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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-

vi ding information on offender characteristics that may 

be related to parole success. Information was cbllected 

on over 200 variables organized into eight categories: 

(1) Ind:j..vidual Case History Factors.; (2)'Int.elligence 

Factors; (3) Academic Pactors; (4) Vocational Factors; 

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

gica.l Factors; (7) Admission Offense and Parole Behavior; 

and (8) Initial Institutionql Programing. 

The overall parole success rate for the total study 

populat~on was 60.9 per cent on a l5-month follow-up. 

Th~ average age of this group was 19.44 years. Racial 

composition of the study population closely reflected 

that of California Youth Authority population during 

1964-65 when the data collection took place: whits', 53.4 
r, 

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

per cent; and other, 1.9 per cent. 

Some or the more str,iking findings of this study 

are highlighted below: 
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Almost half of this population showed evidence 
of alcohol abuse, and one-four.th"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 .,0£ stimu­
lant or depressant drugs; such a history was 
associated with a dramatic drop in parole suc­
cess (Page 15) ~, 

A relatively sma~l group of offenders had a 
history of opiate use (3.2 per cent) but this 
group showed a remarkable drop (42.2%S) in parole 
success.,JPage 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 
dl;opped to 39.5 per cent for ward~; ~Who escaped 
by using force (Page 16) • 

The findings on intelligence dr.::> not. support the 
claim often made that delinquettb\populations are 
composed mailx,'iLy of retarded OJ' borderline defec­
tive individuals: the freqllencY'distribution 
followed the normal curve with only slight over­
representation in the below average category of 
dull normal (Page la.) • ,'. ) 

Overall academic fUnctioning of the"se wards waS 
at the seventh grade level. The most outstanding 
disabilities were displayed in sch~?l-relate.d'" 
skills such as reading and mathemat~cs (Page 19) • 

* Al though this population possessed fairly 9;ood 
aptitudes for vocational pursuits, there was 
little evidence that vocational skills ham been 
developed (Page 21) • 
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II 
Personali ty tes't data indicated that this groUp 
possessed on the positive side, social spontaneity, 
a ,fair degree o~ ~f~Yi~g~ of self-worth, a des~Fe 
to create a, good .1 (Ipres~~on, a tendency to res~nd 
in a confo:r:ming wa ~~ to -ees t. items, a rela ti vely 
g(;~~capaOilitY' to adapt, and a general preference 
for an accommodating and low-key social posture. 
On the negative side, they were lacking in general 
physical and psychological well-being, and lacking. 
in seriouspess of thought, well developed values, 'J 

and dependability. The group also shm"s a lack 
of maturity and social integration, often ex­
periences friction with others, and shows littr~ 
tolerance for or acceptance of others (Page 22). 

Other personality test results indid'ate that the 
group is generally suspicious, with a high degree 
of anxiety and thought patterns that 'are often 
found in psychiatricall~l disturbed p'ersons (Page 
24) • 

The incidence of diagnosed psychiatric illness 
among these youthl.~ul offenders is rather low. 
The frequencies for the various psychiatric cate­
gories were: psychos'is, .6% of the total study 
group; neurotic disorders\: .9%; personality pat­
tern disturbances, 2 .6%.~ personality trait dis­
turbances, 4.9 % ~ sociopa:l:.hi c personality dis­
turbances" 1.0%; and tranSitional si tua tiona 1 
l?ersonality d-isturbances, 1.1% (Page 26) • 

Of·fende·rs against persons were generally much 
better risks on parole: the parole success ." 
rates of wards committed for robbery (70.3%S) 
and assault (7l.l%S) are substantially greater 
than those of wards committed for vehicle theft 

·(53.4%S) and forgery (52.7%S). Contrary to ex­
pectation~L! hom:i.cide offenders perfprmed poorly 
on parole (Page" 28) • 
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~ADMINISTRATIVE SUMMARY 
OF VOLUME ,¥r6l1 THE REPORT ON GRANT 74-NI-99-0011G TO THE 

~ " 

NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF LAW ENFORCEMENT AND CRIMINAL JUSTICE 

LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE ADMINISTRATION 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
!) 

The intent of this study is twofold: First, the 

authors attempt to present in a clear and well organized 

fashion the results of extensive data collection on a 

most importrult offender group: the Youthful Offender. 

The project obtained extensive data on 4,146 male Califi5rnia 

Youth Authority parolees with a goal of providing ,;infor­

mation on offender characteristics thatrnay be related 

to parole success. This data-ga~ering effort was en­

visioned as a prerequisite to the development of typoro~ 

gical descriptionsof.youthful offenders that might ulti­

mately influence the treatment and rehabilitation of the 

young lawbreaker. Second, the data presented are intended 

to provide a SUbstantial resource for the ,correctional 

theorist t~at can be of. value to his understanding of the 

crime phenomenon and assist hlim in for.mulating hypotheses 

that deserve future scientific attention. 

The full report ~onsists of nine vOlumes.~olume 1 

presents a narrative introduction to the project and 
J\ :::..,-::::.. 

provides compara~,tive data" for the entire study population,. 
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Subsequent volumes oontain a s,ummary of some of the infor-

mation presented in the first volume and detailed infor~ 

mati on on one classification topic. 

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

introduction to previous research findings and issues of 

(aach topic I(including a literature review and: bibliography) ; 

and (2) Desq)riptive statistics for the designated, 'subgroups 

of each clasl:sification topic. The nine volumes are en-

titled as follows: 

Volume Title 

1 Background of the Study and St~tistical 
Description of the Total Study Population 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

Intelligence Factors 

Race Factors 

Alcohol, Drug, and Opiate Factors 

Psychological, Psychiatric, Educationa,l1., 
( and Social Factors 

Violence Factors 

Offenders Against Persons 

Offenders Against property 

Parole Issues, parole Outcome, Parole 
prediction, and Admission Status 

.. 
An Administrative Summary is availab~e for each volume 

and 'Volunles 2-9 contain a. Data Map that provides all of 
,;-.;::.,.'" 

the comparative tables produced for each volume on a single 
~ ,. 

sh~et of paper)l' 
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I I BACKGROUND OF T'HE STUDY 

In 1964 and 1965, when the basic data for the pres,ent 

study were collected, older wards conunitted to the California 

Youth Authority were received and processed under an inter­

agency agreement at the Reception Guidance Center, Deuel 

Vocational Ins-eitution (RGC\rDVI), one of t,hree reception-
n guidance cen1:ers operated by the California Depa'rtment of 

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

the data collection took place, has tile capacity to house 
" 

approximately 300 persons in single cells. Testing rooms, 

testing shops, and offices for correctional counselors, 

psychologists, and medica.l dbnsultants provided the setting 

for the diagn~pstic work undertaken with CYA f)rds during 
\ \,t' 

the initial phase of institutionalization. 

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

six weeks. )'f,~rds were processed in j~eklY classes, the 

first week being devoted entirely to intellectual, acade-

mic, vo,cational, and psychological assessment. The second 

------------~,---
*This interageney agreement has been drastically 

change.d since 1964""65, substantially reducing the number 
~of CYA wards housed in CDC institutions. Diagnostic ser­
vices for CYA admissions are now almost fully carried 
out in CYA diagnostic facilities. 
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and third weeks ~~fe programed for vpcationaltesting in 

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

the caseworker con~D,cted a social evaluation of each ward. 

Ouringthe fifth week the case was completed and a com­

,'-'prehensive case summary was created. With this case 

i1i.formation, each ward was seen by the CYA Board at the 

end of the sixth week. During this meeting the Board 

discussed institutional programing with each ward, made 

fina.l disposition of the:pase'land issued transfer orders. 

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

contained in the diagnostic report, called the Cumulative 

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

staff .• 

During the period when th~ data fox: this study were 

collecte.d, the testing unit at the RGC-DVI was supervised 

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

compile meaningful test data on each inmate for purposes 

of diagnosis, counseling, guidance in ,institutional pro-

graming, arid research. The various tes.'ts. t administered 

during the first week by trained i,mmate, p:l:,octo;ts under 

the supervision of, clinical psychologists, prod'uced the 
\\ 

"";·£0 llowing: 
~"5 " ~ 

1. An assessmeiit of the level of aca­
demic functio~ing; 

2. \:An estimate of vocational apti b:tdes; 
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3. An, estimate: of the level of intel­
lectual 'functioning; and 

4. Assessments of perso1'lali ty and 
psychopath7'ilogy. 

(!J 

Most tests were ad~inistered to wards in groups. 
! 

Additional tests were ~dministered to individuals by the 

clinical psychologists and psychological consultants as 
, 

needed. Weekly classes '111ere administered the reading 

vocabulary section of the California Achievement Test 

(CAlr) battery, Junior High School level, as a screening 

device. Those who scored below the sixth grad~ on this 

test were assigned to the primary testing group, while 

those scoring about the sixth grade or above were as­

signed to int~~nediate and advanced testing groups. 

Each classification was rechecked for accuracy as more 

test results became available. 

The testing program was som~lwhat different for ea9h 

'group because of the reading difficulties of the primary 

group, but 'each program included some combination of the 

following tests: the California Achievement Test (CAT), 

the GeneFal ~ptitude Test Batter~ (GATB), the California 

Short Form Test of Mental Maturity (CTMt.1), th~ Revised 

Beta examination, the Raven Progressive'Matrices, the 
o 

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

gence Scale (WAIS). 

The California Psychologiqal Inventory (CPI), 

3 
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the Minnesota Multiphasic Personality Inventory (MMPI), 

the Shipley Hartford Scale, and the Army G~neral Classi- f 
fication Test (AGCT) were administered to the interme-

diate and advanced groups only. Special re:.6erral cases 
.. ,!' 

in each group were individually administered such tests 

as the ROrschach, Tafeln. liZ" test, the Sentence Comple-

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

Goldstein-Scherrer Test, and the Tree Test. 

The study population included 4,146 male California 

,Youth Authority ~ards, or almost all those received at 

the Deuel vocational Institut~on Reception Guidance 

Center during 1964 and 1965. Data were collected on over 

200 variables and these were organized into eight concep-

tually defined categories: 

o 

I 
!i 

1. Individual Case History Factors 

2. Intelligenc,e E"actors 

. 3. Academic Factors 

4. vocational F~ctors 
, 

5. Personality Factors 

6. Psychiatric and Psychological Factors 

7. Admission Offense and Parole Behavior' 

8. Initial Institutional Programing 

4 
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I I I CLASSIfICATION OBJECTIVES OF THE PRESENT 'STUDY 

In recent years many researchers and practitioners 

in corrections have emphasized the fact that ~o treat all 

offenders as a single group or class tends to blur real 

distinc·&tons'among types of offenders that may be signi­

ficant not only to understanding the etiology of deviant 

and criminal behavior but also to the development of ef­

fective therapeutic or preventive programs. "Differential 

treatment," or the matching~of types of offender with 

types of correctional response, has received widespread 

attention and many researchers have turned to clas~~. ifica-
I \ 

tion --of offenders, of offenses, of 'treatment or I; ehabi-

litation programs, even of correctional workers an\~ of 
1,1 

crime victims-- in art effort to simplify thJ~rehabilitation 

of offenders and the control of crime. 

There are many different approaches to classification. 

The approach selected generally reflects the professional 

discipline of the typol.ogis t and '~1e purpose for which a 

typology is required. If the primary interest is in 

understanding ,the etiology of criminal. behavior, the 

rvariabl,es" selected for study will include legal offense 

categorie9 and whatever background factors are believed 

o 

o 

if 
o 



,c, 

o 

to be relevant to the commission of specific offenses. 

If the primary interest is in providing effective treat­

ment, an effort may be made to match appropriate treat­

ment program types with different offender types (classi­

fied according to personality, maturity level; psychiatric 

label, etc.). 
(/ 

In the present study, the outcome of primary interest 

was defined as parole success and an effort was made to 

collect information on a wide range of background variables, 

personality and other test results, academic and vocational 

skills and aptitudes, and psychiatrio factors, as well 

as ~)ffense-reJ ated information and ratings and recommen­

dations of institutional staff and in.itial programing 

d~cisions. It was believed that such a wide variety of 

classification factors, with emphasis on items commonly 

used by the correctional practitioner in his work with 

the offender, might lead to the development of a classi­

fication system wifh greater relevance to the clinical 

worker in corrections. In emphasizing those areas of 

greatest interest to and utility for clinical work with 

o~fenders, the approach to classification adopted for the 

present study may not satisfy some of the requirements 

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

1967) • 
II 

However, it was felt that this approach not ,only 

filled a need for ';c~inically relevant information but 
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also was appropriate to the purposes of the s.tudy. 

The present study was defined as an exploratory ven­

ture in which the prim,ary goal was one of quantitative 
• 

description and comparison. The cross-tabulation of any 

two variables provides potential leads for the g,eneration 

of, testable hypotheses. The very" extensive data has been I, 
org~nized for presentation in such a way as to indicate 

proportions, frequencies, and comparative direction' and 

magnitude and to facilitate visual comparison through 

graphic display. Although statistical tests of signifi-

cance were not undertaken, numerous potential relation-
i/ 

ships are noted anq! the comparative data are presented 

in a manner that enables the reader to discover many 

more possible relationships and to develop interesting 

hypotheses for further scientific study. 
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III. TECHNIQUES OF DATA DESCRIPTION AND ANALYSIS 

Since a primary purpose of t~is project was to pre­

sent classificatipn data and their relationships to 

parole success or failUre "the cr:L.:t;.-erion of parole suc­

cess is the primary variable for comparisons between and 

among classification subgroups. Thll= following technique 

was developed to present such comparative data. 

The relationship between the category of any variable 

item and parole success is expressed by a symbol denotin~ 

deviation from t~e overall parole success rate. Included 

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

subgroup will be a circula.r figure designed to express 

graphically both the magnitude and the direction of de­

viation from the overall parole success rate (60.9 per 

cent) of the study popUlation (N=4(146). 'l'he following 

symbols are used throughout Bhe reports of this proj~ct: 

-10: ~lS% -10% -5% -~% -]X -2% ·tt +ll +2% .3~ .~% +5% +10% +lS~ +201 .·e e • • • • 0 000000 
"'CATlVe DtYIAfIO"V~OII IME OVUA~L SU(CUS ~ATl PQSlTlvE OIVIATIOliS '~Ott THE OVEI!ALL S\IC~ESS RAlt 

As note'SOlid ;;*rt;)l:es will symbolize parote success 

rates below the overall Si:lI':::cess rate of 60.9 per cent, 
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while empty circles will denote success rates!\ above that 

rate. The nlagnitude or size of the figure will approxi .... 

mate the percentage dev.:l.ation from the total' success r,ate. 

Liberal use is made of such graphic presentation ,in all 

volumes.to facilitate visual summarization oithe exten­
./ 

",.",., 

sive numerical information. .../" 
/' ' 

/' 

The table bel()w is an actual ,&fu~ary table extracted 
. // 

from VO).:Jlme 2 on In telli ence ~tors, in which the Seven 

Wechsler intelligence clas ~fication categories are pre-
/ 

sent~~d on the horizontaVaxis and the second variable of 
/ 

inteJcest (in' th:i,s case, race) is presented on the verti-

cal ,axis. In addition to the specific c~assificat.:Lon 

cate:gories discussed in each vol~e and presented on the 

horizontal axis, each set of comparative tables also Ct)n-

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

population as a paint of reference for examination of the 

comparative data. 

TOtAL STUDY HtNrAL 
t'OPULATlQN ntrC(tlvt 

wHIlE . A 

N772 6 
N.ltICAN-AHERlCM 18,6% 26.1% 

61d%S SO,0%5 

N 1016 12 0 ~V.CK 26.0% 52.2% 
6O,3%S 75.1115 

H 80 r 
QtHllt I,~l /1.31 

63,BIS l'II.OIS 

C~PAR.\lIVL UAiA ON IHltlllGlIICI tlASSlflCMION ~UHGHIlUI'S 

HACl 

DULL 
BOflDERl!HE NORH(l.L AVEltlliJ,[ 

29 • 3l'i • m4 
n.B~ 3M% S~.Gt 
SI.1%S 5&.0%5 W.b%S 

n 0 158 45~ 
17.3% 2,.8% 18.8% 
68,2%5 60.5%5 61.6%5 

75 0 la9 57. 
59.1~ Sa,l): 13.1% 
65.l%5 1,(1,4%5 W.?I~ 

I III 0 IlL • O.HI I.~: 1.9% 
I~.II~ 11.1IS ~8.m 
.:../ 

9 

IUIICHY 
HQRMAL 

J!iIl 
88.5X 0 
bS.OU 

o 

SUP£ltIDR 

~',51 0 
118.9%5 

2 
2.5% 

F=--~-, l00.0%S 

1 
I.ll 
O.OlS 

9 } 
2,0% 3,81 

5S.6%S 66,I%S 

. 
.... EIt" 

SUPEII:IOR 

9 
100.0% 
7/,8%$ 
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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 

tb the total number of cases falling within that category, 

while the second figure indicates the percentage ox that 

category within this column. The third figuEe reports 

the percentage of the subgroup which was successful on 

parole (%S) 15 months after release. 

The difference between this figure and the overall 

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

cular symbols. When no symbol is displayed it is usually 

due to one of th~ee reasons: (1) The deviation symbol 

has been provided e1sewhere,as exemplified in A (total 

study population data are presented without exception 

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

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

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

from t~e overall parole success rate. When ten or fewer 

cases are in any category, there will be no acoompanying 

symbol, as exemplified in B. 

It is importalnt to note that When a sizable deviation 
--,./' . 
~/ 

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

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

value or importance of the informa·tion should be weighed 

with the frequency in mind. 

An example of how a relationship between one or two 

variables of interest and the criterion of parole succesS 

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

also extracted from Volume 2, shows the relationship 

between the seven Wechsler;k~ntelligence classifications 

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

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

O· Ii ""M'~' 

6 • l1. ""NIH' 

12 • 18 ""Mm' 

18 • 24 ""NTH' 

H ~S9 

10r"L UUDV 
PO'ULAtlON 

11.51 
SSoBlS 

N 1466 
36011 
~9031S 

"125 ISoU 
65.21$ 

H 314 
1.11 

5909XS 

NUS 
loSI 

63.81$ 

H m 
24 ""HIHI ,M •• vlA 1000: 

560 lIS 

MunAL 
DE.HCf!Yf;: 

I 
SoO~ 

100.0IS 

10 
SOoOI 
SOoOXS 

l 
10001 
10000~S 

1 
5001 

10000lS 

4 
2U,01 
IS.OtS 

• .) 

COI'I'ARATlVE DATA 0« INT[LLlauICt CLASSIFICATlOII suuaROUPS 
AIID \/oRK EXPERltHCl 

IlOItDE.ALIHt 

IS • 12011 
Q6011S 

39 
"051 
Slo8%S 

27 
2108% 
140llS 

1 
SoU 

110m 

Q 

loll 
SO.015 

15 
12011 
l!Il.OIS 

• 
o 

o 

OUt.L 
~O~HAL 

108 
11021 
S20SlS 

m 
32041 
5106%$ 

190 
19081 
660lXS 

76 
1.91 

59.2lS 

25 
2071 

6Som 

121 
1206% 
62.S1S 

• 
• 
o 

o 

~V[RAot 

218 
11081 
S901lS 

890 
31071 
S907lS 

398 
16091 
6MIS 

191 
8.11 

510b15 

9L 
loUl 

61051S 

2SQ 
10081 
fj',.llS 

o 

• 

o 

111 
39.8~ 
5103%5 

88 
20051 
6903%$ 

33 
7071 

66071S 

13 
3001 

71)'91S 

30 
/001 

1000lS 

• 
o 

o 

o 
o 

Ii 
8001 

nons 
l4 
~1j.3~ 
7MIS 

Il 
1'031 
46.215 

Ii 
8.01 

830m 

1 
MI 

6601lS 

1. 
9011 

S501lS 

o 
• 

q 
4MI. 

lOOoOlS 

3 
3l.l1 
31.llS 

I 
11011 

l00,OIS 

I 
11011 

looo01S 

Several one- and two-variable relationships can be 

noted. First, within the borderline and dull normal in­

telligence subgroups there appears to be some relation-

ship with work experience. Scanning these two subgroups 

verbically indicates that the parole SUC0ess rate im-

proves with amount c.t'work experience. Transition from 
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negative to positive deviation from the overall parole 

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

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

Another relationship is found for amount of work 

experience, intelligence classification, and parole out­

come. Offenders with work experience of six months or 

less seem to display a relationship between parole suc­

cess and intelligence. It appears as intellig~'ance in­

creases for tl:ese experience groups so does>the~r percen-

tage of parole success. Indi viduals, who are J:landicapped 
",) 

in both employment history and intelligence show a rela-

tively high recidivism rate. • 

Further examples of how a table can be scrutinized 

not only in relation to the dominant implications of the 

parole success d~viation figures but also in terms of 

sirn~le 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, o·ther possible 

interpretations kre missed. considering the size and 
~i, 

extensiveness of the data base, the examination of alter-

nate techniques of analysis will be mos t important to i'I:s 

optimal use. 
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IV',,' STATISTICAL DESCRIPTION OF TijE TOTAL STUDY POPULATION 

Part 2 of Volume 1 presents the statistical informa­

tion on the total study population as contained in the 

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 

to the correctional practitioner as well as to the student 

of correctional issues and polic;i.es. 

Volume 1 is exclusively concerned with descriptive. 

statistics on one group, the total study population. Sub­

sequent volumes will deal with comparisons among several 

groups and therefore will follow a different design. 

1. Individual Case History Information 

Most of the admissions to the Reception Guidance 

Center were committed by Superior Courts (BO.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 
:) 
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distributiorL of all commitments to the Ca.tifornia Youth 

Authority during 1964-65, was as follows: white, 53.4 

pel'!'"cent; Mexican-American t 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 l. 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 fos.ter homes or group homes or 

were "fl,oaters" 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 with a history of mi.litary 
:,\ 

service (12 per cent) were more successful 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 incl.uded problems 

related to drugs, alcohol, and other intoxicants; problems 

related to escape ruld sexual problemsf and problems re­

lated to menbal health and psychiatric concerns. 
, 

Almost one-half of this population showed evidence 
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of alcohol abuse. One-fourth. of all admission offenses 
• 

were commit.ted under the influenc~) of alcohol t indicating 

that even in this relatively youthful offender group 

alcohol is a serious contributing factor in crime. A more 

detailed discussion of the 1'i1.lcohol fac,tclr 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 are poorer risks on parole than robbers 

who do not drink, while for bp-l;'glars this pattern is re­

versed) • 

The findings on drug misuse show that nearly J.O 

per cent of rthe st~udy population he.d 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 of tense or in past oZfenses for 8.6 per 

cent o.f this group of offendet's. Opiate and marijuana 

use and glue-sniffing are n~t included in the drug , 

misuse category. A relat:ively slftall 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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marijuana (19.3 per cent) or glue-sniffing: both of these 

gr0':1ps showed only a slight decrease in parole SUccess. 

A his,tory of escape was found to be indicative of 

a state of general instability that is dramatically re-

fleeted in the parole success rate.. Wards who escaped .. 
from a minimum-security situation had a low parole suc-

cess rate of 47.9 per cent, while this rate dropped to 

an exd~ptional1y low 39.5 per cent for the group that 

usedcforce in escaping from a correctional facility. As 

these two groups represent 14.7 per cent of the total 

population, this variable appears to be a good candidate 

for prediction of parole outcome. 

This study population was found to be remarkably 

free of individuals with histories of neurosis and psycho-

sis. The incidence of personality disturbance is some-

what greater, but even this group comprises only one-

eighth of the total group. While a relatively small . 

group ~ •• ~ wards had a h.:i,~i;:.ory of suicidal gestures, the 

parole success rates of this group were markedly low. 

Brain damage(also seemed to be associated with a low 

par!'lesuccess rate. Neurosis was strongJy associated 

with parole outcome in a negative direction, while 

psychosis was associated with a parole outcome similar 
~~, 

to that ofothe overall popUlation. The general psychia­

tric assumption that while sociopathic disturbances have 
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the most pessimistic prognosis in regarq to changing 
,--.' t 

criminal acting-out behavior, pattern disturbances are 

mqre Seri01.lS than trait disturbances was roughly sup-

ported by the parole success rates for these three groups: 

42.5%S, 50.0%S, and 51.1%S, respectively. 

Other variables investigated and discussed in Volume 

1 include personal and social background factors of ad-

mission status, weight and height, marital status, number 

of children, pre-arrest living arrangement, parental home 

situation, military service experience, history of sexual 

deviation, and history of mental illness or personality 

disturbance. 

2. Intelligence Factors 

The Army General Classification Test (AGCT) and. the 

California Test of Mental Maturity (CTMM) were the prin­

cipal intelligence tests used. The General Aptitude 

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

gence in the G-score that presumably represents a measure 

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

Raven Progressive Matrices, "culture...ifair lt tests that 

do not require reading skills, also were administered. 
" 

The Shipley Hartford Conceptual Quotient, which measures 
(i 

the relationship between aptitude for abstract thinking 

. and verbal skills, was obtained whenever a level of verbal. 
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') 
ability was present that made such comparison valid • 

Each ward was classified into one of,the Wechsler 
/ 

in~elligence categories by the clinical psychologist who 

was supervising the testing program. The results of this 

classification procedure are depicted in Figure 31. 

r==:::J D D 
MENTAL BORDERLINE DULL NORMAL BRIGHt SUPERIOR VERY 

DEFECTIVE NORMAL NORMAr,. SUPERIOR 

N 23 127 1000 mo 446 81 9 
% 0.6 3.1 24.2 59.1 10,8 2.0 U 0 0 • 0 0 
%s 69.6 63.0 59.2 60.7 63,7 67.9 77,8 

FIGURE 31 0 

TOTAL STUDY POPULATION 
INTELLIGENCE CLASSIFICATION 

The distribution follows the normal curve with slight over­

representation in the below average category of dull normal~ 

The distribution does nQt support the claims often made 

that delinquent populations are composed mainly of re­

tarded or borderline 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 nondelinquent 

populations drawn from similar socioeconomic groups. A 
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summary of the results of the intelligence testing is 

presented in Table 1.* 

TABLE 1 
TOTAL STUDY POPULATION 

SUMMARY OF RESULTS OF INTELLIGENCE TESTING 

TESTS N MEAN SD 

ARMY GENERAL TOTAL 1.0. 2684 99.42 11.23 
CLASSIFICATION VERBAL % RANK 48.80 21.25 TEST 

NUMERICAL % RANK 56.08 25.83 
SPATIAL % RANK 54.10 24.64 

CALIFORNIA TeST TOTAL 1.0. 3865 90.81 13.89 
OF MENTAL LANGUAGE I. Q • 86.98 16.56 MATURITY 

94.17 1Q.G9 NON-LANGUAGE I.Q. 

D-48 RAW SCORE 2712 20.97 7,74 

RAVEN MATRICES RAW SCORE 3517 43.33 8.66 

SHIPLEY HARTFORD CONCEPTUAL QUOTIENT 1767 96.05 14.38 
LANGUAGE RAW SCORE 2767 23.75 5,45 
ABSTRACT RAW SCORE 2696 24.02 7.98 

3. Academic Factors 

The results obtained with the California Achievement 

Test battery indicated that the overall academic function-

ing of these wards is at the seventh grade l~vel, with 

little fluctuation among the various academic subjects. 
o 

The most outstanding disabilities displayed by this 

iii' 

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

r.IWIE L!.J. __ ~,_l , ) I q I $ I B 9 10' 1 II r I~ 13+ 
GIWIE CllfII'lETED tI 3 5 2J lB 9q 323 685 109? 1051 lOG q$ 

~ 0,1 U.l 0,$ O,g M 7.9 lG,R 21,0 25.8 17.3 1.1 e • • 0 
%5 ',1).0 ql,'1 t,l.CJ 1)1),(1 flO,I, ~g.11 (,O.t (,2.S ~2.0 15.0 

GRAO£ ACHIEVED N 12 101 7'·2 2r,li 'Ifla Ill1 (,RI r,/I "'12 lbl 151 \q 
0.1 2,r, G.7 r"r. 111,0 1'1.1 Ifll'l ttl,rl 11.1 !tlfl M I,l 0.0 

• • 0 () C) ( • • ,) 
IS ~.l 5R.9 ',1.1 (12.0 111,l 'ItI.11 filii 111,7 1,1",1 ''',11 til.',. II.? IIVI,1I 

AGE 7 q 10 11 II II Iq I~ 110 II la 19' 
AGE lEfl SCIlOO~ II II 10 fJ1 11'1 I12r, 11% qJJ 

lI,l 11/,. 1.'1 R,II 2R,fJ 11,1 2q,1 
GRADE J I 2 r I I 'I " I I ! q 10 II 12 Jl. 1 .,"'"'" 

• • • () 

IS '",,1 Iltl,(J tJ".R '.')," 1,0, I 111.1 r.' .. 1"t 

<~ 

rlloulll v. 
IIltAl \1111)1 rllrll~ltlillN 

(,RAn( f,[ltll"rUI1. MIAUl ~lIi1f.Vtll. APt)) .Alit Uti $tIlQUI 

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 

succe$s rate of approximately 46 per cent, the 971 wards 

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 
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further study of school-rela.ted factors as they a.ffel.:t 
/i 

thepropensi ty of young people to become involved j,h 

delinquency .. 

TAB~E 2 
TOTAL STUDY POPULATION 

SUMMA~Y ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT 

MEAN 

GRADE COMPI.ETED 10.17 

GRADE ACHIEVED M2 

A~ADEMIC DISABILIT'f 
BELOW GRADE COMPL£TEO) 

-2.711 

E~TIMATED ACADEMIC RETtROAT1ON -3,37 
BELOW EXPECTED GRADE 

SD 

l.QIj 

2.28 

2,19 

1.95 

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 ~o assess academic retardation 

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

motivation for academic training while incal1,cerated. 

4. Vocational Fac,tors 

While results of the General Ap~itude Test Battery 

indicated that this population possessed fairly good ap-

t~tudes for vocational pursuits, there was little evi­

dence that vocational skills had been developed. As~ 

'I 
\~ 

" might be expected for this ag~~;;.group, work expe'rience was 

limited. The large majority of these youths had experience 

only as unskilled laborers. Gccupational disabilities 
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were present i,n 6 per cent of the study p6pulat~on, but 

these did not appear to affect parole success rates. 

Other vocational factors discussed in Volume 1 in-

clude union membership, occupational his tory, prima'):y in­

terest for vocational training, a.nd shop instructor:s t 

and caseworkers t ratings on motivation for vocationl~l 

training. 

5. Personality Factors 

The results of the Minnesota Multiphasic Persol.'l.ality 

Inventory (MMPI) and the California Psychological InvI;m-
-.-, 

tory (CPI) produced some assessment of persor.lality factors 

associated with the total study population. 

The CPI profile shows relatively high soores on. six 

subscales~ Sa (self-acceptance), Gi (good impression), 

em (communality), Fx (flexibility'), and Fe (femininity), 

indicating characteristics of social spontaneity, a fair 

degree of ~elings of self-worth,c a desire to ~:::reate a 
~ 

good impression, a tendency to respond in a conforming 

''lay to test items, a relatively good capabilit~· to adapt, 

Ca general preference for an accommodating a.nd low­

key social posture. The six lowest scores are found on 

wp (sense of well-being), Re (:t'esponsibili ty), So (sociali­

zation), To (tolerance), Ac (achievement via conformance) I 
,~) \ 

and Ie (intellectual efficiency). This would ch.aracterize 
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th~ group as lac;:king in a general sense of physical and 
'f~ 

psychological well-being and lacking iI\,\ seriousness of 
\\ 

thoU9~t("we).1 devetoped: values, and depe'naability • FUrther, 

I~ 

the group shows a great J.ack of maturity and social inte-

gration, of ten (,6xperiences friction with others, and 
. 

shows little tolerance for or acceptance of others. The 

g;soup has also a generally low capacity to achieve in 

settings where conformance is required and shows indica­

tions that intellectual and personal resources are poorly 

utilized (Figure 48) . 
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The MMPI profile describes the stuqy population as 
n L~' ~_" (i' {,l ,', 

havi~g generally lot)~~rale and lacking in ~o~,; about the 

future ~ High scores-P~n the Psychopa .. th'ic Devici'i:e scale 
o () 

(Pd) point to "notable difficulti~s in soei(al adjustment 
• I 

and re.;flect the tendency toward antisocial behavior. 
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Results on the Pa (paranoia), Pt (psychasthenia), Sc 

(schizophrenia), and Ma (hypomania) scales suggest that 

th.e 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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Discussions of the various subgroups in subsequent 

volumes 'use the results describing the total study popu­

lation as· a standard for comparison. per$onality test 

data were used to predict parole outcome with moderate 

success. 

Parole Prediction Results Based on perso1ality Tests 

In an effort to increase the clinical utility of 

prediction instruments and to retain flexibility in in-
Q • :, 

d~vidual assessments over time, two equations for parole 
o 

24 

-75 

· 
:70 

=6, 

:&0 

:5~ 
· · :,0 

H'.\JI 
so 

1. 



ZE· ... mwr 
!:;;;;;; 

. , 

v 

.~ 

, ,:-.: 

, ,!J 

II 
. ,II 

il 

II 
il 
II 

II 

II 
... ~"~'" ____ IIIIIIIIiII ______ _ 

prediction were developed for the CPI (Success = 45~078 
11-. i 

I, ' ' ... ·'1 \7~ 

- .353 Sp - .182 Sa + .532 So + .244 Se) and the Mh~~~{o 

(Succesi ~ 66.363 ~ .OBIF + .065K - .055 Pd - i~68 Mf 

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

all subgroups. Base Expectancy scores, which were not 

available for this work, lack flexibility bec'ause they 

are based on background factors in the indi'V'idual ' s 

history;,: that cannot be altered. Prediction instruments 

based on personality tests allow the changing of predic­

tion scores and permit the reassessment of probability 

values when the test is reapplied and change between test 

administrations is n9ted. The results of the parole 

outcome prediction with the CPI and MMPI are given in 

Figure 54. 

%S 

80 

75 

70 

cpt II 

/tIPI N 

6S 

60 

55 

SO 
45 

40 

-45 46 47 48 49 50 51 52 53 54+ 

618 182 211 246 273 232 207 219 200 7lJi 

119 9S 163 261 338 382 412 405 371 580 

- CPI MEAN· 49,8t ~D • 4.98 ----MMPI MEAN· 50.91 sD.-3.03 

FIGURE S4 
TOTAL STUDY POPULATION 

SUMMARY OF RESULTS OF PAROLE OUTCOME PREDICTION 
WITH THE CPI AND HMPI 
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More detailed results of the. application of these 

equations are presented in Volume 1. While only modest 

success in predicting parole outcome was achieved and 

the accuracy figures were not overly impres.sive, further 

efforts to improve prediction equations may provide a 

method of sufficient accuracy, flexibility, ahd clinical 

meaning to be of service to the caseworker. 

6. Psychiatric Factors 

Since psychiatric services were limited, only those 

wards specificalfy 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 assessment of ward's motivation for treatment, 

recommendation for group counseling, diagnosis of vio-

lence potential, recommendation for academic or vocational 

'training, history of prior mental health c"are, and the . 
diagnostic labels attached to those wards examined. 

S~t"mptoms found to be present during the examination are 

summa,rized and related in percentages to the examined 

as well ers the total study group. 

From the data presented in Table 7, it is evident 

" that the incid~nde of psychiatric illness among the 
" youthful offenders studied is r'ather low. ':Dne frequencies 

for the various psychiatric.categories were as follows: 
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psychos~s, .6 per cent of the total--"\t...study group; neurotic 

l~~ 

disorders, 
,.:. 

.9 per cent; pe.rsonality pattern disturbances, 

2.6 per cent; personality t;aii;: disturbances., 4.9 per cent; 

sociopathic personality disturbance~, 1 .. 0 per cent; and 
o .' 

transi tional situational pe;r.sonali ty dis turbances , 1. 1 

per cent • 
. , ~ 

, 

-

TABLE 7 
PSYCHIATRICALLY EVALUATED WARDS II .. 511 

SUMMARY OF PSYCHIATRIC DIAGNOsiS 

• 
% OF :' OF 

II 
EXA~IIIED TOT~L STUDY 

GROUP POPul.ATlON %5 

ACUTE BRAIN DisORDERS 
DRUG :POISONING 1 0.2 0.0 100,0 

CHRO~IC BRAIN SYNDROME 
CONCLUS IVE 2 o,q 0.0 100.0 
UNSPECIFIED 1 0.2 0,0 100,0 

AFFECTIVE REACTIONS 
D~PRESSIVE J, 0.2 0.0 0.0 

SCHIZOPHRENIC REACTIONS 
SIMPLE 3 0.6 0.1 100.0 
PARANOID 10 2.0 0.2 70.0 
ACUTE UNDIFFERENTIATED 1 0.2 0\0 0.0 
CHRONIC UNDIFFERENTIATED 9 1.8 0.2 66,7 
SCH I ZO~AFFECTI VE 5 1.0 0.1 ~O.O 

PSYCHONEUROTIC REACTIONS 
ANXIETV • 21 4,1 0.5 57.1 
OBSESSIVE-COMPULSIVE 9 1.8 0.2 77 .8 
UNSPECIFlED 10 2,0 0.2 50,0 

PERSONALITY PATTE~N DISTURBANce 
INADEQUATE 39 7.fl D.!! fJ9.2 
ScHIZOID 64 12.5 1.5 6~.1 
PARANOID 3 0.6 0.1 66.7 
UWIPEt I F I EO 3 0.6 0.1 100.0 

PERSONALITY TRAIT DISTURBANcr 
EMOTIONALLY UNSTABLE 42 8.2 1.0 SII.8 
PASS IVE-Ar,(;RtSSI VI; 160 31.3 3.9 56.9 
COMf>ULSIVE 2 Q.ll 0.0 100,0 
UNSPECIFIED 1 0.2 0.0 0.0 

SOCIOPAntIC' PERSONALITY DISTURBANCE 
ANTISOCIAL 19 3.7 0.5 63.2 
DYSSOCIAL 17 3.3 0.4 47.1 
SEXUAL DEVIATION 5 1.0 0.1 100.0 
NOT DISORDERED stx OFFENDER 1 0.2 0.0 100,0 
UNSPECIFieD 2 0.4 0.0 100.0 

YRANSITIONAL SITUATIONAL PERSONALITY 
DISTURBANCE 

ADULT SITUATIONAL 2 o.q 0.0 100.0 
ADOLESCENT SITUATIONAL 47 9.2 1.1 55.3 .- -,~,-
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7. Offense Related Factors 
(! 

This section focuses on offense-specific data, with 

pa.rticulat" attention to violence corronitted, weapons use~ 

dur:t'ng the corronission of the offense, and parole follow ... 

up information. 

The types of offense leading to institutionalization 

are summarized in Figure 71. 

%s 

52.6 HOMICIDE 

100.0 NEG~IGENT MANS~AUGHTCR 

70.3 ROBBERY 

1;;7 ASSAU~T 

60.0 BURGLARY 

61.0 TH~FT 

53.11 VEHICLE THEFT 

52,7 FORGERY 

71.4 FORCIBLE RAP£ 

56.1 STATUTORY RAPE 

63.6 OTHER SEX OFFENSES 

65.9 NARCOTICS OFFENSES 

'67.6 ALCOHOL OFFENSES 

60.2 OTHER 

53.11 PARO!..E VIOLATION 

, ' 

H % 0% 5X 

• 19 0.5 
13 0.3 
~38 10.6 
233 5.6 

1080 ~6.1 

~21 10.2 
719 17.4 
207 5.0 

28 0.7 
82 2'.0 
q~ 1.1 

370 8.9 
37 0.9 

3011 7.3 
1~8 3.6 

FIGURE 71 
TOTAL STUDY POPULAT ION 

ADMISSION DFFENSE 

lOX 15% 20% 25% 30% 

~.i-, 

As is corrononly found in studies of adult offenders, those 

who offend against persons ar~.much better risks on parole 

(in regard to recidivism per se) than are those 'who engage 

in prol?erty offenses. In the present study, the"parole 

success rates o,f wards corroni tted for robbery (70. 3%S) 
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and assault (71.1%S) are substan~iall¥ greater than 

those of wards~~'cc>mmi tted tior vehiclfil theft (5::1. 4'S) ~\\t;'d 

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

cess rate for offenders cornm~,tted for homicide: cont;t'ary 

to expectations I' this group performed poorly 011 l?arolt~. 

This small grouJ? shc)ws a great deal of variation in parole 

success ,when subdivlded according to ethnic background 

(8 whites, 37.5%S; 5 Mexican-Americans, 80.0%S7 and 5 

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

will be present,ed in Volume 7, ~nders Against Persons. 

History of' violence and violence potential were 

examined ~n sav'eral ways. In one effort to obtain data 

on, wards' l~isto:t'ies of vio19nce, the definition of 

violence was expanded to include violence that is not 

necessarily cri~ninal as well as criminal aggressi va be­

haviorin which actual violence was avoided. The results 

are depicted in Figure 77. 

l D D 
NONE AGGRESSIVe ChIME VIOl.ENCE / NO VIOl.ENCE 

N 2386 75q 1006 
1- 57.5 18.2 24.,3 

'\\ 0 
%~l 59.6 65.1 60.6 

FIGURE 77 
, TOTAl. STUD~ POPULAT ION 

HIS!ORV 0 VIOl.ENCE 
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The frequency ancL::td.nd of individual viOlt1ii~~~e com­

mitted dur.:i~g the admission offense is presented ip 

Figure 81. It is clear from these data that qffende~''s 

who have a history of a~gression and violence against 

persons a're relatively sucdessful on parole. This is 

also true for persons who hqNe a history of offenses 

committed 'in groups. 

N 

% 

%$ 

L 
NONE THREAT 

NO WEAPON 

2900 122 
72.5 3.1 

• 0 
58.5 63.9 

~I 

THREAT MINOR MAJOR 
WEAPON INJURY INJURY 

304 393 107 
7.6 9.8 2.7 

0 0 0 
71.1 6B.2 68.2 

"'IGURE 81 
TOTAL STUDY POPULATION 

~'INDIV'IDUAL VIoLENCE IN ADMlSSION OFFENSE 

DEATH NO INFCRMATION 

36 136 
0.9 3.4 

0 ,0 
" 72.2 65.4 

While only 6 percen'c of th~ w.ards were admitted 
" 

with a legal label that implied violenge,an analysis of 

the behavior displayed during the admission offense re-
" vealed that in actualii;y 24.1 per cent of the study popu-

(~ I; 

1 at i:o n committed violen'l:;or aggressl;ve 'a~ts ranging from 
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threat without a weapon to inflicting major injuries that 
...' 

led to death in thirty-six cases (F~gure 81). In more 

than half of these admi'ssion offenses in which violence 

or aggression was displayed, some k,ind o~ weapon was 

used1 in most cases this happened to be a firearm. 

The loss incurred by victims is depicte~A in Figure 85. 

The relatively high frequency in the categox'y $1,000-$5,000 

is a reflection of the fadt that, all vehicl,e thefts were 
.~ 

'il 
recorded ip,this dat~gory. TWe low'parole) success rate 

I, 'I 

, 
for this -group :ts consistent l\rith the qet1eral finding 

;' 

that auto thieves are poor ,risks on paJ?ole. , 

D I' 
,I 

D D D D c: J 
' .,,!: I -" 

HOHE LESS Tt1f.iH n, $1 - $5 $5 - $20 $20 - $100 $100 - $500 $flOO - $lOoo $1000 - $5000 HO~§o~AN NO INFORMATION 

.lii'o 13 41 120 399 503 m II 821 ':'207 638 
27.8 0.3 1.0 3.0 10,0 12,6 3.6 - 20.6 5.2 l~.~·"~·"· 

0 0 0 • "'.~' 'c 

0 0 • • 
62.3 69,2 68.3 63.3 65.4 63,2 57,3 55,8 58,0 62.7 

FIGURE 85 
TOTAL STUDY POPULATIOH 

ECONOMIC LOSS BY VICTI~, 

'"' 
.;;-

Also discussed in Volume 1 are parole violation 

offense, caseworkers' ratings of the severity of violence 
- , 

known, ~n thehackground of each wa,rd, caseworkers t esti-"'= ' , 
"mations ~violence potential, history of carr#ing weapons, 

partners in admission offense, weapons used by individual, 

weapons used by grol,l'Q ,group violence in admission of­

fense, and type of paro~~e ,Femoval. 
.} 
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8. Initial Institutional Programing 

This l~3t section presents information on some of 

the reCommendations and decisions of staff of the Reception 

Guidance Cente7 and 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 rehabiJ,.itation. Factors investigated include prog .... 

nosis for institutional adjustment, staff recommendations 

for group counseling, work assignment, and psychotherapy, 

and oounselor'$ transfer recommendations .. 

One feature inci\ided in the standard comput~r print­

out giving the statistical description of any definable 

subpopulation is the ranking by parole suocess' rate of 

all subgroups 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 
II 

cent and above for the low .. risk groups and at 50 per centi! 

and below for the high-risk groups. The lOW-risk groups 

are primarilyof'fende.rs against persons; t,wo high-risk 

groups of relatively large proportion are offenders with 
r' a hiS! tory ofrecidi visnl and/or esoape from a rni~t)l\'UItt-

security faoilitY. 
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~r-------------~----------------~ 
lilt( • UIIIPlCI'IID 14; 3.6 73.4 

T""IAT WITH lifA'OH 240 $.0 13.3 

~ln. lTc:.. US ),4,,71.9 

AUAII.T m $.6 1.7 
') 

111100II IMJU.1I1 240 6.0 1.3 

tUUAT WitH wIl'ON ,304 7.6 1.1 

U~\ , ... 1Wt 110 2.B 0.9 

.0IlU'! 438 0.6 0.3 

OII_Ll. lITe, 117 2.9 0.1 

Ttl 134 3.2 ~.O 

..... HINI,... llellfmy S26 1-2.7 47.~ 

2 "0 """I O.TU.M. TQ 732 17.9 47.0 tVA 

VII llS 2.8 4S.2 

VIS, twlO'EMTE tJu 102 2.S 4202 

FIGURE 91 
TOTAL STlIDY POPiJLATlOH 

SlHlARY Of LOll RISK ANII HIGH RIS~ -GROOPS IN REGAAIi TO 
PAROlE PERFOII!WttE 

The data presented i~ Volume 1 describe in some de-

tail characteristics associated with t..h~ 4, 146 Californ:i~a 
, 

Youth Authority wards studied. The more important elements 

of this inforrttation will be presented again in dif'ferent 

form and context in subsequent volumes when variotls issues 

in classification will be discussed in great~r detail. 

Throughout"these reports the data on the total study popu­

lation will maintain their significance as they provide a 

basis for compari~on and a point of re,;ference in examining 

the data. on the various pop~lation subgroups. 
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GRANT NO. 13-NI-0008GFP,OH THE 

NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF LAN ENFORCEMENT AND CRIMINAL JUSTICE 

LAM ENFORCEHENT ASSISTANCE ADMINISTRATION 

J9f 
'.-,r 
d:--.., 

ERNST A. NENK. PROJECT DIRECTOR 

JEFFREY R. HOUGHTEN, COMPUTER PROGRAMMER 

. NATIONAL COUNCIL O~ CRIME AND DELINQUENCY 

-RESEARC~ CENTER I DAVXS. CALIFORNIA 

AN ANALYSIS OF CLASSIFICATION FACTORS FOR 

yeUNG ADULT OFFENDERS 

STATISTICAL DISCRIPTION 

STuDY ~OPULATION 

N = 4146 

100.01'OF TOTAL STUDY POPULATION 

60.91 SUCCESS ON PAROLE (PCT-S) 
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.... 'Q:1,1~'!U'OAl· ClAS& ... t!STtOJlt~_ F'nr:~O'R .. Al'l'-la.· t~·~~··~ , 

001 RACE 
H • _140 ( 99.91) H • 6 ( 1.11l 

002 MARlTlL STATUS 003 
H • 3999 ( 96.51) H e 141 ( 3.51> 

-CODE F'REQ peT PCY-S CODE ;REG peT PCpiS 

;l' 2212 53.4 60.9 WIUTE 
2 172 18.6 61.1 MEXICAN 
1 1076 26.0 60.38LACK 

4.$". 80 1.9 63.8 OTHER 

0 20 0.5 80.0 NO INFO 
1 3217 8H9 61.0 SINGLE 
2 387" 9.7 63.3 MARRIED 
l 5S 

I .. '. 
56.4 DIVORCED • 18 0.5 33.3 OIvORCED,RE-MARRIEO 

5 112 2.8 66.1 SE'PARATE~ 
6 128 3.2 51.8 COHMON-LAW 
1 2 0.1 50.0 MIOQwtR 

00. ADMISSION STATus 005 HUHBER" OF' C~ILDREH 
N • 4085 ( 98.5" M • 61 C 10SU - H • 4000 ( ~6.51) H • 146 ( 3.31) 

006 

tOoE rREQ PCT per-s CODE f'REQ peT Pet-s 

I 2470 60.5 67.0 1sT ADMISSION 0 3321 83.0 61.2 
2-3 800 19.6 5l.9 lST RET.URN 1 516 12.9 60.5 

4+ 732 17.9 47.0 2ND. 2 121 3.2 64.6 
0 83 2.0 51.8 READMISSION AFTER 3 28 0.7 64.3 

DISCHARGE· •• a 0.2 62.5 

001 "'ARlTAt snTUS Or NATURAL ".~~REHTS 
H • 3996 ( 96.41) M. 150 ( 3.61) 

ooa , HISTORy Or ALCOHOL MISusE 
N • 4146 (100.01; M.' 0 C 0.01) 

- 009 

CODE F'REQ pcT peT-S CODE FREQ peT pcr-s 
0 502 .1Z.6 55.0 NO INfO a 2278 54.9 60.3 NONE 
1 214 5._ 61.7 NEVER HARRlED 1 12-. 30.0 62.1 MODERATE 
'2 1631 ~O.8 6.2.'MARRtEO 2 624 15.1 S8~S SEVERE 
3 ]0 0.8 66.7 DIvORCED 
4 345 3.6 '61.1 DIVORCED. RE-HARRIED 
5 1263 31.6 61 .. 2 SEPARAT£Q 

.6 8 0.2 ~2.5 COMMON-LAM ., 3 0.1 33.3 ifIDOMER 

01(1 011 012 013 014 
MEt6HT HEIGHT AGE AT AGE AT TIME IN 

RECEPTION RELEASE tNSTITUTIOH 
NEAN 149.67 68.33 19.44 20.24 9.23 so 20.64 2.65 0.94 0.99 4.71 N "131 L 99.61) 4133 ( 99.71) 4134 ( 99.71) 4051 ( 97.91) 4138 ( 99.81) MUsn .. i 15-' o.U) 13 ( 0.31) 12 ( 0.31) '9 ( 2.11) 8 ( 1.21) -

";:, 
, ',' ...... ~ 

1 

• 

,1 

-i '. . .,~,._ . .., ~ ','PA"G,'c:;.. .1.: " 

.' 

COMMITMENT COURT 
N • 41.0 , 99.91) H • 6 ( O.li) 

cOOt rREQ peT PCTuS 

1 345 8.3 51.6 JUVENILE 
2 3339 60.1 62.2 SUPE.RIOR 
3 436 10.6 56.0 MUNICIPAL 
4 la 0.4 55.6 JuSTICE 

LIVING ARRANGEMENT 
H • 1991 , 96.41) M ~ 149 ( 3.61) 

CODE FREQ pcT PeT-S 

0 1599 40.0 61.1 NO INro-
I 349 8.7 ·60.5 WIFE/GIRL FRIEND 
2 1165 29.6 61.6 NATURAL PARENTS 
3 248 6.2 62 .. 9 RELA-TIV£S 
4 76 1.9 50 p O FOSTER PA~ENTS 
5 134 3.4 61.9 FRIENDS. FIXED 
6 lU 3.6 6_.6 ALONE. FIXED 
1 201 5.Z 51.0 ALUNE. NOT FIXED 
8 .t1 0." 41 e 1- GROUP HOKE 
9 38 1 •. 0 68.' OTHER 

ALCOHOL AS ,AcTOR IN CRIME 
N • 4146 (100.01) H • o ( o.Ou 
CODE FRU- peT pcr-s 

0 2555 61.6 60.9 NONE 
hl 1024 24.7 6Z.1 PRESENT CRIME , 

2 _ '561 13,1 5il.4 PAST CRIl1ts O~LY 
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JNDIVI~UAL C~S~HJSTD~Y INFORMATION (eDNTINU~D) PAGE ~ t'? 

';-

015 oEUK 0, ,pARENTS 
N _ 414b (100.01) K • o ( 0.01) 

016 HIstORY 0, DRUG MISUSE 
N • 4146 (tOO.Oi) H • o ( 0.01) 

CODE fREQ peT peT-S CODE fREa PCTPCT-S , 
1 498 12.0 61.0 FATHER DEAD 
2 193 4.7 62",1 MOTJ4ER OEAD 
3 U 1.5 56.3 BOTH DEAO 

BlANK ' 3391 81.8 60.8 BOTH LIVING 

0 3488 84hl 61.9 NONE 
1 263 6.3 59.3 ISOLATED 
2 331 8.1 53.4 MODERATE 
3 56 1.4 50.0 SEVERE 

ala MILITARY DISCIPLINARy ACTION 
N • 3999 ( 96.SI) H. 141 ( 3.51) 

019 HISTORY OF OPIATE USE 
N • 4146 (10g.01)-M • 0 ( 0.01) 

-CODE rR£9 peT PCT-S CODE FREo· PCT PCT-S 

0 2$ 0.6 60.0 NO INFO 
1 30t 7.S 6!i.l YF;S 
2 16(> 4.2 63.9 No 
9 3506 81.1 60.5 NO SERVICE 

0 3911 95.,8 61.4 NONE 
t 43 1.0 6~.a lSQlATEP 
2 102 2~5· 42.a MODERATE 
3 30 0.1 "3.3 SEVERE 

f 
021 MILITARY DISCHARGE 022 HISTORY OF MARIJUANA USE 

C 

02, 

N • 4000 ( 96.51) M. 14~ ~ 3.5;) N • .146 (100.0S, M • 0 ( 0.01) 

CODE FREO PeT PCT-S CODE F'REQ peT PCT-S 

0 85 2.1 77.6 NO INFO 0.1 3345 80,7 61.3 NONE 
1 104 2.6 57.7 HONCRAeL~ 2,3 801 19,3 59.2 YES 
2 104 2.6 54.8 GENERAL • HONOR~BL£ CON~ITIOHS 

3.lh5 it7 2.9 70.1 DISHONORABLE, ETC. 
6 ~5 0.6 76.0 MEDICAL ., 59 1.5 {,72.9 OTHER 
9 3506 87.7 60.S NO SERVICE 

HI~TORY OF' SUICIQEATTEHPTs 

N • 4146 (100.01) H • 

CODE FRrQ peT peT-S 

o ( O,O~) 

025 

o 4041 97.6 61.1 ~ON£ 
1 65 1.6 so~. INFREQUENT GESTURES 
2 24 0.6 50.0 FREQUENT GESTURES 
3- 10 0.2 40.0 SERIOUS ATTEMPTS 

~> 
~. 

HISTORY. OF' ESCAPE 

N • 4146 (100.01) H • o ( o.OS) 

CODE fREQ PCT ?CT-S 

0 3539 85.4 63.3 NONE 
1 526 .2.7 ~47.9 MINIMUM SECURITY 
2 81 2.0 -39,5 MAXIMUM SECURITY 

017 _ DRUGS AS FACTOR)N cRIME 
N • 4146 (100.01) M a o ( Q.OI> 

CODE rREo PeT PC,Y"S 

0 3788 91.4 61.2 NONE 
h3 209 5.0 57.4 PRESENT CRIME 

2 149 3;6 57.0 PAST CRIMES ONL 

II 
020 OPUT~IS AS FACTOR IN CRIME 

H • 4146 (100.0S) H • 0 ( 0.01) 

CODE FREo peT PCT-S 

0 4046 97.6 61.3 NOHE '. 1;3- 73 1.3 4~ .. 5 PJn:SEHT CP.1Ht 
2 27 0.7 37.0 PAST CRIKEs ONL' 

023 HISTORY OF GLUE SNIfFING 
N • 4146 (100.01) M • o ( 0,01) 

CODE FREQ ,&T PCT-S 

0,2 3890 93.6 61.0 HONE 
h3 256 6.2 58.6 YES 

-~-;""-' 
,C 

t;-

026 HISTORY OF pERSONALITy PATTERN 
DISTURBANCE (PSYCHIATRIC LABELING) 

,~'. 41~6 (100.01' H • 0 ( 0.01) 

CD~E Fa£Q PCT ~CT-S 

o 4012 96.0 61.2 NO~E 
1,~,3 134 3~2 50.0 YES 

~'.' 

c 

.' 

" , 
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INDIVIDUAL CASE HISTORY INfORMATION tCOHTIHUEDJ PAGE 3 

021 HISTORY UY·HOMOSEXUAL ACTS. OU HISTORY OF' PSY·CKI1SfS 029 HISTORY OF SOCIOpAtHIc pERSONALITY 
DISTURBANCE 

N • 4146 (100.0" H - o , 0.01) N • 41.6 (100.01) H • o ( 0.0.1) N e _146 (100.0" H ~ o ( O.OS> 

CODE 'R~Q PCT PCy ... s CODE If 'REg pcT PCT~$ CODE F'REQ PCT PCT-S 

0 4Q09 - 96.1 61.4 HONE 0 .091 98.8 (to.S NONE 0 4031 91" 6l.l NOHE 
1 79 i.9 40 .. 5 ISOLATEO t.2,~ 49 1.2 6-1.2 YES 1,2.3 115 2.& ~5.2 YES 
2 U 1.0 53.5 REPEATED 
3 15 0.4 53.3 PATTERN 

030 HIsTORY Of SEXUAL ~EviATIOHS 031 HISTORY or ij£UROSlS 032 HISTORy Of BRlIN DAMAGE 
N • ~146 (lOO.O~' M • o , O,Oll N • 4146 C100.oS} H • a ( o.OS) H • 4146 (100.01, K • a , 0.0J) 

coot rRFo pcT PCT-S cODE FREO pcT pcr-s coot FREel peT pcT-S 

0 3929 94.8 60.8 NONE 0 4092 98.1 61.1 HONE 0~2 4118- ~9,3 60.9 NONE 
t 156 3.8 51.1 ISOLA TEO h2·3 5. 1.3 44.4 YES 1-3 28 0.1 53.6 YES 
2 61 1.5 72.1 Rf;PEATEQ 

033 HrSTORY Or RApE 034 ~ISJDRY Of PERSONALITY TRAtT 035 HISTORY OF EPILEPSY 
DISTuRBANCE 

H • 4146 (100.01) H • o , 0.01) N • 4146 (100.0ll K • o ( 0.01) H .'4146 'lOO.OS) K. o ( 0.(1) 

cOOt fREQ- PCT PCT-S caOE F'REQ peT PC1-S CODE rRE~ peT PCT-S 

0 40:»6 97,,1 60.9 KIlNE 0 3&70 93'#'3 61.6 HONE 0.1 4125 99.5 60.8 HONE 
1 120 2.9 60.0 ves 1.2,.3 276 6.1 51.1 YES 203 21 0.5 61.9 r£s 
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INTELLIGENCE FACTORS PAGE " 

ARKY GENERlL CLASSIfICATION TEST 
036 031 038 039 
IQ VERBAl. NUKERIClL SPAnAL 

99.42 4S.ltO 56.08 54.10 
11.23 21.25 25 0 83 24.64. 

2684 ( 64.7 S) 2679 ( 6'h6l) 2682 (.64.11) 2683 f 64.1n 
%462 ( 35.3l> 1467 ( 35.411 1464 ( 35.U) 1"63 ( 35.31) 

RAVEN HATRICES SHIPLEY HARTFORD 
044 045 046- 041 

RAW SCaRE co LANGUAGE ABSTRACT 

43.33 96.05 23.15 24.02 
8.66 14.38 5,45 7.98 

. 3517 ( 84.81) 1767 ~ 42.61') 2161 ( 66.71) 2696 ( 65.01) 
629 ( 15.21) 2319 C 5T .. U, 137:9 C 33.31) 1"50 ( 3S.0%) 

;~, 

CALIfORNIA TEST OF HENTAL MATURITY 0-46 
040 

AVERAGE lQ 

90 .. 31 
13.89 

3865 ( 93.21) 
281 ( 6.81) 

041 042 043-
LANGUAGE lQ NON-LANGUAGE lQ RAIf SCORE 

86.98 94.17 20.97 
16.56 14.09 7.74 

3861 ( 93.3J;) 3877 ( 93.51) 2712 (·65.41) 
219 ( 6.-70 21>9 , 6.51) 1434 ( 34.61) 

046 INTELLIGENCE CLASSIFICATION 
N • ~126 ( 99.5%) "s 20 ( 0.51) 

CODE FREQ PCT PCT-S 

I 23 
2 121 
3 1000 
l 2440 
5 ·U6 
6 ~a2 
1 9 

0.6 69.6 MENTAL DEFECTIV 
3.\ 63.0 BORDERLINE 

2~.2 59.2 DULL NORMAL 
59.1 60.1 NOR"AL 
10.8 63.1 BRIGHT NORMAL 
2.0 67.9 SUPERIOR 
0.2 17.~ VERY SUPERIOR 
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ACADEMIC r.elO~S PAGE 5 

CALIFORNIA ACHIEV£H£HT TEST BATTERY 

049 OSO QSl 052 OSS: OS4 OSS 056 READING RtADUiG REAOIfiG ARITHMETIC ARITHMETIC ARITHMETIC LANGUAGE LANGUAGE VOCABULARY CDMPREHENSIQN AVERAt,iE REASONING rUHCIHENTALS AVERAGE "M~CHlNICS SPELLING ", 
MCAN 7.SS 1.66 7.62 1.41 1.21 1.39 t;z~ 1.35 SO 2.16 2.69 2.66 2.23 1.98 2.03 2.52"". 2.60 N .O~, ( 9&.U) 4060 ( 91 .. 91) 4061. ( 98.11) 4061 ( 98.U) 4066 ( 9$.U} ~066 ( 98.11) 4001 ( 96.5s1 3991 , 96.31) MISSING e~ ( 1.91) 86t 2.11) '1'1 ( 1.91) 79 ( 1 10 91) 80 ( la9n 80 ( 1,9S) 1"5 ( 3.5%) l~S ( 3.7%) 

CAtS ~EHERAL APTITUDE TEST BATTERY 

051 058 059 060 . D61 062 063 064 . I.ANGU_GE TOUL GRADE GENERAL VERBAL NUHER!CA .. SPATIAL PERCEPTIONAL CLERICAL AVERAGE PLAcEKEHT . tNTELll GENeE APTtTuoE APTITUDE APTITUDE APTITuOE APTITUDE 
fiJiAN 7.30 7.42 90.30 86.06 

. 
el.50 102.63 99.32 93.74 sO 2.45 2.28 18.24 15 .. 20 19.93 20.43 19,51 15.06 k 3998 C 96.41) 4068 ( 98.11) 3888 ( 93.G:n 3815 ( 93_51) 3881 ( 93.811 3Ut ( 93.an 3885 ( 93.71)· 3861 ( 93-al) HISSING US C 3.6%) /18 ( 1·91) 258.f 6.21) 211 ( 6.51) 259 ( 6.UJ 2Sg'( 6.21) 261 ( 6.31) 259 ( 6.2$) 

GENERAL APTITUDE TEST BATTERY 

065 . 066 
HOTOR trHGER 

COQRDINATION DEXTERITY 

)tEAN 96.3' 91 •. 02 
so liS.54 19.42 
W 3886 ( 9~h 71) 381{ ( 93.41) 
)USSIHG 260 ( ~.3~) 215 ( 6.61) 

012 AeAD£~IC TRAINING pOTEHTI~~ 

H • 3892 ( 93.91) H. ~54 ( 6,IS) 

CODE FREa peT pcr·s 

1.3 2589 66.5 62.4 MOTIVATEO 
2.4 1303 33.5 51.6 Nor KOTIVATtD 

"" 

067 068 069 070 on 
MANUAL GRADE GRADE DIFfERENCE I DIFFERENCE II 

OExTERITy CLAIHED ACHIEvED 

llt.10 10.11 7 .. 42 2.14 -'3.31 
21.61 1e44 2.28 2.19 1-95 

3878 ( 93.SI) /~010 C 98.21, '-068 ( 98.11> .039 ( 97.41) 4053 ( 91.81) 
268 ( 6.51~' 16 ( taU) 1'8 ( t.9n 101 ( 2.61) 93 (. 2.21) -=:>::.,'/ 

OIrrERENCE II uRADE CUIMED - GRADE ACHIEVED 

073 

DtrfER£lfCE' n I GRAOE ACHIEVED • GRADE EXPECTED 

ACADEMIC TRAINING pOTENTIAL It 

H • 3999 ( 96.51) K • lU C 3,51) 

CODE FREa peT peT-S 

0 155 3.9 53.5 NO INFD 
1-3 2580 64.S. 61.9 MOTIVATED 
Z.4 BIB ,20.5 5S e • NOT MOTlVATEO 

5 22 0.6 45.5 INELIGIBLE , 424 10.6 66.0 HS DIP\.OMl 

074 Si'AFF RECOHHEHDAn!*~rOR 
ACADEHIC TRAINING 

H • 3998 ( 96.4') H. 148- C 3.61) 

CODE FREO pct PCT-S 

o 1112 21,8 59.5 HOHC. NO INFO 
1 2886 72.~ 61.6 YES 

". 

J 
:j 
;1 
:1 
11 

~ 
11 

;1 
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ACADEMIC FACTORS (CONTINUED) 
PAGE 6. tel'. .. 

I' 

075 GRADE CLAIMED 076 GRADE lClilEV(D 017 AGE LE.-r SCHOOL N • 407~ ~ 98.2~) kc 76 ( 1.81) H • 4068 ( 98.11) HE 18 , 1.91) N • 3935 ( 94.91) H- ?U ( s.n) -CODE FREQ PeT PCT-S CODE FREg PCT PCT-s CODE rRE!;) peT PCT"S 
1 0 0.0 0.0 1 12 0.3 58.3 12- t3 0.3 46,,~ YEARS OLD 2 0 0.0 0.0 2 107 2.6 58.9 1.3 20 0.5 45.0 l 3 0.1 0.0 3 25~c 6.2 63,"5 14 95 ~.4 56.8 4 5 0.1 40.Q 4 266 6.5 62.0 15 3B.==- 8.4 59.9 5 21 0.5 42,,9 5 408 10.0 60.3 16 11;16 }~.6 60.1 6 3& '0.9 57.9 6 597 14.7 58.6 17 1396 35:.5 60.2 7 94 2.3 59.6 7 687 16.9 61.1 18+ 9712~!.1 65.6 8 3~3 1.9 60~4 8 611 16.5 60 •. 2 . /' 

~~' 9 665 t6.8 59.4 . , ~j9 492 1l.1 59.1 10 1099 27.0 60.1 10 363 6.9 62.0 t1 10-';1 25.8 62.5 11 157 3.9 67.5 12 106 17.'3 62.0 12 54 • 1.3 72;2 13 40 1.0 75.0 13 1 0.0 100.0 14+ 5 0.1 80.0 14+ ·1 o.~ 100.0 

D 
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Iii 
i 
.~~~~~)i.~~~~~~~.~~~:~.'-.-

if l 
,{ I ~, 

'I : 
I 
' , I 

i 1 

~! 
;I{ 

~ 

!}, 

II 
,,~" 

fi 

r .. ': ... ~~.~c~.'~·.~··.··~·~·· 

--

---.-

ij 
{I 

\) . 

----_. 

~~~ 
~~~-.. 

"'.,._ .... -'_ .,Y_~" .. ~.,_',"'~_ 

0 

~ 

.~'"­
~~ 

078 i~~ VOClTIONAl TRAl~~.gJ'ENTIAL 
WOOOSHOP INSTRUCTOR' SRA"i~-__ 

N • 1036 ( 25.01~ M • 3110 ( 15.01; .-

CODE FREQ PCT PCT-S 

1·3 773 14.6 60.8 MOTIVATED 
2.4 2'-3 25.4 60.1 .UNKOnvATEo 

~ 

Oal VOCATIONAL TRAINiNG'POTENTIAl 11 

N • 3995 ( 96.41) K. 148 t 3.61) 

CODE FHEQ PCT PCT-S 

0 232 5-.8 57.8 NO INFO 
h3 2872 71.8 62.2 MOTIVATED 
2.4 691 17.3 57.7 UNMOTIVATED 

5 201 5.0 62.1 INELIGIBLE 
6 2 0.1 100.0 HS DIPLOMA 

OU UNION STATUS 
N • 3999~( 96.51) M • 147 ( 3~5U 
~" 

FREQ cODE peT PCT-S 

0 29 0\0.7 62.1 NO INFO 
1 309 1.7 65.7 YES 
2 3661 91~~ 60.8 NO 

\j 

<'-- ::,... 

019 

082 

085 

• 

C) 

'::J 

j 

.~ 

-

VOCATIUNAL FACTORS PAGE 1 

VOCATIONAL TRAINING POTENTIAL 080 VOCATIONAL TRAINING PUTENTIA~ 
MET1LSHOP INSTRUCTOR'S RATING COUNSELOR'S RATING 

N • 996 ( 24.01) M • 3150 ( 16.01) N • 3892 ( 93.9il H • 254,( 6.11) 

CODE FREQ peT PCY-S CODE rREQ PcT PCT-S 

1-3 696 69.9 62.5 MOTIVATED 1.3 2779 71.4 62.4 KOTIVATED 
2.' 300 30.1 58.3 UNMOTIVATED 2.4 1113 28,6 57.1 UNMOTIVATED 

LENGTH OF ExpERIENCE Oa3 STAff RECOHMENDATION fOR 
VOCATIUNAL TRAINING 

N • 3991 ( 96.41) H • 149 ( 3.61) N • 3999 ( 96.51) H • 147 ( 3,51) 

CODE FREg PcT pct-s CODE fREQ peT PCT-S 

0 ·459 u.s 58.8 NoNE 0 1065. 26.6 59.7 NONE, NO INFO 
1 1466 36.1 59.3 0-6 HONTHS 1 293. 13.4 61.8 YES 
2 125 18.1 65.2 6-12 MONTHS 
3 314 7.9 59.9 12-18 MONTHS 
4 138 3.5 63.8 18-24 HONTHS 
5 433 10.8 66.3 24+ MONTHS 
6 407 iO.2 58.1 SPORADIC 
9 55 1.4 56.4 NO INFO 

OCCUPATIONAL DISABILITIES 
N • 3998 ( 96.41) M • lU ( 3.61) 

CODE FREQ PCT PCY-S 
,'Y 

0 37 0.9 64.9 NO INFO 
1 239 6.0 62.8 YES 
2 3122 .93.1 61el NO 
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086 OCCUPATIONAL HISTORY 

N • 4000 ( 96.51) H. 146 ( 0.11) 

087 COUNSELOR'S RECOMMENDATION FOR TRAINING OS8 PRIMARl AREA OF VOCATIONAL INTEREST 
VOCATIONAL TRAINING 

N • 3998 J 96._') M. 148 ( ~.1') N • 3999 ( 96.51) K. 147 ( O.lS' 

CODE FREO PCT PCTGS CODE FREg PCT PCT-S CODE FREO PCT PCT-S 

,'12 21 
. 14 26 

18-22 . 9 
38 6 
43 8 
47 112 
48 7 
49 3 
52 1 
54 11 
72 " 

2.3 0 
7 36 

• 6 16 
31 28 

40."2.45 14 
51 5 
61 '17 

10.35 .~. f\2 
33 0 

1,24.36.44 209 
56.60 ~3 
, 71 2543 

8 5 
15 89 
16 :3 
26 4 
39 7 

9 6 
17 tl 
55 7 
59 12 

4 1 
30 1 .. ~ ~ 
50 3 
87 0 
88 16 
99 0 
o 422 

276 

<l 

0.5 76.2 CARPENTRy 12. 
0,1 73.1 CONSTRUCTION 14 
0.2 88.9 ELECTRICAL 18-22 
0.2 66.7 ~ASOHRY 38, 
0.2 50.0 ~lLL ~ CABINET 43 
1.1 59.5 ~OUSE pAINTING 41 
0.2 1t .. '4 'PLASiERING 48 
b.l o.~ PLUKaI~G 49 
0.0 o.b REFRIG & AIR COND 52 
0.3 54.5 SHEET METAL 54 
0.1 50.0 SKILLED TRADE 72 
0.0 0.0 AJR MECHANICS '2 .. 1 
0.9 72.2 AUTO MECHANICS 1 
0.4 43.8 BODY & FENDER 6 
0.7 60.7 ~EAVY EQUIpMENT 31 
0.4 57.1 GENER~L MECHANIC 40'~2.45 
0.1 80.0 TV REPAIR 51 
0.7 63.0 hELDI~G 61 
2.1 65.9 K~INTENlNCE 10.35 
0.0 0.0 INDUSTRIES 33 
5.2 58.9 LANDSCAPING 1-24036,44 
o.a 66.7 "AREHOUSE TRAIN 56.60 

63.6 60.7 UNSKILLED 77 
0.1 60.0 BAKING 8 
2.2 64.0 COOKING 15 
0.1 100.0 CULINARY ARTS 16 
0.1 100.0 FOOD SERVICES 26 
o.~ 57.1 HEAT CUTTING 39 
002 100.0 BARBERING 9 
0.3 61.5 DRY CLEANING 17 
0.2 57.1 SHOE REPAIR 55 
0.3 58.3 UPHOLSTERY 59 
0.0 100.0 ARtS , CRAFTS 4 
0.0 100.0 GRAPHIC ARTS 30 
G .. t IRq'" ME'CJf. ~two U 
0.1 33.3 PRINTING 50 
0.0 0.0 DEFt?'RED 81 
0.4 55.3 NO INFO 88 
0.0 0.0 IN5T CONVENIENCE 99 

10.6 5&(~8 REJECTS TRAINING 0 
6.9 64.1 OT~ER 

183 
8 

156 
129 

8& 
85 
66 
61 
49 
31 

1 
18 

411 
100 

21 
37 
o 

322 
38 
14 

126 
43 

7 
40 
29 
62 
55 
38 

4 
55 
56 

114 
31 
35 

tn 
28 

102 
29 
U 

989 
178 

4.6 
0.2 
3.9 
3.2 
2.2 
2.1 
1.7 
1.5 
1.2 
0.9 
oto 

.0.5 
to.4 
2.5 
0,5 
0.9 
0.0 
8.1 
1.0 
0,4 
3.2 
1.1 
0.2 
1.0 
0.7 
1.6 
1.4 
1.0 
0.1 
1.4 
1.4 
2.9 
0.8 

.0.9 
3!4 
0.1 
2.6 
0.1 
0.3 

24.1 
•• 5 

65.6 CARPENTPY 12 
62.5 cnNsTRuCTION 14 
60.9 ELECTRICAL 18-22 
58.9 KASONRY 38 
61,4 HILL' CABINET 43 
57.6 HOUSE pAINTING 41 
57.6 PLASTERING 48 
59.0 PLUMBING 49 
65.3 REFRIG & AIR COND 52 
6?~2 SHEET METAL 54 
0.0 SKILLED TRADE 12 

61.1 AIR MECHANICS 2,3 
64.0 AUTO HECHANICS 1 
54.0 BODY & FENDER 6 
57.1 HEAVY lQUIPKENT 31 
62.2 GENERAL MECHANIC 40.42.45 
0.0 TV REPAIR 51 

64.9 WELOING 61 
63.2 MAINTENANCE 10.35 
71.4 INDUSTRIES 33 
59.5 L~NOSCAPING 1,24,36.44 
51.2 WAREHOUSE TRAIN 56,60 
71.4 UNSKILLEO 71 
65.0 BAKING 8 
62.1 COOKING 15 
61.3 CULINARY ARTS 16 
60.0 FOOD SlRVICES 26 
71.1 HEAT CUTTING 39 
75.0 BARBERING 9 
60.0 DRy CLEANING 17 
69.6 SHOE REPAIR 55 
60.5 UPHOLS1ERY 59 • 
64.5 ARTS & CRArTs 4 
71 ... 4 G.RU~ u.+s... 30-
6~.T.M~CH DRAFTING 41 
53.6 PRI~TING 50 
62.7 DEFERRED 81 
44.8 NO IN;O 88 
46.2 INST CONVENIENCE 99 
59.4 REJECTS TRAINING 0. 
55,6 OTHER 

.193 
19 

155 
99 
74 
78 
56 
66 
39 
31 
19 
19 

411 
93 
17 
36 

4 
281 

32 
1 

108 
37 
25 
43 
45 
33 
34 
38 
25/ 

/4 
48 

106 
18 
~tt-

114 
29 
18 

5l)2 
1 

790 
19" 

4.8 
0.5 
3.9 
2.5 
1.9 
2.0 
1.4 
1.7 
1.0 
0.6 
0.5 
0.5 

10.3 
2.3 
0.4 
0.9 
0.1 

.7.0 
0.8 
0.0 
2.1 
0.9 
0.6 
1.1 
1.1 
0.",6 
0.9 
1.0 
0.6 
1.1 
1.2 
2.] 
0..5 
&-.1 
2.9 
0.7 
0.,5 

12.6 
0..0 

19.8 
4.9 

63.2 CARPENTRY 
51.9 CONSTRUCTION 
65.2 ELECTRICAL 
56.6 MA!lONRY 
63.5 MILL & CABINET 
61.5 HOuSE pAINTING 
57.1 PLASTERING 
60.6 PLUMB!NG 
71.8 REf RIG & AIR COND 
61.3 SHc.ET KETAL 
89.5 SKillED TRADE 
63~? AIR MECHANICS 
64.5 AUTO MECHANICS 
55,9 BODY ~ fENDER 
64.7 HEAVY EqUIPMENT 
56.3 GE~ERAl HECHANIC 
50.0 TV REPAiR 
65.8 WELDING 
59.4 MAINTENANCE 

100.0 INOUSTRIES 
6lel LANDSCAPING 
45.~ ~AREHGUSE TRAIN 
60.0 UNSI<ILlEO 
67.4 BAI\ING 
55.6 COLIKING 
57.6 CULINARY ARTS 
70.6 rooo SERVICES 
11.1 HEAT CUTTING 
16.0 8ARRERING 
71.4 DRY CLEANING 
66.7 SHOE REPAIR 
63.2 UPHOLSTER,( 
50.0 ARTS & CkAfTS 
67r 4= GR'A"PTfl'C-~ 
61.5 MECH DRAFTING 
55.2 PRINTING 
55.6 DEfERRED 
56.6 NO INFO 
0.0 INST CONVENIENCE 

56.5 REJECTS TRAINING 
61.9 OTHER 

. \ 
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089 
DO 

3a.37 " 
12.tO 

- -~. 

",,:. 
;.. 

3103 ( 74.8a) 
1043 ( 25.21) , 

II 

091 ". 
SC 

41.71 

; 

090 
CS 

39~36 
11.64 

1103 ( 74.81) 
1043 C 25.21) 

098 
...... TO 

34.83 
Ih14 • 11.77 

3103 ( 14.8~J~ 3143 , 14.8S1 
1(J4~ t ~~ .. ~fl· Itl~l ( 2~.2;) 

105 106 
rx FE 

49.61 49.(18 
9.54 9.93 

3103 e 74.81) 3086-' 1ol.AS) 
-1043 ( 25.21> 1060 ( 25.6t) 

t08 109 
0 L r 

54.42 61.60 
6.68 9.70 

- 31~S ( 75.4" 3121' ( 7S.4U 
10.18 C 24.61) 1018 C 24.61) 

-~ 

116 111 
PA ··PT 

59.a1 61.S1 
12.35 13.32 

3128 ( 75.111) 312.11 ( lS • 4i ) 
10\8 C. 24.U) 1018 ( 24.6S) 

9" 

PERSDNAL!T~ r.CTORS 

CALIFORNIA PSYCHOLOnlCAl INVENTORY 

091 
SY 

44.10 
11.48 

3103 ( 74.8:> 
1043 (.25.2$) 

099 
(;.1 

43.39 
10.82 

3103 ( 74'!{JU 
1M3 { ~5~2~} 

. 107 
CPI EQUATION 

49.82 
4.98 

3102 ( 74.510' 
1044 ( 25.21) 

092 
SP 

41,24 
11.10 

3103 ( 14.8S1 
1043 ( 25.2&, 

100 
eM 

48.64 
11.84 

.310) ( ~4. 81; 
lM~ ( ~--S .. 2%! 

093 094 
SA, WS 

50.&9 37.68 
11.42 13.63 

3103 ( 74,8,) 3103 ( 74.hl 
1043 ( 25.21) 1043 ( 25.2S:) 

101 102: 
AC AI 

31.09 . 39.47 
12.32 10.20 

3103 ( T4.B.!) 3103 ( 74.61) 
10~3i (. 25/tZ$) 10.43 '~5:.2U 

MINNESOTA MULTIPHASIC PE~SQNALtTY INVENTORY 

110 111 112 113 
K liS 0 MY 

51.63 53.52 60.98 55.91 
9.25 10 .. 91 12.04 9.05 

.3128 ( 75.~:n 3128 C 75.41) 3128 ( 75.41) 312& ( 75.4:> 
1018 ( 211.61, 1018 C -24.61) 1018 (24.61) -1018 C 24.61) 

118 119 120 121 
SC HA- 51 ""'PI [QUA nON 

64.71 64.~5 53.39 50.91 
14.~1 11.91 10.06 3.03 

3128 ( 75.41) 3128 ( 7S. 41) 3t08 ( 15,01) 3126 ( 7S.41' 
1018 ( 24.6l) 1018 ( 24.61) 1-038 ( 25. OS) n2G t 24.61) 

'::) 

.. ' 
ft· 

~r 

~ '-;~ 

"':{~' 

'\, 
,\ 

1/ 

~ 

- ,'1 

.' 
I 

01 
i 

. ~\ 

PAGE I) 

095 096. 
Rt SO 

30.97 32.66 
11.38 9.73 

3103 ( 74~BI> 3103 ( 74.8S 
1043 ( 25.21) 1043 { 25.21 

.::, 

tal 10.4 
IE py 

34.57 43.53 
12.86 12.l0 

3103 ( 74.8:, 3103 ( 74 .. &1 
t~~a { 2S .. 2~} .t!)~3 ( ~sli'gt 

'i\ ' 

114 115 
PO Hlf 

74.3t 54.81 
11.21 .9.19 

3128 ( 75.4:0 3128 ( 15.n 
1016 ( 24.61) 1018 ( 24.U 

122 
IPt 

MATURITY LEVEL 

44.88 
8.98 

3181 ( 76.1:, 
96~ (23.31) 

;. 
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PERSONALITY fACTDRS (CONTINUEO) ~ PAGE to 

123 -tPl EOUATIOH 124 HHPI EQUA nON 125 CPI PREDICTION 
K • 3102 ( 14.11) M • 1044 C 25.21} N • 3126 ( 15.4r) " • 10~O ( 24.61) N • 3102 ( 1 •• 81) M • 10~4 , 25.21) 

CODE 

45-
46 
47' 
48 
49 
50 
51 
52 
53 

54+ 

121 

ACTUAL 

SUCCESS 

rAIlUR£ 

TOTAL 

rREO peT PCT-S CODE fREQ 

618 19.9 56.8 45- 119 
46 95 
U 163 

V2 5.9 59 .. 3 c 

211 6.8c 55.0 
43 261 
i(;~ 336 

2..0 1 .. 9 58.1 
273 6.8 58.2 
232 7.5 59.5 50 382 
201 6.7 63 .. 8 51 412 
2t9 7.1 61.6 52 405 
200 6.4 69.5 53 311 
1,24 23 .. 0 68.5 54+ 530 

CPI PREDICTION 

SUCC~SS 

1~7e ( 41.2:) 
( 66.91) 
C 64.51) 

704 C 22.1S) 
( 59.ts) 
( 35.51) 

1982 ( 6l .. 9S) 
(100.0S) 

fAILURE TOTAL 

632 , 20.41) 1910 ( 61.U) 
C 33 .. 1l) (10Q&9%) 
C 56.41} 

488 (15.11) 1192 ( 38.41) 
" ( 40.91) (tOOeO!) 

( 43.61) 

1120 (36.11) 3102 (100.01) 
noo.on 

eRr so » 19.21 2 OF' 

N I 

1164 56.9 HITS 
1276 "1.2 CORREcT succESS PREDIcTIONS (TRU~ POSITIVES) 

488 15.7 CORREeT FAILURE PREDICTIONS (TRUE NEGATIVES) 

1334 .43.1 JtJSSES 
704 2~ .. 7 INCORRECT succEss PREDICTIONS (FALSE POsITIVES) 
632 20,4 INCORREcT fAILURE PREDIcTIONS (FALSE NEGATIVES) 

\~-" \ 
pcT PCT·~< CODE fR£Q peT pcr-s 

3.8 
3.0 
5.2 
8.3 

10.8 
1202 
13.2 
13.0 
H.i 
18.6 

51~3 4&+ 1962 63.9 64.5 SUCCESS 
66 .. 3 <118 1120 36.1 56.4 FAILURE 
57.1 
57.9 126 H"PI PREDICTION 
6&.9 N a 3126 , 75.U)K • 1020 ( 24.6U 
63.6 
62.1 CODE ,REQ peT PCT-S 
64.2 
64,2 49+ 2335 14.7 62 .. 1 SUCCESS 
60.2 <49 791 2S.3 51.8 f'.AIlU~E 

128 HHPI PREDICTION 

AcrUAl SUCCESS 

SUCCESS 1463 ( 46.8S) 
( 76.21) 
( 62.7.S) 

FAILURE 812 ( 21.9,> 
( 72.31) 
C 37,31) 

TOTAL 2335 ( , •• 1i) 
(100.0&) 

CHI SO • s.n 2 or 

N I 

FAILURE TOTAL 

457 (16.6" 1920 C 61.41) 
( 23.81) (IOO.OS) 
( 57.8U 

334 (10.71) 1206 ( 36~61) 
( 27.11) (100~OI) 
( 42.21)' 

191 (25.31) 3126 (100.01) 
(IOO.en 

1791 51.5 HITS ' . 
1463 46.8 CORRECT succESS pREDICTIONS (TRUE pOsITIVES) 

334 10.1 CORRECT fAILURE PREDICTIONS (TRUE NEGATIvES) 

1329 42.5 MISSES 
-872 27,9 lUCORRECT SUCCESS PREDICTIONS (FA1.SE POSIThESl 
451 a.6 INCORREcT fAILURE PREDIctIONS (FALSE NEGATIVES) 

o 
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PSYCHIATRIC F!CTORS (CONTINUED) 
STUDY GROUP 

1.9 REASONS FOR REfEiiRAl. ISO DAIGNosls OF TREATMENT HOTIVATIoN 
N • 4146 (100'0!) H • 0 ( C.OI) 

CODE FREQ 

00 3 
01 31 
02 15 
03 11" 
04 186 
05 11 
06 60 
07 115 
08- a 
09 6 
10 '21 
11 7 
12 ,7 
13 242 
14 8 
15 24 
18 2 
19 ~9 
20 9 
21 ~9 
22 5 
23 1 

1'7.99 8 

peT 9CT-S 

0.1 
2.0 
0.4 
2.1 
"~5 
0.3 
1.4 
2.8-
0.2 
0.1 
0.7 
0.2 
C.7 
5.8-
0.2 
0.6 
0,0 
0.7 
0.2 
0.1 
0 .. 1 
0.2 
0.2 

66.7 NONE 
51.9 BOARD ORDER 
46~i P ••• REQUEST 
53.5 STAFf REFERRAl. 
67.1 NATURE OF CRIME 
63.6 TREATf4ENT HIST 152 
56.7 PR10R ",ENTAL ·U.L 

·62.6 SEX-'JAL PROBLEK 
15.0 NARCOTICS PROSLEM 

100.0 ALCOHOL PROBLEM 
51.9 SUICIDE POTENTUL 
51.1 EPILEPSY 
59.3 U~GMHCnY 
62.8 Y10LE~CE POTENTIAL. 
50.0 INTELLECTUAL 
54,2 ASSAULTIVE 8tHAVIOR 
~o.o TRAINING 
51.1 TREATMENT NEED 154 
17.8 ADJUSTMENT 
69.0 TRANSFER 
40.0 (ARLY RELEASE 
85.7 SELF-REF£RAL 
62.5 DTHEij 

H • 4146 (100.01) H ~ 0 ( 0.(1) 

CODE FREo PCT pcr-s 

o 113 2.1 51.5 HO'~OTIVATIDH 
1.2-3 51 1.2 52.9 MOTIVATED 

9 3982 96.0 61.0 NO INtO 

DIAGNOSlS Dr VIOLENCE PoTENTIAL 

H • 41~6 (l~O.OI) K • o ( 0.01) 

CODE F'REQ peT peT-5
0

' 

. 
0 120 2.9 62.5 NONE 

3-4 1'8 1.9 53.8 HODER,\TE 
1.2 40 1.0 55.0 SEVERE 

9 3908 94.3 61.0 NO tNFO 

SpECIfIC CONDITIONS RELATED TO 
vIOLENCE POTENTIAL 

H • 414~ (100.0S) K • 0 ( 0.01) 

CODE rHEa peT PCl'·S 

PAGE 13 

151 RECOHMENDATfON FOR GROUP COUNSElING 
H • 4146 (100.01) " • () ( ~h02) 

CODE fHEG peT PCT-S 

0 2 0.0 50.0 NO 
1""6 107 2.6 56.9 YES 

9 4031 97.4 60.9 NO IHro 

153 RECOMMENDATION FOR ACAO£KIC/VOCATIOHAL 
TR4INING 

IS5 

N • 414~ (lOO.O~) H. . 0 ( Q.OI) 

CODE rREg peT PCT-S 

o . (> 

1 U3 
9 ~011 

0.1 66.1 NO 
3.0 &t.a YES 

96.9 60.a NO INFO 

PRIOR KE~TAL HEAL.TH CARE 

t? 

N • 4146 (100.Q~' H • 

CODE fREO peT PCT-S 

o ( 0 .. 011 

c-

1 12 
156 RECOMMENDATION FOR PSYCHOTHERAPY 2.3,. 11 

0.3 50.0 SUICIDE POTENTIAL 
0.3 36.4 ALCOHOL/DRUGS 

o 
1 
2 
3 
4 

7- 0.2 
26 0'.6 

100.0 KONE 
53.8 HCSPITAL 

N ~ 4146 (IOO.Ot) H • Q ( O.Otl 

CODE rREa peT PCT-S 

o tot 2.¢ 5~.~ NO 
1-4 101 2,4 57,4 YES 

. BLANk 394. 95.1 61.0 No l~FO 

5 .-
6 1 
7 3 
a I 

BLANK 4114 

0.1 15.0 UNDER THREAT 
0.0 0.0 l~AtNST r4HIlY 
0.1 100.0 MENTAL ILLNESS 
0.0 0.0 OTHER 

9.9.~ 6Q~' HONt 

, 

5,6 
. 1 

9 

o • 0.0 
10 v 0.2 
27 0.7 
84 2 .. 0 
36 0.9 

3956 -95.4 

0.0 PRIYATE DocTOR 
60.0 ~EhTAL HEALTH 
40.7 CO~REcTIONS 
63.1 DTHER ! 
66.7 COMBINATION 
6{).9 NO INfO 

" _~-",__ . I-~;;., --=:::::-=--
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~, 

~ 

" 

ACUTE SRAI~ OISORDERS 

H • ~146 (tOO.OX} H • 0' 

CODE FRro feT PCT-s 

a.ou 

0230 1 0.0 100.0 O~UG POISONiNG 

,) 

15& 

(-:-\ 

PSYCHIATRIC -FACTORS (COHTIHUtv) 
STUDY GROUP 

PSYtHDI(EURIlTIt REACTIONS 

H * 4146 (10010t) ~ • o (' a.oS) 

CODE rREQ peT .pCT-s 

4000 21 0.5 57 .. 1 ANXIETY 

~59 

\ ,":' 

PAGE 14 

TRANSIENT SITUATIONAL PERSONAL1Ty 
DISTURBANCE 

H •• 146 (100.01) H 3 0-' 0.01) 

CODE FREQ peT PCT-S 

5410 2 o.g, 100.0 ADULT SITUATION 

(:~ 

(" 

.1.5 100.0 60.8 OTHER~ HONE 4050 9 0.2 77.8 o~srSSIvr"~nMPULSIV£ 54~O 47 1.1 55.3 ADOLESCENT 
4060 10 0.2 50.0 UNSpECIFI~O 

4106 99.0- 60.9 OTHER~ HQ~£ 

160 CHRONIC BRAIN SYHORIlKE 161 pERSONALlT~ PATTERN o-ISTURSANCE 
)l • U46 U.oO.OJl H • 0 ( o.o~) Ii • 4146 UOO.OIl H III 0 ( o.on 
CODE FREe peT PCT-S 

1600 
1941 

2, 0.0 10~.O CONCLUSIvE 
1 0.0 100.0 UNSPECIFIEO 

4143 99.9 60.a OTHER- HONE 

'-'~-

CODE FREQ FeT PCT-S 

5000 

~~~~ 
'\-440 

39 
64 

3 
3 

403T 

0.9 69.2 INADEQUATE 
1.5 64.1 SCHIZOID 
O~ 66.7 PARANOID 
0.1 tOO.O UNSPECIFIED 

97.4 60.1 OTHER* HON£ 

162 

4091 9a.~ 60.9 OTHE,R* NONt 

SUMMARY PSYCHIATRIC OIAGNOSIS 
N • 4146 (10D.Oll~H III o ( o.OS) . 

CODE rHEQ peT pcr-s 

" O~1 100.0 BRAIN oISORDERS 
29 0.1 6'.Ie PSYCHort.e 
40 1.0 60.0 NEU~DTIt 

109 2.6 67.0 PATTE~~ DIST 
205 4.9 56.6 TRAIT D~~T 

44 1.1 63.6 PERSONALITy DIST 
49 1.2 57~1 TRANSIENT 01$T 

BLAHK 3666 3&.4 60.9 HOtiE 

t4~ AFfECTIvE REACTIONs 16( pERSONAliTY TRAIT DIstURBANcE 165 PRESENT SYHPtOHS OF PSYCHOSIS 

t46 

't. 

N • _146 (100.0~) K • 0 ( o.ot. 
CODE FREQ peT PC7-$ 

2130 1 O.~ O.G OEPRESSIvE 
4145 100.0 . 60.9 OTH£R~ ~ONE 

SCHIZOp".REHIC REAcTIONS 
~ ~ 4146 (100.01) H • o ( a.ou 
CODE rRto peT PCT-S 

2200 3 0."1 100. 0 SI~PLE 
2230 10 0.2 10.0 PAR4UO!i) 
2240 1 0.0 0 •. 0 ACUIE'UNDIFfREHT 

167 

2250 9 0.2 66.1 eHRO~IC UND!fFREHT 
22.60 5 0.1 40~O seU120-AFfECTIVE 

4118 99.3 60 .. 8 OTHE1h NON.E 
~ 

v 

H • 4146 (100.oS) H • 0'1 0.0%) 

CODE raro.' peT PCT-S 

5100 
5UO 
5120 
5130· 

ll2 
160 

2 
t 

3941 

1.0 
3.9 
0.0 
0.0 

54.3 £MOTIDN~LLt UNSTA8LE 
56.9 PASSIVE-AGR£SSIvt 

100 .. 0 CUf{PULSIVE 
0.0 ijtlSPEClfIEO 

95.1 61.1 OTM£'b HONE 

SOCIOPATHIc PERGONAlITy OISTURBlKCE 168 
N • 4146 (100.01) M • o ( o.o~, 

COQ( fR(~ pcT pcr-s 

5200 19 0.5 '63.2 ANTISOcIAL 
52lQ .11 0.4 41.1 OYSSOCIAL. 
52Z0 5 0.1 10~.O S£XUAL OEVIATION 
5260 ' 1 0.0 10Q.0 NOT OISORD SEX 
521~ 2 0'0 100.0 UNsptclrl£~ 

410< 98.9 60.! OTHER- HO~£ 

N • 41~6 (IOO.QS) H • 0 ( O.Ot) 

CODE FREO peT PC'-~ 

1 
2 
3 .. 
; 
6 

BLANK 

4 
3 

" o 
1 

11 
4123 

0.1 
0.1 
0".1 
0.0 
0.0 
0.3 

99." 

25.0 DELusltJt{S 
66.7 HALLUCINAtIONS 

":25.0 THOUGHT' DISTORT 
0.0 STUP&lR 

100.0 REALITy DISTORT 
7~1 RE"ISSIOH 
60.9 HO INf'O 

~REsENr SYKPTOKS - GENERAL 
H • 41~6 (100.01) H a o { O.Oll c:::/. 

CODE rREQ pCT pcr-s 
1 115' z.a 60-.0 DEPRESSIon 
2: 27 o.T 51 .. 9 GUILT v 

3 117 . 2~3 56 .. 4. ANXIETy 
4 3 o .. .t: 66 •. 7 APATHY 
5 36 g .. iJ !)8 .. 3 HOSTIlHY 
II 6 0.1 66.1 INSECURITY 
1 ~5 O'~6 63.0 SUSPlcrOUSN£$S0 
4 III 3.2 S4eZ O£P£HD£NCY 

" 

" 
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OfFENSE SPECIFIC INF'ORMinC~ 
VIOLENCE INFORMATION 

PAGt 15 

169 ADMISSION OFFENSE 170 VIOLATION OffENSE 
N • i405 ( 33.91) H • 2741 ( 66,11) 

171 eYA HISTORY OF VIOLENCE N • 4143 ( 99.9,) H • 3 ( 0.11) H • 4000 ( 96~:~1) H '" 146 ( 3.SU 

CODE FREO PCT;,\pcl-s 
( t,~ 

CODE FREQ pcT PCT-S coot (REO peT PCT-S 
t9 0 .. 5 52.6 HOMiCIOE 11 1.2 0.0 HOMICIDE 0- ,2451 61.4 59.6 NONE J3 ~.3 100.~ ~EGLIGENT MANSLAUGHTER . 1 0.1 ~.O NEGLIGENT MANSLAUGHTER 1- 1000 25.0 62.7 HOOERATf; 436 10".6 70.3 ROI3BERY . 168 12.0 0.0 ROBSERY 2 543 13.6 65.7 SERIOUS 233 5.6 11.7 ASSAULT 89 4.3 0.0 ASSAULT 

1060 26.1 60.0-8URGLARY 265 16.9 0.0 BURGLARY 
421 !0.2 ~1 .. 0 THEft 123 . 6.8 0.0 THErl 1.7~ CASEWORKER'S ESTIMATION OF 719 17.4~ 53.4 VEftlCLE THEFT 166 12.0 0.0 VEHICLE THEFT VIOLENCE POTENTIAL 207 5.0 52.7 fOR~ER'I' 58 .4 .. l' :1.1 FORGERY N • 3090 { 14.5~1 H c lD56 ( 25.51l 78 0..1 71.4 FORCIBLE RAPE 10 0.7 OiD fORCIBLE RAPE 

82 2.0 56~1 STATUTORy ~APE 9 0.6 0,0 STATUTORY RApE CODE FREQ PCTpCT-S 
44 1.1 63.6 OTHER SEX OFF'ENSES 17 1.2' 0.0 OTHER SEX OFFENSES 370 &.9' 65.9 ~IRCOTICS OFFENSES '222 15.6 0.0 NARCOTICS OFFENSES A 662 21.4 6.3.9 L,EAST 37 0.9 67.6 ALCOHOL OfFENSES 11· 0.8 0.0 ALCOHOL atFENSES 8 B20 26.5 Usa HII..O 3o_4 7.3 60.2 OTHER 247 17.6 0.4 OTHER C 1213 41'.2 ~0.6HOUERArE us 3.6 53.4 PAROl.E V.l()LATION' . 0 0.0 u.o PAROLE VIDLATIQN 0 3i 1 10.1 61.1 SEH10US 

·f 24 0.8: 70.8 GREATEST 

173 AOMlSSiON OFFENSE SUMMARY 174 VIOLATION OFFENsE SUMMARY us ADMISSION OrrENSE pARTNERS N • 4143 t ".91) H # ~ ( o.U) H • 1405 { 33.91) H • 2141 ( 66.11) H • 3996 ( 96.41) M a 150 ( 3.61) 
CODE ,REe peT PCT-S COOt 

I) 
FREQ PCT PCY-S CODE FREO pcT PCT-S 

857 20~1 69.1 PERSON OFFE~SES 311 22.1 0,0 PERSON OFFENSES 0 1794 lItl. 9 56.0 2421 56.6 57.6 PROPERTY OFFENSES 614 He 7 0.2 PROpERTY orrESES 1 "1090 27.3. 64.1 859 20.7 ~l.a ~THER 480 34t2 0.2 OTHER 2'599 15.0 6'1~~ 
3. 513 12.8 65.1 

116' HISTORY OF' VIOI;.ENCE 117 HISTORY OFCARRyIHG WEAPONS 118, CVA PAROLEE PARTNERS N • 4146 (100.01) ~ • 0 C 0.01) N • 4146 (100.0S) ~ • o ( o.au H • 3994 ( 96.JJ~ H • 152 ( ~e'71) 

CODE . ,REO PCT'PCT-S CODE F'REQ peT feT-S' caDE rBEG peT PCT-S 
0 2386 51.S 59.6 HONE II 2944 71.0 61.0 HONE 0 3350 83.9 6(rel 1 15" U.a 65d AGGRESSIVE CRIME 1 1202 29.0 60.5 Y·ES 1 375 9.4 £.5.6 

i4.3' NO VH>LENCE 2 72 1.6 ~:h9 2 HI06 60.6 not-EritE 3+ ·197 4.9 66.5 

] 
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VIOLENCE INFORMATION (CONTINUED) PAGE. 16 

119 INOIVIOUAL VIOLt'NCE IN 1&0 GROUP VIOLENCE IN 1~1 ECONOMIC lOSS- BY VICTIM 
AOMISSION OrFENSE AQMISSION OFfENSE 

N • 3998 ( 96.41) H • 148 ( 3.61) N ~ 399& ( 96.4') H • 148 ( l.U) H a 3995 ( 96.4t) H : 151 { 3.61) 

eOOE F'REQ PCT PCT-S CODE fREo- PCT PCT"S CODE FREQ PCT PCT-S 

0 2900 12-.5 5&.5 NONE 0 3289 82.3 59.1 NONE 
1 1~2 3.1 63.9 THR€AT NO wEApON 1 70 1.8 65.7 THREAT NO WEAPON 

0 tUG 27.8 62.3 NONE 
1 13- 0.3 69.2 <$1 

2 301l 7.6 71.1 THREAT WEAPON 2 240 6.0 73.3 THREAT WEAPON 2 41 1.0 68.3 51 - 55 
3-4 393 9.8 68.2 HINOR INJURY 3.4 240 6.0 11.3 "tNOR INJURY 3 120 3.,0 63.3- S5 • $20 

5.6,1 107 2.1 68.2 HAJ~R INJURY 5.6,7 11 1.8 69.~ KAJOR iNJURY • 399 10.0 6>.14 $20 - $100 
8 36 0.9 72.2 DEAT\i 8 14 -0.4 71.4 DEATH 
-9 136 3.4 65.4 NO INJO 9 14 1.9 68 .. 9 NO INFO 

5 503 12.6 63.2 S100 • 1500 
6 iH 3.6 51.3 $500 - $1000 
7 821 20 .. 6 55.8 S1000 • S5000 
8 201 5.2 SlhO >SSO(H) 

() 9 638 16.0 62.1 NO-IHF'O 

182 WEAPON USED 8Y INDIVlOUAL 183 WEAPONS osEn BY GROUP 1&4 RATto OF PSYCHOLOGICAL SUFFERING 
BY VICTIM 

H • 3997 ( 96,4%) K ~ 149 ( 3.6n H • 3994 ( 96.3%) ~ u 152 ( 3.7S) N • 3998 ( 96.4%) M • 148 { 3.6~" 

:) CODE F'REO peT pet-s CODE FREg peT PCT-S CODE f.REo pet PCT-S 

0 3285 82.2 59.6 1iONE 0 3556 89.0- 59.8 NONE 0,,1,9 3992 '}!9.9 61.1 NONE KNOWN 
1 ~o 1.0 65.0 TO~ GUN 1 25 0.6 16.0 TOV GUN 2,l.lh5 ,. 0.1 100.0 TREATMENT 
2 13 0.:3 16.9 UNLOADED GUN 2 3 0.1 66.1 ij,'lL-OAOED GUN . 6,7,,8 20.1 100.0 HOSPlTAI.IZATlor 
3 ·125 3.1 69.6 LOADED GUN l 14 1.9 67.6 LOADED GUN 
4 1119 3.7 67.1 GUN. UNSPECIFIED 4 143 3.6 13.4 GUN. UNSPECIfIED 
5 135 3.4 11.9 K~I'E. ETC. 5 -68 1.1 66.2 KNlr£. nc. 
6 116 2 .. 9 69.8 OTHER- 6 65 1.6 75.4 OTHER 
9 134 3 .. 4 65.1 No INFO 9 60 1.-5 81.7 NO yNFO 

185 TYPE Of PAROtE RE~OVAl 186 STATuS ~r OfF SUSPENSE PARO~E RE~OVAL 
N • 4146 (100.0l) W • o ( 0.01> H • 1535 ( 31.01' K • 2611 ( 63.01) 

COOE FR£.Q peT PCT-S CODE F'REQ PC-T pcr-s 
2,,3 614 14.8 0 .. 0 REVOCATIONS 0 32 5.3 0.0 A~seONoERS 

/ 

4 999 24.1 D~O BAD DISCHARGES 1 45 2.9 0 .. 0 TECHNIcAL VIOLATORS 
0"1-5'8 2533 6.1.1 '99.6 OTHER 2.3.4.'.6,,7 415 27.0 0.2 VIOLATION. NO INCARCERATION 

~ 8-9 993 64.7 0.0 VIOLATION. INCARCERATION 

• 
.V· 
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INITlAL INSTITuTIONAL PROGRAH PAGE 11 

187 COUHS£LO~t$ TRANSFER RECOMMENOATION 

~ • 3974 ( 95.91) H. 172 ( 4.11) 

COOE (REO PCT PCT-S 

1&3 eYA ORDER FOR TPANSF£R 169 eVA SOARD OROE~ FOR PROGRAM 

117 
3 
o 

202 
1349 

838 
1 
1 
3 
o 

651 
o 

28 
760 

o 

2.9 
0.1 
0.0 
5.1 

33.9 
21.1 
0.0 
0.0 
0.1 
0.0 

16.4 
0.0 
0.7 

N • 4131 ( 99.61) M. 15 ( &.41) 

CODE FREQ peT pct-s 

69.2 IMMEQIATE P~ROLE 10 
66.1 £ARLY PAROLE 11 
0.0 PASU ROBLES 13 

52.0 PSI PRESiON 14 
62.0 YOUTH TRAINING SCHOOL 15 
64.2 CAMPS GENERAL 20 

lOO.Q BEN LOMOND' 21 
0.0 Hr. BULLION 22 
o.~· PINE GRQVE 23 
0.0 HASHINGTON RIDGE 24 

59.8 DEUEL VOCATIONAL INST. 41 
0.0 SAN QUENTIN 42 

64.3 c~r VACAVILLE 43 
58~l CTF-N SOLEOA& 44 
o.a CTF-C SOLEDAD 45 

16.1 CRC 48 

2 
1 
o 

220. 
1113 

2 
235 
240 
255 
329 
754 

0.0 
0..0 
0.0 
5.3 

26.9. 
0.0 
5.1 
5.8 
6 .. 2 
a.o 

18.3 
0.0 
0.6 

50.0 l~HrOIAT£ PAROLE 
100.0 EARL' PAROLE . 

0.0 PASO ROBLES 
54.1 PSI PREST{fij 
65.0 YOUTH TRAINING SCHOOL 
50.0 CAMPS GENERAL 
65.5 BEn LOMOND 
67.1 HT. BUL1.ION 
64.3 PINE GROVE 
58.1 WASHINGTON RIOGE 
57.7 DEUEL VOCATIONAL INST 

100.0 SAN QUENTIN 
44.0 CHr VACAVILLE 
57,9 CTr·N SOLEDAD 
0,0 CTF-C SOLEDAD 

44 .. 4. cRe 

(MONTHS TO NEXT HEARING) 
H • 3979 , 96.0~) K· 161 ( 4.(1) 

CODE FREQ pcT PCT-S 

i 
2: 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8. 
9 

to 
11 
12 
o 

33 
44 
55 

23 
77 

291 
466 
358 
169 
74 
42 
(t9 

111 
110 
404 

o 
165 

1588 
.10 

0.6 
109 
1.3 

12.3 
9.!l 
4.2 
1.9 
1.1 
1.7 
2.8 
2.8 

1(\.2 
0.0 
J:j.~ 

39.9 
0.3 

47.B 
55.8 
59.1 
62.5 
6{hl 
62.1 
11.6 
81-0 
58.0 
66.5 
10.9 
68.3 
0.0 

59.4 
56.4 
40.0 

CONTINUEO 
PAROLE Pl.ANS 
PLACE IN TRAINl 
HOLD 

10 
11 
13 
14 
15 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 
48 
52 
54 
55 
56 

12 
6 
o 
3 
o 

19.1 
0,0 
0.3 
0.2 
0.0 
0.1 
0.0 

66.1 DEPT or MENTAL HYGIENE 52 
0.0 CONTINUED 54 

1 
25. 

617 
o 

18 
3 

29 
21 
o 

2102 
0.0 
0.4 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
0.0 

66.1 DEPT OF MENTAL HYGIENE 
69.0 CONTINUED 

33.1 COUNTY 4AIL 55 46.1 COUNTY JAIL 
o.auTHER 56 0.0 OTHER 

190 CUSTODIAL EVAtUATION FOR 
INSTITUTIONAL AOJUSTHEkT 

N • 399~ ( 96.31) H. 153 ( 3,11) 

tOOE FRtQ peT PCT-S 

(1 

1-2.3 
4 

IT 
3295 

681 

0.4 
82.5 
11.1 

29.4 NO INfO 
62.0 GOOD PROGNOSIS 
51.9 POOR PROGNOSIS 

193 STIFF RECOMMENDATION FOR 
SPEcUL HOUSIffG 

H • 3996 ( 96~.S) H a 150' 3.61) 

Coor FRr.Q peT pcr-s 
~ 3605 90.2 &1.1 NONE 
1 31 o.! 61.3 ADJUSTMENT CENTER 
2 360 9.4 :62.2 NO CAMP 

191 STAfF RECOH~ENOATION fOR 
ON·T~E-JOB TRAINING 

N • 3998 { ~6a4i' M. 146 ( 3.61) 

CODE fREQ PCT PCT-S 

o 3985 99.7 61.2 NONE 
1 . 13 0.3 46.2 YES 

19_ STArF RECOMMENDATION FOR 
WORK ASSIGN KENT 

N • 3995 , 96.41) H. 151 ( 3(61) 

cQOE rREo peT pcr-s 

o 836 2C.9 60.4 NONE 
1 3159 79.1 61.3 Y£$ 

.'/ 

• 192 STAFF' RECOMHENOATION F:OR 
GROUP COUNSELING 

N • 3996 ( 96.41) K. 146 ( 3,6S) 

CODE FREQ peT PCT-S 

o 
1-6 

222 
3176 

5.6 
911~4 

() 

54.1. NONE 
61.6 YES 

195 STAfF RECOMMENDATION FOR 
PSYCHOTHERAPY 

H • 3991 ( 96.41) H· 149 ( 3.61) 

'CODE rREQ pcT PCT-S • 
o 3910 97.8 61.1 NONE 

1~2 &1 2.2 65.S YES 
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