If you have issues viewing or accessing this file contact us at NCJRS.gov.

I - 4

: v ‘ Micw. Derr. o Gomareriovs
: Program Bureaun
: Research Repert #6
: September 15, 1967

Parole Cutcowme of Female Feloay Offendors
frem the
Detreoit House of Correction

This microfiche was produced from documents received for

inclusion in the NCIRS data base. Since NCIRS cannot exercise

control over the physical condition of the documents submtted

the individual frame quality will vary. The reselution chart on

this frame may be used to evaluate the document guality. introduction

—~—~——
h

This report is 2 study of the 56 womea placed on a 2% month
parole period from the Detroit Houss of Correctior (DEC) during
the f£irst seven months of 1965, O0f those 56 womemn, 28, or
exactly half, returmed to DHC am parole violators withiam two
%%% Méﬁ yeara of their parcle. The remaiuning 28 vomen successfully
@f . - cempleted their paroles. Thie study consizts of a comparison
of these two groups: the parole violators and the mom-violators.
Information concerning inﬁiv;duals in eack group was obtained

from Ffiles of the Michigan Department of Corrections. Informa-~
\NE;;; WEEE ' ‘ ] ; tion concerning personality characteristics was obtainsd Irom
7 reports of the psychologist at DHC who had interviewed each
| woman. The significance of the information was determined im

i : ; most cases by means of the chi square atatistical test and in a

Mﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁiﬂ?ﬁ%&ﬁLﬂﬁT ;f % few instances by the Fischer Exact Probabilities Taest.
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Results: Differences Between Vioiatora. and Non-Violntorgz

victofiimi ) isei to create this fiche comply with . | Violation by Offense Typs: Parole violators cungtitute
icrofilming proceoures | 76.5% of the 17 originally seantenced for forgery; 71.5% of the
the standards set forth in 41CFR 101-11.504 ' ' 7 sentenced for poassession of narcoties; k4.5% of the 9 sentenced
’ for robbery; 25.0% of the 8 sentenced for assault and 16.7% of.
the 12 sentenced for larceny.

Points of view or opinions stated in this document are

those of the author(s) and do not represent the of.ficial C& Parole Employment and Residence: Two of the most signi-
position or policies of tig U.S. Department of Justice. - ficant factors (p<c .001) were related to the actual parole

‘ : N period. First, those who kad nc employment or highly irregular
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
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L RN A TiE B SERVICE R lohis report was prepared by Nies Carol Kikstra, im the
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WASHINGTON, D.C. 20531 V é - with asaistance of Depart-ont of Correcticns staff.
' "g* g O 25¢e Appendix for numerical breakdown o:r factora discussed
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arvy shrepeabie Jobe wara those who violated thelr parole.
Thosea who had steady employment, no matter what type Jjob,
were apt to Bﬁuceasfully complete parcle. The socond factor
rafors to the parolee's residence. If she lived with members
of her lamediate fawily, she usually stayed away from criminal
bshavior, wherens 1f she lived with friemds or continuously
noved about, she was apt to returan to crimisal behavior.
Eighteen of the 28 wouen who completed parole lived with
their iamediate faﬂily3 gompared to § of the 28 who violated.

Qver-All Offense Patisrms: Two very significant faetors
{(p< .001) were addiction and prostitution. HNearly 48.2% of
the parole vioclators were narcotic addicts and 51.8% were

prostitutes. Violators who woere both addicted tc marcoties
and engaged regularly im prostitution represented 35.7% of
the groups. Only 11.1% of those who did mot violate perole
were addicts and only 1%.3% were engaged in prostitution.
Alcohol usage, on the other hand, was not found to be a
signicifant factor. Exaetly 50% of both parole violators and
non-violators were clasaifisd am aloohcliice.

Other factors having to do with prior criminal behavior
were also siguificant (p¢ .0l). The 7 women who had mo record
of prior criminal offeunses all successfully completed thelr
parole. Furthermoro, those who had committed a series® of
crimes were apt to return to their criminal way of life, with
72.5% of this group violating their parole. A sidelight of
interest may be that 38.5% of thoss sonvicted of forgery
returned to forgery to obtain money (px .05) when released
from prison; whereas none of the violators previously convicted
of other types of crimes resorted to forgery.

“Five 1ived with parents, & with siblings, and 9 with
husband and/oxr children.

. .
Defined here as a history of 3 or more crimes pravious
to the present offense.
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Factors Mot Showing Statistically Significant Relationship
to Outcome: Age was not found to be siganificantly related to

parole oatcome sven though thore Was gome differonce: 60% of
the mge group under 27 viclated parcle while for the group 27

or over, this rate was just reversed with 61% of this group
sucocessfully completiag parcle. Thus, it may be that imereasing
age has eome deterriag offect on a woman's crimimel behavior.

York adjustment while ia DHC was %o szome gogreoe ralated ¢o
adjustment and dehavior after release. :

Hine of the 11 who wers desorived as ezsollent workers
ou their job aseignwent im the institution peinteined exzcelient
employment records while on parole aud suvcessfully sompleted
parole. Also, women who wore able ¢to complete their dmcarcera-
tiont period without receiving aay 'édisoiplinarios® Zor misdeeds
wers alse those whe werse able to complete thedir parole period
with o viclatioas. (g .05)

Phe asverall lavel of inatitutional adjustaent as rated by
statf (peer-fcir-cood-oicollpnt) of DEG, howsever, was not
indicative of sucocessful completion of parole. ’

The overall level of imtelligence for both groups of
women wes found to ke low. A study of the intelligence and
seliool achievement records revealed as interesting poiat.

Thoss who did not violate parole had an aversge I.Q. of 82.3
and a mediag I.Q. ¢f 8%, Their average of grades coapleted was
$.7. Thome who did violate parcie had an averige I.Q. of 89.2
and a median I.Q. of 87. But their average grade completed was
only 8.7. Thus, it appears that the type of person who has the
motivation to stay irn school with its controls and demands may
also have the motivation and streangth to meet the coatrols amd
domgnds of prisoam and parols. '

The relationship of I.Q. to parole cutcome has something
to do, it might be eaid, with the fact that bad cueck writers
tond to violate parole rather often, amd tead also to be of

" petter intelleotwal ondeument thax some otRer offenrders.

Other perromality faotors whioch ware examinad tendsd not to
show sisniticunt,rolgtiénlllju to parole outgome because of large
amouts of miesing data and the small gromp sise.
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on 28 Chgzugtoriuigcs

ICohgarison of Violators gad Non-Violators

Age

Hean Age
Mediamn Age

Raoce
L. - — ]

Cavucaaian
Begro
Indian
Hawaiian

Iagelligence
- Average I.Q.

Hedian I.Q.

Education : |
Averags grade completed

Nedian grade sompleted

Hoke

Strict with conflict
8trict
Easygoing
Not roportdi
stable
Unstable
Hot reported
Poor

Yair .

Good
Excellent
Not raported

Parole Outsome

ftolutorh

27%
.25

16
11

Bon~Viclators

31
29

10
16

- 82.8
84

9.7
9.5

o 0

13

i2

10

10

7
8.

9.
1o.

ii.

2.

13.
14,

i5.

Drug Addiction
Alcocholima

Prostitution
Past Employmest -
Mone
Irregular
Fair
stondy‘
Wot reported
Hzmber who have children

-l

Kumber who have ac children

Offense
Forgery
Harcotics

Assault or manslaughter

‘Robbery
Larceny .
Other

Tho-o for wvhom thils vas first otfbn-c
Adjustment in DHC

Poor

Fair

Good
Excelleat
Not reported

Work record at DHOC

Poor
Tair

_@Good
Excellent
Not reported

Parole Outcome

Violators ‘Non.Vinlators
13 3
1y 15
1k "

L] >
i% 8
6 6
> 8
1 3
15 19
13 9
13 &
2 6
3 b
2 10
> 2
o ?
L 1
9 10
8 7
1 >
6 5
3 o
e &
18 11
2 9
3 &



16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

2l1.

22.

Employment whils om parole
-Komeo ‘
Varioed
Bteady
Hot reported

Residence wki;p on_parnle
Aloné
Variesd
FPamily
Friead
Not reportied

Interpersonal relationshipa
Poor E ,

- Failr
Good
Not reported

E:grganion'df toolin‘g
Vague

Withdrawn
Rigid
Sauperficial
Not reported
Frustration tolerance
Low '
Fair
¥ot reported
Self-.Control
Poor ‘
Good
Insature
Not reported

Vielators

Parole Outcone

Noa-Viclators:

16 5
5 2
5 18
2 3
& é
9 (o]
5 18
4 2
& 2
12 4
0 6
1 3
15 15
4 3
8 2
2 A
1 L7
13 14
10 8
e 3
16 1?7
6 3
1 2
1?7 15
11 13

5‘5@') N

23.

2k,

26.

27

280

Inpulsive
Rot reported

Emotionall tdb;e
Not raported

Inadeguate
Not reported

Dependent
Kot reported

Insight

None.

Some

Hot reported
Anti-ﬂoc&al

Not reported

b

Parcle Outcome

Violators

=

i3
15

i3
15
il
17

i3
13

- 13

14
16
12

Hon-Violators

£ e 8l

1z
16

10
18

13
15

12
16

L'+

12

i1l
17
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