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AUTHORS' PREFACE

OUR first study of juvenile delinquents, published in 1934, re-
ported what had happened to a thousand boys during a five-
year period immediately following “treatment” for a specific offense
for which they had been brought before a juvenile court.! At that
time there was no plan for following their careers further, but the
interest aroused by the report, and the fact that it was of use to those
concerned with the problems of delinquency, suggested that valu-
able additional information might be obtained if the behavior of
the boys were studied during another ten years, at the end of which
time most of them would be grown up. The generosity of the Com-
monwealth Fund has made this follow-up possible.

We cannot list in detail all the individuals, institutions, and public
and private welfare agencies in Massachusetts and in other states
who have assisted us 1n one way or another in this work, and with-
out whose ready cooperation it would have been impossible for us
to carry through this rescarch. We must, however, particularly men-
tion Dr. Willham A. Healy and Dr. Augusta Bronner of the Judge
Baker Guidance Center of Boston; Mr. Roscoe C. Hill and Miss
Carrie V. Moyer of the Bureau of Criminal Identification of the
Massachusetts Department of Public Safety; Miss Laura G. Wood-
berry of the Boston Social Service Index, whose files were consulted
for information about the contacts of social agencies with our
youths and their families; Hon. Albert Carter, Commussioner of
Probation of Massachusetts, who, like his predecessor, Mr. Her-
bert C. Parsons, facilitated the clearance of our cases through the
files of the Board of Probation, where the criminal records of of-
fenders committing crimes in Massachusetts are centralized; Hon.
Arthur T. Lyman, Commissioner of Correction of Massachusetts,
who permitted us to consult records in the files of the department;
Mir. Richard Winslow, until recently Director of the Personnel De-

1 gheldon and Eleanor T. Glueck, One Thowsand [uvenile Delinquents, Volume I of

Harvard Law School Survey of Crime and Crimunal Justice 1n Boston, Cambndge, Harvard
Univernity Press, 1934



vii JUVENILE DELINQUENTS GROWN UP

partment of the Massachusetts State Prison, and the members of
his staff; Mr. Charles A. Du Bois, Superintendent of the Lyman
School for Boys, Mr. George P. Campbell, Superintendent of the
Shirley School for Boys, Mr. C. Frederick Gilmore, Superintendent
of the Boys’ Parole Branch of the Massachusetts Department of
Public Welfare, and Mr. Walter C. Bell, Executive Secretary of the
Division of Juvenile Training of the Massachusetts Department of
Public Welfare, all of whom made it possible for us to secure data
concerning the behavior of our youths while they were under the
supervision of these various agencies and institutions; and Judge
John F. Perkins of the Boston Juvenile Court, who allowed us to
consult the records of the court when we found 1t necessary.

Our thanks go, as always, to Professor Earnest A. Hooton of
Harvard University for his ready counsel, and to the members of
his statistical staff, particularly Mrs. Sarah R. Cotton, for very able
assistance in the tabulation and statistical handling of our data.

Our indebtedness 1s acknowledged also to Dean James M. Landis
of the Harvard Law School, who, like his predecessor, Dean Roscoe
Pound, is giving us the utmost encouragement 1n our researches.

For the skilful handling of the manuscript, including various
constructive suggestions for revision, we express our appreciation
to the Division of Publications of the Commonwealth Fund.

And, finally, we are, as always, gratcful to the members of our
staff who have given loyally of themselves in one or another phase
of this research: Mr. Samuel C. Lawrence, Mrs. Mildred P. Cun-
ningham, Mr. Stacy C. Saunders, Mrs. Beatrice H. Scheff, and Mrs.
Virginia A. Maddux. For able part-time assistance during a portion
of the work, our thanks are due to Mrs. Miriam B. Sachs, Mrs.
Marion Billings, and Mr. Emanuel Borenstein.

It is our sincere hope that the data contained in this further study
of the carcers of One Thousand Juvenile Delinquents will add to
the growing store of accurate knowledge and fruitful theory re-
garding the administration of criminal justice.

E. T.G. and S. G.
Harvard Law School, December 1939
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Chapter I
INTRODUCTION

THE significance of follow-up studies of the results of peno-
correctional treatment need no longer be labored. Not only do
such rescarches furnish a gauge of the effectiveness of social institu-
tions developed for coping with the problems of delinquency and
crime, but they furnish an insight into the natural history of delin-
quents and criminals, into the changes in their behavior with ad-
vancing years and under the impact of different environmental
stimul.

In 1934 we published the results of an investigation of a thousand
boy delinquents who had been brought 1nto the Boston Juvenile
Court and who had been examined, at the request of the Court, in
the Clinic of the Judge Baker Foundation' during the years 1917-
1922, when they were of an average age of thirteen and a half
years.” The major emphasis in that work was on the amount of
recidivism among these youths during a five-year period following
the completion of the trcatment that had been carried out by the
Court and 1ts afhliated community agencies. It was concerned, also,
with the effectiveness of the coordination of the Court and Clinic
in following the prescribed treatment, and with an analyss of the
reasons why many of the Clinic’s recommendations to the Court
had not been followed.

As part of that study the personal traits and environmental back-
grounds of the juvenile offenders were analyzed, not only to de-
scribe the delinquents in some detail but also to determine whether
there are constellations of traits on the basis of which the future be-
havior of delinquents can be predicted.

Some ten years have elapsed since the end of the first five-year
follow-up period. What has happened to these one thousand ju-
venile delinquents during this time > Have they gone from bad to

! Now known as the Judge Baker Guidance Center
* One Thousand Juvemle Delinquents, Cambnidge, Harvard University Press, 1934



2 JUVENILE DELINQUENTS GROWN UP

worse, or has the picture brightened ? How account for the changes
in behavior that have occurred with the passing of the years? Can
the future behavior of such lads be foretold? What lessons can be
learned from the manner of their development as they passed from
childhood into adolescence and adulthood ? How did they respond
to the various types of peno-correctional treatment to which society
subjected them in the course of their antisocial careers? Such ques-
tions impelled us to check the behavior of these youths as they
stumbled down the cornidor of time.

In this work the searchlight is focused on the behavior of the de-
linquent boys during the second and third five-year periods that
have elapsed since the original study was completed, and on their
conduct during the vanous peno-correctional treatments to which
they have been subjected since first coming into contact with agen-
cies of the law.? The study probes also into the reasons for such
changes in conduct as have occurred in the group. It develops fur-
ther than did the prior work our method of forecasting the behavior
of offenders. Unul now, the predictive technique has been limited
to foretelling the conduct of different types of offenders follow:ng
peno-correctional treatment; 1n the present work the prediction
method is also applied to the response of the men during their sub-
jection to varieties of treatment.

One of the most challenging aspects of such a follow-up study
has to do with finding the men about whom we were seeking in-
formation. Criminals and ex-criminals as a group represent a highly
mobile part of the population; and although many of them for-
merly lived in Boston and Massachusetts, they have since wandered
to many corners of the United States and even to foreign countries.

% It should be emphasized that the nature and length of the treatment accorded by the
Boston Juvenile Court and s affiliated agencies ¢ of no further concern to us For pracucal
purposcs 1t has scemed best to continue to uuhize the ume of appearance of these lads in
the Boston Juvemile Court as the pmnt of departure for a continuing invesugation, but we
could just as well have taken as the starung point of the present rescarch any other time
n their early delinquent careers. As long as we consider each successive five-year span 1n
relation to the age of the group at the beginming and end of that particular period, we

need not for present purposes attach any significance to the point from which the first five-
year period was meaured.
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¥The task of locating them, therefore, was an exciting and absorb-
ing one; that of interviewing them a delicate one, because by now
so many of these former juvenile delinquents, already of an average
age of twenty-nine years, are married and have children. In pro-
ceeding on the assumption that their wives might not know of their
carlier delinquencies we had to be particularly careful not to make
revelation of this fact or to interview the men i the presence of
their children; and if we found them living in small towns or rural
districts we had to be particularly watchful not to reveal the nature
of our quest to neighbors, local officials, or employers, for obviously
in smaller towns the position of a man might be endangered by
such knowledge.

Over the years we have developed a technique of tracing and
interviewing delinquents, of gathering data about them from in-
numerable sources, and of venfying these data. Because the validity
of the findings of a rescarch of this nature depends on the method
by which the data are gathered and upon therr accuracy, we have
considered 1t necessary to make a detailed accounting of our pro-
cedures. These are described in Chapter XXI1. Meanwhile we shall
set down the findings themselves. After considering these, the
reader may be interested to know just how we assembled and veri-

fied the data upon which they are based.



Chapter II
CHARACTERISTICS OF THE DELINQUENTS

PRELIMINARY to an analysis of the findings of the present
inquiry, it is necessary to review the background of the thou-
sand juverule dehinquents as reported 1n the onginal volume en-
titled One Thousand Juvenile Delinquents. It should be empha-
sized that in this summary, as in all the statistical data 1n succeeding
chapters, 1t was not always possible to obtain full and reliable data
on all the points under consideration. Hence the percentages, al-
though staustically valid, are not necessarily based on the full thou-
sand cases.

NATIVITY, BIRTHPLACE, AND RELIGION OF PARENTS

Some 8o per cent of the parents of the 1,000 juvenile delinquents
were born 1n foreign countries, while a like proportion of the boys
themselves were born in the United States. It scems obvious that
these children were to a considerable extent subjected to conflicting
cultures; for in 70 per cent of the cases one or both of their parents
was._foreign born_while the boys themselves were born 1n the
Unued States. In addition, 17 per cent of the boys were foreign born
as were their parents, and they also had to undergo a cultural adap-
tation but of a somewhat different character; at least, in being
transplanted from a foreign country to American soil they shared
with their parents the difficulty involved 1n the adaptation. In only
13 per cent of the cases were both parents and boys born in this
country. ‘

What was the native land of these foreign-born parents? What
national cultures did they bring into the stream of American life?
In 40 per cent of the cases of foreign-born fathers, the country of
origin was Italy; in 23 per cent, Russia, Poland, or Lithuania; in
16 per cent, Ireland; in g per cent, Canada. The remaining 12 per
cent came from various other European countries. From the fact
that so large a proportion of the parents were of Italian origin, it



CHARACTERISTICS OF THE DELINQUENTS 5

may reasonably be inferred that the culture conflict to which their
sons were subjected was probably especially intense; for Italians
cling strongly to their native customs and traditions and their chil-
dren are therefore likely to be torn between loyalty to the ways of
the parents and to those of the American environment in which
they find themselves.

As to religious backgrounds, in 74 per cent of the cases both par-
ents were Catholic, in 13 per cent they were Hebrew, and in 10 per
cent they were Protestant. There were a few mixed marriages
among the parents but on the whole it is evident that conflicting
religious backgrounds were inconsequential in number.

SOCIO-ECONOMIC STATUS OF FAMILIES

In what socio-cconomic level of society had these boys been
reared ? One indirect answer to this question lies in the educational
attainments of their parents, which may be used as a rough index
of economic capacity.

In only 50 per cent of the cases did one or both of the parents
have any formal schooling whatsoever, and 1n most of these cases it
did not extend beyond grammar school. Only a few of the parents
attended high school, and in but 5 cases did one of the parents
enter college. Obviously, these young delinquents were reared in
homes of relative ignorance.

But the actual financial condition of these families more
pointedly discloses their place on the lowest rung of the socio-cco-
nomic ladder; for, even 1n a period of normal employment, 68 per
cent of them hovered precariously on the margin between self-
support and dependency, living on the daily earnings of the bread-
winner and accumulating httle or nothing for a critical period of
unemployment or illness. In case of any cessation of employment
they had to resort immediately to aid from social agencies or rela-
tives, Eight per cent of the families were constantly dependent on
public or private social welfare agencies for support. Even the fourth
of the families who were not, strictly speaking, in the class of the
“poverty stricken,” were nevertheless only a little better off, for they
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had savings sufficient to tide them over a period of only four months -
of stress without resort to outside aid.

The fact that social welfare agencies gave assistance of one kind
or another to the families of 87 per cent of the youths is further
evidence of their 1nadequate socio-economic status. The assistance
given these families by over 2,300 welfare organizations was not
limited to rendering financial help. Much aid had to be given in
coping with the problems of rearing the children, in dealing with
the physical and mental health of both parents and children, in
straightening out domestic difficulues, and the like. But much of
the aid was necessitated by essenrially economic problems.

The sub-standard cconomic position of these families 1s further
evidenced by the fact that a large proportion of the mothers of the
boys (41 per cent) were compelled to work in order to supplement
the family income, and by the nature of the father’s employment.
A fifth of the fathers worked in the building trades as plumbers,
clectricians, mechanics, carpenters, bricklayers, stonccutters, tin-
smiths, and so on; another fifth were day laborers; 4 per cent were
policemen, firemen, motormen; another 4 per cent were bakers,
chefs, or cooks; 3 per cent were peddlers; g per cent were small
shopkeepers; 6 per cent were factory hands; 7 per cent were team-
sters or truck drivers; 6 per cent were restaurant workers, janitors,
or watchmen; 4 per cent were clerks or bond salesmen; 10 per cent
were engaged in such trades as tailoring, but working for others;
only one per cent were engaged in what might be considered pro-
fessional occupations—a few musicians and a few photographers.

In view of the low economic status of these families it is not sur-
prising to find that most of the fathers of the delinquents were not
highly skilled workers; nor were they very steadily employed. The
familics were large, and obviously the carnings of one breadwinner
were not enough to take care of all the needs of growing families.
Even at the time when these juvenile delinquents appeared before
the Boston Juvenile Court, when the families were still uncom-
pleted, there was an average of five children per family.
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HOME AND NEIGHBORHOOD CONDITIONS

The basic inadequacy of the physical aspects of the homes in
which these youths were reared can readily be surmised from the
low economic status of the families. In 62 per cent of the cases the
homes had to be characterized as unwholesome, being overcrowded
(more than two persons sharing a bedroom), very disorderly, and
poorly ventilated; in an additional 25 per cent at least one of these
disadvantageous conditions was present, even though in certain re-
spects there was more comfort in the physical arrangements.

It is not surprising to find that homes devoid to so large an extent
of physical comforts were set in districts unfavorable to the rearing
of children. The neighborhoods in which 86 per cent of the families
resided were the locales of street and alleyway gangs, and contained
centers of vice and crime within a radius of two blocks of the home.
It is hardly likely that 1n such areas boys could find decent recrea-
tions and out-of-school interests. About this more will be said later.

FAMILY RELATIONSHIPS

It might be surmused that, though the physical aspects of the
homes and neighborhoods 1n which our lads were reared presented
many conditions inimical to the wholesome development of young-
sters, there were certain saving graces in the psychological configu-
ration of the family group, as reflected 1n the relationship of the
parents to cach other and to the boys, or 1n their disciphinary prac-
tices, and the supervision given the children. The facts, however,
only serve to add to the already discouraging picture of the atmos-
phere surrounding these boys.

First 1t should be noted that 1n 16 per cent of the cases the parents
were grossly incompatible in their conjugal relationships, even
though they continued to live together; certainly the frictions en-
gendered in such a situation must have had an unwholesome effect
upon the children. In another 22 per cent the parents had been sepa-
reared in an atmosphere of parental bickerings, dissatisfactions, and
unhappiness.
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Nor was the relationship of the parents to the boys conducive to
sound development from childhood into manhood. In 32 per cent
of the cases the fathers were either wholly indifferent to their sons
or showed unmistakably their lack of affection and even hostility.
This may likewise be said of 18 per cent of the mothers.

Although it may be inferred from the above figures that a goodly
proportion of these boys enjoyed some affection from one or the
other parent, this must have been materially counteracted by very
erratic disciplinary practices. In g6 per cent of the cases the fathers
cither wavered between firm and lax disciphine or were always ex-
cessively easy-going or excessively strict. This was likewise true of
g7 per cent of the mothers. Such practices frequently result exther in
open rebellion against parental authonty or in complete license.
Either situation leads to well-recognized evils.

Certainly the psychological atmosphere of the homes in which
these boys werc reared was inimical to the development of a sense
of security. No fewer than g2 per cent of the homes either were
“broken” by the death of one or both parents, by desertion, separa-
von, or divorce, or by the prolonged absence of one or both parents
owing to imprisonment or mental illness, or were otherwise clearly
unsuited to the rearing of children, even though both parents were
in the home, for they were houscholds in which one or both of the
parents were criminahstic or markedly incompatible or poor dis-
ciplinarians or careless supervisors of the lives of growing children.

DELINQUENCY AND MENTAL ABNORMALITIES IN THE FAMILY

Even more suggestive of the unwholesome atmosphere in which
these boys were reared is the amount of delinquency and mental
abnormality among the members of the family group. The high
proportion of 70 per cent of the boys were brought up in house-
holds in which there was delinquency or criminality on the part of
cither parents or brothers and sisters. In a considerable fraction of
these cases, one or both parents actually had some criminal record
ar were known to have commutted offenses for which they might at
any time have come to the attention of the police. Thus, the pattern
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of delinquency as a way of life was often substituted for the tradi-
tional wholesomeness and innocence of childhood.

Still further emphasizing the disadvantages suffered by these
youths are the facts pertaining to the presence of mental defect,
disease, and other mental abnormalities and peculiarities of their
parents or brothers and sisters. Such conditions—ranging from ex-
treme aberration to mild handicaps—were known to be present in
81 per cent of the families.

Such, then, is the burdened background of these 1,000 boys. What
of the boys themselves?

EARLY ENVIRONMENTAL EXPERIENCES

When these youths appeared before the Boston Juvenile Court at
the average age of thirteen and a half years, 57 per cent of them
were living with both their parents, while the remainder were mak-
ing their homes with one parent, with a parent and a step-parent,
or with relatives or foster parents, and a few of them (1.2 per cent)
were living in institutions. In the 464 cases in which the homes had
been broken by the death, desertion, divorce, separation, or pro-
longed absence of one or both parents, the average age of the lads
was six and a half years when the breach in the normal family
situation occurred, so they had been subjected to unwholesome en-
vironmental experiences very early 1n life.

Half the thousand boys had left or had been taken from their
parental homes at one time or another prior to their appearance
before the Court. In 27 per cent of these cases the precipitating
cause of this first breach with home ties was the death, separation,
divorce, or desertion of the parents; the illness of a parent in 3.5
per cent; the dehinquency of the boys themselves in 18 per cent; the
unsuitability of the home because of neglect by the parents or their
inability to provide properly in 4.5 per cent. In 11 per cent of the
cases the boys ran away from home for one reason or another, and
were thus at an carly age shifting about and readily exposed to
possible vicious influences. Some of them also had the unstabilizing
experience of excessive moving about (more than once a year),
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thus having little opportunity to strike root in any one neighbor-
hood. Still others had been brought to the United States from for-
cign countries and so had to adapt themselves to life in a new world.
Thus, in at least 50 per cent of the cases, the early lives of these boys
did not run a smooth course. They were subjected to ¢xperiences of
akind which could only add to their fechings of insecunty. It must
also be remembered that, even though the remaining half of the
group were not thus shuttled about from pillar to post, the homes
of most of them were 1nadequate 1n one way or another for the
proper rearing of children. Finally, it should be pointed out that
323 of the boys had already, prior to their appearance in the Boston
Juvenile Court, been in orphanages, and a few had been in correc-
tional schools.

Thus, fully half the entire group of juvenile delinquents had
experienced abnormal living conditions, while the childhood en-
vironment of an even more substantial proportion of them was far
from wholesome.

SCHOOLING OF OFFENDERS

When these 1,000 boys were brought before the Boston Juvenile
Court and referred to the Judge Baker Foundation for examina-
tion, 59 per cent of them were stll attending school But 1n the
achievement of the 41 per cent who had already completed their
formal schooling, we get a picture of the educational limitations of
all the boys. Of this group, 11 per cent had left school in the fifth
grade, 16 per cent in the sixth, 31 per cent in the seventh, 25 per
cent in the cighth; while only 17 per cent began but did not com-
plete high school. Although the reason for withdrawal from school
in 66 per cent of the cases was represented to be economic need (the
children having to work to supplement the family’s meager re-
sources), it would seem evident that this reason was not unmixed
with a strong desire to escape the discipline of school life.

Even more significant, perhaps, than the limited schooling of the
group is the fact that so many of the boys were behind grade for
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their age. Only 15 per cent were not retarded in school, and if a
retardation of one year is not to be considered serious, we can add
to this figure 23 per cent more, making a total of only 38 per cent
who were not more than one year behind class for their age and
leaving 62 per cent who were two or more years behind grade. This
not only indicates lack of ability to do school work but often reflects
various intellectual and personality difhculties. In fact, 59 per cent
of the boys were below normal intelligence as determined by stand-
ard tests, 13 per cent of them being defimitely feebleminded. Ob-
viously, therefore, a large proportion of these young offenders were
not readily “teachable” and were destined to failure in school work.
That many of them shunned the classroom and found it difficult
to make a happy adjustment to school life is reflected 1n the fact that
64 per cent were truants.

EMPLOYMENT HISTORY

In the hght of their brief schooling and the great economuc stress
of their homes, it 1s not surprising to find these lads seeking work
at an early age. Two-thirds of the group had already been gainfully
cemployed at the time of their appearance before the Boston Ju-
venile Court, 37 per cent having started to work when they were
under thirteen, and 54 per cent when thev were thirteen or fourteen
years old. Their average age on entering employment was thirteen
years. The highest proportion of the group (58 per cent) were en-
gaged in street trades, as newsboys, bootblacks, errand boys, or
messengers; 15 per cent worked as store boys, bellbovs, or clerks;
1x per cent were employed in factories; 13 per cent were general
helpers or restaurant hands, or engaged in various other kinds of
unskilled work. And even at this early age a_few of these boys
(seventeen) had already ventured into illegitimate activities, such
as selling stolen goods.

This analysis of the early occupational experiences of the boys in-
cludes Saturday and after-school work as well as full-time employ-
ment, because, as has already been pointed out, 59 per cent of them
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were still attending school at the time of their appearance before
the Boston Juvenile Court. This has some relation to, but does not
completely account for, the fact that 8o per cent of those youths who
had full-ime jobs were “irregular™ workers, changing jobs fre-
quently, going from one “blind-alley job” into another without any
constructive plan for vocational advancement.

USE OF LEISURE

The hazards of strect trades and of unskilled boys’ jobs during
the years of puberty and adolescence are well known. The uncon-
trolled street life, the early contact with undesirable and even dan-
gerous companions which such work often entails, are bound to
take their toll in the development of antisocial attitudes and of petty
forms of misconduct that often lead to more serious offenses. In fact,
93 per cent of these young boys indulged 1n harmful recreations,
such as hanging about the streets and associating with undesirable
companions with whom they gambled or engaged in illicit sex
practices and developed other vicious habits. The counterpoise of
legitimate and healthful recreational outlets was too often mussing;
for most of these boys were never absorbed into organized pro-
grams for the use of leisure. Thus, 75 per cent of them never be-
longed to any organizations or clubs such as the Scouts, YMCA,
scttlement houses, and the numerous other organizations which
operate in crowded areas for the benefit of the neighborhood
children.

The extent to which these boys were gregarious is partiaily re-
flected in the fact that 35 per cent of them were either members of
gangs or hung around street corners and poolrooms with groups
of youngsters. It is also indicated in the fact that while only 30 per
cent were without accomplices in the commission of the particular
offenses for which they were brought into the Juvenile Court, 28
per cent committed such offenses in the company of one other boy,
and 43 per cent had the companionship of two or more other
youngsters in their illegal escapades.
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EARLY ANTISOCIAL BEHAVIOR

Enmeshed in a complex web of poor biologic and social condi-
tions, it is little wonder that all but a few of these 1,000 boys had
scriously misbehaved in one way or another prior to the arrest
which brought them into the Boston Juvenile Court; little wonder,
too, that on the average they were of the immature age of nine and
a half years when their antisocial conduct first became clearly evi-
dent, and only twelve years old when first arrested.

The early antisocial behavior of these boys will be described in
some detail in the following chapter.

MENTAL AND PHYSICAL CONDITION

Examination of the boys in the Clinic of the Judge Baker Foun-
dation revealed not only all the conditions and circumstances al-
ready reviewed 1n this chapter, but also some factors about their
physical and mental condition which should be mentioned before
leaving this description of their early life. The doctors at the clinic
found that 57 per cent of the lads were 1n sound physical condition,
meaning that their general development was good and that they
had only minor ailments (such as carious teeth, defects of nose and
throat, and the like) which did not directly interfere with their ac-
tivities. Thirty per cent were only in fair condition; while not show-
ing evidence of discase or serious handicaps, their general develop-
ment was below standard. Some 13 per cent were found to be suffer-
ing from serious physical discases, handicaps, or deficiencies, such
as epilepsy, tuberculosis, syphilis, marked defects of vision or hear-
ing, partial paralysis, serious heart lesions, and the like.

The examination by the psychiatrists at the clinic further revealed
that 557 (56 per cent) of these boys had marked mental, emotional,
or personality distortions, a diagnosis having been made in 137
instances of constitutionally inferior personality, psychopathy, “pe-
culiar personality,” epilepsy, traumatic constitution, psychosis or
“question of psychosis”; in 70 of the cases the diagnosis was
“marked adolescent instability” ; while in 350 cases there were mani-
fested, to a degree noted by the psychiatrists as excessive, various
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deviant personality traits, such as great impulsiveness, over-sug-
gestibility, marked sensitiveness, and the like.

That our juvenile delinquents were heavily handicapped by both
Nature and Nurture is evident. Throughout this analysis the as-
sumption has been implicit that these various obstacles to whole-
some development must somehow, in most instances, have been re-
lated to the delinquencies of the boys. Without equally thorough
comparative data respecting non-delinquent boys, it 1s of course not
strictly justifiable to arrive at such a conclusion. On the other hand,
it scems incredible that the multiple incaidence of so many factors
which in other fields of human experience are readily regarded as
unwholesome and deteriorative had no bearing whatsoever on the
etiology of these delinquent careers. It seems sounder to say that the
degree of causal relation cannot be absolutely known without a
“control” group. It will not be amuss n this connection to reproduce
some remarks made in One Thousand Juvenile Delinquents (page

63):

Perhaps the chief obstacle to adequate studies 1nto the causation of
crime 1s the absence of reliable comparable data about the characteristcs
of the general population. The relatively few subjects covered by the gov-
ernment census publications and the occasional studies made by school
authorities and other officials do not afford an adequate basis for compari-
son with the more detailed and accurate descripuions already available of
special populauons, such as delinquents Were the chief objective of this
descriptive poruion of our study a determunation of the causes of juvemle
delinquency, the informauon would not be complete, because of the lack
of comparable data with respect to the general population. Descriptions
of the non<riminal population are as yet so imperfect as to permit of
only very cautious comparisons with delinquents and criminals.

The absence of rehiable comparable data regarding the non-delinquent
population does not, however, as some have inferred, vitiate all research
into the makeup of delinquents Even without information on certain
characteristics of the non-delinquent population, a descriptive account of
the makeup of offenders is of value in the pracucal task of understand-
ing dclinquent careers and determining upon modes of attack on the
problems they present.



Chapter I11

DELINQUENCY PRIOR TO APPEARANCE IN BOSTON
JUVENILE COURT

CONTINUING our description of the salient characteristics of
the thousand juvenile delinquents, we here present data indi-
cating the widespread and varied antisocial and illegal acts of these
boys even before they were brought into the Boston Juvenile Court.
In this connection, the present investigation made it possible to sup-
plement the data regarding the delinquencies of the boys as pre-
sented in the onginal work.” That many lads brought into court as
“first offenders” or “good boys suddenly gone wrong” are found,
upon careful scrutiny of their careers, to have been offenders of
long standing, is a fact of the utmost sigmficance both in making
generahizations about the euology of delinquency and in planning
means of treatment and rehabilitation.

Since we wish to free of tables this and the three succeeding chap-
ters, the reader 1s asked to refer to Appendix B from which the de-
scriptive data have been drawn, where fuller details than were con-
sidered necessary for the text are given.

All percentages in the text are of course based on “known and
applicable” totals. Where the number of unknown or inapplicable

1 in One Thousand Juvemle Delingquents, the information regarding early cnminal ca-
reers of the boys was parrower 1n scope and <cantier in detail than that abtained in the
present invcstigation In the earlier work, hittle more than the number of arrests was pre-
sented. We have now managed to secure data on the frequency of arrests the number, kind,
and frequency of canvictions, the number and nature of peno-correctional expenences, the
length of ume spent in mstitutions It has also been possible to determine the predominant
character of the offenses of individual youths, as well as the number of months they were
at large 1n the community In the course of this more penctrating investigation, addidonal
arrests were found 1n a few cases, thus increasing the total number of arrests originally re-
ported on for the group as a whole, and 1n a very few cases, a court record previously re-
ported as belonging to a particular boy was found to have been an error, either because of
confusion of an early record with that of another boy of like name or because court ap-
pearances were found to have been “wnformal™ or non-official It should be emphasized,
however, that these slight changes make practically no difference 1n the general description
of the group as onginally reported
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cases is so small that the findings are not affected, no mention is
made of the size of the particular sample. However, instances in
which the “unknown” or “inapplicable” groups are sufficiently
large to warrant comment are discussed in the text. The number
of cases in the unknown or inapplicable categories will be found
i Appendix B.

NUMBER AND NATURE OF ARRESTS

Our delinquents were arrested an average of 2.28 (==.04) umes
prior to the arrest which brought them before the Boston Juvenile
Court. Of the 624 who had been previously arrested, 294 were ap-
prehended once, 151 twice, 130 three or four times, and 49 five or
more times; 374 boys had not been arrested at all.*

These 624 boys were apprehended 1,333 times, 62.9 per cent of the
arrests being for offenses against property (breaking and entering,
larceny, pickpockeung, receiving stolen goods, forgery, and the
like); 21.7 per cent for petty statutory offenses against the public
peace, morals, or order (disturbing the peace, gaming or being pres-
ent at gaming, peddling without a license, trespassing, vagrancy,
loitering, begging, and similar offenses’); 12.6 per cent for dis-
tinctly juvenile offenses such as “stubbornness,” waywardness, dis-
obedience, truancy, and malicious muschief; while 2.5 per cent of
the arrests were for offenses against the person (assault, assault and
battery) ; and 4 arrests were for offenses aganst chasuty (lewdness,
unnatural acts). It should be mentioned that during the period
prior to the appearance of the boys in the Boston Juvemle Court,
there were for obvious reasons no arrests for drunkenness or drug
using or selling, nor were there any arrests which might be classified

2 Appendsx B, 11. In One Thousand Juvenie Delinquents 1t was reported that 364 boys
were not previously arrested, while 305 were arrested once, 152 twice, 114 thres or four
umes, and 64 on five of more occasions Despite these shight changes in the clasuficaton,
the average number of arrests for the group was likewise 2 3 It should be noted that there
are now ten fewer boys reported as being arrested. This is duce to the fact that upon carefu)

rechecking of the data the supposed court records 1n ten cases represented informal court
appearances or were found not to belong to the boy to whom they had been onginally

ssugned.
% These will for brevity be referred 1o as offenses against the public welfare.
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as “against family and children” since these youths were then not
old enough to have any famulies of their own. It will be recalled that
they were of an average age of thirteen and a half years when they
appeared before the Boston Juvenile Court on the particular offense
which furnished the point of departure for One Thousand Juvenile
Delingucnts.*

Considering now the nature of their arrests from the point of
view of the proportion of boys who were arrested for each type of
offense, it appears that, of the 624 lads who were apprehended, 76.6
per cent were arrested for the commussion of offenses against prop-
erty; 32.7 per cent for offenses agamnst the public welfare; 21.2 per
cent for dehinquencies such as stubbornness, truancy, malicious mis-
chief, or running away from home; 4.8 per cent for crimes against
the person; and 4 boys (.6 per cent) for offenses against chastity.®

FREQUENCY OF ARRESTS

Of the 329 boys who were arrested more than once,’ 8.8 per cent
had been arrested as frequently as once in less than 3 months, 14.9
per cent as often as once in 3 to 6 months, 21.6 per cent once in 6 to
9 months, 18.2 per cent once 1n g to 12 months, 10 per cent once in 12
to 15 months, 9.4 per cent once 1n 15 to 18 months, 6.1 per cent in 18
to 21 months, 11 per cent less frequently than once in 21 or more
months.” The average frequency of arrests of those arrested more
than once in the period prior to the appearance of these boys before
the Boston Juvenile Court was one arrest in 10.57 months (==.25).*

* Appendix B, 12

8 Appendix B, 14

8 Actually 310 bovs were arrested more than once, but 1n one instance st was impossible
to establish the frequency of his arrests

7 Since, of course, 1t was not possible to calculate frequency of arrests for a boy who had
been arrested only once, this group of cases was eliminated from consideration Of the boys
arrested more than ance the frequency of their arrests was calculated on the basis of the
number of months from the date of the first arrest to the date of arrest for the offense
which brought them to the attention of the Boston Juvenile Court From this period was
subtracted the number of months during which the boy was in peno-carrectional institu-
tions, and the remaining total of months was divided by the number of arrests which had
occurred within the penod.

8 Appendix B, 13
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NUMBER AND NATURE OF DISPOSITIONS BY COURT

The 1,333 arrests of 624 boys were followed by commitments in
7.6 per cent, while 44.6 per cent of the arrests resulted in “straight
probation” and 6 per cent 1n probation under suspended sentence;
5.2 per cent of the total number of arrests were disposed of by fines
or restitution, 27.8 per cent by placing the case on file; 8.3 per cent
of the arrests resulted in a finding of “not guilty”; while 3 arrests
(2 per cent) were nol prossed.®

Almost nine-tenths (87.5 per cent) of the 1,333 arrests resulted
in convictions (or findings of delinquency). Of the boys convicted,
48.5 per cent had one conviction, 23.9 per cent two, 14 per cent three,
8.1 per cent four, and 5.5 per cent five or more. The average number
of convictions among the 624 arrested boys was 2 18 (=.03).” Only
42 of the 624 boys arrested were not convicted.

Turning now to the types of disposition made by courts of the
arrests of the 624 boys, 1t 1s found that 11.2 per cent of the boys were
committed to peno-correctional institutions on new sentences, while
2.9 per cent were recommitted on revoked paroles on old sentences,
63 per cent experienced straight probation, 11.9 per cent were placed
on probation under suspended sentence at one time or another prior
to their appearance before the Boston Juvenile Court, 9.6 per cent
were fined or compelled to make restitution, while 32.4 per cent had
charges against them filed. Less than a sixth of the group (14.9 per
cent) had at one time or another been found non-delinquent or not
guilty, while 3 boys (.5 per cent) had charges against them nol
prossed.”

FREQUENCY OF CONVICTIONS
Frequency of convictions was calculated in the same manner as

frequency of arrests,' and is apphicable to 326 of 330 boys who were

arrested more than once. On this basis, 5.8 per cent of the boys who

were arrested more than once were convicted as often as once in less
* Appendix B, 16 10 Appendix B, 15 11 Appendix B, 18.

3% See note 7 for method of caleulanng (requency of arrests. In four cases 1t was, for
one reason or anothes, not possble to calculate frequency of convictons.



DELINQUENCY PRIOR TO COURT APPEARANCE 19

than 3 months, 15 per cent once in 3 to 6 months, 20.6 per cent once
in 6 to 9 months, 16.6 per cent once in g to 12 months, 11 per cent
once in 12 to 15 months, 9.5 per cent once in 15 to 18 months, 8.3
per cent once in 18 to 21 months, and 13.2 per cent less frequently
than once in 21 or more months.

The average frequency of convictions among those arrested more
than once prior to the arrest which brought them before the Boston
Juvenile Court was one in 11.44 months (=£.25)."* It will be recalled
that the average frequency of arrests was one in 10.5 months.

NUMBER, NATURE, AND LENGTH OF PENO-CORRECTIONAL EXPERIENCES

Prior to their appearance in the Boston Juvenile Court, 930 of the
boys had never been inmates of correctional institutions. Of the 70
boys who had been commutted to such 1nstitutions, 47 had served
one commitment, 16 had been twice incarcerated, 5 three times, one
on four occasions, and one five times. The average number of penal
experiences among those who had been previously commutted was
172 (2.06)." With four exceptions these commitments were to
truant and correctional schools; two of the four were to reforma-
tories and two to schools for the feebleminded.*

Of the boys who had been 1n correctional establishments prior to
their appearance before the Boston Juvenile Court, 10.6 per cent
were incarcerated for less than 6 months, 15.2 per cent for 6 to 12
months, 27.3 per cent for 12 to 18 months, 16.7 per cent for 18 to 24
months, 16.7 per cent for 24 to 30 months, and 13.5 per cent for 30
months or longer. The average length of time spent 1n correctional

schools by this small group of young delinquents was 18.82 months
(+.385).1

OFFICIAL AND UNOFFICIAL DELINQUENCY

It has already been stated that 624 of our 1,000 young delinquents
had been arrested one or more times. It is not sufficient, however, to
consider the delinquency of the group merely in terms of their offi-
cial court records. In addition to the 624 boys whose offenses had

18 Appendix B, 17.  1¢ Appendix B, 19 1% Appendix B, 20. 18 Appendix B, a1.
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been “officially” recognized, 364 boys had committed offenses of
one sort or another for which they might well have come to the at-
tention of the police and courts.

This information about their early antisocial behavior was gath-
ered in connection with One Thousand Juvenile Delinquents, by
analyzing the case histories which had been assembled by the Judge
Baker Foundation at the time the boys were referred to that Chnic
for examination. These “unofficial” delinquencies included such
offenses as stealing, bunking out, running away from home, tru-
ancy, sex delinquencies, “stubbornness,” and similar offenses for
which boys are not infrequently brought to the attention of police
and court. Thus of the 988 boys who had to be considered delin-
quent prior to their contact with the Boston Juvemle Court, 63.3
per cent had already had official court records while 36.7 per cent,
though clearly delinquent, had not actually been arrested.

Only seven of the 1,000 boys were definitely known not to
have commutted any offenses previous to the arrest which brought
them to the Boston Juvenile Court. In 5 cases it was not possible to
determine whether the boys had been delinquent.”

PREDOMINANT OFFENSE

Considering next the major type of delinquency committed by
cach one of the 988 offenders from the onset of their delinquent
careers to the time of their appearance in the Boston Juvenile Court,
it was found that in 71.1 per cent of the cases the most characteristic
offenses were crimes against property; in 1.2 per cent, offenses
against chastity; in 2.2 per cent, offenses against the public welfare;
in 2 casces (.2 per cent), crimes against the person. In 6.5 per cent of
the cases no one type of antisocial behavior was predominant, two
or more kinds of offenses appearing to be of equal weight in their
carly criminal careers. In 18.8 per cent of the cases the most fre-
quent offenses were not classifiable in any of the above categories,
being of the kind typically designated as juvenile offenses—stub-

bornness, malicious mischicf, running away from home, school tru-
ancy, and the like.”®

17 Appendix B, 23 18 Appendix B, 24.
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Obviously we are dealing here mainly with a group of young
thieves and burglars, many of them in search of adventure, some
of them expressing an apparently uncontrollable desire to pilfer.

SERIOUS AND MINOR DELINQUENCY

In addition to the detailed account of the specific offenses com-
mitted by the youths, 1t 15 useful to classify them as serious or minor
offenders. For that purpose we have designated as serious offenders
those who were convicted of crimes regarded as major (essentially
felonies). We also classified as scrious offenders a few boys who
were not arrested for major crimes and a few who, though arrested,
were not convicted but whose guilt was clearly indicated.

Youths who commutted only petty offenses (misdemeanors and
violations of ordinances) were designated minor offenders.

Among serious offenses are included all crimes against property,
assault with intent to rape, murder, or rob, and pathological sex
offenses. Crimes classificd as minor are those described as offenses
against the public welfare, simple assault, drunkenness, fornication,
neglect of family, non-support, and so on. On this basis, 24.4 per
cent of the 988 offenders could be classified as minor delinquents
and 75.6 per cent as serious offenders.’

PRINCIPAL COMPONENT OF MISCONDUCT

In determining whether a boy was a serious or a minor offender
we first took into account the offenses for which he was actually
arrested. However, 1f he was arrested only for minor offenses but
was known to have commutted serious offenses for which he did
not come to the attention of police and courts, he was designated a
serious offender. If he was convicted for minor offenses but was
arrested and not convicted for serious offenses, he was likewise des-
ignated a serious offender.

On such a basis of judging delinquent behavior, 45.6 per cent of
the group classed as serious offenders prior to their appearance in
the Boston Juvenile Court were so categorized because they had
been convicted for serious offenses, and 3.2 per cent were so desig-

1% Appendix B, 26
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nated by reason of the fact that they were arrested for serious of-
fenses even though not convicted. Since most of these boys had also
committed “unofficial” serious offenses (i.c., those not discovered
by police authorities), there was no question about the fact that they
were actually serious offenders. A fourth (26.7 per cent) of the boys
were classed as serious offenders on the basis of their commission
of grave crimes for which they were for one reason or another not
arrested. Some of them may well have been arrested or convicted
for minor offenses also.

As to minor offenders, 7.5 per cent of the group were so judged
on the basis of conviction for petty offenses and 1.1 per cent because
they had been arrested for petty offenses but not convicted. The
boys in these two groups did not commut any serious offenses for
which they might have come to the attention of officials. An addi-
tional 15.8 per cent of the 988 boys were considered mnor delin-
quents on the bass of their commussion of petty offenses for which
they were not arrested.™

MONTHS IN COMMUNITY

All but 6.8 per cent of the 1,000 boys had lived in the community
throughout the period prior to their court appearance; the re-
mainder had been incarcerated in correctional establishments or
confined 1n institutions for the mentally ill or the chronically dis-
abled, a situation which made 1t difficult, if not impossible, to com-
mit offenses in the community.”

OFFENSES FOR WHICH SENT TO BOSTON JUVENILE COURT

We have presented a picture of the early criminal careers of these
1,000 delinquents up to the arrest which brought them into the
Boston Juvenile Court, by which they were in turn referred to the
Clinic of the Judge Baker Foundation for examination. It should be
added that 55 per cent of the boys had previously been before this
same court. We are concerned, however, only with the offenses for
which they were taken to the Boston Juvenile Court on the particu-

0 Appendix B, 25 31 Appendix B, 22.
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lar occasion which furnished the point of departure for the study of
One Thousand Juvenile Delinquents.

At that contact with society’s official agency for dealing with de-
linquents, 736 of the boys appeared in the Court for the commission
of property crimes (larceny, burglary, and similar offenses), 107
for “stubbornness” (waywardness and disobedience), 46 for run-
ning away from home, 30 for truancy, 24 for assault and battery or
disturbing the peace, 10 for trespassing and similar offenses, g for
sex offenses (fornication, indecent assault, lewdness, unnatural
acts), 7 for gaming or being present at gaming And 31 boys were
taken to the Court on the occasion in question for various other
minor offenses such as vagrancy, begging, peddling without a k-
cense, drunkenness, and the hike.2?

Thus, 73.6 per cent of these boys appeared before the Boston Ju-
vemle Court for the commission of serious offenses, which, 1t
should be noted, 15 about the same proportion as of the boys who
were serious delinquents in the period prior to the arrest under con-
sideration (75.6 per cent).

TREATMENT GIVEN

There 1s no need to repeat in any detail what has already been pre-
sented in Chapter VII of One Thousand Juvenile Delinquents con-
cerning the recommendations made by the Judge Baker Founda-
tion to the Boston Juvenile Court for the treatment of these young
offenders. It needs only to be emphasized that the recommenda-
tions of the Clinic to the Court dealt primanly with suggestions as
to where the offenders should live during the period of oversight—
that is, on probation at home, in a foster home, with relatives, or in
the country; or in a correctional institution, a school for the feeble-
minded, or some non-penal institution. In three-fourths of the cases,
suggestions were also made concerning the physical care of the
boys, their educational and vocational adjustments, and their rec-
reational activitics. Recommendations were also often made con-
cerning their discipline, and in some cases it was advised that these

22 See One Thousand Juvenile Delinquents, page 100.
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boys be studied further so that treatment might be modified from
time to time.™

The actual “treatment period” was wnterpreted, for the purposes
of One Thousand Juvenile Delinguents, as the length of time dur-
ing which the Court kept the particular form of supervision over a
boy which had been recommended by the Clinic. For example, in
cases in which probation had been recommended, the “treatment
period” extended to the termination of probation by the Court. If
the recommendation was that the delinquent be placed on a farm
or in a foster home or with relatives, the actual duration of such
placement was considered the treatment period. It the recom-
mendation was that the delinquent should be placed in some inst-
tution, the period of time up to his first release (whether on parole
in the regular course or by expiration of sentence or by discharge
upon request of relatnes) was deemed the treatment period If the
Clinic had recommended another type of placement to follow 1m-
mediately upon release trom the institution, the durauon ot this
second experience was included in the treatment period

On this basis, the average length of the treatment period was 6 3
months 1n those cases 1n which the recommendations of the Clinie
as to where the offender should live were carricd out Apparently, in
many cascs the length of the treatment period was insufficient o
effect any tundamental change 1n attitudes. habus, and conduct.
For example, in half (535 per cent) the cases in which the Coun
followed the Chnic's recommendation that the voung offender
should be placed on probation at home, such oversight lasted no
more than six months. An equally brief period of supervision was
apphed to almost a third (315 per cent) of the cases in which the
recommendation was for placcment in a foster-home (not with
relatives). In a third (355 per cent) of the cases in which the
Chnic’s recommendation carried out by the Court involved place-
ment with relatives, the treatment period lasted six months of less.

2 Far detathy eoncermng the namre of the Clinse ¢ e mpamentstms tn the Conet sad

the extent tn which they werr carner) mz 04r | weereveest teader 4 redrermd tn Cne Thowsond
Juseniie Lelinguents, Chapaes V11
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An equally brief time was involved in a third (34.5 per cent) of the
cases in which the Clinic reccommended placement in the country
for an indefinite time.

On the other hand, the duration of some of the forms of recom-
mended treatment was for a more substanual period. Thus, com-
mitment to a correctional institution lasted for more than six
months in three-fourths (75.8 per cent) of the cases; commitment
to a school for the fecbleminded lasted for more than six months in
43.6 per cent. It should be remembered that determination of the
length of such types of treatment was not within the power of the
Court but rather 1n that of the institution’s authorties.

In a ffth of the cases there was no treatment period, since the
Court did not follow the recommendations of the Clinic as to where
the offender should live;** in another fifth the offender was under
treatment for a very short ime (a few wecks to three months):
but 1n three-ifths of the cases treatment extended for three months
to over a yfilr

All the recommendations made by the Clinic for the treatment of
indvidual delinquents were carnied out in only 21 per cent of the
cascs.

That the coordination of trecatment between the Chinic, Court.
and community was not as close as it might be was amply brought
out in Chapter VI of One Thousand Juvemle Delinquents. In the
present work, we are not concerned with the reasons for this lack
of conrdination, our purpose being rather to trace the criminal ca-
reers of these 1.000 delinquents over three five-vear follow-up pe-
riods afier the termination of their management by the Court and
its afhliated agencies, in order to determine what changes. if any,
occurred in the behavior of these offenders with the passing of the
yCars.

T in sch caes the firn follow up peruxd extended over five years from the dae of the
ben's appearance i Cournt



Chapter IV
DELINQUENCY IN FIRST FOLLOW-UP PERIOD

WE now proceed to a consideration of the behavior of our ju-
venile delinquents during the first five-year span following
their treatment by the Boston Juvenile Court." At the end of this
first follow-up period, g 1 per cent of the youths were still under six-
teen years of age, 61.7 per cent were between sixteen and twenty,
29 per cent were between twenty-one and twenty-five, and .2 per
cent were between twenty-six and thirty. Their average age was
ninetecn years.> Twenty-one of the lads had died before the end of
this follow-up period, and are therefore excluded from this calcula-
tion of age.

NUMBER AND NATURE OF ARRESTS

A fifth of the youths were not arrested at all during the first five-
year follow-up period. Of those who were apprehended, 42.9 per
cent were arrested once or twice, 29.6 per cent three or four times,
15.9 per cent five or six times, and 11.6 per cent seven or more times.”
The average number of arrests was 3.42 (=£.05).

The 749 who were arrested were apprehended 2,719 times.* Of

1In Onc Thousand Juvemle Delinquents, “treatment” was interpreted as the carrying
out of recommendations made by the Judge Baker Foundation Chinic to the Boston
Juvemle Court If the major recommendation, which dealt with whether or not a de-
hinquent boy should be placed on probation, sent to 2 correctional 1nstitution, placed 1n a
foster home, sent 1o hive with relatives or on a farm, and the hike, was not carried out by
the Court, be was regarded as not having had any treatment, and 1n that event the follow-
up perrod was regarded as cxtending over five yean from the date of the lad’s appearance
1n the Court.

2 Appendix B, 7

3 Appendix B, 27 1 One Thousand Jusenic Delinguenss 79 men were teported ss “un-
known of arrested ™ As a resule of the amp'it ation of the data for the prevent investigation
this group was reduced to 51, which partty 3 ountu for the change 1a the distnbution of
the cases. It should be noted, however, that the average number of arrests for the entire
group who were arrested remasns sbout the same the average nrigunally reported being 3.6,
and now 3 4

41In the ongnal studv, 776 vouths were reporter ¢ having bren arrested 3,533 times
duning the first five-year peniod. A cascful rechecking of all these dats has aow revealed
the increased number of arrests. but for a slighily unaller group In many cases our search
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these arrests, 48.7 per cent were for offenses against property, 22.2
per cent for offenses against the public welfare, 9.3 per cent for
drunkenness, 4.4 per cent for offenses against the person, 1.6 per
cent for offenses against chastity; 14 (.5 per cent) were offenses
against family and children (largely charges of neglect and non-
support), one arrest was for using drugs; 13.2 per cent were for vari-
ous other offenses (largely stubbornness, truancy, malicious mis-
chieffunning away, and the like),* a finding related to the fact
that 150 of the boys were stull under seventeen years of age at the
end of the first follow-up period and the average age for the whole
group was but mineteen.’

Considering now the arrests of these 749 youths by type of of-
fense, we find that 74.8 per cent were arrested one or more times
during this first follow-up period for crimes against property; 43.7
per cent for crimes against the public welfare; 31.6 per cent for
offenses such as stubbornness, truancy, running away, malicious
mischief; 13.4 per cent for drunkenness; 12.4 per cent for crimes
against the person: 4.7 per cent for offenses against chastity. Seven
youths (.g per cent) were apprehended for offenses against family
and children, and one for using drugs.”

It should be noted that the average number of arrests per boy
increased during this first follow-up period as compared with the
time preceding their appearance in the Boston Juvenile Court. Dur-
ing the preceding period those who were arrested were appre-
hended an average of 2.3 times, while during the first follow-up
period those arrested were apprehended an average of 3.4 times.
for crimunal records was auded by the use of fingerprints which had not been avalable w
us 10 connection with the first research The apparent decrease 10 the number of bovs now
reparted as arrestecd 13 accounted for o footnate 36

} Arrests which had tn be designated “for vidation of probation™ are omitted from
thew percentages, winer the actual nature of the offenses was unknown

& Appenchix B, 38 Despite the increase 1a the number of arres reparted for the group
in the present work the general ditnbution of the nature of arrests remains approximately
the sume Of the 3,531 arrests previousty reparted, <2 1 per cent were for property crimes,

39 9 per cent for offenses agatnat the public welfare, 11.7 per cent for drunkennem The in-
terented resder 1 snvited 10 eonsult Table 14, page 155, of One Thousund jurene De-

Imqurarr,
* Appendhix B, 30.
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Not only was there an increase in the average number of arrests
among those arrested but there was an increase from 62.5 to 79.8 per
cent in the proportion of those arrested.®

Comparing next the nature of the arrests in the time preceding
court appearance and in the first follow-up period, we find a de-
crease from 62.9 to 48.7 per cent in the proportion of arrests for
offenses against property. Certain modifications in the proportion
of other offenses are also to be noted. Previously there had been no
arrests on charges of drunkenness, the boys having been hardly old
enough in that period to drink, while during the first follow-up
period 9.3 per cent of all the arrests were for drunkenness. As might
be expected, however, some increase occurred, from .3 to 1.6 per
cent, in arrests for sex offenses. Previously, also, there were no ar-
rests for offenses against the family and children and for the ilhcit
use of drugs: and during the first follow-up period there was an
increase, from 2.5 to 4.4 per cent, 1n the proportion of crimes against
the person. The proporuon of offenses against the public welfare
remained about stationary, as did also the ratio of distinctively
juvenile offenses, such as stubbornness, running away from home,
truancy, and the like.”

Considering now the change in the proportion arrested for each
type of offense during the two periods under comparison, it appears
that the percentage of youths apprehended for crimes agatnst prop-
erty remained stationary (766 per cent n the precourt span and
74.8 per cent 1n the first follow-up period). There was, however, an
increase (from 32.7 to 43 7 per cent) 1n the proportion arrested for
offenses against the public welfare; and also 1n the proportion of
lads arrested for crimes against the person (from 4.8 to 12.4 per
cent). More boys, 31.6 per cent as compared to 21.2 per cent, were
arrested during the first follow-up period for offenses like stub-
bornness, truancy, running away, mahcious mischief. A propor-
tional increase, readily explainable on the ground of age, occurred
also in the number of boys arrested for offenses against chastity

8 Appendix C, 2 ® Appendix C, 4
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(from .6 per cent in the prior period to 4.7 per cent in the first
follow-up period). As already indicated, some of the youths were
apprehended during the first follow-up span for offenses against
family and children, for drunkenness, and for illicit use of drugs,
whereas none had previously been apprehended for such offenses.”

Understanding of the changes which have occurred in the group
with the passing of the years will be enhanced through a case-by-
cas&¢omparison to supplement our picture of the mass statistics of
changes already presented. Thus, of the 350 lads who had not previ-
ously been arrested,"” 26.9 per cent were likewise not arrested during
the first follow-up peniod, 19.7 per cent were arrested once, 18.3 per
cent twice, 13.4 per cent three times, 12.6 per cent four or five tumes,
and 9.1 per cent six or more times. Of the 587 youths who had al-
ready been arrested one or more times during the period prior to
their appearance 1n the Boston Juvenile Court, all but 16.4 per cent
were also arrested during the first five-year period.

FREQUENCY OF ARRESTS

Of 592 youths arrested more than once in the first follow-up
pertod, the frequency of whose arrests could be estimated, 13.5 per
cent were apprehended as often as once 1n less than 6 months, 16.9
per cent once 1n 6 to g months, 12.5 per cent once in g to 12 months,
I1.1 per cent once 1n 12 to 15, 9.8 per cent once 1n 15 to 18, 13.7 per
cent once 1n 18 to 21, and 22.5 per cent once in 21 or more months.

The average frequency of arrests in this group was one in 14.02
months (=t=.21)." This represents a decrease 1n frequency of arrests
among those youths who were arrested more than once in each
period, for previously arrests had occurred once 1n 10.5 months.™
It should be borne 1n mind when interpreting this finding, how-
ever, that a greater proportion of youths were actually arrested

10 Appendix C, 5

11 The number of cases does not represent all the boys who were not arrested dunng the
prior perind  Actually, 374 boys were not arrested at that ume Obviously, in case-bv-case
comparisons only those can be included about whom information 1s known and applicable

n both peniods under consideration
12 Appendix B, 29 13 Appendix C, 3
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during the first follow-up span than in the precourt period, and
that for the group as a whole the average number of arrests in-
creased.

NUMBER AND NATURE OF DISPOSITIONS BY COURT

What dispositions did the courts make of the 2,719 arrests of the
749 youths known to have been arrested during this first follow-up
span? A fifth of the arrests (19.3 per cent) resulted in new commit-
ments to peno-correctional institutions, 11.3 per cent in re-commit-
ments (by revocation of parole), 17.4 per cent in straight probation,
and 9.4 per cent in probation under suspended sentence. A seventh
(13.7 per cent) of the arrests resulted in fines, 16.6 per cent in the
filing of charges, 1.9 per cent in release by probation officers without
defendants’ court appearance;** 8.9 per cent of the arrests were fol-
lowed by a finding of “Not guilty,” while 1.3 per cent resulted in
nol-prossing or in a grand jury finding of “No bill.”®

Of the 2,719 arrests, 2,340 were followed by convictions. Of 733
youths known to have been convicted one or more times during the
follow-up period under discussion, 22.8 per cent were convicted
once, 24.2 per cent twice, 18.7 per cent three times, 13 5 per cent four
times, 8.9 per cent five times, and 11.9 per cent six or more times,
the average number of convictions among those arrested one or
more times being 3.12 (*.05)."°

Half of the 749 youths (49.3 per cent) arrested during the first
follow-up period were given new commitments to peno-correc-
vional establishments, 24.3 per cent were returned to such institu-
tions upon revocation of their paroles, 42.5 per cent were placed on
ordinary probation, while 25.6 per cent were given probation under
suspended sentences. A lhittle over a fourth of the youths (26.8 per

34 Thus refers to certain cases of drunkenness in which the probation officer 13 permitted
to release the defendant without taking him to coun

18 Appendix B, 32.

16 Appendix B, 31. In One Thousand Juvenile Delinguents the average number of con-
vicuions of 737 men was reported as 3 3 1t will be seen that the average remains practically
the same The explanation for the change in the number of youths arrested and convicted
will be found 1n footnote 36.
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cent) had to pay fines, almost two-fifths of them (38.1 per cent)
had charges against them placed on file, a little over one-fifth (224
per cent) were found “Not guilty,” 2.1 per cent had charges against
them nol-prossed, the charges against 2 per cent resulted in a find-
ing of “No bill,” while 4.5 per cent were released by the probation
officer on charges of drunkenness without having to appear in
court.”

Cénistdering now the differences 1n the nature of the dispositions
of all the arrests 1n this first follow-up period and in the prior pe-
riod, we find a marked increase (from 7.6 to 30.6 per cent) in the
proportion that resulted in commitments to peno-correctional in-
stitutions, either under new sentences or by revocation. There was
also an increase (from 6.3 to 9.4 per cent) 1n arrests disposed of by
probation under suspended sentence, which carries with it the
threat of commitment to a peno-correctional institution mn the
event of a violaton of probation.

The increase 1n sentences of imprisonment is accompanied by a
correlative decrease in the use of probation (from 44.6 per cent in
the prior period to 17.4 per cent 1n the first follow-up span). During
the latter peniod, also, the courts placed fewer of the charges
against these youths on file than they had previously done (16.6
per cent as compared with 27.8 per cent). There was, however, a
marked increase 1n the proportion of arrests resulting in fines (from
5.2 per cent to 13.9 per cent). There was also a slight increase in the
nol-prossing of cases (from .2 per cent to .7 per cent). A finding of
“Not guilty” disposed of a like proportion of arrests in both pe-
riods (8.3 per cent and 8.9 per cent)."

The above figures deal with cases rather than persons. A compari-
son, next, of the number of youths experiencing each type of dis-
position during the two periods under review reveals a very sharp
increase, from 14.1 to 73.6 per cent, in the proportion whose convic-
tions resulted in commitment to institutions cither on new sentences
or by revocation. There was also an increase, from 11.9 to 25.6 per

17 Appendix B, 34. 18 Appendix C, 9.
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cent, in the proportion of boys treated by probation under sus-
pended sentence, but a decrease in the proportion placed on straight
probation, from 63.0 to 42.5 per cent. A very material increase, from
9.6 to 26.8 per cent, occurred 1n the proportion of youths who paid
fines as a punishment for their arrests, and a shight increase, from
32.4 to 38.1 per cent, in the proportion of those against whom com-
plaints were placed on file. The proportion of youths who were
found “Not guilty” by the courts increased from 14.9 to 22.4 per
cent. The cases of none of these boys had, during the prior period,
resulted 1n a finding of “No bull” or “Release by a probation officer,”
while in the first follow-up span 2 per cent of the youths had their
arrests followed by a finding of “No bill,” and 4.5 per cent were re-
leased by the probation officer.”

Considering now the number of arrests followed by convictions,
we find that the average number of convictions 1n the group as a
whole rose from 2.18 duning the period prior to the appearance of
the boys 1n the Boston Juvenile Court to 3.12 1n the first five-year
follow-up span.”

The actual changes may be more clearly seen from the fact that
of 389 youths who either were not arrested or were not found delin-
quent before their appearance in the Juvemle Court, 73.3 per cent
were convicted one or more umes during this first follow-up pe-
riod ; while of 543 boys who had been found delinquent one or more
times prior to their appearance 1n the Juvenile Court, 81.4 per cent
were convicted one or more times during the follow-up period.

FREQUENCY OF CONVICTIONS

Of 588 youths arrested more than once during the first follow-up
period, the frequency of whose convictions could be estimated, one-
tenth (10.1 per cent) were convicted as often as once 1n less than 6
months, 14.1 per cent once in 6 to g months, 12.2 per cent once in g
to 12 months; another 12.1 per cent were convicted once 1n 12 to 15

1% Appendix C, 10 The percentages total more than 100 because many of the boys ex-

perienced more than one type of disposition
20 Appendix C, 7
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months, 10.2 per cent once in 15 to 18 months, 16.8 per cent once in
18 to 24 months, and 24.5 per cent as infrequently as once in 24 or
more months. The average frequency of convictions among the
youths who were arrested more than once was once in 15.16 months
(==.21),”" a decrease in the frequency of convictions as compared
to the pre-court period when the boys had been convicted as often as
once in 11.4 months.

It should be remembered, however, that a considerable increase
occurred 1n the proportion of youths who were convicted, the rise
being from 58 per cent of the total number of boys in the pre-court
span to 78 per cent in this first five-year follow-up period.®

NUMBER, NATURE, AND LENGTH OF PENO-CORRECTIONAL EXPERIENCES

More than half our youths (55 per cent) were not incarcerated
during the follow-up period 1n question, that is, they did not re-
ceive new sentences to peno-correctional mnstitutions, were not re-
turned to peno-correctional institutions by revocation of parole,
were not transferred from one 1nstitution to another, and did not
finish service on sentences imposed during the previous period. Al-
most half the youths (45 per cent) served 836 periods in peno-cor-
rectional institutions™ during the first follow-up period, the average
number of peno-correctional experiences being 2.06 (==.04).

Three-fourths (76.4 per cent) of the 424 youths who served one
or more terms 1n peno-correctional establishments during the five
years involved spent some time 1n truant or correctional schools,
21.4 per cent served one or more sentences 1n reformatories, 21.2
per cent served sentences 1n jails, houses of correction, or state

#! Appendix B, 313

22 Appendix C, 8

2 Appendix B. 35 In One Thousand Juvenile Delinquents, 654 commitments to penal
insttutions were recorded The increase to 836 now reported 1s partly due to the fact that
a different methad of cJasmfication was used 1n the present rescarch in order to make the
materials comparable with our other rescarches, namelv soo Criminal Careers, Five Hun-
dred Delinquent Women, and later Criminal Careers Transfers from one insutunon to
another have now been counted as scparate penal experiences In addition, some new com-

mitments and returns to insttutions by revocation (parucularly to correctional schools)
were discovered 1n this more thorough search for tnformation
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farms, and 6.9 per cent were in prisons (including a few incar-
cerated in institutions for defective delinquents).™

During the first follow-up period an cighth (12.3 per cent) of
these 424 youths spent less than 6 months in peno-correctional in-
stitutions, 21 per cent were incarcerated from 6 to 12 months, 24.5
per cent from 12 to 18 months, 16.5 per cent from 18 to 24 months,
another 16.5 per cent from 24 to 36 months, and 9.2 per cent 36 or
more months. The average number of months spent 1n punitive or
correctional institutions was 17.98 (=#=.39).*"

Comparing now the change 1n the incidence of peno-correctional
experiences in the precourt span and the first follow-up period, we
find a marked increase, from 7 to 45 per cent, in the proportion of
youths “serving time.”* Thas increase is primarily reflected 1n com-
mitments to correctional schools.

Although there was a striking increase over the prior period in
the proportion of youths who experienced imprisonment, the aver-
age number of penal experiences (including new commitments,
revocations, and transfers from one institution to another) of those
confined during the two periods did not change markedly, being
1.7 in the pre-court span and 2.06 during the first follow-up period.”

Nor was there any marked change 1n the average length of in-
carceration, which during the prior period was 18.8 months and in
the follow-up period 17.9 months.®

With the increase 1n the proportion of youths serving sentences,
there occurred an understandable change in the character of their
penal experiences. Prior to their contact with the Boston Juvenile
Court, 5.7 per cent of those who had been 1n institutions had been
confined 1n truant and correctional schools, 2.9 per cent in reforma-
tories, and 2.9 per cent in schools for the feebleminded. During the
first five-year follow-up period, 76.4 per cent of the boys served sen-
tences 1n correctional schools, under the jurisdiction of which most
of them remained until they were twenty-one years old. A marked

%4 Appendix B, 36 2% Appendix B, 37. 28 Appendix C, 11.
37 Appendix C, 12 2% Appendix C, 13



DELINQUENCY IN FIRST PERIOD 35

increase, from 2.9 per cent to 21.9 per cent, occurred also in the pro-
portion of offenders serving sentences in reformatories. This is of
course largely explainable on the ground of age. During this pe-
riod, also, many of our youths served sentences in prisons, jails, and
institutions for defective delinquents but had had no such expen-
ences previously because they were too young to be committed to
such places.”

A case-by-case comparison of the boys whose records in both pe-
riods were known reveals that of 875 who had had no penal experi-
ences before their appearance in the Boston Juvenile Court, 42.9 per
cent spent some time in peno-correctional 1nstitutions during the
first five-year follow-up period; while of 67 boys who had been in
correctional institutions during the prior period, 73.1 per cent un-
derwent imprisonment during the follow-up period.

OFFICIAL AND UNOFFICIAL DELINQUENCY

The 749 youths known to have been arrested during the first fol-
low-up period may be considered “official” offenders. In addition
to these, there were six boys who had to be so categorized because,
even though they were not actually arrested, their offenses had been
officially recogmized by dishonorable discharge or desertion from
the Army or Navy. There were, moreover, 49 youths who were defi-
nitely proven to be delinquents during this period even though they
had not been arrested and had not otherwise come to the attention
of agencies of the law. Of a total of 804 delinquents, therefore, 93.9
per cent committed offenses which had been noted and acted upon
by the authorities, while only 6.1 per cent could be called “unofh-
cial” offenders.*

There was a marked increase, from 63.3 to 93.9 per cent, in the
proportion of delinquents who committed offenses for which they

3% Appendix C, 15

80 Appendix B, 39. From Table 68-9 on page 318 of One Thousand Juvemde Deln-
quenss 1t 13 determined that 774 youths were, 1n that rescarch, categonzed as “officual™

offenders as compared with 755 now, and 14 were categonzed as unofficial delinquents as
compared with 49 now. The explanation of this change will be found in footnote 4.
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came to the attention of the authorities, and a dropping off, from
36.7 to 6.1 per cent, in the proportion of those who had to be classed
as “unofficial” delinquents.”

A case-by-case comparison of the offenders in the two periods
under comparison reveals that of 590 boys who had to be categor-
ized as “official” delinquents prior to their Juvenile Court contact,
84.1 per cent continued to be 5o 1n the follow-up span, 4.5 per cent
had become “unofficral” offenders, while 11.4 per cent had passed
into the non-delinquent class. And of 339 boys who previously were
“unofficial” delinquents, only 6.5 per cent could be so described in
the first five-year follow-up period, 74.3 per cent had become offi-
cially recognized offenders, while 19.2 per cent had shifted to the
non-offender category.

PREDOMINANT OFFENSE

At the beginning of this chapter we analyzed the offenses for
which these youths were arrested during the first follow-up period.
Turning now to the character of the delinquencies commutted by
the 804 youths who were delinquent during that period, we find
that 65.5 per cent of them commuitted mainly offenses against prop-
erty, 10.7 per cent committed chiefly offenses against the public
welfare, 4.2 per cent were predominantly drunkards, 1.5 per cent
committed mostly offenses against chastity, 4 youths were charged
mainly with offenses such as neglect of family and non-support,
one with using drugs, and 5 with offenses against the person. In a
small proportion of cases (7.6 per cent), the crimes commutted by
our young men had to be characterized as “varied,” because no par-
ticular offense appeared to predominate 1n their delinquent be-
havior. Some of them, although committing property crimes, were
also marked drunkards or sex offenders. Some characteristically
committed offenses both aganst the public welfare and against
the person. And in 9.3 per cent of the cascs, the offenses were
typical juvenile delinquencies, such as stubbornness, running away

21 Appendix C. 16,
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from home, unmanageableness, and similar offenses not otherwise
classifiable.??

A comparison of the nature of the predominant offenses com-
mitted by our youths in this period and in the period prior to their
appearance in the Boston Juvenile Court shows a slight dropping
off, from 71.1 to 65.5 per cent, in crimes against property as the most
usual or distinctive offense. There was also a falling off, from 18.8
tog. 3 pcr cent, 1n the commission of distinctly “juvenile delinquen-
cies,” which is readily explainable on the ground of age. There was
an increase, however, in the proportion of youths primarily classi-
fiable as offenders against the public welfare, from 2.2 per cent in
the prior period to 10.7 per cent 1n the follow-up period. The pro-
portion classified as “varied” offenders remained about the same,
6.5 per cent in the prior period and 7.6 per cent in the first five-year
period. It will be recalled that because of their youth none of the
boys could, prior to appearance in the Boston Juvenile Court, be
classified as an offender against family and children, or as a drunk-
ard or drug user. During the first five-year follow-up span several
youths could be thus categonized.™

Since property crimes continued to predominate during the first
follow-up period, it is well to compare the changes which took
place in the types of offenses committed by those youths who were
primarily offenders against property during the pre-court years. Of
615 such boys, 7 of every 10 continued to be chiefly offenders against
property, 7.4 per cent became mainly offenders against the public
welfare, 3 per cent became “drunks,” and 5.2 per cent committed
varied offenses, 5 youths (.8 per cent) had to be designated offenders
against chastity, 3 youths (.5 per cent) offenders against the family,
onc (.1 per cent) as an offender against the person, while 13 per cent
became non-delinquents.

SERIOUS AND MINOR DELINQUENCY
It was impossible to determine whether or not 49 of our boys were

82 Appendux B, 40. 88 Appendix C, 16
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delinquent during the first follow-up period. Ten more, though not
actually delinquent, had to be placed in the “inapplicable” cate-
gory because they had been confined in non-penal institutions, such
as mental hospitals or hospitals for the chronically ill, or had died
very carly in the period.

It will be recalled that 804 of the youths were delinquent during
the first five-year follow-up span.* Of these, 622 (77.4 per cent)
had to be regarded as serious offenders because they committed
property crimes or pathological sex offenses or assaults with intent
to rob, rape, or murder;* while 22.6 per cent could be classified as
minor offenders. One hundred and thirty-seven of our youths were
definitely found to be non-delinquent during this first five-year
period. Eliminating from consideration the 49 whose behavior was
unknown and the 10 regarding whose behavior during this period
no determination could be reached for one reason or another, we
find that 14.6 per cent of the remaining 941 youths were non-delin-
quents during this period, 19.3 per cent were minor offenders, and
66.1 per cent were scrious offenders. Thus, a rotal of 85.4 per cent
were offenders during the first five-year follow-up period *®

¢ 798 were rcported delinquent in One Thousand Juvensle Delinquenis Sec table 67,
page 317, of that work

88 Sce 500 Crimunal Carcers, pages 131, 354-357, for detaded classification of serious
and munor offenses

38 Appendix B, 42 It has alreadv been indicated an several places 1n thas chapter that
some shght differences have occurred in the tabulanons of delinquency for the group from
those reported 16 One Thousand Juvenile Delingquents Tt will be recalled that in that work
88.2 per cent of our juveniles were reported to have reaidnated, while the proporuon s
now reported as 85 4 per cent A companson of the figures on delinquency as presented 1n
One Thousand Jupenile Delinquents and in the praent invesngation, upon which hinge any
differences already recorded 1n other parts of this chapter, will serve as a basus for induatng
why the changes in the tabulanon have occursed

One Thousand Present
Jueenile Delinguenss investigation
Non-delinquent 107 137
Delinquent 798 8oy
Inapplicable (non-peaal insutution, chronsc in-
valid. dead), or unknown whether delinquent 9 59

Firsy, it should be noted that the imapplicable and wnknown cases have been reduced
from 95 to 59 by this more detatled study, thereby causing some shift in the distnbution of
the ather clawifications However, this onlyv partly explains the differences. It needs to be
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If we compare the behavior of the group during this first follow-
up span (at the end of which the average age of the boys was nine-
teen years) with their behavior prior to their appearance in the
Boston Juvenile Court (when their average age was thirteen and a
half years), we find a considerable increase, from .7 to 14.6 per cent,
in the proportion of non-delinquents.*

Comparison of the delinquents in the two periods discloses prac-
tically no change in the proportion of serious and mnor offenders
among those who have in onc way or another violated the law or
who, though not arrested, have nevertheless committed offenses for
which they might have been apprehended.®®

The changes which occurred 1n the proportion of delinquents
and non-delinquents in the two periods involved are more clearly
scen from a case-by-case comparison. Of 701 youths who were desig-
nated serious delinquents prior to their appearance in the Boston
Juvenile Court, and whose behavior in the first follow-up period
could be ascertained, 72.3 per cent continued to be such 1n the first
follow-up period, 15.4 per cent became minor offenders, and 12.3
per cent became non-delinquents. On the other hand, of 228 boys
who previously had been minor offenders, 31.6 per cent continued
as such 1n the first follow-up period; 48.2 per cent had to be classi-
fied as serious offenders; and 20.2 per cent became non-offenders.

ponted out that in the onginal tabulauon there were 28 cases classificd as delinquent
which are now tabulated as non-dehinquent Actually they were non-delinquent dunng the
first five-year follow-up span but they commutted delinquencies very shortly after the end
of the penod In view of the fact that there was no definite plan at the ume of the onginal
study for continued follow-up investgauons and that 1t was the purpose of One Thousand
Juverle Delinquents to ascertain the proportion of readinism following Court-Clinic treat-
ment, 1t was felt that an incomplete picture of the recidhivism of the group would be given
if these 28 cases were called non-delinquents Because in the present investigation we are
able to divide the follow-up period into three five-year spans, we can now properly tabulate
these 28 cases as non delinquents in the first follow-up peniod but dehnquents in the sec-
and. These 28 cases, previously included mn the picture of readivism of One Thousand
fuvensde Delinquenss (ollowing Court-Chnic treatment, arc now categorized as follows:
unknown in first five.year penod, serious or minor offenders 1n second five-year penod,
15 cases; non-delinquent in first five-year peniod, senous or minor offenders 1n second five-
year period, 13 cases

87 Appendix C, 20

3 Appendix C, 18
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Of 7 boys who, in the period prior to their appearance in the Boston
Juvenile Court, were non-delinquents, 5 continued to be non-de-
linquents during the follow-up period, while 2 became minor
offenders.

PRINCIPAL COMPONENT OF MISCONDUCT

Classification as serious offenders of 67.5 per cent of the 804 de-
linquents was based upon their actual conviction for serious crimes,
and of 3.3 per cent upon the commission of serious offenses which
were not followed by conviction. Since all these men had pursued
a proven course of serious misconduct, they could definitely be
classed as serious offenders. In another 5.6 per cent of the cases the
determination of behavior was based primanly upon the com-
mission of serious offenses for which the men somehow escaped the
attention of the police or courts. In 2 cases (.2 per cent) a judgment
of serious delinquency resulted from the fact that commitment to a
penal institution on a sentence imposed in the prior period was still
being served at the beginning of the follow-up period. In g cases
(1.1 per cent) the determination of delinquency was based upon
dishonorable discharge from the Army or Navy, for such dismissal
may reasonably be considered to follow the commussion of a serious
offense.

Almost a fifth (17.4 per cent) of the 8og4 delinquents were judged
minor offenders because of conviction for minor crimes; while
seven men (.9 per cent) were classified as munor offenders because
they were arrested, though not convicted, for petty crimes. Their
course of petty misconduct was clear, however. Fnally, 4 per cent
of the men were judged minor offenders on the basis of the com-
mission of petty crimes for which they were not arrested.®

Comparing the two periods in respect to the major basis on which
the delinquency of the youths was determined, we find an increase,
from 45.6 per cent in the prior period to 67.7 per cent in the follow-
up period, 1n the proportion judged delinquent because of convic-

tion for serious offenses. There was likewise an increase, from 7.5

2 Appendix B, 41.
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to 17.5 per cent, in the proportion of youths classed as delinquents
on the basis of actual convictions for minor offenses. However, a
marked decrease occurred, from 26.7 to 5.6 per cent, in the propor-
tion classified as delinquent mainly because of the commission of
serious offenses for which they were not arrested; and there was a
drop, from 15.8 to 4 per cent, in the proportion of youths who had
to be judged delinquent by reason of the commission of minor
offenses not resulting 1n arrest. The percentage of youths judged
delinquent because of the commission of serious offenses not fol-
lowed by convictions remained the same, as did also the small per-
centage of men whose delinquent status was based on the com-
mission of minor offenses that were not followed by convictions.*

MONTHS IN COMMUNITY

Turning now to the length of tume during which our youths
were entirely “at hiberty” during this first follow-up period, we find
that, barring 63 men whose whereabouts were either partly or en-
tirely unknown or who died during the five-year span, 512 (54.6
per cent) of 937 men hved in the community throughout the pe-
riod—i.e., they were not incarcerated in peno-correctional nstitu-
tions or compelled to spend any time 1n mental hospitals or in in-
stitutions for the chronically disabled. The remaining 425 spent an
average of 41.5 months (==.41) in the community out of the 60-
month period.*!

A comparison with the length of time spent 1n the community in
the period prior to the appearance of these boys 1n the Boston Ju-
venile Court is not valid, because that period covered many more
years than the five-ycar follow-up span. It is sufficient to pont out
that 93.2 per cent of these youths had not been confined in peno-
correctional or 1n non-penal nstitutions prior to their appearance
in the Boston Juvenile Court as compared with 54.6 per cent thus
confined during the first five-year follow-up period. It might also
be pointed out that 56.7 per cent of 873 youths not confined 1n penal
or non-penal institutions in the prior span were likew1se not con-

40 Appendix C, 17. 43 Appendix B, 38.



42 JUVENILE DELINQUENTS GROWN UP

fined during the first five-year follow-up period; while 75.4 per cent
of 65 youths who were in penal or non-penal institutions for at least
part of the prior period were likewise confined for part or all of the
60 months of the first five-year follow-up period.**

» ] * * *

From this comparison of the behavior of our youths during the
years preceding their appearance before the Boston Juvenile Court
and during the first five-year period following their handling by
the Court, it would appear that the changes that occurred among
the delinquents are related to their emergence from childhood into
adolescence, to their growing experience 1n the ways of crime, and
to an increasing contact with police and other officials. Childhood
delinquencies had not vet been entirely left behind, but officially
recognized criminahity had markedly increased. Most notable is the
rise in the proportion of youths committed to peno-correctional 1n-
stitutions, the change 1n the type of their peno-correctional experi-
ences, and a decrease in the percentage of offenders placed on proba-
tion. In all this it must be recalled that even by the end of this first
follow-up span these youths were of an average age of but nineteen
years. Clearly, the peak of their criminality had not yet been passed.

Thus far we have reviewed only a segment of the lives of our
1,000 juvenile delinquents. The story must be projected further into
time if the true pattern of their conduct is to emerge. Therefore,
we now turn our attention to their behavior during the second five-
year period that elapsed since they were in the hands of the Boston
Juvenile Court.

42 Appendix C, 14



Chapter V
DELINQUENCY IN SECOND FOLLOW-UP PERIOD

WITH the passage of five more years since the end of the first
five-year follow-up period a total of 39 of the original one
thousand youths had died. All but one of these have to be elimi-
nated from any further consideration. This youth died so late in
the second follow-up period that we could determine his conduct.
Our concern 1n the present chapter, therefore, is with 962 of the
original one thousand juvenile delinquents.

By the close of the second follow-up period the average age of the
group was twenty-four years (==.06). Only 9.2 per cent were un-
der twenty-one, 61.7 per cent were between twenty-one and twenty-
five, 28.9 per cent were between twenty-six and thirty, and two had
reached an age between thirty-one and thirty-five.!

NUMBER AND NATURE OF ARRESTS

In 85 instances 1t could not be determined whether the boys had
been arrested or not during the second follow-up period. Of 877
whose behavior could be checked, 33.9 per cent had not been ar-
rested, while 66.1 per cent had been apprehended one or more times.
Of those arrested, 19.2 per cent had been apprehended once, 20.4
per cent twice, 13.0 per cent three tiumes, 12.5 per cent four tumes,
16.9 per cent five or six imes, and 18.0 per cent on seven or more
occasions. The average number of arrests was 3.76 (=.06).?

The 580 youths arrested were apprehended a total of 2,547 tumes.

The nature of the offenses involved was known in 2,493 in-
stances.® Onec-fourth (24.6 per cent) of them were for property
crimes, 30.3 per cent for offenses against the public welfare, 29 per
cent for drunkenness, 7.3 per cent for offenses against the person,
2.4 per cent for offenses against chastity, 1.6 per cent for offenses

! Appendix B, 8, Appendix C, 1. 3 Appendix B, 43
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against the family and children (neglect and non-support), 8 (.3 per

cent) for drug using or selling, and 4.5 per cent for various other
offenses not classifiable in any of the above categories, such as run-
ning away from home or from an institution.*

Turning from offenses to persons commutting them, we find that
of the 580 youths arrested during this period, 50.9 per cent were ap-
prehended one or more times for property crimes, 58.8 per cent for
offenses against the public welfare, 35.3 per cent for drunkenness,
24.3 per cent for crimes aganst the person, 7.9 per cent for offenses
against chastity, 6 per cent for offenses against the family and chil-
dren, and 1.4 per cent for drug using or selling.®

More significant, however, are the changes that occurred 1n the
number and nature of arrests in the first and second follow-up pe-
riods. Though there was only a very shght increase in the average
number of arrests, from 3.4 per cent during the first five-year period
to 3.7 per cent in the second, 1t 1s to be noted that there was a con-
siderable increase, from 20.2 to 33.9 per cent, in the proportion of
youths not arrested at all.®

A considerable change also occurred 1n the nature of the offenses.
Furst, there was a falling off, from 48.7 per cent 1n the first five years
to 24.6 in the second, 1n the percentage of arrests for property
crimes, in which category are included larceny, breaking and enter-
ing, pickpocketing, forgery, and similar offenses. There was like-
wise a diminution, from 13.2 to 4.5 per cent, in such offenses as run-
ning away, truancy, stubbornness, and mahcious mischief. These
decreases appear to have been absorbed by increases, from 22.2 to
30.3 per cent, in the percentage of offenses against the public wel-
fare (such as vagrancy, gaming, violation of liquor laws, disturbing
the peace) as well as in the proportion of arrests for drunkenness,
which jumped from 9.3 per cent 1n the first follow-up period to 29
per cent in the second. The proportion of arrests rose, from 4.4 to
7.3 per cent, for offenses against the person, such as simple assault
and assault and battery; there was an increase, from .5 to 1.6 per
cent, in the percentage of arrests for offenses against the family and

¢ Appendux B, 44. $ Appendix B, 46. ® Appeadix C, 2.
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children, and an increase in arrests for offenses against chastity,
from 1.6 to 2.4 per cent.”

Considering, now, those youths who were apprehended one or
more times for each type of offense, we note substantial decreases
among those arrested for property crimes (from 74.8 to 50.9 per
cent) and among those arrested for such offenses as stubbornness,
truancy, running away, and malicious mischief (from 31.6to 14.3).
These decreases were evidently absorbed by increases among those
arrested for various offenses against the public welfare (from 437
to 58.8), for drunkenness (from 13.4 to 35.3), for offenses against
the person (from 12.4 to 24.3), for offenses reflecting neglect or
non-support of fammly (from .9 to 6.0), and for drug using or sell-
ing (from .2 to 1.4 per cent).®

A case-by-case companson indicates that of 183 youths who had
not been arrested at all during the first five-year period, 75.4 per
cent were likewise not arrested during the second, 9.8 per cent were
arrested once, 3.8 per cent twice, a like proportion three times, 3.4
per cent four or five times, and 3.8 per cent six or more times. On
the other hand, of 674 youths who had been arrested during the first
period, 76.9 per cent were also arrested during the second.

FREQUENCY OF ARRESTS

Of 464 youths arrested more than once during the second five-
year follow-up span the frequency of whose arrests could be esti-
mated, 19.2 per cent were apprehended as often as once 1n less than
6 months, 15.1 per cent once in 6 to g months, 13.4 per cent once in
9 to 12 months, 10.1 per cent once in 12 to 15 months, 10.6 per cent
once in 15 to 18 months, 12.3 per cent once 1n 18 to 24 months, and
19.3 per cent as infrequently as once in 24 or more months. The
average frequency of arrests among those arrested more than once
was once 1n 13.21 months (=+.24).°

Comparison of the frequency of the arrests of those arrested more
than once during the first and second follow-up periods discloses a
small increase in the average frequency of arrests—from one arrest

7 Appeadix C, 4. 8 Appendix C, 5 ? Appendix B, 45.
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in 14 months during the first five years to one arrest in 13.2 months
during the second.”

NUMBER AND NATURE OF DISPOSITIONS BY COURT

How did the courts dispose of the 2,547 arrests of the 580 youths
who were known to have been arrested during this second follow-
up span? The disposition of 2,504 arrests was ascertainable. Of
these, 17.2 per cent resulted 1n new commitments to peno-correc-
tional institutions, 3 per cent in recommitments by revocation of
parole, 8.7 per cent in probation, and 5.4 per cent in probation under
suspended sentence. About a fourth of the arrests (27 per cent) were
followed by fines, and 8 of the arrests (.3 per cent) resulted 1n com-
mitments for non-pavment of fine. In almost a sixth of the arrests
(13.9 per cent) the charges were placed on file, in 15.9 per cent there
was a finding of “Not guilty,” 4.5 per cent resulted 1n release by the
probation officer, 2 per cent 1n nol-prossing, and 1 g per cent in a
finding of “No bill.”"

Convictions followed 1,894 of the 2,547 arrests. Of the 539 youths
known to have been convicted one or more times during the sec-
ond five-year span, 27.2 per cent were convicted once, 19.6 per cent
twice, 15.5 per cent three times, 11.4 per cent four times, 10 per cent
five iumes, 8.7 per cent six or seven times, and 7.6 per cent eight or
more times. The average number of convictions among those ar-
rested during this second check-up period was 3.3 (.06)."

Of the 580 men arrested during the period, 41.2 per cent had new
sentences to peno-correctional institutions imposed upon them,
while 10.5 per cent were recommitted to institutions by revocation
of parole. A fourth of the 580 offenders (26.4 per cent) were placed
on straight probation during this period, and 159 per cent were
given probation under threat of sentence to an nstitution in case of
violation of conditions. Half the youths who were arrested during
this sccond five-year follow-up period (51.9 per cent) were fined,”
over a third (36.7 per cent) had charges against them filed, 12.2 per

10 Appendix C, 3 11 Appendix B, 48 13 Appendix B, 47.
13 This includes a few cases of “resttution” and commitment for non-payment of fige.
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cent were released by the probation officer on charges of drunken-
ness without having to appear in court for trial, 7.6 per cent had
cases against them nol-prossed, 7.1 per cent had their cases closed by
a finding of “Nobill,” over a third (36.7 per cent) were found “Not
guilty” on various charges.™

Considering next the difference in the nature of the dispositions
of gll the arrests of these young men during the two five-year spans
under analysis, we find a decrease, from 30.6 1n the first follow-up
period to 20.2 1n the second, in the percentage of arrests followed
by commitment, either on new sentences or by revocation of parole.
There was also a great decrease, from 17.4 to 8.7 per cent, in the
arrests followed by probation, as well as by probation under sus-
pended sentence, which fell from 9.4 to 5.4 per cent. A slight falling-
off occurred also in the proportion of arrests that resulted in filing
of cases, from 16.6 per cent 1n the first five-year follow-up period to
13.9 per cent in the second.

These decreases 1n the percentages of arrests resulting in com-
mitments, probations, and fihng of cases were offset by increases in
the percentages resulting in fines (from 13.9 per cent 1n the first
five-year follow-up period to 27 5 per cent in the second), in release
by a probation officer without court appearance following arrest for
drunkenness (from 1.9 to 4 5 per cent), and in closing of cases by
nolle prosequs (from .7 to 2 per cent) There was also an increase,
from .6 to 1.9 per cent, 1n the percentage of cases resulting 1n a find-
ing of “No bill,” and a marked increase, from 8.9 to 15.9, in that of
arrests that culminated 1n a finding of “Not guilty.”®

We will compare next the distribution of offenders by type of dis-
position of the case in the two periods involved. A shight decrease
occurred, from 49.3 per cent in the first period to 41.2 per cent in the
second, in the proportion of youths who were newly sentenced to
imprisonment. There was a decrease, also, in the ratio of those re-
committed to institutions by revocation of parole, from 24.3 to 10.5
per cent. There was a decrease, from 425 to 26.4 per cent, in the
proportion of offenders placed on probation, and a decrease, from

14 Appendix B, so 18 Appendix C, 9.
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25.6 to 15.9 per cent, in the proportion of offenders accorded proba-
tion under suspended sentence. In contrast to this, there was a
marked increase in the percentage of offenders who were fined
(from 268 in the first five-ycar period to 51.9 in the second), 1n
those who were released by a probation officer without court ap-
pearance (from 4.5 to 12.2), and 1n those whose offenses were nol-
prossed (from 2.1 to 7.6). A rnise occurred, also, in the percentage
whose arrests (one or more) resulted in a finding of “No bill,”
from 2.0 to 7.1. Finally, there was an increase from 22 4 per cent n
the first five-year period to 36 7 1n the second, in offenders found
“Not guilty.” However, the proportion of offenders against whom
charges were filed remained about the same in the two periods un-
der comparison—38.1 per cent in the first, 36.7 1n the sccond.’

The average number of convictions among those arrested one or
more times remained about statonary—3.1 in the first period, 3.31n
the second.”

The differences between the two follow-up periods may be seen
more clearly in a case-by-case analysis. Of the 196 youths who were
neither arrested nor convicted during the first five-year span, 22.4
per cent were convicted one or more times during the second; while
of the 660 youths who were convicted one or more times during
the first five years, 277 per cent either were not arrested or were
arrested but not convicted during the second.

FREQUENCY OF CONVICTIONS

Of 457 youths known to have been arrested more than once dur-
ing the second follow-up period, the frequency of whose convictions
could be estimated, 12.7 per cent were convicted as often as once in
less than 6 months; 24.7 per cent were convicted once 1n 6 to 12
months, 18.6 per cent once in 12 to 18 months, 14.5 per cent once 1n
18 to 24 months, and 29.5 per cent as infrequently as once in 24 or
more months. The average frequency of convictions of those ar-
rested more than once during these second five years was one in
15.43 months (=£.25)."

18 Appendix C, 10 17 Appendix C, 7. 18 Appendix B, 49.
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Comparison with the frequency of convictions during the first
follow-up period shows practically no change.”® The reader is re-
minded, however, that a lower proportion of youths were convicted
in the second five-year period than in the first, 61.5 per cent as com-
pared with 78.1.%°

NU&BER, NATURE, AND LENGTH OF PENO-CORRECTIONAL EXPERIENCES

Two-thirds (65.6 per cent) of our youths did not spend any time
in peno-correctional nstitutions during the second five-year span.
Of 307 incarcerated for one or more terms in peno-correctional
establishments during this period (including not only new sen-
tences but returns by revocation of parole and transfers from one
institution to another), 55.7 per cent served one term in an institu-
tion, 23.5 per cent served two, 12 per cent three, and 8.8 per cent
four or more. The average number of penal experiences among the
group who served any sentences i institutions during this period
was 2.02 (%.04).*

In what types of peno-correctional institutions were these offend-
ers incarcerated during the second follow-up period? More than
one-cighth (14 per cent) of our 307 youths spent some time in cor-
rectional schools. It should be remembered that some of them were
still under twenty-one years old and therefore subject to return to
such institutions unul their twenty-first birthday. Almost a third
of the youths (31 3 per cent) were incarcerated 1n reformatories for
young adults during this period. Over a half (52.4 per cent) served
sentences in jails, houses of correction, and state farms; and a fifth
(19.9 per cent) served time 1n prisons. A few (3.2 per cent) were
inmates of institutions for defective delinquents.”

As to the length of their confinement, a fourth of the youths
(26.5 per cent) spent less than 6 months 1n peno-correctional insti-
tutions of one kind or another during the second five-year period;
17 per cent spent 6 to 12 months in them, 15.4 per cent were incar-
cerated from 12 to 18 months, 8.8 per cent from 18 to 24 months,
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5.8 per cent from 24 to 30 months, 6.2 per cent from 30 to 36 months,
12.1 per cent from 36 to 48 months, 5.9 per cent from 48 to 6o
months, and 2.3 per cent for the entire 60-month period. The aver-
age number of months spent in penal, reformative, and correctional
institutions by the 307 youths was 19.54 (£.61).*

Comparison of the incidence of peno-correctional experiences
during the first and second follow-up periods discloses, first, a sharp
decrease, from 76.4 1n the first five years to 14 per cent in the second,
in the proportion of vouths who were inmates of correctional
schools. This 1s explained, of course, by the fact that a majority of
them were now beyond the age when they could be committed to
such institutions. But an increase occurred in the proportion of
youths serving sentences in reformatories, from 21.9 per cent in the
first five years to 31.3 in the second; in prisons, from 5.2 to 19.9
per cent; and 1n institunons designed mainly for short-term of-
fenders, such as jails, houses of correction, and state farms, from
21.2 to 52.4 per cent.® Thus latter increase can of course be ac-
counted for by the expanding range in the offenses commutted by
the group as they grew older, notably of drunkenness and various
offenses aganst the public welfare.

It should be noted that a decreasing proportion of the group as a
whole spent any time in peno-correctional institutions—45 per cent
in the first five years and 34.4 per cent in the second.” However, the
average number of penal experiences among those who served time
duning ecach period remained the same-—2.06 1n the first five-year
period and 2.02 in the second.*® A small increase, from 17.9 months
to 19.5 months, occurred in the average length of time spent in
peno-correctional institutions.™

A case-bycase comparison of the number of penal experiences
and the time spent by our youths in peno-correctional institutions
during the first and second five-year periods reveals more sharply
the actual changes that occurred. Of 489 youths who did not spend
any time in peno-correctional institutions in the first five-year pe-
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riod, 82.8 per cent likewise served no time during the second ; while
of 386 youths who served one or more terms in peno-correctional
institutions during the first period, 43.5 per cent were not incar-
cerated at all during the second.

Considering 128 youths who were imprisoned during both pe-
riods, we find that of those who spent less than a year in peno-
carzectional institutions during the first five-year period, 23.4 per
cent served a like amount of time during the second while 21.1 per
cent were confined longer, and s55.5 per cent were not incarcerated
at all. Of 155 youths who spent one to two years n peno-correc-
tional institutions during the first five years, 14.2 per cent served a
like amount of time during the second, 187 per cent spent less than
a year 1n incarceration, 22.6 per cent served more than two years,
while 44.5 per cent spent no time at all in peno-correctional establish-
ments. Finally, of 103 youths who had previously been incarcerated
for two years or more, 42.7 per cent served an equal length of time
during the second five-year span. 18.4 per cent spent one to two
years 1n peno-correctional institutions, 11.7 per cent spent less than
a year, while 27.2 per cent served no ume at all duning the second
follow-up period.

OFFICIAL AND UNOFFICIAL DELINQUENCY

It will be recalled that 580 youths were arrested during this second
follow-up span. They were, therefore, “official” offenders in the
sense that their delinquencies were noted by authorities of the law.
However, in addition to the 580 who were actually arrested, there
were 24 who mught be considered official offenders during this pe-
riod; although not arrested, they were dishonorably discharged or
had deserted from the Army or Navy or had spent time in peno-
correctional institutions on sentences imposed during the first five-
year period. A total of 604 youths could therefore legitimately be
designated official delinquents during these second five years.

There were 46 youths who, though not arrested or otherwise offi-
cially recognized as delinquents or criminals, were nevertheless
offenders, for they pursued a proven course of misconduct for



52 JUVENILE DELINQUENTS GROWN UP

which they might at any time during the second follow-up period
have come to the attention of police and courts.

Of a total of 650 delinquents, therefore, the delinquencies of
92.9 per cent must be categorized as official, and of 7.1 per cent as
unofficial.®

It is to be noted that the proportion of official and unofficial
offenders remained about the same during both periods, 93.9 per
cent of all the delinquents in the first five-year period having been
classified as official, and 6 1 per cent as unofhicial. ®

A case-by-case comparison reveals that of 691 youths who were
official delinquents 1n the first five-year peniod, 79 per cent were
similarly classifiable in the second, 4.9 per cent became unofhcial
offenders, and 16.1 per cent passed into the category of non-de-
hinquents.

And of 43 youths who were unofhcial offenders during the first
five years, only 16.3 per cent were such in the second, while 72.1 per
cent became officially recognized offenders and 11.6 per cent non-
delinquents.

PREDOMINANT OFFENSE

Considering next the predominant delinquencies commutted by
these 650 offenders during the second five-year period, 1t is to be
noted that two-fifths of the group (39.2 per cent) typically com-
mitted property crimes, 22.6 per cent committed offenses against
the public welfare, 16.6 per cent were primarily drunkards, 2.6 per
cent committed mainly offenses against the family and children
(neglect and non-support), 2 per cent offended against chastity,
1.4 per cent committed crimes against the person, while 2 youths
(.3 per cent) were primarily drug addicts. Almost a tenth of the
group (9.5 per cent) had to be categorized as committing “varied”
offenses, their delinquent conduct expressing itself in diverse ways
so that no one course of criminality was apparent except this er-
raticism; while 5.8 per cent committed other offenses not classifiable
in any of the above-mentioned categories.”
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Comparison of the predominant offenses committed by the
youths during the first and second follow-up periods reveals a
marked decrease, from 655 per cent in the first five-year period
to 39.2 in the second, in the proportion who were mainly com-
mitting property crimes. There was, however, an increase, from
10.7 to 22.6 per cent, in the proportion who were primarily offend-
crs against the public welfare, and an increase, from 4.2 to 16.6 per
cent, 1n the percentage of those who were essentially drunkards.
Among those classifiable as offenders against the family and chil-
dren there was an increase from .5 to 2.6 per cent, largely explained
by the fact that more of these youths had family obligations in the
second follow-up period.

A neghgble increase occurred in offenses agamnst chastity (from
1.5 per cent 1n the first period to 2 per cent in the second), 1n drug
using (of which there was only one case in the first period and two
in the second), and in offenses against the person (from .6 to 1.4
per cent). The percentage of offenders who had to be designated
“vaned” increased shghtly, from 7.6 to 9.5. There was the expected
decrease, explanable by advancing years, in the proportion of
youths commutting such offenses as running away from home or
institutions.™

Case-by-case comparison of the changes which occurred in the
second follow-up period indicates that of 468 youths who primarily
committed property crimes during the first five years, 52.4 per cent
continued to do so during the second, 15.4 per cent became pri-
marily offenders agamnst the public welfare, and 11.1 per cent pri-
marily drunkards, 4 per cent had to be designated as “varied”
offenders, 1.5 per cent as offenders against family and children, 4
youths (.g per cent) as offenders against the person, 3 (.6 per cent)
as sex offenders, one youth (.2 per cent) as a drug addict, while 139
per cent were non-delinquents 1n the second period.

Further hight is thrown on the changes which occurred as be-
tween the two periods by the fact that of the 79 youths who, in the
first five-year span were primarily offenders against the public wel-
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fare, 58.2 per cent continued to be such offenders in the second, 22.8
per cent became non-delinquents, 1.3 per cent became primarily
offenders against property, 3.8 per cent became sex offenders, 2.5
per cent became offenders against the family, and 11.4 per cent be-
came drunkards.

Of 34 men who were arrested chuefly for drunkenness during the
first follow-up period, 33 continued to be mainly drunkards and
one became a non-delinquent.

Finally, of 54 youths whose delinquencies were previously of so
erratic a character that they had to be classed as “varied” offenders
in the first five-year period, two-thirds (66.6 per cent) continued
such a variegated pattern of delinquency during the second follow-
up span, 13 per cent became non-dehinquents, 3.7 per cent developed
clearly into offenders against property, and 7.4 per cent into offend-
ers against the public welfare, a like proportion became typically
drunkards, and 1.9 per cent became offenders against the person.
One youth who, 1n the first five-year period, had been a drug addict,
and four who had been offenders against the person continued 1n
similar types of misbehavior in the second.

SERIOUS AND MINOR DELINQUENCY

Summarizing in terms of seriousness the conduct of 888 youths
whose general behavior during this second span was ascertainable,
we find that over a fourth (26.8 per cent) were clearly non-delin-
quents, 41.4 per cent had to be classified as scrious offenders, and
31.8 per cent were minor offenders. Of the 650 youths who com-
mitted offenses during the second follow-up period, over half (56.6
per cent) had to be regarded as serious offenders because they com-
mitted property crimes, pathological sex crimes, or assaults with in-
tent to rob, rape, or murder.

Comparing the behavior of the youths during the two five-year
follow-up periods, we see clearly that an appreciable increase oc-
curred 1n the proportion of non-delinquents, from 14.6 per cent in
she first period 10 26.8 in the second. Among those who were delin-
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quents in both spans there was a doubling of the proportion of
minor offenders, from 22.6 per cent in the first period o 43.4 in the
second; and a decrease in the proportion of those who could be
designated as serious offenders, from 77.4 per cent in the first five
years to 56.6 1n the second.® In this connection it should be recalled
that by the end of the second five-year period these youths were of
an’4Verage age of twenty-four years.

The behavior changes which occurred as between the two follow-
up spans are more clearly scen from a case-by-case analysis. Of 135
youths who were non-delinquents 1n the first five years and whose
behavior during the second could be determined, 88.2 per cent con-
tinued to be non-offenders, 8.1 per cent became minor delinquents,
and 3.7 per cent became serious offenders. Of 172 youths who pre-
viously were minor delinquents, 66.2 per cent continued as such
during the second five years, 25.1 per cent became non-delinquents,
and 8.7 per cent developed 1nto serious offenders. Finally, of 562
youths who were serious offenders during the first five years, only
60.5 per cent continued to be such 1n the second five years, 26.5 per
cent became minor offenders, and 13 per cent became non-de-
linquents.

PRINCIPAL OCOMPONENT OF MISCONDUCT

The classification as serious offenders of 41.6 per cent of the 650
youths here involved was based on conviction for serious crimes, and
of 4.1 per cent more, on incarceration during part or all of the sec-
ond period for sentences imposed during the first five-year span.™
In 6 per cent of the cases the determination of continued criminality
during the second period was based primarily upon the commission
of serious offenses followed by arrest but not by conviction; these
youths were, however, definitely known to be guilty of serious
crimes. In 4.3 per cent of the cases a judgment of continued crimi-
nality was made by reason of the commission of serious offenses for

82 Appendix C, 20.

8¢ Ia these latter cases there was no dehinquency recorded of a more serious character, al-

though some of the men may have committed munor offenses duning the ume when they
were not 1n institutions
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which the offenders did not come to official attention. Only 1.2 per
cent of the delinquents were classed as serious offenders primarily
on the basis of dishonorable discharge or desertion from the Army
or Navy.

The remainder of the group were not classifiable as serious of-
fenders since they were ncither arrested nor convicted for grave
crimes, did not commit serious offenses for which they might have
been arrested, and were not dishonorably discharged from the
Army or Navy. A third of the group (32.9 per cent) were, however,
categorized as mmor offenders by reason of convictions for petty
offenses, an additional 4.1 per cent because of the commission of
misdemeanors for which they were arrested but not convicted, and
5.8 per cent on the basis of the commussion of petty offenses for
which they had somehow escaped arrest.*

Comparing criminal status in the first and second follow-up pe-
riods, we find that a notable decrease occurred, from 67.5 to 41.6 per
cent, in the proportion of vouths judged serious offenders because
of actual conviction for grave crimes There was a shght increase,
from 3.3 to 6.0 per cent, in those classed serious offenders because of
the commission of major offenses for which they were arrested but
not convicted, a shght decrease, from 5.6 to 4.3 per cent, in those
deemed serious offenders because of the commussion of grave
crimes for which they were not arrested, and a rise, from .2 to 4.1
per cent, in those judged scrious offenders because they were serv-
ing terms in penal institutions on sentences imposed in the period
immedately preceding. The proportion judged serious delinquents
primarily because of dishonorable discharge from the Army or
Navy remained about the same. There was, however, a marked in-
crease, from 17.4 per cent in the first period to 32.9 per cent in the
second, in the proportion of those judged minor delinquents be-
cause of convictions for minor offenses; an increase, from .9 to 4.1
per cent, in the proportion of those termed delinquents because they
committed petty offenses for which they were arrested but not con-
victed; and an increase in the proportion of those classed as delin-

88 Appendux B, §7
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quents, from 4t0 5.8 per cent, by reason of the commussion of minor

offenses for which they somehow escaped the attention of the police
and courts.?®

MONTHS IN COMMUNITY

Turning now to the length of time these youths spent in the com-
munuty (that 1s, were not confined to peno-correctional institutions
or mental hospnals, and were not patients in hospitals for the
chronically disabled), we must omit from consideration 105 whose
whereabouts were either partly or entirely unknown or who died
during the period Thus leaves 895 young men, of whom 578 (64.6
per cent) lived 1n the community throughout the second five years.
A sixth of this number were in the community from 48 to 6o
months, 7.9 per cent from 36 to 48 months, 6.9 per cent from 18 to
36 months, 3.7 per cent for less than 18 months. Thirteen men (1.5
per cent) were not at large in the community at all during ths sec-
ond five-ycar period The average length of time spent 1n the com-
mumty by those youths who were not “at liberty” during the entire
sccond period was 39.1 months (=2.61).%

In comparing the first and second follow-up periods in this re-
gard, we note an increase, from 54.6 to 64.6, 1n the percentage of
those who lived 1n the community throughout the five years. De-
spite this rise, there was a shght decrease, from 41.5 months in the
first five years to 39.1 1n the second,*® 1n the average number of
months spent in the commumity by those who were confined for
part of cach period in institutions of one sort or another

A casc-by-case comparison reveals a sorting out. with the passing
of tume, of those who tend to reform. Thus of 488 youths who lived
in the community throughout the first five-year period, 81.4 per
cent also did so 1n the second Of 150 who were at large from 4to 5
ycars of the first follow-up span, 52 7 per cent also were throughout
the second span. Of 137 who were at hiberty for 3 to 4 years of the
first period, 44 5 per cent lived in the community throughout the
second. And of 89 youths who were at large for less than 3 years

8 Appendix C, 17 87 Appendix B, 54 *® Appendix C, 14
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of the first five-year span, only 16.9 per cent were allowed to reside
in the community throughout the second five years.

* L LJ * *

The major finding of this chapter 1s that by the time our young
offenders had arrived at an average age of twenty-four years, over
a fourth (26.8 per cent) of the classifiable group had become non-
dehinquents. This 1s a marked improvement over the situation at
the end of the first follow-up period, when the youths, then of an
average age of nineteen, could be credited with non-delinquency in
only 15 per cent of the cases. Even among those who continued to
recidivate, there was a substantial decrease during the second fol-
low-up period 1n the proportion commatting serious crunes.

Another significant finding 1s the persistence in the pattern of
non-criminal behavior on the part of those who had reformed dur-
ing the first period—relatively few of them were backshders during
the second five-year span. Unless forces not yet evident should
change the trend, it 1s therefore clear that our oniginal group of ju-
vemle delinquents had by the close of the second five-year follow-up
period passed the peak of their criminahity. Hence, an analysis of
their conduct during a zAuird five-year period which has elapsed
since their onginal appearance in the Boston Juvenile Court and
their treatment by the Court and its affiliated social agencies ought
to be of considerable interest To such an analysis the next chapter
is devoted.



Chapter V1
DELINQUENCY IN THIRD FOLLOW-UP PERIOD

E have seen that the second five-year period beyond the com-

'V pletion of treatment by the Boston Juvenile Court and asso-
ciated agencies was marked by an appreciable improvement in the
conduct of the youths Does this continue?

By the end of the third five-year follow-up period death had taken
21 more of the original army of 1,000, 1n 2addition to the 39 who had
previously passed away. By the end of this third follow-up period
the average age of the remaining g40 young men was twenty-nine
years (==.06), the age distribution being: g per cent between
twenty-onc and twenty-five, 62 per cent between twenty-six and
thirty, 28.7 per cent between thirty-one and thirty-five, and two men
between thirty-six and forty.

In addition to the 60 youths who have died, we must ehminate
from further consideration two youths because of incarceration in
non-penal institutions during practically all the third five-year span.
We are thercfore concerned from this point on with the behavior
of 938 men.

NUMBER AND NATURE OF ARRESTS

Despite considerable investigation, 1t 1s unknown whether g2 of
these 938 young men were apprehended during the third five-year
follow-up period. Of the 846 whose behavior could be determined,
42.1 per cent were not arrested at all. Of 490 men arrested, 23.7 per
cent were apprehended once, 17.3 per cent twice, 12.7 per cent three
times, 12.5 per cent four times, 12.7 per cent five or six times, and
21.1 per cent seven or more times. The average number of arrests
was 3.78 (=£.07) .}

These offenders were apprehended 2,195 times, and the reasons
for their arrests could be determined in 2,146 instances. Almost a
fifth (18.2 per cent) were for property crimes, 225 per cent for

1 For causes of death, see Appendix B, 4 ? Appendix B, sg.
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offenses against the public welfare, 43 per cent for drunkenness, 6.8
per cent for crimes against the person, 3.3 per cent for offenses
against the family, 2.6 per cent for sex offenses, and 3 per cent for
various other offenses such as escape, “default,” and the like; while
12 of the total arrests (.6 per cent) were for drug using or selling®

Of the 490 men arrested during this third period, 42.4 per cent
were apprehended on one or more occasions for property crimes,
half the group (50.2 per cent) for offenses against the public wel-
fare, and almost half (46.3 per cent) for drunkenness. A fifth of the
men (21.2 per cent) were arrested at one time or another during this
period for crimes against the person, 9.6 per cent for sex offenses,
8.8 per cent for offenses against the family and children, and 1.6 per
cent for drug using or selling.

Considering, now, the changes which occurred between the sec-
ond and third follow-up periods in the number and nature of ar-
rests, we note first that there was no modification 1n the average
number of arrests among those arrested one or more times during
the second and third periods, 3.7 being the average in both spans.®
However, despite this ssmilarity in the average number of arrests,
fewer of the men were apprehended 1n the third five-year period
than 1n the second (66 1 per cent duning the second five years, and
57.9 during the third).’

But a change occurred in the nature of the offenses commutted
by the group. Furst, there was an appreciable falling off, from 24.6
per cent in the second follow-up period to 18.2 1n the third, n the
proportion of arrests for property crimes; and a shght decrease,
from 7.3 to 6.8 per cent, in offenses against the person (simple as-
sault, and assault and battery), as well as a reduction, from 30.3 to
22.5 per cent, in offenses against the public welfare (vagrancy, dis-
turbing the peace, gaming, violating liquor laws, and the like).
These decreases were absorbed by increases in the proportion of
total arrests for drunkenness (from 29 per cent in the second period
to 43 in the third), for offenses aganst family and children, such as

® Appendix B, 60, 4 Appendix B, 62
8 Appendix C, 2. ¢ Appendix C, 2
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neglect and non-support (from 1.6 to 3.3 per cent), and for drug
using or selling (from .3 to .6 per cent). The percentage of arrests
for sex offenses remained about stationary in the two periods, 2.4
in the second five years and 2.6 1n the third.”

Comparning now the percentage of men arrested one or more
times for each type of offense during the second and third periods,
we find a decrease 1 those arrested for property crimes (from 50.9
per cent 1n the second five years to 42.4 1n the third), for crimes
against the public welfare (from 58.8 per cent to 50.2), and for
crimes against the person (from 24.3 per cent to 21.2). However,
there were increases in the percentages arrested for drunkenness
(35.3 per cent to 46.3), for offenses against chastity (from 7.9 to
9.6), and for neglect of family and non-support (from 6.0 to 8.8).
This last increase is of course explained by the fact that by the third
follow-up period more of the men had assumed marital obligations.
The percentage of men arrested for using or selling drugs was about
the same 1n the two periods—r.4 per cent 1n the second, 1.6 in the
third.?

Case-by-case comparison of the men arrested in the second and
third five-year periods discloses the persistence of conduct patterns
already noted 1n comparing the first and second periods. Thus, of
the 525 youths arrested one or more times during the second five-
year span, 79 4 per cent were likewse arrested on one or more occa-
sions during the succeeding five years. Of the 285 men not arrested
during the second follow-up span, 86.3 per cent were not appre-
hended during the third; 5.6 per cent were arrested once, 3.5 per
cent twice, 2 per cent three times, and 2.6 per cent four or more
times.

FREQUENCY OF ARRESTS

Considering now the incidence of arrests of the 367 men appre-
hended more than once during the third follow-up span, the fre-
quency of whose arrests could be established, we find 24.8 per cent
were arrested as often asonce in less than 6 months: 14.2 per cent once

" Appendix C, 4. ® Appendix C, §
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in 6 to g months, 10.9 per cent once in g to 12 months, 10.1 per cent
once in 12 to 15 months, a like proportion once in 15 to 18 months,
12.7 per cent once in 18 to 24 months, and 17.2 per cent once in 24
or more months. The average frequency of arrests among those
arrested more than once was once in 12.58 months (==.27).°

Comparison of frequency of arrests of those arrested more than
once as between the second and third periods indicates a shight in-
crease in the frequency of arrests, from one 1n 13.2 months toone in
12.5 months.™

NUMBER AND NATURE OF DISPOSITIONS BY COURT

How were the 2,195 arrests which were known to have occurred
in the third follow-up span disposed of by the courts® The disposi-
tions of 2,154 of these arrests could be ascertained; of these 20.4
per cent resulted in new sentences to peno-correctional institutions,
1.6 per cent 1n returns to tnstitutions by reason of revocation of
parole, 6.2 per cent 1n straight probation, 7 per cent 1n probation
under suspended sentence. Almost a fifth of all the arrests (19.2
per cent) were followed by fines, 15.9 per cent by a filing of the
charges, 16.3 per cent by a finding of “Not guilty,” ¢ 3 per cent by
release without court appearance. 2 per cent by a nol-prossing of the
indictments, and 1.5 per cent by a finding of “No bill.”"

Convictions followed 1.527 of the 2,195 arrests. Of 446 men
known to have been convicted one or more times during this third
five-year period, almost a third (31.5 per cent) were convicted once,
18.5 per cent twice, 13.9 per cent three times, 11.6 per cent four
times, 7.3 per cent five times, 7.3 per cent six or seven times, and 9.9
per cent eight or more times. The average number of convictions
among those arrested during the third follow-up span was 3.24
(:t.06).12

Of the 490 men arrested during this period, 43.7 per cent had new
sentences to peno-correctional 1nstitutions imposed upon them,
while 7.1 per cent were recommitted by revocation of parole to in-

® Appendix B, 61. 10 Appendix C, 3
11 Appendix B, 64. 1% Appendmx B, 63
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stitutions to which they had been sentenced in the previous five
years. A fifth of the group (21.2 per cent) were placed on ordinary
probation during the third span, and a fifth (20.2 per cent) on
probation under threat of commitment to an institution should
they violate the conditions of probation. Two-fifths (40.6 per cent)
had to pay fines™ and 39 per cent had charges against them filed. A
fifth of all the men arrested (20.8 per cent) were released by proba-
tion officers without court appearance. on charges of drunkenness,
two-fifths (39.4 per cent) were found “Not guilty,” 6.9 per cent had
charges against them nol-prossed, and 4.7 per cent had their cases
disposed of by “No ball.”**

Considering, next, the difference in the nature of the dispositions
of all the arrests in the third five-year follow-up period as compared
with the sccond, we note that the proportion of arrests followed by
new commutments or by revocation of parole increased only
neghgbly, from 20.2 to 22 per cent. There was a decrease in the
proportion of arrests followed by ordinary probation, from 8.7
to 6.2 per cent, and a neghgible increase 1n the use of probation
under suspended sentence, from 5.4 to 7 per cent. Fines were re-
sorted to by the courts far less frequently in the third period than
in the second—27.5 per cent 1n the second, 19.8 per cent 1n the third.
No appreciable increase occurred in the filing of cases, in nol-pross-
ing, 1n the finding of “No bill” or “Not guilty.” There was a rise,
however, from 4.5 per cent 1n the second period to 9.3 1n the third,*
in the proportion of arrests resulting in release by the probation ofh-
cer without court appearance, explained, of course, by the increase
in the proportion of arrests for drunkenness.

Comparing, next, the number of men experiencing each type of
disposition in the two periods now under review rather than the
court disposals of the cases, we find a very slight increase, from 41.2
to 43.7 per cent, in the proportion of men given new commitments
in the third pertod as compared with the second; and there is a de-

13 This includes a few cases of commitment for non-payment of fine and for making of
restututon

4 Appendix B, 66. 18 Appendix C, 9.
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crease in the ratio returned to institutions by revocation of parole,
from 10.5 per cent in the second period to 7.1 per cent in the third.
There was a slight decrease, also, from 26.4 to 21.2 per cent, in the
proportion of men placed on ordinary probation, and an increase,
from 15.9 to 20.2 per cent 1n the proportion of those given probation
under suspended sentence. The third follow-up period also wit-
nessed a decrease, from 51.9 to 40.6 per cent, in the proportion of
men whose arrests resulted 1n fines; a shight increase, from 36.7 per
cent in the second period to 39 in the third, in the proportion whose
cases were filed; a substantial increase, from 12.2 to 20.8 per cent,
in the percentage of men released by the probation officer without
court appearance; and also a slight increase, from 36.7 to 39.4 per
cent, in the ratio found “Not guilty” at one time or another. The
proportion of offenders whose cases were nol-prassed remaned
about the same 1n the two periods, 7.6 per cent 1n the second and 6.9
per cent in the third; but there was a drop, from 7.1 to 4.7 per cent,
in the proportion whose arrests resulted 1n a finding of “No bill.”*

It will be recalled that despite these changes in the nature of the
dispositions of arrests as between the second and third follow-up
periods, the average number of convictions among those arrested
more than once remained about the same in the two periods.”

The changes which took place may be seen more clearly 1n a case-
by~<ase analvsis. Of 325 men who were neither arrested nor con-
victed 1n the second follow-up period, only 17.8 per cent were con-
victed one or more times during the third; while of 486 men
convicted one or more times during the second five vears, 26.5 per
cent either were not arrested during the third or were arrested but
not convicted.

FREQUENCY OF CONVICTIONS

Of 350 men known to have been arrested more than once during
this third follow-up span, the frequency of whose convictions could
be estimated, 18.9 per cent were convicted as often as once in less
than 6 months; 17.4 per cent were convicted once in 6 to 12 months,

18 Appendix C, 10 7 Appendix C, 7
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20.2 per cent once in 12 to 18 months, 14.8 per cent once in 18 to 24
months, and 28.7 per cent once in 24 or more months. The average
frequency of convictions among those arrested more than once dur-
ing this third five-year period was once in 15.07 months (=t.29)."®
Comparison with the frequency of convictions 1n the second follow-
up period shows practically no change; for during that time convic-
tions occurred once in 15.4 months on the average.™

Although the frequency of convictions among those arrested
more than once remains the same, the reader is reminded that in
fact a lower proportion of men were convicted 1n the third five-
year period (52.7 per cent) than in the second (61.5 per cent).®

NUMBER, NATURE, AND LENGTH OF PENO-CORRECTIONAL EXPERIENCES

The high proportion of 70 per cent of the men spent no time at
all in peno-correctional institutions during the third five-year span.
Of the 257 who did serve one or more terms 1n such establishments
(including not only new sentences but returns by revocation of
parole and transfers from one institution to another), 47.5 per cent
spent one term in institutions during this period; 28 per cent spent
two terms, 12.1 per cent three, 6.2 per cent four, and 6.2 per cent five
or more terms. The average number of penal experiences among
the group who served sentences during this period was 2.14
(=£.05)."

Almost a fifth (18.3 per cent) of our 257 men were incarcerated
in reformatories at one time or another during this third five-year
period. Over a third (37.7 per cent) served time n prisons, and
almost two-thirds (61.5 per cent) served sentences 1n jails, houses
of correction, or state farms. A few (3.5 per cent) were incarcerated
in institutions for defective delinquents; one man was confined in
a school for the feebleminded. Naturally, by the third five-year span
the men were all too old to be spending time in industrial schools.®

A fourth (25.3 per cent) of these 257 men spent less than 6
months in peno-correctional institutions during the third period,

18 Appendix B, 65 19 Appendix C, 8. 20 Appendix C, 6.
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I1.7 per cent were incarcerated for 6 to 12 months, 11.7 per cent for
12 to 18 months, 8.9 per cent for 18 to 24 months, 7.4 per cent for
24 to 30 months, 6.6 per cent for 30 to 36 months, 14.4 per cent for 36
to 48 months, 8.6 per cent for 48 to 60 months, and 5.4 per cent for
the entire 60-month period. The average number of months spent
in penal establishments by the 257 young men was 23.26 (%.74).%

Comparing, now, the incidence of peno-correctional experiences
in the second and third five-year periods, we note, in addition to the
fact that none served time 1n correctional schools, a marked reduc-
tion, from 31.3 to 18 3 per cent, in the proportion incarcerated in
reformatones. This phenomenon, like the preceding one, is of
course largely attributable to age hmitations on the admission of
offenders to such institutions Concomitantlv, a sharp increase took
place, from 19.9 in the second period to 377 in the third, in the
percentage of men serving time in prisons, as well as a rise, from
52.4 to 61.5, in the percentage serving sentences 1n jails and other
short-term penal mnstitutions *

It should also be noted that a somewhat smaller percentage of
the group spent ume in peno-correctional nstitutions—34.4 per
cent in the second follow-up span and 30.0 in the third.*

On the other hand, the average number of penal experiences for
those actually serving time remained about the same, 2.0 1n the
second period and 2.1 in the third.* But the average length of time
spent in penal institutions increased in the third period, from 195
months in the second, to 23.2 1n the third. ¥

A case-by-case correlation of the number of penal experiences in
the second and third follow-up periods, and of the time spent by
our men in peno-correctional establishments during these periods,
reveals more pointedly the changes which have occurred. Of 236
youths who were compelled to serve onc or more terms in peno-
correctional institutions in the second follow-up period, 44.5 per
cent were not incarcerated at all in the third; while of 557 men

* Appendix B, 6y 24 Appendix C, 15 8 Appendix C, 11,
8 Appendix C, 12 37 Appendix C, 13
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who did not serve any time in such institutions in the second five
years, 88.3 per cent were not incarcerated in the third.

Of 121 youths who were in peno-correctional institutions for less
than a year of the second span, 24.8 per cent served a like amount
of time in the third, but 28.1 per cent had a longer period of incar-
cezation. The surprising proportion of almost a half (47.1 per cent)
of this group, however, were not incarcerated at all during the third
period.

Of 65 men who “served time” for one to two years during the
second follow-up period, 15.4 per cent were confined for a like
amount of time during the third, a third (33.8 per cent) spent more
time than this in penal institutions, a fifth (18.5 per cent) served for
less than a year, and a third (32.3 per cent) served no time at all
during the third period.

Of 98 men who were incarcerated for two years or longer during
the second follow-up span, over a half (55.1 per cent) were like-
wisc incarcerated for two or more years during the third, 14.3 per
cent were imprisoned for one to two years, 11.2 per cent for less than
a year, while a fifth (19.4 per cent) served no time at all in penal
institutions.

Here, again, we see a considerable persistence in conduct patterns,
with divergencies becoming more clearly defined as the years pass
and the more enduring behavior tendencies of the men becoming
crystallized.

OFFICIAL AND UNOFFICIAL DELINQUENCY

The 490 men who were arrested during this period were of course
known to the authorities as criminals. There were, in addition, 14
men who, though not arrested 1n the third period, were nevertheless
classed as official offenders. They were so designated either be-
cause of dishonorable discharge or desertion from the Army or
Navy or because of incarceration on sentences which had been im-
posed in the previous period. A total of 504 men may thus be con-
sidered official offenders during the third follow-up span. There
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were also 36 men who, though not arrested or in penal institutions
during this period, nevertheless committed crime within these five
years. This makes a total of 540 offenders, of whom 93.3 per cent
were official and 6.7 unofficial delinquents.®

It is to be noted that the proportion of official and unofficial de-
linquents remained about the same 1n the third follow-up span as
it was in the second.”

A case-by-case comparison reveals that of 558 youths who were
officially recognized criminals in the second five-year period, 80.5
per cent had to be likewise designated in the third, 3.7 per cent
entered the category of unofficial offenders, and 15.8 per cent be-
came non-offenders Of 43 vouths who were unofhicial offenders in
the second follow-up span, 30.2 per cent were so classihiable in the
third five years, 55.8 per cent became official offenders, and 14 per
cent were non-offenders.

PREDOMINANT OFFENSE

Considering the predominant crimes commutted by the 540 who
were offenders during the third five-year period, it is to be noted that
a third of the group (31.5 per cent) typically commutted offenses
against property, almost a fourth (23.7 per cent) were primarily
drunkards, a fifth (19.9 per cent) were chiefly offenders against the
public welfare, 2 per cent were primanly sex offenders, 3.7 per cent
were essentially offenders against the family (neglect and non-
support), 2 per cent committed crimes against the person, and 4
(.7 per cent) were primanly drug addicts. A tenth of the group
(10.9 per cent) had to be designated as “varied” offenders, having
committed several different kinds of offenses, no one of which was
more typical of their behavior than another.®

Comparison of the predominant offenses of the men during the
sccond and third five-year follow-up periods shows a slight decrease,
from 3g.2 per cent in the second period to 31.5 in the third, in the
proportion of men who were mainly offenders against property;
there was also a slight decrease, from 22.6 to 19.9 per cent, in the

23 Appendix B, 71 2% Appendix C, 16 % Appendix B, 73.
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proportion of those who were primarily offenders against the public
welfare. A slight increase occurred, from 2.6 to 3.7 per cent, in the
proportion mainly committing crimes involving their domestic re-
lations. There were increases, however, in the proportion of men
arrested primarily for drunkenness, from 16.6 to 23.5 per cent; in
the ratio of those classifiable as offenders against the person, from
1.4 to 2 per cent; and 1n the proportion of “varied” offenders, from
9.5 to 10.9 per cent. Four men were now classifiable as drug users or
sellers, as compared with two typically committing such offenses
during the second five-year period. The proportion of men who
were primarily sex offenders was the same in both periods, 2.0 per
cent.”

A case-by-case comparison of the changes which occurred indi-
cates less persistence in any spectfic type of crime than would be
expected, with the exception of drunkenness. Thus, of 232 men
who primanly commutted property crimes during the second pe-
riod, 68.1 per cent continued to commit mainly such offenses in the
third, 7.3 per cent became chiefly offenders against the public wel-
fare, 5.2 per cent developed 1nto drunkards, 6.4 per cent became
“varied” offenders, 1.7 per cent became essentially offenders against
the person, 2 men (.9 per cent) became sex offenders, and 2 (.g per
cent) offenders against the family, one man became a drug addict,
and g.1 per cent improved to the point of classification as non-
delinquents.

Of 131 men who were chiefly offenders against the public wel-
fare 1n the second follow-up span, 58.0 per cent continued as such in
the third, 5.3 per cent developed into drunkards, 2 men (1.5 per
cent) became offenders against the family, one man turned into a
sex offender, one became a drug addict, and one a “varied” offender,
while a third (32.8 per cent) of those who were primarily offenders
against the public welfare in the second follow-up span became
non-offenders in the third.

Further reflecting the changes that have occurred in the predomi-
nant offenses of the group is the fact that, of 105 men who were ar-

81 Appendix C, 19
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rested chiefly for drunkenness in the second five-year period, 9o.4
per cent continued as drunkards in the third, 2 men became chiefly
offenders against the public welfare, onc committed mainly prop-
erty crimes, and 7 (6.6 per cent) became non-delinquents. Of 11
men who were principally sex offenders during the second five-year
follow-up period, 6 continued as such in the third, onc became
mainly an offender against the public welfare, one developed into
a “varied” offender, and 3 became non-offenders. Two men who
had previously been arrested for drug addiction continued to come
into conflict with the law for that reason; and of % men who had
been mainly offenders against the person, 6 continued as such, and
one became 2 non-delinquent.

Of 35 men who previously had to be classified as varied of-
fenders, two-thirds (67.3 per cent) continued n such erratic ant-
social behavior during the third follow-up period, 9.6 per cent de-
veloped 1nto drunkards and 5.8 per cent into offenders against the
farmly, one man became a sex offender, another an offender against
property, while 13.5 per cent became non-delinquents. Finally, of
226 men who were non-delinquents in the second period, g6 per
cent continued as such in the third, 2 men developed 1nto offenders
aganst property, one into a scx offender, 2 into offenders against
the public welfare, and 4 into drunkards.

SERIOUS AND MINOR DELINQUENCY

It has already been mentioned that 540 of 852 men whose be-
havior during the third five-year pertod could be ascertained were
criminalistic. Almost half of the 540 men (47.8 per cent) had to be
regarded as serious offenders, because they committed property
crimes or pathological sex offenses or assaults with intent to rob,
rape, or murder, while 52.2 per cent were minor offenders. The dis-
tribution of the whole group of 852 men was as follows: non-delin-
quents, 36.6 per cent; serious offenders, 30.3; minor offenders, 33.1.%°

Comparing now the behavior of these men during the second
and third follow-up periods, we note, first, an increase, from 26.8

82 Appendix B, 74.
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per cent in the sccond five-year follow-up period to 366 in the
third, in the proportion of non-offenders. Furthermore, among
thosc who were criminalistic in each period, there was a decrease in
the proportion of serious offenders, from 56.6 to 47.8 per cent; while
the proportion of minor offenders increased from 43.4 to 52.2 per
cent.”® In this connection, it should be recalled that by the end of
the second follow-up span these men averaged twenty-four years of
age, and by the end of the third period, twenty-nine.

The changes which occurred between the two periods are more
clearly seen from a case-by-case analysis. Of the 230 men who had
been non-offenders in the second follow-up span and whose be-
havior during the third period could be determined, the high pro-
portion of 94.3 per cent continued to be non-offenders in the third
period, 3.1 per cent became munor offenders, and 2.6 per cent be-
came serious crimnals. Thus indicates a highly desirable persistence
of reformation among offenders who have abandoned criminal
ways of behavior at a relanrvely early period in theer lives.

The record of the petty offenders 1s not as encouraging, though
not too bad. Of the 261 men who were minor offenders during
the second follow-up span, 72.8 per cent continued to be such in the
third five years, 22.6 per cent became non-offenders, while 4.6 per
cent developed into serious offenders.

The record of the serious offenders is of course even less encour-
aging; for of the 341 men who 1n the second follow-up period were
still commutting major crimes, 68 per cent continued to be serious
offenders in the third, 21.7 per cent became minor offenders, and
only 10.3 per cent completely abandoned their careers of crime.

PRINCIPAL COMPONENT OF MISCONDUCT

The classification of a third (34.9 per cent) of our 540 men as
serious offenders was based on their convictions for major crimes;
in 5.4 per cent on the fact that they were incarcerated in penal in-
stitutions in the third period for felonies committed in the second
period; in 5.0 per cent on the fact that they were arrested for serious
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offenses which, though not followed by conviction, should have re-
sulted so because the men involved were definitely known to be
guilty of serious crimes. A few men (2.6 per cent) were judged
serious offenders by reason of commussion of unofficial major
crimes, and so were included 1n this classification even though they
might actually have been convicted of only minor offenses.

Over half the 540 offenders were not classified as serious offend-
ers, for they had not been arrested or convicted for serious crimes,
were not in penal insuitutions for serious offenses, and had not been
dishonorably discharged from the Army or Navy; neither had they
committed any serious crimes for which they might have been ar-
rested. They were, however, categorized as minor offenders, by
reason of convictions for pettv crimes in 40 3 per cent of the cases,
because of arrests for minor offenses and the commussion of un-
official minor offenses 1n 55 per cent, and because of commission
of minor offenses for which they were not arrested in 6.3 per cent®

Comparing the various groups that make up the larger groups
of serious offenders in the two periods, we find a decrease in the
proportion of men judged serious offenders by virtue of conviction
for major crimes, from 41.6 per cent in the second period to 34.9 in
the third; a slight decrease, from 6 to 5 per cent, in those classed as
serious offenders by reason of arrests for felonies not followed by
convictions; a shght decrease, from 4.3 to 2.6 per cent, in the pro-
portion of those judged serious offenders on the basis of the com-
mission of serious offenses for which they were not arrested; and a
slight increase, from 4.1 t0 5.4 per cent, among those judged serious
offenders because they were serving time in penal institutions on
sentences imposed in the period immediately preceding. The per-
centage judged delinquent primarily because of dishonorable dis-
charge or desertion from the Army or Navy dropped from 1.2 in
the second period to zero in the third. Increases occurred in the per-
centage of those judged delinquent because of convictions for mi-
nor offenses, from 32.9 in the second period to 40 3 in the third; in
the percentage judged delinquent on the basis of arrests for minor
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offenses not followed by convictions, from 4.1 to 5.5; and on the
basis of the commission of minor offenses not resulting in arrest,
from 5.8 10 6.3.%°

MONTHS IN COMMUNITY

If 139 men are eliminated whose whereabouts durning the third
five-year span were partly or entirely unknown or who died during
that period, it appears that 598 (69.5 per cent) of 861 men lived 1n
the commumty throughout the third follow-up period. Thus, 1t
will be recalled, means that they were not incarcerated 1n peno-
correctional institutions, and did not spend any time in mental hos-
pitals or in hospitals for the chromcally disabled. Shightly over a
tenth of the group (115 per cent) resided 1n the community for
48 to 6o months, 5.8 per cent for 36 to 48 months, 4.6 per cent for 24
to 36 months, 4 3 per cent for 12 to 24 months, 2.2 per cent for less
than 12 months, while 2.1 per cent did not Iive 1n the community at
all during this third period The average length of free time spent
in the communuty by the men who were in institutions for part of
the five-year span was 35.74 (=£.73) months.*

A comparison of the length of time spent in the community by
the group during the second and third five-year follow-up periods
shows a shght increase, from 64.6 per cent in the second period to
69.5 per cent 1n the third, 1n the proportion who were able to reside
at liberty in the community throughout the five years Despite this
increase there was a shight reduction 1n the average number of
months spent 1n the community by those who were 1n institutions
of onc sort or another for part of each period, from 39.r months in
the second periad to 35.7 months in the third.*

Case-by-case comparison indicates that of 557 men who lived in
the community throughout the second five-year period and whose
whereabouts in the third were known, 88.2 per cent continued to do
so in the third: while of 126 men who lived outside institutions
from 4 to 5 years during the second period, 47.6 per cent spent the
entire five years of the third follow-up span “at liberty.” Of 66 men
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who lived in the community for 3 to 4 years of the second period,
almost a third (30.3 per cent) were not confined in penal or non-
penal institutions throughout the third period. Finally, of g7 men
who lived in the community for less than three years of the second
follow-up period, only 165 per cent were allowed to reside in the
community throughout the third five-year period.

The above analysts discloses a continuing increase 1n the propor-
tion of non-offenders among our onginal group of 1,000 juvenile
delinquents. By the end of the third follow-up period, when they
had reached an average age of twenty-mine years, more than a third
had reformed. Even the conduct of those who continued to recidi-
vate had improved, showing a still further dechine 1n serious crims-
nality in the third period compared with the second Whether this
improvement will continue or has reached its peak 1s a matter that
can be answered only by pursuing further the careers of these men.
This is, however, not within the compass of the present work.
When another five or ten years have elapsed we may have at least
a partial answer to this question.



Chapter VII
TREND OF CONDUCT

IN the four preceding chapters we have described the behavior of
our juvenile delinquents from childhood through three succes-
sive five-year periods after their handling by the Boston Juvenile
Court and 1ts afhhated community agencies. It will be recalled that
these lads were of an average age of nine years and seven months
when they showed the first signs of delinquency; we have traced
their criminal careers from these early years until their age aver-
aged twenty-nine years." The method of comparing their behavior
in each of the three five-year periods with that 1n the period 1m-
mediately preceding 1t has given us some 1dea of these changes, but
we cannot clearly define the #rend 1n their conduct untl we com-
pare their behavior during the three five-year periods with their
conduct before they appeared in the Boston Juvenile Court.

TREND OF ARRESTS

The average age of the group at the time of the arrest for which
they were brought before the Boston Juvenile Court was thirteen
and a half years. Some two-thirds of the lads (62 5 per cent) had
been apprehended one or more times prior to that particular arrest.
The proportion arrested reached its peak during the first follow-up
span, at which time 79.8 per cent were arrested. At the end of that
period our youths were of an average age of nineteen years, almost
three-fourths of them (70.8 per cent) being still under twenty-one.
In the second follow-up period, there was a drop to 66.1 per cent in
the proportion of those arrested, and a sull further drop to 57.9 per
cent in the third five-year period, by the end of which the men
were an average age of twenty-nine years.”

The increase in the proportion of youths arrested during the first

1 See Appendix C, 1, for age distribunion 1n each peniod

2 Appendix C, 2 Doubtless the decrease 15 due partly to increasing facihity 1o avoiding
arrest.
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follow-up period over those arrested prior to their Court appear-
ance was accompanied by an increase in the average number of
arrests among those arrested, from 2.3 arrests in the earlier years to
3.4 during the first follow-up period. Despite the fact that there was
a decline in the proportion of youths arrested thereafter, the average
number of arrests among those actually apprehended 1n the suc-
cessive periods was about the same as in the first follow-up span—
3.7 in both the second and third follow-up periods.®

However, these increases 1n the proportion arrested and in the
average number of arrests were not accompanied by any nse in the
frequency of arrests among those who were apprehended more
than once The average frequency of arrests 1n the pre<court period
was onc in 10.5 months, as compared with one arrest in 14 months
during the first follow-up period. After that, however, there was a
slight increase 1n the average frequency of arrests among those ap-
prehended more than once, from one arrest in 14 months 1n the first
five-year period to one 1n 13 months 1n the second and one in 125
months in the third. This secems to indicate that, although fewer of
the men were arrested as thev grew older, those who continued to
come into conflict with the law were intensifving their antisocial
behavior.*

The passing of the vears has also witnessed a marked change in
the nature of the offenses commutted by our vouths. This 1s shown
in the reasons for their arrests. The most notable change 1s adecrease
in the proportion of arrests for property crimes (larceny, pick-
pocketing, burglary, and similar offenses), the decline being from
62.9 per cent of all arrests before the Juvenile Court appearance to
48.7 in the first follow-up period, to 24.6 in the second, and down
to 18.2 in the third. On the other hand, a marked rise took place in
the proportion of arrests for drunkenness. There were none atall in
the carlier years, 9.3 per cent during the first follow-up period, 29.0
in the second, and 43.0 in the third. Time has thus clearly defined
the chronic alcoholics.

Because of the smallness of numbers involved, other changes in
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the nature of arrests which have occurred with the passing of the
years may be regarded as of relatively minor significance. For cx-
ample, sex crimes increased from .3 per cent in the early years to
2.6 during the third five-year period; offenses against the family
(neglect or non-support) rosc from none 1n the ecarly years to 3.3
per cent in the third five-year period; arrests for drug using from
none in the early years to .6 per cent in the third follow-up period;
crimes agamst the person (mainly assault and battery) from 2.5 per
cent previous to the appearance of the boys in the Boston Juvenile
Court to 6.8 during the third follow-up period. The proportion of
arrests for crimes against the public welfare, such as violation of
license laws, traffic laws, and hiquor laws, gaming, and vagrancy,
has remained about stationary. Naturally, a marked drop occurred
in distinctly juvenile offenses such as truancy, stubbornness, un-
manageableness, and malicious mischief®

Turming now from a consideration of the changes 1n the nature
of the offenses for which our youths were arrested to the changes
in the proportion of youths arrested for each particular offense, we
find a sharp reduction in the proportion apprehended for property
crimes. In the early years, 76.6 per cent of the original group of
juvenile delinquents were arrested for crimes against property, and
almost a like proportion, 74.8 per cent, continued to be arrested for
such crimes during the first follow-up period. However, there was
afalling off during the second follow-up period to 50.9 per cent, and
during the third to but 42.4 per cent.

This decrease is largely offset by the rising proportion arrested for
drunkenness, from none 1n the early years to 13.4 per cent during
the first follow-up period, up to 35.3 during the second, and to 46.3
during the third. The decrease in the ratio of property offenders
was further offset by a steady rise in the percentage of youths appre-
hended for the commussion of sex offenses of one sort or another—
.6 per cent in the carly years, 4.7 in the first follow-up period, 7.9 in
the second, and 9.6 in the third. These sex offenses ranged from
fornication or adultery to rape and pathological sex crimes. There
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also occurred a steady rise in the proportion of men arrested for
neglect or non-support of their wives or children, the increase being
from none in the early period to .9 per cent in the first five years
(when a few of them were old enough for marriage), to 6.0 during
the second, and to 8.8 1n the third.

From their early years until the end of the second follow-up pe-
riod, when the group averaged twenty-four years of age, an in-
creasing proportion of those arrested were apprehended for offenses
against the public welfare, 32.7 per cent in the early years, 43.7 dur-
ing the first follow-up period, and 58.8 during the second. How-
ever, there was a shght decline during the third five years, when
50.2 per cent of all those arrested were apprehended for crimes
against the public welfare. A similar trend 1s to be seen in the pro-
portion of youths arrested for crimes against the person (mainly
assault and batterv). In the early vears, 4.8 per cent of the young
delinquents were apprchended for such offenses, 12.4 per cent dur-
ing the first follow-up period, and 24.3 per cent during the second,
followed by a slight reduction, to 21 2 per cent, during the third
five-year period. Considered 1n the light of the sharp decrease in
property crimes, this may be indicative of a general quieting down
in the turbulence and aggressiveness of the offenders, probably
attributable to temperamental and other changes due to increasing
age and to growing experience.’

All 1n all, therefore, 1t 1s evident that the peak of arrests in this
group of juvenile delinquents was reached roughly during the aver-
age age span fourteen to nincteen years. And the commussion of
property crimes, characteristically begun in their carly years, ex-
tended with about uniform vigor through an average age of nine-
teen years, after which there was a sharp decline in this type of
offense. This drop has been largely absorbed by a rise 1n the propor-
tion of those arrested as drunkards, vagrants, and offenders against
the person. However, although the drunkards among our group
are still on the increase, offenders against the public welfare and
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against the person appear to have reached their peak in the age
span nineteen to twenty-four years.

TREND OF DISPOSITIONS BY COURTS

With the passing of the years, a considerable change has occurred
in the dispositions made by the courts of the offenses for which our
men were arrested. Before the appearance of our 1,000 juvenile de-
linquents in the Boston Juvenile Court, only 7.6 per cent of all their
arrests had resulted 1in commitments to peno-correctional institu-
tions; but during the first follow-up period 30.6 per cent of all the
arrests ended in commitments.” Apparently judges were most in-
clined to send our youths to institutions when the boys were in the
average age span of fourteen to nineteen years; for during the sec-
ond five-year follow-up period, when they averaged nineteen to
twenty-four years, the proportion of all the arrests that were fol-
lowed by commitments to peno-correctional establishments dropped
to 20.2 per cent and remained about the same, 22 o, during the third
follow-up period.

As was to be expected, when our youths first showed signs of de-
hinquent behavior, judges were inclined to place them on probation
rather than to incarcerate them. This 1s evidenced by the fact that,
in the period prior to the appearance of the boys 1n the Boston Ju-
venile Court. 44.6 per cent of all their arrests resulted in probation;
in the first five-year follow-up period the use of probation declined
to 17.4 per cent, during the second follow up period to 8.7, and dur-
ing the third to 6.2.

In the carlier stages of the delinquent careers of our youths, like-
wise, judges obviously resorted more frequently to the filing of
cases, perhaps on the theory that their early offenses were of an
“accidental” character, for which there was, therefore, no need to
impose severe punishment; for prior to the appearance of these
boys in the Boston Juvenile Court, 27.8 per cent of all their arrests
had resulted in the filing of the charges against them without fur-

7 Including commitments to the Department for Defecuve Delinquents in Massachusents.
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ther action. This proportion dropped to 16.6 per cent of all arrests
during the first follow-up period, and remained about the same
throughout the later years—13.9 during the second follow-up period
and 15.9 during the third.

In earher years before the contact of the boys with the Boston
Juvenile Court, only a very small percentage of arrests (5.2) re-
sulted n the payment of fines. There was an increasing resort with
the passing of the years to this mild form of punishment; for dur-
ing the first follow-up period 13 g per cent of all the arrests resulted
in fines, and during the second. 27.5. However, 1n the third five-
year follow-up period the percentage dropped to 19.8 per cent.

Comparatively, the use of probation under suspended sentence
has been limited as a disposition of the arrests of our group of de-
linquents. In the ime preceding their appearance before the Boston
Juvenile Court, onlv 6.3 per cent of all the arrests were thus dis-
posed of ; during the first follow-up period 9 4. during the second
5.4, and during the third 70 There was also only a very shght re-
course to the nol-prossing of cascs: .2 per cent in the early years,
.7 during the first follow-up period. and 2.0 during both the second
and third follow-up periods. There was, hikewise, relauvely lhittle
resort to a finding of “No bill”: none in the carly vears, .6 per cent
during the first follow-up period, 1.9 during the second, and 1.5
during the third.

A rise in the proportion of arrests for drunkenness that resulted
in the release of the offender by a probation officer without court
appearance, from none 1n the early years to 9.3 per cent in the third
period, is of course explanable by the increasing number of arrests
for drunkenness with the passing of the years.

Perhaps the growing ratio of arrests resulting in a finding of
“Not guilty” was due to more experience on the part of these offend-
ers with court methods and to the greater use of lawyers to defend
them; for in the carly years and during the first follow-up period
slightly over 8 per cent of the arrests among the juvenile delin-
quents resulted in a finding of “Not guilty” (or not delinquent),
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while during the sccond follow-up period, 15.9 per cent of all ar-
rests resulted in acquittals, and in the third five-year period 16.3.

By and large, therefore, it can be said that in the years prior to the
contact of these boys with the Boston Juvenile Court, the courts at-
tempted constructive extramural treatment 1n the form of proba-
tion. During the first follow-up period they turned more to incar-
ceration, largely in correctional schools, reformatories, and prisons.
Thercafter they tended more toward disposing of arrests by fining
or release.’

Considering, now, the dispositions of all arrests in the three suc-
cessive periods, from the point of view of the number of youths
undergoing each type of sentence rather than on the basis of the
dispositions of individual arrests, we see more clearly the changes
that occurred with the passing of the years. During the period prior
to the appearance of these youthis in the Boston Juvenile Court, 11.2
per cent of the group were commutted to peno-correctional institu-
tions (new sentences only). During the first follow-up period the
proportion increased markedly, nsing to 49.3 per cent. This ratio
has been stcadily maintained: during the second follow-up period
41.2 per cent of the youths recesved one or more new sentences to
peno-correctional institutions and during the third 43.7 per cent.
There was a sharp progressive decline, however, in the proportion
of offenders placed on straight probation (without suspended sen-
tence), from 63.0 per cent in the early years to 42.5 during the first
follow-up period, to 26.4 during the second, and to 21.2 during the
third.

In their carly years, somewhat over 2 tenth of these youths, 11.9
per cent, were placed on probation with suspended sentence of im-
prisonment. This proportion increased markedly during the first
follow-up period, when 25.6 per cent of the youths were given this
form of treatment. Far fewer offenders had their arrests disposed of
in this way during the second five-year period, however, when only
15.9 per cent of all those arrested were placed on probation under
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suspended sentence. The third follow-up period saw a slight rise, to
20.2 per cent.

Only 9.6 per cent of the young offenders were fined in the early
part of their delinquent careers, while during the first follow-up
period 26.8 per cent had their cases disposed of in this way. The
proportion increased very sharply, to s1.9 per cent, during the sec-
ond follow-up period, but dropped to 40.6 per cent during the third.
The proportion of delinquents whose cases were disposed of by a
filing of charges against them remained about the same throughout
the years: 32.4 per cent in the peniod prior to the appearance of the
boys before the Juvenile Court, 38.1 during the first follow-up pe-
riod, 36.7 during the second five years, and 39 during the third.

There was a steady rise over the years in the proportion of delin-
quents released by the probation officer (without formal court ap-
pearance) on charges of drunkenness, and also 1n the proportion
found “Not guilty.” In the earher period of their delinquent careers
none of the boys had been released by the probation officer, for the
obvious reason that nonc of them had been arrested for drunken-
ness at that ume. During the first follow-up period, 4.5 per cent of
the delinquents were released by a probation officer, and this per-
centage rose to 12.2 during the second follow-up period, and to 20.8
during the third. “Not gwlty” (or not delinquent) was the verdict
obtained by 14.9 per cent of the group during the early years. This
percentage rose to 22.4 during the first follow-up period, to 36.7 dur-
ing the second, and to 39.4 during the third.

There was an increasc, also, up to the end of the second five-year
follow-up period, in the proportion of offenders whose cases were
nol-prossed or disposed of by a finding of “No bill,” but a slight
dropping off in the third period. Less than one per cent had charges
against them nol-prossed in the carly years of their delinquencies.
The percentage rose to 2.1 during the first five-year period and to
7.6 in the sccond and dropped to 6.9 per cent in the third. Because
of the non-criminal procedure in juvenile courts none of the young
delinquents had his case disposed of by 2 finding of “No bill” dur-
ing the carly years; in the first follow-up period 2 per cent of the



TREND OF CONDUCT 83

youths had their cases so disposed of, this proportion rising to 7.1
per cent during the second five-year span, and dropping to 4.7 dur-
ing the third.

An interesting related finding is the shift which occurred as the
years passed in the type of court disposition most often experienced
by those who commutted crimes. During the early days of their de-
linquent careers, the largest proportion of offenders, 63 per cent,
were placed on prabation; while during the first follow-up period
the major proportion, 49.3 per cent, received new sentences to peno-
correctional institutions, mostly truant and correctional schools.
During the second five-year period the highest ratio of offenders,
51.9 per cent, had their cases disposed of by fines; while during the
third follow-up span the largest proportion of offenders, 43.7 per
cent, were 1n the group who were given new sentences of 1mprison-
ment. It should be remember~d in this connection that, with the
increasing proportion of drunkards, a rise occurred in short-term
jail sentences. This partly accounts for the fact that commitment
holds first place among all possible dispositions of arrests in the
third follow-up period.’

The proportion of convictions following arrests has remained
fairly stationary throughout the delinquent careers of our youths.
In the years prior to their contact with the Boston Juvenile Court,
93.2 per cent of all their arrests resulted in convictions or findings
of delinquency, during the first follow-up period g7 g per cent re-
sulted 1n convictions, during the second g2 g per cent, and during
the third g1 per cent.™

The average number of convictions among those arrested one or
more times rose from 2.2 in the early years to 3.1 during the first
follow-up period, and remained about the same during the second
follow-up period (3.3), and during the third (3.2)." However, the
average frequency of convictions among those arrested more than
once dropped from one in 11.4 months in the earlier years to one in
15.1 months during the first follow-up span, and has remained
about the same throughout the subsequent years, one conviction in
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15.4 months occurring in the second follow-up period, and one in
15 months during the third.*

TREND OF PENO-CORRECTIONAL EXPERIENCES

Considering next the changes which have occurred with the pass-
ing of the years in the incidence and nature of the peno-correctional
expeniences and 1n the amount of time spent behind walls, we note
first that 7 per cent of our group were 1n correctional institutions
during their early vears. This proportion mounted to 45 per cent
during the first follow-up period, dropped to 34.4 during the sec-
ond, and further to 30 during the third.

The average number of peno-correctional experiences among
these youths in their carly years was 1.7. It rose to 2 during the first
five-year period and has remained the same It should be noted, of
course, that while fewer of our youths have been incarcerated with
the passing of the years, the average number of peno-correctional
experiences among those who were imprisoned has remained
constant.”®

The passing of the vears did, however, shightly increase the aver-
age number of months spent by the offenders 1n peno-correctional
institutions. In the earlier years and through the first and second
follow-up periods, the average was 18 to 19.5 months; during the
third follow-up span it rose to 23 months.™

There was a marked change over the years in the nature of the
peno-correctional experiences of our youths, which 1s readily ex-
plainable on the ground of age. In the early years, for example,
when the boys were thirteen and a half years on the average, 95.7
per cent of all their commitments were to truant and correctional
schools. During the first follow-up period, this figure dropped to
26.4 per cent. A fifth (21.9 per cent) of all commitments during this
period were served in reformatorics; 21.2 per cent in jails, houses of
correction, or state farms; and 6.9 per cent in prisons. During the
second follow-up period a still further change occurred in the nature
of the peno-correctional experiences: there was a drop to 14 per cent
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in truant or correctional school experiences, an increase to 31.3 per
cent in terms spent in reformatories, and an increase to 52.4 per
cent in commitments to jails, houses of correction, or state farms.
A marked increase, to 23.1 per cent, also occurred in the proportion
of terms served 1n prisons. In the third five-year follow-up period,
there was a drop to 18.3 per cent in the proportion of reformatory
incarcerations; but a continuing increase to 41.2 per cent in terms
served 1n prisons, as well as an increase to 61.5 per cent in those
spent 1n jails. Naturally, in the third five-year period there were no
commitments or revocations to truant or correctional schools, be-
cause by that time our youths were all too old for such commit-
ments.”

Before summanzing the trend 1n the behavior of our young men,
it should be pointed out that 1n the pre-court period 93.2 per cent
of them were not impnisoned and did not spend any time in men-
tal hospatals or 1n hospitals for the chronically 1ll. The same may be
said of 54.6 per cent of the youths during the first follow-up period,
of 64 6 per cent duning the sccond, and of 69.5 per cent during the
third. The number of months spent at large (that is, not in prisons
or hospitals for the mentally diseased or chronically 1ll) by those
who were not resident in the community throughout each five-year
penod decreased from an average of 41.5 during the first five-year
period, to 39 1 during the second, and to 35.7 during the third.*®

TREND OF DELINQUENCY AND CRIMINALITY

After this review of the changes that occurred 1n the arrests, con-
victions, and pchorrcctnonal experiences of our offenders from
their early years to the time when they averaged twenty-nine years
of age (at the end of the third five-year follow-up period), it should
be helpful to summarize bricfly the chief features of the trend in
their conduct.

First should be recalled the encouraging finding of a steady
increase in the proportion of those who abandoned their criminal-
istic activities altogether. Thus, during the first follow-up period,

38 Appendix C, 15 18 Appendix C, 14.
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only 14.6 per cent of the entire group could be classified as non-
offenders (which means that they did not commit cither official or
unofficial offenses) ; by the second follow-up span this percentage
had risen to 26.8, and by the third to 36.6."°

Secondly, even among the men who remained criminalistic
throughout the years, there was a notable and on the whole favor-
able change 1n the character of thesr offenses. It will be recalled
that the differenuation made for the purposes of this research be-
tween “serious” and “minor” offenders is essentially one between
felons and misdemeanants. There was a decrease 1n the proportion
of serious offenders among those who continued to violate the
criminal laws throughout the years, from 77.4 per cent of all delin-
quents during the first follow-up period, to 56 6 during the second,
and to 47.8 during the third: and an increase 1n minor offenders
from 22.6 per cent of all the delinquents during the first follow-up
span, to 43.4 during the second, and to 52.2 during the third."®

The change in the predominant character of the delinquencies
of our offenders with the passage of time 1s significant. Property
crimes, for example, were the typical offenses of 71.1 per cent of all
our young delinquents before their appearance 1n the Boston Ju-
venile Court. During the first follow-up period this proportion
dropped to 65.5 per cent. while during the second period only 39.2
per cent of the youths commutted offenses mainly against property;
and the ratio was still further reduced to 31.5 per cent during the
third five-year period. There was also a marked decrease in such
offenses as running away from home, truanting, malicious mischief,
stubbornness, and like offenses, which are of course distinctly ju-
venile acts. Sex offenses increased only shghtly as typical and
characteristic forms of misbehavior. But in the characteristic com-

17 Appendix C, 20

18 Appendix C, 18 Sec also Appendix C, 17 It should be noted that, except for the
penind prior to the appearance of these bavs in the Bostan Juvemle Court, when the delin-
quenaies of 63 3 per cent of the group were based on actua) srrests or on other “officaally”
recognized mubehavior (such as dishonorable discharge or escape from insttutions), some
93 per cent of the offenders in cach of the three five-yesr follow-up perinds were judged
delinquent because of the commission of crimes that were given official cognizance by
agencics of the law See Appendix C, 16
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mission of offenscs against the public welfare, safety, and policy
(such as vagrancy, being present at gaming, violation of liquor
laws, violation of license laws, and the like), and of drunkenness,
there was a marked increase with the passing of the years. For only
2.2 per cent of our juvenile delinquents had been mainly offenders
against the public welfare during therr early years, but the propor-
tion rosc to 10.7 per cent during the first follow-up span, and to 22.6
during the second, with but a shight drop, to 19.9, during the third
five-year period. Drunkenness as a predominant offense rose from
no incidence during the early years to being the charactenistic of-
fense among 4.2 per cent of all offenders 1n the first follow-up pe-
riod, 16.6 in the second, and 23.7 1n the third.*

In view of the fact that so large a proportion of these youths were
predominantly offenders against property before their appearance
n the Boston Juvenile Court, it is worth noting that 35.2 per cent
of the property offenders had become non-delinquent by the be-
ginning of the third follow-up period, 12.5 per cent had become
predominantly offenders against the public welfare, 15.5 developed
nto drunkards, 2.6 cvolved into offenders against the family, 1.4
into sex delinquents, 1.4 into offenders against the person, .4 (2
men) into drug addicts, 5.8 into “varied” offenders. Only 25.2 per
cent of the ongnal group of early offenders against property con-
tinued to commit such offenses during the third five-year follow-up
period.

Nevertheless, only 109 of the original group of 1,000 were non-
delinquents throughout the three follow-up spans, while 226 were
serious offenders, and 88 were minor offenders throughout the
fificen years. Further, 67 of the entire original group were serious
delinquents during the first and second five-year periods and minor
offenders during the th ird; g5 were serious offenders during the first
five-year period and minor delinquents during the second and
third; 40 were minor offenders during the first follow-up period
and non-delinquents during the second and third; 23 were minor
offenders during the first and second five-year spans and non-delin-

19 Appendix C, 19
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quents during the third; 67 were serious criminals during the first
follow-up period but non-offenders during the second and third;
36 of the 1,000 youths were serious criminals during the first five-
year span, minor offenders during the second, and non-delinquents
during the third; and 27 were serious oftenders during the first and
second periods, and non-offenders during the third. In addwion,
there are 40 vouths whom we have termed “erratic™ in their be-
havior in that they did not progress from more to less serious delin-
quency, or to non-delinquency.™

The above enumeration accounts for the behavior of 818 youths
whose delinquencies were known throughout the three five-year
follow-up periods In 155 of the 1,000 cases 1t was not possible, for
one reason or another (unknow n, “mapplicable.” dead), to describe
the behavior of the vouths 1 all the three follow-up periods, al-
though their conduct was ascertainable in one or another of them
In only 27 cases out of the 1,000 was the behavior of our vouths
entirely unknown throughout the three follow-up periods.®

AGE AT WHICH CONDUCT CHANGES OCCURRFD

It is important to know at approximately what age the vouths
changed from the commussion of serious to the commussion of mi-
nor offenses, and hikewise at what age delinquent behavior was
abandoned entirelv. Of 293 youths who were onginally serious
offenders but became minor delinquents before the end of the fif-
teen-year span (and it was possible to determine at what age), 34.8
per cent were still under seventeen vears old when they began to
commit minor offenses, 32.6 per cent were between seventeen and
twenty-onc, 21.5 per cent were between twenty-one and twenty-
five, and 11.3 per cent were twenty-five or older Their average age

20 Two of this group, for example, were non-dehinquents dunng the first and second
five-year penods, but senous offenders m the third, 2 were aunor offcnders duning the firs,
serious delinquenty during the second, and non-delinquents 10 the third penod, 6 were
seninus offenders in the first five vears, minor offenders in the second, and again senous
offenders in the third. 4 were munor delinquents duning the first and second five years, but

senious offeaders sn the thard, and so on
51 Appendix B, 75
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at change from the commission of serious to the commission of
minor offenses was 18.86 (=£.16) years.”

There were 312 youths who were definitely non-delinquent by
the beginning of the third follow-up period, and 6 more who be-
came non-delinquent after the beginning of the third period. In
6.0 per cent reformation occurred when they were still under twelve
years old, 1n 13.8 per cent between twelve and fifteen, 1n 23.6 per
cent between fifteen and eighteen, in 22.6 per cent between eight-
ecen and twenty-one, 1n 18.2 per cent between twenty-one and
twenty-four, 1n 12.9 per cent between twenty-four and twenty-seven,
and 1n 2.9 per cent between twenty-seven and thurty. The average
age of reformation of these 318 youths was 18.49 (==.17) years.®

* * * * *

The major and most encouraging finding of this chapter 1s that
with the passing of the years there was, among our oniginal group
of 1,000 delinquents, both a decline 1n criminality and a decrease
1n the seriousness of the offenses of those who continued to com-
mut crimes How account for these changes in behavior > What roles
have age and 1ts accompamments played 1n influencing improve-
ment 1n the conduct of these offenders? To this and related ques-
tions we shall turn our attention 1n the next four chapters.

22 Appendix B 76 2% Appendix B, 77



Chapter VIII
AGE, MATURATION, AND CHANGES IN CONDUCT

N the previous chapters we described the changes that occurred

in the extent and nature of the delinquency of our 1,000 offenders
from the onset of their criminal careers in childhood until they
arrived at an average age of twenty-mine years. These changes are
in the direction not only of less delinquency 1n the group asa whole,
but of less serious crime among those who have continued their
criminal carecers.

In this chapter our first question 1s whether arrival at a particu-
lar age-span has any relation to the conduct of delinquents. Our
next concern, related to the first, 1s whether there is in this research
any evidence that maturation (regardless of the age when 1t occurs)
plays a major role in behavior changes, as was suggested in Later
Criminal Carcers.! In that work, which was a follow-up study of
the carcers of male Reformatory graduates oniginally reported on
in 500 Criminal Careers,® 1t was ascertained, from a correlation of
63 factors reflecting everv aspect of the lives of these men with the
changes in their behavior, that in the factor of maturation through
aging hes the most significant explanation of these changes. It was
further discovered that mental abnormalities were largelv respon-
sible for a blocking or retarding of the natural process of matura-
tion, and hence for persisting misconduct. The interested reader
is referred to Chapters IX, X, and X1 of Later Criminal Careers for
a full statement of the findings. which suggest not only that the
natural process of maturation mainly accounts for the improvement
in respect to criminal conduct, but that a very close relationship
exists between such improvement and improvement 1n respect to
other major activities of the offenders. such as industrial adjust-
ment, use of leisure, family life, and the like.

Because, in connection with One Thousand Juvenile Delinquents,

! Commmonwealth Fund, New York, 1937
T Alfred A Kpopf, New York, 1930.
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we limited our inquiry to the tracing of their antisocial behavior
and omitted from consideration their economic status, family rela-
tionships, employment history, use of leisure, and the like, we did
not have the data from which, in the present work, directly to deter-
mine the reasons for the changes in conduct with the passage of the
years.® However, there 15 indirect evidence—some of which will be
presented in the latter portion of this chapter and the rest in the
three succeeding chapters—that the maturation of the human or-
ganism which, 1n varying degrees, accompanies aging, when aided
by certain favorable factors, largely accounts for the improvement
which has occurred in the conduct of our offenders.

DELINQUENCY AND CHRONOLOGICAL AGE

Adverting now to the first concern of this chapter—namely,
whether arrival at a particular age-span is closely related to the
conduct changes of delinquents—we shall examine the behavior
of our 1,000 offenders 1n relation to their ages. But first it will be
well to have before us 1n Table 1 the transformations 1n the be-

TABLE 1. DEGREE OF CRIMINALITY IN FIRST, SECOND, AND THIRD
FOLLOW-UP PERIODS (PERCENTAGES)

FIRST SECOND THIRD

PERIOD PERIOD PERIOD
Non-cnminals 146 268 36.6
Muinor offenders 193 318 33.1
Serious offenders 66.1 41.4 303

Notr Denved from Appendix C, 20

havior of the group as a whole which have occurred with the pass-
ing of the years.

The question which is naturally raised at this point is whether
youths who arrved at a specific age-span (say, sixteen to twenty
years) during the first follow-up period showed the same propor-

8 The reasons for the above-menuoned himitation will be found 1n One Thowsand [u-
venide Delinguenss, p 4, note 3.
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tions of criminality and non-criminality as youths who did not
reach a like age-span until the second five-year follow-up period.*
The answer should throw hght on whether the behavior changes
that occurred are to any stignificant extent related to the charac-
teristics generally accompanying any particular age-span. Atten-
tion is directed to such a comparison in Table 2, from which it is

TABLE 2. COMPARISON OF CRIMINALITY IN AGE-SPAN SIXTEEN TO TWENTY
YEARS, IN FIRST AND SECOND FOLLOW-UP PERIODS ( PERCENTAGES)

FIRST SECOND

PERIOD PERIOD
Non-crimnals 129 317
Minor offenders 19.4 26 8
Serious offenders 677 415

clear that youths who were sixteen to twenty vears old during the
first five-vear period did not resemble 1n behavior youths who, hav-
ing begun their delinquencies earher in hife, did not arrive at the
age of sixteen to twenty vears until the second follow-up period.
Morcover, comparison of Table 2 with Table 1 indicates that much
the same gencral improvement occurred with the passage of five
vears among those who were sixteen to twenty years old 1n the first
and second pertods, respectively, as occurred 1n the entire group,
regardless of age. The same phenomenon is noted 1n Table 3, which

TABLE 3. COMPARISON OF CRIMINALITY IN AGF-SPAN TWENTY-ONE TO
TWENTY-FIVE YEARS, IN FIRST, SECOND, AND THIRD FOLLOW-UP
PERIODS { PERCENTAGES)

FIRST SECOND THIRD

PERIOD PERIOD PERIOD
Non-<criminals 181 25 4 38.0
Minor offenders 23.4 330 31.6
Senous offenders 585 41.6 30.4

4 No comparson could be made with souths of this age duning the third five-year fol-
low up penind breause, of course, none of our group were sull withun this low age-span by
the ume the third follow-up peniod was reached
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deals with those of our delinquents who became twenty-one to
twenty-five years old during each of the three successive follow-up
periods. The lack of relationship between arrival at a specific age-
span and change 1n conduct is confirmed in Table 3; for those of the
onginal 1,000 juvenile delinquents who were twenty-one to twenty-
five years old 1n each successive follow-up period did not resemble
rach other in incidence of criminal conduct And, again, with the
passing of the years, the same changes in behavior occurred within
this particular age-span as among the 1,000 offenders as a whole re-
gardless of age.

Still further evidence on this point 1s presented 1n Table 4 which

TABLE 4. COMPARISON OF CRIMINALITY IN AGE-SPAN TWENTY-SIX TO
THIRTY YEARS, IN SECOND AND THIRD FOLLOW-UP
PERIODS ( PERCENTAGES)

SECOND THIRD

PERIOD PERIOD
Non-criminals 27.3 36.5
Minor offenders 32.1 324
Serious offenders 406 31.1

NoTe Since only two youths were within this age-span during the first five-year follow-up
penod, they were omitted from consideration

shows behavior of the youths who were twenty-six to thirty years
old during the second follow-up period and those who did not enter
this age-span unul the third. As in Tables 2 and 3, we note that
offenders of like ages (now the twenty-six to thirty-year-olds) did
not resemble each other in behavior. With the passing of the years,
regardless of their age-span, there occurred the same general up-
ward trend 1n their conduct as took place in the group of 1,000
offenders as a whale.

All the above evidence tends to establish the point that, at least
so far as these particular offenders are concerned, the tendency to
settle down or become less aggressive in antisocial behavior is not
attributable to arrival at any particular chronological age-span. Not
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only does the internal evidence of this particular research show this
to be true, but it 1s confirmed by a comparison, in Table 5, of the
behavior of our 1,000 juvenile delinquents in the age-span twenty-
four to twenty-nine years with another sample of offenders—the

TABLE 5. COMPARISON OF CRIMINALITY OF JUVENILE COURT GROUP AND
REFORMATORY GROUP IN AGE-SPAN TWENTY-FOUR TO TWENTY-
NINE YEARS ( PERCENTAGES)

JUVENILE REFORMATORY
COURT GrOUP® croupt
Non-criminals 366 215
Minor offenders 331 316
Serious ofienders 303 469

® Denved from Appencix C 20
+ Denved from Later Crimunal Carecers Appendix D, Table s4 Actually thus group was
twenty -hAve to thirty years old

500 male criminals reported on in Later Criminal Careers—when
they were in the same age-span. Little resemblance between them
in conduct 1s shown.

If arrival at any parucular chronological age were of crucial sig-
nificance 1n changing the conduct of offenders, there ought to be
greater similarity between these two groups at similar ages. There
appears to be no question, therefore, that the charactenstics of par-
ticular age-spans do not bear a significant or direct relationship to
the behavior changes which have occurred 1n our offenders.

DELINQUENCY AND MATURATION

If the factor of age does not sausfactorily account for the change
in behavior with the passage of time, what other factors do? We
next turn our attention to evidence in Table 6, which is indirectly
confirmative of the finding in Later Criminal Careers that, not
arnival at any particular age, but rather the achrevement of adequate
maturation regardless of the chronological age at which st occurs,
15 the significant factor in the behavior changes of criminals.

After discovering that the offenders reported upon here and those
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described in Later Criminal Careers (which groups have been
studied with like care and by the same method) did not resemble
each other in behavior 1n similar age-spans, we found that there was,
however, a close resemblance between the conduct of the former

TABLE 6. COMPARISON OF CRIMINALITY OF JUVENILE COURT GROUP IN
AGE-SPAN TWENTY-FOUR TO TWENTY-NINE YEARS AND IN
REFORMATORY GROUP IN AGE-SPAN THIRTY TO
THIRTY-FIVE YEARS ( PERCENTAGES)

JUVENILE REFORMATORY
COURT GroUpP*® crourt
Non-crumninals 366 32.1
Minor offenders 33.1 33.9
Senious offenders 303 340

¢ Denved from Appendix B, 74
t Denved from Later Criminal Careers, Appendix C, Table 2-s51a

juvenile delinquents during their average age-span of zwenty-four
to twenty-nine years® and the ex-inmates of the Reformatory in
their average age-span of thirty to thirty-five years® This resem-
blance 1s shown in Table 6. Clearly, there was practically the same
distribution of non-criminals, minor offenders, and serious offend-
ers within the two groups, though there was a five-year average
age difference between them. This finding must be interpreted
in the light of the facts that the two groups of offenders were
drawn from different parts of Massachusetts (the juvenile delin-
quents oniginally came entirely from Boston, and the ex-inmates
of the Reformatory from cities and towns all over Massachusetts) ;
and that both groups had, since the onset of their criminal careers,
scattered to different areas” and had been subjected to many differ-

8 Appendix C, 1 The juvenile delinquents were 1n this age-span in the third five-year

follow-up peniod

* Later Crimnal Careers, Appendix C, 2~2, see also page 20 The adult ciminals were
1n this age-span dunng the second five-vear follow-up peniod

* For whereabouts of juvenile offenders at the end of the third five-year follow-up pe-
riod, see Chapter XXI1, p 235, and of Reformatory group, see Later Crimunal Careers, Ap-

pendix C. 3-H81b
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ent forms of peno-correctional treatment in different parts of
Massachusetts and in other states.

This close resemblance becomes even more significant 1n the light
of the following facts: Not only was there a five-year difference 1n
the average ages of the two groups of offenders at the time of
this resemblance n their conduct, but there was a difference of
some five years in the average age at which each group first became
delinquent the yjuvemle delinquent group were of an average age
of nine years and seven months old when they first showed signs of
antisocial behavior,® while the ex-inmates of the Reformatory were
fourteen years and nine months old at the first manifestations of
delinquency.” Moreover, there was a difference of about seven years
in the average age at which those in each group who reformed ac-
tually became non-offenders. The 318 juvenile dehinquents who be-
came non-offenders before the end of a third five-year follow-up
period did so when they were of an average age of 185 years;™
while the 118 Reformatory graduates who became non<dehinquent
before the end of a second five-vear follow-up period did so when
they were of an average age of 25.85 years ™ It wall be seen that the
difference 1n their average ages at the ime of reformaton s little
more than the difference 1n the actual ages of the two groups at
the ime when thev so closely resembled each other in dehinquent
conduct

To summarize, at a pont of resemblance n their criminal con-
duct,

(1) there is a five-year difference 1n the average ages of the two

groups of offenders;

(2) there 1s a difference of about five years in the average age at
which the two groups first showed signs of anusocial be-
havior;

(3) there is an average difference of seven years in the age at

® See One Thousand Jusenile Delinquents Appendix H, 57, and page 95

® Sce Later Crimenal Careers, Appendix C. 49 Sce alwo 500 Criminal Careers, page 143
Since the same degrer of care and intensity was used in tracing down the carfiest delin-

quenacs of the two groups, the difference 1n the ages at first delinquency 13 a real one
10 Appendns B, 77 ' Derived from Later Criminal Careers, p 108



AGE, MATURATION, AND CHANGES IN CONDUCT ¢

which those in each group who actually reformed became
non-criminal.

In the light of the facts already stated that these two groups of
offenders were drawn from different parts of Massachusetts and
were subjected to a different variety of peno-correctional treatments
over the years, the basic explanation for their resemblance in con-
duct at different age-spans seems to Lie in the fact that both groups
have the characteristics of being approximately the same distance
away from the onset of their delinquent behavior and, in the case
of those tn each group who reformed, of being, at the time of aban-
donment of therr crimnalistic conduct, approximately the same
distance away from the onset of their antisocial behavior.

Since the conduct of the two groups of offenders, who were
drawn from dufferent places, at different times, at different levels in
society's ofhcial apparatus for coping with criminality (i.e., juvenile
court and voung-adult reformatory), and who were studied enurely
independently once of the other, was so much alike at a time 1n
their lives when the two groups were found to be approximately the
same average distance away from the onset of their criminal careers,
we may reasonably conclude that, despite the varying influences to
which these two groups must have been subjected, there 15 some un-
derlying process in the hives of criminals related to their growth or
development from the time of onset of their delinquent behavior
which scems to play a basic role 1n the evolution and devolution of
their criminal careers. A further check on thus finding 15 the fact that
the two groups of offenders resembled each other not only 1n the
age-spans twenty-four to twenty-nine and thirty to thirty-five, re-
spectiveiy, but when five years younger—in the age-spans nineteen
to twenty-four and twenty-five to thirty, respectively.”

12 Ag shown by the following table:

JUVENILE DELINQUENT REFORMATORY
GROUP AT 19-24° GROUP AT 25-30t
Non criminals 268 21§
Minor offenders 318 316
Senous offenders 41 ¢ 469

* Denived from Appendix C, Table 20, Perod I1.
+ Derived from Later Cremenal Careers, Appendix D, 54, Period 1
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Our analysis leads to the significant conclusion, therefore, that
not age per sc, but rather the acquintion of a certasn degree of
what we have called “maturation” regardless of the age at which
thisis achicved among different groups of offenders,1s ssignificantly
related to changes in criminalistic behavior once embarked upon.
Some implications of this finding are discussed in Chapter XXII.

In an effort to glean some clues as to which factors facilitate or
hamper this underlying basic one of biologic maturation, we turn
our attention 1n the next three chapters to comparisons, regardless
of age, between (a) those juvenile offenders who reformed and
those who continued to be delinquent, (b) those among the re-
formed juvenie delinquents who abandoned their criminal con-
duct when sull under twenty-one and those who were older when
they became non-criminals, and (¢) those who became minor
offenders and those who remained serious offenders.

Before turning to the next chapter, however, it will be well to
pursuc the comparnison of the juvenile delinquents and the Re-
formatory graduates in various aspects of their criminal activities,
because it bears out the close resemblance of the two groups at a
time equidistant from the onset of their criminal careers. The reader
is again reminded that all the following comparisons of the ju-
venile delinquents and the Reformatory graduates refer to the be-
havior of the first group when they were of an average age of
twenty-four to twenty-nine years, and of the latter when they were
thirty to thirty-five years old; and, as just stated, at a stage when the
two groups were approximately the same average distance away
from the time of the onset of their delinquent careers.

Considening first, in Table 7, the nature of the offenses of both
groups as reflected 1n the reasons for their arrests, we find that the
only difference between them that may be of any importance 1s the
proportion of arrests for drunkenness, which was greater in the Re-
formatory group (51.3 per cent against 43.0 per cent). This is obvi-
ously explainable by the fact that this group was older and, there-
fore, more likely to indulge in drinking because the men had more
time to acquire the habit of alcoholism and because they had al-
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TABLE 7. NATURE OF ARRESTS OF JUVENILE COURT GROUP IN AGE-SPAN
TWENTY-FOUR TO TWENTY-NINE YEARS, AND OF REFORMATORY
GROUP IN AGE-SPAN THIRTY TO THIRTY-FIVE
YEARS ( PERCENTAGES)

JUVENILE REPORMATORY
COURT GROUP* crovupt

Qffenses against property 182 17.3
Offenses against chastity 26 1.8
Offenses against family and children 33 4.1
Offenses against public peace, morals,

welfare, etc 225 17.2
Drunkenness 430 51.3
Drug selling 6 1.2
Offenscs against the person 68 43
Other 3.0 2.8
Number of arrests 2,195 955

¢ Denived from Appendix B, 6o
t Denved from Later Criminal Careere Appendix C, Table 2-Hizs

ready passed the peak of maturation and were therefore dnifting
into less aggressive and less encrgenc forms of criminality

There are further significant similarities between the two
groups 1n average number and frequency of arrests, average num-
ber of convictions, dispositions of arrests, and average number of
penal experiences among those having such experniences; but there
1s a marked difference in the nature of their penocorrectional ex-
periences which 1s clearly due to statutory limitations on the com-
mitment of offenders of certain chronological ages to certain in-
stitutions.

During the respective periods in their lives that are under com-
parison, a like proportion of the juventle delinquents and Reforma-
tory graduates (57.9 per cent of the former and 55.1 per cent of the
latter) were arrested.”® We note this striking resemblance not only
between the proportion of offenders in each group who were ar-
rested, but also in the average number of their arrests. Our 1,000

18 Denved from Appendix B, 59, Later Criminal Careers Appendix C, 2-58.



100 JUVENILE DELINQUENTS GROWN UP

juvenile delinquents were apprehended an average of 358 (==.07)
times' in the age-span twenty-four to twenty-nine; while our Re-
formatory graduates were arrested an average of 3.71 (=£.12) tumes
in the age-span thirty to thirtv-five. There 15 a further striking re-
semblance between the two groups of oftenders in the average fre-
quency of arrests among those who were arrested more than once
during the periods 1n question. Our juvenile delinquents were ar-
rested an average of once every 12.58 months (=.27)."” while our
Reformatory graduates were arrested once 1n 12 5 months (== .45).

Turning to a comparison of the frequency of convictions among
juvenile offenders in the twenty-four to twentv-nine-year span and
the Reformatory graduates in the thirty to thirtv-five-year span, we
find a further striking resemblance between the two groups Al-
though this, and the next factor of dispositions (convictions and
sentences), reflects not the offenders’ conduct but the action of
courts toward such conduct. the close resemblance in the handling
of therr cases 1s significant in that it further confirms the recognition
of a strong similanty 1n the behavior of the two groups at the re-
spective periods in their lives which are under comparison

First, among the juvenile delinquents who were arrested more
than once. the average frequency of convictions was once 1n 1507
(==.29) months; while among the Reformatory graduates one con-
viction occurred every 1565 (==.48) months.'” Second, as Table 8
shows, there is a strong resemblance between the two groups in
the dispositions, by courts, of the arrests of the Juvende Court
group 1n the age-span twenty-four to twenty-nine and of the ex-
inmates of the Reformatory in the age-span thirtv to thirty-five,
when, as already emphasized, both groups of offenders were the
same average distance away from the onset of their antisocial be-
havior. This resemblance 15 doubly significant because, as already
stressed, the juvenile group were onginally drawn from Boston
while the Reformatory graduates came from various parts of the

3¢ Appendix C, 2 Later Crimunal Careers. p 62

18 Appendix C, 3. Laser Cnmnal Careers, p 64.
18 Appendix C, 8, Later Crirmnal Caveers, p 66
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TABLE 8. DISPOSITIONS OF ARRESTS OF JUVENILE COURT GROUP IN AGE-
SPAN TWENTY-FOUR TO TWENTY-NINE YEARS, AND OF RE-
FORMATORY GROUP IN AGE-SPAN THIRTY TO
THIRTY-FIVE YEARS ( PERCENTAGES)

JUVENILE REFORMATORY
COURT GROUP® Grouprt

Imprisonment (including recommutment

on revocation of parole) 22.0 307
Probation (including probation under sus-

pended sentence) 13.2 13.6
Fine (including commitment for non-pay-

ment of fine and resutuuon) 198 207
File 159 14.8
Release by probaton officer following ar-

rest for drunkenness 93 5.4
Nol-pros 20 1.2
No bill 15 7
Not guilty or released 16.3 129
Number of known dispositions 2,154 920

* Denved from Appendix B, 64
t Denived from Later Criminal Curcers, Appendix C, Table 2-Hi26

state of Massachusetts; the court’s recogmtion of this resemblance
i1s confirmed by the sinilarity of the sentences imposed on the two
groups. The only difference of any significance 1s the higher pro-
portion of institutional commitments in the older group of offend-
ers. The differences 1n the chronological ages (as opposed to what
mught be called “maturation ages™) of the two groups probably
accounts for thus, for proportionately more of the older group were
commutted to institutions on short-term sentences following drunk-
enness and proportionately fewer were released by the probation
officer.

Comparison of the peno-correctional experiences of our juvenile
delinquents in the age-span twenty-four to twenty-nine years with
the Reformatory graduates in the age-span thirty to thirty-five years
indicates a further close resemblance between them: 30 per cent of
the juvenile dehinquents and 36.8 per cent of the Reformatory
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graduates were in peno-correctional institutions during the period
in question." The slightly higher proportion in the Reformatory
group is obviously accounted for by the difference in the chrono-
logical age of the two groups. The older offenders experienced
more jail sentences, as is seen from Table g, owing to the fact that
they were to a greater extent drunkards and vagrants.

There 1s a difference, but only a small one, between the groups in
the average number of penal experiences—a2.14 (==.05) among the
juvenile delinquents and 2.72 (=:.12) among the Reformatory
graduates’—and 1n regard to the average number of months spent
in penal institutions: the juvenile delinquents were incarcerated
for an average of 2326 (==.74) months, and the Reformatory
graduates for an average of 24.26 (2:1 0s) months.”

Coming now to a comparison of the institutional experiences of
the two groups of offenders as shown 1n Table g, we note a marked

TABLE Q. INSTITUTIONAL EXPERIENCES OF JUVENILF COURT GROUP IN
AGE-SPAN TWENTY-FOUR TO TWENTY-NINE YEARS, AND OF
REFORMATORY GROUP IN AGE-SPAN THIRTY TO
THIRTY-FIVE YEARS ( PERCENTAGES )

JUVENILE REFORMATORY
COURT GROUP® crourt

Schools for feebleminded and institutions

for defective delinquents 3.2 7.4
Reformatories 15.1 17
Prisons 31 23.3
Jails s06 67.6
Number of penal expeniences 312 421

* Denived from Appendix B, 68
1 Denived from Later Crimunal Careers Appendix C Table 2-Hizg

difference in the nature of the institutional treatment of the two
groups, obviously due 1n large measure to the difference in their
17 Denved from Appendix B, 67; Later Criminal Careers, Appendix D, 46.

18 Appendix C, 12, Later Criminal Careers, Appendix D, 46
1? Appendix C, 13, Later Criminal Careers, Appendix D, 49
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chronological ages. This is due partly to a belated diagnosis of
mental defect in the older group and is also related to age limita-
tions in commitment laws. The large proportion of commitments
to institutions for mental defectives among the older group and in
commitments to reformatories in the younger group are clearly
attributable to the two influences mentioned above. On the other
hand, the high percentage of jail commitments among the older
men, with a corresponding decrease 1n prison commitments, is
partially attributable to the “setthing down” or deteriorative effect
of aging beyond the peak of maturation, which all persons sooner
or later experience.

" * * * »

In the foregoing analysis we have answered, at least partially, the
query whether 1t s primanly arnival at a particular age-span or
achicvement of a requusite degree of maturation, regardless of the
specific age-level at which this occurs, that explams the significant
improvament in the conduct of oftenders with the passing of the
years.*

Apparently abandonment of criminal conduct does not occur at
any speaific chronologic age-level, but rather after the passage of a
certain length of time from the point of first expression of defimite
delinquent trends. On the whole, 1if the acts of delinquency begin
very early 1n life, they are apparently abandoned at a relatively early
stage of manhood, provided various mental abnormalities do not
counteract the natural tendency to maturation that brings with 1t
greater powers of reflection, inhibition, postponement of 1immedi-
ate desires for more legitimate later ones, the power to learn from
experience, and hke constituents of a mature personality If, on the
other hand, the acts of delinquency begin in adolescence, the delin-
quent tendency scems to run its course into a later stage of adult-
hood, again provided the natural maturation process is not inter-

20 Not all factors significant in ongnal propensity to delinquency are necessanly sig-
nificant in determining at what stage criminahity will be abandoned. This distunction has
beea alluded to in our previous works
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fered with. In both instances, distribution of the delinquents into
comparable proportions of persistent offenders and non-offenders
occurs not at any particular age-level but rather during a quite
definite period beyond the age when delinquent impulses first ex-
press themselves in antisocial acts. In both instances, it appears that
if the offenders are to reform at all before the wasting effects of age
have intervened, their improvement in conduct occurs after they
have “gotten delinquency out of their systems,” as it were, that s,
after the antisoctal impulses have run their course; and this process
scemns to take about the same length of ume regardiess of’ whether
delinquent conduct first occurs 1n childhood or during adolescence

Obviously, many questions are raised by these findings, an-
swers to which the materials obtainable for this research cannot
give. Why s it, for example, that one group of offenders begin their
criminal carcers later than others® Do differences in ethnic onigins,
in intelligence, 1n temperament account for this** Or mav the ex-
planation be found in other differences® Much exploration would
be necessarv to arrive at the answers But 1t seems evident from
even the brief samphing reflected 1n footnote 21 that there are sig-
nificant differences between the two groups It may well be that
such differences in make-up account for the variation 1n average age
at which these two groups first embarked upon delinquent careers
The mportant points are, however, that with these differences
in the charactenistics of the two groups, their behavior, once they

21 A comparison of the nauvity of the parents of the twa groups indicated that twice the
proporuon of parents of the Reformatory group as of the Juvemic Court group were
pative born (27.2 per cent and 13 2 per cent) (Denved from soo Criminal Careers, p 118,
and One Thousang Juvemie Delinquensi p 303, Table 3)

Further, 2 companson of the inteliigence of the twn groups shows a hgher proporuon
of persons of normal intelhgence among the Juvenile Court group (41 6 per cent against
33 per cent) and a lower proporuon of definite)y ferbleminded (131 per cent against 20.6
per cent) (Denved from One Thossand Juvemie Delingments p 102 and sno Crimunal
Coreers, p. 156

A comparion of the mental condition of the two groups as axertained in thar early
years shows th- presence of mental disease or personality distorions of one sort or another
among a lower proportion of the Juvenile Court group than among the Reformatory gradu-
ates (55.7 per cent and 72 7 per cent) (Denved from One Thousand [uventle Delinguents,
p 310, Table 37, and Later Criminal Careers, p 376, Table 70 )
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have embarked on delinquency, follows a pattern largely deter-
mined by the underlying process of maturation,” and that this pat-
tern is uniform, being somehow related to the span of time inter-
vening between the average age of offenders at the origin of their
delinquency and the passage of a certain number of years there-
after. Two series of offenders, quite different 1n make-up and back-
ground and significantly different in the fact that one began to be
delinquent (on the average) five years before the other, have been
shown to resemble each other strikingly in conduct, noz at similar
ages, but rather at a sinular distance removed from the time they
began to be delinguent. This would seem to indicate that what
may be called, after Quételet,* “the propensity to crimmality” has
a more or less definite lite span regardless of the age at which de-
linquent behavior actually begins Of course, 1t may be that as the
two groups approach old age they will tend more and more to re-
semble each other in behavior, not at the same distance from the de-
linquent starting point. but rather at the same chronological age-
levels. But certainly in the segment of the hfe cycle so far analyzed,
1t seems claar that 1t s not arrival at a certain age that determines
the nature of delinquency, but rather arrival at a certain distance
from the age at which delinquency began.

Under such a theory, the age (on the average) at which delin-
quency begins 1s significant as fixing the point at which the symp-

22 To avend clumsiness of phraseology, we have not used the expressions “maturation-
diuntegrauon’ or “maturation-setthing down ™ Such expressions, however, mere accurately
express the processes imvolved, for it ts not only the achievement of a certain degree of
physical intellcctual emotional matunty and antegration that leads to abandonment of
criminalits or change to less aggressive and less senous forms of mishchavior on the part of
former offenders but the gradual loss of such qualities as imtiative, rechlessness, danng,
and physical health This matter 1s discussed 1n Chapter XXI1

8 M A Quetrlct, A T'reatise on Man and the Development of His Faculues, translated
from the French, 1642, p 82 “Suppusing men to be placed in similar circumstances, 1 cail
the greater or less probability of commitung cnime, the propensity to cnme . . 1 have
said that the arcumstances 1n which men are placed ought to be similar, that s 1o say,
equally favourable, both 10 the existence of objects hkely to excite the propenuty and in the
fachity of committing the cnme 1t 1s not enough that a man may merely have the intention
to do evil, he must also have the opportumty and the means Thus the propensity to cnme

may be the same 1n France as 1n England, without, on that account, the morality of the
nations being the same.”
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toms of abnormal functioning of the maturation process first
manifest themselves in the form of delinquent conduct of a kind
serious and consistent enough to be called to the attention of the
authorities. Given a sufficient period of tme, plus an equipment
not unfavorable, 1t may be expected that a significant proportion of
such offenders will abandon their criminality either because they
have achieved sufficient integration to seek more legitimate goals
for their desires or to inhibit or sublimate their antisocial impulses
or because they have passed the stage in which they had the energy
and daring to commut cimes Some who never achieve a sufficient
degree of maturauon unul thev have finallv lapsed into those forms
of antisocial behavior which require less and less energy, planful-
ness, and daring, such as drunkenness and vagrancy, will not aban-
don a life of crime. But those who do reform will do so after an
adequate maturation nme has elapsed since the first signs of delin-
quency, and this regardless of whether they were first delinquent
at around nine vears of age (on the average) or around fifteen.™
We shall discuss this concept further in Chapter XXII

24 The speaial class of offenders who do not really commut therr first cnnmas until they
are men of twenty-five or mare are unrepresented 1n the two senes under discussion, and

they probably represent quite 2 different type of person and different problems of cnimino-
genesis and reform



Chapter IX
COMPARISON OF REFORMED AND UNREFORMED
OFFENDERS

IN the previous chapter 1t was inferentially determined that the
biological process of maturation is the chief factor in the behav-
ior changes of crimmals. Whether, with the passage of time, cer-
tain factors—personal and social—in the early lives of our former
juvenile delinquents inhibited or accelerated the natural process
of maturation and the growing differentiation between the two
groups may be at least partially determined from a series of three
comparisons dealing with the characteristics of the delinquents at
the time of, or prior to, their appearance in the Boston Juvenile
Court. From comparisons between (1) those who reformed and
those who continued to recidivate; (2) those who reformed when
they were under twenty-one and those who did not reform unul
they were older; and (3) those who remained serious delinquents
and those who became minor offenders, there should at least
emerge suggestive clues to the factors which tend to aid or hamper
the biological process of maturation.

The first comparison s the subject of the present chapter.’ The
other two will be dealt with in the succeeding chapters.

UIn companng those juvenile delinquents who reformed dunng the fifteen-year span
with those who did not we are omutung from consideraton g0 youths whom we had to
demgnate as “erratic ' offenders dunng the fifteen-year span because thev did not definitely
progress from more to Jess senous delinquency or to non-dehnquency  Two of the 40 were
noa-dehnquents duning the first and second five-year follow-up periods and serious offenders
in the third, 2 were minor offenders dunng the first five-vear span, senous offenders dunng
the sccond, and non delinquents dunng the third, 5 were non delinquents duning the first
five years but scnous or minor offenders dunng the sccond and third Six were senous
offenders duning the first five vear span, munor i the sccond, and again serous n the
third; 4 were minor offenders dunng the first and second five years and senous offenders in
the third; § were minor offenders dunng the first five-year span and senous offenders dur-
ing the second and third, 4 were non-delinquents dunng the first and second follow-up
spans and munor n the third, one was 2 munor offender dunng the first five-year peniod,
non-delinguent duning the second. and minor duning the third, 4 were senous delinquents
during the firnt five-year period, non-dchinquents during the second, and again serious
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RESEMBLANCES

The factors in which the reformed and unreformed resemble
cach other must be considered neutral factors; they cannot hold
the explanation of the differences 1n the ultimate conduct of the
young delinquents who are under scrutiny. It 1s well to review
these resemblances, however, because, in a ncgative sense, they are
as important as the differences.

The two groups of bovs are in similar proportions white and
Negro. They resemble cach other in the average age of the younger
of their living parents, 1n the average difference between the ages
of their parents, and n the average age of the vounger of their
parents at time of marriage. The same proportion of those de-
hinquents who ultimately reformed as of those who continued to
recidivate had in childhood enjoved the affectionate regard of
their mothers. In both groups, also, the proportion of mothers
who had to work to supplement the familv income was the same.
The two groups further resemble cach other 1n being to an equal
extent the products of homes which had been broken by the de-
sertion, separation, divorce, or death of their parents before the
appearance of the bovs in the Boston Juvenile Court® The two
groups were to a uniform extent reared in homes and neighbor-
hoods 1n which the conditions of life were poor and difficult The
famihes from which the reformed and unreformed sprang were of
equal size, and the same percentage of each were compelled to
seck the aid of social welfare agencies during the childhood of the
boys.

offenders dunng the third, one was a non-delinquent dunng the first follow up penod, a
munor offender dunng the second, and again a non-dehnquent duning the third, one was
a senious offender dunng the first five-vear apan, a non-dehinquent in the sccond, and a
munor offender dunng the third, and 5 were non-delinquents dunng the first five yearn,
senous delinquents dunng the second, and minor duning the thsed

A companson of the charactenstcs of this group of 40 youths with the charactenuncs
of those who reformed during the fiftcen-year span, and in turn wath those who continued
to be serious or muinor offendens, indicates that the “erratc” offenders have certain char-
sctenstucs of cach one of these three groups It scemed best, therefore, to omat them from
consideration to insure the punty of the comparson

2 At that tme, 1t will be recalled, they were of an average age of thirtcen and a half

yeans.
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Those who reformed and those who continued to recidivate
were also alike in respect to health, as determined at the ume of
their examination in the Judge Baker Foundation Chnic. The two
groups had 1n equal proportion belonged to gangs n childhood or
had spent considerable time loafing 1n the streets with other boys.
And, finally, both groups began to work at the samc average age
and were in cequal proportion engaged 1n street trades during the
carhest years of their industrial activity.

SLIGHT DIFFFRENCES

There 15 a senies of very shght differences in the characteristics
of those juvenile delinquents who reformed during the fifteen-
year follow-up span and those who did not, to which 1t 15 well to
give separate consideranion In these respects, the differences 1n 1n-
adence of a parucular characteristic between the two groups are
betwcen 4 per cent and 10 per cent, and although these small indi-
vidual differences may of themselves be of little account, they are
of a kind which, cumulauvely, foreshadow a trend of significant
difference between the two groups.

The dchinquents who eventually reformed and those who did
not differed thus shightly as follows: A higher proportion of those
who reformed than of the unreformed were of foreign birth; the
parents of the former had not been in the United States for quite
as long a ume as the latter. The parents of the reformed group
had shghtly less formal schooling than the parents of the youths
who continued to recidivate—a finding explamned by the slightly
higher proportion of foreign-born parents among those offenders
who eventually reformed.

Continuing the comparison of shght differences between those
who reformed during the fifteen-year follow-up span and those
who continued to reaidivate, 1t is found that the former had, in
somewhat higher proportion than the latter, been reared by par-
ents whose conjugal relations were good, and that a shghtly
higher proportion of the fathers of the former had borne a real
affection for their sons. A higher percentage of the youths who re-
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formed than of the persistent offenders came from homes of rela-
tively comfortable economic status.®

More of the reformed than of the unreformed were reared in
homes in which the ideals were wholesome and in which there
was no delinquency among either their parents or therr brothers
and sisters; and the proportion of families in which there was a
history of mental discase or defect was somewhat lower in the
former group than among the persistent offenders.

A slightly hugher proporuon of the juvenile delinquents who
cventuallv reformed than of those who continued to recidivate
were first-born children. A shghtly lower proportion of the former
than of the latter suffered abnormal environmental experiences,
such as being separated from their homes because of conditions
sufficiently serious, unusual, or marked to create a breach 1n therr
family or communuty ties

As regards intelligence, 1t 1s found that a somewhat higher pro-
portion of those who reformed were of normat or superior intelli-
gence; and there was a slightly lower proportion of school retard-
ates in the reformed group

Those who eventually reformed had bad habits in childhood to
a slightly lesser extent than those who did not; and slightlv more
of the former had in childhood belonged to clubs and other super-
vised groups for the use of leisure time.

In regard to the age at first arrest of those who reformed and
those who did not, the former were somewhat older at the time of
their first arrest than were the recidivists; and in the reformed
group, also, shightly less time had elapsed between their first mis-
behavior and first arrest. One more factor of small difference is
found 1n the lower proportion of lone offenders' among those
who eventually reformed; among the reformed there were shghtly

8 In that there were suficaent resources 1n the family to maintain them for at least four
months if ther income ceased, most of these “comfortable”™ homes were only a lutle over
the poverty hine, however Scc Appendix A for defimtion of Economuc Srazus.

¢ As reficcted an the parucular offense which brought them before the Bostun Juvenile
Court
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more who had committed their offenses in the company of other

boys.

MARKED DIFFERENCES

We now come to a series of factors in which the differences be-
tween those who reformed during the fifteen-year span and those
who continued to be dehinquent are quite marked. Because these
differences reveal much of significance, it is well to present them
in detailed tabular form.

Furst, there are three factors which appear to reflect a difference
in the cthnic origin and associated background cultures of the re-
formed group and the readivists.

In Table 10 15 a comparison of the birthplace of the parents of

TABLE 10 RFFORMED AND UNRELFORMED' BIRTHPLACE OF PARENTS

(PERCENTAGES)
REFORMED LNREFORMED
Futhers Mothers Fathers Mothers
United States 155 17 3 195 19.5
Ttaly 357 346 318 30.6
Russia. Poland. T ithuana 241 25 3 146 14.7
Ireland 69 107 18 2 193
Other 1~ 8 121 159 159
Total number of known cases 291 289 446 441

the juvenile dehinquents who reformed and those who did not,
from which 1t is evident that the reformed group were 1n signifi-
cantly cxcessive proportion sons of fathers born in Slavic lands,
while the reaidivists were 1n greater degree sons of fathers born in
Ireland. The same trend 1s seen in regard to the birthplace of the
mothers of these boys, although not in quite as marked degree.
That these differences may have some explanation in variations
in ethnic stock and associated cultures is further reflected in Table
11, in which the religion of the parents of the two groups is com-
pared. In this connection, 1t must be borne in mind that parents of
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TABLE I1I. REFORMED AND UNREFORMED: RELIGION OF PARENTS

(PERCENTAGES)
REFORMED UNREFORMED
Both Cathalic 66.4 814
Both Protestant 09 i
Both Hebrew 21.6 88
Mixed 2.1 2.1
Total number of knou'n case. 283 430

Irish birth were mainly Catholics (96.6 per cent) while those of
Russian, Polish, or Lithuanian birth were mostly Hebrews (60.9
per cent). From this table 1t will be seen that a hugher proportion
of youths of Catholic parents continued to recidivate than re-
formed during the fitcen-vear follow-up span; while an appre-
ciably higher proportion of vouths of Hebrew parentage reformed
than continued to be dehinquent.

The facts derived from Tables 10 and 11 must be very carefully
interpreted 1n rcdation to the factors which are about to be pre-
sented. From Table 12, for example, 1t will be noted that a signifi-

TABLE I2. REFORMED AND UNRFFORMED DISCIPLINF BY PARENTS

( PERCENTAGES)
REFORMED UNREPORMED
Fathers Mothers Fathers Mothers
Good 86 50 1.3 3
Fau 297 310 253 25.5
Poor 61.7 640 23 4 742
Total number of known cases 185 239 297 385

cantly higher proportion of those who reformed during the hf-
teen-year follow-up span than of the youths who continued to
recidivate were sons of fathers and mothers who had been satisfac-
tory disciplinarians. Whether or not the better disciplinary prac-
tices of some parents than of others bear any relationship to their
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cthnic, religious, or cultural background remains at present a mat-
ter of conjecture. But one is tempted to raise the question at this
point whether those parents who were good disciplinarians did
not make a real contribution to the straightening out of the boys,
as reflected 1n the significantly higher proportion of reformed
yoyths 1n the group whose parents were firm, fair, and consistent
disciplinanians than among the others.

Another significant diffcrence between the young men who re-
formed dunng the fifteen-year follow-up span and those who
continued to commit crimes appears 1n Table 13, 1n the difference

TABLE I 3. REFORMED AND UNREFORMED: MENTAL CONDITION
(PERCENTAGES)

REFORMED UNREFORMED
No mental disease, distortion, marked
habilities of personality, or marked ado-

lescent instability 512 395
Mental discase or distortion g6 17.3
Marked personality habilities or marked

adolescentinstability 392 432
Total number of knoun cases 303 474

in therr mental condition as determined at the time of their ex-
amnation at the Judge Baker Foundation Chinic. From this table
itis clear that a sigmficantly higher proportion of the youths who
eventually reformed were without the burden of abnormal men-
tal conditions or personality deviations of one sort or another;
while a markedly higher percentage of the recidivists than of the
reformed group were tainted with some mental disease or distor-
tion, or burdened with marked personality liabilities.®

$ Inaidentally, the findings indicate that, however vague certain psvchiatnic diagnoses
may be, the sharp eye of the expenenced clinician can detect deviations of personality and
temperament car'y 1n childhood There has been considerable cnucism of psychiatne diag-
nosis on the ground of its often roughly defined categorization, but as Table 13 indicates,

the diagnoses made duning the ¢hidhood of offenders trn out to have an appreciably high
association with therr conduct many years after the diagnoses were made
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TABLE 14. REFORMED AND UNREFORMED: SCHOOL CONDUCT

( PERCENTAGES)
REFORMED UNREFORMED
No school misconduct 25.2 122
Truancy 65 2 ~~ 2
No truancv, but other muisbehavior ¢ 6 10.6
Total number of know n cases 250 3286

As Table 14 shows, there was a higher proportion of school tru-
ants or boys who otherwise misbehaved in school among those
who continued to be delinquent than among those who reformed.
This would seem to indicate that impulses to misconduct that are
likely to persist manufest themsclves early 1n antisocial or other-
wise abnormal reactions to school hife.

Closely bound up with this finding is one in Table 15 concern-

TABLE IS5 REFORMFD AND UNREFORMED. AGE AT FIRST KNOWN
MISBFHAVIOR { PERCENTAGES)

KEFORMLD UNRFPORMED
Under g years 338 17 4
9 lo 12 years 435 49.8
13 to 16 years 227 12.8
Al’ffdgf age 120 vears 10 s )‘[ﬂr.f
Total number of knon n cases 207 305

ing the age at first known misbehavior of those delinquents who
continued to commit crumes and those who did not It 1s note-
worthy that almost twice the proportion of youths who reformed
as of the persistent offenders did not begin their delinquencies
until reaching the higher age groups. This would seem to indicate
that where the maladjustment known as “delinquency™ begins
carly in life 1t is rooted more decply, is of a tougher fibre, and
more probably is related to the hereditary, biologic make-up of
the individual than in cases where it does not begin to manifest it-
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self until the adolescent years, when it may merely reflect a tempo-
rary or accidental deviation from an otherwise normal personality.

These are the most striking points of difference between the re-
formed and the unreformed. It 1s evident, even in the slight dif-
ferences and assuredly 1n the more marked differences, that those
who abandoned their criminalistic behavior were more favorably
endowed and circumstanced than were those who continued to
recidivate. As a group, they were 1n better mental health, they had
been markedly better disciplined in boyhood, they did not begin
to show signs of delinquent conduct as early 1n their development
as did the men who continued to recidivate, and they had not mus-
behaved as much in school. And the shight differences between
the groups tend to substannate the facts that the former were
reared 1n more wholesome carly surroundings and that they had
an appreciably better biological endowment than the recidivists, as
suggested by less history of mental discase or defect in the mem-
bers of their famihies and as reflected 1n their own higher intelli-
gence.

Assuming the importance of the process of maturation 1n coun-
teracting and 1n many cases finally stopping or diverting an origi-
nal tendency toward dehinquent behavior, the foregomng findings
would seem to indicate that there are certain superior qualities of
Nature, as well as of Nurture, which distinguish the offenders
who reformed within a fifteen-year span following their control
by the Juvemle Court from those who continued to commit
crimes. In the former, the natural maturation process was facili-
tated, or at lcast not blocked, with the passing of the years; in the
latter, aging did not bring with 1t that development and integra-
tion of forces which are translated into social adaptabihity and law-
abiding conduct. Whether further aging will in a substantial num-
ber of cases result in adequate maturation and abandonment of
criminalistic expression can only be determined by further follow-
up investigations.



Chapter X

COMPARISON OF YOUNGER AND OLDER
REFORMED OFFENDERS

IN the preceding chapter we compared the juvenile delinquents
who reformed during the fifteen-year span following contact
with the Boston Juvenile Court and the Chnic of the Judge Baker
Foundation and those who continued to recidivate. The analysis
indicated that the differences between the two groups lie chiefly in
the more favorable hereditary and environmental background of
those who reformed. In this chapter we are concerned only with
those of our juvenile delinquents who reformed, 1n order to deter-
mine if possible why some were younger than others when so
marked a change in behavior occurred.

It should be recalled that of the 318 youths who reformed be-
fore the end of the fifteen-year span, 19 were under twelve years of
age at reformation, 44 were between twelve and fifteen vears old,
75 were between fifteen and eighteen, 72 were between cighteen
and twenty-one, 58 were between twenty-one and twentv-four, 41
were between twenty-four and twenty-seven vears old, and g were
between twenty-seven and thirty vears of age.' Their average age
at reformation was eighteen and one-half years A comparison of
the charactenstics of these youths in the various age-spans indicates
that the sharpest differences are between those who reformed when
they were under twenty-one and those who reformed when they
were older; we therefore take this age as the dividing hine Such a
comparison may furnish some clues to the factors which facilitated
the carlier reformation of some of the dehinquents.

RESEMBLANCES
Clearly, no clues to the reason for carher or later reformation
are to be looked for in the resemblances between the two groups of

1 Appendix B, 77
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reformed delinquents. But by determining the points of resem-
blance those factors which could not possibly hold the explanation
for the difference in age at reformation will at least be ruled out of
consideration.

The two groups come from families of equal size, and the birth
rapk of the offender among his brothers and sisters 1s the same 1n
both; the younger of their parents were of like age at the time of the
examination of the boys by the Judge Baker Foundation Chnic;
a like proportion of the parents regarded them with affecuion, they
were reared in homes of equal economic status; their mothers were
to the same extent gainfully employed; the childhood homes of the
two groups had been equally lacking 1n phvsical comforts.

The two groups further resembled cach other 1n that a like pro-
portion came from famihes in which there was a history of mental
disease or defect, and from homes broken by death, separation, de-
sertion, or divorce. And, finally, those who reformed when they
were under twenty-one were of the same average age at the onset of
their delinquent careers as were those who did not abandon their
delinquent behavior until later.

SLIGHT DIFFERENCES

We next consider a series of factors in which shight differences
arc evident in the background and charactenisucs of those who re-
formed at an carly age and those whose rehabilitation did not
occur until later. Although cach of these differences may of itself
be quite insignificant (because there is only a 4 per cent to 10 per
cent variation 1n the incidence of certain sub-categories of the
factors involved) they may, in combination, at least suggest clues
as to why some of the vouths reformed earlier than others, despite
their like average age at the onset of dehinquent conduct.

Thosc who reformed when they were under twenty-one were, 1
shghtly greater proportion than the others, sons of foreign-born
parents; and they were to a lesser degree sons of parents of mixed
nationality (onc parent native born, one foreign). One reason for
their earlier reformation may be that although the dehinquency of
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children of foreign-born parents 15 to a certain extent engendered
by the situation of culture conflict in which they find themselves,
such delinquency 1s not always deep-seated and, therefore, not of
such long duration. A comparison made ¢lsewhere between those
of the 1,000 juvenile delinquents who were nauve sons of native
parents and those who were native sons of foreign-born parents re-
vealed that such differences as there were between them sprang
mainly from the situation of culture conflict 1n which the native-
born sons of toreign-born parents had been placed.

It is noted that those whose reform came early in life were in
shightly greater proportron than the others the sons of Catholic
and Protestant famulies. Their mothers were younger at marriage
than the mothers of the group that reformed later, and the dif-
ference in age between the parents was greater These facts are
probably associated with the greater proportion of foreign-born
mothers among the earlier reformed men. (Foreign-born women
marry carly and thev are hkely to marrs men who are consader-
ably older than themselves; such marniages are customary in for-
eign countrics ) Also assactated with the higher proportion of for-
cign-born parents of the younger than of the older-reformed
group 1s the more limited schooling of the parents ot the former,
who could not have had the opportunities in foreign countries for
even a common school education

The youths who reformed when they were under twenty-one are,
to a greater eatent than those whose change for the beiter occurred
later, the sons of parents whose conjugal relations were good.
The early-reformed group werc hkewise, to a shghtly greater degree
than the others, the offspring of famihies in which delinquency
among the parents or brothers and sisters was not common. They
were also mambers of familics who caused less concern to social
agencies than did the famibes of the vouths who did not reform
unti} they were over iwenty-one, and this despite the fact that both

2 Glue.k, Llcanor T, Cu'ture Conflxt and juvemle Delingquency, Mental Hygiene, 11v:
46, Janvary 1037



YOUNGER AND OLDER REFORMED OFFENDERS 119

groups came of families of equally poor economic status. Appar-
ently these families were better able to manage their own problems
than were the families of youths who reformed when they were
older. This fact becomes even more significant when we consider
that during their boyhood the families of the younger-reformed
group hived 1n even poorer nerghborhoods than did the families of
the others.

As for the vouths themselves, those who were under twenty-one
when they reformed were 1n shghtly better health at the time of
their examination in the Judge Baker Foundation Clinic than were
those who were over that age They were slightly younger when
they began to work, but had fewer carly abnormal environmental
experiences (1.c., they were to a shghtly less extent than the older-
reformed group separated from their parental homes because the
homes were broken or otherwise nadequate for the reaning of
children)

The younger-reformed group did not 1dle about 1n the streets as
much with othcr bovs as did the older, although they had 1n boy-
hood been to a hike extent members of gangs The boys who re-
formed carher in hfe were not the victims of bad habats to so great
an extent as were the later-reformed. A shghtly lower proportion
of the former group had been lone offenders—a fact reflected n
the manncr in which they had commatted the particular offenses
which brought them before the Boston Juvenile Court: This would
appear to indicate that they were perhaps more suggestible than the
others and hence fundamentally less inchned to anusocial be-
havior. The vouths who reformed when they were under twenty-
one had behaved better 1n school and were school truants to a lesser
extent than the others

Keeping in mund these shght differences between the boys who
reformed at an carly age and those whose abandonment of delin-
quent ways was postponed to later years, let us next consider the
more marked differences in the background and charactenistics of
the two groups. For in these differences we should find some ex-
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planation of why certain offenders reformed earlier than others,
despite the fact that the average age at onset of delinquent con-
duct was the same 1n both groups.

MARKED DIFFERENCES

It 1s first of all signiticant that those who reformed when under
twenty-one were on the average a halt vear younger at the time of
first arrest. As both groups were of the same average age when first
delinquent, 1t 1s evident that the carlyv-reformed came to the official
attention of legal authonties sooner after the onset of their misbe-
havior mantfestanions than did those who did not reform untl they
were twenty-one or older. Thisis seen from Table 16 It 1s reasonable

TABLE 16 OF FENDERS WHO REFORMED BEFORE AND AFTER AGE TWENTY-
ONF’ TIME BETWEFN FIRST DELINQUENCY AND FIRST
ARREST ( PERCENTAGLS)

REFORMED REFORMED

BEFORF 21 AFTER 21
None ( first offense ) 152 60
One vear or less 394 3ty
Over one year 45-4 625
Total number of knoun cases 132 6y

to assume that prompt arrest atter delinquency began had a salutary
influence upon certain oftenders, causing them to modify their
antisocial ways sooner That this 1s not the only reason, however, for
their readier abandonment of delinquent behavior 1s reflected in
the following comparnisons, which to a large extent indicate that
those who reformed when thev were voung were more advantaged
than those whose favorable change of behavior did not occur until
later in life.

First, 2 comparison in Table 17 of the moral standards of the
families of the two groups reveals a ssigmficant difference in favor
of those who reformed while still under twenty-one. It is clear that
the carly-reformed group were reared in homes of better moral
standards than the later-reformed group.
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TABLE 17. OFFENDERS WHO REFORMED BEFORE AND AFTER AGE TWENTY-
ONE: FAMILY MORAL STANDARDS ( PERCENTAGES)

REFORMED REFORMED

BEFORE 21 AFTER 21
Good 155 12.9
Fair 20.6 11.8
Poor 639 753
Total number of known cases 194 93

A comparison, in Table 18, of the disciplinary practices of the
parents of the two groups of offenders further reveals the more
favored background of those who abandoned their hife of crime
when they were still under twenty-one years of age. Obviously the
disciplinary measures of the fathers of the youths who reformed
carher were distinctly better than of the fathers of those who did
not abandon delinquent conduct unul they were older. Thus 1s like-
wise true of the disciphinary practices of the mothers.

TABLE 18. OFFENDERS WHO REFORMED BFFORE AND AFTER AGE TWENTY-
ONE. DISCIPLINE EY PARENTS (PERCENTAGES)

REFORMED BEFORE 21 REFORMED AFTFR 21
Fazhers Mochers Fathers Mothers
Good 110 72 31 26
Fair 346 329 185 21.8
Poor 544 599 78.4 756
Total number of known cases 127 167 65 78

That sounder discipline by their parents may have had something
to do with the carhier reformation of the one group of offenders
appears to be the casc. However, in the hight of further information
about thesc two groups of youths we are led to the conclusion that
it 1s not alone better disciphinary practices which bring about carly
reformation but also the fact that certain kinds of children respond
morc cflectively to discipline than others. In this connection, a com-
parison 1n Table 19 of the intelligence of the two groups of boys
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TABLE 1Q. OFFENDERS WHO REFORMED BEFORE AND AFTER AGE TWENTY-
ONE: INTELLIGENCE (PERCENTAGES)

REFORMED REFORMED

BEFORE 21 AFTER 21
Superior 9.9 3.7
Normal 42.4 32.7
Dull 25.1 355
Borderline 138 15.9
Defective 88 122
Total number of known cases 203 107

makes it evident that those youths who abandoned their delinquent
acts when they were still under twenty-one were ot higher intells-
gence than thosx whose reform was delaved Furthermore, those
who reformed earlier were not as much retarded 1n their school
work (that 1, behind grade for their age) a« the others This 1s
shown in Tablc 20

TABLE 20. OFFENDERS WHO REIORMED BEFORE AND AFTER AGF TWENTY-
ONE. SCHOOL RETARDATION ( PERCENTAGES)

KEFORMED RLFORMED

ETFORE 21 AFTER 21
Not retarded 249 101
Retarded onc vear 264 242
Retarded two or more vears 87 657
Totul number of knowun cuies 193 99

The greater school retardation of those whose reformation was
delaved was not due, of coursc, entirely to therr lower intelligence.
In comparing the psychiatric condition of the two groups at the
time of their appearance before the Boston Juvenile Court at an
average age of thirteen and a halt years, we find a further signifi-
cant chfferentiation between them (Table 21) which throws light
on the rcasons for less school retardation in the group that aban-
doned dehnquent conduct comparatively carly in Iite. Obviously
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TABLE 21. OFFENDERS WHO REFORMED BEFORE AND AFTER AGE TWENTY-
ONE: MENTAL CONDITION ( PERCENTAGES)

REFORMED REFORMED
BEFORE 21 AFTER 21
No mental discase, distoruion, marked per-
sonality liabihties, or marked adolescent
mmstability 565 38.9
Mental discase or distortion 81 13.0
Marked personality labilities or marked
adolescent instability 354 481
Total number of knowsn cases 209 108

those who rcformed when they were under twenty-one were far less
burdened with mental diccase, distortion, or marked habilities of
personahty than were those whose reform was delayed until later
in life.

The next two tuctors do not, like the others, favor the group
whose reformation occurred carly 1n hife, but 1n both instances the

TABLF 22, OFFFNDLRS WHO RFTORMED BEFORE AND AFTER AGE TWENTY-
ONE. MEMBERSHIP IN SUPERVISED RECREATIONAL GROUPS

(PERCENTAGES)
REFORMED REFORMED
BEFORE 21 AFTER 21
No 75.9 6ro
Yes 24.1 390
Total number of known cases 199 10§

differcnces may be legiimately explaned by the difference in the
age of the two groups. In conncction with these two factors, it
should be mentioned that at the time of their appearance before
the Boston Juvenile Court, the youths who reformed earlier 1n life
were of an average age of twelve years and nine months; while
the group whosc reformation occurred later were of an average
age of fourteen years. It 1s not surpnising, therefore, to find (Table
22) that up to the time of this particular appearance 1n the Boston
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Juvenile Court, a significantly lower proportion of the former
than of the latter had never been members of well-supervised rec-
reational groups; being younger they had had less opportunity to
jomn recreational groups.

In regard to the nature of their early employment—that 1s, the
jobs they were 1n at the time of or just prior to their appearance
in the Boston Juvenile Court—there 15 also a significant difference,
shown in Table 23, between the two groups of offenders. The

TABLE 23. OFFENDERS WHO REFORMED BEFORE AND AFTER AGE TWENTY-
ONE' NATURF OF EARLY EMPLOYMENT ( PERCENTAGES)

REFORMED RFFORMED

BEFORE 21 AFTER 21
Street trades or might work b20 525
Other Ko i7S
Total number of known cases 142 8o

greater proportion 1n strect trades among the boys who abandoned
dehinquent behavior earher 1s clearly attributable to their ages at
the time of appcarance in the Boston Juvenile Court The younger
children just out of school, or duing part-ume work during therr
school years, naturally tended to enter the street trades, moving
into other tvpes of emplovment as they grew older

Great caution 15, of course, necessary in drawing any positive con-
clusions from one sample of cases about the reasons why certain of
our juvenile dehinquents reformed earhier than others. We wish farst
to record the fact itself as one worthy of study; and then to venture
the suggestion that the carlier reformaton of some offenders may
be accounted for by their better innate equipment, carly environ-
ment, more ntclhgent disaipline by parents, and the apparently
helpful effect of carlier arrest and contact with the juvenile court.
On the whole, 1t 1s safe to say that the natural process of maturation
that accompanies aging was facilitated by more favorable charac-
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teristics and circumstances among those who reformed when they
were still under twenty-one. This is of great significance in the light
of the fact that the two groups of boys under study were of the

same average age at the time of the onset of their delinquent be-
havior.



Chapter X1
COMPARISON OF SERIOUS AND MINOR OFFENDERS

N the two previous chapters we were concerned with compari-

sons of the offenders who reformed and those who continued
to recidivate, and the oftenders who reformed when they were
under twenty-one and those who did not abandon dchinquent be-
havior until they were twenty-one or over.

We now turn our attention to a comparison ot those of the con-
tinuing offenders who remained serious ciminals throughout the
fifteen-year tollow-up period and those who became munor ottend-
ers before the end of that time, to sec 1t we can Jderive any clues to
this differentiation 1n behavior which has occurred with the passing
of time.

RESEMBLANCES

A comparnison of those of our juvenile dehinquents who per-
sisted 1n scrious delinquency throughout the fifteen-vear span and
those who became minor offenders shows a number of resemblances
between the two.

First of all, it should be mentioned that the average age of the
younger of their parents was the same at the ime of marniage, and
that the difference 1n age between the younger and older of thesr
parents was the same Both scte of parents, also, had the sume hm-
ited schooling. Furthermore, like proportions of the serious and
minor offenders were reared 1in homes 1in which the moral standards
were poor and 1n which other members of their immediate tamilies
(brothers, sisters, or parents) were dehinquents They came from
families of cqual size, and the offender’s rank among tus brothers
and sisters was the same 1n both groups.

It 15 also significant that the vouths who continued to be serious
delinquents and thosc who bccame minor offenders sprang from
families in which there was a like incidence of mental discase or
defect. Further, both serious and minor delinquents were reared in



SERIOUS AND MINOR OFFENDERS 127

homes in which the living conditions were poor. And social agen-
cies were, during the boyhood of the serious and minor offenders,
to an equal extent actively concerned in the welfare of their
families.

The scnious and minor delinquents were of the same average
age at the time of their first arrest. They were, further, of the same
age when they began to work They entered the same kind of early
employment, and to a like extent they never belonged to well-
supervised recreational clubs And, finally, at the time of their ex-
amination at the Judge Baker Foundation Chinic (when both
groups were of an average age of thirteen and a half years), they
were found to be in the same state of health.

Apparently, therefore, none of the above factors of resemblance
between the two groups of offenders can have played any notice-
able part in their eventual differentiation into serious and minor
delinquents

SLIGHT DIFFERENCES

Turning now to the shight differences between those who con-
tinued to be serious offenders and those who became minor delin-
quents 1n the fifteen-year follow-up span, we find a number of
them 1n their background and environmental circumstances. These
differences do not amount to more than 4 to 10 per cent 1n the nci-
dence of cortan categories of the factors involved.

First, it should be noted that there 1s a slightly hugher propor-
von of Negroes among those of our juvenile delinquents whe
continued to be serious offenders during the fifteen-vear follow-up
span than among those who became petty offenders, and also a
shightly higher proportion of men of natne birth. Further, al-
though a hikc proportion of the serious and mu:nor offenders were
the sons of Catholic parents, a shghtly higher percentage of the
serious crimunals than of the minor were of Protestant parentage,
and a far lower proportion of the serious offenders than of the
minor were of Hebrew parents

A comparison of the average age of the younger of their par-
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ents reveals that the parents of the youths who continued to be
serious offenders were a hittle younger than were the parents of
those who became minor offenders during the fifteen-year follow-
up span. Further, it 1s evident that the economic circumstances of
the parents of the continuously serious offenders were poorer than
of those who eventually became minor delinquents. A somewhat
higher proporution of the serious offenders than of the minor of-
fenders were reared 1n homes broken by the death, separation, de-
sertion, or divorce of the parents. Those of our juvenmle dehn-
quents who persisted in serious crime had been subjected, to a
greater extent than the others, to abnormal environmental experi-
ences of one sort or another during their childhood—i.e., they had
left or were removed from their parental homes before they
reached an average age of thirteen and a half years, this being
partly due to the unsuntability of the homes for the rearing of
children. A higher proportion of the mothers of the youths who
continued to be scrious criminals than of the petty offenders had
been gainfully emploved outside the home

It 1s evident, also, that the serious criminals were, to a greater
extent than the petty offenders, reared 1n homes 1in which the con-
jugal relations of the parents were poor. As a group, the con-
tinued serious criminals had less affection from their parents than
the youths who ulumately became petty delinquents, and the dis-
ciphnary practices of their mothers were poorer.

Although it may seem paradoxical, it should be noted that the
early neighborhood influences surrounding the homes of our ju-
venule delinquents were shightly better 1n the case of the youths
who continucd to be serious offenders than of those who eventu-
ally became munor offenders This 1s not the place to enter into
any discussion of the effect of neighborhood conditions on delin-
quency, but there appears to be some evidence here that, although
bad neighborhood conditions may play some role in the ctiology
of crime, they do not necessarily determine its future character.

So much for the background of our youths. As to the offenders
themselves, 1t should be mentioned that a greater proportion of
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those who persisted in scrious delinquencies than of those who
eventually became minor offenders had vicious habits in their child-
hood; and that the former had been street habitués and members
of gangs to a greater extent than the latter. As regards mental
status and intellectual attainment, 1t 1s evident that those youths
who persisted 1n serious crimes were of a somewhat lower level of
ntclligence, and had among their numbers more school retard-
ates, than the youths who became minor offenders.

Since the differences thus far described between the two groups
are shight, 1t may be that cach 1tem 1n 1tself 1s of little significance.
It is a fact, however, that, with the exception of the slightly better
ncighborhood influences surrounding the homes 1n which the per-
sistently serious offenders were reared, these shght differences taken
together weigh in favor of those who became petty offenders. The
significance of these minor differences can only be determined,
however, 1n the hght of the more marked differences between the
two groups of offenders.

MARKED DI} FERENCES

We are now readv to examine a group of factors 1o the back-
ground and carly lives of our juvemle delinquents which reveal
more markcd differences between those who persisted 1n serious
crimimality during the fifteen-year follow-up span and those who
became minor offenders

First, a difference 1s to be noted 1n the nativity of the parents of
serious and munor offenders Table 24 discloses that the youths who

TABLF 24. SERIOUS AND MINOR OFFENDERS: NATIVITY OF PARENTS

( PERCENTAGES)
SERIOUS MINOR
OFFENDERS OFFENDERS
Parents native born 175 9.1
Parcnts foreign born 675 81.8
Onc parent native born, one
foreign born 156 9.1

Total number of known cases 206 230
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persisted in serious crime were, in markedly greater proportion
than the others, the sons of parents one or both of whom was native
born; and that those who became minor offenders were to a greater
extent sons of foreign-born parents. This suggests that the prior
serious offenses of those who eventually became minor offenders
were due partly to certain unfavorable circumstances in therr carly
lives growing out of the conflhicting cultures of foreign parents and
Amencan children?

TABLE 25. SERIOUS AND MINOR OFFENDERS! DISCIPLINE BY MOTHERS

(PERCENTAGES)
SERIOUS MINOR
OFFENDERS OTFFNDERS
Good - 5
Fair 174 320
Poor 821 67 5
Total numbper of knowun cases 79 206

Another significant ditference that we find between those who
persisted in serous crimes and those who became minor offenders
is in the disciplinary practices of therr mothers. It will be noted
(Table 25) that the mothers of the persistently serious offenders
were substantially worse disaiphnanans than the mothers of the
delinquents who eventually became minor offenders

We now arrive at a serics of comparisons which concern the of-
fenders themselves.

First of all it 1s to be noted, 1n Table 26, that there was a sub-
stantial difference in the school conduct of the serious and minor
offenders. Obviously those youths who persisted 1n serious dehin-
quency misbchaved in school, especially as truants, to a markedly
greater extent than did the youths who became minor offenders.

1 Three other comparuons, one dealing with length of ume parcnts were in the Umited
States, another with binthplace of fathers, and the third with birthplace of mothers, have

been omitted because they only serve to detail a hitde the companison already made in
Tablc 24.
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TABLE 20. SERIOUS AND MINOR OFFENDERS: SCHOOL CONDUCT

(PERCENTAGES)
SERIOUS MINOR
OFFENDERS OFFENDERS
No school misconduct 25 227
- Truancy 92.0 611
No truancy, but other mishchavior 55 162
Total number of known cases 201 185

We find also substantial differences between those who persisted
in serious crime during the fifieen-year follow-up span and those
who became minor offenders. From Table 27 we see that a higher
proportion of the persistently serious offenders had some mental
disease or distortion or some marked personality Lab lity or were

TABLE 27 SERIOUS AND MINOR OFFENDERS MENTAL CONDITION
(PERCENTAGES)

SERIOUS MINOR

OFFENDERS Or FENDERS
No mental disease, distortion, marked per-
sonality Labilities, or marked adolescent

instalnlity 34.1 434
Mental discasc or distortion 20 4 145
Marked personality habihities or marked

adolescent nstabiduy 455 41.1
Total number of known cuec 226 248

unstable carly adolescents (as determined in the Chinic of the Judge
Baker Foundation, when they were of an average age of thirteen
and a half ycars) than were the vouths who eventually became petty
offenders

We note, also, a substantial difference 1n the age of first misbe-
havior in the two groups of offenders (Table 28). It is evident
that the continuing serious delinquents were, as a class, younger
when they first showed signs of antisocial behavior than were
those who became minor offenders.
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TABLE 28. SERIOUS AND MINOR OFFENDERS: AGE AT FIRST KNOWN
MISBEHAVIOR ( PERCENTAGES)

SERIOUS MINOR
OFFPENDERS OFFENDERS
Under g vears 429 316
9 to 12 vears 474 523
13 t0 16 vears 97 16 1
Average age 9.1 years 99 yecars
Total number of known cases 156 149

There 1s one more factor of substantial difference between the
two groups of oftenders, which possibly reflects participation 1n
crime by some offenders through the influence of delinquent com-
panions. The companson made 1in Table 29 shows whether or not

TABLE 29 SERIOUS AND MINOR OFFENDERS: ACCOMPLICES IN OFFENSE
FOR WHICH THEY WERE BROUGHT BEFORE BOSTON JUVFNILE
COURT (PERCENTAGES)

SERIOUS MINOR
OFFENDERS OFFENDERS
Offense commutted alone 353 203
Offense commutted with one other 242 277
Offense commutted with two or
more others 405 52.0
Total number of known cases 190 202

the particular offenses which originally brought the two groups to
the attention of the Boston Juvenile Court were committed alone
or with one or more companions. From this comparison it is evi-
dent that a substantially greater proportion of those juvenile de-
linquents who persisted in scrious crime had committed the par-
ticular offense which brought them to the Boston Juvenile Court
without the aid of others. In other words, they were apparently to
a less extent of the type who are drawn into criminalistic behavior
through the influence of companions than were those who be-
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came minor delinquents. Their criminality was more deep-scated
and less subject to the influence of others.

L4 » » L ] »

From this series of comparisons of the characterstics of those
former juvenile delinquents who continued to be serious offenders
during the fifteen-year follow-up span and those who became
minor offenders, 1t is evident that the differences which exist be-
tween them are 1n favor of the minor offenders. The contunuing
serious delinquents had a worse nnate equipment and were reared
in less favorable circumstances and conditions than those who
eventually became minor offenders. They were to a greater extent
charactenized by mental disease or distortion or personality liabili-
ties. Their mothers were worse disciplinarians. They had a worse
record of school misbehavior, they were younger when their anti-
social behavior first manifested itself, and they were to a greater
extent of the type who commut their offenses alone. It scems clear
that, i the lives of the continued offenders, partially inherited and
partially acquired handicaps helped to mold their adulthood and
in time differentiated them into persising serious criminals and
petty offenders. Once again, therefore, 1t 1s reasonable to conclude
that the maturation of the organism which normally may be ex-
pected to proceed at a certain pace has been delayed or inhibited by
factors in the hereditary and early-conditioned make-up of the of-
fenders, so that 1t 1s difficult for some to substitute less aggressive,
petty crimnahity for the serious cimes which they had previously
committed, and difficult for all to abandon criminalistic behavior
altogether.

This exploration into the Nature and Nurture of our juvenile
delinquents has, 1t seems to us, indicated that the presence of a
morc favorable hereditary and early social equipment tends to re-
lease the forces in the human organism which make for an effective
degree of integration of the human personality; and that, because
of it, a natural process of maturation with aging can proceed at a
normal rate. Where the offender’s hereditary and early sacial equip-
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ment is less favorable, however, the process of maturation is ham-
pered and slowed up if not blocked altogether. To what extent the
original and early-acquired equipment of the individual offender
can be controlled and modified in order to facilitate the normal
process of maturation 1s a fundamental question which requires

further studv.



Chapter XII

PREDICTING BEHAVIOR DURING A
FIFTEEN-YEAR SPAN

WE have now compared the backgrounds and characteristics
of offenders who reformed before the end of the fifteen-year
span and those who continued to recidivate; of offenders who were
under twenty-one when they abandoned delinquent conduct and
those who were twenty-one or older at reformation; and of offend-
ers who continued to commit serious crimes throughout the fifteen-
year follow-up period and those who became minor offenders be-
fore the end of the span. From this series of comparisons have
emerged certain differences between the reformed and unreformed,
on the one hand, and between the serious and minor offenders, on
the other. These differences made 1t clear that those who reformed,
those who reformed when sull under twenty-one, and those who be-
came munor offenders were more advantaged in certain aspects of
their Nature and Nurture than were the others. Although the dif-
ferences were not necessarily always sharp, they indicated that the
scales were weighted 1n favor of those who behaved better 1n each
of the three groups compared. That differences exist between them
shows us the possibility of predicing with reasonable accuracy the
future behavior of offenders appearing 1n a juvenile tribunal.

It would undoubtedly be helpful to a judge to have answers to
questions such as these: What 1s the likehhood of reformation of
a particular offender? If an offender’s chances of reformation are
high, when 1s he likely to become non-delinquent? If his chances
of reform are low, what is the likelihood that he will at least be-
come a minor offender? A prediction table which would answer
these queries for judges would obviously be of invaluable aid in
the formulation of a treatment plan in an individual case, based as
it would be upon organized experience with hundreds of similar
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cases. We shall therefore turn our attention to the preparation of
such a prognostic instrument.

With one exception, all the prediction tables which we have
heretofore constructed have been confined to the probable behav-
1or of offenders over a five-year span following a particular form
of treatment. The interested reader is referred to Chapter XVIH
of 500 Crimunal Careers, 1n which a prediction table is presented
covering the probable behavior of male criminals during a five-
year period following the expiration of their sentences to a re-
formatory . to Chapter XV1I of Fire Hundred Delinquent Women
in which the predictive table covers the probable behavior of female
offenders during a fise-vear peniod following expiration of sentence
to a reformatory; and to Chapter XI of One Thousand [uvenile De-
linquents 1n which is presented a table showing the probable be-
havior of boy delinquents during a five-vear span following the end
of treatment by a juvenile court. In onlv one of our researches did
we attempt the preparation of a prediction table covering the be-
havior of offenders over a ten-vear span; the reader 1s reterred to
Chapter X of Later Crimunal Careers, in which the behavior of
former inmates of the Massachusetts Reformatory, onginally re-
ported upon 1n 500 Criminal Careers, was carried through a second
five-year follow-up span. enabling us to construct a prediction table
of the probable behavior of reformatory inmates during the ten
years following the expiration of their sentence to the reformatory.

The advantages of a predictive device covering fificen years
rather than five are patent. With such a table, a juvenile court
judge would be able morce casily to relate his immediate treat-
ment plan for the individual dehinquent to a larger scgment of the
offender’s hifecycle. He would thus more readily be able to decide
whether an offender appearing before him needed a long or short
commitment for the sake of both the protection of socicty and the
offender’s own interests; or whether he might just as well be
treated cxtramurally, but for a long rather than a short period of
probation. There is an added advantage in the long-term predic-
tion table of giving the judge some idea of the age at which a par-
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ticular offender is likely to reform, or to change from the commis-
sion of more socially aggressive and dangerous behavior to less
harmful conduct. While, as has been suggested in Chapter VIII, it
is not per se arrival at any particular age-span, but rather arrival at
an adequate degrec of biologic maturity, that accounts for reforma-
tion, the ages at which persons of varying backgrounds and traits
are hkely to become sufficiently mature to abandon their criminal-
ism 1s ascertainable by the prediction method.

METHOD OF CONSTRUCTING PREDICTION TABLES

Perhaps the reader 1s not familiar with the method of construct-
ing prediction tables that we have developed in our prior re-
searches, based upon the selection of those factors in the lives of
offenders precedent to a particular form of peno<correctional treat-
ment which bear a sigmificant relationship to their conduct fol-
lowing the end of treatment. Once the relationship of all the fac-
tors has been established, ether the five which are most highly
related to behavior during a particular time span or any five of a
group of factors significantly associated with the outcome are se-
lected for 1nclusion 1n the predictive device. Experience shows that
for the purposes of prediction it 1s not necessary to utilize the five
factors bearing the highest relationship to later behavior (as deter-
mined erther by inspection or, in doubtful cases, through a coefhi-
cient of mean square contingency). All that is necessary 1s that the
group of factors selected bear a sufhciently hugh relationskip to later
behavior to assure a workable prognostic instrument. The interested
reader 1s referred to the chapters mentioned above for detailed ac-
counts of the sclection of the predictive factors in each instance.

Once the factors to be utilized 1n a particular prediction table
have been determined upon, the next step s to set down the per-
centage of recidivism (total failure) of offenders who are classifi-
able within each particular sub-category of a factor. For example,
in One Thousand Juvemle Delinquents it was determined that of
those offenders who had not seriously misbehaved n school (a
sub-category of the factor “School Misconduct™), 72.4 per cent
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continued to be delinquent during the five-year span following the
end of treatment by the Boston Juvenile Court; while of those
who had misbehaved in school, 91.3 per cent committed crimes
during the follow-up span.’ A similar analyss is applied to all the
factors which have high predictive value. These percentages are,
then, the hikely “failure scores” of offenders who might be classi-
fied within any parucular sub<ategory of a factor.

After the percentage of recidivism of offenders falling within
cach sub-category of the factors to be uthized in the prediction
table has been noted. the lowest percentages of recidivism within
cach of the five factors are summated and then the highest, giving
the two possible extremes of a “total failure score” within which
zone all the offenders must fall. This zone 1s divided into score-
classes. A tabulation of all offenders 1s then made which indicates
the score<class in which a particular offender belongs, on the one
hand, and his actual conduct (crimmality or non<crnimmality) dur-
ing a particular tollow-up span. on the other From the resulting
correlation table 1t 1s possible to forecast the probable behavior of
other offenders with sstmilar characteristics

A description of the construction of the particular prediction
table which forms the basis of this chapter should clarity the details
of the method.

FACTORS FOR PREDICTING BFHAVIOR OVFR A FIFTEEN-YHEAR SPAN

A correlation of some 6o factors 1n the hves of our juvenile de-
linquents with the boys’ behavior duning the fificen-yvear span fol-
lowing the end ot oversight by the Boston Juvenile Court revealed
that seven factors, Birthplace of father, Birthplace of mother,
Time parents were in United States, Religion of parents, Affec-
tion of mother for offender, Age of offender at first misbehavior,
and Time between onset of musbehavior manifcstations and ex-
amunatson at the Clinic of the Judge Baker Foundation, were all
sufficienty related to the behavior of the delinquents during the
fifteen years to be utilized 1n a prediction table. As experience has

¥ Ser page 197 of thar book
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TABLE 30. FACTORS PREDICTIVE OF BEHAVIOR DURING FIFTEEN-YEAR SPAN
FOLLOWING TREATMENT BY JUVENILE COURT

PERCENTAGE
COEFFICIENT INCIDENCE
PREDICTION OF MEAN SQUARE OF SERIOUS
FACTORS AND SUB-CATEGORIES® CONTINGENCY CRIMINALITY
Birthplace of father 26
Russia, Poland, Lithuanma 190
Italy, Ireland 252
Other foreign countries 30.2
United States 450
Birthplace of mother 22
Russia, Poland, Lithuania 160
Italy, Ireland 258
United States or forcngn countries {ex-
cept ltaly, Ireland, Russia, Poland,
Lithuania) 361
Time parentc were in United Star-et 20
Not for Iife 229
For life 36.8
Religion of parents 20
Both Flebrew 1rs
Both Catholic or Protestant 300
Mixed 375
Aee of offender ar first nusbehavior 22
Tlarteen to winteen vears 16.1
Nine to twelve vears 28.9
Under nine vears 35 3

* Whatever contractions have been made of the onginal more detaled sub categories of
the factors are bascd on an examinaton of the raw tables, from which it could readily be de-
termuned which sub catezones to combine

t Refers to length of time 1n United States of whichever parent had been tn this country
longer, 1r ime of offender’s apprarance before the Boston luvemile Court

shown it to be unnccessary to use more than five factors 1n a predic-
tion table, two were eliminated—Affection of mother for offender
(because information on this point could not be gathered as readily
by a court as could factors of a more objective nature) ; and Time
between onset of misbehavior and examination at the Clinic of the
Judge Baker Foundation (1n order not to narrow the usefulness of
this prediction table only to cases that happen to be referred by a
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Juvenile court to a clinic for examination and treatment recom-
mendations). This elimination left five factors of adequate predic-
tive capacity, all of which are for practical purposes easily gathered
by the court officers (Table 30).

After setting down the factors to be included m the prediction
table, their sub-categories, and the percentage of serious criminality
(failure-score). the next step was to determine the lowest and the
highest possible “fatlure-score,” and finally to scorc and then clas-
sify each case. It should be pointed out that naturally only those
cases could be utilized 1n constructing the prcdncuon' table about
which all five factors as well as the conduct of the men over the
fifteen-year span were known.

The individual scoring of cascs was accomplished by a summa-
tion of the failure-scores ot the sub-categories of the five predic
tive factors.

The following scoring was done for cach casc

Cast A: Became a non<rnimenal belore the end ol the fifteen year fol-

low-up span

Birthplace of ta-her Unuted States Failure scare 450 per cemt
Birthplace of mother United States Falure-score 3 1 per cent
Time parents were in United States Lite  Fadure-score 208 per cent
Religion of parents: Cathohic Falure-score 310 per cent

Age of offender at first misbehavior
9-12 vears Falure-score 28 g per cent
Total farlure-score 170 5 per cent

PREDICTION TABLE

The next step in the procedure was to set out score classes in
units of 10.% Then cach casc was put into its particular score group
and into 1s behavior classification during the hfteen-year follow-up
span. Behavior was, for the purposes of the present research, divided
into (a) non-crimnal [that 15, became non-delinquent before the
end of the fiftecn-year follow-up span}, (b) serious offender [that

2 The more detailed classificanon indicated to us which broader clasufications sre really
sigruficant. Sce Tables 31 and 32 below
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s, was a serious offender throughout the fifteen-year span), (c)
minor offender [that is, became a minor offender before the end of
the fifteen-year span], and (d) erratic offender.?

The summation of the lowest failure-scores of sub-categories
within cach factor at one end of the scale and the highest at the
other established the score classes as ranging between 84.4 and 190.7.
In the first tabulation of the cases made 1n Table 31 a more detailed

TABLE 3I. SERIOUS CRIMINALITY SCORE RELATED TO BEHAVIOR IN
FIFTEEN-YEAR SPAN (UNCONTRACTED)

NON- SERIOUS MINOR ERRATIC

SERTOUS CHIMINALS OFFENDERS OFFENDERS  OFFLNDERS TOTAL

CRIMINALITY N\ (p. Per Num-  Per Num-  Per Num- Per  Num-
SCOKF ber  cemt her cent ber  cem ber  cene ber
Under 100 25 610 7 170 7171 2 49 4
1outo 110 S 421 4 211 6 315 I 53 19
1ioto120 5 357 3 215 5 357 1 71 14
12010 130 15 300 s 18y 13 33.2 3 =8 38
13010 140 54 45 39 248 58 364q 6 38 157
140to 150 10 400 10 400 4 6o 1 40 25
150 to 160 s 417 4 333 3 230 ~ - 12
160 to 150 13 1594 14 280 9 231 2 5. 39
170to 180 13 325 v 428 8 200 2 50 40
180and over 11 367 17 566 2 67 - - 30
Total 160 122 115 8 415

score classithcation was utihzed to ascertain which contractions
would be the most uscful.

Examuination of this preliminary table indicated that it would
be well to establish the final score classes as follows: under 100,
100-140, 140-180, 180 and over. This contraction resulted in Table
32, covering the probable behavior of juvenile offenders duning a
fifteen-year span following handling by a juvenile court.

3 The men 1o thus latter group of offenders were perhaps non-delinquent and then be-
came dchinquent, of were mumor offenders and then became senous offenders for a period

of ume and again minor offenders or non-delinquent and 30 on; that 15, they did not
progress connistently from more senous to less senous delinquency of to non-delinquency.
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From this prediction table it is seen that if a boy appearing in
juvenile court scores less than 100 on the five predictive factors,
he has six chances in 10 of reforming at some time during the
fifteen-year span following the end of supervision by or through
the court; one and a half chances in 10 of being a serious of-
fender; a like probability of becoming a minor offender; and only

TABLE 32. SERIOUS CRIMINALITY SCORE RELATED TO BEHAVIOR IN
FIFTEEN-YEAR SPAN ( CONTRACTED)

NN SERIOUS NMIN P FRRAT I

SERIOUS CRIMINALS OFFENDERS OFFENDIRS  OFTENDERS  TOTAL

CRIMINALITY ., per Nurs- Per Num-  Per Num  Per Num-
SCORE ker  cem: ber  cent ker  cens ber  cent ber
Under 100 25 bro = 170 R bl 2 39 41
100 10 140 82 36o 53 232 82 360 11 48 228
14010 180 42 36.2 45 388 24 207 5 43 116
18candover 11 367 1= 566 2 67 - - 30
Total 160 122 15 18 415

~

= .28

half a chance 1n 10 of developing into an errauc offender. If he
scores 100-140 he has three and a hait chances in 10 of reforming
at some ume during the fifteen-year peniod after the end of con-
trol by the court, two chances in 10 of becoming a serious of-
fender, three and a half’ chances 1n 10 of becoming a minor
offender, and only half a chance 1n 10 of being an erratic of-
fender. If he scores 140~-1%0 he has a chance similar to the youth
scoring 100-140 of reforming duning the hfteen-year span, but four
rather than two chances in 10 of remaining a serious offender, two
rather than three and a half chances 1n 10 of becoming a minor
offender, and half a chance in 10 of turning out to be an erratic
offender. If he scores 180 or more he has as much chance of be-
coming a non-delinquent (three and a half out of 10) as the
youth who scores 100-140 or 140-180; but five and a half chances
out of 10 of remaining a scrious offender throughout the fifteen
years, and less than one chance in ten of becoming a minor of-
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fender; while the likelihood of his becoming an erratic offender
is nil.
PREDICTING AGE AT CHANGE FROM SERIOUS TO MINOR DELINQUENCY

It has already been mentioned that this 1s the first prediction
table we have been able to prepare covering a fifteen-year span.
We have attempted to increase the table’s usefulness by making it

possible to determine approximately the age at which a juvenile
offender who has some chance of becoming a minor delinquent is

TABLF 33. SERIOUS CRIMINALITY ~CORF RFLATED TO AGF AT CHANGE FROM
SERIOUS TO MINOR DEFIINQU ENCY DURING FIFTEEN-YEAR SPAN

SERIOUS
CRIMINALITY UNDER 1§ 15 TO 21 21 AND OVER TOTAL
SCORE Per cent Per cent Per cent Number
Under 100 286 428 286 7
100 t0 140 207 476 317 82

14010 1Ko 29 2 333 375 24
180 and over - - 1000 2

likely to change from the commussion of serious to the commis-
sion of munor offenses: and also the age at which those youths
who have some chance of reformanon are hkely to become non-
delinquents. Such a refinement of the prediction table, possible
only where behavior over long scgments of time 1s determinable,
greatly enhances its usefulness.

In order to sharpen the predictive instrument, therefore, the of-
fenders who became minor delinquents during the fifteen-year
span were next distributed into the various age-spans in which
they had actuallv changed from serious offenders to minor delin-
quents. The results of this tabulation are presented 1n Table 33.

A juvenile court judge utilizing this information in connection
with Table 32 would be able to determine, for example, that a
youth with a serious dclinquency score of 100-140, and therefore
having (according to Table 32) about three and a halt chances in
10 of becoming a minor offender, would have almost three chances
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in 10 of becoming such when he was under fifteen years old, four
and a half chances in 10 when he was between fifteen and twenty-
one, and three chances 1n 10 of becoming a minor offender when
he was twenty-one or older. Such information would naturally
serve as a useful guide to a juvenile court judge in determining 1n a
general way whether to give a boy a longer or shorter sentence 1n a
peno-correctional istitunion, or a longer or shorter period of praba-
tion. From the point of view of social protection, 1t 1s important
for the judge to know that a boy has seven chances 1n 10 of becom-
ing a mnor delinquent when sull under twentyv-one vears old,
which 1s the limit of the period durning which a juvenile court
would usually have junisdiction over a juvenile offender. In such a
case a judge would be hikely, for the sake of the public protection,
to arrange to keep a boyv under close supervision until he was twenty-
one, but to curtarl supervision if the delinquent actually became a
minor offender carlier, as Table 33 shows that he has some chance
of doing.

Another 1llustration of the use of the prediction table and age
chart may be claritving. A twelve-year-old boy scoring 140180 on
the five predictive factors has, according to Table 32, two chances in
10 of becoming a munor offender during the ftteen-year span.
Consultation of the age chart (Table 33) discloses that he has six
chances in 10 of becoming a minor dchinquent before he 1s twenty-
one. This information would probably causc the judge to provide
for a considerable period of close supervision for the youth until
he actually did become a minor offender. Supervision might then
be relaxed entirely or continued until it was felt that he is no
longer a severe menace to himself or the public.

PREDICTING AGE AT REFORMATION

A further refinement of Table 32 has been made possible by the
preparation of Table 34, in which 1s presented the age at which
offenders having specific criminality scores actually did reform
during the fiftcen-year span. From objectificd experience with this
particular group of cases, a juvenile court judge would know
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within what age-range offenders in a certain score class on the five
predictive factors are likely to reform. For example, a boy appear-
ing in a juvenile court who scores less than 100 on the five predic-
tive factors, and therefore has six chances in 10 of becoming non-
delinquent during the fifteen-year span following treatment by
the court (Table 32), has less than two chances in 10 of becoming
completely non-criminal while under fifteen, aimost five chances in
10 of reforming between fifteen and twenty-one years of age, and
three and a half 1n 10 of reforming when he 1s twenty-one or older.
Such information would, then, guide the judge 1n the length of

TABLE 34. SERIOUS CRIMINALITY SCORE RELATED TO AGE AT REFORMA-
TION DURING FIFTEEN-YEAR SPAN

SERIOUS
CRIMINALITY UNDER 15 15 TO 21 21 ANDOVER  TOTAL
SCORE Per cent Per cent Per cens Number
Under 100 160 480 360 25
100 10 140 24 4 451 305 82
14010 180 21.4 4512 33.4 42
180 and over 18 2 545 27 11

probation or other supervision which would be necessary 1n order
to insure to such an offender and to the public the widest protection.

Or, if a youth appearing before a juvenile court scores 140-180,
the general prediction table (Table 32) indicates that he has about
three and a half chances 1n 10 of ultimately abandoning his erimi-
nal conduct; and Table 34 shows that such a youth has but two
chances 1n 10 of becoming non<riminal while under fifteen, four
and a half chances in 10 of reformation when he 1s between fifteen
and twenty-one, and only about three chances in 10 when he is
twenty-one or older. On the basis of such information the judge can
determine the probable length of supervision necessary for such an
offender.

s & & s e

The uscfulness of a prediction table indicating behavior over a
fifteen-year span following handling in a juvenile court, with the
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added refinement of a determination of the approximate age-span
during which an offender is likely to change from the commission
of serious to minor offenses, or to reform entirelv, would naturally
be enhanced by a series of tables which would indicate the likeli-
hood of good behavior during periods of peno-correctional super-
vision. Such tables are presented in Chapter XIX.

We can now turn our attention to the behavior of our group of
offenders during the various types of peno-correctional treatments
to which they were subjected from the onset of their delinquent
careers until the end of the third five-year follow-up span.



Chapter X111

BEHAVIOR DURING VARIOUS FORMS OF PENO-
CORRECTIONAL TREATMENT

THUS far we have given no particular attention to the conduct
of our juvenile offenders during the various peno-correctional
treatments which they expenienced. Nor have we in our previous
rescarches particularly studied the behavior of criminals during
treatment. We know, however, that some offenders react differ-
ently during some forms of peno-correctional treatment than dur-
ing others. In 500 Criminal Careers, for example, we noted that,
although 30 per cent of the ex-inmates of the Massachusetts Re-
formatory were non<crniminal during parole supervision, a lower
proportion, 21.1 per cent, were non-criminal during a five-year
period following the end of parole.’ We also noted 1n that work
that 17.5 per cent of the group did not violate any of the institu-
tion's rules and were 1n other ways “model prisoners”; but the re-
marnder, 82.5 per cent, were 1n varying degrees not amenable to the
institutional regime. Some 86 per cent of those who misbchaved
commutted scrious offenses wn the institution, such as rebellion
agamnst authority, violence against the person, offenses against prop-
erty, and scx offenses; while about 13 per cent could be designated
minor offenders * We further noted in our more intensive studies
of individual delinquents that particular offenders, although be-
having very well in a reformatory, misbehaved during periods of
probation or parole; and that other offenders did not respond well
either in institutions or during periods of extramural treatment.
We observed that some offenders who underwent frequent pe-
riods of institutionalization responded very poorly in their earlier
vears but later grew more amenable to institutional regimes. We
also noted in previous rescarches, as well as the present one, that

} 900 Crimunal Careers, wble 16, page 190.
? 500 Criminal Carcers, pages 158-159, 163,
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some offenders who misbehaved during probation or parole proved
most amenable to life in the Army or Navy; and that others who
behaved well under probation or parole came into conflict with
legal authorities very shortly after such supervision ceased. We
noted, in addition, that some offenders, though not behaving satis-
factorily in reformatories and prisons where the regimes are strict,
got along acceptably in the laxer atmosphere of jails; and that some
offenders always behaved well during probation or parole, while
others behaved acceptably under these forms of treatment only
when the supervision was very strict.

From these observations of variation in behavior duning different
forms of peno-correctional treatment, we were impelled 1n the pres-
ent studv to ascertain the differences in the characteristics of offend-
ers who respond variously to extramural and intramural supervi-
sion, and to construct prediction tables for behasior during cach
form of peno-correctional treatment. It will be recalled in this latter
connection that 1n our other follow-up studies we have ascertained
those factors 1n the hfe histories of groups of offenders that would
be predictive of the behavior of similar groups of offenders in the
years followtng a paruicular form of peno-correctional treatment.
In 500 Criminal Careers and Later Crimnal Carcers these predic-
uons dealt with conduct after expiration of sentence to a men's re-
formatory; in Five Hundred Delinguent Women with the behavior
of female offenders in the years following expiration of sentence to
a women’s reformatory; and 1n One Thousand [uvemle Delin-
quents with conduct following the completion of supervision by a
juvenile court as recommended by a child guidance clinic.

We have come to see the importance of determining probable be-
havior not only following treatment but during treatment. In order
to provide the foundations for a study of the characteristics of what
might be called “treatment types,” and for the construction of pre-
diction tables covering behavior during each of several forms of
peno-correctional treatment, we determined, in connection with
the present check-up on the boys originally described in One Thou-
sand [uvenile Delinguents, to record in chronological order all
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forms of peno-correctional treatment to which each boy had been
subjected from the earliest onset of delinquency through the Ju-
venile Court “treatment period” and the three five-year follow-up
periods, and to secure information from recorded sources concern-
ing the behavior of these offenders during their various “treat-
ments.” These treatments consisted of ordinary probation, proba-
tion under suspended sentence, incarceration in correctional or
truant schools, reformatories, prisons, or jails, and parole. In some
cascs, of course, an offender had only one or two forms of peno-
correctional treatment during this span of twenty to twenty-five
years (covering, as already indicated, not only the years prior to
appearance 1n the Boston Juvenile Court but also the onginal “treat-
ment period” and the fifteen years thereafter). A very large propor-
tion, however, had been subjected to many periods of probation,
parole, or imprisonment

Coming to this task so many years after the treatment experiences
had occurred, 1t was not possible for us to obtain at first hand in-
formation regarding the details and nuances of the conduct of the
offenders during treatment, nor could we hope to find such in-
formation 1n the records of probation or parole departments or in-
stitutions. It may well be, for example, that an occasional offender
whom we have classified as a fatlure during a particular period of
probation behaved very poorly in the early part of his probation
but improved markedly toward the latter part. It may hikewise be
that a youth who musbehaved during the carly part of astavina
correctional school later adjusted himself well to 1ts routine.* Not
only could we not secure such detailed information with any degree
of uniformity, but it was not possible by this method of filhing in
data so many years after the event, and from official records so un-
evenly kept and by so many persons, to determine the deep-lying
reasons why a particular offender behaved well during some periods

? We do not wish at this stage to enter wnto the important question of whether an in-
mate's docile adherence to a pnison’s rules 1s always a true 1ndication of his reform or is, in
the long run, socially desirable From the standpoint of the prison administrator, however,

an inmate who does not violate institutional rules and goes about his dunes without causing
trouble is deemed a “success
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of treatment and poorly during other similar periods. All we can do
is to infer that he was more closely or less closely supervised during
one period of probation or commitment than during another, or
that he liked or disliked a particular probation officer or institu-
tional official, or that the content and quality of probation in one
court was quite different from that in another, and so on.

Where the raw data were so sketchy, it would only have been mis-
leading to venture upon the reasons for the varying responses to
what is presumably the same form of “treatment.” It was necessary,
therefore, to define “success” and “failure” under the various forms
of peno<orrectional treatment by an objective standard that could
not be seriously questioned, and to eliminate from consideration any
treatment about which the basic information could not be readily
determined.

We have not made any guesses about an offender’s behavior dur-
ing various forms of peno-correctional treatment, nor have we de-
pended upon the memory or opinion of the offender or of peno-
correctional officials Cases in which conduct data had not actually
been recorded contemporancously or 1n which the criminal records,
gathered by us from many sources, did not clearly indicate that
misbchavior had or had not occurred during a parucular period of
treatment, were classificd as “unknown.” In view of the fact, how-
ever, that a very large proportion of the offenders underwent more
than onc period of extramural treatment (probation, parole) and
likewise more than one period 1n institutions, 1t was actually pos-
sible to sccure information about some, if not all, of the treatment
experiences of g62 vouths.®

The preliminary procedure employed in gathering these data was
to enter on a card in chronological order the various peno-correc-
tional treatments. The next step was to fill in the responses to treat-
ment as indicated by the criminal record itsclf, and then to search
for recorded information on the remaining treatment experiences.
The following is an illustration of this procedure:

4 See Chapter XXI1, Method of Thin Research
® Appenda B, T-80
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Chronological List of John G’s Treatment Experiences

TREATMENT
X Truant School

Parole from X Truant School
X ‘Fruant School

Parole from X Truant School

Probation for larceny

Probation for Jarcens

Y Housc of Correction

Y Housc of Correction

Z Reformatory

Parole from Z Reformatory

Probation under suspended
sentence for larceny

Probauon under suspended
sentence for non support

Probation under suspended
sentence for violaton of
hiquor laws

Probation for bastardy

Probatinn under suspended
sentence for larceny
Y House of Correction

DATES

July 1912—December 18,
1913

December 18, 1g13—March
232, 1918

March 22, 1918-—Januany
21, 1919

January 21, 1919—Apnl 1,
1922

June 16, 1921—October 24
1922

September 1 1922—Feb
ruary 28 1923

June 13, 1923—July 12,
1923

October 19, 1925—Apnl 22,
1926

Apnl 22, 1926—Apn! 23,
1927

Apnl 23, 1927—]January 17
1928

Scptember 19, 1929-—March
19, 1930

May 31, 1933—Junc 1, 1934

July 8, 1922—July 1B 1932

Jul 9, 1932——July 5, 1933

Scptember 18, 1932—Octo-
ber 5, 1932

January 31, 1933—Decem-
bher 20. 1633

BEHAVIOR
Success

Fallure arrested March 22,
1918, for larceny
Success

Failure arresied May 18,
1921, for forgery, Junc 16,
1921, for larceny

Falure arrested September
1, 1922, for larceny

Fallure defaulted

Peniod too short to be judged
Success
Failure attempted theft

Fallure parole revoked, de-
faulted
Failure defaulted

Falure arrested June 22,
1932, for fornication, june
24 1932 for violaton of
hquor laws

Failure Julv 9, 1932, de-
fauhied

Falure arrested August 1,
1932 for no license: Sep-
tember 8 1932, for larceny

Success held only unnl rest-
tution pad

Success

From this record it is clear that John G could be regarded as a
failure during his first parole period from December 18, 1913, to
March 22, 1918, when he was at liberty from the X Truant School,
because his criminal conduct as discovered through the Massachu-
setts Board of Probation revealed that this parole was terminated
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by an arrest for larceny. Likewise, he was clearly a failure during the
second parole period, January 21, 1919, to April 1, 1922, because his
official criminal record indicated that on May 18, 1921, he was ar-
rested for forgery and on June 16, 1921, for larceny. John could also
be judged a farlure in his first probation period, June 16, 1921, to
October 24, 1922, because his criminal record revealed that on Sep-
tember 1, 1922, he was arrested for larceny.

The interested reader can see clearly that the behavior of John G
during manv of his probation and parole periods could readily be
determined merely from an examnation of his court record. It was
not possible, however. to sccure all the information necessary in
John's case merely from his criminal record For example, the rec-
ords of the X Truant School had to be examined to determine
John's behavior in that institution from Julv 1912 to December 1913
and also from March 1918 to Januarv 1919: we had to examine the
court records for John's conduct during the probation period of
September 1922 to February 19235 and 1t was necessary to communi-
cate with the institutional authornties for information about John's
ncarceration in the Y Housc of Correction for the peniods June to
July 1923, October 1925 1o Apnil 1926, and Januarv to December
1933, and with the officials of the Z Reformatory for information
about his bchavior during his incarceration from April 1926 to
April 1927. Further, the court’s record of John's probation under
suspended sentence for the period from September 1929 1o March
1930 had to be personallv cxamined, as well as the record of his
probation under suspended sentence of September to October 1932.

This procedure was followed in each of the 962 cases.

DEFINITHONS OF “SUCCESS” AND “FAILURE” DURING TREATMENT

After gathering the available data on the behavior of our offend-
ers during peno-correctional treatment, 1t was necessary to differ-
entiate successful conduct during treatment from misconduct. The
distinction between “success” and “failure” during treatment is
essentially that between criminality and non-criminality as applied
to the behavior of our group of delinquents in the successive five-
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year periods following their treatment by a juvenile court and clinic,
except that no attempt was made to separate failures into minor and
scrious. It would hardly have been possible to do this in any large
number of cases because, as already indicated, the sketchy materials
available for thus aspect of the study did not furnish a safe basis for
such a fine differentiation.

The categorization of farlure during a period of extramural treat-
ment (probation, probation under suspended sentence, parole, and
placement 1n a foster home ordered by the court) was, in cases of
probation or parole, based on actual arrests during the period of
such treatment. or on more than occasional violations of probation
or parole, or on surrender to an mnstitution for violating proba-
tion under suspended sentence or parole; or by the known or re-
corded commussion ot offenses for which an offender might well
have been arrested (such as stealing, sex offenses, drinking, and so
on). An occasional minor infringement of the rules of probation or
parole (such as neglect to report on time or changing jobs without
permussion or arrest for trafhic violations) was not regarded as fail-
ure. In the case of foster home placement, a boy was classified as a
fatlure if he ran away from the foster home, was arrested during the
period of placement, or commutted any offenses (except minor traf-
fic violations) for which he might have been arrested.

The question may justly be asked at this point whether all cases
in which evidence of failure was not recorded were then considered
to have succeeded during a particular treatment. It should be em-
phasized that if there was insufficient data on which to make a
judgment of conduct, the case was classed as “unknown.” The fol-
lowing examples will show the method.

A boy was known to have been on probation from August 6, 1920, to
June 28, 1921, for larceny Duning this period he was not arrested. The
judge committed him temporarily to the care of the Department of Pub-
lic Welfare for placement 1n a foster home, but since the boy’s brother
and father objected to this, the judge agreed to give him a trial on active
probation under the close supervision of his brother. The court record
indicates that supervision of the boy was left largely to the brother, whom
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the probation officer saw only occasionally, his reports indicating that the
brother was beginning to lose interest 1n supervising the boy. The nota-
tion appears in the court record that “although the home slack and there
is not very intelhgent control of the boy, case was filed.” As all this oc-
curred some scventeen vears ago it was not possible for us to secure any
further information There was no proof in the record that the boy did
not misbehave during this probation period, and as the probauon officer’s
reports were infrequent and sketchy, the boy's behavior during this par-
ucular probauon period had to be classified as “unknown ”

In another instance the offender was on probation for wix months in
1934 for assault and battery on his wite The man was to live with his
brother during the probation period, and the wite with her parents.
Shortly after the beinning of probation. the probationer called on his
probation officer seching work, which fact was entered 1 the record.
There 15 2 notation tour months later that he agan called to report that
he was estranged trom his wite. The probation othcer, apparently wish-
ing to bring the husband and wife together. notified them buth to come
to hus office on a particular dav Neither of them appeared, however, and
on recommenduation of the supervising probition othcer the case was
“dismussed.” Here, as in the previous dlustration, the supervision given
by the probation officer was lax, or the reports were extremely sketchy,
and there was not sufhiciently clear evidence that the man in question had
behaved well throughout the probation period. even though he was not
arrested during that ime Therefore his behavior during this parucular
period of probation had 1o be classified as “unknown ™

In a case like the following, however, 1t was clearly possible to
categorize the offender as successfully completing a period of extra-
mural supervision.

This youth was on parole from a correctional school from 1925 10 1929,
during which ume he lived with lus parents and worked steadily, earning
$25 2 week According to the record, the boy was seen pcrvma”y by the
parole officer every six months, and 1t was clear that the officer checked
cach time on the youth’s employment and conduct. The boy continued
to hive at the same address with his parents throughout these years, He
worked steadily, holding three different positions The father, mother,
and brother, whenever visited by the parole officer, were full of praise for
him, and his brother commented that “he better do good or he will go
back.” From this particular case report, sketchy as it may be for certain
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purposes, we nevertheless had sufficient information to determine that
this youth behaved satisfactorily during hus period of parole.

One more illustration 1s given of how proof of good behavior as
well as of poor was required before we made a judgment of success
or failure during treatment.

A youth was on probation under suspended sentence in a juvenile court
from June 1918 to October 1920 for breaking and entening a building
with other boys Placement 1n a foster home was determined upon and
was accomplished two months after the beginning of probanon. Al-
though from this point on the boy was under supervision of a children’s
society, the probation officer made frequent inquiries from the agency
about him The society kept close watch over the boy and visited him fre-
quently. The record indicates that he was steadily promoted 1n school
and that he was thoroughly happy in hus foster home Although the boy's
mother wished 10 have him at home, the court decided that he should
remamn with his foster parents. The agent of the child-placing society
was frcqucmlv asked for reports concerning the bov's progress, and these
are contained in the court record. In view of his excellent conduct in the
foster home, the bov was finally permitted by the court to return to hus
own home, but with the understanding that he be supervised bv the so-
cety. After three months of such supervision, the court was satshied that
the casc could be filed. Here, as in the preceding case, there was sufficient
evidence of the bov’s good behavior to designate him a success on
probanion

According to our definstion, faslure during a period of intramural
treatment (correctional school, reformatory, prison, jail, institution
for defective delinquents) was determined from the conduct reports
kept by institutional officials. If such records revealed that an in-
matc was a constant disciphinary problem, frequently running away
from the institution or stealing or inciting others to misbehavior or
instructing others in the commussion of sex offenses or otherwise
generally disturbing the routine of the institution, he was rated a
failure. Somctimes no such detailed information was given in the
record, but 1t was indicated that a youth had been punished by being
placed in solitary confinement. This was sufficicnt evidence that he
did not get along satisfactonly.
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It may be, as we have already indicated, that a youth behaved

well for part of a stay in an institution. For obvious reasons, we
could not, however, make such subtle distinctions in connection
with this partcular research. An offender who was reported as be-
ing entirely or usuallv amenable to the institution routine, and only
very occasionally violating the rules, was categorized a success dur-
ing a particular period of intramural treatment.

We must not leave these definitions of success and failure without
saying a word about responscs to treatment under Army or Navy
discipline. Although this 1s not a penocorrectional treatment, we
gathered information on the behavior of our group during periods
in the Armv or Navs, because, as pointed out at the beginning of
this chapter, we occasionally noted that some men got along very
well in the Army or Navy but did not behave well under vanous
forms of peno<orrectional treatment The routine and disciphne
of mulitary lite require a certan degree of adaptatnhity not wholly
unhike that required 1in institutional Wfe. Failure 1n the Army or
Navy was determined entirelv from the official reports of Army or
Navy authorities. dishonorable discharge or desertion, or imprison-
ment by the mulitary or naval authorsties, was the test of faslure.
Successin the Army or Nary was, for our purposcs. determined by
honorable discharge.

CENERAL SUMMARY OF BEHAVIOR DURING EXTRAMURAL AND INTRA-
MURAL TREATMENT

Before proceeding to a detaled description of the responses of
our delinquents to specihe forms of intramural and cxtramural
treatment which they experienced during their antisocial careers, it
would be well to make a gencral summary of their responses to
both types of treatment.

We were able to secure some, though not always complete, in-
formation about the behavior of ¢h2 of our original 1,000 offenders
from the onset of their delinquent carcers through the fifteen-year
follow-up span. Of these, 562 (58.4 per cent) experienced both ex-
tramural and intramural treatment of onc sort or another; 393
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(408 per cent) had extramural treatment only (including a few
who possibly did have intramural treatment about which we could
not sccure information), and % had intramural treatment only.®

In all, 955 offenders had extramural correctional experiences. Of
these, 160 (16.8 per cent) always succeeded during these periods of
oversight (mainly probation and parole), 428 (44.8 per cent) con-
sistently fatled, while 367 (38.4 per cent) sometimes did well and
sometimes did not.

Of the 569 youths who had intramural treatments at one time or
another during their delinquent careers, 236 (41.5 per cent) always
behaved acceptably in institutions, 142 (25 per cent) always failed in
nstitutions, while 191 (33.5 per cent) sometimes responded well
during periods of intramural treatment and at other times did not.”

We find that the 562 youths who experienced both extramural
and mtramural treatment and whose behavior during both forms
of treatment was classifiable can be divided into four general types,
as follows-

1 Those who succeeded during some though not necessanilv all intra-
mural and extramural treatments

2 Those who failed during all intramural and extramural treatments

3. Those who succeeded during intramural treatments but failed dur-
ing extramural treatments

4- Those who failed during intramural treatments but succeeded dur-
1ing extramural treatments

On this basis we found that 209 (37.2 per cent) behaved satis-
factorily during some if not all their treatments, which indicates
that thev had an immediate or latent capacity to succeed in both
forms of treatment; o1 (16.2 per cent) failed during all the treat-
ments to which they were subjected; 214 (38.1 per cent) though
failing in all extramural supervision, succeeded in some or all the
intramural treatments to which they were subjected; and 48 (85

8 Calculated from Appendix B, T-8o. Thirty-eight of the 1.000 boys are omitted from
consideration esther because they had no treatment experiences or because no record of their
expenences could be found.

T Calculated from Appendix B, T-80
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per cent), though failing in all the intramural treatments, behaved
well during some or all extramural treatments.

In the following chapters we shall make comparisons of the char-
acteristics of the youths who succeeded in extramural treatments
with those who failed, those who succeeded in intramural treat-
ments with those who failed, those who succeeded 1n both types
with those who failed, and those who succeeded 1n both types of
treatment with those who failed 1n one type or the other. Such com-
parisons furnish a basis for determining the probable responses of
other groups ot oftenders to extramural and intramural treatment
and therefore carry us a step further in the buillding up of prediction
tables which we hope will be useful in guiding judges, parole
boards, and other penocorrectnional officials 1n handhing offenders.

BEHAVIOR DURING SPECIFIC TYPES OF EXTRAMURAL TREATMENT

After this general analysis of the behavior of the 962 youths
whose conduct under official supervision was known, we can turn
to a more specific description of their responscs to probation, parole,
and vanous forms of ncarceration without, however, at the mo-
ment taking account of these responscs in relation to the average
age of the youths when under a particular form of treatment.

Of 806 youths who were on straight probation (unaccompanied
by a suspended sentence or incarceration), at onc ume or another
during therr delinquent careers, and about whose behavior on pro-
bation sufficient information could be sccured to Jetermine success
or failure. 164 (20.3 per cent) always behaved well, 367 (57.9 per
cent) always failed, and 175 (218 per cent) sometimes failed and
sometimes succeeded under this form of treatment *

As for probation under suspended sentence, of the 500 youths
who were placed under this form of supervision, 100 (20 per cent)
behaved well, 348 (69.6 per cent) always failed, while 52 (10.4 per
cent) sometimes did well and at others did not ®

In regard to parole (including parole not only from reformatories
and prisons but also from juvenile institutions), of 472 youths who

YAppendex B T 99 * Appendin B, T 79
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were on parole at one time or another during their delinquent ca-
reers, and about whom information could be gathered, 66 (14.0 per
cent) always behaved satisfactorily, 334 (70.8 per cent) always mis-
behaved sufficiently to be considered failures, while 72 (15.2 per
cent) sometimes did well under parole oversight and at other times
did not."

Of the 72 youths who were placed in foster homes during periods
of probation or parole, 22 (30.5 per cent) behaved well n therr
foster homes, 47 (65.2 per cent) did not get along satisfactorily,
while 3 (4.3 per cent) sometimes behaved acceptably and at other
times did not."

For reasons already explained, we made a study of the behavior
of our youths under Army or Navy discspline. This 1s not included
in the summary of behavior during various forms of intramural
and extramural peno-correctional treatment, but there is signifi-
cance in the fact that of 121 youths who were 1n the Army or Navy
at onc time or another and about whom information could be se-
cured, 50 (41.3 per cent) conducted themselves well while 1 the
Service, 56 (46.3 per cent) did not get along satisfactonly, and 15
(12.4 per cent) behaved well during some enlistments but not dur-
ing others.™

BEHAVIOR DURING SPECIFIC TYPES OF INTRAMURAL TREATMENT

Since our vouths began their delinquent careers verv early in life,
a considerable proportion of them had been commuitted toindustrial
and truant schools Of 320 bovs who were at one time or another
sent to such institutions and about whose conduct 1t was possible
to secure information, 171 (40 7 per cent) behaved well under the
regime of such schools, 180 (42.9 per cent) did not, while 69 (16.4
per cent) at times did well and at times did not.™

A very small group of bovs were committed by judges to schools
for the feebleminded and. of the 31 boys about whom information

1% Appendin B, T-~g
11 These figures have been denived from Appendix B, T-79
12 Appendix B. T-79 1 Appendix B T-79
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could be secured, 10 (32.3 per cent) got along well in such schools,
17 (54.8 per cent) had to be regarded as failures, while 4 (12.9 per
cent) succeeded during some periods of treatment in schools for
the feebleminded but not 1n others.™

Of 162 youths who served sentences in reformatories for young
adults and about whose conduct under such treatment it was pos-
sible to secure sufhicient information to make a judgment of their
success or failure, 72 (44.4 per cent) behaved acceptably, 69 (42.6 per
cent) did not conduct themselves satisfactorily, and 21 (13 per cent)
succeeded during some reformatory commitments but fuled during
others.”

Of 111 youths who were commutted to prison at one tune or an-
other during their criminal careers and about whose behavior 1t
was possible to secure information, 69 (62 2 per cent) were alwavs
amenable to prison hic, 27 (24 3 per cent) never were, and 15 (135
per cent) behaved acceptably during some commitments and poorly
dunng others.*®

There were only 15 offenders who were commutted to institutions
for defective delinquents about whose behavior information could
be secured Of these. 8§ behaved well 1n such institutions, 5 did not,
while 2 failed during some commitments and succeeded during
others.”

In regard to sentences served n jails, houses of correction, state
farms, and similar establishments for short-term commitments, we
have information on the behavior of 185 of our vouths Of these,
121 (65 4 per cent) alwavs got along satisfactorily during such in-
carcerations, 33 (17.8 per cent) alwavs faled, and 31 (168 per cent)
did well during some commitments and poorlv during others.™

PROPORTIONAL INCIDENCE OF SUCCESS AND FAILURE DURING SPECIFIC
TYPES OF TREATMENT

The reader has undoubtedly already noted the fact that there is

considerable variation in the proportion of success and failure un-

16 Appendix B, T-79. 1 Appendix B, T-79 16 Appendia B, T-79
17 Appendiz B, T-74 I Apprndiz B, T-79
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der the different forms of peno-correctional treatment, and that
there are more failures during periods of extramural supervision
than during intramural treatment. It will be helpful at this point to
present, in Table 35, the responses of our youths to the various
forms of peno-correctional treatment which they experienced at
one time or another.

From Table 35 it 1s evident that the highest proportion of failure

TABLE 35. BEHAVIOR DURING VARIOUS FORMS OF PENO-CORRECTIONAL
TREATMENT AND IN ARMY AND NAVY (PERCENTAGES)

TOTAL
CASES IN
WHICH
BEHAVIOR
ALWAYS ALWAYS SOMETIMES  WAS
FAILED  SUCCEEDED SUCCEEDED KNOWN
Probation 579 20.3 21 8 806
Probation under suspended
sentence 69 6 200 10.4 500
Parole -0 8 140 15.2 472
Foster home placement (dur
ing probation or parole) 65 2 305 43 72
Industrial and truant schools 429 407 16.4 420
Schools for feebleminded 548 3213 12.9 31
Reforatorics 326 44-4 130 162
Prisons 2413 62 2 135 11
Jails 178 65 4 168 185
Army and Navy 463 413 12.4 121

during treatment occurred under parole. It must be remembered,
of course, that a large part of the parole supervision refers to parole
from juvenile institutions and that, as will be seen later in this chap-
ter, there 1s a higher failure rate on parole during the earlv than
during the late vears The proportion of failure during probation
under suspended sentence is about the same as the proportion of
fatlure under parole supervision. In a sense these two forms of extra-
mural oversight arc the same, because in both cases failure to behave
in accordance with the rules is hikely to result in commitment or
recommitment to an institution.



162 JUVENILE DELINQUENTS GROWN UP

The proportion of failures during placement in foster homes is
only slightly higher than the proportion of failures during periods
of straight probation, but is slightly lower than during periods of
parole or during probation under suspended sentence.™

It should be noted that there was a lower failure rate under Army
and Navy discipline than under straight probation or any of the
other forms of extramural correctional treatment. Apparently the
ngid discipline of the Army, voluntarily sought, had a salutary
effect in certain cases.

During institutional commitments our vouths obviously behaved
more satsfactorthy than thev did under extramural supervision. As
shown in Tablc 35. the highest imnstitutional fatlure rate occurred in
schools for the feebleminded. a finding possibly explained by the
fact that borderline defective delinquents are not as hikely to get
along as well 1n institunions as those wath higher mental powers.
The explanation mav also he partlv in the fact that vounger rather
than older offenders are sent to schools for the feebleminded, and
that the success rate in institutions as 2 whole appears to be lower
among younger than among older inmates (sce Table 36).

CHANGES IN BEHAVIOR DURING SPECIFIC TYPES OF TREATMENT

We are now ready to consuler the changes that occurred wath the
passing of the years in the proportion of offenders responding satis-
factorily to various forms of intramural and extramural peno-cor-
rectional treatment, omitting, because of smallness of numbers,
foster home supervision, schools for the fecbleminded, and institu-
tions for defective delinquents.

First considening probation, we find that, during the years prior
to the appearance of our youths before the Boston Juvenile Court,
22.9 per cent of the 323 boys who were on probation at one time or

1% Inadentally, i should be meationed that we made the differentiation 160 this study be-
tween probaton under suspended sentence and “sraight probatwon™ sn order to swcertain
whether the threat of commutment would result 1 a better showing on probation. It has
obviously not done v, and the reason probably hier in the fact that judges select more re-
aalctrant offendens for probanon under suspended sentence than they are hikely 1o place o

ordinary probstnn
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TABLE 36. BEHAVIOR IN EACH PERIOD DURING VARIOUS FORMS OF PENO-
CORRECTIONAL TREATMENT AND IN ARMY AND NAVY
(PERCENTAGE OF SUCCESS)

PIRST SECOND THIRD
PRIOR  FOLLOW-UP FOLLOW-UP POLLOW-UP
PERIOD PERIOD PERIOD PERIOD
Probation 22.9 33.0 26.6 39.4
Probation under suspended
sentence 17.8 24.0 217 23.0
Parole 2.5 145 25 4 344
Correctional schools 49.1 52.5 53.1 -
Reformatories - 38.8 53 4 78.0
Prisons - - 63.4 70.8
Jals - 66.7 75.8 785
Army and Navy - 51.0 60.4 63.6
Average age Under 13', 140019 191024 241029
years years years years

another, and whose behavior could be determined, behaved satis-
factonly under such oversight (see Table 36). This means that they
violated the rules of probation only occasionally and then in minor
fashion, were not arrested, and did not commit any offenses for
which they might have come to the attention of the authonties.
During the first five-year follow-up period, there was some 1m-
provement 1n adjustment to probation supervision, for 33.0 per cent
of 303 youths could by that time be considered successful. Although
during the second five-year peniod there was a shght drop—to 26.6
per cent—in the proportion of youths behaving well under proba-
tion, an increase to 39.4 per cent occurred 1n the third follow-up pe
riod. Thus, although there has not been an altogether uniform trend
in the proportion of offenders behaving well under probation, the
dircction has been toward increasing adjustment to probation—
from 22.9 per cent 1n the carly years when the juvenile delinquents
were, on the average, less than thirteen and a half years old, to 39.4
per cent during the years when the youths had reached an average
age of twenty-four to twenty-nine years.”

20 Appendix C, a1,
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As for response to probation under a suspended sentence, which
involves the threat of commitment if the conditions of probation
are violated, there was practically no increase with the passing of
the years in the proportion of those offenders who respanded well
to this form of peno-correctional treatment. In the carly years, 17.8
per cent of the offenders who were placed under such extramural
supervision made a successful adjustment during the probation pe-
riod; during the first five-vear follow-up period the percentage in-
creased only shightly, to 24.0; and 1t remained about the same in the
third five-year period ** It would appear, thercfore, that the effec-
tiveness of the threat of return to an institution does not increase
with the passing of the years Thus 1s probably related to the fact
that offenders subjected to this particular form of extramural treat-
ment are, on the whole, more serious crimmals than those selected
by judges for straight probation

Coming now to changes in behavior during parole, 1t 15 of espe-
cial sigmficance that of the vouths who were on parole before they
reached an average age of thirteen and a half’ (which of course
means that thev were on parole from juvenile traming schools),
only 2.5 per cent made a successful adjustment under such over-
sight. But the percentage who comported themsehes sausfactonly
under this form of extramural supervision rose to 14.5 dunng
the first five-year follow-up period. when the vouths ranged from
fourteen 1o nincteen vears on the average, to 25 4 during the sec-
ond follow-up period, and to 34.4 during the third. Thus we see
a marked and consistent improvement with the passing of the years
in the adjustment made by offenders while on parole

It has already been noted that a considerably higher percentage of
offenders did well in the Army or Navy than under probaton or
parole. Our youths were of course too young to have had any serv-
ice in the Army or Navy in the years prior to their appearance before
the Boston Juvenile Court. But during the first five-year follow-up
period, st of the 100 youths who served enlistments cither in the

n Appendix C, 22. 312 Appendix C, 13.
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Army or Navy made a successful adjustment—a fact established by
their honorable discharge; during the second period the percentage
of those responding well rose to 60.4, and in the third follow-up
span to 63.6.%

Turning now to the conduct of our group in correctional schools,
we find that during their early years, 49.1 per cent of the 55 boys
who had been commutted to correctional or truant schools, and
whosc behavior there was known, made an acceptable adjustment
to this form of intramural treatment. This means that they were
readily amenable to the institutional routine and only occasionally,
if at all, committed minor offenses. Practically no change occurred
in the responses of our offenders to this form of treatment as they
grew older, for during the first five-year follow-up period 52.5 per
cent of the 326 youths whose behavior 1n correctional or truant
schools was determinable conducted themselves satisfactonly in
such institutions, and during the second follow-up period 53.1 per
cent of 32 vouths made an adequate adjustment to the routine of
correctional schools. By the beginning of the third five-year span
the men were too old to serve terms 1n juvenile training institutions.

In considering the fact that no change occurred in the response of
our youths to treatment in correctional and truant schools, 1t should
be remembered that thev could not be given new commitments to
such schools after they were seventeen years old, and that they could
be returned to such institunions by revocation of their parole per-
mits only up to the statutory age of twenty-one.™

Coming now to behavior in reformatorses, we note a considerable
improvement with the passing of the yvears. It should be kept 1n
mind that in Massachusetts offenders may be commutted to reforma-
torics at seventeen, but that the average age at commutment to such
institutions is higher. During the first five-vear follow-up period,
when our youths averaged fourteen to nineteen years of age, 38.8
per cent of those “serving time” in reformatories made satisfactory
adjustments to the regime; during the second period, when they

8 Appendix C, 24 # Appendix C, 2s.
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averaged nineteen to twenty-four years, 53.4 per cent behaved ac-
ceptably; and during the third, when they averaged twenty-four to
twenty-nine years, 78.0 per cent of the youths serving reformatory
sentences made successful adjustments to reformatory hfe.™ It is
evident, therefore, that there was marked improvement in the be-
havior of our offenders in reformatorics with the passing of the
years. The extent 1o which this 15 to be attributed to “learning the
ropes” of frictionless institutional hie as the inmates gained ex-
perience 1n imprisonment cannot of course be determined But 1t is
reasonable to assume. as we shall sce from the discussion on pages
267-270, that part ot the increase in satisfactory adjustment to the
demands of an nsttutional regime may be credited to the integra
tive and “settling down” processes that come with advancing vears.

As very few ot our vouths were old enough tor prison sentences
until the beginning of the sccond five-vear follow-up period, no
consideration need be given to thair adjustment to prison hite before
that time. During the second five-year span, 63.4 per cent of the 52
youths who were commutted to prison and whosw behavior was
ascertamnable were good prisoners: and this proportion increased to
708 per cent during the third follow-up peniod, when they ranged
in age from 24 to 29 vears on the average Obviously there is greater
adjustment to life 1n institutions for adults than in instiunions for
juveniles. This mav be partly due to a difference in the nature of
the regimes and partly to a growing experience 1n outward adher-
ence to prison regulations, but it appears to be far more readily ex-
plainable by age differences at the tme of commitment to such
institutions.™

As for changes in behavior in jails with the passing of the years,
we find that during the first five-year follow-up period, when the
offenders ranged in age from fourteen to nincteen years, 66.7 per
cent of thase committed to jails, houses of correction, or state farms
behaved acceptably in such institutions; during the second follow-
up span, when they were between nineteen and twenty-four years

2 Appendix . 16 * Appendix C, 27
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old, the proportion of those making satisfactory adjustments in-
creased to 75.8 per cent; and during the third, to 78.5 per cent.” This
somewhat better adjustment to life in jails than in prisons is prob-
ably explained by the fact that the incarceration is not of such long
duration and the regulations are less stringent.

In order to visualize more clearly the changes that have taken
place over the years in the behavior of our juvenile delinquents un-
der vanious extramural and intramural peno-correctional treatments,
we have set down in Table 36 the proportion of offenders who be-
haved acceptably during each form of peno-correctional treatment
prior to their appearance in the Boston Juvenile Court.and in each of
the three successive five-year follow-up periods. From this table 1t 1s
clear that, although there 1s improvement with the passing of the
years 1n the behavior of offenders duning extramural treatment
(straight probation, probation under suspended sentence, and pa-
role), the improvement in conduct during intramural treatment 1s
more marked It 1s clear, also, that during every period in the dehin-
quent careers of these vouths, they behaved better in institutions
than they did under extramural supervision. It should be pointed
out, however, that some conducted themselves very much better 1n
the Army or Navy than thev did while under probation or parole,
and almost as well as thev did duning confinement.

Many questions are rased by the analvsis of the behavior of our
group of offenders during various forms of peno-correctional treat-
ment, to which we cannot give definite answers from the materials
available Why is 1t for example, that although there was increas-
ing improvement during all forms of treatment. there was more
improvement under certam forms of treatment than others? What
differences are there in the actual quality of the various treatments?
How does maturation actually play its part in progressivelv increas-
ing good behavior during any spectfic form of treatment?

37 Appendix C, 28
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Answers to these and other questions about the conduct of of-
fenders during treatment would require a much more detailed and
intimate knowledge of the various treatment and rehabilitative
processes than we have been able to assemble within the scope of
this investigation. In a research now beginning we will study at
close range the behavior ot a large group of offenders under every
form of peno<orrecnional treatment to which the law happens to
subject them. so that we mav know more about the subtleties of con-
duct during treatment, as well as about the qualitv of the treatment
and the role which the mteraction of the personalitics of officers and
offenders plav< in the treatment process ® But within the confines
of the present rescarch. mn which the vanous forms of peno-correc-
tional treatment have been described on the basis of a lowest com-
mon denominator, we can still extract much of value, and we have
broken the ground for more intensive studies of behaviar during
treatment. We have a basis, crude though 1t be, for constructing
prediction tables for the probable responses of” offendcrs to different
forms of peno-correctional treatment.

3% That there 1y 2 very rea difference 1o the qualiny of brth extramural and intramural
peno<orrectiona: treatment an Giffer-nt §laver 1 rudent i the 0t that duning the perod
when a group of our fovs weer on probats ot the Bestnr Juvenile Court by recommenda-
von of the Judsr Bakee Frundanins 30 which time they were of an averape age of thit
teen and a2 Lalf seans, thes dehavert herter than thes had dunng any previous period of
probation or du-ag ans peovxd untl they arnved ar an aserage age of twenty four to
twents-pine vr33 Thuy ainthe veans pror 1 the appcarame of these bovi before the Boston
Jurenile Cout when they had been subiecterd o probuation in mamy different courts, only
22 9 prr et of them would be consdersd succries on probanon while during the particu-
lar probation (n the Baston Juvende Cour qus mennaned, 1~ 6 per cent of the vouths be-
havei snsfactoniv Dunng the five veass fflowing thi particular probanon penod, 33 per
cent of the vouths subjecred to probatian supervision by vanous courts succceded under
probatin, dunng the weond five vrar wpan 26 6 per cent, and dunng the third 39 ¢ per
[4+4 1%



Chapter X1V

OFFENDERS WHO SUCCEEDED DURING EXTRAMURAL
TREATMENT AND THOSE WHO FAILED

R the first 1n our series of analyses of conduct types, a compari-
son ts made between the former juvenile delinquents who suc-
ceeded during extramural supervision and those who failed there-
under, to scc whether and how they may be differentiated. In order
to sharpen this comparison, we arc omitting a group of offenders
who did not always behave sausfactonly duning extramural treat-
ment, and are confining our attention strictly to those who suc-
ceeded duning all the extramural treatments to which they were
subjected (160 offenders) and those who failled duning all such ex-
periences (428 offender).! In making prediction tables for response
to different forms of peno-correctional treatment we shall, of
course, take this third group into account.” An examination of
their characternstics indicates that they more nearly resembled those
who alwavs succecded: they apparently had the capacity to succeed
during extramural treatment but did not always do so, perhaps
because of the nature of some specific treatment or because, as we
have noted 1n a previous chapter, their adjustment was delayed to
later years

RESEMBLANCES

It 1s evident that the factors of resemblance between the oftend-
ers who always succeeded and those who alwavs failed during pe-
riods of extramural treatment, since they are neutral factors, cannot
be the ones that contributed to their varying responses. But 1t 1s well

YIn this chapter as well as tnam otners ain which compansons are made between two
soaes of cases of unequal numbers, the sigmificance of the differences was esumated by re-
latng the size of the differences to their probable errors The difference was considered sig-
nificant if 1t was three or more mes the probable error

3 See Chapter X1X
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to consider these resemblances before proceeding to a description
of the differences in the characteristics of the two groups.

First, the extramural successes and failures were alike in the per-
centage incidence of their countries of birth. They were also alike in
the average age of the vounger of their parents at the tiume the boys
appeared before the Boston Juvenile Court, and in the average dif-
ference 1n age between the vounger and older of their parents.
Their mothers were to the same extent gainfully employed to help
supplement meagre family incomes. Both groups were reared 1n
neighborhoods in which the surrounding influences were poor.
They came from famihies of equal size, and thev were of the same
birth rank among their brothers and sisters. They were alike 1n the
extent to which they had not belonged 1n childhood to well-super-
vised boys’ clubs, and also 1n the extent to which they were mem-
bers of gangs or ran about the streets with crowds of boys And,
finally, they rescmbled each other in the average age at which they
began to work, and 1n the nature of their earlv emplovment.

Since nonc of these factors ot resemblance could have any pant
in differentiaung these vouths into those who succeeded during
extramural treatment and those who failed, we are yustified in lay-
ing them aside in our scarch for the reasons for the differences in
their behavior while under supervision outside institutions.

SLIGHT DIFFERENCES

We next come to a group of factors in which small differences
are found to exist between the two groups we are now considering.
These differences do not amount to more than 4 to 10 per cent in
the incidence of any particular characteristic. Although none can
be given much significance in itsclf, taken together they at least
tend to show the trend of difference 1n the characteristics of those
who succeeded and those who failed during extramural treatment.

For example, a slightly higher proportion of white boys than of
Negrocs behaved well during extramural treatment. Further, there
was a higher proportion of youths of Hebrew parentage than of
Catholic or Protestant among those who always succeeded, and
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there were also more sons of parents who had been in the United
States for a brief period of time and who had had no schooling.
The last is obviously due to the fact that those who succeeded dur-
ing extramural treatment are to a greater extent than the failures
the sons of foreign-born parents. This will be more clearly scen 1n
the next section of this chapter.

It should be noted particularly that offenders who always behaved

well during extramural treatment were reared in homes 1n which

TABLF 37. EXTRAMURAL SUCCESSES AND FAILURES: NATIVITY OF
PARENTS ( PERCENTAGES)

SUCCESSES FAILURES
Parents native born 107 155
Parents foreign born 820 68 5
One parent native born, one
foreign born 7.3 16.0
Total number of known cases 150 381

the basic phvsical conditions of life were even worse than 1n the all
too poor homes of thase who did not respond well. Obviously,
whatever influence they may exert on the ongins of delinquency,
the childhood physical surroundings of an offender do not have
much, if anything, to do with his response to periods of officially
supervised freedom under legal control. It 1s to be noted, however,
that there was shghtly less need for intervention by social agencies
in the families of offenders who conducted themselves well under
extramural treatment than among the families of those who did
not.

MARKED DIFFERENCES

We come now to a series of factors in which there are greater
differences between those offenders who always succeeded during
extramural oversight and those who always failed.

Table 37 indicates that a greater proportion of those who be-
haved well than of those who did not were the sons of forcign-born
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parents. Table 38 shows the countries of birth of the parents; the
percentage of Irish parents and of those born in the United States
was much lower among the successes than among the failures, that
of Italian parents was somewhat higher, and that of Russian, Pol-
ish, and Lithuaman parents was much higher.

TABLE 38. EXTRAMURAL SUCCESSES AND FAILURES: BIRTHPLACE OF
PARENTS ( PERCENTAGES)

SUCCESSES FAILURES

Fashers Muihers Fathers Mathers
Uhnited States 154 14.6 242 23.9
Taaly 34.6 338 293 178
Russia. Poland, Lithuania 282 29.8 143 149
Ireland 53 86 156 180
Other 135 132 16.6 15 4
Total number of known cases r5h 151 392 389

Considering now a series of factors that reflect the social and psy-
chological differences in the early background of the offenders, we
find that among those w ho behaved well under supervised freedom
the proporuion who were reared in homes in which the economic
conditions were good was greater than among the fadures (Table
39) and that the moral standards of their famihies were an the whole
more satisfactorv (Table 40) Proportionately mare of the successes
came from fammlies in which the conjugal refations of the parents
were good (Table 41), they were to a greater extent held in affec-
tion by their parents (Table 42). and the disciplinary methods of a

TABLE 39. EXTRAMURAL SUGUESSES AND FAIL UREST FOONOMIC
STATUS OF PARENTS ( PERCENTAGES)

SUCCESSES PAILURES
Comfonable 33.2 202
Marginal bouy 0.4
Dependent 7.4 9-4

Total number of known cases 149 392
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TABLE 40. EXTRAMURAL SUCCESSES AND FAILURES: FAMILY MORAL
STANDARDS ( PERCENTAGES)

SUCCESSES FAILURES
Good 18.2 8.9
Farr 19.6 15.8
Poor 62.2 753
Total number of known cases 148 380

TABLE 41. EXTRAMURAL SUCCESSES AND FAILURES: CONJUGAL RELATIONS
OF PARENTS ( PERCENTAGES )

SUCCESSES FAILURES
Good 69.6 55.6
Fair 14.8 17 4
Poor 156 270
Total number of known cases 135 333

TABLE 42. EXTRAMI RAL SUCCESSES AND FAILURES: AFFECTION OF
PARENTS FOR OFFENDERS (PERCENTAGES)

SUCCESSES FAtLURES
Fathers Moshers Father: Mothers
Good 81.4 92.4 610 77
Faur At 6.1 2355 152
Poor 68 1.5 35 7.2
Total number of known cuses 102 131 251 348

TABLE 43. EXTRAMURAL SUCCESSES AND FAILURES: DISCIPLINE BY
PARENTS ( PERCENTAGES)

SUCCESSES FAILURES

Fathers Mothers Farhers Mothers
Good or fair 539 50.8 20.0 20.8
Poor 46.1 49.3 800 79.2

Total number of known cases 102 128 250 343
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TABLE 44. EXTRAMURAL SUCCESSES AND FAILURES: BROKEN HOMES

(PERCENTAGES)
SUCCESSES FAILURES
Home not broken 60.9 48.9
Home broken 39.1 51.1
Total number of known cases 156 409

larger proportion of the parents were at least fair (Table 43). Table
44 shows that the successes were to a significantly less extent than
the failures the products of broken homes, and Table 45 shows that
they were not in childhood to so great an extent removed from the
parental roof because of the death, separation. desertion, or divorce
of their parents or because their homes, although not broken, were
unsuitable for the rearing of children.

TABLE 45. EXTRAMURAL SUCCESSES AND FAILURES: EARLY ABNORMAL
ENVIRONMENTAL EXPERIENCES ( PERCENTAGES)

SUCCESSES FAILURES
No abnormal environmental experience 678 41.8
Abnormal environmental expeniences 32.2 582
Total number of knou'n cases 152 400

Turning now to certain early charactenstics of the youths them-
selves, we find, first and foremost, that those who succeeded while
on probation or parole were an average age of 10.3 years when they
began to misbchave, while those who consistently failed were a year
younger. However, the ime between onset of antisocial behavior
and first arrest was shorter for thase who always succeeded than for
thase who failed (Table 46).

Table 47 shows that proportionately fewer of the successes than
of the failures were “lone offenders,” as reflected in the offense for
which they appeared before the Boston Juvemle Court. Fewer of
the successes had vicious habits ( Table 48), there were fewer school
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truants among them (Table 49), they were not as much retarded in
school (Table 50), and, as shown in Table 51, they were to a far less
extent than the failures characterized by mental disorder, distortion,
marked personality liabilities, or serious adolescent instability (as
determined at the time they were examined by the Judge Baker
Foundation Clinic).

TABLE 46. EXTRAMURAL SUCCESSES AND FAILURES: TIME BETWEEN FIRST
DELINQUENCY AND FIRST ARREST (PERCENTAGES)

SUCCESSES FAILURES
None (first offense) 18.2 5.6
One year or less 43.4 40.4
Over one year 38.4 540
Total number of known cases 99 285

From all these marked differences in the ethnic background, in
the socio-psychological configurations of their family life, and in
their personal capacities and charactersstics, it 1s evident that those
of our offenders who always succeeded during extramural treat-
ment were much more favorably equipped and circumstanced than
were those who always failed during such treatment. Clearly, there-
fore, factors of the kind herein enumerated should be given great
attention bv sentencing judges and correctional adminastrators in
determining which offenders are likely to respond satisfactonly to
extramural supervision and which need to be incarcerated for their
own sake and for that of socicty.

TABLF 47. EXTRAMURAL SUCCESSES AND FAILURES: ACCOMPLICES IN
OFFFNSF FOR WHICH THFY WERE BROUGHT BEFORE THE
BOSTON JUVENILF COURT ( PERCENTAGES)

SUCCESSES FAILURES
Offense commutted alone 210 32.6
Offcnse commutted wath one other 297 25.4
Offense commutted with two or

more others 493 43.0

Total number of known cases 138 347
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OFFENDERS ( PERCENTAGES )

TABLE 48. EXTRAMURAL SUCCESSES AND FAILURES: HABITS OF

SUCCESSES FAILURES
No bad habits 34.6 22,0
Bad habits 65.4 780
Total number of known cases 159 427

TABLE 4Q. EXTRAMURAL SUCCESSES AND FAILURES: SCHOOL CONDUCT

(PERCENTAGES)
SUCCESSES FAILURES
No school misconduct 333 103
Truancy or other school misconduct 66 7 8g.7
Total number of known cases 126 367

TABLE 50. EXTRAMURAL SUCCESSES AND FAILURES: SCHOOL

RETARDATION ( PERCENTAGES)

SUCCESSES FAILURES
Not retarded 240 126
Retarded one year 260 239
Retarded two or more years 500 635
Total number of known cases 146 398

TABLE 51. EXTRAMURAL SUCCESSES AND FAILURES: MENTAL CONDITION

(PERCENTAGES)
SUCCESSES FAILURES

No mental disease, distoruon, marked

liabilities of personality, or marked ado-

lescent instability 57.9 35.1
Mental disease or distortion 8.8 17.6
Marked personality liabilities or marked

adolescent 1nstability 333 473
Total number of known cases 159 427



Chapter XV

OFFENDERS WHO SUCCEEDED DURING INTRAMURAL
TREATMENT AND THOSE WHO FAILED

FROM the comparison 1n the preceding chapter it is evident that
the former juvenile delinquents who responded satisfactorily to
extramural treatment had more favorable backgrounds and char-
acteristics than those who did not. In this chapter we are concerned
with a similar comparison of the men who always behaved satis-
factonly during periods of intramural treatment and those who
always failed.

It will be recalled from Chapter XIII that an inmate of a peno-
correctional institution who was a constant disciplinary problem,
frequently ran away from the institution, committed crimes therein,
incited others to misbehavior, or otherwise generally disturbed the
smooth conduct of the institution was considered a falure; while
an inmate who was entirely or usually amenable to the institution’s
routine, only occasionally violating mnstitution rules, was deemed to
be a success. On the basis of such a differentiation, 236 youths were
known to have succeeded throughout intramural treatment and 142
to have failed.” For the sake of the sharpness of the comparison, we
have omutted from consideration 191 youths who sometimes be-
haved acceptably in peno-correctional institutions. We shall, how-
ever, include them later in the prediction tables dealing with be-
havior during specific intramural treatments.”

RESEMBLANCES

Considering first the resemblances between the intramural suc-
cesses and failures, we find a great many factors in which the two
groups are alike. In these factors of resemblance there cannot, of

1 See Chapter XIII, p 157, sec also footnote 1 on page 169 regarding the probable error

of the difference 1n the two series of cases
2 See Chapter XIX
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course, be any clues to the difference in their responses to treatment
in peno-correctional institutions.

To begin with, both groups of boys had the same average number
of brothers and sisters, and they held the same birth rank in their
respective families. Those who behaved well 1n institutions and
those who did not were 1n similar proportions white and Negro
boys. They were of like nativity and were the sons of parents of like
nativity. Those of their parents who were foreigners migrated from
the same countries and had been in the United States for equal pe-
riods at the time the boys were brought before the Juvenile Court.
Further, the two groups derived 1n like proportion from the same
religious background. The average age of the younger of their par-
ents at the time of marriage was the same in both groups.

The offenders who behaved acceptably 1n peno-correctional es-
tablishments and those who did not had 1n many ways the same
kind of up-bringing For instance, the disciplinary practices of
their parents were to an equal extent poor. The two groups were
sons of parents with similar educational limitations and of like eco-
nomic status; and an equal proportion of the families were aided 1n
one way or another by social agencies during the boyhood of the
offenders The resemblance in economic condition is further indi-
cated by the fact that the mothers of the two groups were to a like
extent compelled to be gainfully employed during the childhood of
the offenders.

There is further resemblance between those offenders who be-
haved well in institutions and those who did not in that they were
to a like extent subjected to early abnormal environmental experi-
ences, which means that they left their parental homes or were re-
moved from them because of the death, desertion, divorce, separa-
tion, illness, or imprisonment of their parents, or because social
agencies felt that their homes were not conducive to the healthy
rearing of children.

Those who adjusted to institutional life and those who did not
resembled each other in the extent to which they were truants from
school or otherwise seriously misbehaved, and in the degree of their
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school retardation. They also resembled each other in the age at
which they began to work, in the extent to which they belonged to
gangs 1n boyhood or ran about the streets with crowds of boys, and
the extent to which they failed to join well-supervised boys’ clubs
for wholesome use of leisure time. The health of these two groups
of boys, as revealed at the time of their examination by the Judge
Baker Foundation Clinic, was the same. And finally, the same
amount of time elapsed between the onset of their first misbehavior
manifestations and their first arrest.

SLIGHT DIFFERENCES

In the factors in which those offenders who consistently suc-
ceeded during intramural treatment and those who always failed
differed from each other only shightly (a 4 to 10 per cent differ-
ence), we may find some clues to the reasons for the difference in
their behavior.

Furst, 1t 1s to be noted that the younger of the parents of those
offenders who behaved well were on the average a Iittle older than
the younger of the parents of the youths who did not get along well
in institutions. Also, there was a slightly greater difference in age
between the parents of those offenders who always behaved accept-
ably 1 mstitutions than between the parents of those who always
failed.

The youths who always responded favorably to Life in peno-cor-
rectional institutions were reared 1n somewhat better neighbor-
hoods than the others and 1n homes in which the living conditions
were shghtly more satisfactory, the conjugal relations of their par-
ents were better; also the boys were somewhat older at the onset of
their misbehavior manifestations than were those who always failed.

We now come to a few factors which suggest that those offenders
who responded well to life in peno-correctional establishments may
have found 1n such institutions a welcome refuge from the poor con-
ditions surrounding them; for these youths were in somewhat
greater proportion than the others, members of families in which
parents and/or brothers and sisters were also delinquents, there was
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a somewhat greater incidence of mental disease or defect in their
families, and they were to a slightly greater extent than the institu-
tional failures the sons of parents who had little affection for them.

It should be added, however, that the youths who behaved well in
institutions were of slightly higher intelligence than those who
failed, that on the whole they had somewhat better habits, and that
they suffered less than the others from mental disorders, distortions,
or marked habilities of personality (as determined at the ime of
their examination 1n the Clinic).

It will be recalled that among the boys who experienced extra-
mural treatment those who succeeded had a better background on
the whole than those who failed. This does not hold truc of the boys
who had intramural treatment; an erraticism 1s evident in the dif-
ferences between the two groups, the successes being more favorably
characterized in some respects and less so in others than the failures.
It is clear, thercfore, that for explanations of the difference in their
behavior behind walls we must look to other factors of difference
than those already described.

MARKED DIFFERENCES

In only two factors 1s there a marked difference between the intra-
mural successes and failures. One 1s the age at first arrest ; those who
behaved acceptably 1n institutions were a year younger on the aver-
age on the occasion of their first arrest than were those who did not
adjust themselves to institutional life. It would appear, therefore,
that the youths who behaved acceptably in institutions had a shorter
period of unrecognized delinquency than those who always failed.
Their habits of delinquency were less deeply ingrained and, per-
haps for this reason, they more easily adjusted themselves to institu-
tional life.

The other factor of marked difference between those who be-
haved satisfactorily during intramural treatment and those who did
not is to be found in Table 52, in the extent to which they committed
offenses in the company of other boys, as reflected in the offense
which brought them before the Boston Juvenile Court. The offend-
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TABLE 52. INTRAMURAL SUCCESSES AND FAILURES: ACCOMPLICES IN
OFFENSE FOR WHICH THEY WERE BROUGHT REFORE BOSTON
JUVENILE COURT (PERCENTAGES)

SUCCESSES FAILURES
Offense commutted alone 275 387
Offense commutted with one other  32.8 20.2
Offense committed with two or
more others 397 41.1
Total number of known cases 189 119

ers who succeeded in intramural treatment were, to a significantly
less extent than the others, youths who commutted their offenses
alone. This would indicate that the boys who got along satisfactorly
in institutions were to a greater extent than the failures influenced
1n their behavior by others; they were evidently of the companion-
able, suggestible type, capable of being influenced by their asso-
ciates. Apparently, therefore, offenders who are easily influenced
can adapt themselves more readily to the group hife of institutions
than can the “lone wolves” whose misbehavior is apparently not
dependent on the influence of companions.

Even these two differences between the successes and failures 1n
intramural treatment are not very marked; certamly these two
groups do not differ nearly as much as do those who succeeded and
those who failed during periods of extramural treatment. The
reason for this can probably be traced to the fact that supervision in
institutions 1s much closer than under probation or parole and the
chances of misbehavior therefore are fewer.

On the basis of this evidence it seems reasonable to conclude that
less habituation in delinquency and greater adaptability to group
life afford at least a partial explanation of the better adjustment of
certain offenders to institutional life.



Chapter XVI

OFFENDERS WHO SUCCEEDED DURING BOTH EXTRA-
MURAL AND INTRAMURAL TREATMENT AND
THOSE WHO FAILED

IN the two preceding chapters certain gross differences were
shown to exist between the characteristics and background of
offenders who responded successfully to extramural oversight and
offenders who did not, and between those of offenders who re-
sponded successfully to intramural treatment and offenders who
did not. In this comparison we found some clues to the reasons why
offenders respond 1n different ways to extramural and intramural
treatment. In the present chapter we make another grouping of our
“conduct types"—those who behaved successfully during at least
some, though not necessarly all, treatments, both extramural and
intramural (209 cases) and those who always failed during both
types of treatment (g1 cases).

RESEMBLANCES

There are a number of factors of resemblance between the of-
fenders who behaved well during both extramural and intramural
treatment and those who did not. Both groups had the same propor-
tion of white and Negro youths among them; they were of like
nativity; the average difference in age between the younger and the
older of their parents was the same ; the families of the two groups
were of equal size; to a like extent other members of the families
were also delinquents; and a simular proportion of the mothers had
wholesome affection for their sons.

They further resemble each other in the extent to which the fami-
lies were aided by social agencies during the boyhood of the offend-
ers. An equal proportion of the boys in the two groups had health
handicaps, as determined at the time they were examined in the
clinic of the Judge Baker Foundation. Those offenders who suc-
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ceeded during some or all extramural and intramural treatments
were of the same intelligence level as those who failed, they were
equally retarded in school, and in like degree had misconducted
themselves in school. Like proportions of both groups of offenders
did not, in boyhood, belong to well-supervised recreational clubs,
preferring gangs or running about with crowds of boys. And fi-
nally, the offenders who behaved satisfactorily during at least some
of their peno-correctional expersences resembled those who persist-
ently falled in age at onset of misbehavior, age at first arrest, and
amount of time that elapsed between onset of misbehavior and first
arrest.

These resemblances certainly do not explain the reasons for the
difference 1n response to peno-correctional treatment.

SLIGHT DIFFERENCES

We will now consider the slight differences between the two
groups of offenders First of all, the offenders who succeeded 1 at
least some extramural and intramural treatments were, in slightly
greater proportion than the failures, the sons of foreign-born par-
ents. Second, 1n a considerable series of factors they were slightly
less underprivileged than those who failed, for a somewhat smaller
percentage of the former group were the products of broken homes
and a larger proportion of them had the affection of their fathers
and were better disciplined by their fathers and mothers than were
the youths who did not react well to treatment. Further, a lower
proportion of the offenders who responded satisfactorily were
reared by mothers who had to be frequently absent from home be-
cause of outside employment. More of them grew up in homes in
which the living conditions were better, and their homes were in
somewhat better neighborhoods. The offenders who behaved ac-
ceptably during some or all peno-correctional treatments came from
families in which there was less mental disease or defect than did
the offenders who misbehaved during both intramural and extra-
mural supervision. Shghtly fewer of the successes were first-born

children.
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A slightly higher proportion of the youths who behaved well
during at least some treatments committed the offense for which
they were brought into the Boston Juvenile Court in company with
other boys, which indicates that their commission of delinquent
acts was determined at least partially by the influence of others, and
that they were not such confirmed offenders as were the youths
who committed their offenses alone.

Perhaps none of these slight differences 1s of great significance,
but taken together they serve to indicate that, by and large, the of-
fenders who behaved acceptably during at least some periods of
both extramural and intramural treatment were less disadvantaged
than those who did not respond satisfactorily to treatment esther 1n
the community or behind walls.

MARKED DIFFERENCES

Turning now to a series of factors in which there are greater dif-
ferences between those who responded sansfactorily to at least some
extramural and intramural treatments and those who did not, we
find at least some clues to the reasons for the variation in their
response.

First of all, as seen 1n Table 53, the youths who behaved well dur-
ing both types of treatment were, to a greater extent than the fail-
ures, the sons of parents who did not have the advantage of formal
schooling. This finding has only indirect significance, being ex-
plainable by the fact that a higher proportion of the parents of the
successes than of the failures were foreign born and came from
countries in which there was often a lack of educational oppor-
tunity. Table 54 shows that more of the youths who succeeded un-
der treatment than of the failures were reared 1n homes of ade-
quate economic status. Table 55 shows that those who succeeded
during both forms of peno-correctional treatment were in still an-
other way more privileged than those who failed, in that they were
to a greater extent the sons of parents whose conjugal relationships
were satisfactory; and Table 56 indicates that as children they were
not so often subjected to abnormal environmental experiences.
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From Table 57 it is evident that those who succeeded during both
forms of treatment were to a less extent than the failures the victims
of vicious habits in their boyhood. Table 58 reveals another signifi-
cant difference between the successes and failures, namely, that a
lower proportion of the former than of the latter had any mental
or personality distortions or disorders, as determined at the time of
their examination at the Judge Baker Foundation Clinic.

From these more marked differences between the youths who be-
haved well during at least some extramural and intramural peno-
correctional treatments and those who did not respond satisfac-
tor1ly to either, it 15 evident that the former group were 1n many
respects more privileged in their background and characteristics
than were those who failed. It would seem reasonable to infer, there-
fore, that the traits and background of the offenders themselves
were of great significance 1n determining their divergent reactions
to treatment, whether this consisted of ncarceration or supervision
in the community

TABLE 5§53 OFFENDERS WHO SUCCEEDED IN BOTH TYPES OF TREATMENT
AND THOSE WHO FAILED: EDUCATION OF PARENTS

(PERCENTAGES)
SUCCESSES FAILURES
No formal schooling 619 447
One or both attended common
school 342 461
One or both entered high school 39 92
Total number of known cases 257 76

TABLE §4. OFFENDERS WHO SUCCEEDED IN BOTH TYPES OF TREATMENT
AND THOSE WHO FAILED: ECONOMIC STATUS OF PARENTS

(PERCENTAGES )
SUCCESSES FAILURES
Comfortable 246 146
Marginal 70.4 76.4
Dependent 4.9 9.0

Total number of known cases 203 89
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TABLE 55. OFFENDERS WHO SUCCEEDED IN BOTH TYPES OF TREATMENT
AND THOSE WHO FAILED: CONJUGAL RELATIONS OF PARENTS

(PERCENTAGES)
SUCCESSES FAILURES
Good 66.1 52.1
Fair 12.9 11.3
Poor 21.0 366
Total number of knotwn cases 171 7I

TABLE 56. OFFENDERS WHO SUCCEEDED IN BOTH TYPES OF TREATMENT
AND THOSE WHO FAILED: EARLY ABNORMAL ENVIRONMENTAL
EXPERIENCES (PERCENTAGES)

SUCCESSES FAILURES
No abnormal environmental experiences 518 389
Abnormal environmental experiences 482 61 1
Total number of known cases 199 90

TABLE §77. OFFENDERS WHO SUCCEEDED IN BOTH TYPES OF TREATMENT
AND THOSE WHO FAILED: HABITS OF QFFENDERS (PERCENTACES)

SUCCESSES FAILURES
No bad habuts 290 185
Bad habuts 710 815
Total number of known cases 210 92

TABLE 58 OFFENDERS WHO SUCCEEDED IN BOTH TYPES OF TREATMENT
AND THOSE WHO FAILED: MENTAL CONDITION (PERCENTAGES)

SUCCESSES FAILURES
No mental disease, distortion, marked
lhabilities of personabity, or marked ado-
lescent instability 37.0 26.1
Mental disease or distortion 147 18,5
Marked personality habiliies or marked
adolescent instabihty 48.3 554

Total number of known cases 184 92



Chapter XVII

OFFENDERS WHO SUCCEEDED DURING INTRAMURAL
TREATMENT AND THOSE WHO SUCCEEDED
DURING BOTH FORMS OF
TREATMENT

IN our search for the reasons why certain offenders did not behave
satisfactorily except behind walls, we now turn to a comparison
of this group (214 cases) with the offenders who succeeded at least
at times during both supervised freedom and while in peno-correc-
tional institutions (209 cases).

RESEMBLANCES

The two groups of offenders we are considering here—those who
succeeded only during intramural treatment and those who suc-
ceeded during both extramural and mtramural—resembled each
other 1n 2 number of ways. First, in family background: the boys
were of like nativity; the average age of the younger of their par-
ents at the time of marriage was the same, as was the average differ-
ence in age between the younger and older of their parents; the
families of the two groups were of equal size, they had a like his-
tory of mental discase and /or defect, and they were to an equal
extent aided by social agencies during the boyhood of our of-
fenders.

Also, certain characteristics of the boys themselves were similar.
At the time they were examined at the Clinic of the Judge Baker
Foundation the two groups were in about the same condition of
health, and an equal incidence of mental disease or distortion or of
personality liabilities was discovered among them. They were in
equal measure retarded in school. They were of the same average
age when they began to work, and they engaged 1n the same types
of occupation. During boyhood they were to an equal extent mem-
bers of gangs or street crowds of boys, and similar proportions of
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the two groups had not belonged to any orgamizations for the con-
structive use of leisure.

They resembled each other in the age at onset of misbehavior
manifestations and 1n the age of first arrest, and therefore in the
length of time that elapsed between onset of first misbehavior and
first arrest. And, finally, the two groups were to an equal extent
lone offenders, as reflected 1n the particular offense for which they
appeared before the Boston Juvenile Court.

SLIGHT DIFFERENCES

A comparison of the shight differences i the background and
characteristics of the offenders who responded sausfactorily only
to wnstitutional life and those who behaved well during some or
all their extramural and intramural peno-correctional treatments
shows that there were in the former group a shightly higher propor-
tion of Negroes, a shightly higher proportion of youths who were
the offspring of marriages between native-born and foreign-born
parents, and a shghtly higher proportion of sons of American-born
or Irish-born fathers and American-born mothers. Their parents
had been 1n America for a somewhat longer period than had the
parents of the youths who responded satisfactonily to both types of
treatment.

The offenders who behaved well in nstitutions but not during
extramural superviston were reared 1n homes of slightly lower eco-
nomic status than the youths who responded acceptably to both
intramural and extramural treatment. They were to a somewhat
greater extent the sons of mothers who had been compelled to work
in order to supplement a meager family income. The youths who
behaved well only 1n institutions differed from the others in having
less affection from their mothers during boyhood, and in being
reared in homes in which there was slightly more delinquency
among their parents and/or brothers and sisters and where the
moral standards were slightly lower. It should be said, however,
that they grew up in homes and neighborhoods in which the physi-
cal living conditions were slightly better.
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The youths who behaved well in institutions but not during pe-
riods of extramural supervision had slightly higher intelligence
than the youths who adjusted to both extramural and intramural
peno-correctional treatment. As children, the former had more bad
habits than the latter and had misbehaved in school to a greater ex-
tent, particularly as school truants.

It is already evident from the slight differences between the two
groups that those who got along well in institutions but not during
the freer oversight afforded by extramural treatment were, by and
large, less favorably circumstanced than were the youths who
showed capacity to behave satisfactorily under all forms of treat-
ment. This finding 15 substantiated by a comparison of the more
marked differences between the groups.

MARKED DIFFERENCES

First, it should be emphasized that there are no marked differ-
ences 1n the personal characteristics of the two groups. The differ-
ences which occur are found 1n their family background.

The youths who behaved well only 1n institutions were sons of
parents who had better schooling than were the youths who ad-
justed to both intramural and extramural treatment, as is shown in
Table 59. This 1s explained by the fact that they were to a greater
extent the sons of native-born parents, who naturally had more
opportunity for schooling than the foreign-born parents.

As will be seen from Table 6o, the former group were to an ap-
preciably greater extent than the latter the sons of parents whose
conjugal relanonships were not satisfactory. Also, they were to a
greater extent reared 1n homes that were broken by death, deser-
tion, separation, or divorce (Table 61); and they were subjected
to more abnormal environmental experiences, largely as the result
of the break-up of their homes but partly also because their homes
were for other reasons unsuited to the wholesome rearing of chil-
dren (Table 62). This last inding is emphasized in Table 63, which
shows that fewer of them were held in affection by their fathers
than were those who responded well to both types of treatment,
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and by Table 64, which shows that the disciplinary practices of
their parents were poorer.

It would appear, therefore, from the marked differences between
the offenders who behaved well only behind walls and those who
responded satisfactorily to both extramural and intramural peno-
correctional supervision, that the generally poorer parental and
parent-child relationships in the former group had something to do
with their inadequate response to treatment. There was obviously
less security and more unwholesomeness in their early upbringing,
which seems to have been reflected in an 1nability to make good
adjustments without the intensive restraint and control offered by
a peno-correctional institution. Evidently an insecure and poorly
disciplined offender finds in an institutional regime a needed prop
to good conduct which is lacking in the freer oversight of extra-
mural correctional treatments.

TABLE 50. OFFENDERS WHO SUCCEEDED IN INTRAMURAL BUT FAILED IN
EXTRAMURAL TREATMENT, AND THOSE WHO SUCCEEDED IN BOTH
TYPES: EDUCATION OF PARENTS (PERCENTAGES)

INTRAMURAL
SUCCESSES, EXTRA-  SUCCESSES IN
MURAL FAILURES BOTH TYPES

No formal schooling 449 61.9
One or both attended common

school 50.6 342
One or both entered high school 45 39

Total number of known cases 156 257
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TABLE 60. ORFENDERS WHO SUCCEEDED IN INTRAMURAL BUT FAILED IN
EXTRAMURAL TREATMENT, AND THOSE WHO SUCCEEDED IN
BOTH TYPES: CONJUGAL RELATIONS OF PARENTS
(PERCENTAGES)

INTRAMURAL
SUCCESSES, EXTRA-  SUCCESSES IN
MURAL FAILURES BOTH TYPES

Good 56.1 66 1
Fair 161 12.9
Poor 27.8 21.0
Total number of known cases 155 7r

TABLE 61. OFFENDERS WHO SUCCEEDED IN INTRAMURAL BUT FAILED IN
EXTRAMURAL TREATMENT, AND THOSE WHO SUCCEEDED IN BOTH
TYPES: BROKEN HOMES (PERCENTAGES )

INTRAMURAL
SUCCESSES, EXTRA-  SUCCESSES IN
MURAL FAILURES BOTH TYPES

Home not broken 475 57.0
Home broken 52.5 430
Total number of known cases 202 200

TABLE 02. OFFENDERS WHO SUCCEEDED IN INTRAMURAL BUT FAILED IN
EXTRAMURAL TREATMENT, AND THOSE WHO SUCCEEDED IN BOTH
TYPES: EARLY ABNORMAL ENVIRONMENTAL EXPERIENCES

(PERCENTAGES)
INTRAMURAL
SUCCESSES, EXTRA- SUCCESSES IN
MURAL FAILURES BOTH TYPES
No abnormal environmental experiences 36.4 51.8
Abnormal environmental experiences 63.6 48.2

Total number of known cases 195 199
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TABLE 63. OFFENDERS WHO SUCCEEDED IN INTRAMURAL BUT FAILED IN
EXTRAMURAL TREATMENT, AND THOSE WHO SUCCEEDED IN BOTH
TYPES: AFFECTION OF FATHERS FOR OFFENDERS
( PERCENTAGES)

INTRAMURAL
SUCCESSES, EXTRA- SUCCESSES IN
MURAL FAILURES BOTH TYPES

Good 55.4 66 3
Fair 285 204
Poor 161 13.3
Total number of known cases 130 98

TABLE 64. OF FENDERS WHO SUCCEEDED IN INTRAMURAL BUT FAILED IN
EXTRAMURAL TREATMENT, AND THOSE WHO SUCCEEDED IN BOTH
TYPES: DISCIPLINE BY PARENTS ( PERCENTAGES)

INTRAMURAL SUCCESSES, SUCCESSES
EXTRAMURAL FAILURES IN BOTH TYPES
Fathere Mothers Fathers Mothers
Good 8 - 2.3 -
Fair 150 151 285 296
Poor 842 849 69.2 70.4

Total number of known cases 127 166 130 159
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OFFENDERS WHO SUCCEEDED DURING EXTRAMURAL
TREATMENT AND THOSE WHO SUCCEEDED
DURING BOTH FORMS OF
TREATMENT

WE now turn to those offenders who did not respond satisfac-
tonly to incarceration but did behave acceptably during at
least some of the extramural treatments to which they were sub-
jected (48 cases). As 1n the previous chapter, a comparison of the
background and characteristics of this conduct type will be made
with thosc of the offenders who behaved satisfactorily during both
extramural and intramural peno-correctional treatment (g1 cases).
From such a comparison should emerge some clues to the reasons
why certain offenders, though able to get along well under extra-
mural oversight, do not respond to the more severe and persistent
restraint of institutional hife.

RESEMBLANCES

There are a number of factors 1n which the youths who were
able to get along sausfactorily under extramural supervision but
not under intramural control resembled those who responded satis-
factorily to both types of treatment.

First of all, the two groups contained like proportions of white
and Negro youths. They were of similar nativity and were sons of
parents of like natvity; those among their parents who were for-
eign born had been 1n America for the same length of time before
the boys’ appearance in the Boston Juvenile Court. They were off-
spring of families of equal size, the average difference in age be-
tween their parents was the same, and the average age of the
younger of their parents at the time of marriage was the same.

The two groups were alike in the limited education of their par-
ents; in the extent to which they were products of broken homes;



194 JUVENILE DELINQUENTS GROWN UP

and in the degree to which they were subjected to early abnormal
cnvironmental experiences, such as placement in foster homes, fre-
quent moving about, commitment to juvenile institutions, and so
on. They were to an equal extent denied the care of their mothers,
for like proportions of both groups had mothers who were gain-
fully employed outside the home. They were in equal proportions
offspring of famulies in which there was a history of mental disease
or defect; they came from familes in which members other than
the offenders (parents and/or brothers and sisters) were also de-
linquents; in equal proportions they were reared in homes in which
the moral standards were low; the same proportions of the families
were assisted by social agencies during the boyhood of the offend-
ers. The two groups were held 1n parental affection to a like degree
during childhood, and were subjected to similar disciplinary prac-
tices by their parents

As to the youths themselves, they misbehaved 1n school 1n like ex-
tent, particularly as school truants They began to work at the same
carly age, and were to an equal extent engaged in street trades upon
entering industrial life They had a like equipment in physical
health, as determined at the time of their examination at the Clinic
of the Judge Baker Foundation. The boys were of the same aver-
age age at first arrest, and a like period elapsed between the onset
of misbehavior and first formal recognition of delinquency. And
finally, they resembled each other in the limited extent to which
they were in boyhood members of boys’ clubs, settlements, and
other organizations for the constructive use of leisure.

SLIGHT DIFFERENCES

We now turn to the factors in which the two groups differed
slightly, to see whether we can find in them any suggestion of why
certain offenders respond well to extramural supervision but not to
incarceration.

It will be recalled that for the purpose of our comparisons “slight
differences” are those in which the difference in incidence of one
or more sub-categories is not more than 4 to 1o per cent. In view of
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the fact that there were only 48 boys in the group who behaved well

under extramural but not under intramural treatment, each of the
slight differences may have little if any significance. However, a
distinct trend of difference in several factors in combination may
suggest, at least, the reasons why the two groups behaved differently
during treatment.

A slightly larger proportion of the youths who behaved satisfac-
terily during extramural treatment but not during intramural than
of those who behaved well during both were first-born children.
To a slightly greater extent their parents did not live together com-
patibly even though they were not actually to any greater extent
separated or divorced. The boys were to a slightly greater extent
reared 1n homes in which the economic and living conditions were
poor, even though the neighborhoods in which they grew up were
shghtly better.

There are three minor differences in the characteristics of the
boys themselves: slightly larger proportions of those who responded
well only during extramural treatment than of those who re-
sponded well to both types of treatment were of low intelligence,
were retarded in school, and had bad habits in boyhood.

Although the differences between the two groups of delinquents
are small, it is evident that the trend 1s essentially in the direction
of a poorer early environment and of a shightly worse innate equip-
ment (reflected 1n their somewhat lower intelligence and in school
retardation) among those who got along well during extramural
supervision but not behind walls. However, only a comparison of
the marked differences between the groups will show whether the
trend of difference is really significant.

MARKED DIFFERENCES

Although the two sets of offenders are to a like extent the sons of
foreign-born parents, therc is a considerable difference in the coun-
try of birth of their parents. Table 65 shows that an appreciably
greater proportion of the offenders who got along well only during
extramural supervision were sons of Italian-born fathers and
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TABLE 65. OFFENDERS WHO SUCCEEDED IN EXTRAMURAL BUT FAILED IN
INTRAMURAL TREATMENT, AND THOSE WHO SUCCEEDED IN BOTH
TYPES: BIRTHPLACE OF PARENTS ( PERCENTAGES)

EXTRAMURAL SUCCESSES, SUCCESSES
INTRAMURAL FAILURES IN BOTH TYPES
Fathers Mothers Fathers Mothers

United States 191 20.0 20.2 205
Italy 448 467 31.8 32.3
Russia, Poland, Lithuania 19.1 178 141 13.8
Ireland 2.1 6.6 11.6 14.4
Other 149 89 223 190
Total number of known cases 47 45 198 195

mothers, and that proportionately fewer of them were the sons of
parents born in Ireland. The suggestion may be ventured that pos-
sibly the temperament of South European peoples does not adapt
itself so well to the rigid discipline of institutional hfe.!

Three other factors of significant difference in the characteris-
tics of the two groups of offenders may shed further hight on the
reasons why certain offenders, though responding satisfactorily to
a less rigad form of peno-correctional treatment, do not get along
well in the more closely supervised hife of institutions. As Table 66

TABLE 66. OFFENDERS WHO SUCCEEDED IN EXTRAMURAL BUT FAILED
IN INTRAMURAL TREATMENT, AND THOSE WHO SUCCEEDED
IN BOTH TYPES: EARLY ASSOCIATES
(PERCENTAGES)

EXTRAMURAL
SUCCESSES, INTRA-  SUCCESSES IN
MURAL FAILURES  BOTH TYPES
Nesther crowd nor gang asso-

ciations 83.3 71.4
Ran about with crowd 14.6 222
Member of gang 2.1 6.4
Total number of known cases 48 203

1 It should be ponted out also that a larger proportion of youths who behaved well dur-
ing extramural supervision but not 10 1nstitutions were sons of Catholic parents This fact
hinges, however, on the larger proportion of Italian parents in this group and is of no sig-
nificance 10 1tself, as 15 shown by the opposite situation in the case of the Insh
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shows, those who responded well only to extramural treatment
were, to a less extent than the others, boys who in their childhood
belonged to gangs or ran about with crowds of boys; that is, they
kept to themselves to a significantly greater degree. Apparently they
were to a greater extent of the type who do not like group hife than
were those who bchaved well during both extramural and intra-
mural treatment. Their potentialities for good behavior become evi-
dent only 1n the more individualized treatment offered by extra-
mural supervision, where association between the offender and the
probation or parole officer constitutes the major basis of treatment,
as contrasted with a multifarious rubbing of shoulders (and tem-
peraments) with many fellow-inmates and officers during intra-
mural control. This finding 1s further borne out in Table 67, which

TABLE 7. OFFENDERS WHO SUCCEEDED IN EXTRAMURAL BUT FAILED IN
INTRAMURAL TREATMENTS, AND THOSE WHO SUCCEEDED IN BOTH
TYPES' ACCOMPLICES IN OFFENSE FOR WHICH THEY WERE
BROUGHT BEFORE BOSTON JUVENILE COURT
(PERCENTAGES)

EXTRAMURAL

SUCCESSES, INTRA- SUCCESSES IN
MURAL FAILURES BOTH TYPES

Offense commutted alone 415 29.5
Offense commutted with one other  19.5 306
Offense committed with two or

more others 39.0 399
Total number of known cases 41 173

reveals that these youths were lone offenders to a significantly
greater degree than were the boys who responded to both types of
treatment.

And, lastly, 1t 1s evident from Table 68 that the youths who be-
haved well only during periods of extramural treatment were to a
less extent than the others burdened with habilities of personality.
This fact in conjunction with our other findings would indicate
that a tendency to withdraw from the company of others or an in-
ability to get along with others, although not necessarily classifiable
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TABLE 68. OFFENDERS WHO SUCCEEDED IN EXTRAMURAL BUT FAILED IN
INTRAMURAL TREATMENTS, AND THOSE WHO SUCCEEDED IN BOTH
TYPES: MENTAL CONDITION (PERCENTAGES)

EXTRAMURAL
SUCCESSES, INTRA- SUCCESSES IN
MURAL FAILURES BOTH TYPES
No mental disease, distortion, marked
habilities of personality, or marked ado-
lescent 1nstability 49.0 37.0
Mental discase or distortion 143 147
Marked personality Liabihties or marked
adolescent 1nstabitity 36.7 483
Total number of known cases 49 184

as mental pathology but merely as a “personality handicap,” appar-
ently largely explains why certain offenders do not behave well in
confinement, where they must get along with others and make
forced adaptations, although they respond satsfactorily to extra-
mural supervision.

* * * * *

Now that we have discerned very real differences between our
four major “conduct types” that indicate what may be the explana-
tion for their divergent responses to extramural and intramural
treatment 1n general, we can turn to the preparation of prediction
charts showing the probable behavior of offenders during the vari-
ous forms of peno-correctional treatment. If certain factors 1n the
constitution, the background, and the foreground of our offenders
are found to be sufhciently predictive of the course of their be-
havior under different forms of peno-correctional treatment, it will
be possible to conclude that our conduct types are also representa-
tives of “treatment types,” ie., that the apphcation of different
forms of carrectional therapy or punishment may be expected to
bring about at least roughly definable and predictable results. Such
a finding should be of great value to judges, parole board members,
and others concerned with the administration of criminal justice.



Chapter XIX

PREDICTING BEHAVIOR DURING VARIOUS FORMS OF
PENO-CORRECTIONAL TREATMENT

N our analyses of the “conduct types” we discovered several clues

-to the reasons why certain offenders do not respond to certain
types of peno-correctional treatment. Our next step is to use this
information 1n such a way that a judge, knowing certain facts about
the background and personal characteristics of a prisoner brought
before him for sentencing, will be helped 1n deciding which of the
various forms of peno-correctional treatment is likely to produce the
best results. For example, we found that offenders who did not like
companionship did not behave as well 1n nstitutions as on proba-
tion or parole; special provision should be made for such offend-
ers to insure more individualized atrention than 1s ordinanly given
in institutions. We also found that certain youths who were victims
of deep feelings of insecurity engendered by their early environ-
ment behaved well in ststutions but not during extramural super-
vision; probation and parole authorities should be guided by this
finding 1n giving closer and more sympathetic supervision to such
offenders if 1t 1s necessary to place them on probation or parole.

If 1t 15 possible to determne to which kind of peno-correctional
treatment a particular offender 1s most likely to respond, and so to
subject him only to treatments which will increase his capacity for
adjustment and thereby his responsiveness to treatment, the peno-
correctional system can be made to function much more smoothly—
and to the ultimate advantage of the public as well as the offender.

In our previous works our prediction tables dealt only with the
probable behavior of offenders following the completion of a par-
ticular form of treatment; in 500 Criminal Careers and in Later
Criminal Careers with behavior after treatment in a men’s reforma-
tory, in Five Hundred Delinquent Women with behavior after treat-
ment in a women’s reformatory, and in One Thousand Juvensle De-
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linquents with behavior after treatment by a juvenile court upon
recommendation of a child guidance clinic.' We have never before
considered the prediction of behavior during specific forms of
treatment. However, 1n the present research we have assembled
information regarding the behavior of our 1,000 juvenile delin-
quents during various peno-correctional treatments from the onset
of their delinquent carcers unul they reached an average age of
twenty-nine years.

BASIS OF PREDICTION

In Chapter XIH we described how these basic data were gathered
and how the behavior of each offender during each period of peno-
correctional treatment was carefully analyzed and a summary made
of his conduct during each type of treatment.? For example, the
case of John G (see page 151) was summarized as follows: he failed
during three probations; misbehaved during three periods of pro-
bation under suspended sentence but behaved sausfactorily in a
fourth; falled during three periods on parole; got along well during
two correctional school commitments; failled during one stay 1n a
reformatory; and behaved acceptably during two terms in jail.
John G therefore had to be regarded as a failure under straight pro-
bation, first a failure but later a success on probation under sus-
pended sentence, a faillure on parole, a success in a correctional
school, a farlure 1n a reformatory, and a success 1n a jail. We ana-
lyzed n this way the history of each of 962 men about whose
conduct during peno-correctional treatments information was
available.

After the responses to treatment were summarized, correlations
were made between 63 factors in the family and personal history of
the delinquents and behavior during each particular form of treat-
ment (straight probation, probation under suspended sentence, pa-
role, correctional schools, reformatories, prisons, jails, Army and

1 See 500 Criminal Careers, Chapter XVIN, One Thousand Juvenile Delinguents, Chap-
ter X1; Five Hundred Delinquent Women, Chapter XVII; Later Criminal Careers, Chap-

ter X11
2 See pages 151 fT
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Navy). By our usual method of first inspecting the correlation
tables and then applying the coefficient of mean square contin-
gency wherever the degree of relationship was 1n doubt, five factors
were selected from each set of correlations which, with one or two
exceptions, showed the highest degree of relationship to behavior
during each form of treatment. If more than five factors showed
about an equal degree of relationship to behavior during treat-
ment, those five were chosen about which information could be
most readily obtained for the court by probation officers or others.
If there were a sufficient number of factors upon which to con-
struct the predictive table without utilizing the factor “Mental con-
dition,” this factor was omitted because most courts do not go to the
expense of subjecting offenders to psychiatnic examination.® It
should be said, finally, that wherever two factors were equally pre-
dictive and a choice could be made between them the one which was
more objective in character, or about which information could be
obtained more casily by officers of the court, was chosen. An ex-
amnation of the factors selected for each prediction table will indi-
cate, however, that it was not always possible to utilize only highly
objective factors.

PREDICTING BEHAVIOR DURING PROBATION

The five factors selected as a basis for predicting behavior during
probation are shown in Table 69. The behavior of each offender
who had been placed on probation and whose status on each of the
five factors was known was scored.* As in all our previous prediction
tables, scorc classes were set up between the limits of the lowest and
the highest possible failure score—in this instance between 162.7 and
318.4. Then the cases were distributed into their particular failure-
score classes 1n accordance with behavior during probation. When
the table was completed it was examined to determine what con-
traction of the score classes should be made, the pracess resulting in

Table yo.
8 Intelhigence of offender was, however, included where it was predictive

¢ Since this process of scoring was described 1n Chapter XII there 15 no need to repeat
it here.
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TABLE 69. FACTORS PREDICTIVE OF BEHAVIOR DURING STRAIGHT

PROBATION
PERCENTAGE
INCIDENCE
COEFFICIENT OF FAILURE
PREDICTION OF MFAN SQUARE DURING
FACTORS AND SUB-CATEGORIES® CONTINGENCY PROBATION
Brrthplace of father 17
Poland, Russia, Lithuania 45-4
Italy, Ireland 53.7
United States or foreign countries ex-
cept Italy, Ireland, Poland, Russia, and
Lithuania 655
Discipline by father 22
Good 16.7
Farr 455
Poor 629
Discipline by mother .22
Good 15.4
Faur 48.6
Poor 65.2
School retardation 17
No retardauon 435
Retarded one year 54.9
Retarded two or more years 62.7
School misconduct 20
No misconduct 417
Misconduct other than truancy 515
Truancy 62.1

* Whatever contractions have been made of the onginal more detailed sub-categories of
the factors are based on an examinaton of the raw tables, from which 1t could readily be
determined which sub-categones to combine

From this table a judge can ascertamn, for example, that an
offender scoring under 240 has six and a half chances in 10 (64 per
cent) of behaving well under probation; two chances in 10 (20 per
cent) of erratic behavior (that is, sometimes succeeding and some-
times failing, but not progressing consistently from poorer to better
behavior) ; less than half a chance in 10 (4 per cent) of behaving
well on probation later though not immediately; and only about
one chance in 10 (12 per cent) of failing entirely. In other words,
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TABLE 70. TOTAL FAILURE SCORE RELATED TO BEHAVIOR DURING
STRAIGHT PROBATION ( CONTRACTED)

ALWAYS ALWAYS EARLY PAILURE, ERRATIC
TOTAL SUCCESS FAILURE LATER SUCCESS BEHAVIOR TOTAL
FAILURE Num- Per Num-  Per Num- Per  Num- Per Num-
SCORE ber  cent ber cent ber  cent ber cent ber

Under 240 16 64.0 3 120 1 4.0 5 200 25
240 to 270 16 333 21 437 6 125 5 105 48
270andover 42 144 183 629 32 1.0 34 IL7 291

Total 74 203 207 69 39 107 44 122 364
=35

the chances of immediate or ultimate good behavior of this offender
during probation are almost nine out of 10. Obviously, a judge
would readily place such an offender on probation since the likeli-
hood of his good response is so high.

On the other hand, if he has before him an offender who scores
270 or over, he will see from the prediction table that the chances of
failure under this form of treatment are more than six out of 10,
and he therefore would not be so likely to place this particular
offender on probation. However, the important question that would
naturally arise in the mind of a reflective judge is whether thus
offender has a better chance of good behavior under some other
form of peno-correctional treatment. The answer to this question
will be found in the next chapter.

PREDICTING BEHAVIOR DURING PROBATION UNDER SUSPENDED SENTENCE

The five factors in the family and personal history of our group
of offenders which showed the highest relationship to behavior
during this form of probation® are shown in Table 71. It will be
noticed that in all but one factor the predictive elements are the
same as for straight probation; in Table 71 the factor “Affection of
father for offender” has replaced “School retardation” of Table 6g.

By the same methods applied throughout the construction of pre-

8 Probation under suspended sentence carnies a threat of commitment to an nstitution
1n case the probationer violates the conditions of probation
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TABLE 71. FACTORS PREDICTIVE OF BEHAVIOR DURING PROBATION
UNDER SUSPENDED SENTENCE

PERCENTAGE
INCIDENCE
OF FAILURE
DURING PROBA-
COEFFICIENT TION UNDER
PREDICTION OF MEAN SQUARE SUSPENDED
PACTORS AND SUB-CATEGORIES* CONTINGENCY SENTENCE
Birthplace of father 20
Foreign countries except Italy and Ireland 586
Traly 66.2
Unuited States or Ireland 78.4
Discipline by father 26
Good 375
Fair 558
Poor 76.4
Discipline by mother 20
Good 333
Fair 588
Poor 750
Affection of father for offender 17
Good 64.1
Fair or poor 79.4
School misconduct 14
No misconduct 51.1
Truancy or other misbehavior 739

¢ Whatever contracuons have been made of the onginal more detailed sub-categornes of
the factors are based on an examination of the raw tables, from which 1t could readily be
determined which sub-categories to combine

diction tables, Table 72 was evolved within the score limits of 244.6
to 383.1, which represents the lowest and highest possible farlure
scores for this particular form of peno-correctional treatment on the
basis of the above five factors.

From this table a judge would see that an offender scoring under
300 has a fifty-fifty chance of success during probation under sus-
pended sentence. If an offender scores 330 or over, however, his
chances of failure are almost eight out of 10. A judge would not be
likely, therefore, to place such an offender under a suspended sen-
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TABLE 72. TOTAL FAILURE SCORE RELATED TO BEHAVIOR DURING
PROBATION UNDER SUSPENDED SENTENCE ( CONTRACTED)

ALWAYS ALWAYS EARLY FAILURE, ERRATIC
TOTAL SUCCESS FAILURE LATER SUCCESS BEHAVIOR TOTAL
FAILURE Num-  Per Num-  Per Num-  Per Num- Per Num-
SCORE ber  cent ber cent ber cent ber cent ber

Under 300 8 500 8 500 - - -
3oot0330 17 378 19 422 3 67 6 133 45
33oandover 23 133 135 480 12 69 3 18 173

Total 48 205 162 692 15 by 9 39 234
C=37

tence, particularly if the defendant has a better chance of success
under some other form of treatment.

PREDICTING BEHAVIOR DURING PAROLE

The five factors found to have the highest predictive value for
behavior during parole are shown in Table 73. “Birthplace of
mother” 1s the new factor introduced, taking the place of “School
retardation” in the group predictive of behavior on ordinary proba-
tion (Table 6g) and of “Affection of father for offender” 1n the
prognostic syndrome for probation under suspended sentence
(Table 71).

A prediction table was constructed on the basis of these five fac-
tors within the score limits of 276.4 to 296.5. Table 74, like the others
thus far presented, was contracted from a more refined failure-score
classification.

It is evident that an offender in the higher score brackets has less
chance of success than one in the lower score brackets. A judge or
parale board would not be likely to encourage parole following im-
prisonment for an offender scoring 350 or over if some other form
of treatment were available during which he would be likely to be-
have more acceptably. If he were placed on parole, he should be
subjected to especially strict supervision to prevent the further com-
mission of crimes.
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TABLE ?73. FACTORS PREDICTIVE OF BEHAVIOR DURING PAROLE

PERCENTAGE
COEFFICIENT INCIDENCE OF
PREDICTION OF MEAN SQUARE FAILURE DUR-
FACTORS AND SUB-CATEGORIES® CONTINGENCY ING PAROLE
Birthplace of father 22
Foreign countnies except Ireland 64.3
United States 779
Ireland 89.7
Birthplace of mother 17
United States, Italy, Russia, Poland,
Lithuania 66.9
Foreign countries except Ireland, Italy,
Russia, Poland, Lithuama n27
Ireland 86.7
Discipline by father 17
Good 40.3
Fair 63.9
Poor 74.1
Duscipline by mother 17
Good 50.0
Fair 61.7
Poor 738
School misconduct 17
No misconduct 552
Misconduct 72.2

® Whatever contractons have been made of the onginal more detailed sub-categories of
the factors are based on an examination of the raw tables, from which 1t could readily be
determned which sub-categones 10 combine

PREDICTING BEHAVIOR IN INDUSTRIAL AND CORRECTIONAL SCHOOLS

Turning now to the various intramural peno-correctional treat-
ments that have been included in this research, we present first, in
Table 75, the five factors found to be most highly predictive of be-
havior in industrial and correctional schools. It will be noted that
we have here a different sct of factors than for the other forms of
treatment considered.

The degree of relationship between these factors and behavior in
such schools is not very high, as evidenced by the low coeflicients of



PREDICTING BEHAVIOR DURING TREATMENT 207

TABLE 74. TOTAL FAILURE SCORE RELATED TO BEHAVIOR DURING
PAROLE ( CONTRACTED)

ALWAYS ALWAYS EARLY FAILURE, ERRATIC

TOTAL SUCCESS FAILURE LATER SUCCLSS BEHAVIOR TOTAL

FAILURE Num-  Per Num-  Per Num- Per  Num- Per Num-
SCORE ber cent ber cent ber cent ber cent ber
Under 290 1 1000 - - - - - - I
290 to 350 8 154 34 654 10 192 - - 52
Ysoandover 14 86 120 436 28 172 1 6 163
Total 23 106 154 713 38 176 I N 216

C= 22

mean square contingency,” but as they are the five factors showing
the highest association to behavior they had to be used. It will be
noted from Table 76, however, that the coefficient of mean square
contingency representing the degree of association between these
five factors 1n combination and behavior 1n correctional schools is
higher than 1s the coefhicient expressing the relationship between
any one of the five individual factors and behavior 1n correctional
schools.

By consulting Table 76 a judge would see that an offender scor-
ing under 210 has only three chances in 10 of not behaving satisfac-
torily in an industrial or correctional school at one time or another,
while the chances are almost five and a half in 10 that an offender
scoring as high as 220 or more will not respond satisfactorily to the
regime of such a school either immediately or at a later time. The
judge would be less likely, therefore, to place this offender 1n such
an institution, but his decision would depend on whether or not
this particular offender has a better chance of good behavior under
some other form of peno-correctional treatment—a point to be en-
larged upon in the next chapter.

¢ The probable reason for this 1s that “success™ 1n institutional life so often means merely
adherence to rules, complance with the routine, and the like, and a substanual proportion
of nstitutional inmates must, by the insntution’s own standards, be classified as successes.

Therefore the divergencies between the two groups are not as marked, though they are still
consistently 1n one direction
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TABLE ‘75. FACTORS PREDICTIVE OF BEHAVIOR IN INDUSTRIAL AND
CORRECTIONAL SCHOOLS

PERCENTAGE
INCIDENCE OF
COEFFICIENT FAILURE IN
PREDICTION OF MEAN SQUARE  CORRECTIONAL
FACTORS AND SUB-CATEGORIES® CONTINGENCY SCHOOLS
Moral standards of childhood home .08
Fair or poor 42.3
Good 577
Number of children 1n famuly .08
Two or more children 41.9
Offender only child 57.1
Conjugal relations of parcnis 17
Good 369
Fair 48.1
Poor 543
Habus of offender 10
No bad habuts 315
Bad habuts 457
Time between first misbehavior and first
arrest .10
None 231
Some 432

® Whatever contractions have been made of the onginal more detailed sub-cuegories of
the factors are based on an examinauon of the raw tables from which 1t could readily be
determined which sub-categories to combine

PREDICTING BEHAVIOR IN REFORMATORIES

We found that the five factors shown 1n Table 77 bore the highest
relationship to behavior during reformatory treatment. Some of
them are new; for the first ume “Intelligence of offender” appears.
On the basis of these five factors we constructed Table 78 within
the score limuts of 171.3 to 237.4, derived as always from the lowest
and highest possible percentage incidence of faillure on the five
factors involved.

Although the coefhicient of mean square contingency 1s low,
Table 78 has some value; for a judge is at least able to determine
from it which offenders are most likely to succeed under this form
of treatment. For example, an offender scoring under 200 has only
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TABLE 76. TOTAL FAILURE SCORE RELATED TO BEHAVIOR IN INDUSTRIAL
AND CORRECTIONAL SCHOOLS (CONTRACTED)

ALWAYS ALWAYS  EARLY FAILURE, ERRATIC
TOTAL SUCCESS PAILURE  LATER SUCCESS BEHAVIOR TOTAL
FAILURE Num-  Per Num-  Per Num-  Per Num- Per Num-
SCORE ber  cent ber  cent ber  cent ber cent ber
Under 210 11 550 6 300 2 100 1 50 20

210to 220 26 37. 25 357 9 129 10 143 70
220andover 23 319 39 542 6 83 4 56 72

Total 6o 370 70 432 17 105 15 93 162
C=.24

about two chances 1n 10 of failing consistently if he 1s placed in a
reformatory; the higher the offender’s score the greater the proba-

bility of failure under this form of treatment. We shall see from the

TABLE 77. FACTORS PREDICTIVE OF BEHAVIOR IN REFORMATORIES

PERCENTAGE
COEFFICIENT INCIDENCE OF
PREDICTION OF MEAN SQUARE  FAILURE IN RE-
FACTORS AND SUB-CATEGORIES® CONTINGENCY FORMATORIES
Birthplace of father 14
Foreign countries except Italy, Russia,
Poland, Lithuania 32.6
United States, Italy, Russia, Poland,
Lithuanma 457
Conjugal relations of parents 10
Fair or poor 39.2
Good 48.1
Intelligence of offender .14
Not feebleminded 40.0
Feebleminded 55.0
School misconduct .10
No misconduct 25.0
Misconduct 40.6
Member of gang or crowd .17
Yes 345
No 48.0

* Whatever contractions have heen made of the onginal more detailed sub-categones of
the factors are based on an examination of the raw tables, from which 1t could readily be

determined which sub-categones to combine
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TABLE 78. TOTAL FAILURE SCORE RELATED TO BEHAVIOR IN
REFORMATORIES ( CONTRACTED)

ALWAYS ALWAYS  EARLY FAILURE, BRRATIC

TOTAL SUCCESS FAILURE  LATER SUCCESS BEHAVIOR TOTAL

FAILURE Num-  Per Num-  Per Num- Per  Num- Per  Num-
SCORE ber  cent ber  cent ber  cent ber  cent ber
Under 200 12 667 4 222 2 114 - - 18
200 to 210 23 558 16 372 2 47 1 23 43
210 to 220 g 409 10 455 2 91 1 45 22
220 to 230 8 276 19 0655 1 3.4 T 3.4 29
230andover - - 3 75.0 1 250 - - 4
Tozal 53 457 52 448 8 6.9 3 26 116

C=.4

illustrations presented 1n the next chapter how a judge would de-
termine what alternative treatment to apply if the chances of good
behavior 1n a reformatory are shight.

PREDICTING BEHAVIOR IN PRISONS

It was possible on the basis of the five factors 1n Table 79 to con-
struct a chart showing probable behavior of offenders 1n a prison,
but since the total number of cases involved 1s small the resulting
predictive strument can be considered only as tentative and illus-
trative. Table 8o, constructed within the score himits of 94.5 and
214.0, was contracted from a more detailed failure-score classi-
fication.

By consulting this table a judge would see that an offender scor-
ing under 120, though having only three chances in 10 of not be-
having acceptably in prison, has a like chance of always getting
along in prison, two chances in 10 of adjusting himself to a prison
regime after a period of farlure, and one chance 1n 10 of behaving
well at times. If he scores 120 or over, he has about the same chance
of constantly misbehaving in prison as the offender who scores un-
der 120; but he has six and a half chances in 10 of always behaving
satisfactorily, as opposed to the three chances in 10 of the offender
who scores under 120. The offender with a higher score is more
likely, therefore, to be sent to prison than the former.
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TABLE 79. FACTORS PREDICTIVE OF BEHAVIOR IN PRISONS

PERCENTAGE
COEFFICIENT INCIDENCE
PREDICTION OF MEAN SQUARE OF FAILURE
FACTORS AND SUB-CATEGORIES® CONTINGENCY IN PRISONS
Age of younger parent at marriage .32
Twenty-one or over 77
Under twenty-one years 41.9
Conjugal relations of parents 28
Good or farr 25.8
Poor 61.5
Duscipline by father 17
Poor 24.0
Good or fair 40.0
Affection of father for offender 24
Far or poor 16.0
Good 34.2
Age of offender at first arrest .20
Eleven or older 21.0
Under eleven years 36.4

* Whatever contractions have been made of the onginal more detailed sub-categones of
the factors arc based on an examunation of the raw tables, from which 1t could readily be
determined which sub-categories to combine

TABLE 80. TOTAL FAILURE SCORE RELATED TO BEHAVIOR IN PRISONS

( CONTRACTED)
ALWAYS ALWAYS EARLY FAILURE, ERRATIC
TOTAL SUCCESS FAILURE LATER SUCCESS BEHAVIOR TOTAL
FAILURE Num-  Per Num-  Per Num-  Per Num- Per Num-
SCORE ber cent ber cent ber cent ber cent ber

Under 120 3 333 3 333 2 223 IO 9
120and over 23 657 10 285 1 29 1 29 35

Total 26 591 13 295§ 3 6.8 2 46 44
C=.23s5

PREDICTING BEHAVIOR IN JAILS AND OTHER SHORT-TERM INSTITUTIONS
In the prediction of behavior 1n jails, houses of correction, and
other establishments to which short sentences are usually given, we
utilized the five factors in Table 81. On the basis of these factors we
constructed Table 82 within the score limits of 34.9 to 114.0.
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TABLE 81. FACTORS PREDICTIVE OF BEHAVIOR IN JAILS AND OTHER
SHORT-TERM INSTITUTIONS

PERCENTAGE
COEFFICIENT INCIDENCE
PREDICTION OF MEAN SQUARE OF FAILURE
FACTORS AND SUB-CATEGORIES® CONTINGENCY IN JAILS

Color of offender 44

Negro 67

White 17.6
Age at first arrest a4

Thirteen or over 12.5

Under thirteen 223
Member of gang or crowd .10

No 157

Yes 245
Neighborhood influences in childhood 17

Good or fair o

Poor 199
Time between first misbehavior and first

arrest 22

None o

One year or less 12.5

Over a year 29.7

® Whatever conuractions have been made of the onginal more detailed sub categories of
the factors are based on an exarmination of the raw tables, from which 1t could readily be
determined which sub-categories to combine

TABLE 82. TOTAL FAILURE SCORE RELATED TO BEHAVIOR IN JAILS AND
OTHER SHORT-TERM INSTITUTIONS ( CONTRACTED)

ALWAYS ALWAYS EARLY FAILURE, ERRATIC
TOTAL SUCCESS FAILURE LATER SUCCESS BEHAVIOR  TOTAL
FAILURE Num-  Per Num-  Per Num-  Per Num- Per Num-
SCORE ber cent ber cent ber cent ber cent ber
Under 7o 4 500 4 Soo0 - - - - 8
70 and over 61 sbo 35 321 7 6.4 6 55 109
Totdl 65 556 39 333 7 6.0 6 51 117
C = .o

It can be seen from a glance at this table that 1ts predictive value
1s not high, but 1t suggests the possibility of application of this
method to short-term offenders.” An offender scoring 70 or over

7 The superfictal standards of sausfactory performance expected of jail inmates arc re-
flected in the low predictive value of the tble.
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TABLE 83 FACTORS PREDICTIVE OF BEHAVIOR IN ARMY OR NAVY

PERCENTAGE
COEFFICIENT INCIDENCE OF
PREDICTION OF MEAN SQUARE FAILURE IN
FACTORS AND SUB-CATEGORIES® CONTINGENCY ARMY OR NAVY

Education of parents 17

No formal schooling 34.2

One or both attended common school 410

One or both entered high school 600
Religion of parents 20

Mixed 33.3

Both Catholic or Hebrew 422

Both Protestant 588
D:fference in age of parents 20

Five years or less 40.5

More than five years 57.1
Delinquency 1n tmmediate family .20

Delinquency 385

No delinquency 64.7
Netghborhood influences in childhood .22

Poor 333

Good or fair 58.8

® Whatever contractions have been made of the onginal more detailed sub-categories of
the factors are based on an examination of the raw tables, from which st could readily be
determined which sub-categones to combine

has but little more chance of behaving acceptably in jails than the
one scoring under 70. However, the value of Table 82 will be
brought out in the next chapter where illustrative cases are given
showing how the tables can be used 1n combination.

Even though all offenders may have about an equal chance of
success or fallure under a jail routine, a particular offender may
have more chance of acceptable conduct in jail than he has under
any other form of peno-correctional treatment.

PREDICTING BEHAVIOR IN ARMY OR NAVY

Although enlistment in the Army or Navy is not a peno-correc-
tional treatment, its value in certain types of cases as a supplement
to probation or parole cannot be denied. Certain of our offenders
responded very well to this type of regime even though they did not
behave acceptably under other forms of treatment. Probationers
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TABLE 84. TOTAL FAILURE SCORE RELATED TO BEHAVIOR IN ARMY
OR NAVY (CONTRACTED)

ALWAYS ALWAYS  EARLY FAILURE, ERRATIC
TOTAL SUCCBRSS FAILURE LATER SUCCESS BEHAVIOR TOTAL
FAILURE Num-  Per Num-  Per Num-  Per Num- Per Num-
SCORE ber  cent ber  cent ber cent ber cent ber
Under 230 18 514 10 286 1 29 6 174 35
230andover 3 375 5 625 - - - - 8
Total 21 488 15 349 1 23 6 140 43
C= 26

and parolees have occasionally sought to join the Army or Navy in
the belief that such enlistment presented the most promising solu-
tion of their behavior problems. For these reasons we have consid-
cred it useful to develop a prediction table for this type of discipline.

On the basis of the five factors in Table 83 we evolved Table 84
within the score classes of 179.8 to 299.4. By consulting thus table a
judge could determine that an offender scoring under 230 has less
than three chances in 10 of consistently failing under the regime of
the Army or Navy, while one scoring 230 or over has more than six
chances in 10 of misbchaving. This information might prove ex-
ceedingly useful in determining upon the kind of treatment to be
given a particular offender. An institution approaching Army or
Navy discipline would probably be more effective than another type
for a man with a low score, or, 1f probation is being considered, the

added discipline of the Army or Navy might be indicated.
* * * » [

We have presented eight prediction tables indicating the probable
behavior during cach form of peno-correctional treatment of of-
fenders who are or have been juvenile delinquents. The tables
clearly indicate that success or failure is relative, for none of them
shows a 10-out-of-10 chance of absolute success or failure. This fact
should act as a spur to peno-correctional authorities who have per-
haps come to feel that certain offenders are not amenable to any
known form of treatment. It will be scen that zhe right treatment
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given at the right time to the right criminal is the important factor
1n the sentencing process. But inventiveness is also called for in ex-
perimenting with new forms of character-therapy, habit-training,
psychotherapy, and the like. The chief value in these tables lies 1n
the scientific basis which they provide for the disposition of particu-
lar cases, on the sound theory that each offender is essentially typical
of some sufficiently definable “treatment type.”

Although prediction charts must be used with great discretion,
they nevertheless provide the judge with a guide to treatment far
more telling than the haphazard method now in use in disposing
of cases. Their proper employment is bound to lead to fundamental
improvements 1n present sentencing practices and treatment meth-
ods and to a scarch for other more promising ones. Whether the
application of more appropriate treatment will tend to shorten de-
linquent careers or result in rehabilitating more offenders remains
for future research to determine. But at least during treatment a
smoother, more effective, and less expensive administration of jus-
tice is likely, and the public, which—as much as the offenders them-
selves—is the victim of an inefficient and haphazard administration
of justice, will be safeguarded.



Chapter XX

CASES ILLUSTRATING THE USE OF PREDICTION
TABLES

IN Chapters XII and XIX we presented prediction tables con-
structed on the basis of the materials of this research, showing
the probable recidivism of offenders of the type represented by this
group of juvenile delinquents, their probable age at reformation
and at change from the commussion of serious to minor offenses,
and the probable behavior of such offenders during each of seven
types of peno-correctional treatment and 1n the Army or Navy. Al-
though these individual prediction tables are valuable at least 1n
indicating the hikclihood of ultimate good behavior or of good be-
havior during a particular treatment, to make full practical use of
them a judge should know not only the type of treatment during
which an offender 1s likely to behave well but also the type follow-
mng which he gives the greatest promuse of reformation. We are
ready. therefore, to illustrate the practical use of prediction charts
in mmproving the disposition practices of the courts within the
framework of the present machinery for the administration of
criminal justice.!

The reader of a work such as this 1s doubtless familiar with the
present haphazard method of disposing of criminal cases. Ran-
dom, trial-and-error procedures are the rule. Except for efforts to
punish the crime—rather than the criminal—by penalties estab-
lished by statute, there 15 no consistent approach to the disposition
of cases. Courts waver between stringency and leniency, depending
on theirr own or the community’s mood or feeling about certain
offenses or offenders. A rationale of punishment hardly exists. The
typical case history of a criminal career 1s a series of fines, proba-

1in soo Cnimmal Coreers, Later Crimuinal Careers, and Five Hundred Delinquent
Women we presented predicuon tables indicaung behavior following reformatory treatment,

but the use of these charts is limtted unul we can study the behavior of the same or a like
group of offenders duning and lollowing other forms of peno-correctional treatment.
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tions, commitments, paroles, more fines, recommitments, more
probations, and so on and on through a maze of arrests, convictions,
releases, nol-prosses. It is evident that offenders are constantly being
resubjected to types of treatment to which they have already failed
to respond, and until some means are found of subjecting an of-
fender to the form of peno-correctional treatment that 1s most
promusing for his particular case, there can be no hope of better re-
sults than we are now getting. The disposition of cases by the use
of prediction charts, which represent objectified and systematized
experience with many cases similar to the particular one appearing
before a judge or parole board, offers an efficient method of select-
ing the treatment to which an offender 1s most likely to respond;
for such charts are based on a consideration of many factors in an
offender’s history that are much more relevant to the conduct to be
expected of him than 1s the offense itsel£?

The reader 1s asked to bear in mind, however, that we are not pro-
posing that judges use prediction charts to the exclusion of any
other methods which have already shown themselves to be of value.
A prediction table 1s, after all, only an instrument for the court’s
use, but 1t has, at lcast, a rational foundation and s not the result of
vague notions about the presumably deterrent effect of this or that
form of punishment, or a whim of the moment on the part of some
judge, based on largely irrelevant but seemingly significant con-
siderations—not to speak of pressure on the court for leniency or
severity in a given case.

Let us assume that a judge has before him the eleven prediction
charts presented in Chapters XII and XIX. These include: one indi-
cating probable behavior of juvenile offenders during a fifteen-
year span between the ages of fourteen and twenty-nine (Table 32,
page 142), one indicating probable age at change from the commis-
sion of serious to the commission of minor offenses (Table 33,
page 143), one indicating probable age at reformation (Table 34,
page 145)," seven showing the probable behavior of offenders dur-

3 See 500 Cnimunal Careers, p 295-296.
% As we have shown earlicr, this does not mean that arnval at any specific age 15 1n 1tself
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ing specific types of peno-correctional treatment (Tables 70, 72, 74,
76, 78, 80, and 82, all in Chapter XIX), and one indicating probable
behavior in the Army or Navy (Table 84, page 214). How would he
be aided in disposing of an offender before him for sentence by the
application of these predictive devices?

First, for every case appearing before him a judge would have to
request a court officer to gather the necessary data on each of the
factors used 1n the construction of the tables, as the basis for fig-
uring the offender’s scores. These scores determine his probable be-
havior during vanious forms of peno-correctional treatment and the
likehhood of his ultimate reform. A glance at the prediction tables
indicates that the number of factors about which information has
to be gathered for each case is not large, because some of them are
used in several tables. There 1s no doubt that a skilled investigator
could assemble the necessary information and verify it 1n as short a
time as is at present required by the court for the usual probation
officer’s investigation and report preliminary to an offender’s sen-
tence.

Once these data have been gathered, cach offender can be scored.
This process actually takes only a few minutes With the scores
made, the judge can sec at a glance not only what the chances are
of the particular offender’s ultimate reformation, but also at what
age he is likely to reform or, if he 1s not likely to reform, whether
he has a reasonable chance at least of becoming a minor offender
and at what age; also, he can determine during which form or
forms of treatment the particular offender has the best chance of
good behavior.

Consider a few illustrations. In Table 85 are shown, for a series of
cascs, post-treatment failure scores and chances of good behavior
(reform) during the age-span fourteen to twenty-nine years under
various forms of peno-correctional treatment and in the Army and
Navy. Knowing an offender’s chances of good behavior during par-
a guaranty of reform, but only that arrival at a certain age by a person possessed of certain
trasts (“factors™) wnll result 1n 2 certain kind of behavior In these prediction tables, “age™

1s prognostcally sigmficant only as related to other factors Persons sconng differently on the
predicuive factors wall reform av different ages of ac all
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ticular treatments, and the chances of his ultimate reform, a judge
examining such individual case charts could arrive rather quickly
at a suitable disposition of the case.

Analyzing cases A, B, and C, to whom these tables can be applied
because they actually were juvenile delinquents, let us put ourselves
back in the juvenile court at the time when, as boys, these offenders
first came before the judge, and see how he would have used the
prediction tables. By consulting Table 32 in Chapter XII (page 142)
he would first ascertain that as the youths score 98.3, 85.5, and 98.3,
respectively, they are representative of a “treatment type” in which
each has six chances in 10 of ultimate reformation, one and a half
chances of remaining a serious offender, one and 2 half chances of
becoming a munor offender, and less than one chance in 10 of er-
ratic behavior (that is, not reforming but being occasionally a seri-
ous offender and occasionally minor). He would then ascertain
from Table 34 (page 145) that with such scores, A, B, and C have
only one and a half chances 1n 10 of reforming when less than
fifteen years of age, five chances in 10 of doing so when between
fiftcen and twenty-one, and three and a half in 10 when twenty-
one or over.

The judge might assume that because A, B, and C have equal
chances of reforming, the same treatment is indicated in all three
cases. But this is not so, as we shall see from an analysis of their
chances of good behavior during various types of treatment. From
the scoring made for each form of treatment we see that case A has
four chances in 10 of behaving well during straight probation, only
two in 10 of behaving well during probation that carries a threat of
commitment to an 1nstitution, and only three in 10 of behaving
well on parole after serving an institutional sentence. Obviously A
is too great a threat to the general security to be allowed to remain
at large. His chances of responding satisfactorily to treatment in
institutions are better than during extramural supervision, for he
has four and a half chances of satisfactory behavior in a correctional
school, five and a half in a reformatory, six and a half in prison,
and seven in jail.
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TABLE 85 ILLUSTRATIVE CASES SHOWING CHANCES OF GOOD BEHAVIOR DURING AGE-SPAN FOURTEEN TO TWENTY-
NINE AND DURING SPECIFIC TYPES OF PENO- CORRECTIONAL TREATMENT AND IN ARMY OR NAVY

DURING
PROBATION
UNDERSUS-
DURING DURING PENDFD
AGE 14-20  PROBATION SENTENCF
Case A Score 983 287 5 303.3
Chances of good behavior 6 4 2
Case B Score 855 2731 327 4
Chances of good behavior 6 4 6
Case C- Score 98 3 298 3 3480
Chances of good behavior 6 4 2
Case D Score 139 2 281 4 3350
Chances of good behavior "4 4
Case E Score 1328 3066 355 6
Chances of good behavior 34 4 2
Case F- Score 1200 2522 296 0
Chances of good behavior 314 6 5
Case G: Score 148 1 3106 3490

Chances of good behavior 3 4 2

DURING RE(TIONAL FORMA-

PAROIF
513
3
34t
6!4
351 3
3
3411
1'%
3513
3
3120
3%
3571
3

IN COR-  IN RE-
SCHOOL TORY
2211 2135
442 5%
225 4 222 4
42 3%
2100 222 4
63 3%
2100 222 4
6! 3%
2212 2285
412 3%
2100 206 8
6Y, 6
2212 200 4
4% 6Y%

IN
PRISON

1099
6%
1287
7
1469
7
1343
7
146 g
7
128 7
7
1127
7

IN
JAIL

89.0
7
954
7
105 2
7
105 2
7
954
7
78.2
7
105 2
7

IN ARMY
OR NAVY

188.7
7
214.9
7
214.9
7
2149
7
205.3
7
188.7
7
188.7
7
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TABLE 85 (cont.)

DURING
PROBATION
UNDERSUS- IN COR- IN RE-
DURING DURING  PENDED  DURING RECTIONAL FORMA- IN N IN ARMY
AGE 14-29  PROBATION SENTENCE PAROLE  SCHOOL  TORY PRISON JAIL  OR NAVY
Case H: Score 1453 318 4 3480 3711 2100 209 3 127 4 88.0 195.5
Chances of good behavior 3% 4 2 3 6Y; 6 Vi 7 7
Case J: Score 168 4 318 4 3480 3513 2100 209 3 162 3 105.2 1955
Chances of good behavior 3% 4 2 3 6Y, 6 i vi vi
Case K: Score 1843 318 4 3831 364.9 2274 2135 1302 88.0 222.2
Chances of good behavior 3% 4 2 3 4% 5% 7 7 7
Case L Score 1832 3106 370.9 3649 221 2 21315 144 1 105.2 262.1
Chances of good behavior 3% 4 2 3 4% 5% i 7 7
Case M: Score 1832 3106 3831 3649 195 8 2224 144 1 68.1 222.2

Chances of good behavior 3% 4 2 3 5 3% 7 5 7
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But there is still another matter to be taken into account. Our
judge’s decision as to the disposition of this case would be deter-
mined finally by A’s age at the time of the particular court appear-
ance. If he is only thirteen years old, let us say, straight probation
might well be indicated, in view of A’s reasonably good chances of
ultimate reformation and the fact that his antisocial behavior would
probably not be serious at that age; 1f he does not respond satisfac-
torily to probation he can, on his next appearance in court, be com-
mitted to a correctional school. If, however, A, a former juvenile de-
linquent, is about twenty-one years old at the time of his appearance
in an adult court, commitment to a reformatory would be wiser
than placement on probation. But in view of the fact that A still has
three and a half chances in 10 of reformation after the age of
twenty-one too long a sentence 1s not indicated (see Table 34, page
145). If A 1s between twenty-five and thirty at the tune of court ap-
pearance, the judge would choose between prison and jail, depend-
ing upon what opportunities A needs for vocational training, health
supervision, or psychiatric attention; but subsequent parole would
have to be applied with care, because of A’s poor chance of good
behavior during parole. The parole authorities would have to be
particularly admonished to give A close and intensive supervision,
or the judge would have to impose a longer sentence in order to
avoid parole as long as possible.

As already pointed out, B has the same chance of ultimate reform
as A, but his probable behavior during different forms of treatment
docs not resemble A’s 1n all respects. Like A, he has four chances in
10 of behaving well during probation, but he has six chances (in-
stead of A’s two) of good behavior under suspended sentence. Un-
like A who has but three chances, B has six and a half chances in
10 of behaving well during parole. Like A, he has four and a half
chances of satisfactory behavior in a correctional school, but only
three and a half chances of behaving satisfactorily in a reformatory,
to A’s five and a half. B has seven chances 1n 10 of behaving accept-
ably in prison or jail, which is about the same as A’s.

In considering the best disposition of B’s case, a judge would be
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likely to place him on probation under a suspended sentence if he
was under twenty-one at the time of the particular court appear-
ance; for his chances of good behavior on that form of treatment
are greater than under straight probation or in a correctional school
or a reformatory. If he 1s twenty-one or older he might be sent to
prison or jail on a sentence which would provide early release on
parole, for his score shows that he has six and a half chances in 10 of
responding favorably to parole and there is, therefore, no need to
keep him behind walls for any considerable length of time. In other
words, the judge would see that B would do well on probation un-
der a suspended sentence or under a short sentence to an institution
(if commument 1s indicated at all for any special reason, such as
need of vocational training, medical care, or psychiatric attention)
followed by a long period of parole, but that a correctional school
or a reformatory should be avoided if possible.

It 1s of interest at this point to record what actually happened to
B under the existing method of disposing of cases. He did finally
reform when he was about twenty-six years old, but meanwhile he
had been placed on straight probation at the age of fifteen (instead
of being given probation under suspended sentence under which,
as hus prediction chart indicates, his chances of good behavior were
much greater than under probation). He soon ran away and when
apprchended was committed to a correctional school (the chart
indicates that he was not likely to respond well to this form of treat-
ment). There he remained for fifteen months and proved to be very
difficult and lazy. At the age of seventeen he was paroled, and for
almost four vears behaved quite well (his chart indicates a good
chance of success on parole). At the age of twenty-two he again
appeared in court, this time for non-support, and he was again
placed on straight probation. He soon defaulted, however, and
joined the Army where he remained for two years; he behaved ex-
ceedingly well and was given an honorable discharge (his predic-
tion chart indicates likelihood of good behavior in the Army).
Since his honorable discharge from the Army, B has given no
trouble whatsoever. Whether he would have reformed earlier if



224 JUVENILE DELINQUENTS GROWN UP

given the kind of treatment during which he had a good chance of
behaving well is of course an open question. Obviously, if through-
out his career he had been given the kind of treatment during
which he was likely to behave reasonably well, he would have
avoided friction with the authorities, the public would have had
greater protection from his depredations, treatment in his case
would have been less wasteful, and possibly good adjustment would
have carried over 1nto his life 1n freedom.

As to case C, the judge would note that his chances of reforma-
tion are the same as A’s and B's. A glance at his chart indicates that
C, like A and B, has four chances in 10 of succeeding under proba-
tion; and hike A but unlike B, he has very hittle chance of success
cither during probation under suspended sentence or during pa-
role. He has, however, a better chance than either A or B of satis-
factory conduct 1n a correctional school but as little chance as B of
success 1 a reformatory, and as good a chance as A and B of ade-
quate adjustment 1n prison or jail. If C happens to be under seven-
teen at the ime of the particular court appearance, the judge might
be inchined to try straight probation 1n his case If probation has
already been tried and C has not done well, his small chance of suc-
ceeding under the more stringent probation accompanied by a sus-
pended sentence to an institution makes 1t obvious that direct com-
mitment to a correctional school is indicated, for C has six and a half
chances in 10 of satisfactory behavior during this type of treatment.
A wise judge would avoid sentencing this offender to a reformatory
because his chances of satisfactory behavior there are clearly much
lower than under the stricter regimes of prison or jail. If he sends
C to an institution, it should be on a long rather than a short sen-
tence, in the light of C’s probably poor response to parole.*

$ The quesuon whether an offender of this type should be released on parole involves a
consideration of the enure phulosophy of parole and the practical problem of balancing in-
divadual and social interests If parole were implemented by 2 truly (1¢, wholly) inde-
termipate sentence the problem would be simple: given 3o high a nsk, 1t would be the
better part of wisdom to keep such an offender under strict insutuuional control, because the

protection of societv against aggression comes first and the individual's welfarc second. Such
8 person might be released later in life, when he 18 no longer actively dangerous However,
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What actually happened to C under the present system of dis-
posing of cases is worth noting. At the age of twelve he was given
probation under suspended sentence for the offense of burglary
(which his chart indicates should not have been done, for he had but
two chances in 10 of success). During this time he was arrested for
stealing, the previous sentence was invoked, and he was committed
to a correctional school, where his behavior was excellent (as his
prediction chart indicates it was likely to be). He was paroled (as
the prediction chart indicates he should not have been), and had to
be returned to the correctional school because of consistent misbe-
havior. During a second, third, and fourth stay in the correctional
school, C’s behavior was excellent (as the chart indicates it was
likely to be) ; while during a second, third, and fourth parole he
seriously misbehaved (as the chart indicates he probably would).
At the age of eighteen, during parole, he was arrested for larceny
and placed on probation, during which he committed larcenies (his
chart indicates only four chances 1 10 of good behavior on proba-
tion). At the age of nineteen he was sent to a reformatory for lar-
ceny, and seriously misbehaved there (his chart indicates a very low
chance of success 1n a reformatory) During parole from the re-
formatory he misbehaved and he was again sent to the reformatory
where he again misbehaved; he was again placed on parole and mis-
behaved, and was agan returned to the reformatory and musbe-
haved. At the age of twenty-three he was transferred from a re-
formatory to a jail, where he remained for a year and a half, and was
then transferred to another jail for a year. While in jail his behavior
was satisfactory (reference to the chart indicates that C had a very
high chance of good behavior in jail). At the age of twenty-eight
exsung “indeterminate” sentences are 1n a sense fixed sentences in that the uppers and Jower
Timits of a frequendy narrow zone of years are set As long as this s true, the paroling au-
thonty must copc with the puzzling problem of whether 1t 1s better, 1n the long run (a) to
release all offenders at some time before the expiration of the maximum limit of sentence
thereby affording them some supervision dunng the transion to absolute freedom but sub-
jecting socsety to the nisk of their committing new cnmes during a penod when they might

have been safely 1n prison, or (b) to keep them tncarcerated for the full term and release
them at its conclusion without any supervision
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Cissstill a serious criminal. Although we cannot, within the present
limited state of our knowledge, assert that, given the treatment in-
dicated by the prediction chart, reformation, or minor rather than
serious delinquency, would have resulted (it should be remem-
bered that C’s chances of ultimate reformation were six in 10), it is
certainly reasonable to assume that C would at least have done
much less damage along the way, and at less expenditure of public
funds for rearrests, retrials, and the like, had he been given the
treatment indicated.

It should be evident to the reader by now that although A’s, B’s,
and C’s chances of post-treatment reformation are the same, the
peno-correctional treatments during which they had the best likeli-
hood of good behavior are different.

We turn now to an application of the prediction charts to three
other cases. D, E. and F (Table 85). Consultation of Table 32
(page 142) indicates that, unlike cases A, B, and C, who had six
chances 1n 10 of reformation, D. E, and F, scoring 139.2, 132.8, and
120, respectivelv, have but three and a half chances in 1o of ult-
mately reforming, a like low probability of ultimately becoming
minor offenders, almost two and a half chances of remaining seri-
ous offenders, and less than one chance 1n 10 of being erratic offend-
ers (that is, alternating between serious and minor delinquencies).
A glance at Table 33 (page 143) shows further that D, E, and F have
but two chances 1n 10 of becoming minor delinquents while still
under twenty-one years of age, almost five in 10 when they are be-
tween fifteen and twenty-one, and three in 10 when they are twenty-
one and over. In other words, there are about six and a half chances
in 10 that they will become munor offenders when they are still un-
der twenty-one, if they do not reform entirely or remain serious
delinquents.

Despite the resemblance in the probable ultimate adjustment of
cases D, E, and F, an examination of their scores for each form of
peno-correctional treatment, as recorded in Table 85, again indi-
cates certain differences in the way a court should dispose of these
cases. For instance, F has a much better chance of succeeding on
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probation than D and E and likewise a much better chance of suc-
cess on probation under suspended sentence. All three offenders
have about a like chance of success on parole; but E has less of a
chance of succeeding in a correctional school regime than D and
F; while F has a much better chance of behaving well in a reforma-
tory than D and E. All three offenders, however, have an equally
good chance of conducting themselves acceptably in prison, in jail,
or in the Service.

Examination of the chances of success of each one of these of-
fenders during particular forms of peno-correctional treatment in-
dicates that if probation fails in D’s case, the correctional school
regime gives promise of eliciting good behavior. A reformatory
regime should be avoided, 1f possible, because D’s chances of suc-
cess there are low; prison or jail may be utilized with a good chance
of satisfactory behavior, but parole should be avoided unless the
strictest kind of supervision can be given, as D’s chances of good
behavior under this form of treatment are low.

In the case of E, on the other hand, a correctional school regime
does not seem very promusing, butif E is at the age where prison or
jail could be considered, such regimes are more suitable for him. If
probation 1s resorted to and fails and a correctional school is tried
and he does not behave well there, this does not mean that E will
not adjust himself to later intramural experiences; but if there ap-
pears to be no alternative treatment for him, probation and correc-
tional school authonities would have to expend special effort to
make the regime work successfully in E's case, and be on guard
against his probable misbehavior.

In the case of F, as is readily secen from Table 85, there 1s a good
chance of his success on straight probation or on probation under
suspended sentence; not so good a probability of success on parole;
but a good chance of adjusting satisfactorily 1n a correctional school,
reformatory, prison, or jail. The judge has a wide variety of choices
in prescribing treatment for F, and can be guided by the special
facilities of the various institutions, by the call for a “deterrent pun-
ishment,” or even by F’s preferences.
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Now a word as to what actually happened to D, E, and F under
the present system of disposing of cases. D was placed on probation
at the age of ten and did not respond well (his chart indicates four
chances 1n 10 of good adjustment on probation). He was soon
placed on probation again, but this time in a foster home where he
was closely supervised. Here he behaved well, which would seem
to indicate that probation under close supervision outside his home
was indicated in his case. At the age of fifteen he was given proba-
tion under suspended sentence for the crime of larceny, and vio-
lated his probation by again committing larceny (his prediction
chart indicates that he had but two chances 1n 10 of succeeding on
probation under suspended sentence). Soon after, still at the age of
fifteen, D was placed on probation 1n the home of an uncle where
he was carefully supervised. There his behavior was excellent, as it
had previously been while he was on supervised probation in a foster
home. D did not ultimately reform (1t will be remembered that his
chances of reformation were but three and a half 1n 10), but he did
become a minor offender approximately at the age of seventeen.
Had the prediction chart been used in his case it is possible that his
misconduct during periods of straight probation and probation un-
der suspended sentence would have been avoided; or, if probation
had been resorted to, very close extramural supervision, such as was
provided in the foster home and in the home of an uncle, would
have been given originally.

E and F each had but one period of probauon, E at the age of
twenty-five and F at the age of fourteen. They both behaved well
during these periods. E, who was a minor offender, has remained
such, and F reformed approxtmately at the age of fourteen. The
question may well be asked whether the immediate use of the
proper treatment for F did not hasten the reformation of this par-
ticular offender. This of course remains an academic question for
the present. However, in the case of E, who had but one period of
probation and then not till he was twenty-five years old, minor de-
linquencies continued. Is it possible that if probation or some other
treatment to which he was likely to respond had been applied much
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carlier in his career, he might today be a non-delinquent rather than
a minor delinquent?

We are now ready to consider the cases of G, H, and ] whose
probable behavior between the ages of fourteen and twenty-nine
and during various peno-correctional treatments is indicated in
Table 8s. Their chances of ultimate reform, according to Table 8s,
“"are the same as of D, E, and F, that is, three and a half in 10; but
unlike D, E, and F, who had but two in 10, they have almost four
chances in 10 of remaining serious offenders; and further, unlike
D, E, and F who had almost four in 10, they have only two chances
in 10 of becoming minor offenders. A judge knowing the likeli-
hood of the continuing serious delinquencies of G, H, and J would,
for the sake of the public protection, no doubt be inclined to con-
sider either very close extramural supervision or incarceration for
them. He would use probation only with extreme caution. In the
case of G, however, he might be more inclined at least to try pro-
bation during the juvenile court age, because G would have hittle
more chance of successful behavior 1n a correctional school than on
probation. and probation is cheaper; but H and ] would have a bet-
ter chance of adjustment 1n a correctional school than on probation.
If the offenders were of reformatory, prison, or jail age at the ume
of a particular court appearance, the judge would be likely to resort
to commitment to one of those institutions, without even attempt-
ing probation.

Under the present system of disposing of cases, G was put on
probation when he was eleven years old, and he commutted bur-
glaries while on probation. Then commitment to a correctional
school was attempted (the prediction chart indicates that G would
have very little more chance of good behavior in a correctional
school than on probation). He did not behave well during erther
this or any succeeding commitment to a correctional school, run-
ning away scveral times, committing malicious injury to property,
being on one occasion discovered to have a hypodermic needle,
assisting in the escape of another boy, and so on. During periods of
parole from the correctional school his behavior was equally poor
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(that it was likely to be is evident from the prediction chart). When
G was cighteen years old he was committed to a reformatory where
his behavior, though better than in the correctional school, was still
not entirely desirable (his chart shows six and a half chances in 10
of good behavior 1n a reformatory). When on parole from the re-
formatory, he was arrested several times for assault and battery and
for burglary. At the age of twenty-one he was committed to prison
where his poor behavior is reflected 1n several periods of solitary
confinement (his chart shows seven chances in 10 of satisfactory
behavior in prison). During periods of parole from prison, he was
arrested on several occasions for burglary, for larceny, and for keep-
ing and exposing liquor. On a recent commitment to prison, how-
ever, G's behavior has distinctly improved. At the present writing
he is still incarcerated, but behaving well. He has until very re-
cently seriously misbehaved throughout his carcer both in extra-
mural and intramural periods, despite the fact that according to his
prediction chart his chances of adjustment during certain intra-
mural treatments are high. In view of this, the question may well
be asked, whether, given especially good supervision 1n certain of
the institutions, G might not have gotten along better. However, in
a case like this, institutional authorities, guided perhaps by the
findings 1n Chapter XV in which the reasons for failure to behave
satisfactorily during intramural treatment are suggested, could de-
termine the reasons in a case like G’s, and perhaps give him more
telling individuahized guidance.

During 2 long criminal career, H has been placed on probation
several times, has had suspended sentences, has been on parole on
innumerable occasions, has scrved many times in correctional
schools, and has served several sentences 1n 2 reformatory and in
jails. Throughout his career. during extramural or intramural treat-
ment and when free, he has commutted many serious crimes in-
cluding theft, burglary, assault to rob. Except during a brief term
in jail, he has shown no tendency to good behavior. In view of his
low chance of success during extramural treatment, such an of-
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fender should, for the sake of the public protection, certainly not
be subjected to repeated periods of probation or parole. Since his
chances for satisfactory behavior in institutions are high, every ef-
fort would have to be made by the penal authorities, as in the case
of G, to bring about a good adjustment on his part.

_. Jwas placed on probation three times, and on each occasion seri-
ously misbchaved. At the age of eighteen he enlisted in the Army,
where he remained for eight years and behaved exceedingly well.
He has been non-delinquent ever since his enlistment. It would
appear that Army discipline “straightened him out.” According to
the prediction chart, his chances of ultimate reformation were no
better than G's and Hs, yet G and H continued to be serious of-
fenders, while J apparently discovered for himself the very treat-
ment to which he could respond well. Again the question arises,
whether, given treatment during which the habit of good conduct
becomes fixed, this habit 1s carried over into life in freedom.

We come, finally, to a consideration 1n Table 85 of cases K, L, and
M. According to Table 32 (page 142), cases K, L, and M, with scores
of 184.3, 183.2, and 183.2 respectively, each have three and a half
chances in 10 of reformation, five and a half in 10 of remaming
serious offenders, and less than one chance 1n 10 of becoming mi-
nor offenders In view of the high probability of their continuing
serious delinquency, 1t 1s unlikely that a judge would consider
extramural supervision for such offenders. For K and L, however,
he might be inclined to try probation during the juvenile court age,
because their chances of good behavior 1n a correctional school are
very hittle more than on probation; but if K and L were of the age
when they could be sent to a reformatory. prison, or jail, such dis-
position would be made 1n preference to probation. In view of
their slight chances of success on parole, however. the institutional
sentences would have to be long.

A judge would hardly be inclined to attempt probation at all for
M during the juvenile court age, as M’s chances of good behavior
in a correctional school are as high as seven in 10. The judge would
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avoid committing M to a reformatory, however, where the chances
of the youth’s success would be only three and a half in 10, and of
restraint were called for, he would preferably send M to prison.

What actually happened to K, L, and M under the present sys-
tem of disposing of cases may be illuminating at this point. L had
periods of probation, was confined 1n correctional schools, reforma-
tories, and prisons, and had several periods of parole 1n the course
of his criminal career—eighteen treatment experiences in all. Until
a very recent commitment to prison at the age of twenty-<ight, he
was a miserable fallure. His first correctional treatment, probation,
occurred when he was twelve years old, and from that time until he
was fifteen he was on probation on four successive occasions, failing
badly each time Not unul he was fifteen and the habit of delin-
quency was firmly established, was he placed n a correctional
school where, according to his prediction chart, he should have be-
haved at least a lntle better than he would be likely to on probation.
He actually did not behave well, however The question to be raised
in this case 1s whether a better result might not have been obtained
in his case, at least in the form of better behavior inside walls, had
commitment to an nstitution been apphied early in his delinquent
career, before his habuts of delinquency became fixed.

As for M, he was placed on probation at the age of twelve and
during this period committed larcenies (his score indicates four
chances in 10 of good behavior on probation). Instead of being im-
mediately sent to a correctional school (where, as his score indi-
cates, he had seven chances 1n 10 of good behavior) he was again
placed on probation, and continued to steal Only then was he sent
to a correctional school, and although in the beginning his conduct
was not desirable, he soon settled into the routine, and during this
and two successive commitments to a correctional school he be-
haved very well. While on parole from the correctional school, how-
ever, M got into serious difficulty (his prediction chart indicates
only three chances in 10 of good behavior). At the age of nineteen,
M was committed to a reformatory where he proved very trouble-
some (his chart indicates but three and a half chances in 10 of good



ILLUSTRATING USE OF PREDICTION TABLES 233

behavior in a reformatory). At the age of twenty-three he was sent
to prison where his conduct was satisfactory (his chart indicates the
high probability of seven chances in 10 of good behavior). Follow-
ing his release from prison M was placed on parole, and during the
next two years his conduct on parole was satisfactory. Is it possible

~that a substantial period of good behavior in prison contributed to
his adjustment on parole, despite the fact that he failed during
all previous parole periods and that his chart indicates but three
chances in 10 of success on parole?

We want now to consider for a moment the case of K in contrast
to L. The likelihood of continuing recidivism on the part of K 1s
as high as L’s, and as already indicated, both have exactly the same
chances of good behavior during the various forms of peno-correc-
tional treatment. Apparently, therefore, a judge using the predic-
tion charts would handle both of these cases in just the same way.
It is of interest at this point, therefore, to see what actually did hap-
pen to K and L under the present method of disposing of cases On
the occasion of his first court appearance at the age of sixteen, K
was given a suspended sentence to a correctional school. which was
imposed 1 less than a month’s ume because of failure on proba-
tion (his chart shows but two chances 1n 10 of good behavior on
probation under a suspended sentence). He was in the correctional
school for almost a vear, and his behavior was very good (his chart
shows four and a half chances in 10 of good behavior here) He was
placed on parole at the age of seventeen and kept under parole
supervision until he was twenty-one (his chart shows three chances
in 10 of good behavior on parole). During this time his behavior
was satisfactory, and he has since been a non-dehinquent: and this
despite the great probability of his recidivism.

As to L, it will be remembered that four periods on straight pro-
bation were attempted from the time he was twelve until he was
fifteen years of age, before a correctional school was resorted to. His
miserable failure throughout eighteen peno-correctional treatments,
terminating in a hife sentence to prison where his behavior now at
the age of twenty-cight is fairly acceptable, is in sharp contrast to
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K’s early good adjustment. We again venture the query: May not
the fact of proper treatment in K’s case almost immediately upon
his first court appearance have contributed to his good adjustment
not only during treatment but afterwards? Would not the delay in
proper treatment in L's case furnish opportunity for the establish-
ment of habits of delinquency which became hard to break ?

However, our purpose 1n this chapter has not been to answer these
and related questions. because they are unanswerable within the
present state of our knowledge We have attempted merely to show
how treatment becomes more individualized with the use of predic-
tion charts than it 1s without them.



Chapter XXI
METHOD OF THIS RESEARCH

THE story of our delinquents, from boyhood to manhood, has
~X been told. Before summarizing our findings and attempting
any conclusions, we must render account of how we assembled the
facts upon which the findings are based. That 1s the function of this
chapter.

The major problems in the present study were: to ascertain
whether there had been any change with the passing of the years in
the type of delinquency commutted by the youths originally investi-
gated in One Thousand Juvenile Delinguents; at what stages in
their lives they ceased to be criminalistic or, if continuing in their
antisocial conduct, when the shift occurred from commission of
crimes of major and aggressive character (essentially felonies) to
less serious forms of wrongdoing (essentially misdemeanors) ; and
how this group of delinquents responded to the different types of
correction to which they were subjected. Whatever investigation
was deemed necessary in any case 1n order to obtain this information
and associated detailed data was carned out. The inquiries ranged
from merely clearing a case through the court record system of the
Massachusetts Board of Probation (where court records of Massa-
chusetts are centralized) to a far-flung, many-sided, and intensive
investigation involving the writing of numerous letters to various
police and peno-correctional authorities, examination of the rec-
ords of social agencics and other organizations, combing through
various strect directorics, interviewing the offender himself, his
wife, other relatives, family physicians, employers, and others who
might have known him during the periods embraced in the re-
search.

PROCEDURES PRELIMINARY TO FIELD INVESTIGATION

In beginning this further follow-up study of the criminal careers
of One Thousand [uvenile Delinquents, we were of course not com-
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pletely without knowledge of their doings and whereabouts. We
already had certain information about them from the previous
study. We knew, for example, where most of them were living at
the end of the first five-year follow-up period, and we also had in
our files data concerning their criminal records up to the end of that
period. In addition we had certain identifying information gathered
in connection with the first study, which served as a basis for fur-
ther investigations. For example, we knew the date and place of
birth of the offender, his height, complexion, color of eyes and haur;
the names and addresses of his parents and siblings, the names and
addresses of other relatives, and even occasionally of some persons
having official contact with him, such as doctors, clergymen, repre-
sentatives of social agencies, and others. With these basic data
readily at hand we proceeded to clear all the cases, under the varied
spellings of the names and under known aliases, through the crimi-
nal record index of the Massachusetts Board of Probation. We were
now particularly secking information about the arrests of the men
during a second and a third five-year follow-up period, although
we were naturally also concerned with filling in any gaps in the
material gathered 1n connection with the first research.

By this procedure it was possible quickly to ehminate from fur-
ther investigation about 200 of the 1,000 cases because their criminal
records were so continuous as to indicate that the youths had been
living in Massachusetts throughout the ten years and 1t was there-
fore not necessary to search elsewhere for information about them;
also, their ofhicial records were of so serious a character that there
was no need to make a more personal investigation to determine
whether the youths had been commutting serious offenses for which
they had not been arrested. The following is an illustration of the
type of case in which it was not necessary to make a further investi-
gation:
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Court record of John Doe as found in the Massachusetts Board of
Probation covering the second and third five-year follow-up
periods. This record was found to be listed under six
different first names, only two of which turned

out to be true names

SECOND FOLLOW-UP PERIOD (MAY 1923 TO MAY 1928)

May 3, 1923
May 16, 1923

May 20, 1923
Scptember 8, 1923
September 12, 1923
October 4, 1923
October 17, 1923

September 16, 1924
Scptember 16, 1924
September 16, 1524

September 16, 1924
October 10, 1924

October 10, 1924
May 25, 1925
November 2, 1925
November 14, 1925
December 18. 1925
December 18, 1925

December 28, 1925
March 31, 1926
Apnl 13,1926
May 13,1926
Apnil 12, 1927
Apnl 12, 1927
May 10, 1927
November 18, 1927

November 28, 1927
December s, 1927

Evading taxi fare
Assault and battery

Drunkenness

Fornication

Assault and batery

Drunkenness

Surrendered for violation of
probauon (February 13,
1922)

Drunkenness

Driving withov license

Unlawful appropriation of
automobile

Opcraung under influence
of hquor

Unlawfu! appropriation of
automobile

Operaung without license

Robbery

Robbery

Accosting and annoying

Default removed

Assault and battery

Appeal withdrawn
Drunkenness

Larceny

Larceny

Drunkenness

Assault and battery on
police officer

Assault and battery on
officer (2)

Larceny

Drunkenness

Larceny

Filed

$10 suspended  September 29, 1923,
default warrant

Released by probaunon officer

September 12, 1923, filed

August 11, 1924, dismmssed

Released

Six months jaif

September 23, 1924, filed

$20 appealed September 23, 1924

September 23, 1924, three months
house of correcion Appealed

Threc months house of correction Ap-
pealed

Three months jail

Filed

June 4, 1925, waived examinaton

Not guilty

November 18, 1925, default

Dismissed wathnut prosecunon

Three months house of correcion Ap-
pealed

Three months
Commutted

Suspended sentence to state farm Filed
October 4, 1926

April 21 1926, bound over

One year house of correcion

Apnl 21, 1927, filed

Six months house of correcion Ap-
pealed

Six months ja1)

house of correcuion.

December 9 1927, discharged
Filed
Discharged
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February 7, 1928
February 15, 1928

March 15, 1928
March 15, 1928

Idle and dusorderly
Keeping and exposing

Keeping and exposing
Idle and disorderly

JUVENILE DELINQUENTS GROWN UP

February 15, 1928, six months housc of
casrection. Appealed

$50 and one month house of carrec-
tion Appealed

Two months jail

Five months jail

THIRD FOLLOW-UP PERIOD (MAY 1928 TO MAY 1933)

May 25, 1928
May 25, 1928
June 13, 1928
March 26, 1931
Apnl 30,1931
July 30, 1931

July 30, 1931
July 30, 1931

October 1, 1931
Octaber 1, 1931
October 1, 1931
November 16, 1931

Apni 11, 1932
Apnlrr, rg32
June g, 1932

June 9, 1932
September 9, 1932

Scptember 9, 1932
October 4, 1932

November 1, 1932
November 2, 1932

Drunkenness
Breaking and entenng
Breaking and entening
Drunhcnness
Drunkenness
Drunhkenness

Assault and battery

Wanton destruction of
property

Assault and bartery

Violaung true name law

Drunkenness

Drunkenness

Drunkenneas
Surrendered (drunkenness)
Drunkenness
Surrendered
Drunkenness

Surrendered
Drunkenness

Drunkenness
Default removed

May 29, 1928, filed

May 29, 1928, “probable cause™

Two years house of correction

Released by probaton officer

Released by probanon officer

August 13, 1931, two months housc of
correcuon Appealed

August 13, 1931, not guilty

August 13, 1931, not guilty

October 8, 1931, filed

October 8, 1931, $10 Commitied

Two months house of correction

One month house of correcion Sus
pended Mav 18, 1932

Filed

Probatnon October 11, 1932

Filed

Probation November 16, 1931

Three months house of correcion Ap
pealed

One month house of correction Ap-
pealed

Nol-pros

Defaulted

10 days house of correcuon Suspended
Mav 3 1932 Defaulied

Since John Doc’s record is so continuous and he was convicted of

serious offenses in both the second and third five-year periods it was
not necessary for us to make any further investigation. His “foot-
prints in the sands of time” told the story completely and elo-
quently.

The remaining cases (some 800 1n all) were then sorted for fur-
ther study. It was evident, from the nature of the gaps in the crimi-
nal records or because no criminal record was revealed through the
files of the Massachusetts Board of Probation, that further investi-
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gation would be necessary to ascertain whether arrests had occurred
in other states or whether the men had been in the Army, Navy,
Merchant Marine, or Coast Guard; on boats plying between the
United States and foreign countries; in mental hospitals or hospitals
for the chronically ill; or, though not arrested, were committing
offenses for which they might have come to the attention of the
legal authorities at any time; or, though convicted of minor of-
fenses, had commutted serious offenses for which they were not ar-
rested. It was necessary also to determine 1n these cases whether
arrests had been recorded under aliases not yet known to us or under
a msspelling of the name, or were hsted 1n the record of another
person whose name was stmular; or, in the absence of an official
crimmal record, to determine whether a man really was a non-
offender

At this stage 1n the procedure, street directories were carefully
examined for the present or recent addresses of the men in ques-
tion, and thetr names as well as those of members of their families
were cleared through the Social Service Exchange to determine
whether any of them had been known recently to any social agen-
cies that mght be helpful in giving us the information needed. No
other routine procedure was carried out in all cases, except that an
examination was made of the files of the Judge Baker Foundation
to see whether, since the first study, the Clinic had received any in-
formation about these particular men that would be of any special
import at this stage of the investigation.

If a man had alrcady committed a felony in Massachusetts, fin-
gerprints were available in the Fingerprint Division of the Massa-
chusetts State Department of Public Safety. If there was indication
that 2 man lived outstde Massachusetts, his case was cleared (with
the full cooperation of the fingerprint authorities) not only through
the local files but also through the Federal Bureau of Investigation
in Washington and the fingerprint department of any other state
where he was known to have lived. In this way numerous gaps in
the records were filled without a more personal field investigation.

If no fingerprints were available, our task was, of course, greatly
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complicated; but it was still possible to obtain information occa-
sionally about such cases through police departments, especially if
a man’s name was rather uncommon and the identifying data were
sufficiently distinguishing. Police in some instances even sent us
photographs of men whose names were similar to those about
whom we were seeking information and we were able to establish
identification through relatives.

Through these various procedures, carnied out almost entirely by
correspondence or by examination of already recorded information
in social agencies, police departments, fingerprint files, or street di-
rectories, 1t was possible to eliminate from further field investigation
approximatelv another 200 cases, leaving some 600 who still had to
be personally interviewed to determine from the men themselves or
from persons knowing them just where they had been living and
what they had been doing during the years covered by our study. It
was on the baus of such information that we were able to discover
their criminal records 1n cities outside Massachusetts and to deter-
mine whether, in the absence of officially recorded delinquency,
they had nevertheless been commutting offenses for which they
might have been arrested. It should be mentioned that this pro-
cedure often resulted 1n proof that the record we had already found
through the files of the Board of Probation was a complete record
of a man’s delinquencies

The following brief summaries of notes that were given to the
ficld investigators after the preliminary work on the cases had been
done indicate the kind of information which it was necessary to
seek in each case:

1. Perer commutted “serious” offenses (felonies) duning the first five-
year follow-up period. The Massachusetts Board of Probation records
indicate that he was arrested but not convicted for one minor trafhc viola-
tion during the second five-year follow-up period. There 1s no further
criminal record against Peter 1n the files of the Board of Probation.

Has he been living outside Massachusetts, and, 1f so, does he have a
criminal record in another state? If he has been living 1n Massachusetts,
has Peter's conduct been such that he might have been arrested?
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2. James was convicted of minor offenses in the first five-year period.
Clearance of his case through the Board of Probation indicated that he
was also convicted of minor offenses in the second and third five-year
periods. There 1s a gap 1n hus criminal record between 1926 and 1931.

Has he been out of Massachusetts during this period, and, if so, where?
There 1s some sndication from our previous investigation that he might
have gone to New York City as he spent a brief time there during the first
five-year period secking employment. Fingerprints have been sent to the
police of New York City but with a negatsve result. This does not mean,
however, that he may not have been arrested there for minor offenses.

3. Frank was convicted of minor offenses in the first five-year follow-
up period. Clearance through the Board of Probation files does not reveal
any arrests during the second five-year period but shows that he was ar-
rested once for a serious traffic offense 1n the third five-year period but not
convicted. However, 1t 1s known that during most of the second period
Frank was in the Army, which accounts for the apparent gap 1n his crimi-
nal record 1n the second five-year period.

Where was Frank between 1926, when he left the Army, and 1929,
when the arrest for a traffic violation 1s recorded? Does he now admut his
guilt on the serious offenses for which he was arrested but not convicted?

4 WiLLiam was a serious offender in the first five-year follow-up pe-
riod In the second and third periods he was arrested for serious offenses
but not convicted He was, however, convicted for minor offenses.

As his criminal record 15 not continuous (there are gaps in 1t between
1924 and 1928 and between 1928 and 1932), was he arrested or convicted
in another state for serious offenses, or was he commutting any offenses
for which he might have been arrested?

FIELD INVESTIGATION

When a case was turned over to a field visitor, emphasis was
placed on the fact that we were particularly interested in ascertain-
ing whether there had been any change with the passing of the
years in the type of delinquency committed by the men and at what
period in their lives their offenses ceased o, if continuing, changed
from a serious and aggressive character to a less serious type of de-
linquency.

The ficld investigators always carricd with them the identifying



242 JUVENILE DELINQUENTS GROWN UP

data about an offender, information about his family and environ-
mental background, the date and nature of the offense for which
he originally appeared before the Boston Juvenile Court, the find-
ings of the Judge Baker Foundation Chnic, particularly in regard
to his intelligence and personality traits, a summary of the court
record during the first five-year follow-up period, information as to
whether he is at present marned, and any other data which might
prove uscful.

For example. i Casc 1 the question to be determined by the ficld
investigator was whether Peter had been hiving outside Massachu-
setts and, if so, whether he had a crnminal record in another state,
or, if he had been living 1n Massachusetts, whether his conduct had
been such that he might have been arrested. In this case the invest-
gator added the following bits of information to the more rouunc
notes given above:

Peter 1s facctious, luzv. indifferent, has an 1 Q ot 81 Soon after he
was placed on probation by the Boston Juvenile Court on recommenda-
tion of the Judge Baker Foundation he commutted serious delinquencies.
He shortly enlisted, however, in the United States Navy and has appar-
ently not rclapscd into musbehavior since then even though he has re-
turned to the same neighborhood 1n which he lived previously. . Ask
Peter why he had not re-enlisted 1n the Navy as he had been rcportcd to
so intend while he was sull in the service [“This,” says the investgator,
“was calculated to give a good talking point, making the 1nterview more
detached and objective and tending 1n a natural way to bring out the
facts and inferences needed for our studv.”]

In a general way it may be said that from the point of view of
the technique of the ficld investigations there 1s no esscntial differ-
ence between the methods we used 1n this study and those evolved
and applied in the investigation of ex-inmates of reformatories de-
scribed in 500 Crimunal Carcers, Later Criminal Careers, and Five
Hundred Delinguent Women. We had to cope with the same in-
tricacies of tracing persons whose whereabouts were last known
years ago, and in addition we had to use even greater caution now
than in the first follow-up study of One Thousand Juvenile Delin-
gwents (when so few of the youths were married), so that we would
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not reveal to wives, who perhaps were unacquainted with their
husbands’ early misbehavior, that they had been previously known
to court or police authorities. We also had to meet the problem of
possible hostility to this continuing investigation on the part of the
offenders and their families. We appreciate that it is only on the
basis of friendliness and a clear understanding of the purposes of
our investigations by those interviewed, that we can hope to pursue
these studies over the years. It is here that the experience, person-
ality, tact, and patience of the investigators play so crucial a role in
the success of the field work.

There are three important phases of the field investigations
which therefore had to be stressed: firsz, finding the man or mem-
bers of his famuily who are likely to have information about him;
second, carrving on the interviews in a spirit of friendliness; and.
third, not revealing to his wife or others who may not know of his
delinquency the fact that he had been an offender.

In regard to the tracing of the offenders, it should be recalled that
some of this was accomplished before the field worker set out on his
quest. What needs to be stressed here is that tracing procedures are
complicated because criminals as a class move about a great deal,
use aliases, and musspell their names. But no matter how elusive the
“game,” wg persisted in the hunt.

A few illustrations of how we “found the man,” or tried hard to
find him may help the reader to understand the process.

5. When the case of Lrovarp was turned over to the field invesugator
his address 1n the West End of Boston was known It had been readily
discovered 1n the Boston street directory and indicated that he was living
with his wife By the ume the field worker was ready to make a visit,
Leonard had moved and neighbors did not know his whereabouts. The
investigator, knowing that Leonard had previously hved 1n Watertown,
near Boston, decided to go to his former place of residence to see whether
any neighbors. who might have kept in touch with him, would know his
present address. In this way 1t was ascertained that Leonard and his wife
were now living in East Boston with her familv. The field investigator
went there but found that neither Leonard nor his wife was at home. By
the time he made his next visit, the couple had again moved. ‘

The field agent now called on Leonard’s mother, whose address in the
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North End of Boston was known. As she spoke practically no English,
and claimed to be rarely in touch with Leonard, no help was gotten from
her in locating him. The investigator then undertook a more thorough
canvass of neighbors 1n East Boston and was able to learn that Leonard
and his wife and her parents had moved “to some other town,” but they
did not know specifically where. He did ascertain, however, that Leon-
ard’s married sister “lives somewhere 1n the neighborhood.” By examin-
ing the marriage records he was able to find the name of the sister’s hus-
band, and 1n this way discovered a recent address 1n East Boston On
calling there he found that the couple had moved, but through a neighbor
learned the street on which she now resides in East Boston, and by going
from house to house on that street he finally located her She was not in at
his first call but he found her at home later 1n the day, and through her
discovered that Leonard was hiving in the North End of Boston.

6. When the case of Jacos was turned over to the field investigator, hus
present address was not known The court records indicated that as re-
cently as 1926, w hen we had made the first five-vear ﬁ)llow-up study, he
had been living in Roabury with his mother. The field worker proceeded
to consult the marriage records to determine whether Jacob had marnied
stnce our last contact with him. A ceruficate was found, and the ficld
worker immediately proceeded to look for the wife’s parents, through
whom he hoped to find Jacob. However, they were nat listed tn the cur-
rent street directory. The field worker “on a chance” consulted the di-
vorce records and discovered that Jacob's wife had divorced him and had
been allowed to resume her maiden name. From these records he also
learned the name of the attorneys in the case and interviewed them They
were willing to give him Jacob's last known address in Jamaica Plain.
The field worker visited this address and found that Jacob had moved,
but he was able to learn from the present tenant of the apartment that the
youth had married again, and that he was working as 4 chauffeur for a
large taxicab company. The mnvesugator immediatelv communicated
with this company without revealing the reason for the inquiry, and they
gave Jacob’s address 1n Darchester. On visiung this address a few days
later it was found that Jacob had recently moved to avaid paying rent.

The ficld worker now had to pursue another course of investigation.
He therefore sct out to search for the record of Jacob’s second marriage
but was unable to find it; in view of the fact that Jacob's divorce was not
yet absolute it was evident that hus alliance was illicit and that he would
therefore not welcome an interview at this time The field worker then
determined to find Jacob's first wife, and thinking that she might have
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married again, he examined the marriage records and found the name of
her second husband. He quickly succeeded in locating her through the
current directory, and was able to secure sufficient information about
Jacob for our purposes without having to see him personally Obviously,
however, the field worker was “hot on the trail” and could have located
Jacob, 1f this had been absolutely necessary.

7. Hersert, a mulatto, was known to have been hving 1n Boston with
his wife as recently as 1931, but there was no trace of the couple 1n the
current Boston directory It was known that Herbert's parents were both
dead The field mvestigator tried to locate Herbert’s wife's family, whose
names he secured from the marnage record, but there was no trace of
them 1n the local directories From our first follow-up study of Herbert
we had an address of Herbert's half brother and his wife, who lived with
the wife’s parents. The field 1nvestigator paid a call at therr last known
address, found that they had moved. but succeeded n learning from
neighbors their present address in Roxbury; from the half brother’s par-
ents-1n-law he learned Herbert’s recent address in the South End of Bos-
ton. A visit to this address revealed that Herbert and his wife had moved;
neighbors could not give anv direct clue to their whereabouts.

The investigator then decided to pay another call on the familv of
Herbert's half brother in Roxbury, and this e he learned that the half
brother had died and that hus widow had moved to another city, but that
she occasionally returned for a visit The relatives offered to ask her 1f
she had any knowledge of Herbert's whereabouts. After several weeks,
the ficld investigator recerved a postcard from the widow of Herbert's
half brother saving that she had no knowledge of Herbert but that an-
other brother was hiving 1n Roxbury With this clue, and by examining
street directories and poll lists for several years back and interviewing
neighbors 1n the vicinity. the field invesugator finallv located the es-
trangcd wife of this second brother who in turn was able to give him the
present address of another brother of Herbert’s in the West End of
Boston Through this brother the field worker found Herbert hiving in
the South End of Boston i a rooming house and secured an interview
with him.

In the above illustrations we have cited cases in which the of-
fender or members of his family were found. Much effort in tracing
was somctimes expended with no result, as in the following in-
stances.
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8. When the investigation was begun, it was known that Georce had
disappeared in 1924, during the first five-year follow-up period; his pres-
ent whereabouts were unknown to us. Inquiry was made of the Social
Service Exchange of Boston to ascertain whether any agencies had known
George or any members of his family since 1924, and 1t was thus learned
that in 1932 George had called on one of the local agencies for assistance
in finding a job and that another agency had been recently giving assist-
ance to George's father. Through these agencies 1t was ascertained that
George had been dnfting back and forth between Boston and California
for the past several years. Fingerprints were sent to authonities 1n Cah-
fornia but with negauve results. We then tried to locate in a Connecticut
city a marnied sister of George'’s with whom he had lived prior to 1924,
but the town clerk reported that she had moved without trace.

At this point the case was turned over to the field investigator, who
succeeded 1n locating George’s father. From him he secured a very super-
ficial story of George's acuvities. The father, being very elderly and for-
gedul and rarely m touch with George, knew hrtle about him but was
sure that his son had worked mostly on oil-burning ships plying out of
New York harbor With this clue, we wrote to the Seamen’s Church In-
stitute in New York City where sailors often receive their mail, but this
effort proved abortive. Several months later another visit was paid to
George's father in the hope that he might have had some recent word
from George or from some other members of the family, but as he
claimed not to have, and as his memory was so poor, the tracing of thas
case was brought to an end.

9- When the investigation of James’ case was started 1t was found that
there was no criminal record reported at the Board of Probation, and the
Judge Baker Foundation files had no further information about him. We
knew only that James’” home had been broken by the death of his mother
and the disappearance of his father, and that early in the frst five-year
follow-up period James had drifted away from the home of a woman in
Boston who had casually given him a shelter. We knew that James had
been 1n the Navy, and correspondence with the Bureau of Navigation re-
vealed that he had been dishonorably discharged 1n 1928 on the Pacific
Coast. As we knew from our first follow-up study of James that he had
been in Highland Park, Michigan, and in Seattle and Spokane, Wash-
mgton, the directories of those cities were examined, but no trace of
James was found. It was then decided to examine old directories of the
city of Lynn, Massachusetts, where James’ father was known to have
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lived after the death of James' mother. He was traced from Lynn to
Boston where it was discovered that he had died in 1926.

Through the current Boston directory the woman who had given
James shelter in earlier years was located and interviewed. From her the
field investigator learned only that James had marrned and probably set-
tled in California, after receiving a dishonorable discharge from the Navy
m 1928. An examination of the street directory of the California city 1n
which James was supposed to be living revealed no clues.

The field investigator then proceeded to venfy the marriage 1n 1935 of
James’ younger brother, and in this way the brother was located in a
town near Boston. He had no information about James, however. The
investigator next located James’ sister whom he found living near Bos-
ton. She was visited, but claimed she had not heard from James since he
was in the Navy. She was, however, able to give the name of James’ wife
who she thought had come from “around Seattle.” The Seattle directories
were then examined for persons bearing the wife’s name; one was found
and was written to, but she proved not to be related. The Social Service
Exchanges of several cities in Califorma and also of Seattle were com-
municated with to determine whether they had had any contacts with
James and his wife, but none were found. As there remained no other
likely source of information to be tapped, nothing further could be done
to trace James

Hundreds of illustrations might be given of tracing procedures.
These few are suffictent, however, to indicate that a great deal of
time and energy was consumed in tracking down offenders and
their famihies. But 1t must be kept 1n mind that our major task began
only when the persons whom we wished to interview had been
located. Usually the field visitor was able, with a rather simple ex-
planation and a friendly, disarming manner, quickly to win the con-
fidence of the men or their relatives. He first reminded them of his
previous visit several years ago, and then explained that we are try-
ing to help those who may “get into trouble” at some future time
by learning from those who have “been through the mill” what
their expericnces have been and how their conduct has changed
with the passing of time and varying circumstances. Usually this
explanation was sufficient. In fact, of 591 cases in which personal
interviews were held with the men or members of their families,
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the field workers were received with friendliness in 574; in 7 cases
there was apparent indifference to the investigation; and in only
10 instances was any real hostility manifested, and 1n most of these
the investigator was able to overcome t.!

Let us look 1n upon a few of these interviews to see how the field
worker succeeded 1n maintamning that friendly spirit so essential to
our investigations into criminal careers:

10. As Jack was a traveling musician, 1t was not possible to see him
personallv. Jack's mother was therefore located and interviewed. and
proved enuirely friendlv. Soon after the field worker had talked with her,
Jack's sister telephoned to express her indignaution over our efforts to find
out anvthing about her brother “whose boyish misdemeanors are a thing
of the past " The field worker called upon her the very next day and ex-
plained at great length the purpases of our studies She appreciated the
courtesy of his visit, and when she clearly understood our purpose she
became very friendly and cooperative

11. When the ficld worker paid his first visit to Toxy he found him
already abed Annoved at being awakened by his wife to receive a caller,
he shouted through the hall door that he did not wish to see anvone He
asked his wife to make an engagement for an interview on the morrow,
which was arranged for the neat evening. At that time the ficld worker
found that both Tonv and his wife were tecling somewhat ashamed of
the way in which they had greeted him on the previous day Sensing
therr embarrassment he immediately put them at their ease by offering
Tony a aigar. Tony's wifc then excused herself from the interview and
Tony and the field worker were left ulone for o comfortable chat.

12 Tows was a chauffeur, and was hiving with his wife and her parents.
In view of the fact that she was not aware of his carly escapades, 1t was
not considered wise to run the risk of seetng her, so the field investigator
decided to have a talk with Tom’s parcats. Although his father was
friendly, Tom’s mother showed deaided hostility to anv attempt to find
out anything about his conduct The field worker proceeded to make
careful explanation to her about the purposes of our inquiry, ponting
out that we are trying to determine what bencfit youths hike Tom actually
get from the institutions to which they have been sent. The ficld worker

Y Appendix B, 1, 2
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was soon able to convert her into a willing talker and a very useful one,
because she proved to be a hughly intelligent woman.

13. In the case of James, the field worker decided to interview hus par-
ents. Here, as in the case of Tom, the father was friendly enough but the
mother showed hosuility. She deemed the invesugator’s visit an affront to
the family. When he pleasantly agreed with her that James’ misdemean-
ors were merely “boyish affairs,” her atutude began to soften, and she
finally agreed that it would be useful to all concerned to learn the results
of various kinds of peno-correctional procedures in order that wiser
modes of treatment might be devised. Her friendliness increased to the
point of bringing out a picture album to show the field worker the
family photographs, including one of James.

As mentioned above, an important part of the task of maintain-
ing a relationship of friendliness and understanding between the
field investigator and the people he interviewed was not to reveal
to wives and others that a particular man had had a delinquent ca-
reer, especially 1n nstances 1n which such a revelation might create
friction 1n the family. It has been a cardinal principle of our pro-
cedure not to create difhculties for the men or their families Here
are a few 1llustrations of how possible mishaps have been avoided:

14. ALBerT's mother had recently remarried. Her second husband was
a police officer, which fact made 1t especially desirable not to reveal Al-
bert's carly delinquencies to the new family connections Albert himself
had recently married and was living with his wife’s parents. The field
worker theretore planned to avoid Albert and his wife. and to have a talk
with Albert’s mother. She proved to be extremely appreciative of the fact
that the field worker had sought her rather than Albert, and that he had
timed his visit when her husband was away from home. She therefore
proved unusually responsive and gave a very comprehensive story of Al-
bert’s Life. She stressed the fact that Albert’s wife was of a quarrelsome
disposition, which, though not yet causing any serious breach 1n conjugal
relations, might however result in such a break if she were inadvertently
given knowledge of his earlier delinquencies A dangerous interview was
thus avoided

15. Assuming that PasouaLE's wife might not know anything about
his earher history, the field worker was careful not to make any revela-
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tion to her. When he called at the home and found that Pasquale was out,
he merely explained in a general way to the wife that he wished to sec her
husband in connection with an old-time interest of people who knew
him some years ago. When he finally found Pasquale at home one eve-
ning, his three children kept running in and out of the room and Pas-
quale’s wife was within earshot. In order to carry on the interview with-
out arousing her suspicion or that of the children, the field worker
avoided the use of any tell-tale words such as “court,” “probation,” *cor-
rectional school,” which might cause them to suspect that Pasquale had
at one ume or another been in the hands of the law. He was able quickly
to make Pasquale realize that the utmost care was being taken in carrying
on the conversation 1n the presence of hus wife and children. Pasquale
was extremely responsive and managed to carry out hus side of the inter-
view to the satisfaction of the field worker.

16. In visiting Nicxoras’ mother, with whom he was not able to carry
on much of an interview because of language difficulues, the field in-
vestigator learned that the youth had married a few months previously.
Special care had to be taken, therefore, to avoid revealing his delinquen-
cies to his newly acquired wife The field worker left a letter for Nicholas
which he asked the mother to give him on his next visit to her. In this
letter he explained why he wished an interview with hum, and that he
wanted to avoid the danger of revealing to Nicholas’ wife his career of
crime. This resulted 1n a telephoned nvitation from Nicholas to the in-
vestigator to visit lum On arriving at the house the field worker found
that Nicholas was alone, his wife having gone calling, apparently by pre-
arrangement. Nicholas confirmed the fact that his wife was entirely igno-
rant of hus boyhood delinquencies and that he of course wished her 10
remain so. He deeply appreciated the field worker’s care 1n approaching
him and was extremely cooperative

OCOORDINATION OF DATA FROM ALL SOURCES

To avoid any confusion about the status of an investigation at any
particular time, a “diary card” of each case was kept on which were
entered, day by day in chronological order, any steps taken in the
investigation by any member of the staff. The following illustration
of this procedure indicates the type of information kept, and how
we could determine exactly what had been accomplished up to any
point in the investigation.



STePHEN
June 1,1937

June s5,1937

June 16, 1937

June 24, 1937

Sept. 25, 1937

Oct. 15,1937

Oct. 20,1937

Nov. 1,1937

Nov. 3,1937

Nov. 12, 1937
Nov. 15, 1937

Nov. 27, 1937

Nov. 30, 1937
Dec. 4,1937
Dec. s,1937
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Office secretary wrote Board of Probation for any record
of Stephen since May 1927.

Received reply from Board of Probation with record of
Stephen since May 10, 1927, and a recent address.

Research assistant wrote War Department for exact date
of Stephen’s enlistment 1n 1927 and nature of his dis-
charge.

Reply reccived from War Department reporting that
Stephen had enhisted November 15, 1927, and was hon-
orably discharged November 14, 1930; reenlisted De-
cember 3, 1930, and discharged, not honorably, August
15, 1933, because of conviction by a civil court for breach
of peace.

Research assistant examined Boston street directory but
found no trace of Stephen.

Office secretary wrote Boston Social Service Exchange to
inquire whether Stephen was known to any social
agencies.

Reply from Boston Social Service Exchange with regis-
trations for Stephen’s parents and his sister.

Field invesuigator located Stephen’s sister through street
directory.

Field investigator interviewed Stephen'’s sister and her
husband and learned that Stephen was living 1n Brock-
ton, Massachusetts.

Field investigator interviewed Stephen.

Ofhce secretary wrote War Department for name of town
in which Stephen had been convicted for breach of
peace.

Reply received from War Department stating that
Stephen had been convicted of breach of peace in
Montpelier, Vermont.

Office secretary wrote police of Montpelier for disposi-
ton of charge of breach of peace.

Reply recerved from police of Montpelier with informa-
tion about disposition of Stephen’s case.

Case studied and found complete. Ready for analysis by
research associate.
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It must already be evident that the gathering of information on
the criminal conduct of a large group of offenders is something of
a challenge. The goal 1s clear enough, but the path to the goal—the
securing of a complete record of arrests and convictions and, in the
absence of an official record, of sufficient information about the be-
havior of a man to indicate whether or not he has been commutting
offenses for which he could have been arrested—is beset with many
stumbling blocks. Careful search of the Massachusetts Board of
Probation records and the Massachusetts fingerprint files and of
official records n other states is likely to produce a good deal of offi-
cially recorded information about him, but the completeness of the
information 1s dependent upon the accuracy of our knowledge of a
man's whereabouts over a period of years, of his aliases, and of vari-
ous spellings of his name. The following brief illustrations show
how the criminal records were “pieced together” from various
sources.

17. Clearance of Treopore's case through the files of the Board of
Probauon revealed only a few arrests tn the vear 1931, so that there were
large gaps 1n his record which had to be filled 11 As 1t was known from
the previous investigation that Theodore had been in New York, finger-
prints were forwarded to the police department of New York Cuy. In
this way it was ascertained that he had a record 1n Massachusetts under
an alias which had been entirelv unknown to us, and that he had been
arrested 1n New York Citv in January 1929 under still another ahas, 1n
Hoboken, New Jersey. in September 1932 again under an ahas, and in
Newark, New Jersey, 1n August 1933 We now proceeded to clear his
record through the Board of Probaton under the various newly learned
ahases and found scveral arrests and convictions against him, mcluding
a recent sentence 1o prison.

18. In the case of THonas we found no record in the files of the Board
of Probation. As there was no trace of him or his famuly 1n and around
Boston, it was concluded that he had moved out of the state. Finger-
prints were therefore sent to the United States Department of Justice,
through which a long record of Thomas was revealed 1n Detroit and
New York City. These leads were followed by sending fingerprints to
the Michigan State Police and the New York City Police Department
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through which a more detailed record was found, including a long
prison sentence in Michigan and several additional arrests in New York
Cuty.

19. Clearance of the case of Francis through the Board of Probation
did not reveal any criminal record for the second five-year follow-up
period, and only two arrests for minor offenses during the third period.
Through field invesugation we learned that Francis had not been Living
in Massachusctts during most of the second and third five-year periods.
Fingerprints were therefore sent to the Department of Justice in Wash-
ington, which revealed several arrests 1n various towns in New Hamp-
shire This was followed up by writing to the police of these towns, and
several additional arrests not reported in the fingerprint files were dis-
covered.

A report from a social service agency 1n the town in which Francis was
finally located provided further details about his criminal conduct When
the record was finally pieced together from these various sources, 1t was
found to be continuous from the end of the first five-year follow-up pe-
riod unul the end of the third five-year period. It might also be men-
tioned that in the course of this invesugation we discovered additional
arrests 1n the first five-year follow-up period which had not been previ-
ously known to us, for 1t now transpired that for part of the first period
Franass had been in New Hampshure.

20. In the case of Petcr our search for his ciminal record led to mak-
ing an inquiry of the Department of Justice in Belgium. We had known
in connection with our previous study that when Peter was paroled from
a correctional school 1n 1924 he returned to Belgium with his parents
Fingerprints were sent to the officials there, with the result that a record
of three arrests for assault and battery and “obscene songs™ was revealed.
As 1t would have been hardly pracucable to have a more detailed in-
vestigation made 1n Belgium, we had to content ourselves with the in-
formaution already secured, which was at least sufhcient to classify Peter
as an offender in both the second and third five-year follow-up periods

Obviously, where there was a long record it was casy enough to
determine whether or not a man had been a serious or minor of-
fender during the period in question. However, 1f no record could
be found for one reason or another, ar if 1t was known that there
was no record, the method of determining whether a man was,
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nevertheless, a serious or minor offender or a non-delinquent was
much more subtle and dependent upon the experienced judgment
of the investigators. For example:

21. ARTHUR was known to have lived continuously in Boston and was
discovered to have a court record of only a few minor offenses. It was
necessary to determine, therefore, whether he was committing delinquen-
cies of a serious nature for which he had not been arrested, or whether he
was pursuing a continuous course of minor misconduct for which he was
not coming to the attention of the pohice. By a discreet prehiminary inter-
view with his mother and sister, the field worker was able to win their
confidence. Thev soon revealed to him that they were greatly discour-
aged about Arthur because he loafed so continuouslv, made no effort to
get work, allowed his mother and sister to support him, wasted most of
his time, and had engaged 1n various forms of chcap professional gam-
blmg They even ashed the field investigator to “give Arthur a talking
to” in order to see whether he could not influence him to give up this
illictt occupation When he had a talk with Arthur a few davs later, he
freely acknowledged habitual gambling

22, In the case of Fraxnrk, it was known that he had been hiving in Bos-
ton throughout the periods under study. The records of the Board of
Probation revealed that he had been arrested occasionally for drunken-
ness, but at long intervals The question to be determined was how
habitual this drinking was The field investigator, establishing a friendly
relationship with Frank’s mother, learned from her that Frank was a
habitual dninker of the convivial type. As he had never previously com-
mitted serious offenses there was no reason to doubt her statement that he

had not been doing so.

23. Miron was found to have a record of continuous minor delin-
quencies (drunkenness and illicit sex indulgence) The question had to
be answered whether or not he had commutted any unofficial offenses of
a serious nature for which he might have been arrested. Milton’s mother
was visited. A talk with her revealed that she was inclined to be extremely
severe with him, and when she told the ficld visitor that Milton stole a
good deal in order to indulge in his drinking and sex habits, he deemed
it necessary to check her statements. This he was able to do by consulting
a social worker who had had contact with Milton

An llustration of how we ascertained that 2 man was really non-
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delinquent and not merely seemingly so because of the absence of
a criminal record is seen in the following case:

24. Joun had been living continuously in the same house for many
years. He was found to be thoroughly acceptable to his landlady and to
the neighbors, all of whom were known to be respectable people. In-
vestigation of his life revealed a conscientious attitude toward his wife
and his mother, who had been dependent upon him for many years.
There was another bit of evidence 1n the fact that he was a very active
member 1n 2 club in a neighborhood settlement house. John was very
frank in acknowledging his early delinquencies, and in expressing his
grautude for what the Boston Juvenile Court and the Judge Baker
Foundauon had done 1n helping him to change his habits. And workers
1n the settlement house who had known John well over the years further
confirmed that he had been non-delinquent.

It should be stressed that 1n the course of this follow-up study
covering a ten-year span, it was necessary to seek certain data about
the first five-year period and also about the years preceding the ap-
pearance of these offenders before the Boston Juvenile Court, since
the present investigation was more detailed than the previous one.
In the course of this research, therefore, every effort was made to
fill certain gaps in the earlier records, to verify certain data which
had not previously been considered important enough to check, and
to sccure information on cases about which little if anything was
previously known or which had been left incomplete because of the
dearth of clues. For example:

25. In the first five-year follow-up investigation, Vincent's where-
abouts and behavior were designated as “unknown.” In the course of the
second follow-up study no record was found 1n the Board of Probation,
but when Vincent's family were interviewed they readily admitted that
he had been commutted to jail a few years ago. Examination of the insti-
tution's records revealed that Vincent had been sent there under the
name of James and that his last name had been spelled quite differendy
from what we had presumed to be the correct spelling. The records of the
Board of Probation were then examined under this newly discovered first
name and modified spelling of the last name, and a long and continuous
record for Vincent (James) was found not only for the first five-year
follow-up period but for the second and third.
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26. In the first five-year follow-up period, Josepn’s whereabouts and
behavior, like Vincent’s, were “unknown.” In connectuon with the sec-
ond follow-up study, the Judge Baker Foundation files revealed that 1n
1935 Joseph was living in Athol, Massachusetts, with his wife. When the
case was cleared through the Board of Probation files, a criminal record
was found for the third five-year follow-up period, but nothing for either
the second or the first follow-up period. As the arrests recorded against
Joseph were found to be 1n Boston and not Athol, 1t was presumed that
he was no longer hiving in Athol. The field investigator easily located him
in Boston, and the interview disclosed that during the first five-year fol-
low-up period, when we had to list his whereabouts as “unknown,” he
was in California, where he had hitch-hiked He had remained there for
several vears and been enurely out of touch with his family He freely
acknowledged that he had been 1n the habit of drinking to excess while
in Cabforma “At one ume I was so bad that 1f T had a quarter in my
pocket 1 couldn’t get by a saloon nohow ™ In view of his record 1n the
third five-year follow—up period, 1t was possible to secure fingerprints,
which were then sent to the police of the California city in which Joseph
claimed to have lived. and one arrest was revealed for vagrancy early 1n
the second five-year period Thinking that he might have a cniminal rec-
ord in other ciues in California we also sent fingerprints to the state au-
thorities but with negauve result However, there was at least sufhcient
evidence that he had been a delinquent, not only during the first period,
but also during the second and third.

27. In the first five-vear follow -up investigation, we were able to learn
that Baz, though having no officially recorded delinquencies agaiast him
in the Board of Probauon, was known to have admitted the theft of a
bicycle. The files of the Board of Probation were examined 1n connection
with the second follow-up study but no criminal record was found From
the files of the Judge Baker Foundation it was learned that Baz had
married 1n 1923. The field investigator immediately proceeded to venfy
this marniage and thus discovered that Baz had changed his first name to
William. The case was immediately cleared through the Board of Proba-
tion under this different first name and a long and continuous record for
serious offenses was discovered. not only for the second and third five-
year follow-up periods but also for the first

28. In the first five-year follow-up study, Haxsox had not been lo-
cated and the Board of Probation had no record of him. Numerous
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efforts to trace his family were unsuccessful, partly because of a very com-
mon last name. When the case of Hanson was cleared through the Board
of Probation 1n connection with the second follow-up mvestigation,
again nao record was found. As the field worker thought that Hanson
mught be married, he examined the marriage records. He found a mar-
riage record and then examined the wife’s birth record to secure the exact
spelling of her rather comphicated family name As a result of this he was
able to locate the wife's mother. She was not at home when the invest-
gator called, but a relative was able to give Hanson's address and also that
of his mother The field visitor decided next to call on the mother, who
proved to be unusually cordial. She gave a detatled history of Hanson’s
activitics not only during the second and third five-vear follow-up pe-
riods but during the first which clearly indicated that Hanson had been
a non-delinquent during the first five-vear follow-up period. Our pre-
vious classification of his case as “unknown” was now changed.

WHEREABOUTS OF DELINQUENTS

The range of our investigations 1s evident from the fact that, at
the end of the third follow-up period, 604 of the onginal group of
1.000 youths were found to be living 1n Boston and its environs, 33
in other cities in Massachusetts, 112 in other states;* 69 were in penal
institutions 1n Massachusetts, 24 1in penal institutions in other
states:” 6 were i hospitals for the mentally diseased, 2 1n hospitals
for the chromically 1ll; 11 were in the Army or Navy, 6 were resid-
ing abroad (41n Italy, onc in Belgium, and one in the Philippines) ;
16 were wandering about the United States with no fixed domicile;
7 were on boats at sea, 3 were fugitives from justice. Sixty of the
men had dicd by the end of the third follow-up span. The where-
abouts of only 47 of the origmal group of 1,000 men was unknown
at that time, although location of 11 of these was established for
part of the period !

2 Four 1n Connecticut, one in Mame, 6 1n Rhode Island, one in Vermont, 2 1n New
Hampshire, 51 1n New Yotk City, 4 1n other parts of New York State, 5 1n Pennsylvama,
9 in New Jersey, g 1n hinoss, 3 1n Ohio, 4 1n Michigan one 1n Flonuda. one in Georgna. 8 in
California, one 1n Oregon, onc 1n Washington, one 1n Utah

® New llampstire, Maine, New York, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Marvland, Indiana,
Mines, Michigan, Missoun, Kansas, California

4 Appendix B, 10
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SAMPLE INVESTIGATION

We have described in detail how the raw materials of this re-
search were gathered. Before closing this account, it will perhaps
give the reader a more realistic view of the process of investigation
if he accompanies us on our quest for the needed data in one case

from beginning to end.

29. When the further follow-up invesugation was begun, 1n the case
of Josepw, 1t was known that early in the first five-vear period he had en-
listed in the Navy and within a few months was dishonorably discharged.
Shortly thereafter (and sull during the first five-year period) he was ar-
rested for burglary and placed on probation. He made his home with his
mother and sisters. idled about a great deal. and made no effort to look
for work. It should be noted that the first five-year follow-up period ex-
tended from March 1920 to March 1925,

At the beginning of the second follow-up investigation, Joseph's case
was cleared through the files of the Massachusetts Board of Probation
and it was learned that 1n November 1928 he had been arrested for assault
and battery on wife and placed on probauon; in February 1929 he was
again arrested for assault and battery on wife and again placed on proba-
tion; and 1n August 1929 he was arrested for neglect of wife and chil-
dren and for the third time placed on probation: two months later he was
surrendered for violating this probation and given three months tn the
House of Correction. This was the extent of his court record for the sec-
ond five-year follow-up period, which ended 1n March 1930.

The Board of Probation files revealed that 1n the third five-year follow-
up period, which extended from March 1930 to March 19335, he was ar-
rested for non-support and given a suspended sentence to the House of
Correction; in August 1934 the suspended sentence was revoked and a
warrant was issued for his arrest. From the records it was evident that
up to the end of the third fAive-vear period in March 1935 the sentence had
not been invoked.

No arrests were recorded for Joseph between October 1921 on the first
five-year follow-up period after the arrest for burglary, and November
1928 of the second five-year follow-up period when he was arrested for
assault and battery on wafe. The question immediately raised was
whether Joseph had been living 1in Massachusetts during all this period,
and, if so, whether he had been commutting any serious offenses during
that ime. This query was justified in view of the fact that he had been
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previously arrested for burglary, and had several times been arrested for
larceny prior to his appearance before the Boston Juvenile Court.

Closer examination of Joseph’s history during the first five-year follow-
up period indicated that we had defimitely known that at least until the
end of that time Joseph had been living in Boston with his mother.
Therefore, our concern about his whereabouts was narrowed to the pe-
riod between March 1925 and November 1928, when he was arrested in
Boston for assault and battery on wife. We knew that Joseph had not
marricd up to the end of the first five-year period, but it was now evident
from his court record that he had married since. Therefore, the marriage
records were examined as well as the divorce and birth records, and in
this way the date of Joseph's marriage was ascertained as October 1925,
A Boston address was given 1n the marriage certificate, further establish-
ing the fact that, through the year 1925 at least, Joseph had continued to
live 1n Boston. An examination of the birth records yielded sull further
evidence of his Boston residence, for a son was born there to Joseph and
his wife in August 1926 Further examination of the birth records re-
vealed that 1n October 1929 another son was born to them at a Boston
address.

The divorce records revealed that a decree mst had been granted
Joseph's wife in Januarv 1931 for cruel and abusive treatment, and the
custody of the two children given her Joseph was ordered to pay $10 2
week toward their support It s evident from his court record that he did
not always fulfil this financial obhgation.

Although Joseph's marriage ended 1n divorce 1n 1931, the court record
revealed later manital trouble Another examination of the marriage rec-
ords gave proof of Joseph's second marriage in August 1933. To deter-
mine whether there were any offspring of this marriage, the birth rec-
ords were examined and revealed the birth of a daughter in November
1933. indicating a forced marriage. In the light of the court record, which
reported an arrest in February 1924. for non-support. it was evident that
Joseph was having difficulty with his second wife. Thinking that ths
marriage might also have ended 1n divorce, the field nvesugator ex-
amined the records and found that Joseph’s second wife applied for a di-
vorce in August 1934, after the couple had been married only a year. The
allegation was cruel and abusive treatment. As joseph defaulted in De-
cember 1934, a decree must was granted hus wife, and the custody of his
daughter Florence was given her. Joseph was ordered to pay $5 a week
toward the maintenance of the child. The divorce had not yet become
absolute at the end of the third follow-up period.
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After considering all this evidence, it was still felt that it would be well
to interview Joseph or some member of his family. As Joseph’s where-
abouts were not revealed by an examination of the most recent Boston
street directory, the field investigator tried to locate Joseph's mother. He
found her and two of Joseph's sisters histed, and paid a call at the address
indicated. On the first visit he did not find anyone at home. On the sec-
ond visit, though finding Joseph’s mother, he decided that 1t would be
impossible to interview her as she spoke very broken English. He did not
wish to use 2 neighbor as an interpreter for fear of revealing to anvone not
directly concerned anything about Joseph's history He decided 1o make
another call at a ime when one of Joseph's sisters would be in.

One evening a few weeks later the field invesugator called on Joseph's
mother, and this ume found 4 sister at home who volunteered to act as
nterpreter. There was also present, however. a voung man before whom
the field investigator was hesitant to discuss Joseph's affairs He was
assured by the sister that the voung man 1n question (a cousin) knew all
about Joseph's difficuluies and that there need be no hesitation 1n carry-
ing on the mterview 1 his presence. The held invesugator then pro-
ceeded to question Joseph's sister as to hus whereabouts between 1926 and
1928 when 1t would sull have been possible that he had been in some other
state. However. the mother, sister, and cousin assured the visitor that
during this period Joseph had been hiving 1n and around Boston.

At the time this partcular interview was held, more than a vear had
clapsed since the end of the third five-year follow-up period We were
not particularly concerned to trace Joseph’s history in detail since the end
of this period, but 1t was the field investigator’s purpose to locate Joseph
in order that he might have a personal interview with him. Joseph's
mother and sister, however, were unable to give his address, merely say-
ing that he had been steadily emploved for the last few years in a factory
in Cambridge, near Boston Thev claimed that since his divorce he had
been living 1n rooming houses, moving often. and that they were there-
fore unable to keep track of him As the field investigator had not known
that Joseph had been living 1in Cambridge, this opened up a new lead for
him An exammation of the Cambridge poll list, however, failed to re-
veal Joseph's address, even though a search was made under every pos-
sible spelling of his name. He might have been quickly located by a
telephone call to his place of employment, but this was considered
ncither wise nor necessary in view of the information which had already
been gathered concerning him.

However, the field investigator, having learned from Joseph's mother
and sister that a brother of Joseph's was also living in Cambridge (ad-
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dress given by them), decided to call on the brother. At the first visit no
one was home. At the sccond call, the brother was abed and refused to see
anyone. On the third visit, however, the field investigator succeeded in
interviewing Joseph's brother and his brother’s wife. They both said that
Joseph had been living in Boston and vicinity (mostly in Cambridge)
during the second and third five-year follow-up periods, and that, al-
though he had not been successful in his conjugal relations, he has never-
theless been self-supporting. The brother, like Joseph’s mother, stated that
Joseph never lived very long in one place. He offered the information that
Joseph occasionally spent a few days in his mother’s home, and had been
working steadily 1n the factory 1n Cambridge which the mother and sis-
ter had menuoned Inquiries concerning Joseph'’s behavior brought an
admuission from the brother that he was in the habit of drinking, but that
his drink habit did not affect huis work nor did he lose control of himself
sufficiently to be arrested for drunkenness At this point it was felt that
sufficient data had been gathered for our purposes to make further 1n-
vestigation of Joseph’s case unnecessary

A word should be said. however, about the study made 1n thus case of
Joseph'’s behavior under the vartous forms of peno-correctional treatment
to which he had been subjected at one time or another in his career. These
experiences were histed chronologically and found to consist of seven pro-
bations, one jail commutment, and one prohation under suspended sen-
tence. In the case of four of these treatment expeniences 1t was possible
quickly to make a judgment concerning his conduct, because he was ar-
rested during the course of each one of them (three probations and one
probation under suspended sentence). In the case of the five other treat-
ments 1t was possible, bv examining the court records, to ascertain that
Joseph violated the conditions of probauon so constantly as to he consid-
ered definitely a “farlure” while under treatment. In the case of his com-
mitment to a jail where he served three months, correspondence with the
jail authorities indicated that he had not commutted any infractions of
rules during this period.

ANALYSIS OF DATA

When all the necessary information had been gathered from
many different sources and the data on a case could be considered
complete, the pertinent facts were transcribed to schedule cards
especially prepared for the purpose (see page 262). Each one of the
factors appearing on this schedule has been carefully defined, sev-
eral of them originally in connection with One Thousand Juvenile
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Delinquents. Only occasional modifications of these definitions
were made so that the facts might be comparable with those of our
other rescarches. Any factors new to this research—that is, which
had not been included in the study of One Thousand Juvenile De-
linquents—were defined in accordance with definitions already in
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use in our other investigations. The interested reader is referred to
Appendix A where these definitions appear in alphabetical order.

All the data concerning the behavior of the delinquents during
the period prior to their appearance in the Boston Juvenile Court
and during the first, second, and third five-year follow-up periods,
as well as the data about their behavior during the various forms of
peno-correctional treatment to which they were subjected from the
onset of their delinquent careers, period by period, to the end of the
third five-year follow-up period, were entered on the schedules and
transcribed to code cards.” Most of the materials were then tabu-
lated and correlated on the Hollerith machine, although some fac-
tors had to be hand-tabulated.

As we have already given account 1n previous researches of our
methods of handling and interpreting social data, there is no need
to enter into any discussion of that aspect of the work here. The in-
terested reader 1s referred to Chapter V of 500 Criminal Careers,
Appendix A of Five Hundred Delinquent Women, and Appendix
A of Later Criminal Careers.

* * * » *

Upon the accuracy of the basic raw materials of a social research
depends the validity of the conclusions and interpretations drawn
from it. The building of a statistical structure, simple or elaborate,
depends on the groundwork that has been laid to support it. No
amount of elaborate statistical treatment based on complicated
mathematical formulae can compensate for unreliable raw mate-
rials. Sound basic data are particularly difficult to obtain in re-
scarches in criminology, where social, economic, psychologic, and
other influences—most of them not susceptible to the precise meas-
urement employed in the “pure sciences”—converge in elusive inter-
play. But this does not mean that there are not readily discernible
differences in the degree of reliability of the raw materials entering
into social rescarch. It is for this reason that we have rendered ac-
count of the methods utilized in gathering and verifying our basic

data.
§ The Hollenth Bo-column card was utilized for this purpose.



Chapter XXII
SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

EFORE considering the significance of this research for peno-
correctional practice, st 1s well to summarize the major find-
ings. First, we have noted that with the passing of the years there
has been a steady diminution 1in the number of youths who con-
tinued to be offenders, so that by the ume our juvenile delinquents
had reached an average age ot twenty-nine, almost 40 per cent had
ccased to be crimnals. Furthermore, even among those who con-
tinued to commut crimes, significant improvement occurred. The
proportion of serious offenders dropped from 756 per cent in the
period prior to the oniginal contact of the group with the Boston
Juvenile Court to 47.8 per cent at the end of the fifteen-year follow-
up span.
Second, the internal evidence of the present research as well as
a comparison of these juvenile offenders with the ex-inmates of a
reformatory who were reported upon n 500 Crimunal Careers and
Later Criminal Carcers has led to the theory that the physical and
mental changes that comprise the natural process of maturation
offer the chief explanation of this improvement in conduct with
the passing of the years. This theory is partially supported by the
finding that, regardless of age at the ume 1t begins, delinquency
runs a fairly steady and predictable course. Comparison of the for-
mer juvenile delinquents with the ex-inmates of the Massachusetts
Reformatory showed that although the latter were, on the average,
five years older than the former when they first began to manifest
delinquent behavior (fourteen and a half and nine and a half years
respectively), the two groups most nearly resembled each other in
conduct, not at the same age, but rather at a point when they were
alike number of years removed from the onset of their delinquent
tendencics.! This resemblance, twenty years after the first mani-

1 See Chapter VIII Whether the phenomenon noted above will persst in this group as
the years go by can, of cours, only be derermaned by further investigaton.
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festation of delinquency, is all the more striking in the light of the
facts that one group was five years older than the other, that the two
groups were drawn from entirely different regions (the younger
group being largely Boston residents, the older coming from all
over the state of Massachusetts), and that each group had been sub-
jected to many and varied kinds and qualities of peno-correctional
treatment. Their marked resemblance in behavior at a point equi-
distant from the time of onset of delinquency suggests that dehn-
quent tendencies, at least in young persons, are inchned to run a
course that 1s not too readily modifiable by present methods of
treatment

Third, comparison of those among the former juvenile delin-
quents who had reformed by the end of the fifteen-year follow-up
span with those who had not, disclosed that the former were en-
dowed with a better heredity and enjoyed a more wholesome early
environment than the men who continued to commit crimes. The
normally expectable process of maturation was apparently facili-
tated by the better equipment of certain offenders and retarded or
blocked by the poorer resources of others.

Comparison of the offenders who reformed when sull under
twenty-one with those who did not abandon eriminalistic wavs un-
til they were older showed that the former possessed better innate
equipment and environmental advantages than those whose reform
occurred later, with the result that among the former there was less
retarding of the process of maturation.

Comparison of the offenders who continued to be serious crimi-
nals throughout the fifteen-year span and those who became mnor
offenders revealed that the serious offenders had a worse congenital
equipment and were reared in even less favorable circumstances
and conditions than those who ultimately commutted petty offenses
only.

Fourth, a prediction table has been evolved covering the be-
havior of these 1,000 juvenile delinquents during the fifteen years
following the end of their treatment by the Boston Juvenile Court
and associated agencies. From such a table, juvenile court judges
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should be able to determine the probable behavior of different types
of offenders appearing before them, and approximately the age at
which changes in their conduct are likely to occur.?

The second half of this work deals with the responses of the for-
mer juvenile delinquents to the various kinds of peno-correctional
treatment to which they were subjected from the onset of their de-
linquent careers to the end of the fifteen-year follow-up span.
Analysis of disinguishing factors has differentiated the following
four conduct types:

1. Those who succeeded during some (not necessanly all) intramural
and extramural treatments

2. Those who failed during all intramural and extramural treatments

3. Those who succeeded duning intramural treatments but failed dur-
1ng extramural treatments

4- Those who failed during intramural treatments but succeeded dur-
ing extramural treatments.

The offenders who behaved sansfactonly during extramural
treatment as well a< intramural (Tvpe 1) were much more favor-
ably circumstanced 1n their early lives than were those who failed
duning both forms of treatment (Type 2).

The offenders who behaved satisfactorily during periods of intra-
mural treatment but did not get along well under extramural super-
vision (Type 3) apparentlv had an inadequate sense of security in
their early upbringing, which seems to have been reflected in an
inability to make satssfactory later adjustments without intensive re-
straint and supervision.

On the other hand, the offenders who could not get along accept-
ably in the group Iife of institutions but did behave satisfactorily
during periods of extramural oversight (Type 4) had, to a signifi-
cantly greater extent than the others, already demonstrated their
inability to respond well to other group situations in life.

By distinguishing these four conduct types, it has been possible
to prepare prediction tables showing the probable behavior of of-

2 Sec footnote 3.
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fenders during extramural and intramural treatment, as well as
during specific forms of peno-correctional treatment.

THEORETICAL IMPLICATIONS OF THE FINDINGS

We have ascertained that it is not so much arrival at any particu-
lar age-span (at least as far as our analysis of age-spans has thus far
gone) as the achievement of a degree of maturity, that makes for
social adaptation on the part of former delinquents. Maturity 1s a
complex concept It embraces the development of a certain stage of
physical, mental, and emotional capacity and stability, and a certain
degree of integration of the personality. Common experience indi-
cates that as the average person passes through different age-spans
there are changes 1n his development and 1n the ntegration or dis-
integration of his vanious physical, intellectual, emotional, and voli-
tional-inhibitory powers. Normally, when he reaches chronologic
adulthood the development and integration of his physical and
mental powers make it easier for him to achieve a capacity for self-
control, foresight, planfulness; to postpone immediate desires for
later ones; to profit by expenience; to develop perseverance, self-
respect, regard for the opinion of his Jaw-abiding fellows, and other
similar attributes. These enable him to adapt successfully to the de-
mands of society and to avoid drifting into, or persisting 1n, crime.?
However, individuals differ in their innate organization and in
their carly conditioning, so that development and integration of
powers sufficient to be designated “maturity” are not always
achieved at the expected age-span. If all our offenders had arrived

% Not only 1n the continuance of delinquency already embarked upon but 1n the ongins
of dehinquency as well, st s reasanable to assume that uncven rates of development of the
physical, mental, and emotional constituents of the orgamism must lcad to stresses and
strains which are reflected 1n personality maladjustment and the kind of behavior that may
well turn out to be “delinquent” or “criminal™ because 1t 18 made so by socicty’s laws. Differ-
ence tn the age at which delinquency first became manifest and perustent reflects difference
1n the stage at which the stresses and strains of the organism became too much for the
requisite toctal adaptavon. The degree of physical, mental, and emotional-vohinonal ma-
tunty achieved has been so incommensurate wath the age reached and the accompanying

obligations and expected behavior at that age that, under the stress of certain soao-economic
conditions, soc1al adaptation took the form of delinquent behavior
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at the same degree of maturation in any particular age-span, this
fact should have been reflected in a similar incidence of improved
conduct in each group shortly after arrival at that age. But we have
seen that this was not the case.

A psychoanalvtic approach to this problem would emphasize
that, owing to “fixations” of the “hbido” at childhood levels, a
clinically well recognized “infantilism,” or immaturity of person-
ality, frequently exists in persons who might otherwise (in physique
and even in cognition) have attained a maturity commensurate
with their age. In fact. from many angles the conduct of not a few
offenders, when passed 1n review over the years, mav be regarded
as infantile: witness their impulsiveness, their lack of planfulness,
their failure to postpone immediate desires for more distant ones,
their incapacity or unwillingness to profit bv numerous experiences
of punishment or correction, the excessive attachment of many of
them to their mothers, their inabihity to assume marnal, famuly, and
other responsibilities appropriate to their chronologic age.

As was indicated 1n Lazer Crimunal Careers, the vears from about
twenty-five to thirtv-fise scem to be the most crucial in the lives of
offenders, since during thus age-zone there appears to occur the
peak of a sifing-out process which differentiates those who ma-
ture normallv from those who are inclined never to reach a stage
of maturity sufficient to enable them to abandon criminalism, and
who will either die as ciminals or end their days in almshouses or
on the streets. The offenders who are still criminalistic even at the
relatively late age of thirty to thirty-five years (the highest age thus
far reached by any of our former juvenile delinquents) are those
whose pace of marturing 1s particularly slow, retarded, or otherwise
erratic. Our comparison of the make-up and background of the
men who have reformed and those who are still criminals confirms
the suggestion made in Later Criminal Careers that, with the pas-
sage of the years, a differentiation scems to occur between the of-
fenders whose delinquency and criminality is due more to adverse
environmental and educational influences than to any deep-scated
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organismal weaknesses, and those whose inability to conform to
the demands of a complex society is more nearly related to innate
(and, partly, early-conditioned) abnormalities of the kind that set
limits to the achievement of a socially adequate degree of maturity.
The former, sooner or later, acquire the requisite degree of integra-
tion of intelligence, impulse, and behavior. The latter never achieve
a stage of maturity requisite to lawful social adaptation. Despite
their arrival at a high chronologic age they continue to be crimu-
nabistic until physically and mentally “burned out.” Misbehavior
due to unintegration gives way to misbehavior due to disintegration,
until the organism runs down and finally stops.

In discussing “maturation,” we should not ignore the slowing
down process which begins to manifest itself after the organism has
reached 1ts peak of maturity. Organismal changes, to which all
flesh is heir, occur regardless of the rate of maturation of the par-
ticular individual. With the passage of time, the human being loses
some of his energy and aggressiveness, he tends to slow down and
to become less venturesome. Just as individuals differ in the rate at
which they climb to the maximum maturity of which they are
capable, so they may differ in the rate at which they descend the hill.
But whether the two sets of influences are definitely related or not,
some of our offenders doubtless abandoned criminalistic ways
largely as the result of the settling and disintegrative influences
which were operative, regardless of the tempo of their maturation
or of the maximum stage of maturity that they were finally able to
reach.

Thus, we may conveniently recognize two types of “reformed”
individuals: one type includes youths and men who, having
achieved a socially requusite state of physical, mental, and emotional
maturity and a sociallv requisite state of personality integration,
have, as psychologic and not merely as physical adults, finally deter-
mined or been induced to abandon their criminalistic ways. The
other type are the men whose abandonment of criminalism or drift-
ing into milder, less aggressive, and less daring forms of misconduct
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was caused not by mature choice, or reflection on experience or con-
scious inhibition or adaptation, but rather by the slowing down or
deterioration to which they finally succumbed.

The foregoing theory as to the role of maturation will, of course,
be subjected to further examination 1n the hght of the results of
other follow-up investigations covering later segments of the life
cycle of our offenders. The next step in developing the theory of
the relationship of maturation to delinquency and criminality 1s to
dissect “maturation” into its components. Such a task must be left
to specialists in psvchiatry, psychology, physiology, medicine, and
related disciplines. The aim should be to develop norms of ma-
turity in every aspect of mental and phvsical growth at various age-
levels—in emotional equipment, in inhibitory powers, in sexual de-
velopment, and so on. Deviation of individuals from such norms
could then be rcadilv determined and an “M Q ™ (maturation quo-
tient) could be established.*

PRACTICAL TMPLICATIONS OF THE FINDINGS

Turning now to the practical significance of the major findings
of this research, we can first point to the feasibility of more refined
predictive instruments for the use of courts and parole boards than
have heretofore been constructed. Our work in this field has now
been extended to include prognostic instruments covering each of
the major types of treatment and carries the added feature of pre-
dicung conduct at various age-levels.® The construction of predic-

¢ We are just embarking on a research 1n which we are companng soo delinquent boys
with 500 non-dehnquents of the same age, nanonality, and socio-economic status, and hope
that the results wall contnbute further to a knowledge of the process of maturauon and 1ts
relation to temperament and behavior.

8 In ths connecuon, it should be pointed out that the prediction of the vanous age-
levels at which certain changes in the conduct of offenders are most likely o occur » not
inconsistent with the more fundamental finding discussed previously, that it 18 not arrival at
any parncular age that determines change in conduct but the achsevement of an adequate
degree of matunty, which 1n individual 1nstances may occur at one age or another. The
prediction tables deal with the age at which those destined to reform are most likely to do
0. However, 1t will be recalled, from Tables 33 and 34, that 1t 15 not the relationship of
age-spans themselves to conduct that 1s nvolved 1n the predictions, but rather the relation-
ship of certain favorable sub-categories of factors w age at ime of change from criminshty
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tive tables has advanced to a stage where their careful experimental
use in juvenile and adult courts and by parole boards would disclose
their practical value in the administration of justice. If every sec-
ond case appearing before a juvenile court were disposed of with
the aid of prognostic tables, and a comparison of follow-up re-
sults were made between the offenders dealt with under existing
methods and those whose disposal rested essentially on prognostica-
tion, a great step forward would be taken 1n the all-too-slow prog-
ress of correctional technique. The prediction tables contained in
Chapters XII and XIX might serve as the basis for such an experi-
ment, because they have several umique advantages. In the first
place, they are based on a large number of former juvenile delin-
quents; second, they cover a considerable segment 1n the life cycle;
third, they differentiate outcomes under various types of treatment
as well as after the close of treatment.

Such prediction tables furmsh to courts and parole boards a ra-
tional implementation of the indeterminate sentence. They begin
to point the way to indeterminate sentences administered not on
the basis of “hunches” or of incalculable differences in the serious-
ness of various crimes, but rather after consideration of the make-
up and carcer of each offender in the light of the recorded conduct,
during and after treatment, of many hundreds of similar offenders.
“Individualization of justice,” which reformers have long claimed
to be superior to the fixed-punishment statutes of the Classical pe-
riod of penology, has not yet proved its superiority in practice; nor
can 1t do so until guesswork as to the needs of each offender is re-
placed by analyzed experience and this is welded into useful instru-
ments for more accurate and less impressionistic individualization
than we have thus far applied. The imposition of sentences with no
upper limit, or within a broad zone of time, which would take into
account the expectancy of maturation and reform among different
to non-cnminahty, or from senous to munor cnminality The ages at which these changes
occur vary with the inadence of favorable factors in the make-up and background of par-

ocular offenders. Unul research evolves “maturation ages™ analogous to “mental ages” in
psychologic tesung, the above indirect method must be employed
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“treatment types,” is made possible by the use of predictive instru-
ments of the kind here presented.

In this connection it should be pointed out that this study has re-
vealed a sizeable proportion of offenders whose traits and charac-
teristics are such as to make reform difficult if not impossible. They
are the kind whose handicaps are so marked and whose behavior
under various forms of treatment is so uniformly bad that provi-
sion should be made for their permanent segregation from socicty.®
The early recognition of thus class of offenders and provision for
their continuous oversight and study under controlled conditions
are basic needs. The waste of money and effort 1n their unbroken
chain of arrests, trals, and futile punishments is tremendous: and
the damage thev do on the wav is large and vaned.

Related to the foregoing 1s another practical imphcation of thus
rescarch—the further weight it gives to the suggestion made in
Later Criminal Careers that experimentation in wavs of hastening
the maturation process needs to be carried out among certain groups
of criminals. to see whether 1t 15 possible to shorten the spanof crimi-
nalitv.” For not onlv the plant. but the soil. 15 involved: and even
individuals with congenital handicaps can, within limits, be im-
proved through education and therapy The s'gnificant finding, for
example, that certain tvpes of offenders have done well during
extramural oversight and poorly behind walls, shows that more in-
telligent decisions regarding the tvpe of treatment best suited to
different individuals might bring about the carlier reform of many
of them. The devising of new treatment methods might stimulate
the maturation process and reduce the average span of criminalism.

But an approach to the crime problem from the pomt of view of
hastening reform of those offenders who are capable of marked
changes of conduct presupposes an integrated system of justice in-
stead of the inharmonious congeries of authorities and agencies at

¢ Subject, of course, 1o rescarch 1n endnennnlagy, pharmacotherapy, and puschotherapy.
whereby persons at present destned 1o continuing immatunty may some day be enabled to

devclop moare normally
7 See Later Criminal Caveers pp 208, 206.
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present concerned with each offender. It entails a planned course
of treatment for each offender, to be followed over a prescribed and
fairly predictable span of years. It cannot succeed if sentencing
judge, probation officer, institutional admunistrator, paroling au-
thority, and parole agent cach regards his work as an end in itself
and deals with but one picce of what ought to be a unified process.
Treatment should be governed by a plan made 1n the light of the
traits, experiences, and predictable progress of the individual of-
fender. Thus we are brought to a reaffirmation of a major conclu-
sion expressed in Lazer Criminal Careers—that a fundamental need
in the admimistration of criminal justice is the integration, or at
least the better articulation, of the various parts of the present dis-
connected “system” of dealing with offenders.

But the fact should be stressed that the best of systems must fail
if those who do the work are not adequately equipped 1n attitude
and tramng. If the business of criminal justice 1s to be a scientific
work of segregating the incurable and, as early as possible, reform-
ing and rchabilitating those offenders who are capable of entering
legitimately upon life in soctety, the atutude of those who carry on
the affairs of justice must be that of scientists, not of persons who
see the cnimunal simply in terms of “leniency” and “severity” of
punishment. And a “scientific attitude” without requisite equip-
ment in the biologic and social sciences 1s of little value. If criminal
justice is to be more than the dealing out of sentences on principles
neither consistent nor effective, judges, probation officers, adminis-
trators of correctional 1nstitutions, and parole officers must have
specialized training, and criminology must be recognized as a pro-
fession that 1s striving to replace guesswork and prejudice with facts
and legitimate inferences.



Appendix A
DEFINITION OF TERMS AND SUBJECT INDEX TO
TABLES IN APPENDIX B

THE factors appearing on the schedule are listed in alphabetical or-
der and are defined or explained where necessary. Fuller explana-
tions of the data appear 1n the text. Beneath each factor appear the
numbsers of the tables that are concerned with the particular factor.
The tables themselves appear in Appendix B.

AGE
At change from serious to munor offender
Atend of first five-year period
At end of JBF-BJC treatment period
At end of second five-year period
Atend of third five-vear period
At reformation
At ume of JBF arrest
ATTITUDE TO INVESTIGATIONS
2
Thus refers to the atutude of the men personally interviewed, or of
their wives or relatives 1n cases 1n which the men were not seen

BEHAVIOR IN ARMY (R NAVY
78

This is of course not a peno-correctional treatment, but 1t has been
mncluded 1n our study of the response of our group to various forms
of treatment because we have noted in previous researches that cer-
tain men do well under the ngid discipline and outdoor hfe in the
Army or Navy who do not react so well to peno<orrectional dis-
apline. Behavior is determined enurely on the official reports of
Army or Navy authones. Dishonorable discharge or desertion is
considered farlure, honorable discharge, success.

BEHAVIOR IN CORRECTIONAL AND TRUANT SCHOOLS

Behavior during a period of correctional treatment in a training or
truant or disciplinary school was determined from conduct reports
kept by the insututional authorities.

A falure is one who is a constant dusciphinary problem, steals, in-
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cites others to misbehavior, runs away from the institution, instructs

others in the commission of vice or other offenses, generally disturbs

the routine of the 1nstitution, or has to be placed in solitary confine-

ment.

A success 1s one who abides by the rules of the institution (not rigidly

—occastonal munor infringements of the rules are allowable)
BEHAVIOR IN FOSTER HOME DURING PAROLE

78
For definition of success and failuie see BEHAVIOR DURING SUPERVISION
BY STATE BOARD.

BEHAVIOR IN FOSTER HOME DURING PROBATION
78
For definition of success and fadure se¢ BEH AVIOR DURING SUPERVISION
BY STATE BOARD
BEHAVIOR IN INSTITU FIONS FOR DEFECTIVE DELINQUENTS
78
For definttion of success and faillure, see BEHIAVIOR IN CORRECTIONAL
AND TRUANT SCHOOLS
BEHAVIOR IN JAILS, HOUSES OF CORRECTION, STATE FARMS
v
For definition of success and failure, see BEHAVIOR IN CORRECTIONAL
AND TRUANT SCHOOLS
BEHAVIOR ON PAROLE

78
For definttion of success and failure, see BEHAVIOR ON PROBATION.
BEHAVIOR IN PRISONS
78
For definition of success and failure, see BEHAVIOR IN CORRECTIONAL
AND TRUANT SCHOOLS

BEHAVIOR ON PROBATION
78

Faslure 1s determined by actual arrests and ‘or convictions (except
for occasional munor traffic violations), by frequent violations of the
rules of probation, or by the commussion of offenses for which a
prabationer might be arrested, such as stealing, sex offenses, drunk-
enness. An occasional minor infringement of the rules of probation
(as neglect to report on time or changing jobs without permission) 1s
not considered.

Success 1s determined by freedom from arrest or conviction (except
for occasional minor traffic violations) and from the commission of
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offenses for which the probationer might be arrested, and by adher-
ence to the rules of probauon. As indicated above, occasional minor
infringements of the rules of probauon are not deemed sufficient to
categorize the case as a failure.

BEHAVIOR DURING PROBATION UNDER SUSPENDED SENTENCE
78

For definition of success and failure, see BEHAVIOR ON PROEBATION

BEHAVIOR IN REFORMATORIES
=8
For defimtion of success and faslure, see BEHAVIOR IN CORRECTIONAL
AND TRUANT SCHOOLS

BEHAVIOR IN SCHOOLS FOR FEEBLEMINDED
78
For defimuion of success and failure, see BEHAVIOR 1N CORRFCTIONAL
AND TRUANT SCHOOLS
BEHAVIOR DURING SUPERVISION BY STATE BOARD
78
This refers to the Massachusetts State Board of Public Welfare, Divi-
sion of Child Guardianship, under whose care a dehinquent child
may be placed by a juvenile court for supervisory placement in a
foster home. This factor, as well as BEi1aVIOR IN FOSTER 1HOME PURING
PROBATION, and BEHAVIOR IN FOSTER HOME DURING PAROLE. refers to
behavior in foster homes.
Failure 1n a foster home is determuned by arrests and  or convichons
(except for occasional minor traffic violations), or by the commussion
of any offenses tor which one might be arrested such as stealing,
lhcit sex acts, drunkenness, unmanageableness Running away from
a foster home 1s also reflective of faillure under this form of treatment.

CAUSE OF DEATH

4
DATE OF DEATH

3
DELINQUENCY

26 Prior period

42 Period 1

58 Period Il

74 Period 111

75 Penods I, 11, and II1 combined
Non-delinquent: no police or court record, no dishonorable dis-
charge or descrtion from Army or Navy, and no misconduct for
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which he might be arrested, such as drunkenness, abuse of family,
stealing, and so on (1.c., no unofficial misconduct: See oFFICIAL REC-
OGNITION OF DELINQUENCY for defimtion). Technical traffic violations
in the absence of any other misconduct are allowable in this category.
Delinquent. official or unofficial misconduct as above described.

The differentiation between serious and minor offenders 1s essen-
tially that between felons and misdemeanants. A man 1s classified
as a serious offender 1if he has commutted property crimes, assault
with intent to rob, rape, or murder, or pathological sex offenses. See
500 Crinunal Careers, pp. 141, 354-357, for detailed classification.
FREQUFN\CY OF ARRESTS

13 Prior period

20 Peniod I

45 Penod 11

61 Penod 111
Frequency 1s calculated on the basis of the number of months a man
was at iberty in the community during the period under study (See
MONTIHS 1N coMMUNITY for definttion ) Ths total 1s divided by the
number of arrests If there was onlv one arrest during a given period,
the case 1s tabulated “incalculable ™ If 2 man died betore the end of
the period, trequency ot arrests was calculated on the basis of months
tn the community to the date of death. minus periods in peno-cor-
rectional institutions or mental hospitals.

FREQUENCY OF CONVICTIONS
17 Prior period

33 Penod]
49 Penodll
65 Penod 111

See rrEQE Frey oF aRrEsts Method of calculation 1s the same
GFNERAT SUMMARY OF BEHAVIOR IN EXTRAMURAL AND INTRAMURAL PENO-
CORRECTIONAL TREATMENT
8o
Extramural peno-correctional treatment includes probation, proba-
von under suspended sentence, parole, and periods in foster homes.
Intramural peno-orrectional treatment includes correctional or
truant schools, schools for fecbleminded, reformatones, prisons, jails,
and institutions for defective delinquents.
INTERVIEW WITH
1
Refers to persons interviewed in connection with field investigation.
Categorized 1n the order indicated in the Code.
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MONTHS IN COMMUNITY

22 Prior peniod

38 Penodl

sq4 Penod 1l

20 Period 111
Refers to that portion of cach period during which the offender is not
under the restramnt of a peno<correctional institution or 1n a mental
hospital or 1n an institution for the chronically disabled.

NATURE OF ARRESTS
12 Prior peniod
28 Peniodl
44 Peniod 11
60 Perniod HI
NATURE OF DISPOSITIONS
16 Prior period
32 Period 1
48 Penod I1
64 Period 111
NATURE OF PEN \L EXPERIENCES, BY TYPE
20 Prior period
36 Penod I
52 Penod 11
68 Period 11
NUMBER OF ARRESTS
11 Prior penod
27 Period1
43 Period I1
59 Period 11
NUMBER OF CONVICTIONS
15 Prior period
31 Penodl
47 Penod 11
63 Period 111
NUMBER OF PENAL EXPERTENCES
19 Prior period
35 Period1
51 Period I1
67 Period HI
Thus includes returns by revocation and transfers from one institu-
tion to another. It excludes very brief commitments for non-payment
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of fine. When a penal experience extends into the next period it is
counted in the period in which it started and also 1n the period fol-
lowing. The actual length of ume spent in the institution 1n each
period 1s recorded under TIME IN PENAL INSTITUTIONS
OFFICIAL RFCOGNITION OF DELINQUENCY
23 Prior period
39 Period 1
ss Penod Il
71 Period 111
Official* based on police or court records or on Army or Navy
records.
Unofficaal delinquency for which the person has not come to the
attention of official agencies of the law.
PLACE OF RESIDENCE AT END OF PERIOD 111
10
PREPOMINANT OFFENSE
24 Prnior peniod
40 Period !
56 Penexl 11
72 Peniod 111
This 1s a social category of offenses which 1s based on unofficial as
well as official misconduct (see OFFICIAL RECOGNITION OF DELIN-
Quency ). The tvpe of offense maost charactenisuic of the offender dur-
ing a parucular period is designated the predominant offense.
PRINCIPAL COMPONENT OF MISCONDUCT
25 Prior period
41 Period 1
57 Period 11
73 Period 111
Each offender 1s categorized once in each period, in the order indi-
cated 1n the tables.
SUMMARY OF ARRESTS, BY TYPE
14 Prior period
30 Period 1
46 Period 11
62 Period 111
SUMMARY OF BEHAVIOR IN ARMY OR NAVY

79
SUMMARY OF BEHAVIOR IN CORRECTIONAL AND TRUANT SCHOOLS

4
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SUMMARY OF BEHAVIOR IN FOSTER HOME DURING PAROLE

9
SUMMARY OF BEHAVIOR IN FOSTER HOME DURING PROBATION
79
SUMMARY OF BFHAVIOR IN INSTITUTIONS FOR DFFECTIVE DELINQUENTS
79
SUMMARY OF BFHAVIOR IN JAIlS HOUSES F CORRFCTION, STATF | ARMS
79
SUMMARY OF BEHAVIOR ON PAROLF
79
SUMMARY OF BEHAMVIOR IN PRISONS
79
SUMMARY OF BEIIAVIOR ON PROBATION
79
SUMMARY O} BEHAVIOR ON PROBATION UNDER SUSPFNDED SENTFNCE
79
SUMNMN{ARY OF BFMIAVIOR IN RFEORNMATORIES
79
SUMMARY OF BEHAVIOR [N SCHOOIS EOR FEEBILFMINDED
79
SUMMARY OF BEHAVIOR U NDER SUPFRVISION OF STATE BOARD
79

SUMMARY OF DISPOSITIONS, BY TPt
18 Prior period
34 Penodl
50 Period Il
66 Period 11
TIME IN PENAL INSTITUTINNS
21 Prior period
37 Perniodl
53 Period I
69 Penod 111



Appendix B
ORIGINAL TABLES

For definitions of the factors, see Appendix A, Defimition of Terms
and Subject Index of Tables in Append:x B, in which they are ar-
ranged alphabetically.

All tables total 1,000 unless otherwise indicated by the utle or by
a line appearing cither beneath or above a category (as in Table 20,
Nature of Penal Experiences, beneath the category “inapplicable™)
which means that, in the categories appearing below the line, a case
may have been recorded more than once. Tables like this are desig-
nated muluple tables and total more than 1,000 If the sum of the
incidence of the categories above or below the line (as the case may
be) 1s subtracted from 1,000, the result 15 the number of cases actu-
ally represented by the remaining categories or sub-classes of the
factor

In Tables 78, 79. and 80, deahing with behavior during peno-cor-
rectional treatment, only those cases are categorized in which -
formation about behavior under the particular form of treatment
was sufhicient to determine success or failure. These tables do not
represent, therefore, the actual number of men who had particular
treatment experiences in a given period It will be noted that in some
of the tables the hgures reported are very small. They are presented
i full here but arc utthzed guardedly in the text.

1 INTERVIEW wWiITH
175 Offender
404 Rclatives
12 Others

409 Information from records onlv

2 ATTITUDE TO INVESTIGATION
574 Friendly
7 Indifferent
10 Hostile
409 Inapphicable
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3. DATE OF DEATH

In BJC-JBF treatment period
In first five-year period

In second five-vear period

In third five-year period
Known to be living

4 CAUSE OF DEATH

Accident

Suicide

Heart ailment
Lung infection
Pneumonia
Meningius
Convulsions
Result of operanion
Electrocution
Other

Cause unknown
Inapplicable as Iving

3 AGE AT TIME OF JBF ARREST

Under 13 years
13-16 years
17, 18 years

6. AGF AT END OF BJC-TBF TREATAMENT PFRIOD

T1-15 years
16-20 years
21-25 years

7. AGE AT END OF FIRST FIVE-YEAR PERIOD

Under 16 years
1620 years

21-25 years

26-30 years
Inapplicable as dead
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8. AGE AT END OF SECOND FIVE-YEAR PERIOD
16-20 years

21-25 years
26-30 years
31-35 years
Inapplicable as dead

9. AGE AT END OF THIRD FIVE-YEAR PERIOD

21-25 years
26-30 years
31-35 years
36-40 years
Inapplicable as dead

10 PLACE OF RESIDENCE AT END OF PERIOD 11

Boston and environs

Other cities 1n Massachusetts
States other than Massachusetts
Penal institutions 1in Massachusetts
Penal instututions in other states
Fugitive from justice

Haospital for mental diseases
Hospital for phvsical diseases
Army or Navy

Foreign country

Wandering about

Atsea

Whereabouts known for part of period but not at end
Dead

Unknown throughout period

11 NUMBER OF ARRESTS ( PRIOR PERIOD)

One arrest
Two arrests
Three arrests
Faur arrests
Five arrests
Six arrests
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10 Seven arrests
4 Eaght or more arrests
374 Noarrests
2 Unknown if arrested, or inapplicable

12 NATURE OF (1.333) ARRESTS (PRIOR PERIOD)

829 Crimes against property
4 Crimes against chasuty
286 Crimes agamnst pubhc weltare
33 Crimes against person
14 Violton of probation
167 Other offenses not classifiable above

13 FREQUENCY OF ARRESTS (PRIOR PERIOD)

29 Onec arrest in less than 3 months

49 One arrest in 3-6 months

71 One arrest 1n 6 months

60 One arrest 1n g-12 months

33 One arrest 1in 12-15 months

One arrest in 15-1% months

20 One arrest in 18-21 months

18 One arrest in 21-24 months

1% One arrest 1n 24 or more months
668 Frequency :ncalculable (only one arrest or not arrested)
Unknownif arrested. or frequency unknown

@4

14 SUNMAMARY OF ARRESTS, BY TYPF (PRN)R PF.RIOD)

478 Crimes against propertv (inchuding holdups)
4 Crnimes agamnst chastity
204 Crimes aganst public welfare
30 Crimes against person
132 Other (stubbornness. truancy. runawav, malicious mischief)

15 Violation of probation (nature of offense unknown)

376 Inapplicable, or no arrests, or unknown if arrested

15 NUMBER OF CONVICTIONS ( PRIOR PERIOD)

42 None
280 One conviction
138 Two convictions
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Three convictions

Four convictions

Five convictions

Six convictions

Seven convictions

Eight or more convictions
Unknown 1f arrested
Not arrested

16 NaTure or (1,333) pisposiTioNs (PRIOR PERIOD)

Commitment-—new

Commutment—by revocation of sentence

Probauon

Probation under suspended sentence

Fine

File

Restitution

Nol-pros

Not guilty or released

Unknown, or defaulted and no final disposition. or other

17 FREQUENCY OF CONVICTIONS (PRIOR PERIOD)

Onec conviction 1n less than 3 months

Onc conviction 1n 3-6 months

One conviction 1n 6—g months

One conviction in g-12 months

Onc conviction 1n 12-15 months

Onc conviction 1 15-18 months

One conviction in 1R-21 months

One conviction in 21-24 months

One conviction in 24 or more months

Incalculable (onlv one arrest. no convictions, or no arrests, or num-
ber of convictions unknown. or unknown if convicted)

Unknown. or unknown if arrested

18. SUMMARY OF DISPOSITIONS, BY TYPE (PRIOR PERIOD)

Commitment—ncew

Commument—by revocation of sentence
Probanon

Probation under suspended sentence
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6o Fine (1ncluding commitment for non-payment, and restitution)
202 File
3 Nol-pros
93 Not guilty or released
so Dispositon unl\nown or awatting dnpmmon

37% lnappllcablc or no arrests, or unhnown if arrested

19. NUMBER OF PENAL EXPERIENCES (PRIOR PERIOD)

930 None
47 Onec experience
16 Two experiences
Three experiences
Four expenences
Five experiences

20 NATURE OF PENAL FXPERIENCES, Y Ty PF (PRIOR PERIOD)

930 Inapphcable (none. unknown if any, dead)

67 Truant and correctional schools
2 Schools for feebleminded
2 Reformatories

21. TIME IN PENAL INSTITUTIONS ( PRIDR PFRIOD)

930 None
3 Less than 3 months
4 3-6 months
10 6-12 months
18 12-18 months
11 18-24 months
11 24-30 months
0-36 months

36-48 months

Time unknown

= a0

22. MONTHS IN COMMUNITY (PRIOR PERIOD)

930 Throughout the period
68 Not throughout the period
2 Incalculable, or unknown
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23. OFFICIAL RECOGNITION OF DELINQUENCY (PRIOR PERIOD)

Non-delinquency

Determination of delinquency based on official record
Determination of delinquency based on unofficial misbehavior only
Unknown if delinquent

24. PREDOMINANT OFFENSE (PRIOR PERIOD)

Crimes against property

Crimes against chasuty

Crimes against public welfare

Crimes against person

Crimes are varnied, no one type predominant
Not determinable or other

Unknown if delinquent

Non-dehinquent

25. PRINCIPAL CONMPONENT OF MISCONDUCT { PRIOR PERIOD)

Conviction for serious offense

Arrest for serious offense, not followed by conviction
Unofficial serious offense

Conviction for minor offense

Arrest for minor offense, not followed by conviction
Unofficial minor otfense

Dishonorable discharge or desertion from Army or Navy
Not determinable

Non-delinquent

26. DELINQUENCY (PRIOR PERIOD)

Non-delinquency
Delinquency—minor
Delinquencv—serious
Unknown 1if delinquent

27. NUMBER OF ARRESTS (PERIOD 1)

One arrest
Two arrests
Three arrests
Four arrests



288

78
41
3!

190
61

1,272
43

14
5%

115
110

16
64
100
74

58
81
20
113
343

55
10

35

337
100

93

JUVENILE DELINQUENTS GROWN UP

Five arrests

Six arrests

Seven arrests

Eight or more arrests

No arrests

Unknown 1if arrested, or mnapplicable

28 NATURE OF (2.719) ARRESTS (PERIOD 1)

Crimes against property

Crimes against chastn

Crimes against famlv and children
Crimes against pubhc weltare
Drunkenness

Drug selling. etc

Crimes against person

Violation of probation

Other offenses not classifiable above

29. FREQUENCY OF ARRESTS (PERIND 1)

One arrest in less than 3 months

One arrest 1n 3-0 months

One arrest 1n 64 maonths

Onc arrest 1n 9~12 months

Onc arrest 1n 12-15 months

Onec arrest 1n 15-15 months

One arrest 1n 1521 months

One arrest 1n 21-24 months

Onc arrest in 24 or morce months

Frequency incalculable (only one arrest or not arrested)
Unknown 1f arrested, or trequency unknown
Inapplicable (non-penal msttution, chronic illness, dead)

30. SUMMARY OF ARRESTS, BY TYPE (PERIOD 1)

Crimes against property (including holdups)
Crimes against chastity

Crimes against farmly and children

Crimes against public welfare

Drunkenness

Drug selling, etc.

Crimes against person
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237 Other (stubbornness, truancy, runaway, malicious muschief’)
93 Violauon of probation (nature of offense unknown)

251 Inapplicable, or no arrests, or unknown if arrested

. 31. NUMBER O CONVICTIONS ( PERIOD 1)
16 None
167 One conviction
177 Twoconvictions
137 Three convictions

g0 Four convicuons

65 Five convictions

33 S\ convicuons

18 Seven convictions

36 Fight or more convicuions

1 Number of convictions unknown

st Unknown if arrested

10 Inapphcable (non-penal institution. chronic illness, dead)
190 Notarrested

32 NATURE oF (2.51G) DisPOSITIONS (PERIOD 1)

512 Commutment- new

;01 Commitment—by ravocanon of sentence
gh2  Probation

250 Probation under suspended sentence

306 Finc
1 Commutment for non-pavment of fine
442 File

6 Resutunon
52 Recleased by probation officer without court hearing
18 Nol-pros
17 Neohill
237 Not gutlty or released
55 Unknown, or defaulied and no final disposition, or other

33 FREQUENCY OF CONVICTIONS (PERIOD 1)

14 One conviction 1n less than 3 months
45 One conviction in 3-6 months

83 One conviction in 69 months

72 One conviction 1n g-12 months

71 One conviction in 12-15 months
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60 One conviction in 15-18 months
79 One conviction in 18-21 months
20 One conviction 1n 21-24 months
144 One conviction in 24 or more months
347 Incalculable (only one arrest, no convictions, or no arrests, or num-
ber of convictions unknown, or unknown if convicted)
55 Unknown or unknown if arrested
10 Inapplicable (non-penal mstitution, chronic iliness, dead)

34. SUMMARY OF DISPOSITIONS, BY TYPE (PERIOD 1)

369 Commitment—new
182 Commtment—by revocation of sentence
318 Probanon
192 Probation under suspended sentence
201 Fine (including commitment for non-payment, and restirution)
285 File
34 Released by probation office wathout court appearance
16 Nol-pros
15 Nobill
168 Not guilty or released
57 Drsposition unknown or awaiting dns.posmon

51 Inapphcablc, or no arrests, or unknown if arrested

35. NUMBER OF PENAL EXPERIENCES { PERIOD 1)

518 None
189 One experience
133 Two expeniences
58 Three experiences
30 Four expeniences
9 Five experiences
2 Six experiences
3 Seven experiences
48 Unknown if any
10 Inapphcable (non-penal mstitunion, chronic illness, dead)

36. NATURE OF PENAL EXPERIENCES, BY TYPE (PERIOD 1)

518 ]napphcablc (none, unknown if any, dcad)

324 “Truant and correctional schools
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Schools for feebleminded

Reformatories

Prisons

Jails, houses of correction, farms
Institutions for defecuve delinquents

37. TIME IN PENAL INSTITUTIONS (PERIOD 1)

None

Less than 3 months
3~6 months

6-12 months

12-18 months
18~24 months
24-30 months
30-36 months
36-48 months
48-60 months
Time unknown or inapplicable

38 MoxTHs 1N cOMMUNITY (PERIOD 1)

None

Less than 3 months
3-6 months

6-12 months

12-18 months
1824 months
24-30 months
30-36 months
36-48 months
4860 months

60 months
Unknown, or inapphicable (dead)

39. OFFICIAL RECOGNITION OF DELINQUENCY (PERIOD 1)

Non-delinquency

Determunation of delinquency based on official record
Determination of delinquency based on unofficial misbehavior only
Unknown if delinquent

Inapplicable (non-penal institution, chronic illness. dead)
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40. PREDOMINANT OFFENSE (PERIOD 1)

527 Crimes against property

Crimes against person

Crimes are varied. no one type predominant

=5 Not determinable or other
10 Inapphcable (non-pens! mstitution, chronic illness, dead)
49 Unknown if delinquent

137 Non-delinquent

12 Crimes against chastity
4 Crimes against fanuly and children
86 Crimes against public welfare
34 Drunkenness
1 Drug selling. etc.
b
60

41. PRINCIPAL €OMPONEST OF MISCONDUCT (PERIOD 1)

543 Conviction for serious effense
26 Arrest for serious otfense, not followed by conviction
45 Unofhcial serious offense
142 Conviction tor minor offense
~ Arrest lor minor otfense not tollowed by conviction
32 Unofficial minor offense
9 Dishonorable discharge or desertion from Arms or Navy
58 Not determ:nable or dead
Inapplicable as in non-penal insttution throughout
2 Inapplicable as in penal inst.tution at least part of the ume on sen-
tence imposed 1n previous penod, no other debinquency
137 Non-delinquent

42. DeLiNQUENCY (PERIND 1)

137 Non-dehinquency

182 Delinquency—minor

622 Declinquency—serious
10 Inapplicable (non-penal instutuuion, chronic sliness, dead)
49 Unknown if delinquent

43 NUMBER OF ARRESTS (PERIOD 11)

111 One arrest
118 Two arrests
75 Threc arrests
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Four arrests

Five arrests

Six arrests

Seven arrests

Eight or more arrests

Number unknown

No arrests

Unknown if arrested, or inapplicable

44 NATURF OF (2,547) ARRESTS (PERIOD 11)

Crimes against property

Crimes against chastity

Crimes against famuly and children
Crimes against public welfare
Drunkenness

Drug selhing, etc

Crimes against person

Violation of probation

Other offenses not classifiable above

45 FREQUENCY OF ARRESTS (PERIOD I1)

One arrest1n less than 3 months

One arrest 1n 3-6 months

One arrest 1n 69 months

One arrest 1n g-12 months

One arrest 1n 12-15 months

One arrest 1n 15-18 months

One arrest 1n 18-21 months

One arrest 1n 21-24 months

One arrest 1n 24 or more months

Frequency incalculable (only one arrest or not arrested)
Unknown if arrested. or frequency unknown
Inapplicable (non-penal institution, chronic illness, dead)

46. SUMMARY OF ARRESTS, BY TYPE (rERIOD 11)

Crimes against property ( including holdups)
Crimes against chastty

Crimes against family and children

Crimes against public welfarc

Drunkenness
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8 Drug selling, etc.
141  Crimes against person
83 Other (stubbornness, truancy, runaway, mahcious mischief )
36 Violation of probation (nature of offense unknown)

420 Inapphicable, or no arrests. or unknown 1if arrested

47 NUAMBER OF CONVICTIONS (PERIOD 11)

41 None
146 One conviction
105 Two convictions

83 Three convictions

61 Four convictions

54 Five convicuons

32 Six convictions

15 Seven convictions

41 Eight or more convictions

2 Number of convicuons unknown

85 Unknown if arrested

38 Inapplicable (non-penal institution, chronic illness, dead)
297 Not arrested

48 NATURE OF (2.547) DISPOSITIONS (PERIOD 11)

430 Commument—new
76 Commutment—by revocation of sentence
217 Probaton
136 Probation under suspended sentence
675 Fine
8 Commitment for non-payment of fine
347 File
5 Resutution
113 Released by probation officer without count hearing
51 Nol-pros
48 Nohill
398 Not guilty or released
43 Unknown, or defaulted and no final disposition, or other

49. FrEQUENCY 0F convicTiONs (PERIOD 11)

16 One conviction 1n less than 3 months
4 One conviction in 3-6 months
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One conviction 1n 6-9 months

One conviction in g-12 months

One conviction in 12-15 months

One conviction in 15-18 months

One conviction 1n 18-21 months

One conviction 1n 21-24 months

Onc conviction in 24 or more months

Incalculable (only one arrest, no convictions, or no arrests, or num-
ber of convictions unknown, or unknown if convicted)

Unknown or unknown if arrested

Inapplicable (non-penal insutution, chronic iliness, dead)

50 SUMMARY OF DISPOSITIONS, BY TYPE (PERIOD II)

Commitment—new

Commutment—by revocation of sentence

Probation

Probation under suspended sentence

Fine (including commitment for non-payment and restitution)

File

Released by probation officer without court hearing
Nol-pros

No bili

Not guilty or released

Disposiion unknown, or awaiting disposition

Inappllcablc, or no arrests, or unknown it arrested

51 NUMBER OF PENAI EXPERIENCES (PERIOD I1)

None

One experience

Two experiences

Three experiences

Four expenences

Five experiences

Six expericnces

Seven expericnces

Eight or more experiences
Unknown if any
Inapplicable (non-penal institution, chronic illness, dead)
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52. NATURE OF PENAL EXPERIENCES, BY TYPE (PERIOD It)

Inapplicable (none, unknown if any, dead)

Truant and correctional schools
Schools for feebleminded
Reformatories

Prisons

Jails, hauses of correction. farms
Institutions for defective delinquents

53. TIME IN PENAL INSTITUTIONS ( PERIOD 1Y)

None

Less than 3 months
3-6 months

6-12 months

12-18 months
18-24 months
24-30 months
30-36 months
3648 months
486 months

60 months

Time unknown, or inapplicable

54. MonTis 15 coaevustTy (pertop 1)

None

Less than 3 months
3-6 months

6-12 months

12-18 months
18-24 months
24-30 months
30-36 months
36-48 months

48-60 months

6o months
Unknown or inapphicable (dead)

55. OFFICIAL RECOGNITION OF pELINQUENCY (PERIOD 11)
Non-delinquency
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Determunation of delinquency based on offical record
Determination of delinquency based on unofficial misbehavior only
Unknown if delinquent

Inapplicable (non-penal institution, chronic illness, dead)

56. PREDOMINANT OFFENSE (PERIOD 11)

Crimes against property

Crimes against chastity

Cnimes against familv and children

Crimes against public welfare
Drunkenness

Drug sclhing, et

Crimes agamnst person

Crimes are varied, no one type predominant
Not determinable or other

Inapphcable (non-penal institution, chronic illness, dead)
Unhnown if dehinquent

Non-delinquent

57 PRINCIPAL COMPONENT 01 MISCONDUCT (PERIOD 1)

Conviction Lor serious offense

Arrest for serious otfense, not followed by conviction

Unofficial serious offcnse

Conviction for minor offense

Arrest tor mmor oflense, not tollow ed by conviction

Unofficial minor otfense

Dishonorable discharge or deserion from Army or Navy

Not determinable or dead

lnnpphcnh\c as 1 non penal institution throughout

Inapplicable asn penal mstitution at least part of the time on sen-
tence imposcd 1 previous period. no other delinquency

Non-delinquent

58, DerinouEney (PrRion 1)

Non-dehnquency

Delinquency—munor

Delinquency—serious

Inapplicable (non-penal mstitution, chronic illness, dead)
Unknown 1l delinquent
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71
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154
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483

2
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Nab

SeIS.auusy 2o

3§

JUVENILE DELINQUENTS GROWN UP

59. NUMBER OF ARRESTS (PERIOD II1)

One arrest

Two arrests

Three arrests

Four arrests

Five arrests

Six arrests

Seven arrests

Eight or more arrests
Number unknown
No arrests
Unknown if arrested, or inapphicable

60 NATURE OF (2,1G5) ARRESTS {PERIOD II1)

Crimes against property

Cnimes against chasuty

Crimes against famulv and children
Criumes against public welfare
Drunkenness

Drug selling. etc

Crimes against person

Violation of probation

Other offenses not classifiable above

61. FREQUENCY OF ARRESTS ( PERIOD 111)

One arrest in less than 3 months

One arrest in 3-6 months

One arrest in 69 months

One arrest 1n 9-12 months

One arrest in 12-15 months

One arrest in 15-18 months

One arrest in 18-21 months

One arrest in 21-24 months

One arrest in 24 or more months

Frequency incalculable (only one arrest or not arrested)
Unknown if arrested, or frequency unknown
Inapplicable (non-penal institution, chronic illness, dead)

63. SUMMARY OF ARRESTS, BY TYPE (PERIOD I11)

Crimes against property (including holdups)
Crimes against chastity
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227

104
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37
510

138
81
61
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32
21
11

43

92
62

356

440

35
14
150
412

343
198
33

352
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Crimes against family and children

Crimes against public welfare

Drunkenness

Drug selling, etc.

Crimes against person

Other (stubbornness, truancy, runaway, malicious mischief )
Violation of probation (nature of offense unknown)
Inapplicable, or no arrests, or unknown if arrested

63. NUMBER OF CONVICTIONS (PERIOD I11)

None

One conviction

Two convictions

Three convictions

Four convictions

Five convictions

Six convictions

Seven convictions

Eight or more convictions
Number of convictions unknown
Unknown if arrested
Inapplicable (non-penal insutution, chronic illness, dead)
Not arrested

64. NATURE OF (2,195) DISPOSITIONS (PERIOD 111)

Commitment-——new

Commitment—byv revocation of sentence
Probation

Probation under suspended sentence

Fine

Commitment for non-payment of fine

File

Restitution

Released by probation officer without court hearing
Nol-pros

Nobill

Not guilty or released

Unknown, or defaulted and no final disposition, or other

65. FREQUENCY OF CONVICTIONS ( PERIOD 111)

One conviction in less than 3 months
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57 One conviction in 3-6 months
33 One conviction in 6-g months
28 One conviction in 9-12 months
39 One conviction in 12-15 months
32 One conviction 1n 15-18 months
46 One conviction 11 18-21 months
6 One conviction 1n 21-24 months
100 One conviction in 24 or more months
487 Incalculable (only one arrest, no convicuons, or no arrests, or num-
ber of convictions unknown, or unknown 1If convicted)
94 Unknown, or unknown it arrested
69 Inapplicable (non-penal istitution, chronic illness, dead)

66. SUMAMARY OF DISPOSITIONS, BY TYPE (PFRIOD 111)

214 Commument—new

135 Commitment—bs revocauon of sentence
104 Probation

99 Probauion under suspended sentence

199 Fine (including commitment for non pavment ind resutution)
191 File

102 Released by probation officer without court appearance
34 Nol-pros

23 Nobhill
193 Not guilty or released

33 Drsposiion unknown. or awaing disposition

510 Inapphcable, or noarrests or unknown it arresred

65 NUNMBER OF PENAL FXPERIFNCES (PERIOD 111)

oo Nonc
122 One cxperience
72 Twoexperiences
31 Three experiences
Four experiences
Five expericnces
Six experiences
Seven experniences
Eight or more experiences
Unknown if any
Inapplicable (non-penal institution, chronic illness, dead)

h: S\ VINVRV IS
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68. NATURE OF PENAL EXPERIENCES, BY TYPE (PERIOD 111)

Inapphcablc (nonc unknown if any, dch)

Schools for fccblcmmdcd
Reformatories

Prisons

Jails, houses of correction, farms
Insututions for defective delinquents

69 TIME IN PENAL INSTITUTIONS (PERIOD 111)
None
Less than 3 months
3-6 months
6~12 months
12-18 months
18-24 months
24-30 months
30-30 months
3648 months
4860 months
60 months
Time unknown. or mapplicable

70 MONTHS IN COMMUNITY (PERIOD 1i1)

None

Less than 3 months
3~6 months

6-12 months

12-18 months

18-24 months
24-30 months
30-36 months
36-48 mouths
45860 months

60 months
Unknown ar inapphcable (dead)

71 OFLICIAL RECOGNITION OF DELINQUENCY (PERIOD I11)

Non-delinquency
Determination of delinquency based on official record
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145
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Determination of delinquency based on unofficial misbehavior only
Unknown if delinquent
Inapplicable (non-penal institution, chronic iliness, dead)

72. PREDOMINANT OFFENSE (PERIOD I11)

Crimes against property

Crimes against chastity

Crimes against family and chuldren

Crimes against public welfare
Drunkenness

Drug selling, etc.

Crimes against person

Crimes are varied, no one type predominant
Not determunable or other

Inapplicable (1nsttution, chronic illness. dead)
Unknown if delinquent

Non-delinquent

73. PRINCIPAL COMPONENT OF MisconpucT (PERIOD 111)

Conviction for serious offense

Arrest for serious offense, not followed by conviction

Unofficial serious offense

Conviction for minor offense

Arrest for minor offense, not followed by convicuon

Unofhcial minor offense

Not determinable or dead

Inapplicable as in non-penal institution throughout

Inapplicable as in penal insutution at least part of the ume on sen.
tence imposed 1n previous period, no other serious delinquency

Non-delinquent

74. DELINQUENCY (PERIOD 11F)
Non-delinquency
Delinquency—minor
Delinquency—serious
Inapplicable (non-penal institution, chronic iliness, dead)
Unknown if delinquent

5. DELINQUENCY IN PERIODS I, 11, AND 111 COMBINED
Serious delinquent throughout
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Minor delinquent throughout

Non-delinquent throughout

Unknown throughout

Serious 1n I and 11, minor in 11

Serious 1n I, minor 1n 11 and 111

Seriousn |, non-delinquent in Il and 111

Serious 1n I, minor 1n II, non-delinquent in II

Serious in I, dead or unknown in II and 111

Serious 1n I and 11, non-delinquent in 111

Serious 1n I and 11, dead 1n II1

Serious 1n I, minor 1n 11, dead or unknown 1n I11

Serious in I and II, unknown or ill or inapplicable in III

Serious 1n I, munor 1n 11, serious 1n 111

Senous in I, unknown 1n I1, minor or non-dehinquent i1n 111

Serious 1n 1, non-delinquent in 1, dead or unknown 1n 111

Serious 1n I, unknown 1n 11, serious 1n 111

Serious in 1, non-delinquent 1n 11, serious 1n 111

Serious in I, non-delinquent in I1, minor 1n I11

Minor 1n 1, non-dehnquent in II and IIT

Minor 1n I and 11, non-delinquent 1n 111

Minor 1n I, dead or unknown 1n Il and 111

Minor in I and 11, dead or unknown 1n 111

Minor in I, serious in II, non-delinquent in 111

Minor in 1 and II, serious in 111

Minor 1n 1, serious 1n I and II1

Minor in 1, unknown in I, serious 1n HI

Minor in I, serious 1n 1I, minor or unknown in 11}

Minor in I, unknown in II, minor in 111

Minor 1n 1, non-delinquent in II, minor in 111

Non-delinquent in I, delinquent in I and 1 (serious or minor)

Non-dehinquent in I and 11, dead or unknown n HI

Non-delinquent in I and I, serious in 111

Non-delinquent 1n T and TI, minor in 111

Non-delinquent in 1, minor in II, unknown or dead in I

Non-delinquent in I, minor 1n I1, non-delinquent 1n 111

Non-delinquent in I, inapplicable in IT and 11

Non-delinquent in 1, serious in I1. non-delinquent or minor delin-
quent in HI

Non-delinquent in I, unknown in II and 111

Unknown in 1, serious in IT and I11

Unknown in I and I, serious or minor in 111
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Unknown in I, mmor 1n I1, serious in 111

Unknown in 1, non-delinquent tn I and I

Unknown in I, minor in Il and 111

Unknown 1n 1, serious 1n II, minor 1n 111

Unknown in 1. died early in Il

Inapplicable as 1n non-penal insutution throughout

Dead before Period 1, or very early in I and judgment of conduct
impossible

76. AGE AT CHANGE FROM SERIOUS 10 MINOR OF! ENDER

Under 17 vears
17-21 years
21-25 years
25-29 vears

29-33 vears
Unknown or inappheable

== AGE AT RETORMATION

i

Under 12 years

12-15 years

15-18 vears

18-21 years

21-24 years

24-27 years

27-30 vears
Inapphcable, unknown
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78 Benavior UNDER VARIQUS FORMS OF PFNO-CORRECTIONAL TREATMENT, BY PERIODS

JBF-BJC TREAT-

PRIOR PFRIOD MENT PERIOD PERIOD | PERIOD 11 PERIOD 111
Suc-  Fuil- Suc- Fail- Suc- Farl- Suc-  Fad- Suc- Fail-

cess ure 4431 ue (¥ nre (4433 ure «ess Hre

Probation 74 249 169 281 100 203 38 105 37 57
Probation under suspended sentence 1 51 6o 165 50 158 20 72 20 67
Parole 1 39 123 56 331 58 170 42 8o
Supervision by State Board - 4 ¥ 10 1 12 1 3 - -
Foster home during probation 3 2 311 4 v 2 - - 1
Foster home during parole - - - 3 1 2 -~ - I -
Correctional and truant schools 27 28 50 03 170155 17 15 1 1
Reformatories - 2 1 4 31 49 47 41 32 9
Prisons - - - - 11 2 33 19 68 28
Jails, houses of correction, state farms - - ~ - 32 16 72 23 84 23
Schools for feebleminded 1 1 g 17 4 5 2 1 3 -
Institutions for defective delinquents - ~ - - 4 4 4 6 4 3
Army or Navy 1 3 2 - 51 49 40 26 4 8

Norte. In this table and in Tables 79 and 80 only those cases are categonzed in which information about behavior under the particular form of treat-
ment was sufficient to determine success or falure These tables do not represent, therefore, the actual number of men who had parucular treat-
ment experiences 10 a given period
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79. SUMMARY OF BEHAVIOR UNDER VARIOUS FORMS OF PENO-
CORRECTIONAL TREATMENT
ERRATI-
EARLY EARLY  CALLY
SUCCESS, FAILURR, SUCCESS
ALWAYS ALWAYS LATER LATER  AND
SUCCESS FAILURE FAILURE SUCCESS FAILURE
Probation 164 467 65 84 26
Probation under suspended
sentence 100 348 19 30 3
Parole 66 334 2 67 3
Supervision by State Board 4 24 - - -
Foster home during probaton 18 20 1 1 -
Foster home during parole - 3 1 - -
Correctional and truant schools 171 180 27 36 6
Reformatories 72 69 4 16 1
Prisons 69 27 5 9 1
Jails, houses of correcuion, state
farms 121 33 - 16 8
Schools for feeblerminded 10 17 1 3 -
Insttutions for defective delin.
quents 8 5 - 2 _
Army or Navy 50 56 12 2 1

8o. GENERA.L SUMMARY OF BEHAVIOR IN EXTRAMURAL AND INTRAMURAL

16

91
108

5
104

125
131

137
100

10

83

PENO-CORRECTIONAL TREATMENT

Success throughout intramural and extramural treatment

Failure throughout intramural and extramural treatment

Success 1n intramural treatment, failure in extramural treatment

Failure in intramural treatment, success 1n extramural treatment

Success 1n some intramural treatment, fallure in all extramural
treatment

Failure in all extramural treatment, no intramural treatment

Success and failure in extramural treatment, no intramural treat-
ment

Success 1n extramural treatment, no intramural treatment

Success 1in some extramural treatment, success in intramural treat-
ment

Failure in most extramural treatment, success in intramural treat-
ment

Success and failure 1n some intramural and extramural treatment
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Failure in some extramural treatment, failure in intramural treat-
ment

Success in intramural treatment, no extramural treatment

Success and failure 1n intramural treatment, no extramural treat-
ment

Failure 1n intramural treatment, no extramural treatment

Failure in intramural treatment, failure in some extramural treat-
ment

Success 1n extramural treatment, success 1n some intramural treat-
ment

No treatment experiences, or unknown if any



Appendix C
PERIOD-COMPARISON TABLES

In the following series of tables, which are arranged by subject, we
present the status of the 1,000 juvenile delinquents in the period
prior to their appearance before the Boston Juvenile Court (desig-
nated Prior Period), and during the first, second, and third five-
year follow-up spans.

All the tables total 1,000 unless otherwise indicated, except
Tables 21 through 28, where the totals refer to the number of cases
having a particular treatment experience whose behavior therein
was ascertainable.

From the uitle of each table 1t is possible to reter to Appendix A,
for a definition or explanation of the factor and for the numbers
referring to the more detailed tables in Appendix B, from which
these have been dernved

I AGE OF OFFENDER

AT END OF
JBF-BJC
TKEATMENT ATENDOF  ATENDOF AT END OF
PERIOD PERIOD I PERIOD II PERIOD Il
Num-  Per Num- Per Num-  Per Num- Per
ber  cems ber  cens ber  cemt ber  cemt
Under 16 years 703  70.4 8 91 - - - -
1620 years 294 29.4 Gogq 617 88 g2 - -
21-25 years 2 2 284 2090 593 617 85 9.0
26-30 years - - 2 2 278 289 583 620
31-35 years - - - - 2 a2 270 289
36-40 years - - - - - - 2 .3
Dead 1 21 39 60

Average age 14 = o6 19 + .06 24 + ob 29 + .06
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2. NUMBER OF ARRESTS

PRIOR PERIOD  PERIOD I PERIOD 1
Num- Per Num- Per Num- Per
ber  cent ber  cens ber  cemt

Inapplicable, or un-

known if arrested 2 61 125

One arrest 294 471 154 206 111 192
Twp arrests 151 242 167 223 118 204
Three arrests 80 128 126 168 75 13.0
Four arrests so 8.0 96 12.8 72 125
Five arrests 24 3.8 78 10.4 59 10.0
Six and morc arrests 25 4.1 128 7.1 143 24.9
Total arrested 624 625 749 798 578 661
Not arrested 374 375 190 202 297 339

Average number of ar-
restsof thosearrested 228 + 04 342+ .05 376 = ob

3 FREQUENCY OF ARRESTS

PRIOR PERIOD PERIOD I PERIOD 11

Num-  Per Num- Per Num- Per

ber  cent ber  cent ber  cent
Unknown, 1napplicable,
or incalculable as only
ohe arrest, or No ar-

rests 671 408 536

One arrest 1n less than

ninc months 149 453 180 30.4 159 343
Onec arrest 1n ninc to

cighteen months 124 376 198 334 158 341
One arrest in eighteen

or more months 56 171 214 362 147 316
Average frequency of
arrest among those
arrested more than

once 1057 &= 235 1402 3= 21 1321 * .24

309
PERIOD II1
Num- Per
ber  cent
164
114 237
83 173
61 127
6o 125
28 5.8
134 280
480 574
356  42.1
378 = o7
PERIOD 1iI
Num- Per
ber  cent
633
143 39.0
114 311
110 299

1258 + 27



310 JUVENILE DELINQUENTS GROWN UP

4. NATURE OF ARRESTS

PRIOR PERIOD  PERIOD I PERIOD 11 PERIOD 111
Num- Per  Num-  Per Num- Per Num- Per
ber  coent ber  cent ber  cent ber  cent
Unknown 14 110 54 49

Crimesagainst property 829 629 1,272 487 613 246 390 182
Crimes against chastity 4 3 43 1.6 59 24 56 26
Crimes against famly

and children - - 14 5 40 16 "1 3.3
Crimes against public

welfare 286 217 sBo 222 755 303 483 225
Drunkenness - - 242 93 724 260 922 43.0
Drug selling - - 1 B 8 3 12 6
Crimes against person 33 25 115 44 183 -3 147 68
Other® 167 126 342 132 111 45 65 30
Total arrests 1,333 2,719 2,547 2,195

® Refers 1n Prior Penod and Penod T maunly to juvenile offenses such as truancy, stub-
bornness, running away, unmanageableness, malicious mischief, and in Peniods I and M w0
court appearances on charges of “default ™

S. SUMMARY OF ARRESTS. BY TYPL

PRIOKR PERIOD PERIOD I PERIOD 11 PERIOD 111
Nwum-  Per Num-  Per Num- Per Num- Per
ber  cemt ber  cent ber  cems ber  cent
Inapplicable, unknown,
or not arrested 376 251 420 510

Crimesagamnstproperty 478 766 sbo 748 295 3509 208 424
Crimes against chastity 4 6 35 47 4 79 47 9.6
Cnimes against famuly

and children - - i 9 35 6o 43 88
Crimes against public

welfare 204 327 327 437 341 588 246 50.a
Drunkenness - - 100 13.4 205 353 227 463
Drug selling - - 1 2 b o1y4 8§ 1.6
Crimes against person 30 48 93 124 141 243 104 21.2
Other® 132 212 237 316 83 143 49 10.0

Note. Percentages are based on number of men actually known to have been arrested 10
each penod.
* Refers 10 Prior Period and Penod [ mainly to juveniie offenscs such as truancy, stub-
bornness, running away, unmanageablencss, mahicious mischief, and i Peniods I and 111 o
court appearances on charges of “default
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6. NUMBER OF CONVICTIONS (SUMMARY)

PRIOR PERIOD  PERIOD 1 PERIOD 11
Num- Per  Num- Per  Num- Per
ber cent ber  cent ber  cent
Inapplicable, or unknown
if arrested or convicted 7 61 123
No arrests 374 190 297

Arrestsbutnoconvicions 42 6.8 16 2 41 7.1
Convictions 577 932 733 979 539 929

7. NUMBER OF CONVICTIONS

PRIOR PERIOD  PERIOD I PERIOD II
Num- Per Num- Per Num- Per
ber  cens ber  cems ber  cens
Inapplicable, or unknown
if arrested or convicted 7 61 123
No arrests, or no
convictions 416 206 338
One conviction 280 485 167 228 146 272
Two convicuons 138 239 177 242 105 19.6
Three convictions 81 140 137 185 83 155
Four convictions 47 81 99 135 61 11.4
Five convictions 1119 65 89 54 100
Six or more convicuons 20 3.6 87 119 88 16.3
Number unknown - 1 2
Average number of
convictions  among
those arrested one or
more times 218 = .03 312+ .05 3.3 *x .06

311
PERIOD IIl
Num- Per
ber  cent
154
356
44 9.0
446 91.0
PERIOD 11
Num- Per
ber cem:
154
400
138 315
8r 185
61 13.9
51 11.6
32 73
75 17.2
8

3.24 = .06
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8. FREQUENCY OF CONVICTIONS

PRIOR PERIOD  PERIOD 1 PERIOD 11
Num- Per Num-  Per Num- Per
) ber  cen: ber  cent ber  cent
Unknown, inapplicable,
or incalculable 674 432 543
One conviction in less
than ntne months 135 41.4 142 242 106 232

One conviction 1n nine

to eighteen months 121 371 203 345 150 338
One conviction 1n eight-

een or more months =0 215 243 413 201 430
Average frequency of

convictions among

those arrested more

than once 1144 = 25 1516 = 21 1543 * 25

9 NATURE OF DISPOSITIONS

PRIOR PERIOD  PERIOD ! PERIOD 11
Num-  Per Num- Per Num-  Per
ber  cemt ber  cen: ber  cent
Unknown 54 55 43
Commitment—new = 6o 512 193 430 172
Commitment—by revo-
cation 20 16 301 113 =6 30
Probation 570 446 462 174 217 87
Probauon under sus-
pended sentence 81 63 250 94 136 54
Fine (including com-
mitment  for non-
payment of fine, and
resutution) 67 52 373 139 688 275
File 355 278 442 166 347 139
Released by probation
officer - - 52 19 113 45
Nol-pros 3 .2 18 7 51 20
No bill - - 17 6 8 g9
Not guilty or released 106 83 237 Bog 398 159
Total arrests 1,333 2,719 2,547

Nove. Percentages are based on total number of known dispositions

PERIOD 111
Num- Per
ber cent
650
99 283
99 282
152 435
1507 + 29
PERIOD 1
Num-  Per
ber  cent
41
440 204
15 16
134 62
150 70
425 19.8
343 159
198 93
44 2.0
33 15
352 16.3
2,198
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10. SUMMARY OF DISPOSITIONS, BY TYPE

PRIOR PERIOD PERIOD |

Num- Per Num-

ber  cems ber
Inapplicable, unknown,
or not arrested 376 251
Commitment—new 70 112 369
Commitment—by revo-

“cation 18 29 182
Probation 393 630 318
Probauon under sus

pended sentence 74 119 192
Fine (induding com-

mitment for non-

payment, and resti-

tution) 60 96 201
File 202 324 285
Released by probation

officer - - 34
Nol-pros 3 5 16
No bill - - 15

Not guilty or released g3 149 168
Nature of dispositions

unknown, or other,

or awaiung disposi-

tion s0 8o 57

Per
cent
493

243
425

256

26 8
381

45
21

20
224

~6

PERIOD 11
Num- Per
ber cent
420
239 41.2
61 105
153 26.4
92 I59
301 5Ig9
213 36.7
-1 122
44 76
41 71
213 367
43 74

11 NUMBER OF PENAL EXPERIENCES (SUMMARY)

PRIOR PERIOD PERIOD 1

Num-  Per Num-

ber  cens ber

Inapphicable, or un-
known f any - 58
None 930 930 518

Oncormorecxperiences 70 70 424

Average number of
penal  expeniences
among those com-
mitted onc or more
times 1

[ 2]

~1

Per

wenl

550
450

+ 06 200 *+ .04

PERIOD 11
Num- Per
ber  cens
108

585 656
307 344
202 + 04

313
PERIOD 1II
Num- Per
ber cent
510
214 4377
35 71
104 21.2
99 202
199 406
191 39.0
102 208
34 69
23 4.7
193 39.4
33 6y
PERIOD 111
Num  Per
ber  cens
143
6oo 700
257 30.0
214 * .05
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12. NUMBER OF PENAL EXPERIENCES

PRIOR PERIOD

Num- Per
ber  cem
Inapplicable, or un-
known if any -
No penal expeniences 930
One experience 4> 671
Two experiences 16 229
Three experiences 5 72
Four or more expen-
ences 2 28
Average number of pe-
nal experiences 172 > .06

PERIOD [
Num- Per
ber cemt
58

518

189 446
133 314
s8 137
44 103
2.06 + .04

PERIOD 1}
Num- Per
ber  cems
108
585
17t 55.7
72 235
37 120
27 88
2.02 2= .04

13 TIME IN PENAL INSTITUTIONS

PRIOR PERIOD
Num- Per
her  cent
None 930
Less than one year 17 258
One to two years 29 440
Two to three years 16 242
Three or more years 4 6o
Time unknown 4
Average months 1n pe-
nal institutions

PERIOD !
Num- Per
ber  cemt
518
41 333
174 410
70 165
39 92
58

PERIOD 11
Num- Per
ber cems
587
133 435
74 242
37 120
62 203
107

1882 = 85 1798 = 39 1954 = 61

PERIOD IIT

Num-

ber

143
6oo
122

=2

31

32

Per
cens

475
28.0
12.1

124

2.14 * .05

PERIOD 111

Num-

ber
600
95
53
36
73
143

Per
cens

37.0
20.6
14.0
284

23.26 = 74
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14. MONTHS IN COMMUNITY

PRIOR PERIOD  PERIOD I FPERIOD I  PERIOD I
Num- Per Num- Per Num- Per Num- Per
ber  cemt ber  cent ber  cenmt ber  cent
Inapplicable (dead) or
unknown 2 61 105 139
None - - 2 2 13 15 18 2
Lesethan one year 12 1.2 15 1.7 19 2.2
One to two years | 65 68 28 30 38 42 37 43

Two to three years 67 7. 42 47 40 46
Three years or more l 318 339 209 233 149 173
Throughout 930 932 512 546 578 646 598 695
Average number of

months 1n commu-

mty of those not mn

community through-

out 415% 41 3910x 61 3574 = 73

15 NATURE 01 PENAL EXPERIENCES, BY TYPE

PRIOR PERIOD  PERIOD I PERIOD I PERIOD 11}
Num- Per Num- Per Num- Per Num- Per
ber  cent ber  cemt ber  cent ber  cent
Inapplicable ( none, un-
known if any, dead) 930 576 693 743
Truant and correc-
tional schools 67 o957 324 764 43 140 - -
Schools for feeble-
munded 2 29 8 19 2 n 1 4
Reformatories 2 29 93 21.9 96 313 47 183
Prisons - - 22 52 61 199 97 377
Institutions for defective
delinquents - - 7 17 10 3.2 9 35
Jails, houses of correc-
tion, state farms - - 90 2112 161 52.4 158 615
Total number of insh-
tutional experiences 71 544 373 312

Notz. Percentages are on bams of number of men known to have penal expenences 1in cach

peniod,
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16. OFFICIAL RECOGNITION OF DELINQUENCY

PRIOR PERIOD PERIOD 1 PERIOD |1
Num- Per Num- Per Num- Per
ber  comt ber  cens ber  ceme

Inapplicable (non-penal
institutions, dead),

unknown 5 59 112
Non-delinquent 5 137 238
Ofhaial dehnquent 624 633 755 939 604 929

Unofficial delinquent 364 367 49 61 46 71

17. PRINCIPAL COMPONENT OF MISCONDUCT

PRIOR PERIOD  PERIOD 1 PERIOD 11
Nwum-  Per Num- Per Num- Per
ber  cent ber  cent ber  cent
Unknown or 1napph-
cable 5 59 108
Non-delinquent i 137 238
Penal 1nstitution  at
least part of ume on
sentence imposed 1n
previous peniod. no
other senous delin-
quency - - 2 2 27 41
Conviction for serious
offense 451 456 543 675 272 416
Dishonorable discharge
or desertion from
Army or Navy 1 1 g 1 | S
Unofficial senious  of-
fender 264 267 5 56 28 43
Arrest for serious of-
fease, not followed by
convicion 32 32 26 33 39 60
Conviction for munor
offense 74 75 140 174 215 329
Unofficial munor of
fender 156 158 312 4.0 38 5.8

Arrest for minor of-
fense, not followed
by conviction to 11 2 9 27 41

PERIOD III
Num- Per
ber  cemt
148
312
504 933
16 6y
PERIOD 11}
Num- Per
ber  cemr
147
312
9 54
189 349
14 26
27 50
218 403
34 63
32 535
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18, DELINQUENCY (SERIOUS AND MINOR)

PRIOR PERIOD  PERIOD I PERIOD 11
Num-  Per Num- Per Num-  Per
. ber cemr ber  cent ber  cent
Inapplicable, unknown,
non-delinquent 12 196 350
Minor offender 241 244 182 226 282 434
Segous offender 747 756 622 774 368 566

19. PREDOMINANT OF FENSE

PRIOR PERIOD  PERIOD I PERIOD 11
Num-  Per Num-  Per Num-  Per
ber  cent ber  cent ber  cent
Inapplicable, unknown 5 59 112
Non-dchinquent 7 137 238
Crnimesagainstproperty  -o2 711 527 655 255 302
Crnimesagainst chastty 12 12 12 15 13 20
Crnimes against fanuly
and children - - 4 5 17 26
Crnimes against public
welfare 22 22 86 107 147 226
Drunkenness - - 34 42 108 166
Drug selling - - 1 B 2 3
Crimes against person 2 2 5 6 9 1.4
Varied 63 65 6o 76 62 g5
Other or not determu-
nable 186 188 =5 93 37 58

20. DELINQUENCY

PRIOR PERIOD  PERIOD 1 PERIOD 11
Num-  Per Num-  Per Num- Per
ber  cemt ber  cent ber cemr
Inapplicable ( nop-penal
institution, dead) or
unknown 5 59 112
Non-delinquent 7 7 137 146 238 168
Manor offender 241 242 182 193 282 318

Serious offender 747 751 622 661 368 414
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PERIOD II1
Num- Per
ber  cent
450
282 522
258 47.8
PERIOD 111
Num-  Per
ber  cent
148
312
169 315
12 2.2
20 37
107 199
128 237
4 7
I 20
59 10 9
29 54
PERIOD 111
Num- Per
ber  cens
148
312 36.6
282 331
258 303
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21. BEHAVIOR DURING PROBATION

PRIOR PERIOD

PERIOD 1 PERIODII  PERIOD I
Num- Per Num- Per  Num- Per  Num- Per
ber  cems cent ber  cent ber  cemt
Schcss 74 229 100 33.0 38 26.6 37 394
Failure 249 77t 203 67.0 105 734 57 60.6
Total whose behavior
known 323 303 143 94

22. BEHAVIOR DURING PROBATION UNDER SUSPENDED SENTENCE

PRIOR PERIOD

PERIOD 1 PERIODII  PERIOD 11l
Num- Per Num- Per Num- Per  Num- Per
ber  comt ber  cemt ber  cemt ber  cems
Success 1 178 50 24.0 20 21.7 20 230
Failure s1 822 158 760 72 78.3 67 770
Total whose behavior
known 62 208 92 8
23 BeHAVIOR DURING PaROLE
PRIOR PERIOD  PERIOD 1 PERIODI!  PERIOD LI
Num- Per Num- Per Num-  Per Num- Per
ber  cemy ber  cems ber  cem ber  cem
Suf:ceu 1 2§ 56 145 58 25.4 42 344
Failure 39 975 331t 855 170 746 80 65.6
Total whose behavior
known 40 387 228 122
24. BEHAVIOR IN ARMY OR NAVY
PERIOD 1 PERIODII  PERIOD Il
Num- Per Num- Per Num- Per
ber  cemt ber  cems ber  cems
Success s1 510 40 6oy 14 636
Failure 49 490 26 394 8 364
Total whose behavior
known 100 66 22
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25. BEHAVIOR IN CORRECTIONAL ANP TRUANT SCHOOLS

PRIOR PERIOD  PERIOD 1 PERIOD II
Num- Per Num- Per Num- Per
ber cent ber  cemt ber cemt
Success 27 491 171 525 17 531
Failure 28 509 155 475 15 469
Total whose behavior
known 55 326 32

26. BEHAVIOR IN REFORMATORIES

PERIOD 1 PERIOD 11
Num- Per Num- Per
ber  cent ber  cemi
Success 31 388 47 534
Failure 49 612 41 466
Total whose behavior
known 8o 88

27 BEHAVIOR IN PRISONS

PERIOD I PERIOD I1
Num- Per Num- Per
ber cemt ber cemt
Success 11 84.6 33 63.4
Failure 2 154 19 366
Tostal swhose behavior
known 13 52

319

PERIOD 111

Num- Per
ber  cend

32 780
9 22.0

41

PERIOD 11

Num- Per
ber  cemt

68 708
28 292

96

28. BEHAVIOR IN JAILS, HOUSES OF CORRECTION, STATE FARMS

PERIOD 1 PERIOD 11

Nwum- Per Num- Per
ber  cems ber cems

Success 32 667 72 758
Failure 16 333 23 242
Total whose behavior

known s 95

PERIOD 1}

Nwm- Per
cens

84 785
23 215

107
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