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The present Studj arose as a logical development
from the ceriminological lindings of the ‘lasmanian research
on social handicap in which it was found that a third of
all the adult malea were recidivists, in the sense of
their having been three or more times in prison.

The research on social handicap started as a
descriptive analysis of sixteen multiproblem families with
110 sub-families and almost 900 members (Davies and
Dax, 19745 Dax and dagrer, 1977,1978; Uageer and Dax,
1977)« & gquantitative assessment of their social pathology
was pede by ascertaining the extent of their involvement
with the correctional services and the number and varieties
of criminal and traffic offences they committed.

The menbers of these families were often in prison
and in fact were sentenced about 250 times as frequently
ag were the mewmbers of the average Tacmsnian fanily,
whilst &4 of the 19¢ adult mnles had been committed om.
at least threc occasions.

since this series of multiproblem families supplied

a disproportionste number of the recidiviet population
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1t woeuld soem vewrun Ble tooasce L vhob e wany othor
suen foudlies dn Lhe comoundty xoﬁla A s conarstbie
nutber of recidivicts te the prison pojulation.

IEotads were the case 1t would ghow thdat such
families yroduced aouny of the recurrent offenders,
aowever this would not be enough evidence teo demonstrate
that recidivists in peneral tend to have 2 sultipzroblen
fawily bacucreound.

wonsesuently the vt part of the ,rezsent enquiry
was undertoken to cec whether the current Voonunisn
rrison recidiviet population had o similay background

Lo the recidivists known to come from multiproblom

{he recont T ET XLy Ui grnilavities and
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aifferences betweon thoe recidivisls and the Lirot on
IS SN A SR RPN y e sV e, e T peen S B N T - S Th
sinele of Denders whiose hichory was aveilable Drom Lhe

vrdson records

e A

1. piffi;ultieﬂ of Jowparison

fhere wero many difficulties in asiciny a close
comparison between the recidivists Lrow the sultiproblen
fanilies investioated in the socinl bandic cop study
and toe recidlvistes curreantly in prison.,  his was
secause tae problen fewlly records ued been coliscted
Ve aeny yenrs whdlst the obpner esvoup wes cucrastbly
in detention. lthaerefore the two LACURS hed Lo be conmpared
nudd conbranted rethee thuan bolne oble Lo be slatistically

relaled for Cne following more deteiled reasons:

lret, tne preobles family records cewssed to be

* 2
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3.1 lcroonal history
Table 2

Factor rroblem Current

Fanily Hecldivists
Lo ward of tate L2 (B8/60) At (B /B

<Ze dutellipgence sl wullesver ra e
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vecondary secondary
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inoechoeling the educational policy changed in 1969,
sC Ehat 4% becume nore difficult Lo be exemnpbed at an
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GO ocurrent recidivists only S had mope than 2 yeanrs
secondory educntion, so the fisures would not arpear to
itluzerete remw dugfel differoncen, especially if token
in conduncition wiith the fingines for bverderline retardation
vhich wis sprroxin tely the same feor hoth (2)s roreover

croupe had low ocoupational sohias umentw (4

e
..,

,-.
e

PRI lJC7UQ1j\G wecy Al ferently neassuraed in the two

7

mroups.e  an Che problen family hivtories all those in



whitcn «loohel v cntioned i oona oo coucthsr of thn

records ars included, Lot o din
note won made culy of Lhoso whe were "prroblem drinkevg®
huve beon suitoble for trectoent vader the
slocholizas and trug Loy endency aclh,

In geners) it would appesr that the recidivists

both: fros the problewn familics and from the current

recidiviots ternd te come Lrom Lroken hosmes (thoush foewe

are dnetituticnalised thou previously), to be of borderline

lew intellipence, with less then sveraye schooling, who

s

follow unokilled

.

toke sloohol Lo evcena,

7 o , P L oy oant N . oy g
oy orrechticast szirvicen history

vantor Froblon Luarrent
Vamily ecidivists
Go ope of ot conviction
t

Be averuge 14 yra, I yre.

7o Children's court
a. percenbage o (NGO SO (ALS5
D aVErug e
BLOCOTANC RS NG 5

creentore CE (56 /060) Mk (/)
OEY Doines many Sl (La/a

e LOUDT EDLRATHNCES
s B
[N 1088 é’,bf)
(\, L] l;o'\)
(\' 2 ;z)ff)
1O woraso no. cnult
' court & ces 15 1e

4. tobal 2611 2010

h, avernps QA b Al

be under 172 A (/55 Sl (18/55

l‘\

aod thorefore cncual esployment and who

.o,

Ty
v



' -y 5 - AN
RIS CONn .
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Sanily reeidiviste
12+  bumber inprisconmants
A, total 515 ‘ Bt
b.  averse 8.5 ¢
124 TYesrs of sentence
. total 267 209

b.  average 6.0 4.6

feo+ DO B.60 (5/58)
L3, long

15. lwrisons in ’ .
‘ otier ntuboy 3220 (19/00) 220 (1P /80)

reports Trequently E1% (49/60)
disturbed

R
[

16. lgychdaty

N

vhe average spo of the current recidivicts 1o nearly

yeare less than the age of the problem fdmily recidivist's
last conviction (before 1999, In the next three years
it is most likely thut the current recidivists will in
Lany ceces be returned to rrison and will be choarsed with
multiple offences and this will tend teo enual out the
punbers of courl aprearances (9 an” 10), the total
charges (11}, the teta) impriconcemts 12) and the years
of sentence (1320,
roxr exanple, tho umenmbers of the oroblem family
recidivists with 10 yeare or less betweon their fipat and
lugt offwnce had & total of 208 ivprisoncents in‘lﬁﬁ years
o1 LoX duorizennonte o dear, wnich pives a roush estimate
o Uhe rete of reconviction.
he only s urent diserspancy is in the rercentase
wiie heve beon dn ehildren's corrections | homas (7).

“hege Dipures cre oleort dderticsl with thene for the

vards of obate (1. “oth provably rellzet the change in
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Jhac diflerecse in Lhe varital stoius of the Lwo
prours ig o unexryloinec.  Lhe clwrg ing freguency ol de facto
roelabicas s would not accowst for =0 piest o discrepancy,
nor would the dillerences in the upes.

comparable fimding, with tne diflerence in marital

status is the muaber of recidiviste in the two proups
who hove had chiidrenv those in tne problem fawily group
being, consideradly creater (2%).  Lhis difference would
not secr to be wdesuately accountod Lor oy Ul chonge in

secial ratterns over the last peneraotion or less.

4.5 ramlly records
Table ©

Yactox Froblem current
Samily seclidivists

e }nremtﬁ witn
crininual record o (285 wily one found
it S
( ]_/‘ LJ\.) )
2V LA lin, s owith

criwinsl reccrd
“.  percantupre B (a0 S (19/55)

.

b  overare no, 4o .8

23, Lhildren with

prison recoerd AR (D 00 none

Yere zrain there is a marked diserapancy between
the twe groups in the number of rarents with o criminal
record (P00 Yhe Cisure of less than 0% of parents of
the curvent recidivists havineg a2 criminsl record would
cound an unlikely fiqouve and bolow the sversge for the
unskilled wewbers of the comnunity: but ever if a fow
hed heen misses due to the nriconcre denyinge that their

paraenta had been dn rricon the differonces obill seem o

be dimportsnt (lelord and revord, 1958



11

The last twe coterories (27 and 2825 rrobably have
1ittle meaning for the reasons noted in the introduction,
The prison records of nesrly half of 211 the siblinsg
continued to he recorded for from U to 2% yesrs after
the last prizon seatence of the problen family recidivists.

siwilarly the children with o prison record might
be convicted long after their fathors' last orime had
been comuitted. moreover 24 of the cultiproblen Lfamily
recidivists were over the age of 40 and would have children
of the are whena thay misht be sent ko prison whereas only

5 of the current recidivists were of this sge,

Mo Commerts

adtlivvgh toe eriminsl records of the problem family
wnd currenst reeddivists sre rewerkably similar [rom
callidbooc upwards and Lnejr'typﬁs of offences wre very
alike there are raried diftercncer in their meritol
status, the number of children they have produvced and
tlhelr jarents' erime records.

It might be surwised on the Digures shown that
recidiviste, whether or not they cowme from e multiproblemn
family, hove certuin veneraliscd choarscteristics in
COWTEON o

tnere is oo tendency towsrds thnew beiay of lower than
average iotellisence, witnh less schooling, broken home:s,
foilowine wn uncsilled occupation and vElny an excese of
rleohcl .

Jhedr currectionul higtory will sisrt early and on
Can averupe YU of ther will avpeair in children's courts,

penevelly ab the sre of 14, altncu:n nearly & tnird will



e convicted befors Lhe nee of 12 angd they ave likely

Te oarpenr 4 tines,

In adult life tacy will on the averare aprear some
15 times in court and have over 40 chorges. by the time
They are 29 they ore likely to hove been imprisoned on
about 8§ occasions with sentences totslline 6 Yenrs.
Hdditionally abo:t 20% of ther will alio have heen in
prison in other states,

Nany of ther avre psyehiastrically disturbed and ne
lesy than 81% of the rresent recidivists in prison have
been sent for psychistric reports at one time or another.

'roperty offences are general, violence ig recorded
in over 50% of subjects, one of every six has conmmitted
a #ex offence and 707 hnve stolen motor vehicles.

These figures ¢ive a pensral idea of the zort of

A

persons they are and the type of correctionsl history
they will hove vhich dis remarksbly alike for ther all,
whetber they belony in the geries of multiproblem families
or to the current recidivists.

On the very slender evidence available it might be

vw,ouwd that, recidiviasts have pany comwon aspects to

their correctionsl histories whatever mey be their social
backpround.  «loe that broken homes, failure in schooling
ond unsikilled occupation, sssociated with a lower thon
sveraee intellirence and the componesztory use of alcohol

e conmon forermnoners of evantual recidiviasm.

ey
e

the rultiproblom fermdly rescarcn ewamines very
lorges number of factors net included in the present
enmudry s bhecause comnareble inforretion was unobtainable

from the current recidivists a vosainle similar clustering



Gl bhelr cocizd

U mipht be

chapractericses the

3

heve teen in pricoun

be supposed that an

recldivists wa

m

-
N 3

day

childvan, oub

features in

wlthih o multiproblem

Cartainl V Ul

of committed

CINUImLe S

are, in peneral,

fiviats wh

v

theoe

ol recic

oy

Ly LGl

PR

wibtlhiin tre wmadtipiob

uoefvl ifield for

oolal

olisag o

‘

vwelfere i

LOLG S Ol e

seclal bocrground

Fotlhwrys diflicult

from the oroblem

F T I e P P
faliters of wany of
aocoounlt Lo gome ot

b

SUE

=23

1eithe

recidivien

correctional hist

ohis

ntovernr

ahc
correchionel
WiiCa
'3A
to
Daml

A
wlit:

yolory

ecoted wiaon

tualt tne parents

nore than otuerz. Or might

wmportant conmon fector to present

i faillure to sorry amd te neve

r of these 'in:iloes nay be essential

or even in diflferentisting thosge

family beckpround frowm the current

oy and the types

“ : -~ v b
4

sinilar encup

J

U v Lo show that th

weteristics comnon to the majority

pay be btne buachpround foctors.

merounag factors ceceur very commonly

lem fopilies can btrereby be a

Ieselrcils

nodirications in bt educational,

ervices nave o o penerstion

£

mavie o compoiisen belween

the present dany recidivists snd their

sucstodlne.  hall of Uhe recicivists

L1lies are now ¢ld enoust, to be the

current recidivaiasbs and this may

¢1 difierences,

7“'uiut IS

Whin enguiry seeis Lo have Showl soile COmnon
in the ceripinuel bLictory of recidivichbs wnd some similax

poasonal churacteri

positively vo rela

amilics,

SULCs,
Le

conasiderably

but there ls not enouphh evideace

recidiviss 1o genesral to multiproblem

?
more social history would be



OECUBHBELY o
U A )

of ienders ghnow

P

[N
Bes
-
4
s
r')_
-
e

Tecial

bt awe Fireloan
b 0 B o § vn e o . . wa gy o P
daffoceesn Teon Yoo peetds
& * . P RO
¢ i avidencoe Lo ool
Pron o Sdccrete cponp wit
11 () o1y Yo b ;"'Q'f"‘ifj)'\ oy
Wil LI SR SN VI LRI R O RN
-G o~ N P - N T L e -
tabicn of the cnusctive foctarag.

dondneta
victe
t thul the
LOmnOn

sioo nesiost



WSUBEARY

The enquiry considered whether the current lasmanian
prison recidivist population had a simila@ vackiround
to yecidiviste Yuoewn to cowe fiom itdentified multiproblem
families, for it was 'nown that these latter families
supplied o dispropertionate nuaber of recldivists to the
prison population.

Very few differences betwe:n the two populations
studied were diccerned, and they shared many choracteristics
in common on the &£ variables examined. ‘Ghese simllarities
included schooling, intelligence, broken homes, cecupation,
aleohol consumption, correcticnal nistory and psychiatric
disturbence. Lifferences were noted in maritul stavus,
nusbers ol children produced vnd parents' erime records.
sven Bo there wag pot enoupb evidence to vesitively rolate

recidiviem in peneral to multiproblem fuamilies.
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