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I. INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this report is to analyze the degree to which the

specified goal and objectives for the Atlanta Street Academy have been

attained, and, more broadly, the extent to which the program has generally

been effective. The analysis incli 3ss

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

assessment of the goal and objectives in light of the data
contained in the monthly summaries during the period August,
1973-March, 1975 (March being the final month for which
data were submitted);
examination of the quality of inputs, i.e., the composition of
enrollees, the usefulness of the data, the degree to which
grant requirements are met;

observations about "additional outcomes," not specified in
the evaluation component;

broad speculation about the achieverments and failures of the

project and ways in which greater success might have been

achieved.
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IT. ANALYSIS OF GOAL AND OBJECTIVES

. A. Goal and Evaluation

The goal for the Atlanta Street Academy is that 50 percent of the
youths aged 16 to 22 that have been enrolled at least six months not
commit a target crime within one year after comgletion of enrollment.

A youth is considered enrolled for the duration of the program once the
-two week orientation period has been completed.

Table 1 provides the data concerning commission of target crimes
by enrollees. To date seven enrollees have been reported as committing
crimes subsequent to the specified period of program participation.

The most notable, indeed remarkable, f£inding is that four (of a total
seven) target crimes were committed in January, 1975. Perhaps this
unlikely state of affairs is due to coincidence, But the natural odds
against four of seven target offenses occurring in a single'month.of ths
project are prodigious. Possibly there is a structural or seasornal
explanation to this phenomena, ﬁut more likely it is due to some vagary

l of reporting.

The rate of target crimes committed by participants scrutinized
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Table 1: Analysis of Target Crimes
Committed by Enrollees

Months Since Enrollment

Enrollee Code No. Type of Participant Month Committed When Crime Cammitted
T-21 target offender 2/74 ’ 2
T-28 target offender 6/74 | ’ 5
. P-54 potential offender 8/74 ’ 12
P~49 | poteritial offendex 1/75 15
T-22 target offender 1/75 ] 12
T-26 target offender 1/75 12
T~27 . target offender 1/75 11




under the specifications of the project goal is, nevertheless, well
under the desired rate of no more than 50 percent.

Final judgment about the success of the Street Academy in regard to
the project goal cannot be passed at this time due to the fact that a
sﬁbstantial number of enrollees have not been away from the program for
tﬁelve months. Preliminéry evidence tentatively suggests success in terms
of the project goal. However, the significance of that achievement can
not be determined since neither a control group nor comparison group was
constructed.

B. Objectives and Evaluation

B.l. Objective-- Fifteen percent of those enroclled are to pass the
examination for obtaining a Graduate Equivalency Degree (G.E.D.) within
one year of enrollment.

The computation for evaluation of this objective is as follows:

p=_N__ x 1003
T - B

where,
N = the number of enrollees who have passed the G.E.D.
T = the total number of enrollees

E = the number of enrollees still in the program who
have been enrolled less than one year

)
]

adjusted rate of passage of the G.E.D. exan

T
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In order for the cbjective to be met P must exceed fifﬁeen percent.
To date ten enrollees, all potential offendsrs, have passed the G.E.D.
exan.

Table 2 presents the data for G.E.D. success réte. The results
have fallen.far shorg of ?he ogjective. As mentioned in the intexim
evaluation for the period August, 1974-December, 1974, the poor record
concerning ﬁhe rate of success in attaining a G.E.D.'is partly attributable
to the fact that about half of the enrqllees are ineligible due to tﬁe fact
that an age of 18 years is required for eligibility.

Still, the success rate among eligibles clearly is insufficient in

terms of the objective.

Another possible explanation cited by the Street Academy for lack
of progress tow§rds this objective was that students entering the
L.E.A.A. funded program had a lower achievement level than previous
groups. Information supplied by the Street Academy stated that prior
to L.E.A.A. funding the average entry level for reading and mathematics

was 5.7 in both subjects. Average entry levels subsequently reported

for groups under L.E.A.A. funding showed the reading level to be 5.7




Table 2: Analysis of G.E.D. Success

Number enrolled

Number presently enrolled

vet to pass G.E.D. exam

Number passing
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59
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137

11

290

ie8

11




P T e 1 T I e iR BT i

and mathematics to be 5.3. Therefore, this explanation is apparently
not valid.

The Sequential.Test of Educational Progress was used to determine
leyel of entry and educational progress. Data problems--particularly
chénges in the test groups—--render some of the data meaningless from
aﬁ evaluation standpoint, but the overall data, for all tested parti-
cipants, can be examined fruitfully. Table 3 gives the data for the
aggregate entry level scores, post test scores (with the post test
being given six months after the entry test, and progress in grade
levels). As is shown, some progress is reported, with the exception

of English, but the meaning of this progress is unclear with no control

group or comparison group. There is no way of knowing how the progress
made under Street Academy enrollment would have compared with public

school enrollment.

B.2. Objective~TThe average daily attendagce rate of the students
enrolled in the project and not having passed ths G.E.D. is to be
75 percent after the first six months of the program. ttendance is
d=2fined as the number of students "showing their faces" on the classroom

-

days divided by the number of students enrolled minus the number having
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Table 3: Aggregate Test Progress for Street Academy
Participants (in grade levels, by subject

matter)
Entry Average Post Average Average Progress
Reading 5.7 6.7 ' 1.0
Math 5.3 6.5 1.2
English . 5.6 5.6 0
Social Studies 4.6 5.3 . 0.70

Science 4.6 5.0 0.40
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passed the G.E.D.
The pertinent figures given on the monthly summary reports are
total average daily attendance, beginning enrollment, ending enrollment,

and number of students passing the G.E.D. The rate in question is determined

- by A/E, A being the average daily attendance and E the average enrollment

(the numerical average of beginning enrollment and ending enrollment minus
the numbe; who have passed the G.E.D.).

Table 4 provides déta on attendance for the period January, 1975 to
Marcih, 1975 and summary data for the periods August, 1974-March, 1975
and” dugust, 1973-March, 1975. During the most recent period (January,
1975—Mérch, 1975) the attendance rate has fallen off to a total rate of
70 percent for that period. Attendance foxr the mohth of January plumeted
to 68 percent. The diminished attendance for this period was of sufficient
magnitude to have consequences for the objective. The rate for the
entire project period fell to 73 percent, slightiy,belbw the 75 percent
reguired under the objective.

B.3. Objgctive——sixty percent of the students' family members will
resgon§ positively when asked about the effects of the Academy on the
student in terms of ambition in education and employment.

The questionnaire was neither administered nor developed.
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January

T.O.
P.O.
ALL

February

T.0.
P.O.

" ALL
Averages

January-75
March-75

August 74~
March 75

August 73~
March 75

Ending Enrollment

Qualified Unqualified Totals Qualified Ungualified Totals Qualified Unqualified Totals

Table 4 :

Attendance Data

Average Daily Attendance

Rate

17
47
64

17
45
62

16
47
63

26
131
157

27
139
166

29
136
165

43
178
221

44
184
228

45
183
228

36
45

34
45

10
36
46

10
35
45

29

19

16
90
106

13
104
117

19
94
113

16
96
112

102

72

25
126
151

24
138
162

29
130
159

26
131
157

131

91

53
77
70

65
76
73

63
77
73

60
76
72

72

72

62
69
68

48
75
70

66
69
68

59
71
69

75

73

' 58
71
68

55
75
71

64
71
70

59
72
70

74

73




C. Descriptive and Explanatory Information
‘ The evaluation design states that "a narrative type self-opinion
‘ questionnaire will be administered to each student whe.n he enrolls in
tﬁe program and five months after enrollment. The response will be
analyzed to det.ermine if there is 'a relationship between particular
attitudes and commission o;f target crimes.'" While sorge developmental
worlk was done, the questionnaire was never finalized. As a consequence,
planned administration of the uestionnaire did not occur as described
in the grant.

However, the "Indices of Psychological Factors Related to

Criminal Behavior," a special study which has been developed since by

Georgia Institute of Technology, would be an appropriate substitute.

The study is contained in Appendix I.
III. ANALYSIS OF THE INPUT

One of the most significant problems with the Atlanta Street Academy

'y
$a
ul

bzen the continuing failure to recruit an enrollee population with

. the required mix of target offenders and potential offenders; throughout




the duration of the program the population has been heavily skewed in
favor of potential offenders.

As can be seen in Table 4 the average enrollment figure for the
period August, 1973 to March, 1975 was 91. By the last quarter,
January, 1975 to March 1975, this had incre;sed to 157. From August,
1973 to December 31, 1974,.79.7 percent of the enrollees were poten-
tial offenders and 20.3 percent were target offenders (see interim
Street Academy Evaluatioﬁ for period ending December 31, 1974), whereas
the requirement by terms of the grant was no more than 38.5 percent
potential offenaers. The figures for the period January, 1975 to \
March, 1975 were even.less satisfactory——ofvthe avefagg daily attendees
only 16. 5% were. target offenders.

Furthermore, the proportion of qualified enrollees (residing in
one of the specified‘high crime areas) was also inadeqpate; Up to
Dacavber 31, 1974, 75 percent of the enrolleés ware not cualified (see
interin evaiuation endiné on that date).‘ Foxr the veriod January. 1975
to March, 1975, 28.6 percent of the average daily enrollees were qualified.

Such a marked insufficiency can, of course, change the meaning of the

project. Implications are further discussed in.the Conclusions sectien.
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Table 5 gives the referral data for January, 1975-March, 1975 and
totals for AugusF, 1973 to March, 1973. Only sixty referrals were given
by the Juvenile Court. Of those only 41 were target offenders. The
strgetworkers averaged 2.3 referrals per month per streetworker over
thé nineteen mqnths.of project operation. It'is likely that this low

i .
leyel of referrals is a function, at least in part, of the numerous
other services the streetworker is to provide the students. For a
deécription of these refer to Appendix II. It is the opinion of this
evaluator that the reluctance of the Street Academy to shift provision
of those services away from any of'the streetworkers in order to allow
more concentration on recruitment existed bepause the streetworker con-
‘'cept is an integral part of the underi&ing philosophy of the Academy
and those activities are inherent in that concept.

IV. ADDITIONAL OUTCOMES

Table 6 presents data concerning various categories of educatiénal,
employment aﬁd criminal activities of the enrollees for the period
January, 1975-March, 1975. While these educational and employment out-

comes are not directly related to the evaluation component, the data

indicate that some progress has been made, especially in regard to

13
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Table 5: Referrals (for period January, 1975-March, 1975)

. Juvenile Court . Streetworkers Total

T.0. P.O. Tot. T.0. P.O. Tot. T.0. .,0. Tot.
Jan 3 1 4 5 31 36 8 32 40
Feb 1 0 1. 0 21 21 . 1 21 22
Mar 4 0 . 4 0 10 10 4 10 14
Jan-
Mar
Totals 8 1 9 5 62 67 13 63 76
Aug '73~-
Maxr '75
Totals 41 19 60 35 277 312 76 296 372
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Entered College

Began Part-time
Employment

Began Temporary
Employment

Began Full-time
Employment

Committed Target
Crime

Table 6: Change of Status Data
for Participants, January,
1975 - March 1975
Jan-Mar
-January February March - Totals
@] (@] (@] o}
3 3 ? 3
e ol ° | o |’
P + FER 42 it T D
o g | o R o g |~ 3] S o
o) 0 I o | @ s 5| @ I o | o S
b Do FCR 2 Y] 2| Y] R s
@ | o 0 I 0 0 o 0 0 « 0 o
£ (<Y I B+ & [ = ¥ = B [< VR
0 0 ¢} 0 0 0 0 ] 0 0 0 0
0 4 4 0 0 0 0 1 1 0] 5 5
] 0 0 0 0 0 0] 0 0 0 0 o
4 6 |10 2 |11 {13 1 g 110 7 126 {33
5 1 6 5 1 6 4 1 5 14 3 |17
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e
employment. The emplovment record for the three month period is superior
to that for the period August, 1974 to December, 1974.

Table 7 present; additional chaﬁge of status data for the mgnths
January-March, 1975 and totals for the periocd August, 1973 to March, 1975.

There are problems with the data reporting that have the effect of

i
i

jrendering Table 7 inaccurate. Some of the data is reported cumulatively

. across months, while other is not; there are inconsistencies in the data

such that one total is arrived at from one source and another from an
alternative source. Moreover, given the errors, some irremediable, in
the data reported in Table 7, the data should be given little weight.
V. CONCLUSIONS
A number of problems persisted over the entire nineteen months of
project life which limit the inferences which can be drawn from the
evaluation. The major difficulties and qualifications are discussed

below.

1. The Composition of the Enrollee Population. The discrepancies

b . . . . ‘s
between the actual composition of the enrollee population and the composition
required under the provisions of the grant have been discussed at length

in several of the interim evaluations, but not in terms of impact on

L= st




Table 7 :

Began Full-time
Employment

Committed Target
Crime

Completed Program
(G.E.D.)

Irregular Attendance
Joined Armed Forces

Moved to Another
City

Never Completed
Orientation

Not Attending Due
to Illness

Probation Violation:
Returned to Program

Returned to Public
Schools

Transferred to
aAnother Program

Terminated

Analysis of Change of Status

by Project Participants,

January,

1975-March 1975, and

Totals (August, 1973-March, 1975)

Target Offenders

7 (15)*

3 (5)

.0 (0)
1 (2)

0 (1)
1 (3)
0 (4)

0 (1)
0 (3)

2 (4)
0 (3)

0 (1)

0 (0)

Potential Offenders

26 (52)
1 (2)

1 (1
8 (lé)

o (1)
5 (11}
0 (1)

0 (3)
0 (3)

1 (5)
3 (10)

-0 (3)

0 (1)

17

33 (67)
4 (M

1 (1)
9 (18)

0 (2)

6‘(14)

3.(13)

0 (4)

0 (1)

* Number in parentheses total for August, 1973 to March, 1975
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the evaluation process.

There are two aspects to this problem, the disproportionate number
of potential offenders and the presence of a large number of participants
that are unqualified due to their residing outside the high crime areas
specified under the grant. During all of the program months’a majority

of the participants were ﬁnqualified and the vast majority were potential

. offenders (no more than 38.5 percent were supposed to be pofential

offenders). Given that farget offenders are, according to the data; much
more likely to commit a target crime and much less likely to attain the
G.E.D., the overbalance of potential offenders provides an element of
"built in" success. It is not clear tﬁat the same evaluation criteria
should be applied for a program composed chiefly of those that are
potential éffenders and reside outside the high crime areas as for a
program made up predominantly of target offenders residing in the specified
high. crime areas. This is not to suggest that the»distortion of the
enrollee population was a subterfuge or was uhdertaken deliberately;
problems in streetworkers' recruitment, Juvenile Court "underreferral'

and the existence of unqualified participants prior to funding, all con-

tributed to the demographic inadegquacy. Other less obvious factors may




also have played a role. But the possibility remains that the program
effects may have been very different for an enrollee population that
net the requirements of the grant.

2. BAbsence of a Control Group. The fact that no control group

i .
i ] .
or even a comparison group was constructed (though this problem was

‘entertained) neans that inferences about program effects cannot be made

with any degree of confidence and that the various statistical tests
that could be employed in connection with the program would be feckless.

3. The Quality of the Data. There have been consistent problems

with the data reported by Street Academy officials. In some cases data
simply were not provided that were required under the grant or were
suspect; in éther cases summary data were not consistent with disaggre-
gated data, cumulative data‘were presented with noncumulative data
with no clear distinction between the two, and errors in calculation

were evident. It is likely that data problems were not so severe as to
alter the tenor of the evaluation, but the data problems do cast a small
shadow of doubt about the integrity of the evaluation.

Given the several qualifications advanced appropriate caution

should have been instilled. In drawing final conclusions, two

19
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categories of outcomes are considered, ''crime reduction benefits' and
"individual benefits.'

1. Crime Reduction. The most significant indicator of effects

was in regard to the goal. The Street Academy was successful in terms
of the operationalization of the goal. Commission of target crimes was
reported as substantially belo& the critical level (50 percent) for
those who had completed the program for at least 12 months. There ie,
of course, at this point no way to asceftain how many of the indivi&uals

would have committed target crimes had they not been enrolled.

2. Individual Benefits. Street Academy officials expressed a

belief that the value of the program was not reflected in previous
evaluation reports. While the officials' initiative in providing addi-
tional data about benefits to the individuals in the program was limited,
the available evidence indicates that the project was successful, to
some undeterminable degree, in finding emplquent for enrollees and
providing political socialization and familiarity with the operation

and individuals of local govermment. Further, some educational p%ogress
is reported, with the exception of English, but the meaning of this

progress 1s unclear with no comparison group.




. 1

In summary, after analysis of nineteen months of project operation,

the degree of success achieved can still not be determined with confidence.

X
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INDICES OF PSYCHOLOGICAL FACTORS

RELATED TO CRIMINAL BEHAVIOR

Correlates of delinguent tendencies have long received
attention in the literature of criminology. The earliest
writers examined such factors as anatomical pecularities,
demographic variables, and socio-economic factors. Explanatoxry
models generally fell into one of two groups, the inadequates
and the truisms. Tangri and Schartz (1967) review the develop-
ment of models which include, as supplements to demographic,
socio—-economic, and familial variables, personality traits
as explanatory variables. Verification of the importance of
definéd and measurable personality traits is of significance
in the area of social programs as these variables are more
easily manipulated than are sgcio—economic variables.

Perhaps it was the influence of the sociologist which
resulted in the initial treatment of personality character-
istics which were traditionally either ignored or taken as
given. At any rate, the psychologist eventually exerted his
influence. Since Reckless, Dinitz, and Murray's (1956)
well known research on the self-concept a number of personality-—
oriented procedures have successfully distinguished various
classes of offenders from non-offenders. Much recent litera-~
ture has dealt with the particular personality traits which
best predict anti-~social inclinations. For a counter view see
Mandel and Barron (1966).

Reckless et. al. (1956, 1957) obtaiged a sanmple of
non-delinquent "good boys" by teacher recommendations.

Comparisons were then made with a group of delinquents, with
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the basis for comparison being the pattern of response to the
'followiﬁg questions: (1) Up to now, do you think things

have gone your way? (2) Do you feel that grown-ups are usually
against you? (3) Do you expect to get an even break from
people in the future? To each of these 90 percent of the
non-deliquents responded positively. The figures for the
delinquents were, respectively, 50 percent, 29 percent, and

30 percent. The self-concept has received continued attention
as an important predictor. Fannin and Clinard (1965), E.
Clifford and M. Clifford (1967), Taylor (1968), Gpugh and
Peterson (1964), Himmelhoch (1965). Other opinions do exist

of course. Tangri and Schartz (1967) suggest that self-concept
may merely reflect the internalized valuations of parents,
teachers, and peers. White and Porter (1970) found little
support for "commonality between the attitudes...expresséd
aboutvthemselves and their personalities..." in a sﬁudy of 60
youthful offenders. Peterson, Quay, and Tiffany (1961) did
not find inadequacy to be an important factor related to
juvenile delinquency.

Another area which has received general consideration is
that of attitudes toward family interrelationships. E. Blueck
(L966), in seeking a method of fitting ygung Ehildren into one
of three groups: those with a one-in-ten likelihood of becoming
delinguent, those with a nine-in—ﬁen likelihood of becoming
delinquent, and a middle group with a five-in-ten likelihocd
of becoming delinquent, finds cohesiveness of family to be
an important consideiation in reducing the relative size of

this ambiguous middle group. Her results were in part:

.
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Cohesiveness of Family Delinquency Score
Marked 20.6
Some o 61.3
None 96.9

where cohesiveness of family is one of five factors which

make up the total delihquency score which is interpreted as
i .

follows:
Total Delinguency Score Delinquency Rate
-240 ‘ 7.2%
240-280 |  50.5%
280- ' 91.0%

It may be noted that the contribution to the total delinquency
score arising from no family cohesivenéss is the largest of
any of the levels of the five factors considered. Numerous
other writers, among them Peterson, Quay and Tiffany (1961),
Mandel and Barron (1966), Tangri énd Schartz (1967), and
Gbugh and Peterson (1969) have cited familial attitudes as
important considerations in predicting delinquent behavior.
Another line of inquiry is reprgsented by the work of the
Eysencks (1970) and various reassessments of their results,
Hoghughi and Forrest (1970), Davis (1974); Cochrane (1974),
Deusinger (1973), Wilson and Maclean (1974), Taylor (1968).
The Eysencks present empirical support for a three
factor model of anti-social inclination which has as its
brdad basis three principles: (1) there exists a universal
propensity to crime which is'normally held in check by the

conditioned "conscience," (2) extraverted people tend to

25
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condition less well and hence are more likely to behave in
an anti-social fashion, (3) anxiety or neuroticism reinforces
extraverted or introverted.tendencies favoring or disfavoring
anti~social conduct.

Subsequent investigation suggested a third factor,
osychoticism, whence the E (extraversion), N (neuroticism),
and P (psychoticism) scales much discussed in the recent
literature. The Eysencks list nine general traits having high
loadings with reference to psychotocism: (1) solitary,
not caring for others, (2) troublesome, not fitting in, (3)
cruel, inhumane, (4) lack of feeling, insensitive, (5) sensa-
tion-seeking, "arousal jag," (6) hostile to others, aggressive,
(7) liking for bdd, unusual things, (8) disregard for danger,
foolhardy, and (9) making fools of other people, upsetting them.

In a study of a prison population the Eysencks obtained

the following reliability coefficients for the three scaleé.

p .60 y
E .67
N .81

Assessment of the Eysencks' three factor model has been
mixed. The orthogonality of the three sé&les has been guestioned,
Hoghughi and Forrest (1970), Davis (1974), and it has bsen
pointed out that the E scale measures things other than
criminality, e.g., younger populaﬁions Consistently score
higher on E, Cochrans (1974). Yet in mahy cases the three
factor model has successfully distinguished offenders frbm
non-offenders, Wilson and Mclean (1974); Buft (1965) deals

with N and E, Scott (1960), West (1969).

WAy
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A significant improvement of the three factor model is
the inclusion of the "lies" (L) scale, Deusinger (1973),

Gibson (1969). 1In part the L scale adjgsts for the subjects'

reluctance to give socially unacceptable responses, Eysencks
(1971).

An additional area of research bears a general relationship
to the development of the Jesness Inventory, Jesness (1966).
Kelly and Baer (1969) report the following results.on the
Jesness Inventory admiﬁistered as a pre- and post-test in

connection with an outward bound program:

Category ‘ ' Mean Change

T
Pre Post

Social Maladjustments 24.4 21.1 - =3.94+ .60+

Value Orientation 16.2 12.9 - -4.30+ .49+

Immaturity 13.2 13.3 0.51
 Psychopathy 8.0 6.7 -2.42% .49+
‘Alienation 8.9 5.9 ~5.44+ .42+
: Manifest Aggression 14.5 11.7 ~3.98+ (.36?

Withdrawal | 12.0 © 11.9 ~0.69 .34+

Social Anxiety 13.9  13.1 -0.75

Repression | | 3.5 4.4 2.32%

Denial 4 11.5  12.3 1.89 ~.39+

Significance Levels
+ p<.001

o * p<.05
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A similar scale used by Taylor (1968) finds factors such
as trust, alienation, and self-worth to provide a "sufficiently
valid, reliable, and useful psychometric tool." Taylor's

study of 230 offenders and 86 non-offenders using a group of

15 items (of which 10 scaled) yielded correlations of .65

for female subjects and .86 for males.
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The review of the a considerable dezgre=s
ci consensus about the opsychological corrslates of criminzl

t2nhavior. The indices that are nrovided here represent an

i

-

tempt to create measurable instruments feor those attitudes

0
S

wcst commonly observed tc be related teo criminal predispositions,
Szlore discussing the content of the scalss, howsver, a few

words nesd to be said avout the creaticn ci th
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o
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0
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ct
o
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¥

usss, and their limitations.

The scales Qere formulated partly by selectively drawing
items from sxisting scales, refornwulating them when necessary,
2n2 by creation of items that sesmed intulziively to tav the
ssychological dimsnsicon in question. The zévantage of such

"fresh" and,

3

2 trocedure is that the scales are nmcre timely and
vernapns, more suited for oresent needs., Tas disadvantage 1is
tnzt the itsems have not been well-validated and reliasbility
~mesasures are tenuous., dJse of more standard items would have
cvarcome this oroblem, but n¢ existent set cf scales ssemed as

a8T2rop ri te as that developed here. loreover, possible proce-

durss for improvement and adjustment of the scalss will be

Six scales have been developed--Psyccpatny/Sceiopatng,

~=mily lelavions, ifeuroticism/Alienation, ..ccentriciiy, %elf
Z1tam2 and a itruth Index. The latter ind 1s empleyad to
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trot 2 pesibive respernae wWould te nilghly unsxpected--2smescially
thrae positivi-respensss~-and sheuld leud the test administrater
te ZTe suspicicus about the sericusness and truthiulness of

the respondent's answer, Tabls 1 gives the tnree ibtesms of
the Truth Ind=sx.

Botnh the literature of psycnaclogy and of socioclogy incdicate
that hestile, highly ajgressive and ruthlsss attitﬁdes are
predispositions towari criminal tehavior. 1hs relationship is
straightforward. Ilany forms of criminal tshavior requirs at
least momentary hostility. Givern the higa incidence of inter-

and soclopattl a simnle scale

c*t

o
&
Ay

245 been comiosad that seems tc tay these tuwo "cbligus™
dimersions. Table 2 ives the 2z jchopatay/Iccicnnthy Zcale.

Another common thems in the criminolosy literaturs concerns

Criminals, esnecially tvnaose that commit viglent crimes, are

ale
The Neurcticism/Alienation fczale is given in Table 4. This
scale 1s basically designed to indicate the dezree tc which
respondent feels that others, eifiaer real individuals or

otnhers, are "oubt to gzt him™ and alsc the

O
- 2 N a1t e oy - . - |4 S - . .,
existence ¢l "me against the world' Ifeselin_s.
T T 3 g -} arlasg = I 4 P
lne Lgcasutricit, 3cale, wnich is scosviian reslated Lo the
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fTable 1: Truth Index

'If I zot back 104 too much change in 2 store, 1I'd btake
it back even if I had to drive across town to do it. (22)
if I was starving I wouldn't steal a lcafl of bread--even
if I knew I wouldn't get caught. (15)

The police are always very fair--whether you're black or

white, rich or poor. I trust them cempletely. (2L)
2 p s o T

The figure in parentheses for this scale and the others
is the weight to be accorded the item. The weight is an

or the itew and
nse vatterns.

-

cstimate of the "level of difficulty" £
has been empirically-derived Iror resso
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3. It's ckar to steal if you don't have vmch to live one (20)
i+ Anybody that vicks 2 fight with me batter be ready to die. (1l)
S.; I don't take shit from nobedy. (13)

& There's mothin:

«
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. 1. i‘ost brothsrs ané sistsrs arc more trcuble than theyj're

)

worth., (22

2., I'd be able to get along a lot better if conly my parents
would stay off my back. (1l)

3. ify7 parents never bthought 1'd amount to much. (27)

#le.  Gveryone has their faults but I guess my (mother, father)

of

is no worse than most. (10)

£, Uy brothser and sister always seem to get their way. (18)

o

#6. hen things go wrecng 1'd rather be at nome. (5]

. Yy parents don't give a damn about what I think. (25)

Feverse scoring scheme for this item.

o
295
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Tapls i leuroticism/Alienation Clcale

Segople tallk about ne benind ny baclk
‘iost pnaonle sezm to like me as soon 2s they meet e,
Tt szems like I pet caught in every lie I ever tell.

Usually wien I get punished it's for =2 good reascn.

Dy

- - 1 - 2 P P,
+ twa tinds of meonle~-thos2 that tuntle

~ I . I. Ya o
v05¢ T AT SV Y ")tled.c (20

L)
= .y = .y a ey v 1 s w S 3 2oy
Yobody roally cires whsther I live or “is. (22
- . - Vo - 1. o - 1q . - - 4 ~ - N -
‘een 1 hove a tad oroblem I like to talk to someons

it. (10)
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' Table 5: Zgcecentricity

‘ " 1. I'm going to take 2ll I can zet in this world any way

I can get it. (21)
2. I don't give a damn about what other vpeopls think of me. (10)
3.5 anybody that doesn't look out for himself first, last,
) [ and always is a sucker. (10) |

#lp.  Welve got tc be ready to hel» each other out. (al)
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The final scals, shz 3elfl Image 3cale, is degigsned to give
wr. indication of tha Poelings of self-worth of the resnoendsnt.,

literature suggests that criminals often have strong

-4

feelings of inferiority, especially those that are prene to
ccrualt violent crimes. |

A 3-point scale n2s been set for the items,‘all of whicn
ars "forced choice. “sspondents are asksd to reply "yes,
"ragbe," or "no" to each of the Items. A& residual category,

£ - 1

available f'cr those few items--all having

e
$

"dcesn't annly,

sertain resnondents {s.5., orniang,

Thne way in which the scales are adminiscered is crucial.

- the first nlace, ths ordering of the items should be randomized

e only within scale

10]

but among scales. - It would also be

“islrable tc inspect a few "noiss" items--items which ars not

s ¥ 1 A A A - P Ky 3 e P ol % 2 L.
AL wera 2 I'3udars--Iul must be codad CU ciig resmoucent; simsis
.
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5. ¥ (\Clt" ey mre ey e .- vy T orroe = e
T R T S dh LA, L TN ~ R A AR § TC 5 Ve
'wm‘»“" ST “',-”“‘“"'V‘i}j"*"““"" “?«.*‘1&?,“1:.,:&";' o v AR 3 AT PN W A IS T - e v o IYVE Ty e




vvvvv

1. Yayte down deep I'm just no geod. (22)
%2, I can think of several things I'm good at. (10)
3+« Anybody would have to be pretty stupid to think I'm going
td amount to much. (25)
Le I expect that I'11 always be in trouble, it just runs
in ny blbod. (22).
5. I can't seem to do anything right., (21)
6. The world would be bestter off if I was dead. kZO)
7. I gues I'm really pretty stupid. (24)
#8. I may not be well-educated tub that dossn't meen I'm
dumb., (15)
e I T S G G WS L2 ¥
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The ccdin_ is comnlicated to zome degrs. by the Tasi thald
+ ) ~ g e -y 1)
¢n2 guestions ars wsiznted according to tasir leavel oo "item

-

difficulty" in respsch to the dirensions. The weightings

derived from an administraticn to a Zzor:

szmnls that is likely no more (and probably much lesz! crime-
orcie than a theoretical cross-section of t.2e vopulation of

the United Stutes. For gach scale a sum c2iu be calculateé that

renrasents the positicﬁ of the individuzl <2 the dimension.

Irne dimensions themselves nave alsc been weigjnted so tnat theé

bg combined for a zle crimiznal nredispositicn inéicator,

but the validity of the general indicator is much more suspect

thzn in the case for indicators c¢f the reswesctive scales,
Several steps may be taken later to ra2iline the scale,

Cne of the most importarnt issues is re 1aoility. Aeliability

gusstions can be answered by administerin

very close intervals (& day or two) to sgﬁ‘to what degree

erent responses ars elicitedp | S

The weig“tinw is extremely crude at this time. Idzally,

intsr-item correlations should be computed Ho determine statisti-

o

cal redundancy in rssponses and, further, cumulative scaling
will »ield a better estimate of item difficulty.

uestions are also very real. Tests for validity

<
o
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e
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e
Ke;

ars envisioned howaver. First, if thers is Little variance in
gzncnses tetwesn the subjects znd the Taocrria Jeca student
y, the instrument is of little use. ":izondly, the instru-

rent can be tested, te a limited degrss, wr rstrodis

suljscts witn the most serious cririnal rescords score nighly on
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WHO IS THE STREETWORKER? 1

A streetworker is an indigeous adult wha gives himself to teenagers.
He is always there - playing ball, hanging out, doing all he can, wharé—'
ever he can, to relate to youth in an honest manner. He is tha key per-
son who makes init{al contact with troubled youth in the community in
which he works or Juvenile Court. .The streetworker identifies thosé who

might benefit from the Academy by visiting places where youth gather, by

using a 1ist of dropouts obtained from the Atlanta Public SchooTs, and

through Juvenile Court referrals. The streetworkers develop a "trust"

|

relationship with the youth by going to court with him, meeting with his
i' ' family, visiting his hangouts (pool halls, recreation areas, street
corhers, etc.) - 1in short,.by showing concern. The building of this
§ relationship enables the streetworker to present to the youth tha possi-
[ bility of entering the Academy.

After the potential student visits the Academy with the streetworker,

he decides whether or not to enrol]l. Juvenile Court referrals come from
certain high crime areas and are automatically enrolled. After enrolling,
the student familiarizes himself with the Atlanta Street Academy by enter-

ing a two-week orientation program.

Since the inception of the Atlanta Strest Academy it has been our

belief that 1ike all youth, the dropout and juvenile delinguent is dying

lSource: The Atlanta Street Acadenmy, July 1, 1973 to December 31, 1974
' (self-evaluation by the project)
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Tor a drop of real concern about their lives, not just sentimentality, but
thz combination of love and discipline. Rarely is this combination & reality

in the 1ife of a juvenile delinquent. 1I7¥ it were so then possibly he would

not have resorted to crime. All too often a youngster gets love from a

mother who cannot discipline him or discipline from a policeman or teachar
who could care less.

The Sc¢reet Academy attempts to provide tools and resources for youth

'so that they can cope with the frustrations of inner city life. Since

the Atlanta Street Academy serves the whole person, it offers a multi-faceted,
person-centerad program. Education is only one of the basic tools that are

offered. The Academy also caters to physical, emotional, and spiritual needs
as well., Mhen the concern Tor the total persan is shown, much of the youth's

frustration begins to disappear. He opens himself to a new and better feeling

about himself as well as the possibility of building a better future with his

nawly acquired tools.

How this occurs is not too difficult to comprehend once one ragognizes
that a strestworker becomes a substitute family structure. He is the great
encourager, the disciplinarian, the fountain of acceptance and.love, the
big brother, the mother, and the father. He raises the level of aspirations{
of a youth by emphasizing to him that he does have té]ent and abilities and
that there arz opportunities which can be grasped.

In that streetworkers a;e indigenous paople, theay know whgt the student's
life is like. It is because of this common experience that a streetworker

can help. "In order to help that man--you must be that man".

.
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A disconsolate youth does not want to hear pretty vwords; he wants
to see proot. If a youth has a toothacha, he wants the pain removed.

If a youth's mother can't buy groceries, he needs food or money. If a

‘youth can't read, he needs meaningful instrucfion. Before we can expect
this youth to seriously think about education or before we can attempt to
prevent him from turning to crime or violating the law, his survival needs
must be met. To this end, the streetworker taps unlimited resources in
the community for assistance. »

In many ways the Street Academy took on the true character of the old
one room school house where the teacher was more involved in the students’
1ives. The underlying concept upon which the Academy was built was the
desire to deal with the total 1ife of a student, not just from 9 to 5. MNo
youth stops at 5 P.M.

When classes at the Academy are over, the streetworker is there. When
a problem arises, the streetworker is there. Because he has been trained
+o locate and utilize resources, he can solve many problems which otherwise
would inhibit and prevent a student from productive growth.

The 1ife of the streetworker is no easy lot. Long haurs, 1ittle pay,
conflict and tension are his diet.

The streetworker's role is very vital. During the past eighteen months
streetworkers have made considerable progress in the following areas:

~hustling food for students and their families

~arranging for day care slots for children of academy students

-making arrangments for public housing for students and their families

’ .
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0 Is tha Straetworker? (Continusd)

~arranging for free dental cars

~-free madical care

-free'eyeglasses for students

-free legal services for studedts

-streetworkars took over classes on occasions when teachers were out
-hustled supplies and equipment

-coordinated basketball teams

~hustled uniforms for basketball team and drill team of the Academy

~hustled free tickets to sports events, entertainment shows, movies, etc.

. ~hustled free food and Todging in out of town field trips

-coordinated local and out of town field trips
-coordinated transportation for field trips

-hustled supplies and refreshments for special projects
-éoordinated social functions

-attendad community meetings

-participated in community programs and affairs
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