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The a.uthor aclawwledges the assistance of Mrs. Gertrude 

McIver who helped complete the final drafting of the report. The 

project could not have been compiled \.J'ithout the able assistance 

and the discussions ,of the reBearch committee which included: 

R6bertJaneski, Rosilyn James, Pbylli.s Cook, Dale Denney, Gertrude 

Melver) ,ana. Carrol Mills.:, "7i tbput iJhe help of the research 

committEJe; who collected all'da-':.a flOr the project" this project 

could ..not -have l)6ert undertaken. 

A -special 'Lhank you is· due Mr. George '\IT. Thompson who sup_· 

ported 'the cIUth·::>r in ways -Loo numerous to ment"io:n. 
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A. GIOSF.R LOOK A'T.' BACKGROUND AND 

FAMILY CHARACTEIUSl Tr:~~ OF OFFFNflEPS 

CovernorQs Commi.ttee on Grimlnql A.dministn~t-ion 

This technlc·81 report presents reseal'c.h results faT the sub-project 

on the offender ar:d his f"lmj ly funded for t.he KJ:ins!Js State Rec.eption trr,d 

Diagnostic. Center l:'y the GCOA for fisc9.l Yf,aT 1974. Some of the data w"r.iC·':'i 
• 

is report.ed here :i s c01r.p9'J"od wi tb dClta gathered during grant.s fum18d 

by t.he committee in PT',,=VlCllS Y<3ars. T.I:-H~ l'epOl'L.s cf research dRta en Gl'PS:ts 

#1198 r:Jlld #1584 (ilval'ded ott) mDC prev:'i ous y~l'" rs hy GCGA a.re 'U8e.d for CCtr.~ 

KRDG research s'Laii' to ident.i fy some of tho:' rr.O,'P. important backgr(.ur.:i and 

family cbaract8rl stl cs cf the offenders SF.oE'::1 at KRDG" j t represents a 

more intense study of ti,e families of thesE: cffenders than had bec'l1 FS~ 

sible. All efforts of -the sodalwork staff "Iho pa rticipated in the Shldy 

l'E're directed toward corrtm1micating wit'h the famil.ies 'in any way possible> 

to obtain all types of social work inforrnatl.on" 

The reseaech datA. c'Jllection manua] can l:e fOUTld in Appendix A, The 

study "ras developed so that lD'.:.rly of the Ga!Il0 qu.;;[·':_2::,.c,3 iveJ:'e c1.sked 0" t. ,. 

inmates and f[lmilies or inmates and employers., This approach was an 

att.empt to d.et.ermin~ the mos'\:. reliable s.Jurces of CAr t.ain types of d,gt.;-· 

as well a.s to see :if inmate and fAmily pe'rrc0ptions of t.he family env'tror.·· 
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'~" .... ____ m. ________________________________________ __ 

ment '\>Jere similar. ' 

In an effort to facilitate the ex.cha~ge of informati.on the same s()ci&l 

worker and psychoJ.nglst functioneD on, all theh' assigned caseO +'oget~lp.y, 

This was a more sat.isfactoryworking n-la'!:,] onship than had been tbe caSE­

prior to the study where social workanCi: ~)sycholcgy staff members were 

ea.ch randomly ass),gnsd to CBses" The fj,nal sarr,ple ccnsisted of 97 iY;lJJates 

referred by the District Courts of !S'ansas to the Kansas State Reception 

a.nd Diagn/)sti.c CAnter fOT evaluation. 

Social worr.,9rs illterviewed the inmat8s \~i.thin the first tWI) or three 

days. at KRDC s:) that 1etteJ's and qU6st.ionm.tit'( s fe::;' int'crmatlon c{)1.).J.d t'e 

maj,led as quiokly as possible. QU(?sti(.r:!"oflires r;':lt received or interv i.6w 

appointments net h'pt \>Jere pu shed foX' .in ary way p8ssj.bl e., The sod ~ll 

work staff J'e'l1' that lhe.i t' fol10\>J up work dld i!'; f::tct increase the rBt~ 

at which i'amiJ..i es helped 'in the evaliJ:'lt,ion process. SpventY'·'Tline per:er!t 

of tbe parental families part.icipated in Sc::.llJ,f,; Wqy wi th the KRDG evalua-, 

tion. In fifty-nine pel'cent of the ,cases, O:1€ of the natural pare~rts or 

both came for the social work interview. In t.werlty percent of the cases 

the information provided to the social work staff Has only from a writ., 

ten questionnaire sent out by the social \.Jork staff. Only:in thirteen 

percent of' the cases di.d families or wives :not participate in any way 

with the KRDC eV'aluati.on. 

The sample was drawn from cases assigned tc part-time psych:l atrist R 

from September 1973 to FebruarJr 1974.. A t.otal of 97 off'enders were i.n 

the slJmple. Every effort \~ar3 made to have the caS6S assigned randomly 

• 
- 3 -, ,. 

~: 

• 
to the research proje(:'C, bowever, the absence of crimes such as murder, 

rape and sexual offenses involving child t"en, make the initial assumpb,c.t1 

• of randomness 8uspect. , ' 

No future research projects should delegate to non-research cleric,,;} 

assistance the responsibility of assigning cases to a random sample. Th6 

• issue 'of_randomness is critical and when this fact is not fully appre-

cj:ated;: .as 'happened in this project, \,t'he result,s cannot be generalized, 
• • ... ' i'-. 

Assig:qment.of 'case's- for all. future research projects should be handled by 

• the=research . staff' o. 
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RESULTS 

This sample came to KRDO more often from urba.n communities such as 

Sedgi'lick and Shawnee cOlUlties than had been tbe ca.se the previous t • .JO 

years. The length of Kansas residency was compaT'able to the earlier time 

sample. Almost t.hree-fourths of the sample had been Kansas residents 

over five years. This groD.p ,·TaS approximately one year younger than 

were the ~Jdm:t.ssiollS to the Genter during the prev-icus years. The mean 

age of the currentsf;'lmple Was 24 years of age. A.pproximately one-,fourt,h 

of the sample' was com.pose.d of minorit.y groups" 
, , 

All of t.he cases in, the, curre'Ylt sample were referred to lffiDC by the 
", ~: 

district COUl.'ts for psychiat'ric evaluat.ion. 'T'here ,.,ras a m.uch higher 

incirJence of aggravated robbery' charges in this sample than was the case 

previously and a slightly bighf}r number were s.,mtenced foX' burglary. The 

overall incidence of violent types of crimes however was slightly lower 

than was the case in. previous years. The incidence of d.rug crimes 1..ras 

6% higher. 

Less men in this sample had been previously committed t.o adult penal 

institutions than had beeu. the case in other research projects. The mean 

age of offenders at first commitment to a. penaJ. institution was 22 years 

of age. As near as couid'be determined, 61% of the current sample ha.d had 

no difficulties'with the law a.s a. juvenile. This percentage was much above 

the 39% in that ca.tegory'in previous yeaTS, Only a very small percent of 

the current sample, 11% in fact, had bElen commi tted to state juvenile 

institutions. 
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OnlY'26% of the currer.t population had completed high schooL Forty­

five percent had dropped of:\:. at tbe end of either' the ninth or tent.h grade 

at the average age of 16.S>" Intellectually thE- men in this sample i .... ere 

somewha.t below the scores' fo'u:nd' on previous occasions. Their perforrr.anc6 

could generally be cla.ssed as falling within t.he 10Wel.' portion of the 

Average. rangew:ith reading achievement levels slightly below the tenth 

grade a.nd mathematical levels fa.lling at the nir..th grade. 

Fifty-eight percent' of the sample had not been in the military ser~ 

vice. Of ,those havi.ng served, 27% had r'eceived honorable discha.rges, HUh 

37% not yet h8.ving 'been discharged ac:col'd.i.ng to {,he Tecor-ds at the time of 

thf;, KRDO 'evaluation., 

The largest pHrcentage of men m8de tbeir first: attempt to separate 

from the :psl:l'ental figures 'between the ages (If 15 a.nd 19, with 17 to 19 

being the most frequent age range for the separation. 

~~h6re was a slightly higher pl'oportion of ir.JD.5.t8s relat.ing histories 

void of alcohol involvement. The incidence cf drug use a.ppeared more 

extensive than it had be~n previous years 'with 57% of this saJilple indi­

cating that they had been involved with at. least tHO or more drugs. 

Drugs -.included were: marijuana; hashish, hal.1ucinogens, barbiturates, 

amphetamines, benzene deriva.tives, tranquiliz. ers, morphine and opiateso 

K~milL Profi..;1;e 

The percentages given in this secticiU were computed on the basis 01 

orLly tho s e i"funi Ii ss res pondi ng • 

: .-, . - .f . 
----------------!...::......."""----'-~~---.----------~------_____ _IL _____________ 1.- ----------
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Almost 90% of the families who responded. indicated they had b~eti.' 

formally married, The incidence of cornmon-la\of er informal types of live-, 
in arrangements among parental figures seemed negligible in 1ihissampJ.e: 

Forty-five percent of the inmate population had been reared in large com·~ 

munities of populations over 50,0000 Ten percent had been reared in com­

munities between 25,000 to 50,000 population while 12% had been reared ih ,_ 
, . ~,i~,-\"~:.::.: ~::-';'~~." .. ' 

'". .' ~ ~ ,~ ~". 

oitha;'>':, > 

T~~l\~~, :~ 
cities with populations from 10,000 to 25,000, Twenty-two percent 

population h3,d been reared in towns under the popUlation of 5,000. 

majority of the popUlation then came from urban areas. In 80% of the 

families, the father supported the family. Welfare was the major source, 

of finances only 8% of the time. The fathers of the irunates were less 

well·~educa.ted than the mothers a.s 46% of the fathers had grade school or 

less educa.tions where as only 27% of the mothers fell in that category. 

While only 15% of the fa.thers were high school gra.duates, 34% of the 

mothers had obtained their high school diplomas. A small, but equal 

percentage of mothers and fathers had had some college education, however, 

instances where the father had obtained a college degree outnumbered the 

mothers in that category. Most (42%) of the fathers worked at the skilled, 

semi-skilled or unskilled trade levels. Fifteen percent of the fathers 

managed or operated their aim businesses. Although 45% of the mothers did 

not work outside of the home, 16% did function in service occupations f'uch 

as beauticians, hospital workers, or maids. Fifty-,five percent of the 

p~l'ents felt that both helped determine how the family income should be 

spent. Ei~hteen percent of the time it 'Has felt that the father controlled 
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.~ t 'It' h Ll ~~ ,Qct~,~ ~10nQ in"25% cf the the financial, S.ll.ua len a, , .1OUg v 10 TI,e' lIF.~~ ~ " J ~ " 

cases" Twenty-'eight percent C'f the f.amilies Her.e classifi.ed in the middle-

middle -socio·~econOTde l.evel, 46% :i'n the .lmT,:,:'-middle class Cind ~3% :1.n 

the lower SOCiC-6c0Dcmic J.€"v~L, Although 8J% of the fard.lies indicated 

that they Here sat1 sfied with their CU!"rE::l~t socio-ecomonic leve1, ] 4% 

. . t d th t -l-b t On.ly 5-% cf t'llS t.ime did the parents dis~, J.nd~ca e a v ey were no 0 

a.gree as to whether tbe,.,y vleTe satisfied wi't,h thd '!' in'Jcme leveL 

In an efi'o1.'t to tap -the ccmmunity InvL~l:veme:nt of t.he families both 

the father and the m;:.ther WE:r", asked at-cut th,dJ' inv0J.vement j.l:l corn-

·t t"J . ',l'r,' 45"'0' Cof t.,hf: cases, t.he father indicated that there murn ,y ac '1 V'l,l,J.es. 

had been no cOnlrm"c".J'}.-!,y bnt,i\Tity fc~ hiw r tu-z wtl'.;;.rf~ ther'8 hadt..::·en involve­

ment 'in community r..1Cti\l·~ties, cburoh Jodges, fH,d y:.,utb relat.ed activities 

werE': frequerrt..ly gi veno OnJy 35% (If thl;; moth.:-l's il".(nc~ted that they hsd 

church, school, a:r.d youtl1 relp.tAd RctivjtJes, 

Parent and Inmate ~r·csE~i2.~of_!:be2:~~iJ.;y. 

As previously st5.ted 79% of the parents (If the i nmat.es participated 

in the evaluation prpcess. The data reported here as to agreement or 

disagreement between responses of the parental figures and tbe inmate 

vTi,ll deal on.ly with the part. of the sample Hhere botb parental and i.nmate:: 

data were avai1~bls. 

It seems that l'A.mllies Hbich were intact, that is, families where 

the children bad heen I'IJised by thd'r nnt ura.l purents, responded better 

to the request for socia1 w(Jl~k :i ni.'orrrl'l,tien u Sixty-four percent. of the 
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families respcnding indicat,;;d that the inmate had bJEll' reared by his 

natural parents. Howe'!.;;-!' only 43% of the total sample Hel'e in the cate-· 

gory of being reared by.1:ot,h natural parents, This suggests nmch 1,;88 

> f 'I' f" t tha.!.. did ''''.'''.~.,t IJar+l'ci})ate in th8 I<RDG stability ln aml. l.es c ::nma·es u _. v 

t ' Alth, cugh 14% l1ad been reared by C':-;.ly one parent or parent. evalua lon. ~ 

sUI-rogate, .only 11% of th,;: entire sample had been reared by combinations 

of different 'parental figli,ras. For 21% of t.he sample 110 rEsponse 'Was 

received from a paCtnt OJ.' par~ri.tJ sUJ:'!ogats. 

A.number of b<.l.ckgrp1:<...'l'J.d fnctors were grouped together under the 

cat.egory of unfaVorable inflU:i7,l:.ees., ()11~~ or which WdS the broken horneo 

.·1·,'J' spL"te ~ t th t 74'%" '. '" t, 't 1mA respor..de-r;,t.s agreed that the l ort-he .L8.C', I a. . 01.' lle ~ _ 

bcmes had been l~ t eken ir. these cs.ses HhE:!'i)i L had been, one-·four't't1 of 

th t " t.::l ll;'td s~-u'hd to Pl:>l'CtdVe th€ h,)m·s situat.i(,':1, dif~ ,8 In:e pFlren s "r,~ c·.... ""T;' ,<: _ 

ferently., 

the homes 

The inmates however t.ended to perceive more changes in parental figures 

than did the parental family. The :inmates may have been reacting to 

nW;18rous separations of parents and/or divorce occu.rring at early stages 

. d 1 t This \-lolJld seem, to indicate that unstableness of of' vheJ.r . eve .opmen • 

parental figures affec e ". ,.L. t d th o, ';llffiates mor-e significantly than \-las realized 

b t · t rr} W"'S a'" effQl't to determine 1 f frequent confb!t Y , he paren '·s., .. 1ere co. ~,. 

In (qwJrrels, f:ighting and the like) had occurred in these families, 

three-fourt.hs 0 f the CI1S8S, both families and inmai.es agreed ·l.his i'rE'-' . 

quetlt t.ype of Gonf.lict did not exist.. HOHever, in -those cases Hhere 

"-'" 
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pa.rental figu:res did not respo:r:d to KRDC' S 'Y'equest for information, it 

W~lS felt that thLs ccmd.itiOll existed .in 50% of those homes, accord Lng to 

inmates. This too suggest.s confJict.ed s ul1st,;Jbl'3 hornet' on tb,') p<J.rt of 

those i'a.milif?s whC' W81'f.) unable to support the inmate.:, during the fvaluo-

ti.on process. An effort 'Was made to evaluate the extent of economic 

deprivation in the homes, hOHever, 63% of the .respondents agreed that this 

W8.S; Clot a pr'oblem. In t.he 2~2% of the cases \.,rhere the parents and inmates 

disagreed, tht'; parents see'med more JilI:ely' to n;spond that this was a 

pr"oblem. Possibly the inmate \-Ias not. aHare of 'l.he real si.tua-e, ion. The 

fdcoholic t.(md(~nc:1es c,r p'-lI'ent.f-1.1 figures wcr'e ~i.nvf.stigat'8d. In threa-

fc'urths of th:~ C;!S.';!S J. t, Has not per'ccJ'/ed as :.j pl'ol:lem. 111 t.bcse cases 

sta:bility of tht;J1Y." c·wn. pl1.T'ents H88 less favC'r'1bie t..har. the evaluation the 

parents placed on 'this variable. The inmates appeF.lred to perceive their 

parents a.s more dist;urbed than parents perceived themselves o 

The inmates Elx-pressfld the most pc)sit.iv8 J'elationship to the female 

par en r :.' ,- no '" , '" 0.. '" t 0 feml1e P"'r~'rlt "llrrog<>te Tl:le fami.,]i~s responding indicated 

the samo trend, The families tended to express that both parents served 

a.s the disc ipli TIa dan whereas the inmat.e tended to view thr~ fr1ther J. n 

i.hat role most ('ften. There was ccnslstency betMeen inmates and t.helr 

families tha.t th(;' father ser ved as head of the pJ3.rental family. Sur." 

prisingly few i.nm~Jt.es or famili es perceived rower struggles existing in 
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• the family du.ring t·ne :ir.unate l s period cf cdillEGct::T",ca. Families and thi.s area rather than the parents, according to the lmnates I perception~. 

inmates agreed th!;lt in 41% cf the CI-:tS6S Lhe inmat,es ran a\oJay from home, The parents and inmates gave the inma.tes I not. liking school a.s the 

• They also agreed thEft 46% of the to im~ "lht:! inma.t·e never ran away fr()m • 
primary reason for dropping out. Aecording to both parents and innnt,es; 

hom!;'. Disagreemer·.·L between th$ parent.a1 rsspondpnts and the :1nme.t.n 
' .. ' 

parents were disappoint ed that the inmate would not continuo his educa-· 
,.:: ..... " ... ; 

occurred 13% of the ti.me. Most ci.ft.t.l1 it appeRrsd th~t the ip.nl3.t,~~ per- tion although at times both parents and inmates felt that the parental 

• celved that he h"l,d run away when th,E> :family did not. This may touch on • figures were to some degree indifferent. In families not responding to 

the i.ssue of the Jack of emotional :involvement which the parents had the social work department, i.nmates gave the same types of responf1eso 

with the children and how in tu.ne t.hey wer'? "W it;h the chiJd I S i'ee;lir,gs. It seems that parents tended to deny school ps;'oblems to a much higher 

• l~amilies placed the :lmnlltes' ages at. 12 and over at. the :run al~lay incident,. • extent than did the inmates. In some ca.ses the inmat.es perceived that 

For t.hose fnmilies l'r:'sl)r.)ndlng to q"'J.€'st.ions of chJ.1d abuse in the fact and responded that the parents did in fact ignore behavior problems 

home, it \.,r~s l'c1rely S6<,:,:1\ ~s ap;,·(\blem. H0W2V'2r in fami 1 ies not responding occurring within the school syst8m. Only about one-third of t'he parents 

• to Ple social work department, .1 nm~ltes P~'fCf .lved '1 t A. problem rr.o1'e often. '. responding irJdicated that t.hey Here satisfied with their child! s school 

Most of' t.h"l Gh.Ud ."lens.::: WtS p~lrceivd ,is phys.lc.<ll PDth6,r t.han psycbc·lcgi.- performance. This eouId either be 11.n expression of the parelrLs! anger 

caL In 811 ef.C(·rt to :i.dent.H'y if cruel 9,CtS to pets related to violent to\ol8.rd the inmate 1-lit.h t,he cllrrent situation or an express:ion of ambiva-

• types of crime, t~1ls quest.ion. "Was posed to thf) parerlts who viewed it as :. lence that they had about his school progress. The educational level of 

a problem for only 8% of the sail1.ple. Findings "Were i.llsignificant and the fathers may have to some degree influenced the inmate's thinking on 

could not support any type of hypothesis in that regard. the values of higher education. The research st.aff expected to find a 

• There appeared to be an a.lmost total lack of sex educati.on in the • Ligh degree of mobility between schools. However this was not found as 

homes. Even in C8 ses "Where p8.rents felt t.hat they had taken care of the in only 13% of the cases did the men attend more than three schools 

np.r.essary (let/ails, 'Lhe inmates did not see this to be the case. An during the first six years of their education. 

• extremeJ.y Jarge proport:\rm of parent.s didr..ot. respond to this question • The research group was interested in invest:igat/ing the type of :':i:i: ........ J' 

at all, suggesting thA.t it "Was either Ii clif.ficuJ.t, .issue for the socia1 int.eracti.ons exist.ing during the teenage years. The largest. group of 

worker to take up "Wl th t.hfl parents or that. thE:' pa"1'ents were unwilling to parents :i ndics'Led that they (the parents) spent a great deal of time 

• o 
discuss the mattcr. In almost ':111 cases peer groups did the teachi.ng 111 • o 

interacting with each other dur'ing the inmates I teenage years. Both 

• • 
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families tind :ir:mates w,~rG asksd to T'esponr3 to the fr811u(;')l1cy of f:j.rr:~Jy 

inte:rr.lctiQTIs. Fflrr.,lly int.eractions were def.lned as [lct1.Vities thp family 

. IIh J.. 0 • oJ..'...~ '\.. -r....." ., \',- "1 ,\0 I t_"',·" .. (\.1 } r .., ~ participrJt.8d in HS A UDJ.t. . e dJI1.0 bP(~n ... 1.1) ,-.. 18se _,.~1.'" _.lc..:; .• r~~,L.' '.~ 

was perce.ivcd as oft.er, frem t.hE: p8J"E.nts I st.andpoint, hOI-lever P'c il';!"0-tE,s 

judged it to be occasi0Dal1y o.r rat-e,The f.smily il1terc.otir.ms ',1<:rl;-) S6-en 

by the inmate as pos i tive interactions, hm.,rever, the parents! reSp0JlSeS 

to this lsslle split wHh 30% feeling that the family interacbons \.J!:'r~) in 

fact arr.l:dvalnnt. Fan:.illes tended to see that these interactiuns \,JeTe 

both active and passive, however, the inmate tended. to see these~:eJH-
0' 

tiOl1ships as fiGt1.'J8. Th~ inmates perceived more time spent witb them by 

the fat.hel's th.r,:l did t:hp. f'mn1l5es, The mdh8rs, hC\.J8ver, pe.rceiv~'d that 

t.hey sperli, mer's t llll€' wi t.ll tbe teem3ger tban did tJ1B inmate. The inmates 

fd t. Ul~d, Ur:y d(~rlnlt.eTy spe~t more time \~ith th.:-,ir peer group, however, 

tbfHr .famili,;:s ':I;"'it t.he iYIlP8t.es! interact.ions were largely with the fathers 

find mot1121'S 0 Fami 1 :Les judged t.hese peer' group relations to be both ambi-

valent. and positi ve. Inmates also tended to perceive their relationshi.ps 

't'h th f'th t' howev'-qr, the relptJ.'onships with their mothers Wl u • e a ers as ac J.ve, - ~ 

tended to be more pass·Ive. One might wonder if the active and positive 

na-LUJ'8 of t.hese relationships perceived by the i11mates may not be somewhat 

~.h(:: result. of the inact.i\'e life lead at KRDC dur:ing the evaluation pr·(;r",;;,r.H~, 

1n othAr words t.hei r percf.\pt:l on of the events is relati.ve to their cur .t'ent. 

OJ t' on as opposed te.' -I-h .... , pctllp'l st"l.te of affairs at the time. s 1 I,U3 1. " u _ ,-, .~, 

An effort i~AS mad8 to summarl.z,e the degree o.f emotional support th6 

parents were pt'ovjding tho inmate sillce he had been incarcerated. 'I\1~, 
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inmates {,ended to OV8!:',-,estirr,gt.e t.ha d8grc~", to Hhi c:h t.heir father's Here 

supportive. InwrlE:s felt t.hat both parents were previding much support 

hut, in the judgem.erLt of the Bod a1 vlOrk st;::,ff about or:0,~1:".l.lf of the 

parents were seen DS offering much support and the other half ae erring 

minima.l t'lvpporto In 20% cf the cases there vTaS no father or fR.ther sur-

T'ogate aw:JJ . .labl..e, but in those where a father figure Has present it was 

:nu'e for eit.her the fan,iJy cr thE.' inma.te to respo;,d that no supp~r t. 

would be ailailabl\s from tnf.:; fathero The mother!s support apP(-!81'CQ to 

be c'ler,~,estimat~:d by t11e inmate.. In very few instances \'las thP.1'8 1'"(, 

ffiot.rlf:lT' or mother' smrGgate flvai1r:tble tc' supply the emotional S1Jpp01't 

In those C8Sf'S i~i·!C'r7.' thl': families respcnded t.~ the sociAI work 

dep,~·"tment, 22% of -t be fauii 11 es ,s:nd inJPEltes agrE"ed t.h!':t1.- the inmat.E- h&d 

bet.ween the ftimi'l.ies Brd the. imn·':It,c-;s was 1':o\:.. IJnc"Jnmono Where famIlies 

and inm':ltefJ I-lgref.:d t.hat a rE::ferral for trE'atm6n-l.. bad b6Em mAde, most 

h d t d -I- tIn 'nt T·he-l'e was ·r' .. ot'_1 cerl'b';e dis[lgreement., bOHever, on Hie a en ere urea ~ ~ . •. - ~ 

tt f h 'if1' 'ng bel'.,m in treatment as 15%' of the families ind.icated that rna. I • ar 0 a ~. 

Lhe man had been in t.reatment. but the inmate denied Lhis fact. Only 

in an ext.remely smaJ..1 proportion of the eases did the families and 5nmatp.R 

! ~rY'ee that the tI'eatrn~mt had been completed" The :TJ'Jst noticeable d.1 s~· 

agreement 0).1 -Lhis fAct vias vJhere t.he families indicated thRt tht~ tro'll.,-

mf:.nt had been c;ompletE,d, however the inmate saJ.d that t.his blld not l-:cen 

the Gllse. Only one man of the entire s:-lmpl.E: indi.cated that he had undEr­

gOt]€! a psychl<.lLf'1c fN'11uut.]on and/or Lre[-Ji.,ment vJb:Ue in t.he mi1:ii.clr-;y 

, ~ .. 

~ .: 
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fer VA hospi tali (.~d .. i.on banefits fer trE'ahnent. B:'l.sed 'upon the IffiDG 

• social v}orker!s judgerJ-:.nt, an add:itjonal 19% rrnght. bE' eligible. fo!' 

those benefit.s, 

Parental faITll] ies appeared ac~eptjng of '3. treatment, pla~ fer the 

• inmate, however in only 40% of the caS6S was it felt by the social work 

staff that th(~ family shculd be involved vTUh the inmate in a corrur:"..J..~~it~7 

basE-d pt'ogram. In :?3% of the cases i.-t.was felt. by staff that fe.rr..i.h ~s 

• should seek tr6a tment. fer theIr elm problems even if tbe imnats rflmair.sd 

:i ncarcerated" 

• 'rhirty,-nne perclOnt cf Lhe inrr.!}tr-.s ind.iellted t:hFtt they wer0 married 

at ,\,he t.j me of t.ne KRDG 6valu[;ltiOYJ0 TI'JO~thirds of the whes c.ontributed 

to th.e irlmat es' eV!-lllJ"lt:ior..s by giving data, 8pJ.lroxin:atsly the same rate 

of participation as thclt fcund with parf.:nt,1:l1 figures. A'lmost all cf the 

Wl.''''6S had had a high schor)l education with half of them being better 

e,ducated than '['hei1' husbands. The uives \-Iho worked, worked mostly in 

service occupaticns such as waitresses, hospital aids or beauticians 

fOT' example. For t.hree·, .. fourths of these women this wa.s their fi.rst 

lfIc.l.rriage, with 70% of them respo::lding that. their courtship had be8r: at 

• least six months prior to marriage. Thirty.~five percent of these mar~ 

riages had been intact for- a five year period "Ibile 112% had been intac~_ 

betHeel1 one and three years, flccording to reports of l.Jives. One-third 

• o of' the men and. their wiVeS agreed that they hod had no sepl:]'ration durirJg 

• 
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• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• o 

• 

their ma.rriage snggcstir.g tha.t t.hese m-lrrhges mey have been more stable 

than previ au sly thcught. It is aJ.so thought possl bJ e, hOHever, that bot.h 

have distorted the social work information in an effort to enh3,;lC:6 thE"' 
,':' ... 

.~ ..... - " 

man's chances of returning to t;1i~ . .streets on probation. In many instances) 
. 

it may be these marriages are much m.ore conflicted than vTaS actualJ.y 

found to be the case in this stlJdy. Only one-fourt.h of the married men 

will have no children to support when they are released. Most ef t.hen: 

wH,l be supporting their own nati...rral chil dl' en , ra..'1ging in agG .l~rom under 

a year to seven yei3.rS of oge. WhiJ e ha.lf of the marltal families had 

received pubJJ.c assl stanco':' prior to the inmate! s ir...CBTCeratlon, hJO~thirds 

indicated that th5Y"'If>n~ n~c.piv';l1g this type :'If assistance iv-nile the n:an 

was :i.ncarcerat.ed. Both the irjTlate a7ld 11is wife percei ved the husband 

13S the head of Lhe household with frO\OJ instaJ':ces of thsm bot.h feeling they 

sha:l'.'sd in this respons'ibili ty" In most cases where both husband and wife 

responded, both feH, that in-laws had Y)ot been a source of marital con-, 

flict; hOl·rever, where wives did not come to KRDG for intervieus, half of 

the husbands did see the i:r;-laws as a problem. The most cornman sources 

of marital conflict appeareD 1:.0 be either dnJgs or alcohol for one of 

the marital partners. The '·J.LV es who came 1;C'l KRDG appeared to be more 

S'llpportive of their hu.sba.nds than wa.s the case with the type of support 

perceived py the inmate lv-hose Hife did not come for the interview. :Ln 

most all cases, it nppears that the inmate 8xagget'at8d the degree of sup-

port thatwouJd be provided by his wHe if retained within the penal SyStd~;1i. 

III a.lmost all cases where the Hife came for t.he social work intervic\J it 
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was felt that she was accepting of treatment for the inmate and in half of 

the cases it was -felt. that, the wife should be very actively involved in 

thi~ treatment plan. . Orily.in 7% of the cases Has it felt by the staff 

that the vlife's 'emotional problems were severe enough to Harrant psychia,-

tric treatment far herovffi problems. 

EmploYIgent HistDIT 

The"-larg~st:--per-ce.ntag~of, men in this sample was in the categc-ry of 
, .'~.. . , 

~.-. ,,,,.~~, :.;' 'l.'.. '. 

having =""Worked ·.forfm.1.r·or; :#;i.X:~mpi,oyeI·s in the last five years. Thirty-
;" S.!{~{:.,"·:,,·~·-· ..... - '" • 

four .:-p?p.cent 'of .the.sB1llpl~'>~t:ated· 1:.hey had Horked for at least six pre~ , 
~ ",.' -, <. ,.~-: :',,' -

vious ~emp~oyers.". OnJ.'f :h~~¥'?;f 'the J~en expressed any type of occupat.ional 
<~,;;·.\~~l~:"t~ '., ,- , ". 

identificati.on. Data "JaS c:cri1~ectea from both emplcyers as ,o[e11 as 
;.; ~' .. '.- " 

inma:t.es (prior employees) in aTi:'€tff'ort to check the reli ability of the 

data inmates ga.ve a.bout thB:'r"pr' e·v~.ous 1 t .... ~.... emp .oymen • Both emplcyers and 

inmates agreed 33% of the t,:i.'methat abser..tAel"sm h,ad t b bl _ DO een a pro .em; 
" •• ~ ~ f_",.: .~.' • 

but in 19% of t.he cases both"~·~·r~E:a. that it h~d been. The discrepancy 
. - - .~ 

arose in 37% of the cases where employers thought absenteeism had been a 
). 

problem but inmates thought it h~d not. Dnnates may possibly distort, 

to their ovm advantage, the:Lr.'·employment records hoping that their employ~ 

ment Hill not be verified during the evaluation process. The last 

employer for Hhi.ch the inmate workErl and inm.ate agreed that the inmate 

would be rehired 45% of the \·i~~~. In anot.her 45% of the cases, the 

employer responded that he ,.,rou~~ not rehire.! but the inmate responded yes 

he would rehire. The inmate1s'distortion appeared to become more clear 
~' .. , -," - ,;.~--.... . 

i.n those instances where tlle:.~i:;mployer was not even interested enough in 
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the inmate to return the questionnaire to the social work staff. Even 

in those cases, the inmate responded that he was certain he would be 

rehired by his previous employer. The distortion of his Hork record in 

a more favorable direction than appears to actually be the case could 

be related .to making a favorable impression on the KRDC staff in hopes 

of being recommended for probation. It is possible that the inmate 

unconsciously tends to deny his liabilities. It is also possible that 

they are unable to utilize t~e'~~es about unsatisfactory job performance 

emp~oyers give them because they are too oblivious to such cues in the 

social environment. 

Drug Use 

Eight.y percent of t.he irun!3.te sample indicated some use of drugs. 

The mean age of first contact with drugs was 17.7 years although 20% 

of the sample had had their firs·t cont.act with drugs by the age of 15. 

Only 6% became involved with drugs after the age of 21. The first contact 

with drugs was usually with friends, socially, although 12% said either 

their school or home provided their first exposure. Thirteen percent of 

the sample indicated their first drug experience had been in the military 

service. While .over half of the inma.tes rated their first. drug experience 

as pleasant, one.,..third of th~ srunple felt indifferent about this experience, 

An attempt ,to identify the progression from one type of drug to another 

was not successful: Reasons ~recipitating the first drug experience 

varied although 17% of, them stated initially. the drugs served as a release 

from tension or stress. Over half of the sample indicated tha.t they first 
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took drugs out of c.LtdC'sJt.y. :Tn spit.e 0f +he fact tJl'rt, most, of the first 

drug experieTlces wer'ewi-Lh the peer group, only 12% felt that peer pres-

• sut'e was responsible 1'01" their initial chug experIence., Fift.:l-five per-

cent of the drug uSer sample indicated t.hat they had cnly tobm drugs 

orally but 40% indicEf.t,ed that they had us~d drugs both orally and intra-· '. venously. An attempt~.J'a,s made to identify the frequency of use of drugs 

at, the height. of the d.rug experience. ]<'ii'tesn pe.rcer~t of the drug sample 

i:ndicat<2d ths.t they bad taken drugs several times a ::lay for a period of 

• ti.meo 1'hirtY'.,ona percent. said. dai1y llsea.ge Tdpresented the h(~ight of the 

dr'ug use,<Jgewhi:l e 21% saldweek:ty was the most cfte:n they had indulged. 

Thir~y-i..hf'e!? percent. n1' th0 sampJ e sta1.f,d they used drugs leSS eften than 

• vlE'E'k'y. Tn 81)1t..O of tl1l'l ext.ensivNlcSS of drug use8ge suggested above, 

by tJns d1:·d,'! C:>ll]y je% of the sample ,judged therr,s6~:\reS ex.t.ensive drug 

US8.I'S, 1'1ine1:.8>211 p8:rC(-'nt of the SHlflPl(~ felt th'-1t the] r exteYlsive use had 

• been for a pt?dod of tiJr..e less VOI,ifJ tHO years, Hb1.1"" 19% felt that they 

had been involved for over two yea.rs. Forty-one percen'L of the sample 

indicated that they stopped using drugs voluntarily pr.1or to being jailed 

• while 3'1% indicated t.ba.t t.hey d:Ld lloto Staff felt t.hat drug treatment 

vias only indicat,ed in 2.1% of the cases, wi tb these men being a.cceptj.ng 

of 'LhLs treatmellt. Appe.r·ently many of the drug users were not felt to be 

• am8nable to drug treatment a.t the time that they were seen for evalm."tiono 

In many cases, the usagE! Was Hoi, serious enough tc ~]8.rrant treatment. It 

was ti~neraJly felt that, the i.nmates 'lmderest,jmated t.he.lr il1volvement with 

• drugs when H,t all pOSSJ bl e. 
; 
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KRDC Recomrnendatj ens 
--~" 

A study of the ;recommendations made, by the psychology staff indicated 

that 35% of the men were r'ecommendE--d for academIc schc.\oJ.ilig only,. Another 

J5%were recommended for vocational tra.ining only. In 22% of the sl'lmple, 

inm.ates vlere recorr.mended for a combination of acad(~mic schooling and 

vocational training p1'ograms~ bO\olEiver, in 26% of the cases men were not 

recommended j,"'o:r either typ€J.of program. Approximately three out of four 

cases 'Wel'e see·n to be' in. need:, of some type 01' educutional-vocat.1 onal pro~ 

gr:am,; Tliere appElClTS t (') ~i a :re]atior,s.hip betHeSTI. impoverisbed educational 

backg:r:nunds.,. peor voc&tio~a.l prepal~ation ar;d u:1stable adjustmel:t on the 

J!.1i,hough onc·,·fruril'l. of t.he inmates \-it:r~: l'eported to bave had seyious 

.111Ll6sses dUt',l.ng r..hi'ldhond,· feH n:edical prc'l::lems l1eec1:iT!g at.i.ention or 

recommend~lticllG for eCl're.ctl.oTl of medical prcblemsHe:rc: madeo 

It was felt that 35% fJf t.nemen were in n'eed of some type of' COU11-· 

seling process while only 12% were seen as candidates for partic:ipat,ion 

in an AA program. 

Tbe ideal treatment setting for 23%, of the men was considered to be 

a regular probati on program vIi t.hout any addi t.Lonal stT'ucture or communi t.y 

.facilities needed. Fourteen percent of those recommended for probation 

were seen in need of a ;structur'ed counseling sjtuai..:'i.on while 11% of tt_ 

populat,ion wer'e seen as candidateS for probat.ion if in-patient treatment 

cOll.ld be pl'ovidGd" In 7% of the cases, probution was indir.:;Jt ed with the 

st:lpu11rLion that the man. seek out-patient psychiatric services" In 6% of 

the cnses, t.he inmutes were felt to be in need or special structured 
r 
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settings such as homes for the retarded, cormnunity alcoholic tree.tment 

centers, or other well-structured living situations outside the penal 

system. Twenty percent of the population "\orere felt to be in need of a 

straight prison program with no type of psychiatric treatment specified. 

Only in 6% of the cases was the structure of prison recommended \,i th 

additional stipulation that psychiatrie treatment be provided. In 9% 

of the cases where a J.'eC'.rllendation had been made by the staff psychiatrists 

there was a move on the part of the clinical director to shift these recolll-

mendations toward more struct'll'red settings. 

A follow-,up of the courts I d.ispositions of the cases in the research 

sm!l(iJ~ revealed that. 70% of the men remained within the penal system 

dit.l1 30% being i:J1a.ced on proba.tion. A very small percent of the inmates' 

sentences were modified -- that is the length of sentence was reduced 

and in 3% of the cases men had been released due to appellate bonds. In 

comparing the treatment recommendations made by KRDC and the court's 

d.~.sposition it was found that in most cases Hhere prison Has recommended 

the men remained within' that setting. HOHever, when probation Has recom-' 

mend8d, which it wa.s in 61% of the cases, less than half of the time were 

"LhO:::t,0 recommenda.tions fo11m-1ed.. Overall it Houl(~ :'~).dicat,~ that onl:r 657. 

of the recommendfJ.tions made at KlIDC were accepted by the sentencing court. 
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CONClUSIONS 

Some of t.hE; rnst imp(.~1't,ant backg'r'("md ru:d fwni 1y ch!lr3.cterist1 cs C'f 

offenders f01md jn this study \,ere that the IT,<:tjority of off'er.ders wert) 

Kmsas residents raised rno:r·e.oft(>-l'l ill U1'b~r: th'3D rural ccmltiunit:i.es., less 
•..• >, .. , . 

men in this sample ha.d had p1'eVl01.lS SeTlel.lS conf.n:'ntaticYiS Hit.h the J.ml 

t.han in previous studies. Only n% C'f this flll.ITple rwd been instltu-· 

tionalize.d as juveniles • 

.Although of average lute"L.ligcTlce, c.nly ab~l.lt 01".d fourth 01' the sample 

had completsd hJ.gh schcol. About one half cf the> s.jrrlple n::ld clrq:p"d out 

t".f high schocl ir. eithbr th~ lJinth ('1' tt-cth grndes 0 Although t.he iwnr:rtes 

educed. ion!!l attLll.r.Jr.6:".t, th(;·y ID',y ~·xPed:-;t:Ge rGOY'i;; d iff:l culty t'nan the 

fat,hers di.d 111 gnlnlr.g s"la.bh:. f:TIlp(:ym~:r;i.,o 

out of schrol us wr=11 .'.is i.e ttw l:~'n<JlJj cr pre\::] ems they el':'coUTlter,,:d in 

the chss:r-oom set;ting, A large pel'Centf:lgE; d' parents indicated they were 

not satisfied w.Hh tbe inmat6;~ s school perfOrmtlnCe which appears to be 

an expression of anger toward the 10rnate and. a d~rdBl of their r8spo:h-

sib.i.lities as parent.s for supporting good school per'formance, 

" About three f(;urths of' the inmi'lte families were classHied somewhere 

in i:~he middle sodo-·economic level. Most of t.he families indicated they 

were sat.isfied wi l.h their CUt'rellt socj o·~econoUlic J.bvuL There appe!trs 

to he a lack (I.f p'lrticipation. H. comrr.unit.y act.ivities typlCl.ll1y seen in 

middle class fwniJies by the fathers. of lohe inmateS. This suggest.s thb.t 

the offenders have not spent much tIme l,c'gether with the fHthE'l' in s11ch 

things as SUmlllGT baseball, boy scouts cmd other potential activlti.es which 
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generally serve 'to develop m-:-:re mear.ir:gfll.l father .. ·son relatJonsh5.ps, 

Families who pa:rticipate i.n th,;, evalu..:.tirm proc(~Gs appe::;r m01'e intact 

and stable tha.n in thOS~l caSf'S i.Jhp.re fami} 1 ")13 did not participate" lnmate 

responses suggested that more couf}l ct. exi sted :i n the hOfrLes i'Jhere parents 

did not respond to sr)cial \.fork inquiries during the evaluaticn at KRDC. 

Although parents appesl'ed to have a better understandi.rJg 01' economic 

depriiration in: the .flome 'situat, ion. th[m, did the inmAtes, inma.tes VTere more 

l:i.kely t.o :r-espc.!1d to erc"ot,icr.al conn lct and the trsakir.g of emotiorlal ties 

than wore the pf;J.rcn:ts~ The scci:'.l] Hork department felt that the i'am:Llies 

may ha.ve been,t.r.) s()m:~' degr8e, glossing aVe!' many cf thf,:.ir fam:l1y problems. 

The absp...nce, (,n th~';·':P0.,l;'t o:t' the [Jarents, of dr.~:?p ",[fictional invc1.vemE:!'lt 
~ . ~ , , , 

~ .. :' ' .. ' 
WIth the imnatc:·s wcts"llsi;111Ct'fd Wheff' 'pBr(,nts did net !'epcl't a\.fRTeneSS 

01' Tun away incident.s lhl'" lTimat.t;-s tbp.TTlse'!."\les r~r:(;rted. Sex educat.ion in 

thE' hcmes was l';IYf.~ly· in evidence. 

The familyinteTE1cticl'(is durir:g thf} inrr,!:3.t.£:s 1 teen.Hge years re1nfoTced 

earlier hypotbt~S6s that elLcticT,s.l 1 nITcJ vemar,t in the families ,{as ever 

estimated by the parents when their per.ception of those interactions WbS 

compareclwith thosE' of the inma.tes. While the inmates felt they spent 

the most time wHh the .fa.ther, the fa.mily percei v e-d mo ra of the inmatE I s 

_.1 .~ ." .l.J .. ",.. I, a.' eetvry_lng 0 i..1me. being spent witlJ t'he ITlot:"ler. m-he l··r.··m·"t""s rray h v·e b 1 I ' t 

break away from any toY'pe of feminlne identification dUl'i.ng the adolescent 

years. The inmat.es perc.::-iv€d most of their interac1:,ions to be w:] th the 

peer group. 

"Since jnc81'ceratinn, imnates flppel3,red to over estimat.e the degree of 

I 1-' • enlo'vlonal support al/ai'lable from the parents. 

.. . ~-', ,~, 
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The deprivation and isolation 
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from easy contact 'Wi th parents they !C.'xFf1J'iel1cl;. j n pr';'f;cn may lead to 

inIDs.tes expressing more of. a desire for suppc rt from family rather than 

a realistic appraisal of their current relati.o·!1ship \-lith parent~~, 

About one-third of the inmate sample studied i-Jere married I:It th8 

time of the KRDG evaluaticn, While data from inmates and their wives 

suggested these mar'riages to be reasonably stable, the percentage of 

marital families havir:ga' h~.st.o1"Y of Y'ace-lving public asslst.:::l.llC5 pr:;,or to 

the :i.rJmate v s incaTceration an!.! the financial resp::l!lsiciliti <:lS S~)gg~ste.d 

by most marital fa.milies having children raises the possibility that these 

m8.!'ital. :relat:.onsbips w::::r'" .r..,ct a.s stabl.~ t cl 'k h 1-. d ' . ~ "" • '. 8S pr,2.ssYl. ,e l.y, llBl.9.!l anQ w~fe. 

As stress can at tiJr.es Ifrob.1.1ize .fa.mj~y reSCllY'ees, it was felt that wives 

aid husbands IT,ay nave bum pr·esen.ting their famUy sit.u:1.t.ions more fav-

orably in hopes i.hat t.Ins wou l.d heJp th,· men gaJ 1~, release to 8 probation 

setting rather than s~~rving priscn tiThe. For' the wife, t.he loss of 

the husband may h':1'.7'e been-,regarded -ss her last. hope of financial inde-

pendence. 

The employment records of thE: men suggested an area t.hat must have 

t:r'(lhbled the family S1 tuatio:t1n Inmate reports of satisfactory work per­

formance in many cases were not substant.iated by :reports from employers. 

Generally it was found that inmates over Tated their' performance on a. 

jobo 
- i 

Although alcoholism a:ppe~lI'ed to be declining in this sample, drug 

use was on the increase., ~\~the age of the KllDC popula.tion <ippeared to 

decrease slightly with e~_:?h-new sample, some' increase in drug abuse was 
~. ~.~,''''' >~ . 

not unexpected in vi ew of what is happening in soc i ety gene:ra.l1y. Only 
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20% of the, s~mple hnd not been i.nvolvEd :tn using drllgs, HOlvever, on]y 

about half 0.-(" t.hesarnple appea1'cd to ,have been more than experiment,al 

users. A social gathering of the peer group Ivas usually the f:t rst set,-

ting for use of dJ'Ugs. Hany indica,ted their first drug experi. enc e Has 

motivated by curiosity. 

The IiliDC psychologists n evaluations revea] ed that three·-fourths of 

the men we're fou.nd to be in nEled of educational or vc.'cational prcgrarns. 

Over half of the t.rea1:IGent T.'ecorrur..endatiolls i.Jere for a. probation placer[,e:,t. 

However, a forLow-,up of the COUt'ts 9 dispositions shoIVed 70% of the sample 

being ret[dned in the pem11 sys tern, S~;\,'6ral factors suggE.'st. why the 

recomnwndll:t.i(,.1l's of KRDC \.J('re not implE:ffi,:,,;t6d. 'rhjs sarr:ple had an unusual1y 

hi.gL proport,iOYl of pel'SN1S s(mter,ced for 3ggravatcd robbery. These cases, 

sarnple to reccmmeriJ pl'obat.ion If:cre often thaT! has been, the case :'in prin' 

ye.9,rs even the.ugh the 01 inical directC't' modified 9% of t.he original 

report recommendations toward a more struct.ured setting. The thorough 

study ofea.ch (;ffender in the sample may have increased staff involvement,. 

UOl1sequeniJly, mOl'€! assets of t.he offender may have come to light which led 

staff. to ben'eve that more offenders were amenable to a well-developed 

?robation program. Turmoil 'Hi thin the penal system m~;y also have marle 

staff less wDlil1g t,o TUnke a prison recommendation. 

The involv(~lUcnt of farnnies in t.he evaluation process is vi tal and 

m'3.ny new ways to encou.rage t.his participation should be initiated. The 

resea.rch group fE-)lt t.hat many of the current social da.ta forms and fo:nn 
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letters could be redesigned to facilitate families responding to requests 

for information. If possible some consideration should be given to more 

use of,'the telephone, particularly when the initial contact i,lith the 

family is made for an interview appointment. 
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• • 
REGONMENDfI T J01\TS 

• Limited vislting a.nd mail privileges do not. encourage families to • 
emot"lOnalJy support th,,-d.r sons or husbabds" Although it is recognized 

that net all or the family rela.tionships are healthy for all oJ' thE:' 

• inmates, social work 'intervention at an institutional 16'\l'el \.fQuJd be • 
desirable (,vel' a shmdardized limit,ation of family contact. As the 

inma.tes will be expected to rely heavily on the fs..'nilies for assistance 

• when plln:s ,u'e made :for their ret.urn to the comm~nity, family relaticn- • 
ships shcul1 he 8ncouragsd rmd in some circumstances openly so:Licited. 

Di:'Ug abuse r.H'.d dr'Ug education programs should be .instituted in all 

• pGnal i'aci] it ies 0 This study suggests this is a defini t,e program need. • 
Mr:lny of l,he soci!:d ,,(Irk resea:r.'ch sta.ff' expressed a need for more 

comp"lete: (-)\411t'8t1-::8S (.f communi,t.y-,he.1p l":isou:r'ces. Alt.hough a few indexes 

• (.f Si '!w of these reSOiJX ces are a.vailable;. the KRDG sodel \.JOrk stF.iff • 
fltJ0l11d be e:1c-:.:;nagEd tC' compile a $ta.t.e wi.de list of all communit.y 

resou.rces, lal"ge and sma..l1, available t.o i:runa:tJes and their fami.lies. 

• This l::'st shc.'Uld be consta.ntly revised. • 

• • 
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quo st. ion 1] : 

V[~'rHOD OF' Finelli}. ':!nm: DA'rA COJ.LF.G'PION 

21 
3b 
hP 
51 -
~J 

J1 TJ1r.ervi0<.·1 
31) Qno8t:Lmmai.1'n 
So . I11 torvi8H 
S~ ~\lp.r;ti.n'ln"jl'(~ 
5c) Irltr-;1'vie1<} 

56 S.ocinl "n'k cTndr;mont 
57':' 63.-"jl1tHV{C\) 
6)+B6ctc~1 \·Tork ,Jud[:men t 
65 .. 76 tn f,orvj "!1:J 

77 - 7 P, f1\lCl::Jt:i.(I!1r\~iire 

7() - 1\0 
81 83 
Nl fJS 
f,6 
[\7 - R8 

Social ~ork Judgment 
In tGrvj(:!'.'1 
,Social \,lm'k Hr:r'orcJs 
Sod D,"!, 1,rnrl~ Judgl110n t 
Q1H'!sh1onnnjre 

II') - 92 
oJ Qucsti':':ll'l ~I irn 

98 Inte\'v::~' I 9)-1 
')C) - 100 QU8sUonnn:i ro 

101 - 126 Inte:r'vj '!,.] 

~'1E'rHOD OF PSYClTOl,OnrSTS DATA r;orJ.ECTION 

Psychologists Hill record inrnrttJ(~ l>"lrceptions except for f)uestio)l:S 79 - RO. 

• 
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KANSAS STAT!:: J<.I::CI~l'TLON & DIAGNOSTIC CENTER 

RJ:;SEARCH CQIvlMITTEE 

RESEARCH !·lANUAL 

FOR 

INVESTIGATING FAlHLY lNFLUENCES ON THE OFFENDER 

ONLY INMATES TO BJ:: CODED ARE HLH COURT ADMISSIONS AND PROBATION VIOLATORS 

SW i tams to lIe collected by Social Worker Department 
p , items to be collected by Psychology Department 

QUestions 1-19 ru1d 38-47 are to be coded from our r>ecords and those of 
the);Board of Pr>obation and Parole. 

l":;"J l<RDC Numbel'" 

If the inmate has been admitted to KRDC mo~e than once, even 
though the KRDC admission number changes s use the lOHest 

'admission number to reco~d evaluation data. 

2. Numbel' of KRDC evaluations 
" 

," 
Include the number of r>e-evaluations done at KRDC and the 
.cur>rent evaluation. 

3 b Ethnic gr>oup 

Code 1 - Caucasian 
Code 2 - Negl~o 

Code 3 Mexican··American 
Code 1+ Amer>ican Indian 
Code 5 Other 

4. Length of time in Kansas prior to the curr>ent offense 

Code 1 Passing through up to and including r>esponses of 1 month 
Code 2 Over 1 month up to and including 6 months 
Code 3 - Over 6 months up to and including 2 years 
Code 4 - Over> 2 years up to and including 5 years 
,Code 5 Over 5 year>s bu,t not those that respond life 
Code 6 Life 

- C'od~ 9 - Cannot deter>mine 
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5. Age at admission 

This is the age as of day of p~ison confinement on the current 
charge using the last bj,rthday as the date to figure f~om. 
DO NOT compute age as of closest birthday, use age as of last 
birthday before commitment. If birthday and commitment fall 
on the same day~ use the age as of the day. 

6. Type of admission 

Code 1 - A new court commitment, not by revocation of probation. 
Code 2 - Subject was at the time of admission to the Kansas 

Pena;r.. System, a ne,'1 court commitment as a result of 
revocation of probation, and without a concu~rent 
retUrn as a parole violator. 

Code 3 - A parole yiolator, without a ne\'1 court commitment. 
Code 4 - A pal'ole violator Hith a ne", cou~t commitment. 
Code 5 Those pe~sons sentenced for new charges Hhile 

incarcer>ated in cr>irnes Hhile assigned to an honor 
camp. 

Code 6 - Competency hea~ings. 

7 •. Inmate r>efe~~ed to KRDC by: 

Code 1 - Referrals by the Court 
Code 2 - Referr>als by the Boar>d of Probation and Parole . 
Code 3 - Referr>als by the Classification Committees 
Code 4 Referrals by the Dir>ector of Penal Institutions 
Code 5 - Other 
Code 6 Clemency Boar>d 
Code 9 - Cannot deter>mine 

8 •. Offense: 

See Appendix A 
Code the offense according to the listing as in manual #14 

9 •. Offense actually committed: 

Code cr>ime as in above; however. her>e tr>y to capture the 
offense really committed -- the psychiatric report should 
give this information in'offender,'s ve~sion of the offense. 
This will require some knowledge of the statutes for> 1969. 

lQ. County from which convicted: 

See Appendix B ' 
Code according to the alphabetical listing on the back pages 
of_this. manual. Information can be found on the KRDC Form 101. 
If, a man .has been convicted from more than one county. code 
the county where the most serious crime was committed. 

I :.'/'~~<;:':~~":"(": 

I- ···~~i~~~;: 
~.u.""""""""""""~""""""""""""""""">_.' ........ ~, ...... ________________ ~'~ ________________________________ ~~~, ~~~.~ _________________________ ~ ____________ __ 
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Classify offense: 

Cou~ 

See Appendix C 
Code 1 - Violent 
Code 2 Non-violent 
CodaS - Drug crimes 
Code 9 ;.. Cannot determine 

crime tl.tI : 

Code this item according to standards given in manual il15. 
Code 1 - Crimes committed against persons 
Code 2 Crimes committed against proper'ty 
Code 3 - Paper and Pencil crimes 
Code 4 - Other crimes 
Coda 5 - Drug crimes 

13. Was the most serious crime for which convicted for: 

Code 1 - ,Assault or battery -- whether aggravated or not 
Code 2 - Robbery -- whether aggravated or not 
Code 3 Burglary or theft -- Vlhether aggravated or not 
Code 4- - None of these 

14. Is this the inmate's first felony incal~cel."ation; that is, has he 
ever served time before as an adult? 

Code 1 - Yes 
Code 2 - No 

15. Age at first commitment to a penal institution: 

Include commitments to a state juvenile institution. 
Code 99 - Cannot determine 

16. From the inmate's record and the psychiatric report, difficulty 
with the law as a juvenile appears to have been (persons under 
,18 are considered juveniles) 

Code 1 ~ Nonexistent 
Code 2 :- Minor -- truancy and ,.,raywardness, traffic offenders 
Code 3 ~'.Moderate -- miscreant, delinquent (f!lisdemeanor or felony) 
Code 4- -':):::xtensi ve 
Code 9 - Cannot determine 

17,; . Was, the inmate eve!' sentenced to a state juvenile institution? 

Code 1 Yes 
Code 2 - No 
Code 9 - Cannot determine 

• 

• 

• 
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18. The frequency' of law violations as an adult e>,cluding those 
sentences "'hich have resulted in an adult penal institutional 
commitment. 

Code 1- None 
Code 2 ~ Infrequent 
CO,de 3 -F!'equently 
Code 4- - ·Habitual 
Code 9 - Cannot determine 

19. Known'number of prior commitments to adult correctional institutions. 

Count ~ ~nstances ~xcept the present one of incarceration 
i~:adult co!'rectional institutions following court commitment. 

Coae.:..o !'" ·8 -- Numbe!'s over 8 are coded 8 
Colie:S '- InfoI'mation cannot be detel~mined 

2CI:.-', Alcohol: involvement : 
P !' 

Code...O ::.. No known alcohol involvement 
Code',l '::- ·There is not an ~ndication of an alcoholic problem 

but use of alcohol was related to the current offense 
Code, 2 ~- Ther~ ~ an indication of an alcoholic problem but 

use of alcohol Has not related to the current offense 
Co.de':-S ;... There is. an indICation of an alcoholic p!'qblem and 

use of alcohol was related to the current offense - ----
21. P!'ior to inmate f s 16th birthday he was reared by: 
SW, 

Code 1 - Both natural parents living together 
Code 2 - Natural mother alone 
Code 3 - Natural father alone 
Code 4- - Natu!'al mother and a stepfathe!' 
Code 5 - Natural fathe!' and a stepmother 
Code 6 A relative 
Code 7 Foster parents 
Code 8 - An institution 
Code 9 - Cannot determine 
Code 0 - Combinations of above -- be sure to Hrite down 

which combinations on the data recording sheet. 

22; B!'oken home (For any reason the separation of the biological 
SW-P~ p~ntsor from the biological parents.) 

Code 0 The marriage of ,the biological parents is still intact 
Code 1 - The home is broken 
Code 9 Cannot determine 

23. Change of parental figu!'es: 
SW-B: 

Code;' 0 ':... No change of parental figu!'es 
Code 1 ~ TheI'S was a change Qr changes in parental figures 
Code, 9 ' ,Cannot. determine 
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For items 24-31: If thesl3 situations have occurl-.ed in 2-!.::L home in Hhich 
the inma:te has"spent significant time~ code items YES. On items \'lhere 
parental figures are to be coded, code the most significant parental 
figure. The social Horker should be objective, but yet able to code items 
YEEi when obvious that family members al~e denying or distorting. 

24. 
SW-P 

Constant conflict within the home between the parental f.igures 
(quarrels, fighting, etc.) 

Code 0 - This condition did not exist 
Code 1 - This condition did exist 
Code 9 - Cannot determine 

25. Was family debt-ridden? 
SW-P 

Code 0 ,This condition did not exist 
Code:l- This condition did exist 
Code 9 Cannot determine 

26. Tendency to unleash aggression on family members: 
SW-p 

Code 0 - Neither parent 
Code 1 - 110ther 
Code 2 - Father 
Code 3 - Stepmother 
Code 4 - Stepfather 
Code 5 - Both significant parental figures by \.;hom he was reared 
Code 6 - Other parental figures 
Code 7 - Both natural parents 
Code 9 Cannot determine 

27 •. Excessive use of alcohol: 
SW-P 

Code as they appear on #26 

28". Drug use: 
sW-P 

Illegal drugs only are to be coded. Prescription drugs will 
be coded only when abuse is obvious and information is 
volunteered \</i thout additional questioning. 

Code as they appear on 1126 ' 

29. Sexual promiscuity: 
SW-P" 

30. 
s\i-P 

Code as they appear on #26 

Stiggesti.j:~'evidence of emotional or personality disturbance. 
Is, there or has there been evid~nce"of mental illness? 

, . 
Code as they appear, on #26 

, , 
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31. 
SW-p 

Number of unfavorable influences checked as existing in 
questions #22-30. 

Code 0-8 -- Numbell"s over 8 are considered as 8 
Code 9 . -- 'Canno1t determine 

Page 6 

Even in cases whelt'e 9' $ have been coded -- code the total 
number that', have been coded as unfavorable. 

32. How many employers have you \'lorked for in the last five years 
P (exclude military service)?" 

33. 
P 

34. 
SH-P 

Co'de 1 - Has not· worked full time for any significant period 
of time part ... time work is coded here 

Code 2 - One 
Code 3 Two 
Code 4 Three 
Code 5 - Four or five 
Code 6 Six or more 
Code 7 No opportunity to Hork 
Code 8 ,.. Military service only 

Does inmate regard himself as belonging to any partic~lar occupation? 

Code 1 - Yes 
Code 2 No 

Rate your past performance as an employee (in terms of his output, 
quality of work~ responsibility, initiative~ value to employero etc.) 

Code 1 Superior 
Code 2 - Good 
Code 3 - Fail" 
Code 4 Poor 
Code 5 - Nevel" worked 
Code 9 ... Cannot determine 

35 •. Wduld employer rehire? \t10st r.ecent employment) 
SW-p· 

Code 1 _ ¥.es 
Co<de 2 ... No 
Code 9 ,.. Cannot determine 

36~ , Has absenteeism been a problem 0\\1 the job? 
SW-p 

Code 1 - Yes 
Code 2 - No 
Code. 9 - Cannot determine 

~----------------------------------------------------------------------------------~ 
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37. :-10W many times has inmate been fired from a job? 
P 

Code 1 - Never 
Code 2 Once 
C()fjoC! 3 - 'I'wic(" 
" .... .,l.~ 'l: ··li .... ~ .. · ..... f' ~\"':I~'" ": "'~.'""'~ 
Cod,;: b - Ht;.vcl' \lQ~'l,.~d J.I;! .t I,j). ~ 
Code 0 Cannot detcI'lllille 

Recommendations: ~ ~nseli!:£ !'~2.!'..! onJ~l' 

38.: Education training 

Code 1 - Yes 
Code 2 - No 

39:., . VO'cational training 

Code 1 - Yes 
Code 2 - No 

40., .,Treatment setting: 

Code 0 

Code 1 
Code 2 

Code 3 
Code 4 
Code 5 

Code 6 
Code 7 
Code 8 

- Either structure or probation with favori,tism 
shown to neither 

- Probatic)I1 
Probation for counseling -- could be given in a 
mental health center 

- Probation inpatient in mental hospital 
- Probation -- outpatient in mental hospital 
- Probation -- in other special types of structured 

situations, includes CAT. Winfield, or other retarded 
custodial, foster homes, nursing homes, BIS 

- Prison 
Structure -- then outpatient 
Structure -- with psychiatric treatment (including 
counseling, grou.p therapy; individual therapy, 
psychiatrist or other professional used as a counselor) 

Code 9 - Dillon Unit of LSH 

41. Medical recommendations 

Code 1 - Yes 
Code 2 - No 

t~2._ Counseling recommended 

Code 1 - Yes 
Code 2 - No 

" . 

43 A A recominended . . . . 
Code 1 - 'les 
Code 2 .- No . 
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44. Court's final disposition o'f the inmate's case: 

Code 0 - Does not pertain 0 referral to this agency for other l"easons 

Code 
and this referral is made by someone other than the court. 

1 - Sentence not modified 
Code 
CClae 
Code 

2 - Probation granted 
3 Senten co vacated and set aside 
4 Other releas9 to tho outnide 

Code 5 - Sentence modifiod change of length of Mentenco 
Code 9- Cannot determine 

45. Was treatment setting recommended in #40 implemented? 

Code 1 -Yes 
Code 2 - No 

46. Probation statuB: 

Code ° - Probation in the counties not reporting 
This includes Johnson, McPherson. Reno o 
Sedgwick, Shawnee. and Wyandotte. 

Code 1 - Still on probation 

to Bd of 
Saline, 

Code 2 - Has been discharged from probation honorably 
Code 3 - Probation has been revoked 
Code 4 - Was not placed on probation 
Code 5 - No final disposition 

, Code 6 - Abscounder 

47; Length of time since placed on probation: 

Code in months 
Code 99 - Not placed on probation 

48 •. Marital status of parents: 
SW 

Code 1 '- Formally married 
Code 2 - Common-law marriage 
Code 3 - Not,married 
Code 9 - Cannot determine 

49 i Size of .community inmate was reared in: 
SW 

Code l:~ ·50,000~ 
Code 2 ~ ~5tOOO - 50,000 
Code 3 - 10,000 - 25,000 
Code 4 - 5,000 - 10,000 
Code 5 - 2,000 - 5,000 
Code 6 - Under 2,000 

P & P. 

SO •. The major source. of family finance~ until the inmate reached age 18. 
SW· 

Code the family situation of longest duration 
Coda 1.- Father 
Code :2 ~- -Mother . 
Code '3 ~- ·Welfare 
Co.de J~ -- .. Othel"'.,. .. ..... _.~ 

Co'de' ,5 :- ·Hother or:'j~itl}er or surt'ogates did not rear Ghild 

-.-.:i-}l{ ;.?~~i/ ' .,.,-
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51. Father's educational level: 
SW 

Code 1 - Grade school or less 
Code 2 - Some high school 
Code 3 - High school 
Code 4 Some college 
Code 5 College graduate 
Code 9 Cannot determine 

52. Mother's educational level: 
SW 

Code 1 Grade school or less 
Code 2 - Some high school 
Code 3 - High school 
Code 4 - Some college 
Code 5 - College gL~aduate 
Code 9 - Cannot determine 

53. Father's chief occupation was: 
SW 

54. 
SW 

55. 
SW 

Use codes 1-11 as listed in Appendix D 
Code 12 - Father did not work 
Code 13 ... No father or father surrogate 
Code 99 - Cannot determine 

Hother's chief occupation was: 

Use codes 
Code 12 -
Code 13 
Code 99 

1-11 as listed in Appendix D 
Mother did not work outside the 
No mother or mother surrogate 
Cannot determine 

Who determines how income was spent? 

Code 1 Father and mother together 
Code 2 - Father 
Code 3 - Mother 
Code 4 Other 
Code 9 Cannot determine 

Page 9 

home 

56. At what socio-economic level does the family live now? (Social 
SW workers judgment based upon int8:r.'view data) 

Code 1 - Upper 
Code 2 - Upper middle 
Code 3 Middle-middle 
Code 4 - Lower middle 
Code 5 - Lower 

57. Are they satisfied with their socio-economic level? 
SW 

Code 1 - Yes 
Code 2 - No 

. 1 
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59. 
;:H 

The primary E.£..~Ei!l. BcH vi ty for the father Has: 

l!odE! U - /'llJ fatl,~)'l (m 1 I;)tllc;lr' t:l11r'r'og~t:" 
Code 1 - Nothing 
Code 2 - Church 
Code 3 Political organizations 
Code 4 - Lodges 
Code 5 School (PTA. etc.) 
Code 6 - Charities 
Code 7 - Youth related activities (Scouts. sports) 
Code 9 - Cannot determine 

59 •.. 'l'ne·.pr:imary corrununityactivity for the mother was: 
SW 

- No mother or mother surrogate Code .. 0 
Code 1 
CoCle,2 
Co'de 3 -
C~)d!~ 4 
C~:d~, 5 -
Code 6 

- Nothing 
Church 
Political organizations 
Lodges 
Sqhool (PTA, etc.) 
Charities 

Code' 7 - Youth related activities (Scouts. SP01,tS) 
Code '. 9 - Cannot determine 

Page 10 

6Q"'~. Any:histoI'Y of a serious childhood illness and/or accident? 
SW', (At.times some sociai worker's judgment will be needed) 

Code '1 Yes 
Code 2 ~ No 
Code 9 - Cannot determine 
Describe here 

-------------------------------------
61. The most positive relationship was '\'lith: 
SW-P' 

Code 1 Father 
Code 2 Mother 
Code 3 Neither 
Code 4 - No consistent parental figures 
Code 5 Inmate cannot say 
Code 9 Cannot determine 

62. Who was the disciplinarian of the family? 
SW-P 

Code 1 -Father only 
Code 2 - Mother on~y 
Code 3 - Both parents 
Code 4 - Older sibling 
Code 5 - Grandparents 
Code 6 - No consistent paI'ental figures 
Code 7 - Other 
Code 9 - Cannot determine 

------.'-----------------------------------------------------
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61~ • 
sw-p 

-'--------------l~.---------------­
Page 11 

Wito In thra !lewd of tho parental fam.i.ly'l 

Code 1 - Father 
Coda 2 - Mother 
Code 3 - Neithel" -- shared 
Code 4 - Father surrogate 
Code 5 Mother aurr-ogata 
Code 6 - No COnfjiBtont parental fnmlly 
Coda 9 - Cannot detcrm!;ne 

Between whom did the most chronic and frequent power struggles 
OCCU1' during adolescence? (Social workers will use their ju4gment 
psychologists will racord inmate's perception.) 

...... 
'""", 

(<{~~ 

~>~ ;) 

• 

69. Age at this traumatic event: 
sw-P 

70. ' 
SWoOp' 

71. 
SW-P 

Was 

Code 00 No tr>aumatic event 
Code 99 - Cannot deter>mine 

the inmate ever stibJected to 

Code 1 - Yes 
Cooe 2 ,- No 
Code 9 ':'" Cannot dE!termine 

How was the child abused? 

Code 1 Physically 

Page 12 

child abuse? 

Coda 1 - Fathar and mother '. Code 2 - Psychologically i.e. child afraid of mice. made 
Code 2 - Father and. inmata 
Code 3 Mothar and inmate 

to clean grainery of mice, threats to hurt child, etc. 

65. 
SW-P 

, Cod,e 4 - Inmate and siblings 
Code 5 - Doth parents and inmate 
Code 6 - No c(msiatent parental family 
Coda 7 - None of a chronic nature 
Code 9 - Cannett determine 

Did inmate ever run away from home? 

Code 1 Yes 
Code 2 - No 
Code 9 - Cannot determine 

66 •. During what period? 
sw-P 

Code 1 - Childhood (up to and including age 11) 
Code 2 - Adolescence (12 and older) 
Code: 3 - Did not run away 
Code 9 ~ Cannot determine 

67.. Did he ever intentionally perform a cruel act to a pet or animal 
SW not pranks or out of curiosity? 

68.' 
SW-P 

Code 1 Yes 
Code 2 - No 
Code 9 - Cannot determine 

I 

Outstanding traumatic event for the inmate up to the time he left home: 

Code 0 
Code 1 
Code 2 

No significant event 
Death of father or mother 

- Separa.tion from father 01' mother (not caused by marital 
separations) 
Loss of a sibling 
Seve.re financial stress 
Di vorce of parents . 

Code 3 
Code 4 
Code 5 
Code 6 - Marital stress between parents 

7 Physical disability-of parent 
e - Phy~ical disability of inmate 
9 Oth(ll' 

, Code 
. Code 
':Gode 

• 

• 

• 

• (~) 

72. 
SW 

73. 
SW 

74. 
SW-p 

Code 3 Both 
Code 4 - No abuse 
Code 9 Cannot determine 

H.ighest grade passed in school: 
10 1/2 is coded as 10) 

(Code last grade passed. 

Age at Hhich he stopped attending school~ 

The over:dding reason for dropping out of school? 

Code 0 Has not dropped out of school 
Code 1 - Has flunking out -- do not include mentally reta~ded 
Code 2 - Did not like to go to school 
Code 3 - Expelled 
Code 4 - Wanted to work instead 
Code 5 - To get married 
Code 6 - Parents could not afford it 
Code 7 - Completed high school 
Code 8 Hentally retarded 
Code .9 Hospitalization 
Code 10 - Court action 
Code 99 - Cannot determine 

75. Parents' reaction to inmates stopping school: 
SW-p 

Code."l - Relieved he quit 
Code 2 - Angry because he would not continue 
Code 3 - Angry at the school for not readmitting him 
Code 4 - Indifferent (possibly encouraged it) 
Code 5 - Disappointed he would not continue 
Code 6 - Disappointed he could not continue 
Code 7 Does not pertain 
Code. 9 Cannot determine 

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

here 

r 
; I 
I , 

I' 
i 
I 



"~------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 
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76. 
SW-P 

When behavior problems at schools occ\.lrred~ Hhat actions did the 
parents take? 

Code 1 ~ Ignored them 
(Ibd~ '2 fJiMj pJ ine(l lnmat~ 
.... ,~ .... ·r·.,j·/ ...... ,j t~' 11r~'...;t.'" 1,·,,1·/ 

I:OUL.: Jj - ·J' •• d.h.r;:d to u . .:.;t(.'h~~· '.,.Il) 'I 
code. b - cowld.ni).l:ion:c; oj CC)(it..!o ~t~DIj. (jJ) lIclll'o.Ol' all 1.IIl'(;II.:1) 

Code u -lJoeo not apply 
Code 9 - Cannot determine 

77 •. Were parents satisfied ,·dth his school performence? 
SW 

Coda 1 .:.. Yes· 
Coo.e: 2 .:.. No' . 
Cooe, 9 :.. Cannot determine 

7ff~. Number of elementary (through 6th grade) schools attended: 
S\{· 

Co:de,:l ;. One 
Code~ 2 ;... !IVo 
Co:de 3 ,w, !fhr.ee 
Code' 4- - Four 
Code'~ 5 :.. ·l:'ive~ '. 
Cotie 6 Six 
CoCl.e7 - Seven 
Code'8 Eight + 
Code 9 - Cam10t determine 

79. , Attitude of father toward inmate and the offense: Social worker 
SW-P and Psychologists judgment 

Code. 1 
Code 2 
Code 3 
Code 4-
Code 9 -

Much supp ort 
Some support 
No support 
No father or father 
Cannot dytermine 

surrogate 

80. Attitude of the mother toward inmate and the offense: 
SW-P and Psychologists judgment 

Code 1 - Much support 
Code 2 - Some support 
Code 3 - No support 
Code 4- - No mother or mother surrogate 
Code 9 - Cannot determine 

Social worker 

81. Age at which inmate made first pe~manent attempt to separate from 
SW parental family 

Coae 1 
Code 2 
Code 3 
Code 4-
Code 5 
Code. 6 
Code 9 

!"'13-14-
·15-:17 
17-19 
19-21 
2lt 
Has not made first attempt 
Cannot determine 

1IIIi .. ' , 

(:~ 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• C) 

• 
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82. Did par~nts teach inmate about sexual matters? 
SW-p 

(>,r.1e 1 - Yes 
I.:Qo.b 'I ... Ih 
Code ~ - Cannot d.eter'llli.lIt:: 

83. Who did the teac~ing of sexual matter's? 
SW-P 

Code 1 - Father 
Code 2 - Mother 
Code .3 - Sibling 
Code 4 - Peers 
Code 9 - Cannot determine 

84,\ . Type ~f military discharge: 
SW· 

Code 0 - Inmate has not been in military service 
Code 1:- BCD -- Bad Conduct Discharge 
Code 2 ::.. CG Discharged at the Convenience of the Government 
Code 3 .- DD :..- Dishonora.ble Discharge 
Code 4 - GD -- General Discharge 
Code. 5 - Hon '-- Honorable Discharge 
Code 6 - OTH -- Other than Honorable Discharge 
Code 7 - UD -- Undesirable Discharge 
Code 8 -- UHC -- Under Honorable Conditions Discharge 
C,ode. 9 - Type of dischal~ge unknown 
Code 10 - Fraudulent Enlistment 
Code 11 CDD 
COdl~ 12 l1edical 

85 •. Did he undergo psychiatric evaluation or treatment while in 
SW· military service? (This is to be taken from military records) 

86 •. 
SW 

Code 1 :-. Yes 
Code' 2 ~- No 
Code 3 Not applicable 
Code 9 - ·Cannot determine 

Does it appear th.at the inmate 110uld be eligible for. VA benefits 
for hospitalizat.ion and/or treatment irrespective of how he 
qualifies? (Social worker's judgment) 

Code 1 - Yes 
Code 2 - No 
Code. 3 - Maybe' 

't" 



• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 
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'I'Hl.: FOLLOWING QUt~S'l'IONS AR\:: '1'0 In:; AN!3\1LRI~ll ON THE llAS,IS OF INTI::RVIEWING 
THE: INMATE'S \HFE. It HE 'IS NOT MARIUBD -- LEAVE ITEMS 87-110 BLANK. 

87~. What is the wife's educational level? 
SVl' 

Codal _- Bir't1.de school OIl less 
Code 2 '- .some high sch,ool 
Code 3 Hi gh school' 
Code 4 - Some college 
Code 5 - College graduate 
Code 9 - Cannot determine 

88. How does it compare with inmates? 
SW 

Code 1 ~ Higher than inmates 
Code 2 .- Same as inmates 
Code 3 '- ·Lower' than inmates 
Code 9 - Cannot determine 

89. Wife's chie'f occupation: 
SW 

Code 1-11 as in Appendix D 
Code 12 Wife did not work outside the home 
Code 99 - Cannot determine 

go. HOH long was their courtship prior to m?lrriage? 

SW 
Code 1 '- under 1 month 
Code 2 .- 1-3 months 
Co.de 3 - 3-6 months 
Code 4 6 months - 1 year 
Code 5 1 year + 
Code 9 - Cannot determine 

91. How many times has she been married previously --

SW law marriages: 

Code' 0 - .0 
Code 1:,.. ,1 
Code 2 ·2 
Code 3 - 3 
Code 4 4 + 
Code ,9 Cannot detl~rmine 

include common-

92. How many times has he been married previously -- include common-
SW law marriages: 

Code 0 ,.. .0 
Code 1 .- ·1 
Code 2 :..2 
Co:de',3- -3 
Co,de 4 - -4 + 
Code: 9 :- Cannot determine 

, , 
; , 

" 
e 

" 

! 

I 

I 
; 
I 

• 

, 

I , 
l· t 
l 

• 

• 

'. 

93. How long have they been married? 
SW 

Code 1 - Under 6 months 
Code :2 - 6-12 months 
Code 3 -.1 year - 2 years 
Code 4 - 2 years 3 years 
Code 5 - 3 years - 4 years 
Coda ,6 4 YEll1ro - 5 yoarn 
Coda ~ - ~ + yeura 
Codo9 - Cannot determine 
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~~: How,long have :they spent living together in the same household? 

Coifs;.J. ,'- Under 6 months 
Coife.:2 :.... 6-12 months 
CoO:e~·3 ;. ·1 'y,car':' 2 Y'3arll 
Code~,4 :.. -2 ;years' 3 years 
Cone:o '~-3 Y~C!:rs" It years 
Ccae:' 6 .- 4 yeai"s :.. 5 years 
Coa:e>7 '- 5 ·=t-~'~:y~ars 
Coae::".9:- Canriot determine 

~ ,': '.. . 

95:.5, Number. :of~separ.a~ion~ experienced in this . SW.;.p-; marrlage: 

96. 
SW 

Coa'lA:' 0 :.. 0 . 
Code:, <l :- 1" 
Code' 2 :- 2 ; 
Code. 3 - 3 
Code 4 - 4 
Code 5 - 5 + 
Code 9 ;.. Cannot determine 

. '. ' '. . 

To'tal number of children he will be supporting when released. 
Do not include children supported by other parents or ADC 
or. :O'ther~ means • 

Code .0 - 0 
Code_:1. .;.. 1 

, Code"? - 2 
Code: 3 ,.. 3 
Code' 4 ,- 4 
CodeS :- 5 
Code.6 ,.. 6 
Code '7 - 7 
Code. 8 - B + -

97~' . How many of the total number aI'e HIS children? 
~W " 

Code .0 0 
Code: 1 !'" 1 
Code: 2 ~ 2 
Coae.; 3 ~ 3 :-: 
COde~~ - 4 
Code, 5 :... ·5 :t 

--------------------~--------~~ .. ~'.~ .. '='~==. ~"~------------,---

c~~}I~I;c· . 
~~---~~ ~--. ------~ 



• 
C) 
• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• C) 

• 

98. How many of the total number are STEP-children? 
SW 

Code 0 ... 0 
Code 1 ... 1 
Code 2 - 2 
Code 3 - 3 
Code 4 - 4' 

~, Code 5 - 5 + 

- -~.,. 

99:., ,Age, of the .Y£~S! child in the home he'll return to: 
SH. ----

lOD.~.Age of the oldest child in the home he'll return to: 
SW ... 

lOl~:', HaVe the inmate and his wife received Public Assistance prior 
SW .. " to';.:his· incarceration? 

Cqae,l; -"'Yes 
Code: 2: .-:1'10 

~. ,,; ", 
• 'J>' 

102~::, IS:'::this"familyon or will they need Public Assistance while inmate 
Sw,:'r' is:,in':pl"isol}'? 

• "'I i' ' . ..,.~: 

; c~ci.e :1. >~es 
Cod.e', i;'-;~:N 0 

.~ ', . 
. : * 

10.3~: , Who. is the head of the conjugal family? 
Sw.~p'·,:: 

Code 1 Husband 
Code 2 -Wife 
Code 3 -,Shared -- neither the definite head 

"~ ... 
10,4';-. Prior' toin?a:(;ceration who was 'the most responsible (financially, 
sw~-p-~' occupationally, upkeep of home i etc.) marriage partner? 

,-: '" . -" ~~ '" ,,~ .. " 

Code 'J:"';:';lnmate 
Code "f':': -Wife 
Code'g - ~Shared equaily 
Code, 4, -. Neither 

," 
", " .. 

lO.s~~,Have either set of parents (inlaws) been a problem in this marriage? 
sw.:-p-: 

Code i -''les 
Code ~_:- No 

lor,.: . Wh't1tma:lot~'nra" hna cl'lunod marital Qonflictl1? 
SW.-I'-,. ~: . 

Codti':i '":' No conflict!:} 
C9~e2 .. ,financial pI'oblernB 
CC>~6:,3. -: Sexual adjustment 
~oda :,4 '.:;,,'Drinking and/or drugs 
Code 'S' - Jealousy or possessiveness 
Code"~ G .,,:.- In'compatibili ty 
Code7-Relatives , 
Code a - Children 

• ': C~~.!l;~;:~::f~!Qne spouse absent too much 
~~9~d~;t~g:~~ ~Promiscui ty 

; :C6:ae;;~&'i~'::': :Incarceration 
, ...... 'I. ..... t'.{"',',:;r--,:"~.' \'..~* .. 

, -~~r:f/·"'{;t:·Emotiona1 disturbance of a spouse 

::~~,~:":" ~"; .,J{ . 

J,\: 
I ~ 

, '1 • , i 
/,' 

, (r" •. 
..... ,,,. 

• 

• 

• 
t: . 
I 
>-
~, , 
\' 
t • i 
f 
, 
t 

~. 
i 
f 

t 
I 

I 
I. 

• 
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107" Is ,the wif.s supportive of the inmate s'ince the offense? 
S\-l-P 

Code 1 "- Yes 
Code. 2 - Uncertain 
Code 3 ~ No -- planning on.divorce 

lO,B.~. Is -the: wife' accepting of a treatment program for the inmate's 
SW, rehabilitation? 

Code 1 - Yes 
Code 2 - No 
Code 3 - Treatment not indicated 
Code 4- Not applicable 

109. Should the wifo be involved with the inmate in a community based 
SW treatment program? 

code 1 
Code 2 
Code 3 

~ Yes 
- No 

Not applicable 

110. ShOUld the ,·life become 'involved in a treatment program during 
Sw inmate's incarceration? 

Code 1 - Yes 
Code 2 - No 
Code 3 ~ Not applicable 

111. How much time did pal"ents spend interacting (during the teenage 
SW-P years)? 

Code 1 Very often 
Code 2 Often 
CodeS Occasionally 
Code 4 - Rarely 
CodeS'-Never 
Cod~': 6. No consistent parental figures 
Code" 9 '... Cannot determine 

112 •. How much time did father and inmate spend interacting? 
SW-p' 

Same codes as in item #111 

113 •. Was this interaction: 
sw-p, 

Co'de 1 '­
Code 2 
Code '3 
Code 6 
Code 9 

Positive 
Negative 
Ambivalent 
No consistent parental 
Cannot determinl.'! 

figures 

1. 
I 

r 
~ 
f 
t , 



• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

. ' 
• 

• 

•• ( ': 
........... J 

• 

114. Type of interaction: 
sw-P 

Code 1 !'" Active 
Code 2 - Passive 
Code 3 '- Both, 

. , 

Code 6 - No consistent parental figures 
Code 9 - Cannot:datermine 

lIS. How much time" did .. mother and inmate spend interacting? 
SW-P 

Sarnecodes as'. in:i tern· #111 

116. , Was this ,interaction between. mother and inmate: 
SW-p: 

Same ~odes as: in: itemdJl13 

117_.-. Ty:geo£. .interaction .be'tween, mother al1d inmate: 
s\y.:.p·; ... 

. Sa.me-,ccodes·. as": in:_i temdfL\.4 
' . . . ' 
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118 .• ;'. H6w,much.time- uid_ the' .. family' spend together interacting: 
SH ... !2.? 

Stime-·;:.codes:, as:; in': ± tem,::i/111 

119.' Wasthis'inte~ction 'of'.~ the ' family: 
SW-P 

Same' codes as' in; i tern' #113· 

120. ' Typ~ of interaction of the fami~y 
SW-F' 

121 • 
SW-P. 

Same codes as c in'_i tern #l1~:~:L 
. . ~, 

How much time did the'inmate spend'\;ith 

Same codes as' in" i tern #111 

122~ Was this interaction'with friends: 
SW-p 

Same" codes as' in item #113 

123; Type of interaction' with friends: 
sw-P 

Same codes as.in'item #114 

friends? 

124. Is ~the rainilY- accepting of a treatme.nt program for the inmate's 
SW rehabilitation? 

Code 1 !- ·Yes.: 
Code. 2- No' 
Code . .3 '- -Treatment not indicated 
Code. ,4 ,- Not: applicable 

• 

• 

• 

• 

I 

I. 
f 
I 

. 

I • 
r 
t 
r 
[. 
~ 

125. 
SW 
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Should the family be involved \>lith the inmate in a community 
based program? 

Code 1 - Yes 
Code 2 - 'No 
Code 3 - Not applitable 

JI.Ii. liilf)uJ.ll the fmnU.y IHHlome IllvOJ v~(l In a treRtlllPtd prOlJ.t'am uUl'ing 
::w lnll1Al~f ~ I 1l0l'H't.IQIletI hilI'!' 

127. 
p 

eode 1 - Y~ti 

Code 2 - No 
Code 3 Not applicable 

Was the inmate under the influence of drugs (include marijuana 
not alcohol) when the offense was committed? 

Code 1 .- Yes 
Code' 2 - No 
Coae 3 - Inmate denies influence of drugs 
Code 9 - Cannot determine 

128. , Drug use: 
P:' 

Code 0 - No use of ~rugs 
Code 1 Marijuana 
Code 2 - Hashish 
Code 3 Hallucinogens 
Code 4 - Barbiturates 
Code 5 - Amphetamines 
Code 6 - Benzene derivative 
Code 7 - Tranquilizers 
CO'de 8 !"" Morphine 
Code 10 - Opiates and others (opium, heroin. cocaine) 
Code 11':- Combinations of 2 or more of codes. 2-10 
Code 99 - Cannot determine 

IF :QUESTION #128 WAS CODED "0" LEAVE QUESTIONS 129-139 BLANK. 

129 •. Age at -first contact with drugs: 
P: 

130 •. Where was' the inmate's first contact with dI'ugs: 
p, 

. Code. 1 -
Code 2 .­
Code.3 -
Code. 4 -
CO.de 5 ,-

Home 
School 
On the job 
At a social activity 
Hilitary seI'vice 

.. ' ..... "-'. 
-~-~ '-.' 

.' .it. ..' . ~.. ; 

or c;m the street 

; 

t 
r 
t 
i , 
! . 

• 
l 
I 
r· 

f , 
I 



• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

I 
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• 

131. Was the first drug experience: 
P 

Code 1 - Pleasant 
Code 2 - Unpleasant 
Code 3. Indifferent 
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132. What type. of a progression was' there (from less harmful to more 
P . harmful drugs)? 

Code 1 - Harijuana and hash to nonopiates 
Code 2 - Hariju'ana and hash to opiates 
Code '3:~ Nonopiates to opiates 
Code 4 -'l~b progression 

133. .' The initial reason for taking drugs was: 
P. 

Code 1 - Peer pressure 
Code 2 For excitement 
Code 3 - Curiosity 
Code 4 - Rebellion 
Code 5 - As a relief from tension or stress 

134. . Were drugs used: 
p. 

135. 
P. 

Code 1 
Code 2 
Code 3 
Code 4 

- Orally 
Intravenously 

- Both 
Neither 

At the height of the inmate's drug usage» how often was he taking 
them? 

Code 1 - Several times per day 
Code·2 - Daily 
Code 3 - Weekly 
Code 4 - Less often than either codes 2 or 3 

13:6' •.. How, long does the inmate consider he has been an extensive drug user? 
P' 

Code 0 Does not consider himself an ~xtensive user 
Code 1 1-2 years 
Code 2 - 2-3 years 
Code 3 3-4 years 
Code 4 - It -5 years 
Code 5 - 5 + years 
Code 6 Less than 1 year 

13,7'.- . Is. treatment indicated because of drug use? 
P 

Code 1 Yes 
Code 2 - No 

la'S: •. , Is: inmate accepting of treatment (appears sincere in desire 
P : for treatment)? 

Code 1 - Yes 
Code 2 .. No 
Code 3. Treatment not indicated 

i. 

t 
l r. 
• 

• 

'. 
'. o 
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139. lias the inmate been a drug user and completely and voluntarily 
P discontinued using them? 

Code 1 Yes 
Code 2 - No 
Code 3 - Does not pertain 

140. 
S~l-P 

Has the inmate ever been referred for psychiatric treatment? 
(Do not consider evaluations as psychiatrlc treatment) 

Code.l Yes 
Code 2 - No 

ll.fl •. ~ Has' the' inmate ever been in psychiatric treatment? 
SW:"P·, 

Code 1 - Yes 
Code .2"':' No 

Ilf2-.~ .. Did.:. he~: complete the psychiatric tl'eatment? 
sw-p-: 

Code 0 Does not pertain -- never been in treatment 
Code 1 - Yes 
Code 2 - NQ 
Code 3 - Discharged Hithout improvement 

Ilf3.~ . GATB.:.G Score 
P. .,. 

:' '~, 

144. 
P :: 

Be'ta I.Q. Score 

14.5. S~ep Reading Score 
P: 

146. Step Mathematic Score 
p 

147;' , Information gathered from: 

. 148. Social Worker 

Code 1 
Code 2 

149. , Psy~hologist 

Bob Janeski 
Dale Denney 

..... ' 
" 

Code 1 - Trudy McIver 
Code 2 - Ellen Godfrey 

41' 
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APPENDIX A 

Offense .',~ , 

Code the offense according to the listing which follows. ':: ;t.. . '. .. ' 
.~,!, ~,. ;.~" .. ",-' . 

If the' offense for which the subj ect was legally convictec1 arid:~ 
committed encompasses more than one of the categories below, code 
the offense' according to the class. taking the offense ranked ' " :.:,; " .. t.:. ; ".' 
highest. Class A felonies are the most serious and Class E .,,:~. :., i~::'.-:"" 
felonies the least serious. If the two felonies fall in the same··.·· . "'0;"'" 

class, code the offense with the lowest number. "::"',, :~:,'''' .' :.;:,., • 
-~"'~ .M 

Code by actual offense committed all cases who have been convicted 
and committed to prison by the habitual criminal statute. In 
coding such cases, the most recent criminal behavior should be 
used to determine the offense category. 

Ignore al1. designations such as "aids" "conspiracy to commit." 
"assault to commit," or "attempt to commit", coding the crime 

·as if it was actually committed. For exampleD attempted murder 
would be coded 01 or attempted burglary Hould be coded 39. 

A - Code 1 - Murder 1st 
B Code 2 Murder 2nd 
A - Code 3 - Aggravated Kidnapping 
C - Code 4 - Rape 
B Code 5 Kidnapping 
B Code 6 Aggravated Arson 
E - Code 7 - Abuse of a Child 
B - Code 8 - Aggravated Robbery 
D Code 9 Aggl~avated Incest 
C - Code io· Attempted Poisoning 

C - Code 11 - Voluntary l1anslaughter 
B - Code 12 - Indecent Liberties with a Ward 
E - Code 13 - Aggravated Indecent Solicitation of a Child 
B - Code 14 - Aggravated Sodomy 
C - Code 15 - Indecent Liberties with a Child 
B - Code 16 - Aggravated Battery Against a LaH Enforcement Official 
A - Code 17 Treason 
E - Code 18 - Terroristic Threat 
C - Code 19 - Aggravated Battery 
D •. Code 20 - Enticement of a Child 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

•. , 
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C Code 21 - Aggravated Assault on a L8\'1 Enforcement Official 
C Code 22 - Arson 
C - Code ~~3 - Hohbery 
.~" I.h'c)!'> ·~/. m q"kmq j I 
~; - CQi'i.C ::.~ AtHnQi 1 lit!. hlii, 111<:. 

lt~ - Code ;~6 lil'iJlJi nell (Juu lit' )!;X.pJ o8ivt::):-J 
C - Code 2'1 AggJ'l.lv;Ji.ed BIU'l.O.W·Y 
E ;.... Code 28 Practh:ing Crillli.nCll SyndiclIliBlII 
D ::.- Code 29 - Criminal Abortion 

, E ~ Code 30 - Abandonment of a Child 

D ; Code 31 - Aggravated Assault 
E ~ Code 32 - Aggravated Escape from Custody 
E ~Code 33 - Incest 
E ~ Code 34 - Unlawful use of Weapons 
D ~ Code' 35 - Racketeering 
E ~Code 36 - Aggravated Weapons Violation 
D ~ Code 37 -Sedition 
D ;. Code 38 - Incitement ~~Jo Riot 
D ;,. Code 39 - Burglary 
C : - C,ode 40 - Selling of St,imulating Drugs 
D'·. - Code 444 ~ Illegal Possession or Sale of Marijuana 
D . - Code 443 - Illegal Possession of Stimulating Drugs 

C ~ Code'41 - Perjury 
E ::. Code 42 - Corruptly Influencing a \vi tness 
E - Code 43 - Compounding a Crime 
E - Code h4 - Involuntary; Manslaughter 
D - Code 45 - Unlawful Possession of a Firearm 
E - Code 46 Corrupt Conduct by a Juror . 
D - Code 47 .• Misuse of Puhlic Funds· 
D ;. Code 48 Bribery 
E •. Code 49 Criminal Desertion 
E .. Code' 50 - Aiding an Escape 

E ~ Code 51 - Criminal Damage to Property 
E - Code 52 - Aggravated Tampering with a Traffic Signal 
D ;.. Code 53 - Theft . 
E - Code 54 - Aggravated False Impersonation 
E ~ Code 55 - Aiding a Felon or Person Charged as a Felon 
E ~ Code 56 - Commercial Bribery 
D - Code 57 - Forgery 
E - Code 58 - Aggravated Juvenile Delinquency 
D - Code 59 - Habitually Giving Worthless Checks 
E ~ Code 60 - Impairing a Security Interest 

E ;.. Code 61 - Attempting to Influence a Judicial Officer 
E !"" Code 62 - Altering a Legislative Document 
E .:. Code 63 - Traffic in Contraband in a Penal Institution 
E ~ Code 64 - Fraudulent Release of a Security Agreement 
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E - Code 65 - Habitually Promoting Prostitution 
E - Code 66 - Presenting a False Claim 
E :... Code 67 - Nonsupport of a Child or Spouse 
E -·Code 68 ,- Warehouse Receipt Fraud 
E'- Code 69 .- Destroy:i.ng a Written Document 
E - ·Code 70 .- Aggravated Failure to Appear 

E -Code 71 - Dealing in Gamh1ing Device:3 
D.-.Code 72 - Making a Faloe Writing 
E - Code 73 - Unlawful Use of a Credit Card 
E- Code 74 - Co~nercial Gambling 
E- Code 75 - Installing Communications for Gamblers 
E- Code 76 - Obstl~cting Legal Process or Official Duty' 
E :... Code 77 - Giving Worthless Checks 
E -·Code 78 - Possession of Burglary Tools 
E - Code 79 - Bigamy . 
E.-·Code 80 - Sports Bribery 

E- Code 81 - Possession of Forgery Devices 
E -:- .Code 82 - Tampering \'li th a Sports Contest 
D - Code 83 - Theft of Services 

Code 84 - Delinquency 

Code. 99 - Cannot determine the offense 
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1. Allen 
2. Anderson 
3 •. Atchison 
4. Barber 
5 •. Barto'n 
6. Bourbon 
7. Brown 
8. . Butler 
9 •. Chase 

10. Chautauqua 
lle. ·Cherokee 
120 . Cheyenne 
13:' -C:1,ark 
14. Clay 
15. Cloud 
16. .Co;ffey 
170 Comanche 
18. Cowley 
19. Crawford 
20. pecatur 
21. Dickinson 
22. Doniphan 
23. Douglas 
24. Edwards 
25. Elk 
26. Ellis 
27. Ells\'wrth 
28. Finney 
29. Ford 
30. Franklin 
31. Geary 
32. Gove 
33. Graham 
34. Grant 
35. Gray 
36. Greeley 
37. Greem'l'ood 
38 .• Hamilton 
39 • . Harper 
40. Harvey 
41. Haskell 
42 •. Hodgeman 
43.: Jackson 
44.· Je;fferson 
45. Jewell 
46. Johnson 
47. Kearny 
48. Kingman 
49. Kiowa 
50. Labette 
51. Lane 

. 52~ Leavenworth 

APPENDIX B 

CODING FOR KANSAS COUNTIES 

53. Lincoln 
54. Linn 
55. Logan 
56. Lyon 
57· Marion 
58Q Marshall 
59. McPherson. 
60 • Meade 
61 •. Miami 
62. Mitchell 
63. Montgomery 
64. Morris 
65. Morton 
66. Nemaha 
67. Neosho 
68. Ness 
69. Norton 
70. Osage 
71. Osborne 
72. Otta\'la 
73. Pawnee 
74. Phillips 
75. Potta\'latomie 
76. Pratt 
77. Rawlins 
78. Reno 
79. Republic 
80. Rice 
81. Riley 
82. Rooks 

.. 83. Rush 
84. Russell 
85. Saline 
86. Scott 
87. Sedg\'lick 
88. Se\'lard 
89. Shawnee 
90. Sheridan 
91. Sherman 
92. Smith 
93. Stafford 
94. Stanton 
95. Stevens 
96. Sumner 
97. Thomas 
98. Trego 
99~ Wabaunsee 

100. Wallace 
101. Washington .: 
102. Wichita 
103. Wilson i 
104. Woodson 
105. Wyandotte 
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APPENDIX C 

Guideline for Ratinr~ rriRoners Accord:lng to Violence 

This guideline is intended to provid8 the rater HUh a concept of 
violence which will allow categori7.Cltion of criminals into tHO groups; . 
One v:l.olent and another nonvioJ.ent. '1'hese criminals are suhjects of a 
research project dealing '-Jith violence. Provision is made fol" ca tegSlrizing 
some prisoners as douhtful, ~eanine that doubtful individuals i-Jill not 
he sUh.iects of t:J8 research. 

Violence is conceptualized as naked ageression, hostility th:'1t is 
translated in~.rphysica1 action th"t has the intent to cause harm to 'peoR1e 
or d'<'i'~truction of property. In this sense, the violence may he Actna} or 
'Potentia]. For instance, a criminal may actually assaul t anotber individua1 
c"lnsing hodily hfl.rm, or he may threat,Em violence as in the caso of rohhary 
at· gun-point. In either case, the criminal is to he considered violent. 

In~'judging a particu1fl.r crimj.naJ., emphasis shall he placed on hj8 
hackgronnd history" with particuJ.ar attention paid to 110th past offenses 
and the' present offense for which h8 has heen sentenced. If the prisoner 
has m.:J.ny .cr:tmes in his hackgro\md, the judsmElnt as to' his violence sh()u1d 
he based lipon the most serious crime commit.ted. Even though this judgment 
wiD .. ' be hased upon tihe types of crime committ.Gd, it is important to consider 
that it: is the action involved in the crime effiU not the legal definition 
of thp. crime upon which the judgment of violencG or non-violence is hased. 
For instance, somebody might be sentenced because of tbe crime of disorderly 
conduct which, sl1pe)~ficiaJ 1y considered, mieht be j udeerl non -violen t. Closer 
inspection may r8veal th~t the criminal viciously and impulsively destroyed 
extensive puh1ic property, and tJ18 crime should, therefore, be considered 
violent. 

Several criteria should be taken into consideration to separate the 
violent from the non-violent. He will po:Lnt (lut 'some of these: a) Provoca­
tion- D8~3truGtivo and hnrmfn.l crimes may tle committed Hith 1Ht] e or no 
'provocation) in Hhich case the criminal is to be considered violent. en 
the other hand, the average 1aH-abiding c:i ti7.8n might react impulsively 
if submittod to ext-r'3m81y injl1d.om:; provoco.tion. b) Self-defense: legitimately, 
somebody mjght provoke hodily h<lrm or even death to another·humon being and 
l)G chnrged with a serio1ls offen~e hut not judGed violent. Conversely, weapon 
al1~Red]y for self-defense and Sven though no actual barm is ever produced, 
th.Jt criminal may he judged violent. c) Aim or ~l.\rpose: This crit8ria is 
pRrt,iclllarly u[loful concerning crimes 1nvolvin g (8strllction of propor ty. 
The more aimloss 1;he destruction; the more violent the criminal. For instance, 
a burgJ.ar, attomptin1f5 to enter a lJouse, may destroy a door or other property 
t,hat gots :in his "\-lay to obtain prof:),.t. TIe may be considered non-violent. 
Conversely, a dolinquent who enter,s a schoo} huDding vdtll t.he intent to 
steaJ., may purposeloss1y destroy a whole lil'rClry, being therefore considered 
violent. d) Throat to the victim: As mentioned ahove, a potentially harm-
ful action is-to be consj.dered violent. TJle threat may be explicit (For 
instance, during a ro1lhery) or imp1icit as in somo Jases or kid:li.1pping. 
lfoHever important the 1eca1 term might be, vle once more mal~ clear thflt the 
judgment ahout, th·) violnncc :i,G t.o he made llased on the actual hanpeninB· 
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Al'PENDIX D 

CODING F01~ SKILL LEVLL OF OCCUPATIONS 

1. Professional [, Technical Workers 
Includes teachers~ engineers D physicians, laHYers~& clergymen 

2. Proprie to'L'S [, 11anagers 
Persons in busint;ss fup themselves by . th manag~ng 0 €!:t" employees 

3. Fcu"mers [, Farm 11anagers 
Persons operating farms Hith the help 6f laborers 

4. Service Workers 
~ersons.Hho maintain law and order, assist professional nurses 
111 hosp~ tals, barbers and beauticians, Hai tZ'E!sses and waiters 

5. Clerical Workers 
Those Hho operate computors and office machines', keep recor'ds, 
take dictation and type. 

6. Sales WOr'kers 
Salesmen in retail and wholesale stores, insurance companies. 
real estate and door'-to-door 

7. Skilled Workers 
Sk~lled workers. make the, patterns, models, tools, dies» ma-. 
chmes» ~d eqmpmant Hhl.ch are used in industries by semiskilled 
and l..msk~l~ed h'or'kel's. The skilled Harkers repair such equipment. 
They also construct homes, ?uildings~ and highways. These people 
must have a thorough knowledge of theil" HOr'k and often need a 
high.degree of manual dexterity. A skilled occupation is usually 
obta~ned t~l'ough exte~si ve training; many from Hork expel'ience. 
armed serv~ces, vocat1.onal schools, and apprenticeshipst the 
latter known to be the best way. 

Ex,amples: Carpenters J craftsmen ~ electricians, engineers. fore­
men, glaziers, mechanics, plumber'S, repairmen, tool and die 
makers, typesetters, blacksmiths, Helder, bricklayers, & but~hers. 

8. Semiskilled Workers 
Semiskilled workers, in general, wOr'k with their hands, using 
hand tools, operating power driven machines e.nd some do minor 
ad~ustment and maintenance !O the machines ~hey use. Many semi­
sk~lled persons work as assl.stants to skilled workers. Semi­
skilled work is doing manual work that requires som~ but not 
e,:,tensive training, usually brief on-the-job training. S1..~ch 
wOr'ksrs must have the ability to learn new jobs quickly, be de­
pendable, and hav€,l good coordination. Many of these worker'S 
assemble goods in factories. 

Examples: Truck drivers, assemblers, inspectors, packers, 
wrappers, laundry, dry cleaning operators, construction labor 
br'icklayer's helper, [, cook. • 
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Appendix 

Private Household Workers 
Maids, butler~, governesses~ laundresses, caretakers 

farm Laborers and roremen 
Help· farmer:;; .to do chores 

D Page 2 

ll~ I Unskilled workers . 
Tne·.e.unskil~d work i~l usually that of handling and moving 
mat.erials' •. They generally need no special training. 'l'hoy 
are employed mainly in the nJanuJ'Clctux:'illP; f313tuullshl11ents und 
are f1,rsdually ho tug roplacou 14 lll(.whJuen. 

<,.C",. 

)~xamplofJ: I,onding and unloClu(lig;~ digging. huull ng. hoisttnp,. 
wood chopping, mixing and common lnbol'. 

99 •. Cannot determine the skill level 

occuEational Outlook Handbook, 1966-67 Edition. Bulletin #1450· 
U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics, 
pp. 10-11, 15, & 361-365. 
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