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fhas been s0 long neglected.?

: IN’I';RODUCTION

Until fairly recently, research concerning the etiology

of the female juvenile delinquent was Virtually ignored

Numerous studies regarding juvenile delinquency have been

conducted but they almost always spudmed the male delincquency

population. Delinquency has traditionall& had an implicit

male connotation because of the higher ratio of males that

commit delinquency acts as compared to females (Chesney—Lind,

1974) ;%

of the female's tendency to ¢onform and the victimless nature

According to Freda Adler (1975), "It is‘just because

of her‘transqressions that'the’etudy of female delinquency
2

Wallenberg and Sanders (1954)

‘explain that. girls have qenerallv deviated from the femdle Sex~-

and as

: 3
‘role expectations,rather than from criminal statures;

a resully investigation of male behavior seemed more urgent.

C@nﬁEquently, little is known about the etiology of female,

delinquency‘at a time when the number of incidents and the

severity of acts are increasing dramatically. David wWard (1968)

 summarizes the current situation as follows: "Our knowledge of

F

the character and causes of female criminality is at the same

stage of development that characterized our knowledge of male
criminality some thirty or more years ago."4‘
. Section,I analyzes the nature and incidence of female juve-

nile delinquency. The results reveal that not only has the

number of female delinquents increased at an alarming rate, but

)

girls are being arrested for ‘crimes that up until’ now were con=

Crimes of armed

*

eidered the domain of the male delinquent.-

T ulJUb lr‘t
. Y‘..

+

H

scommitted by girls.

<

w

robbery, arson, assault, criminalvsale of danéerous grucs,
‘grand larceny and other similiar crimes are regularly beine
These developments indicate a somewhat
dramatic change in the inCidence and nature of female delin~ .
quency, and the change quite pOSSibly is related to the change
in the female sex role currently being eXperienced

. Freda Adler, the author of Sisters In Crime (l975),

A

believes that there is a direct relationship between the general

trend towards the emanCipation of women and the increase in the’
proportion of female delinquency. She states that the incidence

of female delinquency ig even greater than repoxted but there

is still a “"Social Resistance" to recognLZing female criminality

“.states, -

in general. Social role expectation and social behavior shape

female'behavior and the nature of female deviancy.5 Ms, Adler

"A girl's. traditional role.was restricted to the
family; her chief concern was her physical
appearance because through it she hoped to attract

a proper male; and her prime but perishable claim

to respectibility was her virginity. Determining
‘the rules of normalcy from the exceptions of
‘delinquency, the conventional femdle teen-ager of
the first third of the twentieth century moved in

a two-dimensional world bounded by familial fealty
and sexual abstinence. The former guaranteed her
present security...the latter her future prospects.
From such a socially restricted habitat, there were
only two directions in which she could transgress -
disobedience and promiscuitv. If she was a runaway -
she might be involved in both. ...This type of juve~
nile led some investigators to the conclusion that
male delinquents tend to hurt others while female
delinquents tend to hurt themselves,

«

The pattern and nature of female delinguency is rapldly changing,

however, . The increasing antipathy which teen-age girls fael

,tOwardktheir traditional female roles could easilf lead to their
) T L & - A
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acquisition of even more social and antisocial male behavxors.\x

a

and smgnifmcant]y, girls are recemvmng dlfferent role cues £rom
- their own famxly unlts whlch contributes to dlfferent béhavioral
yesponses. g i

» - Nancy wlse, (1967) in herﬁgtudy of dellnquenoy among mxddle—

class girls lends ‘additiohal support. Her studies reveal that

o modificatioh of sex roles among middle-class adolescents~challenge

L

%

some of the notions about the quantity and quallty of female
dellnquency.'mshe found that mlddle-class boys and glrls exposed
“to changlng male and female role deflnltlons are adoptxng smmllax
patterns of delmnquent and non-delinquent behavxor. Mlddle-class
girls now engage in a wide variety of types of behavior that were

formerly “consmdered typically male acthztles" 7

Another factor that has contrlbuted to the increase ln female

\
'\%x/

delinquency is societ“és' Lesponse, (i.e. the police, prosecuter,.
Courts, Probatlon) to antisocial acts committed by females. A
great many charges are dlsmlssed because of unwxllgngness of the
victim to press charges and the attltude among arresting offmcmals
that a reprlmand is sufficient. This is e5pec1allv tIUL when
there are dependent chlldren 1nvolved. Bloch and Geis, (1962)
gubmit that the dlsproportlonate ratio of male and female\gffe?-

ders may ke a contlngency of biased COurt actxon rather than\an

extension of establlshedfroles. "The subordlnate role of women

has qenerallzed a norm of protectlvencss. w8 put as sex role

expectatmons have changed, SO has the response of the crmmlnal ,
and juvenile justlce agencxes and socxety in general.‘ Many of A

the acts that were overlooked or that were resolved ln alternate

" ‘ways are now more equally processed through the system.

S

TG e e e

In 1950, Otto Pollak challenged the basic‘assumptions'

concerning the type of female involvement in eriminal behavior.

B In his book, The Criminality of Women, 2 - Poliak argues that

o ' - (3 £ 3 + ‘ i
women's participation in crime has pot been significantly lower

,t@an men's but 1) the types of crimes women commit are less

’; * | likely,to beydetected; 2) even when{detected, theu are less

likely to be repotted - for example, shopliftinq,-domestic

¢ +thefi, and theft by prostitutesg: and 3) even when their crimes

are reported, women Stlll have a much better chance than do men

of avoiding arrest or oonviction because of the double standard;

fevorable to_women, which is used by law enforcement officials.

' Pollak also believed that even when women commit visfbie
ftypes‘bﬁ'cximes, they are less 1ikely to: be apptehended because
their male viCtims are’too embarrassed to report the act or too

veasily,manipulated. When a man and a women have teamed to commit

crimes, the man is the one who is 11Lely to get caught and pun-

ol

ished, because he is usually the active partner. The man gets

caught because he engaged in the overt act. Women usually play

the’role of instigator, motivator, or arranger. Chivalry prevents

the man from involving his female counterpart.

Primarily then, for the three reasons cited above, Pollak S

contended that the greater conformity of women as}opposed to men

10

is a myth. Unfortunately,gﬁﬁllak‘s book did not motivate

regearch in this area, and the causes and exter/t female criminality

. . .
IR . B LY h . - “ )
e e Eetee g TR P .

is largely unknown. ' -
R o

R

TR The etlologlcal factora of dellnquency are many and dlverse.

‘ Researchcrs have prevxously tended to dlfferentlate dellnquency
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would constitute a crime.™ An important distinction must be S ‘“”“‘l

. [
O -

‘made at this point for proper analysis of the 11terature. A

between males‘and females as being basically differenq/deveiop—

.
[ EDG e

Kmental processess Previously, researchers associated'much of

male delmnquency as a rebellmon against female authorlty

uvenile delin uent' is not synonymous with a 'person in need
(Parsons, 1947y as a method of asserting manllness (Miller, 1 4 yn ¥ P

of supervision'. COn51derable confusion exists in the litera-
-1958) and as & result of the lack of opportunmty to pursue ~

ture and qﬁite often these terms are used interchangeably

«

V‘le itimate goals cloward and Ohlln 1960 Female delln uents ; . : ‘ “ :
g ¢ ( ! ). quen when describing the female juvenile delinguent. However, 'per- o
in contrast were felt to have resulte§ from a spetlf*c set. Of ' sons in need of supervision' have not committed acts of a crimi~ B r:f

AR ot .

nal nature, whereas a juvenlle dellnquent has broken the law,

p;oblems mn their llves.(broken homes, sexual 1nvolvement,

school fallure).ll

o

P.L.N.S. youngsters are lncorrlgible, ungovernable or habitually

Tradltlonally most'wrlters on women in crime and dellnquency d;sobealent and beyond the lawful control of parent or other

have traced female criminality to biological and/or psychological lawful authority. .These offenses are status offenses and would , ° "

. ; . . , . o ot be crimes if committed by an adult. e "uvenile delin-‘ tv
sources with little or no d;scu551on of such social-structural not i i e Y Th J\ Lo
' quent' and 'person in need of supervxslon populatlons are not . S

! 13 sr ) /\ .

considerations as the state of the economy, occupational and
. B : identical and the distinction must be clearly understood, The

education opportunities, divisions of labor based on sex roles,
T ‘ purpose of this study is to investigate female juvenile delin-
and dxfferentlal association. oultural situational and motiva- quency and nok those youngsters who are considered persons in

tional factors have been lgnored Freudlan theory has carried v

need of superV1510n.

cons:.derable welght. However, Wlth the merg:.ng of behavioral. " The overal]_ strategy of {;his 'paper is éhe 'follov&ing: 1) to

patterns along with changing sex roles, and sltuatlonal or

conduct an extensive review of the literature and research con-

opportunlty changes, many of the current theories are vigorously ~ cerning female delinquency and criminality; 2) to empirically

being challenged. ‘éne1yze and identify all aspects of the q§velopment of this phe~

| nof £ le delinquenc in Suffolk County: 3) to conduct
The main objectlve of. thls paper is to analyze and clearly, nomenon ok temale delinquency : ys 3) ‘

~.an in deﬁth analysisyof'ten specific cases to identifyfcultutal,»

;dentlfy the nature and scope of this phenomenon ; and to evaluate : o :
' %%ﬂﬁ/ situational and motivational factors; 4) o conduct an histor;cal
the adequacy of existing theories for this sub-group. Before ' ‘ L , = SRR L ,
overview of female delinquency theories as well as contemporary @
this analysms can begin, however, several deflnltlons about this ; theories of,juvenileydelinquencyf 5) to evaluate the adequacy of
B poPulatlon must be’ clarlfled NS R . e , AT ‘ ‘ ' :

T

-Accordlng to the Famlly Court Act of New York, (1962, 1. 1970), . , ' e o : S : :
a'"Juvenlle Delmﬁquent means a Person over seven and less than o , v ' o N o. , — ) ’dr' n

sixteen‘yeaxssof age who does any act which, if.done by an adult
a4 : . ’ T . . : .



these theories in view of our empirical research; and 6) to

conduect dn overall analysis and‘present'the resultant conclu-

3

g
s i At
-
o

sion of this process.
Brief%y, this report attempts to identify this phenomenon
and evaluate the adequacy of existing theory in coping with

the emergence £ female 5uvenile delinquency. ¢

S

‘Xas acs

. delinguents has now been reduced to four-~to-one in favor of males

PART I = STATISTICAL DOCUMENTATION

A) National‘Tréﬁds

Juvenile delinquency has traditionally been considered’h£5 o
male phenomenon, 1In the 1900's, ratios of over fifty malés %o

one female juvenile delinquent were common. According to more
14,15,16

recent statistics, the ratios of males to female
for most criminal activity. |
, o A ”
According to the F.B.I. Uniform Crime Reports of 1973,

serious female juvenile crime has increased 306.1 percenfasinca

11960, The increase for teenAaged boys was 81.6 percent. - The

ration of juvenile males and females referred to court has
shifted from 4 td l‘prior to 1973 to 3 to L. Also, the numbér
of female juvenilé cases referred to court nationally doubled
during 1965 - 1972 as compared to a,49-percent.increase for juve~

. :LEB
nile males.’ B .

Regarding adult female arrests, the F.B.I.'s Uniform Crime

Reports show that female arrest rates for the majority of seri- e

.ous offenses are also rising much faster than male arrest rates.

For #he period 1960 - 1973, the arrest trends are startling.

Whilg arfestg for males increases 87.9 percent during this 13 !
year period, arrests for females soared 277.9 percent: Current
statistics show that the proportion of women in crime is higher

than at any other time since the end of World War II.7' 8, 19 A

o

PR e L 2
i




“juvenile grants were specifically female related programs.

o i

Pg. Y : ‘ B

J Inﬁlgﬁa, roughly 1 in 7 arrests for‘larceny involved a
womanflhdwever, @n l972 the ratio was approximately 1 in 3.
It seems that the.tremengous increase in the serious female
offenses occurred for prgpérty pffenses. The proportion- of
fgméles arrested for violent c¢rimes has hardly changed over
the pggt two decades. . The greatest iqpreases for fema}es were
for the offenses of embezzlement, fraud, forgery and counter=-
feiting and"the lncrease was especxally marked for the period

between 1967 tp 1972. If the average rate of change that

occurred between this period continue, female arrest rates for .

larceny/theft, fraud and embezzlémeﬁtjwili equal the male

total in a short period of gime, 2 ; - et
. Although this trend of rising female juvenlle crime and

dellnquency is accelerating, recognltlon of this phenomenon

by the juvenile and criminal justice systems is almost non~

existent. An analysis of female Juv;hlle offender grants

nationally from 1969 - 1975 indicates that only 5 percent of

all juvenile delinquency discretionary projects were spécifi~

cally female related proérams. Only 6 percent of the block
10,21

Therefore, few programs focus on the special needs and problems

o

of female juveniles..

B} logcal Trends -~ Suffolk County

In oxder to analyze the increasing phenomenon of female
juveniie delinqguency in a suburban community, the nature and

incidence of female offenders in Suffolk County were analyzed.
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TABLE T:°

J.D.
__OFFENSE

, o o
1975 SUFFOLX COUNTY anssr

&

TOTALS BY SEX ~ BY TOWNSHIP

TOTAL

5 N
TR

g

‘“ﬁbWNSHiP

Al

ERD SEX

)

SMITHTOWN

BROOKHAVEN

EAST END

- Arson

Burglary

Crim,. Tress.

. Petit Larceny

o

Menacing

‘Assault

Robbery h

Harrassment

NarcoticS'Vipl‘

M b5y

BABYION
M F

-y &
ANIRTINGTON

il l‘t"i F

- M F

M E_ -

M F

935 83

177 32
336 13
15 3

9 1
"1q2 27
B 6
25 19

77 13

176 -

203
61 . 13

88

19 2|

46 |

43 =

:"?u,:37 ’

S

17 4

10 2

97 2

49 .2
9 2

il 3

386

[»]

21
28 10

112 66

.31
8 1

‘10 4

15 21

14

50 ° 5

8 o g

18
10
129
44
s

80

TOTAL KO,

1714°

360

o

413

109 |

340 61

‘192‘

0

42,

93,

N

12

595

114 |

8L 22

2074

%:
E

| 82.6% 17.49

79.1% 20.9

48A8% 15.23

W ,
, 82.% 18%>

88.6% 11.4

'83.9% 16.1%

GRAND TOTAL

2074

234,

401

9

709

-+.105

o

103°

| 2074
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;ég ' The incidence of arrest, Family Court adjdaication‘rates and P :
e:ft; » . ) : 5, ) . <»> ) . e\ . s ‘
ks probation supervision'recdrds were analyzed. Not only the : “‘JhULN1 ,] 1
number of incidents but the type of delinquent acts were docu- jfc"; . o UPADLE TT1: SUFFOLK COUﬁTYfJUVRNTiB D"LI"OﬁBNCYk
cod g . ‘ S ,' : - ARREST FREOUENCY RBY OTFESSE
men e . : ‘ . ) - Y ",{V?, : '-' AR@ MALE/ZPEMALE DISTRIDUTION
suffolk County is located on the eastern half of Long Island i : o ‘ BETWEEN 1956 & 1975
: : DR ‘ 5
B e and is second in New York State for the size of its juvenlle , Sl e i‘
. offender populat;on accordlng to- data complled by the New York .
' State Divis;on for Youth,  New York city is first. The county R S - o T
“has a combination of rural and suburban characteristics and a
: ' 22
: S . :
population slightly over 1.3 million, The median age is 26.4 ,
years and 43.5% of the population is under 25 years of age. . ' 'L’;:4,; - J.D, : . 1956 1957 1958 1959
- ' . R OFFENSES . M S Py SR 3 g
Accordlng to the 1970 U. S. Census flgures, there are R , ) A -
_ Burgla s 2 § 127 { 2 § 13 1
glightly more males than females in the Suffolk County juvenile o . “Othgr EZrceny~*' 54 1 40 1 gg i 23 g g‘
) S Arson - 3 0 210 1|0 4 |1 1
population., 1In 1970. there were 226 781 males and 218, 650 ‘ o Harassment . 35 0 44 0 45 3 44 0 0
| Assault 10 2 25 4 13 6 23 4 3
females in the 0 = 17 age group. | .  Menacing N 1s 0 2| 1 10 { '3 10 | 3 i
'Analysis of the male/female juvenile deli ncy statistics g Robbery - 0 0 o} O 610 8| 1 ﬂ
‘ Analysi e male/fenale juvenile delingue Y s g Warcotic Viol. 0 1.0 ol o ol o 0| 0 T
for Suffolk County reveals that the local trend is quite similar: : . ‘ ’ . , , ‘ ‘
“FOTAL 1/F S 205 55 2601 8 ¥ 251 {15 H 236 {12 6
to the national increase, As lllustrated in Tables I, II, III, . : i 210 268 ,\266 ' 248
~ : - ; A . :
1V, and V, -female juvenile delinguency has increased at a much: , ! A
| greater rate than male juvenile delinquency, although percentages™
‘;“T?;% both sekes'in the general population has remained relatively
3table. The major. findngs of the 1975 suffolk Police juvenile : .y : : . ’
arrest statxstlcs, as lndlcated in Table I, reveal the follow1ng. . R o R R S }\\\
; : : S
1)  of all the juvenile arrests for harassment 43.2% were of : 5 o
- females. (19 out of 44 ) ‘ ' ' ' , : R v%
e S SN, g)‘ Of all the arrests in 1975 in suffolk for juvenlle L ;; %
BRL e PR : N Lo e '
s« . delinquency acts of assault, 21% were of females. T ‘ S 5 >
< " SR ¢ » - ‘ : ! o ! H 2
, ; “ . '\ i ‘
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MABLE IIT: SUFFOLK JUVENILE ARREST  °
) o  PERCENTAGE BY OFFENSE
- 'AND MALE/FEMALE BREAKDOWN
. BETREEN 1956 & 1975
v .’{J\ ,v
(( :
J.n, 11956 1957 1958 1959 1960 1975
OFFENSES _ Miof-F M F M _F M_} _F M| F M| F
Burglary [97.6% | 2.24]98.5% | 1.5%]l98. 6% |1.4% Jl100% | o [os. 7| 1.3nfo1.on| 8.1%
Other : B B R v I H R
Larceny {198.2% | 1.8%{{97.6%} 2.4%}] 97% | 3% 193.5%) 6.5%}j100% 0 §55.6% 134 .4% -
Arson 100% 0 1100% .0 1100% 0 80% 20% Y| 75% 25% 133.3% 116.7% o
Harass- ’ _ | R B , - R |
ment 100% | O J1100% 0 [[93.8%6.2% §100% 0 100% O §56.68% {43.2%
Assault 83.3% [16.7%(|86.2% |13.8% ) 75% |25% |185.2%}114.8%)85.7%}14.3%179.1% [20.9%
Menacing, [100% O 195.2%4 1 4.3%76.9%123.1%176.9%123.1%}}100% | .0 90% 10%
-porbery.— {.—0 1' 0 0 "} 0 §100%. | O 188.9%}111.1%[1100% 0 §36.4% [13°6%
~"Narcotic : ot S A E B : :
Viol. N O o f .0 0 0. 0 0 0 0. 0 {85.6% {14.4%
Rt IO T R e , i -
« i
RS
- N}\& ':{;
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. 73) 'Of all/the yuvanile larceny arrests in the County, , » , i
i . ‘ ' o O
‘34 4% 176 out of 512) were by females. ' L - ' , ' , .
| 4 ( Y _ v S : TABLE IV:  FAMILY'COURT JUVENILE DELINQUENCY CASES IN , PR S
4) In the Town nf Islip, 18. 5% (46 out of 249) of all ~ SRS S ,  SUFFOLK COUNTY DBETWEEM 1965-1974 BY OFFENSE B
: ‘ : i AND BY SEX _ ' e
{jnvenlle burglary arrests were by females. B H
o 5) vof'all the arrests for narcotlcs violations, 17.4% : OFFENSE © 71965 Ci970 1974 ;
,~—_exe by femalgs. o h ' M ,F M F % F
6) 0£ all the afson arreste, iS}T%Lwere*juvenile’fsnale» 5 L~ j ,
, : 1 — - | Burglary 239 7 | 286 3| 798| 16
£fenders. ! T
, : _ o . . ' R '
_7) xn the younger age group, between 0 - 12 years old, 5‘}1; ' Other Larceny VR 55 17 | 216 26
the incmdence of offenses committed by females ki ' - N o
, 1n¢reased 260% Between 1971 and 1975, yhile the “?ﬁf?ﬁ? Arson 17 0 7 0 28 6
' e
,,inorease in offenses by males 1ncreased only 9%. St he,sd :
| aJllU“h? * N - |
. Auto Theft 70 6 114 2 174 7N
8y I n,adaltlon, 13.6% of the armed robberies and 15.3% e : :
eﬁvthefchar es of criminal trespass were committed ’
: 3 final E\Q Assault 52 12 58 23 195 20
hy females.
HOWever there are sxgnlflcant dlfferences between geogra- : Stolen Properﬁy" 0 0 3 0 18 0
phic areas and the type of the community in which the guvenlles ” Y > . ) ) -
es;de.; Islip and Brookhaven, which contain some of the most g Malicious Mischief 40 L. 18 4 54 >
,chaotlc envxxonments, also have the greatest number of female ! . : > . '
‘ Disorderly. Conduct 46 1l 2 1 13 0
rjuvenlle &elanuents (Refer to Table VI). However, Smlthtown ) . :
and the rural east end have relatively few cases and popula— N Sex Offense 12 2 18 4 24 ‘ d
tions var&atlonSvdo‘not explain this difference. - :
As illusﬁrated in Tables II and III, the percentage of Dangerous Weapon 4 0 5 0 17 1
:female 1nv01vement in juvenlle offenses since 1956 has increased ‘ ST ‘
, ‘ : Robbery 14 3 31 2 o7 3
fconsldexabl » . In 1956 less than 2% of larcenies (excluding K ; : , 7 '
_e:ﬁfburglaxy) were commltted by female guvcnlles as compared to- :% Homicide 0 0 1 o N
. 34.4% in 1975, Females weref not even represented in the statis- : . - o a
tics fér‘ﬁﬁ§on¢eRobba:y, Na:cotlc ‘Violations, Menacing and Narcotics 0 0" 38 : o FBB_‘A 8
o . * | TOTRL 538 41 | 636 | 56 "173gg 92 ;.

RRRAT N, AR
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~ Harassment in l9s6.  However, for 1975, female'jﬁveniles
committed 16.7%,'13.6%; 14.4% 10% and 43.2% respectively of
these juVenile offenses. Although the numbers have increased,
the percentage of fem%le assault;casés has remained relatively
24,25,26,27,28
«. . ghable throughout the’ years. L

Although fheytypes of incidence of female juvenile offenses

are still under-represented in Family Court'juVenile delinquenoy
proceedings. As illustrated in Table IV, most female juveniles
Ta¥rested for—delinquenf acts (Table I) are diverted from the

court system before adjudication. This diversion may take many

forms at different stages of the juvenile justice system, i.e. |
Pgohagion Intake, ACOD, dismissal, etc. The fact remains tﬁat
in suffolk County, although the incidence of juvenile deling=~
gency‘arrests for females hashincreased significantly, femaleé
“are not being adjudicated in Family Court for these acts, These
‘cases are diverted at some point in the sysé§R?0'3l

The tesaarch in female juvenile delinquency in Suffolk
County has documented quite clearly a disproportionate increase
in female delinquency as compared to male delinquency. In
addition; girls are committing a wider range of’offehses than
in 1969. Many of these offenses’such as burglary, larceny and

i
S

robbery were considered the male domain.

‘The next section of this repoit will investigate the charac-

teristids of this female delinquent sub~-group.

Y

hds increased considerably since 1956 and 1960, female juveniles

- *, .
frifrey
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TABLE V: INCREASE OF JUVENILE DRLINQUENCY RETWEEN
‘ 1960 and 1975 BY MALE/FEMALE BREAKDOWNM
1960 1975 vAINCﬁEASE/DECFEASE
: LR %
Male 246 \ 1537 +1291 +52g% =
\ : . ,{
Female - 6 328 + 322 +5300% o
Total 252 1865 +1613 +640% .
. c]; . *

v sl L

TABLE VI: . 1975 FEMALE JUVCHILE OFFENDERS ACCORDING
TO TOUWNSHID AND FREQUENCY L

TOWNSHIP NO. OF CASES
Brookhaven 138 '
Islip 138 ’
Babylon ‘ 84 . !
.Huntington ‘ “ ' | ; 54
Smithtown L o - 18 .
East End Townships » 27

; TOTAL ) 459

A

w
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; ‘PART IX. ‘gzmnggmg;g'r:xcg MDD _PROFILE OF FEMALE JUVENILE DELINQUENTS . e i ’ i . ‘ - 7 | , : .
e { ; ;y SUFFOLE COUNTY. i ; ' ;ji : g zﬁ@ﬁ delinquent in Suffolk, although a statistical random sample was E '::;:,
? 3 . A. An Aﬂalxsis’gg Thirty Female Delinquents Considered As a Sub-Group. "';Siﬁghizﬂiﬁ;g not possible. L E i ; .;:;gi
| ease records of current Probation supervision cases were analyzed "iﬁj ' e B. Demographic, culﬁural and Behayioral Characteristics f??: -

for female juveniles aelinquents inTSuffo;k‘COﬁnty: The following ' :t;?_ R | 'i..wégg - The age distsibution for these female juveniles was | Q»

variables were documented for analysis: 1) age; 2) race; 3) rdigion; : ‘m"‘~ . as. follows: nineteen (19) Youngsters were 15 years old; five (5)

4) intelligence quotient; 5) family structure; 6) multiple f??ily | j . ' e : were ov‘yeen- and six (6) were thzrteen years old. Thetneag age A

prablems- 7) psychiatric orx psychologlcal dlagnOSLS. 8) behavxoral o ; : WaS«i;{;iﬁears old for this sample. . .
or'psycyologzcal tendencies; 9) school pegformance; 10) current :~: :.~ i . - 2. R’ce - Distribution by racevés as follows: 23 white (1 E | <,f

.offenseés)f 11) familial sriminal‘history: 12) financial status; | ;"A’ ) ‘, hispanic Prigin); and 7 Bladk youngséers. ’ | !~ : , ‘41£“;JJ
13) other noteworthy factors. | o E _ :V | _ | 3, Religion - The distribution by religion is as follows: o

, ;his section will present the reselts of analyzing this semple s ' 13 Protestant juveniles, 8 Roman Catholics: 1 Jewish yoﬁ;h;
‘ as a subgroup. ‘Total ingidence and percentages of this group will o ,‘; , ‘ 4 1 Jehsvah Witness, and 7 unknowns.
L be tabulated. However, ParteII, Section B illustrates the factors\ } 'Vv # ) 4. Inteiliqence Quotient -~ The I.Q. levels of this group

for the thirty cases_individually, so that'th'(reader can analyze % ”;; ) . tested on the Wechsler Intelligence Scale for Children is as follows:
multiple factors and clusters of importan£ variables. , ‘a) 4 cases below 80: (78, 58, 65, and 71); b) 5 juveniles between .

It mnsﬁ be rpted that these 30 female prsbationcrs do not o f L: - 80 and gg. (88, 39,'39, 85, 88); c) 4 between 90 and 99: (90, 98, 95;» ?
represent a statistical random sample of all female juvenile‘delin- o ‘ 98); a) 6 between 100 znd 109: (103' 103, 105, l09, 105, 102); e) o »Je
quents in Suffolk County. First of all, they are youngsters adjudlcat . " 6 110 1.0. and above. (125, 118, 115, 119, 117, 119) f) 2 "average ;vé | '?
by Family Court. Many youngsters are arrested but diverted out’ of ;‘ ' range“ assessments, g) and 3 cases unknown. ) o ‘ %
the system. Secondly, many youngsters commit delinquent acts but ST | ° The mean IQ was 97.5 if the two “average range" cases are assigned . $

, are never apprehended; Finglly, these cases were selected from B ‘ ? N 100 I.Qoégpores. Iﬁ is striking that 5ix (6) youngsters have . : , &

' existiné caseloads on an available basis. If the case files were’in S i"superioxr" range intelligence and an additional‘eiéht (8) youngsters ; o ‘~$ . E
‘transport or not available, they were excluded. However, the ; S S with evera§e~or above average scores. j 2 B = o }y;- f
saxple should be representative of the ;djudiéated femalemjuvcnilck' b e : | a 5. Family Structure - The> family nucleus was analy2ed accordlng i jé

gﬁ ' ‘  - S . ,to bso?en/stable structures as well as cause of @isintegration ie. o .5; :
| “%l ‘ } ,‘L »  S . ‘death; deserslon, separatlon, dlvorce. qIn addition; functional SN £ %} %
. : “‘%* : BiE | = = ’”;>” : ‘[i‘?;
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causes of an unstable family unit were documented,. ie dicohélism{

g

mental illhess, drug addiction.
of this sample, 24 cases or 80% had structural broken family
Of the remaining

unita. Only 6 cases had both parents in the home.

6 cases with both parents in the home; 2 cases were dxagnosed as

v

experiencing "Marital Maladjustment®; and in 1 case the mother is T

alcoholic. In only 3 out of BOUOr io%.

.

did the home structure give
the appearance of a stable home situation.

6. Multiple Prdblem‘Familv - As illustrated in Table VII,

the other family members of the female delinquents unit quite often

had serious problems such as alcoholism, emotionalkdisturbances,

¥

druga, child abuse, criminal behavior patterns, brain damage, ~ . N

dbortions, rapes, suicidal tendencies, etc. The most frequently s S
‘identified problem is alcoholism identified in 14 or 47% of elther

one oxr both parents. The trauma of recent parental death is also
clearly it evidence in‘7 or 23% of the cases, For a complete analysis
consult columns 6 and 7 of Table ViI. w

4

7. Paychiatric and Ps vchologlcal Diagnosis - A majorltj of

cages, 21 or 70%, were diagnosed "adjustment Reaction of Adolesqpncéﬂ o

or "Severe Adjustment;Reaction of Adolescence".
] E

g

The remaining nine

cases were distributed as follows: 1 = "unsocialized 1gressive

reactxon of adolescence"; 2 - “passive aggressxve per :alities";

2 - "depersonalxzatlon neurosis"; 1 -"mild mental :eturdatlon"-

3 - other. and 'l = not avamlable. s B RS
i

8, Behav1oral or Pﬂvchologxcal Tcndcnc1cs - .

A varied array

ylofxpsychologicul and behavioral tendencies are listed in Table VII.{i

3

- cases.

onébbery and shoplifting.

A G T e e e . e ,g .
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They igclqde a5satltive tendencies,'suicidal’ideation and gestures,
fightigg, runaway 'activity, alcohol abuse, drugs, stealing;vetc.
9. BSchool Performance - These youngsters. as a group have a

s
dlsmal school record and ail seem to have negative experiences in

that institution. The exceptions as illustrated in Table VII are

cases #12 }fair graaes but cutting clésses); #15 (reportedly good
schodl performance) aﬁd #21- (very briéht. 1lth. grade reading leves,
misses classes). Except fox one case; #25, where the information
was unknown, the remaining 26 cases or 87% have histories of fighting
ig school,'or truancy, or failing grades, or combinations of ﬁcgati&e

‘behaviors.

10. Current Offense(s)

- The distribﬁtion of offenses for the
group is as follows: (a) Assault 1lst. or ﬁfd. degreé - six (6) cases;
(b) Burglary‘3~rd. degree and/or Grénd Larceny - six (6) c;ses:
,(c)”nrsbq - one caset(l); (d) Robbery - one case (1); (e) Illegal
Drug Possession - seven (7) cases; (£f) Other 1aréeny‘~ nine (9)

*

13. Family Members -

'Eight cases have family nembers known to
the criminal justice system.

30 exhibit charges ranging from murdex, arson, assault, child abuse,

%’ 12, Financial Status - Thirteen cases (13) are receiving welfare
payments; 2 cages aré on soc1al sccurlty and unemployment; 3 cas

- earn $10,000 or below; 8 cases earn‘between $10,000 and $19 000;

a v ©

while 4 cases earn $20,000 or above.

Ly

N DI

Cases #'s 1, 4, 12, 23, 26, 27, 29, and |

{
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| etiology of femalevjuyenileﬁdelinquency for theseiyéungéters.

‘ehild¥en 4s the amount of pure brutality that they have endured.
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13, Other Factors - Certain additional factors as documented

& [2

2

/,// B

in the iaﬁt'colqu*éf Table VIX may have gerious effécts cn the;‘

The“

most striking revelation of studyingfthekexperienceé of these

; 't~ ‘- . . ot ) o . i : . ; ) ’
‘whe incidence of rape, child zbuse and assault is staggering. The ° . . <

is considerable. = o

rﬁ:esegca dffsuicidalfQendencies“in these teenagers

btug abuse including ovérdoses a§5~ho%pitaliza£ion is also evid;hcédo
'¢a§es #?, 2§ and 29 wegeﬁéllixégéd“when;théy:were”twélve years

'élﬁgﬁ Case #2 éiaims\beatingéﬁgﬁd incest by her fathex; cases #6,}2,

12, 21 and 29 were confirmed cases of child abuse. The numbé# of

+

unsuccessful residential placements is also considerable, ) .

- The next section is actually a tabular px#sentation.of each

+

juvenile so that the reader can see the inter~relation$hip,between

vzriables. o | . , e

et
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PART II B): A _PROFILE PRESENTATION OF EACH YOUNGSTER CONSIDERED
T 7+ INDIVIDUALLY - - T

T SRR L y . . o
gable VII has been set up accoxding to individual juvenile units
so that each variable can be viewed in relation to all other . )
variable. The previous section (Part IT A) “presented a group. .

analysig, this section allows the beginning of case histoxy
analysis, Part III presents ten of these cases selected ran=- ¢

domly according to case study, in depth format.

As indicated in Table VII,
juvenile delinguents live
they have experienced have been

the environments that these female
in, and'the negative situations that
quite destructive. There is -

not one case where the juvenile life situation can;be describad
as stable. - ' ’ : o
ghe initial impression of this researcher resulting from this -
analysis is that many of these girls are responding appropriately
__to intolerable situations. o , : :
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PART TILI.

analyzing concrete situations.
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czxsr, STUDIES ~ TEM\ DEMALE JUVENTLE DELINQUENTS

From the files of the Suffolk CQunty Departmeﬂt of Prdbatlon,

[

ten cases 6f female Juvenlle dellnquents were selected for analysis.

These cases represent a random sample of the 40 cases in,Section Iz,

L3

but d¢ not represent a statistical random sample of the entire

female juvenile delinquency population of Suffolk. Each of these

.

ten girls were petitioned to Family Court for acts of juvenile
delinquency, that is, for incidents that would Qeecriﬁes if com-

mitted by adults. In addition,'these juveniles were each'petitioned

as persons in need of supervision for acts of truancy, runaway ox

Since all the information is confidential,
SV

incorrigible behavior.

“the names were deleted and specific identifying information omitted.

The purpose of this section is to loock beyond the statistics
in gree;cr detail at actual Cases and.conecrete events. This ‘
SQQtion.autempts to identify aetual:personalitykcharacteristics,
situational factor as well as cultural ane motivational condition
ﬁhat,e#ist for the female delinquent. This is best achieved by
secial—eultural backgrounds are
iéentified, as are behavioral tendenoies., The structure of the -
family ae wellfas the underlying culture is'documented as much as
poasmbleigfom existing case records. Cues rega:dingféhe psycholog-
ical level of functlonlng are explored

Commonalities or patterns

~are e&entlfled.
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group of six children.

"lylnq angex".,

Case tl - Mlss A is a slim, attractlve, fifteen year old girl who

’

appears her chronological age. She is the third child in a sibling
She was petitioned as a juvenile delinquent

for a series of burglaries and one armed robbery, She also was

petitioned as a person,iu‘ueed of'supervision because of incorri-
gible and runaway behavior.

Miss A's father abandoned the faeily when she was very young.
Her mother then entered into a common-law relatmonshlp with her
current stepfather. Her mother died of cancer*when Miss A was
ten years oldl This youngster reportedly had a close relatlanvhlp
with her mother and experlenced a slqnlflcant loss upon her death.
Her stepfather heads the household but seems overwhelmed raising
the children. He also apoarently has a serious drinking problem.

MLSS A‘s upper right arm is badly scarred reportedly due to
eoillng soup that accldently spilled on her arm when she was five

years oid,

On the Wechsler Intelligence Scale for‘children (wIsc),

Miss A scored a full scale I. Q. of 98, It was noted that she @

ladked self confidence and would often prematurely verbalize hera

lrablllty to complete a given task. On the Bender Gestalt'there

wers no indications of any neurologlcal dysfunctlous“ on the

-

Human ngure Draw1ngs there were suggestlons of an "unhappy

youngster who is experlonCLng at least a moderate degrce of under-

s

There are also suggestions of poor inncr contxols
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and indications of a somewhat suspicious individual who tends to e X ] S e

594" ) el : : behavior was characterized by inappropriat i t Ad
Yoverutilize the ego-defense mechanism of projection". The ‘ O Fe ' ‘ ‘ ' Y inappropriate, silly laughter and by

. ‘ . - . , , ] . strong passive resistance.' She would st ’ ' stimull : :

Rorschach revealed a.girl who is “rather anxious, defensive, and . ‘ stare at most test stimull C v
. R " i . v . v e i . :

E - , ' glvcn to her and not respond, ev ’ E:

mistrustful of other individuals". ; , ) ; P even when encouraged to do so. She Do

Diagnosis was, "Adjustment Reaction of Aaolescence“. ., < e was afraid to reveal hex innermost feelxngs and attltudes for fear '

; ‘ . . that the test results would b ; ,
Case #2 ~ Miss B is a 14 year old, white, heavy set g§%1 (over ! be used against her. "There was no

y ' : indication of gro oai 4 g . 5 . |
200 pounds) who is the oldest of three daughters. She was o ‘ gross psychopathy, but it ;ppeard that she h;d many “

: : - S . 4 adjustment- roblems of early adol < N L - , Se
petitioned for acts of larceny and for numerous runaway incidents. ' o B P o escence : P ST

; C . . o " Her r ° O

Miss B was described as a."hyperactive" baby, who slept very ' . ﬁﬁh H esP nses to personallty progectlve technigues, llmlted e
' E ) . ' i “‘ L . W

little. She walked and talked at an early age and was toilet ' : ; L as they were. suggested that Miss B was a passive-aggressive ’ ‘:ﬁlhf;

o ; ' ) , K - IR o adolescent who dlstrusted uthorit ,
.trained‘at an early age. No thumb-sucking, nightmares, sleep- ) @ rity and bEIleved that she was gomng , RIECNEIEER

to ‘be placed in a res;dentlal settxng. On the Rorschach Test, for

£ 6

walking ox sleep~talking were reported.

) . : o . example -~ she constantly saw fac s £
Miss B is a product of a broken home. Her parents wexre » \ Y ® and people staring ab her. . she

. , indicatedvfgah\ghe saw man monsters on th test,
separated when she was seven years old and the fathex never visits /// Y 5 but she vas

_ ‘ _ : : afraid to answer most of the percept t . : [
or pays,child support.h,ln effect, the father deserted his children ' percepts given to her. She refused Fo

, ’ acknowledge her feelings on the Sentenc i ’ | the
because he only vzsmted them once after the separat;on, five years J ® Completion Test ox on. the

a N ” ' R ‘Thematic Apperception Test, St e
late:; Miss B was 12 years old when the father v151ted Interest- o ‘ ' S .

. Miss B relates on a very superficial : \d is veér: \and~
ingly, she started-acting out at thls time. The father is alcoholic . ¥y superficial level and is very dema“d

t . . ing and restrictive on psychological ' .
~and a gamblexr, and the mother was recently diagnosed, '303.0 Episodic psj cgical tGSts She BXhlblts poor

| ‘ o - / : . imbulse control. hls oun ster al (o] dicat
-Excessive Drinking. The family, also hﬁs financial problems and is , y g Fo dmdica cd Ehat she s unable
: , | to communicate with her mothtier, and has a feeling of being angry
o : ‘ > | o
‘ ' B towards her,

currently receiving public assistance.

On' the wﬁ};s.c. Miss B scored a full scale I.0Q. 96, . ' : )

-;’ : v

S . . , o Case #3 - Miss C is a slim, pleasant ing girl. st
. Psychological testing reveals that this girl "was a.demanding, obese, a ¢ pleasant looking g;rlﬂpf,almosg 15, who

R L Do : . - . ; appears younger than her chronologics ge. Thi J 5 stor ¢ i
youngster who was resistive toward psychological testing". Her ~ : o R ¥ I ological age This you?g tcr,comm;htod

the juvenile delinquency acts qf assault and petit larceny. In ' ; ” S
. ) R N B N e " . e

.

5 ~addition, she also was petitioned as a person in need of supecrvision
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‘ rhxs youngster wvas seven years old.

. "no perceptual motor deficits were noted!

+

for repeated runaway incidents and trué§i§;§havier{ ' v'
Miss C was an out-of-wedlock child and is an only child who

Early development was descrilbed as normal,

o

lives with her mothex.

‘Her natufhk father lived thh the fam;ly but died when she was

very young. The mothex subéequently marrled but divorced when

When Miss C was ten years old,

v ﬁ .
she viasg placed in a foster home for two yeanrs.

She was also in
fostcr care earlier in . her childhood for a brief time.
on the W.I.S8.C., Miss C scored a full scale I.,Q. of 89, On

the Wide Range Achievement Test she scored on a reeding level of

4,4, On the Rorschach, Miss C's reality testing was found to be

- geriously impaired; the form quality of her responses were quite

poor which is suggestive of an individual with very pocr inner

controls. "she ig harboring tremendous amounts of anger and rage

and there are signs that she may act these feelings in the future."

.Also, on the Incomplete Sentence glank Test, this girl
"reveals feelings of remorse, fears ofélosing control of herself,
and, in general, has a negative self image".  On the Bender Gestalt
‘ Each 95 this youngste;‘s

N

- : 2 ‘ . . . \‘\ k‘ .
figure drawings depicted an individual who has “vety pocxr controls®.

‘The psychological tests and psychiatric evaluation desribe "a

.

seriously disturbed adélescent girl". The diagnosis was ~

“Depeksonalization Neurosis", This youngster appeard to have an
immature quality to her and shcmeaeily became anxious, defensive

and apprehensive.

>

L k
SSE Y TS PR

Case #4 - Miss D is an d%tragtive. fifteen year old,uwh}te girl,

who appears much 01der than her chronologlcal age. This youngster

© committed the Juvenlle dellnquency acts of assault, illegal

'pQﬂSGSSLOh of daﬂgerous drugs, and. the unauthorlzed use of a

motor vehicle. She was also petxtxonedaﬁs a ‘person in need of

supexrvision because of iunaway and incorrigiblé’behavior.‘

>

Miss D is the oldest of‘three children and. lives with her -

mother. Her parents were dlvorced when she was fmve years ola

o °

Accordxng to her mother, her natural father drank alcchol to

excess, gambled, and was unfaithful. Miss D‘s mother has

: emotional problems and is undergoing therapy for her depression. '

A

The family is presently experiencing financial problems and are
receivihg publiceaSsistence.

On the Ammons Quick Test; Miss D scored a full score I.Q.
of 103. ' On the Bender Gestalt, "there did not appear to.be'aﬁy
orgenic brain dysfunctioning". ThevRorschac% revealed conside:—
»eble depression, seveeelemotional‘égessure, complex feelings and

»

feelings of unresolved conflict, Miss D "has a very poor self

iﬁage.' There are strohg indicators of consiéerable guilt feelings‘

and fears of what wi;l happen to her, “Herwguglt feelingepappear

to be due both to aggeessive and sexual feelings." éhe has
difficulties in impulse control. As a result she has experimented

‘ with“drugs. hés dune a great deal of drinking and has superficially

This youngster-has

o

slit her wrists threc times in the past year.

confllqtlng fcellngg of love and hatc for hﬂr mother. -

L)
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A\ . . R o
§§~ “Miss D's reality testing is firm for the most part and tHere

‘. . 2 o K : T =

o I3 o . .
‘48 nd serious pathoiggy at present although a strong potential

eﬁists." The youngster ;s negatlvlstlc and thhdrawn, has a

w0 o

poor self 1mage, is unhappy and depressed most of the. tnme and

" < Btatea that she hates: herself and Her mother. This child also has
A T : e P

(SR poor 1mpulse control, o
wr ahse #5 - Miss E, is a comely, black, 15 year old, who appears

\«}

N older than her chronologica1~age. Her right eye wgs shot when she

was a child and she has lost the sight in that eye. She is the

fifth child in' a sibling group of eight children. She was
petitioned as aiguvenile delinguent for‘charges of Robbery lst,

o |  and Assault 3zd. Shey%ad also previdusly:been petitioned for a

} prior assault and for truancy as a person in need of supcrvision.

: s

Miss Ets father and mother separated when she was Jour years

old. Hex mother then entered into a series of common~law relation-
. ships and-is xeportedly a chronic alcoholic. Her mother was
maﬁried at thirteen»wiéh child and is a diabetic and had T.B.
The faiher recently died.

o The family situation is in total disarray. The family receives
welfare, and that ié the total fiﬁancial support of the family.

The mother was charged thh chmld neglnct and the case is pendxng,

o
At the prescnt time, accordlng to probatlon repo:ﬁs, there are
"many males in their 20 s hanglng around the home, drinking, eLc.~
‘ ’ | ‘with’mother andsisters”. This family is & multi~problem family and
3' B ‘;a:‘“is receiving serviccé from Départménﬁfof éocial Servic;;, pProtective
¥ .
%

]
%
e
.

‘s

.

<
-

=)

- testing conducted in 1976, she was dlaqnosed - "Adjustment

)

Pg. 34 SR AN R

Services, Probation, Board of Ccoperative Education Services, and
AR : ; :

Mental Health. The home is lodated,iﬁ a low dncome ‘area and is

"£ilthy", )

sts E recemved a full scale I. Q. of 78 on the Lorge~
Thorndlke when she was '12 years old and an I.Q. of 80 on the )
Wechsler Intelligence Sc§Levfor Children (W.I.S.C.) when she was
14 ygérs old; She is in.tbe lowest track in school and has. a
&pqor attendance record. sheAi@:inv01Ved in numerous fight§‘;t
school and is, éons;dered v101ent by schoél authorities. o

However, in the psychlatrlc evzluatlon and psychologmcal
Reacéion of Adolescence". No thought disorder was apparent
HOStlllty and anger were prevaient

Her famlly has had consmderable anolVement thh law enforuc»
‘ment agencxes.v Her 19 year oldtrother, an eplleptlc, was placed
on proiation forvshopllftlng. Herx 17 year old brother was .
bconvicted of mufdér and robbery in 1975. Hex 14 yea; oldtrégher
has been chargéd with Rbbbery in the 3xd dégrée, and her 13 year
. old sister is gnder investigaﬁion for a number 6f charges. 'All 
ﬁhe~childréntin this family seem to get into trouble when they
fegchfgdolescence. Miss E was placed in a State Training Scho&i.
(Casé ﬁ§J~’Miss F is a 15 year old Hispanic‘girl who is thé sacond
oldest in a sibling group‘oﬁvthfee.f

larceny (JD) and as @ Person-In-Need-Of-Supervision (PINS) for

She was petitioned for Potit-

oimiprnlia e

-y
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:
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undovernable behaviéf, she had previously been petitioned for

runaway‘behaviar when sbe ran to Texas.

Miss F's natural mother deserted the fammly when the child
B y
was two years old., The father was granted a divorce one year later.
St . o i . <

The father remarried when Miss F was 6 years old. Her father was

' Pexas in 1975.

. @n alcoholic and was hOSpltallZed for detoxxflcatxon and rehabili-

|
tation fcr this condxtlon on several occasions. The subject

claimed incest by the father when she ‘was seven.years old and

~4

several beatings. Protective SGrv;qu'of»D,s.s. investigated this

allegation, but the child" remalned in the home settlng, She. lived

‘:with relatlves in: Puerto Rico on occaglon, and w1th an uncle in

She has been‘remanded to the children's shelter
for runaway behavior,
Miss F received a full score I.Q. of 88 on the Wechsler (W.I.S.C.)

in 1975, 8She is reading on an 8.5 grade level. She was diagnosed

. in February 1976 as - "PassiVe/Aggiéssivé Personality {Aggressive

She is an angry girl who lashes out frequently.

Type)".

However,
no psychosis is preseht. She was fecently placed in a residential

o

-treatment center. 0

Case #7 -~ Miss G is a white, 15 year old girl, vho lives with her

'mothcr.k

¥

“However, her three smbl;ngs llve with their natural father.

She is the second ¢hild®in a smbllng group of four chlldrcn.
She was

petltloned as a Juvonlle dellnqucnt and person in need of: supcrv1510n

G

for offonses of petlt larceny and for runaway behavxor. She
pxcvmously had been petltlcnud for runaway bchavxox.
L r
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in May 1976,

e

Ly

Miss G's mother works twe jobs and is rarely héme. Thew'

motherkrepobtedly has a serious drinkiqg‘problem¢ There‘are’nc

&)

positive male relationships in Miss G's life, and she reportedly

does not get along with her natural:father. Miss G had an‘ﬁbbrtion

and reports 1nd1cate that she also drlnks heavmlykand/él

uses drugs. Thls youngster has had no real superv151on since she

o
was 12 years old‘ !

T Miss G scored a 90 I.Q. on the W,I, S C. in 1975,vaﬁé reaés on

a 7.5 grade level. Accgrd;ng,to_the psychlatric evaluations, tlhis
youngster was\diagnbsedé— "addjustment Readtion of’AdoleSGGncé".

Hex mothgr‘yas‘diagnosed - ﬁAdjustment Reaction of Adult Liﬁe";k .
NG psycﬁoéis or neurosis was identified.
~ Her perféfmanée in séhodl was, poor. She cut clasafreqﬁentl§
and was truant, Her grades were failings and she was aescr:bnd as

“passmve“ by the school authorities, _ J ‘ o S

. Case i

' a sibling group of three children.

Q>

#8 - Miss H is a 15 year old, white, protestant gigl,'who
live§ with hex father‘and stepmothex.
| She was charged with PINs~runaway,.ﬂ
%pd J.D.~Possession of Dangerdﬁs.nrugs, sﬁe‘had been previousiyw N
pe t‘iﬁioned fox tunaway beha#ior énd fbr a viblation of pﬁ@ba#ion,»
-chatge." | | L
Miés s parénts viere divorced,‘ané;the éather;rematricd and%;
kept éustody éf the éhildrén. ThlS young ter llved briefly with her
nataral mothcr'in NeQ York City in 1974 but returned»to llvc w;th

The . fathenJlS a dlqablcd flrcmnn on digab;llty.

the father. child

}i;{ §;_:f"

“ e w e m g &
.

She is the second child in® o
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The home is a clean,

-

aﬁuse charges dgalﬂst him and the sLepmothcr were drq?ped in 19875,
attractlvn house in a ’good! neig»’1‘1‘9c«;x:‘-l'u:"od.,r
4Oﬁ the W.I‘S.C.,‘MiSS H scored in the supermor range with a

vfull score I 0. of 125 in 1976. She reads on the 10.8 grade 1evel.

| Accordmng to a 1976 psychiatrlc and pSYChOloglcal evaluation,‘shg“

‘was diagnosed -

a

"Adgustment Reactmon of Adolescence » Although

ghe complains of’headaches and eye paln, tests proved negatlve.:‘

No thought dlsorder was ldentlfmed This youngster is described

ag extremely manipulative. It should also be noted that she

required hospitalization in New Mexicofln 1976 bgcause of an
oVerdose of dllantin. o ‘j WV |
white, Roman Catholic girl,

Case #9 -~ MLSS T is a 13 year old,

who 11vea wmth hex nother and younger brotherq she is an adopted

child as is her brothek. Migs I was charged with Offenses off

gtealing and (PINS) truancy. She had prior status offenses of

rundway and truancy establlshed

Miss I's £ather died when she was 8 years old and the family

ms receiwing veterans beneflts and supplemental welfane paynentsf

Her father had a heart attack in 1970, and also had cancer. Her .

k’ mother is a housewlfe who stays at home and cares fox tne two

3

hcr mother was dmagnosed by the psychlatric

chmldran. However,

unit as “Anxlety NLuIOSlS“ in 1976.‘ In 1974, Miss I's younger.
brother was tha cause of *he house burnlng down.

In l976, Miss I scored a full scale I Q. of 105 on the W.I. s C.
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i She‘alsovhas'a'7.5 reading level. The psychiatric/psychological ;

‘Qévaluation'diagnosed‘rlss I as “Adjustment Reaction of Adolescence,"

Howevex, the psychlatrlst noted that the sub]ect waslextxemcly

negatlve and hostlle. Between 1970 and 1971, Miss I was placed

T

in a res;dentlal)treatmcnt center, but problems were reported‘

lThlS youngster was extremely dlsruptlve. In 1973, er jaw was

broken,“by a friend" in a fight., Her mouth had . to bg wired for

4 months. -She dld well on home tutoring.

Case #10 - Miss J is'a 15 year old, whlte,'Rpman Catholie, . girl,

who is the oldest in a sibling group of 5 children. She committed — ~

. the offehses of illegal drug:possession and runaway behavior, She

previously had been petitioned for truancy.

‘Miss J's parents were separated in 1970. Both pérents had

histories of being neglected and abused as children themselves.
Her father was seriously emotionaliy disturbed and required

hospitalization on numerous occasions. Miss J was abused by her

fathér constantly and,during one of his breakdowns,.dragged the

subject through the streets in her nightgown. This occurred in

1970., Her mdthef was diagnosed = “Anxiety Neurosis” in 1975,

In 1974, this youngster wéddraped by one of the neighbors

and relives the rape. She is undergeing therapy at the mental

ﬁéalth‘clinic;

alcohol and;drugs." ,
Ly

‘On the W.I.5.C., Intelligence Test, Miss J scored a full scale

1.Q. of B3 in December, 1975, The psychologiéal evaluations indicate~.

The subject reportedly is a very heavy user of oo
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.nade3tmcnt Reaction,of‘Adolescengc“,

due to numerous absences,

Pg. 39
Her school record was poor

In September 1976, this juvenile was

removed from the home pnd placed in a local residential treatment

center, o
]
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Qbgervations-

éachaof‘these casg‘studies share certaln commonalities
that should be analyzed.The presentaﬁion*of fhese case
gtudles 1s an attempt tq‘prbvide an indepth look at the
g " gequences of.evenﬁs in each youngsters life,
' Each Juvenile comes from a broken homg or unstable
home environmgﬂt} Fo%'exampie, MissA's father deserted
the family when'she Waé very &oﬁng'and'her“mqthe? died
when she was ten Years old. Hise B'é‘paﬁents were separated
when she was seven yéars'old and her father gevered
‘relaiionships with_the fgmily coﬁpietely' liiss C's
father died when she was very young ahd her mother divorced
her second husband when thisvchild“ﬁés ten yesrs old. Miss

‘Djs parents were divorced when she was five years old,Her

disturbed. It should be noted that the lives! of these
girls were dlsrupted when they were very young. ‘ s
the payent-chlld relationshlps also geen to'pe |
negatiﬁg in most of these cases. For example, in Miss By
-~ case it was reoorted that she has confliutinv feellnps
v of love and hate for her mother. She stated that uhe
hated hoth herself and ‘her mother. Miss A’s fathpr
”abandoned the family, and her mother died of aancer whaon
i sﬁe'Was ten years cld;'RCportediy, sihe had a closo
“ yelationship with her mother and suffered a siznificant
’ 1035 When,her-mother diEd; Her‘vtep—féther‘whc ig ralsing
E ~ her is an aléoholic and Mlss A con*tantly flehte with o

“him, Miss B indicnte%/thgt she is unwblv to communic
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With'her,méther and her father in effect has deserted.
the fémily.,?grent~child relationships are poor and liiss BJ
:;;" gtates that she has a feeling of belng always angry at him. ‘
| | " The selersteeﬁ\of these girlg is extremely low. X
Their gelf~concepts are severe and destructive.Niss C's '
psychological report reveal that she has feelings of o
’?’ ,remorsé,‘a feeling of losing control of herself, and '
in geﬁeral hag a.negative self;imége. &iss D'is'"negativé and
. withdraWn, has a poor sglf-image, is unhappy and depressed .
, most of the time.” This girl cut her wrists three times
ﬁ ,.}; ;in suiscidal gestures," Miss B is an obese , demanding girl
who has a very poor self-image.
Other commonalitles are noted in‘many of the lives
of these glrls. The incldence of the disruption and ,
‘trauma caused by familial alcoholism is great. The anxiety,
fear, sense of ingtablility and actual abuse that this condition
causes cén be significant. MiSS'Ats step-fathér, fliss B's
mother and father, Niss D's father, Miss E's mother, |
Miss F'g father, and Miss G's mother are all alcohollcs. ; ;» ,v
The personallfies of the female dellnqugpts in the “
caée studies also exhibited anger and most were characterizéd
jas having poor tnner or impulse controls. e ; -
And flnally. thepe cases shared similiar behavioral
otitcomes regardless of etiological factors, Each of the girls
kgébmmitgd acts wthat would have been serious crimes if ; '

committed by an adult.The behavioral reaponses o their

, qituatidhs in terms of delinquent behavior reflect the

K
"
!
38

social role of the female In socletly ac pointed

These girls reflect the new

expanded
out by Frieda.Aidler (£975)

patterns emerging in remale delinquency btodays
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Part Iv o~ EY”LANATIONS OBSERVATIOVS AND THEORIES or
' FEMALE JUVENILE DELINQUENCY. '

,Af Envirdnment and Situational E%planations

1 Delinquency ocours at 2 greater rate in deterlorated nelghbor—
i
ﬁoods near the center of large cities (Glueck and Glueck, 1956).

e

Tbese areas gre characterized by general dxsorganlzat%on, economic
.privetién, and rapid population turnover'and‘aelinquency ig often
,anfapproved tradition. According to Empey (1967), there are also
nore opportunxtlcs for learnlng antisocial behavior from dellnquent
’peers in these areas than in more stable areas.33 And yet not all
’youngsters who grow up in these areas become delinqﬁent. In fact,
in the less severely deprlved and more stable envmronments, where
delinquency pressures are supposedly less extreme, delinguency is
N expandmng at an even greater rate. These facts‘have led a nuﬁber
of investigators to examine the youngster's indiviﬁpal personality
characteristics and parent-child relerienships.

In.thisbsection,we will analyze the family structure, parent-

chmld relatxonshlps, lntelllgence, self«concept, and phys;cal

hcalth of the female delinguent. , e %

A) Famlly Structure ~ With the establishment of juvenile

courts in the United States and the compllatlon of soc1al statistics

'fon juvcnile delinquents, reeearchera were startlcd by the hlch rate

Qf-d@l&nannt children wha came from broken homes. It is generally

accepted, according fo Jchp Conger (}973), and many others that well
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played parental roles ds well as a stable home environpent are neces-

sary factors ‘of good personalxty in chlldrcn?4 . .
- In a study of female offcndensa Drs. Cloninger and Guze, (1970).

documented that 65% of the females reported'at least one parent

35

absent from the household before the girl was eighteen years old,

The Gluecks (1956), conducted3researcﬁ in this area and found that o

“only 50% of the delinqhenﬁ population had been living with their own

36 .
parents as compared to 710 of the noxmal populatlon. The Suffolk

County Denartment of Prdbatlon conducted a study of personality

{

‘characterlstlcs of dellnquency, (Golbln, 19?5) and found that 57.9%

of the juvenile dellnquency populatlon and 71.8% of the person in
37

“need of superVLSLOn population came £ broken homes.. Munroe and

Griffiths (1969), conclude that disturhances'in early upbringing may

predispose to such abnormalities as psychopathy, delinguency and

. 387 ‘ .
suicidal tendencies.  J. Bowlby's influehtial work (1957), stated

P2

that there were permanent effects on personality development follow- .

ing the specific loss of mother or substitute at a critical early )

‘stage of development, Delinquent character formation with p personality = ==

. . < ‘c » . " L q
prone to anxiety states or depresvion was consiaered to follow thls losg, 3"

There is some dxsagrecment regardmnq the permanency af the effect on

personality development, but the influence is significant nonetheleﬁs‘

‘K. M, Koller (1970), tested Bowlby's theory and found that 61.5% of R

the delinquent girls examined reported parental loss or deprivatign.

This compared to 133 from the population at large in this study. -

Pine and Fishman (1968), indicate that four-fifths-of the girls in -
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© their study of institutionalized female delinguents "come

P £rom homes graded as poor, deplorable or impossible”.

: Many other studies support this finding. 41 ;
o ] B i . §

2, Parent-Child Relationships - Carl R. Rogers (1§51) nain-

°| ~ * ‘tains that everyone has within himself the potentmallty

R i ; for growth in positmve-dlrectlons, When “the 1ndxv1dual LS
| A placed in a permissive, acceptlng env;ronment,‘%he proc§ss

oo ! i Of Sal£~actuallzation ocours. ﬂ

“One of the first and most important Ve
aspects of the self-experience of the
ordinary child is that he (or she) is
lovéd by his (or her) parents. He
perceives himself as loveable, worthy
of love, and his relationship to his
parents is one of affection. He eyxper~—
iences all this with satisfaction. ~ This
, is & significdht 408 core element of the
@ ‘ . gtructure of self as it begins“to form."

parent-child relationships of delinguents are far more

likely than non~delinquents to be characterized by paren-

tal rejectlon. lack of family cohesiveness, mutual hostxlxty,

SR 43
Y . _ indmfference, dissension, or apathy (COnger, 1973). The

W dlikely to be lak, overly strict or erratic, according to
| Conger. The parents are more likely to resort to physiéal
. punishment :ather than reasonihgbwith the child about:misd
conduct | |
.As Toby (1962) notes, the more lntegrated the family
the more. successful it ig as a defense against antx»soclal
1nfluences in the ne;ghborhood. Also, the prctectlon

) L
R N ‘afforded by.stable family sxtuatlons seems to be greater
‘ a4’

for girls than boys. Koncpka (1966), states that the father

e

'ﬂ% ‘~early disciplinary techniques of parents of delinguents axre

.
!‘s
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J
., and report that their mothers spent less time with them. .

.is the chief source of‘s§curity for %hé}girl and. if his

love is percéived as deficient 6x missing, the girl is likely

to feel a lack of security as well.

4

' Fathers of delinquents are more iikeiy to ke cruel,

'.neglecting and incliﬁed to ridicule their children and less

likely to be warm, affectlonate or passmve, according to )
Conger (1973) The delinguents are llkely to have few close

ties to their fathers. compared to the normal populntion,

Mothers of delinquénts are more likely to be careless ox

inadequate in child supervision and more likely to be hos=~

tile or indifferent. Female delingquents, espeecially recidi-

vists more frequently acknowledge hostility to their mathérs

&

Qther investigators have found that feelings of rejecw
tion ox not being - loved leads to aggressive behavi;r which
may lead to dellnﬁuency in an attempt to re«establish self-
esteem,gnzege, 1972). The effects of the parent—chlld rela»~

tionship can be considerable, accordzng to kiege. Her

studies of female delinguent's personality r&vealed that the

,female dellnquent is generally lonely, has low self-esteem,

estrangement from adults and incapacity for Efriendships wmth
48 ‘ o
contemporaries.

As We saw in Secéion III A, a broken home was found to
be significantly associated with a higher incidence of
delinquent behaviorf/ However, a recent investigation by 2
Ahlétrom (1971) has shown that the likelihood of delingueticy

is far higher in a nonbroken home characterized by mutual

hostility, indifference or apath, and a lack of cohesivenecss
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‘éhao”in‘broken homes ‘characterized by mutual-affection,

* ls is
eupport; and cohesiveness, What this f;ndlng revea

\ / thaﬁ the deg‘ree of stab:.l:.ty and amount Of nurturance
/

tion
available is more important thatlthe structural CQmpOSl

W

of the famimy unit., e N\

“ 3. SPlf~Concebtn Dellnquents of both sexes exhlblt =}

: *somewhat more negatlve evaluatlon of self than their..

S neroeive themselves as

respective non—dellnouent counterparts ( Datesman Scarpettl.Sl

& Stephenson 1975) Two other 1nvestl53t°rs’ Alatzom. (1978),

and Conger (1966) separately found that delinquen?e .
are more likely to be defiant, ambivalent §g authorfﬁy,
resentfulf hostile. suepicious, destructive, ‘impulsive,
and 1ack1ng in self control, Udhgef (1973), also states that
| " many of these traits appear defensive, reflecting

inadequacy emotlonal
1mpe1red self~concepts and feelings of 5% R

11
and frustration of needs for seif~expre551on
Regardlnv selfmperceptlon, Ahlatrom (1971),,f0uno

v % |
‘tha't dellnquents were s1cn1floantly more 11 tely to £ 54

nbadu ' uc, d" and it ignc)ran“b o .

"lazy",

Gonger (1973), reporrb at dellnquenus see themselves as

undesirable people and do"not like, valu° or respect i
themselveés, In addition, he states that?ﬁhelr 581? concepts

: - - nd
are confused, conflicted, contradictory, uncertain a

: " 55
variable.”

: : i i of fellivence in
k. Intelligence- Theeev}s a w1de,range of 1e ger A
~the female éelinquent group.;A€19?5‘sﬁﬁdy by the gsuthor
i ﬁocumentea;fulltscele/I.Q.fe‘ranging between 64 and 129.e
In this current study of female del;nquentu:fi,Q. s

L " o
& k4 B
b

17

s

Ciaman sy st s
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Dg.‘48

" rang ge betmeen 58 and ‘125, Full scale I.Q.'s of 138 ang

%

above have Previously been recorded THe average dellnquenh. )

however, does score somewhat lnwer on tests of intelligence

N

and there is a sllghtly greater incidence of mental,
, retardatlon among dellnquents than the populatlon at.
‘ 5

large. (Conoer 1973) ., Most dellnquents are of averﬁge

lntelllgence, accordlng to Prentlce and Kelly (1963).

’ Although ‘the 1ntelllgence of dellnquents as a group is

in the normal range. the female dellnquent has a greater

1nc1dence of educatlonal retardatlon. The ex1stence of

. educatlonal dysfunctiocns is a result of neglect rather

~than 1ntellectual deflclencles.

7

5. Age~ Most research agrébs thaﬁ feMales begin their _

dellnquent careers around

by Veddef and Sommervxlle (1970) Thls ave cogresponde '

the %ﬁf of 12 or 13 as documented T

" with. the average age of menarche in our soolety \Novak et al,,

1965)

6. ths1cal Health- William Healy and Augusta Bronner

(1936), found some remarkable dlfferences in the phys1cel

health and general developmental h1Suory of delit
"1

mpared Wlth non-dellnquenus.’

Strauss (1974),

Cd
-

a5 GO

Llebert Poulos and
verified the earller etudy and state there
is a unlform and sbrlklng pattern of poor physical health
among the delingquents both through development and at" the
time of dellnquengy.
you can eetabllsh a ceusal relatlonshln from such data

but auspect that poor medical hlotOTy mleht prov1de R
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‘might lead to delinquent behavior. THereyis also the

possthility that certtain kindefqﬁ'delinquentkbehavior

o might be linkedkto physieel defects‘%hrough some genetio
<> . ] A & . :
s factor, .

o v

Part IV B). Developmental Pathways of Female Delinauency.

e

. This section will explOre,FeliCe and Offord’'s(1972)
: theory of etlologlcal grouplngs of female Juvenlle !
dellnquenoy." These researchers report that they have
identified three different types (etiological types). of
¢ . fremale dellnquents. They explaln that 211 three groups '
i | of girls manlxest smmlllar forms of antisocial behav1or, but
“the etlologlcal Tactors are distinctly dlfferent.3
The typical girl «rom GroupI comes from a small, lewer
~ class family living in a lawnge town or a small city and
bshe has an above normal I.Q. The girl's parents are likely
te'have severe psychosocialspathology,'making it impossible
to maintain a steble marriage aﬁé p?&vide:a stable home
o o env1ronment This results in parental separa#lon, dlvorce,

o

- , 1mprlsonment, or hospitalization.As a result the child v
'experlences mul 1ple chanﬂes in guardlanshlp. sometlmes w;th
foster homes or 1nst1tutlonal placement. Also, because 'of the
fanily dlSlntegratlon and break up, multlpxe school changes:'
‘occury Because of their parents psychosocial dlfflcultles,
o these girls experyenoe severe social dislocation,

The Model II Group girl comes from a small tovn, a

(&4

pootr family of approximately four children,~and»she has

an 1.Q. that is slightly below normal. There is a good -

e¥ e egeeer e

frustration and impediments in a youngster's life which -

Lt et e

pg. 50

e

.

. chance ‘that the parents afe;living‘tbge%her'butﬁﬁn almosﬁ?ﬁ' x

half the cases otie of'hernpareﬁts'(usﬁally the fefheéf‘isggh
an alcohollc. Thls younﬂster has a 50p chance of having o
‘a s1b11ng with psychos001al dlfflculty.

'“he Model III Group plrl scores low on I.Q. tests, '
comes from a very 1a”ge, very poor. family #nd lives ln
a ghetto envmronment.uore likely than not she-is 1lleg1t1nate "@

and is commonly ralsed by hervmother alone. or by other s N

| relatlves In a majority of cases, there w111 be another

64 L
, dlsturbed 31bllng (g8) in the famlly Felice and Of:ord ,q(1972) <

kstate that these GroupIIT glrls are sufferlng from "community
dellnquenoyV Here one is 1mpressed rot so much w1th %he“ ‘
disturbance of the family as W1th fhe dlsturbance in the

. communlty. These “girls live in an envmronment where artl 3001al

behavior is more w1dely accepted as a mode of actln 0bvmously
communlty pressures alone are not enough to eyplaln ' )
dellnquency but “one would not need tQ flpd as much ’ ,%m;ﬁ;—r;a$;~—~
psychopathy in the,paren‘ to erlalh thelr Antlwsoplal  ' ’ S
behavior“.
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prlmltlve, the nonwhite woman.

mlaok of 1ﬂtelllgence. According to hleln (1973), Lombrozo |

stated that

CPaps v a

~B) " Major Theories of Female Cpiminality and Delinguency

This sectlon yresents the magor theorles of female crlmlnallty

including Caesar Lombrozo, Slgmund Freud Eric Erikson,

'E:Leanor and Sheldon Glueck: ,Otto Pollak, and Su‘cherland and Cressey-

The lack of cultural and’ soclal con51deratlons w1ll be discussed

in ;the next sectlon. Thls section attempts to glve the reader

¢

an overvlew of the ‘state of crlmlnologlcal theory for the

female offender.

' Caesar Lombrozo was one of the earliest criminologists

a

- to theorlze ‘about why females commlt crlmes or dellnquent acts.

Lombrozc concluded that individuals develop dlfferentlally

w1th1n sexual and raclal limitations and they differ hierachically

"from the most highly developed, the white man, ‘o the most

¢ 5
Aocordlnﬂ to Tombrozo: ‘
Women have many tralts in common with children:
$heir moral sense is deficit; they are revengelul,
jealous....In ordinary cases these defects are ‘ .
neutralized by:- plety, maternity, want of passion,
sexual coldness, weakness, and an undeveloped
1ntellleence. .

Lombrozo asserted»what the only reason that women have

partmclpated in a smaller portlon of crlme, is because of thelr

alsgo believed that the women who do engage in crime are .

moxre masculine than their conformist sisters, Lombrozo

the anomolies of sklll physiognomy, and tralnlng
capacity of female crlmlﬂcls more closely approximate
that of the man, norggl or criminal, than do those
of the normal women. ' S
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,They grow up env1ous, resentful and 1n search of revenge.

o Freudlan theory afflrms that women who are not passmve. ~'«h
who are not satlfled w1th thelr roles as wifes and mothers |
are maladgusted The source of their. maladaustment is penls ;
envy.Accordlng To Kate Millet (1968): "Freud's entire - °
psychology of women, from. whlch all of modern psychology
and psychoanaly51s derlves heavily, ls built upon an orlglnal
traglc exper1ence~ born female. To be born female 1s o be

N 67

born caetrated.” Thus, anatomy ig destlny according to Freud.

leen 'I:h1q basic assumptlon, Freﬁﬁxexplalns devwance

in women as the presence of a "maecullnlty complex

vadence of this complex is manifest by the woman's pursult
of mascullne goals; namely success, recovnltlon, Power ang-
moneyo Slnoe the penis is the symbol of ﬁoWer, the women;'s
penls envy can be 1nterpreted as the envy of power. as ;ell.: e

According to Freud, all women experlence penis envy

+to some degree. But the dlfference between the Yadjusted*

: from the maladausted" woman is that the adgusted woman

. seeks to compensate for the lack of a penis throu ¢h the gex W ' '

act and through motherhood The maladausted woman . not able to
accept her role and pos;tlon, w1ll Join femlnlst movements,

attend universities or commit .crimes. Thus, female dellnquents .

or criminals turn to criminal acts as a form cf rebelllon

‘against thelr natural feminine roles. Women who cannot overcome

thelr sense of loss in not having a penls,'and who therefore

cannct deal with thelr feellnes of. 1nfer10r1ty, are traumatlzed. |
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These feellngs more often “than noﬁ become translatnd 1nto
: antisocial acts,, Bu% the root of’all these behaviors and

desires is the longlng»to compensate for the lack of a penis,
: _ Preud and ‘the Freudlans have argued that sexual.temperamenb
o " is a function prlmarlly of blology and genetlcs. Sex roles are
fixed eetltles with their related statusee. Culture is based
qn5ana£bmy; ) i '_ |

f Freud's‘inflﬁenee upoh the explanations of’female crime

End'delinqueﬁcy has been congiderable right;up to the present
day, Almost all theories up to thef1960;s vere based at least

L v in part upon Freudggﬁassertiohs. The structural functionalists,

of ‘the 1960's in their treatment of the nuclear family, sex roles,

' or ‘docialization have conclu51ons consistent with Freud. The
origln of these roles may te explalnég differently, but Freud's
lnfluence is clearly recogn1zed. .

Brik Erlkson, g respei%ed neo-Freudian , accepts the
basic Freudian VleW of the gemale as being blologlcally

‘ inferior, 1noomp1ete and suf}erlng. He sta%eS\¢hat he wants

to help her avoid he 1nev1table dlsapp01ntments that would
arise should she make the mistake of trying to eompe@e
Jinvactivities that are traditionally male?9

Ink193& Eleanor and Sheldeh Glueck'presented their =
results of a study of flve hundred dellnquent women in
Massachusetts, Thelr findihgs and recommendatlons contlnued ‘
“the theme of,the womenioffender as a pathetle creature.

‘They stated:
The women are themselves on the whole a sorry lot.
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Juvenlle court philosophy. They felt thgb, Ythese types A

,tchlldren: many of them are, in fact, peychologleally children o

prevelant attitudes about female criminals or delinquents,and

Pollak felt that ‘women were rece1v1ng preferenﬁlal treatment

The major problem 1nvolved in the dellnquency
and criminality of our-girls is their lack of SRR
control of their sexual impulses, Illicit sex o ‘ -
practices are, extremely common among them. 2 , . .
beginning surprlslngly early, and carry in them e e
brain disease, illegitimacy and unhappy matrimony.. : ‘
When vwe consider the family background of our
- women we should rathér marvel that a sizeable
faction of them, by one influence or another,
~abandoned their misbehavior, than that go many
of them continued their dellnquencles.70

3 Because of this view of the female dellnquent the Glueck's
advocated voluntary s%erlllzatlon as an advisable and possxble

mode of preventatlve treatment and an eﬁﬁentlon of the

of women need gust as much protection and salvatlon as -
“

in their capacity for assumlng soc1al'responSlbllltles."

Otto Pollak's book, The Criminality of Women, was an

important event in 1950. Basically Pollak contradicted the

asserted that female 1nvolvement in crlme 1s much rreater

than off1c1al documentaulon reveals. As stated in the . 1ntroductlon,'

: by the eriminal justice system , and the greaﬁer conformlty of

women over men is a tOual myth. Uoman s 1nvolvement 1n crlme ,,A: ‘?

has been less v131le, and less likely of detection. Also; J

the woman is less llkely to be the active partner in crlme,;

the man is., The female is more 1ikely to be the lnstlgator,

motivator, or arranger.7;~ | A . T Sl
Pollak‘r work was largely 1gnored when publlshed No’ | V ‘

new wave of female crlmlnallty rea search evolved from thls work.
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Talcot@.Parsons (1949) presented the theory that girls’

'are less delinquent than boys”becéusé the girls receive an

apprentlceshlp tralnlnv £rom thelr mothers for the careers
or roles 1nto whlch they would enter, while boys remain
1sola ed from the occupatlonal act1v1t1es of their fathers.

The isolation and subsequent confus1on.1eads to Lrustratlon

of the boys and consequent delinquent. However, Toby (1957)

challenged this hypothe51s. He stated that if Parsons was

correct »the dellnquency rates of the two sexes should be

nore nearly alike in rural areas where both boys and glrls

et

‘ receive apprenticeship’ training that 1s very ¢imiligr. But Toby

showed that the dellnquency rates are nore 31m111ar in the .
urban areas, where the training differs more w1dely.

Edwin Sutherland and‘Donald Cressey in thelr book,

Criminology, (1970), offer their explanation for the wide

discrepancy between juvenile delinquency fates between ﬁ%ys
and girls, They explaln that since both sexes live:in the
same homes, in equal poverty, and- w1th equally 1gnorant
parenﬁs, and live in the same env1ronments (ne1ghborhoods),~
thesé social conditions cannot be coneidefed'as causes of
delinquency. The chief’difference » according to Sutherland
and Cressey'is in the social positions of the girls and
women as eempared to the boys and men. The’differenée ih

social pqsitions'either determines the frequency .and inteneity

- of the‘association lead.mcr ‘o dellnquency or p081t1ve behavior,
or determlnes the freouency of opportunltles to commlt the crimes,
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© of the female in our soclety , as any role has a

?he soeiél acfi;itiee. and the soclul life of the

female'delinquent are not known. In:fact, the questions have

not been asked, The socialization prece ges involved
are not known;The relationahips betWepn gocial struciurs,

culture, and personality for this subgroup have yvet to

" be defined. .

The relations hlp betwnen the female auvenlle delinquent,

the courts, “the community and other' social institutions is

. an area where rcsearch is desperately needed The roleg

¥

sophleticated network of behavior patterne established Sirce
the norms are changing, that is, since the types ot

behaviors ‘of females are changinw S0 mu t be the definltlone

~‘of acceptable %ehav1or for the female in these subﬂroups.

By understandlne and artlculating the dynamics at work,
we will be better able to unravel some of the etiological
factors and deﬂlgn relevant programs for thlo popélatlonarl*

The one solid conclusion that we can make from this

" pesearch is that we know very little about the female

Juvenile delinquent.'Also, our studies in-Suffolk

" eonfirm that this subgroup is truly increasing at an

O

alarmlng rate,

- No lonwcr can theories and emplriodl investimation
of dellnquency neplect the female. One cannot take a
myoplc view of female delinquency as beinz predominately
resultant from one factor such as family di°oreanxﬁation
and its consequences. Contlnuvd inves+:gatlon will have to

be conducted to determine how the growlnp female delanucnt
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Port Yi- Digeussion snd L Gong us fon | S b ;‘V ;. % 7 sion ete, the rate way almost doubled. Als&,.the rate |
This investigation hag attempted to identify and 3 ; of female dellipnuency varied witb,age, culture, family k) ‘!
‘ﬁocumen% the extent of the growing female~JuVenlle 'i o 'é cohesion, soclal deterioration, and the quallify of the b
del@ﬂquency‘prgblgm; and assess the aéequacy of existing % o g existing social institutlonss . .
. theory in explaning this phehpmenoh +An exhaustive search ?é 3% " Kationel , as woll as our local reseavch, olearly | s j g i
of the literature revealed éhat,very little attehtion,has 5 RENEAES f document the fdct that  female delinguency is growing at a muich i
been giVen to the atudy of female juvenile deiinquency; ‘ } fjﬁ"‘ . caster vate than HT’”‘GDlanuencyg However, we know very ° |
The gaps in our urdersvanding are considerablu. ‘ ‘ . E o .} I o 11ttle about the problem, In Part II, an attenpt Was | . ’ "i b
_+ . Pemale offenders have been ignored because they did not :ﬁ ' ) . made to.find out exactly who comprised this subgroup, ¢ :f%
present much of a threat to society. They were underrepreseted ‘ g . . 33: - ' Just who is the female juvenile delinquent? What socio-economic I
in the juvenile Justice system, and their offenses 'é ‘E? ot g culﬁural.'familial backaround does che come from? Is there ¢ i - §
seemed to be minor or self destructive, However, the - ' ig ‘ ) ii La particular personality type? Or as psychiatric theory s
,?esults of the empirical resgarch cthucted for this '£~ | g {LA .  puggests,” Are all these youngsters mislfits and emotlonally ‘ , | 4!
study , indicate that fufiles are ndW Bommitting crimes "i‘ ? ',-% N o ;_distufbed?’ P ; ;'* , "{Qﬂ i
_and delinquent acts that were traditionally considered to ; . R | 'f‘ A | our pesearch reveals that ﬁost of the adjudicatedu :T Cf“ 60 \’?
‘be in the‘hale domain.ﬁRobﬁeries, burglaries, assaults, . ? | ; ;é .\ \ ?Nf;male deiinquent" are younguters that had experienced Q;;% . »g
“Jercenies; arsony efe, are all being committed by fomales; i- . { : @ ér,were eipérienc1nn destructive environmentu. Ag Tart 1I, ‘ ‘§
and 8t an syer 1ncrea51ng rateu The trend is plmllldr - é. ; ; R A&B reveal, many of thece youngsters were responding *@ 0'?
nationally, » | o ’; . . ; : appropriately (in this authots opinion) to intolerable I : ,E o
4 In analyzing the: nature and scope of the iﬁcrease 2 ‘situatione. The prcfile of the female juvenile delinquent‘ ‘ ‘,' »
. éf femaln delinqﬁencé in Suffolk, several observations are ? ‘s not of & severcly emotionally disturbed younﬁpter. ?
: espccially worthy of note. The amount of female dellnquency ¢ » but of an angry, desperate individual 1nv01d of approﬁrlete :
| VVarled under dlfferent conditlons in different Towns hlp“‘ ways of responding.The lack of stabillty in the imnediate .
Part 1 revealb that in some Tovmships , such as omithtOhn, 1ife sltuations énd the pregence of trauma ,(child
a relatively stable, middle to upper~middle class community g . abuse, vape, algoholi sa, parental mental illnes: 2) must ; | . g
the percentage of juvenile delinquency was only 11.47% ,: interrelate in some way to caune dellnquehcv- ' | i%

Hoheverhin Islip: an oreg With & great deml more culture < o : ;g ) . : : , ' : o

conflict, poverty, housing problems, and rgenerul deteriorats .1f o .
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;‘ bigsed population. First of all, many girls who commit

A the juvenlle juetlce system. .

- A (A d

@
*

Thieireeeureher ,iquiie frankly does not know _the cause
or ca;ses of femele juvenilﬁ dellnquenoy as a result of |
| $hls current investigation. Many youngsvers in 1dent1cﬂ1 ‘ -
or similiar situations do not commit delinquent actef k "
Whet is needed is.additional 1nyes#1gatlon into the
:Eﬁifﬁral, ﬁotivationals personality ; envirqnmental,
perceptual and situational factors of theserfemele offenders.

". It must be remembered that thls study analyzed 2 n ::u

delinquent acts are never caught. Secondly, as Pollak B
aeeerted, and as our research supported (' refer to Table V) E
there is a selectlon biag in favor of the female in r
Therefore, we have only N
gbudied a small sdmple bf the remale {Uvenile delinquent
'"populatlon. Our group may be the most severe, and the

most powerless of the total population.

w— e

," The contemporary theories of female juvenile : .
~deiiﬁquency seem totally inadequate to explain this problem.

It was not within the scope of this paper-to cover in

‘depth, the theories of Durkheim, Merton, aellln.

’ Shaw& MeKay,) Radzinowicz. or the different schools of

" eriminology. However, it can penerally be ctated that there |
is glarinp 1ackof attempt to explain female delinquency
according to social and cultural factors. There hag becn "
1ittle attention ylven to the corrclation hetween

changing woman rolev and statuses ¢ and 1noreaoed criminality.
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.- absense of any comprehensive attempt to explain female

-y L

According to these authers, the most important difference
is tﬁat the girls are supervised‘more clpsely . Also, from |
‘1nfancy girls are taught that.they must be nlce whereas, boys
are taught the importance of being rugged and tough. The
difference in care is probably based on the fact that ‘females !
become pregnant, The nece531uy of avozdlng the social and famlllal

consequences of 1111c1t pregnancy led to the special protection

of the girl, not only in regard to'fex behavxo” , but alsy in R
4 <
regard to s001a1 codes 1n general. ;:

Grosser has shown that stealing has a different functional

%

significance for boys and girls; it can be integrated with

3

and can express features of the masculine adolescent role, but

« A3

it cannot do so for the basic features of the feminine roleggy

The next section w1ll present an analysis of female ) *
dellnquency theory. The adequacy of cur”ent theory will be

discussed. One obvlous observation is that there is a remarkab;e k

criminality accordiﬁg to socjal and cultural factors. Tha social
factors are not artlculated There is a strange lack of soclal~
cultural theory in examining the Temale: offender in terms of

A.

thelr social life and s001al act1v1ty. *
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. activity ig related to the newly emerging female sex ;o
’ - L . .
. role, which encourzges direct competition with men o
. o : ’ . [l
o in the worlds of work, educaticn, social activity and . g
” o i
gports, "Research 1s needed to’ detexmine how the daily 4:
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2 ’ soclal and cultural activitles of our society are '
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