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ABSTRACT 

'). , (-

Through May of 1980,' 485 offenders had participated in the colle
6
ge program 

c· (~. 

for incarcerated offenders. Their files were studied to obtain background and 

tn~titut'onal informatiog. In .additi'on, parole o'ffic:ers Were contact~.d for 

post-release informaMon on ,those offenders who had been released. The major 
, ' 0 

findingsDof this research .are: 
o .,~~. (") 

<" • 

I)J 

o 

o 

h ·co·llege.· program. JJf'l"ts into" There is wi de va ri ati on in how t e ' .. 
D " tot9-1 institutional programming. ~ a a 

~cost to the "Bureau of Correcti ons to, support the coll eg~ pr,ogram 
has been relatively low. ". IS 

o 

Femal e.s are over-represented in the prog~am. 
(; 

Average sentences we re lon.ger than compa ri son 
ti me served was shorter. " 

groups,' but average 
Q 

Criminal histories of college participants we,re simi1:ar1:q the 
general population. . 

Trans fers di d not seem to interrupt parti ci pati on to a s i gni fi can~ 
degree. 0 n 

j)' 0 a 

The vast majority ,of students' completed at least one semester. of 
collegework"while i'ncarcerated. u 

"Q ,J 

" [) 

There wereina&cfftor~.,that the program had a posi",tiveeffecton 
insti tuti onal adjustment.Cl , z. 

Forty percent of those for whom lnformati on was ~vailal:> 1 e continued 
co llJ~gework after rel e~se. '., . ..' .' 

There was a si gniJicantihcrease in th,e nu~ber'o~ persons emplPyed, 
in skilled, semi':professional, a,nd professlonal Jobs after r~lease. 

1) The twenty-:-four m~,nth recidivism rate was 9. 9 percent. 

The r'eport i,ncl udes a brief s~l1JTI~ry,Of concl usio~s andreCOmllielidations • 
Q' 
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Introduct40n 
-~---''--.~C 

In ,,1973, 'KenttJckyState PenitentiarY began offering college level 

o cl aSSes for incarcerated inmates. These cl as?es .were off~red sporadically 
o ") :. >, !':J . 

f:{;'" " ,,'I . . '::' .. . • 

"afiti"weretayght a"t;the Peni tent; ary by facul ty from Murray State Un; versity. 

,) The classe~i becameincre#singJY popular;a~d) ;n
c
1975, Murray State was given 

o 

o 

a tw6"'yeargrant to develop a c~llege'programforinmates. The program Was 

desi gne~ to provide inmates an d~portu~ity to earn an Associ a:o!ie of Arts Deg:e 

while incarcerated., When the orlg,inaJ grant expired, funding for the college 

program was assumed by the Buteau of Corrections. The, Research and Evaluation 

Unit has beenaskepdtoil'evaluate thi's program. 
d 0 

., To date, eight of Kent~ckyls correctional facilities have offered some 
(7 

type of college program; and through June", 1980, nearly 500 inmates have 

participated. The college programs~are basically of two type.s ,on-site afl1 

study release. • ,P " Q . 

On.,.site programs are' those 1"n which faculty from nearby 
\) 

colleges and universities teach clas,seswithin the institution.. The study 
c, 

"release program is 'ava.ilable for inmates whoqualifjl for minimumsefurity 
c:::y 

status and allows, themcfto attend classes on the",university campus. Table 1 

shows the type(s )of program avail able at .. each institution, and th~,date each 
9 

was initiated, , . 

= . , \~, 
" 

The way in which the inmate COlle,ge program is integrat~d into$the total 

ions t i f~ti qnalprp 9r.~mmin 9 va ri e s from} mst it ut i on to ins ti tut ion. P artf d pa .. '. .. , 

tion in th~ college program can eith~ be considered in lieu of a'regular 

"'institut.ional ass; gnmentor may be considered an. addition . to the regular 
@ 

, institutional ass; ghment. ,At Darde 1 Boone Career Development Gen~er~"for 
c 

instance 3 attending college full-time isconsider~d to take the Place pf 8 
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, " TABW;: 1 

D STARTING DATES OF .cOLLEGE PROGRAMS 

~}' . 

On'-Si te ' 

InstitutiOn 

Kentucky State 
Penitentiary 

Ke'htucky'State 
Reformatory 

Blackburn Correc­
tionalComplex 

Kentucky Correc­
tional" Institution 
forWomefi 

Frankfort Career 
Development Center 

Roederer Farm Center 

BeUCounty 
Forestry Camp 

Daniel Boone Career 
Development Center 

:~) CD 

. College 
Involved 

Murray State University 

Jefferson Community"College 

Easte,rnKentucky' Universitx 

Jefferson Community College 
o 

Kentucky State University 
,", 

o 

> .. ,0 

Eastern kentucky University 
II 

Lincoln Meniorial University 

, *Existedonly two semesters 

,.Q 

,ill ' 

" 

Q-

D~te 
In; tiated , 0 

Fa 11, 1975 

Spring, 1977 

Fall, 1976 

SRring, '1977 

Summer, 1977 

Sprigg, 1970 

Fall, 1978 

() 0 
(), " 

, ~~", 

0, 

", 
(I \\ Study-Release 

College" 
Involved 

University ,of Kentucky 

J'effer$on Community College 

o 

Thomas More College 
Co If 

o 

c 

o _ 

o 

,19 

l; . 

Date 
Initiated 

Spring, 1.976 

Sprin~:J 1976* 

II 
-I;) -

Spring, 1977 
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regular institutional assignment: At Kent~ckYo&grectional Institution f~r 

t· t d C/D,·.l-'''' . ~Jomen and Kentucky State Peni tenti c(ry~, even thougha~ inmate :ay a ,en #:J 

i~ge full-time, they ~ill gene;ally also have a~ least a p~rtial wOrk aS$ign- . 

d ment in the'institution. 'At Kent~ckY Stat~ Reformatory:, RO~derr Farm ce~~er, 
and Blackburn Correctional Complex, full-time college atten~.ance does not 

excuse one from also havi~g a full-timeQw~rk assignment in(,>t~ institution. 

Residents of Bell County "Forestry Camp and Fran~fort career\foevelopment :: 
o c'., 

Center usua"lly only attend college parktlme, in the evenings, and attendance 

at c~lleg~ is i~ addition to their regular full-time work~assignment. "f 

The funds for th: inmate cOllege program COme from various 'sources. 
</ 

Interviews with academic principals at the institutions or other persons 
'" 

who w~re in charge of the. academic programled"to the conclus~on that staff 

were extremely supportive and ,encouraged students to obtain funds through . 
the Basic Educational Opport~nity Grants Program. .Also, some students are 

eligible for VAobenefit,s to pay for their college edu:ation. The Basic 

Educational Op~~,rtunity Grants Program, or BEOG, is a federally."funded 
~ '., 

progr~m. This program was originally designed to aid thetichild~en of low 

income fami'lies "in obtaining ,~college educati.on: The criterTa fori'obtain'; 
/I • 

ingBEOG funds, however, have been modiofied and noW vi.rtually all inmates 

" 
can qualify for such funding. BEOG generally pays half the c~st of tuition 

and ; n many cases the ; nmate
o 
is able to cover the other half of thoe tui ti ~n 

and cost of books through i V~ bel}efitsor personal funds. With the" current" 

oOeconomiC stress, '~t can be expected that at 1 east some of these", s.0urces of 

funding willcbeeliminated in the near future, but a survey of the academic 
(, 

, principai"s revealedttfat only the elimination ofBEGG funds~ would have a 

17' s'i gnifi cant, impact on the ~:~ogr~'m. , ' . 

o 

o 
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In' cases where fulltui,ti on cannot iJ:'J'" cov~red through ei ther Of these 
, . 

~ans, the. Bure,au of Corrections provides support to colleg~, participants. 
CP ~ ,-" 

The cost to the Bureau for the coll ege program is rel at~8"1Y" 1 ow. For the 

Ij fisca1 y~ar 1978-79, expenditures totaled $17 ,482, and i~"1979-80, the total 
,) 

was $23,549. Ouring~the fall, 1979 and spring, 1980 semesters, a total ·of 

263 offenders were enrolled',n the program, resulting i~ a cost to the Bureau 

of approximately $89 per pupiT per semester. At o~e time, a unique arrange-
. 

ment for funding lhe college program was .worKe80uf"between Kentucky ~orrec-
"" o 

tional Institution for Women and the local Business and Professional WOmen IS 
.I' 

Club, andQthe club pt'ovided mon~tary support for the inmate college program. o 

Thi. s combi na ti on of avail abl e funding programs has enabled ma'ny i nma tes who 

were previously uhable to attend college. to continue their. education while 
Q,. ~, 

incarcerated. 

h . f "'. . "'t .' . +h j , 1 Althoug criterl~ or partlclpa 10n J,13,·II'.I<;. e co. ege program may. vary 

from institution to institution, they g~neral1Y include at least an inter­

view by a screening, cqmmittee composed of the academic principal, the inmate's 

caseworker, the superintendent or an apPOintee of the superintendent, and 
11 

i 

another person repres~nting the institutioh. Each institution screens pros-

pectiveparticipants differently, depending on the availability of the pro-
~J 

gram and the number of students that trye program can accommodate .?One b.as i c 

reqUirement common, to'~an of the institutions is that in order for a student 

to recei ve co'll eg~cr~ditfor,classes attended, he or she must .have obt.ained 
. if.· . 'L " 

a hi~h school dfplOITt~:;;: aGED cert;-ftcate. ' 
.) :1 ()' 

~el ection cfitet'i'a a~d standards for parti cipating, in tne study rel ease i! 

program a\e dnoJ.~ stri~lgent than those for the on-site programs and are das-
t:} -1::J 'f t. 0 

.' crioed fully jn Secti~)n 605,02 of t~e Internal Management Directives·for the, 
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Bureau. These" direcli ves incl ude such factors as time rc,!)aining tej'-I serve 

and secuhty restrictions .. In addition to the standards set forth by the 
-, -, 'h... " " 

Bureau CIf Corrections, th: individual colleges and/or universit,ies which 

offer cl asses at the insti tuti ons may impose other speci fic standarcts for 

attendance.T~ese criteria may include minimum test scores on standardi?ed 
o 0 

~, 

measures and/or competency tests • . , c 
'" 

Since the purpo~a of the inmate college program is to provide a basic 
(I ~.' 

educati,on.~,most o~the' courses ,offered at the institutions a.re. selected orr 

the· baffis .of their trans~~erabilit.y to other institutions and schools. This 
~ ~ 

is done tc)"ensure that a student wilJ not encounter frustration in attempting 

to continue his/her college education after release 1~om the correctional 

facility. Every attempt ;s made to offer a variety of courses at the insti­

tution and to ensure continuity in the program. This, however~ can be diffi-
o 

cult due to the fact that cours~ offered are dependent on the avai~ abil i ty, 

of part-time instructors who can come to the i nstituti On. Of course., certain 

subjects, such aschemistry~ are virtualJy impossible to offer in an i.nstitu-
I) !) 

tional setti~g due to security risks and lack of ,3Ppropriate equipment. 

Schedul ing courses can also pres.ent problems due to security routines. Since 

the institutions cannot pbssibly"offer all courses for every student, ,gerrer-
o " 

ally an ~ttempt is made to offer courses which are. most beneficial to the 

largest numberof~tudeJ;)ts who hav~ expressed interest in'the program. This, 

of course, 1 ead~} to some repeti tion of courses." 
c~ 

c 

To obtain the data for this report~academic principals were asked to 

supply the Res:~rch and Evaluation Unit with lists of a:Tl"COllege ~ici­
pants. Central Offi ce records ,were then exami ned :or relevant informat'i on 

and "the resulting data Was converted to °a machine~readable form for analysis. 
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AceD r~i n ~"Ift> t~e f is ts recei ~ed, th rough "t he °en d of the' '" pri n g 'seme s te r 

of 1980,485 inmates had participated ir the~ollege progr,m at eight insti­

tutions; 263 Of"these people had bee.n 'reJeased when (the" data wa's cOll~~ted. 

Four hun~red and twenty, or 86.6percent of the participants, were male~ and 

65, or 13.4 percent, were female. The general population 6~ Kentucky insti­

tut,jons is 96.5 ,percent male and 3.5 p~rcent female. It c'an be seen, ther:e ... 

fore, that ,the,.rf, h:S bee,n a high proportion offem~les in the co;11ege pro'gram. 

While the,high ~roportion of females mgy be due.to more interest on the part 
,~ . 

of women , it"may also be an indicator of more emp'hasjs on···th~ college program 
,'I c o 

at the women's institutions, or it may reflect a lack of availabil ity of 

alternative programs. 

The racial cb~position of the student population Was 71.5 percent white 
" "':-

and 28.5 percent non-white. This is identical to the total incarcerated 

population in KentuckY'j 
, ~ 

Jhe average age of both male and female college participant~ is 29.7 

years. Black males are slightly older, with an average age of 31 years. 
'% 

A more detailed age breakdown. is shown in Table 2.. The college sample 
" 

appear.s to be slightly older than those in the MMAII and the KCIW2 studies. 

The l11edian age oiimale respondents to the MMAI was 24 years and for female$ 
o 

it was 26 years. These figures represent age qt adm.ission, however, while 
" . " a 

those for the college group are for residents who have been incarcerated 

for some time. The median age of reSidents at K€IW in February, 1980 was 27. 

At the time of their reJease from the institution, 70.2 percent of the 
a . 

" ;J!J 0 , " 

men and 81.5 percent of the women were not"married. Thts breakdown of Dmari _ 

tal status is similar to what was found tn the,MMAI~ sample, which showed 76 

o 

o 

o • 

o 
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Age 

21 or less 

22 to 30 

31 tc} 39 
o 

'0 

40 or ('1 d()r 

o 

a ' 

o 

" (1 

0" Q 
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~" 0 ~ TABLE 2 "'. 
.-[J I)b 

>-- d' ~\ \J 

AGE BREAKDOWN OF COLLEGE PARTICIP8ttTS 
,-
"I \r~'~',1 

N % 
o 

9 1.9 

252 52.0 

128 26.4 

31 6.4 

420 "86.7 

D 
1/ 

o D 

lii1 

o 

Q 

" 

Female 

N 

3 .6 

0,-41 8.5 

o 

16 3.3 

5' 1.0 

65 13.4 
" 

" 

" 

o 0 

o 

'" 

o 
\~ 

Total, 

11 '% 

12 2.5 

293 60.4 

144 29.7 

36 7.4' 

485 100.0 

o 

o 

o 

o 

GO 

(J 

o 
" 

:(, 

,,,,,---,,<,,,""-~,~,,-;~:,<-~,~,,,,,,,,,,~-,,---",,,,,,,,,-, '~'--;.'''''''-'""''t:r-~-~-'''''' ---,-', :.-""":'_....-.:-. __ ~Q"'"'_" ___ .... ~_.,~_"'"_ .... ____ ~.~0'_.~_ 
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o 0 

o 

o Q 
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percent of Jhe mal es and 90 percen~ of the femal es ",unmarri ed at the time 

" oT admissoipn "to the instjtution. The di ffer"ences may be due to the wayo 
00 ",'" 

J' 

in which' the in,formation was obtained. 
)" . '" It is also possible ~hat marital 

~ & 

"status vari'es acco~ding) to" the~ge of the resid;nt. Unfortunately, l11ari~ 
I:' "<\ • ., 

~tal stat,.Lfso"at admission was not recorded for the college group. More than' 
CJ o 

ha] f (56%) of the met, and ,35 percento of tbr[.1 women in the college "program 
il '..)., \; 0 

c 

oreported they bad no children. (') 
o 

a 
Table 3 shows that, for the college group, at" the time of arrest, 64 

" o ~ ,. 

percent of the men and,,74 percent of the women whQ hel d .jobs wer~ employed 
o _71'" f)" 0 

in unskilled occupations; 29 percent~of the males and"25 percent of t~ 
,'," ~ \7" 

females were in skilled professions. Fiye percent of the males and two 
o II 

percent of the females were in professional or n1~nagerial positionOs, and 

less than three percent wey"e employed in other areas. 
,-:.= ' 

r; , :J"(::-~~,-, .• -,,,J:] 
In data coll ectedon the MMAI, 47 "percent of the inmates who were 

employed at the time of arres't were cl assifiei as having unski nea jobs 

a~ theirQlast employment, 44 percent were in skiJled jobs, 10 percent in 
a 

professional or managerlalpositions, and 8 percent in other occupations. 

o 

o In the, MMAI sample, 30 percent of the respondents were unemployedat the" 
.,,) ~ 13:-:- ;);. tl 

time of their arrest. U'is probably safe to assume that a, comparable " 

c' number of the c.ollege 'participants were also ",unemployed. 
Q 
'0 

1/ 
" 

The data woul d see.m to indi cate that the2ccolJ ege parti ci"pants Had very 
@1 ~ {U C) 

, poor employment ~,a~kgrounds. This contention is substantiated by the fact 
~ 0 I 

that for the 291co)lege participants for'''whom data wqsoavailable, 61 per-
" 0:' 0 

a ~ " a _ .::1. (,{:I . ~ ~, . 

cent of the mar~s ana 48 percent qf the females who had "hel d more than one 
,t) 

job had a ,bistory oT frequent job changes {more "()ften, tfl"imeverY,\f!ltwelve 
, (~. 

months) • 
cP 
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0, 
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" Job 

Unskilled 

Skilled 

Professional 

Managerlal 

Student 

Military 
o 

Total 

33 miss ~ng cases" 

(.1,_ 

,,) -G>' p~. 

\1 
\~ , 

" 

'0 

" f; 
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TABLE 3 ' 

ctASSIFICAMON" OF LAST JOB 

~~ 
~1a 1 e 

":l--~ 

N 
, -

"'" 

N 

42 

14 

73.7 o 

24.6 113 

10 

II 

6 

63.5 , 

28.6 

2.5 

2.8 

1.5 

1" 1. 7 

a 

4 1.0 

395 99.9 57 lOQjOo 
,0 

c 0 

o 

" 

" 

" Q 

0, 

,> 

o 

Total 

N % 1:' 

293 ,64.8" 

127 

11 

11 

~'6 

4 

~52 

'''1 
2.4 , 

'2.4' 
"' 

1.3 

99.9 

" 0:) 

(J 
<'- l\' 

'0 .. 

-.," 

,,' , ,J 
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" 0 
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o 

" 

; J j 

l i 

o 

• 0 

'. 

o 

Q 0 

-"'--'--~ ,-~-- --,,"--- ... ~~, --;-"'~' ,--.. ----~--..:-~-,....:,.:--.. -.,-.---.... -.1 
,", ,:< 1 

'Q 

Criminal HistOry 
~ 

Tlieopinionhas boeenexpress'ed that tlie college program might attract 

a dispropo,rtionate share of drug offenders because of their youth and ';'os­

slble interest in continuing education. An E!!X'amination of the crimes for 
$ ~ 

which parti'ci pclnts werecconvi cted does not support thi s hYI:mthesi s, however. 
, ' \) ',' , 

As shown in. Table 4; more than half of the men&in the college group had been 
'0 

convicted of violent crimes; ,An unusually hi gh number of women had al so 

been coriVi:7cted of v10legt crimes (35%). "Property crimes 'accounted for the 

convict; Ons of 22 percent of the men if! the sampl eand 48 percent of the 
<) 

women. Only 7 perc~nt('\of the men and 11 pe,rcent of the women had been con-

victed of drug-related crime,s. In addition, 9 percent of the men were 
, ~ 

. ;~f.rcerafed for ~'>xcr;mes •. The remaining 5 percent of the men and women 

were cqnvicted of miscellCl,neousother crimes. These fi gures, whil equite, 

different fr"om 1:,hosere"ported',lby Nationali/ Prisoner. Statfstics3 ' for persons 
= r Q 

'admitted to KentycKY instltGtions in 1977, do not indicate th9t a high per-

o centageof drug offenders are participating in the coll~ge program (see 
9. ,,'.! e 

Tabl e. 4). According t,o'NPS. 35 percent of the men and 23 percent of the 
. '", 

The majority of 'both ·the males women were convi cted of violent crimes. 
<'I 

and femalesa,dmittedin 1977 had been convicted of offen'ses "agair'/$'t property, 

53and?1 'pe:rcent , respectively. 
o " ."," . 

For both mal es and females, the percentage 
o ' ' 

qf drugoffendersadmi'ttedin 1977 is higher .than. the percentage in the 
. 0 

college group , \ 
, 0

0 

It Was found that the' sentences. of the call egegroup tended to be .' 
c' 

longer,. than compa rison~roups. "In fact, the a~rage sentence (excl udihg 
o 

_ . ,,; . ' "'. <;. -J " ~ •• 

,life) ofcoUege partici~ahts was. 13 years for males and 9 years for females. 
; ",.". . 

fi9llres are consid~rably higher than were reported for.a sample ,~of 

",0 ' 

o 

o 
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(1) 

Q 

Crime 

Violent 

Property 

'. Drug 

Sex 

Other 

TOtCll 
P 

<> '" 

;Dr, 

',. 
it . 

N % 

651 35 

984 53~ 

141 

66 

1842 

}) 

8 

4 

() 

TABLE 4 

TYPES OF CRIMES 

Male, ,'" 

Coll ege NPS 

N 

241 57 

. 93 22 

28 

36 

22 

420 

Q 

\\ 

o 

N 

24 

54 

25 

2 

105 

. 0, 

o 

Femai'e 

College 

% N '% 

23~ 23 35 

51 31 

24 @ 7 

.2 4 
0-
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"rna]"es admi~ted in 1978 and ;j~79!;:;;ears)4 a'nd for femal~ted at 

9 KG loW in February, 1980 (5 year~.", Whjle the' groups are not directly c~m-
; "' ( 

," pClrab 1 e, such di fferetices ar~ fotab 1 e . Q 

Cfi)minal histories of paJticiPa"nts were compared t,p other, offenders in 

" ',; ijna tte~p t to" exp 1 ~i n pa rt i c fan t,~' 1 a'),gers en te'n ce lengths" I twa s found 

that 46 percent of the GOll.ete group, had prior felony convicti,ons; ,a fact 

which might lead to t'he ~o~l1-;;usiQon tb~t th'is would account for the longer 
" ',' , " ,'ot'l j, ' , "<t?; ,'" , " 

a sentences. Hawev~'t-, a carn~arabre"'number of respondents fa theMMAI al%o 

, ha d. one or IjlOre pr1'5 "fel 1Y canvi cF ions:' A.1,a, the m~ja rity of bath th; , 

mena~dthe.wonen. i~ 'th~ iaHeg~ program had b!,e~. canv, cted on OnlY. one ca~nt, 
or crl~e" thus el,rn,nat 'jt mU1tlple counts or crlmes as an explanatlOn for ", " 

the differe nee; n s eilten Ie 1 eng th s • Ii: wa u ld seem, therefore, th a ~th eh i gh 

proportion of vi,olent critmes is the most significantcdeterminant of the sen-

tences for ttli s gr~up. ',/h is a 1 s,o, (r prob, a",b,l e tha,t, the 1 ~ng, e~ ,avera~e.s,eht, enceo, 
" oft:heco 11egeo group as opposedotoo the genera II' pop~l Cltl on , san a rt', fact of " 
~~ c ,. :" ' 

,,,: the,;,Selection
o
criteria

l
for patticiPClnt~,;~~:iCh, in general, gives prib~ityto 

offenders with distanthRarole dates. ,,~ ", d 

I) j " 
P, II '\S' There has recentl, been aogreat deal of interest in the substance abuse 

hi s tPJYo f,''',Off, • .",nde rs.l~h,: re ~a re, Pre-se~ tenc~i ~ ves ~i ga ti on reports "~nd other 

'records w~rechecked r~o", see lf t~r~, was any 1 ndlcatlon ofa drug~or alcohol 

~buse" hist~ry. ' As r;~p,in l'ilble 5.~~ percent of the rna1 .... and 26 percent 

of the ~~male$:hadjAt\~:storY QTmari~uana~se or hCl~ been chargeq witH mari;-"" 

'jJlaha-related/r.l'1:s~t $amefi.~e'.' "Ah even higher percentage 1 41 percent' pf 

•. ~:eh:: )::c:~:::~:~:::,,:~t:h:r:~:";:~::e:a:f:e::::~r\:f a:; :~nd::9t~:~:e 
:~ perce~tPffma l,,:sa~ 15 pe~cent Of,the/ema le~ had a hi star,y.afa 1 c~ho 1, 

&.1L_~_ .. "." ,,~,," ," "',, "; , 

I 
!, 

I 
I 

,II, ' 
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Substance 

Marijuana 

Other Drugs 

Alcohol 

() 

(~ 

o ~, 

TABLE 5 

PERCENT OF' COLLEGE AND MM~ GROUPS 
HAVING SUBSJANCE ABUSE HISTORY 

~ 

~ . 

Male ~ L ~ Female 

College MMAL College ~1MAI 
-'-0 

% % % % 

38 43 26 46 
" ,-;; ~c. 

" 17* 48 28* 41 .z, 

48 24. 15 12 

II' 

*Percentages reporting regul aruse of drugs varied accord;'ng to type 
'of drug. Thi si s the hi ghest percentage reporte.d. 
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o 

abuse or problems. It should bee noted that drug anp alcohol history,infor-
. ." ~ .' . 

rnati()n was based on whether such a Rfoblem was mentioned in the pre-sentence 
\'J 

i,nvestigation report by either the off;cer"orcthe offender; or'whe,ther there" 

was a history of a conviction for such a problem. Comparing this;nforlTiation 

to that reported on th~ MMAI, we find that 43pe;cent of the ,rna 1 es and 46 
'0 

percent of the females reported 'regular use of marijuana. 
", ~~" ". 

Reports of re,gul ar il . 

use of other drugs ranged from 8 percenLto 17 percent for males and from J2 
.,. '.' .' .. G 

0" .' ". . 0. ..' .... ,.,. . , .. ',' ' ",' 

percerit ;to 28 percent for femaJes~dependi ngon the type of drug .,Regul a r 

use" of aT cohol was reported by 24 percent of the mal e and 12 percent of the 
. ~ 

. ~. 

female MMAr respondents. 
Q' 

01)" 

. . . . ' 

It wO\.ll d seem, therefore" that even though they·, .' 

v were not convicted of drug-rela,ted cr,imes, the college participants had a 
'- r - "U" ' '-

'higheriocidenceofinvolvement with"hard ll drugs and alcohol. 
. ~ 0 

(.1, 'J 

Since the 

<l , 

MMAI fi gures are basedexclusi velyon sel f-reports, however, they may. under- II « ' . 

esti ma te i nvol verri'~.nt . Therefore, ,caution shoul d be exercised in . drawing 
" 

'.01', 

conclusions based on comparisons wit~ thecoUeoge group. 
if;';;' 

~ 
";ll': 

. Program Inforrnati'on ..1 < 

An att~t was made to determh e where the partl;cipants had completed 

. t~eirhigtischooledUcaticin •. rhis 1as. don.e tq See whether they were com-

p ;eting thei r education pri orto or rer enteri ng the. ins ti tut; on" " ~( was 

found .th~t41percent o~ the mal.ean\45 percent" of the. female~~rtlclpants 
had completed ~hei:r hfghschooleduc'!ttonafter belng inca:rcerated,.Thi s 

. ··would'ai~t~rt6'indi'cate a high level of motivation on the. p.artof 'college " . .' " "'~1~~+ -":': ,. - . . I 

partitipa'nts to complete thej r high School education. It i s ~ unfortunately; 

tmpossJ,bletc) determinewhet/1erdesi re to enroll .. incollege classes motivated 

thecompletionoftheGED or whether enrollment in coll~ge simply followed 
o 

" 
o 

! 
I 
I 

" . 
. ,': 
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completion of the~GED because ofaperceived'lack of other alternatives,; " 
, ("h)< , coo 

As can beseentn Table 6, 9}') of theOmen and 10 of the women in the college 
, .. ' 0 Pc < <.. 

,group" had .tak~n some college work :J pri~r to entering thei nst'iftuti on. In 
_ ..' ~ 0 

~ , 
:~fact, 34 ·ofthe men and 2,,,of the women had completed college degrees prior 
- .' '" -,. . 0(.(' . 0 

"r9 "."" \) o 0 
~ . o'\J@~ toentertng thehinstitution. 

. ~ 

Although records" were sketchy in thi s area,!) the number of hours'lof 
o Q 

c' 

8 ~ 

college work compl eted by ,parti cicl?antswhil e they were in.,carcebat~d was 
, '"' " . ,C1 

" ,. _" d 

o 

, . 0 

determineq ·from!\Pre...:ParoleProgress Report"s, when possible. Information 
a 

was available for 351 of the participants. Figure 1 shows that 88'p,ercent "" 
~ a Ii 

of the males and 97 percenfbf the femal es. had compl etedatl east on~ fy,1,l ~ti[j: 
s~mester, or',12 hours, oP'llege0cOurse workwhi;e in~he institu~ion. Jt' ,"co '0 

o 

(J .. C 

o 

is propabie that the number of Iiours actually completed is higherothan rep.or'fed:~ .f? '(l 
.\."{ 

si nce there. i soften a time 1 ag in recording program informati o"n ;n i nmate Q 

.., 8 

~jles. At least five of the participants, completedanAADegree while incar- o ~ 6 

'P' 0 ~ 

cerated. 11 (Jhis numbero has i.ncreased stnce this data was collected.); 
" 

An imp0rtant" question about the college program ;s whether an inmat: Who 
, " 

is transferred from one instttuti'on to another i's ab i e to continue hi S' or her " 

college course work. Therefore, records were exami,ned to determine, What hap-
'. (j. 

pened to those persons who were (transferred while enrolled in the college 

program.Unfortunately~thisinformation was available for only a very small 

number ofpartici panti; Sa of the men,and 11 Gof the women . Of the 88 men for 
o 

whom(§)infprmation was avail aDl e, i'twasfound. that 64 (73%) who had b~eentrans:-
, . 

"ferr.ed did conti'nl::lethe college program at the receivingoinstitution. It can 
.),1 

probably oeassumedthatsome who"did riot. continue electednot to.do so. All 
, j a -0 ~!'. 0 ' . . , 

eleven of the women for whom information was avai'la,ble continued the 
, , ~~. 

program following transfer. Since transfersa.re usuallY avoided s \jl~~f possible~ 
,,. 
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TABLE 6 

NUMBER OF SEMESTERS PRIOR TO INCARCERATION 
;J 

, Semesters 

0-2 

2 4 

4 - 6' 

more than °6 

Degree' 

o 

\\ '. 

a 

)} d . 

I 
j 

o 

Male 

N % 
a 

30 30.9 

17 

12 

4 

34 

97 

o 

17.5 

12.4 . 

4.1 

35.1 " 

100.0 

o 

N 

2 

3 0 

2 

1 

2 

10 

% 

20.0 

30.0 

20.0 

10.0 

20.0 

100.0 

D 

N 

.32 

20 

14 

5 

36 

107 

Total 

b 

% 

29.9 

18 .. 7 ,0 

13.1 

4.7 

33.6 

100.0 
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NUMBER OF SEMESTER HOURS COMPLETED WHILE INCARCERATED, 
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Compl eted Less Than One Semester t!_ 

Completed 0V~ to Two Semesters o 

~'ompl eted More Than' Two" Semesters 
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(e 

reasons for the inter-i'nstitutional transfers were also of some concern. 
U . n 

~ d' G 

It was found that most of the transf~rs occurred because of changes in 

security status, and the vast majority were to less secure facfiities. 
D 

The finding that most participants who were transferrod were .able to con-

tinue in the callege program is prabably due to the fact that, at mast 
1P 

instituti ons, every effort ;-s made no~ta ,transfer a parti ci pant duri ng 
o 

the semester. This policy makes continuationaf callege"wark much more 

feasible and should be continued and emphasized in arder ta"makecpartici-
~ 0 

" pation in the college program, a reasonable alternative" in progreamming~ 
o 

There was al so, some interest expressed i.n the types of i nstituti onal 

assignments college participants had at the various institutions. Appar-
Q 

'" ently, opinions vary as to whether college p~}t;cipants are given the ~ost 
() ~ 

desirable ar the le",ast desi'rable jobs af"the institutions. For inst~nce, 

a large number of inmates surveyed by the authors of "Carrectional Educat1,an 

P'rograms for Inmates"5 stated th~t two primary motives far enrolling in col­

lege classes were to, avoi.~ unpleasant work assignments and to get out of thee ,> 

o 

cellhause. Therefare,recards were examined to, determine what assignment 

each persan held for the longest time. while enrolled in callege. Once again, 
" 

infarmation was nat available far the entire sample. Only 276 of the men's 
, . 

records and 39 of the women's records specified their institutional assign­

ment, and a small number had no ass; gnment. There seems to De no trend taward " 

ane type of assignment given inmates in the college program. According to 

Central Off; ce" recards, the most conmon assi gnments forre( mal e students included 
o 

foad services, clerical, ma'tritenance, industri'al services, persanal services 
~ ~ 

such as teacher' sa ide sand 1 ega 1 aides, and j an ito ri a 1 wark . Far women, the 
(."\ 

mast common assignments were faod services, clerical, and janitarial.~.Whether 

a o 

.' 'I" 

ell 
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(j 

r0 
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t,j 

o 

'\\ o 

<> 

the assignment was full or part-time was also, difficult to determine, but 
o. 

it appe~rs that ~he majbrity of ,the omen had full-time) assignments in addi-

tion to attending classes, while lJlost" of th~ women worked part-time and 
II " ' 

attended cl asses' part-time. 

, 
Partkipation in Other Programs 

;.1 

Whileo;it is nat possible to, determine the full impact af the callege 
o::c ~ f.I 

pragramoupan~a person's li'fe after release from the institu~'i~n,':)ane af the 
D (} 

purposes of this study was to follow-up participants to see what had happened" 

~Iaethem after releas~."The impact af the college pragram can be af~ected, 
~ ~ 0 ~ 

fiowever, "by ,participatian' in other programs ''during incarceration. For \\rlstance, 
• 0 , 

vac~tl0nal training coyld certainly enhance'a person'r$ prabability of success 
" n 

an pa~ole, as cauld the understanding ~ained fr~m counseling. o 

u lnrnate r~cords were, therefore ~ examl ned to, determi [Ie how many of the 
~ , 0 (I (, 

college pqrticipants had alsp participated in vacational educatian training 

or ather pragrams whi'l eincarcerated. The re6ards afllO (26~~) of the ~en 

and.46 (~%I of t~~:w~~ i~drcated that ~~~h~ been fo a vocational edu­

catlan program durlng the t)me that thE!Y were \\;ncarcerated.\. This is an 

extreme Iy high percentage, esPlidally cons ider~ pg the s~~rCi'~y of informati on 
§ I 

in t h:. ~eco~~s. In a surVey conducft)'d In Novtber, 1980, 6 "~n Ill, 22 perfent 

af the , nmates surveyed reportedhav1.ng partidipated in vacati(orl'al educati on 

pragramS'. The mast pap~lar vacatianal prog~aJsfar'fmen in the c~nege pro-
, q I 

gram were welding, 9rafting,'arld'electrical ~9rk. The majority of the women {) 

had been i'n the business and ,QffJce pragram. i\ . 

Records were al so, checked to attempt td d,~termin~~ how many per~Ohs had 
rl It 

participated in;athe~l,9raups tn thee institutioirh I~ o/a~Toun(L that 42 percent 

o . ~ II 
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. \\ , 
of the males and 52 percent of the females hag'sQme indication on thei r 

records that they had participat~d in group c~unseling duri~g their incar­

'cerati on. In additi on, 550' percent of th~ me1i and 69 percent of the w9men 

had participated in other groups in th€ insdtution, such "as AA, Seventh ® 

Step, Jaycees, or other grOl(ps. These hi gh nates" Of Ugroupparti cipati on 
-, (I D 

may be indi catorsbf a hi gh level o~ moti vation among cOllege pa rti ci pants. 
.0 

lnsti tuti onal Adj ustment 
rr!- ) 

In a report issued in 1979 by the U.S. 
() \~ 

Departrrent of Justice,7 admi~is-

aSk~ whetheYl' educat.i ~n° has a tratorsof twenty educational programs were 
,(' 

pO'$itive i'mpact on institutional adjustment. oo~lie majority (13) fel~t __ that" Ii' 0 
o 0 ' t;.~/ -II ~ 

• 0 '. 0 I: 
there was a positive impact; howeverc ' this feeling war\\based on informal /' 

fee.dback rather than any empi ri cal evi dence. To test "tti s assumpti on fori 
o 

Kentucky's program, records of participants were ch~cked cf~~ incicfent reports 

and loss of good time. Whether or not a person recei ves i nci~ent repor~ts is 
". 

often used as an indicator of adjustment to prison life. It should be remem-
. '~ 

bered, though, that pol i cies for issuing disci pl fn~ry incident reports vary 

from institution to institution. In the college group, 25 percent of the 

," men and 43 p~~cent of the Wbmen had notrecei vedany inci dent reports whi! e 

)they were fncarcerated. Of those who had received incident reports, most 
. ~. t~ . . 

had received only one or two, and the vast majorjty of these were 'in Gate~ory 
';" 

1 or 2,whfch would indicate that they were for relatively minor infractions. 
,;.~ - .1 

,~ 

Very few of the people\\in the college pr,ogra~ rad an incident report in the 
1'1 c.-<'~ r;F:.J, .' 

more serious categories. Where information on dateswas'avail able, there 
~;/ 

seemed to be a slight decrease in the number of incident reports received 

after entering the college
o 

program when comRlJredto tile nUlllper',tec::eived prior 
,. 1/ 

to enteri'ng col h~ge .. 
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'0 

Another commonly used indicator of institutional adjustment is whether 
~\ Q 

or not a person has lost good time or has, been awarded meritOrious 900~ time. Q 

Of the 485 persons in the college program, a total of 163, or 34 percent, had 
\\. "" " 

reCEpved mentorlous "good time during their incarceration., ThE;!,.receipt .qf 
.j\ .• -. , ' . l') (j G /1 ~h. 

~r'\to~us 9?Odnt~'me,howeve~r, varies greatly frQ~~ institution to inst1
B
tu-

tl0n\ an~ thf~ information shaul d be interpreted cautiously. For example; 

at K5iR, 41 percent of the college part'icipants had received some meritorio~s 
:1 ()-'~ 

good :itime ; while, at DBCDC, nbne of the participants had received any mer'i-

toridus ·good time'. Th ~, "t." " th .. .,' :; . e var,a ,)on,n e amount of good time awarded is very 

possibly due to institutional pO.l,·c,"es rather than'. to t "" 

o 

ex reme vanatlons in . ",,' ,C-"t 
~j the p:PPltlati on. 

~ ;.f \ ? 
~oss of good time is usually reserved as a penalty for serious infrac-

tions'~ In the college group, 72 percent of the males. and 74 percen't of the 
','; 

fema 1 E~S had riot 1 ost any good time. Fot those who had lost good ti me, most 
~\ 

only ~ ost one or two mon~ths. "Data on \thether more ~pod time was lost pri or 

to or~after benning college was·sketchy since beginning college dateiwere 
,I 

diffiGult to determine. 'Where the dates w~re recorded i.t was found that 
~ ~ 

79, (7C~ males and 9 females) participants had lost good time before"they 

enter~;d the college program;;;- Whi'l,§l only '59 
Ii 

" 

(45 males and 5 females) had lost 

any gqod time after enterln~college.1j 

Post-Release :) 0 

Of th~ 485 parUcipants, 0 263 (54~.4%} had been released prior to June 
~J ) . , 

, 1980. ~i Most of this "group were released by parole (87%) ~nd the remainder 

"('13%)iiwere released by maximume~p'i"rati(m of eta d·t· 1 1 ' 

t il e c. ': 

o 

. s n enee, con 1 lona re ease, 
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o 

o 

o 
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" Thee averageotime served in the institution for:t,bose in the college 
, " "n "~,, 

program was 15.4rTio~ths. The average for mal es JAas 15.8 months; for females, 
~ '('1' 

"'0 12.4." Time serve'd Q;s ,based only on the 263 participants who ha~ been released 

"priQ,r to the~c'ollect;on of the data and is calculated deductHlg any time which 
o 

was spent 'out (m---J1~I9l}. Thi s 1S sl i ghtly shorter than the average time 
'0 ~~~ Q \'1 

, ' '" 8 0 
served for a sample of offenders released in 1978, which was 19.4 months. <:t •. .:: 

0" 
The time s~;rved bycollegeCpart;c;pants is particularly interesting in light 

!; \\ (i 

of the fact that they had i\pnger average sentences ,than t~e general popul ati on. 

Of prime ,interest is the ndmber of college part'icipants who,continue 

wonking toward a degree after leaving thei'1stitution .;, Unfo;tunate ly, 
'\) 

a ." "''', 
information was ,only available on 196 of the 263 released pp,rticipants. 

o " v 

-Of the 196 released partici.pants for whom information wasavailabl~, 79 

'(40%) continued thelr"college edUcation after ~elease (see Table 7), 
o 

This" is a substaTlBal number and is close to the 46 percent continuation' 

rate reported for Bce stud~nts in 1978. 9 
:::0, 

, a Post-release employment information WaS, Bvailablefor only 126 of the 
,0 

263 re 1 e.~sed pa rttl,pants . Acco rd},~ 9 to t: j sin fo ~a t i o,n, 62· (4 9~)' 0 f t ~e 
released offenders\~er,eemployed ~J;tjan unskilled job, while 44 (35%) were, 

",."C- -

employed in a ski l1ed job. Seventeen participants (13%) were employed in 
cO: ' q 

(~ 

either a professibn9;l 'o!, managerial job. Three participants (2%) were 
.0.'\ 

.currently enrolled in college full-time. ,Comparingcthis to employment data o 
o 0 ~ 

at the time Of Grrest, it can bes,een that there was a statistically sig-
b " . - . . 

" " nificantincr.ea,se in' the number of perSons emp~ 0lyed!ill,)ski 1 led, professional, 

and JHflnag(;!rial positions (see TaDle. ~l. 

.. Since theyaresorr~times\,lsed as a gauge ofsucces$ or failureo.f a 
i3 "," 

program, recidivism rates were calc'ulatedfor college participants. Only, 
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TABLE 7 

CONTINUED COLLEGE AFTER RELEASE' 
I~ 

~ 0 
.. G 

Not Reincarcerated , Rei ncarcerated 

White 

Otller 

Total 

R 
49 

21 

o 70 

~ 

based o~~ 1 easDes 

actual releasees264 
",\ 

o 

25.0,'i 0 

'10.7 

35.7 .. 

no informatiOn on 68 C'ases 
0, 
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TABLE 8 
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EMPLOYMENT LEVEL .DF COLLEGE' PART"ICIPANJS* 

Pre~IncatGeration Post-]ncarte~ation 

Type of, Job 

Unskill~d 

Skilled, Professional,.' 
or Manageri a 1 

,p 

% 

293 "66 .. 3\' 

14933:7 

o 

0. , 

. '~ 

c/O \) c 6 

% 

*Does not include~whol'e grodp due ,to ';,,;ss1,:151 inlqrmation. Alsq)~xclUdes 
full-time st,udent,s and those in the mnit'\3.~J,; how~ver,the percentages 
in these categories~reJl1ained simi,lar~ G: 00 

<i'Chi-square significant at .O! level. , 
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26 of tDEt 263 re,le~ed participants (9.9%) were rei'ncarcerated within 24' 
. ,'I 

months after releaSe (22 males andl'~ females). Another 4 persons,'all 
~i. (} ~. 

mal.es, were reincarcerated more than 24 months after release,giving a 

total recidivism rate of, 11.4 percent. This figure is somewhat lower 
• Q ' 

,than tbestatewi.de recidivism rate, wMchis 12.2 per.cent for 1978 

r~leasees .10 It 1s, possible, however, that several more have been reig- 0 
D ... ~.(.~..' '., ":::< ~d 

(I ... ~~ 

carcerated since this~"'data wascollected.<, The average tirneout of the 
~' . -

instauti'on prior to reincarceration was 12 months for males and 16 months\? 
~ .' 

,j} 
~ for female"s.c This is,s.imilarto recidivists released in 1977 and 1978~ 

. for whom the average was ,.J1.5 rnonth,s. There was no relationship between 

cont1,nuing college after r.elease and re,Cidi.vi\~m. 
. (.;9- '" • 

of both those who continued college and those who 
II , 

reincateerated. 
r!J.J 

Approximately 11 percent 

dJd not wereeventua lly 

Concern has been e~pressed ~bout the number of p,F!rsons who have been 
(I (l . l'l 

in llile colle~,e program while incarcerated who are released and subse'quently 

r~turned to the institution~ and re-'en~ol1in the"college progr~m.To obtain 
'" 

, ,Qata pn thi s phenomeno.t;I" academIc principals Were contacted and asked whether 
'I') I;' 

u @ . ,-:-;. c. 

any of those i denticiied as, recJ'divi sts hadre-entered the college Rlrogramo. 

Only'three of the males and one Of the females who had returned were ide~ti-
; .... '. '.~ ,(f ',' .". ' "Cl. ' .. "', ' . . 

fted .as havtngre ... enteredthe college program at KSR
c 
or KCIW • 

'" Due to the.smaTlnumberof reci'di:vi..sts, it was i'mpossible to do any 

,meani'ngful anal'ysis which could provide i'nformationoh specl~ic",aspectsof 

the program \'Il1ich could be correlated with success after release. Likewise, 
. . . 9 

'0 "u 

no comparisonscoul d be rnacle' between persons who hadal so part; cipated 'in 
. . . . . - '. , ~ . . 

¢ vocational educati,pn or other-programs and those who had not. 
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Conel U"S1 ons and Recotnmendation~ 
ri:( 

Based on the fi.ndings of this study~ the following conclusions and 
~ 0 

recommendations are presented: 

The inmate college. program is "a reasonable alternative to other 
"institutional offerings'and should be considered an integral part 
of the education program. 

The cost to the Bureau of maintaining the college program is 
relatively low and is probably .aslow case; or lower than avail"-
able alternatives. ,,' 

Until sucho,time as sufficient_ vocational programs or other 
opportunities are developed, 'efirollment i'n coll ege courses . 
is probably the most reasonable option avail able to Offenders 
who have completed their secondary level education. 

Although it is unlikely thatoffering"a Ba&helor" of Arts or 
SCience Degree at the in'stitution will become. feasible in 
the near future, consideration should be given to expanding v 
course offerings where possible. 

The informal policy which discourages transfers of college 
students during a semester should be cl~a~)y defined and_ 
formalized. Transfers sho~ld be limited to'those necessary 
for secl.J~ity purposes. 

To facilitate futur.e evaluations,irimate .records should document. 
the date of en rollmenti n thet college program; semesters enroll ed, 
and hgurscompleted. If possible, a transcript s'/1ould also be 
included. 

.G c, 

Participants in the college program shouldregejvepr~-t~elease 
counseling to help them enrol 10 in a continuing educatlon pro­
gram following releaSe whenever desired and appropriate. To 
facilitate this procedure,a<Haison shOUld be established 0 

with the admissions offices of Kentultky's colleges and un;ver-
6ities. ; 
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