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--FINAL I'VALUATION FORM

S N ' CRANINUMBER 4 77'

CRANT TITLE _ﬂmmm_ml_mg_mrrectional System-- ;

a Dia.ugue

1. Project Director _ Kenneth Smith 2. Sponédring Ozga:l\iiation's_“i :

 Firland Correctional Center® . - -

2 Grant Award Amount _$10,508 4 A iual Amount Egpended - 510’508-'..'{'

5. Cost-Sharing Total __$10,580 - = = ¢ Total Project Cost (4 +5)_$21,088 = " .~

7. Audwnce Statistics - : o
© a. Total Audience, Al Actwn.cs 570 - :
-b. List the communities directly invoived in this proyect and- the esnmated audcence

held
SEE PAGE 3

< Lnst each public activity and the approximate size of us aud:ence lndscate in- person

attendance and the number of people reached by media programs (encludmg news
' _._'coverage)

SEE PAGE 3 : . e e
' vf»_"TOTvA'LS ;_Slﬂ;lﬁ;Perébh 7 _via Media Pfégrams R S

- d. Indicate the number of days on which public programs took p!ace Four (4)
‘e, Rredkdown of estimated total attendance A : o

‘_SEEPAGE3 - ' I . :
S .~ No. % . No. - %7

Male : - Business S
Femal>. . ' . labor

- White . . Covernment - :

Black . ' . - General Public
Native American _ . Age: 18-25
Chicano:+ - : ' 25-35
Asian American . . 35-65

“ " Other (specify) : ~ 65 and Qlder

Additional Categories (specify): - -

. *Co-Sponsors: Shoreline Youth Services . ;
- - Prince of Peace Lutheran Church ;
S League ‘of Women Voters of Seattle .-

i - Shoreline Chamber of Commerce

7 . Shoreling- Camwunity Coliege e

. o0 ATTICA o3l -0 “

; ShoreHne Jay ees

LN

from each. Indacate by asterisk ( ) those communities where pvoxect actlvmes were ,j
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9 To summanze partuccpatuon by Scho!ars in the Huwnatnes hs! by discipline; the. number

_of scholars inveived in progect activities. Count each instance of involvement, even if it
was by the zame individual. Column A Program Psannmg Co&umn 8 = Program lm-
plementation or Eva!ua{non. ; e .

SALB LA B-"..-- g ~
- History = . - . = ’ Ast H:story/Cnttrssm
_ 1 _3 Pm!osophy e _..__....._.}-;._.. Ethics ~
__L___}__ Literature . - - . .. - ...9;..._ — Humamsuc Scua! Sceence,
L el 3 Lang,uages SRR SR : “(Total)’ {List Separately below}
'——._._3... Jurisprudence = L % - g ~ émh;egﬁimy» SQCE0¥0G¥
N T sycholo
— Comparahve Relfgpn ____T__ Y &V
— Linguistics
Archaeology

10. Please list a" other mdxvuduals who played a ma;or part th:e pm)ect
NAME _ o ADDRESS )

SEE.PAGE 6 -~

: Pleas«. submtt these {wo pages, as ;mnted a8 the cmr w mm fin&l eva!uatfon. Atach con- “ .

" tinuation pages if necessaw Re‘tvpe éw rmﬁing Queetéam on your mm paper md answer.
them In ﬁequeqce. ‘-
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7. Audience Statistfcs o
-VTotal Auaience, AN Act1v1t1es :‘570 :

. List the commun1t1es d1rect1y involved 1n this prnjeet'and the estimated audienca
i feom. gagg. Xndicate by asterisk (*) those conﬁmnities where proaect activ1ﬁies
‘were he - v L

Using the 11st of names and addresses collected from the audience at the
- final session of the dialogues, the estimated audience attendance wa
from the fbllow1nq communities'-

. o ~-Average attendance
- Bellevue .= = . :
v;?Edmonds,viufxr K : 7
oo Tacoma .- = (3B Approximetely twclve to fourteen.
.. Olympia .-~ = S from Fivland Correctionai Center-attended
" Shelton. "= © SRR each session.‘
_‘Snohomish R
“lssaquah . .
Kirkland . =
KR Puyanup -

"c. List each pub]ic activity and 1he appraxinete size of 1ts audience " Indicate
~ in-person attendance and the number of people reached by medie progrems (ex-
cluding news coverage).vy~ UL

There were four; dialogue sessions they were he]d 1nkthe Shorewood High
"~ School Auditorilid, 17300 Fremont Ave. Nurth, Seattie, ‘Washington, from-
7 30 to 10 30 p.m..‘- S :

; February 17 v 150 adults. one chi]d 1n care cewter
February 24 T =110 adults. ¥
'-',March 1 Lot =. 186 -adults
Mmmha ~“,Q maamnu

“ToTALs: - 570 In-Person {'*" “via Media Programs B

d ‘Indicate the number of days on whéch public programs took piace,;,
L Four (4) '

I,A

Breakdown of estimated total attendance. _—

S ERN No. g L T L Nl CoT s

‘ vAHale -yfl_ﬂ; ?n,§5§f 5 1‘:»BU51HQSS'_,:v . Homenaker.
‘Female .- 239 42 ' Labor - 23 - Educator -

© :Sex unknown -~ 23 " Corrections -~ . Professional

© White . o 7 442 ' Enployee - 34 . - Spoese/Re?a- x't“\f‘
Black 7 " Qther Govt, - - .  tiva.of Cor~i’
Native American 37 © Employee ~rections
Chicano 7. Corractions - . Res1dent
Asian American . 2 < - Resident ..57 - ._Othﬁw
Other 21 - © Student . -
o YRHERE

e o bt LT M e SRR »,t.lu,.z:'?".-".x@’ v
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*.Unde
18-2
28<3
. 36~6

C i Over

 Addt

Fiftyéf1vé'percentA6? thbée”whéuatféhdéditﬁe second session and turn

" thet
dial

returned their cards, said they tad attended the first three sessionsy
twelve percent said they attended two of the first three Iessions; thirty- -

eight percent said they were attending their first session; and twenty . .- ~-..:

percent did not respond to this questfon on thelr cardss: - lopu: iy e/

. "In the final session, thirty~four percent of those returning their cards .
. .safd they had attended all four dialogue sessions; sixtean percent said - .-
' -they attended three sessions; sixteen percent said they -attended %0 ses= .
0 'sions; twenty percent said they were attending their.first dialogue session;

~. - and thirteen percent of those veturning cards. did not respgond to the. questio

B}eakdewn'pf'est§maﬁed total éttendahgé (cont'd) .

T

- “The estimates re ken
*. participant-RESPONSE CARDS turned in by. audience members .at the close
- " of each dialogue session. ~The overall percent of RESPONSE- CARDS-:.

" returned was: 68%: .- .o ot WEL e

r18
5 :
5 .
65 Loy : B

ported in the categeries above wera:taken

from the

74% veturn .- .
79% return. .
60% return . -
64% return -

. First session
.- Second session
C ¢ Third session -
_Fourth session

)

ed 10
r response cards safd they had attended both the first and second:- . ‘.
ogues. . Thirty-one percent of those who.attended the third sassionv&ndtg‘;

B

—nidn

5
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8. L1st the Scholars 1n the Humanities who actua]ly participated in the project.

_ _ Affi{liation/ Part1c1pation
Name = = . Held - - Address- Plan/Impl/Eval
Cecile Andrews " Director, Women's Studies ‘No.Seattle Ccm.Coll. : X
Dr. LeRoy Annis - - Professor of English .= Univ. of Puget 3d. X X a
~ Dr. Charles Barrack Assoc.Frof of Germanies Unfv. of Washington ;f’j7.f ;x,.?*:“*""
Dr. Duncan Ch ppel . - vDirector. Law & Justice. Battell-Seattle - .
..~ - Study Center - . Research Center = = - X
(f Lawrence Crocker - Professor of Philoscphy = Univ. of Washington - = . X~ ‘
. Dr. Jane English - Bsst. Prof. of Philosophy Univ. of Washington . X
iy Dr. Charles Frey — - jAsst.:Prof._ef_English: : - Univ. of. washington-V;,'X, DX
- Donald Horowitz " Former Judge- ~ -~ . -King County Sup. Ct. =~ Y
DOr. Leonard Holden ‘Evaluation Coordinator “Tacoma Public Schs. ;X G
_Br. Lynne Iglitzin Undergraduate Studies - Univ. of Hashington X X
" John Junker, J.D. ~ Professor of Law - . . School of Law, WM EIEREED SEIEON X
Dr. Lloyd Keith -ProfeSSor.of Sociology f Shore]ine Com. Co?l. e fjaxl.’f"vﬁ
_ Dr. Daniel Kelleher.~  Psychologist and Writer = CHEE f
DUr. Abe Keller Prof. of Romance Langs. - Univ. of Hashington’ X
Pr. Willis Konick Assoc. Prof. of Russian Univ. of Hasnington X X
: o ~_and Comparative Lit. ' - o
Dr. Paul Menzel ~  Professor of Philosophy  Pacific Luth. niv. X X

- br. Victor Padelford © . Assoc. Prof. of Anthropo] Shore]ine Comm, Co]l
oo, Stuart Scheingo]d Pruf of Po]itica] Set. - Univ, of Hashington .
e Roborta Silverstein S Instructor of Anthropo]og/ No.Seattle Comm. . Co]l.

;'Father John Tope] .z,.,aAssoc._Prof. of»Theo]ogy Seattle University
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_ Chiistopher B&Y‘QY
: i,{Harold Bradley.

“““Kerry Corr
- .Edward Good, J. D
"f'Edna Goodrich
- Audrey Gruger

«E'f'j'H1lliam Hagens

= . Mrs. Margaret Hopkins
L bugh-tubert
. Peter Musselwhite
) ;gvTracy_Owen ‘ o
_ Charles Rehm, M.D.
. B, J. Rhay
~John Spellman
“%myﬂamr

[ S TR S RPN PO R Pt e A CHVONENG S L W

’ »-King County Prosecuting Attorney
i rector, Adult: Correct‘ons State of wash =

. Judge James Cook Jgfﬁ_ ST
0 probation officer,. Corr. Divn., State of Nash.

* Judge Francis Holman _
- Citizen

'".President, Self Improvement Group, McNei1
- Island Penitentiary .-

ikmmuWOﬁua.mnmtmmwﬁaewwmm-

 me%mmquﬁf 

Address -

'°h0reline D1strict Cou?tA

Director, Community Crime Prevention Program

15'Direttor, Juvenile S-wices, King Cy. Dist.Ct.
. Washington State Legislator, ‘Member, Citizens

) Advisory Committee, Firland Correct. Center

‘ ;fiProgram Research, House of Pepr.. Nash, Stato “é’

King County Supnrior Court

King County Council- Mewher ,5
Coordinateor, Broadview Block Hatch

Superintendent, Halla Halla State Penftentiary Presentor -
King County Executive: R - _Pre$entorﬁ'
.. Director, News Dept., KZAM'fr- 7 Moderator
v;!Paws Announcer, KZAMA i '-ﬂlj“f.Modgrafarnﬁf'

:ff:L(}-.

o et S e S B D

A

- JD. P1ease iist al] other 1nd1v1dua1° who p]ayed a major part in the project.ﬁ*"'
- Spec1f1c Ro]el

Contribution

;'i‘Presentor

j'~Res;pomi_eg\'1;'*:'3
?ResponcantQ,
. Respon<°nt?

‘-Respondent ;

_Respondent“
- Respondent’
* ‘Respondent
fflRespondentf '

Respondent
_f;Presewuo.‘f’

Responuent,'
Presentor-;

Respondent'_  i

e L i e el Skt
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)\ THE CORRECTIONAL SYSTEM: SOCIETY'S CHILD?

- crime, correctioas and the community--in the last session. We wanted each program :
CR tp(bu{ld“on'the zrevious ene and to prepare people for the next sessien. . R

“The pubTic-polity issues - 1terconnected as did thé sessions.. Together. tﬁeylprof-

n themselves. The primary public policy fssue for each session was: . . -

| PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PUBLIC POLICY ISSUES S S N

il, List and give a brief'synoﬁsis of the program activities. Indicate‘tha public é
nolicy issues and subset issues discussed in each. S X
e e titles and foci for each of the four dialogue sessions were as follows: - .. .

. _ \ . : .
. cus: The correctional system as a reflzction of sucial values.
Citizen impact on the development of correctional programs, -

(2) CRIME: SOCIETY'S RESPONSIBILITY?

LA

Focus: The commun{ty's respohse to crihe (street, white éblléi;“andf ;":' 3
~ burcaucratic). D S T
‘ “Citizens' responsibility for controlling and preventing ;rjme.;-

(3) THE CORRECTIONAL SYSTEH AND THE COMMNITY: A RESPONSIBLE RELATIONSHIP? = |

fgégg: Citizens' i{nvolvement in correctidnal'1nst1tutidns;  AR
=7 The {mpact correctional facilities have on citizens.

- (4) CRIME, CORRECTIONS, AND COIRNITY: THE FUTURE?

. Fociz. - The future of treatment programs for offenders. Lol
The impact of citizens on the future of crime prevention snd :
wroatment pregrams. ' S

The 'sessions zi:.rted out exploring the correctional system and moved progressively %

- from there to = look at crime, then to the relationship between tha correctional: . %

system and t-e community, and finally on o0 a lock at all three major elements-<.

vided participants with a framework within which to make informed decisions for - -

(1)' Should pérsons cdnvicted of crimes be isolated from communitiés? -

(2) Should the community share some responsibility with the correctional
-~ system for controlling and preventing crime in thefr neighborhoods?

,:(3)‘ Ought‘a cormunity be involved in corrections programs?

(4) Oughﬁlthe correctiéna1 system concern ftself with the community‘aheh_"
- considering alternative methods of realing with offenders?

Other issues of concern included:

Should all people be locked up for criminel acts regardless of their status
in life? . '

Should we punish those who comit crimes?
Should we try to rehabilitate those who commit crimes?
N 'i 7

11 _}
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'Shou%d thara be:commnhiﬁy protection'agencies and neighbcrhood cooperative:;
‘ “in prevanting and contxolliag crime 1n ncighborﬁooas?

'ar@ 1ocated?

'“;;Shou1d c%tizens ba invclved 1nrmak1ng derisions about correctional insti-
'atutions? 1 / 3







" INVOLVEMENT OF SCHOIARS IN THE HUMANITIES

12. .

i 1'3.

- What specific aspects of each public policy issue might not have been discussed as

fully, or at all, had scholars in the humanities not been involved in th° proaect?

- “'Academichumanistsin this project brought a special theoretical and practica.

*;finowledge to issues under discussion plus an understanding of the dialogue
_process., They helped participants re-cvaluate their values, ideas, beliefs and

- judgments. They discussed various approaches to the problems involved and their

possible consequences though participants decided what particular approaches met .
their individual reeds. They defined terms and generally stimulated active dis- -
cussion. ' The foliowing two- examples are representative of the parameters of - i
the humanist presentation. , , : - .

, Paul nenzel took on the question of whether or not prisons should be 1so-
.-~ lated from communities, Though at times overly esoteric and. excessively:
. academic, he hit soundly on the specific relationship between social values
and issues of corrections in the society. He confronted Chris Bayley on - .
- issues of deterrence, sentencing, punishment and justice with socund humanis- - -
tic arguments but most of his p.esentation seemed to pass over the heads of
- participants because of its abstractness, . . A

LeRoy Annis was provocative and dramatic in i< summary statements. He o
_pulled together'all the issues raised during the four sessions. Cne parti- '
cipant wrote regarding this specific contribution: "“he Shorewood seminar

. . . Was fantastic: pockets of radical humanism in the most unlikely
places. .The man from UPS (LeRoy Annis) was an artist--I never knew public
speaking could be 1ike that--he hammered and raved and mocked and made poetry
--he had us in the palm of his hand.” . : _

Indicate the contributions made by each of ‘these individuals, as humanities scholars, .
to each public policy. issue, to the program activity, or to the pro;ect as. a whole.

Individual contributions of humanist speakers

TQ;Q Dr. willis Konick discussed crime and its social foundations and helped to L
o define terms.- ' : R

Dr. Stuart Schningold discussed the rights of the accused and convicted

Dr. Jane English approached the topic of social values and legal distinc- ,
tions hetween men and women in prison. _

Cecile Anurews looked at how women have influenced the development of the
“'correctional system. , :

. Dr.'John Junker considered the questions 'Hho are thevciminals? :Nhat”catei~.3f
gories of behavior are considered criminal? Are there some evaluative criteria ’
for defining crime? _ . <. )

Or. Charles Frey and Dr. Charles Barrack explored the topic of criminals as’ o
"people".

Dr. Abe Keller discussed human responses to 'rime and 1mprisonment.
Dr. Duncan Chappell explored questions like: What is the cltizen s responsi- . -

bility for controlling and preven**ng crime? Does that responsibility extend
to the treatment of crime's vi ‘ims? R

N - . B -~ N N PR
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0 Indiv1dua7 uontributicns of humanist sp«akersv(cont d)

~f5Dr. lynne Iglitzin raised the question. Gught citizens from the 1~cal com-A
“munity be 1nvolved in a correct1ons program? . _

HFathe" fope] 1ooked at moraT responsib111ty a community has to offenders

"Roherta Silverstein asked khat can citizens do about the future or_co.rer-,
tions ?nd crime? : U ; L

" Ch~rles Frey exp]ored tne question. Can we. creatively break’ through- ’ne"'j
hlStOtJ of soc%ety ] traditional re]ationship to crime and corrections? - ‘







" ‘Drama by Fif]and Correc-
”‘tiqna] Center Residents

Director, Law and Justice
Study Center, Battelle-
Seattle Research Center

lf

-

v

'_l-*mBﬁb;McA11ister, Counselor

_2*Jim Martin, Resident
* -Firland Correctioral Center

Christopher Bayley, King
County Prosecuting Attorney







Edna Goodrich, Director
Juvenile Services, King
County Juvenile Court

Dr. Leonard Holden,
Project Evaluator

o

tiary

: 3 o

B. J; Rhay, Superintendent Dr. Lynne Iglitzin
Walla Walla State Peniten- .A Undergraduate Studies
l-b University of Washington






" BALANCE OF POINTS OF VIEW

- 14, Iddicatevthe specific steps taken to ensure a balance,of points'of view on each
public policy issue/subset issue and within the project as. a whole. How successful -

were these steps in actually securing a balanced dialogue?

’i  presentation, everyone came to both give and take away--and they did. b

"We hit cn a lot of the threads," said one organizer of the balance of this- " -

- program. Some of those threads were: - educational aspects of. the problem;.

" family; socio-economic factors; traditional-and bureaucratic realities; psycho--

logical aspects; and philosophical and anthropological aspects of the issues

under consideration. e had a variety of people imn attendance, including

former of fenders, prisoners, representatives of prison groups; citizens from

" Shoreline and other areas (as far away as Yakima), professionals, families of .. .
affenders, politicians. - We had the old anc young.and some balance of minority

_representation. -~ LT e o o SN

"The format allowed for much open discussion among the varied participants and
speakers. Our nightly evaluation sysiem recorded everybody's 1deas who had .-
attended previous sessions. The Response Card systém permitted everyone present i
at each session to record his/her thoughts as to what was {mportant and deserved ' :
. further consideration. At each successive dialogue a-written summary. of the. . -
comments recorded at the previous session was provided members of the audience ..
to help tie together one session with the next and to allow {ideas.to continue to
be visible and to flow from one session to the next, . ..~ ~io =t 0 oaiiond
Discussion opened up new vistas for peonle (i.e., "It was very -enlightening," :
said some). The format also inciuded a combination of presentations, inctuding * -/
speakers, music, poetry, drama, video and film to convey a melange of. ideas and =
expressions. The 1ist of speakers incliuded judges, corrections specialists, o
" law enforcement -people, representatives-of various - comnunity protection programs, = = -
2 victim of crime and former offenders. Various affiliations, convictions, and. = -
* persuasions were evident. - Though the séssions were varied in participaticn and

" ‘We were successful in attracting a balance, but could have drawn more on alt
" fronts. Some victims of crime who attended felt they were not heard and that -
_they were given token consideration. - We might also have used more techrology 7 -
people to discuss medical, familial and other influences on crime and corrections.







COHVUNITY SUPPCRT AND IN’OLVEMENT

" 15. Indicate how communaty support for and participation 1n your project was
" demonstiated. . What are the 1ikely demonstrable, specific impacts from youf
proaect on the invoived community(ies), either hort tenn or long range?

@)

A7)

{8y

:‘f?}(i)izto sponsorsh1p by night commdnity organizations along w1th Firland-Corz‘v

o __"1't1ona1 -Center resu]ted in broadened base for pub.icity and attendance.
(2)
(3)

Equipment for video production and proaection wWas provioed by American _._T

. Friends Service Committee and King County Juveni]e Court

Radio ‘Station KZA't donated a match of 5378 wcrth of free pub11c1ty._ T
There was excellent participation by local poiiticians a11 that were askcd

0. to attend came except. the Goverror. . . - e
(s)
(6)

The Shoreline Youth Services made al] of the posters as a community service
The auditorium sas donated by the Shoreline Public Schoo?s.ﬁ~"‘“ AR

Tape recorders, slide proaectors and public address equipment were donate
by the Shoreline School District and Shcreline Comnunity College, ‘

The Firland Correctional Center allowed a large group of its’ resiuents to -
attend, a trust. re]atlonship for al] concesned that was mutua]ly beneficia] _

" in many ways. -

Shor*-term Benef1t<

6]

The dialogues appeared to- enhance greatly relatlons between Ftr}and uorre\-
tional Centcr and the Cormunity

© The participation by FCC residents and personnel working there "humanized‘“ .

‘for many the whole world of correctional institutions everywhere.

) FCC, hopefully, as a result of this level of interaction. feels more. cbmfcr
. table about futuie opportunities for community involvement such as-this. -

‘The level of interest-and concern has been raised both in-the - 1mmed1ate area

. ~and in other parts of. the state who have heard about the program. - -
- The dialogue encounters. provided an important opportunity for 1nd1v1duals -

“‘with deep concerns to speak personally with.top level- officials-in the Judiciq

J:f:and correct1ona1 systems. Many 1ssues were presented and -some were clarified

" Long-term Impact '

o ;Q(i) As one participant wrote,v"Maybe the seeds of new. dfa]ogue , more 1nvolvement

ﬁ..(z)

" and some desirab]e change in our whole society are sown 1n meetin s - such as:
"~ these."

A method of producing prograns such as these 1s possib1y being perfectedfby
each effort made in this direction--the-community and governmental agencies

~‘cooperating in new pattermns to make for a more equitable and’ Just society.:

"H;There are unmeasurable personal. benefits carried away by many participants,

* young and old. Faces, handshakes, words of understanding and encouraqement.

people who were willing to listen--it is impossible to describe the web of .

hope, new vision, and commitment that these elements generatad in the heurts

. and minds or peopie 1nf1uenced by this pragram._y e







oo}

DIALOGUE - ' ' _

. 16. Briefly describe the dialogue which took place betwee? and among the scholars
! ' in the humanities, any other resourcé jndividuals, and the audience during

' ' “each preject acttivity. please also indicate several specific examples of 1n-
- terchange petween the audience and scholars in the humanities.

' f:_(BeCAUSe cf the”expanéé covered by the hamanists and audience reactors, the

;o  :  [,f —‘jreader,is referred to the Appendix of this report to examine in greater de-
o ' " tail quotations taken from each of the speaker's remarks and audience replies

¥ _ or reactions to speakers’ comments.)

What themes curfaced in these dialogues? : B

: Strong negative and positive reactions to Chris Bayley's ideas

about pre-detennined sentencing and punishment as the primary purpose
for the criminal justice system. gvidence of expanding respect by many

. for the mini-prison concepts both as an idea which expands respect for

: offenders as persons and as a practice which segregates first-time, non-

s : violent offenders from those who have more severes repeating problems.
,/ﬂir An increased sensitivity regarding the victims of crime and what society

P o is, or isn't, doing in their behalf.: - o

: Distress over recognition that prisons are founded and operate on

conflicting motives--to punish ang/or rehabilitate--as pointed out by

pr. Paul Menzel. conflict and challenge over whether or not punishment

~chould fit the crime or the criminal. pisagreement over whether or not
rehabilitation should be voluntary or built into the criminal justice
system. : ,

. Session Igg_generated the following themes. Chappell's concern for

recognition of victims of crime and compensation to victims by the offen-

. ders. _geveral audience participants noted: that the present Crime Compen-
- sation Act in Washington State (considered to be one of the best in the
.country), was really not very satisfactory and they felt it was full of

. llcopholeso;_Arguments pro and con over whether or not there were such
" things as yictimless crimes as suggested by Dr. Junker, and how they

- shculd pe treated.. Strong audience and speaker support for community
.~ jnvolvement in crime'prevention and treatment but much frustration re-

) _fgard1ng how this can best be done.

. Sessicn-Three saw several new topic themes evolve. A recognition
‘that it is' @ sense of community that makes oOr preaks the social fabric,
‘and gll;of s are {nvolved in keeping it -whole or tearing 1t by abuse or
neglect. tigh level concern for the family's zxistence and early
- parent training in the schools. & demand for better systems of correction=-
- . smalier offender populations, in-prison drug tresiment pregrams, expanded
2 work prograns,'intensive probation supervision via reduced case loads,
- yictim and offender controntation and consequent compensation‘that-humanizes
each toward the other. ST o

Strong pros and cons arose regarding B.J. Rhay's rationales position.
and management statements about Halla Walla, as well as appreciation for
h15-h1stor1cal presentation describing hov Washingion State prisons.have
come to be what they are. A deep coneern for the importance of individual
responsib111ty for crime prevention and correction=--a respect for the fact
that caring behavior comes out of 1ndividua1s,not out of society in genera\.







~*in pare entine 15 a must said speakers :and audience! Edna Goodrich urged:n

. e*fc'tivniy to cope with future probems, ahead of time. {Edna Goodrich
was wost apprectated by a large rajority of the audience. }. Increased.

‘community can relate to correcticnal and crime prevention programs.

chiidhood envirouments that breed crimina] activity

" been 'habi]itated' in the first place? (In other words, we should go -

ffore not reqUired or reeded " L

,'Hé need. to rebui]d the Sﬂnse of community that broke when a crime was .
,cormﬁtted " . . S S

- w111 tdke action--or responsibility-—for.,5 o

_'and wea]th the more crime. T R

"solved. Civil war is fast approaching. This meeting accomnlished

DIALOGUE
16. (Continued)

Session Four reiterated scma of the previous themes. Educétion

Us to gat out of the crisis reaction resnonse mode and into planning more -

concern and desire for morecommunication about how individuals in'the:
And final]y, broad based pleas that diaiogues such as these continueo»
o Following are sone samg]es of speaker and audience interactions° R

John Spellman: “The criminals are our chiidren--human beings.H ,f::ff;
And most of them are going to come back’ to us." . v R

Audience participant:  "We have a sociai reaponsibility to correct

"How do you rehabiiitate someone who has never o

back to infancy and the homes a"d prevent the criminal from becom wg
one in “he first piace " .

Chris Bayley: What are we doing in our prisons? “we areAin factr
punishing. We must make. criminai behavior certain of punishment."

Participant: '"Certairty of nunishnent is not a deterrent and theren-i}fvr

. Lynne Igiitzin 1~"Failure when a crine occurs. is two-sided

Particxpant "A community can only be as good as 1ts citizens

-~ Dr. John Junker “The broader the range of economic opportunity

Partic*pdnt SUntfl there Is. “equal “{ncome o probiem Wit be o

nothing because it is always the moneyed and powerful who do the ta1kungv
{nstead of our poor, the insane and helpless and “criminal.” As 1ong
as there {s private wealth there can Le no public good.” '

2
‘






s fffithis prooram..

"'?;jnever planned to get involved with other people's past emotions concerming other

' ‘ifinsights were kicked around by educators, public offictals, citizens and those -

DIA!.OGUE

7. List a few samples of specific comments by the audience, schoiars in the' B
humanities and other resource peopie reoaraing the ectua! program contnnt.‘ R

Hareid Bradley (Director. Aduit Corrections, State of washingtcn)
E "He shouid have more diaiogues 1ike these across the state.

- Iragy Owen (King County Counciiman)

' _“This program is iong overdue--weushoold do it every or every L
other yea

Participant- "Good speakers. Good programS‘rf Lots of diverse ideas; |

" More particjpants*lln ST S
"It was all great--congratulations._t,;""

’"Invthe discussion the Firiands residents add a g at deal to

_ -"It is interestinu to rnte how defensive those invoived in the
crimina] system are of their own turf." , S o PRSEE

: "The speakers were disappointing and I wouid have iiked to see
some law enforcement personnel--poiice, probation officers, etc." .

Y § feei that group discussion tonight was shocking.’ I reaiiy

-criminals. I hope the group monitor keeps the iid on some of the past emotional
ffbackgrounds.vfj L REE oA : . IR

E -"f'“This seminar was ‘a very good thing for me because I am incarcer-
-i;;ated and ' think this taught me one he]l of a iot..x;g* . BTN
L “Extraordinary - I m so pieased - inpressed - moved -

SR _""'_'"I think ths whole thing was great" No one was trying to seii
- anything. Thanks."r. y-= : : , e

S ] was very inoressed with the program, oo bad I didn t know about'jf;ffg' .
' ,ail four sessions.‘ X wouid support very strongiy a seminar such as this again._ . T

' “These diaiogues are needed elsewhere.~ Lots of ideas and earnest

from Firlands. 'The productivity of these four evenings car only be measured by
the follow through they produce in terms of acceptance of future "min{- prisons A
~ public awareness and the help these dialogues provide for other states' attempts o

to upgrade and effectiveiy deal with criminals and covrections., aood 1uck.“j‘ -2

Dr. LeRo' Annis (Professor of English, University of Puget Sound) TNERE
M1 think that personal supportive actions are best. 1 still think -
" that love, concern, 1s what has been so often lacking at all levels of our:social
intercourse. 1, too, distrust most professionals and most experts. But at .
least they do something in the field. - If they have baen done badly it 4s because
we citizens have not done better.~ The -key question, o» coursea is this' How -~ . ..

many of . us foilow tnrough on something iike this?“







EVALUATION

18. List several sarpies of specific commants by the audience. scholars in the
‘humanities .and other resource people regarding evaluation of the proaect ;
itse]f - e - : v . C

Audience comments £ - : N
.+ "I liked the way Hs. Goodrich came across. . This,héé:been very.
exciting. I'mglad L came. R Lo f AT

"1 have met some very interesting peopie at these seminars and I
enjoyed having the opportunity to come. I hope to see these types -of -

- ~get-togethers in the future, not only on crime. but community'interest o
- 1n economics, etc." ' _ ‘ : . -

"The iast act was magnificent. eiegant, and thoroughiy enJoyabie but o

I didn't find much pointing to the problem of- improving the cr.minai
Justice system or society.”

"My gravest thought which reoccurred throughout the various dis-'

cussions is the lack of citizens and the density of professionals. .. "

~ He need more of this.. This need to touch iore people, but we need to-
-make 1t available--advertise it, bulletins everywhere, media--someone
failed. I never heard any publicity--oniy by word of mouth. oWt

' "I feel that it is too bad more of our citizens couid not hear,:
~ what she (s, Goodrich) has to offer as the probiem and some ‘of the
answers.” , . . '

"My Annis, a]though sincere, fs not in tcuch uith reaiity withiiidiiieffﬂ}

: respect to crime. .-."

T ':"Owen taiked of being ienient with criminais but never: came up to
,*Jsaying that he wanted to be lenient--afraid to commit himse]f?" R

L "Discussion group No. 6 is not concerned with victims and fe°1 they
¢ are emotional--how strange that we should be." . A .

»1 .elt Dr. Junker was open and took ' ‘risks sharing his opinions With

‘us. I feel he made some interesting statements--ones we should consider.v;; L

- His comments were the most sane and- responsibie- presented so. far. -The -
discussions are too negative; that i1s, I want more constructive type of
ideas presented I am tired of hearing s0 much bitching.i?v.gmil c

"Hearing opposing opinions regarding certainty of" punishment con--” SRR

' "'cept (Bayley S and Menzel's) heiped ciarify Y oW position.ﬁs;h;v,,

' I feei awareness is the name of the game and through the evening I
~have successfully learned a great deal about the conmnnity in which I P
live. Thanks for the experience." ; . S

" believe Room 3 was infiitrated with thﬂ uitra-iiberal brain- -
washing task force! What the heil happens to the victim, or isn_t that
important?“-- : 1 ' ,ﬂ,., .“ T

"Good dialogue and method of ailowing and dnveloping same.ﬁfffi:iA :







* makes fn his thinking." "(Paul Menzel) =

involvement to phase out their status as offenders.” “(Kerry Corr) ..

© EVALUATION (Contfnued) = - <"

*:SpéakerS"Commenfsv: ;jx;~ﬂ

- ge-can't punish the offense, dﬁiy'théioffénderéfa metéké_Bgyiéy )
- wJt's hard to find the main street any more--our communities
centers are lacking." (Edna Goodrich) - . .~ e - .

 wRehabilitation treatment vs punishment. Our rules and:vegulations:

“are in conflict. Government apparatus is.a system of social-.control..-:The -
correcticnal apparatus {s aimed precisely at soclal coﬂtrol;&fdudgeiﬁprowitz_

judged a terms of social control, not punishment or rehabilitation
(Haroid Bradley) ' RSN TE R e LR

|- "What can the citizen do? - Activate one's personal value system

- Secial policy comes from citizenS'and'316cted_representativgs;y¢7heﬁeva1ua.
. tor in the system puts value into the system. . Each mus;*put-thg'gssential :

social .values into the system," (Harold Bradiey)-.

S e o S e e ) A
"Thére are 160 parolees and probationers -in-North King'County ‘and .-
the society here is not even aware they're out ‘there. needing.community

.

~ "Ina society that tolerates enormous..di ferences in materfal *
possessions, and enormous gaps between what we say and what we do, 1.
guestion whether the citizenry is capable of having much irpact on.

 »”;r1me‘preyent1pn and treatment.” (LeRoy Annis) = =







. EVALUATION (Continued)

19.. Indicate the original project goals a

,To“edﬁéﬁié”tifi ens-about” the community'srole in the nistorica
-, development: of,-as well as.the current operation’of,:the state
'”tprrgctiqna};sy§tem,;]{"" SN e

o 2)%3Td5ﬁefp}¢{f;ienéibeffé% understand a community's respon
- inerime prevention and control. - ' i

oTo,heiﬁ;citizéﬁsfSéttéfldbéé?sféhdiwﬁat vole:the commnity "
play n-correctional institutions. i

4)- To help citizens' be er'uhdé§$t§hd’t “community's rote . inT
...~ policy decision-making as it effects corrections: (ends: and means
- and/or, processes-and outcomes,)". .. o R

... We. feel that. the responses of those. who participa “(noted in
. other portions of tais evaluation), best show ho# Well we succeeded -
“in achiev1ng_oursobdéctives.;;Basica11y;we]waﬁted:to-increase people's
-~ understanding and exp1ore‘peopie's'attitudes;regarding_the‘1ssues1of’ﬁ_ ;
“public pelicy. That happened .for ‘most participants.. Changing attitudes .
over such a short time span is much more difficuit Ll ey

As evidence that.the topics proposed were infact covered, thelf:ﬁ

;f]reaaer~is,invited to consult the Appendix -to see.l) summary-‘quotations
~taken from the mejor presentors at each of. the dialogue sessionsy, o W

ST iﬁ'éd&itioﬁ:'1ﬁﬁthe'Appéh&fREW€1TiﬁeafodﬁHuZ)yéopiesvbffth ‘dialogue
“session sumraries. as: provided éaCH'week:bfaﬁhe”prsject*and'as?taken;froms
_‘the-aud1§nce purticipants""zeitgeist"~responseucards~(seevsample'insthei
- appendix}, - . - o el s ;

RS A thind method of gathering and reporting-data for this project’
- .--'was {in the form of 3)"An Opinion Pol11.for:-Dialogue Participants.™ -
. This questionnaire was given at the beginning:of,the,firstisession,
. to.new attendees at the second session,-and to all participants: who
‘attended the final closing dialogue. . :

07 7-The results of the Opinfon Po1T are: reported in the accompanying-
- pages”of this report. The responseSvrepohtedf?h;percent}Speakgforﬂthemw
.. selves. A pre- and post-test"comparisdnﬁofﬁthé_39vitemsTshowslgenera11y‘
“..a positive shift toward great ‘regarding the. issues “discussed”
.~ in these dialogues, more empa " send ; ' ' ‘
" beings involved--the victims,

e I€74s rot seenas appropriate’to €0 sider the percentage shifts
as statistically significant due to the-lack of controls regarding the ... -

conpositicn of the populaticns tested. i One hundred and. thirty-four people .
" took the pre-test-and seventy-four returned.the“pastﬁes*i,sTwenty-sevenfi:“

‘?_peop}e indicated they'werg;presentxtb'take both the pre~and posttests.i=v.u f







A DIALCGUE: CRIME, COPJ’u.U;IOI\é “AYD TEE COHMURITY

An Opinion Poll for Dialogui Participanta

| zmmu&mq_ ~ Response PERCENTAGES ~- PRE-TEST " N=134

o " We hope every participant will complete th*a opinion poll. The citizem of t'his

: comunity and sponsoring organizations are v.ry interested inm how you €eel about the = -
importamt, iswes _presented hera. . Rgmmber,ﬁ there are mo xight ox. wrong mwers and

‘5’(}5‘“& GPINION 8 IMPORTANE .

| g ’ 

E’EECI’IONS

KEY FOR RESPONSES

. % Do not write your name. This questicnnaire 13 to ba auoaymcus.

# Place your marks directly on this form. . Circle only one responge per ftem, L
.# You are to aelect the response that best describea W you. feel about each item.v :

2.

- X
-

5,
6.

9.
" 30,
L.

12,

R

o
8.

v

R f

. IN PERCENT

e
=

LStrongly Agree (SA); Agree (A); Disagree (_), Smngly Disagree (__), Undecided Q@

| COWELIUE: 08 oxuen s 25

BITER'Y (SR »‘1-/«!&—\'.!»‘\;?,‘&."

Crime will be reduced when we meat more equitably &&a basic hmn §-& A _Q_§_Q
- ‘needs of all our citizems. , , o 45 415 | 1
Crime will be reduced vhem wo requ..re replacemem: ox mpsyment foxr o
_stolen goods or for damages that: can be restored, - - » _ 22 42 21 ._4
Crine will be reduced when we reinstate the death penalty. S 716 18 154U
Crime will be reduced or eliminated if or when we rxemove or iaolate ’ S
‘the criminsl.fron socletys-that da, Zock him/h hes up. R 12- 15 31 35
Society, generanyg is the victim of crime. . e » ‘ 21 58 ~'13 : 2
Society, geaerany, 1s the cauge of crime. - L ' - 16 49; ',19 10
'Individuals are the primary victims of crime. . . . 197 49 17 3
Individuals are the primary couse of crime, . - . 13 38 34-°
Criminals and criminal acts should ba dealt with moxe vla‘bly in order
- to make the crime and its pmishmnt a greater daterremt to others., 19 31 29 7
Criminals and criminal acts chould ba dealt m:h mozre icpartially and o
. with greater certainty of penalty. A 40 21 8
The locel community should mot have to be involved with prisons end LT
criminal reform; that is a govermmental responsibilicy, . 4.4 31 57
The local commmity is imvolved, whethex we like it or mt, wit.h o
prisons and gehabilitation or corrections. e - 3? 54 .1 4
The local community is tha primary forcm thac can. changm exriminala - R
end Prevent eXAME. . . .l i S a1 .. 2 46 13 .2
Community-based min*-prisenm are & reai thrut to 511 decent,, Imv- o ~
. abiding citisems. . - v <4 5 21 €0
Cowmund ty-bssed mni-pziam are a mjor bxeakthrongb in tha zehabil- . o
4tation of criminel offenders; 35 30 10 5
o @na.z«mmﬁ,ty«b&s@é prisons havs Mt:gie efface on the izzsméwte aun'mmd- o '
irg community., .. . . . 6 34:34. .7
‘Gemzwnd ty-basad p"isoma ahoum only be for minoz',,, m«vmlant ﬁmt o
-@ﬂﬁm@@f@s C © 19 40721 6
_ mmﬁ zyamaacea grﬂ.@om a&mum &w under mm direce ccutzol of th@ I G
- eovzmnities in which they axe located,. = - . s 9 39 25 -3

13

v 23‘;

19.

19

14
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PRE-TEST Response Percenteges - cont‘lnued

- l9 Recidivism rates (the rate at which offenders return to prison). will
drop if we have more volunteer citizens helping inside prisons as well

as outside with ex-offender programs. - - o 231__0 6 2 18
- 20, Work and s*udy release plans are two valuable waya locel citizena' ' 3
_ ) help offenders regain a respectaﬁle place 1n sociecya ) 29 57 4 0\ 9'_
'r Zl Atcampting to ‘rehabilitate ctiminals 15 a waste of ti@e. f-'*i zbv’s']37 '55'\ %l"5
- 22, Crime is inecvitsble couniderins che social, politfcal and econaaic - et s
structures in our -society, - R - 19 35 11- 5 ;9

23, The present American judicial system is basically a sound ami just .. ., . - S
_ system, = , o .3 14 .64 13 6

26, All criminal acts of a similar or identical nature should have equal S ;
consequences regardless of the varying clrcumstances, the aex, ethﬂic, 17 24 28 .19 15
or economic status of the ﬁffender, 1;:; S el SO g

' ,25. The primary purpose of prisona 18 tc punish criminals. S ?’f.jlz.'BG"Zsl-IG_ ld

| ' 26. The primary purpose of prisons is to rehabilitate ceriminals, .12 28 ‘37 4 -9 l

; T 27. Imprisonment is the best way to treat &ll criminals, - v 3 3.41 47 4
28, Crime on television is a major factor 1nf1uencing the rising e B pr

. ‘crime rate. p S _ - 18 36 235 .18
29. Criminals often "de-humanize" their victims. ~fl 7:5°; ._ . 2283 .9 5 1

30, Citizens often '"de-humanize" people convicted of crimea. o 27, 61 6 2 qu

31. Where the criminal is unable to, society should be prepared to
reimburse or replace, wherever possible, the losses suffered by

victims of criminal acts. A S , o 17i 4 17 3, 22

32, An armed citizenry nekes a far safer society than where guns ars . P ‘ :

banned or’ controlled,A' _'-a : e 1;‘2 f”s :?9 -4]' 13ﬁ

33, Closed societies, with limited freedom, are freer of crime but %  L5"' R
- at the price of personal freedom.ly EERTE Tl ~‘5-ff}9_,3§ﬂ

N 34 Hore volunteer or paid ccmmunity protection Agencies ‘would reduce l;fﬁ
- crime in: our communities, - - Doewnell el S

3s5. The present cotrectional system (prisons, parole and probation)
' is doing a good job controlling and deterring crime.

36. The present correctional system cznnot rchabilitate offenders without '26'.56.{”5 ;'zf ll
eommunity help ‘and 1nvolvement ip treatment, ! :

; <2 37. The present correctional system'is in an impossible situation with , o
o the present ''soft on cuiminals” cetmosphere,,. .. . . 1417 22 19 27

- 38, The rate at which increasing human interaction is occurring througb- e B
‘out’ the world has produced woral and value confusion resulting in - o

_ more acts considered criminal in many countries., = - 7 34 14 l"43
35. On a five point scale hou do you rate the seriousness of the following .. " Not

types of crime? . Very . serio

Street crime (robbery, assault, rape, arson, ecc ) serioug 73 10 4 2 :

White collar crime (embezzlement, forgeries, tax evasion, etc.) 38 27 20 6 &

Bureaucratic crima (dishonesty, bribery, abusa of power, 57 21 ll 3 3

failure to uphold or enforce thé law. atc.)
(5% (6 persons) did not answer

© LWR/2-15-77 | ‘ : question No. 39)
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important issues presented here.

-\\*\A
A DIALOGUE: CRXME, CURRECTIONS, AND THE CONVUNITY

4n Opinion Poll for Dialogue Participants

' *RESPONSE PERCENTAGES -- POST-TEST N=74

We hope every participunt will complete this opinion pcll, The ci"i ens of this

&

YOUR OPINION IS TMPORTANT.

KEY FOR RESPONSES

', DIRECTIONS

* Do uot write your name, Thia questionnaire is to be snonymus.

% Place your marka directly on this form. Circle only one response mer item.
% You are to select tha response that best describes how you feel about each item,

1.

12.
;{13.
16,
15.
16.
17,

s,

"'conimnity and sponsoring organizations are very interested in how you feel about the
Remembet, there are no right or wrong answers and

{strongly agree (sh); Agree (A); Dicasree (D); Strongly Disagree (SD); Undecided (

Criminala and criminal acts should be dealt Mth zora viaibly in order

- to make the crime and its punishment a grester deterrent to othera. 15

Criminals and ¢riminal acts should be deslt with more impartially and

- with greater certainty of penalty. : 14
‘The local community should not have to be 1nv01ved with prf.sona and ,
criminal reform; that 1s a govermmental responsibility. o 3
The local community 15 involved, whether we like it or not, with _
priaons and rehabilitation or corrections. ) 38
'T‘he local community iz the primary force that can change criminala

and prevent crime. : 29
Community-based mini-prisons are & real threat to all decent, law-
@biding citizens. - . : 1
Comssuni ty-based mini-prisons sre & major brea’: through in the re‘xabil-
itation of crimiual offenders, 47 .
Communi ty-basad prisons have little affect oa the umediate surround -
ing community. 8

Comeunity-based prisons should only be for minor, nom-violent first
offendars. : 22

Community-.ased prisons should be under mote direct conttol of the
commmunities in which they are located. : 12

N OTHER SID ' ’ g

43

IN PERCENT
A D D
317 1
44 26 7
14 26 46
10 40
58 14 7
5 8 1
54 30 1.
5128 5
2% 31 12
3129 19
327 67
53 5 1
49 10
1 15 82
36 7
38 37 10
30 27 10
45 19

LA T R . N

[y

Crime will be reduced vhen we meet more equitably the basic human _ 24 A 0 30 .t
needs of all our citizems. . : - 58
Crime will be reduced when we requirxe replacement oxr repayment for

stoleri goods or for damages that can be restered.

Crime will be reduced when we reinstate the death panaley. v : 7
Crime will be reduced or climimated if or vhen we remove or isolate

the criwminal from society--t‘has ia, Tock him/hat up. , . 3
~ Society, generally, ias the victinm of crime. o _ 14
.Society, generally, is the cause of crime. L o 21
“Individuals are the primsry victims of crime. : . o S11
'Individuals are the primsry cause of crime. . . ’ 5
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POST-TEST Response Percentages - continued B ‘-SA A b SD'J

19 Recidivism rates  (the rate at which offenders return to prison), will
drop if ve have more voluateer citizens helping inside prisons as well

as outside with ex-offender programs. = . S ) . 35 49 3 _':'14‘}'
29, Work and study release plans are two valuable ways local citizens :

"~ help offenders regain a respectable place in society. LT 41'v51_~ 4 o 4
2. Attempting to rehabilitate criminals is a waste of time. ' .Q,', --*.lx*;51 27V“63 “'3F,A
22. Crime .is inevitable considering the social political and economic T

B structures in our society. : o .22 %9 -8 -3 8’
23, The present American judicial system is basically a sound and just C ,V,fg{-;,i,:  i
system. . , , 7 - 4 _ N 3,3 25 36 23 14 -
26, All criminal acts of a similar or identical nature should have equal "_j,' ; 5;» -
consequences regardless of the varying circumstances, the sex, ethaie, . = 777 .0
or economic status of the offender. ' S ERST e - 10.22.38 19 11°
25. The primary purpose of prisons is to punish criminals. o "fi o 8 -29fe30. 27 5~
26. The primary purpose of prisons is to rehabilitate criminals. 15 40 29 11 4

.27, Imprisonment is the best way to treat all criminals.u _— B o i?_léf. :‘34w;§0”f

28. Crime on television is a major factor influencing the rising T e T
_ crime rate. v _ R . 276 19 4 15
29, Criminals often "de-humanize" their victims. ' o o o 21 47 15 711
30, Citizens uften "de-humanize" people convicted of crimes., . 34 51 7 -8 f

31. Where the criminal is unable to, society should be brepared'ro
’ reimburse or réeplace,wherever possible, the losses suffered by

‘ victims of criminal acts. . . S ' . leH 4 19 1 21
H_32 £n armed citizenry makea a far. safer society than where guns are ‘ T;"ﬂ: ' o
-banned or controlled. ;;v: R S "ff”3ff-,ﬂ_
43 Closed societies, with limlted freedom, are freer of crime but »v__' o
. at he price of persor” 1 freedom,'_,, RN ﬂ,:-»'-' : f’467;
. 34, More volunteer or paid community protection agencies would reduce" .ﬂif;
crime: 1n our communities. . - . S S _— : '5
35. The present correctional system (prisons, parole and probation) v _.l LT
is doing a good job controlling and deterring crime. .1 5.6 33 12
36, The present correctional systen cannot rehabilitate offendera without = | - Lo iy
community bhelp and involvement in treatment. : ’33 53 5 4 4.

" 37, The present correctionai system ‘18 in an impossible situation witp
‘ the present "soft on criminala" atmosphere.,

38, The rate at which increasing ‘uman interaction is occurring through-'i;efg;ﬂr.f-*l,-u_,_A
out the world has produced moral and value confusion resulting in .'4.’ 7 9 "9
moce acts considered criminal in many countries, . 8 44 1 2

52237 25 11

39. On & five point scale, how do you rate the seriousness of the following = - Not: .
types of crime? - Very . sariov
Street crime (robbery, assault, rape, arson, etc.) P serious7§ 18 1 . 1 S

White collsr erime (embezzlement, forgeries, tax.evaeion, ete.) 54 18 24 4

- Bureauczatic crime (dishonesty, bribery, abuse of power, -~ = 64 18 16 7 l‘:
failure to uphold or enforce thé law, ete.) - N

8 LwA/2-15-77 B R 28
- : | 22







~ EVALUATION (Continued)

19. ' - - e : S
& .-..Examining the overall makeup of the audience for the four sessions.

~_eleven percent students, and thirteen percent corrections residents or .
- spouses/relatives of same. o D T

:4'f The program content and process followed the proposal quité c163e1y;v

 able in that the chairperson for the session was- the one who arrived late.
© That both cognitive and affective involvement occurred at these dialogues .
is well supported by the recorded words of the guests and the audience.
These sessions were not light or superficial--they came often from the
.- heart and gut. =~ - . S e : :

Thé:audiehéé size'met'ouf tafgét'nﬁmbérrof between 100 andiZOO'eébh -

7 evening.  The smaliest audience was 110 and the largest 185. Two of our
sessions occurred on nights of very rainy weather. Coe

- One evaluatfon goal not met was the intention to have a ccmpetent
observer reporter who would provide a separate, unedited evaluation of
the overall project. The person first selected attended the first
. night and never returned. A substitute who came the second evening
" was not able to come again. A third person attended the third session - :
' but alsc was not able to come the last evening of the series. We hope to .

”f:doAbetter in this category next time, '@~ . - .

_;;“.}TAééompanyfng”fhisféépoffzafehaddio{éabés'chéfiﬁg the dialogue series.’
“The video tape shown the first evening, based on conversations held with-

:'fv,taken and displayed at the sessions; some are to be found in this report.
‘ ;the_majqr_paperS‘in‘SeattleAfailed to cover these sessions. -

“In an effort to disseminate =~ the information and experiences shared

through the four dialogue sessions, copies of. this report will be sent to -

_some seventy of the last evening's participants who left their names and \

 addresses. In addition, another 200 copies are being sent to correctional
~ certers, schools teaching criminology and penology, and to prominent

" ..government and community leaders.

'23 29

,":’

. (See Section 7 e,) it can be seen we had slightly more men than women. fn~ . o
attendance,.a little over ten percent _",nonfwhite'participation,'about.,f]'f B
thirty-five percent of the audience made up of professional-educator-. .-~ e

" business type people, thirteen percent correctional -and gcvernment employees,.

" A-late start the first evening distressed a few peopie but it was unavoid- - .. .o

‘ ;fnen‘at~Monroe.Reformatory,-is also available for review. Photographs were - -

"A newspaper clippings file was kept as well. It was very unfortunate that







EVALUATION (Continued) - . | | R
20. What should have been done differently in this project and why? e
' -'=iBroéHurés‘advertis1ng.the broject went out latéf'thah'had:'*:'»'

' been projected. Huch of this delay was cue to a rush of thing that
had to be done after receiving the grant monies. Advertising in

" the large metropolitan papers was adequate but neither the Times_f;;,A,-,:_;_AAi,"

nor the Post-Intelligencer gave any space to what happened at.the -
sessions. More time could have gone into pressuring them to become
more involved. Given these two difficulties, the crowds were'still
large; they -averaged . 143 per night. L e A e T

. - In general, our speakers did a good job of doing what we asked- = -
them to do.": However, there were a few cases where we should have' . =~
researched a little better the ability of some of our speakers to pre-
sent themselves to a general audience. I'm afraid‘we}fe11,into_the“-“~f“ o
temptation of asking an academic humanist to speak because he or-she:
was an academic humanist and not because they would be a geod respond-
ent or a good speaker. ¥e also asked a few politicians to speak: =~
because of their position rather than the expected quality of their -
contribution, and the program suffered a little as a result.. - -

Howévef; given that it is 1nmossib1éAt6.aécurate1y aﬁtitipate:f~“,’
the performance of every speaker and respondent, we met with very
few disappointments, and many good ideas and stimulating presen;ations. :

There-are mixed feelings about the drama, rmusic and. video presen-
tations. They were well done (except)for technical probiems with o
- the audio-visual), but only moderately effective. They might have been -
. more effective if they had been given a different time siot, for instance-
“ &t thé beginning of the program, rather than just before the break. .
- .As it was, we sensed that the audience was restless and unable to give
~'the appropriate attention required for the desired emotional impact. - .
Also, the audience was too small or the auditorium too large for the
“persorial experience we were hoping for.- The bulk of the audience re= .
. mained seated and attentive and did appreciate these presentations, '
“however. S . . o

A few facilitators were weak and intimidated by the respondent . -
or a member of the group who chose to dominate the discussion. . The
... power plays of group discussion are unpredictable arid can te challeng-
- ing to the most skillful group Teader. : CoL LT
It seems like we put a lot of time, money, and effort into publicity.
and yet it wasn't quite enough. I got a lot of comnents from:people who .
wished they had heard about our program Sooner. Perhaps we should have =
{as WCH suggested), hired a separate person just for publicity management.
or coordinated our responsibilities a 1ittle differently so that key
program development and publicity management tasks didn't occur at the
same time causing one to be sacrificed for the other. . - -

Excess optimism and enthusfasm probably caused us to pick an audi-
torium larger than we needed; 1t was unfortunate also, that we were re-
quired to vacate at a specified time that on occasion: probably cut off
- gome of the best thoughts or decpest concerns that sought expression.




L



EVALUATION (Continued)

21. What helpful cr1t1cism of the NFH do you have to make, or what changes :
- would you squest? e : , . . ..

The WCH. d1d a qreat Job relatfng to this project. They viere most ;ﬂ..;- g

heiaful on all occasions.  To our knowledge, only one Commissioner, o
- Paul Menzel, attended the sessions or indicated any over excitement

in what was happening. Staff showed an. interest and sent one of 1ts

rersers to the first meeting, s : C

| The "Seattle Proaect“ was most helpfu] 1n 1dent1fy1ng resources =
~and notifying agencies of the events. We want to thank the staft
'there, Pearl McE]eryn and Antonetti We11s.;.~ g

22. What suggestions and he)pful guidance would you offer to a proaect just
starting out?

. Al project dwrectors and staff should attend the introductory
- sessions sponsored by the WCH before beginning their projects. .

When working on a WCH grant there are many potentially complicating =
aspeccs that can be a]TeVIated quickly by attending one of these R
sessions. - SR

We would also suggest that a]l directors consider h1r1ng a public -
relations person to help with advertising. Fiscal agents are required,
and we think this position is equally important. : -

. Directors and staff.should also be aware of the t1me commttment
involved with putting together a WCH program. Though part-time for
most, ‘it's a demanding part-time job and the more qualified people -

(i.es, evaluators, public relatlons peop1e, etc.) you have 1ined up

' vvthe easier it becones. ‘ S S e

'723 If you could choose the NCH theme for the next program year, what woe]diflie““

- it be? : 8
' : I am currently exploring a fol1ow~up prOJect to take place next_;-
year in which the WCH would join together with a public policy-making '
~_ body (DSHS) to sponsor discussicns around the new mini-prisons to C
- be constructed in our state. This would &ll happen while the policy S

1s being decided and could have far reaching 1mp1icat1ons. ‘ .

| '24. Please give a brief subaective evaluation of ‘the quality of the project e
, presented. and of the whole project/grant experience. g

"I generally feel bolstered by the proaect Sometimes,'wh11e o
deeply 1nyolved in project management, the director can lost sight
of the potential impact of the program. The impact of this event -
has been shown by the participants. and by the interest in follow-up.
People were moved emotionally and stimulated 1nte11ectua11y.

The people who worked on the project brought many talents and -
{deas to it and these were most appreciated. The support of the WCH
staff was outstanding and without flaw. The community of Shoreline
responded from the beginning of the planning stages in a most cooper-
ative way. The people of Firland Correctionzl Center made a lasting
impression on me and made my participation enjoyable and most reward-
ing. I thank all of you and most of &11, Terri Bull, the Project
" .25 : G







. EVALUATION (Continued) .~
SR 7 N S

:%Cobrdjhétqr;ffdr;heh_ideag;_;imefahd Qﬁﬁ[fing nétgy.

©i 1 feel.the HCH's attempts to involve humanists:in:public
policy decisions has been valiant and I have.learned a . Tot by -
7 participation with them in their efforts. ~If:another-opportunity:
~-comes along to work with the WCH again, I.would be most excited .
" about the possibilities for growth and decisfon 1t would create.
~for me as well as all those who would choose: to participate

77T Teis project has carried tremendous”generative-poten
" The encounters that occurred between the wide variety.of people
“‘present were vital, warm and caring by “and..large, but-also.dis~.
‘tressed and impatient. Something has got-to:start happening,
" and soon, was the general mocd of the people. Human beings.. -~
- have got to be.more humane--if they want to prevent.crime and if:
" they want to help in-the corrections process. ... -

. Please take the time, dear reader, to-experience the '
. the thoughts expressed in the Appendix. .Dr. LeRoy Annis'...

closing summary is profound and movirg. -And the wordsiexpreSSéd_fff
by the hundreds of_particjpantsvdeserye-further,refje;tiqn;v-11-~E
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APPENDIX 1 ‘

_ —d .
Dear Particip&nt We want your thoughts and feeling bout this program. 24
Please write briefly what you think was the best idea (wost valuable, use—
ful, sensible or worthwhile) that came out of this meeting. It maybe - .. -
your own idea, a speaker's thought, an audience response; or a cambination . ".
of ideas ccming together. A susmary of the ideas turned.in this evemng
will be given out at- the next session in this series. .

NO NAMES PLEASE. ~ Your reply is amnymous. . ' _ jj

et

(For additional space, use back of card)

i :
. SEX . MGE - . °’"  OCCUPATION . . ETHNIC GROUE
_A-Female - Under 18 - _-_btudenc ERE Bducator " __Asicn marican
Male ¢ 18-25 . __ Homemaker _____Con‘e\ctions " Black [ owt. |

. l/26 35 . .- . __Business . -~ “- Resident ~ .,—eaucasi&n
____36 -65 '~ __Labor = . ° ..-___‘__Ccz'rections ‘_*_C?ucaﬁd

: over 65 . . Profassiunal- = Bmployee A.____Rative ﬁ@encan :

ATYENDANCE - , u/“pouae or . . __Other Gov'g, __ Other . .. ..

___No. of sessions . " Relative of . . Eoployee -~ . ...

.you have attended ., Correctioms Other
: : : Resident Ly







* APPENDIX 2

A DIALOGUE; CRIME, CORRECTIONS, AND THE'COMMUNiTéf]

- An Opinion Poll for Dialogue Perticipants».

Imouuc'rmu

‘We hope- every particioant will comnlete this oo1nion poll. The citizene of this
community and spounsoring organizations are very interested .in how you feel about the’
important issues presented here, Remember, there are no right or wrong enswets end
YOUR OPINION 1S IMPORTANT. - : . ; :

o DIRECTIONS ) S - o :

* Do not write your name.j Thie questlonneire ia to be anonymous

*.Place your marks directly on this form. Circle only one response per ftem,
. * You are to select the response that best describes how ‘you. feelrabout eech.item‘

KEY FOR RESPONSES S B ; e »
: [Strongly Agree (SA); Agree (_), Disagree (_), Strongly Diaagree (__), Undec1ded (941

. .Crime will be reduced when we meet more equitably the basic human
. needs of all our citizens. . o : :

Crime will be reduced. when we require replacement or rep&yment for
stolen goods or for damages that can be restored e T

Crime will be reduced when we reinstate the deeth penalty.- Vf*** _
Crime will be reduced or eliminated it or uhen we remove or ieolete :
the .criminal from society--that is, Tock him/her up.. S

. ‘Society, generally, is the victim of. crime.-’ul L
" Society, generally, is the cause of crime.;¢"-

'n~Individuals are the primary victims of crime.;rff

8»;Ind1viduals are the primary cause of crime.

vi‘,Criminals and criminal acts should be deelt with more visibly in order
U to make the crime and its punishment a greater deterrent to. others.uf

Criminels and criminal acts should be dealt with more impartially and-tff.

, - < with greater certainty of penalty._,}ir,: L RN N L

:.?N~e{vy,11. The local community should not have. to be involved uith prisons and
L " criminal reform, that is a governmental responaibility. «",.

4 12, The local community is involved, whether we like it or not, with
2 - - - prisons and rehabilitation or correctionn.,' '- e

. Tue local community is the primary force that can change Ctiminalg ’Lff“GV'H
. and prevent crime.‘_'w-- oo . . L . , o

Community-based mini-prisons are a real thrent to all decent, Iaw- f?
abiding citizens.. - - e : v e T

Community-baaed mini- prieona are a major breekthrough in the rehabil-futtfﬂ.;g?.”r'
ftation of crimipal offenders, } IS :

Community-based priaona have litfle effect on the immediate eurround-:’
ing community, e . RGNS

Community-based prisons ahould only be for minor, non—vioient first,g
offenders. _ ' e

Communi ty-based prisono should be under more direct control of the
communities in which .hey are located.'ﬁ :

. COKTINUE ON O'HER SIDE
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19, Recidivism rates (the rate at which offenders return to prison), will.
drop if we have more volunteer citizens helping inside prisons as well
as outside with ex-offender programs. SA A D SO ?

20. Work and study release plans are two valuable ways local citizens

- help offenders regain a respectable place in society. SA A D SD ?
21, Attempting . to rehabilitate criminals 15 a waste of time. SA A D SD ?
© 22, Crime is inevitsble conmsidering the ssclal, political, and eccnomic
~.structures in our society. . SA A D 5D 7
23, The present American Judicial system is basically a sound and just
o system, . SA A D 8D ?°
= 24, All criminal acts of a gimilar or identical nature should have equal .
T8 consequences regardless of the varying circumatances, the sex, ethnic, ' .
~ or economic status of the offender.. : o SA A D sD ?
’25; The primary purpose of prisons is to punish criminals. o ' -SA A D Sp 7
26. The primary purpose of prisons is to rehabilitate criminals.’ _ SA A D SsD 7
27. Imprisomment is the best way to treat all criminals. SA A D sD ?
28, Crime on television is a major factor influencing the rising . o :
~ crime rate. o , SA A D sD ?
29, Criminsls often "de-humanize" their victims. S84 A D 8D ?
. l}O.lCitlzens o ten '"de-humanize" people convicted of crimes. . SA- A D Ssp ?
31. Where the criminal is urable to, society should be prepared to
.reimburse or replace,wherever possible., the losses suffered by
victims of criminal acts. S ) SA A D SsD ?
32, An armed citizenry makes a far safer society than ahere guns are
: V“.banned or controlled, o , SA A D 8D ?
‘33, Closed societies, with limited freedom, are fraer of crime bnt L -
~ .. at the price of personal freedom.e e . . o SA A D SD ?
,;34LfMore volunteer or paid commun1ty protection agenciea would reduce e -
. crime in our commupities.. . , . . . SA A D 5D ?
'35, The present’ correctional system (prisona, parole and probation) -
_ 'uls do1ng a good job controll ing and deterring crime. SA A D SD ?
36, The present correctional system cannot rehabilitate offenders without '
o commun1ty help and involvement in treatment. SA A D SD 7
. 37. The present correctional system is in an impossible situation with
the present "soft on criminals" atmosphere. , SA A D S ?
38. The rate at which 1ncreasing human interaction is occurrihg through-.
! . out the world has produced moral and value confusion resulting in .
- more acts considered criminal in many countries.. ) SA A D Sp ?
39. On a five point scale, how do you rate the seriousness of the following Not
types of crime? Very ) serious
Street crime (robbery, assault, rape, arson, etc.) serious 5 4 3 2 1
White collar crime (embezzlement, forgeriea, tax evasion, etc,) 5

E o
w
' N
o

Bureaucratic crime (dishonesty, bribery, abuse of power, .
failure CO uphold or enforce the law, etc.) 5 4 3 2 1

LWH/2-15-77
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_Quota.tions fxmn Speakers:

John Spellxran (ng Oounty Executlve) ST y
‘R"ere are no absolutes m dealmg w:.th h\man bemgs >

o (.hms~ Baylu,x (ng Oounty Pmsecm:lng Attmney) S -
... There 1s a sepax\atlcm between the governed and the govenu.ng ‘
Punishment is our legal role: accordmg t© soc:x.ety's laws, for domg wvvong
; not refoxmmg -crininals. .
. . Corrections is the wrong word. s ’
-+ Reformatory isthe wrong word. 'I‘hese are’ dmhcﬁegmzds—,—ﬁley don't descm.be.
Pautentlary ‘is the wrong word. mat pmsons are or. what pmscns do.

_-'}‘_l“h.nor first offense. should ncrt get a seveve penalty, but there. should be the,
- ______1_.1/_ of penalty . .
Je expa:vts have fa:Lled because we have had an :m@ossa.ble task.

~ Rehabilitation efforts should be separ:—:ted from issue of the length' of
_ sentence. o

. _""mevalwsofsometymdcmsonanoemﬁmthosewinhavetotryandmake
= __thecystemmﬁc. o R

- Bayley's proposal: o . "
. Certainty of sentenoe wrthm a mnge, seecn& offence, “increased severity
Nothing should change the sentence except time off- for good behavior. - -
Sentences should be made visible, final, within a discreticnary renge. '
_An offender should pay hls/her debt, xehabﬂatatm sh)uld be a
separate next step. P
- We' should not sentence w:Lth the mtent to mhablhtate.

Menzel (meessor of Pl’u.losophy, Paca_flc L\.rthexh. Un:wersny) BRRPEROE X
~Corrections .concemmns. itself with several. conoepts-—pm:.s}mzmt, mtm.buuon
" deterrence, rehabilitation, justice. i : : '

. "The intent is that cm.m:mals shall not ga.ma p@sonalpmflt fmmtlm.r"orm
1i- % acts of discbedience. - .
.+ -The concepts of justice and deternence J.nclude elarents such as. { _k
. - Paying a penalty beyond the value of one's. theft (repay & penalty)'

“-. The rehabilitation approach with some lmltat\.ons, RS

"~ Providing opportunities fom improvement for the offender bu't not beyond -

- .what the rest of society gets—to help the &Efendeﬂ beymd the e level

o soc:!.ety in gena:al recelves would not be jlwt .

Sentencmg dlscretwn is reasonable. Elgmty pa:’cmt of offenders oom fxom

' the lmwest fifteen percent of our income groups.
We can ft pum.sh the offense; y the offenchr, a mstake Bayley makes J.n hJ.B

.- State parole boards can ocorrect for vmatlm in smtmces betmm jwdges and

. Jumes. Prosecutors are less free to judge. .- 1sgislators axe less able to -
judge. For example: Rape with herm gets.six yesxs; repe withourti: harm’. get‘s“vz:lu:ee
years; rape without h:mandvmem ttmhasbeaepmvmus aexualre,.atlms i
gets three mmnths. - -
Where tmm is less sentenc:mg dn.scretlcm, thera m 1ess Justlce







Dr. Duncan Chappell (Director, law & Justice Study Center, Battelle~Seattle

Research Center) : : .
The English police system began in the early 19th Centurv; our system grew from
it. Employed police begen to remove citizens from the prectice of policing.them-
selves. The trend in England is toward centralized contxol in policing; this is
not so true in the United States.: o

‘'When the police falter, what do we do?
1) Pour in more money, e.g., LEAA millions.
2) Get tough, crack down (a notoriously unsuccessful practice)
3) Activate citizen involvement:
-~ ' a) Hire private police- '
b) Vigilante formation--posses”
c) Social security neighborhood patrols :
d) Security measures--locks, engraving valuables, etc.
¢) Give help to crime victims (repayment, etc.) ,
'Fines collected today do not go to help victim but go into the
state budget. Washington State is one of 13 szates providing
‘compensation to victims--is quite generous. A
. f) A national system of crime compensation to victims is:coming.
_© - g) New Zealand has a comprehensive compensation system for all accidents,
including criminal acts. '

John Junker, J.D. (Professor of Law, University of Washington)
(Tame 315 a social invention; we can uncreate it. Our attitudes toward diversity
determine what is crime. The more diverse & culture, the more crime. ;
The broader the range of econcmic opportunity and wealth, the more crime..
Taxing the economic system promotes crime.

_ The form of crime reflects a society.

. The U.S. achieved independence by violence; it brought in slave violently.
- We have a sky full of nuclear weapons. - - - o :
We have handguns by the millions. 4
We are a violent society——the freest place on the blobe.

 We have considerable political diversity.
- We promote individual freedom. ,
Crime in the U.S.. could bave been cut by one-third by tolerating prostitution,
vagrancy, drugs, theft, etc. : '
" The crime tariff = what you pay to get illegal things. The price gees up the
' more we try to suppress it. '
Vice and crime go together--by seeking vice we support crime.
Crine against persans and property has gcie up 40% the Just five years.

' The prospects for freedom go up if we tolerate greatexr diversity.
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Dr. Lynne Ig,_h.tz.m (kachrgaduate Studies, lhuvemlty of Washmgtm)
Issues and Changes We Will be Facing

1) Urban life to become more crowdsd, cmcentnated and complex—alienated.

2) Population trends report declmmgbu'thm'tes., There will be cne-third

. fewer college students by 1990. Wnat ane the 'phcatms for cmma :

.- rates? Who Knows? - ‘ : S e

3) The post-industrial soc:ety-—-uhat w:Lll it be like? What mles? Nhat ST

,.‘.domtsastompermles?

4) Recidivism ~ what services are, or. oug"xt to be, pmv:xded in pmscns?

There will be vastly increased priscn and spy systems.

&&}aveﬂmepmsmsystemwehavabecausewadm'tneallycam—"@t em
. out of the way!" The average citizen just doesn®t give a dam.
$) Too lenient, not lenient mough? Back to the cave man--an eye for an eye?

- Public relations stresses sexvn.ce, conml, mmtody prredmmnate—-basmally R

. it's a punitive system.. °
Pmigfnsarecreatmgpeoplemplayﬁwsystem ’Dmpmmametym S
its e -
The definition of a criminal = he/she is sick or defective. 'mem 18 l:Lttle
mseazdmordatatosupportﬂnscmtmtm C

. 6) We offer services in the worst possible circurstances--a coercive environment.
" 7) Prisoners are normal like the rest of us by-in-large; this is abasic ... " =
-+ assumption. Some need special help like the rest of us. - e
8) Citizenship is the ideal: apemmwhomaﬁﬂlpart:mpam.mﬂwem» Tt
' ity in which he/she lives.- Is the sense of responsibility formycmmnmny RIS
a.dying concept? Or the sense of regponsibility for other people?
The loss of the sense of ocmmmlty equals the sense of alienation. -

g) Failure when a crime occurs, is two-slded. We need to mbled the sense of
cammunity that broke when a crime was comrmitted. . - '
There needs to be somebed, caring.. Pecplehavetobeclose»eachneeds
someone to stand close to, to reach out and be able to mudx amtherh\man
bemo Weneedphysn.calmthfrmnonearwﬂwer . ,

B J Rnay (Warden, Walla Walla State Refarmatory) | , A
:emtmnalapmoach’oonarﬁglngpmlmmmtm - ' ’
1) Historical moments - 1880's we build reformatory; the bamslment concept
o waspmvalentﬂmand%allawalawasfarmyfm%attle. .
“2) 1886 - the custodial concept-prevailed. The worst ware sent to Walla Wa.lla
3) Religious needs of men were enphasized—-ﬂxey got freedom out to stuw the N
, Bible dnly. A preacher ran the prisen. - - e
u)'memdtmmalxstsmnm,pmmemslwuldmrkmdpayﬁwownway
A jute mill was constructed to make grain sacks. A brick kiln and clay pms.} o3
were ~begun. Atarmerymmakehamessequlpznemtmsstrted. Indz.xsmes A

R wexepaa.dtonmpmsmandmeyputdo_lam into their coffers.. -

5) The educators were next. The legislators gove over cmtrol :m 1924——n1ght

. classes began; immates were teaching inmates.

§) The social scientists were next. 'meymtedm)qumat ca\sed cmmnallty.
They gave lots of tests, held interviews, etc., and. tried to individualize
treatment. The result was Shelton Corrections Cerrter, mmmt to \.he-,
scientific approach.
Allmeabovemﬂmacmsullbemmmmsystemandﬁmem
Comctxoml ‘Asscciation likes us for our approach. o

7) Mini-priscn concept (Fhay brought the idea back from Iree Empe—-Netherlands,
De.nmark and Swedsn—societies almst free of violence——ane lifer to our 281! -







B.J.Rhay (Continued)

Mini-prisons were 100 man institutions (10 man units)
- These prisons ranged from secure to non-secure facilities. -
Our idea of a mini-prison is like a half-way house. A 150 man secure unit
is planned for 1979-1980 on the Walla Walla grounds. . :
"ynite there are 1659 men in Walla Walla; two years ago there were 802. The
counts are going up everywhere." S ' :

S ~-8) What should we do now (short range)? - -

a) let's use current facilities, like Northern State Hospital.

b) let's use two federal facilities--the radar station at Othello (Saddle
Mountain), the jumenile camp at Spruxe Canyon (Spokane) . and re-open the
women's quarters at the State Penitentiary (space for gu).. .

¢) Build and equip three regional probatiocn and parole centers (Oregon) .

d) By law set up sufficient beds in mental institutions for correctional patients
needing this service. Eastern State Mental Hospital has 326 patients now;
that count is down from 1700 a few years ago.

' 9) During the discussion period it was noted that there are two percent Blacks in

Washington State and the population of Blacks in Walla Walla is 19-20 percent.

m‘ % Owen (King County Councilman)

Kids are like they have always been. They want to grow up, marry and raise their
own families.

‘Some of our problems are: crime by law enforcement agencies; the young ripping

off the elderly. .
Justice Wright was quoted regarding the purposes of law and order:
a) Rehabilitation of the offender ‘
b) Protection of society : :
¢) Deterring others from camitting crime :
d) Punishment (discipline)——this is needed because we aren't born with a
- oapscience. - - -

£

" In Canada, ¥f one is not given a speedy trial (within six months), it is not
" considered just and a person is set free. C ' R
" In the future we must give more attention to victims and less to offenders.

. This program is long overdue—we should do it every or every other year. =

Edna Goodrich (Director Juvenile Services, King County)

We are a nation of crises. After the crisis is pon us we lock for a panacea.

We dori't become concerned 'till the crisis is here.

How to acoept responsibility is the problem of many offenders.

We adults must set exanples for our young people. '

tle need adult images youth can look up to. ' ; :

Does our nation really like children? Why force growing up by eariier emancipation?
larger school districts force a "1ost" feeling on many youth.

Junior Highs with dancing and dating syndrome imitate high school behaviors.
Kindergarten graduations with caps and gowns!

We force our kids from padded bras to unwed pregnancies.

we've got our families and commmnities together.

We publicize the bad but ignore the good in our youth.

We out-talk our kids but listen too little. We answer before the questions

get asked. : _ "’

Problems drove kids to the drug scene. We didn't anticipate their needs. Now,
alcohol is the major problem. B

We give too few choices. 2 : *
It's hard to find the main street any more—our cammmities! centers are lacking.
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Edna Goodrich (continued) . :
The kids are pleading, "Please define our parameters."
Are we beginning to care nore for each other? .~ ’
Don't ignore wrongs, even the first time. -
We wait till persons are hurt too badly before we come w1th help.
There are not bad parents or bad kids, just bad circumstances..
Parenting is the cnly job we don' ttam for. oL ‘
‘People are not necessarily so bad. . . a
If we will make good oomruutles, we'll make good kids.

. ‘Harold Bradlez (m_rector, Adult Comectlons, State of Washmgton)
' 1) Crime is here to stay-—it won't go away.
2) If you bum your butt, you sit on your blisters. We re moving into an
era of greater personal accountability. . A person may not be responsible
- but we're going to hold them accountable. -
3) Rehabilitation treatment vs pmlshnent. Our rules and regulations are in
) conflict. Government appamtus is a system of social control. The correc-

7 B . tional apparatus is aimed precisely at social control. Judge Horowitz

T e . Judged in terms of social control, not punishment or rehabilitation.

4) Treatment should equal intervention to help persons get skills to manipulate
o - o the social system so he/she gets a payoff without being crosswise with the

. 0= system.

; 5) What can the citizen do? Activate one's persomal value system. Social
policy comes frem citizens and elected representatives. The evaluator in
the system puts value into the system. Each must put the essential soeial
values into the system. look at a community's priscns to find out those

. values. Confmement occurs because of deviance. We can't lock 'em all up'
and we can't let 'em all loose without some system of social contml.

. 6) We should have more d.'J.alogues llke these across the state.
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A D_IALOGUE CRIME, CORRECTIONS AND THE C-,HﬁUNITY
o FIRST SESSI1GH SUMMARY

Shorewood High School: : February 24, 1577
_Seattle, Washington ’ Evaluator: Or. Leonard W. Holden
**‘i*******tﬁiﬁ#*t**t*t#**ﬁ’tti#i**ﬁtt*****ﬁt******ﬁ*t**t'*ﬂi*#***tﬂf#ﬁii#iﬁﬁ*i‘itﬁit**‘;*t*#
- Cards Returned: 111 ‘ _ ETHNIC GROUP.
- Percent Returned: ?4% RESPONSE CARDS | : M F_ Total
_ Adult Attendance: 150 ' . i Asian American 1 1
Child Care: - B . , ) Black 1 1
o : Caucasian 45 35 80
OCCUPATION® Chicano . 1. 5 1
‘ Native American 6 4 10
LB FE 2 Total Other 1) 2
Corrections Resident 10 0 -10 - ?- i -9 7 16
Student 8 8 16 ' 63 48 11T
gomemaker o 18 . 18 - AGE ARD SEX*
usiness N 11 7
Labor ' 5 0 5 : Ko _FE TOTAL
Professional o - 13 9 22 under 18 3 2 5
Educator 5 3 8 18-25 19 8 27
Corrections Employee 6 5 n 26-35 . 1 16 27
Other Government Employee 8 4 12 36-65 25 16 41
Spouse/Relative of over 65 2 2
Corrections Resident 0 2 2 g & 102
Other . _5 6 L 11 '
66 66 - 8 132

**t*ﬁ**t********tﬁ*ﬁ*ii**ﬁi**ﬁ**t*t***'ii*#*ﬁf**iiiiiﬂ**iﬂ#*ﬁ*ﬁ*ﬁ#*i****ﬁt*i*iﬁ*ﬁi***t***i#**

" The first of the four diqlogues was held February 17th, 7:30 p.m. in the Shorewood
High School. One hundred and fifty (150) people were in attendance to hear presentatfons
by King County Executive John Speliman, Christopher Bayley, King County Prosecuting Attorney,
and Dr. Paul Henzel, Assistant Professor of Philosophy, Pacific Lutheran University. Next,
a video tape was shown which allowed several residents of the Honroe State Reformatory an
opportunity to present their thought about the causes of crime and the effects of incarcer-.
ation at Monroe. Finally, the major porticn of the evening was set aside for the audience
to divide into six groups to carry on discussions developed around the speakers' presentations,
the video taped matertal, and ideas generated by group facilitators, invited consultants
and the audience participants. The main themss arising from the evening are reported below
as sumnarized from the reactor cards returned by seventy-four percent of those in attendance.

' The presentatien by Chris Bayley drew the largest single reaction. Some sixteen people

" referred in their comments to his ideas. Some were favorable; some were not. The comments

ran as follows: . "I agreed with everything Chris Bayley said, especially that 1t is very

difficult to 'correct’' an indfvidual--in fact, do we really have the right?" "Chris Bayley's

idea that a prisoner must be inspired into rehabiiftation, and not simply go through the
motions as a means of legal escape, was quite thought provoking.® “"Chris Bayley hit the nail
on the head as far as I am concerned.” “Pre-determined sentencing within a specific range

- would eliminate much of the injustice which now exists.®™ " "Prosecutor Bayley defends plea
- bargaining and prosecutor discretion, vet he would remove judicial discretion. This is

tunnel vision.” "I think Mr. Bayley is all wiong. I belfeve that there is a lot wrong with
our prison system. The ones in prison are just 1ike the ones that got drafted--both are
part of the uneducated, poorer classes of our society which fs a crime just 1ike the minimum
wage which keeps: people in slavery.” "Best idea--reject Baylev's ideas. . If probation was
really given a chance, it would work. Currently, most cf the money .goes to institutions,
and most of the parolees neceding help are out on the street needing jobs and supervision.
Prohation people are wildly overloaded and underpaid.” “He don't have the right to "correct”
or "rehabilitate” people who have comnitted a crime.” There are no simple answers such as
Hr. Bayley's. He must analyze the problem to see where we can do most good. Maybe do away
with discrepancies such as having most funds in criminal justice go to 1nst1tutions while
most offenders are on the street. Let's give parole and probp*ion .a chance.” "Bayley's
ideas seem