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CHAPTER T

INTRODYCTION

A ‘g\rea’c).nee‘d, in the field of penglogy is a sci en{:i',fj'_,c
mgfhpdfthaﬁ*Wiii predict the béidle aﬁjﬂ#tménf'of institu-
tiqnalizéd«gffendersa4~su¢h a ‘dévice would be of great help
to barolé,.b;éard-.s’\ arid f.i.e_ld‘ officers. However, tb 'dateg no:
;'reiiablérﬁest'haﬁ,béeh;fgrﬁﬁlated<iﬁfSpifetﬁfvresearCh into
~the area Eywa number-éf-nQﬁed'sqciélqgiatée

' ’Beginhiﬁg"Wiih‘Bﬂrgessi study im\1928,:fhe reliability
&f correlating sécial characferisiics with pargle success
has-beeﬁ-teéféd\many times. The foéumndation of -such studies
has been\buili aréund the relation of numerous factors with-
iﬁ’the parolee's backgreund perspmalityg attitudes and
ényircnﬁéﬁto The general'cgnﬁiusiQNSGf the researchers
indicatés their bélief that paiéle‘perfcrmancé would neces-
sa#ily relate térderiaiﬁ circﬂmstancesgbei ﬁhat”%heré are
inﬁﬁmerable~variabi¢s thﬁt'WQui&'chailehgé.the reliability
of such a prediction. Ai‘the‘present iime§ there seems to
be g published.wérkxéétab1i§hing the dependability of amy
appﬁQaCh heretofore used. |

'Theaprééeﬁt'Study‘is(an_éffempt £ analyze certain
selected;factérs;im relatiQﬁ té/parblé performance that
may proVeAtO~be of prediﬁiiveAyaiuegiﬁ;a.iﬁcal‘seitinép'

Ihe_success'rate:ﬁf‘behvah,aCtiVe casé load and a grdup



diSCharged frém'eérble'superVisidﬁxWill be considered.,
The data c@mplled is an effort to test the hypothesis
bthat there is n@‘dlreCt-cprrelatiom_between selected
$pcial characteiisticexaﬁd p&i@le SUCCESS
 SihCe at the time-of prepératiéﬁ‘af this paper the
-w,rite;c Was etmp;l;éy'é,d ‘@s & paréle agént for the california
‘4Y¢ﬁth;Agihbrity§'ﬁhe records ‘of this agency were chosen
.és sdﬁrce;méﬁeriai for the sﬁmdyoe Néf only were thése
recﬁrds;réadily‘émailableg,but the agency is particularly
Wiiling to codperate in any such prgject as it may preduee
~ facts that ceuld ;lfe‘_ad‘ to \impr@vem\'emfc' in the program. In
:brdervfér the reader-té_bettér~undeietand this reseérchg
it is,feltAthatvthe'féllOWingdbackg:dﬁﬁd inférmafithbnu
© the agency is necessaryo
| The Cailfernla véuth: Authorlty Was establlshed by
le’gi,s_‘lafci"&‘)ﬂn, in 1941. The cOr‘i.g_inal act. was designed to
) héﬁdie‘the aée éf&ﬁp'of sixiéen‘tb‘£Weﬂty:fhree committed
"from adUlt court59 but 1t alse provided that juvenile cdurt
cOmmlitments COUld.be a,,ccepted° - As soon as the agency'ﬁée
@fflclally establlshed9 requesﬁs from Juvenlle courts fox
cOmmitment began to far outnumber those from\crlmlnal courts°
| Then in 1943, the3YﬁuthQAﬁth§:ityfﬁQ6k‘Gveriadministratiém
;ef the state's three existing correctional scﬁ@gls féf in-
diyiduélﬁ coﬁmitted tafthe:etafe'by jUQenile~eéUrts ﬁnder
the age of f‘cx’meiqfty;qné, As a Tesulty ,t‘h,é Youth Authbrity frém

then on was responsible for handling all of this group committed -



te state juiisdictibn by juyenile courts. The California
1eglslature reerganlzed the adult penal system in 19449
and thls included lowerlng ‘of the cammltmenﬁ age to the
Youfc:h_ fAia*thQritV' f:‘@m, twenty-three to ..tw_efmi:ym-n,eq;l
"At the present fimes theaageﬁby ié structured to.
’ accept both beys and glrls c@mmltted elther from Juvenlle
‘ caurt 0r cr1m1na1 court as long as they are under the age
of twanty—one ar over thé age f -eight at the time of their
apprehens;ongz’ Cammltment length from Juvenlle cmurt is to
';?‘{hé'twemty~fir§t,b:rthdayg.fxqm.Cr;m;nal cQurt\tﬁ»the tWenty~
 -;£hird birﬁhday“fﬁr;ﬁiédemeanbrs:and to. the twen£y~fifih‘
’ubirthday for feldnies. HQWeVér9‘thE‘Y§uth.Aythérity-BQard
has the disoréti@h t6 &ischarge a ybﬁtB‘Cbmmi%ted_té its
cust@dy at any tlme they deem it fea51b1e°
* The Youth Authorlfy 1§ presently dlvlded into three
-mainﬁareas‘Qf-admln;strathng‘Eleld:ServlcesérInstltutlgnsb
and Administrative Séivicésd “The A@miﬁisﬁfdtiye Sérjiées
"Divigi&n iﬁclﬁdestpersénneij'reSéércha finarice, ard other
ﬁeceésaiy;adminis%rafive fuﬁﬁti6n83 The Insfiédiiﬁhs'Divi~

sibn,isvrespehsible féy operation of the«tweive.youﬁh_Apthbrify

1. Joha R, Elllngston9 "The Youth Authority Program,™
‘Contemparary :rect19n¢ ‘Paull W, Tappar, editor; (New York°
McGraw-Hi11l Book Cb. Inc°9 1951}, p°v126$‘ '

2, California law alsb prohibits commitment:tg the
Youth Autherity of 1ndlv1duals ‘mentally or physically 3119
fierely urfbrtunate as well as those sentenced 6 deéath:

1ife 1mprlsmnment or & term less thar ninety days.




facilities, as well as cbérdinatian of the prdgram for
Ybuth,Authéxiﬁy Wards3 placed ih,a,Deparﬁﬁént 6f Correctiéns
insﬁitﬁtiéhm Af fhe-%iﬁe»@f ﬁhisfiudyg there were a total
8f 33963, Wards in- Yeuth .Aufthbbr.ity_‘_‘f;acif’lifcie_s.:, and 1,457 in
those maintained by the Department -of Gorrectiéns. The

» ‘E‘fi’.‘eid' Services Division is comprised ‘of the parele Bureau,
and the Bﬁreaueﬁf:DeliﬁquenQY,?révehtibn and Pr@bé%icﬁ,Ser-
vicess 'When;thiéjstu&y was made; there weére 9,180 wards on
'activevpaxcie £6 the dgency and 169 fieldvefficefs to handle
%heir,euperﬁisiéﬁe This'éémpares"wiﬁh-éleyem.agents &nd

. 1,760 wards at the time fhe agency was first established in
13.921}'12,o Thé5Bﬁréau5éfDeIiaquencny&eveniiéﬁgahd;Pﬁébetién
Sér’.v._i‘.ces‘-é,ids in thé 0r9:aniz-‘ati'£;>‘:ri_' of community pi?égrams' for
reditcing dél.inquéricy‘ and alsb aids probatisn and p&lice de-
partments 1n;ralslng their level of service,

The Youth Authorlfy program LS de51gned 50 tha% wards
cbmmittedetﬁ its jurisdictiﬁn‘are given:fgll oppbrtunity of
-a tbtal-rehébili%aiiye program rather than justfshprtvferm
'CU‘,s;i:.e,dial cbatrol. Upon céfnxnitmeri;t 1o the d’epa:ftine‘en_t,z 2 Ward
is first sent to a reception center and ¢linic where he is
;giVeﬁ chelete yqeafienala‘edUCatiémélg medical, .and psychiev
atric\%esﬁimg for a peribd.ﬁf'six‘weekSa_'At the‘ccmple%idn

6f this peériod of observation; the ‘clinical staff makes.a’

: All individuals c@mmltted by the c@urts to the Youth
Authbrlty are referred to as "wards“



 recommendation to the Youth Authority Bﬁard f&r furﬁherf
placement. ‘Ihis‘céUld‘mean-tranﬁfer‘tﬁéanyléhe“@f,fhe In-
~stitutions, or in-some caées5'£eleaselbﬁ paréle., Each case
is tréated individualiy. - The inst{tutibnal prégram is struc-
%uredASé.tha% eaph,Waid is referred to a facility best fitﬁing
',bﬁih‘his em@tiphal and chﬁéﬁalégical age and prégram needs.
.After-participatiéﬁ,iﬁﬁfhe %réaimehf‘and-ﬁrainihg'prdgramJQf
the igstiiutipﬁa‘4Iﬁhéwwards.are*reféiréd.bé~pargiea The .

: }‘Diviiéi”é‘n :6‘f Pi‘-ela 'Servfices' must locate an .aciequate pl.acem{efnt ‘
‘and then follow up W1th a contlnued program‘ef counseling and’
supervlslon;wlth;mﬁthe cpmmunltyg - The ba31c parole rules are
‘ot too. detailed, leayiﬁg limitatiﬁms'dp;indiyiduél,Casés
bpeni for adjustment.

N Wheriéver a ward under thé j@xiédictiéﬁ;bf the agéncy
ié‘iﬁ?@ivéd inqa'ﬁéwfaffenséglthe pardle officer mugt inves-
tlgate the case to determlne the c1rcumstancesor'Péiicy
states that essentlally any ward 1nvolVed in an:@ffense in
whlch-a\petlthmgpr‘o@mplalni 1s‘flled'must haye h;s‘par@le
“suspended wntil diSp&siﬁiénf@f tﬁé Qa§Qvi§ mgdeu Q‘QHCB the
court makes its decisiong‘then'thé5agéﬁcy f@Il¢w§ fthUghv

“with sui%ableuaCtiQn-dEpehdiﬁg,Oh;the casé, In Juvenile

4. The med;an,length of 1nst1tut10nal stay in 1958 was.
7.8 mbriths for boys and 9 2 months fér girls. :

5 Exceptlons Are i cases in adult cburt where a small
fine #or jail term of less than five days is the senténces In
these instancesy-a- repbrt oF the incident will suffice with-
~éut of;1c1al suspen310no



Court, Youth Autﬁﬁrity_wardsfare.returned to the ageﬁcy for
dispésitiem;exbep%_When,they:aie declared unfit, When de-
clared-unfit for Juvenile Géurigva‘Ward.mﬁsf’fhemfbe tried :
_uhder the géneral law, ‘Iﬁ,criminal courty séveral oppdr-
tunities for dispdsition are open to the judge. Ify in the
cabke ofva,War&‘whé‘is‘ajjﬁvenilé G6Ur£_6éMhiﬁment9 the court
feels ﬁhat further treatment under fhe'Yeuth Apfhbrify pTo-
gram is in‘ﬁrdexy a ﬁewfcommitmeni.fﬁom.a&ult céert may be
ﬁa&e; If the judge feels that & ward is bey@md-ﬁhe réach @f
the Youth Authbrity, thén a cemmitment to the Department of
Cerectiéns.may be madea--ei, iﬁ.spme ceSeésfa cémmifment
tQ the‘eguniyrjaii»is mﬁdew‘.WHenever;a'ward_ie'eqmmitted.te
a sentence‘ér alternate jurisdicfibn.beyomd‘the cbmmitmeﬁﬁ
t6 the Youth Ayih@rityg»ihe agéncy discharges the cdse as a
failure to. preyent dupiicatibn.ﬁf'effOIﬁa

" Revecatibn -6f paroie'isfaieq used whenever it ie felt
 that further institntiénalizatiﬁh would be ¢f benefit to
Jc}1e»A\/v,61::o'1'vo This may result from being iﬁyéIVed in a new.
offense that is handled in Juvenile Gourt 6Aand the case ré-
ferred back t6 fﬁe‘ageney for dispositién, or erm,aneéVemall

poor pardle adjustment withéut a new offense. . Wherever the

6. In adult court, if a ward pleads gullty or Is con-
victed -of ah.offenseg he camnét just be turned over to the
agenﬁy for disp081t10n, but mdst be sentenced accordang to
law,

- 7. This is referred te as a MTechnical Viglatidne*



parole of aYWar&,ls suspeﬁdedﬁ the fleld ageht‘mmﬁt,ké€P'“
- track of the case and aftef court dispdeitien_is méde9.a

- report 5 the vouth Authority Board must be -'rﬁad,e-,'va:i”i:'h a
_recommendatién for fUither'actléh;

“The total program-of the .a.gl.ency studied is aimed at-
bringing those cémmiﬁte& to it up td a reaspnablé level of
cbmmunity requnsiblliﬁy“whefeby‘fﬁftherrahtl~sqcial-acﬁé
will be dlSpensed with or reduced ko a minimun, Such a
‘program must necessarlly 1nyolve much manlpulatlon, suppert
and 00unsellng ‘of the wards 1nd1v1dually as- well ds frequent
-reV1ew of the overall plcture to keep abreast oF current
..deyeLmeentngr Ways.té‘impréye_the levelpaf servide,

Fér the purposés éf thig paper,,eleyen charaeteris%ics
- of wards wefe chésen due ﬁﬁ~£he~uniférmitYVaf their existerce
in the files, Those selected were soclal class9 seX, ageg
‘ethnic backgrémhd9 rellglon,and famlly make~up as well as
the 50010 legal characteristics ef commlﬁment offense,

court of commltment, 1nst1tut10h frem which parbleds npmber

of tlmes Oh pardles and length 6f preésent parole terms The

sfudy was made on those Wards under the SOélelC Jurlsdlctlon\‘5

of the Rlver51de Offlce of the Youth Autncrlty which handles
Call cases in Rlyerelde9 SauBernardlnog and Tnyo Gountleso'

ol



 CHAPTER II

Initial efﬁbris,in,the deyelepméﬁt'bf_a,scienﬁifié_methe&

of parbie predieﬁibh areieredite& to Erﬂeéi W;Bngeée 1 and 8
Sheidﬁﬂ and Eleandr T. Glueck. 2 Burgess studled 3,000 parolees
drawn, equally from three I1linbis prlSOnS in an attempt to
establlsh a predlctlon table of progn081s after releaseo He
chSs Claselfied theeoases aCerdlng t@~@uﬁceme~0n~pardle1aﬂd‘
’f@.tweﬁiyeﬁne;itemeidf_significance; IhﬁsevthSidered as.
f311Ures{were diviéed into twé‘grdups;-“majéfﬂwaﬁﬁ'“mihﬁfw_
<viélafﬁrso Those ciassed‘as-“majbf“ viélatore Bad been in-
va1§éd,iﬁ_the cbmmiSSi@naqf.a.ﬁeW;dffenee since their releasey
and i'thé.i,é consideréd as Tminor® were invelved only in am
infraetién of the.paréle~rﬁleS5 without a new offense. The
factéfsﬂhe Sfudied weres i) naﬁuré bf-cémmitment of fense,
2)-nﬁmberféf aéédbiates inVéIyed iﬁ_céﬁmifmentaoffeﬁsegA

3) natibhality“éf @arelees fathers 4) paren%al‘sfatUS‘( loeey
whether subject was frem a broken or uhbroken,home)s 5Y marital

, sﬁatusg- 6) type of crlmlnal (v1z°9 pIOLeSSlOnal9 habltual, first

1. Ernest W. Burdess; MEacters Deuermlnlng Success 0F -

- Fallure o1 Parole," in Andrew A. Bruce9 Albert J. Herno, Ernest
"W, Burgess and John Landesco;. The Worklngs 0f the Indeterminate
Sentence Law.and the Pazole System in T11in0is;. (Spr1ngf1e1d9
TO28) 5 pp. 205-249.

é;’ Eleanor T. and Sheldén Glueck 5@0 Crlmlnal Careers,
(New York, Alfred A. Khopf9 1930) .




6ff§ndér)§ 7} social type (viz. nefer ab well, gangstery hbbé}o
8}»G@unty“ﬁf Qémmi%méni, 9) size ©f community from which
cbmmittedgxid)‘type Qf'heighﬁérhaod lived in at tiﬁéléf -
commitmetit, 11) residentﬂéf'transieni in commurity where
-arres{edgylé} statement of judge and prééecuting»atﬁﬁrh§Y’Wiih
refereﬁpe.té;recbmmendgﬁidns:far_6r'against leniencys 13) whether
cOmmitménﬁrwas-oﬂ acceptance gf a lesser pléay l4)fn§iure,aﬂd,
length 8f senfence; 15) months ©f sentéence served befére pargle,
l&ﬁfpreyiéﬁs_crimihéi recardg i7}>pre§i6ﬁs work records 18) age
at time of 'p".a':;;o-le‘; _19'}=rec¢fra ¥t pu'n:.i‘srhm.ent wthiié institutibnalized;
20) mental age accérdihg té psychia%ric'exaﬁiﬁaﬁiﬁny~an&

él) pérséhaliﬁy type accérding t¢ psychiatric examinations.

' ':Burg:e.é.s'. t;hréﬁ_dét _é-rin:‘tﬁfeci the vwlatlon rate fér the total
gréup in each ciassificétighustudiedg and then cbmbaréd thié
with the viglation rate of each subclassification; If the
rate was lbwér in a_Sgbclassificétiﬁﬁ!than for theféyéiall
- gToups. ‘4 credit 6f one point Was gti‘.\_ff’e'ﬂ..vta the “s,ub.:gréx.ip;;* apd
if higher, a debit &f one point was entéred. Thus with this
‘experieénce ﬁébﬂe esiabliéhed§ Burgés§1iheQrized that parole -
pnégnésis’CGﬁldfbe prédiCied, in that those indivi@uaIS'péSSGS+'-
. $ing the greéiest.nﬂmber'@f:faﬁﬁrébie¢faCtQIS,Wbu1d.perﬁg:m |
better within the comminity upbn Teléase,

it approximtely the same time f the Burgess study, the
‘Gluecks were éﬁalyzing'the'recérds.éf 510 males par@le&ifrém

;the‘MaﬁsaChﬁse%ts.RéfQImaﬁQiy from 1917 through 1922.. They



initially studied the cases in:reidtién.tb siXiy—ihreé éécié—r
Iegal,chéracteristics5‘and then made a follow . up study after
coniplétion Qf fi&e yedrs 6n pardle ié;détexmﬁﬁe the effecﬁ'

of dértain:iaCEQrs on. parole perférmance@ They determined

that ¥nly 21.1 per cént-of the group ¢duld be congidered

-as making successful prégréés dh,p§ré1é§ and &lse made the
finding that the féllqwingyfactﬁIS’Wére‘“d@ﬁsiderabiyﬁ.assﬁ%
ciated with behaviory preé-Refbrmatory work habits; the
‘serlousness and frequency of pre—Reformatory crlmlnalltys
arrests prior to commitment to the Reformatory; penal ex-
péiiepbe érécediﬁg Reformatory ihCardérafi&ni-ecﬁhemic'réépém-
sibility preceding‘the Refbrmgtary sentences mén%al.abﬁﬁrmality
at the time 6f cf:ommimenft to the Reférmatory; frequé_;mcy of
‘foémses in the'Rsférmaf@ry93and criminal conduct during parole.
‘On the baéis §f'the abbve faétorsy the Gluecks established
prégmééﬁc‘tablés'far'paraie prediction.

A further follow yp study was made on this same group

after andther five vear period with soeméwhat different results, 3

The researchers then determined that the pre-apprehension .and
cémmitment factors showed almost equal rates for success and

failure, and thétithefmﬁét decisiye characteristics affecting

performance wWere age and mental -abngrmality. They stated that the

process of aging and matura%iéh.seemed to have the mést pésitive

cérrelation with suiccedsy and memtal abriormality with failure,

3. Eleandr T, and,Sheldon Glueck, Later - Criminal Careers9

‘(New York, The cemmenwealth Fund9 1937}

10
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Shértly‘aftervthe reiease of the Burgess résearch,
Tibbetts 4 utiiizea the sdmevmei::ﬁhfbd in & s‘tﬁdy of 3,000
parolees from the Illindis Reformatory. In this work, he
eliminated the qlaésificatiéns'pf’paréﬁial sté%ﬂs5 marital
stafus and county of Gbmﬁitmenf.beéaﬁSe they did nbt differ
more than five percentage p‘éinté» frém the overall rate and
'theref@re.were-ﬁét felt Ed’bé significant, - He alsoe added
the factors Efvneighbbrhb@d parpied (oM first_jéb~@n‘parele9
iﬁstiﬁuiibnél work assignment, and empléyment status at?£he
“time ‘0f the commitment offemse. His study shiwed mainly that
parblees’th sgcrédndn,éimiiar,factors would Shéw different
ﬁiblatiénrna£e55,ahd he suggestedﬁal%ernate'mé%hﬁds of weigh=
1ng each charaoterlstlc° A study made by Véld 5 in the same |
year9 however, in which he analyzed the records of 1,192 Mlnne—
'-spta‘caseS'uslmg the BurgeSSNmethadg péinted out that weighing |
®f the classifications in accord with the frequency 6f appear=
ance -and suspeéted effect-Was‘pfvliftle-influéncé iﬁ actual
resulﬁs,1'He was alsé-ablé-%d‘préveg‘by randomly dividing the
sample into two equal groups that violation rates would'differ_
between twé groups just as a matter of chanCea |

Vold,cr1t1c1zed the Burgess methOd on the grounds thats

‘1) only folc;al,records.were‘used$;2)=the study was conflned

4, Clark Tibbettsy “Succeéss or Fallure on Parole Can Be .
Predicted * Journal of Crlmlnal TLaw and Crlmlnology, XLIT,
MaY9 19819 ppc 1 5®o

_ w5° “George B.. V®1d9 Prediction Methods and Parole,
(socielogical Press; Hanover, N.H., 1931) a . -




to conduct on the .p:z:e.,s‘_eﬁf’c parole peried, 3) s;ubciasﬁsiffi—
cations in séme cééeé,é&erlap and dre subjectivey 4) né
medisire 0f reliability was used, ar'i._ci B} éé(u,al welghts weére
Véssigned to éaoh‘facﬁbro He suggested the superlorlfy of
theGlueck ap@r@ach 1n,which he belleved the use- of field
[flnterv1ews, p@n51deratlon of prev1ous parele performan,ces
rand 1nclusagn 6f more rel;able data would lead te mgre
méocmrate conclusibns. jHoweVeri-he uséed bbth;meth@dS;bh

k ”fhe‘eaﬁe<gﬁéupgiaﬁd diecgyered ihaﬁ each -approach measured
the same fa¢t§r5 t§ the 'same exfent Withja coefficient of
2922,

| f,A-éﬁmewhat‘difféienikapprééph vias made by Lauhe'6 who
,beliejédtthat'intimeie‘persanal knéwledge 6f en ihﬁaﬁeﬁ
~éuch‘as cbﬁid bévkmﬁWﬁ by‘felléw inmatess is likely-ﬁﬁ”be
an 1mportant supplement to abjectlve informatidn - contalned
in the case flleﬁa He seught. the oplnlons of several 1nmates
‘1about the pargle orospects ef 150 other 1nmates°, These
epln;ons were tested,some 51xteen years 1ater by Ohlln and
Lawrence@ 7 with the flndlng that thls approach did prqvlde

some accuracy, but nbt .as mych a8 the Burgess method

Other prellmlnary studies Were made by M@nache819

6o Karl F. SchUessler9 "parole Predictieny Its Hlsfery
and Stafus, W Journal -6f Criminal Law, Crlmln;,‘gy and Pellce

_Solem:e9 Vol 455 Noo 4y Nov@4lecoa 19545 p. 4275
To . Thidesy po 429 |

‘8, ELi$ D Monache519 PredlCt10n~FaCt0rS 1n Prabatlon9
{Sbciblogical Pressy Hanover, N, Hos 1932)

19



13
'V51d5 9 dﬁd.ﬁhe‘Séoiéi@gis%*Aétuary‘ai.%heriilinyié State
penitentiary, 10 but nére 6F -thes'e showed any s..i}g_ﬁjifi cant.
deviatién £om. the findings f the regearchers 'ci‘-’ce‘d aboyes
The final work of this_initiéi peribd»WaS‘Uﬁder%&kem;by
Sanders ll wh@ tested\whether Aan, experlence takle such as
used bynBurgess would - remaln_relatlvely unchanged in the
shﬁrt run,future, - He firsﬁ‘gﬁudie&}BQQIQ federal prisgneré
_ ,r-ei;’l‘e:é;rs,_ed.. 'éﬂnipajééé;i‘é;,by Qér‘rel.a;?ﬁi'ﬁg J:che“irf pr{‘c.ajgﬁre"sfs_«‘wii-th‘-s.e,lf-e_ﬁ_,c.- f
téﬁ chargcteristics similar ﬁgﬁth@SE'used.by’Burgééég and
thén deyeloped an e’xp‘eriémc~e't.'a'ble;, He fcﬁlloWed this: up Wl‘th
A study of 29838 mére federal parolees scored the Same Ways -
and it was shown that the pattern -§f v1®la%10ns for the second
| groﬁp Was. 1ne@n81stent with the flrst This pglﬁted_@ut'the
ppgs;bllltyf@f ohance.affecflmg the sigtistic55 as_weil.és
"ihe»féCi that itemé~ﬂﬁed«ﬁ@yr@ﬁk Peré§ﬁ3~as5té;parﬁle*succéés =
may well be inreliable 6i érﬁafic’in diffEIEnt times 6F biacésc
‘f‘ There Were Ho- eﬁher studies. of n@te untll after World
War IT. R,e"cg;nt'_ ‘_I{I.e‘S_eita.?I‘Ch in t_hls_, area has beer _pr_-;Lmvarlly»

.meih@dalogicaI’in~anpattempﬁ £ impréve wpgn previusly
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éétabiiéhed,ap@rbachésg“ér ﬁb tesilthem furthér after g
Long 1épée bf time. Monachesi ;2 made .a fallew up. s%udy ‘on
190 of the @rlglnal 896 tases he suryeyed im 1932, He was
able_t@fshbw-aﬁsémcéﬁragjng'degiee of similarity beﬁWeen
“prédiéted.énd dctual perférmancé. He éiS@fpbiﬁtédgéﬁt that;
of 50 fact§r$'g§ed5”0nly certain bnes were of significarce
And thét th¢xef§re'Sppénfiﬁbﬂs’iﬁemsjshéuid.ﬁé eliminated.
Ha._keem:iS made a study 8f 1,108 males released fr§m,a biénch
Bf the T11ingls State P@ﬁiientiéry during 1939-40 ysing thé'.
'Bﬁrgessimethd:wiih fhe'exééptiﬁﬁléf some slight chariges in
 categories é%ﬁdiéd He left 6ut the factors of counﬁy of '
commltmeni, statement of trial Judge oT. pr@secutlng atﬁorney
as to leniencys, and,whether c@mmltment wa's on\aoceptance of a
lesser pleag and‘added 1) number and make—up -of vlslfs 1nmate
had;ffém the outside during incarteratigng Q)‘empl@yméht.sﬁatUS
at time of ;.z%rr‘e’isty_ 3) prigon work assignient; 4) se of '
;'a.lceﬁgfil;, 5) contact with Venereal Diseasey 6) 'siz«e-"e.f com=
ijHityft@yWhiCh r@l@ﬁﬁ@dg'T}ﬂtybei@f‘meighbbrhgéd tQLwhiCh
releéased, and 8}‘firs£,jbb Upon;réiease,v“ﬁe compared eXpected

“With detwal Sﬁcéesswra$ES aﬁdv£dEhd:aprsitiVe similarity.

Actual Resulfs of Proba: :
"X, February, 19459 pp° 26 31D

- of Predicted With
ological Reviews

, 13, Mlchaei Hakeem*'“The,Vélidity of the Burgess Method
-¢f Parele Predictions Amerdcan Jorrnal @f 8001@10gy, LITI,
Marchy 1949, ppe 376-87. o




An extensiye study was wade bnyiéyd,E& Ohlin li‘whén‘
he cémpared ba:éle experienée?bf'S,QIBVIllinpis paroleés
'féleaséd from 1936 through 1944 with rates estébliéhéd by
the study‘made of 5,624 releases Ffrom - 1995-1935 by the
S@cleloglst~Actuary at IlllhOlS State Penltentlaryo He
pbinted out that althéugh an experierce table will becore
ﬂéutdaiea due to possible sbciai chariges ndt anticipated,
buch-a table could be kept current by regular feedback ¢f
réoéﬁtjparélé'QXperiehbeﬁ He dlso denonstrated that pre-
dictibn‘tables:caﬁ;be’jugtvasAaccupatéfwith’a smallér Selec-
‘U tienon inclusive itémso» He ‘used oxly tWéiyeg-ﬁé conpared
t6. the %wéh%y ﬁ6¢sixiy séméTUSed by éariiér reSearchérss

He showed that the 51x,m03ﬁ ef;lCleht 1tems had to dé with

personal and group" aitlfudes tbwards. crlmlnallty, rather
than\the ekté:nal Chapgpterlsﬁlcévc1ted;befpre°, Aloﬁg‘the
same linegwﬁlaSer 1o thedrized that the-dégree:Qf'idenﬁifica— ‘
Lion of the parslee t6 crine would affect his parole per-
fgrmance, He ép@red a Qr@ﬁp«@f‘paibleészdn séven items
-dssoeiated, Wifh«fhé~sriminal chlfﬁregiand develdped a
statlshlcal table he held superlér 40 prev1ous ‘statistical

manlpulat;on@ Addltlonal supoort te'thws approach was given

14, Lléyd Es Ohlln, Selectlan\for Paro1e9 ‘(Chicagds
Russell Sage Fouridatiory 1951), ' ‘

15 lan;el Glaserg “A‘Recan51derat10n Of S@me Parole
Predlctlen_Factorsg"Am rl.amASoc1él®gical‘Revlew9 KIX, '
June‘g 19549 ppo 335 3410 B . .
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- b?”Schnﬂr; Ié;whﬁse Wieeémsin %iudiee in 1948 prbdﬁCed the
conclusibn that preyious criminal record &r experience hid
' the‘méet]defimiﬁe associatin with parole success-cf Failvre,
TR an articleé 6n the efficiency of predictién”in
criminologys Ohlin and Durican 17 conclude that sequential
chaﬁges~in_fhe factérs affecting behavior in the individual
' erevcertainly-aéerelevént_tb spieﬂiifie éﬁalysistae;a:e“the
backgieund;items,in‘oasefhistorieéo. TheyvaISG pbiﬁf sut
" the errors derlved from sampllng fluctuatlons, and a lack
of a55001atlbn between accepted predlctlve factors And Qﬁher
characterlstlcs that may haye a. dlrect relatlonshlp t& parole
performaNCeol In oommentlng Eo)al the ‘abbve paoer, Vold 18 p01hts
out the unrellabillty-qf_much‘gf the 1nfermaﬁ19n contained
iﬁ-oase recbrds due to-the preéeﬂce-ef mtich peTS@ﬁai~§piﬁiéﬁg
arid he alse’mehtibns-the shifting meaning 4f parole success
‘dUé‘tb'%he idieeynerasiesfbf parole boards and officers.
He‘cehcludes with the -observation that new studies are needed
which dre’ based on orlglnal da%a, ratheér than an éyaluation- of '
past studies ahd systemso He als® expresses concern that

recént research has produced mére concern for technical

16. Alfred C. Schnur, Mpredicting Parple Outcomes™
“Focus; Mayy 19495 pp. 70=75, - :
 17. Lloyd E, Ohlin and Otis Dudléy Duncan, *The Efficiercy
- of Prediction 1n;Cr1m1nology," American Journal -of Sdcivlégy,
LIV Marchy 1949? PPpe- 441=514 : T
18 & Ibidcg po 452@




17

meﬁhQ&dL@g§"than‘with the-deVelﬁpmeni,Qf'mére.meaningful’dataé,
eA_recéﬁf S£udy“ﬁf a grodp of parelees with relatitn .
to pre.dicﬁi‘én,' of their prognosis was madé by Bernard Ce Klrby 19
- whg considered 455 féderal parblees by weighing specific
characteristics in relation to thé frequencyléf theii»uppearanceo
His fimal oemciu51@n‘was that the flndlngs of any such study |
‘are vulnerable, and predlctlon efflolency lows wuiftil crlterla
are éstabliéhed,tévgive a meaningful plcture ©f the pardlee's
conduct &s a“husband9'fathefg:émpl§Yée} ciiizeﬁg'aﬁd:éthef
.i’m-d.icati‘e;n,s., of his. pait,ic.ipa.tién as a o-éﬁiclgib‘utinﬁg merﬁbﬁe'r» of
sbciety 1nstead of basing success raie on subsequent arrests.
There are stlll confllctlng Oplnlons as to the value
;of parole predwctldn o d practlcal levely as well as g
the reasons for success or failure wh;le-under SyperYISl@Rp
Additiénal commerits on reaﬁpﬁé for parole failure have besn
maae by sUch‘indiyiduaisfas'Pﬁicefchenauliréo and Jamés ﬁa
Bennetts Director of theus 'Bu::eau of Priséns. 21 Chenault

states that the predéminant cause$ for parole failure are

19 . Bernard Co Kirbyy *parole Predictipn Usidg Multwple
‘Cerrelaflenb I, Amerlcan\Jeurnal of Sdblology, LIXy May, 1954,pp.539-50

D0, Price Chenaulﬁ, rEducation,™ . contemporary Cérrectionss,
Paul W. Tappany Edlter, A New York, McGraw—Hlll BOok CO.y INCos ‘
1951)9 p. 231, _

21. James V Bennett Llfe9 September 305 19575 p. .85
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emotiorial immaiufiﬁy? impulsiveressy and unwiliingness €6
‘accepf’reSpéﬁéibility9 §§d Beﬁﬁetﬁ cbmments thaty, all of the
bfhéf faéts‘ﬁ§%Withsiaﬁaihgg the §iéétes{ hindrarce téwards
-a;méﬁfmakiﬁg.a SUCCéSS’Qﬁ parélé islﬁhé~markhbf béing an
'”ex-ébh;”- Benmétt a1séﬂn6£es>iha% figures for paréle. success
rates are thrgwn off byithe faoigthat 65 per cent of priéﬁﬁefs:
hive served time beforey that parelé i 6fter an admiﬁisﬁrative
recessity due ié'6vércréwded‘fa§iliﬁies rather than ar bbjéétive
evaluatiénp and fihaily that variéty'in‘ﬂhé‘lengfh éf‘parélé
termjwbdid bé«deéeiving in'fhat chances for failure are greateér
.a’é the leng'f:h of the parsle ﬁ‘ér’iﬁ 1ncreaseso

In a comment on the g%atus bf parolé pxedictibnﬁ’Schuééslér >2
‘$tates that thé'éctuarial'methbdé-uéeakby researchers are B |
adequate; but that %he-aﬁsenée of &é%alan‘aerpt sécial or
pérsﬁnal,%ransfiguratiéhrmjﬁimizéé thé accuracy 8f avy 1ong
rarge forecasting. Barﬁés and Teeters 23 néte that altholigh
s{udehts'ﬁf‘prédictibmftéchniqués &Dubiiéés have shoéwn profise
with their methbd, there is no Dhdicativn that these sealés
will be chepted.due %E the Confﬁsing catégeriéé-ahd invélyéd
statistical Iaﬁguagéb.aé well as the éuiihrai lag existing in .

the field 6f pendlogy.

92, Karl F, Schuééslér; Mparole Prediction; Ité Histdry
and Statusy ™ Journal 6f Crimirial Law, Criminoloyy.'and Policé
Sclenhce, Vol, 455 NO. 4, Noy. Dedes 19545 pe 43l

: 3. Harry Elmer Barnes and Négléy K. Teetersy New Horizdns:
in Criminblogy, (New York, Prenticé~Hall, Tnc., 1951F, p. 798.
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i Ihwa‘feséhtsgpﬁmary.Qf.pérgle predicﬁi@n mefhbds; Newman 24
staieé'tﬂét éeiécﬁfbﬁffgr-péfaie ghﬁul&’beibasédvéﬁ thé readi-
nessnbf ah individual to return to the cbmmunity‘&efermined'by
examinatién:of~ail facﬁérs\asgociated.withAtheaindiVidUalal
" He includes the institﬁtiéhal'Ciassificaiibﬁ,seryiceg peréﬁﬁal
- background inférmatibng medicdls psycholdgicaly and psychidtric
datas institutional proégress reports, and any‘staff recommenda-
"ffibﬁSe 'H€“StatéS that %he~pbssibili£y‘of using pUnched cards

: fed inte a mechanlcal sbrter 6 determine readlness for paxrole
Cis a long way offs but urges that reséarch inte this area be
continued.

It is with the pa&t research in mind that this paper is
Undeiﬁakehb;xgniy fabtbrs n@t.oéi@red.by pérséﬁal,bpiniQQ are
tsed in this studyy and eaqh”charactéristic;iS'preéeht iﬁ each
case, The classificatigns were studied on the basis of their
correlation with the £btal group; rather than associating |
certain factors with certain parolees and weighing. Qf,ﬁhg
- characteristics in aobhidance»with'the freéuéﬁcyh@f éppéérahée_

- Or SUSpectédveffecfs A statistical test isused to indicate
pbssible o@rrélétion*rafhef than “experience tablej and the
| characterlstlcs studled are. such that they are ndt likely to
be affected by SOClal or personal change9 except p0551b1y 1n

the ocase of‘maturatlon@

: o4, ‘Charlés L. Newmatis S@urceb@ok 6n Probatlon, pPargles
-and Pardonss (Sprlhgf1e1d9 111, Charles C. Thomas, 1958} 4pe225
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CHAPTER IIT

. METHOD

Statistical datd for this paper were ©obtained from a
stﬁdy of the reCQﬁasggf the’RiVQTSide foicelgf the Galifﬁxmia_
Youth Authérity. Each of the branch eoffices 8f the Parole
_ Bureau maintain compléte files on each ward under its direct
.Supefvisibne.‘Theée c&seVrééQfds d@hiaih‘priéf probation
fepbrfag inétitutiOnal material, pbiiCejrépértég correspon-
 dénCe§ ard all repdrts-and commerits of the parole staff,

4 Sihoéhmﬁah of the imexmafibn fnctuded s the pérs@néi
GpiﬁiQn"éf the investigatbrg it was decided 6 limit the’
faCtbisiimoludéd in this séudy té,Speqific socip-=legal
chaiacﬁerisﬁics %héf aie not affected by opinién,

_Aféoﬁewhat diffeieni.appraach.was used ifi the cbrrela-
‘tion &f these ,faét.éf‘s‘ to patole s.u:‘vfcce‘s.é»thaﬁ;"ufi‘,li_z;_ed by those
. dbing.eariiérurééeérch in this area. ?Teviéﬁs"§tudies have
"génei::al.ly' féak‘e;i;{ a numberof féc‘fc"érs- :m the make-up of the
individuals studied, and then by setting up an eXpeiiéncé
féble illustrating which parcleeé failed in relation to
' :£he‘nﬁﬁber4§f factbfs-éxhibité&; a basis f¥r predictidn was
eétablished@‘ For tﬁe purpbses of this paper, it wés decided

that only Qharapteristits exhibited‘uniformly'by each case
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Wbuld be useds and fhat success would be rela%ed beﬁweéﬁ egch
iaetér and the total group surveyed rather than individudlly.
A The charecterieiics used were social claés; seXi agey
¢thnic backgrodind, religién, family'make-up, court of commit-
merit; commifment bffense, institution from which pareled;
‘ﬁUmBer'éf times'ph:parqle, and lerigth of pardle tern, Iﬁ
was also decided that 0nly male cases WOuld“be studied since
there isfa.greatlyaiiaﬁce in the make-up oFf the female tasess
i;eeg reason for dpmmifment, type betreatment and programs,.
as well as the dispropértiénate number of maie‘wards to femaleai
-;Sécib-eeenémic class was detérimined by use 6f Edwerde”g
scale,baSed:Cmiéccupatiéeel'gréupsu This scale indicates
¢lass sianding.by’a ramge35f\QCQUpati§ﬂs frém‘“Professiénalé
thrémgh~”oleficai Werkereﬂ tbi“Unkn@wnﬁ with class ranking
equal to rank-in the sc‘al'eo A\slighf‘mddificatiOh was
necessary 1n,that seventy—elght of the cases studied fell

'1nte the categorles of "Unemployed“ and “Re01p1ents of Public

1. At the %1me of the studys the ratlo of boys. to girls
under superv1s1on was - aporox1mately five td 6ne. There were
102 females among the active Riverside caseléad compared to
483 maless and state statlstlcs shOWed 8,199 males and 1,652
females, s

2 -Alba.Mo Edw&rdsg_cbmpara%ive Occupatien Statistics,
UsSs 1870-1940, 16th Censusy U.S.Bureau of Census, 1943,
ps 170 ° - - -
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Welfa:é& which are not included ©On the origingl scgie;

The declared emplb&ﬁént or source of incéme of ﬁhe head

of the henﬁehbld'Was‘usé&g.based¢Qn that iiétédfin‘the;nfacé_’ "
shéet® or desCriptiye:backgrnundkfgrm;made up by the proba-
fiﬁn‘depérimeﬁtAa% ﬁhé time of fhé Wérdﬁé initial referrél’
t& that agenCY:ér on the initial investigatidnm &f the
parole staff of the family $ituation at the time of the
ward®s odmmitmeni_ﬁa,%he Yéuth‘ﬁyihori%yp All of thée gther
informatibn was obtaired frém study of the tatal case File
and. from **face-sheets" ugéd by the parole and institutienal
staff, | B |

Age was t@gneéresfvbirthdayg and religion was deter-
mined by declaration of either the Wardef'hié-gUardianb
'gmderbfamily:makewupb a brﬁken.hbme’inéiuded;all hdmes
where the ward‘Waé,ﬁéi living with both natural parenﬁsg
Whether~a§ a result ﬁf\death,vdesgrtidnxpr legal sépaxaﬁiﬁns
Céses-of wards currenfly ihstitﬁtiénalizedVWere not includéd,
After the basic‘hypethesissaﬁd-abpréach for the réséérch

had been esiabiished_and ihe sburce of material loca"ted19

the study waé made. The case £ile for each male bn active
parole as of April, 1960 to the Rivérside»foice was pulled

and reyiewed for ﬁhe.desired'inférmatién:by’gegiﬁning’wiﬁh



the letter mA" and: working J;h'r'-o;ugh the ;alphab.et,, Any cases
added to the file after .a particular letter had been 'studied
were nét includedo',fhe inférmation obtainéd was sééred‘@n
mastér'charts-bréken,déw5_inté Cross cé%egp:ies-bf the
oharac%erié%ics énd paféle performances Individual cards
were*in'made in érdér t6 cémpigtely protect the anonymity
of “the wards ‘S{:Udi'ed.'o |
| In érder t¢ score for parole perf@rmaﬂcég'cri#exia

were set up £8r determining eiﬁhér suc;eés or failure during
the current partle periédo ‘FOr'ihe puiprés of this papérél
it was decided that a singlé full suspension ¢of parole by
the Y@uth AthbTitY'Béard duriﬁg the present parole term
unld,be CénSidered.as‘indicétiVe of negative pﬁQQTGES're—
‘gardless of finﬁi;diépdsitiqnp The figid.@ffioef deeS not
. request such a SUSpénSiﬁn unléss he hasvinvéstigaﬁed the
fact3~thérénghly‘en@ﬂgh to merit such a decisign. Study of
all the records indicatéd that thﬁse wards who héd their
pafcle'spspended at Iéast bhce were making a pébrer»édjﬁsﬁ—
ment than thése rigt having sich a suspensior regardless io,f
-O%her factors. ’Thﬁéevparpiees iryelved iﬁ'sgriﬁus offenses
whéreih\a_suspensibn is made and disposition of the case
‘res,ulffs'" 1n the revocatlon bf thelr partle or commitment to
an alternate JUrlSdlC'thﬂ for & long perigd are nét
" included in this s{"c’udy'-a.s: ‘the c:a.s',e is n® lénger on avcﬁi',;{fe
. paroles HOWéyerg'th¢8e7und6r suépéhsibn at the time

bf the study awaiting court disposition were included as

23
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were all those in which resteoration. to parole had been

" vecommended after a suspension was made, Gértain.cdses in
. which the ward was 1nyolved in a miner foense9 such as

‘trafflc v1olaﬁ10ns, rot requlrlng suSpen51on, are classed

as successes@_;f
. After the above infdrmaiionTWaSprtainéd:@n.the-acfiVe
caseload, it was decided that it would be of value!td céimpare

these cases with those dischargéd~frém]paréle~Superyisién'

'to relate the success rate t& ayallable factors. Theréﬁbreg

Gases of all male wards dlscharged from parole frem the ‘f

Rlver81de office during the flve year perle.of January 1955
to Jamuary‘l960'were stud&edd Slnce gust,ﬁhe.almgle réport
rec@mmendlng dlscharge was on hand, only ‘six factwrs were
avallableo- TheSe were claSS;flcatlon;of d;scharge9 ageg'
ethnic. backgreund, 1ength of‘most recent Darole terﬁ9 ceurt

Gf commltment and cemmltment OIfense° Determlnatron of

‘success was based O the cla591flcat10n of the dlschargem Ali
"Wards‘glyenth@ﬁ@rablevdlscharges pr;pr,tQ'the-explratan~of
“%heir d&ﬁﬁitmémt'Wémé;ciaséified-aﬁ'ﬁféﬁocess§ aé.WGie'ﬁhéée
" réie%séd at the end of their commitment with a *gbod™ or
: mé§céb£§blé“frééQrd'@njparcie; Wﬁrds-dié@harged<é% the

.éﬁpilaﬁi@ﬁ.@f their commitment with the classification of

.“whereabéutsvuﬁkﬁﬁwﬁ”‘ér~“pabf“'reéérd,Were classed as

‘fallures 4s wére those dlscharged due te an - alternate oommlt—

ment extendlng beyond %he Jurlsdlctlon of the Youth Authorltyo

’ These alternate commlfments were geherally sent t6 the

\\'@alifarmia‘Dgpartmemt»gf.Cbrrectionsb but included terms.



in out-ef-state fgciiitiés and‘counfy jailé as well as
terms of probé%iémxéﬁﬁervisién\fﬁr a new offense. Thesé.
cases were scoréd,similarly té the active Gases;

A total of 900 cédsés were studiedy 483 frém the.a¢iiﬁe"
file énd 417 frOm‘the'discharged,fileo | |

Since the fﬁncﬁibn‘of”this study is tb‘attémpt 6 show
thé correlation of sécié}legal charaicit‘grisﬁ’cics to- two greups, .
parole successes and parole faiiﬂresé tables were set up
depiqtiﬁg the numerical énd percentage rates of éach group.
Then} as a sta%isiical tool to scientifically test the siga

nificance -of the relatienship 6f the characteristics t&

parole bérférmahce the chi quare'teohique as. utilized by
Hollingshead 3»andAdescribed by'Fréund.4'Was used. This

"fest emables the investigator te apply mathematical procedures -

to categéries that are not entirely quantitative; as well as

Apermitting‘fhelWeigh@ﬁg; of each case proportidnately to

all others., . ihfbr&ei ﬁ5,bé és‘aqburafézas possiblé, the

1 per cerit level of probability as'a criteridn of signi-

ficance'Was‘adeted in the use of the %%, This means that

- the distribution of socie-légal characteristicé when mea-

sured against parole success oF failure; would be attributed .~

3. August B. Hollingshead, Elmtown's Youth, John Wiley
and Sons; Inc.y New Yorks 1949, pp. 43 and 440, _

4. Jéhn E. Freund, Modernlementary Statistics,
pPrenticé-Hall, Inc., New York; 1952; pp. 291-302,




~ to chance only pnce out of pne hundred times,
- If the chi square test did show a significant relatidn~
ship, then the degree of this relation was measured by the

coefflc1ent of oontlngency9 also as used by Holllngsheada

,‘Thls shaws the degree of the . assec1at10n.between the varlablesr

R The range-of this ﬁost is from o’to 1y andAtherefOre;-the

closer the number is t& 1, the hlgher the correlatitn, These
test results are wrltten at the b@ttOm of each table in

which they are uséd@ vaa significance existsy then the'leﬁei
of prébabiliﬁy is writteny P is less than\05013 if rio” signi-
'fioancéfis:p¥e§ehﬁgvit‘is Writténgﬂﬁ isJéreater~thaﬁ;©gélu
’The.cqefficient;df>cbntingency-isValso expréssed at the
bcttﬁﬁ_of the table (for example C = 0025}'if significanpe

~is shown, -

26
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CHAPTER TV

FINDINGS

Siatistios‘gifAcﬁiﬁe‘Pardleicaseigad

Siﬁce‘therséurcevéf'maﬁeriai fér'fhé present study wis
gbtained from beth an active paréle cdseload and from the
files:§£ a‘grbuper éaées{discharge&‘ffbm parélé éuperviéiéng
each of these twd»sampleg(will be considered separafeiy and»
‘fhen chpé?isﬁn%'méaeor'The:b&ikﬂbf information ‘gathered
concerns the active pardieesg and %hiélgrqup will be given
inifiéi'dnaIYQiég ,Eacﬁ bﬁaracﬁerisfic‘wiii be discussed as
dn individual unit.

- ‘Gocio-Ecbaemic Classi Deétérmination of class standing

was made by use of EdWaidé scale of QCCupétiQn31~grQupings¢
The declared OCcupaiiénjér_szrcégof incom¢ of the head of
the household, as listed in either the probation or Youth
fAufhéIiiy'repﬁrtsg was used in each case. - A slight mbdifiF
catién of Edwards® scaie was necessary in ﬁhaf seventy-eight
gf the Cases;feil_iﬂi@“categqries'of‘“yhémplbyed“‘and

"Recipients 6f Public Welfaré* which are mot included in his

1. Alba M. Edwafdsg Comparative Occtpation Statistics,
UsS. 1870-1940, 16th Censuss UsS.Bureau of Census, 1943, p. 179
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Original breakdewn, I

If the categorieseere broken'déwH into twevgféUQeg'whiie-
collar (1nc1ud1ng all cla831flcat1pns frem “Profe551ona1“ through
“Clerlcal")9 and for the purpgses @f thls papery "Farmers" and
‘ blue c¥llar (all remalnlng categorles)9 it will be cherved that
86.9 per cent of the tﬁt&l‘fail‘lmiéfthe:bihe:cqllarfgreﬁp»- This .
“iﬂdicates £he léwer class preValeﬁce ambhg the actiye cese load
A.sfudied' Study of the numerlcal and percentage flgures iv

Table I ShOWS a hlgher rate of sucéess in. %he cla¥ses- ef '

IABLE T3 Cemparlson of sucress rate of actlve parole case load
' by $ocio-econdmic group, Callfornla Youtheﬁuthorlty
Rlver51de Offloe° Aprllg 1960

‘SOCIO~ECOHOm10 | 'SUCCESS - ‘. :v’lEAILUREf © . TOTAL
' Gréup T .Number Per Cent ~ Numbexr = Per Cent Number Per Cen

professional 7

2&'5 | : l 4 . . ‘200" ) ) 11.” v ‘ 2;°v' - ' '
Farmérs (Owners-managers) 6 2.1 : 1 1

2 «0 8 57
Wholesale and B o - . S
- retail dealers 10 85 - 3 l.B7 I3 2.7
Other proprietors: 18 6.3 - B 4D % 5.4
Clerical aﬁd‘, ' - '
kindred workers 26 9.2 8 4.0 34 750
Cskilled . 61 25 43 - 2l f04 2L
Semi-skilled ~ 78 2,7 4l 206 114 236
Unskilled 48 16.9 45 . 22,7% 93 19.3
Paknown o 04 e 2 1,0 o 4
Unemployed 7 133 . 4 O . 45 22 45
‘ Weifafe’recipienﬁs 22 7.7 34,> 17.1 = 56 11.6 -
Coretal o . 284 1000 199 100,60 483  100.0

" chi square 1s 22,533 "Pjis less tham_ooolg G equals 0.41
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proféssionals farmer59 clerical workers, whblesale and retail’
déalersé businessmen and semi-skilled laborersi an approxi~
 'ma£e1§ eVen3réte iﬁ the skilled labérei aﬁd"unémplbyed classi
and a lower rate in the remaining categories. The chi square
test shows a sigpificaht xelatiﬁnship beiweeﬁ;sééi@—ecﬁh@mic
class and parolée success amﬁné fheaéCtive»céseﬁp lIt wiil be
noted that failures are more predominant. in the ldwer classes
“with pariicuiér’aiteh¢i¢m3d£an td the cétegﬁry-of "Velfare
recipients”~in_whi¢h 60..0 ber Ceﬁtlﬁf that grdup are cIéSsed
aS-failuresu The percentage of success amohg the white
,Cdliar'gr0upé is as fciléwég professional (63.6), farmers
(75@0),‘wh¢lesa1e and retail deaierg (76.9), other proprietors
~(69pl)ﬂ and clérical ‘workers (76.5). This is higher than the
tétal f6¥ the samplé which is 59.1 per cent., |
Reiigiénﬁ,ReligiEUS préfererice was listed by 414 of ﬁhev
~active basesg?ér 85;7 per cent, In cdses where the~w§rd listed
no specific religion, that declared by his parents or guardian
was listedy if any. -The-study growp is remarkably evenly
divided between Catholics -and Protestantss; with almdst nd
other faith included, The chi square test shows the existance
' vfsf»é sigmifican%r:ela%iénship between success and.reiigidus
p'ref.e"reince° Those classed as Protestants had 67.4 per cent
making_suncessfnl»prégre555 cOmpared téﬂonly 51.4 per_oeﬁt

of the Cathelic group.
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 TABLE II. Comparlth'of success rate of active parole case joad “
by religious preférence; California Youth Authority
. Riverside offlce2 Aprll 1960 :

‘Religieys SUCCESS PArmmE  TOTAL
_preference - . : NUmber Per Cent Vumber Per Cent Number Per Cen

Protestant 139 'v .48L9 67 33,7 ‘2664 42,7
Catholic 104 36.6 98 49.2 202 41.8
- Other . : . o3 1Ll .3‘ ) ,105  §; 1.2
UnknéWn | 38 l3;4 31 I5.6 69' 14037

Total . 984  100.0 199 100,0 483 .100.0.

}Chl square is ll 53, P-is,léSs,than 0,013 C eq@aisj@;l5

Ethn;c backgrounds The active case files | in Riversideé show

a highér’prepﬁrtiénséf Méxicah}Americans and‘a,lbwér-greuping

of Negroes than the gemgral state picture. 2 This is ne doubt

- due th,ﬁhefmaks—up 6f the area éerved,by the Riverside office,
which is‘lérgéiy.rural.amd'wﬁere‘a high prép@r%iﬁﬁ of the total
pbpulatien is made up bfiMéXiqaanmericah_faim iabbrersd The
éfatelsfatiSiics show a breékdde émgng the total active barble
Caseioadvéfi56,4 per_oeﬁi,Aﬁng{Améiicanﬂ QégQ §¢i cent Mexican-
;Ameiican;'iggé per ceﬁt*ﬁegxég and 0,8 per géﬁf‘iiéiedfaélpthé:g
‘_The‘breakdéwn in the Riverside office is 4705 per cent Angle-

American, 42.4 per cent Mexican-American, 8,5 per cent Negro, and

2, "Characterlstlcs ef Youth Auth@rlty Parolees, June 30,
1959,“ Records and Statistics Section, Galifornia Yeuth A_uthorlty°
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1.5 per cent other., All of those considered under the -
 ¢Categervof "Othex" Were'AmericaneIndiansa. Although the
.euccess rates for the,ethnic grdUpe differ, the statistical
test applied does. not shéw any significani‘qdrrelatioh be-
 tWeen‘the groups ahd baréle.perférmenceu Of the claeeifica—
tions, 62.4 per cenf of the AhgiﬁAAﬁericans were making success-
ful‘prqgress5 52,7 eer eeni of tﬁe,Me#icanéAmericans agd 6l.1
'pef cent of the_NegiééS; Table:iII depicfs the breakdown in

the respective groups.

TABLE III: .Cémpafison of sﬁccess rate of active parole case load
by ethnic backgrounds €alifornia Youth Authorlty
Rlver31de offices Aprll, 1960:,

Ethnic " SUGCESS o FAILURE T Torar

Background o Number Per Cent Number Peér Cent Number Per Cent
' AngloAAmeriéa@e ’143 50.4 ) 87 43,7 20 ,4756 |
-Mexicaﬁ?émericanbi. 108 éSFQ' 97 48,7 2Q5 424

Negro . M 10,2 12 6.0 . 41 8.5

Other - P 1.4 3 1.6 7 1.5

Totéi : .vb}f“eéé4 | 1doio:e7{ 199 100.0 483 100.0

Chi square is 7;083 P is greater than 0.01

Fam;ly'makeeup° For the purposes of this paper9 a broken

home Wae eehsidered té be in existence 1f~e1the: of the natural
parents was not présent, whether dué to death, divorce Jor legal
ﬂséperatidng at’fhe time Qf_the‘ward’s.commitmeht to the Youth

: Autho¥i£y; ,Althdugh.né epecific Scb?ing.was aane on‘which

- parent the ward was living with, it appeared that~the‘cases
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were fairly eyealy:divided bétween mother and father;
,Brdkeu homes accounted for 61,1 per cent 6f the total cases
studied, but the success,rare'Was only slightly lower.. Améng
»%hbSe:frem ,]'or’?c")"l‘cehh’.{’)mes_9 57.6 per cent were makingdpdeitive
: progreesmwhile 60.6 per cent from unbroken homes were doing
wellgivThe sratisrical test aled.shQWS no corrélatien between

'family‘make-up'and parole succeéss.

TABLE IV3 Comparlson of success rate of active parole case load
) - by family make-ups Callfornla Youth Authority
Rlversrde offlce9 April, 1960. o

Family . T SUOCESS | FALLURE . TOTAL

Make-up Number Per Cent Number Per Cent Number Per Cent

©Boken 170 59,9 1% 628 295  6L1
Unbroken 114  40.1 - ¢ 74 37.2 188 - 38.9
” | Total ' .84 1000 159’ lboqo ,k 483 100.0

Chl square 1s O 55, P is greater than 0,01
Age° The determlnatlon of age fOr this study was made by

,class1fy1ng each ward 1n the group to the nearest birthday. Thére -

'1¥were no wards under the age of fourteen on parole té the Rlver51deA

office at the_tlmevef the survey, and 32.1 per'cent of the total
‘grdup studied were undér the age of eighteen. The average, Or

| meang‘age 0flthe~gr0Up.was 18;23yearsgdsémeWhat'léuer tﬁah fhe
average age of the total state case load which was 19 2 yearso3

The hrghest rate of success is found among the wards elghteen

3. Ibid.
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or under, and the poorest rate among the 195 20 and 21 yéar
olds, The aVefageg,Or‘meang age for those considered t¢ be
making successful prégress is 18,5;year§g for féilure39 19.1
yeér§a The statistical test shows a sigmifioént céﬁrélatidn

beétweén age and parole success in the aétive case Iéadﬁ,

TABLE Vs Cgmparisdn,of Success Tate bf active case load
' . by age; California Youth Authority Riverside
offices April, 1960,

— SUCCESS  FAILURE ~ TOTAL
Age - Number Per Cent Number Per Cent - Number Per Cent

14 6 2.1 4 20 10 2.1
5 13 46 3 1.5 16 3.3
% 23 8.1 17 8.5 40, 8.3
17 69  24.3 20 1041 89 18.4
18 a4 14.4 27 19,6 68 14,1
19 49 17.3 | 38 1901‘ 87 18.0
0 % 187 i6 23,1 85 17.6
21 16 5.6 20 10,1 36 7.5
22 15 5.3 13 6.5 28 5.8
2 7 2 4 20 11 2.
24 | 6 2.1 7 3,5 13 2.7

Total. 284  100,0 199 = 100,0 483 _ 100.0

Chi équareiis 28,243 P is less than 0,013 .Cfequalé<0523

Court of commitment: As discussed in the introduction,
the Juvenile Court has consistently committed more wards to
the Youth Auihéfity than the c¢riminal courts. A look at Table

VI will show that 76.4 per cent of the active Riverside case 16ad
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cwnsists'df-Jﬁvéniie Gburf‘commitﬁemisg' This céﬁpareerith
-69;3 per cent for the total state parole caselé‘ad,,4 Successful
bprogress is being made by 59.9 per -cent of the Juvenile Court
cdmmitmenis‘and 54,2 per cént of those from the criminal”
courtsy hewever the statistical tests,shbw_no‘significént

correlation between court ¢f commitment and parole ‘success.

';TABKE'VI}“ Cbmparlson @f success rate of actlve parole caseload
: by court of commitmenti California Youth Authérity
RlverS1de Offlce, Apr119 1960

.Gourt of &m&@s \ _muuﬁe © . TOTAL- N
Commitment Ndmper Per Cent Number Per Cent Number Per Cent

Juyvenile . 221  T7.8 148 74 .4 369 . 76.4
Adult - 63 22.2 5L 2546~ 114 2346

Total 28-4:, 1000 - ,_1‘:99« mope 483 1000

Chi sguare is O°76§ P is greater than O Ol

Commi tment offenses The categorles for commitment offenses

Were based on the same - cla551f1catlons used by the Youih Authorlty
Research D1V1319n>5 with the exceptlon that an additional sub—
heading :6f “Violation &f Probation* was used due t6 a high-
timcideece‘of these casese'\Alszt all wards ccmmirﬁed %ovthe~
youth Authgrity haye had a chance @n.probation, but o6nly those
-Specificallyicdmmitﬁed as a7pr6ba%igh‘feilure rather than for

a new offénse Wére*considered under this categorys The probatiocn

"4, Ibid.

,50 : Ibidl
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.failures each had been invélved in .some type of 6ffense, but

" not always in a vielatien of the criminal code. If mére than

- one offense wasfinvolved in a QQmmitmehtg the first one listed

was chosen fér use in this survey.

 The six offenses of probation yiolation, burglary, aute.

TABLE VII: Comparison of success rate of active parole caseload

by cOmmitment offense; Califérnia Youth Autherity

Riverside Offices; April, 1960,

Commi tmént
Offense

 SUCCESS
Number Per cent .

_ FAILURE
Number Per Cent Number Per

TOTAL

Cént‘

Homicide

RoObbery

Assault

~ Burglary
Theft
 Auto’ Theft

Sex Offenses

Narcotics Vivlation

Disérderly Conduct

Liquor Viplation
‘Other,Offénses
Incorrigible:

Probation vidlation

18

2

11

23

47

19
23

9 .

16
19
78"

284

0.7
3.9
8.1

16.6

6.6

8‘0 J-

3.2

2.5

2.1

5.6
6.7

27.5

. lOO s0

6.3

0

i

16
»
17

24

1

L4

s

15

37

72

0.0
7,0
8,0
17.3

8,5

‘ 1201

0.5

7.0

2.0

3.5

75Q .

75

18,6

)
o5
39

81

36

47
10

32

11
13

30

34

115

483

0.4

5,2

8,1

16o 8

‘ 705’

9.7

2.0

2.3

6.6

2,7

. ‘ 6:&‘2

7e2

23,7

_Total

100.0 .

100.0

Chi square is 10,073 P is greater than 0,01

theft, assaultg_theft gther than autd, and narcotics violation

-mﬁde'up‘7204 per cent of the total. With the exception of the -



foffense?Of pfobatidn violatibn,*theSe saﬁe of fenses maké
©up 70.3 per cemt of total state parole caseload., Thé‘caﬁe— |
‘gOIy of "Other Offenses” 1ncluded incidents of mallclous
mlschlef9 recelvlng‘stolen preperty9 arson, carrylngza con=
Cealed weapon, and v101at10n of road and dr1v1ng la'wsu
 Although the success réte was somewhat hlgher in certaln
offenses, the statisticalvtest did nbt shqw.a.significant
QQrfélatiém4befWéen %hé Cqmmitméntvoffense and'parqlé sucbeés; 
However, it §héuld’be nétéd;ihaﬁ 67.8 per cent of thééé wards
- CbﬁmitﬁedAer pxdbati@m Vibiafién Wére.céﬂsidQIEd‘tQFbe making:;:
lsuccessful progress, which is quité a bit highei_tham the ratio ‘
for other offenses. Success rates -of th0§e-cbmmifted fqi sex
offenses was 90. 0 per ceit and for disOrdérly conduct 63.6. )
per cent9 but the number 1nv01ved 1n such 1n_thls study would
seem tOO small for an accurate rateo

Instltutlon from which paroled° The Youth Authorlty

QPErates,twelye ;nstltutlpns erYthe.treatmemt of wards
»__comﬁitted 6 its jurisdictidng‘in\éddiﬁiom-tb-makihé'use of

N several Department of Corrections institutions for older wardse -
The structure of the 1nst1tut10nal program for males is . as folloﬁsvl
1). Fricot Ranch Schooly for younger boys 8-13; 20, Nelles
School for Boys; ages 11-17; 3). Paso Robles Schbol for Bbysj ’
ages 13—17§ 4§° Preétbﬁ_Scﬁédl Qf'Industrygvages 15=193 -
5)s Youth Irainimg.SQHé619 ages 17-223 6). the Northern and
’Séuthern:ﬁeoéption Céntefé and Giihicég'all agesi 7Y. Forestry
Camps at Ben Lomand, MﬁunﬁvBullipn~and‘Pine.Grov§g ages 16-22;

- 8). Duell quaﬂifégnai Tnstitutes ages 17-245 and 9) .Soledad
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Siate‘PrisQng ages‘17124; Thé last twe facilities are
,éperaiedwby the Departmehi.gf CorrectiénSQ'aﬁd the Youth
Authority aiéo occasiqhally wtilizes other institutians~df‘
the adult agenéy'when necessary. Only thése institutions
frém‘whiph Wardg were paréled ﬁd‘tﬁe Riverside office at the
time of‘this stgdy'are included, and the categbrieé G
"Gamps" and "Clinics" include all such institutions together

‘as the respective programs are esseritially the same,

AIABiE VIIT: Cobmparisgn of suQCeés rate ﬁf‘aéﬁiVe‘paréle_éaséiQad
' " by institution from which paroleéd; California

Youth Authority Riverside office; Aprils 1960,

NPT “SUCCESS FATIURE ~ TOTAL
Ingtitution Number Per Cent Number Per Cent Number Per Cent

Frictt B - s 11 4 28 7 18
Nelles .~ - 52 18.3 Sz o216 95 1947
paso Robles 54  19.0 27 18.6 8L - 16.8
. Preston 72 25.4 49 24,6 121 25,1
By Vo T 28 - 9.8 - 20 111 30 10.4
Soledad “’A17 - 6.0 - 15 7.5 32 . 6.5
‘Camps 30 1046 32 16,1 62 12.8

Glinics o8 9,8 7 3.5 35 7 o2

Total 284 1000 199  100.0 - 483 1000

Chi square is 13a885»'P is greater than 0,01
'”Ihe success rates are higher for those wards released
from Paso Robles and the clinics, with 66.6 per cent and 80.0

per cent; réspectively, showing positive progress. Thé remaining
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faciiitieéhshoWed success. rate of equal to or less than the
. dverall ra£é éf 59,1 éer«cenf;« The statistical test failed
to shéw any significant cér:elation~of the institutional

fgctor‘fb parole proghosis,

Number~§f‘times en;paroie; In sbme instances whén'a
*,Ward undér %he'jur;sdiciié&aéf %he‘Yéuth_ﬁuthaiity is inveolyed in

‘a4 new offense, or 1n a violation of parole withodi‘:»:a riew -
¢ffense, his par6le’is revdkéd_and he is returned to6 an insti-

tutiﬁﬁ for further trea%mehﬁ.amd training; After a,éuitablé
period; he is again placed inyihe‘cammunitYﬂbm paxdleg»an&

én rére,OCéasicna may be réinstituﬁimnalizeﬁ,a‘fhird fiﬁé?

The figures in Table V'show that 85.7 per oént:bf the actiye
‘Riverside paidle’case load :is made up of wards Qnﬁthéir first
'parble’ﬁéiipao This wQUld-iﬁdicaﬁefﬁhat wafds,wére either:

cbmmiﬁféd~£b‘am alternate jﬁrisdictiOn'Qr disoha:ged.éfﬁer

their first parole term;injmést cases,

'._IK?Lﬁﬁfﬁé COmparlson 3T success rate ot actlve parole caseload
B ' by numbér of times ©n parglée; California Ybuth
Authorlty Rlverslde offlce9 Aprils 1960,

Number of times = - SUCCESS . PAILURE ‘ TOTAL »
on parole - Number Per Cent Numbér Per Cent Number Per Cent

CFirst . o 245 86.3 169  84.9 414  85.7
Second . 36 12,7 - 27 13.6 63 13.1
Third | 3 1.0 3 15 6 1.2

Total 284 100.0 199  100.0 483  100.0

Chl square 15 0. 0289 P is greater than 0,01,
The' success.- rate 0f those on thelr flrst parole is
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 59:1 per cent compared to sum rate of 56.5 for thdse on

' fheir éécondyér %hird‘ieieése; Tﬁe statistical test alsé
falls 1n th;s instarnce ﬁo show & 31gn1f1cant correlatlon of
the characterlstlc to parole success.

Length of parole termg- The léngth of time an individual

spends on parole seems te have a definite ralation to success
’be~failure9"It sh0u1d be3ﬁQtéd that length of paréle‘%érﬁ.is
>ﬁ§ﬁ set ﬁef@re;release bui_détermined by sucéessfﬁl performance
in the cﬁmmunity; ’Héwevér, tﬁére'is generally a minimum period
- of stitivélﬁrGgress‘required before discharge. 2Killingér 6
'hszQWs‘that@ @f l9O58 pardieﬂviélafibns withiﬁa{he,féderai

‘ éystem‘im_thevyear.lQAQg'95;9’per cent &f these occurred améng
'peisons‘én parole two years or 1eS§@ witﬁ>8l§6~per_cént |
Qctuxiﬁgﬁduriﬁg‘%Ee;fi:St'year@ Table X sﬁbws tﬁat 75+4 per
:Qént'bf thésefcéngidered'failing aﬁqng tﬁe acti&e case lgad
. were in~the first twquearquf‘parOLe, 52,8 per cent in their }
first ?éaru HcWéyérg/it will als6é be n@ted_%hat‘9406 per cent
;Qf ihose makiﬂQ_succéssfu1 prégress,were=gﬁ their firstktwb
years'of'parélé9'77oi per cénf in,ﬁheir first yearo' The rate

- of sucCess drops steadily.as %he‘parole term lengthens, to wits
76,9 per cent. for those durlng the first six menths; 60,7 per
A’cent durlng the first year; 5146 per cent durlng the seoond

years 32,5 per cent durlng‘the thlrd\yearg 23,5 per cent during

- 6. Gedrge G, Killinger, "Parole and ‘Other Release Pro-
: cedures9“ ‘Gortempbrary Corrections, Paul W, Tappan, editor,
(New Yorks, MCGraW -Hi11 Book coa, NG,y 1951), po 365
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"TABLE Xz Comparison of success rate of active pardle caséload
by length of parole terms California Yduth Authorlty
RlVer51de offlceg Aprll, 1960,

Length of  SUCCESS FATLRE | TOTAL
parole term Number Per-Cent  Number Per Cent Number Per Cent

6 months 106 a3 32 161 138 28.6
l'yeér i o113 ?3908, : 73 3607 186 385
.Q‘Years. a 'J"”:  48 _'16;9 ‘ A5 | 29,6 93 - 16.3
. 3 years S 13 4.6 f' 57 3 13.6 40 8.3
4years . 4 1.4 13 6.5 17 3.5

‘5 years or moxe - O 040 9 4.5 9 1.8

Tétal - 984 100.0 199  100.0 483  100.0

Chi équaré is 50.89; P is less than 0,013 C equal 0.30

rlﬁhe'fburih year; and 0.0 berrégnt five years or more. Ihis .
’ﬁay‘bé due p&rﬁiélly t6 the criteria of succeéss in that the

. ;émger a ward is}bﬁ parole, the -greater éré ﬁhe chances that

he will haye_bébome involved in some difficulty requiring-

suspension. yety the table'déés shéw that Fhese wards WEéy

‘db not succeed during the first twd years Qn,par@ieg havé 1iﬁt1e
chanﬁe of ever reaching such a goal. The statistical test

;’sﬁéws,a definite Significance_cérrelatiﬁg this factor t&

parole successs
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Statistics pf.a Group Discharged FrémAParéle‘SupervisiOQ

‘Haying cénsidered the foect,qf certain social charac-.
teriéficsﬂﬁn iﬂ’acﬁivé parele caée'lbad, it was thought that
| similar comsideration of iﬁdividuals nowAdiScharged‘frOm 
parole supervisiqnfwguld be of yalue. Therefore, a study
"Qf all Waidﬁ:diﬁchargéd erm;supérvisién,by ﬁhe_Rivérside
sffice from;iénuary, 1955 te January, 1960 was‘madeer This-“
sample was of approximately the same size as the active
group siudiedé

Seveéral problems deyeloped in the ﬁbtaimimg'ﬁf informa-~ .
tion about thése cases., Firsty the wonly QGUrCeAQf detall was
the final report of discharge'since all other records are
destroyed. .Ihése'repQrts'gize mainly legal ihférmati%niwith
but a limitédfamémt ‘of detail on social histéry and charat- i
%erisﬁics; if was impbséible‘%é'deteimiﬁe sgcial «classy
religion, famiiy-make~upg employment status, institution
f:bm whicb:par6;ed.and nuﬁbér of times On parole, ’Omly
the male casés were alss inclided in this part of the study.
Twé factérs presented somewhat 6f a problem from the stand-
A point of statistical accUracyp For example, the factor of
age, while easily léca%edvin'the‘repérts; was statistically
bdl@iéd due t6 the e%isténceijfthe‘sta%UtQiy requirement
6f discharging wards arbitrarily at the end Qf their éomﬁi%-
ment regardléss.bf how well they are doing on parole. AS a
result, dpplication of a S%atis{ipél test to these figures.

could not be accurate.
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Similarly, the charaeteristicfﬁf Cemmiﬁﬁent~éffense
was laoklng in statistical accuracy in that only thé offéensés
of wards dlscharged honorably were ayvailable. Theglarge
majority of the cases discharged as failures were es a .
| vesult of an alternate cémmitment beytnd the Jurisdiction
‘bfbihe»YQuth Authority, and the nature of the report in these
-cases dbes‘hﬁt ihciude cemmifmenivdffenseb ‘Of thé7209 dases
diScharged;as failure55_171 of these or Slqs-perbeent weré
: given:suchbalferﬁafe cbmmiimen%s; For rhese reesoﬁs; the
categpries,bf age and sommitment ©ffense are excluded from
dnalysis. | | | |

The remalnlng characterlstlcs -of eﬂhnlc background,
ﬁcburt of commltmen,t9 and length of parole “term are presented
- for what llmlted comparlson can be madé. Table XIT‘iS pre=

sented to show the breakdown of those cases rem0ved from pardle-

\TAEiE_XEé- Cla581flcatlon of cases. dlscharged frem parele
. supervisiong Callfornla Youth Authorlty‘Rlver51de
offlce, January 1955 - January 1960

o ToUccESS | FAILURE TOTAL .
Classification Number per Cent Number Per Cent: Number Per Cent

Honprable = - 118 56,7 . e 8.3
Expiratibn

- 6F Commltmeni‘ 90 43,3 38 18,2 128 -3057

*Other cOmmltment "
k be‘yond Co¥oh, ’ _ L L
Jurisdiction - o - 171 8l.8 171 41,0

Total 208 100,60 209 100.0 417 1000

“supervieiﬁhwby the classification of ihe\disCharge granted,

Wards who were discharged prior t6& the expiration of their
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commitment tb‘fhe‘YDUfh.AUthOIi%y With,records jﬁdged as.
”Hdﬁérable;” ,ér’”Acceptablé“ were classed as successess;
as were ward; released at the expiration of their Commltment
with 51m11ar recommendatlonsg Those 1nd1v1duals dlscmargedA ’
at the eXpirati§n~ef their commitment with the classification
‘of "poor™ recerd or “ihereabouts Unknown" were considered as
falluress as weré,waras receiving élﬁefnaté cbmﬁiimenfs
beyond Yéuth Auihbrity jurisdictiOno All wards discharged
.as a resul% of an alternate oommltment had been.lnvolved in
a rew offense swnpe release from a Youth Authorlty Instltutlon
_ahd_wére considéred dnfit for fUrther~training with the
etxcépti‘on of 'EWQ-‘WhO were 'zét’e;rit 49 the D,ep;aitmént ',:Qf’fMen"cal
Hygiene; siX'wards.diéchargéd.as éDeoeased”'Were not con-
sidered in the study. | |

B Tablé:XII shows %hat the divisién between success and
failure is almdst exactly even with 208 cases (49.9 per cent) -
.classed ds successes and 209 cases (50. 1 per cent) listed as
fallUIEED” Of‘those Ward@ dlscharged.at the expiration of
thelr cbmmltment 70,3 per. cent were glven recommendatwons of
E g@ed records on, paroleg 19 5. per cent paor records, and the
remalnlng lO,Q:per cent as whereabduts unknpwna

Ethnic background: The discharged files show a higher

“pxﬁﬁﬁriipnnbf those Iisted ag Ahglo-American than d6 the
active files with 55.9 per dent and 47.6 per cent appearing
respectively. Tt also will be noted that the succeds rate is

Ioweér héie for tﬁe,AhngeAmériQan_Category with @nly 55.4
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per cent considered aS»successful cémpared wiﬁh,62o4 pér cent

ih,the~actiye files. The Mex1can American group showed appr@x1—
maiely equal ra%es9 W1th 52,7 per cént classed as successes in -

the active caseload, and 5008’per’cemﬁ'givenvthat claséifioaticn

at time of discharge. The Negro group in the active files
indicaté successful progress im 6l.1 per cent of the cases, but

only 40.8 per cent are given this rating at time 6f discharge.

‘Use of the statistical test failed té“shéw any sighificant

correlatlon of thls characterlstlc w1th\parcle success, whlch

was alse true in the active fllee"

TABLE,XIIg Comparisen of success rate of cases dlscharged

from parole supervision by ethric background°
Galifeorhia youth Auth@rlﬁyg Rlver51de erlce9
January 1955 to: January 1960 :

Ethnic o ' SUCCESS FATIURE TOTAL

Background . _' Number Per Cent Number Per certit Number Per Cetit
| Anglohmerican - 123 B9.1. 99 52,4 292 55,9
. Mexican=hmerican . 73- 3.1 . 71 37.6 - 144 - 36.3
Other & 12 B8 19 10,0 31 7.8
. . ,

Total © 208 100,00 189 7 1060.0 397  100.0

Chi sqnare is 3,023 P is greater than 0.01

Géuri-of commiﬁMent°'The discharge files show a rati@ﬂof

69,5 per cent ‘of the cases -ag. commltted from Juvenile Céurts

compared, to 76 4 per cent 1n the actlve caseloado Of ﬁhpse

- 8. Negroes accounted fer 12 of the succésées and 16 failureso

9 Tweniy cases gave ng infdrmatisn on ethnic backgrcun,d9

- court of commltment br lLength .of tlme on paroleu .
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cbmmittéd‘fromfjuVehilé Court in the discharged file,
_56p5,pér cent were_classifiéd_a§-5uccesses compared with
v59§9 per cent frdm~ﬁhéjadtiVe group. Those diécharged.fram
" criminal court commitments showed successes in &nly 42,9
perbceht of the cases cbmpa:ed.ﬁ§a5402 per cent Bf thé
éctivé c&séldad with éimilar‘dbmmitmenﬁs whe were cotisidered
t6 be making successful progress. As in the active pardle
group, the statlstlcal test falled to show a 31gn1f1cant

"correlatlen between thls charaoterlstlc and success°

TABIE XIII: Comparison of success rate of cases discharged
: ~ from parodle superv191on by court of commltmenti
Califérnia Youth Authority Riverside officés
January 1955-January 1960

Court of T Success  FAILURE TOTAL
Commitmert “Number Per Cent Number Per Cent Numbér Per Ceén

Juvenile 156 75.0 120 3.5 276 69.5
Adult - B2 25,40 69 . 36.5 121 30.5

Total S 208 100.0 189 100.0 397 100.0

Chi'sqﬁére is B.75%; P is greater than 0,01

]Length_nf parele terms As iﬁvthe aCfive~files§.thé Téength
‘Qf'tims Spent‘én-bérole shgwed & high c@rrelation: to success.
Table ﬁy’shpws that’67°2 per cent of fhbse'dischargéd és
failures weze iﬁ;their first twé years on pargle, 42,3 per cent
inthe first yéar;, Thi's compares$ with 75.4 per cent of fhése
in‘the same group in the active caseload, 52,8 per cént Qf which
were in their first year. The success rate drops in that only

51FO‘pQr cent discharged as,sucééésesfwere in the first two
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yeéré éé’cémpared;%q-9490 per ceni'in the activé éémpieo
It alsQ-will be noted that of those dischérged during their
,ffirst>year§iohlyf13@0‘pei‘cént were classed as 'sﬁ.cce‘saes9
whereln 66.6 per cent of those released from superv151on

after the second_year were llsted\as successes., This may

be due 1argely to the statutory prov151ons of dlschargeg as

Well as agency pollcy to release wards after twe years on

papole if satisfactory pregress is being made. The propar->

tion of successes.-of all cases at a given peridd is.as

followss afier'Q'yearég 45;5 per cents 3-yéar§; 48°1 per -

céntg 4’yeérs§,51a0 per céni; and 5 years or more, 52,3 per
oent° This Iést figuré'différé fr0m.the 4§ 9'per cent
1ndlcated earlier ag belng dlscharged ‘ag a success due to
the lack of 1nformatlon-an charaoigxlstlcs of tWenty of

those discharged as failures.

TABLE XIVs Cémpérisoﬁ‘éf.sucoeSs rate of Cases'd%séharged erm

parole supéryision by length .of time 6n parpley
' California youth Authority Riverside officej
1January 1955=January 1960 :

Tength of . SUCCESS  FAILURE  TOTAL

parole term - Number Per Ceni Number Per Cent NUmber Per Cent 

1 year 12 5.8 80 42,3 92 23,2

‘2 years L 04 4502 47 24p9A‘ 141 35.5

3'years 51 245 36 - 19,1 87 219

4 years ;‘ o3l 1409 ‘17 8.9 48 12.1

'5 years o m@ré7 ' 2@ 9.6 9 4.8 29 7.3
Total . 208 1000 189 100.0 397 _ 100.0.

© Chi square is 75. 46°' B is less than O Ol, c equais 0.40.¢
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Howeyer; the statistical teést does show a significant
correlation éf thé two variables, as was found in the same

classificatior améng the active pardle files.



'CHAPTER V

- SUMMARY

le Of those wazrds . On actlve parelée af the tlme of
the study9 58, 8 per cent were c0n51dered to be maklng
successful progress ‘on pareleo ‘This eompares with 49,9
per cent classified as successes at the time ¢f thelr
dischar@eg of thOSelchsidered failures upon diécharge;‘
}8Q,8kpef eent~of theée had,beeﬁ,giyeh.alﬁefna%e ctmmit—
ments beyord the jurisdiction Qf‘the‘YouﬁhﬂAufﬁéritYe
2. The‘factei of sécial ciaes showed a significant
reiatipnship tQ paraie performance. Success wWas more
prevelant amdhg‘ﬁhﬁ white céllar claseesg‘and failures
appearedﬁmgie»frequenﬁiy in the lower class grQupso Thidse
wards falling in the categQIyJOf'"Recipienis of Pubiic
' Welfaféﬁ~eh®wed ﬁhe-ibWest success rate with enly 40.0 per
_Cent making safisfaetpry prdgresso The aetive-paible case
lﬁad‘édeed that the buik of the wards wetre frdmltﬁe Iéwer
socip-economic Ql&SSGSg‘Wiih 80.9 per cent classed ée
skilled labbrer or below,
Y Be ‘The dctive cases were alm@st eveﬁly lelded

betWeen Cathelic and Pro%estant, with those llsted as

48

Catholic showing a lbwer ratefef success. The stailstlcal

' test9 althéugh show1ng a significant relatlonshlp between
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,religiaus_ﬁreférence‘and\péréle SuGcesé indicated 4
 rather Idw’cpéificieniidf Céntihgency;- Cathbii§s§ﬂin
comparison with Protestamts; came frém lower socio-
economic ¢lasseés. Social Claés.pésitibn appears_%C be
the closer determiner 6f crime than religidn.

A, No statistical significaﬁce could be attached
tg the f&ctér”@frethnic,baC£grQund4iﬁ-rélafién to parqlé
syccess inweitberuthe~ab%iVe-ﬁﬁ_£he,disGhérged»gr@upé;
studied,;.HéWeyer; thé1MexicanéAméricah~gréﬁp'did"shéw
-a highérAincidénoe of failures with @hly.52;7 per cent
of the aé’tiv’e parolees and 50.8 p_e'i' c;ent’ of those éii,écharged-
classed as succésses. ;This Cgmpérés with~62¢453ér cent of
| the Anglﬁ'gréub~siill on. parole, and 55.4 pér cent of thése
dimhaig,ed:? Negroes indicated a 6l.l per cent success rate.
in_thé ié%ivégeaselﬁadgnanﬂ'fhenfdréppedbté;a‘40,8 pér cent
ratlo in '_thef discharged files. | | '

'55. Alth§U9h?6l@l pér cént of the wards in the acﬁivé

parole files were fr@mhbrékén homes; there was nﬁ.signifi; .
Cant‘différencg intihe~raté Qf*successgiqgr'anf apparénf
direct corrélation to prpgﬁQSis; .

6. The statistical test shéwed.a poésitive -c¢frvrfe1§.’fcit,on
béfWeéﬁ_ﬁhe.éharéotexisﬁic,dﬁ-age andrparﬁié pérféﬁﬁaﬁcew,
ihe aétiVéupéféIefgrbup succeﬁsés’Wéré'mﬁré’pre?dlénﬁ among
iheQSubdiassificatién“ﬁf ﬁundéf lg"é-and>failu;es,méré
frequent for the Ié, 20, and.?i year did‘Wafdse The -average

age-9fthe active group studied was 18,2
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7; 5uVenile‘céuxt cbmmitmentS»accbuﬁf for 76;4 per
 >cen£ of the.actiﬁe case~l@ad, and, 75,0 per cent bf %hbsé
dlscharged but ﬁhere wag no 1nd1cat10n\of a 51gn1f1cant
relatlon betiween court of commltment and parole achleve—‘
mentf ,HQWeyerg the success rate of crimimal court cOmmit-
:méﬁts was lower among both gréups étuﬁied;.;5442;per ceént
to 539.9 per cent amOng the active casesy and-42;9 éer cent
cOmpared t6 56.5 per cent among the discharged group°

- 8, The fartor of c@mmltment 6ffense showed no
sigﬁificaht cqrrelatiﬁm te;parble pérformance. Hpwever,
it_is'npiébié that fhé six,affeﬂées of prQbatieﬁ viglation,
burglary, auts theft, assault, theft Bther bhan auto, and
'narcbfiés vi@lafioﬁs‘aﬂcounted for 72.4 per cent of the
cemmlﬁments for the active case group.

Although the statlstlcal test showed no direct.
cairelation,between institution from which paroled and
parole sﬁcce339,%he wards‘:eieaSe& frbm-ﬁhe‘institu%ian
at Paso Rables and from the twbgfeceptiﬁn'centérs_éhd‘
clinics éhbw a better rate‘of succéss; This, héWeyer;,iéy
no ddubt a result of the tyoe of p@pulatlon in these
facilities. Paso Robles is a mlnlmum securlty school for
median aged boys not 1nyolved 1m seribus 0ffenses, and not
vlndlcatlng serlous asocwal ﬁende‘nc1esc The CllthS rélease
-dlrectly oniy those wards who 1nd1cate the stablllty to

progress.pn.parcle w1thQut any lengthy 1nst1tutlanal treatment.



10, The numbsr of timés a ward has heen 6n parole

was ndt significant in the parole adjustment of the cases ‘

studied amehg the active files? However, it should be
noted that few wards among those studied areé on a Sécand
or third parole periéd with 85.7 perléent ﬁavihg been
released for the first time, |

11, A positive correlation betieen the. length of
time spent én pa£éle and adjustment was noted in both the
active and thé‘diSChérged cases. The éfaiiéficsifér both
groups indicate that suc cesses and fai Litres (wje'rrei more

'frequéﬁi in the first twe years-éf'pdrbié@

51
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- CHAPTER VI
"CONCLUSIONS
1. fhé findings of this §tudy partiaily supp6rt the
neégative hypﬁihesisbobncerning sgpcial characteristics and B
- pardle éuaééés in that the statisiical test used failed to
shpw a éigﬂifiéaht cérréiatiﬁn_in:nmét‘qf the féotérsa Th@ée
cha:acﬁéristicsfshéwing a pésitive réi%fi&ﬁ were seocial 61&889
- age,”religigng and length of time ‘on parole.

2, T is beliéved %hat the criterla uged in this
research’tQJdétermine success or failure is accurate, but
thefe‘ié sone doubt that certain Qharac%éris%ics‘sfudied
are as impg;%ant as others in parole perférmance beeaUSé
some wobuld hava;mﬁ%é direct‘effééh'Qn.béhayiéro This would
indicate ’t,ha;t;Weighi_ng of factors would have ,validi’tﬁ Fér |
éxampleg the internal socid-personality tiaifs,af soecial
classy, age, ethnic‘backgrquﬁdg family‘mékeiup and religion
may have aﬂque definife effect @n,tﬁe iqdividﬁai than the
external sdoiéelégal factors of 09ur£7©f.cqmmiiment;;cémmit—
‘ment offense, institution from which pardled, number of
 times on péraleg and length of parole %erﬁa Theré is indica-
ﬁibnxaf'thié in the category of social Ciass‘where the large
majority (80?§:pér'oent}'§f”the gréup studied were from the
Tower. class; and,thevviélatign_rates weré alsélmucﬁ higher
on tﬁ'ﬁat‘jl'ev'e'lo iﬁhere 5 no sc1ent1flc éxpla:na'ti:é‘r’) of why.

particuiai ciasséS:perfaim»be%ter'fhan=¢ﬁhersm The prevyalence
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&f the Tower sgcio-ecghomic class in,the active paxo;e
Sampie,may be due to a higher réte“of érime-or;déliﬁqpency9
“but 1t alsé may indicate that the Cburts-méy tend t@:cémmiﬁ
A'mémbers‘of this class more readily to efficial supérviSién
& détentiqn.dUe”ﬁQ apparemt»ﬁén-cémféimity‘with the accepted
middle-class méres, If the latféf ts ftrue, then the viola-
tion rate§ fb: this gréﬁp would aléé be higher for the
'éamg,reaSGHB o | | |

| 3. it is 0byiQu§ thaf‘fhé firsﬁ:mgnths on parolé are
the;ﬁOst difficult judging from the viélatibns; It ié
,believed,thaf this suggesﬁs that a better.transitiéh‘ié
v neededjbetWeén insiifﬁtiﬁn.aﬁd‘paréléa_ This could be hélped
by:mére éupbbrf and supervisiﬁn éf‘wards reéeﬁt1y ré1éaSed9
with.thpse wérds going into a secendary phase of parvle
expeiiehce‘being given less étténﬁiéme. The stﬁdygaisa;péints
out théﬁ ﬁbstvwards either fail, or sholv pgsitive progress
Within,ﬁhe’firs%vtwb yeafsAdf'parQ1e§ and it-is therefore
- felt fha%’ié géhera1ly unnecéssary fréﬁ‘a social point of -
Viéw to Qéﬁiihﬂe_fhe“paréie péfibd for any additienal time.,

The findings,éf this studyiiﬁdicate;a need £6r furthér

'regéarch:ihta;the‘Spécifié.chafactéristicQﬁf s¥cial -6lass as
,Lfa'térrélaté“%b parp1e perfﬁrmange,- Aith the¢samerlin§9
viﬁ ig félii{haf“cdnSideraiién of the possibility ef dis-
prdpﬁr%iéhateljustice'and its resulting effect would cox-
tribute greaily»té‘the_field~®f;Uhder$£ahding,crime and

vehabilitation.
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