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HIGHLIGHTS OF VOLUME 2 

This project obtained extensive data on 4,146 male 

California Youth Authority parolees with a goal of pro­

viding information on offender characteristics that may 

be related to parole success. Information was collected 

on over 200 variables organized into eight categories: 

(1) Individual Case History Factors; (2) Intelligence 

Factors; (3) Academic Factors; (4) vocational Factors; 

(5) Personality Factors; (5) Psychiatric and Psycholo­

gical Factors; (7) Admission Offense and Parole Behavior; 

and (8) Initial Institutional Programing. 

The overall parole success rate for the total study 

population was 60.9 per cent on a l5-mon'th follow-up. 

The average age of this group was 19.44 years. Racial 

composition of the study population closely reflected 

that of California Youth Authority population during 

1964-65 when the data collection took place: white, 53.4 

per cent; Mexican-American, 18.6 per cent; black, 26.0 

per cent; and other, 1.9 per cent. 

Some of the more striking findings of this study 

are highlighted below: 
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Material reward did not improve black wards' rela­
tive performance on intelligence 'tests, indicat­
ing that the tests may be inherently unfair to 
minority group members regardless of steps taken 
to reduce this bias. The personality and charac­
teristics of the proctor administering the tests 
did affect test performance, especially among the 
Negro wards (See page 17 of this Summary) . 

Parole success rates are markedly higher for 
first admissions to the Youth Authority, with 
the exception of the dull normal group for whom 
only slightly higher success is evident (Page 21). 

Wards of average intelligence do not show any 
differences in parole success rates among the ethnic 
grou:e.e.. Among wards of bright normal intelli­
gence, whites do relatively well on parole while 
blacks do relatively poorly. This pattern is 
reversed for those of borderline and dull normal 
intelligence; whites do poorly and the performance 
of blacks is either average or better than average 
(Page 21). 

Wards of borderline and dull normal intelligence 
with severe drinking problems were particularly 
less successful on parole. Bright nQrmal indivi­
duals also were less successful on parole but to 
a lesser degree (Page 23). 

The percentage of persons using drugs, and par­
ticularly the percentage of persons in whose case 
drug misuse is part of the admission offense, in­
creases noticeably as intelligence increases. 
Parole success rates drop considerably for all 
persons illegally involved with drugs. An ex­
ception to this pattern is found for those in the 
bright normal group, who function relatively well 
on parole despite drug misuse (Page 24). 

Opiate use, a relatively rare occurrence among 
this s'tudy population, is associated with a quite 
dramatic increase in failure on parole, regard­
less of intelligence (Page 25). 
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Regardless of intelligence, history of escape is 
associated with an impressive drop in parole 
success (Page 26). 

Information on psychiatric history indicates that 
psychiatric problems are confined largely to the 
dull normal and average groups. rrequencies in 
the psychiatric categories generally are small: 
ranging from approximately 1 per cent for neurosis 
and psychosis to 6.7 per cent for history of 
personality trait disturbance (Page 27) . 

The distribution on intelligence follows the 
normal curve with slight overrepresentation in 
the below average category of dull normal. This 
distribution refutes the common notion ti~at 
delinquent populations are composed mainly of 
retarded or borderline defective individuals 
(Page 29) . 

The measured academic achievement levels of 
the various intelligence subgroups were: men­
tally defective, 2nd grade; borderline defective, 
3rd grade; dull normal, 4th grade; average, 7th 
grade; bright normal, lOth grade; superior, 11th 
grade; and very superior, 12th grade (Page 31). 

Wards of average intelligence performed more 
than four grades below the expected standard. 
Academic disabilities of the wards are quite 
pronounced. Mental ability and intellectual 
potential generally are present but are not 
being productively utilized (Page 33). 

Results on the General Aptitude Test Battery 
indicate that, particularly for those individuals 
classified as average or below average in in­
telligence, the lowest scores are found for 
numerical aptitude followed by the scores for 
verbal aptitude (Page 34). 

Very few wards had had vocational experience in 
the skilled trades. Offenders from minority 
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groups were even more deficient than Caucasian 
offenders in practical experience of a skilled 
nature (Page 35). 

Regardless of intelligence, wards obtained con­
sistently lo\,,] scores on the socialization scale 
of the California Psychological Inventory (Page 
41) • 

As intelligence increases, CPI and MMPI scores 
improve, with the exception of the Psychopathic 
Deviance (Pd) and the Hypomania (Ma) scales, 
the two main indicators of delinquency problems 
(Page 43) . 

Regardless of intellectual potential, wards who 
commit aggression and violence against persons 
are relatively successful on parole (Page 48) . 
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ADMINISTRATIVE SUr~MARY 

OF VOLUME 2 OF THE REPORT ON GRANT 74-NI-99-0011G TO THE 

NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF LAW ENFORCEMENT AND CRIMINAL JUSTICE 

LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE ADMINISTRATION 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

The intent of this study is twofold: First, the 

authors attempt to present in a clear and well organized 

fashion the results of extensive data collection on a 

most important offender group: the Youthful Offender. 

The project obtained extensive data on 4,146 male California 

Youth Authority parolees with a goal of providtng infor­

mation on offender characteristics that may be related 

to parole success. This data-gathering effort was en­

visioned as a prerequisite to the development of typolo­

gical descriptions of youthful offenders that might ulti­

mately influence the treatment and rehabilitation of the 

young lawbreaker. Second, the data presented are intended 

to provide a substantial resource for the correctional 

theorist that can be of value to his understanding of the 

crime phenomenon and assist him in formulating hypotheses 

that deserve future scientific attention. 

The full report consists of nine volumes. Volume 1 

presents a narrative introduction to the project and 

provides comparative data for .the entire study population. 
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Subsequent volumes contain a summary of some of the infor-

mation pre.sented in the first volume o.nd detailed in for-

mation on one classification topic. 

Most volumes are divided into two parts: (1) A basic 

introduction to previous research findings and issues of 

each topic (including a literature review and bibliography) ; 

and (2) Descriptive statistics for the designated subgroups 

of each classification topic. The nine volumes are en-

titled as follows: 

Volume 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

Title 

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

Intelligence Factors 

Race Factors 

Alcohol, Drug, and Opiate Factors 

Psychological, Psychiatric, Educational, 
and Social Factors 

Violence Factors 

Offenders Against Persons 

Offenders Against Property 

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

An Administrative Summary is available for each volume 

and Volumes 2-9 contain a Data Map that provides all of 

the comparative tables produced for ~ach volume on a single 

sheet of paper. 
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I I BACKGROUND OF THE STUDY 

In 1964 and 1965, when the basic data for the present 

study were collected, older wards committed to the California 

Youth Authority were received and processed under an inter-

agency agreement at the Reception Guidance Center, Deuel 

Vocational Institution (RGC-DVI), one of three reception-

guidance centers operated by the California Department of 

Corrections.* The RGC-DVI, where the testing and most of 

the data collection took place, has the capacity to house 

approximately 300 persons in single cells. Testing rooms, 

testing shops, and offices for correctional counselors, 

pSl'chologists, and medical consultants provided the setting 

for the diagnostic work undertaken with CYA wards during 

the initial phase of institutionalization. 

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

six weeks. Wards were processed in weekly classes, the 

first week being devoted entirely to intellectual, acade-

mic, vocational, and psychological assessment. The second 

*This interagency agreement has been drastically 
changed since 1964-65, substantially reducing the number 
of CYA wards housed in CDC institutions. Diagnostic ser­
vices for CYA admissions are now almost fully carried 
out in CYA diagnostic facilities. 
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and third weeks were programed for vocational testing in 

the wood shop and the metal shop. During the fourth week 

the caseworker'conducted a social evaluation of each ward. 

During the fifth week the case was completed and a com-

prehensive case summary was created. With this case 

information, each ward was seen by the CYA Board at the 

end of the sixth week. During this meeting the Board 

discussed institutional programing with each ward, made 

final disposition of the case, and issued transfer orders. 

Aiding in the Board's decision-making is the information 

con'tained in the diagnostic report, called the Cumulative 

Case Summary, and an extensive file compiled by RGC-DVI 

staff. 

During the period when the data for this study were 

collected, the testing llilit at the RGC-DVI was supervised 

by the senior author. The objective of the unit was to 

compile meaningful test data on each inmate for purposes 

of diagnosis, counseling, guidance in institutional pro-

graming, and research. The various tests, administered 

during the first week by trained inmate proctors under 

the supervision of. clinical psychologists, produced the 

following: 

1. An assessment of the level of aca­
demic functioning; 

2. An estimate of vocational aptitudes; 
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3. An estimate of the level of intel­
lectual functioning; and 

4. Assessments of personality and 
psychopathology. 

Most tests were administered to wards in groups. 

Additional tests were administered to individuals by the 

clinical psychologists and psychological consultants as 

needed. Weekly classes were administered the reading 

vocabulary section of the California Achievement Test 

{CAT} battery, Junior High School level, as a screening 

device. Those who scored below the sixth grade on this 

test were assigned to the primary testing group, while 

those scoring about the sixth grade or above were as-

signed to intermediate and advanced testing groups. 

Each classification was rechecked for accuracy as more 

test results became available. 

The testing program was somewhat different for each 

group because of the reading difficulties of the primary 

group, but each program included some combination of the 

following. tests: the California Achievement Test (CAT), 

the General Aptitude Test Battery (GATB), the California 

Short Form Test of Mental Maturity (CTMM) ,the Revised 

Beta examination, the Raven Progressive Matrices, the 

D-48 intelligence test, and the Wechsler Adult Intelli-

gence Scale (WAIS). 

The California Psychological Inventory (CPI), 
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the Minnesota Multiphasic Personality Inventory (MMPI) , 

the Shipley Hartford Scale, and the Army General Classi­

fication Test (AGCT) were administered to the interme­

diate and advanced groups only. Special referral cases 

in each group were individually administered such tests 

as the Rorschach, Tafeln liZ" test, the Sentence Comple­

tion Test, the Thematic Apperception Test (TAT), the 

Goldstein-Scherrer Test, and the Tree Test. 

The study population included 4,146 male California 

Youth Authority wards, or almost all those received at 

the Deuel Vocational Institution Reception Guidance 

Center during 1964 and 1965. Data were collected on over 

200 variables and these were organized into eight concep­

tually defined categories: 

1. Individual Case History Factors 

2. Intelligence Factors 

3. Academic Factors 

4. Vocational Factors 

5. Personality Factors 

6. Psychiatric and Psychological Factors 

7. Admission Offense and Parole Behavior 

8. Initial Institutional Programing 

4 



II. CLASSIFICATION OBJECTIVES OF THE PRESENT STUDY 

In recent years many researchers and practitioners 

in corrections have emphasized the fact that to treat all 

offenders as a single group or class tends to blur real 

distinctions among types of offenders that may be signi­

ficant not only to understanding the etiology of deviant 

and criminal behavior but also to the development of ef­

fective therapeutic or preventive programs. nDifferential 

treatment," or the matching of types of offender with 

types of correctional response, has received widespread 

attention and many researchers have turned to classifica­

tion --of offenders, of offenses, of treatment or rehabi­

litation programs, even of correctional workers and of 

crime victims-- in an effort to simplify the rehabilitation 

of offenders and the control of crime. 

There are many different approaches to classification. 

The approach selected generally reflects the professional· 

discipline of the typologist and the purpose for which a 

typology is required. If the primary interest is in 

understanding the etiology of criminal behavior, the 

variables selected for study will include legal offense 

categories and whatever background factors are believed 
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to be relevant to the commission of specific offenses. 

If the primary interest is in providing effective treat­

ment, an effort may be made to match appropriate treat­

ment program types with different offender types (classi­

fied according to personality, maturity level, psychiatric 

label, etc.). 

In the present study, the outcome of primary interest 

was defined as parole success and an effort was made to 

collect information on a wide range of background variables, 

personality and other test results, academic and vocational 

skills and aptitudes, and psychiatric factors, as well 

as offense-related information and ratings and recommen­

dations of institutional staff and initial programing 

decisions. It was believed that such a wide variety of 

classification factors, with emphasis on items commonly 

used by the correctional practitioner in his work with 

the offender, might lead to the development of a classi­

fication system with greater relevance to the clinical 

worker in corrections. In emphasizing those areas of 

greatest interest to and utility for clinical work with 

offenders, the approach to classification adopted for the 

present study may not satisfy some of the requirements 

set by academic or theoretical typologists (e.g., Roebuck, 

1967). However, it was felt that this approach not only 

filled a need for clinically relevant information but 
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also was appropriate to the purposes of the study. 

The present study was defined as an exploratory ven­

ture in which the primary goal was one of quantitative 

description and comparison. The cross-tabulation of any 

two variables provides potential leads for the generation 

of testable hypotheses. The very extensive data has been 

organized for presentation in such a way as to indicate 

proportions, frequencies, and comparative direction and 

magnitude and to facilitate visual comparison through 

graphic display. Although statistical tests of signifi­

cance were not undertaken, numerous potential relation­

ships are noted and the comparative data are presented 

in a manner that enables the reader to discover many 

more possible relationships and to develop interesting 

hypotheses for further scientific study. 
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III. CLASSIFICATION BY INTELLIGENCE FACTORS 

The term "intelligence," as used by psychologists, is 

of fairly recent origin. Introduced as a technical term in 

psychology near the turn of the century, it has since fil­

tered down into common parlance. However, precise defini­

tion of intelligence is difficult and there is no univer­

sal agreement on any single definition of the term. 

Many psychologists have abandoned the attempt to 

generate a formal definition of intelligence and offer in­

stead a practical definition: "Intelligence is that 

which an intelligence test measures" (Goldenson, 1970). 

While this definition may seem simplistic, such an opera­

tional stance allows intelligence to be defined in rela­

tion to its measurable properties as identified by the 

tests designed for its measurement. 

Some of the properties emphasized by intelligence 

tests are: (1) versatility or flexibility; (2) utiliza­

tion of a 'variety of mental processes; (3) ability to 

learn; and (4) application of learning and experience to 

the solution of new problems. Those who develop the 

tests indicate that intelligence is not a single entity, 

but a complex set of abilities. It becomes apparent that 

intelligence is no more definable than the "items" 

selected to measure various abilities. Among them are 
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mathematical problems requiring numerical reasoning, voca­

bulary questions that test an understanding of words, 

perceptual items requiring accurate, observation, and 

problems that test mental processes such as the ability. 

to draw analogies, abstract reasoning, and verbal compre­

hension. 

The relationship between intelligence and criminality 

has long been a favorite topic of researchers. Many 

studies suggest that delinquents tend to perform relatively 

poorly on I.Q. tests. However, the validity of many of 

these studies has been limited by the lack of an adequate 

control group. Too often, de'linquents are evaluated ac­

cording to test norms derived from adolescents who are 

racially and culturally different. When proper control 

groups are used, the differences generally are less pro­

nounced or the findings are inconclusive. 

One finding that has been repeatedly obtained in 

studies measuring the intelligence of delinquent popula­

tions is that scores on perceptual motor (nonverbal) tasks 

are in the normal range while scores on verbal skills are 

lower than normal. This discrepancy between verbal and 

nonverbal scores has been so consistently noted that it 

has come to be assumed that a nonverbal score higher than 

a verbal score is indicative of delinquency. However, 

some authors have suggested that a low verbal score may 
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simply be indicative of a learning disability rather than 

a pure measure of intelligence (Prentice and Kelly, 1963). 

A literature review of studies of delinquent intelli­

gence is presented in Volume 2. Included in this review 

are studies comparing the intelligence of delinquent and 

nondelinquent youth, studies examining differences between 

delinquent boys and delinquent girls, intelligence classi­

fication studies of delinquent youth, and studies of de­

linquency and mental retardation and delinquent intelli­

gence and race. Most research on intelligence as a causal 

factor in delinquency has concluded that, while delin­

quency and low intelligence are frequently related, no 

causal connection can be established. 
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IV. TECHNIQUES OF DATA DESCRIPTION AND ANALYSIS 

Since a primary purpose of this project was to pre-

sent classification data and their relationships to 

parole success or failure, the criterion of parole suc-

cess is thl3 primary variable for comparisons between and 

among classification subgroups. The following technique 

was developed to present such comparative data. 

The relationship between the category of any variable 

item and parole success is expressed by a symbol denoting 

deviation from the overall parole success rate. Included 

with most per cent success (%S) figures of any population 

subgroup will be a circular figure designed to express 

graphically both the magnitude and the direction of de-

viation from the overall parole,lccess' rate (60.9 per 

cent) of the study population (N=4,146). The following 

symbols are used throughout the reports of this project: 

,,20: -15% -jOt ·~t -qI -l% -2% -1% ee • • • • • 
+1% +2% +3% .q% '5~ '10% -lSI +20% 

o 0 0 0 0 C)O 
HEGATIY( DEVIATIONS F'ROM ntE OVERAll 5UCC[5$ RAn POSlflYt DEVIATIONS FII'OH 1HIo QVLHALI. wrtlss RATE 

As noted, solid circles will symbolize parole success 

rates below the overall success rate of 60.9 per cent, 
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while empty circles will denote success rates above that 

rate. The magnitude or size of the figure will approxi-

mate the percentage deviation from the total success rate. 

Liberal use is made of such graphic presentation in all 

volumes to facilitate visual summarization of the exten-

sive numerical information. 

The table below is an actual summary table extracted 

from Volume 2 on Intelligence Factors, in which the seven 

Wechsler intelligence classification categories are pre-

sented on the horizontal axis and the second variable of 

interest (in this case, race) is presented on the verti-

cal axis. In addition to the specific classification 

categories discussed in each volume and presented on the 

horizontal axis, each set of comparative tables also con-

tains, in the first column, the data on the total study 

population as a point of reference for examination of the 

comparative data. 

COMPARATIVE DATA ON INTELLlGEIICE CLASSIFICATION SUBGROUPS 
RACE 

TOTAL STUDY' MENTAL DULL BRIGHT VERY 
POPULATION' DEFECTIVE BORDEI\L1NE NORMAL AVERAGE NORMAt. SUPERIOR SUPERIOR 

29 • m • H511 39'1 0 74 0 9 
l'IHlTt 22.B% 33.4% 55.6% BB.5% 92.5% 100.0% 

51.7%5 'G.015 60.6%5 ",,0%5 68.9%5 77.B%S 

Nm 6 22 0 258 458 0 2 
MEXICAN-MERICAN 18.6% 26.1% 17.3% 25.8% 18.8% 2.5% 

61.m 50.0ts 68.215 fiO.51S 61.6%5 100.0%S 

H 1076 12 0 75 0 389 576 I 
BLACK 26.0% 52.2% 59.IX 38.9% 23.7% 1.3% 

60.3%5 15.0%S 65.m 60.415 60.2%5 0.0%5 

H BO I I 19 0 46 9 3 
OTHER 1.9% 4.3% 0.8% 1.9% 1.9% • 2.0% 3.8% 

63.8%S 100.0%5 100.0%S 73.m 58.m 55.6%S 66.7%5 

12 



Reference point A has been selected to provide explana­

tion of data resulting from the cross-classification of 

two variable items (in this case, the number of the total 

study population who are Caucasian). From top to bottom 

within A, it can be noted that the first figure refers 

to the total number of cases falling within that category, 

while the second figure indicates the percentage of that 

category within this column. The third figure reports 

the percentage of the subgroup which was successful on 

parole (%S) 15 months after release. 

The difference between this figure and the overall 

parole success rate (60.9%S) is often illustrated by cir­

cular symbols. When no symbol is displayed it is usually 

due to one of three reasons: (1) The deviation symbol 

has been provided elsewhere, as exemplified in A (total 

study population data are presented without exception 

in Volume 1). (2) There are too few cases (fewer than 10) 

in the category to justify use of the symbol. Or (3) 

there is no appreciable deviation (less than 1 per cent) 

from the overall parole success rate. When ten or fewer 

cases are in any category, there will be no accompanying 

symbol, as exemplified in B. 

It is important to note that when a sizable deviation 

symbol is found (e.g., reference point C), the frequency 

(N) of that subgroup must be checked. When deviations 
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of substantial magnitude occur and the N is small, the 

value or importance of the information should be weighed 

with the frequency in mind. 

An example of how a relationship between one or two 

variables of interest and the criterion of parole success 

can be noted is provided by the table below. This table, 

also extracted from Volume 2, shows the relationship 

between the seven Wechsler intelligence classifications 

(horizontal axis), total amount of work experience (ver-

tical axis), and parole success for the study population. 

TOTAl.. STUDY 
POPULATION 

MElitM 
OEF£cnVE 

NOtl[ 

o - 6 MONTUS 

N q59 
11.5% 
58,8%5 

N Iq66 
36,7% 
59,1%5 

I 
5,0% 

100,0%S 

JO 
,0,0: 
flO. DIS 

N 725 2 
6 - 12 HeNTH' 18,1% 10,01 

65,2%$ 100,0%5 

H m 
12 - 18 "'HTH' 7.9% 

59.9%5 

N lJ8 I 
18 - 24 ",.THS 3,51 5,0% 

61.8%S 100,0%5 

N m q 
24 HONTtj~ AND OVEIf IO.a: 20.0~ 

66.3%5 75.0ZS 

• 

COMf'ARATlVr DATA Oil 11111 LLH.I,ICL CLASSIFICAIICII ,UUGIIUUr~ 
AIIU WORK I XPI.III WCt 

aOROERLllil 
nULL 

HIIRHAl AVtRAGE 

15 • lOB • 278 
Il,J% 11.21 H,B% 
',.,IlS ~2,a%S \'),m 

lq • JJI 8'l0 
31,~% 3],Q% • 37.7% 
~J.B%5 11 •• %5 59.7%5 

27 0 I'JO 0 39B 
21.8% 19,B% 16.9% a 
14.m 66.3%5 6Q.3%5 

7 76 lSI 
5.6% 7,9% B.ll • 

7J.m 59,2%$ 57 .6%5 

4 26 0 91 
3.2% 2,7% 3.9% 

50,0%S 6\,'115 6L5%S 

It, 0 171 2\4 0 12.U 12,10% 10.8% 
80,01S 62.8%S G'./XS 

BRltHT YER,/, 
NORI""L SuPERIOR SUPER fOR 

'17 0 6 
IU,'l% 8.0% 
hll.\;S IIl,l%S 

171 1'1 0 'I 
59,H% • II).S% q'I.'ll 
Sl. ~~s 11).'IIS 100,0%5 

88 0 J5 • J 
:lIl,fJ% 17 .1% 33.5% 
69. lIS qr,,2Z\ 33,3%$ 

31 0 6 1 
7,7% B.O% 11.1% 

66.7%5 B3.3%S 100.0%5 

13 0 3 
3.0% q.O% 

76,9%5 66.7%5 

30 0 I 1 
7,0% 'l,l% H.I% 

70,01$ 85.m 100,0%5 

Several one- and two-variable relationships can be 

noted. First, within the borderline and dull normal in-

telligence subgroups there appears to be some relation-

ship with work experience. Scanning these two subgroups 

vertically indicates that the parole success rate im-

proves with amount of work experience. Transition from 
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negative to positive deviation from the overall parole 

success rate seems to occur between the zero-to-six-months 

category and the six-to-twelve-months category. 

Another relationship is found for amount of work 

experience, intelligence classification, and parole out­

come. Offenders with work experience of ~ix months or 

less seem to display a. relationship between parole suc­

cess and intelligence. It appears as intelligence in­

creases for these experience groups so does their percen­

tage of parole success. Individuals who are handicapped 

in both employment history and intelligence show a rela­

tively high recidivism rate. 

Further examples of how a table can be scrutinized 

not only in relation to the dominant implications of the 

parole success deviation figures but also in terms of 

simple proportional analyses of two independent variables 

are provided in each volume. This study is presented as 

both a report and a challenge. The investigators have 

presented their results according to their own presumptive 

organization of the data. In so doing, other possible 

interpretations are missed. Considering the size and 

extensiveness of the data base, the examination of alter­

nate techniques of analysis will be most important to its 

optimal use. 
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VI INTRODUCTION TO THE DATA PRESENTATION 

During the period when data for tile present study 

were collected, the authors collaborated with several 

other researchers in the investigation of intelligence 

factors. These studies, which are briefly discussed in 

Volume 2 and reprinted in Appendix A and B of that 

volume, were designed to clarify the differences among 

ethnic groups in performance on intelligence and apti­

tude tests. Because the test results obtained at the 

Reception Guidance Center were used in program decisions, 

the "culture-fairness" of the testing program was of 

great concern. In addition, the effect of the test proc­

tor on test results was of interest to the researchers. 

The first study examined the effects of incentives 

upon the aptitude performances of white and Negro wards. 

The hypothesis that an effective incentive (material 

reward) would operate to narrow the gap between white 

and Negro performances was not upheld. The failure of 

Negro wards to improve their relative position under the 

conditions of material reward led the researchers to specu­

late that, while some other type of incentive might be 

more effective in closing the performance gap, it is also 

16 



possible that the tests are inherently unfair to minority 

group members regardless of steps taken to reduce this 

bias. 

The second study was based on data collect.ed on three 

consecutive samples of whit.e, Mexican-American, and black 

wards. Tests for all three samples were administered by 

a trained inmate proctor. The proctor was a Caucasian 

graduate student, intellectually superior, matter-of-fact, 

well organized, and authoritarian. Soon after testing 

for these three samples was completed he was replaced 

by a black proctor who was intelligent, well organized, 

warm, supportive, and generally concerned about anyone 

with whom he came in contact. 

Figure 1* gives the results on the California Test 

of Mental Maturity (CTMM) for the three small consecutive 

samples tested by the white test proctor and the large 

sample tested over a period of 15 months by the black 

proctor. 'l'he black proctor appeared to be successful in 

motivating almost everyone to give their best test 

performance. The results on the language portion of 

the CTMM are minimally affected, reflecting the fact 

*The tables and figures selected for presentation 
in this Summary are extracted from Volume 2, Intelligence 
Factors, and retain the numbering sequence followed in 
the full vol ume . 
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WHITE 

BlACK 

WHllt 0- - --0 

MEXiCAN-AMERICAN 0 ... ···0 

BlACK. • 

110·· 

100·· 

95·· 

90·-

BS:, 

BO" 

M 
SD 
1\ 
SD 

M 
SO 

CTlII1 lANGUAGE J. Q, WI'I NOH· lANGUAGE log, 

WHITE PROCTOR WHITE PROCTOR WHITE PROCTOR 
SAMPLE 111 

11·50 

BLACK PROCTOR 
SAMPLE IV 

WHITE PROCTOR 
SAMPLE I 
II' 78 

WHITE PROCTOR WH ITE PROCTOR 

SAMPLE I SAMPLE 11 
/1-78 N-50 
H-7B /I-50 
N-7B N-50 

1/ • 50 
N • 1655 
II - 501 
II- 715 

N - 7B 
N - 7B 

SAMPLE II 
II - SO 
II - SO 
H - SO 

SAMPLE 111 
II - 50 
/I - 50 
1/ - 50 

0----------0 /---
,.,D-- ------0 0-. - - -----0------ ,---'0-'-

0 .... 

~ 
.... ~ .... 

" " 0····· ... . ~----
--- ..... ... ~ 

9J.33 90.36 11'1,611 9MO 92,7q 
17.06 J5,71 JI1.97 JG,29 I3,BQ 

79.16 79,72 BIo91 80,25 Ba.l5 
17,86 15,35 IS,OI IQ.3B 13,23 

B2.13 7B,BB 79,90 BL19 81.32 
18.05 15,33 15,J6 13.56 IQ,66 

FIGURE 1 
CTi'l~ TEST RESULTS ON FOUR SAMPLES OF eYA WARDS SHOHIIIG 

DIFFERENCES OCCURRING WITH WHITE AND BLACK TEST PROCTORS 

91,76 
16,lQ 
80,0'! 
IB,32 
80.0Q 
15,91 

.' .' 

.. 0'" 
.' 

93,7Q 
15,B3 
85,02 
17,00 
77.92 
17,B2 

.' 

that motivation does not significantly affect test re-

suIts if needed language skills are not present. On the 

non-language portion, however, test scores for all three 

.' 

ethnic groups improve with the black proctor, but improve-

ment is most dramatic for the black wards. 

The findings of these two studies suggest that both 

the effect of the test proctor and the culture-fairness 

of the tests should be considered in examining the data 

of the present study. 

Figure 2 presents examples of drawings on the Tree 
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Test by mentally defective wards. This test, along with 

a short diagnostic vocabulary test, was given at the be-

ginning of the week-long testing program. The drawings 

give immediate evidence of possible retardation. 

A B 
-... --

FIGURE 2 
SAMPLES OF DRAWINGS BY MENTAL DEFECTIVE eYA WARDS 

ON THE TREE TEST 

The Tree Test was used as a screening device; follow-up 

interviews and individual testing were carried out on a 

selective basis. This procedure assisted staff in pre-

venting possible victimization of mentally defective 

wards by others in the population. 
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VI. STATISTICAL DESCRIPTION OF THE INTELLIGENCE 
CLASSIFICATION SUBGROUPS 

Part 2 of Volume 2 presents the statistical infor-

mation on the subgroups classified according to intelli-

gence level. 

1. Individual Case History Information 

Table I presents a breakdown by commitment court for 

the seven intelligence classifications. While juvenile 

court commitments have a generally low success rate, this 

is particularly true for wards who are of average or 

bright normal intelligence. In contrast, juvenile court 

commitments who are of dull normal intelligence show 

average performance on parole. 

------
IABLI 1 

COMPARAriVE UAIA on WTLlllGlIlCl CLASSIFICATlOII SUBGROUPS 
COmIlHl,/f COURT 

TOTAL STUDY MENTAL DULl.. BRIC,tIT VERY 

POPULATION DEFECTIVE BORDERLItlE NORHAl AvERAGE NORMAL SUPEHIOR SUPERIOR 

II m 4 14 76 205 • 35 • B 
8.3% 17 .4% 11.0% • 7.&'! 8. tl% 7.9% 10.0% JUVEPfILE COURT 

51.&%5. 75.0%5 57.1%S uo.m 48.8%5 42.9%5 75.0%5 

N m9 19 0 loti H02 1963 10l 0 63 0 9 0 SIIP[fHUIt lotlRt 80.1% 82.6% 81.9% Bil.l% 80.&% 81.l% 78.8% 100.0% 

62.2%5 68.4%5 bi.I%S 'J1J.r,lS GVtIS G~.m 71.4%5 77.8%, 

II 438 9 120 • 213 47 9 

10.~% 7.1% 12.11% 10.tt% • 10.6% 11.3~ MUNICIPAL COURT 
58.0%5 17.8%5 ~~.B%S 18.m GI.m 4Q.4%S 

N 18 1 15 • 1 
JIJSiICE COURT M% 0.1% 0.6% 0.2% 

51.6%5 O.OIS 53.3%5 100.0%S 
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Among superior court commitments, a slightly older group, 

the parole success rates for the bright normal and superior 

groups are substantially higher. 

Table 2 presents data on admission status. As ex-

pected, the parole success rate for first admissions is 

markedly higher, except among the dull normal group for 

whom only slightly higher success is evident. Progres-

sively worse success rates are found for first returns 

and for persons with more than three admissions to the 

Youth Authority. 

TOTAL STUDY MlNrJl.\. 

IAIiIl I 
ltlMPAHAllVI I1A1A Ull Irllllllhi tI(l llA,;lIllAIIOIl ,UIII,IIUUI':; 

AUMls;ItIN SIAIU'; 

nUll IIIH1,1H V!:.RV 
POPULATION DHlCTIV£ IIORDERl.INt:. NOIIHfll IWtk"!ol lillllt1f\1 ';UPUlIIIR )UP[UIQH 

HmO ~!.:;. 0 71 0 f,LfJ lq~O 0 2HU () 
1)1 

0 7 
~JRST ADMISSloN 60.5% !OZ. It 1j8.J% flO.h! {.<{.fIX 70."% II.HI 

67.0IS 81.H"~ ll.'IIS 1,).77.1 r)7,t):t~ JU,I¥.('. IO.m }I'J.IZS 

1/ 800 5 2r. • IH'I • q~ • '11 e 12 (~ 
FIRST R£fURt' 19.61 21./. 21.01 1·I.ll 19.q% 1I.lIt IQ.HI ~) >'l.9'S 60.0%S ;11.075 V.lls 'j3.H%S '~h. ',Z', 8l.J:5 

,I 712 6 11 • lilIl • 'ilt) • 1,1 • '1 2 
2ND AND HURE RETURNS 11.9% 26.1% 16.9% 103M II.HI H.'lt II." 2UI 

Q7.0%S 50.0%5 '1/.6%S ',I.lll!. 1Jfo.2%5 fli'.f,t~ H.m ~n.IJ;~, 

II 8l 1 20 • ',Ii • " J 
RE·AOMISSION AFT£.R 2.0% Q.3% J.D1 2.2% 1.11 l.ll DISCtlARIJE fROM eVA 

57.B%> 100.0%S 1"I;"OlS ',Ij.tJ%$ }lO.tl%!> I,~./IS 

Table 3 shows the breakdown of the data into ethnic 

groups. Wards of average intelligence do not show any 

differences among the ethnic groups. Only a small dif-

ference is found within the dull normal groups in which 

white wards show a somewhat lower parole success rate 

than the other ethnic groups. Interesting differences 

are found within the borderline and bright normal groups 
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in which Mexican-Americans do somewhat better than average 

in both groups, while whites and blacks show a different 

pattern. Whites of bright normal intelligence do relatively 

well on parole, while bla,: s of bright normal intelligence 

do relatively poorly. This pattern is reversed for in-

dividuals of borderline and dull normal intelligence: 

whites do poorly and the performance of blacks is either 

average or better than average. 

TABLE 3 
COliPARATlVE DATA ON IHTElLlGEllCE CLASSIFICATION SUBGROUPS 

RACE 

TOTAL STUDY MENTAL DULL BRIGHT VERY 
POPULATIOti DEFECTIVE BORDERL.N£. NORHAI. AVERAGE NORHAl SUPERIOR SUPERIOR 

:12212 ~ 29 • 33q • 13511 39q 
0 

7q 
0 9 

WHIT~ 53,ql 17,Q% 22,81 33.~1 55.6% 88.51 92.5% 100.01 
60.915 75.015 51.71S 56.015 60.6%5 65.015 6B.91S 77.BIS 

N 772 6 22 0 25B ~5B 21 0 2 
HEXICAH·AHERICAH IB.61 26.1% 17,31 25,81 18,81 ~.7~ 2.51 

61.115 50, DIS 68,2%S 60.515 61,6%5 6G,m 100.015 

N 1076 12 0 75 
0 

389 576 
21 e I 

BLACK 26,0% 52.2% 59.11 38.91 23.71 ~.7X 1.3% 
6O.3%S 75,0%S 65,3%5 60.QIS 60,215 38 ,lIS O,O%S 

N BO I 1 19 0 Q& 9 3 
OTHER 1.9% Q,31 0,81 1,9% 1,91 • 2,01 3,81 

63.8%S 100,01S 100.0%5 13.m 58.m 55.61S 66,m 

Tables 12, 13, and 14 provide information on alcohol 

use, drug misuse, and the use of opiates. Two kinds of 

information are presented in these tables: (1) a rating 

of the severity of the particular clinical problem; and 

(2) information on the relationship of the problem to 

the present admission offense or to past offenses. 

The first three columns of Table 12 show the severity 

of the alcohol problem. Moderate alcohol misuse implies 

an alcohol problem that periodically affects the indivi-

22 



------~ ,~ TABLE 12 

~---. COMPARATIVE DATA ON INTElLlG~1CE Cu\SSIFICATlO~ SUBGROUPS 
HISTORY OF ALCOHOL MISUSE "---~ 

TOTAL STUDY I1EHTAL DULt. BRIGHT VERY 
POPULATIoN oCf£CTI't'e 1l0RDERLIHE NORMAL AVERAGE NORKAt. SUPERIQR SUPERltlR 

N 2278 II 70 533 1327 270 46 0 6 
NO HISTORY OF 54.9% 47.8% 0 55.1% • 53.3% 54.5% 60.5% 56.8% 66.7% 
ALCOHOL til SUSE 

60.m 63.6%5 58.6%5 59.5%5 61.0%5 62.6%5 69.6XS 66.m 

II 1244 6 36 0 305 748 116 0 21 0 2 
MODERATE ALCOHOL 30.0% 26.1% 28.3. 30.5% 30.7% 26.0% 33.3% 22.2% 
MISUSE 

62.I%S 83.3%5 75.0%5 6J.3%5 60.3%5 69.0%S 70.4%5 100.0~S 

N 624 6 21 0 
162 • 362 60 • 8 1 

SE"IERE ALCOHOL 15.1% 26.1% 16.5% 16.2% IM% 13.5% 9.9% 11.1% " MISUSE 
58.5%5 66.7%5 57.l%S 54.3%5 60.5%5 58.3%5 50.0%5 100.0%5 

II 2555 14 0 83 0 608 1'187 283 
0 

57 0 6 
ALCOHOL NO FACTOR 61.6% 60.9% 65.4% 60.8% 61.0% 63.5% 70.4% 66.7I IN CRIME 

60.9%5 71.4%5 63.9%5 60.m 60.3%5 62.9%S 70.2%5 66.m 

II 1014 6 29 0 252 • 625 0 
93 

0 
14 • I 

ALCOHOL FACtOR Iff 24.7% 26.1% 22.8% 25.2% 25.&% 20.9~ 17.3% 11.1% 
AO"'ISSIOH OfFENSE 

62.1%5 50.0%5 69.0%5 57.5%5 63.7%5 63."%5 57.1lS 100.0%5 

II 567 3 15 • 140 • 325 • 70 0 10 0 2 
ALCOHOL FACTOR IN 13.7% 13.0% 11.8% 14.0% 13.3% 15.IX 12.)% 22.2% 
PAST OFFEHS£$ ONLY 

58.4%5 100.Il%S .6.m 55.7%5 57.2%5 61.m 70.0%5 100.0%5 

dual's social functioning; 30 per cent of the study popu-

lation were identified by caseworkers as having a moderate 

alcohol problem. This rate does not fluctuate appreciably 

among the various intelligence groups. The recidivism 

rates of persons with a moderate alcohol problem are 

either average or above average. 

For the approximately 15 per cent of the study popu-

lation rated as having a severe alcohol problem (iden-

tified as alcoholic or in immediate danger of becoming 

alcoholic) r the picture is somewhat different. Wards 

of borderline and dull normal intelligence with severe 

drinking problems were particularly less successful on 

'parole. Bright normal individuals also were less suc-

cessful on parole, although to a lesser degree. When 

alcohol was present in the admission offense parole suc-
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cess rates are slightly higher except for the dull normal 

and the superior groups. Parole success rates of wards 

with alcohol in past offenses only are considerably lower 

except for persons of bright normal or superior intelli-

gence. 

TAUII 11 
tOl'lPARATlVI DATA ON INTlLlIGINC[ llA\IIFILMIU,IIUIiGROUI'S 

III~TORY OF CIIUG MIIUSI 

TOTAL STUDY MENTAL DULL lIRIGllr VERY 
POPULATION DEFECTIVE BOROERLINE NORMAL AVERAGE NORMAL SUPERIOR SUPERIOR 

II 3I!88 19 0 1JI 857 21J!12 371 (ill 
0 

5 
NO HISTORY OF S4.1% 82.6% 87.4% 0 85.7% 8~.8% 8~.2% 

0 79.0% 55.6; 
MUG HISUSE 

61.9%5 7~.m 64.015 60.m 61.9%5 63.1%5 64.1%5 80.0%5 

II 263 2 4 58 .. 162 ., 26 0 7 3 
ISOl.ATED DRUG 6.3% 8.7% 3.11 5.8% 6.6X 5.8% 8.6% 33.3% ,.usus£ 

59.m 50.015 75.0%5 56.m 57.4XS 6~.2%5 85.m 66.7%5 

II 337 2 11 e 7'1 • 197 • 41 0 9 1 
HOD£RATE 8.1% 8.7% 8.7% 7.4% 8.lt 9.2% 11.1% 11.1% 
MISUSE 

53.m 50.0%5 45.515 44.m 53.3%5 68.315 77 .8%5 100.0%5 

II 58 1 11 • 36 • 8 1 
SEVERE DRUG 1.4% 0.8% 1.1% 1.5% 1.8% 1.2% 
Misuse 50.0%5 100.0%5 54.m 47.2%5 50.0%5 100.0%5 

II 3788 20 0 116 a 925 2227 401 69 0 9 
DRUGS NO FACTOR 91.4% S7.0% 91.3% 92.5% 91.4% 89.9% a 85.2% 100.0% 
IN CRI1'l£ 

61.2%5 75.0%5 62.9%5 59.9%5 61.1%5 63.315 66.715 77.8%5 

II 209 3 6 41 • 123 • 28 • 7 
DftLIGS FACtOR IN 5.0: 13.0% 4.7% 4.1% 5.0% 6.31 8.6% 
ADHISSIOH OFFENSE 

57.m 33.m 83.3%5 56.1%5 55.3%5 >7.m 100.0%5 

II 149 5 34 __ 87 17 0 5 
DRUGS FACTOR IN 3.6% 3.9% 3.4% 3.6% 3.8% 6.21 
,.AS1 OFfENSES OHI,.'( 

57.0%5 40.0%5 4Q.1is 59.8%5 82.4%5 40.0%5 

While alcohol seems to have some association with 

parole outcome, the relationship of drug misuse to SUC-

cess on parole appears more pronounced. This is parti-

cularly noticeable in the category of moderate drug mis-

'Use. Included in these groups are persons with a history 

of using stimulant and/or depressant drugs. Users of 

opiates, marijuana, and glue were coded separately. 

The percentage of persons using drugs, and parti-

cularly the percentage of persons in whose case drug m::'s-

use is part of the admission offense, increases noticeably 
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as intelligence increases. Parole success rates drop 

considerably for all persons illegally involved with drugs. 

An exception to this pattern is found for those in the 

bright normal group, who function relatively well on 

parole despite drug misuse. 

Table 14 presents data indicating that opiate use, 

a relatively rare occurrence among this study population, 

is associated with a quite dramatic increase in failure 

on parole, regardless of intelligence. 

_ - ._ H._ .. _~ . ..... 

IABLE lq -- - COM?ARATlVL DATA ON III1ELLIGENCE CLASSIFICATlO,i SUBGROUPS 
HI,fORY OF OPIATE USE 

TOTAL STUDY HE/HAt. DULL BRIGltT VER't' 
POI-'ULATlON DEFECTIve BOROERLINE NORMAL AVERAGE 'lORMAI. SUPEIiJOR SUFERIOR 

II 3971 22 0 m 95B 2115 q27 75 0 9 
HO HISTORY OF 95.B% 95.7% 97.6% 0 95.8% 95.8% 95.7% 0 g2.&:. 100.0% OPIATE USf. 

GJ.q%S 72.7%S 6l.7%5 59.5%S 61.5%S 63.7%S 65.m ll.8%S 

II q, I I 8 25 • 5 2 
ISOLATED 1.0% q.3% 0.8% 0.8% 1.0% I.n loS. OPIATE USE 

62.m 0.0%5 100.0<5 15.o%S 56.0%5 €~.l%S 100.0%5 

II 102 I 28 • 58 __ I! • 1 
MODERATE 2.5% 0.8% 1.8% 2.4% 2.~' l.ll OPIATE U~E 

q2.2%S 0.0%5 Q5.Q%S 37.9%5 5~.5l~ 66./%5 

ri 30 l 5 19 __ 1 I 
SEVERE 0.7% 0.8. 0.6% 0.8% 0.4% 1.2% OPIATE USE 

43.3%S 0.015 50.0'S 35.8%5 100.0%5 100.0%S 

d 4046 23 0 126 913 2382 1j3J 
0 

7B 0 9 
OPIATES tlO FACTOR 91.6% 100.0% 99.2% '" 9/.3% 91.7% ~I.I% 96.3% 100.0% lli ADHI'3:$ION OFFENSE 

6L3%S 69.6%S 03.5%5 ,9.015 61.3%5 &lj.(;~5 67.9%5 lI.m 
N 73 1 18 • QS e 1 I 

OPIATES FACTOR IN I.B% 0.8% LSI !.8% 1.(·, 1.2% A,DHISSIOP1 OFFENSE 
41.5%S O.oIS ».6%5 33.m IJ,fI%~ 100.01S 

II 27 9 10 • t' 2 
OPIATES FACTOR IN 0.7% 0.9% 0.4% I.ll M% PAST OFFEt4SES OSl,Y 

37.0%S U.2%S 5~.0:S H.1%> 50.o%~ 

Wards of average intelligence with a history of 

smoking marijuana performed relatively poorly on parole 

(56.9%8). This is of particular interest not only be-

cause this group is quite large, but also because a re-

versed pattern is evident for bright normal (68.1%8) and 

25 



superior wards (72.2%8) with a history of marijuana use. 

Table 16 provides data on wards with a history of 

escape. The most striking feature is the impressive 

drop in parole success rate for all persons with a history 

of escape, regardless of whether the escape was from a 

minimum security facility without force or from a secure 

facility with force. It is noteworthy that, within this 

group of escapees, a group of bright normal individuals 

shares the poor parole performance record of wards clas-

sified as average and dull normal in intelligence. 

TAULE 16 
-- [O/1PARATIVE DATA ON IHIElLIGlN[L [LASSIFICATlOII SUBGROUPS -- HISTORY OF lS[APL AJID SEXUAL DEVIATlOII ._--- --

TDTAL STUDY MEHTAL DULL BRIGHT VERY 
POPULATION DEFECTIVE BOR[jERlINE NORMAL AVERAGE NORMAL SUPERIOR SUPERIOR 

N 3539 16 0 117 885 2049 370 0 75 
0 8 

NO ESCAPES 85.4% 69.6% 92.1% 88.5% 84.1% a 83.0% 92.6% 88.9% 
63.3%5 75.0%5 62.4%5 60.2%5 6l.4%S 68.6%5 70.7%5 75.0%5 

N 526 7 8 104 • 338 • 60 e 6 1 
ESCAPES FROH 12.7% 30.4% 6.3% 10.4% 13.9% 13.5% 7.4% 11.1% 
"INU1UM SECURITY 

47.9%5 57.1%5 75.0%5 53.8%S 47.0lS 40.0%5 33.m 100.0%5 

81 2 11e 50 e 16 e ESCAPES 2.0% 1.6% 1.1% 2.1% 3.b% 
WITH FORCE 

39.5%5 50.0%S 27.3%5 4l.0%S 37.515 

H 4026 23 0 124 962 • 2376 411 
0 

80 0 9 
NO H I STORY OF 97.1% 100.0% 97.6% 9&.2% 97.5% 96.6% 98.8% 100.0% 
FORCIBLE RAPE 

60.9%5 69.6%5 62.m 58.8%5 60.9%5 64.3XS 67.5%5 77.8%5 

N 120 3 38 0 61 • 15 • 1 
HISTORY OF 2.9% 2.4% 3.81 2.5% 3.4% 1.2% 
FORCIBlE RAPE 

60.0%5 100.0lS 68.11%5 55.m 46.7%5 100.0%5 

3929 22 0 119 
0 

941 2324 420 a 75 0 9 
NO H I STORY OF 94.8% 95.7% 93.71 9

'
1.1% 95.4% 9'1.2~ 92.6% 100.0% 

SEXUAL DEVlArlON 
60.8%5 n./lS 6l.9%S 59,11%5 60.5%5 63.B%S 65.m 77.8%5 

HISTORY OF II 156 5 4', • 81 16 • 5 
ISOLATED SEXUALLY 3.8% 3.9% I{,'.% l.3% 3.61 6.2% 
DEVIAHT BEHAVIOR 57.m 4U.OIS ;I.m 60.5%5 56.m 100.0%5 

HISTORY OF 61 I 3 14 0 32 0 10 0 1 
REPEATED SEXUALLY 1.5% 4.J% 2.4% 1.4% 1.3% 2.1% 1.21 
DEVIANT BEHAVIOR 12.m 0.0%5 66.7%5 71.4%5 75.0%5 70.015 100.0%5 

N 4009 21 0 123 0 969 2358 431 0 77 0 9 
NO H I STORY OF 96.7% 91.3% 96.91 96.9% 96.8% 9.66% Q5.1% 100.0% HOMOSEXUAL. I TY 

61.4%5 76.2%5 65.015 59.6%5 61.1%S 64.5%5 67.5%5 77.815 

N 79 1 3 17 e 45 e 8 4 
HISTORY OF ISOLATED 1.9% 4.3% 2.4% 1.7% 1.8% 1.8% 4.9% IiC))«lSEXUAL BEHAVIOR 

40.515 0.0:5 0.0%5 35.3%5 44.415 37.5%5 75.0%5 

H 43 13 • 23 • 6 
HISTORY OF REPEATED 1.0% 1.3% 0.9% 1.3% Ioic)MOSEXUAl BEHAVIOR 

53.Sts 53.8%5 56.5%5 50.0%5 

15 1 1 1 11 a 1 
HUlOR" ,1F 0.4% 4.3I 0.8% 0.11 0.5% 0.2% t«)f1II.'SlxtJAl PAnUN 

53.l15 0.0%5 O.OIS 100.015 63.6%5 0.015 
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Bright normal individuals usually are exceptions to the 

variable pattern in that they maintain a rather con­

sistently favorable parole performance pattern. 

Information on psychiatric history was obtained 

from earlier clinical case files received by Reception 

Guidance Center staff from corrections and mental health 

agencies with which the ward had been in contact. These 

histories indicate that for all practical purposes, psy­

chiatric problems seem to be confined to the dull normal 

and average groups. Generally the frequencies in the 

psychiatric categories are small (ranging from approxi­

mately 1 per cent for history of neurosis or psychosis 

to 6.7 per cent for history of personality trait dis­

turbance). In general, wards who had been given a psy­

chiatric label consistently performed poorly on parole. 

Other individual case history items discussed in 

Volume 2 include age, time in institution, marital status, 

number of children, living arrangements, marital status 

of parents, death of parents, military history, and his­

tory of sexual deviation. 

2. Intelligence Factors 

The results of intelligence testing must be inter­

preted cautiously because the important issue of the 

culture-fairness of the test instruments has not been 
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satisfactorily resolved. 

Table 18 presents the distribution Ifor the intelli­

gence categories. Each ward was classified into one of 

the Wechsler intelligence categories by the clinical 

psychologist supervising the testing program. 

.,.-,~-

TOTAL STUDY 

'" 
POPULATION 

II qlq6 
INTELLIGENCE 100.0% 
CLASStFICATION 

1iO.91S 

____ ---- ---- -TABLt IB -
____ CO~PARATIVE OATA ON INTlLLlGl1lCl CLASSIFICATlO,1 SU!uROUrS 
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IIJ()U 2",,0 
O.ut i.n: 2

"
.1, ~q.lX 

09.6%S 6l.0%S ')'J,2l~ GO.m 
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NORMAL 

IIq6 
lIJ.RZ 
!.l.ns 
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- -----
SUPf.IHOR 

HI 
2.01 

61.91S 
o 

who scored on the group tests in the mental defective 

-­VERY 
SUPERIOR 

9 
0.2% 

77 .m 

range were given the Wechsler Adult Intelligence Scale 

and they were classed as mentally defective only if they 

scored in the mental defective range on this individually 

administered test. The results of this classification 

procedure are depicted in Figure 3. 

D D 
MENTAL BORDERLINE DULL NORMAL BRIGHT SUPERIOR VERY 

DEFECTIVE NORMAL NORMAL SUPERIOR 

N 23 127 1000 2~~0 ~~6 81 9 

% 0.6 3.1 2~.2 59.1 10.8 2.0 U 0 0 • 0 0 
%s 69.6 63.0 59.2 60.7 63.7 G7.9 77 .8 

FIGURE 3 
COMPARATIVE DATA ON IImLLlGENCE CLASSIFICATION SUBGROUPS 

INTELLIGENCE CLASSIFICATION 
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Generally, the distribution follows the normal curve with 

slight overrepresentation in the below-average category 

of dull normal. This distribution refutes the common 

notion that delinquent populations are composed mainly 

of retarded or borderline defective individuals. 

The Army General Classification Test (AGCT) and the 

California Test of Mental Maturity (CTMM) were the prin-

cipal intelligence tests used. A summary of the results 

of the intelligence testing is provided in Table 19. 
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Class'ification into intelligence categories was based on 

clinical judgments derived from a composite of information 

on each individual. 

A more detailed account of the results of intelli-

gence testing is provided in Volume 2. 

3. Academic Factors 

The data on academic factors are presented in Volume 

2 in some detail to allow for the discovery of possible 

leads useful in designing new types of learning environ-

ments for that large proportion of youth who do not seem 

to be served by the existing educational system. 

A summary of the test results on the California 

Achievement Test battery is given in Table 20. 

TABLt 20 
COIIPARATIVE DATA ON INTELLIGENCE CLASSIFICATION SUBGROUPS 

RESUlTS 011 THE CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEliENT TEST BATTERY 

TOTAL STUDY MEHTAL DULL BRIGHT VERY 
POPULATION DEFECTIVE BORDERLINE HORMAL AVERAGE HORI'!4L SUPERIOR SUPERIOR 
H • 4067 H. 13 H • 116 N • 986 H' mo H • 440 H' 81 H' 9 

READING M 7.55 2.51 3.25 5.22 7.98 10.77 11.84 12.23 
VOCABULARY 

SO 2.76 1.72 1.44 1.85 2.24 1.12 0.96 0.G5 

READING M 7.66 2.62 3.27 5.43 7.99 Il.08 12.52 13.04 
tOKFRE~EHSIOt{ , 

SO 2.69 1.61 1.39 1.75 2.07 1.32 M5 0.38 

READING M 7.62 2.45 3.27 5.34 8.01 10.95 12.22 12.66 AVERAGE 
SO 2.66 1.60 1.35 1.72 2.05 1.05 0.90 0.37 

ARITHMETIC M 7.47 3.38 3.83 5.71 7.73 10.22 11.60 12.39 R~ASONIHG 
SO 2.23 1.28 1.31 1.51 1.69 1.34 1.13 1.03 

ARITHMETIC M 7.27 3.85 4.39 5.89 7.38 9.75 11.42 12.63 FUND,At1ENrAt.S 
SO 1.98 1.38 1.27 1.31 1.50 1.51 1.30 0.69 

'&RITItI'IETIC M 7.39 3.68 4.13 S.ft3 7.58 10.01 11.51 12.52 
AVERAC:E 

SO 2.03 1.21 1.19 1.33 1.51 l.34 1.06 0.74 

LANGUAGE II 7.22 2.45 3.11 S.12 7.56 10.13 11.42 12.73 
l1ECH"NICS 

SO 2.52 1.35 1.22 1.77 1.97 1.32 1.23 0.60 

LANGUAGE M 7.35 2.80 3.5G !i.38 7.69 9.96 IUS 11.88 
SPELLII'IG 

SO 2.60 1.55 1.29 1.84 2.26 1.52 1.41 0.73 

LANGUAGE 'M 7.30 2.47 3.36 5.27 7.64 10.07 11.29 12.32 
AV[RAG[ 

SO 2.45 1.52 1.20 1.70 1.97 1.20 1.19 0.48 

TOTAL GRADE H 7.42 2.89 3.56 5.45 7.74 1D.33 11.68 12.50 
PLACEMENT 

SO 2.28 1.34 1.09 1.47 1.70 0.94 0.85 0.35 
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Overall achievement is roughly at the 7th grade level 

with an additional loss of one or two grades for the 

minority groups. Generally, little variation among acade­

mic subjects is found; two exceptions are noted for mental 

defective and borderline defective individuals who show 

a slight increase in the arithmetic score. With these 

two exceptions, measured academic achievement of mentally 

defective wards was at the 2nd grade level; measured 

academic achievement levels for the remaining groups 

were as follows: borderline defective, 3rd grade; dull 

normal, 4th grade; average, 7th grade; bright normal, 

lOth grade; superior, 11th grade; very superior, 12th 

grade. 

Figure 21 provides information on two indices that 

were developed for the project to aid in the assessment 

of academic retardation. The first index provides an 

academic disability score indicating the average dif­

ference between grade completed in school and function­

ing level as measured by the CAT battery. The second 

index provides an estimate of academic retardation by 

computing the difference between a rather conservative 

arbitrarily set expectation and the achieved grade on the 

CAT: 
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Intelligence 
C1ass'ifica ti'on 

Mental Defective 
Borderline Defective 
Dull Normal 
Average and above 

Expected Grade 
Placement on the CAT 

o 
4th grade 
8th grade 

12th grade 

Using this procedure, each person was given a score repre-

senting achieved grade minus expected grade. Most scores 

are minus scores: the greater the minus value, the 

greater the academic retardation as measured against the 

above standards. 

MENTAL DULL RRlr.HT VER'!' 
DEfECTIVE BORDERLI~E NORMAL AVERIIGE NORMAL 'iUI'ERIUR SUPERIOR 

H· 13 II· 115 N • SSG N· 2419 11·440 /j. 81 /1·9 
+2 + 2 

+ 1 + 1 

- 1 - 1 

- 2 - 2 

- 3 - 3 

- 4 - 4 

- 5 - 5 

- 6 - 6 

-7 -7 

ACADEWe. 0 M -6,26 -5.74 -4.28 -2.48 -0.50 "0.17 .0.50 DISABILITY 

ESTIMATED -1.67 -0.32 +0.50 ~~~~~~l~ION • 
-0,44 -2.54 -4.26 

FI6URE 21 
COMPARATIVE DATA DII INTelLIGENCE CLASSIFICATION SU8GROUPS 

ACAnEMIC DISABILITY 

It is evident from Figure 21 that the largest dis­

crepancies between grade level attending and grade level 

functioning are found in the lower intelligence categories. 

This seems particularly critical for the dull normal and 

average groups in which nearly 1,000 wards are functioning 

more than four grades below the grade they were attending 
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and 2,419 wards are functioning more than two grades below 

the grade they completed. 

The estimated academic retardation index reveals that 

the average group is most handicapped with respect to 

these arbitrarily set expectations: wards of average in-­

telligence performed more than four grades below the ex­

pected standard. The dull normal group had an academic 

retardation index score of -2.5, indicating an achieve­

ment deficit of more than two grades. It is clear from 

these data that the academic disabilities of these wards 

are quite pronounced. Mental ability and intellectual 

potential generally are present but are not being pro­

ductively utilized. 

In spite of the good intentions that may underlie 

the programs and curricu]~ designs in the public schools, 

it seems likely that quite early in the school experience 

of these academically handicapped youths something went 

wrong. The school environment should be subjected to 

scientific scrutiny to determine why the needs of these 

young people are not being met by the present system. 

Other school-related or academic factors discussed 

in Volume 2 include grade completed in school, grade 

achieved during testing, age left school for each intelli­

gence,grouping, academic disability, and rating on motiva­

tion for academic training. 
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4. Vocational Factors 

Results o~ the General Aptitude Test Battery sub-

scales for each intelligence category are summarized in 

Table 26. This table shows that, particularly for those 

individuals classed as average or below average, the 

lowest scores are found for numerical aptitude followed 

by the scores for verbal aptitude. This again suggests 

the poor academic skills of these individuals as com-

pared to their fairly good aptitudes for vocational pur-

suits and their relative ranking on intellectual poten-

tial. 

IABlE 26 
CCliPARATlVE DATA ON liflElLlG[,ICl CLASSIFlEATlO,1 SUBGROUPS 

RESUllS Oil TilE GEIIERAl APTITUDE TEST BATTERY 

TOTAL STUDY MENTAL (lUu. BRtr.HT VERY 
POPULATION DEFECTIVE BORDERLINE NORHAL AVERAGE NORHAL SUPERIOR SUPERIOR 
~ • 38BS N • 21 N • 112 Il.oqn N • 2306 N • q26 ~. n N • B 

GENERAL M 90.30 59.43 68.07 75.15 91.90 m.B5 128.7B 142.63 IHTELLIGENCE SO 18.24 13.27 11.68 11.95 13.1q 10083 10.77 7.01 

VERBAL H 86.06 70.20 70.46 74.35 86.83 105.55 120.73 130.15 !.PlITUDE SO 15.20 7.11 8.02 7.32 11.95 12.58 13.28 15.14 

NUMERICAL M 87.50 56.33 59.13 71.83 89.99 111.09 120.08 133.50 APTITUDE SO 19.93 13.19 13.53 14.00 15.72 12.56 12.48 13.62 

SPATIAL H 102.63 73.86 77.18 89.08 105.30 120.65 1lO.42 137 .50 APTITUDE SO 20.43 15.59 16.37 16.55 17.53 16.61 15.09 24.24 

PERCEPTIONAL H 99.32 66.24 70.21 87.88 101.98 115.49 119.82 126.50 APTITUDE SO 19.51 19.84 10.50 16.84 16.41 16.62 13.32 19.80 

CLERICAl. M 93.74 72.33 75.40 84.25 95.10 108.26 118.60 129.13 APTITUDE SO 15.06 10.15 9.62 10.75 13.01 13.39 12.80 13.77 

MOTOR H 96.Jq 75.48 78.82 90.15 98.21 103.34 105.56 122.50 COORDINATION SO 1&.54 22.89 19.53 18.63 17.41 16.86 13.92 11.26 

flhCiER H 91.02 73.62 11.76 84.61 92.66 98.13 103.22 109.13 DEXTERITY SO 19.42 18.93 19.66 18.8~ 18.77 17.93 17.67 18.00 

t1AHUAl H 111.70 94.48 ~7.l4 J05.30 1ll.57 117.78 121.74 140.75 DEXI£NIIY SO 21.61 26.85 20.81 21.93 20.82 19.32 20.58 18.55 
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Figure 29 presents data on skilled trades in the con-

struction field. To maintain clarity, the frequencies are 

omitted from these figures. The percentages are based on 

the following frequencies for the various subgroups: Men-

tal Defective, N=20; Borderline Defective, N=l24; Dull 

Normal, N=962i Average, N=2,360; Bright Normal, N=43l; 

Superior, N=75; Very Superior, N=9. 
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FIGURE 2'1 
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FOR VOCATIONAL TRAINING 

ILl 
11.1 

22.2 

D 

Very few wards have had practical experience in these 

trades. It is difficult to estimate.how much of this de-

ficiency is directly attributable to the lack of basic 

academic skills that prevents these youths from obtaining 

vocational training or employment, but this lack certainly 

aggravates the problem. From the data presented in 
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Volume 3, where ethnic factors are discussed, it appears 

that offenders from minority groups are even more deficient 

than Caucasian offenders in practical vocational experience 

of a skilled nature: 4.5 per cent of the white offenders 

and only about 2 per cent of the blacks and Mexican-
\ 

Americans had experience in a skilled construction trade. 

The data on mechanic trades, as well as body and 

fender work, heavy equipment operation, television repair" 

and weldin~are similar to those describing the situation 

in the construction trades. From Figure 31 it is strikingly 

apparent that the great majority of these youths, re-

gardless of their intellectual and vocational aptitudes, 

fall into the semi-skilled and unskilled categories. 

-~-.------' .. _- -. -. --
MENTAL DULL BRIGHT YERV 

DEfECTIVE BIlRDERLINE NOF , AVERM,( NORM/ll SUPERIOR SUPERIOR 
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10.0 9.7 8.3 5.0 2.9 6.6 0.0 

15.0 8.8 6.8 q.q 3.1 6.7 0.0 

CtCUPATIOH.oI.L HISTORY • COUHSELOR I S REtOt1l'lENDAT 101i [] PRIMARY AREA OF INTEREST D FOR VOCATIONAL TRAINING FOR VOCATloHAL TRAINING 

FIGURE 31 
COMPARATIVE DATA ON INTELLIGENCE CLASSIFICATION SUBGROUPS 
I'AINTENANCE.INDUSTRIES, lANDSt~PING, WAREHOUSE TRAINING, 

AND OTHER SEMISKILLED AND UNSKIllED TRADES 
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The picture appears even more bleak when it is considered 

that the unskilled category includes approximately 90 per 

cent of the individuals reported in this figure under. 

occupational history. The majority of these youth had 

serious vocational handicaps that put considerable econo­

mic and psychological strains on them and probably con­

tributed heavily to their criminal careers. This finding 

points up the need for remedial vocational training programs. 

The Reception Guidance Center program focused much 

attention on the assessment of vocational needs and car­

ried out two related programs that tested small groups of 

wards during week-long periods in the metal shop and in 

the wood shop. The two shop instructors and the case­

worker made separate ratings on wards' motivation for 

training and the caseworker made recommendations for 

vocational training. These data show that for the average 

and dull normal groups, the bright normal groups and, to 

some extent, the superior and borderline defective groups, 

those individuals perceived by staff as unmotivated for 

training were considerably less successful on parole 

than those who were perceived as motivated for training. 

This pattern is reversed for the mental defective group, 

in which individuals perceived as unmotivated consistently 

perform better on parole. In addition, mental defective 

wards not recommended for vocational training were more 
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successful on parole than were those who had been recom­

mended for such training. Superior and very superior 

wards not recommended by the caseworker for vocational 

training also were more successful on parole than were 

persons recommended for training. 

Work experience of less than six months was found to 

be negatively' related to parole success, a finding that 

is more pronounced for the lower intelligence categories. 

Within the borderline and dull normal intelligence sub­

groups the parole success rate improves with amount of 

work experience; the transition from negative to positive 

deviation from the success rate of the entire study popu­

lation takes place between the zero-to-six-months cate­

gory and the six-to-twelve-months category. This rela­

tionship seems.to diminish for the average and bright 

normal groups, although some degree of association is 

still apparent. Within the group of offenders with, work 

experience of six months or less, as intelligence in­

creases so does the percentage of parole success. It is 

apparent that individuals who are handicapped in both 

employment history and intelligence show a relatively 

high recidivism rate. 

The data on union status and vocational disability 

reveal that, with the exception of the superior group, 

union membership is associated t,<li th an increase in parole 
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success, making this group a better risk on parole and 

pointing up the importance of vocational skills and job 

stability to the successful readjustment of youthful 

offenders to the community. 

5. Personality Factors 

Two tests, the California Psychological Inventory 

(CPI) and the Minnesota Multiphasic Personality Inventory 

(MMPI), permit a valuable assessment of personality 

factors. Measures of the nature and extent of possible 

psychological disturbance are provided by the MMPI and 

measures of the psychological and social strength and 

patterns of interpersonal behavior are provided by the 

CPl. 

Figures 36 through 40 provide the cpr profiles for 

each of the intelligence subgroups above the borderline 

defective level. Profiles for the total study population 

are presented in Volume 2 as a standard for comparison. 

Figure 36 shows the results on the CPI for the dull nor­

mal group, indicating the areas of difficulty that this 

group may encounter. The six lowest scores are found on 

Wb (s~nse of well-being), Re (responsibility), So (sociali­

zation), To (tolerance), Ac (achievement via conformance), 

and Ie (intellectual efficiency), as in the profile of 

the total study population, but more pronounaed. ~~is 
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would characterize the group as lacking in a general 

sense of physical and psychological well-being and lacking 

in seriousness of thought, well-developed values, and de-

pendabili ty . 

TOTAL stuo'( HtllTAL 
POPULATION O~FECflVE 

N Jl5 1 
DEPRfSSloti 2,8% 4,3% 

60.0%5 100.0%5 

II 117 1 
(,NXI£T't 2.81 4.3% 

56.4%5 0.0%5 

N J3l 1 
DEPENDENCY l.2% 4.3% 

S4.2%S 0.015 

TAnll lG 
tOllI'ARAIIVI IIATA un INlllLlGtatl tLASSIFICAliUlI 5U8GRIlUI'S 

SYMPTOMS fOUND UURING rSYCllIAIRIC EVALUATION 

DULL 
BORDERLINE NOHMA" AVERAGE 

2 30 0 62 • 1.6% 3.0% 2.5% 
100.0%5 70.0%S 51.6%5 

4 31 • 61 
3.U 3.11 2.S% 

75.0%S 54.8%5 59.0%S 

2 34 • 75 •• 1.6% 3.4% l.a 
50.0%S 55.915 ~4.m 

--. 
BRIGHT VERY 
HORMAl SUflERIO~ SUPERIOR 

16 1 I 
3,6l :!.5% 11,1% 

62.5lS 10U.01S 100.015 

15 e " 
I 

3.4% ".9t lUX 
40,015 75.0%5 100.0% 

14 • 1 , 
l.ll l.Sl ILU 

42.9~S IOD.Il!S II'; .015 

Individuals in this group also show a great lack of matur-

ity and social integration, often experience friction with 

others, and exhibit little tolerance or acceptance of 

others. In addition, the group expresses a low capacity 

to achieve in settings where conformance is required and 

there are indications that intellectual and personal 

resources are poorly utilized. 

On the more positive side, the CPI profile shows 

fair scores on the six subscales of Sp (social presence) , 

Sa (self-acceptance), Gi (good impression), Cm (communal­

ity), Fx (flexibility), and Fe (femininity), indicating 

group characteristics of social spontaneity, a fair de-

gree of feelings of self-worth, a desire to create a 

good impression, fair capability to adapt in thinking, 
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and a general preference for an accommodating and low-

key social posture. 

Figure 37 depicts the results on the CPI for groups 

classified as average in intelligence. The profile appro-

ximates the total study population profile. As intelli-

gence in~reases, scores on most CPI scales improve drarna-

tically. A striking and psychologically significant ex-

ception is seen in the persistently low scores on the 

socialization scale (So), which clearly point up the 

deficient socialization process that characterizes these 

young men regardless of intelligence level. 

Do Cs s; Sp S. W. RE So Sc 10 GI CM Ac AI IE Pv Fx FE 

55- :55 

so: A f' 
:so 

. /, 

1:~ ~. A' t. -
~5: :45 

40: 
~-: il\ . @ ;~ 

t1 -~ 

~ ~ ~ 

15: \~?l \~~~l : :?:\ ~:m .~. -35 

: -10 30-

Do Cs Sv Sp S. W. RE So Sc To GI CM Ac AI IE Pv Fx F, 
HE.N 38.13 39.49 44.40 47.61 5],07 38.37 31.12 32.70 41.91 35.15 113.51 49.62 37.23 39.49 34.77 43.39 119.68 49.09 MEAN 

SO 11.99 ll,54 U.S3 10.84 lU9 13.5~ 11.28 9.79 1I.11 11.65 10.90 1l.3~ 12.2~ 9.89 12.35 11.;)1 9.39 9.92 SO 

FIGURE 31 
COMPARATIVE DATA ON INTELLlGEIICE CLASSIFICATION SUBGROUPS 

CPI PROFILE OF CYA WARDS CLASSIFIED AS OF 
AVERAGE I NTELLI GENCE 

N • 1922 
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Do C. Sy S, S. W. RE So Sc 10 GI CM Ac AI IE "" 
Fx FE 

55- :55 

SO: :SO 

45: ·'15 

40: -40 

35: -35 

30- -30 

00 Cs Sy S, S. W. R. So Sc To GI '" Ac AI IE "" Fx FE 
H< •• 42.21 43.26 46.18 50.21 54.21 40.n 35.13 32.39 41.37 39.41 42.51 51.85 39.81 45.06 42.06 44.95 52.06 47.63 MEAN 

SO 13.57 11.92 12.42 11.61 12.14 12.77 12.21 9.68 11.61 11.43 10.86 10.16 12.74 9.25 11.95 11.09 9.74 10.36 SO 

FIGURE 38 
COfIPARATIVE DATA ON INTELLIGENCE CLASSIFICATION SUBGROUPS 

CPI PROFILE OF CYA WARDS CLASSIFIED AS OF 
BRIGHT NORMAL INTELLIGENCE 

N • 374 

-- ---~ ... -...... 
00 C. Sv S, 5. W, RE So Sc To GI CM Ac AI IE py Fx FE 

55- :55 

SO: :50 

45: ·45 

40: :40 

35: -35 

30-
: -30 

00 Cs Sv S, S. Wa RE So Sc To GI '" Ac AI ·IE p, Fx FE 
M .... 50.31 50.35 51.91 55.16 6D.32 45.54 ~Liji 37.32 '13,32 46.47 47.06 50.43 45.60 48.91 50.15 51.51 52.68 47.62 "EAN 

SO 13.81 11.98 11.72 9.93 9.09 15.64 13.25 11.25 13.50 12.93 13.74 IM7 14.09 ID.32 13.86 13.34 9.62 10.29 SO 

fiGURE 39 
COMPARATIVE DATA ON INTELLIGENCE CLASSIFICATIOII SUBGROUPS 

CPI PROFILE OF CYA WARDS CLASSIFIED AS OF 
SUPERIOR INTELLIGENCE 

N • 68 

... ~--,.-
Do Cs Sv Wa RE So Se To GI eM Ac FE 

55- :55 

SO: :50 

45: -45 

40: -40 

35· -35 

30- -30 

Po Cs Sv S, S. W, RE So Se To GI CM Ac AI IE p, Fx FE 
HEAN 48.50 53.63 53.00 56.50 62.88 46.00 40.38 36.13 45.75 53.13 49.25 47,63 50,75 58.B8 55.25 57,25 55.50 47.50 M~"'N 

SO 15.98 13.86 15.42 13.28 10.34 13.84 16.80 9,R8 14.76 13.80 16.12 15.22 18.52 11.66 17.36 4.80 11.58 11.90 SO 

FIGURE 40 
COMPARATIVE nATA ON IIITELLIGENCE CLASSIFICATION SUBGROUPS 

CPI PROFILE OF CYA WAROS CLASSIFIED AS OF 
VERY SUPERIOR INTELLIGENCE 

N • 8 
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The test results on the MMPI are presented and dis­

cussed in Volume 2. The MMPI profiles of the total study 

population describe the group as low in morale and lacking 

in hope about the future. High scores on the Psychopathic 

Deviate scale (pd) indicate notable difficulties in social 

adjustment and reflect their delinquent and antisocial 

tendencies in general. The results on the Pa (paranoia), 

Pt (psychasthenia), Sc (schizophrenia), and Ma (hypomania) 

scales suggest that the group is generally suspicious, 

with a high degree of anxiety, and thought patterns often 

found in psychiatrically disturbed persons. They also 

seem easily distractable and prone to impulsive and ir­

rational acting-out behavior. These characteristics 

are more pronounced for the dull normal group, but there 

is evidence that somA of the responses of this group 

may be invalid because of carelessness or misunderstand­

ing. It is interesting to note that the scores on De­

pression (D), Psychopathic Deviance (Pd) , and the Hypomania 

(Ma) scale, are fairly constant for the dull nor.mal, 

average, and bright normal groups·, showing a relationship 

that is often found among delinquent populations. 

Generally, scores on the MMPI show an overall-pattern 

similar to that of the CPI: as intelligence increases, 

MMPI scores improve, with the exception of the Pd and the 

Ma, the two main indicators of delinquency problems. 
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The results on the MMPI and the CPI for the various 

intelligence subgroups are detailed in Volume 2. 

Parole Prediction Based on Personality Tests 

In an effort to increase the clinical u.tility of 

prediction instruments and to increase flexibility in in-

dividual assessment over time, parole prediction equations 

were developed for the CPI (success = 45.078 - .353 Sp 

- .182 Sa + .532 So + .224 Sc) and the MMPI (success = 

66.363 - .08lF + .065K - .055 Pd - .168 Mf - .456 M~). 

These were applied to the total study population and to 

all subgroups. The results of predictions with the two 

equations are presented in detail in Volume 2. A com-

parative summary of overall predictive accuracy, i.e., 

a combination of both true negatives and true positives 

for both the CPI and the MMPI, is provided in Table 32. 
t -_ ... 

IAIllI II 
I.IlMlWIAIIVI UAtA 1111 1I/11111~li/tl CLASSI! ICAIIOII SUI:~RUU"S ------

IU:,Ul 1\ ur U'I A;!u Hill'l I'RIUIlI/lJ,lS --. ----- "---.. 
..,..-'~'" TOTAl. STUDY MENTAl. nUll BRIGHT VERY 

PiJPULAflON DErECTlvt BORI1~RlINt. tlllRHAt AVERhGE NORMAL SUPERIOR SUPERIOR 

f erl I'RLolrrloN N 17&6 b 11 5th 1088 216 ~l 5 
. III'" 50.91 bb.1t bl.f.% l,r.,3:t 56.61 57.8% 60.31 62.51 

(PI "REDICTION II m6 l 20 2Ml 8l~ 158 27 3 
.. tWiSES ~l.ll H.lt lfi.~% ~l.7% 43.~% ~2.21 39.7% 37.5% 

M/'IPI PRlDltrlON ri 1797 8 l~ 'ui 1097 232 47 6 
~ tiltS 57.5% 80.0. bO.71 ;b.l% 56.61 61.21 67.1% 75.01 

HMPI PREDICTlctl II 1329 2 22 285 8~2 147 23 2 
- HISSES '12.5t 20.0% lQ.lZ ~l.~I ~3.q% 38.8~ 32.5% 25.0% 

. These results seem to indicate that prediction tech­

niques using personality test data may be quite feasible, 
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particularly if predictive accuracy could be improved. 

These prediction results and the results reported in sub­

sequent volumes could be a valuable source of information 

that would aid in refining such procedures. 

6. Psychiatric Factors 

Because psychiatric services were limited, only 

those individuals specifically referred for evaluation 

were psychiatrically examined. This subpopulation con­

sists of 511 individuals (12.3 per cent of the total 

study population). The data presented below, including 

diagnostic labels and symptoms, are descriptive only of 

this selected group. It is not implied that the other 

87.7 per cent not examined are free of psychiatric dis­

orders, but it can reasonably be assumed that most in­

dividuals with psychiatric liabilities were screened out 

for examination through the referral procedure. 

Table 36 presents information on the three major 

symptoms found during psychiatric examination. The de­

pressive group taken as a whole has a parole success 

rate that is similar to the total study population rate. 

However, the breakdown into intelligence subgroups re­

veals that the group classified as average in intelli­

gence is particularly vulnerable on parole while the dull 

normal and bright normal groups are more successful. In 
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both groups, individuals who showed signs of anxiety or 

dependency also showed a decrease in parole success 

that was particularly pronounced for the bright normal 

groups. 

-.. --- .. - -._ ... ':;" -- ----Do c. 5, Sp 5. li~ R, So Se To GI CM Ae AI I, '" Fx FE 

55-
:55 

so: 
:SO 

45: 
-45 

40: 
-40 

35: 
-35 

30- -30 

Do c. S, SP SA WI RE So Se To GI eM Ae AI IE P, Fx FE IIE.H 35.70 36.01 41.29 44.08 47.88 33.85 27.44 32.52 41.52 30.61 43.08 44.88 34.50 35.60 28.90 42.28 48.10 SO. 12 MEAN 
SO 9.97 10.17 9.97 10.44 10.74 12.93 9.29 9.45 10.69 9.89 10.25 12.47 11.13 9.05 10.84 12.81 9.28 9.34 SO 

FIGURE 36 
COMPARATIVE DATA ON INTELLIGENCE ClASSIFICATION SUBGROUPS 

CPI PROFILE OF CVA WARDS ClASSIFIED AS OF 
DULL NORMAL IIHELLIGENCE 

N' 646 

The incidence of psychiatric illness among the youth-

ful offenders studied is rather infrequent. Psychosis was 

found in only .6 per cent of the total study group. The 

incidences for the other psychiatric categories are as 

follows: neurotic disorders, .9 per cent; personality 

pattern disturbances, 2.6 per cen't; personality trait 

disturbances, 4.9 per cent; sociopathic personality 

disturbances, 1 per cent; and transitional situational 

personality disturbances, 1.1 per cent. While serious 

psychiatric disturbances are largely absent from this 

population, dependency, anxiety, and depression appear 
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to be quite conunon, with the first two showing a fairly 

strong relationship to parole outcome. 

7. Offense Related Factors 

The types of offenses that led to institutionalization 

are sununarized in Table 38. As is conunonly found in 

--.-- .. ~ .. _- - ~- .... - .. ---... 0,. ~ 
_________ TABLE 30 ._-.-------COMPARATIVE OATA 011 IIITELLlGEIICE CLASSIFICATION SUBGROUPS 

.~-. ADMISSIOII OFFEIISE 

,,// 
TOTAL STUDY HENTAl DUI-L BIlIGHT VERY 
POPUI.ATlOH DEFECTIVE BORDERLtNE NORMAL AVERAGE NORHAl SUPERIOR' SUPERIOR 

19 1 1~ • 3 1 
HOMICIDE 0.5% 0.1% 0.6% 0.7% 1.2% 

52.6%5 100.0%5 50.0%5 33.3%5 100.0%5 

13 2' 7 2 1 1 
HEGLIGENT HAN· 0.3% 0.2% 0.3% 0.51 1.2% 11.1% 
SLAUGHT:'R 100.0%5 100.0%5 100.0%5 100.0%5 100.0%5 100.0%5 

N ~38 2 18 0 m m 0 52 0 11 0 1 
ROBBERY 10.6% 8.7% 14.2% 11.~% 9.8% 11.7% 13.G% 11.1:1 

7o.J%S 100.0%5 66.7%5 62.3%5 72.3%5 ».015 90.9%5 100.0%5 

233 2 9 53 0 150 0 1~ 0 1 
ASSAULT 5.6% 8.7% 7.1% 5.3% 6.2% 3.2% 1.2% 

11.m 50.015 77 .8%5 11.m 11.3%5 85.7%5 0.0%5 

II lOBO 10 ~1 • 269 • 620 117 18 
BURGLARV 26.1% ~3.5% 32.3% 26.91 25.~% 26.~% 0 22.2% 

60.0%5 60.0%5 58.5%5 55.8%5 61.5%5 63.2%5 61.lXS 

N 421 
, 108 2~~ ~9 0 8 

THEFT lQ.2% ~.31 6.3% ' 10.8% 10.0% 11.0% 9.9% 
61.015 100.0%5 50.0%5 62.0%5 59.8%5 65.l%S 62.5%5 

N 119 1 19 0 185 • ~17 • 73 • 18 0 3 
VEHICLE THEFT 17.~% ~.3% 15.0% 18.5% 17.1% 16.~% 22.2% 33.3% 

5M%S 100.015 68.~IS 55. lIS 50.6%5 56.2%5 72.2%5 66.7%5 

N 207 1 3 32 e 137 • 27 • 6 1 
FORGERY 5.0% ~.3% 2.~% 3.2% 5.6% 6.1% 7.4% 11.1% 

• 52.m 0.0%5 66.7%5 ~3.8%S 55.5%5 51.915 50.0%5 O.OlS 

28 8 14 0 5 
FORCIBLE RAPE 0.7% 0.8% 0.6% 1.1% 

71.415 75.0%5 7M%S 60.0%5 

82 2 2~ e ~5 11 
STATUTORY RAPE 2.0% 1.6% M% 1.8% 2.5% 0 

56. lIS 50.01S ~1.7XS 62.2%5 63.6%5 

~~ 2 9 27 • 5 
OTHER SEX OFFENSES 1.1% 1.6% 0.9% ).1% 1.1% 

63.6%S 50.0%5 88.91S 55.615 80.01s 

II 370 3 8 79 0 233 0 
35 0 9 3 

NARCOTICS OFFENSES 8.9% 13.0% 6.3% 7.91 9.6% 7.9% n.n 33.3% 
65,9%5 100.0%5 75.015 67.115 63.915 71.4%5 55.6%5 100.015 

37 5 to 0 19 0 2 1 
ALCOf«)l. OFFENSE! 0.9% 3.9% 1.0% 0.8% 0.51 1.2% 

67.6%5 ~O.OIS 80.015 68.m 50.0%5 100.0%5 

3~ 3 7 77 • 177 34 ~ 

OTHEII 7.3% 13.0% 5.5% 7.7% 7.31 7.7% • ~.91 
60.2%5 66.7%S 85.715 55.8%5 G2.lIS 58.8%5 50.0%5 

II 1~8 5 29 
0 95 • 15 • 3 

PAROLE VIOLATION 3.6% 3.9% 2.9% 3.9% 3.~% 3.7% 
53.4%5 ~O.OIS 65.5%5 50.5%5 ~6.m 100.0%5 
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studies of adult criminal offenders, individuals who 

offend agains·t:. persons are much better risks on parole 

{in regard to recidivism per se} than are persons who 

commit ~roperty offenses. Examples of the former in­

clude wards committed for robbery and assault, while 

examples of the latter include wards committed for vehicle 

theft and forgery. This pattern is clearly visible in 

this table. A noteworthy exception is the low success 

rate for individuals committed for homicide. Contrary 

to expectations, this group performed poorly on parole. 

This small group shmV's a great deal of variation in parole 

success rate when subdivided according to ethnic back-

ground (8 whites, 37.0%S; 5 Mexican-Americans, 80%S; 

and 5 blacks, 60%S). Further discussion of this finding 

will be presented in Volume 7, Offenders Against Persons. 

Table 45 gives information on the history of carrying 

weapons. As can be seen, approximately 30 per cent had 

a history of carrying weapons for illegal purposes, either 

for the commission of crimes or use in gang activities or 

for self-defense in a hostile environment. 

---..-. 

TOTAL STUDV HEN'~L DOLL BRIGHT VERY 
poruLATlO~ DEFECTIVE BORDtRLINE NORMAL AVERAGE HORt1Al SUPERIOR SUPERIOR 

,/' 
N 29~~ 16 0 83 695 • 17~6 326 

0 
59 0 

q 
NONE 71.01 69.6% 65.~% 0 69.5% 71.6% 73.1% 72.8% ~~.~% 

61.0%S 58.8XS 63.9%! 58.m 61. lIS 65,0%5 66,m 75,0%5 

N 1202 7 ~~ 305 691 120 22 0 5 
YU 29,0% 30,Q% 3~.6% 30.5% 28.~% 26,9% 27.2% 55,6% 

60.>15 71.415 61.m 61.0%5 59.9%S 60,0%5 72.m 80,0%$ 
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Table 46 shows that partners were involved in the 

admission offense in more than half of the crimes corn-

mitted. In one-sixth of these cases, the partner or part-

ners were under parole supervision by the California 

Youth Authority. Parole outcome for wards with crime 

partners was generally better than for wards who had 

acted alone. _.-'_. --., TABLE 46 ________ ----- CCI'IPARATIVE DATA 0/1 INTELLIGEIiCE CLASSIFICATION SUBGROUPS 

~ ... -~.- .... 
PARTNERS IN ADMISSION OFFENSE ~ 

TOTAL. STUDY MENTAL DULL BRIGHT VERY 

---' 
PQPULA,TlON DEFECTIVE BORDERLIHE NORMA\. AVERAGE NORMAL SUPERIOR SUPERIOR 

N 1794 10 • 60 414 • lOllS • 216 29 0 7 
HONE 44.9~ SO.O% 48.4% 43.1~ 4q.3% 50.n • 38.7% 77.8% 

56.0%5 50.0tS 6O.0~S 52.9%5 56.4%5 57.4%5 79.3%5 71.4%5 

II lOgo 4 20 260 0 65. 122 0 25 • 1 
ON' 27.3% 20.0% 16.1% 27.11 27.7% 2B.3% 33.3% JI.n 

GIl.lIS 75.0%5 60.0% 66.5%5 62,4%5 70.5%5 56.0%5 100.0%5 

II 599 3 29 
0 

1511 
0 

345 0 52 0 14 0 I 
TWO 15.0% 15.0% 2M% 16.0% 14.6% 12.1% 18.7% JI.li 

67.9%5 100.0%5 65.>%5 GIl.3X$ 68. lIS 7J.21S 85.7%5 100.0%5 

II 513 3 15 0 
132 3Jq 

0 41 0 7 
THREE OR /'lORE 12.8% 15.0% 12.n 13.8% 13.3% 9.5% 9.3% 

65.1%5 100.0%5 66.7%5 62.l%S 65.3%5 68.3%5 7l,Q%5 

The frequency and kind of individual violence com-

mitted during the admission offense is presented in 

Table 48. ---... ------ TABLE 48 - -----., ---- CIY1PARATIVE OIoTA ON INTELLlGEIICE CLASSIFICATIOII SUBGROUPS --- IIIDI'IIDUAL VIOlEIlCE IN ADIII5510H OFFE,ISE --'------. ...-
MENTAL DULL BRiGHT VERY TOTAL STUDY 

.--' POPULATION DEFEcTIVE BORDERLIH£ NORHAL AVERAGE NORMAL SUPERIOR SUPERIOR 
,.' 

II 2900 15 0 
87 685 • 1704 335 56 0 6 

HONE 72,5% 75.0% 70.2% II 71.2% 72.2% • 77.9% 74.71 66.7% 
58.5%5 66.7%5 59.8%5 56.2%5 58.7%S 60.9%5 66. lIS 66.7%5 

N 122 1 4 35 • 72 
0 

8 2 
THREAT NO WEAPON 3.1% 5.0% 3.2% 3.6% l.n 1.9% 2.7% 

63,9% 100,0%5 100.0% 54.3% 63.9%5 75.0%5 100.0%5 

N 304 2 16 • 76 
0 

162 0 36 0 9 1 
THREAT WITH WEAPOH 7.6% 10.0% 12.9% 7.9% 6.9% 8,4% 12,0% 11.1% 

n.m l00.01S 56.3%5 65.8%5 ]2.215 77.8%5 88.9%5 100.0%5 

II 393 9 IDS 0 210 0 23 0 2 
HtHOR INJURIES 9.8% 7.3% 11.2% ID.6% 5.3% 2.7% 

68.2%5 66.m 69.4%5 67.2%5 73.9%5 100.0%5 

N 107 3 25 0 GIl 0 12 " HAJOR I NJUR I ES 2.7% 2.~% 2,6% 2.7% 2.8% • 1.3% 
68.21S 100.0%5 72.0%5 67.2%5 58.3%5 0.0%5 

H 36 q 23 0 5 2 I 
DEATH 0,9% 0.4% 1.0% 1.2% 2.7% 11.1% 

72,m 75.0%5 69.6%5 80.0%5 100.0%5 100.0%5 
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While only 6 per cent of the wards were adIT~tted 

with a legal label that implied violence, such as oon-

victions for assault, battery, or manslaughter, an ana-

lysis of behavior displayed during the admission offense 

revealed that in actuality 24.1 per cent of the total 

study population committed violent or aggressive acts 

ranging from threat without a weapon to inflicting major 

injuries that led to death in thirty-six cases. 

In more than half of these admission offenses in 

which violence or aggression was displayed by the ward, 

some kind of weapon was used. In most cases, this hap-

pened to be a firearm. Table 50 gives the breakdown 

by type of weapon used by an individual. 

-- -'~A:~S:--------_ 
CO/1PARATIVt OATA 011 IIIfllllGlIICl CLASSlriCATIOl1 SUBGROUPS .. -.. ~. --------.-" WEAPOII 1I,r.0 BY I :10 IV I DUAL ---..... 

. - . '. 
~ ToTAL STUDY MENTAl. DULL BRIGIiT VERY 

POPULATION DEFECTivE BORDERLINE NORHAl AVERAGE HORHAl. SUPERIOR SUPERIOR 

N 3285 1& 9~ 797 19qO 35& 60 0 7 
HONE 82.2% BO.O% 75.B% B2.8% • 82.2% B3.0% 80.0% 77.B% 

59.&%5 62.5%5 59.6%S 57.71S 59.8%5 61.5%S 6B.m 71.Q%S 

H qo 2 12 0 20 0 4 2 
TOY GUN 1.0% 1.&% 1.2% O.B% 0.9% 2.7% 

&5.0%5 50,O%S 75.0%5 65.0%5 25.0%5 100.0%5 

II J3 1 5 6 1 
UNLOADED GUN 0.31 O.Bl 0.51 0.3% 0.2% 

76.9%S 100.0%5 80.0%5 66.llS 100.0%5 

II 125 6 26 0 74 0 16 0 LOADED GUN 3.1% Q.a% 2.71 3.1% 3.7% 
69.61S 66.7%S 69.2lS 70.3%5 75.015 

N lQ9 2 10 28 a1 0 20 0 7 1 
GUN. UNSPEC1FIto. 3.7% 10.0% 8.1% 2.9% 0 M% 4.7% 9.3% 1l.1% 

67.llS 100.01S 60.015 6Q.3%S 66.lIS 65.0%5 85.715 JOO.DIS 

II Jl5 5 53 0 82 0 12 0 • 
KNIFE. ETC. M% 4.0% M% 3,5% 2.8% 2.7% 

71.9%5 100.GIS 66.715 6B.3%5 91.715 100.1%5 

II 116 1 3 30 0 
70 0 10 0 2 

artiER 2.9% ~.O% 2.~% 3.1% 3.0% 2.3% 2.71 
69.a%S 100.0%5 100.0%5 70.015 68.6%5 70.015 50.0%5 
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It is clear from the data that, regardless of intel-

lectual potential, wards who commit aggression and violence 

against persons are relatively successful on parole. This 

is also true for persons who commit criminal acts in 

groups of two or more. These findings, which are fre-

quently reported in the literature, suggest that offenders 

who strike out against others ana offenders who have com-

panions in crime are relatively better functioning psycho-

logically and socially than are persons who commit property 

offenses and who pursue their criminal activities "in solo." 

The loss incurred by victims is depicted in Table 52. 

---_ ... ----- .. TABLE 52 
CotIPARATIVE DATA 011 IiITELlIGEllCE CLASSIFICATION SUBGROUPS 

._.-----..... 
ECONllUC LOSS BY VICTIM -..• ---

TOTAL. STUD'" MEHfAL DULL BRIGHT VERY 
POPULATION DEfEcTIVE BORDERLINt NORMAL AVERAGe IiORMAt. SUPER10R SUPER10R .' 

/' II mo 10 0 32 
0 

272 
0 

657 112 Ij) 16 0 2 
HONE 27,81 50,01 25.81 28.31 27.91 26.11 21.31 22.21 

62,3%5 80,OXS 65,615 6ll.7XS H,SIS 56.315 87,5%5 100,0%5 

II 13 4 8 1 
LESS TtlAN $I 0,3% 0.4% 0.3% 1,3% 

69,215 50.0%5 87,5%5 0.015 

II 41 1 9 28 0 3 
11 - 15 1.0% 0.81 0.91 1.21 o,n 

68.3XS 0,015 55,615 75.015 66.715 

II 120 1 6 30 63 
16 0 3 

15 - 110 3,0% 5,01 4,81 3.1% 2.7% 3,7% 4,0% 
63,m 0,015 50,015 60.01S 61.915 81.3XS 56,m 

II 399 4 18 • 109 218 0 41 0 8 
120 - 1100 10.01 20.01 Iq.5% 11,31 • 9.21 9,6% 10.7% 

65,4%5 75.0%5 55,m 58,m 6ll.21S 90.2%5 75,0%5 

1/ 503 1 12 0 115 • 304 57 0 11 0 1 
1100 - 1500 12.61 5,0% 9,71 12.0% 12,91 13,3% lQ.71 11.1% 

63.215 100.0%5 75,015 51.'1%5 62.m 71.'IIS n,/ZS 0.015 

1/143 5 23 __ 92 18 • 4 I 
1500 - 11000 3,5% Q,OI 2.41 3,91 Q.21 5,31 11.1% 

57.m 40,015 39.m 6l.OIS 55,6%5 75.015 100,01S 

II 821 2 25 191 • Q93 • 90 • JQ 
0 2 

11000 - 15000 20,61 10,01 20,21 0 19.9% 20,91 21.01 18,7% 22,21 
55,8%5 50,015 64.015 54,5%5 55,1,15 57,815 64,315 SO.OIS 

II 207 4 Q4 • 121 e 28 
0 

9 I 
PiORE THAN' SSOOO 5.2 3,2 4.6 5,11 6,5% 12,0% 1),11 

58,0%5 100,015 50.015 57,015 64,315 66, lIS 100,015 
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It should be noted that the ~elatively high frequency in 

the loss category of $1,000 to $5,000 is a reflection of 

the fact that all vehicle thefts were recorded in this 

category. The low parole success rate in this group is 

consistent with the general finding that auto thieves 

are poor risks on parole. 

8. Initial Institutional Programing 

This last section of Volume 2 presents infol~ation on 

some of the recommendations and decisions made by staff 

of the Reception Guidance Center and the CYA Parole Board 

at the conclusion of the diagnostic study of each ward 

and before transfer of tile ward to an institution for 

treatment. 

Included in this section are the evaluation by 

custodial staff of each ward's prognosis for institutional 

adjustment, counselor's transfer recommendations, and CYA 

Board orders for transfer. 

One feature of the standard computer printout giving 

the statistical description of any definable subpopulation 

is the ranking by parole success rate of all subgroups 

that contain at least 100 individuals. Figure 59 presents 

this information for the low-risk groups and the high-risk 

groups. The cut-off points for inclusion in this summary 

were arbitrarily set at 70 per cent and above for the 
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low-risk groups and at 50 per cent and below for the high·-

risk groups. The low-risk groups are primarily offenders 

against persons and persons with crime partners. The two 

high-risk groups of relatively large proportion are of-

fenders with a history of recidivism and/or escape from 

a. minimum security facility. 

I lOW mK GROUPS I 
SUBGROUP 

AVUAGE 

Aytr:;ACE 

AVERAGE 

DULt. HORtVoL 

»AIGIfT HORML 

BRIGHT NORML 

l'llfERAGE 

.m", """ .. , 

AVIRAII! 

"VEIIAGE 

""tRAGI 

AVERAOE 

AVIRAGE 

VARIABlE SIJIlCATEr.tlRY N I IS IS lOIS 20IS 

AMIUIOH e,nNS! IIO •• ERY 218 6.0 72.1 

INDIVIDUAL VIOLENCE IN THREAT WITH WEAPON 162 ~.O 72.2 
MMUSJOIf OFFENSE 

ADHUSIOH OFFENSE ASSAULt ISO ~.O 7l.1 

t.,,, PAROUE PAIITNER ONE 10~ 3.0 71. 

PARTNER IN Am1ISSI0H OFfENSE ONE 122 3.0 70.S 

CYA ORDER FOR TRANSFER YOUTH 1I1AI"I"G SCHOOL 176 ~.o 70. 

GROUp ",'JOLENCE IN ,f.DMI!ISION HINOR I"JURI!! 158 4.0 70. 
OP"EHU 

AnHlSSION STATUS F!IIST ADHlltlOH !?An ! 7,n 17n. 

CYA ORDER rOR n ... NIFER j ",noN ".DOL 0' III 3.0 ~9. 
I"DUITRln 

Ct:»V1ITMEHT courn 

HISTORY 01' 'ERSONALITY 
TRAIT DISTUIIB"NCE 

HISTORY 0' ESCAPE 

MlHISSIOH STATUS 

. • i c;-;JURT 20; 5.0 qa. 

". 172 ~.O ~8. 

fRGK MIHIMUH SECURITY lJ8 8.0 ~7. 

THIRD ADl'tISSION TO e'fA ~29 0.0 ~6. 

FIGURE 5S 
COI1l'ARATlVE DATA oN INTELLIGENCE CLASSIFICATION SUBGROUPS 

SUi'I'ARY OF LO~ RISK AND HIGH RISK GROUPS IN REGARD TO 
PAROLE PERFOIIMNCE 
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The data presented in this volume describe in some 

detail offende'rs divided by intelligence classification. 

Many of these results are presented in the form of com­

parative tables which provide a basis for comparing 

intelligence subgroups with other variable items and 

with parole success. Although the format of many tables 

suggests possible linear relationships and clustering 

effects between variables, the confirmation of such 

associations generally must await the more thorough 

testing of the significance of noted relationships. 

Current interest in intelligence and its etiology 

provides a highly interesting backdrop for this volume. 

Considering that the relationship between criminality and 

intelligence has long been of major concern to behavior­

ists, the data from this study provide an extensive basis 

for the comparison of Wechsler's seven intelligence clas­

sifications with numerous other variables. The size of 

the study population (N=4,146) increases the probability 

that any relationship between intelligence and other fac­

tors is not due to chance, particularly in the subgroups 

of average, dull normal, and bright normal intelligence. 

The data presented in Volume 2 suggest a number of 

possible relation(?:!hips which deserve further scrutiny. 

Intelligence may indeed be related to parole outcome, 
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with a number of variables acting as important second 

variables. The question of whether the same variables 

found to be related to intelligence and parole outcome 

via trend analysis also are related to other classifica­

tion factors (race, violence, etc.) will become increas­

ingly important with each succeeding volume. 

Volume 2 also contains a bibliography and selected 

reading list, as well as reprints of the reports of the 

two studies on the "culture-fairness" of the intelligence 

tests and the effect of the test proctor on ward per­

formance on intelligence tests. 
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