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I. TME PHASE III EXPERIMENT: MAIN OBJECT~VES 

The body of knovlledge which was developed during Phases I and II of CTP 1 

refers to an approach which had been applied with considerable success 
(I) primarily within a particular type of tr~atment setting and (2) to a 
particular range or variety of youthful offenders. Building upon this, the 
Phase III experiment, located entirely in Sacramento, was primarIly designed 
to determine whether It would be feasible and--In terms Qf Improved treatment 
outcomes--meanJngful to: 

(I) Broaden the r.ange, and refine the type, of settings and treatment 
strategies I~ and through which dlfferen~ial treatment might be 
carried out for specified delinquent s~btypes. 

(2) Broaden the range and variety of offenders to whom differential 
treatment might be usefully applied. 

Two additional objectives were formulated: 

(3) COPltJnue to 'isolate the factors which mIght be contributing to 
the ~t:l.ccess of ·th~ commtlnlty-locat~d, Qiffer'ent.ial treatment 
approaches whi ch we.re developed during Pnas~s' I and II. 

(4) ContJnue to refrne and expand the Differential Treatment Model. 

Based on the expedences of Phases I and II, it was hypothesized that at 
least five groups of wards would derive greater b.enefit from a course of 
treatment which was to be initiated withIn a resldentla~ setting, In contrast 
to the community proper. A four-way deslgf1~was established to test this 
hypothesis: Youths from each of two status .. grouplngs would be randomly assigned 
to either the residential or community setting. The five groups of wards-
IIStatus III youths--were defined In the Phase III proposal. These were Individuals 
wi th whom ne I ther the experi menta I (CTP) program nor the Phas e I and II con tro 1 
(traditional CVA) program had b~en particularly successful. (Status II youths 
were those for whom a direct return to the community setting appeared appropriate-
I.e., without a period of priOf' Institutionalization.) 

The residential setting in question was to be op.erateQ by CTP staff. It 
was to utilize drfferentJaJ treatment con~epts to ~he eXtent possible, and was 
to be staffed by carefully selected personnel (youtn counselors and group 
supervisors). The eTP residential setting (Dorm 6) was established In August 

1 Community Treatment ProJec~. 
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of 19f19 on the grounds of the Ca If forn I a Youth Author I ty' s (CVA' s) Northern 
ReceptIon Center and ClInic (NRCC). In AprIl of 1970, all wards and staff 
of eTP moved Into their permanent facility (Dorm 3) at NRCC; this fadllty 
has remaIned In operation to the present. CTP's Community Center, located 
In the Oak Park s~ctlon of Sacramento, has contfn~ed to operate as It did 
durIng Phase II. 

Progress with regard to objectives (I) - (4), above, was revIewed in eTP 
Research Reports No. 10 an<! '11. The following will cover the period from 
Ju I y, 1971 through Augys t, '972. 

II. HIGHLIGHTS AND OVERVIEW OF ACTIVITIES: 7/1971 THROUGH 8/1972 

A. PrelimInary analyses which bear upon objectives (J) and (3), above, 
have been completed. Viewed from any of several angles, they lend support 
to most, though not all of tbe major hypotheses and/or assumptions of 
Phase III: 

I. Status,I' youths (t.eop.wards seen a,s needfngan Initial period of 
Instrtutionafl~atlon) who began their tr0atment" within the eTP 
resIdential facility were found to perform considerably better 
subsequent to IAitlal release to parole, when compared with Status I 
youths who started within the community proper. 

2. Status II youths (i .e., wards seen as not needing an initial period 
of instftutlonalfzation) who began therr-treatment within the eTP 
residential facility performed somewhat worse than Status II youths 
who started w4thiA the community proper. 

Criterion nlcasures included, but were not limited to: (a) rate of 
offense behavior per ~onth-at-risk, beginning witb first release to parole, 
and (b) 12-months parole failure cohorts. I 

3. 

4. 

Status II youths who were assigned to matched parole agents performed 
better than those assigned to non-matched, Ilgenerallst" agents. 

2 
Stat~s I youths who were assigned to matched agents performed worse 
than Status II youths who were also a~sf~ned to matched agents. The , 
former individuals performed nei'ther better Mor worse than (or, possibly, 
slightly worse than) unmatched Status I youths. 

lsample-size precluded the use of index (b)p with respect to Items '3' 
and '4' In the text which follows. 

2 . 
Particularly those ~"'ho, on a random basis, began their treatment directly 
within the cpmmYAity settlng--contrary to what had been prescribed for 
them on treatment grounds alone. 

-2-

B. 

Though tentative In nature, flnd!ngs such as those presented In 
'I' and '2', above, could eventually be of considerable relevance to 
persons within and outsIde Corrections, particularly those who f,~y be 
engaged In Ideol09·ical battles over whether to ei-th,er IIlock them {youths} 
all Upll or "keep them (or, posslblYi "clear themll) all outll,l The fmpllcs K

• 

tions of findings such as those noted in '3' and '4', above, may be 
slIghtly less broad in scope. It will be important to see whether these 
early fIndings hold up over longer parole folJowup periods, and with an 
Increased mlmber of study subjects. Further details regarding analyses 
, I' - '4 I may be found on pp. J2 ... 25. 

During recent years the construct validity of CTP's interpersonal 
maturity framework has Increasingly been brought into question, particularly 
by those who have attempted to locate solid or, at least, s~andard·empirical 
evIdence for the underlying theory which has formed the prlrrwry .basts of 
the Phase 1, II and III experfments. Evidence which would seem to lend 
rather strong supp.ort to the construct validity of I-level th eory2 is 
presented In the section entitled, "Relationships among Interpersonal 
Maturity, Personality ConfIguratIons, Intelligence and Ethnic Status ll • 
(See pp. 3?-41.) The analysis In question ,Involved California's Psychological 
Inventory data for a s<;lI1ll?Ie of'934 mate CTP subjects. AddItIonal supportive 
information and discussion is presented in Appendix A: In this latter case, 
Jesness Inventory data was used to focus upon personality differences across 
I-levels, and upon the role of ethnic status as well. These analyses were 
done by Eric Werner. 

C. An almost equal amount of interest, In fact ~oncern, has been focused 
upon the reliability and accuracy of I-level--and, more particularly, 
subtype--dlagnoses. By way of response p a detailed analysis was conducted 
during 1971-1972, one which involved the entire Phase I and Phase II eTP 
sample (1961-1969).3 The results were more than encouraging by most 
standards .. -at least with reference to experienced interviewers. However, 
It seenu:'ld very clear that there remains considerable room for Improvement 
with regard to the basic definition, and operational differentiation, of 
specific I-level subtypes--Mp's, Na's and Nx's, In particular. Any such 
refinements and advances would be of direct and immediate relevance to the 
need for high levels of diagnostic rellability/accuracy--this being a first 
step in the direction of more effective and/or efflcie~t individualized 
treatment planning. This analysis is reviewed on pp. 42-49. 

10f Institutions, that Is. 

2At least with respect to maturity 'evels 2, 3 and 4. 

3Included were all three program-locations: Sacramento, Stockton-Modesto~ 
and San Francisco. 
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D. ().urlng 1971-1972, reconceptuallzatlon and increasingly refIned 
definition/description of the adolescent offender population continued to 
take place. Progress within this area occurred w~inly In relation to 
(a) higher maturity, non-neurotic individuals, and (b) lower maturity youths. 
Collectively, these groups comprise the lIanchor polntsll--more specifically, 
the two ~ighest and. two lowest ends--wlth reference to the maturity 
spectrum which is ordinarily observed among California Vouth Authority 
wards. 2 Of the nine I-level subtypes traditionally differentiated within 
this ~pe§trum, those in question (viz., the Se, CI, Aa and Ap subtypes) 
comprIse the. fo~r which are least often observed. -These developments 
are revl ewed on pp. 27m31. It Is hoped that CTP wi II be able to focus upon 
the Mp, Na and/or Nx SUbtypes before very long. However, no sped fl c 
timetable exists in this regard. 

E. Two manuscripts were accepted for publication in leading professionai 
journals during 1971-1972. The first (IiMatching of Treater and Client 
within Corrections ll , by Ted Palmer) is to appear in a Fall 1972 or later-
1972/earJy-1973 issue of Social Work. A second (liTRe Uti i fty of Community
Based Group Homes for Delinquent Adolescent Girls", by Estelle Turner and 
Ted Palmer) Is to appear at approximately the same time, in the Journal of 
the American Academy of ~lld Psychiatry. . 

F. The final report of the Group Home ProJect4 has been completed. This 
report deals with a program which, from 1966 through 1969, focused upon the 
feasibility, nature and Impact of five gr'oup home models--each of which was 
designed to accommodate specific youth-subtypes only. This demonstration 
project utilized CTP staff and eTP exp'.~~rimental subjects, e>tcluslvely. 
Together with the final report 0 the Group Home Project is very briefly 
reviewed on pg. 5g, in relation to general content and scope. The main 
findings are not reviewed. 

G. With reference to the non-residential, community-located component 
of CTP-Phase III, syste(Tlatic and detailed monftoring of treatment processes 
and. treatment products continued on a full-scale basis throughout 1971-1972. 
Dur,ng 1972, an effort was made to develop methods of data-collection which 
would be capable of quantitatively augmenting the present monitoring sample, 

1------------------------------------------------
12 through 14" 

2 
15's comprise about 1% of the CVA population,. 

3 
IndIvidually and collectively. 

40fficial title: Djfferential Treatment Environments for Delinquents 
(MH 14979). 

while at the same-time not serlously--I.~., negatlvely--affectlng the quality 
of the data pool as a whore. Progress along this and other lines Is briefly 
reviewed on pg. 26, and also ih Appendix B. Statistical treatment of 
monitoring data will get under way in approximately six or eight months. 

H. The CTP residenti~l setting (Dorm 3) is being described at each of 
three levels of inclusiveness and/or depth: (a) Dally activities and program 
components, as coded separately for each youth in residence;l (b) Moos Social 
Climate scale-ratings; (c) day~by-daYJ sur.jective accounts of dorm activities, 
atmosphere, themes andiong-term trends, as observed by CTP's full-time, 
dorm-located researcher (9/1970-4/1972). Data which relates to (a), above, 
Is briefly reviewed In Appendix C, In connection with a representative 
~Ixteen weeks tlm~-Interval (2/71 - 5/71). Moos data ('b l

, above) has been 
,;:;o11ected on a twrce monthly basIs since 2/1971; the results will b.e 
presented as part of an upcoml ng report, referred to beiow. ' Data whl ch 
relates to level (c), above, has been organJ~ed In the form of a"moderately 
Jengthy report ~ntltled, "Diary of a Dorm!!. This report Is In final-draft 
form, and should be available by Sprlng, 1973. Also completed Is the first 
draft of a more formal research report, one whic.h Incorporates data and 
obsel'vations from (a) 0 (b) and (c) t above. This report also contains a 
revi~w of the ~jor ~(pectati~ns and interrelat10nQhips which have been 
observed within, and across, CTP residential 'and parole staffs during 
Phase III. It will pr~bably be available by mid-1973. 

I. Offense Behavior of Phase I and Phase II Subjects--Further Study: 
(1) Analyses were completed and reported in connection with the offense 
behavior of male, Phase I and Phase II favorable dischargees fro~t~ 
Sacramento - Stockton areasuall of whom had been followed up subsequent 
to their discharge fro~ the CVA. (See pp. 50-54.) The 24-months post-
discharge fol.lowup €ohart consisted of 96 Experlmentals (E's) and 70 2 
Controls (C·s); a parallel, 48-months cohort Included 54 E's and 43 CiS. 
Neither fol1owup sh~~ed substantial differences between E's and CiS with 
respect to either the rate or severity of post-discharge offense behavior. 
Howeve~, at 48-months followup the e's were p.erf~rm1ng sllght'iy, though not 
signifIcantly, better than E's with· regard to' number of offenses per youth. 
Relative to a 24-moriths followup, E's who had been appropriately matched 
with their parole agent were found to be performing slightly but not 
significantly better than C'·s.3 The latter,' on the other hand, performed 
slightly though not si·gnificantly better than ·non-matched E's. Matched 
E's performed signlf~cantJy better than non-matched E's. 

i I 

. I 

IFurther details regprding the content, structure and data-sources of this 
sub-study may be found in CTP's Research Report No. 10, pages 4 and 16. 

2 This sub-study represented an updating and expansion of the 12-, 18", 
and 24-months fo l10wups whi ch \t/e.re reported In 1968. 

3 Samp I e-s i ae ~h".ec 1 tJdecl a 48-months fo 11 owup, In th Is r8;9ard • 



Relative to both followup cohorts, Control I3's (more specifically, 
Cfc's and Mplsl) performed considerably better than their Experimental 
counterparts. At 4S-months followup, Experimental "N's" (i.e .. Na's + 
Nx's, combined) performed slightly better than their Control counterparts. 

(2) A preliminary and methodologically comparable analysis was completed 
and reported with regard to offense behavior--subsequent to CYA discharge-
on the part of Phase II favorable dischargees from the San Francisco area: 
12- and is-months followup comparisons were made between a small number of 
Differentia-I Treatment Unit (OTU) and Guided Group Interaction Unit (GGI) 
males. (See pp. 55M 58. -An updating and expansion of thIs analysis Is 
currently under way.} On 12 .. months followup: the former Individuals were 
found to be performing somewhat better than the latter with reference to 
the f.our criterion measures which were employed. However, on IS-months 
followup most such differences faded away. With regard to both foliowup 
periods, DTU was found to have performed considerably better than GGI In 
terms of offenses which were of a rather serious and/or violent nature. 

J. Figures which bear upon the Phase III research design are presented in 
Tables I - 4. Distributions for each of six youth-subtype groupings are 
shoMn, separately by: Status and ass Ignment combination (Table 1); matched 
vs. non-matched parole a~ent assignment (Table 2); ethnic status (Table 3). 
While it is clear tha~ overall case intake continues to be much lower than 
originally projected, Tables I and 2 indicate that it has nevertheless been 
possible to balance the varIous experimental groupings in essentially the 
manner which was called for In the basic research plan, for the purpose of 
specified Intergroup comparisons. 3 

Table 4 shows that the five Status I youth-groupings (Groups C, D and 
E, in particular) are turning out to have much the same subtype composition 
which was suggested In the Phase III proposal. 

K. Objective #2 of Phase III centered around the question of extending 
the range and variety of offenders to whom differential treatment might 
usefully be applied. On this seore,' progress was initially reported and 
discussed In July, 1971: Prior to Phase III, CTP had by design accepted 
only those youths who had been committed from juvenile courts. However, 

1 Though not the Cfm's. 

2N m 119 eligible males as of 6-1-72. This Is le~s ~han half the number 
that was originally anticipated. 

3The Issue and implications of low case intake were presented In eTP's 
Research Report No. ll, pg. 10. It seems evident that the experiment is 
proving fruitful in spite of this particular limitation. 
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Table 2. Distributions of Mateh~d and Unmatch9d 
Youths, For Six Diagnostic Grcupsa 

Diagnostic Youths !latched ~ 
Youths Not tA.a tched II Group \.Ji th Agent 

~- With Age!lt Total 

Aa+Ap I { i%) I J (2%) 2 (2%) 
Cfm 6 (8%) 7 ( i7%) I 

13 (n%} J 
Cfc+Mp 10 (13%) 

! 
( 10%) , 4 14 (12%) I 

Na 20 (26%) 

I 8 (20%) 
I 

28 (24;t) I Nx 37 (47%) 20 { .o1Q %' 57 (48%) \ "J ..,} 

Se+Ci 4 (5%) J {2%} 5 (4%) 
• I 

Tot.a i 78 41 119 

a 
" 

Includ~s all youths who entered CTP prior to 6-i-72. 
a 

Table 3. Distributions of WhIte and Non-White 
Youths, For Six DiagnostIc Groups& 

Diagnostic 
Group Whi te Non-White Total 

Aa+Ap 1 ( 1%) 1 (3%) 2 (2%) 
Cfm 6 (7%) 7 ( 18%) 13 (11%) 
Cfc+Mp 4 (5%) 10 (26%) 14 (12%) 
Na 23 (28%) 6 ( 16%) 29 (24%) 
Nx 46 (57%) 10 (26%) 56 (47%) 
Se+CI 1 (1 %) 4 (10%) 5 (4%) 

Total 81 38 119 

Includes all youths who entered CTP prior to 6-1-72. 
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22% of the Phase III sample have thus far been committed by the Adult 
Court. This Is about half the originally expected proportion. As 
indIcated in last year's r.rogress report, Adult Court conmitnk .. nts appear 
to have presented few if any special operational (or for that matter~ 
diagnostic) problems. Separate statistical analyses f nevertheless remain 
to be done with reference to this particular sub-sample. 

Another group which was not Included prior to Phase III has been 
labelled "Category B" youths. 

For the most part, this particular sub-sample Includes Individuals 
whose (a) CVA conmltment offense consisted of armed robbery, 
assault with a deadly weapon~ forcible rape, etc., and/or whose 
(b) offense history either contained a pattern of such offenses 
over a period of several years or else contained more ~han one 
such offense within recent years. 

Category B intake got under way approximately 16 months ago; since then, 
16 such individuals have been accepted into CTP. This represents the 
anticipated and, approximately, the desired rate-of-absorption of these 
youths into the program. 2 As per agreement with the CYA Administration 
and Board, Category B cases have all begun'their treatment within erp's 
residential facility.3 To date, they appear to have presented few unusual 
or serious operatlona} an~ diagnostic problems. However, the influence of 
at least two main factors has sometimes made It difficult to develop 
residential treatment plans which closely resemble those observed in the 
cas e of many, I f not mos t J rema! n I ng, res I dence-l oca ted CTP youths. Thes e 
factors are: (a) specified restrictions (e.g., no day passes for at least 
the first 90 days} which are generally placed upon Category B cases by the 
Youth Authority Board; (b) 10nger~than-usual, required residential stay or 
"contlnuance" (e.g., minimum required resldenticll sta"y of nine months, 
prior to being eligible for parole). Despite the resulting, lesser degree 
of flexibility (all of which.had originally been anticipated), operations 
staff appear to feel capable of, and Interested in working with this group 
of offenders. -A fairly detailed assessment of the resIdential' as well 
as early parole performance of Cate'gory B youths Is currently taking place. 

IE.g., standard analyses of,their rate, or severity, of offe~se behavior •• oes 
compared with that of other sub-samples. 

2It amounts to 73% of those whom the Youth Authority Board had been asked 
to declare eligible for CTP on the basis of pre-established criteria • 

30f all Phase III study subjects, only these youths have been e;(cluded 
from the random assignment procedure outlined in the original proposal. 
Research originally recognized that this might well have to be done on an 
across-the-board basis, as a prerequisite to receiving ~hese youths into 
the program • 

4 . 
Whether singly or in combination. 
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III. SPECIFIC ANALYSES, REPORTS AND ACTIVITIES: SUMMARIES AND REVIEWS 

Parole perfolm~. 1. Offense Behavior: CTP's four statll~-and~ 
assignment groups were monitored with re:pect to all offenses whlch.had 
resulted in suspension of parole, revocation of parole. court recommitment, 
adjudicated court referral to CTP, an~/or un~avorable ~ransfer.from the 
Project. This analysis covered the time-period from e/15/69 (I.e., the 
start of Phase rII intake) to 10/15/71. All youths who entered CTP prior 
to 10/15/71 were included. 

It should be noted that offense behavior, and related legal as weii as 
administrative dispositions, may occur both Refore and ~~ an Assignment R 
youth is initially released to parole. Se~arate analys~s were completed for 
each such phase of these youths' CTP experlen:e. Tha~ IS, the of:en~e 
behavior of Assignment R youths was analyzed In relation t? twO.dlstlnct. 
phases: (a) prior to initial parole-release to the cc'mmunlty (I.e., durIng 
their residence within the CTP dorm); and (b) subsequent to release from 

'These four gr0ups differ from one another in terms of their combined 
"status" and "assignment" classifications. These classifications are 
as follows: 

Status R: eTP experience should, ideally, begill \,,'th placement 
in the residential facility. 

Status C: CTP experience should, ideally, begin with placement 
in the community. 

A5signment R: CTP experience actually begins with placement in 
the residential faci lity. 

Assignment C: CTP experience actually begins with placement in 
the community. 

Abbreviations (e,g., RC or RR) which are used for the four logically possible 
combinations of the status and assignment variables always refer to the status 
designation first and the assignment designation second. Thus, RC represents 
one or more youths who "should" have begun in residence but who, in fact, 
began within the community. The three remaining exp.el"imental groups are 
represented as RR, CR, or CC. Collectively, CR and CC youths wi 11 be referred 
to as Status C youths; RC and RR wi 11 be referred to as Status B youths, 
Collectively, RR and CR youths wi 11 be referred to a5 Assignment R youths; 
RC and CC will be referred to as Assignment C youths. These conventions 
are followed throughout the present section. 

-12-

the dorm. 1 

(In the case of Assignment R and Assignment C youths alike, 
offense behavior was further analyzed in terms of the status 
variable: Separate analyses were made for (a) youths whose 
treatment "should" have begun within the residential setting 
and (b) those who "should" have begun within the community 
per see Assignment R youths--i .e., RR and CR youths--who 
were released to parole prior to 10/15/71 were included in 

IThe decision to analyze offense data separately for the prior-to-parole 
(pre-parole) and the subseq~ent-to-parole (post-release) phase of CTP 
treatment was based upon two related assumptions. First, the factor of 
risk (i.e., the opportunity for a given youth to engage in any type of 
offense behavior) is not comparable across the two phases. This would be 
in spite of the fact that residence-located youths may be granted day passes 
or ,work furloughs even prior to their actual release to parole ("full-time" 
return to the community setting). Supervision or control for any resldence
located youth who happened to be on non-parcle day pass or furlough is, on 
the average, likely to be greater than would be the case in connection with 
time spent within the community by a youth "4110 had been formally released 
to parole. Of greater import, most pre-parole time which is spent within 
the residence is not characterized by an opportunity for direct community 
contacts of the type enjoyed by non-residential youths. Second, any sample 
of Status R/Assignment R youths who, on the average, do not differ in 
terms of total Project-exposure-time from a comparable sample of Status C/ 
Assignment R youths, will nevertheless have a greater mean pre~parole 
time (and correspondingly less post-release time) than will the 
CR sample. The basis of this assumption is reviewed elsewhere 
in this section. It was reasoned that if these assumptions were valid, 
misleading results would be produced if the RR and CR groups were compared 
with one another with reference to the two phases of CTP experience, combined. 
The difficulty in question could be obviated simply by not combining the two 
phases. If the assumptions were invalid, unbiased group comparisons would 
still be produced if the two phases were kept separate. To be sure, the 
effort involved In the "prlor/subsequent" separation would in that case 
yield no more payoff than would the simpler procedure--viz., analysis without 
any prior/subsequent separation. The terms "post-release" and "post-parole" 
wi 11 be used synonymously throughout this' section. 

", 
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both the prlor-to-parole and the subsequent~to-parQl~ analys~s. 
Assignment R youths who were not released to parole prior to 
10/15/71 were Included in the prlor-to-parole an&lysJs only. 
Assfgnment C youths--f.e., RC ,md CC yout'hs--wer~ incruded in 
the subsequent-to~parole anaiY$ls only.) 

The assumption was made that (lfficiai1y known: recorded offenses 
represent a relatively constant (across sizable groups, if not 
individuals), albeit unknown proportion of the youths' total 
actual offense behavior. Within the present context, group 
offense-counts, rates, and averages, are of value primarily in 
terms of <ill 'O'ding for cCl1lporisons smong the various eAperlmental 
groupings. 

Table 5 prmsents data on the 2!ior-to-parot~ offen~e behavior of the RR 
and CR (Assignment R) experimental groups. Both grour~s. began treatment: tn 
residence, as indlc~ted above; however, only the form~r was thought to 
Initially be In need of such placement.) 

I 

It should\be noted that the "tfme-at-rlsk" tabl:llatfons involved 
in this analysts purpose.1-y exclude any.'tlme,which ,had been spent 
In (a) city or county jailor ranch facilities, (b) county 
juvenile centers, and/or (c) "elatively high securi~'f eVA 
Institutions to which youths may have been transferred for 
a given length of time. The "risk" factor was ass~d to be 
minimal within such settings. Thus, the time in question 
was not counted for reasons similar to those revvcwed above 
in connection with the risk factor which related to the 
"prior/subsequent" analyses. No offenses occurred'during 
such low-risk periods of incarceration. Pre-par~le time 
spent in the community as a result of day passes and work 
furloughs ~ Included in the tlme-at-risk figures. The 
resulting exposure .. time variable wf 11 be referred to as "~ 
time" or Brisk months". 

No statf st lea lly sf gnlff cant dl fferences were found between the mean base" 
expectancies of the RR and CR groups. 
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CR youths averaged fewer pre-parole risk months than did RR 
youths-e5.2 vs. 6.7 mos., respectively.) This difference 
in mean preeparoie risk months suggests that the three 
offense fndicators which appear in rows 4, 5 and 5 of TBbte 5 
should be viewed as provisional. Even under a correct 
"no .. df fferMc®" hypothes is, the greater t ime"at",d sk for Gmy 
given group could, by Itself o result in the given group's 
showing (a) a terger number of offenses, (b) a larger 
proportion of youths with one or more offenses, an? {c} a 
longer mean latency to first offense than any remalnliig 
group.2 

With this qualification In mind, it can be seen that the CR 
group generated a smaller volume of offenses than the RR 
group. Row 7 of Table 5 shows the total number of offenses 
for each group, rel~tive to that group's total pre~paroJe rIsk 
months. Although the r~te-of~offen~~~ for both groups Is 
smail 1n ab~olute terms & that of the RR's Is twice as large 
as that of the CftIS. 

lThfs is probably a result of differentiai decisiol1"'maki,ng on the part of 
treatment staff, with CR youths being more likely than RR youths to appear, 
to staff, as ready for release to p~ro!e subsequent t~ any given amount of 
time within the resldent~al setting. The CR and RR groups showed 
relatfvely little difference hI! tef"fM, of the mean length of time between 
the CTP entrance d&te (of each youth) and the 10/15/71 cutoff. Thus, 
both groups had an approximately equal opportunity to accumulate any 
gIven number of pre-parole risk months. Beyond this, the difference 
in mean pre""parole risk mnths did not seem to be. accQuntad for by any 
real difference between the CR and RR groups in rate of transfer from 
CTP to other eVA 'nstftutfcns--i .e. p higher security instttutions. . 
(Any such transfer-time would not be Included In the risk-months tabulatIons 
of the present analysis.) There W0re two such trl3n~fers within the RR group 
and one within the CR group. 

2Thf $ latter statistic would relate to individuals with one or more offenses. 
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There apP$mrs to be some tendency for the offenses In which RR youths 
were :nvoJved to axceed those or the CR group, In terms of their degree of 
seriousness. k~ever, the difference is not extreme. The offenses in 
question are IfstGd below, together with their frequency of otcurrence. 

RR 

intoxication (2) 
petty theft (J) 
Guto theft (2) , 
uD~uthorfzed c8prying of gun (I) 
'burglary (I) 
possess Ion of res tr icted drugs (2) 
;att~t$d murder ( i ) 

CR 

driving without a license (1) 
burglary (2) 
assault on police officer (1) 

Table 6 presents pffense data pertaining to the experiences of the four 
CTP experrmental groupsiubseguent to therr parole reiense to the community. 
As was the caso with the prior .. to"'parole anaiyses. riskk'MOnth tabulations 
used in Table 6 ~c'ude lew risk=time spent in J&iIS~ county Juvenile facilIties, 
hIgher security Vo~h Authority institutions, etc. Yeble 6 Indicates that, 
although the experimental groups differed from one another in terms of mean 
post"pare Ie rf sk-months J they cl1lccumu lated a sufffcf ent number of ffl't}nths-~t"risk 
for the variou~ comparisons to be considered me~nfngful.2 

1 

In light of the differences among the post .. parole risk-months' means fOI" 

the four experlment~1 groups, the cautions suggested with regard to 
the fnterpretation of rows 40 5 and 6 of Table 5 each apply to Table 6 
as well. Despite this need for caution, the figures which are given 
In rows 4, 5 and 6 of Table 6 do appear to refle~t the presence of 
the same situation as do those shown in row 7 of Table 6 (the latter 
havIng referoAce to unbiased group rates). 

It should be noted that parole sU$pensfons were fncluded as one 
co~nent of "offense behavfor", as defined here. Thh applies to 
Tables 6 ~nd 7 alike. 

Time spent at CTP's residenthll facility while on temporary detention or on 
suspended parole has been induded within thfsanalyslg;. Offenses which may 
have been associated with any such placement were als~ included. Differences 
among the experrmental groups in terms of this subseGuent-to-parole, 
residence-time are considered tn the follOWing sectf~n. 

2These dJffere~ces tend to correspond with that of the ma~n length of time 
between CTP entrance-dates (for youths within the respective 9roups) and the 
10/15/71 cutoff date. . 
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The RC group performed considerably less well than the three remaininq 
9Coyps. In terms of number of offenses per youth, the, RC grOLJp-va I ue was 
One and one-half the size of that observed for the remaining three 
groups; it was more than one and two-thi rds larger than that of the RR group D 

in particular. The proportion of RC youths with one or more offenses was 
nearly one and three-quarters that of all remaining gr'oups. (This also 
included the RR group, in particular.)) 

Mean latency to first offense was markedly smaller for the RC group 
than for others: It was less than half the size of the latter, and was 
about one-third that of the RR youths, in particular. However, the ielatively 
small mean post-parole rlskgmonth figure for RC youths may have been directly 
related to the latter's small mean latency. Perhaps the best single 
performance index in Table 6 is that of rate-of-offense per pos,t-paro)'e 
risk-month (row 7). In this respect, the results were found to resemble 
those mentioned above: Rate-of-offendlng among RC youths was twice that 
of the remaining three groups. (It was two and one-quarter times greater 
than that of RR youths, in particular.) 

There was a tendency for RR youths to exceed RC youths with respect to 
mean severity of offense. in this regard, CR ahdCC'youtns did not differ 
from one another in any mar~ed or systematic manner. The offenses in question 
are listed beJow,together with their frequency of occurrence. 

S!i 
burg I ary (1) 
possession of restri€ted drugs (3) 
sale of restrJcted drugs (I) 
armed robbery (1) 

.9i 
whereabouts unknown (1) 
auto theft (3) 
receiving stolen property (1) 
burglary (2) 
possession of restricted drugs (1) 
assault with deadly weapon (1) 

E..£ 
burglary (4) 
auto theft (3) 
malicious mischief (i) 

CC 

auto theft (4) 
bl.!.rglary (3) 
possession of dangerous weapon (1) 
possession, of restricted druQs (I) 
assault to commit robbery (1) 
assault with deadly weapon (I) 

lThese findings are espedaJJy noteworthy In view of the fatt that the RC 
g roup had a J OWer mean pos t -pa ro 1 e ri s k-MOnths va I Ul' than any group. (See rj:)W 2 
of Table 6 .) 



I 

The following comparison Is between CR and CC youths. These Individuals 
did not differ In terms of where staff believed they "should" have started 
their CTP treatment (viz., withIn the community). However, the former youths 
were Inltfal~y plQced within CTpss residential facility, where~s the latter 
were returned dlrect'ly to the community settlng.{as prescribed). Table 6, 
row 7, shows ce youths to be performing 50% better th~n CRl s , relat~ve to 
offenses per risk-month. However, eR's show a moderately greater (i.e., 
"better") mean latency to fIrst offense {row S).J 

Tab 1 e 6 also a l10ws for' a numbel· of compari sons between Ass f gnment R 
and Assignw~nt e youths: Essentially no dIfferences were found In conn~ction 
with offenses per riskamonth and offenses per youth. Taken together with data 
regarding the proportion of youths with one or more offense, the results on mean 
latency to fIrst offense suggest that youths who were initially placed in residen~ 
performed somewhat batter upon release to parole than did those who were directly 
returned to the community. This difference seemed to he largely accounted for 
by the above .. mentioned, rel.mtively "pooru performance ef RC youths. 

As a reflection of their comparatIvely high rate"'of-c,ffending and their 
relatively lqw mean latency to first offense, RC youths accumul~ted 28% of theIr 
subsequent-to-parole risk-months within the eTP residence. By way of contrast, 
RR and ec youths accumulated 8% and 13%, respectively. This may be indicative 
of e somewhat more adequate parole adjustment on the 1atters' part. In any 
event, the four experimental groups were found to differ from one another tn 
terms of their ratio of (GIl) high risk (I.e. t direct cOlilmtmity) parole time to 
(b) total subsequent-to"pCilrole time (see fn. 2, belO#). As a result, iii 

separate analysis was made of the frequency of parole suspensions which had 
occurred in connection with communit~ parole time .elone. "nhe results of this 
analysis were virtual1y identical to those of the tot.ei-offense/totsl-time 
analysis, as present0d in Table 6. For this reason, the fonner results will 
not be separately reviewed at this point. 

1 Even though they had accumulated (on the sveragle) fewer post-parole risk-months 
than the ec youths. 

2The analyses reviewed above took into account' all offen5~s and all risk time 
("total-offense/tot091 .. time") subsequent to inith'd relsCIlse to parole. Not 
all risk-months whlcR were involved in these enaltys~5 had reference to 
community exposure time exclusively: A number of youths had accumulated 
subsequent-to-parole (llpost ... releelselt) time at CTpls residential facility in 
connect I on wi th teroporary detent i pn and forma 1 'suspf,':lns Ion of paro 1 e; th Is 
Ittlme" was a150 Included. For each e)tperimentsl group, row 1'0 of Table 6 
shows the proportion of tot~l subsequent a to-pwrole time which was ~ 
spent within the community. As is the case for subsequent-to-parole time-
f.e., total risk-months {shown in row 2 of Table 6}--subsequent nonccommunity 
time (row 10) did not include jail time, county ranch time p etc. 
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Effects of agent~youth match"ln ~ I ff 1 =-~;..:..!l9. upon pos .. -re ease 0 ense behavior" 
The Phase III des i gn requi res a 11 Status R youths to be matched. On the' other 
hand, Status C youths may be assigned to either matched or unmat.ched ("generalistll) 
paro!e agents, on a random basis. In the fIrst part of the following analysis, 
matcned St~tus C youths were compared with unmatched Status C youths. This was 
done to eliminate a~y systematic bias which might otherwi'sc have existed as 
~ res~Jt of.ha~l;g Included Status R youths within the matched group alone. ..., 
rhe Idtter IndiViduals were studied in the second part of the present analysis. L 

) 
The foJlo~ing relat.as to Status C youths only (see Table 7, cols. 1 and 2: In terms Oi offenses per risk month, matched Status C youths performed 

t~lce as well ~s unmatched Status C youths. 3 Hean latency (i.e., post-release 
rIsk-months prior to fir.sJ offense) also 'favored the former individuals. 
(A t~ree months me~n rlsk~time difference between these two youth.groups'may 
partially account for the former's advantage with respect to mean late·ncy.) 
t1atc~ed youths also came out ahead in terms of offenses per youth. However. 
no differences were found ,"elative to the £!'pportion of Individuals with one 
or more offenses. -----

f As to matched, Status R youths (s,ee Table 7, co¥'. 3): These individuals 
per ormed considerably worse than their Status C counterparts. Moreover, their 
overall performance was somewhat worse than that of unmatched Status C youths 
as well. (Soth such findings were directly, though not entirely related to ' 
the fact that the ear Ii er-ment i oned RC youths were i nc1 uded among the m;9tched 
Status R individuals.) , 

I 

Matching may turn out to have a greater positive impact upon 
Status C than Status R youths. If matching turns out to have 
muc~ posi:i~e influence upon the latter youths" this may still 
be Insufflc~ent to offset the overall negative effects, upon 
ov?rt behaVior, of the psychological and/or soci~l factors 
which were ref!ected in staff's diagnosis of these individuals as 
Status R--partlcularly if the youths had been directly returned 
t? t~e community setting. At any rate, the effects4 of matching 
w!thln the Statu~ R group wilJ probably remain unclear for some 
time. More speclfically~ no Phase III data was available which 
allowed us to directly compare thE! matched with any unmatched 
Status R youths. 'The Phase III research design did not include 
the latter category of study-subjects. 

!he -:0 llowi ng ana lyses have reference to offenses wh i ch occurred subsequent to 
Initial release to parole. - The analyses in question were identical in form 

2to those reviewed in the two previous sections. 

No s i gni fi cant di fferences were found cimong the (a) unmatched Status C, 
(b) matched Status C, and (c) matched Status R youths, with regard to mean 
base expectancy. 

3 

4 

~oweve;" the rate-of-offending on the part of both groups was moderately low 
In an absolute" $ense. 

I.e., specific and differential effects • 
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Review: An analysis was completed with regard to the offense-production 
of the four Phase III experimental groupings--RR, RC, CR and CC. Offenses 
committed prior to initial release to parole ,ere evaiuated separateiy from 
those committed subsequent to initial release. Offense-production was expre5s~d 
and analyzed with reference to actual risk-time, i.e., months-at-risk. This 
approach took into account across ... group di fferences wi th i'espect to the amount 
of p'~ortunity which the youths had to become involved in any given offense. 
The analysis in question covered the first 26 months of Phase III (through 
10- 15-71). 

Sample-sizes were relatively small--viz., 24 youths per grouping for the 
Il
pr ior-to-initial-parolell analysis and 17 per grouping with respect to the 

IIsubsequent-to-initial-parolell analysis. As a result, all findings were 
regarded as provisional. (Future analyses will, of course, involve lar~er 
samples. ) 

For the rior-to- arole (i.e., pre-release) analysis, Status 1, residence
located youths RR cases) were compared with Status 2, residence-located 
youths (CR cases). RR youths were found to have an offense-per-risk-month 
rate which was. two times greater than that of CRIS. However, both such rates 
were quite small In absolute terms. CR youths had a~uch shorter mean time to 
first offense than RR youths. Taken together, these resul~s suggested that 
although CR youths2 got into some difficulty at a relatively early point in 
their eTP careel', their overall pre-parol~ adjustment was likely to be more 
acceptable from a behavioral point of view than that of RR youths. As to the 
nature and severity of the offenses themselves, no marked or systematic 
differences were observed across these particularly youth-groupings. 

Subsequent to initial release to parole, the primary analysis involved a 
comparison between (a) youths who had begun their CTP experience with parole 
placement within the community but who, at intake, had been considered by 
staff to be in need of residential placement (RC youths), and (b) the.above
mentioned, RR youths. The latter individuals were found to perform considerably 
better than the former. in terms of number of offenses per youth, proportion of 
youths with one or more offenses, mean time to first offense, and rate of 
offenses per risk-month. There was a tendency for offenses, on the part of 
RR youths, to ba of somewhat greater severity than those of RC youths. 
Nevertheless, the results as a whole suggesteQ the presenc~ of a beneficial 

lRelative to the latter offenses, separate breakdowns were made for (a) ail 
suspensions which occurred while youths were at "full riskll (i.e., on parole 
within the community) and for all offenses which occuired (b) subsequent to 
initial release to parole. The latter offenses ~lso Included those which had 
taken place during times of, and/or in connection witn, residential placement 
which had resu1ted from formal (community offense-related) suspension of parole, 
and from agent-decisions to impose temporary detention, as well. The latter 
situation mayor may not have been accompanied ~y a knOwn or probable public 
offense. 

2 
Or, at least, some such youths. 
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effect') on parole adjustment, of Status R youths having begun their CTP 
experience within the residential setting. Other analyses suggested the 
following: Whatever may have been the full effects (upon subsequent parole 
adjustment) of initially placing, into the CTP dorm, youths who were not 
thought to be in need of such placement, an increased ra'te cf offend i;g
did appear to be included among them. Thus, it was found that these 
individuals (CR youths) performed moderately worse on paroie than otherwise 
compar~ble indi~iduals who had not been initially placed within the CTP 
dorm (CC youths). This had reference to number of offense~ per risk-month. 

Virtually identical results were obtained with respect to the analysis 
of only those offenses which had resulted in parole suspension during the 
youth1s "full-risk" (i.e., cOrmlunity-parole) exposure-time. This appl ied to 

all findings reviewed above. 

Matched Status C youths performed better than unmatched Status C youths. 
However, matched Status R youths performed (a) worse than matched Status C 
cases, and (b) neither better nor worse than (or, possibly, slightly worse 

than) unmatched Status Ceases. 

Due to limitations in the size and nature of the presently available 
study-sample, definitive statements regarding the separate effects of given 
status-and-assignment combinations; on the one hand, and matching, on the 
other, were not warranted at this time. (See Table 7, note 'b'.) 

2. Parole Failure:' Because of the small number of Phase III youths who 
had accumulated sufficient community time to be included within a standard 
long-term cohort, a 12-months followup was, used instead. Sample sizes nevertheless 
remained quite small; as a result, the findings reported below should be regarded 
as very tentative. Much larger sample-sizes will be available by 1973. 

Table 8 shows a 29% parole failure rate for Status! youths who began their 
treatment within the prescribed setting (RR), as vs. 5Cf,h fai lure for those (RC) 
who did not. Along similar lines, a 19% parole fai1ure rate was noted for 
Status II youths who began their treatment within the prescribed setting (ce), 
as vs. 33% for those who did not (CR). Collectively, individuals who were 
appropriately placed (RR + CC) had a failure rate of 22%, while those who were 
not appropriately placed (CR + RC) had a failure rate of 40%. 

An overall failure rate of 38% was noted with tespect to Status I youths, 
collectively; the comparable figure for those of Status II was 25%. This may 
be viewed as lending tentative support to the underlying hypothesis that Status I 
youths are somewhat more troubled and/or troublesome than those diagnosed as 

Status 11. 

'Includes revocation of parole, recommitment by the courts, and/or unfavorable 

discharge from the eVA. 
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Table 8 • - P ase III Males 12-Months Parole FolJowup for eTP h 

Type 
Case 

RR 

CR 

Wards Starting 
in Residence 

of # of % of 
Cases Fa i 1 ure 

7 29% 

9 33% 

Total 16 31% 

Type 

Wards Starting 
in Community 

of # of 
Case Cases 

% of I 
Fa i Jure 

CC 16 19% 

RC 6 50% 

Total 22 27% 

Ttl o a . , 

Type of #"of 
Case Cases 

Apprcpriate 23 
Placement a 

Inappropriaf,e 15 
Placement 

Total 38 

% of 
I 

I 
Fa i i ure I 

I 

22% I 
i 

40% I , 
-.! 

29% I 
.-1 

"Fa'1 II , ure refers to revocation of parole, 
unfavorable discharge from the recommitment by the Courts, and/or 

CVA. 

The failure rate for Status I cases ( the figure was 25%. RR + RC) was 38%; ,for Status II cases 

a Includes RR and CC cases. ' 
b ' . 

Inc 1 udes CR and RC cases. 
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Monitoring of Treatment Process~s and Treatment Prodllr.:ts: Since ear'ly 
1971, considerable information has been collected through one-to-one intervieHs 
with CTP parole agents. These interviews have been focused upon major or 
recurring issues and themes in the agent1s treatment-relationship with youths 
assigned to their caseload. The interviews have covered several areas, 
including: early case characteristics and youth-expectations; ongoing treatment 
issues and problems; crItical sequences or significant episodes in the aget.t
youth relationship; characteristics of the youth1s delinquent b~havior; etc. 
The primary objective of the monitoring program has been that of systematically 
deriving a set of detailed statements which would be focused upon (a) sjmilar!tje~ 
and differences among youths, with reference to their emotional, intellectual, 
attitudinal and behavioral characteristics; (b) similarities and differences 
among agents, with respect to treatment-techniques employed; and, (c) relation~ 
ships between (a) and (b). Several diagnostic and treat.ment variables which 
have thus far been considered do appear germane to I-level diagnostic and 
treatment concepts. However, many seem to extend beyond the confines of I-level 
theory alone; as a result, they may be of interest to a relatively wide range of 
practitioners. 

Three researchers have been responsible for the design and implementation 
of the monitoring program. They have spent approximately 8-10 hours each week, 
interviewing parole agents and preparing reports in accordance with a formalized 
system for collecting and organizing qualitative monitoriny data. To date, 25 
carefully selected, representative cases have been monitored with longitudinai 
completeness with respect to their treatment experiences at CTP. In this 
connection, length of fol1owup has ranged from 4 to 18 lnonths of CTP exposure
time; the average has been approximately 12 months. The present monitoring sar~1e 
is distributed across 10 agents (6 matched, 4 1lgeneralist ll }e To dates youth·· 
subtypes are represented in the following proportions: Ap ~ .04; Cfm * .12; 
efc = .12; Mp m .12; Na = .24; Nx m .36. 

'The processing of this data is based upon a mixture. of content-analysis 
and scale-development procedures. Mainly in an effort to markedly augment the 
monitoring sample from a quantitative point of view, monitoring interview 
protocols were reviewed during the Spring of 1972. As a result, several relativel 
speci fj c and homogeneolUs d i mens ions of both treatment-s tyl e and youth-character
istics were delineatedQ At the same time, specific items which defined and, In 
a general way, measured these dimensions were developed. The resulting itell1s 
and scales can be applied to (a) cases which have already been monitored, 
(b) those yet to be monitored, and (c) those which probably would not have 
been Inonitored on an intensive or Ildepth" basis via the usual interviewing 
approach, as a result of increasing time-pressures upon research personnel. 
Hopefully, the resulting questionnaire/checklist approach (combined with direct, 
personal research followup with each given agent) wi 11 allo~'I staff to great', 
increase the number of cases which will be monitored during the comins year. 
The checklists in question are reviewed in Appendix B. 

lparticularly in cases (b) and (c), above, resear~h staff will assist the 
individual parole agent in completing these scales. This will be done in 
the context of brief, monitoring discussion-periods. -The desired monitoring 
augmentation is already proceeding with considerable rapidity via the use 
of the questionnaire/checklist approach. 
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. Description and Conceptual ization of the Offender P.opulation: Developments 
wh~ch were reviewed in last year1s progress report continued into 1971-1972. 
Madln(a~eas of devel~pment related to (a) higher maturity, non-neurotic individuals 
an b, lower maturity youths: 

High~r.Maturity, Non~Neurotic Youths: l Within Grp, non-neurotic I IS 

have.tradltlona!ly been divided into two classifications--Situational 4 
Emotional Reactions (Sels), and Cultural Identifiers fCi IS), To all intents 
and.purposes, e~c~ group had been conceptualized as an undifferentiated 
entity. In addlt!on, each was thought of as being largely unrelated to the 
other, at least With reference to underlying delinquency causation. 

2 
As ;he tota! number .of CTpl s Sels and Ci IS continued to rise throughout 

the 1960 s, consld~r~ble Information was accumulated regarding ,these individualS. 
It thus became empirically and theoretically feasible and appropriate to take 
a close look at. the descriptions and concepts which h~d been developed'during 
the e~rly and middle 1960 1s. A major question was: . how well would these 
~escrlptlons an~ concepts represent, and be capable of integrating, the 
In~reased ~~a~tlty and range of information which was now available regarding 
Se sand CI s. As suggested below, the main answer to this question appears 
to be: moderately well, but not nearly well enough. 

. The 'clos e look l in question ~as accomplished via a review of information 
WhIC~, through th~ ~ears, had been gathered relative to 74 individuals diagnosed 
as ?tther Se or CI. Included in this review were (a) case histories (personal 
faml ly, a~d ~ffense); (b) dia~nostic workups in general;4 and, in most instance~, 
(c~ descriptions of parole adjustment or response to treatment-intervention. 
Major emphasis was placed upon the former items. 

See: Palmer, T. Non-Neurotic, Higher Maturity Delinquent Adolescents. 
2Community Treatment Project Report Series: 1971, No.3. 

3Thou9h not the relative proportion. 

Included were 29 Sels (23 males, 6 females) and 45 Ci IS (43 males, 2 females). 
The S~crame.nto, Stockton and San Francisco areas were each represented. 
Relative to the overriding personality features or dynamics of the given youths 
no fundamental differences were observed across these particular populati~n ' 
centers. 

4 . 
Psychological tests--and test scoreso:<-were aVi3ilable as pa.rt of these workups, 
an9 as .~ supp'lem~nt to the I-level diagnosis per se. Included were: a 60-item 
Senten,ce Completion Test.; the California Psychological Inventory· the Jesness 
Inventory. ' ' 
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Main Results: With relative ease, this 'massed' r~view of individua1 
case ~ecords substantiated the existence of--and also 'pinned down' several 
~omponents of--certain informally noted differences within each subtype. 
Some of these were differences which, during the later 1960's, staff had 
informally, but increasingly noted, regarding each such subtype., For the 
first time, a number of relatively broad developmental patterns ?eg~n,to 
emerge as well. A major and largely unexpected result was obtalnea Iii 

terms ~f the a?pearance of rather striking similarities among many 0: the 
Se and Ci youtns, relative to critical as~ect~ of del!nquency causa~~on. 
This seemed to reflect and, in a sense, highlight various ~on-neur~tlc 
features which were shared by these individuals in relation to their overall 
personality, and particular' modes of adaptation as well. T~is, in ~u~n~. led 
to a reconceptualization and formal rearrangement of some Or the original ,. ~ \ 
concepts and classifications. (The classifications are reviewed in Appenolx ~"J 

Briefly, the Se and Ci subtypes were each found.to be c~~prised ~f_t~r~e_ .~ 
relatively distinct types of individuals. B~~~nd ~hls~ conslae~able.Ju~tlf:catlon 
was found for reconceptualizing the Se classl,lcat,on l ltself--vlz., I~ term'::> ,. 
of two major and largely separable, classifications. These were reterred t~ 
as Stress Re~ct~ons on the one hand, and Adjustment Reactions, on the other. 
With one rather sig~ificant addition,3 the former set of reacti~ns!~rocesse5 
appeared to fit pretty much within Warren's original conceptualization of 
Situational Emotional (Se) Reactions. However, the latter (Adjustme~t 
Reactions) were found to involve a somewhat different set of underlYing processes~~ 
and a rather different emphasis--than those which had been focused upon in the 
1961 as well as 1966 definitions and descriptions of Sets. 

The following may also be noted in connection with the newly emerged 
designation of 'Adjustment Reactions': The critical develo~mental/ 
adaptational processes in question now appeared to be descrIbed an~ 
defined in a more specific and differentiated manner than those which 
had previously been subsumed under the long-established, apparently 
relevant and generally comparable APA designation--vtz., "Adjustment 
Reaction'of Adolescenc~'. The latter reactions or processes had been 
described in a relatively brief, abstract, and global manner only. 

11.e., two major classifications which appear to be mutually independent in 
most, though not all, respects. 

2Collectively these classifications or categories may be referred to as 
'Stress-and-Adjustment (Sa) Reactions'. 

3Viz ., one which centered around the 'characterological' dimension. 
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It now appears appropriate to refer to Cultural ldentlfiers as 'Delingue~ 
Identifiers' (Oi's). The latter title would seem to more fully integrate the 
spectrum of facts at hand--i .e., it would represent or portray the data in a 
more inclusive and accurate manner. Thus, e.g., relative to many Ci IS, it is 
now apparent that with respect to the etiology of delinquent behavior, the 
following item would have to be placed quite high on any li:;t of crucial 
factors: An underlying rejection of--or, in any event, considerable 
disidentification with--(a) specified familial/subcultural standards and 
expectations,1 and/or (b) the thought, or the objective reality, of one's 
potential (or of one'~ actually emerging/impending) adult-centered social 
and economic 'status' within some given subculture. 3 Moreover, at (or close 
to) the time of their earliest recorded delinquent acting-out, many of these 
youths already appear to be partially identified with-~or at least interested 
in and accepting of--several aspects of the dominant culture itself. The 
latter applies to other Ci's as well. 

At a theoretical as well as practical level, it would appear both 
meaningful and useful to classify a sizable proportion of all Ci's (Oi's) 
under the heading of 'Adjustment Reaction,.4 In connection with these 
youths, the label of 'Delinquent Identifier'--while of Obvious relevance-
would be used only secondarily. Here, it would appear that the individual's 

IThe subculture in question would be that in which the individual had spent rrost 
of his childhood. The given system of 'subcultural' values, expectations and 
aspirations is likely to have been focused upon, and embodied within, the 
individual's core ('nuclear') family. However, it may have extended beyond 
the family In a number of respects, particularly as the youth approached and 
began to enter the perlod of chronological adolescence. 

2Here , the individual's 'potential status' is often thought of as being closely 
linked-up with--or slowly acquired by virtue of--hls particular minority
group membership, or ethnic background. This, in any event, is one of the 
'messages' which is also likely to be communicated 12 the individual himself-
implicitly or explicitly--by, or through, the dominant culture and subculture 
which surround him. 

3I •e ., 'status-in-life'~-either in relation to (a) the standards and expectations 
of the given subculture itself and/or with reference to (b) those of the larger,. 
more dominant cultural milieu. 

4The figure was 38% with respect to the present study sample. 
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adolescent adjustment has co,ne to include delinquent acting-out for reasons 
which, in and of themselves, not only partially distinguish them from n~st 
other Ci IS, but whlch--more particularly--involve certain factors that have 
now been identified in connection with specif~c types of Sets as well: The 
particular content of the former individual's delinquent identification or 
adaptation has been strongly conditioned by the various sources of personal 
satisfaction*-~together with given social chal1enges/opportunities*'--which 
prevailed, or ,appeared to be dominant,! within his jmmedi~t7 physical 
environment during the onset of2 given, postmpubertal familial/developmental 
crises. However, the nature of the underlying crises per se was found to be 
similar in certain ~rucial respects to that which had initiated or set the 
stage for delinquent acting-out in the case of a number of Sets. 

Lower Maturity Youths: A review was made of all information available 
on male and female Aa!s and Ap's who had been screened for inclusion within 
the 1961-1971 CTP study sample.3 Sacramento, Stockton and San Francisco were 
each represented. There were 42 youths in all. The three 12 types whlch 
were differentiated were found to cut across the Aa and Ap categories. 
At the same time, they appeared to be rather independent of one another. 

TypE:: A: "Rejection-fear-confusion avoider or rejecter". These youths 
have experienced one or more of the following: higl~Iy inconsistent 
or chaotic upbringing; overly controlling or inflexible environment; 
abusive, brutalizing or bizarre parental handling; moderate-to-
strong parental rejection or intense parental a~bivalence--whether 
overt or covert; etc. - Four subgroups were noted: anxious
acceptance-seeking; withdrawn - constricted; hostile - impulsive; 
erratic/autistic - schizoid~(pre)psychotic. . . 

Type B: "Undersocialized or asocial". These youths are usually a product 
of one or more of the following: general neglect, though not rejection 
per se; lack of ongoing/varied social or interpersonal stimulation; active 
or passive parental reinforcement/encouragement of pre-latency or latency
ag~ aggressivity, egocentricity and rel~ted character traits often found 
among children. - Three subgroups were noted: passive - conforming; 
responsive approval-seeking; aggressive - demanding (egocentric). 

--------------------------------- " 

IE.g.: unavoidable, compelling, and/or 'the only way to go'. 

2And for some time subsequent to. 

3Included were all experimentals, controls and ineligibles. Relative to the 
former groups, the type and range of i nformat i on inquest i on \lIas i dent i ca 1 
to that utilized in the case of Sets and Ci '5. 

4See~ Palmer, T. 12 Types and SUbgroupings: Overview and Background Data. 
Community Treatment Project Working Paper. December, 1971. 

* Perceived and/or actual. 
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Type C: "Other" (psychqphysical inadequacy). Clinical examination usually 
results in a strong suggestion that one or more of the following factors 
or conditions are present, and are quite possibly interacting with one 
another: (a) mild to severe organic brain impairment; (b) mild to 
moderate (or severe) mental deficiency; (c) major medical handicap(s) 
or sensory-motor impairment; (d) chronic, progressive 'childhood 
schizophrenia' (e.g., 'process' schizophrenia~l - Only one subgroup 
was noted; it was labelled "psychophysical inadequacy". 

Whether or not they are interacting with each other (and/or with factors 'b' 
and 'd "), factors 'a' and IC I , in and of themselves, would, e.g., appear to 
be preventing the individual from successfully coping with the complexities 
or pressure of his immediate environment. This also,applies in the case of 
probable interactions between factors fbi and Icl l • (If occurring by Itself-~ 
and not in interaction with factors (a), (b), or (c)-~the presence of factor 
Id' would call for a classification of the youth as 'Type AI). 

-31-



, 

I 
(j 

Relationships Among Interpersonal Maturity, Personality Configurations, 
Intelligence, and Ethnic Status:' A study of I-level construct validity was 
completed during the past year." In an effort to increase the clarIty of the 
interpersonal maturity construct, the present study first evaluated the 
nature and degree of relationship between I-level diagnosis and independently 
assessed characteristics of personality. A second, related effort involved 
an analysis of the possible influence of ethnic status upon the I-level/ 
personality-factor relationships which might be found, above. Here, the 
principal ques"tiol1 was: Are the correlates of maturity-level a function of 
ethnic group membership? An affirmative answer would, of course, restrict 
the scope-of-applicability of the construct in question and would lessen the 
extent to which it might parsimoniously be interpreted. A third aspect of 
this study involved an assessment of the relationship between ethnic status 
and I-level diagnosis, and a consideration of some possible sources of any 
apparent linkage. 

A study was also made of the relationship between intelligence and 
I-level. The existence of a positive relationship between these two 
dimensions can readily be deduced from I-level theory. Previous investigations-
employing various tests of intelligence, together with samples which differed 
In size and c~~osttton from that described below--resulted In correlations" 
which ranged from the low .30's to approximately .60. CTP's large and (in 
terms of such factors as age, diagnosis, and ethnic status) heterogeneous 
sample of youths on whom intelligence data were available made it possible 
to obtain what may be considered a rather stable estimate of this relationship, 
at least with respect to nonverbal I.Q. 

Sample: 934 males were selected from all those \'/ho participated as either 
eTP experimental or control cases between 1961 and 1971. This sample, which 
represented 97% of all such CTP males, was composed of one subgroup of 460 
Whites and another of 474 non-Whites. Table 9 indicates the specific ethnic 
composition of the non-White group; it also specifies the age, socioeconomic, 
and I-level characteristics of the two principal sUbsamples. The four I-level 
breakdowns which appear in Table 9 were used throughout this Investigation. 
Except for the separation of 14 neurotics from 14 nonneurotlcs, no actual 
subtype differentiations were made. 2 

I This account Is a relatively nontechnical summary of the CTP report by Werner 
( I 972, No. 1). 

2The two 14 subtype-groupings were differentiated froln one another partly as a 
result of independent research findings regarding the relationship between 
I-level and Jesness scale-scores. (See pp. 60-64). In general, it appeared 
that 14 nonneurotics might have a somewhat higher average level of maturity 
than 14 neurotics. 
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Table 9. Descriptive Characteristics of 
Non-White and White Study Samples 

" Non-Whi tes 

N . 474 
Mean Age 15.4 
Mean SES* 1.1 
Frequencies of I-Level 
Diagnostic Categories 

!2 17 

13 209 

I4 neurotic 200 

14 nonneurotic 
, 

48 

Frequencies of Non-\~h i te 
Subgroups 

Black 284 
Mex i can-Ameri can 154 
Other 36 

*Scaling adapted from Reiss and Rhodes (1961): 

Whi tes 

460 

15.7 

1.4 . 
17 

93 

334 

16 

--
--
--

= low (e.g., laborers including farm workers persons whose 

. 

income is largely welfare aid) , 
2 = middle (e.g., craftsmen, clerical, small business proprietors) 
3 = high (e.g., managers, professionals) 

. 



Procedure: In order to assess the personality correlates of I-level 
diagnosis, the California Psychological Inventory (cpr) was selected as a 
relevant, independently developed standard of established reliability and 
validity. Although the CPI may not be the only, nor, possibiy, the most 
appropriate measure to employ in assessing the construct validity of I-level 
theory, several of its scales appear to represent dimensions which should 
relat,,~ to interpersonal maturity in particular waysft (The nature of these 
expected relationships will be reviewed below.) With a view to (a) clarifying 
the interrelationships among the 18 CPI scales themselves, and (b) minimizing 
the number of per·sonality dimensions with which subsequent analyses would 
have to deal, a cluster analysis of the CPI was first carried out. This was 
done separately for the subsamples ("ethnic subsampJes" ) of 460 Whites and 
474 non-Whites. Beyond this cluster analysis, the most important methodological 
feature of the study was Its reliance upon analyses l of cpr oblique cluster
score profiles and their relationship to the I-level classification system. 

Main Results: For each ethnic subsample, three rather reliable, and 
virtually identical, dimensions wel'e defined in the cluster analysis of the 
cpr. Cluster r was a very general factor, best defined by the CPI scales of 
Well-Being, Responsibility, Socialization, Self-Control, Tolerance, Good 
Impression, Achievement via Conformity, Achievement via Independence, 
Intellectual Efficiency, and Capacity for Status. Collectively, these scales 
appeared to represent certain normative products of middle-class socialization 
expe-riences--i .e., experiences through which individuals are expected to 
acquire skills and personal characteristics deemed necessary for adjustment 
to adult society. Among these are: tolerance, acceptable ambitions, given 
methods of self-regulation and cooperation, and internal standards for self
direction and self-evaluation. As a result, Cluster I was labelled 
Adult-Role Socialization. 

Cluster II was best defined by the CPI scales of Sociability, Dominance, 
Capacity for Status, Self m Acceptance, Socia) Presence, and Intellectual 
Efficiency. It was thus named Ascendant Extraversion, and appeared appropriate 
for distinguishing among indfvidl!~ls with regard to qualities such as leadership
potential, persistence, Interpersonal sensitivity, versati 1ity, competitiveness, 
independence, social interest, and poise. 

JAlso for Whites and non-Whites, separately. 

*The following may be of interest to some readers: CPI standard scores and 
centiles are shown in Appendix F, for the entire sample of 934 CTP males. 
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The principal scales involved in Cluster III were Tolerance, Achievem~nt 
via Independence, Flexibility" Capacity for Status, Intel1ectual Efficiency, 
and Well-Being. These scales appeared to highlight the qualities of 
intellectuality, autonomy, confidence, self~differentiation, assertiveness, 
breadth of inter'est, and insightfulness. The cluster was accordingly named 
~rsonal Maturity. 

The CPT Statistical ,Typology: A si~-part typology of youths was developed. 
This was based upon a spatiailpattern~analysis of cluster-scores across the 
three oblique cpr dimensions. Relative to a number of standard technical 
criteria of typological adequacy, this particular system seemed quite satisfactory. 
Moreover~ there appeared to be a number of real psychological differences among 
the six groupln~s which comprised the system. (1'he typology is briefly reviewed 
in Appendix D.) 

Relationships Between the CPI Statistical Typology, I-Level Diagnosis, and 
Ethnic Status: Two =pecific expectations applied to the I-level/CPI profile
system analysis, and to the influence of ethnic status upon any relationship 
which might exist between them. (a) Substantial variation with regard to 
personal and social characteristics was evident across the abovecmentioned, 
six typological "person-clusters". Since it was thought that these 
characteristics 1 related positively to level of interpersonal maturity, the 
primary expectation was that there would be a disproportionate representation 
of higher maturity youths In those CPI profile-gl"ouPS which seemed to indicate 
greater degrees of personal, social, and interpersonal development. 2 (b) The 
relationship between I~level and the cpr profile-typology was not expected to 
be dependent upon the factor of ethnic status. That is, no significant 
Interaction was anticipated with respect to the CPI profile system, I-level, 
and ethnic subgrouping. 

Detailed statistical analyses of the data presented in Table 10 confirmed 
the above expectations. These analyses are summarized in Table 11. The 
significant, though relatively small relationship which was observed between 
I~level diagnostic status and the CPI typology was almost exactly as anticipated. 
Of particular interest was the suggestion, also based upon the above analyses, 
that, in terms of CPI cluster-score configurations, 14 nonneurotlcs differ from 
14 neurotics in a manner similar to that In which neurotics are distinguished 
from lower maturity groups. It was also clear that there exists, in all 
probability, no substantial difference between White and non-White groups in 
terms of the manner in which personality characteristics (as reflected in CPI 
profileDmembershlp) are related to I-leve1 3 diagnosis. More detailed analyses 

1 

2 

3 

The skills and characteristics in question were outlined above, in relation to 
the three basic, or salient, CPI cluster-analysis dimensions. 

As a corollary, youths diagnosed as being of lower maturity were expected to 
be found with disproportionate frequency in CPI profile-groups which seemed 
to reflect a lower overall development within these same three areas. 

Though not necessarily subtype. As mentioned above, the present study was 
not focused upon I-level subtypes per see 
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Table 10. Joint Distribution of I~Level Diagnostic Categories and CPI 
Otypes (Person Clusters) for White and Non-White Subsamples. 

! .... -
~thnic I-Level Oiaqnosis 
Status Otype 12 13 14 neurotic 14 nonneurot Ie 

(S .2)" -(24.0) TS9.0) (O.S) 
! 8 31 89 1 

I 
(47.nm~ 'O3.7} (26.8) (6.3) 

(3.6) \ (25.0) (66. ') (5.3) 

I Il 2 14 ' 37 3 
(11.8) (15.2) (11.1) (18.S) ! 

i 
(4.1) (20.6) (72.2) O.l}l 

III 4 20 ' 70 3 
! 11> 1(23. S) (21 .7) (21 • 1 ) (18.8) 
I +-' (4.1) (22.4) ~(67 .31 (6.1) .-

..r: 
:> IV 2 11 

(9.9)33 (18.8) 
3 

101.6) ,(12.0) 
(O.O} (18.3) (76. iJ (s.O} 

I V • 0 11 46 ' 3 
1(0 .0) 102.0) (13.8 ) (18.S) 

\ 
, 

. (1 .5) (7 .S) , (66.4) {4.S} 
I VI 1 5 57 3 
I (5.9) (5.4) i(17.2) (IS.8 ) . 
I 

i N 17 92 332 16 

I 
12 13 14 neurot ic 14 nonneurotic 

(S .4) (47.7 T40.81 (6.2) 
I 7 62 53 8 

(41.2) (29.7) (26.5) lli.:,l) 
(4.3) (54.3) -(34.8) (6.S) 

II 2 25 16 3 
(J 1.8) (12.0) (8.0) (6.2) 

(4.1) (45.5) (112.8) (7.6) 
III 6 66 62 11 

11> (~5.3) (31.S-> (31.0) (22.9) +-' 
.~ (3.8) (49.1) (3l1.:.0) (13.2) ..c 
:::;t IV 2 26 18 7 I 
c (J 1 .8) (12.4) (9.0) (14.s) . 0 
:z: (0.0) (23.8) (58.7) (17.5) 

V 0 15 37 11 
(0.0) (7.2) (18.5) (22.9) 

(0.0) (40.5) (37.8) (21 .S) 
VI 0 15 14 8 

(0.0) (7.2) (7.0) (16.7) 

N 17 209 200 48 

. 
'( 

Figures in upper right of cells are row percentages • 
.. t_l(" 

, .. Figures in lower left of cells are column percentages. 
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Table 11. Chi Square Analysis of Interactions Among 
Otype, I-level, and Ethnic Status 

N 

129 

56 

97 
.... '" -,. . -.~ . .- -.-~-.-- - - -, .. , -- . ~ -. ~ ~ , '" .. i 

49 Degrees of 
!2 

Level of 
Source Freedom 5 ignif icance 

60 
Total 36 lS7.~ P < .001 

Ethnic Status x I-Level 3 93.95 p< .001 

66 Ethnic Status x Otype 5 18.43 .001 < p < .005 

457 
Otype x X·Level 15 45.35 p < .001 

12 vs. 13 5 5.02 .300 < P < .500 

N 
I2 U 13 vs. 14 neurotic 5 25.75 P < .001 

J30 I2 U I3U 14 ncurot ie vs. 14 nonneu rot. 1 c 5 14.58 .010 < p < .020 

Ethnic Status x Otype x I-Level 15 9.73 .600 < P < .900 
46 

145 

53 

63 

37 

474 
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of this same data suggested that the Ascendant Extraversion dimension (a) is 
the one most critical to the general relationship between I-lev~l and the CPI 
statistical typology and (b) is capable of compensatlng~ at least to a limited 
extent, for an Indtvtdual ls lower overall personal and social development as 
reflected in the mean ~rofile-elevations of other CPI typological groupinDs. 
Even so, no single configura) grouping was foun~ to be of much fore~asting 
utility wIth respect to any of the four I-level groupings. 

Table 11 indicates that the relationship between I-level diagnosis and 
ethnic status was statistically significant. From Table 10, it can be seen 
that whereas non-Whites are equally distributed across lower and higher maturity 
diagnostic groups' the ratio in the case of Whites is approxi~~tel~ three to 
one "in favor ofll the higher maturity grouping_ This is especially tnterestin9 
in light of the fact that the two ethnic subsamples differed negligibly in 
terms of mean age--this being a kn~Jn correlate of I-level among California 
Youth Authority males. Despite this, the percentage of non-Whites who fell 
within the 14 nonneurottc category was constderab~y greater than that of 
Whites; this was a reversal of the overall trend. 

Relationship of I-Level to Intelligence: Of the 934 males who were 
diagnosed in terms of I-level, Caltfornia Test of Mental Maturity nonlanguage 
scores were available on a subsample of 371 (213 Whites, 158 non-Whites).3 
AnalysIs of the relationship between the variables in question yielded rather 
significant results, with youths of higher interpersonal maturity registering 
som6what higher mean I.Q. scores than those of lower maturity. Althoush this 
~CiUl trend was quite significant, no significant difference was found 
between I2 1s and 13's; nor. was any such difference observed between I4 nonneu(otlr. 
youths and those of ali other X-level categories combiNed. 

1 This refers to 12 1s plus 131s vs. 14 neurotics plus 14 nonneurotlcso 

2Data which was not incorporated within the present study indicated that this 
reversal was largely accounted for by the Ci ("Cultural Identifier

ll
) subtype. 

[Within CTP, this category of youths is now hefng referred to as "Delinquent 
Identffiers"--Di's. See Palmer (1971, No. 3)J 

3Nearly all 371 CTMM's had been admlnistered prior to ~966 by staff of the 
CVAls Northern Reception Center and Clinic. Between 1966 and 1971 the test 
was no longer administered on an across-the-board basis as part of the Ciinicls 
standard intake procedure. 

Su~ry and Discussion: Variation in three specific aspects of personal 
and :oc,al d?velopment was positively reiated to I~level diagnosis. This was 
conslst:n~ WIth th: emphasis which, in I-level theory, is often placed upon 
~he posl~lve.relat,onship between maturity and each of the fo1'lowing: 
Internalization ?~ cultural and subcultural va!ues; int~rpersonal sensitivity 
and perceptual ao!lities; empathy; abstractness of cognitive and le~rnjno 
processes; self-differentiation and development within interpersonal cont(>xts. 
However, the ?':orall statistical relationship in question was fairly small; 
as a result, its value was perhaps rnore heuristic than predicti've. In any 
e~ent,.the r~ther sizable role which was played by the Ascer.dent Extraversion 
dlme~slon (WIth re;pect to the above relationship) appeared consistent with 
~he Importance of I~ter~ersonal experience and growth to (a) the concept of 
lnterp:rso~al maturlty.,n the abstract and (b) the actual diagnosis or 
determinatIon of maturity level~ in partfcuiar terms. 

Results of this study suggested that the configurations of CPI cl~ster 
s~ores wh!ch distinguish 14 neurotics from 12 's and 13 1 $ (collectively), also 
differentIate between the neurotic classification on the one hand and I 
nonneurotics on t~e other. In accounting for this it is possible that the 
la~te~ (nonneurotlcs) represent a somewhat higher average level of maturity 
(Within the general 14 range) than the former.' 

.Results which indicated no significant interaction between I-IeveJ, cpr 
conf!9Ur~1 typoJo~y, and ethnic status were also in accord with I-level theory. 
Nothln~ In the written ~resentations of this theory would appear to suggest 
that :Ither (a) the strictly theoretical characterization of the underlying 
maturity ?onstruct or (b) the latter's meaning in terms of correlations with 
othe: variables (e.g., personality variabJes) should vary as a function of 
ethn' c status. 

When the factor of "personality configuration" is, exciuded--i .18., when the 
cpr ~ypology is removed :rom the analysis--a relationship between I-level and 
ethniC status becomes qUite apparent: <A significantly greater proportion of 
non-Whites. than of Whites were diagnosed at the 13 levei;the reverse was 
observ:d With re~pect to the 14 neurotic level (but not the nonneurotic level). 
In an Independent study of ~VA females (Zaidel, 1970), this relationship was 
:ound ~o be largely, but not entirely, explainable on the basis of verbal . 
l~tei1lgence. HO~Ia~er, in the p'resent study the int~l1igencc/I-leve~ association 
did not seem ~uff.lc~entlylarge to adequately account' for .the ethnic status/ 
I-level relationship. Furthermore, although Cross and Tracy (1970) found that 

1 
Another, perhaps more extreme Tnterpretation is that the nonneurotlc classlficatJon 
represents a relatively heterogeneous grouping whIch contains some individuals 
who, might more accurately have been diagnosed as I5is, or near-1 5 's. Were thl~ 
the case, the fact that they had.been classified as 14'5 ~~y have partly been 
due to interviewers' awareness of the very small base i~te for I51s within 
the CVA popUlation • 
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Blacks and Whites within their study sample did not differ significantly with 
respect to intelligence, they did show marked differences with respect to 
I-level. Thus, although the general and speciflc effects of intelligence 
upon the well-documented I-level/ethnic status relationship have not yet 
been definitel'( determined, there is reason to believe that its role is less 
than dominant. Take~ together with the eresence of a significant I-level/ 
CPI profile relationship, the relative absence of any three~factor interaction 
suggests that the I-level/ethnic status relationship is not the effect of 
ethnic status per se upon I-level diagnosis. Had it been the case, one would 
not expect particular I-level groupings to appear so similar across ethnic 
samples, in terms of the CPI cluste.--score configurations which were studied. 
Thus, e.g., if ethnic status had been moderating or significantly determining 
the particular set of dimensions which are ordinari ly taken tnto consideration2 
when arriving at an I-level diagnosis, the "correlatesll of any such diagnosis 
would have been likely to vary across specified ethnic groups. 

(The relationship which-othrough the years-Dis consistently observed 
between I-level and ethnic status may well be chiefly a resultant 
or expression of variolls selection factors which have operated to 
bring a disproportionate number of lower socioeconomic statu5, 
non-White,youths into the eVA, in the first place. Both categories 
of eVA youths are also likely to be randomly placed into CTP at a 
slightly younger age than is the case with middle-Class individuals; 
they are 1 ikely to have a somewhat lower mean l.Q., as well. [Warren 
and Palmer, 1966.) In brief, the principal forces which support or 
underlie the relationship in question may well be less "psychologicalll 
than IIsociological-demographic" in nature.) 

Irrespective of the ethnic status variable, it seems quite clear that 
intelligence is a component of I-level. All studies which have considered this 
factor have found positive, albeit varying, correlations between the two. Almost 
without exception, the relationship in question has been at least as strong as 
that observed between I-level and given personality variables. It seems 
reasonable to expect that intelligence may Influence the degree to which persons 
are able to accurately perceive and effectively respond to Individual differences 
among others, with reference to the latters' needs, motives, values, and styles 
of verbal as well as nonverbal expression. Since these various characteristics 
or facets of interpersonal functioning dOUbtlessly influence the form and 
content of the interpersonal relations which are developed by most individuals 

I At least at the 12 , 13 and 14 maturity levels. 
2 
I.e., taken into consideration and clinically weighted--th~reby having the 
ability to influence particular I-level distributions. 
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(and perhaps also the range and depth of growth-conducive social opportunities 
available to them), the moderate correlation between I-ieve1 and intelligence 
would seem to be understandable, if not inevitable. It is possible that the 
correlations in question would turn out to be even larger in the case of 
samples which had been diagnosed by methods (and/or interviewers) which were 
overly reliant upon the subjects' verbal Skills, reasoning ability, or 
willingness to talk about themselves or others. In terms of future work which 
may relate to I-level theory and practice, it would seem appropriate that 
expl icit consideration be given to the role and implications of this particular 
1 i nkage. 
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Reliabil ity {and Accuracy} of I-Level Classification Within erp--
a!! Updating of the 1~66 Analys is: Involved in this". investigation we~e 
diagnoses of erp study subjects by erp staff. PrevIously reported fIgures 
related to the pariod 1961 through late 1965;1 they had reference to the 
Sacramento and Stockton areas alone; and~ they did not differentiate between 
males and females. The present information extends from i961 t~rou9h 1969, 
thereby covering the entire CTP Phase I and Phase II operation. It relates 
to all three study areas: Sacramento, Stockton-Mod~sto, and San Franc1sco. 
It is broken davin separately for males and females. 

IThe 1961-1965 data was re-analyzed in 1969 in connection with CTP's 
reassessment of the reliability index \>lhich It had previously utilized. 
However~ no new data was involved. 

2The period 1961-1969 includes all ward-intake during Phases r and IX. 
However~ numerous followup interviews took place after 1969 with regard to 
Phase II Yot,lths. 

3Separate analyses were carried out for each of the following time-periods: 
1961-1963; 1964-1966; 1967-1969; .•• also included were 1964-1969 and 
1961-1969. (The present analysis relates to the entire Phase I and II . 
period--vlz., 1961-1969.) Similarly, for each time-period, separate analyses 
"-Iere made with regard to each of the following areas: Sacramento; Stockton
Modesto; and, San Francisco. (The present analysis relates to all three 
locations, combined.) Cutting across each such analysis, the data was also 
looked at separately for: Experimentals; Controls; Ineligibles; and, the 
San Francisco Guided Group Interaction subjects. Collectively, the latter 
three subject-groupings are referred to as non~Experimental56 (The present 
analysis combines all four of these subject-groupings.) These analyses 
were carried out in order to determine whether any substantial trends or 
differences "lere involved in connection with time-period, location, and/or 
subJect-grouping. By and large, rellabil tty and accuracy remained pretty 
much unchanged through time, across locations p and with reference to the 
differing subject-groupings. 
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I. Interrater-reliabil ity at a single Roint in time: Here, the data 
in question relates to the situation in which two different research raters 
each classified--at virtually the same point in time-~the tape-recorded lntake 
interview which was conducted with each youth. l This situation applied to a 
total of 364 males. This represents 4SO.<, of the S02 Phase and Phase n 
males.2 (Reliability fer females is brlafly revaewed aJsewhere.) 

I ' 
The researcher' who first rated the youth's Intake tape is referred to as the 
"first research rater ll • The researcher who next rated the youth's intake 
tape (generally upon request of the first research rater) is referred to as 
the IIsecond research ra.terll. The latter researcher was never the individual 
who had conducted the intake interview. During Phases I and II, the first 
research rater conducted the Intake interview tn some Srt, of the cases (males). 
The remaining 13% were conducted by operations personnel (mainly durins the 
years 1966-1969). ' 

2 1n the remaInIng 5~k of the cases, the first research rater did not consider 
it necessary to request a second research rating of the intake interview. 
Most, though not all such tapes were considered relatively lIeasytl from a 
diagnostic standpoint, whether rated by an oeerations person or not--and 
particularly if they had been rated by an operations person with whom the 
firs t resea rch ra ter agreed. (As i nd i cated in fn. 1, 13% of the S02 ma I es 
had been interviewed by an operations staff member. This individual--and/or 
his treatment supervlsor--then rated the tape. The operations rating was 
separate and apart from--and, temporally speaking, it almost always preceded-
that which was invariably done by the first research rater. If the first 
researcher's classification concurred with that of the operations staff member, 
the former would usually feel less reason than would otherwise be the caSe to 
request a second researcher's rating of the intake tape.) In most such cases, 
the diagnosis appeared to be relatively clear-cut--at least to the first 
research rater (and, in many cases, to the operations rater). Yet, the present 
data ~uggests that the first research raters were not sufficiently 'conservative' 
in this regard: That is to say, it would have been better if they had asked 
for a second researcher's rating more often than they did. For example, the 
percentage of agreement between the first research rater's classification and 
the classification which was ultimately arrived at (based upon all contacts 
and/or interviews with some 427 males) was ~ in the case of subtype classifica
tions and ~ in the case of I-level classifications. These figures refer to 
Experimental subjects only--Individuals whom it was possible to observe far 
more closely than Controls (and GGI subjects as well), and whose original 
cla~sification had had the greatest opportunity of being modified as the result 
of post-intake 'observations and/or interviews. (Al i instances of what may be 
described as 'substantial growth' within the youths themselves--e.g .. movement 
from one I-level to the next higher I-level--were excluded.) Comparable figures 
for Experimental females were ~ in the case of subtype classification and 
91% with reference to I-level classifications (N m 94 females). 
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The overall results will be shown separately for subtype and I-level 
classifications. (See below.) 

Any given youth may receive 1 of 9 subtype classifications: 
Aa, API Cfm, Cfc, Hp, Na, Nx, Se or Ci. Simultaneously, 
he may receive I 'of 3 I-level classifications: 12 , 11 , or 14. 1 

Logically speaking, the rater must decide upon the youth's I-ievel 
classification prior to determining the subtype classification. 
In actual practice, the two judgments, or decisions, often take 
place almost simultaneously. 

In the case of males, the first and second research raters agreed with one 
another as to the youth's subtype 62~ of the time. They agreed with one another 
regarding the youth's l-level. §l& of the time. 

The percentage of agreement between the first and second research raters 
was as follaNs for the separate subtyee~. (These figures are shown in 
relation to the final--i.e., 'true'--subtype-classification which was 
determined for each given individual): Aa - 33%;' Ap - 81%; Cfm - 75%; 
cfc - 74%; Mp - 34%; Na - 49%; Nx - 71%; Se - 7~h; Ci - 67%. {The 
subtype sampl,e-sizes were: 3, 16, 51, 38, 47, 82, 78, 19, and 
30, respectively.} 

The percentage of agreement between the first and second research raters 
was as follows for the separate .I-levels._ (Figures are shown in relation to 
the Individual's Itrue l I-level): 12 - 79%; I3 - 79%; 14 - 83%. These 
figures refer to interrater-agreement in relation to the I-level which was 
determined to be the youth's true I-level. (As to I-level agreement per se-
Irrespective of whether the raters had agreed with each other regsrdlng the true 
I-level--the figures were: 12 - 84%; 13 - 79%; 14 - 85%.) The sample-
sizes were: 19, 136, and 209 for the 12 , 13, and 14, levels, respectively. 
Only one IS was Included within the present analysis. 'The first and second 
research raters agreed on his I-Ievel ••• though not on his subtype. One 
called him an Nap and the other an Nx. 

The following appl ied to the subtype classifications. 48.9% of the 
1st-2nd resear£h rater disagreements were 1 subtype-classification 
apart (e.g., diagnosis by first research ,"ater I2lI Cfm; diagnosis by 
second research rater ~ efc). 18.7% of the disagreements were 2 
subtype-classifications apart (e.g_, first research rater's dx w 
Cfm; second research rater's dx m Mp). 20.SOIo were 3 categories 
apart (e.g., ••• Cfm vs. Na). The remaining figures were 5.8%, 
3.6%, and 2.2% for 4-, 5- and 6- subtype-classifications apart, 

ITheoretical-ly, he may receive a classification of IS as well. However, 
ISis comprise a negligible quantity within the present sample of youths~·· 
less than 1%. As a result, they are not differentiated from 14's of 
comparable subty~e relative to the present analysis, unless otherwise 
specified. 

*Thus, e.g., the two rese~rch raters agreed with one another 33% of the time 
in relation to individuals whose fin~l subtyee diaanosis was Aa. (An • 
Identical approach was used in connection with lnterrater agreement regarding 
the individuals' .I-level diagnosis.) 
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respectively. Diagnostic disagreements b'etween the first and 
second research raters were 2.09 subtype-classifications apart, 
on :he average; these same disagreements were separated bya 
median of 1.56 subtype-classifications. This rather clearly 
supports the idea that Interrater-dlsagreements were more likely 
to involve adjacent categories (or, relatively similar ciasstfica
tions), instead of those which were widely or even randomly 
separated (or, relatively dissimilar classifications). 

The following applied to the I-level classifications (3 categories 
in all). In any given instance the 1st and 2nd research raters 
ma~ have.disagreed with one another as to the youth's subtype, 
while still agreeing with each other as to his I~level. Thus, 
with reference to instances of subtype-disagreement (between 1st 
and 2nd research raters) in connection with youths whose true 
~-~evel was 12 (total of 5 subtype-disagreements), the raters' 
JOint I-level classifications were: 12-I

2 
- 20%; 12-13 - 40%; 

12 - 14 - 20%; 13 - 13 - 20%. Compa rab Ie 

true diagnosis was 13 (54 instances of 

figures for youths whose 

subtype-di~agreement) were: 

12-12 - 0%; I2 -13 - 11%; 12 -14 - 2%; 1
3

-1
3 

- %;{ _, ~I4 - 39%,; 

14-14 - 2%. The figures for ~ (79 subtype-disag'reelll~nts) were: 

12-12 - 0%; 12-13 - OOk; 12-14 - 1%; 

14 -14 - 54%. 

Still within I-level, the most common interrater sUbtype
disagreements were as follows. (The youths are shown in terms of 
their 'true' I-level): 

1e youths (total of 51st-2nd research-rater disagreements): The 
most common type of disagreement involverl the Aa-Cfm combination. 
(N ~ 2 disagreements of this type.) 

13 youths (total of 54 disagreements): The most common disagreements 
were Mp-Na (N = 9 such disagreements); Cfc-Mp (N ~ 7): Cfm-Mp 
(N ~ 7). The remaining subtype-combinations each had a frequency 
of 5 or fewer. 

~ youths (total of 79 disagreements): The most common disagreements 
were Na-Nx (N u 20); Na-Ci (N m 9): Na-Mp (N ~ 8). The remaining 
subtype-combinations each had a frequency of 5 or fewer. 
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2. Rater-reI iabil ity through time: The above-mentioned results had 
reference to interrater-reliability at a single point in time--viz •• intake. 
A different set of figures was obtained when we analyzed r&ter-
reliability through time. The latter fIgures were found to be somewhat higher 
than the former, though not markedly so. 

The 'through time' analysis refers to the 'research rating at 
point of intake' as compared with the 'research rating based 
upon a routine fol1owup interview' ••• or, in a few cases, a 
'revocation' or 'discharge' type of followup interview. The 
time-interval between intake and followup ratings was usually 
around 8 to 12 months (estimated). The analysis related to 
all subject-groupings and all locations combined; in addition, 
It covered the entire Phase I and II operation, 1961-1969. 

Results are shown In'Tab:c '2 __ separately for (a) males and females, (b) subtype 
and I-level, and {c} 'single research rater' (I.e., researcher 'X, classified 
the youth at intake as well as at fotlowup) as distinct from 'different research 
raters' (i.e., researcher 'X' classified the youth at intake, whereas researcher 
'V' classifieq him at followup.) 

Tab I e 12 

eTP Interrater-Agreement Through Time (Intake vs. Followup) 

MALES FEMALES 
Subtype I-Level Subtype I-Leve I 

No. of % of No. of % of No. of % of No. of % of 
of Rater Youths Aareemt. Youths Aareemt. Youths Aareemt. Youths Aareemt. 

Rater 256 75.8 256 91.4 45 80.0 45 93.3 

Different Raters 170 74.7 170 91.2 45 75.6 45 84.4 

Total 426 75.4 426 91.3 90 77.8 90 88.9 

JIlIES 
, 

Summary and Discussion: Reliability figures obtained for the period 
1961-1969 were approximately the same as those reportee for the period 
1961-1965. For males, I updated I fnterrater-agreement at point of Intake was 
62% for subtype and 81% for I-level. Comparable figures for females were 70% 
and 85%, respectively. Interrater-disagreements usually Involved irrJiredlately 
adjacent or nearly adjacent subtype categories. This was In contrast to 
subtype categories which were widely separated or, for that matter, randomly 
distributed. Taken together with various statistical indices (lambda, 
Pearson !., etc.)>> these results appeared to be more than satisfactory by most 
standards~-at least with r~ference to the number of differentiations in 
question (9 for subtype. 3 for I-level).l (Even sOp see pg. 48, par~graph 2, 
regarding one particular factor whose influence \<lOuld reduce the strength of 
these findings to a moderate degree.) This ~~uld apply to the diagnostlc.~ccuracy 
results, as well. 

In terms of CTP's own standards. however, much Improvement is still in 
order. These standards relate very much to CTP' S need for rather highly 
Individualized treatment planning, beginning at point of intake. Thus, while 
recognizing the rather substantial conceptual and operational achievements 
which may be reflected in the ftndlngs reported above, We are not at all satisfied 
with having 'only' 62% - 70% interrater-agreement at the subtype level--even 
grantln~ that such figures include a 'somewnat-difficult-to-rate' (yet rather 
sizable) Sub5~mp'e ••• in addition to several called-for differentiations. T~e 
74% - 81% subtype-accuracy figures for males are a little more encouraging. 
While recognizing the difficulties involved, we fee! a need to strive for levels 
of interrater-agreement which would be in the neighborhood of 85% - 90%. With 
this in mind, it would seem as if our only apparent D current source of optimism 
might relate to the fact that such levels were achieved at least with reference 
to subtype-accuf'acy, in those cases which were rated and then discussed by at 
least two different raters (viZ., two researchers) prior to their having 
arrived at what we would call the 'operational diagnosis'. (In the case of 
Experlmentals, it was the operational diagnosis which the IndivIdualized 
treatment plans most closely reflected.) . 

'Fo,· further details, see: Palmer, T. and Werner, E. A review of I-level 
reliability and accuracy In the CalIfornia CommunIty Treatment Project. 
CTP Project Report Series: 1972, No.2. Fan, 1972. 

2Level of accuracy was as follows for 'Case AI (the corresponding fIgures for 
'Case BI are shown within parentheses. Cases A and B are defined In a 
forthcoming CTP report. See fn. 1, above.) ~ Males: subtype - 74% (8t%); 
I~leve\ ~ 89% (92%). Females: subtype - 80% (86~); I-level - 92% (94%). 
(Sasically, the following was taken to be the youth's 'true' diagnos!s: the 
classification which was finally agreed upon on the basis of all avaIlable 
information. The information in question consisted chiefly of interviews. 
In the case of Experimental subjects, it also included behavioral observations, 
together with various verbal interactions between staff and youth. -In actual 
practice, a given youth's final classification could have been .. -and was-'" 
arrived at via one of several routes. ICases A and 8' referred to two of the 
most common and/or possibly meaningful routes.} 
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Apart from CTP's own particular standards and/or operational needs, the 
obtained percentages-of-agreement, the lambda's, the Pearson r's, etc. did 
indicate the presence of a sizable amount of predictive ability with r~ference 
to the subtype as well as I-level classificatIons. In other words, the Phase I 
and II results did not reflect the presence of a level or type of statistical 
significance which, in itself, was little other than an expression of low or 
moderately positive correlations within the context of large sample sizes. 

The follOWing should be kept in mind. We estimate that, at the subtYQe 
level, most of the figures for interrater-agreement are perhaps 15% (not 15 
percentage po I r, ts) higher than they wou 1 d have been in the event that the 
2nd research rater had had absolutely no information regarding the 1st research 
rater's general--and, at times, rather specific--assessment of the youth. (This 
issue is less germane to the question of diagnostic accuracy.) This same 
factor would probably have resulted in a 5% - 10% difference in the case of 
I-level agreement. To quote from a 1970 erp report: "Among research staff, 
second raters often received information as to the one, two, or perhaps three 
possible sUbtype-diagnoses with which a first rater may have been wrestling •••• 
Possession of this information eliminated the second rater's abil ity to reach 
Cl tec~n I ca 11 y i.ndep~ndent or 1 i tera 11 y uncompounded Jt,ldgment. However tit did 
?ot, IpSO facto, elIminate the latter's abil tty to reach a relatively sound 
Judgment--one which was based upon his personal review and integration of the 
taped interview [plus any other available information]. In this sense, it 
represented no more and no less than a semi~independent judgment". l 

Related to this: The Phase I and II diagnostic accuracy figures 
were higher than those which involved interrater-reliabil ity. 
Close inspection of this situation suggests that the first 
research rater's classification of the youth probably had a 
stronger influence upon (a) the diagnosis which was ultimately 
arrived at (viz., the true diagnosis) than upon (0) the diagnosis 
which was made by the 2nd rater. 2 This might help account for 
the fact that the accuracy results were moderately yet consistently 
higher than the interrater-reliability results--a situation which 
is not often found in connection with studies of psychiatrically/ 
psychologically oriented systems of personality classification. 

lpalmer, T. Reply to Eight Questions Commonly Addressed to Californiais Community 
Treatment Project. California Youth Authority. eTP Report Series: 1970, No.2. 
pg. 19. 

2 
Furthermore, the 1st rater's influence upon the true diagnosis was almost 
certainly stronger In those cases In which there was an absence of any 2nd, 
3rd, etc.~ research ratlng--i.e., stronger than when any of these latter 
ratings were present. (This would help account for the fact that the 'Case 6 1 

figur7s were moderately yet consistently higher than those for ICase A'.) 
Additional analysis showed that the 1st research rater's degree of influence 
upon the true diagnosis was Identical to that of the 2nd research rater's in 
the case of Experlmentals. In the case of non-Experimentals it was slightly 
but almost negligibly greater--3 percentage points in the ca~e of subtype as 
well as I-level, for males and females alike. 

For males, rater agreement through time (i.e., intake vs. followup-
estimated to be 10 months on the average) was 75% for subtype and 91% for 
I-level. Comparable figures for females were 78% and 8~1o. respectively. 
Broadly speaking, this level of agreement suggests the presence of at least 
moderate--or, quite possibly, sizable--amounts of stabll ity with respect to 
personal ity dimensions upon which the raters' attention would ordinarily be 
focused. 

Stability and interactional context aside, the I-level system would 
doubtlessly profit from ~ontinued conceptual and operational sharpening-up 
with regard to the Na vs. Nx distinction, in particular. (Some progress has 
been reported along this 1 ine, at least at the conceptual level. l ) This 
distinction has ~onsistently remained the principal contributor to rater
disagreement--a t point of intake, and through time as well. BeY0nd this, it 
would be of benefit--particularly to correctional workers outside of tTP--
if one were to pin down and spell out, at least more comprehensively than has 
been done to date, the features which operationally distinguish most Mp's 
from most Na's. 

It may be noted that the Mp ann Na subtypes represent 'adjacent 
categories' with respect to the I-level classification schema. 
They also share with one another a number of readily apparent, 
as well as underlying, attributes. Seen in this light, it is 
interesting to note that each such subtype had a noticeably 
lower-than-average level of interrater-agreement. 

In sum, it is accurate and probably fair to say that eTpls Phase I and 
Phase II re 1 i ab i 1 i ty and accu racy resu 1 tswou 1 d compare favorab 1 y or qu i te 
favorably with those obtained in connection with other cl inically oriented--and, 
especially, interview-based--personal ity typologies. However, very much 
improvement is needed within the conceptual and<operational areas alike. On 
the latter score, e.g., increas~d consideration should definitely be given 
to the idea of almost routinely call ing for second ratings, at point of intake. 
This is of particular relevance to the need for high levels of diagnostic 
accuracy, as one of the first steps in the direction of individualized 
treatment planning. 

1 Palmer, T. California's Community Treatment Project - Research Report No. II. 
California Youth Authority. July, 1971. pp. 13-14. 
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Post-Discharge Behavior of Phase I and II Subjects - Sacramento/Stockton: 
A detailed analysis was made ~f C.1.&1. IIrap sheets ll

, in order to compare 
the post-discharge offense behavior of male Experimental' (E) and Controi (C) 
wards. Thuse were individuals from the Sacramento and Stockton areas who had 
received a favorable discharge, and II'Jho had been part of ti~e Community . 
Treatment Project's Ptaase 1 and Phase 2 study population. For each individual 
(lldlschargee") who received a favorable discharge, the data was analyzed 
separately In terms of 

(1) 

(2 ) 

(3) 

(4) 

Severity of post-discharge offenses. 

Number of post-di scharge offen-:,e:~ per di schargee (all di schargees 
i nci uded). 

Number of postQdischarge offenses per dTschargee with one or more 
offenses (I.e., including "offl'!nders" only). 

Percentage of dischargees with post-discharge offenses (Jlrate of 
offending, per dischargee"). 

~ 
I, 
i i 
I'; 

fj 
!. 

Results w~re reported separately for e~ch of two fol1owup cohorts~~24 and 
48 months. 2 Selected parole variab1es and personal background characteristics " 
(Base Expectancy; Age at Intake; Age at Discharge; Subtype; Rar;e; Socio-economic 
Status; I.Q.; etc.) were also examined. 

The maln results are sumnwrized in Charts A and B. Chart A refers to 
analyses of all offenses shown on the C.I.&I. rap sheetsa-some 17% of which 
were of a relatively minor nature. Chart B refers to ~nalyses in which ali 
such mi nor offenses have been e)(c1 uded. 

Relative to these Charts, the term "slightly ahead" refers to better 
(more desirable) performance. 

In terms of all four types of analysis, no substantial differences were 
found on 24 ... months fo~lowup between the Experimental and Control favorable 
discharge;s, relative to post-discharge offense behqvior. This applied to 
the fun range of offenses, and to those of a'moderate or severe nature alone. 
On 48-months pos t-d I scharge fo 110wup t . S 1t ght though s ta.t i s t i ca 11 y ins t gn i fi cant 
differences -were found (relative to the full range of offenses) on two of the 
four performance indices; ~~th such differences favored the Control discharg~es. 
When offenses of a minor nature were excluded, only one of these differences 
remained: mean number of pos~-discharge offynses er ward 1 93 vs 1.70 er 
ward for the Ex erimental and Control rou s res ectivel The slightly 
betterperforlllance of Controls as vs. Experimentals on 48 ... months fol1owup 
may have been partly accounted for by t~e fact that the former, as a group, 
~ _________________________________________________________________________ ~\ l 

'These conta ina rundown of a 1 t reported pol ice contacts, etc. If 

2The 24 .. months cohort contained 96 E·s and 70 C,I S ; the 43-months cohort containeO! 
54 Eis and 43 CiS. fl 
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tended to be better parole risks than the latter. In this sense, Controls 
may have had "more going for themll and/or 1I1ess going against them" when 
compared with Experimentals. This, at any rate, might have been the case 
at point of CVA Intake; however, it would not necessarily apply at point 
?f favorable di5charge. (No E-C ,differences as to level of parole risk-
I. e., base expectancy rate--were found I"e 1 at i ve to the 24-months coho'"t.) 

In terms of what may have been operating either "in favor of" or 
"in opposition to" the respective groups of youth, it was found that the 
Experimentals were slightly over-represented in terms of middle + upper
class backgrounds (combined). They had a higher non-verbal I.Q. as well. 
T~is applied to both the 24- and 48-months cohorts. Vet with respect to 
the latter cohort, Experimentais were much more likely than Controls to. 
have been committed to the CVA in connection with an offense whi'ch was 
assaultive in nature. All in all, it seems difficult to determine whether 
the E's or the CiS had more operating in their favor--at least at point 
of CYA intake. -

Supplementary analyses were performed separately for (a) I-level, 
(b) subtype, and (c) Na + Nx subtypes (combined). Two main' grollps of 
findings emerged: 

1. Control ~ performed substantially better than Experimental I3IS. 
This applied (in connection with two of the four outcome measures, 
both at 24- and 48-months follcwup) relative to the full range of 

offenses~ and to offenses of a moderate or severe nature alone. This 
difference-~favoring Control I3's as a whole--was accounted for by the 
efc and '~p subtypes. At 24-months, Exper i menta 1 Cfm I s performed bet ter 
than their Control counterparts with respect to one of the four outcome 
measures--provided that offenses of minor severity were excluded. (Due 
to substantially reduced sample sizes, analyses were not made for 
individual subtypes relative to the 48-months cohort.) 

2. Regarding ~~ as a whole (Na + Nx + Se + ei, combined), no substantial 
E-C differences wel-e found on 24-months followup. At 48-months 
Experimental 14 's performed slightly better than the Controlsr;lative 

to average severity of offenses. However, this difference faded away when 
offenses of minor severity were excluded. At 48-months, Experimental Nls-
i ~e., Nals + Nxls combined--performed slightly better than their Control 
counterparts on two outcome measures. This applied to the full range of 
offenses, and to those of a moderate -I- severe nature alone. 

\lljthin the Experimental group, it was possible to construct a "matchedll 

and a "non-matched" subsample of youths. The former consisted of favorable 
dischargees who had been appropriately matched with their CTP agent for a 
specified minimum period of time. The latter consisted of favorable 
dischargees who had not been appropriately matched, and/or had been matched for an 
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insufficIent length of time. (The non~tched subsample was itself divided 
into "unmatched" and "mixed" groupings.) Using this frame of reference, 
~ vs, C as wetl as E vs, E comparisons were made with respect to the presence 
vs. absence of post-discharge offenses within 24-months followup (all 
severities included)o ,It was found that matched Experimentals performed 
slightly but not significantly better than Controls in terms of post-dfscharge 
offenses •. Controls, on the other hand,perTormed slightly but not signif¥Cantly 
better than non-matched Experimentals. Matched Experimentals performed 
significantly better than non-matched Experimentals. These findings were 
virtually unchanged when offenses of minor severity were excluded. 
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Chart A 

Summary of Findings for E}'perimentals vs. Controls, 

for Offenses of All Severities 

Type of 
Cohort 

Type of Analysis 

Ao Saveri ty of 
Offense 

s. No. of Offenses 
(All Wards) 

C.' No. of Offenses 
-(Offenders Only) 

D. Rate of 
; Offendi n9 

No 

24",t4ontns 
Cchort 

~ 

difference 

No dt'Herence 

No difference 

-
No difference 

i 

No difference 

C slightly ahead** 

Cs H ghtly ahead** 

No difference 



Chart B 

Summary of Findings for Experimentals vs. Controls, 

I for Moderate and Severe Offenses Only 

Type of 
Cohort 

Type of Analysis 

B •. 

C. 

No. of Offenses 
(All Wards) 

No. of Offenses 
(Offenders Only) 

D. Rate of 
Offending 

24-Months 
Cohort 

No difference 

No difference 

No difference 

C 

48-Months 
Cohort 

slightly.ahead** 

No difference 

No difference 

IThis summary pertains to analyses B, C and 0 only. Analysis A was not 
repeated since It is meaningful primarily in connection with the full 
range of offenses (severities I - 10). 
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Post-Discharge Behavior Of San Francisco Subjects (Preliminary Analysis): 
A preliminary, yet detailed analysis was made of C.I.&I. Ilrap sheets " , 
in order to compare the post~discharge offense behavior of Dlfferentral 
Treatment Unit (DTU) and Guided Group Interaction Unit (GG1) males· from 
the San Francisco area. These youths had received a favorable discharge 
from either the DTU or GGI program--to which they had, originally, been 
randomiy assigned as part of the CTP experiment. For each individual 
(lidischargeell

) who received a favorable dischcDrge D the data was analyzed 
In terms of the same four jndic~5 of behavior that were used relative to 
the Sacramento-Stockton post-discharge anaiysis. 

Results were reported separately for each of two fol1ow M up cohort5-~ 
12 and 18 months.' Selected parole variabJes and persona) background 
variables (Base Expectancy; Age at Intuke; Socio-economic Status,; etc.)' 
were also examined. The DTU and GGi study samples were found to be quite 
simi iar to one another wi th respect to most of the persona 1 background 
variables. This applied with regard to Age at Intake, Age at Discharge, 
and Base ~~pectancy as well. 

The main results are summarized in Charts C and 0, below. Chart C 
refers to ana 1 yses of a 1 t offenses shown on the C. I. &1. rap she.ets~
approximately 6% of which were of a relatively minor nature. Chart D 
refers to anaiys0s in whfch all such minor offenses were excluded. 
(Approximately 59% of the offenses were of moderate severity. Some 35% 
of aiD offenses were of a relatively severe nature.) 

In relation to Charts C and D.the terms "ahead ll and "sifghtJy ahead" 
refer to better {i.e., more desirable} post-discharge perforw~nce. 

Viewing in toto the four indices of post-discharge behavior, DTU 
favorable dlschargees performed somewhat better than their GGI counterparts 
In relation to the 12 months fol1owup. More specifically, the former 
performed significantly better than the latter on one outcome measure 
(viz., "average.severity of offense")' and did slightly but not 
significantly better on the three remaining measures as well. This applied 
to the full range of offenses (I.e., minor + moderate + severe offenses) 
and to those of a moderate + severe nature as we~ I ('Ieveh 3 ... 10, 
indus lve). 

1 
The 12-months cohort contained 15 DTU and 16 GGI subjects. The 18-months 
cohor.t contained 10 DTU and 11 GGI subjects. 
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Most, though not all, of the above DTUoGGI differences washed-out in 
relation to the 18 months fol1owup. For example, with reference to the 
full range of offenses {levels 1 ~ 1O~ inclusive} DTU performed slightly 
but not signiflc&ntly' better than GGI on ontty one of the four outcome 
measures (vi z., "average number of oTfenses-.. fol" \'<fards \</1 th one 01" more 
post .. discharge offenses"). \~hen offenses of minor severity were excluded, 
oru again performed slightly b~t not slgntficantly better than GGI on one 
index alone ("rate of offendin~" .... i.e., percentage of dischargees with one 
or more post-discharge o'ffemse). 

In summary, combtning the results of the 12 and 18 months cohorts--and 
giving relattv~ly more weight to the 'atterc~DTU performed slightly but not 
significantly better than GGI on postQdischarge fol1owup. H~/ever. one 
rather conspicuous set of findings should be mentioned: A lar~e difference 
was found between DTU and GGI with respect to severe offenses (levels 6 - 10, 
inclusive). Thus. by 12 months the percentage of dischargees who had 
committed at least one such offense was more than six times greate," within 
the GGI sample than within 01U. This difference held up fairly well In 
connection with the 18 months fol1owup. More spectficq l1y, by the 18~monthsw 
point some 55% of the GGI group "ad been Involved in at least one severe 
offensG

s 
as vs. 10~ of the DTU group. A 24 months fol1owup (not to mention 

a substanti~11y larger study $ample, in general) should shed further light 
on the reiiabiiity of thts p as "'Jell as other ma1;ters. Anah?s!;!'1> of this 
nature should be avaiJable in 1973. 
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Note the following codes relative to Charts C and D--

*. . attained at least a .10 level of significance. 

**: <.70> .50 or 
not attain statistical 

Chart C 

Summary of Findings for DTU vs. SGI, for 

Offenses of All Severities 

Type of 
Cohort 

Type of Analysis 

A. Severityof 
Offense 

B. No. of Offenses 
(All Wards) 

C. No. of Offenses 
(Offenders Only) 

D. Rate of 
Offending 

12-Month 
Cohort 

D~(U ahead* 

OTU slightly 
ahead** 

OTU s 11 gh t 1 y 
ahead** 

DTU s 1 f ght I y 
ahead** 

.. 57-

l8-Month 
Cohort 

No difference 

No difference 

OTU slightly 
ahead** 

No difference 

i . 
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Chart D 

Summary of Findings for OTU VS. ~GI, for 

~~d$rate and Severe Offenses Only' 

Type of 
Cohort 

Type of Analysis 

B. No. of Off~n5es 
(A n Wards) 

c. No. of Offenses 
(Offenders Only) 

D. Rate of 
Offending 

12 .. Mont~s 
Cohort 

OTU s 1i ght Dy 
ahead*{~ 

DTU slight ly 
ahead** 

DTU 5 Ii ght Iy 
ahead*'* 

I 

IS-Months 
Cohort 

No difference 

No difference 

DTU s 1i ght Iy 
ahead** 

This summary pertains to analyses B, C and 0 only. Analysis A was not 
repeated since it is meaningful primarily in connection with the fu11 
range of offenses (levels of severity i ~ 10). 
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The Group Home Proiect: The final report of the Group Home project has 
been comp 1 eted .' 

From April, 1966 through September, 1969 the eYA and NIMH 
sponsored a Group Home proj ect. Th is Vias a demons trat i on 
program which focused upon the feasibility of establishing 
specific types of group homes for seriously delinquent 
adolescents. It was concerned with describin~ the nature, 
and assessing the impact, of these homes. The homes were 
operated within the structure of CTP, in terms of the youths 
who were served and the paro I e agents v"ho worked wi th them. 
During the Project's three years of ,existence, 8 boys homes 
were st'udied (6 for long-term placement; 2 for temporary 
care). Four long-term homes and one temporary care home 
lasted fur at least 18 months; the others were short-lived. 
The homes housed a maximum of six youths at anyone time. 
Across all homes, 63 boys were placed--62% being into long
term homes. A girls home was also studied. 

The report contained two main s~ctions: (1) Introduction, Background, and 
Main Results (e.g.: overview of Project experiences; general uti lity of the 
homes--staff impreSSIons; extent of usage of the homes; parole performance 
of group home vs. non group home CTP youths). (2) Group Home Operations and 
Issues (e.g.: ward-placement; recruitment and selectlon of group home 
operators; use of questionnaire and rating methods in tne selection of group 
home operators; contracts and finances; licensing; community feelings 
toward the homes; everyday living within group homes; descriptions of group 
home atmospheres and home operators; relationships between matching and 
home atmospheres; home termination; group home management: selected 
interactions and issues; joint-involvement and joint decision-making within 
g roup homes). 

2 
A 14 page synopsis accompanied the lengthy final report. 

lpalmer, T. Differential Placement of Delinquents in Group Homes. Final Report 
of the Group Home Project. California Youth Authority. Spring, 1972. 

2palmer, T. A Synopsis of California's Group Home Project Final Report 
(IlDifferential Placement of Delinquents in Group Homes"). California Youth 
Authority. Spring, 1972. 
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App~~nd ix A 

Jesness Scale Concomitants of I-·Level, and the Role of Ethnic Status 

Table 13 shows the Jesness scale means ror each of four I-level diagnostic 
categories in the case of 450 White subjects. Table 14 presents the results of an 
identical analysis with respect to 450 non-White subjects. Results for both 
groups are highly similar: Except for the Denial scale, the four diagnostic 
groupings strongly tend to be ordered (from the highest mean score to the lowest) 
in terms of maturity levef--from lowest to highest. 1 (For Denial, the ordering 
for both Whites and non-Whites is virtually reversed, when compared with this 
general trend.) The general psychological picture which emerges from these 
data indicates that--as compared with higher maturity youths--individua~s" 
diagnosed as 12's or 13'5 (particularly the former) tend to:2 • 

--hold attitudes more common among persons younger than themselves; 

--lack inslght, and show naivete in the assessment of their own 
motivations, and those of others as well; 

--be conforming, nonaggressive, and low in social status; 

--be critical and distrustful of others ••• feel estranged in relationships 
and regard other as unfair and domineering; 

--externalize their problems; 

--be relatively unaware of, or not admit, their feelings of dislike, 
rebellion, etc.; 

--be seen by others as showung flat affect and lacking in social poise. 

Ipractical experience, combined with reviews of individual case records of 14 
youths at CTP, has suggested that the nonneurotic subgroup may be characterized 
by a somewhat higher average level of interpersonal maturity than the neurotic 
subgroup. In this connection, the general maturity-continuum which is 
represented in Tables 13 and i4 pl(!Jces~ or generally t'locates", the former 
individuals at a point which is higher than that of the latter. This was 
done on a priorL grounds, and for the purpose of hypothesis-testing as well. 
At a"y rate, the nonneurotlc/neurotic distinction, or separation, does not 
simpiy represent an after-the-fact consequence of (or decision based upon) 
the present results. At the same time, the results in question do lend 
support to the validity of this particular separation. 

2The following picture is based upon Jesness scale-definitions, descriptions, 
and correlates, as presented in the 1966 edition of the Jesness Inventory 
manual. The picture In question may be thought of as consel"vatlve. In the 
following sense: It draws upon scale-related Information which pertains only 
to those scales for which Scheff' tests were statistically significant in the 
case of both White and non-White samples. (These tests dealt with the contrast 
between the 12 and 13 grand mean, on the one hand, and the 14 neurotic plus 
14 nonneurotic grand mean on the other. 
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Appendix B 

Selected Dimensions of the Treatmeht Characteristics 

and Youth Characteristics Monitoring Checklists 

The following is a partial list of related, yet separ~ble dimensions 
which are included in the Treatment Characteristics Monitoring Checklist: 

General Objectives increasing interpersonal sensitivity/discrimination; 
increasing internal controls p increasing self-a~ceptance; reducing 
delinquent self-image; modifying attitudes toward adults; countering. 
apathy/indifference; increasing sense of personal responsibili1y. 

General and Specific Areas of Focus family/parental relationships; 
peer infl~ence/pressure; self-understanding; everyday, practical 
adjustment; ego-bolstering via "success experiences"; recreation, 
socializing: youth-agent relationship.· 

Structural Considerations and General Lines of Approach frequency 
of contact; initial structure; concreteness vs. abstractness; 
youth-agent social distance; youth's participation in case-planning 
and decision-making. 

Relatively Specific Techniques and Modes of Interaction encouraging 
expression of feelings/verbalization of wishes; catharsis; use of 
anxiety or distress as stimulus/motivator; "programming" or rehearsing 
for specific situations; direct confrontation; use of authority 
(legitimate power or force) and/or harshness; unpredictability, 
doi ng the unexpected; protect ion; support, reassurance; express i ng 
personal concern for/acceptance of youth; expressing affection; 
gai.ning youth's confidence in agent as understanding/capable; acting 
as mascu 1 i.ne adu 1 t mode t'. 

The following Is a pariial list of factors and dlmensions which are 
represented in the Yoytb Characteristi~s Monitoring Checklist: 

adult role socialization; inte~personal development and awareness; 
self-awareness and self-insight; openness, interest in moving toward 
or with others; level of affect and spontaneity; impulsivity, 
frustration-tolerance; selfish manipulation/assertion; denialJ

, 
externalization; resistance to controls, limit-testing; anger, 
hostiiity; suspicion, distrust; rigidity; anxiety, nervousness; 
defensiveness,oversensitivity; attention-seeking; dependency; 
passivity, lethargy; feelings about adults: antic~pation of 
nonsupport, rejection; attitude toward adults: animosity, rejection. 
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The CTP Dorm: 

Appendix C 

1 Selected Program Features During a 16-Weeks Time Span 

A. Visits to Youth 

I • By parole agent: 3.4 visits per week, per youth 

2. By family: 1 visit every 2.5 weeks, per youth 

3.'" By fri ends: visit every 3.6 weeks, per youth 

B. Counseling with Parole Agent 

1. Individualized Counseling: 

2. Group Counseling: 

3 'I I' 2 • Faml y Counse Ing: 

-2.6 hours per week, per youth" 

-85% of the youths had 1 or more hours 
of individual counseling per week. 
45% had 3 or more hours per week. 

-0.7 hours per week, per youth 

-61% of the youths had I or more hours 
of group counseling per week. 

-0.2 hours per week, per youth 

-10% of the youths had I or more hours 
of family counseling per week. 

Co School Attendance 

I 

1. 27% of the youths regularly attended school et CTP's Community Center 

47% attended eTP's NRCC classroom 

13% attended public school 

13% drd n~t attend schoo1 3 

February, 1971 - May, 1971. This time period was completed prior to the 
arrival of any IICategory, 811 youths. -All results are shown in terms of 
averages. 

20ff dorm. 

3The majority (54%) of this particular sub~rouping were working. 
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Appendix C, Concluded 

D. Informal Dorm f.ct i vi ties 

1. Athletics: 5 hours avg. , per week, per youth; 53% parti cipated 

2. Tab 1 e sports: 
1 

7 hours per week, per youth; 80% parti cipated avg. , 

3. 1'Quiet Activities":2 
2 hours avg. , per week, per youth; 40% parti ci pated 

E. ~-and-Crafts on Dorm 

t. 0.9 hours per week, per youth 

F. Formal Off-Dorm Activities 

(Athletic events, musical events/instructions, cultural enrichment
3

) 

1. 5. 1 such activities occurred per week (for total Dorm) 

2. 19% of the youths attended or more activities per week 

G. Day Passes with Staff4 

(For shopping, lunch, etc.) 

1. 1.4 day passes per week, per youth 

2. 62% of the youths had 1 or more day passes per week, with staff. 

H. Furloughs 

1. 
5 6 

16 youths received furloughs 

2. Each furlough averaged 16.9 days 

'Pool and ping pong. 

2Dominoes, checkers, etc. 
3E•g., theater/plays; visiting community/state/federal agencies; speaking to 

co 11 ege class es . 

4Excludes school at Community Center. 

5This being 73% of the average number of youths who were studied during the 
time period in question. 

S Several youths received more than one furlough. 
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Appendi x D 

The California PsychologicaJ Inventory Statistical Typol09y~N 
Of Male, C~TImunity Treatment Project Youths 

r~: rhis is a very depressed proft1e, one which suggests significant 
difficulties in interpersonal and social adjustment. Individuals within this 
cluster are particularly weak with respect to Adult-Role Socialization--thereby 
underscoring their socia~ Immaturity, poorly developed value system, lack of 
interest in achIevement, low level of responslbtJlty~ and impulsivity. Thelr 
bolow~average status on Personal Maturity suggests a relatfve lack of 
independence as well as I.lb i 1 J ty to ad] us t to comp 1 ex I ty and change. t 

A narrrnv, non-intellectual style of thinking Is also suggested. The low 
Ascendant t)(traversion dlm(~nsion -ind:icates a relative lack of sodal interest5 t 

skills, and Interpersonal sensitivity. Persons of this type are probably 
nonpartfcTpative and deficient in ability to express themselves acceptably 
or persuqsively with respect to numerous social contexts. They are likely to 
be perceiver:! by others in terms such as': immature, lazy, dogmatic, impulsive 
an~ undercontrol1ed, rebellious, deceitful, aloof, distrustful in personal 
~nd social outlook, self-centered, submissive, awkward, shallow, apologetic, 
and/or apathetic. 

~l!: This profile has no strong points, or high polnt~; howsve.r, 
it I s. not as. depressed as is the Type ! pattern. It reaches average s tatlls 
in terms of Adult-,~o'e Socialization and Personal t1aturity. This suggests 
that Individuals of this type have neither conspicuous degrees of strength 
nor particular degt'ees of deficlency withln the areas of socialization, 
responsibIlity, tolerance, Interest In achie\lement~ independence, 01" 

flexibilIty. There Is no evidence of rebelliousness, felt-conflict wfth 
sod a 1 val was and deroonds. or aggress I va act I n9 out. The unt que feature 
of this profIle f5 its very low standing on the Ascendant ExtraversIon scale. 
ThIS suggests ili partIcularly withdrawing styl.e of social response, a low sense 
of personal and social worth, an absence of leadershIp potential, an apathetic 
and submissive nature. and an absence of social sensitfvity and poise. 
Individuals of this type are likely to be perceived by others in terms such 
as: inhibitetj. Silo".,! lacking in self-confidence, avoiding situations which 
involve decision-making. restricted in outlqok, suggestible, self-restrained, 
conservative, passive, self-defensive~ and/or apologetic. 

.. .sa ... 
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AppendixD, Continued 

Type III: The profile which defines this type is unique only in that 
it is average and without notable peaks or depressions on any of the three 
dimensions. This pattern generally resembles that of Type II, except for 
the tendency toward passivity, withdrawal, introversion, and lack of poise. 
There is a very slight tendency for Ascendant Extraversion to exceed the 
other two factors, thereby suggesting a group of individuals who are somewhat 
dependent upone or interested in, social stimulation as an "end in itself", 
Individuals of this type may be able to rather comfortably "blend into the 
crowd", without'. being conspicuous in any particularly positive or negative 
manner. 

Type IV: The most distinguishing feature of this type is its relatively 
high status (i .e., position or level) with respect to Adult-Role Socialization. 
Much more than any previous pattern, the present profile suggests the 
personal qualities of resp0nsibility, dependqbility. self-regulation and 
moderation, achievement-orientation, and conformance to core-culture values. 
However, the relative lack of status on the Ascendant Extraversion factor 
might suggest that these qualities are probably not integrated into, or 
expressed in connection with, any notable tendency toward leadership or 
social ascenda~cy. In addition, Personal Maturity is not outstanding in 
connection with ~his type. This is consistent with an overall picture of 
individuals who are average in terms of autonomy, flexibility, and social 
adaptability. Such individuals are likely to be perceived by others as: 
planful, conscientious, resourceful, modest, conforming, practical, 
deliberate, honest, verbally fluent, helpful, self-reliant, and/or intelligent, 

Type V: This pattern is characterized by marked elevation of the 
Ascendant Extraversion dimension--thereby suggesting considerable self
assurance, poise, dominance, capacity for status, and sociability. However, 
Adult-Role SocIalization and Personal Maturity are only somewhat above 
average. Unlike Type III (in which the tendency of Ascendant Extraversion to 
exceed both Adult-Role Socialization and Personal Maturity is very slight, 
and its absolute value is only moderate), Ascendant Extraversion for the 
present type is quite dominant both ipsatively and in comparison to all 
remaining types. Thus, the present pattern seems to reflect relatively 
mature individuals who have: (1) rather strong interpersonal interests; 
(2) somewhat above average internalization .of values regarding self-regulation, 
responsibility, and achievement; (3) average status with respect to 
intellectuality, flexibility, independence, and tolerance. These individuals 
are likely to. be perceived by others in terms'such as! aggressive, verbally 
fluent, having leadership potential, insightful, effective in communication, 
outgoing, competitive, enthusiastic, persuasive, self-assured, conscientious, 
dependable, and/or concerned with making a good impression. . 

-69-

.--~~=--------
" . -'--''''''''''~-'''"'''''''.='-''"-~C''.~''7~·'"~~='';';;'''-'''''·-~1 

Appendix DJ Concluded 

Type VI: Relative to all remaining types this profile is very much 
elevated across all three dimensions, with Adult-Role Socialization and 
Personal Maturity being the highest. This 
substantial r and balanced strength within patt~~n suggests t~e prese~ce of 
valu s f 'b'll' all ree areas: Ihternallzed 
. e 0 resp?nsl I ty, :elf-regulation, achievement, and independence' 
Interpersonal Interest j skill, and sensitivity; and, personal develo men; with 
r?ference to autonomy, breadth of interest, open-mindedness and fle~'ib'l't 
High Ascendant Extraversion is less salient than the r .! f I I Y., 
ther b . h emalnlng two actors--

e Y suggestln~ t at persons of this type value 1 a definite de ree f 
separateness and Independence even thou h h g 0 
introverted and withdrawing: 'This may r~fl~c~Yaa~~p~~~ ~travd~siv7 than. 
sometimes observed in self-reflective insightful i j' 'd Inlwar

h 
orientation 

and go 1 h ' n( IVI ua s w Ose values 
. adS are :o~ew at more ~ersonal and intellectual than social and status-

orlen~e. IndiViduals of thiS type tend to be seen by others In terms such" 
as: Independent, resourceful, well-informed outgoing idealisti d l·b. 
~oncerned with mak· d . • ' , c, e I erate, 
broad ad' d • Ing a goo ImpreSSion, adventurous, insightful, and/or having 

n varle Interests. 

~l~------~--------------------~--__________ __ 
E.g., as compared to Type V individuals. 

1 
l 
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Appendix E 

Revised Classification Systems For Se's And Ci 15 

I. Stress-and-Adjustment (Sa) Reactions l 

T~pe A: Situational - Trauma Reactions 

This involves any of several responses to major structural changes 
or traumatic events within the family. It mainly includes (.l) irrrne'diate 
and transitory reactions and/or (2) somewhat longer~termJ progressive 
adaptations to one~or more of the fol101tving external circumstances: 
death of one or both parents; sudden appearance-on-scene of Ireal' 
parent-~ith resulting change in the youth's guardianship; parental 
divorce/separation (actual or clearly imminent). Physical relocation 
of the family mayor may not result from the above events. Subsequent 
changes in the nature of family demands, expectations, or overall 
interactions are directly traceable to external circumstances and events 
of this nature. In general, it is these subsequent changes which pave 
the way for~ and/or provide the more immediate stimulus for, socially 
unacceptable acting-out or eventual delinquent involvement per see 
Some of these changes may i nc1 ude 1 t tera 1 abMdonment of the youth 
by one or both parents. MTwo subgroups have been distinguished: 
"reaction to new types or levels of parental control and support"; 
"reaction to parental abandonment or open rejection". 

~------------------------------------------------------------~----------~\'--
'Includes all youths formerly referred to as Situational h emotfonal (Se) reactions. 
A diagnosis of Sa (Se) presupposes the following: 

1. The childhood and pre-adolescent picture appears to be one of relative 
health or inol"malcy'. In any event, it contains little if anything by 
way of severe family strife and unusual or recurrent personal stress. 

2. 'On balance, the seJf~lmage is positive, moderately positlve, or, at least, 
not particularly negative. This is in spite of the possible presence 
of a moderate-to-sizable amount of tension, anger, self-dissatisfaction 
and/or felt-guilt, primarily as a result of given events or pressures 
(see 3, below). 

3. The events or pressu~es in question are predomina~tly post-pubertal. in 
terms of their temporal point'of origin. That is, their emergence. and 
apparent i~act~ predate only slightly (if at all)--and then only seldom-
the perJodof, chronological adolescence. 
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Appendix E, Continued 

Type B: Role AdJus~ments - Integrity Strivings 

This refers to a number of reactions which may occur at any point 
during adolescence and whfch--in most instances--are quite counteractive 
in nature. They are usually directed at (1) neuiraliztng the effects 
of given"parental stances or behavior, or (2) modifying or disproving 
the existence of given characteristics which the youth has observed 
within himself. -Three subgroups have been distinguished: "reaction 
to parental over-restrictiveness, over-protectiveness, or overly 
patriarchal (matriarchal) structure"; "reaction to inter-parental 
conflict and/or parental rejection-insensitivity··; ··compensatory 
role-adjustments and integrity strivings ll

• 

Type C: Characterological - Emotional Reactions 

This involves any of several responses to specified types of situational 
stress or developmental crisis. Ordinarily, the stress or crisis cannot 
be handled by means of the youth's typical defenses and modes of 
adaptation. Instead, it activates--or 'breaks through to'--given 
characterological 'weak spots' or developmental/adaptational deficiencies 
some of which are expressed in such forms as: 'hypersensitivity', 
inflexibility', etc. In some ca5es, the stress or crisis may instead' 
reactivate given modes of interaction--or need-systems and ego states2M-
most of which {1} ordinarily remain subordinate to other, more 
'age-~ppropriate' need-systems, etc., and (2) seldom playa sizable or 
direct role in the youth's everyday interactions.3 

lor, in addition. 

2E•g., direct and barely modulated aggression, hostilrty, or rivalry; 
pre-adolescent dependency gratification; underlying egocentricity (including 
fear-or-survival based selfishness). 

3Thus , e.g., the needs or drives In question ordinari Jy appear to be taken' 
care of while the youth is in the process of meeting his more consciOUS, 
everyday needs or salient drives and interests. 

II. 

Appendix E, Continued 

Delinquent Identifiers (Oi 15)1 

Type A: Pro-Delinque~t Identifier and/or Anti Core-Culture Adaptation 

Individuals w~thin this major category are likely to have developed 
a pro-delinquent outlook prior to the onset of adolescence. This 
outlook has ordinarily been actively supported by key parental 
figures or~ at any rate, not especially opposed by them. The ~ouths 
are likely to hDve been involved in considerable delinquency--of an 
official and/or unofficial nature--prior to the onset of adole5cence. 
-Four subgroups have been distinguished: responsive, friendly, outgoing; 
distr~stful, hosti1e, guarded; constricted, non-committal" evasive; 
mixed" or other. 

T.ype B: Reactive Delinquent Identifier or Non-Neurotic Delinquent 
Adaptation 

Relative to this major category, the identifications or adaptations in 
question are likely to have emerged during or shortly after the onset 
of adolescence. Key parental figures are ordinarily opposed to the 
youth's delinquent identifications or adjustment--irrespective of 
whether these are of a more transitory or more permanent nature. 
(These comments--the latter in particular~-apply more to some subgroups 
than to others.) -Three subgroups have been distinguished: autonomy 

lIncJudes all youths formerly referred to as Cultural-identifiers (Ci '5). 
2Thfs may contain elements of the remaining Type A subgroupings" 
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Appendix E, Continued 

, 1 
or accept~nce~seeker; subcultur~ rejector and/or minority status 
rejector; delinquency tolerant. 

Type C: Quasi"Neurotic Delinquent Identifier or Compensatory Delinquent 
Adaptation 

The d Iff lelll t 1 as, disturbances (e. g., under 1 y i og sense of inadequacy L 
Identifications and adaptations in question are likely to h~ve taken 
rather firm root \</eJl before the onset of adolescence. However, in 
most cases their behavioral expressions do not emerge untIl the onset 
of adolescence"'-at lea'st in terms of clear-cu! delinquent adjustmentsl 
accommodations. Key parental figures are generally non-supportive of 
the youth's delinquency; yet, they may be"protective of the youth 
himself v.fth reference to intervention-attempts on the part of official 
social agencies. -One subgroup has been distinguished: adequacy 
seeker and/or subculturaliy confllcted. 4 

1 
II 
'! 
'I 
'I 
:1 
'.I 
'j 

I 
~-----------------------------,------------------.--------------------------.,---j 11 

Refers to strivings at independ~nce from the control, of onels f~mily, and/or 
strivlngs for peer acceptance/peer status. Collectively, indivrd~als who fall 
wrthtn this subgroup may be Involved 'either in a compensatory and/or a tran5ient .. ~ 
and somewhat less lntense~-form of delinquent IdentIfication. 

2Refers to the conscious re ectlon (e.g., express~d in terms of delinquent/anti, 
mlddle-classadaptations of familial/subcultural standards, familial leveis of 
social or econoflll'c status, etc. Collectively, individuals who fall within this 
subgroup may be involved either in sporadic and relatively rare delinquent 
acting-out or else in a somewhat more permanent, ,and more often expressed, 
delinquent adaptation. (These two patterns appear t~ be <Jbout equally common.) 
The ll')tter mayor may not be accompanied by f,) defin~,.>~ Interna1tzation of 
deli nquent va 1 haS as represent i n9 D preferred t or even des J rab' e, way of 11 fe. 

3Includes situations and conditions such as: (1) adaptation to long·standlng 
or major ~col1omlc dlfficultles--as 9 e.g •• In the case of non-neurotic (and 14 
Jevel) prostitutIon; (2) opportunistic and/or ltbldtna) behavior patterns, 
or e.>tpt-esstons, of CSt socially unacceptable nature. 

4MQst youths who fall within tnfs category have been described tn: Neto, V. and 
Palmer, T. Patterns of conflict among higher maturity urban Negro delinquents. 
communlty Treatment Projt,~ct Report Sari es: 1969, No.3. September, 1969. 
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Appendix E, Concluded 

Collectively, the (I) three Se (Sa) groupings--viz. Types A Band C-
!l1~s the (2) Type 81~r1S (OJ's) comprise what may be referred to'as "Stress and 
Adjustment Reactions. It would be appropriate to treat each such "reaction" 
~s a separate delInquent subtype. If this step were taken the 14 level of 
Integration would contain a .total of five subtypes rather ~han the present. four. 
Inc!uded would be: Na; Nx; fL (Di); ic (Stress Reaction); and, Ar 
(Adjustment Reaction): The new subtypes would be: --

1. STRESS REACTIONS (Sr) 

This includes: Se (Sa, Type A): Situatronal - Trauma Reactions 

Se (Sa, Type C): Characterological-Emotional 
React ions 

2. ADJUSTMENT REACTIONS (Ar) 

Thi s i neludes: Se (Sa, Type a): Role Adjustments - Integrity 
Strivings 

cr (OJ, Type S): ReactiveOeHnquent Identifier 
or Non-neurotic Delinquent 
Adaptst ions 
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Appendix F 

CPI Standard Scores and Centiles for A"'judicated Male Delinquents 

During intake case conferences at CTP, the interpretation of any youthls 
California'Psychological Inventory (cpr) profile has customarily been based 
upon composite norms published in the testis manual. The latter norms 
represent a wide range of ages, socioeconomic groups, and geographic 
areas. As a result, they have the advantage of broad applicabi lity. 
Hm'Jever, it would be of particular value to express and interpret the 
profiles of given youth-samples with reference to the scale means and scale 
dispersions of individuals from a more restricted or more closely related 
iample. The availability of centile scores from such a sample could be of 
similar value. The followrng "table of equivalencies·· contains stalJdard 
scores and centile values which were derived from a group of 934 aajudicated 
adolescent male offenders. These youths (age range a 13-19) were tested 
individually, between 1961 and 1971~ at point of intake to California·s 
Community Treatment Project. Geographically, this sample encompassed the 
areas of Sacramento, Stockton, Modesto, and San Francisco. (See Table9 
regarding ~ethnic, age, socioeconomic, and I-level diagnostic characteristics 
of this sample.) 

In the table of equivalencies, the m~an standard score for each scale 
is 50; the standard deviation is 10. ~ Centile values which are shown refer 
to the percentage of individual,s whose scores fell below those appearing in 
the table. 
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77.2 99.0 

75.5 98.8 

73.7 98.2 

71.9 96.6 

70.1 95.2 

66.3 ~3.B 

66.5 92.0 

64.7 89.8 

63.0 66.9 

61.2 64.4 

59.4 81.2 

57.6 77.4 

55.8 71.6 
54.0 66.1 

52.2 60.7 

50.5 52.0 

48.7 45.4 

46.9 36.6 

45.1 30.3 

43.3 19.4 

41.5 1~" 

39.8 tJ/~ 

38.0 09.6 

36.2 04.6 

34.4 02.0 

32.6 01.5 

30.8 00.8 

29.0 00.2 

27.2 ." 

25.5 00.1 

23.7 00.0 

!;.i 

Stan Cent 

88.1 '39.9 

85.8 • 

83.6 99.8 

81.4 /, 

79.1 99.4 

76.9 99.0 
74.6 98.7 

72.4 98.0 

70.2 96.5 

67.9 94.1 

65.7 91.7 

63.4 86.5 

61.2 A5.2 

58.9 75.6 

56.7 74.3 

54.4 60.7 

52.2 59.0 

50.0 SO.9 

47.7 41.1 

45.5 12.1 

43.2 22.9 

41.0 14.6 

38.7 09.2 

36.5 04.9 

34.2 02.4 

32.0 01.3 

29.8 00.8 

27.5 00.1 
25.3 00.0 

Appendix F, Continued 

CPI Standard Scores and Centlle. for Hale Delinquents (Pla934) 

II 
Stan Cent 

70 .3 99.9 

77.3 

75.4 99. 7 

73.4 96.f 

71.5 98.0 

57. ~ 94.1 

G5J 92.2 
\ 

"3.C 88.4 

RI.7 84.7 

'i9.7 80.0 

57.7 71.2 
';5.8 "8.". 

53.8 02.1 

51.8 55.1 

49.9 47. I 

47.9 39.5 

46.0 32.1 

44.'l 25.7 

42.0 19.5 

40.1 15.0 

38.1 09.4 

36.2 05.4 

34.2 03.6 

32.2 02.6 

30.3 01.5 

28.3 00.6 

26.4 00.3 

24.4 00.2 

22.4 '" 

20.5 ?O.O 

~ 
Stan Cet'lt 

76.2 99.9 

16,4 * 
74.~ 99.2 

72.6 %.7 

71.0 '1r,.1 

fi9.2 G',.') 

,,>7,4 '34.1) 

6'i,r 93.8 

~l.P 91).0 

r~.O 87.0 

SO.? Be.3 

<)8.4 71.~ 

<;r..f. 72.'l 

'14.8 6').4 

5).0 59,r) 

51.2 51.9 

4',.4 4~.<; 

47.r. 16.5 

45.8 31.6 

41.~ 2<;,4 

42.1 Ig.r 

40.3 14.9 

18.5 10.2 
3r..' l)7. 7 

J4." 05.2 

33.1 03.8 

31.3 02.0 

29.5 01.1 

27.7 00.5 

7'i.g ()C). 2 

24.' ., 

22.3 00.' 

Scales 
~ 

Stan Cent 

7°.9 ,"9.9 

77.399.7 

74.7 99.0 

~q.4 QS.1 

r~.e ~2.4 

'.4.2 e".? 

~1.5 8t..3 

58.9 n.) 
';C.3 71).7 

53.7 61.2 

~I.l 51.5 

4ij.4 10.P 

45.8 29.3 

43.2 20.4 

40.5 13.4 

17.9 ·I~.k 

35.3 04.8 

32.5 02.7 

30.0 01.1 

27.4 00.3 

24.8 00.1 

22.1 ')O.~ 

!!.!!. 
Stan Cent 

72.1 <)9.7 

70.r, '19.0 

r,9.1 ')7.4 

r.t:" .!j 9,1. '3 

::.1.') 'll.:" 

t:1.1} 88.4 

~1.4 64.~ 

~1.n 79.4 

~&.4 14.r 

';5.4 fi4.? 

53.Q 62.7 

52.3 '50.·' 

<;0.6 49.2 

41.3 42.1 

47.8 40.8 

lr.3 lS.4 

44.7 30.3 

43.2 25.S 
11.' Ig.? 

4: .. 1. 1':;.1 

38.7 12.~ 

37.1 CYJ.7 

35.6 07.9 

34.1 05.5 

32.<; 1)4,1) 

31.1 02.4 

29.5 00.5 

26.0 00.3 

26.5 (}O.d 

25.0 .0.' 

!!f. 
Stan Cent 

7(!.8 ~' .... $.j 

n.O " 

73.4 ~·a.8 

II.r 9F.0 

~9.P 96.4 

68.1 95,2 

~o. 3 9-1.2 

'34.5 9~.e 

"2.7 81;.7 

'iO.q 83.3 

';'1.2 7Q.l 

57.4 73.4 

';3.8 'i3.2 

52,0 56.4 

SO.2 SO.3 

46.4 43.5 

46.7 36.0 

(4.Q 29.0 

43.1 22.8 

41 .. 3 17.3 

j·.I.S 12.4 

37.7 .:y-.2 

36.0 05.9 

34.2 03.3 

32.4 02.0 

30.6 01.4 

Z6.6 00.6 

27.0 00.0 

2..Q. 
Stan Cent 

78.& 99.9 

7/.1 

7Cj.1 

73.5 qr.l.3 

'11.7 9R.C 

7S.0 97.~ 

r.p.2 96.' 

·:t;.4 ?2.B 

r,4.6 91.9 

62.~ 86.& 

~I.I &4.5 

59.3 79.7 

57.5 73.4 

~5. 7 68,0 

54.0 62.4 

52.2 '14.1 

50.4 45.E 

48.6 36.8 

4F..9 33.4 

45.1 27.9 

~ '3. J 23.3 

41.5 17.7 

39.8 14.1 

36.0 10.7 

36.2 07.6 

34.4 OS.5 

32." 03.8 

30.9 02.1 

29.1 01.7 

27.3 01.2 

25.5 CO.8 

23.6 00.2 

22.0 ".1 
20.2 • 

18.4 • 
16.7 00.0 

Corresponding row scor. did not occur In the no". group; Hlnd.rd Icor. II an Inlute c",""utod .. though the r .... Icor. 
Nld occurrod but hod not affectod the ..... n or standard deviation. 
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1£ 
S'"an Ce,.t 

ao.s 99.': 

79.5 99.~ 

7B.3 99.' 

17 .1 9~.r 

7~.6 • 
74,5 99.' 

73.2 • 

71.~ 98," 

71J.15 96.'. 

69.3 97.t 

68.1 96.5 

6~.e 94.1' 

65.5 92.7 

54.2 90.~ 

62.9 87.? 

61.6 65.2 

.;0.3 82.:' 

S9.0 78.3 

57.8 75,r 

5E.5 71.0 

55.2 66.1 

53.9 61.9 

52.6 57.~ 

51.3 52.4 

50.0 47.~ 

46.6 ~2.4 

47.5 41.3 

46.2 33.6 

44.9 30.3 

43.6 25.1 

42.3 20.6 

41.0 11.2 

39.6 16.e 

36.5 11.4 

37.2 09.2 

35.9 OS.7 

34.6 OS.2 

33.3 04.'0 

32.0 02.7 

30.8 01.4 

29.5 00.9 

28.2 00.5 

26;9 00.2 

25.6 00.0 

1r II t 
lj 
[. 

fl 
jf 

r1 
! 

Appendix F, Concluded 

CPI Standard Score. and Cent lies for H.le Del inquent5 (11-934) 

Scales 
Raw 

~ IQ. GI £11 1£. AI .!.I e.! t:! t:E. 

47 

46 

45 

44 

43 

42 

41 

40 

39 

38 

37 

36 

35 

34 

33 

32 

31 

30 

29 

28 

27 

26 

25 

24 

23 

22 

21 

20 

19 

18 

17 

16 

15 

14 

13 

12 

11 

10 

9 

6 

7 

6 

5 

4 

3 

2 

o 

* 

Stan Cent 5 ton Cent Stan Cent Stan Cent Stan Cent Stan Cent Stan Cent Stan tent Stan Cer' 

62.4 99.9 

80.6 99.7 

76.6 99.5 

77.0 99.0 

75.3 98.2 

73.5 97.3 

71.7 97.0 

69.9 94.6 

68.1 93.2 

66.3 91.2 

64.6 89.4 

62.8 87.2 

61.0 84.3 

59.2 80.9 

57.4 76.3 

55.6 70.7 

53.6 65.5 

52.0 56.6 

50.3 52.5 

46.5 45.6 

46.7 36.9 

44.9 30.2 

43.1 22.9 

41.3 17.4 

39.6 12.3 

37.8 07.3 

36.0 04.1 

34.2 02.0 

32.4 00.4 

30.6 00.2 

28.6 00.1 

27.0 00.0 

80.1 99.9 

76.5 99.8 

76.9 99.5 

75.3 99.2 

73.7 98.7 

72.1 97.8 

70.5 96.~ 

68.9 Q5.0 

67.3 93." 

65.7 91.5 

64.1 69.8 

62.5 66.4 

60.9 83.1J 

59.3 79.9 

57.7 74.8 

56.1 69.g 

5~.5 64.9 

52.9 59.4 

51.3 54.5 

49.7 46.9 

46.1 43.6 

46.5 38.0 

44.9 32.0 

43.3 26.1 

41.7 19.7 

40.1 14.8 

38.5 10.4 

36.9 06.4 

35.3 03.8 

33.7 02.4 

32. I 01.1 

30.5 00.2 

26.9 00.0 

63.2 91.2 

fiO.l 77.5 

%.9 62.3 

53.8 SI.O 

50.7 40.9 

47.5 30.3 

44.4 23.8 

41.3 16.7 

36.1 10.7 

35.0 07.0 

11.< 04.9 

26.7 02.9 

25.6 01.8 

22.4 00.3 

19.3 "·0. 

79.7 qn.~ 

'78.0 '39.H 

76. J ~r,. 7 

74.g qq., 

72.8 98.1 

71 , I 97.') 

fi<;.4 qr.2 

r',1.7 ')3.'1 

66.0 92.1 

64.2 68.Q 

62.5 64.7 

60.8 62.2 

59.1 79.4 

57.4 74.7 

55.' 70.3 

53.9 63.9 

52.2 58.4 

50.5 51.2 

46.6 43.9 

·n.o 38.0 

45.3 31.' 

43.~ 24.S 

41,1J 18.1 

4'1.2 14.1 

3&.4 11.;) 

JF.7 07.1 

3,;.n 04.7 

33.3 02.9 

31.6 01.3 

29.9 00.5 

26.\ 00.2 

26.4 )0.' 

B~.' 'I' 

P'l.S Q9.7 

e1.1 9Y.4 

78,1 ~C).I 

76.3 98.8 

73.8 98.3 

71.4 97.1 

69.0 9S.3 

56.E 93.5 

64.1 90.0 

';1.7 86.2 

59.3 17.2 

56.9 7".2 

54.4 62.q 

52.1J 53." 

·19.r 44,1 

47.2 34.9 

44.7 26.4 

4?3 20.8 

39.9 14.0 

37.5 07.4 

35.0 04.1 

32.6 01.9 

30." 00.8 

27.8 00.3 

25.3 00.1 

22.9 00.0 

75.3 99.6 

73.7 99.0 

72.1 98.0 

70.5 %.5 

66.9 95.'; 

r,7 .. 4 91.'1 

~s.e 91.' 

~4.2 89.0 

oj2J sr:.. I 
~I.O 82,4 

',I. '; ';5. \ 

4P" 49.0 

·\~.3 43.2 

4',7 37. J 

4ti.2 30.0 

43.'. 24.3 

42.0 19.2 

40.0 14.7 

38.8 10.7 

17.2 07.6 

35.6 05.9 

34.'" 03.E 

12.5 02.5 

30.9 02.3 

29.3 00.3 

27.7 00.1 

2~.1 0.' 

82.199.9 

76.2 99.7 

74.3 96.4 

70.4 96.4 

66.5 92.9 

62.6 85.3 

58.7 75.4 

54.6 62.6 

SO.9 45.0 

47.0 30.6 

43.1 19.9 

39.2 10.3 

35.3 04.7 

31.4 01.0 

27.5 00.3 

23.6 00.0 

89.8 99.9 

86.9 * 
84.1 99.6 

81.3 99.5 

76,' 99.4 

75.6 99.0 

72.6 97.6 

70.0 96.1 

67.1 93.6 

64.3 68.3 

61.4 64.0 

58.6 76.3 

55.8 67.8 

53.0 58.2 

SO.1 46.7 

47.3 37.9 

44.5 25.7 

41.6 16.3 

36.6 10.1 

36.0' 04.7 

33.1 01.4 

30.3 00.\ 

27.5 00.0 

Cllrre'po.ldl"9 rllW .core did not .occur In the norm group; ~t.ndard .core 1. on estimate computed as'though the row score 
h.d occurred but h.d not affected the me." or standard deviation. • 
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94.8 95." 

91.7 • 

88.7 • 

65.6 99.~ 

62.7 • 
79.6 99.< 

76.6 96.9 

73.7 98.S 

70.7 97.0 

67.794,f' 

64.7 91.C 

61.7 85.4 

58.7 78.4 

55.7 66.3 

52.7 55.~ 

49.7 43.2 

46.7 31/ 

43.7 19.' 

40.7 13. 7 

37.706.? 

34.7 04.~ 

31.7 02.(, 

26.7 oo.e 

25.7 00.4 

22.7 00.2 

19.7 OO,C 
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