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CHAPTER 1
THE PROBLEM

Introduction
The problem of juvenile delinquency is increasingly demanding

more and more attention of the American public, Perlodic reports
compiled by the Federal Bureau of Investigation, published annually,
continue to reveal an increase in the rate of delinquent behavior. In-
fact, according to the final jJuvenile court reports for 1952 to the
United States Children's Bureau, Juvenile-court dslinquency ecases rose
29 per cent between 19L48 and 1952.1 Budgets also are constantly being
increased to combat this major problem, yet it is probably true that
man is still the least understood of all earthly beings, This study in
parole prediction is undertaken with the hope that it will make a posie
tive contribution to the existing body of knowledge regarding the réha-
bilitation of the juvenile delinquént-,

One of the major steps taken to combat Juvenile delinquency in
modern times was the inception of the juvenile court in Chicago in 1899.
sincg then various devices have been utilized, Among these are proba=-
tion, the indeterminate sentence, parole, clasgification systems, and
youth authorities, . It is to be noted £h&ta}.’l of these forwa;‘d looking

measures depend for their efficieney on the "reasonable pmdietabﬂity

by, Iyon Smith, Social Problems (New York:s Thomas Y, Crowell
Company, 1957), p. 167.
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of human behavior under given cﬁ;rcumstaneea."? Yet all of these éeviaea
-ﬁere adayt»ed long before this inéispensﬁ.ble basis for their success == .
_predictahﬁity - was available.

~In the area c;f pmdieﬁahili%y, Sheldon and Eleanor Glueck, who
are well knm for their mseareh in the field of. delimmeney and crimi-
nologys believe that the concept of predictability is the most fruitful
‘4dea that has -emerged in the history of criminology. They ctates
. The determination of the traits and factors most maykedly: -
differentiating children who remain nondelinquent from those who
‘bacome delinquent, and delinquents and criminals who respond -
satisfactorily to one or another of the methods of peno-correctional

treatment from those who recidivate is a truly rational approach to
the problen of armm Justice.3

Statement of the Problem

It was the purpose of this study to devise an instrument that will
determine (a) the degree of parole readiness of the inmates of the state
training schools and (b) the anount of supervision required to insure
auccessfal pareie adjustment.. Tm case histaries of the p&mlees of the
State Tram:mg Schoal in Nebraska during 3.955-195‘? provide the data for
this stuéy. .

ﬁignificance af the Stu@

For abou% two yaars the wrﬁ:ber served as parole anpervisor for

boys from Douglas unnty, Nebraska. ',i’fhese boye had been coumitted to

asmldon and Eleanor Glueck, Predicting Delinque and Gr:},me
(Cambridge, Massachusettss Harvard University Press, 1 §§ )s P Pc B P

B%ﬁ.d., Po 1.




the Sﬁaﬁé“x‘taiﬁingf School at Kearney, Nebraékaf "and had 'lfafﬁ.ﬁ‘séqufem:l.y“”‘
been released i‘ram the sehool on parole atatua. Pasi: experieme revealed
\%hat man;y af thase bafys from ‘!:his Mi'wbmn mﬁuwnad to the cémmity
and made snecessm aﬁus‘bmnts whil,e some meriemed dﬂ.ffieﬂlty in
jf_’*mseting even the minimun requiremnts in conforming to the rules of |
“i*secietya o T
- This foecuses the attention on the urgent-‘r;eéd'them 'axiéiss‘.fbr
an objective method of determining which paroles will require additional
énd lextansiw.snperﬁéiéa' and attention, and which, if any, can succeed
with a minimum amount of supé?vi'siénc The need for such & method is
“readily seen by the fact that most éupervieers or é&aewofkera carry such
large caseloads that infensive casswork service for each client is im-
possible.t -
While the prediction technique has cus*bcmarily ‘been considered
as a device for selecting for parcle those prisoners who are most likely
to make‘ é au'cc.ésem adjasmen% on ééré&e, it also -.s’haﬁsv'greab potential
es a device for ﬁe‘oewﬁning ‘the amount and t;he md of sapewisien and
guidam:e individual pa:roleea require. *rhat is, bays who are Ugood risks"
could be given a minimmm of supervision and guidance allowing the super-

visor to devote more time to the "poorer rigks.®

: bFor examyle, the average caseload for the Dtmgla.a Gmmty,
Nebrasgka, parole supervisor is 100-120 cases. In general, qualified
cageworkers giving intensive casework service earry an average of about
thirty cases. (Excerpt from a letter dated June 21, 1960, from Mrs,
Helen Riley, Child Welfare Supervisor, Douglas County Assistance Bureau,
Omsha, Nebraska, ) ,



 Causation | , .

. ‘Z‘hi:v stucty is mse& t:m %.wo basié theomﬁical asswwptionsz :m.z‘s%,
"that eﬁiology is mzl‘tﬁ.p}.e and varied, that is P tha.t numemus “caaz&ea“
‘bring about the end result of the variety of scts classed as “d&hnqmn‘b“
and that the product of delinguency is the msul*b of a serms ef prec:edmg
influences; _saeandly;-'rthat;ééﬂéin techniques and tests, such as psychoe
logical tests, psychiatxie interviews, social histories, training school
“progress repcrta s p&rentwhild relatimsh&ps, mm;al tests, x‘e't?eal copr-

reiative and/nz‘ ¢ausal inva:&vements.

}Pamla - al Process of Releas&

5. ma:;ar:wy of the 'twamg whe@l:s use %he warﬁ paw&e to

slescrfme ‘ohe pmceas of wiease. %her tema used inelu&e plaaemems,
._ discharge, merocare, w:ial placemem, reiease, mmm. Beeaaae tha
‘tem parole has a penal connetation aml has mom reference to the pro-
eaaures of releaaing a&n&ts, mmy tminmg seh@al admin:istmtore find
the term objgcticnabla.s Howevar, for lack of a better term, tha word
“ parole w:nl be usea tmwghm‘b tﬁis a‘bué:y. o .

Parole is Freneh :t‘or “werd" and ia usad fm the sense 9&‘ fword ai‘
honor " 6 ﬁime mm introducad in the United States, parole has con=

stantly grown in popularity, Generally aygakiﬂgl it is :'acggnized today

5Eliaabaﬁh A. Beta, "Advénces in {Inderétandmg the Offender,"
'1950 Yearbook, National Probation and Parole Association, pp. 75-78.

6Rohez't G. Caldwell, C: nolcg (X\Tem York:s The Ronald Press

Company, 1956), pe 658.




that a period of imprisonment should be followed by a period during
‘which the offender can be guided, assisted, and supervised in his efforts
to lead an orderly life; parole is, therefore, an essential part of the
rehabilitation program in & good correctional system. Although tentas
tive movements toward shortened aer:tenéas coupled with some form of
gupervisian had developed earlier, the first definite at*‘tempt to apply
parole came with the opening of the Eimira Reformatory in New York,
which was authorized in 1869 and opened in 18?6.? Parcle did not orig-
inate in America but its greatest development is found in this countyy.
br, 8. G. Howe, of Boston, was the first man to use the word "parole® in
the sense of conditional release,

Parole and the indeterminate or indefinite sentence go hand in
hand. However, ax:i.smng inde%m&.m‘be gentences are in a sense fixed
sentences in that most, if not all, tmﬁm.ng schools have an upper and
lower limit of years of ;wnﬁnemenﬁ.._a‘ As long as this is true, the
parole boards mst cope with the puzgiing problem of whether it ig better
in the long run (a) tt; release all offenders sometime before the expirae
tion of the maximum limit thereby affcz‘di;lg gome supervision during the
transition to complete freedom but subjecting society to the risk of
theif comnitting new crimes during the period when they might have be;’m

7Ruth Shonle Cavan, (second editiony New York:

Thomas ¥. Growell Company, 1

81:’1 Nebraska the minimum term is three months. A boy is auwﬂ
matically released upon reaching his twenty-first birthday.
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‘safely incarcerated; or (b) to keep them institutionalised fnr the full
term am release them at its ccnc}.usicn without any supervision.
In Nebraska most boys ga.'m threir releasa from the training school -

by means cf gaaml_e. A small musber
twenty-ﬁm birthday. Others are transferred to other state institue

a@e mleaseﬂ upon reaching theds

tions including the reformatory, mental hospital, and feeble<minded heme,
from which they gain their release,

Parole as a Period of Trestment

Parole is a conditional release of an offender from an institue
tion aftér- he has served s part of his sentence imposed by the courte
Since the pﬁrpase -oi‘;_%he‘ parole 3;5, or should be, to bridge the gap be-
tween the closely ordered life within an iﬁstitﬁtiqn} and the greater
freedom of normal commnity living, the impertance of parole as a period
of treatment ls immediately appéregrbs~

In commenting upon the parole period as a time of treatment and
rehabilitation, Rappaport sayst

No juvenile delinquent has ever been helped by being made to
remember and look back. Real help for him must come from hope
and belief in him <~ belief that he can make a better and more
sabisfying life for himself, And in doing this he will need help.
An effective program for boys and girls returning home from state
training schools must be as modern and functional as the new
bridges and builldings our commmities are building. Such an After-
Care Supervision program is the bridge back towards commmity live
ing, the opportunity for the delinquent child to make "a fresh be-
ginning,” "to make the best of the present moment® towards rebirth.’

FMasie F. Rappapow, "The Poseibility of Help for the Child Re=
tv;aing from a State Training School," Journal of Social Work Process,
1954, ' ' '
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During the critical p‘e'x"md“nf parole the delinquent muat realize
%‘m no one’ can take over for ‘or froit him what he must be ‘yesponsible for
o his b‘m behaviors - The problém 'fﬂr'%a parbu-"sapéx'ﬁsb? is to £ind
Vthe balance between tight supe:wisien arnid indspendence which um mieze it
| ;ma&ible fmr the - tmnbleﬁ youth to take over mare and more: msponsibility
for his own behavior.

Parole and Prediotion
Uo7 Ceutious use of predictive devices should act as a spur to
general improvément in Semtencing, treatment, and releasing practices-
and to a search for more promising devices. Fuorthermore, it seems
‘reasonable to suppose that, during treatment, the better selection of -
appropriate sententces should lead to a more reflective and therefore more
seonomical administration of justice,
o Despite thegse apparent ad%antmg@ objections have been raised in
regard to prediction devices. For example, Thomas J. McHugh speaks
rather dispsragingly af:ymdm%ive instruments, He states:

For many years an eéxtraordinary amount of research has been
conducted on parole prediction without practical or significant
results, . While this research may have some value as an aid to
parole selection, the really imporbant factor in parole is parole -
supervision and it is this area which should receive emphasis in
research above all others. The effectiveness of any parole system
depends upon the effectiveness of its methods of supervision and
no formila or set of tables will ever be a satisfactory substitute.
The .idea of prediction is somehow inconsistent with the principles

of ind%gidual treatment which has grown more pronounced in recent -
yeara

: lai‘homas J«. Ms&ugh, "Advances in vnderstand&ng Parole. Sffenﬁera,
1950 Yearboolk, National Propation and Parole Association, pe. 168, |

S
i
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' he premise that snpervisim is vaxw &mpartam 'in'pa:mla makes a
.study af ﬁhis kind aignificant. ‘Not. that wpewﬁ_aion_ean be mplaced by
a formula but that closer supervision can be offered *-t;hcose who need it
mo It is t;me that s‘batistical pmdichinn ha.s t.hs Iimmatian of pre=.
dic‘himg i’ar a group af eases rather thaxz fcar a speciﬁe inﬁividﬂal.
Hawer, because of i*&s ob,jmtivi@y, tegethzr with the intimate knowledge
H t!__:;at the parole su;seiwisar‘ has of m@ client, a- ‘predictive mstnument can
be valusble in that the supervisor need not depend solely upon his sube
ja::t:s.vé feelings to determine the amount of »st_aperviaign each case re~ -
quires, | | |

‘Definition of Terms Used

Delinquency: The law of the state of Nebragks statess

A del ent child shall mean any child under the age of 18
yearsy {(a) who has viclated any law of the state, or any city
- or village ordinance; (b) who by reason of being wayward or habite
nally digobedient is uncontrolled by his parents, guardian, or
" eustodiani (¢) who is habitually truant from school or homey op
{d) who habitually so deporbs himself so as_to itz&nre or endanger
" "the morals or health of himself or others,il

For the:purpose of thia study, & juvanna éﬁlfmquent is a minor
who has been found delinquent by the presiding Judge a.ecording to the
above statute, and who, in order to serve the best interests, has been
committed to the Sﬁatq Training School and the Board of @ent_srél .12

llnevi_sed Statutes o£ the S%ate of ﬁebraaka (as mnded) 1924,3,,
Seg, w*amo o

’“amg.-, » Sec. 1;3«-2@1;
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The 3,aw further reads that: "Bvery child committed Yo the 'State
?raim.ng Se.:hool shall remain t,here until h«s arrives at the age of twenty-
one years unless sooner pwole& or 1ega13,y dise&arged.“ﬁ |

‘i‘he matmmcauy a,vemga sub:jeet included *&m thia stmw woum
‘appa&i* ag: fallwsr he i& a bey wha was committed at fifteen yaara af
aga, who haa gerved fifteen months in the wa&m:xg school, and aboat
twe;lve months on parole.

Parolet Parole and pardon are terms greatly misunderstood, not |
only by the general public but even by prisoners and correctional author-
ities. The basic differences are as followss

Parole is the release of an offender from a penal or correc-

tional institution, after he has served a portion of his sentence,
under the continued custody of the State under conditions that
permit his reincarceration in the event of misbehaviar. Properly
conceived, parole contains none of the elemsnts of executive
clemenecy; as in the case of pardom. It has no connection with
forgiveness, nor is it designed as a reward for good conduct in
the institution. The basie purpose of parole is, or should be,
to bridge the gap between the tlosely ordered life within the
prison walls and the freedom of normal commnity iivmg.ils

Successful Casess A4ll affendex's who completed their parole
period without becoming further involved with the law and who gained
their release as a result of satisfactory behavior, shall be considered

successful,

1oid., sec. Sh-h72,

u‘i’!m Attomey General's Survey of Release Procedures, Vol. U,
;,v_"‘ (Washingtom -Ue 8. Department of Justice, 1939), Pe h.




Failuress Fam‘xees wﬁé’f Sem&nwlmd in ofi’enses fuhicsx'
neeeas&ta@ed conﬁnamam iu ;jail, m‘{mm 1:@ t.ha trainmg aa!wal, or
aan%éncing to the mm Retomwry ahm be berned fai,?xwas. |

10



'CHAPTER 1T

| Much i‘xé’»‘s?beanm"btén fégérﬁihg crim’el- in recentyears with & -
:special emphasz,s on jwem:ka delinquancy. I‘t,' would be ixg:assible and
vunnecessary to mviaw ﬁhﬁ wea&%h of mawrﬁ.al on the braad scope of
| ﬁuvenile ﬁe&mquemm e@ axﬂ.y a snmam of 'the studﬁ.es cexzcemmg paxole
wdic-bion mll be ﬁ.mludad here. |
N Whi}.e some of the stu&ies i;ac}.udad in thms review of literature
.*wem dev*ised fear aﬁults and do not ap;ﬁy dz.rectly to ;}zrvenilea, they are
included hecause they revaal i‘;he Varieus ‘b;ypes of studﬁ.es that kaws ‘been
made anci %.he metheda useéi to mns%mc*b them. ) '

Easiealiy we technﬁ.ques, eaah of %hem m‘:t;h mmna mants,
d&amimte: the ﬁialde the I?urgesa te.cmique, uging @ large number of
predictﬁ.ve factwa wi‘bhwt any weighting, and ‘&he ﬁl%zeﬁiﬁ techrﬁ.que
plqyzng only a small numer‘p;f factors and, a weighting sya%em. A chrone
c;lb.gicsi dasériga%on of 21l ‘.the ﬁ.mporbam; studies of the past thirtye
five years which atﬁengm to pradict by means of experience or prediction
tables follows. 15

‘Probably the first attempt to predict parole success or failure

3"5’1?319 term experience table is mor¥e asccurate than prediction
tabley which is commonly used, since the table is simply a device for
summing vp the experience ae;quired with past parole failures and suce
¢¢SS@$¢ '
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scientifically was made by Warner,® ab the invitation of Mr. Sanford
Batea, then Gemﬁ.asmner of Correction of the s;ta'be of ﬁassachusetﬁs,.. ‘

N 'i’his paper publiﬁhed :m 2,923 uas mm*a mwtam‘s because mi tha-
'bhaugmwprovcking effeocts i‘t. had on sabsequan‘h studies. izhaxa fer :’x.ts
mgitive fzné:mgs, which were mgligibg.e. Warner p:mk,ec% 686 yriscners :
‘of the Massachusetts State Reformatory, who had appeared before the
Boaz»daf: Parcle between 1912 and 1920, Of these, 300 weve parcle suce
'cesges, 300 parole violators and 80 who had not yet been paroled, Ine
formation available in their files was then collected under eixty-four
‘headings and*%;he three grdz’zpa”wéve then compared with regard to these
factorse In additian, the nina eré:bema, used by the Xéassachnsetts Rew
formatory for determin:mg ﬁhetber or nct ta grant paroie were’ also taken
‘into csnsidwa%mn. \ m nine c:mteria used weres (1) -wsomxt of refors
mation accamplished d‘urmg the stay in the institutiﬂn, (2) his conduct
in tha &ns‘b&tmﬂ.m, (3) par&le mleymen%, (h) proper home mamdinga
during parole, (S) ability to tell the exact truth when intezrviewsd vy
“the board, (6) aeriausneas ef oi’fense, {7) previocus eourt record, ( 8)
impressions made at appearame be,fere tbe baarﬁﬁ and (9) behavior on
former paroleg |

Wamer ‘bhen %&.@d *Ec show that in %hs lﬁ.gh‘b of his ::empmat:.%
figures for paroiie no}.ators e.n& nonviela‘box'ﬁ the criterisa as used by
the board appeared t0 be without ﬁ'mda%:imq “That is, “the’ board did not

16, Be Warner, "Pactors 'Betemiﬁing Parvole from the Massa=
chusetts Reformatory,® Joumal of ﬂrinﬁml Low and Criminology, 1923,

PDe 17 2"‘207 .




adequately weight the. factors. For example; the board regarded the:
eemiss:.on of.a &exual crime as mmtating ag&im ralease; on parale .
whemeas ae*bually tweethim%s o£ paroled sex Q:&’fenders prwed suceesses,
against an, everall smcess ra:be of enly ax:e—half - On i:'he ether han@,
'Eazé,;smam:;qom}:itwé for larceny and breaking and -entar&,ngwere readily
‘garqled,;- despite a viclation rate of 57 per cent.
giisg{:mred was the fact that for most of the Mfematmn on family back=-
ground, nationality, -education, circumstances st time of crime, resie
dence and ec!uaatiam the baarc& relied on the answers obbtained from the
- prisoners *ﬁhemselvese S
mesr mnclnded tha?. none of the sixty-four factars on which

:mz‘om’c.im zma availabl&, wﬂ:hh the axceptim of the psyehia%ric reports
ahe;mci any. signifﬁ.aame as witeria of success or failure and that
ittle wmvemem was pnaai@ble without ehangiag both the matha& of obe
*baining &nfcmatian amd izhe namre of the Momticxs obtained, It is
worth n@’tﬁ.ng tha,t Warnery a:m mt place the ‘b}.ame of :Eailimg to obtain
better crﬁi‘teria on t;he bearci, ’mrt; on %he ﬂpresenﬂ undeveloped sﬁaw of
‘the science of criminologye™

' Wamer*a atudy‘_-was'm&iately criticized by ‘ﬁomell-ﬁaﬂ;}'? for

1730111313. Hart, "Predicting Faroie, Suceess,” Journal of Criminal
ww and Criminology, XIV (Noverber, 1923), pp. Lo5~Ulli.
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xailura to appxy teste tn ﬁstarmine s%a%istical 8ignificanne;18‘ Hart
i‘alt that f’gamper“ utuiﬁaw.on of ﬁnfez'mmm alreaﬁy at the dispaaal of
the Massachusettv* de af ?arola wsum resultz iﬂ impmved paz-ele re=
sults. ‘I*o prove h&s poim he presented 8 %abie shmng that ﬁhere were
-:1a» considerable number 9;?7 faatars where yrisamr;s é‘a&iing_m, *bhe favores
able usﬁbﬁéw of the Factoey woum'have "a;hig:h ,ehgmewof success on
parole. | ST .
| Ha% also advecaﬁed that al1 'hhe fagtors found to be stamsmeam
. aigfni,f-icant; 't:_,se .combined imto a, progngstic. $coxre: ffﬁr,;gag;; “pz_\*isangr, - Hart
‘puggested. that to devise. such a sy&tezz;, ‘the int@m&amﬂa‘twm between.
ithe . v#rioﬁs items tébulai:ed by Professoy Warner; as well as t!zeix- corre~
1at:s.ons mﬁh parele violations weulé have te be s‘{s’adiad, 50 as to devise
“the best possible welghting system for scoring. pwmmm facts, The re-
m:lts of this pz'ccef?m'e ccml& then be used to. establish the risk of vice
lation for each score or score m‘heml, ’}.*ha finisheé pmdue’b mighb
appear as followss: -

Score Group , {?iala:_tor§ .
Per cent)

5«10 3
17
29
L6
15

orNwE

?‘BFer example: Pearsonian coefficient of mean-squa:re eontingency
{vCr) used to determine the degree of relationship between a factor and
behavior during or after treatment or chi aquare %o dstermine statistical
significance,
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- A weaknens in Hart's study is that he am’:spteﬁ the prisoner's own
3%@23‘ when i‘b mﬂmﬁ hm, ut mjegmzi it when i;{. ammsd m mmmm with
previous cr&mﬁ,m},agmg& fmmga.w While Hart did not ::sm-tfmcm a .
%ﬁ.ghteﬁ gcoring aystem himself, he indicsted tha pa&a&&mtﬂy of devige
ing one. This was a major factor in setting the stage for the first ime
portant prediction s'mey by Professor Frnest W, Burgess of the University
cf’ thicago.

In ordsr to ascertain the relationship between the indeterminate
sentences law and the parcle systenm, &urg&sag‘? working jolotly with Judge
Andrew A« Bruce snd Dean Albert J, Harso, attempted Yo answer two @s«-
tiona: |

1. What spesific facts about the priscner and his past history
88 stated in the record could be velated to the faot that he had, or
had not, violsted parole?

2. Wnat, 4f any, additional faets significant in the light of
his record on parole might also be secured?

Information was gathm& £rom the parole records 633 one thousand
men Irom each of the State Penitentiaries at Joliet and Menard, Illinois,
and & similar number from the State Reformutory at Pontiac, Illinois, on

w’*helﬁon and Eleancr Glueclk, Eg. git., quoted from Dr, Hermann
Manpheim end Leslie T. Wilkine, Predicting Methods in Relation to
Borstal Traininx (London: Her Haje ¥'s btatimx‘y T OfEice, 19557

®Opndrew A. Brucs, Brnest W. Burgess, and Avert J, Harno, The
Workings of the Indeterminate Sentence law and the Parole System in
Iilinois (Springfieldr Jllinois State Board of Parole, 1928), Chapters
28 &nd 396
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the fcuowmg twanty—%m faet»ors: (3.) nature of of fengey {2) number of
' asaoa:lates in comtmng atfense for whic:h cem:ieted, {3} natianality of

the ima‘ﬁe's £a.%he&‘, (h) parental status, including broken homes, (5)
marital status éf,‘ the iﬁm&e,_{é} type of criminal, as ’first -of:ﬁ’emier;
&:eaaienél m‘:'fendaé, habi*éﬁ:al : affender,- professiomi crﬁininali (?} social
%ype, as ne ‘azh&o-w}.i, gangater, hoha, (8} county from wh:&eh cami%ed,

' (9) size o:i‘ ‘commnity, (10) type of ne&ghborh@aé, (11) resident or trane

| sient in ,_c:omm:m;y when arrested, (12) statement of trial judge and
pm#ééu‘ting attorney éﬂmﬁ ﬂxémae to réeommenﬁamm for or against
lentency, (13) whether or not commitment was upon acceptance of lesser
plea, (1) nature and length c£ sentence imposed, {15) months of sentence
sotually served before parols, (16) previous eriminal record of the
prisoner, (‘iﬂ his previous work vecord, (18) his punishinent record in
ﬁhé ina*biw%m; {19) his aga at time of parole, (20) m.s msxrbai age &c-
. aording to pssrehiatrfw axaaﬁ.nation, (a) h:is persanality typa aceording
to psycm.atrifs examinemen, and (22) pswhiatric gwmﬁa.

Each i’aetor wae divided into a xmmbaw of aaﬁagories; for example,
type of offense into Mex;y, robhery {theft from a person), burglaw
(brealing and entering), fraud and forgery, sex ofi’enses, mwder amd
manslaughter, and all other offenses, When the over-all rate of parole

“wiolation was c@@aredv with the rate for each of the factors, it was
“found to be higher for cerbtain categories and lower for others,
To make the differences in the rate of violation found for the

warious categories of each of the twenty-two factors usable for practical
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purposes, Burgess attributed an arbitrary weight of ane‘poinﬁ to each
factor, Thus a parolee whose violation rate for, say, twelve factors
was found %o be below the overssll rate for his institution was given
twelve favorable points, while the factors for which his viclation rate
wag above the over-all ?ﬁ%@nﬂn&@ ignored sinee he did not consider them
to be prognogtic of parole snccess,

‘The individual cages were then scored and a table of "Expectancy
Rates &i Parole Violation and Nenviolation® was constructed fbr the vari-
ous scores or score intervals. This revealed that the Expected Rate of
Violation for men having, for example, sixteen to twenty~two favorable
points to be 1.5 per cent, and for men with only two to four favorable
points, 76 per cent. Despite the apparent accuracy of this table,
Burgeas cautioned that it was merely illustrative of the possibilities
of the method and not adapted for immediate use, Burgess was also aware
of the fact that although statistical prediction was now feasible, ex-
clusive reliance could not be placed on it at the expense of intensive
study of the actual case,

As mentioned earlier the Burgess method has bescome ene of the two
most widely used techniques in parole prediction. However, it has also
been eriticized on the following grounds, summarized by Vold,2d

(a) Only the material contained in official records was used,

(b) Only conduct during: the official period of parole was

considered,

21george B. Vold, Prediction Methods and Parole (Minneapoliss
The Sociological Press, 1931), p. 16+ o
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{¢) Some of the categories used to differentiate between vio-
lators and nonviolators were ‘ovsflépping; and too, sub.jpetiﬁea. This ape
plies in particular to Burgess' category of "social type" which was .
divided into subclasses such as "hobo,? Pneler-do-well,® Mmean citizen,"
Pgangster," ste, . L

{d) There was no check upon the reliability or consistency of the
findings by reclassificstion or similar tests,

. .{e} A system of scoring was used that assigned equal weight to
every one of the twenty-two factors, wheress it was evident from the
tables produced that certain factors were more strongly correlated to
success or failure than others.

Griticisms (a) and (b) question the reliability and completeness
of the material used as the basis of the statistical work, while the
others are criticisms of the statistical technigues employed.

In a study entitled "Success and Failure on Parcle Can be Pre~
dicted,"?? Clark Tibbitts studied three thousand paralees from the
Tllinois State Reformatory. The subjects were divided into two classess
(1) two thousand boys who served a maximum one year parole period, snd
{2) one thousand boys who rounded out the full year but the full period
extended beyond that year. ‘

Tibbitts, using the twenty-two factors recorded below; attempted

to ascertain the correlation between the presence or absence of the

~ 2203ark Tibbitts, "Success or Failure on Parole Can bs Pre-
dicted," Jowrnal of Criminal law, XIXII (May, 1931), ppo 13-50.

* »
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: S.ndividnal factcz's and o*awoma of the pwole. (1} Hat%x‘:e af offenstag
(2} mmiber of assecia@as in eozmni%ing offense fw which aenvicted, (3)
-nationalﬁ;y of inmate's father, (L) typs of criminal, as first effender,
ocesslonal ‘offender; habitusl effénﬁer, professional ¢riminal, (5).sociel
" 'type s 88 neéver-doewell, gangster; ﬁobp 5 {6) size of the commnity, (7)
type of neighborhood, (B) resident or transient in commnity when ar-
‘réastedy (9) statement of trial judge and prosecuting attorney with ref-
‘erence $o0 recommendation for or againab leniency, (10) whether or not
commitment was upon acceptance of lesser plea, (11) nature and Iength
~of sentence imposed, (12) previcus criminal yecord of the prisoner; (13)
his previcis work reeord, (1h) his punishment record in the institution,
{15) his age at time of parole, (16) his mental age according to psychi-
‘atric examination, (17) his personality type according to psychiatrie
examination, (18) peychiatric prognosis, (19) length of time.served be-
fore parole, (20) employment status at commitment of crime, (21) type of
neighborhood into which paroled, and (22) fivst job on pavoles =

. Phe first elghteen factors were borrowed from Burgess' study and
the last four, 19-22, wore added by Tibbitts.. While Burgess alloved
‘only for consideration of favorable factors, Tibbitts considered both
favorable and unfavorsgble.elements in prison lifes Despite these dif-
ferences both studies achieved slmost identieal results in prediecting
parcle success and failure, .- |

The most anbitious attempt te construct prediction tables for

Juvenile deélinquents and criminals has boen made by Sheldon and Eleanor
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Oluecks . The Gluecks dogan thelr research 4n.eriminology and delinguency
m 11925¢ ' The' p:’aﬂmtionﬂbablefs have been a. by-product rather ‘ihan the
‘main obijéctive of their researches, which have dealt primerily with
evalvating, through followeup ‘éﬁu&ias, the effectivences of the wvarious
f£orms 'of penowcorréctional treatment for both Juvenile and. adult. ofe
“fenders.?>. In Predicting Delinquency and Crime®" the Gluecks made thedr

‘firgt attempt to develop a "network® of predictive instruments. ' Sixty-
- two.tables were includsd in the volume as dllugtrabive of ;tha potentiale
ities of predictive devices.
7t In contrast to the Burgess method mentioned - earlier, the Glueck
sﬁé%hod’exﬁployed in a prediction ‘Eabﬁge: only those few factors (usually
five) that had been shown through followeup studies to bear.a high re-
Zationship to subsequent behavior. The method used to construct. the
prediction tables were as followss .
L 'The £irgt step was to relate each factor éncompassed in the pare

ticular inquiry: to the behavior of the offenders during or following the
~form of penoecorrectional treatment for which the device was desired,
“In the carliest studies the Pearsonisn Coefficient of Meanegquare: Cone
tingency (M0%) to dotermine the:degree of relationship between a factor

_ U Qasee Shelden and Eleanor Glueck, Five Hundred Criminal Careers
{New Yorks Knopf, 1930); Five Hundred Delinquent Women (New Yorkt
Knopfy 193hL)s One Thousand Juvenile Delinquents {Cambridge, Massachus-
ettes Harvard University Press, 1930)3 Later Criminal Carcers (New York:
The Commonwealth Fund, 1937)s Juvenile Delinquents Orown Up (New. York:
The Commenwealth Fund, 1940); Triminal Careers in Retrospect (New York:
The Commorwealth Fund, 29W3). — . - . . !

hgneldon and Eleanor Glusck, Predicting Balﬂ,ncgzj%g% and Crme,
(Cambridge, Massachusettss Harvard University Prees, 1959)s; DPpe 180=255¢
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| md babaviar mm:mg or aﬂsw trea&mm waa yelied upon to seleaﬁ the

f&a‘wma Later fm ’eeheir work. a a&mpz.er me’@haﬂ was used.as kmcsming %o

}th;i.s nethod those factors in which significant differences (e 0.01 as
aﬁetemﬁmd by the empntaticn of %.he ehi—«sqqara} -oeourred %e%men the

: deunqnenta am their m%ehefi mnﬁsiinqu.ents in the subcla.saea of, eazh
factor, Other considerations in selecting the five factors ‘mre; {a)

: .mﬁal..e“xalusi%n'eas, {b) relatiire, independence, and (¢) availability -
of. data.. |

After the factors wore selected the Gluecks sel down the pere

centage of offenders actually misbehaving within each. subclass of a

factor. For example, in Exhibit & sppear the five factors and their
subcategories which were selected as the basis for a teble for predicte
ing the behavior of juvenile delﬁnqaents on paroley also shown are the
percentage inecidence of parole ﬁolaﬁim for each of the categories.

The third step was to daﬁemine‘ the highest and lowest viclation

scores obtainable on the five factors involved., The sum of the smallest
percentsges in the subcategories of the five factors resulbed in the
nlowest poésiw.e parcle violation seore." Similarly the sum of the
five largest percentages of the subcategories of the five factors gave
the "highest possible parole ﬁalat«ion.'sécre«‘" Thus, "as seen in the

- exhibit the minimm seore is 276,7 and the highest possibtle score is
 396¢5‘

25 Sheldon and Eleanor Glueck, Unraveling Juvenile I&alinquenoz
(New York: The Commonwealth Fund, 15h0), Chapter XX.
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_ zéaheldm and Eleanor Gluegk, Px-eﬁ:wbin_g Delinquency m Crime
(aambridge, Massac?mse%a; Harva;'d University Fress, 1959 )s Pe 27+
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The fourth step mmsis%e& of estabmhing ‘bhe score classes in
ﬁqméiabant intswals iaetwaen the nﬁmﬁmm and mx:imm seare 1&3311%3. '
 Then each individusl in the group was scoved on the five factars
and plaeed in the appmpma‘be seore class. The mumber of caseg -fallﬁ,ng
S.nto each score clase were *t;hen converted 4nto pereentagea. The resulte
ing distrimtian of pargemages,wag used as the basis for the mmmg
dnstrument. |
" ‘The final step consisted of examining the peicentages to determine
vhich combination of score classes provided the most accurate prediction,
) "‘tsefréral {mportant aentﬁ%u%iéﬁs have been made te the ‘subject of
‘prediction by George B, Vold of the University of Minnesota,8! Vold
undeytook the study of paréié_;mdicﬁim, recognizing the grineiyle of the
curfilative effect of individually insignificant Pactors. The object of
the ';;.weatigaﬁan was to answer these questionss
What information, in the parole records, accumulated by the parole
baér@, is important as an indﬁca‘bar of probable conduct on pamc’glé? ' How
nay {t;he board know, in any g:wen eaaé; whether 1t is taking a serious
chance or acting on a relative certainty in the m#ttex* of an inmate's
proba%:z’ia conduct on parole? | )
' In his book Prediction ﬁetheds and Parols he used the vecords of
Eh2 men discharged from the Minnesota State Prison and of 650 men dise
charged from the Minnesota 3%1:3 Reformatory during the periocds 1922 to




19274 - Information was gathered on:factors t;msmed-as followss : ‘{.1')‘
facﬁors invelving the circumstances a.nd copditions of the trial 'ﬂ’éﬁd. coMmw:
nﬁffmentg. A2 ) Lactors 'invd},virig | circumstances and:conditions of the
saaia}, background, (3) faaﬁors Anvolvirg the tréits;v ‘habits, and chare
aoteristics pf the: imz.vu.dual, (h) factors associated: with the period

ai‘ ‘stay in the institution, and (5) factors associsted with the period.
of ‘parcle. . Thé author eoncluded that, while no single factor appeared:
t'a:bé-aﬁ ‘oubstanding .mmmee;, Jf-afw,i if any, appeared to be without -
any significances . Contrary to most studies, Vold found that parole vice-
lations showed no tendenecy to be more frequent in the earlier part of
the pmlé period but ocourred fairly unifermly throughout the whole
years. .. ,

An interesting aspect of Vold's study is his comparison of the '
efficiency of the Burgess :'teehnica‘uﬁ Qi‘. utilidng akl available factors:
without weighting thém with the Glueck technique of using rmly the. m‘?s‘t;
s‘.ig’nific’an& factorse - Since ‘v'ery 3.1%13 difference was found between the
results obtained by the two techniques, and in view of the greater law
boriousness of the. Glmck: mefs&zod of: scoring, no further use of it was

made %)y Volds 23

&

An example of a prediction study not based anifoliwéup regearch

s Eu Qx‘inml Garesrs in Retrsﬁ eet, p. 23.9, tha Gluecks goint
out: that thiF criticism refers only to the original construction of the
tables, vhereas their application in view 6f the emaller mumber of items,
involves less work than the Burgess methods




was made by Ferris FJ Laune."’? 'in ééeking for some methéd' fbr Wedicto
a prisoner 's mramauty and attimdee, %ha questzwa of '&hs "awmhes" of
‘the' other inmates was considered., In a prison it is quite generally be-

‘lieved that an innmate can sise up his fellow inmate and estimate with

“gome degree of accuracy his future conduet. If this is trus, reasoned
“Launé, the official who could through some means analyze an inmate on
‘the same basis as is used by his fellow inmetes wonld be enabled to make
& fore accurate’ prediction,

Laune felt that his method met with some degree of success in
predicting success on parole but readily admitted thet the results
would have to be checked, He declared his intentions to continue the
study but subsequent paroles prediction literature ie silent on the mat-
ter, The method was too subjective and statistically teoo indefensible
to be of scientific value,

- After «s«mmy years of experimentation and research in the applie
¢ation of parole prediction metheds, Lioyd E. Ohlin, gociologisteactuary
with the Il1linois Divisien af’-‘ccrreetwng published a monograph entitled
Selection for Parols.’® Dr. Ohlin'e technique is largely derived fram

Burgess' ploneer study, also carried out on Illinois parclees, Since &

29?63‘:'15 F. Loune, "A Technique for Developing Criteria of Prob-
ability,” Journal of Crininal Law and emmlm, XXVI (May, 1935),

PPe hl"'hSO

+3030yd B, Ohlin, Selection i’er Pamla (New Yorks Russell Sage
Foundation, 1951).
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routine prediction syatam-wgé'esﬁabmshéﬂ a8 early as 1933 in Illdnois,
the principal stages in the construction of Ohlin's prediction ory as he
pm;fers to call them, experience tables will'be glvens ‘ B

ﬂhl:m selected a aamp&,a of one ‘Mmusand a:a&as who' hazi be;én dia»
charged for a period of at least five yoars. The selection of preﬂicti?e
*items’ vas made from factors likely to be significant in view of the re-
"sults of previous researches, In devising the prediction table Ohlin
‘analyned twentyeseven factors. '

- In'devising the table currently used in Illinois and based on
méterisl from U;9ll parolees, the following twelve factors, out of
twenty-seven on which information had been gathored, were rotaineds
(1) type of offense, (2) sentence, (3) type of offender, (L) home status,
(5) family interest, (6) social type, (7) work record, (8) community,
{9) parcle job, (10) mumber of associates, (11) pérsan&iiﬁyg and (12)
psychiatric proghnosis, |

. The following fifteen factors were excluded £rom use beosuse tho
subclasses lacked a sufficient degree of association with parcle oute
gm, or statistical significance, or reliability or stabiiﬁ.ﬁyfsl- (1)
‘time served; (2) age, (3) natiomality and racial origin, (L) oriminal
record, {5) punishment. record, (6) married status, (7) working at time
.of offense, (B8) last institutional assignment, (9) criminel mobility, .
{10) neighborhood at offense; (11) use of aleohol, {12) venereal

3133‘0:* a detelled discussion of the pre&icti.ve items and the.
apprc»prﬁate statistical tests to measure them the readsr is ra£ewed to
ghlin, %g Gitp, Aypendix B’ Fpo 165"1129 o ‘
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infection, (13) parole commmity, (14) parcle neighborhood, and (15)
mental ratings |

For each factor Ohlin set up a series of subclasses whioch pro-
vided the basis oé' separation between parole successes or fmmsa The
violation rate was obtained for cach of the subclasses by dividing the
number of violators by the total number of subjects in the subclass.
For the factor "family interest,” for exanple, the viclations ranged
£rom 5 per cent in the subclass "very active" to LO per cent in the subw
class 'none;" compared with an over-all mumber of viclations of 28 per
cent for the total of 1,941 casess In this way each factor was marked as
a favorable, neutral or unfavorable predictive item. For example, under
"type of offense™ homicide and sex offenses were rated as favorable;
burglary as unfavorable. Other items (robbery, larceny, forgery, and
miscellaneous) were rated as neutral. Bach parolee was given one fae
vorable point for svery favorable snbeiass; one unfavorable point for
every unfavorable subclass and a gero for every neutral subclass in
which he fell, The subject's score was determined by subbracting all the
unfavorable points from the favorable points. The neutral subclasses
wsre ignored as having ne predictive value, | Following this, it was pos-
"eible to construct the experience table showing the range in violation
2@93.32 For persons having five to ten favorable points the parole vio-
lation rate was 3 per cent. ii‘or those having five to six unfavorable
points the viclation rate wag 75 per cent.

. 3%see Appendix A.
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Ohlin states thats .
It was discovered that rather close adherencs to the experie
ence table could yield up to thirty-six peicent greater accuracy
in making parole selections than if this information were ige '
. noreds It is thus apparent that integration of this prediction
7" information with other knowledge available to the board ¢an =
. .. Pbrovide an appreciable ﬁnurea.se sn i',he pemanmge af suecessm
©" 'cases selected for parole,33
" The study made by Glaser was predicated on Ohlin's thesiss . "The
géeatériiherease in predictive accuracy will undoubtedly depend on see
' curing better factors rather tma on refining the techniques and methods
"of prediction work.” From tlms bvasls alaserzh formilated some new.
factors as followss (1) most serious previcus sentence, (2) ege at
first leaving home for six months or more, {3) muber of years of
‘schooling, (k) voecational capacity, (5) total criminal record, and (6)
social ‘developmént} and used them together with factors from Ohlin's
study. “These factors were tested on .lL,Li8 inmates paroled during the
decade 1940-L9 from the Pontiac Branch of the Illinois State Peni-
tentiary. This institution is for the ”annng-and improvable.® The msan
age at parole .was 2l.1 yeéars and the average time served was 3.6 years.
Among the hone ‘background factors wnside?ed,‘qnality of home;
while signii’icam, was not as useful in parole prediction. as were the
circumstances of the firet prolonged departure f£rom homs, i.¢.; traine
ing schooly reformatory, or prison. Of less predictive utility was the

33on1in, cp. eit., p. 86.

31‘Daniel Glaser, "A Reconsideration of Some Parole Prediction
Factora,® ﬁmericsxa Sociological Review, 195k, pe 335.
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i‘a«box '*homa statns“ with mbca%;egories cx:ft superiﬁr, &verage, merior,
bmken, &stitmiem, and leﬁ‘t home. | 3@11003,&,:;& wa;a positively tzorralaﬁed
"with ;;aro:i.e samaas anﬁ *t,ha &amor statee tmz :m; is amicipatea ‘bha’c a
‘, relia‘ble :Lndax of achonx “aésustfmerm” woum show aven grea*ter utility m
:selectsian fmr paroie. | MQliigence secrea had less assoc:iatz.an aﬁ.’ah
_‘-“pamle ehtcama %har: haﬁ aezaoaling Another pesmtiv«aay az@;ifmant fao=-
'_tor wasz» imates whese vma:himal aapaei%y a‘b pam&e was ratad as ade-
wely skiikled. | |
_ ) Sex affensea axzd hmmide ami assault were ma'b mvem’ble, i.e. s
.they ahnwed the 1owest rates cf parcﬁ,e vmejats.on. Auto larcem aand
burglaxv were the mast unsaverable, &.e., %hey ahwsd the highast rates
af parole viaiation. ‘?he ahwe stuéy 13 relevant to this inveatigation
sint:e &t deaia w:ith the ﬁymmg aad mrevable,” Hmeever, the chief
’critic&sm is not that Eé&.asa?'s atuéy ia cief:mient in i%se&f ‘but that it
vas devised for yomg adults rather than Juveniles. ?‘er eammle, Gla&ar
found that the eireumstanees of the ﬁx's% pmim:zged ﬁeparmre i‘ram home
was more useiw. than the quali‘by of %hé home. F@r ‘bhe ma:}ority of ju-
veniles in ttae pmse:fb swdy, %here waa no saralongea dapax‘wre frem home
prior to t,he&r comﬁ.%ment anﬁ :i:h a}se seama 3.93;1%1 to aﬁsme that “qual-
ity of homeh ané “iwme s'baws“ would haw a grea%r influeme in the
‘lzi.vea oz‘ 3uvenﬁes who az'e a%ﬁ.ll ﬁ.n %;he heme than :m 'bhe lives ef adxx}.t
‘oi':{’enders whe have broken home tias.

A new approach with interesting vpossibﬁi&ﬁes in understanding
delinquents haéf heén"rei?eaiéa in a study by Gaugh and _?etarson.35 These

| 35mm L. Ruch, Pe
Scott Foresman snd Company, .

10logy and Iife (£1fth edition; Chicagos
750)y Do Pe 140,
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‘mvestigatcrs have bnﬁ.t a serisa of ;:redict:!.ve test :ﬁtems araund the o
central theory that trhe delinquent indivicbml is uﬂable ta loak upon h:!_m-
seli’ as a soc:ial a’b,jeci; and hence to se’b ap a. aeries of expechaneies amz
';nritiques. In other wra:»rc‘\:eu;L %he delinquent canmt see himself as a’c.hem
aee hm; he aannat eval&ate h:la behavio;r izz terms af it& consequenees in
the 3.ives of chers smci hﬁ.s om welfare.- ‘fhiﬁ stndy is typiaa.:. of re-
cant studies ihaﬁ have been éesigned fze 1demify p@tenﬁua& ﬁelinquenta
-‘among young cbildren at the time of school entrance. '

m revieﬁﬁng the aﬁom swcfie s, many of the ﬂaehniques, methoda,
_ami factars useé are appucable to the ;aresenb sﬁuéy. 'I‘he :rae'h remaim,
!xwever, ‘t.hat them ia stm m preﬁictive mstmmema gemd speciﬁ-
‘ca}.ly for prediets.ng parole success oy :Zailﬁre for juvezxﬁes in cur cor=
'xtectional institutﬁ.ons such as our sta:be ‘Eminmg Sﬁhﬁ:}lﬁ. | |



- GHAPTER III
SOURCE OF INFORMATION AND DEVELOPMENT OF INSTRUMENT

Su bgents'

The subjects se’leete& £or this study were fiftyeone delinguent
boys from Douglas .ﬁ}ounty; Nebraska, who were on parole from the State
'fx?aining School, Kearney, Nebraska, as of April 1, 1957, and all whp
were since released on parcle, until June, 1958, Same eé,aes had to be
eliminated because the gubjects were paroled to parents or relatives :
who had moved out of the state since the boy's commitment. Others were
a&nitted_ $o Father %anaga.ssfg Heme foéx{';Boys,‘ Indlan Miesions, etes, and
were under the direct -fau_pervisién of thoge institutions, In addi‘t}ion,
a few were not included because of the recency of their release, The
fifty-one ceses used in this study were boys with whoe the writer is or
was well acquainted through many personal contacts over a p'ema' of

twonty-four months.

Sources of Information

Data for the study were derived rram 8 variety of sources. The
Nebraska State Division of Child Velfare granted permission for the use
of *?bh_’e casge records compiled by the Douglas County Child Welfare Depart-
ment. Each of these records contained a complete éee:ial summary made at
the time of the boy's commitment to the training school and included the
family background,. personal history of the boy, court records, school
and psychological reports, and, in a few cases, psychometric reports. In



32

addition to this information, the record contained the intake information

ga*‘ji"}h;ez‘e&‘ from the boy by the training school personnelj the reports of

progress made during the boyt's incarcerations the mbaé@ehﬁ parole plan

and parole veports, as well as the correspondence in connection with the

¢ages, Each home was v&sited and numerm ir;tez'views were held wﬁ:hh each

‘im*y, his parents, school au@horiﬁea, employers, and others who had Cone

" itéé‘b ‘; wit\hb h:un.

@an;pﬁamion of the Instment

?he ‘nine faatera used in this study were all talen fz'om Ohlints

wiginal twenty=-geven i’mﬁra.% Since Ohlint's predictive izxstrmnt

was devised ﬁer adult.s many oi’ the fawora were net plﬁ.cable for ;}u—

, V;enilasg,,” The thirteen factors thus, ‘eﬁ,imé,naﬁeé, (each being followed by

the reason for elimination) ares

1,

2.

3.
b

5.

6.

Ager All were minors with age diffe?em;e- of only three or
four years.

ﬁa@iengiiw and Racial Origint Insufficient mumber of cases
to warrant .éepgm‘he catega#ie’s.

-Mishmm Record: No previcus institutional punishnent.
Marital Status: No cases. /

‘Last Institutional Assignment: No cases.
Criminal Mobilitys 411 cases residents of Omaha.
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7. Neighborhood at Time of Offenses ALl cases from a relatively
. similar type of nef»,ghbarheqd-.
8. Use of Almm}_ws. Only three ;:asés recorded,
9. Venereal Infections No known cases,
. 20, Parole Commnity: Urban in all cases.
R A ' Parole &aighh@rhwdg Urban in all cases.
12. Sentence: All indeterminate -- no minimumg maxdmum until
twenty-one yesrs of age.
i3¢ Community: All offenders from an urban commmitys
0f the fourteen factors applica’b:i.e to juveniles, two more had to
be. eziznnated. '?hese, together with the z'ease;a for elimimmm, arer
1. ?sychiatrm f‘mgmmm ,*ai‘pmman available in only a few
o spscial cases. ‘ o
2. Number of &sscgia%esa Reseamhe:‘ failed w cbmm the informa=
" tion b the time of the original compilation of the research
. data. B
‘ E‘hr_ee- additional £a§mrav were ;éomb:&neﬁ with related i‘aém#s undeyr
’bhe label of the latter. These combined i’ac%ara are:
1. Gr:imin/al Keeom and Type of foense.
2. Work Record and Sahoal Record,
3. Soelal %ype snd {at léast in part) ?ersm;iity Rating.
Once the factors had been selected subclasses .‘weré_ established,
BExcept for "Type of Offans'a,*" wiaeré property offenses %mre separadted as
a subclass distinet freﬁz.all'gther types of offenses, two subclasses were

3
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establ:ishe& for eaah factw, ena with a pssimve and the other with a
mgative orientatien. Fm‘ tahe fao‘hor f’?amonality Rahmg" tizree ‘stbe
elasses were as%abzished a&.mg the pos:imve o aegative range. :
) ' i'he faﬁtﬂr **E‘azﬁ.ly lxrberest" can greviéa an illustration of this
sube},aas formation. 30::131 mrkera have subjea‘hivaly seeﬁ %’.}za*t close
heme ties have a wntromng, supparting, and eaﬁmg ei‘i‘ect 1:3 the transi-
tion from mtmutiam 1ife % 3,i£e in tha heme aomu&"z»y. Close family
rela:%simh:}.ps heip the ;aas:olee ta :!:eel ‘hha’ta he fLs wanted emd that saciety
accepts him. & qa:am&.i’iable aspeet of thia close ralati@nship is the
number of mwea:a meawad g‘mm hema. Thua in %h:is atucv, the home of 2
.’boy vhieh san% an avemga of" i‘:we or. :mre 3.ettera per month. was clasgi-
fmed as ms&tive and labei&sﬂ aqzmwiy mtereateé, wh:i,le a hema ¥islding
an avaraga of fw or less le%em ;@er membh ww cl&asiﬁ.ed as nega%ive
'ema Labs’naﬁ paasa,veay mteremﬁ. - o
- ‘Z'i:e n:ine £aetc;ra ami mabcmaes which were useei in thia ﬁmdy are
here aumarized and deﬁnad a8 fellawm |
| I. ‘Bypa of erma: @:E‘f:imal charge for whieh effemier wasg
| cami.%eﬂ.
10 Theft: All ﬁmmea againat prapettm imiuding e:ar
theft. | N :
‘2. A1l Others Xmlud:i.ng Bex; drinking, robbaw and assault
and :&neoﬁigﬁ.’bﬁiﬁy.
II. Type of Offender: .
3. Firsts Offender who was committed on his firet official

court appearance.
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2. Recidivists: An offender committed on his second or

f;» .
third appearance before the judge, having been released

to the parents on official supervision for previous
gppearances before the judge, also including offenders
beyond the aéﬁtml. of parents who are sentenced on the
basis of a lengthy history of deviant behavior rather
than for a specific sot,

1II. Type of Home: The classifications on this factor pertain
to tho dominant character of the offenderts early home 1life.

1. szrage Home

2,

a. Regular employmsnt or income above subsistence
level.

b, Consistent discipline and moral training,

¢e Healthy husbandewife relationships,

d. Healthy parent-child relationships.

Inferior Homes

a. Subsistence :ieveimcamm

b. .Strained husband-wife relationships,

¢, Alecholism.

d. Abuse rather than diseipline,

IV, PFamily Interest:

i,

2.

Activer Boy received average of five or more letters
per mnth and three or more visits per year,

Passive: Aversge of three letters or less per month
and less than three wvisits per year.



V. Mental Rating (I. Q.)t
T 3 Average:r ' Ninety and over, .
'8, ‘Below average: Less than ninety.
TR gy +Séhool ‘Record  (Precommitment)s .
1. -Eagulém aéeeywb'ié behavior and attendance according
b0 the standards éet by the school.
2, Problem: Guilty of truancy and/or other behavior probe
" 3ems a8 determined by the school standards.
Vii. Parele Job or seﬁaemgr ‘
1. Adequate: Regular full. time employment or school
‘attendance., i
"2, 'Inadequate: -Irregular in school or work, quitting
‘Jobs, being fired, truant, eaqae‘ligd;
VIII, Personality Rating: ,
The classifications on this factor were based on reports of
the Psychological and Peychometric repdrte made at the
Douglas County Youth Center bofore commitment and at the
Training School during the incarceration. ‘The clasgifica-
tion is scored according to the following categories, which~
gv&? is appropriate. _
1. Normal: Free from mental disordery not insane or
" neurctic,
2. Unstablet A residual category between "normel® and

' “Sﬁﬁa gPOSS“ﬁafegﬁ‘u_‘



3. Deviants Some gross defect or serious personality
deviation. |
IX. Time Serveds
| 1, Average or less: Ten to fiftoen months.
2. Above averages over féﬁteen months.

Va&ﬁéat:{an of Subelasses

’re validate cbjactive&y t.ke pesi-h:ive and negamve wbslaases
which txad been salectsd to give the heat possible separation between
parole successes and failures, the wtyaon;e cages were classified as
guccesses and §‘ail.m~ae for rqarch factor. The successful cases were multi-
plied by two ami 1'»’53 failures by one, The sum of the -px:mméts was then
divided by the mumber of eases reported in that particular categerys

Examplet
Active Family Interest
Successes 20 (x2) = h@ .
Failures 6 {x1) =
‘EE * 26 = 1,77

Pasgive Family Interest
Successes & g = 36
Failures 17 (1) = 17
. 33 * 25 - 3-032&
The resul‘&am exponent validated the positive-negative order of
the subelasaeg the higher exponent indicating the greater degree of

parole success.
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Validation of Factors
The factors themselves were then tested by chi.square. This was

ﬁmé to de‘ﬁem%e the chance of getting the obsmd degree eif assmﬂ.a—

tion through random sampling from a universe where there is no associn-

‘ts.on. Convention sets the meximm P at the five per cent level of sige

nﬁiaaneg»; therefore this was selected as the criterion to determine the
incluaiaﬁ or exclusion of the factors in the final instrument. Table II
shows the result of the computations of chi-square,

Six of the significant factors were then systematically combined
and enalyzed by the c¢hi-squaré technique to determine whether or not the
relation between the combined background items and parcls success were
statistically significant as seen in Table III, The seven factors that

met the criterion of a five per cent level of significance as determined

by ohi-square aves Type of Offense, Type of Home, Family Imberest,
Mental Rating, Precommitment School Record, Parole Job or Schooling, and
Personality Rating.

‘Weighting the Subclasses

_ On the basis of the preceding validation of the significance ef)‘
the fact;ars and of their vespeetive positive-negative subclasses, weighﬁé
were assigned to gach subclass, Each positive anbc’lass received a
weight of two while each negative subclass reaémved a weight of one.

The three aubc:lwse& of the factor “Persanal:&ty Rat:mg“ received values
of 3100 to 1+00 on the same basis, The factors themselves were for this
gtudy treated as being of relativel& equal value as predictors.
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Testing the Instrument

The ecore of each of the Fifty<ome boys was computed on the
instrimient made up of the seven statistically significant factors and
their subclasses, With the assigned score of two to one for six of the
factors and three to one for the factor "Personality Rating® the highest
possible score a boy could compile was fifteen points and the lowest
possible score seven points, The method of computing the score is shown
on the Sample Face Sheet of the Prediction Instrument in Appendix B.

i’est g the the &g zg
After the mamment was eomplet.ed t«he soores of the fifty-one

cases were computed. . These acores were then arranged in descending order
agcording to ?bhe two a&.&_ssﬁiicaﬁms of success and failure. The

| scores were then tested by chi-square to determine the relationship be-
tween *he indﬁ.vidual ’s score and hia nltimate Wala autcome.



COAPTER XV
s

The findings of this study are prosented .ﬁx the f-zﬂaﬁagﬁm
“Wym £irsd 4o tmlw form %@gamw with tha general Mﬁﬁg of the
tatle, and sscondly by a discussion af the individuel xac&m cr e
imtzrmnt togothey with the comments about these factors i‘m Mm
studiss,

The validation and the statistical significsnoce of m ingtroment
m& summariced and presspted in tobuley form.

Table I demonstrates the distinctivensss and validity of the sube
olasses chosen for esch factor. (Method discuseed on mﬁ 5749

Table II reveals the statistical significsnce of the factors as
demonatyated by chi- square, A chi square of 3.8l1 ana 6;6:35’ ia naeded
for gignificance at the & pey cent and 1 per cert lsvel respectively.
The two factors “Type of Offendor® and oTime Served" did not attain this
significant level. The seven foctors “Type of Offense,® "Type of Howe,®
"Fumily Interest,® "Metal Rating,” "Precommitment School Becord,® and
"Personality Rating® were significant et the prescribed level.

Table 1II gittenpta to deronstrate the relationshiy between factors.

Pollowing the computation of the staetietical significance of the
nine selected fuctora the factors were combined to dsterming whether or



TABIE I

ORDER OF IMPORTANCE OF SUBCIASSES OF NINE SELECTED FACTORS

Factors and Subclasses

Successful Failure Total Order of

Importance
I. Type of Offense ‘
1. Stealing 23 12 36 1.6L
2. All Other 5 10 15 1.33
I, Type of Offender
1. First 13 11 24 Le5k
2. Incorrigible 15 12 37 1.19
I1I. Type of Home
1. Average 18 L 22 1.82
2. Inferior 10 19 29 1434
IV. Fanmily Interest
l. Active 20 6 26 1.77
2. Passive 8 17 25 1,32
V. Mental Rating
l. Average 19 9 28 1.68
2. Below Average 9 k1 23 1,39
VI. School Record
l. Regular 10 0 10 2000
2.. Problem 18 23 L1 1.hb
VII. Parole Job or Schooling
1. Adequate 22 9 31 1,71
2. Inadequate 6 y 20 1,30
VIII, Personality Rating
1. Normal 19 1 20 1.95
2. Unstable 9 12 21 1.43
3. Some Gross Defect 0 10 10 1,00
I¥. Time Served
1. Average or Less 18 12 30 1.60
2. Above Average 10 11 21 1.h8
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TABLE 1
STATISTICAL SIGNIFICANCE OF NINE SELECYED FACTORS

Al

1, Type of Offense , N 5,69 02
2. Type of Offender - 2,03 )
3. Type of Home 1132 001
h. Family Interest 1040 oL
5. Mental Ra‘t‘.iag | le18 | 505
6. Precommitment Schocl Record 107 0L
7. Parole Jobor&chao}ing 8431 oL
8. Personality Rating 26.39 <001
9. Time.Served “ o768 .50




TAB!E IIE

MATIS?IGAL sx&umsmm oF GOI@I@B FAQTORS

.
i

‘8chool Record. and Paro}.e Job ox. s:;heem

Fac%orﬁ | x° ?

‘Zi's*pe of w«nm axad Zype M’ Home . | 3.’?‘619 ‘_: oGOl
. n o Papdly Imemat 12,059 WO
" .-"‘_ . # % Mental Rating 9.22 15
A B o ' School Record 5.5 001
S ®. " Parole dob or Sehe@&ing,, 12.5§ Lnos0
Type of Home an& Family Interest 13,02 - a4
w " " Montal Rating 13.961° #01
L " S #® % Schoo) Record . 16.691 +001
S I T Parole Jab or. schscling 3;6.918 .093.
Family meresxa and Mental aamng 11:103 01
. ‘" % School Record - 16,942 L« 001
. " u 2l ?arole Job or Schec:mng 14,935 JOL
ﬁemal Rating and School Record 13.26 0L
" " Parole Job or Schoolﬁng 15.434 -001
16.303 s001
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not the combined factors make better predictors of parole success than
the single items. Only those single items which are statisticaily sige
nificant were used. While the combination must also display statistical
significance it may not display any gain in significance.

Table 1IiIl shows the fifteeﬁ combinations that were created by
using two significant background items abt a time, Factor eight (Per-
sonality Rating) was excluded because of the larger number of categories.

By comparing Table II and Table III it can be noticsd that two
combinations "Family Interest and School Record® and t"School Record amd
Parole Job or Schooling“ made a gain in significance, A lesser gain was
made by several other combined factors including: Type of Offense and
Type of Home, Type of Offense and Family Interest, Type of Offense and
School Record, Type of Offense and Parole Job or Schooling, Type of
Home and School Record, Type of Home and Parole Job or Schooling, Fanily
‘Interest and Mental Rating, Mental Rating and School Record, and Mental
Rating and Parole Job or Schooling.

The interpretation of results in a cause and effect framework de=-
pends on logical analysis ﬁhich mast go beyond the statistical evidence.

Table IV shows the frequency distribution of the scores of the
fifty=one subjects and the number of successes and failures for each of
the respective score categories. The scores were derived from the use
of the completed instrument in the following way.

After the relevant predictive itema‘had been carefully selected,

defined and weighted as described in the foregoing pages, a face



TABLE IV

FREQUENCY DISTRIEUTION OF THE SGORES
OF THE PIFTY-ONE OMAHA PAROIEES
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sheet3? was devised on which the information of each subject wag tabue
lated. The subclasses were weighted as described earlier in the study
80 t.ha:t ﬁze :t‘i_x-s‘e suhéslass tmder eaeh factor was welghted two points

and the secend Subclass was weigh'bed one pomt. N -

The three su’bclaasea ander factar seven *??eraonaiﬁ,ty Rating" were
assigued wes&.ghts ef three, two, and one respectively. The highest pos-
sible score achievable is f:.fteeu and the lowest possible score is seven,

At eigm degrees of freedom (Table IV) a ehi square of 15.50?
and 20.090 is needed for significance at the 5 per cent and 1 per cent
level of c@nfiﬁex_;ee,v #g_speet;valy. An examination of Table V reveals
that the ob‘b#ined chi muare was 27.63. This is aignifieant at the ﬁ
.per eent 1evel of c;onfidence and therefore eosﬂ.d not ’be attti’mteé to
.lehance variation in a humgeneous pepulatian.

' Table V then shows the high degree of consistency with vhich the

instrument a’eparat;ed the suécéasm “a,nd unsuz_ii;esaml parélees.

The Indi.vzdual Factors

. As revealed by chi square the factors "E‘ype of effender” and
?Time Served" which showed scores of 1,03 and .765 respectively are
not statistically relevant and are therefore excluded from the study
and from further individuel treatnent..

‘rm -other seven faetors proved "so be s'tat.isticalw sigaﬁicam

i;y'chi squere. The factors "Type ai“ Of fense® and “Mental Rat.ing“ vere

315396' Appendix B.
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TABLE V

STATISTICAL SIGNIFICANCE OF THE SCORE DISTRIBUTION
OF THE FIFTY-ONE OMAHA PAROLEES
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significant at the 5 per cemt level while “Type of Home," "Family Intere
st," "Precommitment School izéccrci,“ “Parole Job or Schooling,” and "Pore
sonality Rating" were significant at the 1 per cent level.

Type of Offense

Theft. Theft, as preﬁously defined, includes all crimes against
mperty, including car theft, 3:1; was the primary offense, being ro-
corded thirty-six times. This high ratic is trus on & nationwide scale
aceording to reports to the Hﬁiﬁecﬁ States Children®s Bureau. It has alse
been confirmed by mamy local surveys and studies made by police and jue
venile ocourts.?® However, there 'is a tvend of change apparenﬁ in that
there is a decreasing number of crimes éf th&s ‘nature. This’ ﬁeereaﬁe is
cited in a study by the Glhzeekssg as deseemﬁng from ?isl per cent to
31,5 :aer cerxt, oveyr the last f:ift.aan yearss In the. thirty-six cases in-
cluded in thia s%*z;dy, twenty-three such offenders emle‘ked a sumessm
parole period, mma thirteen falled and were reincamerated.

All Other Offenses. This caﬁegory of offenders 1m1udes aeven

cases of incorrigibility, three cases a.f sex offenders, three eaaea of
ér:’mking s and one ecach of rebbery and assault. ?he alueeksw found that
incorrigibility is peculiar to juveniles and decmasae as the delinquent

3%evbert A. Bloch and Frank T. Flynn, The Jwenile Offendor in
America Today (New York: Random House, 19563, Pe 41

398neldon and Eleanor Glusck, Juvenile Delinguents Grown Up,
pp. 86-88. : _ SqUoN y 2k
40n5q,
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grows older. This does not mean that the delinquents in their study
terminated their delinquent behavior but rather that they possibly en-
gaged in different tﬁﬁeé of behavior or perhaps were shrewder in their
_exeention. . L -

| As p@imd out by Kmll,m sex .ofi’ens,éé are mich more prevalent
_mng girl &elmqnenfsa than among their male comerpar‘bs. ?fhis helpe
ta exp}.ain tha smll mmber ef such ef:t‘endex'a in 'th:is study Althcugh
the mm:ber of nffanéem csmi%ed for drinking is teo mall to deve:wp
:any generalﬁ.za‘biexzs, it is werﬁh noting %hat all three afi’enders faﬁed :
‘:i.n theﬂ.r parale ad;}astmem. ,
| ﬂf t»he thirby-—sﬁx boys gnilty vf theﬁz twenty-f;hree m.weeedad on
.pamle ami thiwtem £ai.iad. Qf the i’iﬁ;@em boys guilty of all athez* of-
fenses anly five were sueeessful and ten were faiﬁ.ms, 'I.‘he resnli;axm

_chi aquare was 5.69‘ This is aignii‘ieant a‘h ‘b&m 2 pe.r eent level.

Normally one would expect that offenders returning to "average"
homes would be more successful than those returning to inferior homes.
It has long been felt that inferior homes have 4 more harmml effect on
the children than broken homes.

Probebly the most common topic‘ or consideration in literature
dealing with delinquency is fehe home.® In speaking of delinquency and
family relationships the Gluecks stater -

- Mlpaprier . Rrell, "A Study of Selscted Chavacteristics of Come
mitted Juvenile Delinquents in Omaha, Nebraska, 1955 and 1956" (unpube
lished Master's thesis, University of Omaha, Nebraska, 1957), pe 17.
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Firgt 4t should be noted that in sixteen per cent of the cases

the parents were grossly incompatible in their conjugal relatione
ships, even though they continued to live togethery certainly the
frictions engendered in such a situation must have had an unwhole-
some effect upon the children. In another twenty-two per cent the
parents had been separated or divorced, Thus almost forty per cent
of the youngsters were reared in an atmﬁgphere of parental blckers
ings, dissatisfactions and unhappiness.*

Few social scientists will assign primscy to any one factor
howaver, there are those who state that if pressed to choose one and
only one factor; they would point to the home as being at least partially
iavolvea, 3 “

ii‘ the home is influential in cauging delinguency, it is reasone
able to suspect that theve would also be a close relationship betuween
the home ana the boy's success or failure on parole. This was borne out
by the 'pfeae@ study. Of the twfeixty—twe boys coming £rom average homos,
eighteen made ‘succesaful adjustments and only four falled, Of the
tuentyenine boys coming from inferior homes only ten were suocessful
and nineteen failed, 4

A further point concerning the home is stressed by é:ormaok, who,
in spealting of today's pasychological climate in "Youth in Our Changing
Culture,¥ states, "It is also an age in vhich many homes are 'bz-,oke;“é"
and some others ought to be." Social sclentists have long hinted that

& homs of constant bickering, strife, éZcoholism. etec., can be, and

wShaldon and Bleanor Glueck, Juvenile Belgmuests Grown Up,
Pe g ‘ v

U301ement S, Mihanovich, Principles of Juvenile Delinquency
(Milwaukee: The Bruce Publishing Gompanys 1950)s Ps 86,
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often 1s, a more harmful influence than a broken home,ll

Tt is difficult to imagine a home broken by divorcs and desertion
‘a8 being free of strife, but where the disruption tskes place early in
the 1ife of the offender, there is evidently less psychological damage
than in the famiiy that contimies to function on an ineompatible basis.
In this study it was found that boys coming from broken homes made bet-
'%er adjustments than those coming from strife-torn homes,

Glaser found that the quality of the homs, while significant, was
mrb as useful in parole predicbion as were the circumstances of the first
prolonged departure from home., Where the home was rated average, or
_higher, eeammieally, and no deiinqaem was reported, a viclation rate
of 30.7 per cent was found for 983 cases in contrast with 9.5 per cent
violation at the other extreme, for h.zﬁ homes rated marginael economically
and in which delinguency was reported. The fact that the home was
broken by absence of a parent bore little relationship to parele oute
come, but in cases where conflict with a parent substitute was reported,
49.5 per cent violated. These findings were interpreted as indicating
a relative socialising influence of various home eanﬁitima.hf%

In this study the quality of the home is an important factor in
the parole ad:jus‘bmaim of a éuveni:&e as revealed by a chi square of 11.32,

M‘uargmt L. Cormack, "Youth in Our Changing Culture,” Ghild
Wolfare Journal, mvx, No. 9 {New York, New York, November, 19

wﬂ&lﬁiﬁl Glaser, op. mop Pe 3350



52
This means that the faetor is significant at the .1 per cent level.

?wo af ﬁha masﬁ reaéily quantiﬁable aspecta for det,ermimng

gemﬂ.ne parental and homs interest are (1) the volume of mail a boy
receives fwm his parents and other mmbars of the hﬁme durmg his periaﬁ
of incarcerstion, and and (2) the i’mquenay of personsl v:ta:ws by menbers of
the :E‘amﬁy. Because %e }.a%‘ber is m&ieated by twe seeaz;&ary consider«-
a‘bions, ) the distance of two m&m& niles between Omaha and. Keamey,
.and (2) the low economic status of many of the families involved, tl’se
former is used in this study as being representative of home mbares%.

The importance of this faetow can be seen 'by the gaaitive COrre=
1&%5.0:; between famﬁ.ly iﬁbewes% anﬁ parole adjns‘bment. 'i’able I shows
.that as ‘the :&m.eres‘b decreases, the failures :Lnerease. Xnterest or lack
of intereat ag ravealed by the m:mber of letters ia at an opening %n
the deeper and underlying area af the indiﬁdm 1Fe@: ’bas:m wis!ws or deﬂ
sires,

I ‘rwenty bays conﬂng from homes actﬁ.ve}.y in‘&eresheﬁ were success~
ful on parole and six were failures, On the other hand aply eight of
those coming from homes passively interested were ‘.snéaea_sm and é,éven-»'
teen were failures. The statistieal computation t’é‘:‘, this faéfbbr reve&a
a chi square of 10.40 significant at the 1 per cent level, |

" Mental Rabing
The term "Mental Raﬁng“.as izseé 4n this gtudy means the Intelld~

gence Quctieﬁt; index. Intelligence test results wers availsble for each
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of the fifty-one offenders and in most cases the offender had bsen
tested twice. Each boy s tested by the state examiner-soon after his
arrival at the training school, and many had earlier tests at the
‘Bouglas 6aumsy Tfmtk; Center, the Gmha ?ablw Sahwls, or a private test-
ing bureau. | | | | |
1 The fifty—one Is Q. scores imlndea :Ln this stpmw rangad ﬁ*em a
_low ef 72 ‘bo & ‘high® of-131,* with a me&:&an soore of 90, Two diﬂsiﬂaa
were used m gronp these aﬁma a&eomiug ’aa the recemenﬂa‘biom ef m
testa as i’onowsz amage, 96 and a.bove; be&w ametage, 89 or :Lese. A |
‘tatal af; »&irty, or, §9 per cwﬁ, *::f tha affenﬁera had sccms baﬁween 90 .‘
and 110; whﬁé twenﬁy-me, or Ia per gant of *Mw ampla iaa& sceres below
.90 asd wem @laaaed as passesaing x.mr %han uormal MeMgence. o

. Persmct»&ve nas abmgee& radiea}.}.y over the pa&t« twenty sreare o
relamve tc tbe :axmtion aﬂf inmllﬁg&me ﬁ..n eanﬁ:’i’bnting to d@&inquemy.
?or qn:m»,e some time most of tha studies appmnmy confirmed the theory
that deﬁ.inqnents wers euher defeeﬁ.ve m intemgence or. bordaw}.ine |
eases. We have eome a long waar from the ssntexa‘biaus 3udgmen% af 3enry
'Goddavd whe, in !113 analyﬂia of cmga;t fweora in 1921, sﬁateci that b
£eeble-mﬁ.ndedneaa and lw &nteili.geme sm'a dﬁreeﬁ imitemrr&s *ﬁo de*
muquam %ehaﬂor..w Haaly ami Bremer,w in theﬁ.r 1926 atuﬂy also

Mﬂew H, Goddard, J‘wenile Eelingnaneg (&ew !erkt 'i‘he Gonm:en-
wedlth Fund, 1951).

E%43314an Healy and Augusta F. Bronmer, Delinquents and Criminals,
Their Making and Unmaking (New York: The Commonwealth Fund, 1925 ).




A
‘asserted that in only 63 per cent of the cases they survéyed was normal
intelligence involveds o
In research which covered some of the same subjects included in
this stady, Krein"® states that his findings tend to corroborate other
ﬁndi.tnga and cmtexxbions ‘bhat, men‘tal dﬁ:i‘mﬁ.amy does not constitute a
~oausal ias%ar. |
_ If a high 1. Q. ds & cieterren‘& in prevaﬁhing d&&iﬁquemy, ds for-
mﬂy believed, it is also magical to believe ‘hhat. thaae wi%h grea%er -
mentality will profit fmm’expaxieme and refrain from delinqueut bl
havior éwm parcle, This Ty bome Qu'k :Ln ‘the ﬁndings of t»his stucw.
ot mfs twen‘by«eight eaaes wmh awrage inte&&igemze; nineteen were su¢~
ﬁea&fu‘& %ﬂﬁl& cmly n&ne WeTe fail‘wrea. : Qf %hs Wwﬁy—%hreé cases af be-
Icow avemgea mwiz.igema, nme %?‘é amaessm ‘and fewteen faileﬁ. A
ch:L square: af has for this fac'tor shws %ha*b this ean rwb be aﬁtributed

%a chance variamm in a hmwgénems popzﬂaﬁ:mm

Precamitmaxm ‘ﬂ Reccrd B
Imsﬁga‘b&.m aﬁ‘ de&inguents mveal cansiderable unifamity in

auch areas as eemisten% re:cams af tmancy, retardamon, and marked
d&aﬁ&ke of schaol Eea‘.w and anner %aw ahawn tha:h appréxmately h@
per cent of the delinque:zts %hey mvestigataa revealed a dislike of
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m;hoah.hg In a more recent study, the Glueeksse compared delinquents and
non-delinquents from similar environments am found that 88,5 per cent of
the delinquants showed mavked dielike for or s.ndiffez'enee &w eehw}. as
compared with 3kl per cent of the nondeunmta. This exmip&tw ‘boward
eahoﬂx is due to varims reaeena such as :lnability ta 1earn,, resmmmt
,-of authormy, ana aeﬂmi‘aﬁ.e reaacns, ‘&hmagh 'bhe la,eiz reason ia praba‘bly

'.offerea as an avemze of eﬁeape fz-am the éiseiplinas ei‘ eeheo}. Me.

| S:i.nee a?il %hosa ‘who aﬁtmded achoel regtziar}.y befoz*e their come
mitment re%wneé to make a successm pa.ro},e adaustmen%, we shall limit
our discussion m the remaining categwy. By "problem" we refer both to
those d@&inqaen‘&s wha were consistently truant andf’ar guilty of more
~serious behavior problems :hmluﬁi#g fﬁ.ghtingg ‘insubordination; etéq;,
Put who were still emieﬁ on the achmlmlla. and also those smﬂgﬂts
“described as Tproblems" whoe voluntarily dropped out or who had been put
off the school re:hie through %Mi”b@%@h of the school authorities, About
half aftha‘ae ‘boys wam.'gzpai&é for btruancy, dlsciplinary reasons, etc.,
while the remaining $0 per cent dropped school of their own accord. For
& considerable number it was mevely a'iﬁé%ex* aftdrcpping school ‘Séfare
being'ex;pelle@ by the authorities, but a few with satisfactory scheol
records were aible‘ta cope with the school situation but left school for

employment pﬁrpeééaig

%mm Healy and Augusta F. Bronner, Neur light on Delinguont
and Its Treatment (New Havent Yale ihxiversi’b; Preas, %357: Pe © g.

50sneldon and Eleanor Glueck, Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency,

P! 1’-‘30
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A fact now shown by the categories in this study reveals that on
an over=-all basis, twentyeseven of the fifty-one offendexrs were enrolled
in school at the time of commitment, and twenty~four had dropped school
or had been expelled. These findings compare favorsbly with the study of
one thousand boys brought before the Boston Juvenile Court and referred
to the Judge Baker Foundation for examination. There it was found that:

Fifty-nine per cent of them were still attending school, But

in the forty~one per cent who had completed their formal schoole
ing we get a picture of the educational limitations of all the
boys. Of this group eleven per cent had left school in the fifth
grade, sixbeen per cent in the sixth, thirty-one per cent in the
seventh, twenty-five per cent in the eighth, while only seventeen
per cent began but did not finish high school. Although the reason
for withdrawal from school in sixty-six per cent of the cases was
represented to be economic need (supplement the family's meager re-
sources), it would seem evident that this reason was not unmixed
with a strong desire to escape the disciplines of school life. More
significant perhaps was the fact that only fifteen per cent were
not retarded. This would indicste not only lack of ablility to do

school work, but gften reflects various intellectual and personal-
ity difficulties.”

On the basis of the findings of this study together with other
studies it can be concluded that the precommitment school record is an im=-
portant factor in predicting the future behavior of the offender on pa-n‘
role, The ten boys who were regular in their school attendance before
their incarceration all returned to make a successful parole adjustment.
0f the forty~one who had difficulty in their precommitment school exper=-
ience eighteen were successful and twenty-three were failures. Sta-
tistically this reveals a chi square of 10,17 significant at the 1 per

cent level,

5 ISheldon and Eleanor Glueck, Juvenile Delinquents Grown Ups
Pe 10. ‘ v
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Parole Job _@ thaam‘ '
"The purpose of the State Industrial School is for retention,

digeipline, industrial training and reformation of the Rale Juvenile
offender,"? ' It is relatively elmple to sccamplish the aspecte of Te-
tention, discipline and industriel training bub admittedly very diffie
mm, oS Sr:z;ﬁgf,abcm ‘L‘z'efmmén;f To complicate matters further, it is
ex%mmeaydifﬁmlt to ‘de'taﬁniziéﬁ_}the‘ degree of veformation é@a’mmsheé..
School. authorities strive to exrcise disoretion to release boya as
they give evxdame of ‘thair @gmm to take their place in conventional
80 cietye _’ﬁespit;e‘t the improvement in predictive instruments,. only 'é;he .
‘test of time reveals the extert of reformation accomplished:

| Prebam;r the ﬁ.mt cﬂteﬁm %(a reveal %he ﬁegx‘e& af rafbrm‘bim
.:i,s *thé hay'a semcess or lack of sue&esa :‘m a&;iusting tg t.ha sc&mal oy
‘em;:vlnymen& life after his diacharge fram the sehwh ‘i‘hus a boy who has
“shown mcreasea moti.eml a‘isahﬁity duz‘:&ng his Mcameratmn anﬁ is able
‘%«6 sewe empley‘ment an& mmain & saﬁsfa%ory recsmi upen his release
:xs uaua}.};y eozzsmerea as mfermd. o ER ’

~The twc auh@la&sﬂ.ﬁeatioas zmﬁer the Wc:; i‘aﬁtors of “Freeommw

‘ment School Record" and **I’amle Job or Schooling® are used synonymously.
Saémxse' the majority of the boys had "gohool e‘ﬁatué“-p‘riér to their come
mitment, whﬁ.e aﬂser theiy release the maj@rity of begrs had “empleymm
staxnsﬁ thus a ”ragiﬂ.ar" sohogl meord is camparab&e to an "adaquate“
paro:!.e Job. and schaak. records o

| 52&91:‘:&331{& ;_Stawﬁes;. srticle L, Sec. B3-l63.
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| The preponderance of offenders found in the adequate 3ob ¢lassi-
ficstion 4s quite remarkeble when one considers that only ten boys had
regular school attendance before their commitment, On the ‘o*t;her hand,
only iment»y boys had diffieulty finding and keeping & jqb, during perole
compared to forty~one who had sericus difficulties in their school ade
Justment before their commitment, |

While it is true that the parolees are strongly ‘m‘-géa-m attend .
sehool or f£ind employment theve is a,ﬁtuaw little that can dbe done %o
bring it about unless they have a desire to be so occupled. It might
even be stipulated that failure to attend school or hold a Job is & -
parole violation punishable by & return to the btraining school, but une
less the boy is also gullty. of -aém:a" other infraction of the rules, fow
&gemias- or .-psfrm.ea sapermswé would enforce such a 'at&pulaﬁienn Fuye
thermore, whatever pressure can be brought to bear by such threats is
‘probably more than mullified by a oritical employment situation or other
factors, |

Experience has shown that tizg boys who find and keep jobs have a
high probability of making a suceessful parole adjustment. This does
not mean that the job is the sole or even the most lmportant factor ‘
active -in a bay's rehabilitation, tut probably is indieative thal refe
ormation has taken place. Nevertheless, it is still true that even well
adjusted boys are more apt to be guilty of doviant bebavior if idle,
than if gainfully employed. While employment may not be considered a

cure, it is at least a preventative.



£9
This is corroborated by the fact that of the thirtyeone boys
classified as working or sttending school regularly (adequate), twentys
two were successful and nine were failures. Of the twenty boys in the
inadequate classifieation for this factor, six were successful and four-
‘teen were failures, A ohi aquare of 8.31 for this Zactor is signiﬁcant
aﬁthelpar cemt level, o IR '

: Personﬂitz Rating

‘l‘he basic or underlying factor m rogulating an individua& s bo-
havior is his emotiocnal make:-up-.-‘ Evidence is o?emhalrﬁng that a great
many children are in t-rauble and heed he&.ga i.'n meeting daily problems.
‘@arrﬁ* says it is pez'haps a faﬁr approﬁma%ion to say that h per cent
_‘_af the sch@ol populatien at. any given ts.me needs ‘help in solving prob-.
lems ¢f adjusﬁmen’b. In other words, in 2,950 in an estimated school pap-
ulation aged five to sixteen, inclusive, totaling over 30,000,000, about
1,200,000 ch&lﬁreawaﬁéustmm pra@emﬁy -Xf these children do not get
help nany of them beoone deiinguent, crininsl, or mental cases. It s
_@ngei.vablé that ‘nnleisa, help is g&vven',» the school situation could con~
tribute to deviant behavior by expecting t§6 mch fron these “siclk®
‘ch:ildren. |

~#n article by the Advisaw Council of Judges af the Wati.ana‘l Pm-—
batﬁ.au and Parole Aﬁsaciatien statess

Ultimately no man can be improved except by himself, and the
degma of individual msponsibimty assumed by the offender and

; 531»0!«1611 Juillerd Carr, Delincuency Control (New Yorks Harper
and Brothers, 1950).
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Iﬁ.s family will be. decisive, notwmhstandmg all ﬁha‘b sociei;y my
 do for them. + + « There is no substitute for ee:t,i‘ diacipline,
' family vesponsibility, and the practice of & firm religious faith,
.. whatever it may be. Responsibility and freedom are inseparable;
b0 deny the one is to forfeit the right to the other., This does |
' not mean return to the ghz.losaphy of Yevery maon for himself and
‘the devil take the hindmost.” Good morals and good sense decry
‘guch an attitude. Rather we believe it is true that the battle-
" fields having shifted largely from man against nature without,
to man ageinst his own evil nature within, the responsibility of
- each individual is greaster than ever before to ses to it that he
- renders his neighbor all the assistance he can in the lonely %
. ‘} strugile ‘bat»ween good and evil whiuh goes on-in hhe hearts of men.’
Parycho}.@giﬁ:al ‘a_mi-fin’ some ¢ases psychiatric evalnatwns wore
evailableo . Although the traizzmg school does not have a sﬁaﬁ‘f psycholo«-
gist or psychiatrist, aithw or bm;h are quita ma&ily avaﬁ.ablea Boys
‘who experiente sericus difficulties in their }adjustment process at the
st‘:?:zcol are ¢i’%en taken %o vamms state hospmal&, or *tm the Nebrasia'
,?syuhi@tm::- Unit in Omaha for further ﬁeat&ngf and evaluation. Therefore,
those: boys who are ;maiadjnslﬁea‘_ receive extensive a@yations and treat~
It may seem. sommrimt paradmcal to rate a boy ¥ho was ﬁflagrantly
deliaqasnt?f ‘a9 baving a normel pfersana&.my.{ This conelusion 1s substan-
tiated, however, by the fact that giné?}eén-» of the twenty "normal® boys
sueceeded on parolej while on the other hand all the ten bLoys classified
as having some gross defect in their yeéz*sbﬁali‘b&: makeﬂm wére' found to
be failures on parole. This 4s substantiated in & significant ohi square
of 26439 fcr this factors.

Shpavisory Council of Judges of the National Probation and Parole
Assoclation, "Guides for Sentencing® {Handhook}, Federal Probation
(Becember, 1957).




CHAPTER V
CONGLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

In the Social Science Regearch Council's Bulletin on "The -
Prediction of Personal Adjustment," published in 1941, the principal
‘author, Paul Horst, made the well~founded criticism that "most 'pree
diction studies' end without ever attempting to pré&ic‘ﬁ;‘* ' He stated
it was not enough to show that a preéietion formula worked well when
applied to the original samplej its applicability to other cases had
40 be éeménswaﬁeﬁ‘.sg &t that time he was able to list only *bl;ree‘ such
attempts to validate a previously established formulat one by Tibbitts,
Vold, and an inconclusive study by Sanders. ‘

Despite the number of prediction instruments that are availabls
it is 'diaapgainﬂng to note that little practical use has been made of
them, ‘

‘The failure to use these instruments is not due to the exagger-
ated claims of the theorists.. On tﬁef.cmtxary, in nearly every research
study published thus far it has been 3'&1«*&53&& that the applicability of
‘the experience tables to actusl cases was dependent on their previous
"‘valieiatﬁ.én;‘ and; secondly, that these tables were intended merely to
‘supplement, but in no way to replace, the individual judgment of the
courts. and penal édminiaﬁratorsa

 %Bsneldon and Eleanor Glueck, Predieting Delinquency and Crime,
p+ 17h, quoted from Paul Horsty eti al., "The Prediction of Personal
Adjustment," Social Science Research Council Bulletin L8 (New York,19ll1).
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Conclusions

On the basis of the completed study of the selected factors it

can now be concluded that

1.

2,

There is a direct correlation between the score of a boy and
his parole success; i.e., boys with a score of thirteen and
above are good parole risks, while those scoring lower than
thirteen become increasingly poorer risks.

There is an inverse correlation between the subject's score

and the amount of supervision required.

In addition to the above conclusions the following generaligations

can be mades

1.

2.

30

L.

5.

That the instrument as tested on the original sample appears
to be reliable.

That while this study does not e¢laim to provide conclusive
evidence, it favors prediction tables based on a few factors.,
That the factors "Type of Offense," "Iype of Home," "Family
Interest," "Mental Rating," "Precommitment School Record,®
"Parole Job or Schooling," "Parsonality Rating," coptribute
significantly to the prediction of parole success and failure,
That a family functioning on an incompatible basis can be,
and often is, a more harmful influence than a broken home,
That parole failures increase as parental interest decreases.
That contrary to several other studies the findings of this
study tend to reveal that the mentally deficient do not cone

stitute a preponderance of the delinquent pdpulatien.
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7+ That the precommitment school record is an important factor
in predicting the future parole behavior of the offender.
8. That some reformation or msturing during the incarceration
period is seen in the fact that only tweﬁty boys had diffi=

culty in finding and keeping a Job during parole as compared
to forty-one who had serious difficulties in their school and
employment adjustments before commitment.

9. Psychological and psychiatric examinations appear to be helpful

in selecting those emotionally capable of parole success.

Recommendations

Based on the preceding observations the following recommendations
can be mades

I. Concerning the testing of the instrument:
That the instrument be further tested (1) by compiling experie
ence tables for other comparable groups of parolees, (2) by
applying it to a control group of delinquents when they first
appear in court, and (3) by later comparing the actual exe
perience with the early prediction,

II. Concerning the application or use of the instrument:
That if proved valid it be used (1) by juvenile courts as
an aid in selecting the most appropriate corrective measure
for each delinquent, (2) by training school officers to dee
termine parole readiness of committed delinguents, and (3)
by parole boards in determining the most effective form and

amount of after care.
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APPENDIX A

- EXPERIENCE TABLE FOR h,9Ll PAROLEES, JOLIET-STATEVILLE AND MENARD
mvxsxems, ILLmexs STATE mmmmmx sxs*mz, -
' Pmoma 19&0-1934556 |

Violation Rates
Vioiators r 100 eases in each score group

Score Group X Tota T Minor Jor
R o ?:Lolators o Viﬁ}atqra - Violatem

e L . .

Swn | 3 .,

QO oyt
Q

-1 Lo 25
-2 L6 27
-3 and el 56 34

wa@%mammwwaﬁ

%%liu, mo %o’ Po 580



SAMPLE FACE SHEET OF PREDICTION INSTRUMENT

Neme _

APPENDIX B. .

_ Birthdate

I. Type of Offense
(x) Theft
( ) A1l other

I1I. Type of Home
- {x) Average Home
) Inferior Home -

IV, Family Interest
o {x) Very Active
() Passive

" Y. Mental Rating
{ ) Average
{(x) aelw Average

Vi, Precomitment. School Reeord

{ ) Regular
{x) Problem

,m-. Parcle Job or schooling

{x) Adeguate
( ) Inadequate.

Personality Rating
(x) Normal
{ ) Unstable

VIII,

( ) Some Gross Defect

_ Race

79

R cnii——

13 and over

1 - 12

~ -10 and under « Poor parole risk

Expectancy Rates
= Good parole risk

= Borderline parole risk
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