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Ha~way (1965), In 8 revieW of personality invontorle5, 

coOcluded ~t tho Minnesota Multiphasic Pcrso~llty Inventory 

(\.tPI) has been "lT1ooon:tely £i~cce!lsfulll in fulfil line the pur­

po~ for ~ich it ~s Intended, includina partia.Jiarly i;he 

ro;:>aration of those per~-.ons v.hO!;& personality problems and soci­

etal adJustmentn are slenUicantly !ncapaciUiUng, from "normals" 

~oso difficulties fall within tolerable rar~s of personal dis­

oonlort and'CO!ilnunity tolorance. Lingoc!3 (1965) Is somellA1at 

C'.ore gonerous In his evaluation of the .U&'I an "an excellent 

&crooning dovioo," but noten th&t "thero is ruch confllctir.e 

evld&nce as to tho test's sensitivity in discriminating within 

, '~abnormal' group itself." 1:10 concluges his roview,by statln£ 

that. broad diagnost.ic groupings can be rr..li.ably'$Operated, but 

that "finor distinctions within any one .Qf these nosological 

groups, hO'lAwer,' have boon in UIO moire" unproduclive." 

This question of I.ttll sensitivity h&s received oocouraginc 

at.tentlon within U10 abnonnol populations of psychiatric facili­

ties. First, Llarks lind Soomnr. {!963), and the. ... GiioorstQdt and 

DUker (1965) published actuarial data clarifyine ttl'l confi2ura~ 

tions within such psychiatric populations. In these studios, 

6lJbgroupa of, subjects Ylero idMtlfied IIhcse problems might be 

eenerally described QS involving character disorders or psychopathy 
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•• oppoMd to neuroal. or psydlosla. Th. fJl 1SQl1. of thci I!.PI 

h .. played a prominent ~d expected role In th. IdentiflOl1t1on 

0' theM !lUbgroups. 

One conoarn or tho study reported hore, tMn, Involves th$ 

qu&liltlon of validity !ZC"eraUzaUon of the L'.'l.PI ~ applied to 

• rather different domain, Uie corroetional Institution. To state 

tho problem GI a questionl 'flat are the correlatoS! of' LiUPl GOOr.a 

within en incarcerated population? 

Only Ii few stUdies haYe bc«I 4ddruMd to this p!1rtioulflr 

quoatlon of~Hdity generalization within .uc:h a population end 

• revltw or G\lc:h reOOllrc:h !!list of not:.e$alty b6 briof. There I. no 

~rth of atudles demonatratina consistent teat dlf'ferencos ~~ 

t.." delinquent or criminal group. and norm&l population. mlch 

cut across age and eex dimonilions. HaihaWCIY end L!anacneae (1963), 

lIirt and Jacobson (966). lirt end Bfi.se (1959). LlIack (1967), 

MurphM et .1. (1962), levy et el. (1952), JurJevlch (1963) and 

Panton (1959) have all contributed in thl" area ... GG.r,?rally, ata­

tlatlOllly significant dlrferen<:es have been found on • nt.Gber of 

w.,pl 8041e8, with sc6les f, ~t ~ and ItA con.lstently elava-tGd in 

deHn.quent group:l~ Th~ re$Jlta of Investigations of per80Mllty 

differences within dellnq'..umt populations have been 1101"0 lneon- . 

• Iatent and ambiguous. 

Of tho .. Investigation. In WIfIich the fUlI.a UNO to deter­

mine dlfr.rences within thti relatively hornosenou. populations )1 

i 

I 
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. round In corroct.IOMI Institut.lons, perl)Qpe tho ~101It. thou~trul 

end eneooroglne hs. been the study of ~lnohnr6 and Jooklns (196'1). 

TheI30 authors divided their dGllnquent adoleGC«lt M/1IPI. Into 

throe &troups 00 the basis of rocorded delinquent behavior Qt\d ob­

eerwUons or bOOsvior In the institution. Tho groups wsre 8001111-

bod doiIUnquonts p unsooiali~..sroslliv. dolinquootB, &nd ru/'~\W.lay 

cIalinqueflts, mOe<) offenses coo3irled larl!~ty of IlbllenU~ and 

t.n.sanq. Tho aut.hors found that lUI I scores of th~ unsooln I h:t.td 

dell~t group ~d ~ow or thGl socillli~~d delinquent aroup 

on scal0~ .E, ful, .J;!, lind ~t at tho 1;6 level of confi dorice, Qt\d 11\ 

tho !1;t lwol for &Calc~. The scores .of the rut'I<1\\\l}' dellnqtJGf1t 

group eXoesded t.hose of th3 socialized cIolloquent group on cCQles 

.Il, l1¥, tit, o.nd f1 at tho i% laval, and on scales .E, M.t and ~ .t 

the ~ ievel. Too ~nsway dslinquent group IiCtlres ai60 excooded 

those of Ula· Uf'Isooialized dGlinquoi'lt group on scale 1!J: (l~ lovo1) 

and '-We lower on.fa (~lovel). 'The invG5t1~ators concludod thnt 

the socialized dslinqtJ6tli.s, llhoso unacceptAble behavior appeered 

to be UIOro of a function of parental nee1ect than parenul abuse, 

.,e psyc:holoalCQlly a healthier group, displaying a fom of 

"acbptlvo, coal-oriented" bOOavior thrOUilh thGir dellnquont acts. 

A slllli hlr study of delinquent bGhavior was employed by 

Randolph ot al. (1961), n divided their deUnqoen\ ~le into 

18 "80liury" delinquents, \!ho comIitted tholr offense unaccom­

panied by others, and 37 "social" c.lellnquenh, those offense "Ill 



comnlUed In the ~ or ot~r ~ster8 Ilnd ,,",OM &lOCI.) 

. values "ro coaanon to hiD StlbcuHure.l group. The ~Eea or the 

eub.J«:b ranaed from 14 to 18. Th~ .uthors found the "sol i tary" 

delinquents to be gcoorlllly more intelligeot, u Indloaled by 

the rOllUlta of the fieachlor Adult Inloiligooce Scale, bot «Iso 

~re psyc.-hologIO!\ til' dloturbed tis t;U~ellted by hi2her Ilcorea on 

Lt.?!/ Galles llih li, lU, .E!!, 1[, ~, .£:t, ~ and ~. 

Lefkowitz (1%6) divide<! hill oolTlplo or 42 juvmilo delin­

quents Into equ~l £lroups of thoOl3 v.ho had obtain-ad "r~ular" die­

char2ea,'frcm a training veMcl nner Euccosnfully etq)let.irrg tho 

aohool'a rehabiHlaUvo program, and i..hose ",",0 ¥lere r6ivoo "irregu­

lar" dloohargo!l aftor fa! 1I~ to adjust to lhe ~oOl pr01'!ra;n. 

Althol.J2h only the ~ ccate dlccr\cllMtod bohuen t.no.two arOUi'S 

at an ac:oGj)tAblo levol of confi dcnv"O, the oIIuthor concluded that 

hi B ~osu 1 ta "lend to BUpport tho hypothesi s or £reat.,,- psycho­

~tholOklY etOOn£ tho fallurG gr::.up." 

Craddick (1%2) want to tho evailQble literature on psycho­

pathy .nd OQvolopod a 12-itom dlOCl( lIat. He thon rated liS adult 

prlaonora and, cornparil'l2 the 71 hl"host &corers with the 71 lowest 

aoorors, foundlhat tho moro psyqhopathio lromtes sooO"ed higher 

on K corrected SCQ 1 eo £sIt £1 and ~. 

Craddicl< (963) also round that by UGlng ltPl "scaU~r" 

<"the tlaebraia wn of the deviations from the ilumciard DlOan ••• 

for nino clinical OCGleslf) as a ~SlIro of psychopathy, he au 

I 
I 
! 
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cbl" to dlfferentiilte pnychopt\thlc prisoners from thtI!r non­

JlsyeMpathlo peers, but not from fI crwp or peyc:hletrlo In­

petlent~. Thus, In tCI'1l1t\ of I\b~hrl(l 'Il1~tlon!)t the psycflo­

pa.thfe prisoners wro similar to the II'nf'tcJly III. CAddlok 

did I'IDt dleeusa the dlocriml~tory pO\\\;lra of individual ~lo!l. 

Van Evra and RoOO1"lbe'1! (1%3) ct\.1died Ul I~roal"lltf)d ?OPt,.. 

latlon, all of mom had rooclvsad e. psychiatric dlagnoola of 

sociopath, ane! tho leea1 slatUtI or soclop{\thlc P'lrsonalitles 

411 defined by Ohio lew. 1110 fnveot!\1i:\tors cllvl~ the Irf.llates 

Into grcfups or "prirrary poyc:hofl/ltIUI" and "Mllrotlo psyctlOpaths," 

and found statistically s!gniflcant dlfl'~renoes on Devorel r:'PI 

Salles. The!» results ero not !lUrprl9i~, hcme'J()r, co the dlvl­

ston wall ~$ed on GCCros on the Taylor Manifest Anxl~ty ~Ie, 

an excellent maQoure of the flret factor of the ~jdpl, 1\ factor 

~ralty conoldered ~.o be a meesure of noorotielS1ll, anxiety or 

eco strqth. Th! a f'lelor wIll be dl scussed f n the nubsequent 

c:he.pter. 

Tho .E scale of the llfPI ms of pllrticuter Intereot to 

Gynther (1964). His subjects wero 190 stete hoep[;t.al patiani.s, . .," 

ell cM~ with lenal offenses and referred to tho hospital for 

I!Qnlty heer!nco. Illiteratos and those too confused to respond 

to the '-'."1 wore not. Inoluded In tho study. Gynt.hcr found CI 

hlerarchlcal Ilrn1nc~t. men ~~Iderlne tho relationship be-

tuean type of offOfl!)6 and .E SOIiIle elevaHon!l' the more severe 
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the offense, the craater ~s theE GOals elevation. 

Panton (19580,), however, had no success In finding If.,p\ 

: differences among prl~nerG erouped by criminal offense. Using 

the usual clinical scales; Panton found that all groups deviated 

from normal st.andarda, part.icularly in terms of elevated .e.g 

scale 8coros, and lov~rod scores on scale ~. 

Panton (1958b) wont on to develop his Adjustment to Prison 

. ~ ocale, v.hlch on cross valiootion correctly identified 82% 

of each of ho well adjusted pri sonar eroups, and 8~, 87% and 

. 9$, resp~ctively, of throo groups cMrllctorized by inacJaquate 

, and unruly adjustments to prison life. The ~ scale did not 

improve over clinical, judgmental predictions in the area of 

acceptable adjustment, bot identl flad the poorly adjusted sig­

nificantly botter than did clinical predictions. 

Panton (1962a) also found the lJl scale to v.ork wall in c0m­

bination with tho ~ scale in correctly identifying the chronic 

recidivist. Thio combination of sCIlIles has been termed the 

~bitual Criminal (HQ) scale by Panton. 

The same author (Panton, 1962b) also directed his attontion 

to prisoners VlO rrutllato themselves d-1lle in disciplinary con­

finement. Ho found statlstlCllllly significant elevations on 

scales [, fg, E!1 and .ru. ~ COfil>8ring these men to modol inmates. 

He also found differences on the anxiety index (AJ) of the L"Lf'1 

and on oxperlmental scales AQ, ~ (Conversion reaction), J.n 
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(Inoor IOOllldJuatmoot), .!h (JudeGd nlQflirest hostility) end PQ 

(Psychotic tendoncy). HO'MSver, in ~rine his solf rrotll"tors 

with other prisoners ~ose disciplinary prvblGm~ GubJected them 

to tho sarno oustodi,,1 treatment, Panton found that only his ~ 

scale retained discrimiMtory ~Ioth. It. wOuld appear that tho 

~ ~calo scores are relnted to behavioral control and self dis­

cipline. 

Tho L'3,PI ~id not r.m" ~II at 811 in Q study by Erickson 

and Roberts (\966a). T'l.O groups of instltutionalizod oolinquent 

boys wor~ given ~ho L'l.fll. Those boys differed In impulso control 

8S Judged by staff members tho c:>nsi dered thOOl to be troub I 0 

makers (SSs) or VIall behaved (~s) within tho &nsti tution. Scores 

on the uSUQI clinical SOlles as Y>lell as on the t& scale (Ego 

strength) ware tabulatod, and MIl' tho eg scale discriminated be­

tween the t\m groups. This difference disappeared in cross vali­

dation proceduros, as did 19 discriminating i~ems from lha test 

proper. ThGOO authors (Erickson &. Roberts, 1966b) 1I1~ reported 

tMt the ~ score of th9 Porlous L:azes did discriminate between 

the two groups, this difference wlth6tandi~ crC$~ validation 

procedJres. 

Denhorg at al. (1961) found no significant relationships 

botweEln .. 9.PI scoretf on K and the ten usual clinical scales and 

the behavior of prison subjects in terms of disciplinary problEr.lS. 

TMao investl~tions certa!nly lost 60IllS information as they 

~' 

I 
! 
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drop~d all te!3ts \!Ij t.h a raw'score on tho f. scale of 10 or great.er. 

Thus, 42 of an orj~inal li of l88waro los+.. 

Psychlat.ric diesoosis t.Ss the basis for classification in III 

study by Kil"l2sley (\9BJ). Twenty incarcerated subjects diagnosed 

as psychopaths failed to di rrcir on the U'!!' I from 25 prl sooora co..,.. 

flidered to havo "no psychiatrio dise;loo." Each prisoner group 

did demonstrate the customary di ffereflCes on s~ les £, lin, f,d, ~, 

. fi and "Sg ..t.eo COI:1pSred with a normal group. 

Caditz (1959) dir~-led his attention to changes In 1~1 ~res 
-/ 

over a period of Instit.utionalization for 94 delinquent boys. He 

, -reported finding no test differences among his subjects ..roM Wy 

i were grouped according to soverity of dalinquont history. 

Hill et ale (1962) focused their aHention on l'l'.PI differences 

between three groups. These v.ero 206 penitentiary prisoners, 200 

hospitalized narcotics addicts and 199 hospitalized alcoholicS. 

The authors found that tho addicts scored stat}sHcally signifi­

cantly higher than the alcohol ics ~n SOQles k, f,d, I:l! and ~, and 

higher than the prisoners on scel .. a 12, w: and lta. The alcoholics 

scored hi ~her than did pri sener s on seal fj 12 and 10'00r on sea I as 

K and f,d. Tho investiB4tors concluded, hO\\'ever, that the test 

differences ~re too small to be of diagnostic value since the 

ovorv.OOlming factor, both in test results, as revealed by ellMlted 

f.d and in social behavi"", \lA!ls one of COI7J!lC>n, profound social 

deviancy. 

_?!i!!!P-'!£¥ 
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Levy et. all (1952) found t.hat adult prisonors \\hose crilllGS 

involved sex a.nd/or violence had hi~her profllo elovations than 

tholr peere and tMt crimiMI recldivist.s obllliood higher scores 

on the f.I;l scale thIln did non-recidlvlsh. Tests of statistical 

significance and ClGthods of M<llysill v.Gre not rcportQd, and it 

appears :t.lv'lt the Invost12C\tort~ reached their conc'lusions si"l>ly 

by vl~l Inspection of moan profiles. 

iitl any mootion In p.!lssir1£ that 8 number of other IOOre care­

ful studies have bean oonoorned with t~El relationships bet.weoo 
~ .' 

LWPI scores and the varinble of recidivism. Investieators In 

this arcs, e.g., Lack (1967), Gou~ et a1. (1965), L~ndcl ot all 

(1963) and l'andol and Barron (1966) uniformly report discouraging 

rosults. No reliable relationships were found bet~ l.!..P1 

scores and recidivisn. 

II recent. e>q:>erirr.ental scale developed in a prison population 

by ~rgee et ale (1967) is worthy of not.e. These \:Irlters ro­

port~ that neithGr clinical L'.PI scales nor 12 experimental 

scales "purporting to measure host! Iity or I~lse cont.rol" (in­

cluding the h:1 scale) dl fferentiated bet'h\)M assaulUve and non­

assaultivo prisonerso They developed an empirical scale, the 

Over-cootrolled hostility Scale CQ.:!i), designed to identify the 

Indivi~1 ",,'le>.15 usUally Inhibited In the expression of hostility, 

but Who has been knO\vn to erupt Into violently aggressive behavior 

orten with dewstatinc results. This carefully cross validated 
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scale effoctiwly discrimlnatod St.KtI porsons from both normal 

lndivlc.\s.als and from prisoners for mom I!.2,grosslon is rather a 

,way of life. Tho aulhorG state that a high $COre on their scale 

Is indicative of "a conflict bctlW)OO strong ~reS3ive i~u1scs 

and strong inhibitions against the expression of 822ression." 

Fil1ll11y, the investi£l.1t.ions of ~irt and Jacobson (\966, 1967) 

at the lJinnesota state Prison doservCll Cl"lflsideraticn. In their 

. invostieation, tho usulll r~T."1 validity and clinical SCillos, 

OlJ:l6rotJs I:1PI experimental scales, and seales of the r.udcr Voca-
~. 

ticnal Preference Record were Included. The study is a largo 

: £Cale, long term project, and analYGis of tho dat.a is sU 11 in 

!prQGress. It is probably accurate to st.ate that interesting 

! relationships have boon and wi 11 be found betlllOOn the tests and 

;a variety of criteria which includo recidivism, disciplinary 

action, length of incarceration, response to psychothcr~py and 

• ~raphlc variables.Boatuse of a lar~ li, ~re statistically 

signi ficant than diagnostica'fly 'usciful results wi II be found, and 

further evaluation IIlJst 8.\\t\\t more cOOpletedata analysis. One 

conclusion supported thus far by reported resuits is the.t Kuder 

1 variables, ~ used as dl~riminat.ors, rnay p~ove to be at least 

as effective as L'-PI scates. Generally (and tentatively), eleva-

\ tiOO!i on the Kuder scales rooasuring more traditionally "masculine" 

'1 values, e.i" outdoor or ma<:hanica I interests, haw been asso-
,I 
1 elated with more socia Ily favorable outcoroos. . 

1 
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The studies mentioned .bow all dGal with the oentral thane 

of generalized W·.PI diocriminative validity within correctional 

populations. Results yary considerably in t.he extent t.o v.hlch 

they' could be re£arded aa encouraging. Perhaps the most. important 

variablo t.o be considered is the rollabillt.y of t.he various cri-

. tarl. used In these invest.igations. Consider, for examplo, "seri­

ousness of delinquoot hist.ory," or the t.ype of offense for \/.hlch 

en irvn<lte was In~roerated. Since t.he poliCG do not solve evory 

crime, and an investigator's knowle~e of an ~ndividual's history 
.( 

Is often Incomplete to en unkno\'XI dcgrao, t.he unreliable nature of 

such criteria is apparent. 

Diagnost.ic criteria also suffer from unspecified unreliabili­

: ties. for example, Hill's (1962) eroups of prisoners, alcoholics 

! and addicts, surely rofloctcd some overlap in that. many prisonors 

: characteristically abuse the use of alcohol and drugs, end many 

tho are hospitalized for such indiscriminate tastes also have 

CQIIJ!litted criminal offenses. Such criteria as the psychiatric 

ditl/ZTlOsis of psychopathy within a corroctiOl'1<lI Institution is cer­

teinly not perfectly reliable, nor, surely, was Craddick's use of 

• ~t.om c:hook list. to diagnose psychopathy. He clone rated the 

subjects and no reliability data wore offered. In the studies of 

Erickson and Roberts, the reliability of behavioral nominations 

Is not. discussed. In the tlion studies utilizing a social-solitary 

delinquency distinction, again the reliability of the diagnostic 

---
- - -~~'."-=----.' --"--''- '. 
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judgments Is not fully explored In print. Tho question of recidi­

vism, too, has Its obviously unreliable a~octs In that t.he supor­

vision and control of courts, police, and parole agents is not 

foolproof or all-oncompasslng. FiMlIy, such variables as intra­

Institutional disciplinary act.ion and type of instltutioMI dis­

chareo In all likelihood contain elements of unreliabllit.y v~lcl) 

have not caught tho Investigators' full attention. 

The use of quantified bch4vioral ratine scales dealing with 

problems of diagnosis in tho correctional field has, unfortunately, 
, . .-1 
, been OSilected. This situation stands in sharp contrast to tho 

: ClOre modically aliened Groos of psychopathology as attested, for 

: example, by tho lIiHenborn Psycllilltdc Ratine Scales, the H,ospital 

Adjustment Scale and the Lorr-!.lcNair In-patient lliltidiroonslonal 

: Psychiatric Scales. There is one exception, namely, the Peterson 

PrC?blECI Ched< Ust (Peterson, 1961) Mlia, has reooived soma atten­

tion in the fiold of del inquoncy. Peterson ob~lned school 

teachers' ratings of their pupj Is conoernlng absence or presence, 

to a mild or severe degree, of various adjustment problems. ~b­

jects were In klnoorgerten or In the elementary grades. Factor 

analysis of the ratings StJggoz-td the presenC(l of t'A'O major syn­

dromos Yd1ic:h Pot.erson labeled "conduct problan" and "personal ity 

problem." Quay and Quay (1965) extendod Peterson's work t.o sevent.h 

Ilnd eighth grade studont.s finding I~resslve continuity as .11 as 

the emergence of a third facior, labeled I1lli11laturlty," in the 

(pm .-€ A 4 
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'eluhth grade oample. While Poter~n found high Interreter rell­

ahilltles for hi9 two ~jor fectors, the reliability ~t& In tho 

'Quay and Quay samples ~rG unfortunately less ili'flre5sive for t.ho 

pcrsoMlI ty problem factor «:cores find t.ho Inmaturi ty fOldor scores. 

In 8 study vllch is in muny \".Qys diroctly ~rElbie to the 

investigation reported hero f Quny (1964) Introduced the Petorson 

Problem Checklist to lJ. delinquent ~Ie. Subjects Vlere 1\3 In­

caroorated malo delinquont.s. Tho Cll:...!n age VIas 16.6, with stand?rd 

deviation of' .~, and the ~la ~9 67% Ckuca7ian and 33% l-legro • 
. / 

Factor analysis again suggested tho same two major factors, now 

'relabol&d by Quay es "unsooialized-psyooC>pQthic" and "disturbed­

neurotic." A third factor emer~od'and was found 'lo be difficult 

l to Interpre{, but \:las labeled "iMdequacy-ilMaturity" by Quay. 
, 
;Once mre, Quay found interrator reliabilitios to be disappolnt-

ioely low, .17 for the scale OGasuring unsocializod-psychopathy, 

.07 for the scale measuring disturbed neurotic symptoms and .45 

i for the lnadequacy-illJiQturity scale. By dropping from further 

: oonslderntion the most deviant throe of his twelve raters, Quay 

boosted the interretar reliabllities to .57 •• 32 and .93 respec­

tively. Quay also reported intercorrelations of factor scores. 

These '4Iere .33 bet~n the psychopathic and neurotic scores, .49 

i lJOtween psychopathic and inadequacy and .73 bctvlOen neurotic and 

, inadeq..secy. 

L\a~ (1%7), building on Quay's ¥)rk with the Peterson 



14 

Problem ChocI<llst, found that parole o(lenta, In retroepect, 

.rated boys me vlolQt.od tMlr parolo Ils moro soelopathlc, but 

hero the 8CQles 1ilO1J9lIring neurotic and lnadequato-irmnture S)'Cl>­

terns dlci ""., i.!isu-irnl~te bet~ violators and non-violators. 

In addition, Quay and Petorson (1964) developed e oolf­

rating questionnaire for uoo In the evaluation or the otructure 

or deli~oncy, and derived thr'oo fQctor 6Calos, moIlsurine psy­

'chopathic dallnquoocy, nourotic del inquoncy end subcultural de-

t 
'. 

! 

linquency. Corrolations with behavior ratine ract.ors cont.ained 

only one si~ni fi c~~nt correlation (.3), that between the ques-

tloonalro factor of psychop;:lthic delinquency and tho ratioe of 

unGOciQlizod-p~ydhopathy. 

In eeneral, tho Quay-Peterson al1Qlyses haw bean eonsi stant 

,with the general persoMlity theory of Eysoock (e.g., 1953, 1%3) 

:t.ho, through tM c!'P1 ic::ltion of factor analytic techniquos appl ied 

'to a variety of data, has come to propose twO b.1?lc dlr:ensRons 

.UI\darlyi"2 ht.rinn behavior, these called neuroticism and introver­

(Glon--extroversion. Eysanck, mo postUlates biological determinants 
i 
Ifor these dh:ensions, expanded on Jung's typology in delineatina 

;\he introversion-e:droversion factor. Tho I1typical il extrovert is 

,daacrlbed by Eysencl< as one v.ho Is llsociebie ••• , cravos excite-
r 

,lDeI1t, tekea chances, orten sticks his neck out, acts on the spur 

!Of the moment and is generally an I~ulsive lndivirual ••• is c::Ire­

;t'ree, easy-~olne, optimisUc ••• tends to be acgre~sive and 1050 his 

------~- --- -~~--~ 
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~r' quickly ••• and is not alv.oyo a reliable person." The 

"typical" introvert, Eysenck describes as "a quiet, rotirilijj! sort 

of person, introsPective, fond of books rather than peoplo; he Is 

roserved and distant except to intimata frioods ••• and distrusts 

the iq:JUlse of the II1Ol!IOOt. He clooo not like excitooent ••• koops 

his feeiings under close control, seldoa bohaves in an 4£1,gres­

sive "lOner, and does not 1000 his t~r easily. He if! reliable, 

~t pessimistic, and plaoos a great value 00 o-thical shlne!­

erds." (Eyscnck & Eysenck, 1964) Eysenck rclatGs extrov~rsion 

to the trad!tlonal psychiatric classifications or psychopathy 

and hysteria, and introversion to deprossion and anxiety. The 

independent dimension or nourotici!lll is considered by Eysenck to 

rofor to emotionality and Instabl Iity as determined by the runc­

tioning of the autonomic nervoua system. 

The Peterson Problem Check Ii st, then, appeared to be an 

lnstru:nnt of goooralinterest and one vl1ich as directly appli­

cable to a correctional popul<ltion. In spae of its use in the 

correctional field, examination of the items of the Peterson 

Problem Checklist sU£Bosted thllt its uti lity in the present study 

.:JU I d be Ii m i ted. Savera I items Vo\'Jre judged to be qu ite i napp to­

priate to the population under consideration (described In the 

subsequent section). Neither did the rango of items appear to 

cover the behavioral and conceptual domains as CXlC!l>letely as one 

mieht wish, no:- did the itflllls lend themselves naturally to use 

--------- "j: 

, I 
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by the raters !availGble for the population under curront inWGti­

gation. Also, as noted above, lnternater rellabilitiea have not 

boen Impressive. 

Cloorly, Quay's and PeterSOi"l's efforts haw been WiG I I directod 

and have been valuable In conoopiuali:tiOQ. the structure of delin­

quency end In providing criteria for inve~tigatlon8 such as this. 

Just as tlpparent, ho~ver, has been the need for additional rating 

scales to supplement and expand thoir d~list. 

On U(e bQais of tho precedine con!liderations, it Is now 

possible to reitorato and expand the primary purposes of this 

study 88 foilowsl 

1. To develop ratlne instrutleilta ~osod of both 

behavioral and inferential items appropriate to 

the available raters to supplement the Peterson 

Problem Chocklist and provide quantified criteriQ 

for test behavior. 

2. To develop 8 nunber of PSi'chologi~lly ~nlngful 

scales based on th~ newlY developed ratings. In 

order to develop such scales it WIlS decided to 

apply factor IiMlytic techniques comparable to 

those used in the derlvaUon of the Peterson 

Problem Checklist. The advantaae of developing 

fact.or scales in the present study would be 

twofoldl first, the 'seales could be expected to 

,;:t 

. r 

'& 

' . . 
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be substantially IOOr8 rell.ble and wIld (or 

moanl~fUl) than arfJ 000 of the Items on v.hlch 

they lliCuld be b.lsed; socondly, factor analysis 

would be very likely to achieve a considerable 

and hl£hly desirable reduction In tho nl.l'lOOr of 

wriables to be coosidered In further flMlysis. 

~ch redJction would le~sen the chneer of C<lpl­

tallzing 00 c:ha.nc:o fluctuations, v.hlch 0" couroo 

Increases as the ntnber of variables incrooso. 

3. To investigat.e the rc\ationci1ips between the 

rating scales and other psycholOCical test data 

Including the UUPI. 

f 

...,.\L( 
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QiAPTER " 

lElHODS 

The subjects \:lSrG 140 Youthful Offenders v.ho ~re Incarcer­

ated at the Uinoosota Reception and Diagnostic Cent.er (IJR[C) at 

Lino Lakes, J;.inMsota. Tho intention v..as to obtain a minil1U'J .tl 

of I)), ,90 ruDer SIJ~ted by Cohon (1965), yAlo determined that 

when the AIPhn loval is arbitrarily and conventionally set at 

.05, an 11 of 13) wi 11 provido ~war of .80 \\hen "alOderate" effects 

can bo anticipated. This leve~ of po'iolOr Is saaln an arbitrary 

lewl, but has boon ~stcd by Cohen on the basis of reasonable 

considerations. In the early stages of data collection, oight 

subjects fai led t.o receive the Kuder and one subject took the 

aPI on Form R, a fons ... Ioh does not allow for OIlsy scoring of 

the fJ)(flef'imental scales used here. Thus, tho total ~Ie of 

140 allov.ed for at least 130 subjects for each ':est scale. 

The designation "Youthful Offender" is 8 quasi legal one, 

IndiC8ti~ a }-o:sth between the sees of eighteen and twenty-onE! 

.no has been convicted of a felony or, occasionally, a gross II1ls­

duneanor. The ccadtmont is throueh District Court. This l12e 

distinction is not entirely a rieid one sinoe juveni les undor 

the ~ of 18 are eocetimss referred to District Court as youthful 

I 
I 
I 
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Orfendors. Such court acilon 10 usually tAken only If the crime 

I. particularly sorious aneLIor the past record is exceptionally 

Iqthy and serious In nature. At the other end of tho ~ 

nlll{,le, oo:callion!111y a youth oldar than t'tlOOty-ono 10 received 

at L'ROO. Thl. could occur If one COIl1I1lttod Ii crilllG Yllile tYoOOty-o 

one or )'OlInCElr, WIlD given court probation and aubsequent.ly vlo­

latod the torms of probation. Court action then OllIla for ~ 

milmont to the Institution for evaluation and disposition. 

ThG,.moon ego of the S'l/'illlo studied \WI!) 19.33 yearn with an 

SD of 1.48 and a I'Elnee of 16-24 Yellre. 

The SIlIll>le was predominantly CaUCQslan, with 122 <B?%) sub­

jects failing Into this oatC£<iry. Ton subjects Vlare Aclorlcan 

Indian, ooven were Noero and one had a Caucasian-Filipino beck-

ground. 

The ada WlJre collected botv.oeen Uarch and October In 1967. 

IlJring that limo, 46 youthful Offenders were aani Hed to lfU:C 

1IIlo VIera not Includod in the resoerdt ~le. Thirteen youths 

were too Illiterate to read the tosts. Tho criterion here vas 

• Stanford Achievement Test reading score of' loss than ftrade 

level flw. Two lrlllltes refused to cooperate with tM t.estlng 

proeram. Twalve Vlere youths \\he had previoualy boon evalullted 

at ~oo but. who ~re retumod for brief re-evaluatlon following 

failure to conform to probation regulations or tho rules of tho 

reoelvlne institution. Finally, 19 youths ware not tested es 
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they wro wi I knovn to correctiOOQI perlIOOnel I!lnd appeered to 

represent a ciGar th'reat to institutional llOCUrity. l\Roo to not 

a maximum security Institution and It was consldored expedient 

to transfer theso Individuals to a more socure facility. Th300 

last, loot subjects vould very likely fall In the llOclop<lthlc 

end of the diagnostic spect.rlJll. Soma ~Ie restriction, thon, 

sas neoossary In order not to interfere with broad institutional 

policy and {he bast interests of tho correctional syst.em. 

The;-eoole of MROO staff are priCllrily to eValuate eQch In­

IIllte's needs and abilities, submit recom;nenclations reeardinc 

ii dhposition 4nd treatment to tho Youth Conservation Conmiseion 

(the paroling authority In LHnnesota) .and the ~c:hinldi'atlvo 

authorities of the DepartllleOt. of Corrections, and to prepare 

each lOCJ.lt.e for the next stop In the correct.ional process. The 

length of stay at tho institution at the time of data collection 

': uas approximately roor to fivo ~ks. Diagnosis Is approached 

through extensive IntervilM3, review of the social hist.ory, and 

psychological testing. Tests rootinaly given are tho LtPI, 

lorge-Thorndike Intellicence Tests, Stanford Achievement Tests, 

the'Uinnesota Vocational Interest Inventory and II brief Santeooe 

Completion Form. Additlor~l testing Is at the discretion of the 

staff psycholoelst. Interviews are conciJct.ed by a psychologist, 

CI1SG't'1Orker, cler£Y!l1ln and teacher. Psychiatric consultation Is 

available for selocted cues. The inllllltes live in dormitories 
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undor tho suporvlalon of counoolors and, leas directly, security 

personnel. Tho counselorn mako regular log entries 00 ~ch irt­

~te's social adJustmunt and ~djustment to the discipline of 

dormitory Hvlng. About three ~(S fran ckItc of acinlsslon, 

eaoh staff IIlOWor involved in a caG() suoolts a written report. 

The case is th()(\ reviewod at n team cooferonco and rOCOOlOOncia­

lioos for placomerrt. nnd troatment ara developed. TIwoo racorn­

mendlUona snd tho sorvice reports 1Ir" oont to tho youth Con~r­

vatlon Ccf..llissionero, e board with tho ultimata leual authority 

and power of transfer in oacn caso. The COIlIl1isslon membera re­

view the writton Il1ltorisl, como to lflOC to Interviow the irmlte 

and take 'lotion on the ataff's reoomcndatlonc. 

The Comnlsslon<trs' action amounts t.e) a choice out of throe 

major placomont posslbi litolos. One of these la the I.Hnnerota 

state Reformatory at st. Cloud, tHnnesota. This Is eeoornlly 

considered to be tho roost severe aciiOl'l end involves II relatively 

lengthy period of incarceration under r:nx1liUl1 security controls. 

Eighty-five subjscta in tho research sar.1fJlo ware recomnended by 

staff for placornont at the Refomatory. Tho socond lnajor possi­

bility Is for transfer to tho Willow River Forestry Camp, an 

Institution with a more opon atmosphere and II GlOrtar rlay than 

et the Reformatory, usually about &CYeIl moths. Thirty-four sub­

jects received <l stolff rocomooi')dation for such e transfer. SI)Co" 

teen subjects In the scwple reoo(ved tho rolatively charitable 

Bill" 
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recoornondatloo for probation directly from L'nDC, the third major 

alternative. Youthrul Ofi'enders cen, under ruo conditions, be 

recorrrnended for tl'llnsfer to ca.':lp5 wi thin tho jWO!'li 113 system, 

Ilnd four subjects rooeived SU<:h a rocOl1ll1Ondation. Finally, for 

Iml.'ltcs considered to be In need of 11 montal hospital program, 

the staff can recor;mend transfer to supervision to the Depar-trMnt 

of Publio Vlelfare. n,ls transfer Involvos thl!i Llaximum Security 

Hospital at st. Peter, tlinoesou. Ono Inmate in tho !'"Ample YJaS 

recaioort'ded for such a transfer. In this case, hospital authori­

ties did not consider tho referral to be appropriate and ultimata 

disposition YoiaS to the Rerormtory.Comnlssion action is con­

sistent ~Ith staff recommendations in approxImately 9~ of all 

cases. 

Tho decisions as to ¥.hidl tests to ontor· into tho present 

analysis ware in $Ona instal'lces difficult and to an extent 

arbitrarj, althoueh, of courso, an atter.:pt was rrnde to e.xtlrclse 

Judgmoot 4nd discretion. It tias iC¥Orative, howsver, to limit 

the total nlJ1'ber of variabies since the 11 of 140 'UOuld not allow 

for selection of an excessively large nl..lmlx:r of Scalos. 

The L',PI was of paracoount interost. Tho three validity 

&oates, 1., .E; and ~, the ten cocmonly-used clinical scales, lia, 

12, 11¥, fl1. W:,f'.D., £1, ~ and Lal, as VRlll as Barron's (1953) 

¥i 
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Eco Strencth SOllIe u:.w, wore routinely GOOred and uood In this 

study. Of interest, hnve boon conaln flM'1 sellles derived throueh 

factor ANilysia (Bloci< 1965, Te11ee;on 1964, and Vlo1dl 1956). 

Analysis of full l~th r;ooles has in~riQbly resulted In the 

di acovery of tWo major souroos of variance wi thl n the Lf.P I. The 

first .factor has boon interproted in various ~yll, c.g., by Vo1m 

as a rooasuro of anxioty, by lingoes (\960) as Q r.~sure of gc.'1Cra1 

maladjustmont, and by Block as a n'lSllzuro of ~o resi I ionco. Irl'"' 

V09Ueat;~B MVO su£,£osied that the socond ClQjor factor represonto 

a d'imansion alternatoly considorod to 00 reprossive-o>q:>rossive by 

Welsh, rolated to Eyseocl<'s concept of extraversion I>;J Te!loean, 

and one of ego control by Blocl<. The parallels horo to Eysenck's 

nourotlclsn and extroversion dimensions and to tho 'Quay-Peterson 

unsociaUzecl--sociopathic nnd disturbed-neurotlc rati"l dimensions 

seem clear. In ordor to clarifY the errpirical. correlates of such 

factor- 6CI11es, ~lsh's A scale (\956) and Block's L.t:::Q or ~ 

seale (1964) were Included sa repreoontatlvo of the first factor. 

Welah's B scale (1956) end Block's ~ or ~ (1964) scale 

.re added as 1OOo'l5llres of the second factor. 

Although the first two factors aro dominant, factor ~Iytic 

IS.PI studios have repootedly identified an additional factor (a.e., 

Jacicson & I&lssick, 1962). This third dimension appears to be a 

tDaasure of IOOtiwtion to present Q sodall)' deoirable facade. 

liggins' (1965) Social Desirability Scalo (sg) and Cofer's (1949) 
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Positive Llatl~rlne Scale Ofa) are, alone with 1., positively 

loaded on this factor. ~ end !k1 YlUre scored and included In 

the data analysis reported here. 

I1tegI!rgoe'e il:tl scalo, ~ich was monHoned In the Introduc­

tory chapter, t.'as Glao includod In the analysis. Finally, Panton's 

Adjus'b:.ent to Prison Scale ~t also describod In the procodi"2 

chapter, III1S included as being pertlcularly appropriate for use 

In the present study. 
~. 

The InvestiE;'lUons of ~Irt o.nd Jacobson 4t tho LHnncsota 

state Prison stlrulated interest In the correlates of the Kuder 

Vocational Proference Rocord. Therofore, scores on the ~ sca!e 

and the ten interest scales (Outdoor, Llechanical, Coqxst.!UOMI, 

Scientific, PerSlJl1sive, Artistic, Literary, Llunical, Social Service, 

and Clerical) W!!Ira elso oblalnod In tho pres&nt GaIll'le. 

loree-Thorndike scores, the verbal ond non:-verbal Intel I 1-

gencG quotients, are routinely obtained from all subjects at LROO 

and .re Included 88 part of the basic descriptive Information on 

the subjects. 

Thus, '1 total of thirty-rive test veriables were inoorporated . 

In the study. 

Batina Scales god the adore 

Tha Peterson Problem Checklist hQS already been briefly do­

acribed. There are flrty-eight Itoms In the orl(1.inal scale. 
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Quay, for hie dell~ent o!lII1'le, dl~rdod twelve Items v.hldl 

hQdbeen checked in less than 10% of his &ample. For the present 

study, eleven additional items were disoarded, nar.:lDly those Yotaicll 

h4d their highest loadings on the amblfZl/'\Ul},and unreliable third 

Ii fector found in the delinquent salI1'le. Nine other items dllch 
I 

had clgnlfiaint l04dl"2s on more than one of the three factors 

waro' aho dropped. The Items that \1i8ro retained eolcn had IS 

loading of at least .41 onttlelr factor, with at least a diffe .... 

ence of .ro between this loading and loadings on the other fac­

tors. Twother items, "truancy frOID school" Ql'ld "doesn't know 

how to have !'un; behaves like a iittio adult," tiare finally diS"". 

c:;arded'Qs beine inappropriate to our subjects and probably 

irritating to raters. ,SeVeral of the itGmS tllich wa~e most 

n closely related to the third factor, and fltllch already had been 
il 
II eliminated, .lso fell In this category of inappropriate items. 

11 ~.terson'8 tnstruc;tlons were also .changed ~t to a I:IOro 

appropriate format for the presont subjects, e.g., "child" to 

"youth." 

The item eliminations resulted in a revised problem check 

list (PCl) of tY#anty-four itans. Fourteen of these ~re loadod 

on the un~iallzed-sociopathic factor in Quay's study of de­

linquents" and ten ware looded on the disturbed-neurotic factor. 

Th8sa Items, 610ng with their factor Joodings in Qoay's ~Iet 

aro proaented In Appendix A.l. 

b*5 
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In odditlon to the PeL, tNO other ratlna forms wore Includod 

\!l.llch Mire doslgned specifica'ily for this study. Tho flrot of 

theso, the Caseworker's Ratll"(; Scale (CRS), cont.!!\lns Hans of 1\ 

rather Inferential nnd abstl"llct nature. These I toms ".ere dorlved 

from caSlS filos in tho following mnnor. Files wore dra~Wl ran­

c:b:lly and statu.1Ol1ts ~rG taken frtxl'l caSO':iOrlcer's roty)rts until 

ten consocu!-Iva reports yielded no new ste.tanonts. Tlw only d~ 

parturo from random solectlon WI:IS the provi sion that Gach staff 

caseworker be ropresented by at least tf>';) reports In thill GSlrf>le • 
.f 

Eleven caS$\'JOrkers were represented in this SD.lrf>ling, covorina 

reports from 4S files. The stattr.lOOts wre then comblnod on tho 

basis of content similarity ~vor appropriate and rewritten 

, for the sake of ciarlty, al~ys in the terms most favored by the 

ca~rker6. In this manner, 32 distin...--l statemonts ware obtained, 

.11 of YAllch were IncorporatGd in the CaSOlllOrker's RIlti~ Scale. 

The CBS Is reprowcoq In Appondix A.2. 

Tho same goneral prOOQ<ilres ~re used b devolop the Group' 

Living RIlt,ll'I£ Scale (GLRS) tD be used by the counselors. Thesa 

items are more concrete thQn those of tho CRS and were based on 

observed behavior within the c:onfinos of the Institution. Tho 

only procedural difforence frern'those obserwQ In sa/'il'llng'the 

caseworkers' roports \laS that not ~ch collTH18lor could be Insured 

repre9Elntlltion In the itall1 $II4-ple bocauso of the laree nt.IIi>or of 

counselors e.,~loyed at moo. Thirty-riine files wero used in this 

:;iJ 
!~ __________________________ ...... ~ ...................... ------------~~~r 



~ , 
! 

.j 

d 
·1 

27 

~Ilne. The Hems obt.o.lned throllr,h Inspection of the fllos 

wore checked (I~aind Iln unpublished behavior r~tlna eoalo by 

Uondol dllch, VIlS dovelopod at the Minnesota state Rofonratory 

for lomon to insure that 'the bohevio(1l1 ~In VJ:lS Gdoquetoly 

covered. The 19 I tern GLf\S I s to be found I n Append I x A.3. 

'hila tho Pel Is t\ chcd~ list, tho format chCMO for tho 

CRS and GlRS Involved the use of a nine-point ratine 60.,10 for 

each of tho Hams. Tho nlne-"olnt COllIe IlIUs developed by Lorr 

at at. (\963), vA10 ooleotad ~.S anchor-e nino adverbs of degree 
I 

to tlOdify tho Homs. lorr end Cliff (1959) found that such ad-

verbs sen.'Od to "stretcl-l or OOlJPress tho Illl'.IIlni O£O of other worela 

liko Gdjectives." Lorr, s~rtins out with forty adverbs of cle­

aroa, arrlvod at nine vtllch wore roughly the 6t\IllO "di8~noon 

apel" 'Ioflen soaled by tho method of IlUCCOflS!VO Intervals. Tho 

nine adverbs arc: (t) Not Qt. all, (2) Very slient1y, (3) A 

littlo, (4) LUldly, (5) Lloooratcly, (6) Quite ~ bit, (7) Distinct­

ly, (8) Man(odly and (9) Extrerooly. 

In the present study, tr~ URDC counselors war& to provldo 

the rQtl~n on both the Pel and the GlRS. Tho Mlcs of these 

COtJn6$IOr8 Involvo dally direct supervision of the imlltea. Thay 

supervise general work aeslgrroonts, essist in rocreatioml activi­

ties and are f'osponsibl~ for dormitory cleanlinesilt dlocipline 

~ security. Although their jobs have l"'4lortant aspects of coo­

trol, they aro flI1COUl'll£Gd to stress tho coun90li"2 activltlu of 

'1 
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their VoQrk \Ihlen tholr title Implies. They IllIlnt4ln notos on 

&Sch Inmate'll bohcvlor and are Involved In toom dooielonll and 

recoosneodatlons. A hieh ecnool dlplOOlQ Is the only ed.Jeational 

requirement for this position and, in tho opinion of ~lls WTitor, 

thoy aro Q qui te heterogenoue group In terms of ablllty, ~sl­

tivltyand Interest in t.holr work as ",,11 ao aeo and drive for 

achl\MllllElflt and e~.tCtltloMI advancancnt. TvlO counselors filled 

out too ratlns fonns for ooch subject. No oounselor ~s Included 

8S a rater unless he had at 1~9t four v.ooeks of experience In 
" 

wor~l~ Yllth Youthful OffOl1oors and had IOOrked at loost throe 

,elght-oour sill ft's vii th tho &tJbjcct to 00 I'8too. The counoolors 

fillod out tho ratifl:: forms at the time they submittod tho I r 

anecdote I reports for st4ffing, nround throe to four lieeks aftor 

eaen subject.ls tirrlval. They \'Jt3ro, of course, lenorant of tho 

ratoo's test reaults et that tloo. A total of OOVOOt600 coun­

selors participated In the stuoy with t.hirty-fjvo combiootlons 

of counselors slhni t.t I ng I't'It.I ~S. 

The caeeoorkors, WlO provided ratincs on the CRS, have r~ 

sponsibillties similar to thooe of social workors in other 

Settlnas. CaSO'tlOrkers at lROO rust have II Bacholorls DeIt.1ree 

(in no spec I fied fiel d) and they IiIro suparvi sed by an I.lStV. Three 

caseworkers 'ilerll Involved In the ratings. Tm _re in th3 process 

of' obtaining tholr ~ Degrees at tho tiroo of t.ho ratil'l(ls, and 

tho third had recently obtained a L'Qster'G Dearoo In Theol~. 
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All WlDr. e»cperlenood In thol r Jobs. Each CQS(!VA:),rlcor fl lied out 

the CRS eftar IleVGral i~terviO'il9 with tha GubJ<:et, prior to 

wrltlna his regular &ervice roport. By that tlC'l8, the oa~rker 

Would have 6tudled the Prosentenoo Investigatlorl, a report witten 

by state parole Ilgcnts for tho court, presenting such information 

8S the nature of too offonse, past delinquent history, DOCiel and 

oducatl~~1 adjun~nent, f~~ily backuround and vocational experl-

enoe. 

Tho preoont invosti2<ltor, functioning as III staff psycnolo-
• ...l • 

gist, obtained the same basic Information throuch interviews 

and the Preoontence Investigation, and rated each of the 140 sub­

jects on the eRS GO that it would be possible to estimate inter­

rater reliability. ileither tho caseworkers nor the Quthor had 

test infonnation avai lable at the tim of the ratings. 'hila 

ordinarily a good cIoa', of informal conversation Is exchanged boo­

t.en oase'M)rkers, counselors, and psychologists in the proooss 

9' evalUlltlon, ~inn-and, I foel, st1coossful-tltt~te wore made 

-to restrict 6UCh ~nioation about tho recoorch StJbjecls prior 

to the ,time of the ratings in ordor to maintain independence of 

juc:Vnont • 

11th ali raters, C6SG't.\:)rkers a.s \\/all as counselors, brief 
,," . 

discussions or c:Omnon pitfalls of ratings were held~ $.dt diffi­

Culties ae errors of leniency, errors of central tendency, ~ 

halo effects were menUOI1E'I<l. II n ;: 
i i !~,!.~' 
11'1 

_______ lIIIIIIIIIl.I ________ ;.....-___ "':"""O ______ ~ ___ _____1J 
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The first task \U~~ tl) reduce the information conbi~d In 

the r~tlnaG to workable proportions and to cl~rify tho Intern~l 

structure of the ratings. Each of .140 subjects hl.ld been rated 

by two rators on the seventy-five items contained in the three 

rating scales. Tho following step:; ware undertakeI'll 

A. MOans, standard deviations, and inter-rater reliabIlity 

coefficients II.Ore calculated for each 1t;\)!'J. The more 

ynrellable items wore dhcarded. 

B. For OElch raUng scale, the rcmainl~ items were factor 

analyzed in order to reduce tho nUllber of vari'1bles by 

replacing scores on the 75 single Items by scores on a 

redJced nLr!1ber of" factor scalos. 

C~ Inter-rator rellablBtles and interMI consistency c0-

efficients of the factor scalos WGre determined. 

The factor scores obtained for each etibJect were In 

tum factor analyzed in order to determine InterSCllle 

relatlonships. 

The relatlonahips between test ciata and the rating data 

( ... Ich at this point to8re expressed In factor scores) 

ware e;'CQmlned. Correlation coefficients VAare choson to 

represent thell& relationships. Cohen (1965) has pointed 

out tho advantages of rela,tionshlp statistics in studies 

" eudl as this. Correlation coeffici9!'lis, unlike I-values 

" . 

""\ 
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and .E-raUos, dlrcclly expr86s th61 stcn\b of. 

relatlonllhip and 61'e conooquently 1&8s easily mis­

lntcrpnlted. 

The rosults of tho analysis outlined ",bo\lo will be presontod 

In the followinc cMpter. 
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CHAPTER III 

I'£St.US 

The nlGns &."\d standard oovlatlons of scores on the 35 test 

variables are presented In Appendix B.I. Tho r6<ldcr will note 

that the moan vero.d IQ llS moasured by tha Lorge-Thorndike for 

this Ganllie is 99.57 and the moon non-vorbal IQ is 104.65. For 

tho LIP I ~'the ooat'l coded profil 0 of K correctod score3 Is 

4t~ - ~ I F-+l./~ For ecoros without the K correction, 

tho moan profile is coded 4'~ - :zaJ 501 I t-Kl/. 

Anjllysj s of patines 

Descriptive, !ata. lloons and stanoord d..wi41tions of tho 

Pa.. It.oms are presented in Table I. Item rellabilitles 'LQre not 

cxq>Uted on the PI:l... Reliabllitic9 of tho Pel factor scales are . , 

roported in a subsequent socHon of thi" chapter. 

Ueana, standard deviations, and interrnter reliability co­

.fflcients ror tho 19 items of Ule GlRS are given in Table 2. 

The reliability eoorficlents of the slnale Itams are not hi~), 

ranging rrca .16 to .45. Only items with an interrater relia­

bility of .35 or greatar _ro retained for subsequent analysis; 

this meant the elicination of nine items. It should be noted 

that the CIII!Iim$ of about half of the items are quite loVi. Theeo 
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TABLE I 

&Jeans and StMdard Dcvhlt10ns ror the 24 It«ilS or tho Rovlsod 
Problem Check list 

(Items oro to be round in Appondlx A.I) _ .. .."... .,.= .. ... 
Itera 1Jen. ... 'S~ndard ~llltion 

I .31 .51 
2 .29 .049 
3 .59 .53 

./ 4 .25 .44 
5 .53 .50 
6 .68 .54 

7 .60 .53 
8 .40 .41 
9 .70 .53 

10 .32 .41 
II .12 .32 
12 .39 .ro 
13 .40 .53 
14 .35 .61 
15 .21 .33 
16 .14 .32 
17 .~ .37 
18 .20 .34 

19 .24 Q34 
20 .16 .35 
21 .15 .32 
22 .41 .43 
23 .24 .35 
24 .-15 .49 

P"I.n 
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TAfl..E 2 

!.lcJans, S~ncbrd Deviations, lind Int.errater Rol ilablllly Coofficioot.!:i 
for the 19 Items of the Group Livil'l{t P:!t1ng Sealo 

1 •• • P5ee'VCi'71....,....,..m...~""....mz, I'i ~"lWIlf':"'Pl1.~ 

Standard RoliQbilit~ 
Item lloon tcvi::tlon Coofficlen 

I 5.32 1.75 .41 
2 5.64 1.11 .:{l 
3 4.34 1.93 .16 
4 .f 1.89 1.34 .39 
5 5.82 1.96 .26 
6 2.05 1.49 .45 
7 4.95 1.20 .36 
8 1.72 1.33 .'Z7 
9 3.16 1.66 .40 

10 4.86 1.82 .32 
II 2.82 1.72 .21 
.2 5.45 2.02 .31 
13 2.47 1.72 .17 
14 1.98 1.48 .38 
15 4.80 1.70 .36 
16 5.16 2.01 .32 
17 1.81 I.~ .~ 
18 2.14 1.72 .16 
19 2.10 I.~ .~ 
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Itow~, In other words, were raroly applicable and their ccore 

distribution. are quite skewad. 

Interrator,rellobility coeffiolents, means, and standard 

deviations for the thirty-two Items of the ens are presented In 

Table 3. 

Four reliability coefficients ~ro presented for each iteml 

too correlQtions between the ratlr\2!l of the caoo\A)rkers and thi s 

wrltor, computed separately for the throe sub~les rated by 

tho ca_'~korG, and, In tho riMI colwn, the Intorrater reo­

llllbility coofflolent of 6Ilch Itan, computed for the total earrplo. 

These ovwall coefficients are r.tore encourae1nc thln those of the 

GlRS Itow.$, raIl2lng 'from .23 to .75. Acaln, the roore unreliable 

Items ~ ... e discarded. lith.35 Qgain as Qn arbitrary stanoord, 

this meant 1:\ 106s of six Iterns from tho CRSo Only one Item, 

nunber 29, Is markedly skewed. This item deals, with montal ill­

ness, .and all raton came to tho conclusion that It VoQ6 rarely 

appllcablo In this population, 60 that the middle and uppor ranges 

of tho rating sealo waro rarely applied. 

a Faetor Analyses of the Rating Scale I\.ems. It was antlcl-

11 pated that the results of' the factor analysis of the ratings would 
Jl 
!I P bo consistent with the results of Quay's wrk with the checklist 
I ! end the goneral theory of Eysenck. rector analyels of the Items 11' 

, in eec:h raUI'\i1 seal'e YIIlS aCCOllllllshed using the University of ~ 

,I ij 

\ j ~ 
l I ______________________ ._ .. _____________________ ~I",Jl 
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Item 
No. 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

to 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 

. ~-'1:"'':,":;. >~--";", 

TASlE 3 

I.!eens, StandJrd Davlatlons end Interl'l!br 6,ellebi lity Coeff'lclenb 

for the 32 Items of thl) caae\~rker'o Ratil'l2 Scale 

Rol hlblllt{ 
Coefficion 

Ro\iability 
Coefficient: 

Bel!abilit{ 
Coofficien 

Std~ Rt1tere 1-4 Ratera 2-4 Rators 3-4 
fAeln !lev. (N • 89) (N - 35) (N .. 16) 

4.46 1.46 .42 .53 .55 
5.74 1.57 .20 .. 31 .5.S 
4.72 1.57 .53 .:r7 .34 
4a 95 1.43 .40 .32 .59 
3.96 1.62 .55 .43 .89 
5.81 1.54 .4Q .58 .62 
5~65 1.33 .33 .22 .22 
4.71 1.54 .56 .6~ .75 
5.46 1.29 .27 .38 0 64 
5.40 1.41 .51 .09 .40 
5.79 1.23 .43 • .05 .38 
5.97 1~35 .49 4" •. j .43 
4.96 1.91 .76 .77 .80 
5.95 '1.31 .46 .72 .36 
5.51 1.46 .29 .63 .76 
5.:r7 1.42 .49 .45 .59 

. - .. -,.~. --
----.-"",- ... - ...... ".:..-"'.~-'"... 

Ibliabi Ii ty 
CoefficIent 
Raters 1,2, 

3-4 
(N • 140) 

.46 

.28 

.51 

.41 ~ .56 

.50 

.23 

.54 

.35 

.39 

.35 

.45 

.75 

.41 

.44 

.48 
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TAfl.£ 3 (Conti nued) 

Uoanst StandDrd DeYl.tlona end Interrater Rell~bll!ty Coefficients 

for the 32 Iterns or tho ~.seY'IOrl<or"lS Rntlllil Soots 

r..ell~b!llt{ 
Coofflcioo 

RoHL\bi li~ 
Coofficie. 

flelIQbllit{ 
eoorfic!oo 

Roliabi lit{ 
Coofficlen 

Item std. PAter!! 1-1 P.abr!! 2-1 Rdon! ~ Rator!! I, 2, 
No. t.IoGn DcJv. (N - 89) (N • 35) (N ::: 16) 3-4 

(/J • 140) 
17 5.62 1.32 .40 .'Z1 .17 .33 
18 5.00 1.63 .20 .21 .42 .7.7 
19 5.32 1.46 .55 .47 .44 .45 
20 4.53 1.44 .45 .34 .48 .41 
21 5.31 1.40 .51 .48 .45 .!lJ 

~ 22 4.55 1.53 .60 .'Z7 .50 .51 
23 4.03 1.51 .54 .42 .66 .52 
24 4.17 1.48 .33 -.01 .33 .23 
25 4.26 1.40 .48 .55 .52 .55 
26 4.61 1.47 .48 .36 .43 .42 
27 4.41 1.29 .46 .29 .14 .44 
28 4.54 1.27 .56 .!lJ .64 ,,55 
29 1.89 .• 91 .69 , .16 .56 
3) 5.77 1.37 .29 .17 .66 .29 
31 5.08 2.12 .74 .60 .50 .fil 
32 5.23 1.61 .34 .24 ".58 .32 
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llinneoota'. electronic computer system. Each analysis l1li19 pro­

Eramno<! so as to bo lIG coi"\Slst.ent lIS possible with Qwy's oot.hods. 

Quoy l\rwaly%Od his data by ~nSl of the principal wdG I<JOthcd uslflQ 

tho sqJarod r.Jltlple correlation as the ~1T.lJnalii:Y estic:to, 

rotating orthogonally accordlnc to K.Qlsor's Varlr.JtlX criterion 

(19:8). Tho 10\'~r limit. of elgon v~lue~ Ql10wd ~s .40. There 

oomo procedures VAlrG fe II owed here. 

Fact.or loadil~9 for the (tOOlS of t.ha Pel are prfi:.sootod In 

Table 4. Jt WlS e»<poetod that. this analysi:: vlOUld roylicnt.e 

Quay's results In producing two clSjor facta', 

Althouch flVG factore omoreed, ~ first t~ factors did 

4~unt for 79% of the Vllrlanoo. The first factor contains fiiS­

nificant loadincs on only t.;e unsociallZGd-soclopathlc itOCls In 

Quay's analysis (items I, 2, 4, 8, 10, t-\~ 16, 18. 19, 2), 21 

and 24), albeit loadOd in the negat.ivo direction, and is cl(erly 

• reproduction of QU/)y's first fact.or. LikEl'Hieo, tho socond fac­

tor (it.ems 3, 5, 6, 7, 9, 13 and 17) cloorly replicates Quay's 

dlsturbed-neurotlc dimension. 

Tho third factor to omer£o Is h1eh1y nrrbiiUous. It &hares 

it.em 13 wit.h factor II, and hall only t~ unique items, 12 and 14, 

e::.oh with high OOL..at!ve loodi~8. Itelll 13 tlla retained as iii fac­

tor II Itom for further analysis and Items 12 and 14 were discarded. 

factor IV is represont.ed by an int.ere3tiOfl group of lt€r.la. 

1m Items, S and IB, are 111&0 loaded on Factor t, althou£h in II 
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TflEl.E 4 

Varlllli!X Factor Leading MGtrlx for Revloed Problem Check LIllt 
<., 

&:actJU -.... 
Factor FacioI' FacioI' Factor 

Item II ' III IV 

I. Attentl~l!IeOkh'llh sM\'I-Off behavior -.806 -.JJ4 -~O18 -.036 

2. Dlsruptivenes!lj tendency to e;:lnD'j and 
bother othero -.'077 -.228· -.088 -.084 

3. Feolln£s of Inferiority .116 .7?JJ .156 .142 

4. BoisterOlJ~es; rowdlnose -.848 -.3JO -.081 .012 

!3. Proocoupatlonj "In _ world of his o\Wl" .069 .736 .026 .241 

6- 9lYOOtlG, bn3hfu I noM .253 .7fJ7 -.063 .091 

7. Social wlthdrm'lIll? proforenoe 'for 
wlH--ery e!ctlvltlea .125 .826 -.092 .129 

8. 9lort I!IHenHoo srsn -.568 .035 -.163 .423 

9. tAi~ of sel f-confidenoe .143 .650 .... 23) .176 

10. I MHenti venaes to ¥.hat others SlAy -.718 -.005 -.134 .374 

11. Fighting -.564 -.072 .018 -.080 

Facior 
'v 

.106 

-~O52 

.096 

.006 

.119 

-.142 

-.131 

.072 

-.162 

-.013 

-."103 

' h2 

:780 

.882 

.715 

.827 

-.198 

.717 

.746 

.541 

.613 

.676 

.493 

"':"-"7:""~~,~ 

~ 

t 
t 

I 
11 
1 
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Tl\Bl£ 4 (Continued) 

V~rlmax Factor LOQdlnc Matrix f~r Revised Problem Check List 
... !- M === .... 

F{!Ictor F~ctor F&ct.or tt\ctor FQclor ,,2 
Item I II III IV V 

12. lllziness In S<'hool and In porfo~noe 
of other tasks -.269 • 013 -.793 . .363 -.063 .841 

13. Anxiely, chronio £CflOrlll rQllrflJlnesa .059 .413 -.644 -.120 .136 .623 

14. Irreoponclbllity, unclepondQblllty -.405 -.024 -.805 .239 -.059 .874 

15. Exoanel vocklydrOMlI ~ -.118 .294 -.015 .622 ~146 .513 

16. Dloobodlonoe, difficulty In 8 
dlQOipllnary control -.863 -.060 -.053 .054 -.1"57 .009 

17. Ocproeslon, dlron!o 8lldl'less .089 .613 .053 .248 .3)0 .5111 

18. Uncoopa.-.Uvene9S In £roup altuatlonps -.'575 .024 -.058 .472 .013 .016 

19. Distractlhi lity -.645 .084 -.252 .313 .002 .600 

20. r~Hvls;n, tendency to do the oppoelht 
(.\ met is requested -.826 -.031 -.076 .162 -.032 .746 

• 
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TABLE 4 (ConU".~) 

VQrlmax Foetor Loading Matrix for Revised Problam Cheek LI3i 

Fnctor Foctor Flleter Faetor 
It. I II III iV 

Ill'9CI"t I nenoe J _ue l!'lltO!) -.765 -.171 -.093 .172 

Slumtlflhnmls, lothQr~ -.183 .216 -.165 .7% 

Drowsiness -.114 .'81 -.134 .700 

Profnne. 1nl'l2l11l1l8, 8\'eQrlng, curell'l2 -.552 -.333 -.080 .120 

G 

•• __ -C~ __ ~.~ 

FlJctor h2 
V 

-.051 .724 

-.107 .701 

.036 .614 
A; -

~324 .545 
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noeatlw dlr&etion. Three Items (15, excessive daydreaming; 

22, Gluggl shnoss, lethargy; and 23 droVfflinoss) aro clearly loaood 

on this factor alono. Thooo throo iteme were repreoonted in the 

disturbed-oourotic dimonnlon· in Quay's Qnalysl~. Although a fae-

tor scale containing only three items is rather short, tho docisicn 

¥/as mado to includs these items (IS a separate factor scaio in 

further analysis. They do appGar to represent a clear-cut dilOOO-

Factor Vis represented by only one itOOl) nLrnber 11, but thi s 

item had a Meher load1nc on the firat factor and UiS therefor,! 

included as a Factor I itOOl. 

Thus throe clear factors emerged. Factor I is, a.cain) Quay's 

unsoclaliZGd-~iopathic dimension. Twa I VEl of its original ito:ns 

remain, as two t.'ere lost to the third factor. For cont'inued 

analysis, factor IV4dlngs ware revereOd to mak~ this dimenslon 

diroctly <XX'iparablo to Quay's. Factor II is 'now represented by 

a seven-item scale, with three of its othor oriclnal items now 

considered to be representative of tho new Factor IV apathy-

withdro.v.eJ. 

Factor loadings for the GlRS Items are contained in Table 5. 

Three factors emerged. These are not directly comparable to the 

Quay dimensions. The first factor, vllich has three clearly loaded 

Itcr:19 (4, 6 and 14), ci2ht be tormed "ener2(ltic attention-seeking." 

The second factor is represented by items I, 2, 7 and 15, all 
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TAa.E 5 
'., 

VerlrmlX Feotor Loading Metrhc for the Group Living Rating Sc.de 

Fector Factor Factor h2 
Item I II III 

I. A good ~rker, showing Initiative, Industry 
end 11 9OnSl1 of rosponeiblli ty., -.172 -.792 .039 .658 

2. Neat and clean, with good habits of pGrooml 
hy£lene. -.375 -.522 -.002 .413 

4. -A pest, esldng for epeel!!l fevors, ~lng the Ao 
_ staff wi th special requests. .711 .078 -.034 .602 w 

6. Loud end boisterous - you always know hoi/a 
around .785 .200 -.431 .842 

7. Liked end 4lCCePted by the ~ther Il"IIIIates. -.175 -.564 -.225 .399 

9. Socially wIthdrawn, 11 loner. , -.166 .263 .04 .462 

14. II shO\ll'"Off, trying to eeln recognition end 
ettention throuah br~ing or horseplay. .744 .334 -.347 .785 
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TAU 5 (Continued) 

Varlmax Factor loading Matrix foV' the Group Living Rstlng ScIlla 

Fector Factor Factor h2 

Item I II III 

15. One dlo responds poslUwtr to correction, 
instruction and construct w criticism. -.001 -.787 .132 .643 

1"(. A non-c:onromlst, Ignoring or resisting :t 
rules end regulations. .601 .462 -.204 .616 

19. Given to w1eer or profane lal'l£UIl£EI, even 
after b0lna reprimanded. . .368 .348 -.620 .. 641 
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with nElSaUvo 10000dlngs, and appearfl to refer to III dimension of 

"nogGtlvh:m." The third factor, represented only by ituns 9 

Qnd 19, Ie not at all clear. Subjects with high scores hore 

are socially withdrawn and do not orten use profanity, quito 

possibly as e function of their limited verbal output .• 

The first toso factors here each appear to be related to 

Quay's unsociallzed-soclopathlc factor, d1l1e the third Is possi­

bly a miniature representation of the disturbed-neurotlc dimen­

sion. tt wi II bo recalled that nino of the orlglnat GlRS Horns 

ware dl searOOd 'as being too unreliable. Perhaps these unre1iebly 

rated Hams v;ould have more clearly represented tho two enUcl­

pated dimensions, particularly the neurotlo-dlsturOOd f4ctor. 

The two-Item third faotor \\BS not Considered in further 

an.llysis. The first two facu,rs, although not well reprcsent~, 

ware included. 

The results of the factor analysis L:f tl~ eRS aro presented 

'In Table 6. Here 'the results «Ire quite consl~tent with the results 

of the 8.n.aly~is of the PeL. Although eeven factors emerge from 

the analysis, the first two aocount for ~ of the comoon varlenoe. 

The first factor, represented by items 5, 6, 8, 12, 13, 14, 15, 

16, 21 and 25, eppears to be a coUnterpart of Quay's unsoclalized­

sociopathic factor. The second factor, ",presented by items 4, 

9, 10, 17, 28 and 29, can reasonably be cor~sldered an extension 

of Quay's dlstufbed.neurotlc dimension. 



TASLE 6 

V~rllll!U( Fector Loading Matrix f'o'r the CGseworker's Rating SCIlIle 
.0., 

'itiU 

Fector Factor Factor Factor Factor Factor Factor f:2 
Item I II III .IV V VI VII 

1. PleaSlSnt and pereoooble, 
possessing good oociol skill .. -.244 -.111 .804 .211 -.198 .098 .103 .82~ 

3- PeG8lve and apet.heUo, 
~reeponsl Ye .043 .083 -.776 .137 -.086 -.068 -.206 .EB4 

4. ''Nervous'' - tenoe end 
epprehenl3ivo -.245 .533 -.105 -.152 -.209 -.359 .155 .575 

5. Overtly hostile - bolllr.rent, 
". 
~ 

demondlna, dlsreapectfu • .606 ·.248 -.215 -.445 ..202 .211 -.057 .761 

6- Lacking in apprOpriate feellnao 
of Euilt or remorso. .734 -.136 .018 -.m ,,268 .m -.223 .soa 

Be Slick, suporficlol and uMBow, . 
an opportunistic manipulator. .484 .018 .564 -.044 .144 .~6 -.m6 .675 

9. Easi Jy upoet wi ttl ahai..1' emotional 
control - moody. .169 .809 -.056 -.032 .043 -.119 .011 .703 

10. Unharr with himself, holding hi .. 
eelf n low estO«ll .... feelings 
of Inadequacy. -.037 .518 -.190 .162 -.114 -.657 -.041 .778 

." :--,.::~.::..~.:.:::,:. -::-....:~":...:,..:.2";:_y. 
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I- TABlE 6 (Continued) 
l 

. VsrlllmCfsctor loading r.~trlx for the Caseworker·. ~Una Scale i 
i 

II •• 
Factor Factor Fector Factor Factor Factor Factor h2 

Item I II III PI V VI VII 

U. Unham with the 'IJOrld, fecI Ina 
vlctlml2'Jf)d~ purilod-eround end 
treated un elrly • .369 .419 -.115 -.512 .274 -.168 -.118 .705 

.. 
12. IrroepOnslblot\nd undeporldllblo, not . 

rnoeUng receonable e>q>ec:tatlona. .814 .008 -.048 .055 .152 -.189 .034 .728 

13. Criminally sophisticated, wise In 
the methodolonr of. crime end ego 
involved In crllil!r1Ql actIvity. .S41 -.053 .113 .126 .259 .166 .127 .849 ~ 

14. Conoemed largely ebout short rGI1g8 
goals, theneeda of the. moment.. .825 -.104 -.039 -.011 .132 -.243 -.173 .199 

15. Lac:l<i"l.l In "awilable anxiety," \ 

seeing no need to ~. .511 -.:rz1 -.193 -.223 .216 .373 -.379 .849 

16. Resentful of authority, rUles 
end rostrictlons. .729 .092 -.133 -.388 .. 240 .295 -.039 .854 

17. Conoernl6d, elf.houd\ not neoeaoarlly 
at Q COIleclOuB lewl f about m&9OtJ"O 
Ilnlty, with hie dlf lcultloe In-
volving "lMlJcullno provl""," 
behavior. .0:28 .718 .050 .~6 -.156 .143 -.154 .687 
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TADLE 6 (Continued) 

Var:'1IQ)( f.atot' L~dlnrz L\:ltrhc. for th& Ce!lC!W\')~er'. RIIlU~ Scalo 

Feotor fl\ctor fliotor F4ctor foator FGator FQotor 
2----

h 
I tan I II III IV V VI VII 

19. A ROf'l8rally inqdoqueto follow, UMble 
to cope wi th II fe' e dennnd!l and 
expeot.\lti Dna. -.064 .134 -.328 .099 -.017 -.634 "".~5 .617 

20. L!alntelnl~ emoHonql ties with his 
f~lIy, II leEls! some medlers. -.293 .009 .025 .032 -.85) -.126 -.007 .826 

21. Involved In "thrill eeoklng" - II 
taste for da~r, e)GOit~t 
and ''Ie i eke. It .761 .183 .05) -.070 .039 .172 -.043 .654 

22. f.:Qlnbdnlfl(l positive attitudes of 
I!Iffoction snd rospect towards his 
mother (or mother surrogate).. -.Z>4 .040 .001 .012 -.798 .026 -.023 .. 682 

23. Uslntelnlng positive ettltuOas of 
effcotlon cnd roopeot tov~rds hie 
father (or fathor ourroeQte). -.2£H .015 -.037 .163 -.690 -.049 .002 .:e6 

25. Uaintainlna .11 value oyotem conolot-
ont with conventional, mlddlo-clsoo 
ot4.ndardo (rocardina 1500001, II.crk, 
fJe)C1JQ1 behovlor, tEflTJOrlince, etc) -.712 .169 .135 .15) -.332 .m -.034 .. 731 

& 
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TABLE 6 (Continued) 

VarllllUC Factor toadlnntlQtrlx for tho CQee'M)ncor'e ~tI~ Scale 
, ... , 
z , 

h2 factor facior Factor Factor facior Factor Facior 
Item I " III IV V VI VII 

25. AccepUng of his correctioMI status 
-- such I!I!IHers St! 'fCC CCKmIi tment, 
violation, institutionalization, 

.061 -.135 ~.O67 Gtc. -.216 -.027 .776 .173 .706 

Z1. It'nsUtutl()f'lQliz~dlt -- most c0m-

fortable \\hen undor InsUtuHoncl 
control. ,.Z73 .2% -.13£ .512 .159 -.m -.266 .595 

28. A Gocial misfit, unpopular with his " 
~ 

pears, inapt In social oltuatlono •• 0iS .595 -.413 .057 -.102 -.265 -.316 .707 

29. DGnonotratinn pocullllr end i cloo-
licratio benQVior end ideation . 
, loh fa dl fffoult to COITl'rohond 
from CI "nornill" frll.l1lG of rcfor-
onco -- mentally dluturbod, 
"crazy." -.121 .475 -.015 .023 .124 -.064 .150 .283 

310 Involved in tho e~lve or in-
a~roprlote uoo of alcohol to tho 
c ent that it Is en important 
foctor in his 800lel difficulties •• 059 -.011, -.123 -.063 -.017 -.070 - • .trZl .210 
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The rell'f3lnlng rive factora are of lesSOf' -lfr4>Ortl1n¢e and 

verylng deireea of psychological ooMolveMSSJ Factor III eh4res 

Item 2B with Factor II end It~ 8 with Faclor I anJ appeura to be 

• dlmenSllorl of &)cial grace. Ita two exclusive Items were net 

conslderod In further .Mlysls. Factor IV m.ar&s one Itam, 5, 

with Factor I. This item, taken In eooJunction with throe more 

exclusive items. suggesb 11 dimension of passive accept<9nco of 

Institutlonallzatlon. This faotor tAls elsa dlscerdad. Three 

itoms, 20, 22 and 23, all have high negative loadings on Factor 

V. These haw clearly to do wlt.h f&mlllel relotionshlps. These 

. Items were retained and the factor n&mOd "negative family rela­

tionships.1t Factor VI Is represented by only two Items; one of 

these, It~n 19, loaded on Factor II as w1l. The items seeaI to 

represont a dimension of adequacy and apprecilltlon,of self-worth. 

Fector VII hae only one loadirtZ of any m.,onltude, this on the 

Item d&ali~ with excessive drlrlklne. Both Factor VI end Factor 

VII were dl searOOd. 

The result of those fector analyses, therefore, has been the 

rec1Ictlon of saventy-fi va Items to eight factor scales from the 

.three raUng ~les. These factor scales are: Factor I CRS 

(unSoclall:ed-8oclopathlc), Factor II CRS (disiurbed-neurotic), 

Factor V ens (nogatlve femlly relationships), Factor I GlRs 

(energetic attention-SC$klng), Factor II GU~S Cn82atlvl am), 

Fector I PCl. (disturbed-neurotlc) and Factor II PCl (a~thy-
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withdraWal). 

In Append,x B.2., for +po sake of clarity, the Items of the 

.laM-factor scales are liated \filth their loadings on their "o~" 

factor. For the Pel Items, the lowe.t loading I •• 413 for the 

"anxloty" item, and tho smallest difference bet~ loadings of 

the two factors on one 41nd the same I tern Is 8 di ffel'GnCs of .365 

for Factors II and IV on the "depression" Itsn. For theGLRS 

items, the lowest is -.522 fOr" the "neet. and clean" item, and 

the smaliest loading dirferenca is .147 between Factors I end II 

on that Item. For the CRS, the 100000st lo.adlng is .475 for the 

"pecuJlllr bohllvior" Item. Tho closest two 1000dlngs, differing 

by .351, are foond for Factors n end V on that Item. 

Interrater Reliabllitles 41nd Internal Consistency Coeffl­

clenta for the Factor Scales. Each eubject was then scored on 

eight factor scsles, Viicft r~leoed the origl~l seVenty-five 
.' ", 

separate itsns. Each factor aeore was obtained by slq,ly sun-

1111,,£ &l subJect'. scores on ell Items 8lislgned to e particular 

f~tor ,score. Scoring had to Oe reversed on one neg3Uvely 

loaded Hem of Factor I CRS for the ~e of consistency. Item 

scoring was .160 reversed for aU Items included In Factor I PeL 

ror the &Gke of consistency of direction of pathology e. high 

ICOrG now Indicating greater sociopathy) and for F.ctor II GLRS. 
. . 

• hlQh score now IndicaUna greater negaUvlem. 



The lnlerrater rellabllit!es of tho elght-ractor 8C111lflS ere 

presented in Table 70 Those coeffici!ll1ta obtained on the Pel. ware 

still not lr'i'rellr.lvQ by "bllOlute eUlndards, but ~re quito 

fllvorably \tHh the inbrrater rellsbll i ties found in (uay's study 

end not aty~joql of ratings In ceneral. Included In Table 7 are 

the Interreter reliClbility coofriclonts 0.0., the correlations 

between the raU~s of tho t\lot) raters), IllS well as t.he Spearu18n· 

BrOY.fl corre-::t.ecl velues Yllich (lst.i~Ul 'ilia reliability of the 
-, 

ratings obtained by svoraginet the jud£ments of tho two faters. 

~surss of reliability of a dirferent sort are glvon in the 

coefficients of internal consistency in Table 8. Since ell Inter­

Hero correlations \'/ere knovK1, these coefficients wero obtained by 

IlUbsUtutil1£ tho average Intaritem correlation within a given 

8Calo for the ~ff'iclent of reI labll H.y (rtt) In the Spo«Irman­

Brov.n formul~. with U 4SqUa: !o tho nunber of Hems. This eives 

• I-ough but usable ClOQSUr8 of consl,iltency (Gull ford, 1954). By 

this estimrate, all scales demonstrate adnlrable Int.ernal consist:-­

enc:y. The discrepancy betti\Xln tho high internal c:onsisten..-y c0:­

efficients 4nd the moderate 'nterrator reliability coef'ficients 

Il.I£2esta the intrusion of a h&llo offoct In tho ratings. The 

Implications of our finding~ conoorning reliability will ba fur­

ther considered in conjunction with tho validity data in the next 

c:heptor. 
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TASlE 8 

Coefficients of Internsl Consistency 
ror the Eight Factor Scales 

, 
.factor Sea!e Cooffloiont 

I CRS .98 

tlCAS .92 

VCRS .B6 

I Q..RS .88 

II GlRS .85 

I Pel .98 

"Pel .96 

IV Pel .81 

*sS£!S4i£$!i. ZL_ 
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Factor Analysis of the F'actor Scales. The soorQs used tn 

thl. GMlyslo _ra obtained by ever~l~ the ratlnae of thG two rl 

i' raters. ~ !ipeQrmanoo8roWl corrected wlllea indicated In Table Ii 
7 are therefore epproprlo.to hore. Inspection of thoso valuos Ii 
llUGCfIsta that the ff.lcto:, scales wero rollable enouch (with the r 

!i 
exception of I~ Pel) to w::!rrsnt the racUlr analyslo exploration ? 

f; 
of sources of ea:mon varlnrlO.;\ to bQ dascribed in this sootion. l' 

j' 
The mecna, standard dov!=t!~e, and Intercorrelatlono for it 

" the elrlit fector 6lCa I 01) ere presented in Tablo 9. I twill bo il 
lJ 

noted that, orthogoMI axIs rotation notwithst.;lndina, there are !1 
;<' 

sane positive relationships between scalee rrom the same analy- I'~ 
I; 

als. Tho relationships betwec:n the more behavioral and the roore /; 

lnforel,Uel scales of "sociopathy" and "neuroticism" ero quite f; 
Ii 

roodent aHhough ell in the expected dlrectiOl.. It is apparent ' Ii 
thet the different domains covered by the bo eeta of raters I : 

)
'1 ... IttU. r.l.ted. Ii 
Ii TheN relationships are doo-onstrated aallin In the results t~ 

II of tho ractor analysis of the f.ctor GOales, prasonted in Table Ii 
1\ 10. Hero tVoO factors clearly emerge tItId account for 9~ of the Ii 
1\ tab I eMws the I I I ~ ii CCIIlIlIon varlanoe. As tho e , PQ. sea es c ear Y !i 

1

11 Cllllergo QfS IIIllrker variables. The first of the second order fso- .1'; 

tor. ·Ie defined by the sociopathic factor of tho PCL, with high . 
d I .[1 
I ~,: loadings on the two Il..RS factors and 8 loading of .393 on the ,l 

soclopathlo fact,or of the CRS. The second of the eecond order

rr 

II Ii 
II f:: 

l~i_ ~ _ ... _____________________ --1i.'i: 

--------------------------------...... ~,~~. 
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TA8l.E 9 

hns, standard Dl!lvlaUons end 'nte~oorrelaUons for' the Elaht FQctor Scales 
'hA-

Std. 
factor Moon Dsv. I CRS " CRS VCRS I GlRS· J I GLRS I Pel tlPel IV Pel 

I CRS 53.32 1l.45 .- -.118 .502 .220 .m .~4 -.245 .032 

It CAS 27.92 5.54 -.167 -.021. .042 -.O~ .220 .023 

"-~ V CRS J6.?1 3.92 .059 .082 .071 -.131 .03) 
f 

I Q..RS 5.94 3.96 . .330 .828 -.3.30 .007 

II. GtRS 19.38 4.63 .578 .163 .540 

I PeL 3.02 3.63 -.237 .279 ~ 

II Pel 3.81 2.60 .iJJ7 

IV Pel .86 .95. 

I , 
! 
i 
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i 
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fectors Is defined by a high M@ltive loading on the neurothm 

factor of the Pel with .. modest loading of -.232 on tho neurotisrn 

factor of the CRS. The net!tAtivhm factor of the GI..RS and the 

apathy factor of tho PeL entor Into eaen oocond order factor in 

G prominent but undiscriminating w:i:/. The sociopathic factor of 

the eRS Ie positively loaded 00 both second order factors, as Is 

tho fl rei; factor of the GLRS. 
\., 

H 
f) 

.1 (' 
!J RoI,Uonshfps BatWOOIn Tests end factor Scores. The final 11 
11 steps in the data analydll InvolV«l the correlations bet\lleell test k, 
II [: 
U datil end raU ...... data. The, correlations bGhvoOn the thirty-five l' Ii·.... I 
1'1 ; , 
·1 test VIlriables end tho oliM factor scoreo are presented In Table l{ , i" 

I I 
1 II. Of the t\Jl) hundred and el~t coefficients, forty-five are 1< 

1, slanlflcant at t.ho ~ level of confidence. Of those, only nine i: 

II are contllined within the GLRS and the PCl factor scaleSe Thirty , H 
Il etaUsUcaJly significant correlations ere found within the two H 

1

1,1Ii,' mejor factor scales of' the ORS. The striking preponderance or/':I,l." 
, significant correlations with the CRS variables caBs for an elt- I 

I,':,' plQnatlon. this author attributes It largely to the 2r~ter '~' 
eophl sticaUon of' the Cl!S8'60rkera as raters as _11 as to oori.8ln f Ii ,I'! 

If [I) other factors to be dlec:ussed In the subsequent chapter. At this .,'Ij 
point, It was decided only to consider the two major CRS fllctors 

II In further analysis. Although IIIOre correlations reach si&:n1fl- ,r'~ 
[1 
11 cance than lIOuld be expected by chance, It wi II be noted that p 
II -ft 
il \i 
I 'f1 U ,1 
lll~ 
d g 
i ~ __________________________ ~ .................... ~ .. I1 ........................ &&~·~e .. tmii==~5&G5==~=sk~e~a~&~-es~+~&+9~~;~H.~a~.~M~;AA~9~¥«~~~ 



TABlE 11 

Correl"Uon Coefficient., BOt~ Teat and FiliateV' Sc81e Vilrlebleo 

Test Seele I CRS 1Icr.s VCRS I a.RS II G.RS I Pel II Pel 

~ThRrndik' 
Verbal I.Q. .08 -.22 .13 -.13 .02 -.03 -.05 
r'lon-verbsl I.Q. .05 -.18" .08 -.12 -.05 -.03 -.08 

.J fO 

~ ::.~ 

V .03 . '-.1 I -.03 -.08 -.08 -.04 -.10 
Outdoor' -.34* .24*. -.I~ -.08 -.05 -.08 .09 
r.~nlCl3i -.~ .10 -.08 -.03 -.02 .01 .08 
Co!tYputaUonel .02 -.20- .05 -.01 .06 .00 -.02 
Scientific -.21- .16 -.10 -.I~ -.10 -.2JO$ .00 
Per!300si .... • 22M -.~ .17 .06 -.03 .07 -.08 
Artistio .12 .02 .09 -.07 .16 .06 .08 
Lltotl!lry .~ -.14 .18** .11 .06 .10 -.15 
r.lr31cal .24- -.01 .03 .11 .05 .16 -.08 
Social Service -.08 .08 -.08 -.02 -.I9"M' -.12 -.06 
Cleriaal .07 -.06 .• 05 -.03. .06 -.03 .05 

.Lt£1. 
L -.02 -.11 -.06 .11 .10 .06 -.07 
F .04 .~ .13 -.03 .05 -.04 .14 
K .21- -.::S- .10 .08 .lJ .09 -.21-

• Sisnlficant et I~ level or confidence 
" Significant at ~ lwei of conrl~oe 

IV Pel 

.06 
-.09 

-.11 
.11 
.03 
.00 

-.07 $ 
-.09 
.13 
.00. 
.01 

-.15 
-.02 

.02 

.06 
-.08 
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thGy .re nonetheless modest, with only one (betouaon ~ find Factor 

I CAS) In the forties. 

At this point. then, the .~ly.1e eonvorged on the problem 
, . 

of' prodicUna the tlllO CRS Factor scorea from the avei lable tsst 

soores, In otcler to detennlne the degreo or relationship between 

ratlne data and test data. Tw.s methods of further examIning the 

r~laUoflshlps exprossed In the correilltion matrix were undertaken. 

Tho first of these involved the use of a priori Judgments as to 

"'Ich teiit. varlahlon would be iood predictors. By selecting 

soalea In 8cMmoe, Q prooedure vtlich -.oold not be .ffected by 

c:h4nce fluctuations utthln the ~le, 01\$ ellmllUltotl the neod 

for breaking up tho ~1. ror purpoees of cross vaildatlon. To 

this end, this wrlter and four other psychologlt.1s* predicted on 

.n a priori basis which !£PI lOcales would be expected to correlate 

with the two prinrary CRS factors (unsoclaUzed-sociopathlc .nd 

neurotio-disturbed). There was unanitlOU8 agreement for thea fol­

~o'#i~ scales: ed, }£ and ~ YftiIre slnglod out os predictors for 

the sociopathic factor Md 12, a, f& and .::AlJ:lhil ware ldenti fied as 

predictors of' the neuroticism factor. ~Jext, the selscted predlo­

tors \?ere combined Into UI'l\'Ii)lghted ~altes to compute tho 

• My tI)Qr*s to W<:!J Tel1eeon. James Gilbertson, navid L. 

Rouzer and ThccM!l sturm for their OlqlOI't 8sslstanc:o In this task. 
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appropriate correlation •• By thla fOf'll1lla, the correletlon be­

twoon tho preselected Lf.PI predlctorG and tho flrot raU,'\2 fact.or, 

r.CRS ,. ed,' ~,-Bota, a S77. With tho oocond ~act.or of the CRS 

as Il criterion, too corrolatlon with the sam Lt.P\ corrposlte 115 

.041. The correlation ootWOten the selocted L'i.PI SOIles lind tho 

ISGCOfld roHng factor, r.CPoS I I • ~, fi, fu<, -AlpM, • .347. Tho 

correlation of t.oose t.est V<lrt~bles with the f'lrst. factor or the 

CRS Is .037. These IIlI!Iasuros thorefore suwsi: MOderat.o and differ­

entially ~redlctive relationships botween tho appropriate Lr,PI 

variables and tho nlUng SO!llo rJq+..a, t'l1!h Q moro 1t:4>ro!Wiv'O rolc­

tlonshlp Qlor~ the socIopathic dimension. Tho leaser rolatlondhlp 

f'ounr/ In the dimension ot" neurotloian Is duo, In part, to high 

recLndancy of' the r.1.P1 predictor variables In thl3 Qntcl as lI'.ilnl-

I: t"eotcd in thoir eoncral1y hlr;h lntercorrelat.lons.. i ~ 
" Ii A priori 9IlIlections ot" predictors ~re also IlJlOO t"rOCI ~ 
" il tho ICudar scales. In thie Que the selections 'MJre baood on the 

11 cIIlta QMlysls perfonned by 'lirt and -hcobson on tholr Llinnesota 
! 

,j 
1\ 
" fl 
/. 

I! 
II 
p 

II 
1\ 
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\ 

state Prison ~Jo. Their analysis revoaled positive relatlOl'l'" 

• Zr ic " n .. 2 (Zr I) , Vlere %rIc a the &till of all correlations 

between predictors.L and criterion ~j n • ntr.ber of predictors, 

rAj • the $.III of' all correlations between predictors. For' the 

dorivoUon or this eiq>ll fl c:ati on of the fOf'll1lla for the correlation 

bet'ileen 81.111S, I 8111 eratef'ul to Auke TeIIEl£Gll. 

, 

!. __________ ...;. _______ -.IJ .. -------------------------1.~itl 
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I!IOilles with the criterion of' disciplinary aetlon In tho prison, 

and l'I<\1ative rellltiondlips bot\:olOOfl that cri tor 100 and tho me­

chanical lind outdoor scale scores. The Q8s~tion ~s made that 

these Intoreat tost scores wuld also be rolated to the sociI>­

pathlc difUlsion of the r<lUng goa los. Entry of tho appropriate 

,statistics into tho fonrula yieldocl e ~fficloot of .331 for 

Factor I CRS. For Factor II ens, tho corresponding coorficiaot 

is -.215. Thus it Is apparo:'lt that the Kuder compo::dt.o does not 

aohleve the Sl3Ille OOereo of d~ fferentlal prod,ietien (is the LWI 

~sites. Cod>ining the Kuder and L'f.P1 ccq>osites'and assign­

Ing theso two equal weights results in a "sscond-order" co:ll"Osite 

-..tllch correlates .583 with the Factor I CRS scale. It should bo 

noted that adding the Kuder ~oGlto to the lUll COItpOslte 

yields an inflnitesir.al IncrelOOnt (from sn to ~583) to the pre­

diction of this f~etor score, v.hlle tho .addition of the UPI 

~slte substantiall~ il:1';ovee (from .339 to' .583) the predic­

tive power of the Kudor COIJl>O·sHo. No a priori predictions ~ro 

moo regarding the relationships bet~ the Kuder scores and the 

ncurotlclsn factor, nor were we Ilble to predict on any G!lpirical 

basis tIlat relaUonshlps might exist betY«aerl Lorge Thorndike 

scores and tho factor scores. 

An altet'llilUve approach to the problem of' prediction 1itlUld 

be. of courso, the derivation of an cd hoc III.Iltiple regression 

equaUon in one part of the ~let to be cross validated on the 

I; 
I 
I 

"f(. , 
I 
~ .< 

I, ' 
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remalnder!>r tho ~lo. This approoch \'1110 lniti.ted. The 

~le ""'9 dlvicbd In two on en Qdkvon basis, and wltiple 

n:cresslon equations wore d$rived for the bo sub~las. Ex­

amiMtion or the results of ,this analysis revealed very liUle 

correSpon<:ience' between ioaignts assieood by the tl1.Q e.q.:;ltJons to 

tho tost variables. For F.actor I CRS, eight test variablos with 

non-zero bote WGights were extracted for tho first sub~le and 

thirls.an for tho ~d subsamplt'). Only:e.g and ~ from the 

Lt.P1 wra' assigned non-zoro ~ights in each oquatlon. For Factor 

II CRS, nina lost variables with r.on-zero \:/Bights IL13ro extracted 

for the equation in the first eub5al'Dple,and eigh~ entered Into 

the equaUon for the second sub~le. Thore \QS an ~Iap of 

'I only one variable, this bei"2 the ~taUOnat scale from tho 
I 

,1 Kuder. 
Ii 
Il On the basis of these unlll'9resslve re$Ults, it was decided 
Ii 
11 not to pureue further the multiple f6£ression approach. Tho next 

I logical step, flpplying be~ WGights from one £lq)le half to the 

other appeered to be a fruitless cndec.wr and waste of ~er 

I! 

II 
II 
Ii 

11 
II 
Ii 
Ii 
Jf 
'I 

.time. In vieW of the large nunbar of potential predictors, II. 

substanUally larger sauple WOUld probably have been necessary 

ror obtaining beUer oorrespondence' bet'ilOetl the results obtained 

ror the 5UbsatJllles. 

~ 
I.' 
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Iho BatlO.Q Scales 

CfW!T:R IV 

DlnJSSICf~ 

Ratllll ccalos have long been the subject of dispute In the 

rield of paychon~rics. The possibilities for error and bins In 

rntirlgs are numorous. loevlneer (1%5), arter discussing such 

souroos of error ao errors of leniency, errors of oentntl tendency, 

halo effects, oons~t errors and proxi~lty errors, concluded 

thet rating 6caloo are of little use in p~cholO£ical meaS1.l~e­

mente Gull ford (1954) al so noted &Udl possibl lit ies for e.rror 

but concludod that,· partly In vie1ll of a lack of alternative quan­

titative ted1ni~s, rating scales wi II "find ~lcorne use for 

years to coma. H• NormGn and GOlcberg (1%0') were conoorned with 

• partlcuhlrlyvexing problem In ratings dlid1 my be obUllned 
~ ., . 
~ throueh· "shared lq>Jiclt personality theories" of tho 

raters without any necessary ·Correspondence to the actual ort1anl­

mUon of personality trslts In the rsteE!Se Each of tho three 

rating forms used In this study will be briefly discusood with 

these pointe In minda 

As far 8S tho present study Is c:onoemed, the rasults 0b­

tained with the revilSed Problecl ~ List !)Qve gonerslly not been 

very encouraging. It is true that on the positive side It can be 
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pointed out that the factor scales 8S d.veloped hero were largely 

conlliotent with the str~ure Quay found' In his dellnqUent ~Iet 

and tJvtt the scales have hlgh Internal conslstoncy. In other 

words, thoro, Vls good agr88llCflt concem1ne the cowriance of 

traits within en IndlvldJal personality. This consistency Is 

particularly sratl EYing considering that Dver hal f of the orl£lnal 

Items of Poterson'a were disOQrded for thin study. However, the 

Interratar reliability coefficients for items and scales, althouijh 
j 

more encouraging than those reported by Quay, wafe sU II not I~ 

presslve. rlslther WBre the correlations between F'Cl factors and 

the self report test data. The&.1 correlations silfllly clustered 

around zero. 

This lack of' correspondenoe with the subJect's solf report 

data, taken with tho hl2f\ Internal consistency and relatively low 

lnterrater rellabll ity dat8 GUggeststhl3t ~ J>OW!lrful halo offtcl 

pervaded the PCl ratings. Slnoo the Pel factors did serve nlooly 

89 markers In the analysis of factor sCllIes, one may concludo 

that the two hleher order foctors iooll3ted in tho analysis of 

factors wre at'&o actually not more'than halo factofs. This neg"" 

Uvo conclusion Is of' courElG based on tho pro~tlon that a valid 
, . 

behavioral IndlCllltor would have shared a more subotantial portion 

of ita varianOG with the I,I.PI varlabloG (without nElCe3S6ri Iy coin­

'c1d1na with the'MMPI). 

There GrG oeveral posSible reasons as to \\fly the PCl and 
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67. 

GlRS did not show tIOt'e pranise 'IS reliable lind wild Inrirl6ilOl1ts, 

and these Invoh'O both the nature of tho ~cales thunaolvoG end 

'the raters uGOd In this study. 

The Pet. Itans \lhlch woro retained for this study lIfily well 

hew boon t.lo Inferential for Use by relatively untrained per­

sonnel. Also, the items ware originally developed on a wch 

younger and more heterogeneous group than ~s under obsorvati on 

hore and my be more sppropriate t.o the public school system or 

an out~Uent clinic ooUlng. Mack (1967) In his study on 
'r 

recldtviun' concluded that the Petorson Problem Check List had 

little contribution to mke to the understandlna of the COIl'9lexi­

ties of recidivism and predicted that It would be of Httle use 

In prodlctlng parole outcomos. 

Another aspect to the rating scales Ylhlch should be reoon­

!ildercd at this point, Is the nlmber of steps used In tho ~ 

and ~ oos. NIne steps may not have been opUr:aI. A review of 

this subjoct by ~llford (1954) led that author to the conclusion 
, . 

that the more untrained and disinterested the raters aro, the 

fa.r EhotJld be the nunber of rating steps. No hard and fast 

rules have been developed In this aroo! but Guilford's reasonlOQ 

led him to sumest that up to tVle\'\ty-flve scale divisions could 

be optimal for eophlsUoated raters In oemin situations, but 

88Yen or rower divisions is usually IIlOre appropriate for untrained 

raters. 

• :,g 

tt,u;·-'#ta,aea:te;-3'*¥!t§S9ttLf1**,.it,¥foW?hlYi#¥Qit~td~ 
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It hn been noted that the oouneelor'lI position does not 

have strlneont eduodfona I roqul remcnt.s, and these ilion ere • 

heterogeneous group in many rospect~. They receive little 

training or fonnul gu! dance In the syst.emQtle observation and 

appraisal of tholr c/1.Qrgos. Tho counselor's ratings my have 

also been affected by errors of leniency. A IIlQrked skd'lesS of 

many reUntZ scores SU£geat.s suet. errors. As has b&cn noted, 

many It.erM) of the Group LIving Ratlna Scale had unexpo...--tedly 

low IIlOGn .~hle;;. This could reflect confusIon reearding the 

.dvar~ial modifiers u~ to Qncho~ the scales, but could also 

partly reflect Ii! COUOS$lor's reluctanoa to jud@! the lMatos 

too harrllly. It has been a fairly conmon ~rionoe at LfiOO 

for counselors to "ntick up" for 8n Irmato YA10 10 r~rded by 

other sUlffll8:lbere a8 an outright renegade and to we a plea 

. for a favorable disposition on the bcsh. of Q problem-free ed­

justment to donnttory living. I tIOUld speculats that there Is 

lesa psychological distance between tho counselora and the In­

mat.es than la the case wUh the caseworkers and psychologists. 

ThI8 may .11 be a healthy situation In aeneral, bUt probably 

18 a hlndnlrlOO In ewluation. 

For .11 these reasons, the PeL ~ GlRS do nat, as U&ed 

here, dIow G good doEil of premise as research lnstrunenta. Neither 

the In~reter rell<ilill1ty data nor the correlations with the test 

results ~ usefulness of these insrlrl.lrlenh as d'~stlc 
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tools, particularly not \\hen only bo rater. are InvolVttd lUI \1118 

\1\3 crase In the present study. 

The results with the CallCU\)rker'a IaUna Scale 01"8 a little 

more encou~ltll. 11th respoct to rollllbillty, egain, the opera­

tion or a halo effect could be Inferred from tho contrul1itg 

reHnbHH.y and consistency coefflclontB. Howevor, tho In-ler­

~ter reHablllty with two raters for the 6OCiopathlc facior 

~IQ does approach respoot4hil Hy (.836) for IndlvidJal diag­

nosis and indeed coa:p1lre:l fl\vorably \Vith the usual reliablliUoa 

of ratl~ data reported In the literatul'e. Conl:licJerlng the highly 

lnforrentlal ~ture of tho Huns, the amount of agrOOlOOllt ropro­

eented here la accopuble. 

It lihould be ~red that. tho Institution, moo, Is cpe­

ciflcally set up for intensive and hopofully rellablo diagnosis-­

diagnosis wit.h rather profound practiCQI oonsoquences. ChaI"f.\Oo­

t.erhtlcallYt clinIOIll diagnosis Is the function of t.Yro staff 

~rB, the caseworker and psyc:hologlst, with the taacner and 

clergyman addins infonnatlon particularly relevant to their 0 .... 

epeeht} tlelds. Only one counselor &Ubmits a fol'ttllSl report on 

.ch lmate's intra institutional behavior, althouih he my draw 

upon the notes and reports of his colloaguc.1S In doing so. These 

data ere thus pertiQOnt lo tho practical procedures of LRro staff. 

If one 1fere to set a.'l arbitrary figure of .00 &s aooeptable 

.1 
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Interreter rellE\hlllty for Individual dl1)2noels along any dlmen­

e'en of' porSOMl tty coverod by th$ rating date, It YIOUld appear 

thot ;oolopllthy Cfln be rellQbly Ju~d by the C".llseworker-psyeno­

legist team. othor fectors would netJd e eroatell' nunbar of reiers 

to be reHablY ju~d. 

ExlvniMUon of the raw data f'rom the CBS !"Iatlng OUO.ffisto 

the po!!sibll tty or OM constant error. 000 of the Cil3eWOrkers, 

,",,0 rated thirty-five subjods, tended to nde his subjects lowar 

on the Hems !oeded on tho neuroti~lsturbed fl\etor thnn dld'the 
-f 

other three rators. His mean I:etine soore on Factor II CRS for 

his wbJecls VAS 20.58 aa c:ompllrlSd to 29.35 for this wlter end 

27.74 and 29.35 for the other caootlOf'1<ers. This could repre9ent 

• constant error of' 1~lency or possibly. constant contrant 

error since ratings are likely to reflect, in part, attrlbutos 

of the reter. Tho resulting skewness of the score distributions 

is likely to rccluoe the magnltudeof relationships, but would 

r.ot SlIter the approprietl)OOSs of the mthods of' .nalysis. 

One practical i~Heution of the stud:t', then, would be to 

suggest that decisions based on l~ steff diagnosis of persorr-

1I1Ity problems and dormitory behavior be .,lghed with the que&­

tlon of' lnterraler reHabi Hty fi rmly In mind. Ller. raters VJOUld 

hov~ resulted in mor" rellable rating dllta and more dlagnoitl­

clans would result In II more reliable ewlustlon of the Indl­

vlckJale MOse -plQ~t Is uncbr consideration. 

= 
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Ae far as tho ;,alldlty of the CRS Is concerned, the corrGIe­

tiona botween tho ens factor .alles and the test data are rather 

encouraelnc. The coof'flelenb are not high In abooluto magnitude, 

but do roa~ statiGUo~11 eignifioanoe GlOre ofton than would be 

e>q>Gcted through c::h.anoc fluctuaUDrul, and are gerM')rally in the 

oxpeotod directions. Tho differential r0latlonshlps between 

factors of the CRS are, for ~lllet noot and tidy 0I'lG9 as flhco:.n 

In Table 12. 

TIa.£ 12 

Correlations Bct\1!QEln tho A1D.b:1 and .esrl4 
r.t.P1 Scales and trn!dbjor factor Scales of tho 

CaSla'lOrker's Ratine Scale 

m 

CRS I CRS II 

.00 -.31 

-.33 .02 

-------------,-.,.-------------------

Those correlations 8U2BOst that the eocloP/lthlc: and neurotic: 

characteristics soon by- the raters and expressed through the CRS 

are Indeed "rQQ1" and rapresant f4l8thlng othGrthan preconoep-

tiona of the raters .nd ehared I~Hclt per~llty theories. 
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10 reltl.tnatej ihe CRS, altho\lih quito inferential in itam 

content, .~.r .. to be the 1II08t promhlns rating scale in terms 

of ,-"UF::blllty, construct validity lind applicability to other 

correctlonsl oettill£s. Exsq>les of L'RDC dlagnoetio ewluatlons 

of lndlvJ~ls in the research sample v.no ocorctdexceptlonelly 

high or low on the two major CRS factor scales are prosootad In 

Appendix C. TheSID are not PNisonted ea noteworthy ~les of . . 
diagnostic reports, but sa typleal CXEII!l>Jes of "\ROO evaluations 

]be Tpnt, 

Th. orlsinal question to v.hlch this study wae addressed 

contored around the extent to Ylhlch • peraonallty inventory, the 

liPl, had the eeneralized validity to dhcriminatemeenlnefully 

within Q quite hCllllOgeneOUtiI population. That the ~J6 is ha:Jo­

geneoua along eaveral lqsoriant dlmenslonll Is beyond doubt. Theas 

are age (late adole~), gei1erelly inadequate vocational and 

etlJcatlonal achiewment, usually low aoclooeonomic clalils end a 

aeneral lad< of social control. All subjeets wero In 8!!I'ious 

trouble with the lew and for only !)ne Subject did thle represent 

an Initial or isolated incident of antisocial behavior. This 

8QIIIe subject."8 the only Indlvlclua.l considered to be eo em0-

tionally disturbed that a psychiatric hospital plaClDlnt was pro-

. posed, and even he 11118 not considered to be surflcienUy disturbed 
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by horrpl~1 cuthorltlea to .rrant treatment In a psychiatric 

settlne. YG't, 1t I/IGanlngf\1I dl f'ferencoe d,ld not ex' at wi thin 

such a population, 6UClh an Institution lUI URtC would Nt"" no use­

fulness, new 1IOUld ther. be ,. need for varied rehebilltatlve pro-

To tho extent that pGrsonality dl f'f'.ronco. sa reflected In 

the goat fruitful of' the ratlt'lg &Calea, the CRS, war. predlc:t4hl. 

'rom the &:.PI, It appeafe that the Lt.'" I s moderately sensitive 

to ISUch rine distinctions, parUcu,larly alone the more reliable 

sociopathic: dimension. The relationships revealed here add 8QftlQ­

thing to the construct validity of' both the CaB&llOricer'a Rating 

Scale ~nd selected ac:eles of thel&P,. Th. wrlouQ l'lflrst f'"etor" 

scales of' the LiP, <fi, ,Sg, EA, A end ~ .11 demonstrate mode .... 

• te but expected relationships along the dimension or neurotlcilltll, 

and the lsi and l'mA. scales vary with ratings Of. $OClopathy, ageln 

to. moderate degree. Panton's ~ SOIiiI. also continues to demon-

strate 8O'.lI& discriminatory functions within this !ncercerated 

aroup .. 

The .thad used In thla utudy la, of course, only one possible 

approach to Investleatlon of the meanings of",,' GCOree within a 

correctional sottlng. Studi •• of predictive validity in the long 

term ~ .teo deserve consideration, but are not within the 

ecopo of th .. study. The question of' Incremental val idlty lo cer­

tainly relevant here, particularly In tel'lll8 of the relationships 
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bot .... raUng cbta and the ",,1 and Kuder data. It appear. 

trom the IIOderete nature of' the correlations that tho approprl:­

.te..". a<:Qles are neither unrelated to the ratinas, nor .,0 
they .1~ly redundant. equivalent measures., In ,lain IJOrda, the 

RUne ICQlos (that Is, the CAS ScaleR) and the W'I scales Into,.. 

correlate tlUfflclently to Indicate that both "moallUre SGQ)thlng," 

end at the same time the correlations lire low en~h to 6tJ{l.Cest 

thet both idd 60Iilethina to our knowledge about our subjects. 
; 

Further rGSGnrc:fl In Incremental validity could prooood from the 

relationships clloc.uosed here; for exal!'ple, elCplordlon of the 

role of different eu>&ssment procadJres usad In arriving at In­

.tltutional decisions. l!RDC imates al'O often not reticent In 

calling Into question the validity of staff easeaanonts i;>:aJ the 

Infol'tlllltion and dita on "'Ic:fl assessments are bleed. Ot has 

bean the unexpected e.lCperlence of this author .that aucfl CClq)lalnts 

...., rarely If ever directed tCl'AElrds testing but ere more concerned 

with Wihat innates feel to be over-reliance on past record and 

current offense 88 wall tl8 \'hat they porcelve GIS too brief' end 

slcetchy Interviewing. ~'Ho\V can you tell thtt e ffoJ'J I. ~ 

thlnlclng .fter talking to him for only en hour'l~ IrfIIltes' c0m­

plaints Illy or my not be justified, but their questioning per ae 

orwtalnly Ie.) 

Score. on the Kuder .cales Iollsu QeMrally cIIInonsti'llto tM 

relationships one ~Id ~ from 8)(S1IIlna~lon of 1I1rt and 
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__ oobson'c prlaon dete. That Ia. the IIIOre aoclopllthlo IlUbJooio 

~ to deviate tOWllrdo IIIOro "flllllnl"." Intereate, e.g_, literary 

and lIIJoloal. and les8 "rnuoullno" Interests, e.a., outdoor, mech&nl­

cal. CTheae terms era used advisedly and correl.atlon. with tho 

fUll 1l! $CIlIa would not justify thl. use.) Ral.tlonshlps hero, 

however, are 6lJgh~_ and eeld vlrtuelly no Incremont to JU>I predic­

tions of the raU~i!. 

In GUIlMry, thle study Oemonstra'.>J$ 1\ IIOclerate degree of 

validity ge:"~:":111zation for the teat GCQles, particularly the appro­

priate WoPI scalos. Scales fQ and ~ continue to measure fl£O 

control and IiIUCh fir.t f.ctor seales a. f.t. and A.WhA conUnue to 

.. sure ego r~ulillanoe, even vHhln I!tJch a constricted population. 

I 
I 
I· 

J 
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Th4t prlll\Qry focus of this study lIII\S to Investigate the rated 

behavt ora I corrolates of LQPI and Kudor Vocational PrGrerenoe 

Record eoeles \'Ilthln a correctional population of VOllthru~ Offend-­

.r8 at the Mlnne80ta Reception and DIll200stic Center. To provldo 

crltorlon cleta, threaratlne OOiIlos """ra used. The flrat of thellO , 
was a revised wrslon of Petorson's Problem Cheek LIst. Two 

others ware devel~pod at the Ulnnesote Reception and Dlagnoetlc 

Center from flte material. One of those, the Caeo\yorker'a Rating 

Scale, contalnlne Items of an Inferential nature, ~8 for t.he use 

of' caseworkors and thi. Investigator. The othitr, the GroUp living 

Rating Scale, III1ls usod by dormitory counselors, wo .Ieo rated 

the IUbJects on the Problem a-ecI< lIst~ 

The three ratlnc SCQlea were factor analyzed, and 8IM)ral 

major facton Unor~ from the ratll".ll dete. The results _re In­

terpreted 8S In part conslBtent with those obtainod in Quay'. 

I ' atudy of dellnquonta and .-ith flndi~s of other investigators. 

II Interrater reliabillty coefficients and coefficients of Internal 

)1 consistency flare obtained and ~!ltod that several fector acal" 

I! cen be or utility aa researcn instruments In stUdios of this sort. 

i \ Correlational analysis of tOlit ccoras and ratine scale fector 
l: 
; { 
, I 
, , , , 
i I u 

_-----l 
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aeons reYellled thet there '1/118 IHtl. relationship betwoon tost 

scores and counselors' behavioral ratings, but e number or sta­

tistically' alenificant relatloflf.hlps with the caseworker's IIlOr. 

Inrerentlat' ratings. In ge,"',oral, Multiphasic scales were mode .... 

ately correlated with the major ceeeworker ratlna factors with 

the appropriate end prlildicbd LIlJ1'l1 ooalee functioninc QB antici­

pated. These rehl:lIonehlps suegested nelthor cquivalenoe nor 

Indoprodenoo of JHlI scores and rating data, and It \9OUld appear 

tnst the' casewol"k~'8 ratings, within the limits of their rell­

"biB ty. wool d add to the lISsOssment procedures at LlRDC. The 

Kudor scslea, vlllIe ~t unrelated to the rating data, did not to 

any appreciable extent add to the predictive p~r or tho G.PI. 

One I~Bcatlon or this study Ie that the LtPl retains_ 

meanlngf'u', degree of useful discriminatory power, In spite or the 

restricted and ho£oogeneous Mture of' the 6QII~le of' correcl.lonIAl 

i 
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II 
!I APPENDIX A.I 
Ij PlpBtnr.azOO,' $I li 
I' l (Revieed) 
I 

II 
il 
'.I Pb:Ia or youth ji 
U 
I: ~Jame or Rater late 1 
i 
i 
I Please Indicate iAlic:h of the followIng constitute problmns, E\S far 
I 

d n as this ,youth I s concerned. If en IJ' .. !lI!I doGs W constitute III pro~ 

11 
lern, encircle the zero; If an Item constitutes II m.U..d problam, 11 

U 

1\ 
encircle tha OM; 1r an ItOOl constitutes III .lZ1YJWl problem, enclrclo 

1 the two. PlooSia COII'flleto every item. 
t:: FACTOR lOADlr~t -j 

fl W6X U2~l 
I) I II III h2 

0 2 I. Attention-seeking, showo-off :1 
behavior .70 -effl .3) .53 Ii 

!l 
Ii 0 2 2. Dl~ruptiveness; tendency to "I 

il annoy and bother other. .• TI -.05 .11 .62 
f! 0 2 3- Feell~1!I of Inferiority .• 05 ./(1 .~ .31 t1 
r;" 'j 0 1 2 4. 601 sterousnoss; rowdloosa .71 -.14 .18 .56 

1 0 2 5. Preocwpation; "In a world 

I or his ov.n" .14 ' .60 .3:1 .45 

II 0 I 2 6- Slyness, bashfulness -.23 .54 .13 .39 II 0 I 2 7. Social withdraWal, preference 
1) for 8Olit4ry activities -.06 .61 .04 .45 
Ii .28 '1 0 2 8. 910rt attention span .59 .11 .43 

11 0 1 2 9. lack of 661 f-confideooe .12 .66 ;.:Jl .54 I! 
It 
J 
I 
I 
1 

I 
I 

l~1 
\"" 



__ ,_.........,. .... ;::::a '-.-" -~ ... ,,_. ~",'~" ., .. - " ... 

r 
. ..--~ 

II til h2 

0 2 10. Inattentiveness to ht 
others eay .64 .24 .18 .50 

0 2 11. FlEMing .ro .06 .02 .*51 , 
0 2 12. Laziness in school and in per-d rol1JlQnOe of other tasks .55 .20 000 .34 II 

I 0 2 13. Anx'fltr' chronic general 
I fearfu nass .31 .51 .19 .39 I 

14. I 0 2 trre~albillty, undopend-I abil I 'I .75 .34 .00 .67 
:/ 
! 0 2 15. Excessive daydrear:;ing .08 .70 .26 .56 11 

11 0 2 16. Disobedience, difficulty In 

Ii disciplinary control .74 .11 .00 .55 
! 0 2 - 17. Dopl"esoion, chronic sadness .11 .(il -.06 .13 l 
l 0 2 18. UnoooperatiYell&$S in ~ 

I sltlJlaUons .74 .15 .01 .57 
0 2 19. Di stracUbl I i ty .62 .3> .34 .59 Ij 

[j 0 2 -2). N&csativiEiffiJ tendenc:y to do the· 
opposite 0 Yohat i II ~ed .59 .20 .33 .50 

Ij 0 1 2 21. Iq>ertiheno&, sauciness .62 .21 .• 29 .51 

I 0 2 22. SIU£lgishnesa, lethargy .22 .62 -.05 .43 

1 0 I 2 23- ~OVIBlness .13 .53 .02 .3> 
J 0 I 2 24. Profane lere~t swearing, 
f cursing .52 -.OG -.01 .28 

I; 

l 

! 
-\ 
l 
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WPENDIX A.2 

gASE'4lQfNBS' BAIltX' SCA!.[ 

SubJect's Nnme _~ ______ _ 

Rater's IIWDe ___________ _ 

PIElilBG rata ooch of tho foJlOVllng ctatel\lents With the oonbor 
of the cbsodpUon that most closaly gives your opinion of tho 
pereon b~il'l2 ratod. 

I. Not at all 6. Quite EI bit 

2. Very slightly 7. Distinctly 

3- A little 8. Markedly 

.c. "lIdly 9 • Extremely 

5. Uoderately 

Nat,!) I The standard of «:eq:IIlrison should be the characteris­
tics of 'the typical morobor of this population. Base your ratines 
CO) aU I'nfomltion availablo to you-interviOVl; bch(1vior, case 
hlstoryl!lllterial, violation reports" etc. 'Rab) each Item on llhat 
Is most typical or characteristic of the subject, considering each 
stat.emer1lt independontly. Use extre!n9 ratings \!hen ,warranted. 

. . . - . . . . . 
~red to the typical lrmatG, to that extent Is the subject ••• 

_I. 'Pleacant' and pereonable, poesosaing good social skU I •• 

,J. Defel'Tlslve, l:ar.king insight, unwilling or unable to take a 
,ood look at himself (rationalhaUon, denial, projoetion, etc.) 

~. Passlive end apatMUc; non-I" .. eponslve. 

_4. "Ne"lOUs"j tense and apprehonslve. 

~., Overtly hostile; be1l1gol'.ont, clanranding, disrespectful. 

_6. Ladclng In approprl&te feelings of Built or remorce. 
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_7. Aooaptlng of dlecnostlc matorlalr Including crlUC41 I 

~ 
ccmnents, In 11 constructive fash on. ' 

_8. Slick. superficial and eh.ItlloW; an opportunistic I!l1nlpulator. 

-.-9. ttaally upset with !llaky ElIDOUonal control; moody. n 
!j _10. Unhappy with hieself, holding hilllSelf In 10Yl esteem; feelings 
:1 of lnadoquacy. 
'j 
I _II. lWlappy with the li!t>f'ld, feeling victimized, pushed around 

and treated IMlfairly. 

i _12. Irresponsible and unc!eponclQblo, not IIIOOUne reasonable 
expectati ens. 

_13- Cdmlnally sophisticated; \'/i&9 In t.he methodolO£)' of crime, 
and ego Involved in criminal activity. i' 

( 

_14. Conoerned largely a.boot tilort ra"2G Coals, the neods of 
tho L'ICII:IUlt. 

_15. lacking In "available .rudety," Geeing no ,need to change. 

_16- Roeontrul of authority, rules and rostrlctlons. 

_17. Concerned, although not. nooessarlly at a conscious lovel t 
about casculin~.ith bls difflculUos invclvina ''mllseu-
Ilnoproving" ior. 

_18. Peer dependGnt, ~stlblol h~ry for peer recognition 
and ac:cept.anoe. 

_19. A generally inadequate fell,ow, unable to cope with life's 
cbaands and expectations. 

...:;IJ • IAalntalning emotional ties .tth his family, at least some ..mers. 
~I. involved In "thrltl eeeklng;"a taste for dIlnaer, exclto-

_'It and "l: I de Sa tI ' 

--.:;:2. ~Intalnlna positive attHudos of affection and respect 
, tlMSrds his I:IOther (or mother eurrogete). ' 

i 
j i 

....)3. rJalntainlne positive attHudes of affection and respect ' j 

I toiards his father (or father surrOQete)., l 

II 
! ! 
I ,," !~ 'ill;.', 

" "" -,- ,---'''~ ----~~"-".~ 
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'I I, 
; 1 -J4. InslgMf'u1 regllrdlne family c/lr.:mlos; l"- role the femlly 
II altuadon my have play.w in ia predicamsnt. 
1 r 

1 .-:;s. Maintaining II value cyatem consistent with oonventlooal, j IIlddle-class etanciardo (r~ardina ecnool, .,ric. eexual 

J 
Wl.avlor, t~"'anoe. etc. • ' 

I ....:;.6. Accepting of hill corroctlon.al status; sua. I!II!ttera 8S vee ,j commitment, violation, institutionalization, etc.). . 
II 
il --71. "Instltutlonallzod"; moat comfortable VIen under Instltu-I, 
i 1 tioml control. 
11 -78. A social misfit, unpopular with hie peers, Inept in social .1 

Ii 
~ ,i .Ituations. 

II --7J. ~stratlng pocul1ar and ldeosyncratlc behavior and 
ldaatlon which is diffi~lt to comprmend from a "nonnal" 

'1 ff8Qe of referene&; mantally dhturbed, "crazy." !j 
Il -]). ladd'!2 In frustration 'tolerance. Ii 
I. 

II 
~I. Involved In the e~sslv., or Inappropriate use of alcohQI 

to tho extent that It 18 an Important factor in his GOoial 

II difficulties. . 

!I _32. Guarded, wary and 6Usplclou~. 
I) 
II 
IJ 
Ii 

U 
Ii 

P 
Ij 

II 
I 
1 
I 

1 

II 
11 

II 
[1 
I 

I 
\ , 1 

f 1 

" U . ,~~ _.11;,' 

" .... --~.~,.-'- -. or ...... 
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N>mU>IX A.3 

tm.f LIVING BEllmOO BAliNG SJ~ 

&Jbjoct'. Name ________ _ 

Reter'. Name ____ . ______ _ 

I. Plesso rete "ch of the folJowing sutcmsnts with tho nltilber 
of the description that moet closely giVtts your opinion of 
the person bolne rat~d. 

I •. Not at ell 
2. IVery sllehtly 
3. A little 

4. Mildly 
5. Iilodsra to I y 
6. Quite G bit 

7. Distinctly 
It.. Uark~:y 
9" Extr«nely 

UQItI Tho ab1ndard comparison should be the cMrllcteristica of . 
the typical rilsrnbor of this population. Base your ratings on \\hat 
you have observod of the nlOnnar in ""'tell this Individual han con­
ducted himself In the aroup living sitUation, disregarding other 
Infol'1llltioo you might have-socilll hhtory, type of offense, etc. 
Rate 0000 ItOfll on, ".h:.!t is most typlCQI or Ch.!Irac~eristlc of the 
GUbJeot, considering each Item Independently. Use extruoo ratings 
1II'hen warrunted. ' 

• • • • • • • • • • • 
Coq:Iared to tho typlCQI Il'IIIQte, to ~t axtent I. the subject ••• 

_1. A good 'OOrkorr mowina InitiGtivo, In~stry and a eenSEI 
of reeponolbi Ity. 

-!). Neat and clean, with good habit., of' personal hygiene. 

~. "Poor dependetlt"-a "o11ovar, qaestlblo and easily led. 

_4. A pest, allklne for special favora, be&glng the atoff with 
epeela requests. 

---fJ. Polite, courteous end frlen11y to .tafr. 
_6. loud end boil!tflrous; you aheys knO'li he'. around. 

_7. liked and accepted by tho other inmatr .... 



..... 
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f 
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_8. Antaeonhtlo to hl. peerQI belligerant and hoatllc • 

.-J. Soolally withdra,,-), a loner. 

_10. Aatl~l partlclp4tine,ln ~. and activities with 
enthu. (j om. ' 

_11. "NervOUI"; tense, .,rrled and approhenslvo. 

_12. Cooperative with thfc) .taff, thowing 11 ""11I~ endpoaltlvo 
attltuOa t~rda tho pr02ram. 

___ 130 ~dy"; easily upa&t, Irritated or doprenood. 

~14. lA show off, trylne to cain rcCO£nltlon and attention 
th~ brae.all'l£ or hlJrsepleyJ -

_15. One Yiho ros(>ond" positively to corr6:::t1on, Instruction 
end conatructive critlcluu. 

_16. 000 'fIlo hQ. II positive attitude towards c:ounSlOllng; I • 
• tlline to nnd able to diacca~ his problems In II eeriou. 
end roo II Btl 0 way. 

___ 17. A non-eonformist, I~norl~ or resl.tlng rule. and rOiula­
tiona.· 

_18. One Yiho feet. discriminated ~inst; .indulges In self-pity. 

_19. GI,ven to vulellr or profene. )a~uaeo, evell aftor belne 
"O;jJ r I mnded. 

Any fJnlciol Ino1c!eolA? Plea&e OOI:mSnh 

~I 

, ;" 

: f 
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APPOmIX 8.1 

t.£ANS M!D STmDARD tn'IATIOOS a. TEST DATA 

Yarl,blo N 

LorpA Thorndlkg 
Verbal I.Q. 140 
Non--verbal I.Q. 140 

Mgen 

99.57 
104.65 

luQor Vocotlgool Pr()C,wn:e Roco[d 
Validity 132 ::B.88 
Outdoor 132 42.32 
~nioal 132 41.44 
Computational 132 26.29 
Sclentifio 132 36.62 
PerllUalliw 132 40.21 
Artistio 132 21.33 
Literary 132 17.63 
~sioal )32 11.9'1 
Social Sorvico \32 46.36 
Clerlool· 132 47.39 

Mll'lI'l1l!!OlA llul +!~!llc pa[r.onalli~ lovcniQrx 
L 140 3.92 
F 140 7.32 
1(140 13.81 

Hs 140 5.46 
D 140 21.36 
Hy l..a 20.85 
Pd l..a 23.60 
Uf 140 23.23 
PIa 140 12.08 
pt 140 16.19 
Sc 1·40 15.75 
fAa 140 18.59 
Si 140 29.79 
Eo 139 ~.53 

Sd 139 15.re 
A 139 15.88 
R 139 15.82 

stlDdard DgylatlQo 

15.02 
16.71 

2.)) 
4.36 
4.97 

4.57 
4.75 
5.09 
4.25 
4.31 
3.43 
8.18 

10.20 
4.84 
9.80 
(j.13 

3.83 
8.85 
4.42 

If. .~ 
,I. •. 

i, 

i. 
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YarIAblc 

Alpha 
Beta 
~ 

~ 

APPENDIX B.l (Contlnuod) 

N 

139 
139 
139 
139 
139 

·.J'qan 

14.50 
33.65· 
14.21 
17.21 
l3.42 

~' . 

d, 
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APP£NDIX.8.2 

1)£ IltUS ~ ~INCIPLE FACTOR LOADINGS OF ruE EIGIT flCT'OR SCAlES 

£AMor I f'CL (IIUnsoclBllzod-§9(;lgpathlcf) 
-.806 Attention-seeking! etc. 
-.871 Disruptiveness, e e. 
-.848 Solsterousooas, etc. 
-.568 Short attention span 
~.718 InattentiYeness, otc. 
-.564 Fighting . 
'-.863 Dhobedienoe, etc. 
-.575 UncoopereU veness, etc. 
-.645 DlstrQctQbility 
-.826 NogativiSll, ale. . 
-.765 l~inenC8, sauciness 
-.552 ProfQnS language, etc • 

[actl'j It PCl ("Dlstllr'2§rJ-neyrotic") 
.7 Feellllls of' inferiority 
.736 Preoccupatlon t etc • 
• 7ff1 Shyness, bashfulness 
.826 Social wlthdrQ~l, etc • 
• 650 lack. of self confidMoe 
.413 AnxletYr chronic., etc • 
• 613 IeproBS on, chronio sadness . 

hgior IV FCL C"AM\betic. Jlithclram1"1 
.622 Exoc~sive daydreaming 
.756 Sluru:illhnoss, lethargy 
.700 Drowsiness 

~r I GlfiS ("Energetio aUentipn _Ine") 
• I A peat, oto • 
• '785 l0u4 end bohterous, etc • 
• 744 A show-off 

FRctor II GlRS (l'NeBvl filiI!) 
.792 A good worker, etc • 
• 522 Neat end clean, ctc • 
• 564 Liked and Goeepted, etc • 
• 187. One toho responds, etc. 

\ . t, 
",, __ "_"K~~ 
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APPENDIX B.2 (Contl~ 

fo~~ J CBs (I~AACJQII;*oociPMthl\i"l 
• Overtly 06t11e, etc. 
'.734 LQddl'l£ In appropriate, .te • 
• 484 Slick, 6Uperfici~li .tc • 
• 814 I rreeponaiblo, etc. 
.841 Criminally GOphistlcated, '.tc • 
• 825 Concerned largely aboUl. otc • 
• 571 Le,oklng In Havaila.ble, etCi • 
.129 Resentful of at,rthority, etc. 
.761 Involved, in thrill. etc~ 

-.712 MIllntei'1illi. valuo aystfllll •• to. 

£Jatpr II CBS {"PI styrbos:!=oourptigl!) 
.533 n\llervous", etc • 
• 8".J9ually upsot, etc • 
• 518 Unhappy with himoolf, .tc. ' 
.778 ConcElmed, althollEh not necessarily. Gte • 
• 595 A &OClal misfit, et~ 
.It7S, J.leInonstrating pectllier, etc. 

fagtor Y ca~ J~th'!l frunlb toJatlonsblpsll) 
-.850 I.:Glntaining emotional tios, etc. 
-.690 Maintairiing positive ••• rather, etc. 
-.798 Maintaining poeltive •• .mother, etc. 

j 
I,,' 
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APf'EmIX C 

ThGfol1owf~ dll!o.,"f'!O!Jtie eval~tiOM.re Included to rep~ ... 

sent rolaUvely pure delinquent types, u meatured by factor 

scores I (unsoclallzed.-soclop:lthlc) and II (dlsturbe~rotlo) 

of the Caseworker's RnH~ Sealo. Thcae reporta are the routine 

ewlU&t~ona submiUod by l'ru)~ stafr to t..~ Youth Conservation 

CoIImhalon. In onch case, ~ M\,O been c:hanaed ~nd other 

Identifying data ()l!\itted or c:hangod. Cues \\'Ore selected 88 

being al'ellter than one tltnnc!!lrd deviaHon aoovo or bolow the 

IIIOafl of tho fnctor scales of interco~. 

, 
'j 

QQ2tB!!W.Ml!C' 4Q'U,. 





,) 
11 
I[ 

90 

CASE A HIGi I, lO'l/ " 

Factor. scores of 67.5 forfa<:tor t and 19.5 for factor II .re 

obtelned on the CRS. This C8S8, then, represents quite elMr 

cut and ~Ileated sociopathy. The raw llcores of twPl experl­

NOtal Bedes warfH ,SD-17, A-fj, .&-20, ~5, ~·26t 1':2-18, 

Ap-Z2, Q:U-12, and ~=61. 

lmm' lodana!', CQrroll Jom 

fSVWOLOOICAl ~UJlAT!OO 

bLf.1.: L-43t F';551-K-59, HSI-44, D-60, Hy-45, Pd-71, Ur-59, 
. . Pe-5J, Pt-~. So-SO, i&a-41, SI-17. 

10\el 11 £MAA Iou lata. 
1-or2e Thorndike - Verbal I.Q. 117, Non-verb!:ll I.Q. 114. 

XQ$aiiqo,p,l tot.ems! hat' iWl.t . 
On. the areasq!\es of the l:Iinne~:ota VoeaUonal Interest 
Inventory, Corrol I is partiCIIJlar'ly high 'In.inte.rest in the 
.reas C.r sales orff~ RlrIc,health service occupations snd 
"clean hands" 1'IOI'k in generaL He is psrUCllJ1lSrly lew in 
Interest in the sreots of electronics and ..ecnanieal \\CI1'k. 

Qihee lash QfOOI 
Sentence ~leUQ.n Test, dlsenostic interviews. 

Intellgctml functionfnar, 
Intelligenoe is above 8Yerage fn the "bright normal" ranee. 
Carroll should haw Uttl. difficulty completing his high 
adlool work if so lndiodod or in et~ing in an appropriate 
vocational training_ 

IXsonqllty El.!DS I po 1!l2 t ' 
lU>l re~!Hs are of the sort conIIIonly associated wUh 
delinquent beNwlor and ~st that ~rroll is a I'Ilther 

---------------------------------~----
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childish person, Impul81ve, egocentric and Irresponslblo. 
frustration tolerenoe I rJ 101.1' <\11:1 t'lnso moodinces nnd un­
acceptablo behavior ate l'~oly to follow ~on frustration 
or eeooentric needs. Tent scoros erc ~f the 80rt oommonly 
IlSso<:iated with oxoe:.slvedrlnklng and IfI!Irita! end voea-
,tioMl difficulties. 

In IntGrview'l Carroll Ie composed and at ease. He volun­
teers 1 itUe InformsHon and "nmYers quesUor.s ina courteous 
but guarded fashion. He can in no fcdlion account for his 
several yoorc of unOOr acnievement and antisocial behavior. 

~ryr 
Carroll Is Il young rrwan ofebove average intoillgence. All 
available data, including current test results, point to 8 
fa I rly scvoro char~ctor dl !;Order nnd I \'.lOu! d recard Carroll 
as a GUlte unroliable and untrush~rthy individual •. He 9OO!lIS 
.to have HUle In the Y!ay of a G6f1SO of responsibility or 
Concern about other peoplo and I would not oxpect him to have 
the capacity or tho rotivation to enter into anything approach­
Ing oorloua or tr.eaniflitful CXlunsol ing at this time. 

DIlvid Heiber2. staf{Psychologlnt 

~!lJ.@ 
hi official transcript is not 3va.llabl a, hawaver tho high 

ed100l has boon contacted and indicotea that Carroll has success­
fully c~loted the 10th grsc». He also YoQII enrolled in the 11th 
grade Gnd has oomed credl t. in 11th erado SociQI studios but haG 
felled to receive credit in 11th £redo ~llsh or his other ele-c­
live courses. 

The boy ms elected president of his Sophomore class and 111$ 
consicfored to MYe F,ood potential if motivated. At the present 
time, Carroll Is Interestod in COOlj.lleting hi II high schOOl eoocqUon 
by tilkll'4i! the High School Equivalency T~st. Beyond this point, 
hls VOCGtlonal eoals include either sales or service occupations. 

It Ie recomneuded that an 11th erade course of study bo made 
available to Cl9rrol t or lhat he be allowad to take the Hieh Sc:nool 
Equivalency Test. 

. Thanas Grogan, Specie! Teacher YO lInlt 

: 
! ~ 
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Carroll \!.IQG formerly lIffi t ieted Y/ith ~h(! Mothodlat Church. 

He la not lI"lre of the !:, -tor' a name thoro, and t.hls nlQn (;;QMOt 
be conaldol'ed a rC'r;,;, .•• '\~V \.:)r him. Carroll MG boon Inactive for 
a nunbor of years, 1.1lt:h~ug.'" he MS been bQptized an:! confirmed. 
Carroll 6000lS to be a SO~Nlt pIl3siYGly host! Ie boy IIAlo does not 
consider rollgion e resource for himsolf. He danles the validity 
of all basic Christian tood'ina. Routine chaplain contacts I:lrO 
recommended for hl~ for the near future. 

Bruce Murphy, Protestant CMp!llln 

we LIY IW.tf\EPQPJ 
In group living Carroll has boon very good. HG has I::een 

real quiet, minds his OV41 "'15looss and doos his work dqta~ls with­
_"out question. Carroll \\ria sent: directly to SRi\! by mi:rlake and 
'_s thore a month and then soot here. Oi1e cooment he medo \';t;ls, 
''The way the fellows are trl;) .. iod here Is a joko, ~lt till they 
£Ot to the joint." 

Carroll is quiet but t~kes an active part in activities inside 
and out. He like9 to play aoftball and tries hard at It. He causes 
no trouble and never has to be told to do this or to do that. He 
Icno\¥s v.hat is to be done and does it. Carrol! ~s a construction 
work.cr and his wrk \laS SGasonal. He has good persoMl hygiene 
habits and has been polito and friendly to sleff end his follow men. 

Alfred Peterson, C.O. 

GA1&YiOO> ~BIJ J re flE?08T 
Subject is 8 divorced 21 year old mosa Co.xl socIal skills 

seem appara.'lt in the interviIY'" sit~tion. He appenrs ~elatively 
ft:'90 of anxiety!. pol it.e, frlan,dly, and no real ovort 8l<presstoos 
of hostility. Thore's some briskness .....nidi eQuid reflect some 
passive eggressive feelings. Tho hIstory indicates that the subject 
has been having difficulty Yllth tho law since 1959 v.hlch would place 
Mm at thirteen years of 8~. !/;oat. of his activities have been . 
burglary of Mturc. TIl'9re SOOTIS to be S9ma identi fi cati on wi th a 
delinquently oriented peer grouping midi apparent.ly did GOIlIe ex­
tensive burglarlzina together. Subject claims that he does not 
know my ho cor.Jt11tted too offense, but otates that over the years 
his object has been mOney. He expresses no feelings of ~ull t and 
on only two occasions did he ever onCt3 consider the victims of his 
burglaries end thU'l only for a mort passage of time. This 1KlUld 
eeEIII to Indioete a rathor sel r-seeldng individual \1.h08$ main conoorns 

W is 

" 
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are b!1FJJoally superficial end oontered In IllI11Gdiate mtorlal gtllns. 

The aubJocl 18 able to vorbllll:z:e no feelinga of hot'lUllt.y 
towards his parenh, but Is oblo to state t,~t. he dofinltoly feals 
that he v.~s sufficiently discIplined as s youngster. Tho hil,tory 
IMtorlal elso suggonh that the parents are basi~lly normal in 
.11 roSpooto, with t.he exception th<lt they did not ofr~r eooCjUc'lte 
8Upervhion of the subject at any tir,x, of his development. There 
ere a;so ~EJ'Ierol other f~cts that tend to support the Idea that 
the sUbject's mqin difficulty is a grist lack of £~If disciplIne 
In his relation~~ips to people and society ,n general. Ho st&tos 
that he can orork on a Job or produce in arry Ilrea men he ie doing 
something ho "Ilkes" to do and that he cannot tolerate doing some­
thi02 t~t does not sppoal to him. He appoars to havo !lttle 
frustration tole~anoe for disagr~blc tasks. Tho history mntorial 
Indicates t~t. he has been quid: tempered in the paot en,d this 
micht rertact lin illli'laturo and chi Idlsh approach to w1vint! prob­
lerr~'~nd interr~rsonol stress sit~1tions. Subject's past relQ­
tionships with the opposite sox also indicate E\ solfiGh errphasls 
on self gratification. 

The two evaluations oona by the ~'ental Health Center in ( ) 
have tlUft&,'Cst(ld that th3 subjeci Ie a "suI len, hosti 10, vntagoniotic 
yooJth 'tho resists treatment aHffi.pts. The subJoct YIOold appear 
to ~ pretty weI I defended against roo Iizlng <lny elem.."nts or past 

,ralaH0!'Jships \\hlch vpjuld make him this v~y, for ha tends to ver­
balize E\ basic live end let live philosophy of life. 

. The subJecl sees his problem a~ being primarily a financial 
one. ~ sees tho solution lying in his acquiring a job lIhich 
ap.)081s to him and earning his money rather than stealing it. He 
is presently divorce<!, hOl'A3ver, he intena!;'to re-marry Brl soon as 
possible. He cllllmo his ex-wire anc! hlmself have discul"sod the 
si tUCItion and have agreed upon thi IS course. 

Treatment ~oels cl'lould Inoluc.e an etIl'Msls oncauze and 
effect therapy with special attention eiven to offering the sub-­
.Ject saoe IIl'!r~ble skill or abll Hy ~icll has sane ap~l to him. 

Kenneth lundquist, Caseworker 

flN'\,L STAfFING SJfr'~.IA8'( 
Carroll LoCI<mnn in a '21 year old, Caucasian youth from •••• 

Ulnnesote, ~re fol lowing conviction on the felony of burglary 
to Ydlat seems to have been an error in JUdicial proceedings 
Carroll ms sent directly to st. Cloud followi~ his conyi;{ion. 
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He m~'ed there approximately. IIIOr'Ith, enterlne Into·thelrorlen­
tation program, boforo the orror YtlU discovered God roetl fled. 
Carroll has IS qui to lCO£thy juwnilo rElC{)rd and hao boon in so:oo 
~lffieulty lIS an adult, tllcaOO problGlOO largely involving drinldll{:l, 
driving and f1ehtlng. His Pl)st record 18 adequately outllood in 
tho pre-eentence l0V0stir,atlon. Cllrroll, alt.houeh a fairly In­
toiligont youth

r 
MS naval' rcully IiIffected iii good adjustroont. He 

is a hleh schoo dropuut and has boon &1arried his InlrriSu<>e ending 
in dlvoroo. His work record fa not a particularly positivo one. 
He has ruaintalned himsolf \lKJlI In the group livirlf; situation at 
moo but ~s lrr;Jresied steff members Gil an exceptionally shallow 
and superficial, sociopathic youth. 

Ii. Plaoerncnta 
ca'rroll has beeJ,' involved in consiclorabla antisocial aotivltles 
and he Is not rct;arcled &s the son of offendor wo lo likoly 
to profit from Q camp setting. Transfer to tho state Reforu.n-
tory for Men at st. Claus is r~ded. 

B. OccupQt I orVEducat' on, 
I. Work - At this t.lme, work experience should be socondary 

to ~Ietion of high school courllENlOrk. To the extent 
\.hat It is possible

r 
Carroll could be prepared for !SIlIca 

end ISQrvioe oc~t one \'.0100 wold be in keeping with his 
Interest. Possi ly food or health service work would be 
~oprl8te. 

2. 1: 
a. Grado .. ('.arroll MS COIIllleted tho 10th erade and an 

11th crado placement ~ld bo appropriato. _ 
b. Course of InstrucUon .. Re.guler 11th ~rado program. 
c. Remedial Requlrooents .. None . 

3. VOC2IUonal Goals and Training .. CoI.'I1ssling is recoornended 
aa ~rroll's goals are rather vague. His general interests 
lire Gales work or people-oriented won: in general. c. Supervision f-leods Ina . 

1. Group Living .. At LRrof Carroll has beon quiet and v.oall 
behaved, causlne no di fleul tics., . 

2. The CooWnlty .. To the extent that this can be I1ntlcipated 
.t ,this time It is appqrent that tight controls haw to be 
exercised. 

D. Soc I or Dave I osnen~ I 
I. Peer Relationshlps - Peer Relatloashlps are not renarkablo 

wi thin a delinquent population. r'b spec I flc rOCOllJllOOdation. 

j 

------------------------------------;~----------------------------------~--------------------~ 
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2. RecrOlltlOO - C.uroll enjoys athletlc8 lind Ie n qultll 
.ctivo IndlviMI \loho Ghculd be e,Ylcourngod to ~Iop 
hie athlotic skills. 

3. Rellaloo - Carroll is an iMctive IJathodist with 8 
passively "hostilo atf.itude t~rds reli~lon. 

E. Therapy. 
1. Physical Hoolth " 

110 Dantt.ll AHention - RoutiM care as nooood. 
b. L!OOical AHention - Routine alro es needed. 

2. Psychological Hsalth 
a. Indl~idual Counseling ~ Although inteillacntr Carroll 

docs not 600011 preparod to llccopt counseling n a pro- . 
duct-ivE) fo.shion Ilt this timo. He OOeffiS to havo little 
pc~itlvo anxiety nbout hioself. He io likely to rospond 
to firm controls and guichnoa. ." 

b. Group Counsel ing "" Carroll Is a quiet, passive par­
ticll:l!nt in eroup counooling and seems to havo liHle 
interest In wen. ~,ded only if easily Qwil­
able. 

F. Family Relationshipsl . 
I. Family Rolo Chango,; flooOOd - Carroll has expressed SOlilS 

interest in re-mQrrying his forcer wife and claims that 
ahe shares this interest. 

2: Family Intervie-alng or Counseling Needed - Llarria~e 
counseling might be beneficial if Carroll and his ex-wife 
feel ready to ~rk on I'l rCEllistic appraisal of their 
problems. 

Sumary &fa David Hali-org, Staff Psychologi at 
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Factor IICOrOG of ~.5 on ractor I and 36.0 on factor II WOtca 

obtained on the CRS. Thi. ClU\O represent. a youth con.ldered 
. . 

to be clearly "neurotio-di sturbod" but not CIO<:iopa'thic. The raw 

acores on lIPl ~r'liiefI'lal IiClQte8 arel ~22, ,Aa12, 6-16, 

~"6, ~:t42, lir20, 1£-15, ~, and "-48. 
nle offenllG ""iell h reforred to in these reports ~. an athlr.pt 

to se~oe • 14 YG3r old elrl 4t a beer party. this Yl!Ia unsuooea&­

ful, 88 tho £object 1liiie unable to minaln an erection. 

tiamIll Jones, Sheldon Alyin 

QffoOIl'A or Del ingurrl, Acts Attempted CarMI Knowledge 

Lorge Thorndike, lIPl, Sentence CompIElUon Tellt, Diagnostic 
Interviews. 

IOI'ifI Thorndike 
Verbal I.Q. 82 

Non-Verbal I.Q. 79 

LV'la l-62
1 

[-:58
1 

1(-57, H.-52, D-60, Hy-51, Pd-66, I.If-51, Pl;l-50, 
Pi-53, ~3, ~3, Si~ 

Intellectual fuost.ioningl . 
Current group intelligence testfng places Sheldon's level of 

functioning within the ~n normal i'ange. this Is consistent with 
past teat results and with cl inicel i~reslilcns. lolli ~ntell igenoo 
has undoubtedly been a llajor factor In Sheldon's put difficulties 
In school and he does not seem a I ikely candidate for advanced 
vocational tralnlna or further classroom programming. 



ftrepoa IUy fundI oollle I 
~I results ~!~~st a test taking attitude of mild, halve, 

defensiveness and interpretation nllt be comev.fiat CQutiou .. 
Clinical &cores are within acooptable limits and therefcre,pre­
sent an unusual picture within ~e context £If Q del inquent p0pu­
lation. There are suggestions here t.het Sheldon ia Q 6OI~t 
Introverted andeocially awkward YOun£ man, mildly r~~lliou8 
and III'flU J ai ve. ' " 

Sheldon Is extnnely uncomfortable In an interview aUUIltion .. 
!' He has Q difficult tiroe expressing himself end 5&EJlIS shy and in-

arUculate. HG £i.li:cs th.at he bol ieves his crime (aH~ted ' 
carnal knMile~o) is e 'very sorious one and there is a ring of 
alncority end f:t"\at 600mS to me to bo a g¢rlulne regret as he dir 
cusses this. It. Is apparent in tl!lking te 9leldon that he feels 

. very imdequate Md i.l!'!Mppy wiU) himself. 

~~l • , 
Sheldon Is 8Tl urfIawy young man of dull normal intel1.i2000e. 

He Ie painfully avare £If his limitations and seems te reasrd him­
self 118 a quite Inadequate and ine?t person. He seems to 100 tD 
be crilllinally unsophisticated, frightened, conoerned about the 
future iliAd feel ings £If some rool rcaret about the incicloot lIhien 
led to his Incarceration. 

Ulvld Heibera, staff Psychologist 

EWCATlQNAl. EVA' U.4J!W 

An ofrlclal transcript Ie not llvallable ~'8VGr, from avail­
able in~Draatlon it appoors that She!don wi'thdrelll fran school 
after ~Ieting the 10th grooo at a high seneol In LlinneStlta. 
His most recent IlChool aUendonoe cceurred in 1966. The 'boy ms 
not a di~i;)line or control problElll bUt dl d have acaderDic di ffi­
culUes. 

sheldon has no imention of returning to school and he seems 
~tpesBlmlstlc regarding hie lel.rning ce.pabilities. His 
imediate goal iste return to the areQ Qnd obtain ~loyment 8S 
IS fQc\t)ry worker. Yocational interests testing. indieetos a very 
high interest in utrdlOus«Mln and carpentry and in_caneral it is 
felt that Sheldon's p!ens are realistic. 

Tom Grogan, Special Te.;:.ch4r 
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Sheldon Ie affiliated with the Episcopal Church. The peater 
should be consldored G resource for thls boy In thG cOIIIWllity. 
Sheldon has been baptized and confirmed and .8 s!2niflcantly 
InvolVed in the activities of the eongrecaUoo througn his child­
hood and,adolesoeoce. His level of activity haG deteriorated! 
however, and his attendance has beon infre<)lJtll'lt foV' t~p.!1st four 
years. Sfleldon appears to be a very dependent young CIQn \Ioho Me 
difficulty functioni~ adequately on his own. He does not appear 
to be delinquently oriented. ,Religion is a sovroe of eome por­
sonal support for him but it 13 not really influential In helping 
him avoid self-defGSting behavior. Be responda positively t~ 
IIUppOrt and pastoral counseling 10 definitely rllCOll1Mll'lded. 

Bruoe Murphy, Protestant Chap t a I n 

r 
GOOlf bI Yltli SlMMRi 

Sheldon Is quiet, well mnnered, and 6OI!lrecl. He worles _11 
and appears to get 8 eng with his peers. 

\lames T. 'llbert 

CASEYtCffi smv I CE §QBI 

Sheldon was COIIIllitted to the vee on Il c:h:trge of atterpted 
carnal knoWledge (please refer to the PSI for details). 'The youth 
has no Jweni·le record. His difficulties as an adult are of 8 
relatively recent origin dating back to February of 1957 anq in­
clude two Incidents of traffic;: violatlons, larceny and intoxioa­
tlon. then discussing Sheldon's involvement in tho ca:tnittlf18 
offense he becomes very emotional. He has shed tears and other 
such signs IndlClllting remorse "mich incidentally appear to be 
eenulne. He asslIiles responsibility fev' the present and past 
offenses ~ attributos this tu hfs poor Ju~ and vulnerability 
to borderline COIlp8nlons. '. He describes hunse1 f 86 quiet and lack­
I~ social skills and confldsnQa In this Grea. He claims he has . , 
never ~ted £~rls nor had sexual relations and after his involve-­
men! In th4:. c:;nnittlng offense It is .~t doubtful tblt he will 
approach £lrls again'n the near future. . 

, tend to believe Sheldon is correct In his esseS:;:lI(JI'lt regard­
Ing his vulnerability to bordorllne peers. Sheldon is ~t 
ciJI I Intellactually, certainly naive In many social situations. 

~ I 

-----------~------------...;.....------------~~, 
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On the other,tw\d, he doe. not tend to IcJentlf'y or hove cweh in 
COCI1IIOn with delinquent or crlmiMlly oriented youths. I su~t 
thot he ~Iects YOtJrlBet', borderline companions out of personal 
feellnea of inndaquacy and need for aooeptance. JUdging from 
bAth Sheldon's Gnd the field agent's description of tho homo, I 
suspect there are fairly a'trong tics in thie family llnd that they 
have functioned fairly ~11 as a unit e5pecl~lly if'! view of the 
stressful olrcumstances that exist. Sheldon appears to lxl em0-
tionally dependent cnhla family lind I suspect he is undergoing 
some separation anxiety at the present. 

Considering the youth's Intellectual capacity and self-alnoept 
.t the preoont, he may !'lOt bo capable of nnything beyond unskilled 
work. This ~s further exploration. S1eldon h.<iS i1l'(lressed 100 ' 
as the type of youth tAlo can respond \'Jell to support, euldance, 
eneouraeemont, etc. as·hls relationships with people SGOm to havo 
IIOIIl9 depth. Any typo of a comnunity plan. VIOuld require 11:011 de­
fined llmits and structure In cay-to-ciay Ii fa mana200lOOt. 

-t 

lynn Nahan, CQ~rker 

[I NAL STAfE! tfUL!1ltwrt 

Sheldon Jones Ie a nlnQtoon ye.e.r old, Caucesian youth from 
Ulmesots, hero 'following conviction on the roargo of attempted 
carnal kl101llledgo. The details of-·this unhappy experi.ence are 
oontslned in the PSI, 8S ,Is Sheldon's past record, Which largely 
Involves rolatively minor offenses of recent origIn. He has ad­
justed reasonably vJe11 to the L1R[.C program, CIlusing no difficulty 
~tsoewr in donnitory living and remaining somev.hat withdram 
from his IIlOre delinquent peers. Ho Is a young man of dull In­
tell ieeoCG and has impressed the staff QS being frightened, un­
sophistlceted ,and lacking in sntleocial orientation. It e;i1ould 
be noted that the agent 'lIho ",,"oto the presentence invesUeation, 
elq)ressed himsel f In that oocune.'lt as favoring a probationary 
setting for Sheldon. Also, the agent ~'O had supervisod She.ldon 
on probation has visited Sheldon a:t. JrRrC and indiCllted to steff 
ambers In'inferml conversation thGt he would be advorsed to 8, 
release on probation at this tin»3. 

Tf£ATL£NT f£C(U£NDATIONS 

A. PlaOEl'llenh The 'stafflng team unanimously feels that the best 
placament for Sheldon Y«)uld be a return to the conmmlty on 
probation stetus and so reconmends to the Cocrnlsaion. This is 
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based on ~Gldon'o lack of criminal &Ophlaticatlon, hi. eelf 
ooncorn and chep r~ret ovor t.he incident., "kist ,appoars to be 
• positivo and fQvor{\ble fQrnlly situ<ltion, and on t.oo helpful 
opinion .. of'the e.gGl'It. involved In this caae. 

B. Occop:iatl~dUCStionl ' 
I. Work - Sle!d<ifj!G interests are 1n t.he line of E~ral 

II1!Ino.Jjll "abor of " £e'rni-ski lIed variety, pos.sibly fectory 
~k, end toooo ambitiorus Qr. realistic end In keeping 
tilth his «:tbilltlos. ' , , 

2. School 
8. Grade - Sheldon wlthdrew.ftor complf:lt.ion of the 

tenth erade at. ••• high ~chool in LHnneso1.a. 
b. Course of Inst.ruction -$haldon's low'lnt.91ligenoo 

and feelings of failure regarding high school mill­
~te aea1nst a continuation of high school pr.oerallll1ing. 

c. P.arnedlel P\6quirCli1Eli'lt.s - SMHon is low in allllcsdomic 
, aroos rerigirtg from fourt.h to sixth i;;raoo abil it.,iM. ' 

If available and if he Is motivated, help In poli5hlnr, 
up those skills y.wld be beneficial. However, forml 
6Choollr.g is not rccoomendad. 

3. Voc:etlonal Goals and Training - Continued oounselil'llZ re­
earding job possibi liUes is reco.'!I'IIOOood. 

C. Supervision Needs Inl, . 
I" Group Living - 9'Ioldon is timid and wlthdrs\I8I', appearing 

Out of place In the typical Youthful Offender population. 
Supervlsl~n needs cre minimal.' , 

2. The Cootrunlty -' strong supportive conuch rlOd firm Euid­
~ from the agent, are seen 6S the sine-quol-non of ro­
habllitative effQrts. At the- discussion of the agent, It 
might be helpful to ob~fn supportive counsel iog llnd psycho­
therapy from local menul health agencies .. s Sheldon tends 
to bec:xI!ne depreaseO and Galll1y discouraged. 

De Social Devel oproont I , . 
. I. Peer RelQtlonship:l - &calise of hie I,ow Intell igenca, and 

feelings of Inadequacy, Sheldon is susooptible to influence 
from Q variety of souroes-anyone who wi II uke 1:;0 interest 
In him. This could be a difficulty on probatioobut Sheldon 
appears to be aware of the dan£ers involved in bad C8soo< 
c:iates. 

2. Recreation - Ally posiUve outlets of energy, which could 
.Id in 'eeo bui 1dina would be recoomsnded~ . 

3. Religion - Sheldon Is a member of the Epf~p61 Church and 
the past.or should be considered a pot.ential eource of help 
'or him. Sheldon seems to be sueoeptible to p~stol'1l1 caunee!-
11'18 and this a~enue ehoulo:l ~t be ollorlooked. ',; 
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Therapy. 
I. Physical Health 

a. Dent'll Attention - Routine care as noeded. 
b. L!edical Attontlon - Routine CIlro as needad. 

'2. Pey<:holocioa1 Health 
a. Individ~l Counseling - Sheldon Is e depcnder:lt young 

, 1Iqfl, not horlile, and 81001 d be Busocptibl e to strong 
supportive contacls and firm, coamon sense euioo/'i~. 

b. Group Counseli ne - Not reco!Tmended if wi th I n tho 
o typical Gcciop.athic group found In correctionsl lnsU-

o tutions. 
Family RGlationshlps: ' ' 
I •. Fa.'!llly FIole Changes fJoedecl - Not apP"rent at this time. 
2. family Interviewing or Counsalins; Nooood - It Ilppears thIlt 

the falllily ia Ir'oaintainlng thoir intorest In Sholdoo and 
would bo an additional cource of strength to him ~re he 
on probation. \'Ie anticipate that they "Quid work with tho 
probation officer in e positive fashion. 

, David Helber£, Stllff Pcyoholo(llst 
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HUll '. Hlat I' 

Factor .corea of' 73.0 on factor I Uld 34.0 on f.ctor II aere 0b­

tained on the CRS. This youth USs IiIOOI'I u quite clavlNlt In • 

rather £M&ral, undl fferentiatod fashion. Tho raw acores on t.t.P1 

~rlmentel acales Vleraa ~15t ,"26, &"11, ~, ~1122. 

Dr13, t/,t"2fJ, Q:i1s9, aod ,E:r49. A 'Hlot.ory ~ry Is Included 

with thlo lIlQt.erlal, lUI ~ Preserrlan08 Investigation ,.laS not ordered 

by the c:ourt. 
I 

~I .rdlall, Willard Walker 

OffMM or PAIloQU«!\ Acta Theft 

w STOB'i V.JtW 
EAIIllk;Deta t ' " , ' 

Subject is a 17 year old youth -MlO Is bound over to District 
Court and convicted of tbeft for his part in the sleall~ of an auto­
moblle.The subject. \\.las on run frOl'll tt--e t:ralnlne School men the 
offense took place, and the speCifio offense \'Als surrounded vlth 
other acbltted offenses. A prosentenoe investigation mS,not done 
because 'thO subJect had, ~l1~d an extensivo record with tho Depart­
ment of Correchons at the tlce of his offense. 

The subject is the oldest of 4 chl,lclren bom to the mother duri'l1 
her first marriage. She was mrrled In 1947 and divorced in .1961. ' 
lire married her present huabltnd in'I%3" In the past., me has ta:ll1cod 
Iq hour~ away from home In order to, help support the fa:lily. 

The boy's natural father has sinoe rell11rriod ~d he's bo chil­
dren from thls marriage. The subject has soon his father occasion-
ally since the divorce. . 

The stepfather is a surveyor's assistant a,nd NS 'wol1ced at vari­
OUs jobs. He had been previously married and his wi fe died in 1949 

, .' 
tg,ltiiL &Q"&Mg;:.@I\Z"~==hi@.ii@fi~i 
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In an alrplanaaccldent. The recorda IndlC4te that the hOCll0 sItua­
tion hesnot been positive and that thQ stepfather hae had e drink­
I~ probl~ nJo to the number of job chao£os and oUler roosons 
tho father ha$ not lived up to hie full responsibility or provid­
Ing for fllr.llly l'lC.'lds. Thoro hils newr, apparently, boon enoueh 
6taoili~)' in tho boyls flllllily background to provicb hilll.with tho 
direction and support that he noedod to achlove an adequate adjust­
ment. The family Is Luthoran, end religion MS played only a snail 
p!1" in family Ii fee Tne subJoct haa had good he.1.l th, and at ege' 
14 had hla appendix r(jlOOllec!. " 

",rItal S:t~: 
The aubjo-..--t Me never boon IIlQrried. 

~: 
Tho &Ubject has not been clrtsslried in Selective Service as 

yet. 
~ , 

,muon, 
The wbjoct has not completed his hiGh cchool career as yet, 

and ho apparently haa at loost enother half year of the 12th grade 
NDalnlng. 

"-

'pcl; Experiences 
The subject haa had no slcnificant wrk eJl:perienoo. 

Prey! pus Offense, I . 
12-65 ComuiHed to the Youth ConSSl'V1ltion Coornisslon 

followiOl;l his involvement in approximataly 16 
burglari~s and 4 atrlb therh between the months of' 

l~ 
1-12-66 

June to December of 1965. ' 
Transfer to the Youth Vocational Center at fV.x:hester. 
Pan Q\lQj' from Rodlester ~ and was involved in an 
.uto theft.' , . 
Return to Lino Lakes RecepUon Center. 
Transfer to STS. 
Ran amy from STSf appr~ded the ssme day. 
Perolled from Tralntu S~,ool. 
Return to tho ~tion Center at Lino Lakes. The 
boy _a involvod in C4r theft lind approximtely to 
burglaries. In baine retumod he QUOO';'ted to Nl 
8\18)' from H3nnspln County Sheriff's officers but _IS apprehended Inmadiately. ' 
Parole revokOd. and transferred to the state Tralnl02 
Sdhool. ' 
Granted a home visit and fa$led to return. It was 
during this run that the IlUbject COIlX:Iitted the presont 
cOaInltuna offense.· , 

_____ ~1I\A 
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kgmgitt1na Offcaso· 

Qfflclal Verslgn. Nona. 

YIl.rlbt..s ~M. The subject st4tes that he Rot out. of tho 
Training School on March )0 for" noma visit and ~t home. He 
had rclurnad to t.ho Training School and was actually on the. crounde 
man M decided that Instead of retumine he '~ld run. He claims 
to have done well for the three ~s, but then he "''ant t.o Q ~rty 
and obtained w.ne pi 11 s. The takirw. of pi Us that caused him .. 
great deal of difficulty in the past, and it we nie intention to 
stay aVRIY from thalli, nOV,iOVOr vAlen he took tMa at the party he 
er:barked Qn t\ stendy consumption of t.hem tmti 1 he VIlla arrested on 
the presant offense. The offense took place as he and his brother 
vare ~rently burr.~larlzi"f( their Wily across L!inrewta and Nort.h 
~kota. He stoIc an a.ut.O!OOoi Ie, vilich t:as si!r?ly one of tho many 
of'\'!,ses COIIJIliHed, and he Ii'l!lS cilar£Gd with theft. . 

Kenneth lundqJi st 

PSVaU.OOICAI. EVAWATlCl'l 

L-421 F-701 K-49, Us-52, 1F65,Hy-57, Pd-93, Mf-48, 
Pa-<l4!, pt--f9, 50-90, ~3, Si-52. . 

Imall • apoo; !est. Ibt.1l J 
Lorge Thorndike Verbal 1.0. 92, tlO\'l"'lIerbal I.Q. 93. (An I.Q. 

of 104 WIls obtained on the Otis in 1962. The same test yielded an 
1.(1. of'96 in 1963. I.Q. 's of 93/88 'fleA obtained on the Lorge 
Thorndike in 1965.) 

Yooatl OQi] I InlerilU !.est. raU; 
On the occupatiOMl OQlles in the Llinnesobi. Voca\ional Interest 

Inventory, Willard is exceptiOi'iOllly high (~ul.''\dard :;core greater 
than 45) on the following sealesl baker, warehousamsn and truck 
driver. 

He Is 8?C08plionally low (standard score less then 20) on the 
following roales: taoll'.aciline operator, pressman, industrial ecluca-
ticx:' teaCher end radio-TV' repainnan. . 

On the area scales of' this test, he is relatively high In 
interest in outdoors occupet.ions. 

other leats Used: 
Sentence Completion Test, Diagnostic Interviews. 
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lai@11ocll1!l1 fum.Bonlcal 
Intelligence Is wi(h(n average limite. 

f.Ar,ooral U.~ fuo<a i PO lila I 
LV.PI ocorea ~st an exoeptiOMlly ncgl!lUw Plcturer even 

dlM taken In too context of a dol inquoot population. Wi lard 
here appears to be on oxoeptf~lly hostile and uncontrolled 
youth rather confused and angri Iy alienated from tho world. Test 
scores erG Qssociated with gross anti-socilll behsviorr often of 
tho $Ort vAllch SOOllS to the obS3nrer to ba bizarro t v cleus, and 
without obvious ratioMl foundation. Scores aro ol'ten assoclatoo 
with lioos of gross unOOr:lcniwe!OOOt and mnreil'lal living. He here 
QPpalilrs to be IlO exoeptioiully unstablo, suspicious, OInd destruo­
'lIve individual. 

In fntorvi~s, ~illard seoms extr~ly bi~te~, angry'snd dio­
hoartencd. He diSC(Js..~a his r6C(l(lt adJustment With vA>at appears 
to IxS frankness rmd liUle fooling. He states that I'Ali 10 en the 
run from srs M \<QS involved in roveral burelaries, car theft, 
Il1rC()ny GrId enrod robbery, and he attributes his long standing 
anti-soctQI behavior to Ius fondness for drugs. Although he talks 
ebout his use of nsrcl!Ucsr it app;;<lr.;;that hG Is misusing this 
tom as his particular aff nfty is for the eodatives-NOCiWtol, 
soconal, sodh.ln ar.t.ltoi, etc.' IHllard f~ls that he /rust b3 "kind 
of nuts,~'cs ho is concerned about hlo explosive ta'llX'r., ,He . 
states that he used 'to just fight with his fitlts but now he goos 
for II weapon ill1lledlately and fools that anyone VAlo does this rust 
Mve tIOt!lethlng wrens \!Ii til him. He states that he doos not really 
care mether or not ho lives or dios end that 1I reGOOl sulcido 
aUunpt In flU was a eenuine one. He Qtatea he has nothing to 
live for, no eoals or plansr and no interest in the future. His 
discourse Is filled \'lith sa f-pHy. Altheugh ho reeards himself 
as ~ mo raprosentsa rGOll threat to society, ,he doooo't quite 
feel that incarceration is fair. He expres$Os a V8g~ interest 
In psycnJatric helPt but aciDits that he has never been able to 
tolerate any sort or probing or questloniO£ r~rding perSOl'loaI 
concern". . 

.... Surm;,..-:~~+, ' 
YJiflard Marshall is or "wrage Intelli~enoe. So!ruCh f,'r the 

positives. He strikes CIe u one of tho !!lOst unstabl~, sociopathic 
and emoUor,ally disturbed youthful offender seen d this inatitu-­
llon. 'Although disturbed, he Is not grossly psychetic and does 
not fit thO criteria for admission to the state hospital system. 
I feel th4t attEll\l>ts to obtain extensive psychiatric and Picl'lO­
logical counsel ins should be &:Iaci:r within tho limits of thG nsti­
tuUonal p!'Oiram. It Is, haMwer, questionable lIheth6l' WHlerd 

.' 

--------~, 
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has the • strenath or the Interest In hlrneol f to enter Into 
anything approachIng a therapeutio relationship. In rrrt opinion, 
he; Is an elCCOptionally oon~rous and untrustworthy 'ndl ... i~l. 
I would hope that psychologioal IMllusticn could preceed Ilia 
release to the COIir.lJnlty. I .feel that ho r.epresents a conside .... 
~10 thr.t to Ccammi ty eafoty and atablli ty at the present tl,lIIO. 

David Hclbere. staff Psychologist 

G!JXJP LI V I NO IlEPOBI 

Slnoa Intake Willard has done 8 BliHcractory Job In all his 
assigned duties. Ha ramins respectful at ell times tovlirdthe 
staff and cooperates most readi ly wi th My requests. 

" 

EMAIl OOAl E'UJ.UATmt 

n.trlng the 1966-67 school year Willard \11U1 enrolled In the 
12th grade at the state Training School. He withdrew rrocn school 
In lbrc:h and recoJyed the grade of iflCOC"4llete for the 3rd qwrter. 
~ boy has COIl1'letcd the 11th graoo at the state Training School 
with approximately a C-Qverage. A Jweni Ie GChool evaluat.ion 
written 12-22-65 indicates that Willard has not hac:! an exception­
ally difficult school history. He was kflO\'<f1 8S a fairly fAlell 
Ildjusted et,udont and also tlld quite IIIGll In the moo Juvenile 
ac:hoo I proeram. " ' ' 

, At tlle present time ilUard Ie somav.tlat ambivalent about re- , 
turning i.o a full t:\\~ schoo.1 proer&'l. He has, h(F,liever, adjusted 
favorablt In the Uil.'C rer:radial GChool program and H is strongly 
advlSQd that IHllard ~ prcgranmad at the 12th grede,\ level if he 
~s transferred to another correctional Institution. The boy has 
the ability to ccq>lete his high sdiool edualUon and seeras to be 
~~fortable in Q school environment. Willard is sienlflcantly 

,retai'd«! in the area of English eranrnar, however, he is capable 
of 10th l!rade arlthmeti{~ and his readine 'I£l'h! ~ .. .:ooo-quate to 
handle eeI\.ior hiRh GChOOI materi,el. Aft~r completion of iii high 
ec:hQoI pro..~nam WIllard has e.1.!\ Intor~' and somG abil tty In the 
area of aub mochanlcs and this would seem to be the appropriate 
vocational tnlning program for him. 

Tem Grogan, Special Teedler 
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filUIl WS $.WAFfi 

, Ill1Grd Is presently not affiliated with. corumunlty church. 
He .ttended function .. a~ both an Episcopt.ll and a Lutherlln church 
VIM he was youngor, but has boon completoly inactive for tho 
past she years. He Nis boon baptized, but has not. boon confimtd 
nor rocelved COIlilVnlon. Willard is.li boy ,"10 presently has a very 
10\'1 self-conoept nnd Ylho wrbali~s negative feelings toward 
religion. Thia is duo, no douht 1 to his eonsral hostility to\~rd 
the eatabliGhed soci~l order in Inst.itutions. Routine chaplain 
contact. a ra rGOOll1Tlel'lood. 

Bruce IAJrphy, Protestant Chaplain 

CASEy,ol)< @'Ylcg f£POBI 

lhe EUb.\ect III very poUte and cooperatlve during tho Inter­
vl_ sHusHon. He sooms wry depressed and emoUoMlly e~ustod. 
He oxpress&8 very little hope for the future Ilnd appears to be 
genuinely sorrowful that flo is in the presentpathotic situation 
that he lao He W<:es barbitustes and claims that this is his alain 
problem. He also fools that It will be very difficult to stop 
taking them and ganerally adnlts that prognosis Is very poor in 
this area. He ties his criminal activity very closely to W<ing 
pilla. . 

He does not soom to express tlUct. gcmuine remorse with the 
contnlUing offense, however, he does seau to convey tho feeling 
that he wuld prefer to remove himself from 'this kind of ectivity 
If only he had the ~lJ I powsr. Tho svbject is probably more ego 
Involved In thiB type.cf activHy thanhe'gener~1\y expresses in 
the interview. ' 

The fll!llUy dynamics Mve no doubt contributed to '~ subject's 
failure to adjust. The subject is not bitter to'llElrd either parents 
and minimizes family difficulties. 

The subject ~inly needs'. secure setting because of his 
tendencY to escape stressful situations. It wouldeppear that his 

. depressIon at the present 'limo is significant enough to warrant 
special consideration, and some encounaeernent moUld be given to 
him to make the best of his situation. The lina.rcotics" problm 
probably presents 8. erucial issue, and the subject's addictive 
personality wUl probably Il1!!lke it'difficult for him to .djust in 
tho Mure. ' . 
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EINAl STAfflW ~lu,WiX 

. 'Illard t:r\,.I!haU I s a 17 yeal' 0 I d, Caucasian youth from ••• tho _8 convlctod of tho felony of theft an District Court. This 
felony vas only one'of eaveral he cor.mlHod ,w.hllo on run from the 
state T.ralnlng School during tho months of f.!.arc:h and April. II I Il1rd 
1119& first comittod to tho VCC in 1965 Gnd has boon at vve a8 '-\all 
ao ?~ tling. HI& run reCord I. quito substaritlal and, 8S a Juvenile, 
he UlS 'nvolvod in many burglerioo and auio thefts. He attrIbutos 
his difficulties to his nood for drugs, particularly oodatives. ' 
He is wqlreaslne eomo 001 f concern at thi & tilllC.'l and appears to be 
I'Ilther porplexed and dish&l!rtoned by his unh.eppy condition. \'Hl1ard 
has GI;1lntalnod himself well to cl;ate In the uroup living oltulltlon 
bllt Me l~rhS9d Iltaff 6S an unstabl e cnd sociop!lthlc youth. 

DEem/GUT rm:MJilIDAII CNS 

A. Plaooment. The staffing tenm, noting \'lillard's lana record 
o~ anU-soclal behavior, his current sodous .involve.nent In 
crime, end his history of esoap08 from juvenile institutions, 
feels that a prO{!ram at the state Rafomatory for Lien at st. 
Cloud lIOUld be lno/3t appropriate to his needs and so reccr.msnds. 

Be ~tlorVEducationl . 
I. lorlc - Worle program should be oocondary to school .t this 

time but Vllliard'\l Interest In auto mchafllics may be 
2. ~~!lzed on in the luw",. 

•• Gracia -, Willard haa CCI'Il'leted the 11th {IF'l1cie at STS 
.nd would be ~Ieglble for e full-time 12th grede pro­
gr'QIII. He seEtns to be wll motivated to obtain his 
high echool diploma.. ' 

b. Course oflnstruction - 'Li ;-tlme 12th grade prognllll. 
c. RemBdlal Re<tUirements - ~",1I1il granmar is a YISak point 

&li'\d remodlal v.orle IIOUld be b.aneficial he.". 
3. YocatlOMI 'Goala end Training' - Continued oouneellng is 

feOCmlIeIidod, and 'lillard' 0 budding interest In auto mechanics 
Iihould be encoura~ • 

. C. Supervlslcm Needs Inl . 
I. Group llvina - At loost Ill9dhlll supervision oould be required. 

, 'Illard ha.s "drl fteefl! in juvenile InsU tutioqa in the past. 
Hie drug habit soems to be • fairly serious one and ohould 
be considered In planning his program •. 

2. The ('.oartM'\lty - Not applicable at this time. 
D. Seqial Development. 

I. Peer Relation6hlps - Adequate within the dallnquent population. 
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2. R.onatlon .. III h.lrd has be-an ck>rnonstratlna little Interest 
In rocreaUonl1l programs .nd £io,oold ba ~ooufl3aed to de-
velop posltlvo ways of rel"xaUoo and h~vlng fun. . 

3. RoIISion - Willard's roligious oriontati~, is techniCQlly 
Protestant but virtually nOn-existant. His attitudes 

. tOllQrd religion are iVG~ 
E. The~y. ~.q.' 

Ie 'P!'I)'sIOl!lI Hoa 1 th' 
•• nmtal Attention - Routine car as noeded. 
b. Medical Attention - Routina caro s needed. 

2. Psychological Health. 
•• IndiviWilI Cotrnsell~ - He is ~ressina somJ interest 

In himsol r &/ld 11 (toad c!oal of !.UlJCieiy and sol f conconl 
mlch could bI3 capitalized on in lndl vi dual counsollng. 
His low,frustration tolorance Is a likoly deterront to 
meaningful thorapy, nowever. ~ithin tho lirni~s of 
the JnsUtuU~1 proerrun, att~ts slould be maOO to 
offer him as inteo~ivo counSGlir~ a~ is possiblo to 
~ If he carl capitallzo on thia. 

It. Group CotBlsclill2 - ¥lillard's foolings to ... .ard group 
counsellng are elJllOst wholly negativeo Not partlcu-
larl,:( recoomandod. , 

f. f~'ly Relatlonshi~sl 
I. ramU)' 'Role Changes Needed - EmnclpaUon frOll1 4n unhealthy 

rMll1y situation ie recoamendctd. 
2. Family Inwr-vlewing or CounseUng Nooded - Routine infol"Ola­

the contacts by the aaont. 
buary Bye David Helber'Q, staff Psychologist. 
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CAst D LOll I t lOW II 
., . 

recto, eoore. or 39.5 en r.ator I and 15.5 on r.ator " .. r. 

, obbll ned on the CAS. Thl II subJoct was seen alii .. ro leU vel y we II 

adjusted youna I!Iln. The rll. scores on IoWI 8lqJerlmentt\1 GOIl,les 

were. ~16, A-I7, B-12, ~t ~37, 1&-15, ~"'t4.,Sl:::li""jO. 
k-54. 

lIaIDIas Koslo, David EcMard 
r , 

grrM. PC Dalln<:AJeDt Astl Unauthorized U60 of Motor Vehicle 

~ F-471 K-51, H0-41 t 1>-53, Hv-47 t PO-57, 14f-48, 
t pt-,2. 50-51 J ~55, S -5!!. 

Jnhlll£MCO Ted 1)!tA. LDrae Thorndike Verbal f .1:1. - : IS 
, Non-Verbrd I.Q~ - 133 

0tIw r,stll Glygu Sentence ecq,tetlon Forms, DJasnoatlo IntarvJ ... 

Jn1ta11f£1J1Xi9 T@stJog ~lotRrQtaHFn' ' . 
Intelligencra 'S a everGgO, n tho "brleht-normallt ,.~. 

foUm!" Uy-IesUO£ .. Inioepcotatlgg. 
Test results ~st thai IQve la e rzlther hyper-sensitive, 

lIkepUcaJ, susplclolm 'lnd hostile ~rson. He Is-likely to be 
usually on guard end distrustful or others. motivations. There Is 
no evidence here of retally gross maladjuotment or of the iupulsive 
rebel UOUBne$S 60 often found in the cl811nquent population. On$ 
IftIUJd expect Dave's greetest socllli dirfictJlt(es to result from 
distrustful ettltudes and .. leek of confJdence of other •• 

m.Ln1oa1 Imcesslonl 
Ikwa II f4i'rly pleasant to tnterview1 beIng quiet, sort spoken 

~d polito. He eng~d in a good deal ot' rational hatton regerdi~ 
his pr.Uon violations .. t flret, later .tatl~ t~t he really hlld 

il 
====-=--______________ .. M .. , _______________ ~ ______ J'_ 
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no excuse and VAlls unable to account for resistive berurllor. He 
does not appear to be particuI-.dy anxiou!l or depre5SOd Qild no 
overt hosU lity ~s notod. I.lthoueh coo[>(lrative clurina inte .... 
vl~, he vollM'lteered Httle Md ~ quite YoIQry. 

~1q..IWQS:,dRQ' . 
The l~ression is of an adjustrnant rooctioo of early adulthodd, 

related to rather mild paranoid-like fe!illings of 1'l1liElOatlonr dis­
trust, hyporsonsitivity, and hostility ~hich is likoly usual y ~11 
controlled. 

SUnDai~it 
Inteiligenoe is &Wow IlWre,.,01J, in the brip.,ht normal renge. 

Test results do not roflect the usual [~ross anH~social charac­
teristics u,lch nre usually found in del inqoont' popu lation, but 
eupzest that awe is n suspiciOUS, guarded ptln"on. He appears to 
be tM sort tho M)uld havo a great de41 of diffic:Jlty cstablishl02 
a working relationship with his ageot, ss IneJood Ul9 ilia case. 
HoweVer, his attituds end general pGroonality rnakoup db not point 
to en actual criminal orientation nnd one ll'Ould flxpect his bshavior 
to be reasonably 'USll controlled lmOOr usUal circlZlls-tanoes. 

Dwlci Hei~rg, S'.:aff' Peyc:hglogl..t 

£M!.II WAL EYAU!Alliti 

Past Ach[k'£.~~: 
.(An official grade tr~nsc~ipt is no~ avaIlable, tmwever, tho 

social history infoH!atiro indicates that. lJive graduated from t.oo 
12th grade In June of l%4e) 

Since t~~t time Dave enrollfld in a Vocational &:hool mere he 
COO1'JE\ted a cne {ear electrical llnEinan'e course. Grl!\cks 'lOd veri­
flC4tlon of Dave s enroHIri5nt are not lctilediaiely ava.ilabl0, how­
ever,_ this Is a~ to ~ c,,-;-:sct slnee the toy has been ~Ioyed 
for the pilst year, in this rooac:ity. Dave's eElrlier ·school YCQre 
were quite .rratio. His grades> de9lined duri~ tho 8t.h grade and 
he we described by teacllers as being lndi ffQrent. and having no 
respect for ru[~. In 1%3, he Ulsacnievine at approximately a . 
D IIwrage and withdrew rra:a school. He fills GlJbsequently enrolled 
In the sCI1damio school progralll st the State Tra~ning Sdlool ~nd at 
the Youth Vocational Center in P,ochestor. WIlllo in llw Corroctloml 

.. Schoo\ Program, Dave r~lved B average gredes ."o:,d was considered 
to have above average po~lMltial. He ~letod the lith grade at 
the Youth Vocational Cooter l!IfId ~s aubsequently parol1cd and re­
enrolled In the 12th wade in tM public schools. J:Qve _8 able 
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to gre<fut\te with hit; original class and hie final 12th grade ~rlc8 
Included IlIn A In IIIlthss::lllics, • C in ECOMIIIlo ~raphy lind • a.-
In Business.' , 

UAtUQMJ Test lht4: 
Stanford Achi~ Test Advanoed Batt~ry 

March 1%'"7 (Grada 12 Graduate) - f'.cl4ding ••••••• 12 .. 5 
SpoIling ••••••• 11.4 
Lenguage ••••••• 11.3 
Arithmetic •••••• 12.3 
Battery l1Gdlan ••• 11.9 

~Lru»I/Ywimrd 2:=a1a rmd I:wrningl ' 
At the present. i,im ~ is a CJualified lineman electrician 

arid has bGen wployed if) this capacity for the past year. J~ 
.tes tMt he ~Id hitw little difficulty returning to his most 
recent!etr.p!OjIIll!!nt "'00 ~'s vooatiOMi prognosis in general" 
appeare to ~ excellent. Dave QPpoors t.o b$ very IWGh s;b$orbed 
In his occupatlon and U1QI'Q VIOUid soom to be IHtle that the 
wrreoUOMI prognir.::a Slight offer him in termS of' acacier.lic: or 
vocational training d the pr&sem time. TOO boy displays 6 good 
deal of maturity and ~t oonoerning his future and i! is 
therefore ,.~ that he be ellowed to pursue his chosen 
~Uon In the COOi!Imity. ' 

Thcmas Grogan, Special Teach$r 

rm.r Llym. WhWBt 

Received Dave at moo on :vt4l67. ~,'OOcmed very polite and 
respectful. In ,hie tiDe hGr'e he hasn't give" anyone 8 bad tfms. 
lave seems concerned about Ythat \9i II happen to him. He knows he 
has made tl mi stake and states he ie e\Yfu I sorry for thi s. 'Of 
Dave's backgratmd, f-uly wise, I don't know too ItIJCO but maybe 
thie couldbe his £Bin trouble. Il:we i. 'about average in pel'SMIIJ 
hygl ene end habi ts. 

Dave eeeras to mix usll with the others In e~ but 88eflIS to 
pick hb om friends. For the staff end revel s ~ra, reve ehows 
respect but stays aloof. Seems to be " deep seated sort of .youth. 
IQw Is workl~ In the kitchen er~ and doe~ a very good job. Has 
been dol'1l good since be hu been hero. , 

DIve ,participates in .. t the Center has to ofror' In sports 
tnd r8()reation. He plays hard. Seems to enjoy Just about every­
thing 00t. states he dislikes ,"lUng. A lot of 'Is have poor pen­
IlElnShlp 80 this could be the r~eon for this disake. 
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Dave has no physlc"ll prllhlems that I know or. He fIeeII:I8 to 
.1eep _11 nights and ivlve heard no call1lalnts. 

The way ta lIOn.: with Drlve Is to tell him Yttvlt you umt done. 
The Job is done and too my you \\Quid mnt it done tooJ tll .... Is 
" IiI1EP1ll (Eloc.). He has II very gcod skill. There Is a lot of 
potenUal in thia youth, but only he can put his best forth. As 
fer I)we'a future, I do bolieve he 0611 become just v.i1at he vants 
to be. 

fAJGJOlJS SI,UJAI)i 

Affiliation and Aplivit~: 

Richard Ecl:dahl, Correctional Counselor 

~ claim3 t.ho L~theran Church lcx;:ated in ••• Uimosota, as hie 
hama drurch. lAtve POlOts out tMt I tIs not. nooassary that I try 
to contact the L1inister regarding his presence hera .t th" Reception 
Center illS 'Iho has MV'" hEl'lrd ·01' me a.nd I doo I t mq>&et to go bade 
. there. It la,to does claim t.o have boon baptized, confi~ and to 
M.ve partic~patcd in the Solcrarr.ant. of Holy CClimJnion. Bis activitv 
in the church has not bcoo significant 'It any point. in his life ' 
consisting of infrequent. and irregular involvement in Sunday mom­
I~ worship mich was initiated at 4bout. 13 ,yoars of age and c0n­
tinued on up ooti I about 18 YO!l'rs of ege. Ot.her than fairly fre­
~ attendance at coofirmtion ci2sses between ages of 13 and 14 
Dave has knov.n no othor consistent involvement with the cocnmity 
dlurClh. Dave points out that neither parant is involved with the 
dlurch to a.ny exlcnt and he does not consider either parent eat to 
be an actl.ve Christian. Although none of his siblings live CIt 
home, ~ve does consider his older sister, age 22r to be the dccnl­
rmnt religious influence In their fsmilY. Gsnena ly Dave says 
tMt religious influence in his ho.'lle envlron:oont is eltO£ethor 
ebsent. Ihve suggOste that his friencs 11lia~n11lln a kind of antagon­
Istic hravado regarding reI iglon s.lthough he thinks that basically 
they. respect and p<lssibly "fearl! the precepts of ral iaich. 

6iti~dq and ISoowlw' 
re cst the Reception Center Dave's verbel etUtudel to'Mlrd 

religious participation remains relatively positive. He does 
haw the capacity to be quite indifferent although he says par­
tiC1J18rl~n this' setting he really doesn't mind aHendiri;s and does 
feel as no eots some type of benefit from it. DaVe does 
~Iedge sic Christian doctrines. Dave's religious knowledge 
I a aCeqaJete end does delll>nztrato the capac! tyto verbalize saH s­
f'actori Iy reesrdine the besic .Christian conoepts. Lave ivlis the 
capacity to verbalize appropdate reaponsen to hypothetical value 
.1tuatlons and does so fairly consistently. -
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~VG present. a venoor Cf'~Ouefmos3 and IlttClll>ts to -wear 

quHe sophisticated. Dave opp.llrently ~s kno\\n little wpport 
or enooura~t In tho c!e'/elopment or his religious fife oltnd ' 
he. learned over t.!le yetlrs to survl~ pretty cruch by u!llng his 
0\2l resour~s. At least this Is the hr"ression that he likeo to 
Sf,.., despite the fect that ,,~ has ~ I lUte encouragement 
~w has galnad 'l basio 'response to the relJ€ious coom..rnfty \'Aliah 
does enable him to draw some p~r3OOa1 cornfort fr~~ religIous 
preoopts. On the othGr hand he has not known the kind of Involve­
ment thet WoUld onablo him to uti liz!) rolielon (\S II source of 
strength ~ich WbUld alter or ciEnificantly modify his bansvioral 
patterns. lXlve cloes seem to respond to supportive pastore I con­
tacls. .:ost orMs thinldng in the ltrea of religion appears to 
bo quite ,rdional but rather superflolal. It is oxpectad that 
Dave could loarn more of thE! ChriGtian fait.h Clnd coma clolSQr to 
the point \\here he ~n draw r~1 stroMth from reI igion wHh 
-wroprJate Tlelp lind guidance. His :nOti~tions to receive this 
however r8Ol;lin questionable at the pre500t tilOO and will Ue II 

'Illatter for continuirtg ~IUQUon. 

,Ik>n E. I.lohnson, SenIor Residant Chaplain 

CA:£m< gB\t ICE rmm 
DiilVe was coornlHed here on " violstlon of probation. His 

, original offenso occurred In February of 1965 Cit fihich timo he .. s 
~ with WllV~ ThoYO!Jth has Il jwellile record dating black 
from 1%1 through 1964 including sua, offenses e.s bret'lk!ng lind 
enterine, burglary, escape from the Vou-l:h ~ocati,o.iCll Center' lin 
Roc:nester and three mfsdenieanors. Hfa Pl'$sent offonse took pIsco 
In Febnlary or 1965 and has been on probation sinoo that time. 
His violations consisted of Illegal pO!l$&Ssion, ab9Condln£ from 
Pf"Obation supervision and gene"l fallure to adjust. , 

The youth apparently ~let6d vocational t""inJ~ I1t some 
vocaticmal school as ~ llnEmln electrician and wor'o<ed for a long 
period of Umo In 'ndiana. At that time he claims that he VIIlS 
U\der the 8'~r'Vlslon of a ~n parole seent with \\flom he had Ii 
ereat deal of difficulty camvnleatlng. He claimed that he dId 
not like thls person Ilnd she was continually on his back. When 
he COSI1S back to MinneSota he continued to foul up on probablon by 
primarily not repori.lne an::!" doill!J a oertaln amount of' drinking. 
Ho MS CCIIIIIiHed no felonies VItlile on probation. 

The youth Is ehan~a\Grizad 41:1 one tho looks. upon himself as 
kind of "W<lnderer. He enjoys travelina frcm place to place and 
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this Is possible with hie present vocational choice. He works 
as an electrician's 1ll'lEJtllQn In conotruction ~nletl that move 
arot.nd from placo to place throughout the lJ'blto nod works a~rent­
Iy very diligently. m G Ul"4l10yor llpparontly ~nts him bI30k and 
claims that he does a good Job v.hile Ulllloyod. 

Dave app~~s to be one ~o Ie not par"tlcularly alert and 
brldht elthoUgh his Interest In his vocational field Is certainly 
to be ~ded •. He looks liko a youth toho probobly has had his 
&hare of .\uvonile problems duo ~;at to his fomlly lnvolvamont 
but one wilo appoora to be mkll'l!! a certain amount of prD?.r0GS as 
far 68 delinquent youth tOGS. He claims now tMt. he is tnrough 
with his rQlili1lrlCl around and just wants to get back out and ~rk 
on the Job that he likes 60 ouell. 

The probation officer d'lo wrot!J tho violallon report Indicated 
that ho wanted the youth Incar~ratod but the probation 'officer 
\\ho Ylf'ote the prelimllllJry home evaluation ~.1l behalf of the county 
re<:oI'lJI\eI'Is th:\t he be flivooanother chanoa on probetlon. The 
agent Indlcatea that he would .have no objection to '\;hia youth to 
be Illven probation OOcau90 of the fact that he can \IIOrk sucoess­
fully and he 0111 maintain himoolf. 

The aaent al60 Indicates, however, that the relationroip with 
his ~ron{s Is not eood. The parents llpparently mako lIeht of 
Dave s difficulties and.insist that everythi~ he has dono has 
been scmeone else's fault. The youth doos not i~ress this case­
worker as OM YAlo is mi.nimi:dne his activities too much Md tends 
to agree that his parents have been perhaps shielding him .l:IOst of 
his Ufo. He Is anxious In tho InterviO'# end very c6ncerood about 
the outcome of his staffing. Ho doesn't DOOm to be accepting of 
Incarceration at this point but Is anxious to Qtt~t to prove 
himoolf. His manner In tho IntorvieW Is polite nnd friendly nnd 
certainly puts on a good appearance for this caseworkar. Outside 

. of the filet that he Is a bit ShallO'fl in his approach I do bol lew 
his Gtt~t to convince this worker that he hilS changod are fairly 
sincere on his part. Tho youth does have somethil'l2 goina for him 
In tenna of vocatloml opportunities nnd I feol that he perhaps 
has been Jolted by his stay at the RecoptJon Conter. 

In eurmary tilile the youth MS had Ii sUfficiently bad Juvenile 
record to \\!arrant serious consideration for strong control s, I 
think that we should· take into consideration the fact that he has 

. ~rent1y made some improvement owr the last several years. He 
bes had • difficult time with parole officer in Indiana but MG not 
clone too a:uch in terms of being irl'lolved in Illegal Geilvi ty In 
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Minnesota. Tho youth coaln appears to be el~r. In his efforts 
to cilan(zo and apparently la unaooepUna of tho possibility of 
lnoarOGratlon. 

Charlo. "'*"'8On, c.~r\o:er 

fINAl STAffiNG ~ 

In February of 1965, lhw 1I&s c:har~ with uoouthorl%Gd use 
of 8 motor whlcle end tils placed on probation. He Is currently 
at "ROO as a result of a violation of thiS! probation. Specifi­
cally ))avo MS been charEitd with abaconding from probation super­
vlalonr caneral falluro to adjust and drinldng. The boy has a 
jwonl 0 rocord chting back to 1961, Including such offenses .QS 
6reakirm and entering, bul'ilary, various Iili Gilemoonors and on 
escept from YVC. . , 

Although ~ve has II slnnlflCllntly carious jwenlle record, It 
appear" that the boy has 10000 oomo ooflni to progress reoently. 
Dave Was able to return to the 12th grado and graduate wi th rea­
sonably hlch grades from his camunlty school. Be al80 enrolled 
In the VOOIlUoosI School &nd ~ietod a course in I in«nan con-
rrtr'lJ<)tion. Slnoo that tima~IJaVO has cecured OO1'loymont with . 
v:nrlous Construction firms s a lineman lind vias currently .~loYed 
by a construction COOllG"Y a the time 'of his violation. The moo 
shifr Is of the opinion'tM the ~'&gener.1 personality rrnke-
up does not point tv a crlClinal orient9tlon end there Ie no reason 
to believe that his behavior should not be reasonably wi I c0n­
trolled under usual cir~s. There is no ovldenoo of eross 
maladjustment or Impulsive rebelliousness usually found In the 
delinquent population. 'It also appears that Dave M!J IiIlgnifloantly 
profited fr::o:D his brief exp;wionoe here at I.Rro. 

Dave's GgOnt has sumastecJ that tha boy might be returned on 
probation It It Is felt heMS been Iq>ressed with tho seriOUEnOS!l 
of his violation. The moo st9ff has checked with the boy'. 
previous ~Ioyor and he appar~tly would b& able to {let the Job 
back. It Is therefore r~ tNt Dave be returned to the 
camunl ty on probation. 

IFEAThm @If.f:NDAJlW 

A. PI.cement, Return to the CIOIIIIU"Ilty on probation. 

e. Oc:oupatlorVtducatlont . 
I. lork .. Dave viII be able to ~in his previous Job as a 
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construction lineman. 
2. ~l 

a. Gndo - Dave h.ns ~Iet.d the 12th grade and a 
voc.tlonal COIJreo of otudy at Ii vcx::atlonal scllool. 

be Course of Inotructlon .. No further 4lducatlonal or 
vocational progrQllfllIng is lndloated. 

c. Rer.Iodlel ~iroomte .. None. 
3. Vocational Goals lind Trainlns .. At the present timo tho 

boy Is quito interested and ~bsOrbed In his field as Ii 
conGtruction I ill«!l':m and should bo encouraged to rSllln 
In this fiold. 

C. &.iperviGlon Neods Inl . . 
I. Group Living - Winimum supervision. 
2. Tho CcmnunHy - I~\Vots emp10Ymant rC>CJl:llres a good deal of 

mobillty end definite reporting procoauro9 and acheronos 
to spoclfic rules will havo to be worked out. . 

De SQclal IQyelopmeota 
I. Peer Relationships .. Peer relationships seem adequate. 
2. Recreation - The boy participate II . wall her. at LROO . 

and no further reC0(!1TiendaU0I1s are made. 
3. Rsllgion .. Dave I s of th/t Luthci"an fai th and routIne 

rellalous Involvemnt la recarmended. 
E. The"!PYI 

I. t'hyslad fleIllth 
a. Dental Attention - No treatment reccmnendatlon. 
b. Uedleei Attention .. No treatment rOCXlCll!lMdation. 

2. Psyc:hol~ical HC!II!IIlth . 
a. IndlviWiI Counselina .. Li re mnagement counsellna 

along practical linen Is reconmanded. 
h. Group Counseling .. Not IndlcatGd. 

F. "8I1I1Iy Relationships: . 
t. FaIIIlly Role c::han!;es Needed - The moo CQseworlcer sumesta 

that nwe not return to the parental homo and that he 
eecure Instant Ilvir.c arrangunents u soon as possible. 

2. F_lIy Interviewing or CoUn&ellng Needed - It appears 
that neve can secure living arrangements '"th a sister 
Initially, howowr, it Ie reooamended that Independent 
arrar~lte be llade as soon 118 possiblo. 

a.-ary &/1 Thomas Groa-n. Spoolal Teacher 
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