
(l 

I· : , 

Structured Interviews 

Each, man was" seen alone in. a face-to-face 
1'--, 

·interview that precededtestin'g. The purp<?se of my 

visit was e~plained by outlining briefly the salient 

features of the case study. ~ll Dangerous Offenders 

,spok~n,· with were ve,ry: receptive to the presence of 
'0 • 

'someOne who, owaslooking at the Dangerous Offender 
.0 

and tlha was prepared to tallC,with 
\\" 

legislation them 'i) 

and try to understand their pa-rticularsituation. 

They ,were, 01 couJC!ie (J hopeful that their cooperai~ion 
, ':"'QI i:. 

Illight· bave some positiv~ influence on future 

deci'sions r~ga'rding. them. a .. ~. - 0 

.. While ,the quest,ions w~re very open-ended, the 

topicS "covered' were carefully The 

content of their responses and~y ~a.Cii tional 

was 'far-ranging 

. f~eely off;ered.· .• Thisinv.estiqatorwaspleased . w:i.th 
. ,,' '.' .. , (,) .... 

, <ll . . ". ~ • 

. thef,()rthcomin9Ilessof theiJ;:participation, and often 

." . . 

1:iesi.:r;cUl:le.. In .. sev~r.al,,instanees inmates came· .back 
'0 • 

' .. ;;eve:r;al·tj,u.~~,. becausfat,hey w~nteci '. toshateadditional 
J\ . ", <!:. . .•...• . ", " .....•......•...... ' ......... ~ ". .'. " •. ' 

," .. ~nfo~t;,iQAl ,,\\The.!nt.ervi~w was' .not taped as this waS! 
.- . . ., - ;,' , . , 

the .' . content ' t-Jas 
-~~ 

tf \\ 

~~formati'o.ll .• 
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statis~ical ,; informatioh is "vitally . important, the 

case specifice, information pro';,idedby a' f~ce-to,~face . 

interview adds; nJ~E. -only unique date foreacl'fman,' but 
, " 

brinqs '" intI!) fOCUG the ~humanness theit each 'possess~.s· 

in 'his own way. It is·impossible;to.coO:sider.a man a 

statistic. when 
o . 

he is intensely trying to 

understand him an(lhis situation .. , 

Testing 

Any 

recorded ,~~ used 

addition,.. all 

it is 

level and 0 his sYmbolic 

thinking strategies cupOnq six~testin9foX1Jla,ts .. 
Q • '. 

Rel:iability" e~efficient$ in e~cel?s of·.90 were' 

established by the aut~ors" Qf this test';. IntemEl.-l 

reliability of 

., albaqe levels approp~;atetor th'~'S$tudy. Conc:l1rrent' 

validity was establi~hed a\t a '~9bl:e:v~1 wi1;~ . otne~ ,.,. 

accepted crit~i@n.~sJ1re~ • 

" ' 

I 
,,": 

'\ 4 

( 

B .. Language Measures 

() 

Languaqe will be treated in this study 

as it is the coh~ention of "', that language i!.J the'\- key· to 

. dysfunction and personality disorder. The, 
. . (/ 

J 

oflanguagea~alysis in the inmat~ with 

potentia:! is a major aspect of the present 
o 

; " 

a.nd will c,onstitute a "study \,Iithin. a 

Assessing. the qUality of language The 
<J 

'oflanquage"may be assessed in two ways: by 

or standardized: or by an 
'0. 

·.lan~ag~ "samples '. supplied oin normal '" 
. . - 6, Q a 

orin a written account of' a series of 

. 6 

a level 

subject is expected~o reach', 
o ;, 

are suPtJlied with norms, which 

compare the attainments of 
o 

in the appropriate 

and st.and'jEl.rdized ,. tests ' 

free-ranging session . and 
" . -h"J'i...:!. 40 '" .'...... II C""-,d:a;.,,,a:lI.oe s capa~~ lI.oy 

f~rnisb,~«: an(l a 
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candidate is f,Fee, to speak or to w~ite alS m\lch or as 

little as he wisnes, in a truly individua:laccount, 
.0 

and the examiner can remain silent ,for the .voluble, 

" -
and "encourage theret~ic~nt in. a .. conversati~n which Q 

when propex:ly conducted, can reflect more accurately 

C and more fully than ·can anD other me~ns, '"the quality, 
, ~ .' 

of a person s lanquage~ 

The need to assess competence in language 
. . .~ " 

is prompted by" a iecognitionthatthe'foundations 'of 

intellectual activity' are teL be, foun«f in' the log~~al 
structure of speech"(Vygotsky, ." 1~~34). ~ii thout . ' . 

lanquage Q ' it is impossible'. for. 'Qne . to . express 

concepts: and i·t .' is the "sharin9~fconcepts by 

<.0 signif~cant number of peopl'e,so that the: group, . 

general, s.Ubscribes . - to . simi lar ,or not,. too·· divergent 

It would, 
. 0 . 

be <;rash to claim that the inabililtytq, express '. 

share similar ,Vi~WS is 1;he 'ma·lOr' ;b~~ueuin"al1 
~, , 

of deviant behaviour, butt'the literature is replete 

with studies which suggest that a . high proport'ion of' 

delinquents of all 'ages lacksiqnificant 
, , 

linquistic 

skill s ~ The impli'cati'dn Is obvious:. the competence 
, ' & 

of the individual in lanquaqe , must be at least-equal 

to1:hedeman'ds th&t life makes upon that persol,l~' ll1 
. - . 

this is not "so, the.re . is incJ;'easinqly- a chance, --that -' 
- -

~he probl~s >o( anYD~~r ?f ~~"ifwiJl :go. , 

or they wi l"l<@S~~~e ~he: ,cr.~cial· ,al~~~t~.' in -a: 
, Q:: ~'~ '0' ':,~ ~ - • • -;" ~ <::.. " 

".-, f/ ·0. - . 

, a 

-. ,j, 

" . 'I ~ . 

~ 
i~ 

n, 

'0 
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, " " ~ 
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of -. inappropriate decisions which· are made out of 
. 0 

fru~tr~tion rather than from sound premises. If the 

" initially codes tl)ought, it follows that 

.' faulty- lanqu~ge caused by perceptual dysfupctioncan 
(l '31 

inhibit '. clear _ t'hinking -andconse<;n1ently appropriate 
(: 

·sol\ltions. The "problem, 
o 

then, becomes one of 

distingu±shinq levels in_ mastery of the various 
Ii 

c;:omponentsof adul$: language and, by so doing , 
.... ~ 

f) 

asses~inq its efficiency as a means of communication. 

Assessment 

If phonology is in question, there are 
,~ .. 

acceptable' _ ~ays of making an assessment. There are 

waYS,9fmeasuringsemailtic skills; but there are eho 
-. .'; 

., 
approaches toward' the . measurement of 

. sy,ntacticCil- . cOlppet.ence , and -it would seem to be 

~Ynta~~"', that' .• ul~i1.11at.eiy determ~nes the quality'- of 
6 

capable of 
" " ,-·0 . -.'. : ,0. 

,- meiiatinqtlled$mands. ·of everyday life. The ability to 

speak .. '~ohereilt:l ~'. ,'. andaccura t:e 1 yo. and to under.stand . 
. ~;:;:;,. .', 

andimplic~tioris of 
, : . . '. . 
.... , . - .', . <.', -... '.. - -' o· 

others say ~sthf? essenbeof c9mprehens;ion. 
.' '" •. , "1.: .... . dl·.·· '. ~ .' 

compl~x: "', ". tnoughtsdemand .~ ~.certain 

,~().m.pi~x, 'itY':"Of.'·~~;t~~~~re· i.n ·lanqu. age,. for in· no other 
, . _ , ""'l' . u' ," . .',. . c:J 

<;cln·the.~ubl$ti.eslle conveyed to the list.ener. 
. ." .. "'. ..'. _., -"", :::. '. '0 "~ .:::.! 

th~-;~bjJ,.i tl tQdeeode the ~peech of others 
.. b· 

'. ········~Q~:,tbe ·t.hei.r 

~,"'~I;I.;,II.u .. erlad1;l:l"ity~ .. 

'J?'~~~~¢'~~~~.' .~~:il$. 
o· 

<> 

a' 

..~ . , 

'.1 

't 

'., f, .; '~. ; 
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decisions which, are made out of 

than from sound premises. If the 

it follows, that 

appropriate 

becomes one of 

of the various 

by so doing. 

communication. 
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There are 
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o 

and.the·appreciationof style in discourse. Of these 
o 

discourse structure and ~tyle are. not sufficiently 

diacrimimit.inq ,,'t1i thout.;beinq broken cdown 
o • . 

observable and measurable" .behaviou%:.s,' and syntactic 
" 0 

comprehension is a.' term wQich c9nfuses . st:ructur~ 
o . 

.propess·D The only solution 't.o' this problem 
I~ .'" " ' , . 

a~sEissin9' "these ,.' largely . sUbje~t~ve ·.issues is 
o " 

de,fine the~within manageable limits. 
.. "".~~~:~ , "'","- v 

Disco~rs'e s1;:ructure .is .defined ;, &~the . q 

" , or(ianizat10~ . of "t.he ':Wder1ying ,matrix nof ,verbal,' 

devices 6that lerida' shape to any ,oral . or written 
(', 

, contposition", It· is .. notdireJ(;t:;ly 

°measuremsnt ,but 
. ". ~ 

",the number and ",compiexity 6fits constituent ~ items:,; 

. sentenqe-connect.il1g d~v:i.cbes;, 
v ' • " ", • 

form ,classes .• 

ocwd'int9nation 

,"" .The 
>~: "il . 

verbs' fl"· nOqrls, . andoother . . ., , . ~ . . 
. " '. . . . ,. 

Elnufic,iatiQn, . .' 

• Offered\ by 

Crystal· et al'( 1976)~$SOlim~i1nat.1II.oreciretnnscr'=~~~~d" . 

.tban is :cus1:~ma~y ill a discu.s~ion·of,adult langUaQ'0" 

. The definition 'riQW.ac;iopteOiembra'ces the' 
, . '-'d, .', . 

'- :. '" 

.,.interacting, . charaqteri~tiesb,,-:~', (sgntence~eonnec;ting 

de",ice$,':word~OJ;01~~ ,',p~tte~ns' "controltillci ":the 
- "D " " . .• • '.. ,I " 

. distr~t)\~;ticnl:"of emPbasis, ,:and:the,use@f .' 
'.~" . '. " ,. . . " --. I!r' .,., 

" • .,' 1/; ,) ,'" :::, • ,\ . r ,,;.'. ' ,",' " 

to "cont:roltheJ;e.latilt)~ship· betW$~p~he Vi,\lt't~us 

of", the 

, " 

, , 

'0 

:;;-"~~~~- .. 

o 

.j; 

6 y.~ 

total ref lection of' a person' s "position, intellect,' 

and capacity tor self-expressi9n ') 
o 

oSy,ntactic, compreh~nsion, as" has ,been 
G ~ 

stated cabove, is not a useful temil.As "a "consequence, 
\-,.... .. .' .. 

~ \~ syntax' will be asse"ssed as .,struCture that exhibits 

" _J \varYing degrees of, complexity, . and comp~ehens±on" is 
C' ) . 

~ ·aefined as the capac6ty for 
,; ,/ . \) 

l,"ememberirig the 
• 0" 

~\{ chC211Cacters, locati~ms, and':l ~vents in a narr ati v.e, and 

as the abil;ty to comment accurately on the motives 
" 

(~ 

~ of, and the parts played by, th~s~ characters in. a 

sequ~nce of opel,"ationso 'Complexity in this context 

,. 

(\ \\ . 

reflect~ the level of conpeptual thinking which 
)/ 

• ;Y "'0" 

invests the processing of" information ~ .. 
. 0 ....... (\ /,;,,' '\",.,,' 

'0 ~ -., 17' .' P. 

The 0 p~I·'\."ei;"':':·~;Of syntactical structures . 
o . h . . 

d~rives J. from the relationship of Qne' \'\Tord with 

, .1- . ~ ·anothero. 't-Jith 0 the, next, and °of 
~ :.;' 

;.',';, .subordinateciause with main clause ina sequent~al 
n "rj . 

The .' word has. mQ,re.· ~than . 
" :.:~;:/ . 

,.phonological .. pr$,perties ~ EV(3n .. 'tJhen 
. , 

f!tandingalone, "it 11&S syntactical' potEmtial, for. ito 
C1: .. ' \' .... 0-

is the smallest unit that.:canfunct.ion .. as a sentence. 
" . ~". . "- .' .. - -, 

.' "1; 
" '. 0 

noun:-phrases, ' ...•.... .verb~ 

. , . 
'~~~--,--

<~J 

G 
~ c. 
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paragraph. A failure to appreciate this latter 

function will i.nevitably distort comprehension. 

The phrase is a group of words whiph 

implies a thought, but does not contain ,a finite 

verb. Thus, an adverbial phrase will contain 

information about the time or .place of an, action, the 

reason for it, the conditions pertaining to it, and 

the manner of its completion. The noun, adjectival, 

.and prepositional phrases function as do the 

corresponding form-classes or, parts of speech. 

The clause. elaborates the main sentence 

much as . the .' correspo:nding phrase does , but it 

contains ,a, finite verb. without its iptroductory 

pronoun or adverb, it could stand alone as a coherent 

and completeexpre~sionoJ thought. 

Some authorities regard two clauses joined 

byha co-ol.:'d.inating conjunction as a complex sentence. 

In· this research, the term compound §...C?ntenceis the 

preferred description for such forms, provided there 

is a common subject for two verbs. ' 
'(I . \\ 

The a~~essing of language ,is 
" 

essentially 

::;the establishing Of levels oJ complexity, 

particularly inthesyntactica10 componen,t and in 
o 

comprehension~InL' syntax,qomplexity is defined as 

.the degree to\\fh.ich at. kernel sent~nceof' the form NP & 

o 
{) 

(noun phrase)···.". VP(vefb phrase) ,is 0 devel~pe~, by" 
" 

obligatory ,and" optional transformations, and 
o 

.0' 
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ultimately is integrated with other sentenges to form 

a coherent statement. In comprehension, complexity 

refers td' the competence of the individual in the 

processing information, which by definition 

invol'ves cogni tioQ, and memory. In this instance, 

cognition is not synonymous \'lith intellect, but is an 

aspect of ,it. It is "the identification of 

oarticulars, where, each 'particular' is an item of .. 
information; a product of a certain kind, (Guilford, 

1973 po 636)." 

Before any assessment can be made in any 

of the com~onents discussed so certain 

ling\.l~stic 
":~, 

b~haviours Jl\ust be demonst,rated. As 

indicated already syntactical comple~ity implies the 

hierarch~,al development. of an ut~;terance. 

becomes ~a phrase; to the phrase 'is added a finite 
C~) '.,~ 

verb" ~nd t.hethJ~g:ht is camp let~ , or demands 
:..~ (:. 

attachment. _ t~,c, 'or ~mbedding in, some attendant 
. 'r 0'" (' 

structure. The problem. is00ne of determining order of 

difficult.y, and to the" present '" ~c ~c&le h-as ,!:10n" 0 

(X) 

genera~ accept.~nce,.o The li;ter~ture do~~ not encourage 

onaCta beli~ve t.hat further seeking" in,t.hedi:rection 
,I 

of sentence-building will be any mpre 'fr<uit.ful" not"J .', 
fl 

Dasto The 
·0 

the in t.han 
'" 

°elaboration oi ~he sentence NP~VP does not 

more .<> .(~efficient 
a 

communication,::::, 0 and 

'" . f"',r ""'''!''.:~''' "nin; syntactical structure" is ju~tificat~.:>on .... ................. ':II 

to ensuring tha~ 

o c 

o 
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,(~ 

" 'statement (~ccur~telY ,conveys ,i~tent. This is not to, 
" '·G: 

say that\\ phrasesand9laq~es which enrich the content, 

of the ,passage areirrelev:antu
• Tl?e¥obviously'supply 

ad~itional 'informatfofl~ but ",theme~e cQunting ,of 
.)- . 

clauses wi tliout ",regard, to thevatiety' loof, content, 
;::;; , .. 

proves nothing'~' 

Levels 'of 

signalled by partl'cular'foims 
'.:". ., 

-

-"'0 

\-/ill also 

of behaviour. 

,be 

" t~ 

inf orma,;ti on is und,~rstood, the ,receIver of it should 

be a91e;) to' discuss not only time, place; 

condi tions ;las they a'ffect the chief charac;ter~u but 
C:" 

also supply answers at various, levels, some derived 
, Q 

from a ,mere skimming of the. material, ,others the' 

result consicl~tion of deeper issues. 
~ , Q 

and St:Ceuffert( 1967) suggest a 

of some 
(\ 

Sc~roder, Driveri" 

useful scheI:1e for t~isti'hguishing different levels in 

the processing of information. They state: 
, ~ ", ", 

,T~e same. objective stimulus may "be mediated "by more 
d~ffer~nt1.ate~ conceptual §structt1res~ .... The number of, 
dl.mens~ons 1.S not necessarily related to the 
integrative cQmplex~ty of the cOllceptualstructures, 
b';lt the.greater th~ number ofdi-mepsions, the "more 
1 l.kel Yo l.~ the development of ·int.eqrativell' complex.· 

. connections or rules o· Po. 7111 (> . 0 • , 

" In effect, this statement is ~il'b accord o ' o 

. t..vi th the. vie~J of comp;~hension presen\ea in this 
w ~ .. 

~t.udy.. ~he I1content °var~?~blesn? des'cribed by Schrod<=r 
,. 1\ 

et . al (1967) provide t.he information t.hat should be 
tJ 

~lu!~essed inscorinq f.olt' c,omprehension complexi t.y .. 

Content varia.bles, . furnish 
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II acqu. is,l.· ,t, .l.' on, dl' re' .... tJ.· on and ", t d ., . ..... , -magnl. U e of responses, 
,.\)' 

attitudes, norms, needs, and so on. From this 

standpoint, we are interested in what and how much a 

person ,l~~rns, how long it is remembered, what 

attitl.lQes or needs he holds, and how intense they are 

[p.41" 

Atl1itg va?=iablethat demarids special 
(J 

uatten.tion is the verb. It is· the most' potent form-

.cl~ss in any sentence. The conc t f b' . ~. ep s 0 su ]ect and. 

oDject and· anyre~erence to the ~~mantic relations 

between them are indefinable wLthQut this 
" , 

c.onstituent, which alsosignals:whc) or what initiates 

the action and; who is a£.fected in the process that is 

described bv the manner and temporal setting 

intrinsic to th.e. ver, b-formo Th . e power and inf 1 uence 

of tbis consti tuent. Q and the .nuances which can be so 

succinctly cony-eyed by i t,make" it an indispensable 
D· . 

variable in any device' purporting to measure the 

quality. and cOJnplexity of language. One finite verb 

may describe several actions or states, and a single 

~occurrence ca;an be portrayed by a number of verbse 
I) 

on the cont~xt., a.nd .t.he mood, 

p~e~udices, and intentions of the spealter "or writere 

, C~tence~in lan'1Uage impl.ils an abilit.y 

to \lse and,~ to int.erpret complex st.ructJ ea, defined as 

sentences·containj.ng any te~se,' mOOd,!o.r yoice in the 

,verbs, ancieptbtt.ing R variety 9£\\ s~olrdinat.e 
~ o· 

~lausE;s that cQ~'tJ;'4bu.t.e ~ t,@t.be.1f1IIl1a.,lit,''l,g",-16."" ,. V :,"l1- :.rr @J& 6U"" 
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statement. .,Complexity is not necessarilvafunction 

of length" .of discourse, but & certain minimum number 

of sentences is required as it~ ve~icle. Much 
o o 

a 

" o'n depend on theosubject-matter. If a story ~s to 

Ii 

retold, all 'essentials must be ,contain~d in the 
o 

paraphrase, and if understanding ~>s to be tested by a 

demonstrated, appreciation of, or sblution to, a 

problem. the responses must reflect in stYle~d 
comprehensiveness the issues that have been raised.~ 

o 
These measures (number of 

sentences, the variety of subordinate clauses, 
\. f) 

signific;ant elaborations of the noun-phrase or verb-

phrase, and classification of the verbs·) constitute 

the relevant syntactical and semantic variables on 

which an acceptable interval scale can be based. 

Comprehension complexity is similai,'ly scored from the 

most rudimentary interpretation to an objec~"ive and 
r 

complete examination'of the issues raised.' " 

Language may also be asses'sed on an 

ordinal scale which implies ·social ~nd ec'bnomic 

characteristics. Berstein (1959, 1962) supplies two 
o 

dichotomie~ Q one setting out. t.,?e quali ties£or' formal 

language and public language, and the other for those 

typical of middle-cl~ss and workinq-class lan9Uage .. ~ 
Q 

ji 

In this research~ an intermediat.eor border~ine score 
~ 

was recognized in the.two classifications.<The scores 

are not appropriate for combining- wit.h the. intervals 

. " 
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in statistieai analysis, but the categories they 
(/ . 

represent provid~additional descriptive informatl.on 

about an individual''''s language. 

The,~ltimate set of variables by which to 

asses§thequality of ~anguage was selected after 

multiple reqression analysis and investigation of the 

o . h b literature. Schemes of ~easurement, such as t ose y 

,Berstein (1959,1962) and Lee and Canter":(1971), have 

been modified for the purposes ~f this study 0 but the 

essential qualities of each have been retained. 

variables chosen were·; 

1 .. Total number of sentences, scored 
differentially for: 

a) simple ,sentences 
b) compound. sentences 

o 

Score 2. A direct object or an indirect 
object 

o 

Score 30 A~ indirec:t a.nd iii .direct object 
in the .samesentence 

Score 4 .. Elaboration of the NP u including 
pluralization and consequent inflectio~ of the verb. 

Score 5. Elaboration of the' VP;. use of ' .. 
modifiers in the form of adverbs and adverb1~l phrases, 

. the comptllund sentence de f.inedas a sentence wl.th.one 
subj act and two predicates; ~, I 

o s~ore 6. Questions by inversion ~f" the 
subject and the verb and the inser~ion of.ob11qatory 
do in present a~d pas~ tense; 1Dsert1on cf the 
"negative transformation, <" 

I" '. Score 7.' !h. questions, - ques tioons 't~aj: 
begin with wil (e .i9 • where, wha.;, whoe1:c .) ''''', 

a~COl.nPlex· S_~l)c;es: 

Sco,~e 8. P'resence of a.ft)'· s;Ubordin.@te 
cl'aus; . ~be4a~a '.~~. at.t~qhea (onceonl¥r: Addiltional 

" .,"'.~ '" , ," 

,\)' 

n .... ~. 
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marks as follows for the cateqories of subordinate 
clauses (no restrictions on the number of instances 
for which Qthis mark .may be awarded) [J " " 

'i, 

Sub-clause: (J 

noun clauseoobject or complement: I mark 

. adjectival clause: 
~, ,1 

adverb.. of tiIRe: 

adverb. of reason: 

1 
1 

~;/ 

2 marks 

3 marks 

4 marks 

condition '(I! 
. ( 

adverb. of 5 marks 
g . " 

.adverb. of-9 Pla~otJ'...ar modifying 

noun clause subject: 

phrases in apposition: 
.£~! 

~ 
clauses - 6 marlts 

o () 

7 marks 

8 marks 
li! 

3. Score for verbs: 

uninflOect~d\verb: cop~la 
is + verb + 1n9 

o 

2 marks 

and -ed~ irreguiar . past; auxiliary; 
pa~~iciples: infinitive without 
complements.. " 3 marks 
~ a 

can, will, may + verb: 
obligatory do + verbo 
emphatic de) + verb 0 Infinit.ive 
complements ~. 

.must, Shall, will + verbo 

passiv~ in the present tense 

passive in other tense 

'" 

.' 
" ~ 

.0) - q,c&:;? if . '0 

~ II". ',' - ' ,-_ ,,' 11-
. The non-sYfl~.eti~G1.1 ~$~~$ 

, .~ 0 . ; .. :, 

emplQyed embraced aOcla~$':,i.fj.<;~~tQi'l.~Q~ 
'. D:' . '," ::' ~ " - .. , " 

5. marks 

.6 marks 

7 marks 

o 

o 

~,--- =.--~~--

~ 

~ 

u 
0, 

,,0 

fJ 
[J 

o 

,. trial I Q 

o 

o 

io\ a ,-

middle-etas.s or working-class I' (Berstein, 1962) and 

as .,form~l lan9ua9~or public language 

1959) • 

(Berstein, 

Acco;ding,to Berstein, middle-class groups 

in his research .. usec:ia hiqner proportion of: 

.. 0 : 

0'·· -

'$uborClitlations 
- " 

complex .verbal. :stems 

-". '. 

tota 1 .adjf!cti ye$ 
. '.. ' ........•....... ' ". .... U 

unc()!nmon-adj eqtives .'. ' 
".,' "," . 

'uncommon adVerbs 

"unC~mn1oncgn-junctitons ," 

'.' .. ····egOCentiic .,'s,equenges 
. . '.' - - . . ". 

'-'. 

"Qfas~aproportian 
prepositioris'of~ , 

. - :c/ .-

of, the sum of 

'1n ;' I, and< 'in.to'{thisf indincjis d not, 
:"'c'consistentwith£n thet"'orking class .. · 

, . q*,oupl, .• 
.. ' -

p'rollortion ·of~ a:ll personal 

"I .. 'asa!propq:r;tiOD > . 
.selec;ted p;rOllQuns:o,'" 

- -" ~,-

'Note:, 

() 

-0. 
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The working .... class group usec!l a higher 

proportion of: 
"~. 

'\ .(l, 

Total personal pronouns (m) 

Total selected pronouns. (m) o 
<=!f 

~ 'Y~u' and'they' combined as a proportion 
':o{ the t()~al persona)' pronouns (m) 

'You" and, . ';they ~, . combined (personal 
prounounstotal) as a pr;:oportion of the 
total numb~J' of words .$ociocentric i) sequences. 

.~ 

'Scorel 
• . tl 

;1 

No siqnificantdifferences w~reQfound forO 

the proportion d'f fO ° Q . 1.n1. te verbs, nouns,. adve,rbs; 
u ,~ " II II 0 

prepC?sitions u conjupctions,andQtheproportion of the 
, . 

setected personal·pronoun 'I' to thenumber'of' w'ords
J

• 

I) " Do 

Berstein found that ·the middle-class 

groups used shorter phrase length and a longer paus~ 

'interval than did the workin9-cl~ss These 

differences. in the hesitationphen()mena'were sharper 

when middle-cl'assand workinq-c'1asssubjects, matched 

for intelligence on a group verbal and non-verba! 

test 11 wefe compared. It wa's considered . that the 

members 
~ 

of~' the two class gJ::'o.upswere to 

qualiotati"ely. different' level~L.of .' "verbal. pl~tining 
U ~ 

which powerfully influenc..e lexical .. ' and structurai 
.0 

choices. . The working-class . groups appear$d to-be 
. (} 

linguistic pieJ:'arcby.,~ha~4id~' the~$i4dle-C:l~.s .' 

groups, 
.,,'. "J -.:'. 

wna.teyer''1a~ .. ' the d,t$,ui.but·~on\of 
;.' . 

. ,~ 

o 

o 
o 
o 
f:J 

o 
n 
o 
o 
o 0 

\ 
'~' 0 

. - ---
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this class. These findings refer to spoken language. 

Berstein (1959) giv~s these criteria as 

,·typical of public language: 

-snort, c grammatically ,simple, often unfinished 
.sentences; poor syntactical construction with verbal 
form which stresses the active mood; 

-simple, repetitive use of conjunctions 
anq, because): 

(SOu then, 

:frequent use of short commands and questions; 
'3 

.,..rigid and limited use of adjectives arid adverbs: 
<v 

-infrequent use of impersonal pronouns as subject of 
a sentence (one, it): . 

-statements formulated as" implicit querstions t..rhich 
set up a sympathetic circularity (Just fancy: It's 
only natural, isn't it?); 

-the use of statement of fact as both a reason and a 
conclusion: or, more accurately, the reason and the' 
conclusion are confou·nde'a to produce a categoric 
statement (Do asI tell you; 0 hold on tight; you're 
not,going out; ,.lay off that) i 

-individual .. $electi,Qn from a group of idiomatic 
. phrases # symbolism af fl 10\'11 order" of generality; 
meeaninq ~simplicit. 

Score 1 
\ .... '.. ~ ~ .. '",. -

Formal language exhibits" these cl1,aracteristics: 

.' "llaccurate 9'rammatic~! order and syntax ~ 

\~ 

. ..;.logical modificatioltls and strass how . medii9.ted . 
.... '"0,~~£~H9b~ .. :o~ ~ ___ -c- .. _i!~~atical}y _ . '" complex sentence 

." . oc .... onst. r.uct.1.o. n.; 'I...., es ... peC:Ul 1 1-1 f.' . til. '. ··.rou. 9 .. h t.heuse qf a" range 
.. of con?unct1.ons and.<rel~ve clauses.~ . 

.:-fr,equent. .ui;ua. of prepo'tion~ whieh indica..tEa logical 
.rel41tionsllip$Ei.s.well 'a$'p~opositions; 

-f;e!qQ,~nt'.~u~e:..;o~";,."iinpersol1i\fillpJ:onouns( i t, one).~ 

'~~~~~~;r~~r~~i;~~~n fror. i! '. range. "of' 

·0 ~t~!~!~~~fl.stq\l~i~~,~~~~~J~n ;1:' !~. ~~!:l>ail¥' h: . ~f;l4t~t!ac'( . 
"",,:;,:";~~, .:-.:~ ,'.~", .:.,:~~~,,,,,~~"~'J!:~~e :a,,," .. Q!\~"~1?S ,''l~t .. 1:1\ anu. ... 

".' ""'~;'~8::i;:';~\; J';,,~.~~~fi.·?;':;'; "l':' '" ,. , ' 
': :> 

'\ 
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bet,'1een sentences:. it is~xpliclt~ 

-expressive s~olisr.t(?'G:;onditionedbY this linguistic 
form distributes effective' support rather than/) 
logical meaning to what is sOaid: q 

-the possibi Ii ties inherent in a, complex c;:onceptual 
hierarchy for the organizing of' experi~nces •.. o. ' 

'" 
() 

Sco~e 3 

. (,.' . 

The def ini tiona furnished in the f"oreqoing . 

paragraphs 
, (;, 

.the structural, units" . 
" 

concern 

descriptive categories, from which '\\lere chosen the 

" independent linguistic variables. that correlated 

si9'nific,antly with the scores 
c> 

for comprehension, 

already defined in an, earlier paragraph. With respect 

to 'adults, comprehen:;ion should.eml;>race more than a 

·reci tal of' factual information. There should be some 
'9 

indications of an ability to interpret facts~ to 

infer what 'i.5 nQt directly stated, and to . predict 

outcomes fl='om the i'-nfo~tion' at hand.' There are ,of 
, . 

,cotirs~"levels of comprehension" and for the purpose . . 

'of establish;i.ngthese a moaific:ation of th(i:! scheme by 

',Schroder' at al '(1967) ~fforded an appropriate 
:, U 

.i~strume:nt .. .0 

" ~, 

There isa tendency to. pay . ~oo much 

. attention' to the. content and amount of· i.,hat a p;erson 
". :-';11 

learne, and too. little to the'manner in which ,'it (I . . 

c, • integrated w;i.th: existitig . .knoW'lJ=¢!ge an,4 hO~li:t.is 
.. (~('.

. (SchrQde.r ·et 
"'~ . 

. ·~punt .... Of:i~(c(~~~i~r{t 

", 

il 

, " 

D 

thinltiIlg, deciding, and interrelating [p.3]." Thus, 

in aSsessing the level of comprehension, in this 

'presellt . study, it was ,decided ,to give considerable 
~ -~.J 

.weight ,to the process Of ,thinking as far as it was 

. '~Enlealed in responses, and comments. 

Score 

Complexity 

judging the 
• 0 . 

isg~ven below: 
o 

comprehension ·of 

'littl~ or no ,Rudimentary account; 
'::~\", ~ interp~etation r; 

(\ I', '. " , 

Score' ' 'L~ ;:;::~~~~jmplistic,abSQlute interpretation; 
,f'ast, unambiguousresolutidn of any 

,issues .; 

Score 

Recogni tio'n of some 'complexity; 
al te,rnat:ive and "pl:'imary, are 

" interpretations are recogn:i!!zed 
. ..', II 

". . ..' - . 

'3 ~ . ' .AI te'rn~tiv-7ways of }?ercei V~tng an event 
.. are reco.gnl,~ed andl.llustra~fed. 

c '. ".', '. I; 
.' Score' ."". 4~' . Possibility . of intera<;;tion ~~mong 

• al1;er:na,tive" and. primary int#rpretations 

score 

rarerecoqni zed ,.' . ;'. I,' .. " 
~. .", '. '. .' 

'. 00 -, o-

S •. 'Al ternat,ive interpretation~) .are' 
ree;:ogllized u and' also procedures for 

o 

~ comparing the .joint outcome of diff~rent 
.. 'perceptions.' ", :" .. \, . ~j7p 

~ ; 
.' 

i 

~ 
'~ ... 
f'. 
" 
i{ 

1-1 " 

n 
~{ 

C> .' 

o 
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'processing of information, ~.nd the st-ructural 

~variables . 
.. ~. ," ~. 

The former are'~oncerned'wfth facts, the o 
(, 

selection of them, how many ofthema're rem.embered, 

and the -subject's attictUde toward t'hem. . . ~ ... -,l.~:~ 'rhe latter 

afford a method oi'cOnibining the facts~ . a~darethUs. 

concerned 
~, 

with the pz::pcess~ofthinking, ~which . with 

aspects of memory :is th~0E!sse~c7 of "comprehension , , .as 
•• ("y..r-'--'1I. ~ def l.ned i,n thl.S study·. ~ __ ) 

Another' ciassification'which is of 

general '±ntere'st asa descriptive device refer to the 

"JIlode of responding. ,:!,he reactive category embraces 

those respondents who, reneral , needed prompting" 

t,yith . a question or jPdture berfore makin~ arepl y . At 

the other .~extreUlewere man' . ~3ho readily ini tia,ted . 

conversatfon". '~., ~ BetW'~en thesett-lo. pore~ u~~~e wa,~ ~.tle 
borde~line ~ group,t-iho t'iarmedto the~rs1J}1:Ject .fo~ a 

period a~d then o~~e '!'oreQe,c$II!s r~.7 . , 

Lali'lguagejSamplin9'Pro~edt!re 
.",- '., ';,.f"., _. ... ~~c~-·::-

. 1/ :'1 ' 

. :p:i ",this investigation/( it ,was decided-to 
f . 0 . 0 

colle~t a sample of the language useQ. py each inmate 
;~ - /' .. J.'l" .' -'" , .' '". 0, - -

to par,aphtase ~naccount ~oofarmed. 'robbery in,-el 0a: 

'supe:pnar,~et " an.dto:d~SCJ:ibethe iij\press~om;mad~by 
0" ", .' , 

fqur;:.p~ctures, .' ·al;'range~oin~hatev~rQrd~;'the':Jnmat.a. 

wished:~ ~ The. description : had 't6' ~~flect;:Tthe~ Q6nte~t . 
, C',." • • ••• :.' ':" ..' ,-a ',' 

. " 
'of' all .fo~ ·pictufe$ . ina conneqted ~ .W~Yf' 

$J?o~en o";~ritt,en w6entlle"~c~breShadJbeen~ -. ~"""~~ .~". 
and.·the.·.n.· .'w.it. h~. rawnr.,aftera.bo .. d. · .. ·t·· th~~"e ..... ' '. ~ u ,nU.p.utes. . 

. . ....• ~. ~ 

spee~h ";wasrecQrde4 .,~rict 

C •• 4"'~" 
.. ",", .~", ....... ' ... ~.~",~"", .. , ... " .. -'-

~ , 

Cl 

I 

u 
o 
o 
[1 

[] 

o 
0: 
o 
o 
tl 
o 
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m ~' ... ~.'. 
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00 
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without editing. It is believed that these verbatim, 

upexpurgated vers.l.onstruly reflect the attitudes of 
<;;~ 

imnates .and their capacities forconv.eying their 
ii 

·.thoUghts) and __ intentions, 
il • 
!a.nd for recei vingand 

I" 

.appreciating 

others. 

The 

.. 
the-: inf'ormaf.sfdh 

// ? 
passed to them by 

( /. 

accoblnts v.ary from the very fluent to 

the" almost inarticulate'. There is the' evocative 

style, 'practisec;i with great effect, (md the terse, 
.', 
unadorned speech of the wary. None refused to speak. 

CI 

Taken. as a whole, these samples consitute a corpus 

t-il1ichis representative of contemporary English. A 
~)' 

scrutiny" seemed alrnq~ttoi;s'uggest that 
~\ ; ,=,'. 

fIrst there 

was a "prison la.nguage", but this is not so. There 

is ~9rison vopabulal:'Y," which ha"S its place tJithin 

the full range of speech that can be,heard in all the 

~p.situtiohs, but this'does not approach iJIany way 

!! '. 

o 

\1 • 

';, .' 
:.':~\ '~l, .Thefomple~~ assessment of -the. 

. " .... .' 

syntacticatl ' .. va.riablesto t-lhidh 
.... ii .' .' 

lcompICised . 

language 
II' "": 

" \~ 
.. A" num~rical 

'l~.. - "": 0.. . . .,,', ' 9". '. 

;" ~~,core~ wel:'El a,tt~ched.Th!$et-lere:l)the total 'numper. 
'\', ", 'c' . .~-~' " -'iF:. .' 

o~\., sent.ene,es ina.sample, zr)the"nWtJbel; 6f;' compouri.d 
< "~, 

qlau$es~3.) . ~h.e n~$~ofc:a~e9Qrie$.ofsu.bQrd£nate 
" ' 

.c:1ausee., ana. 4)t~e"seQrE!i' torV'.erbs(~.calculatedfroma 

. ... Jll~dif£eli~. ,o.;n.,>-~.·:·.~,:::, .. :.i:~:::; .. · ·~~h~m~·:i5i.l\t$~an4'can~er:·",( 19 ill. ,; . 
" -. ,~;r:'.:<~~·r":;>,;-.:.:,.!, .. , . ,:,:, ,,,;,., . .\r,· "'.", .. " " .:"'< -' • 

, .. "" : J)," - ' .. ' .'. 
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Asseciated with these primary measures was 5) the 

sce:re fer cemprehension cemplexity, to. which 

reference is made en a previeus page. A secend set 

ef variables cencerned the assessment ef language en 

secia.l and stylistic scales. These have already been 

mentiened, and the grading. neminal 6) werking 

class-berde'rline-middle' ctass ; 7) public-borderline-

fermal, awarded in each instance 1, 2, er 3). The 

characteristics fer each ef these categeries have 

already been mentiened. 

Languag~ ,Assessment Precedures 

These varieus assessments, embracing 

ebjective and subjective mea~ures, supply a 

cemprehensive analysis ef each language sample. 

Syntactic cemplexity is reflected in the type 

(cempeund/cemplex) ef the sentences, the number ef 

categories of superdinate clauses, and the degree ef 

sophisticatien in the use ,Qf verbs. Tl)e criteria fer 

secial class (werking/middle), style, (public/fermal); 

andtypeef respending (reactive/initiatery) furnish 

data en the semantic density and supply additienal 

illform~tien en syntax and the genera1 4 ' effectiveness 

ef theindividua 1 .. s l;~ngua,ge. 
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Step 1 

Step 2 

Step 3 

Step 4 

Step 5 

Step 6 

Step 7 

Step 8 

Step 9 

Step 10 

Step 11 

Step 12 

Steps to. Language Analysis Precedures 

Ceunt the tetal number ef werds in the 
sample 

Mark the finite verbs 

Bracket simple sentences that are net part 
ef any cempeu~d. er cemplex sentence. 

Bracket cempeund sentences (ene subject and 
two. predicates, but the secend 
(repeateex) subject understeed. 

Bracket cemplex sentence~ (ene main clause 
with ene' er mere subd~dinate clauses 
attached er embedded). 

Identify and label each categery ef 
suberdinate clause (eg. adjectival, 
subordinate, adverbial ef time etc.) 

Scere each"categery ef suberdinate clause 
each sentence type apcerding to. the 
schedule. " 

Scere fer verbs, accerding te:schedule 

Scer~ fer ether features listed in schedUle 
(eg. direct ebjects'etc.) 

Grand tetal: score fer verbs + sceres fer 
each categery ef subordinate _~lause and 
each type ef s~ntenc, e + scere \~~, r ether 
features listed in the schedule~,\. 

'-\,\ 

Score fer cemprehensien comple~::i ty accerding 
to. schedule 0" 

Score fo~ deed~iPtive categeries (secial 
class language type etc.) accerding to. 
schedule. ' 0 0 

o 
[) 

0" 
(:' 

Q ' 

(J 
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Cogni~ive Measures 

Along with the language measures, the cognitive 

measures offered possible' new sou,rces of predictor 

variables of'th'e dispositional 'variety. The language 

x cognitive?t personality mea$ures would be used in 

ana'lysis to determilfe if cognitive dysfunction was an 

appropriClte diagnosis for some of the inmates in 'the 

study, especially the dangerr.)I;ls,;·Qtfender;:; as set out 

in the fracework for the study. 

Cognitive Dysfuncticn As the cognitive' tests 

are the basic c}leasures of cognitive dysfunction 

this should be cla~ified befqre we proceed. 

Understanding cognitive dysfunct~i.on requires 

several assumptions: 1) That, as heterogeneous as the 

population may be, ther~ i~ sufficient integrity 

among characteristic traits to jus1tify a construct 

and diagnosis of cognitive dysfunction. 2) That 

these~~eople possess central processing deficiencies 
~ /) D • 

resultiiig iir cognitive dysfunction that is specific 
c 

and identifiable 0 3), That deficiencies in these 

functions leads to inadequate 
o 

development <sin 
o 

language, cognftion andpersc;mality for the,' person so 

,affected. 4) That u as these" deficiencl.es interfere 
" 

with, learning, broadly ,in the person's 
j,~~" ' 

life .. c;, .-Q an ',', 

intervention strate9yefl\ploying at learning mOdel, 'i$, 
" 0 < ." ," ,"'".'tJ.. 

lik~ly poth, the mOst log icaland ropst,~successful 

methodology to, pu,~~ue intreatment~ 
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Cognitive Processes: While there are as yet an 

undefined number of cognitive proce.!;ses that affect 

developmental learning, several emerged in the 

author's 1983 research in the penitentiaries and have 

been identified by other researchers. Three that seem 

to have importance, especially with regard to habit 

"patterns of criminal behaviours are: 

A. Selective Attention - Attentional deficits 

are widely accepted as probably ,the most basic and 

most disruptive of the cognitive processing deficits. 

" Selective attention is that asp~ct of attention where 
rt 
'\ 

the individual is at'iare of the critical stimulus 
<:;:\ 

variables in an~ situation, 
'\ 
~d he can identify and 

a'ttend to them and only them predictably and 

consistently.' A sample of behaviours that .' require 

selective attention, are; 

selecting important from unimportant details 
- knowing when there is enough information to 

lilillKe decisions 
cri tical reading or 1 i'steninq 

- establisningand maintaining piiorcities 
~vqoal orientation D 

B., Sequential Processing - ~lany peK~ons t"1ith 

eogniQe' dysfunction are unaware thillt. the sequent.ia,l 
j) 

nature of some information is esssnt.i@ll for complet.e 
«) 

oU.fficurty 
" ' 

---~---

" 
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o planning and organizing 
following directions or steps 

- serial recall 
- sentences expressed and. understood 

of fet11e: than average length 
comprised 

- a nO~-l:1.~e~r repetitive view of time 
" - an :1.z:tab:1.1:1. t y to use language uto 

behav:1.our control 

c. 
people 

Relational Thi-nking - It is believed 
'\ 

with cognitive dysfunction do not 

that 

store 

information in conceptual groupings. Difficulties in 

seeing the relatedness f o &rlultiple pieces of 
information and events is a very serious problem for 

people with cognitive dysfunction \11hich leads 

directly to fault_v reasonl.'nn and bl l' ~ pro ern so .ving 
skills, and some people believe - crime. Some 
difficulties experienced by "people who have 
inadequate relational thinking are: 

~nab~l~ty to eX.ercise comparative judgment 
- l.nab}l:1.tyto make inferences 
- i~ab~liit¥ to recognize cause and effect 
- d~ff~cult~es in future perspectiVE 

dl.,f f.l.cul ~l.es accepting responsibi lity 
ones actl.ons 0 c,\ --' 

for 

inadequate cr:iticalthinking fe" 
1) , 

has been discus~ed in ~he pre~eedin9' 
b , (f 

personality .~ t,yillbe diScussed ~ in 

Language 

section .and 
" 

fo110t-1ing section.. Coqni tivedeve10pment its.elf, as 

the importantff!ctor, in hig-her leve IthillklnqshOuld. 

be explained ,as, it is t'1,lndainent.all y. .' 
'" ,6-'l~ '. 

. cQgni tioridx,s.funq:t::ion~' 

°If 

.~ ... <" .. ,. -'-' --------=----.-. 

o 
L1 

L1 

[] 

o 
o 
o 

"I 0 
n " 

does not develop:to a level of complexity necessary 

for adult reasoning and problem solving can be the 

determiner of faulty thinking ability. The lack of 

these abilities involves people with cognitive 

dysfunction in many practical day-to-day thinking 

difficultfes and confusions. These, problems include: 

inflexible thought, concretized thinking 
- difficulties learning by experience 
- little or no effective deductive logic 
- littC:e awareness of or ability to search for 

alternatives to thoughts or behaviours 
difficulties in making decisions, or 
decisions made impulsively 

-'action, arising frama feel~ng state 
ungoverned by language 

There are no standardized tests f,or cognitive 

dysfunction "iri' adults. Most,measures that~re used 

are task analyzed after adrn,inistratign and error 

patterns"'"az:e obset'ved in order to infer the pre~ence 
, c, 

of. cognitiv~\dysfunction. Koopman (1983) used several 
0" ~.r . 

factor-pure experimental measures to look for the 

disorders and, presence, of cogni toi y,e process'ing 

relat~ themt.o language perfgrmanceo Thisstudv has , . ." o{Io 

JI 
The 

'> 

. exp.andeci: anQ. cieve loped tbe$,e (two areasfurtheJ:'. 
, . 

~ea$ureswereadministered .~ as climcal 
" . '. . 1J<:l 

. . ~ . ~ . '. 

o~t~fhrt:.ion.c£rlabi 1 i,.ty a,~Q, (included; 

···.Patt.erns "" I~~rtes . were asked ,. to,f inish a 

' •. nurilbeJ;ethatinvolved, incre;asinglyC)> 
~ " 

·Th~~'t~S)t:i.Xl:"()lVed. bot~l$equential 
. : .(t,.. ";: ~" .. '. .~. 0 . .. 

~ .. sYinboiic"leve.l '. 
: -. ." ~. - - - '. ' \ . . , . ; 
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negative instances of a figural cbmcept. They then 
? -

were asked to make decisions about o,ther figureS' with 
o 

regard to iJl,clusion or exclusion I'. 
1n the" concept 

o 
o ., 

defined. The examiner ,:then asked them what the 
,D 

releva:::>t attributes of each concept were. This task 
o 

was gi.ven to determine °selective attentionaland 

multivari~ple manipulation abilities. I) 
'\ " ." II I, 

C .,j' ,Syl,logisms - Two syllogisms were presented 
D, 

and the inmates were asked" to answer yes or no to 

several "questions presented' about The 

aspects of language esp~cially syntax that .' are 

affected by ,faulty relational thinkin,g at a "higher 

do Cou~,t Repor~ ... This task ('was used for both 
.' , 

the ~;, language 'analysts" and r:~n anCi-lysi$ pf' ,reasoning 
0.. \ , 

i( ,'." 
~,," ~'~ 

:~"'=i,bility at a hi9he.rcognitiv.e" level o'jInthis\-lay (~~'WEl 
'~', . ' ,. 

,;. .: '. .". 

,were able to comparel,anguageand reasoning i,n 
" . . 

measure k The ·r ..... , 
. ,,/ 

i~teswere asked, to 6 listen, '. to a 
, (j , , 

recording ,and read, a shorttranscript::':ofa robbery in 
. .' .' - : . . . 

a ' '" supertnarket 0 Theyt"!~re , thena$ki!!d 'to rete].! . what 

, happened (Selec,tiveattent,ton,seqQerltial'procesSing), 

and' " t~en- " 

'ha{>pened.. and '~lhat, 

II. 

I 
fI !J 

n 
fl 
o ._ 4';---

o 

.' , 

'{I 

c~ D. Personality- l"ieasures 

The cou~t transcr ip.ts and the reasons for 

judgment, were carefully r"ead for all data ,~ith regard 

to diagnostic ~tatements "of mental illness, 

per,~onality disorders, emotional problems etco In 

addition, wher~ the iilfcirmation was provided, the 
" 

bases for "the'se diagnoses were also coded. The same 

procedures 6' wex;e if useQ, for institutional file 

inform&tiono Tests such as~the Minnesota Multiohasic ....------
Personal.i ty· . Inventory were recorded in detai 1 as to . 

\'!the" .indiviq,iual T scores for each individual 0 Thi's 
, . 

information was theJl cO.mbined wi ththe 
',-;. 

intervie,,, 
. . .' . '.' . 

information (:>and 'pei~()nal~ty' m::a~ures. administered by 

this investigato'r &.tthe time of tb,e 'interviews. 

,men . ~re serving indeterminate· 

'$entence~ , , beca~se - . ,they 
-', 

seen ,as requiring' 

<)" ,treatment,.· tile ,.' iss.ue, of. perspnality measurement 

dysfunct"ion is •. ' 

"traditionaL' 
',. . -' \\' . 

p'osJtive 

. One ~$ . 

--'~ , . 

, 
,~ 
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1 earnJng, their pers.onal i ty structure' and 

socialization areofteri inadequately deve~opad. 
- . 

However, . their personality is also affected by faulty. 

language a~dthe faulty cognitive development that 

has alreadybe~n discussed •. These problams 'directly 

. \ influence the person's personality develo~ment,by 

diminishing his a:l:)ililty to gain underst,anding about 

himself and his '.behaviour. He'becomesd~penderft~,on 
• " =-:;;..,;:;0.--

otll'ers to perform this .monitoring function for him. 

Characteristics of this pli!l:'sonality. pattern .may 

include: 

~ a tendency to act out emotions 
<> 

-' easilyha:i:)it·uatedto co.mpulsive behavi.our, 
alcohol, drugs and crime" .' 
little insight into self or others 
.little.empathY,f:.or the plight of other.s' 
narcissistic1'a,ndego':"centric at\ClI. 1eve,1. 
usually found in. a much younger person. . ,j:' 

- poor impulse control, arl'd.,.lowfrustrati.ori 
tolerance '. () ,- , 
sees sel f asa reactpr .to a world ,not 
determined by his actions; and to ,whichhe .. is 
responsive but"not responsible 

. " ',,0 -' ,_ '. • 

~2 These people, when ass~~sed., also demonstrate 

personality patterns of dE!pressionarufhigh levels of . 
, ' "':::." : 

perSecutory ideation. 'l'h,eifiFequentiyspea~ of' a 
. . ... , , v . " ". 

hopeless. view of the world andthemselvescc:;~pled . 
-. '. . .• ,' • ~ ,'; '.' 1:; .' -": '. 

'C:. '. ", , '.. o· -", - ~, '- " . 

~ith.n~llpertasivemist~ustJo£ others:in~heir 
.' ,-'. '-, -" '0 - '. ' . 

. .' . :~~ '''0' 

in teraq tiOll $w:it~ t .. hem • This 'e motioIl ~ 1 1 Y 

inappropr1atevie:o-f·selfCJ.l'ld oth~r$:j;p~~G!1r~.·,. 
. outgrowth {f\a st:t~of.nlearnea 'helplessne.$s." 

'. "',:, ' -" . - ", "'" -

• • ", ':' '.' • '. ,r _ " , : ':. ':,' ": "j- ",,' , • 1!.i , ". '"," " • ~.,~ 

When the s.e"pe!~J>le'fb.-o ·<:Qine:b<$f.~J;$.J;h e<pQou~,ts 
• ':',', .. - ,,' :,'; '. 'l .,,-. " ' ,:',,"';"., ,: :"",,,;' ".' • 

and ·gi",~n'ln~nt:al ", exari.·:i.n:~~I~n~~n4;or 

.;.; 

'. 

'C>. 

~J3-'-' 

'. ,[,-J-

r~'1 
~ , . 

, .. 

personality tests they are frequently m\~slabeled as 

anti-social personality disorders. This misdiagnosis 

has as its roots confusion regarding the exclusivity 

,of the personaii 1::Y charactaristics mentioned above, 

e~peciall.y those of a lack qf insight and empathy for 

others . However, as mentioned by Koopman (1985) 

these people lack important traits of ·this 

persoriality- disorder, most nq,~ably, the systematic 

victimization. 9f others. The implications of this 
c_~_--c-cc_"-~,:,,=..c.-=-===·· - ,..:..-,,-.,;-.,--~=~~ 

false' positive diagnosis on. treatment are very 

serious. Not only-are the therapeutic methodologies 

'. ari~i-sqcial personality to possess very 
...... '. 

little 

~~~amena,bility "'fortreatment,' a person may notrecei ve 

--,,"_"_" ,treatment at alIas he is. believed to be untreatable 

"when, in fact, he may"pe an excellent candidate .for 

r'J:'.: 

. '. . 1) The RorSchach.. \'l1as presented ·toall 
, . \; inmates 

in. the .. '. s1;uc;ly. As it l.s,a projective measure, and 
, ::~l.<'" "",'<. "~~,,,,:: 
sens,l,.t.J.v~,t6 sexual' dysfunc.tionih[ld ,not'amenal?leito. 

.. 

i twas .... selected ":forthestl,ldy ~ , .' It is 
'q 

mEi!asu~~ ··.~.a$ a·}'),i $tory .of,·· 
"'.", 

unr~liability .. ~heflusied bysevera'lr::linicianson. the 
• " - _ ',.:' ','. ' :\ "7' ". _,r:; _.-. 

,'" '. .., -, '" . 

1:hi.~.inst~+~~t.an4 was th~ 
CQJtS.i.$t~nb~ ·of ' irite~p;t"e~~~tion 

. '." ,; 

"', - . .'1 '. . 

in' J:'heuse of , ,'~ ," ' <:\:~, ,-, '\ -' '; ':' 
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because of . this. . . ['here . was also ~n attempt to 
'.0 

quantify' some of the. respollses according' to' a 
.~~\ . . . 

moditied ijarro\,ier (1943) approach. 
. . . 

2) The:Four Picture Test ... This isa projective 
--!--~ 

. device that looks for emotional disturbance and more:~ 

general affective problems tban'J does the Rorschach. 

This tes~was developed- in Holland, and has bee .. n used 

in a limited way in this study ~r . ~-ve \..rere looking fOr 
,:::" . 

'. ". . 

general themes, much.in the sa,me\'l1ay th~t pne would 

,using the Thelnatic Apperception Test fa measure that 

was comridered too lengthlyfor this study)." This 

measure also allowed.' for the observation' of the 

inmates' abilities 'to' organize anC! .. sequence an 

integrated response to the pictures •. 

'0 
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Chapter III 

RESULTS 

II The data for this studY consisted of the court 
! 

transcripts, reasons for judgment, institution files, 

inmate files, information provided by lawyers, 

and, interviews and test*"ng by this investigator. The 

three tiered model presented earlier was the basis 

for the delta organization apd analysis. Information 

was. 9~thered on each of the predictor variables for 
; 

,t,he Dangerol,ls Offender group and the Inmate group . It 

w.ascollated and percentages or other quantifiable 
" 

means were. developed that would allow for description 

of the Dangerous Offenders as a group on each of the 

predictor variables. The same .was done w.i th the 

informa.tiontor the. Inmate group. 
.,.:- ",; . 

Bec.ause theentiJ;'e popuJa.tion was included in 

the Dange,1:ousOffenqergrpup,sample statistics'were 

hO~ necessa~y" 

.albeit p<' a'.inul tiple c~se stuC!y', 

measures 
- ',' ".-, .f'? ., . 

used and the~nalyses perfo~rnedwereaimed 

" .~~ 
'~. ··.o~t as . much.as"w.e"cQul.d .aboutth@se men was;lc 

rel~te4' to dangerousness ~nd abgut the ~ff.ects . the" 

lab~l~f Dangsrou$.'Offf!,nder .'. had. OIl. tllem'~' tihetheJ; they 
"0 .., ,... . 

i signif;tean:t:ly: frQm Qt-hEll:·. offenders '.iif 'a . , .. ' ' , :"" - -'~',: ' . 
a 

r 
t •. ,; '.' m···· 
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I
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Group, and there are a number of statistical t~stsof 

significance emJi>loyed but they \olere not 

thrust of the" analytical study bi these men. 
~ , . . 

The data and the discussion of the resul~s 

will be presenteq in the same sequence as that 

forth 'in the model introd~;ced in Cbapter I. This will 
- ~ 

allow us, to' address the knO\oln major predictors ' ,with 
", - .. ~ 

regard to these men, and will allmo] em organization 

of information that should grove to be less confusing 

than a 'simple listing 'of' the multiple types 

results obtained. ~ 
I"Demographic Data 

Table 1 :l\1edian Scores for Major Variables 
Danger,ous Offenqers ,E&ndlnroate Groiip i' 

,'Variable 

Age 

Sex 

Education 

Marital" Status 

Soc,j.o-econotnic Sta tus' 

Residential Stability 

Sexual Rffence, 

Record Qf ··l\lurder 

, ,'pelinquel1cy 
. " 

" A9'e,lst Adult Offence 

"Re~cird 'o~ Viole~ce 
., • ,. <c '_' 

Escalatio'n of Viohm¢e 

sey;eJ:'ityof Violenqe 

'~~_"".i . ___ ~_;l,*_""';';"':-"'i~'''' < 

" 

single' 

n 

// 

" 0.00 

35 

, M 

Gr. 9 
',' 

not, avail .• 

''::::: . 

79% 

o 
-
46% 

"18 
Q 

.. c-...' 

69% 

'47% 

0.". 

36 

,M 

Gr,~ 9 

, '74%· 
'--;t. 

'(Jo]:,kin9 

not availCi. 

10%0 

.38' 

'.7% 

l6) 

'82% 

'51,% 
.~ 

ext.reme ",,'. " . 0 
,43 ' " 

of 

i' 

, .') 

" 

4 
: 

j'" 

'i;, 

.'':;: . 

," 

...... 
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The variables and the results will be discussed 
",'.-' 

" 

separately. 

A. Age. The ages of the two groups, are esseF~:fially 

the 'sar.le. The age range was 17-.57,iri the 'Dangerous 

Offender Group. '" This was a bimodal distripution with 

30% of~he inmates 26-30 and ~3% ±n the 36-40 range~ 

The range of ages in the inmate group waS 21-73~ The 

inmate ,group was distributed slightly 
" with 14% 21-15, 17,% 31:-35, and 14% 4()1-45. This pla~es 

them both well above the ave7age age for'inmates, 

federal prisons. This isnot'surprisingi howev,er,as-

these people have beEm If,rithin ,the system for' l.ong 

periods. They' "', should" 'b,e ,expected tp be 
. . -" . ' . 

,older of the prison residents.' 

of 

'is ',the 

,female 

,dangex;:ou~ 

~. ' 

oq 

have continued their education in prisun through 

upgrading courses. The range of d t' , e uca ~on ~n the 

Dangerous Offender group was Grade 2-University 

degree in Psychology. Of this group 24% had Grade e-
9 g 16%, had Grade 10, and 17% had Grade 12 and beyond. 

In the' inmate g,roup the range was Grade S-Grade 13. 

Unfortunat, ely. 30% of th""" ' t 'd'd . . ""', ~nma es ,~ not have 

information 'recorded, nor was .it collected with 

"regard t,i?:- education, thus frequencies were not 

,appropriate to calculate. Thedistr;i.bution that was 

',derived was not dissimilar, to the Dangerous Offender 

, group. 
Q 

D. ,Marital Status~The differences in the, two groups 
;,1 ; 

, ,are wo!th noting.?f the Dangerou5 Offenders 58% \'lTere, 

S!ingl~ of'the 
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same sex. Theserelation~hips \V'ere sometimes a 

Ulcover" . for their other. sexualactivitie,s. 

E. Socio .... economic.status •. There was a definitetr~nd 

for the Dangerous 

environments and 

'more middle;;.;class 

Offenders to. come from .home 

families that would be considered 

than those of "the C Inma;;l;:e Group .• 

- :. - . 
:.-) " 

.Th~rewere exceptions ,of course, in that two of the p" 

o· 
o 
o 
o 

. . 

····0······, ' .. 
" 

rJ; 

persons in the inmate group were professioria'l>'ifi;;~, 
. 0 

an~\ several of the DangerousOffenqers wereofrom very 

modestcircumst.ances. However 0, there was a striking 

difference ,;n the';middle=class" orientation of many 0.£ 
~~ :" 

the Dangerbu~'Offenders' family origins. 
-" .' , 

F • Resideil,tfal St~bility. While this has emerged 

from' the liter~ture ~s .an irooortant va'riable when" 
o --o. _ 

pred~cting dangerousness, it seems that it t~ould ~nly 
" 

assessed 
. Ii 

were 
. ' 

people who were not incarcerat~clfor the~eriods of 
.' " 0 ," ," . 

tiIfietha.t these men hav; been. 'For thi$ reason ,this 
, . . . .' ~ . 

it was . considered 

•... '. iny-alid' .. ~Qj(.thi$ .. pop.ulatiJ)n.. ..-
: ..... .... .•....• " .. ' . ..' . ··c ... · <;) '., .. ' ." 

G ... 'Sexual' Offence •. There is' an C'overWbelminqnumber 
',. ."' -' ::"l • 

. 0 

of 

,:.;, 
1/ 

t'l <'1 ... '::> 

:;I) ".~ , .... 

n 
fl 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
0-
0 .. 
o 

'; ~ , 

"0· 
ffl" 

.. -
" 

o (lJ. 
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similar to the men who came before them in former 

legislation u namely the Dangerous Sexual Offenders 0 

Certainly, many perso~s who hear that a man has been 

found to be a Dangerous Offender assume that he is a 

sex offender, and not without some justification as 

tfe can see. 

So Record of Murdero I-am sure that it: would come as 

a surprise to the Canadian public to know that no 

Dangerous Offender to date has a conviction for 

murder on his record. By comparison, 38% of the 

Inmate Group had convictions for murdero Also one 

iliUiilate had bee!}: convicted of attempted murder 0 

.~; 

Property offences were much more COJ,nmOn in the inmate 

group with 15% having them on their records 
, '1 I) ,) 0 0 

. 10 Del inquency,o 

obtain.. feeausejuvenile records alre generally not 

this information came from 

psychia t"ryrepo:r:ts, '.. and. from the i~ates themselves (0 

_ r:::;::) .' ,. , " 

If one of the mO$t :importantigpie~e$ of aetuarial"da.ta. 
'" 

with\Jregard t~dangez:ousness i~the delinquency of 
.- - 'q ~ . 

the client"then "thta data for bothcff ,these <1:r:<;lups do 

·;~~ot"eJ11pPQrt. t~&l ~a~i.al;)le s.trongly .. ,.,~Tbere .are' seve.~al 
£I ~. 

~/';~~~s~'bl~ .' ,;int.rJ?~etations;Qf '. t~i.$f.~nding,\l 1 ) the 
_""":~<"cl>'.~:"-;_ " ." __ :;....fst~ d":.,·,· :,,";:"','. _.:/ _ '. ," 

.;i1ltl~im~t~o:n.;··;:;i{~,'.: >.~ot.· '~o;bO~$stly 

; --, 
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Jo Age of first offence ~ Again, the lack of juvenile 

records hampered data collection 0 Hot,yever u . 

considering that this t,yould be the first reported 
" 

adult offenceI' their ,j!CJ~ is slightly highe.r;'1 for both 
, 

groups than that found "i'n the age of first offence in. 

the inmate PQPulation as a t-Ihole, but not 

significantly sOo This sameness o~ both groups is 

worth notingo 

Ko Record of Violenceo These data include information 

from files as well as from records of convi~tionso 
! 0 (1 " 

Again, this seems to this investigator a somewhat 

surprising finding 0 Da~gerous persons are se~n by 
" 

most people as violent individuals o but in this group 

t-Ie see that only 69% Jlave violence -on their records 0 
• r ~<~ 

~~~ 

This is a sizable number" but far f'z-om unanimoUls 0 The 

opposite is true for t.he inmat.e gToupuo·where 8~' have 

o 
similar 'on tt1is variable and seve+at' ot.her vai~ables 

to . t.hat.":of the inmates 'fr~!IIl the 1983 study ,by ~this 

author .. 

L~ ·Escala.tion of Violence .. " Therewasoevidencee from 
. . 

rec:oras and trans<:ripts that ifiQnly 47% "of the 
'D 

Dangerous 
.. ., ~ .' -' "~". 

Offenders' back9ro~c1s"'las there a Ratte~ 

nOf t',escalat.ing violence, . as 'opposed to pattern~ c of 
, 2~J " ~ . '. . _ () . ilJ 0 J) 

escalatin41 violence 'in, ,5~ of the Inmateqroup. This 

is .' like'll' o Rot asignifi,c:ant difference in, the real 
• 0, • . • 'b " 

Co 

sense II. but tb@ lac}c of diff<;J:eilces between t.heq.roup$ 

"'a~ D ;. 1-
!t. _> 

)1"". - ):;:;):;:;==-~-'~-:-:-:--:-::---:---'"---:""""-~'-''''''' .• 
~ t') 

--- ---~...-".-".~ , .. 
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is important. In order to establish a man as a 

dangerous offender 11 a maladaptive pattern of. 

behaviour must be es:tab.1ished- an important element 

of· which is h'ispotential for violence. It appears 

from the data that this is tru~ for less than half of 

the men in the DanqerousOffender group. Moreover, 

they are not diff~re.~l.t in this respect from other 

lonqterm offenderso 

Lo Severi ty of" ViQlence 0' This! information was 

gath.efed from the court transcripts for the Dangerous 

Offeh'ders~ "and ,; from the records and files of . the 
.:r 

Inmate ~roup 0 Tbere' 't-Ias less injury inflicted on 

th,eir victims by the Dancjerous Offenderqroup than 

for theCcclnmat.e Group .. , Th~s finding is obviously an 

interpretation of many sources of information, 

subjective II but ~very case 

considered" two raters (theresea~ch 
\)r.; 

and the inves.tigator) each 

agreement. was reached. ~ihilethere were 

carefully 

assistant 

case until 

D~nCJerous 

Offenders who did inflict ·severe 'harm . on t.heir 
'. r; 

" victiID$,· "ii: appears ,that t.henatu.i:-eoi their· crimes 

(.sexual). and·Ctbeir· .. ~erson,l: .belhaviours, as repu,gnant 
., 0 

to 'their . were . were they 

dmnGugt!l9',;t~·,tb.~ir.V:ict~s '. than 
- '." .', .- .' '.' -

express1Q~J)factincj .ou~aggressior.i. 
" ; . . -. . _'.', ,-.~ ; , .' r::. - . "t;:. "."' • :' ~...' .' - .": 

• ", • ..' ~'1 Q 

o ~;<~:s~E'Y"Oi,:D~bj~a!!hic])at~f.~~tb.:~~p.~cftoth~' 
.. ,r"""'::::':> . <!; ;;, '.~, ." ... , . ,: .. <::<ct<,,~~ ::;.;~ - ":"," ,:';:;f,:;~c .·,.,2;i,<~· '> .,.:'~:<\' .... 
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appear' to be definable differences t"o that of ot.her 

iruncl'tes with long records I' in fact the only real 

differences appear to be in the areas that make them 

appear to be less violento 

110 Dispositional Variables 

This information was in most instances highly 

indi vidual and unique 0 • !fhere ti'iiS an attempt on the 

part of this author to ,summarize the data as" 
o / 

opjectively as possible in order to give an overview 

of both groups these very -complex" 
(------;) 
(,_,~p'.-J' variakrles Q 

-) 

Ao Measured Intelligence - Eleven' of the Dangerous 

Offenders scored' on t.he Test of 

Intelligence wi-thin the mentally handicappe~ range • 

Two of these people had heenO diaqnoseC;i as being 
Q . 

" 
ment~lly retarded, one because";:(l)f a head injury. It. 

is t.he opinion IOf t.his ex.ruiidnex: that the lower, 

intelligence $cores of, the . other nin,le men Cio not.-' 
o 

necessarily ~±ndicat~ less ':than averaq'e,potential, 
" 

reflect the p&>esenee'of e!nQtional dis'tUrbCince 

cognit.ive dysfunction thatc in~eracted ~ith 

ability to' r~spond adequa.tely -witb -the " 

cMracter.isti©s "bfthe task,alu~withthe 

their, learning problems 0' 

. -~, 

The' range of> IQ scores on the TONI; was' 

wi th ~,a median score of 89 .. 

Danqerous Offenders, in --the 

o 

o 

c:J 

I 

n 
o 
· [J" 

D 

o 

ci' 

----~ ~--- ~---

4 p 

. 
abiliH:.y .. More will be discussed about this fact in 

tbe section on .co9ni~ive dysfunction and languageo In 

the Inmate group there 'is a bimodal distribution with 

79 being the mod.e of one distribution and 105 being 
i..) 1: ......... 
o 

the mode of the other. Two of the inmates in this 

group have ,jbeen diagnosed as having a mental handicap 

and seven others are '!Ii:thin the mildly handicapped 

ranqe"'0These ~F!rsons were .21sc hiqbly. represented in 
" 

the cognitive dysfunction di2gnos:rs~~cThe range o~ 

their 10 scores w~s SB-120. Several subjects were 
. , ,(.i "'r;;, 

thoU9'ht to have neuro1Qg'ic.Ql involvement:: one Cl$ Cl 

.resul1:' of ~ead injury" oql~ f,rom a fail" and o~e from 
l: 

" ~ n 
~hes~ add~,ctions was very hi.g-fa in both qroupsas i.t 

is .in the' prison population generally." l,t was not 

'~SSlibl" 1:0 j~ees "': habit~tion ,?feil:he~ 'o" 
di.scern substance varie,ties that were mostconuDon.' 

. - <;;/I '. . 

iii . . " 
. Most subjects indic~ted that.wbile ~lcohol or drugs 

!n- ;:';':'. 

:414 not .' cause the 
• D 

behaviours .. they c~nt.ributed 
• ¢ 

" 0 

'. s.igniflc~tlyto their a,ctualoQcurrance.'While -the 
o .~ .. ' , '-- ," .. ,' '." " , .. ' ':,', , • a 

"~xac.~'.nq.mberSwaID r~lskyto est.iWi~te," .. ~het) was DO 

q,f:i$fiO,Jl.4ur-i~9,',int~iews . that: 'tJ)..a "~eseD~a of4rugs 
"'>::"::-'~",.i.~ .. .. ' , " ,,\.~ ~ '" , :01' .... "".'->'~ ... ,..~,.,.~~, . -. ' .. , 

", ".,JUI, 8,1(:,01101 'was f,~g"ni,'$$eall,t, c\ll'aically in the 

',;' -~~~~Oj~~, .•. ·off.enQ~~k:~~p,:,~~~,' ;,a.;;muCh~re~ter ~ent· 
9' , 

,'~bi;,sPQi:n,1;'si.'O'ut 
• - ~'~, Q' ,~:~~~~~~, 
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assessment 0 

,. 

Physical and neurological disorders ~ One of the 

Offenders is a deaf .mute, and one suffers 
J~ 

from limited capacity as a result'of brain damage 0 

Offenders are epileptics .. In the 

Inmate Group one man was believed to suffer from 

senile dementia .; and brain damage as a result of 
o 

substance abuse, one as having brain syndrome as' a 

result of street druqsu one t'IYhe t-las believed to have 

sustained brain as a result of fall in 
II -

childhood, and two wit.h spinabifida ('that appeared 

to not have int.erfered \"lith intellectual ability) .. 

0.0 r·lental Illness:= This variable appears in the 

lit.erature as' an illusory c&'relate of oviolenceo 

J .Bow~ver f/ " it i~ a ~spo~!t~onal variable ad4ressed~n 
o 

Dang-erous Offender proceeding and 

.llUiUlly of 
o 

the records of. the Inmate Group .. 

Group 
o 

" 
p~yc~ia~ical~Y because they did n~t hav~ 

a~, -Q 

need at 

their trials. of the testimony of two psychiatr~ts (J 

as did the Dangerous Qf~enders.· This • fI • 
l.nvestl.gator-, 

". 

did not bave 'sUffiC'±ef!t,JitiiBe durinqtbe.interview to 
, ,.,."..... '.', ". - '. ,,' 

o 
do· "a mental ,s~atus E!xaniinat;ion, b.ut relie4 on 

... 
information, ftom 

c:::P. '. . , ~\ 
the . file$ "!ln~ .pae 

i;nt!t1e \ mea$ur~s ~ 'qiven" . 
~ . 

infQ~tion " ~hat 

. DanqerO\1s 

~. 

a 

o 

m 
l! 

n 
II 
'I 

n 
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o 
o 
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tJ 

o 
n 
o 
Oi' 

~~ 
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00 
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contained (·four people who had been diagnosed as 

schizophrenic atsoCle time in their history 0 Eight 

inmat.es had been hospitalized for emotional problems 0 

Of the Dangerous Offenders, nine had been diagnosed 

as $chi~ophren~c or paranoid schizophrenic at some 

t.ime intneir historyo Ten Danger.ous Offenders had 

been" haspi tal'ized .. The regional psychiatric centres 

were often. the sites of their hospitalizations, 
() 

accounting for one half of all their psychiatric 

admissions 0 

.. ~o 'L<Rnguageo - There are no indications that the men 

c,Qmprising this population charact.eristiq~lly exhibit 
. l' ' 

disordered or impoverished language. There ~re amon9 

t.hem t.he m©sst ~eticent and the v~ryt,luento Some are 

evocative, and some are inarticulat.e, ~ven when 

There is 

an . environmental which is !nstit.utional 1ar~01lA' 
& 

vocabulary. rathEu'? tha.n a n~t.ural lanrguageo 
r; C 

In 
, " 

event, this sp!:!cialized form or communiea.tion chiefly 

concerns vocabulary, and OOS not.hing to @@ wi.th 

, syntaeticalcomll>lexity and style: Significantly, tbe 0 

, « 6 a~-

laig.~aqe '" samplesdia ~ot. portray any of tbisjarg-on 0 

~ '" 

o 
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The syntactic&l ciuiialysesperformed, on the 
'" 

language samples yielded the follow~,ng results for 

the Dangerous Offenders slllld'the IltlDlate Group .. 

Q 

~~ 'Inmate Group Using Various 
'" 

Structures 
TYPe of Structure 

D.O. I.G. 
Simple Sentence 

100 ': "100 
G a Compound Sentence o 94.4 1S.0~ II 

Noun C~a.uSe Obj~¢:t"" 

Adjectiv&l Clause 
. :.? 

Adverbial Cl~use of Time 

"Adverbial Clause of Place 
~.; 

Adverbial Clause of."Rea~on 
r:') 

Adverbial Clause ConCi tion 

Other o 
o 

w 

11 .. \ 

'" 91.6 1'7.~ 

61 .. 1 .. 5@ .. 1@ 

41 .. 1 2~.O 
0 , 

16. " 0 
~:; .-;9 

0 
,o~41 .. '7 37~5 

3Ye.!: 12.S 

19 .. 4 
0 

«) 

'41 43 
,~I 

; ~ 

This -table· s bow s s,crmes:u,pe<r1 ,0 t-i,t,:yof 

syntactical" CQlllpetenc@oft'llE! :p~n9:$'~o~e "o~;f~id'SJ; .... 
' . .,;' •... ',~.-; ': ,'- . /;; :.'~' ":',"?, 

~roup ~erstls; the~.:rDmateG~~'.~.'.~h~y~_ •• ~se$;s:".'~: ;~' 1~_~a1~~u 
• _ • ., . ", ..... ,'. _.::- ";"::,,~e~ :,:. _ .... \ :. >.- "-.:.~.' "':~ .-'.~';-:;.: . 

var~ety . ·Of:.c1atl'Se.$:tructu~r..s::, :1:11e~Jl;,:~tlto;r;$ 
fl....,U.~~ i~~_'· .. , ..... ~ 
the. lr.uliatEt' G f*'-Q~1R~. 

:','0 '" 

D Q' 

f) \ O~ , ~ 

II, 

0 
\ 

/! \ , - -
II 

"0 
\\ 

0 

.. , 

0 ~ l 

l 
,," 0 

. '.' 

---..... -__ .. _!n:k_~_'"_, ____ .. " ..... ,, __ 

The magnitude of ,relationships between a number 

of lanquageomeasures and particular language measures 

'i.'fi;th other variables was sought with the following 
resultsg 

" 
Correlations 

Variables 

Number of sentences and comprehension 
Complexity (L 5.2 

No ... ~f categ'ories of subordin~l'te 
clauses and. comp~ehension ~omplexity 

SCore for verbs ana comprehension 
complexity 

Score f©rveE'~s an@ number ©f 
sentences 

fl • 

No" of sentence~ and categ©E'iee ©£ 
subordinate clauses" 

Ccmprehen,sion com~lexi ty and social class , 
" () 0 

$ynta~iear ccmpl~ty and 
compr$hens:ion'c~lexity 

• U G 

~~~~l,ligeriee\)alld'~preJlenSion " 
CQmQl~'.·('tj' 0 . . 

. ',.:,~::. : "'~ . ~ . 

0049 

0058 

())oSO 

0.,67 

\\\ 

0 .. 35' 

0 .. 7.5: 

0.19 

'~~ta~4:~t;it :c;:onjRl;~~;tlrarK1 intelligence '0030 
< " ...... • ~ •• '. :'. ':,;. , .' • • - " • !~ ~ " : 

: 

c· 

~; 0 . 

a 

o 

~? 

o . () 

o 
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niagrammatieal Relati01ll.shl.po Am.Oo.g . Several Language 

Variables 

»ltaed.e~ 
Complex1.ty 

&. 
Comprehensicm 

Complexity 

56% 

o 

. 1"1 " 

luitelligenee 

o 

o 

t.:;' 

Q ,< \' 

~-''''"'''-'--

1-

I 
n 
0 

G 

~O . -,",~. 

0 
0 

.. 

d 

:J 

The language samples were scored 

Berstein'S" formula for formal language and 

language giv.ing the following results: 

TaJ:)le;i)iAt !'obtal Language and Public Language : 
.. (. 

Distribution of Scores 

using 

public 

. .:~ ... ~~~i:eg()ry of Language 
!.>:.- "~ .. ---... :...'" '. 
. Public 

Formal 

80.6 

19.4 

ti'e.would expect most persons in free discussion 
" 

to use. public langua9~ubut both groups had real 

rep!i:e$en~jition in formalolanguage usage as t,yell c' 

{)Th~ laii:quaqe santples of each inmate t'l1ere 
i) 

for spontaneous versus elicited 

ReactiVe! 
{) 

fo'll©l'l:'~:: 

e~preSsi©tnal'ld t.he ,)r;~u.l t;g:for e~c~,group 
~ ... 

oli'l1'aJ:)'le 51l Type of RespcU'idinC):Distribution of Score$ 

c· 

"Typed£ ,eslloud1ng 

19.4 . 12~"$' 
.-~.;.-, " 

" , ;f;;' _" - . 

'"31~5 . 
I.:!'.,"¢_ 

,i 
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, l:a,nguage . 

Table 

Unclassified 
~.Jt 

WorkingCla~s 

Borderline· 

I 
I 
m. 

t: 

F. Cognitive Measures - Task analytic techniques and 

information about their known factor structure were 

used in interpretation of these data. 

.Table 8: Median Z Scores on Cognitive Measures for 

Dangerous Offenders, Inmate Group and Control 

Measure Z Scores 

D.d~ I.G. c.S. 

Patterns 
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Table 9: Median Z Scores for Dangerous Offenders and 
,I) -

\) 

the Inmate Group, on Three Langu.~ge Measures 

" Language Measure 

No. of Categori'es o:fClauses 

Verb Score 

'co,mprehension Complexity 

While c. the ;'Dangerous 
" . 

0 \:~ 

Z ,Scores", 

"0.0. I.G. 
0 

[) 1. 89~ "1.80 
v' 

1.38 1.53 
,; ~ g 

1.64 1.46 Q 

,: ", 
Offender,s ,are somewhat 

~J 

o 

'superio~ on ·these, three measures too the" Inmate" Group, 
"?~ !1· '{'f." 

by inspection,of the qualita~i~e ,differences, ,i~. i!as .. !i 
G 

6bvious;that thir~\;not 'a siqnificant functional 

difference ". 
~, v" Q 

this' c'-t1iS1C-:--""'-~~~'-='~"~ ~~~:~ .The Court 
0-

Case-"The respoD$es to 

were categ~rized according.,to: 1) Cannot' 

events but l.:eave~ ·out ' 
.Q 

" ; , " 

'details 3) Can ret l'~ b1,1t adds 
" • <1," 'A' 

j 0 . 

incorrect 4}. Can retjll, 'but canno~ 

of interpretation 5) Can 

'in answers ,to questions 6" ,Oa, 
. ". " . 

'answer qUestiolllSin'an j.nte9ratea,lIU1n.n~r 

I 

II 

--,- ~ 

------~-_--~I~----~_.----

organize ',and retell a sequential story. 

production was to include all relevant detail and 

contain thematic material that was cognitively above 

the descriptive level. Inmates placed themselves 

throughout the competency levels of this task. 

iynformationwas also integrated with the; other 

This 

case 

o specific·'· information· . about 

.. '- •. '" functi9ning. 'e ,) 

. 'cogni ti ve higher 

'3 ~ 
. (,\ ". ~ 0". ". TaD! e" 10: -, Lan~age Level x' Cogni ti va Leve 1 'for the 

'0, ~ \' ~ ·pangerOu.sOffend<e:r Group ., . 

,~. '. Low Gogni tt've 
" _-'.-'-- __ -__ ~...,;"'""""..:--~~ .. =~-c:=_~.:.-.:=:...:_"~ - "_'"_ -.{l.o-__ ",--" _-== 

. .17 (43,) 
, . 6 ( 1St) 

'\;l 
,0, ' 

"" 

:12 (30%) c 

Note:"lhe investigator wa$ \Ulabl.e: t:osecure these . 
me~s\1~$ f~r. t:~o'~l'1lilate$ as. ~hey were'not;' int'ervi~weOl o· 

." ~,- '> 

I' e 

the.first 

'. I 
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Go Personality' - The court transcripts were 

used extensively in this ~re& o~ assessment. 

Dangerous Offender,had the testimony of at least 

Each 

two 

psychiatrists and sometimes psychologist's as well. In 

almost all cases the issue of a personality c!isorder 

was addressed and either rejected or accapted and 

defended. The two personality disorgers', most o commonly 
D 

mentioned were the inadequate personali~y, and the 

anti-social personality. " ~ersonaliOty diso~der~ were 
fJ 

identified. for many of the Dangerous Offenders. 

El.ghteen 'or' the Dangeroqs Offenders ,were said to 
D 

possess. anti-social personalities. (this writer ' is 

including .inthis category persons, also labeled as 
o 

. psychopathic, orsocio':"pathicrecognizing that there 
I'~) ~ ..". 

are some clinicians who make .distinctions am~ng these 
.. j~'" r '" 

labels). Five of the Dangerous Offena,rs were said. to' 
0" i;iff~' . 

have inadequate personalities~ .. · all~f these inmate$ 

were .' sex"\ of.fenders mostCoften chQq~,~ng children as 

their victims.· 
'fJ ' Th;is study . attempted to differentiate the 

': pangerou$ ,Offenders furtl\e~;, i1lhd tq; compar.e' th~on 

'personali ty, measures "t.o . ot~eroffenaer$ "who? had ,not 
, ., . 0\ 

been.~outineli 'elCaminedpsychia'trtcally. We were 
II,' 

.curloustosee ·iftherewould be:diag,fiostic "category 
, , .....'.,. -- : '-'\~;: ' 

" 

differences in, tbe.tWo ·qrQ~ps. , .. 'l'bu~ ~1lbe.illmate"Group . 

was tested ~sin9thesalne ~px;oje~tive;tnea$~e$.o " 
"1 .',," , .,'.:' . '.;" ". .a '.' '.:: . ". 'll,' , .". , 

Ii _<';-

TlierE!sults .iiidi"atet~ti;~~.~~~~" .•... f;tie 
", ·i~· /: 

. 
. '~;j.... , .... 

,-'I 

, 

~. 

D ." 

o 
o 
o 
o 

:'" 0 
o 

'ru 
. ,,0 

,. 

Q 
'~. 
c~ 

:" I 
~. JI~ 

L'I~" A 
I .~. 

o 

0: 
,- -.c ..• " 

Rorschach and the Four. Picture Test do not in and 

themselves disagree with the statements about 

diagnostic categCit'i:.~s forwarded by the psychiatrists. 
~'\ 

t thf.,I_~se measures were those that one The responses 0 11 ;.: 

often associates withanti':'social or inadequate 

personal1.ties for the persons so identified. There 

were also no additional disorders disclosed by our 

measures. 

How~ver, when , we combine the language, 

'cognitive and personality' measures (along with such 

file data as the Minnesota 'Multiphasi'b' personality 

Inventory) we,) f.ind a different .picture emerging. 

: Turning agai~ tot.he four-fold table of 

Lapguage by., cognition competence and adding our 

data fromthep~rs.ollality meas~res, we find that it 
1;. 

t ·o. "further' d1.· f.ferentiate within "the four is possible 

categorie.s • 
0" 

lfiqh, Cognition - Bigh.~guage:,These inmates 

bad aVerage or abQve'abi1tties in ,both ar~as. In 

cognl.tive 

!( 

o 

" 'C.' 
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n 
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u 
u 
o 
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o 
,0 
0, 

" 

'0 
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." 

f) • 

c had low ability in both cognition and language. It 

was this group that fit the modet of cognitive 
D 

dysfunction most closely ~ Most impor,tantis that .a. , 
sizable number of thesce inmates (,9) were found to be 

. (f -

anti-social personaritie~ butiPdthe opinion of this 

writ;er were incorrectly .. labelled as such. This is 

be cau'se the personality- trai'ts' often, developed . by 

persons wi.th 

indicative of 
,-' 

result of their faulty· learning of socialization, 

skills,. "l> 

Low Co,9Jl,;1 tion -'"8igh Lanquaqe: "There were ,six 
.. " . '. ' 

'persons in thisqroup. These persons were among tho,e' 

"~,1i th diagnoseciment:al Gicllnes$es. Persons 

inadequate personali ties also ~@red ~in 
"~ 

o 

this, 

cateqoryo 
.g o. " 

Jrs.thenumbe;s ax:esmall, this sho~i4"be 

considered indication 
> 

relationship. " 

H1gbC~i;,tion 

, 0 
",,' . .' . Ii 

Low Language: The'unsocial!zed' 
'- ," 

person. who has spe;ntmos~of'>hi'S, tiItle in prison',;,WaS 
'0' . • '. 

found in this "class. 1'hestate. rai~~ ch-ilaJ:en, bf: 
a ., , ~ 

wbomther, were Cf'i)utDber,' ·app~~reQ.in , ,};l\:i$ , 
c::;::,' " '" 

.€J . 

'" 

classification" providing they baa no 'otbet: :~isoiid~~: ,1" 

Soc;"l clasS Walila~o mo$1:oI.>V~~" " "~~><"i 
m th ' inmates. 'bel~i19'in, ' 

classes. ' 
; ',' 0-

when, 
G 

I~~te '(;ro~P#" 't.he:H'~ ~,~~g1 

a 

I 
I 

\1 "'. 

- ~~---- - ~-~-------...----- ~~~- --'. , 
----------~~-=---------

language regard to cognition ~! x with Grou,P 
(:).~1' 

C'~ 

personality, but there is a much higher frequency in 
.U 

the personality disorders that are based in cognitive' 

dysfunction. This, is probably because of the number 
; I. .. 

ofXliUnates included in. this 
""'~' 
,,~estiqat()r's private practice, 

group from the 

wheremany persons 

are referred by their lawyers, because of the 

author's known interest in. cognitive dysfunction and 

'personality' disorder. It is not being sugges't!!!d that 
,7 

'the, prevalence of this combination of disabili,ties in 

the I~te Group is represe,ntative of its pre~ence in. 

imitate population, or of long term, offenders ., 
o 

',sJ?ecificallY. However, the author believes from her 

~xpe~ience that the incidence in the later 

ii~ely very high. , 

a;~'~ ~C'.)tiva tional. ,Patterns: 'l'heassessment of: 

:"l\1oti~ationalstatesis acco~plished primarily through 

reauires that a ,considerable amount 
_' - ,) ;J 

()i';'(fat;iili~t=ity,andt:"$t be built QVU time between 
... ~:: ;!" ;", - . '. - .. , 0 

'.,P.~~f.~;~~'~Q~~>' ~a .iqmate. There wa~ '. relevant 

~ijii~~~~~:~~' Jt','i~<bbe c:out-c1:'Uan$Cripts,and s~e :imnate,s 
. ;".", ,-",',"< .. _;~._<::..:-~:' '.-.\-:"".,:.,\>,,~.,,~_~>_,:, .' ~ .... ' . - " , ,0 4 

;t~'·· theiJ: 

\ 
\ 
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'~'with' 

,we,re 

. in situatiOrl's 'where most 
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I. Phys-ical Appearance-'Berzins (1984) noted 

that a proportion of the Dangerous Offenders -had 

physical appearances that ~plac:ed them it) a position 

of ,greater susceptibility to being seen by others as 
" differen:t -, and i~ suqqested to them, perhaps even 

danqerous. While physical appearance is a very 

: ==~-"°sub'j'ec,t,i v.e matteJ:;, this investiqator, "1ho has 

D 

0, 

intervieweqmany hund.reds of" inmates', must aqree with 

Berzins data" that a number of the Dangerous Offenders 
. '. -

d' o ~ :'I 

were "un~sual lookinq" iii that they· possessed 
.' \\ 

startlinqfe~tures (Isuch as promnent eyes ,ot" had 

" fierce for (. one of cUltivated a appearance any a, 

number of reasons. The out,come is' that physically 

they compoUn,d, the impression of themselves ' as 
a 

" '" wou'l~' "be " difficult to the dangerous. It assess 
il c· 

effects that. tbi.s demeanor and physiognomy had in 

court, but it is not impossible that it played ,a 
~ 

z::ole .. " , 

~\ ' 11' 

'Theb: Ee.lillgs about ·th.emsel ~es was sometimes 

:.- .... ~: ~: ,c~-"·~~~~"~~~4·,Cit.~;ie~liYi~p 'Pb~~;i¢al;descriPtiPD. One ,(,ptaD 
, 2}' (> 

, .'; U9lN, war:pea:.. 
-'", c~-~:.~.:,",- -',7" .~ : .':1~ c-

neurot¥:. 
'rl' 

,4 ., 
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III. Situational .Variables 

Bemand l~under (1978) ·,say that, "the 

probability that a particular person will behave in a 

g::fven way in" a certain siituat,j;~n is a func.tioD ofa the 

'similarity between bisor .her 11 ~laracteristicsand the 
" "ll' , .' 

characteristics of th,e people (Templates) that 
' . '". , '.: 0.. , '. 

t . ~.' . . • _ • ' '. . . I?> , 

tYJ?!callYfrequentthe'situation. "Anot~e%." way of 
li , 

sayilllq this ieL1:-h.st'there needst()be a "ioodfi tIt 

-between thepers9D : and the" situation, .. wh'ich" may , c: ." . . 

include botll people and , 'V () other .:.enviro.nmE:ntal 

varjable:S. " ~. 

W'e, mu:Stb~. ~ble ·t@describe in:d;tailt'he 

". cbaracterlstieE:Lofthe ..... si tuationsiwhere..he. has 
,.' '~., ." , 

" \1' "p~rformed ·dailgar01.lSbE!h.aVi~Ur~in ·tlle.Pfls,t'., 

:~mpar~th~secbEtra,ct~ist:i.C~.to~~··j§Jiiuaponstb~t 
'\ > ,'.". >. 

() 

hewiil,beexperi$nCin~'in ~etutii~~.. ~l1e~El~~e ;.~£ . 
. . ...•.. . . . '.' ;" ........ ' , "" ......" •... '. ..• .' ,:,. ...: "~" .< 

. overlap";~il.l ~'.' a .. g~c~~:lI\eas~ •. oftale.·:pt~~~i~l.,i~y of 

'Similar~iI.t.·li~~~~,~ ~'~~~t:. .. 

-

rJ 

f) 

" 
cO 

I, :" 

" 
• 'J ~'" 

@' 

.\t_.\\,. 

'" 

\..i 

S; 
~;J:(~b"~ 

I 
I 
m 

~ 

B 
'" 

U" 
~;- ,; ~j, 

. 

"0 
0 

" 

IA' 
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research. However, from" the Jiterature, especially on 

the predict-ion of violence there have been 

est.abl i shed 'a n~er ofva:riables that are worthy of 

expefiin~ntaluse=as they have good face va~idity td th 

what we know clinically about these lJlen.. .Inf.ormation 

shared. in interview also 'tended to.clus'ter on these 

variables. 

'1'he following are suggested as situational and 

environmental variabl~s 
'. . o~ 

that have emerged in··this 

author's investigation as having 
~') 0" 

assessi~9' individuals: 
" . 

,; h .case speci.fic' data from this study will be , .:.r e 
, e 

p~.E!~entedwitb. each. 

" 
, A. .Environmental •. sq,pport systems 

1 .• :FiiUldlYf;inVi~omnent ~. 'l'hefamily,can provi:de 
,." .C: 0

';. ," T,,· 

.'3" 

sup.por~orcanbe.a major s1:r(!ssor iothe 

"~fi;$Oq;j$l~~~fl' ~s areal~Q' among the mdk,t 

::v4.~~~ •.• · .. " It~··:i·~e ... ·~IJlPortaht tcr be able to 

;1~(~q~~'~~',"'··'·~$'-,.· :f..-iy . a~cs . foreach.:person. ~ • ·O,'I""~ :;','" , . \J 
•. :,;. , ~ ":"p . 

. , . 

, ......• 
. <Ii'a ti)tRPt'eQ ..... 

ltfeJ:~~.;.L.~~t,··":~t, .,~;~~~,;:.' '.' .'. , 

.<:1 



i. 

I' 
" ., 

o ~', 

'::-believe that their son could be 'responsible for such 
\! II 

"repugnant 'behaviour' and' blamed everyone ' else, 

including soci$ty for th~ offence. B. Some were so 

" sqpcked andapalle,dby the ,crime,'thatthey'testified' 

in 
._ ',' .'" .. .. a 

court providing evidence against theIr son.' C. 
, I'. . - ,'~.' .' - , _ • 

S.oDie,parents' saw the DangeX:O\ls Offender status' as 
. ,.: . 

0' "providing a ,leqal'~ehicle ,for I, longover,due 
. "'.. .' .' -. \r--;:::;': . '~ 

psychological help. > " . 
• , " '. "\J. 

""~~~.!~~ '" ..... ,.' .. - . ~, .. , .. -

~ost "p~weX"ful, persona'l relationships for 
; ,-

had with 

'f!: 

orabused'th~,: r~niaineda vivid activ~pa:X"t .of their' 
~. r~' .' '0-;f) "0: 
own· self:-es1:eem, ,~4,~.acco,~,d:inq '. ttl ' ps:y~hiatrists~, 

. (;; . . ('t _. , 

"cansti tuted '. amaJQr:sourc~' of lrlhere lifefirstltbegap 

to. go 
',I,' 

,'Relati9nships"withwives a;ls~ wereb~oken 

th~i~ offerice$andthe "long p~riods·of incarc~~ation. 
. ' .. .' "~.~ " ' 

, ",', 

,One man said".~ In, ;pri's1?n,You, 'l()se 
. rtl . ' -:; .- :" , i~'. ." .... , 0 

'every~Qdy i, nOlt' just,· your "r~ea~Iil •. Q, 
,-., 

-, 

I 

, '4 

physical ailments that left them feeling inferior. j 
I 
1 

.,\ 

Tough backgrounds and emotio,nal deprivation were 

". common expe~i':iences for some of the men .. 
~ 

',2. . Peer' En~~ironment The effects of one's 
"'1 ~-. I 

friends ,on one''''s behaviour have been recognized for a 
i' 

long time. It is ~\mportant to determine if criminal 
il 

behaviour was ocolDllliitted' in a,social context or by the 
~~ Q 11 -. ..'- - ,") , ,. ' il ' 

. {. ,person 'alone 0 Pex:;sons who are" n loners n or who seem . " 
. o. ,: () 

.. un~b}.eto establi~;handkeep friend~hips ,appear more 
~.J' • !"-:J 

.1\ o. • " • . 

. likely . to develop JJ!napproprl.ate .behav10urs 0 

~ . 
I: ' . . " . 

,The socia~lrelatio,~ships.· .of the 

. Offenders were.gen~rallynot positive. While some of 
'9 I', . , 

the men w~;reqre9ai!ious,', and 'had lastinCJ frie~dship.s, . 
. '·L' ... · .. :i . . ." . . , 

, ',ag!it.eat major,ity w1resoci~1,. isol:~s •. ,They .had (~een 

:pooJ"miXEn:s at; sCh~lol:~ . w~r~:~$hf1i'round girls, often 'fl 
Co ""11 " ...... ~~ '. . i) 

'Dangerous 
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other ___ "ithan that 

usually 

I 
I 

~;, r'i . 

hitch-hickers;prostitutes, bisexual women, and women 

'·g:enerally.QnemQln said that "women represented all· 
, ~ '. • J • • • < .. 
that. is good and all 'Othat is' bad, b.U't always 

of weapons..:1. Th~weapontnat ·is 

the, crime can determine the 

can 

·think thE!y. 

, 
:"1 
. ? 

Y 
1 

, I 

. .,..' 
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o 

ingredient to eventually 

reducinq iX!hibitioris, 

a f~cil·itator· to 

as ·atrigger. mechanism, and as 
• _j" I... .' ,_ . 

behaviou*s.It .was particulariy' prevaient·.· in the 
.' - ........ .. ' ';" ... '0 ... " .. ' 

instances of sexual misconduct. Thi:s 
. . " 

. departure'from '. that. ofnthe ;1:nmateGroup,·wh.ere o. 

. alcohcH was mainly relatedl:o assault. 

.. 

I 
I 

.- .. 
• 'J 

.- -~--------.---

The Effects of the Dangerous Offender status 

:and th~. Imposi tion of an Indeterminate Sentence 

Indeterminate sentences were given to all but 3 

of ;h~ Dangerous Offenders sentenced to tne date of 

. this study. The commonly stated reason was so that 
> 

they could receive needed0treatm~nt, and once they 

improved th~y would be candidates for parole. One of 

'the Danqerous Offenders, said that a€ nis trial he 
:' 

did not. ,want his lawyer to actively oppose the v . 

. designation. as he felt it woulp increase his chances 
," . . 

. for", treabnent~ which he felt he badly needed. 

reality" is that onl,y a ~.imited number of 
. • . Q 

'are n9w. unqerqoinq' treatment, and the 

often afa short duration, three 

irty-es.tiqator was 
-', ;. 

told 

with 
d 
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treatment that they need and request, but they have 
I 

o 

·no basis upon which to ,show improvement, even if in' 

the absence of treatment it does take ~lace. Without ., 
" 

this, they have· nothing of substance t() showcto the 

parole board, and stand littlechaIl:~e' of· serious 

consideration. 

The men believe,. and the staff of ,mQst of the 
.' --.' - . 

institutions concurred. ,tha t ' evert, though Part XXI 

,states that a man with this indeterminat.e senotence ,as, 

a Da~gerous Off,ender'must be 'reviet-led, 

parole,) in three year$ , and, 
.. 

, thereafter" 'that' n9 serious 

by the National Parole ,Soard is, likely 
. , '," 

be~ore ten years, evenwithtreatmen1:~ 

since 

true. . . 'l'his 

report 
. , 

, ~, ' " 

,,,Dangerous, .' 

would " b~the 

--~~.-. - ~ 

/. 

_____ ..... t: ,,,,,,,,,,,,,::,:;,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,_,, ___ • ___ , , 

have con-rutted. They are still confused by many 

people, i=ncluding staff, with the former legislation 

which designated cert,~in sex offenders as Dangerous 

S~X Offenders. The effect for some of the present 

d ·1· S Ct' hat they are seen as sex Dangerou~Offen ers 

offenders when they are not. They believe that they 

ar,e :tr~ated as >lifers i and as dangerous people who 
o 

. " are 'simply to be "warehoused" for 'the re~t of their 

. " lives ~, 'They 

'. ,si tuation. , 

mav" well .. not be e~aggerating ,\" their 

Each man in the interview {Dangerous Offenders 

. 'and, .'. the In1Iijlte' Group)v\tas question~d about his view 
, . , . .' 

"Of ,t~e(!anqerouSOffe1(lder statu~, ,and the, imposition 

sentence.aepresen,tative scu-uples 

their:'answ,ers~' are as follows: , 
.. ,} '. ': ~~ ..... .' . . ..: . 

';-.Th~C, tim~ get~'1()nqer ~nd , -'longer, its like 

I, 

,-; 

.; 

! 

fl 
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',' 

They look at you like a lifer in here, while 

you could get out, ;,hey treat you like youd:never wi~l 

- ••• the indefinite part,e it could be next 
o 

year ~ it could be forever 
,» 

~; tI 

- t"11 get"Qut, but 1'"11 be imi a pine ,box (this 

man thinks of suicide as thea" only "way out) 0 

" ",! (\ 
, , 

- One ~, a . dectf,~~ute, ,signed 
, " ' 0 

, to the 

,investigator in the languaqe 6f:, the deaf,' "I will 

silenc~ wai~." 
II 

(,1 e' 

il " 

o ", 
,0 

" 

. ". 'J' 

- ' 

the 'Dangerous Offenders 

,~reatment (iscneofth~ major 

by psychiatrists for 

giving 

, is ~lso .' just about 

,not 

'treatment 

,'personality 

~hesi?~' 

o 

() 

" " 

;j 
'I 
" 
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Phallometri¢ testinq,. ;,aversive therapy, ~ druc.:Js 

like depro-pJ;:'overa ilre present in stQmeinstitutions, " 

butne~dsystematicdevelopment so'that';theireffec:ts" 

ff can be eval'u.ated. Inmates asking for:, these) forms of 

measurement ,and ther,apy :occ8'sionall yget conflicting 

recommendati,ons andresponsesfromQth~ administr~tion 0 

and .' staf f,.Some "of t;l~em a l'?o havehad,Unpl easant 0 

"experienC£E!s 'with thesedevice"sand are . very' vocal 
,;:/ 

\; 

about .thene9ativ~·resl.11ts,; 

It' was . f~equentlYDlentioned that the mental. 
, ..... '. - . -0.. '. 

. :health'staf,f was too' ,sli\all;to~ive .,theintens:ivekind. ' 
. . , . -' '., 

,,' of, fact(,to~facE! ·treatment -·that· the 

.,;~'; .. :.Qff(tp'g~.J;:'s .;;"d~J?,!~~~;,~~~¥;~S~9;-;~~F~~lS,~~~ :9n~~~~~.~~~)l_~, ... 
. r$vea~inqaltt:ll~irprivClt.eemoti~nsto staff. Who 

~, 0 . 

were,paid.b:Ythe~nstitlltiOil.. TheydidJlot~estion 

·~'tije.·pJ:ofe$$:Lonal$' .eth~cs;. .·but' w01:rie~l.-~~OUt:"'Q,:,fa1 
. , .',; ':. " .. :. -. ..: .··Th.··: .··d··~·~·n···;t·:.·-··.k·n·· 0.9,"9" th'airb, o~s' 
tijeyc.ou~a.t.J:,,!st tb4i!ln~. . ;;~y; l.~: .'. . .... <~ - ......... ";:', . 

. ····· .. · .. ·is~~~s'~~~::i~r~~i~Z~~;e~~:~ ... ~ ... 
that i~v~l~ec1 g~ci~'p 'th~r~pY .·~~¥·:·;h~~· to' 0: ~::,' 
~~j~' .#~t;~~ .'. '. ,1 J . . ::"~ .:~' .. , .. ,~r", 

o 

o 
o 

, . 

o 

. '" . 

, '. 
-~~5~.i,riilsi/!)ij,1l:d!-'42,..:r~ ~. ----,...;\._---- ), 

I 
I 

. ~ 

H"" 

o 
o 

.,0 ,"" :;; 

r~~'""-·'-' 
, ~.~~ 

'. o~ 
o 

~1 I, 

'/ II 
entry .into prog+ams. So~e iml"ed.f';S FI:'eSE-lnt.ecl vcry 

differ~nt views". Versions of" I want someone to break 

me" were common. They knew somethi-ng was wrong, and 

theykoew that they didn#t know how to handle it, but 

. they we~e'afraid to submit~to treatment. They wanted 
.... \.t_,~ •.. ' , =',"==~ ~ 

someone to he'lpthem in spite of themselvesc, • 
Q 

Many inmat~s were waitinq anxiously for 
I)"~ 

admission intQ.one of the Reqi ona 1 Psychiatric 
o 

'Centres, for treatment. 0 "They attributed' almost a 

IIlag,icar quality t.o what the.y tbought would happen for 

them~there. A ngmber of the men had been refused 
o " 

,,1{ 

admission ud this had depressed them greatly. 

,Several others had "'bad. previous admissions, but 'had 

'~,·: .. :been/:~;i;tt1~un~Oparati ve, '. or bad threa t.ened '\staff, 

et~~:;;O~u~g were persona non Qrata. . They hoped for. 

another chan~. 

:. '1'herewe:t~ lI!$ny positivec0Pnnent:s abQ,ut the. STS' 

P~o9'rluna~8:i~nCJ$tonlnstitution,. --wi thde$ires~ogo 
. ....... ..; .... ~;- ," ' ... ~ •..• ' . ' .. ii/ ,fp, .....• '." . 
back f"or~: :l~On:9q!!~ :p~~l.c.d.o~.· t~e~tmellt.· 

':"FC="l:ifeF~··th@~iil.P)~t~~ic:· ····~ffe~s'of : the < school ..• prO.gra,ms·, 
··"said .• ·· 

!: -~-
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Summary and Discuss~on of Results, Q 

0 
0 
00 

This research l1B.e©l ~ mul tip,lec.ase study 
. ,,'. ~. 

ecologic.a! ~pproachto find out ~~. much as ,possible 

'(, that related to the assessed dlingerousness ~f"';t~e' 43, 
, " . .' ''''v' ,,". . 

lDii1en .. qiven; theleqaldesiqnation '6f
o 

Dang'rJt'ous Offender 
0 

·D since l~t~ when Part CXxI, :Section 688 -of t.heCmladian . 

Criminal. Code was ,enacted. 

... 0 We ;anted to ,@isco;i"'F' '{f~tMi?e wa,'s infb.r~ation 
'I . __ 

, "0 ' . 

that could be gathe~ed by an:i!:lyzin9 ·the,s.e.m~lll 

. ~ . 

2. '0 

r" 

:It , 

. 0 

'./ .' 

" . 

, 4 

federal' institutions in Canada where they ,,,ere 

incarcerated. File information and institutional da.ta 

were used. for the remaining two men who could notbe 
Cj • 0 

interviewed due to their inability. to. respond because 
• 1'",'." 

o 

of g~v.re emo±ional problems. 

Co'u"rt i'brl~scripts were secured for a,,11 
,·r . but: 

,. 
f9ur of the Dangerous' OffJkders and all ~'f the 

o • 

,people' UP@il whom the dangerous offender application 
- . 

h.ad not ln~en ~uc,cess·ful..lns/titutional, 

, f . 
P~YCh~lO:iC~l, .• ~edi©al and ~erSOfal f11es ,Of th,e 

inmates thems~lves 'were used, to domPlete the data 

collection for each man!" 

·'Phese dat~ wereCanalyzed using the foIlowiJlg 

. a'ttEmdantpredic;:tiveval~ables chos~n ." . " '. 

1 iteratllre ... _ The 
" 

o. :. 

variables ." . (\' 

o 
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If' 

(1 

I 

::':;:;-=.~:., by . Class ,'21' ;iVariables ' 
o· 

I~ , -, ; V 

, , 

A., Demograpliic Variables - 'The Dangerous 
-,' 
:, ~ "'" :0 

Of,felld~rs and, the Inmate Groupo' did ~n.o.t, dif£ex_'.on ,most 
•• ~.'. - • ," , : • - • • c ...... ·,.:·,.·_·:::l:· ... ·::,..,.~::"~.~~.,,_ , 

\', .. - tv . '. - '. '" 

3S'~S "years '-'old, single, with a. Grade 9 education. 

of these variables. They were maleQappto,~imat'e'l'Y 
' • .L . . . 

() 

, ., 

Less than half had record"s "of delinquen~yand their 

-first, adult offen,cewac atabo~:t age c, 18. 
(.\r 

'" 

! 

. Offendets were' mO,re likely,t,o bemiddle ... class in 
~ ~,.' ('; 

'sQCi'9-~conomic ", statps,employment· and ,domestic 
(I 

,Differences "did exist~ however: The, ,..Q·~ngerous 
.9 ~ , 

1 ' 

- , , . "l " . 

deviations. w,erefQWldwithreqard,t,o .' 

Sex 
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victims 

B.~~sposi tiona 1 :V'~,riable~~The' systematic 
'collection of inforInatio~ on t' h' e' et( ,1" , ' • '" ", c ' 
, " ' ",,' s f case ,s,pecif.ic 

, variables' enabled us' to 'speak 'Of' -/~h' "';' .. : " " ' ''-' ',' , " "', ~, "jL e1nma,tes, as, ' 
" ",' ,', ' ,i( , ' , 

'individuals thus, permitt~n:gdi.s.cusslon 
, ' , : . : I) ", .' ~" .' 

dat~ with r~egard to prediction .. The 

"greatest' ag~e~inen~ in th~, literature 
" , ' • '. c 

by variables of 

,'va1id, predi~:tors~ 

in~~his study as 
. -~.>~~ , 

Thea~thor~s 1983 

the 1984 

" 

-,~-- -- ',,-. - ,- '~~~-

The, language of both the' Dangerous O,ffender and, 

the Ipmate Group was not ,deficient Or disordered in. 

gerieral. The ~n~lyses developed for 'this study 

of effects beyond those of 

and intelligence. The 

'syntac~ical" competEmce 

with 

" , , 
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1/ 
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phy.sic~l. ~ppearanc.:.e and demeanor of these men also 

.,·,compounded the 1m,pressionof them as dangerous. 

The'techniques demonstrated in this study that 

to differentiate among th~s~, offenders with regard. 

unsocialized lifestyle and 

is· mo~t important in' i:ts 

prescriptions for 

that ,the 

and 

, 
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o. 

some coinmonalitiEas~ ,PQr 'example', it was obse~edthat, 

'manyo! the Dangerous Of:fenders had disruptive family 

. :and' were often 10, ners in ,cri.e an,d" in exper1:ences, 

, t t 'Th~l.·,.r", vi,ctim,., S .posse~sed ,particular "socialconex s. , 
',. 

trai,ts, alcohol ,wasinstrl,lmental in theilCcrimes and 

< thEaY'haaahi~ tQ~?y .of'j;n,a,dequatepsycho-s,exua 1 

development ~ 

Qn lya 1 fmi ted nu.mber of Dangerous Offenders 
", " 

. were 'r~c!j~~~fi.n9,treiltmentalthouqh oneilf "th~ 'primary 

reasons forth~i~', f~9aldesiqn~tion tlad., been th~t; 
'""" ", h" '." l'd'; ""b"'e' .. '.' with >psychiat~i,c; they' 5 ou " .. '.,.', 

" " 

m 

~ 

n 
n 

in: protective custody, and the self-fulfilling 

prophecy of other pers~ns treating a man Qver a 

number "of years as a dangerous person. c , 

Summary 2!Results 

If we compare th,~semen, all of whom have 

satisfied the requirements of Part XXI, Section 688 

. as,Da.ngElrous Offenpers,to the model presented that 

repiesent~ . :the 'best 'of our knowl'Ej!dge of what 

'. constitutesaccuraJ:te pred~ction we' see that: 

1. TheY'are,notdlfferentfrom the Inmate Group 

onthe·a'ct~ariai'data. In addition, if these are tbe 
' • ,- ~:. i '.., " 

~- .' , 0"' 

"'b~st statistica,l 'predictors 'ava~lable;' the Dangerous ' ~- ,e' : _ '. _ '. ~ , .. f.-: 

predicting . danqerou_~ . 

DangeJ;'~us 'Of~ender~nhave 
"";,/ 

as 'anti-social· <per$Onality,di$Ord~rs. 
• ". ". . ." ,.,.. '. ,- 0-

---- --~" 
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~any of theD'angerous Offen~ers ,:some~imes becaus,e' 

tbeyare serving an indefinite'sent~nce a11dsometimes, 
, '. () ,"> 

because there is notreatmentproq,ram, avail:ab!e in 

. the institution $uitable~:fortheiJ:'specific:<probl~m. ,'. 
.. ~ -

, .- ,\', 

The author has begun, .with the, cooperation of 

the instituti9n,the'~evel0pm~rital pha.e oi a 
, . - . - - -. . " . . . - . . . ;. , ~, . (j 

treatment program at the Regional P,sychiatric CEantre., 

paci£lcand at Kentlnstitutio~f~r.lon9' te~m 
o 

offenders -~ith' "viol~nt histories;' who " have been . 

diagnosed asanti~'socfai l>ersQ na1
6
ities,. 

. . 'I, ' . . . _ '" . . 

. suffer fl:Qm coqnitivedysfunction and:unsocia:lize~ 
. . , " . '. 

personalities • .A learninq,c-model:has been.ado,p,ted~as '. 

the basis for the' program~Tl1e 11seo:f' c~qJlitiv~, 

bE)haviouJ:'~erapy,to .. i_ncr~ase effe~ive' ;hiqher-lev(!.l" " 

thinking and probi~m -!W©.lvin9throughincrease~' 

competence in la,;'l9Uai, complexitytorms:~e basis of 

the meth~dOl09Y. 'l'hepr09r~ 1i"'SZ'rendestcp1etras Ii 

clinical experimental study ~""th ane.xteJ;nal 
','~~" •• Q " • 

evaluai:ioncomponent.. .... '-:~ . 

~." o 

o a 

". ~r . 

iD)portant, but dependent 

or more basic" 

this 
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. most reason~,le 
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;, , . 
is for substantive 

,;: ',' '. . "=~':::::o ' 

c_ given tC)-D:len who are cons.idered dangerous and in need " 

of'treatm~nt, ofbut where t~e~btent b~comes part of the 
.':' • '., ' .' .' 1\' 

court, ,order inl§luch a m.anner tha,t the. system .' is 
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