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The intent of this study is twofold: First, the 

authors attempt to present in a clear and well organized 

fashion the results of an extensive data collection 

effort on information regarding a most important offenqer 

group: the Youthful Offender. Special care is given to 

providing information on positive factors or character

istics of this offender group that can be utilized by the 

correctional practitioner in his efforts of rehabilitation 

and reintegration. The information on negative factors 

is expected to contribute to our knowledge and will hope

fully lead to improved and early attention to the many 

imminent needs with which a great number of our youth 

grow up that cripple their social development. Second, 

the data presented is intended to provide a substantial 

resource for the correctional theorist that can be of 

value to his understanding of the crime phenomenon a,nd 

assist him in formulating hypotheses that deserve future 

scientific attention. The discussion and interpretation 

of the data by 'the authors is by far not exhaustive 'and 
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the reader is encouraged to use the data on his own to 

explore in more qepth some of the areas of his interest. 

The views and interpretations expressed by the 

authors reflect their own and not the views, inter

pretations, and policies of the Law Enforcement Assist

ance Administration which funded the study, nor the 

views, interpretations, and policies of the National 

Council on Crime and Delinquency, the California Youth 

Authority, or the ,California state University at 

Sacramento, School of Social Work, which agencies col-

1,aborated in this study, 
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PREFACE 

, This is Volume 1 of the report, totEM on grant 

74-NI-99-0011G. Entitled "An Analy;sisCof Classification 

Factors for Young Adult Offenders," this project attempts 

to provide extensive descriptive data on 4,146 California 

Youth Authority parolees which might assist the under-

standing of the youthful offender by giving information 

on offender characteristics that may be related to 

parole success. Such an undertaking was envisioned as a 

prerequisite step toward typological descriptions of 

youthful offenders that may have the potential to ulti

mately influence the treatment and ',rehabilitation of the 

young law breaker. Although this last statementca~not 
,") 

be based on conclusive results of such an unde~taking, 
" 

the descriptive result~ of this project may ha~e certain 

implications towards such a goal. 

This project was initially assumed to be a multi

chapter effort. As the project progressed, it became 

readily apparent that the extensiveness of the reported 

data was far too great to be condensed an to a single 

final report. This was particularly evident in regard 

to the attempts by the authors to present clefilrly 
\ 
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relationships of the data elements to parole outcome as 

well as to provide some comparative data for all classi

fication factors discussed. An alternative method of 

presentation was thus required. Since each previously 

designated chapter was in itself a comprehensive effort, 

it was decided that each classification topic should be 

presented as an individual part of the enti~~ project. 

The use of separate volumes necessitated that certain 

supplementary information s1.1ch as information sources 

and variable items had to be presented as projectwide 

information in most volumes. Presently the result,s of 

this project are reported in nine volumes entitled as 

follows: 

Volume 

1 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

Title 

Background of the Study and Statistical 
Description of the Total Study Population 

Intelligence Factors 

Race Factors 

Alcohol, Drug, and Opiate Factors 

Psychological, Psychiatric, Educational, 
and Social Factors 

Violence Factors 

Offenders Against Persons 

Offenders Against Property 

Parole Issues, Parole Outcome, Parole 
Prediction, and Admission Status 

'. 
vii 
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Volume l,gives a narrative introduct;:ion to the en

tire projeo!- and provides compal':ative data for the 

entire study Pop).llation on most of the 195 variables 
" utilized in this'13tudy. Most volumes are divided into 

two parts: (I) A basic introduction to previous research 

findings and issues of e,')tch topiC of classification; and 

(2) Descriptive statis,tics"ibr the designated sUbgroups 

of each classification topic. 

viii 
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L THE AGENCY IN WH I CH TH~STUDY WAS CARRIED OUr':' 
THE CALIFORNIA YOUTH AUTHORITY 

The California Youth Authority was created by the 

state legislatureL"'l. 1941 with a correctional philosophy 

thatsuJp.stituted: individualized treat:ment for retributive 

pu~ishment. The legislative intent, as expressed in sec-

tion 1700 of the California Welfare and Institutions 
. . 

Code, was to protect society more effectively 1:>Y u'tiliz-

ing training and treatment methods to rehabilitate young 

lawbreakers. This philosophy has guided the Department 

since its establishment. 

In 1942 the Youth Authority was given responsibility 

for Calif,o;rnia I s three juvenile 'correct~onal' institutiOns. 

Today, the C~Y.A. operates three reception centers, seven 

schools, five camps, over forty paroJ.,e field offices, and 

a. ,'comprehensiveconununity servic~s program.. In 1969 

nearly 21,000 youi'l,gsters,wereunder!its jurisdiction. 

Some 6,~00 were being held in YOutJ;l,Authority institu .... 

tions (schools, camps, receptiot:t centers), while, slightly, 
Ci 

over 14,600 were on parole from the Youth Authority.c 
'/ 

About 3,900 state employees work in th~ Youth Authority 

2 

« 



o 

if 
J, 

! . 

in profE;!ssion?tl, administrative, and maintenance capac

,ities. The budget for the C.Y • .A. was $54,843,000 in 

1969. Today the Departmetlt administers a budget in 

e~cess of $100 million. 

The organization of the Youth Authority is provided 

for by state law. The intent of the lawmakers was 

clearly to provide a unified state-wide approach to the 

control of delinquency. NoW a department of the state's 

Health and Welfare Agency, the Youth Authority was made 

a part of that agency by order of the Governor in 1966 

and bY law in 1968. The state's Welfare and Institutions 

Code contains the legal provisions for the Youth Authority. 

A Youth Autho~ity Boa~d was created along with the 

establishment of the Department in 1941. The Board was 

given responsibility for assignment o'$: wards to appro

priate rehabilitative programs, approval of time and 

condi tions of parole, and consideration of parole revoca-· , 

tion and discharge. The Youth Authority Board c9nsists 

of eight members, at least one of wham must be a woman, 

who devote full-time to its work. Board members are 

appointed by the Governor and serve staggered four-year 

terms. The qualifications for appointment are stated in 

the code, whi.ch requires tha,t persons serving on the 

Board should have If ••• a broad ~ackgroun<:1 in and ability 

for appraisal,.of youthful law offenders and delinquents, 
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the circumstanpes of delinquency for which committed t 

and the evolution of the individual's progress towards 

reformation." The Board is assisted by seven lIearing 

Representatives. 

The Direator of the Youth Autho!'ity, who is admin

istrative head of'the Department as well as chairman of 

the Youth Authority Board, is also appointed by the 

Governor for a four-year term. Mr. Allen F. Breed, a 

career member of the Youth Authority; is the present 

Director. 

Section 1731.5 of the Welfare and Institutions Code 

defines the aZients of the OaZifornia Youth Auth~~ity 

and describes the persons over whom the Authority has 

control. The code provides that: 

........ 

After certification to the Governor ':a 
court may refer to the Authority any person 
convicted of a public offense who comes 
within all of the following descriptions: . 

(a) Is round to De less than 21 years 
of age at the time of apprehension; 

(b) Is not sentenced to death, imprison
ment for 90 days or less, or the 
payment of a fine, or after having 
been directed to pay a fine defaults 
in the payment thereof, and is sub
ject to imprisonment for more than 
90 days under the jUdgment; 

Dq 

(c) Is not granted probation; or 
(d) Was granted probation ~nd probation 

is revoked and terminated. 

Youths under 21 years of age but older than 18 may, for 

certain offenses, be tried in a juven:tle 01' an adult 

4 
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court, and e,ither court may assign a convicted youth to 

the Youth Aut:hority. According to the commentary of the 

Califo~'\nia Codes, the histo:r.~y of the Youth Corrections 

Authority Act ami later amendments to it indicate that 

the legislature intended that, all persons com~ng within 

the provisions of the Code should ultimately be referred 

to the Authority (People v. Walker, 1947, 82.CA end Ed. 

196). 

In 1943 the state legislature recognized that, to 

be effective, delinqUency prevention efforts must be 

concentrated at the local level and the state has been 

mOVcing in this direction since that time. However, the 

most marked shift in program emphasis from the state to 

the local level occurred in 1965, along with a similarly 

dramatic shift from a solely institutional program to 

one with a significant community corrections component. 

Since !965 the Youth Authority has experimented with a 

number of new programs designed to accomplish the desired 

shift. Two merit special attention here. The first, 

the county Probation Subsidy program, has already dem

onstrated an admirable record of accomplishment. The 
\ 

second, the Youth Services Bureaus program, although 

just getting organized, seems likely to develop into a 

very productive program. 

The PJ:ldbation Sub8idy program ha~ been a key 
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:t;'esponsibility of the Departn~ent since 1965. probation 

subsidy, enaci.:ed by the st8.te legislature in 1965, is 

design~~d to encoul:;'age counties,1 to reduce commitments to 

state ~:orrectional agencies by retaining more offenders 

in imp~oved rehabilitative programs in the community. 

County participation in the subsidy program is voluntary 

and p.t:obation departments are encouraged to ?evelop 

innovative programs of their own. The subsidy program 

applies to both adult and youthful offenders and state

wide coordination is provided by the Youth Authority. 

participating counties receive financial reimbursement 

commensurate with the degree of reductions in state 

commitments they achieve. Funds to pay for the county 

level programs are derived frorn savings to the state 

resulting from the decrease in numbers, of offenders 

requiring state institutional care. 

In the first two fiscal years, with thirty-six 

counties participating, the counties earned $9,823,625 

by redUcing expected commitments by 2,41G oases. Actual 

cost to the state, however, was less than the counties' 

full entitlement because some counties did not re-irtvest 

their maximum earnings into improving. probation services. 
• • - 'r • • 

The cost to the sta;te in the fir;st 'ctwo fiscal years of 

probation subsidy was $5, 70,6,227 ~( Since it would have 

cost more than 15 million dollars to provide institutional 
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care ffJr th,ose retained in community programs, the state 

saved a total of $9,793,213,1, 
,,/ ,/,(/ 

" During 1968 ... 69 some forty-:-))ne counties participated 
/1 

in the program. C.Y.A. officials claim that the Proba

tion Subsidy program is the chief reason that C~Y-~~ 

institutional populations declined slightly in both 

1968 and 1969 while arrests and commitments ?on~~nued 

to increase. More youngsters are ,peing placed onL proba

tion in their commun.ities and more trained professionals 

are available to help them than in the past. Decreases 

in institutional population pressures al~o have enabled 

the Department of the Youth Authority to defer expensive 

construction of new facilities beyond the five-year 

projections of institutional bed needs. For fiscal as 

well as rehabilitative reasons the Probation Subsidy 
,,' 

program has Q~~m declared an outstanding sUCcess. 

Ii' 

A ·~econd program designed to increase local contribu

tions to and participation in delinquency prevention and 

youth rehabilitation is the Youth SS!lviass ,~u!'eau8 pro

gram. In July 1968 the legislature passed the Youth 

Services Bureaus Act, which provided for the establish

ment'of pilot delinquency prevention services to reduce 

the :Lncidence of delinquency in sel~cted target areas .. 

The program was designed to ~nable public and private 

agencies to pool their resources and to develop innovative 

:.\ 
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programs to divert young people' from the juvenile j~1:tice 
,.J ~ 

system. The Youth Service Bureau wa,$ to be a p,;Lace in 

the co~.\'\muni ty to whiich delinquent and delinquency"'prone 

young people could ipe referred by parents, law enforce-
,I 
I 

ment officers, schoipl personnel, or others., The bureaus 

were to offer or prl~vide for a wide range of services 

reflecting the coordination and integration of!,llmportant 

public and pri'V'ate ;prevention resources in the community. 

Both state anq federal funds were made available 

fdr the project and nine pilot bureaus w,ere established. 

The youth Authority's first-year January 1970 report to . 

the legislature on the status of this program noted that 

both public and private organi2ations have become in

volved in the work of the pilot Youth Services Bureaus. 

The bureaus have been able to initiate coordination of 

youth, services, to identify available resources and re-

source needs, and to serve as vehicles for interaction 
'1 

among people interested in delinq~ency prevention. 

Multipurpose youth centers, job placement centers, and 

youth counseling services have been established. 
\ .... , ' ., 

Preliminary evaluations tire favorable and indicate that, 

for the most Eprt,the project has been highly success-
II ~ ., 

ful. Plans are now underway for the establishment of 

YoUi;h Services Bureaus, in communities throughout the 

state; 
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The Probation Subsidy and Youth Services Bureaus , 

programs represent the two primary Depci'rtmental efforts 

to eliminate the unnecessary institutionalization of 

young people committed to its care·~· 'l'hi3re stj~ll remain, 

however, some 6,300 youths in C.Y.A. institutions. For 

the care and rehabili t'ation of these young people the 

Youth Authority has sought to develop innova~ive p~o

grams that would increase the effectiveness of institu-
,,' tional stays and thereby <reduce recidivism among those 

released. The reception guidance center with good diag-

nostic facilities is one such program. 

II. THE INSTITUTIONAL SETTING: 
THE RECEPTION ,GUIDANCE CENTER 

DEUEL VOCATIONAL INSTITUTION, TRACY, CALIFORNIA 
In 1964 and 1965, when the basic data for the 

present study were collected, the C~lifornia Yq~t~ 

Authority operated two reception guidance centers--one 

at Perkins near Sacramento for the northern counties 

and one at Norwalk near Los Angeles for the souther~ 

counties. Older wards committed to the CYA were 
~;;= 

received and processed under an interagency agreement 

at the Reception Guidance Center, Deuel Vocational ' , 

"Institution (RGC-DVI), one of three reception guidance 

centers opera t~c:r by the California Departm~nt of 
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Corr~ctihns • 1 The RGC-DVI, where the testing and most of 
"'-' 

the data collection for t,he present study took place, 
'.' .1 

has the capacity to house appro,ximately 300 men in. 

single cells. Testing rooms, testing shops, and offices 

for correctional counselors, psychologists, and ~edical 

consul tants provided the setting for diagnos,tic work 

with CYA wards und.ertaken during the initial phase of: 

~nstitutionalization~ 

In 1964-65 the average stay in the RGC-DVI was 

approximately six weeks. Wards were processed in weekly 

classes, the first week being devoted entirely to 

intellectual, academic, vocational, and psychologicaL 
,I; 

assessment. The second and third weeks were programe'ti 

for vocational testing' and gave most wards an opportunity 

to demonstrate their vocational skills and aptitudes 
-", 

during one week in the wood shop and ano~her week in the 

metal shop. D~ring the fourth week the casewbrker con
i) 

ducted a social evaluation of each ward. During the 

fifth week the case was completed and a comprehensive 

ca§~ summary was created,. With this material each ward 

---------------
IThis interagency agreement between the California 

Youth Authority and the California Department of Correc
tions has been drastically changed since 1964-1965, 
substantially reducing the number of CYA wards housed in 
CDC institutions. tn 1965 there were 1:,)536 CYA wards 
housed in CDC institutions, while in 1972 this number , 
was reduped to 61. Diagnostic services for CYA admis
sions are now almost fully carried out in CYA diagnostic 
facilities. 
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was seen by the California Youth Authority Board at the 

end of the sixth week. During this meeting the' B'bard 

discussed institutional programing with eac~ ward, made 

final disposition of the case, and issued transfer 

or.ders. The diagnostic report assembled during the" 

Reception Guidance Center stay was one of the major 

sources of information to aid the Board in its decision 

making for institutional programing. This report, the 

Cumulative Case Summary, consisted of the following 

sections. 

Section I 
Cumulative Stfmmary 

YOUTH AUTHORITY 
CUMULATIVE CASE SUMMARY 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS 

Commitment Name: Aliases: 
Y.A. No.: Birthplace: 
Age Committed :.. Race: 
~~~~~~~~~------------~------~~~--------~~.\~\------
Date Committed: Offense 
Date Received: Sec. & Code: "I) 

County: Weapon: 
Case #: Exp. Juris.: 
Judge: 
Court: 
District Attorney: 
Defense Attorney: 
Pl¢a: 
Partners: 

Section II 
Report on Offense Committed 

Offense: ~ 
Facts :'·'Quotes from Probation Officer's Report 

Quotes from additional information with source 
ir' , of information identified 

- ---

Inmate version: (Inmate's description of the 
incident written during the RGC stay) 

11· 
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Date: 

Section III 
m~anscript of Prior Record 

Offense: 
1 

Action Taken and Disposition: 

Section IV 
Case Summary 

Time in state before offense: Age 1st arrest: 
Type of inst. 1st commitment: 1st commitment: Escapes: 
Reason for 1st commitment: 
Education: Age left schdol: 
Claimed grade: 
Measured grade: 
Verified: 
Intelligence level: , __ ~ ____________________________________ __ 

Parents: ocpupation: 
Family Arrest History: 
Inmate's Residential Pattern: 
Juvenile Crime History: 
Marriages: No: Age: bate: Place: 

1. 
2. 

Not legalized 
1. 
2. 

Address: 

Outcome: 

Children 
1. 

Age: Residing: Support: Anc.: 

2. 
3. 

Military History: Branch of Service: 
at: 
at: 

Serial No.: Verif. : 
Date entered: High Rank: 
Date discharged: Type of disch.: 
Disciplinary 
Military specialities: 
Disability: Claim No.: Overseas Duty: 

occupation: Primary: Length Exp.: SS No.: 
l. 

Verif. : 

,2~ 

3. 
Union status: Occupcit'ional d'isabili ty,; 
Religion: Preference: Current Wife ·'S: 
~inancial Sta'tus': Condo wife and family: 
Liquor: 
Narcotics: 

First used 

Comments: 

None Heroin 
St),spect 

in=', 

12 

Other Opiate 
Marijuana 
Rate of use: 

Parents' : 

,Addict 

per 

User 
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, 'Secti<>n V 
, 'Soc'i:al Eva'lua1c.i'on hY' the' Cas'e Worker il 

=.;;;.;;;:=;.....;;;;:..;..;;.;;.:;;.;;;;.;.:..;:;;;;;;.;;..;;.;;;......;;:;..!----:;;;;..;;..;~;;.;;.;;.;:;:..;;.......;..;...;;.;;.;;.;:;;;.,- )1 

" 
The social evaluation usually begins wi t~~ a descrip-

'I 

tion of some of t.he inmate's personal charact~~ristics, , 

hi~jppearance, and his general attitude.. Th~ls intro

ductory paragraph describes any defects the w~rd may 

possess, any psychiatric or other medical history, or 

any unusual experience in his background such" as 

att:empted suicide .. assaultive behavior, or escape from 

an institution. 

The next paragraph reports on the ward's family 

background. For this information, questionnaires filled 

out by Youth Authority personnel OJ::' probation officers' 

reports are used in conjunction with statements made by 

the inmate during the interview. It covers such fac

tors as h~s relationship to his parents, his role 
,j 

within th~ family structure, and the lift~,style of the 

family. 

Following this description of family background, 
II 

the development of the social maladjustment leading to 

in,catceration is described, with an attempt to shed 

light on the earliest symptoms of maladjustment and 

the social dynamics of the situation in which the 

individual's difficulties emerged. Also included is a 

short review of the delinquent pattern indicating the 

reason for the inmate's first arrest and the various 

\\ 

II 
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actions taken by local autho~ities in response to his 

a¢!justment difficulties. Xf applicable, a brief resume 

of early institutional training and parole performance 

is included here. 

The next part of the social summary usually 

describes any military experience the individual may 

have had., followed by a statement conoerning his ma:;:ital 

status and, if married, his adjustment to marriage. 

The pr.esent offense is then described in detail, 

with an attempt to identify the motivation for the 

crime and the attitude of the ward toward the offense 

in terms of. oonventional feelings such as remorse I' 

indifference, or resentment of institutional commitment. 

If partners were involved in the offense, relationships 

to partners are described in detail and the individual's 

residence at time of commitment is ind~cated • 
. ~ 

The final part of the report describes the indivi

dual's current adjustment to institutionalization and 

his plans to utilize the programs offered during his 

stay w.~th the California Youtp Authority. The social 
\;C' 

evaluatIon concludes with a diagnostic summary 0] the 

case; briefly outlining a tentative release program. 

Section JG. 
vocational Evaluation bY' 'the C'ase WO'rkf:!r 

The vocational evaluation begins with a report. of 
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the indi vidu~3.1 's educa tiona1 history' and a .. 1:l attempt to, 
, I' 

,. assess, his pj~~~sent attitude toward improving his educa-
6\~l. ~ I JI:::. (j -' 

{, tl.onalskille; while institutionalized. 
" The second part of the report describes his prior 

employment history and any vocational training he may 

have r~,?eivedl,Ceither during employment OJ; while attertd-
- ~ " :, 

ing an educational institution. 
, 

The third part of the vocational evaluation 

'presents the psychometric results o£testing conducted 

at the 'Reception Guidance Center and summarizes the 

reports of tve two diagnostic vocational shop instructors. 
" " r\·. 

It also describes the individual's future plans for 
r. 11 

emploYment and cOmments on the practicality and 

appropriateness of these plans. 

Section VII 
Recommendations of the Case Worker 

Following the social and voca·l::.ional evaluations 
'" ' 

are the recommendations of the caseworker for transfer 

to a particular institution, specific recommendations 

for trade training and'academic pxograms available at 
,. 

that institution, and comments on Il,l:he benefits to the 
'I Q 
" 

individual expected from the recommerlded'program. Also 
" 

included are recommendations for partic~pation in group 

counseling or other rehabilitative. programs offered in 

the institution. 

15 
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Sectienj"flIII 
Fsy'chi'atl'icand psYch61egi'ca'lEva'l u'atien 

A psychiatric and'psychelegical evaluatien was' 

previded'on appreximately 15 percent .of the intakes. 

Fer such a repert there must be a special referral--an 
, 

.order from the CYA Beard .or a request by staff, parele 

agent, .or the ward himself. The reasens fer t~ferral 

te a psychiatrist or psychelegist vary greatly; fer 

example: suspicieus behavior, pessible adjustment 

difficulties, the nature .of the .offense (e .. g., all 

assaultive crimes), vielence in the .offense, histery .of 

aberrant sexual behavier, histery ·cf former psychiat:ric 

treatment, .or any ether majer preblems, such as na:,;cetics, 
" 

alcehel, .or ether self-destructive behavior. 
~ 

Psychiatric and psychelegical evaluations are 

usually addressed te the particular questiens raised 

in the request fer evaluatien and include a diagnestic 

label, using the nemenclature of the American Psychiatric 

Asseciatien. 

Sect'ien IX 
Custedial Evaluatien 

This sectien .offers a brief evaluatien by security 

persennel .of the institutienal management preblems 
·if 

presented by the individual. 
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Section X 

Staff Recommendations 

This page summarizes recommendations deriving from 

" 
a st~ff conference and provides recommendation summaries 

on the following items>, 
\ \l, , __ 

If, ( 

\, 

1. Recommendat~ion for transfer:~ 
2. § Evaluation of violence-proneness: 
3 to" Recommendation for custody (security) level: 
4. Recommendation to further verify certain information~ 
5. Brief comments on social factors: 
6. Brief comments on medical factors: 
7 • Bl.~iefcQmmen;brs on dental ,factors: 
8. Brief comments on psychiatric, factors: 
~. B:):'ief eomments on psycho"logical fac't.o:rs: 

10. Recommendations for e~uucational progr<:l.ming: 
lli., Rp'conunendations for vo~ional programing': 
12 ~., Recommendations for work ~ssignment: 
1J. Recommendations for recrek~~~: 
14. Recommendations for counseling: 
15. Brief comment on religiOus (affiliatior~) program: 
16. ~. Summary of release planning: 
11. Summary statement of coordinated staff planning: 

buring the sixth week of an individt1.al'~; stay at 

th~ Reception Guidance Center the California Youth 

Author~ity Board consider-.s the case for his transfer and 

decides upon the time interval during which the case 

will "be reviewed. Aiding in their decision-makir',g is 
, I, 

• It ... II 

the ~nformat~on ~~l the Cumulative Case Summary and a 
II ! 

more extensive filfe compiled by the RGC-DVI sta,ff 
11 
:j 

containing addi tiqlnal documents. The indi vidua:l is 
I' .1 

Seen in person and, can communicate freely with {:he 
:1 

Board in regard tq: the decision made about him a't the 
II • Q 

end of the Receptibn Guidance Center stay and the begin-

ning of his institutional training program. 

17 
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THE TESTING PROGRAM AT THE RECEPTION GUIDANCE CENTER, 
DEUEL VOCATIONAL INSTITUTION 

(! 

THE TE.STING UNIT 
.. During the period When the data for th~s study 

were oolleoted the testing unit: at the RGC-DVI was 

supervised by the senior author, a olinical psychologist. 

The objective of the unit was to 'compile meaningful 

test data on,each inmate ~or purposes of diagnosis, 

counseling, guidance in institutional programing, and 

research. The various tests v administered during the 

first week by trained inmate proctors under the super

vision of clinical psychologists, produced the following: 

1. An assessment of the level af aoademio 
functioning; 

2. An estimate of vooational aptitudes; 

3. An estimate of the level of intellectual 
f~nctioning; and 

4. .Assessments of personality and psycho
pathology. 

Most tests were administertid to wa.rds in groups. 
:. 

Additional tests were administered to individu'als by 

the olinioal psychologists and psychologiC~l oonsultp,nts 

as needed. 
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All cthose" 1:l'l the weeklyt!hass were admirliste·red "the 

~readingvo~abt.\lary section of the "California Achiev~ment 

Test (CAT) battery,2 Junior High School level, as a 

screening device. Individuals who scored belqw the 
" 

sixth grade on this test were l:\ssigned to the primary 

testinggroup,'while those scoring about t:he sixth grade 

were assigned to intermediate an,d advanced testing 

groups. Each classificq.tion was rechecked fO.r accuracy 

as more test results became available. The testing 

program was somewhat different for each group because 

of the reading difficulties of the primary group. 

TESTING PROGRAM FOR THE PRIMARY GROUP 

Academic Assessment 

The primary group was tested with the elementary 

battery of the California Achievement Test. Individuals 

who scored 'very low on thispattery were administered 

the primary bat'tery of the California Achievement Test • 

In this way classifying an individual as illiterate was 

avoided in most cas~-:::<',- since each inmate received grade 
( •. / .. <~I 

placement scores in reading voqabulary, reading 

comprehension, arithmetic reasoning, arithmetic funda-

mentals, mechanics of English and spelling, and equiva

lents of the total academic functioning 'level. 

,2Cronbach, L. J. Essentials of psycholo<]icacl 
tes"ting (2nded.). New York: Harper and Row, 1960, 
p. 469. 
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'c 'l'esting,for Vocat,ional Aptitude 
, .:,\ 

Together with the int.ermediate~ a~ld advanced levels, 

the primary group was admInistered the Gen;el1al AptitUde 
'. 

Test Battery (G.ATB) • 9 'l~h::1.s testing was administered 

wee~ly by staff of the California Department of Employ

ment. The GATB provided scores for vocational counsel

ing by the oo~rectional counselor and diagnostid shop 

instruotors o.n General Intelligence, Verbal Apt:i"tude, 

Numerical Aptitude, spatial Aptitude, Perceptional 

Aptitude, Clerical Aptitude, Motor Coordination, Finger 

Dexterity, and Manual Dexterity. 

Intellectual Assessment 

The primary groups were administered the California 

short Form Test of Mental Maturity (CTMM), the ~evised 

Beta examination, the Raverl, Progressive Matrices (1956), It 

which yields an index of intellectual capacity believed 

to be fairly independent of cultural background or 

education, and another "culture-fair" intelligence test, 

the D~48 or Domino test. s 

9U. S. Employment Service. 
General Aptitude Test Battery: 
mente Washington, D.C.: U. S. 
Office, 1962. 

Guide to the use of the 
Section III: Develop
Government Printing 

" 

"Burke, H. R. Raven's progressive matrices: A 
review ahd critical evaluation. Journal of Genetic 
Psychology, 1968, 93, 199-228. 

sGough, H. G., and Domino, M. The D-48 Test as a 
measurement of general ability among grade school children. 
Jburnal of Consulting Psyghology, 1963, 27(4), 344-349. 
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'i Individuals in this group who functioned at a very 

low level of intelligence were individually tested bi:'a , 
\( -

clinical psychologist and given the Wechsler Adult 

Intelligence Scale (WAIS)6 in order to determin~~ whether 

they were functioning at the mentally defective level. 

For those who were judged to be mentally defective, a 

special assessment report was prepared by ·the psychologist. 
\ 

Assessment of personality and Psychopatholog~ F~ptors 

Because of the difficulty of some of the items (;in 
I 

the California Psychological Inventory (CPI)7 and ttie 
; 

Minnesota Multiphasic Personality Inventory (MMPI) ,ei 

these tests were not administered to the primary group. 

Exceptions were made in special cases where the items were 

read to an individual who I although academicall:{ retarded, 

was otherwise able to comprehend the test items. Special 
:.. 

referral cases were individually tested by clinical 

psychologis'ts, using such tests as the Rorschach I Tafeln 

~'Wechsle'~ I D. The measurel1len;l: and aepraisa1 of 
adult intelligence (4th ed.). Baltimore: Williams-and 
Wilk·ens ~''''T958 .. ' 

~,,,ough, 1:1. G. The California Psychological 
Inventory. .Journal. of Consulting Psychology, 1957, 21, 
359. 

8Hathaway, S. R. 
professional people. 
204-210. 

MMPI: ProfeSSional use by 
~erican psycholo~ist, 1964, 19, 
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II'Z", Sentence Completion Test, Thematic Apperceptibh 

Test (TAT), the, Goldstein-Scherrer Test for ,organicity, 

the Tree Test, and:~0)hers. 

TESTING PROGRAM FOR THE INTERMEDIATE AND ADVANCED \GROUPS 

Academic Assessme~t 

TJpis g~oup was administered the JUnior High or 

advanced battery of the California Achievement Test, 

giv:tng the grade equivalents for the factors mentioned 

: above. 

Testing for Vocational Aptitude 

The intermediate and advanced 'groups also took the 

General Aptitude Test Battery, administered by the staff 

of the California Department of Employment. 

Intellect.ual Assessment 
~~~------------------

The intermediate and advanced groups also w'ere 

admini~t.ered the Raven Progressive Matrices and the D-48, 

as relativel~ "culture-fair" tests, and the California 

Short Form Test 9f Mental Maturity (CTMM). The CTMM 

yields an IQ eqtt±valent for a language portibn and a non-
" ", , 

'-' r'j 

languag~Qrtion in addition to the combined I.Q. equ'J.-
~.~' 

valent. These two groups we.t:e'also'administered the 

(Ann~ General Classification Test (Aa'CTl' which gives, in 

9Karpfhos, B. G~ Mental test failures. "In S. Tax 
(ed.) "Th~ draft', a~ ha'ridbook of facts andaflternatives,~ 
Cnicago: University of Chicago Press, ~1967, 35-49. -
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addition to the total IQ, a percentile reading for Verbal 

Achievement, 'Numerical Reasoning, and Spatial Achievement. 

Individual ,b3sting wi,th the Wechsler Adult Intelligelhce 
I, 

Scale (WAIS) was administered by psychologists as needed 
[I 0 

for diag.QQF,;tic, purposes. 
I' 

Personality Assessment 
I) 

The intermediate and advanced groups were adruin- ' 

istered the California Psychological Inventory (CPI) and 

the Minnesota Multiphasic Personality Inventory (MMPI). I 

The Shipley-Hartford Scale was administered to this 

group as a measurement of the intellectual capacity for 

conceptua~ thinking. Also, as in the primary group, 
!; 

o 

indiVidual testing by psychologists was carri.ed out 

according to diagnostic "needS';), using a variety of 
. :.. . .:::; 

personali.ty and projective tests. 

To assess maturity leyel, the Interperso
i
pal 

. Personality Inventory was administ,ered~lto the inter-
I, 

' '~_ I I' 

mediate and advanced groups. 1 0 

lOBallard, K., B., J:r;., et ale Interpersonal, 
Personali ty Inventory McimuaI:" Sacramento: California 
Department of Corrections, Research Division, 1966. 
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'IV. STUDY POPULATION 

The study population included 4,146 ,male California 
-. 

Youth Authority wards,'or almost all those received at 

the Deuel Vocational Institution Reception Guidance 

Center during 1964 and 1965. Individual cases were 

eliminated from the study populatjl.on for any of the 

following reasons: 
.,'. 

1.' Failure to meet minimum :r~~~quirements' for 
completeness of data led t~o exclusion 
from the study~ Cases. witii~ any o~e c;>f' 
the follow~ng ~nformat~on ,i!~ "t7etns m~ss~ng 
were excluded: reception ','¢late, crime 
cod~for admission offens~I' date of 
release, 'O~ parole follow~up information. 

(,',1:,( • '. 

" 

2. Cases not released to a program of parole 
supervision were excluded. Di,scharges, 
individuals transferred from the : 

~ 3. 

California Youth Authority and made in
mates of the Department of Corrections 
during institutionalization, and those 
who escaped while institutionalized were 
excluded. ,\ 

Individuals committed more than one time 
during the two-year study periodwe~e 
included in the study only once.Multi
pIe records were excluded under the 
following rules: 

a. Th~ most complete record was 
retained. 

b~! In case of multiple complete 
""records the earliest admission 

was retained in the study 
popula tion. , 
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V. "VARIABLES 

.GENERAL INFORMATION ON VARIABLES 

Data on over two hundred variables were collected 

for each ward. Since many of the variabl~s did not 

apply to all individuals, the following statistics 

refll~ct the data fo~: only the appropriate individual or 
I 

grou1~ of individual~l. For instance, only 511 persons 
II 

or li~. 3 per cant of the total study population received 

a Psj(chiatric examination; therefore t.he statistics on 

psychiatric variables' refer only to these 511 individuals. 

Similarly, only 3,103 individuals or 74.8 per cent of 

the study popUlation were administered tge California 

Psychological Inventory (CPI), and 3,128 individuals or 

75$4 per cent of the study popUlation were given the 

Minnesota Multiphasic;' Personality Inventory (MMPI). 

Slightl,y over one 't.housand persons were not given this 

.test because they ei therd.id not meet the minimum aca

aeIt\i<;:: requirement of a sixth-g:rade reading level or they 
<::'..'-:;:. 

happenE;!d to be .in a weekly cohort when serious fog 
'0 " 

condi tions practically closed down ins,ti tutlonal pro-

grams for security" reasons and made only minimal testing 

possible. Other infot'mation is not I;available because of 

changes itl the testin.g. batt.ery; e.g., the D-48 was 

initiat~d after th~study was in progress and for this 

II 
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reason is available on only Ifb'Otlt. 65 per cent of the 

study population. These limitations must be kept in 

,mind when the statistical descriptions proviqed in this 

study are considered. Such limitations will be further 

,'/' defined;i..,n the discussion of the various data elements~ 

II •• o',." 

INFORMATION SOURCES 
i 

The 195 variables selected for presentation in this ----, 1 __ ----

report were collected from the following sources: 

l~ Pre-RGC-DVI case file 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

RGC-DVI case file 

Testing program at RGC-DVI 

Caseworker's informati.on sheet 

/ 
i/ Cumulative Case Summary 

// 
'\ !/' 

6. Psychiatric and Psychological RJ~ortsc:;.'/ 
'~::::::..-----;::<-:::-:: 

CF 

T 

IS 

CS 

P 

7. CYA Board decisions B 

8. CYA Research Division (parole follow-up) RD 

9. Computer computations CC 

LIST OF VARIABLES AND DEFINITIONS USED 

While the following list of variables collected is 

complete, the text in subsequent reports will only 

selectively present and comment on these variables~ The , " 

objective of the report is to highlight the most 

significant characteristics and data elements as they 

relate td". the topics discussed~ Cotnplete:· data on all 
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vari~q~e$ ~re ~Vqilable f~om the au~hor u~on request. 
,) 

.1\n important feature of the ~rl~E!ent repo;rt is the 

9l~ganiz,a'hion of the information wi th:~n eight oonoeptually 

qefineq oategories; 

1., Indiviq~lal Case History F~~ctors 

2~ Intelligenoe Faotors 

3. AOAqemio Faotors 

4, Vooatjonal Faotors , 

5.! Persona,li ty Faotors 

6., :Psychiatrio anq Psyohologioal Faotors 

7~ Admission Offen$e and P~role Behavior Faotors 

a, ~n:J. tial .:J:nsti i;.utional P~:o9"ram FaotorJ3 

MCE: 

r{hi- 'te 
M/~{t1i-aan 
lHaok 
()~the:fl 

NQ infa;pmatian 
Sinyfe 
Ma;P~l1.ed 
lJivorJaed 
!JiV9;paed~ ~e~marJpicd 
$(3pa'X'ated 
C()mmcm .. taw 
'"idQw(3X' 

OOl,CF* 

002, cs 

~~ . C:;:') 
Ii . The number denotes the variable nuIJ,lber as shown on 

t~ie computer print-outs; the letters denote thesol.lrce 
of the information. 

\[1 
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NUMBER OF CHILD~EN 

LIViNG ARRAN.GEMENT PRIOR TO ADMISsioN 

No infozatncttion 
Wife/gizaZ-fzaiend 
~Natuzaal pazaents 
Re Zatives" 
Foster pazaents 
Fzaiends., fixed 
A "1 f· d .-~~,1 ",one., 1-xe ~O'''' 

A Zone., not fifted 
Gzaoup Home . ~, 
Otheza .' ~(\ 

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

MARITAL STATUS OF NATURAL PARENTS 

No infozamation 
Neveza mazazaied 
Ma1:azaied 
Divozaaed ,\ C 

. / 

Divozaaed~ zae-mazazaied 
Sepazaated 
Common-Zaw 
Widowed 

. . t~, 

DEATH OF PARENTS 

Fatheza dead 
Motheza dead 
Both de.ad 
Roth living 

COMMITMENT COURT 

JuveniZe 
Supezaioza 
Muniaipal 
Justiae 

ADMISSION STATUS 

Fizast admission 
Fizast retuzan 
Seaond + 
Readmission afteza disahazage 

WEIGHT 

HEIGHT 
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005, CS 

006, CS 

007, CS 

015, CS 

003, CS 

004, CS 

010, CS 

011, CS 
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AGE 'AT RECEPTION 

AGE AT RELEASE 

TIME IN INSTITUTION 

MILITARY DISCIPLINARY ACTION 

No infopmation 
lJ.:onopabl,e 
Genepal,~ honopabl,~ aonditions 
Dishonopabl,e~ eta. 

, Mediaal, 
othep 
No s8Pviae 

HISTORY OF ALCOHOL MISUSE 

None OP unknown; 

Modepate dpinking ppobl,em 

() 

Moderate problem, affecting inmate's 
social functioning periodically. 

\"This would indicate that the indivi
'dual has either one or more arrests 
where drinking was \~mpliea:, or was 
dismissed from work for reasons in
volving alcohol usage, or experienqes 
occasional friction in his irnrnediat.e 
social environme,llt because of drink
ing, or there is:j other evidence of 
alcohol impair:i,tig this individual's 
functioning a:,t' times. 

Sevepe dpinking ppobl,em 
Severe problem, affecting inmate's 
social functioning consistently. 

ALCOHOL AS FACTOR IN CRIME 
None 
ppesent apime 
Past apimes onl,y 

HISTORY OF DRUG MISUSE 

None 
Isol,ated 

Insignificant history of isolated 
exper imen ta tion ", 

Modepate 
Moderate involvement with drugs on 
more 'than an experimental basis. 
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012, CC 

013, CC 

Ol,.:C 
018, 'CS=· 

008, :rS 

009, IS 

D 
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Seve'Pe 
Severe involvement over extended 
periods with an established habit 
or addiction. 

',. 
Opiates or marijuana are excluded 
here. Marked only if inmate has 
history of using: 

a. stimulant drugs, such as 
cocaine or Benze'drine; 

b. ba~biturates (sleeping pills), 
for instance, Amy tal, Barbital, 
Lum:tnal, Nembuta>l, Pentothal, 
Phenobarbital, Tuonal, Seconal, 
"Blue Angels," "Goof Balls," 
"Pink Ladies," "Yellow Jackets." 

DRUGS AS FACTOR IN CRIME 
None 
ppesent opime 
Past opimes onZy 

HISTORY OF OPIATE USE 
None 
IsoZated 

Insignificant histo.t:y of isolated 
eXI?erimentation. 

Modepate 
Moderate involvement with opiates 
on more than an experimental basis. 

Sevepe 
Severe involvement w'ith established 
habit or addiction. 
The following are the colrunon opiates: 
Heroin, Codeine, Demerol, Dilaudid, 
Methadone, Metopon, Morphine, 
Laudanum, Pantopon, Paregoric. 

OPIATES AS FACTOR IN CRIME 
None 
ppesent opime 
Past opimes onZy 

HISTORY OF MARIJUANA USE 

HISTORY OF GLUE SNIFFING 

30 

017, IS 

019, IS 

020, IS 

022, IS 

023, IS 
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HISTORY OF ,ESCAPE 
None 
F~om minimum security 

Any history of escape without force . 
or AWOL frOni. a dorrecticmal or re
habilitation installation. This 
includes es,!6apes while 'under mili
tary j'urisd1iction, if iit the time 
in a disciplinary program. 

From maximum security 
Any escape or escape attempt from a 
secured place implying breakout 
behavior. Also included here are 
escapes or escape attempts with 
force from an unsecured place, such 
as foroing supervisory personnel to 
turn over dars, etc. 

HISTORY OF SUICIDE A,TTEMPTS 
None 
Infrequent gestures 

Any individual who has threatened 
suicide at one time or another. 
Also, individuals who have in their 
background one suicidal gesture of 
a superficial nature. 

Frequent gestures 
Individuals who have threatened 
suicide repeatedly or inflicted 
upon themselves injuries of a 
superficial nature. 

Serious attempts 
All individuals who have a history 
of one or more suicidal attempts 
resulting in self-injury needing 
medical intervention. Also, cases 
in which the nature of the attempt 
(Qanging, drowning, taking pills, 
etc.) indicates a severe suicidal 

o 
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HISTORY OF SEXUAL DEVIATIONS 
None 
Isolated 
Repeated 

HISTORY OF RAPE 

Any history of rape in which there 
are indications that force was used, 
although conviction may be for a 
lesser crime than forcible rape. 

HISTORY OF PERSONA!JITY PATTERN DISTURBANCE' 

HISTORY OF PERSONALITY TRAIT DISTURBANCE 

HISTORY OF SOC'!OPATHIC PERSONALITY 
DISTURBANCE 

HISTORY OF NEUROSIS 

HISTORY OF PSYCHOSIS 

HISTORY OF BRAIN DAMAGE 

HISTORY OF EPILEPSY 

INTELLIGENCE FACTORS 

ARMY GENERAL CLASSIFICATION TEST 
Total IQ 
Vepbal Pepoentage Rank 
Numepioal Pepoentage Rank 
SpatiaZ Pepoentage Rank 

CALIFORNIA TEST OF MENTAL MATURITY 
Avepage IQ 
Language IQ 
Non-Z,anguage IQ 

oJ 

D-48 

Raw Soope 

RAVEN MATRICES 
Raw Soope 
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030, IS 

033, IS 

026, IS 

034, IS 

029, IS 

031, IS 

028, IS 

032, IS 

035, IS 

036, T 
037, T 
038, T 
039, T 

040, T 
041, T 
042, T 

043, T 

044, T 
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SHIPLEY HARTFORD 
ConaeptuaZ Quotient 
Language Raw Sao~e 
Abst~aat Raw Sco~e 

INTELLIGENCE CLASSIFICATIO~ BY 
CLINXCAL STAFF 

MentaZ Defective 
Bo~de~Zin(/j 
DuZZ no~maZ 
No~maZ 
B~ight no~maZ 
Supe~io~ 
Ve~y supe~io~ 

3. ACADEMIC FACTORS 

CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TEST BATTERY 
Reading VocabuZa~y 

, Reading Comp~ehension 
Reading Ave~age 
A~ithmetia Reasoning 
A~ithmetia FundamentaZs 
A~ithmetia Ave~age 
Language Meahanics 
Language SpeZZing 
Language Ave~age 
PotaZ G~ade PZaaement 

GRADE CLAIMED 
\') 

GRADE ACHIEVED 

ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT INDEX I 

Diffe~ence between cZaimed g~ade 
and achieved g~ade 

This index represents the academjlc 
achievement test result compared 
to the reported grade completed by 
the person. 

ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT INDEX II 

Diffe~enae between expected g~ade 
andcachieved g~ade 

An arbitrary decision was made to 
create this score. It was decided 
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045, T 
046, T 
047, T 

048, P 

049, T 
050, T 
051, T 
052, T 
053, T 
054, T 
055, T 
056, T 
057, T 
058, T 

068, CS .1, 

069, T 

070, CC 

071, CC 
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that no .expectaib.ion of grade achieved 
could be made for those classified as 
mentally defective and indivi.duals so 
classified have no value for the item. 
Those classified as borderline were 
expected to achieve the 4th grade level; 
those classified as dull normal the 6th 
grade l~vel; those with average and 
above ;Viltelligence classifications Were 
expece~d to achieve the 12th gr.ade level. 

Intelligence 
Classification 

Mental Defective 
Borderline Defective 
Ijull Normal 
AVer<lii,ije and above 

Expected Grade 
Placement on the 

California 
Achievement 
Test Battery 

o 
4th grade 
8th grade 

12th grade 
Each. person was given a sco~e = achieved 
grade - expected grade. Most scores are 
minus scores. The greater the minus 
value the greater is the academic 
retardation as measured against the 
above standards. 

ACADEMIC TRAINING POTENTIAL I 
C~f~WORKER'S RATING 

fl.lotivated 
Not motivated 

ACADEMIC TRAIN1NG POTENTIAL II 
CASEWORKER'S RECOMMENDATION 

No info~mation 
Motivated 
Not motivated 
IneZigibZe 
H-lgh Schoo Z dip Zoma 

072, IS 

073, CS 

STAFF RECOMMEND.ATION FOR 
ACADEMIC TRAINING 

074, CS 

None~ no infopmation 
Yes, 

AGE LEFT SCHOOL 077, CS 
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GRADE CLAIMED 

Fr>e'quenay ao71)n t by fu l, Z gr>ade , 
'../ 

4 ~ VOCATIONAL FACTORS 

GENERAL APTITUDE TEST BATTERY 
Gener>al, in-/;'el,l,igenae 
Ver>bal, aptitude 
Numer>iaal, aptitude 
Spatial, aptitude 
Per>aeptionaZ aptitude 
CZer>iaal, aptitude 
Motor> aoor>dination 
Finger> dexter>ity 
Ma~ua'l; dexter>i ty 

VOCATIONAL TRAINING POTENTIAL: 
WOOD I' SHOP INSTRUCTOR'S RATING 

Motivated 
Unmotivated 

... .;.. 

VOCATIONAL TRAINING POTENTIAL: 
METAL SI:{OP INSTRUCTOR'S RATING 

Mo:tivated 
Unmotivated 

VOCATIONAL TRAINING POTENTIAL: 
COUNSELOR'S RATING 

Motivated 
Unmotivated 

VOCATIONAL TRAINING POTENTIAL: 
CASEWORKER'S RECOMMENDATIONS 

No .. infor>mation 
Motivated 
'7;nmotivated 
Inel,igibl,e 
High Sahool, dipl,oma 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION FOR 
VOCATIONAL TRAINING 

'I); 

None or> no infor>mation 
Ye8 
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080, IS 

081, CS 

083, CS 
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OCCUPATIONAL DISABILITIES 

NC1i-:~nfozamation 
Yes 
No 

OCCUPATIONAL HISTORY 

By tzaade 

UNION STATUS 

LENGTH OF WORK EXPERIENCE 

None 
0-6 months 
6-12 months 
12-18 months 
18-24 months 
24+ months 
Spozaadio 
No info!'mation 

PRIMARY AREA OF VOCATIONAL INTEREST 
FOR VOCATIONAL TRAINING 

By tzaade 

COUNSELOR'S RECOMMENDATION FOR TRAINING 
/;' 

By tzaade .. =,!/ 

5.' 'PERSONALITY FACTORS 

CALIFORNIA PSYCHOLOGICAL INVENTORY 
'iiomitl.anoe Do 
Capaoity fo!' jS"tatus ;,Cs 
Sooiabi li ty // Sy 
Sooial pzae§enoe Sp 
Self-aooeptanoe Sa 
Sense of well-being Wb 
Responsibility Re 
Sooialization So 
Self-oontzaol Se 
Tolezaanoe To 
Good impzaession Gi 
Communality Cm 
Aohievement via oonfozamanoe Ae 
Aohievement via independenoe Ai 
Intelleotual effioienoy Ie 
Psyohologiaal-mindednesB Py 
Flexibility Fx 
Femi~inity Fe ,,'" 
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MINNESOTA MULTIPHASj~C PERSONALITY 
INVENTORY 

Lie Saore 
Vatl,dity Saore 
Correation Saore 
Hypoahondriasis 
Depression 
Hysteria 
Psyahopathia deviate 
MasauZinitY-femininity 
Paranoia 
Psyahasthenia 
Sahi;:ophrenia 
Hypomania 
SoaiaZ introversion 

L 
F 
K 
Hs 
D 
Hy 
Pd 
Mf 
Pa 
Pt 
Sc 
Ma 
Si 

INTERPERSONAL PERSONALITY INVENTORY 
Maturity LeveZ 

PREDicTION USING PERSONALITY TEST DATA 
Prediction scores were computed as 
described in: H. G. Gough, E. A. 
Wenk, and V. V. Rozynko, "parole 
Outcome as predicted from the CPI, 
the MMPI, and a Base Expectancy 
Table," Journal of Abnormal 
Psychology, 70(6):432-441, 1965. 

1. CPI equation: 
Success = 45.078 - .353 SP - .182 Sa 

+ .532 So + .224 Se 
MMPI equation: 
Success = 66.363 - .081 F + .065 K 

- .055 Pd - .168 Mf 
- .456 Ma 

For the CPI equation the cut-off point 
for failures was set at 48 and below; 
for the MMPI equation the point was 
set at 49 and below. 

CPI EQUATION 

CPI EQUATION 

Frequenaies 

u 

() " <I 
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APPLIED CPI'PREDICT!ON 

Hits 
Coppeat suaaess ppediations 

(tpue positives) 
OOPpeat faitupe prediations 

(true negatives) 

Miss.es' 
I1'l:r:i8rpeat suaaess ppediations 

(faZse positives) 
Inaopreat faiZure prediations 

(fatse negatives) 

MMPI EQUATION 

MMPI EQUATION 

Frequenaies 

APPLIED !-1MPI PREDICTION 

Hits 
Oorpeat suaaess prediations 

(tpue positives) 
Corpeat faiZupe predictions 

(tpue negatives) 

Misses 
. Inaoppeat suaaess pred.z..ations 

(faZse positives) 
Inaorpeat faiZure ppediations 

(fatse negatives) 

PSYCHIATRIC FACTORS 

REASONS FOR REFERRAL 

C) 

OYA Board order 
ParoZe Agent request 
Staff peferrat 
Natul"e of arime 
Treatment history 
ppior mental. iZZness 
Sexual. probtem 
Sui'aide potential. 
EpiZepsy 
OpganicN·1;Zi 
VioZenae potential. 
InteZZeatuaZ assessment 
AssauZtive behavior 
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Training 
Treatment need 
Adjustment 
Tpansfer 

rEarZy reZease 
Se'l-f-referraZ 
Other 

HISTORY OF PRIOR MENTAL HEALTH CARE 

Norte 
Hospital. 
Private doator 
Mental. heaZth 
Correations 
Other 
Combination 
No information 

DIAGNOSIS OF ACUTE BRAIN DISORDERS 

Drug poisoning 
Other., none 

DIAGNOSIS OF CHRONIC BRAIN SYNDROME 

Speaified 
Unspeaified 
Otrter., none 

DIAGNOSIS OF AFFECTIVE REACTIONS 

Depressive 
Other., none 

DIAGNOSIS OF SCHIZOPHRENIC REACTIONS 

SimpZe type 
Paranoid type 
Aaute undifferentiated 
Chronia undifferentiated 
Sahizo-affeative type 
Other., none 

DIAGNOSIS OF PSYCHONEUROTIC REACTIONS 
, )) 

Ahxiety reaction 
Obsessive-aompuZsive ~eaation 
Unspeaified' 
Other., none 
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DIAGNOSIS OF PERSONALITY PATTERN 
DISTURBANCE 

Inadequate pepsonaZity 
Schizoid pepsonaZity 
Papanoid pepsonaZity 
Unspecified 
Othep" none 

DIAGNOSIS OF PERSONALITY TRAIT 
DISTURBANCE 

EmotionaZZy unstabZi p.psonal.ity 
Passive-aggpessive pepsonaZity 
CompuZsive pepsonaZity 
Unspecified 
Othep" none 

DIAGNOSIS OF SOCIOPATHIC PERSONALITY 
DISTURBANCE 

Antisocial. peaction 
DyssociaZ peaction 
SexuaZ deviation 
Not a mentaZl.y disopdeped sex offendep 
Unspecified 
Othep" none 

DIAGNOSIS OF TRANSIENT SITUATIONAL 
PERSONALITY DISTURBANCE 

AduZt situation 
AdoZescent 
Othep" none 

PRESENT SYMPTOMS OF PSYCHOSIS 
DeZusions 
HaZZucinations 
Thought distoption 
Stupop 
~eaZity distoption 
l?emission 
No infopmation 

PRESENT SYMPTOMS - GENERAL 
'I 

D~ppess1(on 
GuiZt ",IJ 

Anxiety 
Apathy 
HostiZity 
Insecupi'by 
Suspiciousness 
Dependency 

40 )) 
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SUMMARY PSYCH!ATRfC DIAGNOSIS 
Bl.'a'tn disol.'del.'s 
Psyanot1:a 
Neuflotia 
Pattefln distul.'banae 
Tflait distufloanae 
Peflsonal,ity distul.'banae 
Tflansient distuflbanae 
None 

DIAGNOSIS OF TREATMENT MOTIVATION 
No motivation 
Motivated 
No infoflmation 

DIAGNOSIS OF VIOLENCE POTENTIAL 
No viol,enae potentiaZ 
Mode~ate viol,enae potential, 
Sevefle viol,enae potential, 
No infoflmation 

SPECIFIC CONDITIONS RELATED TO 
VIOLENCE POTENTIAL 

Suiaide potential, 
AZaohol,/dflugs 
Undefl thfleat 
Against famiZy 
Mental, il,l,ness 
othefl 
None 

RECOMMENDATION FOR PSYCHOTHERAPY 

RECOMMENDATION FOR GROUP COUNSELING 

RECOMMENDATION FOR ACADEMIC/ 
VOCATIONAL TRAINING 

, " 
i' 

Ii 
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130, P 

132, 1? 

134, P 

136, P 
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p~"FENSE RELATED FACTORS .• ~.b .. S&~,J:{t3, VI,o~ENCE 
'INFOffiiIATION AND PAROLE FOL'I;OWI"'T)P 

! , ---

ADMISSION OFFENSE 

Homicide 
NegZigent mansZaughter 
RobbeZ'y 
Assauz"t 
BuZ'gl.aZ'y 

'Theft 
. Veh~icZe' theft 
FoZ'geZ'y ,~;,. 
FOZ'dibZe Z'ape 
Statutory Z'ape 
Othe'.l' sex offenses 
NaZ'ootics offenses 
AZcohoZ offenses 
OtheZ' 
PaZ'oZe. vioZation 

ADMISSION OFFENSE SUMMARY 

Pe'1'son offenses 
PZ'opeZ'ty offenses 
OtheZ' . 

VIOLATION OFFENSE 

Homicide 
;NegZigent mansZaughteZ' 
RobbeZ'y 
AssauZt 
'Bu:ra:gZaZ'y 
Tn/tift 
Vehicte theft 
FoZ'geZ'y 
Fo~ibZe Z'ape 
Sta"'i""f:toZ'y Z'ape 
otheZ'tJe;c offenses 
Narcotics offenses 

·A ZcohoZ pffenses 
OtheZ' 

, ... ~ .. ':, 

'i!\ctZ'o Ze vio,}ation 
'., \\ -

it VIOl."ATION OFFENSE SUMMARY 
.1 

PeZ'son offenses <~ 
PZ'opeZ'ty offenses 
OtheZ' 
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HI~TORY OF ~IO~ENCE 

No 'histopy of vioZenae 
CYA wards with no known history of 
violent acting-out (not restrict~d 
to criminal violence). 

History of aggressive apim~s but no 
vioZenae evident 

Cy.A wards who had participated in 
crimes of viol.ence or crimes of an 
aggressive nature (such as murder, 
voluntary manslaughter, robbery, 
attempted robbery, assault, 
attempted assault, mayhem, forcible 
rape, attempted rape, resisting 
arrest, kidnapping, etc.), but the 
individual played ~ passive role 
(such as lookout or driver of get
away car, etc.) during commission 
of the crime. 

In this category are also cases 
in which threat was implied, either 
verbally or by exposing of weapons 
or objects used as weapons. The 
most important criterion is that no 
actual physical assault or harm was 
rendered upon the victim directly by 
the subject although many situations 
were potentially dangerous. 

Persons who discharged a gun, 
although it may not have been aimed 
at another person, or struck a vic
tim, although admittedly doing no 
harm, were excluded from this cate
gory and entered in the category 
.below. In some cases where violence 
occurred during the commission of an 
offense, the viQlence was due to 
actions by partners or other persons 
involved. 

Histopy of vioZent aating-out 
CYA wards with a known history of 
actual physical violence. In this 
classification are individuals who 
at any time, and under any ci~cum-. 
stances '(no\t just· criminal pdrsuits) 
demonstrated physical acting-out 
beh'avior that threatened or harmed 
victims. 
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The-outcome of the ~iolent 
,conduct (for instance, whether or 
not an assault on another person 
resulted in death or in no physical 
harm) is immaterial to this ,. 
classification. The only crite~ion 
for inclusion in this category was 
whether or not such an assault ever 
took place. Also included in this 
category are rape ca"Ses where force 
was u~ed and other crimes where 
vioiertbe was a part, regardless of 

'the legal label under which the 
'T.)erson was convicted. 
;;:.i .. , 

HISTORY OF 'CARRYING WEAPONS 
;. 

ADMISSION OFFENSE PART~'IERS 

CYA PAROLEE PARTNERS 

INDIVIDUAL VIOLENCE IN ADMISSION OFFENSE 

None 
Phreat~ no weapgn 
P~reat~ ~eapo~~resent 
M1,;'h,or 1,;n;;ury /i 
Mador injury,' 
Death 
No information 

WEAPON USED BY INDIVIDUAL 

None 
Toy 9fun 
'Un'loaded gun 
Loaded gun 
Gun~ unspeaified 
Knife~ eta • 
other 
No information 

GROUP VIOLENCE IN ADMISSION OFFENSE 
IF. PARTNERS 

None 
Phr~at~ no weapon 
Threat~ weapon present 
MinoJ:! injury 
Major injury 
Death 
No information 
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WEAPONS USED BY GROUP IF PARTNERS 

None 
Toy gun 
UnZoaded gun 
Loaded gun 
Gun~ unspecified 
Kni!e~ etc. 
other 
No information 

ECONOMIC LOSS BY VICTIM 

None 
<$1 

1 $1 
} $5 

", $20 

$100 -
$500 

$1~ 000 -
>$5~ 000 

$5 
$20 

$100 
$500 

$1 ~ 000 
$5~000 

PSYCHOLOGICAL BUFF.ERING BY VICTIM 

None known 
Treatment 
Hospita7Azation 

HISTORY OF VIOLENCE - CYA RATING 

None 
Moderate 
Serious 

CASEWORKER'S ESTIMATION OF 
VIOLENCE POTENTIAL 

Least 
MiZd 
Mod~:rate 
Ser,/;ous 
Greatest 

TYPE OF PAROLE RE~10VAL 

Revocations 
Bad discharges 
Other 

STATUS OF OFF-SUSPENSE PAROLE REMOVAL 

Absconders 
TechnicaZ vioZators " 
VioZation~ no incarceration ~\ 
VioZation~ incarceration I 
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181, CS 

184, CS 

171, CS 

172, CS 
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8. 'IN,I'l'IAL iNSTITUTiONAL PROGRAM:tNG 

COUNSELOR'S TRANSFER RECOMMENDATION 

CYA BOARD ORDER FOR TRANSFER 

CYA BOARD ORDER FOR PROGRAM 
(MONTHS TO NEXT HEARING) 

CUSTODIAL EVALUATION FOR 
INSTITUTIONAL ADJUSTMENT 

No inior'mation 
Good pr'ognosis 
Poor' pr'oflnosis 

STAFF nECOMMENDATION FOR 
SPECIAL HOUSING 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION FOR 
WORK ASSIGNMENT 

STAFF RECOMMENDATiON FOR 
GROUP COUNSELiNG 

STAFF RECOMMENDATiON FOR 
PSYCHOTHERAPY 

46 
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VI. CLASSIFICATION AND GROUNDED THEORY: SOf1E 

CONCEPTUAL ISSUES 

)1 

The quest for an all-inclusive ~ypology by which 

criminal behavior can be predicted or explained has long 

intrigued the field of criminology. Offenders may be 

classified on the basis of their criminal behavior pat

terns or careers as well as a number of other typological 

assumptions. Roebuck (1967) indicates that attempts at 

classification and explanation of criminal behavior must 

bte directed toward the discovery and analysis of parti

cular behavior patterns. Although this seems obvious 

enough, it will become increasingly apparent as this 

discussion proceeds that, like many other aspects within 

cr.iminology, there are se:r.ious difficulties involved in 

d~'I;reloping criminal typologies. 

Before the issues of classification and a subsequent 

d~lineation of the approaches to classifying criminal 

offenders can be discussed, several basic questions must 

be answered. First of all, a most essential problem 

surrounds the definition of "classification." 
~, 

Webster (1970) defines classification as the " 
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systematic arrangement in groups or categories according 

to estiablished criteria. II 

tion has been used almost 

1\ 

A,lthough the term class\'ifica
i1\ 

interchangeably with taxonomy 

or typ~~logy, it is useful to define these terms in ~ela-

tion to 'I set II theory. 

Assuming that a method of classification divide$ a 

group of individuals according to specified criteria, 

the general procedure of classification must typically 

satisfy several requ~.rements. Basically, these are: 

(J.) no subset is empty; (2) the intersection of the s\;~b-

sf,lts is empty, i.e., subsets have no common elements; 

and (3) the union of all subsets is the total groups 

(all subsets summed equal the set). An examp:Le can belfat 

define these prerequisites: the division of offenders 

into two groups composed of adult ,and juvenile indivi

duals 0 To:f;ulf ill the stated requirements, this clas~l

ification must parallel the guid.elines by assuring thlilt: 

(1) lIadult" and "juvenile" are clearly defined, and elach 

group must comprise a defined subgroup; (2) the inter"" 

section of both groups is empty, i. e oy no offenders a:te 

at the same time adult and juveniles; ~:3) the sum of 

both subsets (adults and juveniles) equals the total 

original set.? providing that the entirE~ group is divis-

ible by the dichotomous definition. Although the above 

provides a "pur~~'ex~lmple of classification,it nevertheless 
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is generaliy applicable to many studies in crimina/logical 

researoh. The literature on the logic of classification 

'is ext~psive and authors suoh as Barton (1'955), Hempel 

(1965), Lazarsfeld and Bal:lton (1951), and McKinney (1966) 

provide excellent reviews of the topic. 

In classifying juvenile offenders, no information 

need be given as to why such individuals commit offenses, 

nor is information necessarily,provided about the 

effects of the offenses. Generally speaking, classifica-

tion does not provide information as to why the elements 

of the subset occur or why they have specific character-
,,' 

istics. Therefore, as an issue of controversy, the 

relationship between classification ,and,,!, the development 

of theoretical explanation in criminology needs to be 

expanded. 

The Relationship of Classification to Theoretical 

Explanatiop in Criminology 
Ii 

Recent years have brought an increased imp~tus to 

thinldng about classification syste~s and typologies bf 

criminals and delinquents. As in other fields, scienti

;~~:::£±c 'progr'ess in the field of corrections' depend~ UP'~Il 
reducing through conceptualization the infinite variety 

'" of problems to defined sets of proBlems that can be 

studied by scientific methods. Research efforts have 

required either II ••• the development of an etiology of 

.:0.., 
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criminal and delinquent behavier er a charting, in 

6.t;gan,ized fashion, ef the signs, symptems, er dynamics 
"~I 

ef patterns cc)'V'ering the universe 'ef effenders" (Warren, 

1970). This "either-er" 'explanatien tends to. simplify 

a basic disagreement regarding the classificatien-theery 

relatienship. Fer example, it, has been claimed that 

classificatiens, theugh net "directly" pe~mitt~ng ex-, 

planatiens, de lead to. the fermatien ef useful theories 

(Opp, 1973). Partially cenfrenting thi,s'view has been 

the, contentien that existing classifications have net 

premeted the fermulatien ef useful empirical theeries 

(Blaleck, 1969). One ceuld go en to. ask whetn'ec~\ in 

criminelogy ene sheuld deal with 

with descriptiens. Indeed, this 

\\ 
\, 

explanatiens er\~ather' 
)\ 
Ji 

issue must rest u'pon 

the type ef preblem surveyed and its implicatiens. 

Gibbens (1965) indicates that the censtruction ef a 

criminal typelegy must censider net enly the presumed 

functien ef the classificatien system but the assumptio~ 

it is based en as well. Acceraing to. Gibbens, typelegies 

hav~« two. primary functiens-~as a methed ef c'onstructing 

etielogical types, er as a means ef previding diagnestic, 

treatment types. The value ef the classificatien cannet 

therefere be separated frem he\lrwell it fulfills its 

described function. 
(~l 

The criterien ef utility can be ~*pressed as a 
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hypothetical research situation. For example, there

organization of correctional~institutions for the purpose 

of achieving some behavioral change of inmates must rest 

upon an understanding of the influence of the facility 

upon the individuals incarcerated. Such problems cannot 

besblved by descriptions or classifications, since even 

knowing how inmates and staff behave does not necessarily 

answer the inquiry as to the effect of facility structure 

upon inst'i tutional or post-release behavior. 

Some .researchers contend that classification has 

explanatory value beyond its designed function. Opp 

(1973) states that it is not justified to presume that 

all classifications cannot lead to the formation of use-

ful theories. Thus, the following hypothesis could be 

fo;rrtiulated.: if phenomena have been classified, there is 

a, higher 'pr .. obability to find explanations for these,-. 

phenomena than there would be without such a classifica-

tion. In such approaches, classification strategies may 

be generally related to theoretical formulation in 

cri~inology. As Bottoms (1973) notes, "classification 

in criminology is, like the use of prediction techniques, 

certainly not an end in itself, but very much a tool, or 

a means to an end." Hood and Sparks (1970) point out 

that one of the main reasons why those ccmcerned with 

the explanation of criminal behavior hav/a turned to 

51 
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typologies is due to the great dieficulty of generating 

a viable general theory to explain all criminal behavior • 

A chief source of justification for the increased 

use of typologies seems to have follow~d from the 

recognized inability of general theories, e.g., culture 

conflict, social ~lass conflict, delinquent subculture, 

etc .• , to provide compelling explanations of criminal 

behavior. Most such attempts, in the words of one 

author, "endeavor to explain too much and therefore 

actually explain too little" (Roebuck, 1967). Such a 

criticism fits well with the expres.sed need for more 

"behaviorally accurate" definitions of behavior. 

Eysenck and Eysenck (1970) note "by paying attetltiol1 to 

differences within the criminal group in respect to 

psychoticism, extraversion, and neuroticism .•• we should 

be able to get much better differences between controls 

and homogeneous groups of criminals ••.• " Although the 

search for a single theory of crime may be a futile 

exercise, it has been often concluded that breaking crime 

into more homogeneous units is desirable nevertheless 

(Sutherland, 1939; Eysenck and Eysenck, 1970). 
/ 

class1ica ~,ion Strategies ~nd Theoretical Develo ment 

As·~\~.m~ng tha t typolog~es can cohtribute to the 
. ~ 

constructio~ of theory, it is essential to specify 

methods of ~\ssifYing offenders and ct.heir respective 
~ 
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relationship to criminological explanation. Ferdinand 

(1966) defines two kinds of typology, the empirical and 

the ideal. Empirical classrfication is defined as the 

most obvious simple patterns of distinction which seek 

to chart actual patterns displayed by specific kinds of 

individuals. This form provides raw material from which 

theories might be constructed. Ideal typologi~sare 

defined in terms of utilizing a particular theory a 

priori as a means of c.lassification. Their main value 

lies in their ability to support explanations that appear 

in behavior. While the ideal model suggests that there 

are as m(~ny ideal typologies as there are theoJ;:'ies of 

behavior, the empirical form lacks a theoretical basis. 

Ferdi~~d suggests that a third kind of typology 

entitled synthetic typology could strengthen the weak

nesses of each. He d.efines this form as "the ultimate 

goal of all who are interested in crime and delinquency." 

Although such a conclusion may not be justified, attempts 

to advance theoretical explanation via classification 

strategies have been viewed as a worthwhile goal 

(McClintock and Avison, 1964). 

The discovery of theory from data, i.e., grounded 

theory, is a major task confronting sociology today 

(Glaser and strauss, 1968). Although derived from 

different assumptions than the typological systems of 

IJ , 
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°Ferdinand, grounded theory is roughly similar to empirical 

typology'. This approach, acco:t'ding to Glaser and strauss, 

consist~$' of analyzing data and working outwards to 

generalize explanations through the systematic or 

II theoretical sampling ii of the data. Al though grounqed 

theory may indicate a theoretical formulation, it must be 

fUrther tested with other data bases, s±~ce it is not 

deduced from logical assumptions. UnfortunateLy, the 

basic weakness of the grounded t.heory approach is that 

since the mind of the investigator is not a tabuZa pasa, 

it is uncertain how strongly preconceptions might affect 

the theory derived (Rex, 1961; Bottoms, 1973). 

An exampie of the application of grounded theory 

'1:.0 the classification-theory discussion is provided by 

Megargee (1966). During his research, Megargee noted 

thae ,~i/n;orevious studies of murderers (e. g ~, Weiss, et 
. \~ 

al., 1960), MMPI profiles seemed to distinguish two 

broad personality types. The researcher titled these 

u:ndercontrolled (few inhibitions) and overcontrolled 

'«)verly inhibited) types. To substantiate his findings, 

Megargee then applied his finding to an additional 

sample and confirmed his findings. A.subsequent study 

by Blackburn fi971) it0und the two-personality defin:i.tion 

of violence to be overly simplified and Bottoms (1973) 

suggests that this was due to inadequate use of the 
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grounded tneory model. 

1:'.lthough "predictive claJ,sifications" have been 
," 

(1\' 

developed for criminological purposes in determining 

parole success ,(~~jjo'lence potential, escape rilsk, etc., 

such typologies are really "artificially derived 

classifications ii which generally have more relevance to 

decision making than to theory building (Bott.oms, 1973) .. . 
Prediction methods as such have many methodological 

problems, but their complexity disal1.o'i.'ls their inclusion 

in this discussion. 

An additional variety of typologies has been derived 

:f'.rom the area of X'eformative treatment~ Unlike the ex-

planation of crime or the predicti,on of beJ:.\avior, the 

treatment of offenders differs slightly in its prime 

assumption regarding classification. As Hood and Sparks 

(1970) state, "what is wanted for treatment purposes is 

a typology which separates offenders whose treatment 

needs are qifferent; and such a typology may be utterly 

useless "for explanatory purposes, .•.• " It should be 
\ 

noted that the explanation of behavior is a peripheral 
., 

rather than a primary goal of development treatment 

classifications, although theory can evol'ile from such 
,~ -~-

typologies. 

Sparks (1968) states that treatment classification: 
" (1) should be valid, i.e., that it should separate 

n 

offenders Whos~:! treatment needs are different; (2) the 
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offender typology should apply to the majority of 

'offenders few whom the treatment choices may be applied; 

(3) the typologies should be as rich in types as possible, 

'thus utilizing trial and error as its basis for demonstra-

tion; (4) the typologies should be easily and ,reliably 

identified; and. (5) the reliability of typologies should 

be assessed. Some of these requirements diffeJ:' "from the 

explanatory asp.ect where practical considerations are 

not of pri1J~@; importance. 

Models andcthe competition of Criminal Classification 

Essentially, classification techniques span three 

areas of concern ill crimiriology: causal-explanation, 

t.reatment, and prediction. Each of these areas in turn 

ha$ a primary goal. Respectively, these are explanation

prevention, rehabilitation, and decision making. Although 

thi.s seems to. imply that e~cp i~ m:t,ltYGJ.l,ly exclusive, it 

is more realistic to assume that much overlap typifies 

the use of different typologies. For example, it is not 

un6ommon to find a classification method designed to dis-

ti~}g~lish between potential delinquents applied to deter

mine success in treatment as diagnostic and treatment 

aids as, for example, in the use of such instruments as 
Ii 

the Jesnesse Scale and the Socialization Scale of the 

California 'Psychological Inventory. 

According to Roebuck (1967), criminal typologies 

o 
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" may be roughly divided into four camps, al thougt.i.there, is 

certainly some overlapping among them: (a) legalistic 
" 

approach; (b) phys ical-const.i tution:al-heredi tary approach; 

(c) psychological-psychiatric approach; and (d) socio

logical approach. 

The legalistic approach holds that criminology is 

obli<;:fated to function from the base of statuto.ry and 

judicial definitions of criminal acts. The criminal is 

defined in terms of his intent and act, e.g., a robber 

is one who has been convicted of robbery. Legal 

classifioations represent the earliest and most commonly 

used categories in dealing with the criminal offender. 

The constitutional approach is derived largely from 

heredity and disease. Various combinations of morpho

logical, physiological, and mental characteristics are 
;, 

apparer1:t in such typological attempts, e. g. , ,physical 
II 

trait ~eviation, physical trait inferiority, endocrine 
), 

malfunq)tion, somatotype and temperament, mal structure of 

nervou~ system, disharmonies of physical 'growth, un-' 

regulated ~odily functions, epilepsy, etc. Criminality 

is viewed as the result of indirect hereditary pre-

disposition .or the impact of environment upon defective, 

or abnormal or~anisms. 

The psychologic~l-psychiatric approach holds that 

criminal typologies should be delineated in terms of 
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different motivational patterns a.rising out of personality 

structure and various psychological states or disabilities. 

EJ{planation of delinquent and criminal behavior is viewed 

in terms of personality disorders and neurotic mechanisms 

by psychoanalysts, psychiatrists, and clinical psycho

logists. Trait disorders and neurotic mechanisms stem 

from mental conflicts· and guilt reactions. The primary 

assumption is that criminals are emotionally deficient 

in Some way. 

The sociological approach centers on a classifica-

tion schema which regards criminal behavior as a product 

of social interaction and culture. Crime is viewed as a 

social phenomenon; therefore, criminals must be classi-

fied in accordance with their social orientation and in 

accordance with the values and cultural definit~:,ons in 
.' 

the social world in which they live. The socioJi.ogists' 

offender categories refer to role behavior in specific 
o d 

types of si tuaii:\i..ons of more or less enduring response 

and not to types of personality organization. Iiistoric-

ally, sociologists have bee~ more interested in the 
~ 

relationshi~s ·of the social characteristics of age, , i 
race, (>1tiv4.ty , social class, and ethnic subculture 

in thl .. const~uction of typologies (Roebuck,1967). ,. . 

sex, 

than 

,~-~ . 

While the preceding frames of reference are some

what differf~nt, all four share a common assumption. 
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Regardless of typological approach, the criminal act 

per. se is initially the cardinal focus of attention. 

The legal act has implications towards defining the 

"criminal constitution" and thus helps distinguish 

habitual and occasional criminals from the populace at 

large. In this manner, the latter three approaches 

often approximate the legal classification although 

their presumed intention is to extend the legal defini-

tion (Roebuck, 1967). 

The foregoing does not assume that these approaches 

to classification are complementary; on the contrary, 

many criminal typologies are highly competitive. For 

example, behavioral scientists generally reject the 

legalistic approach due to its inadequate consideration 

of human motivation, individual differences, group 

behavior, and,!? social deviancy. The legalist~f'-c~Cl\Unter 

that the behaviol:al scientist offers little more~\.han a 

hodgepodge qf conflicting theories. In many cases legal 

(l 

norms seem to provide more clarity than the behavioral 

classifications, although by so doing the relationship 

between "crimin~l" and "deviant" behc;vior is often neg-

lected. Further, the legalist may only study the ad-

judicated offender which often restricts the generaliza

tion o~ the classific,ation. 

The cOli:flict, however, does not end with the 

59 

---------- .......... ------



'..,,' " ., 

"~""' .• " - ~'~-'<-~~-"--'------

~l"_ V 7iFW'''''sttm 

" 

. , 

n 

;0 

,,',(., 

7 

" 

,,) 

j , 
( 

II 

-

. , 

, 
~ 

1 
i 

'\ 

I' 
~: 

'\ 

c 

£ 

" 
f 

1 

\ 

\ 

'" " 

~ 

• , ' 

basic disaglceements between the behaviorists and legal

"ists. Beha,riorists themselves disagree on many classi- 0 
\\ 
\1 

ficatioh iS~lue,s. Sociologists dismiss the biolbgical 

determinaticln of behavior while sociologists and psycho

logists both condemn the concept of hereditary pre-
;OJ 

disposition. Sociologists claim that the psychological 
<) 

approach undl3restimates the importance ,of situ~tionq.l 

and cultural factors, while psychologists criticiz'e the 
tV./) 

sociologist £or his inability to explain and classify 

c.~ crime as learned behavior. Others, most notably Martin 

and Fitzpatrick (1964), maintain that only an eclectic" 

"J or interdisciplinary approach can do justice to the 

dynamics of criminal behavior, although, the researchers 

maiptain that the psychogenic-sociogenic rift complicates 

,the construction of a moX',e' holistic typology. 

A more critical controversy surrounding the develop

ment and application of criminal typologies centers 

" around the question of whether classifications are 

justified at alL The dangers of stigmatization and 

labeling" are problems whic~ generally must be considered 

in an~~ attempt to develop a criminal taxonomy. Szasz 

(i961) and Menni;"ger, et al. (1963) CritiCiZe~e pre

Sumed need, to classify indi vlduals in general. \~t issue 

here is the contention that science cannot presently 

generate eno~gh data to adequately classify indi~iduals. 
.~ 

_. 
o 
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The criticism is partiailly unjustified; however, consider"" 
, / ~' 

int that classification generally precludes explanation, 
i It 

thpi disclaimer is not. so much a comment' on the method 
. Ii 'II, " 

of:; deriving "t;ypologies but rather theirpotentia1 misuse. 

o~i prim('Jissue here is the premature application of 
'~) 

cl.assification before the approach in question has been 

=~~~lidated in terms of accuracy and/or theoretical ,r-, 
rlele\fance. 

In another attempt to define typological assign-
" , 

~ientls, Grant (1961) describes six general approaches to 
" d/lasfdfication: (1) Psychiatrically oriented approaches 

" 

';lS elcemplified by' Jenkins q.nd Hewitt, 1944; Redl, 195b; 

Erikson, 1950; Aichorn, 1935; Bloch and Flynn, 1956; 

Argyle, 1961; the Illinois State~raining school for 

BOyS Treatri'lent Committee, 1953; the Qalifornia Youth 

Authority Standard Nomenclature Committee, 1958; and 

Cormier, et al., 1959. (2) Social theory approaches as 

exemplified by Schrag, 1944; Sykes, 1958; and social 

olass typologies as represented by 1;liller, \l~~l\. 
(3) Behavioral, offense, or conformity-nonconformity 

(I' 

studies as represen'l:ed by Gibbons and Garrity, 1958; 

Ohlin,. 19'51; Reckless, 1950'; and Lejins, _.1954. 

(4) Social perception and interpersonal interaction-i'-
I' 

such as those of Gough and Peterson, 1952; Peterson, 

Quay, and Cameron, 1959; and Sullivan, Grant,and Grant, 
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1956. (5) Cognitive understanding as suwnarized by 
I 

Venezia, 1968. (6) Empirically derived pregiction-

claasl.fication methods as exemplified by Mannheim and <;, 
\, 

Wilkins, 1955; Gottfredson and Beverly, 1.962; Glasel(] 

1962; j3abst, ~~ al., 1968'; Gottfredson, at al., 1963; 

and Fildes and Gottfredson, 1972. 
o 0 

The approaches as defined by Roebudk (1967) and' 

Grant (1961) indicate the diversity of criminal typo

logies although it ;emains unclear 'how much of this 

variety might be due to "academic polarization. 11'-' It is 
o 

I often indicated that more robust explanations and/or 

theories of human behavior might evolve if behavi(')rists 
<) 

would stop criticizing and learn to synthesize. This, 

basic scientific issue is no less important to the 

f0rmulation of multi-discipline criminal typologi.es which, 

a~·q,ording t; Roebuck (1967), has been~iscouraged because 

of criminologists who " ••• delight in the destruction of 

each other's theories." Cooperative research could work 

not only to lead to 'the pooling q,f findings but also t.o 
'-.) 

\~ . 
the de~lopment of !lew frames of :t"eference. 

Although pla~sible, such an optimistic fusi~n between 
c 

schools of' behav,c~.o~ism will remain ~;.a. t.tle more th~i? an 

ideal visipn u~~j.~ss 'I:he various forms of a..naiy;i~~:hiCh 
:)'r 

. _=~"::-.., , \' 

""""==-~~=-"cnaraoterize the various camps can be themselves in-
\~ " I" 

tegrated. For example, some soc:L,Ologists (e.g", Cohen, 

{l 
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,,,"Phlin.,ParSbns, 'Merton) posit stress-strain si tuat:i0ns 
. .;, - ( 

\' oJ() de~~rminant"s of deli~q~en:t behavior' via sUbcultural 
,:1 ,c, ~. 0"; '" . ., ',. '! ~,') 

,J ~~1nb~rshiPs'~ On th,e ot~r h'~d, psychologi{3ts are in a 

"position to,assess such~potheses on the individual 
,) I:; 'J~i ~ 
level and, therefore, provide validating evidence of 

,I) ,,'many::' sU'ch 'sociologj:t:al explanations (the sa..me would be 
\l 

" true f9r 1:he ,societal or group validation of psycho-

')logi'C:al ~>tplanations). ThuS, the fusion of "ma,pro u a~¢i 

"micro,~' perspectives could "improve the expla~ation and 
" ,_, ~ - I' 

I " 

classificati6n'o~ offender types, although again it is 
" (\ 

presently impossible to determine how problematic th~ 
":' " ::J "c 1/ ,,' ..l .-

issues of diffe;i7entiialtlle.oretical explanation" are as 
,,' Q. /1 " :.' 

,\c 

related t6 ddmmulJ.ica:f;.~on bet~Jeen these" disciplines. 

The'aegree t~ ;which different behavioral :disciplines 

can agree upon conunon constructs wili eventually deter-
(,' 1'1 I: 

" 
l'i mine the degree to whlch' they can collaborate~ 

<f 
~ 0 

One attElr&pt which sought to demonstrat'e thee 

commu~al::itybetween typ6'1ogiep was un,dElrtaken by Warren 
:~ - <~ { .~., ;J' ~.' 

(1971). In an attempt to 'develop a" "colnmQn~' taxonomy, 
(' (: "r 

/ ' Warren attempted to show that there is considerable 

communality in various classificationQ'sy~tems. The 

researcher developed a cross-classification of sixteen 
" c 

differ~nt offendel:' typolog\ies to see ,to ~rhat 9:xtent con-
" 

census exist~d. It "was noted t~~t,~ theJ;~~'ibconsiderable 
- • <.,;." ~\ 

cOMon." ground, out 0 of'which cao IIsyntl),E~tt1" taxonomy of 

o 
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," (! 
six ,suptypes has bee~suggested. Warren identified tbese 

~ r) (> ;j 

subtypes as: (1) asocia\!.; (2) con,formis\t; (3) antisocial 
o \" 

'm~nipulati\Te; (4'-)~'1eurotic; (Ensubcultur~l. identi~iE),r;' C', 

o D, 
anCb (6) situational. Altliough theresearc~er concludes 

'that this "synthesis" ~~uld logically cUlmi~ate in a 

siiliplified taxonomy with almost immediate a~lied signifi

cance, 'Other authors have disagreed with this\V'iew. As 
'~ \ . 

Sparks (1968) had rematked earlier, "It is difficult to 
I.' 

see why it should be thought'desirable apart from an 
'I 

a priori ~le1:i!ef--or a desperate hope--tha.t this 'integra-

tion' will turn out to be useful .for treatment purposes." 
i' 

Similarly, ',' BottO~973) states that li~e all typologies, 

Warren's cqrrm::,n taxonomy, although innova ti ve and a:tnbi-

.. ):.,~pus, must await the sobering test of validation and the 

a~sessment ofcinteraction effects, e.g., persons times 
,. II (J 

settin~s • II 
/1 

In regard td classification (particularly treatment 

typologies), :t;.he issue of comple?tity is a. difficult 

problem. 
o 

~ 

Palmer (1971) indicat~s the treatment typology 
~- ~ 

is complicated by at least:. fou,r very broqidint~racting 
,,_ t' 

variables: type of program, type of treatment envir9n-
b 

\ ... ~ent or set;ting, t~l?e of client, and type of' sta.,j:f 

,\" worker. spa+ (1?6ai and Ki~~;, et~.'~l971) f~~t,~e~ 

o 

admit that tr ratment typologie:e are at ~ "very prc,).m~t~ve 

stage." BOrj ~Son (1968) proposes a complex proce~sual 

o 
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model which wOll,ld make c1~ss~tfication, in the author's, \ 

~view, "more realistic." 1 
.11 

b1 
II 

o 

Conclusion and a Cautionary Remark 

= ~soclo1ogists continue to accuse psycho-
lo'gical typologists of taking insufficient 
cognizanQe of environmental factors; psycho
logists continue to accuse sociological 
typo1og

o
ists of having insufficient regard. 

for, i:p.~tJ::'a-psy~hic factors. Nevertheless, it 
is now possibll§ to find investigators who are 
attempting to theoretically link the,socio
logical, psychological, arid situational vari
ap:les which are all relevant to a comp1ete'ly 

[) satisfactory taxonomy." 

(Warren, 1971) 
:~:'. 

n All c1{:lssificatioi'f schemes are not equally valuable 

I,l 

I: 
I' 
II , 

for c.\11 purposes. SOIne have more direct treatment implica

'" 

tions than others; some are more helpful in "generating 

tes,tab1e hypotheses, 0, 'While others may fac!'!i tate various 
,I, 

types of de~isidh lnaking. Classification ~tems are 

needed for 'control, enuIl.ciation of ,probab1~iol09y, and 
o u 

II 

the demonstration of treatment effectiveness. oj • ., Ali of 

these issues should be addressed, but not without an 

awareness of the great inherent complexity.' The greatest 

truth regardipg classification has
0
and can be spoken as 

a cautionary remark. The New Testament stresses the 

"uniqueness and wor.,th of each huma~ creature," Which in 
'I 

turn is based upon the Judaic tradition of recogI'\~zing 
\\ ;1 ' 

man as' a whole f?erson. With this "realization,.' it is 

o imperative to note that any classifi'cat'ion 'will :ce~ta~lY 
~ 

'ff 
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fail to, c~,Fbu+,<a the individuality of man' and may" very 
, \\ 

well distort the wholeness of man. Unless we retain 
" the ,self-awareness of this problem, the advantage gained. 

thrqugh classification may not outweigh the loss to ,the 

indiviqual. 

,VII. CLASSIFICATION AND GROUNDED THEORY: 
THE SIGNIFICANCE OF THE PRESENT STUDY 

/, 

Q The foregoing disoussion has provided a basic intJj!o-
( 

duction to several issues of class~fication in crimino&~· 

logy. It. is the purpose of this $ection to discuss those 

aspects of the previous narrative more tho~oughly which 

have relevance to the description and interpretation of 

the data collected on the present study population, 

which is comprised of 4,14,6 California Youth Authority 

wards. Particular emphasis will be given ,to those 
, 

aspects of the, previous narrative which are relevant to 

the descriptive and interpretive manner by which the 
",1 

present dat. were classified and analyzed~ There are 
'('.1 

/ 

two issues which have significant m,ethodological implica'" 
'" tions to ·~h~ study of ('the pre~ent data base: classifica-

. 
tion and grounded theory. Techniques of c~ssification 

°pr~Vide a number of ways by which the dai;~ base can be 

o i:organized fO~ analysis. Ii Grounded theory, 01\ ~h:>~~;!ler ~='c,.,~,==, .. c.= ,,"~ ... :~11 
hand, provides ~everal ,methodological tedhniq}les by whl.ch " 

~) o 
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d~Sdriptive dat~ oan be observed cl~d hypotheses confirmed' 
o li''\ 

or' formulated.,' As stat~q earlier l the primary purpc.§1e of 
~ ,) .-

l ,', 0 

this study was .~ t9 infer theoretical expla~ation but 
\. 

rather to provide a thorough d:;~scription of the data. 

o Before the issl:tes of class!fi:catiol'ic and g:coundeg theory 

at'e' integrated in t~rms' of their reciprgcal, implications 

c 

. ,!=o t-his study, each will be discussed separa~ely. 

,bpplied Aspects of Classificati011 

Individual offenders may b.eolas'sified on the basis 

of their criminal careers, criminal"pattern categorie~, 
:;:;t' t, f. 

,. \!, \~" .:.~ ,I.: .• 

including modi operand"", and psycbolog~cal and soc~al 

characteri~,t:,ics. The present. 'authors contend that 
" ,," "" ",'1 ,,', ';'\':;'i'~""~I'~'/.I;::~'~ :;.,,,,., , ~>'I::",; 1" 

classific~'tion can provide the basis l?y wliich criminal 

behavior patterns can be linked to socHa], and personal 
, 

background factors ~,.,J}n""t,ris study they use parole out-
" 

come as the primary c0ite~~on of criminal behavior. 
= 'I 

Criminal behavior pattern must be studied in the indivi-

.dual case; however, in order to form useful cla~~ifica-

tion~., it must b~,emonstra.tecl that a si'zable grouE. of 

offenders who eng~)e in the same type' of crime share 

personality and s?cial background factors. 

The following dimensions are. suggested by Roebuck 
a \', , 

(19671 as homogeneous uri'its b¥ which offenders can be 
" D\~ 

classified: (a) offense pattern; '(b) modi opezaandi; 

(c) social attributes; (d) personality type; (e) sel.f-

67 
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ta~ge of dimensions are '.' rlQt' ,.ge.nerally similar to the 

, tYrJolQgical 'diTi\ens,icins which the present. inveatigatc:>rs 

have a.pplied. This study has subdivided the present 

>data base along the~ following categories: (a) c.)ffense; 

(b) intelligenpe; (c) race;.'(d) alcohol apd other drugs; 

(e) psychological and psychiatric factors; and '(f) vi

olence factors, It is' apparent that such classifica

tions cut across only three of Roebuck's dimensions: 

offense, social attribut.~s, and personality type; 

although this research has certain implications towards 

the other dimensions as well. Election V of this report 

provides a list of the 195,. @/,a:riable items available for 

study in this project and sh9WS how they were organized 
I ') 

into classification dimension to be used in this study, 
\' 

Roebuck further defines study areas which~"are 

considered essential for constructing homogeneous typo

logies. Basically, these areas are: (1) delinquent 

" and/or criminal career; (2) family background; 

(3) developmental history in the,.,family; (4) develop

mental history in the community~ (5), reference group 

orientation and identification; (6) attitudes; 

(7) developmental history, cl,?hysical; (8) developmental,. 

hi's tory , personal. Although the present study ma~es no 

'attempt",to c{pproximate Roebuck' s dimensions ot" 
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classi:eication, it is nevertheless important to specify 

those information areas which are sigl):~ficant sources 

for this s'b;udyoj Generally, the )?rese:nt data base thus 

far devel~pe0d offers little in relation to family baok

ground; .' family at]ld commun~ty developmental histor~ I OJ:' 
", .. 

offender a,ttitudes. On the other hand; pers\onal deve.1op-

mental information such as intelligence test scores, 

personality profiles, informa'tion on the offender ',S 
\\ 

delinquent ca~eer, physical history, and reference group 

orientation information is relatively well represente.l;i. 

C' Like most general order variables derived from legal 
" " . ' 

sourc~)s, the data base as it exists today does not 

acll!eve ., the depth of developmental understanding, e. g. , 

family conflict informat~p:ll' family cohesion, parent 

attitude, etc., which Ro~puck defines as important ::to . ",,' 

"his "d,imensional analysis," although such infol:mation is 

available to the project·,f,ff narratitve foxont .from the \v 
" ,.' 

cumulative case summaries. 

considerin9\\ that dUplication of any "ideal" typo-
" I., • "ii 
/)~ogy is presently not feasible, the limits 'l:o classifica-~t! 
~'G ~) 

tion were defined in this study by the nature of the 

d,ata base_I'This should not imply that info:r.mation de

'rived fror/ legal sources is no~~ of great importance, but 
tr ~ c 

rather suggests that fewer beha.vior oriented classifica-

. tions are poss~lble. For example, 'consider the 
" 

I 
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rimplications of the cumulative summary I which is a stand-
o 0 

n ,', 

ard info~mati(m,~9U(~J for this study, providing 50 of 

the 195 variable items collected on the study poupulatiol1,. 

As nOJ:e'd in Section II of this report, the cumulatj)ve 

ca$e summary provides some developmental information in 
~ 1\. 

,th~ so/hal evaluation by the case work~:. Diffic\!lty 

a:ri~es, however ~ when we s,eek to Cl;issify each offender 
J J (( , . 1m ~re basis of any defined dSivelopmental cue.t The 

r ~"'==" e, 
,I" :1 

,11 prob'lem "of commonality of assessment procedures between 
C, ".' k 

II case worker~ indicates" that no 'universal i,tem of informa-

tion is collected on all offenders. This difficulty 
.... ~; 

, , 

prev:~nts the bU,ilding of. a developmental typology based 
'Ie " 

upon"behavioral', indices. In a very real sense, thi$ 
'l 
\:\ \' 

issue is quite' simiI~tr to the conceptual difficulty of 

"developi11g behavior li'elevant classifications beyond the 
r~ 

legaiJ.. defin.i?tioIl since in'most studies which 'fuse legal ' 
,Q 

records, it is often true tha,t behav,ioral and/ordeve'lop-

mental information is lacking\ 
o 

<;) 

To underst'andfurtl1,.er why in ad,dition 1:'0 the aBove-

\ men~ restr~ints the pr;'""nt dimensions' of' ~+assifica
tion were chosen, one,"must con$±d,/er an ~~;?seIitial goal of 

• .r. .. 

this ~,tudy. Rather than seeking t.o·develop i:reatrnent, ...... ,) 

"c~edidl:i ve, or eti~lQgical typologies ,<' the present 

> . investigato.rs define this effort as an. exploratory 
, ~ " 0 

o>venture in .whid:)., tha,i'primary goal is one ))of quantitative 
~ 0 

o . , 

'\ 7/0 
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de$,cription and \c'omparison. 
(It) Q 

.'J 
An additional goal ,of tlfe study is to generate 

comparat~ve data .. which "might ultimately lead .to improving 

treatment ;~l1nd/or parole outcome. When such applied 

aspects are. considered, it becomes important to define 

not only the presentO investigators' d~;fii1ition -of ex

ploration but also an exp~anation ,of the applied m~thod 

of 'deriving relationsh~ps. To further understand both 
. \~) I 

of 'these l.ssues, the assumptions as well as the method

ological 'techniques of grounded theory must be considered. 

0.1 , 

Applied Aspects of Grounded Theory 

,,;>Recalli,ng that grou~ded theory, according to Glaser 

'and strauss (1968), was. previously defined as ,~ ••• 
~ ~ 

"analyzing data' and work,j.ng outwards to generalize explana-
. 

tions through the systematic or theoretical sampling of 
(J 

the data," it becomes apparent that slJph a process is 

, methodologically relevant to this study. However, rather 
"'--;."" 1\ 

thQn assuming t~at the process of working outward from . 
the data will" result in the nec,essary formulation of 

theoretical explanation, ,the present investigators assume 
(; .~ 'r-. ,~ 

o ~ , 

only that ground~d theory can provide th~ methodological 

, as~ons around which the data co~parative efforts 

., h '. 1 ,canpr,pceed. 'In this manner, although t eoret~cc; 
o , 

formulation is generally an important goal of, research, 5 ., 
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V I ;:0 , it" is more accurate" to state that the methodologica'l 

\ procedures "Of grounded theory are of primary importan.ce' 

1i 

'\\ 1\ 
'I 
\1 

\ 
--'"'' 

)) 

~) 

\
there. To at~[~mpt th~oretical ~xplanations wou~d have 
~'"' ' u 

'reen beyc7nd th'e scope of this study. Glaser and Strauss 

(1968) d/kfine gfounp.ed theory as " •.• purposefully dis-
jf 

covering theory through soci,al research," which is ~bme
S? 

what different from the descriptive. basis of this studY.' 

The theoretical implic9.tions of this project ~re 

morei:n'li,j'e with tpat of Me~ton (1949) who "defineJ 
• 'J ,I! . .) 

I. serendipi tyli as the unanticipated I' anomalous, 'and 
, 

stra"begic finding giving rise to new hypotheses. This 
, 

def ini tion i'E; :quit.e similar to the'proces's by" whi¢.h the 
~ ~ 

present inves,tigators have proceeded with this proj!ect' fl'> 
\\ 

desc,riptive and comparative tasks that open up a wealth 
o 

o 
" of exploratory implications for the reader as weJJ.:1. ,. 

The comparative aspects of 
f 

tIns project arej 
, f. ' 

im~(ortant because of "t11:e general properties and /relations 

between categories t.hat may "emerge from t.he various forms 
(J 1,\ 

of classification. For example, comparing groups of 

'Oc-ff~~d~rs classIfied i? te;ms of their intell~g~nce 
,,' 

levels~;' i.e., mentak,,,-,defe9,t.i1¥.e, borderline"" dull normal, 
.'? (::)~';. , rr ~" c:;. I,) ,: 

[, ,'. 'ct) 
average, bright notInaJ., super;tor, very superior, with 

~ "17. " r,""{\\" . " 

~ their resPective average ,~ticcess on parole catave 

further implications pr6!i~f~g~the relationSh~"noted 
'" 

seems roughly '/linear between the two va~iables. 
'9 
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The prImary value of grounded theory to ,this study, ~, 

then, Jies in the man:p,er~':im which data, are analyzed and 
.. '/ D r 

re'lationsh~ps ',~}ld potential hypotheses noted. The cross-

tabulation" of any "two 'variables can provide potentjal 
Q 0 17 

" leads by which hYPo,theses can be g'enerated providing 

that 'the investigat,or can. maintain a sensitivity t9 the 
, !l 

implications'of noted relationships. As Glaser and 
."~"'\\ 

strauss (1968) remark, '~When quan:titative data Q.re 
,0 ,.,' 

reported in verificat.ioni;tl and d(~scril?ti:ve studies, 

typically each association is given in table form with a 
C ,. 1,1, 

('<; 11 )J -: 
technically exact discQ5siO,n of it; and then the state-

.' I 0 '" 

I';:' meht is qualified by tentative statements and alternative 

// 

'" 

explanations or 'iI1terpretations. " A;J..so, Glaser and 

Straus9 note that direction and magnitude of detected 
. . ~ 

relationships are imp'6rtant: to the further elabo'ration 

" of the ,'association, since, providing that a relatiol'rship 
", 

is" found~ the reader may verify such a finding for him-
''I S11r. ~~afiY of these methodologidal procedures were iIl-

teg~R-,:ted int;o this project, including proportions" 

~
\ \\') . 

fr~qU'~n(\cies , COItlpar,a ti ve direction and magnitude, as 
~, '\ 

we l\t a1\ methods of facilitating ,visual comparison. 

\.G;r~Unded theory alsQ provides important implications 

towa\~~ ('~eterm:lning the statistical significance of noted 
\."":",,, "'" , 

relat~tor;,ships between any' two variables. Fo:tthis 
\ {,'; Q 

"'.~, \/ ' 

prOj ect; the percentage dev'iation from an overall offEimder" , 
,1\, 

" 'j;, 
II 
'I \, " 
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population parole success rate is the prim;;trYNariab1e 

of comparison. A1 though ~c~ntage °difference can " 
(0 \\ 

indicate re1ation~hips', "this method has its real liznita-

,tiona, i~,;>determining aC,cu~t..e~SUCh ~ssociations. As 

~cu,~- ef-fifrts are ~rimar:.~~ dese ~. PtiV~ in nature, t.he 

app'lication, of stat,isti6a1 test of significance was nc.)t 
n ,,~ " 

regarded ~s eS'sential but rather eyond the parameter of 
'J 

:0 

\: ota? ~ty.dy/ "As G1~ser and strauS's (1968) stat~, 

"Statisti6a1 tastsof significance.of an as~oc!ation 

between variables are not necessary.'when toe qiscovered 
() 

between indices at!e uS,ed for sug~psting" 
• " ".\1 

associ(;btj.ons 

hypotheses .• " Since this study could be also defined as 
Cl a sur~eyo analysis, " ••• this process, (test;s of si~nifi-

'n 

cance) should be relaxed for all survey analysis" 

(Selvin, 1957). 
,0 f) n\~'.::) 

Se1vin further questions whether such 
,;P 

tests are appropriate with survey data, sincE:1 the 
" \\ 

statist1d~1 ass~ptions 
0. . Q 

met wit:h,:;:)such data." To 

necessary to U:'se them canll0t be 

use Qer~entage differences as 
. " 

the primary method of displaying associations was con
i) 

~:J , () " /,~:, 

s~dered ~ufficient for .,the exploration of suggestE;ld 
C7 

r~lationships. This method of dat'a prese!l'tation could 

lead to suggesting hypotheses ,. from the il;lspection of 
IJ 'J~'~ 

, these data and thus would fulfill one of ~he expectations 
(Y 

'!~ 

Q of theproj ect. 
C01) 

~: . 

II " 00 o 

,;S " 

I:' 
(f 

" 

(J 

" 



~" II 

,>, 

(.i, 

'\ 
"/'il 

~'O 
,.1', 

~) '; '" 
0' 

;\ 

/ , 
~; 

{), 
,0 

-, 

P ,) 

)) 

() <0 

" ,,"1 

o 

j) 

w" 

(~ 

v 

, 
__ -"'-___ \'-_'~ ,~U,~,,~_ ......... _.0 .... 1 

c\ 

o 

"' 

",) 

o 

o 

Techniques of Data Des'cription ang. Analysis 

r\ 
\\ 

,Hav'ing outlined the methodological a'ssumptions 

around which this study was designed, it is .important to 
o 

describe 'the format by which data are presented and the 

methodology by which relationships ere noted and dis

cussed throughout the reports of the proj~ct. 

Of great descriptive importance" is the criterion of 

parole success, which is the primary variable for compar

; ison between class,ifica~ion subgroups. Recalling that a 

'primary purpose of this project was to present cl'assifica-
() '\ f) 

t~"on data and their relationship to parole success or 

failure, the following technique was developed to present 

such data. 

The relationship between the categ'ory of any variable 
" 

item and parole success will be expressed by a symbol 

denoting deviation from the pyerall average success rate. 

In#iuded with most per oent success (%8) figu~es" of any 
Jj " 

population subgroup will be a circular figure deEfigned 

to express graphically bot.h magnitude and direction of 
l"}· q 

the deviation from the overall offender population parole 

success rate of 60.9% for the 4,146 ~outhful offenders 
,/ o 

fpllowed on parole over a 15-month period. This' procgdure 
o 

is quite in accordance with the suggestionCZJ'GlaSer 'and 
" 

Strauss. The following sYlllbols will be used throughout 
~ most reports of thois project: 
~ 

" Cl 
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-20:; .i5% '_ -10% -5% -4% ':3% -2% +2,% +311 +4% .+5Z +10% +15% +20% .e-.· · ". • ,0 o o o OQ,O 
NEGATIVE DEVIATIONS FROM T~E OVERALL SUCCESS RATE POSITIVE DE'IiATIONs FROM THE OVERALL SUCCESS RA~E 

As noted r solid will symbolize pa:r:.ole success 

,rates below the overall success rate of 60.9%, while emphy 

circles \llill denote success rates. C\,bove the overall rate. 
D 

\j" , 

,Also, the magnitude or size of the figure will approximate 

the deviation in terms of percentage point 
f 

difference from 

1, 

!: the tot~l success rate. 

While this explanation may suffice to understand the 

information presented in Volume i whiqhdoes not contain 

comparGitive tables, it seems appropriate to, briefly dis

cuss the prbced~re adopted':;eor all subsequent volumes 
?-, '{, 

that contain standard sets of comparative tables. The 

remaipder of this section will explain the organization 
11,1 

.'.':;" 

of the comparative tables as presented in Volumes 2 ttlrough 

9 to familiarize the reader of this volume with the total 

design of the study report. It is al's,Q important to keep 
(,', ,I, \ 

in mind that in addition to the standard sets of compar-

ative tables an?). the narrative presentation of the find~ 
o \). 

,:ings, liberal use of graphic presentation is made in all 

volumes to facilitate visual summarization of the 

extensive numerical information. 
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Before turning"to"an exemplary table Which will 

.~ demonstrate the process by which a relationship between an 

independent variq.ble o:t:'.two independent variables and the 

dependent variable (parole outcome) can be detected, several 

other tab:~lar guides should be discussed. 
::::. 

The ~able below is an actual summarY'BciE'i'e e:x:trac;;ted 

. from volume 2 ~n Intelligence Fact6rs, in which the seven 
if 

Wechsler intelligenc~ classification catego~ies are presented 

as the hori~ontal axis and the secono. variable 0+' i'nterest 

(in this case, race) is pre~ented as the vertipal axis. In 

addition to the spe~ific classification catec;:fories discussed 

in each volume and presented as the horizontal axis,·· each 

standard set of comparative tables contains also in the first 

columri. ,the data on the total study population as a point"Q,f 

reference when examining the qomparative. data. This column, 

which gives the. total study population figure, does not con-

tain the circular symbols in order to leav€ a clearer and ex-

elusive view of the comparative data on the specific d'lassifica-

tion categori'es discussed. 

IOlITt 

Hm 

~ClTAl STUDY 
rOPuLATlOf4 

ktXICAK''''UICAH 18,6% 
lUau 

n 10/6 
\\ 26.0% 
\ 60.315 

~, 8t9% 

'- 63.8%5 

"(NrAI.. 
DUtCIiV. 

G 
26.1% 
SO,015 

12 
52.2% 
75.01S 

1 
4.3% 

loo,O%S 

o 

CWAMIIVE MIA ON 1~'ELLlGEIICE CLASSIFICATIOIf SUBGROUPS 
RACE 

~t81 • 
51.m 

~~,)l 0 
68,2%$ 

75 
59,1: 
65,3%$ 

t 
0.8~ 

100,01$ 

o 

CULt. 
"ORl1Al 

3~'41 • 
56.01S 

258 
25,8% 
1iQ,$lS 

l89 
38,9% 
60,4%5 

19 
1,9: 

]).71S 
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AVUA~E 

1354 
5S,GX 
liQ,m 

458 
18,81 
61.61S 

SI6 
2l,/1 
60,2%$ 

46 
1,~% 

58.71$ 

t,i 

• 

IRICkt 
HQRMAL. 

394 
88,5% 
~5,O%S 

o 

o 

luPtRIOR 

~.51 0 
6B,gxs 

2 
2051 

,.::.::.::.-~,., 100.0lS 

1 
1.3% 
0,01$ 

3 
l.U 

06.11$ 

VI" 
10m lOR 

9 
100.01 
7/,8%$ 
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Reference point A has been identified to prpvide 

explar'!ation of 'data results for the cross"'"cJJassificatiion 
'\.) c 

of two variable items (in this case, the number of .the C 

total study po~ulafion who are Caucasian). 
lj 

From top to 

bottom within A", it can be noted that the first figure 
o 0 

r~fers to the total number of cases which fall within 

that category, while the second figure indicates the 

percentage of that category wit.hin this column. The 

. third figure reports the percentage of the subgroup which 

was successful on parole (%S) 15 months af,ter release. 
Z.~\ 

The difference be't-ween this figure and the total success 

rate is often figuratively displayed, using circular 

symbols, although it can be noted that not every category 
,--::.'';1 

, ' , . 

contai·ns a. symbol of parole success deviation. When no 
" 'J 

symb~l is displayed in the comparativ~ tl~bles, it ,,;i,s 

usually due to one of three reasons: (1) the deviation 
u{"" 

symbol has been provided elsewhere, as in the case of 

the total study population data that "are presented'without 

(/exception in Volume 1: BackgrQJJ,pd o~ the Study and Statis-" 

tical Desc~ption of the Total Study Population; (2) t~ere 

are too few cases (less than 10) in the category to justify 

the use of the symbol; or (3) there is hO appreciable 
-!\~:. \:; '~~ 

deviation (less than one per cent) from "the overall parole 

success rate. Thus, (~hen ten of fewer cases are 'reported 
,-; ~ ... ~,?:: c' " 

in any category, there will not :(.oe an accompanying symbol 
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1,\ "e as exemplified in B. 
p 

It is important to note that in 

those cases where a sizable geviation symbol is found, Q 

() '\ 

OlJ,e has to chec.,k the frequency (N) of that subgroup_, 
,\.-' 

for example, reference point C identifies a case wher,e, 

upon initial scanning, there appears to be a sizable 

negative deviation from the ove:rall success rate. How-
" 

ever, one should also be cognizant of the fact -that the 
" 

.', Ii , 

category ift question contains only 21 cases. In such 
ii 

9i tuation~~ the figurative d;i.splay must be interpreted 

with caution so as not to be misled by the symbol alone. ° 

At times when deviations of substantial magnitude occur 
o 

and the N is small, the value or importance of such 
(, 

"11 
information should be weighed with the fre~uency in mind. 

To provide an example of "how a relationship can be 

" noted"ibetween one or two variables 6f interest and the 
!I "" 

\,riterion (parole success), an ~i!'itual table from Volume 2 

em Intelligence F~i3.ctors has been selected to provj.de ex

emplary evidence lof how associations ~an be noted by using 
I 0 0 

the process of fi\durative p.i,splay. The table below shows 

the r,elationship between the seven wecpsler inte+ligence 

classifications Ulorizontal axis), total amount of work 
" 

experience (verticial axis), and ,J?arole success, for II the 

study population. 
I\' 

" 
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TOTAL tlUDY 
POPULATION 

K q59 
HONt 11.5% 

58.815 

IllQ6(, 
00' I; /00"1"1 i6.7X 

59.315 

« 725 
Ii· n IIO"IHI 18.1% 

65.215 

« m 
12' 18 IIO"IHI 7.91 

5MI5 

K ll8 
18 • 24 MONTHS loSl 

6l.81S 

kENTAL 
DIII~TIYI 

1 
5.01 

100.01$ 

10 • 
~.01 
5O.01S 

~ 
1~.OI 

II)J.OIS 

1 
5.01 

l00.01S 

H 433 q 
'14 IIO"IHI AND oVt" 10.a: 20.01 

66.l15 75.0%5 

COtlPAAATlVE DAlA OIl INTElLlr,Ellt£ CLASSIFICAlIOII SUCGRO\IP3 
Aim \lOR!( EXPERIEittE 

IQ'DI'LIN! 
DULL 

HO'II.IL IVt_AU 

15 • loa • 218 
12.1% 11.2% 11.81 
46.7%5 52.n~ 59.7%$ 

39 • m e 890 
31.51 3MI 37.71 
53.815 57.61$ 59.m 

27 0 190 0 398 0 21.81 19.81 16.91 
74.115 66,315 6'1,315 

7 16 191 e 5.61 Ijgl 8.11 
IMI5 59.215 57.615 

4 26 0 91 
3.21 2.71 3.91 

SO.GIS 65.41S 61.51S 

15 0 121 254 0 12.l1 12.61 lo.sl 
80.01S 62.815 65,71S 

~ 

MIGlfT '''"Y HOl'KAi. IUPI"'O. \umIO_ 

47' €> 6 
10.9% 8.01 
68.1lS 8l.m 

171 ,e ~.31 0 4 
39.81 4Ml 
51.315 79.Q15 100.015 

88 0 U ., I 
20.51 17.11 31.31 
69.31S 46.21$ 13.315 

11 0 6 1 
1.7i 8.0% 11.11 
M.m 83.315 100.01S 

Il 0 3 
:.01 4.01 

76.915 66.71$ 

10 0 1 I 
7,01 9.lt 11.11 

70.01S 85.715 lOO.OIS 

Recalling that solid circles denote parole success 

below the overall success rate while empty circles 

, symbolize deviations above the total success rate, ~,everal 

one and two variable relationships can be noted. Fi~st 

of ~ll within the borderline and dull normal intelligepce 

"subgroups there appears to be some rela tion~hip with work 

experience. Scanning these two subgroups vertically 

indicates that the parole success rate improves with the 

amount of work expex::ience;also this ,association"seems to 

imply that the tran.sition from negative tp positive 

deviation from the succ~ss rate of' the entir~ study group 

takes place between ~ero to six months catego'ry and six 

to' twelve months category. This relationship seems. to 

d,iminish for the aver~ge and bright normal gr~~ although 
:~~-
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some degree of association" is still apparent. 

N 

Another relationship of interest involves, the inter

action of amount of work experience, intelligence 

c::!:.assification, and par~:>le outcome. For example, 

~'f£endets with work exp~~rienoe of six months or less 

'1(.~e1n t.o display a relationship between parole suocess 
J: • 

~nd intelligenoe. It appears as intelligence inoreases 

for these experience groups so does their percentage of 

par.ole ~luccess. It certainly is quite apparent from this 
(] 

tQbl~ that individuals who are handioapped in both their 

employ~nt history and their intelligence show a rela

tively high recidivism rate. 

AJ. though this table was selected for the purpose of 

demonstrating an example of how to note relationships, 

it is important to clarify the limitations of Such find

ings. As Glaser and strauss 'suggest, such a figurative 

displaY!b allows the reader to verify findings for h~i.rnself 

while noting proportions, Nls, comparative.odirection of 

relationsh~psl and magnitude of deviations. However, 

unlike the assumptions o.f grounded theory, this study 

will offer few tentative statements or alternative" 

explanations for any noted relationships. The vast number 

of tables and figures of this project disallows an "in

depth" discussion of either the directionality of a 

'(i!, relationship or its extraneous and/or spurious implications. 
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for 'e'kample, it is' uncl~rtain as to whether the noted 
,\ 
\J 

relationships are due:to any 'causal orr.ler, e.g., work 
, ",', I 

• experience causing imlproved li',aX\ole Success, intelligel~ce 

causing' parole SUivceSiS, or whether other variables of! 
j 

; importance are ;t vol'i\7ed. Generally, this proj ect . wiil.l 
if 
" 

retrain from conferring meaning on a 
i, 

rela tion~flip asli 1/ , 

well as suggesting hypotheses which, al though piaus~tbl~r, 
;1 

are generally beyond the descript.ive implicatio~'s of the 

study design. Such implioations should generally a~~ait 
I) 

the more preoi~_!l)l verification of dorrelational procedures 

and inferential techniques before directionality can be 

determined from such data. 

The relevance of these findings to rehabilitation 

and ~treat:tnent~,s also unclear since until the etiological 

~mplications of these findings can be sorted out, no 
\', . 

conclusive statement can be made regarding either i::he 
II 

explanation or treat1'nent of criminal behavior. 

The/lability to scrutinize the data is of primary 

im~,ortance to e~tracting relatiorl·511.ips among variables. 

liThe 3!'eader :must have a per~pective that will help him 

see relevant data and abstract significant categories 

from his examination of the data" (Glaser and Strauss, 

1968). Grounded theory again provides the basis by which 
ff 

.f 

the data analysis can proceed in systamatic fashion, 

recalling that the reader" must retain an openn~ss to 

I' 
"'J 

t, 
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.;,noting,;:\elatio~\~PS. The table below provides examP17s 

of how a table can\l b~' scrutinized not pnly in relat,~on ~( 
. ~" \j 'i \ 

to the ,dominant i(~ications of the parole Success devia~ 

tion figures but Jp, terms of" simple proportional analyses 
; b 

of 0 two i~depefid:enJ variables. The following' table which 

i$ also extl:acted from Volume 2 presents.' intelligence 
. t 

" 

classification groups as the horizontal axis anti indivi

dual vi9lence in the admission offense as the vertical axis. 

~AI..STUD't' 
POPUl,ATlCN 

N 2')00 ,: 
72.5% 
S8.5~S .Ji 

H m 
ir;'~EAT NO ~E"PCH 3,n 
. .-. 63.9%S '", 

N 30ll 
Tllmt WITll WfAPok 7.6% 

71,1%5 

N393 "~ 
"lIiOR INJURlt~ 9,8: 

MAJOR INJURIES 

68.2%$ 

H lQ/ 
2,7% 

68.2%5 

H 36 
0.9% 

72.2~S 

MENTAL 
OEFEc.rIV£ 

;~.O% 0 
66,7%5 

I 
5.0% 

100,0%5 

2 
10.0% 

100.0%5 

cdtPARAtl'iE DATA ON INTELlIGElleE ~~~j:ICATIOII SUBGROUPS 
" inDIVIDUAL VIOlEIICE" IN """IS510H OFFE.SE 

BORDERLINE. 

87 
70,2%1'J • 
59.8%5 

4 
312%t.tJ 

l00.Q1S 

i~.9%'" • 
56.3%5 

9 
:1'.3%m 
66.7%5 

) 

2.4%rtJ 
2,OO.,?!S 

DulL 
NORMAL 

~~2%WJ • 
56.2%5 

35 . 
316%(!;, __ 

54,315 I, 

7~.9%"'J 0 
65.m 

1~.2%tW 0 
69.QZS 

25 0 2.6%1:11 
72.0%5 

4 
D.4% 

7S.0%S 

AVERAGE 

1704 
72.2Z"'J • 
.58.7%5 

7tl%IIIJ 0 
63.9%5 

162 0 
S,9%U4} 

72.2%5 

2~.6%IW'O 
67.2%5 

~.7%1fIJ 0 
67.2%5 

2f.0% 0 
69.m. 

BRIGHt 
NORMAL 

335 
77.9%"'1 
6009%5 

8 
1.9%1 'J 

'.75,0%5 

SUPEf'IOA 

~t7~ 0 
66,m 

2 
2,7% 

loo.0%S 

36 0 S 
8.~%m 12,0% 

77.8%5 88.9%5 

2t3%1 ~Q 
73.9%5 '" 

12 
2.8% lUI • 

58.3%5 

2 
2.7% 

100.0%5 

1 
1.3% 
0.0%5 ~ 

2 ) 5 
1.2% 

80.0%5 
I' 2.7%. I 

i, \",JfI!l'.~:f" 

VEnY 
SUPERIC~ 

6 
66.7% 
66.7%5 

1 
il.a 

IOQ.O%S 

1 
11,1% 

100.0%5 

Excluding temporarily the figures ()f parole success devia ... 

tion 'from our consideration, it is interesting to note 

,dthe distribution of violence in the admission offense as 
;!5J~ 

contrasted with each intelligence subgroup. For example, 
'> 

with:i:'n, the average intelligence group it can be not~d 

that: 72 per cent of this group did not ,!:hreaten or ac-
:.~: 'I 

tually oommit a viq;I.ent act, 3 per cent threatened their 
_ ~~ 0 

victimil 7 per cen·t t.·hreatened:;'th~ir'-:~victim with a ~W'eapon, 
- .' t(t '. "~I 

83 
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etc. When:contrasting these findings with other inttf11i~" 

ge~nce supgroups it can be noted that these proportions 

'ar'/: generally sitni~'ar 'across all intelligence groups. 

Another propor,i;.iona1 analysis which can be ,applie4"£ 
·~;~t?~~:::, 

to t.his table is not as straightforward since, unl:tk,e 
Y.' • 11' .,,,\ 

the previous exa~ple, no percentage figures are provided 

in the tables. This anaJ,.ysis consists of a qomparison of 

the distribution of intelligence groups for ,each violent ',) 

category. These perceutage figures. have' been inserted 

for demonstration purposes as numbers o'Q,tside each cate

got'}~. For example, the "none" distribution indicates 

that of those who did not threat,en or commit a violent 
,~ \ 

act 3 per cent wer~ of borderline inte11ig'~mce, 23 per 

cent were of dull normal intelligence, 59.per cent were 
" 

of aver~ge intelligence, and 12 per cent were of bright 

normal intelligence. When comparing these proportions 

across all violent groups, i~ appears that these propor~ 

tions are relati:,ve1y constant, indicating. that the indivi

duals of average intelligence account for 54 to 64 p~r 

cent of violent behavior across all violent categories. 

The insertion of the., addi tiona1 percentage figures should 

imply that9} (1) the tabular display of data is not all 
vi 

inclusive, in that certain potential relationships must 

be extracted by the computations of the read~r~ and 

(2) the number of possible relationships are usually 
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more extensive th'1;n the typical table can ~p.r~"pent. 
~ . .. /?~.:.J 

A . 't' 't t· . 1 · d 't. il 
'" t ga"l,.h! a sensl. l.Vl. y 0 l11anl.pu atl.ng escrl.p,/ltv'e\.{a, a 

.? ',i .,f 

may help derive relationships which might otherwJse 
'.' 

retriain hidden.. The use o~ imagination in look;thgat 

such data may provide for tpe reader additional findings 

whioh the present investigators have neith~r the time 

nor ~he personnel to extract. 

Other than the comparative proportional implications 

of the independent variables in the table above, brief 

mention should be made of the dependent variable (parole 

success). Since the visual displa~ of success Aev~ation 

from the overall success rate is still tb,e primaryu'¥ari .... 

able of comparison, this table should also be analt:iied 

on the basis .of this criterion. The most nQtewprthy 
,~: .:c., •. :..;. .. 

finding when viewing the entire range of d.eviation 

figures is that there seems to be a "clustering" effect 

of parole success deviations. It appears that 

CYA wards of below aveJ;age intelligence, who are assessed 

as using no threat or threat without act~l violence, 

ge~~rally have a below average success rate. This find~ 

ing is quite in contrast with wards with average or above 

average intelligenQ~ w~,o were\'c:\s~essed as using a more 

serious" thrE;at. or actual, vioJ.ence in their admission 

offense but who display paro~e success rates above that 

of the total. group. This "clustering" effect coq.ld be 

·,r~85 
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due to any nUmber of explanations, the delineation of 

which is beyond the scope of this pr6ject~ 

Summar:tly, grounded theory provides" the methodological" 

basis by which data derived from the process of cro:ss

classification can be examined~ In so doing,. it must be 

remembered 'chat such a process is par,tially limited by 
(I 
1)1 ~ 

the priorities of Qata. assessment cho\~en by the study's 

investigators ~ Th,'e present investigators have determined 

that parole succeE~S is the most important Variable of 

comparison, considering the primary goals 'of this proj~ct~ 

Th;~does not presume, however, that other forms of 
\\ 

12.ro12ortional ana:lysis are not possible with the tables 

presented in the various projec,t reports. Each reader's 
c' 

preconceptions x:egarding the data will partially deter-

mine the extensiveness to which the data are an211yzed, 

considering that no investigator approaches reali,ty as a 

ta'bu"la 
CJ 

tJaea., The present investigators have provided 

several examples of how the present,data are generally. 

,assessed throughout the reports of this project as well 

~ providing examples of how the data can be independ-
'II. 

\i 

ently analyzed. Undoubtedly, there are methods of tabular 

analysis wpich go beyond the methodological techniques 
, 

of grounded th~q~y, many of which might glean many other 
C'~-'-''-~ 

interpretations from the same data. . It is therefore 

true to present this study as arepQrt and a challenge. 
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The investigators here have presented the:l:r results 

according to their own presulnpt,iveorganization of the 

data. ~n so doing, other possible interpretations are 

missed; and, considering the size and extensiveness of 

the data base, the ex~~ination ofCalternate techniqu~s 

of analysis will be most .important to its optimal use. 
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> tiQn ,~~ :~§,~4 g9~(I;n~ \9{'#tW1ilt~~ pta.nt9lJt,f lb:u.t JU~~e~;l(te:OIS:ti.ve 

u§ie ,qf~:r:,a..phiq P};,e.J?~.n:t;.§.tiQ»gJ" 'Wl};i.1;1 ®et~oa lof \p~,e;lSe.l'lt..at.iol'l" 

i:q~,~!;h~p w~tn .S P};,te.~ ,~;l{.p~§.:n.~t9~Y t~;l{:t.1 :W~.$if'elt tt..O Ibe ®OJ;l't. 

ll~~1fy:t .:t:g tn.€) .g,g~~,e.Qtti9n~l VX'.~9til.t,.on~X' ,a:6 'w.ell ,AS iPhe 

~i:J.:l4~m:f; ,Q'f qpEP,e.g~i91H~1; i§§:u~§ ~n.~ :p91J"'cle~,,, 

11§ J!1§n'ti9ne.9. .~§'1,;'M.~~ I p~X't ·tW9 ,pf 'U,ollA.:une :1 i:s ..eX'" 

o~Y§~v§:ty 9Qn.Q,e.t'ne.g 'witIl .d§~,cti:pt~~~ statist:ic:s of \~ne 
, ". \"~ll ' 

~p:J:m.p t ~Y~§§'4y,e.nt vgl~.me§ 'will !'le.al--~11;b c,on\p~,,;iso,ns 

g~tw§@n §@Y@l!al ~~gyP~ .andt~~~efo~ethe'y will £.ollow 'a 

gi~~~.u~l§nt PfH~ig g~~i'I11.'h 'L'hta data. will ,be presented. ,and 

~li,§gl:HH~gg wj,th1n th~ foll.owi.tl9:subsect,i<.ms: 

V+.:tJ: Xmliv1d.uAl Ca:::se Hieto.ry lnfor:mation; IX 'Intelligence 

Feot;Qtt§; X AC!;lderoic li'aato:rsi Xl Vocational Factors: XII 

~et'§~nality ltAotOl:~ 1.xl:lIPsychia~ric~c Factors; XIV Offense 

Rel!;lted Faoto~s including Violence Information and P~ole 

Follow~UP1 XV Initial Institutional programing. 

~ 

INDIVIDUAL CASE HISTORY INFORMATION VI II, 
o I. 

l. '. General Social Background Factors 

,~, 

MQ~,,;t/ 'bf the a.dmissions to the Recepbion Guidance 
0',\\ 

Cent~r' were committ~~d hy Superior Courts (80~7%) • Figure 

1"-' shows that their success rat.e was slighflvb~.s.t.ek-, than 
~.... dYi\!;~ ," \f' :' 

average \';'ah\"~~ubstantia'+lY better than the .succesS>~;,f~'tQ 
}\,) jrl I,! 

of tbe J'uvenile CO\l~t and Justice Court cornm!l:ments. 
, (. I ' 

.• t:.,.? ':2. 
a~ 
~ \,,' 
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younger grabp 'Of qffen~~~s' T!he-1atte;r groupxnay iJ;lC,.;.1.ude a 

, »~~;~~;.' ... , t:~}~~~ -:;;, ::T;~~~~.- "'~~. 
and a1soJ: in a1't -:prbi5'~:ttity'~ " a . high proportion of 

.' . : P \~l~>~~, 

offenders against \property~:~' Admission status is de-

pict~d in FIgure 2~ 

JUVENILE 
COUIF-::' 

345 
8,3 

• 51.6 

~I' .. ' • 

s'~!iJ~1ir°R 
3339 
BO.7 

o 

62.2 

MUNICIPAL 
COURT 

438 
10,6 

• 
58,0 

, ·F,IGURe"l··· 
TOTAL STUDY' POPULATION 

COMM ITMENT COURT 

JUSTICE 
CO.URT 

18 
0.4 

• 55.6 

FiRST 
ADMIssioN 

N 2470 . 
% 60.5 

o 
%5 .67.0 

DO 
FIRST 

RETURN 

{)OO 

'19io 

• 54.9 

TWO OR MORE READMISsloN 
RETURNS AFTER DISCHARGE 

732 113 
17.9 2.0 

e • lj7,O 57.3 

FIGURE 2 
TOTAL STUDY POPULATION 

ADMISSION STATUS 

The 'r'acial composition of the study popu1ati.on 
J.' ,t 

fo11ows"~loseiy the distribut'f:'6rt' of al1 .. G~nuni tments,,\o' 

the California Youth Authority during 1964 and 1965. i(\ 

%5 

WHITE 

2212 
53.4 

60.9 

r-f~~ICAN
AME~ICAN 

m. 
IB.6 

61.1 

BLACK 

1070 
26.0 

6Q.3 

. FIGURE.3~" 
TOTAL STUDY .. P()PUL~'i:l()ff 

RACE . 

c::==:;" .:::::11 , 

OTHER 

80 
1.9 

o 
63.3 
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The range of age for all wards commj~ tted to the 
IJ 

california Youth Authority is from 8 to 23 years. The 

age range of the older group.l which is the subj ect of 

this study, is from 16 to 23, with only 2.3% of the 

admission below, 18 years of age and only one per "Cent 

older than 21 years of age. The average age at rece.pti,on 

was 19.44 years (SO = 0.94) and the average age at the 

time of release on parole was 20.24 years (SD = D.99). 
~ v 

The average time spent in an institution was 9.23 months 

o (SD =4.77). 

The average measures for weight and heigh'c wel'e\ 
2.85) \ 

,j 

149.67 lbs. (SD = 20.64) and 68. 33 in(~hes (SD = 
, 

respectively. 

Figures 4, 5, and 6 give informa.'l:.ion on marital 

status, the number of children acknowledged, and the 

liva.p<:1 arrangeme.nt the wards maintained before their 

arrests. Divorced wards and wards maintaining common

law relationships have a lower. success rate than married 

wards, wards who are separated from their spouses., and 

wards who are not married. Wards who have J.llo~e tli.~ri:·: 
one child have a higher success rate than ward~L,wi th ,:no 

children or only one child. 

the lowest success rate that 

91 
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is slightly be~~ the . 
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2'0 
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0 
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NoNE 

N 3321 

:t 83.Q 

%s 61.2 

D" .e::. I 

MARRIED DIVORCED 'imoRcED 
REMMRIED 

S~I'ARATED COMMON-LAW WIDOWER 

387 55 18 ll2 128 2 
9.7 1.4 2.8 3.2 0.1 

0 • 0 • e 
63.3 56.4 66.1 57.8 50.0 

FIGURE 4 
TOTAL STUDY POPULATION 

l i'1AR !TAL STATUS 

D J 
1 2 3 4 OR MORE 

516 127 28 8 

12.9 3.2 0.7 0.2 

0 0 0 

60.5 '6LJ.S 64.3 62.5 

FIGUR£ 5 
TOTAL STUDY POPULATION 

NUMBER OF :~HH.DREN 
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average of the total group. As can be se.en from Figure 

6, wards who resided in foster homes, group homes; or 

were floaters had less ,success on parole than wards who 
J,:-' " 

maintained a more fixed living arrangement either alohe' 

or with parents, friends, or relatives. 

Dn 
NO INFORMATION WIFEI 

GIRL FRIE~D 

1599 349 
40.0 8.7 

61,1 60,S 

. 

D 
NATURAL RELATIVES 
PARENTS 

1185 248 
29.6 6.2 

0 

61.6 62,9 

.~~ 

~~=1 
j 

c I 
FOSTER FRIENDS. AL6~E. 

PARENTS FIXED FIXED 
76 m 144 
1.9 3.4 3.6 • 0 0 

50,0 67,9 64.6 

FIGURE 6 
TOTAl. STUDY POPULATION 

LIVING ARRANGEMENT 

,CJ 
ALONL. GROUP 

IIOT FIXEb fiOHE 

207 17 
5.2 0.4 

• • 57,0 47.1 

An attempt fsmade to get information on their 

, 

parental home to find out whether or not \~e home was 

broken by either marital difficulties of the parents 

or through death of one or ?oth parents. Figure 7 

shows that the marital status of the parents produced 

no appreciable difference in' the success rate of the 

\'lards. .. :~;~:hile ',the success, rate was markedly low for 

ward~ who lost both parents through death,~j\ 
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NO INFORMATION NEVER MARRIED DIVORCED DIVORCED SePARATEP COMMON-LAW MARRIED REMARRIEb 

II 502 214 1631 30 345 1263 8 3 
% 12.6 5,Q 40.8 

" ',.\ 
0.8 8.& 31.6 0.2 

• 0 0 0 

%5 55.0 51.7 62,9 66.7 61.7 61,2 52.5 33.3 

FIGURE 7 
TOTAL sTUDY POPULATION 

MARITAL stATUS OF NATURAL PARENTS 

, . 
,P 

j , D 
FATHER DEAD MOTHER DEAD BOTH DEAD BOTH LIVING 

, , ~ N '~.4S&~: 193 64 3391 

" 12.0 4.7 1.5 81.8 " . , 
0 • 

%5 61.0 62.7 56.3 60.a" 

FIGURE 8 
TOTAL STUDY POPULATION 

',! DEATH OF PARENTS 

. , 
c 

Approximately 12% of the wards had slbme military 

, '.'1 service experience. This group had ,~ generally higher 

succe$S :rate than' th,¢, wards ,with no military service 

'" 
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history except for wards' that had an honorable discharge 

and a general discharge under honorable conditio,ns. 

Figure 9 shows that disciplinary actions taken in the 
~ " milit,ary against the wards do not reflect in lower success 

::.:~i' 

rJf:':k"~ Mea~ured aga:lust the overall .,success rate of 

all wards i~~ the study population, wards with a history 

of military service were more su6cessfulon parole 

regardless of whether or not they had disciplinary 

actions taken again~~ them while in the service. 

No INFORMATION 

N 25 
Z 0.6 

~s 6Q.0 

] 
YES No 

301 167 
7.5 ~.2 

0 0 
QS.1 68.9 

FIGURE 9 
TOTAL STUDY POPULATl ON 

MILI~RV DISCIPLINARY ACTION 

NO SERVICE 

3506 
07.7 

6Q.S 

Wards that served in the Armed Forces were generally 

older than the wards:that had no service experience and 
. ''''-

('. this age difference may~account for some of ·the differ-

ences in parol~·success. 
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GSNERAL DISHOr/ORAblE MEDICAL OTHER NO SEIlVICIt HaN, CONOlTtO/lS ETC, 

104 117 2S 59 3506 2.6 2.9 0.6 1.5 87.7 • 0 0 0 54.8 70,1 76.0 72.9 60,S 

c.'''=:=-! 
NO INFO~MATION HONORABLE 

N 85 lOq 
% 

6 2.6 

• %$ 77.6 $7.7 

FIG,UR~ ),0 
totAL STkW<, I'OPIJLATION 

MII.Ji"AR'f QJ,~1\j,l\RGE 

2. Specific Problem Factors 

During the clinical study by the case worke~, 

specific prob~\em areas Trlere particularly investigated. 

Case workers weret as a rule, w~ll trained in Oase-work 

techniques, had cons~derable clinical experience, and 
'\l worked under ''lell-supervised conditions. The,.; following 

problem areas were selecte~ in collaboration with the 

gase workers to receive in-depth attention. The informa'" 
, 

tion was coded by each case worker on each ca.se at the 

time of the dictation of the final clinical c~se summary 

during 'the fourth week of each ward's stay at the Reeep ... 

tion Guida.nee Center. Informa;f:ion coded had its ori.gin 
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a definite factor" or it may imply that he was dismissed 

from work for reasons involving alcohol usage. In any 

event, the persons in this ,category experience occa

sional friction in their immediate social environment 

because of drinking or show evidepce that alcohol was 

i~pairing their functioning at times. 

Severe misuse indicates an alcohol proble~that 

consistently affects the functioning of the persons in 

this' ca-Legory • Individuals. in this group cpuld ,be called 

alcoholics or in immediate danger of becoming alcoholics. 
/" 

It can be seen that the categories show slight diffe:):-

ences on parole perform~nce. More important p~~haps is 

the fact that close to one half of this youthf ,1 
, -

offender population shows evidence of alcohol a., use. 
\\~ 

l(, 
The relationship of drinking to the crimes oqmmit-

ted is shown in Figure 12. One fourth of all Admission 

Offenses were committed under the influence of alcohol. 

This would indicate that alcohol is a serious contribut-

ing factor in crime, evel). in this, relativel'y" youthful 

offender group. A more detailed discussion of 
("' 

the factor alcohol will"'be presented ,in a later 

volume. We would like to notefihowever, tha,t 

alcohol is not a constant factor that' has, the same ,; , 
('i 

"mean"ing for all offenses or ,groups of offen4ers as 
/? ".hi 

f/ . 
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is frequently assumed, but rather. that alcohol represents 

an intoxipant drug that has differential meaning under 

'various circumstances. As an example, in our sample, 

robbe):,s that drink are poorer risks on parole than, rob~ 
(. ~-'--

I) 

bersthat:. have no history of drinking, whii'e burglars 

that drin~\shOW a reversed pa.ttern that makes them 

better risks than their burglar peers that do not drink. 

r ] 
[ ] ( NON~ \SOLATgD MODERATE; SEVERE :J 

NONE PReSENT PAST CRIMES 
~~IME N 3~S8 263 l~\ ONLV 337 58 

N 3738 209 149 % 84.1 6.3 8.1 1.4 % 91.4 S.O 3.6 0 • • fit • • %5 61.'9 59.3 53.4 50.0 ,%S 61.2 57.4 57.0 

FIGURE 13 
FIGURE 14 TOTAL STUDY POPULATION 

TOTAL STUDY PQPULAr ION H1ST09;Y.,Of' DRUG MISUSE 
DRUGS AS FActOR 1/1 C~I.Me 

i, 

" ,.; 

History of drug misuse is shown in Figure l3,,~' It is 

clear from this figure that the nearly 10% of the stUdy 
1'/ 

ppPUlation that have a history ~ moderate t,o severe mis~ 

us~ ot drugs have a dramatic drop in the parole success 

rate. Drugs.teported in this category were primarily of 
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two major types: stimulants (amphetamines, cocaine) and 

Depressants (barbiturates). The severity of involvement 

is diVrided into" three categories. Isolateq. experimenta

tion meiins aone ... time e:){perimentation,with a: particular 

'drug or difJerent drugs. Moderate use imp,lies a history 

,of usage tha,t goes peyond the experimentation, and 

severe:drug misuse means severe involvement with drugs 

over e;~tended periods of time and evidence of"an estab
Ie,. 

'-'0.. ,0, 

lished. dependency, habit;""or addiction to drugs. Please 

note t,hat, opiates, use of marijuana, and glue sniffing 

are not inciuded, in these. categories. Figure 14 shows 
'I that, 8..6% "of the study population" conuni tted offenses 

where drugs played a significant role in the apmission 

offense or in past offenses. 

ISO~AiED MOllERATE 
use USE 

NONE SEVERE 
USE NONE PRi;:~ENT 

CRIME 
PAST CR lHes 

ON~V 

II J911 
,", f'J 

'1S.B ,. 

7,~ !i1.~ 

o 

l'~ ,~ 102 
1,0 2,S 

0 • 5:,& 1122 

dGU~E I'> 
lOrA!.. STUDY paPULATION 
HIsrnkV 0F QPlnTE us. 

30 
0.7 

t 

lOC 

97,6 

61.3 

73 
1,8 

• 42.5 

FIGURE 16 
'TOTAL STUDY POPULATION 

OPIATE AS'l"IICTOR IN CRIME 
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A rela.ti vely sma,ll group of our offenders had a 

history of opiate use (3.2% in~lthe moderate':rnd severe 

category); but this group showed a remarkable drop in 

parole success, as Figure 15 clearly indicates. When 
~:l 

opiates"were a factor in either the admission offense 

or in past q:eienses, the risk on parole for such offend

ers is simi;larly"relatively nigh. This is quite in con

trast to wards who ,pad a, history 9; smoking marijuana 
~:;.} 

(19.3% of the total study pOPulatib~) and waras who had 

a histpry of glue sniffing. Both of'"these groups have 

a slight decrease in parole success that appears in--

significant. 

D 
NONE 

lb" 33LI5 

% 80 7 

FltU~E 17 

YES 

801 
19.3 

.. 

TorAL STUDY POPULATtON 
IHSiORY OF MARl JUliNA US!; 

N 

% 

%5 

c.:) 

NONE YES 

3890 256 
93.3 6.2 

• 
61.0 58.6 

FIGURE 18 
TOTAl. STUny POPULATION 

H I STORY OF GL.UE stllFF I IlG 
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b) 1?roblcems related to 19s(,~ape and 

se~ual problem.s.,. 

A hist6ry of escape, either from a minimum security 

facility.or a maximum'S'&curity facility, was found to be 

indicative of a state of generql instability that is alsQ 
(, 

dr~at:i.cally reflected in the parole success ,rat~. Whi{!e 
::,',r, 

wa~d~ "Who escaped from a camp situat;Lon or as ou.tside 

trusties from a secUre institution showed avery lO~l 

parole success rate of 47.9%, that parole rate dropped 

to an Eilxceptionally low 39.5% for the group th~t fl.-ed a 

correctional facility by force. As these twa groups 

rE~preslent 14.7% of the total papulation, this variable 

appears to be a goad candidate for prediction of parole 

outcome. 

0 I: I: 
NONE r.IlN IMut·' WlxmU:1 

';Enill1Y Gr.cunlTY NON'E vas 
N 3539 52!) 81 
~ 3$.4 12.7 

• :> e 
%s &3.> 47.9 3;J.~ 

II 4026 120 
% 9711 2.9 

Zs 60.9 W.G 

.1' .... ,,::, !.~ 
~ I~, '!.;-l 

FIGURE 20 
"'''TII' ~TU:l't POPULATION 

:2' HlJTORY o~ IlAP~ 
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Sexual pX'oblems g~em hot vjry common aocording"t.o 
i_; ,: \\ r~;( 

A history of forcible rape ~t,s" 
'\ 

found in 2.9% of the total study population and parole 

SUCCess rat;es seem unaffected by thj,$ factoX'{J, aistory 
~\.'\~I 

of sexual deviations include behaV'ior 3uchas, inc~!ist, 

child molestin'b'! voyeur ism, bestiality, necrophi lia, f 
,-;, 

, 
transvestism, ~~~hibitionism .. and fetishism. The rela-

tivelyhigh sucoes~ rate of repeated sexual deviant 

behavior may be a re:l!:lection of the general raj ection 

of such offenders in corX'ectional institutions where 

o;ten child n~o.1esters and other such sexual deviants aX'e 

tX'eated a.s Qutcas'l:s and often ridiculed and rejected. 

The experience of such a hostile climate in correotiohilll 
AI" 

settings may provide a strong incentive hot to recidi
c 

vate. Figure 22 shows, that only 3.3% of the total study 

populatj.on had a histC.lry of isola:ted homosexual exper

iences that. were fiiore than the common adolesoent beh~vior 

durin,9' pubEiQ:ty . This '.gX'oup I although relatively small, 
~ ~, 

has a very ~iO\'l parole success rate that may pOint. to the 

general inadequacy of this group" It is suspected that 

a large portion of this group were at o'ne time o'r another 
:,~)~ ~ 

victims of homosexual attacks in youth tra:~ing schools. 

The category, denoting rep.eated behavit1l: of il.'h<~mo

sext;lal nature inoludes individuals who engage in7$uch" 
(;-;--:0 

acts, often for seQondary}gdins, both inside and outside 
c· 
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the institutional setting. Also , individuals wh~, otient(",,};\' 

thernselves in. the ~nstitutional setting towards hom?

S.exual outlets 'and respond on the outside prima~ily in 

a, he'l:.erosexual manner are included in this 'group • 

In the last eategory that. contains only 15 indivi-

duals, persons' are included who refer ~o themselves as 

being homosexually ori.ented. They maintain that their 

J;~:>nly sexual satisfaction is obtainedtprough' homosexual 
I) 

, 

relationships. 

, 

N 

% 

" 

%5 

/1 

~I ,. 1--.• '· I 
ISOLATED REPEATED NONE 

c:;;\::~_, 

!l1 ~Q~9 156 

94':'~\\" 3.8 1.5 

• C; I'h 

6(h8 57.1 72.1 

,j) 

FIGURE 21 
tOTAL STUDY POPULATION 

HISTORY OF SEXUAL DEVIATIONS 

o 

NONE ISOLATED REPEATED 

N 4009 79 43 
% 96.7 '. 1.0 

• " 
%$ 61.4" 53,5 

FIGUR~ 22 
TOTAL STUnY POPULATION 

HISTORY OF HOMOSeXUAL ACTS 
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These data J;'efute in some way the contention that 

¢orr,ectional facil,ities are plagued by multi'pleand e~-
, . f) 

. tensive'~homosexual problems. While oa,:;')asional homo

sexual in61dents are a disturbing factor in many institu-
,; 1:._ 

tiona! settings,an~ at times lead to serious victimiza'" 
:\{l 

" tions, these problems appear to be ~enerally over-

estimat~d.. Remembering that more than one third of ot}r 

admissions had previous institutipn,p.l'experiences, less 

than 4% of all ''adlnissions, had hqrnosexual experiences 

worth mentioning or recording. ( 

''':''':'''''' 

c) Problems related/to mental health 

and psychiatric concerns. 

Tllis section presents information on factors that 

are known to the case worker implying l?roblems that are 

more directly rela. ted to p~'Sychia tric qbncerns. The data 
G' q 
summarize the results of the ~earch through clinical 

It, , 

files and official documents for information in regard 

,·to these clinical concerns. They also reflect knowledge 

the case worker gained during the interviews with the 

Ward. The figures depict therefore the total knowledge 

of the case worker of mental health related factors at 

the time he was preparing his clinical summary of each 

case. 

A relatively small group of individuals',exhibited 

~r==~in the past suicidal gestures. However f regardless of 
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the seriousness 0.£ the gestures, the parole rates of all 

\~heSe individuals are markedly ~egatively affected. The 
'~ 

~oup that, showed infrequent gestures in the past in .... 

c:i\des individuals who threatened suicide as 'well as 

inCl~duals who carried out suicidal gestures of a super~ 
\\ 

ficial 'h~tureo The group that showed more frequent ges .... 
\>., 

tUl.~es is d\ffer'ent only in that its members had ,a history 
.' ~ .' 

sever,ll 9~s~\lres that included superficial injuries to 
'\ 

themselves th'at needed no medical attention. Only ten 

individuals had a history of serious suicide attempts 

that led to injur~es needing medical attention, such as 

sutures, etc., or was of a serious nature that could 

have led to death, such as attempts at hanging, drownin,g, 

or tak'ing large doses of drugs. 

aa ..... 

NONE INFREQUENT FREQUENT SERIOUS 
GESTURES ," GESTURES ATfEt.1PTS 

',f' 

N Q047 65 24 10 
% 97.6 1.& 0.6 e e 
%s 61.1 .50.8 50,0 

FIGURE 23 
TOTAL, STUDY PoPlkATlON 

HISJORY OF SUICIDE A~,rEMprs 
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Twenty-one persons had a hist<;>ry of epilepsy Which 

does not seem to affect parole'behavior. Twenty-eight 
:t' 

individuals showed a history of brain dama~{e' that seems 

to have a negative influence on parole ou~come~ 

NONE YES NONE YES 

N 411S 28 N 4125 . 21 

% 99.3 0.7 % 99.5 0.5 

;;I • 0 

~s 60.9 53.6 %s 60.S 61.9 

FIGURE 24 FIGURE 25 
TOTAL STUD'i' POPULATION TOTAL STUDY POPULATION 

HISTORY OF BRAIN DAMAGE HISTORY OF EPILEPSY 

The rest of the information in this section shows 

the incidence ofodiagnosed psychiatric illnesses and dis-

orders. Slightly over one per cent of the total study 

population had a history of neurosis. Their p<lr6le suc

cess rate is .,.9::r;,amatically different from that c)f the group 

wit.h a history cof psychosis. The latter shows a parole 
00 ' 

success ,;cats' that~;is nearly identical to the average 
- ~" 
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of the total studY,j?opulation t while the former sJ10ws a 
iu< 

strong decrease ~n parole success. A possible e~plana

tionwould be that psychosis in remiSsion does;not 

represent a I)liabili ty in regard to criminal behavior 

and in cases where psychosis may ,recur, these indivi

duals are more likely to be treated by mental health 
c; facilities. 1n contrast, neuroticism may have a direct 

relationship to the criminal behavior exhibited and this 

symptomatic behavior that is criminal, thqugh it could 
, 

be neurotic in nature, ,.is less tolerated and dealt with 

through the criminal justice system. The acting out 

neurotic, therefore, is more likely to be treated as a 

criminal. Because of his relatively goOd reality 
• 

contact it is difficult to get psychiatric support on 

the one hand and tolerant treat~~nt from law enfo~cement 
on the other. 

() 

'"== 
NONt: YES 

NONE YES 
II 4092 S4 

/I 4097 ~9 
% 98.7 • %5 61.1 \ 411.4 ,. 

% 98.8 1.2 

%5 60.11 61.7. 

ftGUIiE 26 . 
torAL STUDYPOPULAnOH 
~ISTORV OF NEUROSIS 

FIGUrlE 27 
tOTAL STU))" POPULf.'l'lOii 
III STOR\' Of PSYCHOlll ~ 
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An interes~ing observ~tioh can be made by analyzing 

Figures 28, 29, and 30 that depict groups that have a 

history of personality trait disturbance, personality 

i"pattet'n disturbance, and socic'pathic personality dis

turbance, respectively. The low parole success rates 

for all three of these groups follow the general 

psychiatric assumption that whi.le sociopathic disturb

ances have the most p'Elssimistic prognosis. in regall:'d to 

changing criminal acting out beha'tlior I pattern distl..lrb-
~ 

ances are regarded as more serious than trait disturb-

ances. The partle success rates for these groups round 

in our study rOUghly support this assumption. They are 

45.2%, 50.0%, and 51.1%, respectively. 

~ r" c: .. -~J =1 il NONE 1(£S lioNE VES NONE VES 
3370 216 H 4012 134 Ii QO:31 l1S 93.3 6.7 i( 96.8 3.2 " 97.2 • " • e 61.6 51.1 ~s G1.2 SO.O lis 61.3 4!>.l 

II FIGURE 28 
" TOTAL STUDV POPULATION FIGURE 29 FIGURE 30 
HISTORY OF PERSO~AL1TV TRAIT bISTuan~NCE 'TOTAL STUDY POPULATIOtl 

IHSTO!W OF I'ERSOH,'LITY Pj\TTERti DIStUROANCI! TOTAL STUDY POPULAT lotI 
IIISTOIW 01" COCIQPATHIC PERSONALITY DI~JTUilOI\t!;:'t. 
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'~e presentation of psychiatric informatiO,n in 

this s'eotion' is designed to provide an overview of the 

proble~m~ represented in this kihd o~ youthful o:Efender 

group. netailed information from the psychiatric 

examinations of individuals referred for diagnosis 

during the Reoeption Guidance Center stay:~, will be 

'presented in subsection XXXI. The above infortnat;boh 

makes i'l: clear that C:?ur pOl?ulatiol1 of youthful 

offenders is remarkably free of individuals with 

histories of mental illness (2.5%) ~ The incidence 

of personality disturbances is somewhat greater, 
" 

but even t.his group comprises only one-eighth of 

the total group. 

IX. INTELLIGENCE FACTORS 
..., !, .) 

- )\ 

,.~ 

r-~~, 

The Army General Classification Te~t (Adbr) and the 
,t: 

" II ',L 

CaJ~iforl}.ia Test of Mental Maturity, (CTMM) were the prin-

ai,pal intelligence tests used. The:, Ge~eral AptitUdE:! 

T.~~t Batt:t'y (GATB), the result:'s of whieh are reported 

fin" the following secti~n, aiso provided a: measure q;Jf 
o 

/( " 

in ~?~re G-score that represents presumably 
,~ ~ 

general intelUgence~ Only individuals who 
,.~ 

the sixth g~q;de on the California Achieve-

ment Test Battery (CATB) were given the AGCT. This is 
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r~~f·i.i.ec.ted,,,\_in the 'lower N in" Figtlre 3 and T.able 1. Most 
,'-' '~ if' S (~'~J ,? " C' " ,;; ." , " , " 

of "the, wards 'were g~ven'the C'l'MM; however,total I.Q. was (I~, U ;-. . ,',0" 0 

not t~oml?ut,ed ; for individuals who did notqomplete the 

lang~age ~ortion because of illiteracy. 
o ~ 

Two tests administered over part of the, two-year, 
o 

Pe:riod Wh~;n, ~\?ese dat;a were COllected were presumabl;y 

culture ~ fair tests that did not rec.ruire reading, .skills. 
'b 

,,-,,For these two tests, the 0-48 pr Domino Test and the '..c:" 

Raven ProgressiVe Matric~s, only raw Scores are avail

a,bIe ~ The Shipley Hartford Conceptual Quotiellt is a 

score that ipdic,ates, the:,I;~'lationship between verbal 

skills and abs~,ract thinking aptitude. The lower the 
.' 

" 

conceptual quotienp the,c,more impairment in abstractive 

tI 

% 

MENTAL.. ',',~ORDERLINE 
DEFECTIVE 

23 127 
0,'6 3,1 

o 0 

69.6 6:5.0 

o 

II 

DOI.L 
NORMAL 

1000 
24.2 

• 
59,2 

NOR!'IAL 

60,7 
q 

FIGU/'lE 31 

IlRIGHT" SUPERIOR 
NORMAL 

q4~ 9" 81 
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thinking compared 'to'" th~ verbal abfii ty of' the person 

is indicat~d,~ This measure was computed only when a 

certain level of verbal ability was present that made 
II ' such comparison valid. If ~:Uch a lev.el in verbal skills 
I' • 

was hot reached by an indivihual J his C .. O. was not com-

puted. This ~tocedure explains the discrepancy in N, 

as shown in Table 1 i which g,;lves the Shipley Bartford 

data. 

Each'ward was classified into one of the Wechsler 

intell:i.'gence categori.es by ,t:he clinical psychologist 

who was SUpervising the testing program. Wards Who 
' , 

saored on the group't~ts .111 the men:l:al def·ecti ve 

range were given the Wechsler Adult ,J:ntel1igence 

Scale. They were classified as mental defectives only 

if they scored in the mental defective range in this 

individually administered test. The results of this 
, ij 

91.assificat~bn procedUre are depicted in Figure 31. 

Generally, the disbJ;'ibution follows the normal curve 

wi th sli,ght overrepres(mtation in the below average 

,category, dull normal. The distribution refutes same of 

the claims ;ade that delinquent populations are composed 

mainly qf retarded or borderline aefective indiv.iduals. 

This r.i~orous' ClaSS'if.4~~~tion procedure ~roduced results 
(:!c"" ''\::-.. ' 

that 'suggest that the distribution an the C intelligence 

factor ,approximates distributions found in 
/:1 .:, 
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nO,naelinQljent grQups a:&awn from similar,Cial 

, ARMY GENERAL '\~ I PI.EY 
CLASSIFICATION 1E,ST' ttALlFORNIA TEST OF MENT~~!lAr.ORtTY fI~TFtlRD 

TOTAl. TOTAL \.ANGUAGE J ;/NOf{-'::~:IIWGlIAGE co CEPTUAL 
I,G • I,Q, I,Q,)f r,lOi1'''==-=-::' OTIENT 150 ~,; If 

h'::-140 ~<;:-/ 

=-130 ~ , 

120 ~ , 

/) f 

110 -

100 .. 

90 ~ 

ao -
70., 

60 -

50 -
MEAN 99.42 
SD "Jl.23 
N 2684 

o 

911 • .131 
13.-89 

3877 

o 

86.98 
16.56 
3877 

o 

94.17 
14.09 
3877 

FIGURE 32 
TOTAL $TUDY POPULATION 

RESULTS, OF INTgLL.IGENCE T~STING 

o 

96.tlS 
lQ,38 
1767 

g.roups~ 

". i"\ 
... lf~I./,i '[ 

"\ "- <- f) 
\, ,',' '; ,~ 

~ 140 '; 
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~ 110 

': 100 

90 

- 80 
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It is evident from Figure 32 that the mean scores 

on the testscused are in the average range, with the 

exception of the Lang~age ]I.Q~ on the C'l'MM that is in 
f I~ ;, 

the dull normal range!'~ T~lis does not necessarily in-
~ 

dicate a deficiency in int't~t.lectual ability, but rather 

a deficiency in .reading ski~ls. This factor is 

freq~ently associated with delinquent groups having 

greater reading disabilitie~ than comparable groups 

of n,0ndelin<3:uents. ASUmmaj:by of the resUlts of the ;, 
'i inbelligenc/~ testing is pre~;ented in Table 1. 
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TABLE 1 
TOTAL STUDY POPULArtOIl 

SUMMARY of RESULTS OF INTELLIGENCE TESTIIIG 
t.:? 

TI\Sl'S N MEAN so 

ARMY GENERAL TOTAL I,Q, 2684 99,,42 11.23 CLASSIFICATION VERBAL % RANK 48.80 21.25 TEST 
NUMERICAL % RANK 56.08 25,83 
SPArtAl" % MNK 54,10 24.64 

CALIFORNIA TEST TOTAL I,Q, 3865 9[l.81 13.89 ' OF MENTAL LANGUME I. Q, 86.98 16.56 MATUIU1V 
NON-LANGUAGE 1.'.\. 94.17 14.09 

0-48 RAW SCORE 2712 20,97 7.74 

RAVEN MATRICES MW SCORE 3517 1/3.33' 8.66 

SHIPI.!(Y HARTFQRD CONCEPTUAL QUOTIENT 1767 96.05 14.38 
LANGUAGE RAW SCORE 2767 23.75 5,45 
ABSTRACT RAW SCORE 2696 24.02 7,98 

XI ACADEMIC FACTORS 
(I 

The results of the academic achievement testing 

obtained by the California Achievement Test Battery are 

pres-epteuin Figure 33. These test results were aV(3.;Ll-

able on 98% of all wards stUdied. It is apparent from 

R~ADtNG READING READIM ARlTHHr.rlt 
VOCABULMY COM~R~H£"S IO~ AVERAGE REASOnmG 

0 o o 

7.55 
2.ili 

ARITHMtTlc ARltHMtTlC lANGUAG£ 
~U~DAHEIITALS AVtRAG£ MECHANICS 

FIGU~E 3;;". , 

7.22 
1.52 

TOTAL STUDY POPULAllDl1 ' . , 
TEST RESULTS O~ ,1H~ e'\I.I~9R~I~ t8gA~~EMENT rm Bmw «(ArB, 
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these data that the overall academ~c fUnctioning level; 
~ 0 

as measured by the CATB,'is at th~ seventh grade leV'el~ 
If 

showing little fluctuation between the varibus ,academic I.,;., 

subjects .. 

1511-
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Figure 34 gives the results of the General Aptitude 

Test Battery. Thi~, series of tests was administered by 

personJlel of the California,P,epartment of Voc~tional 
.!' 

Rehabili.tation _ 

cent of al,l wards 
'\ -' 

i.ly a voal~\tional fI) \ \, 

presented hlre to 

standing disabilities this group of youthful offenders 

displayed were in the area of -school related factors such 
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q,S reading ski:lls. and mathematical skills. 

,demonstrated :i~n bh'e Stlmfu~l:Y of the GATS results 

'I -(-Figure 34) that this ,group'Q£ ov~r 4, 000 youthful 

offenders shows average and above average apti,!;udes, 

op all sca).es except verbal and;numerical aptitude
f 

which are highly dependent upqn successfuL school ' 

experiences. This defiqieQcy i~~academic succe~s 

and its strong reiationship to SUccess on parole 

is impressively demonstrated in Figure 35 • 
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The first line of data gives the distribution on grade com

pleted by each ward. While the middle l~ange from the 

seventh grade to the twelfth grade does not show any 

great fluctuation in the parole success rates, it .. is 

evident that per.iSons who are in the. three lowest grade,) 
I" 
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are popr riSks and good ri,SKS" on parole, 
, ",' 1 1" ".)1:":' 

When i.nspe<::tlng the catego:t;'i~s depi<::ting 
,~.;J ' 'I 

re$~~9~~~el:l ~7. '!" 

g~a.de achieved 

,0 
" 1 '. 

who place ~tn thE,l' three h_ighest categorie~ have a sign!'" 
"j (\ (;; 

£ica.nf.ly ~ighe:r pa:role success rate than ,the ,rest of the, 
~:_J) 

gtoup ach±eving at the t~nth grade or below. 
0' 

Agq.inl 
, 

this same the,me is ,observable in the third line of data 
, " 

t.~a:t depicts cate9'9l:,:i:~,$ giving the age a ward had left 
I.; 

his form~l schooJ.ing>t ~'Jhile the 33 \rards who left school 
:;- '--, 

in the sixt\~ Qr sevent,h gr,ade had a success rat:e on 

paro~eof app:r;oximatel,y 46%, the 971 wards who fini$,ned 

high school had a'parole success rate of 65.5%, or a 
' , 

differenc~)Qf clqse to 20%. These data make,-.an impres'" 

"sive plea for further study .of school related, ~actors as 

they s.eem to:affect youth and their propensity to. beaome I.,,' , , 

1,11'1"01 ved in delinquent and criminal behavior. 
1\ ',' 
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Age left oschoolis once mqre" presenteq in Figure 36 

in a form that emp~~dzesthe frequencies in each category 

and the relationship oJ these oategories to parole outcome. 

, .. Table 2 gi veG a 'summary of the acad~rnic achiev~ment 
,:') 

information as well a.s the means and standard devia"';; 

tions on grade completed and. grade achie..ved d'l:l,ring the 

CA'+'B testing., It aJ.so 'repf.l~ts information on two 
4 " 

indexes that were developed for the project to help in 

(\jiSSessing academic retardation.. The first one, academic "-.,. 

disability. ,gives the average of "the diffeJ::'ence between 

the grade actual~y completed, in school and the func.tion"" 

ing level as measured by the CA,TB. The second gives an 

estimate of the academic retari!,ation by setting the 
; A_~\..~.\ 

I, 

[In tell i gence 
C~lassification 

:, 

Expected Gr.ade PlacemeJlt' 
, h' on t::he 

California Achievement 
Tes't Battery 

Mental DefectiVe 0 
Borderline., DefectiVe r, 4th Grade 
Dull Normal 8th Grade 
Average and a~~ve ·12th Grade. 

Ea~rs'on was giV~tl. a.scor~ = achieved grade .. 
minus e~l?ected grade~ Most scores are minus 
Scores. The· greater.:.·t.he' minus value, the 
great:~r is th~,academic retardation as mea
sured c;tgainst" the 'above' standards. 
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TAlllS 2 
TOTAL SiUOY POPULATION 

SUMMARY flCADEM t C IICH I EVEMeNT 

G(lADE COMPlE,TED 

GRADE ACHIi;;'1ED 

AqAllEMIC DISABILITY 
\BELOW GJlADE COMPLETED) 

" d~,r;' 
E~TIMATEd' ACADEMic RETilRDATlOIl 

\BillOW EXPECTED GRADE I 

10,17 

7.42 

~2.74 

511 

1.95 

" It can be seen from this table that the academic 

disability index score is -2.74 grades fer t:,he tetal 

study l?epul,\atien r which indicates that en an average 

~ach warq in this study functioned approximately th~ee 

grad,e levels belo~~ the grade he completed. The esti-, 

mated academic retardation index reveals that on an "'~ 

'.,. " 

averag;~ each ward functio~ed more than three grade 

levels below the arbitrarily set expectatien" as 

described above~ Again, the academic disabidity of 

this gro~p is clearly evident, a disability that- for 

"be;r.;J;,ain spbg;-oups is even more serieus. 
',' , " '" "" ;',,",',, '""", ,,' '"'' ~:,,;,,>,r {j 

,::/.'." 

Figures 37 and 38 give infermatiorf On ratings given" 

by the case workers in regard to. motivation fer acad,ellifrc' 
'0 

training while incarcerated. The results shew that 

motivatien of the ward to receiv'e" academic ,trail;ling 

'-'makes him slightly a better- risk en pa,fele thah the non ... 
, "" _l I', 

'metivated individual and also. that wards who. 9btained 

a ~6oi diploma are on an aver~ge perf~ing; 
, -.. \\ 

better on parols'than wa.rds who failed to. opta~n 
" 
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a diploma. Irigtire jig gives information on the staff' 

r$commendation fo;r adademic training. ('il 
This recommenda-

tidn is given by sUpervisory staff ~fter r'eview of the 
(j3 

comple~,ed reIj!ort by the case worker. 

" D 
MOTIVATEP NOT 

MOTIVATED ,', 
2589 1~03 

66.S 33.5 

0 • 62.4 57.6 

", 1',1 GUilE 37 

N 

% 

NO INFORMATION 

l?S 
3,9 

• 53.5 

MOTIVATED 

2580 
64,5 

61.9 

II 

D 0 
NOT lNELlGtllLE HIGH SCHOOL 

MOTIVATED DIPLOMA 

818 ,Q2 424 
20.5 0;6 10,6 

• .' 0 
58,4 45.5 66,0 

FIGURE 38 TOTAL, STUilY POPULATIoN 
.. ACADEMIC TRAINING POTENTIAL I TOTAL STUDY POPULAT iON 

ACADEMIC TRAINING POTENTIAL II 
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X,f' VOCATIONAL FACTORS 
,I. . ,., 'I 

in discussing vocatiC>llal factors we should remember 
[;1 

that, the result·s on the General Aptitude Test Battery 

showed evidence that oU~ study group possessed fairly 

good aptitudes for vocational pursuits. In spite of 

this potential, there is little evidence that vocational , 

sJdll.s are developed. How much of this deficiency is 

attributable to the lack 9£ school related skills that 

prevent these youth from entering training or work that 

leads to vocational skills is difficult to estimate. 

dne can, however, easily assume that the lack <=>f basJ.o 
(I~~' \~\ 

academic skills is at the root. of ot' certainly'aggravat-

in~r thi.s situation. 
,) 

The Reception Guidance Center pro-

.gtam focused much attention on the assessment of voca

. tional needs and carried out tw:p related programs that 

tested small groups of wards during a one-week period. 
.~ // 

One program centered around woog related activities and 

Ie another around metal related activities.. The ratings .on 

motivation for training made by the two instJ:;uctors of 

these progr~ms are shown in Figtires 40 and 41, respect-
J' 

ively" together ,with the results \of a similar rating by 
'" 

'II" '-.-, 

"the case worker, shown in Figures' 42 and 43. The latter " 

:rating was solely based on an interview while the shop 
" 

instructors,~~ased their ratings on an interview after 

seve'ral days of observation in t{le shops. 

121 
'.s' 

o 

o 

.Ii 

\ 
;1 

, 
G>' 

\ ,\ - ~ 

! , 
I ' , ,; 

, ~ .. 
0';1 

'i . 



.., .. 
1,li, 

I, 
:,0 c"\ 

"! 

~' 

: ,I, 

I 

I 
I 

J 

~i 
JiJ 
II 

II 
I II 
i, u 

Ii· 

If. 
, 

il 1 :,. (' " 

, ' 

j 0 

~ 
~ 

1 ) ',f;;. 

l~; 
t;it0 
~: i~' 
I L 

!: 
il 
II 
j" 

.. ~f '~----------'JJ 

. , 

.0", 

\~,~" 

l 

o 

It 01 

l "I 
';1 

(' 

() 

o 

\ 
\ 

1,'1 

'\ 
\ 

"1 

"'" /; 
:0 

, ~-'f; 

\ 
\ 

8 

OJ; 

, 
I, 

\' 

·1' 

'f 

(",,/ 

c' 

NOT 
Mef/VATE!) 

N 773 263 
2S,~ " i 74.6 

Zs 60.8 6Q.l" 

" FIGURE: 40 
TOTAL STUDY POPULATION 

voei'> 'TI ONAl TRA! N lNG, !.OrENT I Al 
WOODSf!aP INSTRvctoR ~ RATING 

] 
NO INFORMATION 

232 
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• 
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FIGURE 41 
iOtAl STUDY POPULATION 

VOCATIONAL TRAINING p,OTENl'IAl 
MErALSHOP INSTRUCTOR S RAriNG 

D ] 
Mo,tlVATED NOT INl'LlGIIlLE: 

MOTIVATED 

2872 691 201 
11,8 17,3,' 5.0 

0 • Q 

62.2 57.7 62,7 

FIGURe 43 
TOlAL STUDY'POPULATION 

VOCATIoNAL TRAINING POTENTIAL II 
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FIGURE 42 
TOTAL' STUDY pn~ULATION 

VOCATIONAL TRAI~ING POTENTIAL 
COUNSELOR S AATING 
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As can be expecteq from this age" group, the workin~ 

experienoe of the individuals is rather limited. Figure 
v 

44 ~ives the information by length of period of time 

wo:rked. 

I, 

0 D w ( 0 D 
NONE , 0-6 MONTHS 6~12 MONTHS 12-18 MONTHS 18-24 MOl/THS 24 MONTHS 

AN!) OV~R 
$PORADIC No lIIFOAMATlON 

4~9 1466 725 314 138 433 407 S5 
11,5 36.7 18.1 7.9 3,5 10,8 10.2 1,4 

• It 0 • 0 
O,W! • • 58,8 5~,3 65,2 59,9 63.8 66.3 i! \{ 58,7 56,4 

\," 

FIGURE 44 
'rOTAL STUDY POPULATIoN 

l.ENGTH OF EXPERIENCE 

Sta~ recommendations are depicted in Figure 45. 
\v, 

Figure 46 shows that only 7.7% of all wards in the study 
" 

held unio~ membership. 'l"his group '9roved also to be a 

better risk on parole than wards who did not belong to 

any ui1ion~ a fact that may ~nderscore the importance of 
() 

vocational skill and job stability. Occupational dis- I , 

OG, 
abil:i.ties were present in 6% of the p,tudy,,',,1tbpul.-ation 

but did not ~ppear to affect parol,e succes~ rates, as 
"' 

'.~~ 

can be ,!;jeen in,;b"igure 47. 
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0 
NoliE. YES NO INFORMATJON YES NO INFORMATION NO NO INFORMATION YES 

II lOSS 2934 N 29 309 
% 26.6 73.4 % 0.7 7.7 

3661 N 37 239 
91.5 % 0.9 6.0 

• 0 0 0 
%s 59.7 61.8 %s 62.1 65.7 60.8 %s 64.9 62.8 

FIGURE 45 FJGURE 46 TOTAL STUDY POPULATION 
SrAFF RECOMMEN!)ATlON FOR VOCATIONAL TRAINING TOTAL STUny PQPULATION 

UNION STATUS 
FIGlJR~ 47 

TOTAL STUDY POPULATION 
OCCUPATIONAL PISABILITIES 

Table 3 shows the distribution of the occupational 

history information. By far, the large majority of the 

youth (63.6%) had only eXl?e~ience as unskilled laborers .. 

Tables 4 and 5 give information on the primary interest 

mentioned for vocationi;l.l training and, frequencies of the 

recommendations by the case w03:ker for the different 

vocations that were taught in California Youth Authority 

institutions, the Deuel Vocational Institution, and the 

c;~;;ti .. fo?:'~"';.if;a ';rlCairo . .i.ng T!'aci.li.t.!t". 
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l-Ar~,,~ .5 
• "Jf.1. ',.'Jl:Y 'OPliLATIOl( 
a;::OJ? .. 1~ !o:.!, .. n!STORY 

~,',.;-:r;'HTR'i 

t~~~1H!l!CTI0H 

!;r;."::'!~ICAL. 

;v'SO~rtY 

TAA!lE 

mi:;. .o\MD CABINET 

He;,;;t "AINTING 
P!.,i):.1a1JNG 

f'W"li~NG 

RE!"fl! ~ERATlON AND AIR CONDITIONING 
Sl;£ET HETAL 

!:(!;tf..t.S1) TRADE 

lim Wi.CHANtcs 
JJ3To M£CHAN I CS 
DCllV !IlD FEHlJER 
I~A'''t E;QUIPMENT 
G;i,~aAL"HECHANIC 

T.'l. s>: All! 

Ilf'-DI1:r.> 

~.r;INTENANCE 

lllDUSTlUES 
I:.ANDSCAPIIlG 
W~REKOUSE TNAINING 
W;SKILLED 

Bt.KlHa 
CC:JKIIlG: 

c"~'l.INARY ARTS 
rfoOD SERVI CES 
t::AT CUTTING 

};ARBERING 

DRY '".LEANIIIG 
SIIOE lIEPAIR 
li~lIOlSTERY 

'~'<Ts AND CRAFTS 
G~APHIC ARTS 
I'J:CHAHICAL DRAFTING 
PRINTlNG 

DEFERRElJ 
JlO INFOlU'IATlOIf 

InSTItuTIONAL CONVENIEnCE 
RltJECTS TRAINING 
amER 

"" -

11 

21 
26 
9 
6 
a 

42 
7 
:; 
1 

11 
4 

0 
36 
16 
28 
Ilf 
5 

27 

82 
a 

209 
33 

25lI3 

5 
89 
3 
4 
7 

6 
13 
7 

12 

1 
1 
4 
3 

0 
16 
0 

422 
276 

o 

% %s 

0.5 76.2 
0,7 73.1 
a.2 88.9 
0.2 66.7 
0,2 50.0 
1.1 59.5 
0.2 71.4 
0.1 0.0 
0.0 0.0 
0,3 54.5 
0.1 50.0 

0,0 0.0 
0.9 72.2 
O.IJ 1J3.& 
0.7 SO.7 
0.4 57.1 
0.1 80,0 
0.7 63,0 

2.1 65.9 
.0.0 {l.0 
5.2 58.9 
0.8 66.7 

63.6 60.7 

0.1 60.0 
2,2 64.0 
0.1 100.0 
D.! 10a.O 
0.2 57.1 

0.2 100.0 
0.3 61.5 
0.2 sr. 1 
D,3 58.3 

0.0 100.0 
0.0 100.0 
0.1 100.0 
0.1 >3.3 

0.0 0.0 
O.IJ 56.3 
0.0 0.0 

10.6 58.8 
6.9 64.1 

TABLE 4 
TOTAL STUDY POPULATION 

PRIMARY INTEREST FOR VOCATIONAL TRAINING 

CARPENTRY 
CONSTRUCTION 
ELECTRICAL 
f<lJ\SONRY 

TRADE 

HILL AND CABINET 
HOUSE pAINTING 
PLASTERiNG 
PLUMBING 

REFRIGERATION AND AIR CONDITIONING 
SHEET METAL 
SKILLED TRADE 

AIR HECl!ANICS 
AUTO MECHANICS 
1100'1 AND FENDER 
HEAVY EQUIPMENT 
GENERAL HECHANICS 
T.V. REPAIR 
WELDING 

MAINTENANCE 
tHDUSTRIES 
LANDSCAPING 
WAREHOUSE TRAINING 
UNSKILLED 

SAKWG 
COOKING 
CUI.lHARY ARTS 
FOOD SERVICES 
MEAT CUTTING 

IlARBERING 
DRY CLEANING 
SHOE REPAIR 
UPHOLSTERY 

ARTS AND CRAFTS 
GRAPHIC ARTS 
MECHANICAL DRAFTING 
PIHHTIHG 

DEFERRED 
NO INFORMATION 

INSTItuTIONAL CONVENIENCE 
?£JECTS 1AAlHlIIG 
OTHER 

f; 

N 

193 
19 

155 
99 
74 
7& 
56 
66 
39 
31 
19 

19 
411 
93 
17 
36 
4 

281 

32 
1 

108 
37 
25 

43 
45 
33 
34 
38 

25 
iiL: 
1!8 

106 

18 
26-

114 
29 

18 
1 502 
i 1 
i790 
i 194 

% 

4.8 
0.5 
3.9 
2.5 
1.9 
2.0 
1.4 
1.7 
1.0 
0.8 
0.5 

0.5 
10.3 
2.3 
0.4 
0.9 
0.1 
7.0 

0.8 
0,0 
2.7 
0.9 
0.6 

1.1 
1.1 
0.8 
0.9 
1.0 

1).6 
1.1 
1.2 
2.7 

0.5 
0.7 
2.9 
0.7 

O.s 
12.6-
0.0 

19.8 
4.9 

"I"{ o:~ 

%S 
' 63'l 57.9 

65.2 
56.61 
63.51 

61.5 
57.1 
60.6 
71.8 
61.3 
89.5 

63.2 
64.5 
55,9 
64.7 
58.3 
50.0 
65.8 

59.4 
100.0 
61.1 
45.9 
60.0 

67.4 
55.6 
57,6 
70.6 
71.1 

76.0 
71.4 
S6.7 
63.2 

50'.0 
65,4 
67.5 
55.2 

55.6 
58.6 
0.0 

56.5 
61.9 

TABLE 5 • 
COUNSElOlPl~\tl~l!lJ'A~lllhf'VoO: TRAINING 

CARPENTRY 
CONSTRucnON 
ELECTRICAL 
HASONRY 

,TRADE 

MIDLAND CABINET 
HOUSE PAINTING 
PLASTERING 
PLUMBltIG 
REFRIGERATION AND AIR CONDITIONING 
SHEET METAL 
SKILLED TRADE 

AIR MECHANICS 
AUTO MECHANICS 
BODY AND FENDER 
HEAVY eQUIPMENT 
GENERAL MECHANIC 
T.V. REPAIR 
WELDING 

MAINTENANCe 
INDUSTRIES 
LANDSCAPING 
WAREHOUSE TRAINING 
UNSKILLED 

BAKING 
COOKlNG 
CULINARY ARTS 
FOOD SERVICES 
l1EAT CUTTING 

BARB~RlNG 

DRY CLEAtHIiG 
SHOE REPAIR 
UPHOLSTERY 

N 
183 

8 
156 
129 
88 
85 
66 
61 
49 
3T 
1 

1& 
4lZ-
100 
21 
37 
0 

322 

38 
14 

126 
43 
7 

40 
29 
62 
55 
38 

4 
55 
56 

114 

31 
35 

7. 

4.6 
0.2 
3.9 
3.2 
2.2 
2.1 
1.7 
1.5 
1.2 
0.9 
0.0 

0.5 
10.4 
2.5 
OS 
0.9 
0.0 
8.1 

1.0 
0.4 
3.2 
1.1 
0.2 

1.a 
0.7 
1.6 
1.4 
1.0 

0,1 
1.4 
1.4 
2.9 

0.8 
0.9 

%S 

~:~1 
60.~ 

58.9] 
51.if 
57.6 
57.6 
59.0 
65.3 
62.2 
0.0 

61.1 
6Ci.0 
54.0 
57.1 
62.2 
n.o 

64.9 

63.2 
7l.4 
59.5 
51.2 
71.4 

£5.0 
62.1 
61.3 
60.0 
71.1 

75.0 
60.0 
69.6 
60.5 

64.5 
71.4 

ARTS AND CRAFTS 
GRAPHIC ARTS 

JoIECHANICAL DRAFTING 
PRINTING 

134 3.4 • 68.7 

DEFERRED 
NO INFORMATION 
INSTITUTIONAL CONVENIENCE 
REJECTS TRAINING 
OTHER 

28 

102 
29 
13 

989 
178 

0.7 53.6:'· 

2.6 62.7 
0.7 44.8 
0.3 45.2 

24.7 59.4 
~ 4.5 55,6 

~~ k 



--~ 

I 
L 
! 
l 
I 
il -. 
r 

.'l 

I 
1 '; l""(, 

.1 

. , 
-' , 

I 
! 
I 
! 
\ 
I 

1 
. 

1 

! 
:\ 
i\ 
.1 
;: 
Ij 
:i 
" " .. 
il 
~ 1 

~ ! 

" i 

55. · · · 50: 
: · qS: · · -" ' ~a: 

· 
31: 

· · 
:C" 

ItV:1 

sn 

a i" __ 

I "', 

XII. PERSONALITY FACTORS 
1. Personality Test Results 

!n this section the re$ults of three personality 

tests will be presented without going into a review of 

the pertinent literature on this subject. Discussion 

of some of the studies bearing on the issues of person

ality testing, particularly as they relate to the 

Minnesota MUltiphasic Personality Inventory (MMPI), the 

California Psychological Inventory (CPI), and the Inter

personal Personality Inventory (IPI), will follow in' 

some of the othel~ volumes. The purpose of this section 

is merely to preslent the findings on these three measures 

as they relate to the total study population. It is 

fortunate that the data on both the cpr and the MMPI 

are available on all wards who met the requirement of a 

sixth grade reading skill, which seems necessary to 
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comprehend the test i terns' on these tests, and on SOIDEiII 

wards who functioned test.l\rise below this level but c<>uld 

comprehend the items whl~n lPt:'esented t.o them by ,tape 

recording.. The t\-10 tesi\:s nlake a valuable assessment of 

personality factors thr~)ugh measures of the nat.ure Ci\nd 

extent of possible psychol~9'ical disturbance provided by 

the MMPI, and measures, given bY' the cpr assessing the 

psychological and social strslngth and patterns of inter

personal behaviors. 

The CPI profile shows relatively high scores oh the 

six subscales Sp (social presence), Sa (self-acceptance), 

Gi (good impression), em (communality) I Fx (flexibiJLity) I 

and Fe (feminity), indicating characteristics of social 

spontaneity, a fair degree of feelin~:rs Of self-\1ortb. 

and satisfaction with one's own self" a desire to create 

a good impression, a tendency to respond in a conforming 

way to the test items, a relatively good capability to 

adapt in thinking and social behavior r and a general 

preference for an accommodating and low ke~ social posture. 

The six lowest scores are found on Wb (sense of 

we,ll being), Re (respomdbility), So (socialization), 

To (tolerance), Ac (achievement via conformance), and 

Ie (intellectual efficiency). This would cha~~cterize 

the group as lacking in a general sense of physical and 
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psychological well~being and lacking in seriousness of 

thought; well developed values, and de~endability. 

Further, the group shows a great lack of maturity and 

social integration; often has friction with others, and 

shows little tolerance and acceptance of others. The 

group has also a generally low capacity to achieve in 

settings where conformance is required and shows indica

tion that intellectual and personal resources are poorly 

utilized. The discussion of the various subgroups in 

·the following volumes will use the results des~ribing 

the total study group as a referent point. This stand-

ard will always be, depicted by the dotted gray area 

representing the profile describing the CPI scores for 

the total study group_ The results pertainirtg to the 

specific subgroup will be shown by a black profile line 

and the specific statistics that are presen.ted in the 

lower part of the figures. 
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Figure 49 gives the test results on the MMPI for 

the total study population. Again, these results will 

serve as a standard used to view in subsequent volumes 

specific subgroups in comparison to the total study 

population • 

The MMPI profile depicting the results for the 
. 

total study population describes this group as relatively 

unhappy, having poor morale and generally lacking hope 

about the future. ~he high SCOres on the Psychopathic 

Deviate scale (~d) point to no~able difficulties in 

social adjustment and refleot their historie~~ of deli.n

quency and antisocial behavior in general. The results 

on the Pa (paranoia) I Pt (psychasthenia), SCI (schizo ... 

phrenia), and Ma (hypomania) scales suggest that the 

group is generally suspicious, has a high de!gree of 

anxiety i and shows thought patterns that arfa often found 

in p~rsons who are psychiatrically disturbed. Also, 

they seem easily distractable and prone to excessive 

acting out behavior that lacks rationality, but is 

rather based on impulses and moods. 

The total study population obtained a raw score 

average of 44.88 on the Interpersonal 'Personality 

Inventory, with a standard deviation of 8.98 • 
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2. Parole Prediction Result.s bused on 

personalit.y Tests. 

All information present.ed on prediction is based on 

work carried out in 1964 and published in 1965 (Gough, 

Wenk, Rozynko, 1~65). The equat.ions developed on t.he 

CPI (SUccess = 45.078 - .353 Sp - .182 Sa + .532 So + 

~244 Sc) and the MMPI (Success = 66.363 - .O~lF + .065K 

- .055 Pd - .168 Mf - ~456 Ma) were applied t.o the total 

study population and all subgroups. Base Expectancy (BE) 

scores Were not available for this work as the BE formula 

was changed during the study period. 

These equations for parole prediction were developed 

in an effort to increase the clinical ut.ility of predic~ 

ticm instruments and to retain flexibility in individual 

assessments over t.ime. BE teohniques lack flexibility 

because they are based on baokground factors in the indi

vidual's hist.ory t.hat cannot be alt.ered. Prediction 

instrument.s based on personalit.y t.est.s allow the 

ch~mging of prediction scoreS and allow t.he reassessment 

of pr:obability values when the test is reapplied 

and change between t.est administrations is noted. 

Predicticm based on personali t.y assessment has therefore 

a desirable feature in this maintained flexibility, in 
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addition to the 'possible greater utility because of the 

clinically meaningful po'tential of the C~I and MMPI 

equations. The results of the application of these equa~ 

tions are presented in some detail as these data may be 

of great interest to many readers. 

SUCCESS FAILURE 
0 

SUCCESS FAILURE 

"'" 
1982 1120 

if 2335 791 
% 63.9 36.1 

% 7~.7 25.3 
0 • 0 • %s 64.5 56,Q 

%s 62.7 S7,8 

FIGURE 50 
FIGURE 5l TOTAL STUDY POPULATlON 

CPI PREDICTlON TOTAl. STUDY POUlATlON 
MMPI PREDIClh:m· 

The identified subgroups of predicted parole 

violators and persons predicted to succeed on parole 

are depicted in Figure 50 for the CPI equation and in 

Figure 51 for the MMPI equation. The detailed break

down into cells that' gives informa.tion on the exact 

results of this prediction procedure as applied. to 

the total group is sbo'{·in in l1'igures 52 and 53" 
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ACTUAl. SUCCESS 

ACTUAL. FAILURE 

ACTUAL SUC;CESS 

A¢TUAL !'AILURr, 

PREDICTED SUCCESS (CPt) PR~OrCTEJ) FAILURE (cpll 

1278 

41.2% TIlUE POSITIVES 
OHl:!) 

704 

~ 
22. 7% FALSE PQSlTI YES 

(MISSES) 

CHI SQUARE b 19.27"* 2 DF 

!'IGURE 52 

632 

488 

~ 
15.7% TI\UE NE(lATJVES 

(HITS) 

TOTAL STUDY POPULATION 
RESUl.TS OF PAROLE PREOICTION BY CPI EQUATION 

PReDiCteD SUCCIOSS (/'IMP) PREDICTED FAILURE (MMPl) 

1463 

fJ 
46.8% T~UE POSITIVES 

IHITS} 

872 

27.9% !'ALSE POSITIVES 
(I-I\SSES) 

457 

14.6% FALSE N!;GATlVES 
(MlSS~S) 

334 

10.7% TRUE NEGATIVES 
(HITS) 

~~.--------------~ CH I SQUARE ,. 5.73" 2 DF 

FIGURE 53 
TOTAL STUDY POPULATION 

RESt)LTS or: PI\ROLE PREDICTION BV MMPI EQUATIon 

132 



i 
~ , 

I( 
" I. 

" 

~ 
I "p::= , 

---------------, ----'''1, 

D 

~.:. ' ~ , 

I 
I 
1 

CPI II 

MMPI N 

80 

7S 

70 

65 

60 

S5 

50 

45 

40 
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-4!f 46 47 48 49 50 51 5Z 53 

618 182 211 246 2i3 232 207 219 200 
119 95 m 261 338 382 412 405 371 
- Cpr MEAN" 49,82 SO" 4.98 -- "·MMPJ MEAN" 50/91 50"3.03 

FIGURE S~ 
TOTAL stUDY POPULAl"ION 

SUMMARY OF /lESUl.TS OF pAROLE OUTCoME PREDIctIoN 
WITH THfi CPl AND MMPI 

MISSES 

HITS 

CPI 
43.1% 
56.9% 

FrGURt! 55 

NMPl 
42.5% 
57.5Z 

TOTAt. stUDY POPULAtrON 
SUMMARY OF RESULTS of PAROLE PIlEIIIOTION BY 

CPI AND MMPI EQUATIONS 
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A summary of the prediction results is given in 

Figure 54 where the relationship between ·the score on 

the equations and parole outcome is shown, Figure 55 

gives a comparison of the ratios of hits and misses for 

the two equations. 

It may appear that the prediction efforts showed 

only modest success and that the accuracy figu~es are 

not overly impressive. The results of these efforts 
, 

seem to suggest little utility, partict.:llarly when one 

compares these results with the accura,~y of an un

differentiated prediction that all parc)lees will succeed, 

a "chance ll prediction that will be cor:1Cect for 60.9% of 

the cases. Such comparison, however, Iseems inappro

priate as an undifferentiated prediction is only a quasi 

prediction that has no utility in practical application .. 

True prediction statements, however, have potential use 

in case ..... ork management, even though the accuracy may be 

less than desirable. Further efforts on improving the 

prediction equations may give us a method of prediction 

that may have sufficient accuracy, flexibility, and 

clinical meaning to be of SlJVice to the case worker. 

XIII.. PSYCHIATRIC FACTORS 

This section deals exclusively with a subpopulation 

chat vl1as identified to be in need of psychiatric evalua

';;.ion. As psychiatric services were limited, only 
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individuals $pe~ifically referr~d fol:', such evaluation 

were psychiatrically examined. This ·subpopuls.tion con

sists of 511 individuals (12.3% of the total study 

population) who were referred by Clase workers. custodial 

staff, administrative staff, California Youth Authority 

Board members, etc., for various reasons, as shown in 

Table 6. Self-refel:.cal by wards was a reaSon for 

psychiatric eXamination in seven instances. 

TAB!.~ (j , 
PSVCHtilTR1C"Ll.f ~Vi\LUAnD WARl)S Ii " 511 

REASONS !'OR REFeRRAL. 

% OF % OF 
EXAMINED TOTAL STUDY 

MASONS FOR RErEl!RAL N GROUP POPULATION %5 

NONE 3 0.6 0.1 66.7 I 
BOARD OROER 81 IS,9 2.0 51,9 
p.A. REQUC:ST 15 2.9 0.4 46.7 
3TMI' REFERRAl. 114 22,3 'l..7 53.5 
IIATURE OF CRIME 186 36,4 q,s 67,7 
TREATMENT HlsTOIIV 11 2,2 0,3 63.6 
PRIOR MENTAL ILl.NESS GO 11.7 1.4 56,7 
SEXUAL PROBLEM 115 22,S 2.g 62.6 
NARCOTICS PROBLEM 8 1.6 0.2 75,0 
ALCOHOL PROBLEM 6 1,2 0.1 100,0 
~JlctOE potENTIAl. 27 5,3 0.7 51,9 
EPIl.EPSY 7 1,4 0,2 57,1 
ORGANICITY 27 5,l 0,7 59.3 
VIOtENCE POTFNTIAL 242 47,4 5,8 &2,8 
INTELLECTUAL ASSE$SMENT 8 1.6 0.2 SO,O 
A$SAU~TIVe BeHAVtOR 211 4,7 O,G 54.2 
TRAINING 2 0.4 0,0 50.0 
TREATMENT "'t:ED 29 S,7 0.7 51.7 
AbJUS'tMEIlT IN INSTITUTION 9 1.8 0,2 77,8 
TIWISI'ER 29 5.7 0.7 69.0 
EARLY REL~ASrt 5 1.0 0,1 40.0 
SELF-R!lFE~RAL 7 1.4 0,2 85,7 
OTHER 8 1.6 0,2 62.5 

It should be noted that reasons mentioned, for refer-

ral may be several for a particular individual. ~he 

data presented below concern only thiE,3 group and diag

nostic labels and sympto~s diagnosed are only describing 
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this selected group and do not imply that the other 

87.7% not psychiatrically examined is free of 

psychia·r.,r ic disorder~~. It can be reasonably as sumed I 

however, that most individuals with psychi;;l.tric 

liabilities were scteened out for examination through 

the referral proced'ures. 

Figure, 56 sho~,s the psychiatr:ist' s assessment 015 

the ward's motivation for treatment. As with all other 

factors in this section, they ~re reported only when 

specifically mentioned in the psychiatric report. If 

the psychiatrist is silent on a particular issue Or his 

statement is vaglle, the "no information" category is 

used. As Figure 56 indicates, any statement by the 

psychiatrist in regard to treatment motivation is re

lated to individ.uals who are relatively poor parole 

risks. In fact;, indiViduals who appear motivated for 

treatment to the psychiatrist seem particularly vulner~ 

able to parole failure. It should be noted that no 

information is available that would shed light on the 

sub~~~uent program of the persons examined and therefore 

we do M.rt: know whether or nO'I; they received treatment 

and l if they did; what kind. 

, ,~ 
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0 0 
NO MOTIVATED NO ItlFORMA TI ON MOTIVATION 

N 113 51 347 
Z 22.1 10,0 67.9 

• • Zs 57,5 S2.!l 62.0 

FIGURE 56 • 
PSYCHIATRICALLV EVALUATED WARDS N .. $11 

DIAGNOSIS OF TREATMENT MOTIVATION 

Do 
NONE MOD£RATE SEVERE 110 INFOR~IATIoN 

120 78 40 273 
2~.5 15.3 /.8 S3.4 

~ • • ~'''5 53.8 55.0 61.5 

FIGUR~ 58 
PSYCHIATRICALLY EVALUATED WARDS tI .. 511 

DIAGNOSIS OF VIOLENC£ POTENTIAL 

N 

% 

~s 

II 

% 

Zs 

137 

r==-'''"'""::!';t 0 
NO YES NO INFO~HATloN 

2 101 1102 
0.4 20.9 18.7 

-- • 
50.0 58,9 60.4 

rlGURE 57 
PSYCHlAtRICALL.Y EVALUATED WARDS tl a 511 

RECOMMENDATION FOR G~OUP COUNSELING 

r=~"=-::~""'Q D 
NO YES NO INFORt~ATION 

6 123 382 
1.2 24.1 74,8 

0 
66.7 61.8 $9.4 

, i'lGURE 59 
~SYCHIATRICAf.LY EVALUATED WARDS tf ... 511 

RECOMMENDATION FOR ACADEMIC/VOCATIONAL TRAINING 
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Figure 57· gives information on the psychiatrist's 

recommen.dation for group counseling and :Figure 58 show/3 

the h1\lInber of individuals m1ho were di4\g!~osed as having 

moderate and severe Violence potential. Recommendations 

fer academic and vocational tr.aining are summarized .in 

Figure 59. 

The history of prior mental health care.of this 

group is described in Figure 60. 

N 

% 

HOSPITAL 

26 
5,1 

• %s 53,8 

D 
MENiAt. 
HEALT(I 

CORRECT IoNs OTHER COMBINATION NO INFORMATIoN 

10 
2.0 

60,0 

27 84 
16,Q 

o 

63,1 

FIGURE 60 
PSYCHIATRICALLY eVALUATED WAROS N = 511 

PRIOR MENTAL HEALrH CARE 

36 
7.0 

o 
66.7 

328 
64,2 

59.8 

The diagnostic labels attached to the wards examined 

are presented in Figures 61 through 69 by psychiatric 

catefg-ories in use tb~n .and recommended by the .American 

Psychiatric Association. Figure 70 gives a summary of 

the frequl¥~Ilcies related to these categories. This 
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DRU~ oTti"ll. CONCLUSIVE UN$PECIF1EO OTHER. 

POISONING \4!lU~ NONE 

II 1 5iD II 2 1 SOB 
% 0.2 99.8 % 0.4 0.2 99,4 

%s 100.0 60.0 %s 100.0 100.0 59.8 

FIGURE 61 FIGURE 62 
PSYCHIATRICALLY EVAI.UATEO WARDS N .. Sl1 PSYcHIATRICALLY EVALUATED WARDS Ii co 511 

ACUTE BRAIIN OISORDERS CHRONIC BRAIN SYNDROME 

SIMPLE PARANOID ACUTE CHRON Ie SCHIZO-
UNDIFFERENT UNO I FFERENT AFFECTIVE 

N 3 10 1 9 5 
Z 0.6 2.0 0.2 loB 

0 0 
%s 100.0 70.0 0.0 66.7 

(:J(lURE 64 
PSYClllATRiCALLV EVALUATED WARDS Ii .. 511 

SCHIZOPHRENIC REACTIONS 
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DEPRESSIVE OTHER, 
NONE 

N 1 510 
% 0.2 99.8 it;!f!~: 

······~T 

%5 0.0 60.2 !o : 

FIGUR!; 63 
PSYCHIATRICALLY EVALUATED WARDS Ii .. 511 

AFFECTIVe REACTIONS 

OTHER, 
NONE 

lJ!l3 .. , 
. 94.5 { 

59.8 
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ANXIETY OBSESSIVE~ UNSPECIFIED OTHER 
COMPULSIVE NONE 

N 21 9 10 471 
% Q,1 1.8 2.0 92.2 

• 0 e 
%5 57.1 77,8 50,0 60,1 

FIGURE 65 
PSVCIH ATR [CALl, V EVALUATED WARDS N" 511 

PSYCHONEUROTlc REACTIONS 

D 
ItlAOEQUAl'E; SCHIZOID PARANOID UNSP.CIF1ED 

,9 ' 64 3 3 
7.6 12.5 0.6 0.6 

0 ,0 0 0 69,2 64.l 66.7 100.0 

, , fIGURE &6:<':"" 
PSYCHIATRICALLY EIiALUATEDWARDS N'" 511 

PEflSONAI.!TY PATTERN DISTUR6~NCE 
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EMOTt ONALLY PASSIVE- COMPULSIVE IJNsPEC I F I ED OTHER, UNSTABLE AGGR~SSIVJ: NONE 

N 42 160 2 1 306 
% 8.2 31.3 0.4 0.2 59.9 • • " 
%5 54.8 56.9 100.0 0,0 G2.4 

fiGURE 67 
P$YCliiATRICALLY EVALUATED WARDS N " 511 

PERSONALITY TRAIT DISTURBANCE 

C::::::::J L 
ANTISOCIAl. OYSSOCIAl. SEXUAl. HOT 0 I SORDEkED UNSPEC I F I ED OTHEIl. 

19 17 
3.7 3.3 

0 e 
63,2 47,1 

PEVIATiON SEX 

S 1 2 
1.0 M 0.4 

100.0 100,0 100,0 

FIGURE 68 
PSYCHIATRIcALLY EVALUATED WARDS N " Sl1 

SOCIOPATHIC PERSONALITY DISTURBANCE 
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AnULT I\DOLSS¢Etlt OrHI:R. 
NONE 

/I 2 47 462 
% 0.4 9.2 90.4 • i:s 100.0 55.3 60,4 

F!GUllI, 69 
PSYCHIAtRICALLY EVALUAtED WARDS U '" 511 

TRANSIEtiT SITUATIONAL PERSONALITY DISTURBANCE 

D I ,I 
BRAIN PSYCHOTIC NEUROTIC PATTERN TRAIT PERSOllAL I tY DISORDERS 1liSTURBANCE DISTURBANCe 01 stURDANCE 

It 4 29 40 109 205 44 
% 0.8 5.7 7.8 21.3 40.1 8.6 

0 () 0 • 0 

.' 60.0 S7.D 56.6 63.6 .oJ lOO.O 62.1 

FIGURe: 70 
PSYCHIATRICALLY EVALUATED WARDS Ii .. 511 

SIlMMMY PSYCHIATRIC DIAGNOSIS 

I? 

142 

(I 

________ !_i'~,f~ ____ ~~ ______ ~ ______________ )~' ..... -h"!L~, __________________ ~ __ _ 

0 
TRANS I EIU 

I) I STURBANCE 

lJ9 
9.6 

• 
51.1 

NOrlE 

31 
6.1 

• 51.6 

~l' 

,';1 

,,~ 

~-, 

, "J 



\\ 

\) (., 

'" " J:.~ > ~ .. ~. 

_____ ,.,.! ..... q.!.r.! .. ~.d ••• t~= ...... --'~v~( ...... ~ .. 

information is~lso presented inaetail in lJ:'able 7 which 

gives, in addition to the percentage found for each diag

nostic label in :celation to the examined '9'rOUp (N = 511), 

the appropriate percentases as they relat.e to the total. 

study population (N = 4,146). 

iAn!.E 7 . 
PSYCHIAtnlcALLY £VALuArtn WARDS W .. 511 

SuMl-lAR'f ~F PSYCHlAiRle nlAC!N(i\~'lS 

%0" % ()/: 
1:XAMIN£1) lOlA!. STUtlV 

GROUP 'POI'U!.A l'l ON %5 , 
ACUTE llRAHI DISORI)~RS 

IIRua i>olSONING 1 M 0,0 100\0 
tH~()NIC MAIN sYNOMHE 

CONCLUSIVE ~ 0.4 0,0 100,0 
UNSP.ECIFH:!> 1 0.2 O.~ 100.0 

AFF£eflVE lIeACT I otiS 
])SPRaSSIV~ 1 0,2 n.o n.u 

SCHllI)PilREN1:C REACT/eNS 
SIIfPLE 3 0.6 O.l lOO,O 
PA~'ANOln 10 2.0 0.2 JO.O 
ACU},E UNol Fl'ERENtlllnn 1 0.2 0.0 0.0 
CHRIlN1C: UNDJFI'ERSNTlArED 9 1.8· 0\2 66.( 
SCHI~O~A~tEcrtVE 5 1.0 0.1 40.0 

PSYCHONEURUTI C REACT! oNS 
ANXIETY 21 11.1 0.5 5t.1 
OSSESS I V/i-cOMPUlS IVE 9 1.8 0.2 ii.S 
UIISPEC II"I I1n 10 2.0 0.2 ~O.O 

PIORSorMt.1TY PATTERN DlS'rURnANC£ 
!NADEQUl'lte 39 7.6 0.9 69.2 
lleHlzolll 64 12.5 1.S 611,1 
PARANOIIl ; 0.& 0.1 66.7 
UI/SpeCIFIEf) ,') 0.& 0.1 100,0 

PERSONA!..IT\' tRAIT IlISTURIlANCf; 
EMotIONAllY \JNsrAllLlt 42 8,2 1.11 S4,!) 
PI\SStYE-AGMESS1Yl! 160 3M 3.9 S6,!} 
])MPUlSIVE 2 0,11 O,G 100,0 

4i1St>WFIEIl 1 0.2 0,0 O.D 
~()CIOPAtHlC I'ERGllNAt..Ir'f otSTUllllAfiCI! 

ANtISoeIAt. 19 3.7 0,$ 63.2 
O¥SsoctAL 1i 3.3 o.q Ili.l 
$EXI)Al. DIlVIAIIOII $ 1.0 0.1 100.0 
/lot DISORIlEREIl sax CI~~ENO!tR 1 M 0,0 lOG,Q 
U»SPECl ~ IIlD '2 1).4 0,0 100,0 

ThANSlrIONAt. SITUATlotl/,t. I'£RSOIIAl.lfY 
OISTURDANC(; 

II!1ULT SJiUATIOIIAl 2 0,4 !J.O lOntO 
AllOt.ESCENt SITUAtt()t~jlt. 47 9,2 1.1 5'.3 
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Symptoms found to be present d~ring the examination 

are summarized in Table 8 and t'elated in percentages to 

the examined as well as to the total study group • 

• 
TABLE 8 

PSYCHIATRICALLY EVALUAtED WARDS H If! 511 
PR!tSENT SVMPTO/IS FOUND DURING PSYCHIATRIC EVAI.UATlIJN 

1; OF % OF 
~XAMINED TorAL S'TlJD'i 

N GROUP »OPULA'tION ~s 

DELUSIONS 4 0,8 0.1 25,0 
HALLueIN,\troNS ~ 0,6 0.1 66.7 
THOUQHT DISTOR'tIONS 4 0.8 0,1 25,0 
R~AL I TV D I STORTI ON$ 1 0.2 0,0 10o.Q 
REMISSION 11 2.2 0,3 72,1 
DEPRessIoN 11S 22,5 2.8 GO,O 
OU(I., 21 5.3 0.7 51.9 
ANXIEiY 117 22.9 2,8 56,4 
APATHY ~ 0.6 0,1 66.7 
HOSTILIT'( 36 7,0 0,9 58.3 
lNSECUR Ity 6 1.2 0.1 66.7 
$USPICIOUSN£SS 25 M 0.6 68.0 
OEP£NoENC'I' 131 2S,6 3.2 54,2 

From these data it is apparent that the incidence 

()f psychiatric illness among the youthful offenders 

studied is rather infrequent. Psychosis was found in 

only .6% of the total study group. The incidenoes for 

the other psychiatric categories are as follows: neu~o

tic disorders .9%; personality pattern disturbances 2.6%; 

personality trait distur.bances 4.9%; sociopathic person-
./ 

a1ity disturbances 1%; and ~ransitional situational 

personality disturbances 1.1%. considering the rigorous 

screening p~ocedures employed to channel all suspect 

individuals to\llard a psychiatJ;ic evaluation, one has to 

conclude that I~er:i.ous psychiatric disturbances are 

largely absent from suoh delinquent population$ where 
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serious psychiatric symptoms such as delusions{ hal1ucina .... 
I • .. 

tions, thought disto:r:~ions, and reality distortions are 

rare indeed. On the other hand~ dependency; anxiety, 
or, . 

and dep~ession a;ppear to be quite common in this delin

quent population, with t:h~ first two showing also a 

fairly strong relationship to parole outcome. 

XIV. OFFENSE RELATED FACTORS INCLUDING VIOLENCE 
INFORMATION AND PAROLE FOLLm~-Up 

This section will focus on offense specific data, 

with particular attention given to violence cotnInitted 

and weapons used during the commission of the offenses. 

The types of offensef~ committed that led to the institu

tionalizations are S.ummarized in Figure 71. As is 

commonly found in studies of adult criminal offenders, 

individuals who offend against persons are much better 

~isks on parole in regard to recidivism per·~ than 

persons who engage in property offenses. Examples of 

the former would include we.rds committed for Robbery 

and Assault, show~nq parole success rates of 70.3% 

and 71.7% , respectively, and examples of the latter 

would be wards cOmn\itted for Vehicle Theft and Forgery, 

shO~'1in9' parole. success rates of 53.4.% and ,5,2.7%, re'

spect:i,;vely. A not€.lWQl;'thy exception is the. low success 

ra t,~ fdr individuals il pornmi tted for homicide ~ contrary 
. . 

to expectations.~~ th~'S group performed poorly on parole. 
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This small group shows a great deal of va.riati,on in 

parole success rate when subdivided according to ethnic 

background (8 Whites, 37.5%81 5 Mexican-Americans; 80%8; 

and 5 Blacks r 60%S). A further discussion bf this 

finding will be presented in Volume 7, offenses Against 

Persons. When inspecting the data given for persons 

committed for narcotic offenses, one should bear in mind 

that this group includes not only the user but the seller 

of narcotics. The group contains a complex mix of 

persons, offenses, and motives and therefore cannot 

be regarded as an offense specific group. 

~S N % 

52.5 HOMICIDE 19 0.5 
100,0 NEGLIGENT MANSLAUGHtER 13 0.3 
70.3 ROBBERY 438 10.6 
71.7 ASSAULt 233 5.6 
60.0 nURGLARY 

61,0 THEFT 

53.4 VEHICLE THEFT 

52.7 FORGERY 

7l.q FORCIBLE RAPE 

56.1 STATUTORY RAPE 

63.6 OTHER SEX OF~ENSES 

65.9 NARCOTICS OFPENSES 
67.6 ALCQ~OL OFFENSES 

60.2 OTHER 

53,4 ?AROLE VIOLATION 

1080 26.1 
421 10;2 
719 17.4 
207 5.0 
28 0,7 
82 2.0 
44 1.1 

370 8.9 
37 Q.9 

304 7.3 
148 3.6 

Ox S% lOX 15% 20% 25% 30% 

FIGURE 71 
TOTAL STUDY POPULAT ION 

ADMISSION OFFEr/SE 

Figure 72 gives the identical information for the 

Parole Violation Offenses. In both figures the data are 

presented in conformance with the offense categories as 

developed by the Uniform Parole Reports collected and 
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published by the Research Center of the National Council 

on Crime and Delinquency. Such categorization makes 

comparison with adult offender population variables 

cOllected by the Uniform Parole Reports possible. 

HOMICIDE 

NEG~IGENT MANSLAUGHTER 

ROBBERY 

ASSAULT 

BURGLARY 

THE~T 

VEHICLE THEFT 

FORGERY 

FORcIBLE RAPE 

STATUTOIW RAPE 

OTHER SEX OFFENSES 

NARCOTICS OFFENSES 

ALCOHOL OFFENSES 

OTHER 

II '% 0% 5% 10% 15% 20% m 30% 

17 1,2 
1 0.1 P 

168 12.0 
89 6.3 I 

265 18,9 
123 8.8 
168 12.0 

58 4.1 
10 0.7 

~ 
9 0.6 

17 1.2 
222 15.8 
11 0.8 1 

247 17.6 

!'fGURE 72 
TorAL StUDY POPULATION 

VIOLATION QHENSf! 

I 
I 

I 

J 

I 

A summary of both admission offenses and parole 

violation offenses is given in Figures 73 and 74. 

D 
PERSON PROPERTY 

OFFENSES OFFENS~S 

N 857 2427 
% 20.7 58.6 

~ • 
%s 69.1 57.6 

D 
OTHER 

859 
20.7 

61.8 N 

% 

l47 

D, 
PERSON PROpERTY 

OJ'f"NSES DFJ'EtlSES 

311 614 
22.1 43.7 

FIGURE 74 
TOTAL STUDY POPU~A'rION 

\'I(j~ATlOI{ OFfENSE SUM/1ARY 

OTHER 

480 
34.2 

i;' 

,,;' 

j' 
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Figure 75 ,provides data on the case worker's rating 

of the s~verity Of violence known in the background of 

each ward, and Figure 76. gives the case worker's esti

mate of each wa:r:d's violence potential. 

0 D D D D 
NONE MODERATg SERIOUS LEAST MILO MODERATE SERIOUS 

2q57 1000 543 N 662 820 1273 31.1 
61.4 25.0 13,6 % 21.4 26,S 41.2 10,1 

.. <t 0 0 
59,6 62.7 65.7 %5 63,9 61.8 60,6 61.1 

FIGURE 75 l'!(lu1/1l7S TOTAL STUDY POPULATION TorAL STUDY POPULATION CYA HISTORY O~ VIOLENCE CASEWORKER'S ESTIMATION OF VlOLErIC\!. P01ENTlAL 

The next classification, as exhibited in Figure 77, 

was attempted in an effort to get data on the history 

of actual violence on each ward by expanding the defini

tion of viol~nce to include violence that may not 

necessarily be criminal. The category on aggressive 

crimes without violence includes cases where aggression 

was shown by threaic with or without a weapont where 

violence may have been committed by crime partners" 

etc., but where the ward classified in this category 
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did not actually physically assault or harm anyone. In 

contrast, the category "violence" includes persons who 

physically acted out. The outcome of the assault was 

regarded as iIlll1laterial by defining violence as physical 

assault that eQuId consist, e.g" of the discharge of a 

firearm aimed at the victim or aimed into the sky, or 

any other assault perpetrated against a person. Rape 

cases were included in this category if force was Used, 

regardless of the legal label given the offense. Non

criminal assault was also a reason that led to inclUsion 

in this category. 

0 0 0 
NONE AGGRESSIV/t C(W~E VtOLEIiCIO NONE VES NO VIOLENCE 

II 2386 J54 1001} N 2944 120~ Z 57.5 18.2 24.3 % 71.0 29.0 
• 0 

:;:s 59,6 65.1 60.6 ls 61.0 60.S 

FIGURt 77 FIGURE 78 TOTAl. STUDY POPULATlOt! TOTAl. STUDY POPUl.AtlON HISTORY OF Vlol.ENCE HISTORY OF CARRVING WEAPONS 
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Fig'ure 78, gives informat!j,on on the history of carry

ing 'WeaJPons. This category contains only individuals 

who have carried weapons or ob~'ects t.hat were clearly 

meant t!O be used for offensive or defensive purposes. 

Weapon$ used for hunting or sports were not recorded. 

As can be seen, nearly 30% of the total study population 

had a history of carrying weapons for illegal,purposes, 

either to commit crimes or Use them in gang activities, 

or for self-defense in a hostile environment. 

0 D l~ I [ :I c; I: 
NONE 1 2 3 ANO MORE NOliE 1 2 :3 AND MORE 
1791, 1090 599 m 
44.9 27.3 15.0 12.8 N 3350 375 72 

% 8M 9.11 1.8 

.' a 
P'9. £21 0 0 

56 •. 0 64.1 
%s 60.3 65.6 63.9 

FIGURE 79 
FIGURE 80 TOTAL STUDY POPULATION 

tOTAl.STUny POPULATION A!lMlSSIOII OFFENSE PARTNERS 
e'fA PAROLE~ PARTNERS 

Figure 79 shows that partners were l')art of the 

admissi.on offem'3e in more than half of thE.~ crimes com

mitted by th:;,s gro1lp. In one third of these cases¥ the 
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partner or partners were und$l: parole status by the CYA. 

As dan be seen in Figure 80', pa:r..~ole outcome for waros" 

who had orime partners was generally better than for 

wards Who had no critne partners .. 

The frequency and kind of individual violence 

committed during the Admission Offense is presented in 

Figure 81. 

[: ] D :J C C ::::J t:::: -~~ "" 
NON~ THREAT. THREAT tilNOIt MI'IJOR DEAtH NO lNFORI1ATtlltt NO WEAPON h'~IIFON INJURY INJURV 

1/ 2900 122 304 39:J 107 36 136 Z 72.S 3.1 7.6 9.8 2.7 o.g l.q 
• 0 0 0 0 0 0 %5 58.S 63.9 71.1 68.2 68.2 72.2 65.4 

FIGURE 81 
TOTAL STUD'" POPULATION 

1«01'lIOUAL VIOl.ENCE UI AOm~SJON OF~~NSIl 

While only 6% of the wards we~e admitted with a 

legal label that implied violenQe, suoh as convi¢tions 

for assault, battery" anq, maIlsla'ughter" an analysis of 

the behavior displayed during the commission of the 

admission offense revealed that in actuality 24.1% of 
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the tQtal st~~y population committed violent or aggress

ive acts that range from threat ~ithout a.weapon to in

flictin~ major injuries that led to death in 36 cases. 

In more than half of these admission offenses in which 
, 

viole.nce or aggression was displayed by the individual 

wards', some kind of weapon was used that in most cases 

happened to be a firearm. Figure 82 gives the breakdown 

by type of weapon. 
, 

In order to learn about violence committed by part

ners, data were collected under the same definitions as 

above but relative to partner committed violence and use , 

of weapons. This information is presented in Figures 83 

and 84. 
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NONE THREAT 
NO WEAPoN 

N ~289 70 
~ 82.3 1.8 

0 
%s 59,1 65,7 

,,~ 

] 
THRl:AT MINOR MAJOR DEATH NO INFORMAtIoN WEAPON INJURY \NJVRY 
2~0 2qo 71 14 74 
6.0 6.0 1.8 O,q 1.9 

0 0 0 0 0 
73.3 71,3 69.0 71.4 68.9 

FIGURE 83 
TOTAL STUDY POPULATJON 

GROU~ VIOLENCE IN ADMISSION OFFENSE 
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It is c1ea~ from these data that persons who oommit 

aggression and Violence against person$ have a relatively 

good parole success rate.' This is also true for indivi

duals who commit criminal acts in groups of two or more. 

These findings, which are consistently reported in the 

literature, suggest that offenders who strike out 

against others and offenders who have compa~ions in crime 

are Psychologically and socially relatively better func~ 

tioning than persons who commit property offenses and 

are pursuing their criminal aotivities "in solo.1f 

0 D 0 I 0 D " J C HQNE tEs\rA~ $I - $5 $5 - $20 $20 - $100 $lOO - $500 $500 - $1000 $1000 " $SOdO ljO~506aAN NO IHFO~/tATtON 1110 13 ql 120 399 SQ} 143 811 207 638 27,8 0,3 1,0 3,0 10,0 U.5 3.6 20,6 5.2 16.0 0 0 Q 0 Q • • • 6~,} 59,2 68.3 63.3 65,Q 63,2 57.3 55.8 58,0 52,~ 

FIGURE 85 
TOTAL STUDY POPULAttON 
E~O~oMtc lOSS BY VICTIM 

The loss incurred by the victims is dep;cteq in , 
, 

Figure 85. It should "be noted that there1at~vely high 

frequency in the category $lrOQO-$~,OOO loss is. a re

flection of the fact ~hat all vehicle thefts were 

recorded in this category. The low parole success rate 

in this group "is consistent with the ,general finding 

that car thieves are poor risks on parole. 
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D.D 
REVOcATIONS BAb PISCHARGES' OTHER 

614 
14,8 

999 
24.1 

FIGURE 86 
TOTAL STUDY POPULATION 
TYPE OF PAROLE REMOVAL 

2533 
61.1 

Figure 86 gives the breakdown by type of parole 

removal. Revocations and return to the California Youth 

Authority Was imposed on 14.8% of the wards ~eleased on 

parole, while 24.1% received bad discharges frQm the CYA 

that were necespitated in most cases by incarcer'ation in 
$I either adult correctional state facilities or county 

jails foll,owing further criminal behavior. 

XV. INITIAL INSTITUTIONAL PROGRAMING 

This last section gi. part two gives some informa.~ 

tion on some of the recommendations and decisions made 

by staff of the Reception Guidance Center and the CYA 

Parole aoard at the conclusion of the diagnostic study 

of each ward and before the transfer of the ward to an 

institution for a program of rehabilitation. Figure 87 

gives a summary of the evaluation made by custodial 
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staff in regard to the prognosis for the institutional 
I 

adjustment. Only 17.1% of the wards were assessed as 

encountering potential difficulties during incarceration. 

~ . .. [J 
I/O tf'lFORMAl'ION GOOD POOR 

PROGNOSIS P~OQNOStS 
II 17 3295 681 
Z 82.5 17.1 

0 • 
%s 62.0 57.9 

FIGURE 87 
TOTAL STUDY POPULATION 

CUSTODIAl. EVALUATION FOR INSTITUr!ONAL ADJUSTMENT 

custodial staff also recommended that 31 wards be 

housed in the Adjustment Center and recommended against 

camp placement for 360 wards. Adjustment Center place-

·ment was in most cases recommended as a protective 

measure for wards who were 'likely to be victimized by 

more aggressive wards. !t was only infrequently 

recomnlended as a control O~ rest~aint measure for 

aggressive wards that victimized others. 
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NONe YES NOllE YES 
NON It y!;S 

N ~22 3776 N 836 3159 N. 3910 87 2 5,6 ':34,4 
= 

20.9 79.1 % 97.8 ~.2 

%5 
«. 

Sq,1 61.6 %s 60,4 61.3 %5 61,1 
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FlGURE as FlGURE 89 TorAt. STUDY I'OPULATHlN 
STA~F REeoMlmlOATION FOR GROUP COUNSELING TOTAL STUDY POPULATION 

STAFr RECOMMENDATION FOR WORK ASSIGNMENT 
I'tGURe 90 

TOTAL STUDY POPULATION 
STAFF RECOMMENI)ATJOti rOR PSYCHOTHEhAPY 

Staff recommendations for group counseling, work 

assignment, and psychotherapy are stlmmarized in Figures 

83, 89, and 90. 

TABLE 9 
TOTAL STUDY POPULATION 

COUNSELOR S T!lANSF~R RECOMMENt/ATloN 

II 

IMM£O I ATE PARO~E 117 • 2.9 
~I\RLV PMOLE 3 0.1 
PRESTON SeHOOI. 01' INbUSTRV 202 5,1 
YOUTH TRA! N I NC SCIlOOL 1349 33.9 
CAMPS • . 

UNSP£ClI'IEIl 8~8 21.1 
!lEN LOMOND 1 n.o 
MT. lIULl.lDN 1 0,0 
I'IllE GROVE 3 0.1 

OEU~1. VOCATIOflAI. IlIaTIl'UTlON 6S1 16.4 
CALIFORfltA MEOrCI'I1. FACII.'fTV. 
VACAVIl.l.E 28 0.7 
tOR~£CTIONAL TRIIINJIIG 

760 19.1 FACILITY. SOLEIlAD 
CAI.1MRIIIA REIMIIILIl'ATION 
CENTER 12 0.3 
tlEI'A~tMENt o~ MENTAL HYGIENE 6 0.2 
COurtly JAIl. 3 0,1 
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Table 9 summarizes the counselor ('9 t;ransfer 

reoommendations. Xmmediate pa~ole was recommended by 

the case wo~kers for 117 wards l but that recommendation 

was .not supported by the CYA Parole BOal::'d, as can br.

seen in T~ble 1Q. The fact that these 117 wards had a 

relatively good parole success rate (69,,2%) speaks well 

for the clinical judgment of the case workers. 

TAll!.!:: 10 
r~rAL STODY POPULATION _ • 

:;ALIFollNiA VOUTI.~ AUTHQRlty BOARD OliosI'! ~OR TRANSWl 

N %s 
IMHE1HATIl PAIIIlL£ 2 0,0 50.0 
lOAR!. V PAROL!! 1 0,0 100,'0 
\,R~$tQN SCHOOl. OF WI)USTR'I 220 $,3 54,1 
YOUTH tnAINING SeHOQ~ 1m 26.9 65,'1) 
CAllI's 

UH~l'eeu:tED 2 0,0 50.0 
!lSI! loMON!) 235 5.7 65.S 
HT. IIUl.llON 24~ S.S! 67.1 
PillE GROVI! 255 6,2 ~ • .3 
WASHINGtON RIDGIl 329 a.o 58,1 

DeUEl. VOCAttQNAt. t/fSTtTUTlI)N 7Sl1 18,3 57 
$AN QUElmN 1 0.0 101 \) 
CALIFORNIA MeO!(:ilL FilCILlr'I 

2S (1,6 44.0 VACAVILLE 
COM£CTIONAL 'IMINING 

877 ~J\2 57.S FACII.IT\' I SOLEMII 
CALIFORNIA REHAIlILltArlON 

18 0.4 IIQ.4 CEt/WI 
DEPAl!rH~llr OF HEIlYAL HYGIENE 3 0.1 66.7 
CONrINU~1) ~9 0,7 69,0 
COUNTY .JAIL 27 0.7 4S.l. 

It is interesting to note in Table 3.0 the differ

ences in parole success rates that exist among the various 
, forestry camps~ Partioularly the relatively low parole 

suooess rate for Camp Washington Ridge is noteworthy as 

most camp assignments are made rather arbitrarily, 

assigning similar kinds of wards to each camp. Perhaps 

the social climate at this oamp was at the time nevatively 
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influencing the rehabilitation prooess and is responsible 

for this difference. Our data do not give us information 

..., \,'idlat would ~hed mo.:e light on this faqt. T.:ansfe.:s to the 

California Medical Facility include primarily Psychologically 

disturbed individuals apd transfer..' t.o the California 

", 

!~ 

1 .-:;: 

Rehabilitation Center of persons with drug abuse problems .. 

The 10\0( pal3:'ole sucqess rate oan be eXpected for these 

groups. Equally understandable is the low parole Success 

rate for the wards transferred to the Preston School of 
. Industry v as this group is comprised of the youngest 

and most immature wards in this study. Transfers to 

county jails were ordered for 27 wards, primarily because 

of pending court trials for other oriminal,charges that 

mayor may not be directly related to the admission to 

the California Youth Authority • 
• 

As mentioned earlier, one feature inoluded in the 

standard computer printout giVing the statistical descrip-. . 
tion of any def'inable subpopulation is the ranking by 

the pttrole sucoess rate of all subgroups that contain at 

least 100 individuals. Figure 91 gives this information 

for the two e~treme ends~ ,the low risk groups and the 

hi.gh risk groups.. The cut-off poillts"' for inolusion in 

this summary were arbitrarily. set at-70% and above for the 

low ,risk groups, and at 50% and b~low ,for the high risk 

groups. The low r;sk groups are primarily Offenders against 

person$ who were J,ll,volved jon iSituat:i.qns'."~~hat were violent 

or potentially;violent.. The two hi~h risk groups 6f 
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relatively large proportion are offenders with a history 

of recidivism and/or escape from a minimum security facility. 

[}lIGH RJSK &ROIJI'S) 

WI!APOI'I' \!StD BY Ol'toU' 

.'ou, VIOLtNCE IN 
~OHIS$lO. omHU 

w",po~ U;£~ BY IHOIVID~L 

AOHtSSlOH of''N'E 

C:;;O/JP VtaU:HC£ ftC 
AMlnlo. OFFE.$! 

tNn'VIDUAI. VlaU!NC! I" 
.tlIHfUIQH OFF£KS£ , 
(VA .DARn (mQER .FOR 

"""".\II 
~OH!$UOW OFFENSE 

W!LITA.t DIS(HAAG' 

~lSlOFtV OF PERSOHAqT'f 
F~TTEIUrf DISTURlAHCE 

Hr.ro~y o. E~eAPE 

A.HIS$l •• 'srATU. 

lflSTOR'f OF SOC:JQPATHlt 
'l't$o~LIl1' DrSTUttBAHt:;E 

kJS.ro/lY oF: orl~rt USE 

SUBCATEGORY 

~Uff ~ UffIPECI"tlI m 3.6 7~,4 

TkRIAT WITH wmOH 240 6.0 n.3 

IOItH, Etc, lJ5 3.4 7M . ' 
.SS~uLr 213 5.6 11.1, 

"1.0' I.,una •• 240 6.0 1,) 

TliR(ilT WitH .ER.OW 31Vl 7.6 7l.l 

11 tIOHrwS 'ROG • .II< 110 2.8 0.9 

"~UE"Y 438 0.6 0,; 

OIStiOH.ORABI.E. E1C, ill 2.9 0,1 

I 

VES 134 3.2 ~.o 

'ROW '\lH!MI/II JEtlllllTv 526 U 47.9 

2 AND tIO'E .<TII.H. To 
tVA 732 17.9 47,0 

rES 11S .2,8 45.2 

'4'U, HollERAn USE, 102 ~,s 42.2 

FIGURE 91 
TOTAL STUOY POPuL\TJON 

SIIfiiARY OF lllll RISK AHU mGH RISK GROlJPS !II REGARD TO 
PARolE ~EIlFPRlWitf 

The data presented in this ~olume describe in some 

detail factors, facts, and characteristics associated 

with the 4,146 wards studied. The more important ele-

ments of this information'will be presented again in 
t 

different form and different context in the following 

volumes when various issues in classification will be 

discussed in more detail. Thr6ughout this report the 

data on the total study population ~dll maintain their 

significance as they provide a base for comparison that 

is used consistently as a point of reference. 
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APPENDIX A 

This appendix provides a facsimile of the original 

computer printouts produced under grant No. 73"'NI-0008G. 

The statistical description provided ''lith this computer 
'" routine can be inexpensively produced for any .definable 

subpopulation. There ;3.re basically t"RO kinds of data: 

1) data giving frequenci,es and per cent of group or sub .... 

group in re,gard to the total pOl?'t~lation. -This informa

tion also provides the per cent success (%5) of each 

variable subcategory, a feature that is 'considered 

potentially usef'ul for correctional practitioners as 

well as correctional planners and researchers; 2) data . 
giving means and standara'deviations on various acad'emiC!, . 
vocational, and psychological tests and other variables, 

i.e., age, weight, height, etc. 

An additional feature of the printouts.ts provided . 
at the end of the printout of each set. ..Each vari,able 

subgroup that contains at least 100 individuals is 

ranked on per cent parole success (%5) and printed in, 

thiEt ranked order. This infoI;'I\,lation-is felt to be 
~ ~ 

valuable when studying hign or low risk gtpups of 

1~7 

_~ ___ rt'!~. 

, <2 -

1 



i .. 
f 

',. 

" ':.-

.. 

\) 

o 

- i 

o·ffenders as well as for comparison Puri\?OSes between all 

sizable subgroups. The above project Pzroduced these 
'I 

. statistical descriptions for the following subpopulations 

in addition to the statistical description of the total 

study population exhibited here. 

Classification 
Factor 

OVERALL GROUP 

RACE 
I 

INTELLIGENCE 

ADMISSION STATUS 

ALCOHOL 

1 •. Total study population (N=4,146) 

2. White (N=2,2l2) 
3. Mexican·-Arnerican (N=772) 
4. Black (N=l,076) 

5. 
6. 
7. 
a. 
9. 

10. 
lL· 

Mental Defective (Nr-23) 
Borderline Defective (N=127) 
Dull Normal (N=l,OOO) 
Average (N=2, 437) 
Bright Normal (N=446) 
Superior (N=al,) 
Very Superior (N=9) 

"12. First Admission to CYA., (N.=2,470). 
13 •. First Return to CYA (N=aOO} 
14. Second Return to CYA (N=38);) 
15. Third or more Returns to C·~rA (N=351) 
16. First Re-admission after, 

Discharge from CYA (N=14:it) 

17. NO Alcohol Problem (N~~, 21,2) 
18. Moderate Alcohol Problern.(N=l,242) 
19. Severe Alcoho1Problem (iN'=624) 

') , . 
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DRUGS 

OPIATES 

MARIJ"UANA 

GLUE SNIFFING 

PAROLE OUTCOME 

CRIME PARTNERS 

MOTIVATION FOR 
TRAINING 

MATURITY 

20. 
21. 
22. 
2:3. 

24. 

No History of Drug' Use (N~3 f 488). 
L.ight Involvement w~,th Drugs (N=263) 
Moderate In"olvemen~\ with Drugs (N=337) 
Severe Involvement with Drugs (N=58) 

., 

25. 
26. 
27. 

No Hi.story of Opiate Use (N=3, 971) 
Light; Involvement with Opiates (N=43) 
Model:iiate Involvement with Opiates (N=102) 
'SeveJ:tre Involvement wit~ Opiates (N~30) 

28. 
29. 

No History of M~il,rijuana Use (N=3, 345)' 
History of Marijuana Use (N=801) 

30. No. History of Glue Sniffing (N=3890) 
31. Hi$tory of Glue Sniffing (N=256) 

32. l?arole Successes (N=2,533) 
33. Parole Failures (N=1,613) 

. .,." 
34. No Crime Partners 
35. Crim.e par~ners (N=l i 944) 

(N=2,202) 

36. Not Motivated for Training' (N=l
t
ll3) 

37. MotiVated for Training (N=2,776) 

38. Low Maturity Inqiv~;duals (N=2, 372) 
39. High Maturity Indi-viduals (N=809) 
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ACADEMIC 
ACHIEVEMENT 

READING 
OISAB!LI[lY 

VIOLENCE 

40. 
4!-
42 • 
43. 
44. 

High Academic Achievement (N==4) 
Moderate Academic Achievment (N=30) 
Average Academic Aohi~vement (N=1,496) 
Lo~., Aoademic Aohievement, (N=l,360) 
Lowest Aca~emio AOhievement (N=l,149) 

45. Re51ding Disability (N=350) 
46. Reading Disability - White (N=l4l) 

Reading Disability - Black (N=l02) 
Reading bisability ~ Mexican-American 

47. 
48. 

(N=lOO) 
49. Violent Admission Offense (N=250) 50. Nonviolent Admission Offense (N=3

t
893) 

Violent ParOlenevooation Offense (N=104) 
Nonviolent Parole Revocation Offense (N=l,301) 
Actual Violence Committed during 

5I. 
52. 
53. 

54. 
Admission Offe'nse (N==962) 

No Aotual Violence Committed during 
Admission Offense (N=3,l84) 

Weapons Present during Admission 
Offense (N'=578) 

55. 

56. No Weapons Present during 

57. 
58. 

59. 
6'0. 
61. 
62. 

63. 

64. 
65. 
66., 
67. 
68. 
69. 
70. 

71. 
72. 
73. 

Admission Offense (N:::3,568) 
No History of Violence (N:::2,385) 
History of Aggressive Crimes but ,no 

Actual Violence Committed (N=754) 
Hi.Story of Violence (N=l, 006) . 
History of Carrying Weapons {N=l,202) 
NO/History of Carrying Weapons (N=2,944) 
Psychiatrio DiagnoSis of Moderate 

Violenoe Potential (N=7B) 
Psychiatric Diagnosis of severe 

Violence Potential (N=40) 
No Alcohol t Threat without Weapon (N=57) 
Alcohol, Threat without Weapon (N=65) 
No Alcohol, Threat with Weapon (N'=:159) 
Alcohol, Threat with Weapon (N=145) 
No Alcohol, Minor Injuries to Victim. (N=161) 
~lcohol, Minor Injuries to Victim (N=232) 
No Alcohol, Major Injuries or Death 

(N=50) 
Alcphol, !1ajor Injuries or DeC\th (N'==93) 
No Alcohol, No Violence (N=l,73S) 
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o 

OEATH OF PARENTS 
N • 4146 CI0Q.OI' K ~ o ( 0.01) 

CODE FR£Q peT pc'r-s 

1 498 12.0 61.0 FATHER DEAD 
2 193 ~.7 62.1 KOrkER OEAD 
3 64 1.5 56.3 BDru DEAD 

BLANK 3391 81.8 6Q.8 BOTH LIVING 

MILITARY DIscIPLINARy ACTION 
N • 3999 ( 96.5~) H • 141 ( 3.51) 

-eODE FREQ peT PCT-S 

a 25 0.6 60.0 NO INFO 
1 301 7.5 65.1 YES 
2 167 4'.2 68.9 NO 
9 3506 81.1 60 .. 5 NO SER\'ICE 

MILITARY DISCHARGE 
N - 4000 t 96.51) H a 146- ~ 3.51) 

eOOE FREO peT PCT-S 

0 85 2.1 n~6 no INFO 
1 104 2.6 51.7 HONORABLE 
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INDIVIDUAL CASE HISTORY INFORMATiON <CONTINUED) PAGE 2 

016 HISTORY OF' DRUG MISUSE 
N • 4146 (100.0%) H r- \i ( O.U) 

CODE f'REQ pet flCT-S 

0 3466 84.1 61.9 NONE 
1 263 6.3 59.3 ISOLATED 
2 337 8.1 53.4 KODERATE 
3 56 1.4 50.0 SEVERE 

019 HISTORY OF OPIATE u~E 
N • 4146 (100.01) H • .0 ( 0.01) 

CODE FREQ PCT peT-S 

0 3971 95.8 61.4 NONE 
1 43 1.0 62.8 ISOLATED 
2 102 2.5- 42.2 MODERATE 
3 30 0.7 43.3 SEVERE 

022 HISTORY OF MARIJUANA USE 
N • 4146 (IOOeOI) K ~ o ( o.on 
CODE FREQ peT PCT"S 

o~t 334S 60.1 61.3 HONE 
2~3 801 19.3 59.2 YES 

011 

• 020 

DRUGS AS fACTOR IN CRINE 
ij • 4146 (100.0f) K cO, O.Of) 

CODE rREQ per pcr-s 
o 3788 

h3 209 
2 149 

91.4 61.2 NDNE 
5.0 57.4 PRESENT CRIME 
3,6 S7.0_PAST CRIHES ONt 

OPIATES AS FACTOR IN CRIME 
N • 4146 (100.01) K • o ( Of'~n 

CODE fREQ PCT PCT-S 

a 4'046 97.6 61.3 NONE 
1#3 73 1-8 42.5 PR£SENT CRIME 

:: 27 0,7 31.0 PAST ~RIHEs ONL 

023 HISTORY or GLUE SNIfFING 
N • 4146 (100.0t) H • 0 ( 0.01) 

CODE FREQ peT PCT-S 

0,2 . 3890 93.8 61.0 NONE 
1,3 256 6.2 56.6 YES 

2 104 2.6 54.8 GENERAL .. HONORABLE tON~lTIONS 
3.4.5 121 2.9 70.1 OrSHONORA8LE. ETC. 

6 25 D.6 76.0 MEDICAL-
7 59 1.5 72.9 OTHER 
9 3506 87.7 60.5 NO SERVICE 

024 HISTORY Dr SUIcIOE ATTEMPTs 025 HIS1DRY Df ESCAPE 026 HrSTORT OF pERSONALITy pATtERN 
DISTURBANCE (PSYCHIATRIC LABE~ING' 

N • 4146 (100.01) M • 

cODE FREO peT peT-S 

o c 0.0;) 

o 4047 
1 65 
2 ~4 
3- 10 

".-.\ 

97.6 61.1 MN£ 
1.6 SO.8 INFREOUENT GESTURES 
0.6 50.0 FREOUENT GESTURES 
0.2 40.0 SERIOUS ATTEMPTS 

N • 4146 (10b.ot) H • 0 ( o.OU 

CDDE FR£g pct pcr-s 

.... 

o 3539 85.4 63.1 NONE 
1 526 {2.? -47.9 HINIMUM SECURITY 
2 812.0 '39.5 MAXIMUM SECURITY 

N • 4146 CI00.ot) H • 0 ( 0.01) 

CODE fREQ PCr-PCT-S 

o 4012 96.8 61.2 HONE 
1.2.3 134 3.2 50.0 YES 
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INDIVIDUAL CASE HISTORY INfORMATION (CONTINUED) PAGf" 3 

027 HISTORY Or HOHOsEXU4L AeTS 02& HISTORY OF PSYCHOSIS 029 HISTORY OF SOCIOPATHIC,PERSnkALlrr 
rHSTURBANCE 

N • 4146 (100.01) M • o ( 0.01l N • 4t46 (tOO.OI) H • o ( 0.01) H • 4146 (IGO.Ol) K • o ( O.OU 

CODE FREO peT PtT-S CODE FREQ peT per .. s (DOE f~£Q peT pcr-s 
0 400g 9'6.1 61.4 HONE 0 4097 98.8 60.8 UGNE 0 4031 97,2 6-1.3 NONE 
1 79 1.9 40.5 ISOLATED h2.~ 49 1.2 61.2 YES la2,3 its 20B 45.2 YES 
2 .0.3 1 .. 0 53.S REPEATED 
3 15 0.4 53.3 PATTERN 

i 

v30 HISTORY 0, SEXUAL DEvIATIONS 031 HISTORY or ~EUROStS • 032 HISTORY OF BRA&~ OAKAGE 
, 
i 

H • 4146 (lOO~O:) H • o C O.OS) H e 4146 (100.01, H • o ( O.OS) N • 4146 CI00.01) K • o ( 0.01) ,,~ 

CODE rRta PCT PCT"S cQOE rRtg peT pcr·s CODE rREo peT pcr-s 

0 3929 94.8 60 .. 8 NONE 0 4092 98.7 61.1 NONE 0.2 4118 99.3 60.9 NONE 
1 156 3.8 51.1 ISOL4iED 1-2-3 54 1.3 44.4 YES 1·3 28 0.1 53.6 YES 
2 61 1 .. 5 72 .. 1 RePEATED 

033 HISTORy DF' RApE 034 MISTORY or PERSONALITY TRAIT 035 HISTORV OF EPILEPSY 
DISTURBANCE 

N • 4146 (100.0S) H • o ( Q.OS) N • 4~46 (100.0S) H • o ( o.OS) H .' 4146 (100.01) H • o C 0.0%) 

CODE rREQ peT peT-S CODE FREa peT PCT-S CODE FREQ peT PCT-S 

0 40~6 97~1 60.9 HONE 0 3670 93~3 61.6 NONE 0.1 4125 99.5 60.8 NONE 
1 120 2.9 60.0 YES 1.2,3 276 fl.7 51.1 YES!:' 2.3 21 o.s 61.9 YES 
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036 
IQ 

99.42 
11.23 

2684 ( 64,71) 
1462 ( 35.31) 

RAVENHAYRICES 
044 

RAW SCORE 

43.33 
6.66 

. 3527 C 84.81> 
629 ( 15.2:) 

INTELLIGENCE FACTORS PAGE " 

ARHY GENERAL CLASSIFICATION TEST 
OJ7 038 039 

VERBAL NUMERICAL SPATIAL 

48.80 56.08 54.10 
21.25 25.83 24.64 

2679 ( 64.61) 2682 C. 64.73) 2683 l 64.7$} 
1461 ( 35.41) \464. ( 35.31' 1463 ( 35.3t) 

SHIPLEy HARTFORD 
045 046 047 

CO LANGUAGE A-eSTRACT 

96.05 23.7S 24.02 
14,38 5.45 7.96 

1767 ~. 42,6i) 2167 , 66.71) 2696 , 65.0%) 
2379 ( 57.41) :37:9 ( 33 .. 3u 1450 ( 35.01) 

CALIFORNIA TEST OF MENTAL KATURITy 0.-46 
040 

AVERAGE IQ 

90.81 
13.89 

3865 ( 23..21> 
281 ( 6.8U 

041 04.2 .. 043 
LANGUltG£: Ia NON-LANGUAGE' 10 RAW SCORE 

86 •. 98 94017 201:97 
16.56 14.09 7.74: 

3867 ( 93.31> 3877, ( 93.51) 2112 ( 65.41) 
279 ( 6.7t) 269 ( 6.5i) 1434 C 34.61).; 

048 INTElLlbENCE CLASSIFICATION 
N • '126 C 99.5%) M ~ 20 ( 0.51) 

CODE 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6-
7 

FREQ PCT PCT"S 

23 0.6 69.6 
127 3.1 63.0 

1000 24.2 59.2 
2440 59.1 60.7 

446 10.6 63.7 
.81 2.0 67.-9 

9 0.2 77.8 

t 

MENTAL DEFECTIV 
BORDERLINE . j 
DULL NORMAL ~ 
NORMIL I 
BRIGHT NORMAL 11 

SUPERIOR ~ 
VERY SUPERIOR f 
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CALIFORNIA ACH1EVEHENT T£ST BATTERY 

049 050 051 
REAOING READING REAOING 

VOCABULARY COHPREHENSION AVERAGE 

1'.55 7.66 1,,62 
2.16 2~69 2666 

4066 t 98.11) 4061,) ( 97.91) 4067. ( 98.U) 
80 ( 1.9%) 86 ( 2.11> 79 ( 1.9¥) 

CATB 

057 058 059 
. LANGUAGE ToTAL GRAOE GENEp.AL 

AvERAGE PLACEMENT INTELl.IGENCE 

7,30 7.42 90.30 
2.45 2.28 18.24 

3998 ( 96.41) 4068 ( 98.U) 3888 ( 93,81) 
148 ( 3.6%) 18 ( 1.91) 258 .( 6.21) 

GENERAL APTITUDE TEST BATTERY 

(J65 . 066 061 
MOTDR rINGER HAliUAL 

CDORDINATIDN OEXTERITy OExTERITY 

96.34 91.02 111.70 
18.54 19.42 21.61 

381\6 ( 93.71) 3811 ( 93.41) 3618 t 93.S~) 
260 <. 6.31) 275 ( 6.61) 268 ( 6.51) 

052 053- 054 055 ()56 
a~ITHHETtC ARITHMETIC ARlTHIo(ETI-C LANGUAGE I.ANGlfAG~ 
r.£ASOfHNG rUNOAri.:rn Al.S AVERAGE HCCKAfHcs SPELl.ING 

7.47 7.27 7.39 .7.22 7.35 
2.23 1.98 2.03 2.52 2.60 _ 

4067 , 98.n) 4066 ( 98.n) 4066 ( 98.a) 4001 ( 96~5%) 3991 ( 96.3l:l 
19 ( 1.9l0 80 C 1.91) ao c 1.91) 145 C 3.51) 155 C 3.7%) 

GENERAL APTITuae: TEST SATTf:R'f 

060 -
VERBAL 

APTITUDE 

86,06 
15.20 

3875 ( 93.Sil 
271' ( 6.51) 

068 
GRADE 

CLAIMEo 

10.17 
1.44 

4070 ( 98.2%) 
16 ( 1.-8l) 

061 • (162 063 (164 
NUMERIC"I.. SPATIAl. pE~CEPTIONAI.. CLERICAL 
ApTITUDE APTITUDE APTITuDE APTITUDE 

87,50 102.63 99.32 93.74 
19.93 20,,43 19.51 15 .. 06 

3887 ( 93,8?;) 3887 ( 93.aU 3885 ( 93.71)- 3867 C 93.S:> 
259 ( 6,2~' 259 ( 6.21) 261 ( 6.31) 259 ( 6.21) 

069 ~70 071 
GRADE !>IfFERENCE 1 DIFF'ERENCE II 

ACHIEVEO 

7.42 2.74 -3.37 
2.28 2.19 1.95 

4068 t 98. U) 4039 t 91,4l) 4053 ( 97.81) 
78 ( 1.91) 101 ( 2.~n 93 ( 2.2Z) 

DIFFERENCE II 
DIFFERENCE II, 

GRADE CLAIMED - GRADE ACHl£VED 
GRADE ACHIEvEo • GRADE EXPECTED 

072 AeADE~IC TRAtNIN~ pOTENTIAL I 073 ACADEMIC TRAINING pOTENTIAL It 074 STAfF' RECOHHENDATlONrOR 
ACAOEMIC TRAINING 

N • 3892 t 93.91) H • 254 ( 6,11) N 3 3999 ( 9~.51) Ii v 147 C 3.51) H 8 3998 ( 96.41) H : 148 ( 3~6l) 

CODE fRtQ peT PCT--S CODE FREo PCT PCT-S conE fR£O pcT PCT-S 

1 .. 3 2589 66.5 62.4 HOTIVATEO 0 155 3.9 53.5 NO INtO 0 1112 27,8 59.5 NONE. NO INro 
2.4 1303 33.5 57.6 NOT HOTIV4TED 1-3 2580 64,5 61.9 HOTtVATED 1 2886 72.2 61.6 YES 

2 .. 4 818 .20.5 58.4 NOT HOTIVATEO 
5 22 0.6 45.5 INELIGIBLE 
6 424 10.6 66.0 HS DIPl.OMA 
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ACAPE"IC FACTQ~S 'CONTINUED) 
FACE. 6 

If 

"" 
'.\ ars GRADE CLAIMED 076 GRADE ACijIEVEQ 017 AGE LErT SCHOOL 

N u 4070 f 98.2%) k~ 76 ( 1,8U N • 406& ( 98,11.) HI': 78 ( 1.91) N • 3935 (-94.9%) He 211 (. 5·.11> CODE 'REQ peT PCT"S CODE f'REQ peT PCT-S CODE fR£Q peT PCT-S 1 0 0.0 0.0 1 12 0.3 58.3 12- 1-3 0.3 46.2 'fURS OLO 
2 0 0.0 0.0 2 107 2.6 58.9 13 20 0.5 45.0 
3 3 0~1 (hO 

l 252 6.2 63.5 14 95 2.4 56.a-
4: 5 0.1 40.0 4 266 6.5 62.0 15 314 8.0 59.9 
5 21 0.5 42.9 5 406 10.0 60.3 16 1126 2a~6 00 .. 1 
6 38 0.9 57.9 

6 591 14.1 58.6 17 1396 35.5 60.a 
7 94 2 .. 3 59 .. 6 

7 681 16.9 61.1 18+ 971 24,7" 65.6 
6 373 7.9 60.4 8 61'1 16,5 60.2 9 685 16.8 59.4 

9 492 12".1 59.1 10 1099 27.0 60.1 
10 363 8.9 62.0 11 1051 25.3 62.5 11 157 3,9 67.5 12 706 17.'3 62.0 12 54 . 1.3 12;2 13 40 1.0 15.0 13 1 0,0 100.0.. 14+ 5 0.1 80.0 14+ 1 0.0 100.0 

.; 

~ 

it 

J .. ~,,~,,- :{ 
_:>t-

... "","-..... ..' 



~. t" 

.' 

078 VOCATIONAL TRAINING pOTENTIAL 079 
WOOO~~Op INSTRUCTOR'S RATING 

N • 1036 ( 25.0i) M a 3110 ( 75.01) 
; ., 

CODE FREQ PCT PCT-S 

.t 1-3 773 74.6 60.8 MOTIVATED , 
2-4 263 25.4 60.1 UNMOTIVATEo 

0~1 VOCATlONAL TRAINING POTENTIAL II 062 

N • 3998 ( .9~.4I) .M ,. 148 ( 3.6Z) 

CODE FREQ pcT peT-S 

0 232 5.8 57.8 NO INFO 
h3 2872 71.8 62.2 MOTIVATED 
2,4 6,91 17.3 57.7 UNMOTIVATED 

5 201 5 .• 0 62.7 INELIGIBLE 
6 2 0.1 100.0 ~SDtPLOHA 

084 UNION SHTUS 085 
N ,. 3999 ( 96.51) H 8 147 ( 3.51) 

CODE FREQ peT PCT-S 

0 29 Os7 62.1 NO INFO 
1 309 7.7 65.7 YES 
2 3.661 91.5 60.8 NO 

-,' 

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

V~CAT~O~AL FACTORS P~GE 1 

VOCATIONAL TRAINING POTENTIAL 
HETALSHOP INSTRUCTOR1S RATING 

N • 996 ( 24.01) H • 3150 ( 76.01) 

CODE FREQ PCT PCT-S 

1-3 696 69.9 62.5 MOTIVATED 
2.4 300 30.1 56.3 UNMOTIVATED 

LENGTH O~ ExpERIENCE 

N • 3997 ( 96.41) M • 149 ( 3.61) 

CODE FREg PCT PCT-S 

0 . 459 11.5 58.8 NONE 
1 1466 36.7 59.3 0-6 MONTHS 
2 7?5 18.i 65.2 6-12 MONTHS 
3 3~4 7.9 59.9 12-18 MONTHS 
4 138 3.5 63.8 18-24 MONTHS 
5 433 10.6 66.3 24+ MONTHS 
6 401 io.2 56.7 SPORADIC 
9 5S 1.4 56.4 NO INFO 

OCCUPATIONAL DISABILITIES 
N • 3998 ( 96.4S) M • 148 ( 3,61) 

CODE FREQ PCT PCT-S 

0 37 0.9 ' ~4.9 Nn INro 
1 239 6.0 62.8 YES 
2 3722 93.1 61.1 NO 

080 VOCATIONAL TRAINING puTENTIAL 

083 

'. 

COUNSELORtS RATING 
N • 3892·( 93.91' H. 254 ( 6,11)' 

CODE ,REQ PcT PCT-S 

1-3 2779 71.4 62.4 MOTIVATED 
2_4 1113 28,6 57.1 UNHOTIVATE~ 

STAFf RtCOMMENDATION FOR 
VOCA TlQNAL"P.fRAINING 

N • 3999 ( 96.51) ~. 147 ( 3.5S) i 

CODE 

o 
1 

FREQ 

1065 
2934 

peT PCT-S I 
26.6 
73.4 

~ 

59.7 NONE. NO INr~ 
61.8 YES I 

1 

1 
I 

·1 
! 
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086 OCCUPATIONAL HIsTORy 

087 COUNSELOR!S RECO~HENDATION FOR TRAINr~G oa8 
PRIMARY AREl OF VOCATIONAL INfEREsT 

VOCATIONAL JijAINING 
N • 4QOO ( 96.5$) H • 146 ( 0.11) N • 3998 ~ 96.4~) M • 148 ( o.U) N • 3999 , 96.5~) M • 141 C O~U) CODE rREQ peT PCl-S CODE F'REQ PCT PCT-S CODE FREQ peT PCT-S 12 21 0.5 76 .. 2 C4RPENTRV 1.2, 183 4.6 65.6 CARPENT~Y 12- 193 4.8 63.2 CAHPENTRY 

• 14 26 0,,1 73.1 CONSTRUCTION 14 a 0.2 62.5 CONSTRUCTION 14 19 0.5 57.9 CONSTRUCTION 
18··24! 9 0.2 88.9 ELECTRICAL 18"22 156 3.9 60.9 ELHTRICAL 18-n 155 3.9 65.2 ELECTRICAL 

.36 6 0.2 66.7 MASONRY 38 129 3.2 58.9 MASONRY 36 99 2.5 56.6 KA~ONRY 
43 8 0.2 50~0 MItL & CABINET "3 88 2.2 61.4 HILL & CABINET 43' 74 lL.9 63.5 HILL & CABINET 
.07 112 1.1 59.5 HousE pAINTING 47 a5 201 57.6 HOusE pAINTING 47 78 2.0 hl.5 HOuSE PAINTING 
46 7 0.2 71.4 PLASTERING lid 66 1.7 57'.6 PLASTERING 46 56 1.4 57.1 PLASTERING 
49 3 0.1 0.0 PLUMBING 49 61 1.5 59.0 PLUMBING 49 66 1.7 60.6 PLUMBING 
$2 1 0.0 0.0 REf RIG & AIR tDND 52 49 1.2 65.3 REFRIG & AIR to NO 52 39 1.0 71.6 REf RIG & 41R CO~JO 
54 11 0.3 54.5 SHEET METAL 54 37 0.9 62.2 SHEET METAL 54 31 0.8 61~J SH~ET METAL 
72 4 0.1 50.0 SKILLED TRAOE 72 1 0,0 0.0 SKILLED TRADE 72 19 0.5 89.5 SKILLED TRADE 

2,3 0 0.0 o~o ATR MECHANICS 2,3 18 .0.5 61.1 AIR MECHANICS 2-3 19 a.s 63.2 AIR MECHANICS 
7 36 0.9 72.2 AUTO ~ECHANICS 7 417 10.4 64.0 AUTO MECHANICS 7 411 10.3 64.5 AUTO MECHANIcs 

. 6 16 0..4 43.8. S'OOY & rENDER 6 100 2.5 54.0. BODY & fENDER 6 93 2.3 55.9 BODY ~ fENDER 
:u· :?8 0.7 6o..r HEAVY EQUIPMENT 31 21 0,5 57.1 HEAVY EQUIPMENT 31 17 0.4 64.7 HEAVY £QUIPHENi 

40.'.2.45 14 0.4 57.1 GENERAL MECHANIC 40.42.45 37 0.9 62.2 GENERAL MECHANIC 40'42,45 36 0.9 58.3 GENERAL HECHANIC 
51 5 \) .1 60.0 TV REPAIR 51 0 0.0 0.0 TV I?EPAIR 51 4 0.1 50.0 TV REPA.Ift 
61 '';7 0.7 ~3.0 hELDING 61 322 6.1 6.4.9 WELDING 61 281 .7.0 65.8 WELDING 

10.35 112 2.1 65.9 HAINTENA.NCE 10.35 38 1.0 63.2 HAINTENANCE 10.35 32 0.8 59.4 MAINTENANCE 
33 Q 0.0 Q •. O INDUSTRIES 33 14 0,11 71.4 INDUSTRIES 33 1 0.0 10.0.0 INUUSTRIES 

t-24,36.44 209 5.2 58.9 LANQSCAPING h24.36,44 126 3.2 59.5 LANOSCAPING 1,24_36_44 108 2.7 61.1 LANDSCAPING 
56.60 ~3 O~" 66~7 ~AREHOUSE TRAIN 56.60 43 101 51.2 WAREHOUSE TRAIN 56,60 37 0.9 45.9 WA~EHOUSE TRAIN 

77 2543 63.6 60.7 UNSl<lLLED 77 7 0.2 73.4 UNSKILLED 71 25 0.6 60.0 UNSJ{Il!.fi:D 
~ 5 0.1 60.0 BAKING 8 40 1.0 65.0 8AI<!NG 8 43 1.1 67.4 BAKING " 

15 89 2.2 64.& COOKING 15 29 0.7 62.1 COOKING 15 45 101 55.6 COUKING 
16 3 0.1 100..0 CUlIN~RY ARTS 16 62 1.6 61.3 CULINARY ARTS 16 3:3: 0.8 57.6 CULINARY ARTS 
26 4 0.1 100.0 fOOD SERVICES 26 5S 1.4 60.0 rooo SERVICEs 26 34 0.9 7Q.6 rOOD SERVICES 
39 1 0.2. 57.1 HEAT CUTTING 39 38 1.0 71.1 HEAT CUTTING 39 38 1.0 71.1 HEAT CUTTING 

9 6 0.2 100.0 BARBERING 9 If 0.1 75.0 8AR8ERING 9 25 0.6 76.0 SARBEJUNG 
11 13 0 .. 3 61.5 DRY CLEANING 17 55 1.4 60.0 DRy CLEANING 17 42 101 71.4 DRY CLEANING: 
~5 7 (h2 57.t S110E REPAIR 55 56 1.4 69.6 SHot REPAIR 55 46 102 66.7 SHOE REPAIR 
59 12 0.3 58.3 UPHOLSTERY 59 114 2.9 60..5 UPHOLSTERY 59 106 2.7 63.~ UPHOLSTERY 
4 1 0.0 100.0 ARTS & CRAfTS 4 31 0.6 64.5 ARTS & CRAfTS 4 ~8 0 •. 5 So.G ARTS &. CkArlS 

30 1 O.G 100.0 GRAPHIC ARTS 30 35 . 0.9 71.4 GRAPHIC ARTS 30 20 0 ... 7 65.~ GRAPHIc ARTS 
41 11 0.1 100~n HECK DRAFTING 41 134 3~4 68.7,MECH DRAFTING 41 114 2.9 67.5 MECK DRAFTING 
50 3 0.1 33.3 PRINTING 5a 28 0.7 53. 6 PRI~rrNG 50 29 0.7 55.Z PIHNTrNG 

87 0 c.o 0.0 nEF"EftRE~ 87 102 2.6 62.7 DEFERRED 81 18 0.5 55.6 OEfERR(O ~~ 
88 16 0.4 56.3 NO U~f'O 88 29 0.1 44~8 NO INfD 68 502 12.6 58.6 NO INF"O 
99 0 0.0 0.0 INST CONVENIENCE 99 13 0.3 46.2 IRST CONVENIENCE 99 1 0.0 0.0 INST CONVENIENCE 

0 422 1~.6 58.8 REJEC1S TRAINING i) 989 24.1 59.4 REJECTS TRAINING 0 790 19.8 56.5 REJECTS TRA!NING 
276 Ih9 ~4.1 OTHER 

178 4.5 55.6 OTHER 194 4.9 61.9 aTHeR 

~ 

~~. 
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HEAN 
so 
H 
MISSING 

MEAN 
SO 
N 
MISSING 

MEAN 
SO 
H 
M.ISSING 

MEAN 
SO 
» 
KISSING 

KEAN 
SO 
li 
Ml$StNG 

089 
DO 

3A.37 
12.10 

3103 C 74.3U 
1043 ( 25.21) 

097 
SC 

41.77 
11.14 

3"103 ( 14.8S) 
1043 t 25.2%) 

105 
fX 

49.61 
9.54 

3103 , 74.81) 
-tO~13 ( 25.21) 

108 
L 

54.42 
6.68 

. :3128 ( 75.41) 
1018 ( 24. ~I) 

116 
PA 

59.87 
12.35 

3128 ( 75.41) 
10t8 ( 24.6$) 

~--..,.-

~~ -_ ..... ~~;: •. )~._-,...:::,.r<._ 

P£RSONALITY FACTORS f"AGF; I) 

eALlfORNIAP'SYCHOI.OGICAl INVENTORY 

090 
CS 

39.36 
11.64 

3103 ( 74.8S) 
1043 ( 25.21) 

096 
TO 

34.83 
11.71 

3"103 ( 74.&U 
1043 ( 25.2S) 

106 
FE 

49.08 
9.93 

3086- C 7(1.41) 
1060 ( 25.61) 

091. 
S't 

44.10 
11.48 

3103 C 74.8U 
1043 (.25.2:,> 

099 
GI 

092 
SP 

47.24. 
11.10 

3103 ( 74.8:> 
1043 ( 25.21) 

100 
eM 

113.39 48.64 
10.82 11.84 

3103 ( 74.81) _3103 ( H.al) 
1043 (25.21) 1043 ( 25.21) 

107 
CPI EQUATION 

49.82 
4.98 

3102 ( 74.8:U 
1044 ( 25.21) 

093 
SA 

50.89 
B.42 

3103 ( 74.8", 
1043 ( 25.21) 

tal 
AC 

31.09 
12.32 

3t03 ( 74.81> 
1043 ( 25.21) 

094 
WB 

37.68 
13.63 

3103 ( 74.81' 
1043 ( 25.21) 

102 
AI 

·39.47 
10.20 

3103 ( 74.8" 
1043 ( 25.21) 

095 
RE 

30.97 
11.38 

3103 ( 7418:) 
1043 ( 25.2l) 

103 
IE 

34.57 
12.86 

3103 ( TII.al) 
1043 ( 25.21) 

MINNEsOTA MULTIPHASIC PERSONALITY INVENTORY 

109 
F 

110 
K 

61.60 51,63 
9.70 9.25 

3128 (75,4;> 3128 ( 75,111) 
1018 (24,61) 1018 ( 24.6%) 

111 
-PT 

61~~n 
13.32 

3121\ ( 75.4:U 
1.,1& C 24.61.) 

118 
SC 

66~71 
14.67 

3128 ( 75.4,) 
1018 ( 24.61, 

Jll 
H5 

53.52 
10.97 

3128 ( 75.1Il) 
1018 ( 24,61) 

119 
KA 

64,45 
11.91 

3128 C 75.4ll 
1018 ( 24.6~) 

112 
I} 

113 
HI 

60.98 55.97 
12.04 9.05 

3128 (75,41) 3128 ( I5.4t, 
101' ( 24.61) -1018 ( 24.6%) 

114 
PO 

14.3{ 
11.21-

3118 { 75~4n 
1018 ( 24.61' 

120 
SI 

121 122 

53.39 
10.06 

310S C 15,01) 
1038 ( 25.01) 

HKPI EQUATION IPI 

50.91 
3.03 

3126 ( 7S.4t) 
1020 t %4 .. 6U 

MATURITY LEVEL 

411.aa 
8.96 

3181 ( 16 .. 117 
96S ( 23,3S) 

096. 
SO 

32.68 
9.13 

3103 C 74.6%) 
1043 ( 25.2l) 

104 
py 

43.53 
12.20 

3103 { 74~6%11 
1043 ( 25-.2%) 

€' 

115 
HFf 

54.81 1 
9.19 1 

3126 ( 75.4%) 1 
1018- ( 24.6%) ~ 

.j 
1 

<:;1 
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r'CR~OI'f-4L.1-TY FA.~~O~.?5- <-~O"''T1"UCD~ PAGE. 1.0' 

123 CP'I EQUATION 124 MHPI EQUATION 125 :PI PREDICTION H • )102 ( 14.81) K • 1044 ( 25.21) N • 3126 ( 75.4¥) M » 1020 ( 24.6') N • 3102 ( 74.81) ~ • 1044 ( 25.211 
COOE rRtQ. PCT pcr .. s CODE FREQ 

1;5- 618 19.9 56.8 45- 119 
46 1f'2 5.9 59.3 46 95 47 211 6.8 55.0 47 163 48 246 7.9 58.1 48 261 49 213 8.8 58.2 49 336 So 232 7.5 59.5 So 382 51 207 6.7 63.8 51 412 52 219 7.1 61.6 52 405 53 200 6.4 69.5 53 371 54+ 7.14 23.0 68.5 54. 580 

121 CPI PREDICTION 

ACTUAL SUCCESS FAILURE TOTAL 
SUCCESS 1278 ( 41.21) 632 ( 20.41) 1910 ( 61.6S) 

( 66.91) { 33~U' ( 100.0.1) 
( 64.5%) C· 56.U) 

FAILURE 704 ( 22.7%) 488 , 15,11) 1192 ( 3a.4~) 

TOTAL 

''¥ CHI sa 

(J >, 

N 

1766 
1278 
483 

1336 
704 
632 

C 59. U) . ( 40.91) ClOO.O¥) 
( 35.5%) { 43.61} 

19S2 € 63.9%) 1120 ( 36. U) 3102 CI00.0S) floo.O%) (100 .. 0S) 

• 19.21 2 OF' 

S 

56.9 HITS 
41.2 CORREcT SUccESS PREDICTIONS ~rRU~ POsITIVES) 
lS~7 CORRECT FAILURE PREDICTIONS (:RUE NEGATIVES) 

43.1 fftsSES 
22.1 INCORRECT SUCCEss PREOICTIONS (rALSE POsITIVES) 
20 .. 4 INCORRECT FAILURE PREDIcTIONS (fAlSE NEGATIVES) 

,.-1(;;: ...... -:;-"'.-' 

PCT PCT-s CODE FREO. pcr pcr-s 
3.8 51.l 48+ 1962 63.9 64.S SUCCESS 3.0 66.3 <48 1120 36.1 56,4 FAILURE 5.2 57.1 
8.3 51 .. 9 126 HHPI PREOICTl!.m 10.8 60.9 N ~ 3126 ( 75.41) K. 1020 ( 24.611 12.2 63.6 

13.2 62.1 CoOt FREO PCT PCT-S 13.0 64.2 

6Z.7 SUCCESS 1-1.9 64.2 49+ 2335 14.7 
18.6 60.2 <49 191 25.3 51.8 FAILURE 

128 HHPI PREOH~TION 

ACTUAL SUCCESS ,AlLURE TOTAL 
SUCCESS 1463 C 46.8U 457 ( 14.61) 1920 C 61~U) 

( 76.2i;) ( 23.81) (100.01) 
C 62.71) ( 57.81) 

FAILURE 872 C 27.91) 334 ( lo.n) 1206 , is.til) 
( 72.3i} ( 27.71} (1 0.01) 
C 37.31) ( 42.21) 

TOTAL 2335 C 74.71) 191 ( 25.31) 3126 ClOO.Ol) 
(100.0S) uoo.el) 

CHI SO • 5.73 2 Of" 

N S 

1797 57.S HITS , 
1463 46.8 CORRECT SUccEss PREDICTIONS {TRUE postTr~£Sl 
3H 10.7 CORRECT fAILURE PREDICTIONS 'TRUE NEGATIVES) 

13.29 42.5 KISSES 
~72 27.9 InCORREct SUCCESS PREOIcTIONS (fALSE POsITIVES) 
.1157 14.6 INCORREcT fAILURE PREDiCTIONS (FALSE NEGATIVES) 

i 

'1f 
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136 

:J' "j;"': ·'_-".~.,r 

REASONS F'OR REF'ERRAL 130 
N .. S11 (100.01) ij • .. a C- O.OS) 

CODE rREQ PCT PCT-S 

00 - 3 0.6 ~6.7 NONE 
01 81 15.9 51.9 SOARD ORDER 
02 15 2.9 46.7 PtA. REQUEST 
03 114 22.3 53.5 STAF; REFERRAL 
04 1~6 36.4 67.7 NATURE OF CRIME 
05 It 2.2 63.6 TREATMENT HIST 132 
06 60' H.7 56~7 PRIOR MENTAL ILL 
07 1 t 5 22.5 62.6 SEXUAL PROBLEM 
08 8 1.6 75.0 NARCOTICS PRUBLEH 
09 6 1.2 100.0 ALCOHOL PROBLEM 
10 27 S.3 51.9 SUICIDE POTENTIAL 
11 7 1.4 51.1 EpILEPSY 
12 27 5 .. 3 59.3 OP.GANIC!.TY 
13 242 47~4 62.8 VIOLENCE POTENTIAL. 
14 8 1.6 50.0 INTELLECTUAL 
15. ~4 4.7 54.2 ASSAULTIVE BEHAVIOR 
18 2 0.4 50.0 TRAINING 
19 29 5.7 51.7 TREATMENT NEED 134 
20. 9 1.8 n.B AO,WSTMENT 
21 '-9 5,7 69.0TRANSf"ER 
22 5 1.0 40.0 EARLY RELEASE 
23 7 1.:Y a5.7 SElF-RUERA!.. 

17,99 8 1.6 62.5 OTHER 

RECOHHENDA~ION FOR PSYCHOTHERAPY 
N • 511 (100.of' K • o C O.Ol) 

cODE rIEQ. peT PCT-S 

0 101 .19.a 59.4 NO 
l oi,f 101 19.:8 ·57.4 YES 

BLANK 309 60.5 61.2 NO lNfO 

N .. 

DAIGNOSrS OF' TREATMENT HOTIyATION 
N·~511 (Ioo.ol) H • . ·0 , 0.01) 

COOE FREo peT PCT"S 

0 113 22.1 51.5 NO MOTIVATION 
1.2,3 . 51 10.0 52.9 KDTIV,\TEO 

9 347 67,9 62.0 NO INfO 

OIAGNOSIS 0, VIOLENCE POTENTIAL 

N • 511 CIOO.OI) N • o i 0.0%> 

CODE 'REo peT peT-S 

0 120 23.5 62.5 NONE 
3-4 18 15.3 53.8 MODERATE 
1-2 40· 7.8 55.0 SEYERE 

9 213 53.4 61.5 NO INfO • 
spECIFIC CONDITIONS RELATED TO 

vIOLENCE puT~~1rAl 
N • 511 CI00.0i) H • a ( a.o~) 

CODE FREQ pcT pcr-s 

1 12 2.3 50.0 SUIcIDE POTENT1AL 
2.3_4 11 2.2 36.4 ALCOHDL/DRUGS 

5 4 0.6 75.0 UNDER THREAT 
6 ), 0.2 0.0 AGAINST FAMILY 
'7 3 0,6 100.0 MENTAL ILLNESS 
8 1 0.2 0.0 OTHER 

BL~tlK 479 93.7 60.8 NONE 

, 

, ~, 

•. :;' 

-,-"" 

131 RECOMMENDATION rOR GROUP COUNSELING 
N·· SH· (tOO.OI) H II ·0 ( . o.o~J 

CODE FREQ PCTpCT-S 

0 2 Q.4 50.0 tiO 
1-6 107 20.9 56.9 YES 

9 402 7a.7 liO.4 NO INF"O 

133 RECOMMENDATION fOR ACAOEHIC/VOCAnONl\~ 
TR~INI~G ~ 

N .: 511 (100.0Jl H • o c 0.01> 1 
J 

CODE FREO pcT PCT"S 

0 6 1.2 66 t T NO 
~--1 123 24.1 61.8 YES , 

9 382 7~.a 59,4: NO !cNro 
"-

135 PRIOR MENTAL HEALTH CARE 

N • 511 (100.01) H • a ( O.Ol) ) 

L 

CODE FREQ PCT PCT-S 
4-

0 7 1.4 100.0 NONE 
1 26 5.1 53.8 HOSP!'rAt. 
2 0 0,0 0.0 PRIVATE ooctOR ; 
3 10 2.0 6a.o MEhTAk HEA~YH 
4 27 5.3 . 40~1 tOR;·:tcTlONs 

5.6 84 ,16,463.1 OTHER 
. 1 36 7.0 66·,7 COMBINATION 

9 321 62.8 59.8 NO INf"O 

,.-<>:. 
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PE~SONS EXAKINED UNLY 
. ~2· 

l~j' ACUTE BRAIn DISORDERS 138 PSYCHONEUROTIC REACTIONS 139 TRAnSlENT sItUATIONAL PERSONALITy 
DISTURBANCE N .. 511 (lOo.on H • o C O,Ol) N • 511 {loa. on H .. o ( J).OI) N II 511 Cloo.on H :; o ( O.O.t) 

CODE F'RrQ peT pcr .. s CODE FREo pcr pcr-s CODE. F'REQ pcr pcr-s 
0230 1 0.2 100.0 DRUG POISONING 4000 21- 4.1 '57.1 ANXIETY 5410 2 0~4 100.0 ADULT SITUATION 510 99 .• 8 60.0 OTHER. NONE '1050 9 1.a 77.8 OSSES5IVE-COHPULSIVE 5440 47 9.2 55.3 ADULESCENT 4060 10 2,0 50.0 UNSPEClf."IEO 462 ga.4 60.4 OTHER. NONE 471 92.2 60.1 OTHER. NONE 

t40 CHRONIC BRAIN SYNOROME U1 PERSONALITy PATTERN DISTURBANCE 142 SUfHtARY PSYCHIATRIC OLAGNO.sIS N .. 511 ~lCO.OZ) H • o ( o.o~; N • 511 (100.01) H • o ( 0.01) . N • 511 (100.01) H • o ( OtO~) 
CODE F'R£Q peT pcr""s CODE rREQ PCT PCT-S coae: rREa peT PCT-S . 
1600 2 0.4 100.0 CONCLUSIVE 5000 39 7.6 69.Z INAoEQUATE 4 0,. 100.0 ."'N oISOROERS 1 1943 t O.~ 100.~ UNSPECIFIED 5010 64, 12.5 64.1 SCHIZOID 29 5,7 62.1 PSlCHOTIC 508 99.4 59.8 OTHER. NONE 5030 3. 0.6 66.7 PAR~NOlD 40 7.8 60.0 NEUROTIC 5040 3 0.6 100.0 UNSPECIFIED 109 21.3 67.0 PATT[~N DIST . 0402 7a,7 58.2 OTHER. NONE 205 

. 
40.1 56.6 TRAIT OIST 

44 8.6 63.6 PERSONALITY GrST 
49 9.6 57.1 TRANSIENT DISt 

BLANK 31 6,1 51.6 NONE: 
143 AFfECTIVE REACTlONS 144 PERSONALITy TRAIT DISTUR8ANCE 145 PRESENT SYHPTOMS Of PSYCHOSIS N • 511 C100.0~) H • o C O.o,S) N • 511 (100.01) H • o C o.Ot) N • 511 (laOrOl) M • o C O~Oi) coot rREQ PCl pcr-s CODE (REg peT PCT-S CODE. fREQ PCT PCT-S 

2130 t 0.2 0.0 DEPRESSIVE 5100 42 8.2 54.8 EMOTIONALLY UNSTABLE 1 I{ 0.8 25.0 OELUSIONS 510 99.8 60.2 OTHER. NONE 5110 160 31.3 56.9 PASSlVE-AGRESSIV£ 2 3 0.6 66.7 HALLUCINATIONS 5120 2 0.4 100.0 CUMPULSIVE 3 4 0.8 25.0 THOUGHT DISTORT 5130 1 0.2 0.0 UNSPtClf'lEO 4 0 0.0 0 .. 0 STUP.OR. 306 5.9.9 62.4 OTHER. NONE S 1 0.2 10Q~O REALITy DISTORT 
6 11 2.2 72.7 REMISSION 

BLANK 488 95.5 60.7 NO INrO 
146 SCH1iOPHRENlc REAcTIONS 147 SOCIOPATHIc pERSONALITy DISTURBANCE .148 PRESENT SYMPTOMS • GENERAL N 1& 511 (lOO.Of) K ~ o C o.o¥) N • 511 C100.otl H • o C 0.01) ~ . 511 (100.0%) H • o C O.UI) CODE FREQ PCT PCT"S CODE F'REQ peT PCT-S CODE (REg peT PCT-S ., 2200 3 0.6 10fJ.o SIMPlE 5200 19 . 3.7 63.2 ANTISOCIAL 1 115 22.5 60.0 DEPRESSION 2230 10 2.0 70.0 PARAtiOIO 5210 11 3.3 47.1 DYSSOCIAL 2 27 5.3 51.9 GUILT 22-40 1 0.2 0.0 ACUTE UNotFFRENT 5220 5 1.0 100.0 SEXUAL DEVIATrON 3 117 2Z.9 56.4 ANXlfTy. 2250 I] 1.8 66.7 CHRONIC UNOlrFRENT 5260 1 0.2 100.0 NOT DISORD SEX 4 3 0.6 66.7 APATHY 2260 5 1.0 40.0 SCHIZO-AffECTIVE 5270 2 0.4 100.0 UNSP£ClFIEO 5 36 7.0 58.3 HOSTILITy 41\3- 94&5 59.8 OTHER. NONE 467 91.4 59.1 OTHER. HONE 6 6- 1.2 iJ6.1 IN.::.ECUHlTY 

_7 25 4.9 66.0 SU~PICIDUSNt5S 
6 131 25.6 54.2 O£P£NCi:NCY 

.-t,'t, 

t' ",:,~ 

.. I .i, , 
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PSYC1iIATRlt FACTORS (CONTiNUED) 
'': , 

STUDY GROUP 

09 ~EASONS FO~ REFERRAL 150 OAIGNOSIs Or TREATMENT MoTIVATION H a 4146 (100.01) M 8 o ( 0.01) N a 4146 (100.01) " = o ( O,IO.U 
CODE FREQ peT PCT-S CODE FREe PCT PCT-S d 

00 3 ~o .1 66.7 NONE 0 113 2.7 57.5 NO '~OTIVATION 01 fll 2.0 51.9 BOARD DROER 1.2-3 51 1.2 52.9 MOTIVATED 0 .... 15 0.4 46~7 P~A. REqUEST 9 3982 96.0 61.0 NO t;Nf'O 03 114 2.7 53.5 STAFF REFERRAL 
04 1('16 4.5 67.7 NATURE OF CRIME 
05 11 0~3 63~6 TREATMENT HIST 152 DIAGNOSIS OF VIOLENCE POTENTIAL (l6 60 1 .. 4 56.7 FRIOR HENTAlIll 
07 115 2.8 b2.bSEXVAL PROBLEM N • 4146 (100.01) ~ 8 o ( 0.01) 08 8 0.2 75.0 N~RCOTICS PROBLEM 
09 6 0.1 l~O.O ALCOHOL PROAlEM conE FREg peT PCT-S 10 27 0.7 51.~ SUICIDE POTENTIAL 
11 7 0.2 51.1 EPILEPSY 0 120 2.9 62.5 NONE 12 '-1 0.7 59.3 ORGANICHy 3.4 78 1.9 53.8 MODERATE t3 242 s.a . 62.8 VIOLENCE POTENTIAL. 1-2 40 1.0 55.0 SEVERE 14 8 0 .. 2 50.0 INTELLECTUAL 9 3908 94.3 61.0 NO INf'a 15 24 0.6. 54.2 ASSAULTIVE BEHAVIOR 
I! 2 0,.0 50.0 TRAINING 
19 ~9 0.1 51.T TREATMENT NEEO 154 SPECIFIC CONDITIONS RELATEO TO 20 <] 0.2 n.8 ADJUSTMENT VIOLENCE POTENTIAL 21 ~9 0.1 69.0 TRANSfER N • 4146 CIOO.oz) M • o C O.Oll 22 5 0.1 40.0 EARLY RELEASE 
23 7 0.2 85.7 SELF-REFERAL CODE F'REQ pcT pcr-s 17.99 8 0.2 62.5 OTHER 

1 12 0.3 50.0 SUICIDE POTENTIAL 156 RECOMMENDATION FOR PSYCHOTHERAPY 2.3.4 11 0.3 36.4 ALCOHDL/DRUGS N • 4146 (100.0~) M • o , 0.0:) 5 4 0,1 15.0 UNDER THREAT 
6 1 0.0 0.0 AGAINST FAMILY .~ CODE F'R£'Q pcT PCT-S 1 3 0.1 100.0 HENT_L ILLNESS a 1 0.0 0.0 OTHER " 0 tot 2.4 59.4 NO Bl.ANK 4114 99~2 ·60.9 NONE: 1"4 101 2.4 57t4 YES 

Bl.ANK 3944 95.1 61.0 NO INF'O 

i. 
~ 

"t:..-:: 

PAGE. 13 

~'~~, 

151 ,RECO~KENOATION FOR GRODP tOUNSE~ING 
N 8.4146 tlO~.O%) W. o ( o.on 
CODE F'R£; peT PCT-S 

0 2 0.0 50.0 NO 
1-6 107 2.6 58.9 YES 

9 4037 97.4 60.9 NO INF'O 

153 RECOMMENDATION FOR AC.AO(HICIVOCATIONAL.'~ 

1~5 

'. , 

TRAINING 
N • 4146 (IOO,GI} H • • 0 .( o.ot) 
CODE f'~EQ PCT PC.T-s 

0 ' 6 0.1 66.7 f{O 
1 123 3.0 61.8 YES 
9 4017 96.9 ~O~.8NO INFO 

PRIOR MENTAL HEALTH CARE 

N • 4146 (IOO.OS, H • o C 0.01') 

CODE fREQ PCT P:CT-S 

0 l' 0.2 100 .•. Q NONE 
1 26 0,6 53.8 HOSPITAL 
2 0 ' 0 .. 0 0.0 PRIVATE OOCTQR ~. 
3 10 '.' 0.2 

.' '. 4 27 '0.7 
5.6 &4 . 2.0 

1 36 0.9 
9 3956 9~.4 

50. Ot{EUTAL HEALTH 
40~7 CORREcTlONs 
63.1 OTl3ER ! .. 
66.7 COM8INATI~n 
60~ 9 NO. INFO 

'" .-" 

f 
:ll 

'1 
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157 ACUTE BRAINQISQRDERS 158 

N • 4146 (100.0t) ~ • o ('''0.0l) 

eOOE rREO pcT PCT-S 

0230 1 0.0 100., DRUG POI~ONING 
4145 100,0 '0.8 OTHER- ~ONE 

160 CHRtiNtC BRAIN SyNOROME 161 
N • 4146 CI00.0:) H .' a ( 0.01) 

CODE FREQ peT PCT-S 

1600 2, 0.0 100.0 CoNCLUSIVE 
1941 ! 0.0, 100.0 UNSPECIFIED 

4143' 99.9 60.8 OTHER' NONE 

163 AfFECTIVE REACTIONS 164 
N • 4146 (100.0~) H • o ( o.Q~) 

cODE FREC peT PCT-S 

2130 1 0.0 0.0 DEPRESSIVE 
4"145 100 .. 0 60.9 OTH~R' NONE 

166 SCHIZOPHRENIc REAclIONS 167 
N ~ 4146 CIOO.oS) H • o c o.o~) 

coor rREO pcT FCT-S 

2200 3 0.1 100.0 SIMPLE 
2230 to. 0.2 70.0 PARANOID 
2240 1 0,0 0.0 ACUTE UNOlfFRENT 
2250 9 0.2 66.7 CHRONIC UNDIF,RENT 
2260 5 0 • .1 40.0 SCHIZO-AFfECTIVE 

4116 99.3 60.8 OTHER- NONE 

\1.,-

psyc;~r" TR.! C -FACTORS. (crlNTINUED) 
STUDY G.ROUP 

PSYCHQNEuRnT%C REACTIONS 

N ~ 4146 (100.0:, K • ····0 ( 0.01) 

CODE f'REQ PCT peT-S 

4000 21 0.5 51.1 ANXIETy 

159 

~; 
.£ & 

~~; 

TRANSIENT SITuATIONAL PERSONALITy 
OISTURBANCE 

~ -

v 

. N·. 4146 OOo.O~) "'. . -oC O.OU·";';' 

CODE ,REQ peT PCT-S 

5410 , 0.0 100.0 ADULT snuATtoN· 
4050 9 0.2. 77.80ASESSI.VE--COKPULSIVE 5440 47 1.1 55.3 ADOLESCENT 
4060 10 0.2. 50.0 UNSpECIFIED 4097 98.8 60.9 OTHER-NONE 

4106 99.0 60.9 OTHER, NONE 

PERSONALITy pATTERN DISTURBANCE 162 SUHHARYPSyCHtATRIC OIAGNOSIS 
N • 4146 (100.01) H & o ( 0.01) N • 4146 (100.01} H • o ( a.en· 
'CODE rREg PCT PCT-S CODE rREa pcTpcr-s 

5000 39 0.9 69.2 INAOEGUATE 4 0.1 1~0~0 BRAIN orSORDE.S 
SOlO 64 1.5 64.l SCHIZOID 29 0 •. 1 62.1 PSYCHOHC 
5030 3 0.1 66.7 PARANOID 40 1~0 60.Q NEUROTIC 
5040 3 0.1 tOO.O UNSpECIFIED 109 2.6 67.0 PATTERN lUsT 

4031 97.4 60.7 OTHER. NONE 205 4.956.6 TRAIT OIST 
44 1.1 63.& PERSONALITYOIST 
49 1.2 57.1 TRANS1ENT OIST 

BLANK 3666 88.4 hO.9 NO~~E 

pERSONALITY TRAIT DISTURBANCE 165 PRESENT SYMPTOMS OF PSYCHOSIS 
N • 4146 (100.01) M • o ( O.OS) N • 4146 (tOO.Ol) H • o C O.O!U 

CODE rREa PCT PCT-S CODE rR!E"Q pcT PCT-S 

5100 42 1.0 54.8 EHOTIDNALLY UNSTABLE 1 II 0.1 25.0 DELUSIONS 
5110 160 3.9 56.9 PASSIVE~AGRESSIYE 2 3 0.1 66.7.HAlLUtrNATIONS 
5120 2 0.0 100.0 CUHPULSIV( 3 II 0.1 "2.5.0 THOU'GHT DISTORT 
5130 t . 0.0 0.0 UNspECIFIED 4. 0 0.0 0.0 STUPOR 

3941 95.1 61.1 OTHER, NONE 5 1 0.0 100.0 REloLI1Y DIstORf 
6 11 0.3 72.7 RE,tHSSION 

SLANK 4123 99.4 60.9 NO INf"O 

SOCIOPATHIC PERSONALITy DISTU~84NCE 168 PREsE~T SyijPTOHS ~ GENERAL 
N • 4146 (100.0t) H • o ( o.ot) N • 4J46 (lpO.Gi) H = o ( D.Ol) 

CODE fREQ PCT PCT-S CODE f'REQ PCT pcr .. s 
5200 19 0.5 63.2 MtT:,\OCIAL 
5210 .11 0.4 41.1 OYSSOC:IAL 

1 115- 2.8 6040 DEPRESS JON 
? 27 0.7 ~1.9 GUILT 

5220 5 0.1 100.0 SEXUAL DEVIATION 3 111 2.8 56.4 ANXfETY 
5260 1 0.0 100.0 NOT D!SDRO SEX 
5270 2 010 100.0 UNSPECIF'IEO 

4 3 0.1 6.6 • .7 APATHY 
5 . 36 0.9 58.3 HO&TJLITY 

4102 9fh9 60.8 OTHER. NONE 6 6 0.1 6{~.1' HJ$£CUHHY 
7 25 0.6 68.0 SUSPICIOUSNESS 
IS 13l 3.2 54.2 Dr;.PENI>EHCY 
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~ ", r. OFFENSE: SPE(;tFICINFOR.MTIO~ PAGE 15 
VIOLENcE INFORMATION 

1611 ADMISSION OFFENSE 170 • VIOLATION OFFENsE 171 eYA HISTORY OF VIOLENCE N • 4143 ( 99,91) H • 3 ( o.tt) H • 1405 ( 33~9i) H • 2741 ( 66,11) N • 4000 ( 96.51) ~ • .14.6 ( 3.5'1) eODE rREO PCT PCT-S CODE FREQ PCT PCT .. s CODE F'REQ PtT PCT-S t9 0.5 52.6 HOIHCIO£ 17 1.2 0.0 HOMICIDE 0 2457 61.4 59.6 NONE 13 0.3 100.0 NEGLIGENT M4NSL4UG~TER . 1 0.1 0.0 NEGLIGENT "ANSLAUGHTER 1 '1000 25.0 62,7 HODERATE 438 10.6 10.3 ROBBERY 168 12.0 0.0 ROBBERY 2 543 13.6 65.1 SERIOUS 
233 5.6 71.7 ASSAULT 69 k.l 0.0 ASSAULT 1080 26.1 60.0 BURGLARY 265 18.9 0.0 BURGLARY 421 10.2 61.0 THEFT 123 " 6.6 0.0 THEn 172 CASEWORKE~'s ESTIMATION OF 719 11.4 53.4 VEHICLE THEFT 168 12.0 O~O VEHICLE THEFT VIOLEnCE PUTENTtAL 201 S.O 52.7 FORGERY 58 "4.1 1.7 fORGERY . N • 3090 ( 74.5Z) H ~ 1056 ( 25.51) 18 0.7 71.4 fORCIBLE RAPE 10 0.7 0.0 FORCIBLE RAPE ~2 2.0 56.1 STATUTORy RAPE 9 0.6 0.0 STATUTORy RApE CODE FREQ PCT PCT-S 44 1.1 63.6 OTHER sEx OFFENSEs 17 1.2 0.0 OTHER SEX OrFENSES 370 6.9 65.9 NARCOTICS OFFENSES "222 15.8 0.0 NARCOTICS OFFENSES A 662 21,4 63.9 LEAST 
31 0.9 61.6 ALCOHOL OFFENSES 11 0.8 0.0 ALCOHOL OFFENSES B 820 26.5 61.6 HILD 304 7.3 60.2 OTIiER 2117 17.6 0.-4 OTHER C 1213 41.2 60.6 MODERATE 

148 3",6 53.4 PAROLE VIOLATION" .. 0 0.0 0,0 PAROLE VIOLATION 0 li1 10 .. 1 61.1 SEHiOUS 
E 24 0.8 70.8 GREAn:ST 

173 AD~Issto~ OFFtNsE SUMMARY 174 VIOLATIUN OFfENSE SUMMARY 115 ADMISSION OFFENSE PARTNERS " • 4143 ( 99.9%' K a ~ ( ,;.11) ~ • 1405 ( 33.9S, H ~ 2141 ( 66.1r} H • 3996 ( 96~4~) H a 150 ( 3.61) CODE FREO PeT PCT-S CODE fREg peT PCT-S CODE fREQ pcT PCT-S _ 857 20.7 69~1 PERSON OFFENSES 311 22.1- 0,0 PERSON OFfENSES 0 1794 44.9 56.0 
2427 ~8.6 57.6 PROPERTY OFFENSES 614 43.7 0.2 PROPERTY arrESts 1 1090 27 .. 3 64.1 

859 20.1 ~1.8 OTHER 480 34.2 0.2 OTHER 2 599 15.0 6789 
3+ 513 12.8 65.1 

CODE f'REQ peT PCT-S 

!16 HISTORY OF vIOLENCE 177 HISTORy OF CARRYING wtAPONS N • 4146 (IOO.OS) H • o C 0.01) H • 4146 (100.orl K • o ( 0.01) CODE FREO pcr,pcr-s CODE FREO peT per-s' 
0 2366 51.5 59.6 NONE 0 294if 71,,0 1 

178" eyA PAROLEE PARTUERS 
N • 3994 ( 96.31) H = lS2 ( 3,71) 

c l350 a3~.9 60.3 
\ 375 9,4 65.6 
2 . 12 1.6 63.9 

61.0 NONE 754 18.2 65.1 AGGRESSIVE CRIKE 1 1202 29.0 60.5 YEs NO VIOLENCE 2 UI06 24;03 60.6 VIOLENCE ~ 
3+ 197 Jh9 66.5 
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VIOLENCE INFOR~ATlON (CONTINUED) PAGE 16 

119 INOIVrOU4L VrOLE~cE IN 180 GROUP VIOLENCE IN 181 ECONOMIC LOSS SY VICTIM 
ADMISSION OrFENSE ADMISSION OFFEHSE 

N ~ 3V9S { 96.41) H • 148 , 3.61) N • 399a ( 96.41) H = 148 ( 3.6U H • 399S ( 96.4tl K = 151 C 3.61) 

CODE rRE'O per PCT"S CODE fRro' PCT peT-S CODE FREO peT PCi-S 

(} 2900 72.5 56.5 NONE 0- 3289 82.3 59.1-NONE 0: 1110 21.& 62.3 NONE 
1 122 3.1 63.9 THREAT NO wEAPON 1 70 1.8 65.7 THRE'AT NO WEAPoN '1 ,13 0.3 69.2 <'Sl 
2 304 7.6 71.1 THREAT ~EAPON 2 240 6.0 73.3 THREAT WEAPijH 2 4t 1.0: 68.3. $1 - 15 

3.4 393 9.8 68.~ Kl~OR INJURY 3.4 240 6.0 71.3 HINOR INJURY 3 120 3.0 63.3 $.5 - S20 
S,/u7 11)7 'l01 68.2 MAJOR INJURY $,6.7 71 1 • .8 69.0 MAJOR INJURY ~ 3~9 10 .. 0 65.~ S20 - SlOO 

a 36 0.9 72.2 DEATH 8 U 0.4 7t.4 DEATH 5 503 12.6 63.2 S100 - $500 
9 136 3.4 65.4 NO IUFD ~ 74 1,9 .68.9 NO INFO 6 143 3.6 57-.l $500 - S1000 

7 821 2{)..6 55~a $1000 - $5000 
8 207 5.2: 56.0 ~$5000 
9 636 16.0 h2.t NO INFO 

1&2 wEAPON usED SV INDIVIDUAL 183 WEAPONS usED BY GROUP ta4 RUIO OF PSYCHOLOGICAL SUFFERING 
BY VIeTHI 

N • 3997 ( 96.4%) M a 149 ( 3.61) N • 3994 ( 96.31) M : 152 ( 3c1U N • 3998 , 96.4~) K • 148 C 3.61) 

enot fREQ PCT PCT-S CODE FREQ PCT pcr .. s CODE FREQ PCT PCT-S 

.0 3285 82.2 59.6 NONE 0 3556 89.0 59.6 NONE o-t.9 3992 99,9 61.1 NON~ KNOWN 
1 40 1.0 65.0 lOr GUN 1 25 tI .. 6 76.0 TOv GUff 2.3.4.5 4 0.1 100 .. 0 TREATMENT 
2 13 0.3 76.9 UNLOADED GUN 2 3 o.t 66.7 UNLOADED GUN , 6.7.8 2 0.1 100.0 HOSPtTA~iZATIQf 
3 ·125 3.1 69.6 LGAOEO GUN 3 iJf 1.9 67.6 LOADED GUN. 
4 149 3.7 67.1 GUN. qNSPECIFI£D 4 llij 3.6 73.4 GUN, UNSPECIFIEO 
5 135 3.Jf 71.9 KNIFE. ETC. S 66 1.7 66.2 KNIrE. ETC. 
6 116 2.9 69.8 OTHER 6 65 1.6 15.4 OTHER 
9 134 3.4 65.7 No INFO 9 60 1.5 81 .. 1 Nn INFO 

t 
185 TypE DF PAROLE RE~OVAL 186 STATUS GF OFF SUSPENSE PAROLE RE~DVAL 

N • 4~46 (100.0S) ~ u o ( 0,<1%) N ., 1535 ( 37.01) H ". 26.11 , b3.nll 

I eOOE ,..REO PcT pcr-s CODE f'REQ peT PCT-S 

2.3 614 Hr.S 0.0 REVOCATIONS {} 32 5.3 o.c AIiSCor{OERS 
4 999 24,1 O.~ SAD DISCHARGES 1 45 2.9 0.0 TECHNICAL vIOLATORS 

0.1-5'8 2533 61.1 99.6 .DT.ijEfl 2.3.4.5.6-7 415 27.0 0.2 VIOLATION. NO INCARCERATIOK """"" ; &.9 993 64.1 0.0 VIOLATION. INCARCERATION 
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INITlAL INSTITUTIONAL p~aGRAK PAGE 17 

181 COUNSELOR'S TRANSFER RECOHMENQATION 188 eYA ORDER FOR TPANSFER 139 e,A SOARD ORDER FOR PROGRAK 
(MONTHS TO NEXT HEARING) H a 3974 ( 9S.9f) » • 172 ( 4.U) H • 4131 , 99.6%) M • 15 ( ",.41) N • 3979 ( 96.0" M • 167 ( 4.01> 

CODE FR£Q PCT PCT-S COO~ FREQ peT PCT-S CODE FREO PCT PCT-S 
10 U7 2.,9 69.2 IMMEDIATE PAROLE 10 2 0.0 50.0 I~HEOIATE PAROLE 1 23 0.6- .47.6 11 3 0.1 66.7 EARLY PAROLE 11 1 0.0 100.0 EARLY PAROLE 2 17 1. 'i 55.6 13 0 0.0 0.0 PASO ROBLES 13 0 0.0 0.0 PASO ROBLES 3 29'1 7.3 59.1 14 202 5.1 52.0 PsI PRESTON 14 220 5.3 54.1 PSI PRESTON 4 488 12.3 62~5 1,5 13A9 33.~ 6~.O YOUTH tRAINING SCHOOL 15 1113 26.9 65.0 YOUTH TRAINING SCHOOL 5 358 9~0 60.1 20 838 21.1 64.2 CAMPS G£NERAl 20 2 0.0 ~o.o CAMPS GENERAL 6 l69 4.2 62d 21 t 0.0 100.0 SEN LOHOND 21 235 5.7 65.5 BEll lOHOND 7 74 1-9 71.6 22 1 0.0 0.0 HT. BULLION 22 24(1 5.8 67.t MT. BULLION 6 42 1.1 61.0 23 3 0.1 0.0 PINE GROVe: 23 255 6.2 64.3 PINE GROVE 9 69 1.7 58.0 24 0 0.0 0.0 WASHlNGTON RIDGE 24 329 8.0 5S.1 WASHINGTON RIOGE 10 111 2.8 6&.5 41 651 16.4 59.8 DEUEL VOCATIONAL INST. 41 154 16.3 57.7 DEUEL VOCATIONAL INST 11 110 2.8 70.9 42 0 O"G 0.0 SAN QUENTIN 42 1 0.0 100.0 SAN QUENTIN 12 404 10.2 68.3 43 28 0.7 64.3 eMF VACAVILLE 43 25 0.6 44.0 eMf VACAVILLE 0 0 0.0 0.0 CO/HINUEO 4lJ 760 19.1 58.3 CTF-N SOLEDAD 44 877 21.2 57.9 CTF.N SOLEDAD 33 165 4.1 59.4 PAROLE PLANS 45 0 0.0 0.0 CTF·C SOLEDAD 45 0 0.0 0.0 CTr-c SOLEDAD 44 1588 39,9 56.4 PLACE IN TRAInl 48 12 0.3 16.1 CRe 48 18 0.4 44.4 CRC 55 .10 00.3 40.0 HOLD 52 6 O~2 66.7 DEPT OF MENTAL HYGI£NE 52 3 0.1 66.7 DEPT Of MENTAL HYGIEnE 54 0 O~O 0.0 CONTINUED 54 29 0.7 69.0 CONTINUED-55 3 0 .. 1 33.3 COUNTY JAIL 55 27 0.1 46.1 COUNTY JAIL ~ 56 0 0.0 0.0 OTHER 56 0 0.0 0.0 OTHtR 

190 CUSTODIAL EVALUATION FOR 191 STAFf RECOHHENDATIDN FOR . 192 STAFF RtCOHHENDATION FOR INSTITUTIONAL ADJUSTMENT 
ON·T~E-JOB TRAINIRG GRDUP COUNSELING N • 3993 C 96.31) H • 153 C 3 .. 7U N • 3998 ( 96.4S) H • lA8 ( 3.6Sl H • 3998 C 96.4X) H ~ H~ ( 3,6t) i 

t COOE tREO peT PCT-S CODE FREo peT pcr-s CODE F'REQ PCT PCT .. S l Q 17 0.4 29.4 NO INFO 0 3985 9'1.7 61.2 NONE 0 222 5.6 54.1 NONE [ 1 .. 2 .. 3 3295 82.5 62.0 GOOD PROGNOSIS 1 13 0.3 46.2 YES 1-6 3776 94.4 61 •. 6 YES 4 681 17.1 57.9 POOR PROGNOSIS 
t 
I 
I 193 STAFF RECOMMENDATION fOR 194 STAFF RECOMHENOlrrO" FOR 195 STAFF.RECOMMENDATION ,OR 
I 

SPECIAL HOUSING WORI< ASSIGNMENT PSYCHOTH£RAPY l " • 3996 ( 96.41) H ~ 150 ( 3.61) N • 3995 ( ~6.41) H ~ 151 , 3.61) H • 3991 ( 96.4iJ H a 149 ( 3.6%) • I cODE FRt:Q peT PC1"s COOE ,REg PZT pcr-s COOE 'REQ peT pcr-s I 
• I 

0 3605 90.2 61.1 nONE 0 836 21:>.9 60.4 NONE 0 3910 97.8 6-1.1 NONE 
I 
I 1 31 0.8 61.3 ADJUSTMENT CENTER 1 31SS 19.1 61.3 YES 1.2 87 2~2 45.5 YES l 2 31Sa 9.0 -62.2 NO C4HP l 
i 
I 
~ 
i 
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C£I,.LS·CONTAINING ' lao 'OR MOR£CASt:S 
RAKKEO BY PCT SUCCESS 

pcr .. s 

13.41 

73.3~ 

71.91 

71; 71 

6'1.31 

nUl 

70.91 

70.,31 

70.t: • 

69;81 

69.61 

69c!51 

69.21 

69.11 

68.9~ 

68.71 

68.51 

68.51, 

68~31 

68 .. 21 

68.21 

67.91 

67.91 

67.71 

67,S¥: 

67.5% 

67.11 

67.11 

N 

143 

240 

135 

233 

240 " 

304 

ltO 

438 

117 

116 " 

125 

200 

117 

S57 

161 

134 

114 

111 

404 

107 

393 

599 

134 

la6 

114 

157 

149 

240 

_T= __ _ 

ITEM 

183 

180 

182 

169 

180 

179 

189 

169 

21 

182 

182 

123 

187 

173 

18 

87 

123 

18.9 

189 

179 

179 

175 

6 

129 

88 

76 

182 

• la6 

~ 

·<i 

-.--~,:~:~,.~:-=-':i'-~_ 

CELL 

5 

3 

6 

4 

II 

3 

11 

3 

4 

7 

II 

9 

1 

1 

3 

35 

10 

10 

12 

5 

II 

3 

6 

5 

35 

11 

5 

8 

Q 

<I" 

'.~ 

"~:,,<r> .. ~,,~ ___ -~.LV";.J,;::,..J.'<~~~~~: 

67.01 

67.01 

66.5i 

66,31 

66.U 

66,01 

65.9% 

,65681 

65.7i 

65~71 

65.71 

65.61 

65;n 

65.6% 

65.51 

65.41. 

65.U 

65.21 

65.21 

6S.U 

65.U 

65.1% 

65.01 

64,91 

64.61 ' 

64.61 

64.51 

6 .. ,5,. 

2410 

109 

197 

433 

112 

424 

370 

281 

543 

309 

134 

911 

375 

lIi3 

235 

136 

399 

·125 

155 

754 

301 

"513 

1113 

322 

144 

127 

1982 

411 

4 

142 

178 . 

8Z 

2 

73, 

169 

88 

171 

8-11 

182 

77 

178 

87 

188 

179 

181 

82 

.8S 

176 

18 

175 

16S 

81 

6 

5 

125 

88 

~ '"' 

O!.t 
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12 

18 
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64;31 

64:2$ 

64.21 

64,21 

64.11 

64.U 

64.0i: 

63.9% 

63.91 

63.8~ 

63~al 

63.7. 

, 63.6% 

63.51 

63.31 

63.3% 

63.31 

63.21 

63.21 

63.21 

63.1)1 

62.91 

62.91 

, 62.81 

62.61 

62.1% 

62.71 

62.7¥ 

62.7!C 

255 

B38 

40~ 

371 

216 

1090 

417 

12~ 

662 

138 

207 

446 

382 

252 

120 

387 

3539 

503 

193 

1<11.6 

127 

1631 

248 

242 

239 

102 

1000 

63& 

193 

, 

1613 

187 

124 

124 

66 

175 -

87 

179 

172 

82 

123 

48 

. 124 

16 

18~ 

2 

25 

1al 

8a 

68 

46 

7 

6 

129 

85 

87 

111 

181 

15 

9 

6 

IS 

9 

41 

2 

13 

2 

1 

5 

7 

5 

6 

3 

4 

3 

1 

6 

1 

32 

2 

3 

4 

14 

,2 

37 

2 

10 

2 

" 

62.7: 

62.71 

62.61 

62.5S 

"" .. ">'l 

62.5: 

62.51 

62J4t 

62.U 

62.3~ 

62.21 

62.21 

62.21 

tt2.U' 

62.U 

62.U 

62.11 

62.01 

62.01 
:- ~ ..;r. 

~2.01 

62JOI 

62.0:1 

61.91 

61.91 

61.9: 

61~81 

61.81 

61.U 

61.8: 

201 

2335 

115 

'I0'S1 

.96 

120 

488 

2589 

2719 

1110 

360 

3339 

2872-

1244 

412 

169 

1024 

i349 

706 

3295 

266 

363 

3468 

258" 

194 

&20 

85~ 

2886 

123 

;,.."'_ L 

~c~ 

81 

12ft 

.129 

75 

'''9 

132 

189 

72 

so-

lal 

193 

3 

81 

8 

124 

189 

9 

"187 

75-

190 

76 

76 

16-

73 

a8 

112 

173 

74 

133 

"" 
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If 

4 

1 

a 

11 

t 

1 

4 

1 

1 

1 
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2 

2 

2 

7 

6 

2 

5 
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