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Abstract

The labelineg perspective assumes that officialy
labeled people will perceive that they have been dis-
credited. It also contends, as do certain hypotheses re-
garding the socialisation of women, that assessments made
by others will affect the Selfwesteem of the person who
is discredited.iThis study offers the critique that
these assumpbions and hyptheses assume an oversocialised
individual. Data analysis confirm this critigque. Five
vomen did not perceive any damage to their respéctability
in any of the five roles--family member, wife/girifriend,
mother, friend and employee--examined in the study. Some
women were also observed to have perceived improvements
in either specific roles or their self-concephbions. |
Qther factors, such as psychiatric histories, physical
handicaps and previous identities are perceived to be
more intluential in detemining status than legal histor-
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Introduction:

Stating the Problem

The term stigma and its synonyms conceal a dou-
ble perspective: does the stigmatized individ-
unal assume his difference is known about al-
ready, or is evident on the spot, or does he as-
sume it is neither known about by those present
nor immediately perceiveable by them? In the
the first case one deals with the plight of the
discredited, in the second with that of the dis-
credivable. This is an important difference

c

even though a particuiar stiematised individual
is likely to have experienced both situations.
(Goffman, 1963, 4)

In the case of former inmates of penal institus
tioens, it would appear that a major discrediting influ-
ence is the exisvence of a criminal record (including
both the conviction and the sentence served). The ex-
tent to which this record is familiar among persoﬁs with
whom the former inmaté interacts will partially deter-
mine whether or not it already discredits, or has the
potential to discredit the ex~inmatefé claim to respect-
aple status. The important facbtors, hcwever, are the
extent to whiceh others negatively evaluate the holder of
a criminal record, anda the nroblem of whether or not
they communicate this evaluation tvo the ex-inmate.

Lowever, we are not concerned here with the prob-

1ems of decermining wnether or not cthers actually im-



pute disrespectable status to "ex-cons." Instead our
primary concern is to determine whether or not ex-inmates
perceive being discredited. In particular,the study will
attempt to determine whether or not a particular segment
or the ex~convict population--former inmates cf prisons
for women--perceive being aiscredited. This focus on
"female ex-cons' 1is intended to draw attention to cexrtain
apuses of the labeling perspective, as well as inade-
guacies in statemants regarding the socialisation of
WOmen .

The abuse innerent in the labeling perspeutivé 18
that its emphasis on describing and analysing perceptions
and responses to stigmatisation leads to a distorted
image oif reality. The impression is created that all
persons bearing discredited traits will perceive them—
selves to be discredited. Similariy, statements by
Bardwick and Douvan (1971), Greenglass (1973) and others
regarding female socialisation would have us believe that
any loss of status in interpersonal relationships is
almost certain to affect a woman's self-image., Implicit
in these abuses and statements is the assumption that
the individual, particularly women, depend almost ex-
clusively on the assessments by others in determining
their own identities. Little attention has peen paid
to what Blumer (1972) refers to as the indiviaual's

ability to "interpret" the actions of others. That is,
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little attention has been devoted to showing that the
individual does not merely respond to assessments made by
others, he also makes "indications to himself." In
Blumer's words:
the human individual proceeds by pointing out
to himself the divereent things which have to be
taken into account in the course of his action,
He has to note what he wants to do and how he is
to do it; he has to peint out to himself the
various conditions which may pe instrumental to
his action and those which may obstruct his ac-
tion; he has to take account ot the demands, the
expectations, the prohibitions, and the threats
as they may arise in the situation in which he
is acting. His action is built up step by step
through a process of such self-induction. The
human individual pireces together and guides his
action by taking account ot different things and
interpretineg their significance for his pur~:
posive action. (Blumer, 1972, 147)
In other words, the individual is not a being whose social
world is created for him, he is a being who creates and
sives meaning--through hLis interpreation and action--to
his scecial world.

Several points madetby Blumer in the quotation
just cited.are important for this study. Following
Blumer's analysis, the individual in "building up" his
social world must interpret the "obstructions as they a-
rise." If no obstrictions are presented, or at least none
ars perceived, then the individual bases his action and
his identity on the "demands and expecvations" which do

present themselves. In other words, in terms ot the prob-

lem in question in this study, if the person perceives no



imputations of disrespect, then he "takes account

of the

demands, the expectations, the prohibitions, and the

threats" encountered by people who do not possess

a dis-

credited trait. Me bases his action on the premise that

e is respectable.

These, then,are the possibilities which the la-

beling perspective has failed to stress, and which cer-

tain statements concerning female socialisation have ige-

nored. Let us take a more detailed look at these
gspectives, as well as the perspective employed in

o

study.

I-=thercetical Considerations:

The symbolic interaction perspective--the
spective used in this study--accepts as its pasic

that human oeings interact with each other on the

per-

this

per-

premise

hasis of

symbolic communications. In other woras, as Blumer says

in summarising Mead:

Instead or the individual being surrounded by an
environment of pre-existing objects which play
upon him and c¢sll forth his behaviour, the vro-
per picture is that he constructs his objects on

the basis of his on-going activity. In
his countless acts—-whether minor, like

any of
dressing

himself, or major, like organising himself for a
professional career--the individual is desig-
nstineg different otjects co himself, givine them
meaning, judeing their suitapility to his ac-

tion, and makirg decisions on the basis
judgement., (Blumer, 1972, 147)

of the

It is precisely this aoility of the individual to

interpret his own and others actions wnich is the

key to



this study. It provides the basis for the two major hy-
potheses c¢f the study. The first o1 these hypotheses is
that even though a person may perceive that others dis-
credit her, she may not perceive that these imputations
of disrespectapnle status are an accurate and justified
assessment of her. The second hypothesis is that some
people may not perceive that they have been discredited
by peing publically--ice. legally--labeled as "criminal
cr law breaker." It is these assumptions which lead,
furthermore, to the critiques of the labeling per-
apective, and cerbain hypotheses concerning female
socialisation which follow.

The lebeling perspective continues to emphasise
that once an individual becomes labeled "deviant" it is
virtually impossiole to escape from, or "outgrow" tnis
label. For example, bali (1970) states:

.« .The ceremonies of the courts in particular
have been internreted as degradation rites, a
collective respectapility-removineg ceremony in
which the community ot its aments successfully
impose definitions of abnormality and moral un-
worth on their victims, thus destroying their
potential claims to future deferential treat-
ment. And it is a fact that later efforts to

reimpose respectability are frequently not
nearly so eftrieient or thorough. (Ball, 1972,

355)
Furthermore, the guotation from Goftfman's Stigma (1963, 4),
which appears as the opening statement in this introduc-

tion, assumes that all persons possessing a discredited

srait will assume that they have been, or could be dis-



credited. Goffman and Ball are not, however, the only
socioloeists making such statements. After readine the
work of Schur (1971, and Lemert (1951) it becomes diffi-
cult to imagine that anyone can ever leave their dis-
credited pasts behind them. The shadow of these past
misdeeds, it seems, will always be there requiring only a
knowing individual to expose the discreditapnle person's
past. 1t would appear that the discreditable person is
doomed to the continual threat of ridicule and antici-
pated embarrassment.

Gorfman (1963: «1961: 1959).does, of course,
describe various méves and stratigies used by discredibt-
able people to either pass as normals, or to show normals
“that they are once again resvpectable peopie. Furthermore,
the echniques ofneutralisation"described by Matza and
Sykes (1Y68) make it clear that discredited people will
freguently resist, or reject any imputations of disre-
spect. However, even these possibilities are subject
to criticism. They presuppose that the discreditatle
person perceives herself as a discreditable, or discred-
ited person . The possiblirity that a discreditanle per-
son may not perceive herself to be such a person is set
aside., ~This criticism may be made of the labeling per-
srective in general.

Consequently, the major point of difference ber

tween the laveling perspective's emphasis ana the empha-



gis to pe stressed here, is that while the iabeling per-
spective assumes that a discredited person may want to re-~
gain respectable status, our emphasis is placed on showing
that some officially laveled people may never perceive
being discredited.* Such a perscn does not have to prove
her respectability because she is respectable and is
treated as such by other people.

Support ror this hypothesis is tound in the
Foster, et al (1972), study. which indicates that only a
small proportion of the deiinguent boys studied perceived
that ofticial intervention by the police.and/or courts
had affected their relationships with their families,

friends and teachers. Furthermore, slirghtly less than

i)

l—.q;:

2

0na.

!

did not perceive that their status with the police
or with employers had been affected, Théy did not per-
ceive that they would be more closely observed by the
police, ot that their employability had been affected.
The major difference between the Foster, et-al,
study and the current one (aside from the age and gender
of the people peins studied) is that the delinguent boys
studied by Foster, et al, were not necessarily couvicted

of any otfence. Some poys were merely "picked up"

¥ TIhe excention herz is that a person who has
been sent to jail may perceive during incavrceration that
her status had been damaeed. Upon release she may not
percelve damage to her respectability.



by the police and given warnings. The women interviewed

for the current study were ail convicted and sentenced to

varying terms in jail, As such, since even Foster, et

al, note that severity oi intervention does lead to a

rreater probability of perceived status loss, it would

appear that the proportion or women in this study who
would perceive 108s of status would pe higher than the
proportion of juvenile males studied by Foster, et al.
Other factors also contrivute to the likelihood
that mcre women would pexrceive status loss. Thet is, if
the analysis ol female socialisation offered by Bardwick
and Douvan (1971), Greenglass (197%) and others (Chodorow,

1971: Weisstein, 1971) is accurate. Their analysis sug=

gestes that women who break the law not only violate the

law, but also transgress sex-roles. Both men and women
are expected to behave according to rigid sex-role models.

The male role-model emphasises:

Independence, aggression, competiveness, lead-
ership, task orientation, outward orientation,
assertiveness, ianovation, self-dicipline, sto-
icism, activity, objectivity, analyticminded-
ness, courage, unsentimentality, rationality,
confidence, and emotional control. (Bardwick
and bouvan, 1971, 225)

On the other hand, the female rcle-model emphasises:
Dependence, passivity, fragility, low pain tol-
erance, nonaggression, noncompetiveness, inner
orientation, interpersonal orientation, empathy,
sensitivity, nurturance, subjectivity, intui-
tiveness, yieldingness, receptivity, inability

to risk, emotional liability, supportiveness.
(Bardwick and vouvan, 171, 225)



In Chodorow's (1971) words, the male role-model stresses
"doing," while the female role-model stresses "being."

The mést important points to remember are that
women are expected {o submit to men;and above all else
should not try to compete -with men. Violation of this
all embracing role-model damages her marketability as a
marpriage partner, which is assumed to be a woman's most
sought after géal. An aggressive, competitive, noncon-
forming woman would be a threat to the status of a man
socialised into a role model emphasising these sanme
qualities. -He must be the-dominant ("doer") ﬁersoh in
a relationship with a woman. "1herefore, any woman who
does net contorm to the female role-model would be a
threat to his "superior" status. By subordinating her
own wishes to these of men, & woman demonstrates her
"normalness.” By engaging in illesal séts she demon-
strates that she 1s either unwilline or unable (for
wnatever reason) to conform to the role-model prescribed
for her.

it is also true that other people, not just po-
tential marriage partners will exrect a2 woman to conform
to this role-model (Chodorow, 1971i: Komisar, 1971:
Greenglass, 197%: Bardwick and VUouvan, 1671: Horner,
196G 1970)., Tt has also been sugpested (Greenglass, 1973)
that women, especially, will determine their status from

the reactions of these onthers.
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Bveryone seeks others' assessments in determining
their identity and status within the community. Not only
do people seek others's assessments, they also inter-
nalise them, as well as the standards by which they have
been made. That is, throueh the process’ of internalism»
ation, it is pos~iole that others' assessments of self
will fuse with the self's assessments of self (see Berger
and Luckman, 1967, 1%32-13%33% rf.). It is-possible, there-
fore, for persons who perceive themselves to be dis-
credited to have ambivalent feelings about theéir own
identities and respectability gGoffman, 1963, 1G66),

These ambivalent teelings arise because the persons
usually wishes ©o ce known as a normal--i.e. respectable=-—
person, entitled to the same courteies and considerations
as 81l others. Possessing a discredited trait, however,
means that the possessor can be shown to be different or
"inferior" in that respect, and would not, therefore,

be entitled to respectable status. More importantly,

they may experience feélings of doubt regarcing their

own respectaoility. They may believe that in at least
this one respect they are inferior.

Tnis is the premise upon which tbe»labeling per-
spective's assumption that a publically identified law-
bresker, if the lavbel is attacked with sufficient rorce
(Gavrfinkel. 19Y68) and repetitively (Temert, 1Y51), will

begin to assume the identity implied by the label. Re-
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cent investigation of this premise by Harris (1975), how-

1.

ever, indicates that it may be overstated. Harris found
that the incarcerated juveniles he studied had not begun
to identify themselves as "deviant."

The problem of internalising and accepting assess-
ments by others would seem, however, toc be a particularly
important problem for women who have been publically iden-
tified as lawbreakers. As several commentators on the
role of women in society (Bardwick and Douvan, 1971:
Horner, 1969; 1970: Chodorow, 1971: Greenglass, 197%:
Weisstein, 1971: Konisar,; 1971) have indidcated, women,
perhaps more than men, depend on the assessments of others
for their self-concentions. The clearest statement re-

garding the importance of others in the establishment and

maintenance of women's identity is found in Greenglass'
analysis.  She writes:

While depenendire on the response of others for
self-esteem is ircreasirely disouraged in grow-
ing boys, girls are primarily cued to others

for feelings of self-esteem and they are in-
creasinely encourared to define themselves in
terms of their success in interversonal rela-
tionshins. Moreover, differential sex social-
ization practices continue well into adolescence
where, in the absence of objective achievements
females come to define their identites in terms
of their relationships with others, i.e. mother,
girlfriend, wife, etc....The ability to estab~.
lish and maintain successful and satisfying in-
terpersonal relationshins is undoubtedly sienif-
icant for most members of our society, both male
and female. However, in fewales, it becomes the
the self-definine, most rewarding achievement
task. (Greenglass, 1973, 110)
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This analysis, however fails to fully appreciate
the ability of the individual--whether male or female--
to interpret, and judge the appropriateness of others
actions for the individual's future action (Blumer, 1972).
In other words, both the labeling persnective and.Green-
elass have oversociallised conceptions of the people
they attempt to describe (see Wrong, 1961)

Furthermore, an important factor to consider in
any aﬁalysis of crime and criminals is that of class.
The labeling perspective in particular is subject to the
eriticism that it frequently ignores the importance of a
person‘s social class as being an important determinant
of an individual‘s assessment of her public identity.
Tris does not mean that social elass is the only factor,
or even the most important factor, but thét, from the
persnective of this study--symbolic interactionism:

the organisation of a human society is the

framework inside of which social action takes

place. (Blumer, 1972, 152)
In other words, within the context of the individual's
 01&53 position, the offence committed may not be perceived
as & serious offence, or as Matza and Sykes (1968) sug-
pest, the victim may be "condemned" as deserving the
perpretation of the offence. ‘he individual way also
simply reject any notin that the offence for which she

has been condemned deserves condemnation.
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It is particularly important in this resvect to
take into consideration those findings of what may now be
considered a passe interest in deviance~-subcultures and
countercultures. Of particular interest here is the work
of Miller (1970) in the area of "focal concerns. He
writes:

No cultural pattern as well-established as the
practice of illegal acts...could persist if but-
tressed primarily by negative, hostile, or re- .
jective motives; its principal motivational sup-
port, as in the case of any persisting cultrual
tradition, derives from a positive effort to a-
chieve what is valued within that tradition, and
to conform to its explicit and implicit norms.
(Miller, 1970, 363)

However, in terms of identifying possible sources
of stigmatisation, it would appear that the most problem-
atic relstionshivns for women would be their Interpersonal
relationships. These would include their relationships
with their families, men and friends. It is these rela-
tionships which Geffman (1963%), Ball (1970) and Ureen-
glass (197%) indicate are the most crucial in determining
publiec and private identity. In addition, Greenglass
(1973 ), and others, sugeest that the role of "mother" is a
particulsriy important asvect of women's identity. Con-
sequently, this role must also be considered.

Thevre are, however, ceratin potentially stipma-
tising situations which both men and women encounter.

Previous research (Schwartz and Skolnick, 1968) has shown

that former inmates of penal institutions may experience
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difficulty finding jobs. Indeed, this research has indi-
cated that even though some peovle may have been found
"not guilty" of a criminal . offence, they may be denied
employment. It would appear that even the suspicion of
criminal involvement is sufficient cause for some employ-
ers to suspect the honesty and integrity of prospective
employees,

Although it is true that women have been tradi-
tionally excluded from full péticination in capitalist
economy (Smith, 1973%), it is also true that women are
becoming an increasingly larpger provrortion of the work
force. Furthermore, it is often a_necessary precondition
to parole that inmates of penal institutions focate em-
ployment before they are released. Consequently, it is
possible that womren lesving jail, and afterwards, may per-
ceilve that they are not as employable as women without the
stigma of being "ex-~cons."

Five roles or relationships, theref@ré, are to be
concisedred in this study. They are:

1. Role as family member;

2. Role as wife, or eirlfriend;
3. Role as mother;
&, Role as friend; and

5. Role as employee.

II-~-Crganisation:

Esch of the five roles will be considered separ-
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ately. In each case- the object will be to determine

the extent of damage the women perceive to their resgpect-
ability, and the reéponses these women have toﬁards these
percevtions. As Blumer (1972) has pointed out, a person
does not Jjust interpret others actions, the person also
acts uvon these interpretations. In each case the per--
cetion held by the largest number of woren will be dis-
cussed first, while the least perceived status will be
discussed last. Resnronses, on the other hand, will be

ywresented in such 8 manner as to stress the similarities

ot

‘_Jw

n the way women verceiving various statuses respond to

<t

these perceptions. The main objective, however, is to

mw

stress the relationship between percention and response.

I

In addition, however, to the perceptions c¢f status
and responses shown by the women in thé five roles or re-
1atibnsbips p?eviously mentioned, a sixth "mini" chapter
will be concerned with the vperceived effects of incar-
ceration and stigmatisation on the women's self-identity.
1f it can be shown that their self-esttem has not been
damased this would indicated that the role others play
in maintainine women's identity is not as important as is
assumed by Greenglass (1973) and others (Weisstein, 1971).

The order in which these roles and self-concep~ .
tions will be discussed is as follows:

1. Roles as family members;

Roles as wives and girlsfriends;
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3. Koles as mothers;
4, Roles as friends;
5. Roles as employees; and

6. Effects on self-esteen.

I1T1~-Methodology: ‘ .

¥

Since the perspective used in this study is a sym-
bolic interactionist one, a methodecloey compatible with

this perspective is essential. Ideally, this would re-

quire

b..

ntensive participant observation (Polsky, 196@)5
However, the fact that no readily available community of
"femsle ex~cons” could be discerned within the main re-
search area, and viwe restrictions did not permit the
luﬁufy of attempting to find one, this method could no% bLe
ugsed. Therefore, some other mehtod of attemnting to
discover the way in which the women to be studied inter-
preted and constructed their social world and identities
had to be used. The logical choice wss to use in-depth
interviewing.

Interviewing would permit maximun opvortunity for
sclicitineg from the women to be interviewed their inter-
pretations of others responses Ho.them, snd their assess~
ments of their identities. Rather than attempting %o
rigidly enforce pre-conceived categories of the re-
searcher, every was made to see "...the standpoint of
the actine unit" (Blumer, 1972, 151). That is, the re-

search was designed to be as flexible as possible in order
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to allow any attempts to classify and catesorise percep-
tions and responses of the veople being studied to be gen-
eréted from the descriptions and intercvretations they of-
fer.

Consequently, the research intrument--an interview
guide, or auestionaire--used in this study utiltised open
ended guestions. This permitted maximum input from the
women interviewed, and minimised input from the re-
searcher's preunderstanding of the problems, issues and
experiences encountered by women who have been in jail.

Lo further minimise the preunderstanding of the
researcher, and to permit him to be better able to un-

derstand and view the world of "female ex-consg" from

o

their persnective, a pre-test was vsed. This also en-
abled the researcher to test specific auestions which
seemed important to him prior to begininning the main
study. Ames, et al (1970), for example, have shown that

preliminary interviewing can be useful in identifying

s3idered by the researcher.

The results of this pre-test of the inteview guide
revealed that the researcher had been conceﬁtr&ting too
heavily on trving to solicit information which would con-
fievm oniv his belief that some discreditable people may
not perceive damage to theirvresmecfability. The possi-

bility that some people might actually perceive improve-.
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ments in either their public or self-imapes had been over-
looked. Consequently this factor forced the researcher
to reconceptualise the vroblem, and to seek further in-
formation in Subseouentiinteﬁviews regarding possible im-
provements in particular roles and self-esteem. As in tﬁe
Bryan (1866) study all interviews weére tane recorded with
the prior knowledee and permission of the women being in-
terviewed.

Two methods of contacting the former inmates of
prisons for women.were used.  The first methed invelved
using a social sérviee agency (The Elizabeth Fry Society)
as a contact agent. The second metﬁoéq commenly referred
to in the literature as "snowballing," was to use those
women alfready iﬁterviewed as contact agents.

In respect to the ifirst method, two distinct pro- .
cedures were used. The first procedure was for the con-
tact agent to induire if any of its clients would be in-
terested in participating in the study. In order to avoid
the possibility of mprescreening a list of all woren known
to the agency was obtained. The list yielded twenty-six
names: Seven agreed to be interviewed; one was referred
to the researcher by a previously interviewed woman;_two
refused to be inﬁerviewed; and sixteen could not be lo-

cated. Those who refused to be interviewed did so because

they either believed that they had nothine to contribute

to the study, or that it wess none of the researcher’s
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business where she had been and why she had been there.

The second way in which the agency was used as a
contact agent was for the researcher to interview the
residents of two halway houses operated by the apgency.
The women were informed (in general, nonspecific terms)
of the researcher's plans and were then asked if they
would agree to be interviewed. A%t the time the inter-
views were conducted there were nine women living in
the two residences. Of these, six agreed to be inter-
viewad: The three who refused offered no specific rea-
sons, althoush they gave the impression that the fact
that they were expecting notification of full parole
within the week was a contributing factor.

Since these half-way houses were located in

ties other than the one in which the researcher, who

H-

c
lacked both time and financial suppert, live, it had

not been exvmected that interviews with'nonmresidents would
take place. However, three additional interviews with
nonresidents were conducted after referrals frem the resi-
dents. These additional interviews were with women who
were either former residents of the half-way houses, or
persons knowﬁ to the residents as a conseouence of their
frequent visits to the agency offices located in the same
buildings. Seventeen women, therefore, were interviewed,
while five refused to be interviewed and sixteen could

not bhe contacted.
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Finally, since the majority of the women--thirteen
of seventeen--were interviewed after referrals from an a-
gency active in parole and probation supervision it was
necessary for the researcher to exoplain to them his re-
lationghip with the agency: That the agency was being
used as a "contact agent,"” and the researcher had no
formal connection with the agency. It was similarly ex-
plained that all suprlied information would be treated
as confidential. In each case they indicated that they
understood the situstion, but as always, there is no.
guarantee.

As an additional means of disasociating the re-
searcher from the agency it was decided that the women
would choose the interview site--usually their own homé.
This also orovided the opnortunity for the woren to be
more relaxed in familiar'sur?oundingé duving the intef»
view. The definition of "home," of course, became prob-
lematic in those instances where the women were residents
of the half-way houses. In this case it must be assumed
tthat the information supplied during these interviews was
as accurate and as truthful as the information supolied
during other interviews, if for not other reason than the
women were given the oprortunity to select a neutral site
of their own choosine but declined. (Cf course, some
resenrch (Jackman, et al, 196%) has been conduvcted, with-

out avprarant ill effects, using the police as contacts.)



Chapter I

Family Status

The importance of the family as a primary sociale
isation agent is well recognised in sociology. Is is
within the family context that we learn such basic skills
as walking and talking. But we learn other things as
well., DBardwick and Douvan (1971), and others (Berger and
Tuckman, 1967) indicate that is is within the family con-
Yext that we begin to assume the sexusal identity expected
of us. Of more immediate concern to this study is the im-
portance of the family in susﬁaining women's images of
themselves as respectable people. Goffman (1963) has
suggested that interpersonal relationships with other
family members are'extrémely important in maintaining
respectable identities for people who bear discredited
traits. He suggests that fear of being discredited
within these relationships often leads soeme discredited
people to hide probléﬁgtic aspedts of their identities.
Research by Jackmaﬂ; et al (1968), substantiates this
claim. They discovered that some prostitutes never in-
form certain family mémbers& especially their mothers, of

their activities. i

e 21 -
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Possession of a criminal record, therefore, might
be considered as constituting a sufficient threat to re~
spectable family etatus that cenvicted women might wish
to withhold, if possible, this information. After all,
as Horner (1969: 1970), Bardwick and Touvan (1971),
Chodorow (1971) and others (Greeglass, 1973: Weisstein,
1971: Kouisar, 1971) have asserted, role expectations
for women are based on a role-model which stresses non-
aggression and conformity, and law breaking can be con-
gsidered as both apgressive and non-conforming behaviour.

While it is not always adviseable to compare
Juvenile males and adult women, the findings of the
Foster, et al (1972), study are important here. That
study indicated that the Jjuveniles studied did not per-
ceive that their family status had been affected by thei-
official intervention of the police and the courts. In-
stead,%he more importsnt factor was the identities the
boys had built up prior to official intervention. This
is an extremely important factor to bear in mind for the
present study. 1t not only reinforces the basic premise
of the symbolic interaction perspective, it also confirms
that official intervention is not as serious a threat to
family status as tﬁe'labeliﬂg perspective, and certain
theories of female socialisation and identity formation

would have us believe.

The findings of the current study also confirm
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that official intervention does not necessarily lead to
discredited status within the family. Indeed, four womsn:
indicate that their family welationships had actually im-
prbved as a consequence of being sent to prison. Seven
others, furthermore, do not indicate that their family
status has been affected in any manner at all. In other
words : eleven of ' seventeen women interviewed for this
study pedceived no damage to their family relationships.
Before proceeding further, it should be observed
that twoe women have been excluded from the analysis be-
cause they have no family relationships to analyse. In
Moniqué*s: case she had no contéct with either of her two
living relatives.(an’qncle “"living somewhere in Germany,"
and "a young kid sbout tweéenty-six years old traveling in
thé States") for several years prior to her ianvolvenent
with hey husband (with whom she was arrested for fraud).
Similarly,Janet has not had any contact with her family
for over two years. Raised in an orphanage, and having
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spent a greater part of her adult life in psychiatric
hospitals, Janet's contact with her family has been
"minimal. She was twenty-nine when she first met her
mother; at that point her mother rerused to begin any
relationship. As Janet explains itv:

...8he said I was a mistake.. So I never saw
her again....{(Janet)

Consequently only four women perceived their respecta-
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bility within their families to be damaged.

in organising this and subsequent chapters we shall
Tirst describe the perceptions (intérpretations) the women
have of their status, and then describe their responses
to these perceptions. In each case the most frequently
perceived status will be presented first, and the least
perceived status will be presented last. Those women
who perceived their rélatioﬁships to have improved will
be discussed under tbhhe subtitle "Improved," while those
women perceiving no damage, or improvements will be dis-
cussed under the heading "Unaftected." As for those
women perceiveing damage to their respectability, they
have peen grouped under two separate headinegs. Those
women who indicate tﬁat they have not actually encoun=
tered damaging situations (stigmatisation), but who fear
that it could havppen at some future point will be'diS#PJS
cussed under the heading "Potential Vamase," while those
perceiveing stigmatisation to have occured will be dis-~-.
cussed under the heading "Damaged." Since the women per~
ceiveing their respectability to be "Unafrected" outnumber
the women in each of the other three possible status per-

ceptions,we shall begin by describing their perceptions.

I--Unaffected:

Contrary to the implications of the labeling per-

spective and certain hypotheses suggested by the analysis
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of temale socialisation offered by Ureenglass (1973) and
others, sudden, and dramatic attempté to redefine a per-
son*s identity and respectability are not as important
as identities that have already been assumed. The seven
women to be discussed here clearly indicate that the i-
dentities they had established prior to incarceration are
the identities which still determine their status. That
does not mean, however, that these women have resumed,
since being released, triendly or cordial relationships
with their families; only two of these women have new.
sumed such relationships. The rélationships the other
five women have resutied hsad beeﬁ problematic before thney
went to jail, and are still probirematic; some moreso
than others.
Conflicts arise for difrerent réasonss For

Ann and Barbara, their psychiatric histories are the
problematic influences on their family statuses. In
speaking of her relationship with her fathern Barbara
S8YyS:

.o oSometimes he pushes. He brings up the

past at me. Like back when I lost my %ids

(because she was admitted to a psychiatric

hospital)--He throws that up to my face once

in a while. (Barbara)
Simiiarly, her brother and sister "...think they are
better than everyone else," because they have not been

psychiatiic patients, and Ann's parents reacted to her

illness by eiving her the nick name "The Freak.”
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Joyce's and Neena's problems with their families
arose because their families had been "overly protective."
Neena's description of her parents's reaction to her.
handicap (She has a bone disorder which restricted growth
and severely impedes movement) best illustrates the nature

of the problems these two women have had. Before her

My mother and father wanted a really nice
daughter, £h? I was never allowed to sort
of, you know, go out, or allowed to be mys -
self....And my parents were very, Very-=pro-
tective towards me, because of my handicap. I
mean it was hard enough for me. They didn't
have to shove it in my face. They wouldn't
let me take a bus alone.-=I1 couldn't do any-
thing ior myself. (Neena) '

They displayed 1little inclination towards change after
her release:
They haven't changed. I think, you know, we
argue the same as always. They still try to
be overly orotective. You know? Hhey try to : 7
do everything for me. (Neena)
While Joyce does not have a "handicap" her relationship
with her family, particularly her parents, is very similar.
Deterioration in her relationship with her foster-

mother finally forced Ellie to relocate in a different

city. She relocated in a city three hundred miles away

" ‘expecting that employment opportunities in the bigger city

would be better. Since that time, even though she has
been convicted for shoplifting and sent to jail, she has

had very little contact with her fostevr-mother.



I really don't get along with my (foster)
mother. I don't bother her, and she doesn't
bother me. (Ellie)
The fact that this woman is her foster-mother could be in- -
terpreted as meaning that Ellie's emotional attachment
t¢ her might not be the same as it may have been with her
real mother. It is difficult, however, to determine the
full extent of this factor on Bllie's relationship with
her foster-mother.
The impression should not be created, however,
that all of Barbara's and Ellie's familial relationships
are as problematic as the oneg described abowve. For ex-
ample, even though Barbara's father discredits her for be-
ing a psychiatric patient and losing her childreén, she
perceives she has a more favoured position with him than
her siblings.
I'm the only one that knows his phone number in
the whole family. Nobddy else has rot it....Be=-
cause my brothers and sisters they keep asking
him for money to buy a house, and buy farms.
He told them to go to work....lHe trys to help
me as best he knows how....and he gets me
money. (Barbara)

Similarly, Bllie, when asked if her brother's reaction

to her bhad altered now that he was aware of her record,

comments:

No! No!...We would never, because we get along
so-good. No, it would never affect our relation-

ship. (#llie)

In this respeét,then, their percentions are identical to
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those of Shelly and Sharon who also have maintatned "good"

familial relationships.

II==Improved:

The overwhelming emph#&sis of the labeling per-
spective has_been with documenting the negative conse-~
quences of officially imposed labels. Little attention
or effort has been directed towards showing that some
people might actually perceive improvements in their re-
lationships with others. Indeed, even the current re-
séarcher had not considered this possibility during the
early stages of his research. Tt is significant,; there-
fore that four women (Bétty, dJdackie, June and Pam) indi-
cate that their relationships with certain ramily members
have improved as a consequence of incarceration. This
does not mean that all family relationships have improved,
or that further amelioration is impossible. Furthermore,
some relationships are perceived to have improeved more
than others. Betty's case best illustrates the types
and extent of improvements, as well as the lack of change
in some relationships.

She states that prior to incarceration, her re-
lstionshps with her family had been "stormy," marked by
conflict and violence. Her step-tather had "sexually
assaulted" her when she was approximately thirteern, and

continued to have a sexual relationship with her tror two



years. Since then, she has harboured a "grudge" against
him:
I tell my brothers and my sisters when they
complain to me about him, I'm not the one to
talk to because I don't like him in the first
place." (Laupghs) He can't do anything good
in my eyes. (Betty)

While this relationship has remained static for
“over ten years, others have improved. However, the ime
provements noted in her relationshipwith her mother are
limited to a greater "respect" for her. motheris determin-
ation and fortitude in raising her on her own until she
was five years old, and to a better "understanding" of .
her mother's reluctance to believe that her step-father
bhad been having a sexusl relationship with her.

She raised me untilT was five years old all
by herself. It took a lot of guts in those
days, especially when you're German. ZEvery-
body gave her a hard time. I respect her for
having the guts to do what she did. XHaise me,
and go to work. Hven if I can hold it against
my (step) father, I can't really hold it a-
gainst her. T can't blame her for not wanting
to believe me. (Betty)
This is the extent of the improvements in the relation-
ship.

More dramatic improvements are noted in other
relationships. The most significant of these is her re-t-
lationship with her grandfather:

My grandifather, here he was sticking up for
me again when he had no right to. I didn't
deserve it. BEh? And he was going to come all

the way down and talk to the minister in
charge, because they had his granddaughter in
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jail. (Taughs) And he started writing letters
about prison camps, and...he knew what it was
like, and=--in prison--But they were glad to
write somewhere nine straight consecutive
months and know I'd be there., (Betty)
-Before she was incarcerated she had been hitch-hiking
across Canada, and her family was unable to maintain
continuous communication with her. When finally they
learned she was in Jjail, her relationship with them,
most particularly with her grandfather, were able to imw
prove.
For the first time in my life, mygrandfather
and I understand each other....I would go and
spend another nine months (in Jjail) if I could

have that kind of understanding with every-
body. (Betty)

ITI{-=PVamaged:

The fact that some people will perceive damage.
to their respectability is not disputed. What is in
dispute is the labeling perspective's overemphasis on
describing stigmatisation at the risk of creating the
false impression that only negative consequences of of-
ficial labeling are perceived. This overemphasis is
dramatised by the fact that only four of the fifteen
women, for whom family relationshibs can be analysed,
perceived their respectability to be damaged within their
families.

At least one member of Patti's, Breﬁda's9 Lois's

and Susan's families has discredited them. Indeed, all
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of Patti's, Brenda's and Lois's families are perceived to
have discredited them. Ldis and Brenda comment:
Ivtold my family I was in trouble. I asked for
advice, and this and that--and they didn't seem
to==you know--one way or the other. (Lois)
Of course I didn't expect them to visit every
month, but--I got maybe three letters and two
visits. And then I wrote and asked about
having my, having some clothes sent dowm., I
was pgetting out. But they never brought
nothing. (Brenda)
Susan, on the other hand, has experienced diffi-
culty in only one relationship. Just as Lois was to find
that her record proved to be a source of vulnerability in
her relationships with men, Susan discovered that her
gsister wanted to abuse her skills as a shoplifter:
« s o NOow that she knows I steal a lot she wants
me to go out and steal for her. (Laughs)
(Susan)

The resmronses these women have to these perceptions are

presented below, and i1llustrate the importance of the

perceptions themselves.

IV—=Potential Damage:

The fact that none of these women perceive that
their legal histories have merely .the potential to dis-
credit them is partially explained by the fact that their
histories are known to their families. Therefore, the
problem of hiding their pasts does not arise as such. As
we shall see in the section on "reponses," some women had

no control over access to their records. We shall also
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gsee that Barbara's and Ellie's failure to revesal part, or
all of their legal histories to specific family members
does unot indicate that they fear being discredited by
these people. They did not inform these people because
they believe either the relationship, or the record it-
self to be unimportant.

We have already seen that some women perceive
their pre-incarceration identitieés to be more influential
in dertermining their current status than their legal
histories. It would appear, therefore, that such things
as psychiatric histories, and physical handicaps are more
important than legal labels. Remember, as well, that some
women (Ellie and Joyce) perceived other problems--their
inability to "get along" with their parents-=to be more
problematic to their family status than fheir legal
histories. Consequently, the potential threat of their

legal histories is disregarded by these women.

V-=Responses:

The women's responses to perceived family
status are not unlike responses indicated in previous
studies of prostitutes (Jackman, et al,’1968: Young,
1970). While nonproblematic relationships are maintained
without significant changes, problematic relationships
are either discontinued, or maintained at physical and

emotional distances. XResponses differ, however, in at
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least one important respect. Whereas some prostitutes,
fearing stigmatisation, withheld discrediting information,
none of the women interviewed for tnis study withheld |
information for this reason. If information was with-
beld, it was withheld because either the relationship

was no longeyr important, or the information itself-<the
"record"-~is considered unimportant.

For example, two women (Rarbara and Ellie) state
that they delibeﬁately withheld from some or all members
of their families the fact that they had been sent to
jail. 1In Ellie's case it was simply a matter of not in-
forming her foster mother with whom she no longer main-
tained a relationship. They simply don't "bother" with
eéoh other. |

Barbara, on the other hand, intormed her father
of her second conviction and sentence, but did not inform
him of her first. She did not inform him of the first
because . ..there is néthing he can do." 1In both cases
there is the perception that the revelation of their
legal histories would not aftfect their relationships.
Either the relationship had been discontinued, or the
record is unimportant.

Twelve of the reméining women indicate that their
families were informed either immediately after thneir
arrests (Lois, Sharon, Brenda, Jackie, Patti, Susan,

Shelly, June and Pam), or after they had been convicted
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(Ann, Betty and Neena). The latter three waited until
then because they had not maintained close family ties
for some %ime prior to incardrceration. They give little
detail, however, concerning the manner by which their
families discovered that they had been convicted. They
do not indicate if they voluntarily informed their fam-
ilies, or if their families learned of their plight
by some other means. 7
The other nine women indicate that they informed

their families %o seek moral, and/or financial help (to
raise bail).

T went home before I wentAto jail; -For the

weekend. You know? T told my family I was

in troulbe. I asked for advice, and this and

that. (Tois) ’

I phoned (her mother) for bail. <That's how
she knew., I couldn't stand it. (Shelly)

VIn some cases the revelation was to lead,
sventually or immediately, to stigmatisation (Patti, Lois,
Brenda and Susan), while in others it was to lead to per-
ceived improvements in relationships (Betty, Jackie, Pam,
and June). The othersr(Barbara, Neena, Sharon, and

Shelly) perceived no changes at all.

‘Only one woman (Joyce) clearly states that she had
no control over her family's discovery of her offence.

She had been arrested at her parents home in her rather's

presence:

Well I was picked up when I was at home. I
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went home for the weekend. I went home on the
Priday night. This (nher oftence) happened on
the Friday. I went home on the friday night,
and the police came...on the Saturday. (Joyce)
In this case no damage to her respectanility is perceived.

Once their offences became known to their families
and their status had been determined, they resronded in
one o1 three ways. They would either (1) discontinue all
family ties, (2) sever only those ties which became prob-
lematic, or (3) continue their relationships as they had
done prior to incarceration,

Three women (Lois, Brénda and Patti) indicate that
they had decided at one point to sever all family ties
because they encountered étigmaﬁisation in these rela-
tionships. Brenda, however, later resumed %the ties she
had broken. ®She says that:

ceoUNtil things ironed themselves out I Jjust

didn't bother with them. I waited for a

while...eventually I went arocund. (Brenda)
When the relationships were resumed, it was because she
"went around" and not because they had changed.

Lois and Patti also express some reservations
about their decisions to sever all family ties. The rea-
son they have not resumed these ties,however, is best
stated in Patti's own words:

TLike T miss them=--not being around them. And
it hurts. But I'm better off without them.

(Patti)

At least that way they do not have to tace the continual



threat or embarrassment of being discredited by their
families,

Other women encountering difficulties within
their family relationships 4id not find it necessary to
terminate a1l family-ties. For Jackie, Barbara9 Ellie,
Betty and Susan all, that was reguired was to terminate
those relationships which had become problematic. Only
Susan, however, was to sever family ties because she
encountered stigmatisation as a consequence of her legal
history. The others discontinued family ties for quite
different reasons. (Barbara discontinued her relation-
ship with her siblings because they had tfeated her as
an inferior ever since she had been a psychiatric patient.

For ®llie and Jackie the problem was simply their inabil-

ity to "get along" with their foster-mother and father-in-

law respectively. Betty's case is more comvlex. She had
been sexually assaulted by her step-father when she wés
thirteen and has remained hostile to him ever since.
Furthermore, even though she understands why her mother
refusea to Believe she had been assaulted, she no longer
talks to her.). E@opié who. treated them harshly or un-
fairiy had to be puf behind them. With the possible ex-
ception of Betty whose feelings towards her step-father
are much more negative, Barbara's attitude towards her
8iblings is an accurate reflection of the attitudes the

other women express towards the people who have mis-

k]
;
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treated them. Barbara comments:
I don't bother with them....Because they think
they know it 2il. They think they are better
than everyone else. (Barbara)

Not all of their relationships, however, had to
be terminated. Like Pam, Neena, Sharon, Shelly, Ann,
Joyce and June these women perceive that certain rela-
tienships have improved, or at least not deteriorated.
Consequently,there is no reason not to continue these
relationships in at least the same manner as they had
done‘prior to going to jail.. In those cases, such as
Betty's, Pam's, Jackie's and June's, where improvements
are noted, the women indicate that they have either
increased interaction with their ramilies, or at least
they no longer hold "grudges." They also express an
interest in meking even more improvements"inirelation«”
ships which they still perceive to be problematic. For
example:

Like it's better now than it used to be. I
couldn't stand them....It's a little better
Now....(But) there's st1ll hard times.
(Jdackie)
It is the-"hard times" which still persist that Jackie and
the others would like to reduce or eliminate.

In those instances where no changes are pere-: . &l

caived, the women simply continue their relationships as

they had done prior to incarceration. For some (Sharon,

Shelly, Pam and Susan) this'meanS»continuing cordial, or



even "good" relationships, while for others it means
continuing problematic (Sharon, Susan, Ann, Joyce, deena
and Pam) relationships. For example:

Well my sister and I were alwayg quite close.
I go visit her as often as I can. 8She lives
fifty miles from here, and she took care of

my kids for me while I was in the pen. (Pam)

<+ 1 was more close to my mother than I was

to my trather, and I'm more close to this

sister (with whom she lives) than I am with
other sisters....l don't like going to their
houses because they're married to foreigners....
I don't get along with them too well-=and they
don't like me either. (Susan)

I can't go back theve to live ror more than a
a couple of weeks. I don't think I'd mind
that tooymuch....l just couln't stay there
very long. (Neena)

'The iwmportant point to ramember is that these relation-

shins had peen carried on in this manner even beiore

these women weve convicted and sent to jail.

P

Contrary to the emphasis of the labeling per-
snective and the implications of ccertain hyvpotheses re-
ne soccialisation of women, eleven women did not
perceive that having a record discredited them. Indeed,
four of these women perceived that their relabionships
with certain ramily members had acually improved as a

consequence of going to prison. Furthermore, Ann and

Barbara perceive that their psychiatvic histories are
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the only discrediting forces in their relationships with
their families. Similarly,Neena perceives her "handicap"
to be the major discrediting force in her relationship
with her family. The implication is that legal labels
take secondary importance when compared to both the
label of mental illness and visible "handicaps."

It was also shown that the only reason that dis-
crediting information is withheld from intimates is not
"tear of stigmatisation." Either the relationship, or
the discrediting information itself may be perceived as
unimportant, and consequently there is no reason to re-
veal the past. It is irrelevant to relationship as it

currently exists.



Chapter 1T

Status with Husbands

or Boyfriends

Sociological literature (Greenglass, 1973:

Horner, 1969; 1970: Chodorow, 1973: Bardwick and
Douvan, 1971) makes very clear the importance for:iwomen
of maintaining images of themselves as abbractive marriage
partners tfor men. Anything which would indicate that a
woman has departedlfrom the very rigid flemale role-model
damages a woman's attractiveness to men. For example,
Evesoan(196?)fSugggsﬁs;thatheven the men with whom the
female offender participates as partner in crime may re-
jec% her. In other \Jords9 a woman who displays aggress i«
sive, non-conformist behaviour, such as breakihg the law,
can expeétfto encounﬁer difficul%ies in hef relationships
with men.

One tactor which should become evident here is
that the women interviewed for this stuay have not had
ﬁersonally gratifying relationships with men. In some
Céééssdifficulties>havéocurred both before and atter in-
carceration. However, not all of their relationships

have been unsatisfactory afrairs. It is important to

— B0 -
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emphasise that vhe relationships these women have had
with men after their releage have been more satisfying
than those they experienced before incarceration. They
have, of course, experienced stigmatisation in some re-
lationships, but they perceive their current relation-
ships to be superior to those of the past.
Before proceeding further, it should be pointed
out that four women (Ellie, Sharon, Barbara and Neeha)
have been excluded from the present analysis because they
have no current intimate relationships. Nonetheless, the
féasons they have no such relationships are important,
especially for Sharon and Barbara. BRarbara comments that
she is unable to "talk to men" in the same manner she can
with other women:
I think I get along better with women than I do
with men....L can sit down and talk to them. T
feel embarrassed talking to men. The questions
they come up with. (Barbara)

One man did propose to her while she was in priSOHQA-HOWm

ever, she accuses him of being a "liar" and, therefore,

an unsatisfactory partner:

“He vislited me, and ah--=he said-that»uthat he
wanted to marry me and all this horseshit. But
he lies too much....Now I don't want nothing to
do with him. (Barbara)

She has seen him on one occasion after release: He said,
"Hello," and she refused to answer.

Sharon, a homosexual, has no current girifriend.

Her last "old lady was-murdéred ia few years ago,'" and
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has not established any new relationship.
| I -have to have reSpéct for—--you know=--you
Jgust don't find with a guy.--put I'm OK, be=
causer I know when it comes, it'll come.
(Sharon)

Finally, Neena and Ellie find themselves in unfa-
miliar cities. Wllie's move to a new location was
prompted (partially) by the perception that it would pro-
vide a:better opportunity tror employment. However, since
the move, she has been unable to find work, and has been
imprisoned for shoplifting. In the few months following
her release, she has not established any imtiﬁate ties
with men.  The only intimate she has is another woman
who similarly relocated in the new city. Consequently
there are no relationships to analyse.

Neena , paroléd to an unfamiliar city, has dis-
continued all relationships with the people (including
the man with whom shé was arrested) she knew before go-
ing to jail. Furthérmore, she has not attempted to in-
itiate : new redationships, esDecially boyfriends, because

.";.,I don't plan on staying here." She intends to return
to her native city after her parole is completed. In the
meantime, most of her day is spent within the confines
of the half-way house in which she lives; only on rare
oééasions does she venture outside.

Of the remaining thirteen women seven do not per-

ceive or anticipate stigmatisation, ftour perceive that
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their records could have, or might discredit them, and

two have actually encountered stigmatisation.

I==Unaffected:

Six women (Janet, June, Jackie, Brenda, Ann and
Pam) have established stigma free relationshiﬁs with men
after release. Yhat does not infer, however, thét all of
their rélétionships have been free of conflict. As we
shall see, Jacke, June and Janet have experienced con-
flicts in specific relationships. The others, hbwever,
state thet their intimate relationships have actually
improved over their pre-incarceration Telationships.
(Since they do not perceive improvements in specific re-
lationsnips they have not been grouped with Moniqué, who
perceives improvement in her relationship with her hus-
band.)

For Ann, it is the first opportunity she has had
to have a relationship with a man. &Although she is twen-
ty-four she has spent all but a few months of the past
twelve years in either psychiatric hospitals or jail. It
i8 only since her release from jail that she has had the
oprortunity to establish any intimate ties. Her boyfriend
ig awavre of her record (They met while she was on day-pa=

role), but this has not had an adverse effect on the re-

lationships S L

Brenda's and Pam's current relationships are far
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less troublesome than previous marriages (Both are di-
vorced)s Brenda describes her current relationship as
"mood," but says that on one occasion when still married
to her tirst husband, she would have pretferred to stay in
Jjail than rejoin him. The extent or the difierences bhe~"-
tween their new and their tormer relationships is clearly
seen in Pam's Qomparison of her current and past relation-
ships:

...(It's) completely different from any rela-
tionship that I've ever known....He unders - o =
stands~-me. Up until, you kvow, I met him the
relationships I°'ve had with men have not heen
very good. My first husband and I used to fight
all the time. I was a nervous wreck when we
divorced....And my second husband (The man she
was sent to Jjail tor killing) he was even worse.
And well, he beat me an awful lot. Sometimes

he would leave bruisesall over me, and once he
even csused internal bleeding. I was going to
charge him then, but I told the hospital, the
doctors, that it was an accident.--But now it's
difterent. He knows where IT've been and why.,
And it doesn't really matter to him. He works
hard and is a good father to the boys. 1 mean
he treats them as though they were his own

kids. And he treats me real =ood too. We do
have tiehts, arguments now and then, but they're-
never very 3serious. (Pam)

The three remaining women have experience diffi-
culties in their post release relationships, but these
difficulties are not related to their legal histories.
The problems are more directly related to differeences in
role expectations and residual problems from previous re-
lationships. dJackie, tor example, became aware that not

onily did her husband "...not want me," he also appeared to
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be unwilling to assume his responsibilites as father to

their daughter. It seemed to her that he had relinquished

his roles as husband and father to assist his father in

caring for his younger brothers and sisterse  Furthermore:
He always ran back to daddy. He can look after
himself., Hefs twenty-six years old. He should
be able to.--"Daddy needs me at home. Daddy
said that...." I hate that. (Jackie)

Since separating from him she has established a
new relationship with a man she describes as a "pretty
close friend:"

He's in pretty much the same situation I am.
You know? He's separated right now, and I am.
His wife can't stand me, and my husband can'®
stand him. And we said, "They'd make a good
pair."” (Jackie)
fle is aware of her record, but he hss not discredited
her.

The problems June and Janet have had with their
boyfriends are attributed to different causess Janet
says that her own "emotional problems," and the person-
ally traumatic experiences she has had with men in the
past prevented her relationship with her new boyfriend
from getting off to a good start.

es.When I first got out I was having a few
emotional problems. I was up on the mountain
(a psychiatric hospital) a couple of times., T
couldnf't stand guys. I thought they were jusg
trying to do one thing to me, because that was
the only thing they have been doing since I re-

member. bBver since I sot out of the hospital.
(Janet)

The relationship is "good now."
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On the other hand, June attributes the problems
she has had with her poyfriend to their inability to
live together. They had been living together, but de-
cided to discontinue this arrangement because theyvcould
not "get along." She comments;

We fight all the time. You know? If I'm
with him we fight, but if I'm not with him I
fret. What can you do? (June)
His only reaction to her conviction and imprisonment
was:

He was surprised. He never met a girl who had
been in jail. (June)

Although she indicates that he has not discredited
her, she does perceive that he discredits her friend who
has @ record. Accepted at face value this apparent con-
tradictinn may be explained by suggesting she perceives
that despite his knowledge of her past (a discrediting
sourse in others) he perceives that she is not like her
friend.

Finally, while it may be true that sex-role
stereotyping has influenced the relationships these women
have with their boyfriends, none of them indicate that it
has the potential to combine with their legal histories
to discredit them., Indeed Pam, Monique and Ann clearly
state that the important factor is the way women leaving
prison view themselves. Pam and Ann comment :

I mean--I1f you come out of jail like some of
them do, then people are bound to--you know—-
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not want to associate with you. (Pam)
I think both men and women get treated the
same. People do not use the options that are

around them. (Ann)

ITl==Potential Damage:

The threat that a "record" will discredit claims
to respectability, is obviously a proolem for some people.
If nothing else, the labeling perspective makes that '
clear. Therefore, it is not surprising that four women
perceived that they would be discredited if their legal
histories were revealed. All four (Busan, Betty, Patti
ana Joyce) state that they were reluctant to reveal their
legal histories to their boyfriends. For example:
I had a heck of a time trying to tell him, be-
cause, like, I've known him, it will be about a
year on Wednesday,that I've known him. And I
only told him in June (about ten months). You
know? It took me, more or less, all that time
to build up to telling him. (Joyce)

While the others took more or less time, the fact remains

that they were afraid that their records would discredit

them.

Only Joyce, however, perceives that women would
be less favourably esteemed than men for breaking the
law, She comments:

I would say that it (havine a record) is held
against a woman more than it is against a man.
I mean, not that I've run into it, but--1

would say that it is more accevnted in a man than
it is a woman. (What do you mean by accepted?)
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Well, more, or less, guys are expected to get
into troublie, and to--something like that. I
don't know.--Girls are supposed to be goody-
goodies. (Joyce)

The mere fact that the others have records is sufticient

reason for-them to pelieve others might discredit them.

Tif-=Damaged:

Both Lois and Shelly perceive that they have been
discredited in their relationships with their husbands
(from whom they are separated) and some of their boy-
friends. They attribute this partially to the fact that
they have records and partially to the fact that they
are women who have records. This is clearly shown in
the following passage:

I think guys do hold it against you. But
women? T don't know. I think men are more
apt to take you for granted. (Laughs) Or,
"Y.ou've been discovered by the heat, so you're
no good to make it for me." You know? (Laughs)
Like they couldn't use you in a crime, or--like
they're motivated to use you.=--Like this guy I
used to g0 with, he wanted to be a big dealer.
You know? He was going to use me. (Lois)
In other words, one man didn'®t want her because she would
be a liability bvo his pilans, while the other man wanted
to exploit her vulnerability as both a known law breaker

and a woman (she would be less notibceable) in his plans.

ITUs=Tmproved:

Sometimes peopie tind themselves in situations
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which are not only intolerable, but which require assis-
tance from others. This is the way Monique'perceives her
rmarriage prior to incarceration. Because her husband had
been such a heavy user of drugs they required large sums
ot money to support his drug dependency. The only way
they could acquire tnis money was to resort to illegal
means. Consequently her husband's drug dependency and
their eftorts to acquire the drugs had made her marriage
a diftficult union to tolerate.
It was really hard to live with him....I loved
him but he was making me miserable because = 7..
of+<-the whole thing--lLike, when we firt started
he was taking forty sleeping pills a day. You
know how many milligrams? Well, I couldn't
leave him becsuse he was just dyines in front of

me. (Monique)

They needed help,

The help arrived in the form of their arrest and
conviction for traud. As & consequence of his incarcers:
ation he ovevrcame his drug dependency.

It's a good thing that he went to jail. And
he even tells me the same thinm. (Monique)

Tt is important to note, therefore, that it is his period
of incarceration, and not her's, that is perceived as the

improving factor in their relationship.

Y~=Regponses:

Without compromise %@ the thesis of this study,

it is apparent that previous experiences and relationships
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atfect current relationships: No one can totally divorce
herself from her personal history. Therefore, it is not
surprising that the traumatic relationshiﬁs that these
women have had with men in the past have repercussions
for current relationships. In some cases these non-
lezal hassles have combined with legal stigma to cause
women to terminate particular relationships.

For ewxample, both Shelly and Lois have experi-
enced (before and atter incarceration) personally un-
satisfacvory relationships with men. Thej have both been
subjected to physical and psychological abuse at the hands
of their husbands (before and after incarceration). Based
on these experiences these women not only perceive that
men "are motivated to use you,"/but that the particular
men with whom they have had relationships are "...mad
men."”

He was a mad man. 4&lways beating me up.—-

Really! T should have charged him.--He was

gick. Eh? (Shelly)
The solution forthese women was to terminate the problem=—
atic relationshipsy Dboth women have established new re-
lationships which are described as "good," or at least
better than previous relationships.

Similarly, even though they did not actually en-

counter stigmatisation in their intimate relationships

with men, Pam, Jackie, Brenda, Janet and Betty indicate

that their former boyfriends and/or husbands had sub-
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Jjected them to various forms of abuse (physical and non-
physical). Their reaction to this abuse was to do as
Shelly and Lois had done. They terminated the relation-
ships, claiming in some cases (Brenda, Jackie, Pam,and
Betty) that these men were not worthy of respect.
Finding new boyfriends, however, has not been a
task free ot the doubts and anxieties wrought by their
previous experiences. For example, Janet states that
her current relationship was not "too good at first."
The reason it had not been "too good” she suggests is
that not only did she have "emotional oroblems,” but she
was unable to trust men. They had been "just trying to
do one thing to me...ever since I remembers" It wasn't
until after an incident in which she had "taken off"
and had been beaten that she decided she would be better
otf staying with the man she had been living with.at the

time.

Like, I ran away once and got a black eye from

the guy that picked me up. And I got cub. And
I never thought it was worth i¥.since. (Janet)

Other women (Susan, Betty, Patti and Joyce) ex~
perienced doubt about their status as potential mates for
men because they feared their legal histories might dis-~
credit them. Each expressed some doubt about revealing
their legal histories to their boyfriends. .Consequently
they waited for periods up to one year before telling

their boyfriends about their pasts. They told them in
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order to avoid the embarrassment of having to explain why
they did not tell them if they discovered the discredit-~
ing information via some other means.

Patti is the only one, however, who did not volun-
tarily inform her boyfriend of her past. She had tried to
keep her record secret, but the small star shaped tattoo
on her hand gave her away.the first time she met her boy-
friend. She had wanted to keep it hidden, but he knew
what it meant. "It's a jail tattoo." Since then the re-
lationship has grown to the point where they plan to
marry and have a family.

Other women (June, Brenda, Jackie, Ann and Pam)
have made no attempt to keep thei: records secret. Yhey
informed their boyfriends very early in their relations-
ships about their pasts. In Pam's case the revelation
came the tirst time she met her boyfriend. She told him

then because:

ceol don't feel--it's nothing to be proud of=-
but T will not let it build up around me-=close
around me. I will not live a sheltered life.
(Pam)

The others express similar reasons for telling their
LT S I LS O
boyrriends.
Since establishing these new relationships, more-
over, all of the women except June state that their rela-

tionships are !"good." The revelations, or discoveries

of Patti's, Joyce's, Susants and setty's pasts have served
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.. .make our relationship a good one. You know?

He knows what happened. There issn't anyone

that can come up to him and try to tell him

something he doesn't already know. (Béetty)

The remaining eight women (Pam, Shelly, Monique,

Ann, Janet, Jackie, Btenda and Lois) express similar
opinions concerning their current relationships. Indeed,
as wethave already seen Monique perceives improvements in
her relationship with her husband. The important point
is that they are trying to make their relationships even
better. Ann, Patti, Joyce and Susan are either making
"plans to live with oromarry their boyfriends. Even June,
who expresses some doubt about her current relationship,
is attempbting to solidify the relationships She is |
attempting to resolve the problems she and her poyfriend
have been having regarding their inability %o live with
each other. Rather tnan terminate the relationship,

they have decided to maintain separate residences until

they can resolve their conflict.
Summary

Clearly the existance of a "record" is not per-
ceived to be major threat to respectability in relation-
ships with men for mosﬁ ot these women. Again, as was
the case with family relationships, previoué identities

and experiences were perceived as beineg more problematic



54

or important. This was particularly evident in Janet's
case. Furthermore, the fact that only three women state
that sex~role stereotyping became problematic in their
relationships with men is important. Hven though the
other women may have stereotypic conceptions of what
women are "supposed to be," they do not believe that
having a "record" damages that image. Yhree women ex~
prlicitly state that the most importent factor in deter-
mining a woman's respectability is the image she has,
and presents of herself. In other words, it she per-
cgives that her legal history discredits her, then a
woman is going to encounter stigmatisation.

The perceptions these women have of previocus
.experiences with men have affected their current rela-
tionships. Previously:-unsatisfactory relationships have
made these women cautious about eﬂtefing‘new relation-
ships. The fact that they have entered into new rela-
tionships.and are trying to make these relationships
better than previous relationships signifies, however,
that they still believe that having a relationship with
a man is important--perhaps the most important factor=—-

in maintaining public and private images of themselves

as women.



Chapter IIT

Status as Mothers

The fact that the female role-model places great
importance on the rbéle ofimother is.unquestioned; = What is
questioned is that women who have been publically identi-
fied as lawbreakers would perceive this to be a necessar-+
ily discrediting influence t0 their self-images as re-
spectable and capable mdthers, |

The findings of the current study indicate that
legal labeling has only a minimal effect on on the self-
images these women have of themselves as mothers. Only
three of the seven women (Those women who have no chil-
dren have been excluded from the analysis.) who have
children perceive that their 1ega1>histories discredit
them as mothers. Yhat does not imply that the other
four women have not encountered stigmatisation in their
roles as mothers, because three of them have. The stig-
matising source for these three women, however, is their
histories as psychiatric patients. Only one woman, there-
fore, perceives no stigmatisation of any kind. We shall

begin with the four women who verceive no legal stigma

(Unaffected). P

S
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I=~Unaffected:

Legal histories are not as important in deter-
mining respectable status as mothers for some women.
Three women state that the only reason they are not cur-
rently living with some or all of their children is their
histories of mental illness.. Commenting on the loss of
their children, Barbara and Lois state: |

They said I was dangerous to myself and others.
(Barbara)

J didn't even know she was there (Children's
Aid) until two years later, or something. I
had a nervous breakdown. (Lois)

Bimilarly, Pam says she was a "nervous wreck" when her
husband divorted her and won custody of her daughter.

As for her history as a "driminals"‘Pam maintains
that she was granted parols because she had been able to
realise that her two sons (from a subsequent marriage)
were Deing “improperly cared for while she was in jail,
and she had taken action to ensure better care:

Barry was in Children's Aid, and Fred was born
while T was in Kingston. And then...the guy--
who I shot, his first wife took Barry out of
Children's Aid, and you know, looked after him.
And I guess that, I don't know, there was no
better place for them. I thought it was just
great. But in the long run, like, she wasg just,
she was taking things out on Barry--tfor what I
did. And when I finally realised it, wnat was
going on around--I took Barry from there and
left him with my older sister. And I was going
for parole, I got it, I guess, because I was
smart enough to realrise what was going on.with
my childaren. (Pam)
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In other words, she received support from the parole board
Tor her belief that her legal history did not discredit
her as a mother.

Finally, Jackie's daughter was born after her re-
lease. ©Since then the baby has been a central figure in
Jackie's dispute with her husband. It is her perception
that her husband was not interested in her and the baby:

He figured they need him at home. He has thir-
teen brothers and sisters younget than hime.e..
They needed him. Their rather can look after
them....He's got his own family--his own family
- to look affer, never mind them. (Jackie)
The Fact that he doesn't is the major point of contention
between them. She more or Less perceives that since she
is the baby's mother, and her husband refuses to play his

role, she is the only person capable enough t0 provide

the necegsary care for the baby.

JIIl--Damaged:

"Different things lead different people into be-
lieving they are discredited, or fhat their status within
a particular role is damaged. For Sharon and Brenda the
fact that they had already begun life styles which would
see them go to jail several times in the ensuing years
lead them to believe that they might not be able to pro-
vide the constant care and attention their children
would need. Consequently they gave their cﬁildren, at

birth, to trusted family members to be cared for by
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these people.

In Betty's case the problem was that she had to
prove, af'ter her release,thét she would not resume using
drugs and associating with drug users before she could
regain custody of her daughter. She comments:

I thought it was due--due to the drug problem
that I had. They wanted to see how I would
do. (Betty)

It took her almost six months to prove that she would not

resume her former activities.

I1J--Potential Damage:

None of the seven women perceive that their re-
cords have merely the potential to discredit them. Their
records are: either not important--at least not as important

&8 their psychiatiric histories-—-or already discredit them.

IV—=Tmproved:

None of the women perceive that their records
have improved their images as mothersj even though Pam
perceives that the parole board has reinforced her be-

lief that she is a capable mother.

V-=Responses:

Even though someone encounters stigmatisation,
that does not mean that this imputation of disrespect is
sccepted. As Matza and Sykes (1968) have sugpested,

some discredited people may reject both the people and
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the criteria which discredit them. For example, only
two women (Sharon‘apdﬂBrénda) indicate that they accept
that their status és mothers is discredited by their legal
histories, =ahd one (Lois) of three (Bafbéfa9 Pam )

women encountering stigmatisation as a consequence.of
their psychiatric historis accept that she,is:discred- . -
ited. In other words, three of six women encountering
stigmatisation do nct,a&cepﬁ;tﬁat they are discredited.
Let us begin with those who reject the imputations that
they are not capable and respectaple mothers.

Both Barbara and Betty reject that their psy-
chiatric and legal histories respectively discredit them.
Barbara suggests that because she had sought, redeived and
is responding to treatment sheiis once‘again a capable
mother. "...With this medication I can copé with every-~
thing.” Betty expresses similar resentment that her
daughter was kept from her for six long months after she
had been released from jail. L4t took her six months to
prove that she would not resume former activities.

Similarly, Pam discounts any notion that her legal
history discredits her. However, she is less confident
about her psychiatric history. She does not dispute the
“imputation that the fact that she was a "nervous wreck"
at the time her danghter was placed in her former hus.:
band's custody discredited her as a mother at that point.

Since then, howevef9 she believes that she has regained
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respectable status as a mother. She can even point tb the
fact that (she perceives) She was granted parole so that
she could resume her tole as mother to her two sons.

Lois, Brenda and Sharon also do not dispute the
discrediting capabilities of the forces that discredit
them, Lois, like fam and Barbara had been a patient in
a psychiatric hospital when her children were legally re-
mo#ed from her custody. Her restnse to this action is
acceptance that others can provide a "better home" for

her dasughter than she can.

«ooBhe's better off there. She has a mother
and a fsther. They gave her a good home en-
vironment, and I didn't have much to offer
her, Right now I don't have anything to offer
her. (Lois)
Similar reasoning provided the rational which led Sharon
and Brenda to place their children in the custody of
trusted family members. They did it,'says Sharon, "...to
protect them,"

Finally, Jackie perceives that the only person
capable of caring for her daughter is Jackie herself.
Her husband was unwilling to perform either his role as
huspand or father, so therefore, as a demonstrafion of
her independence trom him, and of her confidence in her

capabilities as a mother she:

.. .packed me and the baby up and moved in with
ny girlfriend.
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As was seen in Chapter I regarding family.stétus
some women view their psychiatric histories to be more
problematic to their respeétability than their legal
histories. Three women (Lois, Pam and Barbara) have en-
countered stigmatisation as a consequence of their psy-
chi¥ateic, but not their legal histories. On the other
hand, three other womeﬁ (Betty, Sharon, and Brenda) have
encountered stipgmatisation as a consequence of their .
legal histories. The implicétion being that if two
discrediting traits are possessed at-the Séme time, the
one perceived to be the gréateﬁ"threat is the one which
is most closely associated with the person's mental ca-
pacities.

Of more importance, perhaps, is the fact that of
the six women encountering stigmatisation half do no%
accept that the criteria by which they have pbeen dis-
credited aré legitimate. Pam, Barpara and Betty clearly
state that even though they have been discredited, they
are not unworthy people. Finally, one woman (Jackie)
perceives no discrediting influences on her status as a
mother. Consequently, it may be stated that while some
women will pefceive damage to their imases as mothers

as a consequence of their legal histories, others will not.



Chapter IV

Status with Friends

Previous research (Becker, 196%3: Gofiman, 1963:
Polsky, 1969: Bawchuk, 1974) indicates that the tear of
being discredited will often lead peopie who bear dige-:
credited traits, or do less respectable things than
"normal people" do, to withdraw into groups composed
mainly of people who do the same things, or béar the same
or similar discredited traits. The implication of this
resegrch is that the only reason for méintéining friend-
ship groups bearing the same discredited characteristics
is Ve avoid stigmatisation. Little emphasis hsas been de-
voted to snowing that some people may not perceive any
need to change their friendship groués,* That is, they
may have been associating with similarly discredited
people even prior to incarceration, and consequently the
“"withdrawal" noted by this research may simply be part cof
the individual's continuing--not a new--interest in people
like themselves. These people share, in general terms,
the same kinds of interests; +they share similar back-
grounds, and expect to achieve similar goals.

As such it may be expected that the most likely

—— 6D -
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"friends" to discredit these women, are the friends who
do not share the same background,or who do not share the
same interests as these women. This does not imply, how-
ever, that these women do not perceive changes in their
own interests or the interests of their friends, It must
be remembered that because someone viewed themselves, or

~ their friends as being "this way" at some previous point
in their life, that they will do so.now or in.the<future.
Ney;éxpefiehcesyhand”new interpretations of past and pres-
ent experiences combine to produce a "new self." In other
words, identity does not remain constant over time. It
changes as the demands and definitions of the situation
change. Consequently, if a woman perceives changes in
herself but not in those people she associated with prior
to incarceration, it is possible that she would perceive

a need to seek new friends and vauaintances who share
her newly acaquired perspective and interests.

The reverse, however, may also happen. TFriends
with whom an individual shared experiences and interests
in the past may perceive that the individual concerned
has not changed. Therefore, they react to her in the
same manner as ithey did in the past. That is they will
expect ber to do the same thines as she did in the past,
even though she may no longer conceive of herself in the
way she once did and they still do.

A1l of these situations are observed among
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the women interviewed for this study. Seven women indi-
cate that they did not want their legal histories re=-
vealed to new acquaintances fearing that these people
would not fully understand fhat,even though they broké
the law, they are not "criminals" (More will be said of
this point in Chapter VI which i concerned with the
women's perceptions of thetaffects of official inter-
vention,on their sSelf-images). Another.woman maintains
that her friends still respond to her in the way they did
prior to her arrest and conviction. For them, she is
still the person she was "back then." Finally, nine
womnen perceive that they have not encountered any stig-
matisation in their triendship relationships. In some
cases they no longer have the same friends they had prior
to incafcérationmmfor reasons which will become clear--
but this does not indicate that they feared being dis-
credived by their old friends. 1In other cases they have
maintained the same, or substantially the same friendship
ties. Let us bepin with the nine women perceiving no

damage to their friendshin ties.

J==Unaffected:

The possibility that some or all of their friends
would discredit them 1s discounted by nine women. The im-
portant factor ror these women is not their pasts, but

their present. Joyce says it for all of them (Barbara,
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Neena, Shelly, Bharon, Brenda, Janet, Pam and June) when
she says:
«solhey all know that I've been in jail and what
I was in for, and what nor. And, you know, I've
been more or less accepted on how I am now.
(Joyce)
Iﬁdeed, Barbara comments that all of her old friends were:
«e:glad to see me when I got out....l walked up
. to the fourth trloor. I opened the door and
Just stood there....They all came at me,
(Barbara)

This should be taken to imply that all of these
women have re-esbablished the friendship ties that they
had prior to incarceration, because only Barbara and - . -~
Sharon have done so. It simply means that in those rela-
tionships which tney have either re-establisned or initi-
ated since their release they have not encountered any
stigmatisation. Their pasts are either uﬁimportant (the
women whe have initiated new ties) to their present iden-
tity, or the strength of their pre-incarceration ties has

not been damaged by their convictions and sentences

served.

Te-Potential Damage:

The threat that their legal histories would dis-
credit them if their friends were informed of these his-
tories was ﬁerceived by seven women. All of them (Patti,
Bllie, Lois, Monique, Jackie, Ann and Betty) were reluc=

tant to inform, or allow others to inform their new ac-
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gquaintances of their records. For example, Jackie "pre-
sumes" that the majority of her friends are aware of her
legal history although she is uncertain how they would
know:
I might have told them. I don't know.--But I
doubt it. It's tough encugh to say it....l
don't want to say nothing. (Jackie)
Similarly, Ann says:
You don't run and tell them right off. I mean
especially friends. 1 mean you've got to be
with people in order just to call them an sc-
quaintance, let alone friends. (Ann)

It should be emphasised that in those relation-
ships where their pasts have been revealed they have not
enicountered stigmatisation. However, they still prefer to
allow friendships to develop to the point where they are

confident that the knowledge o1 the past will not disrupt

the relationship.

TIT~-=Namaged:

Sometimes people are .expected to behave in the
same way they did in the past. That is,they become stere-
otyped as being a particular type of person who behaves in
a certain way. "1he sense, therefore, in which it can be
said tnat Susan has encountered stigmatisation is the ex-~
tent to which she perceives she has been stereotyped as a
"shoplifter."” Previocusly she had gone on shoplifting ex-
curions with her friends, but now they expect her to do

their stealing for them.
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They all want me to go out and stesl fur coats
for them. (Susan)
Where once it had been a "joke" to steal from stores, it

is no longer a joke. ©She has been in jail, and they have

not.

IV=-Tmproved:

While none of the women perceive improvements in
specific relationships, they perceive, in some cases, that
the friends they have now are "better" people than the
friends they knew prior to incarceration. The reasons
the new friends are perceived in this way are made clear
in the next subsection (Responses) which is concerned

with the way these women react to their perceptions.

Ve=Responses:

Most of the seventeen women have sought, or were
forced to seek new friendship groups since their release.
Only four women (Barbara, Sharon, Ellie and Susan) have
maintained substantially the same friendship groups they
had prior to incarceration. Hight others (ram, Ann,
Neena, Monique, Lois, June, Joyce and pbetty) were forced
by parole restrictions to seek new friends with difterent
interests than those they knew prior to incarceration,
while the remainder voluntarily sousht new friends.

However, even though Pam, Ann, Neena, Manigue,
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Lois, June, Joyce and Betty were forced by parole restric-
tions to seek new friends, they sbtate that like Brenda,
Shelly, Pam and Jackie they would have sought new friends
anyway. Patti sums up the situation for them this way:
My o0ld friends seem to be still in the same
space as when I was with them five years ago.
They're still doing the same things. You
know?...And I guess I don't want that anymore.
(Patti) .
Patti, Jackie, Betty, Lois, Shelly, Brenda, June and
Monique wanted to avoid becoming entancled in the same
kinds of behaviour which had resulted in them going to
jail, while Pam simply says that her former friends were
not really her friends. They had been her former boy-
friend*s (whom she had killed). She had never been
eclose" to them,
My relationships before, friends and that, was
mostly his friends.--~You know? We weren't
‘really all that close. They were his friends.
(Pam)

The others (Ann, Joyce and Neena) indicate that
their pre-incarceration litestyles resulted, or lead to
few permanent ties being established. Ann saya:that her
history as a psychiatric patient in various hospital and
on various wards of the same hospital taught her not to
establish_strong friendship ties,.and to quickly "disas-

sociate” herself rrom any ties she did form. She was con-

stantly being switched from ward to ward, and Hirom hospi-
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tal to hospital. Therefore, it was best not to establish
any permanent ties.

Similarly, Joyce says sne has always been a
"loner," and Neena says her constant travélling meant
relationships were always transitory:

I was always travelling, and then I got ar-

rested. I mean, it's hard to descrive, really.

Like people were coming.and going all the time.

I don't know where any of them are. (Neena)
Consequently Ann, Joyce and Neena had no "o0ld" ties t;
reestablish.

Finding new friends,.however, has not been easy
for some of these women. Trusting new friends with the
fact that they had been in jail was particularly problem-
atic for Patti, Lois, Betty, Ann,'Jackie, Fllie and
Monique. They did not want their friends'to know about
| their pasts fearing that they would be discredited. Con-
sequently they waited unﬁil after the relationships had
developed "normally" before divulging their legal, and in
some cases (Joyce, Lois and Ann) their medical histories.
In extreme cases (Jackie and Patti) they never volunteer
their nistories, even though they may recognise that they
have no control over access %o this intformation. Whereas
Jackie and Susan have resigned themselves to the fact that
they no longer control access to taeir bistories, Patti

has'motn She would sti1ll like to control this ﬁnfﬂrman

tion. When her old triends would introduce her Lo new
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acquaintvances Bhe would admonish them if they revealed her
legal history. For example:
+ ..My one girlfriend...she introduced me to a
couple people...."This is Patti. My friend.
She just got out of jail." You know? This is
the way she introduced me, and I told her,
"please don't do it." (Patti)
By that time, however, "...everybody knew about it."

Some women, furthermore, have déliberately es-
tablished only limited friendship groups since being re-
leased. Béfty and Pam have limted their friendshin ties
to primarily those friends of the men they live with.

Most of them I've met through (her boyfriend)}.
But I don't have, really, any close girlfriends
at all. If I have to confide in somebody I
talk things over with (him). I don't feel that
a close relationship with, you know, another
girlfriend is good. It interferes with your
family iife....I just stay home most nights.

It should be noted as well that Patti, Lois,
Monique, Neena, Joyce and Shelly, in spite of parole re-
strictions for most of them, have limited their tfriend-
ship ties to people who bear similarly discredited legal
and medical histories. Monique, Joyce and Neena have
simply not developed friendship ties outside of the
half-way houses in which they live. For Monique and
Neena it is a matter of not wanting to stay in the cities
in which they now live. Monique is waiting for her hus-
band to be released from jail, and Neena doesn't want to

establish any ties she knows she will have to break when

her parole is over and she may leave the city to which she
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‘was paroled.

Although Patti, Lois and Shelly state that they
associate with other ex-cons, former drug users and al-
cobolics (activities which led them to be sent to jail,
and which they express an interest in escaping from)
like themselves, they do not fear that these people will
lead them back into these activities. As Patti says,
the new friends have been:

c..in jail and everything. Like they've really
been throueh it. (Now) they're trying to make
something of theselves. (Patti)
In other words, because they shared a common hisﬁory and
now share a belief that they must '"make something of them-
selves"” in %he "straight" world, these people do not pose
the threat that their old friends do.

Finally, the four women (Ellie, Susan, Barbara
and Sharon) who have maintained substantially the same
friendship groups they had prior to incarceration did so
for different reasons. For kllie it was not just a mat-
ter of knowing only those people who had relocated in the
new éity with her, there was also the problem of not
wanting to answer "stupid questions” posed by new friends,
She d4id not want to explain to them what it was like to
be an "ex=con." The others simply saw no reason not to
renew old ties. lven the fact that Susan's old, and new,

friends still expected her to dc all their stealing for

them, she could "stall them," by invoking certain criteria
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which had to be met before she would steal for them.

These criteria are as follows, Criteria number one is

that the person expecting her to steal must prove that

they are in need of her services:
ee.o1t depends on the circumstances. If it's
someone that isn't working, and keeping a small
infant on § 125.00 a month (Laughs), I might
think about it. Yehl-=But if they're working
and they can afford it--they want it they can
buy it. (Susan)

A final safeguard is provided by criteria number two:
..l haven't done anythineg in the last couple of
months. I haven't even been downtown in the
last couple of months. (Susan) '

She must be goine shopping for herself.

Summary

Once again the majority (nine of seventeen) do
not perceive any threat to their status within their
friendship group. The important factor for the majority
of these nine women is that they present themselves, and
are perceived by their friends as respectable people. As
such it does not matter what they did in the past because
they are respectalbe people now. qu the minority
(Sharon,and Barbara), there is the evén stronger recog-
niton that official labels don't really mean anything.
What 1is important is the ongoing relationships they have
had with their friends before and after conviction,

Furthermore, even though seven of the women per-



ceive a potential threat to their identity they have not
actually encountered in those situations in which they
have revealed their legal histories. Of more importance,
in this context, is the fact that they perceived the
greatest threat not from their old friends (where they
have maintained such ties), but from new acquaintances.
In other words, those neople who do not share their bhack-
grounds, or who are unfamiliar with all of their personal
histories are perceived as constituting the Qreafest
threat to their respectavilivy. Remember as well, that
even though most of these women were expected (parole re-
strictions) and desired to estabilish friendship ties
with people who had different interests and backgrounds
than they had, they still established ties with people
who had similar backgrounds (legally). The difference
between "old" and "new" is that the new friends are per-
ceived as "trying to make something otf themselves," while
the old friends "are still in the same space" they had
always been. It is clear, however, that some of these
women have sought friendship ties among similarly dis-
credited people in order to avoid: beine discredited.

- Minally, even though Susan perceives she has be-
come stereotyped as a shoplifter, she has not discontinued
her relationsnips with the people who expect her to steal
for them, BShe simply "stalls" on their requests using

her criteria of "need and convenience" as Jjusbtitication.



Chapter V
Employability

As indicated in .outlining the theoretical orien-
tation and issues for this study, women have not played
as direct a8 role in capitalist economy as men (Smith,
197%). However, with an increasingly larger number of
women entering the labour force the problems of finding
jobs is becoming a real problem for them. Sex-role
stereoctypes persist even. in the job market where laws
forbid discrimination by sex. O0f more immediate con-
cern for this study is the problems women who have been
convicted of criminal offences have in locating employ-
ment. 'They not only face the problems faced by other
women‘in finding employment,'théy aléo must face the
problem that some employers do not hire known criminal
offenders. Indeed, as Schwartz and Skolnick (l968)Ainm
dicate, some employers may hot hire someohe who has even
the hint of criminal involvement asscciatea with them.
Even those persons known to have been acquitted of a
criminal offence may be refused empioyment..

The negative affects of having a record would

appear to be the greatest in the area of employability.

S, TIg—
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This is the only area in which women perceiving dampge to
their status outnumber those perceiving no damage. OFf
the seventeen people interviewed, nine perceived that
their employability had been damaged. While only two of
these women have actually encountered stigmatisation,
seven believe they would have encountered it if they had
informed fheir prospective employers of their legal
histories. However, since the women perceiving

status to be "Unaffected" outnumber the women per-

deiving "Potential Damage" they will be discussed first.

JIe=Unaffected:

The women claiming.no damage to thelr employa-
bility do so for difterent reasons. Pam, Betty and Ann
have-been spared the agony of trying to find jobs on
their own, and the potential threat of stigmatisation
from employers; each of them had 5een seeking employ-
ment while on day-parole, I¥mployers, therefore, were
forwarned about their status. It is unkhown if they
would have preferred to keep their records secret. ﬁow€
ever, since obtaining parole is often contingent on first
obtaining a Job it is unlikely that these women would
have résisted the oportunity to "get out."

Four of the remaining five women indicate that
they were not apprehensive about their employment status.

Barbara, displays the least fear of any of these women.
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She comments:
I put it rieght on the application....I Jjust put
it down. .- I put it down anyways. If they want
me,they want me. (Barbara)
"Tf they want" her the fact that she has a record will not
make any difference. Neena, June and Jackie display a
similar lack of concern about the effects of their legal

histories on ther emnloyability.

(Her employer) knows I'm straieht now, or I
wouldn't be where I am.... (Jackie)

The eighth woman (Janet) has not soucht employ-
ment since her reiease. Bhe does, however, express some
interest in seeking a job in the future. She would pre-
fer work which could pe done in her own home, but other
types of work would not be overlooked:

Like, in the papers, you see things you can do
at home, or maybe I might o out and get a
job, Like in the summer there is a lot of
cleaners that are looking for pressers. §So
I'd 1like to g0 back to work. (Janet)
The interview occured in April, so that- -‘“summer" was still
a few months aWay. It can be safely assumed, therefore,
that obtaining a job does not rate as a high priority

for her. She is much more comtfortable staying home per-

forming domestic duties ror her boyfriend. -

II~--Potential Damage:

The threat perceived by these women is observed
on two levels. First Joyce .and Mohique are concerned that.

they will not% pe apvle o pursue the careers of their
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choice. Monique wants to be a bookeeper, but fears that
her conviction for traud would prevent her from ever get-
ting a job as a pookkeeper, while Joyce fears that her
psychiatric history and her conviction for childbeating
would prevent her from becoming a nurse. They comment:

I figured, "What ir I take bookkeep?" You

know? TI'm taking bookkeeping. "Who's going

to hire me with a fraud record?" You know?

(Monigue)

I'm trying to get back into nursing. But I

don't know if they will accept me because of

the type of charge I was up on.... {(Joyce)

Secondly, all seven Qomen (Joyce, Monique, Ellie,

Patti, Susan, Lois, and Brenda) are afraid that employers
might not hire them "...Jjust for the principie of having

a record” (Joyce). Judging by the Schwartz and Skolnick

study (1968) their fears are justified.

I11il-~Damaged:

Despite the fact that not all jobs require that
the employee be bondable, the fear on the behalf of some
former inmates that they will not be hired because they
are not bondable persists. In some cases it is not jus—
tified, in others it is. Both Sharon and Shelly state
that they Were refused employment for this feason. Sharon

comments:

If you've been in jail, or on parole, "Are you
bonded?" What can you do?...But’'that's the way
they bond you. 1If you've got a record, you
can't be bonded. (Sharon)
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JV-==Tmproved:

Obviously none of the women perceive improvements

in their -employability. Most, in fact, perceive damage.

V--Responses:

As in other relationships and roles, the responses
of the women to tneir perceived statuses vary. The two
women actually encountering damage to their employability
reject the criteria by which they have been refused em-
ployment, while those women perceiving a potvential threat
to their employability more oiten than not do not introrm
pro&spettive employers of their legal histories. Those
women perceiving no damage to their employability display
an even wider range of responses and action. One-.of these
w0men.did not inferm her employer of her record, while
another did. In both cases, however, the women do not be-
lieve that their records affect their employability

As was indicated above, the response of the two
women to have actually encountered cstigmatisation was to
reject the criteria by which they were refused employment.
Specificalliy, they suggest that bonding practices are un-
fair. OShelly comments:

Some companies will be pretty sticky about it.
That's why I haven't worked there since I did
my--that foolish crime--1 mean 1+ s not really

fair. (Shelly)

Neither woman, however, has attempted to hide her mecord
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from eunployers.

I've never tried to hide that I was in jail.
That I id drugs.... (Sharon)

‘Honesty doesn't pay.

| Apart from Snafoﬁ and Shelly only two other women
voluntarily informed their employers that they had been
convicted and sent to jail. Barbara did so because she
did not believe that it made any difrference for the type
of work she was seeking (factory worker), while Monique
did so even thoueh she was fearful that her chances of
getting the job would be dimininighed. Both women ob-
tained the jobs they were seeking.

Bight other women, did not inform prospective
employers that they had records. Patti, Ellie, Joyce,
Brenda, I.ois and Susan kept their records secret because
they feared they would be discredited, while June.and
Neena kep®t their records secret because they perceived
that there was no reason why they would have to reveal
their records; they could do the jobs thdtwere'required
of them.

{t should be made clear, as well, that once some
cf these women did obtain jobs they did not, or would not
allow other employees to know about their records., dJoyce,
Menique and Patti deliberately concealed ftheir pasts be-
cause they perceived that their fellow workérs would react

negatively towards them. Indeed, Patti not only tried to
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protect herself from possiple embarrassment, but also

tried to shield her mother:
Like I worked with my mum. We worked in %he
same place, and they were slways saying, like,
how much of a nice girl I was. But I know for
a8 fact that; 'if they really knew, they sure
wouldn't say that. They became talkers. You
know? (Patti)

Not all of the women, however, had the opportunity
to keep their records secret from prospective employers.
Since Pam, Betty and Ann were on day-parole when they
first sought work, employers had to pe informed of their
status. None of these women, furthermore, kept these
jobs after they were granted full parole., Pam decided
that because she?

»..had to work six days a week...it was too
much. I'd rather be home looking atter the
kids. (Pam)
She and Betty were able to stop working because by tvhat
time they had begun lviing with their new boyfriends who
were able to assume financial support for them and their
children. Ann eives no reason for not keeping her job.

Monique and Joyce also faced the prospect that
they would not be permitted to pursue careers of their
choice. Their responses to this situation are quite dif-
‘ferent. Whereas Monique decided to torgo her career in
bookkeeping, Joyce attempts to demonstrate that she is

worthy of becoming a nurse in spite of her medical and

legal histories. They comment:
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I figured, "What if I take bookkeep?" You know?
I'm taking bookkeeping. "Who's going to hire
me with a fraud record?" You know? So I just
drop it. (Monique)
(My probation officer)...left out completely
the presentence report, because that just isn't
me anymore. You know? And--like, he's not go-
ing to mention anything about psychiatric—--any
psychiatric treatment, or whatever was done be-
fore. (Joyce) _
Moniqgue gives up the fight, while Joyce keeps fighting.
¥inally Janet has not encountered stigmatisation
because she has not sousht work. The fact that she is
considering working as a "presser"rin the summer loses
some of its significance when it is considered that the
interview was recorded in early April and summer was stili
some %ime off. Furthermore, she says she would prefer to
have a job which she could o "at home." She would pre-
fer to remain isolated.

The reason she might want to remained isolated,
however, is important. 1t is not because she fears veing
discredited by her legal history. Rather, it is har psy-
chiatric nistory which she perceives discredits her.

Speaking of people in general she states:

They think that because you were in the hospital
that you don't know what you're aoing. (dJanet)

As in the Foster, et al (1972), study, the greatest

threat to percieved status is not within interpersonal re-
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lationships, but in those relationships of an impersonal

nature-~—-employability. In other words:
Greafest social liability was perceived in those
situations of an impersonal nature in which _
one's character tends to be inferred from public
documents like court or police records rather
than through personal acquaintance with the per-
son. (Foster, et al, 1972, 202)

The responses the women display towards this situ-
ation vary. Those women perceiving their status to be
"damaged" denounce the criteria by which they are dis-
credited, but do not attempt to hide their records. On
the other hand, those womenaﬁho perceive a "potential'™
threat to their status attempt to hide their legal (and
psychiatric) histories, or abandon palns to enter the ca-
reers of their choice. TFinally those women perceiveing
no damage to their status were observed in some cases
(June.and Neena) to keep their records hidden from thier
employers~~because théy believed their records to be ir-
relevant--while in others (Rarbara) they boldly reveal
their records. It is uncertain, however, how those

women who were on day parole would have reacted had they

been able to keep their legal histories secret.



Chapter VI

Self-Conceptions

Previous research (Tittle, 1972) indicates that
women leaving prison have lower self estéem than men.
This same research also indicatves that women's self-es-
teem is lower upon release than it was upon entering the
institution. This would seem to indicate that the pPros-
pects for the seventeen women interviewed fop this study
would not be good.

However, the affeéts of incarceration would not
appear to be as devastatiné as Tittle indicates. Only
four of the seventeen women interviewed indicate any loss
ot self-esteem. Indeed, seven of them inﬁicate that
their'self—conceptions have actually improved as a conse-
quence bf incarberation. 8ix 6thers,'furthermore, do nbt
indicate that their seélf-conceptions have changed at all.
This does not infer, howéver3 that the thirteen women who
indicate no loss of self-estéem do not have, in some
instances, low self-conceptions. What it does indicate
is that some perceive improvements while others perceive
no ckanges in what may already be low self-concevtions.

-Let us begin with the women perceiving improvements in

- 85 -
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their self-conceptions.

I-=-Inproved:

Ths emphasis of the labeling perspective has been
s0 overwhelmingly concentrated on describing the negative
aspects of officiai intervention, that it sometimes ieaves
the impression that some people do not perceive any nega-
tive: atfects. The tract that some people may perceive im~
provements, furthermore, has also been overlooked.

The types of improvements noted by the seven women

Barbara, Jackie, Monique, Jéyce, Ellie, Lois and Ann)
are directly attributed to the ract that incarceration
"gave them time to think about themselves." They COmmént:

I think I can look at myself better than I did
before. (Barbara)

It more or less gave me The time to think about
what I was going to do. (Lois)

in other words, it gave them & chance to be more sélfa
critical than if they bad continued as they had done be=
fore incarceratibn.

As a concequence of this self-criticism they indi-
cate that they will be less likely to do certain things in
the future which they héd done in the past. For example,
Fllie éays she will never shopiift again, and Joyce says
she too, will never steal again. As Jackie puts 1it:

T learned to face up to things. if I've done
something wrong now I won't say, "I didn't do

it." I can face up to it. Like, I'm starting
to do a lot of things 1 didn't do vefore. TLike
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facing up to respsonsibilities. (Jackie)
Despite the fact that six of these women pewceive

their status in some -of their roles or relationships to be
either damaged (Lois and Ann) or potentially damaged
(Ellie, Jackie, Monique and JOyce) they still perceive
that their self-conceptions have improved. For example,
even though Joyce perceives that employers might not hire
her "..i.just for the principle of having a record," she
still waintains that her self-image and her behaviour
have improved: She says that:

1t's made me grow up a lot. And T used to

steal guite a pit pefore, and...I don't think

f couid steal a penny now....l think it really

has chanered me a lot for the better. (Joyce)
- The imputations of disrespect may have importance con-

‘sequences for relationships with others, but they still.

perceive improvements in their self-conceptions.

Il--Unaffected:

While the six women (Pam, Shelly, June, Janetb,
Neena .and Susan) do not overtly comment on the affects of
incarceration on their self-conceptions, they do make
statemente in describing btheir relationships with others
that imply %hat they do not perceive any 1§ss in self- .
esteem. Fuarthermore, there is a cqncerted effort on
their part to deny thalt the official label implies any-
thing bayond the fact that they broke the law and were

punished for doing so. As Neena puts it, to be a "crim-
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inal" +the individual must possess a "ecriminal mind."
While she does acknowlwdge that there are such people,
neither she nor most of the women who are imprisoned are
criminals.
There's- all different kinds in there (prison).
There aren't too many criminals. How I mean
that 1is there are people who broke the lawS..,. -
their minds aren't really criminal. (Neena)

In one sense they are reacting against the pos=—
sible imputation of disrespectable status. Indeed, Shelly
and Susan have encountered stigmatisation in some of their
roles, However, they dO'not;accepﬁ that they are :less
<respectable;

People don't care if you've been in prison,
(Neena )

People accept you for what you are now, not
for what you were in the past. (Pam)

We'fe_just like everybody else. (Pam)
As we have seem, in somé instances where these women
have encountered stigmatisation; they imply that those
persons or conditions which discredit them de so without

justification.

III--Potential Damage:

. The degree to which.it can be stated that Patti
and Betty perceive their self-conceptions to be damaged
is exemplitied by the fact that.tbey no longer view them-
selves as self-confident and independentipeople. VBoth

women indicate that they had been self-assured people
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prior to incarceration. For example, Betty says her de-
cision to do her rirst hit of "speed," although regarded
now as a mistake, was her decision. vhe needed no
coaxing.
+..This one night, we knew we'd ‘be working late
~ the next day, snd she said, "If you're going to
work late, wou mieght need this." It wasn't as
if anypody really talked me intc it. It was me
that decided to do the hit. I did it. 1 was
the one. (Betty)

However,. since their release, pboth women indicate
that they rear that they might not oe "...completely
healed”" (Betty) as drug users. '[They feel unable to Ltrust
themgelves around drugs and drug users for fear that they
may agaln become involved in the activities which institu~ .
ticnalised them in the first plecé. Patti comments:

I find myself really worried still. You know?
About doing certain things, because I don't want
to get caught up in it again.

It is within this context that they recognize that
they are more vulnerable now than they were previously.
They lack conticence that they can mamage their l1ives as
self-assuredly as they did in the past. They depend on
others to keep them away from drﬁgs and drug users:

...l $hink that if I were ever around it (drugs)
and if anyone comes on to me, like, if I didn't
want to do it, he'd 'her boyfriend) chase tnem
away. (Patti)

It may pe argued tnat they had naive conceptions

of thnemselves and their actions prior to incarceration.

The important point, nowever, is that despive the recog-
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nition that their past behaviour was "bad," they no longer
assume they are as capable of meking decisions as they
previously were. It is for this reason that they have
been discussed under the heading "Potential Damage." Unx
til they are actually confronted with situations which
necessitate the resumption of former activities, they can’

ornily surmise future actions.

IV-~Damaged:

- In only one sense can it be said that Sharon and
Brenda have lower seif«conceﬁtions as é consequence of
their legal histories. Both women indicate that they
believed that they would bé unable to provide the con-
stant care and attention their children would require.
Consequently they gave their children, at birth, to
trusted family members: Sharoﬁ gave her children to
her brother, and Brenda gave her children to her‘brotherﬂ

The did it to "protect" their children.
Summary

Even though eight women péroeive that their re-
spectability'has been, or could be damaged in other re-
1ationéhips or roles, they do not perceive any damage to
their self-conceptions. This would seem to indicate that

the labeling perspective's assumption'thaﬁ disrepectabie

status in one rocle will arfect self-conceptions is not
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accurate,

Furthermore, seven women perceive improvements in
their self-conceptions. This does not imply, however,
that they found life on the "inside" a pleasant experience
because they did not. It implies that they found the
"inside! so unpleasant that they had to "rethink" what

they were doing and where they were going.



Conclusion

The objectives of this study were twofold. The
first obJjective was to test the labeling perspective's
assumption that individuals possessing discreditable
characteristics would perceive themselves to be discred—
ited, or at least discreditable. The second objective
was to test not only the 1abeling perspective's hypoth-
esis that labeled people would assume the-identity of
thé officially imposed label, but also the hypothesis
that women depend on the assessments of others for their
self-identity to the extent that they mieht not be cap-
able of interpreting others assessments as unimportant
or in error.

The emphasis of the‘labeling-perspective has been
such that it leaves the impression that official labels,
such as "criminal," are perceived by the person so labeled
as being necessarily and permanently negative descrip-
tions. Ball (1970, 345), as well as Goffman (1963) and
-others have asserted that once thée label is attached it is
virtually impossible to escape tbtally from it. That is,
the label will be forever applied by others to the person

(who may then_ adopt it) possessing the discredited trait.

-— 90 -
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One recent study (Foster, et al, 1972), however, shows
that the labeled person may not perceive being discred-~
ited., Further support for this finding is offered in
the current study.

Data analysis shows that five women (Pam, June,
Naena,'Barbafa and Janet) do not ﬁéroeive that their
legal histories discredit them in anj of the five roles
(family member, wife/girlfriend, mother, friend and em-
ployee) studied in this study. Furthermore, none of them
perceive any loss in self-esteem. Furthermore, none of
the seventeen women perceive that their legal histories
discredit them in all of their rbles. That is, each
woman perceives that in at least one, usually more, of
the relationships and roles examined in this study, their
respectability has not been damaged. Indeed, several
women (Betty, Jackie, Pam and June) indicate that they
perceive improvements in their reélationships with cer-
tain féamily members.

However, it is also true that several women, whilé
they do not perceive being discredited by official--i.e.
legal--labels, do perceive being discredited by their
histories of mental illness. Lois, Janet, Ann, Barbara,
Joyce and Pam all percelve that, in at least one of the
roles examined here, their psychistric histories damage
their respectability. In addition to these six women,

Neena indicates that her physical "handicap" is the



92

discrediving influence to her respectability.

The fact that these women perceive that these ad-
ditional factors discredit them, while the legal tactor
does not {in most cases) indicates that stigmatisation
is more likely to be perceived as the discredited trait
becomes more viéible, or more closely associated with the
individual's psychological being or mental state. That
i8, the individual's master status could be their physical
appesrance, or Their mental health.

Not withstanding tne fact that five women did not
pérceive themselves to be discredived in any of the rela-
tionshins or roles examined, the fact remains ﬁhat twelve
women do c¢laim loss of status in one or more roles. As
such, it is important to remember that the criticism of
the labeling perspective that is being offered here, as
in the Foster, et al (1972) study, is that the labeling.
perspective has failed to make clear that not everyone:re-
gards offical labels imposed by police and the courts as

discrediting influences to theair identity. 1In other

4
)

e

words not everyone accpets the implicit values of the law
and the legal process as legitimate expressions of their
values.

The fact that these women perceived that they had

not been discredited in at least one role has implications

for the second objective of this study: The assumptions
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made by the labeling perspective as well as certain hy-
potheses regarding the socialisation of women, that the
assessments of others may (do) lead to a loss of self-
esteem for the discrédited person. Little attention has
been directed towards showing that the individual does
not simply respond tovothers assessments, but also inter-
prets these assessmenta and acts upon these interpreta;
tions, The findings of the current study suggest that,
tfor at least those women interviewed for ﬁhis study, ex-
ternal assessments are not as crucial as Greenglass (1973)
and others (Bardwick and Douvan, 1971: Weisstein, 1971),
indicate. Only four of the seventeen women indicated that
their self-conceptions may be damaged as a consequence of
their legal histories. Furthermore, even though none of
the remaining thirteen women indicate thaé their self-
conceptions have been damaged-vthéy remained unaffected or
jimproved~-only five of these women perceived that their
relationships with others, or certain of their roles have
also remained unaftected. In other words, eight women
perceive no loss in self-esteem while perceiving a loss
of status in at least one of their roles,

- This is an important finding in that it éuggests
tnat these women are assessing themselves on some other

basis than the criteria and assessments or others. Frur-

ther investigation is warranted.
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Farthermore, in most instances where stigmatis-
~ation is encountered--for whatever reasons-~the criteria
by which they have been discreditved, or the people who
discredit them are rejected. In that sense ths techniques
of neutralisation described ay Mataza and Sykes. (1968)
have been employed by these women, and this aspect of the
the labgling perspective has been substantiated. 1t is
" also further evidence that others assessments of self as-
"disrespectable" are not as important as self-assessments
a3 “"respectable;" a fact which Greenglass' (1973) énal—
ysis seéms to discount entirely. o

In regard to the women's cognizance of the imppr»,
tance of sex-role stereotyping on their public image, and
the effects of legal stigma on this factor, three women
say that it is, while three others say it is not a factor;
eleven others make no comment. It is important to note
that two of the women who perceive it to ve a factor do
s0 within the context of their intimate relationships with
men, while the third says that, even thcugh she has not
eﬁcountered this kind of difficulty, the possibliity does-
exist. On the other hand,vthose women who do not perceive
this to a a factor, suggest that if aAwoman leaving prison
has a low self-concertion then she should not be surprised:
if others discredit her. As far as these women are con-
cerned, it is more important to maintain self-respect

and self-confidence.
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1t is difficult, however, to conclude, based on
this limted data, anything more than some women will and
some women will not perceive.séx-rble'stereotyping to be
problematic. That does not imply that, ror those women
who perceive it is not a problem, that it is not, in
fact, a consideration used by others to determine theilr
status. All that it implies 1s that these women are not
aware that it is é tactor in others' assessments of them.

¥inally, the féct that all but one (June) of the
seventeen women perceived thaf their respectability in
some, but not other relationships or roles had been
damaged by their ;ega; status, psychiatric history or
physical handicap, indicates that they treat each rela-
tionship and role as a separate entity. Each has its own
demands ana expectations. Therefore, each may be,fegarded
as a separate reality. Because one of these realities
has been damaged, it does not follow that any or all
other realities a?e also damaged. Conversely, because
one reality has not peen damaged it does not mean that
any or all ovher realities will also remain unaffected.

In conclusion it may be stated that the labeling
perspective's emphasis on déscrbing the negative conse-
quences of &fficial intervention is overstated, and over-
emphasised. Five women do not perceive that any of their
relatlohsnips or roles have been damaged as a consequence

of official intervention in the form of arrest, conviction
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and incarceration. Twelve others, tfurthermore, perceive
that in at least one, usually more, role their status
has not been affected. it may also be stated that the la-
beling perspective and certain stateméntsrregarding the
importance of others in the maintenance of women's iden-_
tity'ovérstaté‘tne iﬁpoftande of othefs in maintaining
selt-esteem. Instead, it is suggested the individual's
. assessments of others':reaction toward self as inter-
préted by self, coupled with'self'sAéssessment'and inter-
. pretation of self are wore important in maintaining self-
esteem. Others - may aiscredit the individual, but the in-
dividual héy inteipret these feaétions indoffectiy;Aéf
as being unjustifed. 7

- This is hot to suggest tnét there are hot women,
or men, Who do not perbeive-fhat they have been discred-
ited by their legal histories, or that sex-role sterotyp=
ing does not affect the way others react to them, and that
'some women will not recognise that these things do dis-.
credit them. Rather it is to suggest that these aSsump;i
tions and hynotheses are ovérstated and overemphasised.
They create an impression or an oversocialised individual,

and an -especially oversocialised woman.
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