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ABSTRACT

Much research on criminals is focused on males and their reasons for committing a crime; the population that is most often left unstudied is women.  This research consists of four in-depth interviews with women at the Indiana Women’s Prison in Indianapolis, IN to examine the self-described social factors that lead these women into the prison system.  This study found that abuse was the only common social factor all of the interviewees experienced.  

Abuse, Murder, and Manslaughter:

Interviews with Women Prisoners on Social Factors Contributing to Their Crime Sentence

According to Simon and Landis (1991), separate prisons for men and women were established during the 1880s.  By the 1990’s “women’s prisons tend to resemble college campuses compared to the more fortress like men’s penal institutions, some suggest that the actual rules and regulations female prisoners must abide by are stricter than those imposed on male prisoners” (Flowers 1995:).  

Previous research finds that by the age of fifteen years old, a typical female criminal has been arrested two to nine times (Fletcher, Shaver, and Moon 1993:17).  According to Fletcher, Shaver, and Moon (1993:17), a usual sentence for a woman is anywhere between two and eight years; however, she will only serve approximately one-fourth of the sentence.  The typical female in prison is between the ages of twenty five and forty four, single or a single parent that has never been married, unemployed, with some high school education (Flowers 1995:225).  Futhermore, Flowers (1995:232) found that approximately 20 percent of female criminals had a criminal record as a minor.   

While previous research on women in prison exists, there is little understanding of the women’s own explanation for their imprisonment.  Given the limited qualitative research on women in prison, this paper examines the particular social factors that lead women into the prison system.  Specifically, demographic characteristics (e.g. race, class, and gender) of individuals are linked to the social factors such as education, occupation, substance abuse, physical and sexual abuse, and previous criminal activity.  

LITERATURE REVIEW: CRIMES WOMEN COMMIT AND ARREST STATISTICS


There is evidence today that female’s have increasing arrest probabilities when compared to men (Richards and Tittle 1981).  According to Banks (2003:165), the number of women in prison has increased 108 percent since 1990, and the annual rate of growth in the women in prison population has increased 7.6 percent as compared to a rate of 5.9 percent for male inmates.  

“The FBI divides specific crimes for which arrest data are available into two categories.  Type 1 offenses include the following: criminal homicide, including murder and nonnegligent manslaughter and manslaughter by negligence; forcible rape; robbery; aggravated assault; burglary; larceny; auto theft; arson” (Simon and Landis 1991:41).  All of the previously listed offenses are serious crimes either by their nature or due to the degree in which they take place.  As stated by Simon and Landis (1991), type II offenses include the following: 

other assaults; forgery and counterfeiting; fraud; embezzlement; stolen 

property (buying, receiving, or possessing); vandalism; weapons (carrying, possessing, and so on); prostitution and commercialized vice; sex offenses (except forcible rape, prostitution, and commercialized vice); narcotic drug 

law violations; gambling; offenses against the family and children; driving 

under the influence; liquor law violations; drunkenness; disorderly conduct; vagrancy; all other offenses (P.42).  

According to Flowers (1995), there has been an increase for female involvement in violent, property, and nonindex crimes.  As stated by Banks (2003):      


In 1998 there were an estimated 3.2 million arrests of women, accounting 

for about 22 percent of all arrests made in that year.  Women made up 

about 17 percent of those arrested for violent crimes – murder, rape, 

robbery, and aggravated assault – and 29 percent of those arrested for 

property crimes – burglary, larceny, and motor vehicle theft (P.163-164).  


Although there has been a dramatic rise recently in crimes committed by women, there is a long history of separating prisoners, once convicted, by their sex.  For example, the Indiana Women’s Prison, a medium-security facility, was established in 1872 (Banks 2003, Indiana Department of Correction 2007).  The women in this prison are usually convicted of offenses involving violence or weapons and require close supervision and security (Banks 2003).  

Demographic Characteristics

The demographic characteristics (e.g. race, class, and gender) of women in prison can be linked to social factors such as education, occupation, substance abuse, physical and sexual abuse, and criminal activity.  Flowers (1995:35) analyzed 46 studies pertaining to official arrest statistics and found that the group of individuals who more consistently have higher crime rates are lower-class adults.  With regard to educational attainment, Fletcher, Shaver, and Moon (1993:16) found that woman in prison frequently drop out of high school and that 34 percent of those drop out due to a pregnancy.  Daly (1994:44) found that only one-third of women in prison receive a high school degree or a general equivalency diploma (GED).  Before incarceration, the typical women in prison were employed as a clerk in the field of sales or services; “54 percent of the women have held an average of one to three jobs a year before their imprisonment” (Fletcher, Shaver, and Moon 1993:17).  


Previous research identifies substance abuse as a social factor in female crimes (Daly 1994).  According to Daly (1994), two-thirds of women in prison were addicted to alcohol, drugs, or both, before entering prison.  “Of those with substance abuse problems, 15 percent was linked to alcohol, 50 percent to drugs, and 35 percent to both.  More than half began abusing alcohol or drugs at the age of 20 or younger” (Daly 1994:45).  Fletcher, Shaver, and Moon (1993) found that women in prison were daily users of speed, cocaine, and marijuana.  Flowers (1995:75) notes that in state prisons four of every five women in prison have used drugs at some point in their lives.  According to Owen (1998), a high rate of crimes is related to females who are currently using drugs or have a history of drug use.  Finally, “according to a recent study of state prisoners conducted by the Bureau of Justice Statistics, women were more likely than men to have used illicit drugs, to have used them recently, and to have committed their offense in order to get money to buy drugs” (Farabee 1995:2).  

Physical and sexual abuse may also be an important factor leading to criminal acts by females.  In a study examining prior abuse histories, Owen (1998:42) found that approximately 80 percent of women in prison indicate being abused at sometime in their lives.  Fletcher, Shaver, and Moon (1993) found that a typical woman in prison is usually sexually abused between five and fourteen years old by her father, stepfather, or other male in her immediate family.  Daly (1994:59) found that among adult women arrested for a crime, they are likely to have been abused or neglected as a child; 16 percent of girls who experience abuse or neglect are arrested as adult women.  However, Daly (1994) also found that adult women who are abused as children are not at an increased risk for being arrested for violent offenses, but they are at an increased risk of being arrested for drug, property, and public order offenses.  


With the previously listed social factors in mind, women in prison who have prior arrests first came into contact with either juvenile or adult authorities around the age of 17-18 years old (Daly 1994:45).  “Almost 50 percent of all female inmates in state prison had previously been given prison sentences or probation at least twice; 33 percent three or more times; and more than one in seven had prior convictions of six times or more” (Flowers 1995:77-78).  Thus, family background is an influential social factor.  

According to Hagan (1986:440), family breakdown was considered an important factor in studying criminals until 1930 because the family structures were changing due to social changes such as increasing divorce rates that were believed to cause “broken homes.”  “The term broken home is defined as a home in which one or both parents are absent due to desertion, divorce, separation, or death – thereby depriving the child or children of the benefits of a complete, stable family environment” (Flowers 1995:72).  According to Flowers (1995), delinquent girls are more likely to come from broken homes than delinquent boys.  Kelly (2000) found single female-headed households are more likely to be classified as unstable.  But in a study of women in prison conducted by Daly (1994:43), half of the women are raised in a two-parent household, while the other half of the women are brought up in a single-parent household.  

The remarkable rise in crimes committed by women may be attributed to social factors such as education, occupation, substance abuse, physical and sexual abuse, and criminal activity.  By drawing upon Merton’s Structural Strain Theory, my research analyzes particular social factors that may lead women into the Indiana prison system.   

STRUCTURAL STRAIN THEORY

Merton (1957) developed Structural Strain Theory to explain why deviance occurs.  His analysis focuses on how goals and means interrelate to create a stable or unstable society.  According to Merton (1957:132), culturally defined goals are “held out as legitimate objectives for all or for diversely located members of the society.”  Legitimate means are “the acceptable modes of reaching out for these goals” (Merton 1957:133).  For example, in order for an individual to obtain a financially stable job (the goal), that individual must first have the appropriate education (the means).  In order to have a stable society, there must be a balance between goals and means.  If there is an imbalance between goals and means, Merton (1957) argues society will then become unstable, creating a sense of “anomie” or normlessness.  For example, an imbalance is marked when an individual steals money to pay for education on the path to a successful job.    

For Merton, various social institutions socialize the young to accept socially prescribed goals and means.  For example, the family passes on a set of values (e.g. hard work) to their children.  Children adopt these cultural norms even when these are unspoken.  Merton notes that when parents have lofty aspirations for their children but restricted opportunities exist (e.g. racism or sexism), deviant behavior may occur.  Schools, as the educational institution, are another institution that passes on established societal values.  Merton characterizes contemporary American culture as placing an emphasis on wealth as the legitimate goal, but not all individuals have the legitimate means to reach the goal, resulting in deviance.         


According to Merton (1957), the five types of adaptation are conformity, innovation, ritualism, retreatism, and rebellion (see Table 1).  Merton (1957) believes that the most common type of adaptation in stable societies is conformity to both cultural goals and institutionalized means.  However, if the society is not stable, other forms of adaptation emerge.  

	Table 1: Merton’s Types of Adaptation

	Modes of Adaptation
	Cultural Goals
	Institutionalized Means

	I. Conformity
	+
	+

	II. Innovation
	+
	-

	III. Ritualism
	-
	+

	IV. Retreatism
	-
	-

	V. Rebellion
	+and-
	+and-


The second form of adaptation, innovation, rejects institutionalized means (e.g. hard work) but retains cultural goals (e.g. wealth).  Merton believes that innovation accounts for much of the deviant behavior that is labeled as “crime.”  For example, innovators are people who break into houses to steal money rather than working to support their families.   Merton found that pressures to deviate fall most heavily on poorer individuals or others with an “inferior” status in society (e.g. minority groups).  Since there are fewer means for becoming economically successful, individuals from lower strata are forced to take lower paid jobs and this may lead to more deviant behavior.  For Merton, the means for moving towards the goal are restricted by the class structure.  A high occurrence of deviant behavior is not created simply by a lack of opportunity but by a strict class structure that limits opportunities in society.  Farnworth and Leiber (1989:264) note that criminologists have used Merton’s structural strain theory to explain the “statistical association between social class and official crime rates.” 


The third form of adaptation Merton discusses is ritualism.  Merton (1957:149-150) states that ritualism “involves the abandoning or scaling down of the lofty cultural goals of great pecuniary success and rapid social mobility to the point where one’s aspirations can be satisfied.”  An example of ritualism is when a lower class parent believes their child is not likely to be financially successful but still encourages them to work hard.  This form of adaptation is relatively frequent in a society that bases an individual’s social status primarily on individual achievement.  This competitiveness of achievement among lower social classes produces status anxiety, and status anxiety leads to frustration and danger.  But if a child is socialized to lower aspirations, the result is greater satisfaction and safety.  Merton found that lower-middle class Americans are overly represented in adopting the mode of ritualism adaptation.  Additionally, lower middle class parents engage in strict discipline for non-conformity thus decreasing the possibility of innovation.   


Retreatism is the fourth form of adaptation Merton discusses.  The least common of the adaptations is retreatism, which is “the rejection of cultural goals and institutional means” (Merton 1957:153).  An example of retreatism is a hermit who retreats to a cabin in the wilderness who seeks neither wealth nor engages in the means of traditional hard work.  This form of adaptation is most likely to take place when the individual has incorporated both the culture goals and the institutional practices but the two are in conflict in the individual’s life.  As a result, “the interiorized moral obligation for adopting institutional means conflicts with pressures to resort to illicit means (which may attain the goal) and the individual is shut off from means which are both legitimate and effective” (Merton 1957:153).  Thus, the individual does not seek any of the rewards held in esteem by society, but he also has few of the frustrations that go along with achieving the rewards.    


The final form of adaptation is rebellion.  Rebellion “leads men outside the environing social structure to envisage and seek to bring into being a new, that is to say, a greatly modified social structure” (Merton 1957:155).  An example of rebellious people are teenagers who join gangs and form their own subgroup in society.  Structured movements for rebellion aim to initiate a new social structure in which the cultural values would be sharply tailored to better match new institutionalized means.  Members of a newly rising group will organize the “rebellious” people into a movement for social change.  If the rebellion is restricted to small and powerless groups in society, the formation of subgroups is possible (Merton 1957).

While Merton’s work provides a general model of deviance, Steffensmeier and Allan (1996) focus on the lack thereof of gendered theories for committing crimes.  According to Steffensmeier and Allan (1996), traditional gender-neutral theories do not differentiate criminal behavior between males and females, or take into account the differences in the lives of men and women.  Traditional theories are helpful in explaining the overall pattern for both female and male criminality, but they are less helpful when a single gender is being studied (Steffensmeier and Allan 1996).   Patriarchal societies force women to commit crimes “through victimization, role entrapment, economic marginality, and survival needs” (Steffensmeier and Allan 1996: 470).  Therefore, as gender inequality, victimization, and economic marginality increases, the increased likelihood a female is to partake in a criminal act (Steffensmeier and Allan 1996).  Higher levels of drug usage among women have a significant impact on the increase in female crime trends (Steffensmeier and Allan 1996).  

According to Steffensmeier and Allan (1996: 460), both females and males commit more minor property offenses and substance abuse offenses than any other crimes.  The similarity suggests that both males and females are persuaded by similar social and legal forces (Steffensmeier and Allan 1996: 462).  However, female criminals are more likely than men to be solo perpetrators (Steffensmeier and Allan 1996: 466).  When females are involved with others in a criminal act, they tend to play the role of the accomplice to a male who is the leader of the criminal act (Steffensmeier and Allan 1996: 466).    

Using Merton’s Structural Strain Theory as a foundation, my research evaluates how particular cultural goals and institutionalized means influence a female criminal’s motives for committing a deviant act.   

METHODOLOGY

Participants

 Four women currently in prison at the Indiana Women’s Prison in Indianapolis, IN, ages 19+, participated in the study.  The women were selected by a gatekeeper, the Superintendent of the Indiana Women’s Prison, Zettie Cotton.  From the gatekeeper’s list of ten women available to interview at the Indiana Women’s Prison, a random sample was selected.  Three of the participants that were interviewed were white, and one was African American.  Their ages were 34, 35, 46, and 55.  All four of the women’s parents were married when they were born.  However, one of the women questions whether her mother’s husband was her biological father.  All of the women that were interviewed had a Bachelor’s Degree, and one of the women received her Master’s Degree.  Three of the women were in prison for murder (two of them each murdering a son under the age of six years old), while the fourth woman was imprisoned for involuntary manslaughter.  A pseudo-name was given to each woman in prison to conceal her identity.  

Procedures and Materials
Previous studies (see Banks 1990-2000; Owen 1994-1996; and Fletcher, Shaver, and Moon 1990) have generated rich data by interviewing women in prison.  Thus this method was selected to obtain information about women in an Indiana prison.  The interviews were conducted using an Interview Schedule (see Appendix A).  The questions included the women’s reasons for committing the crime and personal and family history.  These questions examined any link between social factors and personal or family history.  The tape-recorded interviews lasted from thirty to forty five minutes and were transcribed after the interviews were completed.  

Strengths and Limitations
Interviewing was selected as the methodology because it allows for rich data that cannot be collected through a quantitative questionnaire.  In order to obtain this data, I built a rapport with the women in prison before I asked them personal questions about their history and what led them to commit the crime(s).  Another advantage of face-to-face interviews is that they “have the highest response rates” (Neuman 2007:190).  Furthermore, this data collected here, interviews with women in prison, is not easily accessible and thus contributes to the sociological knowledge of crime.    

A limitation of this methodology is that it was somewhat difficult to relate to the women in prison because my experiences in life are different, and I did not know what they were experiencing.  A second disadvantage of this methodology is that a list of women in prison available to interview was presented to me, and I do not know what the Superintendent’s criterion was for choosing these women.  

FINDINGS

Previous research has mostly discussed social factors leading to men’s imprisonment.  Thus, interviews with women in prison uncover social factors that may contribute to a woman in prison’s criminal sentence.  

Family Background

Three of the four interviewees were raised by their biological parents and one interviewee (Jenny) was partially raised in foster care as a child.  The interviewee that was partially raised in foster care stated, “I did one foster care family, but I got bumped back and forth from a guardian home, foster care, family placement, and finally made it to a group home.  I have had two family placements.”  

A typical finding was that all of the interviewee’s parents were prominent in the interviewee’s formative years.  Furthermore, the age at which the parents conceived the interviewees varied with two of the interviewee’s parents giving birth before the age of twenty five and the other two interviewee’s parents giving birth over the age of forty.         

Religion

The religious preferences of the interviewees were varied.  Sarah’s religious preference is Mennonite, but her family was active in the Presbyterian Church while she was growing up.  Mary does not have a religious preference and her family was not active in a religious organization when she was growing up.  Jenny used to belong to the Nation of Islam “cult.”  Jenny believes that the Nation of Islam essentially led her to her son’s death: “I don’t care what anybody says, it’s a cult. …So that kind of led to the isolation that allowed the drinking, my son to pass, and the process of that, they didn’t allow any of my friends to interject.”  As a result, she felt as though she did not have anyone in which to turn.  Today, Jenny’s religious preference is Christianity.  Connie does not currently have a religious preference.  However, while she was growing up, her family belonged to the Eastern Star Masonic Church.  Overall, Jenny was the only interviewee who believed her religious background was related to her criminal behavior.    

Abuse

Abuse was a part of all four women’s lives (see Table 2).  One interviewee’s mother mentally and physically abused her throughout her life.  The other three women were abused by their fathers.  One interviewee’s father mentally abused her from the age of five until she was sixteen years old, and three of the interviewees were physically abused by their fathers between the ages of five and sixteen years old.  Additionally, two of the interviewees were sexually abused by their father between the ages of seven and twelve.  While Sarah was physically abused by her father from the age of five until sixteen, she does not remember whether or not she was mentally abused.  Sarah states “I don’t remember anything but because of my psychological tests, there is – it shows that I have been, so I don’t really know for sure because I don’t have a memory.”  Mary shared her thoughts regarding her abuse and how it affected her criminal behavior:  

I just remember when I went through my trial, they tried to, you know, 

they make you talk to a lot of psychiatrists and things and delving into 

your background and this and that and they always say that your family 

history plays a part in, you know, I guess how we’re molded and like you 

said the decisions that you make, but it’s kind of funny because I’m doing 

one on one with a chaplain.  Been speaking with her about five months 

now, just trying to explain why you would make the decisions that you 

made to end up in here, and it usually goes back to things that have 

happened to you and you didn’t deal with them in the proper…way and 

something like that comes up later in your life, and obviously I didn’t deal 

with things, you know, the way I should have, so I think that makes a lot 

of sense.  Unfortunately, I’m not sure the courts, they don’t really buy into 

it, in this.  I think it played a part.  I know I have to take responsibility for 

my actions, and I can’t blame anything else, but I think that definitely, it 

definitely played a part in not dealing with things when I was younger, and 

then as I got older and kind of stuffing things down and not ever talking to 

anyone about it, I think it played a big part in it.

 This data suggests that females who are abused during their childhood are more likely to commit a deviant act.    

	Table 2: Abuse Interviewees Endured From Their Parents During Their Childhood 

	Interviewee’s Name
	Type of Abuse (Mental, Physical, Sexual)
	Age at Which Abuse Took Place
	Abuser

	Sarah
	Physical, Mental
	5-16 years old
	Father

	Mary
	Sexual
	7-11 years old
	Father

	Jenny
	Physical, Mental
	Physical = 11-13 years old

Mental = all her life
	Mother

	Connie
	Physical, Sexual
	10-12 years old
	Father


Drug and Alcohol Usage


While all four interviewees used alcohol at some point in their lives, two of four described this as “social” use (see Table 3).  Jenny was the only interviewee that used alcohol heavily.  Jenny said, “I drank down by the side of the road.  I didn’t know where I was.  My son died in my home.  He was there, and I wasn’t. …That’s how I got here.  I didn’t…wake up and choose this.”  Furthermore, two of the four interviewees used marijuana socially.  Jenny was the only interviewee that used prescription medication.  Jenny stated, “I came into the county jail with my prescription medication in my purse.”  When asked, Jenny was the only interviewee that had consumed alcohol on the day of their offense, which led her to commit her crime.  Overall, the use of drugs or alcohol did not appear to lead to criminal behavior.

	Table 3: Interviewee’s Drug and Alcohol Usage Prior to Imprisonment

	Name of Interviewee
	Name of Drug or Alcohol
	Year(s) of Usage
	Heavy, Moderate, or Social Usage

	Sarah
	Marijuana

Alcohol
	1970-1974

1973-1992
	Social and Moderate

Social

	Mary
	Alcohol
	1982-1994
	Social

	Jenny
	Alcohol

Prescription Medication (Prozac, Ativan, and Deseril) 

Marijuana
	1991-1993

1992-1996

1990-1993
	Heavy

Heavy

Social

	Connie
	Alcohol
	1994-1996
	Social


Previous Offenses

For all four women, this was their first time in jail.  Furthermore, none had been previously convicted of a crime as a juvenile, had ever been sentenced to the Indiana Girl’s School or any other state’s juvenile facilities, or had ever been on parole or probation.  Sarah’s story illustrates this: 

I don’t know if my childhood history explains why I’m here because if you 

take a look at my life, it looks like it was pretty good and pretty ordinary 

and then bam, something happens.  And that’s happened to a number of 

people, and I think that that should be clarified.  With my own situation, my emotional issues began when my mother died, and my family was…

didn’t allow my brother or I to grieve.  It was like my mother never existed.  

So that set me up for abandonment issues, and my father was…he 

provided physically and during that time, that’s how they believe that love 

was shown.  So his idea of love was to support my brother and I physically 

so I was basically emotional distant.  So that set me up for a lot of my 

issues, which led actually to my crime.  It was like a build up…overtime… .  

So you know, even though somebody doesn’t have substance abuse 

issues or didn’t come through foster care and horrendously abused, 

there’s still other things that can lead up to you know the way the 

situation and the emotional status at the time can really affect 

somebody.  It doesn’t have to be a life of abuse or a life of substance 

abuse or a life of criminal activity to bring somebody to prison.

DISCUSSION

Sociologists examine the possible social factors that contribute to deviant acts.  This research indicates that the social factor of abuse can be attributed to deviant acts.  All of the women interviewed here had experienced some sort of abuse at any time in their lives.  This research shows that three of the four women experienced abuse by their fathers.  This abuse says many things about our society.  Men are socialized in our society to be superior to women and feel as though they have the upper hand in situations dealing with women.  When fathers are abusers, they feel as though they can control their daughters, per socialization, and are more superior since they are of the more dominant gender.  As a result, the daughters (women) end up becoming more subservient and inferior to men.  The feelings of inferiority of daughters may be attributed to their fathers playing mental mind games and adhering to social stereotypes to make them feel as though they are not good enough in school, work, etc.  Additionally, fathers may choose to take their anger and aggression out on their daughters because her eye color, hair color or length, body shape, etc. may remind him of a bad experience or a bad relationship with a woman he had in the past.  Even though their physical appearance is not their fault, these women are enduring abuse for something they cannot control.
This research shows behavior combined with not coping with abuse at a young age leads to destructive, deviant behaviors.  The women blame themselves for the abuse and never cope with it because society makes them believe that it is their fault they were abused.  As a result of blaming themselves, the daughters are led to inclusion, which leads to subconscious anti-social actions, resulting in criminal behavior.  Consequently, the women do not know how to act toward others and treat others the way they have been treated.  This is personified if the woman grows up to abuse her own child or children.  Since she is used to violent activity, murder may result, like in the cases of the women interviewed.

Due to the abuse these women have faced, they do not feel like a part of society and feel as though they are the outcasts of society because they do not know how to deal with others and how to deal with their frustrations.  As a result, they take out their frustrations differently than others, possibly resulting in murder.  A woman’s vulnerability may lead her to rebel if she does not deal with her feelings, leading her to commit a crime, such as murder in the cases of the interviewees.  Therefore, it is like a snowball effect in that that was the way their father dealt with his frustrations and anger, so they do not know any better but to model after how they were treated.  

Another aspect of this research that needs to be looked upon is why there was a mother who abused her daughter.  The main reason this abuse occurred by the mother and not the father was because the father left the family when the interviewee was very young.  The mother may have been jealous of her daughter (the interviewee) for a number of reasons that could have been due to social stereotypes.  Additionally, the mother may have been upset with her daughter because she was not adhering to the stereotypes represented in our society.  Instead of overcoming her jealousy and dealing with it in another way, the mother took it out on her daughter through abuse.  On the other hand, the mother may have seen the interviewee as competition for her, so she tried to make her feel inferior and subservient.  

Throughout history, our society has developed two very important programs that have vowed to help children in need.  These two programs are called the Child Abuse Prevention and Treatment Act and elementary school counseling.  In 1974, an act called the Child Abuse Prevention and Treatment Act was passed in all fifty states, stating that it is mandatory to report child abuse and neglect (Smith 2007).  Additionally, in the 1960’s, elementary school counseling was developed (Perry and Giddis N.d.).  Since these two programs have been developed, many young children have been able to deal with the abuse that has been inflicted upon them, promoting children with healthy ways of coping with difficult situations.  
Further research should be conducted on women in prison in order to obtain more information on a population that is understudied, specifically, identifying those social factors that contribute to women’s criminal behavior.   
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Appendix A

Interview Schedule:

Personal, Family, and Life Histories of a Female Criminal

1.  How old are you?

2.  Are you a U.S. Citizen?

a.  If “No,” in what country are you a citizen?

3.  Do you have a Driver’s License?


a.  If “Yes,” what state issued the license?

4.  What is the status of your license?  (Valid, suspended, or revoked)

5.  Are you married?


a.  If “Yes,” is this your first marriage?



1.  If “Yes,” how long have you been married?

b.  If “No,” were you ever married?



1.  If “Yes,” when were you married and for how long?

6.  Do you have any children?  (Including adult children)


a.  How many depended children were living with you before being incarcerated?


b.  What are the age(s) of the child(ren)?

7.  Do you have custody of the child(ren)?


a.  If “Yes,” do you have full or shared custody?

8.  Have you been ordered to pay child support?


a.  If “Yes,” to whom do you pay?

9.  Is anyone living with you currently on probation or home detention?


a.  If “Yes,” are currently on probation or home detention?

b. If “Yes,” what is their relationship to you?

c. If “Yes,” what is the reason for their probation or home detention?

10.  What were your parent’s (and/or step-parent’s) ages and marital status when you were born?

11.  Were you ever in foster care?


a.  If “Yes,” how many families did you live with and for how long with each family?

12.  Have either of your parents/step-parents ever been arrested?


a.  If “Yes,” who, why, and when?

13.  Have either of your parents/step-parents served a prison term?


a.  If “Yes,” who, why, and when?

14.  Have any of your brothers or sisters ever been arrested?


a.  If “Yes,” who, why, and when?

15.  Describe the people living in your house during childhood.

16.  Describe your current relationship with your family – bad, fair, good, or other.


a.  If “Other,” please specify.

17.  Were you ever abused as a child in any of the following ways – mentally, physically, sexually, or other?


a.  If “Other,” please specify.


b.  If “Yes,” how old were you and who abused you?

18.  While growing up, did anyone in your household have an alcohol or drug problem?


a.  If “Yes,” who did?

19.  How old were you when you left home?

20.  Did you graduate from high school or earn a G.E.D.?


a.  If “Yes,” which one did you earn?

b.  If “Yes,” when did you obtain such?


c.  If “Yes,” what was your grad average?


d.  If “No,” why did you leave school?

21.  Were you ever suspended and/or expelled?


a.  If “Yes,” for what reason?


b.  If “Yes,” were you in high school, middle school, elementary school, or other?



1.  If “Other,” please specify.

22.  Do you have any college/vocational education?


a.  If “Yes,” did you receive a degree/certification?



1.  If “Yes,” please explain what type and when.



2.  If “No,” what were the reasons you did not complete this level of 

education?

3. If “No,” do you plan to continue your education?

23.  Are there any other special skills or training you may have?

24.  If you use any of the following, please say “Yes,” the age you began using, and whether it was heavy, moderate, or social usage.


a.  Alcohol


b.  Marijuana


c.  LSD  

d.  Cocaine  

e.  Heroin  

f.  Speed   

g.  Glue Sniffing  

h.  Barbiturate   

i.  Lorcet  

j.  Tylenol 3  

k.  Darvocet

l.  others

25.  Have you ever used a needle to inject an illegal drug into your veins?


a.  If “Yes,” what was the substance and when did you use it?

26.  Did you use alcohol?


a.  If “Yes,” are you addicted?



1.  If “Yes,” for how long?

27.  If you do/did use alcohol or drugs, have you ever been treated for substance abuse?


a.  If “Yes,” when were your treatment dates and was treatment completed 

successfully?

28.  Is this your first time in jail?


a.  If “No,” what illegal activities were you caught doing?

29.  Were you ever convicted of a crime as a juvenile?

a. If “Yes,” please list the date(s), offense(s), where the offense(s) took place, and your sentence.

b. If “Yes,” were you ever influenced by your friends to participate in illegal activities?

1.  If “Yes,” what did you do and were you arrested?


a.  If “Yes,” how long was your jail time?

30.  Have you ever been sentenced in the Indiana Girls School or any other state’s juvenile facilities?

31.  What is your current conviction (offense)?

32.  Other than the current offense, were you ever convicted of a felony as an adult?

33.  How long have you been at the Indiana Women’s Prison?

34.  How much longer do you have until you are released?

35.  Have you ever been on parole or probation?


a.  If “Yes,” which one, why, when, and for how long?

36.  On the day of the current offense, did you drink alcohol or take any drugs?

37.  With whom were you living when you committed the instant offense?

38.  Were you employed at the time of the instant offense?


a.  If “Yes,” where? 

b.  If “Yes,” when were you hired?  

c.  If “Yes,” what is your position?

d.  If “Yes,” how many hours do you work per week?

e.  If “No,” what is the last date you had a job?

39.  Are you retired?


a.  If “Yes,” what is the place of your last job?

b.  If “No,” why did you leave your last job?

40.  Detail your employment history for the last ten years beginning with your most recent job.


a.  Place of employment


b.  Position


c.  Duration of employment


d.  Wages earned

e.  Reason for termination

41.  Did you ever serve in any branch of the military?


a.  If “Yes,” which branch and when did you start?


b.  If “Yes,” how long was your tour of duty?


c.  If “Yes,” are you still in the military?



1.  If “No,” what was your rank at the time of your discharge and what type 

of discharge did you receive?

42.  Do you have a religious preference?


a.  If “Yes,” which religion do you prefer?


b.  If “Yes,” are you active in a religious organization?

43 .  While growing up, was your family active in a religious organization?


a.  If “Yes,” which one?

44.  Is there anything else you want to add?
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