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Introduction ¢ sxoericnces associated vitiv imprisonsient itself. Thus, a pupular view

o7 dfamate society has been thal an iamate code euzrges a5 a collective

Tho = i T . Ty  §rs e oy R ey 7 - H . » . H e
The gociological study of prisoius and prisoacrs in the United ada tation to the dearivations or "nains of imprisonmeuat” and is learnad

States has been confined primarily to pale inmates. Thus, while there is ' and narpetunted oriuarily through interaction with other inmates (Syhkes

‘

iFtL r -1 1w .ot €3 . N 3 - . : . . o . . .
a long tradition of quaatitative rescarch on the "prisonization' of males ; * 1959; Sykes and Massinger 1960:11-13). The crphesis is on the functions

there are only a few studies relevent to similar issuss among females. : of inmate culture in coping with deprivations indigenous to the prison.

In fact, since the twvo major vorks iu the mid-60's (Ward and Kassenbaum

llence, such a view has been referred to varlably as a “functional,”

- .

1965; cialloc . - , ' . : . . . ta e NEPENT . . . 1
965; Giallombardo 1966) there has been only one subsequent analysis : . © "gaprivation," "situational," or “indigerous origin” model of prisonizationm.

[ . > M . - ' . s - -
of feaale inmates and that study dealt with both voluntarily as wall as The tendency to conceuntrate heavily on coaditions within the

involuntarily comaitted narcotic addicts (Tittle 1969:492-505). Mo;ﬁovef
- 2

studics of women in prison have tended to focus on homosexuality and its

relation to inmate social organization such that we know very little

concerning issues which are central to recent research on males (Schwartz

prison when explaining inmate prespectives has generated considerable

criticism. For evample, ILrwin and Cressey (1964:225-245) contend that

Yrunctional’ or Yindigenous origin' perspeactives have overemphasized
g P p

situational factors within the prisou and "overlooked the dramatic effect

1971:532-542; Vhealer 1971:1005-1022; Thomas and Foster 1972:229-239), that external behavior patterns have on the conduct of inmates in any

This study n, atte - . - ; . . . . . ca. -
bis study, then, attempts to add to our body of kaowledge concerning given prison." Sinilarly, Cibbons (1968:467-474) takes the position that

Isonizati xamind iti ent i 5 c et ot . . . . . L e . :
prisonization by examining traditional and curreat issues charactovizing "the prison life which emerges amonz inmates 1s significantly influenced

it study innates ilizing - . s . s e 1. s . . . : .

the study of mnle inmates utilizing data collected from ferale felons . by characteristics which these individuals import into the institution."

: and misdamzanants incarcerated in a correctional center for woman in tha ¥oreover, such arsumants have been supported by receant research on males,

i

~ o H IS 3 . - - . . . . .

R southeastera United States. : Selwrarez's (1971:532-542) study of "pre-institutional" versus ''situational™
2 - >

Situati { F ionis . . . R . = - .
ttuational and Diffusicnist todels influences in a correctional cormunity, Wheeler's (1971:1005-1022) analysis

RS

3 1] i P . 3 . . . - . . . . ~
Two interrelated topics have dominated much of the sociological of social organization in Scandanavian prisons and Thomas and Foster's

literature on the prison community: (1) the emergence of an "inmate

R
IR TR

(1972:229-230) partial test of "importation" and "deprivation'" models of

E culture" or, more specifically, an "inmate code' prescribing behavior ' ‘ ; prisonization all support the notion that situational variables canuot

g and attitudes in conflict with "offical norms" and (2) the assirilation ' fully explain prisonization.

; of such a culture within the prison context. A cowmmon tendency in most Actually, one of the major sources of support for the importance

:

é classic analyses approaching these topics has been to attribute inmate of characteristics imported into the system has been research on women in

3 culture ¢ iz . ACement I R . . . . : .
ulture and variable embracement of norms in conflict with attharity to prison. In her study of a "society of women' (1966:187) Giallozbordo

R4
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suseests that “genoral features of Americon soclety with respoct to the
cultural dofinition aad conteat of male and femnle roles are brought

inte the prison setting and functlon to dateraina the dircction and focus

af the irmate cultural systems." Sex appeecss to b an "isported”
cﬂaractcristic affecting both formal and informal prison social organization.
On the other hand, we know relatlvely little concerning the impact of
other imported characteristics and background variables reflecting other
"goneral features' of American sociebty. A major aim of the present
rescarch is to examine the velative "impact” of certain background
variables as compared to situatioral variables on incate perspectives and,
thus, to assess the merits_of diffusicnist and situational models among
wvonen in prison.

Moreover, there have been-incounsistencies in prisonization research
iavolving certain ceatral situational variables arong both men and woner
in prison and in the attempt to reconcile divergent findings researciers
have focuszd on both the characteristics of institutions zad characteristics
of inmate pooulations. However, such analyses have been largely ex-
ploratory qnd rarely has there been any atternt to draw on general
theoretical perspectives in the specification of traditional models. This
analysis attespts to move in such 2 direckion by drawing on emergicg
notions of "retributive justice" reflected in the writings of Edwia
Lenart (L967) David Matza (1964:103-179) and othevs who focus on norus
and expactations concerning "just' responses to law-breaking. "Justice"
as a concept has received considarable philoscophical attention and, in wore
recent years, has bean a ‘opic of considerable experimental research.

However, while central to discussions of the law and the anplication

of punishment the social scientific focus has beeon on justice in the
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dinrribut jon of revards aad the consezuances of "inequity” in the disevi-
bucion of roeverds (e.g. Adops 1263; Houans 1961; Sclaznick 19693, There has
bean little theorvetical and evon less emplrical attention davoted to

uoriis comearning the just distribution of puntishoout or the conseauzncas

of Inegquitable punishment.

prisonization rascarch. The applicabi%ity of typical situat}onal models
ray depend on cultural and subcultural nomms and expectations concerning
responses to law-breaking. For cxample,.in his recent research on
Scandanavian prisons Wieeler (1971:1005-1022) could find no evidence
supporting traditional models of inmate culture aad prisomization. ..e

suggests this departure from commonly cited patterns in American prisons

ray reflect cultural differences in definitions of deprivation and
appropriate responses to law-breaking. Uhat we are suggesting is that

the impact of the prisorn exparience in Americat socicty may be coatingent
on such norms and ¢xpectations as well. Lemert (1967:42-43) sugpests

that labeling is wost likely to enhance cormmitment to deviant values

when there are inconsistencies or disnaritices between the punishmsnt and
the deviant actions tovard which it is dirccted. Similarly, Matza (1964:
103-179) argues that the violation of commonly held expactations regarding

adjudication gives rise to a "

sense of injustice' which further attenuates
the moral bind of the law. Thus, we night anticipate that to the degree
that there is variable consensus concerning the irpropriety of different
Yerjminal' acts and variation in expected and appropriate responses to
different types of behavicr, imprisoxment should be defined as a more

"appropriate,' "just'" or “expected" response for some acts, situations

and offeaders than for others. In turn, traditjonal situational medels
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should be wove applicable {or son: cutorories of lamates than for othees.

Snecifically, the less appropriste, axpocted ovr equitable lmprisonment is

plicabiility of the sit-

a5 a responsce to law=breaking the greater the ap

uational model.

The Population, Setting and Sample

The anlysis to follow is based on data gathered from female felons
and nisdeﬁeanants imb;isoned in a correctional center for wom2n in the
southeastern United States. It is a nmininum sgcurity institution ané‘the
only woman's prison in the state where the study was conducted. The
institution provides a number of programs almed at "réhnbilitation"
including academic and vocational education, study release and cozmunity
volunteer programs. Participatioh in certain educational programs is
required for inmates who are under 16 or who have not completed the fourth

grada. Participation in other pregrams requires permission and/or

job assignment to

P

qualification. Ta addition, each ingatc js given
one of a varicty of traditienally "female' typz activities such as
laundress, scamstress, cook, vaitress or beavtician. The stated policy
on job assignuents gives precedence to tha prison's needs although staff
indicate that an attempt is made to consider the inmates preferences

when possible.

The institution lists a population of 304. However, when those
inmates housed in halfway houses elsewhere in the state, those no loager
in the instirution and those who had participated in a pretest were
eliminated, the available population was considerably reduced. Data
vere ultimately obteained from a random sample of 175 (82 perceat ef those

available). Since sora date on all lListed inesates were avallable through

official records, we were able to asseus the repraseatativencss of the

final sariple on a limited set of ch.racteristics, The diffevarces

batveen the botal poegulation and the final sample appear slight: (1) Sixty-four

perceat of the inmates in the present study are black as cowpared to

65 perceat listed in ofFicial records. (2) Sixty-four percent were t.lons
according to records as compared to 6L parceat in our sample. (3) Official
records indicate that 27 percent had completed the twelfth grade as
compared to 24 petceant of the sawmple. '(4) The mean age oi the sample was
28 as comparad to 27 in the official records. (3) Four percent of the
sample indicate having tried to escase and officlal records indicate an
identical percentage. In sum, at least in terms of those characteristics
the sample appears to be representative of the total inmate population

listed by the institution.

The measures used in this research are based on responses to questionnaire

items. Each inmate filled out a questionnalire designed to deal with those

.
issues which havz dominated prisonization research among male inmates. On
the basis of an carlier study of the women's prison and a pretest we
concluded that we should vary the administration of the questionnaire
depending on reading ability of the inmates. Thus some inmates completed
the questionnaire in groups 0f 25 zad others in groups of two to six. Those
who had a great difficulty understanding the questionnaire were either read
the items zad allowed to indicate their responses on separate cards or
were interviewed individually. DMoreover, the questionnéire was admoini-~
stered in private rooms with no correctional personnel allowed. Inmates
were guaranteed ancaymity and inscructed not to coymunicate or sit

close to one another., At the end of a session each inmate received a

token remuneration of $1.00 for cooperatiug in the study.
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The dependent variable in the present znalysis is similav to that

ceapined by Uhestar (1961:697-712), Titrle (L969:492-505), Ward and Kasseaboun

(1965:30-55), Schueartz (1971:532-542) and others and has been refoerred

to vaciably as "subscription," “embracement" or "comaltmzut' to aa "inmate
code.”" As delincated in the literature such a code consists of five
maxins (Cressey 1969:174-175): (1) Do uot divulge information, (2) Do

not respect the staff, (3) Do not wealen, submit or acecept, (4) Rafrain
from quarrels with other inmates and (3) Do not exploit fellow inmates.
Since the latter two maxims are generally consistent with official norms
and expectations (Cloward 1960:20-48) we linmited oﬁr measure to items
reflecting conflict with authority and ofganizational expectations at the
correctional center. The final measure used in the present analysis

was based on responses to four items selected on the basis of a factor

andlysis: (1) "The officers here desecrve respect because they arc only

doing their job,”" (2) "Lf an inmate knows that another inmate is planuing
to escapz, she should tell an officer,” (3) "Inmates should tell the staff
vhen somzbody brealks the rules,” and (4) "I enjoy taking part in the .

activities that go on around nere."

and added to form an index of

'subseription to the iamate code." For the
tabular analysis the index was dichotomized at the mean with
approximately fifty percent of the inmates falling in the "high" category
and fifty percent in the "low" category. A nine point scale was used
when conducting wmultiple correlation and regression analyses.

Findings

Traditional Sitnational Variables

Functional theories of prisonization have focused on experiences

during confinement but particularly on processes thought to reflect

These items ware standardized, weighted

LS

ol NiEA
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time snent in the institution aad temporal isolation from thr outside’
world. Uhile the oviginal focus was on time sercved in the institution
early research by Vheeler (LY51:697-712) led to a conceptual refowmulation
combining time secrved with time rewaining to reflect an ilnmate's
"institutional career phase.'" Inmates in the "middle” of their institutional
careers arc viewed as wore isolated from the non-prison world than those
carly or late in their carcers. While such a pattern is widely cited
in research, it is by no means universal (see Atchley and McCabe
1968:774~785). In fact, of the two studies examining career phase among
female inmates only Tittle (1989:502) reports such a pattern. Ward and
Kassenbaun (1965:42—43) .ould find no evidence of a U-shaped relation
nor any significant relations involving time served or remaining.

Our findings are fairly similar to Tittle's analysis. Using several
different procedures for examining the relationship betwean career

(Table 1 here)

phase and embracerent of the inmate code, the data consisteatly suggested
the traditional pattern with ewmbracement highest for the synthetic

" innates. Since the procedure used by Tittle

cohortz of 'middle phase
and the second procedurce sumnarized in Table 1 could result in a dispro-
portionate number of long term inmates in the middle phase we felt it
particularly important to examine certain "key categories' which seemed
to clearly rcpresent each of the carcer phase cohorts. While the number
of inmates in such categoriesd was small, the pattewn of findings was
quite similar to that noted for the larger sample. Hiddle phase inmates
are more likely to embrace vicws contrary to'official expectations than

inmates in the early or late phases of their imstitutional carcers. We

should note, howvever, that the differences using our data were statistically
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prison (Gchaarta 19712532542 Thomas and Fostev 1972:229-239) hava, in

’
fn our analysis ve focused on swveral

fncl, supportcd such arpunz=uts,

social position in the outside world as

"osneral funtures' of 2 person's

jtics. As sumarized in Teble

woll as certain basic offense churacteris
3, three of the baclkgrouad variables and on2 of the lezal status variables

(Table 3 here)

are fairly strongly related to embracement of the inmate code. Younger

jomates, educated inmates and inmates with urban backgrounds are more

hastile towards the institution and its staff than older, less educated,

ron~urban inmates. gimilarly, felons zppear to be wore hostile than

misdemeanants.  Race, pravious prison experience arnd the violent—

nonviolent offense dicnhotomy cade virtually no difference for embracement

of the inmate code anong these female inrates.

gince such background variables are jinterrelatrd we carried out a

rultinle reyression analysis to gain sone idea of the indzpendent impact

of each and the amount of variance "exslained' by the catire set. While the zero
ovder cor:clazion coefficients for age, education, urban and felony status were

~-.38, +.22, +.20 and +.26, respectivaly, the stundardized regression

cocfficients for the san2 varicbles verc -.31, +.08, +.11 znd +.18.

1t appears that the correlation betwazn educational status and inmate

oricatations may have besa partially "spurious" through its association

sociation with felony

witn apgc and partially ind;rcct through its as

sratus. Collectively these four variables accounted for slightly over

e variance in inmate perspectives (R=.45). Vhen the

twenty percent of th
»d together vith the two

i b

sune four backgrouad variables arc introduce

situstional variables {career phase and group contact) thue six variables

collectively account for close to one-fourth of the variance in embracerent of
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the inmate code (sce Table 4). Poth situational and backgrcund variables
moke some diffeorence for inmate persepctives bubt of the six ouly
(Table 4 here)

the coafficients for age and felony status were statistically significant
at the .05‘lcve1. Urban status and educaticn are more weakly related
than the two sitvational variables.

The most strongly and persistently related background variable
among our female inmates was age'and it appears to have had an impact
on attitudes towards the stzff and institution which cannot be attributed
to its association with otlicr background or situational variables. This
finding is quite consistent with research among males in that age has
been cited as one of the most significant corrclates of behavior within
prison and recidivism after release (e.g. Wolfggng 1964:21-35; Glaser
1964:36; Glueck and Glueck 1937:105). In fact Marvin Wolfgang (1964:35)
found age to be the most significant correlate of his measure of
"adjustment to prison' among males incarcerated for homicide. The fact that

older inmates are more likely to accord respect to institutional staff,

A SN

express verbal agreement with system rules and enjoy the activities
offered in the prison is particularly interesting in view of the wide-
spread belief that young offenders should be separated from older

vLfenders for the protection of the voung. The age difference in embrace~

pent of anti-institutional views is paralleled by similar age patterms

for rule-breaking and punishment in prison. Younger inmates are more likely
than older inmates to report violations nf prison rules (~.33) and to

report having been punished by staff (~.42). In sum, age, like.sex, appears '
to be one of those general features of American society which has conse-

quences for' inmate behavior, reactions to bzhavior and normative orientation

towvards the-prison and its staff.
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Specification

Ua mentioned eaclier that tﬁcru are inconsistencies in rescarch
congarning situational variablas aud prisonization among bath males and
fewnles., Atchley and MeCabe (1968:774-705) report that their rescarch
"ras ahle to sustain neithar Clermer's nor Wheeler's theories conceruning
the develooment of prisonization." They, and others, have suggested a
number of possibilities which might specify the conditions under which
the situational prisonization model ray be most applicable. As Garrity
(1961) notes, the most commonly advanced model seems most relevant to
paximen security institutions and least adequéte for "minimum security"
or "open" institutions. Similarly, Atchley and McCabe (1968:788) cite
Strecet, et al. (1966:212) to the effect that traditional models may be
linited to institutions orieanted towards ''obedience'" or "treatment"
rather than "re-education and development." Ian fact, it doas appear that
the correctional center we studied requires a far more complete depri-
vation of personal possessions and greater role dispossession (Goffman
1961) than the institution studied by Uard and Kassenbaum. Hovever, -
Tittle's analysis was based on a federal institution consisting of both
wvoluatarily as well as involuntarily incarcerated narcotic addicts which
allowed supervised interaction among males and fenales and coasiderable
freedom of choice within the instituticr. Hence, we might be able to
reconcile our results with Ward and Kassanbaum's by focusing on character-
istics of the instiﬁution, but at least based on descriptions of the
institutions, such a comparison does not seem to account for Tittle's
findings.

Atchley and McCabe also raise the possibility that diffarences in

the nature of the inmate populations studied may make a differcnce for
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satterns of prisonization such that the situational modal mny‘bc maro
#pplicable to some inamnte populations than to athers. We attemplted to
eMplore such possibilities by examining the rolationships betveen the
two most common situational variables and embracement of the inmate coda
among variable categories of inmates. We were particularly interested
in the variable degree of association batween carcer phase and inmate -
perspe;tives anong inmates imprisoned for diffarent types of crime.
“hile we had no data on conceptions of appropriate'and inappropriate
responses to various types of crime it seemad pldusible to hypothesize
that consensus concerning the propriety of imprisonment shodld be higher
for crimes of violence than for crimes agaiast property or "victimless"
crimes. Similarly, imprisonment should be viewed as a more appropriate
or just response to a felony than a misdemeanor. Thus, laﬁeling
theoretical notions concerning retributive justice seemsd to imply
that the traditional prisonization argument should be most anplicable to
risdemeanants and "victimless" offenders and least applicable to felons
and violent offenders.

Table 5 summarizes the appropriate gamna cosufficients. The data
do seen Eo suggest that both carzer phase and group contact are most
strongly related to embracement of the inmate code among misdereanantcs
and victimless offenders. In fact, while there were too feyw cases to

(Tables 5 and 6 here)

have much confidence in the outcoma of Ffurther subdivisions, the results
were essentially conmsistent with retributive justice hypotheses even when
inmates were categorized on both fdlony status and oFfense simultaneohsly
(see Table 6). Caveer phase was significantly related tﬁ SubscriptionA

to the immate code only among misdemeanants and thea only for property

Wy sl AL

Xy s i e L

v

SERNRIRE R,

o

AR <

14

aiedl victlindlasg offead2rs.  Croun contuct was significantly related only

o Mvictinlass'

misdemeanants. Moreovar, while the order is not pariact
the relutiousiips do tead to vary in the predicted direction when moving
irom the victimless-nisdemzanant to the violent-felon category.

When inmates were subdividad on the basis of other background
characteristics the only comparable variation occurred for racial status
(Table 7). Career phase is virtually uarelated to emlracemant of the
inmate code among Blacks aad group .contact was far more weakly related

(Table 7 here)
than among Whites. There is obviously variation in the magnitude of
relationships for other subcategories but none comparable to the patterns
noted for felony status, types of offense and race. - While we did not
predict the variation by race, we can at least suggest its possible
relevance to notions of retributive justice.

Variation in prisoaization among-sogio—damographic groups may
refléct variation in norms or expectations concerning punishment. It
ray be that imprisonment is viewed as a wmore appropriate response or,

at least, a more "

expected"” response to lav-breaking among southern
Black women than southern White wonen. Imprisonment is a rare response
tc female lav-breaking and is particularly race fof White females. Thus,
such a reaction to law-breaking may bz a greater violation of standards
of retributive justice in the eyes of White females than Black females.
Ve should also note that the variation in.traditionhl patterns by type

of offense and legal status seens to persist eQen within racial sub-
categories (see Table 8). 1In seven of eight comparisons the situational

(Table 8 here)

variables are more strongly related to inmate perspectives in the pre-
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2 liited, the pattern suggested by notions of retvibutive justice tends i i Horaover, we vere al able to observe th latlousips 0g career

% to emarga even when Further controls are implemanted. \ phasze and group contact were far stronger in some categories of inmates
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i This study has attempted tao build upon and extend prisonizatioa . - persistent. Career phase was positively related to embracement of the
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g analysis by examining three interrelated issues: (1) the relationship of ! innate code in 20 of 23 subcategoriés cxamined, and group contact
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traditional “"situational" variables to inmate parspectives among women wes positively related in all but one subcategory. Thus, while the re-
in prison, (2) the relative impact of "diffusionist” and “situational® lationships are weak they are quite persistent and consistent in both
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% variables on inmate perspectives and (3) the possible relevance of ) magnitude and direction with Tittle's research.
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ﬁ general notions of retributive justice to the specification of traditional Our analysis of the rzlative assaciation of situational® as com

. o "s 1 - . . - - .
é mdels of prisonization. 1In dealing with the first of these issues we pared to "imported” variables was fairly consistent with previous
B

. - . . ac i e : . ckground iables were more
were partially replicating the two earlier analyses of prisonization among speculation ?nd research as well. Background varizble more strongly

female inmates. In dealing with the second we were extending prison— related to inmate parspectives than situational variables and collectively
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- . . . c e . . : oun ut tuwenty perce the variances. When i i
ization analysis among women in a direction exemplified in receng accounted for about twenty percent of the variances ‘hen combined with

& research among men.  And, finally, by attempting to specify the tra- career phase and group contact the entire set accounted for about twenty-~

¢
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é ditional model we hoped to suggest new lines of theoretical inquizy . five percent of the variance. Only age and felony status were significantly ;

% and to velate prisonization theory to more general speculation on | related. Age persisted as the strongest correlate of inmate perspectives

: .

& retributive justice.

and its impact would not be attributed to any of the other variables

Our findings concerning the two traditional situational varizbles, exanined. Older inmates are less hostile toward the system anud less
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career phase and group contact, were quite consistent with the bulk of . likely to violate prison rules than are -younger inmates. In sum, the data

erisonization research among males and the most recent znalysis among do support critiques of the functionalist approach to the effect that

i . . s . ; . . -

;ﬁ females. Embracement of an immate code appears greatest for the synthe— characteristics imported into the prison shape inmate behavior and
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g tic cohort of irmates in the '"middle" of their institutional careers and nornative orientations. Background characterlstlcs.such as age appear
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5 is positively associated with group contact with other inmates. liowever, to make for greater differences in inmate perspectives than do experiences,
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& : : R inte ion and temporal isolation within the prison context.
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and variation in the magaituda of traditional relationships within
~(fense, legal status and racial categories might be due to chance or
cxplained in othor wayz. Ve wvere ouly able to hypothesize that the
interaction neted might refleet variable norms and expectations cougerning
retributive justice. However, cven though the interpretaktion goes well
beyond the data, notioas of retributive justice seen to add somzthing new
to the on-going discuésion of prisonization. It has been widely argued
that imprisonment may have different consequences for different "types" of
offenders and that inconsistencies in prisonization research may reflect
this fact. On the other hand, speculation on the issu2 tends to be
fairly atheoretical. Wa are never told why different "types" should
respond differently. Ave differentisl responses a reflection of per-
sonality characteristics, variable norms and expactations concerning
reactions to deviance, or some other aspect of the social context?
Labeling theorists suggest that the consequences of reactions to deviancc.
cie contincent on the "fit'" betuween such reactions and norms of retri-
butive justice. Such a perspective does, at least, suggest nev theoretical
directions for prisocaization research and raises a2 whole set of interrelated
questions which might defire the subject matter of a sociology of
retributive justice: What notions do people hold concerning the "appropriate"”
response to certain forms of crime? How are such conceptions distributed
among various socio-demographic categories? "hat are the consequences
of violating such norms and expetscations for the punished, punishers
and audience?

Each of these questions has been dealt with by social scientists
in the study of "distributive justice" but the focus has been alumost

eotirely on the distribution of rewards. Homans (1961) Jaques (1961,

e T R o e BB AAY A R TN
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Prell, 1955:247-259; Gibbons 1968:32-35).
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1967) and Selzuick (1969) among others have 21l been concerned with the
¢iscovery of "rules of justice,” shared socinl nowss defining “Faic"

or "eguitable” payment or couceptions of "foiraess.' Distributive justice

1=

g defined in terms of the relation between rewards and investmants,
outcomes aad inputs (Adams 1965:272-283). Sinilarly, Auderson, Berger,
Zelditch and Colien (1969:1-16) emphasize 'sositively valued' character-—
istics, norms surrounding positively-valued goal-objects and the fit
between positively valued characteristics and goal-objects in the. .
discourse on cquity and distributive justice. Studies of "reactions

to inequity" have dealt exclusively with the cognitive, emotional and
behavioral consequences of inequitable payment or inequitable reward
structures. Thus, while the concept of justice has always been associated
with the distribution of punishment sociblogical theory and research has
concentrated on norms surrounding the distribution of rewards and the
consequences of violating those norms.

Substantively, the study of justice should encompass the distriburion
of punishment. As Schrag (1969:14-15) argues "Justice. . .concerns
the eatire mechanism by which rewards and penazltics of all kinds are
distributed among the system's membars, the norms that govern the
distribution process, the way these norms are implemented in practice,
and the degree of correspondence between norms and practices." There are
2 few studies concerning the public's "sense of justice" in law eaforcement
(e.g. Makels 1966:42-67; Kutschinsky 1966:21-41) and the degree of
punishment people define as appropriate for certain crimes (Rose znd
However, we know virtually

nothing about the consequences of failures of retributive justice. As

we have noted, Lemert (1967) and Matze (1964:101-180) have botrh advanced
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lypotheses concerning tle coaseguences of violation of such norms but
thesze notivns have yot to receive ruch atteation in actual research.

Thus, e hope that the preseat inquiry not only can add to our hody of

kaowledge concerning prisonizution and wozmen in prison but that it suggasts'

sone new linas of inquiry and theoratical integration in the study

reactions to deviance and retributive justice.
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FOOTNOTES
l"Prisouization" was origizally delineated by Donald Clemmer (19403
=4

296) as "the taking oa, in greater or lesser degres, of the folkways,

‘" The origina

mores, customs and general culture of the peniteantiacy.'
emphasis was on the "taking oa" or assimilation of an inmate code over
tirme in the institution. However, the concept is also widely used to

refer to the degree to vhich an inmate erbraces certain attitudes to-

wards the institution, its staff and other inmates regardless of the

source of that variation. For example in summarizing his earlier research,
theeler (1971:1008) states that "An attitude measure of attitudinal
conformity versus non-conformity to the values of the staff. . .was
developed to serve as an empirical indicator reflecting Clemmer's concent of
prisonization.” However, in the strictest sense prisonization does not

refer to a set of attitudes but the taking on of a set of attitudes as a

vasult of the prison experience. The present study examines correlates

of attitudinal conformity to the values of staff but treats “prisonization”
as an hypothesis central to functional theories rather than as a
dependent variable. The existence of certain relationships between
inmate attitudes and situational variables is iadicative of prisonization--
not the attitudes themselves.

2 . . .

These data were gatherad at one point ia time and fellow the same
basic procedures in defining career phase cohorts as earlier studies

of prisonization. However, one problen in replicating and integrating

_ previous resgarch on carcer phase is the lack of any clear ratiocnale

for differentiating the cohorts. For example, in Tittle's analysis
early phase inmates are those who have served less than faur months and

tiave more than two remaining. Middle phase inmates have served
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than four znd have more than tvo remaiaing. Late phate dnnates
hive served less than one and have lees than two renaining. ‘Givcn tha
cutting pSints foc ecarly and middle phase innates we would have expected
late phase inmates to be those who have served more than four and have
less than two roanths remaining. The change in cuttirg points creates a
situation where late phase inmates may have shorter terms. In our analysis we
experisented with several procedures and report the results of each.
Moreover, we elininated inmates with short terms from the measure of
career phase since they did not clearly belong in any of the careesr
phase categories and used corstant cutting points in creating the

three categories. Sinca Ward and Kassenbaum (1965) do not present the
data relevant to their measure of career phase it is possible that
variations in the procedurcs used to measure career phase could lead

to inconsistent findings.

e e el e e e i e o
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TABLE 1
PERCENT SURSCRIBING TO IUHATE CODE
BY CAREER PHASE
{THREE PROCEDURES AiiD TITTLE'S STUDY) :
a b Key o Tittle's
Procedure 1: Ratio 2: Months Categorles Study
Early 45%(53) 38%(37) 50%Z(30) 507%(24)
Carcer '
Hiddle 627,(48) 607 (78) 657%(25) 647(35)
Phase
Late 55%(40) 587(26) 397%(18) 50%(30)

a . . . .
Categories created by taking the ratio of time served

(trichotomized) to time remainirg (trichotonized).
bE:lrly = less than 4 served, morc than 3 remaining;
Middle = more than 4 served, wmore than 3 remaining;
Late = more than 4 served, less than 3 remaining.

CEarly = less than 4 served, more than 13 remaining;
Middle = more than 4 served, 4 to 12 remaining;
Late = more than 9 served, less than 4 remaining.

do oo ;
Early = less than 4 served, more tham 2 remaining;
Middle = more than 4 servad, more than 2 remaining;
Late = less than 1 served, less than 2 remaining.
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‘ TABLE 2 23 2
IMMMATE CODE BY SITUATIONAL VARTADLES TAGLE 3
IMMATE CODE BY PHE-LMPRIGOUMENT VARTALLES
Carie (Tau C)
Coatact with Outsiduers Ganaa ‘ (Tau C)
Letters Received +.11 (+.08) o
Letters Seat ~.14 (-.04) Basic Dacksround
Visits +.08 (+.06) a i
Different Visitors +.08 (+.06) iaci —.gz E—aggg
Emotional Support’ +.12 (+.08) ge -. -.
= °e Education® d +.44 (+.31)
Contact with Staff Urban Experience +.43 +.27)
Staff Friendsb ~.09 (-.06) Legal Status
Contact with Treatment Staff +.13 (+.10)
A Felon-i-lisdemeanante +.51 . (+.26)
Participation in Special Violent-Monviolent ~-.03 (-.01)
Programs® +.09 (+.04) Previous Imprisonment +.07 +.04) 7
Interaction with Innates b
d : aDichotomy: (1) White, (2) Black. %
Group Contact +.35 (+.26) A ' i
inmaie ¥riends +.15 (+.14) S bTrichotomized: (1) 22 or younger, (2) 23 through 29, (3) 20 or , 3
s E older. : ¥
Temporal Variables : 4 c ) ) ! ]
4 3 Eight categories ranging from zero to sixteen years. J p
Career Thase® +.24 (+.18) 3 f d :
Time Servedf +.28 +.19) ’ : 4 Dichotory: (1) Urban, (2) Small town, rural. _
Time Remaining® +.11 (+.08) : :? K

eDichotomy: (1) Felon, (2) Misdemeanant.

2082,

£.; .
28ased on the item ""Do you feel you can depend on friends and relatives Dichotomy: (1) Murder, assault, (2) Other.
outside the prison for help and svoport whea you really nead it?" g . R . . . .
. Five categories ranglng from zero to two years previous imprisonment. ;
b . . . . ; K
Based on the item “Have you developed any strong friendships with other d

inmates since you have been in the institution?" R

ORI O Tt R

Az S

c . . .
Includes work release, study release, basic education or vocational
educction.

Y
R 5 58 TR P

dBased on Wheeler's items (1961: TFootnote 17). E

A

AL (O AR

®pased on time served (trichotomy) in relation to time remaining
(trichotomy). See "a," Table 1. Categories were ordered with middle
phase last and early phase first since the underlying ordinal variable
is temporal isolation from the outside world,

IR T

ks e
e

£, . :
Trichotomized: Less than or equal to three months, four to nine months,
ten or more months.

AT )

8Trichotomized: Less than or equal to threec months, four to twelve . 3
months, thirteen or more montls. d

A

PO
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TABLE 4

IMMATE CODE BY SITUANTIONAL AND DIFFUSTONLST vARIABLES®
(CORRELATION AND STALDARDIZED REGRESSTON COEFFLCLEHTS)

T beta
Situational Career Phase +.,20 +.14
Variables Group Contact +.17 +.10
Age ~-.38 —.292
Diffusionist Felony Status +.26 +.18
Variables Urban Status +.20 ~.09% 2 b
Ecducation +.22 +.08 R™ = .24

PrRRR e

#fhe dependent varicble was entered in the form of a nine point scale.
Age and education were entered in terms of number of years. Group
contact, urban status and felony status were entered as dummy variables
with values of "0" and "1." Career phase was entered with values of
"0" for Yearly," "1" for "late" and "2" for "middle phase' inmates.

bStatistically significant at the .05 level.



INMATE CODE BY CAREp™ PUHASE AND GROUD
CONTACT BY LEGAL STATUS AND TYPE QF FFFENSE
(Gamma and Percentcge Differc. ge)

*

Legal Status: Felon {isdemecanant Violent  Property Victimless
Carecr Phase
b +.04 +.81 +.12 +,31 +.44
%d 2% 627% 8% 207 35%
e (101) (39 (46) (56) (32)
Group Contact
+.24 r. 66 +.12 417 +.67
#d 11% 33% 5% 1645 36%
N= (102) (64) (49) (51) - (43)

Syiolent = Murder, assault; Property = Theft, embezzlement, forgery, white collar;.

Victimless = Narcotiecs, disorderly, drunk, alcohel, motor vekhicle,

bThc difference roported is between “early' and ‘'middle” phasc inmates.
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b ; TABLE 7
= TABLE 6 o ;
o] ' ) SULSCRIPTION TO INMATE CODE BY CARKER PHASE
5 SUBSCRIPTION TO IMMATE CODE BY CAREER PHASE g AXD CROUP CONTACT BY BACKCROUWD VARTAGLES
% AND GROUP CONTACT BY OFFENSE CAVLGORLES: H (Gamma Coefficients)
vl (Gamma Coefficients) g
3
& a b
b . % Career Phase Group Contact
Carcer Phase Group Contact g. Control Variable (N=) (r=)
Offense Categories (=) (=) ' :
. o
: g Race Black +.08  (92) +.22  (108)
Misdeneanor (+.81) i White +.40  (43) +.60  (56)
. ‘ : & :
Violent 00 (&) +.71 (10) & Under 22 +.16  (44) +.30 (55)
Property +1.00  (14) .44 (26) Age 22-29 +.30  {50) +.35 (59)
Victimless +1.00" (10) . +1.00 (16) Over 29 +.17 7 +.47 (57)
Felon (+.04) Urban Urban , +.26  (79) +.20  (88)
Status Non~-urban +.18 (60) +.48 (78)
Violent +.16  (37) ’ - ~.05 (37)
Property -.06  (42) +.37 (42) Prior Yes +.28 = (84) +.27  (105)
Victimless -.06 (18} +.38 (19) Prison No +.25  (54) +.38 (64)
: Jr. High or Less +.34 (42) +.46 (50)
aDeSpite the extremely small number of cases in these categories Educztion Some High School +.27 (64) +.31 an
chi~squares within these categories were statistically significant High School or More +.22 (32) . +.27 (39)

at the .05 level.

bThe results were basically similar with short termers in the
analysis. Gamma was -.50, -+.33 and +1.00 for the offense
categories among misdemeanaats and +.16, -.06 and +.23 among
felons.

AThree categories ordered in terms of underlying theoretical
dimension of isolation from non-prison world (Early, Late,
Middle). Y'Short termers' not included.

bDichoComized identically to tlheeler's study (1961:footnote 17).
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