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o i 6 ? In his discussion, Petrunik (1982) includes the
DANGEROUSNESS : e
’ : o . ﬂ work of Berger and Luckmann (1967). on the social
) . . - s N . 2, - [ 5 § 3 ) u ¢
The diagnostic accuracy of assessing persons who% } L . construction of reality to the study of deviance,
~e o G . ® / f .
may be dangerous is an extremely difficult task. The /// social problems and social control. In this approach
identification of those important variables - B . definitions of deviance are treated "as products of a
contributing to the construct ‘called dangerousness is political process, .as social constrictions usually
an equally hazard@us task. o e "y i} implemented ' and legitimated by powerful and
2 . ] ; o L .
Albeit, the prediction’ of dangerousness by a * influential interests and applied to relatively
variety of individuals is being carried out. Often : . o powerless . and 7 subordinmate "grouPSh and
- the assessment apd prédictions are made while the = o bl ’ 1nd1v1duals.a.neclei@ns concerning what is the
. . - - 4 )

when, - in fa@t, the

o

puzp@se ‘of" the pr@dxctxve @valuatl@n is in relatiom

client“ i in an institution

to the 1@6&V1dual s safety in the community.

iy

°  The s@cial imp@rtanc@' attache@» to defining °

?— id v ! . . P
dangerousn@sgi assessing who is dangercus and
predictihg who will be dangerous in the future, has

@C@ﬂpl@@

-

Western;sc@ietyvfaziwellv@vet

=

o

{for a problem] and hence the

appropriate agent of social control are

pr@peroeﬁﬁesignati@n
settled by
some type of political comflict...[The focus] is on

(the}

claims—makingfactivities of...various interest

groupsx-@an&._.hcwv[@ne«@rwangthgrcattaiﬂs ownership

-@f ;at;givenftygeQafV&eviangg<@r s@gial. pr@blem aﬁﬂ
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‘and realized effects can influence informed change.
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Historical Overview
> Three major ideological notions have in

combination been  the most influential

&i

public
A\

in forming
policy with regard ¢to social deviance,

especially violent deviance in Canada.

into the 19th century t@e'utilitaria@‘reﬁ@rmers who'

ﬂbelie&éd‘in the full'reép@@sibility of the i@divi@ual

amd eguality unﬂer the law influenced the prot@ctl@n
. @f individual rightsn The pﬂnxshment was th@ught to
' be appr@prlately @elxveggdwy;ﬁ it was in d&réct

pr@portx@n t@°th@ serlﬁuS@ess of the @ramg EheoJust

- In the later partw@f’the 18th century and well

o

=

0y

k7

proceceding.” « He = addresses the purposes of the

st . : i

of the following principle: “Within the range set by

‘the seriousness of the crime committed,  the severity

to

of an offender’s segtence shall be ‘proportional

v

-

*

# Wlth th@ rlse of Positivism in the mld° 19th

cenﬁury there arose the acceptance of pathology

. wzthzn the individualc~that made him not

w

regp@nSLble fox hls behavxaur as he was under the

" Thus, path©1©g1cal states .resultlng

in  criminal

behavicur ana the existemce of the' cfiminal mind

___
B3

S ' .gaineﬁ strengthe These persans were seen as zequlrxng

Mnnahan- (i@@?) ls a madexn an&

form of S@ﬂt@ﬂ@lﬂg Mouahan p01nts v@ut

¢

sgecaal sanctmons anﬁ tfeatments a@pr@pzlat@ to

e
[

could

that

tate |

ft cauld be‘*

two

@g ‘ ' models and his lasf'statement with the recommendation

as.

o pr@vazl&ng moed of the early part of the centurym

msmtal needs,‘iif danger@usness was a
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The blfurcatlon ‘trend in the Unlted States is ‘an.

outgrowﬁh of thls approach°'that ls, that serlous and
. [ H @

violent crlmes w1ll recelve long or 1ndeterm1nate

3 i 0

f/‘
sentences in pr i 5{0;1 2

anﬂ less serlous crlmes w111

e

alternatlves to confinement. The serlous

be g@yén

offenders are seen as requlrlng spec1a1 handllng,

most llkely segregatlon from soc1ety

;fot‘ ltS

protectlon because the 1nd1v1dual is . seen as hav1ng

. . T

. Cw Itv'i$ as th@ugh wx%h the barth of. evgry :new

thought OL Ldeol

gy through hzstory‘we have &dded to

v

«.

e

b
4

\' . our repert@lre, but have n@t re aceﬁ @z~‘1&miﬂatea

o

any existing - theorleso with a"@ur'nus

e now 14

‘amalgam of ‘all the preeeﬂiﬁ‘m

: , : : ; e ‘Q; S ,
. - persons for. exten31ve perlods untll they are asséSséd
““ by mental health professzonals as no longer ngofént°

little hope for substantlal change béfare fé‘
¢ ‘sufficxently long perlod has passed and ‘am@iet 
e @pp@rtunlty to ”burn out“ has taken‘blaca% o ‘ f {f

W

a

L

W‘ ST

cannot be underestlmated at any leveI,

" -

The‘ CODCLSQ Oxford chtlonary deflnes danger as

“l&ablllty or:e posure to harm, jrisk, 6r‘ peril."”

thi-s definitibn, ' -The%’

féépears to be a crltlcal,determlner as to what is

LeonSi&ered”ﬁdangérousi' _Whilefathis is~true,,of the

Lﬂlelﬂual rater of dangerousness it is also true of

‘m; sgc;@ty collectlvely_° Dangerous SLtuatlons such as

T “acld raln arouse less fear on. a day to day bas;s

. W fv7ﬁfi than a gn@ctacular mass murder w111 cveate° This is
: L R D
i n@t because the absclute destructlon 1s 'mcxep qulteb

(2

P

o

i?f: the c@ntraryg but because the crxme ls more meedlate‘

and concret@ and thleear potentlal of the publlc is

o

A

AL W%
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throughmlnterv1ew, re‘ords, psvcholoq1ca1 tests

sources that are

ot ) /

Are there aﬁ'varlety ofu

i

"regard to whether and how predlctlve deczslons can be

&%ade° ST R e
Predlctxon fl;t7{“¢;ugf£J‘tvf':'},G~-5’ § SR

lstudiesv\

Recently, :maﬁyi»ﬂ

neuropsvcholoq;cal correlates of v1olent behav1our,°
particularly emonq offenderse: A leader 1n thle fxelé
fhas been Yeudall (1977) | utzl;zed aa-

poxnt S to

| 'aimpcrtant'tcfknoﬁ rather thanvwﬁat’he does. i§6) fThef"g*
irecoqnltlon of actuar1a1 and 51tuatlona1 varlablesk \
"as worthv of 1nc1u51on 1s completely absent 1n thls'
vdeflnltlon and thus appear ;not to _be v&ewed a5“
Vce . 1mportant determlners fiiﬂﬁ con51deratlons *t?Oﬁk
Vg_ edanqerousness, (7) éhe reacer'“is ~1eft w1thcctjﬁf%‘
S dlrectxon as to how theeeisymptoms are’tc bewassessed

RIS




o ’ ‘ SRR _ i B T ‘
. : Yo7 B , ) : o
: . - e R
. v '~ that behavxourally thls means that,;:"Whlle generally . in increaseﬂ aggressive» and/or sexual behaviours :
o %:'g‘ SRR not affectlng psychometrlc 1nte111qence (as in WAIS whlch often tend to be episodic in nature. U f“ - W ;
I10), it 1s well establlsh@d that damaqe to the ;if The above mentloned behav1oura1 correlates forl ‘. é
‘;1 fnontal 7ldbes resplts’ 1n~a reductlon 5in§1’1) athe - dysfunctlon of temporal and frontal lobes, especially . 5
5 _ ) ablllty to formnlate plans and 1ntent10ns,ﬂp2) the~* ?’itt',n °f the latter braln reglon,‘ suggest (to the author, é
1%t§3 .?f,, ' ‘;,ability “to evaluate the consequences of B one S_ 375}‘ff1,f%; -Jff at least) ohvicus oarallels W1th the behaviours and £ <
,eﬂ  ?W s ’éctions:f 3)’; 1nte11ectna1 functlonlng 1nvolv1ng ,5 A dyndmlcs‘ggféf;k"the~ habxtual ~Crimina1.f _ - The . § \
f? gf,fv4 . abstract reasonlngd and concept formatlon, E?) ;the'»' ”Characterlstlcs of neurological' impairmenﬂv 1-4sy . L ﬁia}
| Vﬁ S ) abllxty t: sustaln;attentlon.' cpncentrationncislann-f7“J vllStEd’;above:;'when matchedu'w1th the behav1oura1 » :

‘symptoms of dangezous people suggested by Kozol, show

o térm qoal motlvated actlvxtles,v_¢: , 5) )ﬂ‘"‘

B R PR Dol R

Q

remarkable _level of agreement. This klnd of

"effect1veness of Ianguage to regulate hehav1our ni%t'“

oy R terms of forestht or future behav1out. It also

dxstractrbxl
‘,?-,’

ol RN fi'results‘ 1n an increase 1n.lyt1) ty,

¥ o 1mpu151v1ty and dxs1nh1b1tlon,

i

psychcpa t _1c

behavxours@concomxtant w1th a lack‘f

rem@rsei

and perxod1c=af£ect1,e disordens suc_,ff"




?6 neuropsychological test battery alone. The MMPI f
{ alcne‘correctly-classeaagg%. He concludes that,“ The S %tf
: relative ‘%ehavioral’ _rmpairment seen on

neuropsychologxcal tests is 1nterpreted as partaof a

Da 5

7

general pattern of poor‘lntellectual 1ntegratxon and

cortical . 1nh1b1t10n assocxated with the presumed

' ‘ 1', ) greater prevalence of brain dysfunctxon 1n samples of y :
= , Qf C vrolent persons., simple.and rather,specific“tj7eff“
. gé 'E' i ; R perceptual, cogn1t1ve. :;d psychomotor tests,nsuchkas | ‘
: o érd} T - found in neuropsychologlcal assessment batteries, add o
? 5 : t4"  1’ S s;gnzfzcantly to theixdentifxcatzon of’potentlally e t
5 . | B e vlolent persons and appear more powerful for&thisrj’fﬁ:_f;fi‘f

‘ m

a

?one«form

Aﬁszchfatrz'and Psychology .
fThe 3 »use \\of *psychiatric opinion
asssessment and release of offenders is still

rellabxllty and valxdlty.

Halleckv(1969 11) notes

Lo e
commonn today splte of\r;ttle ~ support for

“Research in”thé

© ;
: :
for j
very ;
i
Y b
area IR ¢
B




i
3

R T

BTSN
.

it

o

anb astoundlng parado to see the steady publication

o - of research data over the past f1ve to ten years é

. . . 2 t . ¢ . . ot

showlng the inabilities of predictors of .

W

dangerousness to make accurate estimations and -

sxmultaneously ©o observe state legislators and L

i
¥

° . groups produc1na or recommendlng criminal and ‘mental

health codes and procedures which rel%cso heavily on

111;serve hls:sentence.' Therefore, psychiatrlsts o fthe'predictive‘concept%“

o ) ?here is ~ judicial reluctance to exclude ; },

: .aiie psychzatrxc we@idehce even theugh the American  i

Psych1atr1c Assoc;atzon ' has made public statements | é

regardlng the problems o% assessment and predlctlon.. %

'Pet:unik',(lgaz) suggests that whlle dangerousness Q g

; leglsletzon is’ Lneffectlve, 'unju%t, and unworkable,k g
,_Bernard] Divcke_ns'. ‘of the Centre of i e el governmen::s N centxnue to reeoinmené its enactment" »

ity of £ ]  7  S becausel wh11e 1t is not 1nstrumenta1 in. effect it
:er‘ ef:¢7: : does serve a _yggglig gggggigg. There seems to be L e 7?
o face valxd;ty regardlng thls ?symballc | T
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observations of Merton and Nisbet, (1971) to ekplain

wthis;breech‘of logical behaviour. They_ihdicate-that~

‘societal concernS*reflect certain consistent patterns
of perception ,and dé¥inition’ that help the
: T~ e _ ' . 3
‘continuance of the status quo in the face of contrary

,researoh. They refer to “the socxal perceptzon of

soc1a1 problems ® In addltlon, “Popular perceptxons

are uo safe gulde to the actual mégnztude of a socxel_

w

problem. Pervaslve soc1al problems that seldom have

4 B}

dramatxc and 'consplcuous manzfestatlons are apt to

Q ,wJ

'serious.' evenxjwhen audged by ‘the beholder s owu

va:1ues,’ tha‘t éru‘p‘t ]i‘p ‘the spotli‘ght ‘of public dram.a.

They: emphas1ze ‘the‘peroeptue11S1; Jflcance ofue

soclal dlstance.‘ A serlous offencefthat' ocours to,f

belxefs : about fthe relat onstk

[ m—— | v :ﬁ ‘ : &N i

arouse smaller publxc attentlon than problems less‘

o

pervas1ve bellef that psychiatrists can identify and

treat persons that others areonot prepared to try to
understand. : .

Eﬁebster (1984) says that it is as much that we

@

ask the wrong questlons of psychlatrlsts as’ it is

that they cennot answer the questions aS'kwe phrase

1Vthem. ﬁEor example"he'seys that we should ask good

practloners what clues they rely on to form their

o

voprnlons. ) What ‘kind of patxents . are the most

'predictable? What specxf;c klnds of future V1olent

i)

ctlon 1s or 1s not 11kely to be exoected from whlch

o =}

'kznds of patlents? How good are patlents themselves

nd _normally provxded {Vtof

&

&
T
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An"amalgam of Webster (1984), Monahan1(1981), s 1 thorough ‘and’detaileo analysis of the physical .and

i

. ~ and this 1nvestlgator's problem llsts follows. L R S I ) | soclal\,env1ronment5' 1newh1ch.the§?epav1our occurs. ‘ :

3 c . T pom Lo R TR Inapproprlate traJ.ts ’a‘r‘e ~often sihgi)ed out for ;
N > A7 There dis w::.de var:.at:.oon iR, the accuracy *’Qf : g I RN i attentzxon and 1mportant but more subtle tralts (eg. ; M

it

J,ndlva.dual psychlatrlsts. SOme are much more»_"» e T SRR cognztl‘ve d:.sorders) are not fully 1nvestlgated o

e o B e B A T

. effectlve than others, but as a group they are not¢ o

OIS ' superlor predlctors ofudangerousness as compared v . BN R , : ; Vw % ;énqe_°95111u§ory correlates
. ) . ) ‘_‘}rﬂe‘ y :“ . & l VC‘QJ Q.‘va‘, ." i."“é . . ) '— V : “ J‘r‘y o
e other mental health profess;onalso Therells also the e B T R - -such as mental 111ne$§

" . and/or accurately

”Whatfcan'be;asseSSed readily

\),

'not vnecessarlly - what . is

.

-

AR i ~ . lnescapable fact that;cllnlcian foften flnd ‘what they_lffr‘j o

‘ - o T v ‘::i‘;;npor’tax%‘xt. ‘ Statements regardlng predlctors used are ’
§ i EEE 4 g“"of‘tenl ;~f.stktremely vague, o wh:.ch makes them even harder
. : - . - to che'cl’t as to tfhe;r 'pred:.ctiveaccpracy;
2 e - -";_7‘-.’6~=vio-1ence is actually a’ rare event, Thls“ ‘ R B
vara.ety of factors. It fls a mu' tiv r:.ate concept and[}'v | sl mai}kes base rates dlfffcult tO,)e;,f,‘,eSf‘ébllsh, _‘and,f’ o | , %

oo ppredlct:}o w:v.th : 1t5a rellance ~on. probab:.l:.ty’

i (;f.;;' Posl ot "statements more prohlematz.c. N There are dlffzcultles"f

4 -

N

P 1n» test:.ng the accuracy of predz.ctlons cas” @




~ tendency to make predictions for th

5n information y elded from group @

UEp

o
es0

taskespec1a11y when therestlllare ques :Lons about

‘critical variables that make up the

assessments often take place at a
ffénaérzor5¢ééﬁi9§sjfi§f§“éé%t;ﬁé‘¢§h¢£ 
need to predict his present and

es of dangerous behaviour. This is =
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unacceptably hlgh
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»6f_vfen,der; in' the 19‘60 .amendmentsto othe Ctiminal Code
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Several p01nts should be hlghllghted in thls

Nl

leglslatxon now that the foregozng dlscusslon has

efdemonstrated the legal, deologlcal,,”andwhlstorlcal 1

:froots of Part XXI and the mental health practloners

‘qdangerousnesso E
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’edllemma w;tharegard to assessment and oredlctlon ~of
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a 11ke11hood of hls cau51ng death or 1n3urv to other fthis kxnd:ofvdec131onfmak1ng‘ S

S

 4-One  of the d;fferences in the 1940 and 1960 .

'persons, or 1nf11ct1ng severe psycholog1ca1 damage

R S S A
ey

upqn~other persons, through fallure 1n the future to

leolslatzon was the change in termlnology of : sexual'

psychopath to dangereus sexual offgnder., ‘The .newer

nrestrazn hls hehav1our, ‘ﬂ..any behavxour' by the

«
Fi‘.'i‘: e
7%
v

'.;%v_ o :}_;:; j.gXFOffender,n assocxated Wlth the"offence for wh;ch he ,g V'» | Q/:, ;Mjf ,":éjtga’f»vf_‘ legxslatlon of 1977 regardlng the sentencing'_of

P = ’t§.5;“1~v] v;'f_‘;:~has been convxcted. that 1s of such a brutal nature ’-fje177,kuf;’ :»i '¥“ff'ﬂ7[fr’iﬂif? offendersf as dangerou” offe“ders appears to inCIade

L R jas to compel the conc1u51on that h1s hehav1our 1n the [ ,'f:_T e _be;gvfﬂfﬂgx-v aspects‘ef both:"

‘ang cus “ffender as a- category has ‘ " o {

,u"‘?’

'fkfallurel' to fcontrolﬁ hls 4sexua1_
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have been brought forward.
‘:1ncreaslng escalatzon of
'cf helghtened SOC1eta1

PR T 3cf v:ctlms rlghts and

r)ux :
“erimes.

: e I»n, ‘ther' 'end'

bn the dangerousness

legzslatlon based

polzcy one. do-,

:WhereS

"l«

establzshxng a balanceAbetween

;1t. agg/

successful applxcatzons for dangerous

the bel ef that

Petrunlk (1982) ends hls artlcle by

ultxmately the questlon 1s a moral one and a

we fdraw the lxne

5

of fender

There is also ev1dence of

rts usage, probably a result

O

concern :for'the protection

sever e

\pun.shment ‘is ‘an effect;ve deterrentrffor v1olent
saylng,,

whether we decxded to retaln or abollsh

standard,
social

in

1nd1v1dua1 rlghts and
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regarded as too many'

reduced from thexr present 1eveLw~”
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dangerous'behaviourél mental health profesS;onals are_j;ll»fi*i»[];l S E

i i g»~ s ;;Q‘f We must then, ~turn,;ﬂour:w attentlon tofjf*lfly.,[~fl{"
} — S l_v,kestablxshlng ' through a. 'search of current v : :

- '3

CIancal op nvon,'

tfmake the most Lnformed declslons.

"fdevxce, has been h1ghlxghted to thxs-?

tffwhat about other

T A

AN

©
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basi$ of interview impressions, other data from the

history and.possibly psychometric information of the

same type as in the first sort of prediction, we

formulate, as in psychiatric staff conference, some

A .y : P . : - i~ - > oo
,psychological hypotheses’ regarding the structure and

dynam;cs of thls partxcular 1nd1vidua1.,o.Thls type'
of procedure has been loosely called the cllnlcal or
case study method of predxctlon. 5 | |
Steadman and cOcozza (1979) ask the questlon,'
“Would a- statzstxcal model based on lnformatlon on}'

the backoround and characterlstlcs of the defendantsr

whxch could ‘have been avallable at the p01nt wherel

/M-—v\ i it

bty 1 e At

i

i

the clxnzcal dec131on was made. be superlor to the‘”

clxnxcal predxctxons made by the psychlatrxsts ’“'”

i e (50, b oo
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'ln a subjectlve or lntu:.t:.ve way.

: 'r:A'_M

eThese factors are then transformed lnto a Dreﬂlctlon;i;

R " «, f‘w B rv)v S ;;N * e j -,1; ) o K’

! ' ' ; W
- e g T _ K B T 3
~statistical - predmtmns seems preferable ﬁo ‘the. N ~variables,  and | suggests ways to test their i
contxnued use'ffbf } c11n1ca1 predlctlons Wthh ~effectlveness. ' P
B : et , g b
consxstently overpredlct who W111 be< ,Violent.“ . ,B;_ Crlterlon Veriables - with regard to !
Monahan (1981). sununar:l.zes, ,"StatlStlﬁal pred:.ctlon" pted'é‘t\'oh}; ' jare those statements that 'de‘lineate 4
dlffers from chmbcal predxctmn both sin ;he kmds of . ’behavz.ours that have’been pred:.cted to occur or not 3
2 o i ‘ {
data 1t employs and 1n the methods it uses to cgnvert o ~'to occur as well as spec1fy1ng direction. These'axe 4
the data into a pred1ctlon.f~ Stetlsflcal predxctzon . ":the- écts one-includes'in the~definition of what one -
”hses lower order.' often demographlc, varlables and 1 _ pred;ctlng. ,Ofteniouf‘ntediction rates are low §
comb1nes “them by means of automatxc, mathematzcal : ebecause‘ we‘ are not. clear as to exactly what we are 3
'rules. c11n1cal pred1ctzon. by cootrast, isj less f‘prepared to say will hapoen. What W;ll it look like o %
pgeclse about the predlctor vaflables used an& may 3_15 1t occurs or 1t does not occur? . j%j
"C. Cut-off Po;nts = Deczslons must be made with' ° %
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i . % _ : ’ from ~ lndLV1duals' J interview session ‘and
- classes of offenders. fAS'this'information“hasishown v 5 competency 1s ‘seen ﬂs a Sklll ‘in gettlng the right
@3 : itSelf{ to be the sxngle best predrctor of dangerous o ’O‘j‘ ' 1nformat1on.; There 'is ‘an lnvestment in - the . “'f
) ;behav1our it lS« ama21ng that better data are nOt_?, lnformatlon so collected, whzle the»statlstlcalqdata : | ‘ém
Lo . i . RN §
| 'bexn s stemetlcall collected and also“that exxstlng could be, collected by a. clerk or ‘com utor totally
| _ being sy ¥ _ P ally
; . P L 5 R edata rs not used to a greater extent by _those who are‘ 4 devoza of the tralned art of the interview* and
| D _ Bl ' x'n_ft‘charged w1th predlctlng danger._j It 1s, of course,f-' S *u‘ﬁ assesSment. -'1; _; Q'f"a'“7 S ‘_r T.} ,f ’ oa; . %
FR | e e ) ' ; u. ‘ : ' e ‘ : ' ’ et ’ f /
R S , _ s true that fo_'somef f the offences, espec1a11y among» . Shaplro (1977) deflnes anchorlng as u51nq the B
? b ] i ' base rate of a condltron as one ‘s flrst estlmate of ’ :
3 Lo are dlfflcultles n~establlsh1ng base rates becausev L 4
e | low for that behavxour,. mak1ng_»:\;~ -
E addlt,onalggpetzent pecxflc lnforma ron |
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establlshed ,'thatf“

the

was very xfearful It was felt that there was nof}f‘”

.

"contlnue, -.a the Valldlty °f géiinﬂ]

1nformatlon‘wou1d be 1n questlon. The second subject

Q;}was: not able to be brought for 1nterv1ew as he ‘was

legal profes51on“and should coyt in. the‘fo"'ow1nq-

FRRE

-1nvest1qator ] by means of Tan open-ended
Vstructured 1nterv1ew ‘and the‘D admlnlstratlon pf a

,manner 1nxwh1c“

sequence of testsojAbldlng by the tlme and schedullng
‘?fr’ restralnts t;f the varlousb 1nst1tut10ns and the

kf_varylng needs and characterlstlcs of the lnmates, the R S

la : [ESIRRTS:

amount of testlng and 1ntervlew tlme per lnmate

2

u‘h Sample

‘ Le

For the flqst tlme in the research,careerfﬁrjﬁi**“"

:r+thi$ author, the entlre populatlon of

xxz of thejijf

e contacted

,both cases

respond,

appeared -




o;a,r.#‘r' There may be other appllcations wrthrn the

'.prov1ncra1 system that were unsuccessful that we were

& o

';unable“to locate..Every effort was made to flnd a11

Lpersons for whom appllcatlon had been made, but 1t

a

’vrwas not possible w1th1n the time and the physlcal
~nrestra1nts present. However, itors the oplnlon of
'-thls 1nvestrgator that there was lrttle Ln common

‘that could be said of these geople. The small

T

1dent1f1ed by 1nst1tutlon personnel and some were

cllents 1n the author 8- prlvate oractlce rn forensrc

peychology 1n Vancouver, Br1tlsh COlumbra. These

” ‘k b SR 3 ieq,fca;f The court expressed doubt Qlth regard g
~? | i}i,'_ to 11ke11hood of future dan;erous conduct = g
‘ e f: e O bo’ There was 1nsuff1c1ent ev1dence to j
i V e s “ satrsfy requlslte‘ burden ‘of proof 'onkf dangerpus
v L€ ,fﬁf,fb offender appllcatlon
dlnjeopardlze her already tenuous posrtlon. They were ‘a ' @_1[ Procedural reasons were jlwen ‘};
very daverse group as: 1t was and only one (a cllent The :court exerc1sed Jts dlscretton i
for whomtthlsjresearcher actea for the defensevln hlst |
;dangerous offender hearlng,; and rater as theraplst) : N
';fWTll be dlscussed in detafl. Thevpeople Iocated were > .
,:dlstrlbuted as follows reglonally. el : L ;
'fUnsuccessrul ’?angerous Offender Aegplrcattons' byikrr 7 The accused was found to be a danger, % 'i;”
?Reglon-;. o :uVA;d;ki » S abut'dhe mwas glven a last chance because seen o as S %f -
e *”f_ifr‘hoier ontarid s@ 7‘7rfffh-lzdd:;d;;t: o ‘a}idéﬁtified:‘ﬁho‘
I e oo Lo e s | '




cognltlon to ~estab11sh an external

¢}

Sources of -

N \V.‘
o -

standard ”rto s

compare ~~tof':the{ normatlve standards :of,j thef"'
developmental and standardlzed measures. -

Informatxon Addltlonal

'lnformatlon were souqht 1n order to galn data ltb:*’?’

i = o
adequately assess as many oredlctor varlables as
L poss ‘Jf& These sources 1nc1uded ," Ey_up”

,'a11 “of
‘vunsuccessful appllcatlons

campleteness of the~study,‘e

‘a- Court transcrlpts - all transcrlpts for

, the dangerous offenders were not . available, but g]i
- through the concérted effort of the’ secretary to . the -

prOJect 38 were: located and coded for the 1nformatton;v

y'needed e o , o I

B

b= Reasons ‘for Judgment wereTreceived for

cthe' Dangerous Offenders,

o e - General 1nst1tutlon ~file' lnformatxon e

‘was read and coded for each dinmate who- partzczpated

in the study o o waa
- Psychology flle lnformatlon,

e- Medlcal flle 1nformatron,

sought when avaxlable and pertlnent 5 e @
B e % N ;“"‘k:?—" i LA

' s _ f»'Addltxonal 1nformatlon from““&the,;
inmates” own files, or the;r lawyers, was sometrhes :
rsupplled : d.jv STl v'_'_ jj} R ;;‘,- SR

Release ’ forms; were provaded by | hg;if

K lnvestlgator and s1gned by the 1nmates 1n erder to,i*b

@

robta;n access. t@ most @f the abeve informatxon.'
:Inmates in all gr@ups were. extremely cooperatlve lnf

“,allowlng thls investxaator xnfermatlon needed f@r the';j[:“

e

sources ’,of-e"i

and ail of the‘F"

-

. 1nc1ud1ng;ggfwf§f.~;
'dpast testlng data was read and coded.where 1t - was -
-ava:.lable°

"
i

B S e ia

"fStructuredenterviews IR s E
Each man was - seen alone‘ in a face-to-face i

g : e

o I %
<1nterv1ew that preceded testlng., ,The,purpose of my i

hfv1s1t was explalned by outllnlng brlefly the ~salient : "
a:features of the case study. 811 Dangerous Offenders %
ft;spoken w1th were Very receptlve to the éresence of g
'yfsomeone who Owas looklnc at the Dangerous Offender ;
'fyle;;slatlon and, who was prepared to talknw1th them“ ?
‘e:and try to understand thelr ,oartlcular 51tuatlon. ’ féf
'"»:_They were,' of course, hopeful ‘that thelr cooperatlon | ‘ % »
”'fmlght have some posat:vevilnfluencewon, future _ ,?~p; :
'f}dec slons regardlng them:,:r“f‘";h":d:,hr.iﬂ ) ) e o g‘

. Whlle' the questlonswwere very open—ended, 'the ',§
topacs covered were carefully prescr:.bed° _AgThe |
content of thexr ?responses and any '1additlonal‘ A ;
Lnformatlon they volunteered was 'far-ranging and' R

freely offered. Thxs 1nvestlgator was pleased w;th




B

‘establxshed by the authors of thxs test.« Internal
"rellabxlxty of Eorms Anand B was 1n the;lbw 905 at
allcage levels approgx;ate for thls studv. Concurrent

| valldlty was establxshed at a hxgh level wdth other

Yo

E
stat;stxcal 1nformat10n 1s v1ta11y 1mportant, thev : 5 ; = : 4
) Sy B. Lanquage Measures
case speclflc information provxded by a face-to-face-' | Gt ; . ,
1nterv1ew adds n¢ U only unlque date for each man. butff* kLanguagev-Wlll be treated in this study ﬁ
brlngs 1nt0 focus the humanness that each_-possesses%' “spe,,flcfemph331sv, as it is the‘contsétlon of i
in h;s own way. It is 1mpossxb1e.to con51der a man??* ‘ﬂvesu gator that language ;gy the “key to N
statistlc ‘when he is 1ntense1y trylng to hel"ﬁ 1ve.idysfunctlon and personallty disorder. 'Thel ,Xé
understand hlm and hls s;tuatlon.Q" i mportance‘7of 1anguage ana1y51s in the 1nmate with ) ;
.ﬁ S i E
Ass, e. ssmm_q the ﬂé}_l_tl of _l_emgs = The |
’_Qlanqpagev samples' supplledyoln‘ normal”"
'1t an ab11 al@gue for ”zn 'a wrltten account of a ’séries‘"of
‘ 1anguage (vccabu

lookzng at a mgrso ' o
3 . - )‘ .

‘symbollc level and hlsA f1881b111ty xn changync : 2

thxnklng strategles among six testxng‘formats.’_,__:_ '“;

Relxabxl;ty coefflcaents 1n excess of 90 were

Gt SO

‘f‘b gxqen un&er prescr;hed condltlons.‘ there is

tree-rangxng sesszon 'Lan&‘t

 ere furnished amd &

accepted crzterx@n measure
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5
N

rpheEReRse
~candidate is - free to speak or to wrlte as . much or as :
ﬂlittleras he wlshes in a trulv 1nd1v1dual account,

“;and encourage the retlcent in. a conversatlon whlchng'“

“]concepts;l,and"hrt

, of devxant hehaV1our,

”and more fully than can an@ other means,f the quallty;l*

kof a person ‘s language.

‘is prompted by a recognltlon that the foundatlons °ffl:rhk

lntellectual

language, - it is

general, SUbSCElbeS to szmllar or not too dlvergent;;fff‘f
;oplnlonsp that bullds a coherent socxety.ﬁ{ Itawould;
, : g

‘skzlls.

to the demands that llfe makes upon that person:”f”ifpﬁrffff“*y
sthlsJ
 the problems of any'numherfof days‘ 111 g@ unsol‘

Pl e

and “the examlner can remaln s;lent for the kvoluble.

EX

when properly conducted.. can reflect more accurately Qf'*

The need to assess’ competence 1n lanquageiff

2

act1v1ty are to be found 1n the loglcal?f'

(Vygotsky,,. W1thout;:;?_r,‘"

structure» of speech 1934)._

1mp0331b1e for one to ’exoress,l'ﬁj?f
1s the sharlnq of concepts by a:UVV*f’

51gn1f1cant number of people. so that the group,

be rash to clalm that the 1nab1111ty to express andf;gff"”*

s1m11ar vlews 1s the ma]or 1ssue 1n all casesf:

. Vo &

but the llterature 1s replete{ﬁ'f"*"'

share

R

with studles whlch suggest that a hth proportlon off;ﬁfff}

delanuents of all ages lack s1gn1f1cant llnculstlcf;v

The 1mp11catlon 1s obvxous._ the competence"rh

of the 1ndzvzdual 1n 1anguage must be at least equal_p_p,;

is not'so. there is xncreasxngly a chance thatfif‘fﬁ"

Hcm‘f,‘:a B

=2 B3

=

T@ﬁ@f‘

‘ of 1nappr0pr1ate dec1srons

‘:f solutlons.

,which are made out ofA

frustratlon rather than from sound premlses,‘

B ll,'

language;

If the

1n1t1a11y codes thouqht, 1t follows that

faulty language caused by perceptual dysfunctlon can

lnhlblt clear thlnklng and consecuently approprlate

&

The oroblem, then,v becomes _one 'of
dlStlﬂgUlShlng levels 1n mastery of the‘ various
components‘ of adult language and,~ by vso dorng,

()

asseSSLng 1ts eff1c1ency as a means of communlcatlon,

o If phonology 1s 1n questlon, therev are
:acceptable ways of maklnq an assessment.. ‘There are
A ways of measurlng semantlc skllls,[ but there are %ié
»unﬁlsputed , approaches towerd the‘ measurement ;of»:
fvsyntact al competence,p‘and 1t would seem tok;be~n‘ E

' syntax that ‘ultlmately determlnes the qualltVP of

e

anguageifandl the ﬁegree to Whlch xt 1s capablek'of

meetlng,the_demands of everyday llfe. The ablllty toV

*Tlntentp~ and 1mp11cat10ns off

thoughts demand *a‘ certaxn,‘

”*ofn:truc,urevlnzlanguage,_ for 1n no otherff'

M e s
R A T

e
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s NW@%Q!“"\W* R
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‘ of 1nappropr1ate dec1510ns whichjare made out ofA
frustratlon rather than from sound premlses,‘ If-the,.
language_ilnltlally codes thouqht, 1t’ follows that )

‘:f solutxons.

}syntactxcal oompetence, and

'*'_meetlng“thi"demandsvof everyday llfe.

faulty language caused by perceptual dysfunctlon can
lnhlblt clear thlnklng and conseouently approprlate
The oroblem,

then,v becomes one of

dlStlﬂgUlShlng levels 1n mastery of the‘ various ]
components‘ of adult language and,~ by so d01ng, f‘ o gli ”%-47.‘f‘_‘*
'yflasseSSLng 1ts eff1c1ency as a mean; of communlcatlon° e %% é ’ f;
'i“If phonology 1s 1n questlon, therev are o o %k, ;i el
acceptable ways of maklnq an assessment.. ‘There are . ét ‘ ; -
Tﬂifgways of measurlng semantlc skllls,; but'there are %ho lf, SR ;
»undlsputed , approaches"toward the‘ measurement ;of»f %5 ’ :; R

t would seem to 'be~'

‘syntax"that 3ult1mate1y determlnes the qualltVf'of

o
I N

]

capablek'Of

“’the degree to whxch xt ls

The ablllty toV

9]

and 1mp11catlons off'

Lntent0~

ﬂthoughts demand *a‘ certaln,‘ =

1n'1anguage,_ for in no other?f;

i

- _ . :! [ ) B V L ‘ ~
¢ - ° e
- Q ' ‘ S
© 14 |
' - o ' .:; N ' ’
5 “'together by the lnartlculate adult and those early" o
. | ey o : , paeh gutteranoes of the chlld- ~yet no one would rlsk : .
actual assessments that one lS called upon to make,‘fi” : Ve . ‘é
2 . ¥ fSaying, w1thout some quahflcatlonv that one speaks &
for~ complexlty,~ as aonlled to language,. has rarelya, dotr s ‘ : . g
g ' &x ' e S B e LR as does the other. Any statement by the adult is’ i
been deflned,, and thls om1551on 1s s1gna11ed by the s | ; Homo . e , i
' e S e B g‘ SR e made from a fund of experlence whlch is normally much 4
absence of an’adequatevscale and a clear statement of}_fﬂy.,h i G I | ‘ 4
_ Gt AR R g T ;'more var;ed than that of any Chlld. There1Q1s 1
what fisf belng measured 1n the ’1nstance of adultxng.}; RN ﬁ B R T 3
o FED R T RS |50 Pl R ‘TH',accordlngly ‘a hldden context, whlch in. the mind of 5
language.‘Crystal (1976) recognlzes thlS dxfflculty-‘- ! (I [ ; SRS : T :
fee b @ e "the‘ s ak r lends a nl ul on tat on ~ his’ ‘
| e Current llngulstlc theory ‘has no coherent (I R e e pe e ‘unique: ¢ notati t° 118 ;
explanatlon tor ayntactic complexltyﬂ‘and any attempt oo . utterance.v‘ Really to understand what he 1s saylng,; i
‘to assert’ that some structures are "more basic" or Cu o L :
““more complex" than -others on: intuitive grounu ‘soon’ - e ok
‘lands us in difficulty, if anything other than| the i vf’,the' llstener must know at least somethlng °f th15l1r : “;g
“most elementary sentence—bulldlngsprocesses are elng Ry T e o
olnvestlgatéd [p 26]n '“tvbo . SRR o o ~.background.‘ It may be assumed 1n these c1rcumstancesyn - Db
o gy ) L ,N'_:A\‘\: ) : o R
o At the same tlme, the pragmatlc and s jthat a chlld 'S statements are the more llteral._sihni%_ g g e
o PRI : . : e A LT
: senSLble ;v1ew that Crystal later exoounds should abe by ‘additlonal reason fOI cautlon ln the“appllcatlon Off:n,&-;45;»$ﬁ ,
"»consrderedg.lf one .i tempted ‘to ‘throw out; al” g S these developmental scales to the language of E ~
7ﬁrocedures Awhlch appeai”to be appllcable“only xto f; }fff;:subjects the rlsk of generallzlng fgtsyjtan}' ‘s
Chlldren s languaéé;: oo v '};,f.unjustlfied degree ,th”wffxnd1ngs fr m chlldren s§9”“‘
s i speeeh to that of adults.fg°u | ‘ pl |
i One fmay make a grossfassessment of adulttf;'{*
'Vllanguage,fby uslng Crystal s analysls (see RoopmanJ:jy
: The '[1933) lomg as the sample does not quallfy aboveﬂ~§j
| "lﬁistage V or stage VI.\ Beyond thls p@xnt, the scallngf,ﬂ}f
Ns;becomes very subjectivea embraeing suoh varlahles as
PRty *s g e i L
{jdiscourse structurep whleh includes sentence-;ﬁ

ionnecting devices. the eontrolling of emphas;s;ﬂﬂ'

-8

’through word-oraer, the ‘more skilful use off

intonatxon, and the“learning of the irregular fezmsans o




L o ° 5 . | SHR ‘ o7
e ! 5 ’ : ! o o : ,
] t  e " S L , s AR R totaifreflection,oria'personfs néosrtlon, inteiiect{
?’ | 'rrand the appreclatron of style in drscourse.f'ofuthese anéocapacity for‘selfeexpression@ |
7 i;dlscourse structure and style are not sufflclently 5 %I L ﬁSyntacticv comprehen51on, ;fas;khasktbeen
; .f:drscrrmlnatlng ‘ww1thout berng broken cdown, nto f‘ statedcabove, rs not a useful term’ As a consequence,f
v e , —
‘observable and measurable behavxours,j and syntactlc 'm \ syntax’ will be assessed as structure that exhlblts
: ’grcomprehensron 1s a term whlch confuses structure and ‘ : ﬂpghvaryl“g d@grees df cgmpleg;fy,v and comprehenslon 15
;9 -;eprocess.v The 'only solutlon tovgthls problem,‘of*\ . ﬂ @, defrned as the capacety for o rememberlng ’;the_
E' "'aSSGSSIHQ these 13rgelYf;SibJect1ve 1ssues o to ‘ e - fld/cheracters. loéatlons, and events 1n a narratlve; and
“fgf iuef}ne them wrthrn manageable 1lmlts-gi1f7n‘ B - - S as the abllrty to comment accuratelv on the motrves‘t'
o g ’ st w“ﬁ}is3 deflnedQ: ‘}the'gg;[y;« i “ﬁ of,Q and tbe parts played by,. these characters 1n atr
: i | : ) : | sequence of operat:.ons° Complexlty in thls’ context
,;f° 5?11 f{m dev1ces 5that lends_f,,jltv.b lé: ) . reflects the level of coﬁceptual thlnklng whlch
i &comPOSLtlon. It is R ‘clnvests the processrng of - 1néormatron¢?,®d
‘ e : I SRR g
; T -?§~ p?wer*e%of syntactlcal | structures
ederrves from Uthej relatronshrp of one word wrth
lisanotherg of one phrase w1th the next, and of

e

43 o : pE
ol Crystal‘}

adult Vlanguaqeﬂ

than is customary rnka dlscuSS1o of

~".o “

isubordrnate clause wrth maxn clause 1n/a'

'The word has

and temporal ‘context.ﬁr

';gEVeh“

iistandrng alone,.

it has syntactzcal potentlal, for

G iy i,

sequent;al-.

when

A

N




gt AU

5

" it T T
PTG, i

IEACE: SKE ATt

Vs

{ENVE

BaE e s ot

S =

e

vparagraph

verb. Thus, an .

A'ﬂfailure5 to apprec1ate this latter

functlon w111 1nev1tab1y dlstort comprehen51on.

The phrase ‘is ka group of words Whiph

implies a thought, but does not contaln a finite
adverblal phrase' w111 COntain
1nformatlon about the tlme or place of an.actlon, the
reason for 1t, ~the condltlons oertalnlng to 1t, and
the manner of its completlon.::«The'nouna adjectaval,
:andn prep051tlonal ohrases functlon as bdo the

correspondlng form—classes or. parts of speech°

- The clause elaborates the maln 'sentence

muCh'1as the correspondlng phrase does, ~ but it

" contalns ‘a flnlte verbup

e

"3f'ob11gatory .d

Wlthout its lntroductory
pronoun or adverb, lt could stand alone as. a coherent
and complete express1on of thoughtol' v

Sore authorltles regard two clauses ‘joined

by a co—OLdlnatlng conjunctlon ‘as a complex sentenceg

InL thls research,1 the term comoound sentence is the

preferred descrlptlon for such forms, prov1ded there

L is: a commen subject lor two verbs.

, 5 A o R e N
7 . The assessxng of language is essentially“
-fthe}t; establlshlng vof; _levels("oj ‘l compleXity,
partlcularly ftheusyntactical? component‘ and in

’comnrehensxon, In syntax,' complex1ty ls deflned as

W; the degree to whlch a; kernel sentence of the form NP

rQ

(noun phrase) (verb phrase) is, developed byr

optlonal ; transformat;ons, " .and

L

1

T T AU, -
el SRR SO et it

T oy e B3

Fanis

e

ultlmately is lntegrated w1th other sentences to form

a coherent statement. In comprehen51on, complexity

refers_‘td‘ the competence of the individual in the
definition

information, which by

processing of )
involves cognition and memory. In this instance,
cognition is not synonymous with intellect, but is an
aspect of it. It ’is "the identification of
particulars,._wherev~each ‘particular” is an item of
information; a product of a certain kind, (Guilford,
1973 p. 636).% | |

‘Before any assessment can be madefin any
of the components discussed so far, certain

11ngulst1c ~behaViours must be demonstrated. As

N

indicated already syntactlcal complex1ty implies the

hierarchxal ‘development of an utterancecj The word

PO

»becomes a phrase, ”to,the phrase is added a finite

-
verb, and the thoaght is completé, or demands

&
<

attachment to, - ox \embedding in, SOme attendant

- structure. The problem is “one of determlnlng order of

difficulty, and_ to thejpresentr« nd scale has won . Z//{'

general acceptanceeQThe literature does not encourage

09 . ) o -

o

one to belleve that further seeklng in- the ‘direction é | o
t)

of _Sentence-bulldlng will be any more fruxtful” now
than rt has been in theh nastl ‘The progressive

eiaboratlon of the sentence NPsVP doee not guarantee

<

more eff1c1ent c:ommux’aa.cat:l.on..\.D « and :thé: only--

juetxflcatlon for eaam;nlng syntectacal structure is 'Z;i

to establisn its pazt 1n eneurang that any verbal

<
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(" ’ N S R s i 5 G0 T R ’i,“acquiSitionf ‘direction,,andwmaghitude of responses, -

statement(accurately conveys 1ntent.a Thls is not t0~ S éi‘s”_ e S _ 5 E

5 o ® - attitudes, norms,, needs;- and so on. From this
say thaé\phrases and clauses whlch enrlch the content"“' e i i O e :

R e *%ﬁ‘\ x standpoint, we are 1nterested in what and how much a
of the passage are 1rre1evantw‘ They obv10usly supply;&f % ' : a RS PR :

- ‘ g ﬁ.perSOn learns,,:how long 1t is ‘what

0

Iat

D

- from a mere sklmmlng of the"materlal,

“with the vvrew of comprehenszon presenteo

)

addltlonal 1nformatlon}

A S

clauses w1thout regard to the varletri“of content;jd:ﬁ
proves nothlng.”ff*fee“ *?Q

Levels of comprehens1on w111

51gna11ed by oartlcular forms
lnformatlon is understood,v
place,

be able to’ dlscuss 'not only tlme, o

condltlons /as they affect the chlef characters,_
also supply answers at varlous levels,

;others

result - of some con51de£ﬂtlon' of deeper;
Séhroder, Drlverw and Streuffert (1967) suggest ‘a

useful scheme for dlstlngulshlng dlfferent levels in.

£

the process1ng of 1nformatlon. They state.
A
.The

dimensions is  not necéssarlly related to the
integrative complex1ty of the conceptual structures,
but the greater the number of dimensions, the 'more

likely is the development of \1ntegrat1vely complexﬁf

connectlons or rules. p. 7

In effect, ‘this> statement is\in:

o

EN

studyog The 2content varxables“ descrlbed by Schroder

Q et -al (1967) provxde the lnformatron that should bev

assessed in

tgontent variables. .Eurnish data about the°'
R - ‘ '
“ 65 L o) a. : o SELN
S -~ . . . 01 - . L o

but the mere countlng of"h

aiscffggegegw;gw
Of ‘behaVIour'~;;ffhfmffgf7‘”
the recelver of 1t ShOuldjf:xh'
and
but
',some derlvedgﬁ
the'

iSsues,;

same objective stimulus may ‘be medlated by more”
differentiated conceptual structuresl...The number of:

‘accord

in‘*this,fe

'scoring for comprehenszon complexltyo”

B} . oo . P

o

g

.l«-« ‘.,.

¢, attention

'f;descrlbed
;;ntr1n51c to the verb=form°
~of thlS constltuentg

o succxnctly conveyed by lt,

-~ may descrlbe seVeral_actlons or states,,,

- Much

f"fsentences containing ‘any tense' mocd’
. merhs 0

. ¢lauses j

remembered,

7?f7att1tudes or needs he holds, and how 1ntense they are

v;fAmsthiidtr?ariable Vthat°“demands, special

“fisdthe'Verb It is the most potent form-

w{JclaSS in’ anv sentencea_ The concepts of subject ‘and
”-f_object and any reference to the semantlc relations
hbetween *' them 'kare;; lndeflnable without ~ this

*,constltuent, whlch also s1gnals who)or what lnltlates

:fthe<actlontand‘whoxls affected in the process that is

bv the ‘manner and = temporal
The power and influence

~and thehnuahces whiCh;can be so

mame 1t an lndlspensable
&
varlable rn 'any devrce purportlng to measure the

quallty and complexxty of language. One flnlte verb

and a sindgle

'rfoécﬁrrenceh~can *be‘portrayed‘by a.humber‘ of verbs.

depends on the context,, and' the mood,

prejudlces, and intsntrons of the speaker or. wrrtern

o

. Competence in language 1mell s an abrlrty

‘n;jto use and ko rnterpret complex struct es, defrned as

'orcvorce in the

that contrihute to the guelxty of the

‘r_rl'c. L SR o v @

1

setting

an& exhzbittn@ a varlety of subor@xmate
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T
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e ~ ‘ . o , L o ; t 1n statlstlcal ana1y31s, but the categories they
B statement. fComplex1ty‘1S[not necessarily a function

kel

represent prov1de addltlonal descrlptlve 1nformatlon

v RS °f length of dlscourse, but a'certainiminimumvnumber'} R
' o : PE RN 2 41 about an 1nd1v1dual s language.
of sentences is requlred as its vehicle. Much will B s : . ‘
: o . v I ¢ o . B | T R RN T The ultlmate set of varlables by which to
R ‘ ﬂdepend “on the, subject-matter. If a story is to be : SRR RN o S R S _
1 o : - R | R . assess the~qua1ity ofélanguage,was‘selected after
retold, a11 essentlals must be . contalned ~in the . - ‘ ' IR S - ’ S
° . : | - , multiplevregression analysis and investigation of the
paraphrase, and 1f understandlng is to be tested by a C ' :
v ' , T o ;11terature. Schemes of measurement, such as those by
demonstrateds apprec1atlon of, or solutlon to, a R - Co T
o T o : oA R R e T ~Berste1n (1959 1962). and Lee and Canter*(1971), have
B problem, the resoonses ‘must reflect in style Gand ’ B Ly ;
i : R TR v_been modlfled for the purposes of this study, but the
B R ; comprehensxveness the 1ssues that have been ralsed° N )
LU 0 ‘ ‘ R B L essential qualities of each have been retained. The
j ’ LT These component ~ measures (number of - N R T v 4
i e ‘ . > < ' 8 ) ' : variables chosen weres
% sentences, the variety of subordlnate clauses, e g
i RPN 3 R T , B ' 1. Total number of sentences, scored
- significant elaborations of the noun-phrase or verb- R ) dlfferentlally for: -
U ' phrase, and cldSsification of the verbs) constitute v N LI - 3 a) simple sentences A
§ e ‘ ) . ’ o v . ' b) compound sentences ; .\
3 , - the relevant syntactical and semantic variables on oo T ’ _ L
oL . - o _ : : SR E : Score 2. A direct_object or an indirect
% ‘ which an acceptable interval scale can be based. PR v : ~ object ) ‘ : ‘ ; ,
Comprehension complexity is similafiy scored from the S | . score 3. An indirect and a direct object,

- - | R R ~in the same sentence

A T A ST I R I L e

¥
% _ most rudlmentary 1nterpretatlon to an objectlve and ’ AR ‘
E ' . S : : : Score 4. Elaboration of the NP, including

N complete examination of the issues ralsed ) : ' ‘ EEEE EIR plurallzatlon and consequent 1nf1ectlon of the verb. .. .
;’i 5 L ) . .

- % ¥ : - Language may also be,‘assessed on an R T R f Score 5. Elaboration of the VP; use of
E‘_ . : . - _ T | K o modlflers in the form of adverbs and adverbial phrases;
§ ordinal scale which implies social and ecbnomic T ' ~ ' the compound sentence defined as a sentence with. one

W .. ) ‘ o 5 e . subject and two predlcates, 0 : :

characterlstlcs.. Berstein (1959, 1962) supplles two B S : ‘ ‘ '
3 O ‘ Rt Score 6. Questions by inversion of“the

- dichotomies, one setting out the qualmtles for' formal

language and public language,,and the other for those

‘subject and thé verb and the insertion of obligatory

gdo in present and past tense,‘lnsertlon of the
negative transformat;on : , :

g

SR ‘Score 7. Wh questions - questions ‘that
, hegin with wh (e.q.,where, what. who etec.) .

R 1

N

typical' of middle-class and working«class lauguage.é

H

o

. - In this research, an lntermedlate or bordemixne score

]

- ‘was recognized in the two clessxflcatlons. The scores

o

:Score 8. Eresenee of any subordinate TR T
;or ttacheﬁ (once onlyf Additlonal Sl e

are not appropriate for ecmblnlng thh the intervals

e

o

67
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marks ‘as follows for the categories of subordinate | S ol ~‘middle4éiaSSZOf'WOrkingsclass, (Berstein, 1962) and
- clauses  (no restrictions on the number of instances - - It S
for whichﬂthis mark may be awarded) o o ‘

=T

'“as formal language:)or publlc language (Berstein,

Sub-clause° : ) ’z' n

;1959) l:sjgj\~e,¢v;_,‘ e . T ;

noun clause .Object or complement mark Accordxng to Bersteln, middle-class groups

® ; “ad]ectlval clause.

v S s

- marks in hls research used a hlgher oroportlon of :

1
2
: ‘adverb. of time: 3 marks o R e ?ff‘f ubordlnatlons S

‘adverb. of reason: marks o B

Ceem s ‘ '_ adverb. of condition

, o ‘ /
. adverb. of- plé?éx\iyd other modifying

@
S clauseg‘ 6 marks

5 marks‘ “ - : : s ’,e;pass1ve volce

ve*,gtotal adjectlves

o

S

1%

noun clause subject: R o 7 marks @ I

=]

phrases in apposition: o 8 marks .

&, o . . L - . it

o

Tt

: : ,  3. Score for verbs'
o (WS - k [ ! : o . S ‘ ) . . i
o ‘ unlnflected verb: copula 1 mark | > o
(thls fxndlng is- notx
thln the worklng class

P 5 is + verb + lng : ~ 2 marks

- g 0y N  -s and -ed; irreguﬂar paét, auxiliary;‘ : N
SEEUCRTE « - § participles: 1nf1nlt1ve without SR R
; = ‘ ~ ’ cemplements. : : . 3 marks e

all pe_zf-spxiéi

=]

‘¢an, will, may + verb: -
obligatory do + verb. ‘

: : emphatic do + verb Infinitive with

; . ‘complements. : : : 4 marks

”«#:——,_// ‘ 3 ‘ o 4 »

I 1 | ~ could, should. woulda nght +, verb.«

& @

P A

}must, shall. w111 + verb. . 5 marks o

g Lo e ‘s» passive in the present tenseyﬁ'= - & marks

4pa331ve in other tense ﬂ,,j : ,;7'mark3'

S0 f; e - o

' L e IQ‘
The n0n~syntact1ea1 measu:es that weme;¢”

“_a D
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o

~ groups,

v;fér

: choices.,' The workinguclass
»makingv selections from a lower ?level ff*ithegi
lanUIStlcc hierarchy> than didf'thej" middle—classii
?,whateverfi? 3 oR

The working»class

proportion of. R :

Total personal pronouns (m)

Total selected pronouns (m) i
You and they combined as a proportion
of the total personal pronouns (m)

’Youf'“,and theyf" combined (personal‘
_prounouns total) as a proportion of the

total number of words sociodentric, _sequences.

K

Score l

a

No SLgnificant differences werleound for

o

the proportion of finite. verbs, 'nouns, adverbs,
LJ ¢

prep051tions, conjunctions,,and the proportion of the'

i
g

selected personal pronoun I to the number of words.

o Berstein found that the , middle-class

- groups used shorter phrase length and a longer pause
1nterval “than did the workingoclass groms°

‘differences . in the hes1tation phenomena were sharperb

when middle-class and workin -élass subjects, matched:

intelligence on a group verbal and non-verbal,
:test, - were compared. It was conSidered that thep
members _of’ the two class groups were oriented to*

qualitatively different levels of verbal planning“ |

N
which powerfully influence lexical and structural“

group used a higher -

D . o .

,These; -

groups appeared to bef%gi,gfff,fﬁ

L

3 .f}x N_ —

tni‘ t

'“btypical,of public 1an9uage;,
~ -short,
- sentences;

'form which stresses the active mood ;

~ conclusion;

e7ielogica1'
“through -

of conjunctions and rela

)
D3

this class.vThese findings refer to spoken language.

Berstein (1959) gives these criteria as

©

: grammatically simple, often unfinished
poor syntactical construction with verbal

~51mple, repetitrve use ofvconjunctions (so,
and, because). , Sy

then,

=frequent use of short commands and questions;

—rigid and limited ‘use of adjectives and adverbs,
)

=1nfrequent use of 1mpersonal pronouns as subject of

a sentence (one, it);
‘v-statements formulated as. 1mp11c1t querstions which
-set up a sympathetic c1rcu1ar1ty (Just fancy- It’s

only natural, 1sn ‘t lt?),‘

7=the use of statement of fact as both a reason and a
more accurately, the reason and the-

or,
conclusion are confounded to produce a categoric

statement (Do as I tell you; , hold on tight, you' ‘re
not. going out, Jlay off that), . :
v,‘°lnleldual selection from a group of idiomatic
,vphrases°v symbolism of a low order” of generality,
‘.meeaning is lmpllClt. o
, 8 _’ - ,g ~,,‘, S Score 1

V,Formal language exhibits these characteristics.

uaccurate grammatical order and syntaX°

stress how
" complex

modifications and
grammaticall

constrﬁction,
ve clauses,

relationships as well as or09031tions,~’ﬁ~»n,‘ur

-nediatedﬂ;
. sentence
;'espec1allg{/through the use of a ranges

.,ffrequent uee of prepositions which indicate logical{_”h;frw‘
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between sentence5° it is exp11c1t,i
‘-express1ve symbollsn}condltlonec bv thls 11ngulst1c i
‘form  distributes effective support rather than s
logical neanlng to what ls sald- - S

==

chinking;"deciding,v and interrelating [p-3]." Thus,

R

”‘h,ln asse551ng the level of comprehension, in this

4
P
’L,«».—‘Mi

.3

V-c}present ‘study,l lt was'dec1ded toigive' con51derab1e

-the p0551b111t1es lnherent 1n a complex conceotualffﬁ5"
‘.hlerarchy for the organlzlng of experlences.‘;,ﬁ,, SRR

CH

'ﬂelght to' the process of thlnklng as far as it was

i SR T Y) et
R R A R A o R T e,
1
>

eevealed Ln responses and comments.

- e | o Score\3 A

] . ; L . o . s . 2 B : Ve

D S T Ry The deflnltlons furnlshed 1n the foregolng ﬂ;~fh

”'FScorlng>Comprehen510n Complexlty B S S ;

,4\—;'

¥ o L : S ’Vg]fqr' Judglng the comprehension -of

paragraphs concern »the' structural unlts andﬂ,,t' [ | i pit 1 |

. T R "_1Syg1ven below-‘;fvf[ PRI s S
descrlptlve categorles,, from whlch were chosen theru.'““'~’- 2T BN ~ .

m;_f.i

| B Rudlmentary ‘account,‘ ~litt1e‘ -0 no :
*independent. llngulstlc varlables that correlatedaaie 1nterpretatlon A "@ SR T , L
”‘Slmpllstlc,- absolute '1nterpretat10n°
fast, unamblguous resolutlon of any ;
rssues._“e;.v, Ceeih e S . SRR 1

;;(} S . I

:¢51gn1f1cantly w1th the scores for comprehen51on,5j'*'ﬁ
,already deflned in an earller oaragraph Wlth respectuﬁrn::ﬂ'“
'Re°°gnlt1°ﬂ 6f-*SOﬁeh“ complex1tY, B

~ .~ alternative if-and»‘ prlmary are R T SR
x.1nterpretatlons are recognlzed ' o

"fto adults,7 comprehenSLon should embrace more than a

"tfrec1ta1 of factual 1nformatlon.' There should be some fe

"ftlndlcatlons‘ of an ablllty to ‘1nterpret facts,f to' -{Alternatlve ways of oercelvyng an event'

e S o e T e s e u;f;qﬂare ecognlzed and 111ustrated ,
1nfer what ,1s not dlrectly stated,‘ and to predlctm‘sn_'g" SRl TR R e e e e R e

‘ ' e e cele T nBee ”raifPos51b111ty of 1nterac9lon among -

. alternative: and. prlmary 1nterpretatlons .
: recognlzed S ,”,Ati; e

hfoutcomes from the Lnformatlon at hand.; There are, ofugﬁ‘r ‘?d E

“‘;course,f levels of comprehenSLon, and for the purpose'f‘ SRR [ B R T S :
Peai ' G e Score %Alternatlve 1nterpretatlon are' S e e

[ I B R R E e ecognlzed,,and also procedures foriv,’fﬁ PR R ATy S

fcomparlng the jo1nt outcome of dlfferent i o

perceptlons.v Sy S S

-of establlshlng these a modlflcatlon of the scheme by,r

a;;”[“,f"f{ﬁschroder et al (1967)'~afforded an approprlatel;fmv f3~gj@f,*:“'

";lnstrumento;r¥:ne*fhv"7ifr”,7e'h~;fj'C; ‘ffn,¥wff"vf7tx;~» e

\\

There**"m

a tendency to pay too much_f;:

”?attentlon to the content and amount of what a personhff,f-‘t““;' S
’ of alternat1ve1perceptlons*

ificance in establlshlng*

1g  the world; indii '

"wilearns and too llttle to the manner 1n which




‘beqééssiagi»fof°
TvariablesL
"selectlon of thempv
:3and the subject s attltude tow5 d‘them.’ The

-kafford a method of comblnlng the facts,

-

'7:mode of respondlng._

Iconversatlo

0 L

hi7border1ineflgrouo,,

L

t'perlod and then once more became re f;

7-[lLanguage/Sampllng Procedure

5

atys

e

R

‘information;f*'andinhe“

(..

concerned Wlth the processeof thlnklng,“

rstruCturaly
The former are concerned w1th facts, the:

how manv of them are remembered,l

and are thus,

latter i

aspects of memory is thﬁkessence of comprehenSLQn, as»~

&

£

Another 8

. (_:, .
The reactlve category embraces

s
'those respondents who,v;gé}oeneral,
Syt

w1th a questlon or geature before maklng a reply Atﬁi,f_;<ff

-

the other ,extreme were men who readlly

(

L

s

lt was

O

jdeflned in thls study. ' ‘T :l r“-ff_f_W\,J
class1¢1catlon whlch sfr_0f°“”

qeneral 1nterest as a descrlptlve dev1ce refer to the’;,

N

needed promptlng,e’

1n1t1atedif”’

whlch w1thg,,ft7

AL

;: getween these two pOIes”'tQ%%e was therf%;v’

dec1ded tof{ifp”‘“

g

who warmed to thelr su&gect for af;;’ff7fhf‘

‘without editing.

v,tthoughts>'and
'M*;appre01at1ng the« 1nformaﬂron,

fothers.

h‘thel*almost
style,
Tunadorned speech of the wary.
5rTaken as a whole,r
"whlch
g;flrst\
i.was a prlson language"b

‘is a orlson vocabulary,

'f1n51tutlons,b

w:funexpurgated ver51ons truly reflect the attltudes bofe

%theg 1nmates and thelr caoac1t1es for convevlng their
o . ll’ :

1ntentlons, \wand,vfor

passed to

A
.
,i‘v"

N

'The accounts vary from the Very fluent to

1nart1culate," There 1s',the“ evocatlve

practlsed w1th great effect,_'and the

'None refused to speak.

these samples conSLtute a corpus

ﬂ'«‘-

scrutlny seemed almost to suggest that there

but~thls 1s-not SO. There

& ',whlch has ltS place

’~51the full range of speech that can be- heard in all the’k

””ﬁthe status of a patorsot.;l‘f,hf‘ygisl

.iﬂ;

” The complete assessment of the

NEEEE I

comprlsed syntactlcal,hvarlables to wh'i'

These were-?

' cores were attached.

_number"of

It ls belleved that these verbatlm,:

crecelvrng and

them by

terse;
is representatlve of contemporary Enollsh,_b A

w1th1n

but thls does not approach Ln any 'way .

languageffﬁuf:
:d numejlcalpa-e
rthedtotal number;‘ff

compoundf“

N
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- and type of responding (reactive/initiatOrv)

Associated with these'primary'measures was 5) the

score '_for cOmprehension complexity, to

reference is made on a prev1ous page. A second set

of varlables concerned the assessment of lanouage on .

social and styllstlc scales, These ‘have already been

mentioned, and - the grading nominal ( 6) working

class-borderline-middle class; 7) public-borderline-

formal, awarded in each instance 1, 2, or 3). The

charactéristics” for each of these categories have

already been mentioned.

,LanguagebAsseSSment Procedures:

These various assessments, embracing
objectivea ’and Subjective measures, supply a
,cOmprenensived' analysis of each language sample.
sSyntacticﬂ complexity is reflected in the ° type

(compound/complex) of'tnersentences, .the number of

categorles of subordinate clauses, and the degree of
sophlstlcatlonvln the use-of'verbs, The criteria fof
social class (working/middle), style.(public/formal),

Jo

data on the semantlc den31ty and supply

1nformatlon on syntax and the generalgxeftectlveness‘-

of the 1nd1v1dua1 s language.‘}

which

futrnish

additional

a

i\

Step

Step

Step

Step

Step

Step

~ Step

Step

Step

Step

Step

Step

10

11

12

Steps to Language Analysis Procedures

Count ' the total number of words in the

sample

Mark the finite verbs

Bracket simple sentences that are not part
of any compound or complex sentence.

Bracket compound‘sentences (one subject and

two predicates,

but the second

(repeatea) subject understood.

Bracket complex sentence% (one main
or more subcdrdinate clauses

with one
attached or embedded).

Identify

subordinate clause (eg.

and label each

clause

category of
adjectival,

subordinate, adverbial of time etc.)

Score each category of subordinate

clause

each sentence type according to the

schedule.

Score for verbs, according to;schedule‘

Score for other features listed in

(eg. direct objects etc.)

Grand total:

schedule

score for verbs + scores for

each category of subordinate clause and
each tvpe of sentence + score \for other
features listed in the schedulel

Score for comprehenston comple: lty according

to schedule

Joi i .
Score for des c&xptlve categories

(social

class language type etc. ) accordlng to

schedule..

0

i

P i e s

NN
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b aand

and diagnosis of

functions'
,;afLectedo
‘ilnterventlon

'llkely both thei‘most loglcal and f”

'~fmethodology to pursue in treatment,f?

Cognitive Measures .

Along with the language meéasures, the cogﬁitive
measures offered possibie%new sources of predictor
variables of the @ispositionel‘variety, The language
X cognitive x personality measures would be used in
analysis to determine if cognitive dYSfuneti6ﬁ wss’an
appropriate diagnosis fer.some of the inmates in “the
study, especially the dangermusvoffenderstaszset out
in the framework for the study. |
tests

‘Cognitive Dysfuncticn As the cognitive-

are the basic measures of cognitive dysfunction

‘this should be clarified befqre we proceed.

Understanding cognitive dysfunction . requires

sévera1>assumptiohs: 1) That, as heterogeneous as the

population may be, there is suff1c1ent integrity

among characteristic traits to just'fy

=

cognitive ‘dysfunctlonol 2) That

?eople possess central Drocessing deficiencies

),

these

reSultiﬂg in cognltlve dysfunctlon that is specific

and ldentlflable° 3) That deficiencies iﬁ' these

leads : to inaaecuate~ development gin

construct

language, cognltlon and personallty for the person so -

4) Thatg as these def1c1enc1es

= A~

fstrategy employlng a. learnlng modea

Q w0 4'

-,79,f&j

lnterfere‘

‘w1th 1earn1ng broadly ln the person s 711fe,mxah,f’ﬁ

N

§ A ittt

W

‘attend

R

S P TV —

Cogritive Processes: While there are as vet an

undefined number of cognitive processes that affect

developmental learninq, 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 attentlon is that aspect of attention where

©

the 1nd1v1dua1 . is aware of the critical

variables in any situation, and he can identify and
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
make decisions

= critical reading or llstenlng

- establishing and maintaining priorities "

-°goal orientation ¢

"

)

. B. Sequential Proce351ng = Many persons

cegnié;@e dysﬁunctlon are unaware that the sequentlal

nature of some lnformatlon is essential f@r comolete“

[/ P

stimulus -

with.

understandlnoxp These oeople also “have . dlfflculty“f,

o
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»Qbe explarned as rt rs jfundamentally

planning and organizing

following directions or steps

- serial recall

- sentences expressed and understood comprised
of fewer than average length

= & non-linear repetitive view of time

= an inability to use language +to control
behaviour :

e

C. Relational Thlnklng - It is belleved that
people with cognitive dvsfunotlon do not store
information in conceptual groupings. Difficulties in
seeing the relatedness of multiple oieces of

information and events is a very serious problem for

people with cognitive dysfunction which leads

W

directly to faulry reasoning and problem solving

skills, and some people believe - crime.  Some

difficulties experienced by Dpeople who have
inadequate relational thinking are:

= rnabrlrty to exercise comparatlve judgment
=A1nab111ty to make inferences

= inabiliity to recognize cause and effect

- difficulties in future perspective

=;d1ff1cult1es accepting responsrbllrty forf?"

~ones actions.

= inadequate critical thlnklng S @7 fj o e

T
Language has been dlscussed in the preceedlng

]

section and Dersonalrty wrll be dlscusse& 1n the

following sectron, ’Ognrtrve development 1tse1f,.5 L""r

the 1mportant factor in hxgher level thlnklng

t

kifcognrtlon dysfunctron{”"'

scognrtrve measures were' admlnrstered as

does not develop to a level of complexity necessary

for adult reasoning and problem solving can bé the

- determiner of faulty thinking ability. The lack of

these abilities involves people with cognitive
dysfunction in” many practical day-to-day thinking
difficulties and confusions. These problems include:

= inflexible thought, concretizeq thinking

= difficulties learning by experience .

- little or no effective deductive logic

- little awareness of or ability to search for

alternatives to thoughts or behaviours

- difficulties in making decisions, or
' decisions made impulsively o

- action, arising from a feeling. = state

" ungoverned by language

There are no standardized tests for éognitive

dysfunctron 'in'adults,-'Most measures thatiare. used

are task analyzed after adrlnrstratlon and~~error f
'patterns are observed in order to lnfer the presence"
‘_of cognrtlve dysfunctron° Koopman (1983) used several
factor=pure experrmental measures~to look for the f:'

ffppresence of cognltlve 'proceSSLng dlsorders :fand"”;‘
1 *tre1ate them to language performance° Thls studv hasr
wkjsii;expanded aﬂd developed thesektwo areas’ furtheref Tnelf_m

clréicalijier
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vlanguage analySLS’and an ana1y51s of

reasonlngf;ﬁ'
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B e - S 1 ‘ e e
N %i 7
negative ihstances» o_f %ar.: figural ‘d?omcept/.k They | then ﬁ e
& were asked to make deoisions about.other figuresﬁ&ith g I “\\§§Q\\, i D.oPersonality'Measures
regard to iqzlﬁsion“or eXClusion‘ inj the. cohCept<‘ ; g o The court transcripts and :the~vreasons for
QK: definédo The exsmiher then asked them Owhat the ﬂ i ;' - judgment were carefully read for all‘data withhregatd
N relevaet attrlbutes ofveach concept were. This task- bﬁv a . ’ ‘to f'aiagnéstio Statements of mental illhess,
§ ‘wash given to determine °selective attentional Jand, o { ' f“personalltv disorders, emot10na1 problems etcg4 in
: multlvarlable manlpulatlon abllltles.,  | 0 ‘,.:v - addltlon,  where the 1nformatlon was provxded,"the‘
A i c. Syl-loglsms - Two sylloglsms were presented_;.x E S - ",_bases for these dlagnoses were also coded ~The ;s;ame
[ ) and'vthe inmates were asked to shswer Yes or no to ’r~‘e'v ;Jprocedures z were’tfused i"fo;e~ 1nst1tutlonal flle:
L IVSéveraL.A questlons ' presented,» about : them, 3 TneAj ;%jsﬂ 'V,bk»-:n.nformat:n.*onA° Tests such aspthe Mlnnesota Multloha51cihff: ‘
f '7aSPe°ts of language especxally SYntaX that '}a?eieih ;;}';}hbhlvhfhtfPersonallty Inventory were recoraed 1n detall as: toﬁb
:: ‘affecteé bY faulty relatlonal thlnklng at a hlghere"-t:i”: f%i' o ﬁthe. 1nd1v1d1ua1 T scores for each 1nd1v1dual Thls!}”
¥ ‘;levelkwete observed w1th thls taskoe; s  }_ Ll lnformatbon: was then comblned w1th the wlnterVLewth;
B d. Court RePOf%"hThls taSR was used f°r b°the;is“ '%v tflnformatlon ‘”nd pe onallty measures admlnlstered bye'

'yrdthlsrlnvestlgator at the tlme of the 1nterv1ewsohs;t°””

mostao 'these men are servxng

f'seen as

e LR S R,

1ndeterm1nateﬁ‘

requlrlnq*'

R B R e AN IR e
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‘1nf1uence the person s personallty development, byp;;.

learning,

I
= g r— G
T
<
“

thelr personallty strncture‘andre
soclallzatlon are often 1nadequate1y developed,:g'
However, thelr personallty is also affected by faulty;d,ff,
language and the faulty cognltlve development thatf!v

Ty

has already been~dlscussed These problems d1rect1y”1"

dlmlnlshlng hls ab1111ty to galn understandlng aboutjﬁ"

hlmself and hls behav1our. He becomes dependeé%eon:}

‘dpjj:anti-socialfpersonality*diSorderso,

'v;_'others.,d

- " : LA T 'r:‘ R
others to perform thls monltorlng functlon for hlm.:' =
Characterlstlcs of thls personallty pattern mayp-' T

- 1nc1ude°‘ ' | ' ' '

o These

Y

o= a tendency to act out emotlonsvj’ : i
=easily habltuated to compu1s1ve behavxour,
. alcohol, drugs'and crime - .
. =-little insight into self or others : .w~;Vw
. ='little empathy for ‘the plight of others

= narcissistic and ego-centric at a levelg

.- usually found in a much younger person:. . ol o

- = 'poor 1mpulse control, and low frustratron L
- tolerance : : ‘

:éfsees self as a reactor to a world nOt@j 

~5determ1ned by hlS actions ‘and to which he is
;responslve but not responSLble E#]qu-;,, L

also demonstrates‘”

people,. when assessed,p

.

personallty patterns of depre551on and hlgh levels °f~f51jéf"

persecutory ldeatlon. They ﬁrequently speak of a{ﬁf_ff~73

serlous.u Not only are the therapeutlc methodologles
different t b cause many c11n1c1ans rcons1der the;
»ffénti;social personallty to possess ~VerV- llttlej

}:personallty dlsorder,

amenablllt'v

’~MP€I$ODalith teSts’they are‘frequentlyvm@slabeled’ as

This misdiagnosis

S ha;: ‘as 1ts roots confu51on regardlnq the exc1u51v1ty

of the personallty characterlstlcs mentloned _above,

?espec1ally,those~of a'lack~ofp1nsrght.andvempathy’for

However, fas mentioned'bv ~Koopman (1985)

'7these people - lack 1mportant tralts of 5this

most notably,)

v1ct1mlzatlon of others°
; R, fp .
dlagnosls on

false 0051t1ve treatment are

‘\ i 5

»for“treatment,v
+reatnent at all as he lS belleved to be;

“'1n fact,’

. selected for, the study.,,t

the systemat1c'
The ;mpllcatlonsvof. “this

very

a person may not recelvej

untreatablebp

he may be an excellent candldate for e

Personallty Measures ’ -
The Rorschach was presented to all 1nmatesﬂ7,k

e T oy
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‘”beCauser'oflﬁthisgf;mhereffwas also an vattempt to S | e ‘ |

s

‘ R . 'RESULTS
quantlfy ' some of the responses.waccordlng to‘ a % S ey TR e R e

modlfled Harrower (1943) approach.n_d’

ST "-‘_»f The data for thls study con51sted of the court

2) The Four Plcture Test - ThlS 1s a pro;ectlve o ”1fp R

A B iffu ,ftranscrlpts, reasons for Judgment, 1nst1tutlon files,

“oim,; ::devzceb that 1ooks for emotlonal dlsturbance and more f:wk o ﬂug 5‘» ~';1nmate flles, : 1nformatlon provrded by - lawyers,'

‘”uﬁ‘u¥f'3yrhh"geﬁeral affectlve problems thanudoes the Rorschach ,'ﬁf '~g ‘) i kf:mehn".’“hg and 1nterv1ews and testlng by thlS 1nvestlgator.k The

'vi,inA a 11m1ted way in thls study. We were looklng forf

-_u”g'-;p',_flfg" i ’°:-ie_l4lfor the data organlzatlon and analysxs, Informatlon_f : N

‘dgeneral themes, much 1n the same way that one WOUld" 'kﬂ;5yfﬂ SR ”';vaasf gathered on each of the predlctor varlables for‘ﬁ

1u51ng the Thematlc Apperceptlon Test (a measure thatgr_ o *‘j!;lgff g

'q‘the Dangerous Offender group and the Inmate group It

Y Wl TN

fﬁaéh collated and percentages or other quantlflableF‘

zimeasure ~also ~allowed for the observatlon .°f the‘ ; \v’hmeans were developed that would allow for descrlptlon !
. o . L .

f[ iggfujm;‘.bcfwasn cons1dered too lengthly for thls study) Th155 |

inmates’ R ab111t1es t° organlze and sequence ,%h;[“ | Pt e 1pof the Danaerous Offenders as a group on each of the

A T

R

*ffva o f,Q,_uvlntegrated response to the plcturescr;]

";‘4~*:pfl;j' ’ipredlctor varlables,u‘The same was done w1th ‘the

"f 1nformatlon for the Inmate group,,«

Because the entlre pooulatlon was 1nc1uded inif

”lfthe Dangerous Offender group, sample statlstlcs were,

‘a,u

4”f_”at udescrxptlon only We were 1nterested 1n flndlngfhf

R

_could about these men that ﬁWaS?f?\'
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”,Resxdent;al Stabl.

vGroup, and there are a number of statlstlcal tests of

'Slgnlflcance

:forth 1n the model 1ntroduced ln Chapter I,
«;allow s to address the known major predlctors

regard to these men,,

'Vthan,ear‘

..>Iesf?11‘t5‘*O.btain;ed;
T Table 1
1vdu¢atidn“

’Marltal Status. f iy

‘Soc1o-econom1c Status

*fﬁée,

. e = kS
o
2 : o
: £ &
el B
‘i S

dy:ty hfwnh?ed;nfktﬁ'yhui

#,

employed but they were not the major'
thrust of thepanalytlcal study of these men,_

The,vdata; and]the‘diSCussionﬁof('the' results

Will be presented in the same sequence as that setv

ThlS w111
with

4ahd,W111 allow an- organlzatlon

s o

~of 1nformatlon that should rove to be less confus1ng

'Simplevhlistihg off'the ,multiple’ptypes ‘off

I. Demographlc Data f‘ fhh" a’h@

Medlan Scores for Major Varlables

v

Dangerous Offenders end Inmate Group TR

D o° 1.6

Sex

ﬂglowfmldale working

[}

" not avail.

S

not availa

Sexualgpffence

’Record of Murder

R .

lst Adult Offence
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The varlables and the results w111 be dlscussedm~r,#

senarately°

e‘A;_'Age;,iThe’ ages ofvthe two grouos arevessentlally:e'h':
;therﬁsameih The age range was 17 57 1n the DangerouS‘
sroffender Group,w Thls was a blmodal dlstrlbutlon w1thv:h
u;30% of the 1nmates 26 30 and 23 1n the 36 40 range°
4‘.The range of ages 1n the lnmate group was 21 73° The'*
f;rylnmate group was dlstrlbuted 'sllghtly dlfferentlyfpylfh.n
‘f'.'w:.th 14”, 21- 15, 178 31 35,,and 14%-_41 45 Tms places“f-__:“i,v*“'

jtthem both well above the average age for lnmates lniﬁ‘

gfederal prlsons° ThlS lS not:surprLSLng,

'Tthese people have'been'w -

: }‘perlods°

'°r:thus we only sought maleskfor th

Sy

==

'fhavef continued their ‘eduoation.in VpriSOn"through

':upgradlng coursesre The range of educatlon in thev

"Dangerous Offender group was Grade 2-University

E degree 1n Psychology° Of thls group 24% had Grade 8—

’ eQ? 16% had Grade 10,'and 17% had Grade 12 and beyonda

"“,Inh the lnmate aroup the range was Grade 5 Grade. 13.

'Unfortunately,' 30% of the inmates 1d1d not have

'1

‘regard to/ educatlon, thus frequenc1es‘ were' not'
f{approprlate to calculate.n The dlstrlbutlon that was~

3fifderlved was not dlSSlmllar to the Dangerous FOffender )

‘lnformatlon' recorded,,~nor ~was"it collected w1th

R VA R, i LN TSR
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o L e | : ‘ L : ' similar to the men who came before them in former .
same sex. These relatlonshlps were sometlmes a S ; 5 ‘ ,

, legislation namel the Dangerous Sexual Offenders.
“cover" for thelr other sexual act1v1t1es g ’ y g

>Certain1y, many persons who hear that a man has been

4l

~E° Socxo=econom1c status° There was a deflnlte trendf

o ' S D o ‘ found to be a’ Dan erous Offender assume that h
«for the Dangerous Offenders to come from .home‘ W ;] | | P d e¢is a

: : sex offender and not without some justification as
fenv1ronments “and famllles that would be consxdered,e v =]

: N we can see.
more <mlddleec1ass than thoee of the Inmate Group° ‘ .

_ PRSI , H. Record of Murder. I-am sure that it would come as
,There were exceptlons, of course, ln that two of thehﬁw. o . : , ,

‘predlctlng dangeroueness, it seems that 1t would oaly)*'

i

| i - - o e [T . { """ a surprise to the Canadian public to know that no :
. S . persons ‘in the 1nmate group were professxonal men, : s J . ,

| B _— ‘ B i Dangerous Offender to date has a conviction for
g{’, , »,andgseveral of the Dangerous Offenders were from veryr L . |
LE e o ’ murder on his record. By comparison 38% of the :
R modest 01rcumstances. Howeverp, there was a strlklng ' . ) 24 P ! ;i
S B B ‘ o ‘ S oo - Inmate Group had convictions for murder. Also one g
= [ . dlfference in the m1dd1e=c1ass orlentatlon of meny of ! [ | P i | i
ﬁ;‘ﬁ” . W , 'ch Da q cor s 0ffenders famlly orlglns P SR S T ‘ inmate had beenj convicted of attempted murder. 5
Cgd R ReSLdentlal Stablllty Whlle tﬁls has emerged C (]f 5 Property offences were much more common in the inmate §
S R 1 ) f' . group with 158 having them on thexr records° ;
In “kfrom the llterature as an 1mnortant varleble whenuv , LJ. : 8
b ' , : T Delz,nquency° These data were’ more dlfflcult to !

0

tffbe appioprlate '1f ‘the Clleﬁts belmg assessed weref- A[JT\ e Obtaln°. Because Juvenlle records are generally not B
D v g PO IR art of the flles thls ~1nformat1on camei~from
*1_epeop1e who were not 1ncarcerated for the perlode ofi* e - p b '
;:tlme that these men have been For thzs reason thle R [i L S ;"psychxatrygreports, and from the 1nmatee themselveso
‘ o v o R i s » e
SR ‘bl s not pursued és lt wes cenelﬂered.‘: bl If one of the most lmportant pleces of actuarlel data ¢ Lo -
‘A;‘va ia e} wa ¢ , ‘o ér} N S s ]
‘ _{= o o T S .“‘f,WIth regard to dangerousness lS ehe delanuency of

‘anvaAld’for,thls populatlon.~
' ' the clxent, then the,data for both of these groupe do




e an ity

e ey

e ot 2
EERE AR U A

Erifiel iy

o Sy

-

=1 N e

e |

B |

,,authors }iu.t ’

J. Age of first offence -~ Again, the lack of juvenile

records hampered data collection.

considering that this would be the first renorted

adult offence, their age is sllghtly hlgher»for both

groups than that‘EOundkln‘the age of first offence in

the inmate population as a whole, but not
significantly so. This sameness of both groups is
wort’hnoting°

K. Record of Violeﬁce° These data include informatidh

from files as well as from records of convxctlons°

o

Again, this seems to this investigator a somewhat

surprising finding. Dangerous _persoms are seen by

- most people as v1olent lndLVLdualsp but in this group

we see that only 69% have vzolence On thelr records,

o s .

This lS a sizable number, but far fr@m unanlmouso Th@

opposxte Ls true for th@ inmate groun,ewhere 82% have

@

violence on their records. The Inmate Gr@upg is
‘Lsimilar ‘on this variabie,and severar other varlables

to that of the 1nmates from the 1983 study by thls

3

ﬁ L° Escalatlon @f Vlolence. There was evndenc& from

vrecorGS' ana transcrlnts that in cnly 47% @f the

[

: Dangercus Offenders backgroun&s was thete a pattern

cfl‘escalatzng vxolemce,; ‘as opposed to patterns) . of

By~

:,éscélatlng v1@1ence ‘in 5%@ @f the Inmate group.‘ %his -

lxkély not a 51gn1£1cant dlfference'aﬂ the teal

o~

1sense, but th@ lack @f ézﬁf@rences between the graups

0o

R

HBowever,

[}

is important. In order to establish a man as a

dangérous offender, a maladaptive pattern of
behaviour = must be established- an important element
of»\which is his potential for violence. It appears

from the data that this is true for leSS’fhan half of

the men in the Dangerous Offender group. Moreover, -

they are not differgﬁ% in this respect from other
Ioégterm offenders. |

L. | Sévééity' éf) Violencec Tﬁzgﬂ information was
qathereé from the court transcrlpts for the Dangerous
Offenders' and ‘ from the records and flles of the

Inmate Group° There ' was less,injury inflicted on

their victims by the Dangerous Of fendex group‘ than'

foxr the@ﬁnmgte Group.. This finding is obviou§1y an -

B : ) L . . 4
interpretation of many sources of information, and

thus sﬁbjectiVéy but "every; case.”was 1carefu11y

i}

~éonsideredp, and two raters (the research assxstant )

o F -

and the _lnvestlgator) dlSCﬁssed each case untll

agreement was reachea° Wh;le there were Dangerous '

” Offenders' ‘who dld 1nf11ct severe‘ harm on_ their e

CE

g,vxctxms, 1t appears that the nature @f thelr crxmes'

'@sexual) and thelr p@rs@n@l behav;cuxs,i as repugnant;7

they were _to their

’:gvvict;_s

assessarsg were morey,'r

than f31 ‘
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mentally retardedp”

- cognitive dysfunctzon that xnteracteﬁ

appear ' to be definableé differences to that of other

inmates with long records, in fact the only real
differences appear to be in the areas ?hat‘make tbem
appear to be less violent.
o 1I. Dispositional Variables
This information was in most instances:'highly
individual and unique.- There was an attempt on éhe

part of this author to summarize the data’ as .

a

objectlvely as possxble in order to give an overvxew‘

‘sach of these very com lex S
of both groups on ~sach of ?ue r’”“)y p T
variables. ‘ (wwf’ :

A, Measured Intelligence - Eleven of ﬁhe‘ Dan§exOg5’

Offenders scored on the Test of Non-Verbal

intelligence within thevmentally handicappeﬂ rahge; l

Two of these people had been“’&lagnesed as belngj

5

ocne becauseg@f a head ln]uEY°f \§ 

is the opinion of this examlner that the lcwer f;;j}f

gscores @f the other nlne'men do ‘not

o

ﬁecessarlly 1n&1cate less ‘than. average potentxal but

lntelllgence

reflect - the pﬁesenc& of emotxonal dlsturbance and
wath thel;‘
ability

to resp@nd aéequatelv w;th the demand_h

oy

R e T

=

o pees

jsubstanC@ abuse.

g ﬁ!:did not cause Jﬁheﬂ"

abililty. More will be discussed about this fact in

the section on cognitive dysfunction and language. In

"~ the Inmate group theré'isVa bimodal distribution with

79 bging the mo@g{of:one distribution and 105 being
'the'ﬁod@ of“the‘c;ther° Two of the inmates in this
group have been diaghosed as having a mental handicap
and seven others arefwithin the mildly handicapped

rangé&'These persons were also highly . B represented in

the cognitive dysfunctlan diagnosis. “The range of

their IQ §c@res‘was 58-120. Several subjects were
thought to have neurological involvement: one as a

result of head injury, ope from a fall, and onée from

'B. Alcoholdism and Drug Aadxctlan = The instance of

4. E( 4

‘these addletxans was vexy hlgh in both groups as it

'rls n the prason populatlon generallyo It was not

)
e

&

?sposaihle t@ ju&ae;@egrees @f habltuatlﬁa of elther @r
ii;ﬁaxscern substance varie&ies that weme most c@mm@ne

'ﬂg;fMost Subjects xndxcated that while alcchel or drugs :

behavxouzs, thay'centrxhuted

”"~.'-significant1y to their actual occurrance, th.le the

;exact‘numbers was risky to estxmate, theEJ was no

_ti@n,auring interviews that“”'

_presence of drugs

4pg£§£¢a113 iﬁithe

: much greater extent

e

AR T R )




=1}

~i T

g

: ¥ i }

=

=

e

M .
A

Lnnn}

(O

i

. as dxd the Dangereus Offenders.v Th;s 1nvestagator,,'
~did n@t have sufflcient ﬁxme durxng the 1nterv;ew te :

do - a menta1 status exam;natxon,

fmeasures“

e

Ny

assessiment.

C. Physical and neurological disorders -

S

Dangerous Offenders is a deaf mute, and one suffers

from limited capacity as a result of brain damage.

Two Dangerous Cffenders are epileptics; In the

Inmate Group one man was believed to

senile dementia .and brain damage as a result of

substance abuse, one as having brain syndrome as- a

result of street drugs, one who was believed to have

sustained brain damage as a result of a fall in

. A
childhood, and two with spina bifida (that appeared

to not have interfered with int@llectual ability).

D. M@ntal Illness.” This variable appears in the

ey

llterature as an lllusory cékrelate of ov1alenceo

7

tional variable addressed in

o

However, - it is a“@%spﬁsf

= . O

every Dangerous Offender proceeding and appears 6@

many of the records @f‘theqlnmate,ér@up,'
Group « were ,less'

q (=3

psychxatrlcally because: they dlﬁ not have need

llkely to have be@n ﬂdlagn@sed

thelr trlals of the testzmony cf two psychlatxxstsp~'

a0

but relled

0

@n

fxaformatlon,_ from the. f;les *ané the persohallty

ngen [iln the lnterv-ews"

One of the

suffer frcm

o

The Inmate’

W

ECE

oo l a st leo
@‘ DENIRE N syntactmal con:plexlty an Y 7‘

=

contained  four people who had been diagnosed as

peay

schizophrenic at some time in their history. Eight

inmates had been hospitalized for emotional problems.

Of the Dangerous Offenders, nine had been diagnosed

poey _pny

as schizophrenic or paranoid schizophrenic at some

time in their history;” Ten Dangerous Offenders. had

been.hospitalized° The regional psychiatric centres

were often the sites of their hospitalizations,

accounting for one half of all their psychiatric
& a

admissions.

% "B 'Language;é There are no indications that the men
B comprising this population characteristically exhibit
© disordered @r»impoverighéd language. There are amond
them the most reticent and the very fluent. Some are

inarticulate, even when

[rory

and some a&re

evocative,

<]

. gently an

ptcmpt@d to glve more.. There is

is an envxr@mmental

o Ed

'iﬁstituta??al Jarg©mg "~ which

vocabulary . rathen? than a natural languagee

o}

Tconcerns vocabularya an& has ﬁ@thxng to a@ w&th

Sl@nlf&camtlyo the

‘vlanguege samples did nct portray any of thxs jargano

U

v

In any_

event, this spec;al&zed form @f’@@mmnnlcatlgn chlefly )

R L LR e s B
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The syntactlcal analyses perf@rmea on_ the
language samples yielded the f@ll@Wlng results f@r

the Dangerous Offenders and the Inmate Group. =,

. [
3

Table 2: Perceatagee of Dangerous Of fenders and

Inmate Group USln@ Varlous Structures

Type of Structure ‘ D.O. I.G.
Simple Sentence U 190 . 100
Compound Sentence K ° 94.4° f“75.©7’
Noun Clause Object - - | $1.6 87.5
Aﬂjectival Clause ,; 61.14‘ ‘35’5@;@
Adverbial Clause of Time : . m‘41¢7f1.:“ 25,@ 
Aﬁverblal Clause of Place ; — ,ﬁgl§.7' B
Adverbial Clause of“Reaeon o v81.7 3725

Aﬂverblal Clause’ Conditi@n o o j@-97'eﬁf: 12.5
o L e i o

Other

-~y

i

&

Sy

7

o

.

The magnltude of relationships between 2 number

of language measures and particular language measures.

Cum@rehensi@n complexity and social

ciass

Syntactxcal camplexzty and E

rccmprehensmon ca@plexzty

o

)

thh other varlables was sought with <the following
'results\ , | . ’
: ; )
Table 3: summary of Correlations
. % .éorrelations
o we .
Variables ' kY D.O:
Number of sentences and comprehension
C@mplexlty 0.52
No. of categories of subordipate .
clauses and comprehension c@mplexlty 0.49
Score for verbsg and ceﬁprehensicn ' >
complexity ; 0.58
Score for verbs and number of U e
sentences B N 0.80 - T
No. of sentences and categ@rxee of v
subordinate @lause3° 6.67

7
i
3

B

R e e .
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A The variance 1n c@mprehensien c@mplexity a@caunted for o : e e e Eg .g‘ ’ ;p : weze g -
. ) B ' S ‘ T B | 2 @ : | : | B@rsteinfs—. formula . for formal _1anguage and public
ctic complasity is as follows: = . | e b M e T T T T | g

bY gyata P o R S - ‘ - ‘ lan‘guage ,‘gy.;v‘ing- vthe fOllOWlng resu‘lts; o ‘ .

o Figure 2: Diagrmgical Relacimsup Amo “g Several Lang“a ge o | | §j S  .1; Tabl“mé Formal Lamguage and Publ:n.c Language: . .

PO '.s .- § - L= _—',_ L. . . : ; . L o . 7 | i | ‘
7 i) e T T e T I e S < S Dz.strlbutlon of Scores

P ”‘?

.-‘ A .', ‘ D°o° I,Go_ . N

e ? 1] ' ‘ .
o 0 : 80.6 - 87.5 e
- o0 Formal 19,4 125 : b
%-L , ] ) oL RPN T AR ;_;‘, We uould expect most persons in free dlSCUSSlon' 9 :
| ¥ _ VA ' R EERs I 8 BT to use publlc languaqe, but both groups Ahad real
| Yio- e fu Y e T representatlon 1n formaIOIa quage usage as well.. :
: N B S »,fg ff¥The,' language samples of each inmate were
_ ‘ . , ‘;dgfwi; IR | T i R S lnvestigated : for'~ spontanegus - versus . elicited : V SR R
2 B R i e R uttérances,,ifhey were scored 1- 3 for Initiatory to .
Symzaetical o ( : ST , v o Rl
@m@h?ﬁﬂy ‘ Reactlve expzessxon

f@il@w=~

CCISC° cgmprehensicn cgmplezity an& syﬂtaczi@al camplexity
: the variamce
2%%51Sgésidmmmﬁnmwxmmlaﬁmy¢mm;mmnﬂlﬁymmesmmxe:Lﬁz
£ the variance. e
§CII, Syn:astical ccmplesityand ntelll nce shgte 9. osz

L

Bt Vkﬁmv R TR




”Attrlbutes

F. Cognltlve Measures - Task analvtlc technlques andk

olnformatlon about thelr known factor structure were

Wi

'tiuSedtlnjlnterpretatlon_of these data°

e, T
ok

tﬁ?ablé,t&: ‘Median 2 Scores on Cegnitive.MeaSuresf for

';béhgereus Offenders,'f Inmate Group and '_Centrel;'

Student Subjects 11:751

L
P

5C0§uitive;Measure RSO fﬁ':f_k[ Z 5cores"

Sequentla*fpatternsgf_é

4
4
1
%
¥
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 Table 9£'~Meaian'zfsoores for Dangerous Offenders and

-

Vthe'InmatenGrouplohVThreefLanguagé Measures

]
B

Language Measure : Z_S°9F¢Seff

5 . L “. ’ R ‘... »‘ 0 | : GAD.O' .’ I'G. ‘ :
No; of Categorles of Clauses “1.89 '1.80
Verb Score;}7'f eijfujf,“~;r5;afpf;h1.38"1.53

Comprehenszon Complexlty L'_,7'fr1 64 1. 46 f

v to o

superlor on these three measures to the Inmate Group,i;i*“

by 1nspectlon of the qualltative dlfferences, xrt

obvzous that thlS’_

o

dlfference.g

,',; -

Wh11e the Dangerous Offenders aref somewhatfhe

s not a sxgnzflcant functlonalf[‘T

The Court Case - The responses
were categorlzed accordlng to.; 1)
events ZXZagégﬁffﬁfslly hut leaves

detalls 3) Can rete

11,

1n answers to questlons 6)

1@‘ but adds deta;lr’that' is

but cannot answerique',zons:

-

‘organize  ‘and

'“~,spec1f1c

retell aA sequential ‘story. The
production was to include ail relevant detail and
contain thematic material that,was‘cognitiVely above
the descrlptlvek level Inmates Placed themselves
throughout the competency levels of this task. 'This
lnformatlon fwas also lntegrated with the other case
1nformatlon ;about_

higher -‘cognitive

L

functlonlng.ir_,j_j

: secure these

intervxewed;“

oy

S Tpe et

e

i
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?% BN G. P alit " Th tt ipt | S '
t v y . TOTSORRLEH © court transcripts were Rorschach and the Four Picture Test do not in and of
. 7 used extensively in this area of assessment: EaSh . themselves disagree' with the"stateménts " about
3 b . h o "‘t B R oL R - . N ] i . .
- Dangerous Offender_ ad»the testlmony of at least two d;agnostlc categd I s.forwarded by the psychiatrists.
,;' psychiatrists and sometimes psychologists as well. « phe responses to thnse measures were those that one ;
jz ) ‘almost all cases the 1ssue of a personalxty dlsorder often assocxates with antx-soc1a1 or ° 1nadeguate ;
% | was addressed and elther reJeCtEd o accepted and . . L] o - personalltles‘ for the oersons so identified. There‘ @
P T defended. ¥he e personallty dlsorders oy commonly o V*&‘? B | .k ~were also no add1t10na1 dlsorders disclosed by our E
S R mentioned Were‘the’lnadequate personal;ty, and the N 4 , ‘ T ' _ , k
B e o e ' R S o : o E L R R measures° i e ¥
.7 ?‘i < - . ) ‘ ; - 3 . . ‘ : B .0, - . : ‘ N o . o i v 7 ] ."
,g i ~ -anti soc1a1 personallty ; Personallty dlsorders were | , : ’ However, when . we 'omblne the language, :
§ 1 PR 1dent1f1ed for many of the Dangerous Offenders.A ' - .Qf;t . e cognltlve and personallty measures (along w1th ‘such - _ ,¥
g ge_ EI R Elghteen of fhe Dangerous Offenders gwergb sal@ggtO R !f R £1io data as the géggggggg Multl hasic _§£§22§l£21 : ﬁ
S Eel - S O -social rsonalities is writer is - v :
,_E B r,po Sess.‘antz social perso a11 ies (thls writer’ is | B ] nvento ) we find a different plcture emerging. |
g ;é — ,1nc1ud1ng in this cateqory persons also labeled as % _ sy r SO *Turning agazn to fthe four-fold table  of . o
= § d | psychopat 1c, or SOClO pathlc recognlzxng that there SRR I ] Language by COgnltlon competence and addlng our
R o 11 ¢ = g _
H‘-:§ o R are some clini 1ans who make dlstlnetlons among these L . ; | data from the personallty measures. we fxnd that it
BTN | ; fﬁ labels)._ 1ve of the Dangerous Offenders were sard to E’ L 15 poss;ble to further dlfferentlate wzthln the four
have rnadequate personalxtzes all,ﬁf these 1nmates S b . , L L -
: ’ g categor1e5-~ _ L ‘ ; . .
B v were sex offenders most often choosxn hil en § ' b n ' s ag '
o e : , g c dr . as? Bigh Cognltxon - High Language* These lnmates‘
i - thelr v1ct1ms.;; 57 - ,;;, ot L L : S g t_o_%,;il had average oz above abllltxes in both ~argas. In ‘9 o
e Thls s udy' attempted to differentzate g the. _ additibn' they did not suffer from cognxtlve : ST
Dan erous 0 fenders fur her , an re hem e ’ e e ey i
g : f t ’; d te compa t on BRI dysfunctlgnh but had a srgnxf;cant numher of membersl‘o ot _
‘ ‘t} ‘ ' . Lo b':‘ ) (.
. personallty measures to other offenders who had not o Lo ‘e cou t-psychiatrlsts and our}< . P
- been routxnely exam;ned psych;atrically. we wereff. o .
curlous to see 1f there would be dza nost;c category»j B
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:héd low ability in,bothtcbgnition.end giahgﬁa§e§f,ig°”; ; S with regard to EOgnition % language x
was this group %that fit the mddef*‘of ecdgniéive7€'  :?e5f' : "'! !,' - ”ffepérgOnalitY,¢ but there is a much higher frequency in
dysfunction most °1°331V5; Most zmportant is that a : §!’n A.nfjué the personallty disorders that are based in cognitive \
sizable number of these inmates: (9) were f°“nd t° be ”Ei: “e};fﬁejn GYSfunctlon. This . is probably because of the number )
anti-social personalities bnt Lguthe oplnlon of thlS ];j¥j'f];f;n ée-ofi.,zmmates ) 1nc1uded in this group ﬂfrqm the
= writer were inéorreetlynlabelled”aS' such. "Thls?_i$”ﬁ;c ;:‘;;nngy'i?njf;;;éStiéater{swprivaee practice, where many persons .
";g because the personallty traits often developedf;byeeJQYi}“llff- " - are referred by their lawyers.c because of the . |
,;‘ g g T pe;sons with °°9n1t1ve‘\“¥sfﬁﬁéﬁj°“ appear t°’eb¢;nﬂ;;,fn author s known interest in cognitive dysfunction and & - i
1) »}% . indicative of personallty dlsor%ers¢%/~d are ' the 7}17,en32f%2{ personallty dlsorder. It is not being suggested that . o E
| % [ result of thelr faulty learnlng -of socxallzatlon :k"” Lt vepthe prevalence of this combination of dlsabllltles in g
" % | skills. :“ ~“?“‘ 9; irVnnf . .  “*ffiﬂfl Mﬁgwthe Inmate ;roup is representatxve of its presence in | %
,' - Low cOgnltlon - ngh Language.i There were sxx | zhe xnmate nopulat;on, or of long term @ffenders;h ! . ge
e E person's in this group. These persons were among'those;fVJ" séec1flca11y. However, the au;hcr believes from her E
: ‘with . diagnosedf'mental xilnesses. ,Persons _;withe
:inedequatef' personalities alsocziﬁﬁéered VZfe thxs .
) ;cetegoryn’ As .the numbers are smell.r th;s shculd be . »
| ' cdnsiﬁered on1YW':aaf possiile" 1ndlcation A'eeﬁvm ) ;
relatlonsh:l.p.y o ’~ " 0_ k - :
| ngh Cognltzon - o; Language' The unsocxalized
- person whb has spent most of hrs t;me 1n pr1son ;was“ i

found in thzs class.. The state ralsed.ch1ldren of

- el

‘f/‘ 5 whnm ’ there were a number,
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:i. Phgsical Appearance - Berzins (1984) noted

”that a proportion of’the Dangerous Offenders had

=

- ,phys1ca1 appearances that placed them in a position %
'j - of . greater susceptlblllty to being seen by others as ;
]jj'p‘f_?dpix ;ndiifer?QFﬁ - and if suggested to them, perhaps even :
'ﬂ: 7;fdo?d§;; j'da"n'gexfous.5_‘- Whlle' ohysrcal appearance is aa very :
f Qﬂ.; i rsubjectlve’}_matter, - this lnvestxgator; who has‘ %
% | “1nterv1ewed many hundreds of - lnmates, must agree thh 4
i b ” B LjBerzxns data“that a number of ‘the Dangerous Oof fenders
| - ‘: ; u }'weref‘i“unusual lookxng i in that they ' possessed e
: gai ] S 1start11ng featureSasuch as. promlnent eyes, or had . ~
% o cultrvated a f;erce appearance for any one “of ;ap‘ | J
"number :of‘ reasons.; The outcome 1s that physlcally Ue'p,,f
atheyd*»compound the impress1on of themselves,:‘as .
dangerous. It would‘°he dlffxcult ,to“ asSess the ’ e
~leffécts tnat th;s demeanor and physxagnomy had ~ih, ’
’court. ?but~ ;t’ isvnot zmpossxble that 1t played a
= | sometmes

bne};man' S
')9" B Tl
ewaf'etiljt neurotxc
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Tvperformedwdangerous

: ° a o
) s R K
. o III. Sltuational Varlables
Bem and Funder (1978) say that, “the
probablllty that a partlcular person w111 behave in ag .

*Msrmzlarlty hetween hzs or her @haracterlstlcs and thetf

o I'

characterlstlcs of the people (Templates) that;?

typically frequent the'sltuatzcn;'"Another way of

[0

saying thls 1s

between the pe;son and the 31tuation,

var:ables.f

SR

behavrours zn‘

g:.ven way 1n a certa:.n situation is a functlon of the :

hi?a,t; ‘there ',*‘éféas'*"ts_ibev lﬁa:*i"*gooa B
‘which' may\

rnelude both peopLe and other environmentalrr”

'1n'deta11 theth"‘

B

- -

‘whatfwe know‘clinically'about these}men,

research. However, from the literature, especially on

the 'prediétion of violence there have been

establlshed a number of varlables that are worthy of.

[=3

exper1menta1 use_as they have good face valldlty Wlth
Infbrmatibu.

shared

variables. [O R

The followxng are suggested as srtuatlonal and

Sy o

environmental varxables that have emerged 1n

o

author’sv'

thl S
hav1ng ‘when

lnvestlgatlon ‘as jpromise

assessrng 1nd1v16ua1s.

he case Sp&lelC data from thls study w111 be

RYI5Y

Clag

presented W1th each

mpertant t be able to

in interview also ‘tended to cluster on . these.

previdef;

S

e —

SR

X




AN

vﬂrepugnant

behav1our

~:be11eve that thelr son could be responsxble for such o

and blamed

e

-,1nc1udrng soc1ety for the offence.f B._ Some were _sojt

'f{shocked and apalled by the crlme, that they testlfledl

everyone else’

W

a gj

'thSical ailments that left them feeling inferioer

%ongh .backgrounds and emotional« deprivation were

common expexlences for some
: i
L |
"2 Peer Env1ronment
R PR

 friends on ofie ‘s behavxour

‘1¢ngktiﬁe. It.is ﬁmportant

wi ' ST 2 ‘

person aloneov Pensons who

(7 -

"@

m
eat majorlty we

l

L

p'o"mlxers at schc

M.r.

;were unsuccessful

j: \
‘hao short ?haO'*\
fcr"es comm;ttea 1

»kely to develop rhapproprlate behav1ours°

The soc1a1 relatlonshlps of the

thetmen were}gregarlous. and had 1ast1ng frlendsnlps't'

1soc1a1 1solates.g

2 M”

in- early female”relatlonshlps, randﬂﬁ

of the men.
- The effects of one’'s

have been recognized for a

to~determine if ‘criminal

'”5_behav1our was commﬁtted in a. soc1a1 context or by the

areﬂ"loners or‘who’ seem

(S0

B

Dangerousfff

Offenders were generally not posxtlve,,“While some,ofﬁ

They had been

.‘»«W’,’ : : «J
around~

caiy

glrls, oftenrp 2

e

o o e

Sy e

KA

s e 2

L —




o}

S

";fhitch-hlckers, prostltutes, bisexual women, and womenf7‘

'tfgenerallyu One man sald that ”women represented allfij

.
Paas

1‘f cod and a11 that 1s bad, but always‘ft

S s e e A e e

The weapon that 1sf"f;f3” ‘

H"2. Avallablllty of weapons




"5ﬁ{for@treatmen

The Effects of the Dangerous Offender Status

~and the Imposition of an Indeterminate Sentence

’Indeterminate sentences;were giVen,to all but 3

Lof thﬁ Dangerous Offenders sentenced to the date of

fthisi study. The commonly stated reason was so that

vthey could recelve needed treatment, and once they

1mproved they would be candldates for narole. One of
the Dangerous Offenders, said that at hls tr1a1 he

Vfdld ~not want hls lawyer to actlvely oppose the

‘ifdes:

', whlch he felt he badly riecded.

The‘-reallty 1s that only a llmlted number of

stheSe men are: now undergo;ng treatment,

‘gnatlon as he felt 1t would increase his chances‘w

and the-”'

'Thls investzgator was ‘told"




)

-

VinstltutlonS"concurred, that even though Part xx1}1f7‘ ’

states that a man w1th thls xndetetmlnate sentence asjb

\\

a. Dangerous Offender must be rev1ewed for 3possxb1e:

parole 1n three years,

thereafter, that no serlous cons;derat on for'p rol"

slnce 1978,w

relnf'rcxng\the:bellefathat his

truet ThlS

Q

1nvestlgator

3of‘the\dangerous offender status,,

ﬂvare _sxmply to be warehoused" for the rest of their

’:They may * well

”jsztuatlonf'” |

,nd‘ the Inmate'Group)&mas questloned ‘about hlS

fthe_endetermlnate,sentence. Representatlve sampleS{f

not be :exaggeratlng thelr
Each‘fman 1n the 1nterv1ew (Dangerous Offenders-

1v1ew_

and the 1mposxtlon”v

J.tS : <, ’ llke i »

U — —eTT e T o A
x —yTT
. treatment that they need and request, butjthey have - R SRR gi ’ ” , B = ‘ .
. o . : | R A ‘ . have committed. They are still confused by many
no ba51s upon whlch to show 1mprovenentp even 1f in" o ‘ : : :
‘ I R 3 people,~ including staff, with the former legislation
o ' the absence of treatment 1t does take place. w1thout . DT ﬁ] : , ; ,
: ' , TR SR S - ’whlch des1gnated certaln sex offenders as Dangerous
thls, they have nothlng of substance to showeto the S e '
s R . gt&;‘- . Sex Offenders. The effect for some of the present
T parole board,v_and, stand 11tt1e chance of serlous*- L R D - : :
‘ TR ‘ i R e A g e:Dangerous‘ Offenders is that they are seen as sex
con51deratlon.;_r1,;.&]][1;.,f ’_‘ i;};”;,fj~* N R o E [ S ;
o ST L SN gt o 8 ’,“offenders when they are not They belleve that they b
The men. belleve, and the staff of most of the‘fag s . LR B
_ S 58 ' aare treated as llfers and as dangerous people who

e E

SRR

S B SRR SRR
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- They look at you like a lifer in her&, while

o

= ...the indefinite part;fvié,could_ hé:ynexﬁfﬂf

year, it could be forever °* . - s

o

‘man*thinRS‘of‘suicideﬁas,tﬁe”gq}yxwanyQt)“i{“51 € 'y5,

o - One man, a -dedf~mute, signed to

investigator in the language of.

silence wait.” o

Y

you ‘could get out, they treat you like you never will .
: I . g e Sl

- 1’11 get.cut, but I‘ll be in a pine box (this -~

reasons stated by :the cdﬁ£t~éﬁdfbprsyChiaﬁriStstfof
designating a man as a _angggqﬁéfoffendét an§ 'giﬁinq

'}fitéisfalsonﬁsgiabdut

ngffhafyhéj?fdbably;ﬁiilb‘not

e little treatment -

' personality

reatment for many of them. It

quiref‘f?éétméht,fubut 

=

n impressive number of thes€’

(2]

o

E
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Phallometrzc testlng, aver51ve therapy, e‘_cl'r'ugsf

llke ,depro-provera are present 1n some 1nst1tutlons, .

o

but need systematlc development so that%thelr effects

can be evaluated. Inmates asklng for these forms of

7

2 measurement and therapy,occa51onally get confl1cting

o

recommendatlons and responses from the admlnlstratlon

R k7]

and staff. Some of them also have. had unpleasant “

o

- f,’,;fexperlences w1th these devlces and are very vocal 7 .

W

3 about the negatxve results.;‘f:

It was frequently mentroned that the mental

factﬂto-face' treatment that ;the} Dangerous

";health staff was too smallfto glve the 1ntens;ve kxnd “1ﬂ7;j‘?7-ﬂ‘

g

1

/A

/4

“entry into programs. Some inmates fpresented very

Versions of "I want someone to bresk

0

They knew something was wrong,

dlfferent Vlews,

me"” were common. and

they‘knew»that‘they;didn't know how to handle it, but
,they were: afraxd to submltvto treatment.

4 R

“someone to help them in splte of themselves

They wanted

A Many” 1nmates Were-'waltrng ,anxlbusly for

o

admzssxon 1nto, one of the Reglonal Psychlatrlc

fCentres for treatment.ruThey attrlbuted almost a

”maglcal”qualzty to what thev thought would happen for

‘them there. A.number‘of.the men'had“been refused

~iadmisslon and thls had depressed them greatly.
7;Several others had had prevrous adm;sslons,
~~.?fé’ithér::uncooperat1ve .

o Y

fpersonaunonﬂarata.i

or had threatened staff,

fand were

but had'

They hoped for;

£
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federal 1nst1tutlons rn Canada where they were
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ot ! AR LT e .‘27; SRR f’g'” h‘,f RS e f_5 incarcerated.Flle lnformatlon and 1nst1tut10na1 data

were_used fOr the‘remaining'tWOrmen who could not be fT i
oA ) .

xnterviewed due to therr 1nab111ty to. respond because 1, ' ‘_f@

of severe emotzonal problems. e - SR

s

| Spm—— |

<

B mon I e

: R TR "Summtry'rand Discussioh of Results. . e T ,
0B IR U T ”7%'='1" R R ;*;:,&i_{a :;u,o;  SRE - '"a;frfjfa?uf' court transcrxpts were secured for a&l but

@ @

R A .'~_?i Thls research used a. multiple case studyHﬁQa,3j’d,a i s e - e

| . o R / : , : o four of the Dangerous Offenders and a11 of the .
f - ‘ R T colo 1ca1 a roach to find~out as. much as posszble,‘;. e e LmE
L : 5 e g9 pp L S S S people up@n whom the dangerous offender appllcatlon
o L that related to" the assessed dangerousness ofwthe 43_-',-_;_":1.-i SO d_audjg_hhj_svﬁﬁ_ . . | B . ‘
z 7 ':‘v o S B A ' ~,“F¢;ﬂrj'g_vghad not been successful Instltutlonal,_ SR o

,the leg 1 des1 at;on of{Dan @EO“S Offenderﬂ,.‘»;ﬁg,; i
men glven ga gn ‘ g SR A A ;jpsychological, medi@al and persomal f11es of the;

B f 7t f”f | sxnce 1977 when Part XXI. Sectlon 688 of the Canadlaneﬁ

hinmates themselves were used to complete the data'

1 G de was enacted.?‘ ! E
Crxmlna ° ' :collection for each man._s

B B R A oo

We wanted to dlscover'lf*ﬁhere was 1nformation‘

These_data were,analyzed uslng the followlng}

attendant predictlve varlables choses*




ofithese variables. They were male,

approx1mate1y




»'fthe Inmate Group was not def1c1ent or dlsordered in,

Vfgeneral..Thevanalyses developed for thlS study

Qﬂfﬂestabllshed 1ndependence of effects beyond those of

N IR, SRR RS : §
SUTEPSINIRIRESEIRIEE ~ oS i S

3 o ad

TIS . e ; ;

The language of both the Dangerous Offender and




DA ]

;f;fphy31ca1 appearance and demeanor of these men also

ﬂﬂcompounded the 1mpre551on of them as dangerous.

The technlques demonstrated in thls study that

Wof;us toﬁdlfferentlate among these offenders w1th regard

to‘personalityfdisorder, unsoczallzed llfestyle and




':,;they had a hlstory off’

"7fisome commonalltles. For example, 1t was observed that-,ff““‘

ﬂﬁmany of the Dangerous Offenders had dlsruptlve famllykﬂgﬂ73"'
texperlences and were often loners ln crlme and ln:_»'w
d253001a1 contexts.;Thelr v1ct1ms possessed partlcular}""

:1tra1ts, alcohol was 1nstrumenta1 1n thelr crlmes andf}-,77

’hdevelopment.udﬁ‘;j”@f;i” .:;%ﬂ17_ﬁf155=u: L?f;“f?n'évf

«nadequate psycho-sexual,gr“

Only a llmlted number of Dangerous Offendersgkjp”w

hh:were receynmng treatment although one of the primary;grh*

S
w R

"]'1n protectlve custody, and the self fulfllllng

prophecy of Other persons treatlng a man,over a
number of years as a dangerous person.v |
Summarg of Results ' |

If we compare these men, all of whom have

satlsfled the requlrements of Part.XXI Sectlon 688;
f:as Dangerous Offenders, to the model presented thatAf
frepresents the best of our knowledge of what

'aconstltutes accurate predlctlon we see that°‘

7Theyware not different from the Inmate Group;;

the DangerouSe*“‘

1fY at a levelﬂﬁmf

R A
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/.?.

fbecause there is no treatment program~ava11ab1e 1n

“the lnstltutlon sultable”for thel]

The author has begun, w1th the cooperatlon of

tne 1nst1tutlon, the developmental phasejof a

’“*i[’i‘?A ftreatment program at the Reglonal Psychlatrlc Centre,;:

";>Pac1f1c and at Kent Instltutlon for long term

'offenders w;th vxolent hlstorles who have been

%suffer from cognrtzve dysfunctlon and unsocial;zed
! ';p‘personalxtles. A learn:mg ‘model has been adopted <as

:9the baSls for the program. The use of cognmtlve

'thhznklng and problem solvxng through 1ncreased

};:competence in language complexltydforms the basls of

ot the methodologya The proqram has been des.tgned as a

&

clznxcal experimental study h an external

.fevaluatxon component.'5r'

specxflcproblem

‘behav1our therapy to anrease effective hxgher-levwlf

SR e
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holds' beyond umnecessary dlscrn.ms.natlon.v;

Recomendat:.on 'L‘wo

Th:.s recommendatz.on is for,substantlve"




e b

c :nical‘a;gects
' }Washington, DCs"




- g =
: E:j 7 s RS 23 gt o .
: o 4

"*7legisletmon.,_ tobt mff:"ﬂﬁ arch . 32
ion anﬂ assocﬂateﬂ}mana'ement‘an

‘4;_Campbell. P B.,

“'QCanadfan Je rnal of Crlminology,_

Understandlng

"fHCampbell, D S. & Dav1s R B. | o
. related cognltlve styles in,,'

=‘ﬁ1mpulslv1ty and’
: lnmate student. I§§1. g

The defznltlon and p;evalence of.
Paper presented to the

learnlng ‘disabilities.
‘Annual Conference of the Association. for

"'.Children ‘with Led&rning Dlsabllltles, Kansas :
City, Mlesourla 1978._;g,.v S L

1982 24,

Report of the

]Canadlan Mental Health Aesoclatlon.

ot
&

1ndeterm1nate Sentenﬁe at T
andﬂDelznqpency, 19/4 20' o _

s Vv‘

. >

s a0 G ~ .
“[‘ ¥ 5 sychometr&c~gests ae/eognltlve tasks~,¢;
A;new tructure of 1nte11ect. n L.B. Resnick . . °

), The nature of 1ntellxgén¢eg Hllldale. NI

‘M. " A. & 51ega1. vagThe cllnlcal
“predxctxon of dangerousnesso' Crlmeeand

‘7STftact1c struétutes. The<ﬁague° Mouton,,,

. ~with the‘*ffieial delabelgpg of
allyéinsanes} g s

'Vedxetion in psyéhiatyy
nfidence in experts

-*Committee'on 1egzslature andvpsychlatrlc R T

.Etlbeu';Associates, 1976. /ﬂ v o o ‘
g 2 e x~;’“v‘M

‘idelinguency, January, 1978, 28-39. ,\x TR B o

R LR T

T

i
]
i
1 w
A
i
L
Fe)
%
R
[3 ’




'v~ﬁ§¥§f&ﬁg&¢;%;§@aT#?fﬁfk'E

EXPREE W ST S

for R AN

LS
3

Lairead

}Rev1ew,,1979, 20, l-llff'ﬂif_ E o
‘i*De Jong, w., Morr1s, & Hastory, e Ef&ect of an’

=3

. - ;
y . Y
ks SRR - 5

ﬁffCocozza,.J. & Steadman, H. The fallure of

psychlatrlc predlctlon of dangerousness~ Clear
_.and - convincing evidence. Rutgers Law Rev1ew.‘
1976, 29, 1084 1101..,

,,Cocozza, J., Melllck, M., & Steadman, H. *Trends in

- violent crime among ‘ex-mental patients. g
Crlmlnolqu, 1978, 16, 317 334., SRR

rColes, G s. The Learnlng Dlsabllitles Battery.

Emplrlcal issues. - Harvard Educatlonal Rev1ew,'
978, 48, 313 340“[7

HCOPaS' 3.8. & Wh1te1ey, a. S-; Predlctlng ‘success in
“the treatment of pysychopaths, Br1t1sh Journalﬁv.

of Psych1atry, 1976 129, 388—392, <;‘~

Cronln, D J. Defendlng the ‘sex offender.n,griminal-e

Justlce Journal,v94, 1980°g;»

Crystal, D., Fletcher, P. & Garman, M.;~The

.grammatical analysis of language disapility: A

?“London.- Arnold, 1976.

'7‘frbas,;J P.; Structure of cognltﬁve abllltxes. Evldence

‘for simultaneous and: successive processing. -
',Journal of: Educat1onal Psychology,>1973 65,_
15103 108. ’ . : e

'"b55,fa P,, Cummlns, UJ., Klrby, J R.,, Jhrman, R F.L;

‘Simultaneous and successive. processes,ilanguare
‘and mental abxlitlesos ‘Canadian Psychologlcal

' escaped accomplice on the punlshment asgigned tofa‘{"
Journal of Personal;tv_;w;::

o a cr1m1nal defendant.'
L and Soc1al Psychology, 19;,g5¢

‘iﬁfDershow1tz, A. Indetermlnate Conflnement, Lettlng

“the: therapy f1t the” harm.. Univergity of

Pennsylvanla Law Rev:ew,‘l915,gr_,,;29-f33957ffﬁ} -

‘M 4ﬂ:Dershow1tz, A., Preventlve conflnement A suggested

“framework for Constit tional Analy51s.

aTexae
LaW R@Vlew,w1973, Sl? 1277¢l324o: A

R B 5 f

~=orocedure “for_ assessment‘and remedlatlon..;_ -vA~stgﬁ:

DershOWitz, A,, The'law of~dangerouenees;; Some"
fiction about predictions. Journal of Legal
'Education, 1970, 23, 24-56. BRI

gy

Dershowztz, A. The role of psychlatry in the
' sentencing process. International Journal of

;*” ;‘ . Vo[f 3 Law and Psychiatry, l§7§ 1, 63-79.
(R  “11 ; Diamond.,B._ The psychiatrlc predxctlon of

{t .t _ qangerousness.  University of Penneylvanxa Law
'S‘ r,“g':: ‘  ‘rnybl RQViewl 19740 12 ? 439-4 2. J  S v S

i Dinitz. .' Chronlcally ant1social offenders. In
B RO Conrad J., Dinitz, S. In fear of each other:
] T T Studies of dangerousness in America.. Le81ngton,'

‘MA: Lexington Books,”1978, PP 21-42.,

» Dlnitz, S. & Conrad, J.~ Thinklng abou“ dangerous L
: ,,offenders., Cr1minal Justzce Abstrats, 1978, 10,
v99—130av,_f v - , L R

rﬂfbix, Go Determining the continued dangerousness of |

K,of Psychlatry and the Law,~1975, 3, 327«344.»

Douglas, V.I. Effects of medicatxon on learnlng X
R *g"efficxency research findings review and =
-_“é~;‘ _synthesis. In R.P. Anderson & C.G. Halcomb
(R (Eds.), Learnzng_disabzllty minimal brazn S
@ sfunction gyndrome.v SprlngfieLds Thomas,"
,.19 a. . ‘

Douglas, V I.” Perceptual and cogn1t1ve factors as

Knights & D.J. Bakker (Eds.), The -
- Neuropsychology of learning disorders.’ S
Baltlmore Un versity Park Press, 1976b.vﬁ“‘

: Duke Law Journal., Use of the 1ndeterminate sentencej 1
‘fﬁ{j\; T Journal, 1958, 7, 65-87. © PR
Elliott, F A.» Neurological aspects of antisocial

behavior. In William H. Reid (Ed.), The =
5 PG °h°“5th' a com'rehensive study of antisocial

o “New York~ Brunner/Mazel,
% e o

psychologically abnormal sex offenders. Journaln -

determrnants of learning disabilities. - In ‘R. H. ‘

in crime prevention as rehabilltation, Duke Lawfnj,"




A
W

g
&

3*§;_ Felson. R.B. & Steadman, H.J. Situational factors in

? Feuersteln. R. et al.' St|dies in cognitive
.’t 5 3

-disputes leadxng to crlmxnal violence.
Ctimlnologx 1983, 21 59-74. o

- modifiability. Clinical LPAD battery,
‘Jerusalem-~ Hadassah—lWIzo of Canapa Research
Instxtute, l972._1c, S e Sl T

Fields, w.[& Sweet, W. Neural hases of violence and
aggresszon.; St. Loulss Warren Green, _ '

Flor-Henry, P. Latetalized temporal»limbic T
» dysfunction and psychopathology. ‘Annals of the
‘New York Academy of Sciences, 1976, =195,

Foucault. Michel.- Ahout the Concept of the fvy ,7‘fé‘
= ‘'dangerous individual’ in 19th century legal
‘ psychxatty. International Jontnal of Law and

G@daeso W. H.K;Leatning disabilitics and brain 2

functxon- A neuropsycholegical aggxoach.' New
Spr»ngcx—Verlag, 1980.pv,.,_< E

Elllott, F. A.7 Neurologxcal aspﬁgtg of. antisoclal o

' ‘disorders and behav1or.' New York-”’ R
Bruuner/Mazel,f1978. » Sl e’['ﬁ~ o

Ennls, B.f& thawack, L._ Psychzatry and the b REe
presumption of expertxse~ lepping coins in the
Courtrooms. Caleorn1a Law Review, 1974, 62,vv,~‘
8932752, o L e

Epstein, Boward. Release of dangerous offenders - v
crime preventxon ‘and- control. Item No.. 352
Memorandum, Department of the Solicitor General.«
July 28, 1976. ~ : SEL o

Er1cson, R., Psych1atr1sts 1n prlson-rOn admittxng -
professional tinkers into a tlnker s paradise.'.
Ch1tty S Law Journal, 1974, 22 29-33.,.~_ :

Eysenck, H.J. Crime and gersonalxtx London°:,‘“‘
Routledge & Kegan Paul, 1964.» _,_,“,’ “g;;.

Eysenck, M.J._& Eysynck. s. B G., Psychopathy,, RS
" personality and genetxcs.. In Psychopatic = o
~ Behavior, R.D. ‘Hare & b.: Schallpng,"Eds.),5N9w' ®
York Wlley, 1978.:. . ‘ c

EERY -

T

ahle

i}

R

: Gardlner, M. Renaissance ofﬁretrlbution, an

examination of Doing Justice. Wisconsin Law
Rev1ew, 1978, 781-815. C ' '

Gerschler, A. c. Callfornla s law concerning mentally

disordered ‘sex offenders.‘A model of
amblvalence. Crlmlnal Justlce Journal 30,
1980. Lo

o

lebbs. J.‘ The death penalty retrlbutlon, and penal

policy. Journal of Criminal Law and

e Crlm:.nologx 1"7‘8, 69, 291-299.

‘ff'Glneck.Js. Mental disorder and the criminal law: A

study in medxco-soclol ogical jurisprudence.
Boston-: thtle "Brown & Co., 19254"

rfﬂGoldsteln, G. & Shelly, e. Statzstlcal and normative

studles ‘of the Halstead Neuroppsychologlcal test
battery relevant to a neurOpsychlatrxc hospital

setting. Perceptual & Motor Skills, 1972, 34,
6034620. LT T e DT ,

-Goldsteln,.J. Appendix. . In A. von Hirsch, Doing

Justzce. The choice of,punlshments. New‘York:
Hill“and Wang,” 1§"7’6. , o ,

"7_;Goldste1n, M.S Braxn reseazch and v1olent“behav1or-

'+ Acsummary and evaluation of the status of

- biomedical research on brain and aggressive

violent. behavxor. Archlves of Neurologx. 1974,
30' 1"340 ERERE R

"G;eenberg, D. & Humphrles, D.f The cOoptation of

fizxed sentencing reformo Crlme and Del1nguencz,
in prees.,fv,~f v._,-ai e ) : ,

‘o

‘;Greenland,“C. Dangerous sexual offenders in Canada.l

R Canadlan Journal(of szmznolo ’and‘Co;rectlons.

:3Greenland, C.' Dangezous aexualaoffenders in Canada.

"In Studies on imprisonment. Ottawa: Law Reform .
Comm‘ss‘on of_Canada, 19 6, 247-231.;~u e

e

'}fGreenland,.c.> Dangerous sexual offenders. Canadian

Journal of Corzections. 1972. 14. 44»53.‘;;

: b

.
NN e Qe

TR RTINSy T

G

e

P ot R 9

PRI




s R e

B
o 7 AR e

B

RS Wﬁa@?&«‘“’wm

w'Greenland, C. & McLeod,,

_Halleck, S.  psychiatr

Greeniand, C. The prediction and management of

behavior: Social policy issues. Law and
Psychiatry Sympos1um, Clarke University, 1978.

Greenland, C.; ‘The prediction and management of »
dangerous behaviour. International Journal ofr
' Law and Psychiatry, 1978, l, 205«223.

PGreenland,oc. Violence and dangerous behav1our‘

associated with mental illness: Prospects for
‘ prevention., Canadian Journal of Criminology and.
COrrections, 19,1, 13 331.. ; . -

, “legislaf ?n 1948-1977 A misadventure in state

‘.,psychiutry. Paper presented at the annual

. meetinf of the Canadian Psychiatric Assoc1ation,
‘Winnipeg, September, 1981°.~g, a

‘ Group for Advancement of Psychiatry (G.A P, )

Psychiatrygand sex gsxchogath legislation. The
30 's to the 80 s. (G A P Report ‘No. 98), '
1977._‘ ' - ,

7*Gu11dford, J. P., Theories'of 1ntelilgence. IniB;B,i.i v
Englewood -

Wolman (ed.), Handbook o§7psychologz
CllffS° Prentice Hall, A9

Guttmacher, M. Dangerous offenderso‘»Crime'and'ﬁ
Delinguency, 1963,f9, 381—390. ;-1'0 o :

Halatyn, T. Violence prediction using actuarial

: methods: A review and prospectus. Unpublished
manuscript. National Council on Crime and
Delinguency, Dav1s, Ca. 1975. '

.Haileck, S. A'multidlmensionalvapproach'to»violence.

Dangerous sexual offender -

In D. Chappell & J. Monahan (Eds.), Violénce and

criminal ustice, Lexxngton, MA Le31ngton
Books. 197 , _

and the dilemmal of crime.
New York: Harper ‘and Row, 196 :

o

Ha;leck,.s. xchiatry and the dilemmas of crime.
- New York. ‘Harper & Row, 1967. - ALSO published
by L.B.: University of Califoinia Press -
19710 ’ o

ST S e § e A ey

E’.‘g@‘eg Emw,i

pesacsi passiiry

i

=l B B /e B

Hamilton, J.F. & Freedman, H. Dangerousness:
Psychiatric assessment and management. London:
the Royal College of Psychiatrists. Gaskel,

Hamparian, D., Schuster, R., Dinitz, S. & Conrad, J.
The violent few: A study of juvenile dangerous
‘ offenders. Lexington, MA Lexington Books,
19 8. ,

7

Hare, R.D. Psychopathy and cerebral function.
Journal of Abnormal Psychology, 1979, 88,
603-610. o

Hare, R.D. & Schalling, D. Psychopatic behaviour:
- Approaches to research. "New Yorkz\Wiley,
1978. . v . SR , o

&

: Harris,‘l.- Emotional blocks to learningo, New York:

Free Press, 1961. '

g

Hartogs, ‘Re Who w1ll act v1olently. The predictive‘

criteria. In. Hartogs, R. & Artzt E. (Eds.),
Violence: The causes and solution. New York:
Dell, 1970. ' , , S S

';Henderson, D.K. Psxchogathic states. London:

Chapman & Hall, 1939.

Hess, R. & Shipman, V. Early experlence and the
. socialigzation of cognitive modes in children.
. In R. Liebert, R. Poulous, & G. Strauss,.

(Eds.), Development psychology. Englewood
Cliffs, NJ.; Prentice-aall, 1974. .

Hilgard, I. Theories of learnin . New'Yorké
Appleton—Century-Crofts,.1956.o Cl :

¢

Hill. D. Cerebral dysrythm1a° ‘Its significance in

- aggressive behavior. Proceedings of" the Ro al

SOcietz of Medicine, 194 E 3,:;31,3

V_Hill, D. EGG in episodic psychotic and psychopatic

L behavior: A classification of data.
Blectroence'halo_ra h» & Clinical - *,, e

m@urogg231ologx ‘-‘L9- 42.

'fyznill. D. & Pond, D. Ao Reflections on’ 100 capital

- cases” submitted;to electroencephalography.,

P

~Journal of Mental Science. 1952, VCVIII,IQIO.;’;‘

.O,

e

e

ST S T

—

‘_l;,,q'




ot
%
&t
'

£
5
g
i

 a——

—

-l

!

P

o

3,
.0

o

X

Hill, D. & Watterson, D. Elettéeencephalograph
studies of psychopatic personalities. Journal
of Neurology & Psychiatry. 1942, 4-& 5.‘

Birschi, T., & Hindelang, M.J.. Intelligence and
delinquency: A rev1sxonist review. In S.L.
Messinger & E. Bittner (Eds&@. Criminology
review yeerbook, Vol. 12, Beverly Hills: Sage,
15790 o ‘ =14 y

Hodges, Emory. Crime prevention by;the indeterminate
senternce law. American Journal of Psychiatry,
1971, 128, 291-‘9’5

Hogarth, J. Sentenc1ng as a human rocess. Toronto:
‘ Univet31ty of Toronto o Press, 1971. DA

Jackson, M. Prisoners of 1solation- Solxtary .
) confinement in Canada. Toronto. University of
Toronto Press, 1983.

s s I =~ BRI

Jackson. M. Sentences that never end. Thé~%e:ort on-'jhfffﬁ

the habitual criminal study. Vancouver, B.Cos2

Faculty of Law, Univer81ty of British Columbia,iﬂajf;“'

1982.

-Jobson, Keith. The dangerous offendero 'Aadress
presented in Victoria, B.c., January, 1976.

Justice, B., Justice, R. and Kraft, Je Early warning

signs of violence: Is a triar)enough? -American

Journal of Psychiatry, 1974, 131 457-4 9. _gg,‘»>~~*n*5f'

}Kahneman, D. & Tversky, D. On the psychology of

‘prediction. ' Bsxchological Rev:ew. 1973 810‘*%};7; s
237~-251.. . TR o P e e

Kahn, M.W. A comparison of personality. ~‘C['g' ’
intelligence, and social history of two criminal

groups.‘ Journal of SOcial Psygholqu, 1959, 49,s_;f'n5< S

Kastermeier. R. & Eglit. H. Paroleer lease

.decision-making:. Rehabilitation, expertise, and ljgﬁ7ff§eri» -
the demise of mythology. -American Universi_g dt‘:m;”

Law Rsv1ew. 1973. 22, 477-1137. e @_:

Kastner, N.S.. Dangerous offenders. Crown s g
Newsletter, September. 1982, 5. e

o g

. B S

AT O I Nt

Katz, A, Dangerousness~ A theoretical reconstruction

of the. eriminal law. Buffalo Law Review, 1969,
19 1-339 : . e i

‘Kessel, F. The role of syntax in children's

comprehension from age six to twelve.
- Monographs of the Society for Reasearch in Child
]»Deveﬂopnentlfisjo,g3 s 139.

,}King. C.H. The ego and the integration of violence

in homicidal youth. Ame:ican Journal of

‘?~txinzel, A. Confronting and 1dentify1n9

.dangerousness.  American Journal. of Psychiatry.
19750 1320 12813310

"jK ein. I Habitual offender legislation and the

?*bargaining process. . Criminal Lawgggarteriy,
1973. 15.1417-436. ' R B

A

dolwefknow? Paper presented at the Academy of
C:iminal Justice- Sciences meetings. Cincinnati,
; »;March,,l979.,~‘ ‘ ‘ g

AN

”eidangerousness of dangerous offender

:Theachild ftom 9-13. \Chieago: n

23S

, ff“
‘Letter to,the editor. Crime
~9: (October, 1973) 54 555

""V,;Harry. et al.
and delinquenc

A

o

; 9,
N




B R 1t IR
hey' 1 XTIBE I SRt

S oy
e e e /«‘/ e W . o -

T T A T e A

o * ) o + B " M N
o O S e R R e e ST e I x e i At e o e . .
' 3 2 - B = SN S 255 i S e
. < N

=1

5 . .

a— »,-}
Py

.

—

]

Lk

VI

Kozol, Hsrry, et alc’
dangerousness.
371-392.

Kozol, H., Boucher.rR. & Garafolo, R.
and treatment of dangerousness.
delinguency. 1972, 18, 371—392.

the diagnosis
Crime and ‘

Kozol, H., Boucher, Ro & Garofalo. R.
A reply to Monahan.

Crime and delinguengx ;
1973,,L9. 554=555. i B R ,,V

" Krafft-Ebing, R. Pszcogathia sexualxs.) New York. i

Physicians and Surgeons. 1922.

Krynicki, V E. Cerebral dysfunction in repetitively».;

assaultive adolescents. ' Journal of Nervous ‘and -
Mental Discase, 1978, 166 (1),
& Wilkins Co., copyright. 1978.

Langev1n, Ro s Paitich. D., Handy, L. & Russon. A.;v

Childhood and family background of killers seen_.fi
for psychiatricfassessment A controlled studyoj_u

Bulletin of the American Acade
and the Law, 19830711,c »

Law Reform Commission of Canada.
C release.,workin' Pa ex
Canada.¢;9,i o

SR W

‘Law Reform Commission of Canadaa, Mental disorder injr,'

the criminal ro@ess, Qtsawa;

Inmormat om
Canadag 1976. e e

Lee, L.L. & Canter,'s M.

syntactic development in children's .8peech.

Lefkowitz, M., Eron, L., Walder, L., & Heusmann, .
New York. Pergamon,°;."

GrowinW ug torbekviolent.‘

w

The diagnosis and>treatmentfo£ )
Crime‘and deiinquEncy, 1972,,189 ’

Dangerousness.f_.f

' Im riconment and
11, Ottawa°'In ormat on ;_

Developmental sentence f{f{f;j[;gfﬁfg;;
scoring: A clinical procedure for estimating .~ =~ =

Journal of Speech and Hearin Disorders, xxxVI,,ﬂ;ejgffffﬁfi;d

=0 e

—

‘ Loftus, E. & Monahan, J.

;”MacKay, D C. -

Levine, D. The concept of dangerousness: Criticism

and compromise. In B. Sales (Ed.), Psxcholog;
in the. legal process, New York: Spectrum, 19
pp 14 =162. »

Lewin, Koy Lippett, R. & White R. Patterns of
‘ aggressive behavior in experimentally created
‘social climates’ Journal of Social Psychology,
1939, 10, 271- 299.

Lion. J. Evaluetion_Egg_geggggggnt of the violent
R Eggiggg. Springf eld, IL: Thomas, 1972.

Trial by date:
Psychological research as legal evidence.
American Psychologist, 1980, 35, 270- 283,

’Luria.,A.R.'>Basic problems of language in the light
of psychol and neurolinguistics. & .
' multidisci 75, 12.

sciplinary a Aggroach, 1975, 12. New York:
'gAcademic Press. , .

MacDonald, J.M. " The murdered and his vz.ctim°
sPringfield, Ils Thomas, 1961

1977-1983: Making the decision to proceed.
Uppublished dissertationp Universxty of
Toronto._, o v

The current state of dangerous offender
legislation in Canada. 19329 unpublished. A

“:{ ﬁMaletsky, B.Ms Tho episodic dyscontrol syndromeo‘

Deseases of the nervous sxstem, 1973. 34.

‘Maletskyg B Ma The episodic dyscontrol syndrome.
= Disorders of the nervous system. 1973, 34.

”fj‘Harceau, R., Reddon. J., Yeudall, L.T. & . - S

d.Mezcus. A. Nothin is‘

Schopflocher, D. Neuropsychological factors
. structure cof a sample of prison inmates versus
' eontrols. 19820 In. preparation.‘oi

number. An ex loratery =~ . . .
5 5 r.‘f'E??gnders“_’o»fnﬁ

x'
Tt

’, 7
R

Lo

Dangerous offenders in Ontario, : 2

R

S et gt ala et

‘4; .




C*efﬁ.cau:y of psyehometrxc 51gne. patterns. or'

it Vb st SRR

Yy

T T TN T T T T ~ o T T T 5 . fﬂj T AR T
“ : | 0 o .
'f?', P . ' ' ' e o @ . Megargeeg E. ‘The predlction of dangerous behavior.
o 'Marcuigfﬁhgéf E“ggﬁ:g:’: g;:zaihﬁefi:gergg§osefga¥, v' - Criminal Justice and Behavior, 1976, 3, 3-22.
'lj‘ : - 5°12°;olt7 R TR ;‘ o . _’: o -J‘ﬂ,;_f"A;glﬂrﬁﬁ.; ? [ B Megargee, E. The predict1on of violence with o
¥ R YR SO ST q . S psychological tests.  In Spielberger, C. (Ed.),
R *Marks{«eg'g'rfé E:;Zi“':’&“aa B’%%’“m"———g’wﬂ" Sty sl . Current topics in clinical and community
CE e it pe e : "*’”U"'f:%~':‘?*€“;j;}- B TR ' "~ggxg§giggx_ ‘New York. Academic Press, 1970.
£ McGarry. A.L. & Parker. L. L. Massachusetts operat1on”fr*'“ I ]; S T
S I , - ‘Banstrom: A follow-up. Massachueetts Journal of;ﬁg R o _Megargzg;iﬁiilThg pszs?o%gg¥nofmvio%ggge; é?imes of
B HE=T Méhtal Health. 1974, 4 27-41. s s . = e o o8 ¢ S04 ¢ =EABO8 O
».;v‘{i - N i T S S - /violence: A staff report submitted to the ,
o T 'McGulre. J. Predlctlon of dangerous behavzor ina - .. 7 o [ e ‘O'”ggtv°:3;n§g?? S:ggnﬁ;:p:heng:ugﬁgtangfprevent1on
RS I | " federal correctional: institution. Unpublished il [ E k BBEEEEE?E—fUIS.‘Governmeﬂt Pr1nt1ng Offlce
. k,[ » o dissertation. Departme“t of Psychology. Florida = v # r e s 1969 13 '1037-1061 e ’
‘Elt L State Uan&rElty.»l976.- S , G .y»‘," R 5 : s ': - ‘,. : o - _ |
SN R g McLaurxn. R.L. & Helmer. F. The syndrome of temporalf:ff;ﬂ'”*“ &l "ﬁMeicﬁf:::“:;t?;e :o rg:igf'bﬁgﬁvigﬁk?°gi§i§:t;ﬁg;sAn 5
1 " lobe confuelon.rJournal of Neurosurgery, 1965»_ e ) R ot _@: ) Sk
;._37 "MCRueiélglgél(iggiigigzln R:@atrfgfﬁgis;gnug? the , ] "fMeichenhaum,'Dt::Theoretical and treatment ,
L U ChOPAthS (TﬁE’EE%uer Report) Ettgﬁi' Queen s‘ - implxcations of development on;verbal control off
" 2 4 ¥ -
LR Prlnterg 1958. 7 ' i B
fﬁl @ S '».Meehl, P Clxnlcal versus statxstical predlctxon
T ktheoretlcal analysis and a review of the. i
3 } : evidence. Mlnmeepolls- Un;versxty of Mxnn sota
cogAd o Press, 1954. ERE ;‘, .‘; f ,»,rﬂ»
'a.f;;’,,~~ '7'Meehl, Psychodia osxs. Selected pag rs.ff
- ?fﬁf[} ‘ Mlnneapolle.,Unxver81ty of Mxnnesota Un ver <;“~;a R s EORL
oo BT Prese, 1973. Sy ,fV R 7~ DR
Rt ST Contem orary A
‘[j Meehl. & Rosen fNew Y@rE: Hareourt;s'

cutting scores: Ps cholo ical Bulletin.,1955.
52, 194-216" -.a,‘. A _jzu,_ﬁ_W,; |

Baltimere. ij

Meeks._J° The fra'ile allxance.,
‘ Wllllams & W11k1ne, 19.1. :

Megargee, E. Reeent reeeerch on overcontrolled and};~

undercomtrolled ‘personality, patterns among
,Soeiolo41eallsgnuoeium.

vielent offenders.
1973, 9‘ 37"50- 5

The predaction of dangereus heha"or.ffff;ﬂ;
Criminal Justiee»and Behavior. 19?6. 3, Yo
3’21" : e

Megargee. E.

45 o et

A SN N SIS L e L
: s 1

e g




r!HM@nahan, J. R ey
behavior.,An assessment of clinical technig_ues° :

:%}Monahan. T

Ke}
nﬁonahan, J. Dangerous offendera-:A cr1t1que of Kozol
. et al. Crime and Dellnggency, 1973, 19 ' ,
' 8- 20" _° R - _ S e
’ Monahan, J. Predlctxng violent behavior- ‘An' . ‘
TR assessment ot clxnlcal techn1qges.“ Beverly
‘ ,Monahan, The c11n1cal 'redxction of violence.;

Beverly Hills: Sage Publﬁcatlons 981.

L l\{

The clinical predxctzon of violent

[3 ) Beverly Hills: Sage, 1981.

‘The predzction of v1olenceo.‘1nbb.f1
Chappell & J. Monahan (Eds.), Violence and

S=2Pa=n s = o :
criminal justlce. Laxington MAs Lex;ngton Books,

19759 )

‘behav10r. A meehodological cri&ique and o
. prospectus. In A. Blumstein, J. Cohen & D.~-
" Nagin, (Eds.), Deterrence and incapitation:

- crime rates.

'"f}'E?"EEEESEes,‘1978a, 244-259.__j.

= fMonahan, J. & Cummlngs. L.

ffMo”@hang J. & Ge1s, G.,

’ A,Monahan, J- & Hood, G.

Social policy
inplicatlons of the inability to. predict
wviolence. -
153-164° ,,M; S
.Monahan, J.V& Cummings, L. The pxediction of
" dangerousness-as a: function of . its percalved

. consequences. Journal of Crxminal Justace.i“

_ 1975 2. 239-242. ,i{ss4-‘ NOnE Coh e
o S

m5w¢politics) of the, beholder. In R. Simon (Ed ),
- Rescarch in Law and Sociolot Greenwich.
,JConn.. Johnson, 19 8,:___m¢:lfﬁn_;‘ R

e

A "
e
e ] ;

The Pr@dlction of vxolent crimznal ffZa"ﬁ |

Estimating the effects of criminal sanctions on E
Washington, DC:- NatiOnal‘Acaﬁémy_:_j»'

Journal of S©cial Issues.,l976, 31,.v.;

1 Controlling dang@rous peopla.”7:yr_N.-
l,ﬁgﬂfAnnals of the. American Academ ”of P@iitical andfji E

Asc iptione of dangerousnessszig},
The eye (and age, sex, education, location, and S

Cseve

N S

]

o %%@‘fj

¥ e R s T e
LI . g e - L
e o e T et e —
N B e . < B B MUY e Ly R yooeo H b B

e e

4M©nahan, J. & Monahan, L.

'fMonahan. h & Wexlera D.‘
fchonroe. R.R.
.  Morris, Norvale'

fMorris, Norval.

”Morrzs, M.

"7?:,Mullen & R@lnher.;hp”

'i;National Council on Crlmexand D@linquency,~

}‘*o;‘National Council on Crime and DelinquencY-‘

if 0£‘ ‘A policy statement.;f

Predlctlon research and
the role psychologists in correctional
- institutions.

T ‘San Diego Law Rev1ew, 1977, 14,
-,‘ 1028-1038. :

‘Monahanp J. & Ruggxero, M._ Psycholog1cal and

sentencing., Internatlonal Journal of Law and
Psychiatry. 1 @0. P 1'3-116. T

A dafxg&ta maybe. Proof and
probabllity in eiyil commitment. Law and Human
Behavior, 1978, 2;‘37-42. i;qg

Brain dysfunctxon in. aggress:ve

criminals.‘ Lexxngton. MA~ D. C. Heath & Company,
1978- . . lr, K .

punitive phxlosophyar In The.Aldine Crime and
Justice 1974 Annual, Chxcago. Ald1ne, 1973 '

The habxtual crxmlnal.
London School of Econom?cs, 1931.J-T

The future of imgnsonment°
Unzvarslty of Chlcago Prass, 19740,

Mors@g S.\ Crazy behavioro morals and scxenceo3 An
o amalysis ‘of mental health law. Southern -
Caleornia Law Revnew. 1978, 51,=§§7 €§4°~

aicting dangerousnesa of
-maximum securltyﬁforansic montal»patlents. :
Jouxnal of Psychratry and Law. 19820‘10, 223.

Council .

of :Judges.® ‘Guides to senténcing the . dangerouaﬁz
- offonder.

ana Delinquencyg 1969.fm

of Judges. Model sentenc;n _Acta

Naw York:
N.C C D.. 196'.7rn,, ,

lfi»_, O NG

__{gational Council on Crime and Delinquen@Y° -Thé,¢_

‘nondangerous offen@}r should not be imprxsonedz
'Crime‘and Delinr ancw}

1973, 19, 449-456.

The‘fnture of impriéonment:'tQWard a

Londonaj'”"g”

cniéagég_>' b

New York: Nat onal Counc11~on CElm@‘\."’

Councll;”

B e L

CURATREIEG




T - . . . R g AT
AL f T %0 Shaps » - Foey PSSy " 5 3 2 et P R
R TR e T T T o o e AT o T e e e U P M e T R PR
S -

i S U

7

Lt

R

'gNeier,jAm' Crime and Punishment: A fadical solution.

i New‘York:“vWiley,'1964,5‘.1j?< IR

T,lebett,'R;, Borglda,‘E.;'Crandall, R., & Reed, H.

Popular induction: Information is not
necessar;ly 1nformat1ve. In J. Carroll and J.
Payne, (Eds.), Cognition and Social Behavior.
Hilldale, NJ: Erlbaum, 1976. B

_Novaco, R. " Anger and coplng w1th stress. in J.

Foreyt and D. Rathjen, (Eds.), Cognitive -
behavior and therapy: Theory, research, and
j};Eractlceev New York*- Plenum, 1978,

”Novaoo, The functlon and regulatlon of the

arousal of anger., American: Journal of
5 Psychlatry,‘l976/ 133, 1124—1128. ’

)’Ohleson, W., Gibbs, & Adams, o‘:EEG«studies~of

crlmlnals,- Cllnlcal EEG, 1970, l,“lOl°‘~

nOllver, A° The sex offender. Lessons for other

~jurisdictions from California's experience.

Paper presented at the 8th International

-CongZess on Law and Psychlatry° Quebec City,
o 1982. B :

:Ol1ver, ‘A. Da"The“MDSO. Prlsoner or patient?

- Presented at the Forensic Mental Health
Association, A51lomar,-CA°, ‘February 18- 20,
1981,‘ . ; o

"Ollver, A, D., The mentally dlsordered ‘sex offender°
'Facts and fictioiis. Presented at the 12th Annual

Meeting of the American Academy of Psychiatry
-and Law, Coronado,,CA October 15-18, 1981 (in
publlcatlon) o R

| Oulmet, Roger (Chairman). Report of»the_Canadian

committee on- correctlons,‘tOward'unity:'ériminal

i

Justlce and corrections. . Ottawa: Queen's
] Prlnter, 1969. S 5

".fPersons, R W & Marks, P A.' The violent 4 <3 MMPI,F

personallty type, Journal_of Consultln andﬁ

s

e o

TRV

Petrunik, M. Legal controls for dangerous persons in
Europe and North America: A cross—-ijurisdictional
,study. Unpublished report, Ministry of the
Sollc1tor-General. April, 1980.

Petrunik, M. The congept of dangerousness in mental
health leglslatlon. Paper presented the 9th.
World Congress of Soc1ology, Uppsala, Sweden,
1978.

Petrunik, M° & Landreville, P. Le dellnquant
dangereux dans les legislations
Nord-Americaines. Paper presented at the
Colloquium in honour of the 50th anniversary of

. the School of Criminology of the Catholic
University of Louvain, Louvain-La-Neuve,.
Belgium, May, 1979, in De Buyst, C. & Tulkens,
F., (Eds.), Dangerosite et justice penale.
‘Ambiguite d'une pratique. Geneve: Editions de
medecine et Hygiene, 198l.

Petrunik, N. The politics of dangerousness.’
- International Journal of Law and Psychlatry,

1982, 5, 3-4, 5—2 53.

Pfohl, Stephen. The psychiatric assessment of
dangerousnessg: practical problems and political
implications° In J. Conrad and S. Dinitz,
.(Eds.), fear. of each other: Studies of
dangerousness in America. Torontos Lexington
Books, 1977b.. -

P
o«

Pfohl, S. From whom will we be protected?

Comparative approaches to the assessment of
dangerousness. . International Journal of Law and
Psychiatry, 1979, 2, §5=79a -

Pfohl, S. The psychiatric assessment of s
dangerousness. Practical problems and polltlcal
“implications. In J: Conrad & S. Dinitz, (Eds.),
In fear of cach other. Lexington, MA.: r

- Lexington . Books, 1977i pp-77-101.

Pfohl, S.J. Predicting dangerousness. The social
o construction of Es¥chlatr1c reality. Ctg,.ex ngton,

MA: D.C. Heath, 1978.

Pfohl, 8.J. Predxctxng dangerousnesso The social "’

_construction of psychiatric reality. Lexington,
. MA: Lexington Becoks, 1977. ~

o

“ o

@

o

N




Q

ARG

DFRAES ERIRCRIR > 1 SRR TE S v

i3

Tl

S AL M O A

‘o
il

33

= B

e T s T R P L T e

I

 —

Price, R«

Prettyman, E.B. The 1ndeterm1nate sentence aﬁd then
right to treatment. American Cr1m1nal Law;
Review, 1972, ll,’7 37 R ; '

Psych@atryp crlmxnal law reform, and the o
~mythopilic 1mpulse. 'On Canadian: proposals for
the control of the dangerous. offender. .
Unlverslty of Ottawa Law Rev1ew, 1970b, 4,

Prlce, R-»& Golda A. Legal controls for thei'“, :
dangerous offender.” In Studies on: 1nprxsonment.
- Ottawa: Law Reform Comm1s31on of Canada, l§76, g
153-246. s e T

Qulnsey, V.,f“Psychlatrlc staff conferences of
- dangerous mental disordered offenders.”

Canad1an Journal of Behav1oural Sc1ence, 1975d,,:v'~ |

i 0-60 ]

Qulnsey, V. et al.,"“A follow=up of, patlents found

‘unfit to stand trial® or ‘nmot guilty' becauseti

-of rnsanltyo Canadian Ps ch1atr1c Assoc1ation
Journal, 1975cg 20, 4 la467. o , .

Qulnsey, V. et al., ,“Oak Rldge patlents° Prewrelease
characteristics and post-release adjustment.”
The Journal of Psychlatry and Law, 1975a, :
a7 : g

Qu;nsey, Vu\et al., “Released Oak Ridge patxen*s° A

‘. follow—yp study of review board discharges.®
g British/ Journal of Crxmxnologx, 1975b, 15,
..264=270. o .

Quinsey, V. L. The long-term management of the'“_
mentally abnormal offender. In S.J. Hucker,
C.D.  Webster & M.H. Ben-Aron, (Eds. ). Mental
dxsorder and criminal responsxblllt Toronto“
Butterworths (see especlally 148~

Radford, A. Transformatxonal syntax. Cambridges
Cambridge UniveEsity Pzass, 1981.~ - o

Regctor, M. Who are the dangerous? Bulletxn of the
American Academy of Psychlatry and the Law,
1973, 1, 186-188.

1

' Rees, N.S.

‘dRe1del,

“}f;Roblns, L N. Dev1ant chlldren grown up

) Roth ? L .

E
< e et @

Bases of decxslon in language training.
Journal of Speech and Hearlng Dlsorders, 1972,
v XXXVII, 3 283-3040 .

Percelved c1rcum3tances, .inferences of
‘1ntent and’ Judgements of offense seriousness.
Journal of Criminal Law and CrlmanlOng 1975;
66, 201 209.,”“:

"Rennle, Y. 'The search for crlmlnal man: A

,_conceptual hlstory of the dangerous offender.
Lexlngton,zMA Lex1ngton Books, 1978.;

“Baltimore:
W1111ams & Wllllams, 1966.,v » ’

”c”Robltsher, J., The uses and abuses of psych1atry

The Journal of Psychlatry and Law, 1977,
331-405., ' : o , "

';f Rosenhan, ‘Do The contextural nature of psychlatrlc

- diagnosis.. Journal of Abnormal Psychology,
197547 84p 46 ‘”474o .

Cllnlcal and legal con31deratlons in the
therapy of violence-prone patients. 1In J.
Masserman, (Ed.), Current psychiatric theragles°
New York. Grune & Stratton, 1978, 55-63.

Roth, L. & Ervin, F. Psychlatrlc care of federal
prisoners. - American journal of Psychlatry,
l??lg 128, 424—430. s , ‘

~ Roth, L. &é@eisel, A. ;Dangerousness;

confidentiality, and the duty to warn. American
Journal of Psychlatryo 1977, 134, 508-511.

Sarbln, T. The dangerous 1ndividuals An outcome of
social identity transformation. British Journal
of Crzmlnoloqz. 1967, 7, 285-295.

: Sawyer, J. Measurement and predlctlon, cllnlcal and

statistical. Psychologlcal Bulletin, 1966, 66,
- 178-200.

W)

. Schachter, §. & Latane, B. Crime, cognition and ghe
autonomic nervous system. Nebraska Symposium on

m@tiV&tiOng 19643 129 221”2?50

L

)

T S S

P ST T

ot gy

S 1




e K e T TR R

s g T

ERERTY

PG

T

et

£

Gk
;
!

SR

Schroder, H.M:, Driver, M.J. & Streuffert, S. Human
Information Proce551ng New York: Holt,
Relnhart & Winston, 1967.

Schur, E. The pol1t1cs of dev1ance. Sti igma contests
and the use of power. Englewood Cllffs, N.J.:
Prentrce-Hall, 1980. ) y

Schw1tzgebe1, R.K. Professional accountability in
the treatment and release of dangerous persons. .
In B.C. Sales (Ed.), Perspectives in law and °
gsxchologz. Vol. 1, The Cr1m1nal Justlce System.
New York: Plenum Press, 1977, 131-151.

Scott, P. Assessing dangerousness in criminals.
British Journal of Psychiatry, 1977, 131,
127-142. '

Searle, C.A. Study of past predictions of

dangerousness in violent offenders.
Unpublished, September, 198l.

Sellin, L., & Woifgang, M. The measurement of
delinquency. New York: Wiley, 1964.

Sepejak, D.S. et al. Clinical prediction of
dangerousness: Two-year follow-up of 408
pre-trial forensic cases. Bulletin of the
American Academy of Psychiatry and the Law, 11,
l71~181 1983,

- Sepejak, D.S., Webster, C.D. & Menzies, R.J. The

clinical prediction of dangerousness. Getting
beyond the basic questions. In D.J. Muller,
D.E. Blackman, and A.J. Chapman (Eds.),
Psychology and Law: Topics from ‘an International

Conference, Chlchester, U.K.: Wiley, in
press.

_ s s

Serafetinides, E.A. Aggressiveness in temporal lobe
epileptics and its relation to cercbral
dysfunction and environmental factors.
Egllepsxag 1965, 33ﬁﬁ2. ' :

&

=

ey

)

N

Shah, S. Dangerousness and mental illness. Some
conceptual prediction and policy dilemmas. In
C. Frederick, (Ed.), Dangerous behavior: A
problem in law and mental health. NIMLH. DHEW
Publication No. (ADM) 78-563, Washington, DC:
supt. of Documents, Government Printing. Office,
1978b, 153- 191.

Shah, S. Dangerousness. A paradlgm for exploring
some issues in.law and psychology. American
Psychologist, 1978a, 33, 224-238.

Shah, S. Dangerousness: Some definitional,
conceptual and public policy issues.
Sales, (Ed.), Perspectives in law and
psychology, Vol. 1, The Criminal Justice System.

~New York: The Plenum Press, 1977, 91-121.

InﬁB,D.

Shah, S.A. Some interactions of law and mental
"health in the handling of ‘social deviance.
- Catholic University Law Rev1ew, 1974, 23,
614-719.

Shapiro, A. The evaluation of clinical prediction:
A method and initial application. New England
‘Journal of Medicine, 296, 1977, 1509=1514.

Sidley, N.T. The evaluation of prison treatment and
preventive detention programs° Some problems
faced by Patuxent institution. Bulletln of the
American Academy of Psychiatry and the Law,
1974, 2, 73-95.

e Silberman, C. Criminal vioclence, criminal justice.
New York: Random House, 1978.

Silverman, D. The electroencephalogram of criminals.
Archives of Neurology and Psychzatry, 1944, 52,
38-42. \

" Sines, J. Actuarial versus’clinical prediction in
peychopathology. British Journal of Psychiatry,
1970, 116, 129-144. ‘ ,

Sines, J.0. Actuar:al methcds in personality

' assessment. In B. Maher (Ed.), Progress in
experimental personalit research. New York:
Aca emlc Press.

S

“o




L e i e b it .

]
¥
pAS

g “ ras

_— )
SRR O e R L s A

Pt i

S

Bk

e L el

&

Sleffel, L. The law and the dangerous criminal:

Statutory attempts at definition and control.
Lexlngton. Lexxngton Bcoks. 1977.

z
} oy raed

Slomen, D.J. et al. The assessment of dangerous
behavior: Two new scales. Unpublished METFORS
Working Paper in Forensic Psych1atry, No. 14,
1979. :

(I

Sociology andGSocial‘Resea:ch, 1979, 63, 3-4.

| Spellacy, F. Netropsychological discrimination
‘between violent and nonviolent men. Journal of

‘ Neuxopsychology of learning disorders:
In R.H. Knights, and

&

Spreen, 0,
- Post-conference review.
D.J. Bakker, (Eds.), The neuropsychology of
learning disorders. Baltimore: University Park
Press, 1976. E B

/ g
Steadman, H. Predictlng dangerousness. In D. Madden
& J. Lion, Rage, hate, assault, and other forms
of v1olence. New York: Spectrum Publications,
19

= Steadman, H. Some evidence on the concept and

1 determination of dangerousness in law annd

The Journal of\Psychxatry and Law
1972. )

The psychiatrist as a.conservative
Sccial Problems,

psychiatry.
(Winter) 409-426,

Steadman, H.
agent of social contrel.
B 20, 263-272.

1972,

Steadman, H. The right not to be a false positive:
o Problems in the -application of the dangerousness

standard. Psychiatric Quarterly, 1980, 52,
84-99. _ SR
SteadmanacE}J Cocozza, J. The dangerousness .

standard and psychiatrys A cross national issue
- in the social control of the mentally ill.
[i Paper presented at the International :
’ Sociological Association Meetings, Uppsalaa
Sweden, August, 1978.

& G/ o R
R e

)]

——
'M'
r
a

frinooory |

Q

We can't predict who is
Psychology Today., 1975, 84, 32-35.

Steadman, H. & Cocozza, J.
dangerous.

Steadman, H. & Halton, A. The Baxtrom patlents.
Backgrounds and outcome. Seminars in
Psychiatry, 1971, 3, 376-386.

Steadman, H.J. & Cocozza, J.J. Psychiatry,
dangerousness and the repetltlvely violent
‘offender. Journal of Criminal Law and
Criminology, 1978, 69, 226-231.

Steinmetz,'S:K, The cycle of violence: Assertive,
aggressive, and abusive family interaction. .New
York. Praeger Publishers, 1977.

Sturgeon, Ve H., & Taylor, J. Report of a five-year
follow-up study of mentally disordered sex
offenders released from Atascadero; state
?gggltal in 1973, Crlmlnal Justice Journal, 63,

Sturrup, G. Forens1c psychlatry and abnormal
dangerous offéenders. Internatxonal Journal of
Offender Therapy and Comparatlve Cr1m1nology,
1976. 20, 148-153. =

Sutherland,- E.« The dxffu51on of sexual psychopath

laws. Amerlcan Journal of Sociology, 1950b, 56,
142-148. n F.J. Davis & R. St1vers, (EBds.), .

The collectlve deflnltlon of dev1ance, New York:

kThe Free Press, 19 281 289e
~ Sutherland, E. The sexual psychopath lawso Journal

of Criminal Law and Criminology, 1950a, 30,
443-454, In K. Schuessler, (Ed.), Edwin H.
Sutherland on analyzing crime. Chlcago.
Unlvers1ty of Chycago Press,,1973, :

Sweetland, J. Illusoxg correlation and the -
estimation of dangeroue ‘behavior. Unpublished

dissertatlcn. Department of Psychology, Indlana
Un;ve551ty, 1972. L R

/

.Law'lxbertl ‘and ps

Szasz, T. :chxatr . New,York:
‘MacMillan, 19€3. - B

~ Szasz, T, Ps‘chlatrxc ,ustzce, New Yofk~
MacMillxan, 1963. A

Sy




RORC7 A et i i o/ S

FRN Wb ainy

B e e e e S S S et Bt AT

I —!

{1

.

LI

-

L.,.\_.] .

1

Lo

I

i

C

T eriegiieon

e

Szasz, T. The myth of mental 1llness. New York:  '

Hoeber—Harper,AIQGI.

Tﬁnay. E. The Baxtrom affair and psychiatry.
‘Journal of Forensic Sciences, 1979,‘24,
663-672.

&

 Tarasoff v Regents of the Univer51tyrof California,

@

SuE. 131, Cla. Rgtr, 14, 1976.

The Bulletin of the American Academy of Psychiatry
- and the “Law, 1984, 12, 1,

‘Violent Men. Aldine, 1969.

Toch, H.

Underwood, B. Law and the cryetal ball: Predicting
behavior with statistical inference and
individqualized judgment. Yale Law Journal,.
1979, 88, 1408-1448.. , , :

Doing justice: The choice of

von Hirsch, A. 2 ice of =
New York:'Hill‘&fWang.’l976. :

punishments.

) bl :
von Hirsch, A.
+to Bedau.
622-624.

Proportionality and desert: A reply
Journal of Philosophy. 1978, 75

von Hirsh, A. & Hanrahan,

Qi Thekquestioh'of'parolez.3

Reform, retention, or aboliticn? Cambridge,
Massachusetts: Ballinger, 1979._ ,

Walker, N. Dangerous peopleo .In D.S. Weisstub -
(Ed.), Law and Psychiatry° Proceedings of an

" International Conference at the Clarke Instituteg(i.
February, 1977.

of Psychiatry, “Toronto, Caaada.
New York-(Perga-on, 1978. B

Walker, N. Dangerous people.i International Journal
of Law and Psychiatry, 1978, 1 '

Webster, C. & Dickens, B. Dec1ding dangerousness,_
Policy alternatives and dagerocus offenders. -
Report to the Department of Justice, Canada.

- Toronto: University of Toronto. 1984.,' : :

Webster, C.D. et al. The clinieal predictaon of

dangerousness.

Paper presented at the- annual':ft,“
meeting of the American Academy of Psychiatry;u, T
and the Law, San Diego, CA, October, 1981._‘kt;re ca T

e

JREEg % - g

>~

;”’i-wiliiams, D.

”Whiteley. J.S.

kWhiteley,,S.

'Willlamb, D.

f‘Williams. We & Millerg Ko

Webster, C.D., Menzies, R.J. & Jackson, M.A.
Clinical assessment before trial: Legal issues
- a2nd mental disorder. Toronto: Butterworths,
1982 (see especially Appendix H).

Wender, P.H. Minimal brain dysfunction in children.
New York: John Wiley, 19-1.

Wenk, E., Robinson, J. & Smith, G.
' predicted? '
393-402.

Can violence be

Crime and Delinguenczg 1972, 18,

The response of psychopaths to a
therapeutic community. British Journal of

Psxchiatrx, 19700 116, 51 7-529.

Assessing dangerousness in psychopaths.-

In J.R. Hamilton & H. Freman Dangerousness:

. psychiatric assessment and management. The
Royal College of Psychiatrists: Gaskell. 1982.

Wicker, A. Processes which mediate behavior-
environment congruence. Behavxoral Science,
19729 17( 265'277.

Wilkins, L. Treatment of offenders. Patuxent
-examined. Rutgers Law Revaew, 1976, 29,
‘ 1103—1116.' o , ,
Wilkinsg Lo' Kress. J., Gottiredson, D., Calpin, Ja, :
& Gelman, A. Sentencing guidelines: g : -
Structuring judicial discretion. Washington, .

D. c..,Government Printing Office, 1978.

Neural ‘factors related to habitual
~ aggression:
‘between those habitual aggressives and others
who have committed crimes of vi@lenceo Brain, “
‘1969, 922, 503-520. ' R

Neural factors related to habitual
agressiomo, Brain, 1969, 92. 503«520.

‘The role of personal o S
characteristics ‘in ‘pérceptions of dangerousness. , =

Criminal Justice ahd Behaviora 1977, 4, 421. ‘ "r‘ "3~3-j

R - . FERI A A\ : R R o

Consideration of differences R

s




e

it 3,
pi SRR

i

e

.

DA il

"

s

R

Ll

ity

=

-1

—

i

A

!

el

-y~ .
el
R o it Agscir )
* ¥

Wilson, J. The Polit1ca1 ﬁea51bxlity of punishmento
J. Cederblom & W. Bligek (Eds.), Justice and
unishment. Cambridge, Massachuscita:
Ballinger, 1977. ‘ , Gra - o

Wolfgang, M.E. ,Delinquency and v{blencé from the
viewpoint of criminology. In W.S. Fields & W.H.
Sweet (Eds.), Neural bases of violence and

ag%xesszone St. Louis: warren H. Green, Inc.
1 L LI v ’ . R .

Yeudall,‘buT;‘ ‘Testimony to Sehéte of Canada
Subcommittee on Childhood ex eriences as causes
@f criminal behavxor, 1977 Issue No. 1,

o s 6-1 341 » ) ’

0

Yeudall, L.To, The neur@gszchology of agg;ess;on.

Clarence M. Hincks Memorial Lectures. Edmonton
(Altae, Canada), 1978. ‘

Yeudall, L.T. & Da@ies,'?o' Neuropsychologxcal
_asymmetrical impairments in aggressive criminal
psychopaths. Submitted to Journal of Nervous &
Mental Digeases, 1982. '

a

Yeudall, L.T. & Ftomm-Auchg D. Hemlsphe21c o
agymmetries of functlon in psychopathology. In.
. J. G@Grugelier & P. Plor-Henry, (Eds.), Elsevier
pzeSS,-Am@tezdam;,19790‘, R L

‘Yeudallg LeTo, Fedoxa, S.. & Wardell. D.~ Neutosocial
prespective on ‘the assessment and etiology of
persistent crimxnality. ,The Australian‘Journalk

Sept. 1981, 1 Ll,f

\ ,

Yeudall, L.T.. Fromm-Auch, D. & Davies, P.,
Neuropsychological 1mpairment in- peranstent

o

dilinquency. In press-' Journal of Netvous & .r;nﬂ7
. Mental Disease, 1981.7.' L » :
Yochelson, S¢ & Samen@w, ggg_ggigiggi -7,’f7y§5¢, 

;rsonalntu

3 o New Y@rk{ Jason’ Aronson Pxess,
l 7 ovw “ ‘

2

Cerin? 

ziskm, 3o sehiatr@ _psye
 testimony. Beverly Hills, CA.: Law and~”“

Psychology Presso ‘Revs (Ed )a 1977.

ane

o

P
)
&
K ©
: """““"i:
H
; . 3
s P ) g !
) . . e b
i © ) ' s
- o '
P
R
© P /
‘ / .
<|\ .
Y .
e i
S N -
Aed 4
e P -
«
=
. F
E s
F o,
&
N ) : ; o
R G L
. ‘ :
B s
X
o
A . .
By
b
i LAY
;'«4"‘"7”'” :




S e






