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CHAPTER I
IRTRODUCTIOR

In this chapter we will: (1) set forth = general stztement of the
problem with which we will deal in this study, (2) present the historiesl
information which 18 significant for this study, and {3) indicate the
significance of a study of this type.

The sectiocn which desls with the statement of the general problem
will indieate the need for an extension of nsychologieal research inte
the problem of the sexusl offender. Ve expect this study to help fill
this need,

This historical section will present an analysis of selected
literature in this fileld., ¥We will organize this material under seven
major categories: (1) sex offense, {2) the classification of sex offense,
{3) the »problem of sex behavier in prison, {4) the statistice of sex
of fenders in vprison, (5) the guestion of heterogeneity among sexual
offenders, (6) the sociclogicsl factors in smxusl offense, {7) the
problems of care, repression, and reeidivism in sexunl nffense, We have
chosen to organize this seetion in this manner because we believe through
such organization a representative coverage of this wast ares can be made,
Parther, we believe that these seven categories, and the research and
study that have been done in each of them, spell-out the extent and level
of the work that has been done ln the study of sexunal offenders,

In the section which denls with the significance of a study such as
this we will roeview the higtoriecsl data and emphasisze the major contri-
butione of these studles., ¥We will attemnt to indiecate how we will

viilize these contributions in our research:; and to what extent our
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regsearch wil® assiat in answering some of the questions these other
gtudieg have reised, We will conclude this discussion in this section
with an over—all declaration of our intentione in conduecting a study

zuch as this.
GENERAL STATEKENT OF PROBLEM

Soeial theory and soeiological technigue have historically been
vhe princinle ones used in criminologzy. Hewever, psychological
resesreh and nsveholegical methodology have contributed to the sclemtifice
advance in this arem. A problem that has been of inter-discivlinary
eoncern, btut which, by virtue of its dependency on motivation and
nergonality study, is veculisrly avpropriate to the technique of psycho
loglenl anslysis, 13 that of the sexual offender.

The sexual offender presents a sericus problem to soclely, to
the »rison administrstor, and to the scientist concerned with
personality study. Society,adamanily moral and vitriolie 4n its
estimate of this tyne of crime, demands the ritual of »unitive incanaci-
tation. The nrison administrator, sometimes in submission to the
welzht of socliaml and political vpressure, sometimes in resvonse to the
same moral and nsychological factors which motivate society, desals
harshly with these deviants and offers them the "corrective custedy® of
segregation, meditation, psychic (and physical) castigation. The
scientist has assumed a two-~sided role: one side offers the nosologieal
and taxonomical annroaches; the other nresents the psychodynamic and
psychopathelogical concepts,

It i3 for v»urvoses of a definiticnal clarification of sexual
offenders that experimental vpsychological research, in this areaz of

nersonality study, needs to be extended.



Our thesis is that there is heterogensity =amons sexual offenders
snd that there is nn such nsychologieczl entity as "the sexual offender®.
We recognize thzi there is a legal entity "sex offender"™, Our vosition
casts doubt on the validity of this "sexunl offender” claszification as
a psychologicsl entity., 7We commence our exploration with the hypothesis
that the commission of a sexual offense should not, a priori, lead to
the disgnosis of "sexual offender™ or "sexu2) rsychopath®, Rather, we
believe that the commission of scts which are hoth sexusl and criminal
in character result from warisus nsychologicsl causes and, as such, are
symptome of warious psychclogieal conditions, e find no asgreement
with those who nresume to attach a label such as "sex —sychopath" to
these offenders without wvalid and reliadble exrnerimentsal evidence for
such labeling. ¥e frown on thelr attemst to oriert the legal, penal,
and therapeutic offices on the basis of an entity, the existence of
which nrimary hynothesis cuestions.

To test and explore our assumption of heterogenelity we have
develoned two psychologleal tests, an interview, and have used a
atandardized nrojective test of vsychosexusl devietion,

The two psychologicsl testis were designed te secure data sllowing
for interpretation in terms eof perceptual and concepiual factors., In
the DBruner and Postman thesis it 4is hypothesized that this nercentnal
gensitization ferestes within the individual 2 framework of meaning
which serves to focus the vereeptual mechanisms more sharply on stimuli
stiemins material® {(9,n, 69), Thue = nercenticn involves an awareness
of objects and events th:=t are @rasgnt in the ivmediste environment,

A conceptualization, however, imvlies the formation of sogial idea or



notion sbout a nerception., ve expect 1o detsrmine whether or nct these
sexual offenders significantly differ from our controls in this factor
of “pereeptual sensitization®,

The interview will allow an evaluation of a number of psychoanalytic,
psycholozie=l, =nd socicloglcal Yypotheses bearing on the theory and
develonment of mexnl deviabion, Our purvose is to exasmine these
theories obicctively. YWe have attennted to define these hypotheses
operatirnally {see Apnendix D); but we deny any res»onsibility for their
internal validity or reliability%

"he nrolecctive test of mgychosexual deviation should indic=te, for
thoge nsyclinlogicenl dimemsions 1t messures, whether thsse sexnal coffenders
significantly differ from these non-sexually-deviant controls on these
dimensions., This wil) allow for = definitional, dlasnostie, and clossie
factory analysis of the coneept of sexual offender.

Finally, from the interview, we £0llew the taxonomic annroach te
determine to what extent the sexusl behavior patterns of our gsexual
offender gr-up Aiffer from thoss of our institutiomal contrcel groun.

We seek to le~rn o what extent ig there a blographieal difference, We

intend to determine the extent to which consisteney of bshavior prevails

among sub-grouns within either groun,

HISTORICAL

gex Offense

Sexmnl offonges, and the cffenders who covmlt them, are considered

1E§p@theses such as these are from the litersture in the various
disciplines concerned with this study. They reflect the interests of the
diseinline. We have stsated them as they anpesred in the literature. Ve do
not asgume any responsibility for thelr consisteney or accuracy., ¥We also
diselaim any responsibility for support o 2ll these theoretical labels.



by society to be the most flagrapt sbusers of moral codes, 1% is
nrobable that sexunl offenses are more liable to misjudgment,

wrejudice, emotional wrath, and ignorance, than are most other forms

of ceriminsl behavior., However, many of those neople who zre so0 concerned
about sex offenders have, at nne time or ancther, engaged in ®nerverse"
behavior, Alfred O, ¥Xinsey extranclates from his data to revert:

In spite of the many centuries during which our culture has attempted
to suspress all but ~ne typve of sexunl activity, 2 not inconsiderable
vortion of all the sexusl acts in which the hvman animal engages still
£2all into the entezory which the culture rates as Yperverse?!, The
enecific date show that two-thirds to three-—cuarters of the msles in
cur Amerie=n culture, znd some lesser number of femsales, sngage in at
lenst some 'perverse! sexual behawmor at some time between adolescence
and old =zge, One-half to two=-thirds of the males engage in such
behavior with anprecisble frecuency during some period of their lives
and a falr aumber engage in such behavior throughout their lives

{25,p. 2R).

The Judge who is considering the c¢czse of a male who has been arrested
for homosexual asctivity, should keep ia mind that nearly forty nercent
of 2all other males in the toewn could be arresied at some time in their
lives for similar activity snd that dweaty rercent to thirity nercent
of the unmoarried msles in that town could have been arrested for homo-
sexusl sactivity that had taken nlaece within that sanme yesr (25,n, 664),
The evidence that we now have on the incidence 2nd frecuency of
homosexual activity indicstes that at least a third of the male povu-
lation wonld have to be isolated from the rest of the commmnity, if
all those with any homosexusl capscities were to be so trested, It
me~ns th t at lesst thirteen vwerccnt of the male nopulation would

have to be inatitutionalized 2nd isolated, if 2ll persons who were
nredoninantly homosexuel were to be handled in thet way. Since

sbout thirty-four percent of the total nopulation of the United Staztes
are pdult meles, tris mesns theat there are sbout $ix snd ope=third
million males in the country who would need such isolation (75,p. %65).
Andy At le=st elghly~five vercent cof the younger mole populstion

counld be convicted as sex offenders 1f law enforcement officials

were as efficient 2s most vesrle exvected them tc be {75,v. 224),

The Einsey rercrt has been subjected to much valid eriticism becouse
of the guasilzonable ?ali&itj.cf the st=atistical technicues and samvling
theory it utilized. ¥We, nevertheless, are in agreement with this revort
as regaris the findings whiceh indicste that 2 large nrepertion of the
male vopul-tion, st cne time or another, has engsged in sexm~l activity

which eculd be considered as an offense against statutea relating to



gexual delin~uency. It wonld seem, therefore, thst one of the tasks
of a resonrch into sexual offense 1z to sttempt to determine to what
extent is t71le behavieor, ar evemulified in ovr sex offendsr sanple

different, in this regnect, from thnat of a normative control sample,

In eriminologicnsl thesory and in pensl practice, standard classie
fication utilized the legznl entegoeries of sexusl offense., While trese
legal classifications heve nriority over the medies) omes, ithrourh the
venre the twe have become somewhat combined., It iz common vraciice
now to refer to theus sex offender elassificetions as "medico-legal
clegsifications, JHow accurate these claseiflicaticns ars in deeling
with nsyerologiesl vhenomens is a diffieult suestion to answer., The
liter=ture revenls varying diflerences of opinion,
£

Jeremy Tentham, in The T glution, classified certain

offenses as "imezinary offenses" and defined these as:

scte whieh nroduce no real evil, bat which brejudice, mistcke, or
the aseetic princinle have e¢sused to he regerded as offenses, They
vary with time and nlagce, They originate and end, they rise =znd
they desesy with the fe=lse coinirns which s=rve as thely foundstion
(}“"1?0 177).

Cormenting on this, W, Forvood Esst, writing im Me

and Crime, #nys that Benthsm:

congldersd, so far as the vublic 1s concerned, that sexual offenses
in which there is nelther viclence, froud, or interference with

the rights of others, could be arrvngad undeyr the hesd of imnginsry
offensea {13, »0.177).

In a paper, delivered in 1948 befors the Heuropsyehistrie fection
of the Baltimore Medical and Chirursiesl Faeulty Symrosium on Sex
Delinmuency, J.G. ¥, Cushing s2id:

The nsychiatrie, the criminoclogleal and legsl literature offers

1ittle vnertinent information about the pesychopathelogy of the

sexnual offender. There have Been resms vwritten on the sudject of
the offender hut 4t has been more the soclologie-blologlo-statistical



viewpoint that has beoen nresented. Therse have been efforts to
classlfy the sexual offender by the particular verversions
practiced, and there have been efforts to classify the offenses

of g sexual natore in a broad general pattern. However, the
asuthors of such systems attemnt to break up & brosd impulse into
the detailed mechanism by which the end rosult iz achieved, Some-
thing of this sort wounld result if we were to follow that technic
of clagsifying the orocesses of digestion hy whether it is a ham
sandwich or & turkey which is being digested., The end results

are the gsame although the original proteins wary in their structure

(12,p. b9).

R. ¥. Iindner, in his hock Storewslls snd Men, discusses the
¢clessificat-ry eonfueions in the ares of sexusl offense., He writes:

Like the confusion of aleoholiem snd erime, there ic = similar

confusion of homosexuslity and crime, Homosexuality is not crime

=nd has nothing whatsnever to do with 1%, Just 25 some aleochelies
mey he eriminotics, sc some homesexuals mey be criminoties., Homo-
gexnal behavior has, however, been rsised to the legasl status of

g statutory crinminal =et, in the ssmme way as drunkenness has

seieved such a dlstincticon., Pul homossxuals in —rison are nst

necessarily crininals. They are far more likely to be law-breakers

Anfelberg, Supfsr =ad Pfeffer mede z sindy of two bundred ond fifty
gex offenders in JOBY, They preferred tn clsesify sex offenders in six
ways: (1) incest, (2) sexual relations with forece, {2) statutory rape,

{4) romosexu~lity, (5) vedephilia, (6) indeecent exposure or exhibitionism,
They founi that thecse bresldown into two essentisl grounings: {1) homosexuals
and medovhilizce, 1n which the obieect and the g621 deslred is abrnormal, and
(2) rape and dedunetion, In which the mhyelelogiesnl urge is normal but is
ensrnted undzr antiezoeciszl conditions (R,P. 7633,

Ebviously, then, Trom these selectzd opinions, it mey be concluded
that there is a range of opinion concerning the spescifiestions of
clagsification in sex offenses: znd, Turther, that there is =2 scatter of
vorying opinions with this range., This precent stvdy, should, therefore,
make an attemnt 1o specify the classificatory scheme it utilizes, If

this research is not to fall prey to an unending debats over the

classification "soxual offendsr®, it must specify and define this



elagsification for its purposes,
Sex Bshavior in Prison.

If we are to examine the "percentual sensitization® of our zubjects,
it is important for us to investigate the literature on sex behavior in
nrison, Perceptual sensitization is actuslly s problem of nsychologiecal
frame of reference., Onel's frame of reference, or one's mental set,
makes one more or less sensitive to the variocus environmental factors.

If one has » high value orientation (set) for a factor, one may be
exnected to be perceptually sensitized to this fsctor., Conversely, less
value orientation should make for less perceptual sensitivity. In view
of this, the environment looms important in any study of verceptual
sensitization. Consequently we must investigate the literature to determine
how erucial a factor 1s sex in prison, Becsuse we intend to compare a
group of sexnal offenders with a grour of non-sexually-csberrant controls,
we must lesrn whether we are jusiified in concluding that we have, with
two such samnles, actusl {and behavioral) differences in each group: or
whether they are mersly lsbeled differently by society and the law,
Finally, we ghould have some prior idea of the imvwress of this nrison
commumnlty upon esch of these groups so that our conelusions may mirror
the extént of this impress as well as the differences we may reveal.

Haveloek Bilis, in his Studies in the Psychology of Sex, discussed

sexual inversion ih prison .. wyolo:

Fomosexual practices everywhere flourish and sbound in prison.
There is sbundant evidence on this vpeint....Prison life develops
and fosters the homosexual tendeney of criminals (15,p. 165).

Victor ¥elson, in Prison Psys and Hishis, observes:

To the man dying of hunzer snd thirst it makes little difference
that the only available food z2nd water sre tainted., ILikewise .
it malres little or no difference to the aversge »risoner that

the only availadle means of sexual satisfaction ere abnormal, It
is merely a matter of satisfying as best he can the hunger that
besets him (292,p. 143),



Havelook Mllis, when dlsenssing how many nrisoners ar: homosexual
is reported to have s21d that probably elghity nercent of the »nrisoners
were 39id to e homoasexaal and a large number of the rest probably
honosexual, Joseph Fishman in his Sex in Prison disagreecs wlth this
and wrote:

es.othia seams to be a decidedly exagger-ted estimate, There is

undoubtedly a very considerable number of prisoners who, although

they remaln in confinement for many years, naver nractice homo-
gsexuality. If {Zllis) had said that from eighéy to one hundred
percent of the men in penal institutions obialned sexual

satisfaction in scme form, he would, we believe, have been more

nearly correct (17,». 79).

Host recently this viewpoint haa been exnressed hy Bobert ILindner,
He saye that homoeroticiam is the problem and not homosexuaiity; and
that sex is practiced in vrison among the great majority, but that this
factor of behavior doee not 2 nriori lead to a diagnosis of homosexuslity
or nerversion, "True homosexnality ls more obvions but less widespread
in prisons than we have been led to believe® (27,p. 458).

Barnes and Teetersin their text on criminclegy write:

3exual marversions are prevalent in the {Hew) Brigson. HMasturbation

is as rife in the progressive prison as in the old traditional regime.

Sodomy is practiced as well, These manifestatlons of porversions

are the direct result of the denial of normal contacts with the

opnosite sex whichk 2re a nart of the society outside, Sublimatien
£s much easier attalned cutside the prison than within., So we

see that the (New) Prison eaumot cope with the problem of sex any

better than the older type (3,p. 671).

Donald Clemmer discussed the levels of sex adjusiment in the insti-
tution and set up three apecific levels: the abnormal, in whieh he included
ten percent of the prison novulation; the quasi-normal, thirty vercent of
the population, and the normal, sixty vercent., This breakdown is purely
informative and based on no statistiecal datas; 1t merely reflects the

author's opinion and these of his advisors, He found:

The inmate who 1s making a "normal” adjustment in relation to the
sex drive is the individual who has experienced an orderly
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develonment ~f Tig love life from the self-love stage of infancy,
through the autoerotic stage of boyhood, to the level of mature,
adult love for one woman., ZHven though is love development may
have been eszeniinlly orderly, hie sex adjustment in vrison hinges
on two factors: first, a reasonably short sentence, and second,
the existence of cne or more love objects in the free community.
He may....ongnge in abnormal sex activities, but only in the aciive,
masculine rola, Ho may....masturbals occasicnally and explain his
behavior en & strictly biological basis., The mastubatory act is
acecormanied hy heterosexusl ideations....and accept the act as a
meons of relieving tenaion (11,p. 257).

In the thirty rercent wnieh commrise the sussi-abnormal esategory

are thoge men who sither have developed normelly, and regressed
during imnrisonment, or who have beeome Tixzated at one of the
earlier stages of development and heve never vrogressed further,
{Here) are to be found the older men end, se well, the very youngest
men, Inmsteg in this group are more likely to bHe recidivisis,

They are more likely to be 'prison wise! thar firet offenders, and
iess likely to have positive relationshi-s in the free community.
Laeicing snch tiaes, their interests, such as they are, 1lik largely in
the nrison community. Host of them are unztle %o cceupy themselves
with definite interects of & wholesome nature, Cenirary to their
insistent denilale, these men have s keen sense of fallure, and
while they =2y not cluays admit 1t evem to themselves, this feeling
of failure nrompts a variety of contuect whieh they would not
countenance oatside the orison. The occasional sodomist who nlays
the masculine role is placed in this eatesory only if his abnormal
behavior ig mecomranied by ideations of sex contazet with s female,
and no love reactions exist between him s~rnd the persom who nlays

the nassive role, Thesc men would be behaving in 2 quasi-rormal
mazianer rather than 1in s fravkly abnormal way uniil sodomy becomes

an end in iteelf and is no longer looked upon as = substitute tyne of
activity. Among theése are these who occoslionally submit themselves
to fellatio, but theze shouwrd only be included when the ast is
allewed as a substitute and secompanied 'y helerosexual ideations
(11,p. 260), In the definitely adbnormal level, we include the inverts
and those other inmates who are habituated %o homosexual mpractice

as an end in itself (11,p. 263).

To connlinde thiz secticn we musi ennsider two opnowing viewpoints,
¥insey sand his sseocisies discuss the problem of those individusls of
nroved sexusl =°hility who are suddenly commelled to enter a situotion of
relative sexusl innetivity and depriwvation for ocutlet.

In the prisonrn there mzay e opnoriuanity for such outlets as masturbation,
nocturnal emission, the homosexual, or n strey experience of some other
sort: but the gum total of sexuszl mciivity 1z vory much delow that
found in similar groups outside of an instituiion., Ia a short-time
nrison, the majority sf the men do not accent homosexual contacts, and
there are a grest many who, c¢oming from a sociaul level in which
mastorbation 1 tohoo and from & soclal level whers nocturnal emissions
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are gt g minimm, nay go for long nerieds of months, or for a

year or more, without sjiaseunlation. A fsw of these men are
nervrusly disturbed as a result of their lack of outlei; hut most
of them live comforinhle encugh, avparently becuuse there is

1i%tle erotiec orousal whieh needs $0 be relisved by orgasm. The
men in suck institutions regulorly insist that there is very little
if any srocvnezl from conversation, printed nictures, deserintions

in litersmturse, or anything short »f actual contzet vwith o sexual
partner. Tor the veorly eduecated vorticn of the populstion there
1 2 nirimim of erotic fantasy, =2nd ninety-one and five-btenths
varcent of all those committed te pemel inctitutione never go
beyord high sehnel ir their educaticn. In consecuence these nrison
naleg do »ot 11lustrate sublimation, for they have little or no
aroused sexual energy which needs dissipation {75,p. 219).

{n the prodlem of roeturnal emiesions the ¥Wincay Revort states:

While it is commonly believed that azleg in =»rizcn find sn abundant
rélesse thwough the hrmogexwel, and while it is in zctualidy, a

fact that a2 righ nerceatege of them 10 beecome invelved in such
activity 2Tter thay havs been in s newzl institution for some

length of time, nsither the homosexusl nor masturbation ever provides
any Trecuant osutlet for more than a small progordinn of a prisonm
population., ¥arcy males do not begin their homosgexual activity for
some years 2fier entaring an institutica., Terhpps balf of the men
in 2 short time instituticn never do srrive at such activity during
the meriod of thelr stay. CLonzeonently for a falr munber of the
inmates either noeiurnal emissions provide the totzl entlet, or
thease men have none st =211, Onnsilering that most nrison inmates
come fpam:sccial levels where the {requenclies of mariial intercourse
often average 5ix or seven tirmes & week, noctuprnal smissions at the
rate of three to slx oer yesr do not vrovide much compensation,
Ancng sneh mer (dnmete) there 15 & slightly riszher frecuency of
nocturral enissions {(than non-inmates), but the incresses sre not
great (25,n. 529),

In opnesiticon to thisg, Robert Idunduer slresses thre sexunl arousi
: )

ngvects of ine-reerati~n, He says ithat the sex predlem in prison is

probably tre most imeertsnt one of 11 fer inmates ond officials alike,

Prigons nravide the zerminal scil in whieh herstofere unrecognized
sexval vrorensitise achieve full-flowering, They cre not only
nlaces whers the nommal exorassions of sexuslily are beyond hope

of realization, bYut they encomnass clreumutancss and a7fects which
act to drow woom unennseicus nroelivities, The main thiag o be
recognized is that places of detention and sagregatifn are
nrohihitive criefly in the sexual sphere. Ia She modern prison
slmoat everything excent free :exual exvpression znd movement outside
elrepdseribed 1imits s nrovided., The esientisl wonts and needs,
even the basic rights are satisfied. HFcod, clothing, shelter,books,
mevies, thestar, weereadion,emnlorment -the list ls nevor-ending

and always on the incrense- are obtainable, Only sex is not ~that is,
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oonortnnity fnr heterosexuslity. And at the same time, that which
is not nrovided achieves » value whieh 1s whelly diseroportionate
to its real one. Philip Wylle in his Gencration of Vipers and
éther wieccas, has expertly voinited cut how sexuslity has come %o
invede every vrovinde of éestern eivilization, <ith sn ireniec finger
he trocee the outline of cur vrim denlal of sex Juxtavosed against
t3 voritable flond in vpress, radio, z2nd entertainment, These
thinge —~oven were 1t nosggidls or corroct to do 80~ cannot be kept
fram irmrisoned wen or women, Almost every advertismmest, avery
gstory, every play, every song, 1s »mointed toward the boudeir, ihe
pedronm 2nd its drama sre almost ever mresent, thrusting themselves
orn sur consglionsness continuously, The eulture, therefore, is 2
titillating one, made even more so as it strikes szainet prisor
wells, In the free world the urge for sex and sex sexverience is
exnressed threugh channels respectifully regarded, One can, if he
g0 desires, engage in overt heterosewxursl setivity, ususlly without
cenflict or aven anxiety. Or, if the omsortunity is by some chence
or cirvcvmstsnce lacking, there is the resort to deydresmlang and
the minoy =bearrations, suvuch ag masturbetiny in i4s myriad Torms.
VUnier conditions of confianement, however, the cutlet of greatest
getisfrotion 32 denled., The nrisoner esn orly daydream, perform
sbherretively in a chroniec and intense fashlon, or indialge in
nervereity and homoeroticism., %o rernire an imprisouned nar or
woman to iorego sll sevusl expression, lesving him meanwhile in
a rintide of zexuality, is shear mrdness, To irsist thit he jJeny
the agonizineg ¢all of hiz biolegy to the extent of nusmishing “vim
for induleence in the chronie sbesrr=tions of the drive ir¢ to lwnose
= forture vawsrronted by anything he may bsve done. And yei, so
tirht—corseted are we despite our wholessle flamting of sexneliity
in everv medinm of interchonge snéd communiesaticn, that this denisl
gseems to be what we demand from the inmete (27,1, 456),

Kinsey tells us that sex in nrison i3 not =2n 2rousineg Tacior,
Iindner, who lived and worked in the orissn community for a pumber of
years, claims that it is, This disngreement is of ro siznificance bo
this study, insofar as both cur greouns are in the some situatien., There-
fore, any differsnces ohtained betwesen the twe grruvs eannnt ba
attrihoded %o serxval ocgunations but rather to sensitizaition,

Statissics on Sax Offenders in Prison.

Wa are sware thot gexmality in vrisona is conducted smonz thase
whs s~ not committed for gssynel offernse zs well as amonz those who are
legal zex offenders, However, we believe thet = thcoinugh exsmination
of the axtont of sexuality in nrizens is more wnderstondehie 1F we have

gsoms information on the statistics of sex offendere in wrison., 'Tiis
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leads ueg to survey the literature in the area which deals with the
distributionsof tyves of commitments for the wariocus sexus) offenses,

Donald Clemmer reports from his data that:

e...about sim vercent of the {prison) pepulation have been

sentenced for sex erimes....ll,p. 257). Of this group,

gixty-two percent were committed for rape or assault to rape,

seventeen nercent for indeecent liberties, eleven percent for

incest, and ten percent for ¢rime versus childrea or nature,

¥While fifteen mercent of the total prison population are mentally

defsctive, twenty-nline percent ol the sex offenders are 1n that

intellectual category, and another twenty-two percent are of
borderline intellectusl capacity; =lso, sex offenders have had

somewhat less schooling t:an have other offenders {11,p. 253).

J. Frosh and W, Bromberg, in 2 psychiatrie study, The Sex Offender,
found that there was a high rate of whites; that there was a low rate
of recidivism; that a large number of men over ferty were pedovhiliacs:
that there was a high rate of strong religious affiliation; that aleohol
constituted a minor factor; thst there were more American bora than
foreign Born; that mental deficiency wzs a minor facter; that there was
a malad justed sex life in more cases of pedophilia and homosexuality
than in other groups; snd that among the vedophiliacs and homosexuals,
there were naychopaths and neuroties (21,p. 765).

In 2 study doms by A. Eber on Incest, in Germany (1937), of one
hundred caseg exsmined the resultis reported showed that the majority of
thogse committing this crime were between forty and fifty years of age;
were often domestic tyrante; usually of a lower socio-economic group;
and that four vpercent were diwverced, twenty vercent were widowed, seveniy-
six nercent were married, and thirty-one percent were rape czses, He
coneluded that alcohel and poor housling were the most important
vrecipitating factors (14,p. 68).

Apfelherg, Sugsr asnd Pfeffer, in » study of two hundred and
fifty sex offenders published statistics wrich showed that nedophiliacs

and homosexuals were most frecuent (two-thirds of total) with statutory
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rape, incest, z2nd sexual relations with force equalling s combined
one-third of the total groun., Sixty-two or fifteen and sever-tenths
percent o5 the two hundred and fifty studied went as far as the eighth
rrade in schonl, with fiftcen high sehoocl graduates among them and nine
college students, Sixty«four (twenty-six and four-tenths vercent) wers
married »t the time snd one hundred znd nine (foriy-five Tercent) were
single, with the remainder either divorced, widowed, or separated.
Fioally, seveéty-seven {(thirty=-twec percent) hed previous sex offense
records and eizhty-seven (thiriy-eizht vercent) hed orevious non-sex-
offensge records, with the remainder havimg had no record of any type of
2 nrevious nffense (2,». 769).

This evidence provides uws with information relative to the ususal
digtribution 2mong the sexm»l offenders in the varlous institutions. From
these studies we note that the statisties oa sex offender commitments vary.
T4 ia not our tesk, in thris resesrch, to detcrmine whether or not these
dota are venresentative of sexunl offender comitments., UWe only note that
different investigztors report var ing statistics. We are therefore led
to wonder whether these varying reports are not in somz2 way, due to the
fact that $his area of sexusl offense has nét veen universslly defined., A
study such as this one, which stterwts to define =2»pd describe the sexual
affender on vnsychologiesl vectors, mizht ~s:ist in the est=dlishment of =
nniveraal d2finition of the sexual offender,

Sexusl COffe.

Hetero

tnir thesis ts that sex offenders are » heterogeneous group. Obviously,
from ths stotistieal dats concerning the sexusl offenders reported in the
vreceding seection of this historieal ountline, we may note that since these
neople vary in so many factors {i.e., race, religion, marital status,intellf.

gence, edueation, residence, alcohol consurmtion), an indication of hetero-

genelty rather than horbgeneity is made,
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Prilip Roche, writing in Federsl Probaticn, reports that:

All sexusl behavior is but a variable manifestation of the same
basic instinctual forces shaped by the viglasitudes of childhood.
™.z the warious nerversicons are not separate entities, not

disorders in themszelves, but symptomatlic variables of vpsychosexual
develomment (31,p. 10).

Judge Jacob Braude of the Municipal Court of Chicago refers to the
work of the Pgychiatric Institute of the Municipal Court and writes that:

Of 211 the sex offenders referred to the Psychiatric Institute a
total of eighty-two percent represented psychiatric problems of

one type or avother. The remaining eighteen percent were classified
a8 nonpsychistric., Of the eighty-two percent, twenty-zeven nercent
ware found to be borderline cases or were comnlicnted by low normal
intelligence or weres nossessed of vhysical heandicaps....{8,p. 19).

Ceorge Rarjan reporting to the California Subcommittee on Sex Crimes

s=21d:

If one were to exsmine a large number of sexusl offenders, it is
likely th»st he would find that the underlying psychiatric cause
of a considerable numdber is gquite well-defined mental abnormality,
such as a psychosis, an organic brain deterioration, or memtal

deficiency {36,p. 165).
Henry and Gross studied, in 1941, one hundred white and one huadred

negre homosexual delinguents at Rikerts Island Prison. They found thab:

Homosexuality amongz delinguents would apvear to be a symptom of
nersonality m=lad justment that is manifest in other departments of
life than the sexual. In all of them we have seen the inability

of the individual to adapt to his environment....attempts to eascape
from a world that hnd become too complicated....succssaive defeats
and the inability to orofit from them (23,p. 441).

Hirning, studying the nroblem of indecent exposure 2e differing from
other sexusl offenses noted that of the sixty eases of indecent exposure
(exhibitionism) studied out of a total of one hundred sixty-five sexual
offenders, the indecent exposure cases:

... .anveared to come from rigid and vuritsnieal homes, tended to be

shy and timid -showing very little evidence of aggressiveness, had =

strong super-ego development with the indecent exposure episodes )
s8guming the aspects of compulsive hehavior, and that these pecple

rarely ever have a record of any other sexual offenses (24,p. 114),

Fromd {(19,p. 575), while not specifying the sexual offender, discussed
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the perversions or sexual aberrations., The perveri, in Prendisn theory,
is a nhallic character. Th=t is, he either fixatezs nt the nhallic level
of psychosexual development or he regresssg to that sitagze in his pnsycho-

sexual bshavier.

David Abrahasmsen, in his research into the Hrobleam o7 szexual offenders

in ¥ew York State, reported:

Of the one hundred and tve men studied, cvery ore suffered from
some tyne of menizl or emotlonal disorder, though uot ususlly
g0 pronounced as to mect the legal definitior of mental illness,
These voried in type and intensity, from psychosls to neuroeis
(1,0. 13),

Thess gstudies, as different from the others, anmear to indleste that
the sex offender is a homegenecus growming,

O the nthey hand, Wile studied sexnal sffenders for rurpeses of
clrogification and treatment, He wrote:

If ore were to a::emble the so-called sex offenders as = group,
they might difler egsentially from %the noram of a conirel groun

that had not known arrest, In hoth one would f£ind variatlions of
the sex urge from the extreme masculinity 4o exireme feminindty,
with a1l tysos of bi-sexusl dlstritmtinneg of the urss....one would
find individuels with sceming tendency to0 commit acte that wou'd
he eongldered criminal....both would include indiwvidusls, who by
rezson of disease, accident or pasyvchrlogicsl sxperlience, wo.lia Fail
to develop t¢ a sexuzl maturity or would regress from meturity to
some lower level of asctivity that soclety wenld regzard zs devisnte
Bebhavior, There csn be no classificatinn mediecally as the offense
in itself is regarded as cnly a symptom of genersl reaction, Soclety
has %m0 zZenerally stressed the spuviome as though it were an entity
%n itsalf)rather then a chase of éyhamice activity of sn individual
(37.,p. 12),

Abrshamsen renorted:

In many cases the behavior vpatterns (of our sexusl cfferiers) could
not be fitted into any clear-cvi reychistric elossifiesntions, The
disturbances and sympioms were often of 2 mived n-turse, It should be
noted that, wn'le sax crime often 1a a manifestatism of s mentsl or
emotional disorder, thare is mo known mental diasorder that presunvoses
the cormission of sex crimses. There 1g nn distinet Alviding line
between sex o Tenders and other law viclaters. Sex coffenders have
been foumd to guffer from ne single estegery of rental vustboleogys

the snme varving symptome of basic diffieculties sre =lsc found in
thieves, murderers, burglars and extortionists, Moreover, as pelice
and mrobation records disclesze, men who are »rimarily sex offenders
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often cormit ofher tynes of crimes, 2nd vice versa. Sex offenders
are in 2 sevsrate classificstion only because of society's conmeern
about thelr particular tynme of acts, not decaunse they differ widely
from other criminals in the baslc cause of their anti-social behavior.
Sex ol ferders are =21lsc widely recognized to b- sroblems of mental
abnormality (1,n. 2n).

The Few Jersey Cormizginsn on Sex OfFfenses published » revnort thet
had been cemmiled by Paul Tapran, In this was exsmined a number of
propositions concerning the sex cffender and vcinted-tn were the existing
fallacies among these. Germane %e our vrodlem is the fallacy that "sex
psychopathy or sex deviztion is 2 clinieal euntity®. He says:

Twomthirdas of the psychlatric zuthorities comsulted by ths writer

nointed to the wide disrgreement among npoyehiaitriats as to the

meaning of the terr zex msychepsath., More than h=1f of them
mzinta’n-d that this conditicn 13 not 2 sufficlentiy clesr
dizgnestic entity to Justify legislation concerning the tyne,

Fognital =zutherities hendlinz the esases of ¥sex nsychopaths”

committed by the courts find, in fact, a wide wariety of

nayehrlosicsl tynes; neurotlecs, msychotics, schizoids, feeble-
minded, epilevtics, comstitutinnal homosexusls, zlecholics,

and many who are normal, In di“f-rent ststes the avthorities look for

different oualities as evidenge of J:ingersus sexual msychopathy:

the ¢ases they aod iudlcate =28 such disnlsy varled forms of sex
2 =ersonality organization {35,p. 15).

deviztion znd assorted tynes -F

Thus we see that the lltersture presents twe ovnosine theoretical
positions. ©One imnlies a tyne of romegenelty among sex offenders for
cortain develoomental mnd behaviorsl asspscis. The ofther is in favor of the
vronositicn of heteregenelty srcng ssxu»l offendiers. In this regard,
ther~fore, this nresent researedr must deteormine, for its samples, this

answer, Once this guestion is declded, the naxt precedure will be to

exomine the charzecter of the homogeneity or bheterogencity.

sociologienl F-ctors in Sewrel Offensa.

This baing, »rimarily, a nsyelsloglenl civly into sexually-deviated
offenders, cbviously the nugleus of interest ls of a peycholegiesal
orientatinn rather than r~ne of any cther discinline, Howvever, in the
ramification o7 sexual coffender research —and due to the fact that

nsychologiecal, here, is imoinging on the »rior rights of sociologicale
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eriminelogy- the sgeelal constructs ore of vrimary importance., With
tris in mind we ¢eclded to study eociclogleal literature se that we might

cnronristoly round-ont ocur Ylstericeal perspective, 2 add, however, that

ol

bDeguanse our concern 1s chiefly »sychologleul, we do not imply = thorough

analysls o the literninre in socicleogy. <& will attemnt only %o point
A searehlight in that directicn and &6 bope te bring into focus some of
the pore relevant (frorm our colmt of view) soeiological factors in this

asren of study,
. Towesn, svpeslzing bafore the Colifornia Subeormittee on Sex

Crimes, s=id:

fhars or> wide 4il7Ferences of owinisn rz2gsrdlpos the cause or causes

of unmawusl =nd uneonvendionsl tyves of zex behavior. Such varistions
in opinlon are HroBadly an indication of ocur lack of miwledge. There
iz no ade~uate vroof that ho-osexuality, fer examile, arises on a
g¢onstitatisnal basis. It avpnsars that speeial condlilicuing sxperiences,
family attitundes, anl cultural factors are moch more im-ortant eauses,
and 1% is Likely thai homosoxuality has » muaitinle causztion (6,p. 177).

Jasenh Wertis in Sex Tobeos, vex (ffenders ang the Law wrote:

rengstr $rere 1o unforfunstely nc agreement among reputabvle suthorities
on the natunre, e-mae or recepiibility to cure of nmogt of the sex
offenders Tizted in cur nenal code, sewxual behavior is to a consliderasble
degree, influeneed dr emwironmentsl inluences or accidents of training
ee..n0 sex perversion is incursbly congenital, nor inespable of
guidance or control, Perversions are bred by soclial iselatiosn, by

Talee treining, Ww sillence and hy ignorance (3%,p. 562),

4lrost al) 6f these cne hmndred sod two men had histories of unusually
unfavorable childhecods with severe enotional devrivsticn, Pesyehistrice
=nd mhaychologicel etudies disclosed that basiecally thay a2ll felt they
krd suffered from neglect or rejection (l,p. 14} As = result of
carly homs cendltions, the one Lundred and two offenders frequently
have been confused adout their ssxual role axd Leove not developed a
normal sexnzl scancent. “hey are nct over-sexed, as some might think,
Instesd, they are immature nnd vnder-develooel enotionally and
gexna2lly {1,n. 13). There is 81 overwhelming amcuat of hostility

in 211 oF these sexnn) offenders, wo.ich d7ten expresses 1(sclf inm
sxtreme brutality in the scts thoy cow.dit. This hosiility avvesrs

to be direstly related to e hoatility or nsglect to whish they were
subjected ps childrer {1,». 18). Kozt of these offenders disvlay,

to 2 notentislly or sctually desngerouse degree, a halred ond resentment
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againet smuthority snd nersons renressniing authority, This

could well be explained as a carry-over from earlier unexpressed

regsentment 2nd hostility szainst parental authority or wheoever

represented that authority (1,p. 19).

These selected references, all of which haveeln common the fact
that they deal with social factors, give smplie verification of the
importance of social development and socilization processes in the
development of gsexnsl offenders., It is one aspect of this entire
research, therefore, to examine the blographical and soelsl factors in
the sex samle we will be studying. Ve will attempt an avpraisal of the

social fsectors and thelr relative importance in the etiolegy of these

sexnal deviates,

y Sexusl Offense.

One of the more controversial aspects of the problem of sexual

offense is dealt with under thils heading of ecare, repression and
recidivism. Obvlously, the various professional and custedial disciplines
that deal with the problem each have their own teehniques. Each, one as
righteously as the other, belleves that his techniques are most suitable,
In the care and repressi-n of sex crime, Frederick Wertham expressed this
eonflict in terme of the broad dichotomy involved. He wrote:

On the one hond, 1t is stzted thsat this ig s vurely legal and
eriminclogzical problem., The advocates of this noint of view

say: Pound up all the major amd minor offenders, keep them under
nermanent nolice suvervision, give the convicted delinguents the
sternest punishment -nd the lengeszt jall terms possible, introduce
new laws making their runishment ever severor and prolonging their
vears in jail, tighten the parole laws, exclnde the so~called
mollycoddling attempts &t humsan understanding -punish, restrict,
deter! To this category belonz the diehard opvoments of the parole
system, who rzise a hue and cry after every startling crime a2nd want
to make us believe that If ev-ry crimlinal would serve every day of his
full sentence 1l would be well,

The ovnesing school claims thet most, i not all, of these delincuents
belong $to the nrovince of nsrchiatry., The whole guestion of sex crimes,
‘according to the very recent statement of a distinguished member of the
" bar, iz one which sh~:uld De lald sguarely =t the fBet of the medical
nrofession, It is the psychiatrists, he says, whe should examine every
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aueh of fandsy and delincuent in all esaes, both msjor end minor:

thay are the ones whe should mske the finnl decision abrut what sheuld

be done «ith hiw snd for himg they sheuld have the uwitimnte antharity

end resnonsibility. The mivocstes of this view want €he pasyehiatrists
to sit in Juodgment with the nower of handing out liberty to deline

gaant Vo, 1 snd an iyrevoesble 1ife sentence to delinsuwent Heo, 2

{3a,», B47),

It would anperr that $Hhis guotntion suificiently indlestes the range
of onininn of this vroblem, It iz not the »urpose of this researeh te
attermt 3o smswer such = nnoriy-defined vroblem, nor one of such magnitunde,
However, 1t iz within our seope to indlaste, smecordiamz to our dats, the extent
%6 which veychnlogliesl nrocedures ean ssslst Iin the fixing of inter-discip-
linary resronzibility for these tremendous snd Lar-renchiag decisioans.

A Tinnl word wast be written regarding the problem of recidiviem in
sexnel offense, Tapran, in the Bow Jersey repoert previouwsly referred to,
Bitnted thet this is ons of the glaring misenncentions of the vublie,
eustodlan, and professionsl, alilke., Iowell Selling, in a 1947 vaper

fontrery %o the notion whieh has sxisted in the minds of most Jurlets

up to the pre.ent time, most sex offenders sre not shronic offenders,

md atndims from the Becorder's Court in Detroit inmdieste that sueh

affenders are likely to de self-guring, Of the first three hundred

sex o7 fendare studied in the Detroit Slinie, only seven had o subsew

cuent polieo record during s neriod of avproximately twventy years

since the arrest (32,p. 227).

This st-tement By Jelling, we believe, offers » wvalld intervretation
of the llterature on this point, The sexusl offender, as s group, ie
nrobably one of the lesst recldiviastie of 21l offenders, This facter, however,
slthough 1% 1o a favorable one from the custedls) noint of view, mskes 1%
even mora immortant for those diselnlines interested in thie work, to come
ta grips with the prodblem, Hince we luae “but one ervortunity® to work on
this offender, {¢ behooves ns S0 shurnen cur rrefessional teehni~ues ne thet
the relatively few opnortunities we kove to desl with the vproblem cmn de

nade maximally useful, It is »art of the task 5l 5 resosreh vrogrsm snsh
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o8 this present one tc assist in this general "sharpening" by exploring
the province of sexual offense and utilizing the procedures of experimental
peychology in this exploeration, We expect, as a result of this research,
to obtain datas which will satisfy, to some extent, the nroblems and
aunestions which are, %o this writing,unexplained and unsatisfied about

the status of sexual offenders: whether they are heterogeneous or homow

geneous, and the extent and imvortance of "psychological sensitization.,®
SIGUIFICANCE COF A STUDY SUCH AS THIS

In the historicel introduction to this research we have analyzed
the literature bearing on the following major factors: (1) sex offense,
(2) the classification of sex offemse, {3) the problem of sex behavior in
prison, (4) the statistics on sexual offenders in vrison, {5) the question
of heterogenelty among sexual offenders, (6) the sociolegical fastors in
sexual offense, {(7) the problems of care, repression, and recidivism in
sexual offense,

In the literature on sex offense we have discovered that the
gconcept of "gexual offense® is smbiguously defined., If it was carried
to its strictest limits i¢ conld vossibly encompass nearly one-third
of the male popnlation of this nation. It is obvious, then, thst this
concept would, 1 eesrried to i1ts full extent, confine mamy more neorie
than soclety would find it deslrable $o incarcerate. Alao, even when 1t
i8 not meximslly extended, 1t involves nc corrective messvres t@ ascist
in the profhylactic and the meliorstive problems inherent in this problem,
It would seem, therefore, that it is necessary o re~define the concept
of fapxsoffense’, This present research may throw some 1i:ht on this
agnect by offering an ovperational definition of seaxual ocifender. By means

of the psychological technigues utilized in $9is stvdy, a vrocedure for
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establishing s definitional basis for labeling one "a sexual offender” may
also srise,

The classification of sex offense is, 8imilarly, in some doubt =t this
time, There is an overt confliet between the legal snd the psychistric-
psychologienl viewpoints. If we are able, in this researeh, to obtain
signifieant dstas to substantiate the validity of the eentral hypothesis
of heterorerelty among sexual offenders, we might be able to lend some
weight to a more significant classifientory scheme, If sexusl offenders
represent heterogeneouns rather than homogeneous categories, then the
guestion of whether to classify s sexual offender in sccordance with one
or gnother of the existiang disgnostic tynes, is somewhat subordinate to
the question of the degree and direction of the heterogenelity.

That sex in prisen is 2n active ard nrovocstive subject has been
anply shown in the historical introduction to this research., This has
a direct bearing en the *perceptual scnsitization” of the inmste, This
pereentual sensitization 18, in effect, a "psychologiecal sensitization®,
in thst the nsycholegleal orientation which the individual assumes is
based on his nercentions and conceotualizations. It 1is within the
province of this study to examine the extent of the Pperceptusl sensiti-
zation® of the sexual offender, If we ~re able to obtain siznificant
data on these merceptual and coneeptual factors, we will be able to throw
some lizht on the effects of sexusl stimulation in nrison and the effects
of imprizonment on sexual behavier and ideation. By means of our two
nercentusl tests we will ezplore this factor. In this our »rimary task
will be to aszcertaln whether or not there l1ls a significently differcnt
pereentual sen&itizatign for the serxual offender sammle as opnosed to the
institutionsl] control sseple; 2nd whether there is any percentusl

heterogenelty smons the sexnally devisnt s=mple,
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The literaturs on the statistieal eomplexions o7 the sexual
offenders in rriscon vrecents us with an opvordunity to compare sur
gamnles with these rerorited samples, This will afford us 2 commarstive
value against whieh to report our results and s comparison in terms of
which we ean dyaw our conclusions,

That there i3 heterogenscity among sexusl offenders 1s the sublect
of p nmumber of the studies reported in the previous section of this
thesis. In dally work with the sexusl offender the prison and court

reychiatriet, the vaychologisi, and the socisl worker constsntly refer to

nsychiatrie, nsycholegieal, pavchoeanalytie, and sociological hyvetheses
snd theories, These are sccented ad hoe, 80 %o say, snd are used without
sericus guestion by many sindentis, workers, adminiastrztors, A number of
these hynotheses imply, and depend uven the existence ¢f "pure® (4.e.,
eonsistent) sex behavior ityves. There is, we believe, s serious cuestion
about the vurity of these sox beohsvior tyves., As = ¢onsecnience we shall
offeyr svidence to besr on this factor and indlesnte the atatua of thesse
hyvotheses in light of our data, “he oroblems of heterogrneity and
inconsistengy of sub-grouns, 1f successfully proven % axisi, would affect
glassification snd plroement since these now operste on the dasis of
homegenelty and consistency. As Kinsey says:

The bomosexual group {(2nd all other ssxually aberrsat grours

28 well) is a nrovorbial headache o the aversge prison warden.

He rarely possesses say sclentific knovliedge regerding these

norsons. On the other hand, he generally reflects the attitude

of the sverage individual and tends to be scornful and lwpatient,

if not doewnright bratal in handling them (26,n. 664),

It 1a intarasting to voint u» Fingeyles reflections sad the fact that
ha, s novice in the area of penclegy, racognized that the nrison sdninise

trators {(and eusiodisl offlicers) "rarely possess any scienfific knowledge"

roparding the sex nffender: sad ihsit they handle the sexual offerniers as



an entity, meting out similar trestment &6 31l —as 17 1% econsitiiuted
a Lomogemenus SYoun,.

Thaet the soelologic=l factors nlary = determinings role in the
asexually deviant vrisoners is amglg revesled in the historical survey.
Ogr probvlems here iz to exsmine these subjects whom we =re studying for
differsantial bi~graphical and social data from which we can come %o
davelonmental end bshavioral econclusions. Thus we will undertske gz
taxonomic aporoaseh to determine to what extent the sexnal behavier patterns
of the sexually deviant groun dirfer from those of our institutionsl
eontrol group.

Pinslly, ir regsrd to the »roblems inherent in the e¢rre of,
reoression of, and recidivige in sexunl offense, we will slse apply the
tsxonomic sunroach to ferret out whotever iuformsition relevant to these
isgues we c2n cbtain, It is believed thet what informaticn we do obtain
should assist in the totsl eviluation of the sociclogical development
of these offenderz vhom we a2re studying.

In summarizing the significance for this tywe study, it avpesrs
enpropriate to guote from the renort of the Hew Tork Aily Hayorls
Cormittee for the Study of Sex Offenses of 1940:

07 the problem as » whole we have no well-integrated nicture,

Cur Imowledge, varticularly of csusation, 1s sketehy and

unanslvzed, Our nrocedures in deslinz with gax offenders,

notabhly the ahnormel ones, admittedly are imperfect and in

nead of 1lmmrovement., In summ~ry, then, sex criminslity is

nelther a unified nor a eclearly defined »nroblem, Fairly to

evaluste it, we must define our terms, explore the whole

field iniensively and thoroughly sindy the individunal
offender (29,p. 61).

Our geal, in this resiricted research program, is nct so broed,
We will attervt to define » sexusl) offender for our research PuUrposes.
It 13 anticinated that thig definition wiil be relavant, sud that its

limits will be gufficient, If t-ig be the ecase, it will wrovide g messure



of assistance to those workers in the fleld of eriminology and venolegy
who, daily, in elassification and administration, require such specific
definitiona., We will then submit our sexunl offender group to the
psycholegical technioues we have provided. e expect that these will
help us vartially to answer some of the warious gquestions sbout sexual
delinounency that we hsve proposed in this chapter. ZEspecially, however,
we exvect these technigues to »nrovide uws with informatiom of the
relative heterogensity of the sexual offender sample and the degrse of
inconsisteney within the sub-groupns of this samnle, This should also
provide specific data on the problem of ¥*perceptual sensitization® among
these sexual offenders as compared t¢ the institutional control group,
Our interview will be explered for the various behavioral and ideational
factors which should assist us in dlfferentisting the sexunal offender
from the controls., Ve will also exsamine specifie psychosexual develop-
mental factors in sexual deviation.

If these factors, which have appesred through this chspter and have
been spelledwout in this final section, are revealed as sigrificant in
our data, 1t i3 obvious thot we will have achieved the goal of securing
information that ¢a2n be apvlied to the varied tasks of the psyehocdisgnosis,

the psychotherapy, and the classifieation of the sexusl offender,



CEAPTIR I
HEPHODOLOGY

In this chavter we will attempi to specify: (1) the sampling
precedure we followed in this rcsesrch, {2) our procedure, and (3)
the teste 2nd interview we utilised. The teehnicuesand procedure ds-
vised were designed to study two broblems: (1) that sexusl offenders are
a heterogenecus greoup, =nd {2) that sexua) offenders show a sexuslly-
oriented "perceptusl sensitisation” as ovwozed to non-sexually-deviant
offenders whe do not show this seanslitizatioa,

A detailed analyzis of aaseh of these preccdures ahould satlisfy two
guestims, Primarily, it will nrovide o descrivpiion of our vrecedure
g6 that its genesis can be studied by others inierested in this or f
similer resecrel problems., Semondly, for any one laterested in continuing
tris tyre of rssesrech, or utilizing any of these procedures, we hope such
analysis will cive iasightiul hinta, melre obvious methodologiecal diffi-

eultieg, and a3llew an accurate recapitulation of our work,

SAMPLING

The first nrohlem thet confronted us in sstisfying the experimental

-

design was the way in wihich we should define our sexunl ofTender group.
A review o7 the literature revernled th=% many situdles ir this ares were
based on gzaswmles that eonsisted of sudbjects who were but bordsrvliine or
doubtPul sewusnl o fenders, Some of thése sxveriments and studies dealt

with sammles of legelily-classified sex offenders; others with ssmples of

nsychiatricelly-classified sex offendecrs, vJe did nct want to depvend on
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any of these predetermined snd martially commlete systems,

Therefore, we establiched = definition of "sexusl offender® which
we adhered to vhen ehoosing the sexusl offender group} In this study 2
sexual offender is one who meets nll of the follewimz criteria: (1) cone
victed of a sexual offense and committied for this offense, (2} a
civilian history of sexually aberrant behavior, (3) an instituiional
record of sexually aberrsnt behavier, and, {8) the psycholoegist or the
psyehiatrist in each case¢ considered him $¢ be sexually sberrant,

Thie rigid set of criteria was designed to preclude any criticism
that we had included in our sexunsl offender groun cames who mizht not
be walid sexual deviates, who might be Dut borderline cases, or whe might
be accidental or mersly legsl offenders sgalinst statutes relating to
sex delinsuency. As a consequence of these criteria, our sexual offender
groun consisted of clear-cut cases of sexual deviation and was as valild
s groun of sexunl deviaticn as it wss possible to locsate.

It should also be noted =2t this vnoint that, since ocur assumptiona
i that sexusl offenders are s heterogensouns groeup, it woulid have been to
our 2dvantagze 10 make s loose sni an 21l inelusive definition of the
classifiention. This latier course would have provided us with s
conglomerati-n of subjects who, oblviously, would have served azs insurance
for the eventual estsablishment of the nrimary hypothesis. The gsmpiing

limitation placed uvon us by these rigid criteris ie obvicus. They

It is recognized thai this group does not include all gex offenders but
only a sedected sarmle of them, as defined by our criteria, However, for
eagy reference, we will use the general term throwghont this researeh. It
must be understood, however, ‘hot "sexual offender”, here,refers only to
those offerders who meet cur four eriteria, It deoes pot refer to the broad
eatezory of sexusl offenders, ss usually defined by legal, sociologiecal,
paychiatric, or other classificati~n schemes,
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nre~determined the choice of as homogeneous s sexusl offender group

as wss obtainable, Because we ruled out accldental and circumstantial
acnses of sexun) offenders, und left for our sexual offender group only
those eas=s who were omerstionally defined as sexually deviznt, we
submltted onr hymothesls to the crucial testy we tested the hypoihesis
of heterazenelty among sexnsl offenders in ag homogeneocus a groun of
sexnel offenders as we eounld find,

#ithin the anthority of the Harvland State Deprariment ~f forrection
are four vsnal instituntions, OFf these four instituli-ns, two were
aveilable for our study: The MHaryland House of Qo rection ot Jessums,
¥eryland (a medium security orison with 2 mesn povmlcoticn of seventeen
hundred male inmates who gerve veariouvs sentences from three months
through forty veors for vorious offenses from vagrancy through sseond
degree marder); =nd the Marylsnd State Beformatory for Mnles st Brectheds-
ville, ¥-rylend (2 minimum security reformatory with a mean popul-tion
of cight hundred n2le inmates who serve various sentences from three
menthe through twenty vesrs for various offenses from unanthorized use
of a motor vehicle throuch second degree marder). 'The populatinsn at
the House of Qorrection, at the time of study, wos nineteen hundred and
twelve handred and seventy-five male inmates, which made a totszl roster of
thirtr-two hundred snd sixty-four male immntes in both institutions.

It might be noted h-ore that the writer has been smnloyed =2t the
H-ryland Housas of Correction, 23 a2 Oriminal Pgychonlogist, since June
1948, He has held this mosition on both s full time and vart time basis,
Thig factor was & nredisoosing cne in the availability of these institutions
for this resesrch, It also sallewed the writer to develop ravnort with both

inmates and versonnel so that this research couvld nregress with the necessary



¥adle ¥, Sexual Offender Group.

X P
37 55.2%
10 15.0%
9 13.4%
Pedophilia 8 11.9%
Exhibitionism 1 1.5%
Carnal Enowledge 1 1.5

Contribvuting to the

Delinqueney of Mimors 1 1.5%
1008

67
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cooperati~n of hoth these gronps,

An exanination of the entire norulation af the House of Correction
wog mede, Dy the —riter, to detrrmine the netentlial number of sexusl
offender suhjects available, ¥We locoted one hundred and eighty-two male
subjects 211 of whom met one or more of the criteris. This was »1lso done
at the Reformstory with the result that vwe located eichiy-six male subjects,
211 of whom slsc met one or more of the criteria. This total of twe
huadred snd sixtv-sigzht male sublects wns then reexsmined to detesrmine
exactly how many met all four criteris. In this menner, we locsted, in
both institutions, sixty-seven male subjecis, forty-twe at the House of
Correction an’ twenty-five at the Reformantory. These sixty-seven male
subjects ~ropresenting a selected normmlation as defined by our definition
of sexusal coffender- were identiflied and recorded sepsrately from the
institutionzl vevuloti-n., They wlll be referred to, in this report,
as the "sexual offender groun®.

The sexual offsnder Zroup wss composed of the following leogzl classie-
fiestory tyoes: (1) thirty-seven cas=s of homosexuality, (2) ten eases of
sodomy, {3) nine esscs of rape, (L) eight cases of nedovhilia, (5) one case
of ex¥ibitionism, {6) one esse of e-rnal krnowledge, (7) ene esmse of
contrivating to the delinouency of minors. Tahle 1 shows these classifi-
gatery types and the neresntrzze nf saeh elassificatinn in the sexnal
of fender groun, Table 2 ghows the statiastical comnlexion of the entire
sexunl o”Tender greun on descrintive wvariables, The distributions within
ti'mse classifMentions nre shown in Armendiz &, Tables I through IX].‘

%o ebtaln o matched eontrel zroun without losing any members of the

]
Thyoughont this thesis Aveblc numdrals wil! be used to designate text
tables =nd Roman numerals 1o desisnzte appendix tadles,



sexual offender group posed a diffieult nroblem, The first ztep in the
control selectirn procedure was 10 =28sizn serial numbers to the members
of the sexusl offender groun. Then, by referring to a table of random
numbers, these numbers were nlaced in random order and cireularized, That
is, these numbers were nlaced in a cirecular srrangement so that there would
be no beginning or ending voint in the order of numbers. The conirol grown
vopulation consisted of the entire inmate rosters of both institutions
{i.e., three thousand two hundred and sixty-four inmates), omitting only
those cagses with sexually sberrant histories. These two thoussnd nine
handred snd ninety-six inmates, simil-rly, were assigned serial numbers,
placed in random order, and cireulasrized as in the case of the sexuasl
offender groun. The nurpoge of the circular-random order wns to eliminate
bias in the cholce of either selecting sny members of the population for
eontrol purposes, or in choosing a starting noint amons the already-
randomized circle of names in the randomized novulation, sgain by choosing
an accldental starting polnt on thls random ligt. The population was
examined, in this manner, uniil z member was located who matched the sexual
offender groun member. Once $his cholce was made, the next sexusl offender
subject {in random order) was vulled, and by continuing on the randomized
povalation list from where the previously selected control was found, the
next was examined following the random order until the second control was
lecated, This nrocedure was followed until all sixty-seven members of the
mztched control group had been seleeted, Table 3 summarizes the statistieal
comnlextion of the entire control groun,

Matehings were done on nine variables: (1) age, within plus or minus

five years% (2) eolor, either white or negro, {3) intelligzence, within plus

1§xzept in the case of one control where it was necesgsary to accept a minus

Bl 5 oviak -~ i e i e e
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Table 13, Summary of Gontroel Characteristics of Fon-Sexually

Deviant Control Group.*

Age I. 8, Bduecation Sentence
length sl.serv, prev,comm,
{yrs.} (nts,)} (yrs.) {mes.} (mos,) {mos.)
Jange 15-562 §7-112 314 6= l0 2-48 07
X 2%.8 90,2 7.9 Lks.5 14,1 2.3

* The wvariables of race, marital stztus, and soclo-economic level
of naternal parent, are omitted from this tzble. These variables
are nrecisely matched in both grouns. Appendix A, Tables II,V,VI,
for the Sexual Offender Group and Tables XI XIV,XV, for the Non~-
Serually Deviasnt Control Group, show the distridutions of these
variables,
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or minus ten noints on the Wechsler-Bellevue Intelligence Test, (4)
edveation, plus or winus four yearsl within grammar school, high school,
or college, (5) marital status, whether or not ever married, (6) socio-
aconomic statns of naternal narent, vprecise matching based on 1940 census
entezories of skxill, &rade, business or profession, (7) length of sentence,
nlue or minus six months, (8) length of vresent sentence already served,
vlue or wminms two menths, {9) mumber of previous commitments, nlus or
miamg one commitment, is r conseonence of this matching design, a close
agreement was ohtained between the sexual offender grour and the econtrols,
without any loss in membershin in the sexusl offender grouo, The dia-
trimtiong within these control and sexunal offender groups are shown in
Smendix A, Tables X through XVIII,

On three of the nine variables (l.e., race, maritsl st>tus, secic-
economic status) there were nrecise matchings., ©n the remaining six
variables motehings were done wlthin these vnreviously specified limits,
These distributirns of the voriations in matehing, and the standard error
analrzes of these six wariables, are shown in fomneandix 4, Tadbles XIX
throngh XTIV,

e chose these matehinsg wvariables becanse the literature and our
emnerieonce led us to helleve that they were immortant factors to control,
The limits we speciTied, because of the obviocns inability to mateh
identieally, were arrived at on a simil-r rationzle (i.e., the literature
and our hunches).

The standard error analyees hnd the tests of significance {Apvendix &)

revealed statistically significant differences between our two groups on

except in the case of one control where it was necessaory to accept a
plus six year differesce in education,
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the six variabies notl perfectly mstched, “hile we would have preferred
not 30 have had such differences, we maintain thal these differeances were
nnt of crueisl importence for siudy such as this., Uar specified limits
in matebhing conformed toc the ruconmendations in the litsrature and te
the usual mothoeds in this Tield, VWe do noint out, however, omr recom-
mendaiticng to future researchers in this zrea. ¥e belleve an attempt
shonid be made, in the future, tot (1) eliminate significant d:fferences
in matenings, {2) check out thsse dabta to determine exactly what error was
ineluded in our study Uy viritne of these sigmnificant differences im

matching the ¢oantrols to the gex oifenders,
PROCEDURE

In this research we utilized four paycholegiesl technigues., Two
of these weve new tssts of perception devissd to investigate "vercsniusl
gsensitization®., Ome we named the Serial Jrawing Test and the other we
aamad the Incomplste Pictures Test. An intsrview was comsiructed io yield
behavioral and ideational informaiion on these sexual offanders es well
as to throw some 11zht on various nsychoanalyiie, psychelogical, sociow
logieal, and psychistric hypotheses regording sexusl offenders and
sexual devisiion., Finally, the Blacky Pictures Test was utilized to
offay information, based on the resulis of this standardized projeective
test, on thirteen psychosexual dimensions in these sexunal offenders whom
we wers sbuadyinz.

The procedure whiceh was standnrdized was arrived at as a result of
a methoadologieal nilet gtudy., We did not attempt a pilot study to obtain
gtatistically manipulative dnta, Tor we wore most eauvtlous not fo svnrsach
the sexual offeader group for fear of conitamuinating them by pre-testing.

In conseounence, then, we chose ten subjects from the two hundred and
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sixty-elzht legal sex offender sample and tern czses from the none
sexually-deviant institutional population and submitted these tweaty
accidentally chogen subjects to the two tests of percepticon and te the
interview. e did not run a vilot study on the Blacky Test since this

is & standardized ftest, avallable for general psychcloglcal use through-
out the eountry, and therefore a nilot study of it would have had no
perticalsr value for our research. As a result of this methodological
rilot study we were able to standsrdize our testing and interview
procedares and evsluate the best method of pnresentation in terms of time
consmumption and content analysis. Responses obtained in this pllot study
vere independently scored by the writer and two faeulty advisors, From
this preliminsry scoring we were able to develop z reliable scoring system
for these tests snd the interview, This nilot study also pemitted gn
evaluation of the reception these procedures might have by oeur subjects,
Because our suiujeets were inmates of s prison we had to oriént our
language and sctivity to conform %o the usual prisen siandards.

“he research nrocedure devended uvon the continual assistance of
three inmate technicians, “hese men, 8ll regularly emnloyed by the
Psycholoszy Department at the House of Oorrection, were trained by the
writer, over a four month peried, in the administration of these tests,
They had been nreviously trained amd vracticed 1k the administration of
various vpsychologiesl testis nt the House of Correction, and =0 were
scouninted with test administraticn, In the Serial Drawing West, the
Incommliets FTictures Tesct, =nl the Elacky Pictures Test they recsived
speclal trainine and supervision, exlending over this four month period
of dally contsct with these tests., The writer, we should »oint out hers,

wae the only person to adminlster the interview, to score the interview,

and 1o secore 21l the tests.
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All testing aund interviewlug was done, in each institution, im the
same manner and in eimilar pvhysical environments. 3Because we Teared the
poseibility of loeing members c¢f the sexusl offender grouv {i.e., through
transfer, relesss by eourt, terminaticn of sentence), we decided to
eomnlete these cases first and then o study the controls.

Yhen the subject arrived at the Psychology Department office he was
given =z nreviously esisblished code number. This obwiated the necessity
of using = man's nome on any of the testing ferms. He was never called
to & test situation by nsme, btut only by the code nuwter., This technigue
wes developed to serve as a means of seecuring cooveraticn. Ye believe
this aided him {u hie desire to remaln snonymous znd also served as a
subtle rebuttal to any umverdalized fears he may have had sbout reveallng
nersonal, sexual data,

The Berial Drawing Test, whieh took anproximately one-hz1f hour o
adwinister, was the first »rocedure to which he was subjected, He was
then g¢iven the Incomplete Pictures Test, which consumed aucther one-hzlf
hour. Following these tests the Blacky Pictures Test was administered,
This was usually completed in forty-five minutes. After these tesis wers
administered by the inmate teechniciang, the subleet was sent in to the
writerts o?fice vwhere he was interviewed., The time spent on the interview,
becsuse of its informal eh-racter, verlied from fifty minutes to ninety
minutes, In most eases, the gnbject was finished with the entire procedure
in two and one-half to three hours. In this manner all subjlects were
tested and interviewed.

Of all the one hundred and thirty-four inmates studiasd we had no
ease in which the man »bsoclutely refused to participate in the research.
There were s few men, among both grouns (more so ameng the sexual offender

group than smong the non-sexually-delincuent controls), who commlained about



being subjected to this study. vhen =z subject indicated any reluctance,
when he ecomplained sbout beingz chogen, or when he initially refused to
take vart in this study, he was, prior to any testing, referred toc the
writer. The standard rationale offered to all who reguested information
or indicated reluctance to participate, was that we were making 2 study

of all prisons —throughout the country- with the avowed varpose of
standardizing "new tests" on prisoners. The man was told that we were
cognizant of the fact that 2 number of prisoners resented the fact that
they were subjJected to "psychological tests which were used in hospitals
and inssne asylums® and that we agreed that they should be given tests
which were based only on vrison stendardizations. Obviocusly 1f thils were
te be done, these tests would have to be vre-tested on prisoners such ss
they: 2nd this was exactly what we were attempting to do. It should be
repeated again that, following this explanation, no subject refused to
participate and no sublect failled ¢to enter the tedious situation

{i.e., two and one-half hours of testing and questioning) with less than
obvious interest, Parenthetically, it should alsoc be reported that »
good number of the men 2t no time guestioned their Yeing summoned -even
though thelr invitation was obvicugly not at the usual institutionsl
working hours but often well into the nizht and on Sunday. Thesze latter
ones were merely summoned and the tests were sdministered without any
explanation., In all cases it was the standard procedure not to offer any
man an explanati-n unless his behavior reguired one; =2nd that in the cases
where an explanation was indicated, it was done by the writer prior to any
testing., Thus, the rumor was subtly cireculated through the nrison vopulation
that we were engaged In research to develop new testing technigues whieh

would eventually benefit the inmates.
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TESTS AND INTURVIEW

We used two tests to provide an evaluation of "perceptual
sensitization”,

The Serial Drawing Test was utilized to offer data on the problem
of set and frame of reference (1) by comparing the sexual offender group
with the institutionsl control group; amd (2) by analyzinz the results
of this test among the classificatory types of the sexusl eoffender group.
This test was to offer information on the psychologieal hypothesis of
"nerceptunl sensitization" among these sexusl offender group members
as comnared to the matched coantrols,

The Incomnlete Pictures Test was utilized to determine whether there
was 2 signifieant differentisl distriduition bstween the sexual offender
group and the contrels in terms of the six paychologieal dimenslions of
secoring., It was to throw some additional light on the hypothesis of
"perceptusl sensitization® 2pd to Aetermine the effeect of set and frame
of reference among the semal offender group members and between the sexmal
offender group and the institutional eontrel group.

The Serisl Drawing Test consisted of ten anstomiecal line drawinga}
The first cerd in esch drawing wes a sketch showing a minimsl representa~
tion of the whole drawing. Fach successive card showed more of the final
drawing, until the subject was presented with the fifth card of the series
which wos the entire anatomical sketeh,

The content of each drawing and the standardized order of presentstion
was as follows: Plate 1: ear, Plate 2: male genitals, Plste 3: buttocks,

Plate 4: lips, Plate 5: femalegenitale, Plate €: male genitals, erected,

1l
Appendix B includes sketches of all of the plates in the Serial Drawlng
Test.,
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late 7: eye, Plate 8: femals bresst, Plate 3: buttocks in elimination
funeticon, Flate 10: mcuth with bhanana being inserted,

The c¢xaminey read the standard instructions to the subjeet before
the test was sdminletered. These were as follows:

INSTEUCTIORS FO® SYRIAL DRAWING TEST

I am going to show you some 4Arawings of people, These are
drewn so that the whole drawing isn't commlete until you
see the last card of esch series. They arc =11 divided into
five enarde In each series,

I want you to look at gagh eard as I give it to you. Tell
me what you think the whole drewing {i.e., lest drawing)
will be. Tor egch card I wanit you %o tell me whzat you think
1%t is (i.e., represents).

This 18 a test of imagination snd guessing, CGive ms your
first imoression or guess. Don't spend too long on any
drawing. OSpesk your thoughts zaloud as they come to your
mind, There 18 no right or wrong answer, Don't be afraid
to tell what's on your mind in each case (i.e., whai the
drawing looks like to you.

A verbatim recording of the subjiect!s responses te eseh illustration
was made to insure an accurate record of the subject's response, so that
an accurate scoring would be accomplished im each cnse.

Tha scoring technioue that wne develeved for this test of perception
involved four tynes of scores for emch drawing., The responses to each
cerd of the drawing were exsmined and scored om the following dimensions:
{1) the number of the eard =2t which the subject first identified the
Arowing =8 a sexual object, (2) the number of the card at which the
subject first idertified the drawing correctly, {3) the number of the
card 2t which the sublect chonged the identificsztion from a2 sexusl one
to a non-mexunal one, {(£4) the number of the card a2t which the subject
chonged the identifiestion from a non-sexusl one back azain to a sexual

ocne,

A reliabillty atudy was done on the scoring teechnlicue, Ten test



41

records were selected at random from amons the one hundred and thirty-four
records for this ourpose, The percentagze of sgreement obtained between
the writer!s scoring and those of his colleague wes eighty-nine and five-
tenths perecent, These resulls were sccepted zs evidence of sufficient
reliability to minimize ecoring blss fer the purpeses of this study,

The Incomplete Pictures Test, based on the original ideas of Street
{Incomnlete-Gestalt @ugt}\(Bj) and others, consisted of ten ambiguously
sketohed, broken-~line {(Yincomnlete®), yictures§ These were specifically
designed to stimmlaste sexnnl resronses,

The content of ezch picture and the standerdized order of vresenta~
tirn was as follows: Plate 1! two figures playing dice, Plate 2: two prone
figures with bodies in close contact, Plate 3: one figure lookins at
spother figure in a window, Plate %#: three figures of children in pley
with another figure watebing them from behind a tree, Plate 5 two figures,
cene lying in front of the other, upright figure has arm raised, Plate 6

two Tigures, bending, ore over the other, with bodies in close contact,

Plate 7: three fisures, standing in clese proximlty,
e*114 in an alleywsy with Tisure of adult strsightecing ch1ld's elothing,
Plate 9: two figures, one lying on baclk, other bending over first figure,
bodieg in close vroxizity, Plste 10: figure of z nerscn end of a dog in
petting nositisng,

These nictures were intended ¢2 stimulate the follewing sexual
themes: FPlate 13 sodomy, Plate 2: rsve, Plate 33 voyeurism, Plate 4
pedophilis, ste St fl=gellation, Plate 5: cunilingus-snilingus, Plat H

mutual masturbation, Plate 8: pedonkilia, Plate 9: cunilingus-fellatio,

1
fppendix B includes sketches of sll of the plates in the Incomnlete

Picture Test.



Plote 10: bestialiﬁy}
Prior te the administration of the test, the exsriper resd %o each
subject the standsrd instructions, These were:

STICHS FOR IWCOIPLETD PICTURTS TUST

Y am going to show you some nictures, Thesce nictures are
purpesely irowe incomplete {(i.e., bvlocked cui) so that you
will hawe $o imagine or guess what the whole nieture 1s
supnosed o he,

Look at each wlcture anc tell me what you see there., Jhat

is _iherel? kst is hanwenxgg? Yheo 1g there? ‘et is go 5T
on in the Dieuure? what think the pleture g zurnosed
ga bhet? hat o 5 SN n _the nicture doins? How do

they feel?

There is no right or wrong answer. This 48 3 test of guessing
and imaginetion, OGive ne your first immrossion. Donti spend
tco long on any victure., Spesk your thoughts 2loud as they
eoma to yvour mind.

Just losk at aach »ictnre and 811 me what you szee {i.s.,
what 3s hapvening i w : o .
feel, )

All responses were regordsd verbotim, so that, in this {est as in
the previcus one, 2n accurate report of the subjectls respouse was made,

it & result of the rvilet study of the test -duinlstration =nd the
regponses obitalned on this test im this pilet study, ihe scoring vrocedure
wvas developed. The writer ond twe memberc of hls thesis coimitiee
inspected these resvonses in an sitempi to determine Llhe number of
vaychelogicesl dimensions inwelved in this test. As a resclds, we eoneluded
that there were six psychelegiesl scoring dimensione in this test,

These six scoring dimensione were: (1) sexual content rasponse to
non-sexual content resnonse, {2) howmesexual content tc heterosexzunal

eontent, {3) aggressive activity te passive activity, (4) satisocial

These sexusl themes are cperctionslly defized ir the Gloss:=ry which
arnears in Apvendix B,
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aetivity to sccial retivity, {(5) depressed emotlonal conmtent to eunhorie
emotionsl content, {6) suthoritarien content to demozrmiic content. In
thie menner, 11 recponses for erch nicture were analyzed =2nd the dimension
recelved an inteneity rating of either (1) neutral for that dimension
(i.e., suvbjectls reemonse indicrted no recegnition of the dimension or
did not show spy intencity on thet dimension), (?) seme intensity toward
ene end ¢f the dimensionsl continoum {i.e., subjectls resvonse favored,
to 2 note-toc-intenze ldegree, one or the cther role of the dimensionsl
continvam), (2) exir~ e intensity towsrd one end of the dimensionel
continmm {i,e,, eubiectle rosponse indicsted extreme intensity azad
definitely fevered one or the cther nole of the dimersionsl contisuam),.

& seconfery scorine technicue wee 2lso utilized., 7“he main theme of
the sexurl activity described By the subiect w=: recorded in eack picture.
A 1eli1:3B101ty study was completed on the secoring fecinirue, Ten
test records were selected at randowm znd these were scered independently.

The sercentazge of total zgreemant wes seventy-nine percent., This wonld
zppeer to enppert the genersl conslusion that the scoring technicue was
feliable te the extent that 1t is cepsble of boing ntilized by other people
than the writer tc yvield sulficiently simllsr reanlis,

The Interview eonslsfed of twe hundred snd thirty-six qusations} The
administrative technique utilized was an informal one. The examiner told
the sublect that he would he asked a number of cuestions pertaining o his
nersonal history and Pehavior. The subject was reassured thsat anything he

ga’” would never he incluied in say o7fieizl (S%ate) record; and that this

1 R y
Apnendix B incluies the satire Interview cuestionmairse. This is presented
in the order in w ich the guestions were asked., The oper-cnded questions
for esoh zeation zre 2130 included in thelr nroper vlaces,
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information was to be ueed only for this resesrch project, A reguest wae
made for comrlete honesty im reply %o the cuesticons, Parenthetiesll
it mizsht be noted here, that a number of interview questions were repeated,
in cifferent contexit, throvghout the Interview, This won dons to afford
su indication of the genersl level of houesty in thosze resoonses. Pollowing
this initial instruction the szeminer sosed the First oven-ended guestinn.
The examiner had in front of 2w the interviow sueztion sheet, =nd he
fillad in the aporopriate rosponszes to the gus:dlons while the zvbjeet
discussed the relevunt izsies, These responses wvere always recorded in
the subisctles langusge., The exaalner would siay with a se-uence of
questions until the subjeet kad ~nswered every reguired nuestior in that
sequence., If the sublect 412 not offer an answer to 3 specific guestion,
the examiner would eventuslly ssk him this gueztion. After recsiving
answers to all relevant gquesticns in & sesuszcee, the exeminesr wonld ask
the next open-~ended suestion in the ssries, 2nd centlinue the same tyve
of informzl guesticning an? discussion until the sniire interview cuen-
tionmeire was comvmleted,

T eornetruct 1le Interview wuest conelre, the liternture in the dis-

3]

einlinea interested §in the wroblems of serunl effenders wos explored and
fiftv-cisht byrotheces were neted} These were exemined ~2nl it was found
that 4n some caoses they over=lspped: wasre not all clecar-ent or testable;
were ipconsistent in m=uy cnseg; and were not velldated hy reliahle resesrch
methnds,

These hynotheses, Dowever, swrgesied nunsraus cunestisng, the snswers

to whiék mizht serve to exvlaln fexmally sberrant behavier; or, at least,

wirht vield some informetion cn the sexually aberrant offender which could

1
Apnendix D, 3Sexnal Cffender Theories., Ornly those theories significant

to the development of the tecknijque ure ligted in thie spoendix,
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be exanined for descrivtive and inferential purposes. To this end two

hundred and thirty-six guestions were compiled which explored these
hypotheses,

In view of the exploratory level of research in this area and
the fact that many of the data for these hynotheses were intunlitive and
conlectural, it was difficult to accept the validity and reliabllity of
them, A number of these hypotheses implied and depended upvon the
existence of “"pure®™ {(i.e., consistent) sex behavior types. The existing
research tended to guestion this consistency or "purity® of sub-growis.
For sxample, the homosexual offender may not have necessarily hsd a
consistent sex behavior pattern; he vrobsbly engaged in various forms
of sexunal activity. Thus, an hypothesiés that specified an etieclogical
deserintion of the homosexusl would defy examination unlege it could be
d=finitely established that the homesexval was a consistent, or "pure®,
tyre {i.e., was sberrant in a homosexual manner only). DBecause of this
ineonsisteney szmongz sub-groups it was difficuvlt %o be certain, in advance,
that these hypotheses conld be tested in terms of "pure® sub-groups
within the sex offender groun,

This interview, therefore, allowed a comparison of the distributlions
of responses to the cuestions between the sexual offender group and the
controls. Significant differences between these twe groups were examined
for evidsnce of differentliating patterns, clusters, or categories., A
taxonomic approach was mtilized to determine to what extent the sexnal
behavior vatterns of the zex offender groun differed from those of the
inatitutional control group; to what extent was there 2 biographical
difference; and %0 what extent did consistency or inconsistency prevail
within either groupn.

The scoring procedure necessarily varied with the tyve of question,
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The secoring was done on azn objiective basis with ene hundred =nd four
guestions receiving a "yes® or "no" score; fifty-one gquestions a "yes®,
"sometimes®, or "no¥ score; twenty-six of the remaining questions werse
scored according to the specific choices implied in the suestion (i.e.,
"M* for mother, "F* for father, "A" for always, "N® for never); while
the remaining fifty-five cuestions were scored in specific confermance
to the tyne of response {i.e., number of homosexual experiences, age at
which #irst masturbation ocourred, part of Lody nmost sensitive to sexumil
stimulation, ete,).

A relishility study was conducted by selecting at rendom five
Interview records with two hundred and thirty-six scoring eategories in
aach record, and subjecting these to independent scoring., The total
percentage of agreement for these was ninety-ome vercent. This high
reliability is nartly 2 function of the objectivity of the Interview
scoring categories and of the Interview recording teehnigue; and may
be accepted me evidence of sufficient reliabllity to minimize scoring
bias for purposes of this study,

The Blacky Pletures ?estl was utilized as s projective technique
to analyze these sexual effendere and thelr matched controls on thirteen
peychosexusl dimensions, These dimensions were (1) oral eroticism,

(2) oral sadism, {3) anal expulsiveness, (#) anal retentiveness, (5)
Dedivpal intensity, (6) masturbation guilt, {7) castration anxiety,

(8) positive identification, {9) sibling rivalry, {10) zuilt feelings,
{11) positive ego ideal, {12) narcissistiec love objeet, (13) anseclitic
love object.

The test was administered in the standardized manner and scored

1
The Blacky Pictures Test develoned =2nd standardized by Dr. 6. S. Blum,
Copyright, 1949, The Psycholozlieal Corporation.
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according to the aunthor's instructions (5,p. 27). 7This scorimg technigue
derives a total score for each dimension which is based on four scoring
factors: {1) svontanecus story, (2) inguiry, {3) preferences, {4) related
comments., This total score on each dimension is converted into a
elinical® score of either "sitrong®™, "fairly strong?, or Fweak® for the
dimension. 3Blum maintains that whether the score is strong, falrly strong,
or weak, it implies pathozenicity.

4 reliability study of the writer's scoring was done on the spont-neous
stories in the Blacky Test. ¥en records were selected at random and
independently scored., The percentage of total sgreement was eighty-eight
nerceat, This compares favorsbly with the reliability reported by Blum
{dinety-two and six-tenths percent), This indicates that the gsoring was
done in a relisble manner snd ocbviates sny serious criticism of scoring

hiﬂ.‘.



CHAPTER IIX
THETS OF FICEPTIAL FUMCUICH

This chapter nresents the results and the discussion of the two
tests of verception we used in this study. The vurnoses of this pre-
sentation are: {1) to establish whether mexusl offender and control groups
differ on the test variables, (2) to indiecate the extent and character of
the differences between these groups, snd {3) to examine the nature or
characteristics of differences between sub=grouns of sexusl offenders.

Our data offer us some basis for conelusion concerning the two
major hypotheses: (1) whether the sexual offender group comprises a
homogeneous povulation or a heterogeneocus population, and {2) whether
these sexual offenders show cheoracteristic responszes to these test items
from which we could infer that they are perceptually sensitized %o sexual

gtimmli,

OViP=-ALL DIFF-RENCES BRTWEENW SEXUAL OFFTFDET €702 AND QONTROL GROUP

Serial Drawing Tesgt.
On the %erial Drawing Test our results indicate that the sexusl

cffender group was consistently more sexuslly oriented than was the
non-gexually-deviant control group. Table 4 presents the distributions
and significance test values on the Pinitial sexual identification®
scoring dimension for this test (this test was scored on four dimensions,
as outlined in Chapter IX). The sexual offender group {shown in the table
as "S0") differed significantly from the econtrols (shown in the table as

G")} in the direction of more readily attaching sexual identification to



Table #, Distributions and Significance Test Values for Scores on

Initial Sexusl Identification in Serial Drawing Test.

L9

Plate 1 Plate 2 Plate 3 Plate 4 Plate 5

Drawines* %__3 30 ¢ Se C S0 ¢ Se__ ¢

A 2 15 2 i 31 12 28 8 31 3

B 11 & 9 &4 8 o 4 ¢ i 2

c 10 © 18 7 15 16 3 2 12 23

D 3 13 8 154 T 7 3 1 10 23

B 1 2 11 17 12 28 0 0 0 12

None 18 43 0 19 0 b 29 56 0 &
X2 19.9 32.8 23.4 20.9 bo,2
ar 2 2 2 1 2
P .001 001 .001 .001 .001
Plate 6 Plate Plate 8 Plate 9 lat

Drawings 20 ¢ 30 ¢ S0 ¢ sO ¢ 30_¢

Y 36 22 34 20 3k 18 hs 15 2L 12

B 17 13 16 10 5 6 15 7 11 b

¢ L 5 9 13 4 3 K 32 9 9

D 9 20 o 1 6 12 2 13 2 3

E 1 4 o o0 116 23 1 15 0 0

Yone 0 3 8 23 2 5 © 5 21 39

2 13.5 11.7 2.1 3.8 10.4
ar 2 2 2 3 2
P .01 .01 .02 .001 L0l

*Tn all the tables of this chepter, with tne atueption of Table 14,
the broken~lines in the tables refer to the grounings made for the

ehi scuare analyses.



these drawings. Al values of chi scusre obtazined by comparing
the two distributions of scores for each plate have sssociated
P.values at 2 level of .02 cr smaller. Six of the ten plates
revenled differences at a level of significance greater than .001.
Sexual offenders thus showed consistently more sexual response to
thie teat,.than did the control cases.

These sexnal of fenders sttached sexual significance to these
drawings 2% an earlier point in the series than did the controls,
Sexual offenders percelved sexuality in card A (this was the first
card presented in each series) more frecuently than did the controls.
Table 4 slse revezls that on every vnlate, the sontrols responded with
a number of "no-sexual-resvonse® scores, Further, the controls were
slways more numeronus in their no-semual-response scores than were the
sexual offenders. Only on Plates 1, 4 and 10, did the sexual offenders
resnond with a relatively high frecuency of no-sexual-response scores:
however, on none of these did thelr reeronse fontals equal or exceed such
response scores of the controls., Signifieantly, these three plates
{t.e., 1, &, 10) deslt with nhenomena which were not directly sexual in
contant. Plate 1 was a drawing of an ear; Plate 4 a lip; Plate 10 a
bananas in the process of belng inserted into a mouth,

Table 5 presents that distributions and significance test wvalues
for these two grours in the number of correct recognitions of the plates.
Plates 1,2,3,5, 2nd 6, were correctly identified more consistently by
the sexusl offender group than by the controls, at a P-value of .05
or smaller., Plates 4,7,8,9 and 10, did not reveal significant dif-
ferences between these groups, The very obvious sexual 1llustrations
(i.e., penis, erected venis, butiocks, vagina) were among those rlates

which revealed significant differences in correct identification between



T=hle 5.

Mstribations

and Sigunifieance Test Values for Scores on

Correct Identification in Serial Drawins Test.

Plate 3

Plate 1 Plate 2 Plate &4 Plate 5
Dravings 56 ¢ 30_¢ S0_ G 50 g S0_¢
A 2 1 1 2 13 8 17 18 9 2
3 16 1 9 4 10 1 3 4 6 o
L 9 11 0 14 15 2 o0 9 3
D 14 16 13 16 k 10 9 16 31“-2;
E 19 17 28 24 25 28 =28 24 11 28
Yone 12 13 5 21 1 5 8 5 1 5
2 5.9 bk 7.9 1.9 22,3
af 2 1 2 2 2
P 05 +05 .02 50 001
Plate 6 Flate 7  ZPlate 8 Plate 9 Plzte 1
Drawings n.&mﬁ L S -1 T+ 80 & LU
A o 2 19 15 3 0 i 0
3 16 5 1 0 ERE 6 7 o o0
¢ 10 0o 2 o3 1-3‘”;—5* 1 o0
D -2’5“55 12 17 6 13 ;;”1-2 1T 9
% 5 9 5o ks 24 24 18 25 51 58
Yone 0 2 4 1 13 10 8 3.0
o 18.5 2.5 3.8 3.4 0.9
as 2 1 2 3 1
P .00 20 20 .50 .50




52
trese grouns. Among these five nlates which did not signifiesntly discrim-
inate between the itwo groung, cnly one {femals breast) wss an obvious sexual
illustration -but of direct feminine character; while the rempinder consist-
ed of elther complex stiruli (mouth and banana, buttoeks in elimination pro-
cess) or plé%ea which were not dirsetly sexusl in stimulation (lips,eye).

While we {did find significent differences in the correct idenfifinstion
of esch drawing, these differences were not as consistent or st ms high a
eonlidence level as wers those obtained for the eecurrenee of sexusl identi-
ficatioas. An inspection of Table 5 indicates that while only Plates 1,2
3,5, end 5, yielded significant differences between the two grouns, even in
these Tive plales the frequencies for each group were not as indiestive of
elagr-cut differences betwesn the two grouvns, as thsy were in the scoring
of sexual identificstion. Flate 1, which concerns 1tself with a drawing of
an ear showed a difference between the two grours at P .05. Fnwever, while
the sexusl offender group gave more correct responses, the frecuencles were
nodt consistently in favor of the zexuvsl group, a2nd both grouns included a
similar snumber of individunls who were not able correctly to iderntify this
drewing. Flstes 2,3,5 and 6, however, indicated thst the sexus) sffenders
eorrectly recognized the drawing earlier than the contreols {i.e., cerds A
and B): and thnt the controls showed more cases of an inability to identify
correctly these sexually stimplating dpawings than did the sexuwal offenders.
Finaily, those plates which did not revesl significant differences were
those which were not specifically deaigned to be sexual in chesrzcter, those
which were essentially feminine in charscter, snd these vhich were less dd-
rect and more comvlex and which dealt with proceases of activity rather
than pure anatomy.

To determine whether there was any consisteney in these grouns as
regards their sexual resnonsiveness, 2n znalysis was made of: {1) the

point 2t which the identification was changed from a sexual one to s
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pop-scxuel one {(sec Table §), =2rnd (2) the ncint at whieh the identi-
fieation was chonged back sesin from nonesexusl to a sexuel one {see
Table 7).

As shewn in 'Pable 6, seven vlates revaasled siwnificsnt d1fferences
between these two grouns. Of these aeven, four were significant with a
Pavalue of 001, and one had a P-value of ,01l. There was also indicated
an spproach ifcward signifieance (P .18) in Plate 9, Plates 5 and 6
were not responded to gufficiently in teras of this scoring dimension
for the chi souare test to be apnlied,

Table & indicates that the sexusl offendér group was less stable
in its sexusl response than w=as the conirnl group. They altered their
regponses from sexual to non~sexusl ones %0 an extent that was signifi-
eantly different, in some csses, from thic tendency in the conirels.
Interestingly, an inspeciion of Table T revesls thast when these changes
in identifiestinn were made, they were nnt resdily reversad, Thsat is,
these two tables indieste that when a subject of e=ither group chenged
his resnonse from a sexual oneé o & non-sexusl onz he evidently 4i¢ not
reverse this change bagk again tess sexusl one with any sigsaileont
freguency, Inste=zd, once a change wrns made from {the sexual to the none
gsexual, the lattdér resvornse was maintained., This would tend %o suzgest
the conclugion that "value oriented” reogvonses persist in preportica te
the ambizuity of the atismli, ‘hen ths stimull were clear-cut, even =
sirong verceptual senaitization te these stimmli does not preclude
renlity recognition,

The distribotions an? siznificsoner $est values in Table 7 cannot
pe sufficiently anslyzed, Tha freguvensy of resronaes to six of the ton
wlates was less thon that which 1s reculred In anniying the cki square

test, OFf the remeining four »nlstes, only cne showed 2 gti-tiatically
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Distribubions and Significance Test Values for Scores on

Identification Chonged from Sexual to Hon-sexual in

Serial Drawing Test.

Plate 1 Plate 2 Plate 3 Plate & Pinte §
Brawines S0 © S0 C S0 ¢ S0 ¢ S ¢
A o 0 0o © 0 © o 0 0 o
B 12 5 5 1 o 1 1 10
¢ 2 5 1 7 o 2 o0 o 0
b 8 5 8 1 3 1l 7 0 s S §
E 13 4 0 0 o o 12 & 1 0
Yone 29 51 b9 64 57 63 k2 62 6 66
arf 1 1 1 1 1
4 .001 .00 .02 001 -
Plate 6 E;gte yd Plate 8 Plate 9 Plate 10
Drawings S0_ ¢ S0 ¢ 30 ¢ S0 ¢ 30 ¢
A o 0 6 o 0 o 0o o 6 0
B 2 0 1 1 6 6 2 2 2 1
e 1 2 b 4 6 3 6 1 7 2
D o 0 22 18 2 0 2 1 9 2
E 00 0 28 19 6 o 0 0 22 19
¥one 64 64 12 25 53 58 57 63 27 43
x2 - 6.6 18.8 2.9 11.2
ar 1 2 2 2 2
P - 062 00{}}. .10 .01
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Table 7. Distributions and Significance Tezt Values for Scores on
Identifisatir~n Chonged Bask Aeain from HonwSewnal tn Sexual

in Serisl Drawing Test,

Plate 1 Flste 2 Plzt Plste 4 Plate 5
Drpwinge S0 C S0_¢ 6 ¢ 30_C SO_ ¢
A o 0 0 o© o o o o o 0
B 6 © 0 0 e 0 o0 0 o
] 2 o 2 0 0 1 06 0 1 0
D 2 o 3 o© 2 0 o 1 e 0
B 0 © 9 2 7 1 0o o 1 0
Yone 63 67 53 65 58 65 67 66 65 67
)2 - 10.3 2.3 - -
ag 1 1 1 1 1
P - .01 .20 - -
Plate 6  Plite 7 Plate 8  Plate 9  Flate 10
~awings $6_ 0 so ¢ 50 ¢ S0 ¢ S0 ¢
Iy 0 0 0o 0 0 o 6 0 o o0
B o 0 0 0 6 © 0 0 o 0
¢ 0 o 6 1 1 0 1 0 0 0
D o 2 0o o 3 4 3 0 6 ©
B 2 0 0 0 7 5 5 4 o 1
Hone 65 65 67 66 56 58 58 63 67 66
b 2 - - 0.2 0.4 -
af 1 1 1 1 1

P - -7 . ?0 * 96 bt
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sigznificant 4ifference between the two groups, and the other three groupe
were net significant. Mot encugh subjects responded with this tyve of
identificatinn-inconsistenecy to prove smenable to such an analysis; hence
it would appear that this scoring variable was a poor one for an enalysis
such as this, In deriving this scoring varlable we had zssumed that
such a variable would assist in the differentiation of these $two groups,
Such an assumpiion mey be rejected on the basie of these dznta.

It would appear, therefore, that the sexunl offender grouv was
sisnificantly different from the non-semislly-deviant control groun
on the Serial Jrawing Test in the pnuwber of sexual responses %o the
test and in the readiness with which they would make sezual identifi-
cotions to thig ftest, Thias asuggasts a &4 f7arence in nercentual
sensitization to sexual phenomensz between these two grouns, as stimulated

by the Serial Drawing Test.

In this test, 2 in the Serizl Drowing Test, the se mal offsnder
grous was consistently mors sexanlly oriented than wes the none
sexmally-deviant control groun. This test, however, extended the
analysis into vsychological dimenszicns other than the sexual., In these
other dimensions we did not find as elear-cut, or consistent differences
between these two grsuss.

Tobles 8 and 9 show the dzta orp the sexual scoring dimensions in
this test., On the dimension which rated resnponses on a continuum from
sexusl to mon-sexual {Table 8) we found 2 consistent difference detween
these two grouns. Yine nlates ocut of the ten in the test showed differ-
ences at a confidence level of higher than .001: the tenth one had s P
value of .05, It may be worth noting here that the »late which revealed

that the P .05 was one whose theme wss that of woyeurism, ¥Yone of ocur
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Table 8. Distributions and Significance Test ¥zlues for the Scoring
Dimensions, Sexual to FNon-Sexual, on Incomnlete Pletures

Test,

Ratinz Plate 1 Plate 2 Plate 3 Plate 4 Plate 5

Scale S0 ¢ 30 ¢ 30 ¢ 50 @ 50 ¢
Yery 5x 18 O 3 4 16 5 7 1 27 1

- o ase S e s - -

Sexual 33 1 25 15 34 23 27 b 23 4

e ]

Heutrsl I 2 1 0o o O | 3 2
Non~-Sex 10 28 4L 37 8 20 11 16 6 31
Very ¥-8 3 138 2 10 9 19 18 45 2 29

12 59.1 54.8 9.5 32,3 80.3

ar 2 2 3 2 3

P .00 .001 .05 .0n1 .001
Rating  Plate 6 Flate 7 Plate 8 Plate 9 Plate 10
Seale 860 ¢C 50 ¢ 50 G 50 C 350 0
Very 5x hg 27 25 2 22 2 51 39 i0 1

- v a - o iy o Ay o v — - —

Sexual 25 7 34 16 b3 23 13 B 48 17

o i i e - - b e

Weutral 1 2 6 1 0 o o 1 0 o

Non-Sex 1 21 5 23 1 26 3 14 3 12

Very ¥~S 1 10 3 25 1 16 0 5 6 37
© 36.8 5h4.1 59.1 13.9 48,6
o 2 3 2 2 1

P .001 .001 .001 .001 .001
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sexunl offenders indicatxd histories of essentially woyeuristie behavior.
Table 9, summarizing the scoring dimension, homosexual to heterosexual,
revesls the most striling difference between these two groups. Here we
note that the sexu»l offender group on all plates ghowed a differecace
from the controls at a level of confidence tigher thsm 001,

An inspection of the distridutions in Table 8 reveals that there
were very few subjects who made neutrsl responses to these items., Almost
211 the subjects verceived the items as either sexusl or non-sexusl ones.
With the excepticn of Plates 6 and 9, the contrels were consistently
non=saxusl in thelr resnonses to these test iltems., The sexusl offenders
were oconsistently sexusl in thelr responsiveness %o these test {tems,
Table 9 ig, to an extent, » funetion of the s=me attitudes shown in Table
8 gince » non-sexual »ercention precluvded a rating on the homosexval or
heteroszexusl dimenszions. Thus, even though the levels of confidence =re
very high in Table 9, fhay should be interpreted with e=ution, Iven with
thiﬁ cunlificstion, these resulis clesrly point out that the sexuasl
offendiers nerceived more sexuzlity in these test items than 4id the
controls; snd that they did so at a high level of confidence to items whigh
were clenvly sexual in construction as well as to items which were not
essentially or even nartly sem=l in construction., In light of this evi-
dence 1t ia diffienlt to deny that these two groups differed in thelr
nargeptusl senslitization to these stimull and that the nerceptual sensi-
tization of the sexuzl offenders was a sexnally oeriented one,

The extent of sggression or passivity in the resnonses to this
test 1s shown in Table 10. There were diffsrences betweoen these two
grouna! in eight of the ten nlates there were statistically significent
differences at .0% or hicher levels of confidence. Of these elght

gigni ficant differences, four were siznificant at P .001, three at 2 .01,



Table 9. Diatribut;ons and Significance Test Values for the Scoring
Dimensiong Homosexusl to Heterosexual, on Incomnlete Pictures
Test.

Rating Plate 1 Plate 2 Piat Plate & Plate 5
Scale ge_¢ 80 ¢ 50 ¢ 30_¢C SC_¢
Very Ho 11 ¢ c o i o 1 0o 2 1
Homosex 3 0 2 o0 20 & 2 o0 8 1
Neutral ;t:”g'? 8 43 12”55 33 63 1;“3;
Heteromx ¥ o 2;~—;; £;-;3 52-—*a 23-—-5
Very Hts L ¢ .3.;...,..7 3 2 5 0 21 1

e 67.7 43.3 25.1 30.8 75.3

ar 1 2 2 1 2

P 001 001 001 001 001
Rating Plate 6 Plate 7 Plate 8 Plate 9 Plate 10
Sesle 80_C S0 C 30_¢ S50 ¢ 30 _¢C
Very Ho 12 2 i3 © 2 o0 16 3 ¢ o
Homosex 20 1 23 12 9 2 10 4 57 18
Fentral -2_3—.;1* 8 ;‘I’; g”-;g -9.'”;“;
Heterosx 8 10 g-——g 55-.55 6 17 1 o©
Yery Wts 24 20 7 0 3 0 32 23 o o

b & b 2 52.1 69.2 29.5 46,1

af 2 2 2 2 1

P 001 001 001 001 001




Table 10, TMstributions and Signifieance Test Values for the 3coring
Dimension, Ascressive to Passive, on Incomnlets Plctures
Test,

Rating Plate 1 Plote 2 Plate 3 Plate & Plate 5
Seale S0_© 0 o 50_¢ 50_ ¢ S0 ¢
Very Ag 9 2 2l 16 1 0 b & § 30 22
Aggress bl 36 5?‘20 iy 32 25 13 E;_:J;«;:
Heutral ’£“~“3 .I*-OZ §~-_; ‘5*‘-1 “g-h—O
Passive 12 23 h 7 14 25 14 19 5 &
Tery Ps 0o 3 o 2 5 4 15 1 1k

X2 7.7 10.9 5.2 16.2 2.6

af 1 2 b | 2 2

P .01 .01 <05 001 «30
Rating Piate 6 Plate 7 Plute 8 Piste 9 Plate 10
Seale s6_& 30 ¢ 80 ¢ 50 ¢ S0 C
Yery Ag 15 4 % 0 21 7?7 3 0 3 0
Agrress tv_z:-f:; 35 16 37 29 47 5o 53 20
Feutral *§3-; 2 6 1 2 5--—; ;ﬁ—~;
Passive 6 12 25 33 7 26 3 12 L 19
Very Ps 0o 2 1 12 1 9 0o & 5 27

p o 115 16.3 20.1 1.6 b,k

ar 2 1l 2 1 2

P 01 001 .001 «30 01




and one at P ,05, Plates 5 and 9 did not differentiate the groups

at statistically significant levels of confidence. Helther of these

twe grouns gave neutral responses 40 this test. The se mal offender
groun charactsristically made sggressive responses, The soantrol grouwp
alzo resvonded in the directlon of aggression, tut with fewer members

of the zroun showing strong sggression in their responses. It would
anpe=ayr that, since these two grourns were comnosed of eriminal offenders,
2 tendengy toward asggressive responsiveness was not too surprising. That
the sexuzl offenders gave ~ore consisiently aggressive responses at
signiTicant confidence levels to elzh% out of teg test nlates than 4id the
controls indicates that the sexvel offenders vevceived and resvonded
with content of a more sggressive kind them d1d the controls, Further,
these gsexusl offenders concepbtuslized test items on an azsgressive basis
even when thase items werse not essentially aggreesive in content or
sonstractinrn, or even when these iteme were not gexual in erientation,

The nuesticn whethsr the sexual offenders indicated more anti-soceizl
resnonses than did the controls, 1s answvered by dsta of Table 11, Seven
ount of ten nlates revesled statistieally signifiecant differences between
these two grouns at levels of eonfidence higher than ,05., Of these seven,
five were sionificant 2t a P .00, one at the level of P .01, 2ud one at
P 05, TPlates 1 and 5 did not significantly discriminete beiween the
Zrours on this dimension. The direction of these signifieant differences
was toward anti-socisl concept formation., Thus we note thal the sexusl
of fender gmoup was slignificantly more anti-goecial in resnonse to these
gtizmmll than w=s the control zroup,

In the anti-socisl dimensicn, the resnonses were toward antli-sociaslity
in both grouns, but 1t was more sigznificantly directed tiles way in the

sexusl offender gromn, The sexual offenders resnonded on 2z more anti-



Table 11, DPistributions and Zignificsnce Teszt Values fer the Scoring

Dimension, Anti-Docial to Social, on Inesomnlste Tlctures

Test.

Rating Plate 1 Pilate 2 Plate 3 Plate & Plate 5
Seale 56 C 36_¢ 50 ¢ 580 50§
Yery A=S 2 3 23 8 7 1 1 2 11 12
anti-see 20 0 30 W 39 33 W 7 33 33
Neutral 3 3 o & 3 2 1 2 3773
Secial 20 26 13 19 14 24 18 15 13 15
Tery 3Soc 2 5 1 2 L 9 Ei;)--z'& i 04

x° .5 15.3 4.5 17.1 1.2

af 1l 2 l 2 2

P <30 001 .05 001 .50
Ratine Plate 6 ¥late 7 late 8 Mlate ¢ Plate 10
Seale s6_¢ 500 50 ¢ S0 ¢ 50 ¢
Very A-S 7 6 2 0 2z 9 6 2 30
Anti-Soc 34 25 33 11 55——23 be Ly Ly 20
Feutral *g—"~3 5~~*; 3 2 1 2 .§“~”3
Social 20 26 13 19 14 24 18 15 i3 13
Very Soe 2 5 1 2 5 7 2o 1 b

x> 3.0 20.2 16.8 28.5 39.0

éf 1 2 2 1 2

r .10 . 001 .C1 001 001




social basis than did the controls, The sexusl offenders made responses
rated as snti-sccial to itemg which were not essentially snti-soclial in
orientation, as well as to those items which were not sexual in character,
Table 12 shows the distributions and significance test values for
the scoring dimension of depression to euphoria, The attitudes of the
sexual offender group were not differentiated from those of the control
group en this scoring dimension., Of the ten nlates, five discriminasted
siznificantly between our two groups, and five did not. However, in the
five which did significantly discriminste between the groups, an sanalysis
of the distributions showed that the trend wss not consistent, 1.e.,
neither group was consistently rated ss euvhoric or dspressed. TFoth groups
varied in thelr resvonses and both groups indlicated depressicn and
eunhoria, as a function of different pictures,
An inspection of Table 12 shows that on this scoring dimension,
to a much grester extent that on any other scoriang dimension, there was
a grester frequency of neutral responses. This was true for both of
the groups on the siznificantly discriminszting items as well as on those
which did not discriminate these two groups at a2 significant level of
confidence., While these data did not indlcate that in five of the ten plates
in this test there were signifiesnt differences in the depressed-seuphoric
scoring dimension, these differences did not prove tc be directionally
econsistent. The sexunal offender group responded toward the depressive
end of the continumm on Plates 2 and 5 and toward euvhorlia on Plates 3
and 10. Plate 1 showed no consistent direction toward either extreme,
It would s»pear from these data, therefore, that both these groups were
eapable of responding with either a depressive or & euphorie attitude in
asccord with the stimulating condition. There was mpapriori reason for

one o assume that the grouvs should have differed in their resvonses to



Table 12. Distributions snd Significance T8st Values for the Scoring
Dimension, Depressed to Euphoria, on Incomnlete Pictures

Tast,

Rating Plate 1 Plate 2 Plate 3 Plate 4 Plate 5

Seale 36 _¢C 50 ¢ 3¢ C S0 @ 30 _¢C
Very Dp 1 o0 8 6 8 1 2 o 8 6
Neprssd 19 11 35 29 14 8 7 3 26 24
Neutral 26 b2 7 21 21 35 8 16 13 3
Buphore 5;“—;3 15’_-; 25-.55 3;--;; 13-“—;
Very Fu 0 1 b 2 2 1 1;.~;E Y o
X2 7.8 9.1 8.9 0.3 13.3
af 2 2 2 2 2
P .05 .02 .02 90 .01

RBating ScalePlate & Plate 7 Plate 8 Plate 9 Plate 10

Scale so ¢ S0 ¢ S6_¢ s6_¢ S0 ¢
VYery Dp 2 0 6 1 4] 0 2 (3] 3 0
Deprssd 10 5 7 3 9 8 10 1 4 20
Neutral 25 33 30 33 36 38 21 28 28 1
Euphore EE—-E? zg~—£g 25*‘£; 3;-_;; 2;”~£;
Very T 6 2 b 2 2 2 3 03 3 27
g #.1 - 0.2 0.5 52.7
ar 2 1 2 1 3

P .20 - .80 .80 .001
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this test dimensicn. Thlis result, therefere, 1s important, %We found no
consistent difference between the two groups in thelr rssponses, scored to
# test dimension on which there was Bo reasson te exvect any differences
in regnonses, It wowld svvesr, then, that such result lends weizht to
the velidity of the positive differences obtained for other test dimensions.
Tha final dimensicn asnslyzed waes the anthoritarian to demoeratiec one
{Table 13)., The sexunl offender grouv was significantly different from the
centrols on feven out of ten plates {P..05) =2nd the difference avproached
significsnce on an eighth vlnte as well (P ,10)., The diffsrences were in
the firegtion of smthoriterrienism ir the sexus] offenders. Irncesmuch as the
vertra) gotezory was nol used very much by elther groun, - conclude that
bothk gwourns were canable cf mekine definite resronses to threse test items.
In 23Gition it shovld be noted that wery little uze was made of the extreme
catesnries Uy &ither groun.
Teble 14 slows an analysis of the frequencies snd distributions of
gexnal regnenses to this test, This differs from the snalysis vresented
in Table 18 in that, here, only tabulstions and measures ef central tendency
were mnfde of the resnonses indiecstive of gsexual sotivity. Ye note that
of nines mndred six sexual resvonaes made to this test By all subjects,
atiw huandred ninety were male by se mial offenders ~nd two hundred sixteen
ware nade by crornirols {significent at 2 P ,01). The mean number of sex
regoonses ner subject was 10.2 for the sex offender aad 3.2 for the controls,
These Cifferences were siznificani al a confidence level higher thsn P, ,01.
The differenca&: betwaen the:e groums, lu sexual resvonsiveness to each
plate, voere all cigpnificant at confidence levels higher than .0l1. Thus
the gexurl offenders were more se¥unally resnonsive to seymslly stimmlating

tezt items than were the controls: azand the sexusl offenders were more

sexuslly resnonsive 10 noa~sexnally-stimulseting and to ambiguously eon-



Table 13, Digtridbutlicns =znd Significance Test Valueg for the Scoring
Dimension, Aunthoritarian to Demeocratie, on Incosmlete

Pictures Test,

Rating Scaleflate 1 Flate 2 Flate 3 _Plste b Plzte §
Soale $O_¢ 50 ¢ 50 G S0_GC S0 G
Very An 7 4 a7 &2 0 o SL A 27 1%
Authort 3 28 18 26 91 29 20 7 2z 3
Teutbral ”g”’;D ‘E-—.? E;.E; ~§-“~? ~;~“-7
Democri 17 25 iz 10 .g“; 20 136 11 ?
Yery De 0 Y] 0 2 1 0 15.'55 0 0
X2 6.0 .9 0.4 21.6 b5
as 1 2 2 2 2
2 02 .05 <90 «001 20
Rating 2late 6 Tlate 7 Plate 8 Plate 9 Plate
Seale 30 € SC_ & 50 _© 30 ¢ 50 _ ¢
Very Au 6 1 3 0 25 8 5 0 ? 2
Authori 27 21 i 8 ;£~.§1 27 2n sh 27
Neutral 2 19 7 8 112 61 3 8
Democxt E;a—gé 5;-w£3 8 15 28 135 3 27
Very De 3 0 2 8 1 1 1 0 o 3
yod 16.6 2.3 17.3 b.5 347
at 2 1 2 1 1
P 001 .10 001 .05 .00




Table 14, Distributions amd Confidence Levels for Sexual Responses

to Incomplete Pictures Test,

Plate Froguency of Sex Hesnonses
X0, eneZuRl Offender ... Conirel . Totsl = P
1 72 1 73 .01
2 £5 18 83 .01
3 72 38 110 .01
b 37 bz .01
5 67 7 74 .01
6 85 35 120 .01
7 81 19 100 01
8 70 24 954 .01
9 84 50 134 .01
10 57 19 76 81
Totals: 690 216 996
sex rsps,
per subj. 10.2 3.2 13.5
t: 4

P: .0l
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structed test items than were the controls.

It would apvear that in this test, as in the Serial Drawing Test, the
sexusl offender groun wag significantly different from the non-sexually-
aeviant control groun in seréspiual sonslitizaoation to zmbiguwous stimvll,
as represented by tue Imeomplete Dicturce Fest,

Summoyy of Over-All Differecges,

We have shown in the praceding ssztions of this chapter that the

sexual offenders were more sexnally resgnonsive to sexuslly oriented test
jtems th-on were the controls., This sexusl res—cnsiveness was shown by the
24 ffaronoes heotusan thees grouns to Plates 2,3,5,6,8,9, (Table 4) in the
Serial Drawing Test, and Plates 2,3,6,9, (Tables 8 and 9) in the Incomnlete
Pictures Test. Further, the semual offender was sexually oriented to test
14 ~me whisrh wova nnt essentially sexusl in character ss well as to items

whick wews Aafinitely nnt sexual in character., This sexual reeponsiveness

chewm by the diffaercaces between these groups to Plates 1,4,7,10,

0

(Table 4) in the Serial Drawing Test, =2nd Plates 1,%,5,7,3,10, {Tables 8
and 9) in the Tneomplete Pilctures Test. These perceptions of sexual
nhenomena were msde at significant levels of confidence and indicate cleaar-
cut differences between the sexual offenders and the controls,

The resvnonses to the Incomnlete Pictures Test have shown that the
se mal offender grouvs, as onwoged to the contral groun, was more apt to
respond in an sggreesive, santi-socisl, and authoritarisn n:zture, whether
or not the t=st items invited such concept formaticn.

These resulis imnly 2 sexually oriented nergeptual sensitizstion
for the sexual offender group as omnosed to the control groun. FNot only
did these sexuzl offenders nerceive test items as sexusl in conmtent and
structure differently from these controls, but they =1lso ennecptuslized

these test items ss sexual in z different manner from the econtrols, Thai



o
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is, the sexusl offenders found in these test illustrations more sexually
perverted activities than did the controls; =snd they alszo desecribed these

perverse sittivities with more lurid langusge than dié¢ the aonitrols.
DIYFERINOLS BRTWERE SUBGROUPS OF SEXUAL OFFENDERS

In this section we will describe the data relevant to the question of
whether or not sube-growns of sexual offenders revealed differences in
responding to these two tes® of perception.

In this study we used a legal c¢lassificadion scheme to specify our
sexual offender group {see Table 1, Chapter II). The legal classificatidns
were impractical fer purposes of the anslysis to be reported in this
gection becmuse of the relatively small numbers of subjects in three of the
classeg, For examnle, in the c¢ase of exhibitionism, there was only one
sublect: and, similarly, there was only one subject in each of the ¢lassie
fications of carpal knowledge and contributing: %o the delinouency of
minors,

To secure sub-gronps of a size sultable for further analysis, we com-
bined the thirty-seven cases of homosexuallity with the ten cases of sodonmy
to econstitute a "homosexual grouwn® of forty-seven csses. The remalnder
of the sexual offender group (nin@ cases of rape, eight cases of pedophilia,
one ecase of exhibitionism, one casze of earnal knowledge, one case of con-
tributing to the @elinquency of minors) -all of whom were essentially
heterosexual in behavior- were combined for this analytiec purpose into
a "hetercsexusl group”. Thus the anslysis of sub-groups compared two
grouns of sexual offenders: the homosexual and the heterosexual offender
grouns., The problem was to determine whether these groups were the same
or different in their responses to the vperceptual tests., This anslysis

should serve to offer more information on the problem of heterogeneity

emong sexusl offenders.



Therefore, it was fel% that the most profitable seareh for
indications of whether theze sub-grouns were exiracted from a homogeneous
or from a heterogeneous nepulation, was to be found in an examination
of test items which discriminated between the sexual offender group snd
the contrel group. If the sexusl offender sub-greups oan be demonstrated
to reepond differently on items which discriminated between the total
sexunl offender group and the control group, then we have reason to believe
that there are different kinds of sub-groups. This would be one definition
of heterogencity among sexusl offenders. In contrast, if the sexuanl
o ender sub-groups foiled to show statistically significant differences
betwesn their response distributions on test items which &iscriminmted
between the gsexunl offender groun and the ¢ontrels, then we mmst ceonclude
trat sexusl offender subegroure comnrise a homogeneocus novulation.

If trere are differences within the sexusl offender povulatien,
cne would expect to find these differences expressed in the responses of
the sub-group membera to those tezt items which did not discriminate
between the total sexual cffender group and the comtrols at tco hizh a
level of significance, Therefore we chose to exmine the responses of
the members of thess aexual offender sub=groups con those test items, in
ezch test, where the differences belween the sexual offenders and the
controls were significant at Pevalues of .01 to .05.

Sarial Drowine Test.

Table 15 shows the chl s-uare zmnalyses and the distributions of these
subwmgroung. OFf these eleven test dimensions only one showed a statisti-
eally siznificsnt difference between the homosexual and the heterocsexual
subwgyrouns, This would aspe=zr to indieate that, except for ﬁhat one
scoring dimension, there were no diflerences bLeiween these éw@ sub-groups

on these test items. An occasional P-value st an acceptable level of
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®oble 15. Distributions and Significmsnce Test Values of Scoring

Dimensifne for the Homosexusl and Heterosexual Bub-Grouvs
on Serial Drawing Test when P 01 to .05 for the Difference

Between the Sexusl Offender and Control Group,

Plate Seor., Sub- Drawings
Hamber Dim,. Croup A B ¢ D 5 Hone }? arf P
Homo 1 13 3 9 ——=13 8
1 2 Htro 1 2 1 b4.-6 6 1.4 1 .30
Bomo O 6 Q2 22 e 6 3
2 2 Htro 1 3 2 b e b 2 1.1 1 « 50
Homo D G 0 1 G e3P
4 4 Htro 0 4] 2 2 2 ew=ll 0.6 1 50
Homo 9 6 8 -3 21 2]
3 2 Htro 5 Iy o pos p k.o 1 .05
Homo 1 1 4 2 1 ~==36
3 3 Htro [ ¢] L+ 4] 1 2 w=-17 - 1 -
Homo b § 3 8 1 0
Yomo 2B G 4 0 0 7
V4 1 Htro G 6 3 4] -0 2 0.4 1 .70
Homo 0 1 3 16 ---18 9
i 3 Hiro 0 0 1 6 = B 5 0. 1 .70
Homo 2] —=ajp 2 5 13 0
8 i Htro 13 ~e0 1 1 3 2 2,3 1 2
Homo 17 P 5 2 0 16
10 1 Htro 7 Y b 0 0 5 0.2 1 70
Homo 0 0 5 7 11 ——Ph
10 3 Etro 0 2 2 2 8 — 6 2.6 1 .20
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eonfidence shonld be viewed with caution since it is avparent that chance
factors will nroduce items within the .05 level of significsnce, five
times in one hundred,

Incomplete Pictures Test,

Table 16 shows the distributions and significance test values for
this test when we anslyzed it for sub-group diffarences. In this
examination we were =ble to locate three test dimemsions on whieh the
homosexnal and the heteorosexusl groups wore significantly different st
2 P-walue of .05, There were three other dimensions which indicated an
anproach toward significance {P ,10)., Of the fourteen test dimensions
examined, eight did not reveal significant differences between the homo-
sexual and the heterosexual groups,

These significant differences on three dimensions, =nd the three
dimensions which snproached a significant difference, were interpreted
40 indiecste thzt rather than being essentially homogeneous on these test
items, these sub-grouns showed heterogeneity to them. Thus the sexual
offender group was heterogeneous on these test dimensions. On the eight
test $tems, where no significant differences were found, the sub-grouvs
of gsexuzl offenders indicated homogeneity. Thus the sexual o ffender gramp
wag homogeneous on these test items,

Differences Between Sub-Groups.

We have shown in the vpreceding sestions of this nortion of the
chapter that the sexunal offender sub-grouos (i.e., homosexual group
and hoteresexusl groun) were heterogeneous on one test dimension in the
Serial Drawingz Test, and that they were romogeneous on all the other
dimensions in this test. Their wregvonses to the Incomnlete Pletures Test
were significantly different in three dimensions, in three other dimensions

they indicated an anroach toward 2 significent differenee and in the



Tabbeel6, Distributions snd Signifiesnce Test Values of Scoring
Mimensions for the Homosexusl and Heterosexual 3Sub-Grouns on
Incom:lete Pictures Test when P ,01 to ,05 Between the Sexual

Offender and the Control Grouns.

Plate Seor. Sub- Seale of gﬁggigg_“__l_z_*
Yumber _ Dim, Cro, A S | Tatrl £ _ar k4

Homo ? 28 2 p&+] ) . L

1 A=F Htro 2 16 —— 0 2 ¢ 2,8 1 .10
Fomo 1 12 s 15 17 =e= 2
Homo 5 2 e 3 14 1

1 A~=D Htro 2 15 w—- 4] 3 o] T4 1 .19
Homo 23 wm- 19 1 6 0

2 AP Htro 14 e 6 0 0 0 2.6 1 .20
Tomo 8 19 =~ 6 11 3
Homo 22 e X 1 9 0O

2 M}‘) Biro 13 - ‘3 0 ‘24‘ 0 1 a9 1 .26
Homo 1 29 cw 2 11 i

2 A-P Htre 2 13 —= O 3 2 0.2 1 .70

3 A=S Htro L 11 === O 4 1 0.1 1 .80
Homo 5 9 14 — 16 3

3 DB Hro 3 i B wme 4 4] 1.6 1 .30
Homo 6 19 —~ 8 10 —= 4

5 D~E Htro 2 B e 5 4 1 0.1 1l .80
Hsmo 13 27 wm— 2 5 0

A AP Hiro 2 17 = 0 1 0 L] 1 .05

8 A=S Htro 4 e F— ] =11 e O 2.9 1 .10
Homo 4 14 3 mem 24 b

9 A~D Htro 1 11 3 e 5 0 5.3 1 .05
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remaining eight dimensions, they showed no difference.a

From these facts we may assume that rather than showing heterogeneity
in their resvonses to these nerceptual and conceptual dimensions, as
mensured by these tests, they tended to show homogeneity,

To the extent that thesze tests measure verceptusal sensitization, these
gexal eoffender sub-grouns showed similar perceptual and conceptual
regnonses to test items, They showed significantly different responses to
a few test items: but, sinece these weore relatively few in number, they

cannot be accepted as conelusive indieations of heterogeneity among these

£ h=-LTOoTMS8 .

SUKKARY

To the extent that the Serial Drawing Test and the Incomplete FPictumres
Tast were capable of indicatine percentual sensitization to ambigzuons
stimuli, we establighed that the semusl offenders and the controle differed
in their verceptusl sensitization to test variables. The sexual offender
groun showed a sexually oriented perceptual sensitization to these test
varisbleg that w=s signilicantly different from that of the controls. The
sexual offenders maintained their sexuzlly criented verceptusl sensitiza~
tion in a e~nsistent mepner. 7The controls did not show any clear-cut
ipdications of 2 sexually oriented verceptual sensitization. Ve showed that
these sexmal offenders, when divided into the homosexual and the heterosexunsl
sub=groups did not differ significantly on twenty one of twenty five test
vari&bleg. Therefore these two sub-grouns avnear to be homogeneous in

thelir regsnonses to these test varisbles.



CHAPTER IV
BLACKY PICTUR™S TESY

this chapter presenis in three secticns the results and discussion
of the Blacky Pictures Test as a test of psychosexusl deviation: {1)
Lifforences between the sexusl offender group and the ceatrol group.
{2) Differences between the sexual offender sub-groups. (3) Summary,

This organization shculd serve, to the extent to which we may
accent this test as 2 valid messure of psychosexual deviation: (1)
to eztablish whether sexusl oifender and controcl grouns 4iffer basically
on test varisbles, (2) to indicste the extent and character of these
differences, {3) te exmine the character of the differences betweenu the
sab-grouns of sexual offenders,

As 2 econsequence of this »Hresentation, we will be able 4o offer
gome 2dditicnal dsta to guide us in making coneclusions concerning the
relative hormogeneliy or heterogenslity of the sexual offender groun.

This recently devised, modified-projective test of psychosemual
development, was used as an integral part of this research., We sre,
consequently, comvelled to discuss its validity se that the resultis we
derived from it can be intervreted,

In the monograph in which this test waa originally described, we
noted the following assumptions relevant to the desnign of the tezt and
to its walidity:

fFirst) there is the assmmption that the Blacky Test is actually

measuring the vsFchoanalytic dimensions which i1t is intended to

me=sure, ipart from the face walidity of the test, seconded by
the few nsychosnalysts to whom it ras been shown, the only

evidence currently =vsilable comes from informed elinical surnort
of test findings on 2 number of mental hosnitsl natients. The
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latter source as wot as yet been systensilcally exnlored ~nd
therefore the validity of the test is still indeterminate (5,p. 23).
Statistically significant test findiangs, which are not accounted for
by chance or artifact, can (then) shed some light of their own.

Are they conslstent wiith »nsychorznalytic theory? 4 firmative ansvers
lend sunnort to thse theory. Negative snawers cast some doubt on the
theory. The isgue of definitive »nroof or disproof cannot arise be-
ezuse of the tentative walidity of the (experimental) test. But the
ang.ers can be sirongly surgective in formulating an independent

so—

evaluation of nsychoanalytic theory (5,n. 24),

It iz arparent from these gueotations thot the velidity of the Plaecky
Test as a measure of psychoanalytic dimemsions is not teo well founled,
However, e»rly in this research 1t becsme avoarent that an excellent
validating analysis of the Blacky Test as a measure of gexusl devistion
covld be done by comparing our twe groms of nrison inmates bty their
responses to thiz test, Thie was 80 becauvse we had two groups who were
matched clogsely on nine varisbleg; and 21l members of each groun had as
their nrincinle di ference only the tyve and extent of the manifestation
of semality.

ksference to Table 17 reveals thet these two grouvs signifieantly
differed on nine out of thirteen psychose minl test dimensions, an
anslysis of these differences lesds one to conclude that the Bleeky Pictures
Test is a volid indicster of vsychosexual deviation in 2 selected vpopula-
tion. Ye Touvnd that it was sufficlently sensitive to discriminate between
our twp grovms?! the gemal oiffender group and fthe nonerevuslly-devisnt
control grouv. Concerning its validlty as » messure of nsychoanalytic
hypotheses, our findings may he related to the expectations derived from
nsychnenalytie theory ass to how sexual deviates should differ from normals
on mergures of nsyehbosexual deviation. This vproblem is discussed lnter in

the chanter,
OVIPLATT DIPTRVESCES BLTWIMY S0U L OFy MDER GROUT MWD CUHIRCL GROUP

In the Blacky Mictures Test we found that the sexnal offender groun



revezled significsnt differences from the matched controls on various
naychosexusl dimensions., Teble 17 vresents the dsta on the distributions
snd significance test walues for scoring tha thirteen psychosexusl
dimensions in this standardized projeetive test,

The data revealed that of the thirteen test dimenslions, nine
dimensions showed 2 difference hetween ths seme]l offender groun ond the
controls at a,levsl/;f giznificance greater thsm ,05. These significant
dimensions were: (1) orel ercoticism, {2) oral sadism, {32} Oedipal intensity,
{4) masturbation guilt, {5) castraticn sanxiety, (6) siblinz wivalry,

(7) gnilt feelings, {8) narcissistic love cbjsct, (9) anaclitie love
object,

0Of these hine dimecsiong, Five had zspociated Pevalues at a
lavel of .00l or hisher. These wore: (1) Cedipsl intensity, (2) mastur-
bation gnilt, (3) castration snxiety, (4) sibling rivalry, (5) guilt
foelings,

There were three dimensions whieh were significsnt at s P-walue
of .01, These were (1) oral sroticlsm, {?) oral ssdism, (3) narcissistie
love obiect,

{me dimension, ansmclliic love obdject, was significsnt at a Pavalue
of ,05.

Of the remaining diwmensions, snal expulsiveness indieated an
anproach toward significance (P .10); while the other thres dimensions

(i.e., snal retontivenecss, -ositive identifiention, vnositive ego ideal)

Princinally, there were two logical nositions for us to take in
our analysis of these data., One, that we had a psyehologleal test, and,

irrosnective of 1tz svonesitions, %e found that nime ocut of thirteen test

dimensions difTerentiated between our sexusl offender group and ocur con-



Table 17. Distributions and 3iguificance Test Veluwes for Scoring the

Thirteen Peychosexusl Pimensions in the Blacky Plictures Test.

Payehrsexual Fairly

Dimensions Grps. Ltrong  Strong weak 3? daf P
Oral 0 i¢ 16 41

Trotieleam ¢ b 4 59 13.0 2 .01
Oral B0 12 22 3

Anal B0 5 10 34

Explusiveness 3 . 4 61 3.0 1 10
Anal 50 15 1o 43

Retentiveness 3] 6 12 Lo 3.8 2 <20
Dadipal $0 34 28 5

Intenstty ¢ a 15 &9 61.2 2 001
Megturbation 50 Ly 13 10

Guils k] 3 15 ho 61,7 2 +O0Y
Caastration BO 58 7 pd

Anxiety e 13 22 5 90,2 P L0
Positive 80 5 10 52

Identification © b 12 51 0.1 1+ 90
$ibling 20 26 20 11

Hivalry g 3 1ib 50 53.9 2 001
Suild 80 49 17 1

Feelings ¢ 3 26 38 77.7 2 LO0Y
Pesitive 50 8 11 48

Farrissistie 30 15 17 15

love Object 4] b & 53 11,1 2 .01
Anaclitic 50 18 23 26

Lave Oblect ¢ 12 14 5 6.8 2 .05

*Orouned for chi sauvarer 8, PS: W
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trols., In accordance with this logic we found that this wes a valid
test of psychosexual deviation in that these sexual offenders were
significantly differentiated from the controls on nine of the psycho-
gsexual dimensions messured by this test,

The second logical position was that we had a test with alleged
validity as a measure of thirteen psychoanalytic dimensions, Assuming
this, snd in scecordance with vaychoanalytiec theory, we posited the
hynothesis that sexual offenders should differ from non-sexually-deviant
controls in nsychosexual dimensions,

We found that nine psychosexual dimensions were rTevealed to be
gignificantly different in the sexunl offender groun as compared to the
controlsg; and that of these nine, Tive were significant a2t o P-wvalue
smaller than ,001 {Te=ble 18)., These subjects, operationally defined as
gexual offenders, revealed positive differences from the non-sexnally-
aberrant matched control groun on these so-called psychoanalytie
"mechanisms® or "processes”, in the psychosexual sphere, That is, the
semal offender subjects who partieipated in this study revealed strong
Dedipal intensities and castration anxieties. They suffered from specifie
epasturbation guilt and general guilt feelings. They also showed sidbling
rivalry and ocral tendencies. It sopeared, from these significant differences
on these five nsychosexnal dimensions, that the sexurl offender groun vwas
characterized by nathologicsl indicators ianvolving early developmental
factors, They were psycholegically infantile in theilr sexuality. Thus,
our analysie of these five dimensions tende to support the framework of
the psychoanalytic theory as regards the etiology of sexual perversion

(16,pn. 324-337).
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Table 18. Significance Test Values for Paychosexual Dimensions on

Blacky Pictures Test which Yielded a P ,001.

Cedipal Masturbation Castration Sibling Guilt

Intensity Guilt Anziely Bivalry Feelings
61.2 61.7 90.2 53.9 77.7
P 001 001 001 001 .001

In view of certain psychoanalytic formulas (16,p. 335) to the
effect that anality is of greater dynamic significance in homosexuality
{snd thirty seven cases out of the total of sixty seven subjects in the
gexusl offender group were clear-cut homosexuals, while ten sodomists
were essentislly homosexual teo), the statistical strength of erality,
here, was puzzling, This led us to hypothesize a possible explanation
for the fact that znality was not strong in these homosexuals., Ve
speculated that, since 21l of these sublects were able to activate their
ververgions -as the fact of imprisonment for overt sexual offense
testified- 2nd thereby te have gained satisfaction of their tendencies,
desires, or urges, they became incorporative snd receptive. This may
be why they revezled, 1in this study, sisnificant orality and no%
significant anality. We recognisze, however, that this hynothesis is
offered to “szve' a specifie msychoanalytie formulation, and that the
oroof of this hypothesis reguires further tests,

In studying the Blacky Test the follewing conclusions were arrived
at: {1) This was a valid test of nsychosexusl deviation beeause the
sexal offenders were significantly differentiated from the controls on
nine vsychosexusl dimensions. (2) The psychosnalytic interpretation of
the strength o7 2nality in homosexual subjects was not borne out by these
data, Our control group subjscts, as well as the hetercsexusl sezual

nffenders 4id not indicate statisticelly significant d4ifferences on this
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dimension from that indiecated by the homosexual offenders. (3) The
frenework of the nsychoanalytic theory, at least as regards the etinlogy
of sexual nerversion, is not inconsistent with our dsta, although not

sntirely supoorted by them.
DIPPRTICES BETWIEN SUBLGROUPS OF SEXULYL OFFEHEDERS

In this seEtion of the chaptsr, followinz the methnod eutlined in
shapter three, our »urnose 1s fc report and discuss the dats that were
relsted to the question of whether there were consistent differences
between the subegrouns o seMal offenders on this test of psychosexusl
devisticon,

To ammwer this cuestion of whether the sexual offender is, by and
large, = nember »{ a honog@neous or a heterogeneous vopulation, we
combined the thirty-seven homosexuzl casee with the ten cases of sodomy.
Ve compared this group with the remainder of the semmal offender growm,
8ll of whom were egsentislly heterosexusl in sexual behavior., The dis-
tributions and significance test values for the nsychosexnsl dimensions
are shown in Table 19, This procedure revealed that differences between
distributions were not statistically significant. %his indiczted 4that
there were no amnarsnt differences between the two grouvs on the test
dimensions. Thersfore, 2ll of these subjects, whether homosexnally devisnt
or heterosexually deviant, contributed to the differences obiained between
the totsl sexual offender group and the controls,

Agsuming that this test was a valid one, in accord-nce with onsycho-
enslytic theory, different tymes of sexual offendere should have
differed from one another in some specific wapp on this test, The data
nresented in Table 19 revesl thnt the differcnces among these sub-grouvs

were not significant, Indiseriminately, all eascs revealed significant
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Tables 19, Distributions and Signifiecance Yest Values for Zcoring the
Thirteen Paychosexunl Dimensions in the Blaeky Pictures Test

Tor Enmnaaxoal and Heterosexual Sub-Groupns,.

gcegingg
Zube

Psychosema) Tairiy .

Hinensions Grps, __ Streng Strong HJeglk 5? afs P
Ooral Homo 5 15 27

Sroticism Htro 1 L] 14 1.1 1l « 50
Oral Home & 23 20

Badism Btro 4 L 12 1.8 1l « 20
Anal Homo 1 é Lo

Expulsiveness  Ttre 2 4 14 - 1 -
Anal Famo 8 7 32

Retentiveness Firo 5 & 11 1.1 1 .50
Oedipal Homo 23 20 4

Inteonsity Hiro 11 8 1 0.3 1 .70
Masturbation Homo a3 10 3

Guilt Btre 11 A 5 1.4 1 « 30
Csstration Homo 42 5 e}

Anxiety Hiro 16 2 2 - 1 -
Positive Homo 2 S 236

Identificeation EHire 2 1 17 - 1 -
3ibvling Homo 25 15 7

Rivalry Hiro 10 é 4 0.1 1 .80
Guils Aomo 33 14 0

Feelings Hiro 15 4 i 0.3 1 .70
Positive Homo 5 4 35

Bgo Ideal Btro 2 i 14 0.2 1 70
Faroissistie Home 12 10 24

Tove Obiect Htro 3 6 i1 0.2 1 .70
Anaglitic Homo 15 15 17

Love Ubjsct Htro 4 6 i1 2.1 1 <20

*Zrouned for chi scuare:
Dimensions 1,7,3,%,8,12,13: S, PSs W
Dimensions 5,6,7,9,10,11 : 3: P35, W
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nathogenliciity on these test dimensions., Thus we find 2 Tailure in these
results te differsntiate these sub-groups in specifiec wnays, and on this
basis the hywothesis is wntenable, Vhether this finding 1s to be interw
preted 28 a reflection on the walidity ol ihe Blacky Tast or on the
neychoanalytic theory of psychosexual deviation is beyond the scope of this

8%“&".
SUMMARY

In this chapter we presented and discussed the data we obtained from
the Blacky Plctures Test. In the beginning of the chapter we showed
the data which indieated that this was s wvalld test of psychosexual
deviation for our selected samrles, vresenting our results which show
marked differences between the sexmel offender group and the control grow.
That anslysis was followed By a discussion of ths differences obtained
between the sexusgl offender sub-grouvs.

It was estadblished that the semal offender greup and the control
group signifieantly differed on nine of the psychosexual dimenslons
measured by this test. The semsl offenders revealed more pathogenicity
on these msychosexial dimensions than did the controls, snd therefore
showed vsychosexus]l infantilism irn their responses to the test items, This
level of psyehosexnsl infantilism wes not shown by the conbrols,

We showed thait these sexusl offenders, when divided inte homosexnsl
and heterosexual groups, indicaited no significant differsnces on any of
the vesychogsexusl dimensicons thzt this tesd measured,

The sexual offenders differed frow the coantrols on these nine psycho-
sexunl dimensions. The sub-grouns of the semal offender group did not
differ in thelr resmonses to the vpsychosexusl dimensions in this test.

Therefore, the sexu-l offenders comprise a2 homogeneous groun as regards
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poyehnsexaal Tevelopment, deviabtion, and the tynes of objeet relstion-

shing foraed within these wmayehosnalytieslly-hyoothesized stages,
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¢hi sguare test (1.e., obtained frequencles, independent of each other,
totaling to the group N), the Freguencles of responses were merely
tabunlated for theze five guestions and analyzed as raw scores,

The entire interview, in administiration order, is given in Appendix
B, The techniaque for presenting interview dats in this chapter lists the
quecstions, at their appropriate confidence levels, under iten major caste-
gorieal grounings. An inspection was made of all questions to devise a num-
ber of bagic categorles about which these questicns offered information,
The freme of reference for this anelysis was that of the pradtieal clinieal
#ituation. The writer inspected these gquestions to find whether they could
be grouped into any of the conventional ecategories that are in general
cliniecal use for describing sexmual vhenomena. In this way he decided
aron ten major categorles into which i1 was poszssible to place 211 these
questions., These categories, which are among the most widely wused elinieal
conecepts in this area, are as follows: (1) concepts regarding anality,
{2) parental family and developmental factors, (3) environmental stimu~
lations {outside parental family), (¥) marital history, (5) sublimation
capacities, {6) sexual experiences, {7} sexusl preferences, {8) sexual
ideations, {9) sexual stimmlations, {10) conceptusliszations regarding
subjectts own degree of femininity or masculinity.

It is recognized thet a2 correlstional anslysis would be desirable
to determine empirically the dimensionsality of these data., However, a
dorrelatiornal snalysis of two hundred and thirty one &tems was too
extensive a task, considering the limitations of rescurces and time under
which this preliminary research was conducted. While correlational
analysis might suggest some new grounings, it is logical to expect many
af the ten categeries, which are based on extensive practical experience,

to stand up as well, Hence, this technique may be regarded as a partial



analysis of some of the most widely recognized eclinicazl concepis., Ve
believe that sn inspectional analysie, consistent wiih generally accented
theory and nractiee, wlll serve the rurpeses of pointing out the most
frultful areass for further, more specific,resesrches, %We wigh, at the
same time, to point oul our zwareness of this limitation =nd to indicate
the need for more exienslive future analyses based on these Findipgs.

For vurposes of discussic-n these guestions have been sorted out by
levels of zignificance. The order of presentation within each significance
level is arbitrary and follows no pattern., For convenience in reviewing
our findings we will 13#t these confidence levels as: {1) very signifiecant
(P< .01), {2) significant (P= .01 %o P = ,05), (3) approsching signifi-
conce (P = .05 to P = .10), (%) not significant {P >.10).

An indieation of the sexual offernder gZroun's resvonse follows each
interview guestion, Thkis reference, given in p.rentbeses, shows the
direction of the difference from ths contrels., This response-difference
ropresents the modal value of the sexusl offender groupls resronses to the
question. The tremendous mase of original resnonses to these guestions
¢annot peossibly be included in this report, In the text we show the
direction of response differences and the calezories and signifiecance
levels within these eategories, The distributions and significonce test

values for these scores ars shown in 4ovendix G,

Intcrview Cuestionnaire: Catesories, Sigmificance, Direction of Sexusl
Offender Responses.

1. Concepts resgardine snality: These suestions involved factors

relevant to toilet training, interest in clething, versimonlousness,

nreoceunation with cleanliness, and concern sbout bowel movements,
VYery Sisnificant (P £,01):

Be you think that you show more interest in your own bowel movement
than other people gencrally do? {yes)



Were you ever hesten or slevned or yelled-at for not being toilet
trained? (yes)

Do you like to keenp things a long time ~lons sfter thelr usefulness
hes passed? (yes)

Significant (P = .01 to P = ,05):

When you do mske friends, are the friendships ususlly lzsting onea?
(no)

Have you. ever been described by others as obztimate,,ztubbora,.
revenseful? {(no)

Were your parents strict about toilet trairing? (no)

Do you find it easy %0 make friends?
“hen in a group, do you become the center of attrmetion emsily’

Do meonle think of vou 88 -libersle.swendthrift-close-miserly-in
money ?

Are you ever very ¢=reful abouvt the way you dress?

Are you particular about the way your clothes and wersonsl effeets
are cleaned, groomed, e¢ored for?

Was there ever any time in your 1ife when yeou actually zot pleasure
from holding baek your bowel movement?

Do you ever make = vractice of noticing 2irt or disorder in other
necnle hounses?

Are you ensily disgusted by dirty stories?
Tid your parents ever try to "toilet train® yon?

Here, we learn that the sexual offender significantly differed from
the controls on six of the fifteen questiona, Responses indicated that
‘the sexual offenders were more coancerned about elimination processes than
wsre the controls; =nd that they, evidently, had hnd more =tringent toilet
training than had these controls. The sexual offenders implied more
varsimoniousness than did the controls. The sexual offenders responded
with specific concern about c¢lething snd cleanliness, The sexusl offenders

also showed that although they found i1t relatively eassy to make friends,
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“as there ever a time when you thownght your father wss going to bhurt
vou as a child? {yes)

Have you ever boen jealous of your father? {yes)

Pld you ever think that your father was 2 wonderful guy? (yes)

Did you ever think this way aboui any of your male teachers? (yes)

Were you ever nunished, as s child, by your parents or family for
heving o sexurl experience? (yes)

¥hich of your parents instructed you in sex? {(neither)

Fet Significent (P =>,10):

Eave yom ever felt thal your father mistreated you or did not treat
you as fairly as he did your brothers snd/or sisters?/

Tid you ever think yom would make a beitter husband fer your mether
than was your father?

Tow do you fezl vhen someone e2lls you a "mother fucker®?

Do you, or 438 you, ever daydresm or dream about having intimate
relations with your mother?

Tave you ever thought or dresmed, that you wonld be a better mate for
vour mother than was your fathert

Aave your mother and yoém alwsys beea intimate snd friendly?t
Wag there ever 2 time when you d1dn't get alonz well wiih hert?
Do vaou 20mpars your seX nartaers wiih your mother?

Did your mother love vou sane as she lovaed your father?

M4 your wother love o szme as she loved your brothersty

Did your mother love you sane as she loved your sisters?

who do {or éid) you prefer: mother or fathert

Did you alwgys?

have yvou ever had as elose a relationshin with anyone else as you did
with vounr mether?

Bove you ever had as close a relstiorshiy with enyone else as you 414
with your father?

ahat is your family's attitude about homoeexuslity? Do they apvrove
or digspnrove of &7
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Were you ever punished as a chrild by your parents or family for
masturbating?

I neilther of yonr oarents imstruected you in sex, who d4id?

At what age did this iastruction occur?

¥hat was your feeling about this at that time?

3exuznl offenders were significently different from controls in their
relatione with thelr mothers, £Hlthough they regsrdéed thelr motrers as
fwonderful® neonle, they 314 met think they they reserbled thelr mothers,
They thought they were "closer to ond resembled more® thelr f=athers, The
gexunl offendrre belleved that thelr lovers were nct simidler %o taeir
mothers in ~hysieal er attitudinal factors. The sexnsl offenders, sa
children, suspected that their fothers were going to "hurt" them. Thers
were rovazled snscific castration fasrs and eastrabtion anxietlies., They
admitted thew had hzd nomicidsl fantasies toward thelr fathars, Also
rovenlad were sirong jealousies of the father and of his role in the family.

Sur dats are not incconsizient wiih ihks wsyehosznalyilc hyvotheses
whiek imvly: (1) the sexusl offender ververt bas sn Cedipsl conflict
{16,», 31); (2) ronmocsexual behsvior 1s = manifestation ¢f deep seated
anxiety =nd fenr of castration (16,v. 336): (3) castraiicn comrlex exists
in perversions (16,p. 328); (L) in the homozexual there is 2 very strong
fixation to the mother (16,p. 331).

3. Fovironmental Stimulstions {Outside Porental Fanily): These ouestions

inelvded inTormation on melghborhoosd faciers ond environmental
shimuli,

Yory Significant (P < ,0313:

In gour childhond, did you ever heer of, or see men having gsexusl
relstions with children? {yes)

Do the peeple in your neighborhond feel as you do about gex =nd the
chinice of sexwsl wnrtners? (no)
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Yere you =ver told that adults have betier gonitnls then do childrent
{yes)

(P = ,05 to Pw ,12):

In your ehildhoed, did you sver hest of, or see men having sexual
relations with animala? {yes)

Tot zeificant (P > ,10):

In your ehildhoond, 334 yom ever hear of, or see men having ssmal
relziions with ons ancther?

From the dats on environmental stimulatiocs, we foupd that the sexusl
offenders svernt their formative Jeoors 1o commonliies where some sexpal
nhepomens wore fcen and heard, Thae eontrels dernizd such reccllecticus,

The sexual offsndors believed their nelghbors held different opinions

o2

about sex thas thaey did. Ths controls believed that the sex cpinicus they

+

held were shared by most of thelr neighbors.

Triz is a0t imcomsistent with those sociological hypotheses which
stress the envirovzmentsl Loetors in sexusnl delincuency. These =mre:
{1) tie causes of gex delinguency are such factors as....home situations,
neighborhood situstions, degres of sex stlmulation, iufluence of growp
patterns....(18,p. 245} (2) sexuxl deviates sre ssxusily-prone inhabitsnts
of delinguency areas {7,p. 235); {3) there is the effect of differential
gzsociation in the etiology of sexual offenders (?,p. 233); (&) sex is
fdefined snd eontrolled Ly society amnd its cownoment groups (13,v. 245);
{5) thse individusl does not evolve his sexual standerds in a socisl vacuum;
they toke form in conjunetion with the cultural imoress {7,p. 225).

Le, Horital History: These gquestions stviled =aritsl history, narital

gatiafacticn, and narital cholee,

Yery Sismificant (P < .01):

If not merried, wty not? (no desire)



Hot Sisnificent (P > ,10):
Are you married now?
Have you ever bheen married?

What is your nresent marital status?

If married: were you hapnily married?

Were you s=tisfled with sex rselations with your wifel
How often de you have intercourse with your wife?

We found that the sexual offender group was significantly different
from the controle in the ressons for their not ewer having been married,
Because of nrecise matchings, the two groups could not have differed on
those guestions which were relsted %o marital status. That sueh "not
significant differences” were confirmed by significance tests, lends
weight to the reliability of the interview scoring system and also
indicates some consislency in the reaponses 1o these cuestions., These
gexual offendsrs never married because they lacked the desire for such
relationshinsa,

5. Sublimation Capacities: These questions included such factors as
cultural sctivities and interest in sports.
Yery Significant (P < .01):
Do you sing? (yes)
Do you like to gamble? (no)
___Simniffesnt (P = .01 to P = ,05):

Do you like to play cards? (ne)

Aporoach Significance (P = .05 to P = ,10):

Do you play a musical instrument? (yes)
Do you like to read dirty stories? (sometimes)
Yot Sienif + > 1)

Do you vaint?



Have vou ever tried narcotics? Feow often?
Do you drink wuch ligquoed?

Do you drink licuor to excess?

Are you an zleoholic?t

Are you an athletae?

What are your favorite sports?

If activities such as singing and nlsying a musical instrument, ecan

be considered as "sublimations™, these sexunl offenders were can-ble of

sublimating., These resulds are inconslstent with the nsychosznalyiie

p2

hypotheses thet the sexual deviant 1s not abls to sudblimate his infantile

strivings or manage reaction formations (20 »n. 152).

6.

Sexusl Experisnces: These cuestions offered d=ts on the freauency
and tyre of sexual exverience?
Very 81 ficant (P £,01):

Bow 014 were you when you had your first sexual exverience with a
man or boy? (5-15 years)

Row d41d you feel about this experience then? {good)

How 46 you feel sbout this experience now? (good)

As a child 414 you have any sex relations with men? (yes)

A8 a child d1d you have any sex relations with boys? (yes)

Have you ever baeen forced into any sexual adét without your consent?
Do you attend "stsg® parties and wateh neonle zive sex exhibitionst

Bo you like to go to burlessue shows? (no)

(vee)

(ves)

When being Jerked-off, what ways were used to do this? (mouth znd snus)

How often have you had sexusl intercourse with a woman? {one hundred

times)

Are you ever tense and worried sbout having sexusl intercourse with
women? (yes)

Is it easier to get men or women to indulge in sex nlay with you?t
{men)



How often heve you had sexual intercourse with 2 man? (one hundred
times)

How often have you had sexual intercourse with a boy? (one hundred
times)

Do you ever take pleasure in the look, feel, shape of your nenis?
{ves)

Do you ever examine your venis e¢losely for blemishes, pimples, scars,
ste.? (yes)

Do you like to walk zround naked when in the eompany of others? {(yes)

Was it a male or female with whom you had your first sexusl experience?
{male)

Have you ever seen animals {(dogs, ete.) have intercourse? Did Fou
wateh 1t or welk sway? {(watch)

Have you ever mesturbated with other people? {yes)
Have you ever been Jerked-off by ancther? {yes)
By whom? men? woman? snimal? {man)

Do you prefer %o see, touch, exercise your own genitalia rather than
those of others? {(no)

Do you masturbate more frequently than other men you know?! {yes)
Do you like %o walk around naked? (yes)
Do you ever have o desire for other people to sdmire your body? (yes)

What do you think has been the effect of masturbating on your body?
{harmful, tires)

Pid you ever dream of losing your "peter"? {(yes)

Do you have to urinate more often than other people hawve to urinate?
(ves)

Have you ever urinated in your bed at night? {yes)
Have you ever looked at your body, while naked, in the mirror? (ms)

After engaging in sexnal relations, do you ever irmmediately urinate?
(yes)

After enzeging in sexunl relztions, 46 you ever immedistely wash your
genitsls? (no)

After engaging in sexual relstions, deo you ever inmediastely wash your
handa? {(no)
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 How many times have you been "sucked-off" By a man? (more than a
hundred times)

How many times have you "sueked-8ff" s man? {more than a hundred times)
#hiech sex activity de you prefer most? (sodomy)

Whieh sex activity do you engage in most often? {sodonmy)

How old were you when you first started masturbating? (11-12 years o0ld)

How often do you hove sexusl relations with other nersens? {less than
once s week)

Do you like %0 wateh others have intercourse? (¥es)
How many tlmes have you “sucked-off"¥ s boy? {cme hundred times)

Significant (P = ,0l1 %o P = .05):

Do you find that sexual activity (a) relaxes you? {b) makes you tired?
{ec) nuts » snring in your step? {e)

Are you ever tense and werried about having sexusl relatiocns with
boys? {(yes)

How 0ld were you the first time you had any semal sxbebiences with
snother nersont (5-10 years)

Do you ever have a "hard-on" in the morning when you wnke up? (no)
Pid you ever dream about being beaten by your pariner? {yes)

Approach Significance P = ,05 to P = ,10):

Are you ever tense and worried sbout having sexusl relations with
men? {yes)

If you ever hove s hard-on in the mernlng when yov wake up, how
often does this hapven? {3 times per week)

If you have ever seen snimals {dogs, etc.) have intercourse, how did
vou frel shout thies? (disgust, cnrious)

How do yeu think yould feel ahout being bester or beating your sexual
nartner? {gdod)

Yot Significant (P = .10):
As » child did you have any sex relstions with animals?
As & ¢hild 41d you have apy sex relations with girls?

¥hen d1d you begin to prefer animals instead of humans?
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Have yvon ever compared the size of your penis with that of your

fatherts?

Have von ever ecomnared the size of your penis with that of your
brothers?

Have you ever compared the size of your peris with that of o friend?

How 0ld were you when you had your first asexual experience with an
animal?

Do you find thet you get sexually excited by a thunder storm?
Do you find that you get sexually excited by taking a test?

Do you find that you geb sexuslly excited by sitting next toc a
pretty girl?

Do you Tiad thad you gel sexmually excited by riding in an alrplane?
Have you ever urinated in your pants duriamg the day?

Have you ever admirced your body?

Do you esver feel or touch your naked body?

How often have you had se mal Intercourse with a2 girlt

How many times 2 night ean you “"come®?

What w2s the most you ever ¥came® in one night?

How often have you had sexual experience with animsls?

How often do you masiurbate now?

How 0ld were you when you first noticed the difference between boys
and 2irls?

How 0ld were you when you had your first orgasm?

¥hen yoa g% a hard-ocn, does 1%t last leng?

Fave you ever seen animals {dogs, ste.) have intercourse?

What 414 you think of while waieiing animals hove intercoursef?
Have you &ver been beasten or whivned by your sexnsl partner?
Have you ever beaten or whivped your soxusl vartner?

How many times have you been sueked-off by n woman?

How many times have you heen sucked-oiy by an animal?l

How many times have you sufked-off a woman?




S8

Do you have cuick orgasn or, can you hold it back long?

The sexusl offenders significantly differed fron the eontrols in the
following woye: (1) sexual offenders had engoged in more homosexusl snd
nerverse activities than hed the econtrols. They started thelr sexuanl-
behavior e¢areers much earlier in life than 4id the controls. Those early
sexusl activities were chiefly homosexual in the sex offenders. (2) The
sexurl offenders were much more concerned with their bodies and with their
renitnles than were the controls, The zexusl offenders indicated castration
anxieties, claimed excessive urination neceds, indicated a conecern over
veheraal disease, and feared desmage to their genital crgans. (3) The
sexual offenders exhibited thelr nakedness when in special company. The
controls did not indicate any interest in nakedness or its display.

These data threw light on verious peychosnalytic snd nsychologieal
hynotheses with whigch these zignificant results were not inconsistent.

(1) Castration commles exizts in nerversions {16,». 326).

{2) Sexual eriminaglity is an expressi-n of psychosexual infantilism
{10,p. 192). (3) Perveris and children have identlcsl sexual aims
(16,p. 32%), (1) Txhibitionism is = compulsive urge in an inadeguate
personality....it is 2 denlsl of castration anxieties (16,p. 345).

7. Sexual Preferences: These nuestions referred to experiential and

setivity »references in the sexns=l snhere,

Yery Sienificant (P < .01}:

W¥hat 1s your frvorlte form of sexual activiity and glves you the
bizeest thrill? {rectally)

Was there ever a time when you preferred to have a man instesd of
2 wOman »s vour sexX nariner? (yes)

Have voun ehanged yonr nreferences regsrding the sex of your sex
nartner? {yeas)

When 414 you begin to nrefer men instead of women? {7-15 years)

¥hen 414 you begin %o prefer boys or girls instead of men or women?
{(10-15 years)



Do you feel that you can satisfy =z woman? {no)

Do yon feel that you can satisfy = man? (res)

Does 2 woman sstisfy you? (no)

Does =z man satisfy vou? {yes)

Do some women ‘st don't Xmow how to do 1t? (yes)

Which best descridbes your feeling regerding ssxaal intercourse with
women? {a) relzzed 23 = baby {b) llke standing on the edge of a cliff
{c) like a2 ¥id A th 5 good friend (d) like drinkins gzood warm milk
{e) like being in hesven. {c)

Yhich hest describes your feeling regarding sexual intercourse with
men? {a) relazed as a baby {b) like stsnding on the edge of a
cliff (e) like a2 ¥id with o good friend (4) like drinking good werm
milk {e) like being in heaven. (e)

whieh has the most interesting body: man or woman? (man)

Do you believe that by letting your nartner take the zotive lead =2nd
meke the aonroaches, trat you are sctuslly making this nerson do as
you want him to do? {somectimes)

Do you like to lock at other men's penis!'? (yes)

Do you like to look at other men's testicles? {yes)

Do you like to look a2t other ments bodies? {yes)

Do you like to look at other men's buttocize? {yes)

Bow does tris make you feel? (desire, good feeling)

Do you 1like to look at women's »rivztes? (no)

Do you like to lonk at women'ts buitocks? {ne)

De you like to look a2t women's breasts? {(no)

How does looking at women's nnked boedies make you feell {excited,nice)
Do yon like to look at nude art? (yes)

Do you ecrefully choose your sexurl nartner? {no)

Have you ever been chosen by someone else for sexual purposes? {yes)

Significant{P = .01 to P =z  05):

Which 18 the stronger: man or woman? (woman)
Fellowing sexual release, do you like to remain with your partaer; or de
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you prefer to leave your vartner after finishing with the sexual
act? (leave)

Do you enjoy the warmth of bodily eontact with your sex vartner? {(yes)
Do you like to walk arcund naked when alone? (yes)
How often do you desire sexual pleasure? (once a week)

Do you like to play with your sex partner before actually having
intercourse; or do you like to get right to 1t? (right away)

Approach Sisnificance (P = ,05 to P = ,10):

In your sexual relationships, do you take the active lead and make
the approaches? {no)

Not Significent (F =,10):

Does it matter to youm that your sexual pariner gets as much satis-
faction from sex as you do?

Do you prefer to have one or many sexual ties?
Do youn usually accent the most easily obtainable sex nartner?

Ye were 2ble t0 determine that these two grours significently diffsred
on the following factors: (1) The sexual offender group showed a definite
preference for male sex paritners, They preferred sodomy {(rectal inter-
ecourse) to all other sexnal ectivities, They believed they could not
gexually satisfy vwomen and that women counld not sexually satisfy them.

{(2) These sexunl offenders enjoyed seeingz the body and sexual area contours
of naked men. They were not interested in women's bodies or genital

areas., (3) They imnlied a lack of eareful cholce in sexusl matings. They
wonld often take anyone who was avallable in sexual narinershin. They
nreferred to have immediste intercourse, to experience some body warmth
through vnetting, and then leave their nartners soon after the sexual
activity was concluded, (4) 1In response to two multiple choice items,

the sexual offenders deseribed sexual experience with a male partner as
¥like being in heaven®™; while sexual experience with a female partner was

deserived ss "feeling like a ¥Xid with a good friend”.



101

These responses were not ineonslstent with these psyehoanalytie
hypotheses: (1) Perverts and children hove identical sex alme (16,p. 324),
(2) The sexunsl deviant is ohallic (pre-genital) (16,p. 495). (3) Per-
verts have an Oedipal confliect (16,p. 341). (&) I: the homosexual there
is a very strong fixation to the mother....and an identification with
the mother at the end of the Uedipus veriod (16,p. 337). {5) Perwersions
are disturbanees in the development of the sexual instinet (16,p». 325).
{6) Sex delinouencies are committed by persons who suifer from an
inability to form meaningful versonal relstions....such subjects sometimes
enter sexual relationshins not becsuse they enjoy the gratifieation of
their instinects but becsuse they do not find other ways of contact with
neople {20, »n. 155).

8, IZexual Ideations: These questions yielded data on sexual concepts,
sexual beliefs, =nd sexual concerns,
¥ Bignific < 3

Are you curious about the physical differences between boys and
ziris? (yes)

What was your earliest "theory" sbhout where babies ceme from?
{no idea, women's ctomach, etec.)

When you firs% noticed the difference between boys and girls, did
this puzzle you? {yes)

Do you regard yourself as more concerned about your genitals than
other P8éple are about theirs? (yes)

Have you ever imsgined or dreamed what 1t would be like not to have
a penis? {yes)

Whet do you think her been the effect of masturdbating on your mind?
(harmful, weakens)

Do you ever daydream 2bout having sexual relations with cther men?
(yes)

Is it easy for you to get a "hard-on”? (no)
Are you sstisfied with your venis? {no)

Iz it strong? {no)
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Is it the right size for you? (no)
Brer dream ahout gettineg laid? (no)

What do you usually think of while masturbating? man? womsn?
animal? (man)

Are you ever tense z2nd worrisd about having sexwal intercourse
2ith zirls? {yes)

Lo yom think it is possible %o lov: Zne rarson throughout mn
entire 1ife? {no)

Have you ever dresmed or dsydre-med tr:t you ecoldntt "pull out®
of a girl?

Have you ever heard of this hsppening?

Is it vossible?

Pié you ever drssm abount beating your oartner?

If yor drezmt of getting laid, was this with a men? woman? animal?
To you get a hard-oan from such thoughts?

Theze saxunl offenders were revenled as different from these con-
trols in: {1) their level of sexusl sovhistication (i.e.,, sexual offenders
were, in their youth, more naive); and (2) their satisfrction with their
genitel orgsns (i.e., sexual offenders were lesz satisfied with their
penes, believed their venes were too small for them, th-ot they were not
sufficiently strong, that it was not easy for them %o have za arection).
(3) The sexual ideations in the semasl offender group concerned male sex
partners sud nct female pariners. Theyindicated a tense and an appre-
hensive attitude about sexual experiences with females. They implied thelr
belief that thers was no "true love" and that it was impossible %o love
one person for a whole lifetime.

These hypotheses were not inconsistent with these findings: (1) Cas-
tration complex exists in perwersions (16,p. 326). (2) Sexusl crimi-

nzlity is an exnression of nsychosexual infantilism {10,p. 192).
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9. Sexual Stimulations: Y“hese gquestions included such factors as make

for a stimmlation of sexusl anpetite.

wWhat ares of your bedy do you ecnsider 10 be the most sensitive %o
sexaal stimalstion ¥ rectum)

Do you find that you get sexually evcited by s thunider storm? {(yes)

Do you find that you get sexunlly excited by sitiing next to a
hendsome manl? {yes)

Do you find that you get sexually excited by seeing an accident? {yes)
Do you find that you get sexuslly excited by taking a hot bath? (yes)

Do you get most satisfaction out of sex relations with boys? girls?
animals? men? women? {boys, men)

¥here do you gel most satisfaction from shimulation: venis? scrotum?
month? live? tongue? snus? {anus)

We formnd that the sexunl offenders, as significantly different from
the controls, were; {1) sexus1ly excited by thunderstorms, accldents, hot
bathe, and by sitting next %o bendsome men; (2) received more sexual
gsatisfaction from gsnel sexurl relaticns with males then from any other
types of sexual play.

The hynoiheses these data were not ineonsistent with sre: (1) The
homosexusl is an anal character (16,p. 341). {2) Perversion is a re-
gression to earlier, outmoded, but previocusly satisfying sex (behavier)
vatterns (16,n. 3728). {(3) Perversicns are disturbances in the development

of the sexusyl instinect (16,p. 327). (4) Sexual criminslity is an expression

of vpsychosexual infantilism (10,p. 192).

These guestions included an

exaxinstion el the subjects reszciions to being lobeled a hormosexusl
and to being considered feminine, They 2lso ewmmined the extent of

his feminine proelivities.
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Eave you ever thought that you were Faueer®, c¢r homosexual? {yes)
Have eonle aver ealled you a "gueer®, a "homo®, or a *fag"? (yes)
Fow did you fasl about this? {indifferent)

Have you ever dressed or acted like s woman? {yes)

Do you 1like to do this in speeial company only or anyplasce with
anyane? {spacial)

Have you ever wished %o be = girl? {res)

Do you think any part of your body or personzlity ig morr female than
rale? {yes)

Tow? bresste-; hise-: legs-; =arme-; profiles-; volce-; hands-§ {all)

“hat is your favoriie nickname among 2ll those you may have been called?
{ferinine names)

Fot Significant (P = ,10):
Yould yov eonsider yourself a Jeslcus nerson?

We were sble %o show that the sexusl offenders: (1) frenkly =dmitted
their homosexuality and were indifferent to society's re=ection to it as
well ss to any moral codes suvch behawior may have violated; (2) sincerely
wished that they had heen born females rather than males and believed that
many of thelr secondary sexual charncteristles were feminine opes:; {3) ore-
ferred feminine nicknames %o masculine ones,

The psyehoanalytic, neyeholozicel, 2nd scelological byvotheses with
which these resvonses were not inconsistent are: (1) The cceurrence of s
rerversion is one way in which a cexual disturbance may manifest itself
(16,p. 225). {2) iseeriiud (true) homosexurlity is of two linds:

(a) physlological (in which the biclogy of ths individusd is involved) ond
(1) nsycholngiecsl (in which the strivings and sttitudes =ad hebits are like
those of the ounosite sex and vhere his prefarences, tastes, ineliaktions,
and wighes are onnosed to his visfble hiolegy) (27,p. 456). (3) The homo-~

sexual is one who conceives of himself and is generally considered by others



Table 20. Distributionsof Interview Questions, by Siznificance Test
Values, Tor each Clinical Category in Interview Scoring
Analysis,

Clinical Very Approach Fot

Catezory  Signiflces X nificent Total

Anality 3 3 0 2 15

Pamily a 8 0 21 37

Environment 3 0 2 0 4

Harital

Status 1 4] 0 6 7

Sublimation 2 1 2 7 12

Sexual

Experiences k2 5 4 30 g1

Sexual

Preferences 27 6 1 3 37

Ideations 15 0 0 6 20

Sexeal

Stimulation ? G 4] 4] 7

Fepininity-

Mageunlinity 9 ¢ 4] 1 10

Totals: 117 23 8 83 231
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88 homosexnal (7,p. 233).

Table 20 shows the Alstribution of interview guestions, by siznifieance
test valuss, for esch clinical esntegory.

The five guestions which were not anzlyzed by chi s mmre because there
were muliiple answers glven to them and therefore thsir response frequencies
were ant independent, are as follows:

How was your wmost recent lover like your mother? verzonelity? likes
snd dislikes? habits? charaeter? (Toble 21},

“hat part of the body of your fasmale sex meriner interests you the
most? breast? fenitals? Buittocks? legs? arms? hands? mouth? hair?
evest ete.? {Table 22)

What nart of the bhody of your male sex vartner interests you the
nust? breabdt? genitals? buttocks? legs? arms? hands? mouth? hair?
avas? eto.? (Table 23)

How do you feel about homosemnle: -—dizzust? tolerance? fezr? hatred?
interest? like? (Yable 24)

s“hea ¥oa had your first orgasm, how did yon feel about this at that

time? dere you excited? worried? satisfied? relieved? ungry? fright-

ened? secrative? feel strongl! feel manly? {Table 25)

An sxawination of Table 21 discloses that both these groups of offenders
fougd 1ittle in thelr recent lovers which was common to their mothers. Ve
may speculate that this belief, in the sexual offender groun, was becsuse
their lovers were, »rimarily, msles snd not Temales, Since fifiy-three of
these sixty-seven sexual offenderm denied any corwonelty between their
sexusl nartners and their mothers, one shounld be wary sbout constructing any
theoretical assuantions sround this type of idestion or »raferennse,

Fable 22 strongly suggests that whieh had orevionsly been suggested by
other gquestions in the interview. The sexmal offenders, ns significantly
different them the controls, showed more interest in, rnd cxcitement from,
sexusl activities with females whieh involved the sizht an? éanipulation of
ths woman's genital and amal (rect=2l) areas. Taoble 23, which deals with the

sone concept with the male sex vartners, offers similsx indicallon. The



Table 21, Freguency of Reaponses to Interview Question 29,

Preaite of Sexmal

Siellsrity Offender

Personality 6 17 23

Physioue 2 1l 3

Likes and

Piglikes 2 i

Habi ts 2 6 10

Charscter 10 19 29

Speech 1 0 1

Yo

Similarity =3 47 1086
Fotalam: 78 92 17¢
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Table 22, TPreouency of Resvonses to Interview Quesiion 58,

Anatomical | Sexual
Portion & Ofgender Gontzol  Total
Breast 8 | 46 54
Genitals bl 57 101
But tocks 19 1 20
Lege 0 1 1
Hands 0 b 1
Houth 2 1 3
Eyes i 0 1
Face 2 2 4
Skin 1 4] 1l
Stomach ) 1l 1
Entire Body 7 1 B
¥o Portion At A1l 10 1 11
Totala: o4 112 206
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Pable 23. Trequency of Responses to Interview Guestion 59.

snatomical | Sexual

Portion _ _ Cifender Soptvrcl Totsl
Breast é 0 5
Genitals 37 0 37
Buttocks 22 ) 22
Mouth 3 0 3
Hoir 1 0 1
Eyes 2 o 2
Psoe 3 0 3
Skin 1l e 1
$tomach 1 o 1
Entire Bedy 5 0 5
Ro Portion At A1l 14 67 81

Totals: 95 67 162
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Table 24, TFreguemey of Resvonaes %o Interview Quastion 130.

Feeling

Towards Sexual

Homosexusle Offender

Disgust 7 48 55
Tolerance by 34 83
Pear 3 o 3
Batred 5 11 16
Interest 23 o 23
Like 17 o 1?7

Totals: 104 93 197
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Table 25, Freguency of Responses to Interview Question 188,

Feeling

in regard to Sexual

Lirst orzaenm Cifender Control Total
Excited b2 35 77
Worried 29 2z 51
Satisfied 24 19 43
Eelieved 18 10 28
Anxions 1l 0 1
Frightened 32 25 57
Secretive 34 37 71
Strong 8 3 11
Monly 25 38 63

Totals: 223 219 hoz




c¢hief fdifferennse betwesn these two tables sppears to have been in the
contyol grous, The econtrols indlcated different aratomical interests
in females {svezifieally the genltals snd brezst) end none at all with
male pariners «activities with whon they cdenied.

Table Z/F reveals thst the semel offenders were tolerant and
interested in honmesexurl mersons, :and thast they also like scme such
peonle, “he controls however, were orimarily disgusted bty such veople
ard elsimed they hated them, although they were zlsc tolerant of some
homosexnal s,

Tabple 25 shows the distributicnsol feeling sbont ithe firast sensation
of orgasm these subjects could remember. There mopezred to be s
rather close agroement between the two groups in these feelings mbout

Lis remembered nhenomenon. HFssentially both grours emphreized reecl-
lections of feeling excited, worried, {rightened, secretive, and manly.
They »lso ressllad feelings of satizfaction and rellef., Fhere apvesvs
to have been no essentiazl dilferences between these two grows of sublects
in thelr rescticns %0 these nhenomens.

Summazry of the Over-All Biflerences:

In this porbtion of the chapier we exmnined the data to determine

whether the sexual offenders diffored from the controls in any of the
ten eliunicaliiy=derived catezories which deseribed sexianl phencmena. e
found thit there were significant differcaces in erch e-tesory. Thus we
must eobelude that the s¢xual offenders sizmifieantly differed from the
gontrols in thoelr resnonsses to apecific interview sunestions,

Ip reexamining the ter criegories in which signiilcant differsaces
between the two grouns were fovnd, we noted thet dats from ome eategory,
for asxamvrle, ware similar $o data derived from another ecategory. 3Because

these categories 3138 nect erpear te be indevendent of each other, we decided
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to relefine then inte five, nmor« specifle, crterorien, e reslize
that such estegnrizing reoculres more sibtistical work, It wounld be
interesticg t0 determine statisticrlly, by intereorrelating the scores
on the zignificant items for the saxual offender and control grours
gevarately, what are the relations between these five cate ories, 3Because
of the preliminary character of this research nroject we di€ not engage
in such maninulatlions., Ve suggest this statistiesl nrojszet as a possibly
fruitful one for future resesrchers,

The five basic elinical aress in which these two groups differed
are: {1) concevnts of the mother, (2} concepts of the father, {3) concspts
of Zenital insdeauacy, {(4) choice of sexual object, (5) concepts of
developmental environment, family histery, and marital stakas, To derive
the first $two of these five e¢linicesl areas, we grouped reaponses to guestions
which had originally been analyzed in the following of the original ten
eategories: 2 {parental family), & (marital), B {(sex preferences),
8 {sex ideatinns), 10 {(femininity). The third of the five clinical sareas
was composed of questions which had related to categories: 1 {amality),
6 {sex exneriences), B (sex vreferences), 8 (sex ideations), 9 {sex
stimulations), 10 {femininity). The fourth clinice)l area included guestions
from sategories: & {sex exvmeriences), 7 (sex vreferences), 8 (sex ideations),
9 {sex stimulstions). The fifth clinical area included guestions from
eategories: 2 {parental family), 3 {environment), ¥ {maritsl), 6 (sex
experiences), 7 {sex vreferences), 8 {sex ideations), 9 (sex stimulations),
10 {femininity).

These analyses of the five areas will be summarized here. In order

sexual offender group in this summary, we speckfy thig nrocedure now, Thus,

in these five analyses, we refer only to the sexual offender group.
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1) & »rimary —rodlem of enncern resolved 2hout the "maternal image,
These svbieets found much diffiecnlty in defining their own roles in
gncicty without referring to the feoninine roles they swesumed, We found
2 cloze identification with the mother to be a vrimary nathogenic sign
in thece subjects. Interestingly, they did not believe thet thelr sexusal
vartners resembled the mother imsge, ¥We nlready referred to this 2nd
voirted ont thaet since the partner was ususlly male and not femsle, this
vag vnderstandadble, It would have been intercesting had we included, in
our interview, questions designed to study the ¥partner-father" relation-
shin, These might hove sllowed a more specifie internretation of this
~henomenon, Interpnretatione een be made, however, to exnlsin thiz phenomenon.
Primarily, if the sudject wes 1dentifying with the mother, then one micght
exnect other atPributee in the vartner than those ascociated with the mother,
Py identifying with the mother, the subJect assumed her sttiibutes, Thus
the nartaner had %o be different from the mother,

In response to guestiocn seventy~twe (i.e.,, "Which best deseribes your
feelinz rezarding sexual intercourse with womel¥) these cubjects most
freauently resvonded to the multivle-choice resvonse "like a kid with a
good Triend®, In resnonse to question seventy-three whieh surveyed the
game moteris]l with regerd to males, they revlisd most frecvently Flike
being in heaven , Thue we found that for these subjects sem=l experi-
encee with malee were synonymous with "deing in hesvern"; and Flike s Xxid
with 2 good friend™ was the chief descrinticn of thelr sexvel experiences
¥ith women, We believe the response "like a kid with a good friend” is
an infantile 2nd dependent concept. "Like a ¥d with a good frienmd” can
be interpreted as a regressive concept, or as an infantile concept im-
nlying dependency, or as a ¢oncept of vprojection which‘implias that

femples are maternsl and protecting., Thus these heterosexumsl relation-
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ships were not on a mature (sdult) psychologiesl level, but on s level

of infantilism which might have been ar-l: -1 to the psychologieal

level en which @ mother sad child meet, Hay we not assuome then, that

for these semal offenders, heterosexusl relationshins were wvsychologically
synonymous with infantile materhal contacts?

{2) The "paternal image" presented another area of concern to these
seznzl offenders. we found in these data reaPdnses consistent with the
concepts of fear, hostility, a2nd Jealousy, toward the father, These
subjects believed that, when they were children, thelr fathers had
threatened (and in some cases sttempted) “bedily injury®, and that the
fathers had actuaily made castration threats., Toward the father image
they felt jealousy for his role in the fawily constellaticn. Some sub-
jects actually had envisioned pabibiiédde, Some of these subjects also
believed thefir fothers to Be "wonderful men¥, Thus here we found the
interesting vnsychologicsl concepts of hate, fear, and jJealousy, coupled
with the ovposing concepts of love, respeet, and prestige —all projected
ou the father image. These confusiocns -nd poerly-defined enncepts, in
these sexmial offenders, would seem %o implyla payehological and a vsycho-
sexaal infantiliem,

{3) Fesponses %0 cerdain anestions revesled strong feelings of
gerital inadequscy and genital insecurity among the soxn=l offenders,
THey showed actuzl casiration fears. They indicated » bellef that their
venes were "not biz encugh®, and that their penes were "not strong
encugh®., They believed that they urinated more often than did other
people, They admitted they often studied thelr genltzls for evidences

of wanerssl disesse and other orgesale debilities, IV wonlsd seem that

&

these pends worried, penis Tenrs, and penis inadequoacies, indicpted that

these offenders were insecure people whe nrojected thelr feelings of
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inadeouacy or thelr sexual abilities, It is conceivable that they engaged
in gsexnal activities which were homosexuval, ververted, and anti-sceisnl,
becsuse they feared that heterosexual contacts would test thelr masculine
abilities snd prove them inadequate,

{4) The sexual choicem of these offenders were »rimarily homosexual.
They enjoyed exhibiting thelr nakedness before selected male audlences.

They =zlso enjoyed viewing sexusl exhibitione., They enjoyed watching sexual
forays. Rectal intercourse was the chief source of gratification., Fellatio
t@w‘awenu second cholce, 7They claimed that they could only sexually sztisfy
men, =nd that only men could sexually satisfy them. Of parenthetical interest
to these concepts was their beliefl that "women are stronger than men®, It

is within our vrovince to sreculate that they preferred men because, bheing
"weaker than woman®, men presented them with less of z"est” of thelr own
abilities.

Although these subjects indicated easy sexual aroussl {i.e., by
thunderstorme, accidents, hot bathe, sitting next to handsome men,
morning erections, ete.), a2 tabulation of their sexusl outlets leads one
%o deny excessive seyxuslity in these semunl offenders. They were not
Rover sexed" in terms of frecuency of outlet. They engaged in less sexual
intercourse than did the controls, as meassured by frecuency of ocutlst
ner week or month,

{3) Of final interest were the differences in environment, family
history, and marital status., These semasl offenders emsnated from
environments in which overt sexuality was a famlliar behavicr. They re-
called hearing and seeing incidents of overt heterosexunlity, homo-
sexurlity, pedophilia, =nd bestiality. I% might be susneected, therefore,
that thelr adult sexual natterns, in some ways, mirrored these conmunity

natterns of behavior,
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sherrant preferences, and confusions in recognizing their own roles
in soclety.

A number of osychornalytle, psychologieal, and zociolegical hypo-
theses which desl with the probleme of sexual offense and gexusl
devistion were examined 1n light of these data. We found that these data
were not inconsistent with many of these hypetheses and were inconsistent
with others. A study such as this eannot be extended to = crueial test
of sach of these various hynotheses. The testing of each such hypothesis
is 2 study in itself. Our vpurpose was to submit some of these hypotheses
to the snotlight of our data end %o see whether or not these data were
consliatent with these hypotheses,

To the extent that this interview questionnalre messured the warisbles
included in it, these semsnl offenders showed significant differences from
these eontpols on the following clinically~derived variables: (1) concents
regerding anality, (2) narental fsmily and developmental factors, {3) en-
vironmental stimulations {cuteide varental family), (4) marital history,
{5) sublimation capscities, {6) sewial experiences, (7) sexusl preferemnes,
{8) sexusl 1deations, {9) sexusl stimulations, {10) coneeptualizations

regsrding subjectls own degree of femininity or masculinity.
DIFFPEEHCES BITWEEY SUBRLGROUPS OF SEXUAL OFFZimrs

In this section we will describe the deta relevant to the question
of whether or not sudb-grouns of sexusl offenders revealed consistently
#iznificant differences in this interview questionnsire,

In Chapnter II1 we outlined our rationals for separating ocur sexual
offender groun into two varts —the homosexnal and the heterosexual sube
grouns. In that chepter we slso explained in detall why we chose to

sxamine some msponses for heterogenelity on those tests of verception and
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why we decided not to examine the other reaponses for heterogenelity.
Bgsentially, the same procedure and rationsle will be used in this chapter
as was used in Chapter IXI, HNere, we will examine for sub-greup differ-

ences those cuestions which revealed differences between the sexunal offender

and control groups at P-wvalues of .05 and ,02.

%hﬁa‘y@u &e make friends; are the friendships wuzually lasting onest
Homo: yes
Heto: sometimes

Have vou ever been described by others 235 obstinate..stubborn..
revengeful?

Bomo! yes

Heto: yes

Were your parents strict z2bout tollet training?
Fome: yes
Heto: yes

2. G Z rardine pa
Fid you eVﬂr think, wi%haut sufficient resscn, that your father
was goinz to or might hert your mother?

Homo: no
Heto: no

If youn ever thought your mother was a wonderful woman, d4id you ever
think this way sbout any of your lady teschers?

Homo: sometinmes

Hetos no

Wag there ever » time when you thought your father was going to
hurt you as & child?

Homo: no

Hetor no

Have you ever been Jjealous of your father?
Homo! sometimes
Heto: yes

Md you ever think that your father was a2 wonderful guy?
Hono?! yves
Heto?! sometimes

If you thouzht ¥hat your fathesr was =2 wonderfuvl guy, did you ever
$hink thiz way about any of your msle teachers?

Homo?! sometimes

Heto: no



Jere you ever nunished as a child by your varents or family for
heving a sexual experlence?

Homes no

Heto: no

¥hieh of your varents instructed you in sex?
Bomo? mother asnd father
¥eto: melther

3. 13 RS J s 3,
Do you.like to play carés?
Homo? yes
Eetor yes
b, egardins sexusl experiences:
B@ayou,find that sexal activity relaxes you? makes yon $tired? puts
a spring in your stev?! Specify type of z2ctivity.
domo: puts a spPing im your step
Heto: makes you tirad
Are you ever tense and worried =2boul havinzg sexusl relations with
bvovs ¥
Homo: no
Heto: no
How ¢1d were you the first time you hed 2ny sexusl experiences with
another person?
Eomo: 5«13 years old
Heto: 13-15 years old
Do you ever have s "hard on® in the morning when you wake up?
Homo: yes
Heto: yes
M4 you ever dream about beinz beaten by yrour sexual partuer?
Home: no
Heto: no
5. Concevts regardine sexusl vreferences:

which is the sironger: man or woman?
Hospt woman
Heto: man

Does it matter to you that your semxual partner g=ts as much satisfaetion
from sex as you do?

Homo: yes

Feto: sowetimes

Do you prefer %o have one or many sexunrl tles?
Homo?: one
Heto: one

Pollowing sexual release, do you like to remain wiik your sex partner;
or 4o you vrefer to leave your paritner after finishing with the sexual
act?

Homos: stay

Heto: go
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Do you enjoy the warmth of bodlly contact with your wartner?
Homos yes
Hetos no
Do you like to walk around naked when slone?
EBomot: no
Fete! no
How often do you desaire sermasl nleasurel?
Homo: 2-7 times per week
Eeto: onte ner week
Do you like 30 play with your sex nartner before sciually having
intercourse, or do you like to get right %o 1t}
Homo: play
Heto: zet rigzht to 1t
The distributions and sigpifieance test values of thesd twenty~five
guestions are shown in Aprendix §.
Of these tventy-five questions which we ®xsnined for sub-group dif-
ferences, five cuestions were revenled as significantly different between
the two sub-groups:

{1) If you ever thought your mother was a wonderful woman, did you
ever thuink this way about any of your lady teschers?

{2) Do you find that sexnal activity relaxes youl? mskes you tired?
ruts a spring in your stepl Ipecify tyoe of smctivity.

{3) Does it matter to you that your sex partner gets as much satis-
faction from sex as you do?

{4) Do you enjoy the warmth of bedily econtact with your sex partner?

{5} Do you like to vlay with your sex nartner before actunally having
interscourse, or do you likes to zet right to it?

That five cuesiions showed sispificant differences between the
homosexaal and heterosexusl sub-groups might lesd one to coneluds these
sub-grouns were composed of subiects who eomprise different populations.
These differences would seem %to sunnort the thesis that the sexnsl offender
group commrise heterogeneous mopulatisn rather than a homogeneous one. Ve
recognized, however, that so few sicnificant differences might have been
due to the opsration of chance factors. Therciore, we were compelled te

eonclnde that these differences bestweern the two sub-grouwps were not
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sufficient to indieate heterogensity among thesge sub-groms,

Sammary of Sub=Groun Differences,

The seynel)l affender sub-rrovups showed significeant differences in
regnongse to only fve of the twenty-five interview questions we analyzed,
Po the esxtent that these interview ltems messured sexusl phenomena, these
sexaal offendér sub-groups responded similarly to most itenms,

3ince we were not able $¢ show sufficlient heterogensity in these
sexual o ffender sub-grouns, we found that they commrise a honmogeneous
groun in terms of this questionnalre analysis of psycholegieal variables

in nsychosexnal rhenomenas,

SUMHMARY

In this chanter we nresented snd discussed the resulis of our inter-
view procedure., In the beginning of the chapter we analyzed the results
vertinent to the nrodlem of determining whebher the sexrual offender group
diffored from the non—gsexnally-deviznt controls on the interview Variables.fﬁ
In the seeond vortinn of the chapter we reported and discussed the dif-
ferercas we found bhetween the sexnal offender sub-groums.

To the extent that this interview was a valid measure of psycho-semal
phenomens we est~blished that the semaal offsnder and control groupe dif-
fered in their resmonses to these guestions which analyzed such phenomena.
The sexnal offender gromnp gshowed a sexuzlly oriented frame of reference o
these questions that was significantly different from that of the controls.
The fr-me of reference these sexusl orenders consistently walrisined was
indicative of sexus) vpathogenicity. Lhe controls did not indicate such
a frame of reference to thisg interview., Ihe controls did not show any clear-

cut indication of sexmal nathogenicity., Mnsally, we showed that these

sexuzl offenders when reconstituted into their ¢comvonent grouns (i.e., homo-
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sexual and heteposexual groups) maintained consistant responsiveness to
most interview varisbles.

The frame of reference to sexual phenomena was consistenily more
sexurlly pathogenlec in these sexnal offendsra thai 1% was in thase contrels.
¥e found that the semmnl offenders comprise a homogeneous group in wespact

to sexual behavior, sexual prefsrence, asxual ideation,and sexmal expsrience.



CHAPTIR VI
FUMMASY AND CONCLUSIONS

This inguiry was nmade t0 deternine whether sexusl offenders comprise
a8 homogeneous grown or a heterogrneous groun with respect to their responses
to msyeholozical test varizbles., In Chopter I ww summarized selected
refercnces vhich showed thot mony investigators hold differing opinions:
some believed thot sexual offenders comprise a homogeneous populaticn wierew
ag some s~i:d that the sexusl offenders comprise a heterogensous populztion,
verying isn many wvays.

This ztudy slso sought to examine the extent of "percepiual sensiti~
zation” in sexusl o7 ’enders. Ve made the assumption that sexual offenders
were nercentually sensitized to sexual stiwumli, In accordance with the
Bruner and Postman hyvnothesis (9) we assumed that sexusl offenders would
nale sexusl resnonses to zexual mnd amblizuocus test situstions in sccordance
with thelr narticular value orientations,

To test these hypotheses we devised two teuts of nerceptual function
and an 1nt@rview% =nd we used a standardized projective test,

The tests of pnroreentual function ghowed that the sexual offenders were
more sexually resnonsive $o test ztimull thsn were the controls. The sexusl
resnonsivensss of the sexuasl offenders was not limited to sexually susgestive

tezt stimuli but extended to test stimull which were not intended %o be

}ﬁb suggest eaution in the intervretatinn of the reeults of these procedures.
The two tests of perceptiion were exploratory and require further dévelopment.
Specifieally, before these tests can be used for individusl diasgnostic

purposes, oross~-validating snalyses snd stendardizetion is reculred,
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gsexual in character. The sexual offenders! resvonses to one of these
teste were rated as being significantly more anti-socclial, aggressive,
and suthoritarian than were those of the controls., Sub-gzrouns of sexual
offendere {homosexual and heterosexuszl groups) were not differentiated
by these tests,

The Blacky Plciures Test showed that the sexual offendiers could be
classitTied as more infasntile in thelr pasychosexmual development than cowld
the controls, if the alleged walidity of this test is sccepted. Sexusl
offenders mede responses %o the fs3t which were interpreted tc indiocste
the existence of oroblems relating to Gedipal factors, castration
anxieties, sibling rivalries, and masturbatory and general gallt feelings.
The test resnonses of the sexual offenders showed nsychosexus]l deviations
whieh were significantly different from such test responses of the con-
trols. Sube-groups of sexuazl ®ffenders (homosezwal and hetercsexusnl groups)
were not differentiated by this test.

In the interview,the sexual offenders, ss opnosed to the eontrols,
were shown to have identified with their mothers znd felt hostile toward
their fathere., 3Jexusl offenders were concerned :bout their bodies and
their genltale; they indicsted castraticn fears snd excessive urination,
and doubbted the adeosunacy, size, or hezlth, o thelr genitzls, Sodomy was
the sexual activity of choice for the sexusl offenders and fellatio was
the preferred slternative, There was, however, no absclute consistency 1m,

or specificity of, the sexual behavior renorted by the sexual offenders:
|

they nreferred the nerversions, engaged in various types of perverse
activities, but indulged in hetercsexunl as well zs homosexnsl behavior.
Sub-grouns of sexusl offenders (homosexusl 2z2nd heterosexusl grouns) were
not differentiated by responses to interview items,

The statistienl anzlyses of these test and interview nesassurcments



showed?:

controls on mnst procedures,

{1) The sexn=l offenders were simmifieantly different from the

{(2) 8ub-grouvs of sexual offenders (homo-

sexusl and heterosexusl grouns) were not differentiasted by any of these

nrocedures,

{3) Sexmsl offenders were sexually oriented to stimuli which

were sexual in chaorscter and to stimull which were not intended to be

goexual in echaracter,

To the extent permitted by these analyses, ther=fore,

the conclusions may be drawn that these sexual offenders comprise a groun

which differs slgnificantly from the controls in terms of group distributicns

of responses and shows a nerceptual sensitization which is in asccordance

with a sexunl frame of reference.

Yow let us econsider how our results contribute to the guestion of

homogeneity and heterogeneity discussed in Chapter I,

First, it is

necessary to consider briefly the meaning of homogenelty, in crder that

the siznifiecance of our resnlis may be asscertained,

Table 26, Hyvpothetieal Distributions of Twe CGrouns on 2 Test, Iliunstrating
Heanings of Homogenelity,
Gaze A _ Case B Case C

Grown 1 Gxoup 2 Group 1 Group 2 Group 3 Gro.m 2
1. 67 0 38 0 i0 2
2, L+ o 1?7 0 25 2
3. O 4] 1z 0 14 ¥
4, O 0 0 0 12 12
Se 0 0 0 1z 2 14
8. L8] 0 0 17 2 10
7. 0 67 0 38 2 15
Potals 67 67 67 67 67 67

Consider the hypothetical distributions presented in Table 26, These

distributions eouwld have been obtained, on =z test with seven scoring csate-

gories, by two groups of sixty-seven subjects each.

of homogeneity, in which

Csse A shows an instance

all menmbers of a glven group obtaln the identieal
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scere on the test varisble, This is cne possible meaning of homogeneity.
Qase B shows that, while eagh groun reveazls wvaristion in score on the
test, there is no overlavming between the groups. This is snother
vogsible meaning of heomogeneity. Cszse { presente a distridbuticn in which
ezch groupr showe scores over the entire range of the test verizble dut

in whieh the grouns are siguificantly different, This is z third possidle
mezning nf relative homogenelty with consldierable overlap between grouns,

A review of the dlstributions of reavoanses for the semal offendey
and control groups employed in thls siudy revealed that they resemble most
clearly the one shown for Case O {ses, for example, Table 4, Page 49, and
Table 3, page 57), slthough the varistion within grours was grester than
that shown 1n Cose € in most instances. That is, the groups were signi-
ficantly differentiated on many test and interview warisbles, but the
diztributions show overlsp and ezeh grouwn shows variabilidy over alwmost
the whole range of the test dimenslion.

Zeturning now to the nuesti~n of the hetorogeneity or the homogzsnelty
of the sexusl offender group, we see thal the answers nrovided by owr data
will differ as the lefinition of these terms differs, In tzrme of homo-
geneity as illustrated in Oase A, our data show that the sexual offender
groun 1s not homogeneow® -no more 8- than the contrel groun. Hor can honow
geneity in the sense of {zse B be sunported by our data., Owur conclusion
of romogeneity has reference to fase € and to Cose € Only.

The demmnatration of sintistically significzsat diffsrences between the
distribotions 6! v:sponses for two grouns msy occur &3 a function of dife
ferences 1n central tondencies for the groups. Variadbility of resvonses
anong individuals im sub-grouns of these two groups may still be Iargé
and possibly equal., Thus it iz nossible to demonstrate this tipe ofyralative

homogenelty in resvonse distributions of subegrouns, esch containing extensive
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varisbility smons indlvidusl regnonses, as in Case §. vhers thera is the
comnarable ranse and varigbility, there is necessarily tremendons overlap
in individusl rasnonses, snd = significsat Pwvslue for differsnces batwaen
the two distributisns does ndt necessarlly mean homogeneliy of resionse
within either grour, Thercfore, reslistiec coution must be useld in intere
vreting tests of signifiesnce, One must not assume that 2 amsll) Povalue,
which indic=tes satatistics) sizsnificance, wrecludes internsl variability
and overiap of the two distributions,

Begsuso of the small numbers of subjectis in esrisin of our legally-
clezglifisd groms, 1t was necesssry in combining our subjecte inte groups
for =nalysis, 10 consider several citegories as = single cztopory, nmmelys
"momosexnal’ of "heiercsexuesl™, It is vessivle L1 st {n the zrouning of
notentizlly different tynes of sex offenders we have submerged or lost the
nossibiiity of demonstrating stetisticelly different trends of responses
anong thesze gsubegroune, 'hus the merginzg of sub-groups may have masked
differential sub-group trends.

Ahother assumption may e »rasented to accouwat for the lack of heterow
geneity ihA our sexunl offender groun., VUur procedores were designed to
investigate sexual variables, It is conceivable that if there is hetero=
geneldy among sexusl offenders, such neaterogeneity lies smoag othar variables
than those sexual variables which we tested., & clus o the velidity of
thig assumption ie found in the resulis of the Incomnlete Pictures Teasi, our
only procedurs which explored nreas other than the sexual, In thia test we
found three signiricant diiferences between the sub-grouns of sexusl o’ enders,
Three other varinbles aspproasched statisticael signiflesncae, These six
variables, which migcht be netential indicaters ol heterogencity (i.e., might
ghow variability), concerned items other than the sexual,

It may be seen from this discussion that there is no easy snswer to the



loosely immlied generslizations from Chapter I, where the hyvotheses

that sexual o fenders comorise elther z homogeneous or a heterogenscus

nopalation were nresented, This mroblem is similar to the general problem

of use ¢f test scores in disgnosis where statistically signifiecsnt group

differcrces do nnot necessarily have disgnoetic vslue in individusl cases.
In ezsence, then, these suggestlions renresent poss%ﬁae ways {or showing

differences between subegroups of sexu~l offendors. It may be possible

%o demnnstrate homogeneity by devising teclhnicues fo reveal zhsolute dife

ferences between groups, 28 illustrsted in Case A of Table 26; or by re-

vorling different patterns of regponses between gZrouns, a8 illustrated

in Czse B of the 3rme table, %We hove chorted a course, Such differcnces

remnin to bhe deronstrated,
PERODETICAL IMPLICATINTS

Although the results of the study failed to show stiztistically
gsignificant differences between distributions for sexusl offender sube
grouns, our dsta did show that variability in responses is as characteristic
among s exual offenders as among controls, Therefore, we believe that tlose
who view the seminl offender clsssificetion azs ome that is homogeneous =nd
without variability in persohality dimensions {i.e,, & classificstory
"entity") sre making an assumption that is not supnorted by these dota.

Jexual offenders are significantly different from nonesexuslliy-deviznt
affenders on nersonality variables, Consecuently, classification, disguostie,
snd therspentic programs have to commence with such a faet, 7The sexual
offenders show a range of nersonality and behavioral responsges; snd, ale
thouch they do not necesscrily show the same responses as iandividuals, they
do differ as - group from non-gsexuslliy-deviznt offenders,

A primary theoretical question raised by this study is: What 1s a
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sexual offendert Our study hae reemphasized the imvortance of sn a9 Hrow
rriate definition of the "sex offender®, We eliminsted from our sexusl
offender clnsgification accidental and borderline c=zszes as well 23 some
ecases of Plegsl sex offendcrs® by virtue of a2 commission of =n offense
arainst 2 statute relatine to sex delinounency., Thus we constituted a sexual
offender grour vhieh, =ltkrugh 1t failed to show sube=groups differentiadle
or the varisblee investigsted, still showed internal variability iaﬁresy&nse
to test dimensions., ¥e have, as rigidly as was possible, defined the sexual
offenfler groun sid still we were not z2ble to remove variability in response
or find sny mensure of =ahsolute homogenclty in the sexual offender gwomp. It
wonld seem, thercfore, that, if the elassificetlion "saxual offender® 1s to
have theoretical and nractiesl sisnifiesnce for those whose task it is to
work with the sex nffender, very rigid definition ls necess-ry in basie
reserrcehes,

Clmesification, nroverly oriented, may derive some benefits from these
data, ¥Ye have shown th=t semal offenders vercelve znd conceptualize sexmal
and nonezexusl stimnll differently than do nopesexunlly-devi:nt offenders;
but that the scxusl offenders 2re not uniform in their nerceptusl responses,
¥e slso showad thet hoth the sexusl offenders and the non-sexuslly-deviont
offerders arc vori-ble in sex behavior., Thus, claszificsticn shonld recognize
variability in personslity veriables within the sexusl offender zroup and
desinst from the "sinsle naockare voriety® elzssificrtion of gexusl offenders,

Cur d~te indicate thot sex behavior may be eonsidered within ihe
ares of nergonality study., Pisgnosis should be concerned with the variszbles
of narsonslity ss well as with the symptometic activities., Get, frame of
referenceg velue orientrtion, ap-ear te be some of the psycholozicnl concents
of value in workins -ith sexu=l offenders, Je do not make a clazim for ade

vaneing new methnds of apnroneh to the disgnostie »nroblems in ssxual offenders.
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We sureest, however, that within the techniines we have emmloyed, ther: can
perhans be found goma instruments for senarating semuslly =berrant offendears
from non-ssxnally=sherront offenders, To the extent that certain toes of
resaonses, or n=tterneg of resnonsiveness o these thehnicnee, may nrove
te be nathognomonic far sem») offenders, our dats hawve di-gnostic immli.
ertions, In comes where zn individual hag enommitted an offense whieh does
rot seem to be relsted to 2 sexus]l offense, we may bBe ahls to show through
these technisues that the individnal wmsy be sexually abherrant =nd that
his offense may kzvs had sexual connotatioans,

Trom the therasentic moint of wiew, our study may be considered
a5 landing welsht to the mogition thet symniomatle trestment 1c of lags
imnortance than is the trestment of esussl factors. e suggest that set
end Crane of vaforence may heve to Be sltersd 47 trsstment g to nrove
gneccesefnl with sexnal offenders, %e have ghown that the resmonses of sex
offenders sres veriable, and that they may not be valld or relisble yarde
gtieks of rersonslity. Our resalts suggest thet thereny should de cone
cerned with vorisbles cof nersonzlity, The very fzact thet the sexusl
offender dosg ghow Aifferences from non—sexualliy-devi-nt o7fenders wouvld
seem to indleate thet the semal o ffonder is a "selected merson® (i.e., a
member of a senarate sroum)., Therefore, 1t would seem that the therapeutic
offices mizght Be regonciled with the sexusl offendertls freme of reference.
Sinee the zexual offender is differcut from the non-sexnslly-doviant
offender, a8 indicated by t"is study, it would seem lozicesl to suggest that
snekin) diagnostic, thersveutie, =snd clzssifientory teehnloues may need
to be develoned to sl =ith the zemaal offender, sz d1fferent from techniques

need in fealing with nonesexuelliyedaviont affendars,
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TABLE I,

Legal Claszification Distribution of Age

Variable in Sexual Cffender Group,
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TABLE T .

Legal Classsification Distridution of Age

Yarishle in Sexual Offender Group

.

Clagzification , X
Weite Negro  Fotal
Sodomy 36,2 24,6 30.4%
Pedophilia 33.4 0.0 33.4
Exhibitionism 29.0 0.0 23.0
Carnal ¥nowledge 2h,0 0.0 24,0
fontrivuting to
Pelinmency of Minors 45,0 0.0 k5,0
X CGrand Total = 27.4
X Totsl wWhite = 29.9
X Total Hegro = 24,3
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TABLE® II,
Lezzl Classifieztion Distridbution of Race

Yariable in Semmal Offender Group

Race Home, Sod. nspe  Pedo.  Txhid, C.K. €.D.N, Total
¥hite 21 5 5 8 1 1 1 42
Hegro 16 5 b 0 0 0 o 25

Total 37 10 9 8 1 1l 1 67
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TABLE III.
legal Classification Distridbution of I.4.

Yariable in Sexual Offender Group
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TABRLE III,
iegal Olmszsifleation Mstribution of I 4.

Varinble in Sewxwal Offender Group

1. & Sod, _Heme  Yedo, B+t LTI 7Y SR VN -
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TABLE IV,
Legal Clacsification ¢f Léducational VTarisble

in Sexal Uffender Group.

Yesrs of Fomo, Sod. lare Pedo, Zxhib.,  C.X, 75 % L
2 0 1 1 1
3 1 01 11 2 3
i 0O 4 4 1 123 0 3 1 01 10
[ 101 611 0 11 ‘ 3
é B 2 6 21 32 1 3101 101 1 0 1 15
? 31 4 11 2 2 o 2 8
8 2 3 6 1 0 12 0 2 9
9 2 3 5 1 0 1 6
10 112 o0 1 1 3
11 011 o0 11 2
12 L o 4 1 0 1 5
13 0
14 2 o 2 2
Ord.Tot. 37 10 9 8 1 1 1 &7
Tot,¥h, 21 5 5 8 1 1 1 k2
Tot.Neg. 1€ 5 4 0 't} 0 0 25
- p ?\ :sl ‘G& :-«1 -_q Ea F ’:.nfh S OO D O T D ITND
X~ oo™ >®» o ™o W00 O O O O D O D o0 O O

; Grand Total = 7.1

= fotal white ® 7.5

C ]

Total Negro = 5.6
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TABLE V.
Legal Clzssification Distridution of Marital

Status in Sexual (Offender Group.

Sod,

gty

mﬁmm%

Rape

T W _H % ¥ ¥ T Total
Harried 5 3 8 2 1 13 30 3 1 o 3% 15
Hever
ﬁaw1m16132931}?5&95&5101101 B2
Totsl
¥hite 21 5 5 8 l i 1 42
Total
¥egro 16 5 b 0 ) o 4] 25
Grand

Total 37 10 9 & 1 1 1 67
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TABLE VII.
legal Classification Distribution of Length eof Sentence

Varisble in Sexual Offender Grouwp

Famber Hgm . M ?»&5 y@@u Y Ma : _Gig. Q,B, g;
Yonthe W ¥ % W ¥ T ¥ ¥ TW W T W H ¥ W N PW N T Totel
6 o 1 1 1 0 1 2
9 0 1 1 1
12 11 2 12 30112 0 2 8
15 0
18 3 3 6 1 1 2 1 0 1 9
24 3 2 3 1 0 1 &
30 0
4 L 3 72 2 1 2 11 2% g 4 10 1 17
42 0
LB 31 41 011 0 1 1 0 1 7
54 )
60 b 2 6 101 4
&4 o
72 0 1 1 0 1 1 2
84 0 1 1 1
90 ¢
126 30 03 2 0o 2 5
168 0
2ho 0 2 2 2
Grd.Tot. 37 10 9 8 1 1 1 67
Tot.Wh, 21 5 5 8 1 1 1 42
Tot.¥eg, 16 5 4 0 0 0 0 25
. s E2333IBER BB S0 FRe B
X S 5 b 55 DO WO O O D D 00 0 0 O

;Gramé Potal = 46.3

- Totel White = 44,3
b ¢
Total Wegro = 49.6
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Legel @lassification Dlatribution of Length of Present Sentence

&lresdy Served Variable in Sexual Offender Group
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PARLY ViIla.
iogel Slesaification Mstribhut’on of Length of Present Sentence

KMresgdy Served Vaoriable in Sezugl Offender Greup

Classiffeation X
Homosexuality 15.9 13.8 15.0
mﬁmwoa. m.# gam H@o“
Rspe 19.5 22.8 20.9
Pedophilia 8.8 0.0 8.8
Exbibitionism 11.0 0.0 11,0
Crrral Xnowledge 18.0 0.0 18.0
Coatridbuling to the

Dolincuency of Mincre 6.0 0.0 6.0

m Orand Total = 14,2

Maa#au. ¥hite = 13.8

m Total Hegre = 15.0
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TABLE IX,
Legal Clessification Distridbution of Number of Previous

Cormitments in Sexvual Offender Groun.

¥amber Homo, Sed. Rape Pedo, BExhid, CoXn 8.0 M,

Qommits, W R T W ¥ %W ¥ T W XK T W N T W M T W B T Total
o 1 01112 2 ¢ 2 5
1 7 613 2 1 30 1 1 3 0 3 10110 1 22
2 6 39 2 0 22 0 2 13
3 3 2 3 3 3 6 3 0 3 1k
5 31 80 11 1 01 é
5 1 2 3 0 2 2 5
6 0 1 1 1
4 0
8 0
9 0o 1 1 1

Grd.Total 37 10 9 8 1 1 1 67

Tot.White 21 5 5 8 1 1 1 b2

Tot.Negro 16 5 b 0 0 0 0 25
3% SNN L LNNSNpO LD FO F LD E D o

OO OF R OO WM OO WO 0 00 0 WO O
"xﬁrand Total = 2.3
3 Total White = 1.9
i'&?atal Hegro = 2.9



TABLE X,
Preouency of Age Variable in Sexusl Offender Group

and in Yon-Sexually Deviant Control Group

1482
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2ABLE XX,
Freguency of Bagce Variable in Sexusl Offernder Gromp»

and in HoneSexunlly ZTeviant Control Groun

Zotal 67 67 13
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TABLE XIX.

Frequency of I. §. Variable in Sexual Offender Group

and in ¥on-Sexuslly Deviant Control Group

Sffender

_Negro
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Qe
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56
57
8
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22
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a4
85
Bé
27
g8
89
o0
21
o2
93
ol
95
96
98
99
100
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Freoueney of I. Q. Variable in Sexual Offender Groun

snd in Non-Sexually Deviant Oonirol Group

I. Q. Sexual Offender trol

Gontrol .

Points White  iegro Total White Hegyo _ Total Total

104 1 0 1 1 0 1 2

105 0 0 0 1l 't 1 1

106 0 1 1 0 0 0 1

lo7 0 0 0 o 2 2 2

109 0 1 1 5 0 5 6

110 0 0 0 1 0 1 1

111 o 3 o 0 1 1 1

112 0 0 ) 2 1 3 3

113 2 0 2 1 0 1 3

115 0 0 0 1 0 1 1

116 0 1 1 0 0 0 1

117 1 0 1 1 0 1 2

119 1 0 1 0 0 0 1

120 3 4} 3 0 0 0 3

122 0 0 o 1 0 1 1

124 0 0 0 1 0 1 1

126 2 0 2 2 0 2 L

127 1 0 1 0 v} o} 1
Grd,Total 67 67 13% x = 93.0
Pot, White 42 42 84 X = 66.7
Tot . Hegro 25 25 50 3 = 82,3

X 96.1 83.6  91.5 56,1 77.4  90.2
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PAELE XI1X.
Frequency of Fducatioan Variable in Sexual Offender

Group and in Ron-Sexually Deviant fontrol Groww,

Behonl 8 5&2; Of fender Control ,
zg_..___.._..__m__e Jegro Total White  TFegre Totsl Totel
2 0 1 1 0 0 0 1
3 2 1 3 0 3 4 2
& 5 5 10 2 0 2 12
5 1l 2 3 2 3 5 8
6 11 & 15 8 8 16 31
7 6 2 8 7 1l 8 16
8 6 3 g ? 4 11 20
9 3 3 6 7 1 8 14
10 1 2 3 2 & 6 9
11 0 2 2 1 0 1 3
12 5 0 5 3 s} 3 8
13 0 0 0 1 0 1l 1l
14 2 0 2 2 s 2 3
Grand Total 67 67 13%
Total White 42 {42

Total Negro 25 25 50

X 78 6 2.1 8.1 6.5 7.5

fo

; Grand Total = 7.3

; Total White = 7.8

- Total Hegro = 6.6
X



Freqgueney of Marital Status Variable in Sexual Offender Group

and in Non-~3exually Deviant Contrsl Group

TABLE XIV.

153

FHarital .—___ME.!-_...__... ;
Status dhite Fegro Total Total
Haorried 11 b 15 11 5 15 30
Xever

Married 52 21 52 3 21 52 104
Grd.Total 67 67 134
Tot, White 42 b2 84
Zot,.Negro 25 25 50
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¥ABLY XV,
Precueney of Socinefieonnsmie Status Variable in Sexusl Offender Group

and in Hon-Texually Devisat fontrsl Broun.

Bogio- Sexusl Offender Sontrol

Eaonomic

Status White  Fegro Total shite Hegre Total Total
Laborer 2 18 20 2 18 20 40
Unekilled 3 b ? 3 4 ? 14
Sami.gitilled 15 1 16 15 1 16 42
S5killed 9 2 i1 g 2 11 22
Small Business 5 4] 5 5 (s} 5 10
Posiness 1 4] 1 h 0 1 2
Farmer 5 0 5 5 0 5 10
Professional 2 ] 2 2 0 2 i
Grané Total 67 67 134
Potal White 42 42 84

Potal Yegro 25 25 50




TABLE AVa.
Summary of Soclo=iconomlc Coutrcl Feactors of Fauthers

and Inmstes bistug for all Groups

Jogice Bhite | Fegro oo ot %
Zeoncmie Father Inmate Father Inmate er nnate
Laborer b 25 36 37 o 62
Unskilled 6 15 8 12 1% 27
Semi-skilled 30 33 2 p 32 34
Sicilled 18 10 & 4 22 10
Small Business 10 0 0 o 10 o
Buainess 2 o o o 2 0
Farmer e ¢ 4] 0 10 0
Professional b 1 0 0 4 1
L} 8k Bl 50 50 134 134




Frequency of Length of Sentence Variable in Sexual Offender Sroup

TABLE XVI,

and in Non-5exually Ieviant Control Group

156

Tamber Sexus) Offender Control

Honths ¥hite JNegro Total White THegzyo  Total fotal
é l 1 2 31 1 2 i
9 D 1 1l o} 1 1 2

12 b L 8 3 5 8 16

15 o 0 0 1 0 1 1

18 5 b 9 3 1 4 13

2h 3 2 6 4 L 8 14

30 o 0 0 6 1 7 ”

36 12 5 17 6 1 7 24

&2 0 0 0 7 3 10 10

L é 1 7 1 0 1l 8

L1 o 0 0 ] 1 1 1

60 5 2 7 3 2 5 12

66 0 0 0 2 1 3 3

72 0 z 2 ) 3 i 3

8L 2 b A 2 o 7] 0 1

90 0 0 o] 0 1 b 1

120 5 0 5 5 4] 5 10

168 0 0 0 0 1 1 1
240 0 2 2 0 1 1 3

\ ; -
Grand Yotal 67 67 134 X = 46,2
Totel White 42 42 84 X= i iy
Zatal llegro 25 25 50 x = 48,6
X .3 B9.6 6.2 Wp,2  h7,6 45,5
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TABLE XVII.

Frequency of Lanzth of Sentence Alreasdy Ssrved ¥ariadle in Sexual

Qontrol
Negro

Offender 8rovn ~nd Ia Fon-Sexually Deviant Groun

Total
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WL te
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Hambe

67

23

hz
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L2

Grand Totel

Total White
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TERLE XVWILI.
Prequency of Wamber cf Previous Conmitments Variadle in Sexual

Offender Group and in Non-Sexually Deviant Control Group.

Fumber Sexual Offerder Control

Previcus

Commitmonts White Negro Total White HNegro Total Total
¢ 4 ¥ 5 3 2 5 10
1 L 14 8 22 11 4 15 37
2 10 3 13 12 9 21 3
3 9 5 14 11 3 14 28
% L 2 8 3 2 5 11
5 1l & 5 1l 4 5 10
6 L] 1 1 1 O 1 2
? 0 Q O 3] 1 i 1l
&8 ) 4] 0 Q 0 [+ 0
3 K 1 1 0 0 o 1

8r-nd Todal (¥4 67 134

Total White %] 42 84

Total Negro 25 25 50
i 19.5 2.9 2.3 2.2 2.6 2.3

X Grand Total =

ny
.
)

X Totel White = 2.1

X Totsl Megro = 2.8
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TABLE XIX,
Frequency of Age Deviations,

mabar of fem‘a fran Fraquaw of @antma

0 14
-1 11
-2 11
-3 2
-4 7
-5 15
-6 1

X 67

-

b 4
diff, =2.3 years

5%, Dev, £ 2.9 vears

St. Frrer 0.356
3 6.4
P .01
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TABLE XX,

Freguency of I, ., Deviations

Famber of 1.Q. Points from Frequency of fontrel
Sexual Offender Group _ v .z 3

£

¢

¢

#

£

£

£

¢

¢

4

pt ot
DO B~I AR TN O M N TR RS BD O
OMNHAFRNH FUAHNMPOWLIOIWN

(N IO DN BN BN DN N N

X 67

x&irf. £ 5.1 points
gt, Dev, f 5.7 points
8t. Zrror 0.701

t 8.1

P .01
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TABLE XXI.
Prequency of Béwcation Deviatioms.

Frequency of Control
Ceges ver Year

1

o

3

&

15

0 10
-1 6
-2 10
-3 b
- b 2

X &7
x&&tf. # 1.8 years
st. Dev. £ 2.1 years
St. Brror 0.258

t 6.9

r 01
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TLRLE XHIL.

Pregquencgy of Rentence Length Deviations,

Bumber of Menths from Freguency of Conitrol

Sexunl Offender @roup Cases vner Moath
i 6 19
t5
.
¢3
{2
£1

0 30

D O = O O

-1
- 2
-3
- b

O O O

-5
-6 15

E 67
X
diff. £ 3.1 months

3t. Dev.
f 4.2 months

3t. Brror 0.516
t 6.0

P .01



163
PABLE XXIXI.

Devintion of ¥umber of Previouns Commitments

ﬁumhar wf aemmitmmnts from Yraqnanzr of ﬂemﬁzml
RATEY lenns ' , . i . 3an D O nom BTt
27
o 16
-1 2h

¥ 67

xemr. # 0.8 commiiments
st. Dev, f 0.9 commitments
St. EBrror 0.110

t 7.3

01
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TABLE XXI¥.
Fumber Months Deviation in Length

of Sentence Already Served,

Humber of Months Already Served Frecuency of Control
f'rom Sexusl Offender Group ases per Mopth
£z 29
£1
0
-1 11
-2 17

R 67

x

aire, £ 1.6 months
St. Dev. £ 1.7 months
3t. ZError 0.209

£ 7.6

¥ .0
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INTEVIRY O7ESTI 7 HAIRY

What kind of nerson, do you think, has an eusy time of making friends?
Do you find that 1t is easy to make friendst

Do you fird it easy to make friends?

“hen y~u do make friends, =re the friendshins usually lastinz ones?
¥hen in a groun, do you become the center of attraction easily?

Do you earefully choose your sexual pariners?

Do you usually accent the most easily obiainable nartner?

Have yon ever been chosen by someone else for sexusl »urposes?
Pollowing sexnsl releanse, do you like to remain with your partner;
or, do you prefer to lesve your nartner after finisring with the
sexual act?

Do you think 2 person ought to be particulsr about the way he dresses
and loeks? What do you mesn?

8.

9.
10,

11,
12,

13.
1k,

Do people think of you as -liberal - spendthrift-close-miscrly-

in money?

Are you ever very easreful about the wsy you dress?

Are you narticulzr about the way your clothes znd personsl e ffects
are ¢lesned, zroomed, earedi-for?

Was there ever anytime in your life when you actunally got vpleasure
from holding baeck your bhowel movement?

Do you think that you show more interest in your own bowel move-
ment that other veonle generally do?

Do you ever make = practice of noticing dirt or disorder in other
peoplels houses?

Have ycu ever been descridbed by others as obstinste, stubborn,
revengeful?

Let's talk sbount your family: Tell me something ambout your narents;
“hat are they like? What do they look like? IHow d4id they treat you

as A

15,
16,

17.
12,
19,
20,
21.

22,
23,

24,

25.
26,

child?

Have you ever been Jezlous of your father?

Have you ever felt theot vour father mistreated you or did not
treat you as fairly as he d4id your brothers sndfer sisters?

d you ever think, without sufficient reason, that your fother
was gning to, or mighit, hurt your mother?

BEave you ever dreamed of killing your father?

P14 you ever think thet your father was a wonderful guy?

714 you ever think this way about any of your male teachers?
Md you ever think you would make a better husband for your mother
than was your father?

How do you feel when someone czlls you a "mother-fucker®?

Do yon, or did you, ever daydream or dream zbout having intimate
relations with your mother?

Have you ever though%, or dreamed, that you would be a bettar
mate for your nether than was your father?

Have your mother z2nd youn always been intimate snd friendly?

Wag there ever a time when you didn't get along well with hert



v

27,
28,

29.
30.

31.
32,
33.
34,
35.
36.

37.

33.
39.

187

Do you commare your sex variners %o your mother?

Think now of your most recent lover —wng this nerson,

ik sny way like your mother?

I1f *yes®, how?: Personality; Iikes snd Dislikes; Habits;
Character....

Do you, er have you ever thought that you were closer to, and
resembled more, your mother instead of your father?

Did your mother leve you same as she loved your father?

Md your mother love you ssme as she loved your brothers?

mMd yovr mother love you same as she loved your sisters?

Who do {or did) you prefer? mether or father?

Did you slways?l

Have you ever had as close 3 relationship with esnyone else as you
did with your mother?

Yave you ever had as close r relationshin» with anyone else as you did
with your father?

7id you ever think thet your mother wes 2 wonderful womsn?

hid you ever think this wsey aboul any of your lady teachers?

Do you come from a large family? How does your family feel sbout the
vroblem of sex?

40,
by,
42,
43.

o

bl
k5.
L6,
b7,

&8-
ha,
50.

Do any members of your family share your ideas aboul sex?

Do they o»ractice sex as you do?

In your childhood, did youever hear of, or see men having sexusl
relations with one snother?

In your childhood, did you ever hear of, or see men having sexnsl
relations with animsls?

In your childhood, did you ever hear of, or see men having sexual
relations with children?

%hat 18 your family's attitude about homosexuality? Do they
soprove or disavprove ef 1t?

How 0ld were you when you had your first sexusl experience with
a man or boy?

How old were you whem you had your first sexual experience with
an animal?

How did you feel about this experience then?

Yow do you feel about that experience now?

Do the veople in your neighborhood feel ss you 40 shout sex and
the choice of sexual nariners?

Do you like to do things over again if they have given you nlessure the
first time? '“hat abont sex? -do you like to have the same kind of ex-
nerlence over and over again?

51.
52.
53.
5k,
55.

56.

57.

As a child didyou hnve any sex relations with boys?

As 2 child 41d you have any sex relations with men?

A8 a ehild did you have any sex relsations with animalst?

s 2 child did you have any sex relations with zirls?

Are your sexusl vartners similar to any of your childrood friends
or relatives?

Do you enjoy the warmth of bodily contact with your sex partner?
Have you ever been forced into any sexual act wltheud your consent?
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58,

70,
»1,
72,

?3.

Fave

7H.
754
76.
77«
78.
79,
80.
al.

82.
83.
a4,
85.

B6.

87.
8

What pnart of the body of your femalesex nartner interests you the
most? breast? genitale? buttocks? legst arms? hends? mouth? hair?
eyes? ste, Y

what rart of the body ¢f your male sex »arimer intere:ts you the
moet? breasi? genltals? buittecin? legs? mrms? hands? movth? halr?
ayes? etc.?

Do you find that sexual activity (a) reloxes youl {b) mokes you
tired? {c) puls a spring in your stev?

Yhat ie your favorite form of sexual activity =nd gives y-u the
Miggest thrill?

wn8 there ever a time when you odrefsrred to have a man inatend of
& woman aB Your sex partner?

Have you changed your preference regarding the szez of your sex
partasr?

When 41d you begin to nrefer men instead of women?

¥hen did you begin to prefer boys or girls instead of men or women?
¥ren ¢id you begin to prefer animals instesd of humans?

Do you feel that you can satisfy a womanl

Do you feel that you can satisfiy 2 mant

Does = woman satisfy youl

Does a man satisfy youl?

Do some women just don't know how %o do 4t?

ihich best deseribes your feeling regarding sexual interconrse with
women? {a) relaxed as = baby (b} like standing on the edge of 2
cliff {c) like a Xid with a good friend (d4) like drinking good worm
milk (e) like being in hecven?

thieh best describes your feelinmg regarding sexual intcrcourse with
men? (z) reloxed as a baby {b) like standing on the edge of 5 ¢liff
(e} like = kid with = good friend {d) like drinking goed warm milk
{e) like bYeing in hecoven?

you ever gone to a stag party? Uhat do you like about stag varties?

Lre you easily disgusted By dirty stories?

Do you attend stag varties sznd watekh neople give sex exhibitions?

Do you daintk?

Do you nlay 2 musical instrument?

Do you sing?

Which is the stronger! man or womsn?

¥hich hag the most interesting bedy? man or woman?

Does it matter to you that your sexual vartner gets as muach sotig-
faction from sex zs you do?

Do you prefer t6 see, touch, exercise your own genitalis rather
than those of others?

Have you ever compared the size of your veais with that of your
fatherts?

Have you ever eomnared the gize of your wenis with that of your
brotherts?

Have you ever ccmparad the size of your nenis with that of a friend?
Do you ever take vlessure in the look, feel, shape of your penie?

Do yeu exswine your nenis closely for blemishes, nimples, scars, ete.!
Tn rour sexual relotlionsghips, de you talie the active lead and make
the approaches?



89.

189

Do you believe that hy letting your variner take the mctive lead
and make the snpreaches, that you are actuslly makinz this person
do as you want him to do?

VII Do voun think that your sexusl experiences and aciivities have affected you
in any way? ‘“hot is, how are you the s:me or different from other neonle
becauge of your llkes and dislikes in sex?

90.
g1.
92,
93.
94,
95.
95,
7.
98,
29.

100,
101,
102,
103,

104,

105.
106,
107.
108,

Do you masturbsie mors frequently than other men you know?

Do vou like to walk around naked?

Do you like to walk around naked when zlene?

D~ you like to walk arnund naked whem in the company of others?

Do you ever have a desivs for other neonle to admire your body?

Are yowu eurious avout the ~hysical differences betwesn boys and girle?l
What was your esriiest "theory¥ about whers babdbies came from?

“hat do you think has been the effect of masturbating on your mind?l
Yhat 4o you think has been the effect of masturbating on your body?
W¥hat ares of your body do you consider $0 be the most sensitive %o
sexual stimulztion?

Do yon find that you get sexually excited by & thunder storm?

No you find that you get sexuaslly excited by being punished?

Do you find that you get sexually exeited Iy tsking s test?

Do you finéd that yon get sexually excited by sittiag next to a
oretty girl?

Do yeu find that you get sexunally excitsed by sitting next to =
handsone man?

Do you find that you zet sexually excited by seeinz an accident?

Do you find that you get sexumally excited by riding in am sirplane?
Do you find that you getl sexually excited by taling = hot bBath?

Do yon prefer to have one or many sexual ties?

VIII Do you thiink that fellows should worry or be interscsted in their own
body? what do you mean?

109.

110.
111,
i1z,

i13.
11k,
115,
116,
11‘?0
118.

119.
120.

121,

Winw there ever s {ime when youn thought your father was going to
hurt you a8 = child?

Did your father ever threaten to "eut it off" when you were s child?
Did you ever dresm of losing your "peter™?

Do you have to urinate more often than other peoole have $o
urinate?

Y¥ave you ever urinated in our bed zai night?

Have you ever urinated in your pents during the day?

Have you ever looked =2t your body, while nsked, in the mirror?
Have you ever =zdmired your body?

o von ever feel or touch your naked bedy?

ifter enzaging in sexusl relations, do vou ever immediately
urinate?l

After envaging in sexual relations, do you ever immediately wash
your genltals?

After engeging in sexusl relstions, do you ever immediately wash
vour hands?

Do yon regard yourself as more concerned sbout your genitals than
other vweonle are about theirs?



X

122,

123,

¥hat

12k,
175.
126.
127.
128,
129,

131.
132,

133.
134,

135.

15C

Have you ever imagined or dresmed what 4t would be like net to
have a penis?

Do you like to keep things a long time -long after their usefulness
has passed?

do you think of men who have sex nlay with other ment?t

Do you ever daydream about having sexusl relations with other men?t
Hove you ever thought thai you were “oueer”, or homosexual?

Have veonle ever ezlled you a "guesr®, = "homo", of a ¥fag®?
How d4id you feel =bout this?

flave you ever drcessed or ccoted like a woman?

Do yov 1like to do this in specisl comnany only or any place with
anvone?

Fow do you feel zbort homosexuzlss: =dissust? tolerance? fear?
hatred? interest? like?

Have you ever wished to be = girl?

Do you thisk any »art of your body or mersonality is more femnle
than male?

Yow? -Dresstg; h=ir: hipg: legs; =rms; profile; voice; hands?
What is your favorite nickname among all those you may have been
called?

Would you econsider yourself = jealous nerson?

then von decide %o have smome sexurl fun, how do you zo gsbout lookdng for

it?

136,
137.
1238,

139,

l4c,

141,
142,
143,
) L

what do you do? Who de you look fort

How often have you had sexnal intercourse wiith o woman?

How often have you had sexual intercourse with o zirl?

Are you ever tense and worried about having sexusl intereourse with
women ?

Are vou ever tense and worried s2bout having sexual intercourse with
girle?

Have vou ever Aveamed or daydresmed that you couldntt "pull out® of
2 “’:irl?

Have you ever heard of €ris havvening?

Is it —oscihlel?

Is 1t easier to get nmen or vomen to indulge in sex play with you?
How often do you desire sexual pleasure?

How many times 2 night can you "come®?

that was the most you ever "eczme" in one uigkt?

How often have you had sexusl interccurse with a man?

How often h=ve you had sexunl intercourse with boys?

Are vou ever tanse ond worried about having sexual relations with
men?

Afre you ever tense and worried sbout having sexusal relations with

boys?
Doy you tiink 1t ie —ossible to love one person throughout an entire
1ife?

Bow ofter have wou tT=d gexusl exnerience with animals?

Do you get most satisfacticn ent of sex rel-tions with boys? girls?
senimsls? men? women?

Fow old were vou the first time you had any sexual exveriences with
another person?
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155, Vas this male or femnole?

156, Yow 0ld were you when you first started masturbating?

157. Bow ofTten do you masturbvste now?

1528, Tow often do you have sexusl relstions with other persons?

159, “here de you get most satisfuction from stimelation: penis?
scrotun? mouth? lips? tonguel? anus?

160, Yere you ever told that adulte have better genitals than do
children?

161, Did your narents sver try to Ytoilet train¥ youl

1462, ‘“ere they striet sbout this?

163. ‘ere you ever bezten or slarned or yelled at for not being
tralned?

164, Yere you ever nunished, as a child, by your parents or family for
having = sexusl exvericnce?

165. Were you ever nunished,2s a child, by your parvents or family for
masturbating?

144, Do you like to nlay esrds?

167, To you like to gamble?

1658, FTave you ever tried narcotics?

169, Do you drink much liguer?

1?70, Do youn drink liguor to erxcess?

171, Are you an alcoholie?

172, Are you zn athleie?

173. What are your favorite sports?

17%. Are you married now?

175. Have you ever been married?

176, “hat 1s your vresent marital status?

177. If no%t married, why not?

173, If morried: were you happily married?

179. Were you satisfied with sex relstions with your wife?

180, How often do you have intercourse with your wife?

181, ‘%hich of your narents imstructed you in sex?

182, If neither, who did?

1832, At vhat age 3id thig instruction cccur?

184, “hat was your feeling about this at that time?

185. Fow old were you when you Tirst noticed the difference between
boys and girls?

186. Did this puzzle youl?

187, How 0ld were you when you had your first orgasm?

187, Yow 11id you feel about this at thzt time? Yere you: excited?
worried? sabtisfied? relieved? angryl! Trightened? secreiivel?
fezl ztrong? feel manly?

199, Is it easy for you %o get a "hard on'?

199, Does it last long?

191, Do vou ever have a "hard on® in the wmorning vhen you wake un?

192, EHow ofter does this harnen?l

193, Are yov satisfied with your penis?

194, Is it etrong?

165, Is it the right size for youl?

194, To you like to look 2t other men's —enist?

197, Do vou 1like to look =t other menls testielea?

128. Do you like to look at other men's buttooks?

199. Do you like to look at other men's bodies?

200, How does this make you feel?



201,
202,
203,
204,
205.
206,
207.
208;
209.
210.
211,
212,
213.
i
:’?150
216,
217,
218.

219,
220.
221,
222,
223,
224,
225,
226,

227,
228,
229 -
230,
231.
232,
233,
23k,

Z35.
236,

Do you like to look 2% women's nrivotes?

Do you like to look 2t women's buttocks?

Do you like to look at women's bressta?

Do you like to look a2t women's bodies?

How does this make you feell

Do vou like to look at nude art?

Do you like toe resd dirty storiea?l

Do yvou like to go to burlesague shows?

Do you like to weteh others have intercourse?

Have you ever seen any animals {(dogzs, etc.) have intercourse?
How d1d you feel zbout this?

What d4id you think of while waiching?

714 youn wateh 1%, or walk away?

Have you ever heen beatem or whipped by your sex nartner?
Have you ever beaten or whinped your nartner?

Pid you ever dream about being bheaten by your partner?

M4 you ever dream about beating your vartner?

How do you think youtd feel about heing beaten, or beating, this
way?

Zver dream abont getting laid?

¥ith whom] man? woman?! animal?l

Do yvou get a Fhard on" from such th-ughts?

Have you ever masturbated with other neople?

Have you ever been "lerked-off"?

By whom? man? woman? animal?

¥hat ways were used to do this?

What de you usually think of while masturdating: man] woman?
animal?

How many times have you been "suckedw-off" by o man?

How meny times have you been *sucked-off" by = woman?

How many times have you been "sucked-off" by an animal?

How many times have you "sucked-off? s man?

How many times have you "sucked-off" 2 boy?

How many times have you "sucked-off" a woman?

Do you have a quick orgasm; Or, can you hold it back long?
Do you like to plesy with your sex partner before actually having
intercourse; or, do you like to get right to it?

Which sex activities do you prefer most?

“hich sex activity do you engage in most often?
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Metrivations and Bignificance Test Values on
Interviev Tuestions for Scoring Pimensions of

"Tos”, "Somotimes®, "lHo¥.»

estlo 5 ¥ Y "8 W . A S
1 9 ¢ o 8 10 0.110 .95
2 9 12 358 é 3 6,184 .02
3 9 & 19 8 Lo 0.630 .50
b 8 15 57 5 5 6.736 .01
[ 5 S U 5 b8 1.638 30
é . 3 28 25 1 51 7,642 Ol
7 32 14 21 us 11 10 6,776 05
9 47 7 13 53 12 2 1..8 .30

10 TS 6 15 53 8 6 1.894 <20
11 B 59 1 66 0 °
12 W 33 9 58 21402 001
13 28 5 34 26 10 3 0.388 .70
14 b 27 53 14 5.940 .02
15 10 57 2 65 b, 758 .05
16 22 by 14 53 2,472 20
17 18 ko 7 60 5.950 .02
18 18 L) 6 61 7.318 .01
19 L2 25 30 37 4,322 .05

20 17 50 7 60 5.076 05

21 6 61 I 63 0.54%0 «50

23 1 66 i) 67 0 0

2k 1 66 o 67 0 0

25 61 6 61 é 0.092 .80
26 22 45 18 by 0.570 .50
27 19 0 by 23 0 bly 0.554% .50
28 154 3 20 4y 19.716 .001
30 bz 75 53 14 15.838 001
36 13 55 12 55 6.050 <20
37 22 45 16 51 1.324% .30
38 65 2 55 12 8.056 01
29 23 42 12 55 6.310 .02

9 é 52 68 1 0 84,896 001

51 10 6 51 64 0 3 88,006 001

b2 29 38 22 b5 1.550 «30

3 11 56 2 65 3.52% .10

/34 20 b7 b 63 12,995 001

by o &7 0 67 0 0

50 8 11 hg &5 4] z 97.768 .00l

51 28 39 6 61 19.076 001

82 21 46 1 66 21.75% Nsls) 8

53 2 85 1 64 0 o
sl 16 21 50 17 0.588 .50

5% 38 8 21 50 11 é 4,766 .05
56 19 b8 5 62 9.948 .01



TABLE IX¥
Metributions and Simnificsnce Test Volues on
Interview Questions for Scoring Dimensicnsg of

"¥es®, "Sometines”™, "Ho®,

F

Sexunl Offender

cuestion Y 5 ¥ ¥ s w% X P
57 18 0 &9 2 0 68 15.046 .001
62 54 13 2 65 82,952 .001
63 28 39 0 67 35.396 001
66 0 a7 0 67 0 0
67 53 5 9 &7 s 0 15.714% .001
68 52 5 10 6 V] 61 77.920 . 001
69 k8 8 11 66 1 o} 19.042 . 001
70 51 4 12 1 0 66 89.456 .001
71 ho 27 19 48 13.354 L001
7 18 8 51 23 1 ks 0.520 o 50
75 24 43 3 61 13.916 .001
76 X 63 2 65 0 s}
77 16 51 8 59 3,288 .10
~8 25 b2 9 58 10.090 .01
81 36 8 23 s 10 12 2,528 .20
82 19 8 ho 9 1 57 10.788 .01
83 6 61 © 67 0 o
84 27 %] 2z Ly 0,804 «50
85 50 17 51 16 0.040 .95
86 L6 2 19 21 2 biy 18,722 .00l
87 55 8 L 32 12 23 17.336 001
a8 4 1 13 ho 14 b 2.70 .10
89 61 2 2 Ldy 19 3 12.718 001
90 16 51 3 6L 10,425 .01
91 10 57 1 65 8.122 01
92 10 57 3 64 L, 260 <05
93 11 56 0 67 12.082 .001
9k 16 51 5 62 6.832 .01
95 17 50 11 56 16.254 . 001
100 6 61 0 67 0 0
102 Qg 67 2 67 " g 0
103 27 3 31 0.48 « 50
104 41 26 0 67 59.076 .00}
105 28 39 2 65 29.034 001
106 1 66 1 é6 0 0
107 1.3 21 14 53 27.360 001
109 25 h2 12 55 6.310 .02
110 11 56 0 67 12.082 001
111 2 Lz 9 58 10.080 .01
112 20 L 8 61 9,352 .01
113 10 57 1 66 8.121 .01
114 s) 67 0 67 0 0
115 Ly 26 55 12 7.200 .01
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TARI XNV
Distributions =2nd 3ienlficence Test Values on
Interview Ouestions for Scoring Dimensions of

"Yes?, "Sometires”, "io",

Sexual Offendsr Control

Y S ] Y § W £__ P
1168 23 L& 23 46 0.134 .80
117 5k 13 59 8 1.4312 .30
118 33 12 22 23 4 Lo 9.726 .01
119 61 1 5 L8 1 13 8.310 .01
120 6 0 5 kg 0 18 8.870 .01
121 50 17 21 L6 25,196 .001
122 28 39 9 58 13.478 .00l
123 36 & 25 16 8 k3 9.674 .01
128 36 2 29 0 0 67 53.042  ,001
125 35 1 31 0 0 67 Lkg.224  ,001
126 48 19 0 67 74,730 .001
128 11 56 3] 67 12,082 ,001
131 12 55 0 67 12,272 001
132 19 L8 3} &7 22,200 L,001
135 18 49 13 sk 1.048 .50
138 13 L 50 2 1 6l 11.518 .c0l
139 12 3 52 2 1 6l 9.305 .01
140 6 61 1 €6 0 0
141 b 23 L7 20 0.308 .70
142 37 30 32 35 0.746 .50
149 10 57 & 63 2,951 .10
150 10 57 2 65 5.950 .02
151 37 30 53 14 8,662 .01
160 20 74 5 A2 11.06% 001
161 66 1 65 2 0 o
162 46 21 56 11 b,106 .05
163 22 hs 5 62 13,408  ,001
164 8 59 2 65 3.399 .05
165 7 60 3 6l 1.837 .20
166 50 17 59 8 3.984 .05
167 22 Ly 4y 26 10.814 .01
168 9 58 6 61 0.730 <50
169 28 19 24 43 0.504 « 50
170 27 ho 20 Ly 1,606 .30
171 7 60 3 64 1.837 .20
172 24 L3 24 bih | 0.128 .80
174 10 57 15 52 1.230 30
175 13 54 14 53 D.048 .90
186 27 ho - 13 L 6.986 .01
189 31 6 30 50 2 15 11.268 .001
190 21 8 38 27 11 29 2,516 20
191 5 10 7 €1 3 3 £.350 02
193 57 10 67 0 10.915 001



TABLE XXV
Distributicns and Significance Test Values on
Interview Ouestions for Scoring Dimensions of

"Yes”, "Sometimes”, "No®.

Ssxual Offender  __ Control
fyestion T S ¥ Yy % N }? , P
194 Lo 18 67 o 20.858 .H01
185 by 18 65 2 15,086 001
196 29 9 29 2 1 64 43,050 .001
197 27 9 31 2 1 64 39.%88 .001
198 29 9 29 z 1 64 43,050 .001
199 31 9 27 3 2 62 40,986 .00
201 21 16 30 59 6 2 42,616 .001
202 23 17 27 59 6 2 7,096 001
203 28 14 25 59 6 2 31.492 L001
20h 29 16 22 59 6 2 29.794 .+ 001
206 34 5 28 53 2 12 11.830 001
207 28 14 25 39 5 23 3.612 .10
208 31 5 31 54 o 13 7.020 .001
209 19 0 L8 4 1 62 9.948 .01
210 65 2 66 1 o %
214 z 65 1 66 o 0
215 3 64 1 66 0 0
216 8 59 2 65 5.77 02
217 6 61 2 65 2.261 .20
219 62 5 66 1 ) 0
221 6 2 5 6 o 3 1.837 .20
222 51 15 29 38 15.012 .001
223 59 8 38 29 16,464 . 001
229 0 67 0 67 0 )

*uestions 1, 7, 28, 201, 202 were grouped for e¢hi scuare analysis
inte 2x3 tables with two degrees of freedom. A4ll other guestions
were grouned for chi square snalysis into 2x2 tables with one
degree of fresdom.
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Interviev Sueeltions “hick Necuired Three

Seoring Dimensions,
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Qﬁesz 22 {ries? 35 Tueat 50
Item 80 > Item 3¢ C Iten 56 ¢
Ancry M 33 Mwoys 58 &7 Relax 19 29
FotSe 19 21 Sbuetl 4 Tired £9 32
Indif 15 3 Naver 0 Spring 19 &
¥ 0.152 Z - 2 B.992
ar 2 ar 1 ar 1
P .95 r - k-4 .22
Tuest 129 Quest 134 Ques: 178 Cues: 179
Iten SR 2 Item S ¢ e Item 80 ¢ 5¢ c
Soee 8 ¢ Feri 27 3 Yes 5 15 7 18
Any 2 0 Mase 34 48 o 1T 3 9 0
%o 7 &7 Heut £ 1€ HoMay 21 49 51 49
g 10.915 § 26.136 f 0.158 z° 0.158
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TABLE XXVIXI

atrivation and Significance Test Values oa

Interview Questions Which Required Four

Seoring Dimensions
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mew: 8 Tues: 31 Tmes: 32 Ques: 33
Item SO C  Item SO o 80 € SO0 ¢
Lib 17 16 More 14 9 11 7 12 5
SoThr 30 37 Yes Wy 51 51 55 51 57
Cloge 17 12 Less 6 3 & 2 [ 2
¥iser 3 2 Yo b b 3 3 0 3

2 1.820 £ 1654 T o001 K 3.7

ag 2 af 2 af 1 ar 2

P .50 P .20 P .99 P .20

Jues: 220 Cuneas 224 ues: 2z26
Item 3.6 e. 50 g item 80 €
Man ¥an 37 0 52 1 Han 43 O
Wom 1s 67 7 37 Yom 2L 64
Anim 0 0 L] 4] Anim 0 0
Hone 1s 0 8 29 Pont 0 3
= B9.976 Z 01,158 £ 52,968
ar 1 af 1l af 1l
001 P 001 P 001
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Seoring Dimensions
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Saesy 40 Cues: 49 Ques: 72 Ques: 73
Item 50 g 890 ¢ Item 30 g S50 4]
Very Bood 10 c 1o 0 Felax 11 29 13 0
Gsod 23 4 25 B wige 4 3 3 &
Iniitee & o] 5 O ¥id 15 2 15 ¢
Fot se good 4 0 8 1 Driak o 3 4 o
Bad 16 5 13 4 Heawm 26 29 25 0
Hever #Zxper 6 58 6 58 Hone 13 1 10 67
g2 B1.010 42 88,138 T {2 20.858 42 40.330
ar 2 af 2 &f < af 1
P Nsieh G .021 P L0 P .001
ouex: 12 Test: 152 fuess: 153
Itenm 20 g Item 3 0 g tem S O M
VYery Good 1 o o 62 67 Boy 21 o
Good 3 0 10 2 0 Girl 13 8
Inciff 23 0 12 1l O Abhim ¢ ¢}
%ot so good 7 ] 16 1 0 Men pacy 0
Bad i8 o 50 1 L8 ¥om 11 59
Hev,Cnlled 15 a7
< 84,976 2 - -2 71,010
i 2 af 1 ar 2
fmes: 159 Ouest 176 Quas: 183
Itex g0 ¢ Ttem 30 C_ _Item 3 e g
Pen 56 66 Sing 51 kg 5.9 ] b
Sere 1 ¢ Hary 4 1k 10-2 23 17
¥outh 1 0 Sep 7 2 13-5 25 3
Iive 1 1 Tiver 5 2 16=8 & 14
fongue 2 ) 10.2¢ k b 1
Anus 16 ¢
X 21754 X 0.158 £ 3.926
ar 1 as 1 ar 2
P L0 P «. 70 P <20
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Distributions »nd Significance Test ¥alues on

Interview Questions which Zecuired Multiple

Seoring Dimensions
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“Ques: 185 Cues: 218 CQues: 230
Item s 0 c Item S0 g Item 8 0 ¢
5=7 14 9 Very Good 3 0 o° 51 67
8-10 19 25 Good 7 3 1-10 7 0
11-2 20 18 Fot 80 good 1 3 100 L 0
13-4 7 8 Indiff 1 0 200 1 0
15-6 3 4  Bad 32 43 500 1 o
17-23 & 3 Angry 23 18 1000 3 o
2,046 2 3.66h X 18.2b0
ar 3 ar 1 at 1
P .70 P .10 P 001
ues! 231
Item S0 g
0 55 65
1-10 3 1
20-b0 2 b3
100 5 0
1000 2 o)
¥  8.056
af 1
P +01




TABLE XXX

Distrivations and Significance Test Values on

Interview Tnesticas which RBeguired HMore than Six

Seoring Jimensions
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fues: 46 Ques: 61 Cuest 64
Item SO g Ttem $ 0 ¢ Item 80 ¢
5-15 36 3 Tem 17 65 7-15 36 0
16 5 3 Male 7 0 16 0 0
17 5 1 Felat 9 0 17 % 4]
18 3 1 Cuoni l 0 18 1l 0
19 1 1 Legs 3 0 19 2 0
20 2 0 Rect 17 0 20 0 0
21 1 0 Orgsm & 1 21 1 5
225 b 0 PedP 1 1 22.5% 3 0
2636 3 0 Ped¥ 2 4] 2640 1 3}
YoRxp 7 58 Xiss 1 0 Kever 19 &7

Body 3 0
2 78,740 2 72,650 2 59.076
T L P
F « 001 P 001 P 001

Juess 65 Gues: 96 fnes: 97
Item 30 e Iten 8 0 [+] Iien 8 0 e
10=5 23 0 or 27 50  Dont 0 1
16 0 o Stork 21 13 Orasy 8 4
17 1 0 Cheh 2 l Harm 7 1l
18 0 4] Birth 7 1 Healk 12 &
i9 1 0 Hosp 2 1 Dream 0 1l
20 1 0 Sky 0 1l Hervous 2 1
21 0 0 Brst 1 0 Hemory 4 1
22=5 2 0 Stom 2 0 Depres 1 0
2640 1 0 ¥o Ides 3 0  Nothing 13 5l
Fever 38 67

¥ 37.010 X% 18.534 2 14,462
af 1 af 2 ar 2
P +001 P 001 P 001
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Ques: 98 Qness 99 fmes: 133
Itex 30 4 Tienm S @ g Item 80 c
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Herm 8 1 Reck 2 0 Hips 11 8]
M™Mre ] 7 Ree 11 0 legs 6 0
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af 2 af 1 ar 1
P .01 P .001 P 001
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5000 ¢ 1 2lyr 1 1
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X 18.150 % 1.514 ¥ 6.300
ag 2 ar 2 ar 2
P .001 P .50 b3 .05
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Ques: 145 Ouoss 146 raees | 147
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8 ] 0 8 G l
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10 4 +] 10 4] 0
1 0 1
1z 1 0
© 2,482 X  0.382 ¥  64.052
ar 1 as 2 ar 2
P « 30 P .70 P .00}
ues: 148 Oues: 154 Gtues: 156
item 8.0 £ . Zears 50O G Yeors 59 g
o 14 64 0 0 1 5«10 13 6
1 2 z 5-10 15 2 11-2 19 10
2 1 1 11-2 8 7 13-4 13 26
5220 15 0 137 30 ! 15-6 11 16
25-45 ? 0 167 ? 15  17-8 % 1
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160 1 o 223 2 1 Nover 3 b
200 & 0 26232 2 0 -
300 2 0
500 1 0
800 1 0
¥ 77.552 X  8.896 ¥ 9.860
ar 2 ar 2 af 2
P 001 P .02 P 01
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fews 157 Tuas: 158 tnesy 173
Timesg s e c Times S ¢ € Sprt 30 ¢
e 14 17 o 0 1 Fone 5 4
Deily 4 3 1/wk 10 $ RBox 9 3
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Item S0 ¢ Feeling s e G Yarrs S O e
Friends 36 27 Hena 16 23 57 1 1
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Shaue 2 4
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ot ualerstood ) 3
# 3.086 £  2.83 ¥ 1,302
ar 2 asg 2 ar 2
P .30 P .30 P .70
Ques: 19z Gues! <00 Cuea? 205
Times SO G Feeling 80 € Feeling 80 ¢
Daily 29 40  FWo.Att. 5 11 Wetkhing 16 3
1/wk 12 6 Ho.Sensa 20 ki Inierco 2 1k
2/wk 6 8 Gd.Bulld é 8 Desire 12 13
3wk 0 b art 0 1 Irt:rest 5 6
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1/mo A 3  Desire 8 0 Indifs é i
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Strong 1 0 Hate 1 o
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x 3,616 £ 3°.610 ©  27.968
af 1l af 2 az 2
P .10 P 001 P 001
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GLOSSARY

Aggressive Scoring Dimension {Incomnlete Pictures Test): -ctivity is
agressive in cheracter (i.e,, fighting, arguinz, ete.). (see vassive)

Anilingus: the practice of the anplication of the mouth to the anus,

Anal Trotic Charactert a versorn in whom snml-erotic activities nersist
beyond the perlod of childhood and hence who show such traits as extreme
oerderliness in ~hysicsl and mental hsbits; marked economy =ud miserliness;
and mronounced obetinsey leadins to gnite, revenge =nd vindiectiveness.

s _Scoring Dimen ingomplete Pictures Test): =activity
that is not socinlly aporoved {i.e., stabbing, cutting, stesaling, fichting,
killing, etec.). {see social)

Aathoritarien Scoring Dimension {Incomplete Picturecs Test}: theme of

powerful individual or object, resort te aunthority, command. {see
democratic)

1$iality: sexusl congress between humsn beings and snimals,

Castration Complex: an unconscious fear of castration, or of any injury
to the sex orgzna, to the nerson or hls nossessions or separation from
any desired person, object, or gratifieation,

Sarnsl Enowledge: sexusl intercourse with = legal minor (mole or femele).

Conkributing teo Delincuemey of Minor: sexusl relations (broadly defined)

with legel minors, male or femsle.

Lunnllingust the practice of the apoclication of the mouvdh to the wulva
or any nart of the externsl femslegenitsals,

Democratic Scoring Dimension (Incomvlete Pictures Test): theme of equnlity
amonz ebiects and individusls. (see authoritarian)

Depressive Scoring Dimension (Incomnlete Pictures Test): feeclins tone of
denression, unhavniness, displesnsure, sadness. {see euphoric)

Fuphorie Seorinz Dimension (Incomplete Pictures Test): feeling tone of

homoiness, joy, nleasure. {see depressive)

Exhibitioniem: the displsey of the Lody, its »narts, or onels sctivities
for the nurnose of atiratbins sexunl interest.

Tellatio: the apnosition of the mouth to the nenis.
Mxation: o very sirong emotiocnalized aitachiment unon an obhieet or verson.

Plagellationt the a2et of whinning 28 s sexuzl exeitant.
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Heterogemmslity: sexunlity (ia 2ll its manifestations) directed to the
ovnosite sex,

Homosexunlity: sexunlity relsting to or directed toward one of the same
56X,

Identification: the nrocess, chiefly emoti~n2l and lsargely unconscious
by which a persen sssumes the feelings, thoughts and acts of another
pergon or object.

Institutional Control Group {thesis): = samvle of the genersl venal
institutional ponulatisn, matched to a samcle of institutionalized sexual
offenders, the commonalty among the members of this s=mple being that they
have no history or behavioral indication of sexusl sbhervation or sexual

offense record.

Masochism: when sexusl satisfaection devends uvon the subject himself
snffering naln, ill-treatment and humiliation,

asturbationt self stimulation of the genitals fpenis or clitoris) for
nurﬁoaes of exneriencing nleasnurable sensstions,

Oedipus fomnlex: the normal family situation in esrly childhood wherein

a little child feels hostile towards the parent of the ssame sex because

it considers that varent a rival for the affections of the parent of the
epnosite sex. This feeling of hostility usually disanpears from comscious—
negs after the first period of childhood but eontinues to »lasy a large

rele in the lives of many people.

Passive Scoring Dimension g;gg omolete Plctures Test): =ctivity is non-

sgeressive, placid, (see -zoressive)

Pedophiliat sexn=l nractices between an adult =2nd child or =adeclescent,
me=le or female,

Perversion: the systematic vrefsrence for any tyre, or tynhes, of sexual
activity which offers satisfsction....these do nnot necessarily vrecluie
heterosexual coital (gernitsl union) climaxes....they specify sztisfactions
from other activities than the heterosexual coltus {zenitel union) climax.

Pervert: one who nroctices perversinns or forms of sexual activity not
in secordance with the genersl culture or mores of tis community er state,

RBape: the act of foreling or compelling sexusl intercrnurse upon a nerson.

Sadism: when sexunl sntisfzetion devends uwvon the sexual object suffering
pain, ill=treatment or humiliation.

Sexnel Offepder (thesis): one who meets all these criteria: {a) cormitted
a sexusl offense; (b) civilian history of sexual aberration; (c) institu-
tiocnal history of sexal sberration; {d) comsidered by nsychologist or
vsychiatrist $o be sexually deviant,

Social Scoring Dimension {Incomplete Pictures Test): activity is soclally

passive and annroved (i.e., picnic, playing sports, etc.)., {zee nnti-socisl)
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Sodpuy: anal intercourse hetween males.

a postulated region of the psyche, the repositéery of re-

| gmnﬁ mmuph which are of the nature of urges or wishes; i.e.,
invested wiih energy.

am £ hilial): the obitaining of serusl stimulgtion oy satis-
!wtian ’b;r leam ast the genitales of another,
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SEXUAL OFFENDER THEORIES

I Pgychosmslytie.

1, The homosexual mervert is usuzlly an anal cheracter., There is
either fixation or regression to this level {16, »n.345, 351).

2. Perverts and children have identical aims (16, p.334%).
3, Castration comnlex always exists in verversioms (16, pv.326, 327).

It, The sexuslly deviant i1s vhallic (pre-gemital). He has not been
able to sublimsate his infantile sitrivings or msnsge reactlon
formations (16, ».495).

5. fThe gexusl offender is an aggressive, phallic personality. iHe
is unable to gublimate and thus is tnable to overcome these
infsntile ageressions (20, »p.152, 153).

6. Sexuzl perversion is a Pprogression®, arn unconscious self-
asserted effort toc escspe from rigld, lifelong nsurotie
cormliance (30, p.129).

7. Fxhibitionism 18 =z compulsive urge in zn insdequete nersonslity.
It 18 s denial of casstrstirn anxleties (16, p.345).

8, Perversion is = regression to an earlier, outmoded, but previcunsly
satisfying sex (behavior) pattern snd therefore decrcases tension.

(16, o».325, 326, 327).

9. Sex offenders are anxieity ridden individuals who are repestedly
driven %0 commit thelr sex offenses in the vain hope of freeing
themselves from mcunting tension and of regaining thelr dwindling
self esteem. (10, ».192).

10. Homosexual behavior is a manifeststion of deer seated anxiety, fear
of castration, feeling or weakness of the ego which sseks for
sources of revplenishment in contact with other males (16, »pp.178,
326, 327).

11, The »rimary; tendency toward ververted sexuval activity is present
in every individual, but o a much slighter extent =nd for a
different purvose thah in the true pervert. These verversions are
the remnants of the early commonent instincts of the sexual urge
(16, ».327).

12. The oeccurrence of a perversion is one way in which =z disturbhage
of the development of the sexual instinct msy mainfest itself
(16, ».325).

13. Perverts always have an Oedivpal conflict (16, p.341),



14,

15.

16,

The sexusal inastlnet of the nervent, contrary to ponular belief
that he is "over-sexed”, is most ususlly weaker than that of the
normal individual. FHe i2 unsble t0o heve nnrmsl sexual relstion-
ship on account of his fesr of having intercourse with a woman;
and 1€ he wents 1o get soxusl satisfeetion 2t all he can get 1t
only in the perverted form, {20, p.155).

In the homosexual therzs is = very sirong fixation to the mother,
an intimate reolstionshiy with her snd an identification with
the mother inste d of with the father at the end of the QOedipua
neried (14, »n.331, 332, 337).

Perversions are disturbancea in the develomment of the sexusl
inatinet €16, vn.325, 327),

Perversions are aberrations of the imoulse of sgzressiveness and
domination directed towards a sexual ouject. Thelr character 1s
a blending of a large provporticr of ege-drives with 2 minor
gquartity of sex-urge (30, p.127).

X Psycholesical-Psychistric.

1.

i,

5.

7.

L4

Sexual criminality is an expression of psyehosexusl infalitilisu
{10, ».197).

Sex delincuencies are commlited by inhibited persons who suffer
frem zn inability to form meaningful nersonal relations, SBuch

subjects sometimes enter sexmsl relstionshins not hecause they

enjoy the gratifiecation of their instinctis but dbecause they do

not find other ways of contact with people (20, p.155).

FArmosaxusl behavior is net necessarily criminotie., It iz more
likely lawbreaking (27, ».457).

Tasential (true) homosexwslity is of 2 kinds:

8, the »hysinloziec2l in whieh the biclegy of the individusl is
involved in & manner that is obwlous wpon examination.

b, the nsyehnlogical in which the strivings and attitudes and
habits are more like those of the opposite gex, Hs pree
ferences, tastes, ineclinstinns, 2nd wishes are opnosed te
his visible biology {27, ».u56).

The sexual offendsr is a heterogeoneous group, There is no such
thing as 2 homegeneous claogeifiesntion of sexual offender. Sexual
offense 1g svmptomatic of N conditions (31, ».10).

Special conlltioning experliences, family atititude, and cultural
factors are much more important causes of homosexuslity than the

theories. Homosexnality is of = multiple causation {6, bp.177,
178).

It is likely th-~t in the examinstion of = large number of sexual
offenders, it will be found that the underlying psychiatric canse
of a conslderable number 1s 2 well defined mental abnormality, such



I11

8.

9.

10.

11.

215

28 psychosis, an organic drainm deterioration, a neurcsis, a
mental deficlency, or an underlying defect in character development
(36, p.165).

Punishment has the weakest, most negligible deterring effect in
regard to sex crimes. BSex crimes are commiited in secrecy and
either excludes consideraticn of the comsecuences or unconeciously
even wanis nanishment (24, p.112).

The sexual criminal is dominsted by an irrestible impumlse (22,
p.149),

Sex offenders are almost invarisbly 111 in the medical-psychiatric-
psychologlesl aspplication of this term {6, ».177).

The sex crime and each sex offender is a particular person with
his own versonality assets and liabilities (24, p.114),

Sccieclogical.

1.

The causes of sex delinounency are such factors as: economie fesctors,
home situations, neighborhood situations, degree of sex stimwlation
{dress, ete.), infariority feelings and loss of social status,
influenece of group patterns, and the element of compulsion
{commereial vice) (18, pn.245, 255).

The multiple factor theory of crime:
s. Dblsologieal

b. Dpersonalitly

¢. bprimsry social groups

é¢. broader, social groupns

{34, pp.266, 273).

3exusl deviants ore sexually~prone inhsbitaihs of delincuency
areas {?s ?»235)'

There is the effect of differential ssecociation in the etiology
of sexuval offenders (7, p.233).

ILower socio-economic status products rely relatively more uvon
interenurse, within znd without marriage, while unper sccio-economic
status products rely relatively more on mssturbation, nocturnal
enissions and petting to climax {25, p.223).

Different cultural grouns holéd and teaech thelr young different
ideologies about sex (25, p.khE),

/
Sex as human conduct 1g defined =2nd controlled by society and
its component groups {18, p.245),

The sex role is relzted to the other roles of s person, Sex is
only one role of the verson {7, p.243}.

The sociologlst stresses differences in homogexusl behavior by the

attitude and by the role of the partieipants (7 234
X7 1 'J» » o .
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11.

12,

13.
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The homosexusl is the person who concelves of himself znd i
generally congldered by others as homosexual. Thus with the
human, as different fhan the snimal, sex 1s essentially social
and not biolegic.{?, r.233).

Patterns of sexual behavior in Ameriesn society are particularly
subjeft to modification. This belng the result of the impact of
certain factors characteristic of our culture.

a. Ameriecan culture as compared with other cultures is much
more heierogenecus. As a resulit many adolescents and young
veople ars confused, bewildered and troubled.

. The trensition from the nuritan taboe agsinst sex to a wuch
frear snd fraanker accentsmnce and discussion of 1%,

e, The emorgence of the powerful influenee ¢f the wmedia of mass
commanication,

Thease three footors 31l serve to underline the influence of the

primary group and sociz]l institutions in centrolling the sex

13ifs of the person, %o silmulate sexusl experimentation and
nitimately to Tforce him to formulale his own nersonal code of

sex conduct in relation to his social roles {18, Pp.245, 255),

The individval does not 2volve his sexual siszndards in = soeial
vaeuum; they take form in conjunection with the cultural impress
of the family, the church and the peer group with the later
factors that enter into the cryetallizatiocn of his attitudes
and behavier {7, ».235).

The sociological congeption of sex is defined by socledy in
relation to the other roles of a person, the influence of
ethnie subculture, socizl class, occunational asctivity, snd the
intimate social grown {7, p.233).



