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PREFACE

THIS is not a ‘how to’ book; nor is it one that can be sketchily read.
Its content needs to be thoroughly mastered by the earnest reader
who already has some familiarity with the parent volume, Unraveling
Juvenile Delinquency, and with Physique and Delinquency. We point
this out in order not to disappoint those who may be attracted to
this work by its title, Family Environment and Delinquency. Know-
ledge is not gained without effort, and we, the authors, who have
labored over the course of five years to bring this work to fruition in
the hope that it will provide new insights into the etiology of juvenile
delinquency, are still in process of digesting the findings.

If the reader is a criminologist, he should find some light on the
bewildering question of why it is that not a/l children in a given family
or in a given neighborhood become delinquent, despite similarity
in their ‘subculture’; if he is a psychologist, he may find himself
in the midst of the age-old controversy about the relative impact of
Nature and Nurture on the formation of character and personality.
The facts and inferences of this book may not be to his liking; but
before he adopts a destructively critical attitude, we hope he will
master the analysis of the probable orientation of traits which com-
prises Part I of this work.

If the reader is a clinician facing the daily problem of treating
antisocial children, his major focus should be on Part II of this
volume, where the differential impact of various aspects of the home
environment on the delinquency of children possessing certain traits
has emerged as the basic finding. His imagination may be quickened
by the implications of this discovery for his task of rehabilitating such
children. He might even gain comfort from the fact that there are
unfortunately inescapable limits to his success in the treatment of
certain delinquents as suggested by the study. And if the reader is an
educator, or a social worker, or a clergyman, he may glean hints on
how to modify some of the time-worn procedures that have guided his
re-educative and preventive efforts.

In the achievement of this work, as in our previous inquiries, we
are indebted to the Harvard Law School and to Dean Erwin N.
Griswold for sponsorship of our continuing researches; and to the
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Preface

Ford Foundation which, since 1952, has been providing the major
financial support to our work.

We wish also to thank our statistical consultant, Dr. Jane
Worcester, Associate Professor of Biostatistics, Harvard School of
Public Health, with whose aid we were able to clarify certain knotty
problems concerning the management of the data during the early
stages of this research.

Our debt is great to Mrs. Rose Kneznek, formerly Executive
Secretary of the Bureau of Business Research of the Harvard Graduate
School of Business Administration, and more recently Director of
Research Services of United Research Inc., Cambridge, Mass. Her
technical understanding of our basic materials and the meticulous
care with which she has supervised every detail involved in key-
punching, sorting, and tabulating the data, setting up tables and
exhibits, and carrying out certain editorial tasks, has been of inestim-
able aid to us. We wish also to thank Mrs. Bonnie Winberg of
United Research Inc. for her considerable contribution in the typing
and retyping of the many exhibits.

We must also express our appreciation to the members of our
small staff—Mildred P. Cunningham and George F. McGrath (now
Massachusetts Commissioner of Correction)—for the preparation
in 1949 of ‘The Case of Henry W’ which constitutes Appendix A of
this volume; to Mrs. Sheila Murphrey, for her quiet attention to
numerous matters pertaining to the functioning of our research
program; and to Dorothea Munro, for frequent retypings of the
manuscript (which has gone through several revisions).

And, finally, to readers in different lands we would like to say
that their continuing interest in our researches is most encouraging
and gratifying, and their perceptive criticisms are challenging. After
long effort and much questioning of the materials, we are ready to
release this volume. We shall await the reactions of our readers with
great interest.

SHELDON AND ELEANOR GLUECK
Harvard Law School
March 24, 1961
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‘Up to the present, all the systems in terms of which men have
attempted to think about human differences have been unsatis-
factory. Some, for example, have conspicuously failed to cover more
than a part of the relevant facts. This is especially true of psychology
and sociology as commonly taught and practiced at the present time.
How many of even the best of our psychologists talk, write, think,
and act as though the human body, with its innate constitution and
its acquired habits, were something that, in an analysis of mental
states, could safely be ignored. And even when they do admit, rather
reluctantly, that the mind always trails its carcass behind it, they have
little or nothing to tell us about the ways in which mental and
physical characteristics are related.

‘Sociologists deal with abstractions even more phantasmally
bodiless. For example, they will carry out laborious researches into
the problems of marriage. But when we read the results, we are
flabbergasted to find that the one factor never taken into account by
the researchers is who the men and women under investigation
actually are. We are told every detail about their social and economic
background; nothing at all about their inherited psycho-physical
constitution.

“There are other classificatory systems which claim to be compre-
hensive, but in which the indispensable process of simplification has
been carried so far that they are no longer true to the facts. The
interpretation of all human activity in terms of economics is a case
in point. Another type of oversimplification is to be found in such
theories as those of Helvetius in the eighteenth century and of certain
Behaviorists in the twentieth—theories which profess to account for
everything that men do or are in terms of environment, education,
or conditioned reflexes. At the other extreme of oversimplification
we find some of the more rabid Eugenists, who attribute all the
observable differences between human beings to hereditary factors,
and refuse to admit that environmental influences may also play
a part.’

P —ALDOUS HUXLRY, ‘Who Are You? in

Gentlemen, Scholars and Scoundrels

‘Science advances one step, then another, and then draws back
and meditates before taking a third. Does the impossibility of taking
that last step suppress the success acquired by the two others?
Would you say to an infant who hesitated before a third step, having
ventured on two previous ones: “Thy former efforts are of no avail;
never shalt thou walk”?

—LOUIS PASTEUR

Xi
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I
BACKGROUND OF INQUIRY

ONE of the most crucial weaknesses in pre-existing analyses of
delinquency causation has been the failure to ascertain the specific
psychologic and physiologic traits and the specific factors in the
environment which occur more frequently among delinquents than
among nondelinquents. In addition, there has been little attempt to
determine which traits, reasonably inferred by such comparison to
be associated with delinquency, are essentially hereditary and which
are essentially environmental.

In Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency! a contribution was made to-
ward filling the first gap—the determination of statistically significant
differences between a representative sample of true delinquents and a
matched sample of true nondelinquents. In Physique and Delinquency*
a second step was taken—that of isolating those traits for which
reasonable grounds exist to assume that they are essentially con-__
stitutional in orientation. In the present work our aim is to take a |
third step—to ascertain the involvement of sociocultural influences
(largely in the most intimate environmental circle, the home with its
under-the-roof culture) in the laying down and moulding of de- .
linquency-related traits both in general and with respect to boys of
various physique types. Only then are we in a position to take the
fourth step—to learn something definitive about the relationship of
delinquency-related factors and traits to the genesis of delinquency
and thereby to define more specifically the targets of preventive
effort.

In Physique and Delinquency® we focused attention on one import-
ant aspect of the causal complex in delinquent behavior—bodily
morphology and certain of its accompanying traits. It was pointed
out that preoccupation with the constitutional matrix in crimino-
genesis does not necessarily imply that we regard genetic influence

1 Sheldon and Eleanor Glueck, Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency, New York, The
Commonwealth Fund, 1950.

8 Sheldon and Eleanor Glueck, Physique and Delinquency, New York, Harper &
Brothers, 1956.

3 8. and BE. T. Glueck, op. cit.

3
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Introduction

as the weightiest of the forces making for delinquency. The inquiry
into the relationship between body structure and delinquency was
merely one avenue of exploration.

The present volume is the second of these intensive analyses. It
examines in detail the opposite side of the presentation in Physique
and Delinquency, by focusing upon certain sociocultural influences
involved in the development of traits (in general and differentially
among various body types) and, in turn, in the criminogenic dynam-
ism.

( It is helpful, at the outset, to review the plan of the basic research
from which both the present volume and the preceding one derive,
as in these two works we continue the quest begun in Unravelmg
Juvenile Delinquency (published in 1950), a wide-ranging first inquiry
into the etiologic involvements in juvenile crime. In it were compared,
in respect to the presence or absence of some 400 traits and factors,
500 true delinquents and 500 proven nondelinquents. It should be
mentioned that relatively persistent delinquents were chosen because
these are representative of true rather than of pseudo-offenders (the
latter being those who once or twice steal a toy, sneak into a motion
picture theater, or truant—prohibited behavior that many children
not infrequently indulge in by way of experimental deviation from

” legally dictated norms). Delinquents, as used in Unraveling, are child-

ren between seven and seventeen years of age who commit repeated
acts of a kind which, when carried out by persons beyond the statu-
tory juvenile court age of sixteen, are punishable as crimes (either
felonies or misdemeanors).

The 500 delinquents were drawn from the two correctional schools
of Massachusetts—Lyman and Shirley. Much effort and care was
devoted to matching them with 500 proven nondelinquents in terms

. of age, general intelligence (I1.Q.), ethnico-racial derivation and

residence in depressed areas of Greater Boston.! This was a pre-
requisite to the intensive comparison of the delinquent with the
nondelinquent group.

As is true of all research of this kind, general conclusions must
be interpreted in the light of the major aspects and limitations of the
two samples compared. However, widespread experience with a
prediction table emerging from this comparison, based on five factors

of family life that were found most markedly to differentiate de-

18. and E. T. Glueck, Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency, Chapter IV, pp. 27 et segq.,
‘Selecting and Matching Delinquents and Non-Delinquents.’ See also, S. Glueck, ‘Ten
Years of Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency, An Examination of Criticisms,’ Journal of
Criminal Law, Criminology and Police Science, Vol. 51, No. 3, September-October
1960, pp. 283-308.

4
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Background of Inquiry

linquents from nondelinquents,? together with other evidence derived
from Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency, would seem to indicate that
the samples in question are more typical of true juvenile offenders
in general than might offhand be assumed.? .

Basic data for comparison of the delinquents with the control
group were derived from intensive exploration of various aspects of
the family structure and psychology of the two groups of boys, their
physique, their health, certain aspects of their intelligence, their
temperament, and their personality and character.

As pointed out in Physique and Delinquency, the matching of the
delinquents and nondelinquents in respect to ethnico-racial derivation
(an Irish delinquent with an Irish nondelinquent, an Italian with an
Italian, and so on) enhances the reliability of the morphologic
findings in that the differences shown to exist in the general body
structure of delinquents and nondelinquents, and among boys of the
four major physique types (mesomorphic, endomorphic, ecto-
morphic and balanced) can be considered roughly (albeit not
completely) independent of the influence of ethnic origin. Apart
from this, the verification and extensive collation of the raw materials
of the original research? give promise of enhanced reliability of the
association tables in the analyses encompassed in the present volume
which are in a sense correlative to the findings in Physique and Delin-
quency.
~ Apart from the careful matching of delinquents and nondelin-
quents, the intensive verification of the raw materials, and the
employment of a wide and varied range of explorations (including
not only social data but also psychiatric assessments and Rorschach
tests), there is another highly significant methodologic aspect of
the basic research from which the present volume derives. At the
onset of the inquiry made in connection with Unraveling Juvenile
Delinquency, the authors, in planning and directing the investigation,
insisted that each segment—anthropologic, intellectual, characterial
(Rorschach), temperamental-affective (psychiatric), and socio-
cultural—be explored independently of every other. No investigator
(and there were 23 such during the course of the project) in any of
the areas was given access to the findings of the other segments of

18. and E. T. Glueck, Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency, pp. 260 et seq.

*E. T. Glueck, ‘Role of the Family in the Etiology of Delinquency,’ Bulletin de
Societé Internationale de Criminologie, 1eT Semestre, 1960, pp. 13 ef seq. (in English);
also reprinted in the Alabama Correctional Journal, Vol. 7, No. 1, June 1960, pp. 63
et seq.

* S. and E. T. Glueck, Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency, Chapters V, VI, and VIIL.
See also Appendix A of the present volume, G. McGrath and M. Cunningham, ‘The
Case of Henry W.’

F.E.D.—B 5
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Introduction

the research. Thus, there was no ‘reading in’ or ‘tainting’ of the
materials of any one area through the information obtained from
any other line of inquiry.

The reliability of the facts thus obtained from independent and
insulated sources, by various methods and by different staff members,
revealed an essential harmony, reflected for example in consistency
between the psychiatric and Rorschach diagnoses! and in the finding
that the three diagnostic-prognostic (predictive) tables prepared by
the authors from the most differentiative social, Rorschach and
psychiatric data were found to have high potential power to dis-
tinguish delinquents from nondelinquents.?

Evidence of the internal consistency of the basic data from which
the tentative conclusions in Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency were
derived fortifies the reliability of the already completed somatotype
study (Physique and Deliquency) published in 1956.

)/kds previously stated, over 400 traits and factors comparing
delinquents and nondelinquents were included in Unraveling Juvenile
\ Delinquency. These comparisons yielded some fundamental insights
into the forces at play in the etiologic dynamics of true delinquency
+ (as opposed to accidental or feeting maladjustment). The summation
i of the major resemblances and dissimilarities emerging from the
comparison of the experimental group with the control group
' indicated that the separate findings, independently arrived at,
integrate into a dynamic pattern which is neither exclusively biologic
nor exclusively sociocultural, but which derives from an interplay of
certain somatic, temperamental, psychologic and social influences,

*described in Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency in the following terms:
/

/  The delinquents as a group [were found to be] distinguishable from the
3 non-delinquents: (1) physically, in being essentially mesomorphic in con-
stitution (solid, closely knit, muscular); (2) temperamentally, in being
restlessly energetic, impulsive, extroverted, aggressive, destructive (often
sadistic) . . .; (3) in attitude, by being hostile, defiant, resentful, sus-
picious, stubborn, socially assertive, adventurous, unconventional, non-
submissive to authority; (4) psychologically, in tending to direct and
concrete, rather than symbolic, intellectual expression, and in being less
ethodical in their approach to problems; (5) socioculturally, in having
been reared to a far greater extent than the control group in homes of
little understanding, affection, stability, or moral fibre by parents usually

. unfit to be éffective guides and protectors or . . . desirable sources for
- emulation and the construction of a cons1stent well-balanced, and

18, and E. T. Glueck, Unraveling Juvenile Delinguency, p. 242, Note 8.
s S. and E. T. Glueck, ‘Early Detection of Future Delinquents,” The Journal of
Criminal Law, Criminology and Police Science, Vol. 47, No. 2, July-August 1956.

6
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Background of Inquiry

socially normal superego during the early stages of character develop- -
ment. While in individual cases the stresses contributed by any one of the
above pressure-areas of dissocial-behavior tendency may adcquately
account for persistence in delinquency, in general the high probability is
dependent upon the interplay of the conditions and forces from all these
areas.

In the exciting, stimulating, but little-controlled and culturally incon-
sistent environment of the underprivileged area, such boys readily give
expression to their untamed impulses and their self-centered desires by
means of various forms of delinquent behavior. Their tendencies toward
uninhibited energy-expression are deeply anchored in soma and psyche
and in the malformations of character during the first few years of life.!

In Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency we anticipated need of a more
intensive exploration of each of the major areas of the inquiry on the
basis of a series of ‘breakdowns’ of the general criminogenic field.

Some of the more important questions that will concern us in further,
more detailed explorations of our materials are:

What causal syndromes can be inductively arrived at and defined by
means of correlation of the various factors within each level of the
inquiry ? What syndromes will emerge from a comparison of delinquents
and non-delinquents on the basis of a breakdown into ethnico-racial
groupings ? Into somatotypes?. . .

Further, what somatopsychic types will emerge from detailed cross-
correlations between somatotypes and various characterial and person-
ality traits? A more exact appreciation of the significance of constitu-
tional typology in the causation of persistent delinquency than has yet
been established awaits the result of such correlations.? ...

Physique and Delinquency brought out the relationships of various
traits to the four major physique types (mesomorphic, ectomorphic,
endomorphic and balanced)® within which the boys embraced in
Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency had been classified on the basis of

18. and E. T. Glueck, Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency, pp. 281-282.

2 Ibid., p. 285.

3 ‘Endomorphy means relative predominance of soft roundness throughout the
various regions of the body. When endomorphy is dominant the digestive viscera are
massive and tend relatively to dominate the bodily economy. The digestive viscera are
derived principally from the endodermal embryonic layer.

‘Mesomorphy means relative predominance of muscle, bone and connective tissue.
‘The mesomorphic physique is normally heavy, hard, and rectangular in outline. Bone
and muscle are prominent and the skin is made thick by a heavy underlying connective
tissue. The entire bodily economy is dominated, relatively, by tissues derived from the
mesodermal embryonic layer.

‘Ectomorphy means relative predominance of linearity and fragility. In proportion to
his mass, the ectomorph has the greatest surface area and hence relatively the greatest
sensory exposure to the outside world. Relative to his mass he also has the largest brain
and central nervous system. In a sense, therefore, his bodily economy is relatively
dominated by tissues derived from the ectodermal embryonic layer.’

7
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Introduction

anthropometric measurements and informed judgment by trained
anthropologists (Drs. Carl C. Seltzer and Ashton M. Tenney). With
certain modifications of methodology, the body type assessments
followed the classification advanced by William Sheldon in his two
basic works, The Varieties of Human Physique® and Atlas of Men.?

In Physique and Delinquency, it was established that certain traits
are more closely referable to the constitutional (essentially genetic)
end of a postulated biosocial continuum than to the sociocultural. This
conclusion was derived from statistically significant variation in the
incidence of the traits among the body types. The assumption was
made that if a trait is in large measure constitutionally oriented
this fact ought to be reflected in such variation. It is reasonable to
suppose that a psychologic trait, if focused genetically, would occur
in differing incidence among such contrasting body types as the thin,
fragile ectomorphic and the muscular, compact mesomorphic, or the
round, fat endomorphic. In this connection, it is of value to quote
from a statement by William Sheldon which was reproduced in
Physique and Delinquency:®

. . . Constitution refers to those aspects of the individual which are
relatively more fixed and unchanging—morphology, physiology, endo-
crine function, etc.—and may be contrasted with those aspects which are
relatively more labile and susceptible to modification by environmental
pressures, i.e., habits, social attitudes, education, etc. . . . Although by
constitution we refer to the relatively stable aspects of a person’s endow-
ment, we do not mean to insist, and indeed do not believe, that the
human constitution is an altogether fixed and unalterable hereditary
entity. We mean by constitution the basic, underlying pattern of the living
individual, as it is at the time when the individual is studied. That con-
stitution is closely determined by heredity is highly probable, but we do not
know that it is entirely so determined. [Italics ours.] 4

1 W. H. Sheldon, with the collaboration of S. S. Stevens and W. B. Tucker, New
York, Harper & Brothers, 1940.

3 W. H. Sheldon, with the collaboration of C. W. Dupertuis and E. McDermott,
New York, Harper & Brothers, 1954.

3 S. and E. T. Glueck, op. cit., p. 11.

¢ The Varieties of Human Physique, op. cit.,pp.1-2, Note 1. In his later work, Sheldon
emphasizes the genetic core of the somatotype although assigning importance also to
the role of nutrition: ‘The phenotype (literally, the form now appearing) is of course
an expression of the state of nutrition, and it is also an expression of an underlying
genetic influence which is carried in all of the bodily cells and may be referred to as the
genotype of the individual. The genotype is at work throughout the life of a living
organism, transmitting its own individual stamp to the new material used for replace-
ment, as it did originally in the first emergence of the organism into characteristic
structure. The life of an organism is an expression of a reciprocal relationship going on
continuously from conception to death, between the genotype and the flow of nourish-
ing substance yielded to the organism by the environment.’ Atlas of Men, op. cit., p. 19,

8
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Background of Inquiry

What, now, of the derivation of traits ?* The concept of somatotype,
and the fourfold body type classification according to constitutional
component-dominance that we derived therefrom, is of value in the
formulation of views regarding the probable orientation of certain
traits toward the genetic side of the heredity-environment continuum.
We assume that the respective degrees of participation of hereditary
and environmental influences in the laying down of a trait can be
ordered along such a bipolar biosocial continuum. At one extreme
are traits which are rooted directly in a complex of specific genes or
are more indirectly hereditary (as through the mediating operation of
the glandular system); at the other extreme are traits in which there
is only a low degree of hereditary determination and which are in
large measure socioculturally conditioned. In the present state of
knowledge it is impossible to determine exact degrees of participation
of the innate and the acquired in the structuring of different traits.
Yet a reasonable induction is possible from our data. Where signifi-
cant variation in trait incidence occurs among the body types of the
nondelinquents (uncomplicated, that is, by its association with delin-
quency), it seems appropriate to infer that the trait is probably
oriented toward the constitutional border of the postulated bio-
social spectrum. For it does not seem probable that body structures
of such contrasting embryonic influences and physical characteristics
as the muscular, athletic mesomorphic and the thin, fragile ecto-
morphic would possess in equal incidence a trait such as sensitivity,
for example. And, indeed, an examination of the relevant table?
shows that the mesomorphs as a group (whether nondelinquent or
delinquent) are, as might be expected, least sensitive, while the ecto-
morphs are most sensitive. From findings of this kind, plus the fact

1 G. Allport has shown how confused are the concept and name ‘trait’ in the writings
of psychologists, psychiatrists, and others; and he has done yeoman service in trying
to bring some tangible order out of the chaos. Both in Unraveling and in the present
work we have not attempted to be strictly technical in the use of the term; we have
employed ‘trait’ in a general sense, to include even some data derived from medical
examinations and from intelligence tests. But it would appear that most of the tempera-
mental and emotional traits of personality and character derived from the psychiatric
and Rorschach examinations employed in our research fulfill the more basic identifying
criteria presented by Allport; namely, greater generalization of a trait than is true of
an ordinary habit, and the dynamic or ‘determinative’ nature of a trait in the following
sense: ‘It is not the stimulus that is the crucial determinant in behavior that expresses
personality; it is the trait itself that is decisive. Once formed, a trait seems to have the
capacity of directing responses to stimuli into characteristic channels. This emphasis
upon the dynamic nature of traits, ascribing to them a capacity for guiding the specific
response, is variously recognized by many writers.” G. W. Allport, ‘The Personality
Trait,’ Psychological Theory, M. H. Marx (ed.), New York, The Macmillan Co., 1952,
See also: G. W. Allport, Personality: A Psychological Interpretation, New York, Henry
Holt and Company, 1937, 1948, Chapter XI, ‘The Theory of Traits’; and R. B. Cattell,

Description and Measurement of Personality, Yonkers, New York, 1946, pp. 59-91.
S, and E. T. Glueck, Physique and Delinquency, p. 124, Table 51.
9
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Introduction

that correlation of the sociocultural factors with physique types did
not disclose any significant variation in incidence among nondelinquents,
it seems reasonable to conclude that those traits in our series which
vary significantly in incidence among the physique types of the
nondelinquents somehow owe their formation more to constitutional
than to sociocultural influences. We say ‘somehow’ because our
research materials have not yet permitted us to say whether such
traits are directly genetic, or are largely the indirect result of the
differential responses to the conditioning influences exerted by the
environment on physiques of such varying constitutional composition
as the mesomorphic, ectomorphic and endomorphic. A trait can be
either directly and specifically attributable to certain genes, or indirectly
laid down in the personality structure by the general inherited inclin-
ations of the various physique types to respond selectively to
environmental influences.! In this indirect line of heredity we are, to
be sure, dealing in large measure with sociocultural influences; but
such traits are conditioned originally and fundamentally by the
inherited anatomic and physiologic-endocrinologic structure of the
particular physique type, which inclines it to respond to sociocultural
stimuli in a certain way.?

1 ‘Is it the type of metabolism or biochemical relationships associated with given body
builds that provides the physiologic substratum for defective functioning? Or is the
relation due rather to the sort of reactions to life experiences that are most suitable to
these people by virtue of their constitutional equipment? Or is it the constitutional
equipment itself that predisposes the person to certain sensitivities to environmental
influences and to certain types of experiences ? As a concrete example, is it the possible
superior physiologic functioning of the mesomorph compared to the ectomorph that
provides him with greater psychosomatic resistiveness to developing schizophrenia or
once having developed it to recover from it? Or could it be his greater capacity to fight
—the type of reaction he finds most rewarding with his particular equipment ? Or is it
that people of athletic build are more favored in our society, are more accepted and
admired, find greater opportunity for satisfaction and security? The same questions,
mutatis mutandis, may be applied to the other extremes of body type—for instance, the
greater nervous sensitivity of the ectomorph to outer stimulation that has been pointed
out by Sheldon, Draper and others.” L. Alexander, Treatment of Mental Disorder,
Philadelphia, Saunders Co., 1953, p. 22.

* It would not seem probable that with reference to most of the traits included in this
research—complex and only fairly definable as they are—there is a direct and specific
line of hereditary linkage between any identifiable gene or set of genes and some par-
ticular trait, for example, as physiologic sensitivity. ‘Specialized traits, such as musical
or mathematical ability, lend themselves most easily to studies in heredity . . . The
study of the role of heredity in the development of individual differences in generalized
traits presents difficult problems. Evidently such traits are affected by many genes whose
descent cannot be traced in any simple or Mendelian way. It is difficult to study the
inheritance of generalized qualities through the science of genetics.’ F. Osborn, Preface
to Eugenics (rev. ed.), New York, Harper & Brothers, 1951, p. 83.

‘No simple connection exists between most observable characters of the developed
human being and a single gene; and . . . a single gene, by being part of the network of
developmental reactions, will often influence more than a single character.’ C. Stern,
Principles of Human Genetics, San Francisco, W. H. Freeman and Co., 1949, p. 36.
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Background of Inquiry

Even in the most carefully designed research into the highly
complex Nature—Nurture problem it would be difficult to disentangle
the genetic roots from the interacting environmental influences.
Indeed, even before a child is born, both genetic and nongenetic
influences are operative: not only the unfolding of the potentialities
of the genes but also the operation of various intra-uterine environ-
mental influences. But apart from this permeative difficulty, it is
impossible to arrive at anything more than a very indirect and im-
perfect inference regarding the operation of hereditary influences in
the affinity of various traits to one or another of the structurally
differentiated physique types. For want of the kind of genetic records
of several generations which are indispensable to a more definitive
study of heredity, we must be content with the rough substitute of
determining the significantly differentiative incidence of the traits
within the body types of the nondelinquent group who serve as our
norm.

We proceed on the assumption, then, that when significant
variation is present in trait-incidence among body types of non-
delinquents, it is reasonable to infer that the trait is essentially
oriented in constitution, although removed from the genes by one
or more steps. It should be pointed out, however, that we can not be
certain that absence of variation means that the trait is largely
attributable to sociocultural conditioning, because there may well be
traits which are essentially hereditary although not varying among
the body types (eye color, for example).! Thus, in the analysis of the
traits in Physique and Delinquency and their relationship to body
structure, we could speak with some assurance only about those in
which significant variation in incidence was found in the four
dominant physique types among the nondelinquents. Where such
variation was not found, we could not be certain that the trait is
largely attributable to sociocultural conditioning. The present inquiry
leads us in this direction, however.

When we speak of the ‘constitutional orientation’ of a trait, then,
we mean that it is significantly associated with physique type,
although we are unable to say whether it is directly constitutional
(i.e., genetically linked) or indirectly so (i.e., because of the varied
fundamental structure of the body types and their differential
response to stimuli). On the one hand, the science of genetics has
not yet conclusively demonstrated which traits of temperament,
personality and character are determined in the genes, and, on the

1 See F. Osborn, op. cit., pp. 13-14. Considering the nature and complexity of the
traits analyzed in our work, such a possibility would seem to be remote; but if it does
exist, our data and method do not enable us to isolate such uniformly hereditary traits.
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Introduction

other, reasoning in respect to constitutional influence must perforce
deal with broad body types which result from varying degrees of
participation of the primary constitutional elements, rather than with
specific sharply-defined entities. Therefore, in using the device of
determining whether a trait varies significantly with physique, we can
at best speak only of a reasonable probability that in the production of
certain traits there is more involvement of innately determined constitu-
tion than of environmental conditioning.*

It should be emphasized that while we assume that fundamental
variations in body structure probably reflect basic differences in the
physiologic-endocrinologic apparatus which mediates between body
build and psychologic traits, we of course realize that as far as be-
havior is concerned even genetically anchored traits are not fixed
in their ultimate development but are more in the nature of poten-
tials.?

1 Compare the titles ‘Some Dominant Hereditary Defects in Which Environment
Plays Practically No Part’ and ‘Recessive Defects Little Affected by the Environment,’
in Osborn, op. cit., pp. 10 and 13,

% ‘Biological inheritance provides the stuff from which personality is fashioned and,
as manifested in the physique at a given time-point, determines trends and sets limits
within which variation is constrained. There are substantial reasons for believing that
different genetic structures carry with them varying potentialities for learning, for
reaction time, for energy level, for frustration tolerance. Different people appear to
have different biological rhythms: of growth, of menstrual cycle, of activity, of depres-
sion and exultation . . . Personality is also shaped through such traits of physique as
stature, pigmentation, strength, conformity of features to the culturally fashionable
type, etc. Such characteristics influence a man’s needs and expectations.’ C. Kluckhohn
and H. A. Murray, Personality in Nature, Society and Culture, New York, Alfred
Knopf, 1948, p. 39.

‘The personality is a configuration or gestalt made up of a great number of elements
which have been organized and mutually adjusted to form a more or less coherent,
functional whole. At the foundation of this configuration lie the innate, inherited
qualities of the individual; such things as his capacity for receiving and responding to
stimuli, for muscular coordination, for habit formation and for those complex pro-
cesses of association which are subsumed under the term intelligence. All these qualities
are, presumably, functions of the individual’s organic structure and, as such, are in-
fluenced by heredity and biological mutation. Since we know that the organic structure
is never identical for any two persons, the qualities in question might be expected to
present a corresponding range of individual variation. Experimentally this can be
shown to be the case, but unfortunately for those who believe in a genetic solution for
all psychological and social ills, experiments also show the presence of a complicating
factor of extreme importance. The qualities in question are not determined exclusively
by heredity but are modified through their exercise. It seems that any one of them can
be improved by training. There is good reason to believe that there are physiologically
determined limits to what training can do for the individual. Thus no amount of it can
transform a moron into an Einstein. However, the limits seem to be wide enough to
permit of the same degree of innate ability showing markedly different results in inter-
action with environments of different sorts. Although psychologists are busily at work
on the problem, they are still unable to distinguish between innate and acquired ability
and until they can do this no conclusions as to the inheritance of psychological qualities
can be really valid.’ R. Linton, ‘Some Functional, Social, and Biological Aspects of
Offenses and Offenders,” Federal Probation, Vol. V, No. 2, p. 19.
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Background of Inquiry

Both heredity and environment are always involved in the process
of establishing the complex traits analyzed in this resecarch. We
believe, however, that at least as a basis for fruitful hypotheses con-
cerning the relationship to delinquency of biologically grounded
traits, it was possible in Physique and Delinquency to distinguish
from among traits shown to be associated with delinquency those
which probably have an essentially constitutional orientation as de-
fined above.

Physique and Delinquency yielded important clues regarding the
relationship of the traits to the physique types and the role of these
traits in creating a varied delinquency potential among boys of differ-
ent body builds. However, there remains the other aspect of the prob-
lem to which the present volume is devoted: namely, the extent of
participation of factors of family environment in developing not only
the traits already established in Physique and Delinquency as varying
among body types and therefore probably oriented in constitution,
but also the traits not found to differ in incidence among the body
types. There remains also an exploration of the combined influence
of social factors and traits on delinquency.

13
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II
SCOPE OF INQUIRY

INTRODUCTION

IT is well to re-emphasize that the current study of family environ-
ment and delinquency was initially designed as part of a two-pronged
work, of which Physique and Delinquency was the first. There we were
concerned with ascertaining: (¢) which among 67 traits could be
regarded as essentially ‘constitutional’ by reason of statistically sig-
nificant variation in their incidence among nondelinquent boys of
the four dominant body types—mesomorphic, endomorphic, ecto-
morphic and balanced; and (b) the differences in the delinquency
potential of the four physique types.*

) 1 The traits referred to are those which might be expected, in common experience,
to facilitate or hamper the kinds of behavior subsumed under the legal term, delin-
quency. Of course, not all boys with a high delinquency potential in this sense ever
become delinquent. To change a potentiality into an actuality, the influence of various
other forces, usually sociocultural factors, must come into play. For example, meso-
morphs comprise 60-19% of our delinquent sample. Examining the traits of the meso-
morphic nondelinquents, it becomes evident that mesomorphs are more vigorous
than the other body types. They are also less sensitive and have a lesser tendency to
phantasy than boys of one or another of the remaining body types. In addition, they
are less unstable emotionally, less burdened by emotional conflicts, less inhibited in
motor responses to stimuli. They are relatively free, as a group, of such inhibitions to
antisocial adventures as feelings of inadequacy or marked submissiveness to authority.
Such traits are not in themselves necessarily criminogenic; but, unless they are
channeled toward socially acceptable goals, they are just the kind of traits that might
furnish the strength, daring, enterprise and dynamic tendency to unrestrained action
that spell out a high delinquency potential, and such traits are in fact frequently found
among delinquents. Apart from this, some of the traits found to have a special impact
on the delinquency of mesomorphs are not usually typical of that physique; they are
alien to the constitutional host. But they also contribute, through the internal dis-
harmony they create, to selecting, from among all mesomorphs, those who do in fact
become delinquent.
Ectomorphs, by contrast, comprise only 14-4% of our randomly selected sample
f true delinquents. Ectomorphs are distinguished by the predominance of fragility
and linearity and, relative to mass, by the largest brain and central nervous system
and sensory exposure. Such a comparatively fragile morphologic type would not
be likely to have many of the traits generally associated with the robust, energetic
mesomorphic type; and this was indeed found to be true when the traits were related to
each of the four physique types. Ectomorphs are less sturdy physically, more sensitive,
more unstable emotionally. In general, they give the impression of a less smooth
functioning and less well-integrated organism, finding its major outlets to frustration
not in action but in internal emotional strain with resultant neurotic symptoms. Thus,
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Scope of Inquiry

It will be recalled that the study of the origin of traits was limited
in Physique and Delinquency to constitutional (i.e., essentially genetic)
influences in trait formation. Having already isolated 23 of the 67
traits as primarily constitutional in emphasis, our next step is to
examine more closely those traits not found to vary among the body
types and therefore not yet deemed to be fundamentally constitu-
tional. The aim is to ascertain, within the limitations of our data,
whether such traits are conditioned by family environment; or, if not
related to any of the social factors encompassed in this study, whether
they may be considered essentially ‘inherent.’ Finally, we propose to
inquire into how traits and environmental factors in combination
contribute to delinquency.

It was originally intended to encompass the entire analysis—
constitutional and environmental aspects—within one volume. But
this proved too massive and complex a task. This comprehensive
inquiry was initially projected in 1949 just prior to the actual pub-
lication of Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency, the basic data of which
continue to provide invaluable source materials not only for the
present study but for several others. The first part of the projected
over-all work, emphasizing the role of constitution in trait formation
and criminogenesis, was, as already indicated, published in 1956,
under the title Physique and Delinquency. Meanwhile, the tabulation
of data for the second part of the inquiry, dealing with sociocultural
influences, had been proceeding.

DATA OF THE RESEARCH

The present study deals with certain physiologic, neurologic, psycho-
logic and psychiatric traits, and with certain environmental factors.
Appendix Exhibit B-2 presents a list of 66 of the original 67 traits
with the percentage incidence among delinquents and nondelinquents
of the particular subcategory (or combination of subcategories)
~

they have a far lower delinquency potential than mesomorphs. Why, then, are some \
ectomorphs delinquent when their potential for acting out aggressive behavior is so \
much lower than in the typical mesomorph? The reason is the over-reaction of |
ectomorphs to the pressures and tensions of family life which tend to transform a low
delinquency potential into a delinquency actuality in a small proportion of instances.
But the percentage of ectomorphs who in fact become delinquent remains low because
of the unfitness of their traits to energetic, daring adventuresomeness, Those who do
become delinquent are more likely to do so than mesomorphs if they are the sons of
emotionally disturbed fathers, of working mothers, of mothers who give them little
affection and supervision, or if they come from families not united in deed and spirit,
or from broken homes.

1 New York, Harper & Brothers.
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Introduction

used in Physique and Delinquency.* The traits are assigned the same
identifying numbers as were given them in Physique and Delinquency
and the numbers are consistently retained throughout this volume
to facilitate cross-reference not only to Physique and Delinquency but
to the textual discussions and Appendices of the present work.

Appendix Exhibit C-2 lists the 44 environmental factors encom-
passed in the present study (42 of which had been included in
Physique and Delinquency),® the subcategories or combination of
subcategories used, and the percentage incidence (for both delinquents
and nondelinquents) of the respective subcategory (or combination
of subcategories). The social factors, although assigned numbers in
Physique and Delinquency, are now identified by letters which are
retained throughout the text and Appendices.

In determining which of the numerous factors of family environ-
ment initially included in Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency should be
used in Physique and Delinquency and in the present study, we decided
to eliminate any concerning the grandparents of the boys, on the
assumption that they are too remote from the personality and charac-
ter traits of our subjects.

In order that the reader may more readily comprehend the scope of
the present work, we have included in Appendix Exhibit B-1 the
definitions of the 66 traits and in Appendix Exhibit C-1 the definitions
of the 44 social factors.

OBJECTIVES OF THE ANALYSIS

The major questions we pose in this inquiry are: (@) Which traits are
largely environmentally conditioned and by what social factors? (b)
How do factors (reflecting family environment) and traits, in combin-
ation, bear on delinquency? As a preliminary to answering these
questions it was necessary to relate each of the 66 traits to each of the
44 social factors. This resulted in a grand total of 2,904 correlation
tables for the sample of 500 delinquents, and a like number for
their matched nondelinquents. This proved a formidable task. It was
followed by applying the same test for statistical significance used in
the analysis of the data of Physique and Delinquency, to which
reference is made below. After placing all reasonable safeguards
(statistical and otherwise) around the materials, we can only suggest
that the qualified and careful reader add his own interpretations of

1 Susceptibility to Contagion has been omitted in this volume because the data were
not in proper form for machine processing.

* The two additional factors are (O) Usual Work Habits of Father and (FF) Age of
Boy at First Breach in Family Life.
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Scope of Inquiry
the data to ours. If he does not always agree with us, he has available

in the Appendices the necessary materials on the basis of which to
arrive at judgments of his own.

TEST FOR SIGNIFICANCE

A word is necessary in regard to the test of statistical significance
used in this inquiry, and previously applied in Physique and Delin-
quency. An explanation of the method was prepared by Professor
Jane Worcester of the Harvard School of Public Health (whom we
consult from time to time on statistical problems) and comprises
Appendix A of Physique and Delinquency.! Dr. Worcester included
a table comparing significances as determined by x* (Chi-square)
based on three ‘degrees’ of freedom with those (the least in each set of
six comparisons) determined by the less familiar method of ‘multiple
comparisons’: 3

The table shows, not unexpectedly, the close relationship between the
two methods. If P = <-10 had been used as the dividing line, x* would
have picked out 27 traits as showing significant variability over the
physique types, whereas the method of multiple comparisons picks out 25.
However, 24 traits are common to both groups. The advantage of the
method of multiple comparisons is that it has allowed more definite
statements as to how the physique types differ from one another.

The method of multiple comparisons, developed by Professor
John W. Tukey of Princeton University and recommended for our
use by Professor Frederick Mosteller of Harvard University, makes
possible specific conclusions from the data, assuming of course a
careful gathering and verification of the raw materials. In this con-
nection, it is well to illustrate the care with which the social histories
of the 500 delinquents and 500 matched nondelinquents of Unraveling
Juvenile Delinquency had been gathered and which in turn provided
us with the social data from which the materials for Physique and
Delinquency and the present study have been derived. Space limi-
tations made it impossible to include the ‘Case of Henry W’ in
Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency, but we are incorporating it as
Appendix A of the present work to show the steps taken to gather,
collate and verify the social histories of the thousand boys involved.

t Physique and Delinquency, Appendix A, ‘Explanation of Statistical Method,’ by
Professor Jane Worcester, Harvard School of Public Health, pp. 276 et seq., with
special reference to p. 281.

# Physique and Delinquency, Appendix A, p. 283.
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GENERAL ORGANIZATION OF THE PRESENT VOLUME

In the first three of five chapters to follow which deal with the origin
of traits (Chapters III, 1V and V), attention is focused on those traits
(43 in all) which had not been found, in Physique and Delinquency,
to vary significantly in incidence among the body types and which
may therefore possibly be closer to the environmental than to the
biologic end of the posited biosocial continuum. In Chapters VI
and VII the focus is on the 23 traits which had been found, in
Physique and Delinquency, to vary in incidence among the four body
types, and therefore had been established as closer to the biologicthan
to the sociocultural zone of the biosocial spectrum. The question at
issue is whether some of these latter may, on more intensive examina-
tion, be found to be the product of a relatively equal admixture of
biologic and environmental influences.

To avoid repetition of qualifying phrases, we refer to traits as
constitutional if they are identified as closer to the genetic than to the
sociocultural end of the postulated biosocial continuum. Those which

are more largely the product of environmental stimuli are referred to -

as ‘conditioned’ or ‘environmental’ or ‘social’ or ‘sociocultural.’ It is,
of course, obvious that both genetic and external influences are
involved in the formation of traits; the question is one of emphasis
and of degree of association.

Only when the origin of the traits (within the scope of our data) has
been determined is it possible to examine the major subject of our
interest—how a child’s family environment and his traits operate
jointly or individually in contributing to his delinquency. Thereafter
we can begin to consider the implications of the findings for the pre-
vention and management of juvenile delinquency.

As in Physique and Delinquency, so in this volume, determination
of the orientation of traits is derived from an inspection of the 500
nondelinquents who were the subjects of Unraveling Juvenile Delin-
quency; for it is necessary in the disentangling of factor-trait relation-
ships to avoid the involvement of the presence of antisocial behavior
with all its complexities.

ASSOCIATION BETWEEN FACTORS AND TRAI'fS

It will help to clarify our subsequent analyses concerning the origin

of traits if we bear in mind the various types of relationships which

are possible between social or cultural factors and physiologic or

psychologic traits; for the discovery of statistically significant

associations between factors and traits does not throw light on the
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Scope of Inquiry

nature of the relationships. Whether the linkage is directly sequential,
or indirectly so via another trait or factor, or whether the linked
trait-factor is in turn the product of a prior factor-trait combina-
tion, is often very difficult to say. All we can be reasonably sure
of is that the relationship has occurred at an acceptable level of
statistical reliability (i.e., its occurrence by chance is extremely un-
likely); and, not infrequently, that the linkage in question is one
noted in clinical investigation, or one which common experience
shows to exist. Proceeding upon these assumptions, we make analyses
which we believe to be reasonable.

One possible explanation of an association between factor and
trait is that it reflects the more or less direct influence of the factor
upon the trait; or, to put it differently, it is probable that such a trait
would not exist (or would exist in a different form or degree of in-
tensity) in the absence of the factor found associated with it. We refer
to such a factor-trait association as reflecting a contribution of the
factor to the development of the trait.

A second possible explanation of an association between factor
and trait is a reversal of the above sequence; that is, the pre-existent
trait in a boy serves as a stimulus to a more or less specific response of
the human (father, mother, siblings) environment.! Here the social
(environmental) factor is not necessary to the existence of the trait
but is nevertheless associated with it because of the frequency with
which the trait attracts the factor. We refer to such an association as
‘reactive’ (i.e., reflecting a reaction of the environment to a boy
having the trait).

A third possible explanation of a significant association between
factor and trait is that the two are dynamically reciprocal in their
influence: given the trait, the factor is likely to follow; and given the
factor, as a response to the trait, the trait is likely to be enhanced,
crystallized, or deepened.

As to the relationship between factors, traits and delinquency (to be
discussed in Chapters IX-XIII) still another dynamism may be in-
volved: each element, standing alone, may not be sufficiently weighty
to be reflected as an influence in the etiologic complex; but together
they may be, either because the impact of the two (or more) com-
bined is sufficient to make a telling difference in stimulating anti-
social behavior; or because the influence of one, say the trait, does

1 Compare the following: ‘It is not the stimulus that is the crucial determinant in
behavior that expresses personality; it is the trait itself that is decisive. Once formed, a
trait seems to have the capacity of directing responses to stimuli into characteristic
channels. This emphasis upon the dynamic response is variously recognized by many
writers.” G. W. Allport, ‘The Personality Trait,” Psychological Theory, M. H. Marx
(ed.), New York, The Macmillan Co., 1952, pp. 503-7.
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Introduction

not become criminogenic except in the presence of the other, the fac-
tor, as a sort of catalytic agent. Similarly, it is conceivable that the
presence of a criminogenic trait can be counteracted by an anti-
catalytic factor. In other words, an antisocial reaction can be either
accelerated or retarded through the simultaneous presence of certain
traits and factors.

All this is intended to remind the reader that association is not
necessarily causation, and that much creative thought must follow
the discovery of a statistically significant relationship between trait
and factor. Readers with special professional competence in various
relevant fields may not always agree with our interpretation of the
meaning of one or another of the statistical patterns which are about
to be analyzed. Our aim is not only to answer but also to raise signi-
ficant questions; we do not hesitate to ‘go out on a limb’ when it
seems, on the basis of a ‘feel’ for and much reflection upon the raw
materials, that the limb will probably bear the weight of our reason-
ing.
Although the 44 sociocultural factors of family environment
included in the present analysis obviously serve only as an index of
many environmental circumstances, the absence of any significant
association between factor and trait or even the presence of one
association (since the probabilities are considerable that such an
association could have occurred by chance) should lend support to
our conclusion that such traits are essentially genetic in origin. On
the other hand, instances in which at least two or more of the factors
appear associated with traits found in Physique and Delinquency to
be constitutionally oriented should lend weight to the inference that
there are strong influences of both Nature and Nurture involved
in the formation of a trait. No trait can be said to be absolutely
‘pure’ in the sense of being exclusively genetic without any environ-
mental influence, intra- or extra-uterine. It is plasticity at birth and
during the early formative years that makes possible the development
of human personality under the impact of sociocultural influences.
But traits apparently vary in degree of plasticity; and the question
before us therefore is not which traits are exclusively genetic and
which exclusively conditioned by environment, but, rather, which are
more probably referable to the biologic end of a hypothetical bio-
social continuum and which to the environmental.

We are of course aware that the analyses that follow deal with
individual traits and individual factors. This particularistic approach
has the major disadvantage of dissection of patterns or Gestalten
instead of their treatment as dynamic wholes. But just as in the study
of anatomy dissection is a first and indispensable step, so is it in the
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analysis of a social discase, namely Juvenile Delinquency. Before we
can (in a planned later monograph) arrive at Gestalten, we must first

try to pinpoint the nexus of influence as reflected in individual factor-
trait foci.

F.E.D.—C 21
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II1

TRAITS WHICH DO NOT VARY AMONG
BODY TYPES: RELATED TO LESS THAN
TWO SOCIAL FACTORS

INTRODUCTION

WE turn in this and the succeeding two chapters to the influence of
certain aspects of the family environment on the development of
those traits (43 in all) that were not found in Physique and Delinquency
to vary in incidence among the body types and are therefore not as
yet presumed to have a largely constitutional orientation. In Chapters
VI and VII we shall consider further the 23 traits already found in the
previous work to vary in incidence among the four body types and
therefore presumed to be closer to the constitutional than to the
sociocultural end of the postulated biosocial continuum.

The 43 physiologic and psychologic traits, the latter derived largely
from the Rorschach and psychiatric studies carried on in connection
with the gathering of data for the basic work, Unraveling Juvenile
Delinquency, from which Physique and Delinquency and the present
volume originate, are the following:

Developmental Health History
1. Poor Health in Infancy
3. Extreme Restlessness in Early Childhood
4. Enuresis in Early Childhood

Neurologic Findings
5. Irregular Reflexes
7. Dermographia

Some Aspects of Intelligence

11. Low Verbal Intelligence

12. High Performance Intelligence

13. Originality

14. Banality

15. Marked Power of Observation
25
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Origin of Traits

16. Intuition

18. Common Sense _

19. Unmethodical Approach to Problems

20. Potential Capacity for Objective Interests

Basic Attitudes to Authority and Society
22. Defiance
24. Ambivalence to Authority

Feelings of Resentment, Anxiety, Inferiority and Frustration
25. Enhanced Feeling of Insecurity

26. Marked Feeling of Not Being Wanted or Loved

27. Feeling of Not Being Taken Care Of

28. Marked Feeling of Not Being Taken Seriously

29. Feeling of Helplessness

30. Feeling of Not Being Appreciated

32. Feeling of Resentment

Feelings of Kindliness and Hostility

33. Poor Surface Contact with Others
34. Hostility

35. Marked Suspiciousness

37. Feeling of Isolation

38. Defensive Attitude

Dependence and Independence
40. Feeling of Being Able to Manage Own Life

Goals of Strivings
41. Narcissistic Trends
42. Receptive Trends

Some General Qualities of Personality

45. Emotional Lability

46. Lack of Self-Control

48. Compulsory Trends

49. Preponderance of Extroversive Trends
50. Preponderance of Introversive Trends

Deep-Rooted Emotional Dynamics
52. Suggestibility

54. Stubbornness

55. Adventurousness

Personality Orientation
62. Lack of Self-Criticism
63. Conscientiousness
26
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Traits Which Do Not Vary among Body Types

Some Aspects of Mental Pathology
66. Neuroticism
67. Psychopathy

For definitions the reader is referred to Appendix Exhibit B-1
where the traits are presented by the same numbers assigned them
in the above listing; and for the incidence of the traits among the
delinquents and nondelinquents of Unraveling (and to which frequent
reference is made in the text of the present work), the reader is
referred to Appendix Exhibit B-2 (also by trait numbers).

A word of explanation is necessary concerning the method of
analysis of the findings that follow in this and in the succeeding four
chapters. It will be recalled from Chapter II that in order to determine
the extent and the manner in which social factors (mainly pertaining
to the family environment) contribute to the formation of a trait, it
was necessary to correlate the trait with each one of 44 social factors
encompassed in the inquiry. (These factors are listed and defined in
Appendix Exhibit C-1.)

The statistically meaningful results of these correlations are
presented trait by trait in Appendix D (also arranged in chronological
order by trait number). An explanation has been given in Chapter
II of the statistical method of multiple comparisons which has been
applied to determine the significance of the variation in the incidence
of the same trait among boys of differing social background. As an
illustration (see Appendix Table D-43), the incidence of masochistic
trends is found to differ significantly in boys from crowded homes as
compared to those from uncrowded homes; in boys from families
lacking ambition as compared to those reared in families who showed
some evidences of wanting to improve their status; in homes in
which there were meager recreational facilities as compared to
those in which some opportunities for home play were provided;
and so on.

Examination of the findings concerning one other trait might be
helpful before proceeding with the analysis in this and succeeding
chapters. See, for example, Appendix Table D-37, where the results
are presented of the significant relationships found between the feeling
of isolation and six (out of the 44) social factors.

With these preliminaries, the reader should be able to follow the
analyses in the succeeding pages. Although not necessarily always
agreeing with them, he will at least know by what method we have
arrived at our judgments.
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Origin of Traits
TRAITS NOT ASSOCIATED WITH ANY SOCIAL FACTORS

In Physique and Delinquency we suggested that there may well be,
among the traits not found to be associated with any physique types,
some that are constitutional in their orientation. However, since
they were not found to vary significantly in incidence among the
four body types, we could not, by that particular test of genetic
involvement, determine whether they are closer to the constitutional
than to the sociocultural zone of the biosocial continuum.

Now, however, we think it may be suggested that the traits not
shown in Physique and Delinquency to vary in incidence among the
body types, and also not found in the current inquiry to be related
to any of the 44 social factors (or related to only one) may (like eye
color, which is not linked to physique type) nevertheless still be
largely of genetic determination. Only further and more intensive
research on other samples of cases would determine the correctness
of this assumption.

There are five such traits (among the 43 now under consideration)
to which not even one of the 44 social factors embraced in this study
is found to be significantly related.

5. Irregular Reflexes
16. Intuition
33. Poor Surface Contact with Others
45. Emotional Lability
46. Lack of Self-Control

It must be borne in mind that although the factors included in
this inquiry are indices of many important environmental influences,
they are not exhaustive; no sample of factors can be.

TRAITS TO WHICH ONE SOCIAL FACTOR IS RELATED

We come now to a group of traits, also not shown in Physique and
Delinquency to vary in incidence among the body types and there-
fore not deemed, by that criterion, to be constitutionally oriented,
which are now found to be significantly associated with only one of
the 44 social factors.

1. Poor Health in Infancy
4. Enuresis in Early Childhood
19. Unmethodical Approach to Problems
20. Potential Capacity for Objective Interests
22. Defiance
' 28
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24. Ambivalence to Authority
55. Adventurousness
67. Psychopathy

Whether or not the single association has occurred by chance
it is impossible to say with assurance; however, it seems reasonable to
suggest that if the trait were essentially the product of environmental
conditioning, a statistically significant association would probably
exist with more than a single social factor. Hence, although it appears
reasonable to assume that such traits are closer to the biologic than
to the sociocultural pole of the biosocial continuum, we are not
completely secure in this conclusion and await further evidence.
There may well be traits in which the relationship between factor and
trait suggests an association not due to chance (unmethodical approach
to problems, for example). The reader must judge for himself.

Poor health in infancy (Appendix Table D-1) refers to frequent and
severe illnesses and low resistance to infection. Information on
health was derived from the mothers, from hospital and social
agency records, and from family doctors. Although less than 109%,
of the nondelinquents were in poor health as infants, a significantly
higher proportion of them had fathers who themselves suffered
from serious physical ailments. It is, however, not clear whether
this relationship reflects a genetic or an environmental influence
on a child’s poor health in infancy.

Enuresis (Appendix Table D-4) refers to bedwetting beyond the
years of its normal expectancy. A relationship is found between
enuresis and the attitude of brothers and sisters to the child, for there
is an excessive proportion of enuretics among youngsters who are
not well accepted by their brothers and sisters in contrast to those
who are well accepted. Whether this contributes to a child’s enuresis
or the unfriendly attitude of his brothers and sisters results because
they find it difficult to tolerate the persistently enuretic sibling is an
open question. At all events, the single relationship between trait
and factor may well have occurred by chance. More important is the
finding that no one of the other 43 social factors shows any statisti-
cally significant relationship to enuresis.

Unmethodical approach to problems (Appendix Table D-19) per-
tains to the way in which an intellectual problem or some task is
typically attacked and how the individual attempts to master it. The
presence of an association between this trait in a child and his rearing
in a home that is generally unclean and disorderly shows that poor
houschold management by parents may well contribute to the
development in a child of a habit of planlessness in approaching
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problems. Here is an instance in which the single relationship may be
meaningful. Intensive clinical observation might clarify this.

Potential capacity for objective interests (i.e., interests for their
own sake as opposed to interests merely or predominantly for the
sake of gaining prestige, earning money, having success, gaining
attention, affection, protection, and the like) is still another trait
found to be significantly related to only a single social factor
(Appendix Table D-20). It appears to be more prevalent among boys
brought up in homes in which the parents make some constructive
provision for their child’s use of leisure at home, since more youngsters
so reared than those otherwise brought up are found to possess the
competence under discussion. It is not unreasonable to assume that
a boy’s potential capacity for objective interests may be stimulated
by constructive outlets for the use of his leisure, since this makes it
less necessary for him to seek selfishly motivated interests.

Defiance (Appendix Table D-22), unlike social assertiveness, which
is a rather superficial quality, pertains to aggressive self-assertion,
born out of deep insecurity or weakness and therefore often in-
discriminate in its aims and means and usually directed against
somebody or some thing rather than toward a positive goal. The
environmental factor of parental indifference to a son’s interests, as
reflected in their attitude toward entertaining the boy’s playmates in
the home, would appear to contribute to the development of this
trait; for a significantly higher proportion of defiant youngsters are
found among the group whose parents were indifferent to their son’s
friends than among those whose parents were actively friendly.

But while it is reasonable to assume that lack of parental concern
for the son’s interests has some bearing on the development of an
attitude of defiance, it may at present be suggested that this trait is
probably closer to the constitutional than to the sociocultural end
of the somatosocial continuum, since only this single factor is related
to defiance, and its chance association can not be ruled out.

Ambivalence to authority (Appendix Table D-24) is the result of
contradictory or conflicting feclings, such as coexistence of defiant
and submissive strivings or of assertive and dependent attitudes, all
of which are basic attitudes toward authority and society.

Here, too, only one social factor has been found to be associated
with a trait; but before discussing ambivalence, it should be borne in
mind that a related trait, defiance, although also not found to vary
among the body types, is nevertheless perhaps closer to the con-
stitutional segment of the biosocial spectrum than to the socio-
cultural, and that two other related traits, submissiveness and social
assertiveness, were classified in Physique and Delinquency as having
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Traits Which Do Not Vary among Body Types

essentially a constitutional orientation, an inference based on the
finding that they vary significantly in incidence among the body types.

All this is relevant to an assessment of the trait of ambivalence.
For in view of the findings regarding defiance, social assertiveness and
submissiveness, it seems justifiable to suggest that ambivalence to
authority, a trait involving an inconsistency of attitude and impulse
as between these various psychologic tendencies, may in fact also
be closer to the constitutional than to the sociocultural zone of the
biosocial continuum.

This conclusion is reinforced by the present finding that only one
of the numerous social factors included in this study, affection of
mother for boy, is related to ambivalence to authority. Whether one
may reason that deprivation of mother love largely contributes to a
boy’s ambivalence, or that an inherent tendency to ambivalence
arouses a feeling of maternal indifference or even hostility toward a
child, depends of course on whether one accepts as conclusive the
inference so far made that the traits expressive of basic attitudes to
authority and society are essentially of constitutional orientation.

Adventurousness (Appendix Table D-55), which has to do with an
&xeeptional need for change, excitement and risk, would appear from
our findings to be in some measure spurred by rearing in a home
atmosphere reflecting a lack of parental aspirations; for a greater
proportion of adventurous boys are found in homes in which the
parents were devoid of ambition to improve the family status (through
higher education for the children, sincere intent to move to a better
neighborhood, provision of a more adequate home, plans to improve
the family economic status, and such) than in households in which
the parents showed some (even if not necessarily marked) desire for
progress. '

Be this as it may, the single existing relationship to an environ-
mental factor would seem to justify the tentative placement of this
trait, like the previous ones, among those that are probably more
inherent than acquired.

Turning now to psychopathy (Appendix Table D-67), the final trait
in the group of those found to be significantly related to only one of
the 44 social factors, this is not a uniform and definite concept. As
employed in Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency, psychopathy refers
(following Bleuler and others) to all marked mental and emotional
deviations that do not clearly belong in any other diagnostic group.
‘Often a difference in degree of a disorder rather than of kind places
a person in this category. This may be illustrated by saying that the
psychopath s less ill than the psychotic and more ill than the neurotic.
He is distinguished from the neurotic also by the fact that he is much
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more often openly destructive and antisocial or asocial. He is also
usually less amenable than the neurotic to therapeutic or educative
efforts. The most important trait of the psychopath is the fleeting,
non-integrative, superficial quality of his personal relations.’ *

It would appear that psychopathy is closer to the biologic than to
the social end of the biosocial continuum; for it occurs despite the
less traumatic aspect of exposure to a first break in the family life
when the child is ten years of age or over rather than when he is
under five (the most impressionable and pliable years for the form-
ation of personality and character).

SUMMARY

We have thus far isolated 13 of the 43 traits which had not been
found (in Physique and Delinquency) to vary in incidence among the
body types of nondelinquents and about which it is now evident
that correlation with each of the 44 social factors reveals either no
statistically valid association, or, at most, not more than a single
linkage (which may well have occurred by chance). Thus we venture
the opinion that, despite their failure to meet the test of variation in
incidence among physique types, these traits are, with two possible
exceptions, more reasonably referable to the biologic than to the
sociocultural zone of the biosocial continuum,

1. Poor Health in Infancy
4. Enuresis in Early Childhood
5. Irregular Reflexes
16. Intuition
19. Unmethodical Approach to Problems
20. Potential Capacity for Objective Interests
22. Defiance
24. Ambivalence to Authority
33. Poor Surface Contact with Others
45. Emotional Lability
46. Lack of Self-Control
55. Adventurousness
67. Psychopathy

As regards two of the traits—enuresis and ambivalence to authority
—it is uncertain whether the relationship between trait and factor
reflects a contributory influence of the factor to the trait formation
or a reaction of the environment to a child characterized by the trait.

1 Dr. Ernest G. Schachtel, in Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency, New York, The Com-
monwealth Fund, 1950, p. 240.
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Our conclusion about the essentially biologic orientation of the
traits discussed in this chapter can not, of course, be absolutely
definite. Nor does it involve a denial of some tangible sociocultural
influences; but the issue is whether constitution or conditioning pre-
dominates. The most that can be ventured in the light of the evidence
inthe present inquiry is that such traits are closer to the innate than
to the environmental zone of the biosocial continuum.
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IV

TRAITS WHICH DO NOT VARY AMONG
BODY TYPES: RELATED TO TWO OR
MORE SOCIAL FACTORS

N

\

INTRODUCTION

IN this and the following chapter, we consider 30 traits which had
not been shown in Physique and Delinquency to vary in frequency
among the body types and are in the present analysis seen to be
associated with two or more of the 44 social factors. This relationship
is not always of a kind to suggest that the social factors have neces-
sarily contributed to the development of a trait; in some instances, the
relationship more reasonably suggests a reaction of the human
environment to the person already possessing the trait, and in some
it would appear that trait and factor are involved in a reciprocal
dynamic interplay.

The relationships that reflect a social conditioning of the traits
will emerge in the analysis, at the completion of which we shall be
able to group: (a) the traits that are conditioned by social factors in a
way suggesting that such influences do indeed contribute to their
development; and (b) the traits which appear to be closer to the
constitutional than to the social pole of the biosocial continuum,
either because only one contributory relationship of factor to trait
has emerged or because the existing relationships between factor and
trait suggest the primacy of hereditary influences.

It should be recalled that the analysis of the relationships between
traits and social factors is at this stage being made regardless of
whether and how these characteristics may be involved in delin-
quency. Our interest at this point is to derive clues as to the major
orientation of the traits, the better to understand their roles in delin-
quency. Beyond this stage we shall turn our attention to the involve-
ment of traits and factors in the correction and prevention of
delinquency.

19; 68 and E. T. Glueck, Physique and Delinquency, New York, Harper & Brothers,
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The traits (involving some aspects of child health and develop-
ment, some features of intelligence, and some characteristics that
reflect feelings of resentment, anxiety, inferiority and frustration)
found to be related to two or more social factors are:

3. Extreme Restlessness in Early Childhood
7. Dermographia
11. Low Verbal Intelligence
12. High Performance Intelligence
13. Originality
14. Banality
15. Marked Power of Observation
18. Common Sense
25. Enhanced Feeling of Insecurity
26. Marked Feeling of Not Being Wanted or Loved
27. Feeling of Not Being Taken Care Of
28. Marked Feeling of Not Being Taken Seriously
29. Feeling of Helplessness
30. Feeling of Not Being Appreciated
32. Feeling of Resentment
34. Hostility
35. Marked Suspiciousness
37. Feeling of Isolation
38. Defensive Attitude
40. Feeling of Being Able to Manage Own Life
41. Narcissistic Trends
42. Receptive Trends
48. Compulsory Trends
49. Preponderance of Extroversive Trends
50. Preponderance of Introversive Trends
52. Suggestibility
54. Stubbornness
62. Lack of Self-Criticism
63. Conscientiousness
66. Neuroticism

DEVELOPMENTAL HEALTH HISTORY

Our concern in relation to health history focuses on the characteristic,
extreme restlessness in early childhood, and on dermographia.
Extreme restlessness in early childhood (Appendix Table D-3) re-
fers to the chronic inability to ‘sit still,” always wanting to be ‘on
the go,’ as observed by parents, teachers and family physicians.
Unlike any of the traits thus far analyzed, this one is found to be
35
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related to no fewer than eight social factors. From the evidence, it
would appear that excessive restlessness is, in part at least, the result
of the home atmosphere in which a child is reared. It can be no
accident that a far higher proportion of very restless youngsters were
found in homes in which the child was witness to the parents’ overt
incompatibility than in homes in which he was reared by one parent,
usually the mother, who had long since separated from her mate,
thereby sparing the child exposure to the parents’ obvious dis-
harmony. Since it is not likely that parents are incompatible because
of their child’s restlessness, overt parental friction may indeed be
regarded as contributory to the development of extreme restlessness
in a child. :

There is evidence, also, that rearing by an emotionally disturbed
mother contributes to a child’s restlessness; for a higher proportion
of agitated youngsters were found to be the sons of such mothers
than of mothers who were not emotionally disturbed.

The remaining six factors found to be related to extreme restlessness
in early childhood, instead of indicating a contribution of the human
environment to the formation of the trait, may reflect the response of
parents and brothers and sisters to a child already emotionally rest-
less—such a factor, for example, is the parents’ provision of at least
some recreational facilities for the youngster.

As to some of these environmental influences, however, the
influence may be of factor on trait; such as, for example, the pos-
sibility that an unfavorable attitude of family members toward a
child contributes to the development of his restlessness. The same is
true of the fact that a greater proportion of fathers and/or mothers
of restless boys resorted to threats of severe chastisement or actually
used corporal punishment on them; and of the indifference or hos-
tility of siblings toward an extremely restless brother. These attitudes
and practices may be interpreted as contributory to the development
of extreme restlessness in a child rather than as a reaction of family
members to it; or it may be that what is involved is a vicious circle
of reciprocal influence.

Dermographia (Appendix Table D-7) is another aspect of a child’s
developmental health history with which we are concerned. This is a
condition indicated by reddish tracings on the skin made in response
to a light stroking with a fingernail; it would seem to reflect some
physiologic sensitivity. Relationships are found between dermo-
graphia and seven social factors, but their linkage to this physiologic
sign is not clear. For example, a disproportionately high percentage
of boys one or both of whose parents did not themselves have any
history of delinquency were found to show this evidence of skin
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sensitivity. One may speculate from this that delinquent parents are
less likely to rear children who are physiologically sensitive.! But
whether one is dealing here with a linkage that is essentially genetic
or represents largely a sociocultural connection, it is difficult to say. .

There are two additional associations that may throw light on the
question of whether dermographia is closer to the constitutional than
to the social end of the biosocial progression. One of these has to do
with self-respect of the parents. (This refers to their attitude toward
protecting the family name, as reflected in embarrassment about any
irregularity in the behavior or status of any member of the family
and to their preference for self-help as opposed to outside financial
relief or other aid.) A higher proportion of physiologically sensitive
boys were found in self-respecting families than in those lacking in
self-regard.

We seem to be dealing here, as in the case of the trait of gestheticism
(Chapter VII), with a characteristic that is somehow related to the
quality of the background of a boy; for the more ‘refined’ family
milieu contributes a higher proportion of physiologically sensitive
children. This inference is supported by two other factors significantly
associated with dermographia which also reflect the better family
background of ‘thin-skinned’ boys: such boys were more frequently
found to have parents who were warmly hospitable to entertaining
their son’s friends at home and who made at least some provision for
the boy’s ‘under-the-roof” recreational needs.

Further indices of the more wholesome family background of
boys who are perhaps more delicately organized than other boys (as
judged by dermographia) are found in the significantly high pro-
portion of such youths whose mothers never resorted to physical
punishment and who gave them proper supervision.

Nevertheless, it appears to us that since the more favorable home
conditions noted above may be themselves due to a greater physio-
logic sensitivity of the parents, dermographia may possibly have
genetic determinants.

SOME ASPECTS OF INTELLIGENCE

We turn now to several intellectual traits, beginning with verbal
intelligence and then performance intelligence, originality, banality,
power of observation and common sense.

1 Lombroso’s claim that the ‘born criminal’ is characterized by excessive tatooing
has frequently been misinterpreted as ‘inheritance’ although it is clearly a cultural
practice. Lombroso really referred to this practice as indicating a physiologic sensi-

tivity, which might very well be a genetic characteristic. He also spoke of the absence
of remorse, i.e., moral insensitivity, among his group of born criminals.

F.ED.—D
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Verbal intelligence (Appendix Table D-11) consists essentially of
the capacity to do intellectual tasks requiring the use of abstract
reasoning and memory, in which the approach to meaning tends to
be through intermediate symbols rather than through concrete
physical things. There is some suggestion in the findings that a
psychologically and physically uncomfortable home atmosphere
interferes with the capacity for intellectual tasks requiring the use of
abstract reasoning and memory.!

Boys reared in homes in which the parents were overtly unhappy
in their relationship to one another and constantly on the verge of an
open breach are more likely to manifest low verbal intelligence
(I.Q. below 80) than are youngsters whose parents separated when
they were little (not older than three years), the children remaining
with one parent, usually the mother. Here is some evidence that
intelligence tests are not independent of cultural opportunities. In
further support of the finding that lack of harmony under the home
roof contributes in some way to low verbal intelligence is the higher
proportion of such boys who were treated with indifference by their
brothers and sisters. And one more piece of evidence of the possible
role of the home atmosphere in conditioning verbal ability rests in
the higher proportion of boys reared in overcrowded homes who
were found to have verbal intelligence of less than 80. This latter
finding suggests that the multiplicity of circumstances (social, psycho-
logical, economic) which result in overcrowded homes have some
bearing on impeding the capacity to carry out intellectual tasks that
call for the use of abstract reasoning and memory, in which the
approach to meaning tends to be via a structure of intervening
symbols rather than through tangible things.

While not denying the probably dominant role of natural endow-
ment in determining the scope and nature of intelligence,? and bear-
ing in mind that in the pilot research (Unraveling Juvenile Delin-
quency) the delinquents and nondelinquents had been essentially
matched in respect to general or global intelligence, the foregoing

1 Attention is called to the fact that in the original study from which the materials
are derived (Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency) ‘global intelligence’ (I.Q. according to
standard intelligence tests) was controlled, the 500 delinquents and the matched 500
nondelinquents having essentially similar intelligence distributions. This fact renders
more meaningful the differences in the constituents of intelligence which emerge from
comparison of the two groups.

2 In Physique and Deling y (pp. 63—4) it was found that while low verbal
intelligence did vary significantly among the body types of the delinquents (despite the
matching of delinquents with nondelinquents in global intelligence) there was no
significant variation among the nondelinquents. This led us to say that ‘it cannot be
concluded that verbal intelligence is of constitutional orientation, although other
evidence may establish it to be hereditary.’
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Traits Which Do Not Vary among Body Types

evidence impels to the view that, within certain margins, the expres-
sion of verbal intelligence is affected by environmental opportunity
or handicap. It must be concluded that parental incompatibility,
unsympathetic attitudes on the part of siblings and crowding in the
home are influences contributory to low verbal ability.

Performance intelligence (Appendix Table D-12) relates to the
‘hand-minded’ aspects of intelligence in which the approach to
meaning tends to be by way of direct physical relationships, with a
minimum of dependence on intermediary symbols and abstractions.
How is this trait affected by the environmental factors in this study?

There is evidence in the findings that a permissive home atmosphere
(as reflected in lax discipline by the mother in contrast to erratic
discipline) somehow contributes to the performance ability of a
youngster. Perhaps he has more freedom to develop manipulative
skills in a home climate free of restriction. This is, however, but the
barest of clues and needs intensive exploration through clinical
analysis of other samples of cases.

There are two other factors in regard to which a significant
relationship to performance ability occurs: cleanliness and neatness
of the home and rearing in a household in which the routines of
daily living are systematized (specific mealtimes, study hours, play-
time, bedtime, and the like). A higher proportion of boys of good
performance ability (I.Q. over 100) were brought up in such homes
than were reared in households where there was sporadic or constant
disorder and uncleanliness.

We consider, next, the psychologic trait of originality (Appendix
Table D-13), which is reflected in an unconventional way of per-
ception, experience or thought. It is important to note that originality
can be either rewarding or destructive. In its positive aspects, this
trait is a genuine, often productive expression of the personality; in
its negative form, it may lead to estrangement from the community,
to a ‘lack of common sense,’ to ‘queerness’ and the like.

Four of the 44 sociocultural factors bear a significant relationship
to the trait of originality. First, it would appear that a higher propor-
tion of boys characterized by this trait had mothers who were erratic
workers (going from job to job, largely to escape their home respon-
sibilities), rather than mothers who were full-time homemakers.
Also, the failure of a mother to give competent supervision to a
youngster, leaving him mainly to his own devices or in the hands of
an irresponsible person, appears to contribute to the formation of an
unconventional way of perception, experience or thought involved in
the trait of originality. This is supported by the finding that the un-
concern of parents for their son (as reflected in inhospitality to his
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playmates and lack of provision for his use of leisure in the home)
is also associated with the development of originality, which, as has
been pointed out, may lead to a lack of common sense, to queerness
and the like. In other words, ‘originality,’ at least in its more un-
desirable aspects, is seemingly fostered by absence of a warm and
understanding relationship between mother and child, leaving the
son without adequate moorings in the family and without guidance
from his parents; his unconventional perceptive inclinations may thus
develop as a reactive defensive expression of his ego.

Banality (Appendix Table D-14) is defined as the complete or
comparative inability to think in other than the most commonplace
terms and concepts. A linkage is found between this trait and rear-
ing in a home which lacks cultural refinement, or in a careless and
irresponsible household climate, reflected in a family’s inability or
unwillingness to manage its income to cover essential needs. Both of
these home influences apparently derive from a mediocrity of family
life which appears to have something to do with stunting a boy’s
capacity to think in other than the most unimaginative and humdrum
terms.

Whether two additional associations with banality—use of physical
punishment by the father and threatening or scolding by the mother
—result from a boy’s banality, or, contrariwise, the trait derives from
his parents’ unsympathetic disciplinary practices, is an open question.
Despite the fact that the emphasis probably varies in different
families, the trait and the conduct of father and mother are probably
bound in a reciprocal dynamism.

Still another aspect of intelligence is marked power of observation
(Appendix Table D-15), which includes the ability both to observe
accurately and to maintain such accuracy of observation at a fairly
constant level. If there is any relationship at all between this trait and
any of the environmental circumstances involved in our series of 44
social factors, it rests in the matter of concern of parents for a child.
For in contrast to inadequately supervised youths, an excessive pro-
portion of boys with marked power of observation are found among
those whose mothers keep close watch on their leisure-time activities,
providing the son with safe and constructive outlets in clubs or
playgrounds, or, if personally unable to do so, delegating this task
to a responsible adult. This is supported by two additional findings
which also reflect parental concern and interest in a youngster, i.e.,
in the higher proportion of markedly observant boys whose parents
welcomed their playmates into the home or whose parents make
some provision for leisure-time pursuits at home.

Evidently, boys about whom parents are constructively concerned,
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over whom they watch and for whose leisure time they make whole-
some provision are more likely to develop or sharpen their powers of
observation than are children whose activities are of little concern to
parents.

Turning now to common sense (Appendix Table D-18), defined as
the capacity tovitnk afAd act in the ways of the community, it has
been found that an only child is Tess Tikely to possess this “useful
faculty. Evidently, youngsters ¢ opportunity to learn
to adapt themselves to peers within the confines of the family circle
are not so likely to Iearn how to think and act in the ways of the
community as are children who have siblings. Youngstcrs who are
closely supervised by the mother, and those wha are provided with
play facilities at home, are somewhat more likely to develop the
faculty of common_sense than are those who ar¢ deprived of this
protected, but normalizing, outlet for their energies.

FEELINGS OF RESENTMENT, ANXIETY, INFERIORITY AND
FRUSTRATION

Next we are concerned with the traits: enhanced insecurity or anxiety,
marked feeling of not being wanted or loved, feeling of not being taken
care of, marked feeling of not being taken seriously, feelings of helpless-
ness and powerlessness, of not being appreciated, of resentment. In
learning how these evidences of anxiety and frustration develop, we
may derive some hints as to how to prevent or minimize their forma-
tion.

While insecurity and anxiety are emotional involvements not only
in pathological individuals but also in so-called ‘normal’ persons, the
enhanced feeling of insecurity (Appendix Table D-25) designates a
state in which this feeling exerts a decidedly stronger influence within
the personality dynamics—either quantitatively or qualitatively—
than is usual in the average person. This feeling, however, may remain
largely unconscious.

Lack of wholesome parental interest in a child, especially on the
part of the mother, appears to contribute to the development of
excessive feelings of insecurity or anxiety. This is evidenced in the
significantly higher proportion of youngsters having this trait among
those whose mothers were lax in their discipline (allowing the children
to do as they please, even to running about the streets without any
supervision) in contrast to boys who were controlled with firmness
and kindness. The maternal influence in question is further evidenced
by the finding that an excessive proportion of insecure and anxious
boys are the sons of delinquent mothers or are among those who
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were left by the mother to their own devices without guidance, or
are found among children whose parents do not provide them with
home recreational outlets beyond an occasional book or toy.

‘The role of lack of parental interest in a child in the development
of enhanced feelings of insecurity is further evident in the excessive
proportion of markedly insecure boys among those whose parents
were not ambitious to improve the family’s socioeconomic status, or
who belonged to families in which the interpersonal ties were not
very close.

The many dangers to a child’s emotional development inherent in
his feeling of not being wanted or loved is our next concern.

A marked feeling of not being wanted or loved (Appendix Table
D-26) is the conviction, often repressed and unconscious, that one is
not accepted, not included, even rejected by others; the early child-
hood sense of lack of positive human relationships to a particular
group or persons, especially to parents and other members of the
family. It may lead, by way of compensation, to an exaggerated need
for affection, recognition or success.

This feeling is currently found associated with three of the social
factors included in this inquiry: rearing in an overcrowded home,
lack of positive acceptance by brothers and sisters, and overstrict
(contrasted with lax) discipline of the boy by his father.

This suggests a basic problem in child-rearing—the need for dis-
cipline as a method of teaching a child the rules of life and there-
by minimizing occasions for frustration, pain and disappointment,
and, simultaneously, the need to provide a climate of kindliness to
counteract the child’s conception that parental strictness is a sign of
lack of love.

Turning next to the feeling of not being taken care of (Appendix
Table D-27), the conception that there is no active interest on the
part of others (especially the parents) or help from them in situations
in which the child deems himself entitled to such interest and aid,
once crystallized, may outlast the particular situation which produced
it. Strikingly, there is a statistical relationship between this feeling
and 17 social factors—by far the greatest number of associations
revealed in our analysis and, in fact, more than with any other trait
encompassed in this inquiry.

Among the social conditions related to the feeling of not being taken
care of, and which probably contribute to the crystallization of the
trait, are: overcrowding of the home, which suggests that a child’s
occasional need for privacy is not respected; rearing in an ambition-
less atmosphere; a home in which life is haphazard and uncertain, as
reflected in a lack of planfulness in the use of the family’s income and
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the absence of established routines. Such an atmosphere must indeed
engender the feeling in a child that he is not being taken care of. Also
contributing to this sense of abandonment is the father who is an
employment liability (as reflected in his loafing, laziness, dishonesty,
waywardness, vagabondage); such a parent obviously cannot inspire
confidence and a sense of security in a child.

Low standards of conduct on the part of one or another family
member are also contributory to the development of the feeling of not
being taken care of, inadequate supervision by the mother, as well as
other evidences of parental failure to show interest and real concern
for the child—indifference or open hostility of the parents toward
entertainingthe boy’sfriends at home ; meager provision by the parents
for his play outlets, as well as a complete lack of recreation by the
family as a group; permissiveness on the part of a mother who, if not
always lax, swings erratically between laxity and overstrictness so
that a child never learns what to expect from parental authority;
resort to physical punishment by a father, rather than to less drastic
means of control. It also emerges that an excessive proportion of
youngsters who are not loved by the father develop the feeling of
not being taken care of. Evidently, a child reacts to such deprivation
by lack of confidence in his parents; for a significantly disproportion-
ate segment of boys who were emotionally unattached to one or both
parents developed the feeling of not being taken care of. It is reason-
able to assume, therefore, that emotional attachment of a child to
his parents depends in large measure on the child’s fecling that he is
being protected and well looked after by them. Evidently, also, a boy
who feels that he is not well taken care of reacts by not accepting his
father as a pattern for emulation.

Marked feeling of not being taken seriously (Appendix Table D-28)
is the impression that one’s person, interests, ideas and wishes are
not acknowledged and not treated as deserving of respect and con-
sideration for their own sake. This is frequently produced in child-
hood (often inadvertently) by making a child feel that whatever he
does is mere ‘child’s play,’ especially if his wishes and interests are
not consulted and do not coincide with those of his parents.

Six factors in this study appear to develop this fecling. Some of
them were found to contribute to other evidences of insecurity and
anxiety: overcrowding in the household, lack of adequate provision
for home recreation, indifference or inhospitality to a child’s friends,
overstrictness by a mother whose rigidity may well give a child the
feeling that she has no respect for him. In addition, there is evidence
that rearing by an emotionally disturbed mother, or by one whose
" absence from the home in gainful employment is unpredictable in
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that she works erratically and mainly to escape from household
obligations, also contributes toa youngster’s feeling of not being taken
seriously.

The feeling of not being taken seriously often leads in turn to a
Jeeling of helplessness (Appendix Table D-29), a frequent, important,
and often unconscious kind of insecurity, in which the individual
feels incompetent, especially as regards changing or influencing any-
thing, and most particularly the course of his own life.

This serious emotional attitude is engendered by the unhappy
circumstance of being brought up by a delinquent mother, living in
crowded quarters, rearing in a home in which the family income is
not systematically assigned to provide for the basic necessities
(thereby creating an atmosphere of uncertainty about whether such
needs will be met), subjection to physical punishment or careless
supervision of a child by his mother. It is developed also by an over-
strict (compared to lax) disciplinary attitude on the part of the father,
or by his resort to physical punishment (rather than to less drastic
disciplinary measures) in order to ‘tame’ an unmanageable child.

Discipline by the mother which is lax or erratic rather than firm
and kindly also contributes to the development of a feeling of helpless-
ness and powerlessness in a youngster. The same is true of a lack of
cordiality of parents to the son’s friends and neglect to provide
proper outlets for his recreational activities under the home roof.

We next consider the feeling of not being appreciated (Appendix
Table D-30), which refers especially to the impression that one’s
qualities, gifts, intentions and achievements are not sufficiently
thought of or valued. It often occurs in association with grandiose
ideas and opinions about oneself—conscious as well as unconscious.

Parental unconcern for a child (reflected in indifference or outright
inhospitality of parents to the friends of a youngster and their failure
to provide adequate recreational facilities for him in the home)
appears to play a telling role in developing the feeling on the part of a
child that he is not recognized or appreciated.

Finally, we consider the feeling of resentment (Appendix Table
D-32), which is the sense of frustration, envy or dissatisfaction, with
particular emphasis on the negative wish that others be denied satis-
factions or enjoyments one has himself lacked rather than on the
positive hope or attempt to better one’s own situation.

As is true of ambivalence to authority, so of resentment, there is an
association between the trait and mother-love. Although it may be
that resentment would naturally arise from deprivation of maternal
affection, a reciprocal mechanism, suggested by the possibility that
the mother finds it difficult to give warm affection to a youngster
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who is resentful, must also be considered. However, supportive
evidence for the first view is strong, since it is also found that a dis-
proportionately high percentage of resentful boys had mothers who
were erratic in their behavior as evidenced by their unpredictable
absence from home in gainful employment, often to escape from
household responsibilities. It is also found that children of mothers
who are permissive in discipline suffer in greater measure from feel-
ings of resentment than do youngsters who are treated with firmness
and kindness by the mother.

In the next chapter we continue our discussion of the relationships
between social factors and those traits which had not been shown in
Physique and Delinquency to vary in incidence among the body types,
and which are now found to be significantly related to two or more
of the 44 social factors encompassed in this inquiry.

45

Google



\Y%

ADDITIONAL TRAITS WHICH DO NOT
VARY AMONG BODY TYPES: RELATED
TO TWO OR MORE SOCIAL FACTORS

INTRODUCTION

IN this chapter we continue the discussion concerning the relation-
ships between social factors and those traits not found in Physique
and Delinquency to vary in incidence among the body types (and
therefore not referable by that test to the constitutional zone of the
biosocial continuum). The presumption is that, if such relationships
reflect a contribution by the environmental factor to the development
of the trait, the trait may be regarded as closer to the sociocultural
area of the biosocial continuum than to the constitutional or innate.

Our concern in this chapter is with the traits reflecting feelings of
hostility, suspicion, isolation; dependence and independence; goals
of drives; some general qualities of personality ; deep-rooted emotional
dynamics; personality orientation; and, finally, some aspects of
mental pathology.

FEELINGS OF HOSTILITY, SUSPICIOUSNESS AND ISOLATION

At the outset we consider the development of feelings of hostility,
suspiciousness, and isolation—traits which are interrelated and all of
which were shown, in Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency, to be signifi-
cantly more characteristic of youthful transgressors than of non-
delinquents.

Hostility (Appendix Table D-34) refers to conscious or unconscious
unfriendly impulses against others without good reason. There is in
this kind of dynamism an accompanying fear that those against whom
the impulse is directed are themselves hostile.

It is quite generally accepted by psychiatrists that a child’s hostility
to others is, among other things, the product of parental hostility to
the child (unconscious as well as conscious). The present findings
would appear to give statistical confirmation to this clinical experi-
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Additional Traits Which Do Not Vary among Body Ty pes

ence: for a significantly greater proportion of youngsters whose
fathers and/or mothers were either carelessly indifferent or down-
right hostile to them, than of boys not typically subjected to such
parental neglect, were found to have deep-seated feclings of hostility.
Erratic discipline by the father (sometimes very harsh, sometimes lax)
or overstrictness on the part of the mother also appear to be associated
with feelings of hostility in children.

There are further bits of evidence regarding the circumstances that
contribute to a youngster’s feelings of kostility: one of these is the
unpredictable absences of a mother from the home in erratic outside
employment; for sons of mothers who flit from job to job (largely
to escape household responsibilities) are, in significantly greater
measure, found to be hostile youngsters than are children of women
who are full-time homemakers. It was found, also, that sons of
alcoholic fathers or of fathers with serious physical ailments (to the
point of affecting their employment) are hostile in greater mecasure
than are sons of sober or of physically healthy fathers. This is like-
wise the case in regard to boys reared in households of low conduct
standards (as evidenced by drunkenness, delinquency or immorality
in one or more members of the immediate family group).

Marked suspiciousness (Appendix Table D-35) has to do with
indiscriminate or exaggerated mistrust of others, unwarranted by the
actual situation. The person is usually not aware that he is unduly
suspicious; he thinks rather that he is being merely cautious, or
‘realistic,” or that he is in fact being persecuted.

Suspiciousness evidently develops more readily in youngsters one
or both of whose parents are foreign-born than among boys of all-
native parentage. Perhaps it grows out of cultural tension between
the Old-World standards of the parents and the values which the
native-born child acquires from his school or playtime peers.

Rearing by parents who are ambitionless (meaning in effect that
they have no sense of purpose and direction) seems also to act as a
stimulus to the conditioning of this trait; for a significantly greater
proportion of boys brought up by such parents are characterized
by an exaggerated mistrust of others than are youngsters whose
parents showed some inclination to improve the family’s status (as

1 The reader is reminded that a very important feature of Unraveling Juvenile Delin-
quency is the fact that the investigators in one line of inquiry were not permitted to
consult the findings on any boy under examination by them made by investigators in
other aspects of the study; thus contamination of raw materials was prevented. It is
this feature which makes the subsequent statistical comparisons of the delinquents with
the nondelinquents and the intercorrelations of the data from the various areas of
Unraveling particularly impressive. See Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency, New York
The Commonwealth Fund, 1950, p. 17.
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reflected in seeking more rewarding occupations, moving to more
wholesome neighborhoods or to more adequate living quarters,
planning for higher education or vocational training for their children,
and the like).

Lack of intelligent concern of parents for a child, reflected in
failure to provide for his recreations, appears also to be involved in
developing suspiciousness in the youngster, since a significantly
higher ratio of boys whose parents did not provide more than
the most meager recreational outlets (e.g., only an occasional
toy) than of other boys are found to be unduly mistrustful of
others.

Another clue to the environmental influences that contribute to the
development in a child of mistrust of others is found in the age of
a youngster at the first breach in the family group (by death, desertion,
separation, divorce of parents, or prolonged absence of one or both
parents resulting from illness or imprisonment). A significantly
greater proportion of boys who experienced such a break in the
normal family relationships when under five years of age developed
mistrust of others than of those who were five to ten years of age
when so great an emotional revolution in their lives occurred.

Next to be considered is the feeling of isolation (Appendix Table
D-37), that is, the sense of being alone, often combined with a feeling
of helplessness and of not being sufficiently capable of either giving
or receiving love and affection. It may be accompanied by an appear-
ance and even a subjective conviction of being very ‘sociable,’
illustrated, for instance, by the person who is constantly ‘on the go’
and always ‘making friends,” but acting essentially to escape aware-
ness of his own extreme emotional isolation.

It would appear from our findings that a mother’s shortcomings in

relation to her child (as reflected in her erratic absences from the
home in hit-or-miss jobs, in lax discipline, and in failure to give suit-
able supervision) all contribute materially to the development within
the youngster’s personality dynamics of a feeling of isolation from
people and from the world.

Also contributory to this crippling emotional state is a lack of
intelligent parental concern for the child’s wholesome development
(reflected in inadequate provision for recreational opportunities
under the home roof and in lack of interest in his playmates) as well
as rearing in an overcrowded home. We can only speculate on the
reasons why this latter circumstance bears a relationship to the
Jeeling of isolation. Perhaps it is the lack of a sense of privacy, the
necessity for outward conformity to the needs of others in such an
uncomfortable situation, which causes some children to turn inward
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in order to escape from what is to them an unpleasant or threatening
reality.

Wey next consider the characteristic described as a defensive
attitude (Appendix Table D-38). This pertains to unwarranted defen-
siveness, either exaggerated in proportion to the attack or directed
against an imaginary aggressor. It appears to result in part from
rearing by a mother who is herself a delinquent, or from growing up
in a family in which the ties are not close and warm. About this, too,
one can only speculate in the absence of more specific clinical
information. The tenuous atmosphere of a home in which such
conditions prevail may well cause a child to become self-conscious
about his unfortunate circumstances and result in compensatory
behavior such as exaggerated defensiveness.

DEPENDENCE AND INDEPENDENCE; GOALS OF DRIVES

The feeling of being able to manage one’s life (Appendix Table D-40)
is a deep-seated confidence that one can handle one’s problems and
tasks without leaning unduly on others.

One source of this feeling of competence would appear to be the
fortunate circumstance of rearing in a closely knit family. Another
lies in the affection and interest of the parents in their children, as
suggested by the preponderance of boys with a sense of competence
whose mothers were firm and kindly in their discipline.

Another root influence of the feeling of being able to manage the
affairs of life is rearing by parents who are very much concerned about
the welfare of their children as reflected in friendliness toward a son’s
playmates and inat least some provision for his leisure hoursathome.

It is clear enough from our findings that it is the warmth and
concern of parents which contributes to a youngster’s confidence
that he can meet life’s problems.

A striking contrast is shown in the relationship of parental
behavior to the evolution of narcissistic trends (Appendix Table
D-41), that is, self-love, leading to an increased need for power,
superiority, prestige, status and admiration. As is the case regard-
ing the preceding trait, two social factors, both however reflecting
lack of parental concern for the welfare of their children, appear
to contribute to the development of the trait of narcissism: a higher
proportion of narcissistic youngsters are the offspring of parents
so uninterested in the welfare of their children as to be inhospitable
to their playmates; and/or of parents who make no effort to pro-
vide at least some family group recreations in which they and their
children can happily participate together.
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It seems reasonable to assume that deprivation of family group
activities (such as picnics, visits to relatives, auto rides, movie
attendance and the like) tend to develop excessive self-love in
children as one type of compensatory mechanism.

Receptive (oral) trends (Appendix Table D-42) constitute a typical
way in which some persons satisfy their emotional needs through an
unconscious expectation that they will somehow be taken care of by
others without feeling obliged to make any effort to assume any
responsibility of their own. This tendency may take a passive form
(waiting for someone else to provide what one desires); or it may
express itself in more affirmative channels (leading to outwardly
expressed greed or to attempts to secure the desired object without
effort, as by theft or without assuming any obligations).

As might be anticipated, it is found that rearing in a home in which
there is evidence of incompetence and inadequacy or lack of concern
of the parents for the child contributes to the development in some
boys of a need to make up for these unwholesome aspects of home
life by a largely unconscious ‘devil-may-care’ attitude.

In relating receptive trends to the 44 factors of social background,
it is found that a significantly greater proportion of boys reared in
homes in which there is parental carelessness in the management of
household affairs, especially in the handling of finances, have such
feelings in their personality-character structure. Further evidence of
the part played by parental lack of concern for a child in engender-
ing in him the kind of irresponsible self-centeredness that is reflected
in receptive trends is seen in the excessive proportion of youngsters
reared by mothers so uninterested in them as to fail to provide close
supervision, leaving the children to their own devices without guid-
ance or in the care of irresponsible persons. It is evident also in
the greater proportion of such boys from families in which group
recreations were not engaged in, as contrasted with the lower pro-
portion of boys with receptive trends in families in which group
recreations were common. .

Finally, parental indifference as a contributory factor in the
development of receptive trends is further shown by the excessive

- proportion of such boys among those whose parents were not
friendly to the child’s playmates and who made no provision for his
leisure hours at home.

SOME GENERAL QUALITIES OF PERSONALITY

We turn now to certain more permeative personality dynamisms.
The first of these, compulsory trends (Appendix Table D-48), includes
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not only typical neurotic compulsions, but the less evident cases of
rigidity—that is, traits not permitting of flexible adaptation to chang-
ing situations. Compulsory trends reflect rather mechanical attempts
to defend the self against conscious or, more often, unconscious
anxiety.

Of the 44 social factors with which this trait was systematically
intercorrelated, eight were found which appear to be significant in
contributing to the persistent anxiety against which compulsory
trends are a defense. All of these factors obviously reflect unconcern
on the part of the parents for the welfare of the child and appear to
be the result of his growing up in an unclean and disorderly house-
hold, a home in which life is confused and in which the income is not
systematically managed; rearing by parents devoid of self-respect or
of ambition to improve their status; growing up in a household in
which there are only the most meager provisions for the child’s
recreational needs; bringing up by a mother who does not carefully
supervise her child. Apart from all these undesirable under-the-roof
conditions, there is evidence that, as regards discipline, complete
permissiveness (laxity) on the part of a mother, or an erratic swinging
from extremes of overstrictness to extreme permissiveness, are also
influential in crystallizing compulsory trends in a youngster in his
attempt to defend himself against the malaise of largely unconscious
but very disturbing anxiety.

A preponderance of extroversive trends (Appendix Table D-49) in
the personality dynamism reflects a ready tendency to discharge
tensions in emotional outlets or in motoric action.

The interpretation of one of the relationships uncovered between
such trends and social factors must be considered in connection with
the analysis that follows regarding introversive trends. This has to do
with emotional disturbance in the mother. The association revealed
between affective maternal disturbance (psychoses, psychoneuroses,
psychopathies, epilepsies, sex perversions, delirium tremens, marked
emotional instabilities, and other extreme liabilities of personality
such as marked impulsiveness) and extroversiveness in the child
suggests that a preponderance of extroversive trends is more likely to
be found among boys who were reared by emotionally healthy
mothers, while, as will be seen below, an excessive proportion of sons
of emotionally (and/or physically) ill mothers are found to be
introversive.

Two other statistically significant correlations have to do (one
directly, one indirectly) with the father-son relationship. It would
appear that the tendency toward extroversion is enhanced by
affection of the father for his son and by rearing in a home in which
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the father, rather than the mother, takes the leadership in family
affairs. ‘

A preponderance of introversive trends (Appendix Table D-50)
reflects the tendency to pile up tensions by an emphasis on the
creative mental processes, a living more ‘within oneself,” and by
difficulty in relating emotionally to others. This appears by definition
to represent a response that is essentially opposite to extroversion; for
a disproportionately high percentage of sons of physically ill and/or
emotionally ill fathers are found to be introversive. The same is
true, also, in regard to boys who are constantly exposed to overstrict
(as contrasted with lax) discipline by the father.

One additional factor appears to play a role in the evolution of
introversive trends. This has to do with the attitude of parents
regarding the entertainment of a child’s friends in the home, an
inhospitable manner being associated with introversiveness among
a greater proportion of such youngsters than among those from
homes where parents welcome the child’s playmates. This indication
of lack of concern for the son’s needs evidently contributes to his
tendency to withdraw into himself.

DEEP-ROOTED EMOTIONAL DYNAMICS; PERSONALITY
ORIENTATION

Suggestibility (Appendix Table D-52) describes atendency to be easily
swayed by an appeal to one’s feelings despite one’s better judgment.

Correlating this trait with the 44 social factors reveals that
influences stemming from an early break-up in normal family
relationships contribute to the development of suggestibility in a
youngster, since an excessively higher proportion of boys who
suffered a breach in home ties before they were five years old are
found to be suggestible than of boys who were older when such
disruption in family life first occurred.

Another influence contributing to the development of suggesti-
bility in a youngster is erratic discipline by the father, in contrast with
firm but kindly restraint. Such fluctuation between extremes of
harshness and complete permissiveness must be very unsettling and
confusing to a child.

There is evidence also that suggestible boys are more likely to
find the father unacceptable as a role-figure for emulation. Whether
this strained relation between father and son is largely the result of
the boy’s suggestibility, or is initially and essentially the product of
the son’s lack of attachment to his father, is hard to say. Perhaps
intensive clinical observations would clarify the issue.
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Stubbornness (Appendix Table D-54) is perhaps largely the result
of thwarted dynamic qualities. That this frustration should be some-
how related to a child’s weak affective ties to his parents comes as no
surprise, whatever the dynamic sequence may be. Of all the 44 factors
included in this inquiry, a clear relationship to stubbornness is found
with only two: lack of attachment of a son to his father and to his
mother. Stubborn boys, as a group, are not fond of their parents. It
is doubtful whether lack of affection of a boy for his parents accounts
for his stubbornness. The sequence is probably the reverse. Intensive
clinical tracing of relationships would throw further light on this
question.

Because of the lack of any clearly contributory relationship of any
of the 44 factors to the development of stubbornness, we must for the
present consider this trait to be closer to the biologic than to the
social pole of the bipolar continuum.

Lack of self-criticism (Appendix Table D-62) is the incapacity and
unwillingness to assay one’s own faults and virtues, abilities and
liabilities. This appears to be associated with being reared in an
unwholesome atmosphere, a likelihood reflected in the excessive
proportion of youngsters with this characteristic who were brought
up by delinquent mothers or by parents who lacked family pride and
self-respect; or in a household in which the children were denied the
stability of remaining in one or two places of residence, being in-
stead frequently uprooted during their early years.

Conscientiousness (Appendlx Table D-63) has to do with scru-
pulousness about achieving one’s aims. This trait appears to flourish
more easily among youngsters reared in a healthy and wholesome
atmosphere than among other boys—a fact reflected in the greater
proportion of conscientious youngsters in families in which the
mother gives or provides adequate supervision, is firm and kindly in
her discipline; in which both parents show genuine interest in a child’s
friends, and provide him with suitable play facilities under the home
roof. Also contributory to the desirable trait of conscientiousness is
rearing in a home in which the father is not burdened with physical
ailments, so that he can fulfill his role as a parent without the handi-
cap of a debilitating illness.

The effect of rearing in a planful and dynamic home on the
development of conscientiousness in a child is further reflected in the
greater proportion of boys with this trait found in homes in which
the parents carefully budget the family income and in which they
show concern to improve the family’s socioeconomic status.

It should also be noted that proportionately high percentages of
conscientious youngsters are found to be warmly attached to the
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father and to regard him as an acceptable model for emulation. These
factors of emotional attachment to the father and his acceptability
as a role-symbol may, however, represent rather the response of a
conscientious child to parental attitudes and actions than influences
that contribute to the development of conscientiousness in the first
place; or there may well be a reciprocal involvement.

SOME ASPECTS OF MENTAL PATHOLOGY

Turning now to more fixed syndromes of mental malaise, the
first diagnostic pattern to be considered is neuroticism (Appendix
Table D-66). If this interfered with efficient adaptation, a boy was
classified as a marked neurotic; otherwise, as a mild neurotic.
Marked neuroticism was defined by the experienced psychiatrist who
interviewed the boys in connection with Unraveling Juvenile Delin-
quency as a condition in which the individual suffers from more than
average insecurity and anxiety (conscious or unconscious) against
which he develops protective devices differing quantitatively or
qualitatively from the culturally accepted ones and leading to con-
flicts which are, as a rule, not solvable by him for the time being.
Mild neuroticism, on the other hand, was defined as a condition
that does not prevent the individual from relatively efficient adapta-
tion. In addition to the boys who, on the basis of psychiatric inter-
view, were diagnosed as marked or mild neurotics, there are those
who could not clearly be placed in one or the other diagnostic cate-
gory but who nevertheless evidenced recognizable neurotic person-
ality trends.

Within the limits of the factors in the present research, how did
these various aspects of neuroticism develop? 1

According to our findings, neuroticism (marked, mild or trends)
would appear to be the product of a faulty relationship with the
mother and also of weak family ties. A higher proportion of young-
sters whose mothers were found to be overstrict, harsh, or especially
demanding, were also found to be markedly neurotic or to show
neurotic trends than youngsters whose mothers were not overly re-
strictive in the management of the child.

It is clear also that an excessive proportion of boys reared in
families in which there was an absence of strong affective bonds
among the members developed into neurotics. This is the case also
in regard to youngsters reared by delinquent mothers or mothers

1 We are of course aware of the existence of the ‘neurotic constitution.’ The analysis
in the text is concerned with the influence of certain intimate family relationships in
contributing to the syndrome of neuroticism.
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unpredictably absent from the home in sporadic outside employ-
ment.

We have now completed the analysis of the orientation of the 43
(of 66) traits which had not been found in Physique and Delinquency
to vary in incidence among the body types. These traits, it will be re-
membered, were therefore not classified as essentially constitutional.
There were, however, 23 traits in Physique and Delinquency which had
been classed as fundamentally constitutional. Before presenting a
summary of the findings, we must next focus attention on a further
examination of the orientation of these 23 traits. In the light of the
data in the present work, can it still be said that these traits are all
essentially constitutional? Or must some of them now be placed
toward the center of our postulated biosocial continuum ?
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VI

CONTRIBUTION OF ENVIRONMENTAL
FACTORS TO CONSTITUTIONAL
TRAITS

INTRODUCTION

THE 23 traits shown in Physique and Delinquency* to vary significantly
in incidence among the body types (and therefore assumed to have an
essentially constitutional orientation) are as follows:

6 Cyanosis
8. Tremors

9. Genital Underdevelopment

10. Strength of Hand Grip

17. Tendency to Phantasy
21. Social Assertiveness
23. Marked Submissiveness to Authority
31. Fear of Failure and Defeat
36. Destructiveness
39. Marked Dependence on Others
43. Masochistic Trends
44, Destructive-Sadistic Trends
47. Vivacity

51. Sensitivity

53. Feeling of Inadequacy
56. Uninhibited Motor Responses to Stimuli
57. Emotional Instability
58. Aestheticism

~ 59. Sensuousness

60. Acquisitiveness
61. Unconventionality
64. Impracticality
65. Emotional Conflicts

18. and E. T. Glueck, New York, Harper & Brothers, 1956.
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CONSTITUTIONALLY-ORIENTED TRAITS PROBABLY NOT
LARGELY DEPENDENT ON ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS

First, we can dispose of five of the above traits in which no relation-
ship has been found to any of the factors or the relationship of one
and sometimes two factors to the trait does not reflect a contribution
of the factor to the development of the trait, but, rather, expresses
the reaction of a person in the immediate environment (father,
mother) to the boy with a given trait, or explains the attitude of a
boy to such a person.

6. Cyanosis

8. Tremors

9. Genital Underdevelopment
47. Vivacity

59. Sensuousness

In the case of tremors and sensuousness, significant relationships
were not found to exist between these and any one of the 44 social
factors.

As regards cyanosis (Appendix Tables D-6 and E-6), a higher pro-
portion of cyanotic boys were found to have been physically punished
by the father and a higher proportion, emotionally unattached to the
mother. The meaning of these associations is obscure and may be
accidental. However, it is well to note that in Physique and Delin-
quency ectomorphs were found to be more cyanotic than endomorphs
and this is true also of cyanotic boys who were given physical
punishment by the father.

As regards genital underdevelopment (Appendix Tables D-9 and
E-9), a reflection of physical immaturity, a disproportionately high
percentage of such boys were found to be attached to the father.
Perhaps they have a greater need than more mature youngsters for a
father’s love and protection. Here, also, it is well to note that a higher
proportion of genitally underdeveloped boys were found in Physique
and Delinquency to be endomorphic and ectomorphic rather than
mesomorphic, and this is now found to be the case among genitally
underdeveloped boys having a strong father attachment.

As regards vivacity (Appendix Tables D-47 and E-47), defined as
“liveliness’ of behavior, the findings suggest that vivacious youngsters
are more likely than others to be threatened or scolded by the mother.
As this probably represents the response of the mother to the exuber-
ant conduct of a son (behavior she evidently finds difficult to manage),
this relationship is classifiable as ‘reactive’ of factor to trait rather
than as a contribution of the factor to the formation of the trait. In
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Physique and Delinquency we learned that endomorphic boys (round,
fat) are as a group less vivacious than boys of other body builds.
However, we do not now find that there is any difference in the extent
to which vivacious boys of one or another body build are threatened
or scolded by the mother.

Two traits among the 23 which vary in incidence among the body
types—social assertiveness and fear of failure and defeat—are found
to be significantly related to no more than one social factor in a way
to suggest a contribution of the factor to the development of the trait.
Social assertiveness (Appendix Tables D-21 and E-21), unlike self-
assertion which usually implies a genuine spontaneity, refers to the
more superficial trait of asserting one’s will and ambitions. This
tendency appears to be enhanced in situations in which a father’s
discipline is lax (instead of overstrict or firm but kindly), leading to
the implication that the essentially latent tendency to social assertive-
ness is fostered in a highly permissive atmosphere.

Analyzing this trait in terms of physique type, it is found that social
assertiveness is in general far less characteristic of endomorphs than
of boys of other body builds; however, there is no evidence that a
father’s disciplinary laxity bears any significantly greater relationship
to the social assertiveness of boys of one body build than of another.

As to fear of failure and defeat (Appendix Tables D-31 and E-31),
which is a frequent consequence of anxiety, this appears to be con-
siderably influenced by permissiveness (laxity) in discipline on the
part of the mother; for those boys whose mothers allowed them to
do as they pleased are found to be more generally characterized by
such fear than are boys whose mothers were firm and kind in dis-
cipline and even than those whose mothers vacillated between per-
missiveness and overstrictness.

It is to be noted, however, that, although ectomorphs (the thin,
linear, fragile type) were not in general found to be more highly char-
acterized by fear of failure and defeat than mesomorphs (the sturdy,
muscular body build), it now appears that a significantly greater
proportion of ectomorphic than of mesomorphic boys had not been
restricted by the mother in their activities.

Thus far, seven of the traits found in Physique and Delinquency
to vary in incidence among the body types are not shown to be
associated with any, or at most with only one, of the 44 social factors
in a way suggestive of a contribution of the factor to the development
of the trait. It would seem reasonable, therefore, to infer that these
traits are indeed closer to the biological than to the environmental
end of the biosocial continuum. As previously stated, caution would
dictate that evidence of at least two significant factor-trait relation-
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ships should exist before it can be said that a trait is possibly nearer
to the cultural than the constitutional area of the biosocial continuum.

CONSTITUTIONAL TRAITS RELATED TO TWO OR MORE
SOCIAL FACTORS

We turn now to 16 traits found in Physique and Delinquency to vary
in incidence among the body types (thus permitting an inference of
an essentially biologic orientation) but which in the present inquiry
are also found to be significantly associated with at least two of the
44 social factors.

A few of these relationships clearly reflect the predominance of
hereditary influences in the formation of the traits (sensitivity and
aestheticism). As for the other traits, it will become evident in the
analysis that the influence of both heredity and environment are
markedly involved in their formation.

Strength of hand grip (Appendix Tables D-10 and E-10), which we
look upon as evidence of good vitality, was measured by a standard
hand dynamometer. Although a grip averaging 75 kilograms or more
for both hands had previously been shown to vary significantly in
incidence amongthe body types (permitting an inference of an essenti-
ally biologic orientation), relationships were nevertheless also found
between five of the 44 social factors and vigorous hand grip. Three
of these relationships suggest a reaction of parents to marked vigor
in a son, rather than conditions precedent to a child’s vitality: pro-
vision of recreational facilities in the home, suitable supervision of
boy by mother, and firm but kindly discipline of boy by mother.
Some readers may not agree with this interpretation, but the nature
of the factors involved tends to support it.

Another finding would seem to indicate that the latent energy of
a youngster is blocked by the traumatic effect on him of frequent
bickering between the parents (reflecting, as it often does, their lack
of love for each other), or by an early break in the family life (separa-
tion, desertion, divorce, or death of one or both parents, or the pro-
longed absence of a parent from the home due to illness or imprison-
ment); for an excessive proportion of youngsters exposed to parental
friction or subjected to a breach in the family life when under five
years of age were boys with low dynamometric strength.

Considering now the various body types, a markedly excessive pro-
portion of mesomorphs were found in Physique and Delinquency to
have a vigorous hand grip. We know from other aspects of our study
of boys of this body type that mesomorphs are also more extroversive
(i.e., tend more than other body types to discharge their energies in
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action). It comes as no surprise, therefore, to find that a far higher
proportion of mesomorphic boys than boys of other body builds had
been provided by their parents with adequate home recreational
facilities. This would appear to support the prior inference that some
environmental factors operate as a response to a pre-existing trait in
a boy rather than that the trait is conditioned by any particular socio-
cultural influence.

As in the case of home recreation, a far higher proportion of
mesomorphs than of boys of other body builds had been firmly but
kindly disciplined by the mother and were closely supervised by her.
Evidently youngsters of this body build (characterized as they are by
greater energy, more extroversiveness, and less conventionality) in-
vite attention from their parents; and this is reflected in firm handling
and close watching, as well as in the provision of home recreational
facilities.

Be this as it may, it would seem that a child’s vitality as reflected
in a strong hand grip is clearly not the result of the adequacy or
inadequacy of recreational outlets in the home or of a mother’s dis-
ciplinary or supervisory practices, but rather the reverse—that a boy’s
bursting energy, demanding outlets of some kind in the home, con-
ditions in some measure the behavior of parents toward him.

Tendency to phantasy (Appendix Tables D-17 and E-17) refers to
the inclination to invent something not taken from reality or a com-
bination of elements taken from reality but spun together in a way
which does not conform to reality. Phantasy may be productive or
receptive; actually, there are many intermediate states and combina-
tions of these two extremes. In either case, a tendency to rumination
may lead merely to an arbitrary neglect of certain elements in reality
or to a consistent elaboration of well perceived elements into a
product of phantasy.

Adding to the constitutional impulsion of certain youngsters to
escape into phantasy are certain deleterious circumstances in the
home, such as rearing by an emotionally disturbed father or a
seriously ill mother; growing up in a home in which family group
recreations are unknown; having parents who do not welcome their
child’s playmates into the home; being deprived of one or both
parents before the age of five. Children exposed to such circumstances
and who are already inclined to phantasy life would appear to be
further propelled by such social influences into an escape from
reality. Certainly, in the early years, before the child finds companions
in the school and on the streets (our youngsters grew up before the
era of widespread television), a resort to phantasy life would appear
to be almost inevitable.
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Although boys of balanced physique and ectomorphs were in
general found to have a greater tendency to phantasy (as contrasted
with mesomorphs), those of balanced physique (i.e., with approxi-
mately equal components of endomorphy, mesomorphy and ecto-
morphy in the body structure) even more than the mesomorphic
boys retreated into phantasy as a result of rearing in an inimical
home atmosphere (rearing by an emotionally ill father, in homes
where a breach occurred in normal family ties due to the separa-
tion, divorce, desertion, or death of a parent before the boy was five
years old; rearing in a home where family group recreations were
uncommon; or in one which discouraged a boy from inviting his
friends to the home). The difficulty which boys of balanced physique
have in harmonizing the three largely contradictory major biologic
tendencies that characterize this physique (mesomorphy, endo-
morphy, ectomorphy) makes it more likely that they, in contrast to
boys of the other physiques, would seek escape into phantasy in the
face of such inimical home conditions; while mesomorphs appear to
be the least likely to resort to such unrealistic adjustment to the
stresses of life.

Marked submissiveness (Appendix Tables D-23 and E-23) is the
abandonment of self-assertion in an attempt to gain security by
submitting to those who are believed stronger (originally, one or both
of the parents; later, also, the more anonymous power of institutions,
public opinion, conventional usage and the like). This constitution-
ally-oriented trait is in general found to occur most frequently among
sons of emotionally disturbed fathers. Indifference or hostility of
father to son also appears to contribute to the development of this
characteristic in a boy.

As to specific body types, it is to be especially noted that endo-
morphs are more submissive to authority than either mesomorphs or
ectomorphs, and that the role of an emotionally disturbed father in
stimulating marked submissiveness in a son is greater in the case of
endomorphs than of ectomorphs.

Destructiveness (Appendix Tables D-36 and E-36), the tendency to
destroy, to hurt or to be negativistic, may be directed against others
or against one’s self. Usually both trends run parallel, one often being
more manifest, the other more suppressed. Destructiveness derives
essentially from a difficulty in sublimating hostile feelings. It is not to
be confused with destructive-sadistic trends, which pertain to goals
of drives.

Rearing by unhappy parents (i.e., those who quarrel continuously)
is in the present analysis found to contribute more significantly to the
development of destructiveness than rearing by parents whose
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hostility to one another, if it exists, is not corrosive because the father
or mother abandoned the family home. One loving parent evidently
provides a more wholesome atmosphere for a child than rearing by
two who are overtly incompatible. Another factor that appears to add
to a child’s destructiveness is rearing by a mother whose absence from
the home in gainful employment is unpredictable because of its
irregularity. Still other factors contributing to the development of
destructiveness are rearing in crowded homes or by parents who
are careless or unconcerned about their children (as reflected in
neglect to plan the use of the family income to cover such absolute
necessities as food, rent, clothing and insurance).

With reference to the influence of such factors in stimulating the
trait of destructiveness among the various body types, it is clear that
the effect of a crowded home and an erratically employed mother on
the sensitive ectomorph is greater than on boys of other body builds,
especially endomorphs, in enhancing a latent tendency to destroy, to
hurt, or to be negativistic.

Not only incompatible parents, but those who do not welcome
their children’s friends, who provide only the most meager of recrea-
tional outlets at home, and who are careless about observing even
rudimentary household routines, stimulate the latent destructiveness
of children. But there is no definitive evidence that these circum-
stances have a greater bearing on the essentially innate trait of
destructiveness among youngsters of one body structure than of an-
other.

Finally, indifference or out-and-out hostility of brothers and sisters
to a boy may contribute to bringing out his latent destructive
tendencies; but the possibility should not be neglected that the un-
friendliness of siblings may itself be their reaction to the hurtful,
negativistic brother in their midst. There is no statistically significant
evidence that siblings are more indifferent or actually hostile to a
destructive brother of one body build than of another.

Marked dependence on others (Appendix Tables D-39 and E-39) is
defined as the tendency to cling to others rather than to stand on one’s
own feet.

Relating the trait of dependence to our series of social factors, this
predisposition appears to be significantly enhanced by an early break
in the family life (before the boy was five), and also results from rear-
ing’by an inadequate father; for a significantly greater proportion of
markedly dependent youngsters were the sons of emotionally dis-
turbed fathers and/or of fathers who were liabilities to their
employers; and a significantly higher proportion had been subjected
to corporal punishment by the father.
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There is evidence, too, that laxity in discipline by the mother (as
contrasted with kindly but consistently firm handling) enhances a
boy’s need to be dependent, to cling to anyone who appears strong
and who may be a potential protector. (This is evidence of a child’s
need for consistent limits to be set to his behavior.)

In Physique and Delinquency it was noted that endomorphs have a
greater predisposition to marked dependence on others than do
youngsters of balanced type. Now it is found that none of the social
factors which have a bearing on the formation of this trait acts selec-
tively on the body types.

Masochistic trends (Appendix Tables D-43 and E-43) reflect a
tendency to suffer and to be dependent on others. In relating social
factors to masochistic trends, it is found that rearing in overcrowded
homes and/or by parents lacking in ambition to improve the family
circumstances, as well as deprivation of recreational and companion-
ship outlets, all contribute significantly to the development of maso-
chism. In addition, a greater percentage of youngsters brought up in
homes lacking in unity (as reflected in the total absence of family
group recreations) were found to be masochistic.

Lax discipline and careless supervision by a mother appear also
to contribute disproportionately to a child’s masochism. Some-
thing of this unwholesome maternal influence has already been
reflected in its contribution to the trait of marked dependence on
others.

Except for a lesser influence on the development of masochistic
trends in boys of balanced physique of parents who were indifferent
to their playmates, none of the other social influences contributing
to the development of a masochistic tendency to suffer and to be
dependent on others is found to have a greater influence on children
of one body structure than on those of another.

Destructive-sadistic trends (Appendix Tables D-44 and E-44), as
previously indicated, are not to be confused with destructiveness
(which arises from an inability to sublimate feelings of hostility); for
destructive-sadistic trends pertain to the goals of hostile drives. These
deal with typical ways in which the individual tries to satisfy his
needs—in this case, with a tendency to hurt or destroy others.

Eight out of nine factors of the home background clearly con-
tribute to the development of such trends in the personality (and
seven of these have already been found to be related to the develop-
ment of destructiveness): unwillingness of parents to entertain a
child’s friends; lack of recreational facilities in the home; rearing in
disorderly or in overcrowded homes; rearing by parents who are so
careless in the management of the family’s economic resources that
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essential needs were not regularly provided for; rearing in a home in
which the child was exposed to a generally stormy emotional relation-
ship between the parents (in contrast to one in which children were
spared direct contact with parental discord because the parents had
long since separated, the boy usually remaining with his mother);
rearing by an erratically employed mother (the kind who flits from
one job to another, working only sporadically and with the prime
purpose of satisfying a strong need to get away from her home
responsibilities) as contrasted with upbringing by a mother who was
employed steadily and who in accordance with our findings in
‘Working Mothers and Delinquency’ * was generally more planful
about providing for the supervision of her children and the conduct
of the household in her absence; rearing in households in which the
daily routines were relatively unplanned; and, finally, growing up in
disorderly homes.

As regards the relationship between destructive-sadistic trends and
the acceptability of a boy by his brothers and sisters, it is not clear
whether the failure to accept him contributes to the development of
such antisocial trends in a boy’s personality or whether, on the con-
trary, his brothers and sisters did not accept him because he was
sadistic. Perhaps, here, as in other trait-factor linkages, there is a
reciprocal influence.

Like destructiveness, destructive-sadistic personality trends have
been found in Physique and Delinquency to be more characteristic of
ectomorphs than of other body types. By and large, deleterious home
and family influences appear more likely to contribute to the develop-
ment of destructive-sadistic trends among ectomorphs than among
endomorphs. This is certainly true of the influence of rearing in
crowded and in disorderly homes; in homes in which the income was
poorly managed and the household routine careless; by mothers who
were not too concerned about their household responsibilities (as
reflected in flitting from job to job).

These findings are supportive of the ones in Physique and Delin-
quency (Exhibit 13, p. 240), in which it was discovered that ecto-
morphic boys reared in a deleterious home environment are more
likely to become delinquent than are boys of other body builds reared
in a similar environment.

In the next chapter, the analysis of the contribution of environ-
mental factors to constitutional traits is continued.

1See S. and E. T. Glueck, ‘Working Mothers and Delinquency,’ 41, Mental Hygiene,
No. 3, July 1957.
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VII

CONTRIBUTION OF ENVIRONMENTAL
FACTORS TO ADDITIONAL
CONSTITUTIONAL TRAITS

INTRODUCTION

WE proceed with our discussion of the traits found in Physique and
Delinquency to be essentially constitutional in orientation but which
in the present inquiry are also found to be related to two or more
social factors. The question before us is whether any of these traits
may now be considered as closer to the center of our postulated
biosocial continuum or may still be looked upon as essentially
genetic in their orientation.

FURTHER ANALYSIS OF CONSTITUTIONAL TRAITS

Sensitivity (Appendix Tables D-51 and E-51) is an acute awareness
of conflicting situations and stimuli and of their implications, result-
ing in some inhibition of action. Relationships were established be-
tween this trait and two of the 44 social factors, an excessive propor-
tion of sensitive children being found among those whose parents
were self-respecting, as well as among boys whose mothers had emo-
tional disturbances. These findings certainly do not suggest that such
circumstances contribute to a boy’s sensitivity; they may rather refiect
the presence of ‘semsitivity’ in the parents. The limited study of the
genetic transmission of specific psychologic traits makes it difficult to
do more than speculate on the meaning of these findings. The trait of
sensitivity, however, belongs, in our judgment, among those in which
a direct and marked contribution of factors of the social environment
is not found.

It should be noted that ectomorphs and boys of balanced physique
are more characterized by sensitivity than are boys of other body

types.
Inadequacy (Appendix Tables D-53 and E-53), which is an inability

to express or conduct oneself with a fair degree of efficiency, appears
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to be more prevalent among sons of mothers who are themselves
delinquent than among sons of nondelinquent mothers; among boys
reared in families lacking in ambition; and among those who were
the youngest of the family group.

The feeling of inadequacy, which was found in Physique and Delin-
quency to be in general more characteristic of ectomorphs and boys
of balanced type than of mesomorphs, is still seen, in children reared
in ambitionless families, to be more clearly characteristic of ecto-
morphs than of mesomorphs. Similarly, the feeling of inadequacy is
more characteristic of boys of balanced physique than of meso-
morphs among boys who happened to be the youngest in the family.

Uninhibited motor responses to stimuli (Appendix Tables D-56 and
E-56), which is the direct behavioral resolution of tension, is among
the constitutionally-oriented traits found to be associated with two
or more of the social factors included in this study.

We note that a higher proportion of youngsters who are in the
middle birth rank among brothers and sisters tend to wninhibited
motor responses to stimuli than of children of other birth rank.
It may be that, being in the least ‘favored’ position in the family
constellation (i.e., not the only, or oldest, or youngest child), they more
freely develop a latent tendency to motoric action in order to gain
some of the attention usually bestowed on the oldest and the youngest
child in a family.

It also appears that exposure to a breach in the normal home ties,
to unpleasant home surroundings (as reflected in uncleanliness and
disorderliness), and to haphazard living from day to day (shown in
lack of planning for use of the family income) somehow contribute
to a tendency to uninhibited motor responses to stimuli; for a signific-
antly higher proportion of boys reared in such a confused environ-
ment than of other boys are found to possess this characteristic.

It has previously been established (in Physique and Delinquency)
that the tendency to uninhibited motor responses to stimuli is more
characteristic of mesomorphs than of boys representative of other
body builds, and it is now found that the deleterious influence of an
unpleasant home and that of being a middle child also play more of
a role in fostering extroversion of action among mesomorphs than
they do among endomorphs and ectomorphs.

Emotional instability (Appendix Tables D-57 and E-57) is reflected
in a lack of harmonious, integrated and appropriate feelings and
reactions. It was shown in Physique and Delinquency that ectomorphs
as a group are more unstable emotionally than are boys of other body
builds, the ectomorphic habitus, with its greater surface area in pro-
portion to its mass and its consequently excessive sensory exposure
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to the outside world, reacting more intensely to emotion-arousing
influences than do other physique types.

In the current study it is found that this constitutionally-oriented
trait is present to a significantly greater extent among firstborn
children than among those in the middle position. We do not know
the meaning of this. If it has any significance, it is not clear; but
we do not find that a higher proportion of firstborn ectomorphic
children are unstable emotionally than of those of other body builds.

The findings indicate also that affectional ties of emotionally un-
stable children to the father and to the mother are more tenuous and
that such children less readily accept the father as a pattern for
emulation. Some readers, especially those trained in Freudian psycho-
logy, may conclude that a child’s emotional instability is the result of
affect-starvation rather than a selective reaction engendered by the
child’s innate emotional make-up which contributes to his lack of
attachment to his parents and his inability to accept his father as a
pattern for emulation. The latter interpretation is strengthened by the
finding that it is indeed the ectomorphs, as a group the least emotion-
ally stable of all the body types, who are more generally not attached
to the father and find him not acceptable, compared to emotionally
unstable boys of other physiques.

As for lack of attachment to the mother, definitive statistical find-
ings have not emerged; although, percentagewise, the same pattern
is suggested by the higher incidence of emotionally unstable ecto-
morphs than of boys of other body builds who are unattached to the
mother.

Aestheticism (Appendix Tables D-58 and E-58) is the impulse for
the more refined, discriminating and artistic. A significantly greater
proportion of ectomorphs than of youngsters of other body builds
have this tendency. Although this trait was classified in Physique and
Delinquency as essentially constitutional, a significant relationship
has been established in the present inquiry between aestheticism in
children and 11 of the 44 social factors encompassed here. Whether
aesthetically-inclined children are the offspring of parents who are
themselves ‘refined,’” or their being surrounded by more favorable
conditions in the home largely contributes to the cultivation of refined
tastes, is the question to be determined. Probably both sets of in-
fluences are reciprocally involved. The facts, as revealed within
the confines of the present inquiry, are that boys of more cultivated
tastes are more often found in what may be termed homes of better
‘quality’ despite economic marginality, i.e., homes that are clean
and neat, in which the financial conditions are more stable,
in which there is a well planned routine, and in which the family
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income is carefully budgeted. So, also, a greater proportion of
aesthetic children are found in homes in which the parents are self-
respecting; such children are more often the sons of mothers who give
them suitable supervision and of fathers who are firm and kindly
(rather than erratic) in their discipline. Boys of refinement appear also
to stem largely from homes in which some recreational facilities are
provided or in which family group recreations are not unusual; and
in which the parents are typically hospitable to their child’s play-
mates. There is evidence, also, that a higher proportion of youngsters
with an impulse for the refined, discriminating and artistic than of
other boys are warmly attached to the father.

Here, as in the case of sensitivity, we find relationships that do not
necessarily reflect a direct contribution of environmental factors to
the trait (which is constitutional in its orientation) but in which there
is rather a suggestion that aesthetically-inclined parents (inferred
from the way in which the parents conduct their home affairs) are
more likely to have aesthetic children.

Examination of Appendix Table E-58 clearly indicates not only
that a greater proportion of ectomorphs (than of mesomorphs or
endomorphs) were shown in Physique and Delinquency to be aesthetic,
but also that all the conditions which are now found to be related to
aestheticism are likewise more prevalent in the home environment of
the ectomorphs (than of mesomorphs or endomorphs). This finding
bears out the suggestion that although some reciprocal influence may
exist between aestheticism and sociocultural factors, it would appear
more likely, in the light of the evidence, that this is an essentially
inherited tendency.

Acquisitiveness (Appendix Tables D-60 and E-60) refers to the
inclination to accumulate money or other material things over and
above any desire for their immediate use. There is some evidence in
the present findings that this constitutionally-oriented trait, which is
more characteristic of ectomorphs than of endomorphs or boys of
balanced type, may be linked to the response of some youngsters to
environmental stresses; for there is an excessive proportion of
markedly acquisitive youngsters among those reared in overcrowded
homes and in homes providing meager recreational facilities, and
among boys who, with the arrival of a new baby, are dethroned from
their favored status of youngest child in the family.

Regarding the various somatotypes, it is found that acquisitiveness
is more characteristic of mesomorphs and ectomorphs who were
brought up in overcrowded homes or who occupied the middle rank
in the family. There is, however, no reliable statistical evidence that
deprivation of recreational outlets at home plays a differential role in
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contributing to the acquisitiveness of one or another of the body
types, although, percentagewise, it would appear that ectomorphs
and mesomorphs deprived of adequate recreational facilities are
more inclined to be acquisitive than are endomorphic boys or boys
of balanced type.

Conventionality (Appendix Tables D-61 and E-61) may be defined
as a preference for the safe and familiar. According to the findings
in Physique and Delinquency a significantly higher proportion of
endomorphs than of other body types have this characteristic. In
contradistinction to this, a lower proportion of ectomorphs and
mesomorphs than of endomorphs tend to be conventional.

Looking now at the association between umconventionality and
various sociocultural factors of the home, we find that unconven-
tional youngsters are in excessive measure the sons of mothers and/or
fathers with alcoholic habits. They are also to an excessive degree
boys whom the father, mother or siblings did not love and accept;
they are youngsters who were not warmly attached to the father;
more of them are found in families in which the ties between mem-
bers were not close and warm.

Since it was found, in Physique and Delinquency, that a tendency to
conventional behavior has an essentially constitutional orientation,
the possibility must not be overlooked that parents or brothers and
sisters find it more difficult to love unconventional children, who prob-
ably keep them constantly in a state of tension by their behavior.
However, this may involve reciprocal dynamisms; and although
evidence was adduced in Physique and Delinquency that convention-
ality is essentially focused in constitution, the possibility should not
be ignored that lack of attachment of parents to a son is in some
measure the result of his deep-rooted inclination to unconventional
attitudes or conduct.

It is of particular significance that, although in general a greater
proportion of ectomorphs than of mesomorphs and endomorphs are
characterized by unconventionality, rearing in a noncohesive family is
now found to have more of an influence on the development of uncon-
ventionality among endomorphs than among mesomorphs or ecto-
morphs. But rearing by an alcoholic father or by a father who is
hostile to his son contributes more to developing unconventionality in
an ectomorph than in an endomorph. This diverse effect of a
similar set of several influences on boys of different body types lends
support to the conclusion that constitutional make-up, in its inter-
action with the most intimate mechanisms of culture (that is, those
that operate in the home) can not be ignored. It would seem unneces-
sary to emphasize this, were it not for a tendency to ignore or greatly
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to minimize constitutional predisposition in the etiologic complex
of delinquency.?
Impracticality (Appendix Tables D-64 and E-64) is the inclination

not to consider the feasibility of any contempl . The find-
in nt study show that an excessive proportion

of boys who lack good practical sense are the sons of emotionally
disturbed mothers and of mothers who do not give them some fair
degree of supervision. They show also that an excessive proportion of
only children are impractical. This somatically-oriented proclivity is

evidently heightened in a youngster who has the psychological
difficully inherent in being an only child, one who is so_often the
s;i]m_c of oversolicitousness on the part of the parents.

t has also emerged that a significantly excessive proportion of
fathers and mothers of impractical youngsters were erratic in the dis-
cipline of their sons during the formative years. So, also, a greater
proportion of impractical boys are found not to be warmly attached
to their parents and not to accept the father as an ego-ideal or pattern
for emulation. Such boys were also, to a greater extent than young-
sters with a practical sense, reared in families lacking in self-respect,
and in families devoid of a feeling of ‘all for one, one for all.’

This evidence suggests that a trait so useful for realistic adaptation
as practicality, although having some roots in the soma, is greatly
influenced by familial structure and by intimate under-the-roof
relationships.

Generally, impracticality has been found to be more characteristic
of ectomorphs than of mesomorphs, and it now appears that rearing
by emotionally disturbed mothers conditions the development of
impracticality among ectomorphs as contrasted to mesomorphs.

Emotional conflicts (Appendix Tables D-65 and E-65) reflect an ™
inability to reconcile opposite feelings or attitudes or contradictory
goals, not only in respect to persons most intimately related to a
youngster (mother, father, siblings, companions), but also as regards
more generalized emotion-arousing objects or institutions (religion,
the community) and their standards. In Physique and Delinquency it
was learned that ectomorphic youngsters as a group are to a greater
extent conflict-ridden than are mesomorphic boys or those of
balanced type. Because of this difference in the incidence of the trait,
the conclusion was reasonable that the tendency to emotional conflict
is probably constitutional in orientation.

* See S. Glueck, ‘Theory and Fact in Criminology,’ 7, British Journal of Delinquency,
October 1956, pp. 92-109; and ‘Ten Years of Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency,’
Vol. 51, No. 3, Criminal Law, Criminology and Police Science, September-October
1960, pp. 283-308.
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Now it is found that a greater proportion of conflict-ridden boys
were reared in families lacking cohesiveness; that a significantly exces-
sive proportion were not attached to the father and/or the mother;
that significantly more of them regarded the father as unacceptable
as a pattern for emulation; and/or that more boys with emotumal
conflicts were not accepted warmly by their siblings.

It would seem that only one of the relationships found between
emotionally-conflicted boys and exposure to environmental stresses
reflects a contribution of the stress (family incohesiveness) to the trait.
All the other relationships are apparently reflective of the behavior
of already conflict-ridden children toward their parents or siblings.

Referring to specific physique types, it is of interest to note that a
- greater proportion of ectomorphs from stressful homes were in emo-
tional conflict as contrasted with mesomorphs and boys of balanced
type. Thus, rearing in an atmosphere of family disharmony, as well
as lack of attachment to parents, evidently strengthens an already
latent tendency in ectomorphs and also appears to increase emo-
tional conflicts in boys of balanced type.

SUMMARY

A prime objective of the present and several prior chapters has been
to see how the findings of Physique and Delinquency, in respect to the
essentially constitutional orientation of certain traits, stand up in the
light of the correlation of these traits with 44 factors of family life.
If, on the whole, these traits, which were previously considered
essentially constitutional because of significant variations in their
incidence among diverse body types, are not now found to be
significantly associated with any of the social factors embraced in this
study, it may reasonably be assumed that they do indeed belong at
the constitutional end of the postulated biosocial continuum. On the
other hand, those traits in which there is a heavy involvement of
social influence must be placed somewhere toward the center of the
heredity-environment continuum; for the clear relationship of both
constitutional and sociocultural influences denotes the presence of
both genetic roots and great plasticity, that is, an essentially strong
and uniform participation of both Nature and Nurture in their
development. It has also been found that certain sociocultural factors
are associated with certain psychologic-physiologic traits, not as con-
tributory to their formation but rather as reactive responses of per-
sons in the boy’s home environment to the existence of such traits in
the organism.

It is, of course, recognized that there may be other sociocultural
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Origin of Traits

influences than the 44 encompassed in this study; but we believe the
most important ones, because they are the earliest and most intimate
as far as the conditioning of traits is concerned, are those reflecting
parent—child relationships in the home during the first few years
of life.

The findings brought to light in the present chapter may be thus
summarized.

(a) There are seven traits (found in Physique and Delinquency to
vary significantly in incidence among the body types and therefore
deemed to be oriented toward the constitutional end of the biocultural
continuum) which in the present analysis are not found to be related
to any of the 44 social factors in a way that reflects a contributory
influence of the factor to the development of the trait. On the con-
trary, the association between trait and factor, where it exists, seems
rather to express the reaction of the human environment (parents,
siblings) to a boy with the pre-existent trait or, at most, to indicate
th\at the factor somewhat reinforces an essentially inherent trait.

6\Q anosxs

8. Tre

9. Gemtal Underdevelopment
47. Vivacity

51. Sensitivity

58. Aestheticism

59. Sensuousness

(b) To these seven traits may be added the four following traits,
also shown in Physique and Delinquency to vary in incidence among
the body types and therefore to be essentially constitutional in
orientation and now found to be related to only one social factor in
a way to reflect a contributory influence of the factor on the trait.

21. Social Assertiveness

31. Fear of Failure and Defeat
57. Emotional Instability

65. Emotional Conflicts

(c) There are two traits shown in Physique and Delinquency to vary
among the body types but found in the present analysis to be related
to two social factors in a way which suggests a contributory influence
of the factor to the development of the trait.

10. Strength of Hand Grip
23. Marked Submissiveness to Authority
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Google



Contribution of Factors to Additional Constitutional Traits

(d) Three traits previously judged to be constitutional in orienta-
tion are now found to be related to three of the 44 social factorsin a
way indicating that the sociocultural factors of the home played a
contributory role in the development of the trait.

53. Feeling of Inadequacy
60. Acquisitiveness
61. Unconventionality

(e) The remaining seven traits which had been found in Physique
and Delinquency to vary significantly in incidence among the four
body types are far less rigid in their constitutional structure than sup-
posed, because they are now seen to be related to _four or more social
factors in a way which suggests that these home influences contri-
buted to the development of the trait, often however acting selectively
on one or another of the body types.

17. Tendency to Phantasy

36. Destructiveness

39. Marked Dependence on Others

43. Masochistic Trends

44. Destructive-Sadistic Trends

56. Uninhibited Motor Responses to Stimuli
64. Impracticality

Before closing this chapter, it should again be pointed out that in
the formation of most traits there is very probably some constitu-
tional involvement. The aim of the analysis has been to discover the
traits which are more clearly influenced by constitutional derivation
than by sociocultural conditioning, i.e., far more rigid than the traits
noted in () above, in which there is a considerable involvement of
environmental influence. A sharp and fast heredity-environment
cleavage can, of course, not be made; but it seems reasonable to con-
clude that the traits listed in (a@) above, in which no contributory
influence of any of the 44 social factors could be found, are indeed
probably referable to the constitutional zone of the biosocial con-
tinuum; and the traits in (), although less clearly referable to the
biologic end-zone of the biosocial progression, should probably be
placed ‘left of center’ toward the genetic end of the continuum; while
the traits in (c) and (d) should probably be more definitely placed in
the socially conditioned area of the postulated biosocial continuum.
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VIII
SUMMARY OF TRAIT FORMATION

INTRODUCTION

THE analysis of the derivation of the traits initially studied in Physique
and Delinquency* is now completed. Since our initial postulation of
a biosocial continuum appears to gain support from the current find-
ings, it will be helpful to clarify the meaning of this concept. As
already stated, not one of the traits included in this study is exclu-
sively, of course, either of genetic or of sociocultural origin. It is
obviously impossible, by the very nature of our materials, to arrive
at any final judgment regarding the specific role of heredity in the
origin of traits. It is therefore more correct to speak of the formation
of the traits rather than of their origins, because they all originate
genetically (whether from a single gene or combination of genes);
but they also all reflect some environmental influence. The question
is one of probable constitutional or sociocultural emphasis in the
evolution of the developed trait as it was found to exist among the
boys examined. If it be concluded that some traits are nearer to the
constitutional than to the sociocultural border of the biosocial con-
tinuum, there is also an implication that the traits in question are
more fixed in their innate form or tendency than are traits demon-
strably influenced in their development by several sociocultural
factors. The degree of this rigidity of a trait can, of course, not be
determined by our method of analysis; all that can be said is that
certain traits are evidently close to the center of a biosocial axis
because they bear significant statistical relationships both to the type
of physique involved and to a considerable number of environmental
factors, while other traits are referable by such analysis to points at
a greater distance from the center, either toward the constitutional or
toward the sociocultural pole of the postulated continuum.

It is generally accepted, however, that whatever genetic basis may
exist for physiologic or psychologic traits, there is an obscure intra-
uterine environmental influence at play, as well as an observable
extrauterine one. In suggesting that evidence exists which makes it

18. and E. T. Glueck, New York, Harper & Brothers, 1956.
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Summary of Trait Formation

reasonable to refer a particular trait, in relative emphasis of influence,
either to the constitutional or to the sociocultural pole of a postulated
biosocial gradation, we drew on findings presented in Physique and
Delinquency that certain traits, by reason of their significant variation
in incidence among the different physique types, are probably
anchored largely in soma (constitution). This, as we have indicated,
does of course not imply that there has been no conditioning influence
of one or more social factors on the evolution of such traits. How-
ever, the statistically significant variations in the incidence of certain
of the traits (23 in all) among the body types justifies the assignment
of these traits, in the absence of persuasive evidence to the contrary,
to the biologic area of the biosocial continuum.

It is probable that many traits are largely governed not by single
genes but by combinations of genes. However, such complex traits arc
also the product of an interplay of genetic and sociocultural influ-
ences, and the issue as to these is, likewise, not as between one or the
other influence but rather a matter of emphasis of one over the other.

We have also noted that certain traits are heavily influenced by
sociocultural factors in the home; and without ignoring the par-
ticipating influence of constitution, it has seemed to us legitimate to
place them toward the environmental end of the biosocial con-
tinuum. Only further research, involving traits and factors similar to
those included in the present study, can confirm, contradict or modify
the results of our analysis. Meanwhile, there appears to be reasonable
ground for ordering the traits in the present inquiry along the
postulated biosocial continuum. In this connection, it should be
obvious that researches such as this give promise of throwing light on
a very important area of psychology, quite apart from any relevancy
to the dynamics of delinquency.

TRAIT FORMATION: BY TRAIT

A summary of the findings in the prior five chapters regarding trait
orientations, as determined in Physique and Delinquency and in the
current work, can now be made. Anyone wishing to examine the
trait-factor relationships should consult Appendix D, where each
trait is presented by the number assigned in Physique and Delin-
quency and used throughout this work.

Constitutional Traits. The following traits appear to be closer to the
constitutional than to the sociocultural pole of the biosocial con-
tinuum; for (@) they were found in Physique and Delinquency to vary
in incidence among the body types and (b), correlatively, they have
either not been found in the current study to be related to any social
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Origin of Traits
factors or shown to be related to only one and, in a very few in-
stances, two environmental influences.

6. Cyanosis
8. Tremors
9. Genital Underdevelopment
10. Strength of Hand Grip
21. Social Assertiveness
23. Marked Submissiveness to Authority
31. Fear of Failure and Defeat
47. Vivacity
51. Sensitivity
57. Emotional Instability
58. Aestheticism
59. Sensuousness
65. Emotional Conflicts

In the light of the clearly significant variation in incidence of these
traits among divergent body types, we feel justified in assigning them
to the constitutional end of our posited biosocial continuum.

Probably Constitutional Traits. The following traits we consider to
be of probable constitutional orientation because, although not
shown in Physique and Delinquency to vary in incidence among the
body types, they are, in the present analysis, either not found to be
related to any of the 44 social factors or related to only one—an
association which might well have occurred by chance—or the rela-
tionships are such that they can not be classified as contnbutmg to
the development of the trait.

1. Poor Health in Infancy

4. Enuresis in Early Childhood

5. Irregular Reflexes

7. Dermographia
16. Intuition
19. Unmethodical Approach to Problems
20. Potential Capacity for Objective Interests
22. Defiance
24. Ambivalence to Authority
33. Poor Surface Contact with Others
45. Emotional Lability
46. Lack of Self-Control
54. Stubbornness
55. Adventurousness
67. Psychopathy
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The rationale for the inference that these traits are probably of con-
stitutional derivation, despite the absence of any significant variation
in their incidence among the body types, is that there are traits (such
as eye color) which are clearly constitutional though not known to
be linked to any specific body structure. We reason, further, that if
the traits in question were moulded essentially by environmental
influences, more than one social factor among the 44 we studied
should have been found to be associated with them.

Constitutional and Socially Conditioned Traits. We come next to a
group of traits which, although varying in incidence among the body
types and by that test probably constitutional in derivation, have in
the present study been found to be related to three or more social
factors in a way suggesting that these factors have contributed to their
development. This would appear to mean that such traits although
probably genetic in orientation are referable to an area part way
between the constitutional and the sociocultural poles of the bio-
social continuum.

17. Tendency to Phantasy
36. Destructiveness
~39. Marked Dependence on Others

43. Masochistic Trends
~44. Destructive-Sadistic Trends
~53. Feeling of Inadequacy
~-56. Uninhibited Motor Responses to Stimuli

60. Acquisitiveness

61. Unconventionality

“64. Impracticality

Socially Conditioned Traits. We turn now to those traits not pre-
viously found to vary in incidence among the body types—and by
such test therefore not essentially constitutional—and now found to
be related to three or more social factors in a manner suggesting that
the factors have indeed contributed to the formation of the trait.

~11. Low Verbal Intelligence
~12. High Performance Intelligence
13. Originality
- 15. Poor Power of Observation
18. Common Sense
~25. Enhanced Feeling of Insecurity
26. Marked Feeling of Not Being Wanted or Loved
~27. Feeling of Not Being Taken Care Of
~28. Marked Feeling of Not Being Taken Seriously
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29. Feeling of Helplessness
"—32. Feeling of Resentment
34, Hostility
35. Marked Suspiciousness
37. Feeling of Isolation
40. Feeling of Being Able to Manage Own Life
~42. Receptive Trends
48. Compulsory Trends
49. Preponderance of Extroversive Trends
—50. Preponderance of Introversive Trends
"62. Lack of Self-Criticism
~63. Conscientiousness
66. Neuroticism

These comprise the traits which may be regarded as the most plastic
among all the 66 we have studied. Sociocultural conditioning has evi-
dently had a considerable influence in their formation.

Traits Not Clearly Constitutional or Conditioned. In addition to
these groups of traits is one which, although not found to vary in
incidence among the body types, is now seen to be related to only
two social factors in a way suggesting that the factors may have con-
tributed to formation of the traits. It is not clear whether such traits
are closer to the constitutional or to the sociocultural end of the
biosocial continuum. Further research is necessary in order more
clearly to disentangle the relative emphasis of Nature and Nurture
in their development.

3. Extreme Restlessness in Early Childhood
14. Banality -
30. Feeling of Not Being Appreciated
38. Defensive Attitude
41. Narcissistic Trends
52. Suggestibility

TRAIT FORMATION: BY TYPES OF TRAITS

As we now have before us the findings on the relative roles of heredity
and environment in the formation of the 66 traits, we are in a
position to make a somewhat more meaningful summary of the traits
by types. The bearing of these findings on the etiology of delin-
quency, its prevention and its management, will emerge later.
Physical Conditions. First, as regards physical conditions (which
encompass poor health in infancy, restlessness in early childhood,
enuresis in early childhood, irregular reflexes, cyanosis, dermographia,
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Summary of Trait Formation

tremors, genital underdevelopment, strength of hand grip), it would
appear that most of these are primarily of constitutional orientation,
either because they were found in Physique and Delinquency to vary
in incidence among the body types, or, though not found to vary
among physique types, they are not now found to be related to any
of the 44 social factors or to only one.

It should be pointed out, however, that although extreme resiless-
ness (which does not vary in incidence among the body types) is now
found to be associated with two social factors of a kind which would
appear to aggravate an already pre-existent condition in a child (rear-
ing by an emotionally disturbed mother and/or by incompatible
parents), it may in its emphasis be closer to constitutional than to
environmental influences. Only intensive studies of very restless
children from the time of the earliest evidence of this characteristic
would provide a definitive answer.

EXHIBIT VIII-1. CERTAIN PHYSICAL CONDITIONS AND THE
SOCIAL FACTORS CONTRIBUTING TO THEIR
DEVELOPMENT

1. Poor Health in Infancy (PC)
3. Extreme Restlessness in Early Childhood (?)
K. Emotional Disturbance of Mother
V. Parents Incompatible But Not Separated
. Enuresis in Early Childhood (PC)
Irregular Reflexes (PC)
Cyanosis (C)
. Dermographia (PC)
. Tremors (C)
Genital Underdevelopment (C)
. Strength of Hand Grip (O)
V. Parents Compatible
FF. Boy Ten Years of Age or Older at First Breach in Family Life

Legend:
C = Constitutional.
PC = Probably Constitutional.
? = Not Clearly Constitutional or Socially Conditional

SvmNuAUmA
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Aspects of Intelligence. Concerning certain intellectual character-
istics, it has been found that verbal intelligence, performance intel-
ligence, originality, power of observation, and common sense (none of
which varies in incidence among the body types) appear to be closer
to the sociocultural than to the constitutional border of the biosocial
axis; for three or more social factors have been found to contribute
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to the development of each of these traits. One trait, the tendency to
phantasy, although varying in incidence among the body types, is to
some extent influenced in its formation by certain environmental
circumstances so that it clearly results from a combination of innate
and environmental influences.

On the other hand, three aspects of intelligence—intuition, un-
methodical approach to problems, potential capacity for objective
interests—not found in Physique and Delinquency to vary in incidence
among the body types, and also not now found to be related to any
(or to only one) of the 44 social factors, must, for the present, be
regarded as of probable constitutional orientation. Banality, also not
found in Physique and Delinquency to vary in incidence among the
body types and now found to be related to two social factors in a way
suggesting their contribution to its development, can not be defini-
tively classified as largely of sociocultural orientation.

EXHIBIT VIII-2. CERTAIN ASPECTS OF INTELLIGENCE AND THE
SOCIAL FACTORS CONTRIBUTING TO THEIR DEVELOPMENT

11. Low Verbal Intelligence (S)
B. Crowded Home
V.  Parents Incompatible But Not Separated
JJ.  Indifference or Hostility of Siblings to Boy
12. High Performance Intelligence (S)
C. Clean and Orderly Home
Q. Well Planned Household Routine
LL. Lax Discipline of Boy by Mother
13. Originality (S)
X.  Mother Occasionally Employed Outside Home
Y. Unsuitable Supervision of Boy by Mother
AA. Parents Inhospitable to Boy’s Companions
BB. Meager Recreational Facilities for Boy in Home
14. Banality (?)
P.  Poor Management of Family Income
R. Lack of Cultural Refinement in Home
15. Marked Power of Observation (S)
Y.  Suitable Supervision of Boy by Mother
AA. Parents Interested in Boy’s Companions
BB. Adequate Recreational Facilities for Boy in Home
16. Intuition (PC)
17. Tendency to Phantasy (C/S)
J.  Emotional Disturbance of Father
M. Serious Physical Ailment of Mother
Z. Lack of Family Group Recreations
AA. Parents Inhospitable to Boy’s Companions
FF. Boy less than Five Years of Age at First Breach in Family Life
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18. Common Sense (S)
Y. Suitable Supervision of Boy by Mother
BB. Adequate Recreational Facilities for Boy in Home
DD. Middle or Youngest Child in Family
19. Unmethodical Approach to Problems (PC)
C.  Unclean and Disorderly Home
20. Potential Capacity for Objective Interests (PC)
BB. Adequate Recreational Facilities for Boy in Home
Legend:
PC = Probably Constitutional.
C/S = Constitutional and Socially Conditioned (probably close to
center of biosocial continuum).
S = Socially Conditioned.
? = Not Clearly Constitutional or Socially Conditional

Basic Attitudes to Authority and Society. Basic attitudes to authority
and society are those which are important for the genesis and
establishment of the individual’s psychological situation in the com-
munity. Attitudes toward authority are of special importance since,
in our culture, most individuals experience society as authority, at
first through the medium of the family (the parents), later through
society’s agencies (school, church, and like social institutions). These
attitudes concern basic ways in which the individual attempts to
establish his place, his security, and his share in society and in life.
These may be identified as social assertiveness, defiance, submissive-
ness and ambivalence to authority.

All four traits are found to be closer to the constitutional than
to the sociocultural area of our postulated biosocial continuum.
However, the trait of submissiveness, which was shown in Physique
and Delinquency to vary in incidence among the body types and was
therefore classified as essentially constitutional in orientation, is
apparently stimulated by the presence in the home of an emotionally
disturbed father and by one who is indifferent or hostile to his son.

EXHIBIT VIII-3. SOME BASIC ATTITUDES TO AUTHORITY AND
SOCIETY AND THE SOCIAL FACTORS CONTRIBUTING
TO THEIR DEVELOPMENT

21. Social Assertiveness (C)
KK. Lax Discipline of Boy by Father
~22. Pefiance (PC)
AA. Parents Indifferent to Boy’s Companions
23. Marked Submissiveness to Authority (C)
J.  Emotional Disturbance of Father
HH. Indifference or Hostility of Father to Boy
~~24. Ambivalence to Authority (PC)
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Legend:
C = Constitutional.
PC = Probably Constitutional.

Feelings of Resentment, Anxiety, Inferiority and Frustration. An
analysis of the formation of eight traits reflecting attitudes or moods
of resentment, anxiety, inferiority and frustration has been made:
enhanced feeling of insecurity, marked feeling of not being wanted or
loved, feeling of not being taken care of, marked feeling of not being
taken seriously, feeling of helplessness, feeling of not being appreciated,
Jear of failure and defeat, feeling of resentment. With one clear excep-
tion—the fear of failure and defeat—and possibly the feeling of not
being appreciated, all the traits in this series appear to be appreciably
conditioned by certain aspects of the home environment. It is to be
noted that many more such elements contribute to the feeling of not
being taken care of and the feeling of helplessness than is true of the
other traits in the group.

EXHIBIT VIII-4. FEELINGS OF RESEN TMENT, ANXIETY, INFERIORITY
AND FRUSTRATION AND THE SOCIAL FACTORS CONTRIBUTING TO
THEIR DEVELOPMENT

25. Enhanced Feeling of Insecurity (S)
G. Delinquency of Mother
T. Lack of Family Ambition
Y. Unsuitable Supervision of Boy by Mother
BB. Meager Recreational Facilities for Boy in Home
CC. Lack of Family Cohesiveness
LL. Lax Discipline of Boy by Mother
26. Marked Feeling of Not Being Wanted or Loved (S)
B. Crowded Home
JJ. Indifference or Hostility of Siblings to Boy
KK. Overstrict Discipline of Boy by Father
Feeling of Not Being Taken Care Of (S)
Crowded Home
Poor Work Habits of Father
Poor Management of Family Income
Careless Household Routine
Lack of Family Ambition
Poor Conduct Standards of Family
Fair or Unsuitable Supervision of Boy by Mother
Lack of Family Group Recreations
AA. Parents Indifferent or Inhospitable to Boy’s Companions
BB. Meager Recreational Facilities for Boy in Home
HH. Indifference or Hostility of Father to Boy
82
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KK. Overstrict Discipline of Boy by Father
LL. Lax/Erratic Discipline of Boy by Mother
MM. Physical Punishment of Boy by Father
28, Marked Fecling of Not Being Taken Seriously (S)
Crowded Home

K. Emotional Disturbance of Mother
X. Mother Occasionally Employed Outside Home
AA. Parents Indifferent or Inhospitable to Boy’s Companions
BB.  Meager Recreational Facilities for Boy in Home
LL. Overstrict/Lax Discipline of Boy by Mother

~29. Feelmg of Helplessness (S)

Crowded Home

G. Delinquency of Mother
P.  Poor Management of Family Income
Y. Unsuitable Supervision of Boy by Mother
AA. Parents Indifferent to Boy’s Companions
BB. Meager Recreational Facilities for Boy in Home
KK. Overstrict Discipline of Boy by Father
LL. Lax/Erratic Discipline of Boy by Mother
MM. Physical Punishment of Boy by Father
00. Physical Punishment of Boy by Mother

30. Feeling of Not Being Appreciated (?)
AA. Parents Indifferent or Inhospitable to Boy’s Companions
BB. Meager Recreational Facilities for Boy in Home

31. Fear of Failure and Defeat (C)
LL. Lax Discipline of Boy by Mother

32. Feeling of Resentment (S)

X. Mother Occasionally Employed Outside Home
I. Indifference or Hostility of Mother to Boy
LL. Lax Discipline of Boy by Mother

Legend:
C = Constitutional.
S = Socially Conditioned.
? = Not Clearly Constitutional or Socially Conditional.

Feelings of Hostility. These encompass six traits—poor surface
contact with others, hostility, marked suspiciousness, destructiveness,
feeling of isolation, and defensive attitude. Although destructiveness
had been found in Physique and Delinquency to vary in incidence
among the body types, it is now apparent that seven of the social
factors have an impact on its development, thus moving this con-
stitutional trait closer to the center of the biosocial continuum. By
contrast, poor surface contact with others, although not varying in
incidence among the body types, is probably of constitutional
orientation since not even one relationship between the social factors
and this trait has been found. As to a defensive attitude, we prefer to
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err on the side of caution and say that it is not clear whether con-
ditioning influences or constitutional predisposition play the domin-
ant role in its formation.

The remaining traits in this group, hostility, marked suspiciousness
and feeling of isolation, are all found to be conditioned by various
factors in the family life.

EXHIBIT VIII-5. FEELINGS OF KINDLINESS AND HOSTILITY AND
THE SOCIAL FACTORS CONTRIBUTING TO THEIR DEVELOPMENT

33. Poor Surface Contact with Others (PC)
34. Hostlhty ®
Alcoholism of Father
Serious Physical Ailment of Father
Poor Conduct Standards of Family
Mother Occasionally Employed Outside Home
Indifference or Hostility of Father to Boy
Indifference or Hostility of Mother to Boy
. Erratic Discipline of Boy by Father
LL. Overstrict Discipline of Boy by Mother
35. Marked Suspiciousness (S)
Crowded Home
E. One or Both Parents Foreign Born
T. Lack of Family Ambition
BB. Meager Recreational Facilities for Boy in Home
FF. Boy less than Five Years of Age at First Breach in Family
Life
“36. Destructxven&ss (C/S)
Crowded Home
Poor Management of Family Income
Careless Household Routine
Parents Incompatible But Not Separated
Mother Occasionally Employed Outside Home
. Parents Indifferent or Inhospitable to Boy’s Companions
Meager Recreational Facilities for Boy in Home
eelmg of Isolation (S)
Crowded Home
Mother Occasionally Employed Outside Home
Fair Supervision of Boy by Mother
. Parents Indifferent or Inhospitable to Boy’s Companions
BB. Meager Recreational Facilities for Boy in Home
LL. Lax Discipline of Boy by Mother
38. Defensive Attitude (?)
G. Delinquency of Mother
CC. Lack of Family Cohesiveness
84
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Legend:
PC = Probably Constitutional.
C/S = Constitutional and Socially Conditioned (probably close to
center of biosocial continuum).
S = Socially Conditioned.
? = Not Clearly Constitutional or Socially Conditioned.

Dependence and Independence. As regards marked dependence
(tendency to cling to others rather than stand on one’s own feet), it
appears that five social factors are related to its development : father's
emotional disturbance, his use of physical punishment, and his poor
work habits, mother’s lax discipline of boy, and early break in home
ties (when boy less than five). Thus, marked dependence, found in
Physique and Delinquency to vary in incidence among the body types,
is nevertheless seen to be considerably influenced by sociocultural
factors and therefore must now be placed closer to the center of the
postulated biosocial gradation.

Independence of others, reflected in the feeling of being able to
manage one’s own life, a trait not found in Physique and Delinquency
to vary in incidence among the body types, is now revealed to be con-
ditioned by four aspects of the family environment. It must, there-
fore, be looked upon as closer to the sociocultural than to the
biologic pole of the biosocial continuum.

EXHIBIT VIII-6. FEELINGS OF DEPENDENCE AND INDEPENDENCE
AND THE SOCIAL FACTORS CONTRIBUTING TO THEIR DEVELOPMENT

~39. Marked Dependence on Others (C/S)
J.  Emotional Disturbance of Father
0. Poor Work Habits of Father
FF. Boy less than Five Years of Age at First Breach in Family Life
LL. Lax Discipline of Boy by Mother
_ MM. Physical Punishment of Boy by Father
40. Feeling of Being Able to Manage Own Life (S)
AA. Parents Interested in Boy’s Companions
BB. Adequate Recreational Facilities for Boy in Home
CC. Marked Cohesiveness of Family
LL. Firm Discipline of Boy by Mother
Legend:
C/S = Constitutional and Socially Conditioned (probably close to
center of biosecial continuum).
S = Socially Conditioned.

Goals of Strivings. As regards goals of strivings, which refer to
typical ways in which the individual tries to satisfy his needs by
F.E.D.—G 85
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narcissistic, masochistic, receptive (oral), or destructive-sadistic trends,
two of the traits in the group (masochistic trends and destructive-
sadistic trends) were found in Physique and Delinquency to vary in
incidence among the body types. However, as they are now shown
also to be influenced by a number of sociocultural factors, it would
appear appropriate to place them in the central area of the postulated
biosocial continuum.

As to receptive (oral) trends, which had not been found to vary in
incidence among the body types, it is now evident that they tend to
the sociocultural rather than to the constitutional edge of the
postulated spectrum, for at least five social factors have been found
to have a bearing on the development of this characteristic.

As regards narcissistic trends, since only two relationships between
social factors and the trait have been found, a judgment as to its
position in the biosocial progression has to be reserved.

EXHIBIT VIII-7. CERTAIN GOALS OF STRIVINGS AND THE
SOCIAL FACTORS CONTRIBUTING TO THEIR DEVELOPMENT

41, Narcissistic Trends (?)
Z. Lack of Family Group Recreations
AA. Parents Indifferent or Inhospitable to Boy’s Companions
—42. Receptive Trends (S)
P. Poor Management of Family Income
Y. Unsuitable Supervision of Boy by Mother
Z. Lack of Family Group Recreations
AA. Parents Indifferent or Inhospitable to Boy’s Companions
BB. Meager Recreational Facilities for Boy in Home
43. Masochistic Trends (C/S)
B. Crowded Home
T. Lack of Family Ambition
Y. Fair Supervision of Boy by Mother
Z. Lack of Family Group Recreations
AA. Parents Indifferent to Boy’s Companions v
BB. Meager Recreational Facilities for Boy in Home
LL. Lax Discipline of Boy by Mother
44, Destructive-Sadistic Trends (C/S)
Crowded Home
Unclean and Disorderly Home
Poor Management of Family Income
Careless Household Routine
Parents Incompatible But Not Separated
Mother Occasionally Employed Outside Home
. Parents Inhospitable to Boy’s Companions
Meager Recreational Facilities for Boy in Home
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end:
L%/S = Constitutional and Socially Conditioned (probably closer to
center of biosocial continuum).
S = Socially Conditioned.
? = Not Clearly Constitutional or Socially Conditioned.

Some General Qualities of Personality. There are six traits encom-
passed in general qualities of personality. Of these, emotional lability,
lack of self-control and vivacity have been found to be essentially
constitutional in orientation; while compulsory trends, preponderance
of extroversive trends and preponderance of introversive trends appear
to be essentially environmental in development.

EXHIBIT VIII-8. SOME GENERAL QUALITIES OF PERSONALITY
AND THE SOCIAL FACTORS CONTRIBUTING TO THEIR DEVELOPMENT

45. Emotional Lability (PC)
46. Lack of Seif-Control (PC)
47. Vivacity (C)

48. Compulsory Trends (S)

C. Unclean and Disorderly Home

P. Poor Management of Family Income
Q. Careless Household Routine

S.  Lack of Family Self-Respect

T. Lack of Family Ambition

Y.

Fair Supervision of Boy by Mother
BB. Meager Recreational Facilities for Boy in Home
LL. Lax/Erratic Discipline of Boy by Mother

49. Preponderance of Extroversive Trends (S)

K. No Emotional Disturbance of Mother
W. Dominance of Father in Family Affairs
HH. Affection of Father for Boy

—50. Preponderance of Introversive Trends (S)

Emotional Disturbance of Father

K. Emotional Disturbance of Mother

' M. Serious Physical Ailment of Mother
AA. Parents Inhospitable to Boy’s Companions
KK. Overstrict Discipline of Boy by Father
end:

Les C = Constitutional.
PC = Probably Constitutional.

S = Socially Conditioned.

Deep-Rooted Emotional Dynamics. The seven traits included here
are: senmsitivity, suggestibility, inadequacy, stubbornness, adventurous-
ness, uninhibited motor responses to stimuli, and emotional instability.
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It is of special import that with the exception of suggestibility all have
been established, either in Physique and Delinquency or in the present
inquiry, as of constitutional orientation. As regards suggestibility, to
which only two factors are related, judgment as to its position on the
biosocial continuum must be reserved. It is to be noted that in-
adequacy and uninhibited motor responses to stimuli, both found in
Physique and Delinquency to be essentially constitutional in orienta-
tion, are now shown to be related to at least three social factors in a
way that suggests a contribution of the factor to the development of
these two characteristics. They should therefore probably be included
among the more plastic traits and placed around the central area of
the biosocial continuum. They certainly appear to be in rather sub-
stantial measure the product of both genetic and environmental
forces.

EXHIBIT VIII-9. DEEP-ROOTED EMOTIONAL DYNAMICS AND THE
SOCIAL FACTORS CONTRIBUTING TO THEIR DEVELOPMENT

51, Sensitivity (C)
52. Suggestibility (?)
FF. Boy Less than Five Years of Age at First Breach in Family Life
KK. Erratic Discipline of Boy by Father
"753. Feeling of Inadequacy (C/S)
G. Delinquency of Mother
T. Lack of Family Ambition
DD. Youngest Child in Family
54. Stubbornness (PC)
55. Adventurousness (PC)
T. Lack of Family Ambition
~56. Uninhibited Motor Responses to Stimuli (C/S)
C. Unclean and Disorderly Home
P.  Poor Management of Family Income
DD. Middle Child in Family
EE. Broken Home
57. Emotional Instability (C)
DD. Firstborn Child in Family

Legend:
C = Constitutional.
PC = Probably Constitutional.
C/S = Constitutional and Socially Conditioned (probably close to
center of biosocial continuum).
? = Not Clearly Constitutional or Socially Conditioned.

Appetitive-Aesthetic Tendencies. All three traits reflective of appeti-
tive-aesthetic tendencies—aestheticism, sensuousness, acquisitiveness
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—were found in Physique and Delinquency to vary among the body
types. As regards the first two of these traits, not one of the 44 social
factors in the present work has been shown to have contributed to
their development, but three social factors are found to be involved
in the formation of acquisitiveness. Thislatter trait musttherefore now
be placed toward the center of our biosocial continuum.

EXHIBIT VIII-10. APPETITIVE-AESTHETIC TENDENCIES AND THE
SOCIAL FACTORS CONTRIBUTING TO THEIR DEVELOPMENT

58. Aestheticism (C)

59. Sensuousness (C)

60. Acquisitiveness (C/S)
B. Crowded Home
BB. Meager Recreational Facilities for Boy in Home
DD. Middle Child in Family

Legend: _
C = Constitutional.
C/S = Constitutional and Socially Conditioned (probably close to
center of biosocial continuum).

Personality Orientation. Our discussion of basic personality orienta-
tion has centered upon four traits—unconventionality, lack of self-
criticism, conscientiousness, impracticality. Two of these traits (uncon-
ventionality and impracticality) were found in Physique and Delin-
quency to vary in incidence among the body types and therefore
considered to be essentially constitutional in orientation, but they
must now be moved closer to the center of the postulated biosocial
continuum. The other two traits (lack of self-criticism and con-
scientiousness) can now be classified as closer to the sociocultural
than to the constitutional zone of the continuum.

EXHIBIT VIII-11. PERSONALITY TRAITS AND THE SOCIAL
FACTORS CONTRIBUTING TO THEIR DEVELOPMENT

~61. Unconventionality (C/S)
H. Alcoholism of Father
I.  Alcoholism of Mother
CC. Lack of Family Cohesiveness
62. Lack of Self-Criticism (S)
G. Delinquency of Mother
S.  Lack of Family Self-Respect
QQ. Frequent Moving
-63. Conscientiousness (S)
L.  No Serious Physical Ailment of Father
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P. Good Management of Family Income
T. Family Ambitious
Y. Suitable Supervision of Boy by Mother
AA. Parents Interested in Boy’s Companions
BB. Adequate Recreational Facilities for Boy in Home
LL. Firm Discipline of Boy by Mother
_64. Impracticality (C/S)
K. Emotional Disturbance of Mother
S.  Lack of Family Self-Respect
Y. Unsuitable Supervision of Boy by Mother
CC. Lack of Family Cohesiveness
DD. Only Child in Family
Legend:
C/S = Constitutional and Socially Conditioned (probably close to
center of biosocial continuum).
S = Socially Conditioned.

Some Aspects of Mental Pathology. Finally, we treat three aspects
of mental pathology—emotional conflicts, neuroticism and psycho-
pathy. On the basis of findings in Physique and Delinquency and in the
present inquiry, emotional conflicts and psychopathy are found to
be of constitutional and probable constitutional orientation, respec-
tively. As regards neuroticism, since four social factors were shown to
have contributed to its development, it must be considered as closer
to the conditioned than to the genetic pole of the biosocial continuum.

EXHIBIT VIII-12. SOME ASPECTS OF MENTAL PATHOLOGY AND
THE SOCIAL FACTORS CONTRIBUTING TO THEIR DEVELOPMENT

65. Emotional Conflicts (C)
CC. Lack of Family Cohesiveness
66. Neuroticism (S) .
G. Delinquency of Mother
X.  Mother Occasionally Employed Outside Home
CC. Lack of Family Cohesiveness
LL. Overstrict/Lax Discipline of Boy by Mother
67. Psychopathy (PC)
Legend:
C = Constitutional.
PC = Probably Constitutional.
S = Socially Conditioned.

COMMENTS

Among the foregoing analyses of factor-trait relationships are a
few that may raise questions in the minds of readers, since the results
90

Google



Summary of Trait Formation

appear to run counter to expectation. But in calling attention to
puzzling findings, we must not overlook the fact that most of the traits
emerge in accordance with expectancy and clinical experience.

It should also be remembered that, as is true of all research, this
study deals with samples of factors and of traits and not of all pos-
sible ones. While many of the traits are of high importance to
behavior and misbehavior, and the sociocultural factors have great
significance both in predictive power and causal involvement, neither
the catalogue of traits nor the list of factors is, of course, complete.
Certain more subtle traits of physiologic-endocrinologic essence and
certain psychologic indices of importance to the motivation of con-
duct are not included in this study; and, likewise, certain familial and
extrafamilial sociocultural forces which play an important role in the
conditioning of behavior are not encompassed in this inquiry.

We recognize that such unavoidable facts make it hard to arrive at
definitive conclusions. But we have assumed that the greater the
number of associations of factors with a trait, the more probably is
the developed trait attributable to environmental impacts following
birth than to innate constitutional (genetic) influences. However, by
the very nature of our materials and the inherent complexity of
genetic study, it can not be concluded with certainty that even many
correlations between various sociocultural factors and a particular
trait rule out completely the possibility of some hereditary predisposi-
tion. Per contra, as to traits inferred by the analysis in Physique and
Delinquency to be oriented essentially toward the constitutional edge
of the biosocial continuum (because of significant variations in their
incidence among widely differing physique types), and now not found
" to be related to any (or at most to be associated with oaly one or two)
sociocultural factors, we have found confirmation of the original
conclusion in Physique and Delinquency that such traits are essentially
genetic and therefore less plastic than others.

As regards traits in the formation of which our analyses in Physique
and Delinquency did not disclose evidence of constitutional involve-
ment, and with which more than two sociocultural associations have
emerged in the present inquiry, we conclude that such traits are
probably quite plastic and environmentally oriented.

Finally, as to traits in which there is evidence of biologic orienta-
tion but also of relationship to several sociocultural factors, we have
concluded that they fall near the center of the hypothetical biosocial
continuum; or, to put it differently, that Nature and Nurture have
contributed about equally to their formation.

These are, perforce, crude quantitative distinctions. We recognize
that there is also a qualitative difference in the influence of various
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sociocultural factors. It may well be, for example, that a factor such
as affection of mother for boy is so powerful and permeative in its
influence that the impact of this single environmental circumstance is
equivalent to, or even surpasses, the influence of several other factors.
But we know of no way to measure this with any exactness, and we
are therefore forced to the not unreasonable assumption that,
ordinarily and generally, a valid distinction can be made that is based
on the number of environmental factors found to influence a trait.

In all this, the fact that we are dealing with samples and that there
may be other influences involved must be borne in mind; but this
does not necessarily militate against the type of analysis—partial
though it may be—made in the foregoing pages, nor against the
significant findings that have emerged. At the very least, these find-
ings are clues suggestive of rewarding hypotheses which can be tested
on other samples of cases by other investigators.

The reader may feel baffled, as we have sometimes been, by our
inability to reach firm conclusions regarding the primacy of a trait or
of a sociocultural influence with which that trait is found to be
statistically associated, as well as about the possibility that factor and
trait are tied together in a reciprocal dynamic circle. It seems to us
that careful, intensive clinical study might throw further light on
these factor-trait involvements. We have done the best we can, both
in determining temporal sequences when building up the case histories
on which our researches are based, and in putting forward the device
of employing statistical variation in incidence among widely differing
somatotypes as a basis for a rational inference about the essentially
constitutional orientation of some of the traits analyzed. However,
as already pointed out, while the presence of such variation permits
of a reasonable inference of essentially genetic involvement in the
formation of a trait, its absence does not necessarily permit a firm
conclusion that the trait is essentially grounded in environmental
conditioning; for, as in the case of eye color, for example, there are
undoubtedly genetic traits which are not linked to somatotype.

The reader will recall another difficulty encountered in this type of
pioneering analysis of the orientation of physiologic and psychologic
traits; namely, the determination as to whether a sociocultural factor
is a reactive phenomenon in response to the pre-existence of a given
trait or is itself a strong contributing influence in the formation of the
trait.

In interpreting the data, we have resorted to experience, reason and
judgment. As indicated at various points in the discussion, there may
well be differences of opinion as to whether a trait is fundamentally
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genetic or essentially environmental. We welcome efforts by other
investigators, with richer and more varied experience, to add to the
clarification of the generating forces of these traits.

Finally, there is another important point to which we have already
made brief reference: in order to analyze the data intensively, we have
perforce had to relate each one of the 66 traits to each one of the 44
factors. We are fully aware that by such fragmentation something
vital in the total organized pattern may be lost; but we are also
aware that correlations and analyses of broad and poorly defined
‘patterns’ or ‘groups’ or ‘subcultures’ entail perhaps a greater risk.
It is relatively simple to speak in broad generalizations about
patterns and cultures; but such discussions hardly meet the basic
scientific test of at least reasonable precision of concept and fact. This
does not, of course, mean that we do not recognize the value of efforts
to find common denominators and a patterning or Gestalt in the
multiple single traits and factors embraced in a study such as this.
But patterning must begin with the building stones, inductively
arrived at, and only then proceed to a structure of interrelated
elements.

In a study now in contemplation, we will lend ourselves to the task
of integrating individual traits into inductively arrived-at patterns.
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IX

SOCIAL FACTORS, TRAITS AND
DELINQUENCY

INTRODUCTION

SOME readers are perhaps wondering what may be the bearing on a
study of Family Environment and Delinquency of the findings in the
prior chapters which deal with analyses of the origins of 66 traits. It
should be recalled that most of these traits were previously found
(in Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency) to be significantly more char-
acteristic of delinquentsthan of nondelinquents; and therebytheymay
be regarded as involved, at least indirectly, in criminogenesis. But a
few of the traits analyzed in the foregoing chapters have not been
found, in themselves, to be criminogenic. What is their meaning for
delinquency ? It will soon become evident that certain social factors

assume a sort of catalytic significance in rendering such normally '

neutral traits criminogenic. It might be mentioned, at this point, by
way of illustration, that the following traits, although not found in
Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency to occur more frequently among
delinquents than among nondelinquents, when existing in boys reared
under specific inimical environmental circumstances, appear to be
given criminogenic potency: introversive trends, intuition, performance
ability, feeling of not being taken care of. They will be considered in
their proper place in the ensuing chapters.

The important influence of family environmental factors in condi- D

tioning traits has already become evident. Even certain character-
istics which may be legitimately regarded as essentially hereditary
are moulded and enhanced in the human workshop:and emotional
arena of the home. Apart from poor health in infancy, which is
essentially biologic in origin, even such traits as extreme restlessness
in early childhood are serious]y affected by environmental pressures
involving family life, such as parental incompatibility or emotional

{

illness of the mother—to review but a few. The environmental in-

volvement is not always clear, and here and there we have suggested

a circular or reciprocal influence of Nature and Nurture; but the

dominant role of the home environment in the shaping of character
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5
7 and personality cannot be gainsaid. The influence is apparent even in

such traits as verbal and performance intelligence (often assumed to
be purely genetic) in which such factors as parental incompatibility,
lack of sympathy of siblings, crowding of home, cleanliness and
orderliness of the household, and permissiveness in discipline are
involved.

The influence of home and family are implicated even in such traits
as originality, which tends to be conditioned by inadequate maternal
oversight of the boy and lack of parental concern to welcome his
playmates into the home. The under-the-roof environment is also
operative in the development of such traits as banality, marked power
of observation and common sense, in which there are conditioning
linkages with such factors as rearing in a home without cultural
refinement, or one with other signs of mediocrity of family life,
improper disciplinary practices, inadequate provision for the child’s

isure time—to note but a few.

So, also, such more complex psychologic traits as feelings of resent-
ment, anxiety, inferiority, frustration—all tending to weaken and
cripple personality and character—are related to early conditioning
in the home. Lack of parental interest in the child, lax or erratic dis-
cipline, improper supervision, lack of family ambition, parental
laziness or dishonesty leading to the child’s rejection of the father as
a symbol for emulation, lack of parental love for the child and many
other unwholesome influences—all well known, yet too frequently
unrecognized—must be taken into account in the assessment of the
generative or formative influences on traits that can become anti-
~ social in expression.

Thus, despite the genetic roots of many characteristics, a potent
involvement of early childhood influences in the home is also opera-
tive in the development and moulding of traits of personality and
character of a crippling kind which add to the child’s incompetence
to meet the demands of life that are made on him in the ever-widening
world outside the borders of ‘home.’

DELINQUENCY-RELATED TRAITS

But let us now consider the traits which have been previously shown
to have a linkage with delinquency.

Jf we know what aspects of a child’s rearing contribute to the
formation of traits which are in general more significantly character-
jjstic of delinquents than of nondelinquents, there arises some ho

—~that specific targets in family life can be found and dealt with pre-

| ventively both on an individual basis and in a broad prophylactic
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‘public health’ program. In this connection it is important for those
in the therapeutic professions to take note of the findings thus far
made in this inquiry that certain delinquency-linked traits are less
plastic than others; that they are probably attributable essentially to
innate constitutionand not as malleable orsubject to specific environ-
mental reconditioning or re-education as the less deep-rooted and
less fixed traits. The rigid traits can be dealt with only by diversion
into constructive, or at least harmless, channels.

The traits which are less likely to be responsive to social manage-
ment through broad but specifically-targeted preventive efforts are
those appearing in Chapter VIII under the headings, Constitutional
and Probably Constitutional. Traits which are closer to the constitu-
tional end of our postulated biosocial continuum than to the socio-
cultural should be recognized as relatively ‘fixed.” On the other hand,
those which are largely socially conditioned are more likely to respond
to efforts at constructive manipulation of that portion of the child’s
environment which contributes to the formation of the traits (these
are listed in Chapter VIII under the title, Socially Conditioned); while
those which because of relatively equal genetic and environmental
influence are therefore placed somewhere toward the center of the
biosocial continuum (see Chapter VIII) offer the greatest challenge
to the therapeutic professions.

L}

DELINQUENCY-RELATED SOCIAL FACTORS CONTRIBUTING
TO FORMATION OF DELINQUENCY-RELATED TRAITS

As an introduction to considering how family environment operates
on delinquency, we are now in a position to take the first step, which
is to focus attention factor by factor on those delinquency-linked
traits with which each delinquency-related social factor has been
found to be associated in a way to suggest a contribution of the factor
to the development of the trait. '

In Exhibit IX-1 presentation is made of these factors and the traits
to the formation of which the factor appears to have contributed.

EXHIBIT 1X-1. SELECTIVE IMPACT OF DELINQUENCY-RELATED
SOCIAL FACTORS ON DELINQUENCY-RELATED TRAITS

B. Crowded Home
11. Low Verbal Intelligence
35. Marked Suspiciousness
36. Destructiveness (Meso./Ecto. vs. Endo.)
37. Feeling of Isolation
44, Destructive-Sadistic Trends (Meso./Ecto. vs. Endo.)
60. Acquisitiveness (Meso./Ecto. vs. Endo./Bal.)
9
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C. Unclean and Disorderly Home
19. Unmethodical Approach to Problems
44. Destructive-Sadistic Trends (Ecto. vs. Endo.)
56. Uninhibited Motor Responses to Stimuli (Meso. vs. Endo./Ecto.)
Delinquency of Father
Delinquency of Mother
38. Defensive Attitude
53. Feeling of Inadequacy
62. Lack of Self-Criticism
H. Alcoholism of Father
34. Hostility
61. Unconventionality (Meso./Ecto. vs. Endo.)
I.  Alcoholism of Mother
61. Unconventionality
J.  Emotional Disturbance of Father
17. Tendency to Phantasy (Endo./Ecto./Bal. vs. Meso.)
Emotional Disturbance of Mother
3. Extreme Restlessness in Early Childhood
64. Impracticality (Ecto. vs. Meso.)
Serious Physical Ailment of Father
34. Hostility
63. Lack of Conscientiousness
Serious Physical Ailment of Mother
17. Tendency to Phantasy
Financial Dependence of Family
Poor Work Habits of Father
Poor Management of Family Income
36. Destructiveness
42, Receptive Trends '
44, Destructive-Sadistic Trends (Ecto./Bal. vs. Endo.)
56. Uninhibited Motor Responses to Stimuli (Meso. vs.
Endo./Ecto.)
63. Lack of Conscientiousness
Q. Carecless Household Routine
36. Destructiveness
44. Destructive-Sadistic Trends (Ecto. vs. Endo.)
Lack of Cultural Refinement in Home
Lack of Family Self-Respect
62. Lack of Self-Criticism
64. Impracticality (Endo. vs. Meso.)
T. Lack of Family Ambition
35. Marked Suspiciousness
53. Feeling of Inadequacy (Ecto. vs. Meso.)
55. Adventurousness
63. Lack of Conscientiousness
U. Poor Conduct Standards of Family
34. Hostility

20
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AA.

BB.

CC.
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Incompatibility of Parents

3. Extreme Restlessness in Early Childhood
11. Low Verbal Intelligence
36. Destructiveness
44. Destructive-Sadistic Trends
Erratic Employment of Mother
32. Feeling of Resentment
34. Hostility
36. Destructiveness (Ecto. vs. Endo.)
37. Feeling of Isolation
44. Destructive-Sadistic Trends (Ecto. vs. Endo.)
Unsuitable Supervision of Boy by Mother
15. Poor Power of Observation
18. Lack of Common Sense
37. Feeling of Isolation
42. Receptive Trends
63. Lack of Conscientiousness
64. Impracticality
Lack of Family Group Recreations
17. Tendency to Phantasy (Ecro./Bal. vs. Meso.)
41. Narcissistic Trends
42. Receptive Trends
Parents Indifferent or Inhospitable to Boy’s Companions
15. Poor Power of Observation
17. Tendency to Phantasy (Bal. vs. Meso./Ecto.)
22. Defiance
30, Feeling of Not Being Appreciated
36. Destructiveness
37. Fecling of Isolation
41. Narcissistic Trends
42. Receptive Trends
44, Destructive-Sadistic Trends
63. Lack of Conscientiousness

Meager Recreational Facilities for Boy in Home
15. Poor Power of Observation
18. Lack of Common Sense
20. Absence of Potential Capacity for Objective Interests
30. Feeling of Not Being Appreciated
35. Marked Suspiciousness
36. Destructiveness
37. Feeling of Isolation
42. Receptive Trends
44. Destructive-Sadistic Trends
60. Acquisitiveness
63. Lack of Conscientiousness

Lack of Family Cohesiveness
38. Defensive Attitude
F.E.D.—H 101
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DD.

EE.

FF.

GG.

II.

1J.

KK.

LL.

Note: The body type(s) on which the social factor is found to have the

The criminogenic relationship of the social factors to these delin-
quency-linked traits derives from their role in stimulating or mould-
ing such traits which have been shown, in Unraveling Juvenile Delin-
quency, significantlyto differentiate delinquentsfrom nondelinquents.

G

Family Environment, Traits and Delinquency

61. Unconventionality (Endo. vs. Meso./Ecto.)
64. Impracticality
65. Emotional Conflicts (Ecto./Bal. vs. Meso.; Ecto. vs. Endo.)
Middle Child in Family
56. Uninhibited Motor Responses to Stimuli (Meso. vs.
Endo./Ecto.)
60. Acquisitiveness (Meso./Ecto. vs. Bal.)
Rearing in Broken Home
56. Uninhibited Motor Responses to Stimuli (Meso. vs.
Endo./Ecto.)
Boy less than Five Years of Age at First Breach in Family Life
17. Tendency to Phantasy (Bal. vs. Meso.)
35. Marked Suspiciousness
52. Suggestibility
Rearing by Parent Substitutes

. Indifference or Hostility of Father to Boy

34. Hostility
Indifference or Hostility of Mother to Boy
32. Fecling of Resentment
34. Hostility
Indifference or Hostility of Siblings to Boy
11. Low Verbal Intelligence
Unsuitable Discipline of Boy by Father
21. Social Assertiveness
34. Hostility
52. Suggestibility
Unsuitable Discipline of Boy by Mother
32. Feeling of Resentment
34, Hostility
37. Feeling of Isolation
63. Lack of Conscientiousness

. Physical Punishment of Boy by Father
Physical Punishment of Boy by Mother
Threatening or Scolding of Boy by Mother

. Frequent Moving

62. Lack of Self-Criticism

. Indifference or Hostility of Boy to Father

Unacceptability of Father to Boy for Emulation
Indifference or Hostility of Boy to Mother

greatest impact is indicated in italics. -

102

0 3]0



Social Factors, Traits and Delinquency

. However, it is to be noted that of the 41 delinquency-related fac-
tors, 11 (delinquency of father, financial dependence of family, poor
work habits of father, lack of cultural refinement in the home, rear-
ing by substitute parents, physical punishment of boy by father and/
or mother, threatening or scolding of boy by mother, hostility of boy
to father and/or mother, unacceptability of father for emulation)
have not been clearly found in this research to contribute to the
formation of any one of the 54 delinquency-related traits. Until
further evidence comes from other researches we must tentatively
assume that whatever bearing these factors in a child’s home environ-
ment may have on the genesis of his acting out antisocial behavior,
it is not through their contribution to the formation of traits that have
been found in Unraveling to be related to delinquency. Since, how-
ever, these 11 factors of home life have themselves been found, in
Unraveling, to distinguish delinquents from nondelinquents, our
question now is (among others) whether these factors have a direct
bearing on delinquency or operate only on boys already possessing
certain characteristics.

Apart from this question, there is also the question whether the
delinquency-linked factors influence antisocial behavior only in-
directly, through their effect on the formation of delinquency-related
traits, or whether they, in addition, fimction in connection with certain
traits (regardless of whether these traits are themselves delinquency-
linked or not), thereby adding to a child’s delinquency impulsion.
Finally, we hope to ascertain whether these combined influences of
social factors and physiologic-psychologic traits act with relatively
equal potency on boys of the various body types.

The reader is asked to bear in mind that there is a difference
between the analysis of social factors associated with the develop-
ment of traits (Chapters III-VIII) and the examination of the
criminogenic pattern of factors and traits which is the subject of
‘Chapters X-XIII.

METHOD OF ANALYSIS OF FAMILY INFLUENCES AND TRAITS
N OF BOY ON DELINQUENCY

In Appendix F is presented, trait by trait, the percentage incidence
of each trait among delinquents from worse as opposed to better
sociocultural backgrounds (for example, crowded versus uncrowded
homes, broken versus unbroken homes) as well as the differences in
the percentage incidence of each trait among delinquents and non-
delinquents from worse as opposed to better sociocultural back-
grounds.,
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Examination and analysis of Exhibit IX-2 will serve to illustrate
the method of analysis in the ensuing chapters concerning the mean-
ing of the above-mentioned differences. This exhibit deals with
the differences in emotional lability among delinquents and non-
delinquents from crowded as opposed to uncrowded homes; those
reared in broken versus unbroken homes; those brought up by
emotionally disturbed mothers as opposed to those reared by
emotionally normal mothers; those whose mothers were employed
sporadically outside the home versus those whose mothers were full-
time housewives; boys who were deprived of paternal affection versus
those who were loved by the father.!

EXHIBIT I1X-2. EMOTIONAL LABILITY

Differences between Emotion-
ly Labile Delinquents and
Nondelinquents in Each
Delinquents Subcategory
P”o‘}e't“h:‘ e Significance P”offe’t'lt;x “ Significance
Respective | of Variations | Respective | of Variati
ry between Subcategory between
Factors and Subcategories Tot Subcategories| Totals Subcategories
B. Crowding of Home
More than Two Occu-
pants per Bedroom 49-3% 33-4%
One or Two Occupants ] 10 :I-IO
per Bedroom 40-7 212
K. Emotional Disturbance of
Mother
Present 53-1% ] 336% .
Absent 371 ] 02 | 187 ] 05
X. Usual Occupation of
Mother
Occasionally Employed
Outside Home 51-7% 363%
Regularly Employed 10 .10
Outside Home 42-5 237
Housewife 39-7 204
EE. Rearing in Broken Home o
Yes 47-6% . 32:1% .
No 372 ] 05 | 171 ] 05
HH. Affection of Father for Boy
Indifferent or Hostile 490% ]_05 30:9% ]_05
Warm 34-8 155

1 Only those findings emerging from the correlations between the trait (emotional
lability) and each one of the 44 sociocultural factors encompassed in this inquiry are
presented in which a probability of 0-10 or better was found between delinquents and
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If there is a greater significant variation (as tested by the method of
multiple comparisons) in the differences between delinquents and
nondelinquents possessing a certain trait and reared in an inimical
environment, it can be concluded that the influence of the social fac-
tor on the delinquency impulsion of the boys was enhanced by their
possession of the particular trait.

In the light of such findings, we reason throughout Chapters X~
XIII that a social factor acts selectively on the delinquency of boys
possessing certain traits. To put the matter differently, where there
is more of a variation in the incidence of a trait as between delin-
quents and nondelinquents from an inimical environment than
between delinquents and nondelinquents from a more favorable
environment, it can be concluded that it is not the social factor
alone, or the trait alone, which contributes to the operative dis-
tinction between delinquents and nondelinquents, but rather the
combined impact of factor and trait.

Readers who wish to check our analyses of the data, point by
point, should refer to the tables in Appendix F. Although we believe
the statistical basis for our conclusions is sound, some readers may
disagree with our interpretations in certain instances. Further
research of a similar nature on other samples, aided by intensive
clinical observations, can help to decide the issue where such differ-
ences of interpretation occur.

If progress is to be made in the prevention of delinquency and if
the targets of prophylactic effort are to be more clearly defined, it is
essential to discover these particularistic associations as a basis for
later integration.

In the following four chapters, we proceed, factor by factor, with
the analysis of the role of family environment and traits on delin-
quency, to see if we can delve more searchingly than has been pos-
sible in our prior researches into how a child’s rearing affects his
proneness to delinquency. This pattern of development of our re-
search and thinking seems to us to be a reasonable way of orderly
progression from general eclecticism to disciplined eclecticism.

nondelinquents from more, as opposed to less, inimical environmental backgrounds.
The reader interested in reviewing the technical details of the method of multiple com-
parisons which we utilized in Physique and Delinquency and in the present research is
referred to that work, Appendix A, ‘Note on Statistical Method,’ prepared by Professor
Jane Worcester of the Harvard School of Public Health, and to page 17 of the present
work,
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X

PATHOLOGY OF PARENTS, TRAITS
AND DELINQUENCY

INTRODUCTION

THE consideration of the impact on delinquency of a child’s family
environment in association with certain traits he possesses is divided
into four segments: first, factors reflecting pathology in the parents,
which is the subject of the present chapter; then, some aspects
of the home atmosphere, in Chapter XI; family relationships, in
Chapter XII; and, finally, evidences of parental unconcern for the
boys, in Chapter XIII.

It is unfortunate that we could not have incorporated into our
inquiry many more aspects of the family environment and also many
more traits. But our task is already Herculean and we must make the
first approach to it segmentally in the hope that such factors (44) and
traits (66) as we could incorporate at least serve as indices of many
other factors and traits. Even if our roster of factors and traits is
partial, the findings are bound to shed at least some light on the
dark places of crime causation. Despite the apparent limits of our
data, they are nevertheless far more intensive and extensive than
any as yet furnished by any researches into the causes of juvenile
crime.

In the present chapter we are concerned with the impact on the
delinquency of children of rearing by parents who are or have been
' delinquents; who are alcoholic; who are emotionally disturbed. We
are concerned also with the contribution to the delinquency of children
of rearing by parents who have physical ailments of so serious a
nature as to interfere with their daily functioning; by parents who are
inadequate in meeting the demands of life as judged by their poor
employment history.

We shall consider first the effect of this kind of pathology in a
father on the delinquency of his children; and then its effect when
occurring in the mother.

106

Google



Pathology of Parents, Traits and Delinquency

PATHOLOGY OF FATHER

Delinquency of Father (Appendix Tables F-30, F-33, F-42). Turning
now to the role of a father’s delinquency on that of his son, we already
know that paternal criminality does not contribute to the develop-
ment of any of the delinquency-related traits encompassed in this
research. But delinquents are to a greater extent than nondelinquen

the sons of delinquent fathers, and this means that rearing by a

father who is or has been a criminal does indeed have some bearing (

on the delinquency of his son. How? We gain some insight from an |
analysis of the traits which show significant variations in the differ-
ences between delinquents and nondelinquents whose fathers were
delinquent as opposed to those whose fathers were not criminal.

From this analysis it appears that boys who have a feeling of not b‘ Y

being appreciated, who lack good surface contact with others, or who /
have receptive trends in their personality structure (all traits pre- \

viously found to be more characteristic of delinquents than of non- /

delinquents) are even more likely to develop into delinquents if |
reared by a father who is himself a criminal than if brought up by |
a noncriminal father. !

Such findings may partially explain why all sons of criminalistic
fathers do not become delinquent merely by “differential association’
with criminalistic fathers (and, we are tempted to reason, with
delinquent peers).

Alcoholism of Father (Appendix Tables F-30, F-37, F-50). Unlike ™

/

the role of delinquency of the father, which has not been found to
contribute to the development of any delinquency-related traits, rear- /
ing by an alcoholic father has been shown to contribute to the\.
development of the traits of hostility and unconventionality. In this
indirect way, alcoholism of the father is involved in the delmquency
of a son.

However, this gives us only part of the answer: obviously, not all
children of chronic drinkers become delinquents. Rearing by an'
alcoholic father is but one of many environmental pressures on a
child that propel him into an antisocial reaction to life. In the present
inquiry it becomes clear that certain traits, if present in sons of .
alcoholic fathers, add to their delinquency potential—the feeling of
not being appreciated, the feeling of isolation. In addition, one trait .
which is, however, no more characteristic of delinquents than of non- .
delinquents—introversiveness—also adds to the delinquency potential
of sons of alcoholic fathers. These findings, limited as they are, )
already suggest that individual social factors, as deleterious as they !

may be, may not directly impel children to delinquency; they may)
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Family Environment, Traits and Delinquency

operate, rather, through the intermediary of certain traits to the
formation of which they contribute and/or through the pre-existent
presence in children of certain traits which may result in an antisocial
reaction to the pressures of daily life. In other words, the factor (in
this instance, a father’s alcoholism) acts selectively on children having
certain characteristics. Of course, this is only part of the story. There
are obviously other social pressures and other traits in children which
are cumulatively impelling to dehnquenchWhat they are, how they

. work in combination, we hope to ascertain in our next volume.

Clearly, before we can define patterns of interrelated factors and bio-
social traits we must first isolate the individual strands that enter into
the criminogenic patterns or complexes. We do not see how this can
be avoided in any truly fundamental analysis of a complex organic
whole.

Emotional Disturbance of a Father (Appendix Table F-53). We con-
tinue our factor-trait analysis by considering the impact on children
of rearing by an emotionally disturbed father, which has been found
in the present study to contribute to a youngster’s tendency to
Phantasy. Since this tendency occurs more frequently among delin-
quents than nondelinquents, a father’s emotional disturbance con-
tributes to his son’s delinquency potential in this indirect fashion. .
How his emotional aberration plays a more direct role in the delin-
quency of his children is suggested by our present finding that if a
child has a feeling of inadequacy he is more likely to become delin-

‘quent than is a youngster with the same trait who is the son of an__
, emotionally healthy father.

" Serious Physical Ailment of Father (Appendix Table F-59). As
regards the role of a father’s severe illness in the delinquency of his
children, it should first be reiterated that this has been found to con-
tribute to the development of hostility in some children as well as to
a lack of conscientiousness in others. A father who is handicapped by
illness cannot always fulfill his proper role of guidance and example
to a child; and this fact may account for the development of these
ntisocial traits in a son. In addition, it must be remembered that
hostility and a lack of conscientiousness are in themselves delinquency-
related traits; so it can be said that in this indirect way rearing by a
physically ill father may contribute to the delinquency of his children.
As regards the more direct bearing of serious physical ailments of a
father on the delinquency of his son, our findings reveal only one
relationship of significance to delinquency, namely, through the trait
of sensuousness (inclination to the free indulgence of appetites). Al-
though a father’s physical illness does not contribute to the develop-
ment of sensuousness (a constitutional trait), we now find that, when
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occurring in a boy who is the son of a seriously ill father, sensuous-
ness is more likely to impel to delinquency than when it occurs

"in a youngster whose father is not seriously ill. This may reflect
decreased opportunity by the father to discipline and control a
sensuous boy; but since the significance of the relationship between a
father’s illness and his son’s enhanced tendency to delinquency is not
clear, perhaps the relationship is accidental.

Poor Work Habits of Father. Although more fathers of delinquents
than of the control group were seen (in Unraveling Juvenile Delin-
quency) to have poor work habits, this factor has not been found in
our current study to contribute to the development of any delin-
‘quency-related traits. Nor have any traits been found which enhance
the delinquency potential of sons of industrially inadequate fathers.

PATHOLOGY OF MOTHER

It will soon become evident to the reader that pathology in the mother .

plays perhaps an even greater role in the delinquency of youngsters
than does the father’s pathology. A mother is generally closer, both
emotionally and physically, to young children. It is generally con-
sidered by clinicians that the greatest psychologic damage done to
children by the inimical aspects of their immediate home environ-
ment occurs during the first few years of life, and it is therefore to be
expected that the mother’s influence during these early years has a
greater impact on children than that of the father.

Delinquency of Mother (Appendix Tables F-17, F-42). As is true
of the impact of a father’s criminalism on the delinquency of a boy,
so of the criminalism of the mother: for, in Unraveling Juvenile
Delinquency, a far higher proportion of the mothers of the delin-
quents than of the nondelinquents had a history of antisocial conduct.
It now ,agpears that the indirect influence on a child’s delinquency of
rearing by a criminalistic mother is partly independent of a boy’s
character and personality, for we have found that the only delin-
quency-related character traits to the formation of which the anti-
sociality of the mother contributes are a defensive attitude, a feeling
of inadequacy, a lack of self-criticism.

But the current inquiry into the characteristics of the sons of
criminalistic mothers reveals that youngsters having a tendency to
phantasy or having receptive trends are more likely to develop anti-
socially than are children whose mothers are not delinquent.

The implications of these findings are not clear to us. However,
some readers may venture interpretations. To us it would seem that,
at best, these findings can be regarded only as highly suggestive.
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Alcoholism of Mother (Appendix Table F-16). Excessive indulgence
in alcohol was in general found to be more prevalent among the
mothers of the delinquents than of the nondelinquents. In the present
inquiry, it has appeared that a mother’s excessive drinking contributes

“to the development of only one of the delinquency-related traits
encompassed in this research—unconventionality. In addition, we
now find, however, that youngsters who are intuitive are more likely
to be impelled toward delinquency if their mothers are alcoholics
than if their mothers are not excessively addicted to alcohol. Intuition
does not always lead to constructive results; if it is combined with a
lack of mental control or with flightiness, it may lead to an entirely
distorted mental picture of a situation and to quite an inadequate
solutjon of a problem. It is to be noted that, of itself, intuitiveness was,
however, not found in Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency to be more
_characteristic of delinquents than of nondelinquents.

Emotional Disturbance of Mother (Appendix Tables F-28, F-40,

/ F-45, F-47, F-49). A higher proportion of delinquents than of non-
delinquents were found in Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency to have

) ‘been reared by emotionally disturbed mothers. In the current study,
it appears that a mother’s affective disturbance contributes to the
formation of only two delinquency-related traits: extreme restlessness
and impracticality. To the extent that these traits play a role in delin-
quency, a mother’s emotional disturbance may thus be indirectly
icharged with the delinquency of her child.

" However, we now find that the presence of certain traits in the sons
of emotionally disturbed mothers has a significantly greater bearing
on their delinquency than is true of youngsters reared by mothers
who are not emotionally ill. This is the case in regard to emotional
lability in children. Likewise, vivacity (an essentially constitutional
trait) when occurring in sons of emotionally disturbed mothers is
more likely to propel the boys into delinquency than if it characterizes
the sons of emotionally normal mothers. And so, too, as regards a
preponderance of extroversive trends in the personality, a feeling of
being able to manage one’s life without help from others, and also the
absence of a feeling of not being taken seriously.

Serious Physical Ailment of Mother (Appendix Tables F-24, F-61).
Serious physical diseases in the mother (as cancer, diabetes, Bright’s
disease, severe cardiovascular ailments, crippling arthritis or
rheumatism, diseases of the nervous system) have been found to
contribute to the development or enhancement of only one of the
delinquency-related traits encompassed in our inquiry—namely,
tendency to phantasy. If a mother can not share enough of herself with
a child, the development of phantasy life on his part would appear
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to be a natural result in a youngster already so prone (for this is a
constitutionally-oriented trait).

We now learn that a boy who is ambivalent to authority or uncon-
_ventional in his attitudes is more likely to become delinquent if he is
_theson ofa seriously ill mother than of a mother who is not severely
ill. Her incapacitating illness must, in some measure at least, disrupt
her functioning as a homemaker, so that she cannot give to an
ambivalent or unconventional youngster the stabilizing supervision
he requires.

Industrial Incompetence of the Mother (Appendix.Tables F-12,
F-45, F-65). In Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency it was shown that
although almost equal proportions of mothers of delinquents and of
‘nondelinquents were regularly engaged in gainful employment, a con-
siderably higher percentage of mothers of delinquents were sporadic
‘workers (now and then engaged in domestic service, cleaning and
‘'scrubbing, factory work, waiting on tables, entertaining in cafés and
restaurants, and similar activity). We have already learned that the
mother who works sporadically (and often largely to satisfy her own

“whims or to escape from household activities) contributes to the
development of hostility, destructive-sadistic trends, and destructive-

_ness in her children, and also to feelings of isolation and resentment
in them. Perhaps they sense her lack of concern for their well-being |
‘as she satisfies her own urge for change and excitement in irregular
out-of-the-home activity. Through the development of such delin-
quency-related traits in youngsters it can certainly be said that,

_indirectly, the mother’s erratic absences from home contribute to the
‘delinquency of her children.

We now find that children with emotional conflicts, with labile
temperaments, with low performance ability,are more likely to become
delinquents if their mothers are unpredictably absent from home than
are such children of regularly employed mothers, or of mothers who
do not work at all.

It should be evident from the foregoing analysis that the signific-
ance of the findings in this chapter and also in the succeeding chapters
derives from the observation that certain inimical social factors in the
Jamily life become more criminogenic in the presence of certain traits
_in_children; that, in other words, the evident enhancement of the

{
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“criminogepic potency of such traits occurs when they are present in

childrengreared in certain malignant sociocultural conditions. We are
also learning from this analysis that it is not only the greater incidence

1 The interested reader is referred to a paper by the authors, ‘Working Mothers and
Delinquency,” Mental Hyglene, July 1957, Vol. 41, No. 3, pp. 327-52.
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- yof certain inimical factors in the rearing of delinquents than of non-

delinquents that is significant for the determination of etiologic
mechanisms in delinquency (as determined in Unraveling Juvenile
Delinquency), but also that certain sociocultural circumstances operate
as catalytic agents in the delinquency of children possessing certain
character traits regardless of whether these traits are in themselves
neutral as concerns criminogenesis or are, in general, found to be more
characteristic of delinquents than of nondelinquents.

The importance of this conception goes beyond the problem of
delinquency. It is significant for psychology and sociology; for it ~
begins to show the manner in which specific environmental pressures
_ operate in exerting a selective influence on the behavior of children
having certain characteristics, be these essentially constitutional or
~ essentially conditioned in their orientation.

The analysis of the factor-trait dynamics is continued in the next
chapter. ‘
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XI

SOME ASPECTS OF HOME CLIMATE,
TRAITS AND DELINQUENCY

INTRODUCTION

IN the prior chapter, relating to the influence on delinquency of,
certain elements of parental pathology (criminalism, alcoholism, |
emotional and physical illness, industrial incompetence), we learned .
that such factors are implicated in the criminogenic process not only
by contributing to the formation of delinquency-related traits in /
children but by their malignant catalytic influence on youngsters
already possessing certain traits, regardless of whether these are in /
themselves related to dehnquency So far in the analysis, it appears
that the activation to delinquency comes from the combination,
of inimical social factors and the presence in children of ce:
‘traits.

We begin now to understand why not all sons of criminalisti
fathers become delinquent. If such an influence as ‘differential
association’ were alone or predominantly the etiologic agent,! all, or
at least the great majority, of boys who come into contact with anti-
social parents, ideas or values would become delinquents. This is
obviously not the case. But, apart from this affirmative evidence,
the findings in Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency (Table IX-10) in- {

_dicate that 32%, of the 500 nondelinquents were also the sons of
criminalistic fathers. It is obvious, then, that an oversimplified ex-
planation such as differential association is not adequate, and that
clusters of social pressures (a finding already brought out in Unravel- |
ing Juvenile Delinquency) and/or the combined influence of inimical |
social conditions and certain pre-existent traits in children influence
their delinquency potential.

The presence in a boy, for example, of a feeling of not being
appreciated (shown in Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency to be generally
more characteristic of delinquents than of nondelinquents) results in '

1 See S. Glueck, ‘Theory and Fact in Criminology,’ British Journal of Delingquency,
Vol. VII, No. 2, October 1956, pp. 92-109.
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/1 significantly greater incidence of delinquency among sons of
, criminalistic fathers than among those of noncriminal fathers. (The

AN

I
{

data are set forth in the prior chapter.)

We shall now proceed to an examination of other inimical aspects
of the home atmosphere (i.e., those which, according to Unraveling
Juvenile Delinquency, are more common to the background of delin-

_quents than of nondelinquents), in an effort to determine why and
how these factors participate in the genesis of delinquency, or, to put_
it differently, in the weakening of defenses against antisocial be-

\' havior. We shall be concerned with the evidence produced in this

inquiry which, though not providing conclusive answers, at least
opens up rewarding reflection on the criminogenic influences of
various other conditions surrounding a boy, such as certain cultural
factors, the economic circumstances of his rearing, certain physical
aspects of the home, and some aspects of the atmosphere of the home.

CULTURAL FACTORS

Culture Conflict between Parents and Children. Culture conflict
growing out of the differing standards and customs of parents of
foreign birth and children of native birth has, like poverty, been
generally looked upon as a major crime-inducing factor. However, a
significant difference was not found in the proportion of foreign-born
parents among the delinquents and nondelinquents of Unraveling
Juvenile Delinquency, although the similarity between the delin-
quents and nondelinquents in this regard may be partly ascribable
to the preliminary matching of the two sets of cases by ethnic
origin.

Cultural Refinement of Home (Appendix Tables F-9, F-19, F-59).
Another aspect of cultural influence on delinquency is provided by
the absence of good taste in the home practices or furnishings; for the
households of delinquents were shown in Unraveling Juvenile Delin-
quency to lack elements of cultural refinement to a significantly
greater extent than the homes of nondelinquents. Evidence to this
effect has been adduced from the existence of a lack of appreciation
of the more aesthetic things of life, such as good music, art, literature,
tasteful home decoration. Since the nondelinquents were originally
selected for the research from a socioeconomic level very like that of
the delinquents, the lower degree of cultivation in the homes of the
delinquents must have some significance for delinquency. Neverthe-
less, the absence of cultural refinement has not been found to con-
tribute to the development of any of the delinquency-related traits
encompassed in this research. However, we can offer a few clues as
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to how the lack of cultural interests in the home may contribute to
the delinquency of some children; for it now becomes clear that the
_presence of certain constitutional (or probably constitutional) traits
among children reared in homes devoid of cultural interest—namely,
Physical immaturity (as reflected in sexual underdevelopment), sen-
suousness, an unmethodical approach to problems—is more likely to
“contribute fo delinquency than is the presence of one or another of
“these same traits in boys reared in homes in which there is at least
some cultural refinement. Such traits, with the cxccptxon of genital
" underdevelopment, may be classified as criminogenic because they
“were | foun(f in Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency to be significantly

more characteristic of the delinquents than of the control group.

ECONOMIC CONDITIONS

Financial Dependence of Family (Appendix Tables F-11, F-30). By
economic dependency we refer to those situations in which the in-
come of a household is so small and so irregular that the family must
Tesort to welfare agencies or relatives for almost continual assistance;
in other words, the family is not self-sustaining, usually because of
" the prolonged illness or industrial incapacity of the breadwinner or
of his desertion of wife and children. In considering this, it should be
kept in mind that the 500 delinquents and their 500 matched non-

_delinquents were all reared in equally ‘underprivileged neighbor-
hoods’ and that, almost without exception, they stemmed from very
modest (economically marginal) families (i.e., having just enough to
get by for a few months in case of unemployment of the breadwinner,
perhaps finding it necessary on occasion to resort briefly to financial
assistance from welfare agencies or relatives for short periods but
being quickly able to resume full self-support).

Since we deliberately selected youngsters for the purposes of
Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency from a low socioeconomic back-
ground, we now have the opportunity to examine the selective influ-
ence of economic dependency on the genesis of delinquency.
~ In Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency it was shown that an excessive
proportion of delinquents grew up in indigent families, as reflected in
their almost continuous economic dependence. This finding might
well lend support to the commonly held notion that poverty, as such,
is a cause (if not the cause) of crime. But, thus far, our analysis of the
“origin of traits has not revealed any influence of destitution on the
"development of any of the delinquency-related traits encompassed in

" this research. We are therefore forced to look elsewhere for an
explanation of how poverty operates on delinquency in present-day
American culture.
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,“ We have now unearthed some clues as to how rearing in such

" circumstancescontributes to delinquency. It appears from our current
findings that children with Jow verbal intelligence who are reared in_
abject poverty (i.e., in families usually ‘on relief’) are more likely to

~ become delinquents than are boys of low verbal intelligence who grew

" up in homes where the struggle to make both ends meet was not so_
great (i.e., the family somehow managed on its own resources with -
only very occasional outside help).

We also find that youngsters having a feeling of not being appre-
ciated, when reared in families needing constant financial aid from _

- _welfare agencies, are likewise more likely to become delinquent than
boys so characterized who are not surrounded by such stringent
economic circumstances.

Management of Family Income (Appendix Tables F-4, F-11, F-43).
We turn next to the influence on delinquency of rearing in an atmo-
sphere of carelessness and unconcern as reflected by poor manage-
ment of the family resources. Negligence in this regard has been
found to contribute to the development of certain traits shown in
Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency to be related to delinquency: namely,
destructiveness, destructive-sadistic trends, extroversion of action, lack

{ of conscientiousness and receptive trends. Since all these traits are
significantly more characteristic of delinquents than of nondelin-
quents, it can be said that rearing in a household unconcerned about
meeting the family’s basic economic needs indirectly enhances the

| Tisk of delinquency on the part of the children.

However, there are other ways in which growing up in a home
typified by an atmosphere of living from day to day without planful
allocation of funds to insure the family’s minimal needs contributes
to delinquency. These are reflected in the revelation that a greater
proportion of delinquents subjected to a hand-to-mouth existence
are found among enuretic children and children with low verbal intel-
ligence and also among children who are not masochistic than is the
case among those so characterized who grew up in families able to
manage their economic resources with care.

PHYSICAL ASPECTS OF HOME

Crowding of Home (Appendix Tables F-33, F-45, F-65). Although

delinquency is often ascribed to crowded living quarters (measured by

us as the occupancy of a bedroom by more than two persons), the

difference in the proportion of delinquents and nondelinquents reared

in such conditions, although significant, is not very great according

to the findings in Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency. (This is, of course,
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in part due to the selection of both groups of boys from areas of low
economic status.)

The question before us now is: How do crowded living conditions
contribute to delinquency? Is the influence a direct one, flowing
entirely from the expulsive effect on a youngster from an overcrowded
home which may result in his seeking leisure-time outlets in the
streets?

Let us examine the present findings regarding the influence on
delinquency of rearing in over-full homes. It has been learned that
crowding of the home contributes to the evolution of the trait of
_acquisitiveness, as well as to the development of destructiveness,
“destructive-sadistic trends and low verbal intelligence. All these traits

“are significantly criminogenic according to our findings in Unraveling
Juvenile Delinquency in that they are more characteristic of delin-
quents than of nondelinquents. Other traits to the evolution of which
rearing in a crowded home contributes are the feeling of isolation and
marked suspiciousness. The relationships between rearing in over-
crowded homes and certain character traits thus afford some indica-
tion of the indirect influence of growing up ina crowded home on the
‘development of certain traits which, in turn, are associated with
delinquency.

How does rearing in crowded quarters, with its lack of opportunity y"

for privacy and for play, contribute more directly to delinquency?
There are three traits (emotional lability, poor surface contact with
others, emotional conflicts), all of which are generally more char-
acteristic of delinquents than of nondelinquents, which when present
in boys growing up in overcrowded homes contribute more to the
impulsion to delinquency than they do when characterizing young-
sters not subjected to the corrosive effects of overcrowded homes.
Household Routine (Appendix Tables F-7, F-11, F-67). Careless
household routine, like the haphazard use of the family income, bears
an association with delinquency; for proportionately more delin-
quents are products of homes in which the basic affairs of the day
(such as specific mealtimes, playtimes, hours for doing homework,

e~

bedtime for the children) are left almost entirely to the whim of each

family member with resultant confusion in the daily pattern of living.

Since such haphazard routines were found in Unraveling Juvenile’

Delinquency to be common not only in three out of every four homes

of the delinquents but also in two in four homes of the nondelin-

quents, it is evident that this environmental circumstance does not

always contribute to delinquency. What, then, is the nature of its

selective influence? How does it operate toward impelling some

children and not others to delinquency ? (The reader is reminded that
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certain clues have already been derived from Physique and Delin-
» quency, where it was learned that a careless household regime is more
damaging to mesomorphic youngsters, who are generally extroverted
. and energetic and for whom a confused household results in the
. search for recreations outside the home.)!
~ The first clue (other than the varied reaction of boys of different
ody builds to certain environmental stresses) comes from the dis-
covery that rearing in a careless household evidently contributes
to the development of destructiveness and destructive-sadistic trends,
both constxtutxonally—onented traits which are (according to our
findings in Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency) more characteristic of
delinquents than of nondelinquents. But, as is true in regard to the
" impulsion toward delinquency of rearing in homes in which there
| was so much unconcern on the part of the elders for the welfare of
1 their children that they did not budget for the basic financial needs
; of the household, so also in regard to the subjection of children to

\ hit-or-miss daily hvmg Youngsters with Jow verbal intelligence reared .

in such houscholds are more likely to become delinquent than are
\ children with low verbal intelligence who grow up in homes in which
© there is a reasonable consistency in the household routine (meal-
! ‘times, playtimes, study periods, sleep, and so on). These findings
i suggest that children already delinquency-endangered (so designated
i because they have certain characteristics that are more common to
! ‘delinquents than nondelinquents) are more likely to ‘go over the
. brink’ if subjected to a haphazard home atmosphere than are
\ youngsters with one or another of the same traits who have not grown
- +up in such an unsettled environment. Obviously, there are many
children who withstand such confusion in the daily life of the home;
others react to it with antisocial behavior.
Psychopathic children growing up in a carelessly permissive house-
hold are also more likely to become delinquent than are such
children in homes where there are reasonable limits set for the per-
formance of the daily functions. Such children, characterized as they
are by emotional instability, might well become dangerously unman-
ageable in a highly permissive environment.
—There is still another characteristic which appears to add to the
delinquency potential of certain children reared in a carelessly
functioning household—absence of dermographia (skin sensitivity).
Readers might ponder the significance of the finding which appears

to indicate that ‘skin toughness’ bears some relationship to the

delinquency of boys reared in a haphazard environment.

1See S. and E. T. Glueck, Physique and Delinquency, New York, Harper & Brothers,
1956, p. 224.
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Some Aspects of Home Climate, Traits and Delinquency

Cleanliness and Orderliness of Home (Appendix Table F-4).
Another aspect of the physicial home environment generally looked
upon as delinquency-inducing, probably because of its expulsive
effect on youngsters as well as for what it reflects about the character
and habits of those who are responsible for the management of the
home, is uncleanliness and general disorderliness.

In Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency it was shown that a significantly
excessive proportion of delinquents were reared under such condi-
tions, despite the fact that delinquents and nondelinquents had been
“matched initially for residence in underprivileged areas. How does
bnngmg up in such homes actually contribute to delinquency? As
regards its indirect influence (that i, its effect on the shaping of traits),
it would appear that it operates through the development of destruc-
tive-sadistic trends, of extroversive trends and also through its con-

“tribution to the development of an unmethodical approach to prob-
lems. More directly, however, rearing in unclean and disorderly
homes appears excessively to influence the delinquency of enuretic
“children. The explanation for this is obscure.

ATMOSPHERE OF HOME

Conduct Standards of Family (Appendix Table F-33). What effect
does rearing in families whose behavior standards are low (as reflected
in criminality, drunkenness, immorality among its members during
the boy’s early years) have on a boy’s becoming delinquent ? It was
shown in Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency that low behavior stan-

_dards are in general far more characteristic of the families of delin-
quents than of nondelinquents.

We have already learned that being brought up in such an anti- .
social home environment contributes to the development of the trait
of hostility in a child, so that in this indirect way the poor behavior
standards set before a youngster may influence his delinquency.

There is only one delinquency-related trait, namely, poor surface .-

contact with others, which, when present in youngsters reared in homes
of low conduct standards, clearly adds to their delinquency potential.
This would appear to mean that, on the whole, a pattern of marked
antisocial conduct in members of a boy’s famﬂy exerts a direct influ-
ence in impelling him to become 2 delinquent. In such instances, an
intervening set of environmental influences on existing traits (with the
exception of poor surface contact with others) is evidently not neces-
sary, since the antisocial example gained in the home is so potent,
especially when a boy has strongly identified himself with his parents.
The classic example of this is in the theft-pattern among gypsy -
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children. There, the superego is delinquent from the point of view of
-the general society, although normal in the gypsy social group. In
other words, a youngster growing up in a home in which he is sur-
rounded by evidences of low conduct standards is more likely to
succumb to the influences that immediately surround him in the

. community than is a youngster in whose home the conduct standards
are reasonably decent. It must always be borne in mind, however,
that an influence operates selectively on children possessing certain
traits; and that it is neither exclusively nor necessarily the most
powerful among the constituents of the total dynamic set of stimuli
to delinquent behavior.

by parents who arenot self-respecting, i.e., without pride and without
concern about the opinion held of them by neighbors and friends;

; Self-Respect of Family. What is the effect on delinquency of rearing

without a strong desire for self-help; insensitive to any fall from grace
on the part of family members?
Lack of family pride was shown in Unraveling to be significantly
_more prevalent among the families of delinquents than of nondelin-
" quents. In the present work, analysis of trait formation has indicated
| that lack of parental self-respect contributes to the development of
' two of the delinquency-linked traits included in this inquiry—
_impracticality and lack of self-criticism. There is no further evidence
in our findings of the role of this factor in the delinquency of
i children.
L’ Family Ambitiousness (Appendix Table F-11). Lack of ambition in

/ parents, like absence of self-respect, is also more characteristic of the_

a
\

families of delinquents than of nondelinquents and therefore partially
criminogenic. Ambitiousness, it will be recalled, has to do with
parental desire to improve the status of the family members (higher
education for the children, serious intent to move to better neighbor-
hoods and into more adequate homes to enable the children to have
better play facilities and more space; saving to buy a house; plans for

% a small business venture with a view to improving the family’s

} economic status). We have already learned that growing up in a
/" family which lacks the initiative to ‘pull itself up by the bootstraps,’
if need be, contributes to the development in a youngster of marked

i
’\ suspiciousness, inadequacy, lack of conscientiousness and adventurous-

ness, all traits that are in general more characteristic of delinquents

\ than of nondelinquents. Thus, it is in part through its contribution to

the development of these potentially criminogenic traits that lack of

family ambitiousness is involved in delinquent trends. More directly,

it is now revealed that one trait—low verbal intelligence—influences

the delinquency of boys reared in homes in which the parents lacked
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_the drive to better themselves and their children than if present in a
_boy whose family was ambitious to improve its condition.

In this chapter, as in the prior one, we have noted the intervention
of two types of environmental influence in criminogenesis: (@) the
influence of some aspects of the home environment on the formation
of certain traits previously shown, in Unraveling, significantly to
differentiate delinquents from nondelinquents; (b) the influence of
some factors of family life either in rendering criminogenic certain
traits which had not been previously found to distinguish delinquents
from nondelinquents, or in adding weight to the antisocial inducement
of traits already shown in Unraveling to be in themselves criminogenic.

Here again, therefore, we have clear proof of the selective influence
of sociocultural stimuli, a characteristic of environmental forces
which is too often ignored or undervalued.

121

Google



X1I

FAMILY RELATIONSHIPS, TRAITS
AND DELINQUENCY

IN this chapter we pursue further the analysis of the influence on
delinquency of various sociocultural factors—largely parent-child
relationships—in the case of children possessing certain traits.

PARENTAL RELATIONSHIPS

There are two aspects of parental relationships which are encom-
passed in our study: one has to do with affection between the parents;
the other concerns domination of family affairs by the mother.

Compatibility of Parents (Appendix Table F-3). We know from Un-
raveling that a much higher proportion of delinquents than of non-
delinquents are the sons of incompatible parents (as manifested by
constant quarreling); and from Chapter IX of the present work it has
been learned that rearing in an atmosphere of emotional tension be-
tween parents contributed to the development of extreme restlessness
in children and had a bearing also on limiting their verbal intelligence.
Evidence has also emerged that rearing in a home in which the psy-
chological atmosphere was one of lack of affection between the
parents contributed to the enhancement of the essentially consti-
tutional trait of destructiveness, as well as of destructive-sadistic
trends.

Since all of these traits have been found, in Unraveling, to be more
significantly characteristic of delinquents than of nondelinquents it
becomes evident that it is partly through contributing to the develop-
ment of these traits that parental incompatibility is involved in
delinquency.

It is now found that rearing by parents whose incompatibility has
been so great that it actually resulted in open breach (desertion,
separation, divorce) gave added force to the delinquency potential of
restless youngsters; for a considerably higher proportion of ex-
tremely restless delinquents were found to be the sons of parents
whose conjugal relations had actually reached a breaking point.
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Dominance of Mother in Family Affairs (Appendix Tables F-30
F-50). There is much speculation concerning the effect on the delin-
quency of children of rearing in mother-dominated homes.

In Unraveling, it was obvious that in about half the homes of | -~
both the delinquents and the nondelinquents the mother rather than \,>A
the father was the ‘head’ of the family. Our previous analysis of the
origin of traits did not, however, disclose that the domination of the

“household by the mother contributed to the formation of any of the
_traits related to delinquency. It is now found that among boys having
- a feeling of not being appreciated a higher proportion of those who
were reared in a household in which the mother rather than the \
father assumed the guidance of family affairs became delinquen f
than of boys whose fathers were the heads of the household. One can
only sp’eculate that a male child already suffering from a sense of in-
feriority is further emasculated by living in the shadow of a dominat- ™-
ing mother, and therefore develops deep hostilities which, together
with other influences, propel him into delinquency. |
Another possible influence of mother domination on delinquency
occurs among youngsters with predominantly introversive trends
(living more ‘within one’s self,” having difficulty in relating oneself
emotionally to others). Although this trait has not in itself been found
to be more characteristic of delinquents than of nondelinquents, it
‘appears that introversive boys are more likely to become delmquent
if brought up in a mother-dominated household than if reared in the
more normal circumstances of a father-dominated home.

UPROOTINGS FROM HOME AND NEIGHBORHOOD

We turn now to a consideration of those closer aspects of child-
rearing that are reflective of lack of stability in the home and in
neighborhood ties. We shall examine the extent to which the homes
of delinquents were broken by the death, desertion, separation, or
divorce of parents; the extent of rearing of children by parent substi-
tutes; and the extent of a family’s moving about to a degree which
generally deprives parents and children of firm roots and attach-
ments in a single neighborhood.

We shall consider these sociocultural influences both in relation to
certain traits and as independent contributors to a delinquent
tendency. N

Broken Homes (Appendix Tables F-45, F-53). We know from
Unraveling that a greater proportion of delinquents than of non- g
delinquents stem from broken homes. As to the pathway of influence,
this is a factor which would appear on the surface to bear directly
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and permeatively on delinquency, since it has been found to con-

tribute to the development of but a single delinquency-associated

trait included in this research, namely, uninhibited motor responses to
timuli.

However, it is now found that in instances in which youngsters
from broken homes are characterized by emotional lability or by a
Jeeling of inadequacy exposure to the unsettling effect of a broken
home adds to their delmquency potential.

Age at First Breach in Family Life (Appendix Table F-61). Are
children whose home life was disrupted before they were five years
old more likely to become delinquent than those who did not have
this unsettling experience until they were older?

In prior chapters we learned that an early break in the home ties
has a bearing on the development of a tendency to phantasy and of
marked suspiciousness in a child and also on his suggestibility (all of
‘these traits being more characteristic of delinquents than of non--

. delinquents); so that through its involvement in the evolution of these
potentially criminogenic traits an early break in the home ties may
be said to contribute to the delinquency of some children.

We now find evidence that very young children subjected to such
uprooting experiences who are lacking in conventionality are more
likely to be propelled into delinquency than are unconventional
youngsters who, though reared in broken homes, were not exposed to_
such a disruptive experience-until they were somewhat older.

Rearing by Parent Substitutes (Appendix Tables F-15, F-31, F-36,
F-67). What now of the influence on delinquency of a child’s up-
bringing by parent substitutes (step-parents, foster parents, relatives) ?
Although such rearing is sometimes regarded as an unmitigated evil,
no evidence is found within the compass of the present inquiry to
indicate that it contributes to any of the delinquency-related traits
we have been studying.

How then does rearing by parent substitutes play its role in delin-
quency ? From a study of the relationships between the social back-
ground of delinquents and the traits encompassed in this inquiry, it is

' revealed that children possessing the following traits are apparently
more prone to delinquency if brought up by parent substitutes
than if reared by their own parents: poor power of observation,
destructiveness, psychopathic trends, absence of a fear of failure or
defeat.

The dynamic significance of the relationship of rearing by sub-
stitute parents to the translation of such characteristics into delin-
quent behavior deserves systematic clinical observation.

Frequent Moving. We consider next the influence on delinquency
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of frequent uprooting of children as reflected in the moving about of
a family from one home to another, often from one neighborhood to
another (a situation more characteristic of the families of delinquents
than of nondelinquents).
In analyzing the origin of traits it was found that frequent moving
(more often than once a year) was associated with the development
_of only one of the delinquency-related traits encompassed in the
present research, lack of self-criticism, which may be an-accidental
association. It is possible that a strong influence involved in frequent
uprootings of home and neighbourhood is the need of making fre-
quent adaptations to varied local cultural patterns.

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN BOY AND PARENTS

How does the lack of a close relationship between father and son
(as reflected in parental indifference or open hostility to the boy), the
lack of attachment of a boy to his parents, and a father’s unaccept-
ability to the boy as a pattern for emulation influence a child’s delin-
quency potential ?

Afffection of Father for Boy (Appendix Tables F-ll F-20, F-45,
F-49, F-67). First, let us consider the case of a father s lack of
affection for his son. Is this a social factor which operates on delin-
quency directly or through the 1ntermed1ary of delinquency-related

traits?
~ Of these traits, one—hostility—was found to be conditioned by a
father’s lack of affection for his son.

We now find, in addition, that youngsters of Jow verbal intelligence,
as well as emotionally labile children, who are unloved by the father
are more likely to become delinquent than are boys with these
characteristics who are held in warm paternal affection. The same is
true regarding a preponderance of extroversive trendsin the personality;
and it may be reasoned that a predominantly extroversive youngster
who is rejected by his father is more likely to find ready outlets for
his emotional disappointments in ‘street society’ which could very
well embroil him in delinquent activities. We learn also that psycho-
pathic youngsters who are ignored or disdained by the father are
also more likely to become delinquent than are boys with psycho-
pathic trends who are held in warm paternal affection. This is like-
wise the case as regards children who lack a capacity for objective
interests.

Attachment of Boy to Father (Appendix Tables F-33, F-37). We
have already learned about the influence of a father’s indifference or
hostility on his son’s antisocial conduct. Now we are concerned with
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the contribution to delinquency of a boy’s lack of attachment to his _
father. We know from Unraveling that an excessive proportion of
delinquents have nio close emotional ties to the father, a finding which,

however direct or indirect may be the connection, justifies an infer-
ence that indifference or hostility of a boy to his father is not in-

frequently criminogenic.

heir fathers and who in addition have poor surface contact with others

/‘ Now it becomes evident that youngsters who are not fond of
t

£

/

2

(inability to get along with people regardless of the underlying
attitude, which may be one of isolation or even hostility), as well as
boys having a feeling of isolation, are more likely to become involved
in delinquency than are youngsters with the same traits who are
buttressed by a warm attachment for the father.

It should be noted that both of the traits involved—poor surface
contact with others and a feeling of isolation—are in themselves more

_ characteristic of delinquents than of nondelinquents.

- Acceptability of Father to Boy (Appendix Tables F-54, F-56,
F-60). A lower proportion of delinquents than of nondelinquents
were shown in Unraveling to regard their fathers as acceptable
patterns for emulation. The emphasis so often made in psycho-
analytic literature need not be labored that the role of the father
as a person with whom a child can emotionally identify is of extreme
importance in influencing the child’s values and conduct.

It does become evident, however, that stubbornness, uninhibited

.motor responses to stimuli and acquisitiveness contribute more to the

delinquency of boys reared by fathers with whom they do not identify
than to those brought up by fathers who were acceptable to them as

‘patterns for emulation.

RELATIONSHIP OF BOY AND MOTHER

Affection of Mother for Boy (Appendix Table F-3). The affectional
relationship of mother and son, as that of father and son, plays a
vital role in the etiology of delinquency; this, despite the correlative
finding that a lower proportion of mothers than of fathers of
delinquents had been shown (in Unraveling) not to be closely attached
to their sons. As regards the evidence of the contribution of a mother’s
lack of affection, a relationship has been found between maternal

indifference or hatred for a child and his feeling of resentment and

hostility.

In addition to this tangential means of contributing to a child’s
delinquency there may be a more direct route through the presence
in a boy of extreme restlessness, a trait which, occurring in youngsters
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who are unloved by the mother, is enhanced in its delinquency-
inducing power.

Of course, no one combination of factor and trait operates on
delinquency independently of other factors and traits; but it begins
to be evident that it is not merely the presence of a particular
environmental circumstance which propels some boys into delin-
quency, but the influence of particular circumstances on youngsters
already possessing certain innate or acquired traits.

Rank of Boy among Siblings (Appendix Tables F-18, F-37, F41,
F-34). In Unraveling it was learned that, contrary to the generally
accepted view that a higher proportion of especially Tavored” and
“spoiled’ chﬂdreﬁtthe “only child and the youngest) are to be found
"among deli e was in fact a

than among the nondelinquents. We learned in Unraveling also that
rstborn children among the delin-
quents than among the nondelinquents. Although no characteristics
are now found that contribute selectively to the delinquency of first- +-
born children, it must be borne in mind (a fact alrcady ascertained -
in the present inquiry) that the first child in a family is more likely .~
to be emotionally unstable than are children of other birthranks; and -
since such instability is more characteristic of delinquents than of v
nondelinquents, the ordinal rank of a boy may be said to contribute+
_to his delinquency in this indirect way. Ll

We must focus our attention on the ‘middle’ children in the family
constellation. The findings indicate that a youngster who is neither
an only child, the youngest in the family, nor the firstborn is more
likely to become delinquent if he is lacking in common sense, if he
has a feeling of isolation, if he is narcissistic, if he is stubborn.

As regards the only child, however, it has already been indicated
that a somewhat Jower proportion of children who have no brothers
or sisters are found among delinquents than among nondelinquents.

In the analysis of the origin of traits, we have been able to isolate
only two delinquency-related characteristics that appear to be
conditioned by the circumstance of being an only child—impracti-
calify and lack of common sense. Now we gain a further clue as to
why it is that an only child (who is Tikely To be more protected by
hisparents than are other children) becomes delinquent.
—IrisTiow found that if an only child has a feeling of not being
takeri care of (senses a lack of active inferest on the part of others,
especially of parents, or lack of help from them in situations in _
~which he Teels entitled to such interest and help), he is more likely to
become delmquerﬁ than if he is a child of ‘middle rank” who, being
1217
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one of two or more children, probably gains some emotional
strength from sibli

The very small number of one-child families in Unraveling (24
among the 500 delinquents and 43 among the 500 nondelinquents)
suggests that examination of a large group of one-child families
would be necessary in order to increase knowledge of the influences
that propel the only child into delinquency.

Attachment of Brothers and Sisters to Boy (Appendix Tables
F-54, F-64). Moving now from the impact on delinquency of the
birthrank of a youngster among his brothers and sisters to the in-
fluence of the affectional relationships between him and his siblings,
it is found that in the case of stubborn boys and also of impractical
boys, indifference or hostility on the part of brothers and sisters has a

‘more deleterious effect (7.e., 1s more délinquency-inducing) than if the
stubborn or impractical brother is well accepted by his brothers and
sisters. In addition, it was noted in Chapter IX that lack of accep-
tance of a boy by one or another sibling plays some part in limiting
his verbal intelligence; and since low verbal intelligence is in general
more characteristic of delinquents than of nondelinquents, it may be
said that indirectly, through its influence on the formation of this
" trait, the lack of attachment of siblings to a boy may contribute to
his pattermof detinquent behavior.

In our discussion of the orientation of traits there were found six
other delinquency-related traits that are proportionately more char-
acteristic of youngsters who were not well accepted by siblings—ex-
treme restlessness, enuresis, emotional conflicts, destructiveness, des-
tructive-sadistic trends and unconventionality. The question is whether
lack of acceptance by siblings contributes to the formation of these
traits or whether children are initially less friendly to a brother who
already possesses one or another such characteristic. Be this as it
may, there is certainly an interaction between factor and traits
4‘v«‘lﬂlich indirectly adds to the delinquency-proneness of boys who are

_1iot well accepted by one or more of their brothers and sisters.

Cohesiveness of Family (Appendix Tables F-4, F-9, F-59). In
Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency it was learned that lack of family
cohesiveness constitutes one of the major and most important
differences in the background of delinquents and nondelinquents. It
now appears that the influence of family disintegration on delin-
quency is not uniform, being more potent in the case of enuretic
children, those who are sexually underdeveloped, and sensuous boys
(than among youngsters having these same characteristics but
who were reared in cohesive homes). Genital underdevelopment and
sensuousness are essentially constitutional traits, and enuresis
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_possibly so. With the exception of sexual underdevelopment, these
traits were found in general to be more characteristic of delinquents
than of nondelinquents.

" It becomes clear, then, that children having one or another of the °

foregoing characteristics and who are members of a disintegrating

family are more likely to become delinquent than are children with

the same traits who have, fortunately, been reared in cohesive familjes. .
Apart from this, it must be borne in mind that absence of family

cohesiveness has been found to contribute to the development of

emotional conflicts, a defensive attitude, unconventionality and

impracticality, all characteristics that are more prevalent among
“delinquents than among nondelinquents.

The social factors presented in this chapter are perhaps the most
potent influences in the entire complex field of impulsions to anti-
social behavior, for they concern the most intimate relationships of
‘the growing child—his emotional ties to parents and siblings.

Once again it has been noted that the criminogenic influence of
the factors can be plotted along three dynamic lines:

" (a) the direct effect which they have on delinquency;

(b) their influence on the formation of certain delinquency-related

traits; ’

(¢) the catalytic influence of certain sociocultural factors in impart-
ing a criminogenic dynamism to certain traits regardless of
whether either factor or trait is itself directly related to delin-
quency.

129

Google

!
i

8

/

/

/



XII1

PARENTAL UNCONCERN FOR BOY,
TRAITS AND DELINQUENCY

INTRODUCTION

IN prior chapters we have reviewed the influence of social factors and
traits on delinquency with particular reference to the pathology
of the parents, the atmosphere of the homes in which the delinquents
were reared, and the interpersonal family relations. Now we turn to
some evidences of lack of parental concern for the boys as reflected in
meager provisions for recreation in the home, indifference or in-
hospitality toward the friends of the son, and a lack of family group
recreations. Attention will be given also to the influence of inadequate
_supervision by the mother and faulty disciplinary practices by mother
and father.

at we have several times previously emphasized—that no single
environmental influence operates independently to impel children
1o delinquency—should by now be abundantly clear. If delinquency-
inducing influences were unilateral, all children in certain families
would be delinquents; and all delinquents (and nondelinquents)
would have similar environmental circumstances in their back-

i certain constitutional or acqulred traits, while not exertmg a crimino-
: genic influence on others, although the reason why particular com-
_binations of social factors and traits are delinquency-inducing is
not always clear. '

HOME RECREATIONS

" Recreational Provisions (Appendix Tables F-11, F-33, F-43, F-50).
A reflection of lack of parental interest in a child is the failure to
provide recreational facilities in the home. In the crowded neighbor-
hoods in which our delinquents were reared, lack of ‘under-the-roof”_
recreation was bound to have an expulsive effect, forcing them into
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the streets to find their leisure-time activities. We already know that
this kind of neglect on the part of parents contributes to the develop-
ment of marked suspiciousness, to a feeling of not being appreciated,
10 a feeling of isolation. We know also that the absence of family
solidarity (as expressed in a total lack of family group recreations)
_contributes to the development of receptive trends and lack of con-
scientiousness in children, to a poor power of observation, as well as to
a lack of common sense; that 1t contributes also to the development
of the constitutionally-oriented traits of destructiveness, destructive-
" sadistic trends and acquisitiveness, and that it impedes the develop-
“ment of a potential capacity for objective interests. Since all of these
_traits are more characteristic of delinquents than of nondelinquents,
parental unconcern for the well-being of a child may be said to
“contribute in this indirect way to a boy’s delinquency potential.

More directly, however, children deprived of adequate recreational
facilities in the home who have Jow verbal intelligence, or poor surface
contact with others, or introversive trends (difficulty in relating them-
selves emotionally to others), or who are not masochistic, are more im-

lled to delinquency than are boys possessing such traits who, more

ortunately, had been reared in houscholds in which adequate
provision was made by parents for their leisure hours at home.

Of all the foregoing traits, it is of particular interest to note that
introversiveness is not, in general, more characteristic of delinquents
than of nondelinquents, and can not therefore beregarded as directly
criminogenic; however, an introversive child reared in a deprived home
- environment may seek expression for piled-up tensions in delinquent

activity.

Hospitality of Parents to Boy’s Companions (Appendix Tables F-11,
F-43, F-62, F-67). An atmosphere of indifference or inhospitality
on the part of parents to the friends of a child is more characteristic
of the fathers and mothers of delinquents than of nondelinquents.
The lack of parental understanding or concern for a child’s well-
being which such an attitude reflects has been found to engende
‘certain traits in a youngster. It is to be noted that, with three ex-
ceptions (defiance, narcissistic trends and a tendency to phantasy),
the remaining traits are similar to the ones engendered by the parents
through failure to provide suitable home recreations for a child:
_poor power of observation, feeling of not being appreciated, feeling of
isolation, receptive trends, destructiveness, destructive-sadistic trends
and lack of conscientiousness. Since it was shown in Unraveling that
all these traits are more characteristic of delinquents than of non-
delinquents, and thereby at least partially involved in crimino-

‘genesis, it can be considered that through its role in the development
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5 'of these traits parental failure to make the home a pleasant place for
¢ __achild is an indirect contributor to delinquency. _

" What now of the additional criminogenic influence of certain
types of parental neglect on boys with certain specific traits?

As was true of the effect of meager recreational provisions in the
home on children of low verbal intelligence, so with respect to the
effect of parents’ inhospitality to their children’s friends: youngsters
of low verbal intelligence as well as those who tend to be independent
of others (i.e., not masochistic) are propelled in greater measure into
dclmquency than similarly handicapped boys stemming from homes
in which the parents typically welcomed the child’s friends to the _
home. In addition to these traits, boys who are uncritical of them-"
"selves are more likely to become delinquent if reared in the unfavor- _

“able atmosphere of parental inhospitality to their playmates than
if brought up in homes where the parents welcome their children’s
friends. Finally, psychopathic boys reared in an atmosphere of
parental inattentiveness (as reflected in inhospitality to the boy’s
friends) are more likely to become delinquent than are such boys
growing up in a home in which the parents were sufficiently concerned
about a child’s well-being to welcome his playmates into the home.

We can readily surmise that it is not merely the inhospitality of
parents to a boy’s friends which adds to the pressure toward child-
hood maladjustment but that this is a frequent index of more perme-
ative shortcomings of the parents in relation to their children.

Family Group Recreations (Appendix Table F-11). Parent-child
recreational activities were found in Unravelingto be farless characteris-
tic of the families of the delinquents than of the nondelinquents. This~
“evidence of a lack of ‘family spirit’ has been found to be involved
_in the development in a youngster of narc:ss:sttc or receptive trends
and of a tendency to phantasy. Since all these traits are more character-
Jstic of delinquents than of nondelmquents, it can be said that in this_
mdlrect way the social factor contributes to delinquency.

However, there is a more direct influence on delinquency of a
home lacking in ‘togetherness,” which occurs through its selective
_operation on boys with Jow verbal mteIIzgence who are generally
more at ease in the approach to meaning through concrete physical
things than through intermediate symbols. In the boy’s world outside
the home there are certainly plenty of opportunities for such expres-
sion.

f
s

SUPERVISION AND DISCIPLINE BY MOTHER

\) Supervisory Practices of Mother (Appendix Tables F-40, F-43).
. We know from Unraveling that unsuitable supervision of boys by the
132
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mother is far more usual in the background of delinquents than
‘of nondelmquents Is this a direct influence on delmquency, ordoesit
“operate, in part at Ieast, through the development in a child of certain
traits which are, in turn, more characteristic of delinquents than of
nondelmquents? Or are youngsters with certain personality traits
“found more frequently among poorly supervised delinquents than
‘among delinquents who had been given adequate oversight?

_,\(_\/

We have already noted in Chapter IX that boys who are allowed .

by a mother to run about without oversight are more likely (than
are those who are closely supervised) to develop poor power of
_observation, lack of common sense, impracticality, a feeling of isolation,
“receptive trends, and a lack of conscientiousness. Since these traits
have previously been found to be more characteristic of delinquents
" than of nondelmquents, they may be presumed to be at least partially
cnmmogemc and, in this indirect way, unsuitable maternal super-
vision of the child contributes to delinquency.

" Two traits, the feeling of being able to manage one’s own life and
the absence of masochistic trends, have now been found clearly to
enhance the delinquency potential of boys who are left unsupervised
_by the mother.

" Disciplinary Practices (Appendix Tables F-21, F-23, F-29, F-41,
F-43, F-56, F-61). Poor maternal disciplinary practices (extreme
permissiveness, or overstrictness or inconsistency) have previously
been shown to be more characteristic of mothers of delinquents
than of nondelinquents. The very high proportion of delinquents
(95-8%) who were subjected to faulty discipline by the mother
(in contrast with 34-4% of nondelinquents) raises the question of
whether this factor is so penetrating and permeative as to operate on
delinquency directly, or exerts its antisocial pressures through the
‘intermediary of certain traits in the child.

From the analysxs of trait origins already made, it was learned that \

the mother’s inadequate disciplinary practices do indeed contri-
bute to the development of certain traits found in Unraveling to
“be related to delinquency. Thus, overstrictness on the part of a
mother influences the development of hostility in a youngster;
perm1ss1veness contributes to a child’s feeling of isolation and to a
“feeling “of resentment; erratic discipline (vacillation between laxity
" and overstrictness) is assoclated with impracticality and also with a
“lack of conscientiousness in the child. Since each of these traits has
‘been found to be more characteristic of delinquents than of non-
delinquents, it can be said that maternal discipline which is other
“than firm but kindly is in this trait-influencing way indirectly in-
“volved in developing a boy’s tenl(;ency to delinquency.
F.E.D.—K
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What of the more directly influenced delinquency potential of boys
who are inappropriately disciplined by the mother, i.e., with com-
plete permissiveness, with overstrictness, or with vacillation on her
part between laxity and overstrictness as contrasted with firm but
kindly management of disciplinary problems?

It now becomes evident that boys who are socially assertive, who
are not submissive, who do not have a feeling of helplessness, who do
not fear failure and defeat, who are not masochistic (self-punishing),
who are uninhibited in their motor responses to stimuli, who are
unconventional, are the ones who, if not handled with firmness and
kindness by the mother, are more likely to become delinquent (i.e.,
to become actively aggressive) than are youngsters with one or an-
other of these characteristics whose discipline is based on sound
reason which the boy clearly understands.

Physical Punishment by Mother. Physical punishment by the
mother has been found to be associated with extreme restlessness
in a youngster. We have in our prior analyses suggested that it is
difficult to say whether physical punishment by the mother actually
does add to a child’s restlessness or the use of physical punishment
is an expression of maternal frustration in the management of an
already restless child. It was found previously that more delinquents
than nondelinquents were extremely restless as children.

Thus, in contributing directly to a child’s restlessness, physical
punishment by the mother may also indirectly contribute to his
delinquency.

Threatening and Scolding by Mother. What of the effect of threaten-
ing and scolding by the mother on the delinquency of children? A
relationship between this method of discipline and the development
of any of the traits encompassed in this research has not, in fact,
been found; but this does not mean that there may not be an associ-
ation between such discipline and other traits that are not within
the compass of the current study. Apart from its influence on trait
formation, however, we now learn that enuretic children who are
threatened or scolded by the mother are more likely to become de-
linquent than are enuretics who are not subjected to this form of
discipline.

DISCIPLINE BY FATHER

We have noted the influence of the mother’s disciplinary practices
on the delinquency of her children. What now of the role of ineffectual
discipline by the father? B
Disciplinary Practices (Appendix Tables F-12, F-50). Discipline
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that is other than firm and kindly was found, in Unraveling, to be
more generally resorted to by fathers of delmquents than of non-
delmquents Again our question is whether undesirable disciplinary
"practices operate on delinquency directly, or through the inter-
medlary of, or in conjunction with, certain traits in a boy. Although
it is true that almost all delinquents have experienced poor disciplin-
ary practices by father (or mother), it is also a fact that almost half
of the nondelinquents had been just as inappropriately disciplined.

Permissiveness by the father has previously been found to con-
tribute to the development of the delmquency-lmked trait of social
_assertiveness. Now it is learned that it contributes to the delinquency
_potential of boys with high performance intelligence and with
introversive trends.

There is no evidence in our inquiry that overstrict discipline con-
tributes to the development of any of the delinquency-related traits _

“encompassed in this research. There is evidence, however, that high

performance intelligence in a boy who has been overstrictly disciplined /

_by his father is more likely to propel him into delinquency than the .,
same trait in a boy who is managed with firmness and kindness by
“his father.

~ Contrary to the findings regarding overstrict and lax discipline, a
_relationship does exist between erratic discipline on the part of the
father and three delinquency-related traits encompassed in this
research—hostility, suggestibility, lack of practicality. In addition,
we learn that youngsters who experience this kind of discipline are
more likely to become delinquent when characterized by high per-

" formance intelligence, or introversiveness.

Physical Punishment by Father (Appendix Tables F-39, F-42).
As in regard to the use of physical punishment by a mother, so, too,
respecting this form of discipline by the father, it appears to be
associated with extreme restlessness in a child. Here again, it may be
‘asked whether restlessness results from physical punishment, or the
use of physical punishment follows extreme restlessnessin youngsters;
there is, perhaps, a reciproca.l influence.

However, as regards the impact of physical punishment on delin-
quency, it is found to be proportionally greater on boys having
receptive (oral) trends, and also on boys who are not markedly depend-
ent on others, than on youngsters thus characterized who are not
‘subjected to physical punishment by the father.

Threatening and Scolding by Father (Appendix Table F-56). As in
regard to the use of physical punishment by the father, so with refer-
ence to threatening or scolding (actually not found to be more
characteristic of fathers of delinquents than of nondelinquents), this
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method of attempting to control a youngster is also associated with
extreme restlessness in the child.

There is evidence, also, that youngsters subjected to frequent
threatening or scolding by the father, and who are uninhibited in their
motor responses to stimuli, are more likely to become delinquent than
.are such youngsters who are not disciplined by the father in this way.

“Once again we have found that environmental (interpersonal)
factors operate selectively, their action being catalyzed by the
presence of one or another psychologic or physiologic trait. To speak
of sociocultural influences on behavior without taking account of
their selective impact is to gloss over a crucial aspect of the play
of environmental forces on human behavior.
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X1V

FAMILY ENVIRONMENT, TRAITS,
BODY BUILD AND DELINQUENCY:
A SUMMARY

INTRODUCTION

IN the four prior chapters we have analyzed the influence of various
aspects of family life on the delinquency of children.
In Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency we learned that almost all 44
aspects of the family environment under scrutiny were more character-
istic of the background of the delinquents than of the nondelinquents.
But our more intensive quest for an understanding of crime causation - [

has now revealed that the famlly environment plays a selective role -

on the delinquency of children; i.e., that children with certain char- ‘
Wnﬁw likely to become delinquent when reared in an ;

_inimpical family environment than if brought up in a less damaging -~ |

_atmosphere.

SUMMARY BY SOCIAL FACTORS -
N

In Exhibit XIV-1' a summary of the findings is presented, factor by |

factor, so that the reader may easily see which traits in a child tend  (_

to enhance his delinquency potential in a given environment. '
A word of caution is necessary. We are warranted only in focusing

attention on the positive findings and would hope that in other

investigations the factors about which no conclusion could be drawn

will be more intensively explored.

EXHIBIT XIV-1. SOCIAL FACTORS WHICH OPERATE SELECTIVELY
ON THE DELINQUENCY OF BOYS HAVING SPECIFIED TRAITS

PATHOLOGY OF PARENTS .
~F.  Delinquency of Father * 4\
30. Feeling of Not Being Appreciated
33. Poor Surface Contact with Others
42, Receptive Trends
1 The reader is once again reminded that the designation throughout this work of

each factor by a letter (as F, H, L, and so on) and of each trait by number (30, 33, 42,
and so on) makes possible ready cross-reference within text and to Appendices.
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Alcoholism of Father

30. Feeling of Not Being Appreciated

37. Feeling of Isolation

50. Prcponderance of Introversive Trends
Emotional Disturbance of Father

53. Feeling of Inadequacy

Serious Physical Ailment of Father

59. Sensuousness

Poor Work Habits of Father

Delinquency of Mother

17. Tendency to Phantasy

42. Receptive Trends

Alcoholism of Mother

16. Intuition

Emotional Disturbance of Mother

28. Absence of Feeling of Not Being Taken Seriously
40. Fecling of Being Able to Manage Own Life
45. Emotional Lability

47, Vivacity

49. Preponderance of Extroversive Trends
Serious Physical Ailment of Mother

24. Ambivalence to Authority

61. Unconventionality

Mother Occasionally Employed Outside Home
12. Low Performance Intelligence

45. Emotional Lability

65. Emotional Conflicts

SoMe Aspects OF HOME CLIMATE

E.
R.

One or Both Parents Foreign-Born
Lack of Cultural Refinement in Home
9. Genital Underdevelopment
19. Unmethodical Approach to Problems
59. Sensuousness
Financial Dependence of Family
11. Low Verbal Intelligence
30. Feeling of Not Being Appreciated
Poor Management of Family Income
4. Enuresis in Early Childhood
11. Low Verbal Intelligence
43. Absence of Masochistic Trends
Crowded Home
33. Poor Surface Contact with Others
45, Emotional Lability
65. Emotional Conflicts
Careless Household Routine
7. Absence of Dermographia
11. Low Verbal Intelligence
67. Psychopathy
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Unclean and Disorderly Home
4. Enuresis in Early Childhood
Poor Conduct Standards of Family
33. Poor Surface Contact with Others
Lack of Family Self-Respect
Lack of Family Ambition
11. Low Verbal Intelligence

FAMILY RELATIONSHIPS

V.
Ww.

EE.

FF.

GG.

QQ.
. Indifference or Hostility of Father to Boy

SS.

1.

DD.

Broken Relationship between Parents
3. Extreme Restlessness in Early Childhood
Dominance of Mother in Family Affairs
30. Feeling of Not Being Appreciated
50. Preponderance of Introversive Trends
Rearing in Broken Home
45. Emotional Lability
53. Feeling of Inadequacy
Boy less than Five Years of Age at First Breach in Family Life
61. Unconventionality
Rearing by Parent Substitutes
15. Poor Power of Observation
31. Absence of Fear of Failure and Defeat
36. Destructiveness
67. Psychopathy
Frequent Moving

11. Low Verbal Intelligence
20. Lack of Potential Capacity for Objective Interests
45, Emotional Lability
49. Preponderance of Extroversive Trends
67. Psychopathy
Indifference or Hostility of Boy to Father
33. Poor Surface Contact with Others
37. Feeling of Isolation
Unacceptability of Father to Boy for Emulation
54. Stubbornness
56. Uninhibited Motor Responses to Stimuli
60. Acquisitiveness
Indifference or Hostility of Mother to Boy

3. Extreme Restlessness in Early Childhood
Indifference or Hostility of Boy to Mother
Middle Child in Family
18. Lack of Common Sense
27. Feeling of Not Being Taken Care Of
37. Feeling of Isolation
41. Narcissistic Trends
54. Stubbornness
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J).  Indifference or Hostility of Siblings to Boy
54. Stubbornness
64. Impracticality
CC. Lack of Family Cohesiveness
4. Enuresis in Early Childhood
9. Genital Underdevelopment
59. Sensuousness
PARENTAL CONCERN
BB. Meager Recreational Facilities for Boy in Home
11. Low Verbal Intelligence
33. Poor Surface Contact with Others
43. Absence of Masochistic Trends
50. Preponderance of Introversive Trends
AA. Parents Indifferent or Inhospitable to Boy's Companions
11. Low Verbal Intelligence
43. Absence of Masochistic Trends
62. Lack of Self-Criticism
67. Psychopathy
Z. Lack of Family Group Recreations
11. Low Verbal Intelligence
Y.  Unsuitable Supervision of Boy by Mother
40. Feeling of Being Able to Manage Own Life
43. Absence of Masochistic Trends
LL. Poor Discipline of Boy by Mother
19. Unmethodical Approach to Problems
21. Social Assertiveness
23. Nonsubmissiveness to Authority
29. Absence of Feeling of Helplessness
31. Absence of Fear of Failure and Defeat
43. Absence of Masochistic Trends
56. Uninhibited Motor Responses to Stimuli
61. Unconventionality
OO. Physical Punishment of Boy by Mother
PP. Threatening or Scolding of Boy by Mother
4. Enuresis in Early Childhood
KK. Poor Discipline of Boy by Father
12. High Performance Intelligence
50. Preponderance of Introversive Trends
MM. Physical Punishment of Boy by Father
39. Lack of Dependence on Others
42. Receptive Trends
NN. Threatening or Scolding of Boy by Father
56. Uninhibited Motor Responses to Stimuli

SUMMARY BY TRAITS

Before we turn in the next chapter to a consideration of some impli-
cations of the findings for the management of juvenile delinquency,
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it will be helpful to summarize the findings trait by trait in accord- .

ance with the origin of each as assigned in Chapter VIII: Constitu-

“tional, Probably Constitutional, Constitutional and Socially Condi-
tioned and Socially Conditioned. A recapitulation of the classification
of traits at which we arrived for the purpose of the inquiry may at
this point be helpful.

(1) Constitutional traits are those which were found in Physique '

and Delznquency to vary in incidence among the body types but not
_found in the present inquiry to be associated with any, or at most
“related to only one (very occasionally to two) of the 44 social factors
“of family environment in a way suggesting a contribution of the factor
_to the development of the trait.

(2) Probably Constitutional traits are those which, although not
found in Physique and Delinquency to vary in incidence among the
body types, have also not been found to be related to any social
factors or related at most to only one (an association which may have
occurred by chance).

It is reasonable to conclude that both these groups of traits are
closer to the constitutional than to the conditioned zone of our
postulated biosocial continuum.

(3) Traits which are designated as both Constitutional and Socially
Conditioned are those which were found in Physique and Delinquency
to vary in incidence among the body types but which in the present
study have been found to be related to three or more social factorsin
a way suggesting a probable influence of the factors on the develop-

ment of the traits. Such traits are placed in a position toward the
‘center of our postulated biosocial continuum.

(4) The traits which we have designated as Socially Conditioned are
those which were not found in Physique and Delinquency to vary in
incidence among the body types? but are seen in the present study to.
be related to three or more social factors.

. There is a final group of six traits the orientations of which are
unclear, making it impossible to assign them to one or another of the
above four categories.

In Exhibit XIV-2 are listed, beneath each trait, theAinimical fac-
tors of the family environment, found in the analyses in Chapters
X-XIII to act selectively on the delinquency of children with the
given trait. It will be noted that in some instances not one of the 44
_social factors was found to operate on delinquency through the

1 We recognize that there are certain traits or characteristics of genetic origin (such
as eye color) which have no greater incidence in one body type than in another; but
in respect to the largely psychologic traits of the present study it is reasonable to
assume that a significant variation in incidence among the physique types is highly
suggestive of constitutional orientation.
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intermediary of any of the 66 traits encompassed in the present
work. Among such traits are a few which are no more characteristic
of delinquents than of nondelinquents (cyanosis, tremors, sensitivity,
irregular reflexes, originality, banality); and with these we need have

Family Environment, Traits and Delinquency

no further concern.

EXHIBIT XIV-2, TRAITS ENHANCING THE DELINQUENCY POTENTIAL
OF BOYS REARED IN DELINQUENCY-RELATED ENVIRONMENTAL

CIRCUMSTANCES

1. ConSTITUTIONAL TRAITS

9.
10.
21.
23.
31.

47,
57.

58.
59.

65.

Genital Underdevelopment™*

R. Lack of Cultural Refinement in Home
CC. Lack of Family Cohesiveness

Strength of Hand Grip

Social Assertiveness

LL. Lax/Erratic Discipline of Boy by Mother
Nonsubmissiveness to Authority

LL. Lax/Overstrict/Erratic Discipline of Boy by Mother
Absence of Fear of Failure and Defeat

GG. Rearing by Parent Substitutes

LL. Lax/Erratic Discipline of Boy by Mother
Vivacity

K. Emotional Disturbance of Mother
Emotional Instability

Lack of Aestheticism

Sensuousness

L. Serious Physical Ailment of Father

R. Lack of Cultural Refinement in Home
CC. Lack of Family Cohesiveness

Emotional Confficts

B. Crowded Home

X. Mother Occasionally Employed Outside Home

II. PROBABLY CONSTITUTIONAL TRAITS

1.
4.
- C.  Unclean and Disorderly Home

16.

Poor Health in Infancy
Enuresis in Early Childhood

P. Poor Management of Family Income
CC. Lack of Family Cohesiveness
PP. Threatening or Scolding of Boy by Mother

. Absence of Dermographia

Q. Careless Household Routine
Intuition*
I.  Alcoholism of Mother
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19. Unmethodical Approach to Problems
R. Lack of Cultural Refinement in Home
LL. Overstrict Discipline of Boy by Mother
20. Lack of Potential Capacity for Objective Interests
HH. Indifference or Hostility of Father to Boy
. Defiance
. Ambivalence to Authority
M. Serious Physical Ailment of Mother
33. Poor Surface Contact with Others
B. Crowded Home
F.  Delinquency of Father
U. Poor Conduct Standards of Family
BB. Meager Recreational Facilities for Boy in Home
RR. Indifference or Hostility of Boy to Father
45. Emotional Lability
B. Crowded Home
K. Emotional Disturbance of Mother
X.  Mother Occasionally Employed Outside Home
EE. Rearing in Broken Home
HH. Indifference or Hostility of Father to Boy
- Lack of Self-Control
. Stubbornness
DD. Middle Child in Family
JJ.  Indifference or Hostility of Siblings to Boy
SS. Unacceptability of Father to Boy for Emulation
35. Adventurousness
67. Psychopathy
Q. Careless Household Routine
AA, Parents Indifferent to Boy's Companions
GG. Rearing by Parent Substitutes
HH. Indifference or Hostility of Father to Boy

N

r&

1II. CoNSTITUTIONAL AND SOCIALLY CONDITIONED TRAITS

17. Tendency to Phantasy
G. Delinquency of Mother
36. Destructiveness
GG. Rearing by Parent Substitutes
39. Lack of Dependence on Others
MM. Physical Punishment of Boy by Father
43. Absence of Masochistic Trends
P. Poor Management of Family Income
Y. Fair Supervision of Boy by Mother
AA. Parents Indifferent to Boy’s Companions
BB. Meager Recreational Facilities for Boy in Home
LL. Lax/Overstrict/Erratic Discipline of Boy by Mother
44. Destructive-Sadistic Trends
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53.

56.

60,
61.

Family Environment, Traits and Delinquency

Feeling of Inadequacy

J.  Emotional Disturbance of Father

EE. Rearing of Broken Home

Uninhibited Motor Responses to Stimuli

LL. Lax Discipline of Boy by Mother

SS. Unacceptability of Father to Boy for Emulation
Acquisitiveness

SS. Unacceptability of Father to Boy for Emulation
Unconventionality

M. Serious Physical Ailment of Mother

FF. Boy less than Five Years of Age at First Breach in Family

Life
LL. Lax Discipline of Boy by Mother

. Impracticality

JJ. Indifference or Hostility of Siblings to Boy

1V. SociALLY CONDITIONED TRAITS

11.

12
15.
18.
25.
217.
28,
29

.

32.

3s.
37.

Low Verbal Intelligence

N. Financial Dependence of Family

P.  Poor Management of Family Income
Q. Careless Household Routine

T. Lack of Family Ambition

Z. Lack of Family Group Recreations

AA. Parents Inhospitable or Indifferent to Boy’s Companions
BB. Meager Recreational Facilities for Boy in Home

HH. Indifference or Hostility of Father to Boy

High Performance Intelligence*

KK. Lax/Overstrict/Erratic Discipline of Boy by Father
Poor Power of Observation

GG. Rearing by Parent Substitutes

Lack of Common Sense

DD. Middle Child in Family

Absence of Enhanced Feeling of Insecurity

. Marked Feeling of Not Being Wanted or Loved

Feeling of Not Being Taken Care Of*

DD. Middle Child in Family

Absence of Marked Feeling of Not Being Taken Seriously
K. Emotional Disturbance of Mother

Absence of Feeling of Helplessness

LL. Lax/Overstrict/Erratic Discipline of Boy by Mother
Feeling of Resentment

. Hostility

Marked Suspiciousness

Feeling of Isolation

H. Alcoholism of Father

DD. Middle Child in Family
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RR. Indifference or Hostility of Boy to Father
40. Feeling of Being Able to Manage Own Life

K. Emotional Disturbance of Mother

Y. Unsuitable Supervision of Boy by Mother
42. Receptive Trends

F. Delinquency of Father

G. Delinquency of Mother

MM. Physical Punishment of Boy by Father
48. Absence of Compulsory Trends
49. Preponderance of Extroversive Trends

K. Emotional Disturbance of Mother

HH. Indifference or Hostility of Father to Boy
50. Preponderance of Introversive Trends*

H.  Alcoholism of Father

BB. Meager Recreational Facilities for Boy in Home

KK. Lax Discipline of Boy by Father
62. Lack of Self-Criticism

AA. Parents Inhospitable to Boy’s Companions
63. Lack of Conscientiousness
66. Absence of Neuroticism

V. TRAITS NoT CLEARLY CONSTITUTIONAL OR SOCIALLY CONDITIONED

3. Extreme Restlessness in Early Childhood
V.  Broken Relationship between Parents
II.  Indifference or Hostility of Mother to Boy
30. Feeling of Not Being Appreciated
F.  Delinquency of Father
H. Alcoholism of Father
N. Financial Dependence of Family
38. Defensive Attitude
41. Narcissistic Trends
DD. Middle Child in Family
52, Suggestibility

* These traits were not found to be delinquency-related in Unraveling Juvenile

Delinguency.

As regards some traits in Exhibit XIV-2 (poor health in infancy,
defiance, lack of self-control, adventurousness, emotional instability,
lack of aestheticism, defensive attitude, suggestibility, strength of
hand grip, destructive-sadistic trends, feeling of resentment, hostility,
marked suspiciousness, absence of compulsory trends, lack of con-
scientiousness, absence of neuroticism, marked feeling of not being
wanted or loved) as to which no relationship was found to any of the
44 social influences encompassed in this study, it can not be said with

145

Google



Family Environment, Traits and Delinquency

assurance that some or all of them act directly on a child’s involve-
ment in delinquent behavior independently of the influence of some
aspects of the family environment embraced in this study. However,
there appears to be a reasonable likelihood that children with such
characteristics more readily fall prey to adverse school, neighbor-
hood and community influences, even though the home atmosphere
may not in itself be delinquency-inducing.

PHYSIQUE TYPE, FAMILY ENVIRONMENT, TRAITS AND
DELINQUENCY

There is one further dimension in our analysis of the selective
influence of the home environment on the delinquency potential of
children with certain traits, and this has to do with the differential
impact of specific factor-trait combinations on the delinquency of
children of the various physique types.

In Chapters VI and VII, where attention was on the home influences
contributing to the development of those traits which had been found
in Physique and Delinquency to vary in incidence among the body
types, we gave consideration to the selective impact of certain
factors of family environment on trait formation among boys of the
different body types.

However, in the discussion in Chapters X-XIII, where the focus
is on the impact of the family environment on the delinquency of
children possessing certain characteristics, we did not refer to the
influence of factor-trait combinationson boys of different body types,
in order not to complicate further an already complex presentation.
We do, however, provide in Appendix G the detailed findings regard-
ing factors, traits, body build and delinquency. The first column in
these tables duplicates the findings in Physique and Delinquency
regarding the differential impact of a trait (not trait-and-factor) on
the delinquency of the body types. Next to these are the new findings
concerning the selective impact of the trait plus factor on the delin-
quency of the body types.

In Exhibit XIV-3 below, we now draw together the findings
regarding the selective influence of the factor-trait combinations
on boys of differing body structure (the body types on whom the
greater impact occurs are italicized). Their significance for the
management of juvenile delinquency isillustrated in Chapter XV ; but
attention might be drawn to one or two indications of the meaning
of the findings. For example, in general, and irrespective of physique
type, boys who have a feeling of not being appreciated and who at
the same time have a father who is himself criminalistic are more
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likely to become delinquents than are boys with this character-
istic whose father is noncriminalistic. Adding the new dimension
of physique type, it is found that the combined circumstances of a
criminalistic father and the fecling on the part of a son that he is
not being appreciated exert a greater delinquency-inducing influence
on boys of mesomorphic physique (i.e., sturdy, muscular) than on boys
of balanced type (i.e., with equal components in the body structure
of mesomorphy, ectomorphy and endomorphy). Similarly, among
boys with receptive trends who are the sons of criminalistic fathers,
mesomorphs, endomorphs and ectomorphs are more likely to become
delinquent than are boys of balanced physique.!

EXHIBIT XIV-3. FACTORS OPERATING SELECTIVELY ON THE
DELINQUENCY OF BOYS OF DIFFERENT PHYSIQUE TYPES

I. CoNSTITUTIONAL TRAITS

21. Social Assertiveness
LL. Lax/Erratic Discipline of Boy by Mother (Meso./Endo. vs.
Ecto.)
23. Nonsubmissiveness to Authority
LL. Lax/Overstrict/Erratic Discipline of Boy by Mother (Endo.
vs. Meso./Ecto.)
59. Sensuousness
L. Serious Physical Ailment of Father (Bal. vs. Ecto.)
R. Lack of Cultural Refinement in Home (Bal. vs. Ecto.)
CC. Lack of Family Cohesiveness (Bal. vs. Ecto.)

II. PROBABLY CONSTITUTIONAL TRAITS

4. Enuresis in Early Childhood
C. Unclean and Disorderly Home (Ecto./Bal. vs. Meso.)
7. Absence of Dermographia
Q. Careless Household Routine (Meso. vs. Ecto.)
19. Unmethodical Approach to Problems
LL. Overstrict Discipline of Boy by Mother (Meso./Endo./Bal. vs.
Ecto.)
24. Ambivalence to Authority
M. Serious Physical Ailment of Mother (Endo./Bal. vs. Meso.)
33. Poor Surface Contact with Others
B. Crowded Home (Meso./Endo. vs. Bal.)
U. Poor Conduct Standards of Family (Ecto. vs. Endo./Bal.)
RR. Indifference or Hostility of Boy to Father (Ecto. vs. Endo.)
45. Emotional Lability
EE. Rearing in Broken Home (Meso. vs. Bal.)

1 For details of the findings summarized in Exhibit XIV-3, see Appendix G where
the appropriate tables are presented in accordance with the trait numbers (in the above
instance, numbers 30 and 42).
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III. CONSTITUTIONAL AND SOCIALLY CONDITIONED TRAITS

17. Tendency to Phantasy
G. Delinquency of Mother (Meso. vs. Bal.)
43. Absence of Masochistic Trends
AA. Parents Indifferent to Boy’s Companions (Meso./Endo. / Ecto.
vs. Bal))
53. Feeling of Inadequacy
EE. Rearing in Broken Home (Meso. vs. Ecto.)

1V. SociALLY CONDITIONED TRAITS
11. Low Verbal Intelligence
Q. Careless Household Routine (Meso. vs. Ecto.)
T. Lack of Family Ambition (Meso. vs. Ecto.)
AA. Parents Inhospitable or Indifferent to Boy’s Companions
(Meso. vs. Ecto.)
HH. Indifference or Hostility of Father to Boy (Meso. vs. Ecto.)
25. Absence of Enhanced Feeling of Insecurity
DD. Only Child in Family (Endo./Ecto. vs. Bal.)
21. Feeling of Not Being Taken Care Of
DD. Middle/Firstborn/Youngest Child in Family (Meso. vs.
Endo./Bal.)
29. Absence of Feeling of Helplessness
DD. Only Child in Family (Endo. vs Meso.)
42. Receptive Trends
F. Delinquency of Father (Meso. /Endo /Ecto. vs. Bal.)
G. Delinquency of Mother (Meso. vs. Bal.)
49. Preponderance of Extroversive Trends
K. Emotional Disturbance of Mother (Meso. vs. Ecto.)

V. TrRAITS NOT CLEARLY CONSTITUTIONAL OR SOCIALLY CONDITIONED
30. Feeling of Not Being Appreciated

F. Delinquency of Father (Meso. vs. Bal.)
N. Financial Dependence of Family (Meso. vs. Endo.)

A further illustration of the selective impact of social factors on
boys of different body builds who are characterized by certain traits
may be clarifying. A boy of low verbal intelligence reared in a home
in which the daily routines are haphazard, in which the family lacks
ambition to improve its status, in which the parents are inhospitable
or indifferent to the child’s friends, and/or in which the father is
indifferent or actually hostile to the boy, is more likely to become
delinquent than a boyof low verbal intelligencereared in less inimical
circumstances.

Considering, now, the differential impact of these influences on
boys of the four body types (see Appendix Table G-11), it becomes
evident that mesomorphs of low verbal intelligence if reared in one
or another of the inimical home surroundings set out above are
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even more likely to become delinquent than are ectomorphs (the
thin, linear, fragile type) from such environments. To understand the
reason for this selective reaction it is necessary to re-examine the
findings initially made in Physique and Delinquency regarding the
traits that are characteristic of boys of each of the four physique
types.!

The summary of the findings of Part II of this inquiry dealing
with family environment and delinquency is now completed. The
findings of Part I, regarding the origin of traits, were summarized
in Chapter VIII.

As a result of our analysis, we see the need for further exploration
into the role of family environment in the etiology of delinquency,
particularly in the direction of inductively, but rationally, guided
clusterings of the factors and traits that have individually emerged
as of significance in what is as yet largely a particularistic analysis.

Like other research criminologists, we are seeking not only the
Great Divide between delinquents and nondelinquents but also a
typology of delinquents emerging from an inductively-arrived-at
base. Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency, Physique and Delinquency and
the present study provide us with many findings and many clues
which must be pursued farther. This is an exciting quest; but it must
be reserved for later exploration.

Meanwhile we turn to some implications of the findings of the
current investigation for the management of delinquency.

1 See Chapter XI, Mesomorphs and Delinquency; Chapter XII, Endomorphs and
Delinquency; Chapter XIII, Ectomorphs and Delinquency; Chapter XIV, Balanced
Type and Delinquency; especially the sections in these chapters in which the traits that
are characteristic of each body type are contrasted with those distinguishing every
other physique type.
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XV

SOME IMPLICATIONS OF THE
FINDINGS FOR MANAGEMENT OF
DELINQUENCY

INTRODUCTION

BEFORE making some suggestions for the practical application of
the results of the present work, a few words are in order regarding
the development of our thinking in respect to etiology in delinquency.

In Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency we tested a number of prevail-
ing views regarding the origins of delinquency by the familiar scienti-
fic method of comparing samples of delinquents and nondelinquents
in respect to numerous traits and factors derived from anthropologic,
psychiatric, psychologic and social investigation. By this method we
discovered certain fundamental differences between the two groups,
including the fact that among the delinquents there was a significant
excess of boys of mesomorphic constitution and a significant defi-
ciency of boys of ectomorphic body build. This raised a causal
hypothesis which we explored in Physique and Delinquency, with
the resultant finding that certain traits associated with delinquency
distinguish each of the four body types, while other traits appear to
be involved in criminogenesis irrespective of physique.

But among the other original findings of Unraveling Juvenile
Delinquency was that of a significant variation in the incidence of
unwholesome aspects of home life, notably in respect to such factors
as family cohesiveness, affectional relations of parents and child,
supervision and discipline.

At first glance, the finding of extreme differences in somatotype
incidence between delinquents and nondelinquents would appear
to contradict the finding of a considerable involvement of family
pathology in the etiology of delinquency. But the two insights are in
fact not contradictory; for, as Dr. Bernard Glueck, Sr., has put the
etiologic issue in a frequently noted formula, ‘a factor, whether
personal or situational, does not become a cause unless and until it
first becomes a motive.” For example, not all mesomorphs become
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delinquents; many become successful athletes, soldiers and business-
men. It is in this connection that the sociocultural forces, especially
such under-the-roof influences as parental affection, supervision,
discipline and family cohesiveness—all of which, in their unwhole-
some aspects, markedly differentiate delinquents from nondelin-
quents—come into play to determine the direction in which the
energy, drive, extroversiveness, adventurousness and other such traits
of mesomorphs are channeled.

In the present work we have taken two further steps: (a) to test the
reliability of the previous assignment of various criminogenic traits
to an essentially constitutional orientation by examining the relation-
ship of sociocultural influences of home and family to the traits;
and (b) to determine the media through which such influences exert
pressure toward delinquency.

The analysis in Chapters III-VIII deals with the participation of
family influences in the formation of traits. In Chapters X—XIII the
analysis is focused on the bearing of the complex materials of the
present work on the exceedingly difficult problem of criminogenesis.
Certain fundamentals have emerged from this analysis of the in-
volvement of constitution, traits of character and personahty, and
family influences in the etiology of delinquency.

First, while not denying that it is important that prophylactic and
treatment programs take account of the total person and the total
family (as well as the total community), there is strong evidence in
the foregoing analysis that it is also highly important, and much
more pointed, that those engaged in such endeavors fix their sights on
more specific targets in terms of criminogenic factors and traits. In
treating the child, in aiding the family, and in assessing the aims and
means of general prophylactic endeavor, a greater specificity of
. interest and action becomes possible on the evidence in the present
study.

Se)::ond, it has been established that certain inimical family in-
fluences during the first few years of life can affect the development
of delinquency in one or more of three ways.

(a) Some sociocultural factors contribute to the formation of traits
which, in Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency, were shown to be signi-
ficantly associated with antisocial behavioral tendencies in children.

(b) Certain malign social influences operate to render criminogenic
some traits which are normally neutral.

() Still other sociocultural factors operate within the total complex
of criminogenic forces quite apart from the influence of the various
delinquency-linked physiologic, neurologlc or. psychologic traits
encompassed in this inquiry.
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A third general finding of the analysis is that the influences of the
home environment, even when they are criminogenic, operate
selectively to propel toward maladjustment and delinquency certain
children who are characterized by specific traits which enhance their
vulnerability. Some of these traits are of an essentially constitutional
orientation and are therefore relatively rigid; others are predomin-
antly the product of sociocultural conditioning and are therefore
more plastic and modifiable; still others—those for which evidence
exists that they are brought about by the considerable influence of
both genetic endowment and environmental stimulation—have been
referred to the central area of our postulated biosocial continuum
and may, in some measure, respond to re-education. Individuals
differ in the degree of permeability or affinity to the elements in the {
social and cultural milieu in which they find themselves and to which ]
they are subjected. It is the concatenation in the particular individual
of factor-trait interpenetrations of these influences from divergent
sources that determines whether, at a certain point of pressure,
resistance to antisocial self-expression will break down.

In other words, it is differential contamination, rather than differ-
ential association, that is at the core of the etiologic process; and
contamination depends not merely on exposure but also on suscepti-
bility as opposed to immunity.

The focusing of attention in the present volume on family influences
should not obscure the biological involvements; and, from the socio-
logic point of view, the emphasis in this work on factors in the home
does not imply that the pressures of the neighborhood, community
and more general sociocultural forces are not also involved i
criminogenesis. For example, we are not unaware of the probability
that despite the original matching of our delinquents and non-
delinquents in terms of residence in underprivileged urban regions
(as well as by age, global intelligence and ethnic origin), economic
deprivation weighs more heavily on the families and homes of most ;
of the delinquents than on those of the nondelinquents. We are aware,
also, that such potentially dangerous situations as are involved in
problems of physical and mental ill health, or inadequate child care
and discipline, or those stemming from a mother working outside the
home (especially in cases where her motivation springs from a wish
to escape the responsibilities of home-making and child-rearing?)
involve not merely the family’s internal life but also more general
external influences over which its members may have little control.
But unless it be assumed that the great majority of the families from

1 See S. and E. T. Glueck, ‘Working Mothers and Delinquency,” Mental Hygiene,
Vol. 41, No. 3, July 1957.
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which delinquents come are the victims of ‘bad luck’ and the great
majority of the families of nondelinquents are the special ‘favorites
of fortune,” we must attribute the behavioral variations between
delinquents and controls to demonstrated differences in the makeup
and early home conditions of the two groups.

The need for improvement of family life is clear; and about this
something can be done. However, to the extent that the general
malaise of the times, the pervasive cultural changes, and the growing
disharmonies and threats to our civilization may be implicated in
the uitimate etiologic background of antisocial behavior, it must be
recognized that a wide-ranging, permeative network of forces is
involved which can be managed only by society as a whole and
through a general economic, social and political policy, the aims and
the methods of which are by no means clear.

As researchers close to this problem, the deeper we penetrate the
jungle of that form of maladjustment called juvenile delinquency, the
more are we convinced of the essential correctness of a view we have
already expressed elsewhere:

. . . In the ultimate analysis, prevention of delinquent careers, as our
findings suggest, is also dependent upon something more specific than

./ the manipulation of the general environment. It entails the structuring
\

of integrated personality and wholesome character during the first few
formative years of life; and this, fortunately, is accomplished largely in
the home. Although basic modifications of the general system of habits
and values that permeate our culture are bound to be slow, we can take
advantage of the oft-neglected fact that parents are to a great extent not
only the bearers, but also the selective filters, of the general culture.! The
same is true of schoolteachers, with whom children spend much of their
time during the most impressionable and formative stages of life. Thus,
there is both realism and promise in taking more direct and specific steps
to improve the under-the-roof culture in home and school.?

Readers of some of our prior works may recall that we have long
sought to define the targets of prophylactic-therapeutic activity in
ever more specific terms. For example, in Delinquents in the Making®
we discussed the practical implications of the anthropologic, psychi-
atric, psychologic and social indications of Unraveling Juvenile
Delinquency in the following areas: (a) traits and characteristics of
the delinquent himself; (b) family life; (c) the school; and (d) use

1 For the selective response to culture, see S. Glueck, ‘Ten Years of Unraveling
Juvenile Delinquency, An Examination of Criticisms,’ 51, Journal of Criminal Law,
Criminology and Police Science, 1960, pp. 283-308.

*S. and E. T. Glueck, Delinquents in the Making, New York, Harper & Brothers,

1952, p. 192.
2 Op. cit.
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of leisure. And in Physique and Delinquency® we explored the rele-
vance of variations in body build for preventive and therapeutic
effort, by first summarizing the outstanding characteristics of the

four physique types:

Mesomorphs (the bone and muscle physique) present a portrait of an
essentially sturdy physical and nervous and emotional structure, with a
tendency to express impulse in action.

Endomorphs (the soft, round physique) are less sturdy, less energetic,
and less dynamic than the mesomorphs, and are more inhibited and con-
ventional in their ideas and behavior.

Ectomorphs (linear, fragile body type) have less sturdiness and are
more delicately organized than mesomorphs and present a more sensitive
and aesthetic exterior to the world. They are more tense, inhibited, and
conflict-ridden, bottling up their impulses and their destructive-sadistic
trends.

The only trait found to distinguish boys of balanced physique from all
the others is that they are less fearful of failure and defeat. Otherwise, a
clear picture does not emerge. They appear to have some characteristics
of each physique.?

In arriving at these rough sketches of the physique types, we
realized that before they could be made more clear, we would have
to take into account the role of various elements of environmental
conditioning in the formation of the characteristic traits of each of
the four body types. This would not only confirm or modify the
original findings of the constitutional orientation of many traits,
but would also reveal the contributory sociocultural influences and
throw some light on the question of which criminogenic character-
istics are probably modifiable through reconditioning. This would,
in turn, influence preventive and therapeutic action, since traits now
confirmed as essentially constitutional, and therefore not subject to
much modification, would have to be dealt with by directing their
possessors into relatively harmless behavioral outlets; while traits
having strong environmental components could be systematically
approached through such reconditioning techniques as re-education,
various forms of individual and group psychotherapy, social case
work, religious and ethical teaching and example. With the import-
ant added dimension of sociocultural conditioning of traits, it now

-1 New York, Harper & Brothers, 1956.

# Jbid., p. 251. It might be noted that the balanced type, placed in this category by
the physical anthropologists on the basis of anthropometry and trained judgment
proved (as a result of later correlational analysis of physique types and traits) to have
characteristics of each of the other physiques, the traits having been determined by
psychologists and a psychiatrist through independent analyses.
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becomes possible to suggest more specific targets of preventive and
therapeutic effort.

It must always be borne in mind, however, that it is the zotal
personality that is involved in behavior; not independent, dissociated
fragments or traits. And it is the family as @ whole that is involved in
the most important area of environmental influence, the home—not
merely a factor such as a broken home, or lack of affection of a
mother for her child, or unsuitability of a father as a pattern for
emulation by the son. Yet, despite the interrelationships between the
constituents of personality and character, and despite the fact that
home and family comprise a more or less unified matrix of influence,
it is helpful to disentangle some of the major strands to enable the
therapist to note the effect on the total pathologic situation of modi-
fying or redirecting some of its constituent elements.

Without repeating what we have said elsewhere about the role of
psychiatrists, social workers, group therapists, educators, clergy and
others in preventive and therapeutic effort,* we deem it helpful to
suggest the relevance for the management of delinquency of the
findings of the current inquiry, drawing our illustration from the
area of father-son interpersonal relations.

ILLUSTRATION OF PRACTICAL APPLICABILITY OF FINDINGS

~~Under the influence of clinical psychiatry it is generally considered

that, until about the age of three, a boy concentrates his affective
attention on the mother, the objective figure who feeds, protects and
comforts him. After that, however, he tries to imitate his father’s
most striking characteristics (especially those implying strength)
though not without some jealousy of the father’s obviously favored
role vis-d-vis the mother.

As shown by the experience of clinicians and social workers, a
warm relationship between father and son is of crucial significance in
helping a boy to develop a wholesome set of ideals (assuming the
father himself has such a set of ideals), largely through emotional
and intellectual identification with the father. Should this affective
bond not be close because of the sordid or tragic realities of, for
example, the father’s criminalism, alcoholism or mental illness, the

- child will be crippled in his character development and may seek

substitute satisfactions of an antisocial nature in companionship
with delinquents; or he may pass through stages of insecurity,
frustration, resentment and other forms of emotional tension, with

! Delinquents in the Making, op. cit., pp. 195-210; Physique and Delinquency, op. cit.,
Pp. 252-63.
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resultant psychoneurotic symptoms. In brief, the process of identi-

fication of the growing boy with his father (or father, substitute), ;
whom he consciously and unconsciously tries to emulate, is of prime ¢ .

importance in the moulding of personality and character.*

While not attempting to relate disturbances in the ‘identification’
process directly to delinquency, there are indications in this study
that different aspects of a malign father-son association are involved,
in varying degrees of directness and in varied influence, on particular
physique types.

Let us consider some traits linked to certain aspects of the father-

son relationship which have been found to exert an influence on\

dehnquency First, it should be recalled that a significantly higher

proportion of boys to whom the father was unacceptable as a pattern a

Jfor emulation had, in Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency, been found
among delinquents than among their nondelinquent counterparts. In
the present work it is shown that the impact of this emotional depri-
vation, on which so much of the building of character depends, is
heavier among boys who are characterized by the traits of stubborn-
ness, and/or uninhibited motor responses to stimuli and/or acquisitive-

/

]
|
ness. {

The obvious remedial approach is of course to provide a sub- /
stitute adult model with whom a boy can identify, such as a teacher, *
Boy Scout leader, Big Brother, clergyman, athletic director. Such a /
person would be in a better position to deal effectively with a boy
if he knew something of his traits and their probable orientation.
For instance, it would be useful to know that one of the delinquency-
linked traits, stubbornness, does not vary among boys of the different
body builds; so that whether a boy is mesomorphic, at one extreme,

or ectomorphlc, at the other, makes little difference. But it would\

also be useful for the parent substitute to know, for example, that

i

while a father’s unacceptability as a pattern for emulation does not (

in itself contribute to the formation of the criminogenic trait of
stubbornness in his son, its presence does enhance the boy’s delin- /
quency potential. It would also be useful to know that stubbornness f
is probably constitutional in orientation although not varying in’
incidence among the body types. This knowledge would preclude
any head-on attempt to modify the trait but would, rather, suggest ;
the need of guiding a stubborn boy into socially acceptable expres- /
sions of this characteristic. /

Another trait that a father-substitute would have to take into
account, for example, is the tendency to uninhibited motor responses to

1 There are, of course, various additional influences of both a conscious and sub-
conscious nature involved in father-son relationships.
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stimuli. Here, too, it happens not to be a case of an element of
social pathology contributing to the formation of a delinquency-
linked trait, because the father’s unacceptability for emulation has
not been found to contribute to the formation of this tendency. But
the fact that this trait, like stubbornness, is of constitutional orient-
ation, should serve to encourage a father-substitute to guide his
charge into socially acceptable uses of his tendency to uninhibited
tor responses to stimuli.

A further illustration of how the findings of the present inquiry
might guide preventive action is afforded by considering the influence
of a father’s drunkenness on a child’s behavior. Although it has been
found that paternal alcoholism does not, in general, have a greater
impact on the delinquency of boys of one body build than on those
_of another, rearing by an alcoholic father is in several ways a malig-
“nant influence. First, it contributes to the development of certain
traits which, in turn, are generally more common to delinquents
than nondelinquents, such as hostility and unconventionality.
Secondly, a father’s chronic inebriety, if operative in the life of a
boy possessing certain other traits (to the development of which a
father’s inebriety does not itself contribute)—feeling of not being
appreciated, feeling of isolation—is now known to enhance the son’s
delinquency potential. It has also been learned that paternal drunken-
ness is likely to convert the trait of introversiveness, which normally
is no more characteristic of delinquents than of nondelinquents, into
one directed toward antisocial purposes.

What can a therapist do about a situation in which either a pre-
delinquent or delinquent boy lives in a home with an alcoholic
father? The problem is especially complex, because such a parent
can, in his sober interludes, be a loving and loved father. However,
whether or not the child is to remain at home, his character can be
influenced, as part of a total preventive or therapeutic strategy, by
counteracting or redirecting the traits involved that have been shown
to be related to delinquency. To do this, the therapist must diagnose
the situation more penetratingly than has heretofore been possible.
For example, of the delinquency-related traits mentioned in the
foregoing paragraph, only unconventionality is probably referable
to the central area of our postulated biosocial continuum because it is
clearly and substantially influenced both genetically and environ-
mentally. The fact that it is partly the product of several identified
sociocultural influences would seem to make it susceptible of planful
reconditioning. Such traits as hostility, feeling of isolation and
introversive trends are probably modifiable by well-directed, patient
and sympathetic effort on the part of a father-surrogate or other
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adult or youthful associate, and thereby give promise of minimizing
the strength and valency! of the other elements of the total delin-
quency pattern as well.

One moreillustration of the translation of the findings of this study
into the management of delinquency—the effect on a boy of rearing
by a father who is seriously disturbed emotionally. As was the case in
regard to excessive alcoholism, emotional disturbance of the father
(psychosis, psychopathy, psychoneuroticism, sexual abnormality,
marked instability) was found in Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency to
be much more frequent among fathers of delinquents than those of
nondelinquents. In Physique and Delinquency some significant differ-
ences in the impact of rearing by an emotionally disturbed father on '
the delinquency of the son were noted : as might be expected, sensitive
ectomorphic boys were found to be more generally affected than the
more stolid muscular mesomorphs.

Examining the impact of a social factor on the relevant traits, it
has been shown in the present work that rearing by an emotionally
disturbed father tends to develop in a son certain characteristics |
which are themselves related to delinquent behavior: an inclination !
to escape reality through excessive flight into phantasy, marked /
dependency attitudes, preponderance of introversive trends. The first
two traits have been found to distinguish delinquents from non-
delinquents to a degree suggestive of their criminogenic involvement.
The last, though normally neutral, becomes criminogenic in the pres-
ence of paternal emotional disturbance. In addition to these direct ’
linkages of affective abnormality in the father with the dynamics of
delinquency in the son, the chances that a boy possessing a feeling of
inadequacy will become a delinquent are found to be enhanced if he
lives in a home with an emotionally disturbed father.

How can these findings guide the therapist ? For example, excessive
phantasying, though discovered in Physique and Delinquency to
vary among the body types (more prevalent among ectomorphs) and
therefore deemed to be oriented constitutionally, is also influenced by
four or more sociocultural factors. Thus, the therapist need not
despair of being able, through motivated reconditioning, to reduce
the marked inclination in a boy to escape into a make-believe world.
Regarding the normally noncriminogenic tendencyto introversiveness,
this too (as pointed out in another connection above) can be counter-
acted by a sympathetic, yet well integrated, father-substitute; for
although this trait is constitutional in orientation, there are strong
elements of environmental conditioning in it. As for the feeling of

1 In the sense of the degree of attractive power existing between the various traits
and factors, inclining them to unite or produce a specific effect on one another.
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inadequacy, in the presence of which a tendency to maladjustment is
enhanced in the case of boys with an emotionally disturbed father, it
too is susceptible of reconditioning.

These few illustrations of the implications of our findings for the
management of delinquencywith reference to father-son relationships
are merely suggestive. The clinician, social worker and counsellor
interested in predelinquent or delinquent boys should try to obtain
information regarding the presence of various traits and sociocultural
factors that have been found directly or indirectly relevant to crimino-
genesis. They are invited to consult Chapter VIII, Exhibits 1 through
12, in which are listed the sociocultural factors contributing to the
formation of the various traits; Exhibit IX-1, in which are sum-
marized the delinquency-related sociocultural factors that contribute
to the formation of the criminogenic traits; Exhibit XIV-1, in which
are listed the various factors that operate selectively on the delin-
quency of boys already possessing certain traits; Exhibit XIV-2,
in which are indicated the traits (listed by their orientations) that
enhance the delinquency potential of boys, under the impact of
various sociocultural influences; and Exhibit XIV-3, which pre-
sents, under appropriate headings from the point of view of our
postulated biosocial continuum, various factors in family life that
act selectively on the delinquency of boys of different physique

s.
It should be repeated that the foregoing illustrations regarding
the implication of certain father-son relationships for the manage-
ment of delinquency are, of course, not intended to imply that the
worker in the preventive or therapeutic field can overlook the total
complex of interactive relationships in which a child is nurtured;
they suggest, rather, that definition of the therapeutic targets in terms
of factor-trait and physique-trait-factor relationships adds to under-
standing by taking account of the trees as well as the forest of
etiologic influence. If the therapist can keep in mind the specific
personality and character traits with which he must deal, their
variation among physique types, their relative fixity or plasticity,
and their relationship to the more important factors of the family—
home matrix, he will be more likely toinfluence entire areas or patterns
of interrelated traits and factors which have proved to be, either
directly or indirectly, criminogenic. Moreover, consideration of the
findings of this inquiry should ever remind the prophylactic and
therapeutic specialists of the selectivity of various environmental and
cultural influences; of the fact that a boy possessing a syndrome of
certain traits and reared in certain inimical conditions generates a
tendency to ‘kick over the traces’; while to a boy of another physique
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and character structure these very circumstances present a challenge
to rise above the handicapping environment.

CONCLUSION

We have seen that there are many sociocultural aspects of family
life that have a bearing on the propulsion of children in the direc-
tion of delinquency. But we trust that the few illustrations of their
application in a more direct pinpointing of therapeutic effort will
be sufficient to stir the imagination of ingenious therapists (whether
they be psychiatrists, psychologists, educators, social workers,
clergymen) to bring to bear on our findings their own experience in
the management of children with severe behavioral aberrations.

Perhaps it will now be more clearly evident why present efforts to
cope with delinquency have met with such little success. They have
as a rule been neither pointed nor continuous enough to influence the
criminogenic traits and their chief matrix in home and family. In the
light of the present study, the problem of controlling delinquency
may seem to many to be disappointingly complex. But nothing is
gained by ignoring the difficulties involved; this will not cause them
to disappear.

We should like to have presented the reader with a simple frame
of reference that would neatly categorize the influences converging
on the act of delinquency—constitutional, those of home and family
life, those of the ‘delinquency subculture’ and those of the general
culture. We doubt that such a neat packaging of a highly complex
personal-situational phenomenon will ever be possible. But, as stated
in the prior chapter, we plan, in a later volume, to make more pene-
trating and elaborate intercorrelations of the various aspects of our
data.

Some readers will no doubt gain the impression that by demon-
strating the probable origins of the various traits linked to delin- -
quency, we have taken a ‘too deterministic’ attitude. We do not
believe that by showing causal linkages in segments of human experi-
ence we are any more deterministic than is the physician or the
researcher in the biologic disciplines. Determinism should not be
confused with fatalism. Our view is that causal connections should
be explored in those areas of human experience where this is possible.
While the extent to which individuals possess the capacity for
conscious purposive freedom of choice can not be measured, to some
extent at least it is possible to analyze certain interferences with that
capacity set up by the forces of Nature and Nurture.

And with regard to therapeutic and educative effort, we believe
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the only promise of even relative success in changing aberrant con-
duct is to remove as many as possible of the deterministic ashes of
family and individual life that stifle the quantum of capacity for free
choice with which the particular individual has been endowed by
nature. By setting more acceptable social standards for him and
helping to remove obstacles in his path to wholesome development,
he will be the better able to exercise his particular gift of free-choosing
capacity. This is in effect what the physician does when he tries to
get at the roots of the particular illness presented by the patient. To
the extent that he is able to intervene successfully in the relevant
etiologic chain that leads from internal and external causes to symp-
toms, he is able to restore the patient to his particular limits of health
and self-management.

We hope this study furnishes information of aid to doctors of
family life and of individual character, in focusing attention on
criminogenic traits in terms of their relative fixity or plasticity and
their relationship to social factors. By planful choice of re-educative
and psychotherapeutic measures in the light of such information,
the possibility should be enhanced of changing the destination of
many vulnerable youngsters.

It must be remembered that the various traits and factors found
linked to delinquency do not always exist in an individual instance;
the method we have pursued is the statistical path of probabilities,
and this has shown that the influences in question are frequent
enough to warrant their serious consideration in prevention and
therapy.

Ve ‘It must also be borne in mind in this connection that some of the
/ traits and factors we have called criminogenic because of their
/  significantly higher incidence among delinquents than among non-
¢ delinquents are to be found, though far less frequently, among boys
V' who do not become delinquent. Yet, as has been indicated, commonly
and typically they are linked, on the one hand, to various expressions
. of delinquent behavior and, on the other, to physique type and to
! deprivations of parental affection and care and other forms of

\ familial unwholesomeness.

In the detailed analysis of traits and factors we trust we have
sufficiently emphasized the fact that, just as the good physician
does not consider his patient merely a heart, or a liver, or a stomach,
so the wise social- and psychotherapist does not consider his patient
and his patient’s family only as agglomerates of conditioned reflexes.

We are also not unaware that some of the causes of antisocial
behavior are deep-seated stirrings of an essentially subconscious
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nature; but subconscious motivation is not the only kind. Moti-
vation is a two-way channel; while much of it is the subconscious
dynamism of previously repressed painful experiences, much of it
begins at the conscious level and works downward. At all events, it
is time that the therapeutic professions which are concerned with
aberrant behavior in children undertake a many-sided attack on the
family influences and character traits which have been shown in this
research to be enmeshed in predelinquent and delinquent behavior.

A final word about a current of thought that has recently become
prominent in the wake of the disappointing results of the clinical
method of dealing with predelinquent and delinquent youngsters.
There is a growing feeling among many worthy and intelligent
citizens, including judges, that delinquency is largely ‘lack of will
power.” With respect, we submit that this attitude goes little beyond
the discredited explanation that antisocial behavior is the product
of the devil operating in the minds and hearts of persons particu-
larly open to satanic enticements. This sort of explanation long held
sway in the field of mental aberration; it simply does not explain.

On the other hand, etiologic study need not eliminate a recognition
of the moral accountability of the individual offender to the extent
that he could have chosen to behave otherwise, unmeasurable though
this may be; nor need it nor should it eliminate the disciplined re-
quirement of sincere effort, on the part of the delinquent under
treatment, to ‘mend his ways.’

The impatient attribution of most wrong-doing to failure of the
offender to ‘control his will’ springs from an overemphasis and over-
simplification of the human dilemma. There is much more profound
wisdom, both from a scientific and humanitarian viewpoint, in the
attitude of Victor Hugo’s good Bishop in Les Misérables who ‘con-
demned nothing in haste and without taking circumstances into
account. He said, “Examine the road over which the fault has
passed.””’

This is what we have attempted to do in this work.
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CASE OF HENRY W
Prepared by George F. McGrath and Mildred P. Cunningham
(Edited by Virginia Atchley)
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INTRODUCTORY NOTE

The case of Henry W, although prepared prior to the publication of Unraveling
Juvenile Delinquency (New York, The Commonwealth Fund: 1950), is only now
being published. The method of constructing the social histories of 500 delinquent
boys and 500 nondelinquents, reported by us in Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency,
is exemplified in the case of Henry W. Students of social research techniques will
benefit from an examination of this case not only in conjunction with the present
work but also with Chapter V of Urraveling Juvenile Delinquency, ‘Exploring
Family and Personal Background,” which describes the procedures utilized in the
gathering and verification of the necessary data. Several field investigators and
three different case collators, all of whom were subject to the same methodo-
logical instructions, participated at one stage or another in constructing the case
histories of the 1,000 cases. This particular case was prepared by George F.
McGrath (now Massachusetts Commissioner of Correction) and Mildred P.
Cunningham. Mr. McGrath conducted the interview with Henry’s mother and
Mrs. Cunningham was responsible for gathering and verifying already-recorded
sources of information. Names and places in the case history have been disgui

as well as certain details of the family and personal background of the boy, in
order to assure against identification. Each one of the 1,000 cases reported in
Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency is the product of similarly intensive and thorough
exploration. :

Note: The following key to the abbreviations used in the Case History and in the
tabular summary which follows it may be helpful: BCW, Boston Child Welfare
Agency No. 1; B. Hosp., Boston Hospital; BSA, Boston Social Agency No. 1; MH &
H, Maternity Home and Hospital No. 1; Bradwood CWA, Child Welfare Agency;
Bradwood SA, Social Agency; BPD, Boys' Parole Division; BV.S, Bureau of Vital
Statistics; CPA, Child Placing Agency No. 1; DMH, Dept. of Mental Health; FM,
Feeble-Minded; H of C, House of Correction; PO, Probation Office; RA, Relicf
Agency No. 1; S$S1, Social Service Index; SH, Settlement House.

CASE OF HENRY W
(Hlustrating Method of Social Investigation)
Initial Consultation of Social Service Index

Henry was selected at a Correctional School in January 1941. The investigation
was begun by securing from the school the boy’s birthdate, names of parents and
siblings, and their approximate birthdates and last address. It was learned that
Henry had a stepfather and three half-brothers, and that his real father was a man
about whom nothing was known, except that he was thought to have been a
machinist named James S. J, who had never married the boy’s mother.

With this meager identifying data, inquiry was made of the Social Service
Index in Boston for contacts of the boy, his mother, and his stepfather with
social welfare agencies, and for any data available on the maternal and paternal

dparents and their children. Attention was also drawn to Henry’s alleged
father in the hope that the Index could throw more light on the boy’s paternity.
Photostatic copies of the Index’s file cards on several family members were soon
received.
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These revealed that Henry’s mother, Rose P. W, and stepfather, Leo W, had
been known to twenty agencies either before or after their marriage:

A Red Cross Agency, 10/22/19

A Red Cross Supervisors’ Office, 1/5/21

A Welfare Committee for Men, 1/4/22

A U.S. Veterans’ Clinic, 2/8/22

Mental Hospital No. 1, OPD, 3/2/22, 8/4/32 and 4/1/34

Social Service Department of Maternity Home and Hospital No. 1, 1/5/24
Social Service Department of a Boston Hospital, 1/6/26

Boston Social Agency No. 1, 5/27/26

A Vocational Aid Society, 6/18/26

Relief Agency No. 1, 10/15/27

Relief Agency No. 2, 7/1/28

Boston Child Welfare Agency No. 1, 7/13/28, 1/15/34 and 6/10/36
A Veterans’ Agency, N. P. Section, 7/13/28

Relief Agency No. 3, 8/1/28

A Boston Health Agency, 9/16/28

A Church Relief Society, 10/28/28

Legal Assistance Bureau, 12/26/32

Child Placing Agency No. 1, 3/5/33

A Welfare Agency for Transients, 11/30/33

A State Child Placing Agency, 2/9/36

Addresses of the family in the years 1919, 1921, 1926, 1928, 1936, 1938, and 1940
were given, plus the information that the mother was born in 1906 in Everett,
Mass., and worked in a factory; that the father (whom we knew to be the step-
father) was born in 1890 and was a teamster; and that Henry’s siblings (whom
we knew to be half-siblings) were Arthur, born in 1927, Kenneth, born in 1934,
and Charles, born in 1937. The name of James S. J, born in 1901, of Stoughton,
Mass., was given as a reference, but there was no indication that he was Henry’s
father.

The maternal aunt, Florence P, was reported by the Index to be known to
three agencies:

Girl Welfare Agency No. 1, 12/16/19

Boston Social Agency No. 1, 3/4/38

Relief Agency No. 1, 8/30/40

Addresses of the maternal aunt were also listed, and a comparison of these with
the addresses of the boy’s family indicated that the aunt frequently lived with
them. In addition, it was learned that the aunt was born in Everett, Mass., in
1908, and was single.

The maternal grandparents were found to have been known to ten agencies:

Boston Child Welfare Agency No. 1, 6/5/10
A State School for Feeble-Minded, 12/28/18
Maternity Home and Hospital No. 2, 1/15/19
Child Placing Agency No. 2, foster home, 2/28/20
Relief Agency No. 1, 4/14/27 and 5/2/33
Veterans’ Relief Agency No. 1, 2/5/28
Boston Social Agency No. 1, 10/26/30
Boston Social Agency No. 2, 7/10/33
Relief Agency No. 3, 9/17/33
Mental Hospital No. 1, 3/31/34
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Addresses of the maternal grandparents between the years 1910 and 1934 were
given, plus the information that the maternal grandmother was born in New
Hampshire in 1879, the maternal grandfather in Connecticut in 1873, and that
they had two children: Florence, born in 1908, and Rose (the mother of Heary),
born in 1906.

The paternal step-grandparents and step-relatives were also shown to be known
to several agencies, but as they were not Heary’s blood relatives these data were
not of interest to us.

A couple named Mr. and Mrs. W, cross-indexed with the boy’s stepfather,
was known to a number of agencies. The stepfather was listed as a reference, but
no details were given. The contents of this card were regarded as probably irrele-
vant for the inquiry, but were kept available for possible use later.

Initial Clearance through the Massachusetts Board of Probation

The court records of Henry, his mother, stepfather, and older half-brother
were secured by mail from the Massachusetts Board of Probation. (The court
records of the two other half-siblings were not checked, as they were only about
six and three years old, respectively.) Neither the mother nor the older half-
brother, Arthur, had a court record; but a possible record of the stepfather was
found, containing insufficient identifying data. Further investigation showed that
this was not his record.
Henry himself had the following record:

2/9/36 Larceny, 2 counts, W District Court. Correctional School on each
count, appealed. 4/11/36, C Superior Court, probation 2 years on
each count.

9/28/36 Assault and battery, D District Court. Adjudged delinquent. Filed.
10/3/36, surrendered on probation of 4/11/36, C Superior Court.
Committed to Correctional School. Paroled, 10/2/37; expiration of
sentence, 1/16/46.

12/1/38 Breaking and entering nighttime, Y Court. Adjudged delinquent.
Filed. Parole revoked, returned to Correctional School. Paroled,
12/28/39; expiration of sentence, 1/16/46.

8/18/40 Larceny, W District Court. Filed. 8/24/40, parole revoked, returned
to Correctional School.

Home Interview

On 2/10/41, the home investigator went to 17 P Street, Dorchester, the home
address for Henry’s family given in the records at the Correctional School. Here
the family interview was carried out with Henry’s mother. It lasted about two
hours, during which the investigator took no notes except for recording the boy’s
health history toward the close of the interview. The information obtained was
recorded as follows:

(1) a running account of the interview was dictated; (2) data were entered in
red ink on the social investigation schedule (to distinguish them from data ob-
tained from other sources); and (3) a memorandum was prepared for the case col-
lator indicating which factors needed to be verified, amplified or initially secured.

Following is the dictated report of the interview with the boy’s mother.

In the late afternoon of 2/10/41, the home investigator called at 17 P Street,
Dorchester. This address turned out to be an old wooden tenement house. The
investigator did not know on which floor the family lived, and after tryu:g all
bells and getting no response, he went into the front hallway and knocked on
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a door on the second floor. A woman, who proved to be the boy’s mother,
answered the door, and the investigator explained that he wished to talk with
her about her son, Henry. Without any hesitation or questioning, she invited
him into the home and preceded him through the length of the apartment to
the kitchen in the rear. Coming into the kitchen, he observed that she was
slicing apples for applesauce. Throughout the first part of the interview she
continued her work, finally sitting down at the kitchen table when the sauce
was on the stove. The interview was carried out in the kitchen and there were
no interruptions or distractions.

In appearance the boy’s mother is tall and strongly built, with a dark com-
plexion and dark brown hair. Her hands showed no evidence of hard work
and were well kept, with brightly polished nails. Her attitude was one of
grudging cooperation. She volunteered little in the discussion and had to be
%:?tioned closely; though not unfriendly, she was more or less indifferent.

investigator got the impression that she is an ‘old hand’ at being inter-
viewed by social workers and others and has cultivated an attitude of appearing
to be cooperative but at the same time giving only the barest amount of infor-
mation. He felt that her statements could not be accepted as completely reliable,
as she resisted giving any information derogatory to the family.

In the course of the discussion, Mrs. W allowed the investigator to infer that
her husband was Henry’s father. After the investigator informed her that he
knew Henry was adopted by her husband, she readily admitted that he was not
the real father. Under questioning she stated that Henry’s true father, Mr. J,
was so adjudged in B District Court, and later in C Superior Court, and was
ordered to pay $6.00 a week for the boy’s support. This he did for two or three
years through the Probation Office of the C Superior Court. Regular payments
continued until Henry was about three years old, when his father made a settle-
ment of $250 in a lump sum, and the case was closed. Mrs. W stated that this
arrangement, which was entirely agreeable to her, was suggested by Mr. J
because he was making plans to marry.

According to the mother, Henry’s father had always been a resident of
Randolph, Mass., and was employed there in a shoe factory. In discussing her
association with him, she said that they ‘kept company’ for some time, although
forbidden to do so by her father (no reason for this parental disapproval was
proffered). Henry’s father has not seen him and has taken no interest in him
other than sending the financial support ordered by the Court. Mrs. W her-
self has not seen Mr. J since the court proceedings and has no idea where he
is now living. He was an only child, four years older than herself, and came
of ‘nice people.” The paternal grandfather, when she knew him, had been
injured and was unable to work. He got some sort of compensation at the time
she kept company with Henry’s father,

Mrs, W, first in a family of two children, was born in Everett, Mass., in
1906. Asked about her nationality, she said her parents were born in this
country, one in New Hampshire and one in Connecticut. Leaving school in
the eighth grade, she did factory work until her marriage to Mr. W.

Since her mother’s death in 1932, her sister, Florence, who is a year and
a half younger, has been living in the W household. Florence was described
as being unable to work because she is an epileptic. Before coming to live with
the W'’s, she had spent much time at the Q State Infirmary, the P State Hospital
and a State School for the Feeble-Minded.

The investigator was unable to get a very clear picture of Henry’s stepfather
as Mrs. W obviously did not wish to talk about him. When they were first
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married, he was a factory worker; but after he lost his job, they were obliged
to apply for relief. For nearly fourteen years, according to her, he has worked
steadily for the X Public Utility Company as a laborer, earning almost $30
a week. She claims that during this period they have never received any public
aid. (This seems doubtful in view of the information already received from the
Social Service Index.) Mrs. W said that he was born in Jamaica Plain, Mass.,
but she constantly referred to Pennsylvania and Delaware, giving the impres-
sion that her husband spent most of his youth in these two states. When asked
if this was true, however, she said that it was not, that he was brought up in
Boston. He was aware of Henry’s presence at the time of their marriage and
shortly thereafter legally adopted him. Until recently, she said, her husband
had been quite a heavy drinker who would ‘drink anything,” but now contents
himself with buying a small bottle of wine every pay day. He was never abusive,
she said, to her or the children: ‘I"ve got no kick coming. He’s been a good
provider.” This statement was made without a great deal of conviction, how-
ever, and the investigator got the impression that there is considerable friction
in the home.

Mrs. W said that she had seen her father-in-law only a few times when he
paid visits to her home; and she would say nothing about his personal or
family history, or, as she called it, ‘his personal affairs,” which she said she does
not ‘pry into.” When she last heard, he was living in Michigan. Her father-in-
law owns his own business, she said, although she would not admit any know-
ledge of its nature or size.

All three of Henry’s half-brothers are attending school and are living at
home.

Henry’s chief interests seem to have been in group athletics. He was a mem-
ber of Settlement House No. 1, and, according to his mother, spent most of
his leisure time there. His hobby has been making model airplanes and he
hopes some day to become an airplane pilot. Toward that end he intends to
complete a high school education and then make application to join the U.S.
Army in the Air Corps section. Mrs. W visits Henry regularly at the Correc-
tional School and is hopeful that he will be home before Easter time.

Most of the above information, as well as other specific data gathered in the
home interview, was recorded in the social investigation schedule.
The investigator’s memorandum to the case collator read as follows:

1. Obtain stepfather’s court record at Board of Probation. The one sent to us
previously is not that of stepfather. He probably has a long court record for
drunkenness.

2. Get further identifying data on the boy’s true father and clear through the
Board of Probation for his court record.

3. What is true father’s nationality or descent? Mother is ‘Old American.’

4. Obtain true father’s birthplace and date. Is he still living? Did he marry?

5. What is the religion of the boy and his parents ? Interviewer did not get this
information.

6. Correctional School records may be incomplete on the boy’s half-brothers.
Send requests for court records on any additional half-siblings. Stepfather scems
to have been married previously. Were there any children of this marriage?

7. Mother says her sister has been in the Q State Infirmary, the P State Hos-
pital, and a State School for the Feeble-Minded; and that she is an epileptic.
Suggest this be verified.

8. Data concerning delinquency, alcoholism, mental dullness, mental disease
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and education of the boy’s true father and his family largely unknown to the
boy’s mother.
9. Why was the boy first placed out in a foster home?
10. Was the boy’s parole to the same foster home on his second as on his first
le from Correctional School?

11. Exact length of time the family has been living at the present address needs
to be determined.

12. Health history is unreliable. Verify the boy’s mild attack of epilepsy in
1928.

Verifying and Amplifying Data Obtained and Securing New Data

With the results of the home visit in hand, the case collator mapped out the
next steps with a view to amplifying and verifying the data thus derived and
securing additional information on Henry and his family. Many clues had already
been provided by consulting the Massachusetts Board of Probation and the
Social Service Index.

Boys® Parole Division. First, Henry’s record at the Boys’ Parole Division in
Boston was consulted. A field investigator summarized the information in the
boy’s folder, omitting data previously obtained at the Correctional School. He
found a copy of a home investigation report made by a parole agent following
Henry’s first commitment to the Correctional School in 1936. The address
visited by the agent at this time was noted. (New addresses were constantly being
discovered, so that by the time the field work was finished, a complete record
had been obtained of all the addresses where Henry had lived from birth to the
time he was taken on for study.) There was a report of another home visit in
September 1938, when conditions were described as much better than before.
However, on a later visit in December 1939, the agent stated that home conditions
were not improved: ‘The mother was still in bed near noon. She claimed to be
sick but a plate of cigarette butts by her side shows she must be an excessive
smoker.’ (This statement tended to support the home visitor’s observation that
the household routine was not well planned.) As a result, the parole agent recom-
mended foster home placement, but Henry was allowed to return home, and it
was from home that he was sent back to the Correctional School for the term
during which we examined him on 1/5/41. Henry was then in the graduating
class at the F School and had expected to enter high school in the fall.

The Boys’ Parole Division record also contained a statement from Mental
Hospital No. 1 to the effect that Henry had no physical abnormalities; that blood
tests for syphilis were negative; and that one of his lungs was weak. (The mother
had told the home visitor that Henry had had pneumonia at three years of age
and that one lung had been weak ever since.) The hospital psychiatrist added that
he felt Henry’s irregularities of behavior were probably the result of unhealthy
family atmosphere or heredity.

While taking these notes, the field investigator copied the name, approximate
birthdates and birthplaces of Henry’s mother and stepfather; their address in
August 1940; the names of their children; and so on. He noted that there was
much less family information in the folder than was usually the case.

State Bureau of Vital Statistics. At this point the case collator felt it advisable to

ify certain names, birthplaces, and so on, and to seck additional data. A field

investigator therefore checked the birth of Henry’s true father at the State

Bureau of Vital Statistics. His approximate age and place of birth being already

known, the record was readily found, and as there was only one of that name and
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age, it was, without doubt, that of the father. He was born 5/16/01 in Spencer,
Mass. The birth certificate provided the names and birthplaces of the paternal
grandparents, and the information that the paternal grandfather was born in
Norwell, Mass., and the paternal grandmother in Spencer. As it had already
been determined that the maternal grandparents were native-born, and it was
now confirmed that both the parents were native-born, the factor, dominant
stock (45 on the schedule), was established as Old American. This informa-
tion answered in part questions 2, 3, and 4 of the home visitor’s memorandum
to the collator.

The birth of Henry himself was also verified. It was recorded under his mother’s
maiden name. Residence of mother was given as 12 A Street, Roxbury. (The
mother had told the home visitor that she had been living at 120 A Street, Rox-
bury, with her parents at that time.) Such slight inaccuracies in a mother’s state-
ments were frequent throughout the study and usually indicated lapse of memory
rather than any attempt to falsify.

Massachusetts Board of Probation. There was now enough identifying informa-
tion for an investigator to obtain from the files of the Massachusetts Board of
Probation the court record of Henry’s true father and stepfather. Following is
that of the true father:

10/3/24 Bastardy, B District Court. Adjudged father, appealed. 3/13/25,
illegitimate child, C Superior Court. Probation two years.

2/30/26 Mllegal parking, B District Court. $5.00 paid.

3/14/29 ;ﬂonsupport of child, H District Court. Probation, 7/10/29. De-
aulted

The Board of Probation also provided the additional information that in 1929,
when last arrested, James S. J had a wife, Helen, and was living in Stoughton,
Mass. All this information was now inserted under items previously recorded by
the home investigator as unknown.

The court record of the stepfather included twenty arrests for drunkenness and
one conviction for grand larceny. Two weeks before Henry was returned to the
Correctional School on 7/3/40 (the particular term of confinement during which
he was selected for inclusion in the study), his stepfather was surrendered on a
suspended sentence and sent to the C House of Correction for one month. (This
information was recorded in the schedule, not under factor 331, family back-
ground, as the stepfather was not a blood relative of the boy, but under factor
3A17, moral standards of home, because the stepfather was living in the house-
hold of which Henry had been a part.)

Boston Social Service Index. Now that so much information on the true father
had been secured, the Boston Social Service Index was again consulted concern-
ing him and his wife, Helen. A photostatic copy of the Index card indicated that
the couple was known to the Bradwood Social Service Index (3/8/33) and a
Bradwood Child Welfare Agency (10/10/39); that they had a daughter, Anne,
born in 1928; and were living in Bradwood in March 1933. This information
added a new half-sister to the list. Attached to this photostat was a card on
Henry, questioning his connection with the J family and indicating that he was
known to Mental Hospital No. 1, as a house patient. It also gave Henry’s ad-
dresses in 1935 and 1939.

Relief Agency. Reference to the data derived initially from the Social Service Index
in Boston concerning Henry’s mother and stepfather indicated that the agencies
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most likely to have the fullest records for our purposes were Relief
No. 1, Boston Child Welfare Agency No. 1, and Boston Social Agency No. 1.

From the records of Relief Agency No. 1, the field investigator learned that
Mr. and Mrs. W were first referred to this agency in October 1927. There were
two children in the home at that time, Henry and his half-brother, Arthur W,
born 6/12/27 in Boston. The stepfather was receiving-veterans’ compensation
of about $30 a month for a disability. He had been laid off one month before
from a factory. Grocery orders for $3 a week were given until November 1927,
when he secured work. In December 1927 he was again laid off and again
received $3 grocery orders until January 1928, when he was re-employed. He
was aided again, off and on, between June 1928 and October 1928; and then
was not heard from again until 1940 when the mother reapplied, because he had
just been committed to the House of Correction. There were now three children
in the home (Henry had just been sent to the Correctional School). In addition
to Arthur, there were Kenneth, born 7/5/34 in Boston, and William, born
6/5/37 in Boston (who had been incorrectly recorded as Charles at the Index).
The stepfather now had a permanent job as a laborer at the X Public Utility
Company and last worked there 8/10/40. The maternal aunt, Florence, was
living in the home. Emergency aid was given until the stepfather’s release from
the House of Correction and his return to his job with the utility company. A list
of addresses in the record extending from 1924 through 1928 and for the
1940 were noted for inclusion in the final listing of places of residence of Henry.

Though Henry’s mother had not indicated to the home investigator the extent
to which she had had relief, the periods during which the family received aid,
according to Relief Agency No. 1, were not long enough to change the marginal
economic status of the family as recorded by the home investigator. The records
of this agency also supported the mother’s statement that her husband was a
permanent employee of the X Public Utility Company.

While at Relief Agency No. 1, the field worker secured information about the
maternal grandparents, who were known to that agency in 1928 and 1933. He
learned that the maternal grandfather was Arnold P, born in Bridgeport, Conn.,
9/1/72; and that the maternal grandmother was Margaret C, born in Keene,
N.H. She had died 1/16/32 (verified) at the M. C. Hospital of ‘aortic stenosis.’
This confirmed the mother’s statement about her mother’s death. There was
a maternal aunt, Florence, born 12/3/08, in Everett, Mass., who was living with
the maternal grandfather. This grandfather had not received aid, according to
this particular record, until July 1933, and was last assisted in January 1934, to
the extent of $8 a week. He had worked for the City of Boston as a janitor and
was discharged for drunkenness. This information supported the mother’s state-
ment to the home visitor that the status of her parents had been marginal with
occasional dependence (factor 340, economic status of maternal family).

Massachusetts Board of Probation. With the above definite information on the
maternal grandparents and aunt, the case collator sent for their court records at
the Massachusetts Board of Probation which revealed the following information.

The maternal aunt had been committed to jail on 4/5/33 for fornication from
the N District Court. She was listed as single and was living with the W’s at this
time. The fact of her criminal misbehavior helped to confirm the home visitor’s
judgment that the moral standards of Henry’s home were poor.

The maternal grandfather had the following court record:

10/1/29 Drunk, B District Court. Filed.
5/19/32 Drunk, V District Court. Released.
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The names of his ts were listed in the record as well as his address and
birthdate as 9/1/72.

The maternal grandmother had no court record in Massachusetts.

This information from the Board of Probation corroborated the mother's
statement to the home visitor that her father had been arrested for drunkenness
(factor 3$32). The maternal aunt’s conviction for fornication provided data for
the factor, Delinquency in Maternal Family, which was previously unknown.

Boston Child Welfare Agency. A ficld investigator now visited Boston Child
Welfare Agency No. 1 and summatized its long record on the family, keeping in
mind those factors especially needed for the social schedule. The complainant
to this agency, in July 1928, was Henry's true father who felt that the mother and
stepfather were neglecting his son. The BCW agent made frequent visits to the
boy’s home between 1928 and 1935, when final arrangements were effected for
Henry’s placement in a foster home away from the unfavorable environment of
his own home. The BCW record revealed early-morning drinking parties, enter-
tainment of men at all hours by the mother and the aunt, brief separations of the
mother and the stepfather, the birth of a child, Kenneth, whose paternity the
stepfather denied, and abuse of the children. It was clear from the BCW record
that Henry was fully aware of what was going on.

The following data derived from the BCW record were used in the social
investigation schedule.

The mother’s statement that she never married the true father of the boy was
confirmed by the BCW (factors $:19-21). The circumstances surrounding the
birth of the half-brother, Kenneth, on 7/5/34 in Boston, were recorded. Mrs. W
had given the home investigator the impression that this child was legitimate, but
the BCW record stated not only that the stepfather denied the paternity of this
child, but that the mother had admitted it was not his. Moreover, Hehry had
vividly described to the BCW worker the frequent visits of men to the home
around the time that Kenneth was conceived. The landlady, who wished to evict
the family, made similar complaints. Though the mother had no court record,
according to the Board of Probation, it was now clear that she had been delin-
quent (factor 3£31). She had one illegitimate child at least (Henry), and probably
another as a result of adultery. She had been brought into court with her husband
for neglect of her children on 5/31/35 through the efforts of the BCW but, after
several continuances, was found not guilty. There was no indication in the BCW
record that she was an excessive drinker (factor #:32). The BCW noted that
Henry’s half-brother, Arthur, was guilty of considerable petty stealing (factor
3#31).

The BCW record confirmed the mother’s statement that the maternal aunt,
Florence, was epileptic and had been at P State Hospital. It further stated that
the mother had been treated for gonorrhea in 1933 at a Boston hospital (factors
335-36). The mother herself had made no mention of this in discussing her own
health. The BCW record also contributed to the list of addresses at which Henry
had lived, clarified with whom he had lived, and why the family had to move so
frequently—for example, because the mother and stepfather separated and the
mother returned to maternal relatives, or because the landlady evicted the family
for misconduct.

The mother had told the home visitor that Henry shared a room with his half-
brother. Though this was a fact at the time of Henry’s admission to the Correc-
tional School, it was clear from the BCW record that he had often slept in the
same bed with his mother, mainly to keep the stepfather out of it, or with his
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aunt (factor 3:62). The aunt in this way introduced Henry to bad sex practices
at the age of ten years, according to the stepfather. This item was noted in the
schedule under sex habits of boy (factor $A42). The mother had not mentioned
this.
The BCW record supplemented the description of the home and of the mother’s
housekeeping habits (factors 3+65-67). It contained statements that in 1928 the
home was well furnished, upset but not untidy; that in 1931 it was untidy and
neglected-looking and that the children were brought to school in very unkempt
condition; that in 1934, however, the home was cleaner than usual (factors
$65-66). On the whole, the mother was not a good manager, according to the
district nurse’s report to the BCW. The nurse felt her main difficulty was laziness.
This corroborated the home investigator’s impression that she was not planful
(factor 3#A10). According to the BCW record, in addition to poor moral stan-
dards (factor 3:A17), as already indicated, the family showed little self-respect
(factor $A18) by allowing a ‘steady stream’ of men callers at all hours regardless
of the protests of neighbors and landlords and the comments of their own
children. The stepfather did protest at times but his own behavior gave this
action little weight.

As to the methods of control and discipline (factors 3+A24, A26), the BCW
reported that the stepfather knocked the children about rather brutally when in
a half-drunken condition; that he tried to discipline Henry but that his wife
opposed it. She had stated that the father took little or no part in control of the
children.

Though Mrs. W told the home investigator that she and her husband had
never separated (factor 3A29, conjugal relations of parents), the BCW record
stated that they had separated once; that the stepfather was planning to divorce
his wife; and that she had returned to her mother’s home with Henry, com-
plaining that her husband was boorish and uninteresting and became quarrel-
some when she refused to have sex relations with him. As for affection for the
boy (factor +A30), she had told the home investigator that the stepfather was
indifferent; he accepted the boy in the home, but had no affection for him. The
BCW felt that the stepfather was inclined to ‘pick’ on the boy, but that Henry’s
relationship with his half-brother, Arthur, was good—Henry was fond of him
(factor #A32).

From the BCW record some data about Henry’s health were gleaned: he had
his tonsils and adenoids removed at the P Q Hospital in 1934, though his mother
had said that he had not had any operations (factor $:A38). She also stated that
Henry had never had scarlet fever, but the BCW had learned from school that
he was home with this contagious disease in 1934 (factor 3+A39).

As for bad habits of the boy (factors 3:A42-A43), Henry’s mother had
apparently withheld or not recalled information at the time of the home investi-
gator’s visit, for she had revealed to the BCW a much earlier onset of bad habits.
These old records have often been found to be far more valuable and reliable
than a mother’s memory in ascertaining such important items as the earliest
misbehavior of a boy. For example: Mrs. W told the home investigator that
Henry started smoking when he was about thirteen or fourteen years old; but,
according to the BCW record, he was smoking at ten years. By her account,
Henry began to steal rides and hop trucks at twelve or thirteen years; according
to the BCW, he began at ten years. The BCW record shows that he used vile
language at ten years; in the interview his mother did not acknowledge any. She
said she did not consider him pugnacious but, according to the BCW record, he
was complained of for striking girls on the street at nine years; at eight years he
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was guilty of destructive mischief (which consisted of breaking many windows in
houses and automobiles). At this age, he also snatched things from store counters
and set small fires. The last alarmed the landlady, and the stepfather became
‘panic-struck,” but the mother minimized the matter, according to the BCW.
She had not mentioned the fire-setting at all to the home investigator, though
he specifically questioned her about this.

When she had been asked for her explanation of why Henry became delin-
quent, she tended to place the blame on the particular circumstances surrounding
each of his delinquencies rather than on the boy himseif or home conditions; but
to the BCW in 1935 she said that Henry did not seem to be able to withstand
temptation (factors $#AS53-A54).

The BCW record also contained digests of records of other agencies which
were sufficiently full and mutually corroborative to eliminate the need for seeking
the original sources. The advantage of this is obvious when one recalls that the
mother and stepfather alone were known to at least twenty agencies. For example:

The BCW had made a contact with a Veterans’ Clinic that had known the
stepfather and was told that his statements regarding his wife were unreliable.

A Legal Assistance Bureau had stated that the stepfather was so drunk when
he asked for a divorce in 1933 that he could hardly walk; yet he vowed he never
drank. This organization had reported that both the stepfather and mother were
low grade mentally and the children in danger of becoming neglected.

A worker from Settlement House No. 2 had reported in 1933 that Henry was
stealing from other boys at the club (factor 3:A43) and that he had begun to
attend this settlement club at the age of seven years (factor $+A46).

The out-patient department of Mental Hospital No. 1, to which Henry was
taken by the BCW worker in 1934, had reported that an intelligence test had
been given him (intelligence quotient of 96) and that, following the test, he stole
a fountain pen from the psychologist (factor $A43). On 9/13/34, the chief of
the out-patient department at this hospital had reported that Henry’s history
indicated a mild form of epilepsy (factor 4A38). ‘If allowed to remain longer
with parents, he will undoubtedly develop into a delinquent boy.” The mother
had denied convulsions or any other epileptic symptoms or extreme nervousness
in the boy in her interview with the home investigator. Henry had been a house
patient at this same hospital from 2/22/36 to 4/11/36 after appearing in the
W District Court and was found to be ‘not psychotic.” The stepfather had also
been examined at the out-patient department of this hospital in 1933, where it
was noted that he had a mental age of only nine years and where he was diagnosed
as a neurosyphilitic. As he was not a blood relative, this significant information
had no place in the social investigation schedule except as it threw light on the
home atmosphere.

A Children’s Clinic had also reported to the BCW in February 1934 that
Henry’s physical examination was negative except that he seemed nervous (fac-
tors $A40-41).

A Boston Hospital had reported to the BCW that the mother was seen there
in August 1932, because of ‘fainting spells.” The diagnosis was ‘question of
neurasthenia.” This was recorded (factor #:34) with the hope of getting further
evidence of psychoneurosis from some other agency to help in making a judgment
on the mental health of the mother.

A State School for the Feeble-Minded had reported to the BCW that Henry’s
maternal aunt had been an inmate there for three years and had an intelligence

uotient of 55 (factor 3:33). The mother had not mentioned this serious mental
gefect in her family to the home interviewer.
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While securing information on the immediate family at the BCW, the field
investigator also examined the record of the maternal grandpareats, dating back
to 1910. This revealed the alcoholism of the grandfather; also the adultery of the
other, for which offense she was committed on 6/30/10 to a House of
Correction. Their children, including Heary’s mother, were committed to the
care of the state but returned to their parents in 1911. There was now no doubt
that both delinquency and alcoholism existed in the maternal family (factors
3£31-32). (The court record of the maternal grandmother was obtained from
an old social service record and not from the Board of Probation which was not
functioning for all Boston until 1916, and for the rest of the state until 1924.)
In 1927, the BCW had again received a complaint that the family was degener-
ate, that the maternal aunt was teaching neighborhood children perversions.
Investigation at that time had revealed that the maternal aunt had epileptic fits
and could not work (factors 4435-36); but that the maternal grandfather was
now working steadily as a janitor for the city (factor #$:40).

Boston Social Agency. The field investigator now consulted the records on
Henry’s mother and stepfather and his maternal grandparents at the central
office of Boston Agency No. 1. Mr. and Mrs. W had asked for aid occasionally
between 1927 and 1940, receiving a few grocery orders from time to time and a
ir of trousers for Henry. No intensive work was done with the family, however,
use after learning of the previous experiences of other agencies, the agency
decided for the most part to refer the family back to Relief Agency No. 1.

The BSA folder contained the answer to the home investigator’s questions
about a possible earlier marriage of the stepfather and whether there were any
children by this marriage. He had been previously married and divorced; there
were no children.

The following data derived from the BSA records were used for the social
investigation schedule:

To the BSA, Mrs. W quite readily revealed occasional adultery (factor #31);
and she was also considered by them to be ‘low grade mentally’ (factor $:33).
Besides the BCW record of petty stealing by the half-brother, Arthur, the BSA
mentioned his habit of truancy (factor 3:31); he could thus be considered an
incipient delinquent, though his actual court record did not begin until after the
completion of Henry’s social investigation. The BSA also verified Henry’s adop-
tion by his stepfather on 12/1/26, when his surname was changed. The addresses
mentioned in this record were added to the list of Henry’s places of residence.
The BSA augmented the home visitor’s description of Henry’s home (factors
3£65-66) by stating in 1934 that it was an untidy, badly-cared-for tenement; and
in 1935 that the mother was in bed at all hours and ‘not always alone in bed,’ the
baby was filthy, and so on. As to work habits of the stepfather (factor #Ad),
he was laid off jobs from time to time, probably because of drinking, until in
1931 he got a job on a public utility truck. This gave Mr. W at most nine years
of steady employment rather than fourteen years, as his wife had said. Even from
this job he had temporary layoffs. He frequently came to the BSA office with a
‘strong odor of liquor about him.’

Henry’s mother had told the home investigator that the family had no savings
(factor #A9). This was confirmed by the BSA, which said that, in the past at
least, they had no credit, were behind in the rent, and were generally hard up.
The stepfather complained of the way his wife spent the income, but he drank a
lot of it up himself. This tended to confirm the home visitor’s observation (factor
$#A10) that the family ‘lived from dayl g'(;) day.’
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Under moral standards of the home (factor 3A17), it was noted from the
BSA record that the immoral, alcoholic maternal aunt had lived a great deal with
the family and was a bad influence on Henry. The BSA substantiated the home
visitor’s feeling that the family had little if any self-respect (factor 3fA18):
Mrs. W had be%ged aid of the agency just after collecting her husband’s pay in
1939; and he had asked aid of Relief Agency No. 3 in 1933 when he was earning
$29 a week. Though the home investigator had recorded Mrs. W’s statement
that her husband was uninterested in disciplining Henry (factor +:A26), the BSA
told of a neighbor’s complaint that he sometimes beat Henry severely.

Besides having a summary of the BCW records, the BSA had information
from the Veterans’ Clinic and the Red Cross about the stepfather’s early history.
Relief Agency No. 3 had reported to the BSA that they had aided the family in
1928 with food and clothes. Child Placing Agency No. 1 also had talked the
problem over with the BSA; but the field investigator decided to get the details
from that agency directly as specific information about the foster home place-
ments was especially needed.

The maternal grandparents’ record at the BSA mostly concerned Henry’s aunt,
Florence, who went to live with Henry’s mother and stepfather after the maternal
grandmother had died, 1/16/32 (verified). This was a second confirmation of
Mrs. W’s statement that her mother had died of heart trouble in 1932 (factor
3£35). The aunt at this time, according to Henry’s mother who took her in, was
‘tearing around with men and drinking and picking up strange men and bringing
them home.’ The mother made clear to the BSA that she also was having ‘a good
time’ and leaving her husband home to take care of the children.

Bradwood Social Service Index. While the above information was being secured
in the Boston area, information was sought from agencies with whom contact
was best made by correspondence. Consultation of the Bradwood Social Service
Index revealed that Henry’s real father and his legal wife had been known to
a Bradwood Social Agency and « Bradwood Child Welfare Agency.

The brief report of the Bradwood Social Agency was received with the Brad-
wood SSI card. James S. J’s wife had come to the office in 1933 to ask for some
clothing for their child, Anne (haif-sister of Henry). Her husband had deserted
her four and a half years before, in 1929, and she had returned to her parents
in Bradwood. She received the clothing but never returned to the agency.

Bradwood Child Welfare Agency. A letter was sent to the Bradwood Child Wel-
fare Agency asking for a summary of their contact, in the hope of learning
Mr. J’s present whereabouts. Unfortunately, their record was mostly concerned
with the behavior of his wife, Helen, with whom the inquiry was not concerned.
However, the record did mention the ‘wild’ behavior of Henry’s half-sister, Anne
J, and gave her exact birthdate as 4/15/27 in Bradwood. Also it contained the
verified date of James J’s marriage to Helen (factor $:22) and the date of her
divorce from him (1934), at which time she was given the care and custody of
Anne. It stated in 1941 that the father had never been located. As search in
Bradwood, Stoughton, Randolph and Boston directories and in Massachusetts
death records proved unavailing, the case collator had to content herself for
factors 3£6 and 3423 with the fact that, though it was known that Henry’s father
was living in Stoughton in 1929 when he defaulted in H District Court, it had not
been determined whether he was alive or dead in 1940. Henry’s mother did not
know either, according to her statement to the home investigator.
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Maternity Home and Hospital No. 1, which had known Heary’s mother in 1924,
was also consulted by letter. The hospital report confirmed her birthdate and het
religion as Protestant (factor 3+18), and her delivery of a male child there, Hi s
on 1/16/25 (‘normal delivery and no complications’). The mother had also told
the home investigator that delivery was normal (factor 3:A38). She was said to be
‘willing and easy to manage.’ Over a year later she wrote to the hospital that she
had married Leo W.

Superior Court. Further information about Henry’s true father was sought from

his probation record in C Superior Court. (As an example of the specific instruc-

tions given by the collator to the field investigators, the following are typical:

‘We know very little about Henry’s real father, James S. J, so please get all you

can about him, his parents and siblings, if any; habits; comments on intelligence,
ity, and so on.’)

At the probation office of the C Superior Court, the field investigator learned
that James S. J had pleaded not guilty to the charge of bastardy in B District
Court on 10/3/24, but was adjudged to be the father of the mother’s unborn
child and appealed the case. The mother, interviewed by the probation officer
in C Superior Court in March 1925, said that Mr. J claimed he could not marry
her because he was already married; but he proved to the court that he had been
divorced from his first wife in Chicago, Illinois, on 5/5/21 (verified). According
to the probation officer, Henry definitely resembled the defendant, who on
3/13/25 (about two months after Henry was born) was ordered to pay $5 a
week for the boy’s support and the confinement expenses, and was placed on
two years’ probation on an illegitimate child charge. At that time Mr. J was
living in Stoughton and earning $26 a week in a machine shop, but he worked
very irregularly during his probation and was soon in arrears. The probation
officer said he never was inclined to work, kept his jobs only a short time, and
that although the mother wanted to marry him, he was in no financial condition
to do so. On 5/10/26 the mother married Leo W, and they and Henry continued
to live with her parents. Mr. W was earning $27 a week and was anxious to adopt
Henry. Shortly after this, on 6/2/26, Mr. J married Helen B in Bradwood. In
October 1925, very little money having been paid by him to Henry’s mother,
the probation officer persuaded the paternal grandmother (‘a respectable woman®
—factor 331) to advance the father some money to cover all payments. On
2/12/27 the adjudication was vacated and the complaint dismissed.

The early addresses of Henry, his mother, and stepfather as contained in the
C Superior Court record were noted.

Lower Court. At this point a copy of the Y Court probation record on Henry
himself was received. Henry had made only one appearance in this court, on
12/1/38, for bmkmg and entering a variety store. He was found delinquent and
the case was filed, since he was turned over to his parole officer for return to
the Correctional School. Even this brief record added a few items to the social
investigation schedule: according to the Y Court, Henry was a Methodist
(factor 3+3) and his mother a ‘Protestant’ (factor $:18). His stepfather was
emj)loyed as a laborer by a public utility company at $29.50 a week (factor 3+A7),
and had been in court with Henry, resentful that the boy was causing so much
trouble (factor 3+A30). Henry was convicted of stealing at thirteen years of age
(factor #A43). He was attending Settlement House No. 1 in 1938 when thirteen
years old (factor #A46); in fact, he stated that the reason he went into town and
got into trouble was because there were no activities at the Settlement House
that day.
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Child Placing Aget:cdy A field investigator then went to Child Placing Agency
No. 1 and consulted their long record on Henry.

On 6/18/35, the BCW asked CPA No. 1 to place Henry in a foster home, as
his mother and stepfather were not well adjusted to each other and could not
control the boy, who had a tendency to petty theft, truanted, was on the street
at all hours, and had also set a fire. A charge of neglect against the parents had
been dismissed with a warning by the judge. The CPA was assured, however,
that Henry’s intelligence quotient was fairly high. After some hesitation because
of the family background, and upon receipt of a second request from the BCW,
the CPA finally agreed to place him, particularly since his examination at the
PQ Hospital was negative; the doctor had found him in fine condition except
for his teeth. Henry was back and forth in CPA foster homes from 11/6/35 until
he was committed to the Correctional School in 1936.

The following data derived from the CPA records were used for the social
investigation schedule:

The record indicated grave doubt as to the paternity of Mrs. W’s last child,
William, born 6/5/37, because during 1936 the neighbors considered her ‘every-
body’s wife,” and Mr. W himself doubted that the expected baby was his (factors
3428, 31).

Mrs. W told the CPA in 1935 that Henry’s true father was alcoholic; he
‘worked one day and drank the next’ (factor 3$32). She herself did not appear
‘bright’ to the CPA visitor (factor $33), to whom she gave a lively description
of her attempt at suicide. She said she took poison and was saved when her sister
called a doctor. This item, added to those already listed under factor 3+34 on the
mother, indicated emotional instability. On one call the CPA found the home
clean and neat; on another, not very clean (factor $:65). When the worker called
to take Henry to his foster home, as planned with his mother, she not only did
not have him dressed but had not given him any breakfast; while the social
worker waited, she gave the boy (ten years old) three doughnuts and two cud;:
of coffee (factor $:66). It was clear that she had not been supervising him a
quately, as he was on the street at all hours (factors $#A6, A27). Her method
of punishing him was to whip him or deprive him of supper or the movies
(factor #+A25). The stepfather also resorted to these methods, but he was usually
drunk when home weekends, and alternately quiet and noisy, erratic and unpre-
dictable in his handling of Henry (factor 3A26).

The mother and stepfather had separated several times (factor 3A29). She
told the CPA that she returned to her husband following these periods of separa-
tion only for financial reasons. (She had apparently chosen to forget these
incidents when talking to our home investigator in 1941.) According to the CPA,
Henry knew he was adopted but knew nothing of his father. The stepfather’s
favorite child was Arthur, the only one he felt sure was his own (factor 3:A30).
The mother, too, considered Arthur her favorite, and Henry felt this. But she
also showed considerable fondness for Henry, giving him a bicycle in 1935
(factor #A31); and she avoided court action against her husband for fear the
children might be taken from her. As to household duties of the boy (factor
3£A33), the CPA confirmed her statement that they were not regular. She sent
Henry to the store occasionally on errands and considered him quite reliable
on such jobs. ‘He rarely stole more than a few pennies from me.’ The CPA record
illustrated the disunity in the family (factor +A37), for besides considerable
evidence of the parents’ neglect of their children and their lack of affection for
each other, Henry’s stepfather and maternal aunt, Florence, ‘fought like cats
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and dogs’ (factor $:A37). Mrs. W insisted, however, on keeping Florence in the
home as it was her mother’s ‘dying wish.’

At the time of Henry’s foster home placement in 1935, the CPA gave him a
physical examination, in connection with which some of the early heaith infor-
mation was probably supplied by his mother. It confirmed her statement to our
home investigator that Henry was a full-term baby, normally delivered, and not
a late walker or talker (thirteen months and fifteen months, respectively) (factor
3A38). However, though she denied any history of convulsions to the home
investigator, it was here recorded that he had had two convulsions, one at six
months and the other at one year (factor $A38). He had had his tonsils and
adenoids removed in 1935 (factor $+A38); and bad had pneumonia and frequent
colds (factors 3:A40-A41). His mother also denied to the home visitor that he
had recurrent headaches, though Mental Hospital No. 1 reported infrequent
headaches and dizziness to the CPA ; and although she denied enuresis, his foster
mother complained of it in 1936 when he was eleven years old (factors 3A40-
A41). Henry’s mother could give no evidence of extreme nervousness, though
the P Q Hospital reported to the CPA that at ten years of age he was nervous,
had nightmares after seeing thrilling movies, and didn’t sleep well (factors 3A40-
Adl).

According to the CPA, Henry was already a problem as a truant at ten years
of age, though his mother told the home visitor that he had truanted ‘once or
twice’ since he was fourteen. She also told the CPA that Henry was ‘truck
hopping’ and keeping late hours at ten years, and that he had been unmanageable
since infancy (factors :A42-A43).

Mrs. W had not said much to the home visitor about Henry’s foster home
placements, but an accurate account was obtained from the CPA, which revealed
that on 11/6/35 Henry was placed with Mrs. M. Q in Canton, Mass. On 1/15/36,
Henry was returned to his own mother at her request (the stepfather was paying
his board), and Mrs. M. Q stated that she did not want him back, as he had been
stealing. He remained at home in Roxbury with his stepfather, mother, maternal
aunt, and half-brothers until he was arrested and appeared in W District Court
on 2/9/36 for larceny from a department store, for which offense he was com-
mitted to the Correctional School. The sentence was appealed, and while awaiting
a hearing in C Superior Court, he was kept in a State Child Placing Agency tem-
porary home until 2/22/36. At this time the Court placed him in Mental Hos-
pital No. 1 for a period of observation, because the out-patient department
examination had indicated that there was some question of psychotic tendencies.
On 4/10/36, the hospital reported that the boy was restless and emotionally
unstable, with violent outbreaks of temper if he could not have his own way
(factors 3 A40-A41); that he had an intelligence quotient of 103 (an I.Q. of 96
had been reported in 1934), and a mental age of 12 yrs., 8 mos.; and that he wasnot
insane or feeble-minded. Re-placement in a foster home was recommended. (The
fact that this full report had been secured from Mental Host{)ital No. 1 by the
CPA, plus previous summaries, made a separate visit by a field worker to the
hospital unnecessary.)

On 4/11/36, Henry was given two years’ probation in the C Superior Court
and placed by the CPA. After five days in a temporary home, he went to live
with a Mr. and Mrs. J. F, on the outskirts of Medway, Mass. (his stepfather
paying the board). The CPA was enthusiastic about these foster parents but
indicated that the foster mother was a rather rigid disciplinarian. They had a
farm of several acres with pigs, cows and chickens, and a large garden (factor
351). After an enjoyable summer of swimming, fishing, and small chores,
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Henry's behavior to deteriorate on return to school in the fall. He was rude
to the teachers, exhibited a violent temper, stole bicycle fixtures from a store, and
ran away several times. Finally he attacked a boy with a knife, seriously injuring
him. In consequence of the assault, Henry was sent to the Correctional School.
Henry showed no concern over the condition of the boy, nor did he scem to
realize the seriousness of what he had done, according to the CPA. The CPA then
closed the case and future placements were made by the Boys’ Parole Division.

State Department of Mental Health. With the vital statistics now complete on
all members of the botg';:famil , both on the paternal and maternal side, a ficld
investigator checked through the files of the Massachusetts State Department of
Mental Health, finding a record only for Henry's aunt, Florence, who, while a
patient at one of the state mental hospitals, had been diagnosed as suffering from
‘psychoneurosis.’ This diagnosis provided data for factor 334.

School History

The gathering of Henry's school history was a task largely separate from the
rest of the social investigation.

From Henry himself and from the Correctional School records, it was learned
that he had last attended the F Intermediate School in Roxbury, being in the
eighth grade (the graduating class) in June 1940, when he was arrested and re-
turned to the Correctional School, just before examination for this study. A
school investigator went to the F School to obtain Henry’s record there and as
much of his previous school record as possible. The ADP card (see Unraveling
Juvenile Delinquency, Chapter VII) was available but incomplete, beginning only
with his experience in the F School. He had attended here twice: first, in the
seventh grade from October 1938 to December 1938, when he was returned to
the Correctional School; and again, when paroled from the Correctional School,
in the eighth grade from January 2, 1940 to the end of June 1940, when he was
again returned to the Correctional School. His scholarship record in the last term
of the eighth grade was as follows: A in Physical Education and Hygiene; B’s and
C’s in Reading, Literature, English, Spelling, Penmanship, Arithmetic, Geo-
graphy, and History; D’s or E’s in Music, Drawing, and Conduct (factors
#A64-A65).

The school investigator then interviewed Henry’s eighth grade teacher, who
checked the following characteristics as applying to him (factors A71-A74,
3+A76): stealing, obscene notes and talk, truancy, cheating, unreliableness, lack
of interest in work, laziness, smoking, unhappiness, depression, easy discourage-
ment, carelessness in work, inattention, slovenliness in appearance, suspiciousness,
and thoughtlessness. The investigator also had a conversation with the Principal,
who felt that Henry’s behavior difficulties resulted from a combination of home
conditions and his own attitude toward life. The family was careless and inade-
gru:lte; the boy was ‘slippery,” untrustworthy, and had poor associations; and, the

incipal understood, the stepfather was a drinker. He gave as the reason for
retardation (factor 3#A77) ‘lack of interest plus many changes of schools’;
as the reason for truancy (factor 3A78) ‘influence of bad companions plus
lack of interest in school.” As for adjustment to schoolmates (factor 3:A29),
he said Henry tended to bad associations. The boy, he said, did not participate
in extracurricular activities (factor 3:A80).

The inmti%ztor now needed to complete the history of Henry’s earlier school-
ing. Noting that on his original commitment to the Correctional School Henry
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had come from a Medway, Mass., elementary school, he wrote to the super-
intendent of schools in that town, enclosing a questionnaire. The prompt rzlr
happily included an ADP card listing the schools attended by the boy from kinder-
garten to his first Correctional School commitment, as follows:

School Year School Grade
1/17/31 to 12/31 N School, Boston 1, 1
12/31to 6/33 D School, Boston 1, 2
9/33 to 3/34 P School, Boston 3
3/34t06/35 S School, Boston 3, 4
9/35t0 11/35 B School, Boston 5
11/35t0 1/36 F School, Canton 5
1/36 to 2/36* B School, Boston 5
4/36 to 10/36 R School, Medway 55

* Between 2/36 and 4/36 Henry was in a temporary foster home and in Mental
Hospital No. 1 for observation and did not attend school.

Data on scholarship were not included in the reply; but Henry’s conduct was
given as ‘fair to poor.” There were no absences, no tardiness, no truancy. His
intelligence quotient was 112 on a Binet-Simon Test, but his school achievement
was one to three years below his chronological age. As the boy’s outstanding
problem (factor 3 A80) the Superintendent had commented ‘obedience and
dependability were both subaverage.’

The investigator next wrote to the F School in Canton, and received an identical
ADP card covering all experiences through that school. A copy of Henry’s fifth-
grade report card was enclosed with his marks for the 1935-36 period, ranging
from A to D. His mark in conduct was D.

From these ADP cards it was clear that, except for these two out-of-town ex-
periences, all the schools Henry had attended before his commitment to the
Correctional School were in Boston. The investigator therefore consulted the
B and P Schools in Roxbury and the South End district of Boston and learned
that Henry’s school misbehavior began in the fifth grade at ten years of age, in the
B School. He was unruly, truanted on at least three occasions, and stole. There
was no record of misconduct at the P School and the investigator therefore did
not consult any previous schools.

At this point the case collator observed a gap between the date 10/36 when
Henry left the R School in Medway and 10/38 when he entered the F School.
This period was found in the Boys’ Parole Division records to be covered as
follows: 10/36 to 10/37 at the Correctional School; 10/37 to 2/38 on parole in
a foster home, attending the sixth grade in South Holyoke, Mass. ; 2/38 to 10/38
at the Correctional School.

There was now available a complete chronological list of Henry’s school ex-
periences, from which the following facts were gleaned. He started the first grade
at just six years of age (factor 3A56). He had between nine and ten years of
schooling (factor 3 A57). He attained the eighth grade in school (omitting the
Correctional School) at fifteen years (factor 3+AS58). He repeated grade one and
grade five (factor 3#A59). He was retarded two years at the time he left school
(factor 3:A61). He did not attend any special class or the Disciplinary Day
School (factor 3$A62). He had ten school experiences in all, not counting the
Correctional School (factor #:A63). His first serious misbehavior (factor 3A66)
was recorded as truancy, unruliness in class, and stealing. The age and the grade
in which his first serious misbehavior was evident (factors 3A67-A68) were
given as ten years in grade five. The age truancy started (factor 3A69) was
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recorded as ten years; the frequency of truancy (factor 3 A70) was recorded
as occasional at t{rst, but persistent in his last year.

Completing the Investigation

During the course of gathering Henry's family and personal history, the col-
lator frequently reviewed the progress of the case, mapping out new sources of
information and redirecting the field investigators to old sources as the nced
became evident. When it appeared that all the data were in hand, she reread the
home interviewer’s suggestions for further exploration and found that they had
been successfully completed. She then reviewed the detailed schedule, into which
the results of the investigations had been entered, to make certain that every
factor was accounted for and that there were no contradictions between factors
(except in instances where she felt that the authors of Unraveling Juvenile Delin-
quency would have to resolve them, there being no additional data available).
After this final check, the social investigation schedule on Henry was ready to be
reviewed by the authors and prepared for statistical treatment.

SUMMARY OF INFORMATION AS RECORDED IN THE
SOCIAL INVESTIGATION SCHEDULE

Below are presented: (A) a detailed statement of Henry's places of residence, entered
on the schedule under the heading Chronological Summary of Boy's Whereabouts from
Birth to Present (which provided the basis for completing factors 4:42-56); (B) a sum-
mary, factor by factor, of all data derived from the home interview and from the ficid
investigations, as they were finally assembled in the schedule.

A. CHRONOLOGICAL SUMMARY OF BOY'S WHEREABOUTS
FROM BIRTH TO PRESENT

(Including breaks in home life and departures from home)

Deteri-

orated
Area Whereabouts With Whom Dates Reason for Change
Yes 12 A Court, Mother, maternal 1/16/25- Matemal grand-
Dorchester grandparents, 4/3/26* parents moved
occagionally

maternal aunt
Yes  209BSt.,Roxbury Mother, maternal 4/3/26- Mother and step-

grandparents, 8/26 father moved to
occasionally aunt own place
and, after 5,26,
stepfather
No 10 Y Street, Mother and step- 8/26-11/26 Mother and step-
Dorchester father father returned
to maternal
grandparents
Yes  209BSt.,Roxbury Mother, stepfather, 11/26-1928 Mother and step™
maternal grand- father moved to
parents, occas- own place

ionally aunt and,
after 6/27, half-
brother

* Actually boy and mother at Maternity Home and Hospital No. 1 (1/16/25-2/4/25),
87
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Deteri-
Area Whereabouts With Whom Dates Reason for Change
Yes 211 BSt.,Roxbury Mother, stepfather 1928-30 Unknown
and half-brother
Yes 213 BSt.,Roxbury Mother, stepfather 1930-32 Unknown
and half-brother
Yes 211 BSt.,Roxbury Mother, stepfather, 1932- Mother left
half-brother and 12/11/32 stepfather
aunt
Yes 29 S Street, Mother, half- 12/11/32- Mother and step-
Dorchester brother, and 6/33 father reunited
maternal relatives
(maternal grand-
mother had died)
No 81 N St., Boston  Mother, stepfather, 6/33- Unknown
half-brother and 12/12/33
aunt
Yes 67 CSt., Boston  Mother, stepfather, 12/12/33- Family put out for
half-brother and 3/25/34 disorderly con-
aunt duct
Yes 539 M Street, Mother, stepfather, 3/25/34- Unknown
Roxbury half-brothers and 10/21/34
aunt
Yes 2867 St., Roxbury Mother, stepfather, 10/21/34- Unknown
half-brothers and 7/35
aunt
Yes 13 L St., Roxbury Mother, stepfather, 7/35- Placed in foster
half-brothers, 11/6/35 home by Child
aunt and boarder Placing Agency
(stepfather out No. 1
of home part of
time)
No 66 S Street, Foster mother, 11/6/35- Stole, and foster
Canton Mrs. M. Q 1/15/36 mother did not
want him back
Yes 13 L St., Roxbury Mother, stepfather, 1/15/36- Arrested and
half-brothers and 2/9/36 appealed
aunt
Temporary home 2/9/36~ Sent by court to
of State Child 2/22/36 Mental Hospital
Placing Agency No. 1 for ob-
servation
Mental Hospital 2/22/36- Placed in
No. 1 as patient 4/11/36 temporary home
by Child Placing
Agency No. 1
Temporary home 4/11/36- Placed in foster
of Child Placing 4/16/36 home by CPA
Agency No. 1 No. 1
No J Street, Medway  Foster parents, Mr. 4/16/36- Assaulted a boyand
and Mrs. J. F 9/27/36 ran home
Yes 21 Y St., Roxbury Mother, stepfather, 9/27/36- Arrested and com-
half-brothers and 10/3/36 mitted
aunt
188

Google



Case of Henry W

Deteri-
orated
Area Whereabouts With Whom Dates Reason for Change
Correctional Confined 10/3/36- Placed out by Boys'
School 10/2/37 Parole Division
No S Ave., South Foster mother, 10/2/37/ Ran away
Holyoke Mrs. M 2/6/38
Bunking out 2/6/38- Caught and re-
2/7/38 turned to Cor-
rectional School
Correctional Confined 2/1/38- Paroled to mother
School 10/9/38 and stepfather
Yes 17 P Street, Mother, stepfather, 10/9/38- Returned to Cor-
Dorchester half-brothers and 12/1/38 rectional School
aunt
Correctional Confined 12/1/38- Paroled to mother
School 12/28/39 and stepfather
Yes 17 P Street, Mother, stepfather, 12/28/39-  Arrested, but got
Dorchester half-brothers and 8/18/40 away
aunt
Bunking out on 8/18/40- Caught and re-
runaway 8/24/40 turned to Cor-
rectional School
Correctional Confined 8/24/40
School

B. FACTOR-BY-FACTOR PRESENTATION OF DATA FROM
HOME INTERVIEW AND FROM FIELD INVESTIGATIONS

FAMILY BACKGROUND

Factor

Home Interview

Field Investigation®

1. Birthplace Boston

2. Legitimacy Conceived out of wed-
lock, parents never
married

3. Religion Not determined

4. Age (at date of 16 years

examination)

5. Dominant stock  Parents native-born;

maternal grandparents
native-born (N.H. and
Conn.)

Boston (verified by BPD in 1936;
verified in detail by field
worker at BVS).

Illegitimate (BPD in 1936, BSA,
BCW, CPA).

Protestant (BPD);
(Y Court).

16 yrs. Calculated on the basis
of verified birthdate 1/16,25
(BVS) and date of examina-
tion 1/5/41.

Old American. Father native-
born (verified at BVS). Pater-
nal grandparents native-born
(stated on birth certificate of
father, BVS). Mother native-
born (SSI, RA, BCW, BSA,
etc.). Maternal grandmother

Methodist

*Includes correspondence.
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Factor

Home Interview

Field Investigation®

6. Whereabouts of
father

7. Whereabouts of
mother

8. Birthplace of
father

9. Birthplace of
mother

10. Disparity in age
of parents

11. Age of father at
birth of boy

12, Age of mother at
birth of boy

13. Nativity of
parents

14. Nativity of
parents and
boy

15. Date of arrival of
boy in U.S.

16. Date of arrival in
U.S. of father

17. Date of arrival in
U.S. of mother

18. Religion of
parents

Google

native-born (verified on death
certificate, BVS). Maternal
grandfather native-born (SSI,
RA, B of Prob).

Unknown; never lived When he defaulted, according to

with boy

With boy
Spencer, Mass.

Everett, Mass.

Birthdate of father, 1901;

of mother, 1906

Not calculated because

date unverified

Not calculated because

date unverified

Native-born (sce 38 and

#9)

Native-born (sec 1, $8

and #9)
Native-born (see 1)
Native-born (see 38)
Native-born (see 3+9)

Not determined
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H District Court in 1929, he
was living in Stoughton, Mass.
(B of Prob). Whereabouts
unknown (BPD, 1936, 1940).
Whereabouts unknown (Brad-
wood SA, 1933). Father had
deserted true wife in 1929
(Bradwood SA, 1933). Where-
abouts unknown, as never
located (Bradwood CWA in
1940). No trace of father in
1940 directories or telephone
books of Randolph, Brad-
wood, Stoughton, and
Boston, Mass.

With boy (BPD).
Spencer, Mass. (verified at BVS).

Everett, Mass. (SSI, RA, BCW,
BSA).

4 yrs., 7 mos., 18 days. Birthdate
of mother 1/4/06 (verified
MH & H) minus birthdate of
father 5/16/01 (verified BVS).

23 yrs., 7 mos.; birthdate of boy
1/16/25 (verified at BVS by
BPD) minus birthdate of
father (see 3+:10). :

19 yrs., 12 days. Birthdate of boy
(see 3:11) minus birthdate of
mother (see 3:10).

Both native-born (see 38 and
#9).

Parents and boy native-born
(see 31, $8 and $9).

Native-born (see H:1).

Native-born (see +:8).

Native-born (see 3}9).

Father Protestant? (divorced
twice, C Superior Court and
Bradwood CWA); Mother

Protestant (MH & H, Y
Court).
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Factor Home Interview Field Investigation®

19, Date and place of Never married Parents never married (BCW,

20. marriage of BSA). Y Court assumed step-
parents father was true father but

made no investigation on this
brief case.

21. Civil condition Parents never married Parents never married.

22, Date of remar- Notdetermined, but both Mother married for first time
riage of parent parents have remarried 5/17/26 (verified, BCW) when
with whom the boy was under 5 yrs. of
living age.

23. Date of death of Unknown if living or Unknown whether dead or alive
father dead (Bradwood CWA, 1940). No

record of father’s death in
Mass. (BVS).

24. Date of death of Still living Living (BPD, Correctional
mother School).

25. Size of father's Only child No information.
family

26. Size of mother’s Mother one of two Mother one of two children
family children (SSI, BCW, BSA).

27, Siblings of boy
28.

29. Rank of boy

among siblings
Time between
birth of boy and
next older child
31. Delinquency in
paternal family

30.

Delinquency of
father

Delinquency in
maternal
family

Delinquency of
mother

Three half-siblings by
mother

First child

Boy is oldest

Negative, as far as mother
knows; father came
from ‘nice people’

Placed on probation when
adjudged father of boy
at time of his birth;
otherwise unknown

Negative, according to
mother

Boy is illegitimate
191
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Four living: 3 half-siblings by
mother (SSI, BSA, BCW) and
one half-sibling by father and
his second legal wife (Brad-
wood CWA). Father had no
children by his first legal wife
(C Superior Court).

First child (SSI, BCW, BSA).

Boy is the oldest child (SSI,
BCW, BSA).

Paternal grandparents were re-
spectable (social agencies by
implication). Paternal grand-
mother respectable woman (C
Sup. Ct. PO). Paternal grand-
parents were too old for clear-
ance through the B of Prob
for court records as their town
did not report till 1924, There
were no aunts and uncles.

Father convicted of offense of
illegitimate child and nonsup-
port of child (B of Prob).

Maternal grandmother was com-
mitted to H of C for adultery
in 1910 (BCW). Maternal
aunt convicted of fornication
(BCW, B of Prob).

Mother had illegitimate child
(boy, and possibly two of her
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Factor

Home Interview

Fleld Investigation®

Delinquency
among siblings
of boy

32, Alcoholism in
paternal family

Alcoholism of
father

Alcoholism in
maternal
family

Alcoholism of
mother

Alcoholismamong
siblings of boy

33, Mental dullness
in paternal
family

Mental dullness
of father

Mental dullness
in maternal
family

Mental dullness
of mother

Mental dullness
among siblings
of boy

34, Mental disease in
paternal family

Google

Negative, according to
mother

Negative, as far as mother
knows

Negative, according to
mother

Mother admits her father
has been arrested for
drunkenness

Mother claims she does
not drink to excess

Half-siblings too young

Mother considered pater-
nal grandparents
‘normal’

Father was of average in-
telligence, according to
mother

Question about Aunt
Florence (see dictated
report)

Impressed investigator as
low average

No information

Negative, as far as mother
knows
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children allegedly by step-
father were illegitimate (BCW,
CPA). Mother admits occa-
sional adultery (BSA). Mother
in court 5/31/33 for neglect of
children but found not guilty
(BCW).

Half-brother, Arthur, engaged in
petty stealing (BCW); a fre-
quent truant (BSA); no court
record (B of Prob). Halif-
sister, Anne, ‘wild’ and stays
out late (Bradwood CWA).
Other half-siblings too young
to have court records.

Unknown. Court records before
1924 for Randolph, Mass., not
available at B of Prob.

Father alcoholic, according to
the mother: ‘He worked one
day and drank the next’
(CPA).

Maternal grandfather in court
for drunkenness at least twice
and convicted once (B of
Prob.). Maternal grandfather
alcoholic (BCW).

No agencies record that mother
drank to excess, though BCW
describes early morning drink-
ing parties in mother’s
home.

Half-siblings too young to drink
to excess.

Unknown (no comment by any
agency).

Unknown, but probably within
normal range, judging by his
schooling and by the C Sup.
Ct. size-up of him.

Maternal aunt’s 1.Q. 55 (State
School for FM to BCW).

Mother ‘low grade mentally’
(BSA). Appears mentally ‘low
grade’ (BCW). Not bright
(CPA).

Half-siblings appear mentally
retarded; their father a
moron (CPA).

No mental disease or distortion
indicated by agency records.
Paternal grandparents not
known to Mass. DMH.
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Factor Home Interview Field Investigation®
Mental disease of Considered normal by Father not known to DMH. No
father mother mental examination at C Sup.

Mental disease in
maternal
family

Mental disease of
mother

Mental disease
among siblings
of boy

35, Health of pater-
36. nal family

Health of father

ﬁealth of mater-
nal family

Health of mother

Health of siblings

37. Education of
paternal grand-
parents

Education of
maternal
grandparents

Education of
father

Education of
mother

39. (Dropped from
study)

40. Economic status
of paternal
grandparents

38
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Aunt Florence epileptic;
has been in state insti-
tution (see dictated

report)
Seems quite normal

Negative, according to
mother

Grandfather had been in-
jured and unable to
work

Had always been good,
according to mother

Maternal  grandmother
had heart trouble prior
to her death in 1932;
maternal aunt had
epileptic fits

Negative

Negative

Unknown; were literate

Grandparents had few
years of schooling

Went to H. S.; unknown
if graduated

Went through the seventh
grade

Grandparents  received
‘some kind of com-
pensation’ at time of
boy’s birth as grand-
father unable to work

193

Ct., but PO commented that
behavior was rather irrespon-
sible. He made a good super-
ficial impression, however.
Maternal aunt: diagnosis, ‘psy-
choneurosis’ (DMH). Mater-
nal aunt had epileptic fits

(BCW).

Mother had fainting spells.
Diagnosis was ‘question of
neurasthenia® (B Hosp. to
BCW). Mother said she
attempted suicide in 1933
(CPA).

Half-siblings not known to
DMH.

No information from agencies.

Father’s health negative in 1925
according to the C Sup. Ct.
Unknown since then.

Maternal grandmother died of
‘aortic stenosis’ at 53 (BVS to
BSA). Maternal aunt had
epileptic fits (BCW).

No illnesses mentioned by
agencies except gonorrhea in
1934 (B Hosp. to BCW).

No illnesses mentioned except
deafness of half-brother,
Arthur (CPA).

Unknown, although
undoubtedly both paternal
grandparents had some com-
mon schooling, as born and
grew up in Mass.

No information.

No information.

No information.

Paternal grandfather a shoe
worker (directory and BVS).
Paternal grandparents could
afford to pay enough to cancel
debt of their son in 1926 (C
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Factor

Home Interview

Field Investigation®

41.
42.
43.

45.

47.

48.

49,
50.

51.

52.

Sup. Ct.). Bradwood SSI has
no registration for paternal
grandparents.

Economic status Marginal, occasionally Maternal grandfather on a pen-

of maternal
grandparents

(Dropped from
study)

Age first left
home

Reason first left
home

. Nature of first

departure from
home
Summary of
abnormal
environmental
experiences

. Nature of first

break in family
life

Age of boy at first
break

Summary of
breaks in
family life

Household
changes

Parent
substitutes

Length of time
lived in urban
area

Age at change
from rural to
urban area

53a. Frequency of

moving

Google

dependent, according
to mother

11 yrs., 3 mos.

Not determined
To foster home

Foster homes and correc-
tional school; family
moved many times

Boy illegitimate, no father
in home

Before birth of boy

Parents not married and
did not live together
since before boy’s birth

Not determined

One step-parent and fos-
ter parents

Predominantly urban
Usually lived in city
Not determined
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sion (RA about 1933); drank
and gambled his money away
(BCW, 1911); formerly a
teamster and janitor who got
‘relief” for only a few months
in 1933 (RA). Mother and her
sister cared for by the state
1910-1911, when maternal
grandmother in jail (BCW).

10 yrs., 10 mos. (CPA, BCW).

Delinquency of boy, and home
considered unsuitable by
agency (BCW, CPA).

To foster home (BCW, CPA).

Correctional School, three times
(BPD). Foster homes, not
relatives (CPA, BPD). Run-
ning away and bunking out
(CPA and BPD). Excessive
moving (RA, BSA, BCW,
CPA, school records,
directories).

Boy illegitimate, father not in
home since before birth of the
boy.

Before birth of boy.

Parents not married and did not
live together since before birth
of boy. Mother and stepfather
separated on and off (BCW,
CPA).

5 (all agencies).

Stepfather (BCW) and foster
parents (nonrelatives) (CPA),

Predominantly urban (agencies
and directories).

Predominantly urban (agencies
and directories).

More often than once a year
(summary of agencies, BPD,
schools, and directories).
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Factor

Home Interview

Field Investigation®

53b. Frequency of
moving
(number of
times)

54, Nature of
mobility

55. Length of time in
slum areas

56. Length of time
family lived at
present address

57, Composition of

58. household

59. Type of house

60. Crowding of
home

61. Rental (monthly
average per
room)

62. Sleeping arrange-
ments for boy

63. Sanitary
facilities

64. Furnishing of
home

6S. Orderliness of
home

66. Household
routine

Not determined

Not determined

Not determined

Nearly 3 yrs.

Boy, mother, stepfather,
maternal aunt and
three half-siblings

Old 6-family house

4 rooms, 3 bedrooms,
7 occupants

$5.00

Shares room with half-
brother, Arthur

All but central heat

Radio, some books, pic-
tures, lamps; fairly well
furnished

Rather disorderly;
mother seems careless
in housekeeping habits

Some semblance of
routine; not a well
ordered household,
however
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19 moves (summary of agencies,
schools, BPD, directories).

Excessive moving to different
parts of one city (agencies,
schools, BPD, directories).

On and off throughout (agen-
cies, schools, etc.).

2§ years (CPA and directories).

Boy, mother, stepfather, 3 half-
siblings, maternal aunt (BPD,
1940 directory, RA).

Old 6-family house (BPD).

7 occupants (BPD, 1940 direc-
tory, RA).

No information.

Had slept in same bed with
mother or aunt when 9 yrs.
old; boy and half-brother
sleep with stepfather (BCW,
1933).

No information.

Home well furnished (BCW,
1928).

Upset but not untidy (BCW,
1928); untidy and neglected
home (BCW, 1931); untidy,
badly-cared-for tenement
(BSA, 1934); cleaner than
usual (BCW, 1934); clean and
neat (CPA, 1935); not very
clean (CPA, later in 1935).

Children brought to school
very unkempt (BCW, 1932).
Mother in bed all hours. Baby
in filthy condition (BSA,
1935). Boy not dressed and
hadn’t breakfasted when
called for by social worker, by
appointment; then mother
gave him three doughnuts and
2 cups of coffee (CPA, 1935).
Mother in bed near noon with
plateful of cigarette stubs
beside her (BPD, 1939).
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Factor Home Interview Fleld Investigation®
67. Summary of (to be filied in by coder)
physical home
68. Neighborhood Second-class tenement Fairly good location. Family has
type district, one block re- moved frequently but gener-
moved from a business ally in this same neighborhood
artery (BPD, 1936).
69. Street life Crowds hang around No information.
nearby corners
Barrooms 2 %r 3 within 2 blocks of No information.
ome
Empty lots On street near home No information
Supervised in- Boys’ ciub, and Settle- Settlement House No. 1 in con-
door recrea- ment House No. I in tact with boy (Y Ct., 1938).
tional facilities neighborhood
Al. Breadwinners Stepfather Stepfather (BPD). (His commit-
ment to H of C two weeks
before boy’s commitment not
counted.)

A2. Present occupa- Stepfather alaborer for X Stepfather a laborer for X Public
tion of father Public Utility Co. Utility Company (BPD, 1940;
or substitute RA). (See 3 Al)

A3. Usual occupation Stepfather working on Stepfather a laborer (1940 Bos-
of father or same job for past 15 ton directory, BPD); a team-
substitute yrs., according to ster for X Public Utility Co.

mother (Y Ct., 1938); employed by
X Public Utility Co. since
1932 (BSA).

A4. Work habits of Stepfather has worked for Stepfather working last 8 yrs. as
father or X Public Utility Co. for laborer for X Public Utility
substitute past 15 yrs.; boy's Co. (BSA, RA, Y Ct.); has

mother states that his been laid off occasionally,

drinking has not inter- probably for drunkenness

fered with his work (BSA); works steadily (CPA,
1935); employment record
very irregular between 1927
and 1928 (RA).

AS. Usual occupation Housewife; did factory Housewife (all agencies).
of mother or work after birth of boy
substitutes and before marriage;

no work outside the
home since then
A6. Supervision of Mother says she super- Boy on street at all hours
children vised closely (this may (CPA, 1935).
be questioned)

A7. Sources of family Stepfather’s wages $28 a Stepfather’s earnings plus his

income week veterans’ compensation. Step-

Google

196

father in 1934 paid $30 a week
by X Public Utility Co.
(BCW); receiving veterans’
compensation of about $30 a
month for mental disability
(RA, BCW); carns $25.95 a
week and gets $30 a month



Case of Henry W

Factor

Home Interview

Fleld Investigation®

A8.

Al0.

All.

Al2,

Al3.

Al4.

Als,

Als.

Average weekly
income of
household per
person

. Family savings

Planfulness in
management of
family income

Economic condi-
tion of family
at present

Usual economic
condition of
family

Reasons for
dependency of
family

Number of agen-
cies knowing
family since
marriage of
parents

Type of social
agencies inter-
ested in family

Age of boy at first
social service
contact with
family

F.E.D.—O

Not determined

None

No savings (see 3:A9);
live from day to day;
mother admits she uses
very little ‘system’ in
her management of her
income

Marginal

Marginal; received aid in
early married life but
none for 15 yrs. accord-
ing to mother

Not dependent (see
$#A12)

Not determined

Not determined

Not determined
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from the Veterans’ Clinic for
‘shell shock’ (CPA, 1935).

$4.44 (328 a week plus $7.50 a
week from veterans’ com-
pensation).

Family has no credit, behind in
rent, and generally hard up
(BSA, 1927).

Mother is lazy (Veterans®’ Clinic
to BCW, 1933). Stepfather
complains of way mother
spends income, but drinks a
lot of it up himself (BSA,
1935).

Marginal. Stepfather permanent
employee of X Public Utility
Co. (RA, 1940).

Marginal. Family received public
welfare aid only for short
periods in 1927 and 1928 and
not again till 1940 when
emergency aid received for 3
weeks while stepfather at H of
C (RA, 1927-1940). Supple-
mentary aid granted of cloth-
ing and very occasionally a
grocery order between 1926
and 1940 (BSA). Relief Agency
No. 2 aided family in 1928
only, with food and clothing
(BSA).

Family not usually dependent
(see #A12)

At least 16 agencies, since con-
ception of boy, as parents
never married (SSI).

Straight relief, public and
private (RA, BSA); family
welfare (BSA, Relief Agency
No. 1); child welfare (CPA,
BCW); physical health (MH
& H, CPA, BCW); mental
health (Ment. Hosp. No. 1, to
agencies); recreational (Y Ct.,
BCW); vocational (Voc. Aid
Soc.).

Before birth of boy (MH & H).



Appendix A

Factor

Home Interview

Field Investigation®

Al7. Moral standards Stept_'ather a heavy

of home

A18. Self-respect of
family

Al19. Ambition of
family

drinker until recently,
according to mother

Mother not greatly con-

cerned about family
reputation or boy’s
delinquency

Mother has no ambition;

seems resigned to living
from day to day with-
out thought of the
future; is making no
effort to improve the
home situation

A20. Plans of family Stepfather and mother

for boy’s future

A21. Recreational faci-
lities for child-
ren in the home

A22, Provision for
children to
entertain
friends at home

Google

willing to allow boy to
follow through his own
plans but have decided
nothing for him; boy
wants to complete high
school education and
join the Air Corps of
the U.S. Army

Facilities confined to a

few ‘funny books’ and
toys; mother admits
making no special
effort to encourage
children to spend their
leisure time at home
Children are allowed to
have friends in the
home but no special
efforts made in this
direction
198

Stepfather has long record for
B & E, drunkenness, etc.; was
committed to the H of C in
August 1940 (B of Prob).
Stepfather also in court for
A & B on wife, and he and
wife in court for neglecting
the children (BCW). (See 31
on delinquency of mother and
half-brother). Immoral, alco-
holic maternal aunt lives with
family and is a bad influence
on boy (BSA, B of Prob).

A steady stream of men callers at
all hours according to neigh-
bors, landlady and stepfather
(BCW, 1935). Mother begged
for aid when she had just col-
lected the stepfather’s pay
(BSA, 1939). Stepfather asked
for aid of Relief Agency No. 2
while being paid wages by the
X Public Utility Co. (BSA).
Mother says the stepfather has
told boy to ‘pick up things,’
i.e., steal (BCW, 1934). Neigh-
bors considered mother ‘every-
body’s wife’ (CPA).

No indication in agency records
that family had ambition.

No information.

Mother says boy has toys of his
own but that even so he steals
toys from others (CPA, 1935).

No information.




Case of Henry W

Factor

Home Intervisw

Field Investigation®

A23. Family group
recreations

A24, Method of con-
trol of children
by father or
substitute

A25. Method of con-
trol of children
by mother or
substitute

A26. Discipline of boy
by father or
substitute

A27. Discipline of boy
by mother or
substitute

A28. Dominant parent

A29. Conjugal rela-
tions of parents
or substitute

A30. Affection of
father or sub-
stitute for boy

Mother states that she Stepfather sometimes takes boy

and boy often go to the
movies together

Stepfather takes very
little part in the rearing
of the children, leaving
the discipline of them
gr mother, according to

Physical punishment

boy younger;
deprivation of

when
later,

privileges and threat of

law

Stepfather uninterested in
boy’s welfare, on the
whole; feels little sense
of responsibility for his
actions, according to
mother

Mother says she may not
have been firm enough
in disciplining boy

Stepfather’s role in home
seems to be little more
than bringing home the
pay check; mother
makes all the decisions
and assumes the re-
sponsibility; she scems
more inant

Mother has *no kick com-
ing’; the stepfather a
good provider and
never abused her; this
statement, however,
was made without any
enthusiasm

Stepfather is indifferent;
has little interest in
him, takes no responsi-
bility for his actions,
has never shown boy
any affection, accord-
ing to mother
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and haif-brother to the movies,
but apt to be too drunk to be
a companion (BCW).

Stepfather knocks the children
about rather brutally. Boy
states stepfather hit him and
made him do what he wanted
(BCW, 1932). Stepfather
whips or deprives of supper or
movies (CPA, 1935).

Mother also whips or deprives of
supper or movies (CPA, 1935).

Stepfather beats boy till he
screams all over the neighbor-
hood (BSA, 1934). Stepfather
alternately quict and noisy,
erratic and unpredictable, in
his handling of boy (CPA,
1935).

Boy on street at all hours (CPA,
1935). Mother can't control
boy (BCW to CPA, 1935).

Stepfather belicves three of the
children are not his and
refuses to feel responsible for
them (BCW, 1934 and CPA,
1935). Mother insisted on
keeping the maternal aunt in
the home against the step-
father’s wishes (CPA).

Mother says she and stepfather
quarrel but seldom fight
(BCW, 1928). Separated from
Dec. 1932 to May 1933, in
1935 and again later, Mother
says she returned to stepfather
for financial reasons only.
Both contemplated divorce
from time to time (CPA,
BCW, BSA). Stepfather says
mother drove him to drink
(BCW, 1934).

Stepfather really fond only of
half-brother, Arthur. Step-
father resentful that boy is
causing trouble (Y Ct., 1938);
abusive to boy (BSA, 1934);
inclined to ‘pick’ on the boy
(BCW, 1932). Stepfather will-
ing to and did contribute to
boy’s board (CPA, 1935).



Appendix A

Factor Home Interview Fleld Investigation®
A3l. Affection of Seems genuine; is boy's Half-brother, Arthur, is mother’s
mother or sub- regular visitor and cor- favorite also and boy feels this.

stitute for boy

A32, Relations of sib-
lings to boy

A33. Household duties
of boy

A34, Potentials for cul-
ture conflict in
home

A35. Culture conflict in
home

A36. Evidences of cul-
tural refinement

A37. Cohesiveness of
family group

A38. Birth and infancy
of boy

Google

respondent at the Cor-
rectional School; finds
excuses for his mis-
behavior

Younger brother looks up
to boy; no antagonism,
according to mother

Only occasional duties,
no regularly assigned
tasks; boy has not had
to feel responsible for
anything at home

Inapplicable, because
parents and boy native-

m

Inapplicable (see 1:A34)

Home lacks evidence of
good taste or love of
beauty; stepfather and
mother show no in-
dication of aesthetic
appreciation

Stepfather is chief factor
in family’s lack of unity
because of his drinking
habits and lack of affec-
tion for the children;
home is more than ‘just
a place to hang your
hat’ chiefly because of
the mutual attachment
between mother and
the children

Weighed 6 Ibs. at birth;
good health in first 2
yrs.; all other items
negative, according to
mother
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Mother fears having her
children taken from her; gave
boy a bicycle; requested boy
be returned to her from foster
home (CPA, 1935).

Boy is fond of half-brother,
Arthur (BCW, 1935).

Mother sends boy to store occa-
sionally (CPA).

Inapplicable as parents and boy
native-born.

Inapplicable (see 3:A34).

None (see 164, 365, $:66).

Stepfather and maternal aunt
fight ‘like cats and dogs,” yet
mother insists on keeping aunt
in the home (CPA). Step-
father and mother in court for
neglecting children, but child-
ren were left in their care
after a warning by the judge
(BCW, 1935). Stepfather be-
lieves two of the other children
are not his and refuses to feel
responsible for them (CPA,
BCW). Mother does not want
to lose any of the children; no
indication of hostility between
the children (all agencies).

A full-term baby (CPA). Normal
delivery, no complications
(MH & H, 1925; CPA).
Breast-fed till 7 mos. Convul-
sions twice, one at 6 mos. and
one at 1 yr. (CPA). Treated
for a mild form of epilepsy in
OPD of Ment. Hosp. No. 1in
1930 (BPD). Had tonsils and
adenoids removed in 1935
(PQ Hosp. to CPA). Walked
at 13 mos. and talked at
15 mos. (CPA).

N . — . .

e e

[ I —



Case of Henry W

Factor Home Interview Field Investigation®
A39, Contagious Only contagious disease Scarlet fever in 1934 (school,
diseases was a mild case of BCW).
measles at 10 yrs. ac-
cording to mother
Ad0, Specific Frequent chest coldssince Frequent colds, croup, and
A41. susceptibilities recovery from pneu- pneumonia once before 10 yrs.

monia at 3 yrs. ‘One
lung weak since’; has
had boils at the Cor-
rectional School, none
athome; all other items
negative, according to
mother

A42, Bad habits (and Smoking: since 13 or 14

A43.

age began)

yrs.—at home since 14
yrs; Truanting: ‘once
or twice’ since 14 yrs.;
Stealing rides and truck
hopping: since 12-13
yr1s.; Stubbornness:
often disobedient and
argumentative  with
parents; Impulsive steal-
ing (when arrested)
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(CPA, 1935). Infrequent head-
aches and dizziness, some-
times refuses breakfast (Ment.
Hosp. No. 1 to CPA).
Enuresis at 11 yrs. in foster
home (CPA, 1936). Boy ner-
vous, has nightmares after
seeing thrilling movies and
doesn’t} sleep well (PQ Hosp.
to CPA, 1935). Nervous,
smokes a lot; complete physi-
cal examination negative
except for nervousness (RS
Hosp. to BCW, 1934). History
indicates mild form of epilepsy
(Ment. Hosp. No. 1 to BCW,
1934). Restless and very emo-
tional with violent outbursts
of temper (Ment. Hosp. No. 1
to BPD, 1936). One lung
‘weak’ (BPD, 1940). Mother
says boy started school late
because of ill health (BCW,
1932).

Mother says boy unmanageable
since infancy (CPA). Mother
says boy set fire in the house
only once, age 8 (BCW, 1933).
Stepfather complains that
maternal aunt has taught boy
(age 9) bad sex practices
(BCW, 1935). Mother says
boy stole a bus ride to Wel-
lesley (BCW, 1935). Smoking:
age 10 (RS Hosp. to BCW,
police to BCW). Runaway
from foster home: age 11
(CPA). Truanting: age 10
(CPA, school). Impulsive
lying: age 8 (school to BCW).
Vile language: age 10 (neigh-
bors to BCW). Pugnacity:
struck girls on street, age 9
(BCW); threatened school-
mate with knife, age 12
(CPA); attacked boy with a
knife, age 11 (BPD). Destruc-
tive mischief: broke many
windows in houses and autos,

age 8 (landlady to BCW).



Appendix A

Factor

Homne Interview

Field Investigation®

Ad4. Agreement
between state-
ment of boy
and parents

AdS. Frequency of
movie atten-
dance

Ad46. Play places

A47. Church or Sun-
day School

A48. Nature of com-
panionships

A49- Agreement

AS52, between state-
ment of boy
and parents

AS53, Family’s reason

AS54. for boy's con-
duct

Google

(to be filled in by coder)

Once or twice a week

Own neighborhood, dis-
tant neighborhood
streets, settlement
house; mother states
boy spent most of his
leisure time at Settle-
ment House No. 1

Occasionally

Few friends; delinquent,
younger boys

(to be filled in by coder

Although boy has been
stubborn and hard to
handle at times, mother
is quite satisfied with
his behavior at home;
she blames circum-
stances  surrounding
each of his delin-
quencies rather than
boy himself or home
conditions; does not
consider boy in need of
correction or adjust-
ment and finds excuses
for all the trouble he
has gotten into in the
community
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Tantrums: wild outbursts of
temper, age 10 (Ment. Hosp.
No. 1 to BPD). Late hours: on
the street at all hrs., age 10
(CPA). Impulsive stealing:
from stores, age 8 (school to
BCW); stealing from other
boys in club, age 8 (S.H. No. 2
to BCW). Planful stealing: age
9 (Ment. Hosp. No. 1 to
BCW); age 13 (Y Ct.). In-
decent exposure: age 10 (girl
accused boy, BCW).

No information.

Began to attend S.H. No. 2
toward end of 1932 (BCW,
1933). Attending S.H. No. 1
(Y Ct., 1938).

No information.

Boy tended to bad associations
(school, age 15).

Mother says boy can't withstand
temptation; he is sorry after
he misbehaves (BCW, 1935).



Case of Henry W

SCHOOL HISTORY*

Factor

Field Investigationt

AS56. Age started school

AS7. Number of years in school

AS58. Grade attained

A59. Grades repeated

A60. Grades skipped

A6]1. Amount of retardation

A62. Attendance in special classes

Attendance in Disciplinary

Day School

A63. Number of school
experiences

A64, Scholarship in last full year

A6S.

A66. Nature of first misbehavior in
school

A67. Age at which first school mis-
vior
A68. Grade in which first mis-
behavior occurred
A69. Age truancy started
A70. Frequency of truancy

A71- Teacher’s estimate of char-
A74. acteristics of boy

A75, Summary of school behavior
A76.
A77. Reasons for retardation

A78. Reasons for truancy

6 yrs. (chronological list of school experiences
based on ADP card from Medway, Mass.).

Between 9 and 10 yrs. (chronological list of
school experiences based on record cards from
Medway, Canton, F School and BPD).

Grade 8 (F School records).

Grade 1 and grade 5 (sources same as 3+AS57).
None (sources same as 3:A57).

2 yrs. (see Boston Public Schools Scale).

None (sources same as 3#A57).

None (sources same as 3 A57).

10 (sources same as $:A57), not counting correc-
tional school.

A in Physical Education and Hygiene; B’s or
C’s in Reading, Literature, English, Spelling,
Penmanship, Arithmetic, Geography and
History; D’s or E’s in Music, Drawing, Con-
duct (yellow sheet school records).

Truancy, unruliness in class, and stealing (records
of B School, Boston).

10 yrs. (records of B School, Boston).
Grade 5 (records of B School, Boston).

Grade 5 (records of B School, Boston).

Occasional at first, later persistent (sources same
as #A57).

Stealing, obscene notes and talk, truancy, cheat-
ing, unreliableness, lack of interest in work,
laziness, smoking, unhappiness, depression,
easy discouragement, carelessness in work,
inattention, slovenliness in appearance, sus-
piciousness, thoughtlessness (8th grade teacher
of F School).

(to be filled in by coder).

Lack of interest plus many changes of schools
(Principal of F School).

Influence of bad companions and lack of interest
in school (Principal of F School).

* The home interviewer obtained no information on school history. This was done

entirely through field investigation.
+ Includes correspondence.

Google
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Factor Field Investigationt
A79. Adjustment to schoolmates Tended to bad associations (Principal of F
School).
AS80, Participation in extracur- Did not participate (Principal of F School).

ricular activities
Boy's outstanding problems Boy’s problems result from home conditions plus
his own attitude toward life; family carcless
and inadequate; stepfather drinks; boy is
slippery, untrustworthy, and has poor associa-
tions (Principal of F School).
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APPENDIX B
TRAITS

1. DEFINITIONS OF TRAITS

2. INCIDENCE OF 66 TRAITS AMONG DELINQUENTS
AND NONDELINQUENTS
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EXHIBIT B-1
DEFINITIONS OF TRAITS

(Listed in accordance with the table numbers originally assigned in Physique and
Delinquency and repeated in this volume to facilitate cross-reference)

Developmental Health History

1. Poor Health in Infancy—a pathological condition which interferes with nor-
mal physical activity, gro or response to environment and social stimuli.

3. Extreme Restlessness in Early Childhood—the inability to ‘sit still’ (i..,
always wanting to be ‘on the go') according to parents, teachers and family
physicians.

4. Enuresis in Early Childhood—bedwetting persisting beyond the years of nor-
mal expectancy.

Neurologic Findings

5. Irregular Reflexes—any marked deviation from the accepted norm of deep
or superficial reflexes, the presence of which might or might not, in itself, be
of diagnostic significance; includes the pupillary, abdominal, cremasteric
(testicular), patellar (knee-jerk) reflexes.

6. Cyanosis—a neurologic trait manifested by a blue discoloration of the skin

. resulting from inadequate oxygenization of the blood.

7. Dermographia—a condition indicated by reddish tracings on the skin made
by light stroking with the nail.

8. Tremors—a neurologically-induced teadency to involuntary trembling.

Other Physical Findings
9. Genital Underdevelopment—undersized or hypofunction of genital organs
in relation to average development and function for the specific age.
10. Strong Hand Grip (75 kilograms and over)—as measured by a standard hand

dynamometer.

Some Aspects of Intelligence

11. Low Verbal Intelligence (Wechsler Verbal 1.Q. below 80)—essentially the
lack of capacity to do intellectual tasks requiring the use of abstract reasoning
and memory, in which the approach to meaning tends to be through a struc-
ture of intermediate symbols rather than through concrete physical things.

¢12. High Performance Intelligence (Wechsler Performance 1.Q. 101 and over)—
the aspect of intelligence in which the approach to meaning tends to be by
way of direct physical relationships, with a minimum dependence on inter-
mediary symbols and abstractions.

13. Originality—resulting from an unconventional way of perception, experience,
or thought; and, in its positive aspect, a genuine and often productive expres-
sion of the personality, while, in its negative aspect, leading to estrangement
from the community, to a lack of common sense, to queenms, and the like.

14. Banality—the complete or comparative inability to think in other than the
most commonplace terms and concepts; often found to be a consequence of
conventionality.
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15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

Appendix B
Marked Power of Observation—includes both the ability to observe accu-
rately and the ability to maintain such accuracy of observation at a fairly
constant level; requiring a fairly accurate visual memory and a certain amount
of attentive concentration.
Intuition—the ability to penetrate quickly some or all of the factors in a
given situation, experience, or task, not by conscious deductive or inductive
reasoning, but by sensing the quality of the factors involved or at least one
aspect of their quality; not necessarily leading to constructive results. (For
instance, if intuition is combined with a lack of mental control or with
flightiness, it may lead to an entirely distorted mental picture of a situation
or to a quite inadequate solution of a problem.)
Tendency to Phantasy—refers to the invention of something which is not
taken from reality, or to a combination of elements taken from reality in a way
which does not conform to that reality; may be productive or receptive.
(Actually, there are many intermediate states and combinations of these two
extremes. In either case, phantasy may lead to a merely arbitrary neglect of
certain elements in reality or to a consistent elaboration of well-perceived
elements into a product of phantasy.)
Common Sense—the faculty of thinking and acting in the ways of the com-
munity; may be present even if some acts of the individual run counter to
accepted mores. (There may, for instance, be a conflict between common
sense and a phantasy-induced thirst for adventure.)
Unmethodical Approach to Problems—pertaining to the way in which an
intellectual problem or some task is typically attacked in an attempt to
master it.
Potential Capacity for Objective Interests—self-explanatory.

Basic Attitudes to Authority and Society

21,

22.

23.

Social Assertiveness—the rather superficial quality of asserting one’s will and
ambitions; unlike self-assertion, which y implies a genuine, spontaneous
self.

Defiance—aggressive self-assertion born out of deep insecurity or weakness;
therefore, often indiscriminate in its aims and means and usually directed
against somebody or something rather than toward a positive goal.
Marked Submissiveness to Authority—the abandonment of self-assertion in
an attempt to gain security by submitting to others, especially to those be-
lieved stronger (originally one or both of the parents, and later, also, the more
anonymous power of institutions, public opinion, conventional usage, and the
like).

. Ambivalence to Authority—the result of contradictory or conﬂlctmg feelings,

such as co-existence of defiant and submissive strivings, of assertive and
dependent attitudes.

Feelings of Resentment, Anxiety, Inferiority and Frustration

25.

26.

Enhanced Feeling of Insecurity—a state in which these feelings exert a de-
cidedly stronger influence within the personality dynamics—either quanti-
tatively or qualitatively—than is usual in the average person; may, however,
remain largely unconscious. ‘

Marked Feeling of Not Being Wanted or Loved—the fecling that one is not
accepted, not included, or even rejected by others; a sense of a lack of positive
human relationship to a particular group or person, especially to parents and
other members of the family, in early childhood. (This feeling is very often
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27,

28.

29.

30.

31

32.

Traits

:?rased and becomes unconscious. It may lead to an exaggerated need for
ection, recognition and success.)
Feeling of Not Being Taken Care Of—the fecling that there is no active inter-
est on the part of others (especially of parents), or help from them, in situa-
tions in which one deems himself entitled to such interest and help. (Once this
feeling is established it may outlast the particular situation which produced
it.)
Marked Feeling of Not Being Taken Seriously—the feeling that one’s own
person, interests, ideas, and wishes are not acknowledged and not treated as
deserving of respect and consideration for their own sake. (This is frequently
produced in childhood, often inadvertently, by making a child feel that what-
ever he does is ‘child’s play’—especially if his wishes and interests do not
coincide with those of his parents.)
Feeling of Helplessness—a particularly frequent, important, and very often
unconscious kind of insecurity in which the individual feels himself incom-
petent, especially as regards changing or influencing anything, and most par-
ticularly the course of his own life.
Feeling of Not Being Appreciated—refers especially to the impression
that one’s qualities, gifts, intentions, and achievements are not sufficiently
thought of or valued; often occurring in association with conscious as well as
unconscious grandiose ideas and opinions about one’s self.
Fear of Failure and Defeat—a frequent consequence of anxiety especially in
ns with an overcompetitive attitude; possibly permeating every sphere
of life (not only work or Play, but relations with others); leading either to
greater effort or to inhibitions, aloofness, and a recoiling from competition.
Feeling of Resentment—the feeling of frustration, envy, or dissatisfaction,
with particular emphasis on the negative wish that others be denied satisfac-
tions or enjoyments that one has himself lacked, rather than the positive hope
or attempt to better one’s own situation.

Feelings of Kindliness and Hostility

33.

35.

36.

37.

Good Surface Contact with Others—the ability to get along with people
regardless of the underlying attitude, which may be, for instance, one of isola-
tion or even hostility; sometimes manifesting itself in a surface attitude of
‘keep smiling,” without any real friendliness or kindness. (This need not be
merely simulated or acted; the individual may sincerely believe that he is very
friendly and sociable and appears to be so, whereas unconsciously he may
be intensely hostile.)

. Hostility—conscious or unconscious impulses against others, without good

reason, usually accompanying a fear that the person against whom it is
directed is, in turn, hostile.
Marked Suspiciousness—indiscriminate or exaggerated feeling, unwar-
ranted by the situation. (The person is usually not aware that he is unduly
mistrustful; he thinks rather he is being merely cautious or realistic or that
he is being persecuted.)
Destructiveness—the tendency to destroy, to hurt, to be negativistic, directed
against others or against one’s self. (Usually both trends run parallel, one
often being more manifest, the other more suppressed. Destructiveness is not
to be confused with destructive-sadistic trends, which pertain to goals of
drives.)
Feeling of Isolation—a feeling of being alone (often combined with a sense
of helplessness), and of not being sufficiently capable of giving and receiving
209

Google



Appendix B

love and affection, possibly accompanied by an appearance and a subjective
conviction of being very sociable. (This is illustrated, for instance. the
person who is constantly ‘on the go’ and always ‘making friends,” merely to
escape awareness of extreme emotional isolation.)

38. Defensive Attitude—either exaggerated in proportion to the attack or directed
against an imaginary attack ; the means of defense are varied, sometimes con-
sisting of a ‘shell-like’ attitude of ‘warding off’ every approach and erecting
a wall around oneself and sometimes taking a more aggressive form (as, for
instance, in persons who are very sensitive to any criticism and are provoked
by it to defiant or obstinate or opinionated behavior).

Dependence and Independence

39. Marked Dependence on Others—the tendency to cling to others rather than
to stand on one’s own feet, evidenced in relations to loved ones, to employers,
or to others who in one way or another furnish dprotection. (Often, the need
for dependence is directed indiscriminately toward anyone who appears strong
and who may be a potential protector.)

40. Feeling of Being Able to Manage Own Life—a deep-seated- confidence of
being able to handle the problems and tasks of life without leaning unduly
on others.

Goals of Strivings

41. Narcissistic Trends—reflect love of self, resulting in increased need for power,
superiority, prestige, status and admiration.

42. Receptive Trends—reflect a more or less unconscious expectation that one
will somehow be taken care of by others, the individual not feeling obliged
to make any effort to assume his responsibilities; this tendency may take a
passive form (waiting for someone else to provide what one desires); or it may
take a more active form leading to outwardly expressed greed, or an attempt
to secure the desired object without effort (e.g., by stealing), or without as-
suming any obligations.

43, Masochistic Trends—the tendency to suffer and to be dependent on others.

4. Estrucnve-Sadxsuc Trends—the tendency to destroy, to hurt, to be nega-

vistic.

Some General Qualities of Personality

45. Emotional Lability—refers to the way in which affect (emotion) is discharged
and manifested and not to the general fluidity or stability of a person; per-
tains to qualities in the affective reactions of an individual which permit his
inner drives, feelings and urges to take their course and which allow tensions
to explode, thus leading to certain emotions and moods which are more or
less independent of consequences and of the objective requirements of a
situation.

46. Lack of Self-Control—the inability to control the discharge and expression
of affectivity.

47. Vivacity—liveliness’ of behavior.

48, Compulsory Trends—reflect attempts to defend the self against conscious or,
more often, unconscious anxiety, and includes not only typical neurotic com-
pulsions but the less evident cases of a rigidity not permitting of flexible
adaptation to changing situations.

49. Preponderance of Extroversive Trends—the tendency to discharge tensions
in emotion or in motoric action.
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50. Preponderance of Introversive Trends—the tendency to pile up tensions by
an emphasis on the creative mental processes (a living more ‘within one’s
self’) and by difficulty in relating emotionally to others.

Deep-Rooted Emotional Dynamisms

51, Sensitivity—the acute awareness of conflicting situations and stimuli and of
their implications, resulting in some inhibition of action.

52. Suggestibility—the easy swaying by an appeal to one’s feelings, despite one’s
better judgment.

53. Feeling of Inadequacy—inability to express or conduct oneself, in most
aspects of life, with a fair degree of efficiency.

54. Stubbornness—probably largely the result of thwarted dynamic qualities.

55. Adventurousness—exceptional need for change, excitement or risk.

56. Uninhibited Motor Responses to Stimuli—direct behavioral resolution of
tension.

57. Emotional Instability—lack of harmonious, integrated, and appropriate feel-
ings and reactions,

Appetitive-Aesthetic Tendencies

58. Aestheticism—impulse for the more refined, discriminating and artistic.

59. Sensuousness—the inclination to free indulgence of appetites.

60. Acquisitiveness—the inclination to acquire material things, money or objects,
over and above any desire for their immediate use.

Personality Orientation

61. Conventionality—preference for the safe and familiar.

62. Lack of Self-Criticism—an inability and unwillingness to assay onc’s own
faults and virtues, abilities and liabilities.

63. Conscientiousness—scrupulousness about achieving one’s aims.

64. Impracticality—the absence of inclination to consider the feasibility of any
contemplated course.

Some Aspects of Mental Pathology

65. Emotional Conflicts—inability to reconcile opposing feelings or attitudes (or
contradictory goals), not only in respect to a person’s immediate circle but
also as regards more generalized emotion-arousing objects or institutions
(e.g., sexual conventions); noted only if it could be established that they
resulted in a change in conduct.

66. Neuroticism—marked neuroticism is a condition in which the individual
suffers from more than average insecurity and anxiety (conscious or un-
conscious) against which he develops protective devices differing quantita-
tively or qualitatively from the culturally-accepted ones and leading to
conflicts which are, as a rule, not solvable by him for the time being; mild
neuroticism is a condition that does not prevent the individual from relatively
efficient adaptation.

67. Psychopathy—refers to ‘all marked mental and emotional deviations that do
not clearly belong in any one of the other diagnostic groupings.’ (The psycho-
path isless il than the psychotic, more ill than the neurotic, and usually less
amiable than the neurotic.)
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Appendix B
EXHIBIT B-2

INCIDENCE OF 66 TRAITS AMONG DELINQUENTS AND
NONDELINQUENTS

(From Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency)

Per of the Respective Trait Totals
Non-

Trait Delin-  delin- Differ-
Identification® Traits and Subcategoriest quents  quents ences P
1. (XIV-1) Poor Health in Infancy 1467, 9-6% 50% -02
3. (X1v-2) Extreme Restlessness in Early

Childhood 59-6 300 296 01
4. (XIV-2) Enuresis in Early Childhood 282 136 146 -01
5. (X1V-6) Irregular Reflexes 341 386 -45 —
6. (XIV-13) Cyanosis (Marked or Slight) 41-5 435 -20 —
7. (XIV-13) Dermographia (Marked or Slight) 45-1 583 -13.2 -01
8. (XIV-13) Tremors (Marked or Slight) 184 204 -20 —
9. (XIV-9) Genital Underdevelopment
(Marked or Slight) 11-6 133 -17 -
10. (X1vV-4) Strength of Hand Grip (Dynamo-
metric Strength—75 Kilograms
and Over) 51-5 439 76 -02
11. (App. Low Verbal Intelligence (Wechsler
D-11) Verbal 1.Q.—below 80) 2844 162 122 01
12. (App. High Performance Intelligence

D-12) (Wechsler Performance 1.Q.—

101 and Over) 396 422 -26 —
13. (XVII-1) Originality (Marked or Slight) 276 255 21 —
14. (XVII-3) Banality (Marked or Slight) 26:3 312 -49 —
15. (XVII-4)  Marked Power of Observation 631 707 -70 -02
16. (XVII-?) Intuition (Marked or Slight) 166 154 12 —
17. (XVII-8) Tendency to Phantasy (Marked or

Slight) 39-1 324 67 -05
18. (XVII-6) Common Sense (Marked or Slight) 750 809 -59 05
19. (XVII-10) Unmethodical Approach to

Problems 791 650 141 -01
20. (XVII-11) Potential Capacity for Objective

Interests (Marked or Slight) 444 544 -1000 01
21, (XVIII-2)  Social Assertiveness (Marked or

Slight) 452 205 247 01

-22. (XVIII-3) Defiance (Marked or Slight) 504 115 389 01

23. (XVI1II-4) Marked Submissiveness to Authority 266 795 -—=529 01
—24. (XVIII-5) Ambivalence to Authority

(Marked or Slight) 409 196 21-33 <01
25. (XVIII-7) Enhanced Feeling of Insecurity

(Marked or Slight) 1844 288 -104 01
26. (XVIII-8) Marked Feeling of Not Being

Wanted or Loved 843 880 =37 -

* Numbers in parentheses refer to table numbers in Unraveling Juvenile Delinguency.
Someof the figures in this table do not agree with those published in Unraveling Juvenile
Delinquency; all the changes in percentages are small and in no way affect the analysis
of the traits made in Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency; the differences in the P's are
usually the result of the subcategory combinations.

t The subcategories or combinations of subcategories are indicated in parentheses.
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Percentages of the Respeciive Trait Totals
Non-

Trait Delin-  delin- Differ-
Identification® Traits and Subcategoriest Quents  quents ences P

27. (XVIII-9)  Feeling of Not Being Taken Care

Of (Marked or Slight) 28-8% 24-2% 46, —
28, (XVIII-10) Marked Fecling of Not Being
Taken Seriously 442 51-6 -74 05
29. (XVIII-12) Feeling of Helplessness (Marked
or Slight) 420 544 -124 .01
30. (XVIII-11) Feeling of Not Being Appreciated
(Marked or Slight) 361 245 11-6 -01
31. (XVIII-13) Fear of Failure and Defeat
(Marked or Slight) 43-8 63:0 -192 01
32, (XVIII-14) Feeling of Resentment (Marked
or Slight) 740 508 232 -0l
33. (XVIII-17) Poor Surface Contact with Others 83 33 50 -0l
-34. (XVIII-22) Hostility (Marked or Slight) 796 559 237 -0l
35, (XVIII-23) Marked Suspiciousness 51.2 265 247 04

© 36. (XVIII-24) Destructiveness (Marked or Slight) 48-4 15-4 330 -01
37. (XVIII-25) Feeling of Isolation (Marked or

Slight) 45-1 363 88 -02
38. (XVIII-26) Defensive Attitude (Marked or
Slight) 561 444 117 -01

39, (XVIII-27) Marked Dependence on Others 689 856 -—167 -0l
40. (XVIII-32) Feeling of Being Able to Manage

Own Life (Marked or Slight) 732 637 95 -0l
~41. (XVIII-33) Narcissistic Trends (Marked or
Slight) 231 143 88 -01
-42. (XVIII-35) Receptive Trends (Marked or
Slight) 300 136 164 -01
43. (XVIII-34) Masochistic Trends (Marked or
Slight) 152 367 -215 -01
~44, (XVIII-36) Destructive-Sadistic Trends
(Marked or Slight) 487 158 329 01
~45. (XVIII-37) Emotional Lability (Marked or
Slight) 43-5 18-6 249 01
46. (XVIII-38) Self-Control (Marked or Slight) 385 657 -272 -01
47. (XVIII-39) Vivacity (Marked or Slight) 507 232 275 01
48. (XVIII40) Compulsory Trends (Marked or
Slight) 206 301 -95 .01
49. (XVIII-41) Preponderance of Extroversive
Trends (Marked or Slight) 546 351 195 -01
50. (XVIII-42) Preponderance of Introversive
Trends (Marked or Slight) 273 245 28 —
51. (XIX-1) Sensitivity 317 357 -40 —
52, (XIX-1) Suggestibility 596 263 333 -01
~53, (XI1X-1) Feeling of Inadequacy 849 693 156 <01
“§4, (XI1X-1) Stubbornness 41-4 82 332 .01
~55. (XIX-1) Adventurousness 552 180 372 -01
~56. (XIX-1) Uninhibited Motor Responses to
Stimuli 566 285 281 01
57, (XIX-1) Emotional Instability 817 501 316 -0t
58. (XI1X-2) Aestheticism 173 385 -212 01
59. (XIX-2) Sensuousness 199 60 139 01
60. (XIX-2) Acquisititiveness 20-7 14-0 67 -01
61, (XIX-3) Conventionality 247 485 -238 01
F.E.D.—P 213

Google



Appendix B

Per ges of l}l\t[e Respective Trait Totals
on-
Trait Delin-  delin-  Differ-

Identification® Traits and Subcategoriest quents  quents ences P

-62. (XIX-3) Lack of Self-Criticism 28-7% 10-6%  18-1% -01

63. (XIX-3) Conscientiousness 88 54-3 -45-5 01

64. (XIX-3) . Practicality 195 349 -15-4 -01

65, (XIX-4) Emotional Conflicts 747 376 371 -01
66. (XVIII-43) Neuroticism (Marked, Mild,

Trends) 24-6 358 -11-2 -01

~67. (XVIII-43) Psychopathy 24.2 63 179 01
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APPENDIX C
SOCIAL FACTORS

1. DEFINITIONS OF SOCIAL FACTORS

2. INCIDENCE OF 44 SOCIAL FACTORS AMONG DELIN-
QUENTS AND NONDELINQUENTS
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EXHIBIT C-1
DEFINITIONS OF SOCIAL FACTORS

(Listed in accordance with letters assigned in the text of the current work to
facilitate cross-reference)

B.

C.

ke

ok

Re

2

Crowding of Home—considered overcrowded if the number of occupants
averaged more than two per bedroom (excluding infants).

Cleanliness and Orderliness of Home—refers to the usual or typical condi-
tion of the home; i.e., whether the home was normally neat and clean,
reflecting evidence of systematic housekeeping.

Nativity of Parents—the concern here was to determine whether the parents
were both born in the United States; one born in the United States, the
other in a foreign country; both parents born outside the continental
United States.

Delinquency of Father

Delinquency of Mother—determined by past or present official record of
arrests and/or proven juvenile delinquency or adult criminality, prior or
subsequent to birth of boy, for which not arrested (excluding drunkenness
and minor auto violations or violations of license laws).

Alcoholism of Father

Alcoholism of Mother—refers to intoxication and includes frequent or
regular or chronic addiction to alcohol, and not to very occasional episodes
of overdrinking in an atmosphere of conviviality (as at a celebration).

Emotional Disturbance of Father

Emotional Disturbance of Mother—refers particularly to the presence of
emotional disturbances in a parent since birth of boy, as judged by psy-
choses, psychoneuroses, psychopathies, epilepsies, sex perversions, delirium
tremens, marked liabilities of personality (such as self-indulgence, ego-
centricity).

Serious Physical Ailment of Father

Serious Physical Ailment of Mother—refers to debilitating illnesses that
interfered with a father’s earning capacity or with a mother’s home duties
(such as tuberculosis, cancer, Bright’s disease, severe cardiovascular dis-
eases, diseases of the nervous system, rheumatoid arthritis).

Usual Economic Condition of Family—judged: comfortable, if there were
sufficient resources for at least four months in the event of a sudden reduc-
tion of the usual weekly income; marginal, if living on daily earnings and
accumulating little or nothing, resorting to temporary aid to supplement
income during seasonal unemployment or iliness of breadwinners; depend-
ent, if continuously receiving outside aid.

Usual Work Habits of Father—rated: goad, if he was reliable, and indus-
trious, an asset to his employer; fair, if (although having the capacity of
a good worker) permitted his work to be interrupted by drunkenness, drug
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addiction, occasional loafing, or vagabondage; poor, if lazy, dishonest,
unstable, ambitionless, a liability to his employer.

Management of Family Income—regarded as: entirely planned, if basic
needs were regularly provided for in the budget (such as rent, food, medical
care, insurance, clothing, payment for installment purchases); partially
planned, if some but not all the fixed obligations were budgeted, but never-
theless living within the family’s financial resources; haphazard, if the
family did not confine its expenditures to income, borrowing money from
friends, relatives, or employers without concern for their ability to repay.

Household Routine—designated as: well {:Ianned, if there was a daily pat-
tern in the life of the family (providing for mealtimes, family chores, the
children’s playtime, home lessons, bedtime), so that the atmosphere of the
home was secure and serene; partially planned, if there were some fixed
points in the daily life of the family (such as mealtimes and bedtimes), but
other necessary routines were not clearly established; haphazard, if there
were practically no fixed points in the running of the houschold (each
member following his own bent as to chores, meals, home lessons, recrea-
tions, bedtime, and so on).

Cultural Refinement in Home—reflects an appreciation of the ‘finer things
of life’ on the part of one or more family members, as evidenced by love of
classical music (record collections, playing an instrument), of art, of litera-
ture, of tasteful home furnishings.

Self-Respect of Family—reflects a strong desire to protect the family name,
embarrassment about any irregularity in the behavior or status of any
member of the family, and in efforts at self-help in times of crisis.

Ambitiousness of Parents—reflects a desire to improve the status of the
family such as higher education for the children, plans to move to better
neighborhoods or into more adequate housing, saving to buy a home in
order to stabilize living conditions, careful planning to improve economic
status, and so on.

Conduct Standards of Family—regarded as: poor, if there was immorality
and/or drunkenness, and/or criminality (exclusive of minor auto viola-
tions or violations of license laws) in one or more members of the immediate
family group (excluding the boy being studied); fair, if there was a lack of
positive and wholesome ideals or conduct even though none of the above
were present; good, if the family had positive and wholesome ideals (respect
for law and order and for the Ten Commandments).

Conjugal Relations of Parents—judged as: good, if parents loved each
other; fair, if they were indifferent or hostile to one another but no open
breach had occurred; poor, if parents had separated, were divorced, or one
had deserted.

Dominant Parent in Family Affairs—refers to the parent who assumed the
major guidance of the family affairs (disciplining the children, controlling
the purse strings, planning for the children’s future).

Usual Occupation of Mother—refers to own, step-, or foster-mother with

whom the boy lived for the major part of his life. Classified as: housewife,

if she had not worked outside the home since the birth of the boy; an

erratic worker, if her employment pattern was not consistent (flitted from
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CC.

DD.

EE.

GG.

Social Factors

job to job, working now and then to meet an immediate and often selfish
financial need or to escape from household routine or responsibility);
employed regularly, if she showed a consistent pattern of either full-time or
part-time work with interruptions because of personal family crises, and
not because of her own whims.

Supervision of Boy by Mother—considered: suitable, if she personally kept
close watch over boy’s activities at home or in the neighborhood, or pro-
vided for his leisure hours in clubs or in playgrounds (if she was for good
reason unable to supervise boy’s activities, she made provision for a respon-
sible adult to do so); fair, if mother (although not working and not in-
capacitated) gave or provided only limited supervision to boy; unsuitable,
if mother left boy to his own devices, without guidance, or in the care of
an irresponsible person.

Family Group Recreations—at least some planned activities which include
both parents and all the children (except infants), such as church attend-
ance, picnics, excursions, bowling, ice skating, beach parties, visiting rela-
tives, auto rides.

. Parents’ Attitude to Boy’s Companions—considered: warm, if boy was en-

couraged to bring his friends to the home and some provision was made
for their entertainment; indifferent, if parents did not actually prohibit visits
of playmates; inhospitable, if parents did not permit boy to invite even those
friends considered suitable playmates.

Recreational Facilities for Boy in Home—considered: adeguate, if they were
diversified (such as constructive games, books, toys, materials for hobbies,
musical instruments); meager, if only an occasional book or toy was
provided without any planning for the boy’s home use of leisure.

Family Cohesiveness—rated as: marked, if there was a strong ‘we’ feeling
among the members of the immediate family as evidenced by warm affec-
tion for each other; some, if despite pulling away from the family circle by
one parent, the remaining parent and the children had warm close ties;
none, if home was ‘just a place to hang your hat,’ self-interest of members
exceeding the group interest.

Rank of Boy among Siblings—refers to boy’s order of birth among living
siblings, including half- and step—siblin‘%'ss (only child, firstborn, youngest,
or occupying a position between the firstborn and the youngest—i.e., a
middle child).

Rearing in Broken Home—a broken home is one from which one or both
parents were absent by reason of death, desertion, separation or divorce,
or were away from the home for at least a year because of imprisonment,
illness, or distant employment.

Age of Boy at First Breach in Family Life—refers to age at which the nor-
mal family pattern of life with both own parents was first disrupted by
desertion, separation, divorce, or death of a parent, or absence of a parent
from the home for at least a year by reason of imprisonment, illness, or
distant employment.

Rearing by Parent Substitutes—includes rearing by step-parent, foster
parent, or relative (grandparent, aunt, older sibling), but does not include
instances in which a boy spent brief periods away from his own parents (or
parent) in foster home or with relatives.
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HH. Affection of Father for Boy

I1.  Affection of Mother for Boy—regarded as: warm, if parent was outwardly
sympathetic, kind, attached, even overprotective; indifferent, if parent did
not give the child much attention but was not outwardly hostile; hostile, if
parent openly rejected the child.

JJ.  Affection of Siblings for Body—eonoerns itself with whether the boy was
loved by all his brothers and sisters (own, half, step) or regarded with in-
difference or even hostility by one or more of them.

KK. Discipline of Boy by Father

LL. Discipline of Boy by Mother—refers to usual or typical discipline of the
boy on the part of the parent or of a parent surrogate (if he has lived with
the latter at least since he was three years old). Regarded as: /ax, if parent
was negligent, indifferent, let boy do what he liked; overstrict, if parent was
harsh, unreasoning, demanding obedience through fear; erratic, if parent
vacillated between strictness and laxity, was not consistent in control;
firm but kindly, if discipline was based on sound reason which the boy
understood and accepted as fair.

MM. Physical Punishment of Boy by Father

0OO0. Physical Punishment of Boy by Mother—refers to rough handling, strap-
pings, and beatings eliciting fear and resentment in a boy and not to casual
or occasional slapping, which was not accompanied by rage or hostility.

NN. Threatening or Scolding of Boy by Father
PP. Threatening or Scolding of Boy by Mother—refers to threats that elicited
fear in the boy.

QQ. Number of Moves—refers to the number of moves from one address to
another within a given period of time.

RR. Emotional Ties of Boy to Father

TT. Emotional Ties of Boy to Mother—considered: atfached, if boy had a
warm emotional bond to the father and/or mother as reflected in a close
association with the parent and in wanting to be helpful to the parent, in
expressions of admiration for the parent, and so on.

SS. Acceptability of Father to Boy for Emulation—'ud§ed by a boy’s respect
for his father and a desire to pattern himself on his father even though the
pattern was not necessarily a good one.
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EXHIBIT C-2

SOCIAL FACTOR INCIDENCE AMONG DELINQUENTS
AND NONDELINQUENTS

(From Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency)

Per of the R ive Factor Totals
Factor Delin- delin- Differ-
Identification® Factors and Subcategoriest Quents  quents ences P

{ B. (VI-T){% Crowded Home (More than Two

Occupants per Bedroom) 32:7% 24-8% 7-9% -01
/ C. (VIII-8) Unclean and Disorderly Home
(Sporadically or Habitually) 513 34-5 168 01
E. (IX-2) One or Both Parents Foreign-Born 58-0  61-1 -31 —
—F. (IX-10) - Delinquency of Father 662 32:0 342 014
-G. (IX-10) Delinquency of Mother 448 150 29-8 01 4
_H. (IX-10) Alcoholism of Father 628 390 238 01
1. (IX-10) Alcoholism of Mother- 23-0 70 160 01
J. (IX-10) Emotional Disturbance of Father 44 0 180 260 -01K
XK. (IX-10) Emotional Disturbance of Mother  40-2 17-6 226 -01
-L. (IX-10) Serious Physical Ailment of Father 396 286 11-:0 01
M. (IX-10) Serious Physical Ailment of Mother 48 6 330 156 01
-N. (IX-14) Financial Dependence of Family
(Usually Dependent) 36-2 14-6 21-6 -01
—0. (IX-18) Poor Work Habits of Father )
(Fair or Poor) 62:4 289 335 01 ¥
-P. (X-1) Poor Management of Family .
’ Income (Partially Planned or
Haphazard) 66:3 438 225 01
Q. (X-2) Careless Household Routine
(Partially Planned or Haphazard) 756  50-9 247 01
R. (X-3) Lack of Cultural Refinement in
Home 91-7 819 98 01
~S. (X-4) Lack of Family Self-Respect——— 432 10-1———33-1 -01 —4—
T, (X-5) Lack of Family Ambition 894 699 195 01
U. (X-6) Poor Conduct Standards of Family 904 540 364 01 Y
V. X-7 Incompatibility of Parents
(Fair or Poor) 632 347 285 01 «x
W. (X-8) Dominance of Mother in Family
Affairs 496 497 -01 —
“X. (X-9) Gainful Employment of Mother 470 330 140 -01
Y. (X-10) Unsuitable Supervision of Boy by
Mother 639 130 509 01 4
—Z. (X-11) Lack of Family Group Recreations 674 379 295 01 %
LAA, (X-12) Parents Uninterested in Boy’s
Companions 796 619 177  -01
_BB. (X-13) X Meager Recreational Facilities
for Boy in Home 533 359 174 01

* Numbers in parentheses refer to table numbers in Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency.
Some of the figures in this table do not agree with those published in Unraveling
Juvenile Delinquency; all the changes in percentages are small and in no way affect
the analysis of the factors made in Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency; the difference in
the P’s are usually the result of the subcategory combinations.

1 The subcategories or combinations of subcategories are indicated in parentheses.
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Percentages of the Respective Factor Totals
Non-

Factor Delin-  delin-  Differ-
Identification* Factors and Subcategoriest quents  quents ences P
_£C. X-19 Lack of Family Cohesiveness
(Some or None) 840 383% 457% 01 N
‘DD. (XI-5) Rank of Boy among Siblings
(Middle Child) 60-0 482 11-8 -01
EE. (XI-8) Rearing in Broken Home 606 342 264 014
FF. (XI-9) Boy less than Five Years of Age at
First Breach in Family Life 568 473 95 .05
GG. (XI-12)  Rearing by Parent Substitutes 460 120 340 -01 ¥
HH. (XI-13) Indifference or Hostility of
. Father to Boy . 598__194 - 404 -0l ¥
II. (XI-14) Indifference or Hostility of ,
Mother to Boy 279 " T45 ~"234 01 ¥
JJ. (XI-18) Indifference or Hostility of -
Siblings to Boy 28-2 72 210 01

KK. (XI-22) Unsuitable Discipline of Boy by N
Father (Lax, Overstrict or N
Erratic) = 94.3— 44-5— 49-8 X.01 £
LL. (XI-22) Unsuitable Discipline of Boy by
Mother (Lax, Overstrict or

Erratic) 958 ~—34-4 — 614 01 £
~MM. (XI-23)  Physical Punishment of Boy by
Father 67-8 347 331 01 ¥
NN. (XI-23) Threatening or Scolding of Boy
by Father 322 315 or —
©0. (XI1-22) Physical Punishment of Boy by
Mother 556 346 210 -01
PP. (XI-23) Threatening or Scolding of Boy
by Mother 469 370 99 -01
QQ. (XII1-2) Frequent Moving (Eight or More
Times) 536 186 350 01 ¥
RR. (XI-15) Indifference or Hostility of Boy
to Father 673 349 324 01 4
8S. (XI-16) Unacceptability of Father to Boy
for Emulation 30-6 70 236 01 v
TT. (XI-17) Indifference or Hostility of Boy to
Mother 351 102 249 01 v
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DATA FOR ANALYSIS OF
TRAIT FORMATION BASED ON NON-
DELINQUENTS OF UNRAVELING

JUVENILE DELINQUENCY
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TABLE D-1. POOR HEALTH IN INFANCY

Number  Percentages S}(n(ﬁcance Probable Nature
of Non- of Respective of Variation of Relatlonship
lin-  Subcate, between between Factor
Factor and Subcategories quents Tot, Subcategories and Trait
L. Serious Physical Ailment
of Father
Present 23 161% ]
Absent 23 70 05 Not Clear

TABLE D-3. EXTREME RESTLESSNESS IN
EARLY CHILDHOOD

Ajf_uxber Pe'r_untagf: Siggxlﬁ,caglce Prol'»‘al:le,Na{qu
odell?:- oSuboa‘;e ory l;:;ween % tween Factors
Factors and Subcategorles quents Tot, Subcategorles and Trait
K.  Emotional Disturbance
of Mother
Present 35 39-8% ] 05 Contributory
Absent 115 279
V.  Conjugal Relations of
Parents
Broken Relationship 16 21:6% ].05 Contributory
Incompatible 42 429 ] 05
Compatible 90 279
BB. Recreational Facilities (\\ ™
~JoF Boy i Home -~
Meager T 38 21-2%, ] 02 Reactive
Adequate or Some 112 350
JJ.  Affection of Siblings for
Boy
Indifferent or Hostile 17 53-1% ]_05 Not Clear
Warm 111 27-0
KK. Discipline of Boy by
Father
Lax 25 30-5% Reactive
Overstrict 14 350
Erratic 34 41-5 ]-10
Firm but Kindly 66 259
MM. Physical Punishment of
Boy by Father
Used 60 38-7% ] .05 Not Clear
Not Used 75 257
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TABLE D-3. EXTREME RESTLESSNESS IN
EARLY CHILDHOOD (Continued)

Number  Per Signifi Probable Nature
of Non- of Respective of Variations of Relationships
delin- Subcategory between between Factors
Factors and Subcategories quents Totals Subcategories and Trait
NN. Threatening or Scolding
of Boy by Father
Used 53 37-6% ].05 Not Clear
Not Used 82 268
0O. Physical Punishment of
Boy by Mother
Used 63 37:3% ] .05 Not Clear
Not Used 84 263

TABLE D-4. ENURESIS IN EARLY CHILDHOOD

Number  Per Signifi Probable Nature
of Non- of Respective of Variation of Relationship
delin-  Subcategory between between Factor
Factor and Subcategories quents Totals Subcategories and Trait
JJ.  Affection of Siblings for
Boy
Indifferent or Hostile 10 31-3% ] .05 Not Clear
Warm 50 12:2
TABLE D-6. CYANOSIS
Numb, Per Signifi Probable Nature
of Non- of Respective of Variations of Relationships
delin-  Subcategory between tween Factors
Factors and Subcategories quents Totals Subcategories and Trait
MM. Physical Punishment of
Boy by Father .
Used 78 50:3% ] 05 Reactive
Not Used 114 392
TT. Emotional Ties of Boy
to Mother
Indifferent or Hostile
or Noncommittal 33 64:7% ] 02 Reactive
Attached 184 41-1
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Analysis of Trait Formation

TABLE D-7. DERMOGRAPHIA

Number Percentages Significance Probable Nature
of Non- of Respective of Variati of Relationshi,

delin- Subcategory between between Factors
Factors and Subcategories quents Totals Subcategories and Trait
F.  Delinquency of Father
Present 80 50-0% ].05 Not Clear
Absent 211 62:2
G.  Delinquency of Mother
Present 31 41-3% ]_02 Not Clear
Absent 260 61-3
S. Self-Respect of Family
None 19 38-8% ].05 Not Clear
Marked 141 60-3
Y.  Supervision of Boy by
Mother
Unsuitable 28 43-8% Not Clear
Fair 60 56-1 05
Suitable 198 62-1

AA. Parents’ Attitude to
Boy’s Companions

Inhospitable 51 46-8% Not Clear
Indifferent 119 60-1 05
Warm 119 63-3

BB. Recreational Facilities |
~ for Boy in Home i

Meager 91 50-8% ]_05 Not Clear
Adequate or Some 200 627
OO. Physical Punishment of
Boy by Mother
Used 80 47-3%, ] 02 Not Clear
Not Used 203 63:6 :

TABLE D-9. GENITAL UNDERDEVELOPMENT

Number Percentages Significance Probable Nature

of Non- of Respective Variation of Relationship
delin-  Subcategory between between Factor
Factor and Subcategories quents Tot. Subcategories and Trait
RR. Emotional Ties of Boy
to Father
Indifferent or Hostile
or Noncommittal 16 92% ] .05 Reactive
Attached 50 15-5
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TABLE D-10. STRENGTH OF HAND GRIP
(Dynamometric Strength—75 Kilograms and Over)

Numb Signifi Probable Nature
oj'Nona of i of Variati of Relationshi
delin-  Subcategory between between Factors
Factors and Subcategories quents Tot. Subcategories and Trait
V.  Conjugal Relations of
Parents
Broken Relationship 30 4229, Contributory
Incompatible 33 340 ] .05
Compatible 154 480
Y.  Supervision of Boy by
Mother
Unsuitable 20 31-7% ] Reactive
Fair 45 429 10
Suitable 148 46'7
BB. Recreationgl Facilities
for Boy in Home
Meager 64 362% ] .05 Reactive
Adequate or Some 153 48-3
FF. Age of Boy at First
Breach in Family Life
Less than Five Years 29 362% Contributory
Five to Ten Years 25 500 05
Ten Years or Older 23 60-5
LL. Discipline of Boy by
Mother
Lax 18 31-0% Reactive
Overstrict 3 375
Erratic 35 347 ] 05
Firm but Kindly 160 49-8

TABLE D-11. LOW VERBAL INTELLIGENCE
(Wechsler Verbal 1.Q.—below 80)

Number  Percentages Significance P;_obable Nature

of Non- of R of Var Relati
delin- Suboategory between between Factors
Factors and Subcategories quents Totals Subcategories and Trait
B.  Crawding of Home.
More than Two Occu-
pants per Bedroom
(excluding Infants) 30 24-2% Contributory
One or Two Occu- -05
pants per Bedroom 51 13-6
V.  Conjugal Relations of
Parents
Broken Relationship 6 81% Contributory
Incompatible 26 265 02
Compatible 49 15-2
JJ.  Affection of Siblings for
Boy
Indifferent or Hostile 12 37-5% ]_05 Contributory
Warm 62 151
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TABLE D-12. HIGH PERFORMANCE INTELLIGENCE

(Wechsler Performance 1.Q.—101 and Over)

Number Percentages Significance Probable Nature
a{;e };I::- og ulll’es);ective of Z’ea‘rlatlon: baf tfelat;?n.;hip:
calegor) ween etween raclors
Factors and Subcategories quents Totalg Y Subcategories and Trait
C.  Cleanliness and Order-
liness of Home
Sporadically Clean
and Neat or Habi-
tually Disorderly 55 32:2% ] Contributory
Normally Clean and ‘05
Neat 153 472
Q.  Household Routine
Partially Planned or
Haphazard 93 3739, ] 05 Contributory
Well Planned 113 47-1 .
LL. Discipline of Boy by Mother
Lax 34 586% ] Contributory
Overstrict 2 250 05
Erratic 37 356
Firm but Kindly 136 420
TABLE D-13. ORIGINALITY
Number Percentages Significance Probable Nature
et ofenls o el gl
'Or, ween We 'aclor:.
Factors and Subcategories quents Tote 7 Subcategories and Tralt
X.  Usual Occupation of
Mother
Occasionally Employed
Outside Home 28 38-9% 7 Contributory
Regularly Employed ‘05
Outside Home 21 231
Housewife 75 227 -
Y.  Supervision of Boy by
Mother
Unsuitable 24 38-19% n Contributory
Fair 28 26-2 05
Suitable 71 22-5 .
AA. Parents’ Attitude to
Boy’s Companions
Inhospitable 35 3249, T Contributory
Indifferent 55 281 05
Warm 36 193 N
BB. Recreational Facilities
Jor Boy in Home
Meager 55 31-1% ] 05 Contributory
Adequate or Some ! 22:4
F.E.D.—Q 229
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TABLE D-14. BANALITY

Nuxber Pe;cenmg.e: Slg_vzliﬁlca{lce Prol:’algle,Nat'l{re
o{iell‘r)n'-l erub:;‘t’: cgr‘; o b'e‘;'ween getween Factors
Factors and Subcategories Quents Tota Subcategories and Trait
P.  Management of Family
Income
Partially Planned or
Haphazard 77 3749, ] .05 Contributory
Entirely Planned 69 264
R.  Cultural Refinement in
Home
None 126 33:2% ] .05 Contributory
Marked or Slight 19 22-1
MM. Physical Punishment of
Boy by Father
Used 58 39-2% ]_05 Not Clear
Not Used 78 289
PP. Threatening or Scolding
of Boy by Mother
Used 68 38-9% ]_05 Not Clear
Not Used 77 26'6

TABLE D-15. MARKED POWER OF OBSERVATION

Number Percentages Significance Probable Nature
of Non- of Respective of Variati of Relationshi)

delin-  Subcategory between between Factors
Factors and Subcategories quents Tot: Subcategories and Trait
Y.  Supervision of Boy by
Mother
Unsuitable 35 56:5% Contributory
Fair 73 68-2 :| 05
Suitable 233 74-4
AA. Parents’ Attitude to
Boy’s Companions
Inhospitable 71 67-0% Contributory
Indifferent 129 66-2 ] .05
Warm 144 770
BB. Recreational Facilities
for Boy in Home
Meager 113 64:6% ] .05 Contributory
Adequate or Some 233 74-0
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Analysis of Trait Formation
TABLE D-17. TENDENCY TO PHANTASY

Number Percentages Significance Probable Nature
of Non- of Respective of Variati of Relationship
delin- ubcategory between between Faciors
Factors and Subcategories quents Tot Subcategories and Trait

J. Emotional Disturbance

of Father
Present 35 40-7% ] .10 Contributory
Absent 123 307
M.  Serious Physical Ailment
of Mother
Present 61 376% ] 10 Contributory
Absent 97 298
Z.  Family Group
Recreations
Never 68 37-4% ] 10 Contributory
Often or Occasional 89 29-6

AA. Parents’ Attitude to
Boy's Companions

Inhospitable 4 41:19% Contributory
Indifferent 66 346 05
Warm 48 259

FF. Age of Boy at First
Breach in Family

Life
Less than Five Years 28 35-9% Contributory
Five to Ten Years 16 327 05
Ten Years or Older 5 13-5
TABLE D-18. COMMON SENSE
Number Percentages Significance Probable Nature
of Non- of Respective of Variations of Relationships
delin-  Subcategory between between Factors
Factors and Subcategories quents Totals Subcategories and Trait

Y.  Supervision of Boy by

Mother
Unsuitable 43 70-5% Contributory
Fair 82 79-6 10
Suitable 257 834

BB. Recreational Facilities
for Boy in Home

Meager 129 75-0%, ] 05 Contributory
Adequate or Some 259 841 ’
DD. Rank of Boy among
Siblings
Middle 194 82:9% ] 05 Contributory
Only Child 24 61-5
Firstborn 75 81:5 10
Youngest 96 828
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TABLE D-19. UNMETHODICAL APPROACH TO PROBLEMS

Numb Per Stgnifi Probable Nature
of Non- of Respective of Variation of Relationship
delin-  Subcategory tween between Factor
Factor and Subcategories quents Tot Subcategories and Trait
C.  Cleanliness and Order-
liness of Home
Sporadically Clean
and Neat or
Habitually Dis-
orderly 116 70-39% Contributory
Normally Clean and 10
Neat 186 61-8

TABLE D-20. POTENTIAL CAPACITY FOR
OBJECTIVE INTERESTS

Number Percentages Significance Probable Nature
oge Il"b‘:-"- x.r_gf ufe:fective ofb:arlation l?ef ﬁ:lat;'gns’hlp
categor, ween en racior
Factor and Subcategories quents Tota ” Subcategories and Trait
BB. Recreational Facilities
for Boy in Home
Meager 58 47-5% ] 05 Contributory
Adequate or Some 109 59-2
TABLE D-21. SOCIAL ASSERTIVENESS
Number Percentages Significance Probable Nature
of Non- of Respective of Variations of Relationship
delin-  Subcategory between between Factor
Factor and Subcategories quents Tota Subcategorles
KK. Discipline of Boy by
Father
Lax 22 32:8% ],1 0 Contributory
Overstrict 4 121 .10
Erratic 14 212
Firm but Kindly 38 180
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TABLE D-22. DEFIANCE

Number Percentages Significance Probable Nature
of Non- of Rc:pecﬂve of Variation of Relationship
delin-  Subcate, between between Factor
Factor and Subcategories quents Tot Subcategories and Trait
AA. Parents’ Attitude to
Boy’s Companions
Inhospitable 15 15-5% Contributory
Indifferent 27 14-1 ] 05
Warm 11 62

TABLE D-23. MARKED SUBMISSIVENESS TO AUTHORITY

Number Percentages
of Non- of Respective
delin-  Subcategory

Factors and Subcategories Tot

quents

Significance le Nature
of Variations ékelatiamhlm
between

tween Facton
Subcategories

J. Emotional Disturbance

of Father
Present 76 86-4%
Absent 309 78-0
HH. Affection of Father for
Boy
Indifferent or Hostile 79 87-8%
Warm 290 773

Contributory

]0s
]os

Contributory

TABLE D-24. AMBIVALENCE TO AUTHORITY

Number Percentages

Significance Probable Nature

of Non- of Respective qf Variation of Relationship
delin-  Subcat between between Factor
Factor and Subcategories quents Tot Subcategories and Trait
11.  Affection of Mother for
Boy
Indifferent or Hostile 8 53:3% ] 05 Not Clear
Warm 63 18-4
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TABLE D-25. ENHANCED FEELING OF INSECURITY

Number Percentages Significance Probable Nature
of Non- af Respective of Variations of Relationships
delin-  Subcategory between between Factors
Factors and Subcategories quents To. Subcategories and Trait
G.  Delinquency of Mother
Present 26 39-49, ] 10 Contributory
Absent 102 269
T.  Ambitiousness of
Family
None 96 31-3% ] 10 Contributory
Marked or Slight 29 228
Y.  Supervision of Boy by
Mother
Unsuitable 24 42-1%, Contributory
Fair 32 327 05
Suitable 69 24-6
BB. Recreational Facilities
Jfor Boy in Home
Meager 58 36:0% ] 05 Contributory
Adequate or Some 70 247
CC. Family Cohesiveness
Some or None 59 34-1% ]_10 Contributory
Marked 69 25-4
LL. Discipline of Boy by
Mother
Lax 23 45-1% Contributory
Overstrict 2 28-6 05
Erratic 34 351
Firm but Kindly 68 239

TABLE D-26. MARKED FEELING OF NOT BEING
WANTED OR LOVED

Number Percentages Significance Probable Nature
Tt Kdsarerors L bewern Lotvoron e
egor. en een raci
Factors and Subcategories quents Total 7 Subcategories and Trait *
B.  Crowding of Home
‘More than Two Occu-
pants per Bedroom
(excluding Infants) 96 92:3% Contributory
One or Two Occupanis 10
per Bedroom 249 86'5
JJ.  Affection of Siblings for
Boy
Indifferent or Hostile 24 96-0% ].1 0 Contributory
Warm 285 88-2
KK. Discipline of Boy by
Father
Lax 56 80-0% ] -05 Contributory
Overstrict 28 966
Erratic 57 89-1
Firm but Kindly 177 91-2
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TABLE D-27. FEELING OF NOT BEING

TAKEN CARE OF

Number Percentages s:gniﬁcam:e Probable Nature
a_&);l::- 4 Rupecll:e oSy l;;'wen g{;:v:en ,Faclon
Factors and Subcategorlies Quents Tot, 4 Subcategories and Trait
B.  Crowding of Home- - -
. .~ ‘More than Two Occu-
pafits per Bédroon
(excluding Infants) 28 38:4% Contributory
One or Two Occu- -05
pants per Bedroom 49 20-0
O. Usual u;'ork Habits of
Father
Poor 8 57-1% Contributory
Fair 19 26-8 -05
Good 43 20-7
P. Management of Family
Income
Partially Planned or
Haphazard 47 32:9% ] 02 Contributory
Entirely Planned 30 17-5 :
Q.  Household Routine
Partially Planned or
Haphazard 49 31-6% ].05 Contributory
Well Planned 28 182
T.  Ambitiousness of Family
None 59 28:1% ] .05 Contributory
Marked or Slight 17 17-0
U.  Conduct Standards of Family
Poor 48 28-29%, ] .10 Contributory
Good or Fair 29 19-6
Y. Supervisizn of Boy by
Mother
Unsuitable 18 41-9% Contributory
Fair 25 38-5 -02] 02
Suitable 32 15-5
Z. Family Group
Recreations
Never 37 29-8% ] -10 Contributory
Often or Occasional 40 20-8
AA. Parents’ Attitude to
Boy's Companions
Inhospitable 26 366% Contributory
Indifferent 36 29-8 -02] 02
Warm 15 12-2
BB, Recreational Facilities
) " for Boy in Home
"X~ Meager 46 44-2% ]~01 Contributory
Adequate or Some 31 14-6
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TABLE D-27. FEELING OF NOT BEING
TAKEN CARE OF (Continued)

Numb Per Signifi Probable Nature
i ierrors ¥ betwein™  Shiween Pactins
Factors and Subcategorles quents rmff" Subcategories and Trait
HH. Affection of Father for
Boy
Indifferent or Hostile 20 36-49% ]‘05 Contributory
Warm 55 219
KK. Discipline of Boy by
Father
16 30-8% Contributory
Overstrict 11 47-8
Erratic 15 294 -05
Firm but Kindly 30 179
LL. Disclplln; of Boy by
Mother
Lax 18 50-0% Contributory
Overstrict 2 40-0 02
Erratic 25 38-5 ].02
Firm but Kindly 31 149
MM. Physical Punt:hn;lent of
Boy by Father
sed 32 33:3% ] 05 Contributory
Not Used 40 211 .
RR. Emotional Ties of Boy
to Father
Indifferent or Hostile
or Noncommittal 36 33-6% ] 05 Reactive
Attached 41 195
SS. Acceptability of Father
;Z Boy for Emu-
tion
Unacceptable 38 29-2% ] 05 Reactive
Acceptable 28 185
TT. Emotional Ties of Boy to
Mother
Indifferent or Hostile
or Noncommittal 15 39-5% ] 05 Reactive
Attached 62 22-2
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TABLE D-28. MARKED FEELING OF NOT BEING
TAKEN SERIOUSLY

Number Percentages Significance Probable Nature
of Non- of Respective of Variations of Relationships
delin- Subcategory between tween Factors
Factors and Subcategories quents Tot, Subcategories Trait

B.  Crowding of Home

More than Two Occu-
pants per Bedroom Contributory
(excluding Infants) 52 60-5% ]

One or Two Occu- 10
pants per Bedroom 136 48-7

K. Emotional Disturbance

of Mother
Present 43 62-3% ] .05 Contributory
Absent 146 492
X.  Usual Occupation of
Mother
Occasionally Em-
ployed Outside
Home 36 62:1% Contributory
Regularly Employed 10
Outside Home 38 594
Housewife 115 473

AA. Parents’ Attitude to
Boy’s Companions

Inhospitable 45 58-49% Contributory
Indifferent 920 581 -05] 05
Warm 53 40-5 :
BB. Recreational Facilities
Jor Boy in Home
Meager 81 58-7% ] 05 Contributory
Adequate or Some 108 476
LL.  Discipline of Boy by
Mother
Lax 33 67-3% ]-01 Contributory
Overstrict 5 100-0 05] 01
Erratic 47 58-8 01
Firm but Kindly 103 44-6
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TABLE D-29. FEELING OF HELPLESSNESS

Number Percentages Significance Probable Nature
of Non- of Respective of Variations of Relationships
delin- Subcategory between between Factor
Factors and Subcategories quents Totals Subcategories and Tralt

B.  Crowding of Home

More than Two Occu-
pants per Bedroom
(excluding Infants) 64 64-0% Contributory
One or Two Occu- 05
pants per Bedroom 153 510
G.  Delinquency of Mother
Present 39 65-0% ] 10 Contributory
Absent 179 52-5 '
P.  Management of Family
Income
Partially Planned or
Haphazard 107 60-5% ]'05 Contributory
Entirely Planned - 110 50-0
Y.  Supervision of Boy by
Mother
Unsuitable 37 71-2% Contributory
Fair 53 61-6 02
Suitable 123 48-0

AA. Parents’ Attitude to
Boy’s Companions

Inhospitable 51 56:7% Contributory
Indifferent 105 64-8 ] o1
Warm 61 41-8

BB. Recreational Facilities
Jor Boy in Home

Meager 103 68:7% ] 01 Contributory
Adequate or Some 115 46-0
KK. Discipline of Boy by
Father
32 45-1% ] .05 Contributory
Overstrict 22 73-3
Erratic 37 56-1
Firm but Kindly 105 533
LL. Discipline of Boy by
Mother
Lax 39 76:5% Contributory
Overstrict 6 750 02
Erratic 56 66-7 ] 02
Firm but Kindly 115 45-5
MM. Physical Punishment of
Boy by Father
Used 77 64:7% ] 05 Contributory
Not Used 119 50-0
OO. Physical Punishment of
Boy by Mother
Used 85 60-3% ]-10 Contributory
Not Used 129 51-4
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TABLE D-30. FEELING OF NOT BEING APPRECIATED

Number Percentages Significance Probable Nature
of Non- of Respective of Variations of Relationships
delin- Subcategory between between Factors
Factors and Subcategories quents Tot Subcategories and Trait

AA. Parents’ Attitude to
Boy's Companions

Inhospitable 32 43-8% Contributory
Indifferent 39 277 -Ol] 02
Warm 14 10-4
BB. Recreational Facllities
for Boy in Home
Meager 44 35-5% ]'02 Contributory
Adequate or Some 42 186

TABLE D-31. FEAR OF FAILURE AND DEFEAT

Number Percentages Significance Probable Nature
of Non~ of Respective of Variations of Relationship
delin~  Subcategory between between Factor
Factor and Subcategories quents Tot, Subcategories and Tralt

LL. Discipline of Boy by

Mother
Lax 45 84-9% Contributory
Overstrict 4 57-1 ]05] o1
Erratic 62 667
Firm but Kindly 160 58-0

TABLE D-32. FEELING OF RESENTMENT

Number Percentages Significance P;obable Nature
, oy ‘of Relationshi

of Non- of Resp of Var
delin-  Subcategory between between Factors
Factors and Subcategories quents Tot: Subcategories and Trait

X.  Usual Occupation of
Mother

Occasionally Em-

ployed Outside

Home 31 63-3% . Contributory
Regularly Employed 10
Outside Home 29 52-7
Housewife 102 472
II.  Affection of Mother for
Boy
Indifferent or Hostile 13 86:7% ] 01 Contributory
Warm 148 49-0
LL. Discipline of Boy by
Mother
Lax 26 66-7% Contributory
Overstrict 4 80-0 10
Erratic 34 486
Firm but Kindly 95 46-8
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TABLE D-34. HOSTILITY

ivfuxlber o};_elrecemagﬁn jlgllﬁl‘a‘l:na ProbableR ble Nature
on- €S lﬂm’llpl
delin- Subcae:co:; u"fmf."’ g:m:en Factors
Factors and Subcategories quents Tot Subcategories and Trait
H.  Alcoholism of Father
Present 91 63-6% ] .05 Contributory
Absent 112 509
L.  Serious Physical Ailment
of Father
Present 67 64-49%, ] .08 Contributory
Absent 136 52-5
U.  Conduct Standards of
Family
Poor 120 60-6% ] .05 Contributory
Good or Fair 83 50-3
X.  Usual Occupation of
Mother
Occasionally Em- -
ployed Outside
Home 43 74-1% Contributory
Regularly Employed 02
Outside Home 36 63-2
Housewife 123 49-8
HH. Affection of Father for
Boy
Indifferent or Hostile 50 70-4%, ],05 Contributory
Warm 148 53-6
II.  Affection of Mother for
Boy
Indifferent or Hostile 12 75:0% ].1 0 Contributory
Warm 189 55-1
KK. Dx’sciplir;le of Boy by
Father
36 56-3% Contributory
Overstrict 19 61-3
Erratic 42 77-8 ] 01
Firm but Kindly 89 486
LL. Disciplln; of Boy by
Mother
Lax 32 62:7% ] 01 Contributory
Overstrict 7 100-0 ] .01
Erratic 4 55-0 -01
Firm but Kindly 117 52-9
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TABLE D-35. MARKED SUSPICIOUSNESS

Number Percentages Significance Probable Nature
oﬁelz:-”- R':f‘ cz‘" nfb?;‘;,‘;“"’ %;'f;elen‘l"acll,o'u
Factors and Subcategorles Quents Tot. 7 Subcategories and Tralt
B. Crowding of Home
More than Two Occu-
pants per Bedroom
(excluding Infants) 34 33-39, Contributory
One or Two Occu- ‘10
pants per Bedroom 73 239
E. Nativity of Parents
Both Native 28 17-6% Contributory
One Native, Other 05 .05
Foreign-Born 33 333
Both Foreign-Born 44 299
T. Ambitiousness of Family
None 87 31-0% ].02 Contributory
Marked or Slight 21 17-6
BB. Recreational Facilities
for Boy in Home
Meager 54 35-1% ] 05 Contributory
Adequate or Some 54 213
FF. Age of Boy at First
Breach in Family
Life
Less than Five Years 22 31-:9% ]_05 Contributory
Five to Ten Years 5 11-4
Ten Years or Older 9 290
TABLE D-36. DESTRUCTIVENESS
Number Percentages Significance Probable Nature
of Non- of Respective of Variati of Relationshi,
delin- Subcalazgory between between Factors
Factors and Subcategories quents Tot, Subcategorles and Trait
B. Crowding of Home
More than Two Occu-
pants per Bedroom
(excluding Infants) 24 22:6% Contributory
One or Two Occu- -05
pants per Bedroom 41 129
P.  Management of Family
Income
Partially Planned or
Haphazard 36 19-7% ] 05 Contributory
Entirely Planned 29 12:4
Q.  Household Routine
Partially Planned or
Haphazard 39 18-8% ] .10 Contributory
Well Planned 26 12:6
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TABLE D-36. DESTRUCTIVENESS (Continued)

Numb Per Signifi Probable Nature
of Non-  of Respective of Variati of Relationship
delin- Subcategory between between Factors
Factors and Subcategories quents Totals Subcategories and Trait
V.  Conjugal Relations of
Parents
Broken Relationship 4 67% ]-0 5 Contributory
Incompatible 18 22:2
Compatible 43 15:5
X.  Usual Occupation of
Mother
Occasionally Em-
ployed Outside
Home 13 22-8% Contributory
Regularly Employed ‘10
Outside Home 7 9-0
Housewife 45 157
AA. Parents’ Attitude to
Boy’s Companions
Inhospitable 22 25-39%, Contributory
Indifferent 30 17-2 -02] 05
Warm 13 81
BB. Recreational Facilities
for Boy in Home
Meager 35 23-2% ] .02 Contributory
Adequate or Some 30 111
JJ.  Affection of Siblings for
Boy
Indifferent or Hostile 11 40-79% ]_05 Not Clear
Warm 46 130

TABLE D-37. FEELING OF ISOLATION

Number Percentages Significance Probable Nature
of Non- of Respective of Variations of Relationships
delin-  Subcategory between between Factors
Factors and Subcategories quents Tot, Subcategories and Trait
B. Crowding of Home
- More than Two Occu-
pants per Bedroom
(excluding Infants) 40 46-09%, T Contributory
One or two Occu- 05
pants per Bedroom 87 32-8 N
X.  Usual Occupation of
Mother
Occasionally Employed
Outside Home 28 52:8% 7 Contributory
Regularly Employed .05
Outside Home 20 323 _f
Housewife 80 33-8
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TABLE D-37. FEELING OF ISOLATION (Continued)

Number  Percentages Significance Probable Nature
a{l.elyi:'-'- f‘srugfsz c;ive Ofb;;‘;’u;eer.l y: et:'e'en'l"a;tar
Factors and Subcategories quents Tota ’ Subcategories and Trait
Y.  Supervision of Boy by
Mother
Unsuitable 20 44-49, Contributory
Fair 38 469 ].05
Suitable 66 300
AA. Parents’ Attitude to
Boys® Companions
Inhospitable 38 45-8% Contributory
Indifferent 59 415 ] -05] .05
Warm 31 246
BB. Recreational Facilities
for Boy in Home
Meager 66 49:6% ] 02 Contributory
Adequate or Some 62 28-3
LL. Disciplin; of Boy by
Mother
31 67:4% Contributory
Overstrict 2 40-0 ] -05:] 01
Erratic 31 39-2
Firm but Kindly 62 283
TABLE D-38. DEFENSIVE ATTITUDE
Numb Per Signifi Probable Nature
of Non- of Respective of Vari of Relationship
delin-  Subcategory between between Factors
Factors and Subcategories quents Tot. Subcategories Trait
G.  Delinquency of Mother
Present 58-1% ] .05 Contributory
Absent - 151 421
CC. Family Cohesiveness
Some or None 79 50-3% ]_1 0 Contributory
Marked 108 40-9
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TABLE D-39. MARKED DEPENDENCE ON OTHERS

Number  Percentages Significance Probable Nature
of Non- of Respective of Variations of Relationships

delin-  Subcategory between between Factors
Factors and Subcategories Quents Tot. Subcategories and Trait
J. Emoti;nal Disturbance
of Father
Present 80 93-0% ] 05 Contributory
Absent 329 839
O.  Usual Work Habits of
Father
Poor 24 96-0% Contributory
Fair 89 87-3 05
Good 261 839
FF. Age of Boy at First
Breach in Family
Life
Less than Five Years 72 91-1% ].05 Contributory
Five to Ten Years 36 73-5
Ten Years or Older 29 806
LL. Discipline of Boy by
Mother
Lax 52 96:3% Contributory
Overstrict 7 87-5 02
Erratic 90 90-0
Firm but Kindly 258 83-0
MM. Physical Punishment of
Boy by Father
Used 139 92:7% ] 02 Contributory
Not Used 231 82-8

TABLE D-40. FEELING OF BEING ABLE TO
MANAGE OWN LIFE

Number Percentages Significance Probable Nature
of Non- of Respective of Varlations %Relauomhlp:
delin-  Subcategory between tween Factors
Factors and Subcategorles quents Totals Subcategories and Trait

AA. Parents’ Attitude to
Boy's Companions

Inhospitable 44 579% Contributory
Indifferent 79 56-8 -05] .05
Warm 85 75-2
BB. Recreational Facilities
for Boy in Home
Meager 62 49:6% ] o1 Contributory
Adequate or Some 148 722
CC. Family Cohesiveness
Some or None n 577% ]-10 Contributory
Marked 140 673
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Analysis of Trait Formation

TABLE D-40. FEELING OF BEING ABLE TO
MANAGE OWN LIFE (Continued)

Number  Percentages Significance Probable Nature
of Non- Respective  of Variatit of Relationshi,
delin- Subcategory between between Factors
Factors and Subcategories quents Tot Subcategories and Trait
LL. Discipline of Boy by
Mother

Lax 16 41-0% Contributory

Overstrict 5 83-3 .02

Erratic 41 53-2 ] .05

Firm but Kindly 147 717

TABLE D-41. NARCISSISTIC TRENDS

Number
of Non- of Resp

Percentages Significance Probable Nature
(i of Variatia of Relationships

delin-  Subcategory between between Factors
Factors and Subcategories quents Totals Subcategories and Trait
Z.  Family Group
Recreations
Never 33 19-1% ] 05 Contributory
Often or Occasional 32 114
AA, Parents’ Attitude to
Boy’s Companions
Inhospitable 23 23-59, Contributory
Indifferent 28 15-6 -02] .05
Warm 13 74

TABLE D-42. RECEPTIVE TRENDS

zl_cxber I;_ez‘cemazfs .Sj'g‘gr’llﬁcance P}ozaéle.Na!lgn
on- o) D ve of Var o ip
delin-  Subcategory between between Factors
Factors and Subcategories quents Totals Subcategories and Trait
P.  Management of Family
Income
Partially Planned or
Haphazard 40 20-5% ] 02 Contributory
Entirely Planned 20 83
Y.  Supervision of Boy by
Mother
Unsuitable 16 29-1% Contributory
Fair 16 16-5 05
Suitable 27 9-5
Z. Family Group
Recreations
Never 37 21:5% ] 02 Contributory
Often or Occasional 23 86
F.E.D.—R 245
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TABLE D-42. RECEPTIVE TRENDS (Continued)

Number  Percentages
of Non-  of Respective
delin- Subcategory
Factors and Subcategories quents Totals

Sig:giﬁcme Probable Nature

of Variati of Relationshi)
between between Factors

Subcategories Trait

AA. Parents’ Attitude to
Boy’s Companions

Inhospitable 21 22-3%, Contributory
Indifferent 28 160 -02] 05
Warm 11 65
BB. Recreational Facilities
Jor Boy in Home
Meager 32 209% ] 02 Contributory
Adequate or Some 28 97
TABLE D-43. MASOCHISTIC TRENDS
Number Percentages Significance Probable Nature
of Non- of Respective of Variations of Relationships
delin-  Subcategory between between Factors
Factors and Subcategories quents Tot Subcategories and Trait
B.  Crowding of Home
More than Two Occu-
pants per Bedroom
(excluding Infants) 46 46:9% Contributory
One or Two Occu- -05
pants per Bedroom 97 333
T.  Ambitiousness of Family
None 106 39-7% ]_10 Contributory
Marked or Slight 34 29-8
Y.  Supervision of Boy by
Mother
Unsuitable 18 39-19% Contributory
Fair 43 50-0 ]_05
Suitable 77 30-7_
Z.  Family Group
Recreations
Never 65 43;6% ] .05 Contributory
Often or Occasional 77 325
AA. Parents’ Attitude to
Boy’s Companions
Inhospitable 30 361% Contributory
Indifferent 72 453 ] .05
Warm 41 28-3
BB. Recreational Facilities
Jor Boy in Home
Meager 73 507% ] .01 Contributory
Adequate or Some 70 286
LL. Discipline of Boy by
Mother
Lax 26 65-0% Contributory
Overstrict 4 5711 ‘10 .01
Erratic 36 424
Firm but Kindly 76 30-0
246
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Analysis of Trait Formation

TABLE D-44. DESTRUCTIVE-SADISTIC TRENDS

Number Percentages Significance Probable Nature
of Non- oéf Respective of Variations of Relationships
delin- b y b between Factors
Factors and Subcategories quents Totals Subcategories and Trait
B. Crowding of Home
More than Two Occu-
pants per Bedroom
(excluding Infants) 24 22:6% Contributory
One or Two Occu- -05
pants per Bedroom 43 13-6
C.  Cleanliness and Order-
liness of Home
Sporadically Clean
and Neat or Habi-
tually Disorderly 29 20-3% Contributory
Normally Clean and 10
Neat 38 13-8
P. Management of Family
Income
Partially Planned or
Haphazard 37 20-2% ] .05 Contributory
Entirely Planned 30 12-8
Q.  Household Routine
Partially Planned or
Haphazard 41 19-8% ]_05 Contributory
Well Planned 26 126
V.  Conjugal Relations of
Parents
Broken Relationship 5 839, ],05 Contributory
Incompatible 18 22:2
Compatible 44 15-8
X.  Usual Occupation of
Mother
Occasionally Employed
Outside Home 14 24-6% Contributory
Regularly Employed ‘05
Outside Home 7 9-0
Housewife 46 16-1
AA. Parents’ Attitude to
Boy's Companions
Inhospitable 23 26:4% Contributory
Indifferent 30 172 ‘02
Warm 14 8-8
BB. Recreational Facilities
for Boy in Home
Meager 36 23:8% ].02 Contributory
Adequate or Some 31 114
JJ.  Affection of Siblings for
Boy
Indifferent or Hostile 11 40-7% ]_05 Not Clear
Warm 48 13-6
247
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TABLE D-47. VIVACITY
Number Percentages Significance Probable Nature
of Non- of Respective of Variation of Relationship
delin-  Subcategory between between Factor
Factor and Subcategories quents Totals Subcategories and Trait
PP. Threatening or Scolding
of Boy by Mother
Used 22 31-4% ] .05 Reactive
Not Used 20 179
TABLE D-48. COMPULSORY TRENDS
Ni Nl Per Significan Profa!:le’ Nature
var 0)
{J;II:-”. %ubcate ory beerween between Factors
Factors and Sub ies quent. Subcategories Trait
C.  Cleanliness and Order-
liness of Home
Sporadically Clean
and Neat or Habi-
tually Disorderly 55 357% Contributory
Normally Clean and ) 10
Neat 82 27-6
P.  Management of Family
Income
Partially Planned or .
Haphazard 69 356% ] 05 Contributory
Entirely Planned 66 259
Q.  Household Routine
Partially Planned or .
Haphazard 82 361% ] .05 Contributory
Well Planned 52 240
S. Self-Respect of Family
None 18 40-9% ] 05 Contributory
Marked 53 242
T.  Ambitiousness of Family
None ) 105 34-3% ].02 Contributory
Marked or Slight 29 21-0
Y.  Supervision of Boy by
Mother
Unsuitable 22 40-0% Contributory
Fair 40 38-8 ] 05
Suitable 73 253
BB. Recreational Facilities
for Boy in Home .
Meager 72 42-6% ] 01 Contributory
Adequate or Some 65 22-8 .
LL. Discipline of Boy by
Mother
Lax 26 47-3% Contributory
Overstrict 4 50-0 05
Erratic 38 40-4 ] 05
Firm but Kindly 69 23-5
248
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Analysis of Trait Formation

TABLE D-49. PREPONDERANCE OF EXTROVERSIVE TRENDS

Number Percentages
of Non- of Respective
delin-  Subcategory

Factors and Sub ies q Totals

Significance Probable Nature

of Variations of Relationships

between between Factors
Subcategories and Trait

K.  Emotional Disturbance

of Mother
Present 13 20-3%,
Absent 112 38-4
W.  Dominant Parent in
Family Affairs
Father 69 41-1%
Mother 48 29:4
HH. Affection of Father for
Boy
Indifferent or Hostile 19 25:7%
Warm 104 37-8

Contributory

Contributory

Contributory

TABLE D-50. PREPONDERANCE OF INTROVERSIVE TRENDS

Number Percentages

Significance

Probable Nature

of Non- mp«un of Varlations of Relationships
delin- tegory between between Factors
Factors and Subcategories quents Tot, Subcategories and Trait
J. Emotional Disturbance
of Father
Present 21 34-4% ],10 Contributory
Absent 68 225
K. Emot.i;‘)nal Disturbance
of Mother
Present 24 37-5% ] 05 Contributory
Absent 65 21-7
M.  Serious Physical
Ailment of Mother
Present 36 31-0% ] .10 Contributory
Absent 53 21-5
AA. Parents’ Attitude to
Boy’s Companions
Inhospitable 28 33:39, Contributory
Indifferent 39 269 ‘05 .
Warm 22 16'5
KK. Discipline of Boy by
Father
9 14-5% ] 05 Contributory
Overstrict 16 47-1
Erratic 13 220
Firm but Kindly 43 242
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TABLE D-51. SENSITIVITY

Numb Per Signifi Probable Nature
of Non- of Respective of Variations of Relationships
delin-  Subcategory between between Factors
Factors and Subcategories quents Totals Subcategories and Trait
K. Emotional Disturbance
of Mother
Present 42 47-7% ]_05 Not Clear
Absent 136 33-1
S.  Self-Respect of Family
None 9 18:4% ]_05 Not Clear
Marked 84 359
TABLE D-52. SUGGESTIBILITY
Number Percentages Significance Probable Nature
i Fbeareaors Y borwean™ Shoween Pactot
'a or, Wi ors
Factors and Subcategories quents Torals 4 Subcategories and Trait
FF. Age of Boy at First
Breach in Family
Life
Less than Five Years 26 32:1% ]_05 Contributory
Five to Ten Years 6 11-5
Ten Years or Older 9 237
KK. Discipline of Boy by
Father
Lax 25 30:5% Contributory
Overstrict 7 17-5
Erratic 30 366 ] .05
Firm but Kindly 53 20-9
SS.  Acceptability of Father
to Boy for Emulation
Unacceptable 64 30-3% ]_05 Reactive
Acceptable 47 20-5
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Analysis of Trait Formation
TABLE D-53. FEELING OF INADEQUACY

Number Pe;cemaggs Slg';'llﬁ.cat’lce Progab'le Nature
oﬁe)x:-m oSubcartz or'; @ bre‘;;vun gelmn Factors
Factors and Subcategories quents Tota Subcategories and Tralt
G.  Delinquency of Mother
Present 58 77-3% ] .10 Contributory
Absent 288 679
T.  Ambitiousness of Family
None 244 71-6% ] 10 Contributory
Marked or Slight 93 637
DD. Rank of Boy among
Siblings
Middle 151 63-2% Contributory
Only Child 33 767 05
Firstborn 67 69-1
Youngest 95 79-2

TABLE D-54. STUBBORNNESS

Number Percentages Significance Probable Nature
of Non- of Respective of Variations of Relationships
delin-  Subcategory between between Factors
Factors and Subcategories quents Totals Subcategorles and Trait

RR. Emotional Ties of Boy
to Father
Indifferent or Hostile
or Noncommittal 24 13-8% ],05 Reactive
Attached 17 52
TT. Emotional Ties of Boy
to Mother
Indifferent or Hostile
or Noncommittal 10 19-6% ]-05 Reactive
Attached 31 69

TABLE D-55. ADVENTUROUSNESS

Number Percentages S;gnlﬁmcc Probable Nature
of Varlation

of Non- of Respective of Relationship
delin- ubcategory between between Factor
Factor and Subcategories quents Tot Subcategories and Trait
T.  Ambitiousness of Family
None 70 20-59% ] .05 Contributory
Marked or Slight 18 123
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TABLE D-56. UNINHIBITED MOTOR RESPONSES TO STIMULI

Number Percentages Significance Probable Nature
of Non- of Respective of Variati of Relationshij

delin-  Subcategory between between Factors
Factors and Subcategories quents Tot. Subcategories and Trait
C.  Cleanliness and Order-
liness of Home
Sporadically Clean
and Neat or Habi-
tually Disorderly 60 35-1% Contributory
Normally Clean and 05
Neat 79 24-5
P. Management of Family
Income
Partially Planned or
Haphazard 73 33-8% ] 05 Contributory
Entirely Planned 66 239 )
DD. Rank of Boy among
Siblings
Middle 90 37-7% Contributory
Only Child 9 20-9 ]-05 01
Firstborn 23 237
Youngest 20 167
EE. Rearing in Broken
Home
Yes 57 33-39, ]~l 0 Contributory
No 85 259
TABLE D-57. EMOTIONAL INSTABILITY

Number Percentages Significance Probable Nature
of Non- of Respective of Variations of Relationships

delin-  Subcategory between between Factors
Factors and Subcategories quents Tota Subcategories and Trait
DD Rank of Boy among
Siblings
Middle 105 439% Contributory
Only Child 27 62-8 05
Firstborn 60 61-9
Youngest 58 483
RR. Emotional Ties of Boy
to Father
Indifferent or Hostile
or Noncommittal 106 60-9% ]_02 Reactive
Attached 144 44-3
SS. Acceptability of Father to
Boy for Emulation
Unacceptable 122 57-8% ] 02 Reactive
Acceptable 98 42-8
TT. Emotional Ties of Boy to
Mother
Indifferent or Hostile
or Noncommittal 39 76'5% ] o1 Reactive
Attached 211 47-1
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Analysis of Trait Formation
TABLE D-58. AESTHETICISM

Number Percentages Significance Probable Nature
b ndivpr of Relationshi,

of Non- of Resp of Var ip
delin-  Subcategory between between Factors
Factors and Subcategories quents Totals Subcategories and Trait
C.  Cleanliness and Order-
liness of Home
Sporadically Clean
and Neat or Habi-
tually Disorderly 53 31-0% Not Clear
Normally Clean and 05
Neat 138 427
N. Usual Economic Condition
of Family
Usually Dependent 19 26-0% Not Clear
Marginal or Spora- 05
dically Dependent 171 409
P. Management of Family
Income
Partially Planned or
Haphazard 66 30-6% ],02 Not Clear
Entirely Planned 123 44-6
Q.  Household Routine
Partially Planned or
Haphazard 81 32:5% ] .05 Not Clear
Well Planned 109 45-6
S. Self-Respect of Family
None 11 22-49, ] 05 Not Clear
Marked 97 41-5
Y.  Supervision of Boy by
Mother
Unsuitable 18 28-19% Not Clear
Fair 26 243 -05] o1
Suitable 143 44-8
Z. Family Group Recreations
Never 59 31-4% ]_05 Not Clear
Often or Occasional 131 427
AA. Parents’ Attitude to
Boy’s Companions
Inhospitable 34 31-2% Not Clear
Indifferent 1 359 05
Warm 86 45-7
BB. Recreational Facilities
Jfor Boy in Home
Meager 54 30-2% ]~05 Not Clear
Adequate or Some 138 433
KK. Discipline of Boy by
Father .
26 31-7% Not Clear
Overstrict 11 27-5
Erratic 24 29-3 ] .05
Firm but Kindly 114 449
RR. Emotional Ties of Boy to
Father
Indifferent or Hostile
or Noncommittal 56 32:2% ]_05 Not Clear
Attached 136 41-8
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TABLE D-60. ACQUISITIVENESS

Number  Percentages Significance Probable Nature
of Non- of Respective of Variati of Relationship
delin-  Subcategory between between Factors
Factors and Subcategories quents Totals Subcategories and Trait
B. Crowding of Home
More than Two Occu-
pants per Bedroom
(excluding Infants) 25 20-29% Contributory
One or Two Occu- :|-05
pants per Bedroom 45 12:0
BB. Recreational Facilities
Jfor Boy in Home
Meager 33 18:49%, ] .05 Contributory
Adequate or Some 37 11-6
DD. Rank of Boy among
Siblings
Middle 42 17-6% Contributory
Only Child 4 93 10
Firstborn 13 13-4
Youngest 11 92

TABLE D-61. UNCONVENTIONALITY

Number Percentages Significance Probable Nature

of Non- of Respective of Variations of Relationships
delin-  Subcategory between between Factors
Factors and Subcategories quents Totals Subcategories and Trait
H. Alcoholism of Father
Present 112 52:4% ] 05 Contributory
Absent 145 47-7
I Alcoholism of Mother
Present 25 71-4%, ] 05 Contributory
Absent 232 50-0
CC. Family Cohesiveness
Some or None 108 565% ]_10 Contributory
Marked 149 484
HH. Affection of Father for
Boy
Indifferent or Hostile 57 61-3% ].05 Not Clear
Warm 191 495
1.  Affection of Mother for
Boy
Indifferent or Hostile 20 90-9% ]-01 Not Clear
-Warm 236 502
JJ.  Affection of Siblings for
Boy
Indifferent or Hostile 22 68:7% ],05 Not Clear
Warm 202 49-3
RR. Emotional Ties of Boy
to Father
Indifferent or Hostile
or Noncommittal 104 59-8% ]_05 Not Clear
Attached 153 471
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Analysis of Trait Formation
TABLE D-62. LACK OF SELF-CRITICISM

Number- Percentages Significance Probable Nature
of Non- of Respective of Variati of Relationship
delin-  Subcategory between between Factors
Factors and Subcategories quents Totals Subcategories and Trait

C.  Delinquency of Mother

Present 13 17-3% ] .10 Contributory
Absent 40 9-4
S. Self-Respect of
Family
None 10 20-49%, ]-l 0 Contributory
Marked 22 9-4
QQ. Number of Moves
8 or More Times 15 161% Contributory
5-7 Times 14 121 10
2-4 Times 18 9-7
None or One Time 6 57

TABLE D-63. CONSCIENTIOUSNESS

Number  Percentages Significance Probable Nature
of Non- of Respective  of Variati of Relationship
delin- Subcategory between between Factors
Factors and Subcategories quents Totals Subcategories and Trait

L.  Serious Physical Ailment

of Father
Present 69 4839, ] 10 Contributory
Absent 202 567
P.  Management of Family
Income
Partially Planned or
Haphazard 98 45-49, ] 02 Contributory
Entirely Planned 168 609
T.  Ambitiousness of Family
None 173 50:7% ] 05 Contributory
Marked or Slight 91 623
Y.  Supervision of Boy by
Mother
Unsuitable 27 4229, Contributory
Fair 46 430 :I ~05] 02
Suitable 195 61-1
AA. Parents’ Attitude to
Boy’s Companions
Inhospitable 61 56-0% Contributory
Indifferent 94 47-5 ] 05
Warm 113 60-1
BB. Recreational Facilitles
Jor Boy in Home
Meager 84 46-99, ] 05 Contributory
Adequate or Some 186 583
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TABLE D-63. CONSCIENTIOUSNESS (Continued)

Number  Percentages Slgniﬁ,ca’we

Probable Nature
of Relationshi

o{"e Non-  of Respective of Var

lin- Subcategory between between Factors
Factors and Subcategories quents Totals Subcategories and Trait
LL. Discipline of Boy by
Mother
Lax 27 46:6% Contributory
Overstrict 5 62-5
Erratic 47 45-2 ] 10
Firm but Kindly 189 58-5
RR. Emotional Ties of Boy
to Father
Indifferent or Hostile .
or Noncommittal ~ 78 44-8% Jor Reactive
Attached 193 59-4
SS. Acceptability of Father
to Boy for Emulation
Unacceptable 106 50-2% ] 05 Reactive
Acceptable 138 60-3 :
TABLE D-64. IMPRACTICALITY
Number Percentages Significance Probable Nature
of Non- of Respective of Variations of Relationships
delin-  Subcategory between between Factors
Factors and Subcategories quents Tota Subcategories and Trait
K. Emoti}'mal Disturbance
of Mother
Present 64 72:7% ]~1 0 Contributory
Absent 261 63-5
S. Self-Respect of Family
None 38 77-6% ] .05 Contributory
Marked 146 624
Y.  Supervision of Boy by
Mother
Unsuitable 48 75-0% ] 10 Contributory
Fair 63 589
Suitable 208 65-2
CC. Family Cohesiveness
Some or None 135 70-7% ].05 Contributory
Marked 190 61-7
DD. Rank of Boy among
Siblings
Middle 141 59-0% ] .05 Contributory
Only Child 34 79-1
Firstborn 64 66-0
- Youngest 86 717
KK. Di:ciplh;'e of Boy by
Father
Lax 57 69-5% Not Clear
Overstrict 29 72-5
Erratic 60 73-2- ].05
Firm but Kindly 147 579
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Analysis of Trait Formation
TABLE D-64. IMPRACTICALITY (Continued)

Number ;ercemage: Significance Probable Nature
of R ¢ Pyt iy

of Non- D of Variati of Rel
delin- Subcategory between etween Factors
Factors and Subcategories quents Totals Subcategories and Trait
LL. Discipline of Boy by
Mother
Lax 41 70:7% Not Clear
Overstrict 5 62-5
Erratic 79 760 ] 05
Firm but Kindly 195 60-4
RR. Emotional Ties of Boy
to Father
Indifferent or Hostile
or Noncommittal 129 74:1%, ]_02 Not Clear
Attached 196 60-3
SS.  Acceptability of Father
to Boy for Emulation
Unacceptable 148 70-1% ]_05 Not Clear
Acceptable 132 57-6
TT. Emotional Ties of Boy
to Mother
Indifferent or Hostile
or Noncommittal 39 76:5% ] 05 Not Clear
Attached 286 63-8

TABLE D-65. EMOTIONAL CONFLICTS

Number Percentages Significance Probable Nature
of Non- of Respective of Variations of Relationships

delin-  Subcategory between between Factors
Factors and Subcategories quents Tot Subcategories and Trait
CC. Family Cohesiveness
Some or None 69 43-9% ]-05 Contributory
Marked 94 341
JJ.  Affection of Siblings for
Boy
Indifferent or Hostile 15 55:6% ]-OS Reactive
Warm 123 34-8
RR. Emotional Ties of Boy
to Father
Indifferent or Hostile
or Noncommittal 74 50-3%, ] 02 Reactive
Attached 89 310
SS.  Acceptability of Father
to Boy for Emulation
Unacceptable 86 48:6% ] 02 Reactive
Acceptable 62 301
TT. Emotional Ties of Boy
to Mother
Indifferent or Hostile
or Noncommittal 26 65-:0% ]_02 Reactive
Attached 137 34-8
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TABLE D-66. NEUROTICISM

Number  Percentages Significance Probable Natiure
of Non- of R ive of Variati of Relationshij

delin- Su.bcartegory between between Factors
Factors and Subcategories quents Totals Subcategories and Trait
G. Delinquency of Mother
Present 33 44-6%, ] .10 Contributory
Absent 143 340
X.  Usual Occupation of
Mother
Occasionally Em-
ployed Outside Contributory
Home 33 45-8%
Regularly Employed 10
Outside Home 37 41-1
Housewife 106 327
CC. Family Cohesiveness
Some or None 78 41-5%, ]'05 Contributory
Marked 98 32-0
LL. Discipline of Boy by
Mother
Lax 27 47-49, ].05 Contributory
Overstrict 7 87:5 1 0] 02
Erratic 43 417 01

Firm but Kindly 98 30-6

TABLE D-67. PSYCHOPATHY

Number Percentages Significance Probable Nature
of Non- of Respective of Variation of Relationship
delin~  Subcategory between between Factor
Factor and Subcategories quents Totals Subcategories and Trait
FF. Age of Boy at First
Breach in Family
Life
Less than Five Years 0 0-0% Not Clear
Five to Ten Years 2 39 -05
Ten Years or Older 6 162
258
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APPENDIX E

DATA FOR ANALYSIS OF SELECTIVE
IMPACT OF FACTORS ON PHYSIQUE
TYPES CHARACTERIZED BY
INDICATED TRAIT

Google



TABLE E-6. CYANOSIS

P {7 Nondelis ts with
e it i Faciors
All Nondelinquents Physical Indifference or
with Hostility o)
Physique Type Indicated Trait Boy by Father Boy to Mot
Per ges of the R Physique Type Totals for the Particular
Soclal Factor Categories and/or the Trait
Mesomorph 39-6% 46-0% 68-8%
Endomorph 30-5 222 25-0
Ectomorph 495 619 62-5
Balanced 459 47-8 800
Significance of Variations between Physique Types
Mesomorph-Endomorph — — —_
Mesomorph-Ectomorph — — —
Mesomorph-Balanced — — —
Endomorph-Ectomorph 05 02 —
Endomorph-Balanced — - —
Ectomorph-Balanced — — —

TABLE E-9. GENITAL UNDERDEVELOPMENT

Noadelhlqlmm
Trait and Factor
All Nondeling
8 Boy Attached
Physique Type Indicated Trait to Father

Percentages of the Respective Physique Type Totals for the Particular
Social Factor Category and/or the Trait

Mesomorph 47% 52%
Endomorph 277 300
Ectomorph 16'5 189
Balanced 97 9-3
Signlificance of Variations between Physique Types
Mesomorph-Endomorph 02 02
Mesomorph-Ectomorph 02 05
Mesomorph-Balanced — —_
Endomorph-Ectomorph — —
Endomorph-Balanced 05 ‘05

Ectomorph-Balanced —_

F.E.D.—S 261
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Appendix E
TABLE E-21. SOCIAL ASSERTIVENESS

| Nondel
vk ndinared
All l Trait and Factor
|

Lax Discipline

) with
Physique Type Indicated Tralt of Boy by Father

Percentages of the Respective Physique Type Totals for the Particular
Social Factor Category and/or the Trait

Mesomorph 21-19% | 35-0%
Endomorph 80 143
Ectomorph 220 391
Balanced 269 i 444
I -
Significance of Variations between Physique Types
Mesomorph-Endomorph 05

Mesomorph-Ectomorph — : —
Mesomorph-Balanced — ‘ —_
Endomorph-Ectomorph 05 i —
Endomorph-Balanced -05 —
Ectomorph-Balanced —_ —

TABLE E-23. MARKED SUBMISSIVENESS TO AUTHORITY

Nondeli, with Indi d Trait
" and Factors
All
Nondelmquents Emotional Indifference or
Disturbance of Hostility of
Physique Type Indlcated Trait Father Father to Boy

Percentages of the Respective Physique Type Totals for the Particular
Social Factor Categories and/or the Trait

Mesomorph 77-4% 81-0% 84-0%
Endomorph 90-0 100-0 100-0
Ectomorph 784 86-1 917
Balanced 791 833 750

Significance of Variations between Physique Types

Mesomorph-Endomorph 10
Mesomorph-Ectomorph —
Mesomorph-Balanced _
Endomorph-Ectomorph 10
Endomorph-Balanced —
Ectomorph-Balanced —
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Selective Impact of Factors on Physique Types
TABLE E-31. FEAR OF FAILURE AND DEFEAT

Nondel nts
with Indicated
All Trait and Factor
U with Lax Discipline
Physigque Type Indicated Trait  |of Boy by Mother

Per ges of the Respective Physique Type Totals for the Particular
Social Factor Category and/or the Trait

Mesomorph 67-7% ’ 64:7%
Endomorph 758 91-7
Ectomorph 62-7 100-0
Balanced 450 750
Significance of Variations between Physique Types

Mesomorph-Endomorph —_ |

Mesomorph-Ectomorph — ‘ -02

Mesomorph-Balanced -05 ‘ —

Endomorph-Ectomorph — i —

Endomorph-Balanced 02 } —

Ectomorph-Balanced 10 i —_
265
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Appendix E

TABLE E-47. VIVACITY

Nondelinquents
with Indicated
Trait and Factor

All -
Nondelinquents Threatening or
wit Scolding of Boy
Physique Type Indicated Trait by Mother

Percentages of the Respective Physique Type Totals for the Particular
Social Factor Category and/or the Trait

Mesomorph 20-4%, 25-0%

Endomorph 9-1 250
Ectomorph 290 346
Balanced 346 455

Significance of Variations between Physique Types

Mesomorph-Endomorph — —
Mesomorph-Ectomorph — —_
Mesomorph-Balanced — —

Endomorph-Ectomorph -05 —
Endomorph-Balanced -10 —

Ectomorph-Balanced — —

TABLE E-51. SENSITIVITY

Nondelinquents with Indicated Trait

| and Factor
All s e
Nondelinquents Emotional Marked
with Disturbance Family

Physique Type Indicated Trait of Mother Self-Respect

Percentages of the Respective Physique Type Totals for the Particular
Social Factor Category and/or the Trait.

Mesomorph 20-8% ' 36-4% 17-4%

Endomorph 22-2 ' 35-7 256
Ectomorph 505 514 58-2
Balanced 44-4 667 40-0

Significance of Variations between Physique Types

Mesomorph-Endomorph —_ | - —

Mesomorph-Ectomorph 01 ‘ — 01
Mesomorph-Balanced ‘05 — 10
Endomorph-Ectomorph -02 — -02
Endomorph-Balanced -05 — —_

Ectomorph-Balanced — ‘ — —
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Appendix E

TABLE E-57. EMOTIONAL INSTABILITY

i Nondelinquents with Indicated Trait and Factors

All Rank Unaccept-
Nondel . of Boy Indifference  ability of Indifference
wit among or Hostility  Father to  or Hostility
Indicated Siblings of Boy to Boy for of Boy to
Physique Type Trait (Firstborn) Fat Emulation Mother
Per of the Respective Physique Type Totals for the Particular
Social Factor Categories and/or the Trait
Mesomorph 356% | 500% 43-49, 40-0% 68-8%
Endomorph 45-8 | 64-7 50-0 44-1 750
Ectomorph 63-7 | 651 78-8 77-2 833
Balanced 47-2 . 667 58-6 54-3 60-0

!

Significance of Variations between Physique Types

|

Mesomorph-Endomorph

i
i

Mesomorph-Ectomorph ‘01 — 02 02 —_
Mesomorph-Balanced —_ b— —_ —_ —_
Endomorph-Ectomorph ‘05 —_ 10 ‘05 —
Endomorph-Balanced — — —_ —
Ectomorph-Balanced 10 —_ — — —
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Appendix E
TABLE E-60. ACQUISITIVENESS

Nondelinquents with Indicated Trait and Factors
Meager
All Recreational Rank of Boy
Nondelinquents Facilities among
with Indicated Crowded Sor Boy Siblings
Physique Type Trait Home in Home (Middle)
Per ges of the Respective Physique L};pfortggl.;__'fzathe Particular Soclal Factor Categories
Mesomorph 14-1% 23-8% 22:1% 19-1%
Endomorph 5-6 0-0 80 8-0
Ectomorph 20-0 29-4 234 22:5
Balanced 56 ! 0-0 80 53
Significance of Variations between Physique Types
Mesomorph-Endomorph —_ } 02 —_ —
Mesomorph-Ectomorph —_ — —
Mesomorph-Balanced — i 02 — ‘10
Endomorph-Ectomorph -02 -01 — -
Endomorph-Balanced - } — - —
Ectomorph-Balanced 02 1 -01 — .05

Google

|

274



Original from
UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN

Digitized by G()Ogle

pazT116TP-916009 ‘uTewoq 2T1ANd / 9ZZ6TSOOSTO6E " dpuw/LZ0Z/19u a1puey 1py//:sd11y
1W9 8Z:TZ ZZ-60-9207 U0 1SNJITYleH ybnoayl eTuen)Asuusad Lo A1TSI9ATUN 1€ paledausg



|

paouereg-ydiowooy
paouejeg-ydiowopuy

S0 — — — — — — — —_ — — ydiowoog-ydiomopuyg
— —_ —_ — _ — — — — —_ — padueeg-ydiomwoss
— — — — — — _ — — ol- ol- ydromolog-ydiowosapy
— —_ — —_ — — —_ —_ S0 — — ydzouropug-ydiowossy
§2dA L anbisAyd UIaM1aq SUORDIIDA Jo 2UDIYIUBIS
0-08 I-LL £-6L 8:18 6:06 0-08 L9L 016 €-€8 €-€8 L99 paoue[eg
osL €L 8:SL 0-£8 ThL 0-08 TIL 0-TL 0-$8 8:¢8 S-0L qdiowolog
0-001 L9 818 0-SL L-99 6-06 0-SL 0-06 0-001 €9 L99 ydiowopuy
%0-SL %5-$9 %0-99 %179 %L-99 %0-0L %809 %Lb9 %L-99 %SvS %0-LS qdIowoso
DL 343 40 /pup 5314032100 40120 [DIIOS' MNONIIDY M3 d0f SIDIOL AL InbISAYT aud3dsIY Y3 fo 2d
4ayjopy 03 wopopmug dof oo 05 10N 4q asymwg £q (PUYD KjuQ) ssauansHyOD  YIOW  323dSIYf19S 410 Jo oIy ad{ [ nbisdyg
Aog fo  dog 01 110 og fo dog fo Aog Jo s3uIqIS Ay Aq dog fo Ay ounqinisy P 1puf
AIljpsof 40 fo Aijqo Ayjjusofy 20 suydposq  audiosiq  8uoum dog  fo 3o uopsjadadng  fo ool  [ouopowsy M
aoussafipu]  -1dadovu)  soussfipu; vl oupug  Jfo yuoy a1qoinsup) ssuanbuiopuoN
nv
§10190,] pup DL] PAIOIIPU] Y3 1M 119puoN

ALI'TVOILLOVUdNI "#9-d HT14V.L

Google



Original frem
UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN

Digitized by G()Ogle

pazT1T6TP-216009 ‘uTeWoq T1ANd / 9ZZ6TSO0OSTO6E dpu/Lzoz/13u" a1puey 1py//:sdily
1W9 8Z:TZ 7Z-60-9207 U0 1SNJITYIeH ybnoayl eTuealAsuusd Jo AITSIIATUN 1€ PIleIBUd9



APPENDIX F

DATA FOR ANALYSIS OF SELECTIVE

IMPACT OF FACTORS OF FAMILY EN-

VIRONMENT ON DELINQUENTS CHAR-
ACTERIZED BY INDICATED TRAITS
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TABLE F-3. EXTREME RESTLESSNESS IN EARLY CHILDHOOD

Differences between
Del s and Nondelinquents
Delinquents n Each Subcategory
Pe t Sif Percent Significance
T ety T Rermet of Veriarions
Subcate, ory between Subcategory between
Factors and Subcategories Tot. Subcategories Tot. Subcategories
V. Conjugal Relations of
Parents
Broken Relationship  66-2% 44-6% ].05
Incompatible 65-2 -02] 05 223 -05
Compatible 484 : 20-5
1I.  Affection of Mother for
Boy
Indifferent or
Hostile 70-3% . 47-6% .
Warm 552" Jo2 246 Jos

TABLE F-4. ENURESIS IN EARLY CHILDHOOD

Differences between

Dellnquerm and Nondelinquents
Delinquents in Each Subcategory
Percenraxes o/ Significance Pheercentaxes of gggg?:'c“
Subcat ory bre';'ween Subcate ory between
Factors and Subcategories Subcategories Tota Subcategories
C. Cleanliness and Order-
liness of Home
Sporadically Clean
and Neat or Habit-
ually Disorderly 32-59%, 20-2%
Normally Clean and 05 05
Neat 240 9-5
P. Management of Family
Income
Partially Planned or
Haphazard 31-6% . 19-6% X
Entirely Planned 216 Jos 68 Jos
CC. Family Cohesiveness
Some or None 30-39 ) 15:1% .
Marked 175 Jos 49 J10
PP. Threatening or Scolding
of Boy by Mother
Used 36-7% ) 23-4% .
Not Used 199 I 56 o2
281
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Appendix F

TABLE F-7. ABSENCE OF DERMOGRAPHIA

Differences between
Deli and Nondeli

Delinquents in Each Subcategory
Percentages of Significance Per ges of Signifi
the Respective of Variation the Respective of Variation
Subcategory between Subcategory between
Factor and Subcategories Totals Subcategories Totals Subcategories
Q. Household Routine
Partially Planned or
Haphazard 58-89% ]05 16:6% ].05
Well Planned 45-0 30

TABLE F-9. GENITAL UNDERDEVELOPMENT

Differences between
Deli and Nondeli

Delinquents in Each Sugcategory
Percentages of Significance Percentages of Significance
the Respecti of Variati the Respective of Variations

Subcategory between Subcategory between
Factors and Subcategories Totals Subcategories Totals Subcategories
R. Cultural Refinement in
Home

None 12:2% ] 05 0-2% ] 05

Marked or Slight 49 —-11-0
CC. Family Cohesiveness

Some or None 12:7% ]_05 2:8% ]‘05

Marked 63 -91
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Selective Impact of Environmental Factors on Delinquency

TABLE F-11. LOW VERBAL INTELLIGENCE
(Wechsler Verbal 1.Q.—below 80)

Differences between
- N ol

Deli and !
Delinquents in Each Subcategory
I;leerclezntages of q.;'_lx;liﬁiaa;?:e P’l‘t’ of ; ifi
1 1i) the Respective Variati
Subcfzi‘;;fz;;e be‘;:veznm Subcategory @ between
Factors and Subcategories Totals Subcategories Totals Subcategories
N. Usual Economic Con-
dition of Family
Usually Dependent 34-89% 19-7%
Marginal or Sporadi- ‘05 10
cally Dependent 249 84
P. Management of Family
Income
Partially Planned or
Haphazard 32:2% ] 05 14-6% ] 10
Entirely Planned 20-4 52
Q. Household Routine
Partially Planned or
Haphazard 31'7% . 13:6% .
Well Planned 183" ]2 37 ]10
T. Ambitiousness of Family
None 30-3% . 127% .
Marked or Slight 13:2 ] 02 -04 ] 05
Z. Family Group
Recreations
Never 31-8% . 15:3% .
Often or Occasional 21-1 ° ] 05 49 ° ] 10
AA. Parents’ Attitude to
Boy's Companions
Inhospitable 3359, ] 16-1% :I
Indifferent 29-3 -057. 182 021,
Warm 18-0 J0 -26 Jos
BB. Recreational Facilities
for Boy in Home
Meager 36-4% . 22-4%, .
Adequate or Some 195 Jo 2:0 ]2
HH. Affection of Father for
Boy
Indifferent or Hostile 32-39, . 17-2% .
Warm 217" JRE 49 Jos
283
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Appendix F

TABLE F-12. LOW PERFORMANCE INTELLIGENCE
(Wechsler Performance 1.Q.—less than 101)

Differences between
o and Nondeli

Deli s ), :
Delinquents in Each Subcategory :
Percentages of Significance Percentages of Significance
the Respective  of Variati the Respective of Variation
Subcategory between Subcategory between
Factor and Subcategories Totals Subcategories Tot Subcategories
X. Usual Occupation of
Mother
Occasionally
Employed Outside
Home 69-7% 13:5%
Regularly Employed :I ‘10
Outside Home 43-6 .01] 02 -80
Housewife 62-4 : 2-6 |

HIGH PERFORMANCE INTELLIGENCE
(Wechsler Performance 1.Q.—101 and Over)

Differences between
Dol s and Nondeli

1
Delinquents in Each Su‘bcalegory ‘
Percentages of Significance Percentages of Significance
the Respecti of Variati, the Respective  of Variations l
Subcategory between Subcategory between
Factor and Subcategories Totals Subcategories Tot Subcategories |
|
KK. Discipline of Boy by
Father
Lax 44-39%, 1-6% .
Overstrict 350 02 2-5 05 ‘
Erratic 435 '10] 02 2:0 '10] .05
Firm but Kindly 15-4 -26-2

TABLE F-15. POOR POWER OF OBSERVATION

Differences between
Deling Nondeli
Delinquents in Each Subcategory
Percentages of Signifi Per ges of  Significance
the Respective of Variation the Respective of Variation
Subcategory between Subcategory between
Factor and Subcategories Tot Subcategories Tot Subcategories
GG. Rearing by Parent
Substitutes
Yes 42:4%, ] 16:5% ]
No 312 05 14 05

284
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Selective Impact of Environmental Factors on Delinquency

TABLE F-16. INTUITION

Differences between
Delir and Nondeling
Delinquents in Eachk Subcategory
Percentages of Significance Percentages of Significance
the Respective  of Variati the Respective of Variations
Subcategory between Subcategory between
Factors and Subcategories Totals Subcategories Totals Subcategories
I Alcoholism of Mother
Present 23:0% . 11-29% B
Absent 146 ] 0 —11 JRC
DD. Rank of Boy among
Siblings
Middle 14-9%, ]'0] 0-5%
Only Child 00 ] 02 —10-0
Firstborn 17-3 01 -25 05
Youngest 250 92

TABLE F-17. TENDENCY TO PHANTASY

ot Differences between

Delinguents “in Each Subcategory
Percentages of Significance Percentages of Significance
the Respective of Variation the Respective of Variation

Subcategory between Subcategory between
Factor and Subcategories Tot. Subcategories Tot. Subcategories
G.  Delinquency of Mother
.30, .80,
Present 44-39%, ]~OS lf; % ]'10

Absent 34-8

TABLE F-18. LACK OF COMMON SENSE

Dw'erenoe:“betyegn
Delinquents in Each Sui;categary
Per of Signifi Per: o) Sy
the Respective of Varlation the Respective of Variations
Subcategory between Subcategory between
Factor and Subcategories Tot Subcategories Tot, Subcategorles
DD. Rank of Boy among
Siblings
Middle 24-29%, 71% ] 02
Only Child 91 ]_05 —-294 ].02
Firstborn 329 14-4 ‘05
Youngest 247 75
285
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Appendix F
TABLE F-19. UNMETHODICAL APPROACH TO PROBLEMS

Differences between
i s and Nondeli

Delingquents in Each Subcategory

Percentages of Significance Percentages of Significance
the Respective of Variations the Respective of Variations

Subcategory between Subcategory between
Factors and Subcategories Tot Subcategories Totals Subcategories
R.  Cultural Refinement in
Home
None 80-7% ) 15-6% .
Marked or Slight 575 Jos -60 Jos
LL. Discipline of Boy by
Mother
Lax 830% ] 15-7%
Overstrict 90-5 ‘057, 53-0 .
Erratic 721 J10 3.7 ] 10:|-10
Firm but Kindly 66-7 33

TABLE F-20. LACK OF POTENTIAL CAPACITY
FOR OBJECTIVE INTERESTS

Differences between
1 and Nondeli

Delinquents in Each Su‘bcaregor}

Percentages of  Significance Percentages of  Significance
the Respective  of Variation the Respective of Variation

Subcategory between Subcategory between
Factor and Subcategories Totals Subcategories Tot Subcategories
HH. Affection of Father for
Boy
Indifferent or Hostile 59-1% . 19-1% .
Warm 503 J10 A Y
TABLE F-21. SOCIAL ASSERTIVENESS
Differences between
Deling and Nondeling
Delinquents in Each Subcategory
Percentages of Significance Percentages of Significance
the Respective  of Variati the Respective of Variations
Subcategory between Subcategory between
Factor and Subcategories Totals Subcategories Tot Subcategories
LL. Discipline of Boy by
Mother
Lax 46:6% 28:2%
Overstrict 474 02 18-8 .05
Erratic 471 ‘10] 02 269 ] 05
Firm but Kindly 150 -58
286
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Selective Impact of Environmental Factors on Delinquency

TABLE F-23. NONSUBMISSIVENESS TO AUTHORITY

Differences between
Delis and Nondeli

Delinquents ‘in Each Subcategory
Percentages of  Significance Per of Significance
the Respective of Variati the Respective  of Variations
Subcategory between Subcategory between
Factor and Subcategories Totals Subcategorles Totals Subcategories
LL. Discipline of Boy by
Mother

Lax 76:8% 66:3%, :I

Overstrict 90-0 . ] 77-5 ‘10|,

Erratic 706 02 ‘°:| 0]gs 481 ‘"] 92].05

Firm but Kindly 35-0 13-8

TABLE F-24. AMBIVALENCE TO AUTHORITY

Differences between
Deli nd Nondeli

quents aj
Delinquents in Each Subcategory
Per of Signifi Per of  Significance
the Respective of Variation he Respective of Variation
Subcategory between Subcategory between
Factor and Subcategories Totals Subcategories Totals Subcategories
M.  Serious Physical Ail-
ment of Mother
Present 46-5% ] .05 29-8%, ] .05
Absent 356 14-6

TABLE F-25. ABSENCE OF FEELING OF INSECURITY

- D(ﬂ'erence:l?ehjvegn
Delinquents ‘in Each Subcategory
Percentages of SI,‘ ifie Per of Significance
the Respecti of Variati the Respective of Variations
Subcategory between Subcategory between
Factor and Subcategories Totals Subcategories Tot Subcategories
DD. Rank of Boy among
Siblings
Middle 82-49%, . 7-4% .
Only Child 95-8 ] 05] 05 39-0 ] 05] 05
Firstborn 789 05 36 10
Youngest 715 117
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Appendix F

TABLE F-27. FEELING OF NOT BEING TAKEN CARE OF

Differences between
Delinguents ‘in Each Subcategory
Percentages of Signifi Per of Significance
the Respective  of Variati the Respective of Variations
Subcategory between Subcategory between
Factor and Subcategories Totals Subcategories Totals Subcategories
DD. Rank of Boy among
Siblings
Middle 27-3% . 31%
Only Child 63 Jos -354 ] °5],05
Firstborn 26'5 02 69 02
Youngest 40-0 179

TABLE F-28. ABSENCE OF FEELING OF NOT BEING
TAKEN SERIOUSLY

Differences between
Doli and Nondeli

Delinquents ‘in Each Su‘baategory
Per ges of Signifi Per of Significance
the Respective of Variation the Respective of Variation
Subcategory between Subcategory tween
Factor and Subcategories Totals Subcategories Tota Subcategories
K. Emotional Disturbance
of Mother
Present 61-4% ] .10 23-7% ] 05
Absent 51-8 1-0
288
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Selective Impact of Environmental Factors on Delinquency

TABLE F-29. ABSENCE OF FEELING OF HELPLESSNESS

. D(Jenncesil';cnxe.e’n
Delinquents in E‘at'::’l Subcategory
Per [ ifi Per
the Resp 'v{ q‘sf‘!w'r’m iati the Respecﬂ:{ o?lg’;xﬁmc';
Subcategory between Subcategory between
Factors and Subcategories Totals Subcategories Tot Subcategories
DD. Rank of Boy among
Siblings
Middle 59-49%, 12:6% ] 05
Only Child 80-0 ]'10 49-4 ]_05
Firstborn 54-5 ] 05 113 } 02
Youngest 51-2 0-7
LL. Discipline of Boy by
Mother
Lax 61:9% 38:49,
Overstrict 737 02 487 01
Erratic 54-1 '02] 05 20-8 '02] 01
Firm but Kindly 222 -323

TABLE F-30. FEELING OF NOT BEING APPRECIATED

" D(ﬁ'erencde.v between
and Nondeli
Delinquents in Each Subcategory
Percentages of Signifi Per ges of Significance
the Respective of Variati the Respective  of Variations
Subcategory between Subcategory between
Factors and Subcategories Tot. Subcategories Totals Subcategories
F. Delinquency of Father
Present 40-2% ]_05 159% ]‘10
Absent 28-4 3-8
H.  Alcoholism of Father
Present 40-2% ] 05 17-4% ] 05
Absent 29-8 4-2

N. Usual Economic Con-
dition of Family
Usually Dependent 479%, 3549,
Marginal and Sporad- ]-02 ]-01
ically Dependent 293 34
W.  Dominant Parent in

Family Affairs
Mother 417% _ 2029 ,
Father 29-4 Jos 18" Jos
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Appendix F

TABLE F-31. ABSENCE OF FEAR OF FAILURE AND DEFEAT

Differences between
I and Nondell

Delinquents in Each Suacalexorf

Percentages of Significance Percentages of Significance
the Respective of Variations the Respective of Variations
Subcategory between Subcategory between
Factors and Subcategories Totals Subcategories Totals Subcategories

GG. Rearing by Parent

Substitutes o
Yes 61:2% ) 29-2% .
No 518 Jos 142 JRU
LL. Discipline of Boy by
Mother
Lax 56-49, 41-3%
Overstrict 733 10 30-4 01
Erratic 57-6 -05] .10 243 ] 05
-12-0

Firm but Kindly 300

TABLE F-33. POOR SURFACE CONTACT WITH OTHERS

Deli

Dm'er{n‘"c;s"benfef.n
Delinquents in Each Sui)catexor;

Percentages of Significance Percentages of Significance
the Respective  of Variati the Respecti of Variati
Subcategory between Subcategory between

Factors and Subcategories Totals Subcategories Totals Subcategories

B. Crowding of Home
More than Two Occu-
pants per Bedroom 12:6% 10:9%
One or Two Occu- 05 05
pants per Bedroom 6-4 2-8
F. Delinquency of Father

Present 10-0% . 8-19%
* Absent 49" Jos 09" Jos
U.  Conduct Standards of
Family
Poor 89% . 7-4% ]
Good or Fair 2:2 ] 05 -32 ] 02

BB. Recreational Facilities
Jfor Boy in Home

Meager 11-5% . 86%
Adequate or Some 45 ] 05 10 ] 05
RR. Emotional Ties of Boy
to Father
Indifferent or Hostile
or Noncommittal 99% ],05 69% .10
Attached 51 1-6
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Selective Impact of Environmental Factors on Delinquency
TABLE F-36. DESTRUCTIVENESS

" Dlﬂ'zrenc;: between
quents and Nondeli
Delinquents in Each Subcategory

Percentages of  Significance Percentages of  Significance
the Respective of Variation the Respective of Variation

Subcategory between Subcategory between
Factor and Subcategories Tot. Subcategories Totals Subcategories
GG. Rearing by Parent
Substitutes
Yes 53-5% ]_10 41-0% ].10
No 44-4 287

TABLE F-37. FEELING OF ISOLATION

Differences between
Doli and Nondeli

Delinguents in Each Su‘boalqor;'
Percentages of  Significance Per of  Signifi
the Respecti of Variatia the Respective of Variations
Subcategory between Subcategory berween
Pactors and Subcategories Tot Subcategories Totals Subcategories

H.  Alcoholism of Father

Present 52:0% . 16:6% .
Absent 338 Jo2 -29 Jos
DD. Rank of Boy among
Siblings
Middle 44-39%, 12-0%, ]-10
Only Child 222 -222
Firstborn 529 J10 98
Youngest 479 11-7
RR. Emotional Ties of Boy
to Father
Indifferent or Hostile
or Noncommittal 50-0% ]_05 12:29, ] 10
Attached 342 -14

TABLE F-39. LACK OF DEPENDENCE ON OTHERS

Differences between
Delinquents and Nondelinquents
Delinquents in Each Subcategory

Percentages of  Significance Percentages of  Significance
the Respective of Variation the Respective of Variation

Subcategory between Subcategory tween
Factor and Subcategories Tot Subcategories Tot. Subcategories
MM. Physical Punishment
of Boy by Father
Used 34-19% ) 26-8% .
Not Used 233" Jos 61" Jo2
291
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Appendix F

TABLE F-40. FEELING OF BEING ABLE TO
MANAGE OWN LIFE

Differences between

Deli and Nondelinquent;
Delinquents wﬁﬁ’ g'a‘ch Subcoategory !
Per [ Signifi Per of  Significance
the Respective  of Variations the Respective  of Variations
Subcategory between Subcategory between
Factors and Subcategories Tot. Subcategories Totals Subcategories
K. Emotional Disturbance
of Mother
Present 78:8% . 20-0% .
Absent 694 Jo 44" Jo
Y.  Supervision of Boy by
Mother
Unsuitable 78-9% ] 10 26:1%
Fair 66-0 109 ‘05
Suitable 655 —4-2
DD. Rank of Boy among
Siblings
Middle 71-9% ] 01 5:6% ].01
Only Child 100-0 ]~Ol 57-1 ] 02
Firstborn 71-2 10 4-5 02
Youngest 72-3 85
TABLE F-41. NARCISSISTIC TRENDS
Differences between
Delinquents and Nondeli
Delinquents in Each Subcategory
Percentages of Significance Percentages of Significance
the Respective of Variation  the Respective of Variations
Subcategory between Subcategory between
Factor and Subcategories Tot Subcategories Tot. Subcategories
DD. Rank of Boy among
Siblings
Middle 21-7% 9-8% ]'l
Only Child 83 -12:3
Firstborn 243 ‘05 73 -10
Youngest 29-8 15-1
292
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Selective Impact of Environmental Factors on Delinquency

TABLE F-42. RECEPTIVE TRENDS

Differences between
I N, i,

Delinquents

s and Nonde

“in Each S ubmlegorjv

Percentages of
the Respective

Significance Percentages of
of Variations the Respective

Significance
of Variations

Subcategory between Subcategory between
Factors and Subcategories Totals Subcategories Totals Subcategories

F. Delinquency of Father

Present 34-59% . 19-59, .

Absent 216 Jos 87" ]
G.  Delinquency of Mother

Present 35:5% . 23-69%, i

Absent 255 Jos 116 J0
MM. Physical Punishment of

Boy by Father
Used 31-99% . 17-49, .
Not Used 192 Jos 52 Jos

TABLE F-43. ABSENCE OF MASOCHISTIC TRENDS

Differences between

Delinquents and Nondelinquents

Delinquents

in Each Subcategory

Percentages of
the Respective

Significance Percentages of
of Varlations the Respective

Significance
of Variations

Subcategory between ubcategory between
Factors and Subcategories Tot Subcategories Totals Subcategories
P. Management of Family
Income
Partially Planned or
Haphazard 88-49, ] .05 27-99%, ] .05
Entirely Planned 789 133
Y.  Supervision of Boy by
Mother
Unsuitable 89-19%, ] 05 28-29%,
Fair 78-8 28-8 ] .10
Suitable 750 57
AA. Parents’ Attitude to
Boy’s Companions
Inhospitable 78-2% 14-39%, ] 05
Indifferent 88-5 -05] 05 33-8 ] .10
Warm 90-5 18-8
BB. Recreational Facilities
Jfor Boy in Home
Meager 81-7% X 32:49%, .
Adequate or Some 88-0 ] 10 166 ] 05
LL. Discipline of Boy by
Mother
Lax 869% 51-99%
Overstrict 90-5 .05 47-6 10|01
Erratic 839 -05] 10 263 ] -05] .05
Firm but Kindly 529 -17-1
F.E.D.—U 293
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Appendix F
TABLE F-45. EMOTIONAL LABILITY

o Differences between
Delinquents in Each Su‘bcaregor;
Percentages of  Significance Percentages of Slviﬁcam:e
the Respective  of Vari the Respective  of Variations
Subcategory between Subcategory between
Factors and Subcategories Tota Subcategories Tot. Subcategories

B. Crowding of Home
More than Two Occu-
pants per Bedroom  49-39% 33-49,
One or Two Occu- 10 -10
pants per Bedroom 407
K.  Emotional Disturbance

21-2

e .

of Mother
Present 53-19% . 33-69%, "
Absent 371 Jo2 187 Jos
X.  Usual Occupation of
Mother
Occasionally Em-
ployed Outside
Home 51-7% 36:3%
Regularly Employed 10 .10
Outside Home 425 237
Housewife 397 20-4
EE. Rearing in Broken
Ye);lome 47-6% ]_05 32-1% ]_05
No 372 171
HH. Affection of Father for
Boy
Indifferent or Hostile  49-09, . 309% )
Warm 348 Jos 155 Jos
TABLE F-47. VIVACITY
" Diﬂ’ennces“betye.en
Delinquents in Each Subcategory
Percentages of Significance Percentages of  Significance
tl:sgubRe.;peclive ofble’t'rriallon Ihse ubRestpectlve ofb:’?riaﬂon
caltegor) ween ca or, ween
Factor and Subcategories Talaft 7 Subcategories Tot 4 Subcategories
K. Emotional Disturbance
of Mother
Present 60-0% . 39-49%, A
Absent 44-5 ] 05 20-7 ] 10
294
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Selective Impact of Environmental Factors on Delinquency

TABLE F-49. PREPONDERANCE OF EXTROVERSIVE TRENDS

Differences between
Deli and Nondeli

Delinquents ‘in Each Subcategory

Percentages of Significance Percentages of Significance
the Respective of Variations the Respeciive of Vauriations
Subcategory between Subcategory between
Factors and Subcategories Tot, Subcategories Totals Subcategories

K.  Emotional Disturbance

Moth
Pr:{ento “ 61-7% ].05 41:49, ],02
Absent 495 11-1
HH. Affection of Father for
Boy
Indifferent or Hostile  58-5%, ) 32-89, .
Warm 476 Jos 98" Jos

TABLE F-50. PREPONDERANCE OF INTROVERSIVE TRENDS

Differences between
Deli and Nondeli
Delingquents in Each Subcategory

Percentages of Significance Percentages of Significance
the Respective  of Variati. the R ive of Variations

Subcategory between Subcategory between
Factors and Subcategories Totals Subcategories Tot Subcategories
H.  Alcoholism of Father
Present 33-59% . 69% R
Absent 181 ]2 —51" Jo
W. Dominant Parent in
Family Affairs
Mother 3649, . 13-0% .
Father 167 Jot —83" ]2
BB. Recreational Facilities
Jfor Boy in Home
Meager 34-59, . 7-59, )
Adequate or Some 18-9 ° ] 02 -41 ° ] 10
KK. Discipline of Boy by
Father
Lax 31:5% 17-0%]_02
Overstrict 21-3 10 —-25-8 _05] .05
Erratic 281 61
Firm but Kindly 10-5 -137
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Appendix F
TABLE F-53. FEELING OF INADEQUACY

Differences between
Deli s and Nondeli
Delinquents in Each Subcategory

Percentages of Significance Percentages of Significance
the Respective of Variations the Respective of Variations

Subcategory between Subcategory between
Factors and Subcategories Totals Subcategories Totals Subcategories
J. Emotional Disturbance
of Father
Present 88:5% . 24:5% .
Absent 824 J0 119 Jos
EE. Rearing in Broken Home
Yes 87-7% . 24-0% .
No 812 JRU 89 Jos
TABLE F-54. STUBBORNNESS
Differences between
Deling and Nondeli
Delinquents in Each Subcategory
Perc of Significance Per ges of Signifi
the Respective of Variations the Respective of Variations
Subcategory between Subcategory between
Factors and Subcategories Totals Subcategories Totals Subcategories
DD. Rank of Boy among
Siblings
Middle 43-39%, 35-8%
Only Child 500 05 337 .10
Firstborn 474 ] .10 40-2 ] 10
Youngest 289 21-4
JJ.  Affection of Siblings for
Boy
Indifferent or Hostile  49:6% . 43-3% .
Warm 381 Jos 305 JRU
SS.  Acceptability of Father
to Boy for Emu-
lation o
Unacceptable 45-8% . 36'3% )
Acceptable 217 Jor 160 Jos
296
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Selective Impact of Environmental Factors on Delinquency

TABLE F-56. UNINHIBITED MOTOR RESPONSES TO STIMULI

Differences between
Delinquents and Nondelinquents
Delinquents in Each Subcategory

Percentages of Significance Percentages of Significance
the Respective of Variations the Respective of Variations

Subcategory between Subcategory between
Factors and Subcategories Totals Subcategories Totals Subcategories
LL. Discipline of Boy by
Mother
Lax . 60-7% ].05 41-7%
Overstrict 273 -10] 05 148 05
Erratic 573 227
Firm but Kindly 333 45
NN. Threatening or Scolding
of Boy by Father
Used 63:6% . 39:59% .
Not Used 540" ] 225" Jos
SS.  Acceptability of Father
to Boy for Emu-
lation
Unacceptable 59-5% . 29:6% .
Acceptable 20" Jos 123 Jos
TABLE F-59. SENSUOUSNESS
Differences between
Del and Nondeling
Delinquents in Each Subcategory
Percentages of Significance Percentages of Significance
the Respective of Variations the Respective of Variations
Subcategory between Subcategory between
Factors and Subcategories Totals Subcategories Torals Subcategories
L. Serious Physical Ailment
of Father
Present 2492 . 18:6% .
Absent 167 JRC 108 ] 10
R.  Cultural Refinement in
He
Non:me 21'1% ]_05 14'9% ].]0
Marked or Slight 9-8 4-1
CC. Family Cohesiveness
Some or None 21-3% . 15-0% .
Marked 127 Jos 69 Jo
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Appendix F

TABLE F-60. ACQUISITIVENESS

Differences between
Delinguents and Nondelinquents
Delinquents in Each Subcategory
Percentages of Significance Percentages of Significance
the Respective of Variation the Respective of Variation
Subcategory between Subcategory between
Factors and Subcategories Tota Subcategories Totals Subcategorles
SS.  Acceptability of Father
to Boy for Emu-
lation
Unacceptable 2449, ] .05 12:1%, ] .05
Acceptable 145 01

TABLE F-61. UNCONVENTIONALITY

- Diﬂ'crences”bzn‘ve.gn
Delinquents “in Each Subcategory
Percentages of Significance Percentages of  Significance
the Respective  of Variati the Respective  of Variations
Subcategory between Subcategory between
Factors and Subcategories Totals Subcategories Totals Subcategories
M.  Serious Physical Ailment
of Mother
Present 79-2% . 30:4% i
Absent 716 Jos 188 J0
FF. Age of Boy at First
Breach in Family
Life
Less than Five Years  81:29% ]_05 30:6% ].05
Five to Ten Years 667 ].05 52 ]'05
Ten Years or Older 84-8 40-1
LL. Discipline of Boy by
Mother
Lax 775% 344,
Overstrict 81-8 .05 68 .05
Erratic 749 '05] 05 201
Firm but Kindly 429 -82

Google
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Selective Impact of Environmental Factors on Delinquency

TABLE F-62. LACK OF SELF-CRITICISM

- Differences between
Delinquents in Each Sl;bcatexory
Percentages of Significance Percentages of Significance
the Respective of Variati the Respective of Variation
Subcategory between Subcategory between
Factor and Subcategories Totals Subcategories Totals Subcategories
AA. Parents’ Attitude to
Boy's Companions
Inhospitable 3439, 27-0%
Indifferent 30-1 -05] 08 18-0 02
Warm 18-0 6-8

TABLE F-64. IMPRACTICALITY

Differences between
1 Nomdels,

Delinquents “in Each SJécalzgary

Percentages of Significance Percentages of Significance
the Respective of Variation the Respective of Variation

Subcategory between Subcategory between
Factor and Subcategories Totals Subcategories Totals Subcategories
JJ.  Affection of Siblings for
Boy
Indifferent or Hostile  88-5% ].02 35-49, ].05
Warm 76:4 11-5
299
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TABLE F-65. EMOTIONAL CONFLICTS

Differences between
Delii d Nondeli

Delinguents “in E;cz"Su‘bcategor}
Per of  Significance  Perc of  Signifi
the Respective of Variations the Respective of Variations
X Subcategory between Subcategory between
Factors and Subcategories Totals Subcategories Totals Subcategories
B. Crowding of Home
More than Two Occu-
pants per Bedroom  80-89; 7 46-5% 7
One or Two Occu- 05 05
pants per Bedroom 716 N 328 n
X. Usual Occupation of
Mother
Occasionally Em-
ployed Outside
Home 82-89, 7 56:6% 7
Regularly Employed -05 05 .05
Outside Home 660 294 N
Housewife 740 339
TABLE F-67. PSYCHOPATHY
Differences between
Delinquents and Nondelinquents
Delinquents in Each Subcategory
Percentages of Significance Percentages of Significance
the Respective of Variati the Respective of Variations
X Subcategory between Subcategory between
Factors and Subcategories Totals Subcategories Totals Subcategories
Q.  Household Routine
Partially Planned or
Haphazard 27-:0%, ]_05 20:19%, ]_05
Well Planned 181 10-2
AA. Parents’ Attitude to
Boy’s Companions
Inhospitable 26:5% :I 19-1%
Indifferent 27:1 057, 209 .
Warm 143 Jos 84 Jos
GG. Rearing by Parent
Substitutes
Yes 30-0% . 26'6% ] .
No 19-2 Jos 125 02
HH. Affection of Father for
Boy
Indifferent or Hostile  27:5% ]_05 24:39, ]
Warm 188 115 05
300
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APPENDIX G

DATA FOR ANALYSIS OF SELECTIVE

IMPACT OF FACTORS OF FAMILY EN-

VIRONMENT ON DELINQUENTS OF
DIFFERENT PHYSIQUE TYPES
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TABLE G-3. EXTREME RESTLESSNESS IN EARLY CHILDHOOD

Percentage Differences between Deli and Nondeli
of Each Physique Type for the Indicated Trait and the Re?cvaat
Social Factors
Broken Indifference
Indicated Relationship or Hostility of
Physique Type Trait between Parents Mother to Boy
Mesomorph 25:4%, 35-89%, 339Y%
Endomorph 27:4 625 18-4
Ectomorph 49-1 53-6 709
Balanced 41-8 45-3 77-8

Significance of Variations between Physique Types

Mesomorph-Endomorph
Mesomorph-Ectomorph -05
Mesomorph-Balanced
Endomorph-Ectomorph
Endomorph-Balanced
Ectomorph-Balanced

11

TABLE G-4. ENURESIS IN EARLY CHILDHOOD

Percentage Differences between Deli s and Nondeli) of
Each Physique Type for the Indicated Tmn‘ and lhe Relevant Social
Factors
Threatening
Unclean Poor Lack of or
Management Family Scolding
Indicated  Disorderly of Cobhesive- of Boy
Physique Type Trait Home Family Income ness by Mother
Mesomorph 13-0% 11-6% 13-6% 151% 23-3%
Endomorph 10:7 159 236 54 229
Ectomorph 28-0 46'8 344 270 34-4
Balanced 239 361 289 278 331

Significance of Variations between Physique Types

Mesomorph-Endomorph

Mesomorph~Ectomorph _ 05 — — —

Mesomorph-Balanced — ‘10 — — —

Endomorph-Ectomorph — — — — -

Endomorph-Balanced — —_ — —_ —

Ectomorph-Balanced — —_ — —_ -
303
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Appendix G
TABLE G-7. ABSENCE OF DERMOGRAPHIA

Percentage Differences between De-

ling s and Nondeling ts of Each

Physique Type for the Indicated Trait
and the Relevant Social Factor

Careless
Indicated Household
Physique Type Trait Routine
Mesomorph 2119 28:3%
Endomorph 39 65
Ectomorph -2:0 —-68
Balanced -1-4 -04

Significance of Variations between Physique Types

Mesomorph-Endomorph —_—
Mesomorph-Ectomorph 05
Mesomorph-Balanced —
Endomorph-Ectomorph —
Endomorph-Balanced —
Ectomorph-Balanced —

L1rrgl
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Appendix G

TABLE G-17. TENDENCY TO PHANTASY

Percentage Differences between De-

linquents and Nondelinquents of Each

Physique Type for the Indicated Trait
and the Relevant Social Factor

Delinquency
Indicated o
Physique Type Trait Mother
Mesomorph 14-09%, 34-8%
Endomorph 1-9 —-11-9
Ectomorph 69 14-8
Balanced 32 -20-5

Significance of Variations between Physique Types

Mesomorph-Endomorph —_ -
Mesomorph-Ectomorph — —
Mesomorph-Balanced — 05
Endomorph-Ectomorph — —
Endomorph-Balanced —_— —
Ectomorph-Balanced — —_

TABLE G-19. UNMETHODICAL APPROACH TO PROBLEMS

Noandeli

Percentage Differences between Deli) and
of Each Physique Type for the Indicated Trait and the Relelant
Social Factors

Lack of
Cultural Overstrict
Indicated Refinement Discipline of
Physique Type Trait in Home Boy by Mother
Mesomorph 9-8% 14-6%, 90-9%
Endomorph 242 23-8 100-0
Ectomorph 17-9 13-4 20-0

Balanced 189 227 100-0

Significance of Variations between Physique Types

Mesomorph-Endomorph —

Mesomorph-Ectomorph — — -10
Mesomorph-Balanced — — —
Endomorph-Ectomorph — — 05
Endomorph-Balanced — — —
Ectomorph-Balanced _ —_ 05

306

Google



Selective Impact of Environmental Factors and Physique Type
TABLE G-21. SOCIAL ASSERTIVENESS

Percentage D(ﬂ'erem:es between De-

and N of Each

Physique Type for the Indicated Trait
and the Relevant Social Factor

Lax/Erratic
Indicated Discipline o
Physique Type Trait Boy by Mother
Mesomorph 30-2% 37-3%
Endomorph 325 367
Ectomorph 119 79
Balanced 84 97

Significance of Variations between Physique Types

Mesomorph-Endomorph — —

Mesomorph-Ectomorph — 05
Mesomorph-Balanced — —_
Endomorph-Ectomorph — 10

Endomorph-Balanced — —
Ectomorph-Balanced —_ -

TABLE G-23. NONSUBMISSIVENESS TO AUTHORITY

Percentage Differences between Delin-
uents and Nondelinquents of Each
;hyslque Type for the Indicated Trait

and the Relevant Social Factor

. . Lax/ O;;er.gtr;{ct/Erralic
Physique Type Trait Boy by Father
Mesomorph 50-49% 5379
Endomorph 67-6 782
Ectomorph 519 530
Balanced 483 49-2

Significance of Variations between Physique Types

Mesomorph~Endomorph — -05
Mesomorph-Ectomorph —_ —
Mesomorph-Balanced - —
Endomorph-Ectomorph — 05

Endomorph-Balanced
Ectomorph-Balanced
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Appendix G
TABLE G-24. AMBIVALENCE TO AUTHORITY

Percentage Differences between De-

ling s and Nondeling of Each

Physique Type for the Indicated Trait
and the Relevant Social Factor

Serious

Indicated Physical Ailment
Physique Type Trait of Mother
Mesomorph 13-8% 16:4%
Endomorph 41-0 630
Ectomorph 24-5 30-0
Balanced 30-8 576

Significance of Variations between Physique Types

Mesomorph-Endomorph 05
Mesomorph-Ectomorph —
Mesomorph-Balanced —_
Endomorph-Ectomorph —_
Endomorph-Balanced —_
Ectomorph-Balanced —

rrgrg

TABLE G-25. ABSENCE OF FEELING OF
INSECURITY

Percentage Differences between De-

i and Nondeli) ch

Physique Type for the Indicated Trait
and the Relevant Social Factor

Rank of Boy
Indicated among Siblings

Physique Type Trait (Only Child,
Mesomorph 7-8% 13-9%
Endomorph 206 556
Ectomorph 65 643
Balanced 49 00

Signifs of Variations between Physique Types

Mesomorph-Endomorph —_ -—
Mesomorph-Ectomorph — —_
Mesomorph-Balanced —_ —_
Endomorph-Ectomorph — —
Endomorph-Balanced — -05
Ectomorph-Balanced — 01
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Selective Impact of Environmental Factors and Physique Type

TABLE G-27. FEELING OF NOT BEING
TAKEN CARE OF

Percentage Differences between De-
and N of Each
Phy‘.:z’ue Type for the )ndtcaled Trait

the Relevant Social Factor
Rank of Boy
among Siblings
Indicated (Middle/First-
Physique Type Trait born/ Youngest)
Mesomorph 177% 169%
Endomorph -13-5 -10-1
Ectomorph —43 —16
Balanced -16-8 -97

Significance of Variations between Physique Types

Mesomorph-Endomorph 05
Mesomorph-Ectomorph 10
Mesomorph-~Balanced 05

Endomorph-Ectomorph —
Endomorph-Balanced —
Ectomorph-Balanced —

111815 |

TABLE G-29. ABSENCE OF FEELING OF HELPLESSNESS

Percentage Differ b Deli and Nondeli
of Each Physique Type for the Indicated Trait and the Relevant
Social Factors
Rank of Boy Lax/Overstrict/Erratic
Indicated Siblings Discipline of
Physique Type Trait (Only Cluld) Boy by Mother
Mesomorph 7-3% 71% 34-19,
Endomorph 322 80-0 40-4
Ectomorph 137 71-4 30-0
Balanced 16'9 66-7 242

Significance of Variations between Physique Types

Mesomorph-Endomorph
Mesomorph-Ectomorph
Mesomorph-Balanced
Endomorph-Ectomorph
Endomorph-Balanced
Ectomorph-Balanced

F1ltls
LT
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Appendix G
TABLE G-30. FEELING OF NOT BEING APPRECIATED

Percentage Differences between Delil and Nondeli) of
Each Physique Type for the Indicated Trait and the Relevant Social
Factors
Financial Dominance
Dol v Alcoholi Depend, of Mother
Indicated of of of in Family
Physique Type Trait Father Father Family Affairs
Mesomorph 20-7% 32:7% 29-8% 45-8% 29-1%
Endomorph 36 71 129 —286 17-2
Ectomorph 56 57 127 30-4 23-2
Balanced -2-8 -69 —-4-7 44-4 77
Significance of Variations between PRysique Types
Mesomorph-Endomorph
Mesomorph-Ectomorph

Endomorph-Ectomorph
Endomorph-Balanced

Mesomorph-Balanced _
Ectomorph-Balanced —_

RN
Fi1rls

TABLE G-31. ABSENCE OF FEAR OF FAILURE AND DEFEAT

ercentage Differences between Deli and Nondeli

of Each Physique Type for the Indicated Trait and the ‘Relevant
Social Factors
Rearing Lax/Erratic
Indicated by Parent Discipline of
Physique Type Trait Substitutes Boy by Mother
Mesomorph 23-0% 10-9% 27-3%
Endomorph 30-5 54-8 24-1
Ectomorph 20-8 26-7 16-8
Balanced 12 21-1 4-8
Significance of Variations between Physique Types

Mesomorph-Endomorph —
Mesomorph-Ectomorph —
Mesomorph-Balanced —
Endomorph-Ectomorph —
Endomorph-Balanced 10
Ectomorph-Balanced —_
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Selective Impact of Environmental Factors and Physique Type
TABLE G-33. POOR SURFACE CONTACT WITH OTHERS

Percentage Differences between Delinquents and Nondelinguents of
Each Physique Type for the Indicated Trait and the Relevant Social

Factors
Poor Meager
Delin-  Conduct  Recrea- Indifference
Quency Standards  tional  or Hostility
Indicated Crowded of of Facilities for  of Boy
Physique Type Trait Home Father Family Boy in Home to Father
Mesomorph 66% 137% 75% 7-9% 11-6% 9-3%
Endomorph -54 -52 03 =01 —-40 -9-4
Ectomorph 142 229 184 166 17-5 19-5
Balanced 1-8 0-0 28 12 57 43

Signlficance of Variations between Physique Types

Mesomorph-Endomorph  -05 —
Mesomorph-Ectomorph —_ —
Mesomorph-Balanced — <02
Endomorph-Ectomorph 05 —
Endomorph-Balanced — —
Ectomorph-Balanced — 10

R
P
Lt

glslll

TABLE G-36. DESTRUCTIVENESS

I}t’ercentan D‘('ﬂ'nfnlges between De-

Physique Type for the Indi % fract
sique Type for ti cate It
and the Relevant Social Factor

Rearing
Indicated by Parent
Physique Type Trait Substitutes
Mesomorph 40-8% 386%
Endomorph 309 51-8
Ectomorph 17-8 163
Balanced 328 4-2

Significance of Varlations between Physique Types

Mesomorph-Endomorph
Mesomorph-Ectomorph
Mesomorph-Balanced
Endomorph~Ectomorph
Endomorph-Balanced
Ectomorph-Balanced

F111gl
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TABLE G-39. LACK OF DEPENDENCE ON
OTHERS

Percentage Differences between Delin-

quents and Nondelinquents of Each

Physique Type for the Indicated Trait and
the Relevant Social Factor

Physical Punishment
Indicated of Boy
Physique Type Trait by Father
Mesomorph 17-9% 29-7%
Endomorph 24-4 19-2
Ectomorph 226 321
Balanced 0-6 155

Significance of Variations between Physique Types

Mesomorph-Endomorph
Mesomorph—Ectomorph
Mesomorph-Balanced
Endomorph-Ectomorph
Endomorph-Balanced
Ectomorph-Balanced

lsl 111

TABLE G-40. FEELING OF BEING ABLE TO
MANAGE OWN LIFE

Percentage Diffe s between Deli and Nondeli, of
Each Physique Type for the Indicated Trait and the Relevant Social
Factors
Unsuitable Rank of Boy
Emotional Supervision among
Indicated Disturbance of Bo! Siblings
Physique Type Trait of Moth by M (Only Child)
Mesomorph 37% 23-59% 35-0% 25-0%
Endomorph 30-5 29-0 43-5 66-7
Ectomorph 24 ) 21 10-9 750
Balanced 15-4 233 222 0-0

Significance of Variations between Physique Types

Mesomorph-Endomorph 10
Mesomorph-Ectomorph —_
Mesomorph-Balanced —_
Endomorph-Ectomorph —
Endomorph-Balanced —_
Ectomorph-Balanced —

Fhrrnd
P
Frriill
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Selective Impact of Environmental Factors and Physique Type

TABLE G-42. RECEPTIVE TRENDS

Percentage Differences between Delli,

Nondeli

of
Each Physique Type for the Indicated Trait and the Relevant Social

Factors
Physical
Delinguency Delis " Puni
Indicated of of of Boy by
Physique Type Trait Father Mother Father
Mesomorph 18-7% 21-2% 339% 18-2%
Endomorph 119 32-5 13-8 14-3
Ectomorph 15-6 19-6 20-3 149
Balanced -6°1 -17-3 =50 —-44
Signifi of Variations between Physique Types
Mesomorph-Endomorph — — — —
Mesomorph-Ectomorph —_ — —_
Mesomorph-Balanced -05 05 -10 —
Endomorph-Ectomorph —_ —_ — —
Endomorph-Balanced — 05 —_ —_
Ectomorph-Balanced 10 -10 — —

TABLE G-43. ABSENCE OF MASOCHISTIC TRENDS

Nondeli

Percentage Differences between Deli

and ] of
Each Physique Type for the Indicated Trait and the Relevant Social

Factors
Meager Lax/
Poor Falr Parents Recrea- Overstrict/
Manage-  Super- Indifferent tional Erratic
ment of vision of to Facilities  Discipline
Indicated Family Boy by Boy’s for Boy of Boy
Physique Type Trait I Mother Ce i in Home by Mother
Mesomorph 20-5% 335% 25:1% 43-5% 34-2% 43-83%
Endomorph 329 29-7 351 442 245 402
Ectomorph 30-4 349 393 40-4 42-1 365
Balanced 109 137 286 75 33-0 360

Significance of Varlations between Physique Types

Mesomorph-Endomorph
Mesomorph-Ectomorph
Mesomorph-Balanced
Endomorph-Ectomorph
Endomorph-Balanced
Ectomorph-Balanced

10

10
10

LTI
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Appendix G
TABLE G-45. EMOTIONAL LABILITY

Percentage Differences between Delinquents and Nondelinquents of
Each Plu-:lquc Type for the I;dlcal‘ed Trait and the Relevant Social
actors

Mother

Occa-
Emotional sionally  Rearing Indifference
Disturb- Employed in or Hostility
Indicated Crowded ance of  Outside  Brokem  of Father

Physique Type Trait Home Mother Home Home to Boy
Mesomorph 29-8% 365% 43-0% 494% 43-4% 353%
Endomorph 25-1 89 377 247 386 364
Ectomorph 13-4 322 14-1 16-8 17-6 27-6
Balanced 12:4 324 27-6 320 10-0 43

Significance of Variations between Physique Types

Mesomorph-Endomorph
Mesomorph-Ectomorph
Mesomorph-Balanced
Endomorph-Ectomorph
Endomorph-Balanced
Ectomorph-Balanced

LT
LT
(R
FLTTT

sl

TABLE G-49. PREPONDERANCE OF
EXTROVERSIVE TRENDS

Percentage Differences between Delinquents and Nondel nts
of Each Physique Type for the Indicated Trait and the Relevant

Social Factors
Indifference
Emotional or Hostility
Indicated Disturbance of Father
Physique Type Trait of Mother to Boy
Mesomorph 249% 5589, 42:7%
Enlomorph 15:0 46-8 83
Ectomorph 67 166 322
Badanced 12:3 550 20-8

Significance of Variations between Physique Types

Mesomorph-Endomorph
Mesomorph-Ectomorph
Mesomorph-Balanced
Endomorph-Ectomorph
Endomorph-Balanced
Ectomorph-Balanced

Filrrsl

L
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Selective Impact of Environmental Factors and Physique Type
TABLE G-53. FEELING OF INADEQUACY

Percentage Differences between Deli and Nondeli

of Each Physique Type for the Indicated Trait and the Relevant
lal Factors
Emotional Rearlu
Indicated Disturbance
Physique Type Trait of Father Bmken Home
Mesomorph 26:5% 41-8% 36:0%
Endomorph 26-3 23-8 30-9
Ectomorph 10-1 14-1 117
Balanced 17-4 358 303
Significance of Variations between Physique Types

Mesomorph-Endomorph
Mesomorph-Ectomorph

Mesomorph-Balanced
Endomorph-Ectomorph
Endomorph-Balanced
Ectomorph-Balanced

11 1sl

TABLE G-59. SENSUOUSNESS

Percentage Differences between Deli and Nondeli of
Each Physique Type for the ?dioated Trait and the Relevant Social
actors

Serious Lack of
Physical Cultural Lack of
Indicated Ailment of Refinement Family
Physique Type Trait Father in Home Cohesiveness
Mesomorph 15-4% 19:5% 17:1% 15:3%
Endomorph 19-6 15-0 183 20-4
Ectomorph 57 89 64 66
Balanced 227 385 238 26-8

Significance of Variations between Physique Types

Mesomorph-Endomorph —
Mesomorph-Ectomorph —
Mesomorph-Balanced —_
Endomorph-Ectomorph —
Endomorph-Balanced —
Ectomorph-Balanced 05

gl

glinrl

sl
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Appendix G

TABLE G-65. EMOTIONAL CONFLICTS

Nondeli

Percentage Differences between Deling and |
of Each Physique Type for the Indicated Trait and the Relevant

Social Factors
Mother Occasionally
Indicated Crowded Employed
Physique Type Trait Home Outside Home
Mesomorph 48-49%, 67-4%, 59-9%,
Endomorph 48-1 45-1 76°6
Ectomorph 284 40-5 550
Balanced 45-5 26-0 40-4
Significance of Variations between Physique Types
Mesomorph-Endomorph — — —
Mesomorph-Ectomorph 05 — —
Mesomorph-Balanced — — —_
Endomorph-Ectomorph — — —
Endomorph-Balanced — —_ —
Ectomorph-Balanced —_ — —
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Acquisitiveness, 56, 68, 69, 73, 77, 89,
101, 102, 117, 126, 131, 139, 159,
254, 274, 29

definition of, 211

Adventurousness, 6, 26, 29, 31, 32, 76,

87, 88, 100, 120, 143, 145, 154, 251
definition of, 211
Aestheticism, 37, 56, 59, 67-8, 72, 76,
88, 89, 142, 145, 253, 273
definition of, 211
Affect starvation, 67
Affection in home, 6
of father for boy, 43, 51, 61, 69, 81,
82, 84, 87, 98, 102, 103, 139, 143,
144, 145, 148, 158
of mother for boy, 15 n, 31, 44, 69,
83, 84, 92, 98, 126, 145
definition of 220
Age, matchmg delinquents and non-
delinquents by, 4
of boy at first breach in family life,
48, 56, 60, 61, 62, 79, 80, 81, 83,
85, 88, 102 124 139
definition of, 219
Agmsnvenes, 6
Alcoholism
of father, 47, 69 84 89, 107, 108,
138, 144 145 160
of mother, 69 100 110 138, 142
definition of, 217
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Allport, G. W 9n,19n

Ambition, famxly, 27, 31 42, 47, 66,
82, 84, 86, 87, 88, 90, 98 100 120
138, 144, 148

Ambivalence to authority, 20, 26, 29,
30, 31, 32, 44, 76, 81, 111, 138,
143, 147, 233, 287, 308

definition of, 208

Antisocial behavior, weakening of de-
fenses against, 114
iety, enhanced feeling of, 26, 35,
41, 54, 58, 82, 98

Appeztlltllve-aesthenc tendencies, 88-9,

definition of, 211

Assertiveness, social, 6, 30, 31, 56, 58,
72, 76, 81, 134, 140, 142, 147,
232, 264, 286 307

definition of, 208

Association and causation, 20

Atchley, V., 167

Atlas of Men, 8

Attitude of delinquents and non-delin-
quents, 6

Authority, ambivalence to, 20, 26, 29,
30, 31, 32, 44, 76, 81, 111, 138,
143 147 233 287 "308'

definition of 208

basic attitudes to, 26, 81, 208

nonsubmissiveness (or submissive-
ness) to, 6, 14 n, 30, 56, 61, 72,
76, 86, 140, 142, 147, 233, 264,
287, 307

definition of, 208

Background' of inquiry,
Balanced physique, 5, 61 63, 65, 68,
69, 70, 71, 147, 157
Banality, 25, 35, 37, 40, 80, 98, 230
definition of, 207
Basic research, 4
Behaviorists, xi
Biosocial (biocultural) continuum, 9,
18, 20, 28, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 46,
53, 55, 59 65 7l 72 73 74 75,
76 77 81, 83 85 86 88 89 9,
99, 14l, 155, 160, 162
Bleuler, E., 31
Body, human
structure and delmquency 4, 5,103
et seq. See also Physique and De-
linguency and Physique types
‘Born criminal,’ 37 n
Boy, age of, at first breach in family,
60, 62, 79, 80, 81, 83, 85, 88,
102, 124, 139
definition of, 219
attach;nent (or lack of attachment)

of,
to father, 43, 53, 54, 57, 67, 68, 69,
70, 71, 102, 125-6, 139, 145, 147

Appreciated, feehng of not being, 26, to mother, 53, 67, 70, 71, 126-7
35, 41, 44 83, 101, 107, 113 ll6 definition of, 220
123 131 137 138 139, 145, discipline of, by parents 39, 40, 41
146, 148, 160, 239, 289, 310 42, 43, 45, 58, 98
definition, of 209 definition of, 220
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Boy (continued)
emotional conflicts of, 14 », 56, 70,
71, 72, 76, 90, 102, 111, 128,
129 138 142 257 277 300 316
deﬁnmon of 2i1
enuresis of, 25 28, 29, 32, 76, 78,
79, 116. 119, 128, 134, 138, 140,
142, 147
definition of, 207
—=first-born child, 88, 144
health of, in infancy, 25, 28, 29, 32,
76,78, 79, 97, 142, 145, 225
definition of, 207
indifference or hostility of,
to father, 102, 103, 139, 143, 145,
147, 158-9
to mother, 102, 103, 139
only child, 41, 70, 90, 128
rank of, among snblmgs, 66, 68, 70,
88 102, 127, 139, 143, 144, 145

deﬁmtxon of, 219
regards father as unacceptable pat-
tern for emulation, 43, 52, 54,
67, 70, 71, 98 100 102 103
126 139 143 9
definition of, 230
relationship of, to parents, 125-8
siblings’ relationship to, 29, 36, 38,
42,62, 64,69,71, 80, 82,98, 102,
128, 139, 143, 144
definition of, 220
youngest child, 66, 68, 88
‘Breakdowns’ of general data of Un-
raveling Juvenile Delinquency, 7
Broken home, 59, 61, 62, 66, 88, 102,
103 104, 122 123 139 143 144

dcﬁmtlon of, 219

Case of Henry W., x, 17, 169-204

Catalytic influence of some social fac-
tors on neutral traits, 20, 97, 112,
113, 129, 160, 161, 162

Causation and association, 20

Causative hypothesis, 153

Cause and motive, 153

Character development, 7, 98, 158-9

Classificatory systems regarding human
differences, xi

Cleanliness and orderliness in home,
29, 39, 42, 50, 51, 66, 67, 80, 81,
84, 86, 87, 88, 98, 119, 138, 142,

147
definition of, 217
Clinical experience, 91, 92
Clustle:igngs of factors and traits, 7,

Cohesiveness, family, 42, 49, 54, 61, 69,

70, 71, 82, 84, 89, 90, 99, 101,
128, 129, 132, 140, 142, 147,
153, 154
definition of, 219
Common sense, 26, 35, 39, 40, 41, 77,
79, 80, 98, 101, 127, 131, 133,
139, 144, 208, 231, 285
definition of, 208
Comparison of delinquents and non-
delinquents regarding traits and
factors, 153
Compulsory (compulsive) trends, 26,
35, 50, 78, 145, 248
definition of, 210
Conditioned reflexes, xi, 164
Conduct standards in family, 43, 47,
82, 84, 100, 119, 139, 143, 147
definition of, 218
Conjugal relations of parents 36, 38
59, 61-2, 63, 79, , 86,
98 101, 122—3 145
definition’ of, 218
Conscientiousness, 26, 35, 53, 78, 89,
100, 101, 102, 108 ll6 120 131,
133, 145, 255°6
definition of 211
Consistency, intemal, of Unraveling
Juvenile Delinquency data, 6
Constitution, meaning of, 8
and socially conditioned traits, 77-8,
84-5, 1434, 148
Constitutional emphasis, 74, 75, 141,
142, 147, 157, 161
host, 14 n
Constitutionally oriented traits, 3, 11,
14, 18, 25 et seq., 67, 68, 69, 70, 71,
74, 77, 80, 88, 99, 141, 142, 147,
148, 159, 161
Contamination, differential, 155
Continuum, see Biosocial continuum
Conventionality, 6, 56, 60, 69, 73, 77,
89, 100, 102, 107, 110, 111, 124,
128, 129, 134, 139, 140, 160, 254,
275, 298
definition of, 211
Correlation tables, 16
Criminogenesis, 4, 97, 121, 129, 154
Criminogenic patterns, 108, 162
traits, 20, 34, 97, 111, 161
Criticisms of Unraveling Juvenile Delin-

Crowded hom, 27 38, 42, 43, 44, 48,
626364666768808283
86, 98, 99, 103, 104, ll7, 142,
143, 147

definition of, 217
Cultural factors, 114-15, 156, 163
refinement in home, 40, 80, 98, 100,
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103, l108 114-15, 118, 138, 142,

dcﬁnmon of, 218
Culture conﬂlct 114

and intelligence tests, 38

under-the-roof, 3, 69, 70, 156
Cunningham, M. P, x, 5 n, 167
Cyanosis, 56, 57, 72, 76, 18, 79, 142,

226, 261
definition of, 207

Deep-rooted emotional dynamics, 26,
52, 87, 88, 158, 211
Defensive attitude, 26, 35, 49, 83, 84,
100, 101, 109, 129, 145, 243
definition of, 210
Defiance, 6, 26, 28, 30, 31, 32, 76, 81,
101, 131, 143, 145, 233
definition of, 208
Delin uency, 103, 129
of father, 43, 98, 100, 103, 107,
l]é% 137, 143, 145, 146, 147, 148,

of mother, 41, 44, 49, 53, 66, 82, 84,
88, 89, 90, 100, 103, 109, 138,
143, 148

definition of, 217

management of problem of, 153-65

potential, 13, 14, 107, 113, 118,
119, 131, 142, 159, 160, 162, 232

proneness, 105

subculture, 163

Delinquents and non-delinquents,
matching of, 4

Delinquents in the Making, 156, 158

Dependence, marked (or lack of), 26,
49, 56, 62, 63, 73, 77, 85, 115,
135, 138, 140, 143, 144, 161, 210,
244, 267, 291, 312

definition of, 210

Depressed areas, matching of delin- -

quents and non-delmquents by
residence in,
Dermographia, 25 35,36-7,76,78,79
118, 142, 227, 282 304
definition of, 207
Destructive-sadistic trends, 6, 56, 61,
63, 73, 77, 86, 99, 100, 101, 111,
116, 117, 118, 119, 122, 128, 131,
143, 145, 247, 269
definition of, 210
Destructiveness, 6, 56, 61, 62, 63, 73,
77, 83, 84, 99, 100, 101, 111, 116,
117, 118, 122, 124, 128, 131, 139,
143, 241-2, 266, 291, 311
definition of, 209
Detection, early, of delinquents, 6
Deterministic attitude, 163
Developmental health history, 25, 28,

29, 32, 35, 76, 78, 79, 97, 142, 145,
207

Differences between delinquents and
non-delinquents, 105, 107
‘Differential association,’ 107, 113, 155
Discipline of boy
by father, 42, 43, 44, 52, 57, 58, 62,
68, 70, 81, 82, 83, 84, 85, 87, 88,
112%’ 103, 134-6, 140, 143, 144,

by mother, 39, 41, 43, 44, 45, 49,
51, 53, 58, 59, 60, 63, 70, 80, 82,
83, 84, 85, 86, 87, 102, 103, 133,
140, 142, 143, 147
definition of, 220
by parents&36 39 40, 41,- 42, 43,
Dnsharmony, internal, 14 n
Dominant parent, 52, 87, 123, 139
definition of, 218
Drives, goals of 49, 210
Dupertuis, C. W., 8 n
Dynamic etiologic pattern in Unravel-
ing Juvenile Delinquency, 6
Dynaénometnc strength, . see Hand
Tip

Economic background, Xl, 115
Economics, xi
Egtomo%hs. 5,7, 14 n, 57, 61, 62, 64,
67, 68 69, 70 71 147 153
157 159 161

Emotional attachment of boy
to father, 43, 53, 54, 57, 67, 68, 69,

70, 71, 102, 125-6, 139, 145, 147 _

to mother, 53, 67, 70, 71, 126-7
definition of 220
conflicts, 14 n, 56, 70, 71, 72, 76, 90,
102,111, 128, 129 138 142 257
277, 300, 316
definition of, 211
disturbance,
in father, 15 n, 52, 60, 61, 62, 80,
81, 85, 87, 100, 108—9 138 144
158, 161, 162
in mother, 36, 43, 51, 65, 70, 79,
80, 83, 87, 90, 97, 100, 110,
138, 142, 143, 144, 145, 148
definition of, 217
dynamisms, deep-rooted, 26, 52, 87,
88, 158, 211
instability, 14, 56, 66, 72, 76, 79, 87,
127, 142, 145, 158, 252, 272
definition of, 211
lability, 26, 28, 32, 76, 87, 104, 110,
111, 138, 139, 143, 147, 294, 314
definition of, 210

Eﬂ%%&mhs.i, 7, 57, 58, 61, 62, 63,
, 68, 69, 147, 157
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Enuresis, 25, 28, 29, 32, 76, 78, 79, 116,
119, 128, 134, 138, 140, 142, 147,
226, 281, 303

definition of, 207

Environmental conditioning, 29, 73,
74, 121, 157

Ethnico-racial derivation, matching of
delinquents and non-delinquents
by, 4,5,7

Eugenists, xi

Extroversive trends, preponderance of,
6, 26, 35, 51, 59, 60, 66, 78, 87,
110, 116, 118, 119, 138, 139, 145,
148, 154, 249, 295, 314

definition of, 210
Eye color, 28, 77, 92, 141 n

Factor(s), social, and appetitive-

aesthetic tendencies, 88-9, 211

and decp-rooted emotional dy-
namics, 26, 52, 87, 88, 158, 211

and delinquency, 99-103, 111, 112,
129, 154, 161, 162

and general qualmes of person-
ality, 26, 50, 87, 210-11

and goals of strivings, 26, 85-6,210

angl fnental pathology, 26, 54, 90

and personality traits, 89-90

as catalytic agents, 20, 97, 112,
113, 129, 160, 161, 162

as index of other environmental
cu'cumstanoes, 20, 28

association of, wnth traits, 18-19,
32, 33, 34 et seq., 65, 77—81 103,
lll 127 129, 137-40

association of, with traits and with
delinquency, 19-20, 99 ef seq.

no}ogssociated with any traits, 28,

number of, as basis for classifica-
tion of Nature-Nurture partici-
pation, 92

primacy of, 92

reciprocal relation of, with traits,
19, 57, 59, 60, 62, 64, 67, 68, 69,
n, 72,92, 97

samples of, 91

selectivity of, 63, 105, 108, 112,
115, 117, 120, 121, 130, 136, 147,
148, 155, 162, 281-300

specific, 3

trait relationships to, 90-3, 106-
112, 155, 162

Failure and defeat, fear (or absence of

fear) of, 56, 58, 72, 76, 83, 124,
;Zlig, 139, 140, 142, 239, 265, 290,

definition of, 209

Family ambition, 27, 31, 42, 47, 66, 82,
, 86, 87, 88, 90, 98, 100, 1
138, 144, 148

definition of, 218
breach in, age of boy at, 48, 59, 60,
61, 62, 79, 80, 81, 83, 85, 88, 102,
124, 139
definition of, 219
oohesiveness, 42, 49, 54, 61, 69, 70,
71, 82, 84, 85, 89, 90, 101, 128,
129, 132, 140, 142, 147, 153, 154
definition of, 219
conduct standards, 43, 47, 82, 84,
» 100, 119, 139, 143, 147
definition of, 218

==Jependency, ﬁnancnal of, 103, 138,

145, 148, 217
dxsharmony, 61, 71,
emlnsr;mment lS 18 137—49 154,
group recreations, 43, 49-50, 60, 101,
131, 132, 140, 144
definition of, 219
hospitality to boy’s friends, 39, 43,
44, 48, 49, 52, 53, 60, 61, 62, 63,
80, 81, 82, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, 90,
9‘% 101, 131, 140, 143, 144, 145,

1
definition of, 219
influences and delinquency, 154, 155
leadership in, 52, 87, 123, 139
management of i income in, 84, 86, 87,
88, 90, 100, 116, 142 143 144
definition of, 218
recreation, as group, 43, 49-50, 60,
101, 131, 132, 140, 144
definition of, 219
recreational facilities for boy in, 27,
30, 36, 37, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 48,
49-50, 51, 59, 60, 61, 63, 67, 68,
80, 81, 82, 85, 86
definition of, 219
relationships, 5, 54, 122-9, 13940
self-respect (pride), 37, 51, 53, 65, 67,
70, 87, 89, 90, 100, 120, 139
definition of, 218
upfggting of, 53, 89, 102, 123, 124-5,

usual economic condition of, defini-
tion of, 217
Fantasy, see Phantasy
Father, affection of (or hostility or
indifference) toward son, 43, 51,
61, 69, 81, 82, 84, 87, 98, 102,
103, 139, 143, 144, 145, 148, 188
definition of, 220
alcoholic, 47, 69, 84, 89, 107, 108,
138, 144, 145, 158, 160
definition of, 217
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Father (continued)
as symbol (pattern, ideal) for emula-
tion, 43, 52, 54, 67, 70, 71, 98,
100, 102, 103, 126, 139, 143, 159
definition of, 220
attachment (or lack of) of boy to, 53,
54, 57, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 102,
125-6, 139, 145, 147
definition of, 220
delinquent (criminalistic), 43, 98,
100, 103, 107, 113, 137, 143, 145,
146, 147, 148, 158
definition of, 217
disciplinary practices of, 42, 43, 44,
52, 57, 58, 62, 68, 70, 81, 82, 83,
84, 85, 87, 88, 102, 103, 134-6,
140, 143, 144, 145
definition of, 220
dominance of, in family affairs, 87
definition of, 220
emotionally disturbed, 15 n, 52, 60,
61, 62, 80, 81, 85, 87, 100, 108,
109, 138, 144, 158, 161, 162
definition of, 217
employment liability, 43, 63, 82, 85,
98, 100, 103, 109, 138
identification of son with, 158-9
int]erxsaersona.l relation of, with son,
5

pa}holc;gy of, and boy’s delinquency,

serious physical ailment of, 47, 52,53,
84, 89, 100, 108-9, 138, 142, 147
definition of, 217
substitute (surrogate), 102, 103, 105,
124, 139, 142, 143, 144, 161
definition of, 219
work habits of, 43, 63, 82, 85, 98,
100, 103, 109, 138
definition of, 217
Filters olf 5chlture, parents and teachers
as,
First few years of life, 109
Ford Foundation, x
Fragmentation of research data, 93
Frame of reference, 163
Freedom of choice (will), 1634
Freudian psychology, 67
Frustration, 82, 98, 158, 208

Genes, 9, 10
Genetics, determination of certain
traits by, 20, 28, 98, 141
science of, 11
study of, 11
See also Heredity
Genital underdevelopment, 57, 72, 76,
’272i 115, 128, 138, 140, 142, 227,

definition of 207

Genotypes,
Gestalten, 20, 21 93
Glueck, B Sr i53

Goalsof smvmgs 26, 85-6, 210
Grandparents of boy, 16
Griswold, E. N., ix

Groups, study of, 93

Gypsies, 119-20

Hand Grip, strength of, 56, 59, 72, 76,
78, 79, 142, 145, 228, 262
definition of, 207
Harvard Law School, ix
School of Public Health, x, 17
Health of boys, 5
developmental history and, 25, 28,
%821 32, 76, 78, 19, 97, 142, 145,
in infancy, 25, 28, 29, 32, 76, 78,
79, 97, 142, 145, 225
definition of, 207
Helplessness (powerlessness), feeling
(or absence of feeling) of, 26, 35,
41, 44, 78, 83, 134, 140, 144, 148,
238, 289, 309
definition of, 209
Helvetius, xi
enry W., Case of, x, 17, 169-204
Heredity, 8-11, 73
See also Genetlcs
Home, affection in
atmosphere (chmate), 29, 36, 38, 98,
113-21, 138-40
broken, 59, 61, 62, 66, 88, 102, 103,
104, 122, 123,139, 143, 144, 147
definition of, 219
cleanliness (or uncleanliness) of, 29,
39, 42, 50, 51, 66, 67, 80, 81, 84,
86, 87, 88, 98, 119, 138, 142, 147
definition of, 217
disorderliness of, 29, 39, 42, 50, 51,
66, 67, 80, 81, 84, 86, 87, 88,
100, 138, 142, 147
definition of, 217
expulsiveness of, 117, 118
moral fibre of, 6
moving of, frequent, 53, 89, 102, 123,
124-5, 139
overcrowding in, 27, 38, 42, 43, 44,
48, 62, 63, 64, 66, 67, 68, 80, 82,
83, 84, 86, 98, 99, 103, 104,117,
142, 143, 147
definition of, 217
planlessness (planfulness) of, 29, 42,
44, 51, 53, 62, 63, 64, 66, 67, 80,
82, 84, 86, 87, 88, 90, 100, 116,

118
definition of, 218
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Home (continued)

quarrelsomeness in, 61, 71, 139

recreational facilities in, 27, 30, 36,
37, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 48, 49-50,
51, 60, 61, 63, 67, 68, 69, 80, 81,
82, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, 90, 101,
130, 131, 132, 140, 143, 144, 145

definition of, 219

refinement, cultural 40, 80, 9
100, 103 108, 114—15 118 138
142, 143 147

definition of 218
social mﬂuencm in, 7
stabillty (instability) of 6, 61, 67,

uprootmgs from, 53, 89, 102, 123,
124-5, 139
without ambition, 42, 47, 63
definition of, 218
Hostility, feelings of, 6, 26, 35, 46, 47,
78, 83, 84, 100, 101, 102, 107,
108, 21‘:5, 119, 133, 135, 144, 145,

160,
definition of, 209
Household, overcrowding in, 27, 38,
42, 43, 44, 48, 62, 63, 64, 66, 67,
68, 80, 82, 83, 84, 86, 98, 99, 103,
104, 117
routine, 2194839’ 117, 142, 143, 144,

47,
definition of|, 218
Hugo, V., 165
Huxley, A.,

Identification of son with father, 158-9
Impracticality, 56, 70, 73, 77, 89, 90,
100, 101, 102, 110, 120, 127, 128,
129, 133, 139, 144, 256-7, 276, 299
definition of, 211
Impulsiveness, 6, 210
Inadequacy, feeling of, 14 n, 56, 65-6,
73, 71, 87, 88, 100 108
120 138 139 144 161 162 251
271, 296, 315
definition of, 211
Incompatibility (or compatibility),
parental, 36, 38, -2,
735 80, 84,|86 97 98 101 122-3
definition of|, 218
Independence of exploration of re-
search in Unraveling Juvenile De-
linquency, 5
Indifference or hostility
of father to boy, 43, 51, 61, 69, 81,
82, 84, 87, 98, 102
of mother to boy, 15 n, 31, 4, 69,
83, 84, 92, 98, 126, 145
definition of, 220

Inferiority, feeling of, 82, 98, 208

Inhospitality (or hospitality) of parents
o boy’s friends, 39, 43, 44, 48,
49, 52, 53, 60, 61, 62, 63, 80, 81,
82, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, 90, 98, 101,
131, 140, 143, 144, 145, 148

definition of, 219
Inquizrg, scope of, in present work, 14—

Insecurity, enhanced feeling of (or
absence of), 26, 35, 41, 42, 44,
238 77, 144, 148 158 234 287

definition of, 208

Insulation of investigation reports to
prevent ‘reading in’, in Unraveling
Juvenile Delinquency, 6,47 n

Integration, ultimate, of particularistic
tlrgsit-factor-delinquency findings,

Intellsi%eri,%e, aspects of, 25, 37-8, 79—

banality in exercise of, 25, 35, 37, 40,
80, 98, 230
definition of, 207
capacity for objective interests as
part of, 26, 28, 29, 76, 80, 81,
101 131 139 143 232 286
definition of 208
common sense in exercise of, 26, 35,
39, 40, 41, 77, 79, 81, 98 101
127, 131, 133, 139, 144, 208,
231, 285
definition of, 208
constituents of, 38 n
direct, 6, 37
general (global), matching of delin-
ggents and non-delinquents by, 4,

intuition as part of, 26, 28, 32, 76,
80, 97, 110, 138, 142, 285
definition of, 208
natural endowment and, 28
observation, power of, in, 35, 37, 40,
71, 79, 80, 98, 101, 124, 131,
133, 139, 144, 230, 284
definition, of 208
originality in, 25, 35, 37, 39-40, 77,
79, 80, 98, 229
definition of, 207
performance, 6, 25, 35, 37, 39, 77, 79,
80, 97, 98, 111, 135, 138, 140,
144, 229, 284
definition of, 207
phantasy in, 14 n, 56, 60, 73, 77, 80
definition of, 208
symbolic, 6
unmethodical approach to problems
in, 26, 28, 29, 32, 76, 80, 81, 100,
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115, 138, 140, 142, 147, 232, 286,
306

definition of, 208
verbal, 25, 35, 38-9, 77, 79, 80, 98,
99, 101, 102, 116, 117, 118, 120,
122,128, 131, 132, 138, 139, 140,
144, 148, 228, 283, 305
definition of, 207
Interests, objective, potential capacity
for, 26, 28, 29, 76, 80, 101, 131,
139, 143, 232, 286
definition of, 208
Interpretations of data, 16-17
Introversive trends, preponderance of,
26, 35, 51, 52, 78, 87, 97, 107,
123, 131, 138, 139, 140, 145, 160,
161, 249, 295
definition of, 211
Intuition, 26, 28, 32, 76, 97, 110, 138,
142, 285
definition of, 208
Irreg;x‘lér reflexes, 25, 28, 32, 76, 78, 79,

definition of, 207
Isolation, feeling of, 26, 27, 35, 46, 48,
, 99, lOl 102 107 lll
ll7 126 127 131 133, 138, 139
144, 160, 242—3
definition of, 209-10

Kindliness and hostility, feelings of, 26,

84, 209
Kluckhohn, C., 12 n
Kneznek, R., x

Leisure time, child’s, 27, 30, 36, 37, 40
41,42, 43,44, 48, 49-50, 51, 59, 60,
61, 63, 67, 68, 69, 80, 81, 83, 84, 85,
86, 87, 90, 98
Les Misérables, 165
Levels of inquiry in Unraveling Juvenile
Delinquency, 7
Llfe, feeling of being able to man
wn, 26, 35, 49, 78, 85, 110 l33
138 140 145 240 244 292 312
definition of 210
Limits to behavior, need of setting, to
guide child, 63
Linton, R., 12 n
Lombroso, C., 37 n

N

Loved or wanted, marked feeling of

not being, 26, 41, 42
definition of, 208
Lyman Correctional School, 4

‘Manage own life, feeling of being able
to, 26, 35, 49, 78, 85, 110, 133,
138, 140, 145, 244, 245, 292, 312

definition of, 210

Marriage, xi
Marx, M. H.,9n,19n

Masochistic trends (or absence of), 27,
56, 63, 73, 77, 86, 116, 131, 132
;:ilg 134 140 143 246 268 293,

definition of, 210

Matched samples, 3, 4, 5

McDermott, E., 8 n

McGrath, G. F., x, 5 n, 167

Mental pathokl)gy, some aspects of, 26,

Mmmomhs 5,7, 14 n, 57, 59, 60, 61,
66, 68, 69, 70 71, 118 147 148
153, 157, 159

Methodicalness, 6

Moral accountability, 165

Mosteller, F., 17

Mother, affection of (or indifference or
hostility) toward son, 15 n, 31,
4, 69, 83, 84, 92, 98, 126, 145

definition of 230
alcoholism of 69, 100, 110, 138, 142
definition of 217
attachment (or lack of) of boy to, 53,
67, 70, 71, 126-7
definition of 220
delinquent (cnmmallstlc) 41, 44, 49,
53, , 84, 88, 89, 90, 100,
103 109 138 143 148
definition of 217
disciplinary practim of, 39, 41, 43,
44,45, 49, 51, 53, 58, 59, 60, 63,
70, 80, 82, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, 102,
103 133 140 142 143 144 147
definition of 220
domination of in family affairs, 52,
87, 123, 139
definition of, 218
emotionally disturbed, 36, 43, 51, 65,
70, 79, 80, 83, 87, 90, 100, 110,
138, 142, 143, 144, 145, 148
definition of 217
pathcl)g;g}i of, and boy’s delinquency,
permissiveness of, 43, 45
serious physical iliness of, 60, 80, 87
100, 110, 138, 143, 147
definition of 217
supervision of boy by, 15 n, 39, 41,
4344484951 53545759
6368 808182848687
90 98 101 132—4 143 145
definition of, ’219
working, 15 n, 39 43, 45, 47, 48, 54—
55, 626480838486101 104
lll llln 138 142 143 155 n
detzi?gl?g of usual occupation of,
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Motivation of conduct, 91
Motive and cause, 153
Motor response to stimuli, uninhibited,
14 n, 56, 66, 73, 77, 87, 88, 100,
102, 124, 126, 134, 136, 139, 140,
144, 159, 252, 271, 297
definition of, 211
Moving, frequent, of home, 53, 89, 102,
123, 124-5, 139
definition of, 220
Multiple comparisons, statistical
method of, 17, 27, 104, 104 n, 105
Munro, D., x
Murphrey, S., x
Murray, H. A,, 12 n

Narcissistic trends, 26, 35, 49, 86, 101,
127, 131, 132, 139, 145, 245, 292
definition of, 210
Nativity of parents, 138
definition of, 217
Nature-Nurture problem, ix, 11, 20, 71,
91, 97, 163
Negativism, 62
Neurologic findings, 25
Neuroticism, 14 n, 27, 35, 54, 78, 145,
258
definition of|, 211
Non-delinquents and delinquents,
matching of, 4
Nonsubmissiveness, see Submissiveness
Number of moves, see Home, moving

of
definition of, 220

Objective interests, potential capacity
for, 26, 28, 29, 76, 80, 81, 101,
131, 139, 143, 232, 286

definition of, 208

Observation, marked (or poor) power
of, 35, 37 40, 77, 79, 80, 98, 101,
124 131 133 139 144 230 284

definition of, 208

——=Only child, 41, 70, 90, 128

Orgaitlsimtion, general, of present work,
Originality, 25, 35, 37, 3940, 77, 79,
98, 229

definition of, 207
Osborn, F., 100,11 n, 121
Overcrowding of home, 27, 38, 42, 43,
44, 48, 62, 63646667
80 82 83, 84, 86, 98, 99, 103
104, 117, 142 143 147
definition of, 217
Own life, feeling of being able to man-
age, 26, 35, 49, 78, 85, 110, 133,
138, 140, 145, 244-5, 292, 312
definition of, 210

Parental affection for boy, 125-6, 130~
140, 154, 164
ambition, lack of, 42, 47, 63
definition of, 218
attitude toward boy’s friends, 39,
43, 44, 48, 49, 52, 53, 60, 61, 62,
63, 80, 81, 82, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87,
90, 98, 101, 131, 140, 143, 144,
145, 148
definition of, 219
authority, 43
concern for boy, 140
conjugal relations, 36, 38, 59, 61-2,
63, 79, 80, 84, 86, 97, 98, 101,
122-3, 145
definition of, 218
delinquency, 36-7, 43, 98
definition of, 217
discipline of boy, 36, 39, 40, 41, 42,
43, 44, 45, 58, 98, 154
definition of, 220
foreign birth, 138
definition of, 217
incompatibility (compatibility), 36,
38, 59, 61-2, 63, 79, 80, 84, 86,
97, 98, 101, 122-3, 145
pathology, traits and delinquency,
106-12, 137-8
relationships, 122-9
substitutes, rearing by, 102, 103, 105,
124, 139, 142, 143, 144
definition of, 219
Parent—child relationships, 72
Parents of delinquents, 6, 138, 156
Pasteur, L., xi
Patterns, inductively arrived at, 93, 162
Performance intelligence, 6, 25, 35, 37,
39, 77, 79, 80, 97, 98, 111, 135,
138, 140, 144, 229, 284
definition of, 207
Permigsivenas, 39, 43, 45, 58, 98, 118,

135
Personality, 12 n, 98, 158—9
development of, 20 58-9
generalquahtles of, 26 50,87,210-11
integrated, 156
orientation, 26, 52, 89, 211
total, 158
Phantasy, tendency to, 14 n, 56, 60, 73,
77, 80, 100, 101, 102, 108, 109,
110, 124, 131, 132, 138, 143, 161,
231, 263, 285, 306
definition of, 208
Phenotype, 8 n
Physical aspects of home, 116-19
condition, 78
punishment of boy by father (or
mother), see Discipline of boy
definition of, 220
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Physical (continued)
types, see Balanced, Ectomorphs,
Endomorphs, Mesomorphs
Physique and Delinquency, 3,4, 5, 6,1,
8,11, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 20, 28,
30, 31, 34, 38 n, 45, 46, 56, 57, 58,
59, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70,
,72,73,74,75,76, 79, 80, 81, 83,
85, 88, 89, 90, 91, 103, 105 n, 118,
ig}, 146, 147, 149, 153, 157, 158 n,
Physgﬁ%e—trait relationships, 162, 303-

, incidence of traits among, 11,
14, 28, 32, 303-16
variation in delinquency potential
of, 14, 146-9, 157, 159
Pin-pointing of therapy, 163
Planlessness in household, 29, 42, 44,
51, 53, 62, 63, 64, 66, 67, 80, 82,
84, 86, 87, 88, 90, 100, 116
definition of, 218
Potential capacity for objective inter-
ests, 26, 28, 29, 32, 76, 80, 101,
131, 139, 143, 232, 286
definition of, 208
Potential delinquency, 13, 14 n, 107,
113, 118, 119, 131, 142, 159, 160,
162, 232
Poverty, 115
Practicability of findings, 158
Practicality (practical sense,), 70, 135
Prediction table based on certain as-
pects of family life, 4
Predictive power, 91
Prevention, 3
Privacy, 42, 48
Probability, statistical, 164
Problems, methodical approach to, 26,
28, 29, 32, 76, 80, 81, 100, 115,
;(3)2 140, 142, 147, 232, 286,

definition of, 208
Pseudo-delinquents, 4
Psychologists, xi
Psychology, 75
Psychopathy, 26, 29, 31, 32, 76,90, 118,
l%, 132, 138, 139, 140, 143, 258,

3
definition of|, 211

Qualitative and quantitative distinc-
tions in trait-factor analysis, 91

Rank of boy among siblings, 66
70, 88, 102, 127 139, 143, 144
4 148
definition of, 219

‘Reactive’ (responsive) association of

trait and factor, 19, 57, 59, 60, 62,
64, 67, 68, 69, 71, 72, 92
‘Reading in,’ absence of, in Unraveling
Juvenile Delinquency, 6,47 n
Reality and phantasy, 60
Rearing by substitute parents, 102, 103,
105, 124, 139, 142, 143, 144
definition of, 219
Receptive (oral) trends, 26, 35, 50, 78,
86, 101, 107, 109, 116, 131, 132,
133, 135, 137, 140, 145, 147, 148,
245-6, 293, 313
definition of, 210
Reciprocal influences (dynamisms) of
trait and factor, 19, 57, 59, 60, 62,
64, 67, 68, 69, 71, 72, 92, 97
Reconditioning, 157, 161
Recreational facilities
in home, 27, 30, 36, 37, 40, 41, 42,
43, 44, 48, 49-50, 51, 59, 60,
61, 63, 67, 68, 69, 80, 81, 83,
84,85, 86, 87, 90, 98, 101, 130,
131, 132, 140, 143, 144, 145
definition of, 219
outside home, 40, 118
Reflexes, irregular, 25, 28, 32, 76, 78,
79, 142
definition of, 207
Rejection, feeling of, 42
Resentment, feeling of, 6, 26, 35, 44,
78, 82, 83, 98, 101, 102, 111, 126,
133, 144, 145, 208, 239
definition of, 209
Restlessness in early childhood, ex-
treme, 25, 35-6, 78, 79, 97, 100,
101, 110, 122, 126, 128, 134, 135,
136, 139, 145, 225-6, 281, 303
definition of, 207
Rorschach Test, 5

Sadism, 6
Samples, matched, compared in Un-
raveling Juvenile Delinquency, 3, 4
Schachtel, E. G., 32 n
Science, steps of, xi
Selectivity of social factors on various
body types and traits, 63, 105, 108,
112, 115, 117, 120, 121, 130, 136,
147, 148, 155, 162, 281-300
Self-control, lack of, 26, 28, 32, 76, 87,
143,145
definition of, 210
Self-criticism, lack of, 26, 35, 53, 78,
89, 100, 102, 109, 120, 125, 132,
140, 145, 255, 299
definition of, 211
Self-respect (pride), family, 37, 51, 53,
65, 67, 70, 87, 89, 90, 100, 120, 139
definition of, 218
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Seltzer, C. C,, 8
Sensitivity, 9, 14 n, 37, 56, 59, 65, 68,
72, 76, 87, 88, 142, 161, 250
definition of, 211
Sensuousness, 56, 57, 72, 76, 88, 89,
108, 115, 128, 138, 140, 142, 147,
297, 315
definition of, 211
Sexual underdevelopment, 57, 72, 76,
79,2 115, 128, 138, 142, 227, 261,

28
definition of, 207
Sheldon, W., 8
Shirley Correctional School, 4
Siblings, attitude of, toward boy, 29,
36, 38, 42, 62, 64, 69, 71, 80, 82,
98, 102, 128 139 143, 144
deﬁmtlon of, 22
Si of va.nous computations,
212-316

test for, 17-18
Social assertiveness, 6, 30, 31, 56, 58,
72, 76, 81, 134, 140, 142, 147,
232, 264, 286, 307
definition of, 208
Social background, xi
factors, catalytic effect of, 20, 97,
112,113, 129, 160, 161, 162
definitions of 217-20
delin uency-related 99-103, 111,
112, 129, 154, 162
not associated with any traits, 28,
103, 145
summary of relationships of, to
traits, 137-140
influences, 3, 4, 10, 27, 56 et seq., 78—
?(6),199 et seq., 111, 136, 154, 157,

contribution of, to trait forma-
tion, 19, 27, 34, 56 et seq., 71-3,
78-90, 99 et seq., 102, 103, 141,
154, 157, 162

dirlezc; effect of, on delinquency,

emphasis on,

on1 2t;ants 77-81 103, 111, 127,

selective nature of, 63, 69-70, 73,
{25 108,112, 115 117 130, 137

Sociologists, xi

Somatopsychic types, 7, 92

Somatotypes, 7, 92

Specificity of i interest and action in pre-
vention and treatment of delin-
quency, 154

Statistical method of multiple com-
parisons, 17, 27, 104, 104 n, 105

patterns, 20

significance of various computa-
tions, 212-316
Stern, C., 10n
Stevens, S. S.,10n
Stouffer, S. A., v
Strivings, goals of, 26, 85-6, 210
Stubbornness, 6, 26, 35, 53, 76, 87, 88,
gg, 127, 128, 139, 143, 159, 251,
definition of, 211
Subconscious motivation, 162-3
Subcultures, ix, 93
Submissiveness (or nonsubmissiveness)
to authority, marked, 6, 14 n, 30,
56, 61, 72, 76, 81, 140 142, 147,
233 264 287 307
definition of 208
Suggatxblhty, 26 35, 52, 87, 88, 102,
124, 135, 145, 250
definition of, , 211
Summary, by social factors, 137-40
by traits, 140-6
Superego, 7
Supervnsnon of boy by mother, 15 n, 39,
3, 44, 48, 49, 51, 535457
59, 63, 68, 70, 80, 81, 82, 84, 86,
?47!’5 90, 98, 101, 1324, 140, 143,
definition of, 219
Surface contact with others, poor, 26,
28, 32, 76, 83, 107, 119, 126, 131,
13} 139 140 143, 147, 290,

definition of, 209
Susplclousn&ss, marked, 6, 26, 35, 46,
47, 78, 83, 84, 99, 100, 101, 102,
éﬂ, 120, 124, 131, 144, 145,

definition of, 209
Syndromes, 7, 149

Taken care of, feeling of not being, 26,
35, 41, 42, 43, 77, 82, 97, 127,
;gg, 139, 144, 148, 235-6, 288,

definition of, 209
Taken seriously, marked feeling of not
being, 26, 35, 41, 43, 77, 83, 110,
138, 144, 237, 288
definition of 209
Targets for prevention and therapy
specific, 98-9, 105, 154, 156, 158

162

Temperament of delinquents and non-
delinquents, 6

Tenney, A. M., 8

Theolrfsand fact in criminology, 70 n,

Therapy, pin-pointing of, 163
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Threatening or scolding boy
by father, see Father, disciplinary
practices of,
by mother, see Mother, discipli-
nary practlees of,
definition of, 220
Trait(s) and delinquency, 98 et seq.
and social factors, 15, 16, 18, 25 et
seq., 137-49, 225-58
and stimuli, 19, 34
as stimulus to specific responses to
environment, 19, 34
associated with one social factor,
28-9, 58, 225-92
with two or more social factors, 59
et seq., 225-92
attracting factors, 19, 34
constitutionally oriented, 74, 75-6,
141, 142, 147, 148, 157
contribution of social factors to
development of, 19, 27, 34, 56 et
seq., 71-3, 78—90 99 102 103,
141, 154, 157 162 225—92
criminogenic, 20 34,97, 111, 161
definition of, 207—11
derivation of, 9, 13, 37, 75-6, 148,
225-92
dynamic nature of, 9 n, 34
dy;);mslcally recnprocal with factors,

~factor relationships, 75, 105, 108,
111, 146, 225-58

family environment and delinquency,
13749

formation of, 75 et seq., 121, 149,
154, 225-58

genetic, 20

home climate and delinquency, 113-
121, 13749

incidence of, 212-14

inherent, 15, 20, 31

list of, 207-14

not associated with any social fac-
tors, 28, 103, 145

not clearly constitutional or socially
conditioned, 145, 148

not varying among body types and
related to less than two social
factors, 25 et seq.

not varying among body types and
related to two or more social
factors, 34 et seq.

orientation of, 9, 13, 18, 25 et seq.,
65 et seq.

parental unconcern and delinquency,
130-40

pathology of parents and delin-
quency, 106-12

plasticity or fixity of, 164

primacy of, 92

probably constitutional, 76-7, 83

reciprocal relationship of, to social
factors, 19, 57, 59, 60, 62, 64, 67,
68, 69, 71, 72, 92, 97

related to body types, 303-16
to social factors, 79 et seq., 225-58

samples of, 91

simultaneous presence of, with fac-
tors, 20

socially conditioned, 77-8, 84-5,
143-4, 148

specific, 3 37
summary of relationship of, to socio-
cultural factors, 72-3, 74 et seq.,
140-6, 225-58
types of 78 et seq.
variation in incidence of, among
physique types, 11, 13, 305-16
versus habits, 9 n
Tremors, 56, 57, 72, 76, 79, 142
definition of, 207
Tucker, W. B., 8 n
Tukey, J. W., 17
Typology of delinquency, 149

Unacceptability of father to boy as
model of emulation, 43, 52, 54,
67, 70, 71, 98, 100, 102, 103, 126,
139, 143, 159
definition of 220
Unclean and disorderly home, 29, 39
4250516667808184
?17 88 98 100 119 138, 142
definition of, 217
Unconventionality, 6, 56, 60, 69, 73,
77, 89, 100, 102, 107, 110, 111, 124,
128, 129, 134, 139, 140, 160, 254,
275, 298
definition of, 211
Under-the-roof culture, 3, 69, 70, 156
Uninhibited motor response to
stimuli, 14 n, 56, 66, 73,177, 87,
88, 100, 102, 124, 126, 134, 136,
139, 140, 144, 159, 252, 271, 297
definition of, 211
United Research, Inc., x
Unmethodical approach to problems,
26, 28, 29, 32, 76, 80, 81, 100,
115, 138, 140, 147, 232, 286, 306
definition of, 208
Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency, 3, 4,
5,6,7,15,16,17, 26, 31, 38 n, 46,
47 n, 54 97 102 103 109 110,
111, 112 113 114 115 116 ll7
118 119 120 121, 122 123 127
128, 131, 133, 135, 137, 145, 149,
153, 154, 156, 159, 161
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Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency
(continued)
‘breakdowns’ of data in, 7
criticisms of, 4 n, 70 n
dynamic pattern in, 6
internal consistency of, 6
levels of inquiry in, 7
prediction table derived from, 4-§
‘reading in,’ absence of, in, 6
typicality of findings of, §

Usual economic condition of family,

definition of, 217

Valency, 161 n
Varieties of Human Physique, 8
Verbal intelligence, 25, 35, 38-9, 77, 79,
80, 98, 99, 101, 102, 116, 117,
118, 120, 122, 128, 131, 132, 138,
139, 140, 144, 148, 228, 283, 305
definition of, 207

Vicious circle of trait and factor, 36, 97
Vivacity, 56, 57, 72, 76, 87, 110, 138,
142, 248, 270, 295
definition of, 210
Vulnerability to delinquency-inducing
influences, 155

Wanted or loved, marked feeling of
not being, 26, 35, 41, 42, 77, 82,
144, 145, 234

definition of, 208-9

Will power and delinquency, 163

Worcester, J., x, 17

Working mothers, 15 n, 39, 43, 45, 47,
48, 54-5, 62, 8
101 104 lll lll n, 138 142
143 155

deﬁnition of usual occupation of,
218-19
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