43495

National Library

Bibliotheque nationale
of Canada

. * du Canada
Canadian Theses Division

Ottawa, Canada
K1AON4 -~

Division des théses canadiennes g '

PERMISSION TO MICROFILM — AUTORISATION DE MICROFILMER

» Please print or type — Ecrire en lettres moulées ou dactylographier

Full Name of Author — Nom complet de I'auteur

Lovise Maije Mopoee

Date of Birth — Date de naissance

ﬂl/w\ 15 1] /\“@

Country of Birth — Lieu de naissance

Canada

Permanent Address — Résidence fixe

'JO )Y\\)glor\) ,)\(6‘{
\r\Nu od Yooy , Mibhe |

Title of Thesis.— Titre de la these

(/W—‘)u 1% e

8

.

| . . ( » ‘
Ky\ ~aany (CONe e )\lﬂg Corte ¢t oval dand Tenal RC(\‘\(M-

University — Unlversne

Universt Y of ﬂlbe(%

CEdpioad s

Degree for which thesis was presented — Grade pour lequel cette thése fut présentée

Masters of Pyle

Year this degree conferred — Année d'obtention de ce grade

199

Name of Supervisor — Nom du directeur de these

Or R Siloer Q4

Permission is hereby granted to the NATIONAL LIBRARY OF
CANADA to m|crof|lm this thesis and to lend or sell copies of
the film.

The author reserves other publication rights, and neither the
thesis nor extensive extracts from it may be pnnted or other-
wuse reproduced wuthout the author's written permlssmn

L'autorisation est, par la présente, accordée a la BIBLIOTHE-
QUE NATIONALE DU CANADA de microfilmer cette thése et de
préter ou de vendre des exemplaires du film.

L'auteur se réserve les autres droits de publication; ni la thése
. ni_de longs extraits de celle-ci ne doivent étre imprimés ou
autrement reproduits sans "autorisation écrite de 'auteur.

Date

0 15/79 o

Signature

LA AILL

NL-91 (4/77) . /

.

i e e

o

-



The quality of this microfiche is h
the quality of the ori
ing. Every effort ha
quality of reproduction possibl

Cataloguing Branch
Canadian Theses Division,

Ottawa, Canada *
K1A ON4

s been mad

" Nauonal Library of Canada

eavily dependent upon
ginal thesis submitted for microfilm-
e to ensure the highest
e

If bages are missing, contact the university which
granted the degree.

Some pages may have indistin
the original pages were t
ribbon or if the university

s

’

ct print especially it

yped with a poor typewriter J

sent us a poor photocopy.
4

Previously copyrighted materials (journal articles,
published tests, etc.) are not filmed. -

)
¢

Reproduction in full or in
by the Canadian Co
Please read-the auth

this thesis.

-

part of this film is governed
pyright Act, R.S.C. 1970, ¢. C-30.
orization forms which accompany

THIS DISSERTATION
HAS BEEN MICROFILMED
EXACTLY AS RECEIVED

NL-339 (3/77)

S . et et e s o e+

: »
Bibliotheque nationale gu Canada

Direction du catalogage
Division des theses canadiennes

AVIS

La qualité de cette microfiche dépend grandement de la
qualité de la thése soumise au microfilmage. Nous avons
tout fait pour assurer une qualité supérieure de repro-
duction.

S'il manque des pages, veuillez communiquer avec
I université qui a conféré fe grade.

La qualitékd‘impression de.certaines pages peut
laisser a désirer, surtout sj les pages originales ont été
dactylographiées al'aided'un ruban usé ou sil'université
nous a fait parvenir une photocopie de mauvaise qualité.

Les documents qui font déja I'objet d'un droijt d’'au-
teur (articles de revue, examens publiés, etc.) ne sont pas
microfilmés.

La reproduction, méme partielle, de ce microfiim est

- soumise a la Loi canadienne sur le droit d'auteur, SRC

1970, c. C-30. Veuillez prendre connaissance des for-
mules d'autorisation qui accompagnent cette thése.

LA THESE A ETE
MICROFILMEE TELLE QUE
NOUS L'AVONS REC UE

T e

i s,-‘_;u..‘g_- e s



THE UNIVERSITY OF ALBERTA

-

PUBLIC OPINION CONCERNING
CORRECTIONAL AND PENAL REFORI

BY
{ C:) LOUISE MARIE MOROSE
\'\ / ' . ’

. A THESIS
SUBMITTED TO THE FACULTY OF .
GRADUATE STUD;fs AND RESEARCH
IN PARTIALHFULFILMEﬁT OF THE REQUIREMENTS
- FOR THE DEGREE OF

MASTER OF« ARTS

DEPARTMENT OF SO¢IOLOGY

*

EDMONTON, ALBERTA,

FALL, 1979



THE UNIVERSITY OF ALBERTA

FACULTY OF .GRADUATE STUDIES AND - RESEARCH

/

Y

The undersigned ceftify that they héve
read, and recommend to the Faculty of»Graduate
Studies and‘Resgarch, for ac;eptance,,a thesis
enfitled PUBLIC OPINION CONCERNING CORRECiIONAL
AND PENAL REFORM submitted by Louisé_Marie Moroseb
in partial fulfilment of the:reqUifements fér the

degree of Master of Arts.




N , » SRR
ABsTRAéT L oL -

. - \ N . N

SN : ‘ T

\

o

I

There is v1dence to suggest that contemporary
correctlonaﬁyphjzosophy is mov1ng away from the.

pollcy of sequesterlng offenders toward strategles
B o \ .
and programmes which stress the relntegratlon 0

the offender %into the communlty env1ronment - N
Programmes are being advocated which rely upon
community endorsement and participation, yet there

is a paucity ofievidencegto aid policy-makers in

detarmining‘public_opinion toward correctional{
issues. i | | |
| The present survey research attempts ‘to
1nvest1gate public attltudes toward penal and
correctional reform, and examines selected social
correlates which may influence public attitudes
‘toward correctional philosophy. |
., The’ data examlned in the present studg were
based upon a systematlc random sample of households o3
'1n.Edmonton, Camhda (N=303). In addition, tmo
suhsamples were drawn in order‘to enable a , "‘d“y
Lcomparlson to Be’made with the maJor éample é The«.
| study carrled out by Vicki McNickle Rose (1976)
dprov1ded the major rmpetus for the present research
To. summarize the findings of the ?dmonton
public sampie,i“receptiyity to correctional reform”g
r‘the-dependent.yiﬁéggge-was found to, be intgrselyh
i =9 SN

. 8
iv.



related to age but p081t1ve1y related to- thJ
tengency to attrlbute the responsibility of jrlme to
societal factors, the tendency not to view crime as
‘a serious problem educatlonal attalnment ané
occupat10na1 prestlge ~ No relatlonshlp was‘found
.between recept1v1ty to correctlonal reform a d
income or-experiencée w1th v1ctimization.
statlstlcally significant relatlonshlp was flound
between flrst hand knowledge and correction 1 reform
howevef, ‘the relationship was opposiﬁe the/ direction
predicted. - When the findings of the presént research
aredeompared with thoee of.Rose (1976),/;esu1ts
reveal a similarity between thevfwo sambles.

| The final4chapter is deVoted to a diseussion
- of the findings and an interprefation of the

results,

(J
o
a
|
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' CHAPTER T
INTRODUCTION

Korn (1971) once expressed regret that the'
‘publlc.lS a ”sacred COowW. often deferred to but never_f
consulted e " . | -
ThlsrtheSiS'seeks to.examine.how.the public
feels tomard selected isSues'in the area of correc-
tions. Although there is scant 1nformat10n on pub—
lic attltudes toward penal and correctlonal pollcles
there are very deflnlte theoretlcal assumptlons and
‘_ practlcal suggest1ons being put forth by pollcy-
.makers, correct10na1 personnel and academlcs al1ke
To assess the mood of the publlc as either pos1t1ve
or negatlve Ain terms of proposed or effectlve changes
..1n correctlonal phllosophy is fa11a01ous in llght of
the pau01ty of ev1denoe from Wthh to generallze 7
‘The present research is exploratory in nature and
~1s not subsumed under a r1gorous theoretacal frame—’;
. work. Rather, the research proposes toﬂredlrect the
focus and;proceed fromvthe "grass.roots” to ekamine_
B how the pub11c feels toward correctional theory

The 1mpetus for the present research comes from the

survey research conducted by Vicki Mchckle Rose (1976)_

(x4



- in the Sfate of Washington‘in which she conducted ad;.,
. N f . ) Lol * . . . ) . = -

survey to ascertain how residenté’bfﬁthe.state felt-
;toward contemporary}issuee in .the area of corrections.

Significance of the Research

Theré exists cﬁrremtly a reSUrgence of
dlnterest in- the area of penal and correctlonal reform
In addltlon to the'lntroductlon of modlflcatlons

at the 1nst1tut10na1 level we are w1tne531ng a
renewed empha81s upon the reintegration of the of-
-fender into the communlty env1ronment AsSumpt;onsi
f,are belng made regardlng publlc attltudes and'pro-
grammes are’ belng advocated which rely to some
‘extent upon the suppoRt of the communaty, yet

publlc receﬁfiv1ty to&ard correct10na1 phllosophy
has remained an area virtually unexamlned The

' publlc has afternately been viewed as apathetlc
vtoward penal pollcy (Harrls 1968' Johnson, 1974);‘
.ignorant of matters of correctlon (Henshel and
Sllverman 1975), amblvalent (Doleschal 1970); :'
_and punltlve 1n attltude (Taves and Mauss 1975)

‘ How the publlc actually feels toward cor-v
rectlons is not merely of interest as a solltary

‘phenomenon Some belleve that public oplnion has a -

s1gn1f1cant impact on pollcy dec1s1ons It has been-

,stated "Any strategy that to%ally_ignores community



obinion is iikeiy to fail" (Duffee and Ritti, 1977ﬁy
455). The President's Commission on Law Enforcement:
and Administration of Jusﬁige (i967), Chamber of
Commerce of the United States (1972), Margolin (1967)
and Weeks (1974) are among those who view the parti-
cipation of éommunity members as an indispensible
element of correctional reform. Thé,opinion has
been‘expressed (Hindelang, 1974; Carter, 1972), that
the public is anxious to become involved in‘govern-
mental affairs and in all issues whi@h affect théir
commﬁnity — they are;@esirous of a change in role
from passive spectatorélto aéfivé participants»in
'fhe affairs which affect their lives. .Duffee and
Ritti (1977) optimistically state that the irradica-
tion of the ignorance of public attitudes toward the
Icriminal Justice system."is likely to redefine some
other major correctiénal problems of to rearrange
completely our Strategiés for their solution"
(Duffee and;Ritti, 1977:457). Knowledge of public
attitudes toward the criminal justice system has
important,implicatiéns not ohly for pra&titioners'
- in the field, but for academies as well.

Sociologists (and others) often assume
that certain perceptions are held, offer
no research to validate such assumptions,
and state little about who holds them,
how many people in what categories and

how strongly the beliefs are adhered to
(Sagarin,; 1975:xii).



Obviously, a systematic analysis of public 8
opinion toward correct{onal policies is required.
The present study of éttitudes toward certain issues
in penal and correctionai policy will hépefully
aid in filling the existing void.
~The following section briefly reviews the
contemporary state of our knowledge of public opi-

nion toward penal and correctional issues.
. o

Overview of the Problem

‘.Some (Preéident's Commission on Law En-
forcement and'Administration of Justice, 1968;
Cafter, 1972; Reaspns, 1974) view the public as
becoming increasingly sympathetic toward rehabili-
tativel éoals_Within the criminal justice system.
This move toward greater 1enieﬁcy is seen as being
predicated upon the recognition by the pubiic that
crime and criminal behavior is not due to inherent
gqualities of the offender, but rather due to the
failure of the social system (Reasons, 1974; Skoler, *
1975). ‘Research by Smith and Lipsey (1976) revealed.
" that the public was genepally supportive of innova-
tive tacticé (i.e., conjugalxvisits) within the penal
system. Whereas elite respondents'in the Berk and

Rossi (1977) study reported that they regarded the

‘public as unreceptive toward more lenient correctional

\~



policies, Rose's (1976) respondents were generally
positive in reaction and not as punitivel& orieﬂted
as perceived by the Berk aﬁd Rossi (1977) sample?

Other evidence would seem to indicate that
the public is indeed punitive and that they would
advocate harsh, repressive meésures to irradicate

]

the ''crime problem”.3 A nation-wide survey conducted
in the U.S. by the American‘Institute for Public
Opinion (A.I1.P.0O.) reported that 79%’of the
respondents indicated they would supbort candidates
who would invoke harsher §edtences for offenders.
‘ Attitudes toward tﬁe death penalty are often
employed as a guagé or i%dicator of more general
repressive measures. Public sen%iment toward the
issue of capital punishment has become progressively
more retentionist in nafure. In a Harris poll
carried out in 1973, 59% of the respondents favored
the death penalty. Chandler (1976) notes that since
1971, polls indicate Canadians are increasingly ‘
supportive of the death pepalty.

If the available evidence surfdunding puB—
119 opinion in the areas of corrections is both
ambiguous and incongruous, no less so are the
reactions of the policy-makers. On the one hand,
lack of information.about‘public opinion is cited

as a rationale for non-action.

e



In the area of criminal justice ﬁhere
is a strong tendency to make assumptions —
about the nature of ''public opinion'" on
various issues. Cautious legislatures
often assert that 'the public would never
countenance innovative and experimental N
policies (Schur, 1973;10). '
‘Numerous Commissions and organizations
repeatedly claim that though they would be suppor-
tive of more lenient gorrectional policies, consi-
deration of public reaction serves as an impédiment
to the implementation of such strategies (Doleschal,
1970; Chamber of Commerce of the Udi@ed States; 1972;
Berk and Rbssi, 1977). o
On the other hand, steps_afe Being taken,‘
and programmes are being implemented. Contemporary
corrections is witnessing such strategies as diver-
sion programmes, the de—criminalization of offenses,
and the introduction of community-based corrections
such as half-way houses. Correctional philosophy
maintainsvthat increased community treatment will
become the ideal of the system.
Only the communityAin the end can really
solve the crisis. The roots of crime can
be destroyed through a strong public resolve
-~ more than lip service, more than pious
claims and pious hopes — to attack the
underlying causes of crime: poverty, dis-
crimination, broken homes and mental illness
(Harris, 1968:10).

The employment of fines options programmes

is'becoming one of the most popular sentencing
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- options in Canada (Hogarth, 1971). As Skoler (1975)
states community treatment i§ the "in-thing''.

...1t is only in the community that
rehabilitation of the offender can ulti-
mately take place. Here is where he must
live, if he is to take his place in harmony
with, the rest of society, and here is where
he must be adjusted to the habits and styles
of life which will enable him to do so
(Skoler, 1975:4).

i

The foregoing lofty resolve is muted'some—

what by the other view, represented by a single

s hi

o interview for illustrative purposes:

...looking at our own city where its
getting into such a state that it's not
safe for a sane person to be on the streets.
By punishing these criminals with punishment
doesn't mean a.thing to them, such as a few
years off the street eating good meals that
‘'we taxpayers pay for, I can't see why we
taxpayers are paying to see these nuts
walking around. They are of no use to
society and should be dealt with
(Interview with an Edmonton citizen,
Edmonton Sun, September, 1978).

The introduction of reintegrative correc-

tional programmes based upon some vague notions of -
public opinion-is of dubious merit. Programmes

5 .
such as community-based corrections, depend at

least to some extent upon the endorsement of the
public.

Msmbers of the public supply the tax
money~ that supports the correctional
services; their direct participation is
necessary to a successful correctional
program; they are the ones who suffer
if efforts to curb the incidence of crime
fail, and in the final analysis correctional
advances are dependent on public attitudes

—



(Report of the Canadlan Committee on
Corrections, 1969: 31).

Rose (1976) addresses some of the above concerns in

her study and much of this thesis involves a partial

repllcatlon of the Rose (1976) research

The Rose Study

The purpose ef this research carried oﬁt in
the'State of Washington was "to assess the nature of
public opinion and to coﬁpare those perceptions with
those of pelicy and decisiop—makers“ (Rose, 1976;2);

. V‘A self-administered questionnaire5 was mailed
to a random sample of res1%}nts of the State of |
Washlngton in .1975, {

In this study, the dependent variable,
”receptivii& toward correctional reform" wae opera—
tionalized by summing the scores of eighteen Likert-
type questionnaire ;tems. The dependent variabie
was found to be negatively related to age, but poei—’
tively related to educational attainment, occupa;
tional prestige, political liberalism, political
efficacy, a tendency not to view crime as a serious
Aproblem, and the view that the responsibility for
crime rested with society.

The Rose (1976) study which prov1ded the

background for the present research w111 be reviewed

in greater detail in the follow1ng chapter.
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Although there is.a.tendehp& tQ subsume the
policies ef Canada and the United States as ”Ameriean”,
there are some indicationg that the‘two are not en-
tirely similar. The follow1ng s ctlon looks at

some dlfferences which may ex1st

The Canadian Situation : ' P ST

. There is some evidence to suggest that
results from the Edmonton study wo@ld differ from
the Rose (1976) findings. This isiconsistent with
Quinney's (1970) suggestion that cdmmunity members

develop distinct patterns of reaction to crime.

The construction and diffusion of criminal concep-

~tions is likely to be peduliar to certain areas.-

In'addition Tepperman (1977) suggests that Capadians
are more conservatlve 1n outlook than are Americans.

6

He suggests that Amerlcans have consistently expres—
sed st:onger‘support over the years surveyed for the
abolltlon of the death penalty. Chandler (1976)
supports the content16\ that the Canadian public

is' more inclined toward the use of the death penalty

than is the Amerlcan public. The«Law Reform Commis-

sion noteS'f”Canada .1s .one of theharshestWestern

vcountries when 1t comes to the use. of prlson sen-

tences. Many of the terms 1mposed are far too 1ong,,

e

one half the people in prlson should never be there
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and so many are in jail that thdse few‘neéding help
cannot get it" (Temppérman,11977:2).

The foregoiég evidence Qould suggesf that
our Canadian respondents might be more conservative
in outlookythan their American counterparts.

The objective of ?ﬁe present survey research
is to eXaminé public attitudes toward penal and
correctional polici?s and proposed changes in theL
Canadian Justice System; and to isolate those vari-
abies which may influence public bpinion toward
seleéfed issues in contemporary corrections.

The methodological approach employed in this

research is briefly discussed in the following section.

Research Procedures

A systematic_raﬁdom.Sample of five hundred
iEdmonton'résidenqeé was'draWn and a self-administered
questionnaire'was mailed to’the sample of households
in mid-July of 1978. Twé follow-up procedures were
carried out. The respohdents were sent %wo letters
of.%ppeal emphasising the importance of their

participatgon in the study. The first letter of

'appeal was accompanied by a replacement copy of the

':'VQUeSiibﬁna re in the event the original copy had

)

- -  been misplaééd&;@h‘
»a,Sﬁbsémples were drawn which would enable
. .a compidrison to be made wifh‘thea"pubiic” sample:

"‘membersfof*thé John Howard Society, and members of
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a local union.

Plan of the Thesisz

°

-
", . .
PN 4
-~

Chapter II of this thesis is devoted to a

review of the relevant litetature. ‘The methodology
employed in the présent researchjwill be discussed
in Chapter III. Chapters IV and V are devoted to a
discussion of the aﬁalysis of the data and fihdings
ef the research. The final chapter will discus§x

'the interpretation of- the analysis and will provide

- Tecommendations derived from the data.
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FOOTNOTES

1All measures,subsumed under the term
"rehabilitative" are not necessarily less severe,
and may in fact be exXtremely punitive and dehabili-
tating. In this paper, however, the terms 're-
habilitation" and "reform" should be taken in the
context of those measures and strategies which are
less severe and which Stress reintengration of
offenders. The term '"reform" requires further
qualification. "Reform'" refers to the deviation
from anything that is. In the context of this
research however the term is employed to refer to-
those policies considered more lenient from those
presently in practice.

, 2The findings of the Berk et al. study
examined by Rose- (1976) were available in unpublished
form in 1973. Subsequent to the Rose (1976) survey,
the Berk and Rossi study was published in 1977, thereby
accounting for the seeming disparity between the one
year lapse between the Rose (1976) study and the Berk
and Rossi (1977) research.

St is interesting to note that many
criminologists seem to be becoming more punitive in '
light of recent research. (See for example Martinson,
1974) . ’

4All too frequently, the rationale cited for
the examination of public opinion refers to the notion
that citizens are taxpayers and-that somehow makes them
deserving of consultation. This is somewhat simplistic.

- Community members are not as insulated from the criminal

Justice process as some seem to assume. Theseé are the
victims of 'crime, the initiators of the criminal process,
and at times, thrdugh the intensity of their reaction to
certain crimes the "Jjudges" who impose their influence
on' the sentencing process. In 'addition, those persons
making policy-decisions are acting in the capacity of
representatives of the public.

5The questionnaire items in the Rose (1976)
study were a modified version of those employed in the
Berk and Rossi (1977) study. The original items were
developed from The National Commission on Criminal
Justice Standards and Goals. : '

12



CHAPTER II

A REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE

‘The present chapter is devoted to a review
of the contrlbutlons of selected researchers as they
relate to the manner in whlch the public reacts to
issu€es of correctlonal reform Unfortunately, not
only 1s there a scarcity of empirical data in. the
area, but in many cases prev1ous studles are overly

&
descrlptlve (Glbbons et al., 1972) or concentrate

solely\on such singular issues as- attltudes toward the
death penalty (see for example Vidmar and. Ellsworth
1974). Follow1ng a review of the relevant llterature
- We present a more complete examlnatlon of the Rose . (1976f
survey The de0151on to use the Rose (1976) study as
a foundatlon for the present research was based on

the fact that her study represents one of the rare .
attempts at a,sophlstlcated and systematlc effort to
provide a more thorough analy81s of the varlous
correlates ofﬁpublic opinion toward ¢rime and crime
control. The final section of'this chapter incorpor—
ates the flndlngs of the Rose (1976) study with other
contributions on the ‘subject in order to present

the: hypotheses which gulde the present research

13
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‘Perception of Crime as a Serious Problem

'Dufihg the 1960's crime and public:concern
regardihg crime became major.social issues. The
President;s‘Crime‘Commission was established, in part,
to examine anxiety about crime.

A chief rguson that this Commlss1on waS'
organlzed was that there is w1despread public
anxiety about crime. In one sense, this
entire report is an effort to focus that
anxiety on the central problems of crime and:
criminal justice. The necessary part of that
effort has been to study as carefully as
possible the anx1ety itself (President's
Crime Commission, 1967:49).

Jennie.McIntyre (1967)-reviems several public-
opinion polls and surveys which attest to the sali-
ence of public anxiety with crime. A 1963 Gallup
poll presented an addlt‘sample with a list of 39
problems potentially facing_their community. It was
found that juvenile delinquency was isolated most”®
frequently as the major problem. Harris sufveys.
report that each year respondentshprogressivelyo
express a rise in concern for their personal safety.

In addition; when the‘National Opinion Research Centre
asked a natiOn—Wide sample to choose the major domestic
problem to which they had most recently been attentlve
‘Amerlcans stated they regarded crime .as.the major

s001a1 problem second.only to race relations. .This .

lends further'support to the-results of polls conducted

by Harris and Gallup which reflect citizen opinion that
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orime is on the increase. _

As'McIntyre (1967) pointsvout, both.the study'
- carried out by=the Bureau‘of Social Science, and the . .
NORC survey, revealed that the fedr of crime o
permeates the lives of many Amerlcans -

In summary, research.lndlcates a‘wideSpread
concern about crlme as a natlonal and personal prob-
lem. Fu(thermore the popular v1ew is’ that crime is
'on the 1ncrease ~ As will be dlscussed later in thls
seqtlon publlc fear aﬁd .concern toward crime’ may o
emerge as an 1mportant varlable in attltudes toward

the control of crime.

Fear.ot Victimization'

Although Harris'Suryeys consistently find_
that overithe‘recent years fea;;of victimization is
increasing; McIntyre (1967) p01nts out that Ennls
(1967) reported no s1gn1flcant relatlonshlp between
v1ct1mlzatlon and the concern expressed for crime.
Victims dijid however reveal some apprehension about
the p0351b111ty of burglary and robbery, silghtly
.more frequently thanh non- v1ct1ms

‘ The BSSR study found that the experience of
v1ct1mlzat10n was not a major controlllng factor 1n
a person 's llfe as ev1denced by. the. fact that few

of those 1nterv1ewed remembered the occurrences

As McIntyre notes "experience w1th v1ct1m1zation
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does not determine attitudes toward orime“ {(McIntyre,
1967:189). | | |

. The foregoing discussion suggests that ex-
periehceMOf victimizat}on may not significantly

affect one's attitudeshtoward'crime control.

The Effect of Knowledge o s

'This‘portioh of.the paper is devoted to a
discussion of the.extegt of‘individual khowIedgei
about crime and'correctiohsq andithe infleunce one's
berceptiohs maY'have towarqéﬁhe issue of crime aqo
crime control. When ohe has 1imited contact or inter—

~action with others the tendency to stereotype is a
prevalent reactlon. The effectr of flrst—hand know-
- ledge is -not restricted to attitudes towardi}hmates_
| or criminal offenders,tbut-ﬁermeates alllfacetstof.
life in a more generai sehse .As—Smith ahd Lipseyi
point out‘ ”8001olog1sts have long assumed that
"social’ contact or 1nteract10n 1nf1uence perceptlon fth
and oplnlons” (Smlth and L1psey, 1976 121)
o Co Smlth and L1psey (1976) carrled out a study‘
o
: to examine publlc attltudes toward the issues of con-
jugal v1s1tat10n work release and weekend leaves for
inmates. Two Separate samples in Tennessee and-
» Georgia were interviewed by telephone‘ Sample A
.(N=é4) was asked.whether-they were personally

acquainted with anyone in prison, and were asked,
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"Are you in favor of overnight Visits for prisoners
by their spouses?", Sample B (N=104) was asked as
&ell;whether they were acquainted with éh inmate, but
the question posed regarding conjugal visitation was
phrased in a more specifié manner, i.e. "I am in
favor of overni%ht visits for prisoners by their
'spouses which would include sexual relations.' In
addition, Sample B'waS'asked their opinion;toward the
policies of work release and weekend le;ves'fof in-
mates. The authéTs report that almost 30% of both
samples were acquainted with an inmate, and over 50%
of the respondents in both samples endorsed conjugal
visitation. In addition, it was found that there
was strong support for work release and weekend
leaves. The study suggests that the public may not
be as punitiVely oriented as some would expect, but
the major issue which emerges is the interaction
between personal acquaintance with an inmate and the
supportive stance expressed toward morellenient
policies for offenders.

In a survey carried out in San Francisco
and Portland (éibbons, et al., 19§§),lrespondents
were asked their opinions on half-way houses, their
opinions on releésevon one's own recognizance, and
whefhéf”€£§y khew"of»anyone.who had been arrested
for a major crime. It -was found‘thét'appfoximately

two tﬁiﬁds of the respondents..endorsed both the
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notion of half-~way houses, and the policy of release
on one's ownh recognizahce, In the San Fransisco
sample, 42.9% reported knowing someone.whp had been
arrested for a major crime. In the Pbrtland sample,
35.7% reported knoWledge of someone who had been
arrested for a major crime. Although a higher per-
centage of the sample stated they were/not acquainted
with anyone who had been arrested, one cannot éssuée

a lack of relationship between "knowledge'" and support
for more leniént correctional policy. The wording of
the question to include the term "major" may havg
seriously biased the results, as some respondents may
have been acquainted with someone who had been
arrested.for a minor offence which would constitute a
form of knowledge as well. In addition, whether a
crime is.- considered ”ﬁajor” is open to personalbihter—
pretation, as the term "major" may conjure up various
images foruthe various respondents.

"Doleschal (1970) reviews a research experi-
ment carried out inﬂCglifo;gia“wh;gh eéxamined -the
ihfluence.df~knowlédgeréf:aé;offendér{s:pééf~dn"the
severity_ofﬂpunishmeht enddrsed'by thévrespondents.

A control group and an experimental groupaﬁeré giveﬁ
information on tern crimes and were asked to indicate
the type of penaify they would recommend. The experi-
mental group however, was given detailed knowledge of

the life history of the offender: The -experimental
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éroup's recommendation for punishment was less severe
~-then that of the control group on seven of the ten
crimes presented. It was concluded that familiarity"~
with an offender's past affects and modifies the atti-
tudes of others.
) As previously noted, lack of knowledge of,
or limited interaction with others encourages stereo—
typing.. Doleschal (1970) reported the findings that
many of his respondents viewed the delinquent as "i11".
The diffusion of the concept "deviant" and the lack of
distinction between the criminal and the mentally il1l
was substantiated by Galliher' s (1970) study 1n Mlssourl.
()When respondents were asked: '"How close to your home
would you say is the nearest thing to a prison, a
reformatory or a state training school?'", a sizeable
minority ‘did not distinquish between these~facilities
and mental institutions. Carter notes:
Although many laud the goals of communlty—‘
based correctlons when it -gets" down .to where
in the community they should be, traditional

fears and stereotypes (my empha51s) are involved
(Carter,. 1972" 362). o

The'assumption of the ekistence.of, or know-
ledge of "criminal types" based upon lack of acqualn—
tance w1th offenders may serlously impede the develop-
ment or expansion of community‘basedwcorrectiohs;v“Thej
effects of stereotyping could have deleterious effects.
upon the relntegratlon of the offender into the general

soolety. As Harris notes:
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People are petrified literadly of the
negative influence of the ex-offender in the
.community. And they are not really aware of
the positive potential impact that is in the
ex-offender and his returning to good citizen-
ship in the community (Harris, 1968: 12).

First-hand knowledge, which is cognitive in
nature may serve to negate or to moaify the affective
component of fear. Galliher makes the following

suggestion:

Encouraging tours of institutions seems to
make good public relations sense because this
firsthand experience. gives the public some
other source of information about prisons
besides movies and television. These tours can
provide a more positive and controlled picture
of corrections and therefore make for more
favourable attitudes toward corrections

- (Galliher, 1970:249).

It would appear then, that knowledge may be
a major factor in one's acceptancefof mqréwlenienf

correction policies.,

;Societal vs. Individual Responsibility for Crime

Those "who pb;}t~thgt the public is receptive
to suéh ﬁeasures as-community—baSea corféctiéns often‘
suggest-that a majéf’fadtor COhtributing té the move-
away from a punitive stance has been influenced by pub-
lic recognitionvthat criminal behaviour cannot be attri-
buted to the individual qualities of the offender,

but rather due to the failure of the social system .
(Réasons, 1974; Skoler, 1975). According to Johnson
(1974) the realization on the '‘part of the public that.

the cause of crime‘lies within the social system has
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-

been a méior issue lending impetué’to thé new reform
movement in corrections. Conklin (1975) suggests that
if one attributes crime to environmental or social
conditions, one is more apt to be supportive of social

Kaction programmes as a means of erradicating the problem

of crime.

Miller (1973) discusses the "right" or
"conservative'" faction and their ideological positions
toward éorrectional policy. He suggests that the more
conservative one'is, the more likely one is to view
individuals as responsible for their actions as opposed
to regarding the socialléystém as a possible variable.
Fagan (1978) summarizes Miller's presentation 6% the

individual versus societal issue: :
. : -

...the "right" assume individual res-
ponsibility for personal behavior (as op-
posed to placing the blame on social condi-
tions); proclaims the need for a Strong
moral order based on familial and religious’
values (as opposed to seeing the current
moral order as poorly adapted to existing
social conditions); stresses security of
personal property (as opposed to empha-
sizing the injustices of the distribution
of wealth and power in society); asserts
the needs for conformity to legitimate
authorities (instead of saying that the
authorities should be more responsive to
the needs of the socially disadvantaged);
and emphasizes divisions within society
by.various social groupings (rather than
pointing to the need for a more open
society that provides everyone with greater
opportunities)(Fagan, 1976: 26).
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In view of the foregoing‘iiterature, one may
expect that viewing the individual as opposed to the
environment as a cause of crime would be related to
a more punitive stance toward the issue of the control

of crime.

Demographic Variables i

Previous research also reveals the impact of
demographic variables on the stance taken regarding
causes of crime and views toward crime control. A
survey carried out by the Assembly Committee on
Criminal Procedure (California)(Henshel and Silverman,
- 1975) posed the question, '"What do you think would

help most to lessen the current crime rate?" Responses

to the guestionnaire item revealed the following:

b

increased-soientific study of the causes of crime (28%);
better opportunities for poor people (24%) ; stiffer
sentences and loager’imprieonment (24%); more law

- enforcement officers (11%); social ahd psychiatric

help for offenders (8%). Of significance here is that
the younger, better-educated, gmployed respondehfs
supported increased scientific study of crime’or bet~
ter opportunities for "jobs and education, .as opposed

to punitive measures.’

Glbbons et al. (1972) report that 1n thelr

ﬂwstudy carrled out 1n San Franc1sco and Portland I{fré_;

most 2/3 of those sampled endorsed measures such as ;_f;;;:”



23
better education and employment opportunities,‘and
increased study of crime causatlon to reduce crime
”Of note is that the maJority of respondents had some
college education or were college graduates o

Hindelang (1974) éxamines. a survey conducted
in 1970 which reported that those persons with higher
income and highen education levels were more likely to'
express dissatisf ction with the present correctional o
system. |
‘Research\suggests then, that socip-economic
status,-commonly considered hy.the interrelated elements’
of income, occuoati?n and education may emerge as an
important variable .in affecting One;s attitude toward
crime and crime control.

Studies reueal that age is ahother variable-
which may influence opinion toward crime and crime
control. Richardson et al. (1972) found that reSpOndents
under 30 years of age were less likely‘to evaluate o
correctional institutions in a positive manner. Another
indication that age is of significance comes from the
study carried out by Smith and Lipsey (1976) in which
they found that older respondents were strongly opposed

|

to the notion of conJugal v131tation as am 1nnovat1ve

- “pollcy va -‘.:, . A_A.,“_ ‘p -:::‘.1_\‘.‘ _ . “'.,‘v‘ ‘. ‘ :;" ) -;“'uir e e, S o L

As prev1ously mentioned attitudes toward the ;_f

death penalty are. often’ used to measure wider 1ssues
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qin_the area of punishment Results from polls by

_ Gallup suggest, that women are more opposed to capltal
punlshment ‘than are males. In addltlon Smith and .
Lipsey (1976) reported that in one of their samples,

- more- females than- males endorsed conjugal visitation.

This lends SUpport for the contention that sex may

,ttlnfluence one s pos1t10n toward the control of crime.

The foreg01ng dlscu381on has attempted to
'1solate those relevant varlables Wthh are llkely to
influence how one- reacts toward issues of correctional
reform. A’ detalled dlSCUSSlOH of the Rose (1976) study

is presented below.

The Rose Study

The survey responses in the hose (1976)
Study were solicited by self-administered mail ques-
tionnaire. Respondents were randomly selected from
‘telephone listings in each of the communities in the
State of Washington. A response rate of 81% was
achieved (N=1,121). | -

The questionnaire included Likert- type items

w1th flve response alternatlves strongly agree, »agree

e undec1ded dlsagree strongly dlsagree , The dependent

1_’varrable= receptivity to correctlonal refOrm" Wis

;operatlonallzed by employlng 18 1tems to create the

'escale These 1tems W111 be dlscussed i greater detallA S
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‘in the forthcoming‘presentation of the Edmonton study.
With the exeepfien'of_the-phrasing of some questions,
and with the deletion of two items, the.dependent
variable was largelydupliceted.in the present research.
| The independent Variéblee exgmined in the
Rose (1976) study inCluded"seX; aée;>ethnic baékgfound,
educationel attainment, Qccupafional prestige famlly
,ihéome;ipbrifiéa1 bafty_affiliéfion experlence w1th
victimization,- political id‘eolog'y,‘1 polltlcal eff;cacy,z
Iperceptien éf fhe sefiousneee:ef.cfime'and opinions
concernlng 1nd1v1dua1 versus 8001eta1 respon51b111ty
for crime. . The hypotheses were tested u51ng the
correlation coefficient (r), and the t-test to measure
the signifgcance of difference between means.
The hypotheses p;oposed in the State,ofn.
Washington study and ‘the findings are‘preeenfed in
summary form below.

-Hypothesis 1. ‘Women will be significantly more recep-

tive to correctional reform than men. Support was
found for this hypotheeis; the difference between mean
scores on the dependent variable was'siéhificant beyond
the .005 level.

Hypothe51s 2. There will be '‘an inverse relatlonshlp

’

between age and recept1v1ty to correctlonal reform.

3

The correlation- between thls varlable and the dependent.

= varlable was 51gn1flcant beyond the OOl,leyel..n(
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Hypothesis 3. Non-whites will be significantly more

»

' receptive to correctional reform than wnites.,-No
support wae found for this hyp_othesis.3

Hypothesis 4. There will be a positive relationship

between educational attainment and receptivity to
" correctional reform. A moderate, but significant -
fcorrelatlon was found between varlablee

Hypothe81s 5. ,There-will_bevafpositive relationship

between occupational prestige and receptivity to cor-
rectional reform. This hypothesis  received significant
but weak’support.

Hypothesis 6. There will be a p051t1ve relatlonshlp

between income and recept1v1ty to correctional reform.

A near zero correlation was found between income and

~the dependent varlable 4'ffi

,. Hypothe81s 7 There w111 be a p081t1ve relatlonshlp
between polltlcal efflcacy and recept1v1ty to correc-
tional reform. A weak but statistically Slgnlflcant//

14

correlatlon was found for this hypothesis.

Hypothesis 8. Democrats will be significantly more
receptive to correctional reform than Republicans.
Support was found'fpr this hypothesis.sa,

Hypothesis 9. Conservatives will be significantly-

less receptive to correctional reform than 11berals
Rose found that "The correlatlon coeff1c1ent of great—

est magnitude betWeen any of the - independent varlables

4 .
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and receptivity to correctionai reform iS«observed
for the: relationship between polltical ideology and
“the dependent variable "6

Hypothe51s 10. - Those who attribute the responSibility N

for crime to individuals w111 be least receptive to

'correctiqnai ;efprm. " This hypothe31s met w1th some

. ) - S
. support. - A o /
N
Hypothesis 11. Those who perceive crime is .a very

serious problem will be least receptive to correctional
reform. The relationship for_this hypothesis was weak
but statistically s1gn1ficant.

Hypothesis 12. - There will be no relationship_between

victimization and receptivity to correctional refarm.
The,difference7between'méan responses on the dependent
variable for v1ctims -versus non- Victims was. found not

to be 51gn1ficant

The Edmonton Study

The survey reseafch carried out.in.Edmonton,
Canada partially replicatedrthe foregoing Rose (1976)
study. HoweVergrin addition to the predictor variabies
of sex, age SES victimization, ‘perceptlon of the
seriousness of crime and opinion concerning 1nd1v1dua1
versus societal responsibility for. crlme as rev1ewed in
the State of ‘Washington, the independent variable

"knowledge'" is also included. The examination of the



effect of knowledge - ‘was tapped by asklng respondents

whether they were personally acqualnted w1th an 1nmate

and whether or not they had toured a prlson or correctlons

centre.

Formulation of Hypotheses

- The f1na1 portlon of this chapter is devoted

to the formulatlon of hypotheses ' The empirical evidence
previousldeiscussed and the consideration of the Rose
'findings provided the framework for'the'hypotheses
Empirical ev1dence whlch prompted the formulatlon of- the o
hypotheses w111 be brlefly Treviewed. ' ‘ | o0
‘ Researchers (McIntyre 1967 Ennls 1967'
“‘Blderman et al , 1967) have: reportéd that the publlc o
’1s concerned about crlme ‘and have 1ndlcated 01tlzens’
view crime as on the increase. Rose (1976) c1tes
Conkf;n (1975);' "Insofar “as penal 1nst1tut10ns 1solate'
potential‘Offenders; they somewhat‘alleviate thé'threat
of crime, thus reducing public concern.“ One may ekpect
that changes$ in the present system Wthh stress greater
lenlency and de- emphas1ze the sequesterlng of offenders
‘'would increase the concern of the publlc for thelr saftey, .
and negatlvely affect thelr general endorsement of changes
“or 1nnovat1ve tgctlcs within the Justlce system >.In Iight

of,that con31derat10n the follow1ng hypothe51s was #

proposed:



.able to recall the experience. Conklin (1975).states

nonvictims will not différ in their attitudes toward

29

Hypothésis One:‘ Those who,percéivé-crime as avvéry
sérious problem willibe }éast‘receptiﬁé to correctional
reform. | | .

. 'With,feéards to victimization, the BSSR study
found that the experiénce‘of‘victimization did not
becsme a major controliing_factor'in a persoﬂ‘s~lifé,

as evidenced by the fact that few interviewed were

as well that direct victimization does not make one more

fearful Commentlng on surveys of publlc oplnlon

Galllher comments

N Very 11tt1e statistical correlation

was found between . the experience of, havlng

been Vlctlmlzed and the -attitudes toward
‘most aspects of the crime problem. .. The .
attitudes -of -victims and. nonv1ct1ms were

not significantly different in- relation . -0
to either the individual's concern with the

crime problem or his perception. of crime
-(Galliher, '1970: 457).

The contention then, is that victims and

correctional reform. As such, the following hypothesis

is presented:

~ Hypothesis Two: There will be no relationship between

victimization and receptivity toward correctional reform.

Research indicates that persons who eithéf
have been acquainted with an pffendéf, or‘who have
visited prisons (Smith and Lipsey, 1976; Galliher, 1970)

are more likely to favor lenient programmes. Chandler
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(1976) found that those MP s who res1ded in areas where
‘_prlsons were located were more likely to vote to. .abolish
capital punishment Their close proximity to prisons

has perhaps created an opportunity for 1nteraction with
offenders, as well as increasing their knowleoge of the
functioning of correctional institutions. Berk and Rossi
(1977) found that respondents in their survey who had
intimate knowledge.of,iSSues of corrections accurateiy
‘perceivedfthe shortComings of the system, In light of
the foregoing,'the following hypothesis is'presentedf

~Hypothesis Three' There will be. a positive relationship

'h'between first hand knowledge of prisons and receptivity

'to correctional reform

A factor which emerges from the literature
suggests that whether or not.a punitive. stance is
vtaken depends upon whether one attributes crime es ad
result ©0f the social system or as a result . of some
1nherent qualitles of the'1531V1dua1 (Reasons 1974;
Skoler, 1975; Johnson 1974).

‘ | Rose c1tes Conklin (1975) who suggests that
.attributing crime to individual characteristics pro-
v1des}a Justification for 1mprisonment rather than such

measures as social action programmes to deal with the

issue. ThlS prov1des the basis for the next hypoth851s



Hypothesis Four: Those who attribute the responsi-

bility for crime to the individual will be 1east re-
ceptive to correctional reform. /

It is génerall§ apéepted that persons who
occupy‘various positions wifhin the social;strata
develop distinctive ways tQ viewing the world. Socio-
economic status, with refefence to one's occupation,
education andAincome emerges as an important variable
to be examined.
. A survey carried out by the Assembly Comﬁittee
on Criminal Procedure (Cali;ornia)(Henshel’and Silverman,
IQ%S)Ifound that the better educated respondents supported
increased scientific study of crime and endorsed measures
such as better opportupitios for jobs and education.
Gibbons et al. (1972) reported that the higher the level
of education, the more likely was one to endorse social
measures to alleviate the crime problem.

Hindelang (1974) cites a survey carried out
"in 1970 which found that fespondents wi‘x higher income
and higher education level were more‘likely to expreés
doubt over the deterrent influence of the correctional
system. Dissatisfaction with the present system would
‘seem likely to indicate that respoﬁdents in higher SES
brackets would be supportivé of changes in the present
sysﬁem. In light of the foregoing, we présent the

 fo11owing hypotheses:
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Hypothesis Five: There will be a positive relationship

between educational attainment and receptivity to
correctional reform.

Hypothesis Six: There will be a p051t1ve relation-~

ship between income 1eve1 and- recept1v1ty to correc—
tional reform.

Hypothesis Seven: There will be a positive rela-

tionship between occupational level and receptivity
toward correctional reform.

There is evidence to indicate that age is
an important variable in determining one's stance 'on
issues in corrections. Polls by Gallup for example,
report that younger respondents are more likely to
eppose‘the death penalty. Other researchers (Richard-
son et al., 1972; Smith and Lipsey, 1976; Rose, 1976)
have fodnd support for the contention that younger
respondents are generally more supportive of changes
in corrections. |

Hypothesis Eight: There will be an inverse relation-

ship between age and receptivity toward correctional
reform.

The Gallup findings that women are generally
less punitive is consistent with Rose's suggestion
that women haveousually been more sympathetlc toward -
issues of civil liberties and leads to the follow1ng

hypothesis:
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Hypothesis Nine: Women will be significantly more

receptive to correct10na1 reform than men.,

Tepperman (1977) argues that Canadians are
.more conservative.in outlook than“Americahs ' This
position is consistent with that of Chandler (1976)
who suggests that the Amerlcan public has been less
likely to endorse the use of the death pehalty. In
addition, the Léw Reform Commission suggests that
Canada is one of the most punitive Western countries
when it comes to the imposition of harsh prison sen-
tences. On the Strength of the foregoing the final

RE

hypothesis is presented:

Hypothesis Ten: - Edmontonians will be significantly

less receptive to correctional reform than citizens

of the State of Washington.



FOOTNOTES

'Rose (1976) employs the term "political

“ideology” to refer to the liberalism-conservatism

dimension, i.e., the "left" and "right" ideological
positions.

2The“term ”pblitical efficacy refers to
the notion that one's participation in the political
process can influence that process. (Campbell et al.
defines the term as follows:

--.the feeling that individual political
action does have, or can have, an impact upon
the political process, i.e., that it is worth
while to perform one's civic duties. It is
the - feeling that political and social change
is possible, and that the individual citizen
can play a part in bringing about this change
(Campbell, et al., 1954:187). -

3This hypothesis was deleted from the
Edmonton Study because no support was reported by
Rose, and in addition the variable of ethnicity
could likely be related to soclio-economic status.

4 : ) .
Earlier on in her research, Rose cites

Blalock (1972) as suggesting an r of zero or near

Zzero may not indicate that two variables are unrelated,
but in fact may indicate a curvilinear relationship.
This is not re-introduced in the discussion when a
hear zero correlation was found for the variable of
income.

5This hypothesis was not included in the
present study. With regards to American political
parties, Rose (1976) cites literature to support the
contention that Republicans assume a more conservative
stance on social issues than do Democrats. There is
no clear documentation to suggest that Canadian poli-
tical parties are consistently "right" or "left" in
their position on social policies.

34
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6Even though Rose reports that the Conser-—
vative/Liberal hypothesis revealed the correlation
of greatest magnitude, it was decided to not examine
that hypothesis in this study. The question is merely
stated as: '"Which of the following best describes your .
- Stance on-political issues:  Cobservative; Middle of '
‘the ' Road; Liberal or Radical". It was felt that this
question laid the door open for socially desirable
responses. In addition, the response to this single
item may have been dependent on previous responses
given in the questionnaire. !
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CHAPTER III

ceel el T METHODOLOGY - o e e

The present chapter presents a discussion

cof the'reseérch design employed‘in the present

study.4

fn this survey, a systematic random sample

of Edmonton households was drawn and a" self-admini-

- stered questlonnalre mailed to the respondentszin

mid-July ofV1978 _The households 1nvolved 1n the
research were randomly selected from the Edmonton
Street Address Numerlcal D1rectory which covered
the perlod from January to June, 1978+-v3Q3iresponses
were received from the Edmonton sample of those 18
years or older. Of the original 500 residences
contacted, 30 respondents were deleted from the
sample for reasons of illness, age, etc. The re-
Sponse rate calculated on the N=470 yielded a 64.47%
return. 1In addition, two sﬁbsamples were selected
for the purpose of comparisoﬁs with the '"general
pﬁbllc”., Responses were elicited from members of
the John Howard Society, chosen specifically because
of their knowledge‘of.the field of corrections. A
mailing list of 170 members was provided to the
researchers. 1071 ccmpleted the questionnaire,

36
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Vielding a response rate'of‘sa%. Union members were the
second subsample chosen, Out of 120 questlonnalres malled

'61 returned the completed form brlnglng the response

rate to B0, 83%.

The question.naivr’e.3 Wthh was four‘;nd a half
pages in length was aCCOmpanled by a covering letter P
(see Appendlx A) whlch .described the nature of the study
and stressed the 1mportance Oof the views and opinions
of the respondents to the research The coverlng letter
stressed as well the burely. VOluntary nature of their,
part1c1pat10n in. the prOJect Two 1etters of appeal -
were sent to the respondents 1f their completed question-
‘naire had not been received Wwithin a’ ten-day perlod The
first letter of appeal was accompanled by a replacement
copy of the questlonnalre for the convenlence of the
respondents. Following the suggestions put forth by
Dillmén et al.'(1974), the questionnaire was photo- reduced
for reasons of appearalce, and all Covering letters _were
personally signed by the researcher in order to make the
.correspondence more ‘personal. A stamped. self-addressed
envelope was included in order to add an incentive to | \\
to complete the questlonnalre

The questlonnalre items (see Appendtx\Bj
included standard demographic items, questions re~
gardlng attltudes toward changes in present penal

and correctlonal policies, experlence and victimiza-



‘tion, knowledge of an inmate, questions asking - °
whether the respon51b111ty for crime was societal
Oor individual, and whether the respondents viewed
crlme as an- 1ncreas1ngly serlous problem in the
01ty _ In addltlon flve examples of offences ran-
'glng 1n severlty Were presented and various sentence.
alternatives were provided.
As 1n the Rose study, a leert type scale
\ : .

was Employed A dlfference in the present study,
however is that the category 'undecided" was elimi-
nated . The rationale was to av01d the poss1b111ty
of ”fenCe s1tt1ng” and- encourage the respondents to

)

reply to the ch01ces presented The\ categories‘
of the scale were: \Strongly Agree Agree Dlsagree
‘ Strongly Disagree ?he dependent varlable was con;
Structed by summing the mespondents' scores on se-
lected questionnalre 1tems The scale"used.by Rose
(1976) was retalned /n he present research as the
1tems demonstrated hlgh internal cdnsistency indi-
~cating the prese?ée of a common dimension. \
The depeddent variable "receptivity to cor-
reotional reform”4‘was operationalized by.combining
\

the followi items.

Depéndént Variable

T ere -would be fewer hardened crlmlnals if
e kept offenders in the community and out
/of prison. . '
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Our corrections system is too lenient with
offenders.

We should favor expansion of prisons rather
than corrections programmes like half-way
houses.

We should grant weekend leaves so that
prisoners can visit their families and
friends.

" We should stress vocational training closely
related to outside jobs for prisoners.

We shouldé#give prison guards more power to
d1sc1p11ne prlsoners

i

5We should bring back the death penalty:

We should allow prison officials to read the
prisoners' mail.

‘Solitary confinement should be used more
often. _\,j

We should allow visits by pr1soners' spouses
for sexual purposes

There should be more opportunity for parole.

Prisoners should be allowed to take part in
prison self-government.

There should be more use made of community-
based correctibns (ﬁor example, half-way
houses).

Offenders should be required to do voluntary
work for the community rather than be’ sent
to prison.

Greater use should be made of physical
punishment in prison (for example, whipping)T

Community-based programmes which allow offen-
ders to hold jobs in the community and return
«to jail evenings and weekends are a good
idea.



The foregoing items which comprised the

dependent variable were.- summated according to the

s,

weights assigned to the items. A score of four was

given to the "strongly agree" Statements for the
positive items and a score of one was assigned to the
ltems phrased in a negative manner. The respondents
were given a.total score based upon the summation of
total scofes received. In the present study then, .the
possible range was from 16 to 64. |
The foregoing section hés described the
essentlal elements of the research design of the
Edmonton study and has provided a dlSCUSSlOD of the
methods of data collection. | The two following
chapters are devoted to the presentatlon of the
statlstlcal ana1y31s of the data gathered from the

survey research.
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FOOTNOTES

1The response rate for members of the John
Howard Society was calculated on an N of 162. ' The
membership list had been compiled some years before,
and an up-to-date list was unavailable. Because of
this many were no longer active members. Had the list
been a more recent one, we are confident that the
response rate would have been much higher than the
one. reported here.

2As no mailing list was available for the
Union members, it was deemed convenient to mail the.
questionnaires out in bulk for internal distribution.
Because no names were available, no follow-up proce-
dures were possible.

to' an interview situation was selected in an effort

to reduce costs, avoid the possibility of interviewer
bias and to reduce the likelihood of socially desirable.
responses. : :

4Again it must be Stressed that references
to "reform" Strategies are to be understood in terms
of those measures and Strategies which are less
Severe 'and which stress the reintegration of offenders.

41



CHAPTER 1V

ANALYSIS OF THE DATA

In Chapter II the ten hypotheses examined in
this reqearch study were presented.” In this chapter
Jthevresults'of the étatisticai analyses Ceried out
in testing those hypdtheses are described. The findings
derived from the responses of Edmonton hbuseholders
(N=303) will be itemized and will be compared with
these reported by Rose (1976) in her study éarried but
) n the State of Washington (N=1, 121). As,menfionedf

n the previous Chapter, two subsamples were selected
for purposes of comparison with the larger Edmonton
~sample namely, local members of the John Howard
Society (N=107)‘and membefs of a local unioh (N¥61).
The following chap@er is devoted to the presentation

of the findings of the two Subsamples.

Spatistics

‘As this study is largely based upon the Rose
(1976) research, the procedures of data analysis are
similar. The statistical techniques utilized are fhe

t-test, Pearson's correlation coefficient and -

42
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/
sfepwise multiple regression. <In‘addition, to
.ensure that'the'dependent'variable.was in fact uni-
dimensional in nature, factor ana1y31s was employed
in ordef to examine the POssibility of the existence
of sepafate d1mens1ons in our scale.
Before pProceeding, some%QUallflcatlons are

in order regardlng dlfferences between the two StudleSs
The present research partlally replicated the Rose
(1976) study, but con51derat10n of the approprlate—
ness of some of the questlonnalre items resulted in

slight modlflcatlon of the items.

Dependent Variable

The dependent variable ”receptivity to cor-
rectional reform" was operatlonallzed by COmblnlng
51xteen 1tems from the questionnaire (compared to the
elghteen used by Rose) Although the meaning of the
1tems was~retained, in some instances the wording
was changed sligh'tly.'1 Two examples of those
.oodificatiOns are given below. The Rose question’

' regarding censorshlp of mail in prisons was changed

to rlson officials readln the prisoners:’ mail.

”Relnstatement of the death penalty" was changed to
==-dslatement
a
-"We should bring back the death penalty " There was
—— 215 Dack

one deletion made in the present questionnaire worthy

-



of note. When d1scuss1ng communltyebased-corrections
pollc1es Rose employed the term ”non dangerous” to
refer to those offenders who wpuld ‘be 11kely to par—,
. ticipate, for example (responses: definitely favor
to'definitely oppose): ”Community—based programs

for non- -dangerous offenders who would be conaned

evenlngs and weekends while holdlng a JOb in‘ the.
communlty " While one can presume that 1ndeed it
would'be those offenders who would be select;d for
such programmes it was felt that 1nclus1on of the
term would bias - the results and as - such the decision

- was made to e11m1nate the reference i.e. the term

non dangerous”‘is subjective and‘not readily

measured.

Rellablllty is concerned with the cons1steg¢ .
:

of a measure . With regards to the dependent E;ﬁ:'*@

variable, the present Study found- that the alphay ﬁ%@
| e
coeff101ent was .889. Coeff1c1ent,alpha2 is T

analogous to the mean of all the split half
reliabilities and presents a measure of 1nternal
con81stency ARose (1976 ) reported in alpha of .é94,
which 1ndlcates ‘that the slight modlflcatlon of
wording and the deletlon of the two items d1d not

51gn1f1cant1y influence the two studies.
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In the Rose (1976) study, tests of hypotheses
were carried out by analysing responses to single
questionnaire items. In the present study, however,
multiple indicators were employed to tdap a single
dimension in order to increase confidence in our

findings (see Table 4.1). .

BACKGROUND CHARACTERISTICS OF THE SAMPLES

Before proceeding with the presentation of
the findings of the survev an @xamination of the

demographic variables of the samples is in order.

The Washington State Sample (N=1,121)

9 Respondents in the Washington State sample
were comprised 6f 50 percent males and 50 percent
‘females, with the average age of the respondents
reported at 45.46. Rose indicated that the average
number of school yéaré completed by the sampie was
12.98 years. The average annual family income of

the respondents was over $15,568.

The Edmonton Sample (N=303)

The Edmonton sample was, comprised of 47%
female respondents compared with 53% male respon-
dents, the majority of whom were married (64%).

The mean age of the sample, based upon those 18 years

>
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TABLE 4.1: HYPOTHESES AND CORRESPONDING INDICATORS
FROM QUESTIONNAIRE

HYPOTHESIS QUESTION # ‘QUESTIONNAIRE ITEM
l:Perception 1 & 2 Crime in Edmonton is a very
of serious- serious problem. There is
ness of more crime in Edmonton than
crime. there was five years ago.
2:Experience 38 & 39 During the last year, did
with victim- anyone illegally enter
ization. your residence?

During the last year, did
anyone take something
directly from you by
using force?

3:Knowledge 26 & 27 Have you.ever toured a
. prison or corrections centre?
Are you personally acquainted
with an inmate?

4:Individual 7,12 & 26 The roots of crime lie in
versus soci- our society.

etal respon- The roots of crime lie with
sibility for ., the individual.

crime.@ ‘ Which of the following are

important causes of crime?
-individual characteristics
~-forces beyond the controil
of the offender

-low intelligence

-need for employment

-lack of will power

-desire for wealth or status -
-lack of education .
opportunities
-family upbringing.

-

It should be noted that the Rose (1976) study
employed a single measure to tap the individual-
societal dimension. The questionnaire item was
phrased "In your opinion, which is more to blame
for crime?" The possible responses were the

individual, the society, or individual and society
equally.

+
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and over was 41.00. With regards to educational
attainment, 43 percent had some high school or ¢
were high school graduates; 15 percent reported they
had vocational school training; 28 percent indicated
they had attended uniyersity or were university
graduates, and 13 percenty had done graduate or
professional work. The median annudl family income
was found to be $17,023.

Considering the studies were carried out inp

two different countries, at different periods of

time, an e€Xxamination of the characteristics above

bPresentation of the findings follows.

'R
Perception of Crime ag a Serious Problem

The first hypothesis dealt with the percep-
tion of the seriousness of Crime. Rose (1976) tapped
this question by asking the respondents how they
felt about crime in their State and presented them
with a continuum ranging from ''a Very serious prob-
lem" to "npot a problem at all'*. In the present
Study the respondents were bresented with two ques-
tions, the response alternative ranging from Strongly
agree to Strongly disagree. The items were "Crime
in Edmonton is a very serious problem" (Question 1),

and "There is more crime ip Edmonton than there was
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five years ago" (Question 2). In the statistical
analysis, the items w: re compared separately and in
combination. Résé (1976) reported a weak but signi-
ficant relationship for this hypotheéis. In the
present study, an examination of the correlation
between Question 1 and the dependent variable revealed
a relationship significant at the..OO] level (r=.262);
Question 2 was significant at the .005 level (r=.148).
When the two items were combined to form one vari-
able we found 'r=, 249, (p <.001) (see Table 4.2).

The first hypothesis, dealing with the perception of

the seriousness of crime was supported.

Experience with Victimization

The second hypothesis states that there would
be no relationship between the experience of victim-
ization and receptivity toward correctional reform.
The questionnaire items whiéh correspond to this
hypothesis are: Question 38, '"During the last year,
did anyone illegélly‘enter your residence?, and
Question 39, "During the last year, did anyoﬁe take
LJyth%gg directly from you by using force?" The
t-testﬁrevealed support for this hypothesis. As
in’the Rose (1976) study no relationship was found
between victimization and the dependent variable

~

(seeITable 4.3).
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The Effect of Knowledge

This dimension.was tapped by asking respon-
dents '""Have you ever toured a prison or corrections
centre?" and "Are yoh pérsonélly acquainted with an
inmate?" (Questions 36 & 37). The data supported
. the hypothesis relating knowledge and receptivity
toward correctional reform when the t-test was em-
\ployéd (éee Table 4.3). Students' t tells us
whether the dffference between means between groups
is'significant, but tells us nothing‘qbout the
direction of the differencés.' By employing Pearéon's
correlation coefficient (treating knowledge as a
dichotomous variable), r=-.135 (see Table 4.2). The
relationship between knowledge a;d the dependent
variable was opposite the direction predicted, that )
is, it appears those persons with first-hand know-
ledge are least likely to be receptivelto correctioﬁal

reform.

Societal vs. Individual‘Responsibility for Crime

Rose posed the h&pqthesis that those who
attributed the responsibilit%'for crime to the indivi-
dual would be léast receptive to correctional.reform.
Support was found for her hypothesis (r=.159, p <.001).

)

In order to test this hypothesis, Rose asked her

respondents a single question: "In your opinion, which
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is more to blame for crime?". The response categories
were: the individual, the soceity, the individual

B
and society equally. The present study asked respon-

dents their degree of agreement to the questionn;ire,
items "The roots of crime lie in our sociétyG,(Ques—
tion 7i and "The roots of crime lie with the indi-
vidual" (Question 12). In additipn, a separate
question (Question 262 was included which presented
the réspondents with spe;;fic items.on which they
were asked to rank the causes of érime. -The items '
ponsisted of an amalgamation of alternatives whicﬁ
were viewed as societal and individual in content.
The items which tapbed the individual dimension
were: ihdividual characteristics, low intelligence,
and lack of will power. The items which located
societal factors as significant were: nature of our
society, forces beyond the control of the offender,
need for employment, dégire for wealth or statué,
lack of educational opporthnities and family up-
bringing. Respondgnts were aéked Which‘they deemed
very importaht, important, unimportant'and vef&

N
unimportant. All correﬁations between thé/
independent variable and the dependent variable

were significant beyond the .001 level ('see Téble.

4.2). ‘ v



Demographic Variables

The dimension of socio-economic status was

gy
examined by looklng at the elements of occupatlonal

<

prestLge, Income‘and educational attainment. -Rose RS

reported support for the hypotheses regarding occu-
pation and educati%p, but did not find‘a significant
relationship between income and the dependent variable.
Ingthe present study, support was found fer hypothesis
5 negarding a positive relationship between educa-
tional attainment and the dependent variable (r=.310,

4

p <.001), and hypothesis 7 concerning occupatidnal
prestige (r=.157, p <.005). With regards to the
variable of income, the present study found a stronger
relationship between 1ncome and the dependent vari-
able than did Rose, but neither were statistically
significant past .05. The‘éombination of the
three elements 1nto the dlmen81on of SES rev;aled
(r— 267, p <.001). It should be noted here that the
occupational categories employed'in the studies‘wefe
different. Whereas Rose‘employed the Siegel (1971)
occupational status scale, the present study provided
the following categories:

Skilled Worker

Unskilled Worker

Semi-skilled Worker

Owner or Manager of large business

Owner or Manager of small business
Salesperson, Salesclerk, Office Worker



brofessional )
Large Farmer or Rancher
Small Farmer or Rancher
The various categories were divided into
y high, mediym and"low.status occupationsS thus: high
a~status occﬁpations were comprised of owner Oor manager
. of a large EhéiﬂeSs, professional and larger farmer
Oor rancher; medium status included skilled workers,
owhérror'@anaéer of a small business, salesperson,
salesclerk or office worker, and small farmerﬂor
rancher; the low status'category'consistedvof un-—
skilied'workérs and semiaﬁkilled workers.4
Hypothesis 8 suggested fhere would be an
inverse ¥elationship between age and receptivity
toward correctional réform. The data supported this
hypothesis. ?éarspnfs correlation revealed (r=—.277,
p <.OOi). Rose (1976) reports suppopt for this
hypothesis as well.
The next hypothesis regarding sex was sup-
ported as it was in ﬁhe Rose study (see Table 4.3).
It appeérs that women are more receptive to correc-
-

tional reform then men.

The final hypothesis suggested that Edmon-

54

tonians would be less receptive to correctional reform

than would be residents of the State of Washington.

This hypothesis was not supported. The findings of

»

the present research carried out in Edmonton, ard
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L

those results of the survey in the State of
Washington are in fact very similar.

Thus far@%he results of the tests of the
ten hypotheses using the statisticél techniques
of the t-test and Pearson's correlation have been
presented. 1In addition, stépwiSe multiple
;egression was employed to shed further light on.
the findings. Pearson's correlation coefficient ''r"
allowed us to measure the strength of the re-
lationship between our predictor variables and
the dependent vériabie, "receptivity to correctional
reform." However, Pearson's product-moment
correlations are zero-order correlations as no
controls are impoéed to ascertain the effect of
the other variables. The statistical techniqué
of multiple regression allows us to predict a
single dependent varis' .. fr.om a set of in-
dependent variables and permits an exaﬁination
of relationships between variables in corbination
rather than ind vidual correlations.

Stepwis multiple regression was >rformed
twice, each tr _al included a different "ombination
of variables in i effort to find whi . variables

accounted for the greatest amou. . 1 variance.
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The results of regression analysis between selected
indepen@ent variables and receptivity to correct-
ional reform are presented in Table 4 4. The
1ndependent variables of edu at.nn and age were
found to be the best;gfedlctoi ariables. The
combinafion of the two.variables accounted for
approximately 15 percent of the variance. The
perception of the seriousness of crime (eoncern),
sex, victims and occupation add slightly to the
explained variance, but the increases in‘R2 are
aot nearly as dramatic as education and age.
Table 4.5 examines the results of regression
analysis on the variables of socio-economic status
(formed by combining occupational.prestige, imcome
and educational attainment;, individual versus
societal responsipility for crime, perception of
the seriousness of crime (concern), knowledgeiand
sex. The first three variables account for over
16 percent of the variance, with the remaiding"
variables contributing little in terms of the
increase in the R

‘We will now turn to a re-analysis of the

¥
data employing three subscalesiﬁbtained through the

&

56
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use of factor analysis, The findings of the tests
of hypotheses will be compared with the original

scale used in the foregoing analysis.

Factorially Derived Scales

)

Although the si;teen item scaie "receptivity
to correctional reform'" appeared initially to be
unidimensional, three Separatelfactors or di-
mensions were extracted from this group of items
by means of factor analysis.

The initial step involved in the analysis
was the calculation of a correlation matrix. From
this matrix, the principal component method of
factor analysis was employed to extract the most
‘parsimonious factor structure. That is, all
responses to items in our original scale were
correléted with each other to extract the common
factors.

Thé factors were then rotated utilizing one
of the orthogonal methods. Rotation serve;tto re-
classify the variahce expiained by. the various
items. The results of the Varimax rotated matrix
are presented in Tables 4.6 to 4.8. Each item
loads on only one factor, éuggesting that each
represents a unique theoretical dimension. A

4
total of three factors emerged. Items with strong

59



TABLE 4.6: VARIMAX ROTATED FACTOR MATRIX

FACTOR 1 PRISON

ITEM LOADING
Our corrections system is too lenient A

with offenders. .58801
We should give prison guards more .

power to discipline prisoners. - .70579
We should bring back the death penalty. .60175

We should allow prison officials
to read the prisoners' mail. . 75586

Solitary confinement should be
used more often. . .69897

Greater use should be made of
_physical punishment in prison
(for example, whipping). ‘ .67056

60
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TABLE 4.7: VARIMAX ROTATED FACTOR MATRIX

FACTOR 2  REHABILITATION

ITEM ' LOADING

There would be fewer hardened
criminals if we kept offenders
in the community and out of prison. - .61135

We should favor expansion of prisons
rather than corrections programmes
like half-way: houses. .61137

We should stress vocational training
closely related to outside jobs

for prisoners. .46762
There should be more opportunity .

for parole. .37040

There should be more use made of
community-based corrections (for
example, half-way houses). .74715

Offenders should be required to do
voluntary work for the community
rather than be sent to prison. .68274

Community-based programmes which

allow offenders to hold jobs in

the community and return to jail

evenings and weekends are a good

idea. .55839



TABLE 4.8: VARIMAX ROTATED FACTOR MATRIX

FACTOR 3 PRISONER RIGHTS

ITEM LOADING

r

We should grant weekend leaves

so that prisoners can visit

their families and friends. .65798
A

We should allow visits by

prisoners' spouses for

sexual purposes.’ .77300

Prisoners should be allowed to
‘take part 1in prison self-government. .58295

62
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N

loadings on the first factor tend to reflect a puni-

tive or "hard line'" attitude toward corrections. An
item representative of this factor is '"Our corrections
system is too lenient with offenders." The second
factor concerns a rehabilitative approach to correc-
tions. Respondents taking this perspective would
agree with the statement, '""There would be fewer har-
dened criminals if we kept offenders in the community
and out of prison." The thirdvfactor seems to re-
present a 'pro-prisoners' rights factor, reflected
in the item, '"Prisoners should be allowed to take
part in prison self-government." .
The next step was to form three subscales
from these three factors. This was done by con?erting
each pespondent's response on each of the éixteen
items to a standardized,score,‘multiplying this
score'by the’factor loadings, then adding up the
products to form a subscale. The three&féctors
(the new subscales) were labelled: "Prison'';
"Rehabilitation" and ”Prisoner Rights'.
We will now discuss the findings of the tests
of hypotheses, using our three factorially derived
scaleé as dependent variables. A comparison will
be drawn between the three subscales and the original

scale (receptivity to cqrrectional reform). " Iden-

- tical statistical techniques were employed with the



exception of the selection of variables in the re-
gression analysis. The variables for inclusionAare
dissimilar.as only those variabies which are signi-
ficant as indicated by Pearson’s/correlation are in-
cluded. That is, when the relationship between an
independent variable and the dependent variable are
not shown to be significant, theyzu%adelefed from:.

the stepwise regression analysis.

Perception of the Seriousness of Crime

. | The first hypothesis suggested that thoge
persons who viewed crime as a very serious broblem
woula be least likely to be receptive to correctional
reform. This hypothesis is supported on two-of the
three subscales (see Table 4.9). The correlation of
highest magnitude:- is found with the first subscale,
"Prison" in response to tke questionnaire item,
"Crime in Edmonton is a very serious problem'", fol-
lowed by the combination of Questions 1 and 2 ('"Con-
cgrn”). Both correlations are-significant at the
.001 level. With regards.to concern for crime the
second subscale, ”Rehabilitation”, reveals a
correlation of r=.173, p <.001. "Prisoner Rights"
however shows no significant support for this

hypothesis. The strongest relationship between the
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_ndependent Varidble Qf the perception of the
seriousness of crime are found between the orginal

scale (receptivity to correctional reform), and

the subscale "Prison".

The Experience of Victimization

The hypothesis was put forth that there
WOuld bé no relationship between the experience of
victimization and the dependent variable. This
hypothesis was supported wgen the original scale
was employed as dependent variable, and supported
as well byithe Rose (1976) research. An
examination of thé results of the t-test (see Table
4.10) however reveals a statistically significant
relationship when_Prisdh is utilized as the
dependent variable. The other two factorially

derived scales indicate no support for this

relationship.

The Effect of Knowledge @ - =

It was hypothésized that there would be a
positive relationship between first—hénd knowledge
and recer 1vit, toward corfectionai reform. This
was tapped F- cJestionnaire‘items 36 and 37: ”HaVé
you ever toured a prison'or correcﬁ;bhs ¢entre?7
and ”Are you personally acquainted with an inmate?'.

In examining the results of correlation we find that
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Rehabiiitation and Prisoner Rights are statiétically
significant. The relationship between knowledge

and the dependent variable Rehabilitation is of

- greater magnifude than the correlation reported

for the original scale. The relationship in this
instance is a negative one, that is, an examination
of Pearson's correlation coefficient between the
-effect of knowle@ge and receptivity to correctional

reform is opposite the direction predicted.
L

Individual vs. Societal Responsibility for Crime

This hypothesis was tested by analysing
responses to Questions 7, 12 and 26. \Pearson's
correlation coefficient reyeals that upon .
examination df the relationship between individu)al/hT
responsibility for\crime ahd the dependent
variable™Prison indicates r=.313,‘Prisonér Rights
reveals r=.110. With regards to the attribution
of the cause of crime to societal factors, we
find a significant negative correlation with
Rehabilitation and Prisoner Rights (see Table 4.9).
The correlation béﬁ&eéﬁ the societal factor and
the dependent variable, Prisoner Rights is stronger

than that found when the original scale (recept-

" ivity to correctioral reform) was employed as the



dependent Variable. The items from Question 26
which made up the "individual" dimension were not
found to be significant when correlated with
Prisoner Rights however, both Prison and
Rehabilitation demonstrate a statistically
significant 'correlation coefficient.

The data reveal that.the hypothe81s
regarding individual versus societal responsibility
for crime and receptivity to correctional reform

was supported.

'Demographic Variables

A positive relationship was hypothe31zed
between educational attainment, income level and
oc napignal status. When the original scale was
Q£Zd as the‘dependent{variable, educaiion”and
occupation were found to beﬁstatisticaily significant;
and income approached significance at the level cf
.061. An examination of educational attainment. and
the three factorially derived scales reveals a )
statiatipally significant correlation coefficient on
all scales, with significant levels fanging from |
<.001 on Prison to <.05 on Rehabilitation and

Prisoner Rights. Occupational prestige was found

to be significant only with Rehabilitation as
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-2

dependentvvarigble. Income; which was found not to

be statistica11§‘significant when the original

scale was employed was found to be sigﬁificant

only with Prison.  When the three components of
occupation, educatiqﬁ‘and income were combined.

into the variable of SES\a\gi?nificant relationsQip
was noted between SES and Priébn\ind\gehabilitation; -
Thé two scales correlate at r=.23? and r=.i76‘
respectively, both’of which are sﬁgnificant at

<.001 level (see Table 4.9).

Whereas support was found for hypothesis 9
which‘bredidted fhat women would be more recepfive
to corfectional reform than men when the originai
scale was employed, no significant correlation was
found when the factorially derived scales were
substituted for the dependent variable.

Employment of the original sdaié as dependent
variable revealed a statistically significant relation;
ship between all the independent yariabies and recep-
tivity. to corfectional feform with the exception of
~income. When the three scales obtained through
“actor analysis were used as erendentivariables, in

four instances we report a correlation of greater

magnitude than when the original scale was used.
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Prison demonstrates a stfonger correlation for income
and age; Rehabilitation for knowledge, and Prisoﬁer
Rights for the hypothesis regdrding individual versus
soéietal reSponsibility for érime.

Stepwise multiple regreséiop was'utilized
to/iSolate the best pfedictors of receptivity to
correctional reform. Prison reveals that the variables
of age, and individual vs. societal responsibility
for crime accoﬁnt for slightly over 15% of the vari-
ance (sée Table 4.11). The remaininé‘five variables
included in the regression anaiysié aécouht somgWhat

for thevexplained variance, but clearly the first

—

e .
two independent variables are the best predictors

of the dependént variablgs.

Regression énalysis on Rehabilitatlggxﬁégs not\
~contribute much to expléined variance. The fir§£A
two varfébles acting together, status (SES) and know-
ledge account for only 5% of the variance (sé; Table
4.12).

The variables inlcuded in the regression
analysis on Prisoner Rights wereé individual versus
societal resgonsibility for crime, knowledge, age and
education. -3 can be seen in Table 4.13, the first
two variables accounf for‘slightly over 7% of the

variance.

‘With regards to stepwise multiple regression
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analysis, th:s (:-iginal scale and Prison reveal most
of the explai-: . variance when the combination of
the first twc variables entered in the analysis are
examined. N

[

' The foregoing section examined the findings
of the data analysis employed in testing our
hypotheses. Results from the Edmonton public sample
were presented and compared with the findings of the
Rose (1976) study. The technique éf factor analysis
was then employed to create three subscales in order
to examine the effects upon the relationships
between our predictor variables and receptivity to

ML
correctional reform. The following chapter is s o Y
. gy W 7

4

Ny

devoted to a presentation of the findings obtained
from the respondents in the two subsamples:. local
members of the John Howard Society and members of

a local union.



FOOTNOTES

A\ .

This is not to suggest that these changes
were ''better" than those used by Rose. The moti-
vation was based upon the consideration to provide
equal advantage to our respondents taking into
account the variation in the sample on such factors
as ethnicity (first language spoken in the home,
levels of education, etc.).

The alpha coefficient was calculated using
procedures set out in SPSS.

3The distribution of the occupational

categories of the Edmonton sample (N=303) was as
follows: Low status=57; Medium status=130; High
status=96.

4These categories follow a similar pattern
of high to low status as indicated in the socio-
economic index of occupational prestige constructed
by Blishen (1971).



CHAPTER V

ANALYSIS OF THE DATA:.  THE SUBSAMPLES

The hypotheses which were pertinent to the
larger Edmonton sample were also tested by analysing
the responses obtained from two subsamples:_éﬁcal

) e
members of the John Howard Society and membefs of a
local union. The central focus of interest was to

examine whether or not significant variation existed

across the groups.

Demographic Variables

Before proceeding with a presentation of
the results of ﬁh; data analysis, the samples will
.bejggmpéfédfﬁifﬁlrééﬁrds fo the variables of. sex,

marital status, age, educational attainmeént, occu-

pational status and income in order to provide an

overview of the samplé characteristics.

Edmonton

John Howard Union
Variables (N=303) (N=107) (N=61)
SEX % g & %
Female 141 (46.5) 37 (34.6) 2 (3)
Male 161 (53.1) 70 (65.4) 59 (96.7)
MARITAL STATUS ' - |
Married L ¥yiles (63.7) 81 (75.7) 49 (80.3)
Widow CoUd1e (5.3) 13 (12.1) 1 ( 1.6)
Divorced - v 28l(6.6) 2 (1.9) 1 (1.8)

[

78



Variables

Separated
Common Law
Single

AGE
Under 24
25-29

30-39

40-49

50-59 i
Over 60

EDUCATION
Less Grade 8
Grade 8-10
Grade 11-12 N
H.S. Grad.
Vocational Sch.
College or Univ.
Univ. Grad. i
Grad. or Prof.
work

OCCUPATION
Low Status
Med. Status
High Status

NCOME

nder $5,000 -
5-6,999

7-8,999
9-11,999
12-14,000 N
15-19,999
20-24,999
25-29,999
Over $30,000

y

v A

79

Edmonton John Howard Union
(N=303) (N=107) (N=61)
10 (3.3) 1 (0.9) 0
7 (2.2) 2 (1.9) 1 (1.6)
55(18.2) *+ 8 (7.5) 9(14.8)
51(16.8) } 0 9(14.8)
38(12.5) .~ 4 (3.7) 13(21.3)
69(22.8) 13(12.84) 11(18.0)
49(16.2) 20(18.7) 8(13.1)
47(15.5) 30(28.0) 16(26.2)
49(16.2) 40(37.4) 4( 6.6) -
15( 5.0) 0 0
43(14.2) 6( 5.6) 5( 8.2)
29( 9.6) 6( 5.6) 7(11.2)
52017.2) 6( 5.6) 18(29.5)
44(14.5) 8( 7.5) 17(27.9)
46(15.2) 19(17.8) 10(16.4)
35(1¥.6) 15(14.0) 2( 3.3)
39(12.9) 47(43.9) 2( 3.9)
57(18.8) 17(15.9) 172(27.9) °
130(42.9) 17(15.9) 41(67.2)
96(3i??) 70(65.4) 3( 4.9)
11( 3.6) 2( 1.9) 1( 1.6)
14( 4.6) 3( 2.8) 0
18( 5.9) 1 ( .9) 0
43(14.2) 4( 3.7) 0
35(11.6) 6( 5.6) 4( 6.6)
44(14.5) <11(10.3) " 19(31.1) &
50(16.5) 14(13.1) ‘} 28(45.9)
36(11.9) 14(13.1) ° 7(11.5)
37(11.2) 47(43.9) 2( 3.3)

An examination of the above demographic

Variab19£‘demonstfates'the diversity of the two sam-

.ples. Witﬁ regards to age, over 65 percent of the

~John Howard Society sample are over the age of fifty,

whereas the union sample shows the highest percentages
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in the 25-29 and 590-59 categories. Educational
attainment réveals a dramatic disparity as well.
Over 43% of the John Howard Society have engaged in
graduate or professional work, compared to slightly
ovér 3% of the union sample. Membersndf the John
Howard Society are over-represented i% the high

@
sierably higher than both the union sample and the

status occupations, and report an inc?me level con-
Edmonton public sample.

We now tﬁrn to a presentation of the
findings. The Stgtistical techniqueé employed in the
analysis are identical to those previously employed:
It was not possible to examine twokaf our hybotheses
with regards to the union sample. Responses to ques-
tionnaires indicated no experience with victimization
(hypothesis 2), and in addition females are grossly
under-represented (hypgthesis 9). Members of the John
Howgrd_Society repofted no experience with victimi-
zation. Wi, _%girds to the union sample thén, two

hypotheses remain ntested, and one hypothesis is

unexaminec for the John Howard Society.

Perception of the Seriousness of Crime

v

. As with the data analysis previously carried

out, we' examined three‘components in carrying out tq&

e
N



test of ghe hypothesis: crime is a serious problem,
crime is increasing, and a combination of the two
items which we felt indicated concern over the seri-
ousness“of crime. It was hypothesized that persons
who viewed crime as a serious problem would be least
receptive fo correctional reform. A statistically
significant relationship was found with the John
Howard Society sample, but the correlation coeffi-
cients for the union sample were not significant
(see Table 5.1). On two ofl the items examined, cor-

relations for the John Howard ample were higher than

) ‘ %
for the Edmonton sample.

The Effect of Knowledge

An examination of the correletion coefficients
between knowledge and the dependent varlablegreveals |
a significant negative correlatlon with the John
Howard Society, but no 51gn1flcant relatlonshlp with
- the other subsample. When the tftest was employed
again the union, responses were not found to be signi-
ficant. Analysis of the John Ho@ard Society respondents
ﬁewever revealed a statlstlcally significant relationship
(Table 5. 2) The questionnaire responses revealed
that in response to the query regarding.toufing of

‘prison or a cOrrections'centre, 62 percent of the

John Howard Society answered affirmatively. 1In
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]

‘addition,'over 50 percent of the sﬁmple indicated

they were personally acquainted with an inmate.

Individual versus Socieétal Responsibility for Crime

It was predicted that those persons who at-
tributed responsibility of crime to individual fac-
tors would be least .receptive to correctional reform.
Resulfé of the analysis‘of the Equnton public sample r
revealed the oppésite result. An examination“bf
Table.S.l reflécts the same pattern across‘the two
subsamples. While the Union sample ,reports no
significant relationship on the firé? twb items
examined, we find thag thé John Howard Society sa@ple
reflects dofrelation coefficients Which.are signi-
ficant. The correlation between the first item and
the dependent variable is of g?éatest magnitude with
the John Howard sample,‘ekceeding the Edmont6n~puplic

- R

sample.

Demographic Variables o vl

L

The variables of education, occup;%ion«and
income~ﬁere,examined sepérétely, gnd in combination
as the»vériéblé of“SES. In no instance Aid.the analysis
of the John Howard Society yield a ézrfglatioh between
’these variables. and receptivity to correcfional‘reform

that was of ‘Statistical significance. Union members

#

: . ‘.
D e L ek ¥ Dok aN ke oy it B
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sampled however reported significant relationships
with regards to education and SES (both significant
at. <.05 level).

It was hypothesized that there. would be an
inverse”relationship between age and receptivity to _/f\\
correctional reform. Support is found for this |
hypothesis with our union sample»(rﬁ—;szs), but the
relationship wés not repeated wifh\the John Howard 4
sample (se anle 5.1).

“he hr - thesized relationship between sex

and the de“eruent variable was found not to be signi- .

. ficant with respect to the John Howard Soc1etyhf

Stepw1se multiple regress1on: *
which - -
1 ‘ sults of .0
'-the ana1y51s‘é, o
With respect to the Joh§§§BWa.wksecie;y; the combln— ‘ .

ation of the 1ndependent varlables of concern, iie.”

perceptlon of the serlousness'of crlme, and the ' !

variable of socaetal respons1b111ty for crlme,J

<

accounted for over 14% of the variance. As 1nd1cated
t : - i

in Table 5.4, the combinetion'of age and societal

responsibility for crime-emerge\first in the'énaljsis,

demonstrating the significance of 'those variables ' 3

With'respect to receptivity to correctional reform.
» N - . B
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H
1
'

Selected Issues '

-
Y

In eddltlon to the questionnaire items in-
cluded for the purposes of the maJor analysis of the
preeent study some questions were selegted for admis-
sion which were_related in a”general manner ﬁo the

research. Two items were ipcluded in the questionnaire
.which dealt with the issue of specific and general
deterrence. Questlon 6 asked respondents the ex-

tent to which they endorsed the folléw1ng ”Those
who”break the law should be punished in -order to
discourage the offender from further crime." Question

8 read: "Those who break the law should be'bunished

rder to discourage others from criminal acts.'"

t‘ between specific and general deter-

son's correlation coefficient. A statistically signi-

Howard™ ety sample and the union sample. With
regards to the variable of specific deterrence the
John Howard sample yielded an r of .309, significant
at the .001 level; the ﬁﬁion sample indicated r=.545,
. 3
signifieant at the .001 level. On'the issue of geniw

eral deterrence, a correlatlon coefflclent of r=. 489

(significant at the .001 1eve1) was found for the
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John Howard Society and a coefficient of r=,35
(significant,at the .01 level) was found for the

union sample. .-
» x’

Question 27 of the ‘questionnaire presented
the respondents with sixJeXamples“of convicted o%g
fenders. They were asked to choose the sentence they
deemed most appropriate for the offense described.
The results of these findings are repottéd in per-
centages in Tables 5;5, 5.6 and 5.7. 1In all in:
stances, members of the John Howard Society»ekhibié
ted a more lenient-Stance than the Edmonton sample
and the union sample. In the second hypothetical
offence presented kuse of neroin),’however the
highest percentage in ali samples suggested~super;‘
v v1s1on 1n the community as an approprla{e sentence.
Relatlvely speaklng the most lenlent Sentences were

J
for cashlng a. stolen pay cheque and us1ng heroin.

.Selling Her01n and assault with a gun received the
harshest,sentences;

Question 28 asked.the respondents their views
on differential treatment of oftsnders who Qere under
.21 years of age, over.60 yvears of age end female.
With respect t6 younger’offenders,,GO% of the Edmon-
ton public semple and the union sample,suggestedAthet_'

being young should make no difference in the sentence

imposed. The John Howafd Societyksample however
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1nd1cated that if an offender 1s under the age of
21, he should receive a 11ghter sentence (61%)
Whether an offender was over the age .of 60 made no
'dlfference to. the Edmonton sample (61%) nor to the' ot
union sample (71%). The John Howard Society sample
-however was .almost evenly d1v1ded on the 1ssue with
47% suggestlng a lighter sentenCe and 49% malntaln—
'1ng there should be no dlfference in the sentence
recelved Females fared the most pooriy as approx—
imately 90% of the respondents in the three samples
rfelt that this crlterlon should not influence sen—
ten01ng practlces

T?e present chapter has reported the flndlngs
of the data analysis of the two subsamples of the
John. Howard Soc1ety and our. sample of union members
The ﬁlnal chapter of thrs thes1s is devoted to a

‘/scuss1on and interpretatlon of ‘the flndlngs of the

ana1y51s carried out in. Chapters IV and V
/\ ’



ﬂ/
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CHAPTER VI . - «

INTERPRETATION OF THE FINDINGS

This survey sought to measure attitudes
of the general public toward correctional and penai

-

issues, and to examine s001a1 correlates which could

pley a role in 1nfluencing those attitudes:' Based
upon the relevant literature and drawing upon the
study carried out by Rose (1976), ten hypotheses were
examined in the present study Chgpters IV and V 7
described the statistical -analyses employed 1n carrying'
‘ out,the test of hypotheses. The present,ohapter is
devoted‘to a discussion of those findings,ll S

--The first hypothesis stated that persons
who yiewed crime as a‘serious problemiwouldhbe‘least'
receptivento correctional reform | An:examination of:
the data from the Edmonton general public sample
revealed support for this hypothes1s of those
sampled 92% of the’ respondents endorsed the state-
ment relating to the seriousness of crime in Edmon-
ton; 97% responded affirmatively to the statement ]
that crime was on the-increase. . This finding among'
theéEdmbnton sample-reflects the yiew of various

polls and surveys and confirms earlier research on

the-topic. Rbése (1976) examined this hypothes1s as

98
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~

weli and, cons1stent with the present study reported
that reeeptlvlty to correqtlonal reform was. pos1t1ve1y
~related to the tendency not to percelve crime as a
serlous problem Of the two’subsamples examined n
the bresent study, a statlstlcally s1gn1f1cant rela—_
tiohship betweén perceptlon of the serlousness of

B

cr1me and recept1v1ty to correct10nal reform was found
among the John Howard Soc1ety respondents but no - B
vass001at1on was found for the Unlon members sampled
This survey employed three subscales as dependent

varlables us1ng the technlques of factor analys1s

The three subscales were labelled accordlng to the

. N J ~
d1mens1ons they appeared to represent ”Prlson” "Reha-*
'bllltatlon” and Prlsoner nghts" A statlstlcally

signlflcant relwtlonshlp was found between perceptlon
/7

of serlousness of crlme and subscale Prlson and per-
cept1on of serlousness of crime and Rehabllltatlon

No ass001at10n was establlshed between the 1ndepen;
dent varlable and Pr1soner Rights as dependent varlable.
Experlence w1th v1ct1mlzat10n was set forth -
‘ 1n the form of a null hypothes1s No relationshlp
‘was expected to be found between experience w1th
v1ct1mlzat10n and recept1v1ty to correctional reform.

-‘The data derlved from the Edmonton publlc sample

revealed support for. th1s hypothes1s - It must be-; /{
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noted, that among the respondents (N=303), only
fi;é indicated they had been victims of a crime.
Howevef, Rose (1976) who examingd this hypothesis
did not report a sig?ﬁﬁigant relationship even though
the case. size was much larger (Victims:'N=303; Non-
Victims: N=790). fhe two;subsamplés,‘the(gohn Howard
Society and the Union members did notfrepo;t experience
with victimization.’ The findings of the present re-
search and that of the Rose (1976)'stﬁdy lend further
support to suggestionS‘ihat the experience of victim-
ization does not beéome a major controlling factor‘
in a person's lifei Biderman et al., 1967 réported
that of those interviewed, few of the persons who
jhad been victims of a crime were actuélly able to
recall the occﬁrrence._ Ffom the evidence of the presentA
study and the Rose (1976) survey, it éppears that
whether or not one is a victim has little bearing
upon their attitudes toward issues  in cdrrectiohs.
'The\fhird hypothesis examined the relation-
ship between the independent‘variable "knowledge"
‘and receptivity to correctionél-reform. It was

suggested that persons who khad personal acquaiﬁtahce
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with an inmate,por who had toured a prison or cor-
rections centre would, through social contact and
interaction, be in favor of less punitive policies.
An examinafion of the Subsampies and the factorially
derived subscales renealed that in two instances no
association was established, that is, no relationship
was found between the independent varlable of know—
ledge and receptivity to correctional reform when the
data was analyzed for the Union sample, nor was a,
significant association esmablished when Prison was
employed as dependent variable. The Edmonton general

~
public Samplenand the John Howard subsample, however
revealed g statlstlcally significant: relationship.
The relatlonsn\p’however was opposite to the direction
predicted. This is a surprising finding especially
with regards to the John Howard Society subsample.
It was expected that their knowledge of the workings
of the criminal JuSQlce system (61.7% had toured
a prison or corrections centre; 52.3% reported acquain-
tance w1th an 1nmate) would make for a more "informed"
view of corrections and subsequently encourage a
mbre permissive stance toward issues of rehabilitation.
It appears that those who have first-hand knowledge

)

of the System are in fact least Teceptive to correc~

tional policies as they now stand. A comment regarding



102
this finding is in order The 1mpetus for the
questionnalre item regarding personal knowledge was
derived from the research carried out by Smith-.and
Lipsey (1976) in which a correlation was reported
between endorsement of conjugal visitation (which
would be censidered a‘permissive policy) and personal

I

acquaintance with an inmate; the second item dealing

. ~
with tours of co rectional instituti;ns\emerged from
an observation. resented by Galliher (1970). ‘It‘may
be that these Jﬁo items did not adequately tap the
dimension of knowledge. A more sensitive instrument
may be required to probe interxtent and type of
knowledge. That is,;nas the social contact and inter-
action been casual in nature Oor iritense in form? Hsve
the tours been of prisons of a maximum Security
character or of a structure‘generally permissive in
policy?

The next hypothesis posited that the attri-
bution of causes‘of crime to indiridual factors would
make one recticent to accept changes in correctional
policies which would stress the relntegration of
the offender into the community. Respondents were .
presented with two dichotomous items identif&ing‘the

origin or the roots of crime as either individual or

societal, In addition a separate question was included
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which asked the respondents to identify faépors

which they deemed important causes of criﬁe, with
‘choices containing items considered "individual"

-and "societal''. This hypothesis was supported by

the Edmonton public sample and'the two subsamples.
THose who attribute the cause of crime to individ-

ual factors éxpf;ss a more punitive stance than

those who view the origin of crime within the

sopial structure. The results of the present study

are consistent with that feported by Rose (1976). When
the subscales Prison, Rehabilitation and Prisoner
Rights are utilized as dependent variables in the-
examination of this hypothesis the results remain
unchanged. The hypothesis which_stated that those

who attribute the causes of crime to individual factors N
would be 1east receptive to correctional reform was
borne,ou;; Bogart and Hutchison (1978) review public
attitudes towardé social problems, and report that
whether one takes a structural or‘individualistic
view toward social issues is strongly influenced by
demographic variables. The individualistic view,

they suggest is one which permeates large segments

of the American public. Evidence cited by the authors
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indicate that upper income Protestants are more -
apt to exhibit an individualistic stance; wheneas>
lower-income Blacks'view the social order and eco-
momic'exploitationvas-to_blame. In light of this
article, further anaiysis was performed to_examine
the relatiOnsgip.bétweeu the individual vs..societalm\
dimension and selected demographic variables. A |
statistically significaut.relationship was feund‘
'between‘educational attainment, and occupational
prestige when correlations between'thehindividualis—

“tic dimension and these ariables were examined for

the Edmonton public s le. It éppears that of those
sampled among the geheral public, the higher status
respondents are more likely to attribute causes
of crime to 1nd1vidua1 factors.

The next five hypdtheses which were examined

were related to demographic variables. The fifth
hypothesis predicted a positive relationship between
educational attalnment and recept1v1ty to correctional
reform. This hypothesis was supported for both the -
Edmonton Public sample and the Union Subsample .
Xespondents., A statistically significant relation-

ship was\found for this hypothe81s and ~the

factorally derived scales. ‘We conclude then that
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itive relatloﬁéhip\between educatlonal

’ﬁ

there ie a
attainment and receptlvzty to correctlonal reform
When educational attainment was combined w1th the
variables of occupational preetige and incomev

level, the variable‘of education stands out ae
indicating the correlation of greatest magnitude

on this d1mens1on ‘The John Howard Society sub-
sample. did not reveal a statistically significant
relationship when educatlonal attalnment and the
dependent variable were examined. This observatlon
can be accounted. for the fact that there was not suf-
ficient varlablllty within thlS sample The highest

category related to educatlonal ‘attainment was the
e

item ”graduate or profess1ona1 work'", and 43.9% of
the John Howard Society 1nd1cated this responseg

The next hypothe81s predlcted a pos1t1ve
relatlonshlp between income and the dependent varl—
able. As in the Rose (1976) study this hypothe31s
~was not supported ‘The only exceptlon to thls trend
was found with Prlson which revealed a weak but
statlstlcally 51gn1flcant ‘relationship. -
| A positive relatlonshlp was p031ted
between occupatlonal attalnment and recept1v1ty to

correctlonal reform. This hypothesis was supported for

the Edmonton publicvsample andvsubscale'Rehabilitation,
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but was not mgintained for the subsamples . Again,
this could be attributed to the fact that in both

cases we are dealing with limited\occupational

§

B

groups. ‘ .

’

ements are

When'thé three foregoing
examined in combination to form the' independent
variable of SES, the hypothesis was sdppprted for
the'Edmontpn'public sample and union memberé, but
was not borne out fér the John Howard Society sub-
_.sample. An examination of the subscalesireveals
tﬁat Prison and Rehabilitation indicate support
‘for thé hypothesis?,

-The next hypothesié predicted an inverse
reigtionship betWeéﬁ age'and receptivitylto correc—
““tional réform. Thé data from the Edmontbn public
sample indicated éupport for thié hybothesis as did
? the ynion subsample. Indeed, the union subsample
resbpndents indicated a higher correlation with age
and the‘dependeﬂt variable than With all other pre-
dictor variablegjmxamined Rose (1976) reports
. support for this hypothesis in ghe]direction pre-
dicteq.'_Déta fr the John Howard Society subsample.

however, did not re¢veal a statiStically significant

relationshib. The'question.of Sufficiénngariance
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>

within the sample agailn emerges as an issue as
& :

65% of tHe‘respondente indicated they were 6ver

the age of fifty. The t&o subscales Prison and

‘Prisoner Rights rﬁveal statlstlcally 81gn1§10ant

relationship in the predicted direction.

The next hypothesis stated that women
would be s1gn1f1cant1y more receptlve to correct-
ional reform than men. Consistent with thedf
findings of Rose (1976) analysis of the data'for
4 the Edmonton public sample 1ndlcated support
for this hypothe81s No statlstlcally 51gn1—
ficant relationship was found for the John
Howard respondents. With regards'to»the sub-
fscales, only the Prison scale was positively
relatedvto the hypothesis that women would be. .-
more receptive to correctional reform than men.

.The final hypothesis suggested that Edmon-
tonlons would be less receptive to correotlonal
reform than would residents of the State of Washlngton.
.ThlS hypothe81s was not borne out. Of the hypotheses
‘examined results are almost identical. In all in-
istances a comparlson of the results indicates that

‘Edmonton respondents reveal correlatlons of stronger

"magnltude between the predlctor varlables and the
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1S
dependent variables than those reported by Rose,.

In summé?y} an examinatiod of the data
anaiYsie as it relate; to the Edmonton sample reveals
support for all but tdree o} the'proposed hypotheses.
The hypothesis which sfated that those who had first-
hand knowiedge-ef the corrections system, or were
acquainted with an inmate would be more receptive
to correctional reform was not borne eut.;éln fact
the. subsample with the greatest knowledge of the
system, the.John Howard Seciety respondents indicate
that the reyerse may be true. That is, those with
most knowledge, Whether in the form_of personal ac-
quaintance or'knowledge of;COfrectional facilities,
were less likely to endorse changes (as measured by
the items which made up the dependent variable).

The hypothesis which stated that there wodld
be a positive relationship between income level and
receptivity to correctionalvreform was not supported
from the data gathered from the Edmonton general
public respondents.

Based upon an examinationm of the literature
which suggests that the results of various polls and
surveys indicate Canadians are more- likely to endorse
the death penalty than are thelr*Amerlcan counterparts,

and based upon the observatlon put forth by the Law

Reform Commission which points to Canada as one of
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'harshest countridﬁ in the world when it comes to‘
the employment of prison sentences, the hypothesis
was put forth that Edmontonions would be consider~
ably less receptive to'cofrectional reform than
hwould be respondents of the State of Washington.
This hypothe51s was not borne out. ,
' To summarize the flndlngs of the Edmonton
public sample, "receptivity to correctional refo;m”,
the dependent variable was found to be 1nverse1y
related to age, but pos1t1ve1y related to the
tendency to attrlbute the responsibility of crime to
societal factors:'the tendenoy not to . view crime as
a serious problemh educational attainment(and
occupational prestige. No relationship was found.
between receptivity_to cofrectional reform»and

income or experience with victimization. A statist-

ically significant relationship was found between

first-hand knowledge and correctional reform, however,

the relationship .was opposite the direction predicted.

An'examination of. the findings reveals that the
_Edmonton sample and the State of Washlngton sample
exhibit a 31m11ar stance toward the correctional

©

‘1ssues reviewed.
" With regardslto'the John Howard subsample,
those hypotheSes deallng with demographlc varlables

S

were not supported The relatlonshlp between the

LN
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‘dependent Varlable recept1v1ty to correctional reform

and educatlonal attalnment occupational prestige,
income level, age and sex was not‘found ta, be statis-

tically significant. As previously mentioned, this

finding could be attributed to the fact that there‘v

was not sufficient in-sample variébility among
the—reSpondents.

An examination.of the Union subsamnle
reveels that the hypotheses concerning petception

of the seriousness of crime, fifst—hand knowledge,

roccupation and income were not supported in this :

survey.
When the three factorlally derived subscales
were included in the. ana1y81s as dependent varlables
the subscale Rehabilitation (which contalned items
which reflected a leaning toward communlty—based
corrections) indicated support for the majority of
the hypotheses w%xﬁﬂthe exception of the hypotheses'
conoerning incomé and age. With regards to subscale
Prison, the hypotheses deallng w1th first-hand know-
ledge and occupatlon were not borne out. Only’four
of the.hypotheses'were supported employing Prisoner

Rights as dependent variable: the attrlbutlon of

: the respon31b111ty of trime to the 1nd1v1dual the

effect of knowledge, age and educatlonal attainment.
. 4 L

Ekamining the three subscales simultaneously, we find
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that in two instances support was found across all
three, namely, individualoversusVsocietal responsibility
for crime and educatiOnal attainment | Although factor
.analys1s increased our confldence that the 1tems
reflecteu a uh1 d1mens1ona1 scale, the overlap Wthh
was found in some cases is not surpr1s13§i It simply
seems. to 1nd1cate that the public does not,x;ew
correctlonal 1ssues in terms of black and whlte

In ; review of various surveys Harris 1nd1cates that
the public- does not view restraint and rehabllltatlon
as 1ncompat1ble items. This contentlon 1s further |
Supported by Duffee and Ritti (1977) In a study
carrled out in- Pennsylvanla they constructed nine
statements which tapped the dlmen31ons of retrlbutlon
'and rehabllltatlon Employlng correlatlon analys1s
they found a clusterlng of responses concernlng in-
carceratlon (closing down of prlsons) and a second
relating to rehabilitation (job. tralnlng) The-
authors conclude that the public. v1ew is structured
within the conceptually dlfferent categorles of retri-
bution and rehabllltatlon The . flndlngs of the pre-

’

sent research which 1nd1cate that the results of the
v \
-»employment Prlson and Rehabllltatlon in some instances
reveal s1m1lar flndlngs is cons1stent with the Ob-~

“‘servations of prev1ous studles
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Of 'all the attltudes uncovered by
polls, none is as difficult to interpret
as the majority's demand for swift punish-.
-ment, more severe sentenc1ng policies, less
lenlency within the courts and rehabllltatlon
as the ultimate goal of correction.
(Doleschal 1970:468). . :

\

DISCUSSION AND' CONCLUSION

The data examined in the present study
employed questlonnalre 1tems whlch were phrased to
assess general &ttltudes toward selected 1ssu§s in

the area of correctlons The flndlngs presented

hd ]

here are, of course, 11m1ted in their’ generallsablllty,‘v
'andfprecise‘comparisons wlth prev1ous research may
not be'dra'wn'.~ Further research‘mhst be carried out
to substantiate the flndlngs Wthh have béen presented
'here however results of the researdh allows tentatlve
'conc1u31ons and observatlons to he made -

" The research was based upon the Rose (1976) 3
study, but was gulded as wéll by the\relevant 11t— )
'erature and emp1r1ca1 data avallable ;h th—"area,of
publlc oplnlon toward correctlonal phllosophy Results .
obtained in this survey -are 1n some 1nstances dlS—
31m11ar to those reported in prev1ous research ‘The
quantlty of responses agd the d1vers1ty of those

; v

‘responses in the survey suggests that" the publlc'

sampled 1s 1nterested and concerned W1th issueg in
_ ~, . ‘
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corrections; andlnot apathetic as some‘(for example,
Harris, 1968) haVeTSUggestedL Theffindings also
Teveal that the pnblic is generallylpositive in
attitude toward cOrrectional reform,.and not.as
punitive as some (for‘exampie' GlbeHS 1968) aSsume.

Galliher (1970) has submltted that encouraglng
tours of correct10na1 1nst1tut10ns wouldcallow for
a more controlled view of corrections, thereby a551ste
1ng in fosterlng p031t1ve attltudes toward permlss1ve
policies toward correctlons - Results of the present’
survey 1nd1cate‘thatérespondentsmwho had toured o
correctional fagilities or’were acquainted with‘an
~inmate, i,ef; those who had a "first-hand knowledge”
of correctlons were in fact, less receptive to | ‘ -
correctional reform and expressed a more punltlve
stance than those who were not knowledgeable of the worklngs
of the system. ThlS 1s not to say- that the present study
suggest that\tours befdlscouraged or'1nteraction with
offenders be mdre limited ;\An examlnatlon of the
flndlngs of the individual. versus soc1eta1 dlmen81on'
of . the causes of crime should be cons1dered here‘ It
was found that ‘those persons who attrlbuted the 4
causes of crlme to 1nd1v1dua1 factors were more pun-
itive than those who located the or1g1n ‘0of crime

}
within societal forces. 1If the publick}§ to be
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"informed" er "educated" with regards to the
correctional system as we may conclude tﬁey wish
to be, and as ig their right to be, stressing
the influence of the societal dimension may be a
means of fostering less negative,attitudes tow;rd
offenders and toward correctional institutions.
Another finding which emerged from the present
research was that those who maintain an individual—
istic stance (and therefore a more punitive one)
are generally respondents in the highei/égcio—
economic strata. Perhaps these persgns feel they
have achieved their posifion in society becaﬁse
they have 'paid their dues', whereae those in the
lower strata have not faired as well at the hands
of societal institutions and feel sympathy for the
"underdog". THis is speculative of course; but
the individual versus seocietal dimension and the
influence of socio-economic status upon the stance
taken toward corrections is worthy of further
investigation.

A word is in order regerding community-
based correctiohs pregrammes as opposed to the
”reliance on policies which stress the isolation

of offehdere  As prev1ously mentloned pollcy—

&

makers have %ften proceeded with- programmes Wthh
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stress the reintegration of offenders within the
communlty, or have not proceeded with the 1mp1e—
mentation of new programmes for fear that the
public would not countenance such policy. There
has been lrttle research in the area of public
opinion toward correctional policy, and much that
has been done has been cursory in nature. Policy-
makers obviously have not made their decisions
totally divorced from the influence of the public.
It would be of interest to examine which segments
of the public have influenced those decisions to
date. The role of interest groups and their impact
upon the criminal justice process 1is an area worthy
of further examination.

With regards to statistical analysis
specifically,a major element which emerges from the
present study, relétes to the importance of the use
of factor ana1y51s Rose (1976) was. perhaps remiss
in not employlng the teohnlque ;nd may be crltlclsed
for placing too much confldence in her dependent
’variahle'on'the basis'fhat'coefficient'aipha‘(which
is a basic test of reliability) seemed to indicate
that the elements which comprised the'dependent

variable seemed to represent a common dimension. In

Lthe‘presentfstudy} through the use of factor analysis

4
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three separate dlmen51ons were extracted attesting
to the complexity involved in the measurement of
attitudes. |

The presentyptudy has sought to examine
public oplnlon toward certain 1ssues tn the area
of correctional and penal policies and has attempted
to isolate those social correlates which account
for variation among the attitudes. The present
survey was exploratory in nature, and no theoretical
framework was set forth. The intention was to exa-
mine general attitudes toward selected issues. As.
has been pointed out, there is a paucity of‘research
in the area of public opinion toward corrections[
Although ‘hopefully the present research has aided 1in
sheding further light on public attitudes toward
certain issues, further studies devoted to an in-
depth analysis of public opinion are requlred. As
-was stated at the onset of this. paper _programmes
such as dlver81onary tactlcs de-criminalization
strategies, and communlty based corrections are bﬁlng
1mplemented with scant knowledge of how the public
feels toward these p011c1es which directly influence

them.

Additional research is required to ascertain
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precisely what the public deems are the goals of
the system of correctioné. The ﬁreSent étudy did
not examine the effect of the media upon public’
perception of correctional issues. With.regards
to the perception ofhggéﬁéé{iousness of crime, this
may be a powerfullvariable in shaping attitudes to-
ward crime control. Subsequent research and study
will hopefully.reflect sufficient sophistication and

'S

depth in order to assist policy-makers dealing in

~— e

the criminal jusEKFe system. It is hoped that this

thesis has provid%ﬁ a modesg foundation for future

studies. //

g
A
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Ce:ntre’ for ,‘Crimfinblogic"al Research ~ h o ,  DEPARTMENT OF SOCIOLOGY
B o rESEARCH LABORATORY M EDMONTON. ALBERTA. CANADA  Tad ahs
July 20, 1978
A | | :
Dear'Householder, £y
ﬁ‘ \ : - ‘The attached~questionnaire:has'been sent to

 7your household in order that we may I%arn of your
opinions toward certain 1ssues in the area of cor-
rections. Your household is one of five hundred in
'the’City of Edmonton which has been randomly eelected.
to participate in thiS‘research project.

. We ask you to carefully read and complete the
questionnaire. Your views and opinions are extremely
importanr’to“this study. For your convenience, a
postage4paid envelope has been enclosedAforItherreturn

.iof your completed questionnaire o
Your participation in this project is wholly
voluntary.~ After you'have‘mailed back.your'completed_
questionnaire, you'haveﬂrhe-freedom to request that
your reply be withdrawn. Please note that this is_
an ANONYMOUS questionnaire. Do not sign your name.
Your answers,will be held in strictest.confidence.
Your cooperation in completing and’ returning ‘the
»questionnalre as soon as p0381b1e is requrested
MShould‘you-desire to inquire about the final results
of this study, this information Will be made auaiiable

to you.
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Thank you Very much for your cooperatlon If
you have any questlons regardlng the study, please

\

feel free to phone me at-432'594l*<:" | -

Sincerely yours,

Louise Morose

We request that the male householder complete the

questlonnalre if appllcable e o
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DEPARTMENT OF SOCIOLOGY
THE UNIVERSITY OF ALBERTA
EDMONTON, ALBERTA, CANADA T6G 2H4

Centre for Criminological Research

ROPULATION RESEARCH LABORATORY
TEL. (403) 432.4689, 432.5797

% o July 20, 1978
“pear ﬁouseholder,
The attached questionnaire has been sent to
"your household in order that we may learn of your
opinions towardlcertain issues in the area of
:'corrections. Your household is one of five hundred
in the.city‘of Edmonton-which has been randomly,
selected to participate in,this .research project. -
- We'ask you to carefully read and complete the
qUeStlonnalre. Your v1ews and opinions-: are extremely’
‘1mportant to thls study ' For your convenlence a -
HPQstage ~paid enVelope has been enclosed for the
return of your completed questlonnalre
- Your partlclpatlon 1n thls prOJect is wholly
'; voluntary. After you have mailed;back_your completed
queStionnaire, you have the freedom to.reqnest tgat
yonr reply be‘Withdrawn Please note that this is
an. ANONYMOUS questlonnalre 'D0'not's1gn your name.
?our answers w111 be held 1n strlctest confldence
) Your cooperatlon in completlng and returnlng the'
o questionnaire as soon as pos31ble 1s requested. Should

you de81re to inquire about the final results of this

study, this information will be made available to you.
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Thank you very much for your cooperation. If ’
. you have'any gquestions regarding the'study, Please-

feel free.to phone me at 432-5941

Sincerely yours,

Louise Morose

¢

We fequestﬁthat.the female householder compléte the

questio&naipe if applicable.
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Centre for Criminological Researcli DEPARTMENT OF SOCIOLOGY
THE UNIVERSITY OF ALBERTA
POPULATION RESEARCH LABORATORY :
TEL. (403) 432-4689, 432.5797 M . EDMONTON, ALBERTA, CANADA T6G 2H4

July 31, 1978

Dear Householder,>

Last week a questionnaire was mailed to your
household to assist us in studying the opinions of
Edmonton residents toward certain issues in the area
of corrections. Your household was one éf five hun-
dred in Edmonton ¥andomly selected to participate
&n this research project. :

If you have already returned the questionnaire,
please accept my sincere thanks for your time and
cooperation. If you have not as yet returned the
questionnaire, please do so today as your views and
opinions are vital to this study. Remember this is
an ANONYMOUS questionnaire.

For your convenience, a‘QFplacement copy of the
questionnaire is enclosed.

Thank you for your assistance. If you have any

questions, please call at 432-5941.

Sincerely yours,

Louise Morose
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Centre for Criminological Research DEPARTMENT OF SOCIOLOGY

THE UNIVERSITY OF ALBERTA
TEL. (403) 432.468B9, 432.8797 ' '

August 7, 1979

K 3 _
Dear Householder,

Two weeks ago a quesEionnairelwas mailed to
your household asking your views and opinions on
certain issues in the area of corrections. As yet,
we have not received your completed questionnaire.
If you have returned the questionnaire, thank you
'most sincerely for your time and cooperation. If you
have” not done SO, please complete and return the
questionnaire today. Your participation is extremely
important to this study.

| ff you have misplaced the questionnaire, please

call me at 432-5941 and another will be forwarded
immediately.

Thank you for your assistance.

’

Sincerely yours,

Louise Morose
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QUESTIONNAIRE

There are nd'right answers to the following
questions; we are interested in your orinions. Please
answer, every question as best you can. Circle the
number which designates your answer.

CIRCLE ONE

=0 o O Y9Oom
A Q H -
OD M v o
HO H » =0
HZ H Q Q=
% T oQ
ay el el
<t HoH
1. Crime in Edmonton is a very
serious problem. _ 1 2 3 4
2.' There is more crime in
Edmonton than there was five :
years ago. : ’ 1 2 3 4
3. There would be fewer hardened
criminals if we kept offenders
in the community and out of .
prison. 1 2 3 4
4. Our corrections System is too
lenient with offenders. 1 2 3 4
5. We should favor expansion of
prisons rather than corrections
programmes like half-way
houses. 1 2 3 4
6. Those who break the law should
be punished in order to dis-
courage the offender from
further crime. v ‘ 1 2 3 4
7. The roots of crime 1lie in
our society, ' 1 2 3 4

8. Those who break the law
should be punished in order
to discourage others from
criminal acts. 1 2 3 4
~ _

O
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17

Younger offendefs should be

given lighter sentences.

If a convicted offender is
an elderly person he should
receive a lighter sentence.

We should grant weekend
ledves so that prisoners can
visit their families and
friends.

The roots of crime lie with
the individual.

We should stress vocational
training closely related to
outside jobs for prisoners.

Convicted female offenders
should get shorter sentences
than males convicted for the

‘same offence.

We should give prison guards
more power to discipline
prisoners.

We should bring back the
death penalty.

We should allow prisch
officials to read the
prisoners' mail.

18.\¥Seifiary‘confinement should

19.

20.

be used more often.

We should allow visits by
prisonsers' spouses for g
sexual purposes.

There should be more
opportunity for parole.

.

CIRCLE ONE
B> 3>‘CJ O w
Qg Q- =]
D T m.owmm..
HO &H » »=0
B2 H Q O
cQ T TR Y
O s AR S Rl > B
< £ I <5 IR
1 2 3 4
1 2 3 4
1 2 3 4
1 2 3 4
{
1 2 3 4
1 2 3 4
1 2 3 4
1.2 '3 4
1 2 3 4
1 2 3 4
1 2 3 4
1 2 4
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21.

22.

23.

24,

25.

26.

. CIRCLE ONE

A e e

Prisoners should be allowed
to take part in prison self-=

government .

There should be 'more .use
made of community-based

.corrections (for example,
half-way houses).

Offenders should be re- -
quired to do voluntary
work for the community
rather than be sent to
prison.

Greater use should be made
of physical punishment in
prison (for example,
whipping).

Community-based programmes
which allow offenders to

hold jobs in the community
and return to jail evenings
and weekends are a good idea. 1

Which of the following are
important causes of crime?

individual chafacteristics
forces beyond the control ™
of the offender

-low intelligence

need for employment

lack of will power

desire for status or wealth
lack of educational p
opportunities
family upbringing

:ice6)
ATONOULS |

LNVILHOdNI

B

AYHIA
ILNVIYOdNI

LNVLYOdNINA
- LNVILUOdWINA

1

1
1
-1
1
&l

—

" YAUOY

[

ATUOVSIQ
ATUOVSIA

N

NN
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27. Below are five examples of COnVicted.offenders.. Please read each,
" thep -circle the number to the right which is the sentence you
think the offender ought to'receive.

Shpef— "Confine-_  Prison Prison Prison Prison Prison
vision ‘'ment on -3-6  ~ l-year 2-3 . _4-5 = more
in com- weekends monthS-“ T 'years \Years,vthaﬁ‘6‘
munity & nights ‘years

"A person is found ~ .

guilty of cashing o - : T

~ 'stolen payroll - S ,

cheques for the , o

first time. 1 " 2 3 4 5 6 7

A person is. found ¢

guilty of using

"heroin for the , ,

first time. ' 1 2 v 3 ’ 4 . .5 6 7

A person is found

guilty of selling

heroin for the : ) ' o

first time. , ' 1 .2 -3 4 -5 6 7

A person is found

guilty of arnied

robbery of a company

payroll for the” -

flrst time. 1 2 .3 4 5 6 7

A - person is found

guilty of burglary .

of a home: for the

first time, stealing ‘ .

a colour TV set. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

A person is foumrd

guilty of assault

with a gun on a

stranger for ‘the. , : A : , o

first time. r - w2 3 .4 - - .5 5 6 7

28. Please indicate whether you feel an offender should be given a HARSHER
5or LIGHTER sentence for the same offense in the circumstances below,
‘or whether it would make no difference in your opinion.

Usuaily a Usually a Makes No

HARSHER LIGHTER Difference
Sentence - Sentence '

The offenders is under 21 years of age. 1 . 2 : 3

The offender is over 60 years of age. 1 2 3

The offender is femade. . _ 1 2 3

\v.
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>F1na11y,.we would like to ask you a few questions
.about yourself Please c1rc1e a number.

e

HO WO~ U A LN

29. 1. Female’ -~ 30. Marital'Status?

2. Male Married
‘Widowed
Divorced -
Separated
Common Law

Single

O U1 WO B

31. Date of birth? 32  Level of education completed?
.Less than Grade 8

(year) .Grade 8-10
.Some Grade 11 or 12
.High School Graduate
.Vocational Training or
Trade School
.Some College or University
.College or University Graduate
.Graduate or Professional Work

O W N

0 ~1®

33. Which of-the following categories would you
place yourself in? If you are retired or
unemployed, please answer this questlon for your
last occupation.

Skilled worker (carpenter, plumber etc.)
Unskilled worker (night watchman, waiter, etc.)
. Semi-skilled worker (taxi driver, etc.)

. ' Owner or manager of a large bu31ness

Owner or manager of a small business
Salesperson, sales.clerk or office worker
Profes31onal (doctor, lawyer, teacher, nurse)
Large farmer or rancher

Small farmer or rancher

Student

Other: Title

Kind of Work (Duties)

Kind of Company or Business

34. What is the first language spoken in the home?

-~



35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

© 000U N

- ‘\} ’
PN B * RN N . K]

o
F
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Please estimate your total family income in 1977
before taxes and deductions. Include all rela-
tives including common law living with you. -
Consider a single person living alone as a family.

Under $5,000.00

- $5,000.00 - $6,999.00

. $7,000.00 - $8,999.00
$9,000.00 - $11,999.00
$12,000.00 - $14,999.00
$15,000.00 - $19,999.00
$20,000.00 - $24,999.00

- $25,000.00 - $29,999.00
Over $30,000.00 -

Have you ever toured a prison or corrections
centre? '

1. Yes
2. No

Are you personally acquainted with an inmate?

1. Yes
2. No

During the last year, did anyone illegally enter
your residence?

1. Yes
2. No

During the last year, did anyone take something
directly from you by bsing force?

1. Yes
2. No

Thank you\very much for your cooperation. Your
contribution to this project is greatly appreciated.

~



