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

| 768Y



This is an authorized facsimile
and was produced by microfilm-xerography
~in 1975 by
Xerox University Microfilms,
Ann Arbor, Michigan,
U.S.A.




+ +.OSENGARTEN, Leonard. POST-

CNIVERSITY MICROFILMS, INC., ANN ARBOR, MIcCH, ; ‘ 1

-]
L. C. Card no. Mic 59- 2344 o OF 200 OFFICIAL

LINQUENCY
PROBATION ADJUSTMENT OF A
200 OFFICIAL CASES OF JUVE-
NILE DELINQUENCY IN PHILA-
DELPHIA,

Temple University, Ed. D., 1959
Psychology, clinical

YO0V eOO

° arten

:* 3.0000000000000600000

900000000005‘009

— -

Submitted in partisl fulfillment of the
requirements for the degree of Doctor of
Education in the Graduste School of

Temple University,




This Thesis for the Doctor of Education
degrne, by
Leoonard Resongarton
has besr. approved for the
Dapartment of Paychology

by

Date




ACKNOWLZDGHMENTS

i The author wishes to express his grateful

appreciation for the valuable assistance rendered
by the many persons cooperablng in this study. He
is particularly indebted to Dr. Frederick H, Lund,
whose constant guidance and generous help carried

the entire work to its complebtlion.



TABLE OF CONTENTS

Chapter
I INTRODUCT ION

The Problem

Need for the Study
Delimitations
Definitions

IX HISTORICAL BACKGRCUND

Origin of Probatlon as a Cerrectlonal
Device

The Juvenile Court lMovement

The Juvenile Court in Pennsylveznla

The Juvenile Court in Philedelphla

The Status of Besearch in the Probatlon
Field

Previous Probation Suc:essz-Fzilure
Studles

Summary
III METHOD AND PROCEDUIE

Problen N
Subjects

Source and Gollection of Data
Classification of Data
Difficulties Encountered

v PRESENTATION AND INTERPRETATION OF DATA

Variables Which Relate to Characteristics

Existing At or Prior to Probation
Variables Pertaining to the Frobatilon
Experience
v DISCUSSION

VI SUKMARY AND CONCLUSICNS

BIBLIOGRAPHY

Page

O ~NFwN

55
93
106
112
125



Chapter I
INTRODUCTION

Probation and the juvenile court system are
generally regarded as American contribubilons to
the field of "correctilons®. 1 John Ausustug, a
Bogton shoemaker, act«d as the first probation
officer in hls ef*orts to rehabilitate the
unfortunates of that city. Tn the years from 1841
o 1859 he bailed from the courts of Boston some two
thousand adult and Juvenile cf fenders 2nd gave them
his personzl supervision. In the hundred years since
the death of John Augustus, probation has been adopted
as a correctionzl methcd in every stete of the unlon,
Although a review of his comtributions to the field of
probetion shows that he is the most worthy of beihg
named ®*the first probation officer", 2 Augustus was
moved by humanitarian motives rather than by any
search for a correctional device. The early pioncgré
in the field of rrobation and the juvenile court

movement who followed Ausustus were also wmobivated

1. Wiley B. Sanders, ®"Some Early Berinnings of the
Children's Court Movement in England) N.P.P.A,
Yearbook, 1945, vp. 58-70. The author shows
that the treatment of Juveniles folloued a some-
what parallel c¢~urse in England,

2. "John Augustus, Ffirst Probaiion Officer®, N.P.F.A,
Publicaticn, 1939. This publication includes a
report of his labors by John Augustus writsen in
1852 which shows a striking grasp of the
possibilities of probation and a professional
understanding of the technigues of probation.



by phillanthropic, religious znd socizl reform impulses.
This early backsround may have influenced research
designed to evaluate probation as zn effective
rehabilitative device. The technique of probation hes,
throughout the years, been accepted as a *good® thing.
Evaluation has consisted of high sounding statements of
faith rather than of sclentific research., There have
been very few studles attemrting to measure the
effectiveness of prcbatlion. Although every state, dovn
tarough %the thousands of country sub-divislo?s, has a
probation department, research by thése directly engaged
in probation work is virtually nil., The few studies
measuring the results of probaéion have been made hy
people oubtside the field.

The Problem
This study is concerned with an inquiry into the

.

post-probation recidivism of two hundred Juveniles
who have been placed on probztion by the Munieclipal
Court of Pniladelphia and whose probationary periods
terminated satisfactorily durlng 1950.

The subjects who were adjudged delinquent or
convicted of a criminal offense during the five year
perléd from their discharge in 1950 to December 31,
1955, were placed in the "failure" group. Those who
remained law-abiding during this périod were placed
in the "success™ group. The two groups were then
compared to debermine how they differed in terms of

factors presumably relzted to success end failure.




The basie problem of the present study centers
about the extent to which the two hundred ex-
probatloners remained law-ablding and the nature of
the variables which were associated with subsequent
lawful or unlawful behzavior,

The data presented are derived primerily from
court and volice records.

Need for the Study

In recent years the public has been increasingly
concerned with the crime problem, espscially in the
area of Juvenile dellnquency. The daily nswspaper
accounts of acts of crime by Juveniles are often
accompanied by inserts outlining the offender's previous
delinquent record, Editorilals question thz wisdom of
showing "lenliency" to delinquents by placing them on
probation. Those advocating the u;e of vprobation
counter that these dramatic failures should not be
used o indict the entire system. They clain that‘the
many iﬁstances of individuals who remaln law-ablding
after their period on probztion offers testimony to
the value of this correctional device., They point to
the economy of probatlon as opposed to the cost of
committment.

Very few of the vrotagonists have offzred umuch in the
way of scientific evidence to buttress thelr arguments,
The inadequacy of statistics and research in crime and
corrections has been pointed ocut frequently by qualified

authorities. The people in the field appear content to




accept the value of probation as an article of faith.
There has been only a handful cof sbtudies attemrting to
evaluate the effectiveness of nrovation. Yet, this
would appear to be the first question that would
suggest itself for a critical sclemtific analyéis.

The present study 1s designed to determine the
effectivenass of the probation services of the Juvenile’
Division of the Municipal Court of EFhilsdelphia. It
seeks to determine the extent to wnich Jjuveniles
diseharged from probation by the Hunicipal Court remain
law;abiding znd the variables thch are relabted to
post-probation succegs or fallure,

Delimitations

This study is concerned with the post-probation
ad Justment of two hundred Jjuvenile deiinquénts placed
on probation by the lunicizal Court of Philadelrhia,

whose probation periods terminated satisfactorily

in 1950,

The follow-up perlod was limlted to five years. A
longer p=riod, perhaps of tem years, would result in a
somewhat larger "fallure" group. It was felt, however,
that the optimum follow-up period was one of five year's
duration. It is reasonable to sssume that the positive
effects that cen be hopefully attributed to the probation
experience wlill be most operative during this period, On
the other hand, it would appear questlonable to consider

probation ineffective where an individual brealks the law




ten or twelve years affer his pfobation hag ended., A
follow-upr perlod of les: than five years‘would vose
the problem of whether "success® was due to the effect
of probation or merely represented an intsrval between
law infractions.

It 1s possible to use various criteria of adjust-
ment to determine vost-probation success or failure,
Thus, we might consider the individual's genersl soclal
ad justment as a standard., The marginal individual,
the person who eilsts only through the good offices of
public and private soclal agenciss cr the merely non-
productive citizen could be considered "failures”.

The difficulties of setting up an objective standard

of this type are obvious. Furthermore, thne most ardent
proponents of probstion do not clai@ a degree of‘
success that transforms the soclally 1ﬁadeéuate into
civic leaders.

.Arrests during the post-probation period may be
used as a criterion of success or failure. The uge of
re~arrests as a yardstick of recidivism would appear
to be more sultable for general.purposes than for a
comparative study of this kind. Arrest, in itself, is
not a definite indication of guilt. Hence, the
"failure® group would include individuals who were
discharged as innocent of the offense for which they
had been arrested.

The single criterion of success znd fallure used in

tals study wes "subsequent convictions™, Conviction in



the Criminal Court and adjudgment of delinquency were
considered as equ?valenh. This criterion is objective
and appropriate for a probation study. In order to be
placed on probation the individual must be convicted
by compebtent authority. The probation experience 1is
designed to prevent further infractlons of the law.
The test of the effectilveness of probation is the
individual's subsequent law-abiding behavior as
evidenced by freedom from further conviction. While a
healthy personzl and social adJustment on the part of
the individual 1s desirable, 1t does not present an
area of the court's concern.

This problem was limited to a study of Jjuvenile
ex-probationers. These individuals went througch the
probation experience during a formatlve end impression-
able period. The variables onerative in post-probation
success and fallure may differ considerably from those
of a group of adult probationers. ‘

This problem was further limited. in that it is a
study of ex-probationers of the Municipal Court of
Pniladelphia. Findings aprlicable to this group of
Juveniles, in a metropolitan‘settlng, may not be
pertinent to a group of Juveniles in a2 rural milieu.
In addition, the quality of probation service varies.
s0 greatly in the many different Jurisdictlons through
the country that 1t is most hazardous to try to apply
the findings here to another jJurisdiction.

The data presented here are derived priumarily

from court and police records. No attempt was made to



interview the ex-probastioners. To do so would have
required resources of staff not avallable to the
writer. The Municipal Court, in any event, would

not grant permlscion for such interviews.

Definitions

The term, "delinquent®, as used in t™lg study, will
carry thie same immlications and the seme definition as
are set forth in the Pennsylvania Juvenile Court Act. 3
This act defines a delinguent chlld as:

a. A child who has violrted any law of

the Commonwealth or ordinance of any
city, borough or tounship;

b. A child who, by reason of being wayward
or habltually disobedient, is uncon-
trolled by his or her parent, guardian
or custodian or legal representative;
c. A ¢child who is habitually truent from
v school ow home;
d. A chlld who habitually so depnorts
himself or herself as to injure or
endanger the morals or health cf
himself, herself or others.

This definitlon is virtually the same as that

offered by the National Probatlon and ¥arole Assoclation,

3. Juvenile Court Act of 1933. Awmended 1937, Pa.
Depirtment of #elfare, Harrisburg, Bulletin No. 71,
De 1,
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- The term, "child", =2s used in this study will carry
the same definition as set forth in the gennsylvania
Juvenile Court Act. The Penmsylvania law defines a child
as "a minor under the age. of eilghteen years". While the
act does not set a minimum age it would be most unususl
for a child under seven years of age %o be brourht into
court on a del:nquencj cliarge. k

The term, "probation", as used in this study will
carry thé same implicetions and the same definition
as are seb forth by the Natlional Commission on Law
Enforcement and dbservance. This report defines
probation as, "a process of treatment prescribed by
the court for persons ccnvicted of offenses aralunst
the law, during which the individual on probation
lives 15 the community ani regulates hils owm life
under conditions imposed by the court {(or other
constitubed authorities) 2nd is subject to supervision
by a vrobation officer.” 5

The same report defines parole as, "A method by
which prisoners who have served a portlon of thelr
sentences are released from penal instltutlons under
the continued custody of the state upon conditions which

6

permit their reincarceration in event of misbehavior".

. Helen D, Pigeon, Princivles a=nd lMethods in Dealings
with Offenders, p. 50.

5. lationzl Commission on Low Observance and Enforge-
ment, report 79, "Penal Institutions, Probation and
Parole", Government Frinting Cffice, Washington, D.C.
1931, p. 184,

6. Ibidw. p. 127,




CHAPTER 1II

HISTORICAL BACKEGROUND

Oricin of Probation as a Correctional Dsvice

The term "prcbation®, derived from the Latin
probare (meaning to test, to try, to prove), hzs
been used in the sphere of court s2nd venal procedures
since the middle of the mineteenth century. 1

The legal basis for probation stems from the
common law practice permitting the court to suspend
sentence and allow the convicted offender to remain
at liberty for an indefinite period upon condition of
gcod behavior,

John Augustus, a shoemaker of Bogston, has been
termed the "first prcobation officer': In the y=ars
from 1841 to 1859 he balled from the courts of that
city some two thousend adult and Juvenlle offenders
and gave them his Dersonal supervislon. 2 The matter
of supervision of the offender while at liberty is the
essentlal feature of probation., John Auzustus made

reports to the court at stated intervals on the progress

made by hls charges, using the term "probation” to

1. Negley K. Teeters and John Otto Reinemann, The

Challenre of Delingue » Prentice-Hall, Inc.,
New York 1953, ». 384, ’

2. *John Aupustus, First Probaitilon Officer®,
Natiounal Proba%lon and Prrole association
Publlcation, 1939, p. Vi.




10

describe the status of his charges 2nd the supervisory

function he was discharging,

‘The Juvenile Court lovement

The success of the efforts of Augustus in
reheﬁilltating offenders in his charge and the related
work of other piloneers in the Boston area were probably
chiefly responsible for the eventual passage in 1869
of a Haggachusetts law providing for the supervision of
Juvenile delinquents by = state visliting agenéyB. This
was followed in 1870 by a Jaw requiring separate hearings
for juveniles, New York, Rhode Island and several other
states enacted similar legislation éhortly thereafter,

The first juvenile court in this country was
established in Chicago in 1899, The juvenile court
applied the principle of rehabilitation of juvenile
offenders to the ent&re court process, rather than
merely to the éppcint ent of special agents to sift
out children's cases from the general criminal court
calender.

In 1903 a Juvenile churt law was vassed in Colorado.
For several years prior bg this time Judge Benjamin
Lindsey, of Denver, had already been applying meny

features of thuls law in Juvenlle cases,

3. Rufus R, Cook and Miss L. P. Burnham, both
of whom worked for the Children's Ald Society
of Boston, were two such Ploneers in the
early days of probation,
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The five years following 1899 saw a number of other
- gtates passing Juvenile court laws. The Pennsylvania
Juvenile Court Act was passed in 1903. Today, all states
have Juvenile court legislation cn their statute books.

The history of juvenile probation is tied directly
to the emergence of the Jjuvenlle court idea. The
Juvenile court and 1ts philosophy provided the frame-work
within which the probation services could exlst and
flourish., In turn, the use of probation in the adult
‘courts stems from its use in the juvenile courts. The
philosophy of rehabilitation and re-education of the
offender rather than his punishment, as embodied ir
Juvenile court law, has profoundly affected adult court
procedure, The service of the probation staff through-
out the entire court process also carried over from
Juvenile to adult court proceedings. The probation
staff éonducts the pre-court investigation, supplies a
meaningful case summary, makes recommendations at the
court hearing and provid=s supervision on probation
after.the_court disposition.

The very nature of juvenlle court procedure répre-
sents a profound deperture from traditional legal
practice. From its inception to the present date thefe
have been questions as to its constltutionslity. Legal
tgsts of 1ts constitutionality have been instituted 1in
many states. Primary objectlons ralsed have been that

the Juvenile court law "offends apgainst a constitutional

’—____’_7
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provision in creating, by 1ts terms, different punish-
ment for the sems offense by a clasgsification of
individuals". It LIs further held that, by its very
operations, it 1s devold of many attributes of the
criminal court which must servé to implement the
constitutional rlghts of the defendant. } A4s early
as 1905 the Pennsylvania Supreme Court was called
upoh to render a decision when the Juvenile Court Act
of 1903 was questioned in respect to the "due process
of law™ principle. The Pennsylvania Supreme Court
upheld the constitutionality of the Juvenile Court Act
5

ags have court decisions 1in other states”,

The Juvenile Ccurt in Fennsylvsnia

The present Juvenlle Court Act ?f Pennsylvania was
passed in 1933, The preamble of the law presents the
philosophy of protection and prevention in juvenils
cases and emphasizes the importance of distinguishing
betwesn the power of the court over such casss and the
ordinary administration of the criminal lawe. The act
sets up procedures which further differentiate the
Juvenile cases from the characteristics of criminal
prosécution, which call for separate hearings, absence
of a jury and confidentlal records. It ovrovides fhat
the chilad sbaillnot be consldered a criminal, nor
suffer any civil disabilities. Neither the disposltion

%. ggigerspangsgeinemann, op. cit,, p. 288,
. ¥ . °
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nor evidence given in a Jjuvenlle court is admissable

as evidence agalinst the child in any other court.

The Jjurisdiction of the court applies to all delinquent,
neglected and dependent children together with all
cases of adults contributing to the delinquency of the
child or encouraging his violation of parole, MNurder
cases are excepbed from the Juvenile court's
Jurisdiction,

The present study is concerned with a ;roup of
juveniles officially adjudged delinqguent by the Juvenile
Court, which in Philadelphia is a part of the Municipal
Court. Therefore, the term "delinquent", as used in
this study will carry the same 1lvplications and the
same definition as are set forth in the Pennsylvanla
Juvenile Court Act.7 This act definés a delinquent
child =as:@

(a) A child who has violated any law of the
Commonwealth or ordinance of any city,
borough or township;

() A child who, by reason of beinz wayward
or habitually disobedient, 15 uncon-
trolled by his or her parent, guardian

or custodian or legal representative;

6. Helen D, Figeon, Princivles and Methods in Dealine
with Offenders, ». 49.

7. dJduvenile Court Act of 1933. Amended 1937, Pa.
Department of Welfare, Harristurg, Bullesin
No. 71, p. 1.




{¢) A child who is habitually truant from

school or home;

{d) A chilc who habltually so deports

himself or herself as to injure or
endanger the morals or hcalth of
himself, herself or others.

This definition is virtually the game as that
offered by the National Probation and Parole
Assoclation.

The Pennsylvania law defines a child as "a minor
under the are of eighteen years." While the act does
not set a minimum age it would be most unusual for a
child under seven years of age to be brought inte
court on a delinquency charge, unless, 1lndeed, some
serious offense such as homiclide is lnvolved.

This follows the practice of Anglo-Saxon common-law
which holds that a child under seven cannot be held
responsible by the céurt for an act which 1s in.
violation by the law. ©Only in rare or special circum-
stances has a delinquency petition been accepted on a
child ﬁnder seven years of age by the Municipal Court

of Philadelphia. The juvsni;g court age llmit was
originally sixteen., The act was amsnded in 1939 ralsing
the age limit to elighteen. Under certain circumstances

Juvenile court jurisdiction may be aprlicable until the

8. Pigeon, ope cibt., Pe 50
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indiscidual 1s twenty-one years of age. If the court
has taken a child of Jjuvenlle court ace under 1ts cave,
it may retaln jurisdictlon over that cass until the
child reaches twenty-one years, but new cases cannot be
presented in Jwvenile Court if the individual or
individuala are eighteen years of age. Should a child,
after reaching eighteen years of age, commit an indict-~
able offense, he may be tried in the Court of Quarter
Sessions or the case may be certified to Juvenile Court

and heard as a violation of probation. 9

The Juvenile Conrt in Philadelphla.

The Juvenile Court in Philladelphia is a part of
the Munlicipal Court. Thls court was‘established by
the legislature in 1913. 1° The Munleipal Court of
Philadelphla is a court of record of the first judieial
district of Pennsylvania, and hence a part of the

atates'! judiclal system. Its bench consigts of a

. president judge and thirteen associate jJudzes. The

court 1s organized in five divisions: civil division
{including adoptions), criminal divisien, juvenile
division, domestic relations division and misdemsanants

division. : .

9. Pigeon, ﬁR' eit., p. 5Sl.
10. John H. Ffertig and S. Edward Eannestad,
A Compilstion of the Laws Relating to Juvenile
Courts, Lepislative Reference tureau, Harrisburg,
Pa..’ 1916, PPe 12-130
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The Juvenlle Division is concerned with cases of
child dependency, neglect, delinquency, truancy,
runaway, mentally and physically handicapped children
under eighteen years of age, and cases of adults
charged with contributing to the delinquency, neglect
or dependency of children, 1

The proﬁation services are organized under the
Director of Probation, who, in turn, %s responsible
to the Board of Judges, The Juvenile Division is
hsaded by'the Supervisor of the Juvenile Divisicn.

The. juvenlle probation staff is organized in five
goographical sub-divisions each headed by a district
supervisor.

The background for juvenlile probation in
Philadslphia is, as in other mreas, rooted in the
efforts of private individuals and philanthrople
soclet.es to provide for handling children separately
from adult criminals. An act of 1893 provided, first,
that children under sixteen should not be placed in
asgsoclation with adults charged with or convicted of
crime; and second, that all cases invelving commit-
ment or trial of children for any crime or misdeameanor
may be heard separately and apart from the trial of

other criminals, with a separate docket and record.

11, Munieipal Court of Philadelphia, Forty-First Annual
eport, 195k, ppe A2-A
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This act was declared unconstitutional three months
later. An act of 1897 provid:d for the establishment
of separate detentlon facilities for juveniles in
Philadelphia., 4&n act of 1899 authorized local

institutions for Jjuvenile delingquents to accept

juveniles convicted 1n the United States Courts. An
attempt to provide separate jurisdictlon for juvenile
cases was made in 1901, but was declared uncon=
* stitutional, The act of 1903, however, was declared
constitutional and forms the bases of éubsequent
leglslation, 12
<} ' v Prior to the establishment of the Municipal Court
in 1913, the Juvenlle Court was a session of the
Quarter Sesslons Court in Philadelphia.

The period from 1903 to 191l was one of-eiploration
in a pioneer judicial fleld. Starting with the efforts
of John Augustus, the use of probation had been fostered
by private citizens of humanitarian bent, The role of
the private citizen in the sphaere of probation in
Philadelphim's Juvenile Court was considerable during

' the early years because the act of 1903 stipulated
that probation officeré were to recelve no salary. 13
Not untill 1909 was provision made for peyment of
probation officeirs, U

12. Pigeon, op. cit., pe 49.

13. Act of April 23, 1903, P. L. 27h.
~ L. Aes o April 1;°1909; . L. 89.
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Published meterial is scant for the perlod
preceeding the establishmcnt of the Municipal Court.

A review of the Juvenile Court's work published in
1908 underlines the tribulations of developing
policies and procedures in this new Jddiclal sebting
but offers 1little information concerning the selection
of probation officers or the operation of the court's
probation service,

The impression gelined is that of a probation

_departmenﬁ operating under a partnershfp of the court
" and private organizations. Dating from about 1901

. there was in exintence an organization called "The

Juvenile Court and Probation Associabtion® which
apparently recommended probation officers to the court.l5
This Assoclation operated under the law which stated

that probation officers were to be unpaid workers, The
probation officers were paild thelr salaries by

societies, churches and individuals, through the

efforts of the Association. '® There is no infor-
mation concerning any uniformity of salary for these
people. While the court accepted suggestions from

the Assoclation and appointed a large majority of its

probation officers upon the recommendation of the

15. - Compnrehensive | Revlew of the Work of

bg Juvenile Court of Fniladelphia 1903-1908,
16. Ibld.,p. 33.
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Assoclaflon, it took pains to make clear that 1t had
no power to share jJjurisdiction with or surrender
jurisdiction to sny organization. The court also
pointed out that probation officers were under the
order and direction of the court and that no private
organization could order, direct, or control a pro-
bation officer in the perfo;mance of his or her
duties. 17 .That such prcnouncements were necessary
only serves to illustrate the profound influence

exerted by the "Juvenile Court and :robation Society."

The various organizations that paid the salaries of the

probation officers no doubt also exercised a measure of
Influence over them, -

The provision calling for pvayment of probation
officers was enacted in 1909, This provision -
representis the first step toward. the integrated court
probation service as we knéw it today. The decade
from the passage of the Juvenile Court Act of 1903
to the creation of the Municipal Court in 1913 18
represents a perlod of transition in which the pro-
bation services emerged wholly independent of outside

societies,

17. Comorenensive Review of the Work
of the Juvenile Court of Puiladelohiz
1903-1908, p. 33.

18, 4ct of July 12, 1913, P. L. 711.
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‘The only qualification for probation officer
stated in the Juvenile Court Act was that bhe
appointee was to be a "discreet individual of good
character,” 19 Appointments were to be made and
compensation to be fixed by the Judges of the court,
The lunicipal Court instituted selection of probation
officers via a merit system in 1939. Fresent entrance
quallificatlons are designed to enlist professionally
trained workers to the court's probatlon staff.

To éuallfy as a Juvenile Probation Cfficer an
applicant must now meet the following requirements.

1. Graduation from an accredited four-
year college or unlversity. -

- 2. Graduate work to the level of the
Masters' degree from an accredited
school of social work;-.or a Masters'
degree in soclology, counsellling
and guldance or clinical psychology from
a recognjzed academic Institutlon,

3. A year of pertinent professional
experience may be substituted for
partial graduate work or two years of
pertinent professional experience may
be substituted in lieu of no graduate

work, 20

19. Juvenile Court Act of 1933, Amended 1937,
Pa, Dept. of Welfare, Harrisburg, Bulletin
No. 71, p. 7.
20, Announcement of Merit System Examination #7, 1956,




i g RSB EES

4___-_--llIlllllliIIIIIIIIIIlIIIIIIl.l...lllllllllllIIlllIlI-I;A

21

The Statug of Besearch in %he Probation Field

It has been saild that more has been written on
crime and delinquency than on any other subject
axcepting the Bible and Shakespeare. The nuances
explored ran-se from anaiysis of urineto anclysis of
the soul. This 1s especially true in the area of
Juvenlle delinauency. With wounting public inbterest
and newspaper coverage, "everyone wanbs to get into
the act." Athletes, clergymen, politicisns, znd
others further removed from the field of criwe and
correction readlly offer opinions and panaceas.

Indeed, 1t would be difficult to find an individual
who did not feel that he was qualifiéd to volce an
opinion. HMost adults atiain parenthood. Virtually
all of us have been pzrt of a family group. Those of
us who have not been Jjuvenile délinquents have at least
been children. The yrofessional worker in the fleld,
although bzawildered by a flocd of advice of queétlon—
able.value, is in-goodly measure responsible. The
vacuum created by the neglect of adequate research on
the part of professional workers in the field has
provided such opportunity.

Over a period of many years, qualified authorities
have not only pointed out the inadequacles of statistics
and research in crime and correction, but have outlined
programs to.remedy these inadequacies. To date, 1little

has been done. The initial phase, the compiling of

R R R
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gtatistics, can be charitably described a&s belns
woefully inadequate, 21

Of all the phases of correctlonal statietics,
probetlon and perole statistlics are perhaps the most
inadequate. This, in a way, is surprising vhen we
consider the amount of money being spent on prisons,
law enforcement, court systems, suprort of femilies ‘
of imprisoned men, and the volume of loss, both
financial and human, ss the result of crime. Very
few probation or parole agencies have statistical
units. Among bthnose thet do, only precious few nave
racilltlés for research, and in very few instances
does the knowledge derived from these research units
become wldely known. 22 In fact, a number of agencies,
which in the pzst complled and published st:ﬁistlcs,

haw since discontinued the pradtice. 23

21. For representative opinions concerning the status
of statlistliecs and research in the field, see:
Donz1d R, Cressey, "The State of Crimincl Ssatistics,"
Nationa) Probation and Parole Association Jeurnal,
3; 230-241 fJuly 1957); I. @ichard Peesrlcen,
*Reporting Juvenile Delinquency,". N.P.P. A,
Jourm=l, 3% _242-249 (JuT, 195??; Edword B,
HcComnel, "Juaicial Criminal Statistics, "N.E.P.4,
Journal, 3: 250-262 (July, 1957); Leon Thomss Sternm,
"Popular or Scientific Evaluation of Probation znd
Parole,”, N.P.P.A, Yearbook, 1948, pp.55-70; Bernett
Heade, *Protat ton Statistics," N.P.P.A, Yearbook,
1934, pp. 194-198. .
22. BRaymond C, Drvidson, "Frobation and Porole
i;g;g.stics,' N.P.P.A, Journal, 3: 263-272 (July
23. An example ig the Judicial Criminal Statistics
formerly published by the burcau of the Census
which were discontinued following compilation
of the statistics for 1945,
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If is, therefore, virtually lmrossible to deter-
mine accurately even the extent to which probation is
used, The federal government and every state, down
through the thousands of county sub-divisions, use
probation and yet, to what degree 1t is used cannot
be determined accuretely. The United States Bureau of

the Census, reporting in 1945 Judlcial statistics from

23

twenty-five states, found that of 70,000 offenders ccn-

victed in that year, 31.5 per cent were placed on
probation or given suspended sentence. Rhode Island
reported the highest rate {(54.6 per cent); next came
New Hampshire with 49.8 per cent. North Dakota had
the lowest rate (15.7 per cent).24 Raiph W. England25
in his study of post-probation recidivism among -
federal offenders poinks out that statistiecs, even in
this case, are unsatisfactory in that, as 1s often the
case, suspended sentence and probation data are lumped

together, While protation operates within the frame-

* work of suapended sentence, the offender placed on

probation is preéﬁmably recelving rehabllatlive treat-
ment. In this commectlon it should be notied that the
of fender relezsed on suspended sentence is benefiting

only from a form of Judicial leniency. Sincethe

24. Bureau of the Census, Judicial Criminal Ste=tisties,

(Washington, D. C., 1947), p. 5

25. Ralph W, England, Jr., "Post-Probation Recidivism
among 500 Federal Offenders”, p. 4. Unpublished
Dissertation for degree of Doctor of Philosophy,
University of Pennsylvenia, Phila., Pa. 1954,
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Census Buresu discontinuwsd the collection of criminal
statistics in 1945, no additional information of this
nature has been made avallable,

In the Federal judiciary system, 9821 individusals,
or 32 per cent of those convicted in the district court
(including thnose found gullty in juvenils delinguency)
during the year ending June 30, 1948, .were placed on
probation, 26 |

The United States Children's Bureau published
statistics for 1945, covering almest 115,000 cases of
delinquent children reported from 37 juvenile courts,
showlng that probation was ordered in 30 psr cent of
the cases,. 21

The Municipal éourt of Philadslphia ordered pro-
bation in 23 per cent of all juvenlle delinquency
cases in 1950, as comparad with 22 per cent in 1S47,
21 per cent in 1948, and 2l per cent in 1949, 28
Massachusetts probation rates for 1947 shew that

45.9 per cent of male juvenilesand 49.5 psr cent of

,female juveniles yere placed on probetion, The rate

for male and female adults was only 9.2 psr cent
although the total number of adult orfénders was

far in excess of the juvenlles. 29

26. Teeters and Rsinemann, op. cit., p. 390.

27. Ibid.’ De 90,

28, Munleipal Court of Philadelphia, Thirty-Seventh
Annual Report, 1950., p. AlY,

29. United Nations, Departmont of Social Affairs,
Practical Results and Financial Asvects of Adult
Probation in Selected Countries, New York, 195k,
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New York reports that in 1948, 32 per cent of
those convicted for major crimes In all age groups,.
16 and over, were blaced on probation. 30

State probation rates give little clue to the
great variations in the use of probation by courts in
the individual counties or by ccurts existing in the
same county. Information concerning the extent to
which probation is used 1n the individual courts is
very scant. Thls type of information is not difficult
to complle,; but i% rarely recslives any dezgree of l
circulation. Figures for onec court in a particular
year may appear anywhere in the professional jJjournals,
often as aﬁ 1ﬁcidental note in an article devoted to
some other subject. There is little opportunity to
readlly compzre these statistics with those of~ofher
courts of similar Jurisdictlon, or to note significant
variations from year to year.

The mass of written material as conbkrasted to the
derrth of reasearch in the field of probatioh has béen
previously noted. Nowhere is this more open to question
than in the abserces of studiles evaiuating the
effectlveness of probation. This would appear to be
the first queséion that wouid suggest 1tself for a
ceritical scientific analysis. In the hundred years

slnce the origin of probation, thcusands of juris-

30. _Ibid., p. 74,
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dictions bave made use of this technligue 2nd hundreds
of thousands of individuals have been vlaced on
probation. Yet, there has been only a hendful of

studies attempting to evaluate the effectiveness of

- this tecunique of treatment. Some of these studles

are qulte limited in scope., The criteria used to
determine effectiveness of probstion 1is different in
varicus studies, offering little basis for comparison.
The absence of critlical evaluatlion m2y stem
from the histcrical backgrfound of rrobation. Edmond
Fitzgerald31 speaks of the metaphysical background
out of which probation and parole have developed.
"As concelved and administered, both have found thelr
principal Justification in a caztegorical ethi; -~ a
sort of socio-religlous ideal. It is on the basls of
the humsnitarian component in tﬁe conceptions, and
not on any confident expectation of substantive social
utility that they have been permitted to seep through
the cracks, so to speak, in the organic and procedural
law. Thls is the strong impresslon, at any rate, that
one gebts from t;e language of the historlcal precedents,
both judicial and legislative. And it is on the same

basis that they have won a very considerable measure

31. Edmond Fitzgerald, "Critical Evaluation
of Probation and ﬁarole", N.F.P.A, Yearbook,
1953: PDp. 3‘23.
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of sustalned popular suprort on the moral as
distinguished from the material plane.”

Most of the research in the area of probation has
been carried on by the veople outside the field. The
people working directly in probation and porole have
contributed virtually nothing, despite the fact that
they have at their disposal a vast amount of first-
hand czse record material,

Pitzgsrald underlines that the published papers
inside the fileld rely heavily and characteristiczlly
on lofty statements proclaiming the nondebatable,
intrinsic value of the 1dea of probation, not on
specific exposition of what the system actually
accomplishes or can accomplish. The papers are all

highly hortatory but not very revealing of methods.

.

Previous Probation Sugcess-Failure Sindles,

This study is concerned with the effectiveness
of probation as determined by the subsequeﬁt'adjust-
ment of individuals who were discharged from the
courts care as Raving completed their probation
periods satisfactorily.

The writer was able to discover less than twenty
accounts of previous probavion success-failure research.
Summarizations of this type of study found in the
professional literature verify this accounting. Some

of these studies were several decades old. Comparilsons
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are difficult because criberia of Msuccess" and
nrailure” vary from study to study.

It should be noted, hesre, that we are referring
to studies relating recidivism to the specific
technlque of probation.

The report of the Natlonal Commisslion on Law
Enforcement and Cbservance defines Pfobaticn as,

"A process of treatment prescribed by the court for
persons convicted of offenses against the law,

during which the individual on probation lives in

the communlty and regulates his own 1ife under
conditions imposed by the court (or other constituted
authority) and is subject to supervision by a
probation.offlcer," 32 -

The related correctional technique of parols is
defined by tho National Commipsién on Law Enforcement
and Observance as, "A method by which prisoners who
have served a portion of thelr sentence are released
from penal institutions under the continued custody
of the state upon condltions which permit their
reincarceration’in event of misbehavior." 33 Thers

have been numerous studles of delinquent-non-delinquent

32. National Cemmission on Law Observance and
Enforcement, report #9, "Penal Institutions,
Probation and Parole", Goverament Printing
Office, Washington, D. C., 1931, p. 184.

33. Ibido, p. 127.
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groups,B“ police recidivism statlsﬁics,35 parolee

recidivism, and the effect of institutional comdltment.Bé
While studles in these aress are related in the broad
field of crime and correctlons, they are not here
pertinent o our specific problem.

Most of the limlted number of previous probation
success and fallure studles are concerned only with
outcome 1 to the éoint of termination of the probation
pertod with no follow-up after discharge. These offer
1little clue %o the ultimate efrectiveness of the
technique of probation. The studles of this type
attempt to determine and analyze some facters relalted
to success rnd fallure while on probaticn. Such
studies will hereafter be referred to as probaiicon.
studlies. Those studles concerned with the suéceﬂs or
failure of $the probationer after discharge from‘
probation will hereafter be réferred to es posti~

probation studies.

Probatiom Studies
There are a few references in the professional

lit arature to 'brobatlon studies" which ars actually

34, Wililem Hesly emd Augusta F. Bronner, New Lirhts
on Delinquency end Its Trestuens.

35. William W. Wallenberg and Fronk suiroz, "4 Study
of Twelve Yeor Cld Recldivists," Jourmal of
Clinical Psychology, 10: 61-65,

36. Sheldon and sleancr Glueck, Five Hupdred
Criminal Cara=rs.

Sheldon and clesncr Glueck, Leter Criminal
(’@ reers

—

S P SO




30

only statements of rates of orobztlion violation.
- ) These are easlly comrniled using whatever criterion
of failure the individual court mry decide upons
To zchieve the status of 8 "rrobaticn study,® 1t 1is
. felt that an enslysis in some detall should be

made of the mtterial presented.
37

Thus, Gillen snd Hill, in presenting their
study of success znd fallure of adult probationers
in Wisconsin, noted that there hed been several
studies of parole éucce;é;—b;t“only onc previous

detailed study of probation behevior preceeding
their work. ({(Monachesi). Gillen and Hill made a
study of all cases of male, adult rrobationers
whose cases were closed between Januzry 1, 1933'
and January 1, 1936. There wsre a total of two-

thousend, eight hundred, and nineleen cases,

The failure criteria were absconding from the
probaticnary Jjurisdiction and the committing of new
offenses. The authors were combaring rural and urban
probationers, hence, total probation amd suczess and
failure ratés are not avallable. The fallure rates
were: Bural farm probationers, 13.6%; rural non-farm,

15%; urban 18.4%5. Consistency in occupation and

37. "John L. Gillen and Reubeniilill, "Success and
Faillure of Adult frobzticners in Wisconsin,®
The Journal of Cpriminal Law and Criminolosy,
30; pp. 807-3829,
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regular employment were found to be assoclatéd with
success.

Gillen and Hill reported their work as the
first state wide study of this type. However, an
extensive study covering the fourbteen years from
October 1, 1907 to September 30, 1921, wes wade by the
New York State rrobation Commission in 1923. 38
There were 139,948 men and women discharged from
probation during this veriod. Of this number 107,595
{55%) were dischar:sed from probation "with improve-
ment;? 9076 (?.5%) were discharged "without improve-
nent’ 13,&?5 (9.73)viere committed to institutlons;
and 9,698 (6.8%) absconded. The nuwber of children
discharged from probation during this perlod was
66,350. The number discharzed "with lumprovement?
wag 54,244 (81.7%); "withoub 1mpfbvement", 2627 (45);
committed, 9,081 (13.77); and absconded or lost from
oversight, 398 (0.6%).

Elio Monachesi 39 has been a pioneer in measure- -
ment of probation results and the use of prediction
devices for pro?ation outcome. He made a study of 1515
probationers sentenced durlny the years 1923-1925 in
Bamééy County, Minnesota., Of the 896 juveniles qus
sldered, 71.2% were nmon-violators of probation; of the

619 adults, 65.2% were non-violators.

38. Frederick A. lioren, Probetion in New York Stote,
39. Elio Monachesi, Prediction Factors in Probatiin,

e
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0 :
In another study by Monachesi, b the outceomes of @

120 children placed on probation during 1940 in

Hinmeapolis and Saint Paul were determined., As in the

T TRTRET N A TR e

previous study, the criterlon of success was compliance

with the conditions of probation. 73.4% of the children

3O

were classed as non-violsiors; 24.56% as violators.

Monachesi uses some Tifty factors s possible Indicazbors
of success and failure. The author found that a previcus
criminal cereer, A bad work reccrd, and obther factors

of an unfavorable soclal background, make a violation

of a probation order highly probable.

Fred B. Johnson, b1 Chief Probation Officer of the
Recorder's Court of Detroit, reprorts a study made of
probation success-fallure in that Jurisdiction. " The
study covers the caées of 7,889 men and women sentenced
betwzen July 1, 1924 and June 30: 1927. Seventy ver
cent were *discharged with lmprovement," elghteen per
cent were "discharged without imprcvement®™ or absconded,
and ten per cent were committed for new offenses or
for vioclation of probation.

The Attorney-General's Survey of 1939 b2 gives an

. ’
analysis of 19, 171 adult probationers from Swenty-four

40. £Ello lonachesi, "A comparison of Fredicted with
Actual Results of Probation," American Socioclogical
Beview, 10; 26-~31.

41. Fred B, Johnson, Probation for Juveniles and
Adgltg.

42, Attorney-Gensral's Supvey of Release Frocedures,
United gbates Government Frinting Cffice, Woshingtonm,
D. C, 1939, Vol., II, Probation, p. 335.
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probation units of 16 states and. the District of
Columbla who terminated probatlon within a three-year
period from January 1, 1933 to December 31, 1935,

Cases were considered fallures that had any violation
of terms of probatlon. There was no recorded vlolation
in 11,712 cases (é1%). Violations occurred in 754l
cases (39%). S8ix factors were tested in respect of
their relevance to success or fallure durlng probation,
They were race and national origin, age, marital

status and number of dependents, last offense,
recidivism and employmsent, The moat characteristic
factor was employment. .

A study undertaken in the United Kingdcm of 29,500
prbbationers in England and Wales and 3231 probatiﬁners
in Scétlgnd,'wbose probafion periods terminated inm 1951,
revealed that 78% bf maie prbbaﬁioners in England and
Wales and 85.7% of male probationers in Scotland,
termlnated the'pyobation period sétisractorily. 43

" POST-PROBATION STUDIES

" The real test of the effectliveness of probation
1les In the probationer's conduct aftér the termination
of probation, Success during the perlod of prcbation

may merely reflect the obvious wisdom of compliance

. k3. United Nations, Department of Sccilal Affairs,

European Seminar on Probation (New York, 1554),

Ps 224,
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while under the direct contrel of the court, rather
than a more permanent rehabilitation,

The New York “tate Yrobation Commission was one of
the first éovernmental agencles to attempt systematic
analysis of the results of probation. The Commission
repofited a study made in 1920 of 200 formér probaticners ,
in Erie County, New York. The subjects were the first
200 persong recelived under supervislon by the Eris County
Probation Pepartment in 1917. The study showed 111
(72%) of thos¢ discharged as improved, had continued to
show improvement. Thls estimate repressents not only
abgence of arrests but better economic and social
adjustment. il )

A similar early interest in probation results by
a governmental agency, was the survey undertaken by
the Mgssac?umetts Commission on Probation 1nvl§23 and
1924 45 of a:group of probationers who had been
sentenced in 1915. The investigatlon was undertaken at
a8 time when some critics were clamoring that the_usa of
probation had resulted in a serious increase in crime.
Follow-up of m,group of 383 men, classified as having

committed "generai offenses," revealed that by 1923

bh. Edwin H, Putherland, Principles of Criminology,
p. 403, (from Report of New York stats ‘roovation
Commission, 1920?.

U5, Loc. ¢ilt. (from Massachusetts Senate Doc. 431,

T93L),

-
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" 12 per cent had been committed to institutions and an
l additional 23 per cent had court records wilthout
commitments to institutions. Of those who had not . ?
beon committed during the period of probﬁtion, 97 per l
cent had no subséquent commitments and 76 per cent had
no subsequent court records. Among juvenlle probationers
43 per cent had subsequent records within seven years.
The Paltimore Criminal Justice Commissicn *© in a
study made in 1926 of 305 probationers convicted in
1923, round that only-11l per cent of those released as
succegsful were latar found to be problems to social

agenciss and only 29 per cent were later coénvicted.

This study also compared the relative valussg of
probation and commitment. The conduet of the probation
group was compared to a group of men discharged from
the Maryland Penitentiary. There was no marked

varlation found in the conduct of the two groups.

Menkin b7 made a study of 300 Jewish women on
probation to the “omen's Court of Manhattan from
Janvssy %, 1919 to December 31, 1922. The study
overlaps betwsen the probation and post-probation

psriod. The results are based on follow=-up of two-

6. National Commission on Law Observance and
» Eoforcemant, report #9, "Penal Institutlons,
Probation and Parole) Government Printing
office, Washington, D, C., 1931, p. 163,
47. Alice D, Menken, "The Rehabilltation of the
Morally Handicapped" Journal of Criminal Law
and Criminology, 15: 1L7-15L.

- » .
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hundred and fifty-two of the women. The author was with
t1e Jewlsh Board of Guardians which apparently
cooperated with the court to provide after-care treat-
meut. BElghty-three per cont shewed satisfaétory
adjustment at the clese of the probation pericd. They
wore "living under conditions of gfood home situation,
steady employmant and healthful recreatiocn." As of
December 1922, 62,2 per cent were still adjusting
satisfactorily. Hesults are diff'lcult to as.ess, as
the post-probation period varied from a month to

three yeoars.

Beard 48 made one of the first complete, mathodical
follow-up studies of former probationers in an nnaiysis
of the cases of fowr ~-hundred boys and one-hundred glrls
placed on probation in Boston followihg examination at
the Judge Baker Foundation Clinic. Five-hundred cases
were chosen serially beginning January 1, i?ah. Follow-
up investigation began Januari 1, 1929, providing for
approximately a five year interval between the end
of probgtlon and the time of the study, Probaticners
who got into no trouble during or after the probation
period were labsled "permanspt successes."  Those
probationers whose péobation parlod te;minated succesg~
fully but who suhsequently weve declared delinquent
were labelpd “temporary successes." "Failures" wero

those who persisted in delinquency despite the

48, Zella Boone Beard, Juvenila Probatlon.
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probation experieucé. Forty-three per sent of the boys
and seventy~six per cent of the girls were "permenent

successes.” Thirty-four psr cent of the boys and

; ‘ _ , twelve per cent of the girls were "temporary successes,"
Twenty-one per cent of the boys and twelve per cent of ;

the girls were "fallures." Two per cent of the boys !

ceses were labeled "undetermined." Success and fallure
were related to a number of personal and environmental
factors. Broken homes seemed to be less relevant than
the quality of parental control and supervision.
_Irvin W. Halpern, L9 Chief Probation Officer of
the Court of General Segsions of New York, reported
the results of a study of 331 probationers discharged
in 1932, Two-hundred and ninety (87.6%) had not been

convicted again after five years while forty-one.

{12.5%) had been reconvicted. The author did-nof fael
that factors had been isolated that could predict
success or fallure, or that it could be determined what
factors and forces propelled the L1 faillures, as
similar forces operated in both groups. It should be
» ‘ noted that when discharged, the entire group had not been
labeled satisfactory. In the fallure group, 22 had
: bean discharged with "guarded"™ recommendation and li had

- been dlscharged with "falr" recommendations

49. Irvin W. Halpern, A Decade of Probation.




38

Bughes 50 offers an analysis of the pbst-probation
adjustment of 745 males in Coventry, England whose
probation terminated between 1931 and 1937. Five-
hundred and forty-seven of the group wers in the age
bracket eight to gseventeen, Criterion of success or
failure was whether the probatioher was ;ommitted to
an "approved school™ (rseform school) or prlson‘during a
five year follow=-up period. Seventy~four per cent were
successful and twenty-six par cent were unsuccessful.
The author found that the usual factors noted as
causing delinquency were potent in thz breakdown
of successful probaticn. Unfavorable tempermental traits
and adverse personal relatlonships seemed to Ee more
related to failure than environmental conditions, .

The United States Probation System, in seéking to
eveluate services, sought the.aia of collegs and"
unlversity rpsearch'facilitles early in 1950. They
offered thelr aid and the use of their closed records
to research seeking to evaluate the post~probation
adjustmant of Federal offenders who bad successfully
completed %their probation periode

Morris G. Caldwell 51 made such a study in Alabama,.

The sfudy is an overlapping one coverlng the probation

504 B W, Hughses, "An Analysis of the Records of
Some 750 Probationers,™ British Journal of
Educational Psychology, 13: 113-125, 1943,

S51. ¥orris C, Caldwell, ﬁgreview of a New Type of
Probation Study made in Alabame," Federal
Probation, 15: 3-11, June, 1951,
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and post-probation period. 0f 1862 persons whose
Pgderal probation in the Northern District of Alabama

terminated between July 1, 1937 and December 31, 1942,

77 per cent did not violate any terms of probation, 19.1
‘per cent violated, and the outcome of 3.9 per cent wers J
unknown. Of }j03 persons whose probation was completed

satisfactorily, 83.6 per cent were free of sutsequent

convictions during a median period of seven and a half
- years, while 16.4 per cent recidivated. Factors

associated with a favorable prognosis wers high

occupatlional skill, full employmsnt, adequate income,

home ownership, marriage and children.
s -

A companicn study in this program was unggptfke&'f

o
52 1u the Egstern Judicial District

by Ralph W, England
RS m : of Pennsylvenia., The séudy ingquires into the ppst-
k probation recidivism of five-huhdrad offenders,'ﬁhosé
probatlonary paricd torminated satisfactorily between
January 1, 1939 and Yscember 31, 19Ll. Determination
of success-failurs was actually made on LSO persons,
411 persons whe showed no reconvictions prior to 1951
were regarded as successes, wh?le those persons with
convictlions known to have occurred after their release
from probation, but befors the end of 1950, wore
counted as fallures. It was found that 17,7 per cent
experienced furthser convicilon, England considered a

layge nusber of factors in an attempt to construct a

52, England, op. cit.
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prediction scale after the typeploneered by Monachesi.

Variables possibly associated with fallure were

‘inadequate social background, bquen home, precarious

social and economic adjustments in adult lire, and
prior criminal caresr.

A departure from the usual methods of determining
the success or fallure ofex-probationers was made by
Rumney and Xurphy 53 in their study of 1000 adults and

juveniles probationed to the Essex County, New Jersay

" probation department during the first six months of

1937, The parsons considersd were the first 1000
received under supervisicn in 1937, They were followed
up ten years after release from probation. The authurs
used their own criterion of "social adjustment" rather

then arrests or convictions. The adjustment scerss are

.compared during probatlion and during the period follow-

ing probatlion., One-fourth of the probationsrs did not
change In thelr state of social adjustment and two-thirds

.changed slightly, if at all. Twenty-six per cent showed

marked ifiprovement and elght per cent showed marked

deterlioration,
Summary . A .

It 13 difficult to compare probation studies dealing
‘with success and failure because of differences in the

criterig used to determine adjustment, differences in

53, Jay Rummey and Joseph P, Murphy, Probation and
Social Adjustment. -_—
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size of sampls, age of probatlioners, length of probatien
and post-probation pericds, criminal 1gw jurlsdiction
and standards pertaining to care prevailing in the
probation systems 1n which the studles were carried out,
Cwing to varying criteria of success-failure used,
a wide range of astlmate may exist as to the effective-
ness of probatlon. Thus, using new arrests as a
criterion rather than convictions, would materially
inereass the fallure rate. Using commitment to
{nstitutions as a criterion, rather than convictions,
would materially lower the fallure rate. # standard
baséd on soclal adjustment woulé provide different
reéults from'one based on reconvictions. Review of
the probatiod and post-probatlion studles indicates
that about thres-fourths of the probationers terminate
their probaticn periods satisfactorlily and about thres-
feourths of these, in turn, subsequently remain law-

abiding.

in




R -~ GHAPTER III

METHOD AND PROCEDURE

Problem

The basic problem of this study centers about the
extent to which ex~probationers remaln law-abiding and
the nature of the variables which are agsociated with
subse@uent lawful or unlawful behavior,

Dlscharge from probation as "satisfactory™ denotes
that the probation period is termlnated with the return
of the probationer te normal community 1ife without
further court supervision. It implies that henceforth
he will remain a law-abiding citiéen.

To what extent does probation achieve of 1its purpose,
namely, rehabilitation of the o fender? The study v
presented here is an abtempt to evaluate the effective-
ness of probatlion as a correctional device Sy determining
what proportion of two-hundred juveniles discharged from
probation as "ﬁatisfactory" by tge Municipal Court of
Philadelphia éamained law-ablding. It seeks to determine
the nature of the variables which are associated with
subsequent lawful or unlawful behavior,

The subjects adjudged delinquent, or who were con-
victed of a criminal offense during the five year
period from their discharge in 1950 to Dscember 31, 1955,
were placed in the "fallure" group., Those who remalned

law-abiding during this psriodwere placed in the .
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"success"” group. The two groups were than compared to
determine how they differed in terms of factors
presumably related to success and fallure,

Each case'was chacked through the records of the
Police “epartment, Muﬁicipal Court end Quarter Session

Court to determine success or failure,

Subjects

The subjects involved were two hundred male
juveniles officially adjudged delinquent and placed on
probation by the Municipal Court of Philadelphia whoée
probation psriods terminated satisfactorily during 1950.

Eighty-seven of the subjects were Negro and one-
bundred and thirteen were white. Their ages at the
time of discharge ranged from ni?e years to righisen
years, six months. Their age at time of belrg placed
on probation ranged from eight years, two months to
gixtesn years, four months. The length of’time spent
on prébation ranged from four months and twenty days to
one hundred and forty—fou; months and twenty-seven days.
The average probatioh perlod was about fifteen and one-
half months, _

" The subjects were cho;eﬁ by rendom sslection from
a Yotal group of thfee-hund;ed ané elghty-one male
Juveniles discharged from deliﬁquent probation during
1959 by the Juvenile Division of the Municipal Court,

L3




,‘ "%wa i

ek

Sources and Gollection of Data

The source materisl of this study came primarily
from court and police records. 4 three-page schedule
was devised to collect the data needed. The first twe
pages were designed so that information could be most
reasdlly obtalned from fthe individual case records of
the Juvenile Division of the Municipal Court,

The court records are grouped ln families with a
geparate individual record for each delinquent child.
Each grouping has s family record which contains .
informetion concerning the family contacts with the
court of a non-delinquent nature, such as dependency
or neglect. The front cover of the family record 1ls a
face sheet which contains gll the pertinent identifying
material concerning the family. ' Ope family record,.
tberefore, 1v made up of a varying number of separate
Individual records sll bearing the same court record
tiumber.,

The first page of the schedule was constructed to

" obtain the inforration from the face sheet of the
family record. The second page was designed for
obtaining material from the body of the chlld's
* indlvidual record. The format of the third page was
set up to obtain the data from the flles and records
of the Juvenile Alc¢ Bureau, the Central Records Division
of the Philadelphis Pollce Department and the Crimlnal
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Courts of Phlladelphia. Sufficlent space was allowed
to make entries concerning verification of data through
other agencies.

To obtaln the information neaded; .1% was necessary
to examine closely the individual and famlly records of
each of the subjects. In addition, all cases were
checked through the following agencies:

The Juvenils Aid Division of the Police Department,.

To record the instances in which the
child engaged In delinquent behavior

that did not culminate in court action.

The Board cf Education

To verify ldentifylng material and
the school information in the court

record.

\

The Central Records Section of the Poiice Department,

To obtain the arrest data on>the subjects

for the five'year follow=-up period.

The. Criminal Courts

To obtaln the data on convictlions
of the subjects during the five

year follow-up pericd,

The Central Repistration Sectlon of the Municipal

Court.
To determine if the subjects were known to
any other divislion of the Munieclpal Court.
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The maln source of the data used in the present
study was the individual case records of the Juvenile
Division of the Munlcipal Court, The subject's
individual case record consists of a chronologlcal
account of the child‘s'delinquencies that have been
brought to the court's attention., A statement out-
lining the detalls of the delingusut act and the circum-
stances leading to the child's arrest is prepared by the
court's intake unit as soon as the offense becomes known
to the court., This transcript is forwarded to the
probation district in which the child resides and is
made a part of the subject's record or serves to inltiate
a new record, The transcript indicates whether or not
the case 1s serious enough to warrant the chlld's appear-
ance before the Judge at a court hearing. The probation
of ficer, using the transcript a; a gulde, conducts a pre-
court investigation in each case destined for court hear-
inge

The court uses a captioning system of presenting
éase investigations, followed by a chronologlical record
of the probation period. The purpose of developing a
standard system of captioning 1s to have a uniform
handling of cases and to éover all pertinent areas, -
However, probation officers often teand to attach rore
importance to one area than another.. They may, on
occasion, omit cartain headings. These omlsslions handicap

any future research bassd on comparison of records,

i
j
i

P
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The captioning system of classifying information
under pertinent headings facilitates research but can

easily result in a stereotyped report, in which, under

*a carefully typed red caption, stock phrages are

entered 1n order to have something under each caption.
The ultimate result of careless use of the captloning
gsystem 1s a record in which Items are neatly pigeon-
holed, each under the propér categories, but any ldea
of the total personality of the lndividual or thc
dynamics of his situation is lacking,

The court's Ilnvestigations follow the outline
below:

l. Immediate reason for initiating investigation.

2« Family relationships.

3. Personal history,

{a) other conduct diffiéulties.

(b} child's statement.

{(c) control and supervision.

{d@) church reports and religious training.

te) school report.

() impressions of personallty.

(g) medical reports - includes results of
psychometrié tests and reports of
1aterview by psychiatrist,

- {h) interests, recreation and assoclates.
. Home and naighborhood

(a) economic status of family.
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(b} home conditions,

5. Sources of information.

6, Causative factors.

T« Working plan and summary.

8. .Recom"endation.

This data is supplemented by detalled family
i1dentification materisl on the face sheet and by
attached materials such as correspondence, summarie&
from otkar agencles and information supplied by

Social Service Exchange.

Olagsification of Data

The variables"ﬁhich appear to be associated with
success and failure can be greouped into two general
'categories:
(a) Those which relate to characteristics
exlsting at or prior to probdtlon.
{b) Those pertaining to the probation

experisnce.

Variables Which Relate to Characteristics Existing At or

Prior to Probation.

‘Host of the data in this category Qere found in the
pre-hearing investigation, supplemented by information
entersed on the face sheset. However, the variables are
erranged in groupings that do not correspond closely to

organization of the court's investipgation outline. In
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1

order that related variables would bes grouped together
in a manner most readily understandable to the reader,
this data was classifled as follows:
l. Previous conduct difficuities
2. Family background
(a) number of children ia family
‘(b) birth ordar
(c) other siblings in trouble
(a) broken home
{e) home conditions
(f) adequacy of control and supervision
(g) economic status of family
3. Resldence and mobility
(a) parents' birth place
(b) child's birth place
(c) neighborhood at prdbation
L. School adjustment
S. 'Individusl factors
. (a) intelligence
(b) race
(c) religion
(a) age
(e) offense
(f) causative factors
{g) psychiatrist's recormendation
(h} probation officer's recommendation
(1) interests aund recreaticn

(J) bealth
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Variables Pertalning to the Probation £xpesriencec.

. The data in this category were obtained primarily
from the chronological record of the probation period.
as entersd in the offlcial case record by the probation
officer. As theréwere a limited number of variables
in this category, it did not appear necessary to attempt
to ppesent them in related groupings. The followlng
wariables were consldered:

le Uificer - probationer contacts

2. Speclal aid offered by probation officer
3. School adjustment

lte Behavior during probation period

5. Duration of probation period

6. Age at discharge from proation.

N

Difficulties Encountered.

The group of the subjects classified as "successful"
were éhose who showed no convictions in the Philadelphia
courts during the follow-up pefiod. The pogsiblility
existed that a few of theose so classified could have
been convicted elsewhere, The Federal Bursau of
Investigation could offer llttle assistance as their
files are based on fingerprints and Philadelphia does
not fingerprint juvenlile offenders, The Municipal Court
would not permit interviewing the ex-péobationers, their
families or neighbors, in order to locate them, Even if

such permission had been granted, such an undertaking is
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difficult and time-consuming even for & team of
researcheras, This type of follow-up lncurs resentment
and 1l1l-will in the ex-probationer and his family.
They may well view it as an unwarranted harrassment or
as exposing the individual to needless jeopardy in his
groupe The ex-probatiener who has led a law-ablding
existence following his discharge 1s not elated by the
resurrecti>n »f his youthful misdeeds. Susplclous of
the motlves of such investigation, the people inter-
viewed are often loath to furnish any informatilon.

It was declded that the most feaslble alternative
was to determine I1f ths familles of the subjects were
8till in Philadelphia st the close of the follow-up
period. As the oldest members of the group would just
be smerging from thelr teens 1t seemed to be a reason-
able assumption that they would still be in the family
group. The families were checked throdgh the

Registration Commission, the Social Service Exchange,

public ingtitutions, soclal ageécies, and telephone
listing. :rhe last few cases were checked out by rle}d
probatfion officers who were instructed fo Jocate but
not 1nterview.ﬁhe families, The response of the few
families traced by the probation officers verified
previous doubts concerning thls technique. The

familles were invarilably cautious, evasive, and fearful.

The results of this investigation indicated that

only three of the familles of the one hundred and thirty-
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five member success group moved from the city during the

follow-up perlode One family moved to Wilkes Barre nesar

RSP

the close of the follow-up poriod. The other two

; families moved to rural areas in New York State and

& nearby~South Jersey mldway in the follow=up period.
These results coincide with the surprisingly low

mobility evidenced by the entire delinguent g?oup

considered in this study. Meny maintalined the same

residence over many years. Those who moved, rarely

ventured beyond the boundaries of the police district

In which they 1ived or the one contiguous to 1it.
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" ' CHAPTER IV

Presentation and Interpfetation of Data

It would be reasonable to expect probation
authorities to base thelr rehabllitative techniques on
the exteisive work done in the field of Psychology on
human behavior and individual differences. Yet, there
1s an appalling sameness to the way probation cases

%” " are handled. Pach delinquent case plods through
v ‘virtually the same probation mill, The probation period
will be of about the same average duration whether or
not the offender is white or.Negro, docile or defiant,
occasionaliy or perpetually in difficulty. Willlie may
be on probation only a short perind of time because his
probation offlcer correctly surmises that he needs only
a8 minimum of supervision. ©On thé other hand, Willie,
by mere "happenstance”, may have gone through the one
period in which no temptatlions battered his weak
defenses, An extra-ordinarlly long period on probation
may result from o shortage of man powsr and over«burdened
staff, preventing anyone from taking over the work of a
aick probation officer; rather than.from the recognition
that the boy involved needed long term training.. ’
The probation experience itself may easily fall
into the same pattern of routine practice. The pro-
bation officer 1limlits hls endeavors to perfunctory

Inquiries at home and school concerning the boy's




e

it TP

Sy

behavior. The boy is discharged from probation after
a period of months in which the entries in the case
routinely record, "Spoke to boy and mother, Boy
behaving.®

Such practices are, in part, "carry-overs" from
the perilod when probation officers were well-
intentioned but untrained appolntees and o urt staffs j
were frigh?fully over~burdened. However, there 1s also j
a degree of inertla that seems to make probation
#lbhorities reluctant to leave their comfortable faith
in simpls and uncomplicated exhortation for the more
complex solutions that may be suggested by sclence and
research,

An objective of the present study 1s to determine
the variables that are related to post-prcbation
success and fallure so that probation services can
operate with maximum return. The resuits of thls study
and of previous studles, indicate that a large pro-
portlicn of the individuals who are discharged from
probation as "sabtlsfactory" succeed in remaining out of
difficulty with the law. We might succeed in reduclng
the si;e of the failure group 1f we were able to
recognize beforehand which Iindividuals were likely to
fall into this group. Perhaps more intensive,

individualized treatment over a longer probation period

would be productive with this group, while 2 minimum of .

supervigsion would suffice for the majorlty. A knowledge
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L of the varisbles existing at, or prior to, proba?ion
\ ﬁhich are related to post-protetion success or

failure can aid in determining the nature of individual
. probation services to be rendered. Further, an under~
standing of the variables pertaining to the probation
experience which are related to post-probation success
or fallure, offers additional informatlon as well as a
means of making corrections in the course originélly

charted,

Varfables Which Relate to Characteristics Existing at

or Prior to Probation,

. 1, Previous Conduct Difficultles.

The success group had a considerably higher
preportion of individuals who had no arrests
prior.to the offense le;ding to probation.

b ' Seventy-éeven per cent of the success group had
no previous arresfs as oppossd to sixty per cent
of.the failure grou;. The fallure group also
had a higher proportion of indlviduals with
more than one arrest prior to the offense lead-

“ing to probation. (Table I)

.

This relatlonship between successful
probatlon and the extent of previous conduct
difficulties holds equally for whites and non-
whites (See Table II).
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h . TABLE I

' S

ARRESTS PRIOR TO CFFENSE LEADING TO PROBATION.

NUMBER of :

: “ARRESTS SUCCESS GROUP FAILURE GROUP

N £ N 2

(¥ 10k 7.1 39 60,0

' 1 19 .1 15 23.1

2 8 59 5 7.7

3 3 2.2 1 7.7

b TOTAL 133 100.0 65  200.0

TABLE II

. ARRESTS PRIOR TQ OFFENSE LWADING TO PROBATION

. ACCORDING TO RACE.

NUMBER COF
TARRESTS NEGRO WHITE
; N % N 4
E 0 62 71.3 81 LT
§ 1y 17 19.5 17 15.0
. 2 3 3.4 10 8.9
3 b heé 3.5
8 1 1.2 1 9
TOTAL ' Ej 15_0-:0 1_;5 1;;5
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2. Family Backeround

a, Number of Children in Fam;;x.

There is a highsr proportlon of families
with more than four children in the fallure
group {52.3 per cent) than in the success

group (38.5 per cent).- Table III presents the

data relating to size of family.

Table IV compares'the size of family for
the Negro and white groups. The Negro group
had & higher proportien of famillices with more
than four children (}9.l4 per cent) than dild
the white group (38.0 per cent).

The Gluecks, in gelating size of family
to delinguency, find that it is reasonable

to conclude ths greater crowding of the home

meant increased compatition on ths part of
the children for parental attention, more
i likelihood of emotional strain, tension,
friction, and loss of privacy, with resulting
sexual and other emotional trauma. 1
The same factors may be operative 1n pogt-

probation adjustment,

le Shelton and Zleanor Glueck, Unravsling
Juvenlle Delinguency, p. 120.
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i TABLE III
‘{ -~
i NUMBER OF CHILDREN IN FAMILY
I KUMEER of .
! CHILDREH SUCCESS GROUP FAILURE GROUP
. N % ¥ %
1 9 6.7 L 6.2
2 23 17.0 9 13.8
3 ~2ly 17.8 10 15.4
: I 27 20,0 8 °  12.3
i 5 11 8.1 11 16,9
§ 6 10 7. 8 12.3
i 7 L 3.0 5 7.7
8 8 5.9 1 1.5
9 9 6.7 2 3.1
% . 10 plus 10 7.4 7 10.8
| 135  100.0 65 100.0
TABLE IV

| “ NUMBER CF CHILDREN IN FAMILY ACCORDING TO RACE.

: NUMBER of :
i CHILDREN NEGRO . WHITE
* | N A ¥ %
; 1 10 11.5 3 2.6
2 11 12.6 21 18.6
. 3 11 12.6 23 20l
| L 12 13.8 23 20.4
b 5 9 104 13 11.5
g 6 ~ 9 104 9 - 8.0
‘ 7 L L6 .5 L.l
8 N L.6 S by
-9 6 6.9 s Loy
10 plus 12.6 6 8.3
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b. Birth Order

The Gluecks polnt out that only children,
first children and youngest children are thought
to be especlally vulnerable to .the development of
behavior difficulties because they receive special
treatment, 2 This seems to be borne out 1n this
study by the fact that about 58 per cent of the
total group of two-hundred delinquents were first
born, last born, or only children. On the other
hand, first born, last born, and only children had
higher proportlons in the success group than in the
failure group; (Table V). Thus, when, each
category was compared to the remainder of the total
group, first children, last children, and only
children had a lower failure rate. (Table VI).

TABLE V

RANX CF CFFENDERS AMONG SIBLINGS

3

RANK SUCCESS GROUP FAILURE GRC
. . N 4 N ¥

Last chlld 3k 25.2 12 18.5
First child L1 30,4 15 23.1
Only child 9 6.7 L 6.2

2e LOc, Cite
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fe . TABLE VI "
y% POST-PROBATION ADJUSTMENT OF LAST CHILDREN, FIRST
i
!l\1 CHILDHEN AND ONLY CHILDASN COMPARED TO THE TOTAL GROUP.
; Last Children 116 Others - 154
: Number Unsuccessful 12 Number Unsuccessful 53
|
%3 Per cent Unsuccessful 26,1 Per cent Unsuccessful 3.4
I First children 56  Others 1
. Number Unsuccessful 15 Number Unsuccessful 50
o ] v
\ Per cent Unsuccessful 26.8 Per cent Unsuccessful 34.7
? .

Only Children 13 Others 187
i Number Unsuccessful Ly Numbgr Unsuccessful 61
\? Per cent Unsuccessful 30.8 Per cent Unsuccessful 32.6

ce Other Siblings in Trouble.

There appears to be gsome relationship betweeon

ey et
.

the likelihood of successful prebation and whother
"or not other members of the offender’s family have
been in trouble or not, Three éspects of this
r;iationahip show progressive seriocusness:

‘Other giblings known to this court.

Other siblings adjudged delinquent.
Other siblings committed.
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P About 71 per cent of the failure group had
k: other siblincs known to the cow % as compared
|

to about 55 per cent of the success group.
' (Table VII). About 45 per cent of the failure
i
I
group had two or more siblings known to the court

compared to about 28 per cent of the success gZroupe
L (Yabls vIII).

{
|
\z TABLE VIY
|

OTHER SIBLINGS KNCWN TQ COURT

Total Cases % Cther Siblings

Known to Court

Success Group 135 g8
o White . 78 51.3
}‘ Negro 57 ) 59.7
- | Failure Group 65 70.8
White 35 65.7
i Negro 30 76.7
.
| . TABLE VIII
l‘ THO OR MORE SIBLINGS ENCWN TO COURT
: EY

Total Cases % Two or More Siblinss

Known to Court

Success Group 135 28.2

Fallure Group 65 Lh.6
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Forty per cent of the success group aqd about
fifty-t--> per cent of the failure group had
' sibiings who were officlally adjudged delinguent,
(Table IX). The success group had about sixteen
per cent of lts membsrs with two or more siblings
adjudged delinquent, while the failure group had
about twenty-five psr cent, {Table X)

TABLE IX

OTHER SIBLINGS ADJUDGED DELINQUENT.

Total Cases % Other Siblings
Adjudged Delingusnt

Success Group 135 L0.0
White . 78 . 39.7
i Negro 57 ho.y
I
i ‘Failure Group 65 52.3
: White 35 51.h
% Negro 30 53.3
1 TABIE X
|

TWO OR MCRE SIBLINGS ADJUDGED DELINQUENT

~
Total Cases % Two or More Siblinzs
Adjudred Delinguent
Success Group 133 15.6
Fallure Group 65 ' 2leb
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I . The most serious of these three categoriles,

\k "Other siblings commltted,™ shows the fallure

: group acaln with a considerably higher percen tage.
Thirty-seven per cent of the failurs group had
other siblings who were commltted as opposed to
seventeen per cent of the success group. {Table XI).
The fallure group had eleven per cent who had two or
more siblings who were committed, while the success

A group had only two per éent. (Table XII).

» In ﬂhe case of ell three categoriss, the trends

are about the same for white and Negro probationers,

TABLE XI

OTHER SIBLINGS COMMITTED

! Total Cases g Other Siblings
: ' Conmitted
i Success Sroup 135 . 1740
{
; White 78 15.4
: ‘ Negro 57 19.3
: Failure Group 65 3649
4 :
White 35 37.1
Negro 30 36.7

__-_---J‘i.......;----;---L
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TABLE XII

TWO OR MORE SIBLINGS COCMMITTED

Total Cases % Two or More Siblings
Committed

Success Group 135 2.2
Failure Group 65 _ 10.8

de Broken Homes
The proportion of subjects coming from
broken homes was virbtually the same for the
‘ two groups, Although considerably more of
the Negross came from broken homes, there
was the same percentage of Negroes coming
from broken homss in the success ang failure

groups, (Table XIII)

ot

TABLE XIII

BROKEN HOMES

- Total Cases % from Broken Homes

{ ‘ Success Group 135 56.3
' White 78 L3.6
Negro . s7 737

. Failure c‘roup | 65 55.4

White 35 ' . Lo.0

Negro 30 73.3
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e. Home Conditions

The probation officer's evaluation of the
physlcal condition of the home is the basis for
the findings in this area. The probation officers
consider cleanliness, orderliness and asdequacy
of furnishings, and sanitary conditlons in rating
the home conditions. It 1s apparent that such
evaluation 1s, to a degree, subjective. Cne
probation officer may rate a home as "good,"
wh. s another wculd rate the same home as "fair,"

Probation officers, somewhat Inured by close

daily contact with deplorable living conditiens,
are probably lnclined to be less severs in theilr
rating of hors conditions than a layman would bs,
For this reason the categor§ "poor™ 1s probably
the most specific, Those homes rated as 'poor"
by the probation officer may well be accepted
as poor,'indeed. .
I The only category in Table XIV that shows
more then a negligible difference between the
success and failure groups 1s the one labeled
"poor,"

The Negro group had a higher pereantage of
members from homes graded as "poor" (Twenty-two
per cent) than did the white group (Thirteen

per cent),

65
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o TARIE XIV

BOME CONDITIONS

RATING SUCCESS GROUP FAILURS GROUP

X 4 N %
Good 63 Lh6.7 28 h3.1
Fair 40 29.6 19 29.2
i Poor 20 4.8 1L 21.5
i Insufficient
Information 12 _8_.?_ __h._ _6__._2_
TOTAL igz 100.0 éé 100,0

f. Adequacy of Parental Control and Supervision

The findings here also depend upon the
probation officer's estimata: In making his

evaluation, the probation officer considers the

degree of control exsrcised by the parent beyond
the front doeor as well as within the home. We
might expect to find that a considerable number of

; the total group of delinquents had inadequate

parental control and supervision. We might alse

expect to find that adequate parental control and

supervisicn would be & positive Influence in help-
ing the individual stay out of trouble after his
discharge from probatlion. The figures in Tabls

XV offer support to both of these expectations,
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TABLE XV

ADEQUACY (% PARTNTAL CONTRCL AND SIPERVISION

RATING SUCCESS GROUP FAILURE GROUP
N Z N %
Adequate 73 .l 28 L3.1
Inadequate L2 31.1 28 L3.1
i Insufficlient
| Informtion 20 1L.8 9 13.8
TOTA : 2._3_5:' 100,0 _6_5 100.0

g. Economlc Status of Family

There appeared to be little relationship

between the economic status of the family and

~

post-probation success or failure, Tahle XVI

presents the data on weekly family income in

detail., Tt 1s guestionable 1f the slightly

higher percentage of families receiving public
;V ald in the fallure group is of any significance.
Both groups had virtuelly the same percentags of

families with incoms of less than 350,00 psr week,

" (Table XVIXI) The Negroes had a considerably
higher percentage of famllles racelving public
aid than dld the whites.

Thus, so far as success or fallure of
probation is concerned the level of family

"income does not eppear to be a differentlating




factor. To thls extent the present study dees

B not give support to the view that the economic

: factor, as such, is an important detsrminant, not
; only of delinquency, but of the possibility of

1 rehabllitating the delinguent.

TABLE XVI

FAMTILY INCCQME PER WEEK

- WEEKLY INCOME SUCCESS GROUP TAILURE GROUP
N % X %
;‘ gigggiggd 2l . 17.8 15 23.1
. Less than $30. 11 8.1 L 6.2
I $31. - 840. 18 13.3 7 10.8
f $u1. - $50. 21 15.6 o 10 15.4
451, - $60. 1 1044 9 13.8
$61. - $70 12 8.9 5 7.7
$71. - 380, 7 5.2 5 7.7
$61. - $90. 6 L.y 1 1.5
Over $90. 5 3.7 3 L6
t %ﬁ?:‘iﬁiii‘;ﬁ" 17 12.6 6 9.2
; TOTAL 135 100.0 65 100.0
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. . TABLE XVII
FAMILY INCOME LESS THAN $50. PER WEEK
Total Cages 9 Families with
Income L,ss than 350,
per weel,
Success Group 135 " 5l,.8
Fallure Group 65 S5

Family economic status was also considersed from
the point of view of the level of occupation of the
father. The success and failurs groups were quite
similar in level of father's occupation. The higher
percentage of service occupations in the success ,

group represents malnly small service businesses

operated by‘fathers in this group. These were in the

nature of tailor shops, "hoagie" shops, and small
luncheonettes.s In both groups, the clerical and
service occupations of the father were low level jobé
In these categories. The fallure group had a higher
proportion of fathers sngaged in unskllled occupations.
Table XVIII compares the success and fallure groups ‘

as to father's occupation,




TABLE XVIII
. FATHER'S OCCUPATICN .
OCOUPATION SUCCESS GROUP FAILURE GROUP
N % N 4
Professional & ’ .
Managerial 1l o7 0 .0
Clerical & Sales 8 5.9 3 Le6
Sarvice 18 13.3 2 3.1
Skilled 19 .1 11 16.9
Semi-~skilled 27 20,0 12 18.5
Unskilled 19 ‘el 13 20,0
Army 0 0 2 3.1
Other Than *
Father's Egrnings L3 31,9 22 33.8
TOTAL 135 100,0 65 100.0

Table XIX compares the f2gzroes and whites as to
father's occupation, 3 The much lower percentages of
Negrnes holding skilled and semi-skilled jobs 1s not

unexpecteds There was also a much higher percentage

. of Negro families which existed by means other than

3+ The occupational grouplngs used in Tabls XVIIT
and Table XIX are in accordance with the
classifications of the U, S, Department of
Labor's, Dictlionary of Cccupational Titles,

1949 (Washington, D. C.)
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T » the father's earnings, The category "other than fathern's
earnings" in tables XVIII and XIX, consists mainly of
families who rely on government aid or the mother'ts

earnidgs for thelr income,

TABLE XIX

FATHER!'S OCCUPATION ACCORDING TO RACE

OCCUPATION NEGRO © WHITE
N % N %
: Professional &
‘ Manegerial 0 .0 , 1 «9
Clerical & Sales 2 2.3 9 8.0
Service g 10.3 11 9.7
I Skilled 1 . 5.8 25 22,1
3 Semiwskilled 5 5.8 3 30.1
i Unskilled 16 18.4 16 .2
l{ E Army 2 2.3 0 ) «0
L Other Than
B Father's Egrnings 48 .55.1 17 15.0
5 TOTA, 87 100.0 113 100.,0

e ——
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. 3., Residence and Mobility

S |

A. Place of Birth

Approximately eighty-five ps» cent of the
members of both the success and failure groups
were born ih Philadelphia. Ngither group had

% anyone who was born out of the couatry.
i Mobility has’often been put forth as a potent
factor in delinquency. Yet, in this delinquent
group, most members were born in the city of
Philadelphia., There 1s littls indication that
in the total group of two-hundred juveniles
this aspect of mobility was a significant
factor in post-probation success or failure,
or in delinquency. '

Over nlnety per cent of the whites were

born in Philadelphia, None of the whites wers

born in the south, A4s was to be expected,
| the proportion of Negroes born in Philadelphia

was somewhat lewer, However; about seventy-

four per cent of the Negro group wers boran in

Philadelphlia, Of the Negroes born in the

south, there is a somewhat higher percentage
in the failure group (23.33) than in the N
success group (19.30), It sheuld be noticed,
however, that more of those born in the south
are also in occupational groups where success-

ful probation ls lowe
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PABLE XX

CHILD'S BIRTHPLACE

BUCCESS GROTP

Birthplace WHITE HEGRO

N 4 ¥ %
Phila, 72 92.3 b1 71.9
North 5 6.y 5 8.8
South 0 «0 11 19,3
Insufficient
Information 1 1.3 o .0
TOTAL 78 100.0 57 100,0

FAILUZE GROUP
Birthplace WHITE " REGRO

N 4 X 4
Phila, 33 942 23 76.7
Forth 1 2.9 0 .0
South ] .0 7 23.3
Insufficient
Information 1 2.9 0 <0
TOTAL - 35 100.0 30 100,0

TOTAL
N %
113 83.7
10 7.
11 8.2
1 07
135 100.0
TOTA,
o} 4
%6 86.0
1 1.5
7  10.8
1 1.5
65 100.0
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b. Birtholace of Pzrents.

Here again the two groups are quite simllar.
The percenbtage of subjects thet had one or both
parents born in Philadelphia was almést exactly
the same, By far, the largest proportion of whites
haé¢ one or both parents bom in Philadelphia,
The Negroes had relatively few in this category.
However, the strikingly similar percentages for
the success and the fzllure groups shomwn in Table XXI,
Indicates that this aspeet of mobility 1s not a

significant factor in post-probation success or

failure,
TABLE X1

PARTNTS EORN TN PHAILADELPHIA

Total Cases - £ of Sublects with 1 or

Both Porents bomihila,
Success Group 135 61.5
White 78 - 8.6
Negro 57 . 29.8
Failure Group - 65 61.5
White 35 _ 88.6
Negro - 30 - 26.7

k.

Nine members of the success group and eizht
mambers of the failure group had one or both
rarents born out of theée country. Nearly
elzhty-five ver cent of the Negroes had one
or both parents born in the south,
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c. Neighborhood at Probation

A dllemma faced by probation authorities is
the unfortunate fact that, following the pro-
betionary period, the dellnqusnt ycuth is dis-
chatged to return to the same unnealthy milieu
that may have~been a potent factor in hi§
delinquency,

There are, of course, numerous methods of
grading neighborhoed, "An objective means,
pertinent to the objectives of the present study,
1s in terms of the amount of delinquency in the
area, The twenty-four police districts were
ranked in terms of arrests per 1000 boys age 7-17.
The subjects were assigned to the police district
in which they residsd. There were vary few changés
of address during the probation period.s A few
familieg which moved, almost 1nvariab1y‘moved to
the po;ice district contiguous to the one in

which they had iived previously. The < urt records
showed surprisingly little mobillty for these
familles, Many lived at the same address or in
the same nelghborkood for = ccnsiderable number
of years. In Table XXII, the pollce distrlicts are
dlvided into threa groups. Group 1 includes the
elght districts with the highest delinquency rates,
Group 3 includes the elight districts with the

lowest delinquency rates, As may be seen, the
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failure group had a considerably higher percéntage
in group 1.

To assess the influgnce of nelighborhood on
delinquency and the likelihood of probationary
success, ralses a nurber of questions. The most
important of these questions is the followlng:

Ir delinquancy.is conslistently higher in certan
neilghborhoods than others, is thls because of the
kind of neighborhoed, or i1s 1t because of %the kind
of people who drift into such neighborhood., In
all probability it is a 1ittle of both,

TABLE XXII

PROBATICNER'S RESIDENCE BY POLICE DISTRICT

Police Digtricts Success Group

Failure Grou

¥ 4 N £

Group 1 67 49.6 a 63.1
Group 2 32 23.7 10 . 150
Group 3 3 26.7 LS a1.5
TOTAL 135 100.0 s 100.0

Group 1 - Districts rank 1 to 8 in arrests per.looo boyse.
Group 2 - Districts rank 9 to 16 In arrests per 1000 boys.
Group 3 - Digtricts.rankl7to 24 in arvests per 1000 boys.

k. School Adjustment

The subject's school adjustment at the start of
the probation period offered few clues to post-

probation success or fallure. The fallure group actuslly

had a somewhat better overall plcture in tbai they had a
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higher percentage of subjects rated "fair" and a lower
percentage }aéed "socr®, . »

It 1s surprising, in view of the common impression
that delinquents are generally school problems, that

forty-per cent of the antire delinqué* }groubwererated

as havlng good school adjustment. How%°ar, the probation

officer relied on the school authoritie= for the
evaluation of the subjcct's school adjustment,

While the data in this case do not distinguish
the success and the failure group, it should be noted
that more than one-fourbh of the total group were rated
"noor," so far as school'adjustment 1s concerned. This
percentage 1s far in excess of what might be expe;ted

in a normal school population.
TABLE. XXIIT

SCHOOL ADJUSTMINT OF START CF PROBATION

RATING SUCCESS GROUP FAILURE GRYUP
N 4 N %
Good sl 40,0 26 Lo0.0
Fair 31 22.9 21 32.3
Poor L 30.4 16 2.6
Insufficient
Information 9 6.7 2 3.1
TOTAL 135 100,0 65 100,0
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5. Individual Pactors

ae Inteiligence

The subjects were grouped sccording to the
intelligencs classifications used by the Neuro-
psychiatric Division of the Municipal Court, .The
success group had forty-one per cent classified
asiaull average or below, and fifty-slx per cent
classified as average or above., The failure
group had sixty-four per cent classified as dull
average or below, and thirty-four per cent
classifled as average. None of the subjects in
the fallure group was classified as abo%e-avarage.
Table XXIV presents the data on intelligence
classiffcation in detail, The courtvpsychologists.
primarily used the Binet for their psychometric
besting during this perlod,

There appears to be some relationship between
the level of intelligence and post-probation success
pf failure,

However, a degree of selection may alsoc be
present. The less intelligent subje~ts may be
more likely to be apprehended in criminal pursuits,
Ongce apprehended, they may be more likely to be
convicted. . The more intelligent subjects, on the

other hand, may develop techniques of protecting

themse lves in these instances,
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INTELLIGENCE
CLASSIFICATICN

Low Grade Moron

50-59

Middle Grade Moron
60-69 -

High Grade Moron
70-79

Dull Average
80-89

Average
90-109

Above average
110-119

Superior
120=-129

Very Superior
130~ --

No estimate

TOTAL

b. Race -

TABLE XXIV

INTELLIGENCE

SUCCESS GROUP

79

FAILURE GROUP

X

2

10

17

26

68

1% |
n m N

3
1.5
7.4

12.6
19.2
50.4
2.2.
1.5

1.5
37

'100,0

N

16
20

22

1
ég

4

1.5

7.7
21146
30.8

33.9

)
s
wm

|

100.0

As 1llustrated in Table XXV, the white group

experienced a slightly higher degree of post=

probation success than did the Negro group., Sixty-

nine per cent of the white group were successful and

65.5 per cent of the Negro group wers successful.

&



However, the relatively small proportional

difference 1s at variance with ths commonly held

oplnion that the Negre group experiences mors

post-probation failure,

TABLE XXV
RACE
RACE SUCCESS GROUP FATLURE GRQUP TCTAL
N % N % N %

White 78 69,0 35 31.0 113 100,0
Negro 57 65.5 30 345 87  100.0
TOTAL 135 67.5 65 32.5 200 100.0

|

Ce Religion

The vercentages in Table XXVI show 1little
difference *; the success~failure rates of the
two 1arg;;§ ;eligibus groups, Sixty-six per cent
of tﬁa Crilielic group and sixty-seven per cent
of the Protestant group were successful. The

Jewish group numbered only five, all of whom were

successful,

8o
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e g




81
. TABIE XXVI
RELIGTON
RELIGTON SUGCESS GRCUP  FAILURE GROUP  TOTAL
¥ % ¥ % N g
Catholic 50 65.8 26 2 76 100.0
Protestant 78 6647 39 33.3 17 100.0
Jewish 5  100.0 0 o 5 100.0

de AGE

: : Table XXVIY gives the complete breakdown by

' year for age at first arrest. Table KXVITT glves
i the mean age at first arrest for aach group as
T well as age for whites and Negroes 1n each Broup.
é‘ - The failure group was, oa the averags, one year
k younger at the time of first arrast,

The fact that the failure group wus younger
at the time of first arrest is consisteat with

the findings of the Gluecks and nther investigafors.

These studies show fhat youths who become more
serlous problems start at an sarlier age. Again,
in the case of the Negro group which shows s

much higher incidence of offensss, first arrests,

on the average, occur at an esarlier ago.,




-AGE

7-8
8-9
910
10-11
11-12
12~13
13-14
14-15
15-16

TOTAL

.White

.Negro

. TOTAL

AGE FIRST ARREST

TABLE XXVIT

SUCCESS GRCUP

N

P @ 0

12
17
17
35
30

- —

135

%

-TABLE XXVIII

RATLURE GROUP

N £
2 3.1
é 9.2
L 6.2
12 18,5
7 10.7
9 13.8
12 18.5
9 13.8
I 6.2
65 100,0

MEAN ACE AT FIRST ARREST

SUCCESS GROUP

13.1
13.2

13.2

FAILURE GROUP

12.3
11.5

P e )

12,0
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Table XXIX gives the complete breakdown by
year for age at which the subjects were placed
on probation. Table XXX gives the mean age at which
the subjJects were placed on probation for each
groups The fallure group averaged about one year

earlier aprearance on probation. One school of

thought contends that the earller the child is

reached by the probaticn services; the greater

the chance of success., In this instance, the
failure group came into contact with the court'cone-
slderably earlier than the success group, There

i3 a possibility that a certain degree of maturity,
which enables the individual to consider the
eventuallities to be expected frem various alterna-
tives, may be a factor In probationary success. Or,
again, as already observed, the more serious pféblems
show up at an earlisr age owing to inadeduacies in
training and home environment. IT¢ 1s interesting to
note that although the'Nbgroes in the fallurs group
had the lowest age at first arrest zsd on being
placed on probation, the Negroes in the success

group had the highest age in both éategories. The '
preportion of the success group whowere placed on

probation ag late as the fifteenth or sixteenth

year is over twlce that of the failure group.
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TABLE XXIX

AGE PLACED ON PROBAT.CN

AGE SUCCESS GROUP FAILURE GROUP
N % N %
8-9 3 2.2 ] 2 3.1
9-10 N 3.0 3 4.6
10-11 I 3.0 7 ° 10.8
11-12 7 5.2 6 9.2
12-13 : 15 11.1 12 18.5
13-1 22 16.3 13 20,0
=15 35 25.9 12 18.5
15-16 L0 29.6 9 13.8
1617 5 3.7 1 1.5
TOTAL 135 100.0 ég‘ 100.0
msm XX

MEAN AGE PIACED ON PROBAZION

SUCCESS GROUP FAILURE GROUP ’

.WHITE 13.9 13.4 ‘ Ii
KEGRO - 1.0 ) 12.5
TOTAL 13.9 13,0

!l

——

i
¥
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e. Offense

The offense for which the 1ndividual was placed on

' probation was considered from two aspects, Table XXXI
compares the success and fallure groups as to type of

E oft'enss committed. MOffenses against the publlic order"”,
Ei _such as Disordefly Conduct, are relatively less serlous
} and 1t 1s not unexpected that tha success group would
show a larger percen’age in this category.' FDnVQr;ely,
the larger percentage of the failue groun in ~he two
gserious categories of "crimes against prog rty" and

"weapons and crimes against the person™ 1is not unexpected.

Neverthelsess, the point 1s an important one as some
) probation autherities minimize the type of offense as a
factor iIn post-probation success or failure,.
TABLE XXXI
i _ OFFENSE :
| OFFENSE GRCUP - SUCCESS GROUP FAILURE GROUP
' ‘ ¥ % ¥ %
Incorrigitle, = A . ‘
Runaway, Truancy 13 9.6 7 10.8
Crimes agalnst -
Property _ 66 48.9 26 55k
‘Weapons, Crimes ’ ' |
against Person 20 1.8 12 18.%
Sex Crimes 8 5e9 2 3.1
E Crimes agalnst
- Public Order 27 20.0 7 10,8
i Miscellaneous 1 '__;Q 1 ;3:5
‘i ToTAL 135 100.0 65 100.0
3 . E= =
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r . .. .
&; Table XXXII gives the rate of success and fallure
L  for all individuals in each offerse category.

TABLE XXXIT

SUCCESS AND FAILURE RATE CF SUBJECTS BY CPFENSE CATEGCRITS.

- E OFFENSE CATEGORY TOTAL CASES  SUCCESSES  FAILURES
g * v . K 4 N £
: . Incorrlgible,
o Runaway, Truancy 20 - 13 65.0 7 35,0
: Crimes against
Property . 102 66 bli,7 36 35.3
i Weapons, °rimes
: against Person 32 20 62.5 12 37.5
. Sex Crimes ‘ ,waw”idu 8 80.0 © 2 20,0

~

oy Crimes against

Public Opder 3l 27 79 7 2046 g
Miscellaneous 2 1 50,0 1 0.0
TOTAL 200 135 65

i . Caugatlyvs Factors

In dealing with cause or the assignment of
cause by‘the probation officer, we are obviously
 dealing with highly subjective material. In fact,
the probatlon offlcers appeared to consider the
captlion dealing wifh causative factors as one of
.the least important. Many omitted it entirely or

P "inserted a single word or short phrase, Often a
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stock phrase might be used. Table LXIITI gives a
sample listing of "causstive factors™ cited by the
probation officers, andtke number of times each was
put down as a "cousative factor", It is important
that the probation department, as part of its in-
service tralning, should impress upon the probation
officers the valus of accurately determining and
noting possible "causative factors" in each individual,
cass. 4n intelligent ﬁlan of probation treatment
depends on an understanding of the constellation of
fagtors which may be responsible for aelinquency in

any glven case.
TABLE XXXAIII

SAMPLE LISTING CF CAUSATIVE FACTCRS NOTZD BY THE
PRCBATION CFIIC R

Caugative Factor Number of tires 1isted
as Causative Factor

Bad companions 57

Home conditions

Inadaquate wmupervision 19
Mischievousness 2L

Gang activity 22

Desire for money 17

Easlly leaé
Dislike of school
Desire for adventure

Victim Df-eircumsténces

N W o N own

Movies

vy
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g« DPsychlatrist Hecormendation

A recomnmendation by the psychiatrist or the
probation officer that an Ilndividual be placed
on probatlion carrles with i% the assumption or, at
leagt, the hops that aftgr the probation periond is
completad, the Iindividual willl remain law-ablding
theraafter, Table XX(XIV shows that in only 108
cases oub of 200, war the psychiatric recommendation
in xeeping with pogteprobation success or fallure.
An "unfavorable” recommends ’on indicates that
probaliion wan considersd an insufficlent means of
bringing about a chanée in bahavicr and that commit-
ment to a traloing Institutlion was necessaivy,

~

TABLE XXXIV

PSYURIATRIC RECOMMENDATION

RECOMMENDATICYN SUCTESS GROUP " FAILURE GROU?

X ‘ ¥
Favorable 99 L7
Uafavorable 12 9
¥pon~committal 2k 9
TOTAL 135 65




- R ey
o g o T o S e

89

g

h, Probation Officer's Yescommendation

As compared wlth ths paychiatriastys, the dala
n table XXV 11llustrates that Che probation

officers had aglightly wmore succoess. Tn 128 casea

out of 200, thelyr recommendatlon was in keaplng

with post-probation success or fallurs,

TABLE XXXV

PROBATION OFPRICER'S BRCONMENDATION

RECOMMENDATION SUCCESS GROUP FPAILURE GRECTP
N i}
% Favorable . 121 56
‘rj Unfavorable 6 7
E Non-commltital ‘“g ' 2
TOTAL 135 65

1. Intereatsand Recreatlion.

The lolsure-timo activities of delinquenta
which appdar apaln and araln in the court record
are Mmovies® and "strect pl&yﬂ: “yyiﬁhdf""“‘
is a particularly constructi&é form of endeavor.
Table XXXVI lists the stated lelsure-time activities
of the subjects., Percentegoes are given for only

the top three most frequent activitles, but the

others noted are illumlinating. "Boy's games" is

a rather vague category that refers malnly tok
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sports of an unorganized variety, such as ball
games in the neipghborhocd or at the local play-~
ground. Although a large proportion of the
entire dellinquent proup pave "movies" ang "street
play™ as their activity, the fallure group has a
higher proportion or these listings than does the

success group, 5
TABLE XXXVI

LEISURE TIME ACTIVITIES

_ACTIVITY SUCCESS GROUP FAILURE GROUP
N 4 N z

Movies 90 66.7 51 78.5

Street play 78 57.8 ° L5 69,2

Boy's games L7 3.8 17 25

Baseball 7 ' 3

Bagketball 8 1

Gang Activity 6 2

Boy!s Ciub ’ 7 0 j

Musie 13 0

Football 3 3 i

5. For discussions of studieg relating movies to

children's behavior see: Harold E. Jones,
"Motion Pictures ang Radio as Factors in Chilg
Behavior," N,P.P.A, Yearbook, 1947, pp 55-70;
Franklin Fearing, "The Effects of Radlo and
Motion Picture of Children's Behavior," N.P.P.A.
Yearbook, 1947, pp. 78-92,
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LEISURE TIMS ACTIVITTS

S_{CONTINUED)

ACTIVITY

Comic books
Swimnming
Boxing
Dancing
Bieycling

Listening to
Radio

Drawing
Woodwork

Church activity
Boyscouts

Junior Elks
Courner lounging
Softball

Mickey Mouse
Club

Playing
Harmoniea

Billiards

"Pinball machine

Track
Skating
Books

Walking and
Wandering around

Watching TV

SUCCESS GROUP

FATLURE GROUP

N
4
3
3
2
3

e R T PR ™

[
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4
1]

%

X
1
2
2
3
1
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j. Health

The medical records of nearly all of the
subjects bear the notations "nutrition good-no
abnormalitles” or "physically normal youth."

Table XXXVII 1lists conditions noted by the medical
sxaminers, The court medlcal staff notes that
nttentlon to teeth 1s needed even if the individual
has one small cavity in an otherwige healthy set

of teeth, Thié accounts for the seemingly high

number of subjects needing dental care, The

scarcity of major allments in this uniformly
healthy group ruled out comparison of the success

: and fallure groups on the basis of health.

TABLE XXXVI&
HEALTH
MEDICAL ZONDITION SUCCESS GRCUP FATLURE GROUP

_ N N

" Garious teeth 66 L5

% Diseagsed tonsils 39 . 23
2 Defective vision 16 7
% Adenoids , 1l 5
E ) Defective hearing 0 1
é Halnutrition. ~3 ' 0
§ Hernla 3 0
Bronchitis 1 0
: ‘Kildney trouble 1 0

A

P
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HEALTH (continued)

MEDICAL CONDITIOW SUCCES3 GROUP FAILURE GROUP
N N
f " Rheumatlc mitral
! valve disease 5 2
History of Asthma 1 ’ 1
History of brain tumor 1 0

Variables Partaining to the Probation Experience.

l. Officer - Probationer Contacts.

There was very little difference between the
Success and failure groups in amount of contact
between officer ang probationer. (Table XXXVIIT)
The average number of officer - proba@ionsr
cohtacts for tho entire group of subjacts came _ /
to about two visits every three months, Ideally,
the probationer should be seon mors frequently,
However, during this period, the orobation case-
load in the court was far abovs Tecommended limits,
The National Probation ang Parole Association
Fecommands that the standard monthly work-loag per

officer ghould be about 50 work units, 6 One

é : supervision case on probation equals ons work unit,

6. Probation Services in Pennsylvania, p. 6l
New Tovk: “atlonal frobatlon and Parole
Assoclation, 1957,
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‘with the case. : -

9k

A pre-parole investigation 13 computed as iaree
work unlts, and pre-sentence and pre-hearing
Investligation are computed as five units. The
court probaticn staff has always had a case-load

far heavier than this standard,
TABLE XXXVﬁII

OFFICER - PROBATICNER CCNTACTS

Mean contacts per month

Success Group .68 <
White ’ 65
Negro: ‘ <72
Failure G§@up «60
Waite R
Negro ’ : .62

In jJuvenile probatlon cases, the pro ~tion
officer visits the home and the school as wall
as having the probationer visit the court officse.
In vigits to the home or school, the officer may
see more than one pefson. Therefore, the total
numbeg of visits per case or the total number of
contacts per case each month wlll be considerably
higher than the number of officer-probationer
contacts. While the probation offlcer may have
gean the subject an average of twice in three

months, he certalnly had far more frequent contact
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2. Speciel Aid Offared by the Probation erficer.

IS

The contrast between the quallfications

required to obtain a poslitlion as a probatibn

officer Ltodey and the qualifications required

in the not too-distant past 1s a striking one.

Jurisdictions that formerly required only that

{the probation officer be a "discrest indilvidual;"

now may requlre a Master's degree 1n social

work, The job opportunities listed repularly

in the Journal of the National Probation and

Parole Assoclatlion, rsvealed that even hamlets

that offer pay close to the subskistence level

archly list in thelr requiremen ts, the common

phase, "MSW or equivalent desirable." The need

for trained social workers in the fleld of pro-

bation is repeatedly streased at professionsal

conferences and in professionsl publications. 7

The demand for such specialized training

implies the expectation that the trained worker

will be able to diagnose the client's necds and

Te

For representative articles concerning trained
cage~-work in the field of probation sees
Clinton W. Areson, "The Juvenile Delinquent
Meets Case-work," N.P,P.A, Yearbeok, 1S4), pp.
84-98; Irving E. Cohen, 'Probation As A Soclal
Case~-work Process," N.P.T.4A. Yoarbook, 1¢ho,
ppe 207-216; Gladys Hall,"Social Case-werk In
Protation and Parole, "N.P.P.A. Yearbeok, 1942,
pPre 121-132; &dwin J, Coventry, "How Real 1s
Our Case-work with Adults, "N.P.FP.A. Yearbook,
1947, pp. 60-65
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use tThe appropriate rehabilitative tecbniques'to
ald him, He would be prone to use the resources
available in the community to meet tle youth’s
particular needs. .

To what degree did the probatlon staff utilize
such gpecial service or alds to help in
rehabilitating the subjects? The writer used a
very llbersal stanaard in detarmining what constituted
"special ald offered by the probation officer.m
Virtually any activity by the probation officer in
alding the cllent, beyond ordinary routine supser-
visioﬁ, was considered as "special ald." Every
record was read completely to determiﬁe exavtly
what sgpecinl ald was extended by the probation ]
officer., As I1llustrated in Table XXXIX, 31 of the
200 subjects recaived special ald, However, quite
a few of thls nuwbsr received more than one kind of

apeclal aid.
TABLE XXXIX

SPECIAL AID BY PROBATION CFFICER

TOTAL CASES SUBJLCTS WHO RECZIVED
SPECIAL AID

¥ ;4
Suecass Croup 135 23 17.0
Pailurs Group ' 65 : 8 12.3

petarna. T m—— ————

TOTAL 200 31 15,
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The 11st that follows 11lastrates the types or

spacial alq of fered,

1.
2e

3.

S.

6.

7s

9

1o,

11,

Referreq boy to boya' club,

Helped Lamily with reliet authoritiesg,

Referred bey for job.

Helped boy obtain work certificate.-

Referred boy to Juvenile Labof Bureau for job,
Referred boy to Juvenile Labor Bupeay for job,
Referred boy to Penna, Stg4e Employment Service,
Interceded with school authoritiaeg te have boy
re-admitted to school,

Had boy join boystelub,

Noteq boy's interest in wood work, Enrolleq boy
in carpentry class in which he took prize,

Set up plan to help boy achiav; more 1n school by
improving study habits,

Arranged visit to boys' club,

Obtained advlce from psychintrist regarding boy's
spscial school problem,

Sought advice frem psychiatrist on boy's effeminate
mannerisms and thetp relation to hig school ang
neighborhood ad justment,

Tried to arcuse Tamily 1¢%epmec in boytg problem,
Arranged for boy to atteng ELHEY samp,  Made
sSpeclzal financial arrangementy

Took special painsg in arranging Yer 4. B, G,

examlnation angd preparing a disturbeg vuy for it,

) N DS ————
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12, Succeadad in getting boy to Join 8couts,

Tried to get help for boy at Child Guidance Clinic.
Worked out holiday trip for boy.
Referrad boy to Big Brothars,

13. Counsellsed parents on drinking.

Sought ald of speeclal worker with alecoholics.
Helped family with rellef authorities,

Helped prepare family for release of father from
House of Correction with the aid of worker for
alcoholics,

1. Aroused bc;y's interest in joining Y. ¥. C, A,
Was successful in getting "Y" scholarship fer boy.
Obtained farm job for boy.

15, Referred boy for hearing examination to see if
poor hearing had affected his ;choal work,

16, Referred boy for vocational guidance counselling.

17. Followed up boy's complajut of being terrorized
by bully and stopped ocractice with aid of other
boy'!s probation officer,

18. Obtalned clothing for boy.

19. Tried to encourage boy's musical talent,
Arranged for boy to attend summer day camp.

20, Obtained shoes for boy~ boy had besn unable to

i attond school because be had no shoes.

It is impossible to measurs the effect of these
various types of speclal ald qualitatlvel} or to

assess thelr relationshlp to post-probatiod success
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or failure. It is interesting to note that somewhat

more apecial 8id was offered by the so-called
"untrained" workers. Indeed, use of the type of aid
listed e¢ould probably be taught in an in-serviee
training course. .

What possible inferences can be gained from the
data on special ald offered by the probation officer?
Scme 70 per cent of a group of subjects who generally
received minimal special ald were, neverthsless,
successful in remaining law-abiding during the follow-
up periecd, Perhaps, ln most probation cases, the
understanding that he has been under court geruting,
plus the heriod of added supervision andlcontrol
afforded by the probation ofricer,\ia sufficlent %o
bring about a change in the subject's raiationship
with auéhority. A knowledge of the varlables exlating
at, or prior to, probation which are related to posé-
probation sucrass and fallure might enable the probgtion
staff to focus spescial alds on the cases most likely to
need them, Such a program pre~-supposes that the
probation staff would have case loads which would

permit time to offer special aid when indicated.

3. School Adjustment During Probation.

The subject!s school adjustment during probatioﬁ
showed very little difference betwesn the success and

failure groups (Table XL). The category "improved”
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includes those cases in which the subjects who had beaen
rated as poor made definite improvement, bul whose
adjustment atlll was not satisfactory. The substantlal
increase 1ln subjects rated as "good? and the accbmpany-
ing decrease in subjects rated ms "fair" or Mpoor," as

compared to school adjustment at the start of probation,

"{Table XXIII) was to bte. expected. The probation

officers keep vary close chdck on the subject's school

adjustment,

TABLE XL

SCHOOL ADJUSTIENT DTRING PROBATION /

RATING SUCCESS GROUP PAILUKE GRCUP
N g N %
Good 91" . 67 b2 bly.6
Pair 17 12.6 3 9.2
Improved 13 9.6 9 . 13.9
Poor 12 8.9 ) 12.3
Insufficient
Information 2 1.5 0 .0
TOTAL ) 135 100.0 65 100.0

L ‘Behavior During Probation Perilod,

In regard to law-abiding behavior in terms of arrests
during the probation period, the success and failure

groups were quite similar (Table XLI). A total of 23
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pubjects were arrested during the probation perilcd.
Each group includes cne case in which the subject
had two arrests, V

TABLE XLI

ARRESTS DURING PRCBATION PERICD.
EY

Total Casss % of Subjects Arrested
During Probation Period.

ss Group 135 11.9

.~ Fallure Group 65 10,8

Tabiv XLII carries through the subjects! total

ts to the close of the probation psrilod.

TAELE XLII

TOTAL ARRESTS TO CLOSE (" PROBATICN PERIQD,

NUMBER of
ARHmSTS SUCCESS GROUP FATILURE GROUP
¥ % by %
1 89 65.9 36 . 59
2 30 22.2 12 18.5
"3 11 8.2 11 16.9
. gy 3.0 L 6.2
5 0 .0 1 1.5
over B 7 2 2.5
TOTAL 135 100,065 100.0
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When total arrssts are carrisd through to the

end of the fo”lowwup period the two groups show
striking difference {Tabls XLITI). PFifty-six -
per cent of the success group has haa only one
arrest in thelr career and eighty-one per caent
has had only two arrests. This would seem to lend
'additional support to the premise that a knowladg;
of the varlables relating to post-probation
guccess or failure, could increase the success
rate by permitting the probation staff to render
more Intensive service to those most in need of
support,

TABLE XLIII

TOTAL ARRESTS TC END OF FOLLOW-UP PSRIOD
NUMBER of '

TARRSSTS SUCCESS GRUP FAILURE GROUR

N 4 H A

1 75 55.6 0 .0
2 35, 25.9 11 16.9

3 17 12.6 11 16.9

L 6 4.5 15 23.1

s o 1 . 5 7.7

6 1 o .0 13 20,0

7 ) .0 1 1.5-

8 0 0 3 .6

9 0 .0 I 6.2

10 and over 1 ‘o7 2 3.1
TOTAL 135 100.0 65 100.0
= —— = bt
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5e Duration of the Probetion Perlode.

Table XLIV gives the mean duration of the
probation perlod for each group, as well as for
whites and Negroes in each group. The leungth of

.the probatlon period averaged about 15 months in
each group. The reader will recall that there )

was little Alfference hetween the success and
fallure groups in "school agjustment during pro-
bation,” or in ﬁarrests during the probation period,”
two factors which are of 1mp6rtanca to the probation
officer. IV 1ls, of course, most difficult to
determine the opbimum duration of probation for

ths individual. Howsver, 1t would seem reasonable

to plan on a longer period on probation Tor those

subjscts who are more prone to fallure,

TABLE XLIV

MEAN DURATION OF PROBATION PERICD,

SUCCESS GRCUP FAILURE GROQUP
White 15,9 15.4
Negro 7 15.9 15.0
TOTAL 15.9 15.2

——— ————

Change in probation officsrs during the

probation perlod was alsc considered as a factor
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in post-probation sucecess and fallure, Such
chenges occur because of re-alignment of probation
districts, changes in residence by the probationer,
and 1lllness or retirement of probation off lcers.
There was & somewhat hipgher percentage of such

changas in the failure group (Table XLV). )

TABLE XLV

CHANGES IN PROBATION OFFICER

Q.'
TOTAL CASES SUBJECTS WHO EXPERIENCED
CHANGS TH PROBATION CUFLCER

K 4
.Success Group 135 25 18.5
Pallure Group 65 16 T 2leb

6. Ape Discharged from Probation

Table XLVI gives the moan age at discharge from
probation for sach group, as well as for whites and
Negroas in emch group. The fallure group was dis-
charged, on the average, one year younger than ths
success groupe This méy not appear to be of
‘significance as tho failure group was one year
younger, on the average, at the time when placed on
probation. On the other hand, the consistency in
Tength of probatlion perloed is suggestive of the

routine nature of probatlon practice.




SINTETT

ey

. Y
) 108
TABLE XLVT
MEAN AGE aT DISCHARGE FRoM PROBATTON
SUCCESS GROUP FPAILURE GROUP
e .14 4 s, Uy
White 15.2 1.6 N
NBSI‘O 1502 13.8
”»



CHAPTER V

DISCUSSION

Court records raveal that 32.5 per cent of the
200 subjects who were discharged from probation as
"gatisfactory" 1n 1950,wers subsequently convicted
during the five-ysar follow-up perlod ending Dscegber
31, 1955.
A provacative point smerging from the present

study is the fact that some seventy per cent of a

group of subjects who recelved routine probation
servica, with a minimum of special aldwere, navertheless,
successful in remainling law-abiding during the follow-up
psriod. . ‘

) Yet, the demand for social work tralning 1is
constantly on the incresse as a requirsment for
employment in the field of érobation. Would the
application of soclal work techniques and the use of

all conceivable soclal agedcies effect a more satis-
factory leval of rehabilitation? In this connection,
the Cambridge-Somerville Youth Study is worthy of
comment, This Massachusetts study was carried on
from 1935 to 1945 and dealt with two groups of problem
boys who, in time, entered adolesence,

The boys were
mateched into palirs and put into either a treatmmt

I. Eawin Powsrs and Helsn “itmer, A

n Experiment in
The Prevention of Delinquency.

>
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group or a control group. Z&Zach group ccnéisted_bf 325
boys who were followsd closely over the period of years
encompassed by the study. 5€ery conceivable type of
treatment @as afforded the treatment group~ medical
examination and trsatment, counseling, psychiatrie
analysis, recresational opportunities and school program.
The control group received no ald, Yet, there wad no
significant difference in the ultimate adjustment o?
each gfoup. In fact, in over-all amount of delinquency,
the treatment group zeems to lead slightlye. Judging
from these results, additional social work techniques,
as at present practiced, does not seem to hold the
answer,

The treatment group wss subjected to a saturation
of socisl services conductsed in avpermissze counéeling
setting. Such a program would hardly seem designed to
bring about the self-reliance and individual habits of
discipline necessary to adjust in today'a soclety.
Indeed, the individual of independent character might
well rebel agalnst the very plethora of aid. Ye may
also conjecture that, if the control group had received
supervision akin to probatlon, the results may have
been'nbre in their favor,

It !s possible that in seeking to refins our
technlques of coping wlth the delinquent, we tend to

underestimats the powerful effect of authority as

represented by the court through its probatlon staff,
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Perhaps, in most probatlion cases, the understanding
that he has been undesr court scrutiny, plus ths period
of added supervision by the probatlon officer, 1s
Sufficient to bring about a change in the subject’s
relationshlp with authority, The offender certainly
realizes that, in baing.granted probation, ha escaped
commitment. The unpleagant prospect of commitment i{
his lawless behavior persists also sesrves as a
deterrent, Perbaps one of -the weaknesses in present
soclal work technique 13 1ts over-weaning emphasis on
the ingecurity angle as the chlef factor in the
development of delinguency and crime.

Analysis of the varlatles which may be related to
post-probation success and failufs indicates that the
individuals who failed to remain law-abiding differed
from the group who succeeded 1in rema’sming 1aw-abiding;
in respect to = number of the variables rélating to
aubthorlity and the acceptance of authority.

o attempt has been made to develop an elaborate
predictive device on the basls of prosant findings.

It is the opinion of the writer tﬁat those uaing such
devices tend to overlook their bagic limitatlons and
often attribute to them an exactness and predictive
value which they do¢ not possess.' So many imponderables,
including the ability of the individual probation

of ficer, affect pest-probation success and fallure, that
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to agalgn an "ezact™ éegree of success or fallure
potentiality seems manifestly foolhardy.

The purpose of the present analysis has been to
acqualnt the working probaticn officer with such
variables - readily located in the case record - as

appaar to be related to post-probation success or
fallure,. £

They may serve as guides Ln ailding him in locating
the cases which are in special nead of probationary
affort,

The varlables considered ars, in the mailn,
objective, Those variables which sre'subjective in
nature are of a typs that do not ecall for fine,
analytical gradations., A competent}schooy man should
bs able to evaluate a boy's school adjustment as "gcod"
or "poor" without toc much difficulty. Likewise,‘a
simple evaluatlon of the physical condition of the
probatiodnert's home by an experienced probation officer
should have some validity and should lend itself to
a measure of statistical treatment., On the other hand,
refined statistical analysls of such subjective
dcsigna?ions as "vivaciby" and "temperament," hardly

seems In order.
A group of variables that appears to be the mmt

closely related to post-probation success or failure

arg those centaring about the delinquent pattern of
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group sre:

~ the indlvidus) and his family. Taoecluded in this

.

Arrests prlor to offense leading to probation,

Ags at first arrest.

Ags placed on probation,

Type of offense,

Total arrests,
Cthor siblings
Other. siblings
Other siblings

A second group

the family and homs

known to court.
adjudged delinquent,

comnitted to institubtions.

of varlafles which centers about

conditions also seems to be

indicative of post-probation success or failure.
P

Thege lncludes

Size of family.

B;rth order,

Adeguacy of parental centrol and supervisilon.

Home conditions,

Kalghborhood.

A third group of variadbles pertaining to

individual factors is; to a somewhat lesser degreeo,

Indicative of post-probation success and faillurs.

These include:
Intelligence.
Racﬂo

Laisure~tima uctivities.

.
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Fathertg Occupation,
Family incems.

Health,

Broken home,

Chilgrg placd of birth,
Parentrs place or birth,

School adjustment,
Religion.

A
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CHAPTER VI

SUMMARY and CONCLUSION

-

Problem wr

This study 1s concernsd with an iInquiry intoc the
post-probation recidivism of two hundred juvenllesn
who were placed on probation by the Municipal Court
of Philadelpaia, and whose probationary periods
terminated satigfactorily during 1950.

The subjects who were adjudged delincusnt ox
convicted of a crimlnal offense during the five year
period from their discharge in 1950 to December 31,
1955, were placed in the "failure" group. Those who

remained law-ablding during this pafiod were placed

in the "success" proup. Tus two groups were then

compared to determine how they differed 1ln terms of
factors presumably related to succesgs and fallure.
The basic problem of the present study centers
about the extent te which the two hundred ex-pro-
bationers remained law-abiding, and the nature of the

varlables which vwere assoclated with subsequent lawful

or unlawful behavlior,

Findinga

Among the more Important findings the following
may be listed:

1. Court records revealed that 32.5 per cent of

ths 200 sub jects who were discharged from
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probation ss "satisfactory™ in 1950, were
aubsequently convicted of a more or less
sarlious offenss, such conviction occecurring
during the five-year follow~up period

endlng Dacember 31, 1955.

Seventy<geven per centA;f the success group
had no arrests prior to the offense leading
tc probation as opposed to sixty per cent of
the failure group. This relationship betwesn
succesaful probation and the extent of
previous conduct difficulties holds equally
for whites and non-whites,

There is a higher proportlon of families with
more then four children in ?he failurs group

{52 per cent) than in the success group (39

per cent)., The Negroes had a higher proportion

of families with more than four children

{49 per cent) than did the whites (38 per cent).
About 58 per cent of the total group of 200

delingentswere first born, last born, or
only children., When each category .ax com-
pareh to the remalnder of the total group,
first childrsn, last children, and only
children had a lower fallure rate.

About 71 per cent of the fallure group had
other siblings known to the cowrt as coﬁpared

to 55 per cent of the success group. Forty-
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five per cent cof the failure group had two

or more siblings known to the court comparéd
to 28 per cent of the success Eroup.

Forty per cent of the success group and fifty-
two per cent of the failure group had siblings
who were officially adjudged delinguent., The
success group had sixteen por cbnt of its
members with two or more siblings adjudged
delinquent, while the failurqﬂgroup had
twenty~five par cent,

Thirty-ceven pc?’cent of the failure group

had other siblincs who were committed, as
opposed to seventeen per cent of the success
group. The ?ailure group had eleven per

cent who'haﬁ two or more siblings cﬁmmittad,
while the success group hed only twoe pef cont,
The proporticn of broken homss was virtually
the same for the two groups. Although con-
siderably more of the Negroes came from broken
homss, there was the sams psrcenta—ze of
Negroes coming from broken hecmes in the
success and fallure groups,

The fallure group had a highsr percentage

¢f members from homes graded as "poor" (22 per
cent) than did the success group (15 per cent),
Forty~three per cent of the failure group

came from homes Iin which parental control and
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supervision was inadequate as compared to
thirty-one per cent,K of the success group.
There appearsed to be little relationship

betwean the economic status of the femily
and post-probation success and failure.

Both groups had the same parcentare of

" femilies with income of less than ¥50,00

per we2ak (55 per cent).

The succass and fallure groups were quite
similar 1n level of father's occupation,

The failure group had a slightly higher
proportion of fathe;s enpaged in unskilled
occupations (20 per csnt) than did the
success gr;up {1l per cent). In both groups,
the fathers were mostly factory workers and
laborers, or were engaged in low level
claricgl or service occupations.

There was a much lower percentage of Yegro
fathers holding skilled and semi-skilled
jobs (12 per cent) than white fathers (52
per cent{. Fifty-five per cent of the Negro
families existed by means other than the
father's earnings, as compared to flfteean
per cent of the whits families, -

Approximately eighty-five per cent of membe rs

of both the success and fallure groups ware

born in Philadelphia. Over ninety-per cent
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of the whites were born in Phlladelphia. None
of the whites were born in the south. 4bout
Th per cent of the Negro group were born in
Philadelphia, O©f the Negroes born ia the
South theres is a sliéhtly higher percentare
in the fallure group (23.3 per céht) than in
the success group (19.3 per cent).

The percentage of subjects who had cne or
both parents born in Philadelphlas was the
same for the success and fallure groups (62
per cent). HNearly 85 per cen% of the
¥egroes had one cr tuth ;arents born in the
south, while about 85 perycent of the whites
kad oge or both parents born in Fhiladslphia.
The failure group had 63 per cent of its
members residing in the poiice diatricts

that répresented the top third in terms of
arrests per 1200 juveniles. The success
group had S0 per cent cf its nercbers reziding
in these peclics distirictis,

The success znd fallure groups were alike

in baving LO per cent of their sublects

rated "gocd™ in terms of school mdjiciment

et the start cf the prchbaticn pericd, Ths
failure group had 32 per csznt of s
rated as "fa2ir” znd 25 per cent rated zs

"poor,” The success group had 2
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fated as "fair™ and 30 per cent reted as

"poor." More than ons-fourth of the total

group were rated as "pror™ sp far as school

adjustment 12 concerns4.

In the success group forbty-one per'ﬁent

wera clascified as "dull averase® or

Thelow averare” in intelzi:enca. Pifty-

six per cert clasgified 2s averare o

abovs, In the fazilure oroup sixiy-four

per zent celassified sz "dull averzre” or
w

elow avaraTe,” walle toiriy-four per cenid
T
=3

classified as avera~z, XRone

-
in the fzilure group were elzzgifled zsz
x
foh TR |
aLovye awveraTe.
The white group zheowss g slishiiy znigoer

epd sixty-sa2ven par cent 2f the Proiecion
£reup were sueceszful. The Jewls:t grouz
j2e) te LA SRR - i o g
nozkarsd cgly five, =211 ¢f wnom were

suseesgfind,
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The failure group wes, on the averare, one
year younger at the time they were placed
on probation,

The failure group had 2 hifhzr psrceantarce
of subjects placed on protation becausa of
offensecs in the two sericus c;tegories of
“erimes apainst property” and "weapons and
crimea agalnst the person™. Pifty-five
porécent of the fsailure group and LY par
cent of the succesrs ~roup commitited "erlros
agalinst preperty.® ¥Ninetesn per csnt of
the fallure pgroup and fifteen per cent of
the success group co;:i*tad Jerimes agalnst
the persgon or offenses invelving uce of
weapons,.” In the less garious cffence
category of "erimes arafnst the ﬁubllc
order®™, the succesrc group had 2z higher
perceuntage {20 per cent) than did the
fallure group {11 per cent).

Subjects placsd on rrotation for eoffences
in the categoriss "sex orimes" and'erimec
against pubvlic order™ had a success rate

of 80 per cent. Subjectsz plaged on protaticn
for offenses in the categories "incorriyible,
runawsy, truancy," "erires spainst property,
and "weapons, crimeg against tha psrsoa”

had a2 succesz rate of sbout 65 pel cont,

L AR e R Vi -



25,

26.

27.

28.

® 2%.

30.

- 119

Psychiatric recommendations wers in keeplng
with post-probatiog success or fallure in
108 of the 200 cases.

In 128 of the 200 cesses, the recommendations
of the probatlon officer were In keepilng with
post-probation succesgs or failurc,
Seventy-nine per cent of the failure group
and sixty-seven per cent of the succsas group
li;;ed "moviea" as a leisure-time activity.
Sixty~-oine per cent of the failure group and
fifty-eight per csnt o{ the success group
ligted "street play."”

The entire delinguent group appeared to be
in good heél%b, with no differsnce in this
respect between the success and féilure
groups.

Thero was very little difference between the
guccegs and fallure groups in amoun? of
contact between cfficer and probationsr,

the aversge number of centacts for both
groups being about two visits every three
months,.

The probation officers utilized special
gervices and alds to help in rehabllitating
the subjects in 31 cases out of two-hundred.
Seventean par rent of the subjects in the

succegs group and twelve per cont of the
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subjects in the fallure group recelved

such aid,

The success group ahd the failure group

differed vary little in tergps 6f thelr

achool adjustment during the probation

.period. Sixty-seven per cent of the success

group and sixty-five per cent of the failurs

group had thelr school adjustment rated as
~

"gzood," Nine per cent of the succesa group

and twelve per cent of the fallure group were

-
rated as "poor,”

Twelve per cent of the success group and
aleven per ceunt of the fallure group were
arrested duriag the probation period.
Sixty-six per cent of the success group had
only cone arrest in thelr career up to the
end of the probation period., Fifty-five
per cent of the failure group had only one
arrest up to the end of the probation
period,

When tobal arrests ars carried through to

the snd of the follow-up period the two

‘groups show marked differences, Fifty-six

per cant of the success group have had only
one arrest 1p their carser and elighty~-one
per cent have had only twe arrests. The

failure group shows only saeventeen percent
with twe arrests,.

¥
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The length of the probation period averagsd
15 months for both groups.'. .
36. Twenty-five per cent o the failurs group
exparianced change in probation officers
during the probation periocd, cempared %o
ninsteen per cent of the success group.

37. The failurse group was Hfschargad on the

average one year youngesr than the success

group.

Conclusiong: &

On the basis of these and other findings the

following general statements may be made:

1. Individuals in the failure group became
known to the police and courts at a
younger age than did indlviduals 1in the
success group. .
2e

Individuals in the fallure group tend to
have more arrests prior to prodbation than
do those in the success group. As the
careers of the two groups are followed
through, the high frequency of arrests in
the failure group becomes incrsasingly
evident, .

3. Individuels in the success group are, by

and large, ons-time offenders.
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A much highsr proportlion &f thé failure
group than of the success group has
siblings with court records.
The subjects in the failqpa group tend
to coms from larger familigs and tend
to be other than first born, last born,
or only children, -
Although thg,proportion of broken homes
was virtually ths same for each group,
a somewhat higher percentage of tHe
failure group came from homes rated as
"soor" and as deflcient 1in parental
control and supsrvision.
There appeared to be 1ittle relationship
betwesn the economlc status of the
family and post-probaﬁion success and
failure,
Mobility, from the standpolnt of place
of birth and residencs, shows no
differentiating features ao far as the
two grouﬁs are concerned,
The fallure group had a higher proportion
of 1ts members reslding in the neighborhoods

with high arrast rates than dld the succecs

10.

group.
School adJustment, assessed at the astart

of probation and during the probation
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period, offered fow clues to post~probation
success or fallure,

The level cof latellipence of the succass
group was somewhat higher than that of

the fallure group. - ’

The white group showed a sliéhtly higher
rate of post-probation success than did

the Negro group. ~

There was 1if%tle difference in the success-
failure rates of the “atholic and Protesbant
groups. The numerically small Jewish group
was entirely successful,

The fallure group had a slightly higher
percentage of subjects plé;ad cn probﬂtiuh
because of offenses in the mofe sefious
offense categories.

Although a large propertion of the antire
delinguent group gave "movies" and "street
play" as their leisure-time activibies,

the failure group had a higher proportion
of these listinga than did the success
group.

Ths entire delinquent group appeared to

‘anjoi good health, with no dlfference in

this raépect baetween the succezs or

‘fallure groups,
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There was llttle differance in the type :
of probation service rendered the success
and fallure éroups in éerms of frequency

of ccntact between officer and probationer,
apecial alds or services offered thg

probationer or length of probatlon perlod.

-
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