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CHAPTER |
INTRODUCT I ON

Hathaway (1965), in a review of porsonality inventories,
concluded that tho Minnesota Multiphasic Persomality lnventory
(13P1) has been "moderztely successful" in fulfilling the pur~

. poses for which {t was intendad, including particularly the

. soparation of thoso persons whose personality problems and soci=

etal adjustments are signi."i'cantly Incapacitating, from "normals"

- whoso difficulties fall within tolerable ranges of personal die~

. comfort and’community tolerances Lingoes (1965) is somevhat

core generous in his evaluation of the P! as "an excellent

screoning dovice,™ but notes that "there is much conflictirg

 evidencs as to tho test's sensitivity in discriminating within

' tho abnormal group ftselfl" Ho concludes his roview by stating
‘that broad diagnostic grouplngs can be raiiably 'so-para.ted, but

that "Finor distinctions within any one of these nosological
groups, hovover, have boen in the min, unproductive" '

This question of 1ZP! sonsitivity has received encouraging
attention within tho abnormal populations of psychiatric facili-
ties. First, tarks and Seaman {1963), and then Gilborstadt and
Dker (1965) -published actuarial data clarifying WP! configura=~
tions within such psychiatric populations. In these siudlos,
subgroups of sub jects wre identified whoss problems might be
génarally dascribed as involving character disorders or psychopathy




: as opposed to neurosis or psydhosis. The Bd ecale of the 1P
" has played a prominont and expected role in the identification
 of thess subgroupss

One concarn of the atudy roportad hore, then; involves the
quastion of validity generalizalion of the 13P| vhen gpplied to

- & rather different domain, the correctional institution. To state
~ thg problem as & question: that are the correlates of VP! scores
" within an incarcerated population?

Only a fow studias have bean addressed to thls particular

- question of ‘alidity generalization within such a population and
a roview of cuch ressarch must of necessity be brief. There is no

doarth of studies demonsirating conslatent test differences be~

twesn delinguent of criminal groups and normal populations vhich
cut across age and sex dimensions., Hathaway and Monachese (1963),

 Wirt and Jacobson (1966), Wirt end Briggs (1959), Mack (1967),

turphoe et al. (1962), Levy ot al. (1952), Jurjevich (1963) and
Penton (1959) have all contributed in this area. ” Generally, ste~
tistically significant differences have been four‘\d on a nuzber of
P\ soales, with scales £, Pd, Sg and lfa conaistently elevaled in
dalinquent groupae The results of investigations of personality
differences within delinquent populations have been more incon-.
sistent an& enbiguouse L

Of those investigations In which the Pl mas uzed to deter-
sine differences within the relatively homogenous populations

C L e v e
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found in correctional institutions, perhaps tho wost thoughtful
iand encouraging has been the study of Shinchara and Jankina (1967).
Theos authors divided their delinquent edolescent sample into

: thres groups on the basis of recorded delinquent bshavior and ob=
esrvations of b&mvior in tho institution. The groups were soclal~
ized dalinquanis, unsocialized-aggressive delinquenta, and runavay
! dallnquenta, vhoss offenses consisted largely of absenting and
truancye The authors found that 121 scores of the unsocialized

" delinquent group oxceoded thozo of the socialized delinquent group
on scalés E, Hs, D, and Py, at the 1 levsl of confidence, and at

" the 57 lovel for ecalo Sge The scores of the runavay delinquent
group exoesded thosa of ths socialized delinquent group on scales

. Dy Hy,y Bdy, and PL at the 1% lavel, and on scales F, If and & at

© the 55 levels The rﬁmmy dalinquent group scores also exceoaded
those of the unsocialized delinquent group on scale LI (I¥ level)
end vere lover on Pa (5% lovel). The investigators concluded that
the soclalized dolinquents, vhoss unacceplable behavior appearsd
to bs more of a function of parental neglect than parental abuse,
wore pay-;h‘o'logically a hoalthier group, displaying a form of
"adaptive, goal-oriented” bohavior through their dalinguent acts.

_ A similar study of delinquent behavior was employed by
Randolph ot al. (1961), who divided their dslinquent eample into
18 "golitary” delinquenis, who comitted thalr offense umccom-
panied by others, and 37 "social™ delinquents, thosa offenss vas




" comnitled in the company of other youngsters and vhose soclal
- values were common to hio subcultural group. The ages of the
sub Jects ranged from 14 to 18. Tho authors found the "solitary"
" delinquents to be generally more intelligent, 2s indicated by

the results of the Veschler Adult Intelligence Scale, but also

'j more pzycho!ogleally disturbed as suggested by higher scores on
uﬁ,' Gwles uﬂ, D’ ﬁ!, Ed’ m, Eﬁ’ Et, ﬁi, and fs.

Lefkouitz (1966) divided his samplo of 42 juvenile delin-
quents into equal groups of thooe who had obtained "regular™ dis-

i chargesfrom a trainlng schoel after successfully completing the

achoo! s rehabilitative program, and those vho were givon "irregu-
lar" diecharges after failing to edjust to the school program.

Although only the Xy scale diceriminated botwoan tho.two groups
at an acceptablo level of confidence, the author concluded that

his results "tend to support tho hypothesis of greater psycho-
pathology among the failure group.” '

Craddick (1562) went to the available li{emturo on psycho~
pathy and dovolopod a 12=item check liste He thon rated 118 adult
prisonors and, comparing the 27 highest scorers with the 27 loweat
-goorors, found that the more psychopathic inmates scored higher
on K corrected scales Pd, Ef and m. :

Craddick {1963) also found that by using P! "scattoer"
("the algebraic sum of the deviations from the ntadard 162N

for nino clinical ccales") as a mcasurs of psychopathy, he was




. abla to differentiete poychopathic prisoners from thelr non-

' psychopathlc peers; but not frem @ group of psychiatric in-

patientss Thus, in terms of absclute elevations, the paycho=
pathic prisoners weroe similar to the mwntally ill. Craddiock
did rot dlecuss the discriminatory powers of individual scales.
Van Evra and Rosenberg (1963) studied an incarcerated popu-
lation, all of whom tad received a paychiatric diagnosia of
seciopath, and the lega! status of soclopathic persomalities
ae defined by Ohio lawe The inveatigators dividaed the Inmates
{nto gr&xpa of "primary psychopathea™ and "aeurotic paychopaths,"
and found statistically significant differences on sevoral 129}
scales. Thesa results are not surpriﬁﬁg, hovever, as the divi-
slon was based on sccres on the Taylor HManifest Anxtety Scale,
an excellent measure of the first factor of the P}, a factor
genarally considered ‘!,5 be a measure of neuroticism, amdety or
ego strengthe This factor will be discuaaed‘ln the subsequent

chapter.
Tha E scale of the P! vas of particuler interest to

Gynther (1964). Hia eubjects ware 190 state hosplial patients,

all charged with legal offenses and referred to tho hospital for
sanlty hearinga. 11literatos and those too confused to respond
to the Pl wore not Included in tho study. bynthor found a
hisrarchical arranpement vhen consldering tha relatienship bo=

twecn type of offenca and E scale elevalionst the more severs




the offense, the preater vas the F scals elevation.
Panton (1958a), howsver, had no success in finding M|

- differences among prisanors grouped by erimimal offense. Using

" the usua! clinical scales, Panton found that all groups doviated

from normal standards, particularly in terms of elevated Bg

“ scala scores, and lowered scoras on scale S

Panton {1958b) went on to develop his Adjustment %o Prison

i (A) scale, vhich on cross validation correctly identified 827

~ of sach of two vell adjusted prisoner groups, and 85%, 87% and

L 9%, resﬁéctively, of three groups characterized by inadequate
- and unruly adjustments to prison life. The Ap scale did not

fmprove over clinical, judgmental predictions in the area of

accoptable adjustment, but identified the poorly adjusted sig-

nificantly better than did clinical predictions,

Panton (19623) also found the Ap scale to work wall in com~

" bination with the Pd scale in correctly identifying ths chronic

recidivisie This combination of scales has been termed the
Habitual Criminal (H¢) scale by Panton. ’

The same author (Panton, 1962b) also directed his attention
to prisoners eho mutilate thansélves vhile in digciplinary con~

finement. Ho found statistically significant elevations on

scales E, Pd, PL and §j when comparing thesa men to model inmates.

He also found differences on the anxisty index (Al) of the W#!
and on oxperimental scales Ap, Sr (Conversion reaction), In

e sk
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{1nnor maladjustment), Jh (Judged manifest hostility) and PQ
(Psychotic tendency). Howsver, in comparing his self mutilators
with other pr‘isonera vhose disciplinary problems subjected them
to the samo custodial treatnont, Panton found that only his i
scale retainod discriminatory worth, 1t would appear that the

A scale scores are related to behavioral control and solf dis~

cliplinee

The PI did not fare wsll at all in e study by Erickson
and Roberts (1966a). Two groups of institutionalized delinquent
boys mr:; given the IMPl. Those boys differed in impulse control
as judged by staff members who considered them to be trouble '
makers (SSs) or woll behaved (GGs) wi-ihin the institution. Scores
on the usual clinical scales as well as on the Eg scale (Ego
strength) were tabulated, and enly the Pd scale discriminated be-
tween the two groupse This difference disaépgared in cross vali-
dation procedures, as did 19 discriminat'ing if:uns from the test
proper. Thosge authors (Erickson & Roberts, 1966b) also reported
that the Q score of the Portous Mazes did discriminate botween
the two groups, this difference withstanding crcss validation
‘prooedures.

Denbarg et als (1961) found no significant relationships
batween M| scores on K and the ten usual clinical scales and
the behavior of prison subjects in terms of disciplinary problems.
These investigations cerlainly lost soms informaticn as they




" dropped all tests with e i'aW‘écore on the F scale of 10 or greater.
: Thus, 42 of an original } of 182 were lost.

: Psychiatric diagnosis was the basis for classification in a
: study by Kingsley (1960). Twenty incarcerated subjects dia.gnosa.ad.
| as pgychopa{ha failed to differ on the WPl from 25 prisonars com
“ gidered to have "no psychiatric disease." Each prisoner group
did demonstrate the customary differences on scales £, Hs, Pd, Pa,

- B{ and Sg vhen compared with a normal group.

vCadlfz (1959) directed his attention to changes In 1P| Acores

{ over a p;riod of institutionalization for 94 delinquent boys. He

reported finding no test difforences among his subjects vhen they
were grouped according to severity of delinguent history.

Hill et al. (1962) focused their attention on I2P1 differences

betwsen three groups. These wore 200 penitentiary brisoners, 200
 hospitalized narcotics addicts and 199 hospitalized aleoholicse
* The authors found that the addicts scored statistically signifi-
cantly higher than the alcoholics on scales K, Pd, if and ¥a, and
higher than the prisoners on scalea 2,‘L§£ and a. The alcoholics

scored highef than did prisoners on scale ] and lower on scales

| Kand Pde Tho investigators concluded, however, that the test

| differences were too small to be of diagnostic value since the
ovenhelmihg factor, both 'in.tes{ resulis, as revealed by elevated
Bd and in social behavirr, wés ona of common, profound social

&Viamyn
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Levy et als (1952) found that adult prisoners whose crimas
involved sex and/or violence had higher profile elovations than

 thair peers and that criminal recidivists obtained higher scores
~ on the Pd scale than did non-rocidivists. Tests of statistical

significance and mothods of analysis were not reported, and it

* appoars that the .lnw:stigat‘orc reached their conclusions sirply
: by visual inspection of moan profiles.

Be may mention in passing that a number of other more care-

 ful 's{udies have besn concerned with the rolationshipa betwoen

' 16P] scores and the variable of recidivisms Investigators in

" this ares, e.ge, Fack (1967), Gough et als (1965), Landel et al.
¢ (1963) and Vandel and Barron (1966) uniformly report discouraging

" results. Mo reliable relationships wera found bstwesn LPI

| scores and recidivism.

i

P s ein st b, b o R s o e

A recent experimadél scale de\}elopcd in a prison population
by Megdrgee et al. (1967) is worthy of' notes These writers re-
ported that neither clinical P} scales nor 12 experimental
scales "purporting to measure hostility or impul‘se control” (in-
cluding the A scale) differentiated betwoen éssﬁuliive and non—
nssaultivo‘ prisonerse They developed an empirical scale,y the '
Over-controlled hostility Scale (Q4)), designed to ic'ien{i\fy the
lndiﬁ&)al who. is usually inhibited in the expression of hostility,
but who ha§ been known to erupt into violently agpressive behavior
often with devastating resUl‘i's. This carefully cross validated

|
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‘scale effactivaly discriminated such porsons from both normal
:individual; and from prisoners for vhom aggression is rather a
v.xy of life. The authors state that a high score on their scale
1is indicative of "a conflict betweon strong aggressive impulses
.and slrong inhibitions against the expression of aggression.™
Finally, the inves‘ligﬁtions of Wirt and Jacobson (1966, 1967)
‘at the Binnesota State Prison deserve consideration. In their
'investigation, the usual P! validity and clinical scales,

;nupsrous LWP] exporimental scales, and scales of the Kuder Voca-

i ¥+ .
1 tiomal Proference Record were included. Ths study is a large

;%scale, long term project, and analysis of the data is still in

g‘pngress. 1t is probably accurate {o state that inleresting

'frelaiionships have boen and will be found between the tests and
& variety of criteria which include recidivism, disciplinary

'Eaction, length of incarceration, response to psychotherapy and

! derographic variables. Bocause of a large I, more statistically

significant than diagnostically useful results will be found, and

2 further evaluation must avait more complete data amalysis. One

§ conclusion supported thus far by reported resuits is that Kuder

; variables, when used as discriminators, may prove to be at least

as effective as I4P] scales. Generally (and {er\tatively), eleva-

| tions on the Kuder scales measuring more tradiiionally "masculine”

% walues, e.g., ouldoor or mechanical interests, have been asso~
i ,

; clated with more socially favorable outcamese.




‘ The studies mentioned abova all deal with the central thome
“of generalized WP discriminative validity within correctional
populations. Resulta vary considarably in the extent to vhich

" they could be regarded aa encouraging. Perhaps the most tmportant
_variable to bs considered is the raliability of the various cri-
f"‘ieria used in theso investigations. Consider, for example, "seri-
ousness of dalinquent history," or the type of offense for which |
an inmte was incarosrated. Since the police do not solve every

L crime, and an investigator's knowledge §f an individual's history
s often {'no&rplete to an unknown degree, the unrelisble nature of
such criteria is apparent.

Diagnoatic criteria also suf‘i‘m" from unspeci-ficd unreliabili=

ties. For examete, Hill's (1962) groups of priscners, oleﬁholics

: and addicts, surely reflected some overlap in that many prisonors

characteristically abuse the use of alcohol and drugs, and many

sho are hospitalized for such indiscriminate tastes also have

comitted criminal offenses. Such criteria as the psychiatric

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

n symptom check list to diagnose psychopathy. He alone rated the

- sbjects and no reliability data wore offered. In the studies of
. Erickson and Roberts, the reliability of behavioral nominations

!

Is not discussed. In the two studies utilizing a social-solitary
delinquency distinction, again the reliability of the diagnostic

diagnosis of psychopathy within a correctional institution is cer=
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j Jjudgments 1s not fully explored in printe The question of recidi-
vism, too, has its obviously unreliable aspects in that the super=

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

| foolproof or all=sncompassing. Finally, such variables as intra-

. institutional disciplinary action and type of institutional dis=
d\nréo in all likelihood contain elements of unreliability which

have not caught the investigators' full attention.

' The use of quantified behavioral rating scales dealing with
problems of diagnosis in the correctional field has, unFor{unately,

‘ s
been nsglected. This situation stands in sharp contrast to the

more medically aligned arsas of psychopathology as attested, for

" exanple, by the Yittenborn Peychiatric Rating Scales, the Hospital

 Adjustnent Scale and the Lorr-tcliair In-patient tultidinensional

Psychiatric Scales. There is one oxception, namely, the Peterson

. Problem Check List (Peterson, 1361) shich has received some atten-
tion in the field of delinquency. Peterson obtained school

teachers' ratings of their pupils conoerning absence or presence,

to a mild or savere degree, of various adjustment problems. Sub-

x Jects were in kindargarten or in the eclementary grades. Factor |

analysis of the ratings sugpesicd the presence of two major syn-

. dromas which Poterson labeled "conduct problem" and "personality

| problema” Quay and Quay (1965) extended Peterson's work to seventh

and eighth grade students finding lmpress;ive continuity as well as

. the emorgenco of a third factor, labeled "immaturity," in the
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eighth grade sample. ¥hile Poterson found high Interrater reli-
abilities for his two mejor factors, the vreliab“ity data in the
;Quay and Quay samples wers unfortunately less impressive for the

bpersomllty problem factor scores and the imnmaturity factor scores.

In @ study which is in many ways directly comparable to the

‘{nvestigation reported here, Quay (1964) introduced the Petorson
 Problon Chocklist to a delinquent sample. Subjects wera 113 {n-

’vcarcorated male delinquents. The miin age was 16.6, with standard

deviation of .98, and the sample was 67F Caucasian and 337 tlegro.

~
:Factor anmalysis again suggested the samo two major factors, now

relaboled by CQuay as Munsocialized-psychopathic! and "disturbed-

;neurotic." A third factor emorgod and was found to be difficult

to interpret, but was labeled "inadequacy-immaturity" by Quay.

Once more, Quay found irterrater reliabilities to be disappoint-

- ingly low, <17 for the scale moasuring unsocialized-psychopathy,

" 07 for the scale measuring disturbed neurotic symptoms and 45
. for the inadequacy~immturity scale. By dropping from further

consideration the most deviant throws of his twelve raters, Quay

boosted the interrater reliabilities to .57, .32 and .93 respec-

“ tively. Quay also reported intercorrelations of factor scores.
" Those wore 33 betwwen the psychopathic and neurotic scores, .49
botween psychopathic and inadequacy and +73 between neurotic and

inadequacy.

ik (1967), building on Quay's work with the Peterson
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Problem Chocklist, found that parole agents, In retroepect,
;ra{ed boys vho violated thelr parole as moro sociopathic, but
here the scales measuring neurotic and inadequate~inmature symp-

‘toms dig ot discriminate between violators and non=violators.

In addition, Quay and Poterson (1964) developed a solf-
rating questionnaire for use in the evaluation of the structure

of delinquoncy, and derived thrse factor scales, moasuring psy-
‘rchopathic delinquency, neurotic dva.linquoncy and subcultural de-

linquency. Correlations with behavior rating factors contained

only ona si;;nif'ic;mt correlation (+30), that between the ques-

‘tionnniro factor of psychopathic dellnquency and the rating of

unsocxal i zod-psychopathy.
In general, the Quay-Peterson analyses have boen consistent

i
i

jnth the general personality theory of Eysonck (e.g., 1953, 1963)

ftbo, through the anplication of factor analytic ted'mnques applied

yvto a variety of data, has come to propose two basic dimensions
>underlying tuman behavior, those called neuroticism and introver-
iaion-extrovarsion.. Eysanck, vho postulates biological determinants
Efor these dimensions, expanded on Jung's typolegy in delineating
the introversion~axtroversion factor. The "typical® extrovert is

%scribed by Eysenck as one who is "sociabiess, craves excite-

went, takes chances, often sticks his neck out, acts on the spur

}
of the moment and is generally an impulsive individual...is care-

.if'ree, easy-zoing, optimistice..tends to be aggressive and loso his

i
H
H
i
2
1
¥
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tecpor quickly...and is not always a reliable person.' The
"'lyplcal" introvert, Eysenck describes as "a quiet, retiring so.rt
of person, introspective, fond of books rather than people; ha ie
reservad and distant except to intimate Frimds...a;\d distrusts
the impulse of the momont. He doas not like excitement...keeps
his feelings under close control, saldom behaves in an aggres—
sive manner, and does noi lose his tempor easily. He is reliable,
somewhat pessimistic, and places a great value on ethical stand-
ards." (Eysenck & Eysenck, 1964) Eysenck rolafes extroversion
to the traditional psychiatric classifications of psychopathy A
and hysteria, a_r;d intro;fersion to depression and anxiety. . The
independent dimension of nouroticism is considered by Eysénck to
rafor to emotionality and instability. as defemined by the funoo
tioning of the autonomié nervous system.

' Thae Peterson Problom Checklist, then, appeared to be an
instrument of genoral interest and one vhich was directly appli-
cable to & correctional population.. In spite of its use in the
correctional field, examination of the items of the Peterson
Problem Checklist suggestad that its utility in the present study
would be limited. Sevevral items wore judged to bs Quite inappro=

priate to the population under consideration {described in the

subssquant section). feither did the range of items appear to
cover the behavioral and conceptual domains as completely as one

. might wish, no~ did the items lend themselves naturally to use

€13
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by the raters available for the population under current investi-
gation, Also, as noted nb§ve, interrater reliabilities have not
‘boen impressives
Clearly, Quay's and Pelerson's efforts have been woll directed
and have been valuable in conoceptualizing the structure of delin-
W and in providing criteria for investigations such as this.
Just as spparent, hovever, has been the need for additionsl rating
scales to supplemant and e@and their checklists |
On tHe basis of the preceding conaiderations, it §s now
possible to reiterate and expand the primary purposes of this
study as followsi
1. To develop mting'instnxaanta eonp;)sed of both
behavioral and inferential items appropriate to
the a.vailable raters to sﬁpplomeni the Peterson
Problem Chocklist and provide quantified criteria
for test bohaviore ‘
2. To develop a nurber of psychologically meaningful
scales based on the newly developed ratings. In

order to develop such scales it was decidsed to

apply factor analytic techniques comparable to

g 7 those used in the derivetion of the Peterson

'. Problem Checklist. The advantage of daveloping
factor scales in the present' study would be
twofold: first, the scales could bo expected to

|
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+

be substantially more reliable and valid (or
moaningful) than ary one of the ltems on which
they would be based; sacondly, factor analysis

would ba very likely to achieve a considerable
and highly desirable reduction in the number of
variables to be considered in further analysis.
Such reduction would lessen the danger of‘capi-
talizing on chancs fluctuations, vhich of course
increases as the number of variables incroase.
3. To investigate the relationships botween the

rating scales and other psychological test data
including the 2Pl,
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CHAPTER 11
LETHODS

Subjact ! Institubion
The éazbjacts were 140 Youthful Offenders who were incarcer—
ated at the Uinnosota Reception and Diagnostic Center (LRIC) at
Lino takes, Binnesota. The intention vas to obtain a minimun j
of 130, a nuober suggested by Cohon (1965), vho determined that
vhen the alpha level is arbitrarily and conventionally set at

05, an }j of 130 will provide power of .80 vhen "moderate" effects

can be anticipated. This level of power is sgain an arbitrary
levol, but has beon suggested by Cohen on the basis of reasonable
considerationse In the early stages of data collection, eight
subjects failed to recoive the Kuder and one subject took the
@P| on Form R, a fora shich does not allow for easy scoring of
the experimental scales used here. Thus, tho total sample of

140 allowed for at least 130 subjects for each test scale.

The designation "Youthful Offender" is a quasi legai one,
fndicating a youth between the ages of eighteen and twenty-one
who has been convicted of a felony or, occasfonally, a gross mis-
dameanor. The cormitment is through District Court. This age
distinction is not entirely a rigid one since juveniles undar

the age of 18 are sxwtimes referred to District Court as Youthful




19

Offendarss Such court actlon is usually taken only If the crime
is particularly soricus and/or the past record is axceptionally
lengthy and serious in natures At the other end of the age
range, ocrasionally a youth oldor than twen{y-oné fs received

at MADC. This could occur {f one committed a crime while twonty-
one or younper, was given court probation and subsequently vio-
lated the terms of probations Court action then calls for oocm-
mitmont to the institution for evaluation and disposition.

Tho mean aga of the samplo studied was 19,33 years with an
SD of 1.48 and a range of 16-24 years.

The sample was predominantly Caucasian, with 122 (87%) sub~
Jocts falling into this category. Ton subjocta were American
Indian, seven were Nagro and one had a Caucasian-Filipino back-
ground.

The data wore collected botween March and October in 1967,
During that time, 46 Youthful Offenders were admitted to VRIC
who were not Included in the research sample, Thirtecen youths
wore too {lliterate to read the tests. Tha criterion here vas
a Stanford Achievoment Test reading scoro of less than grade
level five. Two inmtes refused to cooperate with the testing
program. Tenlve were youths who had previously becn evalusted
at VRDC but who were returned for brief re-evaluation following
failure to conform to probation regulations or the rules of the
recelving institution, Finally, 19 youths were not tested as
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they woro woll known to correctional personnel and appeared to
represent a clear threat to Inastitutional security. IRIC {s no't
a maximum security lnsti.tutlon and it was considerod expedient
to transfer theso indivicuals to a more secure facilitys Thaso
last, lost subjocts would very likely fall in the sociopathic
end of the diagnostic spectrum. Some sample restriction, then,
was neosssary in ordor not to interfere with broad institutional
policy and the bast intersats of the correctional eystom.
‘Theé‘goela of MRIC stalf are primrily to evaluate cach {n=
tate's needs and abilities, submit recommendations regarding
digposition and treatment to the Youth Conservation Comission
(the paroling authority in Mirnesota) and the adninistrative
authorities of {he Department of Corrections, and to prepare
each incmte for tho next stop in the correctional process. The
length of ctay at the institution at the time of data collection
vas approximately four to five wacks. Dlagnoéls is approached |
through vexAtansive interviews, review of the social history, and
psychelogical tastings Tests routinaly given are tha WPI,
Lorge-Thorndike Intellipence Tests, Stanford Achievement Tests,
the Uinnesota Vocational interest Inventory and a brisf Santence
Corplotion Forms Additioral testing is at the discretion of the
staff psychologists Interviews are conducted by a psycholopist,
caseworker, clergymn and teacher. Psychiatric consultation is

available for selected casess The inmtes live in dormitories
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under the euparvision of counselors and, less directly, sacurity
porsonnel. Tha counselora make regular log entries on oach in-
mate's soclal adjustmont and adjustment to the discipline of
dormftory living. #About three weeks from date of adnlssion,
each staff membor involved in a caso subnits a written report,
The case is then roviewad at a team conferonce and recommenda-
tions for placoment and treatment are doveloped. Those recom=
mendations and the service reports are sant to the Youth Conser-
vation Cofmissioners, a board with tho ultimate legal authority
and power of transfer in each cass. The Commission members re—
view the written mtorial, come to RDC to interview the inmte
and take action on the staff's recommendations.

The Commlssioners' action amounts 1o a choice out of three
gajor placement possibilitics. One of these is the Minnesota
State Reformatory at St. Cloud, Yinnesotas This is génorally
considored. to be the most severe action and ln;/olves a relati\}ely
lengthy period of incarceration under maximum security controls,
Ei@t};ﬂve subjécta in the rasearch sample were recormended by
staff for placement at the Reformatory. The second major possi-

. bility §a for transfer to the Willow River Forestry Camp, an

institution with a more open atmosphere and a chorter stay than
at the Reformatory, usually about seven months. Thirty-four sub~
Jocts received a staff recommendation for such a transfer. Six-

teen subjects in the sarple received tho relatively charitable
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recommondation for probation directly from MRDC, the third major ~
alternalive. Youthful Offenders can, under rare conditions, be §
reconmended for transfer to camps within the juvenile system,

and four subjects received such & rocommendation. Finally, for
Inmates considered to be in need of a montal hospital program,
the staff can recommend transfer to supervision to the Department
of Public Velfare., This transfer involves the Maximum Security
’Ho‘s.piial at St. Peter, Minnesota. One inmate in the sampleo vas
reconmarided for such a transfers In thig case, hospital authori-
ties did not consider the referral to be appropriate and ultimate
disposition was to the Raformtory. Comission action is conm
sistent with staff recormendations in epproximately" 95% of all

Casese

Isst Data

The decisions as %o vhich tests to enter.into the present
analysis were in soms instances difficult and to an extent
arbitrary, although, of coursa, an attempt was made to exsrcise

judgmont. and discretion. It was imporative, however, to limit

‘the total number of variables since the Jj of 140 would not allow

for selection of an excessivaly large number of scales.
The 1P| was of paramount interest. The threa validity
scales, L; E, and K, the ten cocmonly-used clinical scales, Hs,

D, Uy, Bd, ¥f, Pa, BX, Sc and ka, as woll as Barron's (1953)
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Ego Strenpth Scale (Eg), wore routinely scored and uced in this
study. Of interest, have beon cortain P| scales derived through
factor analysis (Block 1965, Tellegon 1964, and Welsh 1956).
Amalysls of full length scales hag invariabiy reaulted in the
discovery of two major sources of variance within the LIPl. The
first .factor has besn interproted in various vays, ceg., by Eeléw
as a moasuro of énxioty, by Lingoes (1960) as a measure of poneral
maladjusimont, and by Block as a measure of ego resilionce. I~
vestigat&i's have suggested that the second major factor representa
a dimension alternately considered to be repressive~espressive by
Yolsh, related to Eysenck's ct;ﬁcept of extravorsion by Tellegsn,
and one of ego control by Blocks Tho parallels here to Eysenck's
nouroticisn and extroversion dimenafons and to the ‘Q@y—?eters.on
unsocialized-sociopathic and disturbed~naurotic rating dimensions
seom clear. In order to clarify the empiriea[ correlates of such
factor scales, ¥slsh's A scale (1956) and Block's Ex-Q or Alpha
scale (1968) wers included as representative of the first factor.
telsh's B scale (19556) end Block's Eg=5 or Pata (1964) scale
wore added as moasures of the second factors

Although the first two factors are dominent, factor analytic
I8P] studics have repeatedly identified an additional factor (esge,
Jackson & Hossick, 1962)s This third dimension appears to be a
measure of motivation to present a socially desirable facade. |

Wiggins' (1965) Social Desirability Scale (Sd) and Cofer's (1949)
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Positive Ihllnger!ng'Scalé (M4a) are, along with L, positively
loaded on this factor. 5d and M were ec;)rod and included in
the data enalysis reported here,

‘ Bogarpoo®s O] scale, which was mentioned in tha introduce
tory chapter, was also included in tf’vé analysis. Firnelly, Panton's
Adjustoent to Prison Scale (Ap), also described in the preceding
chapter, was includod as being particularly appropriate for use
in the present study. -

The ;;ves{igati;ns of Virt and Jacobson at the Kinnesota

State Prison stimulated interest in the correlates of the Kuder
Vocational Preference Rocord. Therefore, scores on the ¥ scale
and the ten interest scales (Outdoor, Mechanical, Computational,
Seiontific, Persmsive; Ar{ist'ic, Literary, Musical, Social Sen)ice,
and Clerical) wore also obtainad in the presont samplo.

Lorge-ﬂ\orndiké scores, the verbal and non-verbal lntelii-
gence quotients, are routinely obtained from all subjects at VRDC
and wore included as part of the basic descriptive informatjon on
the subjects.

Thus, & total of thirty-five test variables wera incorporated -
in the study. '

Bating Scales and the faters
Tha Peterson Problem Chocklist has already been briefly de-

" soribeds  There are fifty-eight items in the original scale.
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Qumy, for hie dalinquent sample, discardad twslve {tems which
had been checked In less than 108 of his cample. For the present 1
study, eleven additional {tems were discarded, nsmoly thoss which
had their highest loadings on the ambigu~us and unreliable thlrd‘ 4
factor found in the delinquent sample. " tins other items which

had gignificant loadings on more than one of the thres factors p
warg also droppede The items that wore relainad each had a ,
loading of at least .47 on their factor, with at least a differ- '

ence of «20 betweon this loading and loadings on the other fac-
.tors. Teo other items, "truancy from school" and "doesn't know
how to have ﬁm behaves like a little adult," eere finally dis~
carded-as being inappropriate to our subdjects and probably
irritating to raters. Several of the items which wore most
closaly related to the third factor, and which already had been
elininated, also f_ell fn this category of imappropriate items.
l%’otorsm'e l_nstrué_tiona wore also changed wmaéwa_t to a more
appropriate format for the pfeseni subjacts, e.ge, "child" to
"youth" B

The item eliminations resulted in a revisad problem check
list (PCL) of tuenty-four items. Fourteen of these wore loaded
on (he wnsocial i zed-sociopathic factor in Quay's study of de=
linquen{e, and ten wre loaded on the disturbed-neurotic factor.
These jtems, along with their factor loadings in Quay's sample,

arp presented in Appendix A.le
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( In addition to the PCL, two other rating forms wore included
V which ware dosigned specifically for this étudy. The first of
i thesa, the Cascworker's Rating Scale (CRS), contains items of a
rathor Inferential and abstract nature, Thess items were dorived
e from cass files in tho following mnnor. Files wore drawn ran-
daly and statements wore taken from cassworker's repor.ta until
ten consecutive reports yielded no new statemonts. The only de—
parture ‘from random selection was the provision that sach staff

caseworker be reprasented by at least two reports in thic sample.

i Eleven c;semrkers wore represented in this sampling, covering
reports from 48 files. The statements were then combinad on the
basis of content eimi larity whenevor appropriate and rowritten

" for the sake of clarity, aleays in the terms most favored by the

i casoworkers. In this manner, 32 distinct statements were obtained,

S all of vhich were incorporatsd in the Casmmorker's Rating Scale.
The CRS 1s reproduced in Appondix Ae2.

The samo general pr@&res vere used to develop the Group
Living Rating Scale (GLRS) o be used by the counselors. These
items are more concrete than those of the CRS and were based on
obsorved behavior within ths confines of the institution. The

only procadural diffaerence from thoss obssrved in sampling ‘the
caseworkers! roports was that not each counsslor could be insured

repregentation in the item sasple boaauso. of the large mnber of

e TRE T

counselors employed at MRDC, Thirty~iine files were used in this

e e e g g

DOy

S e e e e L

S L




N E A

2

sarpling. The items obtalned through inspection of the fites
wore checked against an unpublished behavior rating scale by
Handel vhich vas dovelopad at the Minnesota State Roformatory
for Womon {o insure that the bohavioral domain was adequately

" covereds The 19 ftem GLRS is to be found in Appendix A.3.

Bhile tho PCL Is a check list, the format chosan for the
CRS and GLRS involved the use of a nine-point rating scale f‘ér .
sach of the {tems. Tho nine-point scale was developed by Lorr
et al. (1963), vho solected as anchors nine adverbs of dégree
to modify tho itemse Lorr and C1EfT (1959) found that such ac-
vorbs served to "stretch or compress the mouni‘ngs of other words
like adjectives." Lorr, starting out with forty adverbs of de-
groo, arrived at nine vhich wore roughly the same "distance"
apart whon scaled by the method of successive intervals. The
nine adverbs are: (1) Mot at all, (2) Very slightly, (3) A
litdle, (4) Uildly, (5) Wodorately, (6) Quite a bit, (7) Distinct-
ly, (8) Markadly and (5) Extremoly.

In the presont study, the MRDC counsalors were to provide
the ratings on both the PCL and the GLRS. Tha duties of {};ese
counselors {nvolve daily direct supervision of the irmatess They
supervise genoral work assigments, aasist in recreational activi-
ties and are responsible for dormitory cleanliness, discipline
and security. Although their jobs have important aspects of con~
trol, thoy aro encouraged to stress the counseling activities of




2

their work which thoir title fmpliess They maintain notes on
each fnmate's behavior and are fnvolved in team docisions and
recormendations. A high school diploma 1s the only educational
requirenent for this position and, in tho opinion of this vritor,
they are a quite hoterogenous group in terms of ability, sonsi-
tivity and interost in their work as wolil as age and drive for
achievement and educational advancoment. Two counsslors filled
out tho rating forms for cach subjoct. Mo ocounselor was includad
as a rator unless he had at least four wooks of experience in
vorking with Youthful Offendors and had vorked at loast throo
elght-hour shifts vith tho subjoct to be rated. The counselors
fillod out the rating forms at the timo they submitted their

~ anecdotal repofta for staffing, around thres to four weeks aftor

‘each subject's arrivale 'I"héy woro, of course, Ignorant of the

rateo's test results at that time. A total of coventesn coun-
salors participated in {he study with thirty-five combimtions
of counselors submitting ratings.

The caseworkers, who provided ratings on the CRS, have re-
sponsibilities similar to those of social workers in other
sottings, Casoworkers at KRDC must have a Bacholor's Degree
(in no specifiod field) and they aro suporvised by an WS, Threa
ocaseworkers were fnvolved in the ratings. Two ware in tha process
of obtaining tholr LS¥ Degrees at the time of the ratings, and
the third had recently obtained a Vaster's Degree in Theology.

i
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Al} were oxperlencod in their jobs, Each caseworker filled out
the CRS aftor several interviews with the subject, prior t;>
writing his regular service report. By that time, the cassvorker
would have studied the Prasentenco Investigatior, a report written
by state parole agonts for the court, presenting such information
as the nature of the offense, past delinquent history, social and
educational adjustment, family background and vocational experi=-
ence. ‘ |
The ?rqsont investigator, functioning as a staff ps?cholc—
gist, ;abiained the same basfc informtién through interviows
and the Presantence Investigation, and rated each of the 140 sub=
jects on the CRS so that it would be possible to estimate inter-
rater roljability. Neither the caseworkers nor the author had
test information available at the time of the ratings. While
ordinarily a good dea’ of informal conversation is exchanged be~
twoen casosorkers, e;)unselofs, and psychologists in the process
of evaluation, r,;m—énd; I fool, sucoossful—attempts were made

1o restrict such commnication about the research subjects prior

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

Judgment, ' o

vith all raters, caseworkers as well as.‘wmseilor.s, brief
discussions of common pitfalls of ratings were held, Such diffi-
éulties &8s errors of lenlency, errors of central tendency, end |

halo effects 'v»;re, ment i’orned.

Al
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Data Analysis
The first task wae to reduce the information contained in
the ratings to workable proportions and to clarify the internal
i structure of the ratings. Each of 140 subjects had been rated
% by two raters on the seventy-five items contéined in the three
? rating scaless The fol!owlné stops wors undertakent
‘x A+ Uoans, standard daviations, and inter~rater reliability ,
i coefficients wore calculated for each {tum. The more ,
;; ynreliable items wore discarded.
%j B, For each rating scale, the remaining items were factor :
zl amalyzed in order to reduce the nunber of variables by
,‘ replacing scores on the 75 single ftems by scores on & :’
, reduced nurber of factor scales. ‘
C. inter-rater rellabilities and intermal consistency co-
D ‘ efficionte of the factor scales wore determined.
‘ D. T.Be'f‘actor scores‘obtained for each subject were In
turn faotor anmalyzed in ordar to determine interscale ;
( relationships.
' E. The relationships botween test data and the rating data
} (which at this point were expresssd In factor scores)
were exaninede. Gorrelétion coefficients ware chosen to
represent thess relationships. Cohen (1965) has pointed
out the advantages of relationship statistics in studies !
_such as this. Correlation coefficients, unlike I-values
i
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and f-ratios, directly express the airengih of &
relationship and are conisaquently less easily mis-
interpretad.

The results of the analysis outlined above will be presented
in the following chapter.

3
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CHAPTER 111
PESILYS

The means and standard doviations of scores on the 35 test
variables are presented in Appendix B.l. The reader will nota
that the moan verbzl 1 as measured by tha Lorge-Thorndike for
this sample is 29.57 and the mean non-verbal 1Q is 104,65, For
tho 12P1!  the moan coded profile of K correctod scores is
4937620 - 30 / FKL/. For scores without the K correction,
tha mean profile is coded 4'G92 - 783 501 / L/,

Analysis of Bad
Doscriptive Data. leans and standard doviations of the
PCL {tems are presented in Table 1. Item rellabilities were not

caputed on the PCL.  Reliabilities of the PCL factor scales are

. reported in a subsecuent soction of thiz;, chapter.

Wioans, standard deviations, and interrater reliability co~
efficients for the 19 items of the GLRS are given in Table 2.
The reliability coafficients of the single items are not high,
ranging froa .16 to .45. OUnly items with an interrater relia-
bility of .35 or greater were retained for subssquent analysis;
this meant the climination of nine items. It should be noted
that the means of about half of the itens are quite fous Thess
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TABLE 1

: Ueans and Standard Deviations for the 24 ltems of the Revised
1 Problem Check List
: {1tems are to be found in Appendix A.l)

1ton Lisan "Standard Deviation
1 .31 .51
1 3 59 53
g ;4 25 W
5 53 50
; & 54
; 7 &0 .53
3 8 «40 A4l
'; 9 0 .53
10 2 i
l ll o|2 '&
L 13 40 53
i 14 o35 +61
i 16 o4 3R
i 17 3 37
i 18 «0 oA
19 24 A
: m '16 .5
! 2! +15 32

x +4l 43

23 o4 35
| 24 «45 89
{

i




TARLE 2

Lans, Standard Daviations, and Interrater Rsliability Coefficionis
for the 19 ltems of the Group Living Ratlng Scale

Standard Rolinbilit

jtem Mean Deviztion Coafficlen
1 532 1.75 <41
2 5.64 1.11 +«3B
3 4,34 1.93 +16
4 1.89 1.34 «39
5 5.82 1.96 26
6 2,05 1.49 o415
7 4.95 1,20 36
8 1.72 1.3 o217
9 3.16 1.66 «40
10 4.86 1.82 32
1 2,82 1.72 «2]
i2 5.45 2.02 «31
13 2,47 1.72 17
14 1,98 1.483 «3
15 4,80 1.70 36
16 5416 2.01 32
17 1.81 1.3 37
18 2.14 1.72 16
19 2.10 1.8 37
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ftems, in othor words, were raroly applicable and their ecore

distributions are quite ckewed.

Interrater rellability coefficients, means, and standard
daviations for the thirty-two ftems of the CRS are presented in
Table 3.

Four relliability coefficients &re presented for each itemt

tha correlations betwoon the ratings of the casevorkers and this

writor, computed separately for the three subsaaples rated by

tha wsewr;'rkars, and, in the final column, tho intorrater re-

liability coofficlient of each item, computed for ths total sample.

' Thesa overall coefficients are more encouraging than those of the
§ GLRS itoms, ranging from .23 to «75. Again, the more unreliable
ftema weve discarded. ‘\'a‘lth +35 again as an arbitrary standard,
this meant a loss of six items from tho CRS, Only one item,

! nurber 29, Is markedly skewod, This item deals with moental iil—

| ness, and all raters camo to the conclusion that it was rarely
applicable in this population, so that the middle and upper ranges
of tho rating scale wero rarely applied. k

Factor Analyses of the Rating Scale liems. It wmas antici-~
pated that the results of the factor amalysis of the ralings would
bo conalstent with the results of Quay's work with the checklist
and the general theory of Eysencke Fcctor analyeis of the ftems
in each rating scale was accomplished using the University of

| - |

iy
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TABLE 3

Ma, Slandard Daviations and Interratsr Reliability Coefficlents
for the 32 ltems of the Casevorker®s Rating Scale

SRR SRR T — ORI IR IR

Rellabilit Roliability Reliabjlft Boliability

‘ Coefficien Coafficient Ceafficien Coefficient

item Std. . - Raters 1-~4 Raters 2-4 Rators 3-4 Raters 1,2,

Noe Mean Dowve (N = 89) (N = 35) (4 =~ 16) 34
s {N = 140)

1 4,46 1.46 - 42 «53 55 <45
2 S5.74 1657 20 a31 58 «28
3 A.72 1.57 53 «37 «35 «51
4 4.95 1,43 A0 32 «59 41
5 3.96 1.62 «55 «43 .89 56
6 5.8} 1.54 44 «8 62 o5
7 5.65 1,33 «33 22 2 B
8 - 4.7 1M 56 <62 »75 o4
9 " 5.46 1.29 o7 .38 .64 «35
10 5.40 1.41 51 +G9 <40 39
11 5.79 1.23 43 05 3B 35
12 5,97 1435 49 <41 <43 «45
13 4.96 1.91 76 77 -80 «15
14 5.95 1,31 45 72 «36 41
15 5.51 1.46 ) «63 76 44
16 5.37 1.42 49 «45 59 .48

n




TARLE 3 (Continued)

Moans, Standard Deviations and Interrater Reliabllity Coefficients

for the 32 ltems of tho Caseworker%s Rating Scale

Reliabilit Roliability Reliabilit AReliablilit
Coofficien Coafficier Coofficlen Coafficien
RZ.] Std. Paters 1-4 Pators 2-4 fintors 34 Ratera 1, 2,
Noe Moan Dove N = 89) {N = 35) (= 16) 2

(11 = 140)
17 5.62 1.2 40 o217 .17 .38
18 5.08 1.63 .20 +21 A2 -
19 5.32 1.46 55 47 A4 «45
20 4.8 1.44 45 «H 48 41
21 5.30 1.40 .51 «48 45 «0
. 4,55 1.53 <50 27 .50 .51
23 4.03 1.51 54 42 58 52
24 417 1.48 33 -0 .8 <23
25 4.26 1.40 .48 55 .52 55
26 4.61 1.47 .48 .36 43 42
27 4.41 .29 46 .0 .14 o84
28 4.54 1.27 56 <50 .54 55
28 1.89 «91 69 1 .16 56
0 5.7 1.37 .20 37 .66 o2
31 5.08 2.12 74 &0 50 57
R 5.23 1.61 i 24 58 32
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Uinnasota'e electronic computer system. Each analysis was pro~
granmed so as to bo as consistent as possible with Quay's cethods,
Quay analyzed his data by nﬁaﬁs of the 'prin‘cipa! nxfa mothod using
the squared eultiple correlation as the commnality estimzte,
rotating orthogonally according to Kalsor's Varimax criterion
(1958), The lover limit of efgen values allowed was .40, These
same procedures were followed here. A

Factor loadings for the {tems of the PCL are presented in
Table 4. [t wvas expoctod that this amalysis sould replicate
Quay's results In producing two major facte: s

Although five factors emorged, the first teu factors did
account for 795 of the variancs. The first factor contains sig-
nificant loadings on only the unsocialized~sociopathic jtews in
Quay's analysia (items 1, 2, 4, 8, 10, 11, 16, 18, 19, 20, 21
and 24), albeit loaded in the negative direction, and is clwarly
a re{:roMiW of Quay's first factors Likeaies, the socond fac~
tor (items 3, 5, 6, 7, 9, 13 and 17) clearly replicates Quay's
disturbed-naurotic dimension.

The third factor to emerge is highly arbiguous. 1% ghares
item 13 with factor {1, and has only two unique items, 12 and 14,
o:ch with high nepative loadings. ltem 13 was retained a; a fac-
tor I} ttem for further analysis and items 12 and 14 were discarded.

Factor 1V is represonted by an interesting group of items,
Two ftems, 8 and 13, are aleo loaded on Factor I, althouch in a
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TAERLE 4 T
Varimax Factor Loading Matrix for Revised Problem Check L!iat

Factor Factor Factor Factor Factor
c e

1tem ‘ i i i v
l. Attentlonmsecking, show-off behavior ~806 =4 -018 036 106
2. Disruptivensss; tendency to ennoy and ' . ‘
bother others -877 -.228. ~.038 =084 -.052
3. Fealings of Inferiority ' .116 730 .156 .142 036
4, Boistercusneas; rowdimsa ’ =848 .30 -.081 012 006
8, Prooccupation; "in a world of his own" .069 «736 026 «241 19
6. Shynaso, bashfulpeas «253 L7877  =.063 091 -.142
7« Soclal withdraval, preferencn for
solitary activitiea 125 826 -.092 122 -.131
8. Short attention span -.568 035 ~.163 «423 2072
9. Llzck of self-confidence «143 <650 =230 «176 -.162
10, Inattentivencss to what others say ~718 =005 -.i34 .34 =013
1. Fighting =564 =072 018 =080  =.403




TABLE 4 (Continued)
Varimax Factor Loading Matrix for Revisad Problem Check List

o,

Factor Factor Faclor Faclor Faclor he
{tem ! §] 141 v v

12, Laziness in school and in performance . :
of other tasks =269 L1130 =793 .363 -.063 .841

13, Anxiely, chronio goneral fearfulness 059 L413 =68 =020 136 .623

14. lrresponcibility, uncependabllity -405  ~,024  -.805 238 =059 874

15, Exoconeive daydreaming -+ 118 «294 -.015 622 »146 513

16, Disobadicnce, difflculty in 8
dlsciplimry control ~863  ~.060 -.053 054 - 809

17. Depreasion, chronic sadness ) .039 613 053 .248 300 541

18, Uncooparativeness In group situations ~s575 024 =058 .472 013 016

19. Distractibility «.645 L84 252 L313 .082 600

20, Nepativism, tendency to do the opposite '
of what is requested -.826  -,03! -.076 182 =022 <746
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TABLE 4 (Continued)
Varimax Factor Loading Matrix for Revised Problam Check List

Factor Factor Factor Factor Factor he

1tem : ] " e v v

21, importinence, cauciness T w765 =71 =093 T G172 -.051 724
22, Slugglahness, lethargy -.183 G216 =165 - 56 ~l107 701
23. Drowsiness ~114 297 034 LS00 L0366 614 =
24, Profane language, swearing, cursing ~.552  =.333  -.080 120 -4 545

o 1
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negative directions Three items (15, excessive daydreaming;

22, sluggishnoss, lethargy; and 23 drowainess) are clesrly loaded

on this factor alonas These three items were represented in the

_ disturbed-neurotic dimension in Quay's analysig. Although a fac-

tor ecale containing cnly three items is rather short, tho decision
vAs: médo to include thess items as a separate factor scaio in
further analysise They do appoar to represent a clear-cut dimon-
sion, horeafter. callad "apathy-withdrawal."”

" Factor V is represonted by only one‘ itam, number 11, but this
jtem had a higher loading on the first factor and was therefors
included as >a Factor | item.

Thus three clear factors emsrged. Factor | is, again, Quay's
unsoclalized-sociopathic dimensions Twolve of its original itexms
romain, as {wo vere lost to the third factor. For continued
analysis, factor loadings wore reverssd to make this dimension
directly comparable to Quay's. Factor ! isgnow reprecented by
a sevon-item scale, with three of its othor original items now
considered to be repressntative of tha new Factor IV apathy-
withdraval,

Factor loadings for the GLRS jtems are contained in Table 5.
Three factors emergede Thase are not directly comparable to the
Quay dimenslonss The first factor, which has three clearly loaded

itema (4, 6 and 14), might be termed "energotic attention-seeking.”
The second factor is represented by ltems lv, 2, 7 and 15, all




TARLE 5 |
Varimax Factor Loading Metrix for the Grouf)‘leing Rating Scale

S S O TR YA T R
Factor Factor Factor h<
! t 1

1ten

1. A good worker, showing initiativa, industry :
and-a sonsa of rosponsibility. =172 =792 039 «658

2, Neat end clean, with good habits of porsonal
hyaimo - 375 =522 "0002 0413
4. A pest, asking for special favora, begging the _ ’
‘staff with gpecial roquoste. ST 078 =038 602 &
6. Loud and boisterous — you always know he's
around 785 <200 -.431 0842
7. . Liked and accepted by the other inmates. C=l75 =564 -.25 .39
9. Socially withdraun, a loner. . -.166 «263 04 #8462

14 A show-off, trying to pain recognition and . »
attontion through bragging or horseplay. 744 °334 ~e347 «785




; TABLE 5 (Continued)
Varimax Factor Loading Matrix for the Group Living Rating Soale
m

Factor Factor - Factor h2
itemn , ] 1t i '

~ 15« One who responds pos!iivel¥ to correction,

instruction and constructive criticiam. -.081 - 787 32 <543
17. A non-~conformist, Ipnoring or resisting A
: rules and regulations. «601 2462« 204 «616
19, Given %o vulgar or profans language, even ,
: after bolng reprimandeds . ’ W68 M8 =620 64
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with negativo loadings, and appears to refer to a dimension of
"negativism." The third factor, represented only by items 9
and 19, is not at all clear, Subjects with high scores hare
are soclally withdrawn and do not ofiten use profu;vlty, quite A
possibly as a function of their limited verbal output.

The first two factors here each appear to be related to
Quay's unsoci;)lized-soclopathic factor, vhile the third is ‘possi-
bly a minlature representation of the disturbed=neurotic dimen
slon. It will bo recalled that nino of the orlgiﬁa!‘ GLRS iftems
wore discarded as being too unrelfable. Perhaps these uhreliably
rated items would have more clearly represented the two antici- '
pated dimensions, particularly the reurotic~disturbed factore

The two~item third factor was not considered in further
analysis, The.ﬂrs{ two factors, although not well represented,
wore includad,

The resul.ie of the factor anglysis uf the CRS aro‘prewntéd
In Teble 6. Hora the resulte aro quite consistent with the rosults
of the analysis of .the PCL.  Although seven factors emerge from
the analysis, the first two account for 655 of the common variances
The first factor, represonted by items 5, 6, 8, 12, 13, 14, 15,
16, 21 and 25, appears to be a counterpart of Quay's unsocialized-
sociopathic factors The eecond.factor, represented by items 4,

9, 10, 17, 28 and 29, can reasonsbly be considared an extenaion
of Quay's disturbed-neurotic dimension.
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TASLE 6
Varimax Faotor Loading Matrix for the camrkor's Patlng Soale

_ Factor Factor ractor Factor Fuctor Facbor Factor £2
ttem v Vi Vil

le Pleasant and personable, :
possessing good soclal skillse  =-.244 -,111 - 804 211 =198 .098 .103 82!

3, Passive and apathetis,

non=responsive 043 083 =776 o137 -.086 -.068 =03 L6584
4. "Nervous" == tense and .

apprehmsiva : =245 0533 =o105 =152 =,209 <,359 «155 575

5¢ Overtly hostile == bolllfarmt,
demanding, disrespectfuls

o

o606 -,218 =215 <445 202 211 =057 .76}
6. lacking in appropriate feelings '

of guilt or remorse. TA =136 018 =227 268 279 =223 BOS
8. Slick, superficial and challow, '

an opportunistic manipulator, +184 018 564 -,044 144 .06 -.076 615
9. Easily upsst with chaky emotional :

control = mody. 0169 .809 “.056 —.032' 043 ’.llg .DU . .703

10, Unhappy with himself, holding himm
solf in low esteem == feelings
of imdequacy. _".03’ S18 =, 190 o162 w114 =657 =041 2778

e
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- .. TABLE 6 (Continued)
. Varimasc Factor Loading Matrix for the Caseworker's Rating Scale

. - Factor Factor Factor Factor Factor Factor Factor h2
} tem P - | it 111 1y \i v Vil
11. Unhappy with the world, feellng
victimized, puched-around and
treatad un;‘a!'rly. 0369  LA19 =115 =512 274 =168 -, 118 705
12, lrresponsible and undependabla, not
meoting reagonable expectationss .814 ,008 =048 055 L152 =189 .034 728
13, Criminally sophisticated, wise in )
the methodology of crime, and ego ‘
involved in crimtnal activitye = o841 =053 113 o126 .259 .166 127 .89
14, Concerned largely about short range
- goals, the nseds of the moments o825 =, 104 «.038 =011 .I32 =243 =173 799
15, lacking in "available anxiely," . \
seaing no nead to change, STl =327 =,193 =223 216 (373 =379 B49
16. Resontful of authority, rules -
and f‘ostrlc{ionso ’ .729 3092 -0133 -.3@ 0240 025 -_.oy 0854
17. Concerned, although not neosasarily
at a consclous level, about maocu—
linity, with his difficultios in-
volving "masculine proving"
behavior. {28 718 050 L76 =.156 o143 =154 «687




Commeel

. TASLE 6 (Continued)
Varimax Factor Loading Matrix.ior the Caseworker's Rating Scale

, Faotor Factor Factor Factor Factor Factor Factor he
ftom . { Moot vV VI

19, A gonérally imadequate follow, unable
to copo with l{fe's demands and .
expectations. “s064 G134 =328 .099 «,017 «,634 =275 ' +617

20. Uaintaining emoiional ties with his
fgml ly, a lmsi s0Me mrs. "0293 .009 005 .032 -.sm -o!% -.007 -826

21, fInvolved in "thrill secking” — a
taste for danger, excitement
and "kickse" .?6! 0183 .05) "0070 0039 .172 "-043 .654

22. Maintsining positive attitudes of
affoction and respect tovards his
mothor (or mother surrogate)s  =.204 .040 .001 012 =798 026 -.022 .682

23. Maintalning positive attitudes of
affection and reapact tovards his
father (or father surrogate). =281 0I5 =037 .163 =690 =042 ,002 .3B6

25, Maintaining a value syctem consist=-
ont with conventional, middlo~clacs
stendards (regarding sdhool, worlk,
smwwal behavior, tempeorance, atc) =712 169 L1353 150 = 3R ,209 =034 ,L731
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TABLE 6 (Continued)
Varimax Factor Loading Yatrix for the Caceworkei'e Ratlng Scale

Factor Factor Factor Factor Factor Factor Factor h<

1tem ] THET v v Vi Vit

26, Accepting of hie correctional status
. - such matters as YCC commilment,
v!o!ation, institutionalization, )
etc. . . ~e 216 061 =027 oTI6 =125 =067 173

27. “institutionalized" —— most com~
forteble when undor fnstitutional .
control. 2213 W26 w130 BI2 L1599 =27 =266

28. A social misfit, unpopular with his '
peara, inept In social situations. 015 595 =413 057 =102 =265 «,316

2. Domonatrating pecullar and idoo=
cratic behavior and ideation
ich fo difficult to comprohend
from a "normal" frame of refer-
enco = mentally diuturbed,
"c.razy " =121 473 =015 028 o124 =, 064 #150

31, Involved in the excessive or in-
appropriate use of alcohol %o the
extent that it ie en importent
factor in his soolal difficulties. o059 =011 =123 =063 «.017 «.070 «.427

«706

»595

«283

«210

F‘,‘S’f

i
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The remaining five factors are of lesser Importanca and
varying degreea of psychologlical oohesivenosss. Factor 111 ghares
jtem 28 with Factor |i end ltem 8 with Factor | nnd‘appeurs to bae
a dimension of eocial gr#ce. its two exclusive {tems were not
conafdared in further analysls. Factor IV shares one ftem, 5,
with Factor t. This item, taken In conjunction with throe more
sxclusive .items, suggests a dimension of passive aceép.tanoe of
institutionalization. This factor was elso discardeds Three
ftens, 20, 22 and 23, all have high negative !oa&inga on‘Facto‘r
V. These hgvs clearly to do with familial relationshipss These

-items were retained and the factor named "hagatlvo fami!y rela-
* tionships." Factor VI is represented by only two items; one of

thase, item 19, loaded on Factor ! as well. The jtems seom to
represont 2 dimension of adequacy and apprecia{lox? ;n!' self=worth,
Fector VI| has only one loqding‘ of any magnitude, thia.on the
item dealing with exceaslve drinking. Both Factor Vi and Factor
Vil wore discarded. '

The rosult of thoss facfor analyses, therafore, has been the
reduction of seventy-five items to eight factor scales from the
three rating scales. These factor scales are: "Factor | CRS
(wnsocialized~sociopathic), Factor 11 CRS (disturbed=neurotic),
Factor V CAS (nogative family relationships), Factor | GLRS
(enorgetic attention-sseking), Factor 11 GLRS (negativism),
Factor | PCL (disturbed-neurotic) and Factor It PCL (apathy-

R T e
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withdrawal).

In Appendix B.2,, for the sake of c¢larity, the items of the
eight-factor scales are listed with their loadings on their "own"
factor. For the PCL Hens, the lowest loading fs 4413 for the
Manxioty" item, and tho smallest difforence batween loadings of
the two factors on one and the same item is & differance of .365
for Factors 11 and IV on the "dapresaion” itén. For the GLRS
items, the lowest is =.522 for the "neat and clean” item, and
the smallest loading differenca is +147 betwsen Factors | and I
on that item. For the CRS, the lowest loading is «475 for the
"pocul!af bohavior™ item. The closest two loadinge, differing
by 351, are found for Factors Il and V on that Item.

Interrater Roliabilities and Internal Consistency Coeffi-

. clents for the Factor Scales. Each subject waa then scored on
elght factor scales, hich replaced the original seventy-five

soparate itens. Each factor scors was obtained by sliply sum
ming a subject's scores on all items assigned to & particular
factor score. Scoring had te be revorssd on one negatively
loaded §tem of Factor | CRS for the sake of consistency. Item
scoring was also reversed for all ftens included in Factor | PCL
for the sake of consistency of direction of pathology (a high
score now indicating greater sociopathy) and for Factor It GLRS,

a high 6cOre Now indicating greater negativian;

|
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The ln'ierra"cer reliabilities of the eight-factor scales are
prosented in Table 7, Those coefficients vbtained on the PCL were
still not {mpreasive by cbsolute standards, but compare quite

_ favorcbly with the interrater relisbllities found in Cuay's study

and not atypical of ratings in generals Included in Table 7 are
tho interrator reliability coofficionts (i.as, the correlations

botween the ratings of the two raters), as woll as the Spearman-

Brown corrected values which ostimats tha reliability of the

ratings obtained by everaging the judgments of tha two vaters.
Veasures of relisbility of a different sort are given in the
coefficients of internal consistency in Table 8, Since all inter-
ftem correlations were knovn, thess coefficients were obtalned by
substituting the average intsritem correlation wit‘hln a glven
scale for the coefi‘icjent of reliability (ry¢) in the Spearmen-
Brown formula, with } equal 1o the number of itemse This gives
a vough but usable measure of consistency (Guilford, 1954). By
this estimate, all scales demonstrate admirable internal consist-
ency. The discreponcy betwcen the high internal consistency co-
officients and the modarate interrater rellability coefficients
suggests the intrusion of a halo effoct in the ratings. The
implications of our findings concarning reliability will ba fur-
ther considersd in conjunction with the validity data In the next

chapter,
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"TABLE 7

Corrected and Uncorrected Interrater Roliability
Coofficienta for the Eight Factor Scales

interrater Roliability Spearman-Brovn Corrected

Factor Scale Coofficient - Coefficient ([u2)
I cRs | 718 836
1 CRS .552 18
v CRs 515 6719
l GLRS .507 0673 *
11 GLRs 464 633
I PoL 532 o634
1" PCL 349 517
v oL .181 . oJ6 o
4
B
4

o




_TABLE 8

Coefficients of Internal Consistency
for the Eight Factor Scales

* Factor Scale Coofficient

| CRs .98
1" CRS .92
v CRS . .86
! GLRS | » .88
I} GLRS .85
| PeL . 98
1 PoL .96
IV PoL | .81
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Factor Analysls of the Factor Scales. The scores used in
this snalysis were obtained by averaging the r;atlnga of the two
raterse The Spoarman-Brown corrected values indicated in Table
7 are therefore appropriate here. Inspection of theso values
suggests that tho factor scales wers roliable enough (with the
axcoption of [V PCL) to warrant the factor analysie exploration
of sources of cormon variance to be described in this section.

The means, standard davistionz, and intercorrelations for
the eight factor scales are presented in Table 9. It will bo
noted that, orthogonal axis rotation notwithstanding, there are
some positive relationships between scales from the came analy=
eise Tho relationships botween the more behavioral and the more
Inforential scales of "sociopathy™ and "neuroticisn” are quite
modest although all in the cxpected direction, It is apparent
that the different domains covered by the two ests of raters
are little related. '

Theso relationships are demonstrated again in the results
of the factor analysis of the factor scales, prassntsd in Table
10. Hers two factors clearly emsrge and account for 958 of the
comon variance. As the table ehows, ths PCL scales clearly
omorge as marker varlabless The first of the second order fac-
tors ie defined by the sociopathic factor of tho PCL, with high
loadings on the two GLRS factors and a loading of «393 on the
sociopathic factor of the CRS. The sacond of the second ordar

P e i
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’ . ' TABLE 9
lﬂoané, Standard Deviations ﬁ;\d Interoorrelations for- the Eight Factor Scales
Std. R R—

_Factor Mean Dov. §CRS i1 CRS VCRS JGLRS. 11 GRS ¢ PCL  t1 PCL IV PCL

RS 53.32 11.45 .— =118 502 .20 %7 .04 =285 02

11 ORS 27,92  5.54 e =67 =021 W042 =038 220 .023

VeRs 1691 392 e 059 J082 W071 =13l W02

1GRS 5,94 3.96 - L e B0 BB =30 007

11.6L85 19,38 4.63 ' — JS5T8 .63 W

PPCL 3.02  3.63 f —_— e 2 ®

HPCL 381 2.60 , o — 7
WPCL .86 .95, . - - -—




TABLE 10

Varimax Factor Loading tatrix for the Eight Factor Scales

Factor Scale Faclor | Factor t| K2

I CRS .33 320 2
1 RS -032 -2 0%
V CRS .180 261 .0l
| GLRS .743 321 J654
1 GLRS 2710 -.310 600
1 PoL 887 157 812
1 peL - -0 et an
weer 425 -.553 486
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factors le de’fined by a high negative loading on the neurotiem
factor of the PCL with a modest loading of =.232 on the neurotism
factor of the CRS. The negutiviem factor of the GLRS and the
apathy factor of the PCL entar into each second order factor in
a prominent but undiscriminating way. The sociopathic factor of
the CRS is positively loaded on both second order factors, as Is
the first factor of the GLR3.

Rolationshlps Between Tests and Factor Scoress Ths final
steps in."ihe data analysis involved the correlations between test
data and rating datas The correlations betweon the thirty-five
test variables and the eight factor scores are presented in Table
11, OF the two hundred and eight coofficients, forty-Five are
significant at tho 57 level of‘“eonfidenca. Of thess, only nine
are contained within the GLRS and the PCL factor scales. Thirty
statistically significant correlations are found within the two
major factor scales of the CRS. The striking preponderance of
significant correlations with the CRS variables calis for an ex-
planation. This suthor attributes it largely to the greater
sophistication of the cqseworkein as raters as wll as to vartain
other factora to be discussed in the subsoquent chapter. At this
point, ft was decided only to consider the two major CRS factors
fn furthor analysis. Although more correlatiens reach signifi-
cance than would be expected by chance, {t will be noted that

B S N S PNy o
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TABLE 1]
"Correlation Coofficients Botvmen Teot end Factss Scale Yariables

IR NI s 0 T

Test Scale JCRS 11 CRs VOCRS I GLRS 11 GRS 1 PCL 11 PCL JVPCL

Verbal {.0. .08 22 13 =13 02 ~.03 ~e05 06
Honevarbal '.Q._ 05 -y {05 08 - 12 =e05 ~e03 ~o08 -.09
Kudar A
V ’ 003 Ty l l ".03 -.08 -.08 "004 ' ] lO ~e ‘ l

Outdoor: . -.34’ o24% -, 1008 -.08 -.05 ~.08 .09 o1
RMachani cal N {id .10 -.08 =03 T =02 01 .08 02
Computaﬂonel .02 Y- had 05 -o01 06 00 . =02 00
Scientific —e 2]t o16 =10 - ]508 - 10 e 23F 00 =07 g
Persuvasive o220 - 220 17 06 ~.03 07 -.08 ~.09
Artistic . o112 02 .09 <07 +16 L6 - .08 »13
Litemry 0 2208 - 14 + 1678 11 06 .10 =15 cm,
Musical 245 =01 «03 o1l <05 .16 - 08 +01
Social Service -, 08 08 =08 -,02 - 157 ., 12 =06 - 15
Clarical 07 =06 - 05 ) =03 . 06 =03 .05 =02
RL '

L -.02 ".l l -006 * l l ® lo .06 -.07 002

F . .04 029 -!3 ".03 005 “.04 0‘4 006

K oZl“ -.28‘ olo .08 ol] 009 ".2!” -008

* Significant at 1% level of confidence
#* Significant at 57 level of conflidance




TABLE 11 (Continued)
Corrolaticn Coofficients Betwoen Test and Factor Scala Variables

TR . —

Test Scale PCRS 11 CRS VCRS | GRS 11 GLRS 1 PCL 11 PCL fVPCL

%21 (Continued)
Hﬂ -.09 om“ —..Dl 005 “.0‘ 002 015 007
D » , '-‘.ll .2!” uol oll 004‘ 103 .Ol .Ol
Hy 04 00 . 10 .03 <01 .00 -.04 =05

- Pd 027° .13” 02? .08 007 007 -.13 -.08

Mf ) "'004 ’ . .07 L] ll ~e l l -.20” bt l?“ -007 ~a 14
Pa 00 . 12 .06 =02 =03 01 -.06 =14
Pt -.12 L W34 »03 +00 - 14 ~06 ~ .03 07
Sc 002 .3? .10 .04 000 ¢02 oo3 ) -.Ol
!th .22‘ . 14 ‘24$ . 15 .03 [ !0 ~e l ] -005 8
Si . ‘.36* .2@ -ol! -12 -.07 -.‘G .2!“ .01
EG .23' ’—.28’ - bl 10 .02 -.04 ".12 -.0!
Sd =1l «06 =16 «16 ~+06 08 =10 =06
A bt ] 1 3 .33” .02 -.06 - l4 - lo .06 -.07
R . '05 X -.02 -002 .02 . ’2 -.03 -02 .06 -
A!m .m -.31‘ ‘ '-04 .Ol .O7 .OG ".09 .m
Bota -.»33" .02 -024* .00 .07 002 - 12 .08
Np =01 2% «.08 O .06 .14 ~.11 =07
Ap _ 7 TR Y7 R JSm 15 —16 - .06

O-H ’ .10 -06 -.0! +05 07  ~.01 .03 <06

* Significant at 1% level of confidence
** Sipnificant at 5% level of confidenca
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they are nonetheless modest, with only one (betwson Ag and Factor
I CRS) in the forties. _

At this point, then, t‘he analysls converged on the problem
of prodicting the two CRS Factor scores from the available test
£50res, ~in crdor to dotermine the degrea of relationship batween
rating data and test data. Twc methods of further examining the
rélatiom;hips exprossed in the correlation matrix were undertaken.
The first of thasa involved the use of a priori judgments as to
vhich tet varjables would be good predictors. By sslecting
scales in advance, a procadure which would not be affected by
chanca fluctuations within the ssmple, one oliminates the necd
for breaking up tho sample for purposes of cross validation. To
this end, this writer and four .othor paychologlds* predicted on
an g prlorlAbnaia which iP1 scales would be expected to correlate
with the two primary CRS factors (unsocialized-sociopathic and

neurotio-disturbed)s There was unanimous agreement for the fol-

" loving s&x_les: Bd, Agand_-_ﬁgm ware éir\g!od out as predictors for

the sociopathic factor and D, PY, S¢ and zAlpha were identified as
predictors of the neuroticism factor. Next, the selacted predio~

tors vere combined into umwmighted composites to compute the

* by thanks to Auke Tellegen, Jsmes Gi lbertson, David L.
Rouzer end Thomas Sturm for their expert assistanco in this task.
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eppropriate correlation.® By this formule; the correlation be-
tweon the proselected M®I predictors and the flrst rating factor,
reocRS 1o Bdy Any-Bota, = J577. With the cacond factor of the CRS
as a criterion, tha correlation with the sams MP! composite is
041, The correlation botwoen the selacted 13P1 scales and the
sscond rating factory r.ons 1y o Dy B3, Sg, -Mpha, = 247, The
corralation of thase test varlzbles with the first factor of the
CRS 1a 037, These smasures therefore suggest moderate and differ-
entially predictive velalionships botween tho appropriate P!
variables and the rating scale data, with a moro jupressive rola-
tionship along the sociopathic dimension. The lesser relationship
found in the dimension of nauroticiem is due, in part, to high
recdundancy of the ISPl predictor variablos_ in this area as mani-
festod in their generally high Intercorrelations.

A priori selections of predictors were also made froa among
the Kuder scales. In this case the sslections wore based on the
data analysls performed by ¥irt and Jacobson on thelr Minnesota
State Prison samples Their analysis revealed po.sl'tivo relation-
chips botveen scores cn the litercry, conputational, and musical

. .
Vvne2Gr i's y whare Zr; . » the sum of all correlations

between predictors } and criterion g; n ® nurber of predictors,

" the sum of all correlations between predlc{ors.‘ For the
dorivation of this eimplification of the formula for the correlation
betwoon sums, | am grateful to Auke Tellegen.

KT
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soales with the criterion of disciplinary action in the prison,
and nogative relationships botucen that criterion and the me-
chanical and cutdoor scale scoress The assumption .\‘ﬂs tade that
these interest test scores would also be rolated to the socio-
bathic dimonsion of the rating scales. En.{ry‘of‘ tho appropriate

statistics into the formula yieldad a coefficient of 339 for

Factor | CRS. For Factor |1 GRS, the corresponding coefficient
fs =215, Thus it is apparent that the Kuder composite doas not
achieve the same degreo of dsffermkial prodiction as the et
caapoéites. Combining the Kudsr and LP| ‘coq)osites‘ and ass‘ign-
ing theso two equal welghts results in a Msecond-order™ cosposite

~which corrolates 583 with the Factor | CRS scale. It should be

noted that adding the Kudor composite to the MPI composite
yields an Infinitesimal increment (from .A577 to .583) to the pre=
diction of this factor seo‘re, vhile the addition of the &Pl
composite substantially irproves (from .339 to 4583) the predic-
tive power of the Kuder Qor;xpo.si‘to. Mo a prlior! predictions were
made regarding the relationships between the Kuder ecores and the
nguroticim factor, nor were we able to pi‘edici on any ewirical
basis vhat relationships might exist betweon Lorps Thorndike
scores and the factor scores.

An alternative approach to the problem of prediction would

bey of course, the dorivation of an ad hoc rultiple regrassibn

equation in one part of the sample, to ba cross validated en the
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remaindor of tho sample. This approach was initiateds The
saple was divided in two on an odd-ewon basis, end cultiple
regression equations were derived for the two subs*.:aples. Ex=
amination of the results of this anelysis revealed very little
correspondence’ betm veights assigned by the tw equations to
tho test variables. For Factor | CRS, eight test variablos with
non-zero bota woights wero extracted for the first subsamle and
thirtéen for the sscond cubsazple. Only Bd and =finfa from the
Pl wre assigned non-zoro wights in each eqlntlod. For Factor
11 CRS, nine tost varlables with ron-zero weights wore extracted
for tho equation in the first subsample anc.i‘ eight entered into
the equation for the second mbsanplé. ‘ﬁwre m; an sverlap of
anly one variable, this being the computaticnal scale from the
Ku&erQ ,

On the basis of thess unimpressive resulls, it was declded
not to pureue further the multiple regression t;pproadh. The next
logical step, applying bota velghts from ona samle half to the
other appeared to be a fruitless endeavor and waste of computer
tizmes 1In view of the large nunber of potential predictors, a

substantially larger sample would probably have been necessary
for obtaining better correspondsnce botween the resulis obtained
for the subsamplas. A
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CHAFTIR IV
DISCUSSION
Iha Bading Scales
Rating ccalos have long besn the subject of dispute in the
field of psychomotrics. The possibilitiss for error and bias in

vatings are numerous. Loevinger (1965), afier discussing such

sources of error as errors of leniency, errors of central tendancy,

' halo effects, constant errore and proxinity errors, concluded

that rating scales are of little use in poychological measure-
cent. Guilford (1954) also noted such possibilities for error
bt concluded that, partly in view of a lack of alternative quan=
titative techniques, rating scales will "find welcome uss for
yéaravio comae Norman and Golcberg (1966) ‘wre concornad with
a particularly vexing problem in ratmgs hich may be obialned

: gg,l_ojx through’ "d\ared imlicit perscrality thoorloe” of iho

raters vithout any necessary correqoondenoe to the actual organi-
z:atlon of peraonall’cy traits in the ra{e%. Each of‘ the three
ratlng forms used in this study will be bnef‘ly dlSCUSJw with
these points in mind.

As far as the present study is concerned, the rasults ob=
talned with the revissd Problen Check List have genorally rot been
very encouraging. It is true that on the pqsitiva‘side it can be
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pointed out thal the factor scales as developad here were largely
congfstent with tho structure Quay found in his delinquent sample,
and that the scales have high internal consistency. In other

words, thore wms pood agreemant concerning the covariance of

traits within an iIndividual personslity, This consistency is
particularly gratifying considering that over half of the original

items of Poterson's were discarded for this study. However, the

more encoi;rqglng than those reported by Quay, wars still not f(m-

pressives ioithor were the correlations bstween PCL factors and
the solf report {est data. Theso corrslations simply clustered
arcund 2oro. '

This lack of correspondence with the subjoct's salf report
data, taken with tho high internal consistency and relativaly low
interrater reliability data suggests that a powerful halo effect
pervaded the PCL ratings. Since the PCL factors did serve nicely

as markers in the analysiavof factor scales, one may concludo

factors were also actually not more than halo fgctora. This nega-
tive conclusion is of course based on the presumption that a valld
behavioral indica{c;r would have shared a more ﬁxbstar;tial portion
of its variance with the IEP! variablon (vithout necossarily coin-
clding with the 12P1).

" There are ceveral possible roasons as to why the PCL and
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GLRS did not show more promise as reliable and valid instruments,
and these fnvolve both tho nature of the scales themeolves and

‘the raters used In this study,

The PCL ftems which wore retained for this study may well
have boen too {nferential for use by relatively untrained per-
sonnel. Also, the items ware originally developed on a much
younger and more belerogeneous group than was under observation
horo and may ba more appropriate to the public school system or
an out-patient clinic setting, Hack (1967) in his study on
recidivien’ concludad that the Petorson Problom Check List had
little contribution to make to the understanding of the complexi=~
ties of recidivism and pradicted that it would be of little use
in predicting parole outcomos.

Anothor aspect to the rating ecales vhich should be recon=-
sldered at this point, is the number of steps used in tho GLRS
and the CRS. Nine steps eay not have been optimal. A review of
this subjoct by Guilford (1954) led that author to the conclusion
that the mre'untrai-nod and disinterested the raters are, the
feser chould be the number of rating steps. No hard and fast
rules have been developed in this area, but Guilford's reasoning
led him to suggest that up to twenty-five scale divisions could
bo optiml for sophisticated raters in certain situatiens, but

saven or fower divisions is usually more appropriate for untrained

rators.

i
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It has besn noted that the counselor's position does not
have stringont educational requirements, end these mon are a

heterogencous group §n meny respectr. They receive little ‘
training or formal guidance in the s;lstemt.lc. obsorvation and

appralsal of thelr charges. The counselor's ratings may have
also been affected by errors of lanjiency. A marked skewness of
many rating scores suppests such errors. As has been note;i,
many Items of the Group Living Bating Scale had unexpectedly
low mean values. This could reflect confusion regarding the

adverbial modifiers used to anchor the scales, but could also
partly reflect a counsslor's reluctance to Judgo the inmtes
t&o hardhlys It has been a fairly common experience at MRIC
| for counselors to "stick up® for an iﬁna’co vho fg regarded by
other staff members as an outright renegade and to moke a plea
for a favorable disposition on the basis of a problem=-fres ad~

| justment to dormitory living, | would speculats that thera is
less psychological distance between the counsalors and the fn=
3 mates than is the case with the caseworkers and psychologlists.
This my well be a hoalthy situation in general, but probably
a fs a hindrancs In evaluation.

For all thess reasons, the PCL and GLRS do not, as used
here, show a good doal of promise as ressarch instruments. Neither
tho interrater reliability data nor the correlations with the test
results sugpest usefulness of these instruments as diaémstlc
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tools, partlcularly not when only two raters are involved as was
the case In the present sludy,

The results with the Caseworker's Rating Scale are a lit(le
more encouraging. V¥ith respoct to reliability, again, the opera~
tion of a halo effect could be inferred from the contrasting
reliability and consistency coefficionta. Howevar, tho Inter=
valer reliability with two raters for the eociopathic factor
exmla does approach mspoc*;ability (.836) for individual diag~
nosis and indeed compares favorably with the usual reliabilities
of rating data roportsed in the literature. Considering the highly
inferrential nature of tho iiams, the amount of agreexant ropro-
sented hare {s acceptable. ‘

It chould be remombered that the institution, MRDC, {a spe~
cifically sat up for intensive and hopéf‘ully raliable diagnosis——
diagnosis with rather profound practical consoquences. Cha;'ao-
teristically, clinical diagnosis is the function of tws etaff
morbers, the caseworker and psychologist, with the taacher and
clergyman edding int;ormatlon phartieularly. relevant to their own
special flelds. Only one counsolor submits a fom;al report on
oach inmate's intra institutional behavior, although he my draw
upon the notas and reports of hié colleagues in doing s0s These
data are thus pertinant to the practical procedures of IRIC staff.
If oo ware to sot an arbl{mry figure of .00 as acosptable

_ i ' | ' i
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interrater relisbliiity for individual diagnosis along any dimen—
ston of poreonality covered by tﬁe rating cata, it would appear
that sociopathy can be reliably judged by the msemrker-p‘sydz&-
Iogis:l team, Other factors would need e greater numbar of raters
to be reliably judged. |
Exemination of the raw data from the CRS ruting susposts

the possibility of ons constant error. GOne of the caseworkers,
sho rated thirty-five subjocts, tended to rete his subjects lover
on the fiems loaded on the neurotio-disturbed factor.than did the
other threa rators. His mean rating soore on Factor I} CRS for
his subjacts vas 20.58 aa compared to 22,35 for this writer and
27,74 and 29,35 fokr the Oihel; caseworkers, Yhiis eould'represent
Y eonstar'mt error of leniency or possibly a constant contrast
error sinos ratings are likely to reflect, in part, attributas
of the rater. Tho resulting skewness of th score distributions
is likely to reduce the magnitude of relationships, but would
riot altér the appropriatences of the mothods of analysis.

~ One practical {mplicution of the study, then, would bs to
suggest that decisions based on LIRS staff dlagnosis of persor-
ality problems and dormltoryv bd\aw.;ior be weighed with the ques~
tion of interrater relfability firoly in mind. More raters would
hava resulted in mora reliable rating data and more diagnosti-
clans would result in a more reliable ewaluation of the Indi-

viduals vhose placoment is under conslderations
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As far as the valldity of the CRS is concernsd, the correla=
tiona botwoen the CRS factor scales ‘and the tost data are rather
encouraging. The coofficients are not high In absoluto magnitude,
but do reach etatisticnl significance more often than would be
expected through chance fluctwationsy and are generally in the
expected directions. Tho differential ralationships betwsen
Block's Alpha and Bata scales and the sociopathy and neuroticien
factors of the CRS ars, for ex:ple, noat and tidy ones as shown
in Table 12, |

TABLE 12

Correlations Betwsen the Alpha and Bala
P} Scales and the Bajor Factor Scales of the
' Casaworker's Rating Scale

Bloek's Alﬂ\ﬁ nw "03‘
B‘Od('s Bota =33 002.

Those corralations suggest that the sociopathic and neurotic
characteristics seen by the rators and expressed through the CRS

are indeed "real"™ and rapresent something other than preconcep=
tiona of the rators and shared impliait personality theories.




TR T T e i bty

.72

To reitorate, the CRS, although quite inferential in {tem
content, appenrs to be the most promising rating escale in terms
of l“a"&:b”"y, construct validity and applicablility to other
correctional settingss Examples of LRDC diagnostic evaluations
of indlviduls in the ressarch sample the scored exceptionally
high or low on the two major CRS factor scales are pressntad in
Appandix Co These are not prescnted as noteworthy Mles of
diagnostic reports, but as iypiml emﬁplea of MRDC eval\m'ilons
vhich mey add flach to the bonas of the CRS pergonallty dimensions.

The Jesia

The original quostion to which this study was addroased
contored eround the extent to which a personality Inventory, the
¥P1, had tho genoralized validity to discriminate meaninpfully
within a quite homogenoous population, That the sanple 1s hooo-
geneous along esveral lcportant dimensions ls !;eyond.dwbt. These
are age (late adolescmca), generally inédeqmte vocational and
educational achievement, usually low sociceconomic class end a
general lack of social controls All subjects were In serlous
trouble with the law and for only one subject did this represent
an initial or isolated incident of antisocial behavior. This
m‘ subject was the anly iﬁdivldua_l. considered to bo =0 emo~
tionally dicturbod that a peychiatric hospital placenent was pro-

" posed, and even he s not considered to bo sufficiently disturbed
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by hogpital euthoritiea to warrant treatment In a psychiatric
etting. Yet, If moaningful differences did not exist within
such @ population, such an Institution as URDC would have no use-
fulness, nor would there be & nead for varisd rehabllitative pro-
grense |

To the extent that personality difforences a‘a veflected in

the nost fruitful of the ratlhg scales, the CRS, were predictable

from the 1521, it appeare that the I8P) is moderately sensitive
1o such fine distinctions, particulerly along the more reliable
goclopathic dimension. The relationships revealed here add some-~
thing to the construct valldity of both the Cassworker's Rating
Scale and ealected scales of the B#l, The various “first factor"
sﬁalea of the P! (L, Sqy Esy 4 and Algha) all demonstrate moder-
ate but.expected relat!msimips along the dimenslon of neuroticlsm,
and the Pd and Bata scales vary with ratings of sociopathy, again
%o a coderate degres. Panton's Ap ccale aleo continues to damon=
strate lsiom‘qiscrlmimtbry functions within this Incarcerated
growps ‘

The mathod ussd in this study is, of courss, only ono poesible
approach to lmsﬂéatlon of the meanihgs of IP| gcores within a
correctional sottinge Studies of predictive validity in the long
term sanso also dessrve conslderation, but are not within the
scope of this study. The question of incremental wvalidity is cer-
tainly relevant here, partieula’r!} in terma of the relationshipe
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botween rating data and the MP) and Kuder data. It appears

fron the moderate nature of the correlations that the appropri=
ate WP mleé are neithor unrelated to tha ratings, nor are
they sicply rédlmdant,equlvalent measuress In plaln words, the
r_nt!ng gcalos (@hat s, the CRS &cales) and the P scales inter-

- correlate sufficiently to Indicate that both "measure éamethlng,"

and at the samo time the correlations are low enough to euggest
that both gdd something to our knowledge about our gubjects.

. ¢
Further rescarch in incremental validity could proceed from the

relationships Jiacupsed here; for example, exploration of the
role of different arsessment peru used in arriving at in-
stitutional decislons. KRDG fnmates are often not retlcent in
calling into question the validity of staff asssesaments w:id the
information and data on which assessmants are bassds (It has
been the unexpacted experience of this author .that such complaints
aro rarely if ever directed tovards testing but are more concerned
with shat inmates feel to be over=rel fance on past record and |
current offense as vell as vhat they poreeivvo as too brief and
sketchy Intorviewing, [Mow can you tell shat a guy le reglly
thinking after talking to him for only an hour?®]  Inmates! come
plaints may or may not be justifiod, but their questioning par se
cartainly ie.)

Scores on the Kuder scales alsv gensrally demonstrate the
relationships one would expect fruﬁ exanination of Wirt and
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Jecobson's prieon data. That s, the more sociopathic sub jects
tended to deviate towards more "feminine" intereste, e.g., 1iterary
md‘ maidal, and less "masculina" {nterests, e.g., outdoor, mechanj=-
cale (These te’rmg are used advisedly and correlations with the

P! Jf scale would not justify this uss.) Relationships here,
however, a.re sllghtw an& add virtually no incremont to KPI predic-
tione of the ratinga.

In sumary, this ;tudy demonstra’.:s a moderate dogreo of
validity gensralization for the test scales, particularly the appro=
priate I2P] scales. Scales Pd and Bata continue to measure ego
cantrol and euch first factor scales as PY end Alpha continue to
measure ego resiliance, even within such a constricted po;;ulatlon.
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CHAPTER V
SUEMARY

The primary focus of thle study was to investigate the rated
behavioral correlates of LWP! and Kuder Vécat{oml Preference
Racord scales within a correctional population of Youthful Offend-
ers at the Minnesota Recoption and Dlagnostic Centers To provide
eritorion data, thres rating scales were usede The first of these
was a r;v(sed version of Petersbn'n Problem Check Lists Two
others were developod at the Binnesota Reception and Diagnostic
Conter from file taterial. Ono of thess, the Casaworker's Rating
Scale, containing items of an inferential nature, was for the use
of caseworkors and this investigator. The other, the Group Living
Rating Scale, was usod by dormitory counselore, eho also rated
the subjects on the Problem Check List. ’

The three rating scales were factor analyzed, and soveral
m jor factors emorged from the ratirg data. The resulis were in-
terproted as {n part consistent with those obtainod in Quay's
study of delinquonts and with findings of other irwestigators.
interrater reliability cosfficients and coefficients of internal
consistency werc obtained and suggostod that cevaral factor scales
can be of utility as research Instruments in studies of this sort,

Correlational analysls of test scores and rating scale factor
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scores revealed that there was little relationship betwsen test
soores and counselors® behavioral ratinga, but a number of sta=
tistically significant relaticnships with the caseworker's more
inferential ratings. In gémeml, Multiphaslie éoales were moder-
ately correlated with the major caseworker rating factors with
the appropriate and predicted 2P1 ccales functioning as antici-
pateds Thass relationships suggested neither cquivalence nor
{ndependence of“ EPl scores and.rating data, and (.t would appear

that the caseworkerts ratings, withir the limits of their reli-

abllity, would add to the asssssment procedures at BRIC. The
Kuder scales, while not unrelated to the rating data, did not to
any appreciable extont add to the pradictive pmr'oi' the IBPI.
One implication of thia study is that the 1P| retains a
meaningfu’. degree of useful discrimlnatory power, in spite of the
restricted and homogeneous nature of the sample of correctional

[--t =11
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APPENDIX R.1
PEOBLEM GEDIST
(Reviead)
Name of Youth
Mame of Raler Date

Pleass Indicate vhich of the following constitute problans, as far
as this youth is concorned. If an i%am does pgt constitute a prob-
lem, encircle the zero; If an item constitutes a pmild problem,
oncircle tha one; If an ftam constitutes a soyepg problem, encircle

the tw. Pleasa complete every item.
- FACTOR LOADINGS,

01 2 L R lomsocking, showol® -.',:n l; fsa
o1z 2_' oy ane bothor oo T T 05 1 2
0 1 2 3. Feolings of inferiority W05 472 3
0 1 2 4, Boisterousness; rowdiness o7l =14 18 .56
012 3 o inawdd e B s
01 2 6 Shyness, bachfulness -8B 54 .3 B
01 2 7. Social withdraval, preference

: for solitary activities =06 .67 .04 ,45
0 1 2 8. Short attention span Bl B 43
0 1 2 9. Lack of self-confidence J2 66 0 54

A R g e
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10,

il
12,

13,

14,

15,
16,

17,

ig,

19,

2.

21,
2.

24,

tnattentliveness to vhat
others say

Fighting

Laziness in school and in per-
formance of other tasks

Anxlety, chronic general
fearfulness

Irre slbility, undepsnd-
ability v

Excessive daydreaning

Disobedience, difficulty in
disciplinary control

Dopression, chronic sadness

Uncooperativensss in grow
situations

Distractibility

Negativiem, tendency to do the
opposite of vhat is requested

lmpartinence, sauciness
Sluggishness, lathargy

Drowsiness

Profane language, ewsaring,
cursing

&4
«&0

55
o3l

+75
08

o4
1

o74
62

59
62
2
«13

52

"

24
06
.20

51

A
70

odl
61

o5
X

20
o2
«62
53

- 06

.18

02

00
«19

00
a26

00
"006

.01
oM
.33

- ¢29

"005

«02

-.Ol

A
3

«67
«56

.55

3

57
5

50

Sl

+43
X0

8

Sy e




Pt

y 80
APFENDIX A.2
. LASEVORSERS! FATING SCALE
)
Subject's Name
Rater's Name ..

Please rato each of the following staiexﬁenté with the numbor
of the dosoription that most closaly gives your opinion of the
person being rated.

1. Mot at all . 6. Quite a bit
! 2. VYery slightly 7. Distinctly
! , 3. A little 8. Warkedly
. i 4, M¥ildly 9, Extremoly
5. RBodorately

Notns The standard of conparison should be the characteris-
tics of the typical member of this population. Base your ratings

“on all information availabla to you=interviow; bohavior, case .
histo;{ materialy violation reports etce ‘Rato each jtem on what
is most typical or characteristic of the subjoct, considering each
statemont independently. Use extrens ratings when warranted.

: N * -« L « [ ] L] L] L ) *

t B

‘ Conpared to the typlcal inmte, to what extent is the subject...
————lt ‘Pleasant and porsonable, possessing good sochal skillse

2. Dofensive, lacking insight, umillling or vnable {o take a _
good look at himself (rationalization, denial, projoction, etce)

3. Passive and apathniic; non=raenonaive.

™Narvous™; tense and appretansives

5. Overtly hostile; belligerent, dumanding, disrespectfule
Lacking in appropriate Teslings of guilt or ramorce.
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Acozpling of disgnostic material, including critical
sy in a constructive fashion,

Slick, superficial and shallow; an opportunistic manipulator,
Easily upsot with shaky onotional controls moody.

Unhappy with hioself, holding himssif §n low agtoem; foelings
of inadaquacy.

Unhappy with the wrld, feeling victimized, pushed around
and treatsd unfairly.

Irresponsible and undependable, not moe{ing reasonable
expoctations. ! )

Criminally sophisticated; wise in the methodology of crima,
and ego invelved in criminal activity.

Concerned lam'ely about short range goals {he neads of
the coment. !

Lacking in "available anxiety," cesing no need to change.
Rosontful of authority, rules and reatrictions.

Concernad, ‘although not nooéssarily at a conscious lovel,
about easculinity, with his difficultios involving "mascu-
line proving" bazavior.

Peer dapendant, supgestible, hungry for peer reccgnition
and acceptancs.

A gonorally inatecuate follow, unable o copo with 1ife's
damands and expectationse - ?

- Maintaining emotional ties with his family, at least some
narberse

Involved in "thrill seskings"a taste for danger, axcito-
ment and "kicks.®

taintalning positive attitudes of affaction and respect

- towards his cother (or mother surrogete),

Kaintaining positive attitudes of affection and respect
tosards his father (or father surrogate),. :

A e L L e i
7
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Insightful regarding family "mmioa; the role the fanily
situation may have played in predicament,

Maintaining a value eystem consistent with conventional,
widdle~class standards (regarding school, work, sexual
uohavlor, temperance, etceg

Acoepting of his corractional statusy such matters as YCC
commitnent, violation, institutionalization, etc.).

"ingtitutionalized"; most comfortable shen under institu-
tional control.

A eoclal misfit, unpopular with his pesrs, inept in social
situations.

‘Domonstrating pecullar and {deosyncratic bohavior and

fdsation which is difficult to comprehend from a "normal®
frao of reference; mentally disturbed; "crazy." '

Lacking in frustration tolerance.
Involved in the excessive or Inappropriate use of alcohol

to tho extent that 1t ic an important factor in his social
difficulties.

Guardad, wary and susplcioua.
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H e APPENDIX A.3
i Subject's Name
Rator¥sg Nams -

le Please rate cach of the following statements with the number
of the description that most closely gives your opinion of
i the person balng rated,

1. ‘Not at al} 4. wildly 7. Distinctly
2. Vory slightly Se Modsratoly 8. tarkedly
" 3. A little 6. Quite a bit 9, Extremely

NOTEt: The atandard rison should be the characteristics of
i the typical romber of this population. Base your ratings on vhat
i .. you have observed of the manner in vhich this individual has con-
] ducted himaslf In the group living situation, disregarding other

| informtion you night have=cccial history, {ype of offense, etc.
l Rate each itom on what is most typical or characteristic of the

It subject, considering each item independently. Use extrems ratings
i when warranted. o .

|

.’thoc‘o.o.nn;
Compared to the typical inmate, to vhat extent is the subject...

A good worker, showing iniﬁativo, industry and a sonse
i of responsibility. -

w2e Neat and clean, with good habits of personal hygiene.
ememde  Peer dependent"=a {ollower, sugpestible and easi l_y lod,

—te A post, asking for epecial favors, begging the staff with Cod
-peclaf requests.

——ds Polits, courteous and frienily %o staff. . I

Loud and boietorous; you always know he's around.

Liked and accapted by. the othor inmat~=,
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16,
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18,
9.
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. and reallstic way,

Ay Special Ingidenls? Plsace comments
SRBURYS
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Antagonistic to his peoraj belligerant and hostile.
Socially withdrawy, a loner.

Active, participating In games and ncﬂvﬂlos with
enthuglaam,

"Nervous™; tense, worrjed and apprehansive.

Cooparative with tho staff, chowing a willing and positive
attitude tovards the program.

“Boury"; easlly upsst, Irritated or dopressod.

/A show off, trying to gain recognition and attention

through bragging or hursaplay/f

One who responda positively to correction, instruction
and constructive criticiem. :

Ong who has a posltive attitude towards counseling; le
willing to and able to disctss his problems in a esrious
Alnon-con' formist, ignoring or resisting rules and regula-~
tions.

One who foels discriminated against; indulges .!n sel f=-pity.

Glver; Yo wulgar or profene. fanguage, even aitor being
reprimnded.
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i APPENDIX 8,1
MEANS AND STANDARD DEVIATIONS ON TEST DATA
¥arishla _ N Mean ___Standard Dovietion
Verbal 1.Q. 140 99,57 15,02
Non—verbal 1.0, 140 104,65 16.71
K n{
Outdoor 132 42.32 15,47
Machanjcal 132 41,44 12,39
Computational 132 26,29 7.28
Scientific 12 36.62 11.03
Persuaanive 132 0.1 11.14
Artistic 132 1.33 9,74
G Literary 132 17.63 6.82
: tusical 132 11.97 7.02
: Social Service 132 46,36 12.28
If Clerical 132 .39 11.13
ul ta Il ishaslc P Lity {nvent
L . 140 3.92 2,30
; F 140 732 4,36
g K 140 13.81 4,97
Hs 140 5.46 4.57
: D 140 21.36 4,75
; Hy 140 20,85 5.09
i Pd 140 23.60 4.25
‘: W 140 23.23 4.3
¥ Pa 140 12,08 3.43
Pt 140 16.19 8.i8
g Se 140 15.75 10.20
i 140 18.59 4,84
' ) 140 2,79 9,80
Es 139 46,53 6.13
; sd 19 15.2¢ 3.83
A 139 15.88 8.85
R 139 15.82 4,42
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APPENDIX B.1 (Continuod)
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; | Yariable A . dsean Stedrd Dedatlan

| Alpha 129 7450 14.01

Bota 1 33,65 . 9,35 S

¥ 13 13,21 3.8 ok

i Ao .. 1 1l 392 ¥
0 139 13,42 36
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. , APPENDIX B.2
THE ITEUS AND PRINCIPLE FACTOR LOADINGS OF THE EIGHT FACTOR SCALES

£3a f

i
=806 Attention-seeking, etce , .
. i

1

i
i

L
i
i

i

3

i

=877 Disruptiveness, etc.
=848 Boisterousness, etc.
=¢568 Short attention span
=718 Inattentivensss, otc. i
=564 Fightin? ) T
=s863 Disobedience, elc.
: ( <4575 Uncooperativeness, etce
! =645 Distractability
: ' : =826 Hogativism, atce ,

/ . =+765 Impertinence, sauciness
/ ' ‘ =s552 Profans language, aetce

SN ENTESTI A s s

/ ) o R i

#7130 Feslings of inferiority
«736 Preoccupation, etc, .
. 88, bashfulnese i
o826 Soclal withdrawal, otce B

s

650 Lack of sslf confidance
13 Anxiety, chronic, etce
«613 Depreaalon, chronio sadnass

" i)

+622 Excessive daydreaming
o756 Slugpishnass, lethargy
«700 Drowsiness

Q G5 UEnerpatic atlaniion sesking . g
* 1 A Peﬂt, otce J
«785 Loud and boisterous, etc. .
o744 A show-off

¥

13 . +792 A pood worker, etc.
% l'_‘ «522 Neat and clean, ctc. i

, +564 Liked and accepted, etc.
«787. One vho responds, etce i

¢

A T e R Ly 5

B
|
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«533 "darvous', etc.
«809
«518

JPPENDIX B.2 (Contirued)

Y
- Lacking in appropriate, etcs

Easlly upset, stc.

. Demonstrating peculiar, etc.

y_ L QoRllye 1A piations
Eaintaining emotional tias, etce

us N

ostile, atc.
Slick, superficial,; etc.
irrecponsible, etce

Criminally sophisticated, 'etc.
Concarned largely about, etc.
Lacking in "available, étce
Resentful of authority, etc.
involved in thrill, etce
Maintaining a value system, etc.

]

Unhappy with himself, etc. .
Concernaed, although not necessarily, atc.
A social misfit, etcs

)

Vaintairiing positive...father, etce
¥aintaining positive...mother, etc.
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} ' APFENCIX C

’ ) “The following diagnostic evaliatiens are included to repre-

sant ro!n‘.hre!y pure delinquent types, es meatured by factor
scores | (unsoclallzed-sociopathic) and 1) (dléturbed-rﬁurotio)
of the Cassworker's Rating Scalas These roports are the rouﬂne_
, evaluations submitted by IRDC staff o ths Youth Conservation

‘ Commissions In cach cass, namas have been changed and other
fdentifying data omitted or changeds Cases were selected as
being greater than one standard deviation above or bolow the

mean of the factor scales of intenﬁsi.
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CASE A HIGH 1, LO¥ 1

Factor goores of 67.5 for factor § and 19,5 for factor 1} were P
obtainad on the CRS. This cass, then, represents quite clear
eut and mem\plivcﬂod sociopathy. ;lhe raw ecores of L_%Pl expori-
rental scales weres 5D=17, &8, 820, WS, ﬁg_,g-26, Yp=18,
Ap-zz, 0412, and Eg761.

‘\ \. ‘. " Nomas Loc.kman, Ct:rroll John
mmmammmun &vrzlary
W&‘l ,
MPl:s L-43, F=55 K-59, He-44, n-eo, Hy—-45 Pd—7l, uf-59,
T pams3, P2, 5%, Had7, Si~4

Lorge Thomdike - Verbal 1.Q0 ‘r', Non-verbal '.QO ‘140

i On the area. smles of the Himes:ota Vomtloml interest

; Inventory, Carroll is particularly high in intersst in the
areag of sales office work, health sarvice occupations and
"glean hands" work in general. He is particularly low in

. Interest in the arezs of clectronics and machanical worke

p 1 . . .
Sentence Conpletlon Test, diamostic intervlews;

; intslligence is above emge in the "br!ght normal" range.
i Carroll should have little difficulty completing his high

‘ school work {f so indicated or in engaging in an approprinie
vocational tmining.

88 recuits are of the sort ecn:mnly associated w(th
dellnq:ant behavlor and wggest that Carroll is a rather
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childish person, lmpuleive, egocentric and Irresponsibles
Frustration tolerance s low and trnse noodiness and un=
acceptable behavior are likely to follow upon fruatration
of ric needse Test scores are of tne sort commonly
agsoclated with excessive drinking and marital and voca-

- tiomal difficulties,

In Intervliews, Carroil is composed and at eases He volun=-
teers little ‘nfomstion and answars questior.s in a courtoous
but guarded fashions Ha can in no fashion account for his
sgvoral years of under achievement and antisocial behavior.

?
Carroll {s a young man of above average intelligence. All
avajlable data, including current test results, point to a
fairly sevore charscter disorder and | would regard Carroll

as a quite unreliable and untrustvorthy individual, “He seems
to have little In the way of a ssnse of responsibility or
concern about other people and | would not expact hin to have
the capacity or the motivation to enter into anything eppreoach—
ing serious or meaningful counscling at this time.

David Heiberg, Staff Psychologist

EDUCATIONAL EVALLIETION

an official transcript is not available, however the high

‘school has baeen contacted and indicates that Carroll has success=

fully comploted the 10th grads. He also was enrolled in the llth
rade and has earned credit in 11th grade Social Studies but han
alled to receive credit in 1lth grade English or his other elec-

tive cour=as. . :

The was elected president of his sophomore class and was
consfdared to have good potentiel if motivated, At the present
tima, Carroll fe interestod in completing his high school education

taking the High School Equivalency Test. Bayond this point,
his vocational poels includs either sales or service occupations.

It Is recormended that an 11th gra.de course of siudy bo made
avaflable to Carroll or that he ba allowad to take the High Schoo!l
Equivalency Test. .

. Thomas Grogan, Special Teacher YO Unit
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Carvoll was formerly affiliated with the Mathodlst Church,
He Is not aware of the «. ~tor's nama thore, and this man cannot
bo consldored a re~:.vo tor hime Carroll hac boen inactive for
a nuthor of years, althzugh he has been baptizad and confirmed,
Carroll cocms to bo a somewhat passively hostile boy who does not
conglder religion & resource for himsolfs He denies the validity
of all basic Christian teaching, Routine chaplain contacts are
recommendaed for him for the naar future, :

Bruoce &brphy, Protestant Chaplain '

In group living Carroll has boon vary poods He has tsen
real quiet, minds his own business and does his work datails with~

.out_question. Carroll was sent directly to SR by mistake and
‘mag there a month and then sant heree One comment he made vas,

"The \a{hthe fallows are trested here is a joke, wait till they
got to the joint."

Carroll is quiet but takes an active part in activities inside
and outs He likes to play softball and tries hard at ite He causas
no trouble and never has {o bs told to do this or to do thate He
knows vhat is to ba dons and does it. Carroll was a construction
worker and his work was soasonal. He has good personal hygiene

. habits and has been polits and friendly to staff and his follow men,

‘lfmd POte!'BOﬂ, C.0. |

e

Subject is a divorced 21 year old whose good soctal skills

soem apparant in the interview situations He appears relatively

freo of anxiety, polite, friendly, and no real overt expressions

of hostility, re's some briskness which could reflect some -

ﬁ:sslve eggressive fealingse The history indicates that the sub]ject
8 been having difficulty with the law since 1959 vhich would place

him at thirteen years of ages Wost of his activities have been

burglary of nature. There seoms to be some identification with a

delinquently oriented peer grouping which apparently did some ex-

tensive burglarizing togsther. Subject claims that he does not

know vhy he cormitted the of fense, but gtates that over the years

his object has been money. He expresses no feelings of guilt, and

on only two occasions did ha ever once considor the victims of his -

burglaries and then only for a short passage of timoe., This would
soem to indicate a rathar solf-secking individual whoss main concorns
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are basically superficial end centered in immediate materlal gaine.

The subjoct fe able to verbalize no feelings of hoatility
towards his parents, but is able to state that he definitely feols
that he was sufficiontly disciplined as a youngsters The history
materjal also supgosts that the parents are basically normal in
all respacts, with the exception that they did not offer adequats
supervision of the subject at any time of his development. re
are also severzl other facts that tend to support the idea that
the subject's main difficulty is a grist lack of eelf discipline
in his relationships to Eeop!e and sociely in gencral. He statoes
that he can work on & job or produce in any arca when he is doing
something he "likes" to do and that he cannot tolerate doin§ Some=
thing that does not appeal to him. He appears to have little
frustration tolerance for disagroeable tasks. The history material
Indicates that he has been quick tempered in the past, end this
might reflect an immature and childlsh approach to sofving probe
lams ‘and interpersomal stress situntions. Subject's past rela-
tionchips with the opposite sox also indicate a solfich emphasis
on self gratification.

The two evaluations done by the lental Health Conter in ()
have suggested that tha subject is a "sullen, hostilo, antagonistic
uth vho resists treatment attempts. The subject would appear
o be pretty well defended against realizing any elements or past
rolationships which would make him this vay, for he tends to ver—

"balize a basic live and let live philosophy of life.

. Tha subject sees his problem ac belng primarily a financial
ons, he sees the solution lying in his acquiring a job which
apneals to him and earning h¥s money rather than stealing it. He
is presently divorced, however, he intends to re-marry ag soon as
%e claims his ox-ite and himself have discussed the
sitimtion and have agreed upon this courss, . ’

. Treatment goale should include an emphasis on cause and
effect therapy with special attention piven to offering the sub-
Ject some markable skill or abilily which has some appeal to him,

Kenneth Lundquist, Caseworker

EINAL STAFFING SUABARY ’

Carroll Lockran is a 21 year old, Caucasian youth frotiees,
Minnesota, hore foliowing conviction er the felony of burglary
to vhat seems to have been an error in gudicial proceadings
Carroll was sent directly to St, Cloud following his conviction.
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Ho stayod there approximately a month, entering into their orjen-
tation program, bafore the error was discoverad and rectifiod,
Carroll has a quito lengthy juvenile record and has beon in some
difficulty as an adult, thesa problems largely involving drinking,
driving and fighting. His past record is adequately ocuflined in
the pre~sonience invostigation. Carroll, although a falrly fn=
tolligent youth, has ravoer really affecied a good adjustment. He
is a high schoof droawt and has been married, his marriage ending
in divorca, His work record §s not a particufarly positive one.
He has maintained himeolf woll in the group living situation at

- MRDC but has Impressed staff membars as an emept.i’omlly shallow

and superficial, sociopathlic youth,

Ae Placements )
Cdrroll has been involved In considorable antisocial activities
and he s not regarded as the sort of offender who ts likely
to profit from @ camp setting. Transfer to the State Reforma=
tory for Men at St. Clous is recocrended.

Be Occupation/Educations
le V¥ork - At this time, work experionce should be sacondary
to completion of high school coursework. To the extent
vhat it is possible, Carroll could be propared for sales
and sarvics ocoupations vhich would ba in keeping with his
Interest. Possibly food or health service work would be
appropriate. '
2 1: .
@« Grade - Carroll hus completed tha 10th grade and an
1ith grade placement would bo appropriata. .
be Course of instruction - Begular 11th grade program.
€s Romedial Requirements = None ‘
3. Vocational Goals and Training - Counssling is reconmended
-~ as Carroll's goals are rather vague. His general interssts
' are cales work or people~oriented work {n general.
C. Supervision Neads Ins ' :
Yo Group Living = At MRIC, Carroll has bean quiet and well
behaved, causing no difficultios. . -
2+ The Community = To the extent that this can be anticipated
at this time It is apparent that tight controls have to be
exarcisede.
D. Social Davelopments
le Peer Rolationships = Peer Relationships are not remarkable
within a delinquent population. tb specific recommendations
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2. Recreation - Carroll enjoys athletics and le a quite
active individual who should be encouraged to develop
his athletic skills.

3, Raliglon ~ Carroll is an inactive Methodist with a
passively hostilo attitude towards religions

Thergﬁyx‘

i« Physlcal Hoalth -

a. Dental Attention - Routina care as needed.
be Modical Atiention - Routine care as neededs
2. Psychological Health .
ae individual Counssling = Although intelligent, Carroll
doss not soem prepared to accept counsel%ng {n a pro-’
ductive fashion at this time. He soems to have little
pesitive anxiety zbout hinself. He ig likely to respond
to firm controls and guicanca. -

be Group Counseling = Carroll is a quist, passive par-
ticipent in group counseling and seems to have little

’ igi;erest in suche FRocomaonded only if easily avail-

AbiBe

Family Rolationshipss .

1 Family Role Changes Hosdad = Carroll has expressed coms
{nterest in re-marrying his former wife and claims that

. sho chares this Inlerest. .

2. Family intervieuing or Counsaling Needsd - Harriage
counsel ing might ba bensficial if Carroll and his ex-wife
fes] ready to wrbark on & realistic appraisal of their
problems.

Sumrary Byt David Hei:mrg, Staff Peychologist
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CASE B LOW I, HIGH I

Factor scores of 22.5 on factor | and 36.0 on factor 1 wora
obtained on the CRS. This casp repressnts e youth considered

to be clénrly‘ "nsurotio-disturbed® but not sociopathic. The raw
acores on BP1 aporirental scales aret SI22, An12, fl6,
Alphas76, Bata=42, k=20, Ag=15, (=20, and Eg=48.

The offonse which is referred to in these reports vwas an ait‘emp{\
to ssduce a 14 year old girl at a beer party. This was unsuccess~

ful, as the cubject was unsble o maintalin an erection.

Napat Jones, Sheldon Alvin
Offansa or Dalinouent Acts Attempted Carnal Knowladge

111

Iasts Adninistered:

Lorge Thorndike, IP1, Sentence Completion Test, Diagnostic
Interviews. .
Lorge Thorndike
Non-Verbal 1.0 79

WWPls L-62, F-58, K-57, Ha=52, D-60, Hy=51, Pd-66, ¥f-51, Pa~50
Pres, sods, Bale3, sied |

{oninot

Current group intelligenoce testing places Sheldon’s level of
functioning within the dull normal vange. This is consistent with
past test rasults and with clinical impressicnss Low intelligenco
has undoubtedly besn a major factor in Sheldon's past difficulties
in school and he doss not seem a likely candidate for advanced
vocational training or further classroom programing.
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1291 results sipnest a test taking attitude of mild, nalve,
dafensiveness and interpretation must be comewhat cautious.
Clinical scores are within acoeptable limits and therefore pre~
sent an unusual picture within the context of a delinquent
lation, There are supgestions here that Sheldon is a s t
introverted and socially awkward young man, mildly rebellious
and {mpulgive. : : .

g e i

: Shelden {s extremely uncomfortable in an interview eituation.
He has a difficult time expressing himself and ssems shy and in=
i articulates Hz siules that he bolieves his crime (attempted -
i carnal knowledge) is a very sorious one and there is a ring of

I ~ sincority and ehat esems to ma to bo a genuine regret as he die
cusses thise [t Is apparent in talking to Sheldon that he feels
_vary inadequate and unhappy with himself.

»

Py 3 . o
Sheldon is an uwnhappy young man of dull normal intelligence.
Ho is painfully avare of his limitations and seens to regard him=
i self as a quite {madequate and inept persons Ha geams to me to
be criminally unsophisticaled, frightened, concerned about the
; future and feelings of eome real rogret about the incident which
1 led to his incarceration, ,

David Heiberg, Staff Psychologiat

EXUCATIUIAL EVA UATIQ

i An official transcript is not available howover, from avail=-
able information it appears that Sheldon withdrew from school
after completing the 10th grade at a high school in Minnesota.

i His most recent school attendance occurred in 1966, The 'boy s
! m}tt; diszipline or control problem but did have academic diffi-
: culties,

i Sheldon hﬁs no intention of returnin? to school and he seems
someshat pessimistic regarding his learning capabilities. His

frmodiate goal is to return te the area and obtain employment as
a factory worker, Yocational interests testing indicatos a very
high interest in warehouseman and carpentry and in_general it is
felt that Sheldon's plans are realistic. o

Tom Grogan, Special Teacher

a0
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Sholdon fe affiliated with the Epis 1 Churche The pastor
ehould be considerad a resource for this in the community.
Sheldon has been baptized and confirmed and was significantl
{involved In the activities of the congregation through his child-
hood and adolescence, His level of activity has deteriorated
however, and his attendance has been infreausat for tho past Four
: years, Sheldon sppears to be a very dependent young man who has
4 difficulty functioning adequately on his own. doas not appear
i to be delinquently orienteds FReligion is a source of scme por-
sonal support for him but it §s not really influential in helping
him avoid self-defeating behaviors He responds positively to
support and pastoral counssling is definitely recosmendeds

Brucs Murphy, Protestant G’mpfaln

¥
SR LIVING SUSIARY

Sheldon is quiet, wall mannered, and scared, He works well
and appears to pet aiong with his peers.

James Te Uilbert

CASEWORK SERVICE FEPORT

Sheldon vas committed to the YCC on a charpe of attempted
carnal knowledge (pleass refer to the PS| for details). The youth
has no Juvenile record. His difficulties as an adult are of a
relatively recent origin dating back 4o February of 1957 and in-
clude two incidents of traffic violatlons, lar and intoxica~
tion. Uhen discussing Sheldonts involvement in comitting
offenso he becomas very emotionals He has shed tears and other
| such signs Indlcating remorse which incidentally appear to be
" ’ iy ~ genulne. Ho assumes responsibility for the present and past

of fenses end attributes this to his poor Judgmen{ and wuinerability
to borderline companions, He doscribes himseif as quiet and lack=
ing social skills and confidence in this area. He claims he has
nevor dated girls nor had sexual relations and after his involve-

ment in the committing offense It is someshat doubtiul that he will

approach girls again in the near future.

. .1 tend to belfeve Shelden Is correct in his asseszmnt repard-
2 ln¥ his vulnerability to borderline peers. Sheldon is somewhat
dull intellectually, certainly naive in mny social situations.

d
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On tho other hand, ha does not tend to identify or have much In
common with dalinguent or criminally oriented youths. | suspect
that hs pslects younger, borderline companions out of personal
fealings of inadoquacy and need for scceptance. Judging from
biith Sheldon's and the field agent's description of tho homa, |
sugpect there are fairly strong ties in this family and that they

" have functioned fairly well as a unit especially in view of the

stressful circumstances that exist. Sheldon appears to bs emo-
tionally dependent on hils family and | suspect he is undergoing
somo separation anxiety at the presont.

Considering the youth's intellectual capacity and self=concept
atrkthe %:esant, ha may not bo capable of anything beyond unskilled
WOrKe
as the type of youth who can respond well to support, guidance,
encouraganent, etc. ae his relationchips with people seon to have
oMo the Any type of a community plan, would require woll do-
ﬂned'_l mits and structure in day-to-day life managenent.

Lynn Nelson, Caseworker

EINAL STAFFING SUT3ARY

sheldon Jones ie a ninoteen year old, Caucasian youth from
Binnesota, here following convicltion on the charge of attempted
carnal knowledge. The dotalls of-this unhappy exparience are
contained in the PSl, as Is Sheldon's past record, which largely
involves relatively minor offenses of recent origin. He has ad=
Justed reasonably well to the MRDC program; causing no difficulty
vhatsoever In dormitory living and remining somewhat withdravn
from his more dolinquent peers. He Is a young man of dull in-
telligence and has lmressed the staff as being frightensd, un-
sophisticated and lacking in antieocial orientation. It should
be noted that the agent vho wrote the presentence investigation,
expressod himself in that document as favoring a probationary -
setting for Sheldon. Also, the agent who had supervised Sheldon
on probation has visited Sheldon at VRDC and indicated to staff

rs in informal convarsation that he would be advorsed to g
releace on probation at this time. ‘ :

TREATIENT RECORZENDATIONS
Ae Placement: The staffing team unanimously fesls that the best

placement for Sheldon would be a return o the community on
probation status and so recommends to the Commission. is is

is needs further explorations Sheldon has impresssd me -

SO/
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‘based on Shaldon's lack of criminal sophistication, his solf
concern and doep regret over the incident, vhat appoars to be

LN

I B.
i

Co

ositive and favorable family situation, and on the halpful
nlons of the agent involved In this casc.

Occupation/Educationt ‘

Jo Vork = Sheldsa's interests are in the line of ganeral
manual labor of a comi-skilled variety, possibly factory
work, and thoss ambitions are realistic and in lcoeplng
with his abilities. -

2. School
as Grade -~ Shaldon withdrew after comploi:on of the
' tenth grade at ...high school in Winnesota.
bs Courss of Instruction - Sholdon's low intolligence

and feelings of failure regarding high school mili=~ -~
tate apainst a continuation of high school programming.
¢e FPomedial Requirements - Shelbon is low in all acadenic

i aroag ranging from fourth to sixth grads abilities.’

If available and if he is motivated, help in polishing
up these skillg would ba beneficial. Howaver, formal
schooling is not recommendad,

3+ Vocational Goala end Training = Contlnued counseling re~
parding f|:>b poasxbihties is recommendad.

Supervision Needs Ins

loe Group Living = sheldon is timid and withdrawn, appearing

' out of place in the typical Youthful Oi‘f‘ender populat)on.
Supervision needs are ninimal.

2+ The Commmity = Strong supportive contacts and firm guid—
ance from the agent, are seen as the sine-qua-non of ro=
habilitative offorts. At the discussion of the agent, it
might be helpful to obtain suppoftive counseling and psycho=
therapy from local mental health agencies as Sheldon tends
40 becoms depressed and easily discouraged, N

Soofal Developments

- le Pear Relationships - Bacauss of his low intelligence and

feelings of inadequacy, Sheldon is sugceptible to influence
from a variety of sources—anyone who will take «n intcrest
in hime This could be a difficulty on probaticn but Sheldon
lppaatera to be avare of the dangers involved in bad asso-
clates.

2. Recreation - Any positive ocutlete of energy. ihidx could
ald in »go building would be recommended,

. 3+ PReligion = Shalden is a member of the Episcopal Church and

the pastor should be considered a potantial sourcs of help
for hime Sheldon seems to be susceptible to pastoral counse!l-
ing and this avenus should not be overiookeds
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E. Ther:gyl
1o Physical Health
as Dental Attention = Routine care as noaded.
: be Medical Attention « Routine care as neoded.
" 2. Psychological Health
8. Individual Counseling = Sheldon is a dependent young
. man, not hostile, and should be susceptible to strong
supportive contacts and firm, common scnse guidarce.
bs Group Counseling = Not recommended if within the
. -tﬁiml sociopathic group found in correctional insti-
. tutions.
Fo Family Rolationships: . .
1o * Family Role Changes Nosded - Not apparent at this time.
2. family Interviewing or Counsaling Needed = It appears that
~ the family is mainaining thoir interest in Sholdon and
would be an additional source of strength to him ware he
on E;obation. ts anticipate that they would work with the
probation officer in a positive fashion. .

_David Heiberg, Staff Psychologlst
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CASE G~ HIGH 1, HIGH 11

e Factor scores of 73.0 on factor | end 34.0 on factor || wore ob-

tained on the CRS. This youth was seen as quite daviant in a
rathor gensral, undifferentiated fashion. The raw scores on M1
experinental scales werer Sg=15, A"26, Be11, Alpha=60, Botaw2?,
Yo=13, Ap=20, 0419, and Eg49, A 'History Summry is included
ﬂm this material, as a Presentence Investigation vas not ordered
by the court, )

B | Hamar berchall, Willard Walker
| Offense or Delinguent Agkt Theft

HISTORY SERARY

&m%ﬁ Datas

subject is a 17 year old youth vho is bound over to District
Court and convicted of theft for his part in the stealing of an auto-
mobjles The subject was on run from the Training School when the

) offense took place, and the specific offense was surrounded with

B othor adnjtted offensess A presentence investigation was not done

| ‘bacause the subject had compiled an extensive record with tha Depart-
i I$ ment of Corrections at the tite of his oftensa.

The subjoct is the oldest of 4 children born to the mother during
her first marriags. She was married in 1947 and divorced in 1961,
: She married her present husband in 1963, In the past, she has worked
g long hours away from home in order to-help support the fanily.

’ The boy's natural fathel; has since remarried and hag two chil~
o dren from this marriage. The subject has seen his father occasion=-
. ally since the divorcs. ' .

The stepfather is a surveyor!s assistant and hag worked at vari-
ous jobse had been previously married end his wife died in 1949

T g
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in an alrplano accldent. The records Indicate that the home eftue-
tion has not been poaltive and that the stepfather has had a drink=
ing problame Duo to the number of }iob changes and other reasons
the father has not lived up to his tull responaibility of provid=
fng for family neadss Thero has never, apparently, been enouph
stanility in the boy's family background to provide him with the
direction and cupport that ho needad to achieve an adequate adjust-
mont. The family Is Lutheran, and religion has played only a small

rt in family life. The subjoct has had good health, and at age
ﬁ had his eppendix removed. . )

The sub_,ect bas never boen married.

H
' The subject has not been classified in Selective Service as
yote ;

: .
The cubject has not completed his high school career as yet
and ho apparently has at least another half year of the 12th grade :
remaining,
y 1
The subject has had no sipgnificant work experience.

Brevious Qffgnsess - :
126> Cormitted to the Youth Consarvation Commission
following his involvement in approximatsly 16
burglarics and 4 auth thefts between the months of
June to December of 1565, . -
1-4-66 Transfer to the Youth Vocational Center at Rochester,
1-12-66 Run avay from Rochester Camp and was involved in an :
: auto thoft, oo -
1-18+66 . Raturn to Lino Lakes Reception Genter. i
2-8-66 Transfer to STS. ‘ - ,
4-16-66 Ran away from STS, apprehended the same daye
9-22-66 Parolled from Trainip Scoool. i
1-12-67 Return to tha Reception Center at Lino Lakes. The
boy vas jnvolved in car theft and approximately 10 ¢
burglariess In being returned he attempted to run
avay from Honnspin County Sheriff's officars but ok
was apprehendsd immadiately. ' "
1=24-67 ‘Parol? revoked.and transferred to the State Training
School s : . H
'3-10-67 Grantad a home visit and fajled to returne It was "
during this run that the mubject committed the present |
comnitting offense. . . i
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Cormitiing Qffcnsas -
Qfficlal Yersion. Nono.

iy , Yorth's Yersion. The 9ubJec‘t. states that he got out of the

i Training Scheol on March 10 for a homa visit and wont homes He

ki ~ had returned to the Training School and was actually on the grounds

sheri be decided that {nstead of retuming he would run. He claims

to have done well Tor the three weasks, but then he went to a party

“ and obtained scme pills, The taking of pills that caused him &

1 great deal of difficulty in the nas’f and it was his intention to

‘ stey avay from them, hovever, when he took then at the party he

edarked on a steady conswnp\t.ion of them until he wag arrested on

‘ ths present offense, The offense took place as he and his brother

! were epparently burglarizmp their way across Minrecota and MNorth
Tekotas He stolo an automeb ile, vmc?v\ vas sirply one of the m-any

offenses committed, and he vas chargod with theft,

’ Kenneth Lundquist

PSYCHOLOGICAL EVALUATION

TRl LAy P70, K49, Hend2, 065, y=51, Pd-93, UF-48
a8y Pt=19, 5090, &a-83, S4-52. .

ta:

Lorge Thorndike Verbal 1,00 92, Non-Verbal 1.Q. 93. (An 1.Q.
of 104 vas obtalned on the Otis in 1962, The sams test vielded an
1eCe of 96 in 1963, 1eQ.'s of 93/58 were obtained en the Lorge
Thorndike in 1965.)

Yecatienal Inlereaf Test Dotas
i On the occupational scales in the Minnesota Vocational Interest
s Inventory, Willard is exceptionally high (standard score greater
g?n 45) en the following scaless baker, nardwusemsn and truck
VOrs

He s exceptionally low (standard score less then 20) on the
following ecales: tab machine operator, pressman, mdustrial educa-
tion teacher and radio~TV- repairman,

On the area scales of this iest, he is relatively high in
interest in outdoors occupationss

e H ’ )
Sentence Completion Test, Diagnostic Interviews,

S e N e, R o s R i L S
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. 1
intelligence is within avarage limita,

‘ .

WPl acores suppast an excaptionally negative picture, even
vhon taken in the contoxt of a delinquent population, Wihard
hare appears to ba an exceptionally hostile and uncontrolled
youth rather confused and angrily alienated from the worlde Test
scores are associated with gross anti-social behavior, often of
tho sort which soams to ths obsarver to be bizarre, vicious, and
vithout obvious rational foundation, Scores are orten associatsd
with linos of gross underachisvement and marginal livings He here
appaars to bo an exceptionally unstable, sudpicious, and destruc-
tive indivicual,

in interviews, Billard scems extrmlwt{er angry-and dig=
hoartenads He discusses his recent adjustment wi%h vhat appears
to bé frankness and little feeling. He states that vhile on the
run from STS ha vas involved in several burglaries, car theft,
larcony and armed robberl, and he attributes his long standing
anti~social behavior to his fendness for drugs. Although he talks
about his use of narchtics, it appsars that ho is misusing this
torm as his particular affzniiy is for the sedatives—Nombutol
soconal, sodium amatoly etece’ Willard fesls that ho must bs "kind
of nuts,"as he is concerned about his explosive temper.. ‘He .
states that he used to just Tight with his Tidts but now he goos.
for & weapon {rmediately and feels that an{;::e tho does this must |
have something wrong with him. Mo stales that he does not really
care vhether or not ho livas or dies and that a recent suicide
attempt In jdil was a genuine one. He states he has nothing to
livo for, no poals or plans, and no interest in the future. His
discourse s filled with seff-t-gi-ty. Although ha regarde hinself
as one vho represents a real threat to eociety, he doosn't quite
feal that incarceration is falr. He expresses a vague interest

In psychlatric halp, but aduits that he has never been able to
tolerate any sort of probing or questioning regarding personal
concarngs - .

WQ’

Yiillard Marshall is of average intelligence. So much for the
positives. He strikes me as one of the most unstable, sociopathic
and emotiorally disturbed youthful offendor seen at this institue
tion, ‘Although disturbed, ha Is not grossly psychotic and does
not fit the criteria for admission to the state hospital system.

| fesl that attempts to obtain extensive psychiatric and ps{duo-
:’:%ieal counseling should be mads within tho limits of the insti~

fonal programs It is, howover, questionable vhethsr VWillard
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has the ogo stran?th or the Interest in himself to enter into
anything approaching a therapeutic relationship. In my opinion,
he 15 an exceptionally dangercus and untrustworthy individuale

{ would hope that psychological evaluation could preceed his
roleass to the communitys. | feel that he represents a considor-
able threat to comrunity safety and stability at the pressat time.

David Holberg, Staff Psychologist
GEOUP LIVING REPORT
Sinoe intake Willard has done a satisfactory job in all his

assigned dutiess Ho remains respectful at all times toward the
staff and cooperates most readily with any requests,

R« Lange, COI
EIUCATIONAY, EVALUATICH
~ During the 1966-G7 school year Willard was enrolled in the
12th grade at the State Training School. He withdrew from school
in March and received the %rade of incomplete for the 3rd quarter.
The boy has completed the lith grado at the State Training School
with approximately a C-average. A {uvenile school evaluation
writien 12-22-65 indicates that Willard has not had an exception=
ally difficult school history. He was known as a fairly well

adjusted student and also did quite wsll In the MRIC juvenile
no‘{go' 1 program, _ ‘

At the presont time Willard s somevhat ambivalent about ro-

turning to a full time schoo) program. He has, hovever, adjusted

favorabl: in the KRIC remedial school program and i} is strongly
advised that Willard bs programmad at the 12th prade level if he
is tranaferrad to another correctional institution. The boy has
the ability to completo his high school education and seems to be
coafortable in a school environment. Willard is signiﬂc:mig

e

- retairded in tha area of English grarmar, however, he is capa

of 10th grade arithmetic and his reading levs! iz sdoquate to
handle senior high schooi matericl, Aftar completion of & high
achool przi,vram ¥illard has an Interest and soms ability in the
area of auts mechanics and thie would seem to be the appropriate
vocational training program for him. : :

Tem Grogan, Specfal Teacher

e e PRETAKTIERREEN i P oy R SR TR R T TR
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BELIGIOUS SASUTY

¥illard is presentl¥ not affiliated with a cormunity church,
Ho attended functions at both an Eplscopal and a Lutheran church
vhen he was younger, but has been comple{el{ inactive for the
past six years., He has bson baptized, but kas not been confirmed
nor recelved commmion. Willerd is a who presently has & very
low self-concept and who verbalizas negative feelings toward
religions This is dug, no doubt, to his goneral hoctility tovard
the establiched social order in institutions. Routine lain
contacts are recommendsd. '

5ruoe Burphy, Protestant Chaplain

CASRYORK SEVICE_REPORT

The subl’ect is vory polite and cooperative during ths inter-
view situation. He soems very depressed and emotiomally exhausted.
Ho expresses very little hope for the future and appears to be
Emulnel{ sorrowiul that ho is in tha prasent pathetic situation

t ho 1s¢ He takes barbituates and claims that this is his main
probleme He also fesls that it will be very difficult to stop
taking them and generally admits that prognosis Is very poor in
t};ﬁ area. He ties his criminal activity very clossly to taking
P Ge .

Ho does not soem to express cwch genuine remorse with the
comiftting offense, however, he doos seem to convey tho Teelina
that he would prefer to remove hiuself from this kind of activity
if only he had the will power. The subject is probably more afi,o
fnvolved in thie type of activity than he'generally expressas in
the interviews - _

The family fcs have no doubt contributed to the subject’s
failure to adjuste The subject is not bitter toward either parents
and minimizes family difficulties. ;

The subjoct oertainly needs & secure setting because of his
tendency to escape stressful situations. It would eppear that his

- depression at the present time is significant h to warrant

ial consideration, and some encouragement should be given to
him to make the best of his situation. The "narcotics" problem
probably presents a crucial issue, and the subject's addictive
personayigy will probably make it difficult for him to adjust in
‘the future. . . .

Kenneth Lundquist, Caseworker




108

ELNAL STAFFING SUSURY

¥illard Yarshall fo a 17 year old, Caucasian youth frome..sho
wg convicted of the felony of theft in District Courte This :
folony vas only one of szevaral he cormittod while on run from the
State Training School during the menths of Harch and April. ¥Willard
was firet comitted to the YCO in 1965 and has boan at YWC as wall
as Pad Yinge His run record is quito substantial and, as a ]]uvenilo,
ho was involved in cany burglaries and auto thefts. He attributes
his difficultlies to his noad for drugs, particularly cedatives. ;
He is axpressing somo self concern at this time and appears to bo

' rather porplexed and disheartened by his unhappy condition. Willard
has sulntained himself well %o date In the group living situation

i but has Imprassed staff as an unstable and sociopathic youth.

A. Placements The staffing team, noting ¥illard's long record
¢f anti-gocial behavior, his current sorious involvement in
crime, and his hlstory of escapos from juvenile institutions,
feals that a program at the State Reformatory for len at St.
Cloud would be most appropriats to his needs and so recormends.
B. Occupation/Educations :
1« Uork = Uork program should be gocondary to school at this
time but Willard'e interest In auto mechanics may be
mlimd on in the future,

ae Grade = Willard has completed the 11th prade at STS
and would be olegible for a full-time 12th grade pro-
rem, He seems to be well motivated to obtain his
g igh achool diplome. . .
be Courso of Instruction = 7 ._ii=time 12th grade program.
ce Remadial Requirements = Enylish grammar is a weak point
and remodial work would be baneficial here.
3, Vocational Goals aend Yralning = Continued couneeling is
_recormended, and Willard's budding interest in auto mechanics
. should bo encouraged. :
C. Supsrvision Needs Ing .
le Sroup Living ~ At least madium supervision would be required.
- ¥illard has "drifted" in juvenile institutions in the past.
Ris drug habit soems to be a falrly serious ona and should
be considored in planning his program.
2, The Commumity ~ Not applicable at this time.

2,

e BN

. Ds  Social Dovelopmentt
‘ le Peer Relationships = Adequate within the delingqusnt population.
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2. Reoroation ~ Willard has bean demonstrating little interest
in recroational programs and ehould ba encouraged to de-
velop positive ways of relaxation and having fune

3. Religion ~ Willard's religious crientation {s technically
Protestant but virtually non-existants His attitudes

“toward religion are i

Therapys Ry
I. “?ﬁyalcal Healths S '
ae Dontal Aitention = Routine card as noaded.
be Modical Attention = Routine caredas nseded.
2. Pgychological Healths . :
8. Individual Counseling = He is expressing soma interest
in himsalf and a good doal of anxiety and solf concern
vhich could be eapitalized on in individual counseling.
His low frustration tolorance is a likely daterront to
meaningful therapy, howsvere ¥ithin the limits of
the Institutional program, attempts should be madse to
’ offer him as intensivo counssling as is possible to
seas §If ho can capitalize on thise ’
bs Group Counseling ~ ¥illard's feelings tovard group
counseling are almogt wholly negatives Not particu-
larly recommendede )
Family Relationshipse
ls Family Role Changes Needsd = Emancipation from an urhealthy
fanily situation is recomended.
2+ Family Intarviewing or Counseling tesded = Routine informa=
tive conlacts by the agent. ‘

Srmary Byt David Holberg, Staff Psychologist
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Faotor scores of 3.5 un factor | and 15.5 on factor |1 vere

! ' .obtalned on the CRS. This subject was soen s a rolatively mvll

' edjusted young mane The raw scorea on WWP| experimehtal scales
woret. SD®16, AwI7, Be12, Alphat67, Pata=¥T, tgeI5, 14, p4isT0,
Ex54,

DRSS Il S e

Yomat Koslo, David Edwmard , , o
Qffenza or Dalinguent Aokt Unauthorized Uso of Hotor Vehicle
| BSYCHOLOGICAL EVALUATIG | L

5

I8P11 L6, F-47, K-51, Ho-41, D-53 Pd-57, UF-48

| s P32, Sol51, teiss, Slosh, T Pl M-,

Intelliganca Tack Mntas Lorge Thorndike  Verbal L. = 118

: Non-Verbal 1.0, = 120
: Qther Yoota Glvens Sentence Coapletion Forms, Diagnostic Interview.

agey in the "bright-normal” range.

fatsomnal ne - dnterpratations

: Test results suggest that Dave is & rather r-sengitive,
5 skeptical, suspicious and hostile person, He s fkely to be
usually on guard and distrustful of others! motivations. There is
no evidencs here of really gross maladjustment or of the impulsive
rebel liousnass so often found in the delinquent population. One
wuld expoct Dave's preatest soclal difficultfes to result from
distrustful attitudes and a lack of confidence of others.

Clinical lmmgéiml I o
Dave 1s fairly pleasant to interview, being quict, soft spoken

and pollte, He d in a good deal of rationalizalion regarding
i his grobnuon vi:;chz?gna at first, later stating that he reaaﬁy had

PRNDTR N
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no excuse end wza utnable to account for resistive behavior. He
doas not appear {o be particularly anxious or depressed and no
overt hostility was noteds Although cooperative during inter—
viera; he voluntecred little and scamed quite wary.

. .
The Impression is of an adjustment reaction of early adulthedd,

related to rather mild parancic=like feslings of alijenation, dis~
trust, hyporsensitivity, and hostility which is likely usually eoll
controlled. '

-

intelligence is abovo average, in ths bright normal range.
Test results do not reflect the usual gross anti~social charac=
teristics ehich are usially found in dolinquent population, but
eui%e‘:t that Dave is a suspicious, guarded persons He appears to
be the sort who would have a great deal of difficulty establishing
a working relaticnship with his agent, as indeed was the case.
However, his attituds end peneral personality makeup do not point
to an actual criminal orientation and one would expect his bshavior
to ba reasonably wsll controlled under ustal circumstances.

- David Heiberg, S%aff Psychologiat
EQUCATIONAL EYALUATION

Wmumm: . '

L{An official grade transcript is not available, however, the
social history infosmation indicates that Dave graduated from the
12th grade in June of 1964.) .

Since thut time Dave enrollad in a Vocational Sthool where he
completed a one year electrical 1inemante course. Gradas and veri-
fication of Dave's enrollimsnt are not {rmediately available, how
evor, this is assumed to be carinct slnce the hoy has been snployed
for lhe past year, in this cavscity. Dave's earlier school years
wora quite {rratice His grades declined duriry the Bth pgrade and
ho was described by teachers as being indiffarent and having no
respect for rules. In 1963, he wms achieving at approximately a
D average and withdrew from school. He was subsequently enrolled
in the scademic school program at ths State Training ool and at

. the Youth Vocational Center in Rochester, ¥hile in the Corroctioml
School Program, Dave received B average grades and was considered
g %0 have above averags potuntiale He completed the 11th grade at
the Youth Vocational Center and was aubsequently parolled and re-
enrolled in the 12th grade in the public schools. Dave was able

RS
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to graduate with hic original olass and his final 12th grads marks
{ncauud?d an A in mathamstics, & C in Economic Geography and & B~
n Businesse '

H
Stanford Achievenant Test Advanced Battery
March 1967 {Grada 12 Graduate) bl R&aaing soseeee 12,5
: welllng (2T T ) 1.4
La U08 eescees 11.3
Ari £1C wesece 123
Batt‘ry tedian.ee 11,9
Iy 3 o ' ) i ) .
At tho prosent time Dave is a qualified lineman electrician
arid has besn exployed in this capacity for the past years He
gtates that he would hawe little difficully returning to his most
recent’enployment 2nd Dava's vosational prognosis In general,
appears to ba excellents Dave eppears to bs very much zbsorbed
in his tion and thers would soem to be litile that the
worrectional prograss might offer him in terms of academic or
vocational training et the present time. The boy displays a good
doal of maturity and jucoment concerning his future and it is
therefore recomended that he be allowsd to pursus his chosen
ocounation in the comremity, ’ :

Thomas Grogan, Spacial Teacher

GHOUP LIVING SUERIARY

Recelved Dave at ERIC on 3/14/67. Hs seemed very polite and
respectfuls In hig tins here he hasn't given anyons a bad time.
Dave ssems concerned about what will happen to hime He knows he
has made & mistake and states he is awful sorry for thise Of
Dave's background, family wise, | don't know too much but maybe
thia could be his min trouble. Dave is-about average in personal

hygplene and habits.

Dave soams to mix wal] with the others in proup but ssems to
pick his oun friends, For the staff and Dave’s pesrs, Dave shows
rospect but stays aloof. Scems to be a deep seated sort of youth.
Dave is working in the kitchen erea and doeu & very good jobe Has
bean doing sitnce he has been here, .

Dave participates in what the Center has to offer in sports
and recreation. He pla¥s harde Seems to enjoy Just about every-
m hut states he dislikea writingse A lot of 'is have poor pen=

ip so this could be the reason for this disiike.
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Deve has no physical problems that | know of, He seems to
sleep woll nights and have heard no complaints.

Tha way to work with Dave la to tell him what you want dona.
The Job is dons and the vay you would want it done too! Dave is
& lineman (Elocs). He has a very peod skills There is a lot of
potential in this youth, but onIK he can put his bast forthe As
for Dave's future, | do believe he can become just uhat he wants

to bo.
Richard Eckdshl, Correctional Counselor
ERJGIouS SESARY
. abivitye

Dave claimg the Lutheran Church located in..ellinnesota, as his
homs church. Dave points out that it is not nscassary that | try
to contact the minister regarding hls presence here al ths Reception
Center ‘as, “he has néever heard .of ms and | don't expact to go back
theres" Dave doas claim to have bean baptized, confirmed and to
have partiréruied in the Sacrament of Holy Cemmunion. His activity
in the church has not been significant at any point in his life
consisting of infrequent and irregular involvesent in Sunday morn-
ing worship which was initiated at about 13 years of ags and con=
tinued on up until about 18 yesrs of ages Other than fairly fre-
quent attendance at confirmtion classas between apes of 13 and 14
Dave has known no other consistent involvement with the cocrumity
churche Dave points out that neither parent is involved with the
church to any extent and he does not consider either parent got to
be an active Christiane Although none of his siblinge live et
homs, Dave does consider his older sister, age 22, to be the domi- .
rant religious influence in thelir fanmily,. Generehy Dave caya

that relipious Influence in his home enviromment is altegsther
sbsent. Dave supgests that his friencds maintain & kind of antagon—
istic bravado regarding religion although he thinks that basically
thoy respact and possibly "fear™ the precepts of religions

A_'g‘.iagm and Krowledeas
re at the Reception Center Dave's verbal attitude toward

religious participation remains relatively positive. He does

have the capacity to be quite indifferent although he says par—
ticularly in this setting he really deasn't mind attending and does
feol as he gots some type of benefit from its Dave does
scknowledge basic Christian doctriness Dave's religious knowledge
ia acdequste and does demonstrate the capacity to verbalize satis=
factorily reparding the basic Christian concepts. Iawe has the
mt::ity to verbalize appropriate responses to hypothetical valua
sltuations and does so fairly conslistently. -
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Dave presents a venoor of loughness and atlempts to appear
quits isticated, Dave apparently has known little zupport
or encouragement in the dsvelopment of his religious 11fe and -
hag learnad ovar the years to survive pretty much by using his
oun resourcez, At least this is the impression that he likes to
giwe, despite the fact that ha has known litile encouragement
Dave has gained a basio ‘response to the religious community which
does enable him to draw some personal comfort from religious
preceptss On the other hand he has not known the kind of involve~
aent that would enable him to utilizo religlon as a source of
strength vhich would alter or significantly modify his behavioral
patterns. Dave doos seem to respond to supportive pastoral con=

- tacts, Most of his thinking in the srea of religion appears to

bo quite.rational but rather superfloisl. It ls expectad that
Dave could learn more of the Chrigstian faith and coma closor to
the point where he can draw real strength from religion with

eppropriate help and guidance, His motivations to receive this

_however remin questionable at the present time and will Lo a

watter for continuing evaluation,

Don E. Johnson, Senior Residant Chaplain

CAEXORK XRVICE BEPOTT
Dave was committed here on a violation of probatinne. His

. originmal offense occurred in Fobruary of 1965 at vhich timo he was

with WEV, The youth has & juvanile record dating back
from 1961 through 1964 including such offenses as breaking and
entering, burglary, escape from the Youth Vocational Center’ in
Rochastar and thres misdemeanors. His Earesent offenes took place
In February of 1965 and has basn on prebation since that timae.
His violations consisted of tllegal possession, absconding from
probation supsrvision and ganeral fallure to adjust. .

The youth apparantl{ completed vocaticna) training at some
vocational school as a lineman electrician and worked for a long
period of tima in Indiana. At that time he claims that he was
under the supervislon of a woman parole apent with whon he had a
great deal of difficulty conmumicatings He claimed that he did
not like this person and she was continually on his back, When
he came back to Minnssota he continued to foul up on probabion by
primarily not reporting and doing a cortain amount of drinking.
Ho has coomitted no felonies vhile on probation.

The youth ia charsoterizod as one who looks upon himself as
kind of a wanderere He enjoys traveling from place to place and
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thie Is possible with his present vocat{onal cholce. He works
a2 an electrician's lineman in conatruction companies that move

_around from place to Elnca throughout the state and works apparent-

ly vory diligently. His employor apparently vants him back and
claims that he doas a good job while awployede

Dave appears to be one vho o not particularly alert and
bright altﬁzugb his interest In his vocational field is certainly
Lo be cormendsds He looks like a youth sho probabl{ has had his
ghare of juvenile problems duo somesihat to his family Involvemont
but one wiho appoars to bo making a certain amount of progress as
far as delinquent youth goss. He claims now that he is through
with his rarming around and just wants to get back out and work
on the job that he likes eo well.

The probation officer who wrote the violation report indicated
that ho wanted the youth incarcerated, but the probation officer
tho wrote tho preliminary hows evaluation 2a If of the county
recommonds that he be given another chance on probation. The
agont indlcates that he would have no objection to this youth to
be given probation becausoe of the fact uﬁﬁ he can work succgss-

fully and he can maintain himsalf.

Tha also indicates, however, that the relationship with
his parents fs not goode The parents apparently make light of
Dave's difficulties and Insist that everythim% has dono has
been somsons else's faulte The youth does not impress this case~
worker as ono vho is minimizing his activities too much and tends
Lo egree that his parents have been perhaps shielding him wost of
his life. Ho Is anxiocus in the interview and very concerned about
the outcome of his stai‘i‘in%. Ho doesn't secm to be accepting of
fncarceration at this point but is anxious to attempt to prove
himself. His manner in the interview iatﬁolite and friendly and
certainly puts on a good appearance for this caseworker. Outside

.of the fact that he is a bit ehallow in his approach | do bolieve

his attempt to convince this worker that he has changed are fairly
sincare on his part. The youth doas have something going for him
in terms of vocatiomal opportunities and | feel that he perhaps
has boen jolted by his stay at the Reception Canter.

in eurmary while the youth has had a sufficiently bad juvenile
record to warrant serious consideration for strong controls, |
think that we should take into consideration the fact that he has
apparently made somo improvement ovar the last several yearse He

"has had a difficult time with parole officer in Indiana but has not

done too much in terms of being involved in illegal activity In
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Uinnesotas The youth again appears to bs aincera In hia efforts
to change and apparently is unaccepting of the possibility of

{ncarceration.
Charlos Johnson, Casescrker

In F_ebruar{ of 1965, Dave wms charged with unauthorized use
of a motor vshicle and vas placed on probations Hs §s currently
at IRIC as a result of a violation of this probation. Specifi-
cally Dave has been charged with absconding from probation super-
vielon, general faflure to adjust and drinkinge The boy has a

ifo record dating back o 1961, including such offenses as

eaking and entering, burglary, various m}sdemcanors and an

escept Trom YVC, ' .

Mthough Dave has a signifleantly serfous juvenile record, It
&ppaars that the boy has mado some dofinite progress recently.
Davoe uas able to return to the 12th prade and graduate with rea-
sonably high grades from his community school. He also enrolled
fn the Vocational School and completed a course in linaman com
structions Sinco that timeDave has secured employmont with
varisus construction firnms ds a lineman and vas currently employed

a construction company af the tims of his violation, The WRIC
ff 1s of the opinion’ that the boy's general personality make-
up does not point tc a criminal orientation and there is no reason

to bslieve that his behavior should not be reasonably well con-
troiled under usual clrcimstancess There is no evidence of gross
mladjustment or impulsive rebelliousness usually found in the
dalinquent population. ‘It also appears that Dave has significantly
profited from his brief expsrionce here at FRIC.

Dave's agent has supnaested that the boy might be returned on

8
‘probation 1f it is felt ho has been Impressed with tho seriouenesa
- of his violation. The IRIC staff has checked with the boy's

E;evioua employer and ha apparently would be able to get the job
ke It 1s therefore recommasndsd that Dave be returned to
community on probatione

JEEATVENT, FECOURENDATAN
Ae Placement: Raturn to the commmity on probation.

8. Ocoupation/Educations
le Work = Dave will bo able to obfain his previcus job as a-



Il

C.

Feo

11?

construction 1inamen,
Schoo!

e Grade = Dave has couplotod the l?th rade and &
: yocational courso of gtudy at a vocatlonal schoole
be Course of Instruction = No further educational or
vocational prograsming is indicated.
. e Rermedlal Roquiremonts « None.

3. Vocetional Goals and Training = At the present time the
boy is quite interasted and sbsorbed in his field as a
construction linamn and ehould bo encouraged to remain
in this ficld.

Supervision Naods Ing :

!. Grov.% Living = Hinimum supervisions

amunity -« Dave's enploa/mant roquires a good deal of
mobillt¥ and dafinite reporting rooedures and adherence
fic rules will have to ba worked out

Social Davel t3 .

ls Poer Relationchips - Peer relationships seem adaquates

2+ FRocreation = The boy participate s -wsll here at LRIC
and no further recommsndations are mades

3s Rsligion = Dava is of the Lutheran faith and routing
religious involvemont {s recosmended,

Therapy:
LIS r;gyalcal Health

Dortal Attentjon = No treatment recommendation,
. be Medicai Attention = No treatment rocommendation.
2. Psydwol:gncal Health
Individusal Counseling = Life mmgumant counsel ing
along practical lines Is recommendad,
be Group Coumssling = Not lndicatod.
Famil ﬂelationships:
le Fanlly Role Chanpes Needed = The SRDC cassworker
that Dave not return to the parental home and that he
© BecuTe lns‘lant livirg arrangoments as soon as possibles
2. Funll interviewing or Counseling Needed - |t appears
e can secura living arrangements with a sister
lnltially, howover, it Is recommended that Independent
arrangaments be made as soon as posalblo.

2.

Sumary By: Thomas Grogan, Spocial Teacher
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