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) 'ay ] Severa}“sources of data were exam1ned part1cu1ar1y the data ma1nta1ned ~i
o & from the Mu1t1—Method Assessment Instrument to prov1de a prof11e of offend-:
tda 2 | ers adm1tted to Kentucky correct1ona1 1nst1tut1ons.' The maaor f1nd1nqs =
- prov1ded are: ugf‘e | »]r;?h~"b'{~‘ = t* R . 1'
. - 96. 2% OQ adm1ss1ons are males { \/93 ;"‘7:hhl 7 Lh “. :5 |
‘; 73% df adm1551ons are wh1te o Ai”‘;‘ | fk‘g"ﬁ%,.“~
L ;‘g . WMed1an age for ma]es is P4 years, “for fema]es, 26 years.,i
=;V ;f . 54% of the ma1es are s1ng1e whereas 53% of the fema]es were
% separated or d1vorced g
t Approx1mate1y 56% of adm1ss1ons are first offenders.
S v ; Males and fema]es were s1m11ar in probat1on and pan*]e v101at1ons,
. | ; Te ) escape patterns, and scores on dangerousness and v101eece.,
;f? A e CaseWOrkers fee] that fema]es w111 have ‘more d1ff1cu1ty adJust1ng
i;\ hj- . ‘to. pr1son and W111 requ1re closer superv1s;on., S v
b;v ‘Q:,; Caseworkers rat1ngs of secur1ty requ1rements corresponded w1th
e ;= et ,‘h scores on re1ated sca1es 0 e | | |
‘]} Approx1mate1y oOne- th1rd of the respondents expressed fear of other hi
o 1nmates.e,fl’kh :v,k ,' " SO ‘. e |
_b: @7m of the offenders fa11ed to compTete h1gh schoo], 11% fa11ed
o to comp1ete elementary schoo] 'f‘,e j i v'y:,,ih v/;,g = |
- The average educat10na1 1eve1 atta1ned for ma]es Was n1nth grade "kf~‘

and for fema1es, tenth grade.,“

Cog

Over a th1rd of males and fema1es have never been emp]oyed as

1ong as one year on a Jobi,y3yfl e fg;, .vﬂ'ﬁ W }5;:, L
o “ : o
o o

g o o : 7 v i
e = K :
,_é‘ Approxwmately one th1rd of the offenders are Unemp1oyed at thev

e ':‘t1me of arrest . ““ o ,Ta,’~7~, AR 1 ?
) .tti ATmost han of the offenders he]d JObS that requ1red m1n1ma1 | -
e ':.ﬁeducat1on or tra1n:ng or were unsk1]1ed '
M ff\r,: Most of the offenders have no vocational tra1nnnq
¥ Most of the offenders report between 6 and -k hea]th pr5b1ém§;° ”
fema1es generally reported more. hea1th prob1ems than ma]es '
e Fema]es exh1b1t a h1gher 1eve1 of stress than ma]es.
. Leve1 of stress corresponds w1th bozh number and type of heaith }
% prob]ems reported ’ | o é
; ;; Based on ¢ a s1mp11f1ed c]ass1f1cat1en scheme, 21% were statutor11y g ;: : 2 i
;: E 1ne11g1b1e for m1n1mum secur1ty, 16% were 1n1taa11y 1ne11g1b1e due P ‘Qé
- to sentence 1ength and 63% cou1d be cons1dered for\m1nﬁmum secur1ty g
. : Se]f-reported substance abuse was a s1gn1f1cant prob]em for both 5
y T‘} ma]evand fema]e respondents . | %
o iR ‘4ﬁ3- ;
Ll | o / . : |
. : : A
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One of the most critical needs of any correct1ona] agency is an effec-. L S N S ; Lo o
S . . The:Multi-Method Assessment Instrument (MMAI) was de d
ST tive c1ass1f1cat1on process C]ass1f1cat1on to appropr1ate secur1ty Meve]s : L B S s ,(' AT) ol ?Ve]°p¢ throughvé
T L N ) B I o ’ grant funded by LEAA and th U jversi ‘ was i '
: s v1ta1 for the protect1on of the: commun1ty %nd for the°safe\keep1nq of the S o 1 ‘ g Y 2 e - rsity of Kentucky andkmas,1ntended as a
ST ¢ ‘ screenin dev1ce to be used in c]ass1f ing 1
. \offenders conf1ned = However, of equa] 1mportance 1s that usefu1 programs, P ‘ = {0 g 7 Ying tnmates. oIt " deve]oped i
i S ) f ff : b ffered to those seek1 é se]f- S _ EIERREEN ' o provide ObJECtTVE cr1ter1a in mak1ng dec1s1ons for c]ass1|y1ng 1nmates to
7 o tailored to fit the nee s 0 0 én ers,° eo / R P A | S P
Rt o 4 4 th 7 as of S ; SN ) max1mum medium, and minimum secur1ty 1eve1s and to 1dent1fy the program—
‘ T 1mprovement Severa] recent occurrences have he1ghtene the awayene TRy / . -
e f e tions B O/ b O matic and ‘personal needs of the inmates. It was a]so hoped that the MMAI
i ERE these processes the app01ntment offa ‘new Comm1ss1oner 0 orrec ions, - R - R . 0
i CECR v o

d ty fac111ty the reference R R cou]d prov1de the staff with more 1nformat1on about the clients they serve.
the ant1c1pated open1ng of a new medium secur1 ¢ N

c

““;It is 1mportant for purposes of 1nterpretat1on -to remember that the MMAI

C

prov1des on]y se]f-report data,~there 1s,no prov1s1on for verification of -

- made 1n the consent decree to exam1nat1on of the c]ass1f1cat1on procedures,

ol the progress1ve 1ncarcerat1on plan, the’ programs that a1d rehab111tat1on,

o .. the reported Anformation.
¥ and 1n<t1tut1ona1 emp]oyment Because programs and c]ass1f1cat1on systems

Z

‘The 1nstrument cons1sts of a ser1es of four test book]ets and a struc—
canno’ be respon51b1y des1gned w1thout 1nformat1on about the offenders be1ng - me

=

tured‘1nterv1ew wh1ch is conducted by a c]assaf1cat1on and treatment off1cer'

w ;

vserved the Research and Eva]uat1on Unit was asked to prov1de 1nformat1on

k 1 des d g
B wh1ch cou]d be ut111zed to make better dec1s1ons about Kentucky S'offenders t is not de 19"9 to provide an 1” dePth d1agn0515 of med1ca1 or psycho1og1 “

’ * L cal prob]ems, but to give an gverall p1cture of. the needs of the c11ent
needs 0 . CoE ¢ a0
» oy . Com ew adm1s ions to_ ECIW a dtkSR are gi he MMAI f rts,
As is somet1mes the case 1n 1nformat1on requests, deta1ls were not pro- T N sion n aR e g ven the MMAI in four pa t “one
Th P : . b :
v1ded as to the speC1f1c data. needed ‘or the most useful format in which the CRR. “ part - per day for four days, and w1th1n two weeks of their adm1ss1on to the

e el L 1nst1tut1on. They are tested in the Adm1ss1ons and 0r1entat1on Un1t dur1ng

~data shou]d -appear. Rather, the 1nformat1on that was cons1dered to be most .

' £ d tandard report form Therefore if : ,the t1me 1n wh1ch thpy are attempt1ng to adgust t0 @ new env1ronment and
Sy . u§efu1 was se]ected and repor e 1n a s andard s AT ‘ e :
oo = R N - s , by fact :
s more spec1f1c 1nformat1on 1s needed or requ1red in a d1fferent format every V[ﬁtj o ‘ f 'f —— : ‘”§¢p9nse§ may’be affected"y thjs VECt Prov1s1ons are made for those ‘ -
e R ) T R offenders. who cannot, read or have such Tow read1ngsab111ty that they carnot
efforth111 be made to meet‘these needs AR LTS R e e T | e - oW 1 |

R hi ’ t‘ th H nfoumat1on FT '~:r." h_i?prj' L compréhend the test. TheSe offenders listen to a?tapebrecording“Of;the
A]though the pr1mary data source for t 1 repor is the & T : B | _ ’ | ’

; v N P ey test j struct1ons and uest1ons., Those rou‘sfofldffehderg who‘m{,%t not:
aobta1ned from the Mu1t1 Method Assessment Instrument other sources 1nc1uded -~ e W @,,Qzég‘n_ n. q ’ group ‘ g )
Gl RS be tested upon adm1ss1on to the 1nst1tut1on would 1nc1ude those who go.
o 1 f new adm1ss1ons to KSR dur1ng 1978 and 1979 a co]lect1on of 1nfor-w : A
a samp eo 0i . B R > d1rect1y to. the hosp1ta1 are b11nd (or have gﬁch poor eyes1ght that they
' ~‘mation on. women 1ncarcerated at KCIW in 1979 summary data from the Nat1ona1 HL T L , 5
“ hPr1soner Stat1st1cs for Kentucky, and a samp]e of offenders released 1n 1978 ,",’ntb_ ;cannot read the tests) thosemwho are con51dered extreme]y dangerous, those |
N 1 t to c1ass1f1cat10n D e s who are retarded and those who are on med1cat1on wh1ch m1ght make the1r .
B S The ava11ab1e data were rev1ewed and 1nformat1on re a ing ‘ ® ‘ - on médicatic | r
- o e “ & o ' ;'responses to the tests mnva11d o ‘,;:vf'é
iéﬂ ror program needs uas‘egtracted/ L o yfyry E gL?fff; Sm e : V‘ b
- 8 e o
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The data presented in th1s report are based'on 1, 768 offenders who
Were tested between the dates of January, 1978 and Way, 1979. - According

to Popu]at1on Movement” Summar1es prepared by the Bureau of Correct10ns

DR

Centra1 Off1ce 2,750 new comm1tments were made to KSR and KCIW dur1ng |
“the per1od covered by this study. It appears that adm1n1strat1on of the
MMAI was fairly cons1stent over th1s t1me per1od at KSR, but test1ng at
KCIW was 11m1ted to a shorter t1me span Append1x A 1nc1udes a tab]e
hvwh1ch shows the number of persons tested at each 1nst1tut1on and the num-~'

ber of new - comm1tments and v1o1ators adm1tted for each month of this time

kper1od It shou]d be noted that s1nce th1s test was not adm1n1stered to | \H

a11‘new comm1tments at KSR‘or KCIW dur1ng th1s t1me, it. ‘may not be truly |
"{epresentat1ve of the ent1re~popu1at1on of offenders who were rece1ved .
;dur1ng that per1od Because of concern that the sample ‘may not be repre-

_ sentat1ve of a]leadm1ss1ons, add1t1ona1 data sources were used to confirm

or quest1on results presented. !
. e
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~which s 96.2% male and 3.8% female.

~ tutions.

females it Was 26 years (Table 2).

ccommon in the fema]e popu]at10n (48%)
. '?accord1ng to race.

g pared to white fema]es (36%)

v .

<

 Demographic Characteristics

Examination 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
femg]e. This compares with the current population of all institutions

Table <l shows that the'rac1a1 compo-

's1t1on of the total sample was 73% wh1te 25% black, and for 2% of the group

race was not recorded. The racial compos1t1on for both the ma]e and female

* sample also closely aﬂgrngmates the cqrrent'rac1a1’tompos1t1on of all insti-
P i S

The sex and racia]~tomposition of the MMAI group, therefore,

appears similar to the current prison population and provides some assurance

that the sample 1s representat1ve of the character1st1cs of all incarcerated

offenders. However while the sample appears. representat1ve, the number of

o

fema]es'testedwas very sma]] Genera11zat1ons made on the basis:of infor-

mation for a sma11 sample shou]d be made cautiously.
‘The med1an 'age for ma]eS"who completed the tests was 24 years and for

Marital status of those tested with the

/)

MMAI var1ed cons1derab1y according to sex. As;Tab1e 3’ind1Cates, 54% of , e

o

the men were s1ng]e ‘whereas only 36% of the women were single. A1so ‘more

men (24%) ‘than women (10%) were married. Separations and d1vorces were more
but on]y»lQ%-of the male population
were separated or: d1vorced There were a]so d1fferences 1n marital status

The maJor1ty (71%) of b]ack ma]es were s1ng1e It was

bmoreyoocman for black females to be elther 51ng1e or separated (77%) as com- <

Both white ma]es and wh1te fema]es Were more

e

‘ 11ke1y to be d1vorced than b]acks

R U SAESE T " ‘ 0

i




3
S
L
}
3
k]

. TABLE 1

~ RACE AND SEX

n

P S

<

Black
. % N

24.3

s}

Males

Females

)

a S

1

i i

4.0 22

418 73.6 1,264

Total - 1,732

NN

1

OF MMAI RESPONDENTS

‘MMAI

White
% N 2

<

28.6
56.0 <+ 28 (31.3

G

Race of 36 male MMAI respondents was unknbwn.u

Black

- Current  ©
Population
N %
1,055 71.4 2
46 68.7

Total - 3,833

it

White
jy;'

,631

01

ey

B

-

R e VY

b N »

B
Y

St

o

g

FIGURE 1

~ RACE AND SEX
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FIGURE 2
AGE OF RESPONDENTS
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TABLE 2
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AGE OF RESPONDENTSY

%

2

40

905

53

25

506
10

594

35
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Moke than 50

<

- Total
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Age was unknown for 23 males. «
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e O‘ f g . ' . #
v Offenders?were quest1oned as to the stab111ty and support1veness of , e

.jhfthe1r fam111es The responses formed a sca]e wh1gh ‘was categor1zed 1nto ; | .

o‘ - : S ) i*:6 L ‘@ e TABLE 3

‘!},three Teve]s

ax

g

V1rtua11y all (96%) of both the men and women . responded o - R ;

RESPONDENTS AoSORDING TO MARITAL STATUS fh'that the1r fam1]1es were stab]e and h1gh1y support1ve. For both ma1es and

)

[

g g

1
|
¥
|
!

 Marital Status

. Single

~ Married -
Sepahated
- v,‘Divorcedﬂ

- Unknown .

o 100%,

o B 4

7

6

23 13Q 1

418

- NN

White
S

_:_1

'1004;1,264 .

Egmeles

B]ack

e 500 1
w5911

70 v 9

_s g

ff_ﬁff"
5
100
~f711.
f;aév,_“

1007 28 :‘fJQO%:DQ

BY{SEXdAND RACE' s

hite
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=
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P

B
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‘,_the quest1on by stat1ng that the1r fam111es were h1gh1y unstab]e and

'offered no support whatever,

0

»,f nstab]e and offered sodesupport

g

5

' fema]es, the rema1nder responded that the1r fam111es were only s]1ght1y

No one in e1the" group responded to

@

‘ S1nce other stud1es have shown that offenders

‘hfcome from rather unstab]e fam11y backgrounds, ‘the categor1zatlon of the

[l

k‘:fam11y stab111ty

TR

TS L

”Vf‘scale may be 1nva11d or pephaps the sca1e measures someth1ng other than

&
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:‘V»Mn—mw goons’
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The degree of cr1m1na1 soph1st1cat1on of offenders is of great concern ey

et T

~in correct1ons Th1s 1nformat1on is used for- c1ass1f1cat1on to var1ous : “‘f : ;ngk _b‘,'\ L s SR o - : o R d_; R SRR
o secur1ty 1eVels and for p]ann1ng program needs Cr1m1na1 soph1st1cat1on R ~o”; . R ’ R T R R TABLE 4 | S : '

TR : is usua11y determ1ned by h1stor1ca1 1nformat1on concern1ng cr1m1na1 act1v1ty L s :“J SR s ST NUMBE? OF -PRIOR FELONY CONVICTIONS

B

F1rst offenders compr1sed the ma30r1ty of bothﬁthe ma]es and females :' : e h' . N o 5 f: } T T A o el New'KSR - |
in th1s grod;, with 56% “of the males and. 60% of the females hav1ng no pr1or h ' B | déh "i‘ o :;;‘T’ 'd ,a“,,“ik R ]Mmgl - ;~c_ ;kﬁgmiéﬁigﬂg,‘ : e a o ;
n fe1ony conv1ct1ons ( able 4). A]though s14ght1y more femaTes than ma]es 1'v‘f":eyiker () ‘ b. ‘k‘_i ~;m OT‘.k‘\Mﬁlé", N ‘%-. Eeéi S %3.a.ﬂ- o ET
“had one prior felony conv1ct1on 23% of the ma]es had two or more pr1or ey R RS i “,!- NQHE f.‘b‘ s 56 960 . . k‘50‘1-150
felony conv1ct1ons compared to only 12% of the fema]es A samp]e of new nesf“k, iv 'v‘ " t.ft ff”;e o | .‘QE?IQ; z ‘~ff'ki21w 364 | ‘v 22 66
adm1ss1ons to KSR showed on]y sl1ght var1at1on }kom th1s pattern “"n 'vgd;":m« ij R : ‘;d” g @ vﬁﬁ%e~Thaanne “23 387 ‘j L S 28 84

- . : IR : . . R L . ; i X N . . § a

| ‘Female*

2

L ey e e e e
o

o Pr1or probat1on v1o1at1ons were conS1stent betWeen ma]es and fema]e) e R e 7 R : S Y k e , 1 v
T with 85% of the males and 82% of the fema]es hav1ng no pr1or probat1on v1o—*- ‘f ; d»ydia__ s .d, . ;:f o hNone~; -f”_ 607 30 i .'hd - L .l e =
e | B '1at1ons As Table 5 shows, there was no s1gn1f1cant d1fference between the :‘V“ 2 f;d e ';v S ‘,h“.:i'One "; d'k 5 28 14ld‘ e R e

| A‘, ma]e and fema]e popu]at1on in terms ofatota1 probat?bn v1o]at1ons ¢ kk.:ff ‘ ‘”;‘ e 7'Z;'k” ' l?t - ’,k_»V ’ ~ More Than;One,b"lz“ f‘?kb
o "~‘; ’_ S ; bﬁowever, there were some data to 1nd1cate that fema]es may be paro1ed , 'iﬁh]h‘.;~ ;.ft‘»ﬁk'A-; :{fi e yi :"‘:_,k,i;.;f/ _"k " ﬁj | E -
S | . more often than males.; Th1rty f1ve percent of the femaTes have had one or dofdf;;‘-’7 ;kg;‘: ‘]d gni%; l; S *NQ da?a'ﬂff?'aVaf1ab1¢>t0ﬂC0mP§te‘fema1ekPriﬁthéonVictions;

more pr1or paro]e v1o1at1ons as compared to only 23% of the. ma1es Wh11e i : -‘.b~_ S T e N
4the d1fferences are not stat1st1ca11y s1gn1f1cant they may be a ref]ect1on of :1'h . }'Vﬂ B t'i w5mod»'5:" 'e; ”'_;frigzeb jev] ;1't f_of‘f'd‘e‘d“;”‘ i d"d@yl R "F>

I];};% ﬂ\, ‘ ffd e test1ng p011cy d1fferences between KSR and KCIw w1th the women 's 1nst1tut1on 1  f; N vf;vs‘~f,n~g‘h‘ffiho GRS e e e

= hav1ng tested returned paro1e v1o1ators more often than KSR G fi7 N ;oa;'.ft_jv [s'ef ﬁfﬂwh i ‘f;'>fl‘{’f"ﬁ' 8 _',‘ eeé;f

) .»Yss 3 N, 5 Q >
fff~7\\ L ;“_ A f1nd1ng wh1ch may surpr1se those who cons1der women better secur1ty e T e D S A L PR R S i tf ol T

s ‘3 : S »'“\ill, : Q,)

Vo r1sks 1s that there was no s1gn1f1cant d1fference 1n the number of ma1es

S DR O i

:and fema]es who reported attempt1ng to or’ haJ1ng escaped fromwa correct1ona1

faC@J1ty, approx1mate1y 12/ of both groups Therefore, 1t can be conc]uded ';~;'; i

\’, i,‘_) E

Q@




e i g . 7 ; A
L o &? ‘ a ’ ) -
: %y S :  :v that the fema]e respondentsLd1d not differ s1gn1f1cant]y from: the males on h ’ 2 |
SEE . T ﬁfbreported number of pr1or feTony ognv1ct1ons, probatlon v1oTat1ons, paroTe | s i . |
‘%‘f~' f 1 ' v1o]at1ons, or. escapes or attempts to escape. (TabTe 5) : | TABLE 5 .Ef: :
i SeveraT scaTes on the MMAI are des1gned to measure the TeveT of cr1m1na1 i | k ‘
2 +soph1st1cat1on of offendD : The dangerousness scaTe 1s based on the number . INDICATQRS QF CRIMINAL SOPH?STICAT?gN u
E Of 1nc1dents in the person 's past wh1ch wou]d 1nd1cate some Tevel of aogres- . , : haiEscapes B J?§¥§¥?ozsv' “,'Vig?gglgns‘ o o
; s1on | SampTes of questions from th1s scaTe are 1nc1uded in Append1x B. ’ fﬁﬁiﬁif‘b *‘7 '~',: f%_‘,l',,, g N . '
é’ There was no s1gn1-1cant d1fference between maTes and fema]es on th1s sca]e,: o °':d‘~None"d - - : 89 L "f‘:85 B ”_,‘,78
é ‘as 49% of the"naTes and 50% of ‘the femaTes reTated no 1nc1dents in the1r : ~7kiQnef e f g o 'f 11§f A 20
vé‘ vbackground which woqu 1ndmcate potent1a1 aggress1on or danger Another 44%}; , More Than One, ﬁ;14:,'1v o | k:,‘r'dgrvvik" L;':' 3
b - of the males and 48% ofythe females 1nd1cated that there were some factors ' I Female . T et S : J
rg i'if | o :1n the1r background wh1ch cou]d Tead to potent1a1 aggress1on or danger i , ;;;;—f : ;T. ; f :’58:’ e 352 “ A ’;{' ; '65 e
- %5t‘ o Very few offenders fell 1nto the h1gh r1sk range on the scale (5% of the : %ﬁ“bnET e ue‘> . 6 16 o “,"v.. }’ZQT '
j% . ijr. | maTes and 2 of the females) | v | '_ ; | k‘imdMoreJThanvon; o . 6 | , 3 f ‘2 el '.@%rh .
if The v101ence scaTe is based on. the number of 1nc1dents in, the person s};,‘ ks o AT e T e o .
é background wh1ch woqu 1nd1cate v1oTent behaV1or (see sampTe quest1ons, 5';d :
é Append1x B) Aga1n, there was very 11tt1e d1fference between the maTes’ bdd
anlwéyf“éivh;:ea-u (66%) and femaTes (644) who had many 1nc1dents‘:n the1r background wh1ch ;;“ .
“ﬂ ) . would 1nd1cate v1oTence : Accord1ng to scores on the V1olence and danger- . °
‘f@ ousness scaTes, ma]es and fema]es d1d not d1ffer s1gn1f1cant1y o ;é‘
| | Caseworkers were asked to cTass1fy the 1ncom1ng 1nmates to Tevelsaa
”{‘f of superv1s1on and on deTanuency, soph1st1cat1on, r1sk of recwd1v1sm, ?”a S
and pred1cted adJustment to the 1nst1tut1on Caseworkers c1a551f1ed 66% ; bf‘ [‘?*
gj‘d of the maTes and 784 of the femaTes as s1m11ar to a typ1ca1 f1rst offender:}’fbrfr“ wd”;; v :
éid Males were perce1ved as be1ng more soph1st1cated on th1s measure 1n that ui?f‘ »3 :
5f» 36% of the maTes and on]y 22% of the fema]es were categor1zed as s1m11ar Vea*‘ ~§; N i A N ;@ﬂ? L
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‘%; to mu1t1p1e or 1ncorr1g1b1e offenders Ma]es were a1so perce1ved as s]1ght1y ' . )
; " more soph1st1cated in terms of r1sk of rec1d1v1sm, 72% of the males were : bvj e ; R ¢ B ‘ . , L )
% ~ classified as being med1um or h1gh Flsk compared to 68% of the females who vv"g‘r e ‘ ‘ | ' ‘ﬁ SR ) S
§ " were c]ass1f1ed th1s way. These dlfferences however; wWere not stat1st1ca11y ‘ . Sl | ERT TABLE 6 ; e
F . ,51,gmﬁcant B ol T e Tl R | i PREDICTESS%“g¥¥$ST?g§£gGAg5USTMENT S o
P . In direct contrast to this'pErceived riskvof recidivism and ]ével'of AT R R | ; SRR R _ :
ug | : soph1st1cat1on the caseworkers seemed to fee1 that females would have more . R L , inst{tuzfgﬁ;ftﬁgaustment g "Ma]é v Fema1h 8
. ? : o d1ff1cu1ty in adjusting to 1nst1tut1ona1 11fe and would require c1oser }!‘ =  ‘ | " : i - ’}1 | | T L : Zﬁf_zl | ;;___i el
SA : supervision than ma]es Eighty- five percent of bbe females were seen as | | B No Prob]ems Predicted 61 978 5 7 .
é Tikely to encounter some d1ff1cu1ty in adJust1ng to. 1nst1tut1ona1 life, o o R 0 L May Have Some Problems 33 522 50 .23
g whereas only 39% of the ma]es were perce1ved as Tlikely to encounter adJust- ' ‘bProb]ems Predicted 6 e ‘35 i
% - ment: prob]ems (Tab1e ev) PENINE Y N [ U o o e L R d | e
é y Accord1ng to the caseworkers' recommendat1ons, on]y 8% of +he fema]es e SR B B E ,»-:l S k'f@ :‘:_ L . o N
%{ v ' shou1d be c1ass1f1ed to m1n1mumfsecur1ty, whereas 57% of the males were EhS L 1‘;’ T ' S :”; L
53 cons1dered to be m1n1mum secur1ty cand1dates (Tab1e 7) The d1fference in. SRR 3 Vse ‘,5" 1 [ . ‘ - .
Q‘gé _ suggested 1eve1 of superV1s1on may be exp1a1ned by po11cy d1fferences at " o br B S ; '5  R '_’ "‘ . ;} e ; o .
§i ~K§Iw-and_KSR,, At KCIW, the women must "earn*,mnnwmum secur)by c1ass1f1ca-, R Rt B . "7‘ . '
fgé‘ ‘tion through a‘iéve] systeijhich réduirés that'fime‘be'served;at‘%he,mediumbf ‘ k. ! ‘ & b . :
ng secur1ty ﬂeve] pr1or to e11g1b111ty for m1n1mum secur1ty c]ass1f1cat1on ~Aft,fv; ‘_~’;g~ ? &
i i U KSR however men may be d1rect1y classified from the A & 0 Un1tsto a m1n1mum  ;“ S e
: secur1ty fac111ty \\ caseworker rat1ngs of fema1es ooﬁexpected 1nst1tut1ona1 BTN SRS "4, 2 [E SRS ~;°‘; : - o
'l,%‘ adJustment and 1eve1 ‘of superv1s1on do not seem to corresPond w1th 1eve] of o N '; s x,o et
S cr1m1na1 soph1st1cat1on since: there wereﬂno s19n1f1can+ d1fferences between : . )
the sexes on cr1m1na1 hgstorygmeasures It is poss1b1e, therefore that ; °; °
caseworker ret1ngs 1n0these‘arees are“not xef]ec*1ve of cr1m1na1 soph1st1ca-a' ‘ ’
S t1on but may be‘1nd1citIVe“of enther trad1t1oba1 v1ews of fema1e offenders SR ; g 5
: i‘_;*'f,” ; or of po11cy d1fferences be?WEen 1nst1tut1ons Lo 5]f,ffl;g e;,Vf’.;ﬂ';  15 - o : z S
A Cur B q
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(SRR | o .
v . ] - The caseworkers' recommended 1eve1 of superv1s1on was directly re]ated
| Z a | L - to the scores on the v1o]ence and dan;erousness scales, even though these °
} % ’ TABLE 7 | thwo parts- of\the test were completed 1ndependent1y and without the case-
.% :  CASEWORKER SUGGESTION FOR LEVE; OF SUPERVISION - ‘workers know]edge of the scores., As shown in Tab]e 8, those offenders who
;E B ‘ u N , , . were recommended for minimum security c]asswf1cat1on had_the Towest average
Suggested <Level Mal Female 0 \ AN 3
o of Supervision n == o scores on both of the\e scales, whereas those’ recommended for maximum secuy-
'§ . - | £ N 6 u%f E‘ | r1ty ‘had thé7h1ghest aée ge scores.;eThe caseworkers rating of the offend—
% Q;Minimumv 57 970 8 4 er s v1o]encevor aggressfdn potent1a] and scores on the)same scales was
u % Medum 39" 664 o : 76 * ’ (:lq, also directly related. Th1s is also shown in Table 8r N ]
§ Max imum 3 42 4 7 © While not directly. re]ated\to criminal soph1st1cat1on, it is important |
; Segregatign 1 1 0 -0 7 that an offender know how to take care of him or herself in the 1nst1tut1on
i Special 1 15} 2‘; : ,for the sake of secur1ty and social stability 1ns1de | Responses ShOWed
% ¢ N ¥ ‘ ~that 28% of the males and 32% of the females had some doubt about the1r
; - h '~ab1]1ty to take care of themse]ves 1n an 1nst1tut10n* Th1s is not sur-.
‘% . o . ; prisipg 1n 11ght of the fact that the maJor1ty of the respondents were
“2 . : ¥ ' kf1rst offénders who had never been 1ncarterated |
i; ‘A1though most ofgthe fiale and female respondentslexpressed no fear of
o the‘inmate population at the 1nstﬁtut1ons some 35/ of the ma]e; and 2OA
: g of the fema]es,‘stated that they d1d have some fear of the unexpected
. | fear of harm from other 1nmates, and fear stemm1ng from actua]]y hav1ng
‘ By 'been threatened by otner 1nmates 'NOne ofﬁthe female respondents stated
- : ; | | ", that they had been threatened however, Aga1n th1s is® not surpr1s1ng .
g - | . h 3 ;fs1nce th1s is an ent1re1y new s1tuat1onwfor-the ma30r1ty of the respondents RV
d; A ;’-M" : p‘£%$¥" ’“nnIt wou]d seem that, 1n 11ght of the 1nmates responses to questlons on‘
S o *%i T | k i e "dfthe1r ab111ty to care for themse]Ves n the ﬂnst1tut1on and fear of the ‘~
s PR s o WG - ; i AR




. ? . | | | 5 |
yJ s | population, that a program designed to address these types of questions )
'%g - | and to present realistic expectations is needed during the admission and |
? AN R o , TABLE 8 L “orientation deriod, ' R ;

h , COMPARISON .OF CASEWORKER'S RECOMMENDED LEVEL OF SUPERVISION N g ;

: Supervision Violence Score Dangerousness Score LY ;
3 g . © “ Y =
: A Minimum 13 ° 9 |
! \\ di | ]_ Gl
N Medium 12 q )

- o T - -

\\“ ~ Level of

- Average

\
N | " WITH AVERAGE VIOLENCE AND DANGEROUSNESS SCORES

* -Average
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"‘Inmate C]ass1f1cat1on TR e AN A T e e S T T e T T T T DR SRR e e UL
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If the c]ass1f1cat1on of 1nmates can be s1mp11f1ed to scheme based on S

cnumber ofOpr1or 1ncarcerat1ons and paro]e e11g1b111ty status, severa] data ,f,'f" S A R T g - u'{} '
sources can prov1de us W1th 1nformat1on about the numbers of offenders who L N L AL : Ay S . JEE SR A

S

can be-antic pated to be c1a551f1ed to. minigum, med1um, or. max1mum secur1ty N ) o e e R e D T e

~fac111t1es” In rea11ty, of course c1ass1f1cat1on 1s much more comp]ex and TR o v D : S ) oo S . Ln® s ’&J) TR \\\\;v
1nvo1ves many other var1ab1es R L ";“ R Ce S e e k e AR L : oo ‘ 25
k ‘ u Faedn L t L R RSy = Sy

= : : . - : " ¢ ' T i : o}

?Kentucky Taw. (KRS 197 ]40) mandates that certa1n persons are 1ne11g1b1e e y_ EE R e N S : ”,vk ,"féj
cfor transfer from max1mum or med1um secur1ty 1nst1tut1ons to m1n1mum secur1ty afk tftll' ST DN {’»j et o “", = '; e R )

1nst1tut1onsv These persons 1nc1udé\those who have had an- escape or an

attempted escape w1th1n the Tlast f1ve years, those who ‘have served ]ess than R PR ?i.‘: 4 h i :' S oY Qb* S '»1 o i = T T S \&; o

one year on a 11fe sentence and those who were 1ncarcerated for crimes such

o ; : S Ta ) LR T L : o y ¢ g . SR . R, :

as rape sodomy, robbery w1th v1ct1m 1nJury, or- assau1t w1th 1ntent to rob

P

PR

If ﬁirst of fender status is. used “n c]ass1fy1ng to custody 1eve1 1'v T ,'J L u‘  L T e B L e ;,L‘g,a$¥2,‘;_,' Gl

istatutory 1ne1tg1b711ty and parole e11g1b111ty must be cons1dered separate]y QN i 'F[’,.';fn‘t,i»g' o - _;h o

.()‘.

for f1rst and repeat offenders. F1gure 7 shows the percent of our new admls- ,:;“ﬂ s":g‘  rpk‘s‘ak o ‘Vw’l/." e R “'j;i~ﬂ'ﬂifffb*;"}:k;.;‘L;_‘ : y,«‘ S 'fniggk

s1ons thab a]] 1nto each category S1nce th1s 1nformat1on is based on a
a@?&

s

samp]e of new adm1ss1ons 11m1nates techn1ca] parole v101ators, more h

offenders wou]d be housed ‘at KSR 1f techn1ca1 v1o]at1on rates rema1n unchanged

Furthermore cr1ter1a used to c]ass1fy offenders to KSP were not cons1dered T
9 Solni®

h_nor were cr1ter1a to be ut111zed for the spec1a1 programs at LLCﬁ

a

e S e

A tota] of 63A of the 1ncom1ng offenders wou?d be e]1g1b1e for m1n1mum
secur1ty by statute and paro]e e11g1b111ﬁy Another 167 wou]d be statutor11y
e§1g1b1e for m1n1mum secur1ty, but have more than two years to serve pr1or,a

to paroTe.~ The rema1n1ng 214 are ne11gwb1e for m1n1mum secur1ﬂy

ey
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First Offenders (68%) |

‘k¢ﬂ j ”T?*w‘ FIGURE 7

(o4

" PERCENT OF ADMISSIONSZ

F1rst dffenders e11g1b1e for}?r‘

~minimum security by statute

and’ paro]e e11g1b111ty (43%)‘

WO FIT
 SINPLIFIED CLASSIFICATION SCHEME

S R e e

)

F1rst offenders e11g1b1e for m1n1mum :
security but‘more than two years .

before paroTe e11g1b1]1ty ( %) ]fvﬁy”'

A T
4

,?f, F1rst offenders statutor11y @o LR S L
o 1ne11g1b1e for m1n1mum secur1ty (167) g e T

Repeat offenders e11g1b1e for
: minipum security by statute
| and paro1e eT1g1b111ty (20/)

Repeat offenders e11q1b1e for m1n1mum

1 security but: more- than two years . ,“*
“b‘before paro]e e11q1b111ty (77)

';fTh1sxc1ass1f1cat1on scheme is for 1nf0rmat1onnpurposes on])«
offenders- 1n rea11ty, is. much more comp]ex than presented here

PN R 2 &

. KPR S

g Repeat offenders statutor11y v
? 1ne11g1b1e for m1n1mum secur1ty (5 /)

The‘actual c]ass1f1cat1on of’e' | bd

SESTIETIIITR L :
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",,employab11nty and vocat1ona1 tra1n1ng for offenders
~training and JOb read1ness sk1rls

: 30% of the offenders were unemp]oyed at the t1me of arrest

- unsk111ed or mana1 1abor types of JObS

5 programm1ng,
ft 99 7% responded pos1t1ve1y

10 shows the most common]y occurr1ng f1rst and second cho1ces of ma]e and

Emp]oyment and Vocat1ona1 Informat1on

Another area of great concern to the Bureau of Correct1ons 1s that of

From data prov1ded

‘_;by the MMAT, it is ev1dent that Kentucky 'S offenders are def1c1ent 1n vocat1ona1

il

they had never he]d a job for more than 6 months pr1or to 1ncarcerat70n and _
of those who '7

were emp]oyed at the timé of arrest 397 were: emp]oyed 1n unsk111ed gobs

_'It can a]so be assumed that JOb retent1on is a prob]em for many offenders

~s1nce 43% of those who were emp]oyed pr1or to arrest had been on that JOb

less than 12 months Th1s 1nformat1on 1s not comp]ete]y surpr1s1ng 1n 11ght -

s of the fact that 577 of the otfenders stated they had never rece1ved any -

of those who had rece1ved vocat1ona1 tra1n1ng, 43A had

=3

vocat1ona1 tra1n1ng

on]y 6 months or 1ess It wou]d seem ev1dent therefore that mo t 1ncom1ng

e offenders wou1d be 11m1ted due to the1r lack of emp]oyab111ty sk111s to

For purposes of c]ass1f1cat1on and

when asked ﬁf “they wou]d be 1nterested 1n rece1v1ng vocat1ona1 tra1n1ng,,
The respondents Were asked to se]ect from a

, 11m1ted 11st of . vocat1ona1 are;s in wh1ch they m1ght rece1ve tra1n1ng Tab]e

fema]e respondents ; S1nce the 11st of opt1ons Was, in part determ1ned by

the vocat1ona1 programs already ava11ab1e these cho1ces shou]d not be 1nter-

preted as abso1ute, but rather as genera] 1nd1cators of areas of 1nterest

e

- For examp]e, 18A of the 1nmates reported that,""'i

able 9 prov1des emp]oyment prof11es of ma]e and fema]e respondents,

[ ANREgERONE e

&

! g

TABLE 9

; EMPLOYMENT/TRAININGdPROFILE’f
Males: : o
'Longest T1me Emp]ox;d on Any Job | |

- : ‘Less than one year R [ 37 St vv'}44
g One to two. years d, r‘v Y @
:'} : d i e S

: .Length of T1me on_ Last Job Pr1or |
aTo Arrest*‘f

Unemp]oyed o S LA K1/ R, o
[‘; Three mOnths‘or ]ess'ﬂ'}‘k 22 S 28
Four to twe]ve months a1 ~fd; r v,i7i>J

§5k111 Leve] of Last Job*

Requ1red minimal educat1on 8 23
or tra1n1ng S R L

aﬁ:Pr1or Vocat1ona1 Tra1n1ng

None :d dib‘ ‘”:f‘f~t5d i ‘1561h; 'h",:pj»7'k,d°56 S

i S1x months to one year ;"Jf : [10 [;:_f 'i"_vpk d12f_,‘

»*The maJor1ty of persons 1n these categor1es a]so had 1ess than a h1gh f‘~~'~ s

"&1d* schoo] educat1on

, Fema1es 'd‘

étLess than s1x months o 19 sf;.;a f3d;5{15,4- &5

s ““‘fas Unsk11]ed Tabor “:‘jp;j SRl ;3%223

Mo Ba
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~ MONTHS ON LAST JOB PRIOR TO ARREST E
= (MALES ONLY)

TABLE 10
VOCATIONAL PREFERENCES

Unemp1oyed | v: | : Males

; g 7 Percent Selecting
Category As First or Second Choice

!
fhree Months
or Less

Genera]kAgricu1ture 8

Auto Mechanics I 13 ﬁ

Auto Body Repair .8

Building Trades 13

Heavy Equipment Operator . A, 9

SKILL LEVEL OF LAST a8 o o - S ‘ | ’ , Gehera1'0ff1ce Practice 12 o :
(MALES ONLY) ‘ o N - | Secretarial ‘ - 16 :

Data Processing ' e ‘k . 10

‘Practical Nursing and Child Care 8
Rehabilitation Work _ 12

Bookkeeping ’ oL 14

Unskilled Labor | -~ I ~ Cosmetology e s
I B | Teaching . &

5;/j’ M%nfmum Educati ok S |
'_/i:;ﬁ and Training. B RN R | L e i
— Required S SRR | B o L

< oo O SRR ' e e b
S - Business Sales’ | =~ - ¢ A RE S o R ~ : P
,Qr’Management o R . . T . L ‘ ’ . ’ ) ) o : ’ L

Skilled Labor

-
S

N

Professional or
Semi-Profession




:i , a 2 /_.'7} ,‘C Q.
z‘ | ‘ ~Academ1c Informat1on , Srr o “ e e p i
‘3 Severa] p1eces of 1nformat1on which wou]d be usefu1 1n p]ann1ng aca-
E ‘ dem1c programs for offenders are ava11ab1e The school ach1evement score, A f,,':, I k o : ' am o o
Ea . : o LR , TABLE 11
‘g iy des1gned to reflect the respondents' verba1 and quant1tat1ve know1edge, R N : ' o S : R L
L B ” » e , ' o ~ ACTUAL EDUCATIONAL LEVEL OF RESPONDENTS
b appears to rank offenders much 1ower than other measures : When gcores on ST : , : ‘ : S ’ o
% the school ach1evement measure were classified accord1ng to ranges, most | ; 'id o | | 'h' R o ' N | | National Prisoner
{ o ‘ , o - MMAL Statistics - 1977
g males ranked at grade schoo] 1eve1 whereas most females were at h1gh L ‘ - _ c '
; : | Level Completed ~ Male Female Male Female
E . school level, w1th on]y 1% at co11ege 1eve1 Comparing these resu]ts ey TR ' - o c L L
: : Did Noth1njsh Grade School = 12% 8% ‘ 11.5% 10.5%

i C W h he a Ua eve 0 du atlon Wthh had been attallIEd by the Fa. tl : R B | ) u ‘ F‘I is (l " ( | ‘ ]:‘a “ 4 l() !;o

' f1n1shed h1gh~schoo1 In addition, 12% of the males and 8% of, the fema1es L S SR

e

, ; ‘ , ‘Flnvshed High Schoo] 32% 30% . £8.0% h 35.2%
had not comp]eted grade school. As Tab]e 11 1nd1cates, the level of educa— FEIRRR R R . Py ~or Above v c , : -

¢

B o t1on reported is comparab]e to the NPS data for 1977, shOW1ng only a s11ght :

"‘d1screpancy for fema]es A recent study of KCIw s popu]at1on indicates an ‘~:j 3 | '7 e S 1 . Lt S N B

average tenth grade 1eve1 for fema1es, and a samp]e of adm1ss1ons to KSR~

R~ ] . E o B . . N
< RO : g N . E B Lo v

shows an average ‘ninth grade Tevel for males Therefore although the “ i (L o
b o ~ school ach1evement score seems to rank very Tow, ‘the actual level of educat1on o e e N o e

f_iseems to be cons1stent 1n a11 data sources : j,'v:;- o ff e R et L TE i T R AP B R -

- i
= LR & Jr,

' Measur1ng IQ is a controvers1a1 1ssue Researchers have shown that IQ

o7&

’Jﬂtests are soc1o econom1ca11y and rac1a11y b1ased, and that test scores may »

fj~[fg R ‘h be 1nf]uenced by env1ronmenta1 factors 1n the test1ng s1tuat1on Because : e

o
18]
3

of the nature of the popu]at1on be1ng tested and the c:rcumstances of the

'hﬂé?ro'k S [test1ng, the 1nd1v1dua1 1Q. scores are. very qU95t1°“3b1e | S1nce the IQ score

",QEQ f:gd,‘f ;v'-for the MMAI 1s a non standard1zed measure, comb1n1ng the schoo] achwevement

f*score p]us a Judgement score the raw score is not usefu], however, based
L\‘

on categor1es of the IQ sca]e most offenders (62%), are of average

o

Tilw
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b ' ACTUAL EDUCATIONAL LEVEL OF RESPONDENTS B ~ | intelligence (Table 12), On]y 4% of the women scored below average, whereas
% i , ‘ L ‘ , : : C t 16 5% of the men ranked be]ow average More women were categor1zed above
o , (. L B . ;
; ‘ , ‘ © e ° 5 : : average, probab]y because they also scored higher in verbal knowledge. The ;
: Males ‘,4”'“"“‘~=;;\ ' : K o only o+her data available on IQ scores comes from BETA tests adm1n1stered
o
: P 7 - 1§ at the A & 0 Unit.at KSR.
e y 4 8 o . .
' = : 7 _ E B @ F , i A11 of the part1c1pants expressed some interest in cont1nJ1ng the1r for-
{5~ 737 ‘ // S SAEE S b ma] educabaon. When asked to se]ect only one educational option, most of the
’ = *}7 : ' : v . / R 1 ~males showed interest in atf1east comp]et1ng high school, while most of the
, 4 - 25% ' R LT
; : , ‘ ' s ' R ; - females had an 1nterest in co]]ege courses, ° Vocat1ona1 tra1n1no was also )
é ; = N ' 7 T 0 1 . of 1nterest to many respondents, 43% of the males .and 23% of the females f
' — e o a E
: ‘ : : . ‘ ' IR ' expressed some interest in vocational courses It 1s obv1ous, therefore, i
f ‘ . ;“i_ = : . o :i v f'g; - ﬂ* that offenders not on]y need, but a1so des1re, add1t1onal educational oppor- §
S ‘ ' b | " tunities. | ‘ " 5
; ~ v R , e C e . ' ol ‘
: . i \ . : . g o ‘ : /,’! \\ , | %
| : | e 4 ‘f .
- : . N §
o o T ;
' ’ o : . ! “ o ; 2 !
i : e : ‘ : L, o L B . o a s f
-~ 7\\ ) , : . : Yoy ) . o - . [ &
14 Females & — > ; RIS ' ‘ ‘ . g % St ; ‘
] s~FinisheduGradéo ‘ ? '£x o ‘ : I o y
i ~School or Less R ‘ R T ; PR o ;
Did Not Finish o
i High School 5 ° |
- Finished High =~ | .
o . Schéol or Above o v e
o o ' s .
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o ° o . i . ‘ E . Hea]th and Stress - a . g
. | : , ° | - . mé - . ‘It is evident from 1nformat1on obta1ned on the MMAI that a s1gn1f1cant §
: o ) TABLE 1%£ K o U fQ»“ o port1on of the offenders enter1ng Kentucky ﬁnst1tut1ons arrive with various
% 4 d; . NMAI IQ RAVGES oF RESPONDENTSl : i C U@ hea1th problems. on a general health rating scale, only 28% of the responde
,'I R 1D~ ' | ; o ents were identified as be1ng in good hea]th 60% of the respondents were
%%:{) ﬂ ;'f. gj‘Ma ?, ,Egmglg" “ ok c;a551f1ed as having some hea]th problems, report1ng between six and twenty @
| o d?;} ’%da 7:£i~u %-k N ) ; : i “%spec1f1c hea]th prob]ems Another 11% of thoseé%ested had many problems.,
o é;}éﬁeﬁigiagg° 7 S A | - Q R report1ng twenty one or more health- re]ated prob]ems As, Tab]e‘13 demonstrates, §
: | AYeraQE“%&f -‘ o 62.2 a1068 ‘ 62.0 31 o, ,%n,ég’ s sl women, in gener:T, reported more hea1th re]ated prob]ems 'é
. Above Average.. 21,2 365 3.0 17 i S ~ The most_common1y reported health, probTems included tubercu1os1s, denta] |
: A . “ R s 50 | ,; o | prob]ems, vision prob]ems, and severe headaches. Table 14 11sts the most
& %'IQ,SCOrES missing on one héjeyfesbohdéht; o | : B o ‘ ‘ common prob]ems and the percentage of Lhe males and females who reported
cT Lo '¢fﬁ17 e : | v N : A ’? haV1ng these prob]ems " . . %@ . ,
, ] 1Average 'BETA score for ma]es adm1tted to KSR dur1ng the | i e ' . A s1gn1f1cant number of both’ ma1es and females reported what could be
e ﬁagtgceaggesggagg.of 1978 79 fas 87 wh1ch fa]]sp1nto o B ot termed psycho]og1ca1 or mental hea]th prob]ems w1th 38% of both groups 0 ’
’ I S 0 . | - report1ng that they suffered from depression. Those who had seen a psy-
., yf‘ b - ch1atr1st ‘at some t1me in the1r Tives included 42% of the women and 21% of ;
S '*Eé | : R : ” thenmen Approx1mate1y 14% of each group had been a pat1ent in a mental - ;
| *”SﬁQVfc : ; i e e * health c11n1c or hospital at some time during thewr Tives. v
] ¢ | “mgﬁg Faln : ' The MMAI 1nc1udesya stress scale which ﬁs based~on the respondents -
?7 5 &f nf . »n answers to questuons about events and 1nf1uences«ﬂn the1r outs1de 1ife.
- o ,; | et ; d!,-‘; be It has been documented in med1caJ 11terature that spec1f1c health prob]ens 2
e W o d"’fiinf}e g ‘1and one 's genera1 hea]th are re]ated to Stress in an 1nd1v1dua1 Genera1 =
~fd'ib 5;‘ - : - - ;Vzaf iy B health was a]so foUnd to. ‘be re]ated to scores on the stress scale, For those )
. 3,“‘ 5;s ]1 - -&“f; “f‘_.'d respondents who were rated as in. good hea]th on?y 2% fe11'1nto the high E | E
Vﬁ %;%f, ifd Son ° 's“"; ;i e | category on the stress scale Those who repor;ed severa] health prob]ems , J é
e e : . , L
RS . — = : - / L P i i
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k e . GENERAL HEALTH STATUS oF RESPONDENTS‘ A S
i S Q(’ : o | o ‘ ! & . K ,, ‘ ?M ) Qg;’,,:
§' : : &a?éé : . Females . . .|
L ©. Health Status' % N A - 1
Good S 29 48 ¢ 12 6 e ER
b . Some Problemns =~ 61 1042° 64 - 3% . w o |
.? " . Many Problems i ‘10 17§/’  24“? 12 fﬁ!% ' e S
. ”. Q’ko ; | g . B ff*%fi‘jj':‘
1 = ) l !ﬂ : : - S s -" i ,;;O .
oy d o Good .= less than 6 reported hea1th prob]ems ' ) = b
o .- Some & 6 to 20 problems o o . e
I . Many = more than 20 prob]ems e e ‘ .
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Ser1ous operat1on

Heavy smoker ‘k‘,;;,‘

40, 0

gy

the h1gh range of the sca1e. Th° average stress scores for those ma]es who

;h Ser1ous 1nJury ; e 619 24 . A | i roRtens TeIL I o
R Insomnia* © o 440 7550 asse,o . 33 - o , Q
' - ey @'Fe;“ W -

‘ "

stated that they did not have these hea]th prob]ems a11 fe]] 1nto the med1um

The re1at1onsh1p betWeen the hea1th prob]ems and stress scores d1d not

ho]d true For fema]es, hOWever.

The average scores on the stress sca1e for :
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%ié‘ e 5- G TABLE 14 T o e were cons1dered to be in the med1um range as far as genera] hea1th was con- o ‘
N RGP : )
s%“ S COMMON HEALTH PROBLEMS; : : ® L cerned and the maJor1ty of them fe11 1nto the med1um range on’ the stress
) { ; ’ : ’*‘70 k' ‘ ; v o 'ﬁ' @ ' o U
1 : ’ T ; : ‘ e . , sca]e For those who reported many hea1th prob1ems (more than 21)~ 78£
Percent and Number“Report1nq o ‘ .
; e L ) o F e scored in the h1gh range on the stress scale. Tab1e 15 111ustrates this
o S RS RS I R “,k,», fns B Q;Q' : , 5 " re]atnonsh1p An attempt was a]so made to determ1ne whether those persons
j e ~ Problem RN GN. - i ' 5
j —F R SO ﬁ . who reported hav1ng specific med1ca] prob]ems a]so;scored h1gh on the stress 5
B G]asses L a0 72701 ABS ]
k ' ‘ G R & R R ST . sca1e wh1ch 15 1nc]uded in the MMAI (See Table 14 for se]ected hea]th
! Eye troub]e 3 < 2ls o AT el P A : g
] I B R e B @ : prob1ems related to stress ) e
; | Teeth ‘or gums 47.5 815 28 g A : | | | e
i g o v e = S v o S1nce h1gh b]ood pressure 1s also a more s1gn1f1cant prob]em ror the
i | Stomach troub1e* - 23.1 3% - g = |
B o e I SN ST b]ack popu1at1on, stress scores for th1s spec1f1c hea1th prob]em were sepa- :
: ! D1arrhea or const1pat1on 2870 2355 24 o ;
AR | @ | e R T SN : o s rated accord1ng to race. Both b]ack and wn1te ma1es who reported that they
o B . ﬁ Musc1es and. Jo1nts .. 22.4 384 16 . N | _
i ; e s R S S had h1gh b]ood pressure rated h1gh on the stress. sca]e “White fema]es w1th
foof Patns in the arms or 1egs 30,5 k22 20 o | & - |
. ' o § S A SN T o] Rt ° h1gh b]ood pressure were a]so 1n the h1gh range but b]ack fema]es fe]]
-  Foot troub]e o ° = 25.9 444 e i S e K o
s et gl S e e T & 0" s b - into the med1um range on the stress sca]é‘ ft';v' T )
R ‘ Sk1n troub]e o . 1 25.7- 441 i o R ol i T ¢ R | |
E LY e p » e, ' y o As was-expected there Was a pos1t1ve re]at1onsh1p between spec1f1c’,
& Headaches* 2 40.5 695 68. : ; - : |
i o : S e R e e ; hea]th prob]ems and the respondents' scores on the stress scale for ma]es
2 ’ ‘ D1zzy sge1154 S 26,9 46l - Biate et o Z . i s
g o 2 e St In a11<cases, ma]es who reporteo trese spec1f1c hea]th problems scored in
RN . Head injury 25.3. . 433 e e
240 8 12 =

Depressed* oo ¢ 8

thoSe women WhO’had seen a psychaatr1st at some t1me or who had been a _f

»,—' DO
= e

pat1ent 1n a'memtaTTHeatch c11n1c or hosp1ta1 were s1gn1f1cant1y h1gher

'7fi737153;*5“642 M\tss 0° “9p; r

! ‘Qv‘ca" N1 ghtmares* A" N : . B ~' ‘Av* o ' ';n

a
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1Prob]ems 11sted arecthose and1cated by t?]east twenty D e
of both the ma]e@and fema]e samp]es as bbing.a.health prob]

<3

than those who had not but not for tne other health prob1Ems.f

It is sng-?sé

S Ak :

n1f1cant to note however, that wh11e the re1at1onsh1p between reported
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e TABLE‘15 |
o) GENERAL HEALTH/STRESS

Pereent of Respohdentsk
in Each Stress Category

‘Heh1th 1 ‘vh “7 Lgé_ ":'Med1um

- 16 "v ,f -  82k o o2

o I SRR

i - : E ’ L Goody(Les§; | |
o .. " some Problems .5 : 1;5545 = 15'43‘:

a1

(21 or more) v
. n\ = 190 7

*

tm%wWW¢ﬁﬁ¢&fTvﬁfﬂfiwr:‘~
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.

|  High
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e

N

h hea]th prob]ems and scores“on the stress sca]e did not ho]d for the fema]es

h;tested the1r average scores on the stress sca]e mregard1ess of hea]th prob-‘

lems ; were. hlgher than those for the ma]es L o T s' ' , i ;

the male popu]at1on was rather even1y d1V1ded on the stress

@

scale between 1ow med1um, and h1gh stress scores.

0vera11
In the fema]e popu]at1on,‘ e 42{

=0

though only 10% scored 1n the 1ow range 30% in the medium range, and 60% o ® E

. 5},'

were in the h1gh range of the stress sca]e. o “>‘,- hh.‘, e E I T
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.a,Substance Abuse

The f1na1 area. to be d1scussed concerns the use of drugs and a]coho]

were asked to respond yes or no to whether they regular]y used certa1n

’substances, 1nc1ud1ng mar13uana hero1n amphetam1nes, barb1turates, and |
‘«psychedellc drugs As shown 1n Tab]e 16, reSponses 1nd1cated that 43% of 5
‘the offenders regu]ar]y used mar13uana, and 8% stated that they regu1ar1y
used- hero1n Both amphetam1nes and barb1turates were regu]ar]y used by 18% _: E
vof this group, . and 11% reported they used psychede11c drugs such as LSD |
v A]coho]1sm 1s often c1ted as a problem for 1nmates and th1s assumpt1on‘

: ‘1s supported by the responses on the MMAI Twenty—four percent of the |
males and twe1ve percent of the fema]es reported that they were heavy dr1nk?rdh“
ers. Th1s 1nformat1on wou]d seem to 1nd1cate a need For: druq treatment andj

* education programs.,‘

| by 1ncom1ng offenders On th1s sect1on of the test the 1ncom1ng offenders : -

i
Al
Eran
= 3
¢ a
Al
*
k) A
: &)

A]coho]‘e : ’
Marijuana
E fHeroin i
fAmphetam1nes
e;spBarb1turates L
yPsychede11c Drugs’

"f,Overdose

. TABLE 16

‘:' DRUG. AND ALCOHOL USE-

Vo

Ma}e;(Ng=7i,714) v'v~£gmglg_(n = 50)
240 402 12, 6
ws o 6 23

76 131 - 28 1
173 297 26 13

R 316:9ig,r 200 28 1 )

s 197 12. 6
104 178 26 13

R
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A~ qupsTance msusE ~* "KENTUCKY. STATE REFORMATORY
T S s R B LT SRR IR o Number With

‘ S ‘ T e LT e e e e e - e o New ' S MMAI Data

'»{/, . : ‘ Sl e St AT R S Date =~ Commitments - Vio]atOrs Total - Available_

| ° 2 January 1978 64 17 81 LA
ol T / . ’ , =

fl i Ovérdose : "J]lnjjulinaglrnllﬂliqu 26 ot i il :  g Pebruary e T o .

S| March 185 36 o201 172

mmmmge . Chame e s e s e e

"psyéhedelic
_Drugs o

111010110110 £ [ S

155 . - 35 190 86
e b dwe 18t 29 210 168

‘Barbitﬁrates

I : o e

T R huguste 18056 06 84
MO e

]]f]l|]l“ Hﬁ ,f‘.'k   u’ | . u.k . i f k;'>;é%f~; k : ,v  '»: ’», o ;-3“ | ,’ wy 07 7 B 145 2 i

| Ambhe}amines  | ]Jll,|
SRTATE T | Biinin

 septeber 990 4 uo0 .-

Heroin - -

e L ke ws w3
[ s f o f o Novemer . 185 9 a4 73
S ’ o | - kJ4” e e I k:i;Degembef ; ‘5T | T160; & .,FC 41” _’U 201 ,‘ -104.

‘
&

% Marijuana

 “January 1979 125 58 . 18 102

- vA1¢ohdl- . ’;'  I]IIIHI II]IIZ' r | S
T = - r—r T T T T 8
0 120 30 240, 50 . "

 February , 147 85 202 R
Pércent o » |

CMarch 17 a0 28 119
April 18546 om 0

f?'Percént'Répbrting HeaVy‘USe’ ,f e e - e i ; el
e - e May %0 . 47 o 231 1

 Totals 2,597 704 3,301 1,583
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KENTUCKY CORRECTIONAL INSTITUTION FOR WOMEN

: =
a 0 »

” o © Number With SR ;';7
| v .- MMAI Data - o
Date ~Commi tments _Available -

Violators Total

,Januarjk1%78 6 | 0 "c 6 :'>; 0 .
‘Febifary 12 | 1 o 18 »_sz,
" March 13, 1 ‘C‘ 14 0:
April . 7% 0 s T o
Maydiﬁ“zgi 75 3““ 12 ¢ s 1 13 0
June %ﬁ“»ﬁs< 9 0 9 10
wy 6 0 6 3
nugust 8 4+ 12 , 5 Q
o September o 7(52, 1 _‘8’ " | 6‘4’
.. October 12 3 151 -
November  * . 3 Ll e L
| becemogr ‘V'ﬁﬁ 8 ® hséhxm? . 10E“ ~9’ i
Janﬁary E : 7‘“ yal 3 | 10 7! A Xa
'February‘ s m; - 10 3 . 13 8 B 3‘:
CMarer 1 3 R so,
X<npﬁia; i ‘23“ : 3. . 0 .
AEIMa$PEP' Xi "‘ o ;li:‘,- | A’:w ;L L ;lil_\; 0 ’l
C Tetals 183 ~3o;‘§ef@f 186 ‘jidy L )
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APPENDIX B
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e n

EXAMPLE QUESTIONS FROM DANGEROUSNESS INDEX

=]

How would you describe the way you were d1sc1p11ned or punished?

4 ~ a. Fairly and reasonab]y
, b. By being scolded or spanked
~ ¢. By being beaten. g

@

. n Were you ever abandoned (1eft) by one or both of your parents?

o o en]

° ~a. No
o o b. By one parent.
: c. By both parents.

o
A2

Do you think that your brothers oras1sters ever had a drinking problem,

. nervous or mental prob1em, or was mentally slow? (Mark A" 1f they had
N any of these ) :

* a, Yes - - b, No.

' Wer€ either of your parents ever convicted of a criminal offense?
. a. VYes ~ b. No |

5 @

o How many times have you been in a fist fight or serious scuff]e W1th1n the
i last _year no matter how it started or, who was at fault?

ﬁ

5 e

" a. None . c.

'_ : , Twice .v' .
. z b. Once , . d!

Three t1mes

o

More than‘3't1m95

Y
0

jf L ‘,:: - How many tattoos do you have7 o

&

e i oy
e b , °None . & Cfwoe . e. More than three
o Pon, T b, One ~d. Three e

S How many times in your life wou]d you say that you ve nea]]y been 1n Tove
: - or have fallen in love? : :
= :\\ '

e?;y' a. Never e Z‘onu3 times e.
L “b. Only once d. 4 or 5 times‘ :

A B

Many,«many times

“‘fi,D1d you like an1ma1s and have pets when you were a ch11d grow1ng up’P

Do you have any known b1rth defects such as c1ub foot “hair 11p, etc ?

IS xo¥

=y

an acc1dent by fa111ng or be1ng hit: by someone? . 2

o R )

“ ‘P'Before you were 12 years of age, de you ever hurt your head bad]y through B

S g e e e

T e A AR A Ao S oA =y e e o+ 1
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; In the neighborhood in which you grew up,'Was'therexmuch crime or & «
L R violence? ' , . ' Lo
! o Mere fhere any times when iembers of your family fought with or physically “ Mo | S
| w0 beat up‘on-onezanother? ' o ° REREE o . s @
A o s De L o (!’ . . § g L i i | 3 . &4
e; ;‘;‘“Dur1qg xour'youth, did you ever get sO depressed that you thought about ’
(o o committing suicide? : S T " . ©
! Were you made fun of, "put down®, or humiliated a lot when you were a kid? . ? ’
EXAMPLE QUESTIONS FROM VIOLENCE INDEX 2 g “
} - Looking back on the days you spent in your family or childhood home, how |
; happy were they? : ' o 154 n o
! a. very happy  c.7 mostly -unhappy g ’
; ~ b. happy most of the time d. very unhappy ‘ :
LI Were you under the influence of drugs or alcohol at the time you committed , s D .
i the crime? , ' : , , :
i, % ) ?/,Q q < -
: a. no c. yes - drigs © ° ’ %
: b. yes - alcohol d. yes - both ’ : ‘ o
i . : - v : & 9
g . o , , . SN : S
i ‘How many times have you been arrested and chargéd with assault or assault-like . _ i
i o charges with or without a deadly weapon,‘or murder, rape, or armed robbery? i :
i ‘(Inciuding present charge if assault. ' A o , EOREN
: - ¢ - 3. never > c. 2 times "e. over 3 times o e, | .
; " b. once d. 3 times ° . : ¢
- e . 0 Vi i » . ' . ‘ ® R
How many guns have you had in your possessiop in your lifetime - any and all )
kinds of-guns? | S . E @ © o °
' ° . . ) » X @ : ] ' ) s Q i
s ‘sa. none c. 2-5 .e. over 100« . 22
e b, one , d..6-10 . : ‘ ,, -
1 ‘ . Do.you ever get into a bad.mood OF become aggressive after - not before - i o : R
4 ~ you've been drinking or using drugs 1ike the drinker who says "I can lick ' g ’ . R
3 - . any man in the house"? o o e ’ 1 v : V
é_ 2 e a. no % . - b.. yes | ~ Ca sometimes g - ' : ’ )
: ! ;:Most;everybody has trouble with people nowvand“then4and~even occasionally - | . LEi 9,
0, 77 will get into a fight - words or worse. How .many times would you say you've . ‘
! thad trouble with other people, friends, relatives, strangers , etc. within O ’ ’ 9 S
< = the -Last 5 months? . O' ‘ o g : } o . R . ‘ T . . . S N b . N
f , ! e . o o : ‘ ’ v . o - R 2 i 3 Sy 8 e i : : o
i - £r ‘a. none - no serious arguments < - - A Sy | » : E g :
Ay .~ “b. one or two verbal disagreements . °_ ‘ 3 <. i !
T c. three or more real serious verbal battles T S g ; = "
Fyee ' d. one or moye actual fights - had'wbrds,and’came‘to blows 2 = : o . . . o
i o ° . ., 0One or more fights in which knives or guns were used ° N R = il LT o ;
. gﬂr) - . J SR . . . [ - ; 5 e . -,
~ e B : ’ o el : k o
= o ! : : ; é)r R o
0 = ‘; 3? . \ e N

R : : ‘ T g
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