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HIGHLIGHTS OF VOLUME 1

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)“In?elligence \§§\
Factors; (3) Academic Factors; (4) Vocation;l Factors;
(5) Personality Factors; (5) Psychiatric and Psycholo-
gical Factors; (7) Admiésionﬂoffense and Parole Behavior;
and (8) Initial Institutional Programing.

The overall parole success rate for the total study
populat}on was 60.9 per cent on a 15-month follow-up.
The avegage 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,426.0‘

per cent; and other, 1.9 per cent.

o

Some pf the more striking findings of this gtudy

are highlighted below:
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Almost half of this population showed evidence
of alcohol abuse, and one-fourth of all admis~-
sion offenses were committed under the influence
of alcohol (See page 14 of this Summary).

Nearly 10 per cent of the study population had
a history of moderate to severe misuse of stimu~-
lant or depressant drugs; such a history was
associated with a dramatic drop in parole suc
cess (Page 15) , .

A relatively small group of offenders had a
history of opiate use (3.2 per cent) but this
group showed a remarkable drop (42 2%8) in parole
success {Page 15). »

A history of escape was found to be indicative
of a state of general instability that is re-
flected in the parole success rate: wards who
escaped from a minimum-security situation had a
low success rate of 47.9 per cent, and this rate
dropped to 39.5 per cent for wards who escaped
by using force (Page 16). ;

The findings on intelligence do not support the
claim often made that delinquent:populations are
composed maiwrly of retarded on borderline defec-
tive individuals: the frequency distribution
followed the normal curve with only slight over-
representation in the below average category of
dull normal (Page 18). N

Overall academic functioning of these wards was
at the seventh grade level. The most outstanding
disabilities were displayed in schqQol-related
skills such as reading and mathematics (Page 19).

Although this population possessed fairly good
aptitudes for vocational pursuits, theére was
little evidence that vocational skills had been
developed (Page 21).
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* Personality test data indicated that this group
o ' , ; . g possessed on the p051t1ve side, social Spontaneity,
W EE RN T “ - o T a fair degree of fe LIth of self-worth, a desire
T RO e - SR ~ - ~ to ‘create a good inpress 1on, a tendency to resgond
in a conforming wa&\ éest‘items, a relatively
gnod Capani lity: to adapt, and a general preference
for an accommodating and low-key social posture.
On the negative side, they were lacking in general
, phy51cal and psychological well-being, and lacking
- @ in seriousness of thought, well developed values, h
A ) and dependablllty. The group also shows a lack

R \ of maturity and social integration, cften ex-
periences friction with others, and shows little
tolerance for or acceptance of others (Page 22).

Other personality test results indidate that the
group is generally suspicious, with a high degree
of anx1ety and thought patterns that ‘are often
found in psychiatrically dlsturbed persons (Page
24) .

Q

* The incidence of diagnosed psychiatric illness
among these youthiful offenders is rather low.
The frequencies for the various psychiatric cate-
gories were: psychosis, .6% of the total study
i : group; neurotic disorders.. .9%; personallty pat-
: , tern disturbances, 2.6%3 personality trait dis-
turbances, 4.9%; sociopathic personality dis-
turbances,. 1.0%; and transitional situational
- personality disturbances, 1.1% (Page 26).

AN b

* Offenders against persons were generally much

! . better risks on parole: the parole success '

, . i . rates of wards committed for robbery (70.3%S)

RN o o ' , and assault (71.1%S) are substantially greater
’ PR . than those of wards committed for vehicle theft
-(53.4%8) and forgery (52.7%S). Contrary to ex-
pectations, homicide offenders performed poorly
on parole (Page 28).
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OF VOLUME 1<OF THE REPORT ON GRANT 74-NI-99-0011G To THE
NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF LAW ENFORCEMENT AND CRIMINAL JUSTICE
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The intent of this study is twofoid: 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.

Y

The project obtained extensive data on 4,146,male‘Califﬂrnia
Youth Authority parolees with a goal of providing infor-

. mation on 6ffender charactefistics that may be related

R e ‘ é to“parole‘success. VThis data—gatpering effort was en-

; visioned as a prerequisite to the development of typolo-
gical descriptions of youthful offenders thét might ulti-

? mately influence the treatment and rehabilitation of the
= L e . ; o | foupg 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
A \ . Crime phénomenon and assist him in formulating hypothéses
that deserve fﬁture scientific attention. ‘: |
The full report EOnsists of nine volumes.//solume 1

B W

_presents a narrative intrecduction to the project &nd

o g e g g g

provides comparative data for the entire study pbpulation,
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Subsequent volumes contain a summ;}y of some of thekinfSr*
mation presented in the fifgt volume and detailed infor=
mation on one classification topic.

Most volumes are divided into two: parts: (1) A basic
introducfion to previous research findings and issﬁes of

¢ach topic ﬁlncludlng a literature review and blbllography),

and (2) Des&rlptlve statistics for the de51gnated subgroups

of each clasSlflcatlon topic. The nine volumes are en-

titled as follows:

Valume Title
1 Background of the Study and Statistical

Description of the Total Study Population

2 Intelligence Factors

3 Réce Factors

4 Alcohol, Drué, and Opiate Factors .

5 Psychological, Psychiatric, Educatlonal,

< and 8001al Factors

6 Violence Factors ?
’7"’ (Offenders Against Pers;ns ﬂ

8 Offenders Against Property

9 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 each volume on a single

shéet of paper)//
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S '» | 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 pchessed under an inter-
agency agreement at the Reception Guidance Center, Deuel
Vocational Institution (RGCyDVI), one of three reception-
guidance gen%grs operated by the California Department of
Corrections.* The RGC-DVI, where the testing and most of

wthe data collection took place, has the capacity g¢ house
’ . S approximately 300 persons ip single cells. Testing rooms,
U | testing shops, and offices for correctional counselors,
psychologists, and medical dbnsultantssprovided the setting
for the diagnpstic work undertaken with CYA QFrds during |
the initial phase of:institutionalizatioﬁ.

In 1964-65 the average stay in tHe RGC-DVI was about
. : : :  six weeks. Jtards were processed in wéekly classes, the

first week being devoted entirely to intellectual, acade-

G

o S mic, vocational, and psychological assessment. The second

[

; *This interagenty agreement has been drastically
o . ‘ . ‘ e changed since 1964-65, substantially reducing the number
> P . . ’ .0of CYA wards housed in CDC institutions. Diagnostic ser-

¢ o vices for CYA admissions are now almost fully carried
' out in CYA diagnostic facilities.
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and third weeks were programed for vpcational testing in
the wood shop and the metal shop. During the fourth week
the caseworker conduncted 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 wéek.'kDuring this‘meetiné the Board
discussed institutional programing with each ward, made
final disposition of the %ase,rand issued transfer orders.
Aiding in the Board's decision-making is the information
contained in the diagnostic repprﬁ, called the Cumulative
Case Summary, and an ektensivé‘file compiled by RGC-DVI
staff. !

During the periddfwhen the data fbr this study we&e
collected, the téSting unit at the RGC-DVI wés supervised
by the senior author.: The objedﬁive of the unit was to
compileJmeahingful test data on each inmate for purposes
of diégnosis, coﬁnseling, guidapce in~ins£itutional pro-
graming, and research. The various tests, adﬁinistered
during the first week by traineé immate proctors under

the supervision of clinical psychologists, prod@ced the
‘ ' i }

1. An assessmeht of the levéi“of aca-
demic functiopingj; :

2. (An estimate of vocational aptitudes;

i
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3. Ah estimate of the level of intel-
lectual functioning; and

4, Assessments of personality and
psychopathglogy.

Most tests were adﬂinistered to wards in groups.
Additional tests were gdminiétered to individuals by the
clinical psychologists and psychological consiiltants as
needed. . Weekly clésées wére 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 pr%mary,testing group, while
those scoring about the sixth grade or above were as-
signed to intgrmediate and advanced testing groups.

Each classification was rechecked'for accuracy as more
test results became available.

The testiné program was someéwhat different for each
"group because of the reading difficulties of the primary
group, but each program included some combination of the
following tests: the Califorxrnia Achievement Test (CAT),
the General Aptitude Test Batﬁérg)(GAiB),‘the California
Shqﬁt Form Test of Mental Maturity (CTM&), the Revised

Beta examination, the Raven Progressive Matrices, the

&3

D-48 intelligence test, and the Wechsler Adult Intelli-
gence Scale (WAIS).

The California Psychological Inventory (CPZI),
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the Minnesota Multiphasic Personality Inventory (MMPI),
 the Shipley Hartford Scale, and the Army Ganeral Classi- /
fication Test (AGCT) were administered to the interme-

diate and advanced groups only. Special referral cases

in each éroup were individually administered such tests
as the Rorschach, Tafeln. "z" test, the Sentence Comple-
tion Test, the Thematic Apperceptipn Test (TAT), the
Goldstein-Scherrer Test, and tpe 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

7

Céenter during 1964 and 1965. Data were collected on over
200 variableslénd these were organized into-eight concep-
tually defined cétegories:

1. Individual Case History Ffactors

2. Inteiligencngéctors
3, Academic Fac£5rs

| 4. Vbéétionai Factors
5. Pérsonalitnyactors‘

6. Psychiatric and Psychological Factors

7. Admission Offense and Parole Behavior

8. Initial Institutional Programing

i
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variables selected for study will include legal offense

oD
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I CLASSIFICATION OBJECTIVES OF THE PRESENT STUDY

In xecéntﬂyears 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
distincéioms”among types of offenders that may be signi-
ficant not anly to understanding the etiology of deviant
and ¢riminal behavior but also to the development of ef~-
fective thérapeutic or preventive programs. "Differential
treatment, " or:the matching ‘of types of offender with
types of correctional response, has received widespread
attention and many researchers have tﬁrned to clasrifica—
tion --of offenders, of offenses, of treatment oxr &ehabi-
litation programs, &ven of correctional workers an% of
crime victims-~ in an effort to simplify thé@rehabglitation
of offendegs and the control of crime.

There are many different approaches to classification.
The approach selected generally reflects the professional
discipline'éf the typologist and <¢he purpose for which a
typology is required. If the primary interest is in

understanding the etiology of criminalibehaViqr,,the

categories and whatever background factors are believed

|
- e ¥ :
g 2 :
{5
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] to be relevant to the commission of specific offenses.
1 If the primary interest is in providing effective treat-
ment, an effort may be made to match appropriate treaﬁ—

ment program types with different offender types (classi-

|

!

|

i fied according to personality, maturity level, psychiatric
2‘ label, etc.).
|

}

|

|

1

|

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

dgcisions. It was believed that such a wide variety of

classification factors, with emphagis on items commonly

i
|
{

. B used by the correctional practitioner in his work with
\ it

% the offender, might lead to the development of a classi-
t ,
|

fication system with greater relevance to the clinical

§ ’ worker in corrections. In emphasizing those areas of

i | greatest interest to and utility for clinical work with

I offenders, the approach to classification adopted for the
_ , : | 4 present study may not satisfy some of the requirements

' E set by academic or theoretical tyﬁologists (e.g., Roebuck,

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

filled a need for -clinically relevant information but

gy
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also was appropriéte 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

tw& variables provides potential leads for the generation
of testable hypotheses. The very extensive data has been
W

orq)nizad for presentation in such a way as to indicate

proportions, frequencies, and comparative direction'and

magnitude and to facilitate visual comparison through

i graphic display. Although statistical tests of signifi-
’ cance wefe not undertaken, numerous potential relation-
ships are noted anﬂ/the comparative data are presented
in a manner that enables the reader to discover many

moxe ?ossible relationships and to develop interesting

hypotheses for further scientific study.
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III, 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 oxr failure, ‘the criterion of parole sue-

cess 1s the primary variable for comparisons between and
among classification subgroups. The following technique
was developed to present such comparative data.

The relationship hetween the category qf any variabhle
item and parole success is expressed by a symbol denoting
Included

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

deviation from the overall parole success rate.

subgroup will be a circular figure designed to express
graphically both the mégnitude and the direction of de~
viation from the overall parole success rate (60.9 per
cent) of the study population (N=4,146). The following

synbols are used throughout the reports of this project:

7SS 1> SRS (i} S IS} S : SIS } HY W2 +3% 33 SN 11} SRS 1 Y

‘I'Y‘!’ ® o 'z e *+ .+ .+ o © ;; o O (:)(::)

NEGATIVE DEVIAYIONS FAON THE OVERALL SLCCESS RATE POSITIVE DEVIATIONS FRONM THE OVERALL SWCIESS RATE

q

As nOtéﬁx\solid siroles will symbolize parole success

b

rates below the overall sﬁmcess rate of 60.9 pexr cent,




while empty circles will denote successkratesﬂabove that
rate. The mMagnitude or size of the figure will approxi~

mate'the'percentage‘dev$ation from the total success rate.

Liberal use is made of such graphic presentation in all

volumes .to facilitate visual summarization of the exten-
: . : P

sive numerical information. : e

The table below is an~actua1/5ﬁﬁmary table extracted

-

fromFVQ}Ume 2 on Intelligence,ﬁéétdrs, in which the seven

Wechslér»intelligehce claﬁgiggcation categories are pre-
| sented on the‘horizonta;/éxis and the second variable of
inteﬁes£ (in'this caséi race) is presented on the verti-
cai”hxis.~ﬁln 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.

CONPARAT IVL. UATA ON INTELLIGINCE. CLASSIFICATION SUHGRUUPS

AL
TOTAL STubY MENTAL DULL DRIGHY ;m’
POPULATION DEFECTIVE BORDERLINE NORMAL AVERAGE HORMAL, SupEatoR SUPERIOR
-~ an IR S b2 , ) 1354 S o g
WItE L A 53,48 A 2 @ 5u @ 59,04 s O asr O
- 60,918 75.015 SL7IS . 56,015 60,675 © 65,018 68,915 .88
N2 § b7 O 258 15y un 'O 2
HEXTCAR=ARERICAN 18,6% 6.1z ) 12,32 25,82 18,82 4.7% 5%
: . 6N 50,015 68,215 60,515 BRGNS 66,725 100,005
N 1076 12 s 389 L s 21 i
O e 26,01 5228 ss O Twas B ¢ [un L3
60,315 75.05 65,318 Bl 28 A ) 38,113 0,015
. S Ko I 1 . 14 Hy § 3
otwer [ y.31 082 Ly o Lot b 2,01 3,88
: 13,815 100,018 10425 s 58,024 55,618 66,715
<
.
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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
?  %6 the total number of cases falling within that category,

? | while the second figure indicates the percentage of that

. if category within this column. The third figure reports
| . ‘ . the peicentage of the subgroup which was successful on
1 parole (%S) 15 months after release.

i The difference between this figure and the overall

N 1 ‘ parole success rate (60.9%S) is often illustrated by cir-

cular symbols. When no symbol is displayed it is usually

(Y

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

I has been provided elsewhere ,as exemplified in A (total

study population data are presented without exception
in Volume 1l). (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)

L . 1 from the overall parole success rate. When ten or fewer

y cases are in any category, there will be no accompanying

&

i - symbol, as exemplified in B.

It is important to note that when a sizable deviation

| - 1 ... symbol is found (e.g., reference point C), the frequency
7 (N) of that subgroup must be checked. When deviations
| [
i S ) ‘ l: ‘ 5} 10
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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. U

‘ 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 g?telliqence classifications
(horizontal axis), total amount of work experience (ver-

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

CONPARAT[VE DATA OM INTELLIGENCE CLASSIFICATION SULGROUPS
ARD WORK EXPERILHCE

TOTAL 8TUDY MENTAL DUtL BRIGHT ;ll'
POPULATION DEFCCTIVE BONDEALINE NORMAL. AVERAGE NORMAL, SUPERIOR SUPERION
N 459 1 15 108 2 . W 6
woue e 5,01 2.4 ‘ nx ® ‘i wae O an
53,885 100018 46,738 52,83 59,745 88,185 831
9
N 1466 10 ) n 80 m % 5
0 - 6 ronms 16,71 54,02 ’ st @ nw O yy o C wa ® Eu O HbE
59,318 50,08 53,85 57,63 59,788 57,528 79,485 100,65
N2 ) 7 190 3% 8 n 3
§ = 12 nowths 1812 0 2.8 O e O e 0o Be O Pu @ s
5.2 100,0%5 IRt §6.575 6318 69,31 46,285 mins
N 7 % 19 3 6 1
12 + 18 wonts 1t 5,68 et ° g @ e O 8.01 I8TS
. 59,915 7148 s9.28s 57,685 68738 83,31 100,088
N 13 1 5 % o % 13 3
18 « 28 ponins 150 5,01 5 20 0 3.0t .01
e 100,028 50,025 £5.438 61,515 Bats 66,755
Ao » 4 15 121 25 10 7. 1
29 montns aND OVER 10,828 W0 ' 12,12 12,62 * 10.8% Q 2 O 9,38 17944
£6,378 7015 80,018 62,885 ehalts 70,68 85,715 100015

Several one~ and two-variable relationships can be
notgd. First, within the borderline and aﬁil normal in~;
telligence subgroups there appears to be some relation-
ship with work experienge. ‘Scanning these two subgroups
vertically indicates that the parole sucgess rate im-

proves with amount of work experience. Transition £from

11
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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 wiﬁh work experience of six 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.J Individuals wﬁb are andicapped
in both employment history and intelligence show a iela—
tively high recidivism rate. .

Further examples of how a table can be scrutinized
not dnlybin relation téithe 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
intgrpretations‘gre missed. Considering the size ana
extensiveness of the data base, the exé&inaéion of alter-

nate techniques of analysis will be most important to its

optimal use. N

2
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IV, STATISTICAL DESCRIPTION OF THE TOTAL STUDY POPULATION

Al

Part 2 of Volume 1 presents the statistical informa-

; tion on the total study populatidn as contained in the
i\
computer printout exhibited in Appendix A of that volume.

The presentation and discussion follow the same organiza-

tion as the computer printout, but make extensive use of

graphic illustration. This method of presentation, together

~with a brief explanatory text, was felt to be most useful

51 to the correctional practitioner as well as to the student

- of correctional issues and policies.

Cam 4

Volume 1 is exclusively concerned with descriptive .

statistics on one group, the total study population. Sub-

e

/.

sequent volumes will deal with comparisons among several

groups and therefore will follow a different design.

1. Individual Case History Information
3 | Most of the admissions to the Reception Guidance

Center were committed by Superior Courts (80.7 per cent)

and their success rate was slightly better than average
and substantially better than the success rate of Juvenile
Court and Justice Court commitments. The racial composi-

tion of the study population, which closely reflects the

I

13
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distributior of all commitments to the California Youth

Authority during 1964-65, was as follows: white, 53.4 -
per“cent; Mexican-American, 18.6 per cent; black, 26.0
per cent; and other, 1.9 per cent. The age range of this
population is from 16 to 23 years, with only 2.3 per cent
of admissions below 18 years of age and only i per cent
of admissions older than 21 years of age. The average
age at reception was 19.44 years; average age at time of
release on parole was 20.24 years; and average time in

an institution was 9.23 months.

Wards who resided in foste; homes or grdup homes or
were "floaters" were less successful on parole than wards
who maintained a more fixed living arrangement, either
alone or with parents, other relatives, or friends. For
wards who had lost both parents through death the success
rate was markedly low, Wards wigh a history of military
service (12 per cent) were more éﬁccessful on parole re-
gardless of whether or not they had disciplinary actions
taken against them while in the service. |

During the clinical study by the caseworker, specific
problem areas were investigated. These included problems
related to drugs, alcohol, and other intoxicants; problems N
related to escape and sexual problems; and prcblems re-
lated to mental health and psychiatric concerns.

Almbst one-half of this population showed evidence
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of alcohdl abuse. One—fourthvof all admission offenses
were committed undér the inflﬁenca)of alcohol, indicating
that even in this relatively youthful offender group
alcohol is a serious contributing factor in crime. A more
detailed discussion of the alcohol facter will be pre-

sented in Volume 4, Alcohol, Drug, and Opiate.Factors.

Here, however, it must be pointed out that alcohol use
is not a constant factor with the same meaning for all
offenders and offenses, but instead has different meanings
under different.circumstances’(e.g., in this sample,
robbers who drink areé poorer risks on parole than robbers
who do not drink, while for bunrglars this pattern is re-
versed) . o

The findings on drug misuse show that neézly 10
per cent of'the study population had a history of moderate
to severe misuse of stimulant or depressant drugs and that

such a history is associated with a dramatic drop in

parole success rate. Drugs played a significant role in

the admission offense or in past olfenses for 8.6 per
cent of this group of offenders.’ Opiate and marijuana
use and glue-sniffing are not included in the drug .
misuse category. A relatively sinall group of offenders
had a history of opiate use (3.2 per cent) but this group
showed a remarkable drop in parole success (42.2%8).

This is in contrast to wards with a history of smoking
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marijuaﬁé (19.3 per cent) or glue-sniffing: both of these

'groups showed only a slight decrease in parole success.

A history of escape was found to be indicative of
a state of general instability that is dramatically re-
flected in'the parole success rate. Wards who escaped
from é}minimum—security situation had é low ﬁérole suc-
cess rate of 47.9 per cent, while this rate dropped to
an exééptionaily low 39.5 per cent for the group that
used .force in escaping from a correctionalyfacility. As
these two groups represént 14.7 per cent of the tdtal
population; this variable appears ﬁo be a good candidate
for prediction of parole'cutcome.

‘This study population was found to be remarkably
free‘of~individua1s with‘histcries of neurosis and psycho-
sis. The incidence of personality distu:bance is some-
what”greater, buﬁ even this group comp:isés only orne-
eigbtﬁ of the total group. While a xelatively small -
éroup 9?‘wards had a hgngry of‘suicidal gestures, ﬁLe
parolexsuccess rétes of ﬁhis group were markedly low.
Brain damage: also seemed to be associated with é low
parole ‘'success rate. Neurosis was strongly associatéa
with parole outcome ih a negative direction, whilék
psychosis Was‘associated with a parole outcoﬁe~simi;ar

to that of the overall population. Thé general psychia-

tric assumption that while sociopathic distur?ances'have

o

it




the mostkpessimistic prognosis in regard to changing
criminal acting~out behavior, pattern disturbances are
more serious than trait disturbances was roughly sup-
ported by the parolé’succeSS rates for these three groups:
42.,5%8S, 50.0%5, and 51.1%S, respectively.

Other variables investigated and discussed in Vo lume

1 include personal and social backgfound factors of ad-

mission status, weight and height, marital status, number

8 - of children, pre-arrest living arrangement, parental home

'g situation, military service experience, history of sexual

%2 deviation, and history of mental illness or personality
4 disturbance.
; 2. Intelligence Factors

. : ‘ a .? The Army General Classification Test (AGCT) and the

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

o B

cipal‘intelligence tests uégd. The General Aptitude

i b

i

Test Battery (GATB) also provided a measure of intelli-

gence in the G-score that presumably represents a measure

r
N
LA Q%. it

=

of general intelligence. The D-48 or Domino Test and the

5

Raven Progressive Matrices, "culture-fair" tests that

do not require reading skills, also were administered.
The Shipley Hartford Tonceptual Quotieht, which measures

the relationship between aptitude for abstfact thinking\

" and verbal skills, was obtained whenever a level of verbal.
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abiiity was preSent that made such comparison valid.

Each ward was classified into one of the Wechsler
intélligence categories by the clinical psychologist who
was supervising the testing program. The?results of this

[

classificatipn procedure are depicted in Figure 31.

 ——  em——
T S S
N 23 127 1000 2440 . b46 81 98
b4 0.6 3.1 24,2 59.1 10,8 2.0 0
O 0 - ° O @
% 69.6 63.0 59.2 60.7 63.7 67,9 77.8

FIGURE 31
TOTAL STUDY POPULATION
INTELLIGENCE CLASSIFICATION

The distribution follows the normal curve with slight over-
répresentafion in the below average category of dull normal.
The distributioﬁ does not support the claims often made
that delinquent populations are composed mainly of re-
tarded or bordérline defective individuals. The rigorous
classification procedure employed in this study produced
results suggesting that-the distribution on the intelli-

gence factor approximates that found for nondelinguent

. »

populations drawn from similar socioeconomic groups. A
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. summary of the results of the intelligence testing is é
presented in Table 1.*
o ]
TABLE 1

TOTAL STUDY POPULATION :
SUMMARY OF RESULTS OF INTELLIGENCE TESTING s
TESTS N HEAN sD -t ;
ARMY GENERAL TOTAL 1.0, 2684 | 99.42 | 11,23 ;
CLASSIFICATION | veppaL % RANK 48,80 | 21,25 i
NUMERTCAL % RANK 56,08 | 25,83 5

SPATIAL % RANK 54,10 | 24.64
SQLAEgﬁxta TEST | TOTAL 1.0, 3865 | 90.81 13.?9 ]
LANGUAGE 1.Q: 86,98 | 16,56 ?
MATURITY NON=LANGUAGE 1.Q4 94,17 | 14,69 {
]
=48 RAY SCORE 2712 | 20,97 7,74 j
RAVEN MATRIGES RAW SCORE 3517 | 43.33 8,66 i
: 5
X SHIPLEY HARTFORD | CONCEPTUAL QuOTIENT | 1767 | 96,05 | 14,38 :
4 LANGUAGE RAW SCORE | 2767 | 23,75 | 5.45 ' !
N " ABSTRACT RAW SCORE | 2696 | 24,02 7.98 ~

N i
3. Academic Factors Q

The results obtained with the California Achievement
Test battery indicated that the overall academic function-
ing of these wards is at the seventh grade level, with
little fluctuation among the various academiic subjects. ;

al

The most outstanding disabilities dispiayed by this

*The tables and figures selected for presentation
, in this Summary are extracted from Volume 1, Background
. - S of the Study and Statistical Description of the Total
a Study Population, and retain the numbering sequence fol-
lowed in'the full volume.

i
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. group of youthful offenders, as revealed by results of
. the General Aptitude Test Battery, were in school~-related
~ skills such as reading and mathematics. This deficiency
in academic success and its strong relationship to suc-
cess on parole is demonstrated in Figure 35 below.
GRADE Lz o pow s s b T8 e f 6w ' | il
GRADE COMPLETED N 3 5 2 3B ] 323 68% 1099 st 706 113
% [ ) U.l 0.5 0.9 23 7.9 16,8 2.0 5.8 13 Lt
. ® o . o } O )
18 0 249 57,9 8.4 [DHR] f9.0 .1 62,5 62,0 5.4
GRADE ACHIEVED - W 12 (L7 Mnh s W (&M h7l iz (%) 157 54 2
H 0 26 6,2 (3] ma ./ (N 1k 12.1 Ha 3.9 L3 0.l
. . o . ) . . ° ) () ( )
! 15 8,3 58,9 [IN] 12,0 s Wb ! e WLl (¥R} nhh o G 0,0
B N 'jﬁ AGE 1 8 1 i I 4 I 14 1% 1% 17 ] 1%
/ S AGE LEFT Sthoot, N 1’ n % HU ue o ns
. W 1 0. % PR B 2,0 154 w7
‘ ‘ GRADE S U S T S S T S S N T T T R A I B
- ®e® - o
. _. : £4 it LER] O R R (1] ZiW] b
t ) ani 8
4 conne comnevee et T TV A A Lere Yona
The age a ward left school also appeared to be signi-
ficantly related to success on parole. While the 33 wards
who left school in the sixth or seventh grade had a parole
' success rate of approximately 46 per cent, the 971 wards
S :
: who had finished high school had a success rate of 65.5
: . per cent. The average ward in this study functioned
> ; . about three grade levels below the grade he had completed
and more than three grades below his expected grade
‘ (See Table 2). These data make an impressive plea for
£3 e ! Ry,
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further study of schpol-related factoxs as they affect
‘the‘progensity'of young people to become involved ih

delinquency.

TABLE 2
TOTAL $TUDY POPULATION
SUMMARY ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT

MEAN D
GRADE GOMPLLETED 10,17 | 1.44
GRADE ACHIEVED 7,42 2,28
ACADEMIC DISABILITY =2,74 2.9
BELOW GRADE COMPLETED) i ‘ w ¢
ESTIMATED ACADEMIC RETARDAT!ON -3.3
T BAPECTED GRADED 38 1 19

7

Other academic factors examined and discussed in

Volume 1 include test results on the CAT battery and

the GATB, academic disability (derived from two indices
developed for the project to assess academic retardation :

and defined in Volume 1), and caseworkers' ratings on ,

motivation for academic training while incarcerated. y

4. Vocational Factors

While results of the General Aptitude Test Battery
indicated that this population possessed fairly good ap-
tgtudes for vocational pursuits, there was little evi-
dence that vocational skills had been developed. Asg '
might be expected‘for this aggﬁgroué, work experience was

limited. The large majority of these youths had experience

only as unskilled laboreré. Occupational disabilities

21 ”
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were present in 6 per cent of the study pdﬁﬁlation) but
these did not appear to affect parole success rates. -
Other vocational factors discussed in Volume 1 in-
clude union membership, occupational history, primary in—
terest for vocational training, and shop iﬁstructoré'

and caseworkers' ratings on motivation for vocational

training.

5. Personality Factors |

The results of the Minnesota Multiphasic Personality
Inventoryl(MMPI) and the California Psychological Invean-
tory (CPI) produced scme assessment of personaiity facégrs
associated with the tctal stﬁdy population.

The CPI profile shows relatively high scores on six
subscales: Sa (self-acceptance), Gi (good impression),
Cm (coﬁmunality), Fx (flexibility), and Fe (femininity),
indicating characteristics of social spontaneity, a fair
degree of<§§elings of self-worth, a éésire to ¢reate a
good impreséion, a tendency to respond in a conforming
way to test items, a relatively good capability to adapt,
aﬁaﬁa general preference for an accommodating and low~‘

key social posture. The six lowest scores are found on

Wh (sense of well-being), Re (responsibility), So (sociali-

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

and Ie (intellectual efficiency). This would characterize

S e
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“the grdup~as lacking~in a general sense of physical and

5

psychologlcal well-being and lacklng 1m\serlousness of

thought, well developed values, and depenaabllmty. Further,

tbé group shows a great lack of maturity and social inte-
gration, oftengexperienées friction with othérs, and
Show§ little tolerance for or acceptance of 6£hers. The
gxoub has alsd a generally low capacity to achieve in
settings Whére conformance is réquired and shows indica-
tions that inteliectual and personal resources are poorly

utilized (Figure 48).
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FIGURE 18
. OPY PROFILY OF THE TOTAL SIUOY POPULATION
E T 111} ! . I

The MMPI profile describes the study‘population as

having generally low/ morale and lacklng in hope about the

futurew ngh scoreS‘on the Psychopatﬁic Dev1éﬁe scale

(Pd) p01nt to notable dlfflcultieb in SOCLdl adjustment

and reflect the tendency toward ant150d1al behavtOr.
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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 that are often found in

psychiatrically disturbed persons (Figure 49).

.
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FIGUR 40

MAP1 PROFILL OF THF TOIAL STUDY POPULATION
A oam

Discussions of the various subgroups in subsequent
volumes use the results describing.the total study popu-
lation as-a standard for comparison. Personality test

AN

data were used to predict parole outcome with moderate

rsuccess.

Parole Prediction Results Based on Perso%ality Tests
In an effort to increase the clinical utility of
prediction instruments and to retain flexibility in in-

dividual assessments over time, two equations for parole
Vi

24
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prediction were developed for the CPI (Success = 45,078

v
& e

R N L o g -~ .353 sp - .182 Sa + .532 So + .244 S¢) and the Mty

/

(Success = 66.363 ~ .081F + .065K - .055 Pd - .168 Mf i

-~ .456 Ma) and applied to the total study population and

all subgroups. Base Expectancy scores, which were not

ﬁ available for this work, lack flexibility because they

are based on hackground factors in the individual's

historxjthét cannot be altered. Prediction instruments

baée& on personality tests allow the changing of predic-

tion écoras and permit the reassessment of probability

’ | ﬁ?j : | | R valpeé'whan the test is reapplied and change between test
5, | . ; | - ' administrations is noted. The resulté of the parole

f~  ~ -A | | u ‘ ' outcome predictioﬁ with the CPI and MMPI afe given in

; Figure 54.
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More detailed results of the application of these
equations are presented in Volume l. While only modest
success in predicting parole outcome was achieved and
the accuracy figures were not overly imp;essive, further
efforts to improve prediction equaﬁions may provide a
method of sufficient accuracy, flexibility, ahd clinical

meaning to be of service to the caseworker.

6. Psychiatric Factors ,
Since psychiatric serv;ces were limited, only those
wards specifically referred for such evaluation were
psychiatrically examined. This subpopulation consisted .
of 511 individuals (12.3 per cent of the total population).
The variables examined in Volume 1 include psychia-
trist's assessmeﬁt of ward‘s-motiVation for treatment,
recommendation for group counseling, diagnosis of vio-
lence potential, recommendation for academic or vocational
training, histgry of prior mental health care, and the
diagnostic labels attached to those wards examined.
Symptéms found fB be presént during the examination are

summarized and related in percentages to the examined

asbwell as the total study group.

s
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From the data presented in Table 7, it is evident
. that thebincidende of'psyéhiatric illness among the
youthful offenders studied is rather low. The frequencies

for the various psychiatric .categories were as follows:

B
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. = s ﬁ psychosis, .6 per cent of the tota}%ftudy group; neurotic
e | v T ] ~disorders, .9 per cent; personality pattern disturbances, i
) "\\' : . <. , o ‘ .
2.6 per cent; personality trait disturbances, 4.9 per cent; .
I E sociopathic personality disturbances, 1.0 per cent; and :
Sy . - ' . } H | . ¥ ] 5 ¢ i ’ - \ 3 v 7‘
Es , ; tranSLtlonal situational personality disturbances, 1.1 ﬁ
‘ A : i
)f per cent. ®
; : :
o : : : TABLE 7 ;
: . PSYCHIATRICALLY EVALUATED WARDS § = 511 5
. ‘ B SUMMARY OF PSYCHIATRIC DIAGNOSIS g
Exiu?ﬁsu TOTI?;. Gy L”
. = i GROUP . POPLLATION. %5 C i
' ACUTE BRATN DISORDERS ‘ .
J} | DRUG,POISONING 1 0.2 0.0 100,0 :
[ . {8
CHRONIC BRAIN SYNDROME "
o CONCLUSIVE 2 0.4 0.0 100,0 L
N UNSPECIFIED 1 0.2 0,0 100.0 fie
; b AFFECTIVE REACTIONS 2
' p DEPRESSIVE ;! 0.2 0.0 0.0 X
i SCHIZOPHRENIC REACTIONS %i
SIHPLE 3 016 Oll 100;0 ;:; :
PARANOID 10 2.0 0.2 70,0 "
N ACUTE UNDIEFERENTIATED 11 0.2 0.0 0.0 0
CHRONIC UNDIFFERENTIATED 9 1.8 0.2 66,7 !
SCHIZO~AFFECTIVE 5 1.0 0.1 40,0 ?g
PSYCHONEUROTIC REACTIONS 11
ANXIETY . 21 41 0.5 57.1 i
OBSESSIVE-COMPULSIVE 9 1,8 0.2 77.8
UNSPECIF ED ) 10 2,0 0.2 50,0
; > PERSONALITY PATTERN DISTURBANCE
! INADEQUATE ' 39 1.6 0.9 69.2
2 SCHIZOID ’ 64 12,5 1,5 64.1 i
: PARANOID 3 0.6 0.1 66,7
UNSPEEIFIED 3 0,6 0.1 100,0 il
. o PERSONALITY TRAIT DISTURBANCE
° : EMOTIONALLY UNSTABLE 2 8.2 1.0 54,8
PASS IVE=AGGRESS 1VE 160 31,3 3.9 56,9
COMPULSIVE - 2 0,4 0.0 100.0
b ) . UNSPECIFIED 1 0.2 0.0 0.0
¢ - | SOCIOPATHIC PERSONALITY DISTURBANCE '
; ANTLSOCIAL 19 3.7 0.5 63.2
: DYSSOCIAL 17 3.3 0.4 42,1
. R SEXUAL DEVIATION 5 1,0 0.1 100,0
; © Coe NOT DISORDERED SEX OFFENDER 1 0.2 0.0 100.0
i . UNSPECIFIED 2 0.4 0.0 100.0
: ) 3 TRANSITIONAL SITUATIONAL PERSONALITY
: ) DISTURBANCE
i ) ADULT SITUATIONAL 2 0.4 0.0 100,0
g \ o ADOLESCENT SITUATIORAL 4z 9.2 1.1 55.3
[ ”
il‘ )} L K
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R ~ | " , S : ? 7. Offense Related Factors - ; ' oy,
’ : . : ot . : ‘ £ 5 ; g
N ‘ ’ . 1 ' This section focuses on offense~specific data, with L
H - . ° ' . . B
h . § \ particulax attention to violence committe&} weapons used '
: 7 ‘ rJ’f
. durlng the comm1551on of the offense, and parole follow- S
up 1nformat10n. ‘ é
' ' :
The types of offense leading to institutionalization ‘
' . ‘- are summarized in Figure 71. :
‘ i
s No% 01 St 108 152 202 25% 30X
52.6 . HOMICIDE .19 0,5 n
100.0 NEGLIGENT MANSLAUGHTER 13 0.3 i
70,3 ROBBERY . 438 10,6 j
Tl AssAULT 233 5.6 !
£0,0  BURGLARY 1080 26,1 [ P
61,0 THEFT ' 421 10.2 l
) o 53,4 VEHICLE THEFT 719 17.4 v
: 52,7 FORGERY 207 5.0 .
714 FORCIBLE RAPE 28 0‘.7 :
; 56,1 STATUTORY RAPE 82 2.0
63.6 OTHER SEX OFFENSES 4 1l i
65.9 NARCOTICS OFFENSES 370 8.9 ;
" 7.6  ALCOHOL OFFENSES 37 0.9
60,2 OTHER o 73
53.4 PARCLE VIOLATION 48 3.6 Ej
) })‘/\»\ 1 F1GURE 71 \
[T ) 1 TOTAL STUDY POPULAT ION
N, ADMISSION OFFENSE
. JERY
i (\\/ B .
‘ As is commonly found in studies of adult offenders, those
1
i o ' ' = who offend agalnst persons are much better risks on parole
: - ; ‘ L X . ‘
: ' ' , . . B (in regard to recidivism per se) than are those 'who engage 3
_ | , i |
in property offenses. In the present study, the ‘parole F
v ' I
i, ’_; success trates of wards committed for robbery (70.3%8) : |
b i “ | S
§
B ;
- S
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and assault (71.1%8) are substantially greater than
A - | ‘ : . | , 1; ' those of wards-committed for vehicle theft (51.488) and

forgery (52.7%8) . A noteworthy exception is the low suc-

=)

cess rate for offenders committed for homicide: contrary

e e i st At e S T s

to expectations, this group performed poorly ﬁﬁ parole.

/ ‘ 1 o J»’ ; ’ This small group shows a great deal of variation in pardie i
; o 1{ success when subdivided according to ethnic background

(8 whites, 37.5%S; 5 Mexican-Americans, 80.0%S; and 5

blacks, 60.0%S) . WFurther discussion of this finding )

E L i will be presented in Vo lume 7, Offenders Against Persons.,
g History of violence and violence potential were
examined in several ways. In one’effort to obtain data
on wards' histories of violence, the definition of
| ) violence was expanded to include violence that is not
% necessarily criminal as well as criminal aggressive be-
havior in which actual. violence was avoided. The results

p E . are depicted in Figure 77.

NONE AGGRESSIVE CRIME  VIOLENCE
NO VIOLENCE

Saa

' HISTORY OF VIOLERCE

A u , o N 2386 754 1006

g f : | . TS5 182 2.3 .
. N K ] . \:\ . O ‘/ ,//
v o E pt 59.6 65.1 60.6

o : ‘m ‘ .

S  romae AT ion
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i) 1 g : '
\ o | FEEE | e The frequency and- >ind of individual violéfte com-
0 « N . } Tk
.%: , o ‘ , L ' Co 1 mitted during the admission offense is presented in
‘ ~ \ ; Co ; S Figure-Sl It is clear from these data that offenders
J : .
o ; | : « i _
e i \ e ‘ - ‘ 4 ; who have a History of aggression and violence against
. i iy
3 Sl & 4 & . ‘ '
S : J , q\ \ ‘ ooy . SRR - persons are relatively successful on parole. This is
o 5 \1\ ) B
o i L . © ; ; )
i IR _ : ‘ ' also true for persons who have a history of offenses
' g o ﬁ | . L ‘o committed in groups.
S ’ | £ e,
1 ,‘ LMJ \:\ ¢ . i o : T "A ‘ e
! B o
\\:\ 5
\ >
N — | , | L — [ I
)[ 5 NONE THREAT THREAT MINOR MAJOR DEATH NO INFGRMAT1ON
{2 . E NO WEAPON WEAPON INJURY INJURY .
i - ) i . N 2900 122 304 393 07 36 136
VAR R W = 4 72,5 R 7.6 9.8 a7 0.9 34
. . B ' o O O ] .0
B S ‘ B . %5 sS85 839 1 68,2 68,2 72.2 65.4
4 . R . E 1oue 81 at
A ; L STUDY POPULAT
< 3 94 = lNDIVmUAL VXOLENCE IN ADM)SSXON OFFENSE,
. s ; Whlle only 6 per cent of the wards were admitted ;
) L : wmth a legal label that lmplled v1olence, an analysrs of
i ‘ ¢ the behaVLor displayed durlng the admission offénse re-
- S vealed that in actuallty 24,1 per cent of the ‘study popu-
R L latron commltted violent
(‘\O ' \ - - Coa e
R el ‘\\ . o4 B @ .
o« \'1‘\ i
i 4 ©
\\ E

‘or aggressmve‘acts ranging from
. R
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threat without a Weépon to inflicting major injuries that
led to death in thirty-six cases (Figure 8l). In more

than half of these admission offenses in which violence

w o

or aggression was displayed, some kind of weapon was

used; in most cases this happened to be a firearm.

¥

The‘losé incurred by victims is depictea in Figure 85.

The rélaﬁively high frequency in the category $1,000-$5,000

is a reflection of tlie faéﬁ that. a2ll vehicle thefts were
. /'] / “ ’

recorded ipwthis Catgéory. Tﬁe low parole success rate

for this group is consistent %ith the geméral finding

;
that auto thieves are poor risks on parole.

&

— [

~1ito Bt Coy 120 389 503 13 821 =207 638

»q:fense, and type of parole removal. -

NONE Lessum‘ﬁ $1 - 45 $5 - $20 $20 - $100 $100 ~ $500 4500 - 31000 $1000 - $5000 mggoasm NO INFORMAT ION

; ) o
27,8 0.3 1.0 3.0 10,0 12:6 ”" 3.6 N 20.6 5.2 185
o u O : O ° O o ® - ‘ v . . L .
623 69,2 . 68.3 63.3 65.4 8.2 57,3 55.8 58.0 62,7
FIGURE 85
TOTAL STUDY POPULATION
ECONOMIC LOSS BY VICTIY

7

3,

Also discussed in Volume 1 are parole violation

offense, caseworkers' ratings of the severity of violence

knownsin the background of each ward, caseworkers' esti-

'mations 5§\yiolence potential, history of carr%&ng’weapons,
pértners in‘admlssion offense,'weapons used by individual,

weapons used by growyp, group violence in admission of-
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8. Initial Institutional Prograﬁing

This laz3t section presents information on some of
the recommendatibns and deciéions of staff of the Reception
Guidance‘CenteF aﬂd the California Youth Authority Parole
Board at the conclusion of the diagnostic study of each

ward and before transfer of the ward to an institution

)

for rehabilitatioﬁ; FPactors investigated include prog-

nosis for institutional adjustment, staff recommendations -

for group counseling, work assignment, and psychotherapy,
and counselo%'s transfefvrecommendationﬁ.

One feature inéﬁﬁded in the standard compﬁt&r print-
out giving the statistical descripﬁidn of any definasle
subpopuiétiOn is the rénking by parole success rate of

‘Uall subgfoups that contain at least 100 individuals.
Figure 91 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 low-risk groups and at Sblpér cent!
and‘béiow for the high-risk groups. The low-riék groups
are primarily offenders against persons; two high~risk
groups of re1atively large proportion are offenders with

~a higtory Qerecidivism and{ér egcape‘f;omba mi%g%gm,

security facility.
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v £ VARIANE SUBCATEGORY Aoy Com o owm s s s e ms L R
Y : ‘ \ & .
= 1&") . ) LLM WEAPONS UED: NY-SAOUP SN = LMIPECIFERD WY N.6)75.4
. ’ 25«‘":':-?&‘8."5{,.}? : S 206,073
, . WEAPOR USED BY NDIVIDUAL | KNIFE. £TC, BsEsalel . g
 AD188100 GFPEkSE ASIAULT 23| 5.6/1147 7
: SOVEEE Lo i 205013
’ s © 3 Joiiout Vi THREAT With WEARON | 304 {1611 ‘\ .
= ( T CYA BoanD ORIR P08 | 1 ks phoamAN |uojaspos) | ' ; : .
" ADHIASION OFFENIE ROBRERD © 438 10,6 0.3
? RILITARY n;umm ' DIIHONGRANLE, {iTes 117 | 2.9 poi1 » “
2,
, O R -TAU SR
o : L -
HISTORY OF ESCAVE FROM MINIWUM SECURITY 526 2,7 |W7.9 2 ._.,;: @'&‘g{ 3 )
o IR e
' 2 AND MORE RETURNS T2 Fan S 3 ’\Y :
ADHISSI0N STATUS . ¥ 732 17.9)47.0 R e 2
MRS e s | 2802
HISTORY OF OPIATE USE YES, MODERATE USE ‘ 102 | 2.5{42.2
FIBURE. 91 .
TOTAL STUDY POPULATION :
SUMHARY OF LOW RISK AKD RIGH RISK GROIIPS 1K REGAR) TG . N
PAROLE PERFORMANCE . .
N , The data presented in Volume 1 describe in some de-
- RS ' :
R tail characteristics associated with the 4,146 California R
@ ‘Youth Authority wards studied. The more important elements .
'3 B} » 3 . . . 4 " 3 i
‘ of this information will be presented again in different v
) . * 1 !
form and context in subsequent volumes when various issues b
i . “ ;
h . ¢y in classification will be discussed in greater detail. i
) . . . ' o
i o 5 Throughout .these reports the data on the total study popu- |
5 ° "
‘ ‘ i . lation will maintain their significance as they provide a
o 0 ° basis for comparlson and a po;nt of reference in examlnlng
2 ~ the data on the various populatlon subgroups.
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SELECTIONS FROM COMPUTER PRINTOUTS: - .
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GRANT NO. 73°N100C8G FROM THE oL T T -
NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF LAW ENFORCENENT AND CRININAL JUSTICE = o FN
j L LAM ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE ADMINISTRATION >

l ' ERNST A, WENK,» PROJECT DIRECTOR
' f JEFFREY Rs HOUGHTEN, COMPUTER PROGRAMMER
- NATIONAL COUNCIL ON CRIME AND DELINQUENCY
_ " RESEARCH CENTERE DAVIS» CALIFORNIA ‘

AN ANALYSIS OF CLASSIFICATION FACTORS FOR

YCUNG ADULT OFFENDERS

. STATISTICAL DISCRIPTION
& a STYDY 20PULATION

N = 4148
100.0%°GF TOTAL STupy POPULATION

-60+9% SUCCESS ON PAROLE {PCT=3)




G e 2

RE ey i 5

‘\.)

N = 3140 ¢
CODE FREQ

345
3339
438

1
2
3
3 18

L
N = 3997 (

£O0E FREQ

349
13185
258
76
134
by 1}
207
AT
38

CONOUIEWN O

ALCOH
N o= 43146 ¢

€ODE FREQ-

0 25%5
1,3 10622
2 567

?tih ‘\zm#“uﬂuu;r énsa aiéf ‘rv’;‘T?ﬁ?»}ﬁkﬁﬁﬁﬁ”htﬁ
2 .
}; 003 RACE ¢02 KRARITAL STATUS 803
i N %4130 C 99.98) K= 6 ¢ 0.13) N = 3999 ( 96,555 H = 147 ¢ 34582
CODE FREQ  PCT PCTe$ CODE FREQ  PCT PCT=S
1’ 2212 %3.8 60.9 WHITE 0 20 0.5 B80.0 ND INFO
2 772 18,6 61.1 WEXICAN 1 3277 83i9 61.0 SINGLE
3 3 1676 26,0 60.3 BLACK 2 387 9,7 63,3 HARRIED
e A0S, 80 1.9 63,8 OTHER .3 55 {<4 56,4 DIVORCED .
. 8 18 0.5 33.3 DIVORCEDs RESMARRIED
. 5 112 2,8 6641 SEPARATED
6 128 3.2 57.8 COMMONTLAW
4 ] 0.1 50.0 WIDDKER
004 " ADNISSION STATUS 005 NUNHBER OF CHILODREN . 006
N w4085 C 96.5%) M ® 61 ( 1,58} TN ® 4000 € 96,53) K = 136 ( 3.51)
CODE FREQ PCT PCT=S CODE FREQ  PCT PCY=S
1 2370 60,5 67.0 1ST ADMISSION 0 3321 83.0 61,2
223 800 19,6 54,2 1ST RETURNM 1 516 12.9 6&0.5
& 732 17,9 47.0 2ND ¢ 2 127 3.2 64,6
0 83 2,0 S57.8 READMISSION AFTER 3 28 . 0.7 61,3
DISCHARGE. & 8 0.2 62,5
007  MARITAL STATyS OF NATURAL .PARENTS oos . HISTORY OF ALCOHOL MWISUSE - 009
N o= 3996 ( 96.8%) W= 1S0 ¢ 3,6%) Ho» 4346 €100,0%) H =" 0 ¢ 0.0%)
CODE FREQ  PCT PCT=§ CODE FREQ  PCT PCT=5
¢ 502 12,6 55.0 No INFO 0 2278 53,9 60.8 NONE .
1 214 5,4 61,7 NEVER HARRIED 1 1204 30.0 62.1 MDDERATE
2 1631 40,8 62.9 KARRIED 2 624 15.1 58,5 SEVERE
3 30 0.8 66.7 DIVORCED : T :
4 335 8,6 61.7 DIVORCED» RE=MARRIED
5 $263 31.6 61,2 SEPARATED o
.8 8 0.2 62,5 COMMON=LAN
7 3 0.1 33,3 WIDOWER
010 011 012 013 018
WETGHT HEIGHT AGE AT AGE AT TINE IN.
) RECESTION RELEASE INSTITUTION
KEAN 149,67 68,33 19,34 20,28 9,23
s0 ; 20,68 2.85 0,54 0499 77
N . 8131 € 99,63) 8133 € 99.7%) 4134 ¢ 99.7%) 4057 € 97.9%) 4138 ( 99.8%)
HISSING 15°C .33 13 ¢ 0.3%) 12 ¢ 0.3%) 8¢ .28

9 ( 240

I U T S T

1599

N R R

COMHITHENT COURT
99,9%) H = 6 ¢ 041%)

PCT PCT=S

8+3 5146 JUVENILE .
80,7 62.2 SUPERIOR
1046 58.0 HUNICIPAL

O0s& S5.6 JUSTICE

.

IVING ARRANGEMENT ~
96¢43) M = 189 ( 3,6%)
PCT PCT=§ :

61.1 NO INFO o
6045 WIFE/GIRL FRIEND
616 NATURAL PARENTS

62+9 RELATIVES

50.0 FOSTER PARENTS
67,9 FRIENDSs FIXED
64,6 ALONEs FIXED
57.0 ALUNE» NOT FIXED
47+ 3- GROUP. HOME

68,4 OTHER

40.0
-1y 4
2%.6

o
.

LR
OB NBHON

OL AS FACTOR IN CRIME
100.03) 4 = 0 ¢ 0.0%)

PCT PCT=S
61.6 60.9 NONE

287 6241 PRESENT CRIME .
1347 S8.4 PAST CRIHES ONLY
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B

: OEATH OF PARENTS 016 '
N ® 2136 (100.05) M5 0 { 0.0%) N 8186 (100,08) M= 0 C 040%)
CODE FREQ  PCT PCT=S CODE FREQ  PCT PCT~S |
R § 498 12,06 61,0 FATHER DEAD 0 3488 84,1 61,9 NONE
2 193 4.7 62.7 HOTHER DEAD .1 263 6.3 59.3 1SOLATED
3 6% 1.5 56.3 BaTH DEAD 2 337 8.1 53,3 NODERATE
BLANK < 3391 81,8 6G.8 BOTH LIVING 3 58 1.4 50,0 SEVEAE
018  MILITARY DISCIPLINARY ACTION. 019 HISTORY OF OPIATE USE
N = 3999 € 96.5%3) K » 147 ( 3.5%) N = A186 (100,053)-H= 0 C 0e08)
CODE FREQ  PCT PCTS CODE FREQ - PCT peTes
0 25 0.6 60,0 No INFO 0 3971 95,8 61.8 NONE
£ 301 7.5 65,1 YeS 1 83 1.0 62.5 1S0LATED
2 167 4.2 48,7 Ao 2 102 2.5 82,7 HODERATE
S 3506 B7.T 60,5 NO SERVIEE 3 30 0.7 43.3 SEVERE
s .
ozt NILITARY DISCHARGE 022 HISTORY OF MARIJUAHA USE
N o= 4000 C 96,5%3) M = 186" ( 3,5%) N = 2146 (100.0%) W = 0 € 0.0%)
/7 .
~ ¢ODE FREQ PCT PCT=~s CO0E FREQ PCT PCT=5
0 85 2,1 77.6 NO INFQ 01 3345 80,7 61.3 NONE
1 108 2.6 57.7 HONCRABLE - 203 801 1943 59.2 YES
2 104 2.6 54,8 GENERAL » HONDRABLE CONDITIONS
I»4s5 117 2.9 7048 DISHONORABLE. EYC,
6 25 0.6 T6.0 MEDICAL
7T SO 1.5.72.9 OTHER -
9 3506 87.7 60.5 No SERVICE
024 HISTORY OF SUICIOE ATTEWPTS 025 HISTORY OF ESCAPE °
N ® 4186 €100.01) W= 0 ¢ 0,00 N'® 8146 (100,03) He 0 ¢ 0,08)
CODE FREQ  PCT PCT=§ CODE FRE@  PCT pCT=S$
0 8087 97,6 1.1 NONE 0 3539 85.8 63.3 NONE
1 65 1.6 50.8 INFREQUENT GESTURES 1 526 §2,7 .47.9 WINIHUM SECURITY
2 28 0.6 50.0 FREQUENT GESTURES = 2 81 240 -39.5 HAXIMUK SEGURITY
3 10 0.2 480.0 SERIOUS ATTENPTS ’

S )

@
A\

B I'NDIVIVDVU»AL CASE HISTORY INFORMATION (CONTINUED){

HISTORY OF DRUG MISUSE

DRUGS AS FACTOR IN CRIME .

017 . .
N ® 8186 (100+03) He 0 ( 0.08)
CA0E FREQ  PCT PCT=$

0 - 3788
153 209
2 149

91¢8 61,2
5.0 57.%
396 57.0

NONE - ~
PRESENT CRIME
PAST CRIHES ONL

/
OPIATES AS FACTOR

020 IN CRIME
N w2146 (100,03) M = 0 ¢ 0.0%)
CODE FREQ PCT PCT=S
0 4046 97.6 &1.3 NONE ,
123 73 1.8 42.5 PRESENT CRIKE
2 27 0.7 37,0 PASY CRIMES ONL

e

oa3 HISTORY OF GLUE SKRIFFING

N = 4146 (100,05) N » 0 ¢ T.0%)

CODE  FREQ  PCT PCT=S

0,2 3890 93,8 61,0 NONE
1s3 256 6.2 5846 YES

P
e

Wi
baN

1026 . HISTORY OF PERSONALITY PATTERN

OISTURBANCE (PSYCHIATRIC LABELING)
W® 8146 (100,0%) Hs . 0 C 0,080

CODE FREQ  PCT £CT=sS

0 2012 9648 61,2 NOME
19203 138 342 50,0 YES
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027 HISTORY OF. HOMOSEXUAL AcTS
K = 4186 1100.4%) M » 0 ¢ 0,0%)
CODE FREQ  PLT PCT=S
o 38009 96~7 618 NONE
1 79 1+9 80,5 1S0LATED
2 83 1,0 53,5 REPEATED
3 15 0.4 53.3 PATTERN
830 HISTORY OF SEXUAL SEyYIATIONS
¥ = 4136 (100,0%3 H = 0¢ 0.08)
CODE FREQ  PLT PCT=S
D 3929 98,8 60.8 KONE
1 156 3.8 57,1 ISOLATED
2 61 5.5 72,1 REPEATED
033 HISTORY OF RAPE

How 81356 (100,0%) # =

€ODE FREG

g 8026
H 120

0 0,08}
PCT PLT=S

97,1 60.9 NONE
2.9 60.0 VES

e

INDIVIDUAL CASE HISTORY INFORMAYION (CONTINUED)

.

028

031

03a

HISTORY OF PSYCHOSIS
N = 4146 (100.08) H =

CODE/ FREQ . PCY PLT»§

49

HISTORY OF MEURDSIS
N = 4146 (100.03) K =

COOE FREQ

0 K092 98,7 61,1 KONE

{923

WISTORY OF PERSONALITY TRAIT
N = 3146 (100.0%) H =
CQDE  FREQ
0 3870 93.3 61.6 NONE

10293

53

276

s

. 0 8097 98.8 40,8 HONE
10223

1.2 6142 YES

.PCT PLT=S

13 84,4 YES

DISTURBANCE
PCY PCT=S

5.7 51.1 YES

0 £ 0.0%)

o 0403

8¢ .01

N

PAGE 3 ©

029 . HISTORY OF SOCIOPATHIC. PERSONALITY

DISTURBANCE
Hoe 8146 (1004083 K = 0 ¢ 0.08)
. CODE FREG  PCT PCT=S

0 42031 9742 61,2 NOKE
19223 113 2.9 45,2 YES

032 HISTORY OF BRAIN DAMAGE

N o= 8146 (100.0%) K = 0 ¢ 0.0%)
COOE FREQ  PCT pET=S

0s2 4118 99,3 60.9 NONE
123 28 0.7 53.6 YES

HISTORY OF EPILEPSY
0 ¢ 0.0

93s
N » 31486 (190.,0%) M =
CODE FREQ  PCT PCT=S

0rl 2125 99.5 60.8 HONE
203 21 05 61.9 YES
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INTELLIGENCE FACTORS PAGE &
ARMY GENERAL CLASSIFICATION TEST CALIFORNIA TEST OF HENTAL MATURITY D=8
036 037 038 039 040 041 ‘ 04z 043
- 1@ VERBAL NUHERICAL SPATIAL AVERAGE Ig LANGUAGE Iq  NON=LANGUAGE Ig RAW SCORE
FTAR 99,42 48,80 56408 53410 50481 B6,.98 98,17 20.97
sp 11.23 21.25 25,83 24,64 13,89 16,56 1%,09 7.72
N 2683 [ 68.7%) 2879 ( 64.6%) 2682 (.64.73) 2663 ¢ 64,7%3 3865 { 93.2%3 3867 ( 93.3%) 3877 ( 93.53) 2712 (- 65.4%) .
KISSING 3862 ( 35.3%) {4867 { 35.8%) 1468 ( 35.3%) 1463 ( 35.3%3 28y ( 6,83%) 279 { 647%) 269 { 6,5%) 1833 ( 38,6%)
RAVEN HATRICES SHIPLEY HARTFORD 048 INTELLIGENCE CLASSIFICATION
044 645 046 047 - . N = 4126 { 99,583 4= 20 ¢ @.,5%)
RA¥ SCORE e LANGUAGE ABSTRACY
CODE FREQ FCT PCT=S
. HEAN 43,33 96405 23,75 " 24,02 '
o s0 8,66 18,38 | 5.85 - 7.98 i 23 0.6 6.6 MENTAL DEFEQTIV
H 3517 € BR.8B3) 1767 ( 82.6%) 2767 ( 66.7%) 2696 £ 65.0%) 2 127 3.1 43,0 BORDERLINE
= MISSING 629 € 15.2%) 2379 € 57.4%) 1379 C 33.3%5) 3450 { 35.0%) 3 1000 23,2 59,2 DULL NORMAL
) R 2450 59.1 60,7 NORMAL
S 836 10.8 63,7 BRIGHT NORHAL
6 .8% 2.0 67,9 SUPERIOR
7 9 0+2 77,8 VERY SUPERIGR
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ACADEHIC FACTORS PAGE 5
. CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TEST BATTERY
- 0as 050 051 052 055 054 055 056
READING READING READING ARITHHETIC ARITHMETIC "ARITHHETIC LANGUAGE LANGUAGE
VOCABULARY  COMPREKENSIQN AVERAGE REASONING FUNGAHENTALS AYERAGE ~MECHANICS SPELLING
KEAR 7.55 7,66 7.62 7,47 7,27 7.39 722 7,35
S0 2478 2:49 2+66 L 2423 1,986 2+03 2:52\\\\‘;\ 2460
N 4066 ( 98.1x) 8060 { 970983 A0S7.( 98.1%) 4067 ¢ 9B841%) 4066 ( FEIIJ §066 € S8e1%) 4001 £ 96.5%) 3991 { 9643%)
HISSING 83 { 1.9%) 86 ¢ 2.1%) 729 ¢ 1.9%) 79 ¢ 1.9%) 80 ¢ 1.9%) 80 C 14823 145 ¢ 3.,5%) 155 ¢ 3.7%)
CATB SENERAL APTITUDE TEST BATTERY
057 - 058 659 660 - 061 62 . - 063 06%
- LANGUAGE TOTAL GRADE GENERAL VERBAL NUHERICAL SPATIAL PERCEPTIONAL CLERTICAL
) AVERAGE PLACEMENT  ~ INTELLIGENCE APTITUDE APTITUDE APTITUDE APTITUBE ~  APTITUDE
®EAN 7.30 7,42 90,30 . 86,06 " 87,56 102,83 99,32 93,748
- sb 2445 . 228 16024 . ) 15.20 19.93 20653 19,51 15,06
¥ 3998 ¢ 96.83) 4068 ( 98.1%3) 3888 ( 93.G%) 3B75 ( 93.55) 3887 ( 93.8%) 3857  93.6%) 3885 ( 93.7%)- 3857 ( 93.8%)
KISSING 1883 € 34632 78 { 1.9%) 258 . 6+2%) 271 C 6.5%) 259 { 64253 25T C 6425} 261 { 5.3%) 259 ¢ 5.2%)
GENERAL APTITUDE TEST BATTERY A
065 . 066 067 ' 068 069 070 o7t
. HOTOR FINGER KANUAL GRADE GRADE DIFFERENCE I DIFFERENCE YI
COORDINATION DEXTERITY DEXTERITY CLAINED ACHIEVED
HEAN 96,38 91.02 111.76 10417 7,42 2,74 =3,37
. S0 18,58 . 19.42 2161 .83 ' 2.23 2:19 195
N 3886 ¢ 9347%) 3871 ( 9344%) 3678 ( 93.5%) 4070 ( 98.255 4068 ¢ 9841%) 4039 ¢ 97.4Y) 4053 ¢ 97.8%)
NISSING 260 € #43%) 275 ( 6.6%) 268 ( 6,583 76 ( 1,8%) T8 { 1.9%) 107 ¢ 2.6%) 93 ¢ 2,2%)
DIFFERENCE It GRADE CLAIMED = GRADE ACHIEVED
DIFFERENCE IXt GRADE ACHIEVED = GRADE EXPECTED
o972 ACADERIC TRAINING pOTENTING-T 073 ACADEMIC TRAINING POTENTYAL IX ora STAFF RECOMMEMNDATION-FOR
‘ ACADEHIC TRAINING
Now 3892 € 93,933 H »s 258 ¢ &.13) Nom 3999 ( 96,5%8) H = 187 ¢ 3.5%) H o= 3998 ( 96.4%) H = 148 ( 3.6%)
CODE FREG  PCY PET=S €ODE FREQ  PCT PCI-S CODE FREQ PCT PCTwS
193 2589 66,5 62.4 HOTIVATED ¢ 155 3.9 53.5 NO INFO 0 1112 27.8 59.5 NONEs NO IKFQ
2°4 1303 33,5 S7.6 NOT HOTIVATED 1s3 2580 54,5 61.9 HOTIVATED 1 2886 72.2 61.3 YES
254 818 205 5B8.4 NOT NOTIVATED ’
5 22 0.6 &5.5 INELIGIBLE
6 428 0.6 66,0 N5 DIPLOMA - )

Vi
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ACADEHIC FACTORS (CONTINUED) PAGE 6. o
075 . _GRADE CLAIMED 076 GRADE ACHIEVED 677  AGE LEFT SCHOOL
N % 807U ¢ 98,28) k= 74 ¢ 1,81) N ® G068 ¢ 98.1%) ux 78 ¢ 1.9%) N = 3935 ( 94,930 He 211 € 5.13
COOE FREG  PCT PCT-$ CODE - FREQ  PCT PCT=§ CODE FREQ  PCT peTss
E 0 0.0 0,0 1 12 0,3 s58.3 12 13 0.3 46.2 YEARS OLD
2. 0 0.0 0.0 2 107 2.6 58,9 13 20 0.5 as.o
3 3 01 0.0 3 252 6,2 &3.5 18 95 2.3 56,8
& 5 0.1 40.9 A 266 6.5 62.9 15 314 8.0 59.9
) 5 21 0.5 62,9 - 5 808 10,0 60.3 16 1526 2446 60.1
6  38° 0,5 57.9 6 597 1a.7 58,5 , 17 1396 35,5 60.2
7 94 2.3 59.4 7 687 1649 61.1 18+ 971 24,7 65.6
8 373 7.9 &0.4 8 671 16.5 60.2 i
9 685 16,8 59.4 -9 492 12,1 59,1 . S : .
16 1099 27,0 6p.1 i0 363 8.9 &2.9 ) :
11 1051 25,8 62.5 11 157 3.9 67.5
12 706 17,3 62.0 12 sa. 1.3 72:2 |
13 &0 1.0 75.p 13 1 0.0 1000
14+ 5 0.1 Bpio 18 1 0,0 100,0 ﬁ
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VOCATIONAL FACTORS
. <%$§%>i :
078 - VOCATIONAL TRAINING=GOTENTIAL 079 VOCATIONAL TRAINING POTENTIAL
W0ODSHOP INSTRUCTOR'S RAVINE METALSHOP INSTRUCTOR'S RATING
N e 1036 ¢ 25,082 M = 3110 ( 75,08) "~ N = 996  24.0%) K = 3150 ( 76.0%)
CODE FRE@ PCT PCT=§ CODE FREQ  PCT PCTeS
1+3 773 73.6 60.8 HOTIVATED 103 696 69,9 62,5 HOTIVATED
208 263 25.8 60.1 UNHOTIVATED 2¢4 300 30.1 58,3 UNHOTIVATED
L4 N -
081  yOCATIONAL TRAINING POTENTIAL II ‘0g2 LENGTH OF EXPERIENCE
N = 3998 € 96.8%) H = 148 { 3.63) K o= 3997 964833 H = 149 ¢ 3.6%)
CODE FREQ  PCT PCT=S ) CODE FREQ  PCT PCT=S
0 232 5.8 57.8 Ng INFO ‘ 0 -459 11.5 58.8 NONE
1»3 2872 73,8 62.2 MGTIVATED 1 1466 36,7 59,3 0=6 MONTHS
258 691 17,3 57.7 UNMOTIVATED 2 725 1841 65,2 6-12 MONTHS
5 201 5,0 62.7 INELIGIBLE 3 318 7.9 59,9 12-18 HONTHS
s 2 0.1 100.0 HS DIPLOWA A 138 3.5 63.8 18=28 MONTHS
: S 433 kO-b 66,3 28+ HONTHS
6 407 10.2 5B8.7 SPORADIC
S S5 1.8 56,4 NO INFO
08a . UNION STATUS , 08s OCCUPATIONAL DISABILITIES
N = 3999.C 96.5%) M = 187 ¢ 3.5%3 N = 3998 C 96.43) N = 148 ( 3,6%)
N” \;,
CODE FREQ. PCT PCTS . CODE FREQ  PCT PCT=S
0 29 “\0.7 62.1 Np INFO 0 37 0.9 64,9 ND INFO
1 309 W7 65.7 YES 1 239 6.0 62,8 YES

93.1 61.1 HO

0890

0g3

CO0E

103
2:8

CODE

. 0
1

PAGE 7

VOCATIONAL TRAINING PUTENTIAL
COUNSELDR'S RATING
N = 3892 € 93.93) H = 254 (¢ 6e1X)

FREQ

2179
1113

PCT PCT=S

Ti¢8 62,8 HOTIVATED
2846 57,1 UNHOTIVATED

STAFF RECOMMENDATION FOR
VOCATIUNAL TRAINING
N = 3999 ( 95.51) M s 187 ¢ 3.5%)

FREQ

1065
2934

PCT PCT=S

26e6 59.7 NONEs 8O INFO
T3.4 6348 YES



- 086

OCCUPATIONRAL HISTORY

N = 2000 ( 96.5%) M a 186 (. 0.1%)
CODE FREQ PCT PCTes C00E
12 21 0,5 76.2 CARPENTRY 12.
184 26 0,7 73.1 CONSTRUCTION 13
18=22 9 0.2 88.9 ELECTRICAL 18=22
38 6 0s2 6647 HASONRY 38,
83 8 0.2 50,0 HILL & CABINET a3
57 82 1.1 59.5 HOUSE PAINTING a7
48 7 0.2 T1.4 PLASTERING 48
49 3 0.1 0,5 PLUMBIRG 49
52 1 0.0 0.0 REFRIG & AIR COND 52
54 11 0.3 54.5 SHEET METAL 54
12 4 0.1 50,0 SKILLED TRADE 72
2+3 0 0,0 0.0 ATR HECHANICS 253
7 36 0,9 72.2 AUTO MECHANICS 7
T8 16 0.8 43.8 BODY & FENDER 6
31 28 0.7 60.7 KEAVY EQUIPMENT 3
405424435 18 0,8 S7.1 GENERAL HECHANIC a0:82,45
S1 S 0.1 80.0 TV REPAIR 51
61 27 0.7 $3.0 WELDING 61
10035 .+ 82 2.1 65.9 MAINTENANCE 10035
S 0 0.0 0.0 INDUSTRIES 33
1224,38s88 209 5.2 58,9 LaNDSCAPING 122803644
56¢60 33 0,8 66,7 mAREKDUSE TRAIN 56260
77 2583 63,65 60.7 UNSKILLED - 77
8 5 0.1 60,0 BAKING 8
15 89 2.2 64,0 COGKING 15
16 3 0.1 100,0 CULINARY RRTS 16
26 4 0.1 100.0 FOOD SERVICES 26
39 7 0.2 57.1 MEAT CUTTING 39
9 6 0,2 100.0 BXRBERING 9
17 13 0.3 . 6%.5 DRY CLEANING 17
55 7 042 57,1 SHOE REPAIR 55
59 12 0.3 58,3 UPHOLSTERY 59
L} 1 0.0 100.0 ARTS & CRAFTS &
30 1 0.0 100.0 GRAPHIC ARTS 30
&3 A Oor OB WECH DRAFTIRG L13
50 3 0.1 33.5 PRINTING 50
87 0 0.0 0.0 DEFESRED 87
as 16 0.8 55.3 NO INFO 88
99 0 0.0 0.0 INST CONVENIENCE 9%
0 422 10.6 5B.8 REJECTS TRAINING 0

276 649 6401

Q

GTHER

FREQ

183
8
156
129
88
85
66
61
49
37
1
18
a17
100
21
37
0
322
38
1a
126
83
7
40
29
62
55
38
4
55
56
114
31
35
138
28
102
29
13
989
178

PCcT

L R}
QOO OONOOOOrmermm DNWWO D
FOMO OV NODNWUNNE-NNODN O

> & 0 & & »+ K & © SuS @& &6 8 S 9 & & S o

3.2

-

PCT=$

65,6
62,5
60,9
58.9
61,8
57,6
57.6
59,0
65,3
6292
0.0
61,1
63,0
54.0
57.1
62.2
0.0
64,9
63,2
59.5
51,2
7i.48
65.0
62.1
61.3
60.0
7T1e1
75,0

. 60.0

69.6
6045
68,5
71.4
68,7
53.6
62,7
46,2
59,8
55.6

N = 3998 € 9644%) M = 188 (¢ 0.13)

YOCATIONAL FACTORS (CONTINUED)

087 COUNSELORYS RECOMMENDATION FOR TRAINING 088 PRIKARY

CODE
CARPENTRY 12
CONSTRUCTION 15
ELECTRICAL 18=22
HASONRY 38
MILL & CABINET a3
HOUSE PAINTING a7
PLASTERING 48
PLUMBING 49
REFRIG & AIR COND 52
SHEET uEYay | 53
SKILLED TRADE 72
AIR HECHANICS 23

AUTO HECHANICS 7
BODY & FENDER 6
HEAVY EQUIPMENT 31
GENERAL MECHANIC 40,42,45

TV REPAIR 51
WELDING 61
MAINTENANCE 10,35
INDUSTRIES 33
LANDSCAPING 1228236524
WAREHOUSE TRAIN 56560
UNSKILLED . 77
BAKING 8
CNQKING 15
CULINARY ARTS 16
FOOD SERVICES 26
HEAT CUTTING 39

BARBERING 9

DRY CLEANING 17
SHOE REPAIR 55
UPHOLSTERY . 59
ARTS & CRAFTS - 4
GRARHIC ARTS- 306
HECH DRAFTING a1
PRINTING 58
DEFERRED 87
NO INFO 88
INST CONVENIENCE 99
REJECTS TRAINING 0
OTHER

FREQ

393
19
155
99
74
78
56
66
39
31

113

i3
502

790
194

25/

pcY

@« 8 8 & 5 ¢ % & 5 ° e w e w

Qe OQONOCONOD OONCOOOQM W NN WD P

[~ =)
o % e p
LR~

1.1

[
-
n

1

oN
)
(V]

oo

oaOnN
o o 0
AT = O

126
C.0
19,6
8.9

Rt O ECNO RO O HBWWUVUVOONEOOVUVY U

PAGE

pCT=S

63.2
57.9
65,2
S56¢6
63.5
61.9
57.1
60,6
71.8
613
89.5
63,8
64,5
55:9
64,7

. 5B+3

50.0
65,8
59.4
100.0
6141
45,9
60.0
67 .4
55'6
7¢.6
71,1
76.0
Ti.48
6647
63.2
50.0
65".:'
67,5
55.2
55.6
58.6

0.0
56,5
61.9

Eﬁ
N\
NS
W
) j
‘\\r:
¢

AREA OF VOCATIONAL INTEREST

VOCATIONAL TRAINING
N = 3999 ( 96.5%) W =

187 ¢ 0.13)

CARPENTRY
CONSTRUCTION
ELECTRICAL
HASONRY

MILL & CABINET
HOUSE PAINTING
PLASTERING
PLUMBING

REFRIG & AIR COND
SHEET METAL
SKILLED TRADE
AIR MECHANICS
AUTO MECHANICS
BODY & FENDER
HEAVY EQUIPHENT
GENERAL MECHANIC
TV REPAIR
RELDING
MAINTENANCE
INDUSTRIES
LANDSCAPING
WAREHGUSE TRAIN
UNSKILLED -
BAKING

COUKING
CULINARY ARTS
FOOD SERVICES
HEAT CUTTING
BARRERING

DRY CLEANING
SHOE REPAIR
UPHOLSTERY

ARTS & CRAFTS
GRAPRIC ARTS
MECH DRAFTING
PRINTING
DEFERRED

NO INFO -

INST CONVENIENCE
REJECTS TRAINING

OTHER

e
oY
M
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= PERSONALITY FACTORS PRGE 9
3 " CALIFORNIA PSYCHOLOGICAL INVENTORY _
ogs - . 090 091 092 093 094 095
- DO e s sy ©sp SA | RE
KEAN 38,37 - 39,36 48,10 87,28 50.89 37.68 30,97
§0 12.10 . 11.88 11.48 11410 11,42 13,63 $1+38
N 3103 ¢ 72.83) 3103 ( 74.8%) 3103 ( 74.83) 3103 ( 74,8%) 3103 ¢ 74.8g) 3103 ( 74.8%) 3103 ¢ 74i8%) 3103
KISSING 1083 ( 25,2%) 1043 ¢ 25.28) 1043 (.25,2%) 043 ¢ 25.,2%) 1043 ¢ 25.2%) 1043 ¢ 25,28) 1043 ( 25,2%) 1043
. f Y R - X
< 097 o 098 299 100 fo1 102 1e3
) st . 10 61 cM AC Al IE o
MEAN 41477 32,83 43439 38,64 37,09 39,47 34457
s0 1114 * 11.77 10,82 1184 . 12s32 10.20 12,85
u 3103 ( 74.8%)° 3103 € 78.8%% 3103 ¢ 74.8%) 3153 { 75.8%) 3103 ( 74.83) 323103 ( 73.B%) 3103 ( 74.85) 3103
HISSTNG 1053 € 25.2%Y 1693 € 25.2%) 1883 ¢ 25-.2%3 1083 ( 25.2%% $683 { 25.2%) 1043 ( 25.2%F 1043 ( 25.2%) §o43
105 106 T 107 :
FX FE CP1 EQUATION '
WEAN 49.61 49.08 7 g9,82 - :
§0 9.54 - 9,93 8,98 -
y 13103 €774.8%) 3086 ( 74.08%) 3102 € 78.8%5
KISSING 1023 { 25,2%) 1060 ¢ 25.6%) 1044 { 25.,2%)
MINNESOTA MULTIPHASIC PERSONALITY INVENTORY .
108 109 110 15 112 L1130 114
Tt F K HS U] HY PO
NEAN 58.42 61,60 -~ 51463 53452 . 60,98 - 55,97 74034
Sﬁ A 6;68 ) 9.70 9'25 : .10;9? 12-03 9!05 ll»zl
N 3128 ( 75,883 3128 ¢ 75.4%) 3128 ( T5.4%) 3128 ( 75.,4%) 3128 ( 7o.4%) 3128 ( 75.4%) 3128 ( 75.4%)
 MISSING 1018 ( 24,6%) 1018 ( 24.6%) 1018  24.6%) 1018 ( '24,6%) 1018 € 23.6%) ~ 1018 ( 23,633 1018 ( 24.6%)
X 116 17 118 119 120 123 ’ 122
K , PA PT 5¢ , HA 81 MMPI EQUATIGN Py
' : : St S . MATURITY LEVEL
KEAR 59,87 61481 86471 68,45 53,39 50491 24.88
S0 $2,35 o 13e32 14467 11,91 10,06 - 3,03 .. Bs98
3128 ( 7S.4%) 3128 € 7S.a%) 3128 ( 75.4%) 3128 ( 7S.4%) 3108 ( T5.0%) 3126 ¢ 75.8%) 3185 ( 76.71)
T 1038 ¢ 25.0%) 10620  23.6%8) 963 ( 23.3%

L
RISSING 1018 € 24.6%) 1018 { 28456%) 1018 ¢ 24.86%) 1018 ¢ 23.6%)

b

096.
.80 -

32,68
9473
¢ 7T4.8%
(\25-23

104
PY

43453
12,20
{ 74.8%
{ 2528

115
M/F

54,81 |

S 9,79 !
3128 ( 1514:
1018 ¢ 24,63
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<Pt EQUATION

N 3162 { 74.83) K = 1048 { 25.2%)

€abE

35~
4

&7

a8

&9

sg

51

52

53
58+

127

ACTUAL
SULCESS

FAILURE

TOTAL

£HY $9

174668
1278

488

3336
704
632

FREQ

PCT PCT=S
618 19.9 56.8
182 5.9 59.3
211 6.8 55.0
286 7.9 S8.1
273 6,8 S8,2
232 7.5 59.5
207 6,7 63.8
219 7.1 6146
200 6.4 69.5
714 23,0 6B.5
€PI PREDICTION
" SygcEss FATLURE
1278 ¢ 41.22) 632 { 20.3)
{ 66,93} { 33.1%)
{ 62.5%) ¢ 56443}
708 ( 22,7%) 488 ( 15.7%)
€ 59.1%3 . - { 80,93
€ 35.5%) € 43.63)
1932 ¢ $3,9%) 1120 € 36.i%)
£100.0%) {100.0%)
= 19.27 2 OF
3
56,9 HITS

PERSONALITY FACTORS (CONTIHUED) -

124

COOE FREQ  PCT

4%= 119 2,8

46 95 3,0

A7 163 5,2

58 261 843

&% 338 10.8

50 382 (2.2

51 412 13.2

52 405 13,0

§3 371 31,9

544 580 18.4

TOTAL

1910 € 61.6%)
€100,9%)

1192 ( 38,4%)
{100.0%}

3102 (100.0%)

81.2 CORRECT SUCCESS PREDICTIONS (TRUE POSITIVES)
15.7 CORRECY FAJLURE PREDICTIONS (TRUE NEGATIVES)

43+ HISSES

22,7 INCORRECY SUCCESS PREDICTIONS (FALSE PASITIVESS
20.% INCORRECY FAILURE PREDICTIONS (FALSE NEGATIVES)

HKPI EQUATION
N % 3126 € 75.,4%) H = 1020 { 28.6%)

PAGE 10

Pl PREDICTION
N s 3102 ¢ TR.8%) H = 1088 ( 25.2%)

125

PET~y CODE FREQ  PCT PCT=S
51,3 48+ 1982 63+9 68.5 SUCLESS
66,3 <48 1120 36v% 56.4 FAILURE
57.1
57.9 126 HHPI PREDICTION
6049 ] N = 3126 € 75,8%) M = 1020 { 28.6%)
63,6
62.1 CODE FRE®  PCT PCT=$
64,2
66,2 89+ 2335 78.7 62.7 SUCCESS
60,2 <49 79;\ 25¢3 57.8 FAILURE
125 MMPI PREDICTION
ACTUAL SUCCESS FAILURE TOTAL
SUCCESS 1863 ¢ 46,8%) 857 { 18.6%3 1920 ( 61.4%)
¢ 76,2%) ( 23,8%) €100,0%)
62,733 { 57.8%3
FAILURE 872 ( 27.90) 334 ¢ 10.73) 1206 { 3B,6%)
€ 72.3%) t 27.7%) {160.0%)
€ 37,35 { 52.20)
TaTAL 2335 ¢ 7A.T3) 791 ¢ 25,331 33126 (100,0%)
£100.0%) €100.03)
CHI S& = 5,73 2 OF
N 5
1797 57,5 HITS ’ , A
1863 46,8 CORRECT SUCCESS PREDICTIONS (TRUE pOSITIVES) -
338 10.7 CORRECT FAILURE PREDICTIONS (TRUE NEGATIVES)
$329 42,5 MISSES 4
B72 27,9 INCORRECT SUCCESS PREDICTIONS (FALSE POSITIVES)
857 4,6 INCORRECT FAILURE PREDICTIONS (FALSE NEGATIVES)

o)
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PSYCHIATRIC FACYORS (CONTINUED)
STUpY GROUP

ek

PAGE 13

149 REASONS FOR REFERRAL 150  DAIGNDSIS OF TREATHENT HoTIVATIgN 151 QRECOHMMENDATION FOR GROUP COUNSELING
N = 2146 C1000%) H = G { Ce0X) N = 3146 (100.0%) W = ¢ { G012 N = 3186 (100.0%) H = 0 ¢ 0.0%)
€00E FREQ  PcT PLT=S CODE FREQ  PCT PLT~S COGE  FREQ  PCT PCT=S

oo 3  0¢f 6647 NONE 0 113 2.7 57.5 NOoMOTIVATION < 2 0.0 50.0 NO

a1 8y 2,0 531.9 BOARD ORDER 19243 51 1.2 52.9 HOTIVATED 1=6 107 2+6 58,9 YES

02 15 0.8 4647 P.h« REQUEST .9 3982 96.0 61,0 NO INFO 9 8037 97«8 60.9 NO INFO -

03 114 2,7 53.5 STAFF REFERRAL ‘ .
04 186 4,5 67,7 NATURE OF CRIME ‘

05 11 6,3 63.6 TREATHENT HISTY 152 DIAGNOSIS OF VIOLENCE POTENTIAL 153 RECOMMENDATION FOR ACAUEMIC/VOCATIONAL
06 60 1.8 56,7 PRIOR HENTAL ILL . TRAINING

67 115 2.8 -62.6 SEXYAL PROBLEM o= 4146 £100.0%5) M = 0 ( 0.08) o= 3135 (10040%) B x - 0 ( Gs5%8)

08 8 0.2 75,0 KARCOTICS PROBLEM

09 ¢ 0,1 100.0 ALCOHOL PROBLEM CODE FREQ  PCT PCT=5™ CODE FREQ PCT PCT=§ .

10 27 0.7 51.9 SUICIDE POTENTIAL . g

13 7 0.2 57.1 EFILEPSY 0 120 2,9 62,5 NONE 0 . &6 0.1 66.7 §O

12 27 0.7 59.3 ORGANICITY 303 T8 1.9 53,8 HODERATE 1 123 3.0 61.8 YES

13 242 5,8 62.5 VIDLENCE POTENTIAL.  1+2 290 1,0 55,0 SEVERE $ 4017 96.% 60,8 HO INFO

12 B 0.2 50.0 INTELLECTUAL 9 3908 94,3 61,0 KO INFO

15 28 0,6 54,2 ASSAULTIVE BEHAVIOR

18 2 0,0 50,0 VTRAINING - ’ )
19 2% 0.7 51,7 TREATMENT NEEpD 154 SPECIFIC CONDITIONS RELATED TG 155 PRIDR KENTAL HEALTH CARE “
20 S 0.2 77.8 RDJUSTHENT VIOLENCE POTENTIAL -

21 2% 0.7 69,0 TRANSFER N = 2146 (100.03) M = 0L 0,08} N = 4186 (100.0%3 ¥ = o ¢ 0,0%)

22 5 0.1 40,0 CARLY RELEASE

23 7T 0.2 B5,7 SELF~REFERAL CODE FREQ PCT PCT-S CODE FREQ PCT PCT-S

1799 8 0,2 62,5 OTHER y :
1 12 0.3 50,0 SUICIDE POTENTIAL 0 7° 0.2 100.0 NONE
156  RECOMHENDATION FOR PSYCHG?HERAPY 25348 11 043 365.3 ALCOHOL/DRUGS 1 26 0.6 53.8 HOSPITAL
N = 2135 {100,0%) N » 6 ¢ 0.0%) 5 4 Dy 75.0 UNDER THREAT . 2 0 " 0.C 0.0 PRIVATE DOCTOR
6 1 0,0 0,0 AGAINST FAWILY - . - 3 10 .. 0,2 60,0 HENTAL HEALTH
< CODE FREQ  PCT RCT~S 7 3 0.1 100,0 MENTAL YLLNESS - 4 27 0.7 40,7 CORRECTIONS
] i 020 ¢.,9 DTHER ~ Y21 85 2+0 63,31 DYHER ' -
0 J01 2.2 35%.4 Ry BLARK 4118 95.2 386.9 KONE - -7 36 0,9 66.7 COMBINATION
18 161 2.4 57i4 YES ' o - ~ § 3956 5.8 60.9% NO INFO
T BLANK 3948 95,1 63,0 No INFO
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STUGY GROYP

] 157 ACYTE BRAIMN OISORDERS 158 PSYCHONEURNTIC REACTIONS 559  TRANSIENT sITUATIﬂNAL PERSONALITY
s . DISTURBANCE
N = 3146 (100.0%3 ¥ « 0 f 0:0%) N % 8146 (100,053 % = 0 ( 6G.0X) "N = 8186 (100.6%)3 M » 0 ¢ 0.05)
nns FREQ  PLT PCT=$ CODE FREQ  PET pCT-$ CODE FREG PCT PCT~S
0230 1 0.0 168,0 DRUG POISONING 2860 21 0.5 57.1 ANXIETY 5410 2 0.0 100.0 AQULT SITUATION
4345 100,06 60,8 OTHERs NONE 3050 9 0,2 T7.8 ORSESSIVE~~JMPULSIVE 5840 A7 %ai 55.3 ADOLESCENY
o 8060 10 0.2 50.0 UNSPECIFIED 4097 98.& 60.9 OTHERs NUNE
& 4106 59.0 60,9 DTHERs NONE
150 CHRONIC BRAIN SYNDRONME 151 PERSONALYTY PATTERN OISTURBANCE 152 SUMMARY PSYCHIATRIC DIAGNOSIS
¥ o= k146 C100.0%3 H » 6 ¢ 0.0%) Now 3385 (100.0%) N = o { 0.0%) N = 5146 (100.08)°H x 0 ¢ 0.0%)
CODE FREG  PCT PCT~S CODE FREQ  PCT pLY~§ CODE §FREQ PCT PCT>S
1600 2. 4¢D 100,08 CONCLUSIVE 5000 39 0.9 69.2 INADEQUATE &  Oel 100.0 BRAIN OISORDERS
1943 1 0.0 100.0 UNSPECIFIED _ ».5010 68 1.5 648,§ SCHIZO0ID 29 0.7 62.1 PSYCHOTEC
2143 99,9 60.8 GTHER, NONE 24 B030 3 0.1 66,7 PARANDID 40 3.0 60.0 NEURDTIC
: gl 3 0.1 $00.0 UNSPECIFIED 109 2.6 6740 PATTERN DISTY
8037 974 60,7 DTHER» NONS 205 6.9 5645 TRAIT DiST
58 1.1 63.6 PERSONALITY OIST
’ ]9 12 57:)} TRANSIERT BIST
. BLAHK 3666 884 60,9 NONE
165 AFFECTIVE REACTIONS 168 PfRSGNALYT¥ TRAIY DISTURBANCE 1s5 PRESENT SYMPTOMS OF PSYCHOSIS
N o= 2184 £100.0%) H = g ¢ 0.0%) R = 3146 (100.03) H = 6% 0.02) N = 4146 (100.9%) H = - 0 ( 0.0%}
° CODE FREQ  PCT PCT=% CODE FREQ - PCT PCT=$ CGDE FRER  PCT PCT~S§
3 213¢ ! 0.0 0.0 JEPRESSIVE 5160 42 1.0 54,8 EMDTIONALLY UNSTABLE b4 § 0,1 25,6 DELUSIONS
2145 100.0  60.9 OTHERs MONE 5110 166 3.9 56.9 PASSIVE=AGRESSIVE 2 3 D¢t 66.7 BALLUCINATIONS
& 5120 2 0.0 100,0 CUMPULSIVE .3 & 0.1 25.0 THOUGHT DISTORT
: 5135 . 1 0.0 0.0 UNSPECIFIED 4 ~D 0.0 0.0 5TuPOR
Igay 95.1 6141 OTHERes HONE . S “§ 0.0 106.0 REALITY DISTORT
6 11 0.3 7237 REMISSIGN
BLANK 8123 99.8 &0.9 NO INFG
| 188 ScHIZOPHRENTIC REACTIONS 167 SOCIOPATHIC PERGORALITY DISTURBAKCE 168 PRESENT SYHPTOHS « GENERAL
: N = 8186 {100,032 H = 0 ( 0.0%) N = 3186 (100,082 ¥k * o ( 0,0%) N = 3146 (100,0%) 8 = 0 ¢ 0.0%8) —
E CODE  FREQ  PCT PCT=S CODE FREG  PCT pCT=§ €OOE FREQ  PLT PCT=S
: 2200 3 8y 100.0 SINPLE 5200 19 0.5 63,2 ANTISOCTIAL " 1 115 2.8 60.0 DEPRESSION
2230 10 0.2 70.0G PARANGIO 5280 47 0.2 &7.1 DYSSOCIAL . 2 27 ©«7 51.9 GUILT 7
2280 1 0.0 0.0 ACUTE UNDIFFRENY 5220 5  0s1 105.0 SEXUAL DEVIATION 3 117 2.8 S6.8 ANXIETY
2250 §  Gu2 66,7 CHRDAIC UNDIFFRENY 5240 - § 0.0 3100.0 KOT DISORD SEX 4 3 0.l 66.7 APATHY
2260 S Q.1 80.0 SCHIZO®AFFECTIVE 5270 2 0i0 160.0 UNSPECIFIED s 3% 0.9 S5B.3 uOSTILITY
4118 99.3 606.8 GYHER» NONE 4162 98.9 £0.8 DTHERe NOKE I 6 Oel 5647 INSECURITY
w5 i - ’ : 7 25 046 68.0 SUSPICIOUSNESS®
’ S & 131 3.2 58.2 DEPERDENCY
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169 3% ' 170 . VIOLATION OFFENSE 173 o
N = 2183 € 99,93) H = 3¢ 0,1%) K= {405 £ 33,95) M = 2781 C 664182 N = 3000 { 96i53) H & 146 ( 3,580
€ODE FREG  PCT/PCT=S (GODE FREQ  PCT PCT-S COOE FREG  PCT pCT=S . ‘

19 0.5 52,6 HOKICIDE 17 1.2 0.0 HONICIDE 0 2857 61.4 59.6 NONE
13 0.3 100,0 NEGLIGENT uANSLAusnrﬁs co1 041 0.0 NEGLIGENT MANSLAUGRYER 1 1000 25.0 62.7 MDDERATE ,
438 10,6 70.3 ROSBBERY ' 168 12,0 - 0,0 RNBBERY 2 583 13.6 65.7 SERIOUS .
233 - 5,6 T3,7 ASSAULY : : B 643 0,0 ASSAULTY
L 1080 26,1 60.0- BURGLARY 265 18,9 0.0 BURGLARY R ' ~
e 421 10,2 61.0 THEFY 123 . 8.8 0.0 THEPT 172 CASEWORKER'S ESTIMATION OF
719 17,4 53,6 YEHICLE THEFT 168 12,0 0.0 VEHICLE THEFT VIOLENCE POTENTIAL
207 5,0 52.7 FORGERY 58 4.3 1.7 FORGERY N ®.3090 (- 74,5%) H = 1056 { 25.5%)
?8 0,7 T1.4 FORCIBLE RAPE 10 0,7 0.0 FORCIBLE RAPE : S
82 2,0 58,1 STATUTORY RAPE 9 0,6 0,0 STATUTORY RAPE CODE FREQ  PCT PCT=S
84 1,1 63,6 OTHER SEX OFFENSES 17 1.2° 0,0 OGTHER SEX OFFENSES '
370 8.9 65.9 NARCOTICS OFFENSES 222 15,8 - 0.0 NARCOTICS OFFENSES A 662 21,4 63,9 LEAST
{37 0.9 67.6 ALCOHOL OFFENSES $1. 0«8 0.0 ALCOROL OFFENSES B B20 2645 G1.8 HILD
o 308 7.3 60.2 OTHER 287 17.6 0.8 OTHER € 1273 412 60.6 HODERATE
128 3.6 53.4 PaROLE VIOLATION - 0 0.0 0.0 PARDLE VIOLATION D 311 10.1 61.1 SERIDUS
' £ 24 o.& 70.8 ansxrssr

173 ADMISSTON OFFENSE SUHMARY 174 VIOLATION OFFENSE SUMMARY 175 ADMISSION OFFENSE PARTNERS s
N o= 4133 ( 99,95) K = 3¢ 0¥ N ® 1805 { 33,93) M ® 2781 ¢ 6641%) N ® 3996 ( 96¢4%) M 3 3§50 ( 3.6%)
CODE ¢REQ  PCT PCT=S CODE FREQ  PCT PCT=S ' CODE FREQ  PCT PCT=S

857 20,7 69.1 PERSON OFFENSES 311 22.1 0,0 PERSON OFFENSES 0 2794 84.9 56,0
2827 SB,6 57.5 PROPERTY OFFENSES 614 23,7 0.2 PROPERTY OFFESES 1 1090 273 64,1
859 20,7 61.8 OTHER : 380 34.2 0.2 OTHER j 2 7599 15.0 679

' C 3+ 513 12«8 65,8 - )

176 - uIsruav oF VIULENCE 177 HISTORY OF CARRYING usAPnNs . 178,  CYA PAROLEE PARTNERS .
W= 8146 (100.0%2) K= 0 ( 0.0%) N = 4186 (100,083 K = - 0s0%) N aT3994 € 96438 M= 152 ( 3.7%)
CODE FREQ  PCT-PCT=S CODE FREQ  PCT PCT=§- CG0E FREQ@ PCT PCT~5

0 2385 57,5 S59.6 RONE 0 2934 V1.0 61.0 NONE 0 3350 83.9 60.3
1 754 8.2 85.1 AGGRESSIVE CRINE § 1202 29.0 60.5 YES 1 375 9.4 £5.6

: NO VIOLENCE 2 T2 1.8 53,9
2 1006 34,3 60.6 VIOLENCE 3+ 197 k.9 6645

ADHISSTON OFFENSE

N

Can
*

OFFENSE SPECIFIC INFORUATION
VIOLENCE INFORMATION
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VIOLENCE INFORMATION (CONTINUED) FAGE 16
181 ECONOMIC LOSS BY VICTIM

79

INOTYIOUAL VIBLENCE IN

180 GROUP VIGLENCE 1N

AOMISSTION OFFENSE

ADMISSTION OFFENSE ‘ ,
N o= 3998 ( 95.4%) K = 148 ( 3.6%) N » 3998 { 96.43) M = 188 ( 3.6%) B s 3995 ( 96.4%) H = 151 ( 3.6%)
CODE FREQ  PCT PCT-§ o CO0DE FREG- "PCT PEY-§ CODE FREQ  PCY PCT-S
0 2900 72,5 58.5 NONE _ ¢ 3289 82,3 59.1 NORE 0 1110 27.8 62.3 NONE
1 122 0 341 63.9 THREAT NO WEAPQON 1 7O 148 65,7 THREAY NG WEAPON 3 13 0.3 69,2 <31
2 3p4 T.,6 71,1 THREAT WEAPON ) 2 250 6.0 73,3 THREAT WEAPON 2 48 1.0 68,3 s1 - §5
324 393 9.8 &8.2 HINOR INJURY 354 280 6.0 T1.3 HINOR INJURY 3 120 3.0 63.3 85 = 520
Se6s7 10T - 2.7 68.2 HAJOR INJURY Ss6s7 71 3.8 69.0 MAJOR INJURY & 399 10.0 65,4 520 - 35100
8 36 0.9 72.2 DEATH 8 18 0.4 71.4 DEATH 5 503 12.6 63,2 5100 = 5500
9 136 3.8 65.84 Ko INFO 9 73 $e9 68,9 NO INFQ 6 183 3.6 57.3 $500 = $1000
» 7 821 20.6 55,8 $1000 = $5000
8 207 5.2 58,0 >85000
o 9 638 16,0 62,7 NO-INFg
182 WEAPON USED BY INDIVIDUAL 183 NEAPONS USED BY GROUP 133 RATIO OF PSYCHOLOGICAL SUFFERING
: ) BY yICTIis
N o= 3997 € 96,a%) M = 3189 { 3.6%) N = 3998 ( 96.3%) B = 152 ¢ 3.7%) N o= 3998 { 9644%) M = 188 { 3,568}
& CODE FREQ  PCT PCT~§ CODE 'FREQ  PCT PCT~S CODE  FREQ  FCT pCT=S
¢ 3285 82,2 59,6 NONE 0 3558 89,0 59.8 NONE Or1s9 3992 %9,9 6I1.1 NONE KNOWN
1 40 1,0 65,0 TOY GUN i 25 0.6 76,0 TOY GUN 2,324s5 4 D5 100,0 TREATHMENT
2 13 0.3 76,9 UNLOADED GUN- 2 3  Oul 66.7 UNLDADED GUN - 6s7e8 2 0sl 100.0 HOSPITALIZATIOF
3 125 3,1 69.6 LODADED GUN 3 Ta 1.9 67.6 LOADED GUN :
4 189 3,7 67,1 GUNe UNSPECIFIED 4 3143 3,6 73,8 GUNs UNSPECIFIED
5 135 3,8 71,9 KNIFE, ETC, - 5 68 1,7 66,2 KNI¥Es ETC,
6 118 2,9 69.8 OTHER 6 65 /" 146 T5.4 OTHER
9 138 3,4 65,7 No INFO 9 60 1,5 81,7 HD INFQ
185 TYPE OF PARDLE REMOVAL 186 STATYS OF OFF SuSPENSE PAROLE REMOVAL
N o® 5186 (100.0%) M = 0 ¢ 0,083 N = 1535 ¢ 37.0%) H = 2611 € 63.0%5) - .
COOE FREQ  PCT PCT~S CODE FREQ  PCT PCT=5 - o
A
2+3 614 13,8 0,0 REVOCATIONS ¢ 82 . 5.3 0,0 ARSCONDERS -
3 999 24,31 0.0 BAD DISCHARGES 1 35 2.9 0,0 TECHNICAL VIOLATOGRS
Orl1s5e8 2533 83,1 99,6 OTHER 2235805,697 415 27,0 0.2 VIOLATION», NO INCARCERATION
. 89 993 64.7 0,0 VIOLATION, INCARCERATION

2
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SPECIAL HOUSING

INITIAL INSTITUTIONAL PROCRANM

RORK ASSIGNMENT

f How 3996 € 6,487 M = 150 ¢ 3.6%) How 3995 ( 964,4%Y M = §51 ¢ 3.6%
: CODE FRFEG  PCY PCT=S CODE FREQ  PLT PCT=S

G 3605 90.2 &3.1 NONE . 0 838 20,9 60,4 NONE

b 31 0.8 &1.3 ADJUSTHENT CENTER 1 3159 79,1 61.3 YES

2 360 9.0 :62.2 NO CANP .

PAGE 17

CYA BOARD ORDER FOR PROGRAM

187 COUMSELOR®*S TRANSFER RECOMMENDATION 188 CYA ORDER FOR VPANSFER ~18¢
: : (HONTHS TO NEXT HEARING)
N s 3374 ( 95.9%) H s 172 ( &.ID) No» 8131 € 99.6%% M = 15 { 8.3%) N = 3979 { 96.0%) K ¢ 167 ( &,0%)
CODE FREQ  PCT PCTeS CODE FREQ  PCT PCT~S COOE FRE@  PCT PCT=S
10 137 2,9 69,2 IXMEDIATE PAROLE 10 2 0.0 50,0 IMMEOIATE PAROLE 1 23 0.6 47,8
11 3 .1 66,7 EARLY PARDLE .1 1 0.0 100,0 EARLY PAROLE 2 7 $2% 55.8
13 0 0,0 0.0 PASO ROBLES 13 0 0,0 0,0 PASD ROBLES 3 291 7.3 59,1
18 202 S.1 52.0 PSI PRESTON 16 220 5.3 54,1 PSI PRESTGR 4 488 §2.,3 62.5
15 1389 33,9 62,0 YOUTR TRAINING SCHOOL 15 1113 26,9 65,0 YOUTH TRAINING SCHOOL 5 358 9.4 60.1
20 838 21,1 64,2 CAMPS GENERAL . 20 Z 0.8 50,0 CAMPS GENERAL 6 189  B.2 62,1
21 t 0.0 100,0 BEN LOMCKD 21 235 5,7 65.5 BEN LOMOND 7 T4 1.9 Ti.8
22 1 0.0 0.0 HTe SULLICHN 22 240 S8 67,1 MT+ BULLION 8 52 1.1 8&1.0
23 .3 0.3 0.0 PINE GROVE 23 255 642 68,3 PINE GROVE 9 89 1.7 58.0
28 . 0 0.0 0.0 WASHINGTON RIBGE 24 329 8.0 58,1 WASHINGTON RIDGE 10 111 2.8 68,5
41 651 16,84 59,8 DEUYEL VOCATIONAL INST. 41 758 18,3 57,7 DEUEL VOCATIONAL INST 11 110 2.8 70.9
42 0 0.0 0.0 SAN QUENTIN 52 1 0,0°100,0 SAN GUENTIN 12 404 10.2 68,3
43 28 0.7 64,3 CuF VACAVILLE 43 25 0«6 B8B.0 CHF VACAVILLE Q 0 0.0 . 0,0 CONTINUED
53 T80 19.1 58.3 CTF*N SOLEQAD &Ly 877 21.2 57,9 CTFeN SOLEDAD 33 165 4¢% 59,4 PAROLE PLANS
35 ¢ 0.0 0,0 CTF=C SOLEDAD ' 0 0.0 0,0 CTF=C SOLEDAD 44 1588 39,9 56.4 PLACE IN TRAINI
38 12 6.3 15.7 CRC 48 18 0.4 44,8 CRC 55 .10 0,3 4a0.0 HOLD
52 6 0,2 66,7 DEPT OF MENTAL HYGIENE 52 3 0«1 66,7 DEPY OF MENTAL HYGIENE
54 @ 0.0 0,0 CONTINUED 54 29 0.7 69.0 CONTINUED .
55 3 0.1 33,3 COUNTY JAIL 55 27 0.7 48,1 COUNTY JAIL
56 0 0,0 0.0 GTHER 56 ¢ 0.0 0.0 OTHER
: 190 cUSTODTIAL EVALUATIGN FOR 191 STAFF RECOMMENDATION FOR . 192 STAFF RECOMMENDATION FOR
: INSTITUTIGNAL ADJUSTHENT ON=THE=JDB TRAINING GROUP COUNSELING
Ho® 3993 ( 96,32 H = 153 ¢ 3.7%) N ® 3998 ( 96:4%) ¥ = 188 € 3,6%) N ® 3998 ¢ 964433 H w148 [ 346%)
; CODE FREQ  PCT PCT-S CODE FREQ  PCT PCTe§ CQDE FREQ  PCT PCT=S
: e 17 0,2 29.4 No INFO ¢ 3985 99,7 61,2 NONE 0 222 5,6 54,1 NOME
e $s2+3 3295 82,5 62.8 GOOD PROGNGSIS i X ) 0.3 46,2 YES . 1*6 3776 94:8 61,5 YES
f & 681 17,1 57,9 POUR PROGNOSIS ~
i ’ ’ . o
: 193 STAFF RECOMMENDATION FUR- 194 STAFF RECOMMENDATION FOR 195 STAFF RECOMMENDATION FOR

PSYCHOTHERAPY
N o= 3997 ¢ 96.85) H = 149 { 3,6%}
"CODE FREQ  PCT PCT=5S

0 3%10
- 1r2 &7

97«8 6%1.1 NONE
2«2 65,5 YES
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