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CEARTER. I
" INTRODUCTT O
Purposge
The Division of Legal Wedicine is s sfats agency umier the

anepiees of @pe Department of Hemtal E@él%h; which offers psychiatrie
and social work serviess %o publie offenders and their families. Thé}
clienbele which the Divisien of Lezal M@&icin@l sorves fie thought of
as being somewhnt dietinet from those served in other social agéncies.
flienie 1a all agenciss pregent a variety of 1ife experiences; how-
ever, %he pationt (reated at DM has acted out his problems in a
delinquent fa@ﬁﬁ@mp kns been apprehended, and has becems known as a
Tpublic orfender.? A histery of diffieunlties with authoritariam
figores and difficalty in maintelning a constructive treatment rela-
tionskip alee distinguiches this clientele. There is conelderadble -,
geRaral km@ﬁl@d@@ conoarining the @hara@t@ri§ti@@ of ablic offemders.,
However, DLK hag Desn i@%er@@t@d in a@qmiring more gpesifiec knowladge
about the type of offender thet is being referred %o this clinic for
therapy. I¢ was felt that a sbudy of the @o@iai characteristice and
life experiences of its pati@nts would give a elearsr plecture of thie
rarticular cliemtele. Therefore, the present study was underitaken %o

conpile the available facts eén@@rning the social charactsristics and

1ife experiences of the pabionts in th@;eiiﬁie‘ﬂ caseload., 1% was

5 o
The Division of 1@ga1 M@dﬂcin@ uiil hereaf%e? be referred

to as DL¥ or simply "the elinic."

-



also felt that the study would provide a basis for further research on
the relationship of sueh dackground characteristics %o various aspects

of treatment.,

Sampls Selegtiosn

At the time of this etudy DLM sccepted patients frem six
sour@eés inmates from Yhe Massaclusetts Correctiomal In@tiﬁuﬁionsz
at Pramingham, Coaserd, ¥Worfolk and Walp@ié, referrals from the
Touth Service Board, and referrals of persomns on pavele. Since 1%
was not posaible to iumclude the total elinic population within the
1imits of m student thesis, the study gr@m? was'iimit@d %o thres of
theege scurees, the imstitutions of FPramingham, Ooncerd and Norfelk.
Patiente Trom these thres institntions constitule aboul one-half of
the %oval clinie cassioad.

The study group eonsisted of inmates from these three
institutions who were in trealment wiﬁh.ﬁLM as of Jamuary 1, 1959,
or who came into treatment between that date, and December 1, 19%9.
This @l@v@mamonﬁh period was selected for two reasons: (1) a new
"keysort?! ceding system was ingtituted for recording basic informa-
%iom om all clinic cases as of Jammry 1, 1959; (2) dus to time limits
the data collection had to be undertaken as of December 1, 1959.
The study sgroup that resulbed consisted of 100 inmates from

Framinghem, Goncord and Nerfolk.

—

The Correctionsgl Institutions will hereafier »e referred

to as FPraminghawm, Concord and Norfolk without the formal designatien,
MCI.



All of the thirty-eight insates frowm Framinghew who were in
treatment during the Vime period ware inoluded, There weres sixty-sight
Anwates in the N@wﬂaﬁk group that qualified for the study, Sinse (his
grovp was Yoo large t¢ Be ussd within the iiﬂ&@é of ths wtudy, a sample
of ‘thirty-four vas ﬁ@i@@ﬁ@@, ¥his wui done by arranglag the cods
numbers Crom the "koysert’ date cards in mumericml erder aﬁd chooning
every other ene. ALl of the forty-gixw inmates from the Goncord
trentuwent group Aid wed qmn1ﬂﬂyss Thie group was redused o twenbty<
sight Beemuses (1) thres of Sho "kaysert? date cards referved to
diagnestie evadies rathsr tham Vrealtmend aasmes'mﬁd (2) ths basie

informadion wae smavmilavle for fiftesn of Vhs inmades.

Data wore sellested from $Ures Fourees! (1) PLM's owa
oyaors sodling sardsy (2) the immgbes! insbitutional vegordss
(%) the fvmmles' rocerds al Yhe Depariment 6f Gorrectisns, IIM'e
coding systen sensieds of koysert date sards severing Basis pore
sonal, eoelal and Sreatuent Lnformstion om its cases (sss Appendix 4).
The varieous categeries are arrauged on the card with a corresponding
goding systou areund {ts perimeber for manmual sording.

Pata b6 Yo analyged ave récorded on the carde,

and the cavds are seded By netching away the

portion of (he gard bYelwssa the Hols amd the

sard edgs. Dats 6oded under any one calsegory

o o v s ¢ ¢ ¢ BN B vesovered by means of &

gorting-needie, whieh separates notehed eards
from wnnetehed @mf&a.g

M

3
Wﬂnlﬂam ﬁ. W@llwg "The via of MeBes Keysors in Content

Analysis,” holeglet, vol. 11 (19%6), ®. 53. .




These cards has deen completed by the respective caseworker for each
patient in treatment as of January 1, 1959, and for all patients
coming inte treatment after that date. The main areas of information
consist of 3 identifying data, history of criminal behavier, con-
tacts with health and WQlfafe gorvices, occupational histery, edu~
cational hielory, wilitary service histery, family and marital
hetery, snd progress dvnring and aflter treatment.

in erder %o galin a wore comprehensgive view of the life
experiences of the fpmateos a schedule based om the above data cards
was formulated (see Appendix B). All of ﬁhe itome on the code card
wore izeinded sxeept thiss concerning pregress during and after
$roptment. Some areue of Lnformation or the code cards were expanded
as foliowss

{1) Tdemiifying Data expanded %o includes date of intaks,
eommanli bty of residesuncs, and date of birth.

(2) Tmislery of Oriminael Behavior expanded %o imsludes
nwombe?r and mature of previous offenses; mature of dispoeitions; the
number of tiwmes on parole, breaking parols and breaking probation;
and date of incarceratiei.

(3) Contacts with Health and Welfare Services expanded %o
ingludes a chronological lizting of contacts with soelal agencies
by parsntal and marital fawily.

() Pamily expanded %o includse: 4%he history of crises
iz the home: the number and location of residential moves.

(5) Marital History, a new category added.

(6) Biucation expanded to include: nature of diseipline
and reading problems; nature of additional educationg and I.Q.

k

Those items from the code card which wers included in
the schedule appear with their corresponding mumbers om the schedule.
Those items which are unnumbered were gdded for the purposes of this .

sdudy.



(7) #illitary Serviece expanded te inciude: dates;
roasons for discharge; and service prison rscord.

(8) Occupatien expanded to ineludes %ype of Jobs
location; duration; and perisds of unswployment.

The additional information for this eéxpanded schedule
was collected from the case vrecerds of DIM, the inmates'! records
in %h@.m@partmemt of Corrsctions, and the inmates' recerds in
the reepceiive institutions. Thie additional information for the
Framinglhom inmates waa collectud solely from the Depariment of
Corrections, since these reccrds were found $o bs current and com—
plete ia &1l areas of information r@qmas%éao"The information for
the Goneerd and Norlolk lnsates was collected from beth the
Dopartment of Gorrection records and ﬁh@ ingtitutional records.
Poth of these reesrd sources varied in centent and é@mpleﬁenegs,
aadl therefore 1t was beswsdary Vo use whiéhﬁwar record was most
complete in eaeh 2aiividual case. The case records at DIM were
uged te verily maﬁ@rialp @sp@@iaily*id@nﬁifying data.

In a considerable mumber of cases diserepancies were
found Vetween the informationm on the kaysort carde and that from
the records. Im these eases the records were coansidered walid
and the data cards were corrected to correspend with this. Two
items, "reading prodlems’ and evaluation of military service,”
wera not found in any records and the responses on the data cards

ware accepled as correct.



In the Horfolk group eight schedules could net he filled out
completely because the re¢ords were mot accessible. These recerds
ware not available at the inetitulion due %o their filing system
and the racords at DM and the Pepuritment of Corrections wers
incomplete. This has meant that th@ra are g considerable mumber
of "vuknowa® items iu She ﬁ@?f@lk EFoup.

The data Trsm szeh inetilutien were collectsd and
anaiyzed by omne »f vhe three writers: frew Norfolk by Miss Dean:
from Concerd by ¥r. Goburn; and frem Framingham by Miss Abramek.

Provicos Shtudles of Oharacteristics ef Dffenders

As a dvackgronzd For thisz study we hmve used the writings
&g % '
o EER?@%%DJ T Bluceim, and Sutherland and @r@s®@y°? The Gluecks!

comprydon stadles; Pive Zundesd Delinquent Women and Five Hundred

Crimiual Carewvrs ave hessd on two of the institutions used in the

pregant stedy; Fremlogoam and Qouneord, respectively. Although
e iitergture bas been published on the sharacterisiice of the
public offender, there is a gap bYetwesn this knowledge and its
application. ¥Elliot$ oxplaing this gap as due to an accumlation
of knovledge aboul superficial characteristics rather tham infor-

mation ag %o why crimes are committed. She points out that ths

5 Mabel A. Blliott, Orime in Modern Society.

6 Sheldon and Fleanor Glusck, Five Hundred Criminal
Oareers, and Five Hundred Pelinquent Women.

7 Bawin H. Sutherland and Denald R. Cressey, Principles
of CGriminolosy.



available literature dees not help the profession %o understand why
these people differ freom the rest of aoci@%yog

The studies consulted are concerned chiefly with the
goneral social crxaracteristics of criminmls. There is general
agresment about the largest age group of criminals, which is the
young adult group. Kowever, the age of the Qy@nng adult? is not
defined and mway Sy a yoa? oF Swo in the diffsrent studies. In
thoe Gluscks' studics %he average age was foumnd to be twanty,9
Sutheriand poiate oud that azge is related %o the freguency and
type of crime commitvted and that the more vielent crimes ars
ecmrdlied Dy yeoung a@alﬁe;lQ

Ia relation %o criminal hi@ﬁ@ny the writers point
Qmﬁ That ths majerity of offenders are recidivists, that they
mve spent ever 4 yeaT and a hall in a correctional institution,
and that the wajority of offenses are against property. The
Glueeks found in Sheir study on male offonders that over half of
the inmates were r@cidﬁvi@$@°11 ¥ine per cent had served from
one %¢ four sentences in the reformatory prior to their present
commitment, Of those who had prior institutional experiences,

the sverage commitment had been for mineteen m@nthsoiz

Bmaﬁel A. Blliott, on. eib., ®. 73.
9Sh@1don and Bleanor 8lueck, Five Hundred Criminal
Careers; p. 153, and Five Hundred Dolinguend Women, p. 187.

0gawin B. Sutherland and Donald B. Gressey, op. eit.,
P. 107,

118h@1@on and Hleaner Glueck, FTive Hundred rimingl

Garsers, p. 148,

2ivia., p. 148,

=



Thers is mleo general agrecment %h@t a vast majority
of offenders come from homes wWhich ars emotionally and financially
deprived. In the Glueck study Bl.5 per cendt of the inmates had
left home by the age of fourieen or under. The wajor reasons for
this were either comwibment to a correctional institution o
break-up of the home, ' Although they found these families to be
gaite mobile, they did not find this ¢te be appreciably different from
the gensrgl pm%ii@oim Alse, bal? of the families of ths imﬂa%es
sontained members whe had ecourt records. QOwver half of the families
had had contact with social service agenciss, and the majority of
these contacts were for Yimancial remseons.

There was agreemsnt that $he mejority of male offenders
- wore single. It was the Gluscks! oplaion tha® ¢his was trus in
their sample because of the low average agé of the manbat the
$ime of ﬂm@ar@era@i@mciﬁ There weas, however, some disagrsement
betwsen the wrilers regarding the maritzl status of women,

17 and Smth@rlandlg state that warried women have a higher

Blifobd
comnidment rate than single women. However, the Gluscks point out

, , 19
in their study of women thet almost half of their sample were single.

131v8d., po 137.

M’I‘bidu » P 138,

Bipid., p. 121.
6944, , p. 131

W iavel A. Flllott, op. eif., p. 11l

lamdwim H. Butheriand and Domald R, Oressey, op. git.; p. 186,
19

Sheldon and Bleanor Glusck, Five Fundrsd Dslinduent
¥Yomen; p. 103. '



The Gluscks found that the edudational achievement of
thaiy group was mich lower than that of the gensral pspulation.
Almoet half? of thoss whose termination age was known had lefé
school at fomw%@emazn They found that only ome-third of their
population was categorized as having a "normal® I.Q. However,
they point out that with the establishment of 2 special unit
for defettive delingusnts the percentage of ﬁhe inmgtes in the
lower mental calegeriszs would be r@dm@@dbgl ‘1% is not surprising,
in relation o the sducabional and I.q. statisbics; that the
great majority of the growp were unskilled o semi-skilled
workerd, In the Plueck sdudy the maximam ¢ims ¥hat & Job was
beld was less than u year for over alf the gf@upagz The other
pubhore, also; recogrized the {nstabilisty of the occupational
hisgtory.

The li%erature on women offenders is not as extensive
ag Shal% for mern. There i a disproporiionate mumber of men
ofrenders compardd to women. Sutheriand's explanation for this
difference is in terms of social position and tradition. That
ig; When women's sgualily betomés comparable Yo fen's they commit

23

more erﬂm@ms‘ However,; becauss of ths very fact of sex many of

ZOShald@n gnd Bleanor Glueck, Fivs Handred Criminal

farsers s Po 138,

21 ;
jlrbidnp I)'. 1566‘

22y934., p. 138.

, 23awin . Sutherland and Domald R. Cressay, ops oit.s
Pe 112,



10

the items mentiomed above have different implications for women.
¥or example; the type of crimes committed By women are more
self-destructive and very often involve o se¥ charge. Over half
of the women in the Gluscks! stiudy were serving senbeness whieh
involvsd a Bex @mr‘gma& & history of family disorganization
was felt to have & greater influence on the delingueney of’

Tomile than wale offenders.

-

2“5?1@1&1@?1 and Fleanor Glueek, Five Hundfed Delinquent
YWomen, p. 186, ‘ \




OEAFTER II
THE AGENCY SETTING

The Division of Legal Medicine

The IIM is a psychiatrically oriented agency under the admin=
istrative avepices of the Massactusetis b@par%m@nﬁ of Mental Heglth.
It operates a three«fold program of Work wi%h ths public offender.
The £irst aspect of this program is servies Lo both juvenile and
adult eszrte. Phle L1:eiudes dispositiomal avaluabions, comsulta-
Yive serviess to court parsomnmel, and dﬁrecm treatment %o proba-
tlonere. Becondly, waitiple servicas aﬁ@‘@xt@mded to the Massachi-
setts Division of Youth Service. Th@m@'s@rvi@@s incimd@ diagnostic
svaluations as well as long-range rebabilitative recommendations.

It also provides sone diresct treatment of institutionalized and
yaroled delinguents and Tneir famili@so'as well as consultative
@@wvic@é to Juverile Parele OfYicers and other communily agencies
astively enzazed with pr@ﬁ1®m@ of d@linﬁu@mcyn The third phase of
the progran oparates within dhe framework of the Massachusetts
Department of Oorrections, providing approximately ths same ser-
vices here as ¢hose to the Division of Ypmth Service, and in addi-
tion @omsmltaﬁiV@ services to @mpl@y@@s of parolses. ‘

The DLM is an oubgrowth of a joint commitiee of the
Boston Bar Aesociation and Buffolk District Medical Society which
was formed im February, 1948, for the purpose of studying the
problem of "Criminal Responsibility in Mental Disease.” Thie group,
tonsisting of thres lawyers and three psychiatrists, worked for

several years at the task of studying énd making known the cultural

11
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1a€ between ritunlised legal processes and the neglested
poteniial centrivations that peychiatry vould make to thess
iegal procedutess The Yindings of this ¢ommilies were provented

te the Btate leglslature 4 the Sprimg oF 1991. In essence the

rEpart vm@mmam

The Joint Committes : « « (i8) aware thal thers is
A6 Gompietely Actirats usthed of predicting hmuman
behaviers Pt 4% bas sedumed that peyehlatry in
some aréad hae dsveloped - « « B higher @aprae oF
atewrsie predietisa . « « (In spite ef this) the
éunvis ©o & laree sxtenl avre by their present atiis
tudes mad wethod? failing Yo wake uea of such abili=
tie8 : s ¢ (MoPeover) the psybhiatrist tends te shy
avey from it Decause the briminal i an whsatisfae=
tory preblem Yor him ¢e treat: he has nst yeb agguired
the gkiils seltisfattorily to deal with a goodly nwis
bar of eases the law provides for himssthe sxhiBi=
tienigt, the voysurist, the hompséfualy the alcehvlis;
the drdg addiet; the paythepathié persenalily. The
lavyer aveids 1% hetause he is traimed to abide by
mleE and fests . « « Neversheless; if thers is
maintaioed an imasingtive; a realistis,; and abeove all
a tordiuving alttewpt to Tind a dommon languape and
meeting ground Por the psychiatrist and the lavyer,
theh thére wmay yeot emerge something reaily positive
fa thie mge area of umen relations: « . -

bh thie basis the Massachusetts Legislaturs santtionsd
tha tommensomnent of twe Bilet projests in 1954, These wers tha
GambPlidge Court 61inik and the Concord Refurmatory Program; both
of whlen were for the purposs of working with legelly=dsfined sex
ofPenders. In the alz years following this the DIM has espanded
6 the point whers 4% now has operating progrems in all of the
institusions of the Department of Correctisns; in elinies in

twalve of tha CoumbnWealths meventy-two Distriet Gourts, and in

V%relm‘imry Raport of Joint Committes of ths Bozten
Bay Auspéiantion and the Suffell Disbrint Meditml Sotiety for the
Bbady of orimine)] Responsidilisy in Memtw)l DLGEaSE: == Fp: 63=6i
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thres of the seven imstitutions of the Divieiem of Youth Servics.
It adso maintains a central ?ér@1® Glinic a% 33 Broad Street,
Boston, feor ouf-patient treatment for all pareless, both jJuvenile
and adult. In additien, it has an ongoing and expanding ressarch
program. JFull=time professionnl persennal consists of approxi- |
mately twelve psyehiatrists, twenty-five secial verkers, and
feur peyehologiela, with an approxzimaiely equal mumbsr of con-
guidesite fevoding rarping amsunts of time.

Since %ﬁi@ gfady deals with the portien of the DiMlg
caseload that hag beeun referred from tha thrse Massachuseits
Bowrsctional Instliiutione of Werfold:, Comeord, and Framingham,

thase three instituticans will be daseribed briefly.

fhe Correctiomnl Institutions

The buildinge now wbilized by Worfolk, locmted in the
%ovz. of the same »ams, origlually housed a hospital for alecoholics.
In 1927 the land znd buildinegs wers transferred %o the Department
of Correctiong and inmetes from the Charlestown State Prisom worked
on renovations and addidicone %o the alreedy-existing structures.
A wall enclesing thirty-five acres of land was completsd and the
institution was ready for permanent use in 1931, although inter-
nal construction was not finished umtil 199u°g

. Worfolk is a wmedivm-security institution for aduld

male offenders which was planned for the men who show the mest

2yalter H. Commong, &%, al. The Development of Penolo-
gleal Freatment at Norfolk Frison Golony in Magsachusetts, p. 4.
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rekabilitative promise. A® guolt, 1% dose nod rceitw‘owondwa
divaetly from thw courte. They are received only em «mmm.,'
from other sorreetional {nwlitubiine alfler appreval By the
Tranefer Besrd, a cenmitime im Ghe Departument of Corrections.
T, there ia o eoreening W@mn o eliminkte foow poseitle
tranefer those lumatew wiwee edjustment would be preoxricus
in the ®eomanalty 14fe" aineuphere of Norfolle, with Ate dore
witory undde rather thewn ¢oll Blodks and ite provieien for
frondom of movement rather Ghan severely restricted aaM.vMy.’
Thle Lnedituilen kne an {nduedrial program, provie
wiom for oexthengive avesaltiowsl work, and edudational and | |
Vilrary fasiiitices. In addition, owb&@w gporte and the oule
thomblen of emadl individualised garden plots are possiblae.
0o howpditml 48 of sueh Bigh ealiber that menm :m@m;‘ ether ditw
shivations Trequently wre Sransferred Shere for wedicsal and
enrglend MF@&%@?B%.M ' .
Tomates Lo ¢rombment with DLW af Yerfolk are ¢elf-
reforvel. They way Becoms aequainted with the program Shreugh
@@h@ inmetee, falke witl chaplains, suggesticn and ensourage=
nont by house offiosrs, sud g6 forth, bul ke m‘%m‘b‘a decigion
to geak hely is thelr ewn. Application is mads through the
imetitubion's Head Sosial Worker vho, im durnm, fervards &
wribten request to DIM' e Torfolk coordimater. The iumatc i

o

P8win Towors, Zng Basis Stmture of She Aduinisire-
Grimbnel Justise in Meassoinieetlg, vp. 26«47,




Shen asein Tor ome or mers infake iutervieve iz which the reascas
for this request are asplered. ¥he material fu@p thone inters
views, plup historionl snd erimizal informaticn frem She eerrens
Glomal voserde, subsequently Ls proscnied to LM!'s Werfolk iie=
take comndblee, Hiie commitlen is sompossd of the peyehiatrie
sooial workers assiguned vo this 4mstitultion snd e ehaired %y
e ondl peyehdndriud. A deeledon is made Yy thie ecumitteo as
bo whether he roguest fe eppreprinte fe DIN's progrem aad
viathor the inwade way Yo expeated o bemefit frem L0s services.
Sapsard |

fioissord, doelgned e the Uonmomvealih'e Btate Prisen
fo voplans $ho antiguatod ene ab Ovmriestown whish fad seryed
adune 3667, wes opomed in 1BPA. BAm yoave lalor 404 mame ves
shanged 1o 190 Yassamimestte Reovuntony, and he Ohuriostewn
#imbe Prison wus reopened ae awbherities f4ld Shs need ¢o eopa~=
ravo e yéu@hﬂum and fivet effondore fvem the rooidiviete and
older men., TFrom 1884 te 1945, the'Wassachusetta Refermatory,”

now kuowvn as Ounsord, was roservod for Shees yeuthful ctfcn&dvi.,

Yoday, however, (hore ig no sueh logml limitaticn on sentensing,
although 199 youngey pepulation veflests a sentinuing viev of
i1t Long~tove parpodd. A smjority of thees young adulte Meve
Yoon coufined provicusly im othey institutions, primarily
Juvenile ¢raining sohwels, and o visable proyertion of the
prigon popuiation 49 sompesed of Ymanefors fyem ‘ethey sovres=
tomal sotbings and these whooo pavelss have baan»vavuﬁut.’

s o T e o na s

5M¢o B 28,

s
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Aléhough Ocncard ﬁé & wmllgﬂ ingtitution, approzi~
mately 19% of its population, .which may rangs eccasionally %o
over five lmundred, lives and werks on th@ instituiional farm.
The usual industrial shops, varied im mature from $he olher
esorrectional gettings, and recreational, avecational, and
shatertainnent facilities constituts the qu@r-fabsts of the
phogram. Howsver, the sge of this inw%i%ﬁ%ﬂmn has led %o
congideration of its abandonment and ths construction of a
nevw, medivm~asourity setting cowplete with m@de:g rehabiiita-
tive reseurces.

The process By whish an inmate sowes into treat-
mont with IT¥ 48 somewhad similar ¢o that in effest at Nerfolk,
However, there is neo Hemd Besial Worker Shrough whom requests
are clangelled. Applications may come as a remilld of moanthly
interviews wld with personnsl in ¢hs institution’s Recerd
Beotion or Lhrough offiser @ontaéﬁs, @%haf-ﬂnmat@s, and 89
forth as seen a% Worfollk., But, here agaim, the final decision
to ask for treatment is the inmate’s own.

An inmate’s reqﬁes% i% f@ll@wed ty a short screeming
intervievw to determine 4if ﬁhs pregenting prodlem is in %hé gen-
eral area of mental health. Twe to three intake interviaws
follow, after whick an intake confersnee is held, ;%tendedAby
the DLM ¢reatment Yeam for Gonserd and chaired by a staf?

psychiatrist. If accepted (under fhe same ow;%eiin outlined

6 ;



provieusly for Nenfolk), the applieant's mane ia plased sn a

"irentment 1is%% Yo be setd on & sontiauiug vasie as seed ae
poasidls,

Mmﬁumﬁ wat egencd as Ahe Refermtory Prisen
for Wemen iu 18%%, Yhe cesend queh tuetdtuiten denigaed om=
elusively Por wemen ofvendors, Yhe werd "Briesu® was dreyped
from A0 04008 4 APRN wakinmg dhe 103w acneiefient wiih i\e
sensiraetdeon, We the leck of surrewunding wvalls elaswes ‘L4 ae
s windmun soourlly tusthtuiten. I0 haw o sugaedty for Jik
wron A0 wimd ave eseanfiinlly ovineded Mmﬂm.* Till rem
eantiy obe mouber of Lmamdes (or Yehideztin,® e uae o Prew
fevrad Gown) had Gettded Qo doelime, wat new Ohe faeilttiies ave
Yodng alvalned onee mm&m.u

Framinghon's program esnnlate of tndusiriel acliie

vhiden, mak as woving, Mniliing, snd Mlag=saking) seadenie
odnesdfen) and lumale parlibetgaiben tu soareatbonal aetlvie
tlew, suyperiod by (he enseurngoment of nmnﬁnm. finee
1998 a nev euperintondend has added Go Whin program .«m.m
voestlonad odusatfien, sueh as auly s0pling, and has renevated
$he Andusirial rooms avd the inaditulion as o whole WNTough
the aoguioltien of new maohinery and $ho appiicatien of
several aeats of ohsery, fastel=gelored patnd,

e

8‘i'mcvm:. Gemauniondten with Theedere Quriey,
formevly DiM's Quief of deslal fervice,

iy
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Women are ventensed to Framingham by beth, mnmaﬁfm'
and distrind ceurts as well aw Ghe Superier Gomr&l.g Phus,
those wonenm whe are incareerated for s misdemeans? sush ae
drunkenness, ocarrying s masimum torw of six mentks, are
housed alemg with ebther wemen offonders whe may be uznder a
1ife sentense, This ie in contrast ¢o Che male institutiens
in ¢hie study vhees inmalee are almest exolusively adult male
o7 endars.,

The precows of referval e DIM differs inm ocompari-
som bo the mals Ainatitutions alee., DIM'e Wramimghah seordi-
nater sids in en the institutisnal claseifisation meotings
in whioh cash aew fumate'w omse is prosenied and descislens
ralative to her robabilitetion are mude. %The coerdinater,
whe 45 alse DIW's Dircsher of 0linicxl Servicos, selacta
those omsen Tor eeposurs 4o the eppertunity mf‘ﬁwouﬁnonﬁ en
bhe huais of seriein eriteria. The firet eriterion is that
preapective Sraatment would %o weaningful and prefitable fer
the imsate whe, cendequently, mey met de mentally retarded
er aoutely psychetic. Another sriterien i¢ that¢ ¢the pres-
pective pabiont has pest-volease residentisl plans whish
yrovide for the pessiblility ef centinuing ¢reatment en an
sut-pationt basis al the Parole Clinis. Nach qualified
inwate ig #een for an inlerview in which ¢he epyerfunity fer
treatment is oxtemdod, Wl sho makes the final decieien re~

garding a@cep%anaé of the effer., Therefere, altheugh each

9’@1"0"9 ma M" P 28



institutien’s intake appreach dﬂff@rm_womewhato in all thes,

aceeptance of trealtmemt rests with the in&i?iduul&

19



CEAPTER 111
GEWERAL SOCIAL CEARACTERISTICS OF IWMATES

The general secial characteristiss of the 100
inmmtes of the three Massachusetts Cerrectienal Imstitutiens
ingluded in this study are presented in ¢ his fdilowing tableées.
These include: age, race, religien, marilel status and sem~
ity of residence.

Table 1 shews the ags of the inmates at intake by

i
-TARLE 1
AGE OF IRMATES AT INTAKE BY DM
Fogbor of Inmates
Age o '

Horfollk Conecerd Pramingham Tetal
% n__ % B  age

15 < 19 2 5.9 3 10.7 18 b2.1 2%

20 = 2k & 23.5 12 42.9 15 395 35

25 - 29 11 32:4 7 25.0 2 5.3 20

30 « 3% b 11.7 b 14.3 3 7.9 11

35 = 39 5 1%.7 2 7. 2 5.3 '9
o & ever b 13, 0 0 0 0 L

' B 100 100

Potals 3 100 28 100

? Bince the tetal mumber of cases 14 100, the number and per
¢end are the sawmeé.

©
Over half, or 356 per cent, of the tetal greup were
ander twenty-five years of age; alwmest sme~-third, er 31 per
cent, were between Iwenly-five and ¢hirty-five; and enly

13 per cemt were thirty-five er ever. %The moan age fer the

20
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fotdl group was 26.K and the nedal age greup wes twemty s
twenliy=-four years.

Forfalk had the largest prspertien »f older ine
wales. The mean age for this ingditutien waa 32.8 amd the
wedinn twondp-eight yoars., 108 yeungestd izmate represented
vas ninetesn; and 4% lmd the dwe eldwed in She tstal greup
whie wawm.ﬁsm%y-oﬂmhm aud fifty=-twe yoars of age. Ooncerd
shovod o mean sge 6f 25,3 and & median age of 25,5 I
yourgost immnte way oightosn and She eldest was Shirby-mins
yoars of age. The greup Crem Framinglem had dhe largest
Propordien of young inwates. Over B0 per cend were. under
twenty=rive. Frauinghan's yevngost inmals of fifteen years
vas alue ke yeungesd of the tetal sampla. I0s mean age
vas @1.7 and the wedisn was Swenby years.

A8 shewn fn Table 2, 8% por centd ef the sample was
white, Wime moges inmades, oF sver Wil &2 the fifisen
por eent wepresenting dhe negre papulatisn, wore frem Frae
mingham, | |

TABIY 2
-RACR OF IXWMATES

e
S

Nuxnber of Inumbes

Raoe S .
Yorfolk Cenmcord - Framingham Total
¥iido 20 9.2 29 89,7 29 76,3 8s
Nogrs - SBafl 2. W02 8 2R, A4

- Totals % 200.0 26 100,0 38 100.0 100
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Fadle 3 presonts (the religleus affiliztisn of the

Tnnaten. Nearly twe=0hirde, gixtye-tws inmntes, wers Reman

Outhelio, Accerding te the guide for the keysert dalta osrds,

the ¥Pretestant affiliation insludes~-Rpiscepal, GQengrogational,

Methodiet, Bapiist, WMuitarian, Luthoram, and Presbyierian.

All other bramshes af Jelestantism wers insluded in the

third catogery in %able 3. Of ¢he twe cames represented

hore, oud wae o Ohrdetian Sslantiel, the ether was unknewn.

AABLD 3 |
HELIGIOUE ATPILIATION OF INMATES

Nmmbor‘aflxmmmmon

Rolsgdens
Areil8atdon B
Rorfolk Uousezd Pramimgﬁam Tetal
n % Y Y ] 2
Bowen Cadhwiie 20 .7 18 65 22 7.9 62
Froteatant W A9k 9 323 15 39.% 34
(major wosha)
Protestand 3 2.9 o) 0 ) p) 206 ] g 2
(miner seots) ’ ’
Jewlen 129 1 36 0 0 2
Totale 3% 100.0, 28 100,038 1200.0 100

Tabde & shows ¢he marital stadus of the inmates,
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TABLE &
MARITAL BTATUS OF INMATES

Marital Rumber of Inmates
Btatus ‘ — ‘ ' -
- Norfelk Seonserd Frauingham Telal
2 % a % oa i »

Bingle 19 §%.9 20 71k 29 76.3 68
M rricd 3 8.8 1 3.6 ? 7.9 7
Diveread 6 17.6 3 0.7 5 13.2 14
Boparabod 2 %.9 b 1%.3 1 2.6 ?
Biveoreed 3 B.8 o ® 0 0 3

(remrriod) :
Wi dowed 129 9.0 o. .0 3

Potals W% 160.0 28 100.0 %8 100.0 100

Phe majovity of the inwates, 68 per cemb, wers
foumd %o be single, while the roumining 32 per cen? had had
some marital expericwse. This high prepertien ef single-in-
mades my he abtrimied te the large prepertien ¢f persens.
vader twvondy-Live yoears of agse shaown in Table 1. Piftoen,
or mearly ene-imlf of thess whe had evar bdeen narried wore
grem Norfolk, which alse hed Ghe largest prepertien ef elder
invmtan.

Pable 5 shews the ecemmnity of residenss. of the
inmatos at the time of incarseratien. Beslten includes all
arepe within the municipal urit., Anything within a fifteen

wile wadins of Besten was censidercd "suburban Besten.”



TPABLE 5
LA8T RUSIDENCE OF INVATH

Fomber of Inm,‘é@m

@émmmmiﬁy of ' , ) N o
Besidenca ¥orfolk Goncord Framinghan Potal
n % N n ‘B % z %
Poston 11 32.4h 13 6B A% 36.8 38
Suturban 13 4B.2 5 17.9 9 23.7. 27
Bonton .
iasezclusetis 0 29.% 10 357 13  34.2 33
other ) o o, __2 _53 _2
% 100.0. 28 100.@ 38 100.0. 100

0

Potals 3

E@@%ém and Massachusetis repregented the areasAiiwod
in most frequently with 38 per cent and 33‘p@r cent respesctively.
Two of the lnmates were living oub of thelﬁtaﬁe in New York
0%%y and Comnecticut, vespesbively, at the time of apprehem-
siom, The ¢ffense had been committed im Hassacinsatis, and

they were returped here for sentencing,



CEAPTIR 1V
RISSORY OF CRININAL BORAVIOR

¥ith ragard %o oriminal hﬂlﬁ@ry. fﬁr%hor sxplanation
of daba eollection prosedures is nescessary. This ¢ople pre=
sented problems i sstadiishing a aywtmn“mf coding whioh weunld
vield somparable data besause of the fast that the methods
of resording this infermation varied for dasch institutien,
The Framimghan rosords listed the oriminal hishory in conelse
fashion within a suswary of the sooial and developmental baoke
grounds. The Goussrd resords sontaiused Yomionskin® carbdons
of the detalled sourt record, listing offonses under alpha=
batdeal headimgs (@, b, 6, @ke.) for sach Gourt sppsaranss,
togather with sorresponding dispositions for sash offanss,
These wore used in every inelanss. (Phe soding of dige
poaitions presended epesial ﬁw@blwmﬁ, a8 will be sxplained
below.) However, im the Worfelk resords these carbons of:
the detelled sourt reserd were mot alvays availabdle. In
these cases a Thermo-fax sopy of the pravious eourt reeord,
s preparsd by the Proation pspartmomt of the sentensing
fuperior CGourt, was vwsed, Gaﬁparﬁaom shovwed this freguenily
to provide a groseer view., Therefore, olgborutﬁonl'vwro'
sought and somstines found within.the other historical matderisl
in ¢the reserd, eush as parole summaries and parcle officer re-
pords, im an atbempt ¢o rb@oncii@ diesrepansies; Tiuae, the
nature of the resords and the nesessity for interpretation

in some areas of oriminal history are beund to be refleoteld
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to an uaknown (hut sxpedtedly wimimal) degree for all three
institutional greups in this study. L

1% should be pointed oul thatl only sivil offenses
appear in this section. The higtery of military offenses
iw presonted iz Chapter IX.

Pable 6 inticates the ags att the time of the
firet offonsead.

TABLY 6
AGR AT TIMD OF ¥IRST OFFENSE

Mgber of Innates

AE® :
Yordole Conoord Yraminghan Total
2.5 B A | r
Undes 10 4 2.9 [ 0 1 2.6, 2
10 - 14 0 29.4 b 20k 3 7.9 19
1% - 19 W 43.2 1% 30,0 29 76.%3 57
20 as ?,1]& 5 51”%"? ‘7 '25:0 2 503 lu
25 - 29 2 509 0 (D jl 206 3
30 - W 1 2.9 1 N 2 %.3 L
Qwver B ol 2.9 o) Y] 0 g pl
Potals 34 100.0 28  100.0 38 100,00 100

1% can be saem that over mlf (£ifty-seven) of the
botal muaber were in ¢he adolessent years, while Swenty-one
were under age fiftesn and twanty-two were over age nineteen.
Phe mean and median ages for the separate institutions are!
Worfolk 17.1 and 13.5, respesdively; Ocnsord 17.0 and 16.0%
aad Pramingme 17,46 and 17.0. 4 significant feature here is
the fact Yhat twenty-mine of 4be thirty-sight Framingham ine

wates sommibted their Cirst offomas in the ages fifisen



through nineteen, mccountiag for about 7% per ssent of the
total Framingham group.

Table 7 shows the ags at the time of the first
connllment to a correctional instituiion. The same age .
intervals were need %o facilitate comparison with Tadbls 6.

TABLS 7
AGH AT PIRST INSTITUTIONALIZATION

Huwber of Inmates
hge , — -
Horfalk Bonsord Framinghan Total
n % i % , n % n
Under 10 1 2.9 0 0 1 2.6 z
10 - 3&}‘ M’ 1107 3 1@07 3]. 2-6 8
1% - 19 13 48.2 13 b6 . 4 27 71.1 %3
20 - 24 8 23}::5 10 350? b 10’.’5 22 ‘g
25 - 29 b 31.7 1 3.6 3 7.9
3@ - 3&3’ jl‘ 2@9 1 906 1 2.6 3
35 - 39 2 8.9 o 0 1 26 3
Qver 39 3 m_guﬁ 0 4] g 0 -
Potals 3 100.0. 28 .. 100.0 3B 10040 . }@er

Here again, the fifteen through ninetesn age group
stands oud, with fifty=three of the inmates first committed
during this span of years. However, a notiseabdle differencs
between this table and Tadle 6 is that only ten inmabtes were
firgt institutionalized under the age of fiftesn whils thirty-
seven were over ninmeteen whenm similar action was first taken.
This indieates Yhat, in many sases, mors than one offende

vas coumitted before. institutionalization was offested.
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The mean and mwdiam,qgmgolréf1@@$ this "postponsment® of
first institutionalivadions Norfolk 20.7 and 18.5, re-
spectively; Oonsord 18.9 and 18.5; gnd Framingham 18.6 and
17.0.

The two inmates who commitlied their firgt offenses
under age tem Wore xlse insbitutionalised during that same
poriod. The resords indicated ¢hat Both were lgné to Juve=
alle fnuetitudions on " gtubborn child" somplaints at the age
of six because of Sheir failure to adjust in a seriss of
foster howds.

Tadble 8 presents the muuder of previous offenses

per immabe.
TABIE 8
NUMBYR OF PREVIOUS CFFENSES
Nmmﬁar of Inmates Oommitling Offanses
Ramber of . e ‘ | _
G fenses Norfolk Goncord Pramingham Tolal
n__¢% n__$ B . ad
Yone o) (0] 1 3.6 b 10:5 g
1=3 12 3%.3 7 25,0 22 57.9 &
&= 10 8 23.%3 & 21,4 9 23.7 23
11 = 14 2 8.8 12. &2.9 2 5.3 17
16 - 20 9 2695 2 7.1 1 2:6 2.
21 - 25 pf 2,9 0 0 o} 0 2
Over 25 i 229 L0 ) 0. 2
Totals 2% 100.0 28 10@ 0 18

100.0 100

Poriy-one per cent of the ﬁhmaﬁus fall within the
ons through £ive imberval, with Framingham alone contrivuting

s
over half of this figure. Five per sent sommitted moTprevi@mn



offenses, agnin with the Framingham group outstanding.
Pﬂf&yuf@mm par oent of ths tolel offended six or mors timol}
The mean and median for sash group are, respectivelys Yor-
folk 10.3 and 9,03 Ooncdrd 9.2 and 10.5; and Framingham 4.l
aid 3.0, Oume Norfolk immate's resord listed thirty-two of-
fonsen.,

Table 9 presonts the mmmper of offenaes commitied
uader the major headings shown. Appendix €. provides the
somplets "hremk-down® Lor vach of @hmuo.caﬁog§mﬁou. Becauss
of the slose tie betwaen lavceny and Purglary seen in sc many
oharges of YBroaking, ¥ulering and Lamdamw.@ these two clase=
ifiendions were sombined f@r:nimplﬁgﬂéye

TARIE 9
WATUR® OF FRAVIOUS OFFINSES

¥ature of Grfemec’ T ..

Horfollk Concord Framinghaz Tolal
- Misecllansous Minmor 148 6% 78 296
larceny and Burglary 116 132 k1] 282
Bodbery 92 28 T 59
Confidense 10 1 2 13
Cheoks b 3 18 23
Gambling 0 1 0 1
fox bt 18 ljﬂ W5
¥arcotics 0 13

Missellaneous Major 19 '_;1_ _1&__ N2
Totals 350 2%8 169 777

© The momenslafure ussd im this table was developed by BRodert
Roth, Idontification Bureau, Massachuseits Depariment of

Public Bafety (ses Appendiz €). .The cholcs of thess calegories
for this study was comsistend net only with the Division's
Key-sort sard systeom tut also with the sysdem suployed by one
of ‘the Oommonweallil!s administrative unite, .the boyur%memﬁ ‘ot
Public Bafady.
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The numbayr of mia@eiimmemﬁm—mﬂnor offeonsas Jusd
excesds the combinad total of the burglaries and larcenless
Under the “Mimselimnecus-Minet? heading, 4¢ is interssting
that this group of previous 5??0@#@; was Yhe highest Lo
both Norfolk and Pramlugham, Oontribitimg to this Sodal
al Worfolk were seveuby-thres drunkenness offenses and forlyw
sipht motor vehicle vielations, while ab FPramimgham the ro-
gpoative mambers For the sane @ffomd@a.w»ro tiftsen and nine;
in Pramiogium oach of bhwee Pigures wwe exsceded by charges
of atubborn ahiid ({aﬁlm@m) and mfa and disgorderiy (ten),
soon rolabively infreguonltly im the walo groups. Ia the
Bonsord grodp, wotor vohisle violations assounted Lo
Yuwonty-ons offonses, bud drunkennesy was séen only weven
Yimes, agaln & Pacbor vhich may be ago-related (ses Tadle 1),

e dnsbitutions differed ales in the "laresny
and Parglary® offonace. mam@ayy,udmaumto& for the greatesd
munbsr of effonses inm ¢his enbegory for bolh Norfolk and
Framingham,  represented forty-five and twenbyefour ¢imes,
rospostively., Norfolk's nexd most frequently esen previous
offenso vas "Broaking, ntering and Lareeny,! mumbering
twentywone: The Oonserd group, on the other hamnd, wus rep=
resoubed by fﬂf%yuﬁhrem Wﬁwoakﬁng° mn$cr£ng and Larseny”
offensss and Shirty~one cases of larseny.

Also of interest in this table are the low inele
dones of robbery and bhe weﬂm@i&ely kigh insldense o¢f chevk
of fensen in the Framingham population. |
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The nature of sex offensss Lor men and women
varied, ns might be expested. The males committed more ofw
fonges involving indesend assault, indecend exposurs, and
open mbd grosxs leowdness, while the femals group evidenced
charges of foraisabion snd lewd and lassivicus schabidatioa.

The Framiugham group had more narcctics sonvietions
and were sosond in missellaneouw-ity jor offenses. However,
bthe labter mumbdor san % pardially explained on ¢the basis
of Che Yopem=fype® Lnmatitution, for eighd of the Zourdesa
glfonpes wero for ossapd., O the obher hand, elght of the
pinotesn miseallansonc-major offonnss of the Nerfolk popila=
blow were Tow none=guppord.

Pale 10 somploments Fadle 9 and pressnis the nuRe-
bow of dnmados who of Ponded wt lemsﬁ ones under the major
hendings indisatod. For omample, Owendy-eighl Norfolk ine-
subon SomAtied sno hundved and 2420y<Pive effemass (from
Poble 9) of a missellansous-miner nature while twenty=twe
Goueord inmates (wix less than Norfolk) ecmmitted only sizby-
five similay offenses, nineldy 1ann‘«huh,the Horfolk greup:
Alao, from Table 10, 44 ds plain thad eighty=one of the one
hundred iumabtow dn this study had ad least ome sonvisltion

for a missollaneous-miner offsnss,

RN



TABLE 10
FUMBER OF INWATES COMMITTING EAGH TYPE OF PHEVIOUS OFFENSE

Mumber of Inmates Oommitbting Offense

Nature of Offenes * ¥oxfolk Gonsord ¥ramingham Tolal

Minscllansous Minowr 28 22 71

81
lareony aad Burglary 23 22 17 6%
Robhery 18 11 2 29
Qonfidonse i3 1 1 3
Ohocks 2 1 3 é
Sanbling ] 1 0 1
Bax , 9 9 é 25
Yarsolics o} 1 3 i
Misenllaneous Major A2 g 9 28

T For vhoe source of GHis NOUGHELAErG, 896 Tabie J.

Pables 11 Shrough 13 show the thres major types of disposi=-
tioma of previons offopmses used in this studys dinstidulionaliza=~
tiom, proveltien, and Yether," meferring %o thoes of a minor nature.
As noted at the outwed of this chapher, Othis was one of the topies
Yhat presented difficultios in reliability of coding., Bash de-
tuiled offenss carried a disposition. Wany Cimes She disposidtions
overlapped, as in the sase of consurrent sentenses Yo an institu-
4dom, and in many cases an incarseration was sarried oﬁ@ under the
probationary sonditions attashed %o an sarliier offenss. Obviously,
the most useful informmtion here was the nﬁhber of 3imes the person
was institudionalized, plased on prodabion, or subjested %o a
leswer dispositions $hab is, the mumver of Gimes the astual axperienss
vas oncountered was the fmportant fastor. Therefors, this besame the
sriterion upon whish the mumbers in the following Shree %abdles arse
based.
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Table 11 shows the muaber of imstitulionalisations.
Alshough alaost ome-kalf (forty-nine) of the inmates had had ome %o
three ineareerations, under sentenes, in Jails, workhouses, housss
of sorreetion, and prigons, twenty-geven of the total gzroup were
mndemg@ing their first exparience. The remaining twenty-five in=
mates had been senfined four or more times previcusly. One inmate
from Norfolk, an older mam with a long erimimal history, was som=
witted ninetesn times prisr %o the present sentenss.

The Nerfolk group had the largest mwber of previous |
inetitutionalimaifons, rofieating tho same trends that appear im

®Ee Tange, age at Cirel offense, age al £irst institutionalization,

P48,
TASLE 12
DIBPOBIPION OF PREVIOUS OFFEHSES: INSTITUTIORALIZATION
Fowbsr of Inwadses
Fomber of
Tngbitublomalisablons oo o % Oomeord  Praminghem w:zn
2 , n A48 n 0
¥o previcous of fense o 0.0 1 3.6 b 10.% 3
Hone 8 2305 3] 10-7 11 28.9 22
1 had 9 11 32034' 318 6“53 20 52.6 hq
N - 6 @ 23‘0‘5 M 1&03 2 503 lh
7 - 9 5 12"07 1 306 1 206 7
jl@ - la ﬂ. 209} 1 306 0 0.0 2
Over 12 1 2,9 0 0.0, 9 0.0 _1.
28 00,0 38 100.0 100

Potals. % 100.0

Tadle 12 shows the musber of probationsry periods ez-

porionsed by these groups.



TABLE 12
DISPOSIRION OF PREVIOUS OFFENSES: PROBATION

Funber of Inmates

Funber of
Prodations

Norfolk Gonsord Framinghan Total

. 2§ 3 % af

Yo provious offense 0 0.0 1 3.6 & 10.% s
None 11 3R.h 8 28.8 12 31.4 31
1-3 17 30.0 17 60.7 20 32.8 3k
'!0“’6 % ‘j].lu? 2 '?al 2 50'3 3
79 2. 85 9 .80 0 008 _2

Tobals 34 100.0 28 100.0. 38 100.0 100

Over ¥lf, o 5% por send, hed been on probaltion at
leagt onge and m@ﬁ more tham three times, with this interwal
Yoaing the most Lrequently represented f@w sash institutional
group. Thirty-eis per sent had never beon given a provationary
gontenss, and only 10 per ecnd had ozpericnesd four or mors
guch dispositions. OQmee again the Norfolk group, with 1%s grealter
range in age and mmber of offenses, sonbinues ¢his trend in
mumber of probations.

Palble 13 shows the Yolher" disposiftions of a less
serious nadurs. whish wers. meted out for various offenses. These
inelude sush dispositions as filed or no astion, fined, diemissed,

roleased, nol=prossed; and asguitied,

3t
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TABLE 13
DISPOSITION OF FREVIOUS OFFENSHE: OYHER DISPOBIFION

fumber of Other Hanber of Inmades
Dispomitions ‘ _ A L
Forfolk -  Ooneord Fremingham Totald
a9 2 n % Y
¥o previous off. @ 0.0 1 3.8 i 10.5. g
Home ? 20.6 1 3.6 1k 36,8 22
1-3 13 38.2 1% %0.0 1k 36,8 11
b - 6 6 17.6 6 2.4 3 7.9 £18
TP -@ B 11.7 5 17.9 1 2.6 10
10 - 12 ~8 332 A 26 2 _53 7
Potals 3k 1000 26 100.0 38 100.0

100

Twenty-aeven per eont of the total group never experisnsed
gueh dispositions. The largest porsentage (41) had al least one
and not more than Ghres of their offenmses handled 'im dhis fashion.
Phe romaining 32 por send oxperiemeed four or more "other! Adig-
poeidions.

The following thres tadles are sonserned with the
resulis of iﬁs@i%mﬁﬂ@malﬁgmﬂﬂ@m and probatien. Tab;oblh indisatss

the number of times the inwades wers released on parole:



TABLD 1%
HUMBER OF TIMES ON PAROLE

Fumbsr of Inmabes

ber of Pimes ‘ = ‘ 1
Hozber o %ﬁme@ Horfollk Consord Framizgham Total

n % a % a % n
No pravious 8 23.% b 13 13 3% 5. 27
institubional. '

Nomns 7 20.6 § 17¢9 3 7.9 15
1 9 26,5 1% b8.% 15 39.5 37
2 2 59 3 10.7 5 13.2 10
3 2 5.9 1 3.6 0 0.0. 3
ﬂJ} 3} 898 1 306, 0 050, x"
5 N 2 so o 8 [y 8 mzllg 356 0 . 06 0 h

0 ;38 100:0 100

Totals 3 100.0 28 100y

Porby-two per ¢ent of the total group had never besa on
parols, but 27 per czent had mever besw previously incareeraded.
Pherefors, an additional 15 per cent of ﬁh@s@ institutionalized
were mot exlended the privilege of parele.

hlthough ¢thes mumber of inecarserations ranged as high
58 the exesplional ease of ninetesn (see Tadlse 11), the mumber
of times on yarele did mot exsesd five. This is a reflestion of
at least two faetorms (1) soms inmates wﬁr@ denisd parcle oms or
more times amdvsawybd uaximan ¢ontensss, and (2) in othar sasoes
the incareerations ﬁormvfom shorder periods of time in losal and
soundy Jails and ¢the gentenses were served in entiredy.

Table 15 shows the mumber of times parcle was brokem.
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TABLD 18
FUMBER OF DIMDS PAROLY BROXZN

. ‘ Mombar of ITnmates
Wambayr of Timas —_— S e
Broken ' 4
Ford: Conxurd Framinghan L1

¥o previsus 38 BN 9 k! T 8 49l he

parale . o ) . L ,
¥one T 1367 3 .7 2 %:3 9
3 9 8.8 1R k8.3 16 M. a7
) g 1y g 7ol 8 §¢3 9
? 3 29 1 3eb 0 0:0 g
b el S0 LD R N -

Prdule 2% 1000 28 oo« o

Tigty=oma per aeml of the Solal g¥ouy had never droken

pareles Howsvars 42 per eond had naver heen on parols; §is
1sawing 9 per eend whe swocessfully handled the privilegs of
parels a4 many Oimss s granteds On Whe obhey band alssed
bl @f the imemlse; 49 per senl; had breken parole ons oF msre
flmene

e mumber of times protation was brokén appears in
Padle 10s
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TABLE 1§
HUMEDR OF PIMES FROBATION BROXYK

Wanber of Snmates
Punber of Times

Broken o ]
Huwfwi Consord Framinghnm Totnd
B4 b S b & i d
Ho previous 1 B.h 9 38,1 16 ha.l
probation

Yoz 1 Woﬁ ¢ 2.4 é 23,2 27
p 1%.7 7 23.06 - 13 2,2 24
@ LI 2 Yol b 2.6 &
K 3 2.9 2 (7% 0 0.0 3
b ol sl e ke L 22 E

Tolale W A00.0 26 300.0 8 100.0 100

Za Lirerril

Thirty=gin of the tolal group Mmd never been on proba=
Glem. OF 01 simly=dour inmmbes vho experisneed a provabdionary
sentanca, twenldy-gseven had no‘vﬁaﬂa@ﬁonﬁ; while Shirfy=peven had
brolkon proYedion cae o wors times. Allhough ten inmabes i She
fotal group wire on prebabion mers than three ¥Yimes, only two
{¢from Comsord) broke probadion as many as Lour times. 0F ¢he
Fi24y=four inmalss who wers on prebalion frem one threvgh (hres
tiwes (eoe Table 12), thirty-five violaled, leuving nizeteen
within this olags who susssssfully med the somditions of this
sentons®.,

The rexsinder of ¢his shaplier on syimingl hiefery is
doveted %o the sharaslerisdiss of the effense whish resulled in the
mest Toeond imetitutionaligation. Table L7 shews She mature of
this effenaa.



TARIE 17
RATURE OF FRESENT OFruNeR

Puaber ¢f Inmabes Commidted en Offenss.
Yature of Offensa?

Vorfelk Gonserd Framingham Total

w % 4 n 4 »
Misg. Minew 4} 0.0 3 306 12 3106, 13
I@f@b & Bmtt’ﬂc 5 ﬂ‘qg’n‘? 11 3903) 6 1508 22
Robbery B 52.9 6 21.% ? 18.4 3
fonfidonse @ 0.0 0 0.0 o] 0.0 v)
Choeks 2 3,9 1 2.6 2 5.3 g
Ganbling 0 0.0 0 0.8 0 0.0 ¢]
Sox 9 26.5 9 32,1 8 21.1 26
Y¥arsotise 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.6 1
Wiss, Wajor _ 0 _0.0 0 _00 2. %3 _2_

Totals W 100,60 28 100.00 %8  100.0 100

© Por the seures of thie momenelabure, see Table 9.

4 striking Toature of Ohis Cable is the fashd that
robbery is $he leading offenwe, resulting im dhe insarseralion
of thirty-one of the tetal greup. This is in contrast te its
fregqueney ameng the previeus eoffeness (Table 9), where this
alasﬁﬁfﬁ@aﬁﬁ@n ran & posr Vhird. This san be explained at least
yartially on the bmeis ﬁh@t urder this msjer heading are slassi-
fied some of the mosh serisus sffomees, ineluding murder (see
sppendiz §), which tend %o sall for a major disposition, Tew
oxanple, four of the immades in trestment at Worfolk semmittaed

murdsr and $vo were sem%snac& for manslaughler,

8oz offonses sonstitute the sosend mesd semmenm emuse of

present imgtitublonal eemmitment.
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Twelve of %he thirtecem immates sommitted on misssllams~
cus-miner erimes wore st Framinghunm. Hewever, seven of these were
adelessents on "stubtbern ehild" sharges, a juvenils offense whish
was arbidrarily pla®ed urder this major heading by the writers
(Apperdiz 0 severs only adult effenses).

Table 18 shews the time @f‘day the pregent sffense
was eemmidtdod, Pifty-cight per sont of the immates whese ef-
fonses ®ould be piwpsrinted al s definite time uzsd the sever of
darkness, Tworty-niae per sont ef the group effended during day-
1ight, and thirfeem per eent were ing%itutionslized on sharges
whish were eibtaer unkmews or eould net e eategorizeds i.e.,
goven “glubbern ehild" eeumibtwents st Framingham.

TABLE 18
TIME OF DAY PRUSENT OFFENSE GOMMITTED

ﬁmmber of Inmates

Time of Day Forfolk Uonsord Frominghaw Total
n n ! R
Daytine 106 29 .M 13 bs.4 6 15.8 29
Highttime 22 64,7 15 53.6 21 55.3 58
N@m Appli@&‘bjl@ @ 000 0 @6@ 6 1508 6
Unkneti 2 5.9 ) 0.0 __ 8§ 13.2 7
Teotals 34  100.0 28 100.0 3B 100.0 100

Table 19 indisates whether or met a partmer ar pariners
wore invelved in the present effemss. bThere is a diffevemes im

snly two between the Pyes” and the "ne" slassificatioms, with



forty-nine iumatos having offonded inm par%@er@hﬁp and £ifty-
o’ @f kh@ tetal having ef¥onded alone.
TABLE 19
INVOLYEMENT OF PARTNER(S) IN PRESENT OFFENSE

Rumber of ITnmates

Partuner(s) ‘ , , . _ R
Izvelved Weorfolk foneerd Framinghn Totald
s % % % n % ‘n
Ya® 15 4.3 1 Wy 23 60.5 49
Fe ot 88,9 17 %07 15 _39.5. .31
T@@&lG‘ 3 10©c@ 28 100.0 8 100.0 100

@he feﬁﬁle gvenp from Framisghax was the an;y one in
which $he imﬁid@m@@ of the &mvwﬂwem@a%lof pariners was greater
ﬁh@ﬁ,%ha% of effonding alens, with twenty-three of these in-
matee Yaving “partuers.”

Ta%le 20 eewplomnents Padie 19 Wy pres@nting data
raﬂmﬁﬁww &m the sex of @he par%mer or parimers invelved.

TABLE 20
INVOLVEMENY CF OPPOSITE-BRX PARTNWR(S) IN PRESENT OYFENSE

S St ot oy e

Fumber of Immates

Sox of - ‘ ‘ ‘

Partmers Horfelk Gonsard Framingham Tobal
. . . S A . =%

¥o parincrs 19 35,9 11 393 15 39.5 b3

Orpesite-cez 0.0 6 0.0 10 26,3 10
PRriners ,

Samo~gex par. .14 541.2 17 60.7 12 1.6 43

L 1 2.9 9 00 2 _2:6 .2
fetale W 100.0 28 100.0 38 100.0 100

g

LA
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of ¢he fif%yuthree offomses kuewa to invelvs partmers,
in only tenm sases wéré %hewe @pp@ﬂi%wméx'partnerwn and all tem
sPfandors ware @gnémc
Table 21 imdieates the Lanate! s parele status at the
ting of the presext effemes,
TABLS 21
EA%@%@ BIRUALION AT TIME OF PﬂﬁSENT-ﬁFFﬁNQE

' Bawbar of Inwaldes
Parela §ituadion - !

HorLolk Gonewrd >vrfaﬁi%§ha§ Total

b S %," 0 % n 0
Om Parele. . 21 61.7 9 32 ) 15,8 36
ot en Parele A3 382 19 _67:.9 _3@ _8h.2 6k

. Patals 3 100.0 28 100oO 38  100.0 100

Power ﬁmmm&é@ wers em parele (thirty-sizm) tham mot
(eizty=-Ffwur) at the 4ime of She present effeomee, wafolk {8 the
exly iwsbitubional greup im whisch more immabes were parsless.
This fast way be a%ﬁrﬁhuﬁa%lc te the greater mumber of effsnuea
(see Tables 8 ant 9) and alse te the greaber mumber »f pelential
6ppar%mmi$iee for parele threugh moreAimsﬁﬂ%utigmali%ationsp as
soon in Tablé 11.

Tahie 22 imdﬁeates wha%hmw er nm% the persen was en

prab&ﬁﬂmm 2% the time ¢f ths preuewﬂ @ffGMﬁGo Ohviouslyo these en

varele as shewn inv%gble 21 wéeuld met alse be on predatioen, and

this table weuld be expested to reflest this fas¥, as il dees.

bz
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- TABLY 22
FROBATION SITUATION AT TIVH OF PRMSHNT CH¥ENSE

s mmw by o WP T

muﬁm:mtuma

Provatien Fumber ef Inma%ea
gituation

'Nﬁffolk o dum&mrd N Fr@ntnghmm @iﬁii

Y '% 'Y % ® % x %

L% ]

On Prevatien 8.8 & 143 13 :m 2@
Nst on Provatien _730 _9L.2 _2b _B3.2 28 _6%.8

Tetals A 100.0 28 100.0 38 IOOp@ 100

mﬁy Wéxﬁw of the immabes were om prebatism: The |
groafogt mowber of thwee em predatism were in the Framingham group
(%hﬁg@@e@)a aluest dwiee as wany a¢ in the wale groups eombined.
Pniw 49 in semtrast Ye the purele wituabtiem seem im Padle 21,
At mere WoWen were em ﬁww%m%imm‘whmm Whﬁlpw@memm srine was
wmmmi@%éd way be due te soversl fasterss that mwré Mol Were om
perelo and by wers olimiuated frem a probadisuary wituations $had
fé@éw fuatitutionalisadbions bad beon awmari@mméﬂ by the Framimg-
YA ngmpA(see:@gbié 11)5,&ha% the effenses themﬂélven wérc fawér
in uuaber and léss serious im walure, allewing fer the less
emveﬂa‘&iwpmwiti§ms (seo Tablos 8 aud 9); and that the sge level
of Y¥he Frawimghan greup was yeumger (Table 1).

Table 23 sombines i;fczmatﬁqm frgm Tables 21 and 22 to
shew the mumber eof iamates whe wore undey aupquiuiswa sithsr pro~

babien er parwlé, gt the time Che pf@wém& effonue was wemmitisd.



TABLE 23
WUMBER OF INVATSS UNDER SUFEEVISION AT TIME OF PRESENY OFFENSE

o Fumber of Inmates
Bupervisien
Situatisn

'Nbff@ik - Ceneord | ,Franiﬁghan TotaI
x % n 4% n % =

Sapervised (em 3 )
parele orF 2h  T0.6 13 kb.b 19 %0.0 56

~prebatien)
Unsupervised (net
e yparsle o 10 29.% 15 63.6 19  $0.0 Iply
provation) _ . . .
Polnla W 160.0 28 100.0 38  100.0 100

Qver hoif (fﬂfty-aix) a7 the tntal group wore suypsrvised.

Altreugh the Framimgham greup wes evenly split, less thaw half
{thirtesn of @wem&y~éighﬁ) sf the @mm@@rd inmates were umder
suporvisien, whilo ever $hree-feurths (lwemty-feur of thirty-
four) af the Werfelk won were freo ou siwilar eom@iﬁiomsa“ Pata
%, %hm menl @ in@titu*i@mﬂw BRPpear te réfie@ﬁ %ﬁ@ sauparative agon
amd $¢he @rimimal higtery previem@ly @eem,

, Tabl@ 2k ﬂhswm %h@ time elapﬁiug be%wo@m %he expammr@
Yo %he @pporﬁunﬂﬁy 43 treatment and the date of applisatisn for

DIM“ﬂ servi@e@,



TABLE 24
MORTES BRIWEEN DATE OF INGARCRRATION AND DATE OF INTAED

Komder of Inmates

Mombhe o E—— . - :
Nerfelk Comeard ¥rewimeghan Tetal
% a % B w
1- 6 B 11,7 9 2.1 20 2.6 B
P~ 12 2 35,3 8  21.k 10 26.3 28
13 - 18 3 5.8 B .3 é 15.8 13
1’9 "‘M :l 209 2 701 1 206‘ h '
28 = .30 b 21.7 0 0.0 ) 2.6 5
pver 30 7 20.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 7
Unknown 2 8.8 7. .25.0 b 0.0 19
106.0 28 100.0 38  100.0 100

Potals 2%

Thirty-tires per cont applied withim six mombths and 58
par cent wi@hﬁg bhe €irst year. Following &hiu'p@wi@d of tiwme
tﬁ@r@ is o taperimg off of apyﬂﬂéatiomsm In the %over 30F cato-
gory alnosd eighteen yoare élapsed before application of one
Norfoik inmate. ”hé facht that twenty iﬁmatem from Framingham
cama 1m%o Yreatment withim %heir first six monbhs of ingtitu-
tionaiimatﬂon nirrora tha differemce im referrnl pw@medures moted
im Ohapter Iz a%ave. The "Unkmown’ @Ias@ificaﬁion wus 180888l
tated by the fact %h@t oxmed dates of intake for these cases
eould mot e eatablished vecanss of the inadequacy of records im
the early stages of programming and some turmover im the Divisiom's

glaff,



CHAPTER V
FAMILY HISTORY
_ @ﬁs fawilyvhis%ory of the t@ﬁal group is presemted in
th@'followikg'se@tigm,v Th@ areasd ﬁmﬁiﬁd@d ares Yrokem home;
;gg at timé of brokem howes @éﬁﬁ@ of broken home: court records
of father, mother, and siblings; birth order of immate; aad
$o%al mmnber of =iblinmgs, fuall and kelf.
Tah1é~25 p?@eémﬁé She musber of immates whose PATeR—
tal home was brokem ab asy Hime prior %¢ adulthood.
TABLE 25
WUMBER OF BROKEN HOMIS

e,
cT=r

Tt Ty T T B TR Y = R T =TT TR s v e

- Wimber of Inmates
Broken Home 1

" Worfolk Goncord Framingham Total
& % & £ P! g bl
Yes 26 76.% 21 75.0 29 76.3 76
¥o 8. 23.5 7. 250 9 23.7 2l
Totals " 30 200.0 28 100.06 38 100.0 100

over three-fourths, of the total group had experiemced
gome type of brokem home, émd this sawe proportiom occurred im
éa@h of %ﬁ@ groups from the thres institutions.

”Thm age of the inmate at the time of brokem howe is

@resemt@d}im ?a%le 26,



_TABIN 26
AGE AT TIWE OF BROKEN BOMRE

. Nusber of Imsmtes
Age

Norfolk Concord Framingham  Total
n % 2 % ® é 3
No broken hows B8 23,3 7 280 9 237 2
- & & 23,5 7230 17 BAh.7 32
g - & oud,7 6 214 0 0. 10
7 ““jl(?; 6 j]-?'os 5 T&‘?u? 1@ 260$ 21
13 - 18 -2 B8 3 %8 2 _ 5.3 4
Potals % 100.0 2B  100.0 38 100.0 100

Th@<1argeﬁ$ prop@?tiom; &zryér ecat, of the sevenly-
gix inmates who bad come Lfrom broﬁan homes were "0-4 ysars old
wher the home was brokewm. Of these, 53 per cont were from MOI-
Frqninghamo Twém&yaomg inmates, or 27 por ceat, werae bthean
the agaé of "7-12." The YE-£" and ©13.18" @étagories PEPLE=
sented Iélper — and 1% per comt respectively. Oaly two in-
wates experiemced brokem howes at ago 19-21."

The cause of the brokem home of the inmate ig giver im

Table 27.

47



TABLE 27
CAUSH OF BROKEN HOMM

Gommmoe s M A S SR A MU A S48, AL SR O M RIS« RIINUB AL A I e TR UL A L R RO
M B e MY 1S MR E P - beseter v s e e e afarirs

FTuaber of Iamates

Guage Worfelk Concord Framingham  Total
w & n % ® g W
No brokem home B u1.8 7 2.0 9 23,7 24
Beparation of S & 5.3 10 26.9 22
Pavents _
Divorea kj Ao 2 .19 29,9 21
Domth of wother B Ry " i 1%.3 2 5.3 8
Death of fabhur O B & %3 & 0.5 12
Iatitutionniisa- g BoH 0 .9 0 0.0 3
tiow of mothav
Ingtitational i sa~
tiow of father 2 B9 0 APRA 0.0 2
Other b 93,7 o 0 b 10.4 8
Pobals 2 100.0 # 100,00 2383 100.0 100

The largost propertion, 5? per cent, of these sevemty-
aix’imnn$em° Trokes homes were caused by divoree awd separationm
of paronts. Dealh of father representsd 1§ per ceat, and “other"
was 11 per comt of the group. For the four insates from Norfolk
élasuified as Yother® the reasoms for the brokem home wers ume
Baown; in three catas {rom Frawimghom the pareats nevaer narriédo
aad in oms the parenty mayad North loavivg the ohlldren behind.

Tadle 28 prosemts ¢he outecoms for the ismmate after

the home was brokem.

e



TABIE 28
OUTGOMD A¥TER INITTAL ORISIS

Humber of Inmmmtes

tubeome  Worfolk Gonsord ¥ ramingham Potel
n % w4 # ®

Home wo¢ hrokemn 8 23,9 9 24,8 9 23,7 b
Lived with wodherld 294 13 3.3 1l 28,9 3R
Lhved with father % £.8 o} 0.8 g 13.2 8
Tived with gv- 1 2,9 % 10,7 3 7.9 e
- wobhey ‘ ‘ : .

f4vsd with pre 0 0.0 1 3.8 2 4.9 3

paronte : ’
Lived with aumé O 0.0 1 N bl 2,6 2
Cand awele . ‘
Foster Howmes Kl 8.8 2 Pl 2 5,93 ?
Bhildren’s home O 0.0 v} 0.0 Iy 10.5 L3
and orphrunge

fant away G0 ] 0.0 ® 0.0 bl 2.6 1
 gehood '

Teaining Bahool 2.9 O 0.9 0 0.0 1
Adoption ) 2.9 0 0.0 0 0.0 b
Borvise 1 2.9 0 6.0 o] 0.0 1
Putiont on own 1 B Y ) 0.0 4} 0.0 1
Uaenow 5ok 3 R L0 0.0 .8

Padals oW AO0.0 B8 100.0 a8 100.0 100

over two=-fifhe, or 42 per cemt, of the total group whe
rad expewiém@@d %rmkem hewes continusd to live with the mb%h@#g
16 per cén%'wwrw talkem cars of %y‘wéiatﬂvems only elght inmates,
11 per cent, remsimed with the Fathor. fTwenty per semt wers
takem away from the home amd put in various placements. It was
impossible o o%%ain thie information for olght igma%ea hecause
of the lusedequasy of ths records for these familieé whoe azxhibited

a history of exbreme disorgmmization.
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Table 29 ghowe the raatar of ovises i whm hnmm i
oluding that of the droken howma. & @vﬂsiﬁ Was @ona&d@wad o
b ény other physisal and/or emetiomal disruption of the family
whﬁ@ﬂ Ay hmv% oé@umr¢@ in addition to the initial @mﬁ ¢of the
broken howme mhon.im,mnwlm.ﬁa. |
TABLE 29 2
CRTSES T THN HOW

wmmhmwqu ITnmabes

Grigen Wordolk Govoord = Praminghem Total
: 1 % n £ ' m f n %

Houe' ) 127 ! 8.8 2 1] 9

p 3 jlwﬁ “'701 jL:L :920!“' : ?@ 5‘?09 M’g,

23' - 6 2 §9@ mﬁ" h‘ﬂ.az fﬂ.fﬁ 3& ﬁ 29

7 & vyer il D0 ) H.0 1 2.6

Thadkmeni <38 %3 .08 0. 0.0 .l@
Potals B 100,028 00,0 48 300.0 100

Aﬂm@m@ i, @Q:y#g Ao, of the ftotal group hed m
Matory one to %hwé& eriuds in the h@mmslﬁb-par oend hmd four o
moré'nm@h erisess hma minaHﬁanmaa° famili?n never expariensed
m@;. In @wmnv@ caans rom Norfolk thae hiﬂ%@ry of orises was
unobiainable besauss the resords om ﬁh@nw familisy wore inad-
mqmm%mfammﬂmlyo,@ivﬂng ne dates or nold being spscific abeut the
sriels, In gensral, these families wers very disorganized and
rad méglosted the ehildren ¢o bhe poiut whers the state had
taken over their sustody, so that the mmmbér of orimes im these

émﬁba é@uIdVEQ sonsidersd high,
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The r@#id@mﬁimm history of the families 4% showa i
the following table. Table %0 mives ths mumber of moves for
the inmate and his family from the time of birth, Thess Pig-
ures are nob exact becwuse it was imposeible to get feom the
resorde a somplote shronological listing for the institutions
of Ooncord and Norfelk. Those given im ths records were
limdtad %o what the lamsle could m@ﬁamb@re and some records
had no listing at all. ﬁ@w@vaw, the r@wwr&a for Frauinghom
sounlained a wore complets 1ﬁwﬁing of residential wmoves.

PABLE 30
FAMILY RE8IDENTIAL Mn“@ﬁi

Hombder of Inmates

Movew Woetoll Genagrd Framinghan  Tobal

# 5 % n g n

Wowe 2 $.9 a9 10.7 0 0.0 3

L o= b W I3, .2 P 28,0 10 263 2

% w § % 8.8 3 0.7 b 6.8 20

9 bl fllﬂ h‘ jml.u? jl 306 3 231...3]. 13

1% & over 4 8.8 0 0.0 6 15,8 9

Unkxnown ._.g: 2 2 3 5 _M;‘]_-E’_H 5@ 09 i 0 __9 « 0 2&_

Potamld AP 100.0 28 100.0

%8 100.0 100

One=tmlf, or 51 per cemd, of the total group showed

Prom one Yo eight &ifforén% moves; 22 per cond experisnsed mine

or more movess only five inmates never moved., In the Framimg-

ham group, where the iuformation wue wost complete, the wmumber

of moves was highest. Inm twamby-two cusew from Worfolk and

Goum:ﬁdl this inforumtion was unkmnown besaunse of the imadequamsy
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of the rosords, -Im many comes, the men were om. the “move' som=
M&mﬁ@.ﬂy aad c@m&m remomber themsolves how often ﬁlmy had
moved. ) |
The follewing three tables present the court regords
of the father, mother, and siblings.
TABLE 31
OOURY RROCED OF FATRER

Rumber of Pathsrs

Court Record
o ? Worfglk  Oomeord  Framingbem  Total

n % n % ) n %
Yég W %2 18 936 11 28,9 MO
Wo 2 48.8 12 k2.9 2b 63.2 36
Um@m wﬂ@m m@" .., uno:?cun@ﬂ —-.3»- mm mu&u
Potal % 2000 28 160.0 3B 100.0 00
TABLE 32

GOURY HUOORD OF MOTHMR

m 1 i s s A
il o s oSty

Wunber of Methars

gourt Record Worfolk — Oonsord — Framingtam Tooad
i % m % ‘ w %
Yos 7 20,6 8 8.6 6 158 21
o 26 76,5 19 &7.9 3 8l.6 76
Uitkmown .1 S W38 A LBEL 2

Totals 3% 100.0 28 100,0 38 100.0 100




URLN 33
SOUNY REOORD CF SISLINGS

‘ Pawber of Bibviings
Gourt Reserd o Fordelh "Yeneswd iﬁwming%am %u%%f
| ' %

R n % »

Py

,ﬁa% Aﬁpﬂ&@&mﬂ@ & &W»S b meg 4 154 13
{only obivd) . . by . "
' W a8, 1 0.0 1.1

fo! T B3 8 BB.E ok €38 he

Totaly AW 2000 i iOO}Q 3 1@@&0 160

P—

Im bho foregoing vabiss there is « high propertion of

sourt rewords in the familys 20 fa evidont thad vhe Falhers lad
ban grostsNt wumdey of previous sowrb rosvrdsy B0 per eent of
the fathers had been yw&vﬂmmmiy{&yywuham&aas Only sne-fifth of
the mothors had Gourd resowdn, while &n”mgémﬁhiv& of Sha cunew
eibiinge Bad sueh resvrds. Also, ohsh table indlentew u 1&iuuf
| proportiow of family sourt resords im Praminghum than in the
other institudionsi .
Tokls T4 proseste She bireh ovder of the lumated.
ALl amoeupt thie yowigest and the oldesd wers vated ue “middle-
ahild? regurdlenn of She wiue of the Yamily.
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TABLY e
BINTH ORDEL OF TEMALIS

Nmmba% of Tnmudoes )

PArdh Order LS I TTYTTT Framingean  FOC8Y
' s % a4 n ¥ n
only Ohild 6 176 b k3 3 19,2 1
Fomagest 9 86,9 & &40 3 28,9 86
Niddin OuALA 19 b 8 28.8 W 96,8 99
Dideat 7 E?.h 0w 8.7 B Bl L
Ul S SO R N |11 N WO .. .

Hotaly o 196.0 28 100.0 a0 00,0 106

The davgost peoportion of Lnmabew, 59 poy soud, wees
Ppiddle wbAldman.t  Tho O youngont? snd bhe Poldest? woro abuub
egamd, oadin with abudd one quavrter of the greup, while only
gitbaon imanton wero Ponly endidron’ in the Smadly,

Pable 39 shows the wumber of full w&%m@mgm of the
insmbom.

TARLIR 28
, FULs, BLELINGE OF THMATE
Pail 84%iing Musber of [nmsten
add ngn " ,

T TherTelk” Gansosd o Framingims o Foval
| ® # Y Y ,ﬁl ) ;
0 =2 10 A9k 17 80,7 M M. k3
3w s 16 Wi 85,0 W 95.0 27
6 =8 Y Y 3 109 & 14.8 13
dver 8 mw%m 4 ’ ) uﬁ&&m

Yobals A4 100.0 28 00,0 38 100.0 100

UL 1"9' ALY i AR08 EoUN L W AR
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Nearly one-half, or 43 per cenl, of the total group
had no more than twe sivlings; over ome-third had three %o five
siblings; only 20 per cent hud six or over,

Table 36 shows the mumber of half siblinss of the

inmates.
TARLE 36
ALY BTBLINGES OF TuMATR

Rugboer of Inwates

Brl® 8ibiinge == e
Howfsik Soncomrd Framingham Toval
a % % n % &
Kone W EBR.2 B k.3 7 ak.2 &0
1«93 3 3.8 g 28,6 & 18.8 iy
b o & A 2.9 2 Tad 0 G.0 i
Pasals W U00.90 28 100.0 36 100,80 100

he majordty of the immates did nmot have half siblings.
8f these eighty lnmates, 7ifteen were listed as “only child" im
Table 3%. Therefore, 76 per cent of those who did have other
ghildren in their families d4id mot have any balf siblings, while

2h per cent of this group did.



CHAFTER VI
MARITAL RISTORY

Thg items on marital history were not om the keysers
card but were added to the schedule in order to have a more com-
prelonaive view of the 1ife experiences of the group. The items
used glve only an omtline of the marital experi@n@@, They in-
elndes age at marriage; number of children; number of illegiti-
wate éhiidr@mg prteomd of the marviages: and residential histery.

As shown in Table 4 thers were %hir%y=two fluzates,
or approximately cne-third of ﬁh@ group, wir had scme narital
exparionce; fifteen in the Worfoell group, eight in the Coneord
gronw, and nipe in the Pramingham group. There wera seven iln-
mates in the toval group who had more thah one marvriage. Fii@
wapre in the Worfelk group and two in $he Framinghaw group. The
two in the Framingham group and three in the FHorfoik group had
been warried swice. The agses for the g2eound marrisge raiged
from twenty-two to thirty-seven. In the Norfolk group one in-
nate bad three marriages and one had four marriages. Both of
these men remarried women they had previcusly diverced. OF
the seven in the total sroup who had mere than one marriage four
wvere married, tweo were séparated, and one was a widower,

Pable 37 shows the age al fir?t marriage of these

inmates.
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TaBLE 37

AGE AT FIRST MARRIAGE OF INMATES

Tumnber of Inmates

Ags
Norfolk Concord FPramingham Total

17 or under 0 0 i &
e 1 1 2 b
19 2 1 1 b
20 3 1 1 3
3 2 3 0 6
22 2 1 0 3
23 or over 5 0 1 é

Potals 15 8 9 7

s i

The yovnzest age at whicsh marriage vecurred was
Zifvecnn in the Framinglam group. The cvldest age was twenty-
slx and was repregonted in both the WNorfolk and Framingham
groeps. The mean age of marriage for the ﬁ@tal group wag 20.5
years., The majorlty of iumates, or 8% per cent, in the FPraming-
ham group married below this mean age, while the wajority in the
Norfolk group, or 60 per cemb, married aBo?e the mean age.

Table 38 shows the wumber of children in the tolal

wumber of marriages.



TABLE 36
NUMBER OF CHIIDREK IF TOTAL WOMBER OF MARRIAGES OF INMATES

e 1

Fumber of Tmmmtes
Cuildrom

Worlolk CGoncord Framinghan Total

ALzd nYyer

€ ORI Pl FF
o PIERERS
=4 35 =iy RN =3
gyﬂmmwm

\SR A R IO

capae -_.‘Jaus et e rme

TPotals 13 %] 9 7

Tt ammE e 17

Qwer hadd of tho warrlaod Lawaes had 9ilher @ﬁiy
902 2000 oo lnildren et all. The larpsst mmmber of children
veprepontad Tu vhe Forfole group was #ix end la {he Framingham
gevep war alght, T shovla be noted that fur the tetal group

)

ol Lnoludiig elogle and narrled lumetes, oply twenty-four

R
s Logitivave endlirns.
Tatle 39 snows the mumbar of illegitimate childrea
of the group.
TARIB 39
FUMBER OF ILLEGITIMATE CHILDREN OF INWATES

Kumber of Inmstes
Children

Norfolk Gomcord Framingham Total

PO E®@

11
5
2
1

FW W

Toials 1

i

!
\nsc@?@%ﬂm
W

19




Wizstesm of the total group of 100 inmmtes were knows
to have dllegitimate @hﬂlﬁ?@hal Over hulf of these had only ome
filegltimate ehild. The ome Worfolk jmmate and ome of the Praninmoye
e lamates wers warreied. The pbher sevendesn lmmates im this
grouyp were aingle,

PABTE 4O
RESIUENTIAL MOVES OF INMATES APTHR MARRIAGE

MR e o s . rptapoE

Womber of Tvemtes

Mﬂ"@g et : e i " .
Wowelolh Gonaord Framimgham Tolal
) 2 8 5 1z
I 2 2 =) 8
6 = 9§ 2 0 2 iy
Y o= 41 1, v T 2
Uil ia G e 0 .6
\
Totals 15 8 9 »

Puelrey or over wns-third, of 4he married lamates
md wadks Swo o i@mé moves duriag Shelr marvisges. However,
the wirdbers de uod think that thie table prosents a trae pieture
of residentinl moves. Omly a minority of recordé included a
shromolegieal listing of movea. _@he'majnriﬁy or reétords gave &
parbinl liwbiag uud then indiomted that thé family had made im-

muméru%ﬂa noves which could mot be determimed.

AR ht I s i1 bt

mxm is spedulated that the Norfolk and Comcord groups
had wore 1llegitimate childreom than was reflected in the resords.
Yhig 4w an dtem dhat is pemsrally not considered im the male ine
nete ressords.



CRAPTER VI
OONTACTS WITH HEALTH AND WELFARE SERVIORS

Th@.hﬁmﬁ@fy of coutasts with health and walfare
i@rvﬂ@aw for the total group is presented im the following
tmbl@sq These date wore difficwlt %o oblaim besauss the ime
farma%iam was not complets im the r@@@rd@, The firgt three
%ahlmﬁ‘ﬂmwjmd@s the imma%a“m hoapitalivation as a child,
auy priar pa;éhi@%wi@ @wemtmem@n and phygi@ml treatmend ro-
geived walle under Suwrapy For such owm%ﬂamal disdurdancs.,
Pho {anales! sonlasde with sveial service ag@meies ware di-
vided {otos 1) typew of agencies for the ceremtal familys
2) types of ageusies Por the patient awd for his marital
Fand v

Tavile ¥ shows the muwber of imwmbes who were
nospiializod as ollldren. Tids voders Lo any hospitalivation
for a leugth of Siue oxveeding Five daye whish the inmate may
rave agpericuwned prlod to vhe age of tea,

TADLE 41
INVMATES HOSPITALIZUD AS CHILDREUN

= e
Mumber of Inmates
Hospltalized
Worfolk Comecord  Framingham Total
a % n 5 n n
Yew 3 1h.7 13 6.4 8 3.2 2%
Ko 23 735 15 33.6° 33 86.8 73
Usknows Bo_11.7 o .00 .0 _o00 _G&
Totals 3 100.0 28 100.0 498 100.0 100
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Almost ¢hrecefourthe, oF 7?3 per cest, of the total
group had not experiemved any type of hospitalization as shildren.
Approximately onemfomrﬁmo or 23 per sont, werse known to have had
gush an experﬁem@@,

Table b2 preseate the mumber of inmates Who had been
previuuély éxposed to some Rind of therapy for émmﬁiom&l disture
bam@céo % dows not include dimgnostic ewmluations without
Lrant ment.

TABLE &2
TRVATES WHO RRCRIVID PRIOR PSYCRIATRIC TREATVMRENY

) A WERENEP) WARLER A PUIRS IRE LA £ dA Rk = Pk EEUELINE SHRL AP P B, IR LTS Uik P 2 e I oy eI T AT ed
I RS AR RIY YRR Lkt e t_umm.ummg. U T P AN part e AR ~hre o2

Mumber of Ammatam

Pl y’i’@u 4@ 5ehe

Treptmend Norfollke fencord  Framingham Total
o % 'y & = ®
Tau & 09.9 10 8.9 10 26,3 28
W BE _u, 18 _ &k 28 7Y
Fodnls W 100.0 28  100.0 3B 100.0 100

T e e L P 2t Ll LIS RO P st « oA et e Sy e e et on

Foarly throeefourthe of the inmates of the total

group, 72 per coeal, had mot received any prior psychiatrie
tréstmemtg while 28 per cemt of the group wers foumd %o have
had sush treatmont,

Table 43 shows the mamber of immates whe received
physical treatment; sush as, shesk, lobotomy, éta,o while under
peyshintric %r@nﬁmémﬁu Phyuioal treatment izformation was pri-
narily taken from the keysort coding eard, In most casss there

vas mo indication im the reserds of the immate expsriencing such



treatment. The validity of thess data depends om the informa-
tiom received from vhe inmalte by ¢the warkef who recorded i%
on the keysort eard.
TABLE 43
INMATES WEO Rﬁ@ﬁi?ﬁﬁ PHETSICAT TREATMERT FOR PSYOHIATRIC CONDITIONS

N Fumber of Inmates
Prysical Treat-

wf - . , : ‘
ue ¥orfolk Concord Fraaingham Total
2 % 'y % ® 4 n
Tas _8 23.5 g 17,8 2 2,3 15
Wo 2 76,8 23 82,14 38 _9N.7 _85
Totals 3% 100.0 2%  100.0 3% 100.0 100

EBighty-five por cont of the immates had not received
physical %treatmeat, The romaining 15 per cont, who had received
suen ﬁwe&%meﬁ%o represeated sver ome-balf of the twenty-elght
inwates shown im Tabie 42 who had experiemced prior psychiatrie
sroatment.

Table bl ghows the wumber of immates who kad had
previcus contasts with sccial ageuncies.

TABID kb
PREVIOUS GONTAGTS WITH SOCIAL AGENGIRS

Fumber of immateé

Contasts v _
Nerfaolk Concerd Praningham Total
B % n % ® mg 0 Y
Yeos 28 82.4 2k 835.7 22 5§7.9 7k
¥e _6 _17.5 b 143 _16 k2.1 26

Totals 3 100.0 28 100.0 38 100.0 100




Aluowt bhrog=Sourthd, or 74 per gewt, of “he vo o al
grenp bad rad contelid with woelal ageneles. OF “he 28 o0 ot
vormining who wers wot kuowa to wush agewsies, the Y. vewi prpe
portion wes reprevented im the group from Framir v .am: 42 per cent
of this group &id not lowe reserd of provious contests with
sooial sgeneivn,

Paulew 4% wad 45 sbow the wunber of countasiw wity
d@oednl ngondtus Tov She perental Jamily ~ud for the petlentle
it ual fandlys  Thewo were divided inke sures bypews
iy ﬁw;e&%mﬁwi@s 2) wedlomlt ) wolfard, e latber sulegovy
Cralugod wey pledonoets Le fosder homds sy evphmasges,  Tha Jave
woe Madlowiod Pogn the Soelal Bervievw Jadex fuund 1k Sha veeqyde
st Shu vanpestlve natitutions for the Nerfolk mad Gercord proups,
and 4 e wor sestons) resords for the Framiugham Stoump. Howevwar,
Pate faorambden e Lieited Diowusy mawy of the indlives wgvé
several yeary old apd had not besn Urought up to date, amné bevmiosw
2ot &ll sncisl agewoies subporide to the Bosial Berviece Imdes:,

TABLE Ld
PARIWIAL FAWMILY CGONTACTS WITH BOULAL AGEROIDN

et e e ;
Pumbey of Gontusts

A‘an Fye IR PRIy e AE Aot UR I ERT NS L S 4 TR =T V) > e o E L > Y
Hordolk Oonsord ¥ramiwgham  To%al
® % n % % "

. i ak . kB AN = . : - sre
Fayonintrie 15 13.6 12 Toht 7 13 ? W BT
Medionl 0 8.8 3k 18,1 0 ik 12,5
¥elfare B8 .mB A8 05 M sba _wk nd

Totulw 113 100.0 188  100.0 51 A00.,0  I5E 100, @

e . » ] = L cafrer ol e shos- PRUE RIS PELE



Bevenly-cight per cout of the total éon@aétm WeTre
with wolfare agencien, while the medical and paychiatric ageucies
were repressnted by 12‘pér.c@nt‘and 10 per cent r@@p@@ﬁivelye
The g?@mﬁ From @@n@@rd'ha& the largeét prop@rtﬁ@mo 53 par cent;
of the total contastey Forfolk was represeated by 32 per cemts
Framinghan bad 14 per caent.

Tablo b6 shows the mumber of contacts with social
@g@ﬁ@i@@ @ﬁ@eriem@@d,hy.the_imﬁata himsel? or his marital family.

! TABLE 46
ZATIBET AKD WARITAL FAMILY CONTAOTS WITH SOGIAL AGENCIRS

TS s oo ymTrrmi SR oy pote et =

Wumber of Gdnta@ﬁ@
hegoney

W@Wf@ik‘:“m”éﬁné@ra:”m Efémimgh&m Total
n % " % i 4 B

Peyeniatrie 21  3B.2 12 48,0 28  kyp.s 61 b3.9
Modiens 1 1:8 i K7 6 10.2 8 5,8

Welfare . 33, 60,0 _12. 48«0 23 _MI.A. 70 _30.3
Potals 5% 100.0 25 100.6 59 100.0 139 100.0

Welfar@ ageﬁ@ias again repregentsd the largest pro=
portion, 80 per ceut; of the total mam%ef of contacte:. However,
bl per cont were with,paychiaefia agéncies and only 6 per cent
with medical agéﬁ@ieéa |

In comparing Publes 45 anmd 46 4% can be seén that
the tetal mmber of contuste with social agencies for the patient
pad/or his maritel family was considerably less than those for
the p&?ém%al family.. The group from Ggac@rd,-whieh tad the lar-

gost proportiom of contaets for the parental family, 53 per cent,



had the lowest proportiowm, 18 per cemt, for the yaviémt and/or
nie marital family. Aleo, the group from Framingham had the
lergest proportion of coata@th,.MZ-pQr cémt, fprﬁthg patient
aud/or marital tamilys yet, it had the lewsst proportion of

contasts for the parental family, 14 per cemt.



OH&PTER R
EﬁUQ&TIOﬁ‘Aﬁﬁ OCCUPATION
Educat ion
Th@ edm@ational history of the inmates presented
iﬁ the following’tables ihcludea age at termination of'fbrmal
education, grades ;ompleted, ang nature of additional e&ucation'
as well ag gra&es r@p@ated, discipline probleme,_reading Prob-
_ lems andlI~Q
. Table 47 wghows the age at whieh the inmates ter-
minated their formal education.
TABLY 47
AGD CF TSWATZS AT TERMINATION OF BDUCATION

.  Fumber ofminmatéé

Age ' ‘ A
‘Norfolk  Comcord Pramingtan  Total
LR . . . n %
13 1 2,9 2 . 7.4 0 0.0 | 3
14 1 2.9 0 0.0 L 10.5 5
15 9 26.5 b 13 b 10.5 17
16 6 47.1 14 50,0 18 Ly.b 48
17 L o11.7 5 17.9 6 15.8 158
18 0 0.0 2 74 3 7.9 ‘8
19 and over 0 0.0 1 3.6 3 7.9 b
Unknown 3 _8.8 0’ _ 040" 0 __0.0 3
Totals 34 100.0 28 100.0 38 100.0 100

The greatest proportion in each group terﬁinated at
age sixteen, whieh 1is the 1ega1 age . for termination‘ Almont
“oneuhalf,.or 48 per cent, of the tatal group termindted at six

teen; and 27 ﬁér cent at an age over sixteen. ;Eram@pgh&m hnd
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%hé.largést péré@nﬁag®9932 per cenﬁ,vwhn_térmipat@d bheir
eduééti}n after sixteen, Théfoldés% age at termination was
-tweﬁ%y~on@ which occurred in ﬁhé Eramingham Eroup.

Table 48 presentg @he'number of gradeé completed
by the inmabes. v?qﬁr gradé categories wéré used corregponding
cfoéz grédg séhoollﬁlné)ﬁ Junior high (7-9), high school (IOflz)n
igngﬁggifggéﬁ(iﬁ-and‘OVer). Those inmates who wére.iﬁwspeéiél
classes are shown in the catégory ;orrespon&ihg,to the last
gra&;‘thgy completed.

_ﬁUM?EBYUF_GEADES QOME@EﬁED BY THE IKMATES

Fumber of Inmates

Grades — ‘ _ _ _ . .
Norfolk ~  Concord  Framingham  Total
n % n % n % ‘n

1-6 TR 8 28.6 1 2.6 13
"7 -9 19  55.9 15  53.6 20  52.6 54
10 = 12 1 324 5 17.9 1% 36.8 30
13_ahd‘over _ -0“ ' O:Q,. 0 __0.0 3 _7;9 3
Totals 3%  100.0 28 100.0 38 100.0 100

Over half, or 54 per cent, of the total group were

classified in the "7-9 category; only 13 per cent were in the
" o-6¥ gategory;Aand one—thiﬁd, or 33 per cent, eompleted ten
or¥ more gradeéo Framingham had the largest pereég;age, hly pay
cent, who completed ten or more grades and w§s‘ﬁheaon1y group
represented in the 9313 and over® category.  Of the eighﬁ in-

mates who had gons to special elasses six were represented im

1



the #o-8¥ eéﬁegory and two in the W7e9ﬁ category. A large
pro@o?tion of the pgroup did not meet the é&u@aﬁionai requires
ments of the eommunity. An individual is expeeted %6 have
completed grade eiévén By'agé gixtesﬁ, Téo-third@ 67 the teoltal
group_comple%ed nine or leéss pgrades and also a@s seen in Table 47
terminated sehool at ag§ gixteen or under,

Only fifteen of the total group had any additional
sducation. For five inmates from Norfolkk this education in-
cludéd training in voice, a beautician's school and a teehnical
gchool: two pf the inwates ab Ncrfoikigampleﬁéd their high sehool
sducation after Yerminating thelr publie sehool education, ome in
the service and the other at the Prison Colony. For five inmates
from Gom&ard this training included: barber school, electrical
gehool; Civil sefviaelﬁehoaigfan extenslon eourse at Gbgéafda
and & r;haﬁiliﬁation center for the handieapped.. A%_?ramingh&ﬁ
two inmates had gomé to juhi§r ¢ollege, one for s year and one

for four monthe; oné hud attended elerical sehool; and ome had

studied drams and mpdéiing for two years. Alse, in the Framing~

han group one inmate had 13 of more years of education but the
neture of this was nét known.
Table 49 shows the number of inmates that repeated

ofie of more grades auring,thgir educational history.

N



TABLE 49

KUMBER OF INMATES WHO REFEATED GRADES

Tumber of Inmates

Repeated
Forfolk Goneord Framingham Total
n n % n % B
Yes 1?7 80.0 19 67.9 21 55,3 57
No 14 by, 2 9 32.1 17 Ly, 7 Jits}
Unknown .3 8.8 o__0.0 .0 0.0 3
Totals 3% 100.0 28 100.0 38 100.0 100

Over half, or 57 per cent, of the total group had a

history of grade repeats, and 40 per cent had no repsats.

Three Norfolk cases were unknown as school records were not

available. This table explaing the fact that the majority of

inmates had not completed more then nine grades, aithough.th&y

did not leave sehool until sixteen.

.Table 50 presénts the mumber of inmates who had dis-

eipline problems during their formal sehooling.,

TABLE 50

SCHOOL DISCIPLINE FROBLEMS OF IFMATES

Number of Inmates

Diséiplin@ 7 _
Problems Norfolk Goneord Framingham Total
n n % n % n
Yés 23 67.6 16 57.1 23 60°5 62
Yo 8 23.5 12 B2.9 15 39.5 35
Unknown 3 ,808 0 0.0 0 0.0 3
Totals 3% 100.0 28 100.0 38 100.0 100




Almost two-thirds, or 62 per é@ntg of the total group
had diééipiiﬁ; pr@biémé; only 55 per eent did‘nota
) Tabie‘51 ghows the mumber of inmates who had reading
probiéﬁéo o
TABLE 51

SCHOOL READING PROBLEMS OF INMATHS

. _ - Number of Inmmbes
Reading Prodblems

Forfolk Coneord Framinghaﬁ Totm}
a ‘ an % n % n
Yes 9 26.5 15 53.6 7  18.4 31
Vo - 15 4.3 13 b4 29 6.3 57
Unknowa 10 29k 0 0.0 2 5.3 12

Totals 3% 100.0 28 100.0 38 100,0 100

Over half, or 57 per cent, of the Yotal group did not
have reading provleme and 31 per eent did. hThe_Framingham
grotip had the largest pfop@rti@ng 76 per cent; whi@h did no€ have
reading difficulties.

1% had been speedld%ed thgt the majoriéy of inmates
would have had reading pro%lema.v There is a eorrelation béﬁW@@ﬁ
s@hool failiure and d@linqueney, and one of the ‘areas in whieh
gchool failure is reflected is reading problems. The problem in-
creases as the individual contimues in sehool beeause reading
is Baéi@ %o'all other 1éarﬁing, The reading problem may then be-

come the reason for gechool failure 1 However; im_bhs.present

‘lPersonal @ommmni@ation with Dr. Norman Neiberg,
Clinical Be@eardh.Direc%org Division of Legal Medieine.



s tudy thé data om reading problems ware not reliable nor eo@piefe
enough ?ovﬁé méaningfmie

Tébié 52 presents the 1.Q.'s of the inmétes._ Sin@e.iﬁ
Qas not indiecated in ths resords whieh intelligenée tests were
used -1 scale of twwnty poimt units .was used for coding rather
than an established claesificutiom.

mmLE 52
1.Q. QF:I@E&TES

Number of Inmates

: Yorfolk  Gomcord Framinmgham  Total

Sl i

130 and over 1 2.9 0 0.0 1 2.6 2
110 - 129 : b 11.7 4 14.3 6 15.8 14
90 - 109 ’ 8 23,5 10 35.7 23. 60.5 A )
70 - 89 6 17.6 8 28.6 8 21.1 22
69 and under 0 0.0 1 3.6 0 0.0 1
Unkuown A8 k43 5 _17.9 0 _0.0 20
' Totals 3% 100.0 28 100.0 38 100.0° 100

ThsAgfeatest proportion of the iﬂmgtes in'eaéh group
and in the total group, 41 pér cent, werée classified in the
“average“ category. Tvénty-three fer ;ent were claasified in
categories below the averag; and 16 per cent above. The'high—
'est I Q.. represented was 135 in the Norfolk group and the lowest
wag 63 im the Ooneord group. The latter record points out that
the I. Q. of 63 was not considered valid ag this inmate wasg able

to funetion at a higher level than a “mental defeetiv@.( Pro- .

.portionately, the Framingham group ‘had the highsat 1evel of

7



1.Q.'s with 76 per cemt testing "average" or aﬁpve,

Qeeupation
The following tables will presemt the oceupatiomal
history of the group, imcluding: occupation at the time of
ériﬁeg Job stability at the time of erime; and number of
employments.
Table 53 shows the occupation at the timé of'th@

present offém@éo

. TABLE 53

OGCUPATION AT THE TIME OF CRIME

Fumber of Immates

Oeeupation .
Norfolk Conecord = Framingham Total

R v% - n % n % B
Unemployed b L1.2 11 39.3 28 73.7 53
Unekilled 11 R.A 13 6.4 o 0.0 2k
Skilled 5 1.7 0 0.0 6 15.8 11
Clerical 1 2.9 2 7.1 L 10.5 7
Managerial-Prop. 2 5.9 0 0.0 0 0.0 2
Sales 0 0.0 2 7.1 0 0.0 2
Farm 1 .29 .0 _o00 .0 _0.0 _1
Totals 34 100.0 28 100.0 38 100.0 100

°

Over half, Qr.Sé per cent, of the i#mafes wéfé nnen-
ployed at the tiﬁé of'their‘offenée; 0f those employed one-~half,
or é& per eent of the %otgi, wére engaged in @nskilléd labor,

The Framingham group had the highest proportion of unegnployéd°

Teble 54 shows the lergth of timé,_in‘momthsulépen%

in the last emplcymént.prior to ineareeration.



TABLE ‘b
J0B STABILITY AT THN TIMB OF ORIMD

Wanber of Ianates

Korfolk' Ooneord Framin han Total
o S A 'Fi a4
6 -3 16 47,1 21 75.0 28 73.7 65
4 .18 - 1% 1.2 6 2.4 9  23.7 29
19 and over 3 8.8 1 3.6 1 2.6 5
Unknown i 2.9 0 . 0.0 L0 0.0 A
mptais» W 100;0 28 190;0 38 100.0 100

Nemrly two-%hirds, or 65 per c@mt, had beon employed
three months or less‘ Only g per eent were employed al one
qu for 19 OF MOre mqmtps. The Nbrfolk group shows thé greates%
A;eﬁpational'staﬁili%y wiﬁh half of the inmates empioyed for four
months or lomg@r on %heir 1aﬁt Job.

Due to the 1imits of %he data the hietory of job gta=

bility of the group can not bo shown. ’However, 1% is the opinion'

ef the wri%ers that Table 55 ie a general reflee%ion of tha pre-
vious job stability of the inmates. The exception to this wbuld
be a minority of inma%es who may have had atable employmont
records,lbut'who‘hgd broken this cqntignity.jgst“prior‘tq‘tho
;f:on;e. o
| _ Tabié 58 ghows the nu@bgr.of Jobé geld‘prjo? to inear

éératipn.ingofar as this eould be determimed from the resords.
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It ie the opinion of the writers that Yhe reeords did
not give a valid p&@tur; of the employment histery. The employ~
mont a@cti@m of the res@rd is dependsnt upon %he inma&@“a memory.,
and. in mamy LY @mpl@yMﬁmt had been 80 sporadi@ and showtwliVG&
that it did nat app@ar in th@ roeord. Th@r@for@, thisg table r@m
fleets only the minimum @mploym@mt rasord of th@ group. However,
it should be moted that ﬁ@m@ r@@ordsg @ap@@iaily in the Framimgn
hem group, did glve a @omprehsm@ive history of employmenﬁ.

TABLE 35

NUMBER OF JOBS

Number of Inmmates
Fumber of Jobs ) '

Norfolk Concord Framingham Totel
oo Opeere 1 _ﬁg Ry
0-2 2 .5.9 3 10,7 7 18.4 12
45 11 RE 10 357 17 by 38
6 -8 '8 23.5 6 2Lb 11 28,9 25
9 - 11 - 2 5.9 3 10,7 2 5.3 7
12 - 1H 5 147 0 0.0 1 2.6 6
15 - 17 5 b7 0 0.0 0 0.0 5
Unlenowa 1 _ 29 6 _21.b4 90 0.0 .7
Totals 3% 100.0 28 100.0 38 100.0 100

Exae%ly half of the group had reeords af fiv@ or, 1eﬁs
»Jobs, and almost half had reeords of six to uevmnteen jo%s., E@th
Coneord and Framingham had one inmata ea@h who, bacauae of age
vvhen instiﬁuﬁicn&lized, had never been employedg and, in generai¢
this pieﬁure of job @hangea shonld be viewed in the 1ight of ths

relative youth of the inmgtes as & group.



CEAPTER IX
. MILITARY SERVICH

Military serjiee was~in$erpreted to ineliude qnly
aetual service inm one of the brgneheg of military séfvicé on
a full-time baéis, thus equudiﬁg ons inmaté from qufolk gnd
three wen from Comeord who had én;istMOnts in #hé_National
Guard which demanded no more thgn_wéekly drills 'and summer en=
c@mpménts.

Tabls 56 shows the past military serviee éf thé‘three
'grdups. Nona of the women‘iiﬁthg study group had military ;x;
periencs, and @onaequénﬁly their rqpyesenﬁa@iqg will be d;quéa
from the subsequent tablé;. |

TABLE 56
'PAST MILITARY SERVICE OF THE INMATES

IR , Rumber of Inmates
Veteran of ' ‘ ' '
" Miiitary Serviee

AHorfgik Comcord Framingham Total
- U 5 n % n % 4

Yes 18 52,9 .9 ;321 © 0.0
Xe 16 _47.1 19 _67.9 _38100.0 73
Totals 34 100.0 28 100,0 38 100.0 100

0f the sixty~two‘ﬁél§§ 1n the total greup, less than
ﬁilf‘(twénty-sevap) sa# military serviee. Several reasons eén'
be advaneed for‘this._ﬂmhe aée of these ihﬁates is a fastor,
with se%ergl young men in the‘g?oup.. With the‘déﬂands of the
75



miliﬁaf& draft inconsequential of late, it has been of iittl@
effect in getting men t6 Join foreibly or volgmﬁarilyb 1t may
be noted that the older group at Norfolk (see Table 1) had a
greater possibility of'fE@iing the effects of‘Wofld War II_and
the Korean Crisis with the @Onée@itanx préssures toward armed
serviee. This may account‘for their greater partieipation aé
shown in this %a%‘leg with eighteen béiﬁg vé‘berans and only sfi;n-'
‘ae'en. having no sueh experience. Some of the men had éériy erim-
inal histories whieh preeluded their emtfaﬁé@ into the armed
forees.

Table 57 indieates the braneh of serviee into whieh
eaéh man was first indueted.

TABLE 57

BRANCH OF MILITARY SERVICH ENTERED

Number of Immates

Bransh i R
' Korfolk Coneord ~ Total
Army 9@ 3. 12 -
Ravy 6 3 9
Air Forece 3 1 i
Marines 0 2 B
Totals 18 9 ' 27

¥ One man who first served in the Ar’my (and is ‘lncluded in that
figure) lster served also in the Air Forces

lSince the Air ¥orece has besn established as & separate
arm comparatively reeently, .it is open to question whether the
reeords reflect the old desiguations of Army Adyr Foree; Naval Air
Force, or what is noWw simply the Alr Forse.



The eomparative popularity of the different branehes
seen in the table, with the Army, Navy, Alr F@r@é? and Marineé
in that order, is in line with the past per@émnel,stﬁémg%hg of
thége bragehes of the arméﬁ foress,

‘Table 58 shows the method by whiech each inmate @aé
first indueted into military service. Im all cases, subsequent
induetions wére re~enlistments.

TABLE 58

METHOD OF SNTERING MILITARY SERVICH

Number of Inmates

Method® . , _ .
Norfolk Coneord Total
Enlssted 13 B 21
Drafied 3. 1 R L
Unknown 2 0 2
Totals 18 9. ! 27

& Thig refers to bhe first induetion omly.

It is interésting that.twentyfene of the twemty-
seven men with military experience veluntarily sought it. Only
four were drafted, and nothirg vwas kmawﬁ ﬁbout how two men were
indueted.

Table 59 presents the mmber of times these indi-

vidusls enlisted or were drafted.



TABLE 59

NUMBER OF INDUGTIONS

: Number of Immates )
Number of Times - ' '

Norfolk Coneord Total
1 14 '8 22
2 2 1 3
3 1 0 1
Over 3 . .Y = d
Totals 18 9 27

e - :
An overwhelming mﬁjority,jtwéntyﬁﬁwa eut of the
twénty;sévén men,”wére indneted onee, Thfee inmates sérv;d
two ”hit;ﬁ;é;w @mé man vﬁs‘indqc%ed thrée times, and one'inQ
mate from Norfolk had & history of five en?i;tméntg;' ons of
thege enlistmends, however, was for a duratiqn.pf one day be-
cause of s teshmieality, But four eould be ionsideréd "legiti-
mite" tours of duty. Here again, Nbrfblk’é groﬁpﬂéhows thé
greatest range, refle@timg‘thé wide ag; r;né; ngted previougly.
'Tablé 60 shows the totgl Ié#gth{of tim; servéd in

the armed forees.
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 TABLB 60

TOTAL LENGTH OF TIME SERVED

Fumbar of Inmates
Total Length of ' .
Time (in months)

Worfelk Coneord Total

1-12 5 1 6
13 - 24 I kL 8
25 - 36 3 2 5
37 - b8 1 0 1
b9 - 60 1 1 2
61 - 72 0 1 1
73"" 8l 2 0 2
Over 84 2 0 2

Totals 18 9 29

Over half, or fburteen,:of the mén who savw military
serviee sp@nt_ié@s %baﬁ two years in it. Five of the remainiﬁg
thirteen served belween two and thfeé years, and the other mem
with more than one $our of duty spént”sévérél years inaservi@eo
Two inmates fremvNorfélk were in the sarvies él@éé t©MEight‘amd
enémhalf years.

‘This’tabié is of spééial inter;;t whén vi;wed invrév
lation to Table 58 whiéhvéhéws that twenty-ene of the twenty-
seven mén enlisted. With-thefusual_gnlist@ent‘émaémpassimg:é
minimum of thres years,vthe large mumber of short duty tours
suggests some giguifieanee fpr.ﬁhg nature of the diséhargeq
réééivedo 8 matter whieh is dissussed below.

Tables 61 and 62 reflect two éspgets of the military

experienee itself.
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T4BLE 61

FATURE OF EXPERTENCE: COMBAT

Number of_Igﬁa%e@

Bombat - j e
Norfolk Conesrd Total
Yes 3 1 L
No 10 8 18
Unknown - 0 L5
Totals 18 9 27

BEighteer of the twenty-seven men experisneced no ae-
tiom. TFour mem d4id, and at least one of these, the inmate frem
Coneord, was wenmded and alsoc reeeived thé‘Silﬁér Star for eom-

tat hereism. The reeords on five men from Nerfolk made no

speeifie menticm of eombat, and it ean be assumed that nome wis

sS&en,
TABLE 62
FATURE OF EXPERIENCE: INGARGERATION
- ) ] Fumber of ihmateé
Ineareerated . . ‘ ~ — '_ ‘ »
' Nerfeolk  ° Conesprd Total

= 4 a4 = %
Yes 5. 27.8 5  55.6 10 7.1
Ne 13 7R.2. L hhh 17 . 62.9.

Totals 18 100.0 9 100.0 27 100.0
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Tan of these twenty=geven exaéérviéémsm @érﬁéa time
in confinement ramging from thres=month @ém%gn&@@ to %h; gua$é=
hwu@é to septenses of several yéars to gePviee priseus. Wher
a%e@ﬁpéni@a by &i@hbnofahiévdié@harg@sg 8% somd wére@ sﬁéh séns

%@ﬁ@éﬁ héip $6 explaim the length of time servéa in the armed
foress; as @hbwﬁ in Table 60. These were in addition to the
imprisenments for eivil bffemﬁes ghown $m Table 11. Twe of
the Nerfolk inmateﬁ and all five of ths C@m@@rd.m@n had from
one to three wilitary eonfinénents, ovs Worfolk inmate~%@rvéa
four @éntén@eaﬁ and the mumber of inéa@@erationﬁ éip@rieﬁéed
by the £fifth Verfellk inmate was unknewn.

Table 63 shows %hﬁlfypé of the lash di@@harg@
reé@iV@a from the armed faréawa

TABIE 63
TYFR OF TAST DISCHARGE FROM MILITARY SHRVICH

» i Nunber of Inmates
 Type of Discharge

Norfelk Gongord ° Total
n % a % » %

33.3 10 37.0

Bl % 51.8

22.3 .3 _11.2
0

Totals 18 100.0 9  100.0 27 100.0

Homorabls 7 B
Dishenorable io 55°
Medisal 1 B¢

O\U\\O
N Fw

s O

‘ With ten hornorable and three medical dischﬁrgeé
the mmber of'"aééeptabiéw éepar;tidns alniost é@uals those of
[} dishon@rabl@ mature. It gy be assumed that inearceration@,
aﬁ shéVﬁ in Table 62 frequ@ntly ied te; er @@@@mpanied dis—

honorable dis@hargesa A question of\inﬁerpretatioﬁ;was inveived
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infalaésifying samé of the dig@harges whiéhvwéré-listed under
éu@h.term@ as W@émeral” and WUndesimﬁbléoW bﬁt_those not
speeifieally earrying dishcmorabié eonnetations were in@Iuded
in the homerable @étég@ry,

Table 64 adds imformation about th@ nature of
rilitary dis@harge@ by indi@ating the type@ of ail diseh&rge@
r@@eived This nusber agrees with +he thirty«six imdustions
:fer the tetal zreoup (see Table 59).

TABLE 64

 TYPES OF ALL DISCEARGES FBOM‘MILITABY SERVICE

Nﬁmher of Tim@s Re@@ived
Type of Diseharge

Néffdlk. - ;Gane@rd o Tetal
2 % n % n»

19 32,8

Homorable 18  37.7 L Lo.o

Dishomorable 10 38.5 b m0.0 14 38.9

Medieal . 3.8 2 .20.0 L3z 8.3,
Totals 26 100.0 10 100.0 36 100.0

When @@mparéd to Pable 63, it is slear that the
:additiomal nime enlistments previous teo the last one all re—
suited in.heﬁorabl@ dis@harges.

The reasons for thg_disehargee eovered a wide range.
Under the h@n@rablé hea@iﬁg,‘sueh reg;oms as demébiiizatienn
completed emlistments, unsuitability, émotiomai-inadééuaéy, and
i;;k of ability were advaméeﬁ, D§§hon§rahie~dié@hafge§ rééultéé
from abﬁemeés without léave,(AWDL)g insu%@rdiﬁationg desertiemv

1

lareeny of govermmemt property, and demvietioms for erimimal
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'béhaviér of an aésaultivé ma%uréa ‘Discharges for medical
reasons were made omkﬁhe'baéi@ of ﬁhysi@al défects and peer
eMotiQmal adjugﬁmémto.
Table 65 pré@@mﬁs the immaté“s personal évaluati@n
of the military @xperi@né@?
.TABLE 65

PERSOFAL EVALUATION OF MILITARY SFRVICE EXPERIENCE

Famber of Inmates

. Bvaluation v _ _ B
' Nerfolk o Coneo rd  Total
Liked ‘ 9 6 15
Digzliked 4 3 7
Unknews 5 . 0 g
Tetals 18 9

27

Fifteen inmates elaimed %o have liked military 1life,
severn speeified dislike, while there was no indieation of the

views of five ethers.
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CHAPTER X

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In this study a sample of one hundred immates from
the eorrectional institutions eof Norfolk, Concord and Framingham,
who were in treatment with the DIM as of Jamvary 1, 1959, or whe
came into tréatment between that date, and December 1, 1959, were
studied in order %o present a more detailed degeription of the
seclal gharaeterigtics and 1life experiemces of this clientele.

It was hoped that the study would previde a basis for further
researeh on the relationship of sueh bagkground charseteristies
to various aspeeis of treatment. .

The data were @ollected from the DIM's own keysort
eoding eards, the ${mmates’ institutional reeords, and the in-
mates' reecrds at the Department of Cerrections. However, it
wvas diffienit to ebtain adequate information from these reeeords
for certati» areas] e€.£., marital history, eontae%é with health
‘and welfare ageneies, residential moves, occupetional histery.

Various writers agree that the young adult is the
largest age group of eriminals. Over half, eor 56 per cent, of
the total group studied were under twenty-five years of age, and
the mean age was 26.4 years. This compares with an average age
of twenty fouund in the Gluecka! studies.. The majgrity of the
younger inmates were from Framingham. Norfelk had the largest
preportien of older inmates with a mean age of 31.8. The faeter

of age has further implications for other aspeets of the studys
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o.£., marital stetus, mamber of imstltutiosalizations,
rmunber of previous.off@m@ésﬂ'eﬁe.

Bighty-five per eent of the tetal greup wérg found
t® be Whité and nearly twa—third; wéfe_Bmm&hvcatheligf .Si?ty—
five irmates wére living in Besten and its suburbs at the time
of incargeration. BSixdy-eight ipﬁates were simgle whieh ean
be réiatéd te the high.pr@éortion_ef persons under'twenty-five.
Half ef these whe had ever beew married were from Norfelk whieh
alse had the largest preportien of elder inmates. mwémty-nine
of the thirty-eight women studied in this greup Qére singlé,
‘whieh i in esntrast te the findiggs of ether authors that
married weomen have a higher eemmi%memt rate tham single Wemen,
However, this is in agreement with the Blueeks‘ study on women
in whieh alwest lalf of their samplg were sing}éf

The histery of eriminal behaviar was diffleult to
obtaln beeause of the inadequasy of the reeerds from whish
the data were ceiie@tedo Over enenhalf of the inmates COmR~
mitted their first offemse and were ingtitutionalized for the
first time in late adeleseence, or between the ages of fif%eem
to nineteeng The mumber of pre%ieus effenses ranged from zere
te thirty-twe. Almost half of the sroup had sommibtted from
dneitq fivé previeus sffenses, and four of tpé five whe were‘
rever appreherded before were frem Frgﬁiﬁgﬁaw. -Miéeéliané@uém
miner, lareecny asd burglary were'thédﬁajer types of previeus

offémﬂes eommitbed. Almost one—halflwf the‘imma%ég had be@m_
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institutienalized, put on prebatien or givem other dis-
pesitions frem ome to three times. Forty-twe inmates had
me%er been en parmlé:bgt twéﬁty~sevén_@f these had mever
been institubienalized. Only mine hamdled parsle success-
fully. -Thﬁr%ymgix inmates had never been om probatian and
of thsée‘wbo had beem smly tweﬁty-sevé#'haﬁdléd it sue@esé:
fully. ;

- Rebbery was the leading present offéhsé? ﬁhiéh is
in Bdﬁ%rast tn the unmture of previous offenses where this
elassifieation was rate&‘%hird, It, hewever; in@ludes some
of the most serious foensés«ffourﬁinmates whor@ommiﬁtéd
murdér and two who were éeﬁtén@ed;for manslaughter. .Sex
offenses sonstituted the seeond most eommon éause of ingtia
tutional sommitment and was proportionately equal among the
three imgtitutioms. Twelve of the thirteen misesllaneous-
minor offenses were eommitted by women at Framinghem. Sevenm
of thése Women were sentémeéd‘on " gdubborn @hildﬁ éhargesan

Most of the erimes were sommitted at gight. Cut
of the forty-nine whi@h involved pa?%ners,‘only_ten‘wéfg
womém whose partmerg were of thé opposite sex. mhirty-;ix
wére on parolé at the timé of the present offénscg and_of the
twenty who were on probation, thirteen were from Framingham.
The months between date'of»in@afée:atiOg and the

daté of imtake by DIM proved to be interesting. Over half
of the study group ecame into_treatmént ﬁithin the first

year of eonfimement. Of the thirty-three who applied for
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tréathent within the first‘gix monthg, twenty wére frothra;i
mingham. This is possibly due to the differ@nsé in the intake
pfdéeaur@ at this ingtitution whéréby thé inmat@@ aréﬂréferred
to DIM treatment by its staff worker who attends asach ciassifi-“
eation me@%ing and initiates ref@rrals accordingiy

The familyfhistony of the;inmates‘Was studi;do :Thre;*
feurths had experieneced broken homes, and mest of these occurréd
before the inmate was five y@aré‘of age. More ﬁhan half of
these broken homes were caused by diveres and separation Almost
half remained with the mother after this @risi@, Other crises
in the homé in addition %o this ini%iél'oné wéfé diffienlt to‘
obtain from the regords which gave no dates or were not spéei—
fie ébout-éu@hv@rigesu prevgro almoat hgif of the gromp”had
a history of one %o three ériée@ in the homéf Niné inmates!
fémiiiéé had never @Xperi@n@éd any. I% is.spé@ulﬁted that the
aetual mmber of erié@s-waﬁ‘probably h@gher:thgn indiéatéd in
the reéorda.

Althoagh the ré@ords were not adéquatévin giviﬁg a
cOmplefe lisﬁing_of residential moves of the inmate and his
family from the time of his birth, these familiés seéﬁ to bé
'quite mobile with almost one-half of bhem moving f£ive times
or more. Fifteen inmates were Won‘ly children® in the family;
the largest proportion were "middle children.” 4lmost half
had at least two full siblings, but only one-fifth had half

siblings.



| There was found to be a high proportion of eourt
reéqrds in the faﬁiiy; two-fifths of the fathers and one-
£ifth of the mothers were known Yo have eourt reeords. - How-
ever, there wag & leﬁsér proportion of family court regords.
in Framingham than in the other_institutiQﬂso Almost thre;«
fourth; of the %ot51 group had had eontaé%é with socialiagenéies.
The majority of these éontaéts for both the parental family
and for the patient andfor his marital family were with welfare
agenéiesf

Thﬁ-ﬁ%@m@'on the marital histofy W@ré'not on the

keysort @ata eard but were added to th@ s@h@&ule in order to
hav@ 2 more eomprehensive view of 1ife experi@n@@so Onemthir&
of the group had had mari‘ba'l experience. ‘Norfolk had the lar—
gest mmber of married; Comeord had the 16&5% Th; mean age
of marriag@ wag 20,5 years. Over half of this group either had
only;ong child or ne ehildren at all. Framiﬁgham had the lar-
gest pumber of @hildrén,_ of the total group, single and mar-

ried, only twanty—fcur had legitimate ehildreno Nineteen of

the total group had illegitimate children,‘ Due to the limitation‘

of the reeords, it is'spééﬁigted'that Norfolk and Goneord wduld
hafé;more'illegi%imaté éhildren than ;howno

A large propor%ion of the total group did no%. meet
thevedueational requirem@nts of %the @ommunityo An fndividaal
is expeeted to have compl@ted grad@ eleven hy age sixﬁeen.
Over half had completed nine»or less grades‘anﬂ terminated

sehool at age sixteen or under. Only fifteen had had any
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addi%ion&l @@uéétion after publie high QéhDﬂla_ The Framing—
ham grioup showed the highest aeademie a@e@mpli@hment,_ Over
half of the total group had é‘hi@tory'of grade repeats. Al-
ﬁost two=thirds had di@@ipliné pf@bl@ms;.-Tb@ dataiﬁn réé&ing
pr@bléms were nob réiiablé oY éompleté énbmgh.to bé meaning-
faul. Ffamingham had the high;st 1@vel of 1.Q. ‘@ with 76 per .
cent testing “average® or above. Norfolk had the highest I Qe
(135) and the lowest was 63 in the Con@@rd group. The gr@ates%
proportion in eaeh group were ela&sified in_th@ "average' cate-
BOTY. |

The reeords do not present a valid‘piéture_of'the4ine
mates! @mploymen%_@zp@ri@mc@én with the éxeep%ion.of EramingQ
ham which did give a eomprehensive viéw of empioym@nt9 Over
half of the inmabes were unemployed at the time of tﬁéir ofc
fense. Moet had hesn, or were, engaged in unskilled labor.
For moat inmates the long@st periods of @ont%nu@us @mploymen%
had been no longer than thrée months.

Nene of thé WOmén in thig study group had military
@xperienée,_ Only twéntynséven of the total of sixty-two males

etudi@d 8aW militawy serviee. Most of them were from Norfolk'

.the older-aged groupo_who may ‘have served during W@rld War IL.

About three-fourths of those who saw military serviee had en-
11@%@& end served only onee. .Over half were in service less
than the usual term of two years, and tbis may T@fle@t aiffi-

culty which they may have eneountered with amﬁh@riti@se Only
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P p‘.: .

faur of the nex WGTG in combaﬁ. men m@n wars inearcerated

while in the sorviee for periods of three munths to sevurnl

years. raurﬁe@n were dishonorably dinchurgea and thir%een

.._‘L‘

‘were honorably dis@harge&,- Even though.%hie larg® nmﬁbgr of

men wore dishonorably disch&rgod and ten had b@en in priwon
while in %h@ serviceg fifteen inmates ;léimad to havm liked
military lif@,

Thiw.pil@% gtudy has. a%tempt@d %o pr@vide & demo
;riptibm of %h@ %yp@ of person aoming for tra&tmsm& m$ thm
,pLu@ Whﬂl@ i% W&s possﬂble %o obtain a pi@ture of the gruas
ehnrao%erigﬁi@@ @f thﬂm eii@ntele, %hsre wwr@ mmny other an-
peets of- %h@ 1ife @xperi@n@@a of ﬁhssg wlien%m whi@h we kuld
.Jhave liked t@ axpl@re fmr%her. Bome intereﬁting differen;;;
between thm aliwnts from the three ins%itntiona etudied have .
:been pointe& euﬁ in %h@ f@regoﬂng summnry.. ons outntanding
finding for thw wholo graup Was ths exﬁrema family deyr;vation
they had ezperienced A largo majority of. %he group w@re
-single and in- %h@ir present ciraumstancom presumably had &
minimum of closo famlly ti@sq Ehe aoaumulation af previaua

s

offenﬁoa by %his y@ung mgo group and thﬂir amplwyment hictony

b | -

vwere also noteworthy Thn predominnnse of" sumh fn@%ora in
”ttg;ﬁlife exyerien@e of theso alients 1mpliem realiﬁy diffi-
‘oultles in the %yp@ of presen% ituationn that thsy faeo and
that mud% be %aken in%o acoounx in. planning treutment methods

nnd gpals for ﬁh@m.i
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One ares in which we would have liked to have more,
information was %h@ history of contactg with social. ageneie@°
This would give m bebtter pi@tur@ of theif familiarity<with
and ability to use h@lping services and bet%er undersﬁanding
of the ¢hildhood emo%i@n&l»digturbanees %ha% ied to their
éélinéuént béhavior;

It is hcp@d that the present study wili provide

a ba@is for further inves%iga%ion in ab 1east %wo direetiens.

It would be intere@%ing to kndw how the inma%es who eome for
,trea»men% eompare with the total popuia%ﬁ@n in these institu—
tionm with regard %o the @hara@teristi@ﬁ s%udi@d 1% would
8180 be of in%erest %o relat@ the person&l and go@ial ehar-
ae%eristi@@ @tudi@d %o %h@ variahies on the keysor% eoding

4

eard whi@h reeord pr@wres@ and outeome of trea%ment to see

what asmo@iati@mﬁo if any; oescur between th@e@,%wo sets of

variables.
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SCHEDULE

IDENTTFYING DATA

1T,
A2,
A3,
Al
A5,
A6,
AT,

Code Number Date of Intake
Referred by ' o Community of Residence
Sex - o ’ Date of Birth

Age at Intake ’ ' ‘ T

Race

"Religion

Mérital Status

. HISTORY OF CRIMINAL BEHAVICR

" A8,
A9

D1.
D2.
D3.
Dl
D5.
D6,

Age of First Offense

Age of First Institutionalization.

Nurber of Previous Offenses (don't incTude present)
Nature of Previous Offenses:

Nature of Dispositions:
a, Acquitted e. Fine
b. Filed or no Aotlon :
¢. Probation
d, Institutionalized
Number. of Times of Parole
Number of Times of Breaking Parole
Number of Times of Brezking Probation

Last Crime: Parqle , Not on Parole
Last Crime: On Probation Not on Probation

Time of Crime

Present Offense .
Partners '
Opposite Sex Partners
Date of Incarceration

I. CONTACTS WITH HEALTH & WELFARE SERVICES

" Bk,
B2.

BB.:
Hi.

Hosvitalized as Child
Prior Psychiatric Treatment
Physical Treatment
Contacts with Soolal Agen01es (1lst agencies & approximate date). yes_
a, Parental Family. - b. Prlsoner/Marltal Family

no

- %



~ e

FAMILY |
GL. Broken Home:

G2, Cause : -

G3. Age at Time of Broken Home P
History of Crisis in Home lest all): )
a; Cause b, Age of Patient : ¢. Outcome for patient

Residential History: (within Gr. Boston, within Boston, other)
a, Number of Moves b, Location

Fl., Court Record of Faiher

F2i i f " Mother

F3:; ¢ #  H 3Ziblings

H2., Birth Order K : .
Total Number of Siblings:  Full Half

MARITAL HISTCRY |
2, Age at Marriage b. MNumber of Children c; Outcome

Number of Illegitimate Children ..

Residential History: (within Gr; Bosfon, wthin Boston,; other)
a; Number of soves b. Location

EDUCATION.
11, Age at Termination
12 Grades Completed
Nature of sdditional Educatlon (specify)

13, Repeats ;. - - - Reason
by D1801p11ne Problem e Nature

15, Reading Problem 3 —-—— Nature
o -




11,

MILITARY SERVICES

CI, Service - " Dates
‘G2, Branch C

C3. Drafted - ' Enlisted
Cli, Combat

C5, Discharge
Reason for Discharge
Service Prison Record -

6., Evaluation

OCCUPATION
El, Occupation at Time of Crime

E2, Job Stability
Occupations:
.a, Type of Job b, Location

Pericds of Unemployment:
a, Short Term (under 2 mo.) Number of Times
b. Long Term: Number of Times

C:e

Dﬁration‘

Duration
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DEFARTMENT OF PUBLIC §

RN

9k

4 @i&@@?ﬁi@&@f@ﬁ

18% &61ﬁmn in e%ery ease, indieatihg off@nse (rather than modus 6§erandi @oda)

1git is major heading

taraeter is mmber, or letter subdivision (1et‘ter inelndes ‘the puneh shovn in parens)

MISCELIANBOUS CRIVAS
Gbs%ruc%ing Justise
) Brivery
) Perjury
Danage
) Malieious Damage
) hAeeidental Damage
Transient
; Trespass
a_,Begging
Uneuth Praetice
; : Prastice Med

),
. praeties Law
Unligénaed

MV Vielations
7) Drﬁﬁk Driving
’) Eit & Rua
Drunkennesa_“

LABGENY
Tare of Aubo
) Using ¥/o suth
~ lare from Person
3) Handbaz Snateh
3) Drunk Roller
3) Piekpoeket
- Iwmre from Shop
lare frem CommsOar®,.
Receiving Stol. GOOds

2 34
. B &
). B&
3)° B &
3) B & B Safe Puneh

5 Burglar Tools
1) Bellileid

ROBBERY
Asgault
2) Asslt with Dang.Weap.
(2) Asslt & Battery
 Kidnapping
Mardar
(4) Manslmughter
(b)  ‘Suieiqe
Carry Conéasi lea.Weap»

CONFIDENCE
: Extortion
(2) Threats

o

obp(s) Grarity Bolleetion _
o4H(L) Subseript. Golieet.
ohull) Advertising Golleet.
ous Buwindle Trisk
04§ ©  Impersommtion
ob¥(8) Impers. Pol. Offieey
,@ﬁW(S) - Inpeis. Militaty
051 ““CHECRS

052 Bmbezzlement

6353 Counterfelt

OE@{B% Making Counterfeid
05%(3) Passing Counterfeit
05@(3) Possessing Gounter.
05 Stocks and Bonds
_55m;4»1Commerc,PapQ;[BS@@rd'
061 GAMBLING =

082 Setting up Lotbery
063 - Gambiinzg Maehine
08k Rage Traék

065  Presend ab Gamﬁng
071 SEX '

072 Lawd -

O?B(Qg Indeeent Exposur@
O?Kﬁﬁ ‘Peeping Tom

073 Indeeent Assauld
oL Unnatural Aet
.O?E(bg Sodomy & Buggary .
oMll) Ineest

075  Lewd & lase Gohab.
o078(8) Fornleation/Adulﬁ.
07N(5) Tllezitinaey

07Y(5) Bigamy

076 = Abortiom

077(8) Abvortion Acesgsory
07W(6) Abvortion Prineipel
079 Immoral Ehtertnin;
076{7) Prostitution

07K(7) TFemale Impersonmab.
078 Rape.

O?H(S) Carnal Abuse

07Q(B) Abuse Female Child
07V(8) _Rape of Idiot
07e(7)  Strip bease .
081 ' NABCOTICS

082 Fareoties Seller
038(2) Addiet

083 _ _ Harmful Drugs

1099(7)

{091

09(1)
695(1)
092
09B(2)

.| 0%K(2)
1 098(2)

093
69¢(3)

jo%m(3)

o9l

1 090(%)
09M( k)

095

1oom(3) .
1 09K (8)
1 o5w(5).-

09 ~

| og¥(8).
1 o9w(6)
. 097

09@%?)

MISC. MAJOR CRIMES

‘Communiem

Commins Titerature

P&myalty investig.

ArEon
Burning Mental .

Buraing %o Defraud

Burning ineidental

‘Defeetive
‘insane

Homosexual
Wanted/?arole Viel.
Essape '
Migsing

Military Serviee
brafs Dodger

AWOL -
Mil_,mseapes

Liguor

Tllegal Sti11

Noanupport

'Desertion/civil

Desertion/military
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