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Sever~)' ,sources of data Were examinep, particularly the data'maintained 
r~ b (\}) 

from the Multi -Method Assessment Instrument ,. to provide a profile of of "(end-
o ers,adlTlitte~ to Kentucky correctional institutions. The major findingsO 

provided arc.: 

o 

96'.2% oYadmissions are wai'es ~· .. q,1 
,. ~~I 

. .' ''''''1{ 

73% of admissions are white .0 

II 

Median age for males is l~4 years; for females, 26 years. , Q 0 Q 

;;:/ . . 54% of the males are s1ngle, wherea§ 53% of the females were 

" separated or~divorced 
• (! 

. "Approxirnately56% of admissions are fir?t 6ffenders. 

Males .and fernales were similar in pr"obation and pardhe violations, 

~scape patterns, arid scores on dangerousness and violetlce. " . 

Caseworkers feel that females will have more difficulty adjusting 
/) 

to prison atiB will require closer supervision. 

Cas~workers' ratings of security requirements corresponded with. 

scores on related scales, 

Approximately one-third of the respondents expressed fear of other 
~ 

inmates. ~, 
"1\ 

"(97('/0' of tneoffenders failed to complete high school"; 11% failed 
c \l 

to complete elementary school. 

The average educational level attained for males waS ninth grade Ii .' 

and for females, tenth grade. 

Over a third of males and females have never b.een employed as 

long as" on!=! 'yea r on a job. 
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Approxil11ately on,;~~third of the offenders are unemployed at the 
'" 
time of arrest. 

Almost half ·of the offenders held jobs that r~quired minimal' 

,education or t;aini'ng' orwere~unsk;lled. 
.J <;.) v 

c· (,J 

Most of the offenders have no vocati onal trai~ ng. 

Most of" the.offenders report between 6 andG=;l::1~ealth problems; 

females gen~'irallY reported more health problems than mal~.s. 
Females exhib,it a higher level of stress [han males. 

)1 

Le,vel of stress corresponds with both number andtype of health 

prob 1 ems repoy~ted . 

Based on a simplifieq clgssiii\;cati;on scheme, 21% were statutorily 

inel igible for minimum ~ecurity, 16% were inimally ineligible due 

to sentence len'gth, and 63% could be considered for%min9mum security. 

Self-reported SLlbstance",abuse was a significant probleW! for both 

male and"female res~onden~S. 
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One of the most critical n~~ds of any correctional agency is an ~~ffec-
en. r 

tive claSSi~ica;~On proce~s. "Classif~cation to appropriate security ~levels 
,i svita 1 for the protecti on of the community 11and f~r the;1safe~~pinp of the 

,,\ offende rs cpn ~i ned. ,: ~owe vel', of:e qu a 1 ,,:"~,mpo rt ance i 5 :"th a.t use fu 1. P7grams , 

ta'il ored
o 
t~ flt the needs of ooffenqers, "be offered to those seek'/g sel f­

improvement. Severcal recent occurrences have heightenea the awareness of 
,) /1 

,Ii 

these processes: "the, appointment ofc?a new Commissioner of ,Corrections, 
\~ ~ 

the anticipated.openi~g of a new medium security facility~ the reference 
o 

0'" 
"II 1) . fl :, made in the consent dec·ree to examination of the cTassificat"ion procedures, 

:,r 
,. i) 

the progressive incarceration pl an, the" programs that aid rehabi 1 Hation, 

and institutional employment. Because programs and classification systems 
If" . .. . , 

If \.1' 

cannoli be responsibly deSigned without information about the offenders being 

bserved, the Research and Eva 1 uati on Unit was as ked to provi de i nformati on 
~ ~. . 

9 
whi ch coul d. be uti 1 i zed to make better deci s ions about K~ntucky l!f offenders I 

needs. 

As is sometimes the ci'}se in information requests, details were not pro-

vided as to the specific data, needed~r thimost use~ul fo~mat in which the 0 

data shou1("appear . Rather, the information that was consi deredtq; be 'most 

uSieful waS selected and reported in a standard v,eport form. "Therefore, if --o ~ c ' 1\~'" ~:.i" 
,'I 

IU9re specific information is needed or required in a different format, everY 
(3 

" 0 

i~ffm::t~~w'I~ 11 be made to meet.'lthese needs,. 
\) '<!' \\ 

Although the primary data ~,oUtcefor this report is"theil1f~rmat;on 
obtained from the Multi-Method Ass'essment InstrLlment, other sources includedo 

'0 -. 

,a sa~mple ofn~w admissions to KSR duri~g 1978 and 1979, 'a collection of in for- " 
~ ,0 

mationonwomen incarcerai:ed ,at KCIW in 197~LsummarY" data from the National 

Prisoner Statistics',Jor,Kentucky,and a sample of offend~rs t'eleasedin 1978. 
" .-5.'. 

The available data.were re"yiewed and inform~tion relating to "classification 
(9 

or program needS was extracted. 
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TheDMulti-Method Assessment I'ns"trument (MMA!) w~,s developed through a 

grant funded by LEAAand the Uni vers tty of Kentucky and was intended as ~' 
\ ~ I) 

screenin~ device to be used in c'assifying inmates. It ~as developed to 
/1 (I 

provide 'objective crite"riain m~king de~,is'ions for ~)lassif~ing i,rmates to 

maximum, medt.ium, and minimum security levels and to identify the program-
c 

matic and personal needs of the inmates. It was also hoped that"the MMAI 
o 0 c 

coul~provide the s~aff with more information ~bout the clients they s~rv~. 

." It ;s important, for purposes of interpretation" to remember that the MMAI 
, G ,0, 

provides only self-repo~t dat~; there is no provision for verification of 

the reported "information. 

Tlte instrument conslst' s of'" a ser,"es f f (,' . t 0 our test booklets and a struc-
., 0 

"'" 
turedinte,J,'view which is conducted ,,by a classification and tre~tment officer. 

~ ,~. o. 

It is not desi;ned to provide an~p-de~th dii;agnos1s df medical or pSlYcholog'i­

",cal problems, but to gi~e ar{vverall picture of the needs of the client. 
, ' .. ~ . ~~Q, 

New admissioQs tooRCIW ~pd1'ikSR are given the MMAI in four parts, one 
~ 0 

,0 part 'per 'day for four days, and withi::n two weeks of their admi~,sion to the 
" 

institution. T/gJey are tet3ted in the Admissions ~nd Orientation Unit dut,ing 

the time in which thf.!Y are attempting tct adjust toa new environment, and 
(j ..~ 

respons'es may be affected by thi s fact. Provi si ons ar~, made for those 

offende~s Who cannot,! read orbave sLlch low reading cabi li ty that they cannot 
" 

,~ compr~hend the tes"t. These offenders listen to a,otape recording of the 

test i (lstrudti ons .and questions. Those,gr,oups of offenders who might not 

be tested upgnad(nissiorl' to t~,e institution w~uld include those who go 

dire1:tly to the hospital', are bl ind(or have "~e"h poor eyesight that they 
~ . 

. e . .1 

cannot re~9 the tests) "those Who are considered extremely dangerous, th'ose 
Q I .';- Cl . 0 

who are reta~d~,d,ahd( thQs,e. who "are on medication whJch might ma'ke their 

responses to the tests i,:nval id. 
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The data presented in this report are base&on 1,768 offenders who 
" 

were tested between the dates of January, 1978 and May, 1979. According 

t'o Pppul ati on Movement' S~lJ]mari es prepared by the Bureau of Correcti ons I 

" 

Central Office, 2,750 new commitments wer~ made to KSR and KCIW during 
o I. .!l 

the period covered by this study. It appears tha,t administration of the 
Q 

MMAI WqS fairly consistent over this time period at KSR, but testing at 
. '''r.-' 

~CIW was l~mited to a shorter time span. Appendix A includes a table 
~ 

which shows the number pf persons tested at each institution and the num-

ber of new commitments and violators, admitted for each month of this time 
, L\ 

" 

period. It-should be noted that since this test was not admini~tered to 

all,;new commitments at KSRor KCIW during this time, it may not be. truly 

represen:tati ve of; the ent i re''"''popul atfon of, offenders who were receoi ~ed 
~ , 

o 'during that period. Because of concern that the sample may not be repre-
'" senta'tive ofalJ_admissions, additional data sources were used to confirm 

or question resuJts presented. 
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,Demographic Characteristics 
I> 

Examinatton of the characteristics of the' 1,,768 offenders for whom 

data were available showed that 97% or 1,718 were male and 3% or 50 were 

fem~le. This compares With the current population of all institutions 

which is 96.2% male and 3.8% female. Table 01 shows that the rac,ial compo­

siti'bn of the total sample was 73% white, 25% black, and for 2% of the group 

race was not recorded. The racial composition for both th~ male and female 
" o 

, sample also closelya~~r..Qximates the cY.rrent racial 'composition of all insti-
\.r~) ., ,<.,1') 

tutions. The sex and racial composition of the MMAI group, therefore, 

appears similar to the current prison population and provides some assurance 

that the sample is repres.entative o'f the characteristi~,s of all incarcerate.d 

offenders. However, while the sample appears representative, the number of 
<) 

females tested was very small. Gen'eralizations made on the basis of infor-

mation for a small sample should be made cautiously. 

The median 'iage for ~ales who completed the tests was 24 years and for 
" (I 

females it was 26 years (Table 2). Marital status of those tested with the 
,1)/) 0 

MMAI varied considerably according to SeX. As Table 3 indicates, 54% of 

the men were single, whereas only 36% of the women were single. Also, more 

men (24%) than womenj10%) were married. Separations and divorces were more 
~ ~ 0 

ccommon in the female popul at; on (48%), but only' 19% of the mal e popul ati on 

were separated or"divorced. There were also differences in marital status 
" 

according to race. Th'e majority (71%) of black males were single. It was 

moreCO~i1 for black females to be e.ither single or separated (77%) as com- "0 

~ . 
parect to white females (36%). Both white males and white) females wer.e more 

1 ike ly to be divorce,~ than blacks. 
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TABLE 1 

RACE AND SEX OF MMAI RESPOND~NTSl 

~~.' 
. - ==~~================ , Current 

MMAI Populj:;tion 

Q Black White Black White 

% N % N % N % N-
(I <::> 

Males 24.3 418 73..6 1,264 28.6 1,055 71.4 2,631 

Females 44.0 22 56.0 ,l~' 2& 0 ,,;,31.3 46 68.7 101 

l) 
Total - 3,833 Total - 1,732 

lRace of 36 male MMAI respondents was unknown. 0 
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FIGURE 1 
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Age Range 

Les$ than 24 

25 to 35 

36 to 50 

More than 50 

Total 

% 

53 

35 
" 0 

r J 

10 

2 

() 

TABLE 2 

AGE OF RESPONDENTS 1 

Male 

N 

o 905 

594 

169 

27 

1,695 

l Age was unknown for 23 rna les. 0 
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Female 

% N 

" 40 20 

5(f 25 

10 

o o 
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o o TABLE 3 

"RESPONDEIIJTS j{;i:1DRDING TO MARI1A~ STATUS BY. SEX AND RACE 

.Marita 1 Status 

Single 

"Married 

o 

o 

Separated 

Divorc.ed 

Unknown 

·n 

Black 

% N 

71 '"'.298 

15 64 

7 29 

6 

1 

100%,, 

" 0 

23 

4 

418 

-G 

White 

% N 

50 631 

27 345 

9 113 

13", 170 

.4 5 <;J' 
'" 

100% J ,264 

o 

Females, 

Black 

% 

50 

9 

27 

N 

1 

11 

2 

6 

4 0' 2 

" 
100% 28 

v-

,0 

" ..... ~ ~t' ... rf7\ifi1i11.Ut 

O. 

~Jhj te 

" 2,5 2 

10 7 

11 3 

'A6 

100% 

'" 

cP" C! 

3 

13 

22 o 
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Offenders?were questioned as·to the stability and supportiveness of 
D 

. their families. The responses formed a scale whiJijh was categorized into 
q ~;\ 

three levels. D Virtually all (96%) of both the men and women responded 

that their families were stable and highly supportive. For both males and 

females, thelemainder responded that their fam!lies were only sclightly 

unstable agd offered someCsupport. No one in either group re~ponded to 

thequesti on by. stat; ng that the; r fami 1 i es were hi g~lY'd.mstab 1 e aand 

"'" Since other stugie,s have shown that offenders , (j offered no support .whatever. 
n - -

,come from ra~,her unstable family backgrounds, the categoTization of the 
" o 

scale may q,~ invalid or ,perhaps the scale meaSLJres s:omething other than 
'.c 

fami ly stabi 1; ty. ",-
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Criminal Sophistication 

The degree of criminal sophistic:ation of ti'ffenders is of great concern 

in corrections. This information is used for classification to various 

security levels and for planning program needs. Criminal sophistication 
I'> "'.' 

is usually determined by historical information" concerning criminal activity. 

Fi rst offenders compti sed the maj ority of both~e rna 1 es' and females 

in this grou;, with 56%° 0 1= the males and 60% of the ·females having no prior 

felony convictions (Table 4). Although sFr~tlympre fema·les t~)an ~ales 
) 

had one prior felony conviction, 23% of the males had two or more prior 

felony convictions compa'red'to only 12% of t~e females. A sample ofne"w 
'.\ 

admissions to KSR showed only slight variation from th'is pattern. 
<~> o· 

Prior p'robation violations were conSistent between ma.les and female8, 

with 85% of the males and 82% of the females having no prior probation vio­

lations. As Tab le 5 shows, there was no si gt;dfitant di fference between the 

male and female popuTation in terms of "total probatfion violations. 
~?' 

Hov/ever, there were some data to indicate that females may be paroled 
" t:~ 

more often than males,- Thirty-five percent of the females have had one or 
<:I 

more prior paroJe violations as compared to only 23% of the males. While o 

the di.fferences are not statisticali'y significant, they may be a reflection of 
Ii'" 

test.ing pol icy di fferences between KSR and KCIW, with. the women's instituti o~~ 

having ~tested returned 'parole vi olators more often than .,KSR. 
C' _ .0 

A finding which maysur,Prise those who consider women better security 
. 9" 

. . . ~ 

risks is that there was no significant difference in the number aT males . ~ , .-~.. 0 -, 

~', r, " \S! < 

. andfemales who reported attempting to or ha::ui ng~scap~d, fromo a correctional 

faclH,ity, approximatelY 12% of bpth gr6'ups.Therefore, it qm be concluded .~, 
G,~ r;,} o. ·n '~, 

, .. ~, 

c!). 
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, \:j' 

" 
Male 

~l 
None 

One 
" 

o (\ 

f'o.')' <:> . 

More Than One 

Fema le* 

None 

One 

More Than· One 

~ _ .J.:l . _ 

o 

TABLE 4 

NUMBER OF PRIOR FELONY CONVICTIONS 

o 

o 

Il 

% N 
- 0 

56 960 

21 3p4 

23 387 

60 

28 

12 

30 

14 

6 

N"ew KSR 
Admissions 

% N 

50 1~0 

22 

28 

66 

84 

~{., 

*No data were available to compare .female prio't~onvictions. 
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1) 

that the female respondents cdidnotdiffer significantl~, from ,the males on 

reported nutnb~r of prior felOnYC,nvictions, pr.obation violations, parole 

violations, or escapes or attempts to escape (Table 5). 
_ G . 

Several scales on t~e MMAI are designed to measure the level of criminal 

sophistication of offend~. The dangerousness scale is ba'sed on the number 

of incidents in the .perso~'s past which would indicate some level of aggres~ 

sion. Samples of questions from this scale are included in App~ndix B. 

There was no s i gni fi cant di fference bertween males and females on thi s scale, 

as 49% of the'iTlales and 50% of the females related no incidents in their 

background which would indi,cate potential aggression or danger. Another 44% 

of the males and 48% of(;the females indicated that there were some factors '" \~ . 

in their bci'ckground which could lead to potential aggression or danger. 

Very few offenders fell into the high risk rangeon the .scale (5% .of the 

males and 2~of the females). 

The violence scale is based on the number of incident SO in the person's 

bac~groundwhich would indicate violent behq,vior (see sample questions, 

App~ndix B). Again, there was very little difference between the males o .. 

(66%) and females (64%) wno had many incidents in their background which 
. . '.' • ' '0 

. ~ . 

would indicate -y,iolence. According to scores on the violence and danger"; 
'" . j)' . .. 

ousness scale,s; males and females did not differ significantly. 

Caseworkers were asked to classify the incoming. inmates to levels~ 
of supervision, and on delinqllenc,x, sophistication, risk of recidivism, 

"' , . , 

and predicted adjustment to the i"r'rstituti on. Caseworkers cl assi fied66% 

D 

of the ma.les and 78% of the females as similar to a typica.l first offender. 

Males were perceived as be.ingmore sophisticated on this measure" in that 

36% of thelTlalesandonly22% of the females were categorized as similar 

-~ . 
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Male 

None 

One. 

More Than 

Female 

None 

One 

More Than 

. \) 

'" 
0 

0 

One 

It 

One 

TABLE 5 

INDICATORS OF CRIMINAL SOPHISTICATION 
\\ 

Escapes 

% 

.89 

8 

1 

88 

6 

6 

d; 

Probation 
Violations 

% '" 

!i 
85 

"'7 11 '0-. 

,tv 
4 

82 ~ 

16 

2 
" 

Q 

"" 
'6 

~ . " 

'6 

" 

o 

Parole 0 

Vi olati cns 

% 

78 

20 

" 3 '" 

0 

65 

29 
~ 

6 p 

" 

"~I 

0 " 
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to multiple or incorrigible offenders. Males were also perceived as slightly 

more sophisticated in terms 6f risk of recidivism; 72% of the males were 
,1 

classified as being medium or high risk, compared to 68% of the females who 
-' - ;:) ,) 

',) • II 

were classified thi sway. These di rferences , however, Were not statistically 

significant. 

In direct contrast "to this perceived risk of recidivism and level of 
~ 

ii 

sophistication, the caseworkers seemed to feel that females would have more 

difficulty in adjusting to institutional life and would require closer 
'C 

supervi'sion than males. Eighty-five percent of the females were seen as 
a 

likell tbOencounter some difficulty in adjusting to institutional life!l.~ G 

whereas only 39% of the males were perceived as likely to encounter adjust-
" ment problems (Table 6~). 

Aceordingto the caseworkers I recommendations, only 8% of ,the females 

should be classifi~d to minimum i,security, whereas 57% of the males were 

considered to be minimum security candidates (Table 7). The difference in 

suggested level of sU~,ervision may be explained by policy differences at 

KCIW and KSR. At KCIW" the women must lIearn" minim\.lm security classifica­

tion through a level system"which requir~s that time be served at the medium 

security 'level prior 't,p eligibility for minimum security classification. At 
'I} c. 

'\ 

KSR" however, men may be directly ,classified fram the A & 0 Unit t'6a minimum 
cO. ~o 

security fad 1 ity .'Th:e, :paseworker ratings of fema leson expected i nst;tuti onal 
"~ F ',' IJ' .\~, '0 - . -

adjustment and level °of superVision do not seem to correspond with level of 

crimin,al sophistication sinc,gthere were no significant differences be;t~~elJ 
(.) 

the sexes on criminal hjstorymeasures. It is possible, therefore, that 
(~. " II 

H ,0 t"1 .) ,\ D 

caseWorker ratings i,n"thefeO areas are not <r'eflectiveof criminal sophistica-
o l\ \) tl 

/)- :~, p' 

tion, but maybe> indicatjVe,:~of"~ther triiditional views 
, '.. .fJ '0 0., ' . 

or of pol i"CY differences bet~en i nsti tut ions. 

of female offenders 
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TABLE 6 

CASEWORKER RATING OF 
PREDICTED INSTITUTIONAIlI 'ADJUSTMENT " 

Predicted " 
Institutional Adjustment 

" No Problems Predicted 

May Ha ve So~e Prob 'oems 

Proble,ms Predicted 

I.:] 

% 

61 

33 

6 

Male 

N 

978., 

522 

98 

!? . 

r. 

Female 

% N 

15 7 

50 23 

35 16 

D 
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TABLE 7 

CASEWORKER SUGGESTION FOR LEVEL OF SUPERVISION 
" D 

"SuggestedcLeve.l ~) .~ 

Male Female -;J. of Sueerv;sion 
~ 

% N % N 
0 -

[J7 970 8 4 "'" 
~ Minimum 

Medium 39" 664 76 37 
" 

r~aximum 3 42 14 7 

Segregation .1 1 0 0 

Special 1 16 2 1 

:\ 
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The caseworkers' recommended .JeV~l of supervision was directly related 

to the scores on the vi.Ql~nce and dangerousness sc~les, even though these 
- \' 

\ 
two parts ,of "the test wepe completed independently and without the case-

workers' knoWledge of tHe scores. p,s ShOWh in Table. 8, those offenders who 
o .!:' 0 

were recommended for minimum security cl assi,fj cati on hade the lowest average 
\ ~ 

Scores on both of th~s,e scales, whereas those C recommended for maximum secu-" . 
(7 \ . a 

ri,ty had the hig~est aVB,age scores.,:)?The caseworkers' rating of the offend-

er's violence or a'g'gress~ ,potehtial and scores on the same scales was 
\ ~ 

also ~irectlY related. Thi~~ also shown in Table 8. 

While not directly relatea\to criminal sophistication, it is important 
I.' 

that an offender know how to take care of him or herself in the ~Dstitution 

for the sake of security and social stability inside. Responses showed 

that 28% of the ma.les and 32% of the females had some doubt about their 

ability to take care of themselves i~ctn institution.'" This is not sur-, 

prls10g in light, of the fact that the
O 

majority of the respondents were 
.. 1 _\ '1 , 

first offende:~ who had neVer !le.en i~ca~~erated. 

Although most of Jhe male and frale respondents e~pr.essed 20 fear of 

the ininate populati on at the oinstltU~t ali 5 , ~ome, 35% of the mal es and 20% 

of the females" stated that :hey did rave some f;ar a! the unexpected, 

fear of harm from other inmates, and rear s,temming from actually haying 

been threatened byotner inmates. No(e ofithe female respondents stat,ed 

that they nad been threatened, howevJ~. Again, this is' not surprising • 

since this is an e~'tirelY new sit~ati!~;- fo~the fu"ajoritYO'f the respondents. 
" 

It would seem that, in 1 i ghtof their~mates 'responses to questions on 
'I ,. . 

thei rabi 1 ity to care for themselves lrn the 1institution and fear of the 
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TABLE 8 

COMPARISON QOF CASEWORKER i S RECOMMENDED LEVEL OF SUPERVIS ION 
WITH AVERAGE VIOLENCE AND DANGEROUSNESS SCORES 

a 

Level of Average ' "Average 
Supervision Violence $'core Dangerousness Score 

Mjnimum 13 9 

Medium 19 12 

Maximum 25 16 

Segregation 26 21 

Speci al 18 15 

() 
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" 0 

() 

population, that a program designed to address these types of questions 

and to present reaJistic expectations 

or; enta ti on Jb'ri ode 

Q 

" a 

is needed during the admission and 
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I u Inmate Classification " ~ 

If the classification nf inmates can be simplifiedato ~scheme based on 
o j 

I) 
It 

,number ofoprioor incarcerations and parole eligibility status,several data 

sources can provide us wi t'hinformati on about the numbers of offenders who 

can be~c(Fft~t~i(pated to bec
o
lassified tominil11um, medium, 0Lrnax;mumsecurity 

Q 

facilities., In reality, of cour~e,classification is much more complex and 

involves mapy oth¥r variables. , ~ """ " 

C'Kentucky law (KRS 19.7.140) mandates th~tr;~certain persons are ineligible" 

for transfer from maximum or medium security institutions to mini.mum security . .. 
Q 

institutions. These persons includ~those who .have had an escape or an 
() 

""" o attempted escape within the last five Years, those who have served less than 
{} ~) 

one year on a
o 

1 ife sentence c? and those who were incarcerated for crimes such 

as rape, sodomy, robbery with vict<iminjury, or assault with intent, to rob . 
q 

If first offender status is used in cl,a~sifying to custody level, 

statutory in~ligibilityand parole eligibility must b~cons;dered separately 
, " 

for first and repeat offen,der;s. Fi g~,re 7 Shdwst,he percent, of our new adm'j s.., 

sions thatY~all into each;,~,~te~ory;j Since this i'nformation is based ona 

1 'f "\-0 d" \.?-j l' . h' 1 1 j • 1 t . 0 " samp e 0 new a m]SSlons ana e.lmlnates tec mca parowe V10 a: ors, more' 
o . . 

() 

offenders would be hQused 'at KSR if technical vfolation rates remain unchanged. 
- . . - .' Furthermore, Griteria used to classify offenders to KSPwere not considered 

o ~ 
o 

nor'were triteria to be utilized for thespeciaToprograms at LLCC. 
) II . . . '.' 0 

A"total of 63% of the incoming offenders would beeligil:f1e for minimum 
~~ 3 I) ~D 

secLir;tyby statute and p:.ar.ole eligiboiliiiy" Another 16% would be statytorilY 
u 

. . d 0 

e~;giblefor minimum security, but have more than two years to serve priO'r 

to parole. The remaining 21% are :fneligible for minimum sefurtey." . 
D 
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First Offenders (68%) 

o 

Cl.: 
'0 

b 0 ~) "" 
Repeat'Offenders 

FIGURE? 
.: 0 

PERCENT OFADMISStoNS2 WHO FIT 
SIMPLIFIED CLASSIFICATION SCHEMEl. 

.. Fi rst o'ffenderseli gth 1 e for 
. minimum security by statute 

and parole eli giffi lHy (c43%) 

o . 

". 

o 
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") 

'~-'-

IJ 

,,) 

First offenders el i gible for tninimum 
s~curHY but'more than two years 
before."parole eligibility (9%) « 

{} 

o 

" 

Fjrst offenders statutorily 91.0 
i ne 11 gi b lefor minimum security (16%) 

"Repl;atoffenders eligible for 
miniglUm security by statute 

Qand paroleel';gibility (20%). 

o 

o· 

o " '7, 

Repeat Offenders eligible fo~~minimum 
.security but: more than two years 
before parole eligibility (7%) 

·'c.o· 

Repeat offenderos staWtqri ly, . 
in'eligible for minimurns'ecurity (5%) 

Cl 

b 

IThl~ class;ficationscheni~ is (or informationn,purposes only" The 
offenders, in reality, is much more complex than presented here. 

actual. .classificationof· 

,2Based ana sampTe Of new admisstons to KSRduring 1978 and 1979 .. 
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'" Employment and Vocational Information 

Another area, Of great concern to the Bureau of Corrections is that of 

employability and vocationgll training for offenders, From data provided 

by the MMAI, it is evident,that Kentucky's offenders are deficient in vocational 

training ~nd job readiness ski'n s. ' For example ~ 18% o~ the inmates reported that 

they had never held'a job for more than 6 months priqr toincarceraUon"and 

30% of the ~offenders were unempl oyedat the time of arrest. Of those who 

were,employed at the time of a~rest, 39% were employed in unskilled jobs. 

It can also be assumed that job retention is a problem for many offenders 

since 43.% of those who were ,employed prior-to arrest had been on that job 

less than 12 months. This infor[j1ation is not completely surprising in light 

of the fact that 57% of the offenders stated they had never received any 

vocatiOhal training. Of those who had received vocational training, 43% had 

" only 6 months or less. It Would seem evident, therefore,thatmostincoming 
,', 

offenders w.ould' be limited due to their lack of employability skills to 

unskilled or manal labot types"of jobs. For purposes of classification and 

programming, Table 9 provides employment profiles of male and female respondents. 

Whenasked'lf they would be intereste"d in receiving vocational trairiing, 

99.7% responded positively. The respondents were asked to s,elect from a 

limited list of.vocational areas in which they might reoeive training. Table 
IJ 

10 shows the most commonly occurring first ?nd second choices of male and 

female respon,dents.' Since the list of options was, in part, determined by 

thevQcational programs alreadY available, these choices should not be inter­

preted as absol ute, but' r,ather as general i ndic:ators of areas of interest. 
" ' 

'. 

q , 

o 

o 

~) 
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() 0 

TABLE 9 

EMPLOYMENT/TRAINING PROFILE 

, 
!I 

[onges:t Time Employed on Any Job 

i Less than one year, 

One to two years 

Lengi~of Time on Last Job Prior 
To Arrest* 

-6. 

'. Unemployed 

Three months or less 

i Four fo twelve months 
Ii 

Ski 11 .Level of Last Job* 

: Uns k,ill ed 1 abor 

, Required minimal educati on 
or training 

Prior Nocational Training 

N9ne 

Less than s i x months 

, Six months to one year 

Males 

% 

37 

24 

30 

22 

21 

,39' 

8 

56 

19 

10 

(,~ 

" 

['I 

Females 

% 

44 

21 

41 

28 

17 

:fo 
23 

56 

• 16 

12 

,"*The majority of persons in these categories also had less than a high 
school education. 
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FIGURE 8 

MONTHS ON LAST JOB PRIOR TO ARREST 
(MALES ONLY) 

FIGURE 9 

SKILL LEVEL OF LAST JOB 
(MALES ONLY) 

Unemployed 

II 
Th ree Mon th s 
or Less 

Four to Twelve' 
Montgs 

{} 

More Than 
Twelve Months 

Unskil 1 ed Labor 
1\' 

" 
~1inimum Educati 
and Training 
Required 

~~. Business Sales' 
~::>:::iO::il or'Management 

Skilled Labor 

Professiona'l or 
Semi-Profession 

J 

1 

TABLE 10 

VOCATIONAL PREFERENCES 

Category, 

General Agriculture 

Auto Mechanics 

Auto Body Repair 

Bu il di ng Trades 

Heavy Equipment Operator 

General Office Practice 

Secretarial 

Data Pr.ocessing 

Males 

Females 

Practical Nursing and Child Care 

Rehabilitation Work 

Bookkeepi ng 

Cosmetology 

Teaching 
o 

o 

Percent Selecting 
As First or Second Choice 

, 

» (/ 

8 

13 

8 

13 

9 

12 

16 

10 

8 

12 

14 

8 

8 

I:' . 
" < 

i 
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Academic Information " 
Several pieces of information which would be useful in Plann1ng aca-: 

'demic programs~,for offenders are available. The school achievement score, 

designed to reflect the respondents I verbal .and quantitative knowledge, 

appears to rank offenders much lower than other measures. When ~cores on 

the school achievement measure were;class)ified according to ranges, most 

males ranked at grade school level, whereas most females were at high 

school level, with only .1% at college leVel. Cornparing these results 

with the actual level of education which had been attained. by the partici­

pants, it was found that 68% of all males and 70% of all females had not 

finished high school. In addition, 12% of the males and 8% of, the females 
Il 

had not completed 9rade school. As Table 11 indicates, the. level ofeduca~ 

tion reported is comparable to the. NPS data for 1977, showing only a slight 

discrepancy for females.. A recent study of KCIW's population indicates an 

average tenth grade level for females, and a sample ofaCimissions to KSR 

shows an average ninth grade level for males. Therefore, although the 
o 

d 

school achievement Score seems to rank very low, the actual level .of education 

seems to be consistent in all data sources. o 0",' ~ 

MeasuringIQ is a controversial issue. Researchers have shown that IQ 
(P 

"tests are socio-economicallY and racially biased, and that test scores may 

be influenced byenvironmeotal factors in the testing situation. Because 
o 

of (the. nature of the population being tested and the circums'tances of the" 
~) C) \'" ' 

o 

testing,~ the individual IQ sDcoreS are very questionable. Since the IQ score 
~ . 

,;:9 

for the MMAI 1'5. a non-standardized measure, combining the school acnievement 

score plus a judgement score, the. raw score is not useful; ~however, based 

on catefjoriesof the IQ scale, most offenders (62%), are. of aVerage 
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TABLE 11 

ACTUAL EDUCATIONAL LEVEL OFRESPOND~NTS 
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FIGURE 10 

ACTUAL EDUCATIONAL LEVEL OF RESPONDENTS 

Males 

(j 

Females 

!!') 

o 

Finished Grade" 
School or Less 

" Did Not Finish 
High School 

Finished High 
$chdo1 1 or Above D 

i'.") 

" D 

o 

j 

o 

o 

I 

'I 
I 
J 

() 

:) 

o 

intelligence (Table 12). '1J 
Only 4% of the women scored below average, whereas 

16.5% of the men ranked below average. More Women were categorized above 

average, probably because they also scored higher in verbal knowledge. The 
" 

only other data available on IQ scores comes from BETA tests administered 

at theCA & 0 Unit.at KSR. 
c 

d, 

'I All of the. participants expressed some interest in con~inuing their for-

mal educatfl0n. When askgd to select only one educational option, most of the 

males showed interest in at least completing high school, while most of the 

females had an interest in college courses.' Vocational training was also 

'of interest to many respondents; 43% of the males .and 23% of the females 

eXPtessed some interest in vocational courses. It is obvious, therefore, 

" t~at offenders not only need, but also desire, additiona"' educational oppor-

c' 
(I 

o 

o 
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TABLE 1~ "l1\t 

MMAI IQ, RANGES OF RESPONbEf~t:s1 (I 
,1 

o 

111 i te r~tl~ oUro 
0;\ Below A ve\"age 

Average 

Above Aveirage·o 

o , 

% N 

16.5 0 '284 

62.2 0 1068 

,21.2 36,5 

Q 

TQ scores missilJg on one male t'espondent. 

Q 

D 

Female 

% N 

4.0 2 

62.0 

34.0 

31 
G 

17 

1 ' : ~ ~\ (j 0 
\i AQ~erage I'l'BETA s~ore for males admitted to KSR during the 
iWJnterand spnng of, 1978-79 was 87, which' falls into 
the average range. 
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Health and Stress 
o 

'It is evicl'ent fr9m information obtained on the MMAI that a significant 
II 

, portion of the offenders enter,ing Kentucky lnstitutions arrive with various 
o 

health problems. On ~ general health rating scale, only 28% of the respond~ 
~ . 

,', 

ents were identified a$ being in good health; 60% of the respondents \'.'ere 

clas~5fied "as having some health'l'prob1ems, reporting betwe,en six and twenty 

specific health problems. 
~.<-'':: Q 

Another ,11% of those4ested had many pr9blems, " 
o t...,;:. 

reporting twenty-o,ne or more health-rel ated problems. As" Table 13 demonstrates, 

women, in general, reported more health:';'relatedproblems . 
Q 

The most cOmmOnly""rep?r"ted healtheproblems included tubercul~sis, d~,ntal 

problems, vision problems,oand severe headaches. Table 14 lists the most 

cOlJ1l1on problems and the percentage of the males and females who reported 

h;ving these problems. 
~ ~ 0 

A significant number of both males and females reported what could be 
~ 

term~d psychological or mental health"problems, with 38% of ,both groupS 
0" 

reporting tha't they suffered fro~ depres'si on. Those who had seen a psy-
? ':J ~ ,-

chiatrist at some time in tbeir liv~s included 42% of the women and 21% of 

the,:"men! Approximately 14% of each group had been a patient" in a mental " 

tJealth clinic or hospita"l at some time during their lives". 
o 0 

The MMAI includes a, stness scale which ~s based~on the respondents' 

answers to qL!estions about events and influencesdin their outside H:fe. 

It has been documented tn medica,l literature that specific health problems 

, and one'sgeneraJ health are related" to s'tress in an indiVidual. oGeneral
P

' 
\.'}.: . ,< 

" 
health was also found to be re 1 atedto scores on th~ s.fres~ scale. For those 

() 0 n 

respqndents who were rated C).S ,in good health, only 2% fell ,into'the nigh 

categDry on th~ s~cale. Those w~o reported sev~r.l health problems 

I) 

.'" . ~7ci6i~. i d n 



a 

~ " 

}: 

'" , 

o 

Q 

'. 

() 

o 

,0 

o 

a " 

Q 

o 

o 

0. 

0, 

", 

1/ 

o 

'0 
TABLE 13 
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GENERAL HEALTH STATUS OF RESPONDENTS 
0<, 

Health Statlls1 

Good 
'17 

Some Problems 

Many Prob 1 ems 

() 

,Mal2s 

% 
-a 

29 

,61 

10 

N 

498 

"1042 0 

178 " r// 

("2; G 

1Good - less than 6 reported health 
Some ~ 6 to 20 problems' 
Many = mo~e than 20 problems 
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Do 
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Females 

1.' 12 

64 

problems 
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GENERAL HEAL"PH STATUS OF RESPONDENTS 
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C,QMMON HEAL 1"H PROBLEMS~ 
'Qi) .' . 

Percent and Numberov}Repo'rtinq o~ r; 

Males 'Females 
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N ali 
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c Eye trouble 

Te~th "or gums 

Stomach:' trol1ble* 

27.1 

27.5 
'::" 
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472 i, 

e?) n' 

56.,.0 

42.0 
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47.5 815 

" 23.1 )7,' 396 
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Diarrhea or constipation 
(,' 

d ~uscles alid joints 0 

23.7 11 :' 355 
o 

22.4 384 "0,' 32.0 

24 " 

"16 . 
. 0 

C Pains in the arms or legs 

Foot troub1e 
. 0 

Skin trooble " 
;:: " .. 

Headaches* ,,' 

Dizzy sgells 

Head' injury 

6} 

Seri;'0u,s operati on 

• .' 0 

Seri ous 1 ry,J ury 

In,somnia*"' 0 

I}, '"' ";,G 

Heavy smoker 

Depressed-k! 

Ni 9htmares* 
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t;, 

• <5 

30.5 522 ~ 
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25.7".< 441 

40 .. 5 . 695 
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36.1 ' 619 

44 .. 0 755 
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" 21.1 361 
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. Problems .1 isted are,fthoseindi cate,d bYCt~leasttwenty~ent 
of both the rpCtle<Dand fe,male samples.: as being.a healthprobl~m~ 
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o were considered to be in tlJe medium range as far as general heaJthwas con-

" 

0;J 

c~rned, and the maj10rity of them fell into the medium range on° the stress 
. p_ /:- 0 -q , 

scale. For th()se who reported many health problems (more than 21), 78% 

scored in tile. high range on the stress scale. T(3,ble,. ~5 illustrates this 
B 

relationship, An attempt was also made to determin~ whether those "persons 

~ Who reported having specifi.co'1ledical problems alsoilscoreJd high on the stress 

s9ale, whi~h is included in the MMAI. (See Tabl~ 14 for selected healt~ 
'.' ~ problems re"lated to stress.) 

o 

Since h~gh blood pressure is also a more significant problem fQ}~ the 

'el black population, 'stress scores for this specific health problem were sepa­

rated according to race. Both black~nd 'white males who reported that they 

tad highbloo.d pressure rat.~d h,igh on the stress scale. White females with 
D ~. 

, hig~. blood pressure were also in the high range, but blac~ females fell 

into ,t~,e medium ~ange o~ the. stress scale'. 

o.As was.."e)<pec!e~, there" was a POsi.tive~e~'"'tionshiP between~.~pecific 
health "ptoblemsand the "respondents I scor,~~ onthe,,"stress scale for males. 

() .:, ":--' c 

In alt.:!J·casrfs, mal"es who(leporteathe~e specific;health problems scored rtf" 
the high range 'fif th~ .. s~~le.\<T~e average stress s"cores for those male~ who 

(! 

stated tflat they di d nof have these health problems all fell into the medi urn 

range. 
~ 

The relationship between th~e health problems and stress scores did not 

hold true for feniales, however. The average scores on the 'stress "scale for 
<, ';,' , if II. .. . 

thdse womenQWho'had seen a psych.,~atrist at some time or who had be'en a 

pa ti ent ina :meiih;J, ~f.~a H;h '~i, n ie, or hils pita 1 w~re s i go i fi can; 1 Y' lli ghe r 
.D than those who hadn~t" but not f~r" ti'h'~other health PFoblems. It" ~ ~ s'; g-' () 
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Health 

Good (Less 
than 6) n = 504 

Some Problems 
(6-20) n = 1074 

Many Problems 
(21 or more) ~ 

n, ::: 190 

o • 
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TABLE 15 

GENERAL HEALTH/STRESS.~ 

Percent of Respondents 
in Each Stress Categor~ 

Low Medi.um 

16 82 

.5 56.S 

1 21 
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High 
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health problems and scores~on ~he stress scale did not hold for the females 

tested, their average scores on the stress scale, ,J'egardless of health prob­

lems, were higher than those for the males. 

, Overall, the male population was rather evenly divided on the stress 

scale between low, medium, and high stress scores. In the female popUlation, 

though, only 10% scored in the low range; 30% in the medium range" and.60% 

were in the high range of the stress scale. 
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Substance Abuse 

The final area to be .discussed concerns the use of drugs and alcohol 

by incoming offenders. On this secti.6n of the test, the incomi ng offenders 

were asked to respond yes or no to whether they regularly used certa.i n 

substances, including marijuana, heroin,,,amph~tamines, barbit.urates, and 

psychedel;c drugs. As shown in Table 16, responses indicated that 43% of 
J~J 

the offenders regularly used marijuana, and8% stated that they regularly 

used heroin. Both amphetamines and barbitlJ~ates were regularly used by 18% 

of this group ,and 11% reported they used psychedelic drugs such as LSD. 

Alcoholism is often cited as a problem for inmates and this assumption 
'i> 

is supported by the responses on the MMAI. Twenty-four percent of the 

mal es and twelve percent of the femal es reported that they were hea vy dri n k­

ers. This in'formation would seem to indicate a need for drug treatment and 

education programs. 
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DRUG AND ALCOHOL USE 

Male (N = ''i, 714) 

% N 

A] coho,l 24.0 402 

Marijuana' 42.5 729 

Heroin 7.6 131 

Amphetam,i nes 17.3 297 

Barbiturates 16.9 290 
" 

, . Psychedelic Drugs 11.5 197 

Overdose 10.4 178 
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Female (N = 50) 

"% 
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January 1~78 

Fe'bh7ary 
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" Apr'i~1 
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" ',', 
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<) 
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~ 
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lif 

February 
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"Apr'i1 

'Ma,x1 

. Totalso .' 
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KENTUCKY CORRECTIONAL INSTITUTION FOR WOMEN 

o 

Commitments 

~ II 
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'",-,8 
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13 ' 

, 13 

153 
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" 0, 

Violators 
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o 1 

o 
1 " 
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1 Q 
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1 
Q (, 

c~;, .-
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3, 

1 
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APPENDIX B 

o EXAMPLE QUESTIONS FROM DANGEROUSNESS INDEX 
) 

How would you describe the way you were disciplined or punished? 

a. Fairly and reasonably. 
b. By befng scolded or spanked. 0 

c. By being beaten. 
fS: 

Were you ever abandoned (left) by one or both of, your: parents? 

a. No 
o 

b. By one parent. 
c. By both parents. 

Do you think that your brothers or"sisters ever had a drinking problem, 
nervous or mental problem, or was mentally slow? lMlk I,IAII 'if they had 
any of these.)" J 0 

" a. Yes b. No 0 

Were either of your parents ever convicted of .a criminal offense? 

, a. Yes b. No 

How many times' have you been in a fist fight or serious scuffle within the 
last year no matter how it started ~rwho J'las at fault? 

o a.. None 
b. Once 

,. 
c. Twice 
d. Three times 

How many tattoos do you have? 

a. 0 None ' 
b. One 

c. tWOl; 
d. Three 

e. More than 3 times 

Q 

e.,More than three 

How many times in your life would you say that you I ve really been in love 
or have fallen in love? . 

e. Many ,many times a. Never 
b. Only once 

c. 2 or 3 times 
d. 4 or" r5 times 

'!:' 
o 

o Did you like animals and have pets when yOU were a child growing up? 
" 

00 you have any .. knownbirth dJfects\suCh a's ciub foot, hair lip, etc.? 
<,> ' I)", ,,0 -)' ~ 

Befor.e you were 12 years o"f age, diQ you ever hurt you.r head badly through 
an accident by falJingor being hit, by someone1 ., 
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In the neighborhood in which you grew up, Was there ,much cri·me or 

violence? 
.. Were there any times when lnembers of your family fought with or physically 

(C, beat upon one another? Cl 

"During y~u';i youth. did you ever get so depressed that you thoU9h~ about 
c0l\111i'ttin9 sui dde? " 

Were you made fun of, "put down", or humiliated.a lot when you were a kid? 0 Ii"" 

EXAMPLE QUESTIONS FROM VIOLENCEoINPEX 

Looking back on the days you spent in your family or childhood home, how 

happy were they? 

a. very happy 
c.'ffJ mostly·unhappy 
d. very unhappy 

b. 'hapPY most' of the time 

Were you under the influence of drugs or alcohol at the "time you committed 

the crime? 

a. no d U
' 0 

c. yes - r 9S 

d. yes - both b. yes - alcohol 

How many times have you been arrested and chargBd with assault or assault-like 
charges with or without a deadly weapon, °or murder, rape, or armed robbery? 
(Including present charge if dssault.) o 

o 
c."2 times 
d. 3 tfmes 

e. over 3 times 
a. never 
b.once II @ 

How many guns have you hJd in your posse~siqlJ in your lifetime - any and all 

kinds ofoguns? 
o c} 

c. 2 ... 5 
d. " 6 - 10 

.0 

o e . over 100 " 
o a. none 

b. one 
po ciyquever get into a bad"mood pr become ~ggressive after -. not befor~ 
you've been drink'ing or using drugs like the df9i nker who says "I can llCk 

. any man in the house"? ' ,," 0 

", . .>: " ' C. G sometimes b. yes 

"', :MQst everybody has trouble wi th peop J e now and''''then and even .accas i oha lly 
''''Will 'get into a fight -words or worse. How.many times would you say you've 

o"had .troublewith other people, friends, relatives, strangers, etc. within 
the last p months? r; <) . 

a. no ,(;J 

a. none - no serious arguments ~ 
'b. one or ,tWQ verbal disagreements 

n II 
CJ 

c. three or more real serious verbal battles ' 
d. one or mo~ actual fi ghts -' had words .andcameto blows 
'"e. oone'or more fights 'in which knives or guns were used ' 
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