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R XGbRUEY~OF QEFRENT SECURITY LEVEL OF WESTERN REGION -MALE INMATES!
C INREFIH REFORT
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The Research Administrator or the Research Assistant in the

-

Western Redion met rersonally with the Case Manaders ot all ingti-

e oo
Pt A

PG

A Helene Enid Cavior : %ﬁczkﬂﬁaéﬁ e ‘ | .
i Howard Kitchener ’ : ; tutions excert Florence (FLO) to exrlain the rurrose for the sur-
“ d . : £ .. AN - 3 o . s 3 :
Anneslgg Schmidt PEC &7 12 ] , vew and review the written instructions for comrletion of the
. Aprily 1978 ACQUISITIONS Security Level form. The form and the instructions are in Arren- :

i

dix A. Some chandes were necessary in the redular instructions

¥
-

A survey was conducted of all inmates in institutions with followed by the CFO’s since the purrose of this study was to ex-

a designated securitw level in the Western Rediony i.e.r excludes ’ amine the rorulation as it was on Februarw 1y 1978 rather than at

MCC San Diedo and FCI Pleasantonr in order to assess the distribu- the time of commitment. Thusy historw of escares and history of

¢ 3

tion of security level currently reauired to house these inmates, violence included suil?s Incident Rerorts durind incarceration

This survew was undertaken so ss to rredict the lond ronge imeract - and the number of months alreadu served was subtracted from the

of the desisnstion procedure currently in use in the Western ii ; exrected lendth of incarceration. The Case Maraders were sshked
| Redgion. ‘ . to comrlete the forms within two weeks and return them to the
‘ g‘ . é %; Western Redional Office,
\0 HETHOD %i gg In a few instancesy the Lase Manaders arrarently could or
&: SUBJECTS é L] would not choose zmond the rossible resronses and entered 2y 4 op
i

-

The subdects for the survey were s8ll men whose names arpeared

6¢ In most casesr it did not chande the Securityg Level if the

on the random samrle for Februare’s Narcotics Surveillance Prodram ) . ] ]
: roints for that item were one roint hidher or lower and so they

i it i ! i t hea
with the followind added conditions (a) th% rmste must have were left unchanded in all cases, They werer howevers converted

' r 4 that instituti Feb 9783 and , : |
been incarcerated st that institution on Februory 1y 1 roan to missind values in looking at the frecuerncy distribution of

| Yy the irmate’s fTile must have been in the institution at the
b £ inmaters Tile mus ® ' responses to the individusl items (Tables 14 - 20),

time of datas collection ~~ aperovimatelw Februarw 21 thru March

10y 1978, A ter rercent samrle was the doal. Table 1 shows the

samrle size for each institution. The samrles randed from 8.3 to

17.0 rpercent and overall a 10.6 rercent samele was obtailned,
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_ RESULTS
IMPACT ON MALE PDPULATION‘iN WESTERN REGION

Table 2 presents the breskdown fTor the survew samrle bw in-
stitution and Security Level while Table 3 Presenis the same in-
formation esrodected for the total rorulation of esch institution
in the study on February 1» 1978, Only Level 1 facilities had &
madority of their porpulstion rated as Level 1+ In facts a Plural~.
ity of the rporulation of all fascilities excert McNeil Island (MNI)
are at Level 1.

Table 3 also presents the number of beds available at each
level based on the oreratind caracity of each institution in the
study a8s well as the actuasl carscity of the institutiorms. There
is 8 sidnificant difference between the proJected number of inmates
ord the oreratind caracity bed srace at each level and in partic-
ular at Level 1 where 823 more beds are needed and at Level S
where 17118 beds would be unused, From these results one could
conclude that the Western Redgion does not need a Level § institu-
tion since only 132 men (3% of the rporulstion) are classified as
Level O,

It is important to roint out that these results do not neces-
sarily describe the rorulations of the other Redions.

Table 4 shows the number of men who would reauire transfer
to hidher Security Level institutions (n=823y 17.4%Z) and lower

Security Level institutions (n=2515, 52.87%). Thus only 29.8 per~

cent of the ropulation (rn=1423) would not recuire transfer,
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DESCRIPTION OF THE POPULATION AT EACH SECURITY LEVEL : '
Tables 5 thru 11 examine the descriptive information reauested
st the tor of the Security Level form. Tsbles S5 thru ¢ éresent
freauency distributions prodected for the total rorulation for
Special Needsr Central Monitorind Casesr Senterce Procedurey
Sentence Grourr and Race/Ethnicituys The percentades in the tables
rer se examine the distributions within each Level. Below each
tabler in Conclusions: some of the lardest rercentadges within
catedories of the variable are rresentedr e.d.» for Toble 5 it
is indicated that 50.0Z of 2ll medical cases fall in Level 1 while
37.5% of all esychistric cases fall in Level 4., Tables 10 and 11
present averade ade on February 1, 1978 and averade sentence
lendth of the survey sample both by institutiorn as thew are now
snd by Security Level as well as the results of s statistical test
called an Analysis of Variance., A *r value® of .05 or smallerr by
conventionr is considered statistically sidnificant. In deneraly
this means that the observed differences in mean score amond the
grours would be found by chance only 5 out of 100 times, The
reader is srecifically alerted to the finding that no differences
in averade ade are found by Security Level. The reader is referred

to these tables for 3 more careful esxomination of these findinds.

EVALUATION OF THE SECURITY LEVEL INSTRUMENT
Fidure 1 presents the freauency distributior of the total

scores within Security Level for the survew rorulation in histo-

dram torme The information in this figure could be used to deter-
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mine the effect of chanding the cutoff roints on totsl score far
each Securitu Level. Howeverr this decision should not be made
until the results of the comparison studu are available.

Tables 12 and 13 present the averade number of poirts veceived
on each item on the Security Level form by institution aAd Security

Levely resrectiveluyr along with the results of the Anslusis of

.
-

Variance for each item. Table 13 is rarticularly interesting. It
shows that there are statisticaslly sidnificant differences on totasl
score between each rair of ad.Jacent levelsi howeverr this is» in
rarty an artifact since the rande of scores for each levely by
definitions cannot overlar with any other level. 1% also shous
that the averade roints on each itemr individusllyr do not wield

many differences between addacent levels., No item wields differ~

ences between Levels 1 and 2 nor Levels 2 and 3, Differences ére
found for Violence betuween Levels 3 and 4r for Detainers and
Honths remainind to be served between Levels 4 and S5» and for
Escares between Levels 5 and 6. Thusy no sindle item would sep-
arate peorle into Security Levels.

Tables 14 thru 20 present the frenueﬁcs distribution by
Security Level for each item for the survey samrle., The deneral
form of these tables is the sane as described above for Tables S
thru 9+ The reader is referred to these tables whichr horefullus
are self-exrlanatory,

Teble 21 presents the correlations between the number of

roints on each item and Security Level, The items are listed in

order of madnitude of the absolute value of the correlstion coef-
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ficient. These results suddest that the two most imrortant items
for determining Security gevel are History of Violence and Offense
Severitw., This is corroborated by the results of the Sterwise
Multirle Redression rresented in Table 22 by both the seauence
in yhich the variables are added and the magnitude of the B
Values: The R sauare values shown in Table 22 indicater when
multirlied by 100y the rercentade of variation in Level that is
accounted for by each models Violence and Offerse Severity com—
bined sccount for 74 percent of the variation.

The difference in the R scuare value from model to model
indicates the additional variation accounted for by the variable
added to that model. Thus: the addition of the variables Months
and Pre-status contributes little and could erobzbly be omitted

from the instrument. .

VALIDITY OF THE INSTRUMENT
No information on validity will be available until the com-

parative study is comrleted and transfer and escare outcomes are

examined,
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__________ e e e P 1

| COUNT ON * ' SAMPLE - ,
INSTITUTION | FEB 1s 1978 §|  NUMEER 3 % OF COUNT,

_......_._.-.--..-.-..-..-—.}-—-—----.-.-............+........._.-......_.........-....’...........-.._..._....._...—

A. FLO ! © 53 P . 9 ! 17.0

A N — E

"“"---—-—u--—.....i.__,_._______-____.
7 SAF !t 284" so28 9.0
—"—'—"———-—-—————-—.’-~..._-,._,_.___~_~_+ * ey - ~+

Loc ! 402 : 42 10,4

e e e e e e e e e e e e
, :

‘. MNE : 298 : 32 ! 10,7

)
-

_~________--_+_-___~____~__+_-~____~~___-+_

¥ TRM ! 998 ] exys «.g;s 5.5 :

e e e o e et e e e e e e e

ENG H 473 } BF o !} F=12.7

’} LOM $ 1146 ! 134 ' 11,7
ExssScanssessheooommas =====+=============+===========:=
TOTAL ! 4748 ! -5 52 W=E /0.7

¥ COUNT EXCLUBIS HOLDDVERS AND UNSENTENCED PRISONERS




TABLE 2 -
NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF CASES IN SURVEY SAMPLE IN EACH INSTITUTION BY SECURITY LEVEL

3 0 T S IR O N 00 0 M 2 T O TSR T 5 0 R 0 D Y Y B K R T R I S e S Sy I S M R R S R O R R Y SR NN oA RS R T ENS IR EEsss
! LEVEL 1 | LEVEL 2 | LEVEL 3 | LEVEL 4 ! LEVEL 5 | LEVEL 6 | TOTAL

INSTITUTIONI N z | N Z | N Z | N Z | N % N Zz | N Z
- Fomm e T —— o ST R —— RS R i e e e
FLO ] ? 100.0 | - | - ' - ! - ! - ! ? 100.¢
e o s e N ——— fomm e e e T e e e e e e

SAF I 24 85.7 | $ 10,7 | - J 1 Je6 | - ! - I 28 100.¢
Fomm e Jo o e 0 8 it sty e 0 e s e o o e m o e o e e o o o s e o —————————

Lac i 28 6647 | i 19.0 | 4 7.1 ) 3 7.1 1 = : - i 42 100.¢

; R oo T ——— e I S ——— frmm e

MNC l 18 562 | & 18,8 | u 1546 1 3 7.4 | - i - ¢ 32 100.¢

¥ -—~--+-~~—-——-—-e—T ------------- PR — T SR Y ———— PR

TRH I 40 48,2 | 17 20,5 12 14,51 13 15,7 | 1 1.2 1 - i B3 100.¢C

oo e e e o e e e froem e e e e A e o e

ENG i 28 48,3 1 14 24,1 | é 10,3t 10 17.27} - ] - i w8 100.¢
0 o s s s e e s o 0 20 s e e st 0 o 0 e 1 S 0 e o st st ' .................. e o v o vttt it e e o s e et e e o et oo o o tem et et e
MNI i 16 13.4 1 21 17.4 | 24 20021 a5 37.8 1| 11 P2 1| 2 1.7 | 119 100.C
G o o e e e from e o e e e e e

LOM l. 89 41,0 I 28 20,9 | 18 13.4 1 30 22,4 | 2 155 4+, 1 1.8 1 134 100.C

K4 -ufazazn?uu+n-u=n=======+n====nu=zuu-+========a===+=m===muaz:ﬂ=a+::|.-.:=x=::::::3:::::=+d.=:::=====:====+====:=====:-:~
TOTAL i 218 A43.2 + 97 19.2 | 48 13.5 1 105 20.8 1 14 2,81 '3 6 1 T05 100.C

JANOTE: There are a decreasind number of cases in each securituy level as the level increases with the !
the excertion of Level 4 which is second in the number of cases.
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LU R 4

R o | PROJECTED NUMBER OF MALE INMATES IN EACH INSTITUTION BY SECURITY LEVEL T
254 I (BASED ON THE FERRUARY *tr 1978 COUNT)

a'nuugn-nu-u--a-ua======z====nnuunua=aa===m:::un:qnu==a=====zm:nun=w_==nr====nzn~=====num::::::::::i
INSTITUTION ! LEVEL 1 | LEVEL 2 | LEVEL 3 | LEVEL 4 | LEVEL s | LEVEL 6 | TOTAL
o e e b e e T T - TR e e
FLO I X% 93 | - : - : N ! - d - ] a3
0 e s g g e e e o it 0 0 o v 43 0t S e e ot o o e e o e 4t s o 1 2 O o 3 s Gt St o oo e s e e ettt e i e o o o e i e e e et 1 0 o oo e e o e e
SAF U 243 ! 30 ! - | 10 I - ! - i 284
“"%‘ -"-.-—”—ﬁ-"'"‘“’3-~-:..W~_-‘N'{"““"‘.Q-l'"!—'M—-!“"'}'“’.-ﬂ-—-ﬂﬂ‘~——~-0‘|—~--.~-ﬂ-~d~ﬂ-+ ------- --——-+ ———————
Loc I % 268 l 74 | 29 | 29 | - l - | 402
R e e e e e e e e o e e oo m oo e e fmmmm——e
MNC { ¥ . 148 ! HT | 44 ! 28 l - ! - i 298
+ e e e e e o e e e e o e e i e e oo e e o
TRM ! 481 [ 4 204 ! 144 | 156 ! 12 ! - i 998
S e R fomm e T —— o e e e o e o
ENG ! 228 I - 114 I % 49 i 82 ! - - i 473
+ et e f e e e e e e e e e s m e e frmmm e e
MNI ! 150 I 197 . Q89 I % 421 ! 103 i 19 I 1114
- + T e R o e e e e e e e e fmmmm
LOM ! 470 i 240 { 154 ! 254 I X . 17 i 8 I 1144
oRErEsoERIREER4REIOsEaRTSRodTEIEER eSS ybarnsnosorausdEnnEaErnenabanErEoSsssandrEsERssnsosebannmEns
TOTAL 1 2088 437 | 915 192 | 642 147 | 991 az 1 132 3%.) 28 1Z 1 47468
EmDEsSnoouRstdrosEESeoanotoNIsEEranEoisTaaSeaRnoosonerrresEotesornaessondransnssrssssbosemass |
OPERATING CAPI 1235 24%Z 1 1025 2072 ¢+ S00 107z | 1100 22z | 1250 247 | 0. - 1 G110 g
- + e R S o e e e oo e et e e o }
Op CAP - TOT | -823 l +140 ! ~142 1 +109 i +1118 i =28 ' - g
SEzsEanazuspatssrsazssnmpatpsrreransroodEoIsaosssodeaonoIseeassrdseascerssselarsaEsssrankessEEes |
ACTUAL CAPAC | 1017 257% | 807 20z | 350 9% | 769 19/ I 1142 ”8/ ! 0 - { 4090 i
- o (e e S i o e S 2 S o0 o e o e o e o s o e 0 2 o o b e 0 e e 3 e 1 e ot e S 5 o S B e L e e e S S e ot o e e o o e e 3 i

% Denotes the Security Level of the Institution

GOODNESS OF FIT CHI SQUARE for Total by Security-lLevel using the Operstind Caracitu to define fit
and excludind Level & hecause of its zerq caracity 4in the Western Redion? - ;

CHI SQUARE (4) = 1696.367 p < ,0001 . , g
CONCLUSIDON?

The distribution of inmates by Security Level dszers s;dnificantlu
from the availoble bed srace in each Securilu Level. .

The maJor discrerancies are! ‘ ol
Level 1 - 823 beds will be needed ey
Level § ~ 1118 heds will be emprty., ) !
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TARLE 4

PROJECTED NUMBER OF MALE INMATES REQUIRING TRANSFER DUE TO DISCREPANCY EETWEEN
INMATE’S AND INSTITUTION‘’S SECURITY LEVEL BY INSTITUTION

| INMATE’S LEVEL INMATE’S LEVEL I! "NUMBER OF ' NUMBER OF
| HIGHER THAN LOWER THAN : INMATES : INMATES
INSTITUTION | INSTITUTION i INSTITUTION i TO REMAIN ! TO TRANSFER

e o o e o e o et e o e e e e e e e e e -
FLO ! - l - R 53 o -
- +"""~"""""‘"""ﬁ“‘”""’~“"‘“'"‘"""“"‘““"'""“"’""’""”"""‘}’""‘"""‘“‘“ ~~~~~ -'~‘~~+~—““ ------ [l oadacdond o dond
SAF ! 40 | - ' a43 ! 40
-~--—--—-—-—'~+“"""P""WW—““——‘N—' "'"‘t"""-‘-'-'-"'—'-'"'""—"-"—"—-++~-'--—-v--—-dll‘—4ﬂ~~—-+-~-—~~~"'—~ ~~~~~~
LocAam g ! 134 | - ' 248 ! 134
- o e e e e o e o e o e e e o o e e e e e
NNCAWLP ! 130 ! - ' 148 O 130
o o o e e e s e e s e e e f o o e e e e et e e e ot e e e e e e e e -
TRM B 312 : 481 1 © 804 ! . 793
e T e o e e et e e e e e e
ENG ! g2 ! 342 i 49 ! 424
e o e s e o e e e o e e o e
MNG | 122 ! 572 I 421 I, . 494
et 1 e et e o e o e e e s e e e et e o e 1 e e ———
LOM ! g - 1120 ' 17 ; 1128
x:.z:u:::::z::::-{-:::m: 1===========+=nm::===:=:=:zn===:=++::::::t:x::::::::=======+u===============
TOTAL I 828  17.4%Z | 2515 S2,8%7 |1 1423 899.8%Z | 3343 70.2%
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TABLE O
PROJECTED DISTRIBUTION IN PERCENTAGES OF MALE INMATES AT EACH SECURITY LEVEL BY SFECIAL NEEDS

i LEVEL 1 | LEVEL 2 | LEVEL 3 "¢ LEVEL 4 | LEVEL & | LEUEL 6
SPECIAL NEED ! N Z 1 N A N Z 1 N “ N Z 1 N A
----0‘-"--‘-0-'—'-—--*0—'—------'—-n——--*.--u-n-u—-u--a-———-!u-—un-n——--—-—'*t———- ————— -n--+-~~-———u——N-—n!ct-—-——--v—-——'—-
MEDICAL I 27 1.9 | ? 1,0 1} - { 10 1.0 4 10 7¢7 1
+—~~Nl—m-~4!~~~M-"h—muu0¢--w~g-uw~-'-m 4 am tve -n---—u--m-~'----u——-~~~§-—~+u-n—~--e--u-——-—»i--—---—-'——-w——
PSYCHIATRIC | 19 28 1 S N B 1 6.0 | 57 9.8 | 10 7.7 | -
-vn—u————-—n-—-.{--n---c-———o«hmn ~.u-+-u~»n—--«-- ot rn mwe -...—-—.-~~~—~~——+-~~—-~~~-—~—~ ' —-—wn—-u—-——--—m-—u*v——---a- ——————
NONE 12010 P77 1 W77 P59 | 404 94,0 | 924. 93,3 | 112 84,6 ¢ 28 100.0
n:znulnna.’un-{-:n::::u::u:::-.mm::- Nk:!.?!.ﬂn:ﬂ:.‘.:'.l:’:.':l:!qf"t:l'-llHI:S:.’!M::':‘HE{H*‘N:—'::&QQE‘:’T;:!Z&+n==ﬂ&‘=’===:===+ﬂ==az=====-’3-".'.
TOTAL 12098 100,00 | 91% 100.0 | 442 100.,0 | 991 100.0 | 132 100.,0 | 28 100.0
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CHI SQUARE - Invelid

CONCLUSION? Irmates with speecial hpodg appoor to répresent a hiﬂher Pereentade of the
. rorulation than exreoted ih Security Levels 5 and &,
Of 311 medical casessy the lordest number of cases fall in Level 1 (50.0%),

Of a8ll psuchiatric casesy @ larder number.of caoses fall in Level 4 (37.57)
and Level 3(25.0%),
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§i TABLE & E

PROJECTED DISTRIBUTION IN PERCENTAGES OF MALE INMATES AT EACH SECURITY LEVEL
, BY CENTRAL MONITORING STATUS

T2 00 0 PCX R IGTE G ST P B 03 S £ 0 40 A8 £ 00 X 25 B0 5 S0 050 £ X U0 S0 S B I S 07 08 14 B S 0 20 00 K A B Y O U S 4 S I S A S S A R S S R R S S T S SN e I I I I I R RSN N R S R A EE s
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by o7
e £4c5 via «
s 1L {eshe i 4.
s SRR
s k!.-‘i'-rmnx'

CENTRAL MON- | LEVEL 1 | LEVEL 2 | LEVEL & | LEVEL 4 | LEVEL § | LEVEL 6
ITORING CASE | N “ i N & | N Z 1 N Z | N z N A
“4: %wut-—-ﬂum-ﬂ*—uwo --n-—-—uﬂvnunums’:uwwn-ﬂ—n--ﬂ—-uu-*o-«n—--mo--—nu--»}--—muuunnuu—~+~~¢-~~~—~-~--
3 SEPARATION i 76 S47 | 97 e V77 11.9 1 40 6.2 | 28 21 .4 | 9 33.3
. A S S S T st SR WS ik SN SN GNIE W S PR G G B Dt o (s et WL S S U P tﬂmwmwu-«vvmuuw-'luq«—‘-‘—-»u--t-ouu-.-+»-n-muﬂmun—um-nu*qm—n—o—-na—c—..-»u-u--*o—u—---—.—---—-o-—u-
M-  OTHER cHC 1 19 B e | o A L 29 2,9 1 19 14,3 1 -
: ':’-‘.‘. o - - ’ Y S A ks et St S ot -"‘“ W 0 i by Bhes W S et S B et S ! o-u--‘o--tn—u-nnun--—+~n-——w~~a—M”u~u+~~—~~m—~«~~~+ ~~~~~~~~~~~
NOT CMC !1964 Pheq | A9 PR, | G36 83.46 | 894 0.2 | 895 64,3 | 19 66,7
uauuu-nnnunnu-{-n:z:::vu:::xtmuu:::l'{.nnnn:i:nfzm:.'::.:::a'mu‘{crznmrcauunmznm"-cun::n::::z:a::::u-fm::::nxcun:::::!::'.=+:======~:====::=
TOTAL 12058 100.0 | 915 300,00 | &42 100.0 1| 991 100.0 | 132 100.,0 | 28 100.0

CHI SQUARE - Invalid -

CONCLUSION: Central Monitoripg Caseu appeor to represent o higher rercentade af the

ropulation than eMpectod in Security Levels S and &,
O0f 21l Seraration Coases o lavder pumber of cases fall in Leval 1 (24.2%)+
Level 3 (24.2%)y and Level 4 (21.27).

O0f 8ll other CMC’sy o larder number of cases fall in Level 3 (27.3%) ond
Level 4 (27.3%) ., -
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TABLE 7 .o

PROJECTED DISTRIBUTION IN PERCENTAGES OF MALE INMATES AT EACH SECURITY LEVEL
BY SENTENCE PROCEDURE

52 5T 360 10 200 2 000 A £ 5 Y 162 BT 520 S50 800 £ 0 £ B0 000 M2 S 15 S ITT Bk 10 008 0 OO0 5 850 S0 000 T S0 K 57 D D R R T 10 2 SN Y 0 20 T B 20 R 0 B A R B I B SN AT O 2 2 Y S AN A S I ST e SN ES I SN I R g RN I s n e en e

BENTENCE | LEVEL 1 | LEVEL 2 | LEVEL 3 | LEVEL 4 | LEVEL § | LEVEL 64
PROCEDURE | N z | N £ N z | N “ | N “ | N 4
———- e e e e e e e e e e ot e e e e e e e ‘
YCA i 419 2044 4 161 1648 104 16,4 L 124 125 i - ~ i - %
QTHER 11639 79:6 1 769 3.9 | 536 8346 | B47 87,85 | 132 100,00 | 28 100,0 ;
prExsmomeoepoloagoE eyt REgmsagEaanboasaEsenoanoepeaEaanmaoEoeEbousrrEpearERdoEREEEREEES
TOTAL 12058 100.0 1 919 100,00 | 6442 100.,0 | 991 100.0 { 132 100.0 | 28 100,0

S Gy U0 S S oo WS T e 0 A O et S0t G S e s U0 g NS B PO ek ot g St Bl S ek BB D P U DU D S P Uy Ol D S G DO Bk B et SN GO0 SR GG S G ST St (SR BND SO Bl e I e WD G SO 0 SRS By NP A D GRS S S0 W SUe et femey et Gond e S

CHI SQUARE (4) = 62,19y p < 4001 (excludes Lovel &)
CONCLUSION: YCA’s aproar to rerrosont o hidher rercemtade of the rorulation than exrected
in Security Level 1 und o lower rorcentsde of of the ﬂopulatmon than exrected
in Security Levels 4r 5 and &«

Of 8ll YCA‘sy the lordest number foll in Level 1 (S2.4%),
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TABLE 8

PROJECTED" DISTRIBUTION IN PERCENTAGES OF MALE INMATES AT EACH SECURITY LEVEL
BY SENTENCE GROUP

~
3 22 100 510 200 200 180 IY 6 X AN 00 3 B BT 2 O £ S R S LY I N S R SR B I A S I M A R A I SIS SIS R IS I amm o mDmmmEImampmaomaniazpnsssngrosogs

SENTENCE ! LEVEL 1 | LEVEL 2 | LEVEL 3 ! LEVEL 4 | LEVEL © ! LEVEL 6
GROUP ! N 4 N Z N VA N z N < N 4
UP TO 6 MOS | 228 1141 | ?. 1.0 1 - l - - ! -
40~——*~“.Nlﬂ-.".‘.;ﬂ“"-‘——’~P.—'”'“Q-‘lN“l‘-.-.‘l""'"”‘fﬂ~‘-~—.‘~_‘-l*’.—-~~--q"~---+~—~~--~-“n——{.-~‘----—~-~—

OVER 6 MOS 11030 oL 1 904 V?2+Q 1 642 100,0 | 9291 100,0 | 132 100.0 | 28 100.0

RIS T R N A R T AT I e M AR P T 1 Y 23 e R R D g st e e

& wmomnmfrssorasmenndsrIcsoseeresfarnesEnsn el oo sssToEos
TOTAL 12050 1000 | ®iH 100.0 | 442 100,0 | 9921 10040 | 132 100.,0 | 28 100.0

S D S AP S S D S SR S ) B (DU U D WA S e SN S WD Bt A1 0h Pt et SO st UOE Gt S0P By Pt g Ut nif G St P S0P G SRl Vet o S B Gma 0 B St S S U Dot oAl S SO a0 PSP IS BVR Rl SN S Sl R G DG g S S A U MU B5p 08 $a0p Summ) S G S Sl N e e

CHI SQUARE = Invalid

CONCLUSION: Ninetwu=siy rercent of the porulstion with sentences ur to 6 months fall in

Security Lovel 1 while anlu 40.46 percent of the porulation with sentences
over six months fall in Seburitu Level 1,
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TABLE 9 ,
PROJECTED DISTRIBUTION IN PERCENTAGES OF MALE INMATES AT EACH SECURITY LEVEL BY RACE

-

ns:zunuwzanun-zzzzxz—n:::n:::::mu::nz:-:::.—::::an-'xau::znusn:zx:-zza:ﬂ::z::zz SsEEpmRnommass

e e
{ LEVEL 1 | LEVEL 2 | LEVEL 3 | LEVEL 4 | LEVEL § | LEVEL 6
RACE 1 N Z | N z | N Z i N Z | N AR N %
o e e et SR O S ———-
WHITE | 948 46.1 | 368 40,2 | 324 uOoS | 444 44.8 | 94 7144 1 19 6647
, S et e e T e e
BLACK 1 313 19,2 | 141 1.8 1 v ”908 | 321 32.4 | 19 14,3 1 9 33.3 2
e e e e e 2 e e et e e e s e e mpmm e g
ASIAN 1y s L 2 3,1 1 10 1.5 1 19 1,9 1 - ! - E
e e e e o fommerrm et e e B
AM INDIAN | 47 3175 g.2 1 30 6,0 1| BF 8.6 | - ! -
HISPANIC | 730 34,5 | 302 33,0 | 77 11,9 t 123 12,4 1 19 14,3 1 -
CERSSSEDIRNERSI Lo TRERET RS Ay oo sea ansRosmes =+="a1~=u e e e e e e e E R
TOTAL 12058 10040 | 918 100,0 | 442 100.0 | 991 100,0 | 132 100,0 1 28 100.0

Y e SR e ey GO SES S B et Gerd S BGh (oY U P SR Bres Beri e PieS WAD Geinf Wl e BTY At By Bean s Soep e Smy P B e 9o Sy Seu Sk Gty Brel A4CY P B Goad Gems Some dew —nq—-—v—~~--———-——-—-—u———t——-———n—-u—o—-——-—

¥ 0Of 132 Hisranics in the survey camrle! 125 asre White? 2 are Blacki 'l ic Asiant 1 is
American Indiani and race woas missing for 3. Thus 94.7 rercent ave white. In order :
to give a more accurate ricture of the racial/ethnic distributions raceéd’ and ethrnicity i
were combined such that if an individusl is Hisraniecs then his *race' is Hisranic. i
CONCLUSIONS! Whites arprear to rerresent 3 lower sercontadge of the rorulotion thon exrected
in Security Level 2 and a hidher rercentade than exrpected Sccuritu
Levels 8 and 6, OFf all whitesy the lardest number fall inm Level 1 (43. 1/)
Blacks arrear ta rorresent a higher rercentade of the ropulaotion thon exrected
in Security Levels 3y 4 and &, 0OFf all Blackss the larder rumbers fall
im Level 4 (32.4%) and Level 1 (31.4%).
Asians aprear to rerresent a3 lower rercentade of the rorulation than eurected
in Security Levels 5 and 4. Howevery the number of Asians in the samele
is too small for asccurate prodections. Of 31l Asiansy the lardest number .
, fall in Level 2 (37,5%). ‘ ‘ A
American Indians arpear to rerresent @ lower percentade of the rorulation than i
exrected in Security Levels 1r 5 and é. 0Of all American Indiansy the l
lorder numbers fall in Lavel 4 (34.467%) and Level 2 (30.8)., |
Hispanics arrear to represent 3 higher rercentade of the rorulation than
exrected in Security Levels 1 and 2 and a3 lower percentade than
ernected in Security Levels % ond &, 0f 8ll Hi?Paniesr the lardest
number fall in Level 1 (58.3%Z),
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TABLE 10

AVERAGE AGE BY CURRENT INSTITUTION AMD' BY SECURITY LEVEL

. INSTITUTION | N | AGE LEVEL ! N | AGE
------------- e S — T S T
ENG i 57 | 22,2 % i i 210 | 30.0
S T pomm— | el T e
FLO H ? I 25.0 2 i 95 | 30.6
------------- e R LT VR,
. LOM i 132 | 25.0 ] 3 1 63 1 30,7
————————————— pomm e et SR VO,
SAF ! 28 ¢ 27.9 ¢ 4 ! 103 | 31.1
------------- SR Y S S
Loc ! 40 | 30.6 S5 ! 14 | 31,4
------------- T S I et TS NS
MMNI i 117 | 35,6 ¢ 6 H 3 1 23,0
- S B PSP — T T, =====:.—.=+=====+=:=====
TRYM ! 74 | 37.0 TOTAL | 488. ! 30.4
_____________ i m o s e e e e e e
MNC ! 31 1 37.6 &
F (7+455) = 20,39y » < .0001 F (57455) = 1,53y p <«

DIFFERENCES AMONG MEANS (Tukeu’s HSD Statistics » < ,05)

Institution that are connected by 2 line are fiot statistically
different from the other institutions in the "droup."
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TABLE 11

AVERAGE SENTENCE LENGTH BY CURRENT INSTITUTION AND
BY SECURITY LEVEL

TS s S0P e St e e e e i Tand et S St St Sttt ot e e

o it S ot et e S i s s d e My Al S i “ras O el SO sy AR Sk v St =443 331 3 F 5 ¥ . 57 ¥ 4

=t PR e )

INSTITUTION ¢ N | YEARS LEVEL ' N | YEARS
————————————— TR R N S
FLO ! 91 .4 4 1§ 211 ¢ 4.3 4
------------- T — R S A
SAF i 28 17 2.2 + ¢ 2 P ?4 1 6.7
————————————— I S S S
LocC P41 0 4.1 A 3 P61t 9.3
------------- FRSRA — S M FEN
TRH V73 0 4.7 4 i 95 1 9.6 -
------------- ISR . R S S
ENG ¢ 98 1 5.2 + S P12 | 15.9 ¢
————————————— Frommmfm e LT T YO
MNC ! 32t 6.1 6 ! 21 17,5 +
e o e s e e e e e o e e e e e
LOM 1 130 ! 6.9 TOTAL 3 475 1 4.8
_____________ T S e e o e e e e et
HNI ! 104 1§ 12,3

o i St S S ) Ve Sare S W Wt Gy SA, WD B ) S By SRR M > WS A TS

F (7,442) = B.68y P < ,0001 F (5:442) = 5,77y » < 5001

DIFFERENCES AMONG MEANS (Tukeuw’s HSD Statisticsy ¢ £ ,05)

Institution that are connected by 3 line are not statistically
different from the other institutions in the ‘drous.®
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DISTRIBUTION OF TOTAL NUMBER OF FOINTS ON SECURITY LEVEL INSTRUMENT WITHIN SECURITY LEVEL

FIGURE 13
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TARLE 12 : . J
AVERAGE NUMBER OF POINTS ON ITEMS ON SECURITY LEVEL FORM BY INSTITUTION

O Y O O O TR I S o S S S 2 B O T R B B R R S R S R O I R S S S R T S R S R S N S RS N S e o s N RS s aEE TS
INSTITUTION | ESCAPES | VIOLENCE!DETAINERS! OFFENSE { MONTHS ! PRIORS |!FRE-STATUS! TODTAL ! N
-~ Fommmmmmmmn e — b mim e R fmmm e Fom e Frm e m e e e
FLO | +00 ! «00 : 89 i + 00 i +00 i «00 H «00 H 89 | ? .
e T e e e e e o e s s i e o e fmm e |
SAF : 12 ! e 25 ] v 39 I 2436 ! +25 ' 46 i =1.14 2.7 1 28
e e B T o e e e e e pmmmme
MNC ! o 25 1,34 . 09 p 3429 ! ' 62 i 1,47 P =1.31 T S5.72 1 32
e e T Frmemn e e e e o e e e e e e e
Loc ! 17 : v 50 ! 05 i 3.48 : 78 ! 78 i -1.10 {9,071 42
et SEEEEEEEE Fom e e e e o e ————— e |
TRM ! 43 I 1.28 { 57 I 3.66 i 1.06 i1.41 o= W72 i 74462 ¢ B3 |
o e e e e e e e e e e e fromme e e et e e e e e e e e e i e pmmm e fomm e |
ENG : 79 I 1490 ! + 38 i 3.26 ¢ 81 : +68 P -1.10 ! 46.921 1 S8
S S S o e e e e e e e — Yo y
MNI : +81 i 2,66 i 1417 i 5.268 I 1.95 i 1.98 S Y i 13464 1 119
e e e pm e e e oo e T Fmmmme
LOM i « 60 i 1.85 ! 87 i 4.05 i v 94 i 1.07 P~ W72 i B.67 1 134
=====a===u===+=========+========:+m==:=====+======u:=+=========+=========+==========+=======+====%
TOTAL i v 95 P 1.72 i 69 i 3.92 ! 1.10 1 1.26 o= 71 I 8,52 | 508
========nu===+=====;===+=========+=======:=+==:======+==a======+=mm======+m===n=====+=======+=u==#
F STATISTIC ! 2,02 P 3.33 ! 1.88 i 3405 P 4,61 1 3.87 i 2.02 {2,461 0 ]
P < i 051 | 002 07 : 004 | .0001 | + 0008 | 051 0121 !




AVERAGE NUMBER OF POINTS ON ITEMS ON SECURXITY LEVEL FORM BY LEVEL

1 S 2 N O O R SR S AN X 0 3 N R S0 X £ 22 S S O 0 S S S NS 58 2N B0 S £ 6T £ K0 0 £ 00 5 ST 48 40 0 4% R 10 N 0 R 0 5 0 0 S D S 40 5 20 R 4 S £ T A S ST B I N S N S R I I BN AN N I I SR M IR IS I SR S

/
TABLE 13 ' .

Z=m==s

LEVEL ESCAPES  VIOLENCE DETAINERS OFFENSE MONTHS  PRIORS  PRE-STATUS TOTAL N
1 017“}' 013 020'\?' 20241 064'r‘ 060 -~ 1.284 2071 218 H
2 A3+ 92 V54 4,22 .94 1,310 +  _ .47 7.88 97 |
3 ,93 1,76 70 5406 1,57 1,645 . 26 11.41 48 |
A % 874 4.96] 1,10+ 5,94 1,604 2,18 15 16,50 105 |
5 1.64 4+ 6,28 I 5.231 6,86 2.471 2,28 ~ 14 24,78 14 |
|
6 7.00 7400 G067 X6 4334+ 3,67 *1.671 + .00t 31,33 3 .
B2 2R3 E% TR 23 53 3 M 0E D 23 2 KX Y 20T T ey % D00 M0 T RO 0 T OY 00 O SN 0 5 S0P 2 £ A O 00 1 20 SN A oy i S AT R N o e R S R I R S R S A S Y M R SR UL IS T IS oM mmnr e ;
TOTAL .55 1,72 Y 3,92 1,10 1.26 .71 8,52 505 |
nu-usuuauﬁlnunnn:ﬂ..n:n.'.-.'nu'k:at:"s:::::qn::m::uxcr.’::::x:“zam:xﬂ:n::r.::!::::'!'z:::uaaanzmx:munaa:rz’:‘:u*‘au...:r:w::z::mn:..z::::==!:=:===:=ﬂ====)}
F BTATISTIC 22.54 55,64 20,61 26,64 4,71 15,25 8,95 344,88 ]
> < , 0001 0001 10001 0001 . 0004 . 0001 ,0001 0001 |
. k000  .0008 It L eo0ua | e0004 OO ONe ,

¥ anotes a score that is asmaller than that for 8 lower Security Level.

Levels connected by a line are not statistically different from the other levels in that
other levels in thot "dgdrour.*
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TABLE 14 S

NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF CASES IN SURVEY SAMPLE IN EACH SECURITY LEVEL RY SCORE ON ITEM 1!
HISTORY OF ESCAPES OF ESCAPE ATTEMPTS

B0 R 0 20 0 TN O3RN0 3N 2 0 £ SX S T I 1S 551 I 0 B S O S0 O I T 0 2 % 0 B 0 O T o 0 T O ) RTINS 0 2 B N 0 00T S ST OO JU I 4 S R S BN A R D T SN R S m IR LI S I Im N MMy

mmmmimemsisame e
! LEVEL 1 | LEVEL 2 | LEVEL 3 | LEVEL 4 | LEVEL & 1 LEVEL & | TOTAL
TYPE | N Z 0 N “ | N | N z | N A N Z | N 4
o e e e e e e e e e e e | o e e e e o e e e e e o e e e e
NONE { 200 2.2 1 01 3.5 : 41 G603 | 72 4846 0 ? 64,3 | - i 403 79.8
- + 1 ot o s e 1 o 1 b o bt v 1t 5 e 0t b o e i e e e o ot o 0 1 et ot 1 s ot ot e o o o o o e et e o
MIN OLDI 8 3.7 1 ¥ Se2 112 17e6 1 12 11441 1 7+1 | - P38 7495
et e e e e e i - 2 et et 2 ot et e X NS ot ot e e et o et B — e o o e e e e e |
MIN NEW! 4 4.2 | Y 2.3 | 13 17,11 16 15.2 | - i - I 47 2.3
st e 1 o e e e e e e et e e e e e e e o e o e e Frmm e :
SER OLD! - I 2 2,1 | 1 1,51 2 1,91 3 24,41 = i 8 1.6
e e et e e e e e e e et e e ;
SER NEW! - | - | 1 1,5 1 S 2.9 1 1 7.1 3 100,0 | 3 1.6
SaagmesinErnanagmoasbooraEooEmErnpaREoaEemrandorEn RS EEEan S bR e RS e
0

g e T L E P B Y
)
1

3.100.0 | 504 100.,0 °

G A a0 qrell Wt D iy W Gt Wt G Sue SR U508 TAS PR A GG dnat S G IS (s St Sl A Y SO St D S P Gk V) Gk Pt T D T S S et et SE et €O

- - -

TOTAL | 217 100.0 | 97 100.0 | &0 100,01 105 100.,0 | 14 10

P W S S P T G T Gast S et i G S ST oS S S Pa S Iqad Biep T Wt P b Sy GBS S G S et B S

49,67 with no history of escsres are in Level 1 .
31.6% with a Minor-Past history of escares are in Levels 3 and 4 Lo

34.,0% with a Minor—-Recent history of escares are in Level I i
37.5% with 2 Serious~Fast history of escares are in Level 5 i
37.3% Wwith 2 Serious—-Recent historw of oscores are in Levels 4 and & i
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TABLE 15 .ot

NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF CASES IN SURVEY SAMPLE IN EACH SECURITY LEVEL BY SCORE ON ITEM 2¢
HISTORY OF VIOLENCE

05 22 050 10 KX 008 O 1 X 053 0 000 57 200 300 £ 3 2 0% U0 7 S0 8 00 4 £ 2 55 Y B 6 000 B S0 2 O T 0 I A S N T T I I T 0 £ i 1 £ B S S S e S ST Y S L e p S S S A S M A I s N S A I i N
! LEVEL 1 | LEVEL 2 | LEVEL 3 ! LEVEL 4 | LEVEL & |- LEVEL 6 | TOTAL
TYPE | N z | N Zz | N z | N Z N z | N Z N iz
————— oo o e R P e e e e e i e e e e fmmmm e o -
NONE | 201 2.2 1 70 72,2 1 34 WP K4 8.6 1 - ] - i 3164 62,7
————— R e et et e N e o e e :
MIN OLD! 12 G5 110 1043 | 10 14.7 | 8 7.7 1} - | - i 40 749
e e = e et I e Jrremim e e o e e s e e Frmmm e |
MIN NEWI! 4 1.0 | 4 6.2 | o 744 | 4 5.8 1 - ! - P21 4.2 .
; e e e e e o e e e e e e e e e T e |
N SER OLDI 1 09 | 0 8.2 1 12 17.6 1 37 35.6 | ] 35.7 | - it 63 12.5
e e e s o e e e e ot e e e e e e e e e e |
SER NEW! - ! 3 3.1 | ) 7+4 1 44 42,3 | ? 6443 | 3 100.0 | 64 1247 |
. m:=au=z+num=au:====a+uamnmmnnmn:m+mnwunmnnnnmu+n=nmzm==unmd+=auu========+============+:==========%
; TOTAL | 218 100.0 | 97 100.0 | &8 100.,0 | 104 100,0 | 14 100.0 | 3 .100.0 | S04 100,0:

vt
»

63:54 with no history are in Level 1
30,04 with a Minor~Past history are in Level 1

28.67% af thoge with a Minor-Recent history ore in Levels 2 and 4
98,7% with a Serilous—~Past history are in Level 4

68+87% with a Serious-Recent history are in Level 4

—————
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TABLE 16 ' I

NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF CASES IN SURVEY SAMPLE IN EACH SECURITY LEVEL .BRY SCORE ON ITEM 33
TYPE OF DETAINERS -

I T I N N R S R I S S S R R R A I M O N S T O S T R S N S N R M IR O S ST AR Ean RIS sSERrSERnssnsn o
' LEVEL 1 | LEVEL 2 | LEVEL 3 | LEVEL 4 | LEVEL © LEVEL 6 | TOTAL
TYPE | N Z N Z N AR N Zz 1 N Z | N YA N A
-------- o e o S e
NONE | 175 80.3 | 4§ &7.0 | G3 791 1 78 74,3 | 2 14.3 | - 1 373 7440
_____ o e 1t ot e e e e e e e o e
L/LM | 43 19,7 + 2 22+7 3 4o 8 7¢6 | 1 741 1 - i\ 77 15,3
----- s e B B B B o el
M i - i 10 10.3 | ? 1%.4 1 é Ge7 | - i 1 33.3 1 26 9.2
e Rt o e o o e e o e e e e fm e ————— e ;
H | - | - ! 1 1.5 1 1 1,0 1 2 14,3 | - ! 4 8 1
e from—— s e e e e i e ! Fommmmmm e e e et ;
G ! - ! - | 1 1.5 1 12 11.4 | ? 6443 1 2 6.7 | 24 4.8 |
3 srsssSsndanazIsrrssssdygoasupEmEsndoauennorrmamdrsoserossrssdooroeErrerenrsdoanorsoonsnsbSrssossSenSs
TOTAL |} 218 100,0 | 97 100.,0 | &7 100,0 | 105 100.0 | 14 100.0 ! 3'.100.0 ! S04 100.0

46,94 with no detainer are in Level 1 ‘ ' L !
55.8% with 3 L/LM detainer are in Level 1 ‘
2 38.5% with @ M deteiner are in Level 2
AR 50.0%Z with 8 H detainer are in Level 5
£ 90,0% with 8 6 detainer are in Level 4 and 37.5% are in Level S
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TABLE 17 .

NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF CASES IN SURVEY SAMFLE IN EACH SECURITY LEVEL RY SCORE ON ITEM 41
SEVERITY OF CURRENT OFFENSE

n-u-n--nnsnn-uzaz=nuuu=an===:za=u====z==nu:nm&::un::=gzu=a=u=======n=============u================i
! LEVEL 1 | LEVEL 2 | LEVEL 3 | LEVEL 4 ! LEVEL § | LEVEL 6 | TOTAL
OFFENSEI N A i N % A N Z 1 N Z i N Zz | N Z. 1 N %
fom e o e e fom e e Fomm e e et e
L I 40 18,5 | & 6ed | 3 4.5 | 2 1.9 14 - | - il 10.2
e B E S foreecormom et e e it EE R e o Fomm e ;
LM 1 65 Yo.1 4 63 1 d J.0 | 2 1.9 1 - | - i 75 15.0 -
- + e s et f b e from s e e e e e
W .1 75 34,7 1 33 36,8 ) 19 20,4 1 14 . 13.95 | - i - 1 143 28.6
o e e i e fp e e et e o e e e o e e e et :-_
H I 31 14,4 1 22 23.2 | 11 1644 1 15 14.4 ! 1 701 i 33.3 1 81 16,2
Fommm e e o e e fmm e e Fomrm e e e E e e e t
G ! ] 2,3 1 26 27+ 1 3¢ 47,8 1 71 é803 ' 13 22,9 | 2 66,7 1 149 29,8
S 08 0 5 303 0003 e 2SO0 B 5T KO ST 000 0 15 5 SO oo £ S 53 T b S B S AR SO B I fe vy s g e g m ps snnim st oo T T T ooy B ey N L LLEEE i
TOTAL | 216 100.0 | 95 100.0 I 67 100,01 104 100.0 | 14 100.0 | 3°100,0 | 499 100.,0

78.4%Z with L severity are in Level 1

B6+7% with LM severity are in Level 1 R
92.4%Z with M severity sre in Level 1
38¢3% with H severity ore in Level 1
47,64 ' with G severitw are in Level 4

N RN
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TABLE 18 a

NUMBER AND FERCENTAGE OF CASES IN SURVEY SAMPLE IN EACH SECURITY LEVEL BY SCORE ON ITEM S
EXPECTED LENGTH OF INCARCERATION IN MONTHS

T8 5GK 32 0 6 MO B0 It T N N B R T D I O B S 0T B I B 2 N SN0 BT B 1 0 T £ 20 S 0 0 D Y S5 20 0 20 BT 6 B A T Y B O DY S PR RE SRR I SR AU SR BRI I IR s i sy e e

R e Y
i LEVFEL 1 | LEVEL 2 | LEVEL & ! LEVEL 4 | LEVEL § 1 LEVEL &6 | * TOTAL
MONTHG! N Z N Z N Zz | N Zz 1 N A N i | N A
- + ———— formm e e e e e e e et e e e e e e e
0-12 | 92 42,2 1 29 24,7 | 134 17,4 1 21 20,0 | - ] - I 150 2947
oy ous v +- —..’--h”-'*M-«li”uﬂ‘w-‘ﬁ."'t.ktﬂﬁ-hﬂ“ MMMMMMMMM ~-_’.1~~~~~‘-_+“_~~-~~---~-+-~“~~~~-“~-~+ ~~~~~~~~~~~~~
13-59 | 120 95,0 | &Y% 67,0 | Uy 7+4 | 54 514 | 8 57.1 | i 33+3 | 287 6.8
s e T N e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e —————
60-84 | S 2,3 1| 7 7.2 | b g.8 1 18 17.1 ¢ 1 7.1 - HE V4 7.3
—fmmm e e o e e frm e o e oo e e e o e e e f e e e e e e ————-
84+ | 1 o9 | 1 i.0 1 10 14,7 1 12 11,4 | =] 3547 | 2 66,7 I 31 be1
MITOOXWLTRESFACETEIBML R rEs S e aanlperrnssnszeboarssrrrrrnzainspooEesese b ossranomsloossssesoms
TOTAL | 218 100,0 | 97 100.,0 | 40 100,0 ] 105 100.,0 | 14 100.0 ! 3 100.0 { 505 100.0

61:,2% with 0~12 months are in Level 1

© 41.8% with 13-59 months are in Level 1
48+6% with 60-84 months are in Level 4 ’ ..
38.7% with 84 + months are in Level 4 oo
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TABLE 19 -0

NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF CASES IN SURVEY SAMPLE IN EACH SECURITY LEVEL BY SCORE ON ITEM 6¢
TYPE OF PRIOR COMMITHENTS

T R R0 0 5 N A S0 T 0 T S AU N N 0 Y 250 M U P e A A T L S S O R 6 T T 0 DY 1 U 0 Y 5 i 5 TR 0 2 O 2 S 1 I N R S R e S T S S A R O N T S LT ST S S S S O A N Sm R

é momErmm S mmEREmRET .
g { LEVEL 1 | LEVEL 2 | LEVEL 3 | LEVEL 4 | LEVEL & | LEVEL 6 ! TOTAL
- TYPE | N 4 1 N “ | N AN N Z ) N s | N i N pA
g + e e e o e e e e b e
; NONE | 122 56.0 1 30 30,9 1+ 14 A I+ B 13.3 | 2 14,3 | - ! 184 3644
- —;— l-".—-“---'-"--ﬂ’l—nb-—~~-~~v~-u—o*‘~---~-------—n-n-f~<-l'-t-'-'-'-’-"-'---u--n-n*-—--—--uo-mu—-—---—-in—--——-——n--—--‘i- ~~~~~ it S s s Wt ,
MINOR | 78 35.8 1 37 Jo.1 1 22 32.4 } 22 21.0 | 2 14.3 | 2 66,7 | 143 32.3 .
-n—-———--’--—-—u—u-—--o—-m*u«-um--—---; o s of 8 0 0 s s o s o o e 0 nu‘.-.--n---uuo.u---.-..-.'--uuu.-----w-o-.—--.‘o-.———-_u-—.—-—-—q}.u—.——-----q —————
SERIOUS! 18 8.3 1 30 0.9 | F0 14,1 | &9 HG9.7 1 10 7.4 | 1 33.3 | 158 31.3
EurgsandasNoRuRRsnnM faeLGarEaenRERnsnoamEsersbrsIrorsgEsSloEnarasporesdaEsgEEesroEnpessrsaEnEEs |
TOTAL | 218 100,01 %7 100,0 | 68 3100,0 | 105 100,00 | 14 100,0 ! I 100.0 | 505 100,0

VR T Dep D s PO U Suntt SUD WD BN S TR D B DS S N S SIS i S S Gt S Bt Sury Snh g TP S SR A bad eié 48 e UG Ve 08 B g ) G d vt G Gt QIR Gad WIS S B Bt W St S Bt SIS SN VO Wit SIS, s DG VRIS G st e Bu) ot P TP Bt TS S R Sute Gt SroR S Sk Sk S S YA B8 S s e et Bp Sun Suud g A S Beme &

6643% with No rrior commitments ore in Level 1 h . | 5
47.8%4 with Minor rrior comnitmenty ave in Level 1 : ;
43¢74 with Serious rrior comwitments ore in Level 4 : "
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TARBLE 20 '

NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF CASES IN SURVEY SAMPLE IN EACH SECURITY LEVEL BY SCORE ON ITEM 71
PRE-COMMXTMENT STATUS

.
—e AT

| LEVEL 1 | LEVEL 2 | LEVEL 3 | LEVEL 4 | LEVEL § | LEVEL 6 | TOTAL
TYPE | N Z | N Zz N % N A N Z N %z N %
s T e e e e e e e e e e
NONE j 1256 §7.3 i 70 0.4 ; 3¢ ettt 97 9244 i 13 2249 i 3 100.0 i 375 74.2
= e e e oo e o e e e e i e 2
BAIL | 6% 20,0 | 14 164% | 4 13,4 | 8 746 1 1 7+1 1 - P93 18.8
- o 1t o e e oo - o’t-c——-aqmamumuma‘-ol ——————————————— e B et e S S0t o O o ottt e e 00 et i 0 2 2 o 2 e 0 6 o e e g e e o :
OWN REC! 18 8,3 | a 241 | - ! - ! - ! - i 20 4.0
- o e f e e 1 ~~~~~~~ e e e e e - e e e e e e e e |
VOL SUR!I 14 de4 | 1 1.0 - ! - ! - oo - I 18 3.0 °
e L e e e e T o e A T e e G L o L e e S EE e B LT
TOTAL | 218 10,0 | 97 10040 | 40 100,0 | 105 100,0 | 14 100.0 | 3 100.0 | 303 100.0

Sout Bt g e St s S Basd i 2t S B g S e Y S St A B B s D e e St B et B S B SR S B . B iy G U S S el e B s 0 B0 ‘

J3,3% with no srecial stotus were in Level 1 " :
64.2% with Bail Bonds are in Level 1 . : ?
90.,0% on Own Recodnizance are in Level 1 ’ :

?3+3%Z of Voluntory Surrenders are in Level 1
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TADLE 21

PEARSON’S PRODUCT MOMENT CORRELAT..N COEFFICIENTS FOR ITEMS ON
SECURITY LEVEL SURVEY FORM WITH LEVEL

—— i

PV ITEM 2 ) ITEM 4 ! ITEM 6 | ITEM 3 | ITEM 5 | ITEM i ITEM 7

| VIOLENCE! OFFENSE | PRIORS IDETAINERS! MONTHS | ESCAFES {PRE-STATUS

—~~~-+~D—l—u—~~~~~+~~h¢¢-n—.—~—+~m—q-———u—ui'-n-

o o ot e v ot v et o e 0 s s i o G s e e s et Gt e

r = { W75 I +63 I 80 I +41 I 40 T 34 b =33
mm—m—+~~~umu~uut'-~-~ ——oh.o-n—-c‘uuw—-—-m-«-—-.%ammn.—n-an-—n.-m-‘-munuu--m——+~~—~~--~- +-.......-;———.-~

P <l L0001 | 40001 | L0001 1 40004 ) L0001 | L0001 ! .0001

)
- o v B0 (P00 S A0S o A0 Gat Rt Bt U QNS Dt S B St Ioas bt Bar B S OY  BS B O S vt SN T Gt A B e SR) U et $Aead St D el S W SO O S SO TS NG SR e et g B Y MARF B T et it Bad o SO S

RELIARILITY OF INSTRUMENT
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TARLE 22

STEFWISE MULTIPLE REGRESSION FOR LEVEL AND ITEMS
ON SECURITY LEVEL FORM

EST 1 VARIABLE MDDEL: VIOLENCE

F (1»503) = 640,13y p < ,0001 R Sauare = .56
EST 2 VARIABLE MODEL: VIOLENCE & OFFENSE

F (2,502) = 719,30s » < .0001 R gguare = .74 o
£ST 3 VUARIABLE MODEL: VIOLENCE» OFFENSE & ESCAPES -

F (3r501) = 641.54r ¢ < ,0001 R Sausre = 479 -
EST 4 VARIABLE MODEL! VIOLENCE» OFFENSE, ESCAPES & DETAINERS

F (45500) = 659.72y » < .0001 R Sauare = .84
'EST 5 VARIABLE MODEL: VIOLENCE,. OFFENSEs ESCAPES, DETAINERS & PRIORS

F (55499) = 709.36» » < 0001 R Sauare = ,B88
EST 6 VARIABLE MODEL: VIOLENCE, OFFENSEs ESCAFES, DETAINERSs, PRIORS

& MONTHS
F (6,498) = 685.83, = < .0001

R Scuare = ,89

EST 7 VARIARLE MCIsL VIGLENCEy OFFENSEy ESCAPESy DETAINERS» PRIORS:s
HONTHS g P E—STATUS
F (72497) = &35.921y » < 0001 R Saquare = ,90
VARIABLE B Ual Uz F 5THTTSxIL P <
Violence 22 805.41 +0001
Offense e 20 575,58 +0001
‘ Escoares 19 198.29 «0001
’ Detainers 14 204,28 «0001 .
Priors e 20 159.51 + 0001 i
Months $12 62.75 +0001 ;
Pre~8tatus -,10 59.88 +0001
ONCLUSION: A1l iteas on the form contribute sidgniticantly to the
determination of Securite Level. £
»
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TABLE 22

. BTEPWISE MULTIPLE REGRESSION FOR LEVEL AND ITEMS

ON SECURITY LEVEL FORM

.-V

EST 1 VARIABLE MODEL: VIOLENCE
F (1,503) = 640,13y » € 0001 R Sauare = .54
EST 2 VARIABLE MODEL: VUIOLENCE a OFFCNSE
F (2,502) = 719.30y p» < .0001 R Sﬂuare = ,74
EST 3 VARIABLE MODEL! VIODLENCEs OFFENSE & ESCAPES
F (3501} = 641.54y & < .0001 R Sausre = ,79
EST 4 VARIABLE MODEL! VIOLENCEy OFFENSEy ESCAPES & DETAINERS
F (4,500) = 659,72y '» < ,0001 R Sauare = ,84
'EST 5 VARIABLE MODEL: VIOLENCEy. OFFENSEy ESCAFES: DETAINERS % PRIORS
F (5:499) = 709.36» P < ,0001 R Sauare = .88
EST 6 VARIABLE MODEL?! VIOLENCE» OFFENSEy ESCAFES: DETAINERS?y FRIDRS
& MONTHS
F (6,498) = 685,83, » < .0001 R Square = .89
EST 7 VARIARLE HGIDEL! VIOLENCE, OFFENSE, ESCAPES; DETAINERSy PRIORS:
HONTHS & PRE~STATUS
F (79497) = £45.91,y » < .0001 R auaro = L,90
VARIABLE B WALUE F STATTSTLC P <
Violerice 22 805.41 +0001
Offense + 20 575.58 +0001
Escares W19 198.29 +0001
Detainers 14 204.28 0001
Priors «20 1592.51 + 0001
Morths \12 62,75 +0001
Pre-Status -+10 59.88 +0001
ONCLUSION: All iteas on the form contribute significantly to the

determination of

Security Level.
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APPENDIX A

SURVEY OF SECURITY LEVEL OF MALE INMATES
IN WESTERN REGION INSTITUTIONS

INSTRUCTIONS AND DEFINITIONS

FOR

CURRENT SECURITY LEVEL REQUIRED FORM
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DEFINITIONS
RECENT = <from Feb. 1, 1973 to Jan. 31, 1978
- PAST = prior to Feb. 1, 1973
HISTORY = 4individual'g entire criminal background up to Feb. 1, 1978
gxc]uding current offense but including institution "criminal®
ehavior. .
INSTRUCTIONS

CURRENT SECURITY LEVEL REQUIRED BY INMATE

1. History of Escapes or Escape Attempts:
MINOR - escape from institution or program (e.qg., camp, CTC,.
work release, furlough) not involving any actual or threat
of violence
- includes military AWOL and flight to avoid facing pending
charges
SERIOUS- escape from close confinement
- escape involving actual or threat of violence

2. History of Violence:

MINOR - acts involving persons or property which would, upon prosecu-
tion result in fines or misdemeanant convictions, e.g.,
simple fights, domestic squabbles, etc.

SERIOUS- acts involving persons or property which would, upon prosecu-
tion result in a felony conviction, e.9., assaults, intimida-

tion involving a weapon, incidents involving arson or ex-
plosives

3. Type of Datainers:
- based on nature of charge of most serious detainer
- ignore frequency, sentence Tength and whether charge is open
or adjudicated ,
~ use attached Severity of Offense Scale
4. Severity of Current Offense:
= current refers to most severe offense for which individual
was convicted and sentenced for this period of incarceration
- use attached Severity of Offense Scale

5. Expected Length of Incarceration (Months): , |
) - use Percent of Sentence Usually Served on attached Severity :
of Offense Scale for most severe current offense

- Subtract months already served on sentence

6. Type Prior Commitments:
MINOR - property and all LOW and LOW MODERATE offenses which resulted
in confinement

SERIOUS- crimes against persons and all MODERATE, HIGH and GREATEST
offenses which resulted in confinement
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SEVERITY OF OFFENSE SCALE

Percentage of Sentence
Usually Served

GREATEST (G) 38%
Aircraft Hijacking

Assault -- (Serious injury, risk of death or disfigurement)
Espionage A

Escape (closed “nst.)

Explosives Detonation (potential risk of injury)

Kidnapping

Mann Act (force)

Robbery (muitiple, weapon, threat)

Sex Act (rape)

Wil11ful Homocide

HIGH (H) ‘ 46%

Drugs(over $100,000)

Explosives (possession, transportation)
Extortion

Mail Threat

MODERATE (M) - 53%

B & E (Bank, Post Office)

Bribe Public Official (offer/accept)

Counterfeiting (manufacturing, passing, possession over $20,000)

Drugs (between $5,000 - $100,000)

Escape (open institution or program)

Firearms Act Violation (any)

Mann Act (no force)

Misprison of Felony

Property Offense (theft, forgery, fraud, embezzlement, interstate
transportation - over $100,000)

Theft Motor Vehicle (any)

LOW MODERATE (LM) 53%

»

Alcohol taw Violation

Assault - simple (no injury)
Counterfeit (51,000 - $20,000)

Drugs ( under $5,000)

Property Offense ($1,000 - $100,000)
Smuggling Alien (s)

LOW (L) * 55%

Counterfeit (under $1,000)

Drugs (own use)

Immigration Act Violation(s)
Income Tax Violation (any)
Property Offenses (under $1,000)
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