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Abstract

ASSAULTIVE AND TROUBLESOME BEHAVIOR 

AMONG ADOLESCENT HOMOSEXUAL PRISON INMATES

by

Thomas A. C affrey  

A d v ise r : P ro fe s s o r  David Twain

A 2 0 -v a r ia b le  in s tru m en t fo r  p r e d ic t in g  p h y s ic a l ly  a s s a u l t i v e  and 

tro u b leso m e p r is o n  b eh av io r was c o n s tru c te d  and  t e s t e d .  B ecause th e  

b e h a v io r  to  be p re d ic te d  had been o c c u rr in g  fo u r  tim es  m ore f r e q u e n tly  

among th e  a d o le s c e n t homosexual inm ates a t  th e  R ik e rs  I s la n d  p r is o n s  

in  New York C ity  th an  among o th e r inm ates a t  th e  p r i s o n s ,  51 o f th e  

a d o le s c e n t  hom osexuals se rv ed  as th e  s tu d y 's  j>s. Assum ing 1) t h a t  an 

e a r ly  h i s t o r y  o f  m is tre a tm en t by p a re n ts  o r  o th e r  s i g n i f i c a n t  a u th o r i ty  

f ig u r e s  s t r o n g ly  de te rm in es  the  s t r e n g th ,  o r  p r e c a r io u s n e s s ,  o f a  p e r­

s o n 's  sen se  o f  autonomy, and 2) th a t  one w i l l  behave in  a  p h y s ic a l ly  

d e s t r u c t iv e  way in  d i r e c t  p ro p o r tio n  to  th e  p r e c a r io u s n e s s  o f  h is  sense  

o f  autonom y, i t  was h y p o th esized  th a t  th e  S s ' in d iv id u a l  h i s t o r i e s  

o f  m is tre a tm e n t would h e lp  p re d ic t  t h e i r  p h y s ic a l ly  a s s a u l t i v e  and 

tro u b leso m e b e h a v io r . T h e re fo re  p re d ic to r s  r e f l e c t i n g  th e  S s ' h i s t o r i e s  

o f  m is tre a tm e n t , p lu s  o th e r  p re d ic to r s  o f p h y s ic a l ly  d e s t r u c t i v e  beha­

v i o r ,  w ere s e le c te d .  Two c r i t e r i a ,  each s ta n d in g  f o r  th e  S s ' a s s a u l ­

t i v e  and troub lesom e b eh av io r d u rin g  th e  3 m onths fo l lo w in g  th e  s c o r in g  

o f  th e  p r e d ic to r s ,  were u sed : 1) summary judgm en ts  o f  th e  b e h a v io r ,

made by th e  S s ' r e g u la r ly  a t te n d in g  c o r r e c t io n  o f f i c e r ;  2 ) t h e w s '  ru le
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i n f r a c t io n s ,  a s  fo rm a lly  r e p o r te d  by any c o r r e c t io n  o f f i c e r  d u r in g  th e  

3 m onths.

The b e s t  p r e d i c to r - c o r r e l a t e s  o f  th e  f i r s t  c r i t e r i o n  ( th e  summary 

judgm ent) w ere 1) th e  judgm ent made by th e  in te rv ie w e r  im m edia te ly  

a f t e r  h is  s c o r in g  o f  th e  o th e r  p r e d i c to r s ,  and 2) m a te rn a l r e j e c t i o n .  

For th e  second c r i t e r i o n  ( th e  r u l e  i n f r a c t i o n  r e p o r t s ) ,  th e  b e s t  p re ­

d i c to r  by f a r  was th e  judgm ent made by an  o f f i c e r  who observ ed  th e  £>s' 

b e h av io r fo r  th e  f i r s t  week o f  th e  3-m onth o b s e rv a tio n  p e r io d .  A s h o r t  

and a  long s tep w ise  m u lt ip le  l i n e a r  r e g r e s s io n  fo rm ula  w ere computed 

fo r  each o f  th e  two c r i t e r i a ,  and fo r  a  t h i r d  c r i t e r i o n  composed o f th e  

sums o f  th e  c r i t e r i o n  s c o re s  o b ta in e d  on th e  b a s ic  two. The th re e  

lo n g e r fo rm ulas y ie ld e d  r e s p e c ta b le  m u l t ip l e  r ^ ' s  w ith  th e  c r i t e r i a .

The two c l i n i c a l  p r e d i c to r s ,  th e  in te r v ie w e r 's  judgm ent and th e  

judgm ent by th e  o f f i c e r  who o b serv ed  th e  j>s fo r  one week, o u tperfo rm ed  

th e  o th e r  18 p r e d ic to r s .  To t e s t  t h i s  f in d in g  f u r t h e r ,  th e  r e g r e s s io n  

e q u a tio n s  w ere recom puted , le a v in g  o u t th e  two c l i n i c a l  p r e d ic to r s .  

T h e ir  e x c lu s io n  m arkedly  d e c re a se d  th e  m u l t ip le  r2 * s  o f  th e  lo n g e r f o r ­

m u las , th e re b y  s u b s ta n t i a t in g  th e  s i z a b l e  and e x c lu s iv e  p r e d ic t iv e  

c o n tr ib u t io n  made by th e  c l i n i c a l  v a r i a b l e s .

F in a l ly ,  th e  r e s u l t s  re v e a le d  a  sh a rp  d i v e r s i t y ,  u n a n t ic ip a te d  in  

th e  s tu d y 's  d e s ig n , betw een th e  two b a s ic  c r i t e r i a  th e m se lv e s . The 

f i r s t  c r i t e r i o n ,  th e  r e g u la r  o f f i c e r ' s  summary judgm ent, c o n s i s t e n t ly  

c o r r e la te d  b e s t  w ith  th e  more u n iq u e ly  p e rs o n a l  and psychodynam ically  

r e le v a n t  p r e d ic to r s  w hereas th e  second  c r i t e r i o n ,  i n f r a c t i o n  r e p o r t s ,  

c o r r e la te d  b e s t  w ith  th e  more s t r i c t l y  p h y s ic a l  and s i t u a t i o n a l l y  r e l e ­

v a n t v a r i a b le s .  M oreover, th e  two c r i t e r i a ' s  r e s p e c t iv e  9 and 6-member



r e g r e s s io n  fo rm u las in c lu d e d  j u s t  one member common to  b o th , a g e .

T h is im p lied  d i v e r s i t y  betw een a  p e rs o n a l and a  p h y s ic a l  k in d  o f  

d e s t r u c t iv e  b e h a v io r  c a r r i e s  f a r - r e a c h in g  p r a c t i c a l  conseq u en ces. One 

b e a rs  on th e  work and t r a in in g  o f  p r is o n  o f f i c e r s .  The p e rs o n a l k ind  

o f  d e s t r u c t iv e n e s s  t h a t  th e  o f f i c e r s  fa c e  - -  i n s u l t s ,  g r ip in g ,  c l in g in g  

dependence, m a n ip u la tiv e n e s s  - -  seems to  t e s t  t h e i r  p a tie n c e  and m orale  

much more s e v e re ly  th a n  does th e  more ex p ec ted  p h y s ic a l k in d  t h a t  th ey  

re c o rd  in  t h e i r  r u l e  i n f r a c t i o n  r e p o r t s .  C onsequently  th e  o f f i c e r s  

sh o u ld  be t r a in e d  to  d e a l  p r o f e s s io n a l ly  w ith  th e  p e rs o n a l k in d  o f  d e s ­

t r u c t iv e n e s s ,  as  w e l l  a s  w ith  th e  p h y s ic a l .  The t r a in in g  would 

h e ig h te n  t h e i r  p r o f e s s io n a l  s t a t u r e ,  im prove o f f ic e r - in m a te  r e l a t i o n s ,  

and b o l s t e r  th e  s p e c i f i c a l l y  c o r r e c t io n a l  fu n c tio n  o f  p r is o n  sy stem s.
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CHAPTER I

THE PROBLEM

A t t i c a  is  no lo n g er f ro n t-p a g e  news. B ut p r i s o n  a d m in is t r a to r s  

everyw here  s t i l l  f a c e  d a i ly  the  problem  o f  i n d iv id u a l  in m ates  who 

d i r e c t  troub lesom e and a s s a u l t iv e  b eh av io r a g a in s t  t h e i r  su rro u n d in g s , 

o th e r  in m a te s , p r i s o n  p e rso n n e l and th em se lv es . T h is  d e s t r u c t i v e  

b e h a v io r  i s  g e n e r a l ly  viewed in  p h y s ic a l te rm s , a s  u n d e s i r a b le  p h y s ic a l  

a c t io n s  to  be c o n ta in e d  arid reduced . An in s tru m e n t f o r  p r e d ic t in g  such 

a c t io n s  can  serve  a s  a s te p  toward th e i r  p re v e n t io n ,  and th u s  as a  

p o t e n t i a l  b e n e f i t  t o  the  inm ates and s t a f f  o f  e n t i r e  p r i s o n  sy stem s.

The developm ent o f  an  in s tru m en t o f  th i s  k in d  was th e  aim  o f  th e  p re s e n t  

s tu d y .

A. H igh Frequency o f P h y s ic a l D e s tru c tiv e n e s s

S u b je c ts  fo r  th e  p re s e n t  s tu d y  o f d e s t r u c t i v e  b e h a v io r  were ta k en  

from  th e  sen ten ced  a d o le s c e n t  homosexual p o p u la t io n  o f  New York C i t y 's  

R ik e rs  I s la n d  p r i s o n s .  These 16 to  2 1 -y e a r-o ld  in m a tes  a r e  s e g re g a te d  

from  o th e r  R ikers  I s la n d  in m ates, and c o n s t i t u t e  an  a t y p i c a l  group o f 

ho m o sex u a ls . About h a l f  a r e  o v e r t ly  fem in in e , in  d r e s s ,  s e x u a l o r i e n ­

t a t i o n ,  and  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n ,  b o th  in s id e  and o u ts id e  p r i s o n  l i f e .  The 

o th e r  h a l f  i s  made up o f  two k inds o f  m ascu lin e  h o m o sex u a ls : " j a i l -

house hom osexuals" who d e c la re  them selves a s  hom osexuals when a d m itte d  

to  p r i s o n ,  and th e n  p re ten d  th e  fem in ine hom osexuals a r e  women in  o rd e r  

to  o b ta in  sex u a l g r a t i f i c a t i o n  w h ile  in c a r c e r a te d ;  and  t r u l y  hom osexual 

men, b o th  in s id e  and  o u ts id e  p r is o n  l i f e ,  who ten d  t o  ta k e  th e  m ascu lin e  

r o le  in  t h e i r  r e l a t io n s h ip s .  Though the  th r e e  g ro u p in g s  d e s c r ib e

1



CHAPTER I

THE PROBLEM

A t t i c a  i s  no lo n g e r f ro n t-p a g e  news. B ut p r is o n  a d m in is tr a to r s  

everyw here s t i l l  fa c e  d a i l y  th e  problem  o f  in d iv id u a l  inm ates who 

d i r e c t  tro u b leso m e  and a s s a u l t i v e  b e h a v io r  a g a in s t  t h e i r  su rro u n d in g s , 

o th e r  in m a te s , p r i s o n  p e rso n n e l and th e m se lv e s . T his d e s t r u c t iv e  

b e h a v io r  i s  g e n e r a l ly  view ed in  p h y s ic a l  te rm s , as  u n d e s ira b le  p h y s ic a l  

a c t io n s  to  be c o n ta in e d  and red u ced . An in s tru m e n t fo r  p r e d ic t in g  such 

a c t io n s  can  s e rv e  a s  a s t e p  tow ard t h e i r  p re v e n tio n , and th u s  a s  a  

p o t e n t i a l  b e n e f i t  t o  th e  inm ates and s t a f f  o f  e n t i r e  p r is o n  sy stem s.

The developm ent o f  an  in s tru m e n t o f  t h i s  k in d  was th e  aim o f  th e  p re s e n t  

s tu d y .

A. High Frequency  o f  P h y s ic a l  D e s tru c tiv e n e s s

S u b je c ts  f o r  th e  p re s e n t  s tu d y  o f  d e s t r u c t iv e  b eh av io r w ere ta k e n  

from th e  s e n te n c e d  a d o le s c e n t  hom osexual p o p u la tio n  o f  New York C i t y 's  

R ik e rs  I s la n d  p r i s o n s .  T hese 16 to  2 1 -y e a r -o ld  inm ates a re  s e g re g a te d  

from o th e r  R ik e rs  I s la n d  in m a te s , and c o n s t i t u t e  an  a ty p ic a l  group o f  

h om osexuals. A bout h a l f  a r e  o v e r t ly  fe m in in e , in  d r e s s ,  s e x u a l o r ie n ­

t a t i o n ,  and i d e n t i f i c a t i o n ,  b o th  in s id e  and o u ts id e  p r is o n  l i f e .  The 

o th e r  h a l f  i s  made up o f  two k in d s  o f  m ascu lin e  hom osexuals: " j a i l -

house hom osexuals" who d e c la r e  th em selv es  a s  hom osexuals when a d m itte d  

to  p r i s o n ,  and th e n  p re te n d  th e  fem in in e  hom osexuals a re  women in  o rd e r  

to  o b ta in  s e x u a l  g r a t i f i c a t i o n  w h ile  in c a r c e r a te d ;  and t r u l y  hom osexual 

men, b o th  in s id e  and  o u ts id e  p r is o n  l i f e ,  who ten d  to  ta k e  th e  m ascu lin e  

r o le  in  t h e i r  r e l a t i o n s h i p s .  Though th e  th r e e  g ro up ings d e s c r ib e

1
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g e n e ra l  b e h av io r p a t t e r n s ,  th e  b e h a v io r  s h i f t s  r e a d i ly .  S e v e ra l o f  th e  

more fem in in e  in m a tes, f o r  in s ta n c e ,  a p p e a r  in  women's c lo th in g ,  and 

behave a s  women, one day , and th en  in  m en 's  th e  n ex t - -  o f te n  to  th e  

c o n s te r n a t io n  o f o th e r  in m a te s .

The p re s e n t  s tu d y  h as  fo cu sed  on th e  hom osexual inm ates n o t b e ­

cau se  o f  t h e i r  age o r  u n u su a l s e x u a l o r i e n t a t i o n ,  b u t b ecau se  th e y  behave 

i n  a troub lesom e and a s s a u l t i v e  f a s h io n  much more f r e q u e n t ly  th an  do 

o th e r  inm ate  groups a t  R ik e rs  I s la n d .  In  th e  p la n n in g  o f  th e  s tu d y , 

th e  in m a te s ' d e s t r u c t iv e  b e h a v io r  was view ed in  term s o f  common p r is o n  

r u l e  i n f r a c t io n s ,  and th u s ,  a s  s t a t e d  ab o v e , in  p r im a r i ly  p h y s ic a l 

te rm s . The more common form s o f  tro u b le so m e n e ss , fo r  exam ple, w ere 

found to  be tam pering  w ith  c e l l  door m echanism s, s e l f - m u t i l a t i o n  

( u s u a l ly  s u p e r f i c i a l  c u ts  on th e  arms o r  w r i s t s  to  compel a t t e n t i o n ) ,  

p o s s e s s io n  o r sm uggling o f  c o n tra b a n d , d e s tr o y in g  i n s t i t u t i o n a l  

equ ipm ent, b u rn in g  m a t t r e s s e s ,  and s t e a l i n g  o th e r s '  b e lo n g in g s . In  

th e  p re s e n t  s tu d y , th e n , th e s e  k in d s  o f  p h y s ic a l  b e h a v io r  a r e  r e f e r r e d  

to  as " tro u b le so m e ."  " A ss a u lt"  was found to  c o n s i s t  c h i e f ly  in  f ig h t s  

betw een in m a te s , w ith  home-made k n iv e s ,  c l u b s , •c h a i r s ,  o r  m op-w ringers 

b e in g  u sed  a t  t im e s . In  r a r e  in s ta n c e s ,  an  a s s a u l t  i s  aimed a t  a 

p r is o n  o f f i c e r .

The h ig h  frequency  o f  tro u b leso m e and a s s a u l t i v e  b e h a v io r  among 

th e  a d o le s c e n t hom osexual inm ates i s  r e f l e c t e d  m ost c l e a r l y  in  th e  

re c o rd s  o f  p r is o n  r u le  i n f r a c t i o n s .  The i n f r a c t i o n s ,  l i k e  th e  beha­

v io r s  th e m se lv e s , range from  th e  b re a k in g  o f  c le a n in g  equipm ent to  

f ig h t in g  w ith  a n o th e r  inm ate  o r  a t ta c k in g  an  o f f i c e r .  D uring  an 

av e rag e  3-m onth p e rio d  in  1972, th e  p r i s o n 's  167 se n te n c e d  a d u l t s  

(a n o th e r  su b p o p u la tio n  in  th e  a d o le s c e n t  h o m osexuals ' p r i s o n ,  in c lu -
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d in g  76 a d u l t  hom osexuals) w ere r e p o r te d  fo r  j u s t  41 such in f r a c t io n s ,  

w hereas th e  54 s e n te n c e d -a d o le s c e n t  hom osexuals re c e iv e d  57 r e p o r ts .

The l a t t e r  g ro u p 's  p e r  c a p i t a  i n f r a c t i o n  r a t e  i s  th u s  more th a n  fo u r 

tim es  a s  h ig h  as th e  fo r m e r 's .  And th e  d if f e r e n c e  becomes f a r  g r e a te r  

when th e  a d o le s c e n t  hom osexuals ' i n f r a c t io n s  a r e  compared w ith  th o se  

o f  th e  f u l l  a d u l t  p o p u la tio n .

A la rg e  d i f f e r e n c e  in  a s s a u l t iv e  i n f r a c t i o n  r a t e s  a ls o  ho lds 

be tw een  th e  se n te n c e d  a d o le s c e n t  hom osexuals and th e  d e ta in e d , non­

hom osexual a d o le s c e n t  p o p u la tio n  a t  R ik e rs  I s la n d .  In  the  co u rse  o f  an  

a v e ra g e  3-m onth p e r io d  o n ly  8% o f  th e  non-hom osexual group commit 

a s s a u l t i v e  i n f r a c t io n s  w hereas 327. o f th e  sen ten ced  a d o le s c e n t homo­

s e x u a ls  do . D uring  May, June and J u ly  o f  1972, 18 o f  the  54 sen­

te n c e d  a d o le s c e n t  hom osexuals w ere  c o n v ic te d  f o r  a s s a u l t iv e  in f r a c ­

t io n s  (15 f o r  f i g h t in g ,  1 fo r  "punch ing  up an A s s is ta n t  Deputy 

W arden ,"  and 1 f o r  "a ttem p ted  a s s a u l t  on o f f i c e r s '  s t a t i o n " ) .  Conse­

q u e n t ly ,  w ith  th e  e x c e p tio n  o f a  sm all group o f  a d o le sc e n t hom osexuals 

who a r e  a w a itin g  t r i a l ,  a t  l e a s t  fo u r tim es a s  much troublesom e and 

a s s a u l t i v e  b e h a v io r  ta k e s  p la c e  among th e  sen ten ced  a d o le s c e n t homo­

s e x u a l p o p u la t io n  a s  among any o th e r  g roup  on R ik e rs  I s la n d . I t  was 

f o r  t h i s  re a s o n  t h a t  th e se  in m ates  were chosen  as  th e  s tu d y 's  Ss.

B. Reasons f o r  th e  F requency

The b e h a v io r  o f  any New Y ork C ity  p r is o n  p o p u la tio n  i s  a f f e c te d  

by  fo u r  c o n d i t io n s .  A lm ost a l l  New York C ity  p r is o n e rs  a r e :  1) B lack

o r  H is p a n ic ;  2) low in  le v e ls  o f  e d u c a tio n , economic power, and fa m ily  

o r g a n iz a t io n ;  3) lo n g  in v o lv ed  i n  crim e and in  d e a lin g  w ith  th e  c r im i­

n a l  j u s t i c e  sy stem ; 4) c u r r e n t ly  in c a r c e r a te d .  Thus th e  p o p u la tio n
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upon w hich  any New York C ity  p r is o n - in m a te  s tu d y  i s  b ased  i s  a l r e a d y  

n a rro w ly  d e f in e d , d i f f e r in g  from  o th e r  p o p u la tio n s  m o s tly  in  th e  d eg ree  

to  w hich i t  has ex p e rien ced  s o c i a l ,  d ev e lo p m en ta l, and c u r r e n t -  

s i t u a t i o n a l  p r iv a t io n s .  In  th e  p re s e n t  s tu d y  two f u r th e r  c o n d itio n s  

a re  added to  th e  fo u r sh ared  by  most o th e r  New York C ity  in m ates: 

a d o lesc en c e  and h o m o sex u a lity . And a s  h as  been  s e e n , th e  a d d i t io n  o f  

b o th  th e s e  c o n d itio n s  in c re a s e s  th e  tro u b le so m en ess  and a s s a u l t iv e n e s s  

fo u r tim es  as much a s  does th e  a d d i t io n  o f  j u s t  one o r o th e r  c o n d i t io n  

to  th e  fo u r  sh ared  by a l l  th e  in m a te s . We s h a l l  su g g e s t s ix  rea so n s  

why h o m o sex u a lity  m ight in c r e a s e  th e  r a t e  o f  d e s t r u c t iv e n e s s ,  two why 

a d o le sc en c e  m ig h t, and th e n  o f f e r  one e x p la n a t io n  f o r  th e  fo u r fo ld  

in c re a s e  when b o th  c o n d it io n s  a r e  p r e s e n t .

1. One re a so n  fo r  th e  h ig h  freq u e n cy  o f  p h y s ic a l  d e s t r u c t iv e n e s s  

among th e  a d o le sc e n t hom osexual inm ates c o u ld  be t h e i r  c l e a r  s e p a r a t io n  

from th e  g e n e ra l  inm ate p o p u la t io n .  A lthough  th e  s e p a r a t io n  i s  u s u a l ly  

v o lu n ta ry ,  i t  s i g n i f i e s  th a t  th e  inm ates a r e  s e g re g a te d  a s  "hom osexuals" 

w i th in  p r is o n  s o c ie ty  in  a d d i t io n  to  b e in g  s e g re g a te d  a s  " c r im in a ls "  

w ith in  s o c ie ty  a s  a  w ho le . The dou b le  s e g r e g a t io n  co u ld  c o n t r ib u te  to  

re sen tm e n t and h o s t i l i t y ,  and to  b e h a v io r  r e f l e c t i n g  th e s e  f e e l in g s .

2 . A nother p o s s ib le  r e a s o n  fo r  th e  f r e q u e n t  d e s t r u c t iv e n e s s  l i e s  

in  th e  way th e  s t a f f  r e l a t e  t o  th e  hom osexual in m a te s . I t  would n o t 

be s u r p r i s in g ,  f o r  in s ta n c e ,  i f  p r is o n  o f f i c e r s  would w r i t e  i n f r a c t io n  

r e p o r t s  on hom osexuals more o f t e n  th a n  on o th e r  in m a te s , observed  b e ­

h a v io r  b e in g  s im i la r .  The re a s o n s  f o r  th e  d i s c r im in a t io n  cou ld  range  

from  an  im p u ls iv e  r e a c t io n  a g a in s t  im agined se x u a l in d u lg en ce  to  th e  

e a s i e r  f u l f i l lm e n t  o f  a  d e s i r e  to  in t im id a te .  In  o rd e r  b o th  to  c o u n te r  

such  d is c r im in a t io n  and to  b e t t e r  manage a  d i f f i c u l t  p rob lem , th e  o f f i -
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c e r s  have been  encouraged  to  show an  added f l e x i b i l i t y  and u n d e rs ta n d in g  

when a s s ig n e d  to  th e  a d o le s c e n t  homosexual a r e a .  Even su ch  en co u rag e­

m ent, how ever, cou ld  a f f e c t  th e  way th e  inm ates behave: w ith  s t a f f  p re ­

p ared  f o r  and e x p e c tin g  s p e c ia l  o r b iz a r r e  b e h a v io r  from them , th e  

in te r p e r s o n a l ly  re sp o n s iv e  inm ates a re  bound to  l i v e  up to  th e  ex p ec­

t a t i o n  in  some way.

3 . About h a l f  th e  inm ates in  th e  hom osexual a r e a  d i s p la y  a 

c l e a r l y  fem in in e  sex u a l i d e n t i t y .  T his i s  m a n ife s te d  in  t h e i r  home­

made c o sm e tic s , fem in ine  c lo th in g ,  in  th e  p a i r i n g - o f f  o f  th e  " b u l l s "  

w ith  th e  " fe rn s ,"  and in  th e  way non-hom osexuals s e e k  ex cu ses  to  pay 

v i s i t s  to  th e  "Homo Q uad." The fem in ine  hom osexuals th u s  c o n s t i t u t e  

a  p ro v o c a tiv e  group w i th in  th e  p r is o n . In  a d d i t io n  to  th e  u s u a l te n ­

s io n s  o f  p r is o n  l i f e ,  th e n , th e  inm ates in  th e  hom osexual a re a  e x p e r i ­

ence th e  c o m p e tit io n , e x p e c ta t io n s ,  j e a l o u s i e s ,  c o n f r o n ta t io n s ,  and 

h u m il ia t io n s  t h a t  a r i s e  from  m e rc u r ia l s e x u a l r e l a t i o n s h ip s  d ev e lo p in g  

and d is s o lv in g  in  c lo s e  p ro x im ity  to  one a n o th e r .  An o f f i c e r  who 

managed th e  hom osexuals ' a re a  fo r  a  y ear and a  h a l f  re c o u n te d  one 

in c id e n t  a s  ty p i c a l  o f  th e  in m a te s ' un ique c o n f l i c t s :

One homo has a  ( s t r a i g h t )  f r ie n d  on th e  k i tc h e n  gang.
F r ie n d  b r in g  #1 a  sandw ich . #2 n o t i c e s ,  and s h o u ts ,  "Hey, 
w h a t 's  w ith  y ou . M iss 'T h in g ',  g e t t i n g  a  e x t r a  sandw ich , 
s p e c ia l  tre a tm e n t.  . . !"  #2 c o n tin u e s  s h o u t in g ,  s la p p in g
b e g in s , and th e  f i g h t  b reak s  ou t in  f u l l  f o r c e .

4 . A f o u r th  p o s s ib le  re a so n  f o r  th e  fre q u e n c y , su g g es te d  by  A.

Sm ith (1973, p e rs o n a l com m unication), l i e s  in  th e  p a ra d o x ic a l  in tim a c y  

t h a t  a g g re s s iv e  b e h av io r e n t a i l s .  A m erican c u l tu r e  from s on d is p la y s  

o f  in tim a c y  betw een men. C onsequen tly , w i th in  an  a l l - m a le  environm ent 

l ik e  a  p r is o n ,  such  d is p la y s  would be most a c c e p ta b le  among th o se  who 

a l r e a d y  view  th em selv es  a s  r e l a t e d  to  one a n o th e r  i n  a  m a le -fem a le
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f a s h io n . As a  r e s u l t ,  a g g re s s io n  as  in t im a te  — a g g re s s io n  when 

se rv in g  a s  a  s t a r k l y  s e l f - r e v e l a t o r y  com m unication from  one man to  

a n o th e r - -  becomes more a c c e p ta b le  w i th in  th e  hom osexual a re a  th a n  

e lsew here  in  th e  p r i s o n .

5 . B ecause o f  t h e i r  s t a t u s  as  hom osexual, and th u s  a s  " d e v ia n t"  

in  th e  eyes o f  many p e o p le ,  th e s e  inm ates have u n d o u b ted ly  s u f fe re d  o r 

expected  to  s u f f e r  m ore abuse  a t  th e  hands o f  s o c ie ty  a t  la rg e  th a n  have 

o th e r  in m a te s . T h is  seem s e s p e c ia l l y  t r u e  o f  th o se  whose more obvious 

fem inine i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  h as  g iv e n  r i s e  to  te n s io n s  and re c r im in a tio n s  

from c lo s e  fa m ily  members. C o n seq u en tly , a s  w ith  any  o p p ressed  group , 

th e  hom osexuals may h av e  a c q u ire d  a  more h o s t i l e  view  o f  o th e r p e rso n s 

than  have th e  o th e r  in m a te s . T h is  view  may fu n c t io n  p r o je c t iv e ly  fo r  

them, o u t o f  a  need t o  r e s o lv e  a  c o g n i t iv e  d is so n a n c e  th e y  ex p e rien ce  

about t h e i r  s e x u a l i d e n t i t y  (K endrick  and C la rk e , 1 9 6 7 ). Or i t  may con­

s i s t  in  a  s im p le  r e a c t i o n  a g a in s t  w h a tev er i n j u s t i c e s  th e y  have been 

made to  s u f f e r .

6 . S ix th  and f i n a l l y ,  th e  in m a te s ' h o m o sex u a lity  and th e i r  

p h y s ic a l ly  d e s t r u c t i v e  b e h a v io r  cou ld  s p r in g  from common i n t r a f a m i l i a l  

developm enta l d i f f i c u l t i e s .  For in s ta n c e ,  i t  has b een  dem o n stra ted  

th a t  an  e x p l i c i t l y  r e j e c t i n g  dnd h o s t i l e  f a th e r  c o n s t i t u t e s  one o f  the  

s u r e s t  p re d is p o s in g  f a c t o r s  f o r  b o th  h o m o sex u a lity  and a g g re s s iv e  

a c t in g -o u t  (B ie b e r , 1962; Bandura and W a lte r s ,  1959). And i t  c o u ld  be 

expec ted  t h a t  a  n a r c i s s i s t i c  m other who c u l t i v a t e s  a  m irro r-im ag e  o f 

h e r s e l f  w i th in  h e r  so n  would a t  th e  same tim e be c u l t i v a t i n g  a r a g e  in  

the  son , a g a in s t  h e r s e l f  and o th e r s ,  f o r  th w a rtin g  h i s  developm ent in  

th i s  way. B ecause o f  su ch  common e t i o l o g i c a l  e le m e n ts , an  Inm ate group 

i d e n t i f i e d  a s  hom osexual m igh t by th a t  la b e l  a lo n e  be ex p ec ted  to  be
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m ore i r r a s c i b l e ,  tro u b leso m e, and a s s a u l t iv e  th a n  a  g roup  o f  non­

hom osexual In m ates .

7 . A do lescence  i s  th e  second d i s t i n c t i v e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  o f  th e  in ­

m ates u n d er s tu d y . As a d o le s c e n ts ,  th ey  may be d o in g  w h a tev e r th e y  can  

t o  " g e t away from  and d i f f e r e n t i a t e  / th e m s e lv e s /  from  a l l  t h a t  h a s  to  

do w ith  / t h e i r /  o ld  s t a tu s  / o f  c h ild h o o d /,"  ( O s te r r i e th  and  A. F reu d , 

1968). Troublesom e b e h a v io r , f o r  th e  a d o le s c e n t ,  can  r e p r e s e n t  b o th  

th e  d e s i r e  f o r  t h i s  d i f f e r e n t i a t i o n  and th e  d i f f e r e n t i a t i o n  i t s e l f .  

S e l f - r e s t r a i n t  and c o n t r o l ,  on th e  o th e r  hand, c an  be s e e n  as  th e  p ro ­

lo n g a tio n  o f a  c h i ld i s h  su b m issio n  to  a d u l t  p r e s c r i p t i o n s .

8 . A second re a so n  f o r  th e  freq u en cy  o f a d o le s c e n t  a c t i n g - o u t  i s  

s im i la r  to  th e  f i r s t ,  b u t l i e s  more in  th e  n o n -a d u lt  th a n  in  th e  non­

c h i ld  s t a t u s  o f  th e  a d o le s c e n t .  Gruen and Hertzm an (1972) d i s t i n g u i s h  

betw een " d i s t o r t e d  d e r iv a t iv e s  o f  the  s t ru g g le  f o r  autonom y" and th e  

g enu ine  s t r u g g le  i t s e l f .  They c i t e  s t ru g g le s  fo r  c o n se n su s , f o r  re c o g ­

n iz e d  ach iev em en t, and fo r  power over o th e rs  as  d i s t o r t e d  d e r iv a t iv e s  

o f  the  i n d i v i d u a l 's  n u c le a r  s t r u g g le  fo r  an autonomous e x i s t e n c e .  B u t, 

view ed d e v e lo p m e n ts lly , th e se  s u b s t i t u t e  s t r u g g le s  c o n s t i t u t e  r e l a t i v e l y  

r e f in e d  o r  " a d u l t"  s u b s t i t u t e s .  The a d o le s c e n t in  h i s  s t r u g g le  h a s  

o n ly  th e  le s s  r e f in e d  d i s to r t i o n s  o f th e  autonomy s t r u g g le  a t  h i s  d i s ­

p o s a l ,  l i k e  a c t i n g  o u t p h y s ic a l ly  a g a in s t  h is  e n v iro n m en t. H ence, 

p o s s ib ly  under th e  r u b r ic  o f  th e  power s t r u g g le ,  th e  a d o le s c e n t 's  d r iv e  

f o r  a f r e e  s e lfh o o d  ta k e s  th e  form  o f a rough-edged  d e s t r u c t iv e n e s s  

w hereby, c ru d e ly  b u t d ra m a tic a l ly ,  he d i f f e r e n t i a t e s  h im s e lf  from  

su rro u n d in g s  t h a t  he se e s  as  t h r e a t s  to  h i s  developm ent and freedom .
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C. The S tu d y 's  C e n tra l  H y p o th esis

Most o f  th e  e ig h t  re a so n s  p roposed  f o r  d e s t r u c t iv e  b e h av io r re p re ­

s e n t  th e  c u r r e n t  and l a r g e ly  e x te r n a l  s i t u a t i o n  sh ared  by a l l  th e  s tu d y 's  

_Ss. A co m b in a tio n  o f  re a so n s  5 , 6 ,  and 8 f on th e  o th e r  hand, p ro v id es  a  

r a t i o n a l e  f o r  d e s t r u c t i v e  b e h a v io r  upon w hich one a d o le s c e n t homosexual 

S can  be p r e d i c t i v e ly  d i f f e r e n t i a t e d  from  a n o th e r .  I t  i s  assumed th a t  

th e  _Ss' d i f f e r i n g  e x p e r ie n c e s  o f  n e g le c t  and abuse  r e s u l t  in  m ore than  

d i f f e r i n g  o u tlo o k s  on o th e r s ;  when th e  Sis have in te r n a l i z e d  th e  a t t i t u d e s  

b eh in d  th e  n e g le c t  and a b u se , t h e i r  d iv e r s e  h i s t o r i e s  r e s u l t  i n  d i f ­

f e r in g  o u tlo o k s  on th em selv es  a s  w e l l .  On ,S w i l l  see  h im se lf  a s  r e l a ­

t i v e l y  s t r o n g ,  " to g e th e r " ,  and autonom ous. A nother w i l l  view h im se lf  

a s  w eak, e a s i l y  th r e a te n e d ,  f r a g i l e .  The a ssu m p tio n , th e n , i s  th a t  a 

S 's  h i s t o r y  g r e a t l y  d e te rm in e s  th e  s t r e n g th ,  o r  p re c a r io u s n e s s , o f  hiS~ 

se n se  o f  autonom y. W ith th e  f u r t h e r  assu m p tio n  th a t  a  _S w i l l  behave in  

a  p h y s ic a l ly  tro u b leso m e  and a s s a u l t i v e  way in  d i r e c t  p ro p o r t io n  to  th e  

p re c a r io u s n e s s  o f  h i s  se n se  o f  autonom y, i t  i s  h y p o th e s ize d  t h a t  p e r­

s o n a l  h i s t o r i e s  o f  n e g le c t  and ab u se  w i l l  c o r r e l a t e  p o s i t iv e ly  w ith  

p h y s ic a l ly  tro u b leso m e and a s s a u l t i v e  b e h a v io r . The in te rv e n in g  v a r i ­

a b l e ,  p re c a r io u s n e s s  o f  autonom y, th u s  s e rv e s  a s  th e  lo g ic a l  bond be­

tw een th e  in d iv id u a l  h i s t o r i c a l  d a ta  used  in  th e  s tu d y 's  p re d ic t io n s  

and th e  tro u b leso m e  and a s s a u l t i v e  b e h a v io r  b e in g  p re d ic te d .
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CHAPTER I I

METHOD

W ith p re c a r io u sn e s s  o f  autonomy c o n s id e re d  th e  c e n t r a l  and m ost 

d i f f e r e n t i a t i n g  re a so n  fo r  d e s t r u c t iv e  b e h a v io r ,  p rim ary  em phasis has 

b een  p laced  on i n t r a f a m i l i a l  p r e d ic t iv e  v a r i a b le s  a p p ro p r ia te  to  such 

p re c a r io u s n e s s .  A secondary  em phasis h a s  been  p la c e d  on a lre a d y  

e s ta b l i s h e d  c o r r e la te s  o f  a g g re s s io n  in  a d o le s c e n ts .  By c o r r e l a t i n g  

combined s c o re s  on th e se  and o th e r  p r e d ic t iv e  v a r i a b le s  w ith  s c o re s  

o b ta in e d  on c r i t e r i a  o f  tro u b leso m en ess  and a s s a u l t ,  fo rm ulas con­

ta in in g  th e  most pow erfu l o f  th e  p r e d ic to r s  have been  com puted. In  

a d d i t io n  to  th e  i n t r a f a m i l i a l  and a d o le s c e n t  em phases, h y p o th e s ize d  

a c c u ra cy  o f  p re d ic t io n  and b r e v i ty  o f  a d m in is t r a t io n  have de te rm in ed  

th e  p r e d ic to r s  th a t  w ere in c lu d e d  in  th e  s c re e n in g  in s tru m e n t.

A. The S creen in g  In s tru m en t

Twenty p re d ic to r s  o f  tro u b leso m e and a s s a u l t i v e  b e h av io r w ere 

ch o sen . The p re d ic to r s  f a l l  in to  th r e e  d i s t in g u i s h a b le  g ro u p s: 1) j3s'

re sp o n se s  to  l i f e - h i s t o r y  q u e s t io n s ;  2) c l i n i c a l  a sse ssm e n ts  o f  o v e r t  

b e h a v io r ; 3 ) p r o je c t iv e  t e s t  s c o r e s .  The u se  o f  th e s e  th r e e  k in d s  o f  

p r e d ic to r s  has been ad v o ca ted  s e p a r a te ly  by R osensw eig (1950) and 

G o ttf re d s o n  (1967). Rosensweig recommends th e  combined u se  o f  "su b ­

j e c t i v e "  ( l i f e - h i s t o r y ) ,  " o b je c t iv e "  ( c l i n i c a l ) ,  and " p r o je c t iv e "  

p r e d ic to r s ,  w h ile  G o ttf re d s o n  recommends com bining  " l i f e - h i s t o r y "  

m easures w ith  what he  c a l l s  " p e r s o n a l i ty "  ( c l i n i c a l  and p r o je c t iv e )  

m easures f o r  the  b e s t  p o s s ib le  p r e d ic t iv e  e f f i c i e n c y .  T hree c r i t e r i a  

o f  th e  p re d ic te d  tro u b leso m en ess  and a s s a u l t  have been  u sed : 1) an

9
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e v a lu a t io n  o f  th e  £>s' b e h a v io r  o v er a  3-m onth p e r io d , made by th e  

r e g u la r  o f f i c e r  in  t h e i r  h o u sin g  a r e a ;  2) th e  S s ' p r is o n  r u l e - i n f r a c t i o n  

re c o rd s  d u r in g  th e  same 3 m onths; and 3) a com posite  o f  th e  S s ' s c o re s  

on C r i t e r i a  1 and 2 . The c r i t e r i a  and th e  p r e d ic to r s  have been sco red  

a c c o rd in g  to  a  common s c a le  o f  o v e r t  b e h a v io r .

1. The S c a le

The s c a le  c o n s i s t s  in  fo u r  le v e l s  o f  o v e r t  b e h a v io ra l  r e s t r a i n t :

  o v e r r e s t r a in e d  (3)

  r e s t r a in e d  ( i . e . ,  (2)
norm al b e h a v io r)

  tro u b leso m e (1)

  a s s a u l t i v e  (0)

The re a so n  f o r  p r e f e r r in g  r e s t r a i n t  ov er a s s a u l t iv e n e s s  as th e  

s c a l e 's  b in d in g  co n cep t l i e s  in  th e  f in d in g s  o f  Megargee (1966; 1971). 

M egargee c h a lle n g e d  th e  b e l i e f  t h a t  o n ly  h a b i tu a l ly  u n d e rc o n tro lle d  

in d iv id u a ls  en g ag e :in  e x tre m e ly  a s s a u l t i v e  b e h a v io r . He proposed th a t  

o v e r c o n tr o l le d  in d iv id u a ls  to o  a r e  o f te n  re s p o n s ib le  fo r  ex trem ely  

a s s a u l t i v e  a c t i o n s .

To t e s t  h i s  h y p o th e s is  M egargee f i r s t  made th e  assum ption  th a t  

amount o f  a g g re s s io n  i s  p ro p o r t io n a l  to  s im p ie  i n s t i g a t i o n  to  a g g re s s io n . 

He th e n  p r e d ic te d  t h a t  ex tre m e ly  a s s a u l t i v e  Ss a s  a  group would prove 

more c o n t r o l l e d  th a n  would a  group o f  m o d e ra te ly  a s s a u l t iv e  jSs. The 

re a so n  f o r  th e  g r e a t e r  c o n t r o l  among th e  e x tre m e ly  a s s a u l t iv e  group, he 

a rg u e d , w ould be th e  p re sen c e  o f  o v e rc o n tro l le d  in d iv id u a ls  among them . 

The m o d e ra te ly  a s s a u l t i v e  g ro u p , a c c o rd in g  to  h is  a ssu m p tio n , could  n o t 

in c lu d e  any o v e rc o n tro l le d  in d iv id u a ls  s in c e  an  o v e rc o n tro l le d  p e rso n , 

in  o rd e r  f o r  h i s  h ig h  i n h i b i t i o n  to  be overcom e, would have to  be i n s t i ­

Hi r e s t r a i n t  

♦

Lo r e s t r a i n t
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g a ted  to  a c t  o u t in  an  e x tre m e ly , r a t h e r  th a n  m o d e ra te ly , a s s a u l t i v e  

fa s h io n . Of th e  28 t e s t s  made o f  th e  h y p o th e s is  t h a t  th e  ex trem ely  

a s s a u l t iv e  group would be more c o n t r o l l e d ,  22 r e s u l t e d  in  th e  p re d ic te d  

d i r e c t io n ,  w ith  14 r e c e iv in g  s t a t i s t i c a l  s u p p o r t  o f  p v a lu e s  ran g in g  

from .003 to  .0 8 . These r e s u l t s  su p p o r t  M eg arg ee 's  r e j e c t i o n  o f  th e  

n o tio n  th a t  a l l  v io l e n t  in d iv id u a ls  a r e  u n d e r c o n tr o l le d ,  and s e rv e s  to  

v a l id a te  a su b c a te g o ry  o f  o v e rc o n tro l le d  v i o l e n t  in d iv id u a ls .  The 

argum ent fo r  th e  new c a te g o ry  f in d s  f u r t h e r  su p p o r t  in  s tu d ie s  by 

Molof (1967) and B lackburn  (1968a; 1968b; 1969).

A g a in s t th e  backdrop  o f  M eg arg ee 's  f in d in g s ,  a s c a le  o f  e v id e n t 

a s s a u l t iv e n e s s  would be d e c e p tiv e  a t  i t s  " lo "  end: " lo  a s s a u l t iv e n e s s ,"

ou such a  s c a le ,  c o u ld  r e f e r  in  some in s ta n c e s  to  a sm o ld e rin g  tow ard 

an ex trem ely  h ig h  a s s a u l t iv e n e s s .  " O v e r r e s t r a in e d ,"  on th e  o th e r  hand, 

c o n ta in s  th e  w arn ing  s ig n a l  " o v e r ,"  and th u s  r e f l e c t s  th e  p re s e n t  s c a l e 's  

e x p l i c i t  a llo w an ce  f o r  th e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  a  h ig h  a s s a u l t iv e n e s s  a t  i t s  

h i - r e t r a i n t  end . Though th e  members o f  th e  two ex trem e c a te g o r ie s  w i l l  

d i f f e r  r a d i c a l l y  in  t h e i r  every d ay  r e s t r a i n t  s t y l e s ,  th e  s ig n a l  "o v er"  

in d ic a te s  t h a t  th e re  may be some in  th e  h i - r e s t r a i n t  group who a r e  in  

f a c t  j u s t  a s  dangerous a s  members o f  th e  a s s a u l t i v e ,  o r  l o - r e s t r a i n t ,  

group p ro p e r .

G ran ted  th e  above, why u se  " r e s t r a i n t "  r a t h e r  th a n  M egargee 's  te rm , 

" c o n tro l" ?  " R e s t r a in t"  was chosen  s im p ly  to  a v o id  an  am b ig u ity  p re s e n t  

in  " c o n t r o l ."  A w e ll-a im e d  k n if e  t h r u s t  o r  k a r a te  chop e n t a i l s  a h ig h  

deg ree  o f  c o n t r o l ,  in  th e  s e n se  o f  an  a c t i v e  g u id a n c e . Thus " c o n tro l"  

can be u n d ers to o d  e i t h e r  a s  t h i s  a c t i v e ,  g u id in g  q u a l i t y  o r  a s  a  more 

in t r a p e r s o n a l  r e s t r a i n i n g  q u a l i t y .  In  o rd e r  to  o b v ia te  th e  a m b ig u ity , 

th e  term  " p h y s ic a l  r e s t r a i n t , "  o r  s im p ly  " r e s t r a i n t ^ "  i s  used  in  th e
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p r e s e n t  s tu d y . Thus th e  s c a le  r e f l e c t s  a h i - t o - l o  deg ree  o f  i n t r a -
I

p e rs o n a l  r e s t r a i n t  o f  p h y s ic a l ly  troub lesom e and a s s a u l t i v e  p r o p e n s i t i e s .

The u se  o f  " r e s t r a i n t "  im p lie s  n o th in g  ab o u t a  g iv en  i n d i v i d u a l 's  

u n seen  e x p e n d itu re  o f  e f f o r t  im i"h o ld in g  h im s e lf  back" th ro u g h  t e e t h  

g r i t t i n g ,  c o u n tin g  to  te n ,  and so  on. R ath er th e  r e s t r a i n t  v a r i a b le  

l i e s  c lo s e  to  th e  s u r f a c e ,  and i s  i n s t a n t l y  t r a n s l a t a b l e  in to  th e  

b e h a v io r a l  term s o f  th e  c r i t e r i a :  number and s e r io u s n e s s  o f  p r is o n

r u l e - i n f r a c t i o n s ,  and d e g r e e - o f - r e s t r a in t  r a t in g s  made by a  p r is o n  

o f f i c e r  f a m i l ia r  w ith  th e  j>s. The in te rv e n in g  v a r ia b le  th a t  does

f u n c t io n  in  th e  s tu d y , d eg ree  o f  autonom y, has se rv ed  m ere ly  as  a
/

g u id e  in  th e  s e l e c t i o n  o f  p r e d ic to r s  to  be u sed .

On a  t h e o r e t i c a l  and common sen se  le v e l ,  th e  r e s t r a in e d  and 

a s s a u l t i v e  c a te g o r ie s ,  an d , w ith  M egargee 's  h e lp ,  th e  o v e r r e s t r a in e d  

c a te g o ry  can  a l l  be a c c e p te d  a s  f a l l i n g  on to  an  a t  l e a s t  o r d in a l ly  

r e l a t e d  r e s t r a i n t  s c a le .  The troub lesom e c a te g o ry , how ever, c o n s t i ­

t u t e s  a  p ro b le m a tic  band in  th e  s c a le .  T h is c a te g o ry  se rv e s  to  em­

b ra c e  b o th  th e  n e g a t i v i s t i c  a t t e n t io n - s e e k in g  in d iv id u a ls  and in d i ­

v id u a ls  who a r e  p h y s ic a l ly  s e l f - a s s e r t i v e ,  d i s r u p t iv e ,  and rau co u s 

w ith o u t  b e in g  d a n g e ro u s ly  a s s a u l t i v e .  The a c t iv e  k in d  o f  tro u b leso m e 

b e h a v io r  can  be in c lu d e d  betw een r e s t r a in e d  and a s s a u l t iv e  b e h a v io r  

w ith o u t  much q u e s t io n .

But th e  more p a s s iv e  tro u b leso m en ess  p re s e n ts  a  g r e a te r  p rob lem .

On th e  one hand n e g a tiv ism  i s  c l e a r l y  le s s  d e s t r u c t iv e  th a n  i s  a s s a u l ­

t i v e  b e h a v io r .  To t h i s  e x te n t  i t  ranks h ig h e r  on th e  r e s t r a i n t  sp ec tru m  

th a n  th e  l a t t e r .  But to  u n d e rs ta n d  n e g a t i v i s t i c  b e h a v io r  a s  a l s o  l e s s  

r e s t r a i n e d  th a n  " r e s t r a in e d "  b e h a v io r  r e q u ir e s  some f u r th e r  a n a ly s i s .

The inm ate who r e f u s e s  to  le av e  h is  c e l l  m igh t be e x e r c is in g
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e x tr a o rd in a ry  r e s t r a i n t ,  in  th e  t e e t h - g r i t t i n g  s e n s e , and in  t h i s  sen se  

ran k  a t  th e  top  o f th e  r e s t r a i n t  s c a l e .  T h is  would be th e  c a se  i f  i t  

w ere e f f o r t s  a t  r e s t r a i n t  t h a t  w ere b e in g  s c o re d . But b ecau se  i t  i s  

s im p ly  th e  p h y s ic a l ly  e x p re s s iv e  m a n if e s ta t io n s  o f  r e s t r a i n t  t h a t  a re  

a t  i s s u e ,  such  an  a c t io n  i s  sc o re d  " tro u b le so m e ,"  o r  " l e s s  r e s t r a in e d  . 

th a n  ' r e s t r a i n e d ' . "  R efu sin g  to  move - -  even when done in  p la c e  o f 

an  o v e r t  a c t  o f  v io le n c e  — c o n s t i t u t e s  a  p h y s ic a l ly  in te r p e r s o n a l  

e x p re s s io n , a  f o r c e f u l  n o n -v e rb a l s ta te m e n t to  someone. Thus th e  nega­

t i v i s t i c  s ta te m e n t o f  im m o b ility  i s  more r e s t r a in e d  th an  would be a 

punch in  an o f f i c e r 's  n o se ; b u t  i t  i s  a l s o  le s s  r e s t r a i n e d ,  in  th e  

p h y s ic a l ly  e x p re s s iv e  se n se  j u s t  d e sc r ib e d  th an  would be a  v e rb a l  

s ta te m e n t by th e  inm ate t h a t  h e  f e e l s  he i s  b e in g  im p ro p e rly  t r e a te d ."

D evelopm ental su p p o r t f o r  p la c in g  n e g a tiv ism  on th e  same s c a le  

w ith  more c l e a r l y  a c t i v e  k in d s  o f  b e h a v io r  i s  p ro v id ed  in  th e  f in d in g s  

o f  Goodenough (1931). In  s tu d y in g  2000 in s ta n c e s  o f  an g e r in  c h i ld r e n  

up to  two y e a rs  o f  a g e , Goodenough found th a t  r e l a t i v e l y  u n d ire c te d  

o u tb u r s ts  l ik e  k ic k in g , sc rea m in g , and h o ld in g  o f  th e  b re a th  w ere v e ry  

common d u rin g  bo th  th e  y e a r s .  A seco n d , b e t te r -a im e d  and more r e ­

s t r a in e d ,  k in d  o f  a n g e r , how ever, became m arked ly  more common d u rin g  

th e  second y e a r  (when i t  c o n s t i t u t e d  60% o f  th e  ang ry  re sp o n se s )  th a n  

d u rin g  th e  f i r s t  ( j u s t  15%). T hese an g e r re sp o n se s  c o n s is te d  in  s u lk in g ,  

w h in in g , and p o u tin g . G oodenough 's c o n c lu s io n  was t h a t  th e  v e ry  young 

c h i ld  le a rn s  by h is  second y e a r  to  d i r e c t  h i s  r e a c t io n s  a g a in s t  f r u s ­

t r a t i o n  more a c c u r a te ly  a t  th e  so u rc e  o f  th e  f r u s t r a t i o n .

Her f in d in g s  a l s o  show, how ever, t h a t  a s  th e  c h i ld  moves d ev e lo p - 

m e n ta lly  from  le s s  to  more d i r e c t i o n  in  h i s  re s p o n s e s , he  i s  a l s o  

moving from le s s  to  more r e s t r a i n t ,  o r  " c o n t r o l"  in  b o th  s e n s e s ,  over
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th e  o v e r t  e x p re s s io n  o f  h i s  a n g e r . The n e g a t i v i s t i c  s u lk in g ,  w h in in g , 

and p o u tin g  a r e  c l e a r l y  more r e s t r a in e d  a s  r e a c t io n s  th a n  a r e  k ic k in g , 

sc ream in g , and th e  q u a s i - s u ic id a l  h o ld in g  o f  th e  b r e a th .  Hence th e  

p h y s ic a l  r e s t r a i n t  s c a le  r e c e iv e s  d ev e lo p m en ta l, o r  m a tu r a t io n a l ,  

su p p o rt from  th e  f in d in g s  o f  Goodenough. U sing h e r  p e r s p e c t iv e ,  we 

m ight say  t h a t  th e  tro u b leso m e in m a te , w hether he be n e g a t i v i s t i c  o r  

more d i r e c t l y  a c t i v e ,  a c t s  more m a tu re ly  th a n  th e  a s s a u l t i v e  one.

In  o rd e r  to  c o n c r e t iz e  th e  above d is c u s s io n  o f  th e  p ro b le m a tic  

band o f  th e  r e s t r a i n t  sp ec tru m , i n f r a c t io n  r e p o r t s  w r i t t e n  a b o u t two o f 

th e  s tu d y 's  Ss w i l l  be c o n s id e re d . The f i r s t  r e p o r t  p o in ts  up th e  

v ig o ro u s  a g g re s s io n  in h e re n t  in  p a s s iv e -a g g re s s iv e  and in t r o p u n i t iv e  

b e h a v io r ,  and th u s  u n d e rsc o re s  th e  c o n t in u i ty  betw een n e g a t i v i s t i c  

tro u b leso m e b e h a v io rs  and th e  more d i r e c t l y  a s s a u l t iv e  o r  dangerous 

o n es . The o f f i c i a l  r e p o r t  s t a t e s :

On th e  m orning o f  ,  Inm ate /C o d e  # 1 -1 0 5 / r e fu s e d  to
lo c k  o u t o f  c e l l  d u rin g  th e  9:00  A.M. lo c k -o u t .  Inm ate 1-105 
h a s  re q u e s te d  i n s t i t u t i o n a l  s e g r e g a t io n  and th r e a te n s  to  c u t  
up / l i t . :  l a c e r a te  h i s  w r i s t s /  i f  h i s  w ish es  a re  n o t com plied  
w i th .

The second  r e p o r t  r e f e r s  to  a more a c t i v e  k in d  o f tro u b le so m e n e ss , b u t ,  

l i k e  th e  ab o v e , a l s o  u n d e rsc o re s  a  c o n t in u i ty  betw een tro u b leso m e  and 

more d i r e c t l y  a s s a u l t i v e  b e h a v io r . Here inm ate  #1-102 was re p o r te d  fo r  

" th r e a te n in g  an  o f f i c e r  (w ith  th e  s t i c k  o f  a  s c ru b  b r u s h ) ,  in s u b o rd i­

n a t io n ,  and d e s t r o y in g  c i t y  p ro p e r ty  / t h e  sc ru b  b r u s h / . "  In  n e i th e r  

in c id e n t  does an  inm ate  i n f l i c t  p h y s ic a l  in ju r y  on a n o th e r  p e rs o n . Yet 

b o th  c o n s t i t u t e  p o w e rfu l, p h y s ic a l ly  e x p re ssed  s ta te m e n ts  a g a in s t  o th e r s .

2 . The C r i t e r i a

The f i r s t  c r i t e r i o n  c o n s is t s  in  a  c o r r e c t io n  o f f i c e r ' s  judgm ent
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a b o u t th e  S s ' b e h a v io r . A f te r  h a v in g  worked in  c lo s e  c o n ta c t  w ith  th e  

_Ss f o r  3 m onths, th e  o f f i c e r  sc o re d  each  o f  them on th e  d e g re e -o f -  

r e s t r a i n t  s c a le .  T h is  s c o r in g  o c c u rre d  3 months a f t e r  th e  j3s had been  

sco red  on 20 p r e d ic to r  v a r i a b le s  b ased  on th e  same s c a le .  The o f f i c e r ' s  

judgm ents th u s  se rv e d  a s  th e  c r i t e r i o n  a g a in s t  w hich th e  a cc u ra c y  o f  

th e  p r e d ic to r s  was m easured .

T hree f a c e ts  o f  th e  f i r s t  c r i t e r i o n  sh o u ld  be n o te d . F i r s t ,  i t s  

c la im  to  v a l i d i t y  l i e s  in  th e  cho sen  o f f i c e r ' s  f a m i l i a r i t y  w ith  th e  

j>s. W orking c lo s e ly  w ith  th e  Ss on an  every d ay  b a s i s  th ro u g h o u t th e  

3 m onths, th e  o f f i c e r  became more f a m i l i a r  w ith  t h e i r  b e h a v io r  th a n  

any o th e r  s t a f f  member a t  th e  p r i s o n .  In  th e  p re sen c e  o f th e  p re s e n t  

w r i t e r ,  m oreover, he  :showed a  c l e a r  co n ce rn  f o r  th e  in m a te s ' w e lfa re  

and a r e s p e c t  fo r  t h e i r  id e a s  and f e e l in g s .  S econd ly , th e  o f f i c e r  was 

in s t r u c te d  to  e v a lu a te  th e  inm ates more from  th e  s ta n d p o in t  o f " th e  

av e rag e  o f f i c e r "  who m igh t be f i l l i n g  h i s  p o s i t io n  th a n  from  h is  own 

s p e c i f i c  way o f v iew ing  and d e a l in g  w ith  t h e i r  b e h a v io r . He u n d e rs to o d  

th e  o b je c t iv e  b e n t o f  t h i s  in s t r u c t io n ; .  F in a l ly ,  in  o rd e r  to  m easure 

th e  r e l i a b i l i t y  o f  o f f i c e r s '  e v a lu a t io n s  in  g e n e r a l ,  72 sen te n c ed  ado­

le s c e n t  hom osexual inm ates f a m i l i a r  to  two o th e r  o f f i c e r s  w ere r a te d  

by them as  e i t h e r  " tro u b le so m e"  o r  " r e s t r a i n e d . "  Time c o n s t r a in t s  p re ­

v e n ted  p re s e n tin g  th e s e  o f f i c e r s  w i th  th e  f u l l  fo u r -c a te g o ry  s c a le  fo r  

t h e i r  r a t i n g s .  T h e ir  r a t i n g s  w ere c o r r e l a t e d ,  and an  r  o f  .4 7 2 , s i g n i ­

f i c a n t  a t  th e  .0001 le v e l  o f  p r o b a b i l i t y ,  was o b ta in e d . Inasm uch as  

th e  two o f f i c e r s  ag reed  on a p p ro x im a te ly  3 o f  e v e ry  4 ju dgm en ts , l im ite d  

b u t d e f i n i t e  su p p o rt f o r  th e  o b j e c t i v i t y  o f  o f f i c e r s '  judgm ents was 

p ro v id e d . ( In  s p i t e  o f  th e  n o n - s u b je c t iv e  n a tu re  o f  o f f i c e r s '  ju d g ­

m en ts , how ever, t h e i r  judgm ents r e t a i n  a  v e ry  p e r s o n a l ,  a l b e i t  o b je c t iv e ,



16

d im e n s io n . As th e  r e s u l t s  o f  th e  p re s e n t  s tu d y  show, th e  r e g u la r  

o f f i c e r ' s  judgm ents seem *to have been  based  on a  d i f f e r e n t ,  more p e r ­

s o n a l ly  t r y in g ,  k in d  o f  b e h av io r th a n  a r e  th e  r o u t in e  i n f r a c t io n  

r e p o r t s .  See below , C ah p te rs  I I I  and IV .)

The second c r i t e r i o n  c o n s i s t s  in  th e  re c o rd s  o f  th e  S s 1 r u le  

i n f r a c t i o n s  d u rin g  th e  same 3-m onth p e r io d . Inm ates who re c e iv e d  r e p o r t s  

f o r  in ju r io u s  o r  s e r io u s ly  th re a te n in g  a c t io n s  d u rin g  th e  3 months w ere 

sc o re d  "0 "  ( a s s a u l t i v e ,  o r  d a n g e ro u s ) . Those who com m itted i n f r a c t io n s  

t h a t  d id  n o t i n ju r e  o th e r s ,  in c lu d in g  s e l f - m u t i l a t i o n  (u s u a l ly  su p e r­

f i c i a l  c u ts  on th e  a rm ), w ere sc o re d  "1" ( tro u b le so m e ). And th o s e  who 

r e c e iv e d  no i n f r a c t i o n vr e p o r t s  w h a tso ev e r w ere sco red  "2 '1 ( r e s t r a i n e d ) .  

T h e re  was no way to  in c lu d e  th e  f o u r th  l e v e l  o f  r e s t r a i n t  (o v e r r e s t r a in e d )  

s t r i c t l y  on th e  b a s is  o f  th e  i n f r a c t io n  r e p o r t s .

A t h i r d  s c o r e ,  th e  sum o f  th e  f i r s t  two c r i t e r i o n  s c o re s , c o n s t i t u t e s  

th e  t h i r d  c r i t e r i o n .  The summing makes i t  p o s s ib le  to  r e g i s t e r  in  one 

s c o r e  th e  r e s t r a i n t ,  tro u b le so m e n e ss , o r  a s s a u l t iv e n e s s  r e g i s t e r e d  in  

b o th  o f  a  S 's  o th e r  c r i t e r i o n  s c o r e s .  Inasmuch a s  b o th  o f th e  f i r s t  

c r i t e r i o n . s c o r e s  a r e  re p re s e n te d  i n  C r i te r io n  3 , th e n , t h i s  c r i t e r i o n  

s e r v e s  a s  a  check  a g a in s t  h ig h ly  id io s y n c r a t ic  r e la t io n s h ip s  t h a t  may 

h o ld  betw een s p e c i f i c  _Ss and one o r  th e  o th e r  o f  th e  f i r s t  two c r i t e r i a .

3 . The P r e d ic to r s

Each o f  th e  20 p r e d ic to r s  w i l l  be c o n s id e re d  in  o rd e r , and th ey  

w i l l  be grouped a c c o rd in g  to  R o sensw eig 's  th re e  recommended k in d s . To 

g a in  an overview  o f  a l l  th e  p r e d ic to r s ,  th e  f u l l  in te rv ie w  form  used 

i n  s c o r in g  the  Ss w i l l  be p re s e n te d  f i r s t .  Each o f  th e  p r e d ic t iv e  item s 

i s  m arked w ith  a  Roman num eral (I-X X ). The r e s t r a i n t  le v e ls  (3 , 2 , 1,



QUESTIONNAIRE

DURING THE EARLY YEARS OF YOUR LIFE, ESPECIALLY WHEN 
3 , 4 , 5 , o r  6 , BUT ALSO TILL YOU WERE 12 OR SO:

Which o f  your p a re n ts  c a red  f o r    m o ther
you - -  seemed to  l ik e  you - -  th e  m ost? __  f a th e r

  yes
Do you c a re  f o r  _  more too? ___ no

 a  l o t  ") __a  l o t  =2|
How much good f e e l in g  do you have  f o r  m. ? some V i & fo r  f . ?  some = 1>II

 v .  l i t t l e )  .__v . l i t t l e = 0 )

a)D id  your m. pay q u i te  a b i t  o f  a t t e n t i o n  to
you, o r d id  she tend  to  ig n o re  o r n e g le c t  you_________  a t t e n t i o n  = H j j j
( i . e . ,  d id  you o f te n  g e t  th e  f e e l in g  th a t  sh e    r e j e c t i o n  = 0f
would j u s t  a s  soon n o t have you a ro u n d )?

b)And yo u r f ; ,  d id  he pay a t t e n t i o n  to  you, o r    a t t e n t i o n  = l) ^
d id  he ig n o re , n e g le c t ,  & r e j e c t  you?___________________  r e j e c t i o n  = Oj

a)Was your m. th e  one who u s u a l ly  p u n ish ed  you? __  yes
  no

b)D id  she g iv e  you b e a t in g s ,  f o r  punishm ent o r  f o r  o th e r  re a so n s?  __  yes
  l o t s  o f  b e a tin g s  = 0 |  __  no

c)How m uch?   some = lV  V
  (a lm o st) none = 2J

 l o t s  o f  b e a t in g s  = 0
And your f . ,  d id  he b e a t  you? __  yes How much?_someo = 1 ^V I

  no______________._(a lm o st) none
  yes

a)D id  your p a re n ts  a g re e  on how th e y  sh o u ld  t r e a t  y o u ?   no
  yes

b ) ( I f  y e s )  Did th ey  g e n e r a l ly  a g re e  on o th e r  th in g s  t o o ?   no

c)How much d id  th ey  d is a g r e e ,  a rg u e , o r  f i g h t  a b o u t ____ a  l o t  = o'
th in g s  in  g e n e ra l?  ____ some = 1>  V II

  v . l i t t l e  = 2̂

How much d id  th e y  — e s p e c ia l l y  your m other - -  e x p ec t o f  you by way o f  
th in g s  l ik e  do ing  ch o res  around  th e  h o u se , d o in g  w e l l j . n  s c h o o l,
k eep in g  your room c le a n ,  and so  on? __  a  l o t

  some = 1 > V III
v . l i t t l e

211  in  

$
18 and o v e r = jx  

How o ld  a r e  y o u ?   17 and u n d er

How o ld  w ere you th e  f i r s t  tim e you had  to  go to  a
d e te n t io n  home, you th  house, o r  j a i l  o f  any k in d ?  ____  X ( p o s i t iv e ly

c o r r e la te d )

17
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E ver been  a d d ic te d  to  d ru g s?  __ yes =
no XI

 yes
a )E v e r t r y  to  h u r t  y o u r s e l f ,  o r  have s e r io u s  th o u g h ts  o f  s u ic id e ?  no

—yeS —ye®Umb )E x p ec t to  t r y  h u r t in g  y o u rs e lf?  no c )o r  o th e rs ?  no f  i n  coming
~ ' months

2 "y e s"  = (A
fo r  a  and b : 1 yes & 1 no -  1 V X II

"no"

 n o n -a s s a u l t iv e  (no p e r s o n a l ly  th re a -
A s s a u lt iv e n e s s  o f  c r im in a l  re c o rd : te n in g  o r in ju r io u s  c r im e s)  =3]

 th r e a te n in g ( l  th r e a te n in g  c rim e) =2)
 a s s a u l t iv e  (1 a s s a u l t  o r

2-3  t h r e a t s )  =11
 v . a s s a u l t i v e (2 o r more a s s a u l t s )  =0j

I n f r a c t i o n  re c o rd  __  no in f r a c t io n s  = 2
(from  p re v io u s  3 m on ths): __  tro ub lesom e = 1 ^ XV

a s s a u l t iv e  = 0

I n te r v ie w e r 's  a sse ssm e n t:____  o v e r r e s t r a in e d  = 3
  r e s t r a in e d  = 2
  troub lesom e = 1

a s s a u l t iv e  = 0

XVI

O f f i c e r 's  p re l im in a ry  e v a lu a t io n ,  __  o v e r r e s t r a in e d  = 3
a f t e r  1 week: __  r e s t r a in e d  = 2

  troub lesom e = 1
a s s a u l t iv e  = 0,

XVII

Hand T e s t .  AOR s c o re :    XVIII (n e g a t iv e ly  c o r r e la t e d )
AGG s c o re :  _________  XIX ( " " )

A s s a u lt-P ro n e s s  s c o re :   ________  XX ( 11 " )

XIV
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and 0) t h a t  re sp o n se s  to  th e  20 p r e d ic to r  q u e s t io n s  a r e  In ten d ed  to  

r e f l e c t  a r e  l i s t e d  a lo n g s id e  th e  re s p o n se s . The n o n -p r e d ic t iv e  q u es­

t io n s  in c lu d e d  in  th e  in te rv ie w  w ere su g g es te d  by a  v e te r a n  p r is o n  

in te rv ie w e r ,  and w ere  in c lu d e d  to  cam oflague and s o f te n  th e  im pact o f 

th e  20 p r e d ic t iv e  q u e s t io n s  p ro p e r .

a .  S u b je c tiv e  (L i f e - H is to r y )  P r e d ic to r s  (##I-XV)

As w i l l  be c l e a r  when th e y  a r e  c o n s id e re d  s e p a r a te ly ,  th e  f i r s t  

e ig h t  o f  th e  f i f t e e n  l i f e - h i s t o r y  p r e d ic to r s  r e s t  on an  e n v iro n m e n ta l is t ,  

o r  s o c i a l - l e a r n in g ,  o u tlo o k  on th e  ro o ts  o f  tro u b leso m e and a s s a u l t iv e  

b e h a v io r . T h is  p e r s p e c t iv e  f in d s  su p p o rt in  th e  p h y s io lo g ic a l  s tu d ie s  

o f  S c o t t ,  who c o n t r a s t s  th e  in n e r  c au se s  o f  hunger w ith  th e  e x te r n a l  

b e g in n in g s  o f  a g g re s s io n :  "The c h a in  o f  _ /ph y sio lo g ica_ l/ c a u s a t io n  _/of

a g g re s s io n /  in  e v e ry  c a se  e v e n tu a l ly  t r a c e s  back  to  th e  o u ts id e "  and 

" th e r e  i s  no need f o r  f i g h t i n g ,  e i t h e r  a g g re s s iv e  o r  d e fe n s iv e ,  a p a r t  

from w hat happens in  th e  e x te r n a l  env ironm ent" (1958, p . 6 2 ) .  In  o rd e r  

to  t r a n s l a t e  S c o t t 's  " o u ts id e "  o r  " e x te r n a l  env ironm ent" in to  more 

s p e c i f i c a l l y  human te rm s , th e  c r im in o lo g ic a l  th e o ry  o f  W olfgang and 

F e r r a c u t i  (1967) can  be c i t e d .  T h is  th e o ry  s t a t e s  t h a t  th e re  e x i s t s  a  

s u b c u ltu re  o f  v io le n c e  whose members conform  to  a  d e f i n i t e ,  p o s i t iv e  

v a lu e  system  a c c o rd in g  to  w hich  v io l e n t  b e h av io r i s  view ed a s  " t o l e r ­

a b le ,  e x p ec te d , o r  r e q u ir e d "  ( p .2 6 3 ). G ra n tin g  th e  e x is te n c e  o f  some 

such  s u b c u l tu re ,  w hat p r e c i s e l y  i s  i t  t h a t  c au se s  some in d iv id u a ls  to  

become i d e n t i f i e d  p e r s o n a l ly  w ith  i t s  v a lu e  system  ( th e re b y , in c id e n ­

t a l l y ,  p e rp e tu a t in g  th e  s u b c u l t u r e 's  e x i s t e n c e ) ,  and o th e r s  n o t to ?  In  

an e f f o r t  to  answ er t h i s  q u e s t io n ,  we s h a l l  r e s t r i c t  th e  scope o f  S c o t t 's  

" o u ts id e "  a  second tim e , and fo c u s , in  l i g h t  o f  o u r t h e o r e t i c a l  d i r e c t i o n
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from  C h ap te r I ,  on th e  i n d iv id u a l 's  e a r ly  i n t r a f a m i l i a l  e x p e r ie n c e s , 

and p a r t i c u l a r l y  on th o se  t h a t  have been  found to  be i n f l u e n t i a l  in  th e  

developm ent o f  v io le n c e -p ro n e  p e r s o n a l i t i e s .  A s tu d y  by Bandura and 

W a lte rs  (1959) h as  se rv ed  as  th e  g u id e  in  s p e c ify in g  j u s t  such  e a r ly  

i n t r a f a m i l i a l  e x p e r ie n c e s , w ith  su p p o rt f o r  th e  c h o ic e s  coming from  a 

s tu d y  by McCord, McCord, and Howard (1961).

The s tu d y  o f  Bandura and W alte rs  i s  grounded in  a  th e o ry  o f  depen­

dency and i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  betw een th e  c h i ld  and h is  p a r e n t s ,  a  th e o ry  

a lr e a d y  developed  in  e a r l i e r  s tu d ie s  by S ea rs  £ t  a l .  (1953) and by 

S e a rs ,  Maccoby, and L ev in  (1 9 5 7 ). In  a n u t s h e l l ,  th e  th e o ry  s t a t e s  t h a t  

a  d i s r u p t io n  o f  th e  c h i l d 's  e x p e r ie n c e  o f  dependency on h i s  p a re n ts  

w i l l  o b s t r u c t  th e  grow th  o f  a  h e a lth y  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  w ith  them, and 

th e re b y  p re v e n t th e  im p la n tin g  o f  i n t e r n a l  c o n t r o ls  o f  a g g re s s io n .  On 

e x am in a tio n , t h i s  th e o r y 's  b e h a v io ra l  m a n ife s ta t io n s  do n o t d i f f e r  from 

th o se  o f  th e  th e o ry  o f  p re c a r io u s n e s s  o f  autonomy d is c u s s e d  in  C h ap ter 

I .  Both a  h e a l th y  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  w ith  an  a d u l t  and a  h e a l th y  se n se  o f  

autonomy embody a v ig o ro u s  independence. For th e  im m ediate e x p la n a to ry  

p u rp o ses  o f  th e  p re s e n t  w ork, th e n , th e  two th e o r ie s  d o v e ta i l  i n  a 

common r a t i o n a l e  f o r  th e  p re d ic te d  b e h a v io r : a  th w arted  independence

(w hether view ed as  a p re c a r io u s  autonomy o r  a s  a  f a u l ty  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  

w ith  an  a d u l t )  le a d in g  to  p h y s ic a l ly  d e s t r u c t iv e  b e h a v io r .

In  t h e i r  r e s p e c t iv e  e x p la n a tio n s  o f  th e  g rounds o f  th e  th w a rte d  

independence  th e  th e o r ie s  do d i f f e r .  Bandura and W a lte rs  fo cu s  s p e c i ­

f i c a l l y  on th e  f r u s t r a t i o n  o f  ch ild h o o d  dependency needs a s  g rounds fo r  

f a i l u r e s  in  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n ,  w hereas th e  th e o ry  o f  p re c a r io u s n e s s  o f  

autonom y p o in ts  more b ro a d ly  tow ard a  s o c io - c u l t u r a l  em phasis on con­

fo rm ity  and com pliance  and th e  o v e r a l l  d e n ia l  o f  in d iv id u a l  grow th  th a t
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t h i s  em phasis e n t a i l s ,  and th u s  tow ard a  more g e n e ra l  abuse  o f  th e  

in d iv id u a l .  But th e  d i f f e r e n c e  betw een th e  na rro w er and b ro a d e r 

e x p la n a tio n s  o f  th e  c u r ta i lm e n t  o f  in d iv id u a l  independence  does n o t 

s e t  th e  th e o r ie s  in  o p p o s i t io n  to  one a n o th e r ;  r a t h e r ,  Bandura and 

W a l te r 's  c o n ce p t o f  f r u s t r a t e d  dependency needs f i t s  s q u a re ly  w i th in  

th e  b ro a d e r  co n cep t o f  th e  abused  in d iv id u a l .  Thus f r u s t r a t i n g  a 

c h i l d 's  dependency needs can  be see n  a s  one form  o f  th w a rtin g  h is  

grow th tow ard  autonom y. E m p ir ic a l f in d in g s  o f  Bandura and W a lte rs , 

th e n , have been  u sed  in  th e  p re s e n t  s tu d y  to  d e te rm in e  th e  c o n te n t  o f  

th e  f i r s t  e ig h t  o f  th e  f i f t e e n  l i f e - h i s t o r y  p r e d ic to r s .

P r e d ic to r s  I  & I I :  S 's  f e l t  good f e e l in g ,  __ a lo t
o r  w arm th, tow ard mo- __  some
th e r  ( I )  & f a th e r  ( I I ) : ___ v . l i t t l e

S e v e ra l  o f  th e  v a r i a b le s  Bandura and W a lte rs  used  to  s u b s ta n t i a t e  

th e  dependency n e e d 's  r e l a t i o n s h ip  to  a d o le s c e n t  a g g re s s io n  resem ble  

P r e d ic to r  I I :  1) in  " E x te n t boy seek s  h e lp  from f a th e r "  th e  a g g re s s iv e

group used  in  t h e i r  s tu d y  d i f f e r e d  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  ( p < .0 0 1 ) ; from  th e  

c o n t r o l  g ro u p ; 2) l ik e w is e  in  " T o ta l  dependency on f a th e r "  ( p < .0 0 1 ) ;

3) " R e s is ta n c e  to  f a t h e r 's  h e lp "  ( p < .0 0 1 ) ;  and 4) " T o ta l  dependency 

a n x ie ty "  ( p < .0 0 1 ) .  The d is c r im in a t io n  from  w hich P r e d ic to r  I I  was 

ta k e n  d i r e c t l y ,  how ever, p e r t a in s  more im m ed ia te ly  to  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  

th an  to  dependency , and th u s  to  th e  e x a c t lo cu s  f o r  th e  h y p o th e s ize d  

i n t e r n a l i z a t i o n  o f  c o n t r o l s .  T h is  d i s c r im in a to r ,  "Warmth f e l t  tow ard 

f a t h e r , "  ( p < .0 0 1 ) ,  seems b o th  to  b e s t, ep ito m iz e  a l l  th e  h ig h ly  s i g n i ­

f i c a n t  dependency and i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  d is c r im in a to r s  c i t e d  above and to  

keep P r e d ic to r  I I  open to  in c lu d e  a b u s iv e  p a te r n a l  in f lu e n c e s  o th e r  th an  

th o se  p e r ta in in g  s p e c i f i c a l l y  to  th e  dependency r e l a t i o n s h i p .  Bandura
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and W a lte r s ' re a so n  f o r  s in g l in g  o u t th e  j> 's  r e l a t i o n s h i p  w ith  h is  

f a th e r  i s  e x p la in e d  in  a  summary s ta te m e n t:

The d a ta  from  th e  a g g re s s iv e  b o y s ' in te rv ie w s  p ro v id e d  f u r ­
th e r  ev id en ce  t h a t  in  th e  m a jo r i ty  o f c ase s  a  s e v e re  b re a k  had 
o c cu rred  in  th e  f a th e r - s o n  r e l a t io n s h ip .  T here  a p p e a re d , in  
f a c t ,  in  m ost f a m il ie s  to  be a  c o n s is te n t  and p e rv a s iv e  d i s ­
r u p t io n  o f  th e  em o tio n a l t i e s  betw een f a th e r  a n d  son w hich  was 
more c l e a r l y  p e rc e iv e d  a s  su ch , and presum ably more k e e n ly  f e l t ,  
by th e  boy th a n  was th e  d is r u p t io n  o f th e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  w ith  th e  
m o ther. W hile th e  two groups o f  boys d i f f e r e d  l i t t l e  i n  th e  
amount o f  warmth th ey  showed fo r  t h e i r  m o th e rs , th e  a g g re s s iv e  
boys showed v e ry  much le s s  warmth fo r  t h e i r  f a t h e r s  th a n  d id  
t h e i r  c o n t r o l s .  Evidence has a lre a d y  been  p ro v id e d  t h a t  th e  
a g g re s s iv e  boys w ere a ls o  more h o s t i l e  to  t h e i r  f a th e r s  th an  
to  t h e i r  m o th e rs , and le s s  read y  to  r e l a t e  to  them  in  a  depen­
d e n t manner ( p .2 7 8 ).

The p re s e n t  s tu d y 's  S s , how ever, have a lre a d y  b een  s e g re g a te d  on 

th e  b a s i s  o f  t h e i r  h o m o sex u a lity , and th u s ,  e f f e c t i v e l y ,  on th e  b a s is  

o f  id e n t i f y in g  more c lo s e ly  as  a  group w ith  t h e i r  m o th e rs  th an  w ith  

t h e i r  f a th e r s  (B ie b e r , 1962). C onsequen tly  i t  has b een  h y p o th e s iz e d  

th a t  w i th in  t h i s  group th e  d is c r im in a t in g  fu n c tio n  o f P r e d i c to r  I I ,  

"Warmth f e l t  tow ard f a t h e r , "  would be f r u s t r a t e d .  I t  w as f e l t  t h a t  th e  

d is c r im in a t io n  t h a t  t h i s  p r e d ic to r  would no rm ally  acco m p lish  h ad  a l ­

re a d y  been  e f f e c te d  th ro u g h  th e  S s ' s e g re g a tio n  a s  h o m o sex u a ls . P re ­

d i c to r s  IV and VI ( p a te r n a l  r e j e c t i o n  and b r u t a l i t y ,  r e s p e c t i v e l y )  en­

t a i l  th e  same p o s s ib le  non -independence  from  th e  a l r e a d y  e s ta b l i s h e d  

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  o f  h o m o sex u a lity . C onsequen tly , in  tandem  w ith  each  o f  

th e  th r e e  f a t h e r - r e l a t e d  p r e d ic to r s ,  th e  m a te rn a l in f lu e n c e  was sep a ­

r a t e l y  in c lu d e d  (P r e d ic to r s  I ,  I I I ,  & V) in  th e  e x p e c ta t io n  t h a t  

so u rc e s  o f  a g g re s s io n  l e s s  con tam inated  w ith  so u rces  o f  h o m o sex u a lity  

would be u n co v ered . The a g g re s s io n  l i t e r a t u r e  gave s p e c i a l  r e a s o n  f o r  

hope on P r e d ic to r s  I I I  and V. P r e d ic to r  I  was in c lu d e d  a s  an  e x tr a p o ­

l a t i o n  from  P r e d ic to r s  I I I  and V, and because  o f  th e  u n iq u e ly  hom osexual
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c h a r a c te r  o f  th e  p o p u la t io n  b e in g  s tu d ie d .  Viewed p o s i t i v e ly ,  th e  

problem  o f  th e  p ro b a b le  n o n -in d ep en d en ce  o f  th e  sam ple from  P r e d ic to r s  

I I ,  IV, & VI s e t s  in to  sh a rp  r e l i e f  th e  way h o m o sex u a lity  and a p rone­

n ess  fo r  p h y s ic a l ly  d e s t r u c t i v e  b e h a v io r  (and o th e r  p ro b le m a tic  l i f e -  

p a t te r n s )  c an  a l l  s p r in g  from  a common d ev elo p m en ta l s o u rc e , h e r e ,  in  

th e  f a th e r - s o n  r e l a t i o n s h i p .

P r e d ic to r s  I I I  & IV: M o th e r 's  and   a t t e n t i o n  = 1
f a t h e r 's  r e j e c t i o n :    r e j e c t i o n  = 0

In  t h e i r  in te rv ie w s  w ith  t h e i r  Sis' p a r e n ts ,  Bandura and W a lte rs  

found th a t  th e  f a t h e r ' s  and th e  m o th e r 's  r e j e c t i o n  each y ie ld e d  h ig h ly  

s i g n i f i c a n t  ( p < .0 0 1 )  d is c r im in a t io n s  betw een t h e i r  two g ro u p s . In  

th e  in te rv ie w s  w ith  th e  boys th e  d is c r im in a t io n  was n o t q u i te  so  sh a rp . 

N o n e th e le s s , th e  e x te n t  to  w hich th e  boys f e l t  r e j e c te d  by t h e i r  f a th e r s  

and m others s i g n i f i c a n t l y  d is c r im in a te d  th e  a g g re s s iv e  j>s from  th e  con­

t r o l s ,  w ith  th e  t  v a lu e s  y ie ld in g  p 's  o f  < . 0 1  and < .0 2  r e s p e c t iv e ly .  

M oreover, in  t h e i r  s tu d y  o f  f a m i l i a l  c o r r e l a t e s  o f  a g g re s s io n  McCord 

e t  a l .  found th a t  p a r e n t a l  r e j e c t i o n  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  ( a ls o  p < .0 0 1 )  d i s ­

c r im in a te d  t h e i r  a g g r e s s iv e  group from  t h e i r  a s s e r t i v e  and nonaggres-
i

s iv e  g ro u p s .

P r e d ic to r s  V & V I: B ea tin g s  g iv e n  by ___ l o t s  :o f .b e a t in g s  = 0
m other and f a th e r :  _  some = 1

  (a lm o s t) none = 2

In  h i s  d is c u s s io n  o f  th e  e t io lo g y  o f  v i o l e n t  c r im e , Sheppard (1971) 

c i t e s  s ix  s tu d ie s  t h a t  f in d  b r u t a l  t re a tm e n t a t  th e  hands o f  o n e 's  

p a re n ts  to  be s t r o n g ly  r e l a t e d  to  a s s a u l t i v e  b e h av io r (B ach-Y -R ita  j | t  

a l . ,  1971; Duncan and  Duncan, 1971; Duncan e t  a l . .  1967; MacDonald, 1963; 

P e te rs o n , P it tm a n , and O 'N ea l, 1962; P a lm er, 1970). Though th e  Sheppard 

s tu d ie s  d id  n o t d i s t i n g u i s h  betw een m others and f a t h e r s ,  McCord e t  a l .
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found p h y s ic a l ly  p u n i t iv e  m others to  be s i g n i f i c a n t l y  ( p < .0 2 5 )  more 

f r e q u e n t among a g g re s s iv e  th an  among n o n -a g g re s s iv e  b o y s , and th e  

f a t h e r s '  method o f  d i s c i p l i n e  to  be n o t s i g n i f i c a n t l y  d i f f e r e n t .

Bandura and W a lte rs  found som ething o f  th e  r e v e r s e :  th e  a g g re s s iv e

b o y s ' f a th e r s  u sed  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  more ( p < .0 2 )  p h y s ic a l  punishm ent th a n  

d id  th e  n o n -a g g re s s iv e s 1, w h ile  th e  d i f f e r e n c e  betw een th e  m others 

showed a s ig n i f ic a n c e  le v e l  o f  on ly  p < .1 0 .  Bandura and W a l te r s ' hypo­

th e s e s  had grown o u t o f  th e  re s e a rc h  c a r r i e d  o u t by W h itin g  (1954) and 

th e  e m p ir ic a l  s tu d ie s  a t  th e  H arvard L a b o ra to ry  o f  Human Developm ent 

t h a t  su p p o rte d  W h itin g 's  f in d in g s  (A ll in s m ith  and G reen in g , 1955;

F a ig in ,  1952; H o lle n b e rg , 1954; H e in ic k e , 1953; S e a rs ,  Maccoby, and 

L e v in , 1957). Because o f  th e  w e a lth  o f  r e s e a r c h  s u p p o r tin g  a  c o r r e l a ­

t i o n  betw een p h y s ic a l  punishm ent and su b se q u e n t a g g re s s iv e  b e h a v io r , 

and b ecau se  th e  r e s e a rc h  s in g le s  o u t n e i th e r  p a re n t  a s  th e  more r e l e ­

v a n t  in f lu e n c e ,  each  p a r e n t 's  " b e a tin g "  s c o re  h as  been  in c lu d e d  a s  a 

d i s t i n c t  p r e d ic to r .

P r e d ic to r  V II: Amount o f d is a g re e m e n t, a rg u in g ,   a  l o t  =
o r  f ig h t in g  betw een  th e  p a r e n ts :    some =

  (a lm ost)none=

W hereas P r e d ic to r s  I -V I and V II I  r e f l e c t  th e  c o m p o sitio n  o f  th e  

S 's  fa m ily  in  term s o f  th e  p a r e n t - c h i ld  r e l a t i o n s h i p s ,  th e  p re s e n t  p re ­

d i c t o r  r e f l e c t s  t h a t  co m p o sitio n  by fo c u s in g  e x c lu s iv e ly  on th e  r e l a ­

t io n s h ip  betw een th e  p a re n ts  th e m se lv e s . Bandura and W a lte rs  e x p la in  

th e  i n t e r - p a r e n t a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p 's  re le v a n c e  to  a g g re s s io n  a g a in  in  term s 

o f  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n .  I m i ta t io n  o f ,  and i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  w i th ,  a r o l e  model 

i s  f a c i l i t a t e d  when th e  model i s  g iv e n  p r e s t i g e  by b e in g  h e ld  in  e v id e n t 

esteem  by h i s  p a r tn e r .  Thus an  a f f e c t i o n a l ,  r a t h e r  th a n  d i s c o r d a n t ,  r e ­

l a t io n s h ip  betw een th e  m odels shou ld  f a c i l i t a t e  th e  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  r e -

nj
 

t- 
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q u ire d  fo r  th e  im p la n tin g  o f  i n t e r n a l  c o n t r o l s .  T r a n s la t in g  t h i s  lo g ic  

in to  th e  b ro a d e r th e o ry  o f  th e  p re s e n t  s tu d y , th e  c h i ld  view s th e  e s ­

teem h e ld  by one p a r tn e r  f o r  a n o th e r  as  g e n e r a l iz a b le  to  h im s e lf ,  and 

th u s  as r e le v a n t  to  h i s  own w o rth . Such in d i r e c t  s ig n a l s  o f  h i s  v a lu e  

may be as  e s s e n t i a l  to  h i s  grow ing autonomy a s  a r e  th e  more d i r e c t  o n es .

In  s p i t e  o f  w hat th e y  found to  be " d e fe n s iv e  and g u ard ed "  re sp o n se s  

on th e  p a r t  o f  th e  p a re n ts  o f  t h e i r  a g g re s s iv e  j5s, Bandura and W a lte rs  

found th a t  th e  v a r i a b l e s ,  " W ife 's  warmth fo r  husband" and "H usband 's 

warmth fo r  w ife "  b o th  d is c r im in a te d  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  ( p < .0 1 )  betw een th e  

two g ro u p s; " W ife 's  h o s t i l i t y  tow ard husband" and "H usband 's  h o s t i l i t y  

tow ard w ife "  a l s o  d is c r im in a te d  s i g n i f i c a n t l y ,  b u t n o t so  s h a rp ly  ( p <

.05  and < , 0 2  r e s p e c t i v e l y ) .  The d a ta  o f  McCord j | t  a l .  su p p o rt th e  

above f in d in g s :  th e y  found t h a t  t h e i r  n o n a g g re ss iv e  _Sscame s i g n i f i c a n t l y

(p < .0 0 5 )  le s s  o f te n  from  f a m i l ie s  in  w hich th e r e  was in te n s e  i n t e r -  

p a r e n ta l  c o n f l i c t  and in  w hich  one p a re n t h e ld  th e  o th e r  in  low esteem  

th a n  d id  t h e i r  a g g re s s iv e  and a s s e r t i v e  S s ; fu r th e rm o re , t h e i r  a g g re s ­

s iv e  _Ss came s i g n i f i c a n t l y  ( p < .0 5 )  more o f te n  from  homes in  w hich th e  

p a re n ts  w ere n o t d e m o n s tra t iv e ly  a f f e c t io n a t e  tow ard one a n o th e r .

P r e d ic to r  V II I :  E x te n t to  w hich p a r e n ts ,  e sp e ­
c i a l l y  m o th er, communicated __  a  l o t  = 2
e x p e c ta t io n s  o f  ach ievem en t & __  some = 1
c o n fo rm ity  to  th e  c h i ld :  __  v . l i t t l e  = 0

T h is p r e d ic to r ,  in c lu d in g  much o f  i t s  a c tu a l  w ord ing  on th e  q u es­

t io n n a i r e ,  a r i s e s  d i r e c t l y  from  th e  f in d in g s  o f  McCord e t  aJL. and o f  

Bandura and W a lte rs .  McCord je t a l .  found t h a t  th e  p a re n ts  o f  t h e i r  non- 

a g g re s s iv e  Ss w ere  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  ( p < .0 0 5 )  more l i k e l y  to  p la c e  h ig h  

demands on t h e i r  sons f o r  p o l i t e  and r e s p o n s ib le  b e h a v io r  th a n  w ere th e  

p a re n ts  o f  th e  a g g r e s s iv e  and a s s e r t i v e  j>s. Bandura and W a lte rs  d iv id e d
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t h i s  i s s u e  two w ays. F i r s t ,  w h ile  a n a ly s in g  t h e i r  in te rv ie w s  w ith  th e  

j3s* p a r e n ts ,  th e y  exam ined " r e s p o n s i b i l i t y ” demands ( e . g . ,  h o useho ld  

c h o re s )  s e p a r a te ly  from  "ach ievem en t"  demands ( e . g . ,  do ing  w e ll  in  

s c h o o l) .  Though th e  fo rm er demands f a i l e d  to  d is c r im in a te  betw een th e  

two g ro u p s , th e  l a t t e r  d id  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  ( p < .0 0 1 ) .  S econd ly , in  a n a ­

ly s in g  t h e i r  in te rv ie w s  w ith  th e  so n s , th e y  s e p a ra te d  th e  f a t h e r s '  

r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  demands from  th o se  o f  th e  m o th e rs . Here b o th  v a r ia b le s  

d is c r im in a te d  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  (p <  .01 a n d < .0 0 1  r e s p e c t iv e ly ) .  T h is  

low er p r o b a b i l i ty  o f  e r r o r  f o r  th e  m o th e rs ' r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  demands i s  

r e f l e c t e d  in  th e  q u e s t io n n a i r e 's  em phasis on th e  m o th e r 's  e x p e c ta t io n s .

F in a l ly ,  i t  m igh t be  argued  th a t  p a r e n ta l  e x p e c ta t io n s  f o r  conven­

t i o n a l l y  a c c e p ta b le  b e h a v io r  c o n s t i t u t e  fo rc e s  on th e  s id e  o f  com pli­

ance r a th e r  th a n  on th e  s id e  o f  autonom y. " E x p e c ta t io n s ,"  how ever, has 

a n o th e r  d im ension : th e  p a re n t  who e x p e c ts  l i t t l e  o r  n o th in g  o f  a  c h i ld

t e l l s  th e  c h i l d ,  i n  e f f e c t ,  t h a t  he i s ,  can  b e , and w i l l  be l i t t l e  o r 

n o th in g . The r o l e  o f  t h i s  second , au to n o m y -n o u rish in g , a s p e c t  o f  expec­

t a t i o n s  i s  r e f l e c t e d  e s p e c ia l l y  in  Bandura and W a lte r s ' p a r e n ts ' 

ach ievem en t as  opposed to  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  demands. I t  was th e  a c h ie v e ­

ment dem ands, th e  demands th a t  l i e  c lo s e r  to  th e  c h i l d 's  d i s t i n c t i v e  

l i f e  and a c t i v i t y ,  t h a t  d is c r im in a te d  betw een th e  a g g re s s iv e  and non- 

a g g re s s iv e  j>s.

* * *

U n lik e  P r e d ic to r s  I - V I I I ,  P r e d ic to r s  IX-XV la c k  a common th e o re ­

t i c a l  p e r s p e c t iv e .  W hereas P r e d ic to r s  I - V I I I  stem  from a s p e c i f i c  p e r ­

s p e c t iv e  t h a t  v iew s e a r ly  i n t r a f a m i l i a l  e x p e r ie n c e s  as  h ig h ly  r e le v a n t  

to  l a t e r  tro u b leso m e  and a s s a u l t i v e  b e h a v io r , th e  l a s t  seven  o f  th e  l i f e -  

h i s t o r y  p r e d ic to r s  a r e  drawn from  d iv e r s e  c r im in o lo g ic a l ,  s o c io lo g ic a l ,
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and p sy c h o lo g ic a l  p e r s p e c t iv e s .  P r e d ic to r  IX, f o r  in s ta n c e ,  a r i s e s  

s im p ly  from age and ty p e -o f -c r im e  t o t a l s  p re s e n te d  in  th e  F e d e ra l 

Bureau o f  I n v e s t i g a t i o n 's  U niform  Crime R ep o rt.

P r e d ic to r  IX: ___  18 and ov er = 0
  17 and u n d er = 1

A f te r  c a u tio n in g  h i s  r e a d e r s  t h a t  o n ly  30% o f  r e p o r te d  crim es

r e s u l t  in  a r r e s t s  and th a t  th e  re c o rd -k e e p in g  p ro ced u res  on even t h i s

30% a re  " f a u l ty  and in a d e q u a te ," W olfgang (1967) goes on to  c o n t r a s t  

y o u th fu l  c r im in a l s ' n o n - a s s a u l t iv e  c rim e r a t e s  w ith  t h e i r  a s s a u l t iv e  

r a t e s :  w hereas tw o - th i rd s  o f  a l l  au to m o b ile  t h e f t s  and o n e -h a lf  o f  a l l

b u r g la r ie s  and r o b b e r ie s  a r e  com m itted  by p e rso n s  under 18, th e  same 

u n d e r -18 group a c c o u n ts  f o r  j u s t  8% o f  a l l  c r im in a l  hom icides and 18% 

o f a l l  f o r c ib le  ra p e s  and a g g ra v a te d  a s s a u l t s .  The e x te n t  to  w hich th e  

age d is c r im in a to r  h as  c o n tr ib u te d  to  th e  p r e d ic t io n  o f  a g g re s s iv e  

b e h a v io r  in  th e  p re s e n t  workiihas p ro b a b ly  h in g ed  on c o n t in u i t i e s  b e ­

tween e x t r a  and i n t r a - p r i s o n  b e h a v io r  and betw een W olfgang 's  g e n e ra l  

y o u th fu l p o p u la tio n  o f  1967 and th e  s p e c ia l  y o u th fu l  p o p u la tio n  o f  1972 

s tu d ie d  in  th e  p r e s e n t  w ork.

P r e d ic to r  X: Age a t  f i r s t  co n fin em en t:   ( p o s i t iv e ly  c o r r e l a ­
te d  w ith  d eg ree  o f  
r e s t r a i n t )

T h is  v a r ia b le  r e p r e s e n ts  an  a tte m p t to  u se  a  g e n e ra l  c r im in o lo g i­

c a l  p r in c ip le  as an  a id  in  p r e d ic t in g  s p e c i f i c a l l y  a s s a u l t i v e  b e h a v io r .

The p r in c ip le  s t a t e s ,  "The younger a  p r is o n e r  was when f i r s t  a r r e s t e d ,  

th e  more l i k e ly  he i s  to  r e tu r n  to  p r is o n "  (L uger, 1967). The concep­

tu a l  b r id g e  from t h i s  s t a t i s t i c a l l y  s u b s ta n t ia te d  p r in c ip le  o f  r e c i d i ­

v ism  to  one o f  a s s a u l t i v e  p r o p e n s i t i e s  l i e s  in  v iew ing  a  more h a b i tu a l
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p a t t e r n  o f  c r im in a l  a c t i v i t y  a s  ev id en ce  fo r  a le s s  r e s t r a in e d  p a t t e r n  

o f  g e n e ra l  b e h a v io r . S ta te d  in  more b la c k -a n d -w h ite  te rm s, th e  r e c i d i ­

v i s t  p o s se s se s  more tro u b leso m e and a s s a u l t iv e  p r o p e n s i t ie s  th a n  th e  non­

r e c i d i v i s t  (s e e  B r ic k l in  e t  a l . , 1962). Thus t h i s  sim p le  n u m erica l 

item  has a im ed, by th e  i n d i r e c t  ro u te  o f  re c id iv is m , to  o b ta in  a  g ra d u ­

a te d  re a d in g  o f  th e  Sis' p h y s ic a l ly  d e s t r u c t iv e  in c l in a t io n s .

P r e d ic to r  X I: Hard d ru g  a d d ic t io n  (e v e r ) :  __  yes = 1
  no = 0

The h y p o th e s is  b eh in d  t h i s  p r e d ic to r  i s  s im p le . G ran tin g  th a t  

a l l  th e  Ss (s e n te n c e d  a d o le s c e n t  hom osexuals) a r e  in  p r is o n  fo r  h a v in g  

ta k e n  some a c t io n  a g a in s t  s o c ie ty ,  i t  seems re a so n a b le  to  su sp e c t t h a t  

th o s e  who have ta k e n  such  a c t io n s  in  o rd e r  to  su p p o rt a d rug  h a b i t  a r e  

l e s s  in c l in e d  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l l y  to  ta k e  a c t io n  a g a in s t  s o c ie ty  th a n  a r e  

th o s e  who have n ev er depended on d ru g s . The d ru g - f re e  o f f e n d e r ,  in  

e f f e c t ,  c o n s t i t u t e s  th e  more n a t u r a l l y  " o f fe n s iv e "  p e rso n .

P r e d ic to r  X II : G e s tu re s ,  o r  s e r io u s  ___ p a s t  & fu tu r e  = 0
th o u g h ts , o f  s u ic id e :  __ p a s t  o r fu tu r e  = 1

  n e i th e r  = 2

T h is  p r e d ic to r  s e rv e s  a  dou b le  p u rp o se . On th e  assum ption  t h a t  

o n e 's  p ro p e n s i ty  to  i n f l i c t  b o d i ly  in ju r y  on o n e s e lf  fu n c tio n s  more as  

r e p r e s e n ta t iv e  o f  a  g e n e r a l  d e s t r u c t i v e  p ro p e n s ity  th a n  a s  a  r e s t r a i n t  

dynam ic, t h i s  p r e d ic to r  aim s s im p ly  to  r e g i s t e r  t h i s  r e p r e s e n ta t iv e  

i n ju r io u s  p ro p e n s i ty .  As p a r t  o f  th e  o v e r a l l  q u e s t io n n a ir e  s t r a t e g y ,  

m oreover, P r e d ic to r  X II s e rv e s  to  la y  th e  groundwork fo r  P r e d ic to r  X I I I .

A c o n te x t  o f  c o n ce rn  a b o u t " i n f l i c t i n g  b o d i ly  harm" can be r e a d i ly  e s ­

ta b l i s h e d  when th e  body in  q u e s t io n  i s  th e  j> 's  own. The ex p an sio n  o f  

th e  co n ce rn  to  in c lu d e  th e  b o d ie s  o f  o th e r s  ( P re d ic to r  X II I )  can  th e n
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be p re s e n te d  a s  a  n a tu r a l  ex p an s io n  o f  th e  c o n ce rn .

P r e d ic to r  X II I :  S 's  own a n t i c i p a t i o n s  r e -  ___ p o s i t i v e  = 0
g a rd in g  h i s  a s s a u l t iv e n e s s :  __  n e g a tiv e  = 1

T his p r e d ic to r  speaks f o r  i t s e l f .  S e t  in  th e  c o n te x t  o f  P r e d ic to r  

X II , i t  aim s u n th re a te n in g ly  to  o b ta in  a  re a d in g  o f th e  £>'s view  o f 

h im s e lf  a s  a p o t e n t i a l l y  a s s a u l t i v e  in d iv id u a l .

P r e d ic to r  XIV: A s s a u lt iv e n e s s  o f  ___  n o n - a s s a u l t iv e  = 3
c r im in a l  r e c o rd :  __  1 th re a te n in g  crim e = 2

  2 -3  th re a te n in g
crim es o r  1 a s s a u l t  = 1

  2 o r more a s s a u l t s  = 0

T h is p r e d ic to r  aims to  m easure th e  S 's  lo n g -ra n g e , h a b i tu a l  pos­

tu r e  tow ard th e  p h y s ic a l  w e l l-b e in g  o f  o th e r s .  " A s s a u l t iv e ,"  in  some 

c o n te x ts ,  c a r r i e s  th e  b ro a d e r  m eaning o f  th e  th r e a te n e d ,  a s  w e l l  as

a c t u a l ,  b o d ily  harm o f  a n o th e r .  Armed ro b b e ry  and o th e r  c rim es en ­

t a i l i n g  th r e a t s  o f  im m ediate b o d i ly  in ju r y  w i l l  th u s  be sc o re d  a s  

" th r e a te n in g "  on th e  s c a le  w ith  a s s a u l t .

The p r e d ic t iv e  v a lu e  o f  t h i s  d is c r im in a to r  depends on a  c o n tin u ­

i t y  betw een th e  _S's e x t r a - p r i s o n  and i n t r a - p r i s o n  b e h a v io r .  T here a r e  

s t ro n g  re a so n s  to  q u e s tio n  such  a  c o n t in u i ty .  F o r one th in g ,  th e  

r i g i d  p r is o n  regim e su p p re sse s  many i n c l i n a t i o n s .  What m igh t c o n s t i t u t e  

m ere p e rs o n a l f r i c t i o n  o u ts id e  th e  p r i s o n ,  f o r  in s ta n c e ,  showing a 

p o l ic e  o f f i c e r  d i s r e s p e c t ,  can  g e t  " w r i t t e n  up" i n s id e ,  and can r e s u l t  

in  days o f  l o s t  p r iv i le g e s  o r  even lo s s  o f  p a ro le  tim e . As one Deputy 

W arden e x p re ssed  i t ,  "T here i s  no such  th in g  a s  a  's m a l l '  r u l e  i n f r a c ­

t i o n . "  The im pact such  a  reg im e e x e r c is e s  on p r is o n  inm ates d i f f e r e n ­

t i a l l y  would have to  be a s s e s s e d  i f  a  p r e c i s e  p i c tu r e  o f  th e  r e l a t i v e  

c o n t in u i ty  betw een e x t r a  and i n t r a - p r i s o n  b e h a v io r  w ere  d e s i r e d .  Some
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in fo rm a t io n , n o n e th e le s s ,  i s  g e n e r a l ly  b e t t e r  th an  none. S ince  i t  

can  be assumed th a t  m ost in d iv id u a ls  who ro b , ra p e , o r  a s s a u l t  o th e r s  

w h ile  o u ts id e  p r is o n  w i l l  rep ro d u ce  th e se  p a t te r n s  to  some e x te n t  

w h ile  in s id e  and t h a t  th e  c r im in a l  re c o rd  p ro v id e s  some r e f l e c t i o n  o f  

th e  o u ts id e  b e h a v io r , th e  p re s e n t  p r e d ic to r  has been  in c lu d e d .

P r e d ic to r  XV: P r is o n  r u le  in f r a c t io n s :  __  no in f r a c t io n s  = 2
  troub lesom e = 1
  a s s a u l t iv e  = 0

The p r in c ip l e  u n d e r ly in g  t h i s  item  s t a t e s  t h a t  p a s t  b e h av io r

s e rv e s  a s  an  e x c e l le n t  in d ic a to r  o f  how someone w i l l  a c t  in  f u tu r e  

e n c o u n te rs  w ith  th e  same s i t u a t i o n .  W ith in s tru m e n ts  fo r  p r e d ic t in g  

a s s a u l t i v e  b e h a v io r  a t  a s  u n re f in e d  a  s ta g e  o f  developm ent a s  th e y  a r e ,  

t h i s  p a s t  b e h a v io r  p r in c ip l e  ta k e s  on an  added im portance  in  th e  p re ­

s e n t  s tu d y .

Most o f  th e  Ss u sed  in  th e  p re s e n t  s tu d y  had been  a t  th e  i n s t i t u ­

t i o n  f o r  th r e e  months p r i o r  to  th e  in te rv ie w . Hence i t  was p o s s ib le  to  

c o n t r o l ,  a c ro s s  j3s, f o r  tim e sp e n t in  p r is o n  by c i t i n g  a s . p r e d ic to r s  

o n ly  i n f r a c t io n s  com m itted d u rin g  th e  th ree -m o n th  p e r io d , a  c o n t r o l  

t h a t  would be im p o ss ib le  i f  th e  in te rv ie w  w ere to  be conducted  a t  th e  

in m a te 's  tim e  o f  a d m iss io n  to  th e  i n s t i t u t i o n .

b . O b je c tiv e  ( C l in ic a l )  P r e d ic to r s  (##XVI & XVII)

P r e d ic to r  XVI: I n te r v ie w e r 's  a sse ssm e n t:____  o v e r r e s t r a in e d  =
  r e s t r a in e d  =
  tro u b leso m e =
  a s s a u l t iv e  =

The f u l l  in te rv ie w , w hich la s te d  betw een 15 and 20 m in u te s , was 

fo llo w e d  by a  c l i n i c a l  p r e d ic t io n  abou t th e  _S's b e h a v io r . The ju d g ­

m ent was b a sed  on th e  JS 's o b se rv a b le  b e h a v io r  d u rin g  th e  in te rv ie w .
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T h is  b e h a v io r  In c lu d ed  h is  p h y s ic a l ly  a p p a re n t a t t i t u d e  tow ard th e  

In te rv ie w e r  and tow ard o th e r s ,  the  g e s tu r e s  and a f f e c t  t h a t  accom panied 

h is  re sp o n se s  to  th e  q u e s tio n n a ir e  and p r o je c t iv e  t e s t ,  and th e  f e e ­

l in g s  he evoked w ith in  th e  in te rv ie w e r .  E xcluded from  t h i s  a sse ssm en t 

w ere re c o rd s  o f  c r im in a l  o r  p r is o n  b e h a v io r ,  h e a r s a y  ab o u t th e  in m ate , 

and even th e  a c t in g - o u t  s c o re  o b ta in e d  on th e  p r o je c t iv e  t e s t .  Some 

b ia s  r e s u l t i n g  from th e  in te r v ie w e r 's  knowledge o f  th e  Si's c o n te n t 

answ ers u n d o u b ted ly  found i t s  way in to  P r e d ic to r  XVI s c o r e s ;  b u t th e  

in te r v ie w e r 's  focus was r e s t r i c t e d  to  th e  S 's  o b s e rv a b le  in te r p e r s o n a l  

b e h av io r a s  much as p o s s ib le .

P r e d ic to r  XVII: O f f i c e r 's  e v a lu a t io n :  __  o v e r r e s t r a in e d  = 3
( a f t e r  one week) ___  r e s t r a in e d  = 2

  tro u b leso m e = 1
  a s s a u l t i v e  = 0

L ike P r e d ic to r  XVI, t h i s  p r e d ic to r  r e f l e c t s  a  r e l a t i v e l y  unseasoned  

look a t  th e  j>s' b e h a v io r . The p r a c t i c a l  re a so n  f o r  in c lu d in g  t h i s  

p r e d ic to r  was to  see  w h e th e r , and to  w hat e x te n t ,  a  p r is o n  o f f i c e r  

m ight h e lp  in  th e  s c re e n in g  o f  in m a te s , a c c o rd in g  to  r e s t r a in e d  vs 

d e s t r u c t iv e  b e h a v io r . G iven th e  r i g h t  o f f i c e r ,  and b ased  a s  h i s  ju d g ­

ment would be on a v a r i e ty  o f  inm ate b e h a v io rs  o v e r tim e , i t  was f e l t  

t h a t  t h i s  p r e d ic to r  co u ld  prove to  be a  v a lu a b le  in d ic a to r  o f  fu tu r e  

b e h a v io r . The v a lu e  o f  such a  judgm ent i s  su g g e s te d  in  th e  o f te n -  

v o iced  c a u t io n  (O 'L eary , 1969; Toch, 1969; M egargee, 1966; H a lle k  and 

R appeport, 1969; P r e s id e n t 's  Commission on Law E nforcem ent and Admini­

s t r a t i o n  o f  J u s t i c e ,  1967) t h a t  a s in g le  in te rv ie w  o r  p r o je c t iv e  t e s t  

can n o t r e p la c e  a we11-o rg an ized  in fo rm a tio n  c o l l e c t i n g  p ro ced u re  fo r  

inm ate a sse ssm e n t. In  th e  p re s e n t s tu d y , w here many o f  th e  j>s have 

a lr e a d y  been  a t  th e  i n s t i t u t i o n  fo r  s e v e r a l  m onths, an  o f f i c e r  w orking
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in  th e  j3 s ' a r e a  fo r  th e  f i r s t  tim e se rv ed  a s  th e  e v a lu a to r ,

c .  P r o je c t iv e  P r e d ic to r s  (#XVIII-XX)

P r e d ic to r s  XVIII-XX: The A c tin g -O u t R a t io ,  (each  to  c o r r e -
th e  A g g re ss io n  s c o r e ,  & l a t e  n e g a t iv e ly  
th e  A ssa u lt-P ro n e n e s s  w ith  r e s t r a i n t  
s c o re  o f  The Hand T e s t ,  le v e l )

In  c o n t r a s t  to  o th e r  p r o je c t iv e  in s tru m e n ts  f o r  d e te c t in g  t r o u b le ­

some o r a s s a u l t i v e  p r o p e n s i t i e s ,  The Hand T e s t p o s se s se s  th re e  c h a ra c ­

t e r i s t i c s  t h a t  have in f lu e n c e d  i t s  in c lu s io n  among th e  p re s e n t  s tu d y 's  

p r e d ic to r s :  1) i t s  p r e d i c t i v e  p o t e n t i a l ;  2) i t s  b r e v i ty  and e ase  o f

a d m in is t r a t io n ;  3 ) i t s  su c c e ss  in  d e te c t in g  a  la c k  o f  s p e c i f i c a l l y  

p h y s ic a l  r e s t r a i n t .  The second and th i r d  c r i t e r i a  m i l i t a t e d  a g a in s t  

th e  u se  o f  th e  R o rsch ach , f o r  exam ple. B esides b e in g  a  len g th y  and 

s o p h is t i c a te d  p r o j e c t iv e  d e v ic e , th e  R orschach h as  seldom  been proved 

to  d e te c t  p h y s ic a l ly  d e s t r u c t i v e  p r o p e n s i t i e s .  Kane (1955) and 

S jo s te d t  (1955) d id  s e p a r a te ly  d is c o v e r  t h a t  p r is o n e r s  w ith  re c o rd s  o f  

o v e r t ly  a s s a u l t i v e  b e h a v io r  sc o re d  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  h ig h e r  on th e  DeVos 

h o s t i l e  c o n te n t  s c a le  (1 9 5 2 ), w hich  i s  based  on R orschach  re sp o n se s , 

than  d id  p r i s o n e r s  w ith  n o n - a s s a u l t iv e  r e c o rd s .  But m ost R orschach 

s tu d ie s  focus on  th e  k in d s  o f  h o s t i l i t y  and a g g re s s io n  th a t  a re  more 

s o c i a l l y  a d a p t iv e  th a n  i s  a s s a u l t .  S tu d ie s  on th e  w h ite  sp ace  re s p o n se , 

f o r  in s ta n c e ,  a rg u e  th e  m e r i t s  o f  u n d e rs ta n d in g  S e i t h e r  a s  n e g a tiv ism  

(R orschach , 1942) o r  a s  a  c o n ce rn  to  a c h ie v e  a c t i v e  s e l f - m a s te r y  (Fonda, 

1960), w ith  p h y s ic a l  a g g re s s io n  rem a in in g  on th e  d i s c u s s io n 's  p e r ip h e ry .

The second  re q u ire m e n t, b r e v i ty  and e ase  o f  a d m in is t r a t io n ,  p re ­

v en ted  th e  TAT, l ik e  th e  R o rsch ach , from b e in g  in c lu d e d . The TAT has 

en joyed a  w id e r  su c c e ss  th a n  th e  R orschach  in  d e te c t in g  p h y s ic a l ly  d e s-
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t r u c t i v e  p r o p e n s i t i e s ,  how ever. In  h is  su rv ey  o f  th e  TAT's u se  in  

d e te c t in g  a g g re s s iv e n e s s ,  Buss (1961) found th a t  th e  t e s t  d i s c r im in a te s  

betw een a s s a u l t i v e  and n o n -a s s a u l t iv e  sam ples: when th r e e  g roups a r e

t e s t e d ,  th e  r e s u l t s  g e n e r a l ly  group n o n - a s s a u l t iv e  a g g re s s iv e  Ss w ith  

th e  p a s s iv e  S s , le a v in g  th e  a s s a u l t i v e  a g g re s s iv e  Ss a s  th e  o n ly  d i s ­

t i n c t i v e  g ro u p . S tu d ie s  conducted  e s p e c ia l l y  by  S tone  (1956).^ Je n se n  

(1 9 5 7 ), and Kagan (1956) showed t h a t  h ig h  amounts o f  a g g re s s iv e  TAT co n  

t e n t  c o r r e l a t e s  w ith  a s s a u l t i v e  b e h a v io r , b u t does n o t c o r r e l a t e  w ith  

a s s e r t i v e ,  u n c o o p e ra tiv e  (p o s s ib ly  " tro u b le so m e") o r o th e r  more s o c ia ­

l iz e d  forms o f  a g g re s s io n .  Hence in  s p i t e  o f  B u s s 's  q u a l i f i e d  d is a p ­

p o in tm e n t, i t  seems the:TAT m ight s e rv e  th e  l im ite d  g o a l o f  d e te c t in g  

s p e c i f i c a l l y  a s s a u l t i v e  b e h a v io r .

P a r t s  o f  a  t e s t  t h a t  i s  even  more unw ieldy  th a n  th e  R orschach  o r 

TAT, th e  Holzman In k b lo t  T echn ique, w ere found by M egargee to  c o r r e l a t e  

w ith  a s s a u l t iv e n e s s  in  some w ays. He found th a t  th e  H IT 's  " B a r r ie r "

s c o re  c o r r e l a t e s  n e g a t iv e ly  w ith  r a t i n g s  o f  a g g re s s iv e n e s s  (1965). He

a l s o  found , in  su p p o r t o f  h is  O v e rc o n tro lle d  vs U n d e rc o n tro lle d  th e o ry  

o f  a g g re s s io n ,  t h a t  e x tre m e ly  a s s a u l t i v e  a d o le s c e n ts  g iv e  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  

few er pu re  C re sp o n se s  on th e  HIT th a n  do th e  m o d e ra te ly  a s s a u l t i v e  

ones (1 9 6 6 ). M egargee a l s o  found th e  t e s t ' s  m ovem ent-color in d ex  and 

i t s  movement s c o re  to  be h e lp f u l  p o s i t iv e  in d ic a to r s  o f  a s s a u l t iv e n e s s .  

In  e x p la in in g  th e  f a i l u r e s  o f  th e  "more o b v io u s"  t e s t s  o f  a s s a u l t i v e ­

n e ss  (H IT 's  H o s t i l i t y  s c a le  and R osen sw eig 's  P -F  S tu d y ) , M egargee

(1 9 6 6 ), l i k e  Wenk e t  a l .  (1968) a f t e r  h im , p o in te d  to  th e  o b v io u sn ess
*

o f  th e s e  in s tru m e n ts ' pu rpose  a s  evoking  an  added guard ed n ess  on th e  

p a r t  o f  th e  p r is o n  inm ates t e s t e d .

In  1967-8 th e  r e s e a rc h  team  o f  S a rb in , Wenk, and Sherwood was
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engaged " in  an  e f f o r t  u l t im a te ly  to  lo c a te  a  s e t  o f  p r e d ic t iv e  i n s t r u ­

m ents t h a t  w i l l  p e rm it an  e a r ly  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  o f  a s s a u l t - p r o n e  in d i v i ­

d u a ls "  (Wenk e t  a l . . 1968 ). I n  one s tu d y  (Wenk jSHE a l . ,  1968) th e  a u th o rs  

t e s t e d  th e  r e l a t i o n s h ip  betw een  h av in g  an  a s s a u l t i v e  c r im in a l  re c o rd  

and th e  way b in o c u la r  r i v a l r y  i s  re s o lv e d  when two p i c tu r e s ,  one v io ­

le n t  and th e  o th e r  s im i la r - lo o k in g  b u t n o n - v io le n t ,  a r e  view ed s im u l­

ta n e o u s ly  in  a  s te r e o s c o p e . E a r l i e r  b in o c u la r  r i v a l r y  s tu d ie s  by Toch 

and S c h u lte  (1 9 6 1 ), S h e lle y  and Toch (1 9 6 2 ), and Berg and Toch (1964) 

s t r o n g ly  su g g es te d  t h a t  th e  inm ates w ith  th e  a s s a u l t i v e  re c o rd s  would 

r e s o lv e  th e  d is c re p a n c y  by ch o o sin g  th e  v io l e n t  p ic tu r e  more o f te n  th an  

would th e  n o n - a s s a u l t iv e  in m a te s . In  s p i t e  o f  r e p e a t in g  th e  t e s t  a 

second tim e w ith  added c o n t r o l s ,  th e  r e s u l t s  d id  n o t come o u t a s  ex­

p e c te d . T here w ere no s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s  betw een th e  two g ro u p s , 

and th e  r e s u l t s  d id  n o t even  le a n  in  th e  ex p ec ted  d i r e c t i o n .  The 

a u th o rs  e x p la in  th e  t e s t ' s  f a i l u r e  c h i e f ly  in  term s o f  th e  "cue 

e f f e c t . "  P r is o n  inm ates b e in g  t e s t e d  while in  t r o u b le  f o r  h a v in g  been  

v io le n t  m igh t n a t u r a l l y  h e s i t a t e  to  r e p o r t  v io l e n t  s c e n e s , th ey  s u g g e s t. 

O r, a s  an  e a r l i e r  s tu d y  on th e  e f f e c t  p o l ic e  t r a in in g  has on th e  p e r ­

c e p t io n  o f  v io le n c e  s u g g e s ts ,  th e  r e s o lu t io n  o f  th e  r i v a l r y  may be de­

te rm ined  more by th e  v io le n c e  one has s im p ly  e n co u n te red  in  l i f e  th an  

by a  p ro p e n s ity  to  i n f l i c t  v io le n c e  on o th e r s  (Toch and S c h u lte ,  1961).

Toch (p e rs o n a l com m unication, 1972) r e p o r t s  t h a t  an  i n t e r a c t i o n  i s  

fu n c tio n in g  in  d a ta  s im i la r  to  t h a t  o f  Wenk _et a l .  Those Ss whose 

a s s a u l t iv e n e s s  i s  e i t h e r  h ig h  o r  low b o th  o u ts id e  and in s id e  a  p e n a l 

i n s t i t u t i o n  a ch ie v e  low a s s a u l t iv e n e s s  s c o re s  on th e  s te r e o s c o p e , 

w hereas th o se  whose a s s a u l t iv e n e s s  i s  h ig h  in  one lo c a t io n  and low in  

th e  o th e r  a c h ie v e  h ig h  s c o r e s .  Toch a t t r i b u t e s  th e  low s c o re s  f o r  th e
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do ub ly  h ig h - a s s a u l t iv e  j3s to  "some s u p p re s s io n  e f f e c t , "  an  e f f e c t  

p ro b a b ly  v e ry  s im i la r  to  th e  cue e f f e c t  o f  Wenk _et a l .  and to  M egargee 's  

"o b v io u sn ess"  e f f e c t .  I f  Wenk e t  a l .  w ere  to  r e p e a t  t h e i r  s te r e o s c o ­

p ic  r i v a l r y  e x p e rim en t, b u i ld in g  in to  i t  th e  i n t e r a c t io n  p o s s i b i l i t y ,  

th e y  m igh t o b ta in  more s a t i s f y i n g  r e s u l t s ,  a t  l e a s t  in  c o n t r a s t in g  th e  

doub ly  lo w -a s s a u l t iv e  Ss w ith  th e  s in g ly - a s s a u l t iv e  o n es.

A second s tu d y  c a r r i e d  o u t by th e  same re s e a rc h  team (S a rb in  _et 

a l . . 1968) a ch iev ed  much more en co u rag in g  r e s u l t s .  U sing t h e i r  own v e r ­

s io n  o f  The Hand T e s t c r e a te d  by W agner, th ey  compared th e  re sp o n se s  

o f  tw en ty  a s s a u l t i v e  y o u th fu l  o f f e n d e rs  w ith  th o se  o f  tw enty  non- 

a s s a u l t i v e  o n es . S ig n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s  w ere found betw een th e  g ro u p s .

The Hand T e s t w hich th ey  u sed  c o n s i s t s  in  a  s e r i e s  o f  n in e  c a rd s , 

each  p o r tr a y in g  a  hand in  a  d i f f e r e n t  p o s i t io n ,  w ith  a  te n th  ca rd  l e f t  

b la n k . The S i s  asked  to  say  w hat th e  hand m ight be do ing  in  each c a s e , 

and on Card 10 to  im agine a  hand and to  say  w hat i t  m ight be do in g .

One o f  15 p o s s ib le  c a te g o r ie s  i s  ch osen  by th e  s c o r e r  as  th e  dom inant 

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  o f  each  re s p o n se . The c a te g o r ie s  a r e  a f f e c t i o n ,  depen­

d en ce , com m unication, e x h ib i t io n ,  d i r e c t i o n ,  a g g re s s io n , a c q u i s i t i o n ,  

a c t i v e ,  p a s s iv e ,  te n s io n ,  c r ip p le d ,  f e a r ,  d e s c r ip t i o n ,  b i z a r r e ,  and 

f a i l u r e  to  re sp o n d . C om binations o f  c a te g o ry  t o t a l s  le ad  to  d i f f e r e n t  

psychodynam ic in f e r e n c e s .  The A c tin g -O u t R a tio  i s  one such  co m b in a tio n , 

and Wagner r e f e r s  to  i t  a s  "one o f  th e  m ost s i g n i f i c a n t  Hand T e s t p re ­

d ic to r s "  (1 9 6 2 ). In  i t s  o r i g i n a l  form  th e  AOR was computed by s u b tr a c ­

t in g  a l l  th e  AFF +  COM + DEP +  FEAR re sp o n se s  from  th e  DIR +  AFF r e s ­

p o n ses . A f te r  d is c o v e r in g  t h a t  f e a r  fu n c tio n s  am biguously  v i s  a  v is  

a c t i n g - o u t ,  Wagner r e v is e d  th e  AOR fo rm ula  to :  (DIR + AGG) -  (AFF +

COM +  DEP).
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L ike s e v e r a l  s tu d ie s  b e fo re  t h e i r s  ( B r ic k l in  e t  a l . .  1962; Wagner 

and M evedeff, 1963; Wagner and Hawkins, 1964), S a rb in  e t  a l .  a ch ie v e d  

a  s i g n i f i c a n t  t  v a lu e  ( p < .0 5 )  d is c r im in a t in g  t h e i r  two groups a cc o rd in g  

to  W agner's  o r i g i n a l  AOR fo rm u la ; b u t th e y  u sed  j u s t  th e  9 p ic tu re d  

c a r d s ,  a llo w ed  j u s t  one re sp o n se  to  e ach , and p ro je c te d  th e  hands o n to  

th e  w a ll  f o r  group t e s t i n g .  They s im i l a r ly  a ch ie v e d  a  s i g n i f i c a n t  

( p < .0 5 )  d i f f e r e n c e  when u s in g  t h e i r  own 12 p ic tu r e s  o f  h an d s. P re se n ­

t in g  a l l  21 c a rd s  to g e th e r ,  th e y  a ch ie v e d  a  g r e a t e r  d is c r im in a t io n  o f  

AOR's ( p < .0 1 ) .  And when th e  a u th o rs  found t h a t  t h e i r  a s s a u l t i v e  sam ple 

ten d ed  to  r e g i s t e r  h ig h e r  com m unication t o t a l s  th a n  th e  n o n - a s s a u l t iv e  

_Ss, th e y  c o n s tr u c te d  t h e i r  own AOR fo rm u la , c a l l i n g  th e  new s c o re  

" A s s a u lt-P ro n e n e s s " : (AGG + DIR +  COM) - (FEAR + AFF + DEP). In

t h e i r  s tu d y  t h i s  new fo rm ula  se rv e d  a s  a  more s e n s i t i v e  d i s c r im in a to r ,  

f o r  b o th  th e  9 -c a rd  and th e  2 1 -c a rd  t e s t s ,  th a n  d id  th e  o r ig i n a l  AOR 

fo rm u la . M oreover, when th e  9 -c a rd  t e s t  was c o n s id e re d  by i t s e l f ,  th e  

s im p le  AGG t o t a l  se rv ed  a s  th e  b e s t  d is c r im in a to r  o f  a l l  betw een th e  

two g ro u p s . The a u th o rs  do n o t r e p o r t  h av in g  t r i e d  W agner's  r e v is e d  

AOR fo rm u la .

The Hand T e s t i s  a  young p r o je c t iv e  in s tru m e n t,  an d , e v id e n t ly  

from  th e  abo v e, s t i l l  v e ry  much in  th e  e x p e r im e n ta l s ta g e s  o f  d ev e lo p ­

m ent. W agner's  v a l id a t io n  e f f o r t s  a r e  ro u n d ly  c r i t i c i z e d  by G le se r  

(1 9 6 5 ), c h i e f ly  f o r  h is  f a i l u r e  to  d e te rm in e  th e  v a r ia n c e  a s s o c ia te d  

w ith  f a c to r s  l i k e  a g e , e d u c a tio n , and sex  among h i s  "17 s o - c a l le d  

p o p u la t io n s ."  N o n e th e le ss , th e  t e s t ' s  a p p a re n t su c c e ss  in  d e te c t in g  

a s s a u l t iv e n e s s ,  i t s  b r e v i ty  (10-15  m in u te s , in c lu d in g  s c o r in g ) ,  i t s  

s im p l i c i t y ,  and i t s  cam oflagued r e l a t i o n s h i p  to  a g g re s s io n  a l l  recom ­

mended i t s  f u r th e r  s c r u t in y  a s  a  s c re e n in g  h e lp .  C o n seq u en tly , in  th e



37

p r e s e n t  s tu d y , P r e d ic to r  X V III c o n s i s t s  in  W agner's  r e v is e d  A cting -O ut 

R a t io ,  and P r e d ic to r s  XIX and XX in  th e  AGG and A ssa u lt-P ro n e n e ss  

t o t a l s  r e s p e c t iv e ly ,  as  sc o re d  by S a rb in  e t  a l .  (1 968).

B. S u b je c ts

The 51 se n te n c e d  a d o le s c e n t  hom osexual inm ates d is c u s se d  e a r l i e r  

s e rv e d  a s  th e  s tu d y 's  £!s. In  a d d i t io n  to  th e  c h i e f ,  p r a c t i c a l  aim of 

r e s o lv in g  some o f  th e  d i s t r e s s  su rro u n d in g  th e  f r e q u e n t  troub lesom e­

n ess  and a s s a u l t  among th e s e  in m a te s , th e re  w ere two o th e r  re a so n s  fo r  

fo c u s in g  on t h i s  u n iq u e  p o p u la t io n  fo r  th e  s tu d y : 1) c o n tro ls  were

p o s s ib le ;  2) th e s e  j>s p ro v id e d  e x c e l le n t  b a s e l in e  d a ta .  F i r s t ,  th en , 

b ecau se  th e s e  in m ates  w ere s e n te n c e d , g r e a te r  c o n t r o ls  co u ld  be e x e r­

c is e d  i n  o b se rv in g  t h e i r  b e h a v io r  th an  would have been  p o s s ib le  i f  they  

w ere a w a it in g  t r i a l .  D isch a rg e  d a te s  w ere a v a i l a b l e ,  and th u s  a  m ini­

mal o b s e r v a t io n  tim e co u ld  be e s t a b l i s h e d  in  ad v an ce , and adhered  to . 

S en ten ced  in m a te s , and p a r t i c u l a r l y  th e  sen te n c ed  hom osexual inm ates, 

a r e  seldom  t r a n s f e r r e d  from  one a re a  o r  i n s t i t u t i o n  to  a n o th e r ;  th i s  

p e rm itte d  th e  o b se rv in g  r e g u la r  o f f i c e r  to  become f a m i l ia r  w ith  t h e i r  

b e h a v io r .

S eco n d ly , th e  h ig h  freq u en cy  o f  tro u b leso m en ess  and a s s a u l t  among 

th e  s e n te n c e d  a d o le s c e n t  hom osexual p o p u la tio n  m eant t h a t  th e se  inm ates 

w ere p ro v id in g  e x c e l l e n t  b a s e l in e  d a ta  f o r  an  i n i t i a l  s tu d y  o f a  d e te c ­

t io n  in s tru m e n t .  In  th e  c o u rse  o f  a  3-m onth p e r io d ,  o n ly  8% o f  the  

d e ta in e d ,  non-hom osexual a d o le s c e n t  p o p u la tio n  w ere c o n v ic te d  o f  a s s a u l­

t i v e  i n f r a c t i o n s ,  w hereas 32% o f  th e  sen te n c ed  a d o le s c e n t  homosexual 

p o p u la t io n  w ere so  c o n v ic te d . In  th e  th r e e  months p re c ed in g  th e  p re s e n t 

s tu d y  18 o f  th e  54 se n te n c e d  a d o le s c e n t  hom osexuals, w ere c o n v ic ted  o f
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a s s a u l t i v e  i n f r a c t io n s ,  and in  th e  th re e  m onths p re c e d in g  th a t  p e r io d ,

16 w ere so  c o n v ic te d . In  sim p le  d e c is io n - th e o ry  te rm s , t h i s  much 

h ig h e r  a s s a u l t i v e  in f r a c t io n  r a t e  makes th e  c r e a t i o n  o f  a  m a n a g e r ia lly  

u s e f u l  a s s a u l t - d e t e c t io n  in s tru m e n t a  much more p r a c t i c a b l e  u n d e r ta k in g . 

I t  does so  s p e c i f i c a l l y  in  th e  a re a  o f  f a l s e  p o s i t i v e s .

T h is  c an  be i l l u s t r a t e d  by supposing  th a t  a  d e t e c t io n  in s tru m e n t 

w ith  a  70% a c c u ra cy  has been  d ev ised  fo r  th e  p r e s e n t  p o p u la t io n  o f  50 

in m a te s . I f  th e  base  r a t e  o f  a s s a u l t  w ere j u s t  8% o f  t h a t  p o p u la tio n  

(4 in d iv id u a l s ) ,  an " A ssa u ltiv e "  c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  p o o l c o n ta in in g  17 

in d iv id u a ls  (3 c o r r e c t ly  i d e n t i f i e d  and 14 i n c o r r e c t l y  _ / i . e . , 30% o f 

4 6 / — w ith  no in d ic a t io n  o f  w hich o f  th e  17 a r e  i d e n t i f i e d  c o r r e c t ly )  

would r e s u l t .  I f  th e  r a t e  w ere th e  p re s e n t  32% how ever, th e  same 70% 

a c c u ra cy  would y ie ld  a  poo l o f  21 " A ss a u ltiv e "  in d iv id u a l s ,  w ith  11 

c o r r e c t ly  and 10 in c o r r e c t ly  i d e n t i f i e d .  From th e  s ta n d p o in t  o f  p ra c ­

t i c a l  c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  and management s t r a t e g i e s ,  th e  l a t t e r  f a l s e  p o s i­

t iv e s  r a t e . o f  48% i s  c l e a r ly  p r e fe ra b le  to  th e  fo rm er o f  82%. W ith 82% 

f a l s e  p o s i t i v e s ,  an a d m in is tr a to r  would be m ost h e s i t a n t  even  on a  p re ­

lim in a ry  b a s i s  to  la b e l  th e  po o l " A s s a u l t iv e ,"  w h ereas  some such  p r e l i ­

m inary  c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  m ight be g iv en  to  th e  p o o l w i th  48% f a l s e  p o s i­

t i v e s .  W hatever management a c tu a l ly  d e c id e s  in  su ch  s i t u a t i o n s ,  th e  

d i f f e r e n c e  in  th e  r a t e s  o f  f a l s e  p o s i t iv e s  i s  d i r e c t l y  a t t r i b u t a b l e  to  

d i f f e r e n t  r a t e s  in  th e  b a s e l in e  d a ta .  (See G la s e r  je t a l . ,  1966; 

G o ttf r e d s o n , 1967; Meehl and Rosen, 1955; R osen, 1 9 5 4 .)

C. P ro ced u re

The 51 Ss w ere b rough t by a  C o rre c tio n  O f f i c e r  i n  g roups o f  4 o r 5 

to  th e  p s y c h o lo g ic a l in te rv ie w in g  a re a  o f  th e  A d u lt Remand S h e l te r  on
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R ik ers  I s la n d .  T h is  was th e  I n te r v ie w e r 's  f i r s t  c o n ta c t  o f  any k in d  

w ith  th e  S s . Each SI was g iv e n  a  p r iv a t e ,  in d iv id u a l  in te rv ie w  th a t  

in c lu d ed  th e  f i r s t  13 o f  th e  p r e d ic to r s  a s  fo rm u la ted  on th e  q u e s t io n ­

n a i r e .  Then The Hand T e s t  was a d m in is te r e d . The in te r v ie w e r 's  c l i n i ­

c a l  a sse ssm en t ( P r e d ic to r  XVI) im m ed ia te ly  fo llo w ed  The Hand T e s t ,  and 

to  p re v e n t in te r v ie w e r  b i a s ,  The Hand T e s t s c o re s  and th e  rem ain ing  

th re e  p r e d ic to r  s c o re s  (XIV, XV, and XVII) w ere c a lc u la te d  a f t e r  h i s  

a sse ssm en ts  w ere co m p le ted .

The in te rv ie w  was in tro d u c e d  in  th e  fo llo w in g  way:

The lo n g -ra n g e  re a so n  fo r  t h i s  in te rv ie w  i s  r e h a b i l i t a t i o n .  
The re a s o n  f o r  h av in g  th e  in te rv ie w  now i s  to  g e t  to  know some­
th in g  a b o u t you in d iv id u a l ly .  The in te rv ie w  w i l l  have th re e  
p a r t s :  some q u e s t io n s  a b o u t when you w ere v e ry  young; some
f a c tu a l  th in g s  a b o u t your l i f e  now; and a  s h o r t  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  
t e s t .  I f  you have any q u e s t io n s ,  o r  i f  t h e r e 's  a n y th in g  y o u 'd  
l ik e  added betw een  th e  l in e s  o f  t h i s  form , d o n 't  h e s i t a t e  to  
s to p  me a t  any  tim e .

On P r e d ic to r s  I I I  and IV , th e  in te rv ie w e r  sco red  th e  form in  term s o f 

a  d e f i n i t e  and s e r io u s  r e j e c t i o n  o f  th e  by h i s  p a r e n ts .  On P re d ic ­

to r  X I, " a d d ic te d "  (nam ely , t r u l y  " s t ru n g -o u t"  o r  "hooked") was th e  

key w ord. And in  th e  fo rc e d  y e s-n o  c h o ic e s  o f  P r e d ic to r s  X II and X I I I ,  

when th e  _S answ ered  t h a t  he  d i d n ' t  know, h i s  s c o re  was de te rm in ed  by 

th e  g e n e ra l  s e l f - c o n c e p t  he seemed to  have a t  th e  tim e — th a t  i s ,  

w hether o r  n o t he  saw h im s e lf  as  someone who r e a l l y  m ight h u r t  h im s e lf  

o r  o th e r s .  F in a l ly ,  a l l  te n  c a rd s  o f  W agner's Hand T e s t w ere ad m in is ­

te r e d .



CHAPTER I I I

RESULTS

A. D ata  A n a ly s is

B r ie f ly  th e  s t a t i s t i c a l  a n a ly s i s  o f  th e  d a ta  p ro v id e s  th r e e  k in d s  

o f  in fo rm a tio n : 1) th e  p r e d ic to r s  t h a t  c o r r e l a t e  b e s t  w ith  th e  th r e e

c r i t e r i a ;  2) th e  fo rm u las , o r  com b in a tio n s  o f  p r e d ic to r s ,  t h a t  c o r r e l a t e  

b e s t  w ith  each  c r i t e r i o n ;  3) th e  c u t - s c o r e s  t h a t  can  be u se d , in  con­

ju n c t io n  w ith  th e  computed fo rm u la s , to  s o r t  a  new sam ple o f  inm ates 

in to  " r e s t r a i n e d , "  " tro u b le so m e ,"  and " a s s a u l t iv e "  c a te g o r ie s ,  and 

th e re b y  t e s t  th e  p re s e n t  s tu d y 's  f in d in g s .  The f i r s t  k in d  o f  in fo rm a tio n  

was g a in ed  by com puting th e  s im p le , f i r s t - o r d e r ,  c o r r e l a t i o n s  betw een 

each  p r e d ic to r  and each  c r i t e r i o n .  B ecause o f  th e  i n e v i t a b le  o v e r la p  

in  v a r ia n c e -a c c o u n te d - fo r  betw een d i f f e r e n t  p r e d i c to r s ,  th e  p r e d ic t iv e  

c o n t r ib u t io n  o f  a  g iv en  v a r ia b le  t h a t  i s  u n iq u e  to  t h a t  v a r ia b le  i s  n o t 

r e f l e c t e d  in  th e  s im p le  c o r r e l a t i o n s .  N o n e th e le s s , a s  p a r t  o f  a  p r i ­

m a r i ly  e x p lo ra to ry  s tu d y , and in  o rd e r  to  s e e  how each  o f  th e  p re d ic ­

t o r s  c o r r e l a t e s  in d iv id u a l ly  w ith  each  o f  th e  c r i t e r i a ,  th e  s im p le  c o r ­

r e l a t i o n s  a r e  p re se n te d  and d is c u s s e d  (se e  p a r t  C ).

S econd ly , two s tep w ise  m u l t ip le  l i n e a r  r e g r e s s io n  e q u a tio n s  ( in  

th e  form  Y' = bj.Xj. + *>2^2 +  ^3^3 • • • hnXn +  06 ) have been  computed 

f o r  each  o f  th e  th re e  c r i t e r i a .  The PSTAT s te p p in g  fo rm at was em ployed. 

A ccord ing  to  t h i s  form at th e  p r e d ic to r  w ith  th e  h ig h e s t  f i r s t - o r d e r  

c o r r e l a t i o n  w ith  a  g iv en  c r i t e r i o n  i s  e n te re d  a s  th e  e q u a t io n 's  f i r s t  

p r e d ic t iv e  member (X ^). The rem a in in g  p r e d ic to r s  a r e  th e n  scanned  to  

d e te rm in e  w hich shows th e  h ig h e s t  p a r t i a l  c o r r e l a t i o n  - -  in  c o n ju n c t io n  

w ith  th e  f i r s t  p r e d ic to r  e n te re d  — w ith  th e  c r i t e r i o n .  In  s te p  2 t h i s

40
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second  p r e d ic to r  I s  e n te r e d  in to  th e  e q u a tio n  a s  th e  second p r e d ic t iv e  

member (X2 ) .  T h is  s te p p in g  p ro ced u re  c o n tin u e s  u n t i l  none o f  th e  

u n e n te re d  p r e d ic to r s  shows an  F - le v e l  o f  p a r t i a l  c o r r e l a t i o n  w ith  th e  

c r i t e r i o n  (a g a in , in  c o n ju c t io n  w ith  th e  e n te re d  p r e d ic to r s )  t h a t  

m eets o r  s u rp a s s e s  some chosen  l e v e l .  An F - le v e l  o f  1 .5  o r  h ig h e r  was 

re q u ir e d  f o r  e n t r y  in to  each  o f  th e  th r e e  i n i t i a l  e q u a tio n s . T h is 

le v e l  was ch o sen  in  o rd e r  to  m a in ta in  a  p r o b a b i l i t y  o f  e r r o r  le v e l  o f  

le s s  th a n  .0 1 , and to  keep th e  e q u a tio n  as  s h o r t  a s  p o s s ib le .  The 

s t r i c t  .0 1  le v e l  was cho sen  to  c o u n te rb a la n c e  th e  q u e s t io n a b le  meaning 

o f  " s ig n i f ic a n c e "  w i th in  a  d e s ig n  in v o lv in g  th e  s te p p in g  fo rm at (see  

p a r t  B ).

The F - to - e n te r  th re s h o ld  was th e n  low ered to  .5 .  T h is  p e rm itte d  

th e  e n t r y  o f  v a r i a b le s  t h a t  s l i g h t l y  augm ent th e  p r e d ic t iv e  power o f  th e  

fo rm u la s . The low er F - le v e l  a l s o  s e rv e s  to  i d e n t i f y  m a rg in a lly  u s e f u l  

v a r i a b le s  f o r  p o s s ib le  u se  in  f u tu r e  s tu d i e s .  Thus a s h o r t  and long 

m u l t ip le  l i n e a r  r e g r e s s io n  e q u a tio n  w ere computed f o r  each  o f  th e  th re e  

c r i t e r i a .  In  a d d i t io n  to  th e  co m b in a tio n  o f  p r e d ic t iv e  v a r ia b le s  most 

r e le v a n t  to  a  g iv e n  c r i t e r i o n ,  th e  p r e d i c t o r s '  raw b e ta  c o e f f i c i e n t s ,  

th e  a p p r o p r ia te  a lp h a  c o n s ta n t  f o r  each  e q u a tio n , and th e  m u lt ip le  r ,
O

m u lt ip le  r  , F , and p v a lu e s  f o r  each e q u a tio n  w ere d e te rm in ed . These 

s t a t i s t i c s ,  and th e  s ix  p r e d ic t iv e  fo rm u las composed o f  th e  r e le v a n t  

p r e d i c to r s ,  b e ta  w e ig h ts ,  and c o n s ta n ts ,  w i l l  a l l  be  p re s e n te d  and d i s ­

c u ssed  in  p a r t  D.

T h i r d ly ,  each  j J 's  r e le v a n t  p r e d ic to r  s c o re s  w ere e n te re d  in to  th e  

a p p r o p r ia te  new ly d e r iv e d  m u l t ip le  l i n e a r  r e g r e s s io n  fo rm u la s , y ie ld in g  

in  each  c a s e  51 d i f f e r e n t  P re d ic te d  R e s t r a in t  L evel (PRL) s c o r e s .  S ix  

s e t s  o f  superim posed  freq u en cy  polygons w ere th e n  c o n s t r u c te d .  T h e ir
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p a ra m e te rs  w ere d e te rm in ed  by th e  S s ' PRL s c o r e s ,  on th e  one hand , and 

t h e i r  a c tu a l  c r i t e r i o n  s c o r e s ,  on th e  o th e r .  The PRL and c r i t e r i o n  

s c o re s  w ere th e n  u sed  to  compute c u t- s c o r e s  w h ich , a lo n g  w ith  th e  p re ­

d i c t i v e  fo rm u la s , can  be u sed  to  c a te g o r iz e  a  new sam ple o f  .Ss (se e  

p a r t  D ).

B. Reasons f o r  th e  S tepw ise  M u ltip le  L in e a r  R e g re s s io n  D esign

A problem  w ith  th e  p re s e n t  s tu d y 's  s t a t i s t i c a l  d e s ig n  i s  t h a t  i t  

b o th  i s  and i s  n o t p r e d ic t iv e .  Inasm uch a s  th e  i n i t i a l  s e l e c t i o n  o f 

20 h y p o th e t ic a l l y  p r e d ic t iv e  v a r ia b le s  c o n s t i t u t e s  a  c la im  t h a t  p re d ic ­

t i v e  power " r e s id e s "  in  some form  among th e  20 v a r i a b le s  and inasm uch 

a s  th e  r e s p e c t iv e  p r e d ic t iv e  powers o f s p e c i f i c  v a r i a b le s  w ere c o n t r a s ­

te d  w ith  one a n o th e r  t h e o r e t i c a l l y  b e fo re  com puting th e  s te p w is e  r e g r e s ­

s io n s  (s e e  abo v e, P r e d ic to r s  I -V I , XIV), th e  s tu d y  can  be seen  to  be 

p r e d i c t i v e .  However, inasm uch a s  th e  m ost s a l i e n t  o f  th e  20 p r e d ic ­

to r s  a r e  s e le c te d  and w e ig h ted  f o r  e n t r y  in to  th e  fo rm u las  in  l i g h t  o f  

th e  s a m p le 's  own c r i t e r i o n  s c o r e s ,  some p r e d ic t iv e  o r i e n t a t i o n  i s  r e ­

l in q u is h e d .

The c h ie f  d i f f i c u l t y  w ith  th e  s im u lta n e o u s ly  p r e d ic t iv e  and non- 

p r e d ic t iv e  n a tu re  o f  th e  s tu d y  l i e s  in  n o t knowing e x a c t ly  how p r e d ic ­

t i v e ,  and th u s  how u n iv e r s a l  o r  how s t a t i s t i c a l l y  s i g n i f i c a n t ,  th e  com­

p u ted  fo rm u las  a r e .  S in ce  th e  s te p p in g  p ro c e d u re  s u r re n d e r s  some o f  

th e  c o n t r o l  f o r  sam pling  e r r o r ,  s t a t i s t i c a l  s ig n i f ic a n c e  becomes a 

p s e u d o - s ig n if ic a n c e .  One s o lu t io n  to  t h i s  p red icam en t c o u ld  be to  

assum e t h a t  th e  fo rm u las g e n e ra te d  by th e  s te p p in g  p ro c e d u re  l i e  e x a c t ly  

midway betw een  w h o lly  p a r t i c u l a r  c o n c lu s io n s  a b o u t a  n o n - r e p r e s e n ta t iv e  

sam ple and c o n c lu s io n s  t h a t  a r e  a p p l ic a b le  to  th e  p o p u la t io n  o f  a d o le s ­

c e n t  hom osexual p r is o n e r s  u n iv e r s a l l y .  But t h i s  would be no more th a n
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a s o r t  o f  " r e g r e s s io n  assu m p tio n "  t h a t  chooses a  mean p r im a r i ly  o u t 

o f  ig n o ra n c e . T here  i s  no way o f  knowing e x a c t ly  how much th e  s te p p in g  

p ro ced u re  d e t r a c t s  from  th e  fo rm u la s ' u n iv e r s a l  a p p l i c a b i l i t y .

In  s p i t e  o f  th e  above sh o rtco m in g , th e  s te p w ise  m u lt ip le  l in e a r  

r e g r e s s io n  d e s ig n  was fo llo w ed  o u t o f  a  need t o  answ er two q u e s t io n s :

1) to  w hat e x te n t ,  i f  any , can  members o f  a  l im ite d  f i e l d  o f  v a r ia b le s  

be combined to  c o r r e l a t e  w ith  o v e r t ly  tro u b leso m e and a s s a u l t iv e  beha­

v io r?  and 2) w hich o f  th e  v a r i a b l e s ,  in  a  p re l im in a ry  way, combine b e s t  

to  c o r r e l a t e  w ith  th e  b e h a v io r?  The f i r s t  q u e s t io n  was pu rsued  by 

narrow ing  th e  i n f i n i t e  f i e l d  o f  p o s s ib le  p r e d ic to r s  to  20 , and hypo the­

s iz in g  t h a t  some members o f  th e  l im ite d  f i e l d  can be combined to  c o r ­

r e l a t e  r a t h e r  h ig h ly  w i th  c r i t e r i a  sc o re s3  months a f t e r  th e  s c o r in g  o f 

th e  p r e d i c to r s ;  th e  m u l t ip le  l i n e a r  r e g r e s s io n  d e s ig n  was th u s  chosen  

in  o rd e r  to  be a b le  to  t e s t  th e  s t r e n g th  o f  d i f f e r e n t  p r e d ic to r s  in  

co m b in a tio n  w ith  one a n o th e r .  And th e  need to  s p e c i f y  w hich o f  th e  20 

v a r ia b le s  combine b e s t  a s  p r e d i c to r s ,  a t  l e a s t  f o r  th e  p re s e n t  sam ple, 

was m et by u s in g  th e  s te p p in g  fo rm a t. The s te p w ise  m u l t ip le  l in e a r  

r e g r e s s io n  d e s ig n  a r o s e ,  th e r e f o r e ,  from  a need to  f i l l  th e  two in f o r ­

m a tio n a l la c u n a e . T h is  in fo rm a tio n , a lo n g  w ith  th e  s im p le  c o r r e l a t i o n s ,  

c u t - s c o r e s ,  and e s t a b l i s h e d  v i a b i l i t y  o f  th e  m u l t ip le  l i n e a r  r e g re s s io n  

method i t s e l f ,  i s  now a v a i l a b le  f o r  u se  w i th in  w hat co u ld  be a more 

r ig o r o u s ly  p r e d ic t iv e  s tu d y  (s e e  below , C h ap te r IV , P a r t  E ).

C. Sim ple C o r re la t io n s

T ab le  1 p re s e n ts  th e  p r e d i c t o r s '  s im p le  c o r r e l a t i o n s  w ith  th e  

c r i t e r i a  and th e  i n t e r c o r r e l a t i o n s  among th e  c r i t e r i a  th em se lv e s . Most 

o f  th e  c o r r e l a t i o n s  in c lu d e  o v e r la p  betw een each  o f  th e  two c o r r e la te d



TABLE 1
SIMPLE CORRELATIONS OF ALL VARIABLES WITH CRITERIA

N » 51

V a ria b le s

C r i t e r i a
O f f i c e r 's
Judgment

Rule
I n f r a c t io n s

Com posite
Score

I .  Good f e e l in g  tow ard m other .15 .04 .11

2 . Good f e e l in g  toward f a th e r .04 - .0 3 - .0 1

3 . M ate rn a l r e j e c t i o n .35 .07 .23

4 . P a te r n a l  r e j e c t i o n .05 - .1 0 - .0 5

5 . M ate rn a l b e a tin g s .06 - .1 0 - .0 5

6 . P a te r n a l  b e a tin g s - .1 1 - .0 3 - .0 8

7 . I n t e r p a r e n ta l  d is c o rd .07 - .1 2 - .0 6

8 . P a r e n ta l  e x p e c ta tio n s .15 - .0 2 .06

9. Age .11 .26 .25

10. Age a t  f i r s t  d e te n t io n .19 .11 .18

11. Drug a d d ic t io n .13 .19 .21

12. Si's s u ic id e  e x p e c ta tio n .14 - .0 3 .05

13. _S's a s s a u l t  e x p e c ta tio n - .0 1 .20 .14

14. A s s a u l t  in  c r im in a l re c o rd .19 .01 .10

15. I n f r a c t i o n  re c o rd .12 .18 .20

16. I n te r v ie w e r ’s judgm ent .38 .20 .35

17. O f f i c e r 's  1-week judgm ent .19 .46 .44

18. AOR sc o re - .0 8 .13 .06

19. AGG sc o re - .1 3 .08 - .0 1

20 . A ssa u lt-P ro n e n e ss .03 .12 .11

A. O f f i c e r 's  Judgm ent ■ .23 .68

B. R ule I n f r a c t io n s .87
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v a r ia b le s  and o th e r  p r e d ic to r s  l i s t e d .  P r e d ic to r  1, fo r  in s ta n c e ,  c o r ­

r e l a t e s  .68  w ith  P r e d ic to r  3 (se e  Appendix C ). T h is  e x te n s iv e  o v e rla p  

i s  f u l l y  assum ed by P r e d ic to r  3 when P r e d ic to r  3 i s  e n te re d  ahead o f 

P re d ic to r  1 in to  th e  fo rm u la  fo r  th e  r e g r e s s io n  on C r i t e r io n  1 (see  

below , p a r t  D ). The r e s u l t  f o r  P r e d ic to r  1, F e e lin g s  tow ard m o ther, i s  

th a t  i t s  own c o r r e l a t i o n  w ith  th e  c r i t e r i o n  d rops from th e  s im p le  r  o f  

.15 in  T ab le  1 to  a  p a r t i a l  r  o f  - .2 1  in  th e  r e g r e s s io n  e q u a tio n . In  

s p i te  o f  th e  o v e r la p  among th e  v a r i a b l e s ,  how ever, th e  s im p le  c o r r e l a ­

t io n s  r e v e a l  how e a c h  p r e d ic to r ,  i f  ta k en  s e p a r a te ly  and in  i s o l a t i o n  

from th e  o th e r s ,  c o r r e l a t e s  w ith  a  g iv en  c r i t e r i o n .

The f i r s t  two c r i t e r i o n  columns o f  T ab le  1 in d ic a te  t h a t  P r e d ic to r s  

3 (M atern al r e j e c t i o n ) ,  16 ( I n te r v ie w e r 's  ju d g m en t), and 17 ( O f f i c e r 's  

1-week judgm ent) s ta n d  o u t a s  th e  b e s t  s in g le  p r e d ic to r s  o f  th e  c r i ­

t e r i a .  In  a d d i t io n  to  in d ic a t in g  th e s e  and o th e r  r e l a t i v e  d eg rees  o f  

sim p le  c o r r e l a t i o n ,  th e  t a b l e  r e v e a ls  a  s t r i k i n g  and unex p ec ted  d iv e r ­

s i t y  t h a t  h o ld s  b e tw een  th e  two b a s ic  c r i t e r i a  u sed  in  th e  s tu d y . P re ­

d ic to r s  16 and 3 c o r r e l a t e  b e s t  w ith  C r i t e r io n  1 ( p < .0 1  fo r  each) 

w hereas P r e d ic to r  17 c o r r e l a t e s  b e s t  w ith  C r i t e r io n  2 ( p ^ .0 0 1 ) .  T h is 

d i f f e r e n c e  i n  r e s p e c t iv e  b e s t  p re d ic to r s  i l lu m in a te s  th e  d iv e r s e  n a tu re s  

o f th e  two c r i t e r i a :  C r i t e r io n  1 c o n s i s t s  in  an  o f f i c e r ' s  judgm ent

made a f t e r  he  has w orked c lo s e ly  and p e r s o n a l ly  w ith  th e  Sis, w hereas 

the  i n f r a c t i o n  r e p o r t s  t h a t  make up C r i t e r io n  2 r e f l e c t  r e l a t i v e l y  

b r i e f  and im p e rso n a l e n c o u n te rs  betw een w h a tev e r o f f i c e r  happens to  be 

p re s e n t when a  p r i s o n  r u l e  i s  b e in g  b roken  and th e  inm ate b re a k in g  th e  

r u le .  The p s y c h o lo g ic a l  in te r v ie w e r 's  p r e d ic t io n s  f i t  th e  fo rm er, more 

p e rso n a l, c r i t e r i o n  m ore c lo s e ly  w hereas th e  p r e d ic t io n s  o f  th e  o f f i c e r  

w ith  one w e e k 's  e x p e r ie n c e  w ith  th e  S b c o in c id e  more c lo s e ly  w ith  th e
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l a t t e r ,  more b r i e f  and more s t r i c t l y  e x te r n a l ,  m easu re . The low c o r r e ­

l a t i o n  ( .2 3 )  betw een th e  two c r i t e r i a  th em selv es  u n d e rsc o re s  t h i s  d iv e r ­

s i t y  betw een t h e i r  r e s p e c t iv e  r e p r e s e n ta t io n s  o f  inm ate b e h a v io r .

The d i f f e r e n c e  betw een th e  c r i t e r i a ' s  r e s p e c t iv e  c o r r e l a t i o n s  w ith  

M ate rn a l r e j e c t i o n  s e rv e s  as  f u r th e r  c o n f irm a tio n  o f  t h e i r  d iv e r s i t y .

I t  was h y p o th e s ize d  above th a t  in  s p i t e  o f  th e  g r e a t e r  in f lu e n c e  o f 

p a te r n a l  r e j e c t i o n  on a g g re s s iv e  b e h av io r among o th e r  sam p les , m a te rn a l 

r e j e c t i o n  would be th e  more r e le v a n t  p r e d ic to r  among th e  p re s e n t  s tu d y 's  

hom osexual sam ple . Though m a te rn a l r e j e c t i o n  h as  in  f a c t  proved to  be 

th e  more r e le v a n t  p r e d ic to r ,  i t  i s  r e le v a n t  o n ly  v i s  a  v i s . th e  more 

p e rs o n a l o f  th e  c r i t e r i a  ( C r i t e r io n  1) and i s  a lm o s t w ith o u t re le v a n c e  

v i s  a  v i s  th e  more s t r i c t l y  e x te r n a l ,  o b je c t iv e ,  o r p h y s ic a l  c r i t e r i o n  

( C r i t e r io n  2 ) .

T h is  seems to  mean th a t  m a te rn a l r e j e c t i o n  a f f e c t s  th e  way one 

p re s e n ts  h im s e lf  to  a  f a m i l ia r  a u th o r i ty  f ig u r e ,  t h a t  i s ,  a s  a  " t r o u b le ­

some" in d iv id u a l ,  w h ile  h a rd ly  a f f e c t in g  h i s  p h y s ic a l  o r  o b je c t iv e  way 

o f  a c t i n g .  The b la c k ,  hom osexual p r is o n  inm ate who has b een  r e je c te d  

by h is  m other w i l l  n o t commit more in f r a c t io n s  th a n  o th e r  in m a te s , b u t 

w i l l  a c t  as  a  s o r t  o f  p e rs o n a l p e s t  tow ard th e  p e rso n  in  r e g u la r  a u th o ­

r i t y  over him . A p e s t ,  a lm o s t by d e f i n i t i o n ,  com pels a t t e n t i o n ,  and 

in  t h i s  in s ta n c e  i t  seems to  be th e  a t t e n t i o n  re fu s e d  th e  inm ate  by h is  

m other th a t  he i s  e x to r t in g  from  th e  r e g u la r  o f f i c e r .  M a te rn a l r e j e c ­

t i o n ,  i n c id e n ta l l y ,  se rv ed  a s  a  p e r f e c t  p r e d ic to r  o f  " tro u b le s o m e ,"  a s  

sc o re d  by th e  r e g u la r  o f f i c e r :  4 o f  th e  51 j3s r e p o r te d  t h a t  t h e i r

m others p r e fe r r e d  to  n o t have them around when th ey  w ere young, and 

a l l  4 w ere sco red  " tro u b le so m e ."

O th ers  p r e d ic to r s  whose d iv e r s e  c o r r e la t io n s  w ith  th e  two c r i t e r i a
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^should be n o ted  a r e  I n te r p a r e n t a l  d is c o r d ,  P a r e n ta l  e x p e c ta t io n s ,  Age, 

_S's s u ic id e  e x p e c ta t io n s ,  £3's a s s a u l t  e x p e c ta t io n s ,  and C rim in a l r e ­

c o rd . P a r t i c u l a r l y  n o ta b le  i s  th e  way th e  more p e rs o n a l p r e d ic to r s  c o r ­

r e l a t e  a t  c o n s i s t e n t ly  h ig h e r  le v e l s  w ith  C r ie r io n  1. T h is sh a rp  d i s ­

t i n c t i o n  th a t  has come to  l i g h t  betw een a  more p e rs o n a l k in d  o f  d e s ­

t r u c t i v e  b e h a v io r  and a  more e x t e r n a l ,  p h y s ic a l  k in d  c o n s t i t u t e s  a 

f in d in g  t h a t  i s  r i c h  in  im p lic a t io n s  fo r  e f f e c t i v e  p r is o n  management 

(s e e  below , C hap ter IV, p a r t  B ).

D. The R e g re ss io n  F o rm ulas, F requency  P o ly g o n s, and C u t-S co res

1. C r i t e r io n  1 ( O f f i c e r 's  Judgm ent)

R e g re s s io n  fo rm u la s . W ith th e  F - to - e n te r  th re s h o ld  a t  1 .5 , fo u r 

p r e d ic to r s  w ere e n te re d  in to  th e  m u l t ip le  l in e a r  r e g r e s s io n  e q u a tio n  

w ith  C r i t e r io n  1. These p r e d i c to r s ,  and th e  s t a t i s t i c a l  d e s c r ip t io n s  

o f  t h e i r  r e s p e c t iv e  p r e d ic t iv e  c o n t r ib u t io n s  w i th in  th e  e q u a tio n , a re  

found in  th e  u p p er h a l f  o f  T ab le  2 . The f i r s t  o f  th e  P re d ic te d  

R e s t r a in t  L ev e l fo rm ulas found in  T ab le  2 can  be s p e l le d  o u t more 

f u l l y  a s  fo llo w s : P re d ic te d  R e s t r a in t  L ev e l = .2 4 6 3 (raw  s c o re  on

F e e lin g s  tow ard  m other) +  .9 8 0 6 (raw s c o re  on M ate rn a l r e j e c t i o n )  - 

.2 7 5 7 (raw s c o re  on F e e lin g s  tow ard m other) -  .1900(raw  s c o re  o n j J 's  

own judgm ent) -  .0556 . The m u l t ip le  r ^  o f  .2927 in d ic a te s  th e  mean 

p ro p o r t io n  o f  th e  S s 1 d i s t i n c t i v e  r e s t r a i n t  le v e l s  t h a t  i s  accoun ted  

f o r  by th e  fo rm u la . A lo o k  a t  th e  m u l t ip le  r ^ ' s  f o r  th e  n e x t f iv e  

fo rm u las  shows t h a t ,  o f  th e  .s ix  fo rm u la s , t h i s  f i r s t  a c c o u n ts  f o r  th e  

lo w est p ro p o r t io n  o f  in d iv id u a l  v a r ia n c e  (se e  T a b le s  2 , 4 ,  and 6 ) .

When th e  F - to - e n te r  th r e s h o ld  i s  low ered to  .5 ,  e le v e n  p r e d ic to r s  

a r e  e n te r e d  in to  th e  e q u a tio n . Two (Age a t  f i r s t  d e te n t io n  and A s s a u lt-



TABLE 2

REGRESSIONS ON OFFICER'S JUDGMENT (CRITERION 1)

D e s c r ip t iv e  D ata
P r e d ic to r Raw b e ta  

( c o e f f ic ie n t )
F when 
e n te re d F in a l  F

P a r t i a l  
c o r r .  in  

f i n a l  s te p

Sim ple 
c o r r .  w ith  

c r i t e r i o n

F- t o - e n t e r :  l .S

I n te r v ie w e r 's  judgm ent (#16) .2463 8 .191 10.011 .4228 .3784
M ate rn a l r e j e c t i o n  (#3) .9805 5 .619 8 .691 .3986 .3503
F e e lin g  tow ard m other (#1) 
S 's  own judgm ent (#13)

- .2 7 5 7 2.066 2.852 -.2 4 1 6 .1522
-.1 9 0 0 1.783 1.783 - .1 9 3 2 -.0 0 6 1

C o n sta n t: - .0 5 5 6
M u ltip le  r :  .5410 PRL^ = .2463(#16) +  .9806(#3 ) - .2757(#1)
F: 4 .7 5 9  (p < .0 0 3 )  -  .1900(#13) - .0556
M u ltip le  r* :  .2927

F - to - e n te r :  .5

I n te r v ie w e r 's  judgm ent (#16) .2351 8 .191 8 .486 .4141. .3784
M ate rn a l r e j e c t i o n  (#3) .8355 5 .619 5 .920 .3552 .3503
F e e lin g  tow ard m other (#1) - .2 3 7 4 2.066 2 .088 -.2 2 0 1 .1522
S 's  own judgm ent (#13) - .1 8 7 2 1.783 1.597 -.1 9 3 6 -.0 0 6 1
C rim in a l re c o rd  (#14) .0773 1;006 1.362 .1793 .1851
P a te r n a l  b e a tin g s  (#6) - .1 1 0 2 .847 1.630 - .1 9 5 5 -.1 0 7 7
AGG s c o re  (#19) - .0 5 4 8 1.322 1.513 -.1 8 8 6 -.1 3 3 8
Age (#9) .2344 .501 .978 .1526 .1089
P a r e n ta l  e x p e c ta t io n s  (#8) .1412 .857 1.811 .2057 ____J M U . . ,  .

C o n sta n t: .0621
M u ltip le  r :  .6144 PRL2 = .2351(#16) +  .8355(#3) - .2374(#1)
F: 2 .762 (o < .0 1 3 )  -  .1872(#13) +  .0773(#14) -  .1102(#6)
M u lt ip le  r * :  .3775 r  .0548(#19) +  .2344(#9 ) +  .1412(#8) +  .0621
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P roneness s c o re )  a re  d e le te d  when t h e i r  F - le v e ls  f a l l  below  .5  w ith  

th e  e n t r y  o f  new v a r i a b l e s .  The n in e  rem a in in g  p r e d ic to r s  a r e  l i s t e d  

in  th e  low er p a r t  o f  T ab le  2 . Though th e  p s e u d o - p r o b a b i l i ty - o f - e r r o r  

(see  above, p a r t  B) in c re a s e s  from  .003 to  .013 w ith  th e  in c lu s io n  o f  

th e  added v a r i a b le s ,  th e  p ro p o r t io n  o f  v a r ia n c e  acco u n ted  f o r , t h e  th e  

p r e d ic to r s  a l s o  in c re a s e s  by .0848 .

I f  T ab le  2 i s  c o n s id e re d  v e r t i c a l l y  in  l i g h t  o f  th e  in d e te rm in a te  

s ig n i f ic a n c e  and th u s  a p p l i c a b i l i t y  o f  th e  fo rm ulas r e p re s e n te d ,  i t  

can  be seen  th a t  th e  f u r th e r  one moves down th e  l i s t  o f  p r e d ic to r s ,  

th e  more compounded becomes th e  u n c e r ta in ty  a b o u t a  g iv e n  v a r i a b l e 's  

g e n e ra l  p r e d ic t iv e  u s e f u ln e s s .  For in s ta n c e  th e  f o u r th  p re d ic to r  

l i s t e d ,  th e  j J 's  own judgm ent a b o u t his a s s a u l t iv e n e s s ,  c o r r e la t e s  

- .0 0 6 1  w ith  th e  c r i t e r i o n .  However, i t  happens t h a t  w i th in  th e  p re ­

s e n t  sam ple t h i s  s im p le  c o r r e l a t i o n  c o n ta in s  p o s i t iv e  o v e r la p  w ith  

P r e d ic to r s  16, 3 , and 1 w hich , when assumed by them in  th e  f i r s t  th r e e  

o f  th e  r e g r e s s io n 's  s t e p s ,  a llo w s  S 's  judgm ent to  c o r r e l a t e  p a r t i a l l y  

w ith  th e  c r i t e r i o n  a t  - .1 9 3 2 . T h is  a d m its  th e  p r e d ic to r  in to  th e  equa­

t i o n  ahead  o f  C rim in a l re c o rd  whose s im p le  c o r r e l a t i o n  i s  .1851 . In  

view  o f  such  compounding o f  sam pling  e r r o r  by th e  s e n s i t i v e  in te rd e p e n ­

dence o f  p r e d ic to r s  w i th in  th e  e q u a t io n s ,  i t  i s  s a f e  to  conclude  th a t  

th e  s h o r t e r  o f  th e  two fo rm u las - -  in  s p i t e  o f  i t s  low er m u lt ip le  r ^  — 

w i l l  p ro b a b ly  m eet w ith  th e  h a p p ie r  p r e d ic t iv e  r e s u l t s  among th e  f u l l  

p o p u la tio n  o f  a d o le s c e n t  hom osexual p r is o n  in m a te s .

Frequency p o ly g o n s . Each j3 's  raw sc o re s  on P r e d ic to r s  16, 3 ,

1, and 13 w ere e n te re d  in to  th e  PRL^ fo rm u la , and th e  s c o re s  on 

P r e d ic to r s  16, 3 , 1, 13, 14, 6 ,  19, 9 , and 8  w ere e n te r e d  in to  th e  

PRL2  fo rm u la , y ie ld in g  in  each  c a se  51 PRL s c o r e s .  The jis  w ere th e n
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grouped  in to  superim posed freq u en cy  p o lygons, th e  sh ap es  o f  w hich  a r e  

d e te rm in ed  j o i n t l y  by th e  c r i t e r i o n  and PRL sc o re  f re q u e n c ie s  (se e  

F ig u re s  1 and 2 ) .  The n o f  31 " r e s t r a in e d "  _Ss was o b ta in e d  by com­

b in in g  th e  one sc o re d  as  " o v e r re s t r a in e d "  w ith  th e  30 sco red  a s  " r e ­

s t r a i n e d . "  20 Ss w ere sco red  as  " tro u b leso m e"  on C r i t e r io n  1 , and 

none a s  " a s s a u l t iv e "  o r " d a n g e ro u s ."  In s p e c tio n  o f  F ig u re  1 shows 

th a t  a  c u t - s c o r e  o f  ab o u t 1 .500 f o r  e n t ry  in to  th e  d e c is io n  r u l e ,

" I f  S ^ 's  PRLi s c o re  = ___ , d ec id e  't r o u b le s o m e ';  i f > ___ , d e c id e

' r e s t r a i n e d ' , "  would produce th e  maximum number o f  t r u e  d e c is io n s .  

F in a l ly ,  th e  freq u e n cy  polygons sh o u ld  n o t be c o n s id e re d  re p re s e n ­

t a t i v e  o f  th e  fo rm u la s ' u n b ia sed  a p p l i c a b i l i t y :  th e  same raw sc o re s

used  in  com puting th e  b e s t  p o s s ib le  fo rm ulas fo r  p r e d ic t in g  r e s p e c t iv e  

c r i t e r i o n  s c o re s  a r e  used  a  second tim e to  produce th e  PRL s c o re s  p r e ­

s e n te d  g r a p h ic a l ly  to  in d ic a te  th e  fo rm u la s ' " p re d ic t iv e "  s t r e n g th .

C u t- s c o r e s . A second way to  o b ta in  c u t- s c o r e s  f o r  d e c is io n  r u le s

i s  to  assum e th a t  th e  jJs to  be c a te g o r iz e d  a re  n o rm ally  d i s t r i b u t e d

w i th in  t h e i r  r e s p e c t iv e  g ro u p s , and th e n  to  employ th e  fo rm u la , XQu t  = 
/ .  50 - PA  /  s 2 \

X. . +  ^ P i ^ i i  /  (H a rsh b a rg e r, 1971), w here X. . = th e

grand  mean f o r  a l l  Sis to  be d is c r im in a te d ,  §2 = j-he v a r ia n c e  f o r  th e  

same S s , P j  = p ro p o r t io n  o f  Ss in  th e  la r g e r  o f  th e  d is c r im in a te d  

c a te g o r i e s ,  and X j = th e  mean PRL s c o re  fo r  th e  same l a r g e r  g roup  o f 

S s . The d is a d v a n ta g e  o f  u s in g  t h i s  form ula to  o b ta in  c u t - s c o r e s  i s  

th a t  i t  does n o t r e s p e c t  a b n o rm a li t ie s  o f d i s t r i b u t i o n  to  th e  e x te n t  

t h a t  d i r e c t  in s p e c t io n  o f freq u en cy  polygons or o f  PRL s c o re s  them­

s e lv e s  c a n . A ssum ing, how ever, t h a t  second and th i r d  sam ples w i l l  

re sem b le  a  norm al d i s t r i b u t i o n  more th a n  th ey  w i l l  th e  p a r t i c u l a r  

d i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  th e  sam ple u sed  to  compute th e  c u t - s c o r e ,  c u t - s c o r e s
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Fig. 2 Predicted Restraint Level scores computed from Formula 2 and grouped according to
scores on Criterion 1.



TABLE 3
DECISIONS BASED ON CRITERION 1 PRL FORMULAS AND CUT-SCORES

VERSUS CHANCE DECISIONS

C o rre c tn e ss D ec is io n s
o f T o ta l

D ec is io n s Troublesom e R e s tra in e d

PRL;l (C ut: 1 .510)

True 11 27 38

F a ls e 4 9 13

% True 73% 75% 75%

PEL2  (C u t: 1 .509)

True 13 29 42

F a ls e 2 7 9

% True 87% 81% 82%

Chance A l lo c a t io n  o f  Ss
(a c co rd in g  to  c r i t e r i o n  f r e q u e n c ie s )

True 8 19 27

F a ls e 12 12 24

% True 30% 61% 53%

Chance A l lo c a t io n  o f  Ss
( f o r  maximum p o s s ib le  t r u e  d e c is io n s )

True 0 31 31

F a lse 0 2 0 2 0

% True 0 % 61% 61%
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o b ta in e d  from  th e  above fo rm ula  w i l l  prove more w id e ly  a p p l ic a b le  than  

th o s e  o b ta in e d  from  d i r e c t  in s p e c t io n  o f  th e  d a ta .  The c u t- s c o r e s  com­

p u ted  f o r  u se  w ith  fo rm ulas 1 and 2 , and th e  t r u e  and f a l s e  d e c is io n s  

th a t  r e s u l t  from  u s in g  th e s e  s c o re s  to  c a te g o r iz e  th e  p re s e n t  s tu d y 's  

j3 s ' PRLi and PRL2  s c o r e s ,  a r e  p re s e n te d  in  T ab le  3 .

As e a r l i e r  w ith  th e  PRL s c o r e s ' d i s t r i b u t i o n ,  th e  p ro p o r t io n  o f 

t r u e  d e c is io n s  i n  T ab le  3 i s  i n f l a t e d :  th e  same PRL sc o re s  u sed  to

compute th e  c u t - s c o r e s  a r e  h e re  c a te g o r iz e d  by th e  c u t - s c o r e s .  The 

p re s e n t  r e s u l t s  th u s  c o n ta in  th re e  l e v e l s  o f  b i a s .  They can be sum­

m arized  a s  fo llo w s : in d e te rm in a te ly  b ia se d  fo rm u las ( 1 ) a r e  u sed  to  

compute PRL s c o re s  from  th e  same raw p r e d ic to r  s c o re s  u sed  in  d e r iv in g  

th e  fo rm u las  (2 ) ;  f i n a l l y  c u t - s c o r e s  a r e  used  to  c o n tr o l  d e c is io n s  

a b o u t th e  same PRL s c o re s  u sed  to  compute th e  c u t- s c o r e s  (3 ) .  R efined  

v e r s io n s  o f  th e  p re s e n t  s tu d y 's  fo rm ulas and c u t- s c o r e s  shou ld  be used 

to  g e n e ra te  and c a te g o r iz e  th e  PRL s c o re s  o f  new sam p les . The im pres­

s i v e ,  though b ia s e d ,  d e c is io n  r e s u l t s  o f  T ab le  3 (and T ab les  5 and 7) 

su g g e s t t h a t  such  re f in e m e n ts  a r e  w e l l  w o rth  exam in ing .

. 2 . C r i t e r i o n  2 (R ule I n f r a c t io n s )

W ith F - to - e n te r  m a in ta in e d  a t  1 .5 , f iv e  p r e d ic to r s  a r e  e n te re d  

in to  th e  e q u a tio n  w ith  C r i t e r io n  2 . These p r e d ic to r s  and o th e r  ap p ro ­

p r i a t e  a s p e c ts  o f  th e  f i r s t  r e g r e s s io n  on C r i t e r io n  2 a re  d e sc r ib e d  in  

T ab le  4 . As T ab le  4 a l s o  i n d i c a t e s ,  low ering  th e  F - to - e n te r  th re s h o ld  

to  .5  a llo w s  j u s t  one more p r e d ic to r  to  e n te r  th e  e q u a tio n . B are ly  

ex c lu d ed  a r e  I n te r v ie w e r 's  judgm ent (F= .482) and P a te rn a l  b e a tin g s  

(F = .4 4 1 ). The o v e r a l l  F r a t i o  i s  a f f e c te d  s l i g h t l y  by th e  a d d i t io n  o f 

th e  new p r e d i c to r ,  and th e  amount o f  v a r ia n c e  acco u n ted  f o r  i s  in c re a se d



TABLE 4

REGRESSIONS ON RULE INFRACTION SCORES (CRITERION 2)

P r e d ic to r

D e s c r ip t iv e  D ata

Raw b e ta  
( c o e f f i c i e n t )

F when 
e n te re d

F in a l  F
P a r t i a l  
c o r r .  in  

f i n a l  s te p

Sim ple 
c o r r .  w ith  

c r i t e r i o n

F - to - e n t e r :  l . i

O f f i c e r 's  1-week judgm ent (#17) .8391 3 .037 14.608 .4950 .4584
P a te r n a l  r e j e c t i o n  (#4) - .2 9 3 0 3 .600 1.592 -.1 8 4 8 -.0 9 9 2
AOR sc o re  (#18) .0474 1.766 2 .795 .2418 .1278
Age (#9) .6057 2 .239 3.426 .2660 .2594
I n f r a c t io n  re c o rd  (#15) .1976 2 .659 2 .659 .2362 .1845

C o n s ta n t: - .0 5 9 5
M u ltip le  r :  .6020 PRL3  = .8391(#17) -  .2930(#4) +  .0474(#18)
F: 5 .115  (p < .0 0 1 )  + .6057(#9) +  .1976(#15) -  .0595
M u ltip le  r * :  .3624

F - to - e n te r :  .5

O f f i c e r 's  1-week judgm ent (#17) .8223 13.037 14.059 .4921 .4584
P a te r n a l  r e j e c t i o n  (#4) - .2 5 6 2 3 .600 1.203 -.1 6 3 1 -.0 9 9 2
AOR s c o re  (#18) .0464 1.766 2 .685 .2398 .1278
Age (#9) .6142 2 .239 3 .544 .2730 .2594
I n f r a c t io n  re c o rd  (#15) .1835 2 .659 2 .285 . 2 2 2 2 .2594
S 's  own judgm ent (#13) .2189 1.300 1.300 .1694 .1969

C o n sta n t: - .2 1 5 8
M u ltip le  r :  .6170 PRL4  = .8223(#17) -  .2562(#4) +  .0464(#18)
F: 4 .508  (p < .0 0 1 )  +  .6142(#9) + .1835(#15) +  ;2189(#13)
M u ltip le  r 2 : .3807 -  .2158
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b y  le s s  th a n  2 %.

A com parison  o f  T ab le  4 w ith  T ab le  2 re c o n firm s  th e  sh a rp  d i v e r s i t y  

be tw een  th e  two b a s ic  c r i t e r i a  u sed  in  th e  s tu d y . In  th e  c r i t i c a l  

u p p e r p a r t  o f  th e  t a b l e s ,  none o f th e  p r e d ic to r s  e n te re d  in to  th e  fo rm ula  

f o r  PRL^ i s  a d m itte d  to  th e  fo rm ula  fo r  PRL3 ,  and v ic e  v e r s a .  F u r th e r ­

m ore, when th e  low er p a r t s  o f  th e  ta b le s  a r e  com pared, o n ly  one v a r i a b l e ,  

A ge, i s  s e e n  to  g a in  e n t r y  w ith  th e  same s ig n  v a lu e  in to  b o th  fo rm u la s . 

S 's  own judgm ent i s  e n te re d  w ith  a  n e g a tiv e  p a r t i a l  c o r r e l a t i o n  and 

w e ig h t in to  fo rm ulas 1 and 2 w hereas in  fo rm ula  4 i t s  v a lu e  i s  p o s i t i v e .  

Thus 13 o f  th e  20 p r e d ic to r s  a r e  u sed  in  th e  f i r s t  fo u r  fo rm u la s , and 

o f  th e  13 o n ly  one , Age, c o n t r ib u te s  s im i la r ly  to  th e  p r e d ic t io n  o f 

b o th  c r i t e r i a  in  q u e s t io n .

The d iv e r s e  p r e d ic t iv e  fu n c tio n s  o f  _S’ s own judgm ent can  be ex ­

p la in e d  a s  fo l lo w s . In  p r e d ic t in g  o v e r t  r u le  i n f r a c t i o n s ,  th e  v a r ia b le  

f u n c t io n s  in  a s t r a ig h tf o r w a r d  way, y ie ld in g  a .1969 s im p le  c o r r e l a t i o n  

and .1694 p a r t i a l  c o r r e l a t i o n  w ith  th e  c r i t e r i o n .  In  p r e d ic t in g  th e  

m ore p e rs o n a l  " tro u b leso m e"  judgm ent o f  C r i t e r io n  1, how ever, th e  v a r i ­

a b le  fu n c t io n s  am biguously : th e  inm ate  who see s  h im s e lf  a s  " a s s a u l t iv e "

u n d e rs ta n d s  t h i s  term  more in  th e  o v e r t ,  C r i t e r io n  2 , s e n se  th a n  in  th e  

se n se  o f  C r i t e r io n  1, and th u s  a  n e a r  z e ro  s im p le  c o r r e l a t i o n  (- .0 0 6 1 )  

i s  r e g i s t e r e d .  T h a t i s ,  th e  r e g u la r  o f f i c e r  may o r may n o t f in d  such  

in m ates  to  be tro u b leso m e in  th e  p e rs o n a l s e n s e . In d eed , th e  inm ates 

ju d g ed  tro u b leso m e  by th e  r e g u la r  o f f i c e r  p ro b ab ly  consume more s t a f f  

tim e  and en erg y  th a n  do th o se  whose tro u b leso m en ess  i s  more o v e r t  and 

s t r i c t l y  p h y s ic a l .  Warden M o rris  O slyn o f  R ik e rs  I s la n d  (p e r s o n a l  com­

m u n ic a tio n )  fou n d , fo r  exam ple, t h a t  a  group o f  th e  more " a g g re s s iv e "  

in m a tes  proved more s u c c e s s fu l  in  a  p r is o n  r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  program  th an
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d id  th e  more " p a s s iv e "  o n e s . And p a ra n o ia , when view ed in  a  p a ra d o x i­

c a l ly  p o s i t iv e  l i g h t ,  can  be s e e n  a s  th e  c o n g ea lin g  o f  w hat m ight 

o th e rw ise  be a  tro u b le so m e ly  b o u n d a ry - le s s  s e l f ,  a  s e l f  t h a t  by b e in g
I

no s e l f  becomes a  c l in g in g  b u rd en  to  o th e r s .

C rim in a l re c o rd  ( P r e d ic to r  14) m igh t be th e  anom aly. I t  co u ld  be 

asked why t h i s  p r e d ic to r  does n o t  l i n e  up w ith  th o se  t h a t  p r e d ic t  th e  

o v e rt c r i t e r i o n  th e  way I n f r a c t i o n  re c o rd  d o es . I t  c o r r e l a t e s  .1851 

w ith  O f f i c e r 's  Judgm ent and j u s t  .0094 w ith  Rule I n f r a c t i o n s .  In  

l ig h t  o f  what i s  s a id  above a b o u t s t a f f  en erg y , r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  p ro b a­

b i l i t i e s ,  and burdensome c l i n g in g ,  how ever, a  c a se  co u ld  be  made fo r  

th e  more p o s i t iv e  r e l a t i o n s h ip  betw een  th e  a s s a u l t iv e n e s s  o f  th e  j3s' 

c r im in a l re c o rd s  and t h e i r  tro u b leso m e n ess  to  t h e i r  r e g u la r  o f f i c e r .

By s h i f t i n g  from a p h a l l i c  c o n c e p tio n  o f  a s s a u l t i v e  c r im in a l  b e h a v io r  

to  a more p r im i t iv e ly  o r a l  fram ew ork , th e  h a b i tu a l ly  a s s a u l t i v e  c r im i­

n a l c o u ld  be viewed more a s  fe e d in g  - -  d e s p e r a te ly ,  h u n g r i ly ,  and in  

a p r im a r i ly  p a ss iv e  fa s h io n  - -  o f f  th e  re s o u rc e s  a b o u t him , th a n  as 

a c t in g  c r e a t iv e ly  o r  d e c i s iv e ly  o u t o f  some in n e r  f u l l n e s s  t h a t  he 

p o s se s s e s . T h is change in  fo c u s  would b o th  r e s p e c t  th e  f in d in g s  o f  

the  p re s e n t  s tu d y  and c h a l le n g e  p o p u la r  a ssu m p tio n s  t h a t  in v e s t  

ro b b e rs , k i l l e r s ,  k id n a p p e rs , and even r a p i s t s  w ith  an  a c t i v e  and 

m y s te r io u s ly  e x c i t in g  r e s o u r c e f u ln e s s .

F ig u re s  3 and 4 p re s e n t  th e  fre q u e n c y  polygons g e n e ra te d  by th e  

PRL3  and PRL4  s c o re s  r e s p e c t i v e l y ,  g rouped a c c o rd in g  to  s c o re s  o b ta in e d  

on C r i te r io n  2 . Both f ig u r e s  show some o v e r la p  betw een th e  ex trem e 

c a te g o r ie s ,  a s s a u l t iv e  and r e s t r a i n e d .  But th e  g r e a t e s t  amount o f 

o v e rla p  occu rs  betw een th e  s p ra w lin g  tro u b leso m e c a te g o ry  and each  

ex trem e. The ad v an tage  o f  t h i s  d i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  o v e r la p  l i e s  in  th e
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Fig.3 Predicted Restraint Level scores computed from Formula 3 and grouped according

to scores on Criterion 2.
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Figure 4: Predicted Restraint Level scores computed. from Formula 4 and grouped

according to scores on Criterion 2.
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e f f e c t  o f  f a l s e  d e c is io n s :  w ith  m ost o v e r la p  e n t a i l i n g  th e  m iddle

c a te g o ry , r e l a t i v e l y  few o f  th e  f a l s e  d e c is io n s  w i l l  p la c e  a c tu a l  a s s a u l ­

t i v e  jSs in  th e  r e s t r a in e d  c a te g o ry , o r v ic e  v e r s a ;  th e  e f f e c t iv e  c o s t  o f  

e rro n e o u s  d e c is io n s  i s  th u s  g r e a t ly  re d u c ed . B ecause s e v e r a l  o p tio n s  

a r e  open in  F ig u re  3 fo r  ch o o sin g  th e  b e s t  c u t - s c o r e s  v i s u a l l y ,  th e  

s c o re s  o f  0 .5 0 0  and 1 .700 can be ch o sen , th e re b y  expanding  th e  c e n t r a l  

c a te g o ry  and re d u c in g  e r r o r  c o s t s .  These c u t- s c o r e s  would y ie ld  on ly  

t r u e  and " n e a r  h i t "  e rro n eo u s  d e c is io n s ,  and th u s  p re v e n t a l l  two- 

c a te g o r ie s -a w a y  e r r o r s  from o c c u r r in g . The shapes in  F ig u re  4 , on 

th e  o th e r  hand , do n o t p e rm it th e  same a r b i t r a r y  k in d  o f  ex p an sio n  o f 

th e  c e n t r a l  c a te g o ry ;  in d e ed , i f  th e  c u t - s c o r e s  w ere to  be o b ta in e d  

from  th e  PRL4  po lygons v i s u a l l y ,  o n ly  a  s l i v e r  o f  th e  g ra p h , from

0.8 5 0  to  1 .0 7 0 , c o u ld  be la b e le d  tro u b leso m e , and th u s  s e v e ra l  d i s t a n t  

e r r o r s  would o c cu r .

Use o f  th e  c u t - s c o r e  fo rm ula  p roduces th e  d e c is io n  r e s u l t s  p re ­

se n te d  in  T ab le  5 . Though v i s u a l  c u t t in g  o f  b o th  s e t s  o f  PRL sc o re s  

would h ave  produced more t r u e  d e c is io n s  in  b o th  in s ta n c e s  th an  do th e  

fo rm u la ted  c u t - s c o r e s ,  th e  l a t t e r  s c o re s  p roduce e x c lu s iv e ly  n e a r  h i t  

k in d s  o f  e r r o r s  in  b o th  c a s e s .  As i s  c l e a r  from  th e  c o n t r a s t in g  r e ­

s u l t s  o f  chance d e c is io n -m ak in g  in  T ab le  5 , and from T ab le  8  (below , 

p .6 8 ) ,  u se  o f  th e  PRL form ulas and c u t - s c o r e s  s e rv e s  b o th  to  y ie ld  a 

g r e a te r  p ro p o r t io n  o f  t r u e  d e c is io n s  th a n  ch an ce , and to  g u ide  f a l s e  

d e c is io n s  c o n s i s t e n t ly  in to  c a te g o r ie s  c lo s e r  to  t h e i r  t r u e  c a te g o r ie s .  

T h is  l a t t e r  s o r t in g  by th e  p r e d ic t iv e  in s tru m e n t makes up fo r  th e  

d e c re a se  in  p ro p o r t io n  o f  t r u e  PRL3 and PRL4  d e c is io n s ,  when compared 

w ith  th e  PRL^ and PRL2  r e s u l t s :  w ith  th e  added c a te g o ry , th e re  a re  

more k in d s  o f  s o r t i n g  accom plished  by th e  in s tru m e n t.



TABLE 5

DECISIONS BASED ON CRITERION 2 PRL FORMULAS AND CUT-SCORES

VERSUS CHANCE DECISIONS

C o rre c tn e s s
o f

D e c is io n s

D ec is io n s
T o ta l

A s s a u l t iv e Troublesom e R e s tra in e d

PRL3  (C u ts: 0 .7 8 3 ; 1 .278)

True 5 7 14 26

F a ls e 2 t  0 r 6a  7r

O1—1£

25

% T rue 71% 35% 58% 51%

PRL4  (C u ts: 0 .7 8 4 ; 1 .284)

True 6 7 13 26

F a ls e 2x Or 5A 8r 0A 1 0x 25

% True 75% 35% 57% 51%

Chance A llo tm en t

True 2 7 9 18

F a ls e 4t  5 r 5A 7r 4a  8x 33

7o T rue 18% 37% 43% 35%

61
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3 . C r i t e r io n  3 (Sum o f  C r i t e r i a  1 and 2)

C r i t e r io n  3 s c o re s  w ere o b ta in e d  by ad d in g  th e  £ s '  s c o re s  on 

C r i t e r io n  1 (2 o r  1) to  t h e i r  s c o re s  on C r i t e r io n  2 (2 , 1, o r  0 ) .  A t 

th e  1 .5  F - to - e n t e r  l e v e l ,  f iv e  p r e d ic to r s  w ere e n te re d  in to  th e  equa­

t i o n  w ith  t h i s  com posite  c r i t e r i o n  (se e  T ab le  6 ) .  Four o f  th e  f iv e  p r e ­

d i c t o r s ,  O f f i c e r 's  1-week judgm ent, Age, I n f r a c t io n  re c o rd , and AOR 

s c o r e ,  a r e  a l s o  found in  th e  s h o r te r  o f  th e  R ule I n f r a c t io n s  fo rm ulas 

(T ab le  4 ) ,  w hereas j u s t  o n e , I n te r v ie w e r 's  judgm ent, i s  found in  th e  

s h o r t e r  o f  th e  O f f i c e r 's  Judgm ent fo rm ulas (T ab le  2 ) .  Though Age i s  

found in  th e  lo n g e r O f f i c e r 's  Judgm ent fo rm u la , and though M ate rn a l 

r e j e c t i o n  and P a te r n a l  b e a t in g s ,  b o th  p r e d ic to r s  o f  O f f i c e r 's  Judgm ent, 

g a in  e n t r y  i n to  th e  lo n g e r e q u a tio n  w ith  C r i t e r io n  3 , i t  i s  c l e a r  t h a t  

th e  p r e d ic to r s  o f  Rule I n f r a c t io n s  p redom ina te  in  th e  fo rm ulas com­

p u ted  to  p r e d ic t  C r i t e r io n  3 . T h is  i s  due b o th  to  th e  g r e a te r  r o le  

p lay ed  by th e  more v a r ie d  R ule I n f r a c t io n s  s c o re s  in  d e te rm in in g  th e  

s i z e  o f  C r i t e r io n  3 's  com posite  s c o re s  and to  th e  g r e a te r  c o n tr o l  

e x e rc is e d  by th e  f i r s t  p r e d ic to r  e n te re d  in to  th e  e q u a tio n , O f f i c e r 's  

1 -week judgm ent, o v e r th e  e n tr y  o f  su b seq u en t v a r i a b l e s .

The AOR s c o r e 's  p r e d ic t iv e  fu n c t io n  w ith  th e  com posite  c r i t e r i o n  

i s  d o ub ly  s u r p r i s in g ,  a s  i t  i s  a l s o  in  i t s  r e g r e s s io n  on th e  Rule 

I n f r a c t io n s  s c o r e s .  In  each  in s ta n c e ,  a f t e r  h av in g  shown a  r e l a t i v e l y  

low s im p le  c o r r e l a t i o n  w ith  i t s  c r i t e r i o n  (.0557  and .1 2 7 8 'r e s p e c t i v e l y ) , 

th e  AOR s c o re  e n te r e d  th e  e q u a tio n  w ith  m arked ly  h ig h e r  p a r t i a l  c o r r e ­

l a t i o n s  (.2 1 3 1  and .1903 r e s p e c t iv e ly ) .  More unex p ec ted  th an  t h i s ,  

how ever, i s  th e  p r e d i c t o r 's  v a lu e .  AOR s c o re  c o r r e la te d  p o s i t i v e ly  w ith  

th e  two c r i t e r i a ,  and th u s  r e p r e s e n ts  a  p o s i t iv e  c o r r e l a t e  o f  r e s t r a i n t  

l e v e l s .  T h is  r e s u l t  c o n t r a d ic t s  th e  h y p o th e s ize d  in v e rs e  r e l a t i o n s h ip



TABLE 6

REGRESSIONS ON SUM OF CRITERIA. I  AND 2 (CRITERION 3)

P r e d ic to r

D e s c r ip t iv e  D ata

Raw b e ta  
( c o e f f i c i e n t )

F when 
e n te re d

F in a l  F
P a r t i a l  
c o r r .  in  

f i n a l  s te p

Sim ple 
c o r r .  w ith  

c r i t e r i o n

F-- to - e n te r :  1.5
O f f i c e r s  1-week judgm ent (#17) : .7652 11.898 6 .944 .3656 .4420
I n te r v ie w e r 's  judgm ent (#16) .3183 3.307 4 .801 .3105 .3458
Age (#9) 1.0199 3 .419 5.663 .3343 .2501
I n f r a c t io n  re c o rd  (#15) .2791 2 .869 3 .089 .2535 .1989
AOR s c o re  (#18) .0554 2 .140 2 .140 .2131 .0557

C o n sta n t: .5139
M u ltip le  r :  .6020 PRL5  = .7652(#17) +  .3183(#16) +  1 .0199(#9)
F: 5 .273 (p < .0 0 1 )  +  .2791(#15) +  .0554(#18) +  .5139
M u ltip le  r2 ;  .3695

F - to - e n te r :  .5
O f f i c e r 's  1-week judgm ent (#17) .8099 11.898 6 .635 .3732 .4420
I n te r v ie w e r 's  judgm ent (#16) .3478 3.307 4 .901 .3268 .3458
Age (#9) .8244 3 .419 3.247 .2709 .2501
I n f r a c t io n  re c o rd  (#15) .2537 2 .869 2 .419 .2360 .1989
AOR s c o re  (#18) .0405 2 .140 1.054 .1583 .0557
M ate rn a l r e j e c t i o n  (#3) .4809 1.459 .974 .1523 .2348
P a te r n a l  b e a t in g s  (#6 ) - .2 0 5 7 .699 1.437 - .1 8 4 0 -.0 7 8 2
P a te r n a l  r e j e c t i o n  (#4) - .3 0 9 0 .920 .900 -.1 4 6 5 -.0 5 0 5
M ate rn a l b e a tin g s  (#5) - .1 3 4 5 .522 .522 - . 1 1 2 1 - .0 4 7 5

C o n s ta n t: .4376 PRLg = x .8099(#17) +  .3478(#16) +  .8244(#9)
M u ltip le  r :  .6479 +  .2537(#15) +  .0405(#18) +  .4809(#3)
F: 3 .295  (p < .0 0 4 )  -  .2057(#6) -  .3090(#4) -  .1345(#5)
M u ltip le  r 2 ;  .4197 _________ + .4376
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b e tw een  th e  A c tin g -O u t R a tio  and r e s t r a i n t ,  and c o n se q u e n tly  p u ts  th e  

v a lu e  o f  in c lu d in g  The Hand T e s t 's  AOR s c o re  among th e  p re s e n t  p re -  

d i c t o r s  i n to  s e r io u s  doubt (see  below , C hap ter IV ).

R easons f o r  P a te rn a l  b e a t in g s ' and P a te rn a l  r e j e c t i o n 's  n e g a tiv e  

c o r r e l a t i o n s  w ith  th e  c r i t e r i o n  c o u ld  l i e  in  th e  n e a r  t o t a l  la ck  o f  

p a t e r n a l  in f lu e n c e  o f any k in d  among th e  s tu d y 's  _Ss: w i th in  t h i s

fram ew ork , p a te r n a l  r e j e c t i o n  im p lie s  a  p re se n c e , a t  l e a s t ,  on th e  

f a t h e r ' s  p a r t .  B ea tin g s  add an  e lem en t o f  a c t i v e  p a te r n a l  in te rv e n ­

t i o n ,  and p o s s ib ly  co n ce rn , in  th e  l i f e  o f  th e  S. A re a so n  fo r  th e  

u n e x p ec te d  in v e r s e  r e l a t io n s h ip  betw een M ate rn a l b e a tin g s  and th e  

c r i t e r i o n  c o u ld  l i e  in  th e  hom osexual n a tu r e  o f  th e  S s . The fem in ine  

i d e n t i t y  ta k e n  on by many o f  th e  Ss o f te n  e n t a i l s  a  n ear sy m b io tic  

r e l a t i o n s h i p  betw een them selves and t h e i r  m o ther, g randm other, o r 

o th e r  m other s u r r o g a te .  M a te rn a l b e a t in g s ,  among t h i s  sample^ cou ld

s ta n d  a s  an  a n t id o te  to  th e  sy m b io s is , and th u s  s p e l l  th e  p o s s i b i l i t y
*

f o r  some autonom ous se lfh o o d  in  th e  so n . M ate rn a l r e j e c t i o n ,  on th e  

o th e r  han d , seems to  se rv e  a s  to o  s t ro n g  an  a n t id o te  (see  above, p a r t  

C ).

F ig u re s  5 and 6  d e p ic t  th e  d i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  PRL5  .and PRL6  s c o re s  

w i th in  th e  fo u r  c a te g o r ie s  o f  C r i t e r io n  3 s c o r e s .  As in  F ig u re s  3 

and  4 ,  i t  i s  c l e a r  th a t  m ost o f  th e  o v e r la p  can  be assumed by a 

s p ra w lin g  c e n t r a l  c a te g o ry , and t h a t  e r r o r  c o s ts  can  th e re b y  be k e p t a t  

a  minimum. When th e  PRL fo rm u las and fo rm u la ted  c u t- s c o r e s  perfo rm  th e  

s o r t i n g ,  th e  p r e d ic te d  outcom es, a s  c o n t r a s te d  w ith  chance outcom es,
i

o c c u r  a s  p re s e n te d  on T ab le  7. A g a in , a s  w ith  th e  PRL3  and PRL4  d e c i ­

s i o n s ,  th e  fo rm u las  and c u t - s c o r e s  f a r  o u tp e rfo rm  chance , b o th  in  th e  

p r o p o r t io n  o f  t r u e  d e c is io n s  and in  th e  e x te n t ,  o r  d is ta n c e ,  o f  d e c is io n
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Figure 5. Predicted Restraint Level scores computed from Formula 5 and grouped according to scores on Criterion 3.
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TABLE 7

DECISIONS BASED ON CRITERION 3 PRL FORMULAS AND CUT-SCORES

VERSUS CHANCE DECISIONS

C o rre c tn e ss D e c is io n s
o f Very

D e c is io n s A ss a u lt iv e Troublesome Troublesom e R e s tra in e d T o ta l

PRL5  (C u ts: 1 .903; 2 .7 7 0 ; 2 .9 1 7 )

True 3 5 4 12 24

F a ls e 2VT l T ° r 3a  3t 3r °A 2VT 2R 0a  5Vt  6 x 27

7. True 507. 367. 507. 527. 477.

PRL6  (C u ts: 1 .704 ; 2 .7 4 7 ; 2 .9 9 2 )

True 2 6 5 11 24

F a ls e 2VT °T O r 4a 3t 2 r 0a  I v t  4 r 0a  5 v t 6 t 27 •

7. True 507. 407. 507. 507. 477.

Chance A llo tm en t

True 1 4 4 6 15

F a lse 2vt It 2r lA 4T 5R 2a  4 v t 4 r 2a  '4 v t  3T 36

7. True 177. 297. 297. 357. 297.
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TABLE 8

EXTENT OF DECISION ERROR RELATIVE TO DECISION METHOD USED 

( in  % o f  f a l s e  d e c is io n s )

D e c is io n
Method

D is ta n c e  from  t r u e  c a te g o ry

n e a r h i t s 2  c a te g o r ie s  away 3 c a te g o r ie s  away

C r i t e r i i an 2

PRL3  & c u t - s c o r e s 1 0 0 % 0 %

PRL4  & c u t - s c o r e s 1 0 0 % 0 %

chance 73% 27%

C r i t e r io n  3

PRL5  & c u t - s c o r e s 67% 33% 0 %

PRL6  & c u t- s c o r e s 74% 26% 0 %

chance 56% 33% 1 1%

68



69

e r r o r  (s e e  T able  8 ) .

E, A Second Look a t  th e  P r e d ic to r s

As seen  above, two c l i n i c a l  p r e d i c to r s ,  I n te r v ie w e r 's  judgm ent 

and O f f i c e r 's  1-week judgm ent, c o r r e l a t e  b e s t  w ith  th e  c r i t e r i a .  To

d e te rm in e  th e  e x te n t  o f  th e  c o n t r ib u t io n  made by th e s e  two p r e d ic to r s ,

and in  o rd e r  to  se e  w h e th er th e  c o n t r o l l in g  s t r e n g th  o f  th e  two p re ­

d ic to r s  p re v e n ts  th e  e n t r y  o f  o th e rw ise  u s e f u l  p r e d ic to r s  in to  th e  

fo rm u la s , th e  s ix  r e g r e s s io n  e q u a tio n s  w ere r e c a lc u la te d ,  le a v in g  o u t 

th e  two c l i n i c a l  p r e d i c to r s .  T ab le  9 shows th e  e f f e c t  t h e i r  ab sen ce  

has on each  o f th e  s ix  e q u a t io n s .  The two e q u a tio n s  fo r  C r i t e r io n  3 

a r e  m ost a f f e c te d  by th e  a b se n c e , s in c e  b o th  p r e d ic to r s  fu n c t io n  

s t r o n g ly  in  th e se  e q u a tio n s .

Because a l r e a d y - e n te re d  p r e d ic to r s  s t r o n g ly  d e te rm in e  w hich new 

p r e d ic to r s  g a in  e n tr y  in to  a r e g r e s s io n  fo rm u la , th e  e x c lu s io n  o f  

P r e d ic to r s  16 and 17 makes way f o r  th e  e n try  o f  new p r e d ic to r s  and new 

co m b in a tio n s  o f  p r e d i c to r s .  The p r e d ic to r s  e n te r e d ,  w ith  th e  new 

e n t r i e s  u n d e rsc o re d , a r e  th e  fo llo w in g : f o r  C r i t e r io n  1 a t  F= 1 .5 ,

##3 , JLO, & 14 and a t  F = .5 , ##4 , 19, 6 ,  and j> a r e  added ; f o r  C r i t e r io n  2

a t  F = 1 .5 , ##9 , 15, 18, & 13 and a t  F = .5 , # # 5 , & _1 a r e  added ; f o r  

C r i t e r io n  3 a t  F = 1 .5 , # # 9 , 15, & 3 and a t  F = ,5 , ##10, ,20, & _11 a re  

added . In  s p i t e  o f  th e  new a v a i l a b i l i t y  o f  P r e d ic to r s  1, 4 , 5 , 10,

11, and 20 to  th e  e q u a tio n s , i t  i s  c l e a r  from  T ab le  9 t h a t  th e  rem oval 

o f  P r e d ic to r s  16 and 17 r e s u l t s  much more in  a  lo s s  o f  o v e r a l l  p r e d ic ­

t i v e  power th an  in  th e  u n c o v erin g  o f  p o w erfu l new p r e d i c to r s .  P r e d ic ­

to r  10  comes c lo s e s t  to  c o n s t i t u t i n g  a  d is c o v e ry , and i t s  e n t r y  as  th e  

second p r e d ic to r  in  th e  C r i t e r io n  1 fo rm u la  (F = 1 .5 ) in c re a s e s  th e



TABLE 9

CONTRIBUTION OF CLINICAL PREDICTORS, ## 16 AND 17

F - to - E q u a tio n E q u a tio n  s t a t i s t i c s
e n te r s t a t u s

m u lt , r m u lt, r^ F P

C r i t e r io n 1

1.5

16 & 17 in  

16 6c 17 o u t 

d i f f e r e n c e

.5410

.4401

.1009

.2927

.1937

.0990

4.759

3.764

.995

.003

.017

.5

16 6c 17 in  

16 6c 17 o u t 

d i f f e r e n c e

.6144

.5210

.0934

.3755

.2714

.1041

2.762

2.289

.473

.013

.044

C r i t e r io n 2

1.5

16 6c 17 in  

16 6c 17 ou t 

d i f f e r e n c e

.6020

.4275

.1745

.3624

.1827

.1797

5.115

2.571

2.544

.001

.050

.5

16 6c 17 in  

16 6c 17 ou t 

d i f f e r e n c e

.6170

.4568

.1602

.3807

.2087

.1720

4.508,

1.934

2.574

.001

.096

C r i t e r io n  3

1.5

16 6c 17 in  

16 6c 17 o u t 

d i f f e r e n c e

.6020

.3990

.2030

.3695

.1592

.2103

5.273

2.966

2.307

.001

.041

.5

16 6c 17 in  

16 6c 17 o u t 

d i f f e r e n c e

.6479

.4455

.2024

.4197

.1985

.2212

3.295

1.816

1.479

.004

.117
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m u lt ip le  by j u s t  .0414 .

* * *

To sum up , th e  pages o f  C h ap ter I I I  d e s c r ib e  s t a t i s t i c a l  r e l a t i o n ­

sh ip s  betw een 20 p r e d ic to r s  and 3 c r i t e r i a .  The b e s t  s in g le  p re d ic to r s  

o f  th e  p e rs o n a lly  try in g  b e h a v io r  r e f l e c t e d  in  th e  r e g u la r  o f f i c e r ' s  

judgm ents ( C r i te r io n  1) a r e  I n te r v ie w e r 's  judgm ent and M ate rn a l r e j e c ­

t io n ;  th e  b e s t  s in g le  p r e d ic to r s  o f  th e  more e x te r n a l  k in d  o f  d e s t r u c ­

t i v e  b e h a v io r , r e f l e c t e d  in  i n f r a c t i o n  r e p o r t s  ( C r i t e r io n  2 ) ,  a r e  

O f f i c e r 's  1-week judgm ent and Age. As T a b le s  3 , 5 , 7 , and 8  i n d ic a te ,  

th e  form ulas t h a t  combine th e s e  fo u r  p r e d ic to r s  w ith  o th e rs  perfo rm  

much b e t t e r  in  a s s ig n in g  Jis to  p re s c r ib e d  c a te g o r ie s  th an  would ra n ­

dom ass ig n m en t. N o n e th e le ss  th e  fo rm u la s , as  p r e d ic t iv e  in s tru m e n ts , 

r e q u i r e  marked re f in e m e n t b e fo re  b e in g  g iv e n  r e g u la r  u se  w i th in  a 

p r is o n  c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  o r  s c re e n in g  p ro c e d u re . The p e r s o n a l ly  t r y in g  

b e h av io r as  such  how ever, th e  b e h a v io r  r e f l e c t e d  in  th e  R egu lar 

O f f i c e r 's  Judgm ent, m e r i ts  im m ediate a d m in is t r a t iv e  a t t e n t i o n ,  a  sub­

j e c t  t h a t  c o n s t i tu t e s  a  m ajo r c o n ce rn  o f  th e  n e x t c h a p te r .



CHAPTER IV

DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

A. V i a b i l i t y  o f  S tu d y 's  Method

The u se  o f  th e  s te p w ise  m u lt ip le  l i n e a r  r e g re s s io n  method h as  

b een  e x p la in e d  a s  a  way to  g a in  needed in fo rm a tio n . The lo s s  in  u n i­

v e r s a l  a p p l i c a b i l i t y  o f  th e  fo rm u las  as  a  r e s u l t  o f  th e  s te p p in g  

p ro c e d u re  has a l s o  been  d is c u s s e d .  I t  i s  hoped th a t  th e  s te p p in g  

p ro c e d u re  w i l l  become u n n ecessa ry ' by making i t  p o s s ib le  e v e n tu a l ly  

f o r  r e s e a r c h e r s  to  c o n s t r u c t  e f f e c t i v e  m u lt ip le  l in e a r  r e g r e s s io n  

fo rm u las  grounded s t r i c t l y  in  in fo rm a tio n  d e r iv e d  from p r io r  s tu d i e s .

I t  i s  w i th in  th e  dynamic o f  some such  p ro g re s s io n  o f  s tu d ie s  th a t  

th e  p r e s e n t  w o rk 's  e x p lo ra to ry  b e n t f in d s  i t s  m eaning.

W ith in  t h i s  dynamic tow ard v a l id  p r e d ic t io n ,  th e  p re s e n t  s tu d y  

h as  co n firm ed  two c lo s e ly  r e l a t e d  m e th o d o lo g ic a l p r in c ip le s  c i t e d  

e a r l i e r .  F i r s t ,  on th e  th e o ry  th a t  a  m an y -face ted  in fo rm a tio n  

g a th e r in g  mechanism i s  more e f f e c t i v e  th a n  a  s in g le  in te rv ie w  o r 

p r o je c t iv e  t e s t ,  th e  judgm ents o f  th e  j3s them selves and o f  a  p r is o n  

o f f i c e r ,  and th e  c r im in a l  and in f r a c t i o n  re c o rd s  o f  th e  J3s, w ere a l l  

engaged a s  p r e d i c to r s .  As th e  r e s u l t s  have d em o n stra ted , one o f  th e s e  

e n la rg em e n ts  o f  th e  in fo rm a tio n -g a th e r in g  mechanism, th e  o f f i c e r ' s  

judgm en t, se rv e d  a s  th e  b e s t  o f  th e  tw enty  p r e d ic to r s ,  and th e  o th e r  

th r e e  o b ta in e d  r e l a t i v e l y  h ig h  s im p le  c o r r e la t io n s  w ith  one o r  th e  o th e r  

o f  th e  two b a s ic  c r i t e r i a .  Thus th e  s tu d y  confirm s th e  a d v i s a b i l i t y  o f  

e n l i s t i n g  p r e d ic t iv e  in fo rm a tio n  from  d iv e r s e  so u rc e s .

The second  p r in c ip le  fo llo w ed  in  th e  s tu d y  c o n s i s t s  in  a  more de­

f in e d  form  o f  th e  above p r i n c i p l e ,  nam ely, t h a t  th re e  d i f f e r e n t  k in d s
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o f  p r e d ic to r s  sho u ld  be em ployed. Each o f  th e  th re e  ty p e s  recommended 

in  C hapter I I  — c l i n i c a l ,  l i f e - h i s t o r y ,  and p r o je c t iv e  p r e d ic to r s  - -  

has g a in ed  e n try  in to  a t  l e a s t  one o f  th e  r e g r e s s io n  e q u a t io n s .  Thus 

th e  more d e f in e d  form o f th e  " d iv e r s e  p r e d ic to r s "  p r in c ip le  has a l s o  

been co n firm ed . L e t us b r i e f l y  c o n s id e r  th e  p r e d ic t iv e  r o l e  o f  each 

o f  th e  th r e e  ty p e s .

1. C l in ic a l  p r e d ic to r s  

In  h is  com pelling  c h a lle n g e  to  th e  s p e c i f i c a l l y  p r e d ic t iv e  fu n c ­

t io n  o f  th e  c l i n i c i a n ,  Meehl (1959) c i t e s  e ig h te e n  s tu d ie s  in  w hich 

c l i n i c i a n s '  p r e d ic t iv e  e f f i c i e n c y  was found to  be e q u a l o r  i n f e r i o r  

to  th e  e f f ic ie n c y  o f  a c t u a r i a l  d a ta  fo rm u la te d  in  v a r io u s  s t r i c t l y  

s t a t i s t i c a l  w ays. In  s e v e ra l  o f  th e  s tu d ie s  c i t e d ,  Meehl a p p e a ls  to  

th e  r e l a t i v e l y  poor showing o f  c l i n i c a l  v a r i a b le s  used  in  r e g r e s s io n  

e q u a tio n s  a lo n g  w ith  " o b je c t iv e ,"  n o n - c l i n i c a l ,  v a r i a b l e s .  The p re ­

em inen t r o le  o f  P r e d ic to r s  16 and 17 in  th e  p r e s e n t  w o rk 's  fo rm ulas 

c o n s t r a s t s  s h a rp ly  w ith  t h i s  p a r t  o f  M ee h l's  o v e r a l l  c h a lle n g e . F u r­

th e rm o re , Form ulas PRL^ and PRLg lo s e  more th a n  h a l f  o f  t h e i r  p r e d ic ­

t i v e  pow er, in  th e  form o f  t h e i r  r e s p e c t iv e  m u l t ip le  r ^ ' s ,  when 

P r e d ic to r s  16 and 17 a re  removed from  them (s e e  T ab le  9 , p .7 0 ) .

F in a l ly ,  a d i f f e r e n c e  betw een m u l t ip le  r ^ ' s  f o r  th e  s t r i c t l y  c l i n i c a l  

a s  opposed to  n o n - c l in ic a l  p r e d ic to r s  in  th e  fo rm u las PRL5  and PRLg 

a l s o  fa v o rs  th e  c l i n i c a l  p r e d ic to r s :  th e  m u l t ip le  r^  f o r  th e  two

c l i n i c a l  p r e d ic to r s  tak en  a lo n e  i s  .2 4 7 2 , f o r  each  fo rm u la , w hereas 

f o r  th e  n o n - c l in ic a l  p r e d ic to r s  i t  i s  .1592 and .1985 r e s p e c t iv e ly .

The p re s e n t  s tu d y 's  c l i n i c a l  p r e d ic to r s  have  th u s  p roved  to  be ex trem e ly  

u s e f u l .
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C l i n i c a l  p r e d ic to r s  sho u ld  th e r e f o r e  p ro v id e  m ajor p r e d ic t iv e  con­

t r i b u t i o n s  in  f u tu r e  s tu d i e s .  A c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  s tu d y , f o r  in s ta n c e ,  

co u ld  in c lu d e  r e g u la r  c o n ta c t  betw een new inm ates and a  c l i n i c i a n  th a t  

p a r a l l e l s  t h e i r  c o n ta c t  w ith  th e  p r e d ic t in g  o f f i c e r ,  and th e re b y  p e r ­

haps im prove th e  i n te r v ie w e r 's  p r e d ic t io n s .  An ex tre m e ly  v a lu a b le  

c l i n i c a l  p r e d i c t i o n  m igh t be g a in ed  th ro u g h  d i s c r e e t l y  a d m in is te re d  

p ee r r a t i n g s .  T hese w ere im p o ss ib le  in  th e  p re s e n t  s tu d y , b u t  w ith in  

a  c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  s e t t i n g ,  a  r o u t in e  q u e s t io n n a ir e  a d m in is te re d  a f t e r  

one o r two w eeks co u ld  in c lu d e  q u e s t io n s  ab o u t th e  " p u sh in e ss"  and 

th e  " ev e n -te m p e re d n ess"  o f  o n e s e lf  a s  compared to  each  o f  th e  o th e r  

inm ates in  th e  s e t t i n g .  A d i s t i n c t  s o c io m e tr ic  m a tr ix  would r e s u l t  

from each  v a r i a b l e .  F in a l ly ,  th e  S 's  own a s s a u l t  e x p e c ta t io n ,  a 

r e l a t i v e l y  good c l i n i c a l  p r e d ic to r  o f  Rule I n f r a c t io n s ,  m ight be 

p a r a l l e l e d  by th e  J3 's judgm ent ab o u t h i s  tro u b le so m e n ess , o r  h is  

"burdensom e dependence" on s t a f f  e n e r g ie s .

2 . L i f e - h i s t o r y  p r e d ic to r s

R easons why th e  m a te rn a l v a r ia b le s  showed a  g r e a te r  p r e d ic t iv e  

pwer th a n  th e  p a te r n a l  ones have been  touched  on b r i e f l y  above. The 

m other i s  th e  p a r e n t  who was g e n e r a l ly  more p re s e n t  to  th e  Ss and who 

th e r e f o r e  h as  p ro v id e d  th e  g r e a te r  amount o f  v a r ia n c e  to  be d e a l t  w ith , 

b o th  by th e  c h i ld  and th e  r e s e a r c h e r .  The low and n e g a tiv e  c o r r e l a ­

t io n s  on th e  p a te r n a l  r e j e c t i o n  and b e a t in g  sc o re s  has been  s im i l a r ly  

e x p la in e d  a s  an  e f f e c t  o f  f r e q u e n t p a te r n a l  ab sen ce .

The low c o r r e l a t i o n s  fo r  P a te r n a l  r e j e c t i o n  co u ld  a r i s e  a s  a 

j o i n t  e f f e c t  o f :  1 ) a c t i v e  p a te r n a l  r e j e c t i o n ,  im ply ing  a t  l e a s t  a  

p h y s ic a l  p re s e n c e  o f  th e  f a th e r ;  and 2 ) th e  s o n 's  lo s s  o f  s e l f - c o n f id e n c e
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a s  a  r e s u l t  o f  th e  r e j e c t i o n .  The n e g a tiv e  im pact o f  th e  l a t t e r  

e f f e c t  i s  c an c e led  by th e  p o s i t iv e  e f f e c t  o f  th e  f a t h e r 's  p re se n c e . 

S im i la r ly  th e  p a te r n a l  b e a tin g s  r e p r e s e n t  n o t o n ly  th e  v io le n c e ,  a n g e r , 

and r e j e c t i o n  in h e re n t  in  b e a t in g s ;  th e y  a l s o  a t t e s t  to  th e  f a t h e r 's  

p re sen c e  and to  an  a c t iv e  engagem ent in  th e  l i f e  o f  th e  so n . For 

b o th  p r e d ic to r s ,  th e n , some c a n c e lin g  o f e f f e c t  co u ld  be ta k in g  p la c e ,  

b u t a  c a n c e lin g  th a t  i s  i n t e l l i g i b l e  o n ly  in  l i g h t  o f  th e  n o rm ativ e  

p a te r n a l  a b se n c e .

To im prove th e  e f f e c t iv e n e s s  o f  th e  p a te r n a l  p r e d i c to r s ,  th e  

s o c ia l  c o n te x t  o f  th e  f a t h e r 's  b e h a v io r  tow ard th e  inm ate  - -  s p e c i­

f i c a l l y ,  th e  m eaning th e  b e h av io r had  fo r  th e  inm ate  when he  was 

young - -  would have to  be more c l e a r l y  d e te rm in ed  th a n  has been  done in  

th e  p re s e n t  work. For re a so n s  o f a v a i l a b le  v a r ia n c e ,  how ever, i t  would 

be more p ro d u c tiv e  to  c o n c e n tra te  f i r s t  on r e f in in g  th e  m a te rn a l p re ­

d i c to r s  in  t h i s  way. To improve th e  o v e r a l l  c o n t r ib u t io n  o f  l i f e -  

h i s t o r y  p r e d i c to r s ,  th e  MMPI, i t s  s h o r te n e d  form , o r o th e r  t r i e d  q u es­

t i o n n a i r e  m easures m ight be added to  th e  in s tru m e n t - -  g ra n te d  th e  tim e , 

r e s o u r c e s ,  and jSs1 re a d in g  a b i l i t y  r e q u ir e d  fo r  t h e i r  a d m in is t r a t io n  

a r e  a v a i l a b l e .  (F or th e  somewhat en co u rag in g  r e s u l t s  o f  an  e x te n s iv e  

b a t t e r y  o f  such  t e s t s  a d m in is te re d  to  L o u is ia n a  p r is o n  in m ates w ith  

h ig h  and low d i s c i p l in a r y  r e p o r t  r a t i n g s ,  s e e  S u tk e r and Moan, 1972 .)

3 . P r o je c t iv e  p r e d ic to r s .

Among th e  c o r r e la t io n s  betw een p r e d ic to r s  th em selv es  (s e e  

A ppendix C ), P a r e n ta l  e x p e c ta t io n s  c o r r e l a t e s  rem ark ab le  w e l l  w ith  

th e  th r e e  p r o je c t iv e  Hand T e s t p r e d ic to r s  ( P r e d ic to r s  18, 19, and 2 0 ) . 

Thus h ig h  p a r e n ta l  e x p e c ta t io n s  among th e  p re s e n t  s tu d y 's  jj>s s e rv e s  as



76

an  in d ic a to r  o f  f r e q u e n t p r o je c t iv e  re sp o n se s  e n t a i l i n g  a g g re s s io n , 

d i r e c t i o n ,  and p a r t i c u l a r l y  com m unication ( th e  l a s t  b e in g  in c lu d e d  

o n ly  in  P r e d ic to r  20 , A ss a u lt-P ro n e n e s s , w hich c o r r e l a t e s  .48  w ith  

P a r e n ta l  e x p e c ta t io n s ) .  The d i r e c t i o n ,  o r  o r d e r - g iv in g ,  re sp o n se s  

co u ld  be t r a c e a b le  to  an  im i ta t io n  o f  h ig h -e x p e c ta t io n  p a r e n ts ,  and 

th e  com m unication re sp o n se s  to  th e  q u e s t i o n n a i r e 's  e x p l i c i t  in c lu s io n  

o f  sch o o l perfo rm ance a s  a  p a r e n ta l  e x p e c ta t io n .  High p a r e n ta l  expec­

t a t io n s  a ls o  p o in t  to  low er f r e q u e n c ie s  among th e  f e a r ,  dependence, and 

a f f e c t i o n  re s p o n s e s .

Thus h ig h  P a r e n ta l  e x p e c ta t io n s  s c o r e s ,  c o r r e l a t i n g  as  ex p ec ted  

w ith  h ig h  r e s t r a i n t  le v e l s  on O f f i c e r 's  Judgm ent ( C r i t e r io n  1 ) , p o in t  

to  r e l a t i v e l y  f e a r l e s s ,  in d e p en d e n t, a u t h o r i t a r i a n ,  a g g re s s iv e ,  and 

in te r p e r s o n a l ly  a c t i v e  (com m unicative) in d iv id u a ls .  But a s  m entioned  

above th e y  p o in t  a l s o  to  p e rso n s  who come o f f  in  a l l  th r e e  a c t in g - o u t  

fo rm u las o f  The Hand T e s t a s  h av in g  h ig h  a c t in g - o u t  p r o p e n s i t i e s .  

B esides u n d e rs c o r in g  w hat has a lr e a d y  been  su g g es te d  a b o u t th e  w eakness 

o r  lack  o f  autonomy th a t  l i e s  beh in d  a c t in g - o u t ,  t h i s  anom aly r a i s e s  

q u e s tio n s  a b o u t th e  v a l i d i t y  o f  The Hand T e s t 's  c o n te n t  s c o r in g  p ro ­

c e d u re . When th e  fo llo w in g  th r e e  f a c to r s  a r e  added to  th e  anom aly: 

l ) t h e  AOR s c o r e 's  p o s i t iv e  p r e d ic t iv e  c o n t r ib u t io n  to  h ig h  r e s t r a i n t  

le v e ls  i n  R ule I n f r a c t io n s  and th e  co m p o site  c r i t e r i o n ;  2) P a r e n ta l  

e x p e c ta t io n s ' .32  c o r r e l a t i o n  w ith  r e s t r a i n t  le v e l s  on p a s t  i n f r a c ­

t i o n s ;  3 ) A s s a u l t iv e n e s s  o f  c r im in a l  re c o rd  c o r r e l a t i n g  - .1 0 ,  - .0 1 ,  

and .02 r e s p e c t iv e ly  w ith  th e  th re e  Hand T e s t p r e d ic to r s  — i t  becomes 

c l e a r  t h a t  th e  v e ry  Hand T e s t  re sp o n se s  in te n d e d  a s  in d ic a to r s  o f  

a c t in g - o u t  p r o p e n s i t i e s  ( d i r e c t i o n ,  a g g re s s io n ,  com m unication in  

A ssa u lt-P ro n e n e s s )  may be e q u a l ly  in d ic a t iv e  o f  an  independence  or.
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f e a r l e s s n e s s  t h a t  makes d e s t r u c t iv e  b e h av io r u n n e ce ssa ry . The ,48 

c o r r e l a t i o n  betw een P a re n ta l  e x p e c ta t io n s  and A ssa u lt-P ro n e n e ss  s e rv e s  

a s  th e  c l e a r e s t  s ig n a l  t h a t  term s l ik e  a g g re s s io n , d i r e c t i o n ,  and d e ­

pendence c o u ld  be more am biguous v i s  a v i s  a c t in g - o u t  th a n  d e s c r ip t i v e  

o r  p r e d ic t iv e .

For th e  f u tu r e ,  in  a d d i t io n  to  e x p lo r in g  p r o je c t iv e  m easures c i t e d  

in  C hap ter I I ,  re s o u rc e s  p e r m i t t in g ,  a t e s t  t h a t  m easures th e  S 's  se n se  

o f  h is  own autonomy m igh t be d e v is e d . I t  cou ld  draw on th e o r ie s  o f 

f i e l d  dependence and independence  and o f  s e l f - e s te e m , and co u ld  model 

i t s e l f  a f t e r  th e  R orschach human movement re sp o n ses  and th e  HIT 

B a r r ie r  s c o r e .  The f u l l  p r e d ic t iv e  in s tru m e n t sh o u ld , in  any e v e n t, 

in c lu d e  some u s e f u l  p r o je c t iv e  te c h n iq u e . In  th e  p re s e n t  s tu d y  o n ly  

th e  AGG s c o re  g a in ed  e n try  in to  one o f th e  e q u a tio n s  w ith  an ap p ro ­

p r i a t e l y  n e g a tiv e  v a lu e .

To sum up , in  f u tu r e  s tu d ie s  th e  a p p a re n t e x c e lle n c e  o f  c l i n i c a l  

p r e d ic to r s  sh o u ld  be f u l l y  e x p lo i te d ;  th e  l i f e - h i s t o r y  p r e d ic to r s  

sh o u ld  be fo cu sed  more s h a rp ly  to  b r in g  o u t th e  meaning th e  h i s t o r i ­

c a l  f a c t s  had f o r  th e  S a t  th e  tim e th e y  o ccu rred  and o th e r  q u e s t io n ­

n a i r e s  m ig h t be e x p lo re d ; f i n a l l y ,  in  view  o f  th e  d is a p p o in tin g  r e ­

s u l t s  o f  The Hand T e s t ,  o th e r  p r o je c t iv e  d e v ic e s  - -  p o s s ib ly  new 

m easures t h a t  fo cu s  s p e c i f i c a l l y  on th e  _S's sen se  o f  autonomy — sh o u ld  

be e x p lo re d . A s im u lta n eo u s  s e a rc h  fo r  a l l  th re e  k in d s  o f  p r e d ic to r s ,  

conform ing a s  i t  does to  th e  m e th o d o lo g ic a l p r in c ip le s  d is c u s se d  

ab o v e , s e rv e s  as  a  s y s te m a tic  way to  meet th e  s t a t i s t i c a l  need fo r  p re ­

d i c to r s  t h a t  a r e  in d ep en d en t o f  one a n o th e r .  D if f e r e n t  k in d s  o f  p re ­

d i c t i v e  in fo rm a tio n  can  be e x p ec ted  to  be more independen t o f  one ano-
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th e r  th a n  in fo rm a tio n  o f  th e  same k in d , o th e r  f a c to r s  b e in g  e q u a l, 

s in c e  p r e d ic to r s  c a r ry  p e r ip h e r a l  y e t  p r e d i c t i v e ly  e f f e c t i v e  d e t e r ­

m in a n ts , o r  " n o is e , 11 a lo n g  w ith  th em selv es  t h a t  o v e r la p s  s o l e l y  w ith  

p r e d ic to r s  o f  t h e i r  own k in d .

B. C o s tly  P e rso n a l D e s tru c tiv e n e s s

Im m atu rity , dependence, m a n ip u la tiv e n e s s , in s o le n c e ,  con tem ptuous­

n e s s ,  and o th e r  forms o f  p e r s o n a l ly  t r y in g  b e h a v io r  — t h i s  i s  h a rd ly  

th e  b e h av io r t h a t  comes to  mind when one th in k s  o f  " d e s t r u c t iv e  p r is o n  

b e h a v io r ."  I t  i s  t h i s  b e h a v io r , how ever, th a t  th e  r e g u la r  o f f i c e r  

who s u p e rv ise d  th e  p re s e n t  s tu d y 's  ]3s seems to  have found m ost " t r o u b le ­

som e." W ith p e r s o n a l ly  t r y in g  b e h a v io r  w earin g  away a t  f r o n t - l i n e  

o f f i c e r s  on a  d a i ly  b a s i s ,  i t  i s  n o t s u r p r i s in g  th a t  th e y  look  to  desk  

jo b s  and o th e r  p o s i t io n s  beyond th e  ran g e  o f  such  p re s s u re s  a s  a re fu g e  

fo r  th e m se lv e s . Somewhat u n e x p e c te d ly , th e n , a  d i s t i n c t  p e rs o n a l k ind  

o f  d e s t r u c t iv e  b e h av io r has come to  l i g h t  in  th e  p re s e n t  s tu d y  in  a d d i­

t io n  to  th e  p h y s ic a l ly  d e s t r u c t iv e  k in d  a n t i c ip a te d  a t  th e  o u t s e t .

U ndoubtedly  th e  p e rso n a l d e s t r u c t iv e n e s s  s t r o n g ly  a f f e c t s  adm in i­

s t r a t i v e  co n cern s  l ik e  s t a f f  m o ra le , jo b  tu rn o v e r ,  and th e  p e rs o n a l 

l i f e  o f  s t a f f  o f f  th e  jo b . The problem  o f  th e  p e r s o n a l ly  d e s t r u c t iv e  

b e h a v io r  c o u ld  be p a r t i a l l y  and im m ed ia te ly  m et by acknow ledging  i t  as 

a  m ajor c h a lle n g e  f o r  th e  c o r r e c t io n  o f f i c e r  and p ro v id in g  t r a in in g  

a p p ro p r ia te  f o r  him to  d e a l  w ith  i t  in  a  professional f a s h io n .  For th e  

t r a in in g  to  b r in g  a b o u t l a s t in g  im provem ents in  p r is o n  l i f e ,  i t  sh o u ld  

be ro o te d  in  v a l id  p r in c ip le s  o f  human in t e r a c t i o n .

The p re s e n t  s tu d y 's  p r e d ic to r s  t h a t  c o r r e l a t e  w e l l  w ith  th e  re g u ­

l a r  o f f i c e r ' s  judgm ent p ro v id e  some c lu e s  a b o u t th e  b e h a v io r  in  q u e s t io n .
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A thorough  u n d e rs ta n d in g  o f  th e  e f f e c t s  o f  m a te rn a l  or p a t e r n a l  r e j e c ­

t i o n ,  f o r  exam ple, co u ld  p re p a re  a  c o r r e c t i o n  o f f i c e r  f o r  th e  obnoxious 

b e h a v io r  he f a c e s .  Armed w i th  such  u n d e r s ta n d in g ,  th e  o f f i c e r  could  

view r e j e c t e d  inm ates  as  s u f f e r i n g  from f e e l i n g s  o f  r o o t l e s s n e s s ,  and 

from a  p a s s io n a t e  hunger to  " b e lo n g ,"  to  be ro o te d  in  a  p e r s o n a l  way.

The o f f i c e r  cou ld  th e n  s e e  t h a t  th e  inm ate , la c k in g  th e  tho roughgoing  

a c c e p ta n c e  he needs to  t r u l y  b e lo n g ,  w re s t s  th e  n e x t  b e s t  th in g  he can 

f in d  from  n earb y  a u t h o r i t y  f i g u r e s :  a t t e n t i o n ,  o f  w h a tev e r  s o r t .

F i n a l l y  th e  r e j e c t e d  in m a te 's  whole invo lvem ent w i th  th e  c r im in a l  j u s ­

t i c e  sys tem  — h i s  invo lvem ent w i th  a r r e s t i n g  o f f i c e r s ,  w i th  ju d g es ,  

w i th  c o r r e c t i o n a l  p e r s o n n e l ,  and w i th  p a r o le  o f f i c e r s  - -  cou ld  be seen  

as  one g rand  a p p r o p r i a t i o n  o f  th e  needed a t t e n t i o n .

I f  a  c o r r e c t i o n  o f f i c e r  views p e r s o n a l ly  t r y i n g  b e h a v io r  in  the  

above k in d  o f  way, he  b e g in s  t o  s e e  th e  b e h a v io r  w i th  more o b j e c t i v i t y .  

The o b j e c t i v i t y , - in  t u r n ,  makes i t  p o s s ib l e  f o r  him to  s e e  th e  b eh av io r  

a s  o r i g i n a t i n g  w i t h i n  th e  in m a te 's  h i s t o r y ,  r a t h e r  th a n  a s  a  s t r i c t l y  

p e r s o n a l  re sp o n se  a g a i n s t  h im s e l f .  The o f f i c e r ' s  o b j e c t i v i t y  th u s  r e ­

moves much o f  th e  s t i n g  from th e  b e h a v io r ,  th e re b y  h e lp in g  him f o r t i f y  

and m a in ta in  th e  em o tio n a l  c o n t r o l  so  e s s e n t i a l  t o  h i s  p r o f e s s io n .

K aren H o rn ey 's  d e s c r i p t i o n  (1945) o f  human i n t e r a c t i o n  can  a l s o  

p ro v id e  an  o b j e c t i v e  framework w i t h i n  which c o r r e c t i o n a l  s t a f f  can 

d e a l  w i th  obnoxious inm ate b e h a v io r .  She s e e s  a p e r s o n 's  way o f  i n t e r ­

a c t i n g  a s  a  complex i n t e r p l a y  o f  h i s  t e n d e n c ie s  t o  "move to w ard ,"

"move a g a i n s t , "  and "move away from" o t h e r s .  I n  each  p e r s o n ,  one o f  

th e  te n d e n c ie s  a p p ea rs  as  dom inan t, w h i le  th e  o th e r  te n d e n c ie s  can 

be  f u n c t io n in g  n o n e th e le s s  f o r c e f u l l y  under  th e  s u r f a c e .  The com plex ity  

o f  t h i s  i n t e r p l a y  has  p r a c t i c a l  i n t e r p e r s o n a l  r e p e r c u s s io n s .  For
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example, an  o f f i c e r  who f e e l s  p e s te r e d  by an immature in m a te 's  depen­

dence on him may u n d e rs ta n d  th e  in m a te 's  b eh av io r  sim ply a s  one o f  

"moving tow ard" him. As a  r e s u l t  th e  o f f i c e r  f e e l s  e x a s p e ra te d :  how

can he f e e l  p e s te r e d  by , and an g ry  a t ,  someone who needs him, looks up 

to  him, depends on him? U nless  he  r e a l i z e s  t h a t  th e  in m a te 's  c l i n g i n g  

can be stemming from a r e s e n t f u l  hunger fo r  human c o n ta c t  and thus  mean 

a "moving a g a i n s t "  a s  w e l l  a s  a  moving tow ard , he w i l l  f e e l  p a ra ly s e d  

in  h i s  e f f o r t s  to  r e l a t e  h i s  a n g e r  to  th e  in m a te 's  b e h a v io r .

C o n v erse ly ,  b e h a v io r  t h a t  appea rs  as  "moving a g a in s t "  o t h e r s  may 

e n t a i l  a s  much "moving toward" o r  "moving away" as  i t  does " a g a i n s t . "  

In s o le n c e ,  i n s u l t s ,  and even  a s s a u l t  can fu n c t io n  as ways t o  e x t o r t  

a t t e n t i o n  and human c lo s e n e s s  from o t h e r s ,  o r  a s  ways to  a s s e r t  o n e 's  

d i f f e r e n c e  and independence from them. The w r e s t l e r ' s  embrace drama­

t i z e s  th e  f i r s t  o f  th e s e  p a rad o x es ,  and th e  "sweep" ( t a c k l in g  th e  

opponent by u se  o f  one l e g ,  keep ing  o n e s e l f  f r e e )  th e  second . Thus 

"moving tow ard"  and "moving a g a in s t "  can each  r e p r e s e n t  complex u n d e r ­

c u r r e n t s ,  and th u s  th e  b e h a v io r s  r e q u i r e  p a t i e n t  and r a t h e r  unconven­

t i o n a l  u n d e r s ta n d in g .  A p r o f i c i e n c y  in  r e c o g n iz in g  and re sp o n d in g  to  

such  b e h a v io r a l  c o m p le x i t i e s  shou ld  g r e a t l y  enhance th e  hum anizing fu n c ­

t i o n  o f  th e  c o r r e c t i o n  o f f i c e r ,  and as  a  byproduct should  b o o s t  h i s  

m o ra le .

C. What to  Do

On September 26, 1973, on th e  te s t im o n y  o f  a p s y c h i a t r i s t  q u o t in g  

a s o c i a l  w orker who had a l l e g e d l y  in te rv ie w e d  fam ily  members o f  th e  

d e fe n d a n t ,  a  3 2 - y e a r - o ld  P u e r to  R ican  p r i s o n e r  was d e c la re d  "d an g ero u s"  

by th e  p r e s id in g  judge  f t :  t h e  B e l lev u e  P s y c h ia t r i c  H o sp i ta l  C ourt i n
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New York C i ty .  On th e  b a s i s  o f  th e  e v id en ce  p r e s e n te d ,  th e  d e fe n d an t  

cou ld  o r  cou ld  n o t  c o n s t i t u t e  a t h r e a t  to  o t h e r s '  w e l f a r e .  He w i l l  

n o n e th e le s s  be d e f in e d  and t r e a t e d  a s  "dangerous"  a t  th e  Mattewan 

S t a t e  P r i s o n  f o r  dangerous o f f e n d e rs  to  which he was s e n t .  Thus, 

th rough  a  s o c i a l l y  s a n c t io n e d  d e c is io n -m ak in g  p ro c e s s ,  a  man has  been 

branded  w i th  a  f r i g h t e n i n g  a d j e c t i v e ,  and d isp o se d  o f  a c c o r d in g ly .

C le a r ly  th e  problem  w i th  such a  p r o c e s s ,  o r  w i th  any p ro ced u re  

used  to  d i f f e r e n t i a t e  th e  dangerous o r  troub lesom e from th e  non- 

dangerous o r  non -troub lesom e i s  t h a t  th e  d i f f e r e n t i a t i o n  i t s e l f  may 

d e f in e  a  p e rso n  in  such a  way t h a t  b o th  he and h i s  a s s o c i a t e s  come 

to  t r e a t  him more in  term s o f  th e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  a s s ig n e d  him th an  in  

terms o f  h i s  f u l l  r e p e r t o i r e  o f  c a p a b i l i t i e s  and p a s t  d e ed s .  T h is  i s  

c o u n te r p ro d u c t iv e  in  t h a t  i t  quashes  what r e s o u rc e s  t h e r e  may be fo r  

th e  developm ent o f  a  s e c u r e ,  autonomous s e l f .  "D angerous ,"  " a s s a u l t i v e , "  

and " tro u b le so m e"  sh o u ld  be viewed whenever p o s s ib l e  a s  b r i s t l i n g  

t h o r n i l y  w i th in  th e  p e r s o n a l i t y ' s  f u l l  bouquet o f  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  

r a t h e r  th a n  a s  s o l i t a r y  grow ths unaccompanied by blossom s o f  any k in d .

Or, to  view th e  problem  a g a in  i n  l i g h t  o f  H o rn ey 's  c o n c e p t io n  o f  th e  

"co n sp icu o u s"  a t t i t u d e :  th e  u n d e r c u r r e n ts  o f  l e s s  consp icuous  a t t i ­

tu d es  shou ld  n o t  be l o s t  s i g h t  o f  when d e a l in g  w i th  someone who p re ­

s e n t s  h im s e l f ,  o r  who i s  p r e s e n te d ,  a s  a  tro u b leso m e  o r  a s s a u l t i v e  i n d i ­

v i d u a l .

Thus when inm ates a r e  c l a s s i f i e d  a s  " p e r s o n a l ly  t ro u b le s o m e ,"  f o r  

example, th ey  should  be a s s ig n e d  to  t r e a tm e n t  u n i t s  s t a f f e d  by persons  

a b le  t o  view  th e  b e h av io r  w i th  th e  k in d  o f  o b j e c t i v i t y  d is c u s s e d  

e a r l i e r ,  and to  respond  e f f e c t i v e l y  to  th e  l e s s  co n sp icu o u s  a s  w e l l  as  

more consp icuous  a t t i t u d e s .  A p o l i c y  o f  c l a s s i f y i n g  and t r e a t i n g  p e r ­
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s o n a l l y  troub lesom e inm ates i n  t h i s  way would e n t a i l  i n i t i a l  c o s t s  — 

f i n a n c i a l l y ,  in  o f f i c e r  t r a i n i n g ,  and in  th e  ongoing program d ev e lo p ­

ment r e s e a r c h  r e q u i r e d  f o r  th e  p o l i c y ' s  l a s t i n g  s u c c e s s .  But th e  

im p lem en ta t io n  o f  th e  p o l ic y  would s e rv e  a s  an  inform ed and d e f i n i t e  

re sp o n se  to  th e  fo l lo w in g  c r i t i c i s m  o f  New York S t a t e  p r i s o n s  v o iced  

by th e  s t a t e ' s  S p e c ia l  Commission on A t t i c a :

" S e c u r i ty "  has  c o n t in u e d  to  be th e  _ / s ta te  p r i s o n  s ^ s tem '.s /  
dom inant theme: th e  f a n ta s y  o f  re fo rm  J o t  in m a te s /  l e g i t i ­
mized p r i s o n s  b u t  th e  fu n c t io n a l i s m  o f  c u s to d y  has  p e rp e tu a ­
te d  them. ( A t t i c a . Bantam PB, 1972, p . 2 . )

D. Inform ed Program Development

The P r e s i d e n t ' s  Commission on Law Enforcement and A d m in is t r a t io n  

o f  J u s t i c e  p r e d i c t s  t h a t  in  1975 a lm o s t  two m i l l i o n  Americans w i l l  be 

l i v i n g  beh ind  b a r s .  The t r e a tm e n t  to  be  p ro v id ed  t h i s  p o p u la t io n  c e r ­

t a i n l y  m e r i t s  c a r e f u l  p la n n in g .  B as ic  to  p lan n in g  i s  th e  procurem ent 

o f  d i f f e r e n t  k in d s  o f  p e r t i n e n t  in fo rm a t io n .

The p r e s e n t  s tu d y ,  f o r  i n s t a n c e ,  p ro v id e s  two w id e ly  d i f f e r e n t  

k in d s  o f  p la n n in g  in fo rm a t io n .  F i r s t ,  i t  p ro v id e s  in fo rm a t io n  abou t 

th e  r e l a t i v e  u s e f u ln e s s  o f  p r e d i c t o r s ,  b o th  o f  p h y s i c a l ly  and o f  p e r ­

s o n a l l y  d e s t r u c t i v e  b e h a v io r .  The s e a rc h  f o r  t h i s  in fo rm a t io n  was 

m o t iv a te d  by th e  c o n v ic t io n  t h a t  th e  p h y s i c a l l y  troub lesom e and a s s a u l ­

t i v e  b e h a v io r  i s  p ro b le m a tic  and th e r e f o r e  som ething t o  be s c ree n ed  f o r  

and t r e a t e d .  The s t u d y 's  second p ie c e  o f  in fo rm a t io n  c o n s i s t s  i n  a  

new s i m i l a r  k in d  o f  c o n v ic t io n .  The s tu d y  concludes  t h a t  th e  in m a te s '  

p e r s o n a l ly  troub lesom e and a s s a u l t i v e  b e h av io r  a l s o ,c o n s t i t u t e s  a  

s e r io u s  problem , and p ro b ab ly  m e r i t s  a t  l e a s t  as  much a t t e n t i o n  as  

does th e  p h y s i c a l l y  troub lesom e and a s s a u l t i v e  b e h a v io r .  Thus th e  

s tu d y  has  h e lp ed  t o  s p e c i f y  a  new problem a r e a  a s  w e l l  a s  to  d e a l  w i th
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an  a l r e a d y  e s t a b l i s h e d  one. Both p ie c e s  o f  in fo r m a t io n  f i t  i n to  th e  

p lan n in g  phase o f  a d ev e lop ing  c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  and t r e a tm e n t  program.

E x ecu tio n  o f  a  program fo llo w s  i t s  p la n n in g  phase , and th e  exe­

c u t io n  shou ld  be accompanied by e v a lu a t io n .  The e v a lu a t iv e  in fo rm a t io n  

i s  used  to  improve and expand th e  program. I t  i s  on ly  when in fo rm a t io n  

i s  fed  back  in to  a  program in  some such  s y s te m a t i c  way t h a t  i t  can be 

known bo th  t h a t  th e  program i s  d e v e lo p in g  and  i n  what ways th e  d ev e lo p ­

ment i s  t a k in g  p la c e .  The absence  o f  ongoing program r e s e a r c h  in  th e  

p a s t  has l e d ,  in  th e  words o f  th e  P r e s i d e n t ' s  Commission, to  " r e p e t i ­

t i v e  e r r o r "  and to  making i t  " im p o s s ib le  to  p in p o in t  th e  re a so n s  fo r  

s u c c e ss  when su cc e ss  d id  occur"  ( C o r r e c t i o n s , p . 13). H o p e fu l ly  i n f o r ­

m a tio n  r e l e v a n t  to  programs f o r  th e  inm ate p o p u la t io n  o f  1975 w i l l  make 

i t  p o s s ib l e  to  m u l t ip ly  some su c c e ss e s  and t o  av o id  some r e p e t i t i v e  

e r r o r s .  M i l l io n s  o f  l i v e s ,  o u t s id e  a s  w e l l  a s  in s id e  th e  p r i o n s '  w a l l s ,  

depend on such in fo rm a t io n .

E. F u r th e r  R e la te d  P lann ing  S tu d ie s

S e v e ra l  s t u d i e s  could  fo l lo w  from th e  p r e s e n t  work. Three su g g es­

t i o n s  t h a t  p e r t a i n  to  the  p r e d i c t i v e  work o f  th e  p r e s e n t  s tu d y  w i l l  be 

made. These w i l l  be  fo llow ed  by one t h a t  p e r t a i n s  to  th e  p r e s e n t  s t u d y 's  

f in d in g  ab o u t p e r s o n a l  tro u b leso m en ess .

1. The p r e s e n t  s tu d y  cou ld  be c r o s s - v a l i d a t e d .  T h is  would e n t a i l  

c a r r y in g  o u t  th e  s tu d y  l a r g e ly  a s  d e s c r ib e d  i n  th e  above p a g es ;  b u t  

a  new sample o f  s en ten ced  a d o le s c e n t  hom osexual inm ates would be u sed ,  

p r e f e r a b l y  from the  same, New York C i ty ,  p r i s o n  system . Based on th e  

p r e s e n t  s t u d y 's  f i n d i n g s ,  more p r e c i s e  h y p o th e se s  abou t th e  p r e d i c t o r s '  

r e l a t i v e  w e ig h ts  co u ld  be made b e fo re h a n d ,  and  th e re b y  much o f  th e  f i r s t
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l e v e l  o f  b i a s  in  th e  p r e s e n t  s tu d y  cou ld  be a v o id ed .

2 . The fo rm ulas  o b ta in e d  in  th e  p r e s e n t  work cou ld  be a p p l ie d  

im m edia te ly  t o  a  new sam ple. The would c o n s t i t u t e  a  s o r t  o f  c r o s s -  

v a l i d a t i o n ,  s in c e  th e  a p p l i c a b i l i t y  o f  th e  p r e s e n t  s t u d y 's  f in d in g s  

would be t e s t e d .  I f  th e  p r e s e n t  s t u d y 's  c u t - s c o r e s  were a l s o  employed, 

• a l l  t h r e e  o f  th e  p r e s e n t  s t u d y 's  l e v e l s  o f  b i a s  would be a v o id ed ;  i f  

new c u t - s c o r e s  w ere  c a l c u l a t e d  from th e  new s a m p le 's  PRL s c o r e s ,  th e  

f i r s t  two l e v e l s  o f  b ia s  would be c ircu m v en ted .  A t th e  p r e s e n t  s ta g e  

o f  th e  fo rm u la s '  developm ent, however, n e i t h e r  o f  th e s e  a t t e n u a t e d  

forms o f  c r o s s - v a l i d a t i o n  i s  recommended.

3 . The p r e s e n t  s tu d y  cou ld  be m o d if ied  a c c o rd in g  to  th e  sugges­

t i o n s  made e a r l i e r  ( s e e  above , s e c t i o n  A): c l i n i c a l  p r e d i c t o r s  cou ld  

be u sed  to  f u l l e r  a d v a n ta g e ,  a m b ig u ity  ab o u t  p a r e n t a l  r e j e c t i o n  and 

b e a t in g s  m ight be d i s p e l l e d  by d e te rm in in g  th e  meaning th e  p a r e n t s '  

b e h a v io r  had f o r  th e  in m a te ,  and a  more e f f e c t i v e  p r o j e c t i v e  measure 

m ight be employed. As a f u r t h e r  s t e p ,  th e  t h r e e  k in d s  o f  m o d if ic a ­

t i o n s  co u ld  be employed w h i le  w iden ing  th e  c r o s s - v a l i d a t i o n  p ro ced u re  

d e s c r ib e d  above (#1) to  in c lu d e  samples t h a t  a r e  more r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  

o f  th e  n a t i o n ' s  p r i s o n  p o p u la t io n  a s  a  w hole .

4 .  F i n a l l y ,  in  view o f  th e  p r e s e n t  s t u d y 's  f in d in g  t h a t  p e rs o n a l  

t ro u b le so m en ess  seems to  be ta k in g  i t s  own heavy t o l l  w i th in  p r i s o n  

sy s tem s , a c a r e f u l l y  randomized sample o f  c o r r e c t i o n  o f f i c e r s  co u ld  be 

s tu d ie d  w i th  a  view to  d e te rm in in g  th e  k in d s  o f  b e h a v io r  t h a t  most 

b o th e r  them p e r s o n a l l y .  To a r r i v e  a t  an  o rd e re d  d e s c r i p t i o n  o f  th e  

b e h a v io r  i t  would p ro b a b ly  be n e c e s sa ry  to  conduct r e p e a te d  in te rv ie w s  

o r  to  a d m in i s t e r  r e p e a te d  q u e s t i o n n a i r e s ,  w i th  each  s t e p ' s  form at de­

te rm in ed  by th e  f in d in g s  o f  th e  p re v io u s  s t e p .  I n  a d d i t i o n  to  s p e c i -
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f y in g  th e  b e h av io r  t h a t  i s  most troub lesom e to  o f f i c e r s ,  th e  s tu d y  

would accom plish  th r e e  o th e r  im p o r tan t  o b j e c t i v e s :

a )  I t  would t e s t  th e  d i s t i n c t i v e  r e a l i t y  o f  t h e  " p e r s o n a l ly  

troub lesom e b e h av io r"  d is c u s s e d  i n  th e  p r e s e n t  s tu d y .  That i s ,  

i t  would d is c o v e r  w he ther th e  in te rv ie w e d  o f f i c e r s  a r e  indeed  

t ro u b le d  by a  b eh av io r  t h a t  i s  c o n v in c in g ly  d i f f e r e n t  from th e  

p h y s i c a l ly  troub lesom e and a s s a u l t i v e  b e h a v io r  t h a t  a d m in i s t r a ­

t o r s  g e n e r a l l y  view as  t h e i r  c h i e f  b e h a v io r a l  problem .

b) I t  would s h i f t  th e  fo cu s  o f  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  p r i s o n  r e s e a r c h  more 

in  th e  d i r e c t i o n  o f  in m a te s '  p e r s o n a l ,  as  opposed to  s t r i c t l y  

p h y s ic a l ,  ways o f  behav in g . Th is  s h i f t ,  i n  a d d i t i o n  to  a f f e c -  . 

t i n g  in m a te s '  p e rs o n a l  b e h a v io r ,  co u ld  e f f e c t  s t r o n g  i n d i r e c t  

changes in  t h e i r  p h y s ic a l  b e h a v io r  a s  w e l l .

c )  I t  would a l s o  h i g h l i g h t  th e  p e r s o n a l ,  a s  opposed to  s t r i c t l y  

c u s t o d i a l ,  fu n c t io n  o f  c o r r e c t i o n  o f f i c e r s .

/
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TREATMENT POSSIBILITIES FOR PHYSICALLY 

TROUBLESOME AND ASSAULTIVE INMATES

A t r e a tm e n t  p l a n  fo r  d e a l in g  w i th  p e r s o n a l ly  troub lesom e inmates 

was p re s e n te d  ab o v e ,  in  C hap ter  IV. I n s i g h t s  g a ined  from a r e l e v a n t  

p r e d i c to r  o f  th e  p r e s e n t  s tu d y ,  M ate rna l r e j e c t i o n ,  and from H orney 's  

concep t o f  i n t e r t w i n e d  a t t i t u d e s  toward o th e r s  were p re s e n te d  as  pos­

s i b l e  ways f o r  c o r r e c t i o n a l  s t a f f  to  view b e h a v io r  o b j e c t i v e l y .  More 

s p e c i f i c a l l y ,  i t  was su g g es ted  t h a t  s t a f f  be t r a i n e d  t o  reco g n ize  

and respond  t o  th e  more h id d e n  a t t i t u d e s  o f  th e  troub lesom e inm ates , 

a s  w e l l  a s  to  t h e i r  more consp icuous  a t t i t u d e s .

The p u rp o se  o f  t h i s  append ix  i s  to  p ro v id e  a  sam pling  o f  th e  k inds 

o f  p la n s  a v a i l a b l e  f o r  d e a l in g  w i th  p h y s i c a l l y  troub lesom e and a s s a u l ­

t i v e  in m a te s .  S e v e r a l  o f  th e  p la n s  p re s e n te d  h e re  have a l r e a d y  been 

implemented, b u t  w i t h  l i t t l e  p in p o in t in g  o f  re a so n s  f o r  su ccess  o r  

f a i l u r e .  The re m a in d e r  c o n s t i t u t e  more s t r i c t l y  t h e o r e t i c a l  sugges­

t io n s  f o r  h e lp in g  p h y s i c a l l y  a s s a u l t i v e  i n d iv id u a l s  modify t h e i r  be­

h a v io r .

Some i n s t i t u t i o n s  a r e  geared  c o m p le te ly  toward h e lp in g  th e  a s s a u l ­

t i v e  o f f e n d e r .  O th e r s '  e f f o r t s  a r e  g r o s s l y  in a d e q u a te .  Three i n s t i t u ­

t i o n a l  a p p ro ach es  w i l l  be c o n s id e re d  h e r e ,  as  in s t a n c e s  o f  th e  k in d s  o f  

tho roughgoing  i n s t i t u t i o n a l  e f f o r t s  t h a t  can  be made. An i n s t i t u t i o n  

geared  t o t a l l y  tow ard  h e lp in g  dangerous o f f e n d e r s  change i s  lo c a ted  a t  

H e r s t e d v e s t e r ,  Denmark. Here inm ates a r e  encouraged  to  keep in  touch  

w ith  th e  o u t s id e  w o r ld ;  a r e  p ro v id ed  w ith  p r i v a t e  rooms, in  c l u s t e r s  o f  

tw elve men to  a  l i v i n g  u n i t ;  and r e c e iv e  p s y c h o th e ra p e u t ic  t re a tm e n t
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p la n s  t a i l o r e d  to  t h e i r  i n d iv id u a l  needs , w ith  "an am n es t ic  a n a l y s i s "  

b e in g  used  most f r e q u e n t ly ,  a th e ra p y  t h a t  aims to  c l a r i f y  h a b i t u a l  

a n t i s o c i a l  b eh av io r  p a t t e r n s  th rough  th e  r e c o g n i t i o n  o f  th o s e  p a t t e r n s  

in  c o n f l i c t s  w i th in  th e  i n s t i t u t i o n  i t s e l f  (S tu ru p ,  1968; B e r l i n ,  1972). 

The P a tu x e n t  I n s t i t u t i o n  in  Maryland in c lu d e s  a s s a u l t i v e  inm ates  in  i t s  

program o f  changing b e h av io r  th rough  g rad u a ted  p r i v i l e g e  l e v e l s .  Group 

psy ch o th e rap y  s e rv e s  a s  th e  most f r e q u e n t  form o f  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  t r e a t ­

ment h e r e ,  and a  s t a f f  t r e a tm e n t  team s u p e r v is e s  a l l  th e  a c t i v i t i e s  o f

th e  inm ates in  a g iv en  u n i t  (G oldfarb  and S in g e r ,  1970; M aryland, 1969;

S c h r e ib e r ,  1970; and se e  The New York Times M agazine. S e p t . 3 , 1972, f o r

a  ja u n d ic e d  r e p o r t  on th e  P a tu x e n t  program ). F i n a l l y ,  and p e rh ap s  most 

e n c o u ra g in g ly ,  an  open t h e r a p e u t i c  community in  I n d ia ,  composed o f  

s t a f f  and t h i r t y  w e ll-b eh av ed  inm ates , has succeeded in  " r e s o c i a l i z i n g "

13 o f  th e  18 d a n g ero u s ly  troub lesom e inm ates in t ro d u c e d  i n to  th e  com­

m un ity  i n  sm a l l  groups over an  18-month p e r io d  (Sandhu, 1970).

G e n e ra l  r a t i o n a l e s  f o r  th e  t re a tm e n t  o f  a s s a u l t i v e n e s s  in c lu d e  th e  

fo l lo w in g .  Toch (1969), v iew ing  v io le n c e  "as  a form o f  s o c i a l  conduct

com parable  to  o th e r  forms o f  s o c i a l  c o n d u c t ,"  recommends p ro v id in g  th e  

v io le n c e - p r o n e  in d iv id u a l  w i th  b o th  an  i n s i g h t  i n t o  th e  m o tives  fo r  

h i s  conduct and a  r e t r a i n i n g  whereby a l t e r n a t i v e ,  n o n - v io l e n t  r e s p o n se s  

to  o ld  s i t u a t i o n s  become f i r m ly  e s t a b l i s h e d  a s  p e r s o n a l  b e h a v io r  p a t t e r n s .  

Bandura and W alte rs  (1959) , d i s c u s s in g  t h i s  r e t r a i n i n g  f o r  a l t e r n a t i v e  

re s p o n se s  from th e  p e r s p e c t iv e  o f  c h i l d - r e a r i n g ,  r e f e r  to  th e  p ro c e ss  

a s  a  l e a r n in g  o f  " re sp o n se  d is p la c e m e n t ."  Speaking from th e  s o c io ­

c u l t u r a l  s t a n d p o in t  o f  th e  e x i s t e n c e  o f  a s u b c u l tu r e  w i t h i n  which v i o l e n t  

b e h a v io r  i s  p e r s i s t e n t l y  encouraged , Wolfgang and F e r r a c u t i  (1967) r e ­

commend do ing  w hatever i s  needed to  weaken th e  i n d i v i d u a l ' s  t i e s  to  t h i s
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s u b c u l t u r a l  v a lu e  system  and to  r e p l a c e  them w i th  t i e s  to  th e  l a r g e r  

s o c i e t y .  And S taub  (1971) a d v o ca te s  t e a c h in g  th e  v io le n c e -p r o n e  i n d i ­

v id u a l  to  d i s c r im in a t e  among th e  d i f f e r e n t  k in d s  o f  i n t e r n a l  a r o u s a l  

t h a t  he e x p e r ie n c e s ,  th e re b y  in c r e a s in g  h i s  c a p a c i ty  f o r  making cue- 

a p p r o p r i a t e  r e s p o n s e s .  These fo u r  t r e a tm e n t  r a t i o n a l e s  a l l  s p r in g  

from a  s t r o n g l y  i n t e r p e r s o n a l ,  as  opposed to  s t r i c t l y  i n t r a p e r s o n a l  

o r  p h y s io lo g ic a l ,  u n d e rs ta n d in g  o f  v i o l e n t  b e h a v io r ,  and t h e i r  t h r u s t  

i s  toward an  in c r e a s e  i n  re sp o n se  f l e x i b i l i t y ,  a  f l e x i b i l i t y  t h a t  w i l l  

m a n i fe s t  i t s e l f  i n  more a p p r o p r i a t e ,  more n o n - v io l e n t ,  and more produc­

t i v e  i n t e r p e r s o n a l  r e s p o n s e s .

More s p e c i f i c  recommendations f o r  b r in g in g  ab o u t t h i s  f l e x i b i l i t y  

in c lu d e  e a r l y  r e c r u i t i n g  o f  th e  budding  v io le n c e -p r o n e  you th  f o r  some 

r e g u la r  n o n - v io l e n t  a c t i v i t y ;  a  t h e r a p e u t i c  m i l ie u  in  which v i o l e n t  

o f f e n d e rs  l e a r n  to  r e e d u c a te  each o t h e r ,  p r im a r i ly  by s u p p o r t in g  each 

o t h e r ' s  s t r e n g t h s ;  and o p p o r t u n i t i e s  f o r  s o c i a l  s e r v i c e ,  in  which 

"do ing  f o r "  can  r e p l a c e  "do ing  to "  o th e r s  (Toch, 1969). Psychodrama- 

t i c  re e n ac tm e n ts  o f  p a s t  " v i o l e n t  games" (Toch, 1969) i n  which o t h e r s '  

em o tio n a l  r e a c t i o n s ,  a s  w e l l  as  o n e 's  own, can  be e m p a th ic a l ly  an a ly sed  

(S tau b , 1971) a r e  a l s o  recommended. C i t in g  th e  exem plary  work o f  

A ichhorn  (1935) and o f  Redl and Wineman (1952), Bandura and W alte rs  

(1959) ad v o ca te  im p la n t in g  c o n t r o l s  w i t h i n  th e  p a t i e n t  th rough  th e  e s ­

ta b l i s h m e n t  o f  a  p r i o r ,  a l l - e m b ra c in g  r e l a t i o n s h i p  o f  dependency on th e  

t h e r a p i s t .  For th e  p a t i e n t  who i s  to o  r e s t r a i n e d  o r too  te n s e  in  h i s  

v e r b a l  and p h y s ic a l  e x p r e s s io n  o f  h im s e l f  — f o r  th e  " o v e r c o n t r o l le d "  

i n d iv id u a l  s tu d i e d  by Megargee (1966) — d e s e n s i t i z a t i o n  p ro ced u res  

and t r a i n i n g  in  a s s e r t i v e n e s s  (Wolpe, 1958) p lu s  o th e r  forms o f  d i s i n -  

h i b i t i o n  t r a i n i n g ,  l i k e  s m a l l - s c a l e  p u b l ic  sp eak in g  e x e r c i s e s ,  might
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prove most h e l p f u l .  C i t in g  th e  c o g n i t iv e  t h e r a p e u t i c  a p p ro ach es  o f  

Wolpe and L azaru s  (1966) , E l l i s  (1962) , and K e lley  (1 9 5 5 ) , S tau b  (1971) 

s u g g e s ts  t h a t  th rough  " c o g n i t iv e  c l a r i f i c a t i o n "  — a  v e r b a l  in te r c h a n g e  

t h a t  c l a r i f i e s  o n e 's  a ssum ptions  abou t a g g re s s iv e  b e h a v io r  - -  p a t i e n t s '  

i n f l e x i b l e  v a lu e  sy s tem s , w he ther they  be i n d iv id u a l s  who e x e r c i s e  to o  

much o r  too  l i t t l e  r e s t r a i n t ,  m ight be in f lu e n c e d  f o r  th e  b e t t e r .

In m a te s '  i n f l e x i b l e  r e a c t i o n  p a t t e r n s  m ight a l s o  be m o d if ied  

th ro u g h  a  k in d  o f  c o g n i t i v e  c l a r i f i c a t i o n  in  sm all  group s e t t i n g s .  

W ith in  a  day o r  two fo l lo w in g  a  d i s p u te  between two in m a te s ,  one o f  

th e  two cou ld  be c o n ta c te d .  P rov ided  th e  t h e r a p e u t i c  r e l a t i o n s h i p  i s  

s t r o n g  and t h a t  th e  inm ate d e s i r e s  some improvement i n  h i s  r e l a t i o n ­

s h ip  w i th  th e  o th e r  inm ate , th e  second inmate in  q u e s t io n  co u ld  be 

b ro u g h t i n t o  th e  d i s c u s s i o n .  Then, working j o i n t l y  w i th  one a n o th e r  

and w i th  th e  t h e r a p i s t ,  th e  two inm ates cou ld  examine what e x p e c t a t i o n s  

and f e e l i n g s  led  to  th e  d i s p u t e ,  n o t in g  e s p e c i a l l y  th e  i n f l e x i b i l i t y  i n  

t h e i r  e x p e c ta t io n s  t h a t  co u ld  l i e  beh ind  o th e r  s i m i l a r  in s ta n c e s ,  o f  

h e a te d  d is a g re e m e n t .  Favoring  t h i s  k ind  o f  t h e r a p e u t i c  work i s  n o t  

o n ly  th e  in m a te 's  im pulse  toward se lf - im p ro v em en t,  b u t  h i s  need to  be 

a b le  to  c o - e x i s t  w i th  th e  o th e r  inmate as w e l l .  A t t im e s ,  to o ,  t h e r e  

i s  a need to  r e s o lv e  g u i l t  f e e l i n g s .  W hatever th e  need b e in g  m et, a 

c o o p e r a t iv e  e x p lo r a t i o n  i n t o  th e  f a c t o r s  beh ind  a  d i s p u te  sh o u ld  have 

a  d e f i n i t e  p o s i t i v e  e f f e c t  th e  th e  p a r t i c i p a n t s '  l i v e s .

F i n a l l y ,  th e  H orn ian  framework d is c u s s e d  in  C hapter IV f o r  d e a l i n g  

w i th  p e r s o n a l ly  troub lesom e inm ates a p p l i e s  w i th  eq u a l  fo r c e  to  th e  

problem  o f  p h y s i c a l l y  troub lesom e and a s s a u l t i v e  b e h a v io r .  For exam ple, 

i n  th e  above in s t a n c e  o f  th e  in m a te s '  need to  c o - e x i s t  w i th  one a n o th e r  

b r in g in g  them t o g e th e r  to  d i s c u s s  p ro b lem a tic  p a t t e r n s  o f  a s s a u l t i v e ­
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n e s s ,  i t  i s  t h e i r  a t t i t u d e  o f  "moving tow ard" t h a t  makes i t  p o s s ib l e  

f o r  them to  c o n f ro n t  t h e i r  a t t i t u d e  o f  "moving a g a i n s t . "  G e n e ra l ly  

whenever some k ind  o f  c o l l a b o r a t i o n  i s  b e in g  used  to  m odify  a s s a u l t i v e  

p a t t e r n s  - -  w he ther  i t  be a o n e - to -o n e  t h e r a p e u t i c  e x e r c i s e ,  a  group 

e x p e r ie n c e ,  o r  an  i n s t i t u t i o n a l  emphasis  on f r e q u e n t  fa m ily  v i s i t s  — 

th e  "moving toward" a t t i t u d e  i s  b e in g  acknowledged and u se d .  Thus 

a t t i t u d e s  l i k e  d e s i r e s  fo r  c o l l a b o r a t i o n ,  f o r  commitment, o r  f o r  com­

m unity  can  be g iv en  su p p o r t  i n  o rd e r  to  h e lp  inm ates temper t h e i r  d e s ­

t r u c t i v e  im pu lses .
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APPENDIX B

REFERENCE LIST OF VARIABLES USED IN PRESENT STUDY

1. Amount o f  good f e e l i n g  f o r  m other.

2 . Amount o f  good f e e l i n g  f o r  f a t h e r .

3 . M ate rn a l  r e j e c t i o n  (o r  a t t e n t i o n ) .

4 .  P a t e r n a l  r e j e c t i o n  (o r  a t t e n t i o n ) .

5 . F requency o f  b e a t in g s  by m other.

6 . F requency o f  b e a t in g s  by f a t h e r .

7 .  E x te n t  o f  i n t e r p a r e n t a l  d i s c o r d .

8 . Degree o f  p a r e n t s '  e x p e c ta t io n s  o f  S.

9 .  Age.

10. Age a t  f i r s t  d e t e n t io n .

11. Drug a d d i c t i o n .

12. S u ic id e  h i s t o r y  and e x p e c ta t io n .

13. A s s a u l t  e x p e c ta t io n .

14. A s s a u l t iv e n e s s  o f  c r im in a l  r e c o rd .

15. A s s a u l t iv e n e s s  o f  i n f r a c t i o n  r e c o rd .

16. I n t e r v i e w e r 's  c l i n i c a l  judgm ent.

17. O f f i c e r ' s  judgment a f t e r  one week o f  c o n ta c t .

18. A c tin g -O u t R a t io  o f  The Hand T e s t .

19. AGG (A g g ress io n )  s c o r e  o f  The Hand T e s t .

20 . A s s a u l t -P ro n e n e s s  s c o r e  o f  The Hand T e s t .

1. R egu lar  o f f i c e r ' s  judgment a f t e r  t h r e e  months.

2 .  A s s a u l t iv e n e s s  o f  i n f r a c t i o n s  d u r in g  th r e e  month p e r io d .

3 .  Sum o f  s c o r e s  on C r i t e r i o n  1 and C r i t e r i o n  2 .
I
A
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INTERCORRELATIONS OF ALL VARIABLES

P r e d ic to r s
i

P r e d i c t o r s 1 2 3 ' 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15

1 .13 .68 - .1 9 .32 - .0 5 .28 .08 - .0 0 - .0 8 .04 .20 - .0 5 - .0 8 .02
2 .13 - .0 2 .50 .12 - .1 3 .10 .09 - .1 7 - .0 9 .08 .04 - .1 2 - .1 6 .09
3 .68 - .0 2 - .1 6 .23 - .1 1 .20 .15 .10 - .0 2 .22 .12 .08 - .0 1 .09
4 - .1 9 .50 - .1 6 .02 - .2 1 .13 .22 - .1 3 - .1 9 - .2 7 .17 - .1 4 - .0 6 - .1 3
5 .32 .12 .23 .02 - .2 3 .25 .14 - .3 0 .03 - .0 6 .19 .37 .22 .15
6 - .0 5 - .1 3 - .1 1 - .2 1 - .2 3 - .1 2 - .0 9 .08 .00 - .0 3 - .1 8 .04 .17 .05
7 .28 .10 .20 .13 .25 - .1 2 .11 - .1 2 .11 - .2 0 .15 - .1 5 .09 - .0 7
8 .08 .09 .15 .22 .14 - .0 9 .11 - .2 7 .24 - .1 4 - .1 4 - .1 4 - .0 1 .32
9 - .0 0 t .17 .10 - .1 3 - .3 0 .08 - .1 2 - .2 7 .09 .17 - .0 4 - .0 2 - .0 5 - .1 8

10 - .0 8 - .0 9 - .0 2 - .1 9 .03 .00 .11 .24 .09 - .0 3 - .0 1 .12 .09 .15
11 .04 .08 .22 - .2 7 - .0 6 - .0 3 - .2 0 - .1 4 .17 - .0 3 .22 .06 - .1 3 .20
12 .20 .04 .12 .17 .19 - .1 8 .15 - .1 4 - .0 4 - .0 1 .22 .03 - .0 6 .05
13 - .0 5 - .1 2 .08 - .1 4 .37 .04 - .1 5 - .1 4 - .0 2 .12 .06 .03 .31 .13
14 - .0 8 - .1 6 - .0 1 - .0 6 .22 .17 .09 - .0 1 - .0 5 .09 - .1 3 - .0 6 .31 .25
15 .02 .09 .09 - .1 3 .15 .05 - .0 7 .32 - .1 8 .15 .20 .05 .13 .25
16 .23 .12 .14 .12 .30 .09 .00 - .0 8 - .1 1 .20 .17 .31 .27 .25 .13
17 .00 .29 .04 .28 - .1 6 .05 - .1 3 .03 .15 .08 .23 .06 .03 - .0 2 .02
18 - .0 6 - .2 1 - .0 2 - .0 7 .00 - .2 4 - .1 7 .28 - .1 5 .10 - .0 6 - .0 7 .04 - .1 0 - .0 2
19 - .0 3 .00 .05 .18 .10 - .2 7 .05 .30 - .2 6 - .0 4 - .2 0 .02 .03 - .0 1 .04
20 - .0 0 - .2 1 .06 .05 .00 - .1 4 - .0 8 .48 - .2 2 .13 - .1 4 - .1 5 .15 .02 .17

C r i t e r i a
1 .15 .04 .35 .05 .06 - .1 1 .07 .15 .11 .19 .13 .14 - .0 1 .19 .12
2 .04 - .0 3 .07 - .1 0 - .1 0 - .0 3 - .1 2 - .0 2 .26 .11 .19 - .0 3 .20 .01 .18
3 .11 - .0 1 .23 - .0 5 - .0 5 - .0 8 - .0 6 .06 .25 .18 .21 .05 .14 .10 .20

APPENDIX 
C



INTERCORREIATIONS (CONCL.)

P r e d ic to r s C r i t e r i a

P r e d i c t o r s 16 17 18 19 20 1 2 3

1 .23 .00 - .0 6 - .0 3 - .0 0 .15 .04 .11
2 .12 .29 - .2 1 .00 - .2 1 .04 - .0 3  - .01
3 .14 .04 - .0 2 .05 .06 .35 .07 .23
4 .12 .28 - .0 7 .18 .05 .05 - .1 0  - .05
5 .30 - .1 6 .00 .10 .00 .06 - .1 0  - .05
6 .09 .05 - .2 4 - .2 7 - .1 4 - .1 1 - .0 3  - .08
7 .00 - .1 3 - .1 7 .05 - .0 8 .07 - .1 2  - .06
8 - .0 8 .03 .28 .30 .48 .15 - .0 2 .06
9 - .1 1 .15 - .1 5 - .2 6 - .2 2 .11 .26 .25

10 .20 .08 .10 - .0 4 .13 .19 .11 .18
11 .17 .23 - .0 6 - .2 0 - .1 4 .13 .19 .21
12 .31 .06 - .0 7 .02 - .1 5 .14 - .0 3 .05
13 .27 .03 .04 .03 .15 - .0 1 .20 .14
14 .25 - .0 2 - .1 0 - .0 1 .02 .19 .01 .10
15 .13 .02 - .0 2 .04 .17 .12 .18 .20
16 .29 - .1 5 - .1 3 - .0 8 .38 .20 .35
17 .29 - .1 0 .05 .11 .19 .46 .44
18 - .1 5 - .1 0 .65 .42 - .0 8 .13 .06
19 - .1 3 .05 .65 .52 - .1 3 .08  - .01
20 - .0 8 .11 .42 .52 .03 .12 .11

C r i t e r i a
1 .39 .19 - .0 8 - .1 3 .03 .23 .68
2 .20 .46 .13 .08 .12 .23 .87
3 .35 .44 .06 - .0 1 .11 .68

00.



APPENDIX D

SUBJECTS' REMEMBERED RELATIONSHIPS WITH PARENTS

In  The B ro th e rs  Karamazov, th e  renowned lawyer from Moscow, 

F e ty u k o v i tc h ,  de fends  th e  im p u ls iv e  M itya Karamazov a g a i n s t  a  p a r r i ­

c id e  charge  by c h a l le n g in g  th e  a p p l i c a b i l i t y  o f  " p a r r i c i d e "  t o  the  

a c t  Mitya i s  charged  w i th :

I t ' s  a  f e a r f u l  th in g  to  shed a f a t h e r ' s  b lood  — th e  f a t h e r  
who has b e g o t te n  me, loved me, n o t  sp a re d  h i s  l i f e  f o r  me, g r ie v e d  
over my i l l n e s s e s  from ch ild h o o d  up , t ro u b le d  a l l  h i s  l i f e  f o r  my 
h a p p in e s s ,  and has  l iv e d  i n  my jo y s ,  in  my s u c c e s s e s .  To murder 
such_a j r a th e r  - -  t h a t ' s  in c o n c e iv a b le .

/ B u t /  why d e p ic t  my c l i e n t  a s  a  h e a r t l e s s  e g o i s t  and m onster?
He i s  u n c o n t r o l l e d ,  he i s  w i ld  and u n ru ly  — we a r e  t r y i n g  him now 
f o r  t h a t  - -  b u t  who i s  r e s p o n s ib l e  f o r  h i s  l i f e ?  Who i s  re sp o n ­
s i b l e  f o r  h i s  hav ing  r e c e iv e d  such  an  unseemly b r in g in g  up, in  
s p i t e  o f  h i s  e x c e l l e n t  d i s p o s i t i o n  and h i s  g r a t e f u l  and s e n s i t i v e  
h e a r t ?  Did any one t r a i n  him to  be re a so n a b le ?  Was h e  e n l ig h te n e d  
by s tudy?  Did any one love him e v e r  so l i t t l e  in  h i s  c h ild h o o d ?
My c l i e n t  was l e f t  t o  th e  c a re  o f  P ro v id en ce  l i k e  a  b e a s t  o f  the  
f i e l d .  . . .He was met by c y n ic a l  t a u n t s ,  s u s p ic io n s  and w ran g lin g  
ab o u t money. He h eard  n o th in g  b u t  r e v o l t i n g  t a l k  and v ic io u s  p r e ­
c e p ts  u t t e r e d  d a i l y  over th e  b ran d y , and a t  l a s t  he saw h i s  f a t h e r  
sed u c in g  h i s  m i s t r e s s  from him w i th  h i s  own money. . . .

Such a  f a t h e r  as  o ld  Karamazov canno t be  c a l l e d  a  f a t h e r  and 
does n o t  d e s e rv e  to  b e .  F i l i a l  love  f o r  an  unworthy f a t h e r  i s  an  
a b s u r d i t y ,  an  i m p o s s i b i l i t y .  Love canno t be c r e a te d  from n o th in g :  
o n ly  God can  c r e a t e  som ething from n o th in g .  . . . ( p p .  900-903).

F e ty u k o v i t c h 's  f o r e n s i c  argument r e s o n a te s  w i th  many o f  th e  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  

emphases o f  th e  p r e s e n t  work. The pu rpose  o f  t h i s  append ix  i s  to  con­

c r e t i z e  th e  emphasis on p a r e n t a l  d e te rm in a n ts  o f  troub lesom e and a s s a u l ­

t i v e  b e h a v io r  by s k e tc h in g  some o f  th e _ S s ' remembered r e l a t i o n s h i p s  

w i th  t h e i r  p a r e n t s .  We s h a l l  c o n s id e r  th e  fa m ily  backgrounds o f  two 

Ss who o b ta in e d  th e  low est com posite  r e s t r a i n t  s c o re  p o s s ib l e  on C r i t e r i o n  

3 (1 ) ,  one w i th  th e  n e x t  low est s c o re  ( 2 ) ,  and two w i th  th e  h i g h e s t  s c o r e  

p o s s ib l e  (4 ) .

94
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1. #1-24
Inm ate  #1-24  re c e iv e d  a  s c o r e  o f  1 (troub lesom e) on C r i t e r i o n  1, 0 

( a s s a u l t i v e )  on C r i t e r i o n  2 , and th u s  a  sum o f  1( a s s a u l t i v e )  on C r i t e r i o n

3 . He i s  b la c k ,  a  b i t  l a r g e r  th a n  a v e ra g e ,  and s a id  he was 18 y e a r s  o ld .  

He seems q u i e t  and e a sy -g o in g  i n  everyday  m a t t e r s ,  bu t m a n i fe s t s  a  r a t h e r  

f l a t  a f f e c t  when d i s c u s s in g  h i s  l i f e  h i s t o r y .  When f i r s t  in te rv ie w ed  he 

r e p o r te d  h av ing  v e ry  l i t t l e  good f e e l i n g  e i t h e r  f o r  h i s  f a t h e r  o r  h i s  

s te p m o th e r .  He s a i d  b o th  o f  them gave him l o t s  o f  b e a t i n g s ,  and t h a t  he 

had th o u g h ts  b o th  o f  s u i c i d e  and hom icide in  h i s  c e l l  a r e a .  The i n t e r ­

v iew er  r a t e d  him a s  " a s s a u l t i v e , "  o r  " d a n g e ro u s ."

When q u e s t io n e d  f u r t h e r  s e v e r a l  months l a t e r ,  #1-24 s a id  he was 

s e r v in g  a  3 -y e a r  s e n te n c e  f o r  two armed ro b b e ry  c o n v ic t io n s ,  ro b b e r ie s  

he had ex ec u te d  a t  k n i f e p o i n t  w i th  th e  a i d  o f  f i v e  fem ale im p e rso n a to rs .  

P r e v io u s ly  he had been a r r e s t e d  fo u r  t im es  f o r  a u to  t h e f t  (grand l a r c e n y ) ;  

he  s a i d ,  " I  s t o l e  600 and some c a r s ,  j u s t  to  d r iv e  'em - -  I  was a  c a r  

f i e n d . "  He s a id  he k i l l e d  th r e e  p eo p le  d u r in g  r o b b e r ie s  "cau se  they  

w o u ld n ' t  g iv e  me any money" and added " i t  d o e s n ' t  a f f e c t  me - -  n o t  i f  I  

d o n ' t  know em." He t o ld  me, " I  co u ld  k i l l  you and no t f e e l  a t  a l l  bad 

ab o u t i t "  and " I f  . I  could  g e t  away w i th  i t  over h a l f  t h a t  quad / c e l l  a r e a /  

up t h e r e  would be d e a d ."  R epea ting  t h a t  he d o e s n ' t  f e e l  bad ab o u t th e  

k i l l i n g s ,  he  c o n t r a s t e d  h im s e l f  w i th  p eo p le  who "drop a dime on them­

s e lv e s "  ( c o n fe s s )  o r  "b re ak  down" w i th  rem orse . Hollow bravado? o r  th e  

v o ic e  o f  a  h a rd e n in g  p sy ch o p a th ic  p e r s o n a l i t y ?  U n fo r tu n a te ly  h i s  fam ily  

background and th e  la c k  o f  a f f e c t  w h ile  he spoke b o th  p o in t ,  toward the  

l a t t e r .

T here  w ere  fo u r  s i g n i f i c a n t  a d u l t s  in  h i s  l i f e .  The " f i r s t  and l a s t "
I

he saw o f  h i s  m other: " I  was i n  d ia p e r s  on th e  f l o o r ,  c r a w l in ,  and I
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see n  two men in  w h ite  c o a ts  ta k e  my mother by t h e  a rm s , and c a r r y  h e r  

o u t  th e  d o o r .  . . t o  th e  h o s p i t a l .  How I  remember t h a t  I  d o n ' t  know."

A s tep m o th e r  f i l l e d  in  im m edia te ly . F i r s t  he s a i d  o f  h e r ,  "What 

I  remember o f  h e r  I  d o n ' t  wanna remember." She b e a t  him o f t e n ,  and once 

t r i e d  to  b e a t  and k i l l  him w ith  a  b a s e b a l l  b a t .  When he was 9 t h e i r  

a p a r tm en t  c au g h t f i r e  from a burn ing  m a t t r e s s  thrown from n e x t  d o o r ,  

and #1-24  phoned th e  p o l i c e  and f i r e  d e p a r tm e n ts .  She th e n  blamed him 

f o r  h av in g  s t a r t e d  th e  f i r e .

The th in g s  he most remembers abou t h i s  f a t h e r :  "Used to  d r in k  a

l o t ;  used  to  k ic k  my goddamn a s s  when I  was bad in  s c h o o l ,  punch the

s h i t  o u t t a  m e ,: t o r e  up a  whole mother_______ bed t r y i n  to  g e t  to  my a s s . "

C o n t r a s t in g  th e  f a t h e r  to  th e  s tepm other he s a i d ,  "He w a s n ' t  h a l f  a s  bad - 

he b e a t  me when I  was bad , to  l e t  me know I  was b a d ."  He s a id  he remem­

b e rs  n o th in g  good abou t th e  s tep m o th er ,  and o f  h i s  f a t h e r  on ly  t h a t  he 

h im s e l f  "went c r a z y ,  h y s t e r i c a l  and s h i t "  a t  8% when he was t o l d  o f  h i s  

f a t h e r ' s  d e a th  s h o r t l y  a f t e r  hav ing  walked him t o  a  h o s p t i a l .

A f t e r  h i s  f a t h e r ' s  d e a th  and u n t i l  h i s  c u r r e n t  s t a y  i n  p r i s o n ,

# 1 -2 4 ' s  g r a n d f a th e r  took  charge  o f  him. Of him he s t a t e d ,  "He never  

s ta y e d  around  any women, n ev er  d rank , n ev er  smoked, a lw ays in  p e r f e c t  

h e a l t h . "  I  s a i d ,  "Sounds l i k e  he m ight have b een  good f o r  y o u ."  "Uh 

huh - -  h e ' s  th e  on ly  one t h a t  means a n y th in g  to  me." The problem , though , 

i s  t h a t  th e  g r a n d f a th e r  may n o t  mean enough to  # 1 -2 4 ,  and t h a t  he  may 

have s t a r t e d  to  mean i t  too  l a t e .

2 . #1-31

L ike  # 1 -2 4 ,  Inmate #1-31 re c e iv e d  a  s c o re  o f  1( t ro u b leso m e)  on 

C r i t e r i o n  1, O ( a s s a u l t iv e )  on C r i t e r i o n  2 ,  and a  sum o f  l ( a s s a u l t i v e )
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on C r i t e r i o n  3 . At th e  f i r s t  in te rv ie w  he r e p o r te d  t h a t  a s  long a s  he 

can  remember he l iv e d  w i th  h i s  g ra n d p a re n ts  and t h a t  they  se rv ed  a s  h i s  

"m other"  and " f a t h e r . "  He th e n  proceeded  to  answer a l l  th e  q u e t io n s  in  

terms o f  a home s i t u t i o n  in  which " e v e ry th in g  was b e a u t i f u l , "  as  he 

summed i t  up in  th e  fo l lo w -u p  in te r v ie w .  He had "a  l o t "  o f  good f e e l in g s  

fo r  b o th  h i s  g randm other and g r a n d f a th e r ,  b o th  p a id  a t t e n t i o n  to  him, 

bo th  gave  him "a lm o st  no" b e a t i n g s ;  t h e r e  was v e ry  l i t t l e  c o n f l i c t  be ­

tween them, and th e y  ex p ec te d  "a  l o t "  from him.

Y et a t  11 #1-31  was s e n t  away to  a  youth house f o r  s e t t i n g  f i r e  to  

h i s  s c h o o l ,  and a t  13 to  a  t r a i n i n g  sch o o l f o r  f i g h t i n g  w i th  th e  s c h o o l ' s  

p r i n c i p a l .  Why had he s e t  th e  f i r e ?  "Cause I  h a ted  th e  sch o o l — th e  

t e a c h e r s  and th e  p r i n c i p a l . "  Today, a t  24, he f e e l s  " th e  same way" 

toward the  p r i s o n  o f f i c e r s  a s  he d id  th e n  toward th e  sch o o l p e rso n n e l :  

"D o n 't  l i k e  th e  p o l i c e ,  th e  way th e y  d i s h  o u t  o r d e r s . "  This  was one o f  

th e  few u n e l i c i t e d  s ta t e m e n ts  made by th e  l a r g e ,  b la c k ,  and v e ry  t a c i ­

tu r n  in m a te .  #1-31  i s  q u i e t l y  and immovably a n g ry .  Q u ie t ly ,  perhaps, 

because  he la ck s  th e  v e r b a l  a d r o i t n e s s  to  be s u p e r c i l i o u s ,  c a u s t i c ,  o r 

m a n ip u la t iv e .  And immovable because  he f e e l s  t h a t  f o r  him to  a d j u s t  

h i s  a n g ry  p o s tu r e  tow ard  th e  w orld  would be to  change h im s e l f  and thus  

be u n t r u e  t o  h im s e l f  - -  a  p r i m i t i v e  e t h i c  bound to  a  p r im i t iv e  f e a r .

The enigma o f  # 1 - 3 1 's " b e a u t i f u l "  home l i f e  le ad in g  i n to  a  v i o l e n t l y  

h a te d  sch o o l  l i f e  and l i f e  o f  crim e s e r v e s  a s  an  in s ta n c e  o f  th e  problems 

en co u n te re d  when making p r e d i c t i o n s .  #1-31  does n o t  seem to  have been 

d e c e p t iv e  i n  h i s  r e sp o n se s  t o  th e  q u e s t i o n n a i r e .  For one t h in g ,  he s t i l l  

c o n s id e r s  h i s  g r a n d p a r e n t s '  home to  be h i s  home, and p la n s  to  r e t u r n  t h e r e  

when r e l e a s e d .  S econd ly , he answered "23" to  th e  age q u e s t io n ,  an  answer 

t h a t  co u ld  have  him removed from h i s  p r e s e n t  housing  a r e a  i f  communicated
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t o  a p p r o p r i a t e  a u t h o r i t i e s .  Thus chances  a r e  t h a t  from h i s  s t a n d p o in t  

h i s  home l i f e  was indeed " b e a u t i f u l , "  e s p e c i a l l y  when compared to  h i s  ex­

p e r ie n c e s  o u t s id e  th e  home. The p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  c o g n i t i v e  im pairm ent 

sugges ts  t h a t  sch o o l  c o n s t i t u t e d  a  p a r t i c u l a r l y  t h r e a t e n i n g  r e a l i t y  fo r  

him. He was p ro b ab ly  unp repared  from home to  d e a l  w i th  th e  r e a l i t y ,  and 

was th en  fo rc e d  to  d e a l  w i th  i t  i n  th e  on ly  way he was c a p a b le .  Home, 

on th e  o th e r  hand — w ith  i t s  u n ed u ca ted ,  p e rm is s iv e ,  and u n th r e a te n in g  

a d u l t s  - -  p ro b a b ly  se rv ed  a s  a  haven  from th e  c o m p e t i t io n  and re p e a te d  

f a i l i n g s  e x p e r ien c e d  i n  th e  o u t s id e  w o r ld .  The enigm a, th e n ,  su g g e s ts ,  

among o th e r  t h i n g s ,  t h a t  some m easure o f  th e  _Ss' i n t e l l e c t u a l  a b i l i t i e s  

m ight s e rv e  w e l l  among th e  p r e d i c t i v e  i n s t r u m e n t ' s  v a r i a b l e s .

3 . #1-12

Inmate #1-12  re c e iv e d  a  s c o r e  o f  1 ( tro u b le so m e )  on C r i t e r i o n  1,

1( tro u b leso m e)  on C r i t e r i o n  2 , and a  sum o f  2 (v e ry  tro u b leso m e) on 

C r i t e r i o n  3 .  He i s  a  w h i te ,  1 8 -y e a r -o ld  fem al im p e rso n a to r  who wears

h i s  b lond h a i r  in  a p o n y ta i l  and ban g s .  H is w a lk  and g e s tu r e s  a r e
*

fe m in in e ;  he  i s  f r i e n d l y  and n o is y  i n  th e  im p u ls iv e  and h y s t e r i c a l  

s e n s e .  H is mother has  been th e  dom inant a d u l t  i n  h i s  l i f e ,  and when 

in te rv ie w e d  he  r e p o r te d  hav ing  v e ry  l i t t l e  good f e e l i n g s  f o r  h e r ,  

h av in g  been  r e j e c t e d  by h e r ,  hav ing  had l o t s  o f  b e a t in g s  from h e r  

( " f o r  any t h i n g " ) . and hav ing  e x p e r ien c e d  " v e ry  v e ry  v e ry  l i t t l e "  by 

way o f  e x p e c ta t io n s  from h e r .

# l - 1 2 ' s  n a t u r a l ' f a t h e r  was an  a l c o h o l i c .  When th e  inm ate  was v e ry  

young th e  c o u r t  had bo th  th e  f a t h e r  and m other p u t  in  a  m en ta l  h o s p i ­

t a l  f o r  o b s e r v a t io n  where i t  was d ec id ed  th e  f a t h e r  was th e  so u rc e  o f  

th e  problem . The m other was t o l d  to  choose betw een th e  c h i l d r e n  (#1-12
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and th r e e  o ld e r  b r o t h e r s )  and th e  f a t h e r ,  and she ch o se  the c h i ld r e n .

From th e  tim e  #1-12 was 3 y e a rs  o ld  u n t i l  he was 16 he was con­

s t a n t l y  " p u t  away" by h i s  m other. Between 3 and 6 he l iv ed  in  two 

d i f f e r e n t  f o s t e r  homes. At 7 h i s  m other s h u t t l e d  him back and f o r th  

betw een home and Kings County H o s p i t a l .  He d o e s n ' t  remember why. At 

8 h i s  m other t r a n s f e r r e d  him from Kings County to  Creedmoor S t a t e  

H o s p i t a l ,  w here he  was a d m it te d  and r e l e a s e d  f i v e  t im es  b e fo re  he was 16.

A t t im es  I  d o n ' t  c o n s id e r  h e r  my m other. I t ' s  th e  f i r s t  
t h in g  t h a t  ev er  pops in  my mind, i t  a lways b o th e rs  me: she
had me p u t  away when I  was s m a l l ;  she never p a id  me any a t t e n ­
t i o n ;  she  a lw ays had me p u t  away, p u t  away, p u t  away. . . .
I  was in  Creedmoor 8 y e a r s ,  8 y e a r s  - -  I  was 16 when I  g o t
o u t .  I n  and o u t  f o r  8 y e a r s .

A t 16 he l e f t  borne because  " I  f e l t  l i k e  I  w a s n ' t  w anted. "  His

th r e e  n a t u r a l  b r o th e r s  had a l s o  l e f t  home, b u t  h i s  s t e p s i s t e r  w i th

whom he was r a i s e d  and h i s  s t e p b r o th e r  ( " th e  p e t s " )  rem ained . He 

became a  p r o s t i t u t e  ( " I  d i d n ' t  p a r t i c u l a r l y  want t o ,  b u t  t h a t ' s  what 

you do a t  t h a t  a g e " ) .  He was f i r s t  a r r e s t e d  f o r  a s s a u l t  w ith  a  deadly  

weapon ("T h a t  man found o u t  what I  was and s t a r t e d  b e a t in g  me, and he 

had a  k n i f e  on th e  t a b l e .  . . " ) .  B e l lev u e  H o s p i ta l  found him sane , 

r e l e a s e d  him , b u t  h i s  m other would n o t  a c c e p t  him a t  home. He was then 

a r r e s t e d  f o r  g rand  la r c e n y ,  and b a rg a in e d  in  c o u r t  to  h i s  c u r r e n t  10- 

month s e n te n c e .

#1 -12  has  been  l i v i n g  i n  a  h o t e l ,  a  " n i c e ,  v e ry  b ig  p l a c e , "  paid  

f o r  by a  man f r i e n d .  I  asked  i f  he  p la n s  to  r e t u r n  t o  t h i s  p la c e .

"What e l s e  can  I  go back to ?  My l i f e  i s  d e s t r o y e d .  But sometimes I  

wonder why - -  why do I  f e e l  t h i s  way and why d id  my mother f e e l  t h a t  

way? . . .1  la y  back  a t  n ig h t  and a sk  m y se l f  w h a t 's  th e  f i r s t  th in g  

I ' l l  do when I  g e t  o u t ,  and I  d o n ' t  know."
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4 .  #1-112

Inmate #1-112 re c e iv e d  a  s c o re  o f  2 ( r e s t r a i n e d )  on C r i te r io n -  1,

2 ( r e s t r a i n e d )  on C r i t e r i o n  2 , and a  s c o r e  o f  4 ( r e s t r a i n e d )  on C r i t e r i o n

3. He i s  a  s l i g h t ,  b la c k ,  2 1 -y e a r -o ld  man w i th  s t r o n g  fem inine i d e n t i ­

f i c a t i o n s .  He has completed h ig h  sch o o l  and i s  more i n t e l l i g e n t  th a n  

th e  av e rag e  inm ate . He has had no p s y c h i a t r i c  c o n ta c t s  s in c e  coming to  

p r i s o n  ( " I  g o t  common s e n s e " ) .  He a l s o  shows a  marked p e r s o n a l  con­

c e rn  f o r  a n o th e r  inm ate whom he says  he i s  in  love  w i th .

When #1-112 was 4 o r  5 h i s  m other gave him to  a n o th e r  fam ily  

because  she " d id n " t  want me." S h o r t ly  t h e r e a f t e r  # l - 1 1 2 ' s  g ran d ­

mother took  him to  l i v e  w ith  h e r  and h i s  a u n t ,  where he has  l iv e d  t i l l  

th e  p r e s e n t .  The grandmother "p ick ed  me o u t , "  he  s a i d ,  a d d in g ,  "And 

I 'm  g la d  she d id  'c a u s e  I  love h e r  — I  was h e r  p e t . "  Though th e  

s t a y  w i th  th e  grandm other and a u n t  was p u n c tu a te d  w i th  s e v e r a l  

runn ings-aw ay  to  v i s i t  h i s  b r o t h e r s ,  s i s t e r ,  and m other a t  home, he 

s a id  he r e c e iv e d  "good t r e a tm e n t ,  th e  b e s t  t r e a tm e n t"  from th e  two 

l a d i e s .  "They w o u ld n ' t  l e t  a n y th in g  happen  t o  me - -  n ev e r  b e a t  me, 

e x cep t  once because  I  broke a  w atch I  ex p er im en ted  w i t h . "  He s a id  he 

"g o t  a lo n g  good in  s c h o o l ,"  and t h a t  he  s e e s  h im s e l f  a s  h av in g  been a  

"good boy who n ev er  g o t  in  f i g h t s  and n ev e r  g o t  b e a t  u p ."  His c h i e f  

problem s d u r in g  sch o o l  w e re '" lo v e  p rob lem s"  t h a t  a r o s e  from h i s  con­

suming i n t e r e s t  in  o th e r  boys. His f i r s t  p r i s o n  te rm  began a t  18 f o r  

s h o p l i f t i n g ,  and he i s  c u r r e n t l y  s e r v in g  a  f i f t h  r e l a t i v e l y  l i g h t  ' 

s e n te n c e  f o r  n a r c o t i c s  s a l e s .

#1-112 f e e l s  he " i n h e r i t e d "  h i s  h o m o s e x u a l i ty .  H is  m other always 

w ished f o r  a  g i r l .  When t>e was born  h e  was accom panied by a  tw in  s i s ­

t e r  who d ied  s h o r t l y  t h e r e a f t e r .  Then, he  s t a t e d ,  " I  grew up w i th
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fem in in e  w a y s ."  He s a id  h i s  grandm other and au n t  d id  n o t  encourage  h i s  

f e m in in i t y ,  though h i s  grandm other r e s t r a i n e d  th e  a u n t  when th e  l a t t e r  

t r i e d  to  b e a t  him f o r  d r e s s in g  in  women's c lo t h i n g .  He has  f a th e r e d  a 

son  by a  m ascu lin e  l e s b i a n .

#1-112 says  he w ishes  to  become a  t a i l o r  o r  c lo th in g  d e s ig n e r .  

B ew ailing  a  r e c e n t  d i s p u te  between inm ates and p r i s o n  a u t h o r i t i e s  over 

m eal p ro c e d u re s ,  he exc la im ed : "Why d id  God l e t  i t  happen — peop le

t r y i n g  to  ta k e  over each  o th e r  — I  j u s t  want to  love  p e o p le . "  Though 

a  r a d i c a l  improvement in  l i f e  does n o t  seem imminent f o r  #1 -1 1 2 , he 

does p o sse ss  a  p o s i t i v e  o r i e n t a t i o n  toward h i s  w o r ld ,  and th u s  seems 

c a p a b le  o f  such an  improvement, shou ld  h i s  m a tu ra t io n  and l i f e  c o n d i­

t i o n s  meet to  make th e  improvement p o s s ib l e .

5 . #1-38

Inm ate  #1-38 r e c e iv e d  a  s c o re  o f  2 ( r e s t r a i n e d )  on C r i t e r i o n  1, 2 

( r e s t r a i n e d )  on C r i t e r i o n  2 ,  and a  sum o f  4 ( r e s t r a i n e d )  on C r i t e r i o n  3 . 

He i s  a  2 0 - y e a r - o ld ,  l a r g e r  than  a v e rag e ,  b la c k ,  m asc u l in e  inm ate who 

d e p ic t e d  h o m o sex u a li ty  a s  a  " j a i l h o u s e  th in g "  f o r  h im s e l f .  He spoke 

a b o u t  h i s  l i f e  w i th  a n o te  o f  nervousness  in  h i s  v o i c e ,  as i f  he were 

s h o r t  o f  b r e a th .

H is  mother d ie d  when he was 13. There a r e  c lu e s  t h a t  h i s  h o m e life  

was marked by s e r io u s  d i f f i c u l t i e s  d u r in g  th e  13 y e a r s :  he began sch o o l

l a t e ,  a t  8 o r  9 and in  th e  2nd g ra d e ;  h i s  p a re n ts  d isag reed  and fo u g h t  

" a  l o t "  between th e m se lv e s ;  when he moved to  h i s  a u n t ' s  home a t  13 she 

e x p re s s e d  bew ilderm ent a t  h i s  m o th e r 's  hav ing  b e a te n  him so o f t e n ,  s in c e  

s h e ,  th e  a u n t ,  found him so w e l l  behaved. These a r e  m ere ly  c lu e s  o f  an  

a tm osphere  o f  n e g l ig e n c e ,  d i s c o r d ,  and a r b i t r a r y  t r e a tm e n t ,  s i n c e  #1-38
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d id  n o t  e l a b o r a te  on any o f  them, r e p e a t i n g  " t h a t  was so long ago" 

s e v e r a l  t im e s .  He a t t r i b u t e d  h i s  memory d i f f i c u l t y  to  h i s  o v e r r id in g  

concern  abou t h i s  immediate f u t u r e .

There  i s  some re a so n  f o r  hope i n  t h i s  f u t u r e .  He i s  c o m p le tin g  a 

3 -y e a r  s e n te n c e  fo r  ro b b e ry ,  th e  o n ly  s e n te n c e  he has e v e r  r e c e iv e d .  He 

s t a r t e d  robb ing  in  o rd e r  to  s u p p o r t  a  d rug  h a b i t  t h a t  dev e lo p ed  in  1969. 

When r e le a s e d  he p la n s  to  l i v e  w i th  h i s  o ld e r  b r o t h e r ,  r e c e n t l y  r e ­

lea se d  from Sing  S ing and now h o ld in g  a  jo b .  #1-38 has ta k e n  th e  h ig h  

schoo l eq u iv a len c y  t e s t s ,  and p la n s  to  e n t e r  a  t r a i n i n g  sch o o l  to  l e a r n  

a t r a d e .  Though h i s  p la n s  may c o n ta i n  some s e l f - d e c e p t i o n ,  he does ta k e  

h i s  l i f e  s e r i o u s l y .  A f t e r  th e  second in te r v ie w  he so u g h t  fe ed b ack  from 

me. And he seems de te rm in ed  to  a v o id  th e  m is ta k e s  he 'm ade th e  l a s t  

tim e he r e c e iv e d  p a r o l e .

Thus th e  l i f e  o f  # 1 -3 8 ,  l i k e  t h a t  o f  # 1 -112 , la ck s  th e  th o ro u g h ­

going  d e p r iv a t io n  and h o p e le s s n e s s  t h a t  c h a r a c t e r i z e  th o s e  o f  th e  f i r s t  

t h r e e  inm ates in te rv ie w e d .  The d i f f e r e n c e  i s  r e f l e c t e d  b o th  i n  th e  

in m a te s '  r e s p e c t i v e  c r i t e r i o n  s c o r e s  and in  th e  f e e l i n g s  engendered  in  

me d u r in g  th e  fo l lo w -u p  in te r v ie w s .  W ith #1 -24  th e  f e e l i n g  was one o f  

f e a r - f o r - p e o p l e s ' - l i v e s .  W ith #1-31  I  f e l t  a  d e s p a i r  a t  th e  la ck  o f  

d i s s a t i s f a c t i o n  he showed a b o u t  h i s  an g ry  s ta n c e  toward th e  w o r ld .  With 

#1-12 th e  f e e l i n g  was one o f  deep d is a p p o in tm e n t  t h a t  t h i s  l i v e l y  p e rso n  

d id  n o t ,  and p ro b ab ly  w i l l  n o t ,  r e c e i v e  some s t a b l e  p a r e n t a l  g u id an ce .  

With th e  l a s t  two th e  f e e l i n g  was one o f  r e s p e c t  — r e s p e c t  f o r  # l - 1 1 2 ' s  

c h i l d l i k e  concern  ( " lo v e " )  f o r  o t h e r s  and f o r  # 1 - 3 8 ' s d e te r m in a t io n  to  

av o id  p a s t  m is ta k e s .  The l a s t  two engendered  in  me some se n se  o f  hope 

in  t h e i r  f u t u r e .  Perhaps  some such  "hope" m easure  co u ld  s e rv e  as  a  

v a r i a b l e  w i th in  th e  p r e d i c t i v e  in s t ru m e n t .
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