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KENTUCKY CRIMINAL JUSTICE STATISTICAL ANALYSIS CENTER 

'IHE MISSION 

The Kentucky Criminal Justice Statistical Analysis Center (SAC) was 
established in 1984 as a centralized clearinghouse for criminal justice 
statistics. A major objective of SAC is to gather, concrete data about the 
criminal justice system in Kentucky and to disseminate that data statewide. 
With this information, p~iic:>'ltlakers will be' better able to make criminal 
justice decisions. 

THE STAFF 

Co-Directors: 
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C. Bruce Trau~~hbe'r 
Office of the/,'Attorney General 
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Gennaro F. Vito, Ph.D. 
Deborah G. Wilson, Ph.D. 

Linda Burgess 

THE RESEARCH REPORT SERIES 

• Persistent FelonYi\ Offenders in Kentucky: 
Ins~itutional Popu\\ation (1985) 

A Profile of the 

• Child Abuse and Neglect in Kentucky: 1978-1984 (1985) 

• The Aftermath of Criminal Victimization: A Statewide Survey (1985) 
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Statistical Information: A Needs-Use Assessment (1985) 

THE CENTER 

The Kentucky Criminal Justice Statistical Analysis Center is housed in 
the Office of the Attorney General, Commonwealth of Kentucky, and operated by 
the Urban Studies Center--the policy research component of the' College of 
Urban & Public Affairs--in cooperation with the U.S. Bureau of Justice 
Statistics. 

SAC is available to assist you in meeting your data and information 
needs. For more information contact: 

Mr. Jack B. Ellis 
Urban Studies Center 
College of Urban & Public Affairs 
University of Louisville 
Louisville, Kentucky 40292 
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AUTHORS' NOTE 

The research team for this study consisted of Dr. Knowlton Johnson, 
o 

principal investigator; Ms. Linda Burgess, project manager; and Ms. Sherry 
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directing all aspects of the study including the development of the research 

design, research measures, and analysis strategy; the presentation of the 

results at a statewide conference; and the drafting of the final report. 

Ms. Burgess was responsible for the management of day-to-day research 

ac tivi ties, drafting the mail ques tionnaires and telephone interviews, and 

conduc ting the ana lys is. Ms. Hutcherson supervised the pretest, data 

collection, coding, and editing. All members of the research team assisted in 

critiquing and revising the final report. 
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DAVtD L. ARMSTRONG 
ATTORNEY GENERAL 

Dear Froiend: 

COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY 

OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 

November 21, 1985 

----_._- .. "".,. 

CAPITOL BUILDING 
FRANKFORT 40601 

The Kentucky Criminal Justice Statistical Analysis Center is now one year 
old. This report is one of six work products developed by SAC in its first 
yearo of operation. Each of these reports validates, I believe, the hard work 
and effort that went into getting the SAC started. 

I am firmly convinced that the lack of good data and analyses has 
contributed to the problems we face in the criminal justice system. The SAC 
staff and I are committed to overcoming this deficiency in our criminal 
justice systan. 

The entire SAC Team deserves to be acknowledged for their efforts. The 
SAC has also had strong support and encouroagement from the Buroeau of Justice 
Statistics, U.S. Deparotment of Justice--especial1y from our grant coorodinator, 
Mr. Don Manson. 

Please take the time to study this research. We can all learn from it. 
If you have questions, please feel free to contact me or the SAC staff. 
Tbgether, we can make a difference for criminal justice in Kentucky. 

DLA/mb 

DAVID L. ARMS'rRONG 
Attorney General 
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EXECUTIVE SUHKARY 

In March 1985 a statewide survey was conducted which focused on the need 

for and use of criminal justice statistical informa tion, the capaci ty of 

agencies to produce and diffuse such informa tion, and the extent to which 

agencies welcomed a Criminal Justice Statistical Analysis Center. 

Ques tionnai res were mai led to l, 419 decis ion makers in adminis tra tive, 

management, management support, and elected positions across Kentucky whose 

jobs in some way dealt with criminal justice issues. The 435 respondents 

included police chiefs and other command-level law enforcement personnel, 

courts' staff and judges, prosecutors and public advocates, adult corrections 

managers, jailors and juvenile services providers, social support supervisors 

concerned with domestic violence and other human services, officials of the 

Governor's Office, and legislators. The highl.ights of 'this study are 

presented below. 

Summary of the Survey Results 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

Importance of and Need for Criminal Justice Statistics 

A large majority of decision makers reported that statistical 
information was very or fairly important to their agency and to 
themse1 ves. 

In general, respondents indicated that they viewed statistical 
information more important for their personal use than for their 
agency's use. 

A higher percentage of decision makers in adult corrections/jails 
and juvenile services, public advocates and law enforcement viewed 
statistical information as more important than did respondents in 
other types of agencies. 

Host respondents in all types of agencies indicated a strong need 
for statistical information on at least one criminal justice issue. 

A higher percentage of respondents reported a strong need for 
statistical information on crime, defendants, offenders, citizen and 
victim issues than on other types of issues. The lowest need for 
statistical information concerned personnel and management issues. 

The greatest need reported by respondents was policy and program 
evaluations and projection studies, followed by the development of 
storage and access to computer data bases and survey research. 

iv 

• 

- --------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

,,"," 'I 
I 

\ 
t , 1 

-;" 

,-~ 
, , 

i ~ l I 

! 

,~ 
~$ 

.':~ i 
~} t 
';'J 

r 
t. 

, 

r 

I 

l] 
i Fl 

l 1 

u 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

Awareness and Use of Criminal Justice Statistics 

Mas t decision makers reported using some type of criminal jus tice 
statistics during the past year. Statistical information on crime, 
defendan ts and offenders was the mas t frequen tly mentioned type of 
statistic, followed by statistics concerning legislative affairs, 
citizens and vic tims, pe rsonnel and management, and management 
information systems. 

A higher percentage of juvenile justice decision makers reported 
being aware of more types of statistical information than did 
respondents in other positions. Decision makers in public advocate 
positions were the second most informed respondents. 

Decis ion makers in soc 1a 1 support, j uveni 1e services, public 
advocates and Governor's Office/legislators reported using criminal 
justice statistical information most frequently; respondents from 
prosecution, courts and judgeships indicated the least use of 
s ta tis tics. 

One out of eight decision makers reported being aware of misuse of 
criminal justice statistical information; respondents in all types 
of agencies reported misuse. 

Research Production Capacity and External Linkages 

Few agencies have internal research units or perceived having access 
to a research unit; the Governor's Office and legislators and 
juvenile jus tice decision. makers reported having the most research 
capabilities; prosecution reported the least. 

A small percentage of respondents have one or more full-time 
research persons; a slightly higher percentage reported having one 
or more part-time research persons. 

Approxima tely half of the responden ts indica ted that the available 
research support does not meet their needs. 

A third of the decision makers reported having a particular person 
who serves as a research information broker, i.e., screens and keeps 
them abreast of the important facts and figures. The highest 
percen tage of respondents who reported having informa tion brokers 
were in public advoca te posi tions; prosecu tion decision makers had 
the least special assistance. 

Thirty-five percent of all decision makers reported using university 
research services. Those in juvenile service positions use 
university research services more than other respondents; 
prosecution used universities the least. 

Approxima tely 70 percent of the respondents indica ted tha t their 
experiences with universities had been good, 12 percent gave 
iII us tra tions of bad experiences, and the remaining 18 percent 
reported mediocre experiences. 

v 
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• Forty-five percent of all decision makers reported using federal 
informational sources. Most used were the National Criminal Justice 
Reference Service, SEARCH, Bureau of Justice Statistics, Office of 
Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention, National Institute of 
Justice, National Institute of Corrections, and the FBI. 

Interest in Research Capacity Building 

• A large majori ty of decision makers expressed interes t in working 
wi th the Ken tucky Criminal Jus tice Sta tis tical Analysis Center 
(SAC); over 80 percent of law enforcement, corrections, and juvenile 
justice respondents reported being interested. 

• Fewer, but still a majority, of the respondents reported being 
interested in working with SAC in the future to obtain outside 
research funds. 

• Few agency decision makers indicated that their agency had matching 
funds for SAC to conduct research for them on a cost basis. 

Utilization and Application of Results 

It is important that the findings reported above be useful to decision 
makers in Kentucky. To this end, several usages are presented below. 

• Ken tucky SAC should con tinue to focus a t ten tion during the second 
year of the grant on producing statistical information on 
defendants, offenders, citizens, and victims. Less attention should 
be given to personnel and management issues at this time. 

• SAC shou ld devo te some time to projection studies and program 
evaluations during its second year of operation. 

• SAC should use this needs-use assessment as baseline data in 
evaluating SAC's impact on criminal justice operations in Kentucky. 

• The needs-use findings can inform decision makers of the 
availability of statistical information and of the utility of 
in-state research services and federal informational services. 

• The findings can inform decision makers of various ways in which 
statistical information is being used in Kentucky. 

• The needs-use results strongly suggest that a large number of 
Kentucky's criminal justice decision makers desire and would support 
the Governor and legislators in setting a funding agenda for 
producing and disseminating criminal justice statistics. 
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BACKGROUND AND PURPOSE 

In recent years there have been frequent reports of policymakers' lack of 

respons i veness to crimina 1 jus tice research and statistical information 

d . Comm;ssion on Criminal Justice Standards and Goals, (National A Vl.sory 4 

1976). 

has been that decision makers do not read, discuss or use A common complaint 
they view research statistical information as research produc ts, nor do 

important (Salasin and Davis, 1977). This may be the'. case, but perhaps the 

" "0 research are only symptoms of a more policymakers negatl.ve responses .. 

k f tt t ' and resources that have been allocated serious problem--the lac 0 a en l.on 

to the production of research having direct policy and program application 

(Johnson, 1983). 
The 1976 Nationrl Advisory Commission on Criminal Justice Standards and 

i ' f federa'l research and Goals, for example, reported gross inequ tl.es 0 

i ' 1 'ti as compared to the na tural development funds alloca ted to cr ml.na. JUs ce, 

di d ' 'still exist in 1985. and hard sciences. These fun ng l.screpancl.es 

i ' l' ti research a~d statistical State and local allocations to cr ml.na JUs ce 

information development is even more dismal than federal allocations. In most 

states the state police', the state department of corrections and a few local 

, sufficien t only to produce a modes t agencies have meager appropria tl.ons, 

d "1 ti Unfortunately, only amount of quantitative facts concerning al. y opera ons. 

11 d 1 research informa tion for limited funds are available to co ect an ana yze 

d " i If statistics are used in planning for change, making future ecl.S ons, 

agencies often rely on facts produced on a regional or federal level (Johnson, 

1983). 
~hile it is true that criminal justice agencies receive limited research 

and development funding at the federal, state and local levels of government, 

there is one successful federal initiative which has focused on strengthening 

. , th t te and local levels. criminal justice statistical a.nalysis capacl.ty at e s a 

In 1971, the Law Enforcement Assistance Administration (LEAA) began awarding 

grant funds to states to establish Statistical Analysis Centers. The primary 

goals of these centers are: 1) to produce useful research and statistical 

J'ustice policy making', 2) to stimulate information informa tion for criminal 

h ti i i al j ustice system; and 3) to systems development which spans teen re cr m n 

h for statistical informa tion from various sources. serve as a clearing ouse 

States could receive federal funding for several years to operate the centers 
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and, if proven to be successful, state funds would then have to be 

appropriated. Today, 45 states have SAC operations which are state supported. 

Kentucky presently receives federal funding from the Bureau of Justice 

Statistics to operate a Criminal Justice Statistical Analysis Center. In July 

1984 the Governor of Kentucky issued an executive order which gave the Office 

of the Attorney General authority to seek federal funding from the Bureau of 

Justice Statistics in order to strengthen the criminal justice statistical 

analysis capacity in Kentucky. To this end, a grant was awarded in September 

1984 to establish the state's first Criminal Justice Statistical Analysis 

Center. SAC is housed in the attorney general's office but it is operated by 

the, Urban Studies Center, the policy research component of the College of 

Urban and Public Affairs at the University of Louisville. It was assumed that 

this s ta te gove rnmen t-universi ty partnership would be more efficient and 

effective than developing the necessary research expertise and capabilities in 

the Office of the Attorney General. 

While the ini tia 1 assumption was tha t SAC could strengthen the criminal 

justice research capacity in Kentucky, the attorney general perceived the need 

for a statewide effort to provide statistical information to criminal justice 

decision makers and the importance of quantifying this need for more 

statistical information. In this regard, one of the research projects 

completed by SAC during its first year of operation was an examination of the 

need to strengthen Kentucky's capacity to produce and diffuse criminal justice 

statistical information. The scope of this study focused on the need for and 

use of criminal justice statistical information, the capacity of agencies to 

produce and diffuse such information, and the extent to which agencies 

welcomed a Criminal Justice Statistical Analysis Center. 

Seven policy questions provided the framework for the study. 

questions were: 

These 

• 
• 

• 

• 

How important are criminal justice statistics to decision makers? 

To wha t extent is there a need for criminal jus tice s ta tis tics and 
research information? 

Wha t are the awareness levels of decision makers as to the extent 
and types of available criminal justice statistics? 

How extensive are the uses and misuses of criminal justice 
statistical information in Kentucky? 

2 
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to produce and 
levels of capabilities of ag;ncies 

Wha tare the J" us dce s ta tis tica 1 informa hon? 
diffuse criminal 

and i.nformation services 
extent do agencies use the research 

To 
of 

what and the Federal government? 
universities 

in teres t in having a Kentucky . 
Wha tare the leve 1s of agency 
Statistical Analysis Center? 

a discussion of the " addressed, there is 
Before each of these questions 1S f h 

Us es and applications 0 t e 
l and the results. 

res ea rch me thods, the sa mp e, 

findings are also highlighted. 
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KKTHODS AND PROCEDURES 

Research Setting 

The criminal justice system in Kentucky is comprised of numerous agencies 

in state and local governments located throughout the state. In regard to law 

enforcement at the state level, the Justice Cabinet (whose secretary reports 

directly to the governor) is responsible for the state police and several law 

enforcement training programs, in addition to victim assistance and juvenile 

justice federal projects. Other police officials at the federal and local 

levels are located at regional and county levels. Sheriffs' departments are 

loca ted in each of the 120 coun ties of Ken tucky and municipal police 

departments are distributed throughout the state, 

The attorney general is the state prosecutor of Kentucky which is an 

elec ted, four-yez.'r posi tion. Commonweal th a ttorneys are elec ted, six-year 

officials. There are 56 commonwealth attorneys' offices, with varying staff 

sizes, located in each of the judicial districts across the state; these 

offices handle felony cases. The cou~~y attorney, also an elected official in 

each of the 120 counties, responds to the ini tia 1 screening for felony cases 

and processes misdemeanor cases to their comple tiona Defendan ts are 

represented either by private attorneys, the state's public advocates or 

appointed public defenders. In larger urban areas there is a full-time public 

defender's office; in most counties of Kentucky, the public advocate function 

is subcontracted to a local private attorney. 

The Kentucky court system is directed by the Administrative Office of the 

Courts (AOC) , with a central office in Frankfort and 56 judicial district 

offices across the state. Pretrial Services is also under the authori ty of 

AOC. In each of these judicial districts, there is an elected circuit court 

clerk and an appointed staff responsible for administering the affairs of both 

circuit and district courts. 

Kentucky has a supreme court comprised of seven members and a court of 

appeals comprised of 14 judges in the state. lHthin each judicial district 

there are circuit court judges handling felony cases and district court judges 

responsible for misdemeanor cases and the screening of felony cases. 

Kentucky has a Corrections Cabinet whose head reports to the secretary of 

the governor's Executive Cabinet. Corrections is made up of an administrative 

division, a divL'ion of institutional care which includes personnel of the 
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eight state prisons, and the Department of Community Services and Facilities. 

Managemen t which includes proba tion and parole. Each of Kentucky's 120 

counties has a jailor who is elected every four years and who is primarily 

responsible for booking, pretrial detention and contract institutional 

services. 

Juvenile justice is handled on both county and state levels. Determining 

whe ther or not a juvenile is involved in a crime is a func tion of county 

officials. The Cabinet for Human Resources has one division located in the 

Department for Social Services that is responsible for the treatment of 

adjudicated youths. There is also Kentucky Youth Advocates, a private youth 

assistance organization. 

Addi tionally, numerous governmental and priva te social support agencies 

provide services to clients (defendants, offenders, or victims) of the justice 

system. The state's Cabinet for Human Resources provides soci~l services for 

domes tic violence vic tims and abusers. There are also private agencies in 

many counties that provide these services. The State Commission on Women and 

the Crime Victims Compensation Board offer services for households touched by 

crime. 

Finally, the Governor':s Office and the legislative branch of state 

government are responsible for key criminal justice decisions in Kentucky. In 

particular, the state legislature has both House and Senate committees on 

criminal justice issues that are staffed by members of the Legislative 

Research Commission. 

Data Collection and Agency Participation 

As described above, there are many human service agencies that deal with 

criminal justice issues. In addi tion to s ta te agencies, tha t have offices 

both in Frankfort and throughout the 120 counties in Kentucky, there are 

numerous county and municipal offices. This study involved 1,419 of these 

decision makers who were in administrative or management positions of a 

federal, state, county, or local agency which handled, at least in part, 

criminal jus tice ma tters. In March 1985 a questionnaire was mailed which 

focused on statistical needs, the capacity to produce and diffuse research in 

the agency, and linkages with various informational sources outside the state. 

One week later, a "reminder" postcard was mailed. Approximately one month 

following the mailing, respondents to the mail questionnaire were contacted by 
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telephone and asked to participate in an interview focusing on exposure to and 

use of criminal justice statistical information. Five trained interviewers 

collected this information. 

Table 1 on page 7 presents the number and percent of decision makers, by 

type of agency, who responded to the mail surveys and telephone interviews. 

Overall, 435 (31%) of those who were mailed a questionnaire responded, with 

ju~enile justice officials most responsive (73%) and jailors least responsive 

(20%). Eighty-nine percent (387) of the mail survey respondents participated 

in the telephone interview. 

Figure 1 on page 8 shows how the respondents were distributed by area of 

the s ta te. The highes t concen tra tion of respondents was 

Crimina 1 jus tice decis ion makers from eas tern Ken tucky 

represen ted in the study. 

near 

were 

Frankfort. 

the least 

Table 1 also profiles decision makers who participated in this needs-use 

assessment. Law enforcement officials were the highest represented group of 

mai 1 survey responden ts (32%) and defense/pub lie advoca tes the lowes t 

represented group (3%). As expected, small agencies were overrepresented and 

large organizational units were underrepresented. Eight out of every ten 

survey responden ts were ma le, 53 percen t had less than four years of 

experience in their present position, and 59 percent held appointed positions. 
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Type of Agency 

Law Enforcement 
Prosecution 
Defense 
Courts 
Judges 
Correc tions 

~l Juvenile Justice , 
Social Service 
Governor's Office 

& Legislators 

I 
J 

Number of Years 
in Present 
Posi tion 

t 1-2 
3-4 

f 
5-10 

11-20 
21-35 

1 
No Data 

I 

Table 1 

Profile of Decision Makers 
Participating in the Needs-Use Assessment 

Size of 
No. % Department/Unit 

138 31.7 Under 9 
56 12.9 9 to 23 
12 2.8 24 to 97 
54 12.4 98 or More 
57 13.1 No Data 
40 9.2 
22 5.1 
38 8.7 

18 4.1 
435 100.0 

Gender 

Male 
Female 
No Data 

No. % 

114 28.3 
99 24.6 Number Elected 

128 31.7 and Appointed 
49 12.2 
13 3.2 Elected Officials 
32 Appointed 

435 100.0 

7 

No. % 

184 43.4 
96 22.5 

105 24.3 
42 9.8 

8 
435 100.0 

No. % 

338 80.3 
83 19.7 
14 

435 100.0 

No. % 

178 41.0 
257 59.0 
435 100.0 
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RESULTS OF THE SURVEY 

While research diffusion has been the subject of an extensive body of 

research, little attention has been given to the administrator's need for and 

use of criminal justice research. The seven policy questions presented 

earlier provide the framework for generating information on research needs of 

Ken tucky' s crimina 1 jus tice decis ion makers, their use of sta tis tical 

information, and the need to strengthen the state's capacity to produce 

criminal justice statistical information. 

addressed below. 

Each of these policy questions is 

Importance of and Need for Criminal Justice Statistics 

Positive attitudes toward criminal justice statistics are a requisite to 

utilization. In this study a policy question of importance was: How 

important are criminal justice statistics to decision makers? Respondents 

were asked the relative importance of statistical information to their agency 

and to themselves. Figure 2 on page 10 presents these findings. First, a 

large majority of respondents reported s ta tis tical informa tion as being very 

or fairly important to their agencies and to themselves. More adult 

correctional personnel and jailors stressed the importance to the agency and 

individual decision makers than did any other group; prosecutors and judges 

reported the least. Second, respondents fel t their agency viewed s ta tis tics 

as less important than they did personally; this was the case in every type of 

agency surv~yed. The largest discrepancy between perceived agency importance 

and personal importance was in defense 'Ir public advocate and juvenile justice 

agencies. 

A second policy ques tion addressed in this needs-use survey ~'las: To what 

extent is there a strong need for criminal justice statistics? Decision 

makers were asked a ,series of questions about the relative need for 

statistical information relating to five types of issues: crime, defenders, 

and offenders issues; legislative affairs issues; management issues; personnel 

issues; and citizen and victim issues. See appendix for the various issues 

within these five types that were asked to stimulate recall. An opportunity 

to report other statistical needs ''las also given. Table 2 on page 11 shows 

that most decision makers in all types of agencies indicated a strong need for 

statistical information on at least one criminal justice issue. Responden ts 
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Table 2 

Respondents Indicating a Strong Need for Statistical Infonnation 
by Number of Issues and Type of Agency 

\. 



indica ted more need for s ta tis tical informa tion concerning crime, defenders, 

and offenders than other types of information; there was also a great need for 

statistical information about citizens, victims, and legislative affairs. The 

lowest perceived need was for personnel and management statistics. It is 

possible that regional office and division decision makers of large agencies 

do no t perceive a strong need for informa tion re la ting to pe rsonne 1 

management, since many of these matters are handled by central administration. 

Table 3 on page 13 presents additional evidence of the need for criminal 

justice statistical information in Kentucky. Respondents were asked about: 

1) the types of research they produced in their agency during fiscal year 

1985; 2) the types of research that were essential but not presently being 

produced; and 3) the types of research not needed at all. While all types of 

research were being produced in some agencies, the greatest unmet need was for 

proj ec tion studies and policy and program evalua tions--53 percent and 52 

percent, respectively, reported this need. 

Respondents also indicated a need for research concerning the development 

of storage and access to computer data bases (42%) and survey research (42%). 

There was slightly less need for the analysis of computerized and record data 

(38%) and literature searches (37%). 

Awareness and Use of Criminal Justice Statistics 

Awareness of information has to precede use of that information. 

Therefore, one policy question of interest is: Vbat is the decision maker's 

level of awareness of criminal justice statistics? In telephone interviews, 

respondents were asked a series of questions about exposure to various 

criminal justice statistics since January 1984. Respondents were also probed 

as to what they remembered abou t the s ta tis tical informa tion of which they 

wera. aware, the media by which the information was disseminated, and who 

produced the information. Table 4 on page 14 shows the percent of respondents 

exposed to some type of criminal justice statistical information over the 

15-month period beginning January 1984. It is evident from these results that 

mos t decision makers reported being aware of some type of crim~nal jus tice 

statistical information; crime, defendant, offender information was the most 

frequently mentioned type of statistic (69%), followed by statistics 

concerning .legislative affairs (62%), and citizens and victims (58%). Less 

than half of the respondents reported being aware of statistical information 
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Table 3 

Number and Percent of Decision Makers by 'I}rpe of Research Need 

Research Needs 
Needed But 

Produced No Need 
Not Produced 

In FY85 
No. %-

No. % No. % .-ti tera ture or Legal 
lX>cument Searches 

120 28 138 37 152 35 
Analysis of Computerized 
and Record ra ta 

149 37 156 38 102 

I-' 

25 

w 

Survey Data 
158 38 173 42 80 20 

Developnent of Storage and 
Access to ~ter rata Bases 

137 34 170 42 101 25 
Policy and Program 
Evalua lion ra ta 

79 20 208 52 111 28 
Projec tion and 

:''''. 
Forecasting Studies 

101 26 209 53 85 22 

\ 
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'l)rpe of S ta tis tica 1 
Infonna tion 

Crime, 
Defendant, 

Offender 

Legisla ti ve 
Affairs 

Management 

Personnel 

Law 
Enforcement 

74% 

63 

39 . 

61 

Prosecu tion 

71% 

52 

14 

18 

.. 
b 

Table 4 

Percent of Decision Makers Exposed to Criminal Justice Statistics 
January 1984 - 11arch 1985 

by Type of Agency 

'l)rpe of Agency 
(Respondents Answering Yes) 

Adult Juvenile 
~fense Courts Judges Correc tions Services --

91% 56% 65% 61% 90% 

82 54 48 76 85 

46 21 13 47 74 

73 27 25 55 100 

Social Gov. Off. & 
Support Legisla tors 'IDTAL 

62% 89% 69% 

62 67 62 

44 34 " 
~"-

47 

:1'" 
<l 

62 55 48 
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about personnel matters (48%) and management issues including management 

information systems (34%). When total awareness was computed across the five 

types of s ta tis tical informa tion {not in table form}, 86 percent of the 

respondents reported being aware of some type of criminal justice statistics. 

This high awareness level of statistical information is similar to the Alaskan 

study which found that 87 percent of the 268 Alaskan administrators surveyed 

had been exposed to statistics concerning violence (Johnson, 1983). On an 

average, a higher pe·rcentage of juvenile justice decision makers indicated 

being aware of statistics than did decision makers in other positions. 

Decision .makers in defense or public advocate agencies were the second most 

informed type of respondents. 

The sources of statistical information varied among respondents, Le., 

resea rch reports, conference, other staff persons (not reported in table 

form). The statistical information of which they reported bedng aware was 

produced by a variety of sources including their mom agencies, other agencies 

in Kentucky and agencies outside Kentucky (not reported in table form). 

How extensive is the use and misuse of criminal justice statistics? The 

question of research use has been the subject of extensive discussion during 

the past decade. In this study, statistical information use was measured by 

asking responden ts a series of ques tions, beginning wi th decisions about 

various types of actions in which statistics could be utilized. The first 

decision concerned planning for change through the development of new 

practices, programs, services or the modification of existing ones, or through 

changing personnel recruitment, training, and performance evaluation policies 

or prac Uces. The second decision focused on the use of criminal justice 

statistics to justify more efficient use of agency funding or to increase or 

maintain the current levels of funding and to justify changing or keeping the 

same goals in one1s area of responsibility. Third, personal use of 

statistical information was examined, e.g., use in oral or written 

presentations. If a decision maker proposed one of the above actions but was 

not in a position to make the final decision, the proposed action was counted 

as an action. 

For each decision recorded, the respondent was asked whether any 

statistical information mentioned earlier was used. If yes, the responden t 

was then asked what was remembered about the research and how it was used. 

Figure 3 on page 16 presents use of criminal statistics by type of agency. 
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These results reveal that criminal justice statistics are being used by a 

substantial number of agency decision makers in Kentucky. Those in social 

support agencies, juvenile services, public advocates, and the Governor's 

Of fice and leg is la ti ve branch of governmen t reported using s ta tis tical 

informa tion mos t frequently; respondents from prosecu tion, courts and 

judgeships indicated the least use of statistics. With regard to the three 

types of action for which statistical information was used, in general, the 

extent of use was similar. 

Misuse of statistical information was also reported in the survey. One 

out of five respondents indicated being aware of the misuse of criminal 

justice statistical information (not in table form); respondents in all types 

of agencies reported misuse. Examples of misuse included reporting of facts 

without being able to back them up with numbers, distorting data, and not 

reporting all of the facts. 

Criminal Justice Research Production Capacity in Kentucky 

Decision makers in the Commonwealth view statistical information as 

important; they also report a strong need for such information. The awareness 

of s ta tis tics is high and, depending on the agency, the use is modera te to 

high. The next policy question addressed in the study is: Vbat are the 

capabilities of ageucies to produce and diffuse criminal justice statistical 

informs tiou1 

In regard to this question, respondents were first asked to indicate 

whether their agency or organizational unit had a research division or whether 

they had access to an external research division. Second, respondents were 

asked about the number of full-time and part-time employees in the research 

area. Overall, approximately 15 percent of the agencies involved in the 

survey had a research unit in their agency or division and approximately 15 

percent reported having access to a research unit (not reported in figure 

form). Figure 4 on page 18 shows that fewer decision makers in prosecution, 

defense, end courts reported either having a research unit or having access to 

one than did responden ts from 0 ther types of agencies. It should be noted 

that collapsing jailors and adult corrections respondent categories for figure 

presentations distorted the research capacity of adult corrections; most of 

the survey respondents from the adult corrections system perceived having 

access to the research unit located in central headquarters. Notably, a large 
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agency can have a research uni t and one or more of the departmental 

adminis tra tors may feel they do not really have access to tha t research 

capabili ty. 

An examina tion of the number of full-time and part-time research staff 

further demonstrates the limited capacity to produce criminal justice 

statistical information. Across all agencies, less than ten percent of the 

respondents indicated having at least one staff person devoted to research in 

their agency or agency division; some of these agencies have two to six 

researchers (not displayed here). A slightly higher percentage of agency 

representatives reported having no full-time researchers but some part-time 

research assistants. Figure 4 also presents these results by type of 

agency. It should be noted that the percent of part-time staff for 

legal-related agencies, such as public advocate offices, is distorted because 

of part-time legal research staff being included in the count. When 

respondents were asked whether or not the available research support met their 

needs, approximately 50 percent indicated that it did not (not displayed 

here) • 

Another important aspect of research capacity is whether or not a 

decision maker has someone to assist in selecting the most relevant' 

statistical information which should be reviewed. These so-ca lIed 

tlinformation brokers" have been found to facilitate the use of research. A 

third of the survey respondents indica ted having a particular person who 

served as a research information broker responsible for screening and keeping 

them abreast of the important facts and figures (not in table form). 

Limited criminal justice research production capacity in Kentucky raises 

another policy ques tion: To wba t extent do agencies use the research and 

information services of universities and the federal government? Across all 

agencies, 35 percent of the respondents reported using universi ty research 

services. Nearly a 11 of the reported experiences had been wi th Kentucky 

universities; only 14 respondents indicated using university research services 

outside the Commonweal tho Figure 5 on page 20 breaks these percentages down 

by type of agency. These results show that respondents in juvenile service 

positions use university research services more than other respondents; those 

from prosecution use these services the least. Another question to users of 

universi ty research services asked about those experiences. Resul ts (not 

displayed here) revealed that approximately 70 percent of the users had good 
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experiences with universities; 12 percent gave illustrations of bad 

experiences (e.g., faculty member arrogant, poor methodology, findings 

useless); and the remaining 18 percent reported mediocre experiences~ wi th 

little elaboration. 

The use of federal information services was slightly higher than the use 

of universi ty services: approximately 45 percent reported use of federal 

services. The services most frequently utilized included the Federal Bureau 

of Investigation (28% reported use), Bureau of Justice Statistics (17%), 

National Criminal Justice Reference Service (17%), National Institute of 

Jus tice (12%), Office of Juvenile Jus tice and Delinquency Preven tion (10%), 

National Institute of Corrections (6%), and SEARCH (4%). An inspection of 

Figure 5 again reveals tha t law enforcement and juvenile jus tice agencies 

report the most use of federal information services (60% respectively) and 

courts the least (20%). 

Interest in Research Capacity Building 

The survey results being present'~d strongly suggest that decision makers 

would be interested in strengthening Kentucky's research production 

capabilities relating to criminal justice issues. The a ttorney general's 

recent efforts to establish a statewide, systemwide Statistical Analysis 

Center for criminal justice was established for that purpose. If this was the 

intention for creating SAC, then it is important to determine the interest 

level of potential users of such a service. To this end, a final policy 

question was addressed in the needs-use survey_ What is the level of agency 

interest in having a Kentucky Criminal Justice Statistical Analysis Center? 

In teres t was measured in three ways. Firs t, a general ques tion asked 

respondents to indicate whether they were very interested, fairly interested 

or not interested. Second, respondents were asked whether they were 

interested in working with the SAC staff to obtain outside funds to conduct 

research for their agencies. A third question tapped whether or not they were 

willing to collaborate with SAC in conducting research on a cost-shared basis. 

Figure 6 on page 22 presents these results. 

A large maj ori ty of the respondents indica ted being very or fairly 

interested in working with SAC; over 80 percent of law enforcement, adult 

correc tions and j a i lors, and juveni Ie jus tice respondents reported being 

interested. Fewer (but still a majority of other respondent groups) reported 
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being interested in working with SAC in the future to obtain outside research 

funds. When asked about matched resources for research, 

reported being interested in the cost-sharing idea. 
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UTILIZATION AND APPLIlCATION OF THE NEEDS-USE RESULTS 

This needs -use survey has been conduc ted to answer policy ques tions 

regarding the importance of criminal justice statistical information, whether 

decisi.on makers see a need for such information, and whether they are aware of 

and use this type of information. The survey also addressed issues relating 

to Kentucky's capaci ty to produce criminal justice research and agency 

linkages with universities as an outside research service and with federal 
in forma t i on s e rv ice s • 

Notably, decision makers' interests in SAC as a 

po ten tia 1 s ta tewide, sys temwide resea rch-capaci ty-building ac tivi ty was 

assessed. Answers to these questions can be useful to several audiences. 

Usefulness to the Kentucky Statistical Analysis Center 

Foremost, the results of this needs-use survey can be useful to SAC in 

planning for fiscal year 1986. For example, respondents clearly expressed the 

need for statistical information concerning crime, defendants and offenders, 

as well as data from citizens and victims. SAC can continue to analyze the 

OBTS, PFO and citizen survey data with the intention of disseminating the 

results as special bulletins as they are produced. Along these lines, there 

was a need expressed, at SAC's first statewide conference, to compare PFO's 

with a control group of non-PFO classified inmates who are sentenced to 
correc tiona 1 ins ti tu tions. 

These comparative data will be collected, 
analyzed, and made available for statewide dis tribu tion. 

In rega rd to the 
first statewide survey of K~ntucky crime victims, there will be a follow-up 
survey during SAC's second year of operation • 

The needs-use results also showed that projection and program evaluation 

data are needed by more than half of the agencies surveyed. It is possible 

that SAC can sponsor one or more special workshops focusing on these topics. 

Some technical assistance can also be made available to agencies that prefer 

to conduct internal projection or evaluatl~n studies. 

It is also important to evaluate the Kentucky Criminal Justice 
Statistical Analysis Center. 

These needs-use survey da ta can serve as 
baseline data in a 'before-after evaluation. The design of this evaluation is 
in the planning stages. 
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Usefulness to Criminal Justice Decision Rakers in Kentucky 

Decision makers interested in using criminal justice statistics can 

benefit from this needs-use assessment. For example, the survey results can 

make them aware of the various types of statistical information that is or can 

be made available. Further, the results show that university research 

services are available in Kentucky and are being used by many decision makers; 

three ou t of four of those using these services reported good experiences. 

Also, some may not have been aware of all the federal informational services 

available. 

informa tion. 

A final benefit concerns the usefulness of statistical 

It can guide decisions relating to developing new programs and 

modifying existing ones, as well as providing direction to policy and 

legislative actions. Further, some decisions are made with the intention of 

using statistical information after the fact. Statistics can also be of use 

in jus tifying specific goals and objectives of an agency. Addi tiona lly, 

s ta tis tical informa tion is very helpful in proposal, speech, and report 

preparation. In Kentucky, criminal justice statistical information was 

reported being used in all of these ways. 

Finally, this needs-use assessment uncovered the problem of the misuse of 

statistical information and the fact that it is being noticed by a substantial 

number of agency personnel. 

Legislative Use of Results 

A third audience which can benefit from these needs-use results is 

legis la tors. The findings of this s ta tewide survey involving key decision 

makers in many agencies and major agency divisions has uncovered overwhelming 

support for the idea of strengthening Kentucky's capacity to produce criminal 

justice statistical information. Further, the survey results revealed that a 

la rge maj ori ty of dec ision makers endorse the Kentucky Criminal Jus tice 

Statistical Analysis Center, at least in concept, as one way of strengthening 

Ken tucky' s research capacity. The participa tion of more than one hundred 

agency personnel in the First Kentucky Conference on Criminal Justice Research 

and Statistics further demonstrated interest in the potential of SAC for 

producing r~levant research and statistical information. Kentucky legislators 

should be aware of these findings as they address the question of whether or 

no t to con tinue s ta te funding of the SAC opera tion af tel' federa I support 

ceases. 
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loR [1-4] 
CARD r-- [5] 

PLEASE CIRCLE THE CORRECT CODE NUMBER FOR EACH QUESTION 

The first set of questions concern your need for 'statistical information. 

Generally speaking, how would you rate the importance of criminal justice 
statistical information for the operations an~ functions of your immediate , 
departmental unit (the individual part of the organization with which you are 
associated). 

Very Important 
Fairly Important 
Somewhat Important 
Not Important 

1 
2 
3 
4 

[6 ] 

Now, for you personally. As a decision maker, how would you rate the importance 
of criminal justice statistical information? 

Very Important 
Fairly ImP9rtant 
Somewhat Important 
Not Important 

1 
2 
3 
4 

{7} 

The following is a list of crime and delinquency issues and problem areas for which 
statistical information may be needed. As a Statistical Analysis Center designed to 
collect and disseminate various criminal justice data, it is important for us to 
know your level of need for different types of information. 

Please indicate the level of need you personally have for statistical information 
for each issue or problem area. 

3. Issues or eroblems relating to 
crime, defendants70ffenders 

A. Profiles of criminal events 

B • Profiles of defendants/offenders 

c. Tracking offenders through the 
criminal justice system 

D. Serious and violent juvenile 
offender handling 

E. Recidivism occurrence and patterns 

F. Overcrowding 1n prisons and/or 
jailR 

G. Alternatives to institution-
alization 

H. Diversion programs; design, 
implementation, evaluation 

A-2 

STRONG 
NEED 

1 

1 

SOME 
NEED 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

NO 
NEED 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

[8] 

[ 9] 
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( 11 ) 

(12) 

[13] 

(14] 

[15] 
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4. 

STRONG 
NEED 

I. 

J. 

K. 

L. 

M. 

N. 

Treatment programs for offenders 
a) Adult 
b) Juvenile 

Prediction of violent offenders 

Forecasting crime 

Risk assessment for parole 

Risk assessment for pretrial 
release 

Other crime, defendent/offender 
issues or problem areas? (Specify 
and indicate level of need) 

Problems relating to citizens/victim! 

A. Crimes against children 
a) child abuse 
b) missing & exploited children 

B. Violence in the schools 

C. Public opinion about criminal 
justice agencies 

D. Citizens' expectations from/for 
criminal justice agencies 

E. Psychological effects of 
victimization 

F. Citizen involvement in crime 
prevention 

G. Victim assessment of treatment 

H. Victim assessment of services 

I. Citizen self-reports of being 
victimized 

J. Citizen/victim self-reports of 
their levels of fear 

K. Crime related to special populRtions 
a) Older persons 
b) Women 
c) Minorities 

A-3 

1 
1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 
1 
1 

1 
1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

SOME 
NEED 

2 
2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 
2 
2 

2 
2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 
2 • 
2 

~)----------~~----~~~~~~ 

-----~ -----------------

NO 
NEED 

3 [16] 
3 [17] 

3 [18] 

3 [19] 

3 [20) 

3 [21] 

3 [22] 
3 [23] 
3 [24] 

3 [25] 
3 [26] 

3 [27] 

3 [28] 

3 [29] 

3 [30] 

3 [31] 

3 [32] 

3 [33] 

3 (34] 

3 [35) 

3 [36] 
3 [37 ) 
3 [38] 
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L. Treatment programs forI victims 

STRONG 
NEED 

of crime 1 

M. Other citizen/victim issues or 
problems? (Specify and indicate 
level of need) 1 

5. Legislative Issues 

A. Mandatory, determinant sentencing 

B. Persistent felony offenders statute 

C. Exclusionary rule 

D. Criminally insane legislation 

E. Child abuse legislation 

F. Effect of reclassification of 
dollar levels for felony thefts 

G. Drug legislation 

H. Domestic violence legislation 

I. Other legislative issues or 
problems? (Specify and indicate 
level of need). 1 

6. Management/Decision Information 

A. Criminal Justice Clearing House, 
(libraries, directories) 

B. Integrated crime, arrest, prosecu­
tion and court data 

C. Computerized criminal investigative 
Support 

D. Probation and/or parole classifi­
cation system 

E. Compilation and graphic displays 
of dp.!:a 

F. Automated recordkeeping 

A-4 

1 

1 
1 

1 
1 

SOME 
NEED -

2 

2 
2 
2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 
2 
2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

NO 
NEED 

3 

3 
3 
3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 
3 
3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 
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[40] 
[41] . 
[42 ] 

(43] 

(44] 

r 45] 

[46] 

[47] 

[48 ] 

[49] 

[ 50'] 

[51] 
[521 
[53] 

[54] 

[55] 

[56] 

[57] 

(58] 

(59) 
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G. Criminal justice directory of 
chiefs, sheriffs, county 
attorneys, judges, etc. 

H. Other management and decision 
issues or problem areas? 
(Specify and indicate need) 

Personnel Information 

A. Manpower and budget planning 

B. Employment and expenditure 
data for state and local agencies 

C. Administrative surveys to collect 
information on personnel 

D. Manpower training, education, 
workload performance and policy 
assessment 

E. Job Task analysis 

STRONG 
NEED 

1 

1 
1 
1 

1 

F. Other personnel issues or problem 
areas? (Specify and indicate need) 

1 
1 
1 

SOME 
NEED 

2 

2 
2 
2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 
2 
2 

NO 
NEED 

3 

3 
3 
3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 
3 
3 

[60) 

[61] 
[62] 
[63] 

[64] 

[65] 

[66] 

[67] 

(68) 

[69J 
[70] 
[71] 

The term statistical information includes many different forms of research. 
Have you or your immediate departmental unit conducted(ing) or felt the need to 
conduct research using the following methods: CIRCLE ONE 

CONDUCTED(ING) 
DURING FISCAL 

YEAR '85 

A. Backround searches into the 
literature or legal documents 
about an issue or problem? 

B. Analysis of administrative data, 
program data, or other information 
already available in the 
computer or records? 

C. Surveys to collect information 
not already available? 

D. Computer information systems to 
develop or provide access to data 
bases? 

A-5 

1 

1 

FELT THE NEED 
BUT HAVE NOT 

CONDUCTED 

2 

2 

2 

2 

NO 
NEED 

3 

3 

3 

3 

[72] 

[73] 

[74] 

(75 ] 

j 
! 

j 
\ I 

! 

il ., 

I 
t.,1 ,I 

II 
fl.' il 

II 
II 
II 
lJ 
[] 

[] 

[I 

E. Evaluation of existing policies, 
laws, or programs to determine if 
they are addressing the needs or 
issues for which they were 
designed? 

F. Projection studies to determine 
future needs? 

CONDUCTE D(ING) 
DURING FISCAL 

YEAR' 85 

FELT THE NEED 
BUT HAVE NOT 

CONDUCTED 

2 

2 

rotl 
CARi)2- -. -

------- ,"-

NO 
NEED 

3 

3 

[76] 

[77 ] 

[1-4 ] 
[5 ] 

9. Please circle status of any research projects completed, being conducted, or 
planned during the current fiscal year? CIRCLE ALL CODES THAT APPLY IF MORE 
THAN ONE PROJECT ARE AT DIFFERENT STAGES. 

No Projects 
Projects Planned 
Projects conducted 
Projects completed 

, 

1 (CO TO QUESTION 10) 
2 
3 
4 

9A. Briefly describe the type and topic of these projects: 

[6] 
(7) 
[8] 
[9] 

[10-11] 

[12-13] 

[14-15J 

9B. Are these research projects conducted within your departmental unit, 
conducted by some other unit of your agency or organization, conducted under 
contract with an outside person or organization or some combination? 

CIRCLE ALL ANSWERS THAT APPLY 

Within Unit 
Other unit in agency 
Contract 

1 
2 
3 

[16] 
(17) 
(18] 

10. Do you have specific plans for research projects or studies during the next 
fiscal year? 

No Plans 
Yes, Projects Planned 

1 (GO TO QUESTION 11) 
2 

lOA. Briefly describe the type and topics of these projects: 

A-6 

[19] 

[20-21) 

(22-23) 

[24-25) 
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lOB. Where will these research projects be conducted? 

CIRCLE ALL ANSWERS THAT APPLY 

Within Unit 
Other unit in agency 
Contract 

1 
2 
3 

[26] 
[27] 
[28] 

Qu~stions 11 thru 14 concern the capabilities of your agency or organization to 
collect statistical information or perform research activities. This information 
will be important for determining the types of data collection and analytical needs 
of agencies or organizations for which the Statistical Analysis Center could provide 

assistance. 

11. Is there a specif ic department or division within your agency! organization 
designated to carry out research? 

No 
Yes - outside unit 
Yes - within unit 

1 (GO TO QUESTION 12) 
Z 
3 

11A. What is the name of the unit? -------------------------------------

[29] 
[30] 
[31] 

[32-33] 

UB. Does this specific department or division adequately meet your research 

needs? 

Yes 
No 

1 
2 

[34] 

12. How many unit staff members do you currently have doing research full-time? [34-35] 

13. How many unit staff members do you currently have doing research part-time? [36-37] 

14. Do you anticipate any changes in the number of staff available for research 
purposes for the next fiscal year? 

CIRCLE ONE 
No I 

Yes, increase 2 

Yes, decrease 3 
[38] 

Yes, varies 4 
Unknown 5 

Universities are often used by agencies as sources of producing or disseminating 
s ta tis tical information. The following questions refer to past, present and/or 
future involvement of your organization with any university or academic institution 

for research pur~oses. 

A-7 

, "! 
1 

\ 

\ 1 

I 
\ 

\ 

I r 
I 
\ 

\ 

: \ 
:j 

,I 
\ 

:\ 

\ 
II 
II 
\) 

1\ 
h 

\\ 

\ 

\l 

\l 
\1 

\ 

i J 

d 
!/I 

:J 
!J 

II 
II 

, fl 
f] 
('"1 

lJ 

[J 

,------.. --_. -

un a any involvement, in any capacity, ith 15. Have you or your departmental it h d 
universities or other academic i tit tj f w ns u .ons or research purposes? 

CIRCLE CODES FOR ANY UNIVERSITIES OR COLLEGES THAT APPLY 

None 
University of Kentucky 

University of Louisville: 
Urban Studies Center 
State Data Center 
School of Justice Administration 
Kent School of Social Work 
Other (Specify) 

Eastern Ky. College~~o~fC1L~a~w~· ~E~n~f~o-r-c-e-m-e-n-t------
Other Kentucky Universities or Colleges 
Universities or Colleges outside Kentucky 

o 
1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

[39] 
[40] 

[41] 
[42] 
[43 ] 
[44] 
[45] 
[46] 
[47] 
[48] 

16. Briefly explain what good and bad experiences you have had with 
individuals or organizations. these 

17. 

18. 

1 • 

2 •• ==~---------------------------------------
3 •• ==~---------------------------------~====== 

(49] 
[50] 
[51 ] 

Do you or your departmental unit regularly use any of the following F d 
sources of criminal justice information? e eral 

CIRCLE CODES FOR ANY SOURCE USED 

None used 
National Criminal Justice Reference Service 
SEARCH 
Bureau of Justice Statistics 
Office of Juvenile Justice and 

Delinquency Prevention 
National Institute of Justice 
National Institute of Corrections 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Other (Specify) ----------------------

o 
1 
2 
3 

4 
5 
6 
7 
8 

Hot .. interested are you in working with the Kentucky 
Statistical Analysis Center to develop research projects or 
information to your specific organizational needs? 

CIRCLE ONE 
1 
2 

[52J 
[53] 
[54J 
[55] 

[56] 
[57] 
[58] 
[59] 
[60) 

Criminal Justice 
apply statistical 

(61] 
Very Interested 
Fairly Interested 
Not Interested 
Other 

3 (GO TO QUESTION 19) 

---------------------
18A. Do you have. funds available which could be matched with the Statl i 1 
Analysis Center funds to conduct cooperative research projects for your ag:~c~; 

CIRCLI~ ANY CODES THAT APPLY 

Yes, funds available for matching tn FY 1985 
Yes, funds may be available in FY 1986 
No funds available 
Other --------------------

A-8 

1 
2 
3 

[62] 
[63] 
[64] 
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19. Are you interested in working with Kentucky's Cri.minal Justice Statistical 
Analysis Center to obtain outside funds to conduct research for your 
departmental unit? 

CIRCLE ONE 
Yes 
No 
Other .-----------------------

1 
2 [65] 

Finally, we need some general information about your agency or organization. This 
information will be kept strictly confidential and will be uS'ed only for 
classification purposes. 

20. How many years has your departmental unit existed, regardless of title, to carry 
out your primary function or organization? years [66-67] 

21. How many people are in your departmental unit, including yourself? 

22. How long have you been in your present position? __________ ~-- years 

23. In what month does your fiscal year start? 

January 
July 
Other -------

24. Are you ••••••••..•••...•••.•••. ? Male 
'Female 

25. What is your current position or title? 

26. Other comments? 

1 
2 
3 

1 
2 

[68-69] 

[70-71 ] 

[72] 

[73] 

[74] 

--------------------.------------~--------------------------

SO THAT OUR MAILING LISTS ARE ACCURATE, PLEASE CHECK THE INFORMATION BELOW AND MAKE 
ANY NECESSARY CORRECTIONS. ALSO, PLEASE WRITE IN YOUR BUS INESS TELEPHONE NUMBER AND 
AREA CODE IN THE SPACES PROVIDED SHOULD WE NEED TO CALL YOU FOR ANY REASON. 

TELEPHONE ( ) 

LABEL GOES HERE 

THANK YOU VERY MUCH FOR TAKING THE TIME TO COMPLETP. THIS QUESTIONNAIRE. PLE~qE 
RETURN IT IN THE ENCLOSED SELF-ADDRESSED POSTAGE-PAID ENVELOPE AS SOON AS POSSIBLE. 

A-9 
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1. 

c:::::-1IiII'1 
1 __ .a1 

Since January, 1984, have you been exposed to statistical information concerning 
issues or problems relating to crime, defendents or offenders? 

Respondent 
10# [1-4) 

YES 
.--r 

lAo Were any of the statistics or rest-r-ch-d-a-ta-r-e-gal'ding 
tracking offenders through the criminal justice syst~m? 

YES 
-1-

NO O.K. SKIP 
2 --r -9- [7) 

NO 
Cardl- ..L - (5) 

21 (6) 

lB. What about statistics or research data regarding tracking 
offenders through the the criminal justice system? 

YES 
-1-

NO O.K. SKIP 
2" -y- g- (8) 

I IF YES TO Q.1, lA, OR lB, CONTINUE TO Q.IC. OTHERWISE, GO TO NEXT PAGE.l 

lC. What were some of the statistics, research results or conclusions concerning crime, 
defendents or offenders that you can recall? For example, do you remember anything 
such as percentages, rates or relationships? 

____________________________________________________________________ [9] 

10. Did any of the information concerning 
come directly from: 

crime, defendents or offenders 

IREAD EACH RESPONSE CHOICEI 
a research report or journal article 
a conference or workshop 
another staff person 
any other source ___________ . __ _ 

YES 
-I-

1 
1 
1 

NO O.K. 
T -r 

2 3 
2 3 
2 3 

SKIP 
g- (10) 

9 (11) 
9 (12] 
9 (13] 

IE. Were you exposed to any of this -----?> IF. Was any of this information produced by: 
information since the beginning of 19851 

YES 
-1 

NO 
2" 

O.K. SKIP -r g- [14] 

READ EACH RESPONSE CHOICE AND 
CIRCLE ALL THAT APPLY 

Your agency 
Another agency in Kentucky 
Agency outside Kentucky 

YES 
1 

1 
1 

NO 
2" 
2 
2 

-. , 

O.K. SKIP 
-y--r 

3 9 
3 9 

[15] 
(16] 
[17] 

------~-- .... 

. \ 

'0 

, 
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l. 

2. Since January, 1984, have you been exposed to statistical information concerning 
issues or problems relating to citizens or victims? 

YES 

~-------y-
~ 

2A. Were any of the statistics or research data related 

I

to crimes against children? 

YES NO O.K. SKIP 
-1- 2 --y- -g- [19J 

NO 

21 
2B. 

1 

[1BJ 

What about statistics or research data relating 
to crimes against children? 

YES 
-1-

NO O.K. SKIP 
T --y- -g- [20J 

20. What about statistics or research data relating 2C. Were any of the statistics or research data related 
to citizen/victim self-reports of victimization to citizen/victim self-reports of victimization 
and fear of crime? and fear of crime? 

YES 
-1-

NO O.K. SKIP 
2 --y- -g- [21] 

YES 
-1-

NO O.K. SKIP 
2 --y- -9-

IF YES TO ~ OF THE ABOVE QUESTIONS, CONTINUE TO Q.2E. OTHERWISE, GO TO NEXT PAGE. 

2E. What were some of the statistics, research results or conclusions concerning 
citizens or victims that you can recall? For example, do you remember anything 
such as percentages, rates or relationships? 

2F. Did any of the information concerning citizens or victims come directly from: 

[READ EACH RESPONSE CHOICEl 
a research report or journal article 
a conference or workshop 
another staff person 
any other source _____________ _ 

YES 
-1-

1 
1 
1 

NO 
T 
z 
2 
2 

O.K. 
-r 

3 
3 
3 

SKIP 
-g-

9 
9 . 
g 

[24] 
(25) 
[26] 
[27] 

2G. Were you exposed to any of this 
information since the beginning of 19851 

> 2H. Was any of this information produced by: 

YES 
-1-

NO O.K. SKIP 
2 ---r- -9- [28] 

READ EACH RESPONSE CHOICE AND 
CIRCLE ALL THAT APPLY 

Your agency 
Another agency in Kentucky 
Agency outside Kentucky 

YES NO 
1 T 

1 2 
1 2 

O.K. -r 
3 
3 

[22] 

[23] 

SKIP 
-g [29] 

9 [30] 
9 [31] 

~---"-.~ __ -----"L---~--"""----~ -----" ---~- ~ 

~~----------------'-.............----~ 
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3. Since January, 1QS4, have you been exposed to statistical information concerning legislative affairs in criminal justic&? 

YES 
_--1-

[32J 

1"7'.-" 
t ....• ....-rJ 

3A. Were any of these statistics or re~a-r-c-h--da-t-a related 
to persistent felony offenders or career criminal statutes? 

YES 
"1 NO O.K. SKIP 

2" -y- ,-

What about statistics or research data regarding 
persistent felony offenders or career criminal statutes? 

[33J YES 
"1 

IF YES TO ANY OF THE ABOVE QUESTIONS, CONTINUE TO Q.3C. OTHERWISE, GO TO NEXT PAGE. 

3C. What were Some of the statistics, research results Or conclusions concerning 
legislative affairs in criminal justice that you can recall? For example, dQ 
you remember anything such as perc&ntages, rat~s or relationships? 

3D. Did any of the information concerning legislative affairs in criminal justice Come directly from: 

READ EACH RESPONSE CHOIC 
YES NO O.K. a researc report or journal article 

a conference or workSHOp 
anothe~ staff person 

"1 2" SKIP -r g-
any other source 

-----------------------------3E. Were you exposed to any of this 
information since the beginning of 1985? ;> 3F. 

1 
1 
1 

Was 

2 
2 
2 

any of 

3 9 
3 9 
3 9 

this information 

NO O.K. SKIP 
2" -y- g-

[36J 
[37] 
[3BJ 
[39J 

produced by: 
YES 

T NO O.K. SKIP 
2" -r g- [40] 

READ EACH RESPONSE CHOICE AND 
CIRCLE ALL THAT APPLY 

YES NO O.K. Your agency 
1 T -r Another agency in Kentucky 1 2 3 Agency outside Kentucky 1 2 3 

[34J 

[35J 

SKIP 
g- [41J 

9 [42J 
9 [43] 

o 

\ 

j 

1 

·1 

[1 
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4. Since January, 1984, have you been exposed to statistical or research information concerning 
personnel, manpower or other' administrative iSsues? This would include things such as 
training and performance evaluations, employee surveys and cost analyses. 

YES 

IF YES, CONTINUE TO 0.4A. ~T 
NO 

T [44] 

IF NO, SKIP TO 0.5, NEXT PAGE. 

4A. What were some of the statistics, research results or conclusions concerning 
personnel or administrative issues that you can recall? For example, do you 
remember anything such as percentages, rates or relationships? 

4B. Did any of the information concerning personnel or administrative issues come directly from: 

4C. 

ULEAD EACH RESPONSE CHOICE] 
a research report or journal article 
a conference or workshop 
another staff person 
any other source ______________ _ 

YES 
-I-

I 
1 
1 

NO 
T 

2 
2 
2 

D.K. 
-r 

3 
3 
3 

SKIP 
g-

9 
9 
9 

[46] 
[47] 
[48] 
[49J 

Were you exposed to any of this 
~ 4D. Was any of this information produced information since the beginning of 1985? 

READ EACH RESPONSE CHOI~E AND YES NO D.K. SKIP 
CIRCLE ALL THAT APPLY -I- T -3- g- [~O} 

YES Your agency -I-
Another agency in Kentucky 1 Agency outside Kentucky 1 

b 

by: 

NO D.K. SKIP 
T -r g-
2 3 9 
2 3 9 

[45] 

i' 

[51) 
r [52J 

[53J 

.-----.--~-- .. ~ ....,-< • 

0 

, 

11 

:,1 

I 



I • 
l 

\ 

\ 

r'Z~ 
L..::,hJ 

4. Since January, 1984, have you been exposed to statistical or research information concerning 
personnel, manpower or other administrative issues? This would include thili~s such as 
trainin9 and performance evaluations, employee surveys and cost analyses. 

YES 

~-1 
IF YES, CONTINUE TO Q.4A. 
IF NO, SKIP TO 0.5, NEXT PAGE. 

NO 
T [44J 

4A. What were some of the statistics, research results or conclusions concerning 
personnel or administrative issues that you can recall? For example, do you 
remember anything such as percentages, rates or relationships? 

4B. Did any of the information concerning personnel or administrative issues 
come directly from: 

IREAD EACH RESPONSE CHOICE 
a research report or journal article 
a conference or workshop 
another staff person 
any other source _____________ _ 

YES 
-I-

1 
1 
1 

NO O.K. 
T -r 

2 3 
2 3 
2 3 

SKIP 
-9-

9 
9 
9 

(46J 
(47] 
[48J 
(49J 

4C. Were you exposed to any of this 
information since the beginning of 1985? 

> 40. Was any of this information produced 

YES 
-1-

NO O.K. SKIp 
T -r -9- [50] 

READ EACH RESPONSE CHOI~E AND 
CIRCLE ALL THAT APPLY 

Your agency 
Another agency in Kentucky 
Agency outside Kentucky 

YES 
-I-

1 
1 

[45J 

by: 

NO O.K. SKIP 
T -3- -9- (51) 
2 3 9 [52J 
2 3 9 [53] 
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5. 

[~J 

Since January, 1984, have you been exposed to statistical information concerning 
management information systems? 

YES 

~-r IF YES, CONTINUE TO Q.5A 
IF NO, SKIP TO Q.6, NEXT PAGE 

NQ 
T [54] 

5A. What was some of the information concerning management information sy!'te,e5 
that you can recall? For example, do you remember anything such as percefltages, 
rates or relationships? 

58. Did any of the information concerning management 
come directly from: 

information systems 

I READ EACH RESPONSE CHOT CE I 
a research report or journal article 
a conference or workshop 

'another staff person 
any other source --------------------------

YES 
-1-

1 
1 
1 

5C. Were you exposed to any of this 
information since the beginning of 1985? 

) 50. Was 

NO O.K. 
T -r 

2 3 
2 3 
2 3 

any of this 

SKIP 
-9-

9 
9 
9 

information 

[56] 
[57] 
(58J 
[59J 

produced 

READ EACH RESPONSE CHOICE AND 
YES 
-1-

NO O.K. SKIP 
T -r -9- [60J 

CIRCLE ALL THAT APPLY 

Your agency 
Another agency in Kentucky 
Agency outside Kentucky' 

YES 
-1-

1 
1 

1 
I 

i 
',1 
\ 

11 

[55) 

by: 

NO O.K. SKIP 
T -r --g [61] 
2 3 9 [62J 
2 3 9 (63J 

1 

1 

~ 
1 

1 , 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

~ 
~ 1 

1 
.J 

~ 

, ~ 
1 
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Now we would like to ask you a few questions about actions or proposals you may 
have made during the last year for which statistical information may have been 
needed. There are six different areas and, as before, we are speaking of those 
actions or proposals occurring since January, 1984 only. 

102 
CardZ- ..2... -

[1-4J 
[5] 

6. Let's begin with programs and policies. 00 you recall proposing or taking 
develop new practices, programs, services or to modify existing ones? 
YES NO O.K. 
-1- 2" -r- [6] IIF YES, GO TO Q.6A. OTHERWISE, SKIP TO Q.7J 

action to 

6A. What was this action? [7] > 6B. Did you use any of the ---? 6C. 00 you remember anything about the 
research and how you used it? [9J statistical information 

you mentioned earlier in 
taking this action? [8] 

SKIP 9 

YES NO O.K. 
-r \7:~-r­
I SKIP TO Q;6£Q 

SKIP 
-g 

60. Did anthing else, for example a theory you read or heard about, a description of some technique, an 
administrative requirement or opinions In some similar type action, influence you on this? 

NO O.K. SKIP --~} 6E. What was that? 

NO RECALL 
8 

SKIP 
-g 

YES 
-1- 7: -r- -g [10] --------------------

~ 
______________________________________________ [11] 

7. Now about personnel policies. Since January, 1984, do you recall proposing or taking action to change personnel 
recruitment, training and performance evaluation policies or practices? 

YES NO O.K. 
1 T -r [12] I IF YES, GO TO C.7A. OTHERWISE, SKIP TO Q.8.1 
7A. What was this action? (13] ----? 7B. Oid you use any of the ----7 

statistical information 

SKIP 9 

you mentioned earlier in 
taking this action? [14] 

YES 
-1-

NO ~ SKIP 
T 3 -g 

":IT I SKIPjO Q.7D.1 

7C. 00 you remember anything about the 
research and how you used it? (15] 

NO RECALL SKIp 
ij -g 

70. Did anthing else, for example a theory you read or heard about, a description of some technique, an 
administrative requirement or opinions on some similar type. action, influence you on this personnel action? 

YES 
1 

NO 
7: 

7E. What was that? ____________________________ _ 

______________________________________ [17J 

i 
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8. Now, I'm going to ask you about agency funding. Do you recall proposing or taking action to justify more 
efficient use of agency funding or to increase or maintain current levels of funding? 

YES NO O.K. 
-1- 2"" ---r [IB) IIF YES, GO TO Q.8A. OTHERWISE, SKIP TO Q.9.1 

b 

BA. What was this action? (19J ----7 BB. Did you use any of the ~ 8C. 
statistical information 

Do YOIl remember anything about the 
research and how you used it? (21) 

you mentioned earlier in 
taking this action? (20) 

YES NO O.K. :SKIP 
-1- "2 -r ---g 

'>,,/ NO RECALL SKIP 
SKIP 9 I SKIP TO Q.80J 

BO. Did anthing else, for example a theory you read or heard about, a description of some technique, an 
administrative requirement or opinions on some similar type action, influence you on this fundin9 action? 

8 ---g 

YES 
-1-

NO O.K. SKIP 
2 -r---g 

--7 8E. What was that? _______________________ _ 
[22] 

~/ 
________________________________________________ [23] 

9. In the area of goals and objectives, since January, 1984. do you recall proposing or taking act]on 
to just ify chang i ng or keepi ng the same goa 1 s. in your area of respons i bil ity? 

YES NO O.K. 
-1- 2"" -r (24) ~S. GO TO Q.9A. OTHERWISE, SKIP TO Q.I0} 

9A. What was this action? [25] ~ 9B. Did you use any of the ~ ge. 00 you remember anything about the 
statistical information research and how you used it? [27] 

_______________________ ~S~KIP 9 

you mentioned evrlier in 
taking this action? [26] 

YES 
-1-

NO O.K. SKIP 
"2 -r ---g 
iU/ [SJ TO Q.901 

90. Did anthing else, for example a theory you read ur heard about, a description of some t~chnique, an 
administrative requirement or opinions on some similar type actiorl, influence you on this? 

D.K. SKIP ~ 9E. What was that? 

NO RECALL SKIP 
8 -9-

YES 
-1-

NO 
"2 -3- --9- [2&] .----------------------

---------------------------------------_----(29) 
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10. Now, about research projects. Do you recall proposing or taking action to plan or 
initiate specific research projects or evaluation studies? 

YES NO O.K. r. 
-1- 2'" -r- [30) IlF YES, GO TO Q.IOA. OTHERWISE, SlOP TO Q.11.1 

b 

r:;;;JIiIIIIii .. ~ 

IDA. What was this action? [31] ------7 lOB. Did you use any of the ----7 
statistical information 

lOCo Do you remember anything about the 
research and how you used it? [33] 

__________ ~ ____________ ~S:KIP 9 

you mentioned earlier in 
taking this action? [32] 

YES 
-r 

NO O.K. SKIP 
2"" -r -g 

'>.,c: 
I SK I P TO Q. 100 J 

100. Did anthing else, for example a theory you read or heard about, a description of some technique, an 
administrative requirement or opinions on some similar type action, influence you on this? 

--~) 10E. What was that? 

NO RECALL 
8 

SKIP 
-9-

YES 
-1-

NO O.K. 
2"" -r- SKIP 

-9- (34] ---------------------------------------------

""'/ ____________________ [35] 

11. The last area is oral or written presentations. Since January, 1984, do you recall 
proposing or taking action to prepare oral and/or written presentations such as 
proposals, briefings, speeches or workshops? 

YES NO O.K. 
-1- 2'" -3 (36] /IF:VES, GO TO Q.I1A. OTHERWISE, SKIP TO Q.l~ 

11A. What was this action? [37J ---? lIB. Did you use any of the ---4 
statistical information 

HC. Do you r'emember anything about the 
research and how yo.u used it? [39] 

~ ... -----

you mentioned earlier in 
taking this action? (38J 

YES NO O.K. SKIP 
-1- 2"" -r- -g 

'--- .::::: 

-' 

------ .. NO RtCAlL SK I P 
SKIP 9 I SKIP TO Q.llD] ~----_-_--------__ ----8~ --9-

110. Did anthing else, for example a theory you read or heard about, a description of s,ome technique, an 
administrative requirement or opinions on lome similar type action, influence you on this? 

YES NO O.K. SKIP --~) lIE. What was that? ______________ . _______ _ 
1 2"" -r- -g [40) ____________________________ , ______________________ [41) 
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12. Do you recall any uses of statistical information you may have made during the 
last year other than those I mentioned? 

YES NO O.K. r--------------------. 
-1- "2 -3- [42J I IF YES. GO TO Q.12A. OTHERWISE. SKIP TO Q.13.) 

12A. What was this action? [43] -7 12B. Did you use any of the --7 12C. Do you remember anything about the 
statistical information research and how you used it? [45] 
you mentioned earlier in 
taking this action? [44] 

YES NO O.K. SKIP 
-1- "2 3""""" g-

SKIP 9 cill:~:% Q.1200;] 
NO RECALL 

8 

13. Duri ng the 1 ast year. do you reca 11 anyone in your agency or in another agency us i ng 
statistical information in the wrong way when developing or modifying a practice. 
program or service or for any o~reason? INTERVIEWER: EXPECT RESPONSES TO Q.13A AND Q.13B 

TO OVERLAP. AND TRY TO SEPARATE ANSWERS ACCORDINGLY. 
YES NO O.K. 
-1- "2 -r- [46] [IF YES. GO TO Q.13A. OTHE~WISE. SKIP TO Q.14.J 

13A. What kind of statistical information 
was misused? [47J 

• 

NO RECALL 
8 

SKIP 
-g 

------4) 13B. How was it misused? [48] 

" 

SKIP 
-9-

-----~.-'- .. -.. -
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14. In general, what determines whether or not you look to statistical information for 
help when formulating a proposal or taking some of the actions mentioned earlier? [49J 

14A. Are there any other reasons? ____________________________________ _ 

15. Do you have one particular staff member whom you rely on to keep you abreast 
of new resea~ and statistical information? 

YES NO O.K. 
-1- T -r (50) I IF YES, GO TO Q.15A. OTHER~ISE, SKIP TO ENDJ 

15A. How does that person (how do you) decide what information you (others) see or hear about? 

ISS. In what form is the infonnation passed along? For example, original documents or 
summarized materials, etc? 

15C. What is the official title of this person? 

END: That completes the interview. Would you like to be on our mailing list to receive the 
Kentucky Criminal Just ice Statistical Analysis newsletter and 1 isting of available information? 
IF YES, VERIFY NAME AND ADDRESS WHERE INFORMATION SHOULD BE MAILED. 

YES 
-1-

NO 
2" 

Interviewer 
10#: 
Time: 

[51J 

[52) 

(53-54] 
[55-56] 

•• ' • .,.......'.."r-, ....... ~m=::.'\'_t;Tf."':";~~~~~~~~m:~~.~;~~',.'!t.,.~:>%=:.~;;~.:;':'Oi::\~.;-~.=~=.~"""· .... ""'n".~>.".,'l7....-"~ .... "''''o't''"'"'''.''''.7~-.-'.'-~--"""""'~..".,.."..-.. ~.~-'-.-' .~'~>,,,' ~ -.,-

o 

... ---- .. ----_. -. 



I 
1 
J 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

J 

J 

I 

KENTUCKY CRIMINAL JUSTICE STATISTICAL ANALYSIS CENTER­
STEERING COMMITTEE 

Ernie Allen 
Director 
Public Health & Safety Cabinet 
City of Louisville 

E. Austin2 Jr. 
Secretary 
Cabinet for Human Resources 
Commonwealth of Kentucky 

David H. Bland 
DHB Consulting 
Versailles, Kentucky 

Robin Crigler 
Director 
Kentucky Commission on Women 

Villiam "Bill" Dillard 
Sheriff 
Christian County, Kentucky 

Morgan T. Elkins 
Commissioner 
Kentucky State Police 

J. Price Foster 
Dean 
College of Urban & Public Affairs 
University of Louisville 

Larry Hayes 
Secretary of the Cabinet 
Governor's Office 
Commonwealth. of Kentucky 

Vic Hellard, Jr. 
Director 
Legislative Research Commission 
Commonwealth of Kentucky 

Paul F. Isaacs 
Public Advoca te 
Department for Public Advocacy 
Commonwealth of Kentucky 

John Kearns 
Circuit Court Clerk 
Harrison County, ~entucky 

Robert K. Kirtley 
County Attorney 
Daviess County, Kentucky 

James Knauf 
Jailor 
Kenton County, Kentucky 

Ronald W. McBride 
Chief 
Ashland Police Department 
Ashland, Kentucky 

Gentry McCauley, Jr. 
Commonwealth Attorney 
Fourteen th Judicia 1 Dis tric t 
Commonweal th of Kelltucky 

George W. Wilson 
Secretary 
Corrections Cabinet 
Com~onwealth of Kentucky 

----"~,---~ 

,. 

I 
II 
I' 

I 
jl 

11 
f I 

I 
r 
t 
1" 
! I 
1 ' 

i I 
} f 
J ! 

I 

1 
I 
1 

I 
I 

::~""c; 

i 
J 
I 
1 

! 

.. 

o 

'1,' 

1 

.. 
I 

I 
J 
1 
i 
j 

, 1 




