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'_ABSTRAcT;“f‘

Through May of 1980 485 offenders had part1C1pated 1n’the coTTege program

for 1ncarcerated offenders The1r f1Tes were stud1ed to obta1n background and _

t1tut1onaT 1nformat1on.' In add1t1on, paroTe off1cers were contacted for ‘

post -release 1nfonnat1on on those offenders who rad been’ reTeased ,Theamaaor
f1nd1ngs»of th1s research are: 0w | \kvﬁ' S s
e; c’; There is wide var1at1on in how the’coTTege program “f1ts 1ntd o
@ totaT 1nst1tut1ona] programm1ng »cﬁ e B :;'c
o ”'.f\Cost to the Bureau of Correct1ons to. support the coTTege program
' ' o‘fhas been reTat1veTy Tow.}\,“ L _‘QQT k ;
{ e Fema]es are over represented in the program.v ;f’s_io‘“ ‘ »
fci - 7
| u‘.‘»Average sentences were Tonger than compar1son groups s but average
- - time served was shorter. ‘f)»‘ e Lo 10 L
°. »Cr1m1na] h1stor1es of coTTege part1c1pants were s1m11ar to the "_;ggg‘
“ e generaT popuTat1on Kl s -
: .:_Transfers d1d not seem to 1nterrupt part1c1pat1on to a s1gn1f1cant
= degree o ‘a” R
: . The vast majority of. students compTeted at Teast one semester of
‘;coTTege work wh11e 1ncarcerated ";w ‘ Amv“ i ‘ S
S SeveraT factors 1nd1cated thatgthe program part1c1pants were gt
hlghTy mot1vated 1nd1v1dua15._»‘s o ‘;‘U c , M i
:b There was no cTear pattern of types of 1nst1tut1ona1 ass1gnments
"g1ven to the coTTege group - a | ’:’; . E -
’ af;‘ There were 1ndQCut0rS that the program had a pos1t1ve effect on
v 1nst1tut1onaT adgustment 0. Ceri g f‘f”t-
J Forty percent of those for whom 1nformat1on was ava11ab]e cont1nued

. coTTege work after reTease.. : f':~,n, o -,~afiﬁ;;:,~a("': i*;”

i loyed
S There was a s1gn1f1cant 1ncrease in. the number ‘of persons emp b
':+‘1n sk111ed ‘semi- profess1ona1, and profess1onaT JObS after reTease.

s Vn;wi‘ The twenty four month rec1d1v1sm rate was 9 9 percent

The report 1ncTudes a br1ef summary of concTus1ons and recommendat1ons
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' IntrodUCtion e]~t~ ST e e b e

In 1973, KentUCky State Pen1tent1ary began offer1ng coTTege TeveT

-

cTasses for 1ncarcerated 1nmates These cTasses were offered sporad1caTTy

:and‘were taught at the Pen1tent1ary by facuTty from Murray State Un1vers1ty

5 The cTasses became 1ncreas1ngTy popuTar, and)1n 1975 Murray State was gnven

: f des1gned to prov1de 1nmates an obportun1ty to earn an Assoc1ate of Arts Deg

”,wh1Te 1ncarcerated

l:a two-year grant to deveTop a coTTege program for 1nmates

u‘program was assumed by the Bureau of Correct1ons

f,”Un1t has been asked thevaTuate th1s program.

ree

When the or1q1naT grant exp1red fund1ng for the coTTege

N1

To date e1ght of Kentucky s correct1ona1 fac111t1es have offered some

tiftype of coTTege program, and through June 1980 nearTy 500 1nmates have'

o

NS ; 7fpart1c1pated The coTTege programs5are bas1caTTy of two types on- s1te aqd

‘¢?;,,was 1n1t1ated

'fni1nst1tut1ona1 programmung var1es from 1nst1tut1on to 1nst1tut1on

‘ngjnstxtut1ona1 a551gnment

3 study reTease. On s1te programs are those 1n wh1ch facuTty from nearby

Y

coTTeges and un1vers1t1es teach cTasses w1th1n the 1nst1tut1on The study

: (5'fre1ease program 1s ava1Tab1e for 1nmates who quaT1fy for m1n1mum secur1ty

‘status and aTTows themOto attend cTasses on thefun1vers1ty campus. TabTe 1

7k:;shows the type\s) of program ava1TabTe at each 1nst1tut10n and the,date each

a0 SO

i Sl e T SR o1~j, R

) RS : : ".:
Uy . : *

The way 1n thCh the 1nmate coTTege program 1s 1ntegrated 1nto the totaT

'7at10n 1n the coTTege program can e1thef be con31dered in T1eu of a reguTar.:ff

At Dan1eT Boone Career DeveTopment Center, for’jfi

B

The program Was -
e

Part1c1pa-.» ;

ThetResearchrand EvaTuat1on_ft

"‘j'f1nst1tut1ona1 ass1gnment or may be cons1dered an add1t1on to the reguTar yfg,ftf'h

1k;?1nstance attend1ng coTTege fuTT t1me 1s cons1dered to take the pTace of agafiﬂ i

i
i
i
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S b " STARTING DATES OF COLLEGE PROGRAMS ey jﬁf e e 1,

S T i o e f\’”? f ” ;“ B o SR On=Site . - o e N Study-Release i L :

' o S . - Date - College . . ; - Date B L S R =

ot

o T e Institutdon o * Involved .. Initiated ¢ - Involved - o Initiated,

: o

o . . Kentucky State ' ”v‘HMurraijtate'UniVErsityf | ~ Fall, 1975 B BEFE R R T IR o .
Mo s b e penitentiary L » 5 R T | |

i _ Kentucky State . Jefferson CommunityéCo11ége_', Spring, 1977 . f;,_,i:,'  e T o] R R L :
' - Reformatory . - . O TR : L o L o FREEE ! ~ ' ' T

‘]
i

iy . Blackburn Correc-  Eastern Kentucky University ~ Fall, 1976 University of Kentucky Spring, 1976 STk EET
S ' tional Complex. R R R LT e o SN - S L , _ ,

o

&

f° Kentucky Correc- ~ Jefferson Community College ”nginb,“1977k_‘IJEfférsonTCOmmuhityfCo]]ége ~ spring, 1976*
o tional" Institution LS T e g o L ’ e LI e L ’ : RS

for‘ W()meﬁ i e . 5 . o : ) ‘ o : . ’ o ;{ o o ' s N ‘ v - i ; . . ‘
. T 0 o : e O ’ . Yy ’{w s : : C e E Ry ' 7

o .

L Frankfort Career  Kentucky State University - Summer, 1977  eme- SIS : e
0 Development Cemter = . o B e L R L
;Rbedérer Farm Cehtérj EaStern Kehtucky:Univer51£§‘   Sbrigg;r1978uf ;~’,  R S R e L ? —ies

oL BelCounty

a_LinCS]h Mgmoria];UnfverSfty5ﬂj Fa11,‘1978 S ;7-;7 - B P e i s

ne & i

i - o 5

LN

e .ot o e Daniel Boone Career 0 =-e= S . eeew o “" Thomas More College ospring, 1977 o} ox o s
i Development Center o o e T T
I e ) e N e D

.. *Existed only twd semesters
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? g instituti nal assiom t° At Kentuck coz rect1ona1 Inst1tut1on for ” 2 ‘ ; Lk : a 4 '
oo - regular institutional assignmen Vg | %//, R I : In cases where full tuition cannot b8’ covered through either of these
| 3 even thou h an 1nmate ma attend co1- L N o e
} Homer and Kentucky State Penitentiay, I y 2 . ~ . -~ . DMeans, the Bureau of Corrections prov1des support to co]]eg%Rpart1c1pants
| - a]so ha e at 1east a art1a1 work assign- . ¢ .
i ,1998 full t1me, they Will generally v P 9 N : A The cost to the Bureau for the college program is re]at veTy Tow. For ‘the
’ ~ Stat Refor ator 5 Roederer Farm Cehter, > ' "
ment in the institution. At Kentlcky e matory. g / EOU i f1sca1 year 1978-79, expend1tures tota]ed $17, 482 and 1n 1979-80, the total

'§~ K ‘ 1 attendance does not
3 ‘a"d B]ackburn Correctional bomp1ex fU]] t1me €0 ege was $23, 549 Dur1ng the fall, 1979 and spring, 1980 semesters, a total of

[

' rk assignment in tﬁe 1nst1tut1on o : e , ,
~ excuse one from also hav1ng a fU11 time work gnmen 6%) 263 offenders were enrolled %n the program, esu]ting in a cost to the Bureau
4 e ,

and Frankfort Career evelo ment v , ‘ v ’ . S
Res1dents " BE]] County Forestry Camp ' o P v . ~ Of appr0x1mate]y $89 per pupil per semester At one t1me, a un1que arrange-
t t1me in the even1n s, and attendance o PR B co
}Center usuaT]y 2F1y attend co]]ege par h g ﬁ , o : ‘ - ment for fund1ng the co]]ege program was worked out’ between Kentucky Correc-
at co]]ege is in add1t1on to the1r regu1ar fu]] time WOrkHass1gnment VV : . e ‘ . o S

: ,G;;ﬁg, , 5 t1ona1 Inst1tut10n for Women and the ]oca1 Business and Profess1ona1 WOmen s
The funds for the inmate co(dege program come from various sources P s

S

C]ub and the c]ub prov1ded monetary support for the “inmate co]]ege program

,Interv1eWS with academic pr‘”CTPB]S at. the 1nst1tut1ons or other persons Th1s comb1nat1on of available fund1ng programs has enabled many inmates who
- e who were in charge of the academic Program 1ed to the conc]us1on that staff S - o _7es were prev1ous1y unab]e to attend co]]ege to cont1nue the1r educat1on wh11e

| el ‘p were extreme1y support1ve and encouraged students to obta1n funds. through | el | : o incarcerated, s - ’ :

e the Bas1c Educat1ona1 OPPOrtkp1ty Grants Program. A]so some students are . v g | S A]though cr1terta for’p;rt1c1pat1on i the co’]ege program oy varyc

a

,;? o co]]e e educat1on The Bas1c R e :

S 91191b]e for VA benef1ts to pay for the1r 9 ~ . FEES T B . from 1nst1tut1on to 1nst1tut1on, they generally include at least an inter-
s e , or BEOG, is a federa11 funded o QIR SR - B TR o . ‘

; o Educat1ona1 Opportun1ty Grants Program r o . : 2 = ' e v1ew by a screen1ng,comm1ttee composed of the academ1c pr1nc1pa1 the inmate's

5 e program Th1s program e orlg1na11y des1gned to‘a1d theoch11dren Of Tow ‘h S ie‘;"; 7 caseworker the super1ntendent or an appo1ntee of the super1ntendent and
'?éé ‘:‘49 o | ncome fam111es 1o obta1n1ng a co]lege educatnon The cr1ter?a for® obta1n-‘J L b i _,'0_, ‘; L ;'ﬁ another person represent1ng the 1nst1tut1on ' Each 1nst1tut1on screens pros-
| S 1ng BEOG funds, however, have been mod1f1ed and now- v1rtua11y a11 1nmateser “cy s ‘ ?; T pective: part1c1pants d1fferent1y, depend1ng on the ava11ab111ty of the pro-“~
e can qua11fy for such fundlng BEOG genera]]y pays ha]f ‘the cost of tu1t10n‘ ﬁ,@: & 1o "’:,‘ v ,‘eh«"'h,‘ gram and the nUmber of students that the program can accommodate One bas1¢h

to cove the other ha]f of the tu1t1on‘ '
and i many cases the 1nmate 15 ab1e : R : o R requ1rement common, to. a11 of the 1nst1tut1ons 1s that in order for a student
S o rsona1 funds. With the current‘.u*‘,~ ISR PSRN A CillE ] k
o S ﬂd,and ‘cost of. books'through VA benef1ts or_pe T N to receive co1]egercred1t for c]asses attended he or she must have obta1ned
o Oeconom1c stress, it can be expected that at 1east some of- these sources of . SRR S s }

A g AR B o

a hwgh school d1p]oméqor a GED certificate.

IR re, but a surve of the academ1c o e AT e ~ o |
RO v fund1ng W1]] be e11m1nated 1” the near futu € y IR TR | , PSR R Se]ect1on cr1ter1a and standards for part1cnpat1ng 1n the study re]ease

e

o pr1nc1pa15 revea]ed that on]y the e11m1nat1on of BEGG runds wou]d have a

,i g CE e : F S program are more str1ngent than those for the on s1te programs and are des- -
i : t e pro: ram; S R - g?e' e L e P e ,t"*° 0 .
= Tyt 519"1f1cant 1mpaCt on the. pyog S e e e T R L B R cr1bed fully in Sect1on 605 .02 of the Interna] Management D1rect1ves for the. ;s
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These directives inCTude such factors as time remaining te serve

and séCu?ity restrictions ~In add1t1on to the standards set forth by the

: Bureau dr Correct1ons, the 1nd1v1dua1 coTTeges and/or un1vers1t1es wh1ch

. of course Teads to- some repet1t1on of courses Ly

the bas1s of the1r transwerab111ty to other 1nst1tut1ons and schooTs

fac111ty

'tut1on and to ensure cont1nu1ty in the program

- Scheduling courses can aTso present prob]ems due to secur1ty routines.

' suppTy the Research and EvaTuat1on Un1t w1th 11sts of aTT coTTege pe_>

. offer classes at the 1nst1tut1ons may impose other spec1f1c standards for

attendance These criteria may 1nc1ude m1n1mum test scores on standard1zed

measures and/or competency tests

5

- Since the purpose of the 1nmate college program is to PPOVidé a basic

‘educat1on “most oazthe courses offered at the 1nst1tut1ons are seTected on

ThTS‘

& s
is done to ensure that a student will not encounter frustrat1on in attempt1ng

to continue his/her coTTege educatxon after release from the correct1ona1

Dy

{9
~cuTt due to the fact that courses offered are dependent on the ava11ab111ty

a -

of part -time 1nstructors who can come to the 1nst1tut1on
subJects such as chem1stry, are v1rtua11y 1mposs1b]e to offer in an 1nst1tu—
t1ona1'sett1ng due to secur1ty risks and Tack of appropr1ate equ1pment

‘Since

the 1nst1tut1ons cannot poss1b]y offer a11 courses for: every student gener-

'a11y an attempt 1s made to offer courses wh1chvare most benef1c1a] to the-

Targest number of students who have expressed 1nterest in: the program .

To obta1n the data for th1s report academ1c pr1nc1pals were asked to

1c1- '

pants

‘and the resu1t1ng data was converted toa mach1ne-readab1e form for ana]ys1s

@

e : o S L -

i i i e e e e, * \ e L : i S
: dyj = B . B . - - : e et it

Every attempt 1s made to offer a var1ety of courses-at the 1nst1-

Th1s, however, can be d1ff1- ,

Central 0ff1ce records were then exam1ned for re]evant 1nformathon:_r

Of course certa1na

t o

ar

®

’ 65 or 13.4 percent were fema1e

3 tut1ons is 96, 5 percent male and 3.5 percent femaTe

4and 28 5 percent non—wh1te

' popuTat1on in Kentucky) 7

w® ) : @

e L .
) il | o 9
Jf a ’ B I3 !
B VoL
: ) : "'m : i
DemodraphTCEInfOrmaticn | = | : <
v Accord1ng o the |Tists received, through the end of the spring Semester

3 of 1980 485 1nmates had part1c1pated in the coTTege program at ewght 1nst1-

tutwons, 263 of these peopTe had been reJeased when the data was coTTected

Four hundred and twenty, or 86 6 percent of the participants, were maTeo and

The general popuTat1on of Kentucky 1nst1-

It can be seen, there—

IR

fore, that ther( has been a high proport1on of fema]es in the coTTege‘program

Wh11e~theah1 h roporti
g p p rtion of fema]es E?y be due to more 1nterest on the part

of women, 1t may also be an 1nd1cator of more emphaS1s on”the coTTege program_

at the women ‘s 1nst1tut1ons or it may ref]ect a lack of availability of

,aTternat1ve programsf

@

The rac1aT composition of the student popuTat1on was 71 5 percent wh1te

Th1s is 1dent1ca1 to the totaT 1ncarcerated

- The average age of both maTe and fema]e coTTege part1c1pants is 29. 7 ‘

years BTack males . are’ s]1ght1y older, w1th an: average ‘age of 31 years

A more deta1Ted ‘age breakdown 1s shown in TabTe 2. The coTTege samp]e .

: appears to be slightly o]der than those in the MMAI and the KCIw2 stud1es ’

o it was 26 years

‘ -for some t1me

- men and 81. 5 percent of the women were not marr1ed

e The med1an age of maTe respondents to the MMAI was 24 years and for fema]es

These f1gures represent age at admlss1on however wh1Te »‘

- those for the co]]ege group are for re51dents who have been 1ncarcerated

The med1an age of. re31dents at K"IW 1n February, 1980 was 27

At the t1me of their redease. from the 1nst1tut1on,

’(VJ~’

70 2 percent of the 3

Th1s breakdown of mar1-‘

b'::ba] status s s1m1]ar to what was found in the MMAI sample wh1ch showed 76

&

e e
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a Sehcent ofithe males and ‘90 percent of the femafeS'unmarried at the time

By

[ TABLE 25,

o ¥

“ of adm1ss1on to the institution. The d1fferences may be due to the way

e g T T
o
R

AGE BREAKDOWN OF COLLEGE PARTICIPAhTS ° , . ' S R , in wh1ch the 1nformat1on was obtained. It is also possible that marital /
B s ‘ S ’ g 5 ‘ P . . o status var1es accordlng to“ the age ot the res1dent Untortunately, marl—
‘ 3 e L, S > MaVe Female . , Total - L b oo . )
s e : c vo L - a tal statuss at adm]ss1on was not retorded for the college group. Mohe‘than
U Age = N N 2 N 3 . L
Q ‘ = : : . k ha]f (56%) of the men and<35 percent, of theywomen in the co]]ege program
S 21 or Tless o 9 1.9 3 .6 127 . 2.5 o .
| ’ - o , ‘ : o o, : : . ﬁreported they had no ch11dren. o . , T ‘
22te30 252 52.0 o .41 8.5 293  60.4 -

« ) 16 23 144. 59 7 . : o Tab]e 3 shows that, for the co]]ege group, at°the time of arrest, 64
31'te 39 128 264 1 3.3 SO b
' ” - , S : — 0° . e g s o a ; percent of the men and 74 percent of the women whq held jobs were emp]oyed
i ? - 40 oy Cldep o031 6.4 9 dd o6 1.5 &
R N B : ‘ ‘ o ‘ ‘ in unsk111ed occupat1ons~ 29 percent“of the males and. 25 percent of the
Sl oo 420 "86.7 65 13.4 485 100.0 0

7 e S k e - | , ' ; | females were in sk1]1ed profess1ons Five percent of the males and two

© . . Es S o i » B i o

. E . X : ; . SR . N
p 7 o , AT | o ) 7 B . percent of the females were in professional or ﬁénager1a1 pos1t1ons, and

dl

- ‘ S ' = AR . - , ~ less_than three percent were employed in other areas. ' T

[+

e o _“ T f RN ’ 4o " In data 6011ected‘on’the'MMAI,'a§ﬁﬁ§$cent of the inmates who were

Q
=]

T E o g R e S R ' L ~ employed at the time of arrest were classified as having uhskt]]éd‘jObs;
i ’ i o u”;' R | , R 1 | - as theirelast employment, 44 percent were in sktj]ed jobs, 10 percent in ;
Sl ‘ E ER AR e ‘ : : ~professional or mahager%al‘po;itions ‘and 8 percent in other occupations.
‘o: S ‘3’~'- k R ;'d | , ‘:‘ : i 1 : = d S | . . o In the MMAI sample, 30 percent of the reSpondents were unemp]oyed at the
o | %, ccel ! e "1t . | e : - B el & Lo B , "A ‘ time of‘thetr ahrest It is probab]y safe to assume that a comparab]e D
jfhag o km - S h1' Q'co'f. :;h, S  d R h ~ﬁ? | :]V"»' o : ‘ . ~kf‘ “"; i 4'number of the co]lege part1c1pants were a]so¢unemp1oyed o o

. ", B R 'h"' R ;ﬂ‘ o “ e o e o o, et The data wou1d seem to 1nd1cate that the co1]ege part1c1pants héd very

SR T B e e T T T e T R L R B R s poor emp]oyment backgrounds This contention is substant1ated by the fact‘

Ca ,“hl,ie‘ A I e R e B AP N _;V‘d. RO N R that for the 291 co]Tege part1c1pants for ‘whom data was ava1]ab1e 61 per- .
| C L Sl . t o ‘_vf@;iih,‘ i cent of the ma] s and 48 percent of the fema]es who had he]d more than one

~;g;;;;?ri»'a“; F "»;di~ f‘fi ?.‘*f; oy AT '?’_d ihhfh j JOb had a h1story of frequent JOb changes (more often thhn everythe1ve

cricc i ;”v" ‘ ph" el gl o s ”l‘h,'~t"«~_ L,/ ;~;,;_f-J;‘% . PR e e e R months) 5 :'%giJ -@1 R c“;
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'c~'unsk111ed

,kSk111ed

L Profess1ona1

- 8 : FRRR
LR

'33 missing cases.

= student

Total

"'ManagerJaT-

g

'TABLE 3

CLASSIFICATION OF LAST JOB ';;““

4:‘3'&

Fema]e

@ u ) 5,

‘ﬂ‘ep'jﬁ;fj vva'.ﬂ{' ‘7%

‘49 42
14

R

395 99.9

e e onal
Z?‘Ve e o -

2%.6
.7
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"flnt,f Cr1m1na1 H1story :

"71 conv1cted of vxo1ent cr1mes

e Table 4)

! .-(D"

The op1n1on has been expressed that the co]]ege program m1ght attract ,“

a dlsprOport1onate share of drug offenders because of the1r youth and pos-

3 s1b1e 1nterest 1n cont1nu1ng educat1on

Q-

e wh1ch part1c1pants were<conv1cted dogs not support th1s hypothes1s, hOWever

An dxam1nat1on of the cr1mes for .

' As shown 1n Tab]e 4 more than half of ‘the men 1n the co]]ege group had been ,

An unusua]ly h1gh number of women had a1so

been conv1cted of v1o1ent cr1mes (35A) s‘Property cr1mes accounted for the

"rconv1ct1ons of 22 percent of the men in the samp?e and 48 percent of the

women

ﬂ7'v1cted of drug re]ated cr1mes In add1t1on,‘9 percent of the men were

~1 carcerated for sex cr1mes The rema1n1ng 5 percent of the men and women

'1 Were conv1cted of m1sce11aneous other cr1mes

- d1fferent from those reported>by Nat10na1 Pr1soner Stat1st1cs3 for personse

o adm]tted to Kentucky 1nst1tdt1ons in 1977 do not 1nd1cate that a h1gh per-

,centage of drug offenders are part1c1pat1ng 1n the co]]ege program (see

&

Accordwng to NPS 35 percent of the men and 23 percent of the‘

women Were conv1cted of v1o1ent cr1mes The maJor1ty of both the ma]es .

o

v)153 and 51 percent respect1ve1y

f:of drug offenders adm1tted 1n 1977 is h1gher than the percentage 1n the
,ic01lege grouP ’e_‘p_l; ;[\{‘ mé ‘ e o

: It Was found that the sentences of the co]]ege group tended to be
7]onger than compar1son groups In fact the d§§rage sentence (exc]ud1ng

‘f11fe) of c011ege part1c1pants was 13 years for ma]es and 9 years for fema]es

‘« .Q

N _.'r)'v L

On]y 7 percent“of the men and 11 percent of the women had been con—:'

These f1gures, wh11e qu1te'ik‘

‘Vand females adm1tted 1n 1977 had been conv1cted of offenses agawnst property,

For both ma]es and femaTes, the percentage f?,,

L .
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;\V;e; h1story of offenders

e

s B g, S e U R L
R N L Rl Y ,~~:/j;7'

1978 and 4979/(4 years)4 and for fema]esylgga'
KCIW 1n February, 1980 (5 yearJ)

o,

0 males adm1tted 1n cerated at .

Wh11e the groups are not d1rect]y com-~

S

p&rab1e, such d1ffErences are otab1e -

i

&‘jﬂ- an attempt to exp]a1n part1c1pant§' ]onger sentence 1engths

It was found

Crtm1na1 h1stor1es of pa7t1c1pants Were' compared to other offenders in -

Lk e sy s

that 46 percent o? the co11ege group had pr1or fe]ony conv1ct1ons, a fact e

a 5:'7
wh1ch m1ght lead to the con71u51on that this wou]d account for the 1onger
SRR R = :
sentences However a comparabTe number of respondents to the MMAI a]so

had one or more prlg; fe1?my conv1ct1ons A]so the maJor1ty of both the_tt

| men and the w”men 1n the ¢o

or cr1me thus e11m1nat1ng mu1t1p1e counts or cr1mes as an explanat1on for

e

the d1fference 1n senten e 1engths It wou]d seem therefore that the h1gh

pr0port1on of v1o]ent crlmes is the most s1gn1f1cant determtnant of the sen-;

“‘;- 3 thease]ect10n crwter1aftor part1c1pant§<Wh‘Ch, in genera]

< N s S &
NI - j .

' offenders w1th‘d1stant
: &r ‘

baﬁo1e‘dates;“r ?-e?- ) e 7[,’ “11<jt?*~.' .
There has recentb

Y

e ¥ é

kn:'grecords were checkedk‘o+see 1f‘teere was any 1nd1cat1on of a drug or a]coho]
i
Ve

ap,iguana re]ated chm/s at some t1me ‘“An even h1gher pereentage, 41 percent of

As

Aiﬁ;abuse h1story own 1n nab]e 5 38 percent of the ma]es and 26 percent

: ff‘fof the fema]es had

1]ege program had been conv1cted on on]y One count‘i

g1VeS pr1or1ty tofdf~

been a® grgat dea] of 1nterest 1n the substance abuse jz'~

‘ Therefore pre—sentence 1nVest1gatlon reports and other_tf"

7h1story of mar13uana use or had been charged wwth mar1-efh;

JRTSRREA
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§ D e et e v;"‘~ | ';'fka~7,A]; L fiyh;7j?dh“_;;’ e%vj‘ft:'j_g_“:g f7f;fjpj"vr .ff,A‘ffyh abusg or prob]ems It shou]d be noted that drug and a1coho1 h1story 1nfor->f

TABLE 5 ' «'mat1on was based on whether such a prob]em was ment1oned 1n the pre sentence

PERCENT OF COLLEGE AND MMA GROUPS

R B i SR t;‘ de}ffrﬂf ,[7 ,vf‘?'f‘ifhz p__f';,f?}f_1nvest1gat1on report by evther the off1cer or the offender, or whether there *eiv
et e HAVING SUBSTANCE ABUSE HISTORY o O e o
: o Ll o @gj» SR Tl s R I b e L e was a h1story of a conv1ct10n for such a prob]em Compar1ng th1s 1nformat1on,;'

. G.,‘ " ‘. : rk,q:.“ . v ‘ / . ’ '
e B R Ma1e <i/ Fema]e‘ e b N ’,to that reported on the MMAI, we f1nd that 43 percent of th@ males and 46
J ‘ Col]ege MMAI - f;l 8 Co]1ege ”}LMMAIJ jfif:i ’r,jjf’;jgi,[_rjli",b B h,"Lwef;

SRR
i LM S R R ST TR

percent of the fema]es reported regu]ar uge of mar13uana Reports of reguTark _l,

"~§V'," d »,,‘fSubstance" PR i %;f‘]‘ : '% . }A"ﬂif}(~,,’%:kiyu=’p‘%ht;ff'f‘,_‘f‘f;j: iiftp'". ‘vy'efihf'“f-~»»n"}*f use of other drugs ranged from 8 percent to 17 percent for ma]es and from 12

p L R R T R - ‘ T o R s o
~Mar13uana f' S 8B 435»1i;;>:‘ ﬂe;;ﬁ_}?ﬁl, ~‘”,746; RS e e e e ,grjj,j‘percent to 28 percent for fema1es, depend1ng on the type of drug Requ]ar

| fOther Drugs e 7“»r41\55 o '17*t_?f"f i 7,'48f:-" 8T e e T a'fAif{ ’use*of‘a1coho] was reported by 24 percent of the ma]e and 12 percent of the
' . G e R e D R Sl e e S e T e D R R g v,
"(‘}.Alcoho] | L ﬂrj”;148;1 e ?4ff ?7"“';‘e ,AJ;A5 :5:1!}1237jv~l,'-“j\fj»fff." 8 S0 e l'f = Tf ,‘,'female MMAI respondents It wou]d seem, therefore, that even though they

e | \ '»_{ﬁ;;;;*~ ~‘;'i’*~fa 'a”ff%f;°~fhf5'ﬁf'»t - fr‘ 7”'gwh“f;°“,~'“eff‘iln-;aQ'Were not conV1cted of drug re]ated cr1mes the co]]ege part1c1pants had a fi"
~‘;,_t ‘f"_‘*Percentages report1ng regu]ar use of drugs ‘varied accord1ng to type~ﬂ]gA‘>f*?~5 s L af;'daf Afiﬁh gher 1nc1dence of 1nvolvement w1th "hard" drugs and a1coh01 S1nce the ,'?7 :
E L R e e) drug Th1s 1s the h1ghest percentage reported e R e e \

N LT e v,*MMAI f1gures are based exc]us1ve1y on se]f-reports, however they may under~

e

I e S N Co e _est1mate 1nvo1vement Therefore, caut1on shou1d be exerc1sed 1n draw1ng
S e e R e e R e e T T e B B e R B el
I e T Y S e 'a“r;f”,,conclus1ons based on compar1sons w1th the co]lege group
g e e T B T e
. ' B T AT N L AR P "fy\;,‘3~_'PP0qram Informat1on ,“e«*.‘ ‘
| a@ f,‘F ] s ;*”', e *”é‘:;.lv,*“ f”f‘h‘ﬁ~,'»fvlf i7f”,‘ff‘Q Sl S ‘4>M”e%:;,:‘,k An atten t was made to determ1p
B g e S e R L e D T R e T Jzthe1r h1gh/schoo1 educat1on Th1s

Bt
i

e where the partnc1pahts had comp]eted
Was. done to see whether they were com- fi]<ggf7}'}}¢;;;,]'
. :A-J'ithrffvﬁ;7\7;-7ff>,~h7"h.5fﬁrh{c‘?;fo;;"5;51":-'fﬁhrrig f{'fi’;>;f g7téf[°fg~Hf éﬁ-;;iii’f;r'fg';Ta;7rfq?k,P1et1ng the1r educat1on prwor to oriafter enter1ng the 1nst1tut1on It was”hff}af55-7ii
L e P Lﬁ{“ffound that 41 percent of the ma]e an \45 percent of the fema1e part1c1pants g?f:'“

: “5.;fhad comp]eted the1r h1gh schoo1 educat1on after be1ng 1ncarcerated Th1s vifffhff;" ' ’;géﬁj

1ftnd1cate a h1gh 1eve1 of mot1vat1on on the part of co]]ege

n‘\:eiff[part1c1p‘;ts'to comp1ete thelr.h‘5h schoo1 educatlon : It 1s unfortunate]y, :i}fiffi 3

”?fii;1mposs1b1e to determ1ne whether de51re to enro]l 1n c011ege classes mot1vated

}“ufthe complet1on‘ofhthe GED or whether enro]]ment in co11ege s1mp1y fo]Towed [f;ff[fib;i :
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i was: avax]ab]e for 351 of the part1c1pants

. v‘ I} SRy R s %
semester or 12 hours, ofgz211ege course work wh11e 1n“the 1nst1tut1on v;t%n*

PR

co]]ege work comp]eted by part1c1pants wh11e they were 1ncarcerated was l : ;t

co11ege course work

S Ly
SR o SRR e

o . @ o gn,

S comp]et1on of the“GED because of a. perce1ved 1ack of other a1ternat1ves

L‘)Q o

As can be seen 1n Tab]e 6 97 of the men and 10 of the women 1n the co11ege i

¢ - SR oy

group had taken some co]]ege work pr10r to enterlng the 1nstrtut1on jIn_

fact 34 of the ‘men and 2 of the women had comp]eted co]]ege degrees prwor
B/ PO e

to enter1ng the 1nst1tut1on s; 'FVJL f~f1f: S ‘“f Ao‘i,sd@ E

A]though records were sketchy in th1s area, the number of hourséof f];

-

Informat1on ‘,‘

i

F1gure 1 shows that 88 percent _
5 /'; .

determ1ned fromiPre Paro]e Progress Reports when poss1b1e

| of the ma]es and 97 percent of the fema]es had comp]eted at 1east one ful] { k

e Y

1s probab1e that the number of hours actua]]y comp1eted is h1gher than reported
s1nce there. is’ often a t1me 1ag 1n record1ng program 1nformat1on in 1nmate
f11es At 1east f1ve of the part1c1pants comp1eted an AA Degree wh11e 1ncar-
cerated 4 (Th1s number has 1ncreased s1nce th1s data was co]]ected ) | '
An 1mpartant quest1on about the co]]ege program is whether an. 1nmate who
1s transferred from one 1nst1tut1on to another 1s ab]e to cont1nue h1s or her
Therefore records were examtned to determ1ne what hap-
pened to those persons who were transferred wh11e enro]]ed in the co]lege

Unfortunate]y, th1s 1nformat10n was ava11ab1e for on]y a very sma]l

Of the 88 men for

program

number of part1c1pants, 88 of the men and 11 of the women

whom(nnformatlon was ava11ab1e, 1t was found that 64 (73%) who had been trans-sﬁag:_p

ferred d1d cont1nue the co]lege program at the rece1v1ng 1nst1tut1on It can

probab]y be assumed that some who d1d not cont1nue e]ected not to do so

4 o’, =

e1even of the women for whom 1nformat1on was avax]ab]e contﬂnued the coT]ege {5;§“'?"“‘

iy

program fo]]oW1ng transfer S1nce transfers
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are usua]]y avo1ded,‘1f Poss1b1e, iff:f .
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‘more than’6 -

~ Degree’

TABLE 6

NUMBER OF SEMESTERS PRIOR 10 INCARCERATION
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reasons for the 1nter-tnst1tutiona1 transfers were also of some‘concern ’

._It was found that most of the transfers occurred because of changes in

. the semester.

: Programs for Inmates"

,des1rab1e or the least desirable JObS at “the institutions.

1nformat1on was not ava1TabTe for the ent1re samp]e

security status, and the vast majority were to Tess secure fac111t1es
The finding that most participantStWho were transferrgd were able to con-
tinue in the college program is probabTy due to the fact,that, at most

institutions, every effort is made nodto .transfer a‘participant dUrTng

oo

This poTTcy makes continuation of coTTege°workfmuch“m0re

feas1b1e and shou]d be cont1nued and empha51zed in order tOmmake partici-
pat1on 1n the coTTege program a reasonab]e a1ternat1ve in programm1ng

There was also some interest expressed in the types of 1nst1tut1ona1

assignments college participants had at the various 1nstitutions Appar-

»

entTy, 0p1n1ons vary as to whether coTTege part1c1pants are given the most '

For 1nstance,

a Targe number of inmates surVeyed by the authors of "Correctional Educat1on

G

w ~stated that two- pr1mary mot1ves for enroTT1ng in coT—

Tege cTasses were to avo1d uineasant work ass1gnments and to get out of the” "~f

o]

ceTThouse Therefore, records were exam1ned to determ1ne what ass1gnment, ?

“each person her er the Tongest time. wh11e enroTTed in. coTTege Once again; :

~Only. 276 of the men's

0 records and 39 of the women s records spec1f1ed the1r 1nst1tut1ona1 ass1gn—

- one type of ass1gnment g1Ven inmates in the coTTege program.

‘ most common assanments were food serv1ces cTer1ca1, and Jan1tor1a]

ment, and a smaTT number had no a551gnment
Accord1ng to v

CentraT 0ff1ce records, the mos t cdmmon ass1gnments forrmale students 1ncTuded

food serV1ces cTer1caT mawntenance, 1ndustr1a1 serv1ces, persona] serv1ces

such as teacher S a1des and TegaT atdes, and Jan1tor1a1 work

e L R ey L

There seems to be no trend tOWard .

For women the

Whether

4.

b s s v i

- to"them after re]ease

: cat1on program dur1ng the t1me that they were

) gram were. we1d1ng, draft1ng, and eTectr1raT wark

' had been in the bus1ness and dff1ce program

’however by part1c1pat1on in other programS\dur1ng 1ncarcerat1on

on paroTe as could the understand1ng ga1ned from counse11ng

‘1n thecrecords

&

}the ass1gnment was fu]] or part- t1me was also d1ff1cu1t to determ1ne but-

o

it appears that the ma33r1ty of the Jnen had fuTT t1me assignments in addi-

tion to attend1ng cTasses wh11e most of the women worked part- t1me and

‘attended cTasses part t1me

U . o

Part1c1pat1on in Other Programs ’ Lo

Wh11evat is not possible to determlne the fuTT 1mpact of thegcoilege
program uponﬁa person S Trfe after re]ease from the 1nst1tut1on “one of the
purposes. of th1s study was to foTTow-up part1C1pants to seeéwhat had happened *
The 1mpact of the coTTege program can be af?ected

©

For \nstance,

}’vocatlonaT tra1n1ng coqu certa1n1y enhance a personrs probability of success

n
o
s

b Inmate records were therefore examined to determwne how many of the

N

‘cdllege part1c1pants had aTso part1c1pated 1n vocat1ona] educat1on tra1n1ng

or other programs wh1Te 1ncarcerated The rerords of 110 (26 ) of the men‘

and 46 (Zl%) of the'women 1nd1cated'that theyhad beenrin‘a vocationaT edu-

1ncarcerated\_ Th1s 1s an

; 'extremely h1gh percentage espec1aTTy cons1derang the scarcity of 1nformat1on

In a survey conducted in Novenber, 1980 6 onTy 22 pereent

~of the 1nmates surveyed reported havwng part1oipated in vocatvona] educat1on

Qprograms The most popuTar vocatqona] progra%s for men in the coTTege pro-

: The maJor1ty of the women

2 L

o Records were aTso checked to attempt to determ1n§ how many persons had

part1c1pated 1naother groups 1n the 1nst1tut1oF

P
. S R R - )

T e 'lﬁ § ) gy

. It was found that 42 percent
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of: the ma]es and 52 percent of the fema]es had some 1nd1cat1on on the1r

records that they had part1c1pated in group counse11ng dur1ng the1r 1ncar- o o

'“cerat1on In addition, 55 percent of. the men and 69 percent of the women

had part1c1pated in other groups in the 1nst1tut1on “such as AA ‘Seventh e

t‘f f; Step, Jaycees, or other groups These h1gh rates of group part1c1pat1on _,"

may be 1nd1cators of a high level of mot1vat1on among co]]ege part1c1pants

. ‘:'Q : U . @

. LR o
In a report 1ssued 1n 1979 by the U.S, Denartment of Just1ce,7 adm1n1s-

~Inst1tut1ona] AdJustment

T

R e s

‘trators of twenty educat1ona1 programs were ask\H whether educat1on has ak

#

The magomty (13) fett that’ //0 |

pos1t1ve 1mpact on 1nst1tut1ona1 adaustment
| there was a pos1t1ve 1mpact however th1s fee11ng waf based on 1nforma1 /

o feedback rather than any emp1r1ca1 ev1dence To test th1s assﬂmpt1on for”

Kentucky s program, records of part1c1pants were checked ﬁor 1nc1d2nt reports
¥ "hv ' ~and 1oss of good time. Whether or not a person rece1ves.1ncrdent~reports 1s'

often used as an indicator~of adjustment to prison life. It shbu]d be remen- -

B

el o ~ bered, though that po11c1es for 1ssu1ng d1sc1p11nary incident reports vary )

e : dfrom 1nst1tut1on to institution. In the co]1ege group, 25 percent Of the

w men and 43 percent of‘the women had not received any 1nc1dent reports wh11e

‘ they were 1ncarcerated of those who had rece1ved 1nc1dent reports most .

’,§‘°»0' o had rece1ved only one or two, and the vast maJor1ty of these were in Category7

!
Ly

1 or 2, wh1ch wou1d 1nd1cate that they were for re1at1ve1y m1nor 1nfract1ons

Very few of the peop]e“1n the co]]ege program had an 1nc1dent report in the

Lol . more serious categor1es where 1nformat1on on dates was® ava11ab1e there

'seemed to be a s11ght decrease in the number of 1nc1dent reports recelved

LA . !
: -

[ A after enter1ng the co]lege program when compared to the number rece1ved pr1orA N
2 - : /- e t ‘ |

o .

T o to enterlng co]tege

i e g s S e D e e L S e e

‘ 4 .

"i any Qood t1me after enter1ng co]]ege% - S .o

k'yalggo q Most of th1s group were re]eased by parole (87%)
(13%)

i :etc.;ﬁ;

- the popt]at1on | : o
- \\ B : 67/

on?y

i Post Re]ease : ;‘1 e ..

o . o] B
N P}

3

Anothér common]y used 1nd1cator of 1nst1tut1ona1 adJustment is whether

o

or not a person has lost good time or has been awarded mer1t0r1ous good time.

c Of the 485 persons in the college program a tota] of 163, or 34 percent had

‘ |
rece1ved mer1tor1ous good time during the1r 1ncarcerat1on

RE

- The, rece1pt of

f’ mermtorTous good tvne hOWever var1es greatly from 1nst1tut1on to- 1nst1tu-

o

t1on, an th1s 1nf0rmat1on shou]d be 1nterpre ted cautiously. For example,

J{at KaR 41 percent of the co11ege part1c1pants had received some mer1tor1ous

good‘t1me wh11e at DBCDC none of the participants had rece1ved any meri-

tor1ous good time. The Var1at10n 1n the amount of good t1me awarded is very

<)

p0551b1y due to institutional po11c1es rather than to extreme var1at1ons in

ﬂoss of good t1me is usua]]y reserved as a pena]ty for serious 1nfrac-

t1ons‘ In the co11ege group, 72 percent of the ma]es and 74 percent of the

fema1es had not 1ost any good time. For those who had 1ost good t1me most

ost one or two months Data on whether more good t1me was. 1ost pr1or

7to or after bennzng college was sketchy since beg1nn1ng co11ege dates” were

diftdou]t to determine. Where the dates were recorded, 1t was found that

‘79;(7C males and 9 females) part1c1pants had lost good time before they

entered the co]lege program~ while only 59 (45 ma]es and 5 fema]es) had lost

a2
<

e

o

Q.

Of the 485 part1c1pants, 263 (54 47) had been re]eased pr1or to June,

and the remalnder

v‘!v

&

[=

were re]eased by max1mum expwrat1on of sentenre cond1t1ona1 re]ease," |
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B program was 15.4 months ‘The average for ma]es Was. 15.8 months, for fema]es, i R T g Sl (A R ;b“b = VFFTABLE 7vk ,h , P T ey H
R s SR S R R e LT R ‘ e i
e G 12 4 T1me served 1s based only on the 263 part1c1pants who had been re]eased e RO T e B ek DT T g T e o
e B e L T CONTINUED COLLEGE AFTER RELEASE R N R o
T ’ pr1or to the collection of the data and is ca]cu]ated deductrng any tine wh1ch L SR e R SN N el E . o A
| A R L e e R e R L °~v L ,” e g : RN R
L was spent ‘out_ on_paroTe. This is sl1ght1y shorter than thevaverage t1me', R R P ; R e ,Not’Re1ncarceratedr.“s.ReTncarcerated o~ Total . = . |
v . e G PR e e e T e T e T e R e D L T D L S e el S
: - served for a samp]e of offenders re]eased in 1978 89 which was 19.4 months i e T e S L s T N ‘.%% e N N ' ?

o9
46 58 206

10.7 .
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' : , Thecaverage time served in the 1nst1tut1on for those 1n the co]leoe ‘3[; e T e 0 T e e T e R UL T L - o i
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; , The time served by co]]egeepart1c1pants is part1cu1ar1y 1nterest1ng in 11ght .ik'l s . ,'35s"1 "i t; nf' ,mWDTF?~;;. o "'_49f_'l25;00 [}
of the fact that they had 10nger averageysentences than the genera] popu]at1on FER ,;411 B :”f;v-Othﬁrf-‘?bv, 'f,* 21 ’f:10‘7fﬁ
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; Of prime lnterest is the ntimber of co1]ege part1c1pants who cont1nue ‘t;' e édj: e _ff‘u¢~ ';:;;dbf' . ?TQté]v?h ’ = ét70"1135}7 if;rh['yfr, d“5.4.6 e 79°“k140;3‘t.

v‘ o cwork1ng toward a degree after 1eav1ng the 1n%t1tut1ona Unfortunate]y,fb A:.V.‘s, , s hie hi :«;t:~:h‘ | ‘h';:‘_\,l ﬁ%ve‘>;, ‘j‘n"‘:‘v h. o E | o

: | ,",  .1nformat1on was’ on]y ava11ab1e on 196 of the 263 released part1c1pants vfg : m}“‘¢”;ﬁlf;tg AR ; 3vf??bk‘h'ﬁésedVoggﬁgkf?zleaiésﬂ,"'ef’"‘,:g ,f i ac',?;

: ~Of the 196 released part1c1pants for whom 1nformat1on was ava11ab1e 79 | ey ".”t‘f""' o b'v | ;Tv_;‘ab:;'ha¢tga]tf31éaseése25$i’ S S i "0 " ‘ ’
] i | ﬂ-f.‘eno:informatiOn'0n168vcases~"_”d,} - 'ts£4%;k .‘f ﬁ‘ ;; e _’: o 3,’7¥§% p o

\&J‘ el (405) cont1nued the1r co11ege edueat1on after re1ease (see Table 7) 7~' >“3» o ) . o RO i ’ ases | |
e This. is a substaqv}a1 number and s c]ose to the 46 percent cont1nuat1on : tihut;vﬂ f._:‘a»h RN A ,';,L.‘ZtV‘;;r k§::"d; e 'b',' nft:"s,[’ s . oo
'rate reported for BCL students 1n 1978 P ~,1. f, S o f Tj’;f g e TR ;;;ddfif~ ;'dggj', ‘r”f"ekb ~:fad§* = :fti":' | hr; E ms‘, St S AR thk

:Cﬁ Post-re]ease emp]oyment 1nformat1on was- ava1]ab1e for oniy 126 of the N L A e R g U e g R e

&
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fe]
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263 released partgg}pants Accord1ng to th1s 1nformat1on, 62 (49%) of the,'ff"

T ,,hh re]eased offenders were emp]oyed :Jan unsk111ed JOb wh11e 44 (35%) were~'f f,"77f‘§f ‘*th“°e - 115;w "‘f = -_”ff"j{,"’jaéi~_'f e ce fﬂ.y"“t_ B m'é S o

emp]oyed,ln a sk1]1ed‘aob. Seventeen part1c1pants (137) were emo]oyed in.

Meitherva‘professional%orfmanagerlaj Job Three part1c1pants ( %) wgre 'fv‘vf»:'_ft%feti]iadg‘fs m;' ‘i5t;aﬂfs:Jdi”j;\i‘l {;;ﬁk d;,lée,"fee fiz‘l{?m  ?15 T S e
»CUrrent1y~enroT1ed 1n colieoe fu]]-time Compar1ng th1s to emp]oyment data . 'd{it,j‘_‘t}hﬁd{;.f f?,i i;‘f Ht;_,lfyf y . ~5f [a;;~i,;,;_., RS e e i e
:at the time of arrest, it can. be seen that there was a stat1st1ca]1y s1g- 'hhag,ﬁe;} _ﬂ;p,{hfﬁ3- fcei;”ar_fe”f}f7fef;v;f; ;‘??,f:‘lk} : E»Fh e e R e e L e
rn1f1cant 1ncrease 1n the number of persons emodoyed 1nﬁsk111ed profess1ona1;‘a; fu:e‘;‘i? { {‘d:iu j?‘r;f?ﬂ o _tlff_.A;_me A:btfn;ﬁi;_fk'7“nﬂ fc;'1i;i»;f; = 'd*{;f\f"hfm ‘A"'vyk“h‘ o

Y o : T ) . o . : : i LT 5 : N g R L :

R and manager1a1 p051t10ns (see Tab1e 8%-' : &1~’ o VN;; T L s B R o P g e e : U S
i S o R e e e L S S L T e i T e R e T P s e T g e e T T e (9

ATt fj‘{~ S1nce they are sometimes used as a gauge of success or fa11ure of a
R - : : : ‘3 @i

. | , {L .f; program, rec1d1v1sm rates were ca]cu1ated for co]Tege part1C1pants 0n1yi; '
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S TABLE 8 e

g EMPLOYMENT LE‘.IEL OF COLLEGE PARTICIPANTS* S

; ~ 32' 8 'PreeIncarceratﬁonf~ ;”fg";Post-Encarteration
Sy e e T T e TR T ‘};ﬂ;" ¥
fk‘Unskﬂ]ed [ 293 6.3 62 50&4
Skilled, Profess1ona1 s 149 337 . wi,‘iqgé 5 49 6

or Manager1a1 o ."g_ el e U

*Does not 1nc1ude whoTe group due 0 m1ss1fﬂ 1nformat1on. A]so exc]udes

fu]] -time students and those in the m111€ur}, however the percentages

-in these categor1es rema1ned s1m11ar 1 . :q Teen

S e e R rl e e T R T
‘Chi-square significant at .01 level., . =~ 770" 0
) . 5

VRN

N '
5 for females »Th1s 1s s1m11ar to rec1d1v1sts re]eased in 1977 and 1978

26 of the 263 re]e“ded part1c1pants (9 9%) were re1ncarcerated w1th1n 24

months after re]ease (22 ma]es and 4 fema1es) Another 4 persons, a]]

. ma]es, were re1ncarcerated more than 24 months after re]ease g1v1ng a‘f

tota] rec1d1v1sm rate of 11, 4 percent Th1s f1gure is somewhat 1ower

than the statew1de rec1d1v1sm rate, Wthh 15 12 .2 percent for 1978
10

3 releasees It 15 poss1b]e however that severa] more have been reig-

*’,carcerated s1nce thls“data was co]]ecteda The average t1me out of the

A

1nst|tut1on pr1or to re1ncarcerat1on was 12 months for- ma]es and 16 monthsa'

,n

"f)for whom the average Was 11 5 months There was no re]at1onsh1p between

s

'7m'cont1nu1ng co]]ege after re]ease and rer1d1vtsm. Approx1mate1y 11 percent

310] both those who cont1nued co]]ege and those who d1d not were eventua]]y

17
: _re1ncarcerated e ;;c;,,m
Concern has been expressed about the number of persons who have been
& o (! B W

t1n the co]]ege program wh11e 1ncarcerated who are re]eased and subsequent1y

s

Sreturned to the 1nst1tution, and re enro]] in. thevcollege program. “To obta1n ot

‘”9§,data on th1s phenomenon academ1c pr1nc1pals were contacted and asked whether

,,r

| frf‘any of those 1denttf1ed as.rec1d1v1sts had re entered the co]1ege Rrogram._f,1"
%On1y three of the ma]es and one of the”fema1es who had returned were 1dent1- »

kjffled as hav1ng re~entered the co]1ege program at KSR or KCIW

Due to the sma11 number of rec1d1v1sts 1t was 1mposs1b1e to do any

“[]jmean1ngfu1 ana]ys1s wh1ch cou]d prov1de 1nformat1on on specgf1c aspects of

“7jfthe program wh1ch could be corre]ated w1th success after re]ease.‘ LukeW1se,,;
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ConcTu51ons and Recommendat1on%

recommendat1ons are presented

2

Based on ‘the f1nd1ngs of this study, the foTTow1ng concTusxons and

4

e

' The 1nmate coTTege program is a reasonab]e aTternat1ve to other
“institutional offerings-and shoqu ve- cons1dered an 1ntegra1 part
. of the educat1on program e

»The cost to the Bureau of ma1nta1n1ng the coTTege program is e
relatively low and is probabTy as: TOW<as or Tower than avalT-ii,,'
able aTternat1ves v ; B

Until such°t1me as suff1c1ent vocat1ona1 programs or other

formalized..

for secur1ty purposes

, To fac1T1tate future eva]uat1ons, 1nmate records shoqu document
- the date of enrollment in the' college program semesters enrolled, _
and hours compTeted If poss1b1e a transcr1pt shoqu a]so be ’

: 1nc1uded

¢s1t1es

e

(0]

‘ The informal p011cy which d1scourages transfers of coTTege
students dur1ng a semester should be cléarly defined and

~'mopportun1t1es are developed, enroTTment in college. courses aﬁj”
- s probably the most reasonable option available to offenders
~who have compTeted the1r secondary TeveT educat1on

fATthough it is un11ke1y that offering. a Bache]or of Artc or
" Stience Degree at the ipstitution will become feasible in

thé near future, consideration shouid be- g1ven to expand1ng
- course offerwngs where poss1bTe .

Transfers should: be T1m1ted to those. necessary

) -

L Part1c1pants 1n the coTTege program shou]d rece1ve pre reTease
~'counseT1ng to help them enroll+in a ‘continuing education pro-
- gram following release whenever desired and appropriate.
- facilitate this procedure, a. 1iaison should be estab11shed
- with the adm1ss1ons off1ces of Kentu&ky S coTTeges and un1ver-.
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