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t o, ; - FOREWORD ;
‘ This bibliogra%hy is not intdnded to be an exhaustive survey of ' |
all studies relating to prediction of parole or linquency.t It was
undertaken to review those studies whose resultq would agsist-in .the
selection of prerelease indicators of successful adjustment of military |
) prisoners. An attempt was made to include the major studies, -military : |
ard civilian, in~the areas of ‘parole and delinquency prediction. . |
~S£udies dealing with the general problem are inserted ‘prior to the . v |
) empitical research in an attempt to first give the reader an overview |
, of ‘the. topic, . . i : . )
1S ¥
"« Work Unit RETURN was cenducted at HumRRO, Division No. 2, Fort
Knox, Kentucky. The Division Director is.Dr. Domald F. Haggard. The i
work Unit Leader during preparation of this bhibliography was William C. T
Osborn, who was assisted by James H, Harris. SP4 Robert L. Dyer was
the military research assigtant, The Military Chief of the Armor HRU
' is LTg Willis g‘ Pratt. ° ’
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T INTROQJCTION

. PURPOSE ' - , : ,

foenders and the requirements for pr cessing them through the
. militj y justice system present a major prdblem for the Army. For
the ulit commander they are a weak point in his command since they
do rot perform their duties and are sources of d&Sruptive infldence.
In general, they are tostly in that they take up the time of line,
legal, and confinement personnel; and, are wasteful of funds which
must be used for apprehension, legal procedures, and confinement
facilitig&x“%“ ' . . '
.Ja‘;; *
The current approach to the'operation of the military” justice
system, as indicated by the objectives of the Army Correetional Pro-

-of the number of offenders returned to duty with potential for success-—
ful adjustment to Army life. In order to attain this end, ‘offenders
who will not, or cannot, effectively respond to -correction treatment -
must’ be identifdied and separately processed. Effective correctional
treatmént programs must be developed and implemented for those iden- .

gram (ACP), places emphasis on correctional treatment and maximization,

——tifted a““haviﬁg‘potential'for successful post-related adjustmene.
- .

’ Estimating ‘the probability of o, fender s post-release_success,
or the efficiency of a treatment prg am, is a major dec¢ision-making
function. Without the aid of validated decision-making tools the
commander ‘must make this. decisior on ‘the basis of personal ekperience
and judgment and often with minimal information.

*, fhis annotzted bibliography examines the method and findings of
many of the major civilian and military studies in the areas of pre1
diction of delinquency and parole success.

L

\

SCOPE OF THE PROBLEW’I“ I L
: . L )
" The’ total population ofA the Army correctional facilities during
the last 25 years has fluctuated from one-half of one percent to over
, two percent of all the personnel in the Army; Absent Without Leave
- (AWOL) is the most frequent'military offense.
1
An example of the problems of military delinquency are emphasized
. in- the following description of one Army post. The.personnel strength
i fox, the first nine months of 1971 was slightly under 30,000, The
‘” stockade, population averaged 277 men and the. Personnel Correctional
1>'Facility (PCF) averaged 731 men. The PCF is “used for holding men for
‘lesser offenses or those who are awaiting trial. The AWOL.rate at
the stockadé has avetraged 4.3% whilé 'the AWOL rate at .the PCF averaged
69. 5% The overall rate, excludin® theé stockadé and the PCF, for FY
1971 was l 83%. As can be readily seen from these figurés there is a
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AN

definite need for an effective instrumen: to determine who will prbfit ’
£rom PCF placement. *

\

: R
To emphasize the problem of delinquency in civilian life; the
_.Department of Health, Education and WelfaneWLDHEW) reports that .
nationwide in 1968 Ehere were 900,000 juvenile court ¢ases involving
774,000 children. That represents 2.5% of 41! children in the United .
States up to the age of 17, Obviously, ‘then, “the early identification
of potential of fenders. is of paramount- importance in alleviating the
problem of delinquenecy. -
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1.

Discussion v s N

Schuessler Karl ¥, "Parole prediction, Its history and status,

 ..wfourna¥ Criminal Law, Ciiminclogy and Police Science Jmecenber R

1954, 454 ), 425431, R

- . - L -~y
Ly . [ VRSN -
) .

Problem p e - o v

To review the history'and‘status'of parole prediction. + °

Scope - oo h . ot

A comprehensive analysis of parole prediction frém . its first
advocate in 1923, Hornell Hart, through Daniel Glaser's theoretical
concepts. / . . ] L

One of the first to advocate predicting parole adjustmg;t was
Hornell Hart. In a 1923 paper he hypothesizéd an experience table of
items prognostic of parole success. Burgess (1928) applied the idea-

to 3,000 paxolees'from I1linbis pxisonsl_ﬂis_method involved cross-

classifying cases according to (1) outome on parole, and (2) 21 items
of possible significance (such as type of offense, nationality, etc.).

-A parole rate was computed for each person by giving one point to

each sub-classification that had a.viplation rate lower than the
overall rate, then, violation rates could be determined’ for selected
score intervals.’

. < 4 ~ -
- During the same time period (late 1920's), the Gluegcks attempted
to predict the postparole adjustment of slightly léss than ‘500 pa-
rolees from the Massachusetts Reformatory. Their Jethod was similar
to Burgess, Parolees were. scored on six to thirteen items and the
items were weighted according to their capability to differentiate
outcome groups., - . . e

. In 1931, G.B. Vold conducted a study to assess the variability of
samples and the effect of weighting factors. By randomly dividing‘his
sample of 1,192 Minnesota parolees, he was able to illustrate empiri—
eally that Score-Specific violation tates differed, jiist as a matter
of chance, Another major finding was that weighted and unweighted
scores arranged parole cases from high to low approximately ‘the Same
(r=.92), (Recent research has wedkened this finding )

e

Various later studies sought to answer specific perlems in pre~

‘diction: "

, . Sanders soughg,to check the constancy of score-specific violation . -
rates, He devised an experience table from 5,683 Fedqral parolees and

applied the results to.a follow-up. sample of 2 838 parolees, The vio-
lation rates in the*follow-up ‘*sample were quite erratic., The findings

. * . A
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," . 4 ’ (73
“brought to 1ight the possibility that reliable factors #n, ohe period
may be very unreliable in the almost immediate future.

[ Py

. , Laune investigated the corrélation between prediction ‘scores and® . |
", &, .. inmate personal knowledge, He solicited the opinions 'of inmate

v friends of 150 parxole prospects and then correlated those with Burgess'
prediction scorgs. There was a fair, cogrelation (.34 r .54), but

later validation revealed inmate opinions are no better than objective Lo
scores. g .

.
»

Jenkins (a psychiatrist) scored“ﬁZl delinquent parolee boys on
95 items, - inclu&ing 28 personality characteristics.. He found no . . v
proof that psychiatric information improved predictive efficiency sig--
nificantly over objective items.’

Ohlin and Duncan’ proposed an "Index of Bredietiyg;Efficiency,
' which’ 1s defined as the percentage change in prediction arrbz_result- .
- , Ing from the use of an experience table instead of the overall’ rate. <.
" The index was applied to 22. published tables and the computed average
reduction in error was found to be 16%. The low findings are due
mainly to the heavy' concentration of parole candidates in the middlé

. range of score intervals where violation rates are very close to the )
. average,

The 1928 and 1 38‘“Tilinois_~§perience Tables" were revalidated

by Ohlin and Hakeem respectively. The Fesults _in_both cases were that

the observed rates of parole violation were signi\iEEEEIY'loWexithan 3

_,//’ the expected rates! To meet this difficulty} Ohlin devised a method :
- to annually adjust the~experience table.

av

Kirby inVestigated the efficiency of weighting experience table
, ltems by means of the principle of least sduares. His sample was 455
Federal parolees. His results indicate this method was slightly more *
efficient than a comparable table with arbitrary. weights and about
10% more efficient than a blanket prediction based on the overall rate.
-

Glaser has taken a different approach than most prediction re-
searchers,” He devised his table around-a theoretical cohcept. He
hypothesized that prospective violators cQuld be distinguished from

{ non-violators by the degree toswhich ,they identified with criminality '
as a way of life. A seven-~item scale scored persons on their "dif- °
ferential identification” with crimigality. The results were somewhat )

' superior ‘to Ohlin's 12-factor "IlIindis Experience e,"tand they
" uphold the belief that heoretical research should §§3§uperior to
merely manipulating av lable data. )
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Discussion - R
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Problem R f N . ) '
‘ tay . - 04

. To control delinquent behavior\by identifying those individuals wha

-will bedBme delinquent. ) &
M ), " ,':"f-/' )

. Some problems of prediction/devices. o - ) -,

.
. .
. .~
. .
AN
.

'l. Many scales, including the KD Proneness Scale, the Socialization
(So) scale of the Caljifornia Psyéhological Inyentory (CPI), and parts
of. the Minnesota Multiphasic Personality Inventbry (MMPI) have had poor
success when applied to young 22m§les because ydung delinquents lack the

reading ability and langunage d opment;.necessary to, take the tests

(e.g., Hathaway and Monachesi believed the mogt gtriking charactenistics -

of thei? delinquent MMPI study was the number_ of delinqueats who failed

' to answer carefully or consistently ot could read well enough to take

theﬁtest) o . ) . . .
. R ) .
-2, Validation studies involving institutionalized delinquents and
an equal number of non-delinquents yield inflated estimqtes of 4 qfedic-

tive efficiency. ) . , _ ot

) 3. -Many tests may only be administered or, scored by, trained indi-
viduals. .These are mot practical (e.g., the Glueck studies involved "
specially trained social worKers and psychologists gaining subjective
information from home visits). Y . . ]

Ve N *

The content of many tests is’ objectionable (e.g., the MMPI and —

‘the.G ueck studies have come under criticism for invasion of privacy)

Y <

5, In applying a test) the tester must be aware of the danger of
labeling children and the rigk of the self ~fulfilling prophecy coming
true. LA . e . ¢ -

4 » l .

6., Interventions into a.child’s life, after he is identified as a
potential delinquent, must be. in response to his current needs,.not as
an effort, to _changeé the entire fabric of his life. s

Id . *
~

Venezia believes the most promising apprgach to delinquency preven-
tion is to focus upon the ybung child in the school environment. ° Many
studies point to the dbility of school teachers in "identifying early

. stages of maladjustment, Teachers obtain objective and subjective data

without invading the child's privacyu Preventive intervention could be
‘baded on current, needs instead of future behavior, There would be.no
need to label children And, theoretically at least, dealing with cur~
rent problems should reduce future maladaptive behavior ~— including
delinquency. ~ Coe , . ./

’
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'% ‘Rogers, Joseph W., and Hayner Norman-S. "Optimism and accuracy in"’
the perdeption of selécted parole prediction times," Social'
. Forces, March 1968 46(3), 388-400, )

- N ¢ - . . .. ‘e

Problem . = | , .' B L —

To determine the oongruency Jor perceptual accuracy of the per- :
ceptions by respondents at various points in.the corrections system *
of the importance of predictive value as empirically determined.-

’

ubjects . ' L .
¢ L4 ’ -~ ' " 4

St Four hundred and fifteen (&15) incumbents. in 10 professional
* cofréctions occupations. The subjects ranged from' the~correctional
instituti?w custodial staff to memﬂens of citizens councils.

v S - ‘ .
ot . N - .

.o - . ’
Scope . X ) :
> x . - '3

Subjects were asked to assess “the relative merit or worth" of -
20 items for predicting a man's success on pérole. Each item was

f rated on a seven-point scale from very favonable very unfavorable
" to parole success. Correctness of rater position response was deter-
mined by dividing the items fqr which empirical information was.

j available into favorable, unfavorable, and/neutral groups. The occu-
pational positions were then rated on the basis of the percentage of
positional incumbents correctly—rating each item, °

-\ )

Results and Conclusions - : ' . ' . i

2

»”
. =~ .

e Parole boards were high ranking in both optimism and accuracy .
(’22) L .

°
Py .
. s -

Correction 1 institution staff (other) were high in optimism : N

and medium in accwgacy (5, 2), as were the’ citizens council members
. (6,1). , . B

L}

Judges were-medium in optimism and high in accurac;j%l .

- ‘Correctional institution treatmeqt staff Were mediumw(jrboth
optimism and accuracy (7, 5). ‘ ‘ t A

Correctional institution staff custody were medium in op?imism
and low, in accluracy (8 6), as were police chiefs (10,4).

Prosecuting attorneys were low in optimism -and high in accuracy
(3 10)

. p .o
) Parole staff was low in optimism and med%u; in accuracy (4 8)‘

Law enforcement officers were low in both
(9 9)

ptimism and accuracy

9 P . .
.




. . . /
4. Rogers, Joseph W. "Parole prediction in three dimensions: Theory,

prediction and perception," Soéiology and Social Research, 1968,
52(4), 377-391.  ° ) g )

Problem ‘- T h
To examine the congruency and discrbpancy among pard!; predic- 2 )
tion theory, general ‘research-results, and the perceptions of people
. 1n the parole process on ralevant parole variables. !

Subjects'. {/

Four hundred-and fifteen (41§§5;espondents representing law
enigxcement officers, prosécutihg'attorneys, Superior Court judges,
correctional institution staff members, parole board members, proba-
tion and parole staff members;, ang F.citizens council< :

hY ¥ \ .
. - S AN - . )

]
Scope ' !

"Twenty parole prediction vgriables were examined and judged to -
.. be favorable (?),'unfaVoraBle'(U); and neutral (N) to successful’
parole in term$ of theoryf present research _findings, and percéption ‘
of corrections workers. rtems were ratedF, U, or N by using Glaser's
2960) modification of Suthrerland's "Differential Association.Theory,"
plus the concept of alienatiom, traditional beliefs associated with -«
‘ the legal process, and non-égfminal employment . ' o
- ' The research results were'based on 10 popular studies. The pa~ . ° 5
role process workers' perceptions were rated F 1f (}) af least60% of
all respondents rated ‘the item.1,°2, or 3 on a seven-item scale; (2) T
at least 70% of all respondents in. each occupational category rated
the item 1, 2, or 3; and (3) the overall model category fell within.
1-2. The same process applied inversgly for umrfavorable items. .
. L
Results and Co§c1usioP? , . o ] T )
- The author concludes that while it is true that.Ehere has, been a
lag in accepting parole pred#ction instruments, there is .congruency
among theory, reseatch, and perception of certain parole pqed{?}ion

. \ . :
items, . Y NN
. . . *».\‘\\ BN .
. AN

\

v

Perceptual accuracy seems to vaiy ﬁirectly with education, incnmg!_v
self-rank, distance from the offense (ér victim), and contact with
parole boards or judges. e ) . .

The three dimensions allagreed, on 8 of the 20.1items: Good  aug-
' employmént record before incargeration (F); Sustained family interest
X . while irncarcerated (F); First offepse (F); Used incarceration period
g constructively (F); long delinquency record (U); Forgery (U); Frequent

i ’

.
Ty, A




5,

. iteis: Incarcerated for more'than two years (N); Committed crime with

"y 1965, 3(2/3),9-12,.

'.?Results and Conclusions

L4

alcohol usage ()3 ‘and InadeQuate employment while on parole (U).

-

The predicted success and general research results agree on five
items: Left home when young (F); Homicide (F); Forcible rape (F);
Other sex crimes (E); and Burglary . .

1N

P <t M v~ A\
General research and perceived success results agree on seven
-y
three or more accomplices (N),_Negro (N); Divorced (N); Parents .
divotced (N), Committed crime alone (N); and Armed robbery (N) ‘0

/In no case was there total disagreement. . .
{0 . )
Balogh,'Joseph K Increasing reliability and validity in juvenile -
- delinquency research: A methodological critique," Criminologica, .

s \ . -

£}
g

3 ' ' 3
Problem - , ~
N . ” ~

"+To provide methodological techniques for increasihg reliability
and validity in contemporary juvenile delinquency research. k.

' Scepe” . : v

) » ’, ..’

’

o An analysis of scaling and sampling' procedures, statistical

’ techniques for purpose of measurement the” use of clinical tests,
the element of bies, and the role of the researcber and clinician.,

- .
N -

"'

"l The use of systematic and objective ideas for differegtial
diagnosis in the classification of juvenile delinquency is vital,
hOWeVer, no single approach can be utilized and be always universally
applicable to all cases, A

- 7, - Conggantly stress a control-oriented approach

‘e

3. st differentiate. betveen children "in‘need of .help" and

& poteutial delinquénts," 2. ”

Y ’ ' ’
4._ Need an experimental design which will give functional valte®
dity. LN K -

~.‘

.

5. “Social Qefinition and self-identification axe apparently
large. elements in mhe causes of some delinquents}" ‘ .t

S ]

6, Sﬁatistical procedures should be considered as vital to’
presént research, Prfeconceived notions must be avoided; as should*

¥ ' ' ’ '

Al) . ’
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the rejection of seemingly contrary figures. Be extremely‘careful
about assigning ausation, for} often a combination, of factors, not

: one may b the ciuse. Only data that is compatible should Qe com— \ .
pared. ‘ / . . , o
L] 7. .Some 8core differences may be caused by ‘the following.

Analysis factors, mechanical ,factors) administra ve techniques, un- |

clear measuring [instruments, inadequate sampling {of ttems, instruc-

tional and transient personal factors, differences in the charde-

teristic being tested and «he dffference in bt&er characneristics of

the individual. . 5

? - , - . L

' ', 8.. Scaling methodology mayvraise some questions: In what way * 5
was the scale validated? WHat techniques were ngédv Does the con-
tinuum have known limits’ Was the test given uni- or multi-dimen~-.
sionally’ Was the positioﬁ arbitrarily assigned or fixed by testing? L

- ,5. Reliability presents many questions: Did uniform training'
have an effect? Doe® the compression of the scale have an effect?

What effect did dumping of the scale have? Were some values used N
more frequently? What effect did- the number of categories have? R
» * \' 1
. "Evjen, Victor H "Current thinking on parole.prediction tables, .

’ . Crime and Delinguency, July 1962 8(3), 215-238.

- oL .
.. N ,

A

Problem I - < T, i
o . .
] To discuss’ the current status of parole prediction as it is used
throughout the United States, .
- -'- ‘\ * -
Scope A
" An analysis of the isefulness of. parole prediction tables in
terms of their use by various parole boards throughout the United
States.. ) N . , .
. g . c : ¢ 7.
Discussion': ) ‘ - _ .o ' '
In 1961, a farm was sent to 48 state parole .boards, the New
) New York City Parole Board' the U.S. Army, Canada, and the District,
** of Columbia to see what parolg prediction devices were in use, or
had been in use. Four states were found using devices and a fifth’

/ had utilized a device in the 1950’ 's. ’\\
“ Illinois adopted a program in 1928 and since 1933 a full time
.Staff member has been at all male institutions to compute prospective

parolee success rates based 'on the experience of past parolees with
similar backgrounds. . N

a ~
. .

T ot ‘ ‘ 13 .




Ohio has developed a parole. prediction index from.responses ob-~
.. tained from the Minnesota Multiphasic'Personality Inventory (MMPI). .
This program started operation-in 1961. . ) e
The Calif ia Youth Authority and“Department of Corrections have
an extensive program of base expectancies'Tsee McEackern)
. . The Colorado Parole Board was developing prediction statistics at
the time of this survey. 1 et . . .
-~ B t '
Minnesota had experimented with the 0hlin prediction report in the
507 s, but was not using prediction tables when polled .

Evjen polled 44 professionals concerning their reactions to pre-.,
diction statistics. Represented were 24 criminologists and sociolo- _
gists (C), 11 parole board members (PB); 8 prison administratars (P);
and 1 probation administrator (PR) Nine respondents, were. authors of
criminblogy texts.-_ .. . : ‘. e e o ‘ LT }

Seyenty-five pereent believed in the potential value of prediction
statistics while 25%, questioned the value of prediction statistics. -

Topical highlights of the’ supportive arguments included:
. 5“ e . . ‘ . : v ] - - '. . :.)
~ . c ' PB P PR
o ek Ay ® ¢ Q)

Prediction tables are a ‘
useful guide %o one's T , ) )
own thinking: - - .. 15, 8. 3 ool

- LA *

o
Prediction scorg is for .
~ groups and may not-fit .
_ < the: 'specific' prisoner - .
concerned. . "6 1. o S -
Prediction scales do not . : . Y
tonsider future factors. 3 1 1 T

Prediction fables overlook ‘ ! ‘ o 3
subjective elements not
easily measured. . 2 .2 *1 1- .

Y : [

. Predictipon tables do not
account for the impact of . , ' . -~
prison life on the parolee. 5 "1 .1

N .
[ ¢ . . . V.
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"7,

h

_Lejins, Peter P, "Pardle prediction--An introductory statement,"

N 3. Evaluation of corte onal process

. ”“Zo discuss problems in parole-prediction.
' .

2 N 0 . % "‘l,- 15 .

. There seems to-be a general ‘resistance to the actuarial approach.
. Parole Boards ‘do not want to feel bound by tables, There are legal
restrictions, there is 4 stigﬁa on,the prisoner classified as a poor

parole risk, and there is a’' general belief that more reseqrch is
needed

<
-t

.,
/ .
S

'. Q) . . -

Crime and Delinquency, July 1962, 8(3), 209-214. -

L4 ﬂ ¢
. . . S
4 \a

* Problem N ‘

A preface to an issue of Crime and Delinquency devoted to pre-
diction. .

.

Scope

To identify issues of longstanding controversy on prediction.

Discussion

The overall conclusion is that oarole professionals cannot af- .
ford to miss the advantages obtained by the judicious use of experi-
ence tables. However, the following’ areas.of concern must be more
thoroughly analeed and researched: ) : )

- - » 2]
. 1. . Weighting .of predictive factors or mno weighting

2, Comparative importance of dynamic versus static factors .

4
.
»
-
’

4.' Inconsistency of prediction based on different populations
of parolees. -

-~

K
-
., ',~ -~ . s

. . \ e ’
5. Need for continucus adjustment of ‘experience .tables

Attempts to Aevelop an fndex of predictive efficiency

mogt meaningful predictive factors :

8.. Experience tables versus the case study method - . - 0

\ .
-

Dean, C.W., and Duggan, Thomas J. "Problems in. parole prediction: A
. historical analysis,“ Social Problems, 1968, 15(4) 450—459

[y

Problem . ) - .K .
2rop~ch )
' 4 - c AR

.
. ! N

~43/ “ . ..
s . . L] '
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4
A comprehensive review of past efforts to predict parole outcome.

-

. Scope - , . ) .

\Qigpussion . ) o, ) ’
s Al ’
A review of past ‘efforts to predict parole outcome* indicates
that, although there«have been some recent improvements in the
methodology, there hés been no appreciable increase in predictive
- power. Two related reasoms for this aré-evident. First, Y¥he preva-,
lent use of prison files @ a data source limits the kind of research
questions which can be asked. Second, the non-theoretical nature of.
this research has prevented a systematic atcumulation of knowledge
* relative to this problem. fﬁg success of future efforts depenﬁb on
whether parole prediction research conforms to the basic require- !
ments of scientific investigation which include utilizing theoret&cal
guidelines and selgcting vatiables on the basis of ‘their theoretical
relevance instead-ef on their'ayailability in prisdn files.

) ) a ) »5.\ . ) /
9, Meehl, Paul E.,mand Rosen, ‘Albert. "Antecedent prbbability and the
efficiency of psychometric signg, patterns, .or cutting scores,
» Psychological Bulletin, 1955 5(3), 194-216.,

T
.

-

Problem ; . ~ : o,

v To offer advice to aid in evaluating‘predictidn studies. <
L4 A - ~ t

w .
\

Scope , - ; S , - N . .
Arcritique of two studies dealing with delinquency prediction
(DanieISOn and Clark, 1954 and Glueck and Glueck, 1950) . The studies

are discussed in view of the criterion of Meehl and. Rosen. "

Discussion

In-order for a psychometric sign, pattern, or cutting score to
be of practical value, it must be viewed in light of its intrinsic
walidity and the actual. base rates. Many times when the base rates
of the criterion classificatioh deviate greatly from a 50-50 split,
a test sign having ‘moderate ‘validity will result in greater error
than simply predicting on the basis of the base rate.

- ’ ’ ’ Lo
»  Thesresearcher must be wary in accepting validityfestablished
in small sample studies as the¥, often, do not yield accurate infor-
magion concerning the test pgrameters. Also, great.care must be
used in applying'information from one population to -another that
has the same parameters, as the iiew popul§tion might have a different

base rate which may change the correct detisions. Formulas utilizing
¢t ) . ‘- . ; ‘,x'~
.8 » o - %




. Bayes' Theorem are presented for determining'limits upon relations
among the jbase rates, alse. negative rate, and the false positive rate,

«~"  The authors c1 critique two/studies dealing with delinquency predic- \iﬁa
tign in view of‘their criterion. The studies critiqued are Danielson
and.Clark (L954) and Glueck and Glueck (1950) ’ ! :

a9

S ) A
10 Ward, P.G "Validating prediction scales. Ihe case of the false |,
technique, ~Brithsh Journal of Criminology, 196%, 7(1), "36-44,

I‘~' .. i

-~ N ' i ) . .

Problem L , ' . . ‘] r
—_— S L . _
To examine the most common technique of validation of prediction
3cales and some of .the major problems recognized in the field of.pre-
! diction of delinquency. ) .
L . ’ . R

g%o e ) o . A . o

. Ar

. To apply data derived from a known group of delinquents and non-
" delinquents on a population where the delinquent-non-delinquent status
" is not known (e.g., Glueck and Gluec‘b 1950). Excluding validity,
“ three other conditions_must be met: - - B

1. -The original and validation samples must be samples of the
. ‘same population, o o .

. - »
.
& M . ~

‘\_ , Z. The social conditions must remain stable over the period of
r time between samples————————- i - . -

[N N . B . .
. o~ “ = -
7 4 -

. 3. The original and validatian samples must both be represen—
tativecpf the population. ' . . o
. . - . P T
“ DichSsion ‘ o : - " ‘ &

o'\ i

Ward. believes that much of the argument concerning the efficiency
“of prediction scales could be eliminated if the Mannheim and Wilkiis
(1955) definition of efficiency wag, adopted. He thinks validation
N © stydies ghould be restricted to demonstrating‘the existapce. of a sig-
; nificant positive correlation between dzﬁreviously established predic—

. . * tion scale and delinquency in an, indepefident random sample. ‘ .

R e ye—eu e "y \r“

- (Reducing delinquency is the final aim and this‘depends more on__ ‘"

¢

increasing the efficiency of treatment techniques, rdther Ehan oh in=
creasing scale efficiencies. Ward guggests testing the individual
.approach. in preventing delinquency versus the community service ap-
- %proach against a no-treatment control group. The’ decision of’ effec-
v tiveness should be made in terms of decrease in-rate of delinquency
.per dollar.
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11. Glaser,‘Daniel., ‘'Prediction tables as accounting devices for judges
. and parole boards," Crime and Delinquency, July 1962 8(3),
~ *239-258.
[ ) . N « ' N k]
Problem . , ' ’ '

.
-

To use various typologies to analyze the results of parolees
,from an Illinois penitentiary between 1940-1949, RN . .

R
[

)Scoge \

7 The typelogies used weret, . .
: )

N L - ! i i :
1. Pskchiatrist or sociolggist prognosis for success, from , -

.

' \favorable {unfavorable." "+ . -
‘ 2. Utilizing a "Social Development Pattern" according to the
«| . inmates' behavior prior to their pnesent offense. Inmate data was
|~ gathered from prispn records. !
1] ‘ |- ]
l . 3. Ascertaining inmate age when ffrst leaving homé (or foster
! home) for ‘six months or more. o .

.

Ty '*-»“‘

4, Utilizing a sevensfactor prediction score, including 2 and
3 above, plus previous sentences, type of offfnse, education, and use
o _' of-prison time: Each item was rated from +2 to -2

L) -~ . ~

\Discussion h

1. -

R N b - R
[ . D

. Glaser states that the results of the various approaches corre- .
f sporid to a review of 30 articles in which the case study method was
. never, found, more accurate. than' the statist1Cal approach; he advocates
the use of configuration tables. 2 . o o

Results from a study Glaser conducted ‘with over l 000 male
Federal parolees released in 1956 and followed—up in 1959 are re-
ported. Forty-eight percent had Some post-reledse arrest records,
but only 35/ were-returned to priSons 'étaying out of prison was the
. "success" criterion. . - .

¢
‘»

- Each inmate.was classified on 63 variables found in his prison
records: .6ffenge, conviction, sentence, family background, child- o
hood,>length and type of employment, alqgholism, drug addictiemsor

" usage,.marital record, psychiatric or psycholggical evaluationg '

w‘prison assignments, disciplinary reports, self-improyement actiyi-

.« ties,. communication with outsdders, and release plans and arrange-
< ments. ] 1 e
: . _ ~ . :
In order to obtain more striking extreme groups a middle~riske
" group was arbitrarily defined as those one-third the difference above,

3 o : ]

]
\ " °18 toe
|




w
.

v,
A
- L4

and one-third the difference below £5; meaning above 76.7% was the

high success group and below 43. 37<§as the unfavorable success group.

The 63 variables were then examined to see which placed the greatest -
number of individuals out of the middle-risk group. '

) The most discriminatory variables include' prior convictions,
\ age at release, satisfactory prison adjustment, and prior job his-
tory.

The major function of a prediction table report'is to simply '
make a judge or parole board member aware of whether he is going with.
or against the odds so that he double checks his judgment. The con-
figuration '‘model allews judges and parole board members to see the
effectiveness of the.most significant variables.

' , .
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2 of Criminology, 1967, 7(1), 6-35.

- e - ' .
Problem N
¢ ~

-

: ™~
To anélyz%’sgjl;nt thinking on delinquendy prediction.

v~
- \ Scoee\zo . . N ‘3

¢
]
N

A

instruments used. !

—‘ Discuséion ‘ - 7

N \
" Minnesota Multiphasic Persbnality Inventory (MMPI): Hathaway
and Monachesi (1953, 1957) review its application to delinquency.
They believe perSenality variables are more useful in relation to
delinquepcy than are envifonmental varii@lesh The greatest finding.

1s that many respondents fail to answer the scale ¢arefully; not.

}

. and tgkes'an houy”and a half to administer. Théy, conclude that, the |
"+ MMPI in fts predent.form hds little value as’a predjction tool.
Y7 Jesnéss Inventory: Tﬂis is a personality inventory developed
* specifically for deliﬁquents at the Fricot Ranch School for a Cali-
" fornia Youth Authority study. The scale contains 155 true-false
B items, contaifed under the following headings:

roiowing headineer

-
[ 4

S e " Social Maladjustment { 63 items
’ . : : Vhlué»Orie@tapion, . «39 items
> .. Immaturity 45 items
: - " ; Autism : K ) 28 items . .
- . "Alienation i - +26 items ©oe "
oA Manifest Aggression = - .31 items .
R < Withdrawal “24 items
N . Social Anxiety. . 24 1items
PR ' .Repression . 15 items
S Denial ' L + 20 itéms
¢ : . ) Q . " ’ ‘a e .

7 From these, an Asoc;alAIndex can be constructed by omitting 1mmaturity
.. .)wand denial. ' The first sample of boys; 8-I14 years of age, included
N ‘“3$§‘ipét$uutiqnalized~gqlinqpents and 300 non-delinquents, gpd the *
"~ first validation included 277 delinquent and 368 non-delinquent, . At
o7 Ats bagt cutfing point It would identify 75% of the delinquent® with

e 65%\"~ti‘_i§ﬁé\pp*sj,t;ﬁze‘s, where the basé.rate for delinquents is 20% -

.y 0e1960;, 19635 .

lggg’ 1?631)\:p.

Fiid . \ . B .
\\12.' Rose, Gordon. "Early identification of delinquents," British Journal..

A review df major efforts to predicfw&elinquency in terms of the
* [N

surprising considering that it was designed for adults, has 550 itéms,‘

» o (PérIman’s 1959 estimated raﬁe‘fdr the United States). . (See Jesness,
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. ' KB Proneness Scale and Checklist: This scale was developedoby
,. Br. Y. Rvaraceus, (1945, *1950) at Bostofi University. Tt consists of

75 q’ltiple-choice items coyering personality, family background,
and 'school experience. The checklist contains 70 items to be filled
¢ out by the teacher. J.K. Balogh‘has studied the scade extensively
L (1956, 1958, 196¢,' 1962), and applied the scale to the largest samplea
‘e & (750 non~délinquents, 182 delinquents, and 453 boys termed "high
' morale"), The “"high morale" group was also used by Kvaraceus and' *
it included the well-intentioned leaders who made good‘grades‘in
school. The scale discriminated between delinquents and non-delin-
quents, but was not validated;as a predictive instrudfent. Bordua - ,
(1961) attempted to validate it for prediction and copcluded it was
more suited’to measufe social class than delinquency, .and as such,
when applied to a sample homogenéods in social class, the KD scale

may not predict at -all, - N ﬁg“ &
. ? M ‘)L
. California Psychological Inventory (CPI): H.G. Gough of the
v University of California, Berkeley, developed Ehis d8-scale general

personality assessment instrument, The 54- item soclalization scale,
purports to measure deggee of social maturity, probity, and attained
rectitude has been used frequently in- delinquency research, The
. * theoretical basis of the .scale is role playing. Gough and Petersor
. (1952) correc€ly iden fied 78% of a sample’ of delinquent and non-*
o ‘ delinquent, however, tHeré was no validation. Dinitz and Reckless
(1957, 1958, 1960) and Scarpitti et al (1960) used - the scale to
) study the "self—concept of delinquents. Rose concludes that’ the
» socialization scale of the CPI is unproven for prediction, but ap-
, pears to have possibilities.

»
l

Self—Conéept Scale: In a series of studies Reckless, Dinitz,.
and .associates (1958=1960) attempted tq develop a "scale’ to measure.:
{f a subject vie%ed himself as a delinquent. The self-fulfilling
prophecy was the theoretical rationale., Sixth grade boys selected’
by their teachers as being predelinquent (132) or non-delinquent (222)
were discriminated signiﬁicantly. Sixteen items correlated well with ,
the CPI, and this was considered, to'be a validation (Donald and,
Dinitz, 1964). This scale is then dependent on teacher opinion and
the effectiveness of the CPI,

.
. % ’
Rosenberg (1965) developed & series of self-concept scales which
were administe?%d to 5,024 high school students in«l0 New York schools.
: No validation was mentidned. The. delinquent ‘emerged as having low
self-esteem gapnd being withdrawn and anxious. The instrument was not
used for prediction, but the scales do purport to measure many rele-
- vant aspects of behavior. Self-esteem, stability of self-image, .
" faith in other people, sensitivity to criticism, feelings of happi-
ness, day dreaming, psychosomatic symptoms, sensitivity to threats
from others, intensity of discussion, parental interest, and relatiorn-
N * + ship-with father.

) - \ .

{ R . .‘
24 ) ‘ v
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Bristol Social Adjustment Guides: These aYe statements' to mea- 4
sure soclal adjustment of a child as seen by his teacher, sSocial

. % worker, or residential institution staff. D.H. Stott at the Univer-

sity of Glasgow‘(Scotland), developed the brief 10-15 minute Scale
(1956, 1958, 196Q). In the 1960 sample, 415 delinquepeﬁpgn proba-

] " tion, aged 8~15, and 404 non~delinquent boys were rated by their

teachers. Twenty-three percent of the delinquents and 7l/ of the
noh-delinquents fell in the "normal" group, and in the "maladjusted,"
46% and 8% respectively. Stott hypothesizes that when applied to ’
the entire Glasgow population In this age range, and taking into "ac-
count possible future d&iinquency of non-delinquents by the age-spé-
.€ific base rates, thed§2§le could correctly place. between 50 and 75%
of the delifquent anéi 0 to 90% of the non-delinquent depending up-
on the cutting score. ,

‘Mulligan Scale. This scale was developed as part of a long- -
term follow-up study of 5,000 British children borh im 1948 .(Mulli- .
' gaty e;_gl, 1963) It is very short and can be filled out by the

*'child's teacher. The scale ylelds three scoxes: Neryousness, #g- ? <

P

A

gressiveness, and a combination of the two. It was administered to *
the sample-at the ages of 13sand 15, and it was found that the ag-

. gressiveness scale correlates highly with delinquents. The predic- .

‘tive power 1s unknowt. - T B T T T s e e e

* Rutter Scale: . This is a shortvchecklist of qUestions to be *
answered by the child's teacher and 1is very similar to the Mulligan
Scale. This scale has been well validated for the 9- 10 age group in
a British sample. The results are encouraging .

Behavior Description‘Chart: This chart, along with a socio—
megric test, "Who Are They,” was administered to the sample of )
children studied in R.J. Havighurst 8 Growing Up in River City.' The
Behavior Description Chart was based on information furnished by some-
one knowing the child, and'the children themselves answered the-
‘sociometric test. Two hundred and forty-seven (247) boys and 270
girls were studiéd in the sixth grade and followed through ‘for nine
years. Twenty percent (50) became delinquent. The scores were
categorized in terms of aggression, withdraWal, and good adjustment.
Fifteen of the 47 delinquents fell in the top 5% of the aggression
scores, 21.gm.the top 10% and 32 in the top 25%. .A correlation of

.56 far boﬁs“was given for the scores between sixth, seventh, and
ninth grade. It wjll take other studies to determine if this. scale
has any use as a ;Zedictionu N ) )

A}

. . ‘.

"Guess Who" Game! This "game" involves a series of derogatory
statements and the child answers who in his class is most like the
staeement. Hartshorne and May designedy this questionnaire and the
New York State Youth Commission (1952) modified it to study 4,520
pupils in grades three to eight 'in 10 schools around Albany, New
York. The "Guess Who" aggressive scale identified 46% of the delin-

LY

‘ . ’ 25
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. v
. quents and when.a teacher checklist was added the recézdelinquent .
- identification increased tg 772. i . Cﬁfk‘
‘L. The "game was used in Yugoslavla (1954) with 2,615 elementary
school children...’ There it identified 547 of the dellnquents,-and
.. when,poor school achievement was added, i1dentified nearly all of
thém, (The false positives yere. not listed in this article.) .
Glueck Prediction Tablel Sheldon and 'Eleanor’ Glueck have pro-
duced severgl.prediction tables. Comments are directed. toward their |
. 1950° boek, Unraveling’ Juvenile Delinquency. Five hundred serious \
institutionalized, white delihquents were matched witN 500 non-delin-
) quents on age, general intelligence, ethnic” oripin, and residence . ,
o . area., Three tables wefe constructed covering: Social background° ..
five of the character <traitg" found in the Rorscharch test; and five J%;
personalit ‘traits from the psychiatric interview, The five-factor
. ‘social background scale has’ been the'most popular of the three be-
‘ ‘cause it.does not depend on as much expertide of the examiner, nor .
'$s it as subjgctive as the othér two scales,® )

I

et ' Some of thé criticisms that have been made of the study includes:, \j
’ The sample 1s a matched group, and as such, is not what would be

_Vfi:AA;gexpectedufrom.an,unselectedlpopulation,a35Zlof_the_delinq.ents camé
from low delinquency areas and this may indicate different reasons .

B for being delinquent; the offenders: are akl white; the delinquents -
- were "really serious offenders"° the emphasis of the sggle is on: v
- . family disorganization and-this may ben an unfounded bias; and, the
o b 3 ,Scales are based on the subjective histories of the two . 8TOups.

12 .
Bordua (1961) assesses the social background tables accyrgey,
. using the Glueck's' data, at'81:3% and .its efficiency (that is, per-
: centage reductiopdin,erfor) at 62. 1%, but he peints out that using -,
- Perlman's natioh l d linquency rate of 20%, the efficiency falls to,
29 5%. . .
. ) . .

. > R <
-

. ’ ' Many researchers have validated ,the, Glueck tables. Those who
o have applied the social background table to already knowh results )
include: Black and Giick (1952); R.E. Thompson (1952Y; and others
cited in E.T. Glueck (1960). Studies in which the tables were ap- -
. " plied at the onset ,and then followed-up years later include:. New
" York City Youth Board (1957, 1961, 1963); Crailg and Glick (1963, -
. 1964), and Washington ByC, Maximum Benefits Project (c. b. . Tait and
\ E.F. Hodges, 1962). . ‘

The New York Project'involved.@OB boys entering the .first grade
ip two schools}, over half were Negro or Puerto Rican. By the age of
18, 14,6% became delinquent., Of the total, sgmple, 91.7% were correctly
predicted, 81.6% of the delinquents were correctly identified anhd
the percent reduction in error was 72.6%.
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The Washington, D.C, sample studied 116 Neégro boys, .39 Negro N
girls, 26 White boys, and 8 White glrls between, the ages of 5 and 14 '
Who were referred for being delinquency prone., Of these, 67.9% ‘a
became delinquent, 78 5% of, the toal population were correctly iden- . i
tified, 80.5% were cotrectly placed,- and the pencent reduction in

error was 57 6%.

\k P
A

] Rose cofcludes that the results of the Glueck tagle studies are
\ hidden in doubt as to what ought to be predicted and with what one

* cpmpares the results. The tables might be very good, or they~might‘ - .
.be very misleading. . ‘ f“x 5 .
. . . Y
. ’ \ Yoy

13. Hooke, James F. 'Carrelates of delinquent be avior, S;Ehologic&l\
- Reports, 1971, 28, 795-800. N ‘
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Problem ' - BN
- : ’ ’ T \1 \ v
To delineate some psychological and social variables which f&?< ‘
, tinguish from non-delinquent-adolescents, and to develop an obJ c-* '& .
tfve method for discriminating between the two groups, o * iy ;\‘,
, N <y P
Subjects ° S — - . N
Two hundred and fifty four (254) delinquents aged 11 to 19 ' ““
! years, who had been referred to a Nebraska juvenile county court.for \

_violation of any statute, and weére still enrolled in school. Two
hundred and thirty nine (239) controls were matched for age and sex.

AN

Scope , ) .,

Used Junior-Senior High ‘School Personality Questionnaire (HSPQ),
(IPAT, 1958), and the Color Pyramid Test (CPT, Schale and Heiss, 1964),
after the Dvorine Color Vision Screening Test had eliminated the
color blind,

»
N

Discriminant function was used to exf&act predictors from the.
large body of data. A computer program based on the fterative tech-
nique was useéd to derive the multiple biserial correlation, beta~-

' weights, b~coefficients, and correction for oxigin. The variables

_‘ included: Socioceconomic status, 42 CPT scores, 14 HSPQ scores, 3 )
" Galifornia Achievemeht Test scores, age, grade in school to total - ‘!
..62 variables. , -

Results and.Conclnsions
v

\ -
A\l

The results of the non—-parametric variables include: Greater
tendency for delinquents to come from broken homes (Ftet= ,28),
’ living with persons not their natural parents (Ttet = ,26), to come,

” i s .t .. 27
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from lower socioeconomic status home (Ftet = -,18).

These results leave too much unexplained variance to be of prac- *

tical value. . . .
Cri‘terion. scores (C-sc;)res) were computed for all subjects. 3\‘
- . D
) Forty variables were contributing to the multiple R when the - ¥
cessation criteria were reached. - . :

. Using the C-score mean,aa calling all of those $goring above
v . "'delinquent" correctly identified 76.8% of the delinquents and 75.2%
! of the controls. Making a third indetermingte category of + 1/2 SD
- of the C-score mean increased accuracy to 86.8% of the delinquents
- . and 84,27 of the controls. The indeterminate category containgd 39.5%
' of the suﬁjects? /

same regression wei With no indeterminate category, 57.47 of
tht delinquents and .8% of the controls were correctly placed. With
. the indeterminate category removed, 63.87% of the delinquents and 647
'+ of the controls were correctly placed, There were 34.9% of the sub-
Jects in the indeterminate .category. All four classifications yielded.

, . .
) C-scores for tiMpcross-validation sample were computed with the
g
5

—significant chi squares (p OL). »

Delinquents did not do well on scale B of the HSPQ, which is said
to be related to dntelligence. ., The delinquents wexe moré‘assértive,
less anxious, less .concerned with propriety, less patient, and ldss
- able to tolerate frustration than the controls. The controls vere
. more at ease, more dependabley and generally mdre mature.
Lo o
< +  The author potes his delinquents were not"'very delinquent"; . .
only one boy had served a training school sentence. Less than_ 25%
‘had committed "serious" acts, fewer than 20% had more than\gne of-
v fense in the two-years preceding the study. -

’
Jns

14, Tyler, Vernon 0., Jr., and Kelly, Robert F. “Predicting the behavior

. of institutionalized delinquents with--and without--Cattell's .
+HSPQ," Educational and Psychological Measurement, 1971, 31,
lOl9 1024, ‘ s

[

‘Problem . :
. o . ~ .
To predict behavior of. delinquents ‘within an institution by use

of the High School Personality Questionnaire (HSPQ), (Cattell, et al,
1958). o

" ‘ '




i

l

_Subjects <, }
- ' . - * A

One hundred and sixty eight (l68)~male Jffenders, aged 14— 18 in )

‘3

a state d\agnostic center. § _ ‘

Scope . ) T,

Forms A and B of the HSPQ were given, pius a 25-item rating
scale to from three to eight *of the boys ccttage staff and re— .
administered after "several months," . Raw score reliabilities of
* tests were calculated along with multiple regression equations for
prediction of scores on each of the 25 scales, using the Wherry- . ~
Doolittle method. " . , '

.

Results and .Conclusions

Reliability of the mean criterion ratings ranghd from .50 to

.92, with a median of 86. .
A - .

Mulrlple R's for the HSPQ ranged. from .17 to .41, with a median -~

, of .30, ALY but ore R was significant (p< .01),. Coptbined HSPQ and

" scale ratings produced R's from .34 to .61 (media R=.53) with all R's

significant_(,p(.gl)1 . - ’ . )

.-

There was no cross-validation.' , ) .
The authors admit the predictive efficiency is low, but maintain

that the results do indicate diagnostic rating shows more promise

than diagnostic testing in a-task of predicting treatment institution

behavior. Sy . . . : ’

' 15, Silbeiberg, N.E,, and Silberberg, M.C. "School achievement and . ! )

~ -

delinquency," Review of Educational Research, 1971, 41(1), 7*33.

Lt . : - B . i e
Problem - : . a v o
-T:T-—— . . . . ) T
) To discuss the history of studies concerning school achievement
«+ - and delinquency.

: 5 .‘ ) . . ;
. Scope X AN ‘ " .
) A comprehensive anaiysés of school achieVement and delinquency, :f

’ 3 - N N .
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Discussion g . :
° M } . . . X ‘
Histogz 0 ) ) . :

1919 - Miner found 86%, of institutionalized boys were educationally .
retarded,

’ [

1921 - Doll found only five percent of the boys in a New Jersey
* #hstitution reached or exceeded average achievement test
. norms.

':1934 ~_Glueck and Glueck (1940) investigated 1,000 delinquents

P

.~~~ ~‘area of residence, Their delinquent school achievement o -
L was ‘far below the non—~delinquent. - Trfitancy was the-most

and found 85% were retarded in school abilities. Sixty-
twa percent were.two or more years behind grade placement,
Eighty-five percent displayed antisocial behavior in school.
Fifty-nine percent tested below average in intelligence,
but only 13/ were "feebleminded." Sixty-four percent were
"truant," The 'average age of first delinquent. behavior
. Wwas nine years, seyen months.

1950‘— Glueck and Glueck's 500 délinquents matched with 500 non-
delinquents in respect to ethnic derivation, age, IQ, and

frequent manifegtation of. initial maYadjustment. Delin-
quents expregsed a violent ,dislike of school, resentment
o of its restrictions, and lack of interest in work. Delin-
' quents disliked subjects requiring strict logicdl reason-
ing, persistency of effont, and those dependent on memory.

1960 - Kvarceus summarized _significant personal and e Pvironmental,v - e
° traits of delinquency. Atong the listed traits (other . B
than~socia1 class and family-environment) are! Low IQ, .

Ypoor" or failure grades, repeating grades, strong dislike

or hostility toward school, Truancy, intent to leave school o
early, vague or no educational-vocational goals, special
/ -* class p)acement, feeling that he does fgt '"belong" in the

classroom, and misbehavior (in 1970, Gath, Tennent, and .
Pidduch ‘found that zgven when ‘delinquents' IQ!s exceeded -
. 115 there was a serious degree of "overall-edncational
. unde#functioning“) . : .
*--‘\. .
7 Reading.and'DelinEuenox v . T s .
‘ s e ' \

¥

hampered due to inconsistencies in defining reading r
in general, evjdence supports a re1ationship between

tardation, but

Studies correlating delinquency and reading disab% ity have been
he two, (Silber-

berg, Iverson and Silberberg, 1969). L / ‘ . )

i -
n i

" 1926 - Percejval, in examining causes for school failure found that

99% of those first grade students not promoted “failed in

i““
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P )
reading; 90% in grade two and, ost 70% in grade - three.
As late as grade six, one-third of, the failures weré_at-
_tributed to poor reading. Roman (1957) suggested "in re-
tracing the course of the development of an individual's
delinquent behavior, it is not unusual to find the trend -

- reading retardation.,. truancy...delinquency...,”" Studies
by Sullivan ‘(1927), Lane and Witty. (1934), Hill (1935), ¢ 2
Bond and Fendrich (1936), and ethers found delinquents.

3 were generally retarded in reading. Gates (1936) found °

: . evidence suggesting a serious reading disability might o .

i . eventually lead to criminal activities. Gates felt that Y
. read1ng disabilities disrupted the child's school career
and disturbed personal and social adjustment. Parker -
(1940) believed reading disability led to feelings of in-
feriority and frustration which might résult in antisocial

* or regressive behavior. However, Benning, Feldhusen, and
Thurstone (1968) found that tutored remedial -reading had
no effect on the socidl adjustment, self-concept, anxiety
level, or reading -achievement of fourth grade children who

. weré disruptive and aggressive in the classroom.. They

' also found that aggressive behavior was predictive of com-

paratively low achievement in school, low social adjust-
ment ratings, continuing higher frequency of aggressive-. *
disruptive behavior in the classroom, and more frequent .
contacts with law enforcement agencies.
There has been little research done in the area of sex 4
differentials in delinquency. However, it is. known that '
boys oytnumber_ girls in respect to reading problems, N
Silberberg and Feldt (1968) cite findings ranging from .
o ratios of 3:1 to 10:1. Data from the gtate of Minnesota
suggested poor reading occurred equally among delinquent'
boys and delinquent girls. A comparison of a boy's and
a girL s training school indicated 607 of the children -in
each school were deficient one or more grades in reading’
Intellectual Factors and Delinquency
Cozad and Ramsey (1966) found 24% of 4 sample of 300 delinquent !
boys and girls failed a hearing test, while 58% showed some Speech ‘. ,
disorder. . .
Wechsler (1958) spoke of "acting out" individuals. scoring sig =
ficantly higher on-performance items as compared to verbal items oﬁl
Wechsler Intelligence Tests, The high performance-low verbal IQ pat-
tern has, been validated on several delinquent samples; (Levi, 1943; L
Weider, Levi, and Rgsch, 1943; Diller, 1952; Rutter,’ et al, 1966) .
Silberberg and Feldt (1968) found the performance—verbal discrepancy
‘a@s early as the primary grades. The Glueck and Glueck (1952) study
found «delinquents somewhat bettemthan normals on intellectual tasks e

- . -
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\ depending on physical reyationships (block .designs, obJect assembly)
and poorer‘on tests involving symbol mediation (vocabulary and infor- |
’ mation). Rogers (1951) felt that this concrete conceptual attitude C .
was a prominent characteristic of the delinquent chfld, Schulman,
(1952) concurred with Rogers, that“delinquents rely heavily on con- _
crete thought processes. ' )

- " Summary . ' , N
) It is suggested from the research that many of our delinﬁuents
. have linguistic handicaps. The linguistic abstract teaching methods
\ used in schools can lead to repeated frustration at the inability to
« learn and consequently some form of protest behavior would not seem
\ unlikely to occur. In fact, truancy is one of the earliest mani-
o festations of delinquent behavior. Other factors such as familial

-, relationships and socioeconomic level may compound the problem
* \. as- the maladaptive behavior develops.

Comments on Education' Process
. ; :
.. Traditional school achievement places, heavy emphasis on}language
abilities and specifically reading- Undoubtedlyvchildren_with_poor_;___ﬁ_;
language skills will have many unhappy and unsuccessful school ex- ..
periences.

..

o ‘

. . ‘The following suggestions are cited: : -

1. Longman (1960) suggests some children are incapable of
handling the generalization$ and transfer necessary for reading. .
These children respond best socially and academically to concrete, )
simple directions specific to each situation. Verbal repetitions and
many rehearsals act as reinforcers. .

2, Traditionally, eduoationfattempts to enhance the skiils found ..
in the more economically successful segment of saciety. An attempt
to build a curriculum based on the total skills found in the entire
population might open a new avenue of opportunity.

- ' 3. Attempt ng to emphas1ze remedial work in 'the skills children .
are deficient cah lead to more frustration and self-deprecation.

-

A

W, %, Reducing requirements for the high school diploma does not
add to anyone 8 wealth of knowledge. .

5. Silberberg and Silberberg (1969) are developing a bookless
, *approach to eéducation, in which reading is taught as a se arate,
" 1solated skil¥and the actual education of the child is“cbpducted,
! utilizing aud —v;sgal and discussion techniques, oo T
. "«" %, '»\ i) '
6. May (1969 has shown that in-at least some,cases simply
! having a job reduoés recidivism. Jensen (1969) and Berg (1969) in
. . ‘f‘ - . ‘ ' .
32 g e ] . .
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’ summarizing a body of research concluded that success on many jobs 1
soclety is not related to school succeps. It can bes readily seen tHat |

. many jobs in s001ety do not depend on “a high degree of literacy.. It *- ‘ i
is not the talents of the children that require changing, but rathbs ) 1
the values and institutions of -the socfiety which must be rédesigned 7

N to accommodate the variety of talents which children possess. . .

-

16.‘ Baker, John W,, and Spielberg, Mimi J. "A descrigtive personality ‘ .
- study of delinquency-prone adolescents," Journal of ‘Besearch in *-
Crime and Delinquency, January l970 7(1), 11-23,

-
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Problem < .

! .
. .
——— e - - -
- . . ’ /
- . + B

’ To apply an attitude measure te potential delinquents to see 1if -
. those who are future_delinquents may Be separated from those who will

- never become delinquents. )
& e

* Subjects

' Eighty’three boys, 16-19 years of age from Washinéton, D.C. Thare
were 38 scho”I dropouts who composéd the potential delinquent,sample

— . -
'

.

. -and 45 school boys classified as "normals." . : >
. “Scope ’ ) o ) - . L
The Jesness Inventory was~read Qo two sample groups{, The subjects :

' were matched by I.Q., -but were significantly different in age (p € .01).
The results were _also compared with Jesness' original sample of 173
delinquents, :

v . . + ) T

. .
Results and Conclusions . B T ’

L&

c ‘
When the non-delinquents were compared to the delinquency-prone
subjegts, significant differences were found in the following sub- .

scales: .
< - . a x
Immaturity " (.,01) Lo ‘
Repression . . (.,01l) . LI - T
Social Anxiéty (.01) ) . 3 ‘ -
‘Affectivity ( 05) : -

%

The delinquency-prod® youths averaged 10 months older but werg% .
significantly more immature.
)
The delinquency-prone tended to- “be less emotional and-became less
involved emotionally.

- fak)
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X i . ;~ ‘ ) | ’/ (
U' "/' . ' b i ‘ . :
Pattern analysis between the two groups and Jesness' delinquent
sample yielded a continuum with three clusters from delinquent to ) .
delinquency~prone to normal with the delinquency-pnone scores being .
closer: to delinquent than normal. . !

¢ . .

o r -

17.° Stein, Kenneth B., Vadum, Arlene C., and Sarbin, Theodore R. "Sogiali-
zation dand delinquency: A study of false negatives and false
posigives in prediction," Psychological Record, 1970, 20, 353-364. .

- g ‘
L Probleme N o _‘ : '
_ ‘To determine Qhether false positives and false negatives exist
. as stable groups or merely reflect rardom error.
Subjects ) ) .
Nine hundred and ninty-six (996) high &chool boys
Scope K . | ‘ N R
V'h lThe California Psychological Inventory (CPI) Socialization (So)

sqale was the instrument chosen,to gselect the groupse Scores over 30
constituted the high So group, and wnder 30 were the low So subjects,
Thirty-three matched pairs of tgrue and false negatives and 27 matched
pairs of true and false positives were selected for the ptrimary analy- °
sis. A secandary analysfs comparing high and low Sq groups involved

the 27 highest and 27 lowest scoring non-delinquent and the 57 highest
and- 57 lowest scoring delinquent. The groups were assessed by:

¢ (a)~ six self-report delinquency -measures (Kulik, 1966)
. (b) Nine family relation scales patterned after Nye (1958) -
, (c) Motoric and ideational expressive dimensions (Stein, 1965;
. ,.Helm, 1968)
. 0 (d) Four moral judgment sCales (Stein, Sarbiﬁ, Kulik, and Chu
et 1967) >
" " (e) A self-esteem and ,stability of self scale (Rosenberg, 1965)
. (£) A manifest anxiety scale (Bendig, 1956)
i (g) Marlow-Crowne's Social Desirability Scale (1960) N
’ ) (h) The MMPI Lie Scale (Hathaway. and- McKinley, 1951)
(1) Vocabulary intelligence test (Borgatta and-Corsinf 1964)

-

*
)

Results and Conclusions
The findings indicate that the differences between comparative
groups exqeed chance, . . -

The' Legal and School Difficulty Scale (LS), which disclOsed the
greatest group differences was added to 5he CPI to check their joint

’
.

L3}
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[

' ’ ~-
predictive power. (Cuttlng scores of’lé 5 on low So individuals and’
9.5 on hiigh So individuals we{e set with the LS scaie ) On a new
sample of 120 subjects randomly selected from the remainder of the 996,
the CPI Elone accurately predicted 72.5% of  the sample When the So’
cutting 5core was joined with the LS cutting score the accuracy became'
87.5%, a|significant intrease (p .03). The new sample consisted of

65 non-delinquents and 55 delinquents.

The‘authors conclude that the So scale misses constitute definite
groups wlth their own specific characteristics.

¥

- B
»

Ball, Richard A. "A comparison of inc1pient alienation, anomia and
MMPI scores as 1ndicators of Helinquency," Crlminologica, 1969,
6g4), 13-24. °

. - "
1 PR v
- * l- .
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Prob 1én_€:-;. ) o

s

To pompare some of the more frequently used instruments for pre~ _°
dicting %fllnquency . . . . -
y , . .
S b t ( . » Y
ubjects _K . o ' .
One hugdred and ninty-sever (197) High school boys and 200 im-
stitutlonalﬁged delinquents between the ages of 15-18. All subjects .
were from the, working class.“ r

SCOEe ot . o - )

The following instruments were used: = ,

’ N . ..
-

(a) MMPI Delinquency Scale . ° ' .
" (b) Index of Incipient Alienation (Jarrétt and Haller, 1964)
¢) Srole Scale (1956), an anomia scale for adults
(d) Nye Shorf Scale (1957), a'self-reported delinquency scale |

The authors compared the scales on an already defined group by
.means of a t-test. . . -
Results and Conclusions = - S

¢

Delinquents scored higher on all three scales. There wgs no

"Negro subjects tended to score higher than White subjects.

Differences between delinquent and non*delinquent on tests held
regardless of race.

North-Hatt.(social-class) Scale Scores 'were virtually identlcaL.‘
\ . . Ty '
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19, Mack, James L. '"Behavior ratings of recidivist and nonrecidivist
delinquent males," Psychological Reports, 1969, 25(1), 260-265.

Problem

- To. assess«the reliability of Quay's (1964) factor analysis of
Peterson's (1961) problem checklist with delinquents in order to dif-
ferentiate between successes and failures among parolees of a state
training’ school, . oo

- A\
v - -

Subjects . ) ’ -

Sixty—five recidivists (R) and 59 nonrecidivists (N) with no sig-
nificant differences between the two groups in age,” IQ, and length of
institutionalization- - . ,
Scope ‘ . L . . - . .

i .

Quay used three factors: (1) aggressive acting out, (2) neuroti-
,cism, and €3) inadequacy. '

&

Results and Conclusions

Using Quay s factor loadings, 32 items clearly loading on a single:
factor were scored and split-half reliability coeffitients were deter~
mined. The inddequacy factor was too low to warrant further analysis
(.26). 'However, factor 1 (.92) and factor 2 (.81) seemed both reli-
able and independerit R1, 2= .21). _

. s .
_ No difference between groups Was observed for factor 2 (Mp = 7.15,
standard deviation (SD) 7.13; My = 6.19 SD = 5,12), but factor 1
ylelded a gignificant difference (MR = 10,34, SD = 5, 89 Mﬁ = 5.12,
SD = 4.69, p-L-0001).. . )

DesPite recidivists being rated as an aggressive group there was .

4 significant overlap of the two groups on factor 1, and €he correla-
tion between recidivism and faftor 1l -was only .55. ¢

, . . W ' N : <
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20. Cowden, James E. '"Prediction enhancement through the use of modera-
tor variables," Journal of Consulting and Clinical Psychology, °

1969, 33(5), 621-624.

v

- ' -

- /»-Problem . A )
o To measure the efficiency of moderator variables as a meaps to
increase the ability of clinicians to predict the institutional and
post release behavior of: inmates. - .
L™ o \ ' ’ ': - .
36 - o '
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\\ ubjects “\ Lo N L co

sample had the following characteristics. A median age of ;
15.9 oears, range 12-18; they had completed-8.8 grades of school and

an average scholastic achievement slightly below the seventh grade
level. They had been committed for.' auto theft '(28%), burglary

(237%), truancy (11%), uncontrollability (10%), theft (9%), aggravated
assault (5%), and sex #lsconduct (4/) Their average length of stay

in the institution was 4.5 months. Forty-five percent had’ previously.,
been in a juvenile correctional instjtutidn. Seventy percent came

from lower socioeconomic class backgrounds Fofty-nine percent came .
from broken homes. P . :

SCOEe o / - :"Z t '

Moderator variables (variables correlated with' degree of ;redicta- .
" bility of inmates as measured by the relative magnitudes of the dif-
ference (D) scores between predictor and criterion variables) were
developed The moderator variables were then used to eliminate less
P ictable subjects from a crogs-validation sample.
¥ 7 ot
Results .and Conclusions i o

—

- te

oModerator variables were used to remove less predictable. subjects
from the crogs-validation sample; this resulted in moderate increase *
in correlation between predictor and criterion variables when a third
of the least predictable subjects were removed? In addition,’a moxe
substantial increase resulted when a half of the least predictable
subjects were similarly removed. This method shows potential value
as-a means of facilitating more accurate claSsification of inmates,

~ One limitation of this method is that it excludes frpm prediction/
the one-third or one-half of the subjects who are_ relatively unpre-
dictable,

.
. .

21, Marshy R.W, "The. validity of the Bristol Social Adjustment Guides in
delinquency prediction," Bri igish Journal of Educational Psycho~
logz 1969, 39(3), 278‘283. . ),

g ~ Co
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Problem . <

To determine the’ validity of the Bristol Social Adjustment Guides
(BSAG) in predicting delinquency.

]
[y

Scope ) o . R
. ., . "\ !

An analysis was made 'of the data given in The Social Adjustment . o

-
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"N . g .
~ - ' * .
of Chﬁdren: Manual to the Bristol Social Adjustment Luides by D.H. ]
Stott (1966: London: University of London Press), and Stott's, "The . -
Measurement of Maladjustment," Medical Officer, 1963, 190, 59-62. T

o

Results and Conclusions T

" Two methods were used to analyze+'the data given in the manual on
the usefulness of the Bristol Social Adjustment Guides. Each method
shows that the predictive efficiency in terms of the ratio of valid '
positives to false positives is no greater than a quarter of that
claimed in the manual and may be even less. The actual findings were,
four.valid positives to six false positives. It is suggested, there—
fore, that the use of the guides for predicting delinquency be dis~t' P
.cgptinyed., - o _ Lk

'/'rf

. . - . " P
' . N [ Lt . -

22, McEackern, A. W.; Taylor, Edward M., Newman, J. Robert and‘Ashﬁard,r,
Ange.E,. "The juvenile probation system simulation for research .
and decision—making," American Behavioral Scientist, 1968 11(3),'
1—450 . 4‘;\ ,/,,' .
* : T e A

\ ’ T ’1."’

‘ To devise an effective computer based decision}system to aid the
‘probation caseworker in deciding which treatment wi 4 result in the . -
individual not becoming a recidivist, LT P

R L. L. . . e T L0
. . v, . Y .
* . . L R PRt -

\ el L
Problem . N

ub ects . i . ’— ) - : - o DR ”., ‘s CLel
v, . . . . LT . i
Subjecss : - S IR e

Juveniles 25 290) referred to seven Southern Ca ifornia probation -
departments in October and November, 1963, - Re-refer als were obtained
in May, 1965. ‘ ) AP

4 . , A

L Sdpe sy S

Simulated models .of the probation process,and the decision—making .
* process were constructed. information féd into the models were -
analyzed using Bayes' _theof%gf By using the computer continuously,to .
- ,update the.information the best decisions and the mpst likely to be
"" " administered decisions coulﬂ be monitored. McEackern believes 290
"variables hdve been defined as being podsibky useful ‘fn mgking proba~
tion decistons. In"this study 20 variables were sdlected to test the
efficacy ‘of the madels, Eleven of the variables dealt with background
information ‘and. the remainder with disposition and treatmEnt given, .
a8, listed inrﬁigure L‘ te.o . . _ , S
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FIGURE 1. PREDICTOR VARIABLES !
J . ’ .
"Automatic" Background Variables - - ) . -
. - , c . v A -
' .lo" Se;{ ° ' ’ ’
SR 2." Race ; ‘ %
sy 0 is Agg 4 o
- o, L " Offengglfategory
- ‘ ., 5. "Referral Sourte _ _
.o 6. Seriousness of Qffense ) ' . ~ 1
. 7. Number of Companions .Present at Offense . :
VNon;autoﬁatic"'Backgrouna‘Variables .
- . 8. Referral History ‘. o e :

» . . 1

. '« 9, Number of ‘Prior Referrals
10. Home Status (where dnd'with whom the youngster is living)
11, Marital Status of Parents or Guardians

; Disposition and Process Variables IS ’ .
. LI . AR
et 12. Intake Disposition - K _ ’ L. T
, 43, ‘Whéther Contestéd L N
‘ . 1&, Whether Detained- . ' )
* . 15, :Number of Days Detained - o Co -
AR . 16. Time Between Referral and Court Trial v r R A
P 17. ' Whether an Attorney was Present During the Hearing R P -
‘s 18. Court Disposition . . . : )
19, Placements . - v, — "a
- 20.  Fingl Disposition : : ‘ ‘ -
. » , N “ : . . ‘.'
- o N . . . - ) . . , [t ’ )
B Results anitg§§EIUSi°hs L g . - . : :
4 . ; y “ .
L .y <«
The prbbability: of correct classification without using any , : .-
information was 43% and the average using the demonstratiOn model R
. was 64/ S _ : 2 . . '
The gre&test advantage in usi'g Bayes' - theoren is that it is a
formally correct way .0of viewing prgbabilities at any spot in the pro-
- batign process in'light of the infgrmation givem at that spot, The ,
Bayesian model, can be. usédﬂbith y number ‘of variables’ without o LY

':'.1 . changing the eQuation.

An analysis of 283 variables applied to the 2, 29Q juveniles is
given-and it is concluded that far more.than a youngster's background,
detention, disposition and’delinquent history are needed in ordet to
. imptbue proeedures in the probation process. A IR <




. ‘;l 3
X .
. . Y
‘;tems 5 tHrough 20 achunt for significant differences when the
* regults are compared to the base rate of 43%. '

L

+ When the children were first referred to the probation department,
42% were dismigsed mat intake. There were significant differences

f between those detained and those released at intake. These included:
b . 1. Number of moves in five years (.001) + °
oo 2, Number of guardians (.001) '
- 3. With whom minor was living.(.001) ) ',
N 4, 'iamily income (.005) . o F T
) 5. Education of head of household (.001)
. ‘ \ 6. TFather unemployed' (.001) .
. 7. Number of children in the family (.Ql) - «
) 80' Age (0001) i » . - '
. ’ . 9. Sex (.001) : . J . -
10. Ethnic group (.001) v N
: 11. Grade in school (.001) . b
~. o 12, 1IQ (.001) > _ . '
. : 13. In or out of 'school (.001) ‘ .
14, Days absent last year (.001) ; ,
s 15, Dags_absent this year (.001) , ~ ‘ ‘ ' N
‘ 16. Religious participatidn (,05) . .. L.
. . * 17. Number of prior offensks (.001) Sl
' 18. Probation history (.001) - e .
- - ’ ) 4 ‘ '.
23. Callard, M, Pauline, "Significant differences between }écidivists L ,t
and non-reeidivists," British Journal of Criminology, 1967, 7(1),
93-101, - - T
Problem . §,$ ; \. t ' . - ] \,
. To orgahize‘éome of the ﬁifferences between recidivists and non- °
' recidivists. ! - ,
. Subjects ' - - ‘ ) !
’ ‘ N ot ' . ' >
* | Male subjects (158) between. the ages of 1l-14, coming into court
..  For the first time from September 1960 to August 1961, in Devon,
England. . i - . ) . -
Scope o . B o L
Surveg;bf chérépgeristics ofbthqhejého offend more than™one time,
- with a follow-up survéy three years later. -Contingency tables were
" ¢ designed and correlations ‘computed, from informatiop-gathered by pro-
batiqq officers, . ' - " ) ' y
L o o L -l . n e
, BN . ] fu . E

Q ' o ! . } L3
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.sequent: cases in court:. V

Results and Conclusions ’ .

The follow-up survey indicated the’ following: (a) 554 committed
no additional of fense; (b) 25% committed one additioral offense; (c)
10%/committed two additional offenses‘ (d)° 8% committed three addi-
tional offenses; and (e) 2% committed four additional offenses. Lar-
ceny was the major offense; 75% of first offenses, and 50% of all sub-

Following are highly siénificant (.01) characteristics of those
whe are not recidivists:

* ¢ .-

1. Parents had a strong relationship with each other .
and spoke with affection or respect for each other,’ '

2. ‘Mother provided persistent discipline input when

the tie was close between mother and'offendena .
3. Non-recidivists regularly associated with members

of their own age .group.

4

.

When probation officers predicted success, a third pf those who
did not return were expected to, and two-fifths of those who came 3
beck to cour’t were not expected to return. . .

? ¢ -

-

Wilkins, Leslie T. '"The Borstal Prediction Study," in N, Johnston,
et al., The Sociology of Punishment and Correction, New York‘

John Wiley and Sons, Inc,, 1967, Pp. 261—264 .
C *
_Problem . . LT A S .

*
.

" To predict if a delinquént will’recidi@ate.

;Subjects

g A third of all boys ~ommitted to-Borstal training in FY 1946,
The follow-up was conducted. im 1952. There 'vas a total'of 385 boys;
221 successes and 164 failures. . . .

. .. . : . . e . & Lo
Scope  .° T T S - -

" sixty items of informat!‘n were assessed when a period of thr;i%ig

,‘ years had elapsed since completion of all .sentences. Items were

choSen fxom those that werk coftmonly believed to be important in pre
icting delinquency. Both subjective and objective items were in-
tluded. The 1iteis were'wdighted acqording.to their probability of

océurring with a certain outcome.
- Q,_\
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Results and Conclusions . . \*\ .
R v ¢
' _ It was, found that at. least 80% pf those predicted to be recon- .,
victed wete reconvicted within three years after release. Also, almost °
the same results could be obtained by using a follow-up period as short
as one year. It was further shown that the sooner after release a boy’
failed, the more serious his failure was likely to be. .
' Fqur flctors were chosen to compose the prediction device. They
a werey, in order of strength: .
, "'-'...'.'.';;'_'..:.._._\ RTIA ) ’ |
& v Strangeli it D Weighting :
C - ;—:_gaéhﬁ b ; &; " e e .T“E“‘J%. .
‘?revibﬁs convictions . * . Maximum of 45 ‘
- Longest period in any one job Maximum of 11.7
’ . Living in industrial area . 0 or 8 . :
' . Living with parent(s) , : 0 or 7 5 L e

e, » e . e ) AR
. - . - v e ﬁ - M you LA AR
P ] N R "_ LAY \-., M .

Y
g v e
Y «

By forming three groups according to weighted scores this cor-“
rectly identified 75% of the syccess group and 70% of the failure
group. Almost 40% of the sample constituted&the unknown risk category.

The unknown group was further separated into two groups with one
_« having twice the success rate as the other by adding these five fac-

-

tOrS. M . ‘ . . - :
Factor : Weighting - ,
& R ) . ) . ’ ’
. o .Intellfgence 2
/ | . Last occupation of lad . 2.
A, . Leisure activities : . . 4 .
‘ ‘ Occupation 0f head of household 1 . 4 ‘ '
. B, \ Family crime record . 1.5«
. ."‘ - . . i ' s
’; iS: Clarke, Walter V.% and HAsler, Kermit R. "Differentiation of crimi-. -
o ; nals and non-criminals with_a self-concept measure," Pszchologi- ‘
. ' cal Reports, 1967, 20(2), 623—632. .
’ . % ‘ i
) :Problem ' .- .
1 ’ - .
To test the self-concept measure as a technique to pdrmi?® the
2 early identi/ication of potential criminals. » .
o] A
. ‘ * M T N
¢ Subjects . oo e

. M 3 ' b1
One hundred and two (102) male and 99 female non—prisoners, and
. +113 male and 76 female prisoners.

~

LA 3

-
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-

‘Scoge

. The 81 items on the adjective checklist of the Activity Vect}rD
Analysis (4VA) were analyzed for discrimination befyeen a sample ‘of

100 male prisoners and 5,000 applicants and employees representative
of the sex and occupation distributioﬁg in hus{ness and industry.

\
¥,

Results and Conclusions - .

[

. Forty-one items were discriminative enough to become a separate
scoring stencil called, "Social Conformity." A significant (p = .001)
sex difference on the experimental measure was found among non-
prisoners and prisoners. Separate validities among these sub—samples
were obtained for males and females. Correlations between the new

, measure and the factor, scores of the 16 personlity,factbrs test yielded

_‘tyo thas werg_‘ignificant at .05 (factors B and F), The deviation
guotient distribﬁtions f‘% matevpﬁiangrs and nonsprisoners ylelded a
cross—validity of rpyg = .764. ) A

.
.

Shinohara, Mutquhatg, and Jenkins, Richard L. * "M&gg stlidy of three
§zcggéogy .

types 'of delinquents,. Journal of Clinical P , 1967,
23(2), 156-163, - ‘

| " . - , - 7 % ‘- ”~
.Problem LT ’ i%g .

"To determine whether three clinically separable groups 6f delin-
quents can bé differentiated on the basis of MMPI scores.

-

Subjects \ . {\\\
. s & ] ? i
Thirty-seven inmates classified as soclalized delinquents (SD);
32 as unsocialized aggressive (UA); and 27 as runaway delinquents ’
(RA). Age, IQ, and edugation were mot significantly different among
the groups. N > )

¥
T

Scope . ‘ AL ' . .

> ! . ©

Inmates of the Iowa State Training School ¥or Boys were dlassi-
fied as SD, UA, or RA, according to' recorded delinquent behavior and
an observation sheet of 13 items given to at least three staff members
who came in:contact with each subject. ’

»
-, i
)

Results and Conclusions ) .
: " i
SD could be discriminated from UA and RA with a 71% chance of
accuracy, correctly predicting 54% of the §D. and 81% of ‘the non-SD
by considering the following profile of SD boys. Y

T .
c i ‘ 43 -
; ‘ '
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27, °

.

¥

PT.Ecores 16 or less.

. measures, . -

Subjects . ' L ) T, ot .

L]
bl

1... No score above 69. - '
* ] . "

. 2. No score dbove 79, no scores exceefling psychopathic devi-
ate (PD) or mania (MA) scores, whichever was highest) and a psychg-<+ ¢
asthenia (PT) score of 8 or less. "~

" 3. No score above 79, neither PD nor|MA the'highést, %P@ )

e . ) ) ';,(r" K . g )
4.-"PD or MA scores only score.above [79,.and PT scd%es, 24

or, less, . S

. <. _ ’
' The difference b®tween SD and non-SD was Lignificant (p¢01).
The UA gfoup was significantly higher in paranoia (PA) (presumably '
more suspicious). The RA group was significantly higher in masculinity/
femininity (MF) (suggesting poorer masculinegidentity). SD as a whole
had much lower MMPI scores., ] 1 -

The findings are consistent With the hypothesis that socialized
delinquency represents adaptive goal-oriented behavior, while unsocia-
lized aggressive and runaway delinquent behavior represents mala-
daptive frustration responses; either fright or flight, . e L.

. . v . ] . ’

-~ -

Lowe, Jay. "Prediction of ‘delinquency with.an attitudinal configu- * .
ration model," Social Forces, 1966, 45(1), 106-113. .
~

.

. '

Problem . e .- . C
- oo . * K .« . '
To test the efficiency of an attitudinal configuration model
(ACHM) in the area éf delinquency prediction relative to -three Gther o

-
.

« < o .

. . v A
Jefferson County, Kentucky, high school students (1,274) were
divided by the Nye Scale of Delinquent Behavior; 334 (26%) were "most"
delinquent, 940 (74%) "least" delinquent.. ’ .

0 ¢ Y .
Scope ' < ‘ 3 R : i

The ACM questions the expectations of:parents and friends. The
underlying assumption is that perceived expectations of significanq
others. guide real behavior. The author compared AUM with: (1) Glieck .
Five Factors of Social Background; () Soclalization ¢ 6) scale of the
California Personality Ipvéntory (CPI); and (3) Internglization of. )
Social Norms™ (IA), measured by asking seven questions 1like: "Would
you expéct a hikh school. student to ...." L

¢ :
-

44
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. Results and Conclusions B .
te ’ : Lo .

. F3 ’ M o~
- When the ACM results were compared to the Nye scale of defined
delinquents, 827 of the sample were accurately predicted (pg L0013
-Tule's Q = l 00).

The Glueck Social Factorsi(GSF) scale predicted efficiently for ,
53.9%; the So Scale of the CPI accurately predicted 29.4%; and the IA -
predicted accurately 59.9%.

4
~

’ " The ACM predicted males slightly better than females,

‘e

P

The relationships between the various scales were computed, and
the® significant relationships are listed below:

.IA and GSF relatéd‘at .05 level Q = .23) T .
«ACM and IA related at .001 level (Q =..59) : ' ’
+ACM and So related at .001 level (Q = -.99) . ! .

The results of this study provides a good example of the dif-
ferences thdt the differez:rdefinitions of dalinquency make.l

b}

v

" The resufts lendisuppert to reference group theory with delin-
quents perceiwving friends to ?e more gignificant than parents.

.
' ‘ L3

w

28. .Glueck, Eleanor, T. ‘"Distinguishing delinquents from pseudodelin- . ° .
-y . quents," Harvard Educational Review, 1966 36(1) 119-130. o

.
3
- e . <

e Problem N ‘
) To identify the true delinquents from the pseudodelinquents in )
. an acting up school population. . . ¢

LN
s
o

ubjects/ : . * : ’

N

e

s'yive bundred true delinquents and a matched group of 500 true
non— elinquent boys aged-11-16;
. N v -

S ' .
._._C_OE - sl € /

.

True delinquents were operationally defined as those who would
* commit repeated acts that would be punishable as crimes if they were
over 16 years of age. Pseudodelinquents were those children who oc-
casionally deviate from socially acceptable conduct norms, but whose
,school misbehavior does not indicate an underlying delinquent pro-
cess, t .




Iwo predictive tables are presented which discriminate true delin-
quents from those pseudodelinquents found by the Glueck Three~Factor
Social Prediction Table study ih thetr 1950 book, Unraveling Jivenile
Delinquency. These tables would be expected'to be applied after mal-
adaptive behaviors are noted in school. .o

o

Results and Conclusions . ; AR

The first scale included: (1) rec%eational\Drefeiences; (2)
attitude toward school; (3) age of companions; and (4) frequency of
truancy. True delinquents (91,7%) were -correctly identified and 75.6%
of the pseudodelinquents were correctly'identified.

>
.

The second scale included: (1) keeping late hours; (2) stealing
rides/hopping trucks; (3) running away frbm home; (4) smoking at an
early age; and (5) sneaking into theaters and/or subways. True delin-

quents (86%) were correctly identified and" 84/ of the pseudodelinquents

were correctly identified. . ,
. ’ »
The author T:elie‘ves these tables might be a great benefit in
determining which seemingly delinquent child really is the potential
delinquent’; she notes that both tables are more- efficient than the
Glueck Three-Factor Social Prediction Table.

' y ’ . ‘ i “ N .
29 Gynther Malcolm D., amnd McDonald Robert L. "Personality characte-‘
ristics of prisoners, psychiat;ic patients, and student nurses.

as depicted by the Leary system," Journal of General Psychology, .
+1961, 64, 387-395,

« ¢

. Problem- ,
To cﬁjectively'analyze the relationship between two levels of

personality: public'interpersonal behavior and underlying character
+ structure. . ’ .

N . N
Subjects E 4/, ) . 3 o
Student Burses (251), male psychiatric patients (413), female
psychiatric patients (131), and penitentiary inmates (356). Negroes
were excluded/ < . , .

.
-

Scope ] . y . . : -
. . o - .

The model dﬁ interpersonal public behaviOr chosen for this study
was devised by Leary (1956ﬂ!1957) This was! assessed by the Minnesota
Multiphasic Personality Inventory (MMPI). -Public behavior is viewed
.as a two-dimensional grid: the vertical axis measuring dominance-
submission; this-was measured by MMPI T-scores inéthe formula,

46 “ ¢ . BSOS . !




“ " hostilityy Love-Ho
to a standard score from Leary's manual and placed in t

Dominance =
#iliey =

(Ma-D) + (Hs~Pt); and the. horizontal
(K—F) + (Hy-Sc).

s measuring love-

elr location

on the grid. The interpersonal behavior variables are viewed as a
counterclockwise circular continuum, divided into the following octant:
N .
. 4 e
) ' - ) Interpersonal Variables:

. . .“
Adaptive Category

.~ Managerial

Competitive
. Critical i
Skeptical
‘Self—effacing
-Docile

Cooperative
Responsible—

The subjects’
the intersection of the subjects
a special diagnostic grid.

Results and Conclusions

¥’ t

1]
[ L .0

-Maladaptive Category

Autocratic

* Narcissistic
Sadistic
Distrustful
Masochistic

.’ ' \Dependent

Over-conventional'
Over-generous

underlying character structure was determined by
PD and MF T-scqores when plotted on

The results are presented in percenﬁage férm as follows:

‘Strong _Underlying .
. _. healthy “narcissism,
s : facade hostility
\ ] j . . . L]
- " Student nurses 87.7% . ' 25.90%
", Male patients 60.5% 80.6%
* Female patients . 59.0% 39.6%
Prisoners- 29, 07 83.5% . -

3

The results suggest that’ prediction of group classification is

highly discrrminating.

30. Glueck, Sheldon, and Glueck, Eleanor.
"-. —can be identified: at next?"
1964, 4(3), 215-226 '

Problem

"Potential juvenile delinquents
British Journal of Criminolqu,

To identify potenv al delinquents upon entrance into public,

schools,

Raw scoreﬁ were converted:

<




v

Subjects

. Delinquents (500) and non-delinquents (500) matched in age, eth-
nic origing(all whit@), intelligen®e, and residence.

..

", Scope L ) )
To determine the instruments to be used for identification of
potential delinquents, an intensive study in Boston was conducted of
500 delinquents.and 500 non-delinquents. A'total of 402 traits and .
factors wgre studied by various fests. Three predictive devices
were obtalngd from the significant findings:, (1) incorporating five
traits of'character structure (social assertiveness, defiance, sus-
piciousness, destructiveness, and emotional liability), (2) utiiizing
five traits of temperament (adventurousness, extroversion in action,
suggestibility, stubborness, and emotional instability), and (3)
utilizing five factors of the "under-the-roof-culture" (affection of
motHer for boy, affection of father for boy, superivision of boy by
mother, discipline of\boy by father, and family cohesiveness)

The last devices were administered in 1952 to a New York- sample
of 303 children, 5- 1/2 - 6-years old; 130 White, 131 Negro, and 42
Puerto Rican. . ,- . -

e N ) * . .

Results and Conclusions

¢ 7
)
[ 4

A #Q-year follow-up was completed by Craig and Glueck'(1963) on
" 244 boys. Of those 193 béys predicted to be non-delinquent, 96.4%
remained non—delinquent. Of those 27 boys predicted to have a very
high chagce ,of deIinquéhcy, 85.1% had become serious or.persistent
* mindr offenders, ° ﬁineteen boy§ were in a.middle group, predicted to
have about 4n even’ changé¢ of delinquency or non-delinquency, nine
had bhecome delinduent&?nd 10 remained non-delinquent.
. A 3 LI
Hodges ‘and Tait (1963) . in the Maximum . Benefits Project Washing~-
ton, D.C., revised the five factors into three (which, in the Boston
sample, correlated with- a‘coefficient of .96). The three factors
are: family cohesiveness, supervision by mother, and discipline by
mother. The sample included 432 boys and 47 girls from a high delin-
quency area whose teachers believed them likely to become delin- .
quents, Twenty-one were identified as non—delinquent and 20 had re-
mained non-delinquent after eight years.‘ 'ﬁ‘ ’ .
of those identified as potential delinquents, 8l< were already
delinquent (some of these were only 14 years old and had three years
#f follow=-up to continue). 0nly foul were not clearly identif¥ed
as delinquent or non—delinguent. .

The authors conclude that once potential delinquents are iden-
tified, preventative programs are necessary. They suggest that when




potential delinqueyts are found, the clinics working with the schools
provide counselors to w%fk with the parents on modifying parental
attitudes and behavior.

& <

Craig, Maude’M.; and ‘Furst,wPhilip W. "What happens after treatment?
A study of potentially*delinquent boys," Social Service Review,

1965, 39(2), 165- 1/7\;\ )

Problemi

- To assess
tion Table and

from becoming delinquents,

Subjects

the validity of the Glueck Five-Factor Social Predicl
the validity of treatment used to prevent children

~N

~ .
1 : . - ot

4

There were 29 “treated" children and 29 "controls" who received

Scoge
This study evaluated the 1952 Glueck Five-Factor Social Predic- )

"no treatment. at.all. All children were chosen from those expestdd to
. have over a 50% chance of becoming delinquent and were matche
* neighborhood, age, 1q, ethnic group, and prediction score.

.
-

."

tion Table;, The treatment group involved treatment in a .child
"guidance clinic for an average of faur years. Cases in the clinic
were assigned at random. The study took. place over a l0-year period.

Results and Conclusions -

)

- 1

Both experimental and” coritrol groups had the same number of:
delinquents during the 10-year interval. The average age of declared
delinquency was two years higher in the treatment group.

.Overall, .those predicted to have a "high probability" of delin-’
quent behavior by thelr scores became delinquent 78% of the time.
Those cases with moderate-to-even scores became delinquent 23% of

the time.

The authors conclude thag treatment might be more effective in
pre~kindergarten groups.

o, . ; 3 J‘ ’ '

~
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. “proved. She concludes, oIt is in

> ‘

MacDonald Mary E; "Verdict before trialy A review of the test by
the ,New York City Youth Board of the Gluack Soéial Prediction
Table," Social Service Review, June 1965, 39(2), 172-182.

'

-
.

Problem R B R .
’ e N . ‘\ * -
.To make a critical examination of thé New York City Youth

Board's use of the(Glueck Social Prediction Table.

Scope .

b ]

L N

' An analysis of the method, procedures; and results of the New

IJYork City Youth Board's test of the five-factor and three-factor

Glueck Social Prediction Tables. ' .

Results and Conclusions

~ g

V-

MacDonald doubts the. thorgughness of the follow-up and scoring

A}

' of. the Youth Board' 8 application of the prediction tables.. She

further states that whether any screening device to identify future
delinquencts can be used effectively and with proper safeguards.
remains to.be seen. MacDonald believes more is known now about iden-

" tifying troubled childreh ‘than aboyt helping them. The New York City

Youth Board published a "Manual of Prpcedures for Application of the
Glueck Prediction ‘Table," which the author feels i premature, 1f
not irresponsible, promotion of aaécreening device that has not been
ed a verdict before a full and
fair trial." * ) '

LaBrie, Richard A. "Verification of .the Glueck prediction table by
Y mathematical statistics following g computerized procedure of

S discriminant function analyses," Journal of Criminal Law,
Criminology. and Police Science, 1970, 61(2) 229-234.

d \/' ' . ! - 8L
Problem . : - R

.h
“T6. conduct a computer anadlyses of the Gluecks' data in thelir

book, Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency. e s
? . . ‘e . '

Scope,af foa . -

-An*® attempt to answer criticism‘of the Gluecks 'study, Unraveling'

Juvenile Delinquency, and the Glueck methodology.

Discussion ot P : . '
_—— - ‘ -

' Ona criticism was that there was missing, data on some pf the
sample. There were'400 items 'in the study. Dr. LaBrie provided

' Ce e - '
I - . . .

.
E ]




estimates n the migsing observations., No significant changes 1in the ‘
analyses occutred; therefore, he concludes the data were missing ran- .
dbmlyt ‘ . . ) . ' -‘-\ . N .. 'QN

[T
4 .

. A’second criticism was that the 50-50 deIinguent/noniaelinquent
, gample was not representative. LaBrie states that_s;nce the groups
Were matched in education, residence, intelligence, etc.,” that all
potential delinquents, and as such, give the best probability for
judging®effectiveness. - { Bl
the last criticism cofjsidered y#s the Gluecks' use of univariate
analyses instead of multivariate analyses, LaBrie. states, "It is ‘
quite safe to\say that the prediction devices developed by the

. Gluecks. are as)efficient as those developed By multivariate tech- .

!

, Plques...." ' . -y . : '

4

. .

The Glueck analyses yielded fivé factors for ‘optimym prediction,
Multivariate analyses reaffirmed the,ﬁiqstffour and placed "rearing
by parent substitute" in place of "family cohesiveness" as the fifth )

factor. . co . . < . y
_ 34. Stott, D.H. "Prediction of success or failure on probation: A
4 follow-up tu y," International Journal of Social Psychiatry, '
\\ L] N . ! Winter 19 [ ‘__9.(1) ’ 27-290 . . * / ., \
. : b ~ . ;
. \" A o N . :‘.' N , . —;
<. & Problem p % o
1 H . T , . )
F To predict g%écess or failure of juvenile ‘boys on probation.
.. ) O . i . S ’( .
. Subjects . ) . 7Q"
- ‘ . ' ] N . .5 -
' _ First time male probationers, aged 8-15, in Glasgow, Scotland, - >
in 1957. a . o
Scope . . i e M ) p St ,
o o l . , N ) Cop ) S . ) .
* ", The Bristol SociaﬂfAdjustment‘Guides (BSAG) was comp'leted by .
"teachers of boys who were on probation (a' non-delinquent. ‘control « .

group was also used). The BSAG is a measure of behavior~disturbance

based on objective indications, consisting of 163 items found to.be ~. t;
chardcteristic of maladjustdent (at a 1% level of risk).and of 49

1tems indicating stability. . The follow-up was two years after the

.

teachers filled: out the BSAG. . .. e . " S

A delinquency prediction insﬁgdmgnt 5a$ deveiopéd from the pre-. '
ponderance of '"maladjusted" items marked for the probatiopers. . This
glves a prediction score from which & prognosis of future delinquency
'can be made. . M o e

[y ) s 9




Qv

A ‘ " o : v B

Y a, 4‘ "r

Lt The mosc disturbed group (score of 30+ onvghe BSAG) showed . e
themselves twice as 11 ely to commit a further offense while on pro-*
bht on; those “in the highest prediction scoxe group were nearly three , =
~td mes . moY! likely to do .so, compared with those with a prediction score_ ‘?'.
ﬁf O"n,f ! L ~ ! PN j . i . §
,!' " 1'-:4“1&. ’ ’l‘/"’" g "- A '\ ) ‘”‘ I ‘. o .Jh“ wee » ‘?" r‘( ™
L It was calculated from thiskgmple that.a. predi,ctibn score at ,
e ,which one in two of those. adjudged delinquency prone actually become -

. 7‘— delinquent w:l.ll pick out 70/ of ‘the delinquents iﬁ ‘a school popula- . .
tion.r. ERIE S 1 . ' ) ‘ v "

- ..‘ - . .
v ” W ‘ .
N LS . h

\al"
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35.- Kelly ﬁraﬁq&l J., Veldman, Donald J,, and‘McGuire, Carson. "Multiplev
. '\tsorjxi)ehft prediction of delinguency and school- dxopouts,"
" . Educational and Psychological Measurement 1964, 24(3) 535-5_514’.4

v ‘- - R Do e - A ’ L°

.

R xe'ce of the b’havion, T, e ' C _ L a’ B
L ;‘,"‘ "* ( : :’:'v ‘." \‘: ”‘ e, ’\ ‘ N ‘A.-:’ . i " ' ,’6 ... : .
,f”‘/ ubjects JIL;T - Q ;:', -f;; , ’ R ,:.
c The scﬁool records of 402 subjects were obtained in 1962 after
being tested .in the 1957-58 school year. A1l were males in*thée
seventh gradé at the’time of testing. Fifty of:the subjects had ©T
'drOpped‘outsof school and 30 had become delinguént. A
~3"’Sco2e o T ' B N

A gimuitaneous double cross—validation was carried dut and fhe‘
“data.from the three criterion groups were Subjected to.a multiple

discriminant analyses. The, predictor measures numbered 103 !

’ L4 . - - | "‘ ‘\\'
Results and Conclusions ( TR v R <
. oo ﬁ"{‘ e

. The fidst cross-validation study correctly’ identified 70/%of the
deviants at_the.expense 6f 37%-of the false positives from the nor-
'mals. The second cross-validation correctly identified 65% of the
deviants and misclassified 34% of ‘the normals. The authors do not
recammend use Of the test battery in total due.to the large percent-/
age of false positives, but they do believe specific’ predictors war-
rant’ further consideration. . ‘ S

X3
k3

Pogsible efficient predictors of future academic or legal pro-
blems include. . .




36.

K xr, Poor Sequential Test of Educational Progress (STEP)
’ performance._ .

2. ,JuniorPersonality'Quiz (JPQ811) ‘gcore in the sﬁzgent -
- range. S ; .y . y
‘ ":T Jl . ‘.‘I . » .
3. Seventh ‘grade peer.nomination as a "wild one."

.
o MV . '

o . 1

Kramer, Samgel Aaron. “Predidting juvenile;delinquency among NegroesA .
Socioisgy,and Social Resea¥ch, 1964, 48(4) A78—%89. . -, .o

°

’ - L

Problem ’ \) ‘ . ' T .
Zropiem _ . X

t

To examime the differences, if any, between Negro and White
socialization. . ~

)

Subjectm - : . e <

»
PEEIN

. Boys aged 14-17 years from a Wdshington, D.C. slum area’with an
ei hth grade education, Eighty-seven were from a detention center
forYmild" acts; 87 from institutions for "serious"” crimesiand 87 \
non-delinquents from slum areas (238 were screened before finding,

- ~—-87. with.non—delinquency records). . SN - -

~ groups. Using Gough's, cutting'score of 26 (after multiplying the e

"it% of the non-delinquents, 597% of the mild delinquents, and 82% of

N . “
%

Scope. ., . | L ,.’ - .o Ry
Negro non-delinguent ‘versus Qﬁite delinquents Negro seriouB
“and mild delinquents versus White delinquents; and Naegr6é non-delin-
quents‘versus Negxo serious and mild delinquents. Used a 45-item, .
California Persandlity Inventory (CPL); Delinquency "(De) Scale; the . '
five family itemg of the Glueck prediotive fators; and 25 bi-polars 4
items dealing with socialization (12 positive, 13 neutral or .nega-
tive dtatements)fin terms of self-concept.”

% -
- - 4 ’

Resdlts'and.Conclusions 5 . - g

' . : S N e - ‘

On the CPI (De) Séale the ngn-delinquents had a mean score of .
26,43 (SD-of' 3.1%), the mild delinquents averaged 28.22, and the e

serious delinqpents 30, 32, "(In ‘relation to qther studies, California
prisoners’' means were 26.24;, "good boys" were 14.6; potential delin-
quents qfre 22 b)) o - . S e

\
- .

Five 1items of the.45 were very significantly discriminating
(fbur of the-fivesdealt with the family situatioh) among, the thyee .

score by 1.2, to make up for havipg less items) correctly identified

e serious delinquents.’ 0n thé Glueck, secie, each of the five items )

Y




was originally beyond the .001 level of confidence among the three
goups. ’ N : , v ) v
The sotidlizati indeg,dealt withwpersonal values and a boy was

. thodght to have a gogg self-concept 1if he had twice as many positive
responses as negative ones. Seventy-five of the non-delinguents, 58
of the mild delinquents, and 50 of the serious delinquents had ‘a.
.positive image of self. These differences are significant beyond the

»001 level of confidence. The Gough De Scale scoresgfrom five other
studies vere also presented for comparison. ‘ \ '

-
»

> It was concluded that dominant Negro high delinquency areas do
not 3>Cque the kinds of social “ingtitutions which restrain undesirable .
ior in similar White neighborhoods. The exception is the family

beha
<\;°unit, .8ince in this study it did differentiate the groups.

37

Liftle ‘Alan.. "Professor Eysenck's theory of ‘crime:’ 4n empirical test
on ‘adolescent offenders," British Journal of Criminelogy, 1963,
4(2) 152-163. ¢
‘ b} ) Qe : . . o

+  Problem, .. - . _ : 5 .

To take certain deductions that have ,been made from Eysenck's
theory and see if the’_can be.refuted (or validated) by empirical
test, ,

A . ’ . 4 ,

”'Subjects o ) ’ . e !

\

\ 3
Juvenile ofﬁenders (290) in three Borstal institutignsj

Scope R ,1““ oL “ ) e s .
Eysenck's théory of personality led,to two types of predictions.
(1) the offender would be an extrovert; or (2) he would tend to be
either an‘extrem ‘extrovert or an extreme Antrovert. A shortened
Maudsley Person lity Inventety was used ‘to assess extroversion-intro-
version on this sample, Eysenck's briginal non-delinquent population

LY

:Results and Conclusions

-
-~ ““

The mean scores and distribution of scores as indicated by the
standard deviation from' the mean did not differ ‘in the delinquent
sample from the norms presented by Eysenck. Further, the meaif gscores
and distributions of scores did not significantly differ between . .
- institutions., Also, inmates released quickly did.not differ in their
personality scores from those discharged later from the institution,’
Therefore, concludes the author, all the predictions made, from the
theory have been, refuted by the data,

- < 4
54 {
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scoresrwere used .as the control measure. ° ' h
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'38.~a3iegman Aron Wolfe, "Personality variables associated with admitted
. triminal behavior,ﬂ Journal of Consulting Pgychology, 1962, 26(2),
N K & . 1'99 . / ' «

N -~ . Vel ~
A . N > . . v
Problem . . . . . -

)
[ - hd

-

To investigate the relation between anonymously admitted crimi- |
nality and: (a) Factor I —-- psychopathic personality traits; (b)
/’FITh@tor Il -- emotional maladjustment; (c) Factor‘III - familial dis-
. Sension}’ (d) Factor lV -- Yow n achievement, aﬁd (e) Factor V -
religiosity.

-
R -
ubject
- . 3 '
Fifty—four ‘female and 25 male students at Bar—Ilam University, ot
Igrael. .
Scoge: ' . ?, o . ) ‘
. — The following instruments were admin;stered: N .
C i _ . ) N
. 1. Admitted'Criminality Scale (ACB) \ .
2. 'Gough Socialization Scale (So) . ] ‘ o
\\\\7 . 3.. Quay and Peterson's Delinquency. 8cale (De)
- 4. - Edward's n Achievement Scale (n Ach) oo ' .t
5. Nineteen-Point Religious Belief Self-Rating Scale YRBS) r
! 6. NinewPoint Religious Observance Self-Rating Scale (ROS)
’ ‘v ) B . [
NOTE: - Numbers 2 and 3 contain items of Factors I, II, and III, ¢ .
1' N ! L}
Results and Conclusions o .. RS ") v o

- . - @

Highér AGB scale scorers obtained significantly higher Factor II
scores (meap=7.94, SD=3.24) than low ACB scale scorers (mean=5.5,
SD=3.,24; t=€w085, pg +05). Significant fegative correlations were .

¢ _obtained between the subjects" ACB scores and So scores (-.30), . théir
*  RBS scores (-. 23), lpd ROS scores (-.64). Significant positive corre-
‘. ldtion was obtained- between the subjects' ACB scoPes and n Ach scores

.V + (.45) which was hot in the predicted ditection,

¢ ’

Results concerning n Ach suggest a.hypothesis that both very low
and very high n'Ach are related to qriminality Significant relations
Yetween the subjects' ACB scores and So, n Ach, and emotional malad-
Justment scqreé are consistent with the hypothesis that psychological
variables are significant source of variadce in oriminality.

e
. b .
4 FE . - I
-~ . ' .
. .
d
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39, Balogh Joseph K., and Finn, Patricia. "A methodological study of
juvenile delinquency proneness among Negroes," Exceptional Chi\Hren,
1961, 27(7), 397-399. _ e PR ) . L
¢ ’ ’

Problem'
< S . . . . ' v < '
. ’ To validate further the Kvaraceus KD Proneness Verbal Scale. "
R Subjects . R
L

Negro bdys (140) bétween the ages of 12- l7 frbm Dayton, Ohio,
public schools. There were 33 in the delinquent.group, 56 in the ran~

“

# dom group, and Sl .in the high—morale group. .
. © o - ’ . .. t
Scope - . " Yo / ; -
N A
et The scale was administered to three already definedegroups"
- c delinquents, randomly chosen students, and high-morale students (i.e.,

", those doing well scholastically).

-
<

Résults and Conclusidds -
L

. : . “ Delinquency Score ' o '
\l‘ _ o - V ( H K . .
oo . e " Group
’ . . Delinquent PS  High-Morale

. g 238 6%

A Positive: .
77% 947

\ e . -Negative A
\w

A positive score indicates delinquency proneness. .

6

w0

4

v
,4 o

) wg
‘~' T

The differences between all three groups were significant (p¢ .01)
as found by analysis of variance and t-test, The obtained Pearsonian

; Coefficients of correlation between'score and-age.were:

¢ )

NS for delinquency , -
. P < .02 for PS - : oL ' -
P<.01 for high-morale . ‘ v e
40. Gough, Harrison G., and Peterson, Donald R, "The identification and
measurement of predispositional factors in crime and delinquency,"
Journal of Consulting Psychology, 1952, 16, 207—212..
)

-~

AT'S

~
.

[

" Problen SRR

To develop a personality assessment device which could sucdess-
fully’ predict delinquent behavior. ) . g s H
P .t N . . ’ i » < ’ ' \ ¥
. 56 . - ) . : oL . T
A : ' l ) - ) ~' »




:only 23% “false positives" for the males, and 12% "false positives" for

" of .the.controls. A cutting score ‘of 18 would identify 60% and mis-

. S - L © . Standatd

. - Ndhber(l * % Score °  Deviation
Contfol - rdxal .43 18.70 5.1
- urfan . ) ’ 125 . ° 22.67 : 6.13 ’
Delinquent regular, school) 19 . 28.95 ‘* 6.87 °
Delinquent . 243 30.40 - 6.20.
. Reformatory - © 698 29,83 . 6.65
Females - 9-_ : !
' ) v : )
Control - rural C 44 16.20 'f 4.80
- urban . 134 ~18.85 6.23
Delinquent (regular sghool) 19 : 22.00 ’ 7.83
Reformatory L -, 105 .30.26 5.63

[ * 4,

Scope . . ‘ ) i,
[ 4

The role-taking theory was adoptéd and a pool of true-false type
questions which fit the expected responses according to the theory
.were applied to a large sample. The most discriminative questions
constituted the delinquency scale (De), Cross-validation was obtained
by randomly selecting %:Ltems .0f the 64, They were administered to

1,092 incoming Army reckuits at Fort Ord, California, end-$o 99 _
stockade prisoners: IR : .

v

. . - ¢ * .
Results and Conclusions . : . .

Kl

On the original sample of 64"items the De scale was significant
beyond the .01 Yevel at discriminating between 906 male delirquents B
_and*168 controls; and 124 female delinquents and 178 controls., Analysis
" of -variance yielded F ratios of 62.5 for the male samples and 91.3 for the
' female samples. .

Combining all delinquents and .control cases for each sex separately
permits identification of 75% of the delinquent subjects at a cost of

the females, using a cutting score of 28, A cutting score of 26 would
correctly classify 78% of the total ;sample of 1430 cases.,

?

On the cross-validation samﬁle, an F ratio of 11.52 was obtained.
This was significant beyond the .0l level. A cutting score of 17 was
iequivalent,in the 42-item scale to the cutting score of 26 in the 64-
item scale; Seventeen properly identified 66% and midclassified 22% °

‘. .

classify 16%. ) !




.

p{ .01, °

. ¢
ey

s N

Another étudy was conducted at Lackland Air Force Base, Texas.
Stockade prisoners (353) were administered a 58-item scale (a cutting
score of 24 was equivalent to 26); 64% scored 24 or above. The mean
score for first offenders was 25.74, SD=6.55; the average for recidi-
vists was 28, 1Q\ SD—7 03. The F ratio of the différence was 3.31,

-

Forty subjects in an experiment at the Institute of Personality
Assessment and Research at the University of California, Berkeley, -
were administered the De scale.. The lo'highest and 10 lowest scorers
‘were then assigned adjectives describing them by observers. Six ob-
servers rated, and at least twe had to assign‘the—same adjéective to be
considered significant.

High Dé scorers were typified by the follOWing adjectives:

v

Affected Headstrong

Anxious Rebell¥ous

Defensive Sensitive ~

Dissatisfied Tense - ' o=
Emotional Wary : . -

£, .
Low Dé scorers were typified by these adjectives:

Calm n
Considerate Natural = - , - .
Conventioenal Obliging ‘ '
Dependabie Patient
. - Frank e Peaceable

' Good-natured Tactful

Helpful Unassuming )
. .Moderate- N : \
* .’r N

2]

58 . . Wy ., ‘ ' L
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Modest : e
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4 .
ANNOTATED SUMMARY OF PREDICTION OF
CIVILIAN PAROLE SUCCESS®
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41. Davies, M, "Offense behavior and the classification of. .offenders,"
: British Journal of Crim:l.nologz,g 1969, 9(1), 39-50~‘ Kk

. . a
v ) .
4

Vet : ..

¢ ] : p [ e ' x’f“ &
Problem o . ° )

social and personaldgqta knowr® about ‘ther, and to, ascerta if the
type of criminal actifity itself is a reflection of/th 3
problems and a key to his treatment needs.

Subjects : A - S

-

Male probationers (507), aged 17-20 years, from a sample colIbcted
between 1 0ctober 1964 and 15 July 1965. - '

198 Larceny " SN . :} ’ ¢ o
167 Breaking and entering. RN Ao .

. .57 Auto theft~ . c e, . .
19 Sex offenders A
36 Acts of violence o e
30 Miscellaneous offenses . L ‘

" Scope L ) -

o A total of 198 variables were studied, inclqding. hasic‘personal
data, offense detalls/outcome,,physical/mental health, criminal cul-
ture, material living standards, emp loyment, soiial relationships,

¢ finances, and leisure time activities.

v
e

Results and Conclusidns ) - . h

—_— — - - — - v . - ..

- Results inm terms of offense: ™ ¢

e ,
. -

Tty 1. Offenses of dishonesty . , e

- ’ '

* (a) Larceny - 21% were neurotic, - . .
‘ (b) Breaking and entering. - maternal overprotectiqn ocecurred
47,47 of the time. RS

o~ .

3

2. Taking and, driying away (joy riding) - 65.4% were members of
gangs (compared to a total group where 45 7/ were members of
\ - ¢8ang8) - X

3. Crimes of violence ' ' ‘

1
b3

(a) 52.8% performed criminal act alone (compared to a 36.1%
rate for the total sample).

(b) 65.6% lived in homes where there were one or more
persons per room (the "total sample averaged 47.27%)»




s N N

4, Sex offenses - Hore often the- %ex offenders were mentally
retaxged immature and emotionally disturbed. The sex -
offender was more often an*intégral part of the family,

, ~there was marked family cohesiveness in 75% :0f 16 cases
¢ " « schecked (compared‘to family cohesiveness of 26.6% in the

“total sample), - B ~ . , .
PR ! {

Results in terms of recidivism . Ce .

*
. ' ’ ¢ -

There were no significant differences between offense groups in
tefms of recidivism within 12 months of being placed on probation,
37% was the rate for the entire sample.

As far as probation—pvpulation is concerned, there dis-l4ttle
indication| that offense categories are of value for classifying of- )
fenders, with a view to studying treatment. The authors suggest a more
fruitful approach would be to utilize personal characteristics in

udeeiding on probation ‘programs,

_42J Dean, -C.W., ananuggan, T.J. "Interaction and parole prediction,”
British Journal of Criminology, 1969, 9(4), 345-353.

Problegy/

ii;__“_ To relate situations, identifications amd value orientations to
parcle BGEEBEEF“ﬂkrde%ermine_whether an interaction model is effi-ﬂ
cient in explaining parole outcome, ?ﬁﬁ??iﬂ]fwing*hypothesisais

o

’ stated. I
Success rates are highest for parolees with? » -
(a) Favorable situations and high non-criminal
o7 identifications. '
- (b) Favorable sifuations and high non-criminal - ..
’ value orientations. *
(cJ. High non-criminal identifications and value o . ’.

orientations . L

Subjects ey e . m'

e g - —

; Recidivists (98) in ‘the failure grqup (returned to‘prison for
new crtmes after parole release), and parolees- (55) in the success N
group Kwith no further legal difficulty for a specified time peridd).

LN N

Scope

Situational variables pertaining to objective conditions experi- .
énced by the respondents during the parole period. Identification

. - . = ,
{ 162 T o , o




.

43,

»

. : -
oS . 4

i

variables pertaining to attitudes toward groups and behavior which sug-

gest reference group support for non-criminal variables, Value orien-

tation variables include traditional indicators of-high recidivism rates

and a scale of orientation to e¥iminal means of goal attainment. In’ " =
total, 83 variables were assessed, but the specific instruments were

‘not listed. .

—

+ . - &« [ 4
Results anid €onclusions '

-

The data demonstrates a diSproportionate increase in the criteribn -
ariable when a combinatiOn of attributes is found. The results indi-
cate that an analytical techniqué accounting for effects if interaction
can contribute sign1f1cantly‘;o predicting parole outcome. .

Negative situation scores yieldéd a 77% fallure on parole rate,
whereas, positive situation scores had a 46% failure rate. . ’
.. : C LA ’
) Negative identification‘s ores yielded a 94% failure rate, and
positive‘identification scord : ierdedlé 42% failure rate.

'v ‘: ) ’

Negative, value orientatlon score§ yilelded an 87% failure on parole

rate and positive scores yielged a 41%° failure rate.

2

(@]

<, . >
Twomey, John F., and Hendry, Charles'H: IMMPI characteristics of -
difficult~to-manage.federal penitentlary offenders," Psychological

Reports, 1969 24(29, 546. - - - P } )
o. ! — ’ . L ! ‘\ :,l . ' \A—‘/
Problem . ) ., K ‘.: e e et : .

- ', »

offenders. . “**--—-*iili_i‘.gjgrﬁ
: R . T oe——
4 - . . %\
Subjects S ‘; ,
’ . ) . . / R ‘ .
Inmates (94) of Federal penitentiarieso and 120 comparison sub- :
jeCtS. N R o ‘t . /4-’}
) - . . - \ g . vor " . ' H
SCOEG ~ Yoo T, e R .y N
' . . . > K & .

L4
The booklet form of the Minnespta ultiphasic Personality\Inveﬂ-
tory (MMPI) was adminis'tered to “a4 1 es, These men had expe
enced educational and disciplinary*difficuities. The comparison ‘sub-
jects were 120 literate male inmates with ‘d" sixth grade reading lével.
or above. I . , L , .
' T |

Results and Conclusions .
., o . .

The resylts suggest that offenders (94 inmate group) were lacking
in behavioral controls as well *ds displaying som serious misPercep* '

- s
LN
t

T

63

“u‘/




bhy

) .
tions and inappropriate emotional reactions to their surroundings.

Examination of behavioral correlates and MMPI profiles is needed to
plan gpecific treatment programs,

-

W
Blackler, Charmion. "Primary recidivism in adult men. Differences
between men on first and’second .prison sentence,“ Btitish

Journal of Criminologz 1968, 8(2), 130-169

»

]

»

Problem

o«

-

To detefhine a set of variables useful in the prediction of
future Eecidivists in-the population of prisoners serving first
sentences, -

Subjects

First sentence (438) and second sentehce prisoners‘(242) from
_ prisoms at Birmingham, Bristol, Durham,.Leeds, and Manchester,
England, between October 1958 and June,1959.

5
4 .

.®

.
’

Scope

This work was considered a pilot study. ilnformation on 70 items *
divided into 15 areas was obta%ned from prison records and through
personal interviews with the pri/oners. Chi square was used to com-
pare ‘the distribution of scores for the two groups of subjects on
subcategories of each item. :

&
Results and Conclusions 1 )

4

’ ‘ ".

¢

" First sentence (FS) group, primary recidivist (PR)= second sen=
tence group, The following are the results in terms of differences:

_ﬁk~‘;_iA. Age this sentence -~ ND
B. Social circumstances ‘and betmvior—-
1, Marital status -~ ND
. 2, Marriage stability (PR most often broken)¥ )
.3+ Cohabitation =--,PR greater .
"4, Number o> children-=~ ND . : '
5. Effectiveness of contact with close relations (more F$S
_ have good contact)** !
* 6, Effectiveness of coatact with other relations and
£ friends (moye.FS have~gpod contact)¥¥*
.7+ Accomodation at timé of arrést (more FS livin& with
_ " own family; marrige or parents)% .
‘. 8: Satisfaction- wiggka commgdation ~-= ND \
6[; v ~ !




9, Religious affillatlo -— B
~10. Religious observance in civil 1life -- ND
. 11 Wife's denomination =~- ND ’
12. Drinking and gambling/serious gambling ->- ND-
13, - Drinklng and gambling in family (PR have somewhat*
~more)

C. Family background . . '

1. Parental composition\of the home upon leaving school
"(PR mofe oftén had disrupted home)*
) 2. Death of parent during school days =-- ND
, 3.  Number of siblings -- ND (however, 35% of both groups
. had five or mor®d versus 10% national’ average) d
. 4. . Father's occupational status (PR greater in lower
¢ : ' . classes, when dividéd by skilled versus semi-gkilled .
- versus unskilled)*
) 5. "Happiness of childhood, as recalled (more often
unhappy for PR)*#**
. 6. Causes of unhapplness (PR experienced mdre parental
R z disharmony and economic problems ND between unhappy
.+ men 1in each group)**
" 7. Prison experience in family (PR more often had among

sibl1ngs)*** . -
8. Mother's work dur1ng man's school. life -- N
S % Mother s age at man's birth -- ND
o .D. Education ' e : - —

1. Kind of school -- ND. Committed to Home Office approved
school (more PR men committed)*** . ¥

2. Age upon leaving schogl -- ND "t

3. Interruption of education by. illness and/ox truancy
(truancy - PR greater; illnessg - NRD) **%

4. Convictions during school (PR greater, 'hdd at least one "
conviction)k*

E, Employment y o ' C Y}

e i, Occupational ‘status (PR more unskilled as laborers'
. ¢ FS more skilled and white collar)*%* -
2.  Unemployment at time of offénse ,(more PR unemployed)***
3. Longest perlod of. employment (FS longer, 18 menths or
A . less versus'2-5 years versus over 5 years)**
4, Number of jobs held in previous five years (PR more
" “jobs; used scale of 2 or less versus 3-8 versus 9 or

more)***
. 5, WeeKly income when last at work —-- ND
° 6. Other-earners contributing to household finances -- ND
7. Sufficiency of income -- ND L
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Military service . . .

. 5g&~3-

1. Type of engagement (PR moré~regular versus all other,
unfit and exempt exgluded)*¥* ; :

2.- Summary of service (FS more completed satisfactorily)***

3. Service crime (PR higher, detention versus prison versus

no record)**x -

¢
~ » . N N

Intelligence (used non-verbal Ravens Progressive Matrices)

FS versus PR -~ ND (FS or PR versus general population v both
lower)*** T .

Educational attainments

J
1. Reading comprehension (used Watts-Vernon Reading Compre-
hension .Test) -- ND .

2. Arithmetic test -~ ND, .
Personality : 1 \ - e

1. Maudsley Personality Inventory
a. Neuroticism (PR higher; both groups higher. than nop-
‘Criminal, but lower than diagnosed neuroticsg)**
b. Extroversion -- ND between group versus general
population
2. California Authoritarian Attitude Scale -- ND
a. Authoritarianism or rigidity:-- ND |
b. Acquiescence or compliance -~ ND

Anthropometrical details ) . ‘
1. Height -- ND '
2, Weight -~ ND . \
\ - )

Medical history - Incapacitating illness resulting in per-
thanent disability - ND .

.

Psychiatric history

1, Suﬁnormality -= ND : .
2., Psychiatric disturbance -~ ND g
3. Subnormality in immediate (natural) family -~ ND ’
4. Psychiatrie disorder (including attempted suicide) in
immediate family ~~ ND .
4 ?

Current conviction and sentence

1. Length of cuffrent sentence (1 month or less versus. 3-6
months.versus, 1 year or overj FS more often.in 1 month
or less, PR more often in 1-6 months; ND ~ longer
gentence) *%* . N




ST ey TR
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t |
’ ( N ' * ’ . Y \'o + ’.
2. Nature of current offense ’ ; . o
. a. . Breaking .and enter1ng, Yarceny, fraud and false, ° e

pretense versus all others (PR hlgher)**
b. Breaking and entering and larceny versus’

\ all otheré (PR higher)** ' SR '
c. Sex offenses versus all others (FS higher)** Voo
d. Fraud versus all others -(FS higher)** :
+ . 3. Some features of current offense . ) .

a. Accomplices -~ ND
b. Planning -- ND
¢, Involvement of drugs or’alcohol -- ND - .
4. Disposal during period of awaiting sentence f .
‘ (more FS given bail)k* ) '

. . : »

1. #ge at first recorded donVICtion (PR, more men”first\\ﬁ“‘ . n
. convicted in adolescence)*#*%* \ ‘
- 2% Number of prev1ous convictidns (PR higher, 1-3 versus
4 or more; groups were defined on the basis of serving
a sentence, not, on the basis of convictjon)#***

3. Nature of offenses comprising previous convictions

N. Crim;nal resord -

k 3 -

-

‘a, Larceny versus all others (PR higher)*#** . ‘ n
b, Violence versus all others (PR higher)*#% L . .
G- Breaking and entering (PR higher)*** - | e
d. Sex offenses -- ND . g - ‘ .~ ;%f-
4. Previous sentence. | ’ ' . .05 i

a. Bound over on conditional discharges (PR higher)* Y —;%yf;*
5

b. Probation.-- ND - Lt
C Frpud -- ND : - i T ' ~:‘{.~.l:.’d.
+ 5, Interval at rigk~after last sentence (period between “‘AjL—
lagt and present conviction; first offenders were omitted) ' :.91'

" (FS shorter,. under 12 months versus five years, vergus’ Tt
over five years)*#* . e ; X ,

6, Civil offenses -- ND in number . :

. 7~ Time spent in prison, og, remand, and/or as ¢ivil prisoners )
(PR, greater time, 0-4 weeks versus ‘more than 4 deeks)*** ﬂf'f o

2
[ / .- o
* . - “ -~

Follow-Up Fall 1962: R o e .-.,'_..:...._;,_.,“

1. Subsequent convictions (PR more reconvicted 67 3A Nx;ﬁggzﬁéfff
" versus 38,1%)%k% . ,7'1 L2t
+ 2. First subsequent sentence ({ -02 PR greater, imprison- LA P
'ment versus.all other sentences)* o .o - ”
Y 3. Differences between ‘epeater and non-repeater ", S
T a. Distinguished FS versus PR, but did not distinguish ... " . .
reconvicted from non-reconvicted within groups- o “o?fﬁ??',. "

" P A%,

N . e e e s
' * ° ’f W, './
. Nt . ;0




’ '.: i - . ! ! - \
£ » . 4 P s )
oo & - \S‘,'_ , «Remembers”home as unhappy ., )
L X Held longest job for ghort period = | )
Lk , " .Served regular service engagement
L LI ""Home disrupted while at school : ;Iﬁr’*
f?.;J' o - .Psychiatric history or marked symptons "
= . .... by Digtinguishtd FS (recidivist) from Fs- (non-recidivists),
L %“3T’"T:."lf"" but did not dis&inguish FS from PR. £ .
e Y T .Age-repeaters younger .
“?? L .'_ Marital status§§ repeaters more : often single '
e/ There are" striking differ between first sentence ‘men and

priqary recidivists. Most of the factors which distinguish FS and PR °*

.+ ,also’ distinguish FS (non-recidivists) and FS (recidivists) " Few of . *
) the factors. which distinguish FS and PR distinguish PR (non—recidivists)
- and PR (recidivists). The results lend” sypport to the hypothesis that

e recidivism*is corrélated with isolation from socfety, . :;‘;
5 i ND = ‘no- difference B e _-& e : 0 . .
. *statlsticaily significant at 05+ . . ‘ _ :
" tkkgratistically signibficant at .01 .. ‘\ T
S ***statistically,significant at 001 . . RN L .
W \,-. » _‘- - “‘ ,. o'( R . . . N v ""

w“,ﬁst Nicholson, Richard .’ 'Use of prédiction in’caseload m@nagement,?‘
R Federal Probation, 194&, 32(8), 54-58. . " , WIS

Y
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To test the Value ofra modified "bask expeitanq& system in pre-. .. . -

:;: rf; dicting satisfacfory cqmmunity adjustment of probationers and paroleesf.‘ _WVJ
ubjects i, SRR .ﬁnl’:ﬁu S C . : 3 . ? .
.,\.;‘"‘.}"’ ' \'-"~ " ’ ) “:l ' ) J ) ’ ’ s N '
‘; ' © The records’ of‘lll ‘adult male Federal prdbationers and parolees .
- were jexamined} 71 had been.on probation‘and 40 had been on parole.. ) A
R l, Z_~,~ R , ::“1\ ': ‘., . . - ; T . -
SRS .~’C B T S S _
=2R% TR PR - - :i": e ot

The modified Galifornia Department of Corrections Base Expeptancy
Scoring‘System wasrapplied to the‘petsonnel records. of«111 nrobationers .
_ -and“parolees (see ‘Figure 2).- The 5catter was divided,into three L
- groups, by probability. of favorable parole." Tpe statistical instru— '
3 :. "ment used to analyze the* cf‘éta was a chi squar»e.‘ E

1 2
LN . L N B s '-" e PR PR s

2 "' : . . »
N
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o - Points
g A. Arrest-free period of five or mofe consécﬁt@ve
yearg—=-——-- . - ; 12 Y.
"B. .No history of opiate usage- - 9 .
t. Few jail commitments (none,’one or two)-——-————e r-- 8 __
, D« Most regent Zonviction .o'r ‘commi tment does not -
"1iqolve checks, forgery or burklary - » 7 ,
tﬁ%’ No - family criminal: record---= - = 6 _ ?
F. NG alcohol imvolvement---g T 6
. ? Gy First arrest not.for auto ‘théft 5 .

[

4

. Characteristic
o . 1

H. Twelve months .steady employment within one yaat
prior to arraignment for present bffense—-—-—————— - 6

>

likely to violate); 997 made favbrable'adjustmedt."Forty;fwo_scoged
" between-37-56 ("'B"); 35% made' favotable adjugtment. * Fourteen Scored
between 17-36, ("'C")', fione’ of this group' adjusted sucdgshful@y. S
Nicholsen suggest little’or no supervision for group YA"; entirely
*different programs for group "¢"; and more supervision of gréup "B",

-

_ 7. "Along with the study, Ahe prpbatibn ﬁfficé ihighe Eastern Dis-
' ‘trict of “California,reviéwed the literature for cMmical criteria

which «ould be helpful in ‘prediction of who would be successful in :
R o N o : R A )
. . i
* ?,1. N P
o . e - . . -69
. i vy .
. Ny e )

"I, Eoui to ‘eleven monghstsceady employment prior-to S
' arraignment for present offense., (If given 6 . : ‘
- ] points on item H, -add also 4'points for this | L
© L item.)-= ST . : - b ,
‘J.  No’alieases e e e * S5
. K.“FZVorigme living' arrangement ‘ e [ S (
- 'L, Fgw P oq'é%res;s (ngne, one or two): 4
TR . : {i -, Sun of;Points_S 75, '
o M .o o . }; ' 1y . ’ ks ' *
ﬁ;;ﬁ. _ Scale For Potential Adj&étmenf“; h "
Coow o N\ ﬂ- o w oS . \ ~
. U ‘( __J L . . C-' B P .. ~ """':""\-—--‘ . .
s ® . . 00-36 87-56, 57= s ~)/@ .
el doo "FIGURE 2. 'SCORING FORM o~ . = =~ . — - “= - -
L N ) \ o . . * E ¢ L
y \. - - . l . ’ . ‘4 A - - X
." . Results ‘and Cbﬁgiusions : g‘\ e T l ’
s oot v-'. & X . . ) o N N T . v
" 7 Difference\bétween ¢he three groups was sign{ficant at the,.01 - -
¢+ level, ° L ‘. . : X
¢ . ‘:,s .\ . < ) + ' - . ‘. . P4 . )
.« Fifty-five (of 111) scored between 5M76 (termed "A," least Dot
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46,
girlss

Problem

Subjects .

-~ Elevep Borstal
ateur pros

| ' riding,

Taylor, A.J.W.

»

The following represents their final selection of what
to be useful items: -

-

‘The preseénce dn the client of a healthy sense of

.~“conscience (embarrassment and discomfort) because

of the*offense that he has committed --'or at
]iﬁsthan .objective assegsmént by the offender
thaxﬁhis offensehconstituted a wrong.

The absence of indicators that the off_gder is
potentially aggressive or viélent.

Potential, if not actual ability to tolerate and
control anxie:ies and .to circumscribe his
"acting out,

A life position in which the offender feels con-
tented with himself and his associates -- or the
Aesire to strive for such a position on the basis
“of thought and faith, . ; o

A life history that shows moderate ability to make
adequate decisions and to estimate probabilities .. ‘
in thé light of reality. . i ) ) -
The ability and desire to attain satisfying and
reasonable goals, in life (however medidcre),

. along with the copviction that personal and
. social storms are not going to subside immedi-
. atelyb ' R . -

Q
b *

A faVorable recommendation for probation made by
the officer that submitted the presentence report,

N °

"prediction for' parole' A‘pilot study with delinquent
British Journal of Criminology, 1967, 7(4), 418-42%,

. . * A !
' . . LY L3
» . N .
« B )

~

To examfne the’ validity of,ﬁubjective peer evaluation in pre-
didting parole release and success. . '

ot
L8 . . \

-

%téls committed for offenses ranging from joy
ution, burglary, and agsault. The average age

was '16.7 years, and average education was 1.2 years of secondary

school.

70
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! . I ) e~ ‘
Scope . o ) .

The'delinquent girls' rate who will be paroled after meeting
together for.ll and 19 weeks, Those reconvictéd,after six months of *
release and those not reconvicted,were then given the following: the
Minnesota Multiphasic Personality Inventory, 16 PF, IPAT Humour Test,
Eysenck TR Scale, Raven's Progressive Matrices {1938y, Criminal Atti-
tude Scale (Taylor)),.and two Behaviour Rating Scales (Taylor) .

Results and Conclusions -

-

The correlations between the girls' lists and the parole board
decisions were high; rho=.934, £=7.599, p<,001. This was not a fac-
tor of simply lehgth of time at the aiistitution. as this corrélated
with ghe lists at only rho=.3, t/.1. .

Voo

‘The péychometric tests were given to 10 reconvicted girls (includ- *

. ing four of 'the eleven making the list), and 23 not reconvicted
(including the other,seven from the list). None of the tests signi-
ficantly d}scriminated the two groups. ‘ .

-Group parole prediction is not practical due to peer pressure,
lack of cooperation, lack of'responsibility, and not knowing the ;
necesgary information ‘concerning post release arrangements and reha-

,bilitation. . e, ' :

. é?*Thé_task of rehabilitation is to‘provide conddtions to allow ,

¢ expression and reinforcement of acceptable standards. The girls
already knew}the values society would -accept, bﬁt‘they needed help
in rearranging their basic patterns of legal/moral/religious/gsocial/
psychol?gical areas of guilt and control which ordered® their lives.

Maiy'of the girls’wepe profoundly influenced by people of integrity,

-, .

.
. .

47. Ohlin, Lloyd E. "Predicting Parole Behavior," in The Sociology of
Punishment and €orrection, New York: John Wiley and Sons, Inc.,
' 1967, Pp. 282-291. " . .

- - . .
-

, Problem Co e , . : -

oy -«

'To. determine what information”concerning a potential parolee will.
w& "atd-in predicting his adjustment to society while on parole. d

* i . vy
A} . - ~

l':;l' - . ]
. Subjects . ) . . -

Parqués (4,941) from Illindis state'penltentiariés pgfdled
*  between 1940 and 1945. Their total violation rate was 28%. o

.’ . R -~ . "“.\

N . . D ' .

3

1
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Scoge ' : "

matched to the record of the sample in terms of their favorablemess, - .
or udfavorableness, to parole success. The factor had to be statjs-

'tically significant in order to fall outside the neutral category. ' .
Potertial parolees would be given a +1 for all favorable,items and a ' ‘
-i'fdr all unfavorable items. The chances of success for the poten- . ‘
tial ‘parolee could be determined from his tdtal score. -

Factors were ‘chosen for’an experience table and were statistically

Results and Conclusions - '

. .

- 'The Sample was broken into .10 groups by scores with violation >,

rates ranging from three to seventy-five percent, The total parole
- perjod violation rates for the various score groups could be egtimated
with an averagé’ error of only two percent by revising the table each
'year so that the experience table reflected the latest'group on ) L
parole. ' o / o - o
- : R t
Those factors found to be favorable 'to successful ‘parole adjust- .

ment include the parolee: ) . )

-

, ) - T ' .
- ~being “sentenced for hpmicide or assault - '
" . ' ".being, Sentenced for sex offenses
.having. a definite sentence - ‘ -
. -coming from a superior.home . . C L A
. _.being.a first offender ° = . R T ’ :
.maintaining a very active family interest . :
.being an older, responsible, rellable,citiéen' ; ~ .
-having been marginally. delinquent . . - e
~having been a farmér (= e, ‘
-hdving been socially inadequate - ' ,
. +having a fegulfr work record e ) .
shaying three or mére associateg {n his crime. , ‘
.having no gross defects of personality ‘- , N —
.having a favorable psychiatric progqggis ’ !

P fd

[ N

#

.
o

c e * P . N 4
« . Those factors fouhd 'to"be unfavorable to successful parole, |
include the parolee: ) : . .o
a~ . - -

/ .convicted for burglary .0 ———— . T
".having a history of recidivism .
. -having a history of habitual crime . . -
. »Having no ‘familysinterest . N
+having been a social floater A T
. . »having béen socially maladjusted .’ R S
. .having béen a drunkard. ° ST .
+having ben a drug addict o , . N
e ° -havifig been a transignt B . ~
-having hadr an inadequate job on parole (this was the most
. slgnificant, factor of all; 65%,0f the recidivists had, in-
" adequate jobs on parole) Co -

¢ ¢ . N . )
‘ " . Ve 3
<
. y . [ .t

V]
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Sco e :. . ‘ . . -' .

' 41Towance %for treatment variables to effect the, final disposition of

. .

Grygler, Tadeusz. "The effect of social action: Current prediction
methods and two new models," British Journal of Criminology,-
1966, 6(3), 269-293. ,

. &

Problem .

To critique prediction methodology and give an example of pre-
‘dictive attribute analyses.

Subjects R o ' \\\
The records of 100 successful Canadian paroleés and 100 unsuccess—
ful parolees were examined.

* N o

" The file of 200 Canadian parolees were examined 0f the 53 vari-
ables derived from the recoxrds,.13 were found with objectivity, -relia-~
bility, efficlency and face validity. Chi square between successful
and unsuccessful parolee variables was performed. Success was defined

as at least two years without a violation. :
Results and Conclusions b .
,'\ . . 2

A summary of the critique of prediction models includes the‘fol—

" lowing s®atements: .

— .
Burgess Method. Each factor counts one point, sum of points
gives' the measure of probability. “An example is, Gough 4fid Peterson

(1952)." The greatest, disadvantage is the need ué glve each factor-a
weight compensurate with its individual predictive power.

+ Glueck Method. "A modifm€ation of the Burgess Method Each
factor is given a weight equal to ;he percentage of offerlders or
delinquents in the sample who possess the attribute, It is not effi-
cient because many items neither add nor detract from predictive
power Many items vary together, therefore, only one of them is
needed. . .

Linear Regression and Social Progression'Models», Caigulates“.

the predictive weight of each factor. An example is Mannhein and
. Wilkins (1955). The greatest disadvantage is the concept of regres=
sion to the mean, in social: ‘life, regression effects may be out- .

weighted by progression effects-

Grygier presents his example of Predictive Attribute Analysis,
He' believes one positive product of this analysis is that it makes

' ‘0individuals In the previous models the instruments could be admini-

™
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. . i

stered at any time; they relied on the pexson's background to decide
which group he was in. He admits this mo%el is vulnerable to sampling
errors. . } ‘ B

In the high risk parolee group, intensive casework superyision
was the best predictor of success (p-°.0l). In the low risk group,
those with short sentences fared best (p< .001). A predictive effi-
clency of 90% is cited, but as a warning it should be noted that as
the device is applied to samples moving away from an even 50-50 chance
of success its accuracy declines. Grygier believes the device would
best be administered at an individual's first appearance in court.

- ~

. 4

. 49. Hood, Roger. "Study of the effectiveness of pre-sentence investiga-
tions in reduclng recidivism,", British Journal of Criminology, .
1966, 6(3), 303-310.

——— . N

Problem ‘ ) ) ;

- :: g i . . ~ I
To assess the effectiveness of pre-sentence investigations in |

reducing recidivism. 7 - : !

o

\\

Subjects . A . . o >
. WO samples of 100 male offenders were drawn. Sample A consisted '
, of offenders convicted between June 1959 and June 1961, and Sample B
consisted of offenders convicted between September 1961 and September
'1963., ,
" Scope ’ . ) ' )
*, . . The criterion 'of effectiveness chosen was whether the proportion.

of offenders subsequently reconvicted had fallen. Reconviction rates_

during two different periods were compared; one period covering a time

when the Bench remanded for inquiries when they were felt to be needed, o
and the other period covering the Streatfield policy (té considér in-
. formation from probation officers and other sources before passing

. - sentence). . :

I Besults and ,Conclusions '

" The récidivism rate has not-as yet beentxeduced. At ieget C o
three hypotheses account ﬁor this: . .. T T

. .,
. 1. Probation officers are attempting to include=in their:
reports all the kinds of information which the Streatfield Report

considered relevant to a sentencing decision; ‘however, we may still
be ignorant of thé most efficient "indicators of the likelihood of )
penal treatment." ‘ _ bl




2. The relevant information 1s 1n the reports, but the
* Bench does not know which information 1s relevant to which sentence.

3. It does not matter which sentence 1s chosen, 1.e., for
offenders with previous convictions, fines, detentior center and
- probation might have similar reconviction rates.
. 2

.
\d

50. Jacks, Wlillam 4. '/Offender characteristics predlctléé of parole
behavior," American Journal of Corrections, 1966, 28(3), 10-12.

-

. 5 oo ' i

!
Problem . R

Z s

- e,

" To determine the feasibility of usang the characteristics of
" offenders to predict criminal patterns.

o ‘- - . N .
-

Subjects ¢

) Offenders (364) convicted of burglary, 186 cohvicted of rbbbgry,
J .53 convicted of forgery, 86 convicted of larceny, and 43 convigted
: " Of larceny of motor vehicles: . '

L.
ot X . Y.
’

Scope .

. The case records of all men on parole in Pennsylvania between
July 1 and December 31, 1969, who had not committed crimes against .
people were studied. o . ' )

Results .and CQﬁCluSlons

[}

3
{

Burglars were found most likely to repeat a crime and break
their parole. Forgers are older and most likely to admit that their -
crimes are commytted for personal gain. The forger has the longest .
criminal record, least unemployment, least accomplices and the lowest
number of first offenders. Next to, burglary, the forger has the
hiéhest)rate of ‘recidivism. oo , )

Larceny ties with forgery for the highest number of prior arrests.
‘Larceny is high, along with burglary, in repetition of the same crime.

Larceny of motor vehicles involves the youngest and the greatest
- percentage of first offénders, the most unemployed, and the least «
~———— _likely to admit their crime was committed for personal gain. Jacks
: believes this group is” the most' likely -to-gain the greatest benafit. .
from parolé supervision. : T




51. Andrew, A. ‘“Social factors affecting recidivism," Canadian Journgl of
~ Corrections, 1966, 8(3), 167-172, ' '

L

Problem . A

To attempt to devise a method to predict successful parole.-

o Subjects

Thé recidivism rate of 156 Canadian prisoners was examined fol-"' .
lowing 18-28 months of ‘freedom.

w

Scope g ' o » )
Recidivists and non-recidivists were compared on the basis of the
objective data obtained from their prison personnel records.

Results aitd Conclusions. ’ {

Of the sdmple, 60.2% were recidivists. No significant differences
were found between recidivists and non-recidivists . for age, ‘ethnic
origin, education' or religton, The type of offense was not measured. .
No ‘significance was found for institution, type of service, occupa-
tion, number of previous conviction$, or marital status. -
Figure 3 illustrates a prediction table using marriage, number of

preuious—eenvictions, and job skills.

' .o r T . ~N N N . - ‘-
— _ - Relationship of
R 2 Prediction - * prediction score .
i o Scale . » " to success rates
' of sample
Many 7 Few . . o Percentage o '
Convictions Convictions Score . of Sutcess
—— . . n
Married . 0 4.5 - 7 -8.5 84.4% -
. Unmarried 0 0o . Data not given ’
Skilled = 4 4 4 . 39.4%
. Unskilled * 2. 2.5 2.5 - ... 23,0%
e A - — '
) FIGURE 3.- PAROLE PREDICTION TABLE - . { -
v — . L) B - ) . \ -’

N

N AY

The author believes it is very important for a man to percei‘gkhis .
skill as being marketable. Andrews believes stress of corrections o
should be on helping the individual deyelap the ability to_form mean

. ingful interpersonal relationships.'_He'Wbui like \to see,greater use
of parole, smaller institutisng, dnd half-wap\houses

. \
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Hall, Reis H., Milazzq, Mildred, and Posner, Judy. A Descriptive and
Comparative Study of Recidivism in Pre-Release Guidance Center
Raleases, Washingtqn, D.C.} U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau
of Prisons, (n.d., probably-1965). * T

Problem e -

3 < .

To study the post-release adjustment of inmates released from
pre-release guidance centers in Detroit, Chicago, Los Angeles, and
New York during FY 1964, I )

] Subjects - . K ' " '
W Inuates (285) released from prerreleaé; guidance centers.
Scope | .
Afrer :/follow—up period of two years, the results of a sample
:£u§§? men were compared with the results of a 1961 base expectancy

Results and Conclusions i ' ~

of the§285 inmates, 153 were termed as "successes," 98 as "fail—
ures,” and 54 as "in-program failutes." Eliminating "in-program fail-"
ures," 57.6% of the remaining 231 were "successes" and 42.47% were
"failures." . R

A significant decrease in recidivism has been demopstrated for,
selective groups who succeésfully participated in the #Qe-release
guidance center program. - . .

’ . Jo

West, D.J., andaBearcroft, J.S. "Psychiatric morbidity and prognosis
in criminals," International Journal of Social Psychiatry,, .
1961 62, 8(1), '45-50. . . i

’
\
. d ~

.

Problem ’

>

To discover whether particular psychiatric features on diagnoses
are. associated with the likelihood of reconviction.

\ -
Subjects . . _ C
Referrals (155) by courts for psychiatric reports.
il y 4 " -7 v.
- . 77
L] o -' ‘
@ . ) . — »




e

Scope - —
*The cases (155) were divided into three groups: exhibitionists,
homosexuals, and property offenders, according to the .nature of the
. current convict#n leading to their examination. Information was
sought which would test the following hypotheses concerning offenders
referred to psychiatric clinics:

\ 1. Offenders with past or present psychiatric abnormality
have an increased 1ikelihood of reconviction"—

L]

2, Offendqrs attending clinics for treatment have a decreased
likelihood of reconviction.

Results and Conclusions
The results are consistent with the first hypothesis. .Those with
a history of psychiatric abnormality in themselves or their families
have a somewhat increased tendency towards reconviction, but this is
\ of limited significance in the prognosis of criminality.. Attendance

at the clinics is not shown to reduce the likelihood of reconviction.
/J -

3 g . o .
54. Gough, H.G., Wenk, E.A.’, and Rogynko, V.V. "Parole outcomes as pre-
dicted from the CPI, the I, and a base expectancy table,".

‘Journal of Abnormal Psychology, 1965, 70, 432-441. ©e .
[ ' h . M
Problem . Ll s )
To investigate the predictive effectiveness of three of the most -

common parole predition devices on the same popiiation.

Subiects
5 _The initial sample included 183 violators and. 26} non—violators, =
- while the cross—validation sanfle included 130 violators and 165 non-
violators. . . .. LT
Scepe | ) ‘ . : . . *

Successful parole was defined as, two years minimum without: vio- .
lation or new offense. Multiple-regression analysis was utilized for
dll possible combinations of the CPI, MMPI, and the California Youth
Authority Base Expectancy Index (BE).

& ;!1 N ” ’ . . ’
Results and Conclﬂsiohs ) - _
"- PN Ay

The significant dgfferences between violators and non-violators

Aare listed below: X




[N

Initial . Cross-

Sample Validation
BE Index .01 . .or
CPI So Scale (socialization) .01 ‘.01 : ‘
Sc Scale (self-control) .01 : .05 !
MMPI +. 2K (hypomania) .05 .05

The "chance' prediction (that 1s, saying all will succeed) is
56%. By setting cutting scores of 49 and below on. the MMBI, 48 and
bélow on the CPI, and 35 and below on the BE Index, the percentages
of "hits" were as follows:

/ ’ ~ . ( .
BE alone, 59%, ' - ’ ' 0
~" BE plus CPI, 63% ' . .
BE plus MMPI, 60% . ) .
BE plus CPI plus MMPI, 63% .
CPI alone, 60% . o ‘
MMPI alone, 55% - )
CPI plus MMPI, 60% ;
. - - v . : *
The best combination might be: BE Index, the socialization, self-
control, and community scales of the CPI with positive weightings,
and the social presenck scale of the CPI with a negative weighting.

To gain insight into the type of person high and low scorers ’
might be, 100 -'men were studied for six days by 10.observers; after v
which the observers completed the Gough Adjective CheckIist. The
successful parolee is conscientious, moderate, not flamBoyant, and

perhaps, unduly subdued. The law scorer is narcissistic, restless, 7.
undercontrolled; tod sure of himself, and quick to take offense. The
. authors conclude that the past, and the capacity to adapt to a deter-
mined and strictly regulated environment, seem to have the most impor-
tance id successful parole. ’ ) ,
»~ . - . ! .
. ., / . . ‘
55. Ali Badr-El-Din "Factors Determining Success or Failure of Parole )
- ‘4n 'Six Major Studies," in Comparative Study of Two Types of b
) Parole Violators, Columbus: Ohio State University, 1958.
o ) ' . ° 14
; Problem - ) . R .
To compare the significant findings of six major parole predic-
tion studies. . ' !' :
. ubjects - o . —
' 7 ' ‘o . [
Parolees from Minnesota, Massachusetts, Alabama, and Illinois. ‘ w
v . '\ ! 1 . ., N '
\ i »
Q . 3 ‘79

ERIC . - Cov | o




U N /
Scope - ) ’ ’ \\

‘Burgess' 1928 study of Illinois parolees, Vold's 1931 study of .
Minnesota parolees, the 1939 Attorney General's survey of release
procedutes, the Gluecks' 1943 study of Massachusetts parolees,

Graham's 1946 study of Alabama parolees, and Ohlin's 1951 study of
,Illinois parolees were compared,

. &
.Results and‘Conclusions

The type of offense was-'a significant factor in five of the six
’ studies. :

. Four of the six studies found the following items significant‘
community of offense, previous criminal record, marital status on
parole, previous work record, and conduct record in prison,

: &
“ Three of the six studies found these factors significant‘ number
) of assoclates, nature of sentence, length of sentence, parental and
. home status, criminal type, and social type.

Y

In the six studies, 94,1items were assessed and it appeared that
" 50 of these were at least at one time found significant in predicting
suceess from failure in parole.

* - .
- & °
. L] M

-\
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? - . . For persons unfamiliar with .Army Correctiona, a Flow-Chart of the

N " legal prdcesa is incluged here._ ' .
3™ N FLOW.PROCESS: OF LEGAL ACTION IN THE U.5. ARMY ®aq
R . - :' \\? ) ' .l .'- ; L . N ,“ )
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FORT KNOX STO CKADE ) )

~ e

2.

Aver'ag‘e 'Age:

.’

20.4.

Prisoner Prdfile March 1971 ’ . ,' "

e ot

Education Level:

11.0

‘High School Graduate:

" Attended College: (2%

" us

Cor

'l
RA:‘

- %8%

. Ot:her.

.

) . _‘ Compléiea.Coliege: 0%

Yo

62% =~ - -.C

. 'Offen'se_'g.WOL: 8

Financial:
Domestic
Medical
Adjustment’

I

.

I'e

5%° ¢

Reasons for AWOL:

117,
327"

« 8%
467
3%

I\m or more offenses.

21.02 - .

-~ .. . .-

Reconf ined

Single’
Married
Pivozced

. >’
+Broken Home:

Good Dut:y Time :

53%

Marital Status:. - °

%6%
50%
s

422

¥

ssx - ) j " )

N .

10 months -+ . - / l. L .

s

&
"/J

N . . > T .
N - R : . .
. - .
‘ . v N as
. . . N .

' Drugs:

'34%

N . . .
N
-
.

The re
-, of any' stockade.

o I}:ta obtained by

. ‘,
. S
R A L«
W \J
S "
. . N
. FRAEN .
- 84 [ I,
- N ]
. I *
" ] ) \J
v . .
.o, .
. A
LI} ., favy,
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ndomly sampling 100 files in Match e L
ults ‘are a compga

ite profﬁ:e thought: to be fairly reeentﬁtive
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) © . ’ . . ’ ‘ .
Dath bbtained by randomly sampiing 108 files {n October 1971.

. . ot |
N . ] !
i ’ - ) . . :
. . L] v . N !
4 ’ .\ ! ) ’ ¥ ~ .
» - " . whoe v . A I
‘) ’ ’ ) . * ., ( -
FORT KNOX STOCKADE . T
L . ) . Prisoner Préfile, Dctober 1971 : T .
. ) - » , .0 - . ' i ) < ’ . )
. Education Level: 10th Giadé o, T |
| High School: -11% CoT L
b { ' . N . '
Attended College: 1% -~ - ' ) ..
» . - , . - . -,
Completed College; (" _ — — el ——
' i ‘ . ] :
RA: 58% < s ’ . 1. e -
) . ‘ : ) . ~
psi sz - . o
AWOL: 917 - .- L - ’ : N
_Reasons er AW’O"L; SRR \ -
Fipdncidl- 397, - . - . o '
Domestic 32% " :
o - Medicxl 1% ‘ # A
Ad_j;dst:mentA . 22% ¥
- 'Rec).divis ts: 41% * O
Reconfined: 67% - x
Good Duty Time: 6 months o "
T Marital Status: . * ..
§ingle 497 . . Coe 1
Married . 42% ’ * : F\S/ :
Divorced -+ 9% ' . -
Broken Home: 34% .
. T " . ! . °
Drugs: 39% V¥ o
1 . . -~ - . \ ] . .
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57. Patterson, MAJ J., and Bailey, LTC R, From a Briefing'on Correctional -
Training Facility, Fort Riley, Kansas, (date and place of

briefiqg unknovn) . )

. Problem 3 .

To discuss the Correctional Training Facility (CTF) at Fort
Riley,.Kansas1

w

' ) o - "_ A ‘\\ .

A -

Discussion

The objective of the CTF is to correct deviaft behavior and

return soldiers to duty wi . improved attitudes and motivation. .
- - ———Every ‘year, -9,000 soldiers are processed through thé&TIF. It 15““‘—"“§;dw
' classified as a Class II activity and its guidelines can be found in 8
AR 109-19. CTF mission tasks iaclude: A N A
LY ﬁ:' .‘“ .

1. Intensive training

2. Close custddial supervision (CTF is ‘a minimum_
physical restraint facility)

3: Correctional trainingf

. ' 4. Removing soldiers from the CTF program P Cat
Trainiﬂg. > ’ ' . ) .

. L 4 0 - bl -
1. Military-consumes about 2/3 of total -time ‘spent at CTR
2.. Motivational-consumes about 1/3 of totaf time spent at CTF

- . ,--,.

[PEENEEY )
)‘.

R L . Proﬁile of the Typical CTF Trainee.
"Jgr?)ﬁf“" 1’ Tweﬁty~one years -of age ‘ T . o
.. :;hﬁafnJ': Q ’lOth Brade education '’ <
. ”,:;~:gﬂ 73? Gaucasian, 2&% ‘Black: . - .
R R Tt ‘ﬁ; 2 42% Cope from broket: Homes™* . -

- -

-'“{?.‘"ﬂ ID Sﬁ.ane Vietnam veteraas ‘;.
-6, 62% drelmen who enlisted*in t:he Army (RA); 387% are -
f * drafrees. (US) ™, .o Cas y "

e 7. 20:5% ate from ProJEcE. j0o; 000: | - )
RPTERRN -e._ 15,4 non-.BCT 25%~B<i:1‘,_l¢7z M0$/AIT qualified

. o' " "“\»* "4‘." ““ et Q} . x
SRR 5eLectipn Criteria for'CTF Traineesky oo -
.: .\‘A : N " \A 3." "'. “:'L‘.-. " PR . o':"..-‘.':? y
. Lo, Physic&ll.y fie \“\ R ECIE
L, 2. Free frbm ch&racter disorder: :_‘ "\' e -
. 3., quenty days‘to garpn.their sentence orﬂfutty days if P -
*- . they are-BCI: ‘qualified ~i.. . FIEOEIN
. ': 4. Myst not have an approved administrative discharge .
' ' N \‘ *"'. e s . LS . "
. N ’ \\\ - .-“ . K - v : . Av

.
" . .
‘ B . ~ N . . . .
.
e R . . .
. " N . .




. Those' Who Cannot Be Selected: - & T,

1. Persons with a Bad Conduct or Dishonorablé given
, . to them at their court martial , :
2. Those in pre-trial confinement '
”‘Sei\zhose with a psychotic condition or another
serious character disorder

CIF gets shipments of new soldiers. every Monday andvTuesday
’ 3
a, Usually gets about 350 per weekR from forts~all over the U.S.
b. *Gets about 150 from the rest of the'world
t. )’ .1

. *

The ﬁacility is organized into correctional units. These units are

‘¢ommanded by Infantry and MP officers; Eagh team has a CPT and threes ¢

or four EM. These enlisted people are uSually higher ranking,NCO g’ ':::«
such as E-6's and E-7's. This cadre team is in close contact with . o™
the trainees seven days a week and twenty- ~four hours’a-day. This C
team meets yith the new trainees at reception‘ time and attempts to, \; o
identify individual, probléms. It works closely with the JAG offiCEy*‘l &, -
¢haplain's office and the social worker. . o ST R %Ef
Training Aspects of tHe~Mission:, ' Cro. . .
. - 1. 'Motivational - emphasis on . . A "(ﬂg ) Yy ‘e .
a. moral responsibility .+ 4 ' : L o
T, - b. personal ffairses - . L 'L”' b
PO (1) _social adjustment . _ ) .
*(2) drugs T “. ,
-t . (3) money management . .
. "&. military adjustment _ . .
(1) pay . SR S
S . (2)" allofments ‘ : ‘ e T L,
(3) types' of discharges . - LN 7/ <
~ . (4) dfill and ceremonies , ' :
* d.. educatjon and learning ' S ‘.
Lt (1) oral communication X ’ ) - "'C? R .
‘ (2) education - : : .
" (3) economics - . . < T-
.« (. . (4, geography - o - S -
g . (5) princ:2’2s of learnifig - : : T
Militgyﬁraining/ d Retraining: 4 " v,
o 1. Weapons instruction * ¢
2. Physiggl training . \ .
3: Tactfcal training :
CTF lasts'nine weeks: First week, In-Processing, Second weegk; *Third .
week, Motivatiopal Training, Fourth'week; -All eight weeks Military
Training. Trainees af, CIF get their duty assignments from CONARC : ‘
when they graduate from CTF. S L . -
: ' . : 87
- ‘! *
i 5 v

" ete




) " . . .
“Research and Evaluation Division: '

1.’ Conducts studies approved by DA in office of DesPer

2. __Have published an AWOL Handbook for all .commanders

3. Did follow-up study on.CTF after its first 22 noézhs
of operation and found: :
. 7,
a. 847 completed the program
b. 47% wege returned to active duty 2.

e c. 10% were givem Honorable Discharges
ST d. Total of 57% considered rehabilitated by CTF staff

~

Professional Services Division:

5,0 08 dokia vorkers -
.« 25 Chaplains I T .
A 30 . begal: Branch
2 ' T
. ol Seventh Step Program. . .
' Catel

‘l ‘Motto - "Think Realistically" )
R 2 Condtic ted by three’ ex-convicts X ' .
s 3. SmalI_gropp cgunseling and individual counseling (when

ot _.rteed for -'such is identified) . . ) ‘
e A Works closely with the gedre of‘the correctional ynits and, .
LaGA _Hu» giVeE tﬂgh-feedback on partioulars of certain trainees ! '

No alcohalies ‘at CTF, ther are poténtial alcoholics at CTF Before .

19713 92 of the trainees were there for' AWOL. Since 1971, 'the regu- v/
. lations have beén ‘changad and those with offenses 'such as disrespect .

to an officer and assault and battefy are admitted. .

v -1 . WY

Time at CIF ‘counts as bad time ‘for the tratnee. -

PE R "
' b -
-

. Irustée System at CTF:

’

’

. -~ - w, ‘

) . Those soldiers who are sent to CTF as trainees but who pre—-~ R

_ ="'~ vigusly were high ranking NCO's (E-6 s, 7's) are often put in charge .
. of oth%;rtrainees. . R s - R

. .

AWOL s now constitute 60% of CTF trainees. . . A S
¥, . ‘
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58, Sho%Paker, Wayne B. '"Prediction of Delinquent Behavior Among Army

Basic Trainees," unpublished Master s Thesis, Murray, Kentucky:
 Murray State University, 1972.

Problem a

-

To identify Army basic tgainees who will perform delinquent acts
or becomeé AWOL, : ”

Subjects ’ ! . s .

. Trainées (1,195) in their first week of basie combat training.

Scape” T - - : : - , T -
. Administered the Navy Delinquept, Potential (DP) Scale, the Quay- .
Peterson Personal Opinion Survey and the Minnesota Multiphasic Per- lf.

" sonality Inventory Delinquency (De) Subscale at the beginning of the
soldiers' career and obtained follow-ups in fheir behavior ten weeks
‘later. Chi square’ and Kolmogorov-Smirnov analyses were conducted to
compare the delinquent and non~delinquent’ scotes., Multiple discri-
minant function analysis was conducted on a matched group of 68 J/

. delinqhents and 67 non—delinquents. 4
“Results. and Conclusions .
. : N .
N Forty—nine trainees went AWOL and twenty-tWo committed delin- T e
* - quent acts. , * ) L . T
¢ S - oy . ' ~‘-"s - e - %,
. Delinquent behavior was found to be subsequentily re ated to mari— N
v tal status of parents of trainees when young and- parenta discipline( ;'ﬁk
_» Delinquents were subsequently younger, less educated, a!id scored %, <7 L
lOWer on the Army General Classification Test. f N LR SN
o % A
A trainee who had a brother in the service was more«likelynto 2T
‘commit a delinquent\act than one who did, not. f e e IONEN
' \ - * oy 3 ‘b..g
Trainees who decided in advance to go AWOL admitted*so on the ’} o
questionnaire. 1. B "o

. The Navy DP scale discriminated s icantly between delinquenteg_z .
dnd nondelinquents.* " . .
. 1

Combining the variables resulted Jn. a. screening device ‘that v '

would correctly identify 79% of the AWOLfs and 77% of the non- .
delinquents. Lot R - a
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;?. Berbiglia, James C. The AWOL Syndrome, Los Angeles Psychological

.Publications, Inc. s 1971

4

.

Problem

]

-

To préﬁict those soldiers who will go AWOL in their present
situation, . .

\ Scope

The Taylor-Johnson Temperament Analyses (T-JTA) was administered
. to a stockade population, to two companies and to a battalion. Those
» ) individuals who obtained a certain test profile were then couaseled

‘_.. Results and Conclusions

o, A Stockade Sample:
. Chaplain Berbiglia was involved in counseling stockade,
-e prisoners. In using the T-JTA he noticed AWOL's exhibited a trait
“pattern. This involved Scoring on a form on 'the following six traits '
. : Highly nervous (70+/} \
¢ Highly depressive»(80+/) - SR
T Not quiet (20<%)°. - . _ . . e
.« Not inhibited (20—/)' . R R
. Highly hostile (80+%) Y
o Not impulsive (20-%) . .

~y

B. Pilot)study:aA e ) ) )
. . ¥ IR e

The T- -JTA was administered to approximately 800 men process- e -
ing into an artillery battalion. The first 20 men to score within' the
framework of the AWOL gyndrome admitted to:  argon, serions.prebIems ;
and considering AWOL. By administering the ~I-JTA dpd by providing

counseling ig an atmosphere .of acceptance to the potential AWOL's the

AWOL rate drgpped to 0 in four, months and repeaters were reducéd from .

50% to less fthan 5%, . RN RN (e p 0
’ . ..ao. -’:'."" i . . \ v ’ ¥ '
C. Cdmpany-Si:Ee “Experimen't‘: et . ' T e
v . ﬂﬁ . . o,
A . : B S
. = Two companies werernested .The’ cdmpany commander of one.

'company was infotrmed.of wh}ch men re lected the -AWOL syndrome and the
men were counseled. The company ‘commander 6f tle other company was .
asked to matk ‘which ?qw: he believed would go. AWOL but was not told of ' "l
anyone's.T-JTA scofﬁs o Twenty«seven men -were identified: in the experi-
mental company and seventeen men were identified in tﬁe contrbl company.

Thé contrql company epmmandexn picked 28 potential AWOL s, only thrﬁe ~:\"
of which were also picked by‘the T—JTAa ' R g . L
- . "ﬁ‘ . ': ‘4 .‘. v l- ’." ¢ . ‘n- ., N N . ”
9 . R (VS L < ' .
' L ,"" .- ] ' v i
- ‘ . " . . < Lo h . b
® ‘:A ° , 0‘ s -
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\ . }\‘ - .
’ N\ = \.'
After three weeks the experiment whg canseNe because r:-wa A
felt that the contact deserved couns Howevk¥, no one we ;
after passing'the -F=3%A. e of the E

AWOL's went AWOL

-

. D. Battallon-Size Experlment: N

: - . AN ‘ N

N . The T-JTA was administered by NCO s\ to ) ‘an
Eighty-nine scored 1n the AWOL syn¥rom orty-thr
of these said they were AWOL possibilat . liyg was

provided in one pof the “four battalions tested. ° X n\had’ an

60. Blume, Robent M. Respcnst*to\}ncarceratlon stnal R

DADAL7- -9329,_U S. Army Med1 Regearch and Developm

New YorR: Teachers College, Columby Unlverslcy July 1
o ~ \\ .

-

Problem 2 . . < . o
. ; SRR Y . : o : .
To &nalyze the relationship between background data, attitude
toward the Army, rehabllltat;on ‘degree of social interaction, and 4 ,
post release performance. . & e
. ‘ K ~ ' ® .
S o N ’ . A \ >
 Scope . .| : . v . v ! \ T

" Military inmates were followed from their in

bilitation to 60- days after return- to duty Bgt
- ~ Yas taken® {¥om military recprds; attitudes from & 3l~item questidnnaire;
nd measures of social 1interactign were obfained- from the last’ three.

. uestions of the att1tude questfbonnaire. er analyc1cal—;ecbniq e, was
' not gjven. i

ial stage of reha-
round information

E
. Results and -Conclusions

-

Statistlcal analysis waf not given- X =
- F " . ‘ W l
: . Few soldiers wathout a mylitary occupation) specialt

- successfully restored. , Non-whites succeeded at a higlter
whites Those with less than a high séhool education were\mpre often -

more often correlated with poor adJustment than previous civ

) victions  There was a positive relationship between -attitude'toward ° ? “ .
the Army and performance. No relationship’wds folind betwead attitude R S
oo toward rehabih!tation and performance. The Inmates with higher rates ~
et , ., of &dgial interactlon had less sﬁbsesstul {eléﬁse perfonmance N, th
' . e PERET . ] ,,m\ ’ .
o An even chance fbr’ Successful returnto duty was given (to ;hose R Lol

soldiers whor (a) acquired an MOS 1n rehdbilttation, (b) denied civi--
lian criminality, and (c) were-deemed social 4solates by the inter=~ 1;’
+ action ind .




61. Habeck, Edgar J: "Anomia and the Resocialization of the Military
Offender," doctoral dissertation, Washington, D.C.: Catholic
University of America, (n.d.).

- ) v
S Problem - . o - - N
E— ‘,z - .
> ! ‘

. To detérmine the relationship Ac‘)ﬁnomia to the socialization of
prisoners at the Army ectional ning Faeility (CTF) at Fort
Riley, Kansas. General information mentioned by Habeck included:
at any given time the stockade population 1s approximately. one-half
of one pe;?ent of the total military population. Eighty per%fnt of
the stockdde population are in for AWOL. | . :

- ————Subjectg— = = e e ——

Men (183) c?nfined to the CTF at Fort Riley, Kansas:

» \'(

Scope ' ’ "
¢ . . . . ‘ R
" Habeck ado rton's hypothesis that anomia-ieads to.deviant -
behavior; therefore, .the less the anomia, the greater the possibility
for successful resocialization. Anomia was, measured with the Srole,
Anomia Scale which has five items, each with five'possible answérs. -
Socialization was measured by a scale constructed by Lanier in
his 1968 Case Western Reserve doctoral disseptation, "Personal ’
Demoralization and the Socialization of Military Traﬂnees." “This
, scale has eight items, each with, four posstble answe ls.

The scales wete administered at the beginning aqd end of the
. s .eight-week CTF* program.

< &

T ] Results and Gonclusions '

s Q@ : .
/> ) The average age of the retrainees was 31. The average yéars of .

bl ¢

school attemded ‘was 10. Seventy-four percent had .not, completed high .
school, while in the Army at large, 57% are high *school’ graduates, ‘
Eighty-five percent were in Mental Groups III and IV as.measured by
the Armied Forces Qualification Test. Twenty-five percent were .married. \
Forty-eight percent had parents who were living together, while 40%

, had ot 1ived with both natural parents from birth through age 16.

’ TWenty-fonr percent were Negro, while nineéspercént of the total,Army .
is Negro. “Fifty-eight percemtwere regular Army.€nlistees. The .

. average length of time in“service was nine months. * Forty-one percent
had prior court martial offenses against them, Ninety percent were in
the CTF! fo; AWOL. : . .

g
.

AnOmia was significantly (p .01) correiated with socialization
and final disposition Socialization was significantly cof?elated With
team leader rating and final disposition while race.was pot,corre-

. . l
. , ! . Lod Yo e PR S
. ~ .
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. 7 ' ’ Q i '
lated to either. Socioeconomic status was not significantly corre- . v
lated to any of the variables. Education was significantly (p<” .05).
\ corrglated to anomia. - . )
B ~ . . v . . 14 -
o - & * . ' ~ - -
v~ 62. Larson, Emilie E., and Kristiansepr, Donald M. Prediction of Disciﬁii- )
- nary Offense Early in Army Sékvice, Report TRN No. 210, Arlington,
- Virginia: U.S. Army Behav1oqbl Scierice Research Laboratory,
April 1969..! o - . °
_Problem Y - ' ':: L 'y
To investigate the efficiency of written instruments in 5¥edicting'
1*’POEeﬂfiﬁl_ﬂniitary_UIIEHdérs____—__— . - T
S Subjects : A S ¢

.- : )
' Men (1 999) tested’ at the Army reception station were followed-upq-
after 16 weeks.of service and classified as/offeriders (6%) or non-

offenders (94%)y - . ° p ‘
’.Scoge /= > ‘ f

; Three measures drawn*from the Personal Opinién Study (University .
of ‘Illinois); -which is a personality questionnafre, and an Overall )
~ Acceptability Measure, develeped as a disciplinary record predictor at
this organization- in 1958, were used.” Phi gr point biSerial coeffi-
cients of' the egperimental predictors. were computed )
. ) v -
Results and Conclusions' . o~

-

The 0vera11 Acceptability Measure, which deals with backéround
information was the most effective’instrument in 1dentifying potential
offenders. When a cutting score was set which identifiéd six percent

" of all tested men as potential offetiders, sixteen percent of the actual
potential offenders wetre identified,.and eighty-four percent of the six
pertent were ngn-offenders labelled :as potential offenders. Multiple
correlation. coefficients for all of the predictor variables were judged

tao iow Lo be of any use. _ , T

i YA subsample of 429 Armed Forces Qualification Test Category IV
men who had not graduated from high' school was derived from the total . S
sample’ gnd the predictor variables were still judged as no more useful ‘
than Y%n the total sample. g P - -

Due to the heavy cost in terms of faise poéitives, it is concluded

tlat efforts to predict military effectiveness on the basis of an .
individual s chafacteristics on entry inte military service should be

’ discouraged, . . . st

Y ., & Yy - . . - . . Jﬁ‘
’ Y 93
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63, Roff, Merrill F. The Service-Related Experience'of Juvenile Delin-
— Quents. VI: The Predictiye Value of Education in a Second
. Delinquent Sample and in a Normal Control Group, Report No. 69-8,
Minneapolis: 1Institute Of‘Shlld Development, University of
" Minnesota, April 1969. ‘ '

’

.
. . N

Problem . .
=1o°_°m o ' .

To determg?e the relationship between educational level and out-
come in servicé * .

Subjects® . ) - ‘9

- Men (367;\bich .2 history of juvenile delinquency; 522 men randomly
selected from a cross section of the population from the same area;

* and 2, 564 men from a Minnesota delinquent sample.

> ‘ ¥

Scope

A Minnesota sample reported previously was used along with two )
samples which were obtained in anothet state. Tables and graphs )
represented the relation between educational level and: (a) aceeptance
or méral rejection for service, and (b) outcome in the military service;

-comparing the two new samples with each other and with the MinnesOta
deldnquent sample . ° V,)ﬂg

Results and Conc1u51ons o . .
T -~
LN

)
L
o

’

This study confirmed the- results quthe preceding report ‘which’
indicated that among dellnquents there was a consistent rise in the -
proportion of those successful in service with an increase in edu- -
cational lavel. In both statés-, high school graduation and college ,
attendance tended to override an earlier history of delipquency. The -

. s4ggestion was made that educational level could -be incorporated with
the delinquency.p cord in a way which is not formally «provided for in -
the evaluation of ndivimuals with histories of delinquency ,

s
.
™ " &
. — . « M *
J R ~

* 64, McCubbin, H.I., Tox, L. Js and Connolly, J.R,, Jr. AWOL Fagtors and
.~ v+ _Traimees' Evaiuations Bf the CIF Program, Project No. 13-70, .
Fort Riley, Kansa§ U.S. Army Gorrectional . Trainingiﬁacility, h

e

. . 4 L.
L 19691 . - . .
4 t . b sy v )
. . ey - ’ Yoe ot e . )
‘e * R . -~ : : » ’ N
. Problem : - o o . ) :

To abtain trainee evaluations of the Cor;ectional Trdining Facility
. (CTF).progrem and their perceptigas of®the AWQL problem. : :

\
\ Leoen

- » 3 .

.




Subjects . : : _ ] .

.
.

Ninety-seven soldiers confined to the Bth Correctional Training,
¢ Fac111ty (CTF), Fort Riley, Kansas, during November 1969

. ~ N

Scope . - ‘3 . . ’ .
" To gather information regarding their reasons for and against )
their offenses” their perceptions of the CTF program"kheir expec- , - -
tatdons regarding discharge, and thelr evaluations of CTK_as,compared
to their experience in the stockade; quéstionnaires were administeéred i
to trainees leaving the facility. , . ‘ .
& ’ : ‘ v - '

Results and Conclusions ' ' ‘ C.

. .
a

»' The authors recommend that: (1) consequences of military delin-
quency continue to be emphasized to the trainees (they must realize
that AWOL is only a temporary relief:from a bad situation and is _ ..~
ultimately,a poor choice); (2) carefully selected types of offenders - (3
be allowed to enter the CIF program (individuais with poor restora- ] :
tive potential can have a negative-efféct on the others); and (3) '

individuals should be taught to respond to stress 1in g rational ' T
manner.

. . Q ¢ »
o The trainees 1nd1cated a positive evaluaEiOn of the total CTF :
program; they felt CTF was helpful to them in returning to the A;my L
and to civilianflife. RS ) . ’

s

‘e . . ~
A .

. . . . . : \ .

-0 . . - g

65, Kristiansen, Donald M., Larsom, Emilie F., and Fuchs, Edmund F. .
* Development of a Background and Opinion Questionnaire for

. Predicting Military Delinquencty, Research Memorandum No. 67- i,

* Arlingtom, Virginia: U.S. Army Behavioral Science Research . .
AR Laboratory, Qctqper 1967 - Y. Lo T
LI . A . . . 4
Problem e T oo, - ' - cee . - ﬁ ..
-ﬁ'— “y . . * e .
. ‘ To develop a paper—andeencil questionnaire to identify potential ) '
' disciplinary risks _ ) . e -
. » ., P N v i ‘
» [ . . -
o Subjects - 0 L . T T
. o . . - N v .
“ff " The Background and Opinion Questionnaire (BOQ) was administered . .,
“ "to 4 000 men underg01ng indtial processing in March 1967, « . . '
. ‘& » . © -. " »
:«‘ S e CQ .e [N - « ” * ' ) : ) : '. * ’r ) "“ n : ’
S e N - ' - & M . v

, ~L:’* Four sets of scored items and 18 fi11d% items were decided on -
.. a@s haying, the greatest potential. They includpd:
LY 4 . .

A

. . . . +




. K * e . .:
N .

. - 1 Bac&gfouna and opinion (22 items) from Personal History
' Form OA-1 (of BESRL); multiple choice item¢.phrased in the third
person-, - . . R
- ¥ ' -

’2. Personal opinion study (from any and Peterson).

R [ \ [N

‘ T " a. Psychopathic-delinquency (45 items) .
. "'b. Neurotic,delinquency (30 items) e
ey < ¢, - Sub=tultural delinquency (25 iteps)
Q - . * N ) " ’ . .
. 3. Unscored fillér iteﬁgfk18) bad to be inéjrted bgcause of
. , the use of, the Digitek answer sheets. ' :
_Results and Conctusions . & . -
- [ v ] r
No results'are'éfVens : T Lo

N ,'-
66. Datel, W.E. "Sodlalization, scale horms on military samples," Military

Medicine, 1962,¢127, 740-744, R - ) .
r ) L . '" R : »
'Erobi;m : ,

‘- ‘ . ;T

. To give militéfy norms for the Socialization (So) scale of the
,-Caiﬁfornia Psychological Inventory (CPI) between' January and July
.1961¢ . - . w '

7 v, )

Subjects ' S ¢ . ( " '
.The Sample included fivé‘groups‘Qf subjects: (1) 261 RFA Army
. . Reserve Inductees, mean age 21.2 years, range 17-26; (2) 277 RA regu-
. - lar Army enlisted inductees, average age 19.9 years, range 17-26;
. . (3) 244 US draftee inductees, average age 21.3 years, range 17-26; ’
< "(4) 303 SP stockadé prisoners, average age 20.2_years, range 17-26; and
(5) 40 SP stockade prisoners, average age 33.3 years, range 27-49, -
A“ '! ) " - ' N ‘
Scope . . : . s ¢
"% -, The puréose of the test Qas not'given to the subjegﬁ?. Tt was'
‘ administered with the regular Army battery to inductees and.dering B
’ . the initial processing period to stockade prisoners. The subjects s
had td give ‘their names and other identifying information. .

- - - . -~

« . - . . v 7 . PENCIN
Rééults,and Conclusions \ , - Ce e
'R A. ‘

; '3 All results'c6rre3ponded veny well with the standardization .,
v qormd and with a similar study done in 1952 at Fort Ord which

ylelded a Gaugh Standardizatio@'rbis+.73. The present §tu@¥ &}elded
) o P Lo

vy . 8 R .
“oe ™ . N ﬁ T PR
- . .
& M .
.

[ ' . : - . . ' & t




s
p ‘e ,.
. 1]
I'hig™.77 (reached by calling the irductee group 'se®cialized" and the
. stockade group "less sgtialized"). The author suggestd using a cutting
score of 23 which would one percent of the re:ruits, yet filter out vy

334 of future stockade ?;;\oners. ~

- S ——

L

67. Garetz, F.A. "A follow-up study of first time military of fender o
X \Mllitary Medicine, 1961, 126, 842- 84& -

-

. L4

. (- .

To- chech the subsequent.adjustment of men given psychiatric
. screeningyat Fort SilX after thelr first court martial.
y s
v Subjects - / - N ) Lo
Sixty—four men were referred by their commanding officers, Six

months had elapsed since their first screening. Follow-up, letters

W ent out and yécords on 60 gen were returned. Due to the loss-

of records, only~37 of the 60 had the in ividual history checklist

Ain’ their records.

Problem

Scope v ,
EN - \ 4
A chedklist data sheet with 15 arbitrary indications of social,
personal, and familial instability was administered .by mental hygiene .
" consultants to men.who had received one tourt martial. . '

-
¢

_Results and €onclusions .

8 . N

, Of the 60 soldiers whose recoxrds were returned 23% had recei‘ed
discharges for unsuitability or undesirability, (unsatisf ctory UA '
group). Fifteen percent were awaiting another court maraﬁak or gene-
ral discharge (borderline BA group). Sixty-two percent had made®a

\ suitable adjustment (SA). The sample is too small for analysis, yet
some trends are apparent. On the 15-item screening Jist:

.UA group had mean scdre of 4.8 instability items
+BA group had mean score of 3.4 .
.SA group had mean score - -of 2. 2 v

No specific items differentiated. The most important trend wae
whether the indjividual verbalized a desire to stay in the service. .
The types of items igcluded in the -15~item checklist are as.

follows: *

- v .

Lo _ A




o

1.” Parental delinquency | T :
2. Parental alcoholism | ° . ‘
3 Parental divorce or s paration v .
. 4. Parental psychiatric iness ’ - ) .
' o + V5. Subject's'hggh school histqry .
. 6
7
8
9

cos

Subject's previous psydh¥atric treatment
Subject's' history of algoholism -
Subject s indebtedness 3
). Subject' i history of unugyal traffie violations '
10. Subject's marital sta'tus N " i
11. Subject's police record - . 7
v © 12, Frequent sick call . ’ . .
v 13. Previous non-judicial, punishment ’ . )
14, Poor motivation

15, Attitude toward the service

-

The results suggest the rateof administrative discharge for

release of first offenders is signifi tly higher than in the gene-

ral militaty population. This inditateqd a definite need for a screen- -
_ ing program for first offenders. The author suggests that tead of

‘ " looking for specific historical items for predicting future adjust-

* ment, the examiner might be more effective by determining if the sub-

-

ject has a past history of multiple indications of instability. o

. -

ﬁ'

A
b )

s 68.‘ Levanthal‘ AM. "Character disorders, disciplinary offenfers, and

*the MMPI," ,United States Armed Forces Medical Jougnal, 1960, '
ﬂ1(6), 660-664. . ,
v k ' “
! _Problem : i .
Froblen . ¥ . _
' To determine ‘the feasfbility of us1ng the Minnesota Multiphasic
. ~ Personlity Inventory (MMPI) as a screening test to identify character .
> disorders in men. . :
v 4‘ v [N

Subjeﬁts . ’ o ' .
[ ' . \ ] '

¢Wenty-five enlisted men awalting administrative separation;

"'30 men awaiting court martial; and 35 men who had just received a

) second Article 15. All had been tested within a three-month period.
. ' . ‘ '

)

L Scoge ’ o ,
14 .
The scores from the MMPI of all subjec%s were averaged to
. achleve a profile of three groups -of offenders ’
>, _ - .

| Results and Conclusions ' p , .
| .
i . The subjects aﬁ'id not differ significantly with relation to age
i -~ or edycation : ) \

» v Y / ,




/ 124 i .
.o All three curves assumed the form assoc1ated with psychopathig ’
personality. ‘ X ' .

S

b

Ve,

v
)

Pd was the highest score in all three groups.

A

o

Correct ranking (separation group having uﬁé haghest sbores, . *

69.

o

court martial group next highest, and Article 15 least- highest) Was
obtained on seven .of ten scales, with two of the misses (mf and s)
generally regarded as ¢he weakest scale on the test. vy aeroe
S
. Sc was elevated for -all three groups. This was not expecte& and
is being pursued in a study following this one, ) : T
J

Standard deviations allow considerable’ overlapli/f B ’
» * B . ]
Haas, A., and Kuras, E.J. "Some antecedent factors in Army prisoners,"
. American Journal of Psychiatry, 1958, 115, 143-145.

.‘Preblem J% ' .

Al

' To ascertain some background- data from pfisoners at the U.S.
Army Provost Marshal Rehabilitation Center to assist in determining

A
decisions concerning -future military disposition. '
. -Subjects " >, .

o
Men (543) incarcerated for' one to six months at the rehabilita-

tions).

Iwenty-five‘p

tion center for discap

linary reasons (usually breaking Army regula-
ercent of the total prison population were .

)

Negro.

-

Scope

=
l’

*

R

Information was obtained from the subjects personnel records

and compiled. -.

were draftees.

L 4

4.

16.2% were secoz?

last born. .

f R N, 3 -‘// \ - ‘"-
' Results and Conclusions . .
1. Number of previops civilian convictions --, 2 or more 12.5%"
-~ 1 18.07% ,
1 .
- 2. Number of previous military convictions -- 3 or more 37.2%
. ' ‘ -2 45.2%
\ - l 2?.6%
) ' 3, Of the total population 93.9% were regular Army‘ 6.07%

! .

0f the total populatiofi, 30. 8/ were first born ,or only child,

sibling, 5.5% were next to last, and 12.5% were

\ -




) LY < \
/ -
.\.\ 4 ) . ‘
. 5. Parental @gme was broken before the subject:reached the age .
. . of 15 - M “ P s
Percentage of Percentage of
> . " broken homes total
.o v ' :
i> Divorce - : 51.2 30.5 ¢ .
) Father deceased ' 23.6 13.5
Mother deceased » . 1873 10.5
. Orphanage or unknown g
., "~ parentage L& 6.3 3.2 )

- Home not disrupted e ’ . 62,3

- )
6. Ninety percent came from what a psychiatrist termed an
"inadequate" home (alccholism, inconsistency, etc.,). *

7. Subjects' fathers (19.2%) had jobs which would be expected
to be held in high esteem, and were of comparatively high income; ’
37. 9/ of the fathers wd&e "factory workers;" 30.2% of the fathers
were "other laborers."

, 8. Age: x = 20 5 years, range 16-44 years ’
i Education: = 9,7 years, range 4-18 years
9. Psychodiagnosis yielded: o ' -

—
-

character disorder; (40.1%)

- psychiatric diagnogis other than character disorders (4.0%)
no diagnosis (55.9%)

-~

70, Human Resources Research Office (HumRRO), ‘A Preliminary Investigation N
of Delinquency in the Army, Technical Report No. 5, Alexandrih
Virginia: April 1954.

v ) Prdblem‘ . A R . . ¢ s . 7 A‘l“ PR - - .’
, —_— ’, < .
R To survey.the factors that cause delinquen%y, especially AWoL,
' in the military service - ‘ ; )
' Subjects :
” * .. Y : <‘

Men (616) cqnfined to the stockade at each of six postgvin.the
First and Second Army areas, and 1,216 men in regular duty status
were'measure&. Persondl interviews were conducteldl with 299 of the
above sample.

100 SN .




S ) Ly ) ) . , <
. ’ H . / . . Lo »

Scope . . /7/ ' ' ' .. ) ‘
'\* 0'\ - Z ~
Enlisted men on egu —dyty and ¥n

stockades from six Army °
posts were givén quedtionhaires or personel interviews. The que?tion-

naire cpvered: background info tiom, ma}itary expérience, soclal
~attitudes, personality variables,' prison experiences and atticudes. °
Chi squhge,was the instrument of analysis.

. e ~ .

Results' and‘Conclusfoqs\ - v

s v 3
i

.t

. JA . ‘ 4

The delinquentk differed from the non delinquents in the follow-

ing b kgrqpnd variables: : . ’

l Delrnqueﬂks generally had less education and were'younger.
?

{ .Delinquents more often came from poorer and less socially
g advantageous background.
i

.Delinquents farents were more often absent /from the home
‘E while the subject was grow1ng.up.

;.Dellnquents-more often had unfavorable reactions to their
i fam;%ies; however, both groups indicated having tke same
"disc1pline. '

. -
*

-

4 :

. ellnquents more often s&ated they had not been in with
group of' .boys during adolescence.

..elinquentg far more often had cbmmitted civilian delin-

gency. \ ‘ °
L ‘
, The del; quents were cﬁqracterized by the following personality

~ tratts: 4 \

.
>
A\J

.Aggﬂessive be avior, e.g., quick to agger or bging un-
pleasant to people they do not like.

. - - (14 A B ¢ -y .
nEscap st tendeﬂcies, e.g., frequent ‘drunkeness, sick
calls,\job changes.* o

.

, .Lack of‘long ran&: goals,r e.g., do not save money, broke
day aftéR payday . .

2
The following Army sityations appear to be\related to delin~
quenqg¥ IR

.\ Men in transicion (1.e.: between assignments or commands) .
" were more likely to go AWOL than men in’ regular units. i
' > Lo
\ .
al ,’ ~101
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-* " AWOL behaviot. !

’ ?. o - . B
. k . . . M > . . []
A \ v ! * ' ) e
- R ; L . L ) ‘ ’ \
.Delinquents more often planned upon tntrance into the
‘. Army to make it a career - AR

‘LA conériHuting factor for some AWOL soldiers %as aQoidance-
.o qfcg@aqmny.v ® e .
i 4

N C oA majority"Pf both delinquents and non-delinquents felt that few .

~of their officers or ggncoms took any personal interest in the men.
This perceived lack of”intereést was thought to pogsibly be a contri-
butory factor to AWOL. It was found that delinquents~had a very dif-
‘ficult time in efféttively utilizing official channels, especially
the company commander, for solving family problems.’

Apparently,.delinquent and non—delinqﬁEnt ﬁen are uncritical of.
the AWOL offender. Tﬁerefore,_&here is little social prgssure against

. : .

¢

. . 0 v
71. Burkett, J.W. '"Predicting the,efficiency of problem soldiers," .
‘ United States Armed Forces Medical Journal, 1953, 4(1), 6776%.

S

¢ ’ . ~ .

. .

Problem . :-. \i&\\\)

) "I -
To determine if prediction by a division psychiatrist is of any
value in determining the future performance of "problem soldiers."

LSubjects . ) : -
\ ' : N
. Five hundred ang fifty-one questionnaires were sent out, 336

were returned. Recommendations to continue on duty had been made
up on' 273, 63 had bden recommended €SF administrative discharge.

~ \ - \'
Scope - < \

t
-

) e R 5.
A questionnaire was sent to the Unit.Commandef'gf every man seen
by the division psychiatrist between 1 February 1951 and 1 Februdry
, 1952, All'subjects had been seen at least three months prior to the

A« [ (v, questionnajre. . - . K Y PN

»

-

' e
Results and Conclus ‘ o A R

' L3

i The 273 'subjects retommended for continuance of duty received an®
average rating of 7.8. The 63 subjects recommended for administrative
discharge received an average rating of 5.4. The average score wis
about 7. - ~ - - ) /
) : - , \
Recommendation for continuance of duty.or ischarge hinged on:
) soldier's feirrent degree of efficiency, (£) past military adjust-
ment, (3) lifedong pattern of aajuqtment,w(4) degree of precipitatinj
stress, (5) poor motivation or statement of inability or udwillingness
to perform his dpt’kweré only:cpnsidered in relation to other criteria,

- . , ) ‘ ’ & )\ ‘
o2 S [tom . ~

-

&
-

[}




‘f6) Physical profile changgs and recommendations for limited duty were
not used because of the administrative problems they involved.
LI . »
-The author concludes that the division psychiatrist can be poten-
tially more accurate in predicting adjustment than a psychiatrist at a
hospital because 6f his closer relationship between the referring

physieian and the Unit Commander.
K

3

-

N

72, Aita, J.,A. "Efficiency of brief clinical interview method in predict- ‘
“Yng adjustments; a S-year follow-up study of 304 Army inductees,' '
Archives of Neurology and Psychiatry, 1949, 61, 170-176.,
‘ <

Problem

- To examine the subsequent military careers of those predicted
. either successful or those deemed questionable by a brief psychiatric
screening at the Fort Snelling induction center between January and

.Apr11‘194l. N .
Subjects N
Five hundred men from the Fort Smelling induction center. . ¢
Scope . ~ 5\
Selected 250 men for whom successful military careers had been
predicted and 250 men who were deemed questionable\\\In 1946, the _ ;
records for 304 of the 500 were obtained and examined. - '
‘ ' - P

The following categories of adjustment were established:

1. Successful soldier —- absence:of disciplinary action, \
‘minimal hospitalization, 2 or 3: NCO or Tech 4; 3+ battle stars;
'individual awards. .

2. Average adjustment -- contributed more than Army paid
for him. Minimal disciplipary gction, initial psychiatric symptoms
aftef. 2+ years; men discharged for other than psychiatric disorders
or wounds. -

3.  Failures —-- administrative discharges, psychiatric
symptoms before two years of, service, court martials, long hospitali~ .
zations, . , .
] - M . “_ '
Results and Conclusions t o : ' t

Four times asg many fallures were from the' questionable group.
, Over. twice as many successful men were from the successful grouwp. '

. . . . 103
Yy : .

»
\
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7

g .
However, from the quest Snalbe group, for every tWo men who proved‘to

be failures, there were Yhree who became successful. Almost three

times as many psychdatric casdalties came from the questionable group.
Twenty-one percent of the questionable group were failures. Five pércent

~

~—:3\-e£~the~successful group were failures. el he et -

1

73

Ve

»

[ A

) The‘author conéludes that at the induction.center only initial
screening can be effectively achieved; much more effective scregning
can beyachieved 1n the training center. utilizing commissioned and non-
commissioned officers tra1ned in the fundamentals of mental hygiene.

-
~ -

. Feldman, H ? énd Maleski, A.A.. "Factors differentiating AWOL from
: non—AWOL trainees," Journal © _g_Abnormal and Social Psychology,
1948, 43 70-77.

Problem " ' ) - . ; '_3

=== . .

. Tq predict soldiers at the Army Special Training Unit at Camp
Atterbury, Indiana, who would go AWOL early in their military career

i
LNy . R » %

Subjects By . Cen C
- " ‘
7 Fifty AWOL's who had been'.gone, f‘more than one.day for.other
. than aceidental rea s, and 50\ non-A%0L's ‘whq- had completed four to

instructiqn

’/’\

% Scope e -

o :
nnel | censultant ‘assistant !
ltant. Tunformation was .

Each soldiar was interviewed by a pe
ang later reinterviewed by a ‘personnel con
. gathered from the soldier's instructors, prokres repbrts, medical,
court and classification records. A socilal‘tyse history was alsoq
gathered by the American Red Cross. The sub}ects were then rated on
. a 185-item multiple choice and‘Yes/No item ra i scale. The Kelly

: technique was used to select items with the hi$§hst discriminatory
value (Long and Standiford 1935).

Factors kept constant in the two groups wer xygage, ‘training,
company, size of community where they had lived lonfest, rate of
 learndng ability, marital status, and religion. \\N

Results and bonclusions .

, . ’ . . *

v A 26-1tem prognostic scale was obtained. Significant\answers
for each item .carried a wéight of 1, so, there was a possible\score of
26, AWOL's averaged 7.9, with a range of 1-15. .- Non-AWOL's awveraged
1.5, with a range of 0- 5. The standard error of the difference\was

54 :

&
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. Outstandihg findings include: J . .
. 1S8ix of seven trainees under the age of 18 went AWOL .
.t _.Forty percent of the AWOL's versus eight percent of
the non~AWOL's were-"troublemakers" in school -
.Forty-eight percent of the AWOL's versus eighteen per- oy
cent of 'th non-AWO} S expressed concerns for thec
parents’' ‘health . :
.Seventy percent of the AWOL's had previous criminal
records
.Forty percent of the AWOL s versus two percent of the ’
- ‘ non-AWOL's were d;unk more than once a week

—

.Sixty-four percent of the AWOL's versus twenty percent
of the non-AWOL's stated they had more than pne sexual .
partner per week ‘
.Fifty-seven percent -of the AWOL's versus twenty—four

' percent of‘the nganWOL s stated they had unsuccessful
marriages. ) .

3 -

L

74. Plag, John A., and Goffman, Jerry M. "The armed_forces qualification
test: Its validity in predicting military effectiveness for
naval enlistees," Personnel Psychology, 1967, 20(3), 323-341.

v

' <
Problem A

To evaluate the Armed Force§ Qualification Test (AFQT) and
selected biographical variables in terms of their.usefulness im pre~
dicting military effectiveness, -

-

Sub[éct\& _‘ B ‘ . ' ' . . l [

% ’ ) - ‘
: The validation study included 1,633 sailors and the cross-vali-.
.dation study numbered l,6}fk

- - v
L4

A

! - Sco PN 3 - )
’ g % ~

The predictor variables‘%sed were 13 personal histoxy characte- .
ristics' and the AFQT scores obtained upon entrance into. the service.
There were five interim measyre3° four were gatnered after two yearsw—— .-
- t These included: officers' rating of adjustment, disciplinary or com- ) -
mendatory record, pay.grade achieved, and average semi-annual marks. !
The fifth was obtained after four years, based on whether the sailor
was recommended for reenlistment. Correlations were computed hetween
the variables, and linear regression analyses were used to obtain the
best Yiifable cambinations for prediction.

LY

pr—— ~
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Results and Conclusions ' L .

The AFQT was significantly rélated to all five criterion measures,
o but was-the best predictdr for only one -- pay grade achieved Educa-
o tional achievetent was the best overall predictor, - ‘ ) 8

V_‘—.. -
 J -
. Thersfollowing predictors were found to be significant (all at the
, 001 %gégl) for predicting disciplinary records:
]

.Education
.Expulsion from ‘school
«Family stability
- . +Race
o Active_duty obligation
A - .
In terms of four year effectiveness (recommended for reenlistment),
the following predictors were significant (all at the .00l level):

- '\L . ) »
' «Education
.Expulsion from #chool ' ~
Family stability o o A ’
, AFQT . -
I;-‘\\.. . "

75. Gunderson, E.K:E., and Kapfei, E.L. "The predictability of clinicians’
.evaluationg -from biographical data," Journal of Clinical Psychology,
1966, 22(2)’,144-150. ‘

: ' SR -
Problem - RSN -
) -:.: - M
To explore the reiééionghips between biographical information. input
‘ and clinical evaluations oh;pﬁt in an assessment program designed to

select men for unusual and potentially hazardous assignments,

Subjects

Fourteen experienced clinicians who served as examiners for the

~ N 4 A

-
*

. - P
U.S. Antarctic Research Program and in ‘this capacity evaluated naval
. and civilian candidates for Antarctic scientific exﬁed%tionsﬂ .
M > " ) “ \ ~
L Scope . . .o ; )
. . - Two profesgional groups, psychologists and psychiétrigts, and
two examinding methods, Rorschqgh and interview, were compared with
respect to the relationships between bfographgcal questionnaire data
and clinical evaluation scores. . -
‘ .
Results and Conclusions L ' _ AR

* Consistency among individual-clinicians in their apparent utili-

\

zation of 33 items of biographical information was revealed by the
. . 2
» 106" = . .

) ‘ '
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v multiple regresgign technique. Rank or experienCe consistently con—

tributed to prediction of the clinicians evaiuations. ‘

' . . - C‘ ’ ’ ~ ‘
. o S
76, Arthuyy, R.f., Gundersdn, E.K.E., and Richardson, J.W. '"The Cornell . g
L Medical Index as a'mental healt survey instrument in the naval s
population," Military Medicine; 1966, 131(7), 605-610. L .
) » ' ‘ 14 L4
' Problem | Lo o -
T \

To evaluate the effectiyeness of the Cornell Medical Index (CMI)

in discriminating between healthy and maladjusted groups within the- .,
" naval population. )

- -
-

i

Subjects : N ¢ ~ ,’ ! .

- . >q

Psychiatric pati&zts (294) and‘control ‘subjects (148yﬂ::\\ ' .
: Scope | ] . . )
- . ) - N 7
The CMI was adminigtered to a previously diagnosed sample. , '
Results and Comclusions - N t . -
(
> The ‘results indicated that the CMI has. substantial validity ag an

indicator of emotional ill-health apong Navy perspnnel and supported
its value as anpsychiatric screening device and an epidemiologigal T
tool, an additional finding was that CMI scores significantly fre-® .

dict ayftrition from an extremely rigorous training program. A further
K’;Btudy of demographic and»situational factors that may affect CMI scdres
is necessary. R .
77. 'kﬁappr Robert R. "Value and personality differences between offenders -
and nonoffenders," Journal of Applied Psychology, 1964 48(1),
59 -62. . .
' >
* Problem °. - -

4 s < -
To test the significance of differences between values held by
thode ‘naval personnel with a record of disciplinary offenses and those
« with no record. ot . oot
v N . o v

Subjects . o L : '

—

L]

. Thirty-six offenders ahd 46 nonoffenders., Descriptive. data c
cerning the total sample includes: mean age, 19.9 years, range X/-
25; average equcational level, 9.5 g}érs, range 7-11 years; avetage

3 ©
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, . , h

General ClassificationyTest UGCT) scares, 44.7, range 30-58; and
-average length of service,'32§l months, range 7-74 months. '

- v e e— oy

v
hd .

Scope N \ : ' ‘ I
\ . ~J
. The instriments tus®d to obtain a measuremdnt were the Californla
Psychological Inventory (CPI), Sogializati®n (So)#scale and the DF
Opinlon Survey (Survey of Inteﬁpersonal Values, SIV), The statistical
treatment included the analysis of covariance between offenders and

nonoffenders and correlation of\the scales of all tests.

)
2

- Résults and Conclusions ' L ., - .
) AN ,
qt’ Nayval, offenders were seen as having. a greater need for attention,
- adventdré, and freedom. Value dimensions of the SIV sgow the offender
*. ©placing less importance dn conformity and greater importance on indé-
N pendence 2 - 0

AY

‘ :3nﬂe author believes the importanck of this study is that is sug- °
' "gests that an attitude of ,escapism (DF' gcale) combined with noncon-
formist’attitudes (SIV) can dlffereﬁfizte, given a group where all of
a_h the‘;nfple are potentlal delinquents (e.g., .lower education, lower

GCT gebres). . )
P -, s .. . (/_ ' ° ' . )
- y ' ’ ) ’ ¥ ' b
78. 0§napp, R.R. "Pereonality cortelates' of delinquency rate in a Navy .
sample, ,Jqurnal of Applied Psychology, 1963, 47,68~ 71: \
‘ 4 . ~ . ,‘\ s \ . L]
. . Poa . t ' . b
Problem . . " o . e
I To détermine .whether ﬁarsonality s ales\measurfng gocial maturity
) and conformity are related to delinquency rate, ¢
]
* L t
. *ubjects C ‘\ . N .

» . S

White, male confinees (100) of the Navy Brig, Marine Corps Bdr~
racks, San Diego. The average gge'was 20.3 years, range 17-31 years.
Tbe average educational. leGel ¢§s 9.8 Years,. range 7-}3 yedrs.- The
avérage length of time in servi e was 26.3 months, range 7-67 months, -
. -

* Scope . ’ J R ’ 3 : .
The Survey of Intérpersonal Wlyes (SIV) and the SOCializ ion
(So) scale of the Californis Psychological Inventory (CPI)' wére ad-'
ministered to a group during their first week in a Navy brig. - Corre-
lations were obtained betwWeen® these and General Classification Test

(GCT),, educational level length of séfvice, and ‘number: of psior
offenses. ‘ . :

a

)
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Results and Conclusions . "

(,"‘.‘- /, -

L. The conformity scale of the SIV campared with "delinquent"
groups. found in earlier studies (Goxdon,‘l96l) Low scores were as-
sociated with dé!inquency

-

“a 2 The So scale -of the €PI was aé&ﬁ low and compared with other
reﬁbrted delinquency groups (Gough, 1960 :
¥3-m'3 - The mean GCT score and educational level were not signifi-
cahtly bglow an unselgcted Navy gnpulatlon. ‘
A h
) 4, The educational’ level was significantly (. 05) related to the
_ number of prior offenses. . ‘
'» 5. The author called the score from the So and anformity scales
"socidl maturity and suggested those who scﬂre low are more likely to
have a higher offense record JAn the service )

‘ . )
e
. - 4 9 .

. . .
o “ -

79. Gunderson, §.K. Eric, and Johnson, Laverné C. 'Past Experience, Self—-

N

" Evaluation, and Present Adjustment, Report No. §3-21, San Diego:
U.S. Nawal Medical Neuropsychiatric Research Unit, 1963

1

\\hlem . ’ ."‘ . , '
\ -
To examine the relationships of attitudes toward body and'self
to past experience and present adjustment, and to investigate the '

factor structure of the body and self-cathexis schles and to determine
whether a idre meaningful differeritiation. of attitudes,toward self

. might be aéhieved.

N T
L M ..

SUbleth N LY '
The tests and questiohniires were administered to ¥43 Navy en-
listed men with & mean age of 18.9 years; mean educational level of

* 11.1. years; and mean intelligence scores of 52.2, Their total length

of service averaged 16.8 months. .
SEOEe * ' * N B ’ ‘ \
; « ' ’

. Relationships were measured by the use of thé Self-Evaluation
Index (SET); 22 body-cathexis items, 30 self-cathexis items, 26
biographical items, and 135 attitude inventory items. In addition to
the SET, the Inventory of Personal Opinions, consisting of 135 items
that had previdusly discriminated more effective from less effective<

Navy personnel was. administered. .
5
) }‘0 " ‘
Rad ' .
P ‘ 109
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« ciently predicted \v \
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Results and Conclusions '

I v .

Self—evaluation measures correlated significantly with a compo- \;}_
site of biographical information reflecting family instability and
copflict, inconsistent qr extreme disciplinary- practices by “Parents\ _
and persistent difficulties in school-adjustment N .

Factor analysis of the self-evaluation inventory yieldad eight .
faceors which provided a dore meaningful differentiation of attitudes
toward self than the global meabures of "body-cathexis'" and "self-

cathexis" used previously. .

s

. The sel-:evaluation measures correlated in the expected direction
with attitude measures of interpersonal matdrity and delinquency prone-
ness, positive self-regard being positively related to the maturity
scale and ‘negatiyely correlated with the delinquency scale.

With the exception of work ‘attitude, thekself—evaluation measures °
did not‘correlate significantly with any of four military .adjustment
cpiteria. It was inferred that the relationships. of these self-evalua-
tion measu %0 adjustment are probably of a low order i«' normal
population and‘are not simple linear relationships. -

- . - ‘/
~

Gunderson, E.K. Eric. 3Biographical Indicators of Adaptation to Naval
Servige, Report No: 63-19, San Diego: U. .S. Navy Medical Neuro-
psychiatric Research Uhit November 1963.

.

Problen- o ’ .

To 'determine whether adaptation to naval service can be effi-

- !

. .
AT Y . . v »

Subjects ' &{ .

Seven fundred and forty-three (&43)-subjects from an aircra%>7
carrier, average age, 18.9 years; average edukatio al level, 11.1, %
years; average GCT score, 52.2. Length %f sericen;yerage 16.8 mon
range 3 44 months. Ninety-four percent were from pay" grades 2 and 3u

a“ .
SCOEe . ".L— - . r\ . l\\\\

\

\ .

The biographical interview format, using many items from the 1959
Glueck and Glueck study, was. administered questionnaire form.
Adaptation to naval service covered four ardas: (1) disciplihary
offense record, (2) military proficiency rating, (3) military conduct
rating, and (4) medical record. \




R ' -
. ~ )
Biographical i1tems reflecting persistent difficulties in school
adjustment, lax gr erratic discpline by father’, discipline by a person
othet than the father, and lack of famlly cohesiveness or stability
, ., were significantly related to one or more of the adjustment criteria.

All subjects low 1n enlistment age (17), having more than 18"
months in education (non-high school graduate), and GCT scores (below )
50) were selected for study. THis group totalled 63 enlisted men.
Of the subgroup, 35 5% had deliaquency histories. Of the 39 enlisted )
men scoring over five 1tems on the checklist, 66.7% were offenders\

*. 0f the 24 scoring less than flve, only 37.5% were offenders. Of the
35 offenders in this sample, 74.3% had a score of over five.
.\ f .
+The differences between offenders and ndsgoffenders in the sub- .
- group were sYgrificant beyond the 03.level of tonfidence.
'€§§ ’ In addition, two .other tests were glvéﬁ; (1) Self-Evaluation

Index (Secord and Jourard, 1953) which jnvblyés 52 items referring to

body or self concepts, using a fivebpoilhit scale 1n terms of the sub-

ject's satisfaction with partitular aspects of self; and (2) Inventory

of Personal Opinions (Gunderson, 1960) which 1s a 135-item True/False
inventory which discriminates more effective from déss effective Navy -
personnel. Two scores were derivedj;one to reflect delinquent atti-

tudes, and one to reflect immature attitudes. A dombination of corre-
latianal and chi square techniques wére employed fo}'analysis. '

e \ ’

Results and Conclusions '

+
A

The factors found to be 51gn1f1cantly related,to milltary offenses
vweres age, enlistment age, naval job (M0S), education, GCT score,
delinquent attitudes, maturity, grade failed, trouble with teachers
(.01), truancy, discipline by father (. 001), who he turns to when in
trouble (.01), parents separated (.0l), &nd parants divorced (.001).

LY

8. ~ Gunderson, E.K. Eri&, and Ballard, Kelley B. Canonical Analysis of
.Variables Related to Non-Conformity in Nayy Recruits’XEleventh .
Technical Report (revised), San Diego: U.S. Naval Retraining \
Command, (n.d , after 1954). ~' = ' ) : \

: .. NN
Probl . ) Yo BN
\ A\
2

To investigate the characteristics of Navy recruits who prove to
be non-conformists. 1

Sﬁbjects , :

’\‘

Twenty thousand recruits at the San Diego Training Center between
January 1954 and November 1954.
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Scopé ‘ . ‘ . .

. s .
In 1957 records of the 20,000 subjects were checked and the fol-
lowing subsamples were defined: (1) control grgup, 882; (2) prison
population, 62; (3) prison commitment, 117; (4) deserters, 52; (51
bad conduct discharges, 91; (6) unsuitable discharges for psychiatric
- reasons, 307; (7) unsuitable discharges for "good" reasons, 16; (8)
undesirable discharges, 129; (9) court martial offenders with, no con-
\ finement, 56; (10) medical di'scharges 'for psychiatric reasons, 134;
(11) minor offenders, 161; and (12) absentees, 94.. '

v

-

The relationships between a non-offénder control grou} and variou
> offender groupg were analyzed, using Mahalanbis' generalized distance
>'“  function (D2). Data on' age, educational level, General Classification
- Test (GCT), and Armed Forges Qualification Test (AFQf5ijre used.
J ;

- . ,
The D2's were computed from the reciprocal of the variance-co-
variance matrix of the variables (the universe dispersion matrix) and
. the differences between the means of the fiye.variables for each pair
* of groups. (The’Delinquency Potential Scale was the fifth variable.)
. - . Y » B
Rao's 1952 canonical analysis was applied to determine if more
than single dimensions vere involved in the variation among the groups.

5

Results and Conclusions . - .

-

The first canonical variate accounted for 90% of the variation
among groups. The second root absorbed 3.4%. ‘Therefore, one dimen-
sion handles almost all of the variance. - . ’

S1¥ nof-conformist groups clystet at pne extreme end (unsuitable
discharge for sufficient reasons; deserters, bad conduct discharges,
unsuitable discharge for psychiatric reasons, .prison commitments and

o prison ‘population). Four groups cluster in an intermediate position
(absentees, medical discharge for psychiatric reasons, minor ,offenders,
‘ and codrt martial offenders).’ ' '
e ’ The undesirable Hischarge group overlaps both clusters. Non-'
‘ '« offenders are at the other extreme,

,
.

1t EURY - .
. . . U - \ .
82, E&uﬁ&erSOn, gizaE' "Rehabilitation of Naval Offenders," Paper presented Q\"
"¢ '\ at the Annual Meeting of "the American Psychological Asseociation,

A o .
N3 i Septenber 6, 1960, Chicago: 1960. . o
N\ & k4 . \";; AN o

8
)
q ‘\‘ \‘

BRI
L

,
L *n

il
N NN A & s 0
Probl‘ v . ‘

A o P ' ) S ‘ hy 4
A fb_predict delinquency and .recidivism, and to judge the effec~-
itiveness of a closed living group treatment rehabilitation treatment, , .,

112, : . | BT : ' M
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Subjects .

.

1
-~ ,Confined and n Q~cohfined naval personnel. ,

~
Discussion , \ -
$ (4

" Following are [some of the highLights of a long term project con~
ducted by the Navy from 1952~ 1959‘ : »

- -

r

Predictﬂon of Delinguency Inventory. True/false items, taken
mostly from the ?innesota Multiphasic¢ Personality Inventory (MMPI)

* and the California Psychological Inventory (CPI), were administered to

a sample of cénf ned and non-confined naval personnel. 2Ptems were

" retaired which discriminated between the two groups at the ,05 level

of confidence. The result, after twb further item analyses, was a

set of 119 items called the Delinquengy Scale, with a reliability
fficient of.around .90 and a concurrent validity coefficient of

: 0. The follow-up period on the sample was three years.

.

Recidivism Prediction Inventory. The same item pool was
utilized; the scale items chosen were the ones which differentiated
at the .05 level of confidence between the men releaséd from the
stockade who were future offenders and those who were not. As in the
first scale, items which did not retain the .05 level, of confidence. -
in successive samples were dropped out. After cross~validation, the .

: distributio S indicated that a 47-item scale could restore 50% of the
confinees ﬁf duty with 854 succéss. . '

Rehabilitation Project A theory of delinquent behavior was
formulated early in “the research program, and from that rxationale, an.
* Ynterview schedile mé€asuring interpersonal maturity was dévised. The

theory postulated six stages of interpexsonal maturity, beginning at
birth:

. x

1. Integration of separatene§s involves discrimi~

. nation of selfmand non-self, - . \\
2. 1Integration of non-self différences =~ individual T A,
: finds specific characteristi in persons and - \
. 1t ob j.ects . ¢

The reSearch ‘u
the military delinquent population.

1

0 - 2




83.

Al
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_ Subjects . e o .

. _S_CSE . .' . °

. condycive to personality change. The prisoners were tested at the ]
: stézg and at the completiorn. of training with the Delinquency Scale and -~

U »

Five hundred and fifty (550) military prisomers were evaluated
accordiiig to the intérview schedule and placed in groups of 20, deter-
mined by their level of maturity; low.maturity groups contained (indi-
viduals at stages two and three; stages four and five constituted high
maturity subjects. . Thrée Marine sergeants were assigned to each group
and the sergeant teams were judged on their maturity amd flexibility
dnd placed in three categories. The groups retrained for six or nine
weeks with great efforts made to allow no interpersonal contact with
anyone outside the group. Thg goal of the closed living group treat-
ment program was“to create a degree of.interpersonal anxiety which was

a two-way factorial analysis of covariance was.computed to measure
attitude change. It appeared that high maturity prisoners had sig- ]
nificantly positive attitude changes, as shown by reduced Delinquency
Scale scores, when they were in groups with high maturity or mixed
maturity NCO's. Significantly greater reductions in scores were ob-
tained in the nine-week groups as opposed to the six-week groups.

> b
» f < 3
4

\

Hanley,-Cparles. An Inventory of Personal Opinions, .First Technical
Report, San Diego: U.S. Naval Retraining Command, Camp- Elliott, o
19540 N ’ - ‘ . y

L 4
~ : . . . * . -
A . R LI |

Problem - I
-10 develop a test to predict those who might be delinquent in
their militdry career ‘ :

-4

-

N g .

55N

.. [ 4

. M )]

~ Various samples were qesged, all were-ejther naval uits or .
naval disciplinary offfnders in retraining, unless otherwisd\ stated.

» - A

.Parts of the Infrequency (IN) scale and the Delinquency .(De) scale
of the C?lifqtﬁia Psychological Inventory (CPI) ywere given together
to be validated as the Inventory of Personal Opinions (IPO):

Resudts and C&Esigsioné

-t
» -

The IN scale ‘guards against careless test taking. Twenty-four -,
of Gough's, 28 items in the IN scalée were used in the IPO. If a sub-
ject scored eight or greater, his test was deemed invalid. The CPI
itself contains 474 items; 200 are from the Minnesota Multiphasic
Personality Inventory (MMPI).




" IPO Construction. The author reviewed the Ry} ividual 1tems on
the CPI and selected items mainly from the Delinquen y Potential and
| Social Responsibility scales and some individual 1tem§ which had face
| validity to discriminate. Of the 325 icems studied rg\\ pilot study,‘

i 160 gave promise of be1ng useful.
| ’ *
|
|
\

s

s MMPI profiles of 87 retralnees, 38 marines, 35 suﬁﬁérine candi- .
dates, and 41 sailors were reviewed and picked up 44 MMPDN\Qtems. Of
those, 11 were found to discriminate offenders from the neggcqnflned.
Sixty original items were erttﬂn- Therefore, a total of 2‘§\de11n— . ’
quency items and 24 IN 1tems mafe up the IPO ‘ ’

1

*

The 65 CPI 1tems found strongest in the pilot study were\admini-
'stered first in the battery, with the 24 IN 1tems interspersed,\the
remainder of the CPI items, the MMPI items, and the-60 original Ytéms
were %ntermingled’toward the end SN

.

255-Item Version. Only IN's of seven or less were included { ’,
the sample¥ 423 retrainees, 232 recruits, L98 mariné rgcrutts were‘&i& ,”
the subjects. Only one non-confined subject, but six percent»of the
confined group, was e11m1nated by high IN scores.

.0 LY
152-Item Ver'sion. Item analysis and changing questions (31) to .’ﬁ\
yield a greater number of positive answers yielded a 152- item verSion.

1 Two hundred and forty -three (243) retrainees and 219 recru1ts took
+  this version. . " . >
. i B . '
' I43-Item Final Version. Two forms were developed with identicaX
content and different item placement (on Fornt One,- a the items on.

the last page would be answered "true" by the "ideal" d¢linquent).

i 13

.
PR

3 - N 1 .‘ “!
S Form One . Y .
i - 83 ﬁetralnees N y . _ .
222 Recrults ’
L 4 .
A cutting score of 55 or more correctly identified 59% of the -

.retrainees and 94% of the recruits. ) ¢

Form Two ‘ ’ . ' ‘

541 Retrainees . - Coe . o

. 1976 Recrults , . 4 .
' A score of 55 or more correé!!; identified 55% of the retrainees
and 95% of the recruits. LA
\( 4

| Control“for "faking" was obtained by asking these samples to
| look '"bad" ¢€.g., look unfit for service.
|

4 . -
» . [ ]

. " 115

13
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’ ) o0 Pércent IN '
Samples - . "Score Over 7
54 Recruits ) . 712%
44 Retrainees . , 367 .
38 Retrainees . 637 ’
* . 31 Retrainees. . . 97%

The opposite to the above was accomplished by asking these
samples to look ''good."

- . s

3 W ’

. . " Percept IN N ‘

gamples - Score Over 7 - ,
[ 55 Recruits = 47 -
C *58 Retrainees - +62% ] )
. 39'Retrainees < . 3% N
¢ i ' ’ -\

The author attributes score discrepaneies to 'the test admini-
strators' variation in the 'setting of the task. The resulfant effects o
of "faking-good" on the D ‘'score (used only with IN below 7) was:

)

. . . 53 Recruits . ‘Médian score 28
K 22 Retrainees | . Median score 55
33 Retraillees- Mediin score 59

"Faking-bad" on the D score results in high IN scores to qhe g
" samples are small; . . !

15 Recruits Median

D score 45

28 Retrainees * ' Median D score 57
. : 15 Retrainees : Median D.score 68 .
: . 1 Rétrainee . Median D score 84 ) ‘

] The author's conclusion is the IPO is resigtant to deliberate
. faking.

(3

/

o Reliabiliti. Split-half reliability (corrected by Spearman-'
. Brown formula) on the 152-item version and the 143-item version ranged
" from r+.64 to r=.83. B *

.

- ’ [

Correlation between the General Classification Test scores .and
D scores in a sample of 187 recruits was -.19.

In terms of ‘delinquent personality, Gough and Peterson (1952)

found four pgrsonality clusters with their Delinquency Potential
Scale: .

A

-

~ - ;o . . . 13\.)\
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1.+ Role taking, deficiencies and insepsitivity

2. Resentment against family . 1)
3. Alienation, despondency and lack of self-confidence
.4, Poor scholastic adjustment dnd rebellion «

3

This study found results to support the following clusters\as
well as thg original four:

~

1. Denial of civil and military responsibility

2. Exploitation of women he -
3. Rejection of. long tern plans or relationships -

- = '

~Cavanogh J.R., Gerstein, S., Peters, E.R.; and Mathew, T.J. "Profile

. 84,
of a probation’ violator," United States Armed Forces Medical
’ Journal 1950, 1(9), 1051-1064., ‘ ! e
N N ’ . -
- Problem ) ) - ) s )

. To compare the pérsonaIIty and social background of probation
violators against callege students and” duty personnel with no records
and then to detiermine a profile of a probation violator.

. v ‘_‘ » " \4
. Subjects -,

-

Probation violators (142) at the V. S Navy Disciplinary Barracks,
Portsmouth, New Hampshire, students (206) from the University of New
Hampshire, of approximately the same age (143 of these students had
pa$t military experience); “and duty personnel (205) from those assigned
to work at the U.S: Navy Disciplinary Barracks

Scope ' ‘ .
. . 5
. A'personality and background questionnaire was administered in
interview style. The interview contained 249 questions, principally
of the objective type, which could be answered by "Yes" or "No," or °*

by simple statements. The probation violators were questioned a second,

time in a personal interview by a 'member of ‘the psychiatric department.

b .

Results and Conclusions . . e .
L3 v ’

Physical Condition‘ All subjects had been examined and‘found

normal. Of the, prohation violators (PV), 13,7% felt something was . ©
wrong with them, as did 12.1% of the college students (CS) and 3.5%
of the regular duty personnel (DP). "PV's (20.1%) said they were con-
sidered tq be nerveus children, 11.4% of the €S and 12 8% oﬁ the DP
felt thg aame. ‘ - .

®

1
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Family History. Fathers of PV (21.2%) were not living, compared
to 16.5% of the CS and 8.3% of the DP; 17.2% of the PV mothers were
.not living, compared to 10.6% of the CS and 9 6A of the DP. PV (22. 6A
had ®arents who were divorced or separated, versus-8% of the CS and
20.6% of the DP. PV (41.9%) were victims of broken homes (death-or
separation) before the age of 16; compared to 22.8% of the CS and.
21.1% of the DP. Eighty-five pgrcent ‘of the Teasons for violating
parole was AWOL. i . e } .

At the time of offense, 54.2% of the PV mothers and 52.2% of
othe fathers claimed to be in poor health; 12.1% of the CS mothers and
11 7% of the fathers weré reported in poor health. The percentages for
the DP were 17. 54 of the mothers and 11.3% of the fathers. The parents
of the PV (18. 5%) were\incompatible; 20.5% of the DP parents were
incompatibie as’were 8. f the CS. PV (11.1%) did not get alomng
‘. with their parents, as did 3.9% of the ¢S and 3% of the DP. Twelve
percent of the PV felt their homelife was not pleasant, as did 6.5%
of the €S and 8.1% of the DP. PV® (30. 6AQ had run away from home
(usually because of resentment to punishment), as had 7.3% of the CS
atd 19.0% of the-DP. PV (24.2%) had relatives who had been in jail,
versus 11.3% of the CS and 18.07% of the DP.

iy

‘$6cioeconomic Background.” PV (2.1%) came from ,a bad section of
the commypity, as did 1.0% of the CS and 3.6% of the DP. However,
this did not corroborate with estimates of family income¢. The finan-
“clal situation of 31.9% of the PV families was poor, versus 15% of

the CS and 14.3% of the DP. The families of PV (35.1%) were on relief |

at some time, as were 10.8% of the CS and, 24% of the DP.
PV fgmilies consistently moved more frequently than the others.

Only slight differences were- observed in early truancy between groups.

The PV chahged jobs more frequently than the others. ~“Fifty percent of
> the PV preferred outdoor athletics for recreation and 33% of the PV

preferred a combination of outdoor/indoor recreation, while 20% of the

CS preferred outdoor recreation and 75% of the DP preferred a com-

bination.

A fourth of the civilian offenses were attriéutable to drinking.
PV (22.4%) “got drunk frequently," compared to 4.6% of the CS and
18.9% of the DP. PV (34.5%) "got 4nto trouble as a result of drink-
. ing," versus S 8% of "the CS and 19% of the DP. The use of drugs was
finsignificant N !

Marital History The mean age at which the ;\V/was married was
'20.5 years, compared to 22.1 years! for the DP. Forty-four pefcent of
the PV were mgrried, versus 23.8% of the CS and 25.3% of the DP.
Twenty-two peﬁaent of the PV had been married before, compared to
92.0% of the DF 'The divorge rate was 27.8% for the PV, versus 12.0%
of the DP. Twenty-seven percent of the PV. did not get along well with
their wives, gompared to:6,1% of tlie DP.

‘.
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Educational Background. The average e%<:ational level of the PV

was 8.1 years, range 0-14 years, For the DP,\10.3 years was the average
last grade completed, range 5-14 years. The PV started.school at an
average age of 6.1 years; 5.6 years was the averagk age for the DP.
PV (16.3%) said they had trouble with teachers, compared to 30.6% of the
CS and, 16.8% of the DP, PV (11.4%) had trouble with other students,
verﬂps 24.3% of the CS and 16.0% of the DP. .

Most school failures occurred in the third;and fifth grades.
g Sixty-one percent of the PV listed going to work as their reason
for leaving school, compared to 23.6% of the DP.

SelfrEvaluamion The PV tended.to identify himself with the
positive traiws of others, while he over-evaluated his positive traits
and under-evaluated his atlvetse traits. Both DP and CS listed Tore
characteristics of the depreciating kind..

v .
I M
Locke; B., and Cornsweet, A.C. '"Naval personal inventory and haval
offender,” United States Navy Medical Bulletin, 1949, 49¢,
289 295 .
Problem . ' ' Y, J
" To ascertain the efficacy of applying the Naval Pers nala;zven-
tory to the prediction,of disciplinary problems due to psychopathology.
» N “ ‘. A ) ° si -
Subjects T ) . : ' . §‘ T
R s ’ ., 7 -
Unselected Navy court martial prisoners (1,239) of whicH 1,121 AR
frere White and 118 were Negro; 243 were awaiting trial and 996 were :
serving sentences. . NS ,
Scope . . _ : ':

The.Naval Personal Inventory, witich 1s a screening device, was
used to determine if psychiatric interviewing is warranted.

Results and Conglusions

) °

The Naval Personal Inventory has two parts; Part I is an abbre-~
viatfon of the Cornell Selectee Index, and Part II is a short form.f .
the Shipley inventory. A cutoff score of eight or more was arbi-
trarily used for the first part, and one or mo¥e on the second.

* L Y

Fifty percent of those in the brig scored high enough on the
first part to warrant psychiatric interviewing. Seventy~five percent
of those in the brig scored high enough on the second part to warrant
psychiatric integviewing.

-

T s
-
-
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T oé the brig populatlon Scores were eight 9* less, yet psychodiagnosis

s * 614 .(66.31%) made subgequent successful adjustment
' 312 (33.69%) failed to adjust properly S
889 (of the 926) were confined fo} AWOL, AOL of ' ]
desertion convictions J e
’\.éo pe . ‘ . ’ “ ' ¢ L

\ \ "
! : . .
A éutoff of eight plus yielded "10% false positives however, 55/

yielded fiudings , , - . s

. t

. Negroes scored 51/nificant1y ‘higher on both parts L {

. 5

[ SN
at the scale does not serve as an aid in
. . ?

The\authors concl
predicting bffenses.

- -

‘Y
- < .
.

Y
V5

86. " Cain, Leo F., and iichmond Mark S. "The success and failure of 926
naval offenders," Journal of Criminal Law and Criminology, 1947,

37, 390-407. RN
[ . ¢ ‘
} - . . .
) peoblen - _ | Co

2
To compile factors relatlna to successes and failures of Navy
general court martia& offenders restored to duty under war ,time con-

t—"‘“ -— A ~— PV T ekl - [ PR — . ,l,_,n.-:,ﬂy—
¢ = Al W . .

. t‘s i~ 9. .; - - — / 3

- - - . T . - - n// . N

Men (926) released from confinemeént during March 1945, averaging ij'
6.4 months of confinement: o - d -

o

%

The data was based entirely on performance records of the subjects
The follow-up period was six months after release., Psychiatric figd-
ings, psychometric data, and social case histpries were not available:
for analysis, There are four types of confinement activities in the
Navy: (1) Prisons ~- long term and serious offenders; (2) Disciplinary
Barracks -- short term offenders not qualified for Retraining Command; °
(3) Retraining Command -- short term tractable offenders with the best '
prospects for return to duty; and (4) Brigs -- primarily for sentences ,
othgr than general court martial. . .

Resulta;and Conclugions

Four disciplinary barracks were involved in the study and their
' success rates varied from 47.8% to 74.5%. The men from the most suc-
cessful discharge barrackf vere significantly more often service-rated
(trained), moreqlikely 0o have had thelr last duty on a ship; been
" assigned from receiving station%ship-receiving station, Successes

-
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. avergfed 30.8 days between assignments longer than fai ures, and were
.. more likely to be on a ship at follow-up. The high failure barracks

: included a greater perCentage of men with less time in kervice than the
\other barracks. )

The lenkth of sentence had no bearing on the eventual success or
~failure,

The nature gga extent of previous delinquency appears to be a’ fac-
tor in success or failure., Sevénty-five pergent of the failures and
62.5% of the successes had previous naval offenses. .
i VQ
Most of the men who failed did*so’ through AWOL 196.7%) Fgain,
an& er half of them failed before they reached a new duty station.
The’ average length of time until the post release offense was 35 ‘days.
.The length’ of time between confinement facility and” the next ‘duty
. statlon was significantly different., The.successes averaged 21.9 days
between ‘assignments and the fallures averaged 10.9 days.

>
1
e

87.° Locke; B., Cornsyeet," -A. Cftsgkomberg, W., and Apuzzo, A.A, MStudy of
o 1063 naval offenders," United States Navy Medical Bulletin, 1945,
. 44 73-86. .

Problem y .
' ' . Féa
To discgver the factors which«might lead a man to be placed in a
*  * paval brig!/

Subjects . - ) '
Unselected court martial admissions (l 063) to.a ndval disci-
plinary barracks. . §

~

2 ' .

.

Results and Conclusions

" 94, 0/ of the total admissions was for AWOL .
53, 8% were repeatérs .
. 16%7% had “evil comvictions prior to entering the Navy
".Average schooling was 9.3 grates - R s
W W27, 9% ware married, 1. 7% divorced or separated "
.32/ admi tted. triancy wiile in school :
.6.4% had béen expelled from gchool

L ¥4
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~

+2.2% had been suspended

.1.4% had spent some,time in truant or reform school

.+Average length of time for AWOL was 33.83 days, the median
was 16.23 days; average AOL was 33.09 days) with a median
off 15492 days N

A Y

* . ,.' '4
Reasong” given for AWOL were: ~

LY .
.

.Illness (of person, family, or

4

nervousness) 265 - .
.Diskike (of Navy; ship, offfhers, R ¢
shipmates, or duty)’ g . s 160 RN
" .Homesidkness . S 130
Wanted to be free to have a good time . 67 :
.Family trouble . . 31 .0

. {
) g e Yy oy
88, Smith, Thomas H., Gott, c. Deene, and Bottenbéﬁg; Robert A,
' Predicting the. Potential for Active Duty Success of Rehabili-
tated Air Force Prisoners, Report No. PRL-TR-67-16, Lackland Air
* Forc¢e Base, Texas: Personnel Research Laboratory, Aerospace
Medical DivisionA&ir Force Systems’ Command, October 1967,

o

~
)
~
-

Proglem . . . x

To Rredidt which-Air Force prisoners may be restored to duty,
‘and which should be discharged. :

Subjects . ~ ‘ o . N <0
.- - ? . . - P R b9

The computation sample was 1,303 of the 6,799 retrainees who had
been released between 1952 and 1962. The cross-validation sample
was 583 of the 664 retrainees who passed through the Retraining Gropp.

between January 1964 and June 1965. The follow-up period for the

cross-validation sample was six months. .
Scope o . . @

Two multiple regression analyses were made by use of a &omputer
‘on a sample of former retrainees. Data was -gathered on’ 139 varilables;.
expansion of the 139 variables rlsulted in 687 variables being ana-
lyzed. There were three possible outcomes for the retrainees: ﬁis-
charge, successful return to duty, or failure ‘after return to duty, =
A’ cross~validation sample was included in the study. Prediction scores
were arrived at by totaling the regression weights of the items. Upper

and lower cutoff scores left a mid-range of unpredictables.
\ . .

Number Claiming Reason .
4 e .




Results and Conclusions

Jfr{ " " 6l-variable prediction eqdation was derived from the first ana-
Aghlysis .Qn the cross-validation sample this system was 67.7% accurafe 1n
predicting successes and 58.7% accurate in predicting fatlures f::’g

overall- accuracy of 61.7%.
%, A ¢ ‘
. The second analysis resulted in a 13-item system of objective items
suitable for hand analysis. This system was accurate in the cross-vali-
",datiqn sample 77.47% of the time for successes and 72.5% of the time for
‘.'failures, for an overall accuracy of 74.6%.

The 13 variables are:

1. Base of referral ‘ .
L 2. GED not necessary, high school diploma received v
» 3. Months remaining orf current enlistment |
4, _Number of prior military convictions - .
: ' 5. ‘Present offense -—~ AWOL or desertion . R
' " 6. No criminality among members of family .. .
* . 7. Sent to base guardhouse
8. Dishonorable digcharge im court martial sentence
. e . 9. Mother did nofwork " . o
e 10. Present.offense involved violenée | ) -
" Y : 11, Father served in no military g
+ 12,7 No intent to make career-of Air Force v
/ . 13. Neve? removed from technical school ' ’

i

. This article also contained a very good review of. predictidn

studies and methodolqgy.

”

‘

-

v

“In rbviewing prediction studies, Smith cites’ the following major

Glueck (1966)

ll
2.
3.

California Youth Authority (Beverly, 1965) -

Snperviéibn of boy by mother
Discipline of boy by mother

Family cohes

14

iveness

3

b

: studies, figging the following items the most successful:

~ 1. Age at first admission
- 2. Age at releas.‘;’1 ' .
, . 3. Number of prior’ commitments
4, Committing offense (crime against people versus other)
5. Mental rating
> 6. Race

L3
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Vichert. and ‘Zahhd (1965) T

P S N

1..” Length of’sentence
2. Age '

3. Marital status

4.. Number-of pfevioys convictions . -
5. 'Parole supervision' agency .
6. »Institution from which released )

Cowden Ql966) !
T ~
\ °, . ) » ’
. 1. Agés ’ . R
S . 2. Clinical personality ratings !
- 3. Measures of institutipnal adjustment (Cowden rejected
home environment'wariables as non—significant)

In terms of predict{ng successful refurn &t Alr Force prisoners,
» Fisher, Ward, Holdrege, and Lawrence¥.(1960), Gordon and Bottenberg ™ K
(1962), and Flyer (1963) foynd the following items successful Xy -
+ - \ A

e ] s
1. Number of years of formal éducation

- -+ 2. Scores on enlistment classification batteries N R )
. 3. Basicctraining_officenqmquxﬁﬁaratiﬂgs———P— : N\ - —
4 , Age - '
) . . , ¢ .
Smith summarizes four approaches to weighting items' /f

. ’ 1. The unit weighting, such as Burgess used in 1928, allows.
) - for one point for each characteristic a parolee has fn common with
) successful parolees in %he past. The points are totaled to yield the
potential parolee's probability of successful parole. (The, objection ’

' Y to this technique is that it' cannot reflect the relative imp rtance of - .
v \‘ eagh of the ite,ms ) . ] )
i . v \J\jl - N
/ ' 2. In the Gluecks weighting technique for each item'

(usually five), the subject is given a number equal to the percentage

of delinquents possessing the characteristic. Thus, the score 'is added

to place the individual in one of three risk categories, (The objec-

tion to this technique is that it does not allow for interaction ef- N
fects between the variablee )

Ve
. ‘v V . .

. 3. Glaser .(1962) has developed a configuration table as a
méthod of weighting and summarizifig the predictive potential.of mul-.
[ 4 \ tiple variables. The configuration table is constructed by plotting
the most discriminative predictors%down to the least discriminative
in terms of percentages. The dample is divided by the most discrimi-
native predictor, and theh fhe next most discriminative predictor sub-
« divides, and so on« From such a table the strength ¢f each variable
alone and a combination may be seen, however value judgments must be
applied in determining significance, and there is no standard procedure
for constructing configuration tables. \ Lt
\

v * ¢
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D 4, Multiple_ linear regression analysis is a mathematically
cémplicated procedure for achieving optimum weights for predictor vari-
ables while accounting fcr intercorrelations between variables. The

California Youth Authority has applied this type of weighting system

P
]

in Beverly s 1959, 1964, and 1965 studies. v -
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| SUMMARY ] : - C

1 , .
The researcher in the area of prediction of parole success and
delinquency will discover the following: _\ :

1, There 1s a wide'variation in tne definition of criminal

behavior. . .
&

’ 2, The base rate of criminal behavior must be known Z: .
_Judge the effectiveness of a prediction instrument. 3 - Lt

3. There are three basic types of information measured:

Y

. - ___a. background variables . ]
oo {'"p, personality variables . ..
) S C. family vaxiables ! )
% * ) v ’ 4
4, Questionnaires involve direct or gharded questions, -
presented either signed or anonymously; there seems to be no dif-
ferences in results. . L .

5. There are two basic methods of obtaining data: - ) //

v _é-y Administer the’i\strument wailt for follow-up
period, thén determine rates.

RN ’ b. Pick previously, defined populatiens and
. . . * ., determine’differencés. T N )
. N : 6. Approaches to research include the follpwing. .
. ‘t . . . 'j 'Y . -
! a. ‘Identify'potencial delinquents at the start'of
A ) thelr public school ‘career (involves a base
L . fhte of approximately five pertent delinquent)
’ . . b. Identify potential delinquents at adolescence N

from "bad neighborhoods" (involves a base rate '
- of approximately 50% delinquent).

7. 'Study populations have includéd the, following‘

a. Juvenile detention centers (involves a bake . o
. rate.of approximately 50% delinquent). '
. ‘b, dPrisons (involves a base rate of approxi-
. . : mately 607% recidivism),
Ve e " «" ¢, Petential military offenders at induation
' ' centers (involves a base rate 'of appkoxi- '
. ] mately five percent offenders).
xSy d. Military correctional facilities (involves ) @ .
-} i & base rate of apprqximately 40% recidivism) ) !
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The following table identifieg the variables used in the preceding
studies and summarizes them according to several categories of "Personal
Higstory Variables." Studies conderned with civilian prediction of
parole success and delinquency ccounted,for 75% of the variagbles which+
vere found to be significant f6r, purposes of prediction. The unique
environment found in ;gé miljtary service, in combination with the
number of offensés whirh are¢ strictly military in nature, could accaunt
for the "disproportionate percentage of significant relationshifs found + *
in studies) of military prediction of.parole success and delinquency~

Additionally,%the ively short time of service of the majority of
military ‘personnel does not allow for thorough follow-up in the area

Y

of parole success. - (W

. The personal history variables of family, personality and school
record¢ wete the most studied categorié€s, accounting for 42.2Y, of %he
variables studied. Significant relationships were found in 44% of
_the articles which were categorized under School Record and 407 of
those under Personility; also 38% of the articles dealing with Incar- ,‘/(
. ceration Record and 25% -of those studying Family. The categories of
Arrest Record, Employment Record and Marriage also appear to he ,
important in terms of the number of significant relationships-relative,

to the total ‘number of times'varigbles‘o£4these types were studied.
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