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 are over-represented when compared to the genera] state—W1de popu]at1on

‘7~jyounger and better educated an 1nmate the more 11ke]y her cnnme w111 be a

//\Q S t"AB,S,TRA'eT_,‘ e e

i
o

The purpose of - th1s study was to prov1de a prof1]e on 1nmates 1ncar-‘

cerated at the Kentucky Correct1ona1 Inst1tut1on for women Kentucky S

‘3

- maximum- med1um secur1ty pr1son for women. Informat1on was co]]ected and

@
h

analyzed on demograph1c soc1a1, 1nst1tut1ona1, and cr1m1na% character1st1cs

of n1nety n1ne 1nmates who were Cerently 1ncarcerated 1n February 9%9’

R
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~F1nd1ngs v A
wh1te 1nmates compr1se the maaothy of KCIW res1dents, a1though b]acks

N R
’Jhe;

32
o

18 to 30-year o]d age group makes up 63% of the 1nmate populat1on. Moshtpf - 6T¢f~"'

Y]
the res1dents were from urban areas, part1cu1ar1y Jefferson and Fayette Coun-o
One th1rd of the women

ties. The med1an~educat1ona1 1eVe1 was tenth grade.

9had vocataona] tra1n1ng upon enter1ng the 1nst1tut1on.

AT1 but
!

Inmates‘ 1mmed1ate

o

e

“nmates at KCIw come from broken homes. a few were |

‘the prwmary prov1ders for at: 1east one dependent

Al

fam111es genera11y take reSponS1b111ty for the dependent wh11e she is 1ncar-,
. ;

cerated espec1a11y for black women. The type of cr1me a woman 1s convwcted

r
for does not appear 10, be re]ated to. the ffnanc1a1 needs of her ch11dren. Y

For most of the KCIW popu]at1on, th1s was the1r f1rst 1ncarcerat1on._f

i)

TFE most preva]ent crimes. respons1o1e fgr.gncarcerat1on were property offenses,
Theft

"lﬂ, L

fo]]owed by murder and mans]aughter, and f1na]1y drug- re1ated offenses.

-cr1mes have doub]cd s1nce 1977 as the maJor cr1me of 1ncarceratton,

e : e

,th

.:property offense the o]der or 1ess educated Were more 11ke1y to comm1t cr1mes f&\‘ffﬁ 'f"o"

| wh1chaw111 1nvo1ve 1oss of 11fe.l°The med1an sentence 1ength for KCIw Was 'fj;'

‘@
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o

s n1ne or more v1o]ent 1nc1dents : -b~{ - 1 gt ‘sf_-‘:;ff T

‘ wh57d1d most wcre e1ther an unre]ated ‘male or unre]ated fema1e.}

L@

'the weapon of preference.vx

Most 1nmates d1d not 1nv01ye co- defendants 1n the1r cr1me, of those

Most

_offenses d1d not 1nvo1ve a weapon but when one was used, a f1rearm was St

NN

B S 5 } ) | |
Pr1or 1ncarcerat1ons and arrest trends 1nd10ated that wh11e most of the L

1nmates had prev1ous m1sdemeanor or fe]ony arrests, on]y a few had ever served“‘
G

t1me on a fe]ony conv1ct1on.c Prev1ous arrest trends show shop11ft1ng prost1—

' tut]on, and a]coho1 re]ated v1o1at1ons to be the maJor causes of prior arrests.,i

- ,Paro1e v101ators were found to be returned more often for new. crimes and mis~ A

k"f]bu]k of v1o]ent 1nc1dents

f,1east one non v1o]ent 1nc1dent

v~demeanors than for technical v1o]at1ons

1ncarcerat1on.~
ftdents

're%e1ve a v1o1ent 1nc1dent report a]though they were not respons1b1e for the

§

[

[P o '
One-quarter of the KCIW women hadﬁgood t1me 1oss dur1ng the1r present

B

O

Inmates who had a past h1story of v1oIent arrests were more 11ke1y to
=,

N3

o

Over ha]f of the popu?at1on wene 1nvo]ved in at

G

Whether or not an 1nmate had a pr1or fe1ony

L 1ncarcerat1on appeared to affect both good t1me ]oss and 1nc1dent reports.~1

,(7,

:-iIn add1t1on, those of 1ower educat1on 1eve1s»accounted for all cases 1nvo]v1ng

:f‘ment
‘1xschool d1p1oma and haVe dependentsJ

f7f7were most preva]ent for th1s group

”1hl mans]aughter

‘,tory have greater good t1me 1oss than the genera] popu]at1on.‘

o
L

A substant1a1 part of ‘the KCIw popu]at1on has had drug or a]coho] 1nvo1ve
Offenders W1th a drug abuse h1story tend to be young, w1thout a h1gh
Property cr1mes and drug re1ated cr1mes

Drug offenders and those w1th a drug h1s—

Ty

'"Etlike1yfto have dependents as not, and hef crime was m°5t 11ke1y murder or
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A veny sma]] percent of 1nmates were 1nvolved in V1o1ent 1nc1— S

The offender ff hf“~
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5nw1th an a]cohol problem was a]so w1thout a h1gh schooT d1ploma was equa11y ;)'l”>\* co



i’wﬂc_"; f”'r‘ s The 1nformat1on conta1ned in th1s report was made ava11abTe through',

(fl

' @k a Cooperat1ve Research Proaect w1th the. Eastern Kentucky Un1vers1tvasy—,hb

. cho]ogy Department and the: Research and EvaTuat1on Un1t of the Kentucky

1
u

Bk e T Bureau: of Corrections. The names- of n1ne1“.)’-mne rES1de“t5 at. the Kentucky

e Correct1ona1 Inst1tut1on for wOmen, a mu1t1 SECUVTtY state pr1son were

T

= i U &

\
PR T
t O , of the Kentucky Bureau of Correct1ons These 1nmates compr1sed the totaT

1 current KCIW popu]at1on on ‘a spec1f1c date 1n February, 1980 ATT 1nfor—

Q

Sect1on Data was coded and transferred to tape for 1nput 1nto a computer
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- on fam11y background offense data, 1nst1tut1ona1 adgustment data and

" }

| mat1on was coTTected from the res1dent f11e foners 1n the Offender Records (e

B obta1ned from the KCIN 1nmate card f11e in the Offender Records Sect1on f éﬁ S

:%""7° Stat1st1ca1 anaTys1s of the data was performed by use of the SPSS computer ';

o The offender character1st1cs to be reported w1TT 1ncTude 1nformat1on e

substance abuse var1abTes S1nce th1s 1nformat1on perta1ns to 1nmates who e

.

subst1tuted for 1nformat1on on adm1ss1ons ortre]eases ijEJT}K'

[
R 3
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| were current res1dents at KCIW, 1t 15, therefore 1"C°mp1ete in descr1b1ng i

L the 1nmates compTete 1nst1tut1ona1 h1story OP adgustment and Ca""Ot be ‘4@;;,;T~

)

(e

'Descr1pt1ve Var1abTes

e

o

.The: popu]at1on at KCIN was compr1sedqof GOA Caucas1an inmates. ATthough

'%y‘wh1tes made up: the maJor1ty,:the bTack popuTat1on was st1TT over-represented >

g &

- when one cons1ders that onTy 7% of the generaT popuTat1on 1n Kentucky is

: w.,that of bTacks for most age ébtegor1es (see TabTe 2)

. of the generaT popu]atlon faT]s w1th1n th1s age bracket

y bTack wh1'le 40% of the KCIW popuTatwn is bTack However, this is not

pecu11ar on]y to Kentucky, as a recent report by- the U.S. Department of
Just1ce reported an over-representat1on of m1nor1t1es in aT] states femaTe :

2
pr1sons In add1t1on, there was a Targer percentage of ‘blacks at KCIW

A Q

than‘1n the Kentucky maximum and med1um secur1ty men S pr1sons (see Table 1).

&

‘ When cons1der1ng age d1str1but1on, one f1nds the med1an age for KCIW
'-1nmates to be 27 years ' Th1s is 1dent1ca1 to the medwan age for fema]e

offenders 1n the Un1ted States 3 The age d1str1but1on for KCIW 1s shown in

o TabTe 2 The 18 to 30—year on group is over~represented when one notes

: }that,whlle 63% of the 1nmate popuTat1on was Ain th1s age category, only 40/

4 This is 1dent1caT

‘.ato the proport1on of res1dents at KSR under 30 years of age " An anaTys1s of

:fage d1str1but1on by race revea]s that the number of wh1tes 15 near]y doubTe

However, forfthe

V131 to-33—year on age groupd b]acks made up 79% wh1]e wh1tes account for

‘onTy ZZA of the 1nmatesﬁ~ The 40 and above age group is aTso an except1on,

‘a,be1ng compr1sed of 86A wh1te and 14A bTack These stat1st1cs do not d1ffer

Ifrom s§at1st1cs on U S WOmen 1nmates found in the Nat10na1 Study of WOmen s’”

1 Kentueky Deskbopk of Econom1c Stat15c1cs ff:tta 'Tﬁvv“’skbu S ?

oy
# B

2 ‘
S Nat&ona] Study of women § Correct1ona1 Programs Cehan
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‘Percent Wh1te
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TABLE 2

BREAKDOWN OF AEg CATEGORIES
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BY INMATE RACE
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Correctional Programs. That study reported whites over 35 years of age ‘ ST ¥ R T '0 j' (’ , . |
are mo;g Tikely to‘be intaréerated than othek ethnic groups of the same P S “ B
ége (with the exception of Ind1ans) C© » o " ‘ ; | - s f R ) o § ;ABLEkS R 0 {
" Over half of KCIW 1nmates were from Jefferson (38%) and Fayette (13%)v ‘ ] - ‘0 R g ﬁ | POPULATION DISTRIBUTIONS fOR | s * £
Counties, bpth cons1dered urban countnes, Tab]e 3 shows ‘the number of f | o i COUNTIES OF RESIDENCE oF K?FN INMATES é
inmates by population of the coﬁnties in which they resided at the time of | o , 'i R | | Popu]at%on D , ' Number é
crime. Ten percént of KCIW res1dents were sentenced from a county other i 0 | - , 0f County c -« of Inmates | i
than.tiie county of residence, Not surpr1s1ng]y, the largest number of o 1] “ ; S 15,000 and 1essk \ , 5“ “ . ¢ ;
° inmates came from Countﬁes with populations of 65,000 or;above. The next k 0o 16,000 - 25,000 7 . ! §
Targest number of inmates were from counties wit@épogggat}onsvﬁf 25,000Aor . . g £ 26,000 - 35,000 . 8 . g
DR R less. In addition, 9% of the population was from out of state. This is a. . C ‘f ) ?1 v 36,000 - 45’000 k@ 3 i §
; :§/%/// noticeable drop from 1977 when 29.4% were out-of-state residem}s.s , s 0 . ; : . 46,000 - 55,000 ‘? %
R The stereotype of the femaie offéﬁaer as uneducated aﬁd unskilled was - ‘ff i , ) ‘ '56’000 - 65’OOQ 4 , ;
: ‘ not éomp1ete1y substantiated by the find1nd$’of this tudy. Thirty—one; ot e ;i ® , 66,000 and above : %‘ o %9 |
percent of the women had a high school gducafion,‘GED,'or at 1éast some | | ‘”fO k;> B ¢ ~ , OUt"Qf'State o - -3, :
college. However, the median education Tevel at KCIW was tenth grade. - % | ‘ : ‘ i n =99 }
: ¥ Fifty percent of the Sopuﬂation had either an eighth, ninth, or tenth grads ‘ : i ‘ ;
E education. This is‘not,3urpris¢ng in 1ight of'thewu;S. DépartmentﬁofFSUStjge 0 o B | | L ” | é
é' findings that female inmate population ;ducation Tevel was directly re]ated"v B I ¥ | *BSEE;ggiogfogcgggggéegtngzl?ig,f§8?7KeE:g§5zk; é
| to the state-wide med1an, the median educat1on Jevel for Kentucky is 9.9 years. ST ~ ‘5 7 Depgrtment of Commerce : .
[ te ‘nRac1a1 d1fferences were evident, w1th the educat1on 1eve1 for wh1tes be1ng | B | | g s
‘ 9.8 and the average for b]acks be1ng 10 4. B{;ck 1nmates tend to be d1s- | | : ! I | : .
Eﬂ ‘ ‘tributed mostly over. the ninth grade and higher levels, with whites tend1ng E . AR ;
;3 ‘ ' toktf d1$tp1buted‘OVerwa11 grade Tgvels. This data 15 not in keeplng w1th j | ) . §
¥ “KCIW Population Study, 1977 .~ T L B . ~ ) : .
R R o | e k o g
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than blacks. ~ . R f FRRER

‘Counties&

‘education, with a medwan educat1ona1 level of tenth grade.

L
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U.S.,female offender statistics which‘fOund whites to'be better educated
; ,

Near]y”one-third.(31%) of the inmates had previous vocational training

which appeared to be in stereotypical areas such as nurses aide‘training

2

“This 1is very similar to U.S. Department of Just1ce

11

and beautician 1nstruction

stat1st1cs which 1nd1cated "35% of the women 1nmates in the1r samp]e had pr1or

a

vocat1ona1 tra1n1ng, predom1nant]y 1n the trad1t1ona1 f1e1ds for women
(clerical, nurses a1de etc ) 7 1f one fo11ows the assumpt1on that women
who have vocat1ona1 training are more emp]oyab]e and, therefore, less 11ke1y

to be incarcerated, it is surprising to find such a 1argexgercentage of the

q

KCIW inmates with vocational training. One explanation for this could be -

that their training has been in traditional fields for women, commonly -
known as low-paying jobsg which, while making them employable, does not o

o .

enable them tovmeet’their'economic obligations.
Summary ‘ .
Wh1te 1nmates comprise the majority of KCIw residents a]though blacks
@

are over—represented when compared %o the genera] state—w1de population.

The 18 to 30—year old age group makes up 63% of the 1nmate popu]at1on Most

of the residents were'from urban areas, part1cu1ar1y Jefférson and Fayette

Also, most of the women at KCIw had less than a high schoo1
“One-third of
the women had vocational tra1n1ng pr1or to enter1ng the institution, pr1mar11y<b

T} trad1t1ona11y fema]e job areas

O : ’;
' > T R ORI b i
CNational Study of Women's Correctional Programs "

o e T s 1 50 50 1 e e e
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e T dur1ng the dncayceration.
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~Family Background o

on is a key

}

| Since 1t has 1ong beeh - postu1ated that a negat1ve home s1tuat1
component of cr1m1na11ty, one wou1d expect few inmates to come from stab1e X

fam1ﬁ1es - This proved to be true {or KCIW Women, as two- th1rds of the 2
women were from fam111es where ‘the parénts were’ either d1vorce8 separatedv/

or one or more of the parents were deceased. The rema1n1ng one-third. of\yA

s ,the popu1at1on came from families where the parents were marr1ed or in a
: commofi-1aw relationship at the time of the crime.

When conéidering‘the'inmates' marital statue, one finds’that 39% were ©
single, 24% were married or in a common-]awvrelationship,Vand“27%‘Were

separated or divorced. Marital status broken down by race is presented in

vTab]eég. A few inmates, 4%, were committed to a homosexua1 Tifestyle before
entering the institution. | . %

rThe majority of the inmates (727) were responsible for at least one "

dependent child before 1ncarcerat1on The average number of chnldren peyr

I

inmate mother was 2.4. Only 24% of all inmates were married or Tiving in =

common-law re]ationships and, therefore, not the sole provider for their
4 ~ cildren. S1ng1e mothers represent 33% of inmates with children, separated

=

or divorced mothers represent 33%, and 10% of the inmates with children are

o w1dows. In addition, 15£ of the population was pregnant ‘upon agm1ss1on to

CKCIW.

]

 QOne of the greatest areas of.concern for most inmate mothers istwho

witl prOV1de for thelr children while they are in pr1son. For Kentucky's

women, 40% had ch11dren stay1ng with materna] parents or relat1ves Only

"sma11 proportich of the ch11dren Were kept by government agenc1es (7%) w

HOWever, there were ethnic differences. whife
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OWN oF INMATES BY MARITAL STATUS

. 32%‘4’.} E

~f‘,TABLE 4
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Wh1te‘,‘ : ... Black
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~f33% of the whmte mothers Teft the1r ch1Tdren thh thp1r parents, 51/ of

'hyrbTack mothers had pTaced dependents w1tn the1r parents or. reTat1ves There :

7f1 were no d1fferences 1n government agency 1nv01vement w1th wh1tes' (12 87)
: ‘ .

vn '.

;yand bTacks (15%) ch1Tdren (see F1gure 1)

The U S Department of Just1ce reported that the;cr1me for wh1ch a woman

1s arrested does not seem to be reTated to the f1nanc1aT7needs of her

ch1Tdren, they reported women to be 1nvoTved 1n property cr1mes regardTess

of whetheruthey had ch1Tdren or not Th1s proved to be so for all but

separated women at KCIN There were no separated women w1thout ch11dren

& , :
1ncarcerated for property cr1mes, 57% of separated women w1th ch1Tdren were

<

1n for these same cr1mes._ On the other hand, s1ngTe women w1th ch1Tdren

were equaTTy T1ke1y to be serv1ng t1me for property cr1mes as those w1thout

' ch1Tdren. Th1s 1s true for marr1ed conmon Taw w1dowed and d1v0rced

3 . SRR Sy e ; - X R o

7 1nmates as weTT

Summary

Most 1nmates at KCIW came fromnbroken home swtuat1ons.:'ATT but’a fow
immediate 1_

fam1T1es generaTTy took respon51b111¢y for the dependent wh1Te she was 1ncar-

were the pr1mary prov1ders for at Teast one dependent Inmates

cerﬂted espec1a1]y for the bTack women., The type of crtme a woman s

conv1cted foradoes not appear to be reTatedtto the f1nanc1a1 needs of her
@ ‘ : h._d i o 5

'5ff ch1Tdren, excePt in the case of separated mother 1nmates.~' - oy;

R SRR
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Offense Data

t1tut1ona1 exper1ence

f1ncarcerat1on

”;s1b1e for 1ncarcerat1on
: of aTT cr1mes

B ‘offenses, foTTowed by drug offenses

*have assauTt arsen, and drug cr1mes

- rgreTated to her age.
'Zbe a property offense
k“T57% of aTT theft offenders
’cerated for murder or mansTaughter

‘Aby age

KCIw offenders do not seem to be soph1st1cated in termswqf the1r 1ns- p:
v \ ‘
For 74A of the KCIW popuTat1on, this was the1r f1rst

5 d1sp1ays the d1str1but1on of the most ser1ous cr1me th1s 1ncarcerat1on ;As'~-

can be seen, property cr1mes are by far th% most preva]ent offenses respon-
Theft fraud and forgery represent nearTy han

Murder and mansTaughter were th next most prevaTent f;«

; &
“KCIW 1nmates, cr1mes resuTt1ng Jin Toss of life have gema1ned constant as o

a

ﬂburgTary have decreased by. han s1nce 1977 wh1Te theft cr1mes have nearTy i

doubTed

" The type of offense for wh1ch an 1nmate was 1ncarcerated appears to be

For exampTe women 27 years on or younger make°up'
Inmates 34 to 39 were more T1ke1y to be 1ncar-
JabTe 6 prOV1des a breakdoWn of cr1mes

These stat1st1cs are. in keep1ng w1th stat1st1cs for the generaT

e oy

yg&ng Women ﬁnder 25 and murder more common for.: women 35 and over

As wou)d be expected because of the frequency of hom1c1de among onerh

s

@

fSeventy f1ve percent of 37 to 39-year ons have a sentence Tength of n1ne

B i s “'“Tv— . . - . & . : o
U e T S B B i T S e e
SN B D s e e e

“This 1s a drast1c change from a 1977 KCIw popuTat1on descr1p-

The younger the 1nmate the more 11ke1y her cr1me w1TTb:'

‘:twon wh1ch 1dent1f1ed only 48. 2% as bewng f1rst offéﬁ;ers at that t1me TabTe o

Compared with 1977 data ava1TabTe ford‘.;,\

Incarcerat1ons due to- robbery and [ .

f,‘femaTe 1nmate popu]at1on of the U S wh1ch showed Tarceny more common for f e

';fwomen tne oner the 1nmate the Tonger her sentence Tength was. T1keTy to pe;,w'ffﬁ

Comparat1ve1y, 84A of 22 to 24-year o]ds were serv1ng fTVe :...;

ok A fo AR 0 SN ol 4ot Bt Ta e T RO iR R i
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TABLE 5

Lmes e ees DISTRIBUTION OF INMATES INTO CRIME CATEGORIES

1 Crimes‘v‘f-» o g_'t,“ d;gf? 3% 1077 4
. Homacidel 23 23,

()

g E ‘ o22.4
vAssault h' 6 | | 6.1 : 'K:vf5.9

L. ‘,_‘_,

‘_g N ‘-T,‘  Burglary i
SR RN CL 27.1

e ],;7;1 .
Theft? a2 | 259

g Arson R t, 2 : i 2;0k'd : ‘ : 2;4

12.9

St "' AL ‘,Drug ReTated E 10 ‘10.1 R

&

v *»inM1sce11aneous

I
e
fe I

3.5

[N

. Total 99

‘é,r*‘~;i ‘,j~‘b e Hom1c1de category 1nc1udes murder mansTaughter, and reeﬁ]ess

2
Theft category 1ncTudes forgery,“theft and fraud
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 Bssault © Burglary  Theft®

100 22 6.0

2 6.0

50 3 %4z 63 15 40 1

4.8 8 38.0

)

‘ZTheft;# Fdrgety,’Fraud;:aqd Théfti  7 i iy

n.j~'3crimes,1n‘miscellanebusgcafegdryﬁnofwincidded.‘“}

E+)

P ;0 :
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e

%6.7 1
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1 3.0
4.8

T ]Robbery
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R years or 1es ‘ The med1an sentence 1ength for KCIW was f1ve years w1th g S
¢ S ~ : : d - S - e : P S S . ) ‘ -
° 43% of the women serv1ng one to threewyear sentences oo ' ST o o R ¢ . » - . ey '
i S - 2 y L S : B o o i ] 3‘ o » S L o . . TABLE 7 ’
SES MUS E ¢ 7 The educat1ona] 1eve1 of an 1nmate also appears to be re]ated to the ER . ﬁ | R R TE TS RN G ' BREAKDOWN oF CRIME CATEGORIES
8 ngﬁ';’ ' jo%o ~ type of cr1me for wh1ch she was 1ncarcerated Women with 1ess than a. % ‘. Lo } | 'y:;'~ S el L BY INMATE MARITAL,STATUS
o ... seventh rade educat1on were exe]us1ve1 1nvolved 1n cr1mes against ersons. g v ‘Qb °'OQ;0 ' L S o @ B o S - ' '
e e : i ' g P REREAEE " : Marital Status = =~ koss of Life Assault Burg1ary _Theft Robbery Arson - Drugs
i R . The higher the educat1on ?evel " the more Tikely the crime was to be aga1nst ol & T T T s ¢ , TR , o em e
T R oo f - single . 2618 . 50.0% 20. 0% 47.6%  T1.4% 50.0%  30.0%
] Pl iproperty (68% w1th some co11ege were property offenders and 837 with GED) FE AR RS . B _ ’ B v ’ R
L int Again, these findings match u.s. stat1st1cs for fema]e 1nmates wh1ch found A R ? ", Common-law - = '8.7% S 2007 . 9.5% e 10.0%
- . the better the- educat1on, the more. Tikely the crime was to be forgery, and S “51 Y | i B R e o
. Y | gery R B L Marrded T, 17.44 0 F333% 0, 0 16.7% 14.3% = ©10:0%
i the less education, the more 11ke1y the crime was murder. 8 SRR SRR | T e T MRS S S
) = i o | Pr1or vocat1ona1 training was a]so examined and found to be 1nverse1y . . “Separated To43% . 60.0% %0’739-5% - B 20.0% - E
o | T E a d S 1 k E e | Cos | ?» CQ M : 3 - | ' - VVE . 3
e vyre] te to. entence length. For those w1th vocat1ona1 tra1n1ng beTore S . Divorced Cfay 16.7% ° ¢ 14.3% 14‘3% 50.0% 20.0% !
o ' ,enter1ng prison, 45% had sentences of five or more years, compared to 34% | T 1 o iy TR BT R e | x ' :
o of those with no pr1or vocat1ona1 training. An equa1 percentage of those e . Widowed e . 26.1% . _;;_;7 ST R <L S SR . 10.0%: E
%5 ,w1th and those w1thout vocational tra1n1ng had sentence lengths of 15 yearS_ o e . . 100.0% »T33’p100;0% B lOOtQ?ﬁbk‘100 -0 "ioo'o% 100-0%; 100.08 o é
?f . ~or over. S Gad o : G e O 2 ; "g | . n=23 k = n=5 2 g =42 n-= 7l‘ n‘juZ n =10
,(é} J ‘v'"f: - Acrime breakdown by mar1ta1 status (see Tab]e»7) revea]s that 48% L | . . §<K g e |
3] | s ’a11 property 1ncarcerat1ons were s1ngTe offenders S1ng1e offenders w1th A L 'Qt T “~}? o R o o S
ch11dren a1so made up 41% of a]] theft conv1ct1ons at KCIw For separated , : S . . éaﬁf rp)“ :
~‘awomen 70% were 1ncarcerated for theft or burg]ary and 70% had at Teast onev. o E e - Q;UV ,”
dependgnt Common 1aw marrled and d1vorced 1nmates were 1ncarcerated o ) 'U: “f;{p:aft~é? o e e |
pr1mar11y for theft as we]], but at 1east one-fourth of each group was R fTé?{f»f?f‘ ; ; B
. sentenced for cr1mes 1nvo]v1ng 1oss of 11fe A]] d1vorced lnmates had at : f’[l s S o P
‘%5 t_1east one dependent and were, a1most as 11ke]y to be 1nv01ved in murder or fh"’} . ,’;f tyfod‘:
: ,manslaughter (24%) as in a theft cr1me (35%) Seventy-f1ve percent of “ff' s
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- 20% of all murders.

'Wmurder of their husband.

A direct reTationShip between widows' crimes and

marital status Was fQUnd, with five out of six widows charged with the
One assumpt1on often made is that women offenders are secondary parti-

c1pants in cr1mes which are 1nst1gated by men Th1s was not found to be |

true. F1fty ~eight percent of the women at KCIw comm1tt§d the1r crime aTone

Thirty-one percent of the women were 1nvoTved W1tn one othér person in com-
m1tt1ng their offenses, 8£ were: 1nvoTved w1th 2 others, and 2% were involved

with 3 others When others were 1nvoTved they were more: 11ke1y to be an:

unrelated male other than\a boyfr1end (42%) and unre]ated female (21%)
Boyfr1ends (16%) and re]ated maTesjother than husbands (11%) accounted for

‘the rema1nder of persons 1nvoTved

I
0%‘_‘7

' ‘t1on and 654 had been- returned for a new crime or m1sdemeanor

: v1oTators returned w1th a f1ve to 51x-year new sentence

F'parOTe V101at1on

Most offenses d1d not 1nvoTve a weapon (58%)" Of'those that did; thef,

~'weapon of preference was a f1rearm (66%) rather than a kn1fe (244).

V1ct1m 1n3ury occurred in 30%. of aTT offenses ‘
Twenty percent of the KCIw popuTat1on were serv1ng a sentence for: | o

Of these, 3SA had been returned on a techn1ca1 v1oTa-

of those

returned for a new cr1me, 64% came back w1th mu1t1p1e cr1mes Most paroTe

Jefferson,“

Fayette, ‘and Chrlst1an Count1es accounted for most v1oTators When another

‘o

a'; person was 1nvolved 1n the paroTe v1oTat1on cr1me, 43m of the t1me that t

@

person was an unre]ated ma]e (other than a boyfr1end) The paroTe v1oTa-

G:ﬁ'

t1on cr1me resuTted 1n v1ct1md1nJury in. onTy four cases

“popu]at1on.were returned cond1t1ona1 reTease or susoended sentence v1oTa—,‘rv,‘

,On1y 10A of the'd;i'

S

E

Crag

b

- arrest records, a lac ck of 1nst1tut1ona] sophistication can be seen by exam1n1ng

~at Teast one pr1or 1ncarcerat1on

: than from the federaT government

. Summary

'reTated to age and educat1on TeveT

S RSSO NS AR T

.

6y

In addition to the inmates' current crime, prior arrests and convictions

were examined. Shoplifting or thefts were the most prevalent crime trends

fOr;KCIw‘inmatess followed by'prostitutioh (10%) .and then alcohol-related

arreSts $9%). Only 38% had never hadUa‘misdemeanor‘arrest, whereas 20% had

nine or more. The average number of misdemeanor arrests was 3.1. - Sixty-six

o

~ inmates had previous felony arrests, with an average of 2.5 felony arrests

‘per inmate. o ‘ e

=

Wh11e KCIw women appear to be criminally sophisticated in terms of the1r .

pribrsincarceratﬁons Tabbe 8). “In more’ serlous crimes such as arson, robbery,

and assault, 100% were incarcerated for the first time. In addition, 90% of
drug‘offenders had no prior 1ncarcerations Only those convicted of theft

were T1ke]y to have more than one prior 1ncarcerat1on Of those convicted of
cr1mes w1th loss of life, 78% were 1ncarcerated for the f1rst t1me and 22% had
Deta1ners were held on 14A of the popuTa-

tion The most common ‘type of deta1ner was' that from another state rather

For most of the KCIW PopuTat1on this was the1r first. 1ncaAceration' »Theh‘

most common cr1me respons1bTe for 1ncarcerat1on were theft offerses, foTToWed

by murder and mansTaughter and f1na11y drug reTated offenses Theft cr1mes

'have doubTed since 1977 as the maJor cr1me of 1ncarcerat1on for KCIW res1dents;'fe

The type oﬁ&offense for wh1ch an 1nmate was serv1ng time aapeared to be
The younger and better educated 1nmates

are more 11ke]y to comm1t property offenses wh1Te the oner or, Tess educated

o

‘_nnmates were more kaeTy to comm1t cr1mes wh1ch w111 1nvoTve Toss of S

D

1
:
§
)
i
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. TABLE 8

|
'DISTRIBUTION OF INMATES WITH PRIOR INCARCERATIONS* = %
" ACCORDING TO MOST SERIOUS OFFENSE THIS CRIME |

]

sarl

& o

T R o
Crime Category ‘ o |
|

Prion‘Incarcerations g
0

1
2
,3;

[

 r*A¢tua];humber1of inmates represented.

2

@

18

9

o

o S,

| .‘1Homicidé ianUdés:alllidssvof{iif€5érime5;,;'~t 2

“zTheft;1ﬁc1Udés_FQfgery;iTh%ft, ananfaug, S
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%%fet The med1an sentence’ Tength for KCIW Was f1ve years, the maaorltyjof
ELU o ' women were currentTy serv1ng&a one to‘three yeat sentence. : //(wa’f»
s = A

B Prior vocatsonaT tra1n1ng was no% found to be reTated to a shorter

More women w1th pr1or vocat1ona1 tra1n1ng had sentences”

3

sentence length.

over five years “than did those watm-.ouwﬂcatTOUHT tra1n1ng G

O ‘
R ~Most inmates. d1d not involve co- defendants in their cr1me._ 0f thosev

LAt who d1d 1nvoTve another most were e1ther aﬁ7unre1ated maTe or unreTated

female. If other persons were 1nvoTved in the cr1me as co-defendants, the

1nmate was Tess likely to have a pr1or v1oTent arrest than 1nmates who acted

e : X R R T SRR - FORRS Sl o

» B

- » ‘aTone.a Of’thoSe .who. were soTe defendants, 22% had pr1or V1°1§2t arrest

2k compared to 15% of thosefwho acted w1th oth%rs. Most offenses de not &

- © - dinvolve a weapon, but when one was used a f1rearm was. the weapon of preference
” Prs\r 1ncarcerat1ons and arrest trends 1nd1cated that wh11e most of the -

| 1nmates ‘had prev1ous m1sdemeanor oQ:feTOny arrests, onTy a few had ever served
e

. o t1me on a fe]ony conv1ct1on. ATl women oonv1cted of serious.- crimes were

first offenders Prev1ous arrest trends show shop11ft1ng, prost1tut1on,

. - ®o
i

b and alcohol- rélated v1oTat1ons to nﬁ the maJor causes of pr1or arrests.; o

¥j
o 3

S /
S f m sdemeanors
ParoTe v1oTators were more often returned for new * 010n1es and i

than for techn1caT v1o]at1ons Deta1ners were actJVe on: 14A of the popuTa—h

t1on; Th1s tends to 1nd1cate that tte current popuTat1on was reTat1ve1y

GBS unsoph1st1cated 1n terms of pr1or 1ncarcerat1ons, butmnot ine terms of pr10r
: b v S Coe e SR ;y, ) . : R ) ‘ :
‘;. cr1m1na1 act1v1t1esuj‘kv e o Sl e

“
i
,

G

SBLE

reports, and escapes

B

~ report

Qrade or above educat1on had no v1oTent 1nc1dent reports

. s ¢ : . . i : ¢ . /‘*-n\ g

InStitutionaT Adjustment 5 "fﬁ"° S

Inst1tut1ona1 adJUStment was determ1ned by good t1meﬂloss, 1nc1dent

An 1nc1dent report 1s an adm1n1strat1ve act1on taken 5

~when spec1f1c 1nst1tut1ona1 ruTes are v1oTated A v101ent 1nc1dent report4d1

was def1ned for thvs report as one 1nvoTv1ng phys1ca1 v101ence or gross

destruct1on of property Wh11e the ma30r1ty«(86%) of - 1nmates had no violent

e

1nc1dent reports,omore than han (54%) had at" Téast one ‘non- V1oTent 1nc1dent
The average number of non- v1oTent 1nc1dent ‘reports per 1nmate was

2 1 however 1OﬁDof the women had n1ne or more.ﬁ The ser1ousness of the

A cr1me for wh1ch an 1nmate ‘was 1ncarcerated tended to have no effect on 1nc1?

dent reports Th1s f1nd:n;‘1s aTso in agreement w1th the 1977 f1nd1ngs 8

Twenty -sixX percent of the popuTat1on had Tost good t1me during the1r

current 1ncarcerat1on. ThTS does not d1ffer from the 1977 popuTat1on study-

Ear11er f1nd1ngs aTso reported that reS1dents W1th pr1or feTony 1ncar—

cerat1ons Tost ‘good t1me and rece1ved 1nc1dent'reports at a h1gher rate than
f1rst offenders 9

Ge

1t is. mostTy ev1dent for good t1me Toss and v1oTent 1nc1dents. TabTe 9 com—

pares repeat and f1rst offenders by number of 1nc1dent reports and good t1me :

e

B

S g
S

The educat1ona1 TeveT the 1nmate had atta1ned before 1ncarcerat1on was~'

re]ated to her 1nv01vement01n v1oTent 1nc1dentsat Those W1th an eTeventh

a 0

ATT offenders

° [

. o [) (3
:‘LI‘L o . ‘m
BKCIw PopuTat1on Study G N S

A s1m1Tar trend can be- seen in the current study, however,»”

: wh1ch found 25.9% to have Tost good time. f;’t:" Ee Rt ;[ﬁ
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V1oIent Inc1dent Reports

Number Invo]ved 1d/}nc1dents

Percent of AII Inmates w1th

o V101ent Incident Reports'

=

"ajmnv Good T1me Loss

‘,LlNumber InonVed in Tnc1dnnts

“P'yPercent of A1l Inmates W1th i
UI,Non V101ent Inc1dent Reports e
S

(R

;v';jijercent of TotaI POPUTBtIOh

< S
'?

e

LT ‘U:

Percent of(ﬁII Inmates

N1th Good T1me Loss. gy}.ﬁ*i~*

Percent of TotaI Popuﬂat]on

fr,]Percent of Tota] PopuTat1on el

'iNon V1oIent Inc1dent Reports e

G 5 QVumber Invo]ved 1n Good T1me Loss

e TABLE 9
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- s =
= rece1ved only one or tw ‘ Those w1th serve outs compr1sed 9 1% of the popu-
1at1on Th1s 1s s11ght1y h1gher than the general Kentucky 1nmate Dopu1at10n if.f>1'~:"
’ff 1n wh1ch 7 4A had serVe outs 10 oy e N : c e :
”'r"%5f{‘hfffd;}tf;»;f‘_;77-‘~a?ﬂffﬁ‘gi‘ftﬂ

| ,1nc1dent report had prev1ous v1oﬁent arrests

L arrest

,varrests

~those w1th more than one v1o1ent 1nc1dent report

S who’had a high'numberfoffincfdents (n1ne or more) had an educat1ona1 1eve1

'dw1ower than the mean for the popu]at1on (1 e., STXth OP seventh grade)

V1o1ent 1nc1dent reports were a]sodexam1ned 1nare1at1on to pr1or v1o1ent
One notable f1nd1ng was that 60/ of those 1nmates with one v1o1ent
- This. does not ho1d true for

As a matter of fact a11

o

1nmates with seven or more v1o1ent 1nc1dents had never had a prev1ous v1o1ent

,'36% had v1o]ent 1nc1dent reports, compared to 14A of those with no v1o1ent

arrest h1story Th1s seems to 1nd1cate that wh11e there 1s no re1at1onsh1p

'between the number of V101ent 1nc1dents an 1nmate was 1nvo1ved in and her :

"d the Board

adjustment

; pr1or v1olént arrest h1story, there is a greater probab111ty that she w1]1

‘;“'rece1ve a v1o]ent 1nc1dent report 1f she had a past v1o]ent arrest record

Escape rate was unchanged from the ear11er KCIN report Only 7. 1% of

'“f_ the current populat1on had escapes as compared w1th 8 2% 1n 1977

;/ Paro]e Bd%rd act1on may. a]so be seen as an 1nd1cat1on of 1nst1tut1ona1
Over ha]f of the popu]at1on had no deferra1s at the t1me data :

was co]1ected Th1s f1gure, however‘vmay refﬂect the fact that 55 of the‘

: popu]at1on had Just entered KCIW in 1979 and had not yet been rev1ewed by

However, of’those who had rece1ved deferra1s most (325) had ]'"

R e

"athgégedton'a'SampTehof:éO%foffthoseireieasédfin51978Qfi”ﬂ4'£‘"

On the other hand of those who had been arrested for v1o1ent cr1mes, W

o ia o o Summary
: i; .,;' Sy One- -quarter of the KCIW women had good time 1oss dur1ng the1r present
' ; : 1ncarcerat1on Th1s represents no change in rate over the past three years
: fa' A very sma11 percent of 1nmates were 1nvo1ved in v1o1ent 1nc1dents Inmates
,‘;, o | ‘lwho had a past h1story of v1o]ent arrests were more 11ke1y to receive a v1o—';
i 2 o | 11ent 1nc1dent report a]though they were not responsible for the bu1k of
' ;V"* ‘a‘v1olent 1nc1dents Over ha]f of the popu]at1on was dnvolved 1n at 1east one |
5 o v?tnon v101ent 1nc1dent The ser1ousness of an inmate's cr1me d1d not appear ,
] ;, . to be related to 1nvo]vement in 1nc1dent reports HoweVer whether or not
# ; e i_an 1nmate had a pr1or fe1ony 1ncarcerat1on d1d appear to affect both good -
; i ‘d time 1oss and 1nc1dent reports Educat1on 1eve1 was also re]ated to 1nvo1ve-
e t; 5 ’s,ment 1n v1o]ent 1nc1dents w1th those of 1ower educat1on 1evels account1ng
‘," ;€§°é rfor a]] ‘cases 1nvo]v1ng nhne or more v1o1ent 1nc1dents Converse]y, those ,b
k' . év | of h1gher educat1on 1eve15 (e]eventh grade and above) had no V1o1ent 1nc1—'
i ;’ S dents at all. . ‘,d‘f > ”.
i]ﬁ, .é X | The escape rate at KCIW has rema1ned v1rtua11y unchanged s1nce ear11er :
dt ré : ’stud1es The fwnd1ngs 1nd1cate that 1nmates at KCIN are g1ven serve outs
;‘Wyi . ‘f b at a h1gher rate than the genera] 1nmate popu1at1on Most other 1nmates Rt
i 1 : "fw1th deferra1s had rece1ved no more than two o | .
g §, - “1 S i o fr R ¥
8 i ; y;dﬁii';r‘héii %4
= . Sl i
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B psycho]og1ca] report or se]f-d1sc1osure

”:f'grade educat1on (66%).
’"v,tory are younger than 30 years o]d (69%)

| ”ﬂvl1nvolved w1th drugs theft (384) and drug—reiated (21A) cr1mes were most

'~g7 1nvoTVed 1n cr1mes aga1nst Persons w1th 30% 1nvo]ved 1n econom1c cr1mes ff}&f;'v

: 11

‘~the U S federa] pr1son system are 1ncarcerated for drug offenses

NN a drug h1story, compared to 36 7A of wh1tes

jd?h1story, but more 11ke1y ¢o be 1nvo]ved 1n burg]ary cr1mes

«lprevaient ,;b"o’,;‘_f ;‘t “;:fj I "“§§“"

'f_ over a11 age groups

W

Substance Abuse,

2

Substance abuse has become an 1ssue of 1ncreas1ng concern for those

0ver 207 of those serV1ng sentences in
11

1nvo]ved w1th fema]e offenders

i+l

22/ of those 1n U S state prlsons have drug conv1ct1ons Kentucky s

rate 1s substant1a1]y 1ower W1th on]y 9. 1% serV1ng drug offense sentences

"">L5However, a. larger number of the women had a drug abUSe h1story as ref]ected

A G

in e1ther the1r prev1ous arrest h1story pre sentence 1nvest1gat1on report

found to have substant1a1 drug 1nVO1vement (see Tab1e 10)

o _,canother 20% had a reported a]coho] abuse h1story

The typ1ca1 1nmate w1th a drug abuse h1story has an e1ghth to e]eVenth,y'

Seventy e1ght percent have at Teast one dependent

i B]acks are over-represented for th1s group, w1th 51% of KCIW b]acks hav1ng

Those w1thit drug h1story were

N’Tess 11ke1y to be 1nvo1ved in 1oss ofu11fe cr1mes than those W1treno°drug

For those

~'o L

The typ1ca1 1nmate W1th an a]coho] abuse h1story has an °1ghth to tenth ,f‘.v‘

‘ grade educat1on (60%) She was equa]ly 11ke1y to haVe dependents as not.

. (Three~fourths of these women were wh1te and there was an even d1str1but1on
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and;k'“ o

Over ha]f of the popu]at1on was

~In addition, e

Most 1nmates w1th a drug h1s-fd‘

Over ha]f (60%) of the 1nmates w1th alcoho] abuse were
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o . INMATE INVOLVEMENT WITH SUBSTANCE ABUSE
. ‘yﬁ . k’ : “1;v-’r3 N S [ )
A o Percent of
o ‘ KCIW Popu]at1on
,DrUQ Othhdersl'V 9, 1 :
>‘Inmates W1th Drug 1story ‘ 42.0,
(Not Includ1ng Drug\Offenders) ;
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mInmates Nith]A]cohol History S 20.0 6
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Inst1tut1ona1 adaustment was ana1yzed for drug offenders TabIe'll

4:compares non-drug offenders drug offenders, and offenders w1th a pr1or

B

b‘drug h1story in terms of - good t1me 1oss, v1o1ent 1nC1dent reports, and ‘

: reports Most rece1ved on1y oné er two non v1o1ent 1nc1dent reports Th1s N

non- v101ent 1nc1dent reports There appears to be no d1fference between drug
and non ~drug offenders ‘as far as the number of . v1o1ent and non- v1o]ent 1nc1-

dent reports rece1ved However there are d1fferences in qood t1me

'1oss for the two groups w1th 45% of drug offenders hav1ng good t1me,

loss, compared to on]y 18/ of . non- -drug offenders Th1rty six percent of

~ those w1th a pr1or drug h1story had good t1me Toss The finding that there .

were no d1fferences in 1nc1dent reports for the two groups, but a d1fference e

in good time 1oss, 1s surpr1s1ng if one fo]]ows the Tog1c that good time 1oss

B

e results from 1nvo]vement 1n 1nc1dents One poss1b1e exp]anat1on for th1s,',

d1screpancy may be . that non- v1o1ent reports were more ser1ous, a]though not

v1o]ent for drug offenders, resu1t1ng in good t1me loss e f ‘ o

1coh01 abusers had a 1ow 1nv01vement in 1nc1dents OnTy 10%'had vibTent‘ i

1nc1dent reports, 20% had good t1me 1oss, and 45% had non v101ent 1nc1dent

o f1nd1ng is. 1nterest1ng in 11ght of the fact that most of these 1nmates are

: abuse h1story tend to be young, w1thout a h1gh schoo] d1p1omaﬂ and have e

1ncarcerated for cr1mes aga1nst persons

A substant1aq part of the KCIN popu]at1on has had drug or. a]coho1 1nvo1ve—,

ment that has been 1dent1f1ed as prob]emat1c for them Offenders w1th a drug

i

| dependents B]acks are over—represented for th1s group The offender w1th

an a1cohol prob]em Was a]so w1thout a h1gh schoo] d1p1oma, was equa11y 11ke1y

fto have dependeuts as. not and her cr1me was most ]1ke1y murder or mansTaughter
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f By TABLE 11 |
T : . FEE §
| S S VIOLENT INCIDENT REPORTS* |
o ° e . Q\«:%‘ 13, 4-6 - 6-8 9 or more ?
u ~Drug Offenders . 88.9% '( | 11.19 ?
Non Drug Offenders s . 87;5% :lg 9.0% 3. 67 |
S o B /‘J ? ’
'Non-Drug,Offenders With - 84.0% 112.0% 2 Ay T i
Previous Drug History e ﬁ : 3.0% 2
¢ “Offenders With A]coho] 90.0%  10.% f
i H1story \ ‘ i
B t :
: o ; ‘1':‘ i @
e : T | -
| .cg 'NON-VIOLENT INCIDENT REPORTS*
s L , e 0 ﬁ 13 or more i
e i °’ Drug Offenders. ‘ ) 55 6/, : 22.0Y% B ’ 292 .09, \
- Non-Drug Offenders * 5008, 35.7% 14.34 :
Non-Drug OFfenders With 39, 42“" 33.04 - ;
Previous Drug History | B0 '727'QA §
'Offenders With A]coho] o 55.0% | - an - R %
a9 H1story Lo _/ h 30.0% | 15’04 ﬁ
ﬂo %
* GOOD TIME LOSS ]
S e T !ﬂli~,' o Yes b
. ‘ Drug Offenders - 55, o% . 45.0% - - §
8 “]NOH—DrugnOffenders EREE 80. 071 oy |
S ;Non-brug‘Offenaers'wﬁth C eon se.an §
o f‘,fPreVTOUS Drug“History< N %{J St 36'4A :
s o L e R T
% ‘jOffenders W1th A1c0h01 :~,~; 80. 0%1' o egow
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Drug offenders and those with a'drug nistOry'did nOt'have a'greater

| involvement 1in v101ent or non- v1o]ent 1nc1dents than the rest of the popu-- o R
B

1at1on but did have greater good t1me 1¢ss. The offenders w1th an “alcohol”

©

) o
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'vabuse h1story resembled c1ose1y the good t1me 1oss and 1nc1dent patterns of ]%

the genera] population. : f‘ ; g” L ‘ ‘ ja"‘
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