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I nstructions for conpleting Initial Security Cassification

10.

Qui del i ne Scor esheet

Fill in inmate name and DIN as shown on Recei ving
Blotter.

Enter scores for each factor, using Scoring Rules.

For "Crim nal Behavior-Qher Ofense" enter the
incident scored and the year it was commtted. |If the
incident is a charge wthout clear disposition, enter
"not disposed" or "unclear disposition® after the

year.

Enter Total Public Risk Score.

Grcle Cuideline Decision.

Check G her Characteristics that apply to inmate.

If you have checked Qther Characteristics, explain
and specify the source of the information (e.g. PSR
inmate interview), and the nature of the evidence.

If you override the Cuideline decision, check the

CQui deline Override box and specify your reason and
the source of information on which your decision is
based. If the reason(s) for an override have already
been set out under "Qher Characteristics", just refer
to "Qther Characteristics."”

Check your Security dassification Decision.

Sign and date. Signature nust be |egible.



Scoring Rules

The CQuideline factors are to be evaluated on the basis of
evidence presented in the Conmtnent Paper, the Pre-sentence
Report (PSR), warrants, the DCJS Sunmary Case Hi story (Rap
Sheet), sentencing m nutes, when available, the inmate
interview, and if the inmate has served a prior DOCS term
avai l abl e Departnent records of that term  The counsel or
shoul d realize that an Unusual |ncident Report

does not automatically translate into disciplinary or

behavi oral problens and should therefore, investigate to the
extent possible the outcone of a Ul.

Evi dence on any further unofficial docunents shoul d

be evaluated in relation to official docunments and used
wher e aﬁpropriate. I nconsi stenci es should be checked, and
where they cannot be resolved the nost cautious alternative
shoul d be used.

| - PUBLIC RI SK SCORE
A._Crimnal Behavior

Score instant offense plus the nost serious

other crinme (as determned by the scoring rules) within
the ten-year Period precedi ng incarceration on the instant
offense or following incarceration on the instant offense.
In calculating the ten-year period exclude any tine
institutionalized. For instance, if the inmate was
institutionalized recently for five years, include all
crimes within 15 years of present incarceration. Were
the length of tine incarcerated is unclear, use the |length
of time sentenced for m sdeneanors and the length of tine
to CR for felonies.

Score each crinme as 'foll ows:

Weapon | nvol venent

Weapon | nvol ved = 1
Weapon Not I nvol ved =0
Definitions: Wapon = Operable firearmor fire-

armreadi |y made operabl e
wth ammunition or with
ammunition in offender's
possession, knife or Dbl aded



I nstrunent, expl osives,

i ncendi aries, dangerous ins-
trument or vehicle (an
instrunent or vehicle that
under circunmstance in which

it is used or threatened to be
used is readily capable of
causi ng ﬁhysical injury.)

For a vehicle to be considered
a weapon there nust be
evidence of a deliberate
attenpt to use it as weapon
Exanpl es i nclude running a
road block and striking or
attenpting to strike a police
of ficer.

Invol ved = in possession of the weapon
at time of crine.

Forci bl e Cont act

No threat of force =0

Threat or force that under the circunstances used
is ordinarily unlikely to cause physical injury
(e.g. slaps, picking pockets, chain snatching) =1

Physical injury or force that under the circuns-
tances used is readily capable of causing physica
injury (e.g. knocking down the victim touching
the victimwth a knife or gun) =2

Serious Physical Injury (Miimng, significant
scarring, ospitalization of nore than two days,

broken or fractured bones) =3
Deat h =4
1. Instant Offense = The crime(s) for which the innmate
is currently serving tine. |f the inmate is a PVNT,

the crine for which parole has been revoked is not

to be considered as part of the instant offense.

If the inmate is violated on probation and is serving
tine for a new conviction, the crinme for which she
originally received Probation is not part of the

I nstant of f ense.

Include in scoring of Instant Ofense:



O her

any felony charges within the past five years for
whi ch there are no dispositions or unclear or
pendi ng di spositions.

any undi sposed charges over five years old for
which there are outstanding warrants or detainers.

Wiere the O ass of the uncleared charge i s not
stated assune the |owest possible |evel; for
instance if the charge is stated as Robbery,

assume Robbery 3rd. Wen an arrest charge is used
t hat has an uncl ear disposition, score one point
less than if the arrest charge did have a clear

di sposi tion.

Wilizing the description of the unclear case or
the point score from Table #, score the case
if it exceeds the instant offense score.

For exanple, if the instant offense of Robbery 2
scores 1 + 1 for a total of 2 points, and the
uncl ear case of Robbery 1 scores a total of 3
points, the unclear robbery 1 would be scored.

|f a pending charge or charge with unclear
di sposition is used in scoring the instant
offense, explain at the bottom of the form

O fense = The nost serious crime (as determ ned by

the Scoring Rules) for which the inmate is not currently
serving tinme.

I ncl ude:

)

b)

Fel oni es, M sdenmeanors, Juvenile Delinquency and
Yout hful O fender adj udications.

out-of-state and federal convictions where the
di sposition is one year or nore incarceration or
five years or nore probation

Wien the PSR narrative refers to crines, and
there is no information in the Rap Sheet or PSR
Cimnal Hstory Summary, letters should be sent
to the Probation Departnment to determne the
source of the information. The information
shoul d be evaluated carefully and scored if
appropriate. A copy of the letter should be
placed in the CGuidance and Counseling folder



Excl ude:

a)

Parol e or probation violations that do not
invol ve a new crine

b) 1) dismssals,

d)

2) Adjourned in Contenplation of Dism ssal
(ACD), .

3) Violations,

4 Acquittals,

5 not docket ed,

6) ho true bil

m sdeneanor or felony charges nore than 5
years old for which there are no or unclear
di spositions (and there are no warrants or
det ai ners)

seal ed cases, no public record

Score Wapon Involved conservatively. For instance, if
a firearmwas displayed in the crime and not recovered
assume it was operable and |oaded. If a weapon is
inplied in the conmssion of the offense, it should be
scored unless there is an arrest inmediately follow ng
the offense and no weapon was discovered.

Score sex crinmes no less than 2 for Forcible Contact.
Score Rape and Sodony no |less than 3.

VWere the Pre-sentence Report is available, evaluate the
description of the crinme(s) in the Report, regardl ess of
the charge(s) or conviction(s).

However

a)

if the case went to trial and the inmate was
found innocent of one or nore of the origina
charges, exclude behavior relative to these
charges from the evaluation. The score

shoul d not exceed the Table | point score for
t he hi ghest scoring conviction.

if the score for the indictment charge is

| ower than the score based on the description
of the offense use the indictnment charge
score.



Eval uate the nobst serious acts in the cring,
regardl ess of whether the inmate herself commtted
the acts. For instance, if there is a weapon used
by another party to the crine, score 1 for \Wapon
I nvol ved. If the crine(s) involved nore than one
act, score the nobst serious behavior in all the
acts. For instance, if the inmate is serving tine
for several robberies and a weapon was used In one
and in another the victimwas seriously injured

t hough no weapon was used, score 1 for \Wapon

I nvol ved and 3 for Forcible Contact.

Wien the PSR description of a crime is unavail abl e:

a) use the PSR crimnal history and DCJS
crimnal history

b) score the conviction crinme according to the
follow ng Table I

c) Wien the crine includes several convictions
score the nost serious one

d) Wiere the inmate pleads guilty to one
indictment in satisfaction of other
i ndictments, score only the conviction.

6. Youthful O fender and Juvenile Delinquency
Adj udi cati ons.

a) Since a YO adjudication follows on a
conviction for a felony or m sdeneanor, it
shoul d be included in the evaluation of an
inmate's crimnal history where there is a
description of the offense or the conviction
offense is given. \ere there is no
description of the offense and no conviction
Is given, it can only be evaluated if the
arrest charge is given. If the arrest
charge(s) is given, score for the |owest of
the nost serious arrest charges.

b) Wiere there is a description of a Juvenile
Delinguency Adj udication, it should be
i ncluded in the eval uation. Were there is no
description, the Juvenile Adjudication cannot
be eval uat ed.

10



¢) Juvenile Ofender adjudications should be
scored in the sane manner as Yout hful
O fender adj udi cati ons.

For the New York State equivalents of out-of-state
charges and convictions, use the DC S Charge Codes
Section 13 (pp 136-141) and Section 17 (pp 147-156)
including the updates. \Wen the equival ent
remai ns unclear evaluate conservatively.

| sol ated Personal Violence

If the inmate has no other convictions and there

S anK score for violence in the instant offense
e

and the violence in the instant offense arises out
of a personal relationship, score - 2.

11



TABLE #1
CRI M NAL BEHAVI OR SCORES WHERE CRI ME DESCRI PTI ON | S UNAVAI LABLE

Aggravat ed Sexual Abuse 3 Menaci ng 1
Aggravated Assault upon a Mur der 1st 5
Police O ficer or Peace Mur der 2nd 5
O ficer 4
Rape 1st 4
Arson 1st 4 Rape 2nd 3
Arson 2nd 3 Rape 3rd 3
Assaul t 1st 4 Reckl ess Endanger nment
Assaul t 2nd 3 1st. 2
Assault 3rd 2 I;egkl ess Endanger ment
n 1
Burglary 1st 3 _
Burgl ary 2nd 2 R ot 1st 1
Coercion 1st 1 Robbery 1st 4
Crimnally Negligent Homicide 3  Robbery 2nd 3
Robbery 3rd 2
Vehi cul ar Mansl aughter 1st. 3
Vehi cul ar Mansl aughter 2nd. 3 Sexual Abuse 1st 3
Crimnal Possession of Sexual Abuse 2nd 2
Weapon 1st 4 Sexual Abuse 3rd 2
Crimnal Possession of
Weapon 2nd 3 Sexual M sconduct 2
Crimnal Possession of
Weapon 3rd 2 Sodony 1st 4
Crimnal Possession of Sodony 2nd 3
Weapon 4th 1 Sodony 3rd 3
Crimnal Trespass 1st 1 Substitution of
Children 1st 1
Ki dnappi ng 1st 4
Ki dnappi ng 2nd 3 liJnI awful I nprisonnent :
St
Mans| aught er 1st 4 Unlawful [ nprisonnent
Mansl aughter 2nd 4 2nd 1

~ Conspiracy, facilitation and solicitation of any of these
crimes score 1. Attenpt at any of these crines score 1 |ess than
the object crinme. Al other crines score O.

12



Tinme to Farliest Possible Release

Score
0-12 nonths =1
13- 24 = 2
25- 36 = 3
37-48 = 4
49- 60 = 5
over 60 ' =6

1. Use the controlling court-set mninum the Ml or

the CR whichever 1s |east.

2. The f

9)

ollowing time characteristics require overrides:

A Tinme Score greater than 2 elimnates an i nmate
from canp.

Wiere the Tinme Score is greater than 4 the
inmate is automatically higher than Medium B.

Wiere the Time Score is greater than three,
the inmate is automatically higher than m nimum

If the PED date is over 60 months, the inmate is
automatically classified maxi mum

|f the tinme between the m ninmum and the maxi num
Is five years or greater (excludi nP maxi mum life
sentences), the inmate shoul d be classified no

| ower than Medium A [f the time between the
mninum and the nmaxinumis ten years or greater,
(excluding maximum |ife sentences) the inmate
should be classified Maximum Jail tine credit
of nore than one year may be a reason to reduce
the security classification.

The nmaxi nrum score for Tinme to Earliest Rel ease
is 6.

If the mninmum sentence is 15 or nore years,
the inmate is automatically classified Maxinum A

13



If there is a felony charge for which there is no
di sposition or an unclear disposition within the past
five years, or if there is any older undi sposed
felony or msdeneanor charge for which there is
an outstandi ng warrant or detainer, score as
fol | ows:

A ass A Felony g points

2 n
) 1"
O n

mo O

If the class of the felony is unclear assume the

| owest possible level (for instance, if the charge
Is listed as Robbery, assune it is Robbery 3rd,
which is a dass D Felony, and score 1). Enter the
additional score in the space for "Additional
Score for (Possible) Consecutive Time." Add this
score to the Tine Score for the instant offense
and enter the total in the Tine Score box. If
there is nore than one such felony charge or
consecutive sentence, score only the nost serious
case (the one with the highest score).

Wien an inmate owes tinme from previous incarceration
due to a parole violation, this tine nust be added on
to the maxi mum expiration date on her new sentence.
Determ ne the anount of time owed, add this tine to
t he maxi mum expiration date of the inmate's new
sentence, and conpute the inmate's revised C R

date b% subtracting one-third of the total sentence
from the maxi num expiration date. \Were the time
owed i s unknown, assune that the date the new
offence was commtted is the delinquent date. The
revised CR date and maxi mum expiration date may be
used for a sentence structure override.

Any unclear parole violations for unique
violations such as Rockefeller Lawdrug cases
in which the inmate is paroled on a previous life
sentence and owes "life" after being violated or where
there is no clear disposition should be dealt with
conservatively. In these cases efforts shoul d
be made to contact the Institutional Senior Parole
Oficer for clarification.

14



Escape. Abscondance., Bail Junp and AWOL

I ncl ude:

)

EscaPes and attenpted escapes from secure
facilities and from police custody while
on a secure facility count regardl ess of
how | ong ago they occurred.

It is difficult to determne the point in
tinme after arrest that a person goes on a
secure facility count. For the sake of
classification, once an inmate is taken into
a police precinct or stationhouse, she wll
be considered as on a secure facility count.
| f evidence indicates she escaped from such
a setting, she should be scored 12 points

Treat as abscondance:

b)

Escape 3rd; except where a description

i ndi cates an escape or attenpted escape
froma secure facility and from police

custody on a secure facility count.

Escape froma facility that is not secure
(exanpl es of non-secure facilities are
NACC/ DACC/ ODAS facilities, except
Woodbourne C. F.)

Escape from police custody while not on a
facility count (e.g. fleeing from custody
at tine of arrest).

al | abscondances, bail junps, AWOLs within
the ten-year period preceding incarceration
on the instant offense (excluding any tine
incarcerated) or follow ng incarceration on
the instant offense. Abscondance refers to
a concerted attenpt to flee crimnal justice
supervi sion

A bench warrant is to be considered evidence
of bail junmp or ROR abscondance only if
there is further specific evidence of the
inmate's failure to nake a court appearance
due to her own fault.

15



Failure to report for Parole or
probation should not be scored as
abscondance, unless there is specific
evi dence supporting an attenpt to flee
crimnal justice supervision

When there is a description of the escape in the
PSR, evaluate the description regardless of the
charges and dispositions, with the exceptions of the
following: a) the inmate was not indicted for escape
b) the inmate went to trial and was found innocent of
escape charges c) charges were dism ssed.

Wien there is no description of the escape in
the P-SR score as follows: a) an arrest for Escape
1st, Escape 2nd or Escape of unspecified degree with
uncl ear or no disposition, score 12 points b) where
an inmate pleads guilty to one charge in satisfaction
of several charges that include Escape Ist, Escape 2nd
or Escape of unspecified degree do not score the
escape, however It should be evaluated carefully in
relation to the rest of the inmate's crimnal history
(i.e., a history of bail junping, abscondance etc.)
c) an inmate with an arrest for Escape 3rd that has
not been di smssed should not be placed in m ni num
security.

If inmate is found guilty of escape or attenpted
escape as a result of prison disciplinary hearing,
score 12 points.

Any evi dence or nention of escape or attenpted
escape should be investigated to the fullest extent to
determne the risk involved for classification
purposes. For exanple if reference is nade to escape
or attenpted escape on a Custodial Transfer Form yet
no details are available, contact should be nmade wth
the jurisdiction responsible for providing the
information in an effort to determne exactly what was
involved. A letter should be sent to the agency
requesting that information concerning the charge,

di sposition and details of the event(s) be provided. A
copy of the letter should be placed in the Quidance
and Counseling folder.

16



Score

Hstory of pre-trial release,
probation or parole w thout
abscondance or bail junp =0

No prior incarcerations and
no history of probation release =0

Prior incarcerations, but no history
of probation, parole, tenporary
rel ease or pre-trial release =

a) one abscondance from probation
parole, ROR or DfY (abscondance
refers to a concerted attenpt
to flee crimnal justice super-
vision. For instance an inmate
who left a DIY facility and
returned of her own volition
Is not to be scored as absconding),

b) one bail junp or mlitary AWOLL =1

Two or nore abscondances, bail
jumps or military AWOL. =2

Two or nore incidents as specified
in "5" and if any of the follow ng

appl y: = 3

a) The nost recent incident took
place wwthin 5 yrs. of the
present.

b) the inmate was 30 or over when
the nmost recent incident

occurr ed.
c) the inmate is currently under
30.
d) inmate failed to turn herself in
One Tenporary Rel ease Abscondance =4
based on crimnal or departnenta
char ges.

One or nore incidents as specified
in"7" and if any of the follow ng

apply =9
17



10.

a) The nost recent incident took
place within five yrs. of the
present.

b) the inmte was 30 or over when
the nost recent incident
occurred.

c) the inmate is currently under 30

d) the inmate failed to turn
hersel f in.

Escape or Attenpted escape (as
defined above 1in Ca.)

Subtract 1 point if inmte

conpletes pre-trial release on the
Instant offense w thout absconding
or being convicted for a crine
conmtted while on pre-trial release.

18
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OTHER CHARACTERI STI CS ON THE SCORE- SHEET

| nt roduction

If there is any evidence of any of the follow ng
characteristics, the characteristic(s) should be checked
under "Cther Characteristics" on the score sheet. For
characteristics that relate to crimnal behavior or
crimnal history, evidence consists of official material
such as Comm tnent Paper, PSR, Inmate Record Card and
warrants. Evi dence in any further unofficial docunents
shoul d be evaluated in relation to official docunents and
used where appropriate. For the follow ng characteristics
evi dence al so consists of inmate interviews and infornma-
tion fromother staff.

Fam | y/Qther Street G rcunstances
Psychol ogi cal Instability

nmate Negative Attitude

Sui ci dal

Vul nerability

Eneny

Honosexual

I nconsi stencies should be resolved where possible;
where not possible the nost cautious alternative should be
chosen.

toriet f i [ L m nal

An inmate with this characteristic should be eval uated
carefully before being classified M ninmm

Notoriety refers to wi de-spread public attention
The follow ng characteristics indicate notoriety:

L. Crinmes conmtted by or against persons who are
public figures.

2. Mul tipl e bank robberies, nultiple or bizarre
hom ci des, sex crimes that are particularly
violent or against the elderly or children, and
simlar striking crines.

histi . : | mB(s { i nal

An inmate with this characteristic should not be
classified M ninmm

19



This characteristic includes participation in
| arge-scale crimnal operations. The follow ng
characteristics indicate sophistication of crine(s) or
crimnal.

a. Hgh level narcotics trafficking or conspiracy in

narcotics trafficking (large volune narcotics -

ki | owei ght or nore) or noney;

Loan shark operations;

Hi j acki ng;

Crimnal usury; strong arm operations,

coll ections, and conspiracy to commt usury,

e. ﬁssassination or attenpted assassination for
ire;

f. Large scale robberies (banks, jewelry, gold,
arnored cars, payrolls);

g. Dealing in or receiving of stolen property as a
busi ness;

h.  Union racketeering, coercion, strong arm
activities, etc.

i. Convictions emanating frominvol vement in the

carting industries (trash and garbage renoval);

Smuggl i ng;

Securities theft;

Arson and destruction of private property where

profit was the notive;

m Organi zed prostitution rings (including

interstate);

Ganbling rings;

Large scale dealing in pornography.

: si : ol

An inmate whose crimnal behavior includes a pattern
(two or nore incidents) of inpulsive serious violence is
automatical ly Mxinum

oo T

| e

o=

As with callous and vicious violence, this characteris-
tic should be defined narrowly. An exanple would be the
inmate who has a pattern of causing serious physica
injury while drunk.

Pattern of Serious Callous Violence

An i nmate whose crimnal behavior shows this
characteristic is automatically Mxinm

_ A pattern (two or nore incidents) of serious callous
violence is an inmportant but difficult characteristic to

20



determne, because it requires establishing fromthe PSR
the inmate's state of mnd prior to and at the tine of the
crine. Only obvious cases, such as the professional 'hit
man', should be characterized this way.

Violence against authorities

“An inmate with this characteristic should not be
considered for Mninmm or Mdium B

Vi ol ence against authorities refers primarily to
crimnal justice authorities. A single charge for
resisting arrest that does not include a description of
the incident should not in itself be taken as evidence
of violence against authorities.

Pattern of Vicious Serious Violence

~ An inmate whose crimnal behavior includes non-donestic
vicious violence is automatically Maxinm

Li ke callous violence, vicious violence is difficult
to determne, because it is relative and because it
requires establishing the inmate's state of mnd at the
time of the crine fromthe PSR Only obvious cases, such
as causing serious physical injury to ol der people after
successfully robbing them should be characterized this
way.

[nvolvenent in Cine(s) was M ni nal

M nimal involvenent in crine is a reason for
overriding guideline to |ower security.

This characteristic should be defined narrowy.
For instance an inmate who drove a getaway car in a
robbery or who coerced another to conmit a robbery was
fully tnvolved in the crime. Cases of mininmal involvenent
are 1nmates who engaged in action they believed probably
would aid in the commssion of a crinme w thout the specific
intent to aid in the commtnent of a crine, for instance
the legitinmate sal esman who sells a gun know ng the buyer
intends to kill soneone.

Arson

A Not for Money or Revenge
This characteristic refers to inmates whose record
indicates a pattern of setting fires for the sake of

21



setting fires (what are connnn!¥_knomn as firebugs).
Such an inmate should be classitied Medium A or higher

B. For Money or Revenge
Shoul d not be classified M ninum
Sex Crine(s)
Any evidence of sex crinmes should be noted. Innates

w th any evidence of sex crinmes for which they have not
been acquitted should not be classified M ninum

Sentence Structure

Wiere the i nmate has alreadﬁ served nuch of her
tinme or where she is unlikely to be rel eased at her
earliest possible release date, her Public Ri sk may
have to be adj usted.

rshi

An inmate with this characteristic should be care-
fully evaluated before classifying |ess than Maxi mum

Menbership in groups with characteristics
suggesting possible Central Mnitoring Case (C\V)
designation should be noted.

Nonmad

An inmate who, due to a pattern of noving between
cities or states within the past ten years, would be
difficult to find if she were to escape or abscond from
supervision. An inmate with this characteristic should
be classified no |ower than medi um

An exanple woul d be an inmate who has been arrested
and/or convicted in various cities or states within the
past ten years.

Anot her exanpl e woul d be an innate who has nore than
two addresses in different cities and no stable comunity
ties during this period. Qut-of-state residence in
itself does not warrant a nomad designation, nor does
bei ng honmel ess. The absence of P-SR information con-
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cerni ng residence does not in itself nake an inmate
nomadi c; there nust be positive evidence in the record
of a nomadic lifestyle.

Famly Court Protection Wrrant

An inmate with a Famly Court Protection Warrant
should not be classified M nimm

Famly or other Street Circunstances that |ncrease
Public or Institutional R sk.

In interviewing inmates it should be determned if
they have famly or other outside problenms that would
tend to nake them higher Public or Institutional R sks.

Aggressive Honpsexual
An inmate with this characteristic is Maxi num

An i nmate who has any evi dence of aggresive sodony or
sexual abuse involving adult females should be checked.

Overt Honosexual

An inmate who is an overt honosexual shoul d be
carefully evaluated before classifying below Maxi mum

An overt honosexual is one who nmakes a public point
of her honosexuality, for instance by her dress or
nmanner . An inmate who states in an Interview that she
is a honosexual is not for that alone to be considered
an overt honosexual .

Vul nerability

An inmate who is vul nerabl e should be carefully
eval uated before classifying bel ow Maxi mum

_ The followi ng characteristics suggest victimprone
inmates and require interviewng of the inmate:

Prior victimzation in jail or prison
Prior history of nental illness

Young, non-big city resident

Sex crimes or heinous crinmes

Enem es

Cimnal justice enployee

Mental ly retarded

Physi cal | y handi capped

| nf or mant

~—

— S D OO T D

23



Sui ci dal

A study of inmates in DOCS shows there are man
nore incidents of attenpted self-destruction and selr-
nutilation than are officially recorded, so that
counselors need to interview carefully on this topic

Any evi dence of suicidal tendencies should be
indicated, including suicidal threats and gestures.
Wiile it is true that talk of suicide or attenpts may be
attention-getting and not ainmed at successful suicide,
they may still be synptons of serious problens, because
the inmate has violated a very powerful taboo against
self-mutilation and because experience shows that
suicidal tendencies are in fact associated with serious
probl ens.

Inmates who have a history of affective menta
di sorder need to be carefully evaluated as potentially
suicidal. The severity, persistence and recency of
their disorder should be considered.

Evi dence of suicidal tendencies does not in itself
i nfluence Public or Institutional Risk:; it can be
| abel ed Self Risk. Nor do suicidal tendencies determne
security classification. An inmate who has a recent
suicide attenpt on her record nust be sent to a
facility that has at |east the nental hygiene |eve
prescribed by OW staff.

Psychological Instability

In general psychological instability is not a basis
for security classification. However, inmates with a
hi story of cognitive disorder nmust be evaluated carefully
as possible security risks. Severity, recency and
persistence of the disorder should be considered.

The i nmate whose behavior is bizarre or w thdrawn
presents an institutional risk because of the tension she
provokes anong other inmates. She should be sent to a
facilitg that has at |east the Mental Hygiene |eve
prescripbed by OWH staff (See pages V-1, V-2 of the
G assification Manual for Mental Hygiene |evels.)

. Lt ug | assi ficati

An inmate with this characteristic should be
eval uated carefully before classifying her |ess than
Maxi num
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Staff agree that an inmate's attitude is the nost
I nportant determnant of his prison behavior. However,
it is also agreed that this attitude cannot be reliably
determned until the inmate has been in general popul a-
tion for a while and staff know her. Therefore, only
Inmates who make clear their intentions to be assaultive
or disruptive should be checked.

Immgration and Naturalization Service Cases
it lecisi

1) Inmates who have been issued an INS Order to
Show Cause or an INS Detai ner should be classified no
| ower than Medium A (0S).

2) If INS indicates that an inmate is subject to
deportation or that an Oder to Show Cause will follow, the
inmate should be classified no |ower than Medium A (QOS).

3) Cases with other INS decisions should be
classified wthout regard to their INS status.

Cases w thout an INS decision

1) Legal Aliens should be classified no |ower than
Medium A (0S).

2) Illegal aliens should be classified no |ower
than Medium A (05)

3) Foreign-born inmates whose alien status is
questi onabl e should be classified no | ower than Medium A
(05).

Mariels
Mariels should be classified no | ower than 03.

R ot Leader

A riot leader is automatically Maxi mum

A riot should be carefully distinguished froma
denonstrati on.

Enem es

If the inmate has enenies, check the box. It is
unnecessary to give specifics, as they appear in the
Separ atee System
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Q her

Speci fy other characteristics significant for
security classification. Include disciplinary overrides.
|nmates with a pattern of assaultive m sbehavior reports
during Reception/Cassification should be Maxi mum
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FORM 3613 (REV. 3/80))
STATE OF NEW YORK - DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONAL SERVICES

INITIAL SECURITY CLASSIFICATION GUIDELINE - ADULT

INMATE NAME/—/ /) /|| ] ] /S S R J R U — —
(Last Name) (First Name)
FACILITY /o e o o ] e f o/ fd d )]/
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1. PUBLIC RISK SCORE
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0=No 0=None 3 =Serious
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0=No 0= None 3 = Serious
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B. Time to Earliest Relvase
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D. Strest Stability =

0 = High 1= Average 2=Low I I
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1 = No Prior DOCS Record 4 = Poor
+ =

8. Street Stability

0 = High 1 = Average 2=Low D
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o
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OTHER CHARACTERISTICS

v O of C (s) or n O v Against A 16 [ ramny Court Protection Warrant
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4 [ pattern of Cattous Vioiencs 8 [ ramuy/Othersiret Circumstances 1% [ sulciam
3 [0 vicious Viotence 12 ] miot Leader 20 [ Psychologicat tnstaphity
& [ pattern of impuisive Viotencs [ERN Aggressive Homosexual 2 [ Vuinerability
3 [ sex crmasn 14 3 overt Homosexual 23 [ enemies
10 [J arson (not for money) 15 ] iNs Detainer 2¢ [ owner
CLASSIFICATION COUNSELOR
(Signature) (Date)
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Executive Sunmary

This paper presents the Initial Security Cassification
Quideline for Females and the research on which the Cuideline is
based. \Wile nodelled on the guidelines for males, the guideline
for females has significant differences that arise out of the re-
search on femal e innates.

Where the guidelines for nales predict an innmate's dis-
ciplinary adjustment in prison, the guideline for fenales does
not attenpt to do so. Project research shows that serious female
disciplinary problens are so infrequent that they cannot be pre-
dicted efficiently at initial classification

Where the guideline for nmales includes an inmate's stability
on the street to determne the Public Risk (a conmbination of the
l'i kelihood the inmate will escape and the likelihood that she
woul d be dangerous to the public were she to escape), the
guideline for females does not. Research reported In the paper
shows that to do so would produce |ower risk scores for older in-
mates and whites. In the absence of strong evidence to support
the predictive validity of these factors, such results are unac-
ceptable. Finally, the Cuideline for fenales includes a new fac-
tor - isolated personal violence. As with the guideline for
mal es, the guideline for fenales neasures the degree of violence.
inthe inmate's crimnal record. However if the violence is an
Isolated act and arises from a personal relationship, such as a
| over's quarrel, the violence score is reduced, on the grounds
that the inmate is not a danger to the public at |arge. Ten per
cent of the 200 case sanple fell in this category.

The Initial Security Cassification Quideline for Fenales is
sinpler than the guidelines for males, which will reduce the pos-
sibility of errors and will increase classification efficiency.
Finally, a sinulation of the Cuideline shows that it would class-
ify about 64% M nimum 31% Medi um 6% Maxi mum This result is
significant, in view of the fact that the Departnent has no mni-
mum security space for females.
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[ NTRCDUCTI ON

The purpose of the Female Security Cassification Cuidelines
Project is to design two instrunents, one for the initial
security classification of females and another for the sem -
annual secur|t¥ reclassification for fenmales. These instrunents,
if used properly and nonitored well, wll provide the Departnment
with female security classification decisions that are consistent
and fully explained. They will also provide managenent tools for
matching inmates with current security resources and planning fu-
ture security resources. Finally these guidelines can be useful
tools for supervising classification staff and for counseling
i nmat es.

This report is the third in a series of four reports on the
Femal e Security Cdassification Quidelines. (It is also the six-
teenth in the series of reports produced by the Security O as-
sification Project.) The first report (Hunphrey, 1987a) reviewed
the published literature on the adjustment of female inmates to
prison, and the second (Hunphrey, 1987b) presented the views of
staff and inmates in the New York State prison system on female
security classification.

The conclusions of the review of published literature are:

1) femal e inmates have lower rates of serious
disciplinary infractions than male inmates.

2) prison conditions are thenselves inportant
I nfluences on inmate disciplinary adjustnent.

3) the only inmate characteristic consistently,
though weakly, related to disciplinary adﬂustnent
Is age. Oder fenmale inmates have slightly Iower

infraction rates than younger fenale inmates.

4) escape has been studied too rarely to draw reli-
abl e concl usi ons.

5) suicide and suicide attenpts have been studied
too rarely to draw reliable conclusions, though
there is some evidence that female inmates are
more recidivistic than nen.

6) femal e inmates pose less of a risk to the public
than male inmates, because they have |ower rates
of violent crine and of recidivism



The conclusions of the report on staff and inmate interviews
are:

1. staff agree that female inmates are nore
troubl esonme, but less violent and |ess united
against staff than male inmates.

2. staff and inmates agree that younger inmates
and nentally ill inmates are nore likely to
cause trouble.

3. Inmates agree that positive famly contacts
ease the adjustnent to prison and negative
famly contacts nake adjustnment to prison
more difficult.

This report presents a statistical analysis of New York
State female prisoners and it constructs_an Initial Securit
Cassification Quideline for Females. (The fourth paper w
present the Femal e Securi%y Recl assification Guideline. @A ran-
dom stratified sanple of 200 fermale inmates released in 1986 was
selected and data was collected fromtheir folders and their dis-
ciplinary records. In addition, where data was already available
on all 1986 rel eases, the analysis includes a conparison of male
(13,964) and female (615) inmates.

There are two ways a statistical analysis of a sanple of in-
mate cases can help in the job of constructing a security clas-
sification guideline.

1) A statistical analysis can help identify predictors of
I nmat e disciplinary adjustnent.

2) A statistical analysis can be used to try out different
possi bl e guidelines and conpare their results.

While any serious attenpt to create a security class-
ification instrument nust include a statistical analysis of pos-
sible inmate adjustment predictors, it nust be recognized that
such an analysis will have limtations. First, limtations arise
fromthe fact that inmates are not placed randon1y. Consi der the
fact that innmates who escape are disproportionately white, haye
short sentences and have been committed for burglary. Does that
mean we should lock up inmates with these characteristics tighter
and reduce the security of the other inmates?  course not.

Most escapes are from reduced security prisons, and we tend t
pl ace shorter-term less violent inmates in these prisons. These
prisons are in rural, white areas where black inmates would be



easy to apprehend. To do an adequate study of what kinds of in-
mates are nost likely to escape, we would need to place innmates
randomy at different security levels and observe the results.
This is an experinent that, fortunately, we are unlikely to nake.

The same argunent applies to disciplinary adjustnment. W
place inmates in terns of their disciplinary behavior. If an
I nmate's disciPIinary adj ustment is poor, we place the inmate at
a high level of security, thereby increasing the constraint on
the inmate. W would have to distribute inmates randomy wth
respect to their disciplinary adjustnent in order to study pre-
dictors. This is another experinment we are unlikely to conduct.
Thus we find ourselves in the position of the Indian tribe that
prayed every norning for the sun to rise. Their prayers appeared
to work, and it was certainly not worth experinenting to see what
woul d happen if they didn't pray.

In the 1960s and 1970s various quasi-experinmental and
statistical techniques were devel oped to get around the disadvan-
tages of non-random assi gnnment. hese techni ques were devel oped
Barticularly to evaluate job training and placenent prograns,

ut they were used in crimnal justice as well. In recent years
it has been determned that these techniques do not work (LaLonde
& Maynard, 1987).

~ The second reason a statistical analysis of predictors has
l[imted value is that classification may Influence behavior as

mich as it predicts behavior. For instance, if we tell innates
that their future placenent will be determned by their present
behavi or and our words match our deeds, they may behave well in

order to get a favorable placenent and renain well-behaved in or-
der to keep that placenment. A consistent, clear guideline based
on behavior may influence inmates to better, nore consistent be-
havior, regardless of what predictive studies of behavior con-
ducted before inplementation of the Cuideline tell us.

The third reason a statistical analysis of predictors has
limtations is that it is difficult to predict rare events, and
the behavior we wish to predict is very rare. Female inmates in
New York prisons rarely attenpt to escape and they rarely becone
such serious discipline problenms that they need to be transferred
to anot her prison.

For these three reasons we nust approach our statistica
study rigorously. It can add to our intuitive understanding but
only if we keep its limtations in mnd.
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FELONY CLASS OF COMMITMENT CRIME

TABLE Il
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Table | shows that 14% |l ess of the females than of the nales
were commtted to prison for serious violent felonies and that
13% more of the fenmales than the males were commtted for non-
violent felonies. Table Il shows that a |arger percentage of the
females than the males were commtted for |ower classes of
crimes. (New York State felonies are grouped into five classes,
and the perm ssabl e sentence | ength deceases fromdass Ato
Class E.) The exception, A Cass felonies, is msleading, be-
cause it includes violent crines, such as Murder, and drug
crimes. The Cass A crines of fenales are disproportionately
drug crines.

Wiether we consider the violence or the class of the comm tnent
crime, the conclusion is simlar; females were convicted for |ess
violent and |ess severe crinmes than males.

D fferences in convictions nay reflect differences in court
treatment of males and females. erefore, in Table Il we | ook
beyond the conviction. W evaluated the description of the in-
stant offense and the other nmobst violent crine in each inmate's

8



Pre-sentence Report. The £resence of a weapon and the degree of
injury caused were neasured giving a score fromO0 to 10. The
sane was done on a random sanple of 200 young males commtted to
the Departnent in the first half of 1980 and a random sanpl e of
300 male inmates committed to the Department in 1978. Table I
shows that, according to this measure, the male crimnal pattern
is twice as violent as the female pattern

MEASURE OF CRIMINAL VIOLENCE

TABLE Il
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Average Crimnal Violence Score
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There has been much discussion of the distinctive charac-
teristics of female crines, and in particular the extent to which
females conmmit their crines independently or in association wth
mal es and the extent to which female violence is predatory or
arises out of close personal relations. The only data we have on

t hese questions cone from our 200 case sanple of 1986 female
rel eases.



TABLE IV
NUMBER OF ACCOMPLICES IN COMMITMENT OFFENSE
FEMALE 1986 RELEASE SAMPLE

e S e e dommmmemmmom +
I I FREQUENCY 1 PER CENT 1
N N D P T +
INUMBER OF ACCOMPLICES I I I
INONE 1 82 1 41% 1
IONE I 74 1 37% 1
ITWO I 26 I 13% 1
ITHREE I 7 1 4% bt
IFOUR OR MORE I 9 I 5% I
1 I I I
ITOTAL I 188 I 100% I
B Rt et T R bt L D e +
TABLE V
SEX OF ACCOMPLICES IN COMMITMENT OFFENSE
FEMALE 1986 RELEASE SAMPLE

T dommmmm oo dmmmmeeeeeon +
1 I FREQUENCY I PER CENT 1
B R U, R T Lt Tupup tommmmeemeo o +
ISEX OF ACCOMPLICE 1 I I
IFEMALE 1 25 I 13% I
IMALE 1 67 I 34% I
IFEMALE AND MALE I 22 I 11% I
iNO ACCOMPLICES I 82 I 42% I

I I 1
ITOTAL 1 196 I 100% I
R D e T . ey +

Tables |V and V show that 59% of the fenmales had one or nore
acconplices, and of that 59% 78% had mal e acconplices. Thus 66%
of the females commtted their commtnent offenses wthout nale
acconpl i ces.

Concerning the offender-victim relation, our data again
comes from the 200 case sanple.

TABLE VI
VICTIM-OFFENDER RELATIONSHIP IN COMMITMENT OFFENSE
FEMALE 1986 RELEASE SAMPLE

femmeme e — tommmmm dommmmmm +
1 I FREQUENCY I PER CENT I
e mmm e mmmm e ——— i — - e o m———— - +
IVICTIM-OFFENDER 1 1 1
I RELATIONSHIP 1 I . I
ISPOUSE OR INTIMATE I 10 I Sf I
IFAMILY MEMBER 1 5 1 Sé 1
IFRIEND 1 15 I Bf 1
IACQUAINTANCE I 16 I Bé i
ISTRANGER I 38 I 19%
ICUSTOMER OR BUSINESS I I . I
I RELATIONSHIP I 1 I 1? I
INON-VIOLENT OFFENSE I 114 § 57% %
1 1
ITOTAL I 199 I 100% I
dommmmm e ——— B +

b —————— e —————
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TABLE VII
VICTIM-OFFENDER INTERACTION IN COMMITMENT OFFENSE
FEMALE 1986 RELEASE SAMPLE

e e — e o mmma e e +
I I FREQUENCY I PER CENT I
e m—— o m e e it +
IVICTIM-DFFENDER I 1 I
I  INTERACTION I I I
IOFFENSE, NOT THE RESULT I 1 I
I  OF INTERPERSONAL I I I
I CONFLICT 1 53 I 27% 1
IOFFENSE, THE RESULT OF 1 I I
I INTERPERSONAL I I 1
I CONFLICT 1 30 I 15% I
INON-VIOLENT OFFENSE I 15 I 58% I
iTGTAL § 198 I 100% 1
O dmmem—mm e O e it +

Tables VI and VIl show that in 15% of the cases there was a
cl ose personal relationship between offender and victim and that
in 100% of those cases the commitment crine arose directly out of
those close personal relations. Since there is no conparable
data on NY State nmale inmates, we do not know if a larger per
cent of female than males are commtted for violent offenses
arising out of close personal relationships. These data on the
personal context of crimes are consistent with the published in-
formation reviewed in Wrking Paper XV (Hunmphrey, 1987a).

Tables VIII and | X show that the m ni num and naxi num sen-

tences for female inmates are shorter than for males, which is
consistent with the finding that their crines are |ess severe.

11



LENGIH O MINIMUM SENTENCE IN MONTHS

TABLE il

80

70 -

€0 <

&0 4

40

PER CENT

30

20 -

10 4

G2k

AN

1
98+

3
|
>
~N
T
g
6
8
3
S
[}
&

Average Length of Minimum Sentence in Months
Male 28 Female 24

12



LENGTH OF MAXIMUM SENTENCE IN MONTHS

TABLE X
80

70 -

so- B8

80 <

40 -
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t-%%%m%%m

T
36-63 54-71 72-95  96-119 120-143 144179 180+

7] Male BN Femcle

Average length of Maximum Sentence in
Months (excluding Life Sentences)
Male 67 Female 56

Femal e inmates have a larger per cent than males of the
| ongest nmaxi mum sent ences (l'ife) and a smaller per cent than
mal es of the |ongest nininum sentences. This apparent inconsis-
tency is due to the fact that females have fewer violent and nore
non-violent CGass A felony offenses than males, and while the
maxi mum sentence for A felonies is always Life, the m ni num sen-
tence is much less for non-violent than violent offenses.

In conclusion, fenmale commtment crinmes are |ess violent and

| ess severe and they receive shorter sentences than men. A sig-
nificant percentage of their crimes arise out of persona

rel ationships (15% of all commtnent offenses and 31% of all
violent commtnent offenses.)

B- CRIMNAL H STORY

As with the instant offense, female crimnal histories are
| ess severe than male crimnal histories.
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PER CENT
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PRIOR FELONY CONVICTIONS

TABLE Xil
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Average Nunber of Prior Felony Convictions
Mal e .53 Fenal e .56

- PRI EXPE

How | ong do female inmates stay in prison and how well do
they adjust?
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PRISON TIME SERVED IN MONTHS

TABLE XNl
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7] Male RN Femcie

Average Prison Tine Served in Mnths
Mal e 20 Femal e 15.3

Table X Il shows that femal e i nmates serve significantly
| ess state tine than males.

The data for female and mal e disciplinary adjustnment is not
exactly conparable, but it is simlar enough to give us a good
picture. The data for males conmes from the 1978 and 1980 sanples
referred to earlier, and it measures their disciplinary adjust-
ment during the first six nonths in general confinenment. The
data for femal es conmes from 1986 rel eases and neasures their ad-
justment during the first six nonths of prison confinenent.
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Femal es average half as nany m sbehavi or reports as males.
If we include the severity as well as the frequency of the ms-
behavior reports, females score half as high as males

Wiet her we ook at the frequency or the severity of ms-
behavi or reports the conclusion is the sane; wonen adj ust nuch

better than nmen to prison

The differences in disciplinary adjustment between males and
femal es may be due to the fact that female inmates are less of a
risk or that other factors are at work. For instance, older
married male innates adjust better t han younger, unmarried male
i nmates (see Vbrkin? Paper X It could be that female innates
are older and nore likely to be married. In order to exam ne
this question, in the next section we describe age, marita
status and other social characteristics that are frequently
sel ected as possible predictors of inmate behavior

- SOC CHARACTERIS

AGE AT ADMISSIONS

TABLE XV
80
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Average Age at Adm ssion
Mal e 28 Femal e 30. 2
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W see that the average age is slightly higher for fenale
than male inmates and in particular that there is half the per-
cent alge of very young inmates (16 - 20) anong fermales as conpared
to males.

_ Tables XVII and XVIII show that racial/ethnic and residen-
tial characteristics of male and fenale inmates are simlar.

TABLE XVI |

RACE/ETHNICITY

TABLE XVII
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RESIDENCE AT TIME OF ARREST
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On average females have slightly nore education than nale
However education beyond high school is twice as conmon
in femal es conpared to nales (10% conpared to 5%.

i nmat es.

Empl oyment status is only available for the fenale 200 case

sanpl e.

Qur

friends are very inportant,

with the
marital

qual i ty.
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B L L T e
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TABLE XX
EMPLOYMENT STATUS AT TIME OF ARREST
FEMALE 1986 RELEASE SAMPLE

e S -+
1 FREQUENCY 1 PER CENT 1
P L L L T PP P +
1 1 1
1 23 1 12% 1
1 21 1 1% 1
1 22 1 12% 1
1 102 1  S4x 1
1 22 1 12% 1
I I 1
1 190 1 100% 1
B T T DA e, ——— +

interviews with inmates suggest that links to famly and

data we have.
status, nunber

but

they are difficult to neasure

The follow ng Tables present data on

of mnor children and residence patterns.
W do not have any evidence on the strength of these relation-
ships with famly and friends nor their positive or negative

MARITAL STATUS AT TIME OF ARREST
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TABLE XXII
OF ARREST
ER OF MINOR CHILDREN AT TIME
NuKE FEMALE 1986 RELEASE SAMPLE

---------------- P et R
1T 1 FREQUENCY I PER CENT I
L e P bl R e e +
4mmmmmmmm e I

NI 1
INUMBER OF MINOR CHILDRE I 65 I 2% I
5 1 66 1 33% I
12 1 30 I 15% 1
13 1 22 1 1% I
14 I 13 1 6% 1
18 I 4 I 2% 1
X I I otoon 1
200 I 1007
ITOTAL 1 ___________ oMok .

o mmmm—— e mmm——— =

Fifty-one were living with a partner at the tine of arrest,
of the 62yinnates who reported a partner. Eighty were |iving
wth a mnor child at the time of arrest, out of the 135 who
reported mnor children. Sixty eight were living with friends
and/or famly (other than mate or minor children). Thirty-two
inmates reported no residence with famly or friends.

Finally, we can describe fenale inmates by their substance
abuse histo¥y and history of mental health treatnent. Since in-
formation on both these itens is based on the inmate's self-
report, they are subject to under reporting.

TABLE XXIII
HISTORY OF SUBSTANCE USE
FEMALE 1986 RELEASE SAMPLE

R R R D, L D . +
1 I FREQUENCY ‘1 PER CENT 1
e L L L LT Tpupy D e R R +
IDRUG OR ALCOHOL USE OF 1 1 1
I  OFFENDER 1 1 1
INONE 1 79 1 56% 1
1ALCOHOL 1 21 1 15% 1
INON-NARCOTIC DRUGS 1 9 1 6% 1
INARCOTIC DRUGS 1 28 1 20% 1
IMULTIPLE I 5, I 4% 1
1 I 1 1
I1TOTAL 1 142 1 100% 1
e L i U R ] L L T N +
TABLE XXIV
HISTORY OF MENTAL INSTABILITY
WITHIN FIVE YEARS PRIOR TO ARREST
FEMALE 1986 RELEASE SAMPLE
Rt e R, B ] e e +
1 1 FREQUENCY I PER CENT I
R i T P, e D R kR, +
IMENTAL STABILITY § YEARSI 1 1
1  PRIOR TO ARREST 1 1 1
INO INDICATION 1 i63 1 86% 1
I0UT-PATIENT 1 12 1 &% 1
T1IN-PATIENT 1 15 1 8% 1
1 1 1 1
ITOTAL 1 190 I 100% 1
e e e e e oo R e e e +



In the published research on females there is one charac-
teristic that is |linked consistently, though meakI%, with dis-
ciplinary adjustment, that is age. ~QOder 1nmates have better
disciplinary records than Kounger inmates. Qur data show that
female inmates are ol der than male inmates. Therefore, we can
conclude that the difference between male and fenale inmate dis-
ciplinary adjustnent is partly due to the fact that fenale in-
mates are ol der. However it seens as though nost of the dif-
ference is due to the differences between males and fenales,
quite apart from age.

|11
PREDI CTI ON

In this section we use our data and several statistica
techniques to search as thoroughly and rigorously as possible for
factors that will help us predict at Classification what inmate
behavior will be. \Wether we find such predictors or not, we
will have learned equally much. It is as inmportant to know t hat
we can't predict different types of behavior as it is to learn
that we can.

The basic method of statistical predictive studies is
sinple, though the execution is conplex. A sanple of cases is
selected, information is collected on the behavior we wsh to
predict (the dependent variable) and on the characteristics we
think may predict that behavior (the independent variables), and
the data is anal yzed statisticalky to determne the relationships
between the dependent variable and the independent variabl es.

There are, as discussed earlier, two types of risk that con-
cern us - public risk and institutional risk. Public risk is a
conbi nation of the likelihood that an inmate will escape with the
l'i kelihood that an inmate will be violent were she to escape.
Institutional Risk is the likelihood that an inmate will be dan-
erous to other inmates or staff. Thus there are three types of
ehavior we seek to predict: escape, violent behavior during es-
cape, and disciplinary adjustment.

A- E E

Trying to studK predictors of escape is inpossible, because
there are not enough cases to study. In the five-year period
from 1982 through 1986 there were no female escapes. The pub-
lished literature is little heb&h since there is only one study
of escape (Hunphrey, 1987a). il e escape cannot be studied
directly, 1t is possible to study the related phenonenon of
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abscondance. Though fenale inmates have not escaped from prison
inthe last five years, sone (18) have failed to return to prison
after having been out on tenporazy rel ease. There are three
reasons why information on abscondance is not hel pful for under-
standing escape. First, the inmates who are at risk for _
abscondance are very different fromthe inmates who are at risk
for escape, because the criteria for the Tenporary Release
program are very restrictive. In the second place, staying out
of prison after you have been let out (abscondance) is very dif-
ferent from penetrating the perinmeter to get out (escape). There
is no basis for predicting one fromthe other. Third there are
no studies at all on predictors of abscondance.

B - VIOQENT BEHAVI OR DURI NG ESCAPE

As there are no cases of escape to study, so there are no
cases of behavior during escape to study. W cannot pursue the
question - "O those who escape, which ones conmt violent acts?"
The closest we can cone is to study the crimnal behavior of
femal es on the street who have not escaped. This is not very
cl ose; an escapee hiding fromthe lawis in a very different
situation froma citizen on the streets. However it is as close
as we are %0|ng to get. Qur review of the published literature

shows the follow ng conclusions (Hunphrey, 1987a: 21-30):
1. females conmt far fewer crines than nal es.
2. of the crimes females do conmt, a much smaller
percentage are violent.
3. femal es have a nuch lower recidivismrate than
mal es
4. the nost serious violent crime, murder, is usually

a crinme of passion and has an extrenely |ow
recidivismrate.

- DI PLI NARY A TIVENT.

A study of prediction of disciplinary adjustment is pos-
sible, since there are some cases of poor adjustnent; but the
study is nore difficult than for nales, since there are far fewer
femal e cases of poor adjustment.

To do a prediction study of disciplinary adjustnent we need
to turn disciplinary adjustnent into a measurable variable. In
this study we created two such variables. Since we are trying to
predict disciplinary adjustment, we call these variables depen-
dent vari abl es.
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The first dependent variable neasures the frequency of in-

fractions during a period - 'Frequency of Disciplinary
Probl ens' .

The second dependent variable scores the disposition of each
infraction according to its severity, identities the three
hi ghest scores and averages them - *Frequency/ Severity of

Di sciplinary Problens'.

Table XIV and XV (pp.14-15) presented the frequency dis-
tributions for these two dependent variables. For both variables
there is little variation. It is worth noting that researchers
usual ly create prison adjustnment dependent variables that are
based on the type of infractions. This variable is difficult to
work with. In the first place, at least in New York State there
are usually several charges for each incident, and it is often
difficult to know which type of charge best characterizes the in-
cident. Second, nost types of infraction cover a w de range of
behavi or and a wi de range of severity.

It turns out that our two measures are highly correlated, as
Tabl e XXV shows. (Pearson's R= .85)

TABLE XXV
RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN TWO MEASURES OF
DISCIPLINARY ADJUSTMENT
FEMALE 1986 RELEASE SAMPLE

-------------------- OIS e L L L L L Ll DDl

1 I AVERAGE OF THREE MOST SERIOUS INFRACTIONS - FIRST ITOTAL

I o m————— F—————— R tm———— Fo————— - +em———— o ———— Fmm———— +mm———— +

I 1 .00 11.0012.001 3.0014.0015.0016.00I 7.001 8.001 9.00 I10.00 1

fmmm e mm——— - - tm————— o 4m————— 4oem——— tom———— mm———— o ——— fm————— e e ; ------

IFREQUENCY OF I I I I I I I I I I I

I DISCIPLINARY 1 1 1 I I 1 1 I I I I %

1 PROBLEMS-FIRST 6 I I I I I I I I I I I

1 MONTHS I 1 1 I 1 I I I I I 1 I

1.00 I 119 1 I I I I b I 1 1 1 I 1149

I1.00 I 19 1 71 4 1 51 21 I I I I I I 37

12.00 I I 4 1 41 I 11 I I 11 11 I I 11

13.00 I I I I 21 I 21 21 1 21 _ I 1 8

14.00 I I I I 11 11 21 11 21 I 11 21 10

15.00 I I 1 11 1 1 I 11 21 I I I 4

16.00 I I I I I I I 21 11 31 1 I 6

17.00 I I I I 1 11 I I I I I I 1

19.00 1 I I I I I 1 I 11 11 I I 2

110.00 I I I I I I I 11 I 11 I I 2

o R N A I R A O
81 81

O e el m1eX e I 4X T TI el 1l 2l

Though these two neasures are highly correlated, the cor-
rel ation weakens as the disciplinary problems increase. |Inmates
with many tickets do not necessarily cause severe problens, and
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I nmat es who cause severe problenms do not necessarily accumul ate
many tickets. For instance, we can see from Table XXV that the
three inmates with the highest severity scores (two with a score
of ten and one with a score of nine) each had a total of four
tickets, while inmates with | ower severity scores (seven or
eight) averaged nore tickets.

For our ﬂurposes, though it is sinpler to count the nunber
of tickets, the dependent variable that neasures severity as well
as frequency of disciplinary problenms is nore appropriate. In-

mat es who accunul ate several mnor tickets may be a nui sance, but

they do not threaten the order of the facility. [If their be-
havi or does threaten the order of the facility, the severity of
their dispositions will increase.

The independent variables are listed in Table XXVI|. The

list includes all the independents variables that are comonly
used in prison adjustment predictor studies (Chapnan,

1980 and Hunphrey 1987a.) For each independent variable | in-
spected the relationship between it and the dependent variable in
order to create the nost useful categories. For instance, the
rel ationship between highest grade conpleted and disciplinary ad-
justnment is not linear. The disciplinary score does not go down
steadily as the educational |evel increases (see Table XXVI.)

AVE. # INFRACTIONS BY GRADES COMPLETED

TABLE XXV
3 F

AVERAGE §# OF INFRACTIONS

0 T T T T T T T T T T T
3rd  'Sth 8th Tth 8th oth  10th 11th  12th 13 14 18 17+

Grades Compieted
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However there is a significant difference between inmates who
have conpl eted high school and those who have not. Therefore |
created two categories for highest grade achieved - |ess than
hi gh-school degree and hi gh-school degree or higher.

For each independent variable the statistical significance
and the strength of relationship to disciplinary adjustment is
given in Table XXVII.

TABLE XXVI |

MULTI PLE REGRESSI ON ANALYSI S

| ndependent Pear son's Statistical |
Variabl es R Si gni fi cance
Age. -.35 .00 *
I\/grltal St at us -.28 .00 *
Residence with Famly . 26 .00 *
M ni nrum Sent ence -.26 .00 *
Empl oyment St at us -.23 .00 *
Nurmber of M nor Children -.23 .00 *
Resi dence with Mate -.23 .00 *
Maxi num Sent ence -.22 .00 *
Time to Serve -.22 .00 *
Nunmber of Felony Arrests -.20 .00 *
Cass of Crine .19 .00 *
Area of Residence -.18 .01 *-
Resi dence with Friends -.05 .24
Resi dence wth Child -.a .46
H st or?/ of Mental Il]ness .05 .26
Psychol ogi cal Instability at Reception .00 .50
Victim of Sex Abuse . 06 .19
Cccupation .07 .17
H ghest G ade Achieved -. 09 .14
Race/ Et hni ci tg .08 .13

H story of Substance Abuse .07 .16
Substance Use at Comm ssion of Crine -.03 .35
Pattern of Crimnal Violence -.02 .42
Violent Felony Commtment O fense -. 09 .12
Prior Felony Convictions -.02 .40
Prior M sdeneanor Arrest .07 .17
Prior M sdeneanor Convictions .02 .37
Mbst Serious Prior Record -.07 .16
H story of Escape 10 .08
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Sone of the results in Table XXVI| are surprising, sone not.

aﬁe shows the strongest relationship to disciplinary adjustnent,

ich is consistent with the views of staff and innat?s and ‘he
published literature. On the other hand, a history of nenta
i I ness and nent al instability at RecePtion_shomn no relation to
di sciplinary adjustment - contrary to the views of staff and in-
mates. Different neasures of an inmate’'s sentence all show a
significant relationship to disciplinary adjust?pnt, ?ut.alnnst
al[ the measures of crimnal behavior do not. our  or SIX
neasures of famly ties show a significant relationship to dis-
ciplinary adjustnment, and one, marital status, shows the secon
strongesf relationship after age. Substance abuse Is unrelate
to disciplinary adjustment.

In addition to the correlation analysis, | did a_factor
analysis to identify possible suppressor variabl es. hese are
variabl es that have indirect effects on the dependent variable.
Table XXVI11 presents the results of the factor analysis

TABLE XXVI | |

ROTATED FACTOR MATRIX:

FACTOR 1 FACTOR 2 FACTOR 3 FACTOR 4 FACTOR 5 FACTOR 6
FTHMOSE -.20883 -.10174 -.48835 .04713 .05443 .03984
MARITL -.03452 . 00500 .76113 -.06401 .04170 -.05648
PREMEN -.01969 .04429 .00587 .06304 -.02979 . 90307
PSYCHINS -.07800 .08667 .05320 -.04478 -.00036 .78083
MINCHIL -.02651 .12413 .24410 -.06172 -.06804 .01563
RESFAM -.13197 . 17461 -.54967 -.08326 -.03827 - .00959
RESFRND .02886 .01959 -.01820 . 16560 -.00751 .03912
RESCHIL -.11072 .01338 .02201 ~.17114 -.17606 .02352
RESMAT .04264 -.04162 .52793 -.12865 .03202 ~-.04015
EMPSTA .08762 ~.19077 .28859 ! -.39071 -.12638 .04832
ESCAD -.02381 . 16824 -.06278 .02641 -.01873 . 14224
OCCUP3 : .09265 -.03610 -.19385 .24181 .03258 . 12951
EDUCA -.12107 -.02567 . 14316 -.32089 -.10688 -.09994
SEXABUSE -.01170 -.12977 .00714 . 13252 .07325 .28768
SUBSTA -.1415% .04950 -.00174 .74200 -.07%7% -.00792
OFFUS .00855 -.02533 .01887 .85581 -.00969 . 13096
AG -.12829 .23652 .58454 -.10475 -.19803 -.06605
RESREG -.02052 ~.10134 .23148 -.11225 ~.07070 .04177
ETHNIC -.02380 .23346 ~.25917 .06697 -.08414 -.10889
CRCLAS -.62283 .44160 -.11380 -.09033 .19766 .02650
VF -.35074 .26438 . 14410 -.49360 -.23649 -.04838
TIMESCO .82950 . 13371 .00843 -.033%9 -.21496 -.10195%
AGGMI .91870 .16816 .04680 .01096 -.16503 -.02884
AGGMAX .83538 -.30275 . 16018 -.05608 -.21773 -.05315
CVSCORE .46253 -.08512 -.03868 .33948 .07083 -.01978
PFELAR .24618 .65234 . 12799 . 11961 -.21194 -.13802
PFCONV -.28260 .55487 .11573 -.07923 -.00200 -.09163
PMISAR -.2178% .03846 .01509 -.07408 .82987 .08247
PMISCON -.27703 .03831 .03814 -.03917 .80707 -.02857
MSPRE -.09386 .83931 -.02144, .021319 . 19829 . 12139
PENALFEL -.00152 -.84175 .00486 -.01731 -.01029 -.02647
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Using a cutoff of . 4 for factor |oading, there are no poten-
tial suppressors. | ggso I nspected the data for interaction ef-
fects, and found none”.

We are left with 12 independent variables that have a sig-
nificant statistical relationship to disciplinary adjustnent.
The strength of the relationship, as neasured by Pearson's R
ranges from-.18 to -.35. It remains to determne how those
variables relate to each other in terns of disciplinary adjust-
ment. For instance, it could be that if we conbine age and mari -
tal status, the relationship to disciplinary adjustnment would be
even stronger. On the other hand, it could be that since ever-
married people tend to be ol der than never-married people,
conbining age and marital status, would produce no stronger a
relationship than than each independent variable singly. Mil-
tiple regression is a statistical technique that addresses this
issue. Table XXI X presents the results of the nultiple regres-
sion anal ysis.

TABLE XXI X
MULTI PLE REGRESSI ON ANALYSI S

Ln ndent Vari abl CUnuLgtive Co-efficient
Age A3 .6
ni mum Sent ence .19 0
Marital Status .22 9

The result of the multiple regression shows that there are
three variables that together give us sone abilit% to gredict
di sciplinary adjustment during the first six nonths. hese vari -
ables are age, length of mninmum sentence and narital status.
is a neasure of our ability to predict disciplinary adjustment.
We can predict 22% of the differences among inmates in the
sanpl e by using age, mninmum sentence and nmarital status. The
coefficients tells us the relative contribution each independent
vari able makes to our predictive ability.

Qur predictive power would be |ower in practice, because the
general population we will work with will be slightly
different fromthe random sanple on which we devel oped our pre-
dictors (this phenomenon is known as shrinkage). In ideal cir-
cunstance the study sanple would have been twice as large, so we
could identity our predictors on a 200 case sanple and then test
them out on another 200 case sanple. Collecting data manually on
a 400 case sinply was nuch too expensive for this project. It
wll be essential to eventually redo our predictive study after
the Quideline has been in effect for a while.
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IV
CONSTRUCTION OF A GUI DELI NE
Predicting inmate disciplinary adjustment is one issue,
classifying an inmate for Institutional Risk is another. Frst
the results of the statistical analysis nust be turned into a

risk assessment instrument. Based on our multiple regression
analysis, the follow ng instrument was created.

FI GQURE |
DI SCI PLI NARY RI SK ASSESSMENT | NSTRUMENT

Pr edi ct or Scor e

Marital Status
Ever Married 0
Never Marri ed 10

Age
40 Plus Years
30- 39
25-29
21-24
16- 20

M ni mrum Sent ence

SowrokEFkEr o

48 Plus Mnths 0
30- 47 1
24-29 2
18- 23 3
12-17 4

Second, unless you can predict perfectly, you wll always
make some mstakes. ~ You will Predlct that some inmates Mﬁll do
poorly who in fact do well (false negatives), and You Wi |
dict some inmates will do well who in fact do poorly (false
positive) (see Figure I).

FI GURE ||
| Predicted Behavior Actual Behavior
Acceptable Unacceptable
Acceptable True Positive False Positive
Unacceptable False Negative True Negative
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I

1.00

It
I2
13
14
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17

.00
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.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00

110.00

.00

Tabl e XXX shows the relationship between, inmate scores on
the predictive instrument and their actual disciplinary scores.

TABLE XXX
RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN PREDICTED DISCIPLINARY SCORE
AND ACTUAL DISCIPLINARY SCORE

e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e - - - ———_—_— = - — - — — - —
1 AVERAGE OF THREE MOST SERIOUS INFRACTIONS - FIRST 1TOTAL
o ——- +or———— - +—————- $rm———— L L tm————- R tommm——— +mm————— +
1 .00 11.0012.0013.0014.00150016.0017.0018.001 9.00110.00 I
+-———— Fmwm——— Fomm————— +rm————— +om————— do————— L $—————— +o———— o o Fmm————
I 1 1 I I 1 I 1 I I I 1
I I 1 I I 1 I I I I I I
I 21 I 1 I I I 1 1 I 1 1 2
I 71 I 1 I 1 I I I I I I 7
1 17 1 I I 11 I 1 1 1 I 1 I i8
I 201 21 11 11 11 I 11 1 I I I 26
I 21 1 11 21 I I I 1 11 11 I I 26
I 171 1 I 11 1 11 11 1 I I 11 21
I 11 I 11 11 I 11 1 11 1 I I 5
I 31 I I I I I 11 I 1 I I 4
I 11 1 I I I 1 I I 1 1 I 1
1 31 1 I I I I 1 1 1 1 1 3
S NS A R T A R A
I 131 21 1 11 11 i 1 1 I 1 1 11 13
I 141 31 11 11 11 11 I 21 1 I I 23
I 21 I 21 21 I 11 11 21 11 1 I 11
1 31 11 i 1 11 I 11 11 21 11 I 10
1 21 1 1 1 1 1 1 I 41 I 1 6
I I I I 1 I I I 1 I I I
1 138 1 111 9 1 8 1 51 a1 71 71 8 1 11 21 200
+-———- Fmmm e - tem———— dmmm——— o ——— e +m—————— trm———— +m————— Fmmm——— Fmm———
Note that no matter where we set the cut-off point for ac-
ceptable or unacceptable scores, we will make some correct and
some incorrect predictions. Suppose we set the cut-off for an
acceptable disciplinary score at 6 (as it 1s in the Reclassifica-
tion Guidelines for Males) and the cut-off for an acceptable
predic-tion score at 14 (the most favorable cut-off for our pre-
dictive efficiency), then we will get the following results.+*
TABLE XXXI
DISCIPLINARY ASSESSMENT PREDICTION AND
ACTUAL DISCIPLINARY SCORE
| Disciplinary —__Actual Disciplinary Score |
| Assessment | Acceptable |Unacceptable| Total |
i ___Score A | A I
L i i B |
l_____Acceptable A 166 ] 1 1173 1
1 Unacceptable 1 16 | 11 | 27 1
] Total 1 182 ] 18 ]__200 1|

Predictive Efficliency 89%
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Using a cut-off of 13 on the Disciplinary Assessnent Score
we made 177 correct predictions and 23 incorrect predictions, or
89% correct decisions. However if we sinply predict that all in-
mat es woul d adj ust acceptably, we would nmake nore correct pre-
dictions (91% as Table XXXII shows.

TABLE XXXI |

PREDI CTI ON THAT ALL | NMATES W LL ADJUST ACCEPTABLY
AND ACTUAL DI SCI PLI NARY SCORE

I Prediction 1_Actual Disciplinary Score ]
I | Acceptable | Unacceptable Total |
| I I I I
| Acceptable | 182 | 18 | 200 ]
1l Unacceptable ] 0 I ] 1 0 |
| Total | 182 I 18 [__200 |

Predictive Efficiency = 91%

Thus we would have a higher accuracy rate without a risk
assessnent instrument than with one.

The kinds of errors a risk assessnment instrunment nakes nmay
be nore inportant than the nunber of errors. False positives may
be nore accePtabIe than fal se negatives or vice versa. For in-
stance, paroling an inmate from prison who should not have been
paroled nay be worse than holding an inmate who shoul d have been
par ol ed. In the case of assessing Institutional Risk for
femal es, false negatives are |ess acceptable errors than false
positives. To assess an inmate as a Maxinmum Institutional Risk -
when in fact she is a Mediumor Mninum Institutional Risk - is a
worse error than the opposite "error. It is correctional policy
to classify innmates at the |owest level of security necessary to
protect the public, inmates and staff. There is no need to place
8% of inmates too securely in terns of their institutional risk
in order to place 5% in maxi num security. There is adequate
secure confinenent space for institutional risks in the medi um
security facilities. In aa% case, even the nore poorly behaved
female 1nmates are on the whole not so disruptive as to require
transfer. Therefore, our risk assessnent instrunent nakes nore of
t he wwon? errors (16) than the right errors (7). Assuming in-
mates will adjust will make none of the wong errors and 18 of
the right errors.

I n conclusion, whether we |ook at the per cent of errors or
the types of errors, we are better off assumng that all inmates
will adjust well than we are using our institutional risk assess-
ment instrunent. Should the nature of security classification
decisions for females change - for instance the Department m ght
need to fill mninmm security spaces - then the instrument nay
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B - PUBLIC RISK

Construction of the Public Risk scale of a guideline nust
proceed differently than the Institutional Risk scale, since as
di scussed at length already, there is little predictive statisti-
cal data to work with. The scale has been created through inter-
views with staff and inmates (reported in HunphreK, 1987b).  The
results of these interviews are consistent with the results of
simlar interviews with inmates and staff at male facilities
(Al exander, 1979).

1) the nore violent the inmate's crimnal history, the
nmore likely it is that the inmate will be violent were
she to escape. In reviewing the crimnal record we
focus on the instant offense and the other nost violent
crinme. After reviewing the entire record we focus very
carefully on two events, which are sufficient to estab-
lish a pattern. If an inmate has been very violent in
two crines, we don't wait for a third event in order to
predict future behavior.

Furthermore, it is generally agreed that a
crimnal history with an isolated act of violence that
arises out of a personal relation suggests |ess of a
risk to the public than predatory violence. There is
some support in the published literature for this view,
as stated earlier (p.24) This situation is nmore comon
anong fenmale than nale | nmates. In our sanple of 200
it applied in 13% of the cases. Therefore on our
scale 2 points are subtracted from the crim nal
violence score, if this situation applies.

2) the nore strenuously, the nore frequently and the nore
recently the inmate has attenpted to flee crimnal jus-
tice supervision in the past,, the nore likely she is to
flee in the future.

3) the longer the inmate's tine to release, the nore in-
centive she has to escape.

4) the stabler the inmate's street |ife, the nore
likely she is to abide by the prison rules and not
escape. Thus the inmate who has conpl eted school
held a full-tinme job andbeen married is a better
risk. Wiile this is a common-sense prediction, there
are reasons against using it. Street stability
factors are strongly associated with two constitu-
tionally suspect categories - age and ethnicity
(Tonry, 1987: 75%. To include these street stability
factors would have the effect of classifying younger
and non-white inmates to higher security levels (see

33



Table XXXI'II.) Wre there a docunented relation be-
tween escape and street stability factors, it mght be
possible to justify the differential treatment by age
and race/ethnicity, but such documentation does not ex-
ist. Therefore, street stability is excluded fromthe
Public R sk scale.

TABLE XXXIT
RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN STREET STABILITY
CHARACTERISTICS AND SUSPECT CATEGORIES

R e e e B e e e e e i T T, +
I I AGE ) S RACIAL & ETHNIC STATUS 1
1 e e R R e, e tmmm——, e +
I I UNDER 21 I 21-38 I 40 AND I WHITE I HISPANIC 1 BLACK I
I I I I OLDER 1 I I I
Frr e e +mm e ———— Rt Fommm e e Fmmm e — - e — - — +
IMARITAL STATUS AT TIME I I I I 1 I I
I OF RECEPTION I I I I I I I
INEVER MARRIED I 79% I 42% I 12% I 25% I 39% I 54% I
IEVER MARRIED OR CURRENT I 1 I I 1 I I
1 INTIMATE OTHER I 21% I 58% I 88% I 75% 1 61% I 46% I
B e e LD T T R Frmm Formm e ————— e Ty R L LT Tpupp o +
IEMPLOYMENT STATUS AT 1 I I 1 I I I
I TIME OF ARREST 1 I I I 1 I I
IUNEMPLOYED 1 78% 1 70% 1 40% 1 52% 1 79% I 72% 1
IPARTIALLY EMPLOYED I 6% I 14% I 12% I 19% I 3% 1 1% I
IFULL-TIME EMPLOYED 1 17% I 16% I 48% I 29% I 17% 1 16% 1
it TP PP R et e L ittt tommmme e B L e L +
IHIGHEST GRADE COMPLETED I 1 1 1 1 1. 1
13-6 1 I 3% 1 5% I 2% I 8% 1 2% 1
I7-11 I 95% 1 61% I 50% 1 49% I 83% I 67% I
I12 PLUS 1 5% 1 35% I 45% I 49% I 8% I 30% I
e et it Fmm - Frr e ————— Fmmm e — - i L e e trmme e e +
QU DELINE SIMIATION

A draft Quideline score sheet and manual appear in ﬁppend|x
A.  Table XXXIV shows the result of applying this draft of the
Female Initial Security Cassification Cuideline to our 200 case
sample. The results appear to be appropriate; as the security

| evel increases, so do the scores.
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TABLE XXXI'V

SI MULATION - AVERAGE QU DELINE FACTOR SCORES
BY SECURITY LEVEL

| | Average | Average | Average | Average |

]Security | Public | Criminal | Time to | Criminal |

| | Risk | Violence ] Earliest | Justice |

ILevel | Score | Score | Possible | Supervision]|

| | | | Release | Score |

| I | | Score i |

| | I I | |

IMinimum ] 2.5 | .5 | 1.9 | .2 !

iMedium B | 4.8 I 2.7 ! 2.3 | .2 |

{Medium A | 7.8 ! 4.0 | 3.4 | .6 |

|Maximum | 9.0 | 4.8 i 3.9 | 1.4 |

I | | | !

TABLE XXXIV (CONTINUED)
SIMULATION - CRIMINAL CHARACTERISTICS
BY SECURITY LEVEL

D et i R it el Fommmm——nm e +
I I PUBLIC RISK SCORE I TOTAL I
1 Fommer e — Y e T D ettt D itttk + 1
1 I MINIMUM 1 MEDIUM B I MEDIUM A I MAXIMUM I I
L it TR e B ke o — e dom - D b T L +
IMINIMUM SENTENCE IN I 1 I I 1 1
I MONTHS I I I I I I
112-17 MONTHS 1 32 1 8 1 1 1 40 1
118-23 MONTHS 1 a1 1 8 1 1 1 1 1 52 1
124-29 MONTHS 1 39 1 111 2 1 3 1 55 1
I130-47 MONTHS I 14 I 11 1 6 1 1 I 32 I
148 PLUS MONTHS 1 101 5 1 6 1 8 I 21 1
B b Rkt T e m—c e D R e el 4emmmemm—em e +
ITOTAL 1 127 I 44 1 15 1 14 b1 200 I
e e e e ettt ettt L ittt L e Fmmmmm—ea - +
ITIME TO EARLIEST RELEASEI 1 1 I 1 I
I0 TO 12 MDNTHS 1 32 1 10 1 2 1 1 44 1
I13 TO 24 MONTHS 1 81 I 18 1 2 1 a 1 105 1
125 TO 36 MONTHS 1 12 1 13 1 6 I 11 32 1
137 TO 48 MONTHS 1 2 1 2 1 4 1 1 1 9 1
149 TO 60 MONTHS I I 11 11 2 1 a 1
IOVER 60 MONTHS 1 1 I 1 6 I 6 1
e b bt Rt R D e it e dmmmmm— e R ittt +
ITOTAL | 1 127 1 4 1 15 1 14 1 200 1
O e B it R ittt bom—mm e — e R et Fmm—mmm————— +
ICRIME CLASS 1 1 I 1 1 1
IA-2 FELONY I 8 1 2 1 1 1 111
ICLASS B FELONY I 10 I 13 I S 1 5 I 33 1
ICLASS C FELONY 1 13 1 16 I 5 1 5 1 39 1
ICLASS D FELONY 1 51 1 10 1 a 1 3 1 68 1
ICLASS E FELONY 1 42 1 3 1 1 1 11 471 1
1Y0 I 2 1 1 1 1 2 1
B T ittt R et L it R el R et R +
IVIOLENT /NONVIOLENT 1 I I 1 1 1
1 OFFENSES 1 I 1 I 1 I
IVIOLENT FELONY I 37 I 32 I 14 I 9 I 92 I
IOTHER  CDERCIVE/VIOLENTI 1 6 1 1 3 1 8 1
IPROPERTY/DRUG/OTHR 1 88 I 6 1 11 2 1 87 1
IYOUTHFUL OFFENDER 1 2 1 I 1 1 2 1
R ettt R L o m - e it Frmmm e ——— o Fmmemm e —— +
ITOTAL 1 127 1 a4 1 15 I 14 1 200 1
femm e — = Frmmm e e~ e D tatate bt drm————————— +
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The classification of female inmates is |ower than that of
mal es (see Table XXXXV). This result is consistent with our ear-
lier findings that wonen have |ess serious crimnal records and
better disci Ellnary adjustnment. It is also inportant to realize
that while the S|rrulat|on classified 64% of the sanple female in-
?rate'ls M nimum the Departnent has no mninmum security space for
enal es.

TABLE XXXV
COWPARI SON OF MALE & FEMALE SECURI TY CLASSI FI CATI ON

_ Femal e * Mal e ?
M ni mum 64% 17%
Medi um B 22% 16%
Medi um A 8% 34%
Maxi mum 7% 33%

v Simulated classification of sanple of 1986 fenale
rel eases

2 Actual classification
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(Ft.1)

(Ft.2)
(Ft. 3)
(Ft. 4)

Pearson's R is a neasure of correlation. [|f two
variables are perfectly correlated, Pearson's R equals
1. If there is no relationship between two variabl es,
Pearson's R equals O.

Statistical significance refers to the |ikelihood that
the observed relationship between the independent and
dependent variables could be due to chance. As the

val ue aﬁproaches 1.00 the relationship is nore likely
to be the result of chance; as the val ue approaches .00
it is less likely to be the result of chance. The
strength of the relationship refers to how closely as-
sociated the two variables are (explained in footnote
1).

An interaction effect occurs when two independent
variabl es have relationships to the dependent variable
that are affected by the other variable.

As a rule, log linear or probit statistical techniques
are appropriate for analyzing the relationship between
I ndependent variables and a di chotonous dependent vari -
abl e (such as acceptabl e/ unacceptabl e disciplinary
adjustnent). The nunber of cases in this sanple and
the distribution of scores for the dependent variable
make multiple regression nore appropriate in this

anal ysi s.
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