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The 'purpose' of~this study was to provi~e a profile on inmates incar-
• 0 ~ D 

cerated at the Kentucky Correctional Institution for Women~ Kentucky's 

maximum-medi um sec~rity prison for women. Information was collected and . ~, 

" ., ~ -

analyzed on ~emographic, social, in5ti~utional, and Griminat characteristics 
c • 

of 'ninety-nine inmates \A/ho were currehtl.Y incarcerated in February ,'01\980. 
" , '" ~ "rll' <::'I" '.' 0 0 ~~~( 

Findings 
. :) 

/1 Whiteinmate~ comprise the majori,ty of KCIW residents, al~\hough blacks , ~ U 
are over-represente,d \'/hen compared to the general state-wi depopu 1 ati on. ]he 

18 to 30-yea~ old age group makes up 6J% of the i,nmate population. MOS~Of' 
, " 0 C fl 

the residents were from urban areas ~ particularly, Jefferson and Fayette Coun-

ties. The median educational level was tenth grade. One-third of the Women 

had 
o Co" 

vqoctl.~ipri'a 1 trai ning upon entering the insti'tuti on. 
.~~. ~ 

the 

Mos?c"inJllatesat KCIW come from broken homes. All but a few were 

pr~;~~~t 'provi ders for at l~ast one depen"CIent~~es 'immediate 
" d 

families generally take re,$ponsibi];ity for the dependent while she is incar-

cerated, especiallY, for black wqJl1en. 
/! 0 

The type of crime a woman is con'vi cted 

for does not appear to Ipe related to the fiflancialneeds of her children~ <!1 

o ,,' II 

For most of the KCIW population, this was tl1edr first incarceration. 
" , 

" . 1) 

n;J most prevalentcril11es ,re,ponsitle for('fjnca.rcerationwere property offenses) 
(:) Ij) e to 0:';1 

~ . followed by murder and manslaughter~O andfinallydrug-,related offenses. Theft 

l' .'= crimes have dOfJbled s'ince 1977 as, the major .crime of in~a;Ce(rat,ion. The 
~ • 0 ••.. " ~. . '. 

younger'andbettereducated an inmate, the more likely her ctJ,1!me will be a 
. 0 ,_ 

C\, 
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Il 
I) 

"i: 

property offense;, the ',a 1 deror 1 es'Seducated were more likelY toCommi t crimes .) 

whi ch<>wfll involVe loss ofl ife. ~ Tlte medi anse"ntence liiength for KCIW was, 

five years. 
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o " 
Most~inmates did not invol've co-defendants in their ,crime. Of those 

t' H 

~~di d, most wer~, either anunre,~ ated "maleor unrel at~d female. Most 

offenses did not i.nvolve a weapon, but when one was used, a firearm was 

the weapon of preference. 
a (1[; 

Prior';i,ncarcerations and'~larrest t:renq~ indHlated that while most of the 

n inmates h"ad preyious misdemeanor or felony arrests, only a few "had"ever served\\ 
m 

(1 time on a felony conviction.'<Previous arrest trends show shoplifting, prosti-
1," . 

tutio.r'l, and alcohol-related violations to be the,m~~or causes of prior arrests. 

Paro.le vio1ators were found to be returned more often for, new crimes and mis- ,11 

demeanors than for technical violations. 
~) 

One-quarter of the KCIW women. ha'dugoo'O ti'me loss during their "present 
'" 

incarceration. A very small percent of inmates were ;lnvolved in violent inci-
0" ' '. • 

'dents. "Inmates who had a pastohistory of vio.lent arre;tswere more likely to 

, re~eiveH' a violent incident re;ort alth'6ugh they w;:'e not responsible for the " 
o 

bulk of violent inCidents. Over half of the popul'ation we~~ involved ion at 

,least one non-violent incident. Whether or .not an inmate had a prior felony " 

incarcerat~on appeared to affect both good time loss and incident reP9rts. 
~ii 0 " ':I It 

In addition,' those of lower education levels accounted for all cases involving 
(\ . 

nine or mor~ violent incidents. 
q 

:.' . 
,£;), 

A sl,lbstantial part of the KCIW,; population has had. drug or afcohol involve,; 
o· 0 

,j( 

ment. Offender~Owith adrllgabuse history tend to be young, without a high 

school diploma) and havedependents'i Property crimes and drug-related crimes 
Q 

wer.e most prevalent for this" group. Drug offenders andthosew"ith a drug his-,. 
rl' , ' 

tgry have greater good time loss than the general population. The offender 

withanalc:ohol prob 1 ern was .alsowithout a high school diploma, ,was equally 
~ . . 

. ". fJ 0 

1 ike ly to. have dependents as not ,and her crilT)~ was most 1 ike ly ~rder or 

manslaughter. 
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" Tre information contained in this report was made available through 
C3 Co 

" a Cooperative Research Project with the Eastern Kentupki University rrPsy-

f.J G () 

~hol ogy Department ~~nd the· Research and Eval uati on Unit of the Kentucky 
,Q 0 

Bureau/loi Corrections. The names of ninety-nine residents at the KentuckyO 
. _ _~ ~ , c 

Corrrctional Institution for Women, fl muJti-sETcurity state prison ,were 

obtained from the KCIW inmate card file in the Offender Records Section 

of the Kentuck~ Bureau of Correct i 0ons. These inmates compri'sed the tota 1 

current KCIW population 'oJ2"" a specific date i'n'February, 1980. All ihfor':.. 

mation was collected from the resident file fpldersin the Offender" Records 
, 

Section. bata w§s coded and transferredlo t~pe for input into a computer. 
~':J '.'~) 

. " 
c "Stq.tistlcal

c 
analysis of the data waS performe~ by use of the SPSS computer 

'J 

program~, ~ ~ 

The offender characteristics to be reported Will inClude information 
~ q 

fJ. I~ -

on family background, offense data,institutibnal adjustment data, and 
~i . 

~, 0 

substance abuse variables. Sihc~ this information pertaiostoinmates who 
I () 

were current residents at KCIW~itis, therefore, incomplete in describing 
~. 

the inmates" complete institutional historydr adjus'tment and cannot be 
'> 

substituted for information on admissions or re1eases. 
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.. The population~at KCrW'wascompriseq;of~O% Cauca~ian inmates.' Although 

whites made up the majoJrity" (he black po~:U~~ii on was sti 11 over-represented 

wh~n one con~iders that only 7% of the ge~~raJ population ~ln Kentucky is 

black, 1 Whil~ 40% "ofethe'KGiW populatiO'li i;s(~}ack. However, this is not" 

peculiar only to Kentucky, as a recentqreport by the u.s. Department of' 
,) 

Justice reported an over-representat'ion of minorities in all states' female 
, . 2' '\) 

p'risons·. In additi on, th.ere Was a 1 arger percentage of bl acks at KCIW 
, " "" 0 ,J 0 

than in;;the Kentucky maximum and m:~;;,iumsecurit! men's prisons (see Table 1). 

When considering age distribution:
q 

one finds the med~an age for KCIW 
" 

inmates to be 27 years. This;s identi,cal to th.e median age for female' 

offenders in the United States. 3 r,The, age distribution for KCIW i~ shown in 

Table 2. The 18 to 30a-year old group is over-represented when one notes 

that,whi le 63% of the inmate population was in this age category, only 40% 
" 

of th~ general population falls Within th,·s b k' 4 age, rac et." This is identical 

to t,he proportion of residents, at KSR under 30 years of age. 'An analysis of 

. age distfibution. by race reveal~> that the number of whites is nearly double 

that of blacks f;r most age !ategories (see Tabl~ 2). However~for the 

31 to 33-year old age group'j" blacks made up 79%,whi le whites accd~nt for 

only ?2% of the inmates,", "The 40 and above age" group is also an exception, 

being £omprised of 86% White and 14% black. These statistics do not differ 

froms~'§tistics on U.Sr.women inmates found in the National Study of Women IS 

1. . 
KentUcky Deskbopkof EconomiciStatistics 

2: . 
National 

I!J 
3Jbid 

f! /t:- ,0 

Stu~.r of ~?men IS GorrectJonal Programs 
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1\ TABLE 1 :, ~\ . 

RACIAL BREAKDOWN ihF ,KENTUCKY STAT£: PRISONS1 
- , 

Institution 

a KentuckY State Reformatory 

Kentucky State Penitentiary 

Kentucky Correctional 
Institution for Women 

o 
G 

o F\ercent Whi te 

68.2 

,7(j7 

60.0 

D 

lKSR and K$P Profile; Report by Rese~rch\'and Evaluation Unit 
o 

o 

iI , 

o 

:-,\ 

o 

. ~ 

.. ,. '--.-:~"'.~--~'~""""-',"'. 

_ 0 

Percent Black 

31.8 

25.3 

4,0.0 

,(/" 

•• jC-

{, 
\1 

, 
o 

o 

• ,I 0' 

- 0 
,.r.'! 

o 

o 

o 

o 

, .. 

Q' 

" " '~ 

0 

0 

Age 

18-21 

22-24 

25-27 

28-30 

31-33 

34-36 

37::39 

40 and 

'" 

"" 

above 
0 

c? 

o 

, 0 c '0 

"', 

c .. 

, ' 

o ' • 

,~~~'-~"'-'-""'~-"";""~''''-''.''' 
~",l .. 

'-
'j \ 
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TABLE 2 

BREAKDOWN OF A~ CATEGORIES 
o BY INMAT- RACE 

White Black 

8 4 

12 7 0,' 
f;) 
Ii, 

12 6 C) 

0 

8 6 

2 7 

7 5 

5 f:iJ 3 

6 1 

n = 60 n = 39 

,! 
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Correctional Programs. That study reported whites over 35"years of age 

are mbr~ likely to be incarcerated than other ethnic groups of the same 

age (with the e~ception of Indians). 
a 

Qver half of KCIW inmates were from Jefferson (38%) and Fayette (13%) 

Counti es, both cons i dered urban counti es. Tabl e 3 shows 'the. number of 

inmates by population of the cQunties in which they resided at the time of 
r" 

crime. Ten percent of KCIW' residents were sentenced from a county other 

than~i"le county of residence. Not surprisingly, the largest number of 

inmates came from count1\es wi th popul atoi ons of 65,000 or above . The next 
" 

largest number of inmates were from counties with" pOR,uJationsof 25,000 or 
,t '" X,l~ 

less. In a'ddition, 9% of the pOPula~tion was from out of state. This is a(" 

noticeable drop !rom 1977 when 29.4% were out-of-state reside~ts. 5 

The stereotype of the female offen'der as uneducated an'd unski lled was 

not completely substanti(lted by the findings of this \~tUdy. Thirty-one 

percent of the women had a high school education, GED, or at least some 

college. However, the median education level at KCIW was tenth grade. 
.<C:i 

Fi fty percent of the popul atj,on had either an ei ghth, ni nth, or tenth grade 
o '" 

education. This is not surprisq;ng in light of the U.S. Department' of Justice 
o 1/ 

findings that female inmate population education level was directly related 
D 

to the stat~-wide median;'the median edli'catiol'j )level for Kentucky is 90.9 years. 

"Racial differences were evident, with the education level for0whites being 
'" 

9.8 and the aVerage for blacks being 10.4. Black inmates tend tp b~ dis-

tributed mostly over the ninth grade and higher levels, with whites tending 
(} 0 " 

to i:'e distributed over all'" grade levels. This data is not in keeping with 
(J 

o 

5KCIW Population Study, 1917 
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TABLE 3 

POPULATIQN DISTRIBUTIONS FOR 
COUNTIES OF RESIDENCE OF KCIW IN~4ATES* 

" 
Population Number 

o of County of Inmates 

15 ;000 and le,s,s 5 

16,000 - 25,000 7 

26,000 - 35,000 8 

36,000 - 45,00011 3 

46,000 - 55,000 4 
.;, 

56,000 - 65,000 4 

66,000 and above "t., 59 

out-of-state 9 
-c 

n = 99 
0 

*Popul at; on of coun~ies obtaint:!d from KentLt~ky I) 

. D~s,kbook of Economlc Statistics, 1977, Kentucky 

. Oepa rtment of Commerce 
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U.S. female offender statistics which found whites to be better educated 

than blacks. 6 ~ 
" Nearly one-third (31%) of the inmates had previous vocational training 

which appeared to be in stereotypical areas such as nurses aide Jraining , 
o 

and beautician instruction. This is very similar to U.S. Department of Justice 
t} :)',,' 'I 

statistics ,which indicated"35% of the women inmates in their sample had prior 

vocational training, predominantly in the traditional fields for women 

(clerical, nurses ai~e, ~tc.).7 If one follows the assumption that women 

who have vocational training are more employable and, therefore, less ljkely 

to be incarcerated, it is surprising to find such a larg~rcentageof the 

KCIW inmates with vocational training. One explanation for this could be· 

that their training has been in traditional fields for women, commonly 

kn,own as low-paying jobs9 which, while making them employable, does not 
~; 

enable them to meet 'their economic obligations . 

Summary 

White inmates comprise the majority of KCIVJ residents although blacks 
o .' I(; 

are over-represented when compared 1:0 the general $tate-wide population~ . . 
The 18 to 3Q-year qld age 'group makes up 63% of ihe inmate pOPUlatio~. Most 

of the residents were ofr.om' urban areas, particularlY Jeffer,~on and Fayette 
p 0:: 

Co'unties ," Also, most of the women at KCIW had less than a hi gh s.chool 

education, with a median educational level of tenth grade,. "One:third of 
'" 

the women had vocational tra,ning prior to entering the institution, primarily <:::,0 

~ traditionally female job areas. 

I)" rr 

6Nationa 1 Study of Wome,n' s Correcti ona 1 Programs 

7Ibid 

lil 

~'> .') 
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Family Background r . ,-, 
Since it has lorrg bee1n postulated tha~ a negative home situat\,~n is ~ .. key 

~omp8nent of criminality, one would expect few inmates to come from stable If 
('; 

,; 

famii~ies. This pf~oved to be true i~r KCIW women, as two-thlrds of the Q 

women w'ere from fami 1 ies' where the par~lnts "werec either di v.9rceS ,~eparate~,J 
" ~ [,/ f 

or one or more of the parents were deceased; The remaining one-thi rd of~r, 
(,.1 

ii' 0 

the population came from fami1ie? where the parents were married or in a 

.' 11 commo~-law relationship at the time of the crlme. 

, When considering ~he infuates' marital status, one finds~that 39% were ~ 

single, 24% were married or in a common-law" relationship, and"27%were 

separated or divorced. Marital status broken down by race is presented in 

Table~. A few inmates, 4%, were committed to a homosexual lifestyle before 
J1l . 

entering the institution. ' ~ 

The majority of the inmates (72%) were responsible for at least one 
Q 0 

dependent child before incarceration. The average number of children per 

inmate mother was i.4. Only 24% of all inmates were mar~ied or 1iving.in 
J 0 

common-law relationships and, therefore,nht the sole provider for their 0 

c.':jldren. Single'mdthe .. r$ represent 33% of inmates with children, separated 
=. H i,j 

or divorced motheri represent 33%, and 10% of the inmates with children are 
G (i 

widows. In addition, 15% of the population Was pre~nant 'upon a1mission tq 

KCIW. 
co ,d 

One of the greatest areaS' of ",concern for most inmate mothers is who 
" ,\ 

wilJ provide for their ch;ld.ren while they are in prison. For K~(ltucky's 
t" .; " ,,I ,:) .{~ Q ~~ 

~om~~Q::'~ 40% had c.Dildren staying with .tna"terna1 parents or relatives. Only 
61 

1) 

a small proportioh of the 'children Were kept by govel~nment agencies (7%) ,~ 

Jiuring the dncci~ceration. However, there wer~1 ethnic di.Jferences. While 

'1 
I 
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TABLE 4 

" . 0 <"JC""-
RACIAL BREAKDOWN OF INMATES BY MARItAL STATUS Q 4'",~ 

~ . 8 

<7' "£'0 
"White Black 

, 0 

" 
\1' 

t: \\'.J 
,~ 

':::-,' 

a 

i',,~111 " ' 

.0 

N 

2Q 

6 

11 

4 

12 
Q 

6 

'o\.) 

o 

'0 

" () 

7? _% (jI 

33.3 

10 :0 

18.3 

6.7 

20.0 

10 .0 

o 

," 

" 

Q 

I,', 

\l •• , 

N 

19 

.,2 

(J 6 

5 '" 

2 

Q 

49.0" ' 

5.1 

12.8 

15.4 

,0 

""'~ 
",':ifi 0 

~ 

;,. 

. " 

o 

f) 

,', {;-, 

o 
-. 0 

<) 

c> 0 

\. 
.y. " 

\ 

1, 

o 

33% of thew~ite' mothers left their children with their parents, 51% of 

b lack mothers had p laced" depend~nts wi t'h their parents or re 1 at; ves ; There 

were no"differences in government agency involvement with, Whites I (l2.S%) 

and blacks I (15%) childr~h (see Figure 1). 
0 0 

(;1 

The U.S. Departme~tof Justice reforted that thvcrime for 'which a woman 
., 

"\Dis arrested does not seem to be related to the financial'lneeds of her 

cni 1 dren; they reportedwowen to beJnvolved in property crimes regardless 

Qfwhetherothey had ch,ildren or not." Tl1isproved to be so for all but 

separated women at KCIW. There were no separated women without childr.en 
" 6\ 

incar(erated for property cl~imes; 57% of separa,!:ed wbmen ,with chi 1 dren were 
" " 

in for these same crimes. On the other hand,single women with children 

were equally likely to be serving ctime"for property crimeS as those without 

childre'n. This is true for married, comm'bn-law, widowed,an9 divorced 

inmates as well. 

Summary 
Q? 

o 

= 

, Most inmates at KCIW came from"broken home situations . All but a few J were, the primary prd'vidersfor &t least one dependent. Inmates ,'immedi ate 

fam; lies generally tdok responsibil i,ty for the dependent whi 1e she was inca'r-" 
<'?;:>. 

" DcelJ."~ted, especially for theobl ack ,women • The type" of crime a~oman is, 
o 

,convictedforo.does not appear, to be relatedilto the financial needs of her 
~ ,'. "(; • (l =- _, . ,,,,...' ' , . ,'i;> -n 

children, except in the case of sep~ratedmother inmates. (.) 

" . 

'1, 

.~ Q" .. c'-;·" 
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Offense Data 
~,'. 

KCIW offenders do not seem to be sophistic"ated ,in terms",of their ins-
, " \. 

titutiona1 exp~rience. For 74% of the KCIW pI)Pu1~~yon, this was their first 
(::; 

incarceration. Thi s is a drasti c change from a 1977 KCIW popul at; ondescrip

tion whi~h identtfie\d only 48.2% as being firs't offeG~rs at thattim~.Table 
5 displays the distribution of the most serious crime this incarceration. As 

, a 

can be seen, property crimes are by far th~ most prevalent offenses respon-

sible for incarceration. Th_eft, fraud, and fOY'geryrep,.Y'esent nearly half 

. of all crimes. Murder and mansl aughter were th.a next most preva lent ,~, 

offenses" followed by drug offenses •. Comparedwith 1977 data available for' 
~, r;:? 

KCIW inmates, crimes resulting "in loss of 1 i fe~ave ~emained con~~ytant ,as " 
Q 

have assault "arsen, and drug crimes. ' Incarcerati q,ns due to robbery and 
,,) 

burgl ary have Qecreased~by hal f since 1977, whi le theft crimes h'ave nearly 

doubled. 

The type of offense for which an inmate was incarcerated appears to be 

re 1 ated to her a,ge. The younger the t,nmate" the more 1 ike ly her cri me wi 11 ~, 

be a,property offense. For exalT,lRJe, women 27 years old or younger makeo up 
1.0' . Q 

57% of all theft offenders. Inmates 34 to 39 were more likely to bei ncar-
~ " ' 

C? ' 

cerated for mu~der or' mans 1 aughter. (fab 1 e6 provi des a breakdown of cr.i mes 
I) 

" by agee These statistics are in keeping wjth statistics for the general 

female inmate population of the U,S. which showed larceny mor~ cQl)1mon foY' 
rP ~, 

y~gwomen lr.nde~ 25 and muNel' more co~on. for women 35 a~d . ov.er . 

" Aswo~CI be expected , because of the frequency of homl clde among older 
,.r' OJ ",,' 

wonierf, tne older the, inmate the longer her sentence length was likelytoge, 
" 

seventy-five .percent Qf37 to 39~ye.ar.olds haveasentehce length of nine 

years,\or more. Comparatively, 84% of 22 to.24-year oldswere servi~g fiye 

" c 
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" 
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TABLE 5 

DISTRIBUTION OF INMATES INTO CRIME CATEGORIES o 

1) 

Grime N % 1977 % 
" 1 

<) 

0 Homicide 23 23.2 22.4 
0 

Assau1 ( 6 6.1 5.9 

Burglary 
{\ ~ 

5 ,I 
5.1 } !l 

27.1 
Robbery 7 7.1 } 

~' 

Theft2 
42 42.4 25.9 

Arson 2 2.0 2.A 

Drug- R~ lated 10 10.1 12.9 

. Mis ce 11 aneous 4 6' 
4.0 3.5 

Total 99 

~ 

'lHomicide category includes murder, manslaughter, arid re0'fless homicide. 
~ n 

Theft category incl udes forgery, °theft, and fraud. 
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18-24 

25~30 

31-36 

37+ 

" . 

N % 

3 10.0 

8 25.0, 

5 23.8 

7 46.7 

o 

Assault 

N % 

2."" 6.0 

3 9.4 

1 4.8 

o 

;:, • D it 

:TABLE 6 

AGE BY CRIME' 

" 

Burglary 

N% 

2 6.0 

2 6.3 

1 4.8 

o 

N 

15 50.0 

15 47.{J 

8 38.0 

4 26.7 

)Homicide= all loss of life crimes. 

2Theft= Forgery, Fraud, and Theft. 
3 .. 
Grimes in miscellaneous 'categorY"not included. 

oJ:, 

II 

\) 
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... ~ ..... "f)'~~'-~.-. ...... --....... ~.'"' •... "~ .. :~._: . .;.......-, ... ¥.:-..-;-"7"".-,....,....-.---.>-~-..,.-------1i'-..:..., ; .~..-,... , 
, .. . 

Robbery 

4 13.3 

1 3.0 

1 4.8 

1 6.7 
o 

CI' 

Ars.on 

N% 

1 3.0., 

~ o 

o p 

o 

, . 

o 

J 

Drugs 

N % 

04 J3.3 

2 6·.3 

3 ,,014.3 

1 6.7 

'" 

.' 

,) . 

---- .. _-,----------------------------

Percent 
of Total 

% 

100.0 

100.0 

90~53 

86.73 
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years
o 

or )¢$S ~ The med} an sentence Jength for KGIW was" five yeqrs, with 
"C (I 

43~oof t~eflwomenserving one td three-year sentences. ~ 
o "i: (I' G: 

a, "The".educationa'l level"of an inmate also appears to be related to tb,e 
{) /) G -

o ~ " 

type of crime for which '''she wa~.incarcerated. Women with less than~ a 

seventhQgr'ade education were eXclusively in,v.olverl in crimes against persons. 
.~\ ' 

, t, !J f! (, () \"b",,-

,," The higher the edc~cation level, the more likely tnecrl'me was to be against 
~ ') II.; 

"property (63% w'ithsome college were property offenders and 83% wUh GED) .,0 
n - ~\ <::-

Again, these findings match U;S. statistics for female inmates which found': 

the better theoeducation, the more likelY the crime was to be forgery, and 

the less education, the mOre likely the crime was murder. 
\~ 

Prior vocational training was also examined and f6und to~e inverse1Y0 

related to sentence length. For those witg vocational training before~ 0

0 

rJ 

entering prison, 45% had sentences of five or more years; compared to~34% rJ 

o 

of those with no prior vocational trainir'l'g. An equal percentage of tho~,e 

with and those without vocati.onal training had- sentence lengths of 15 yellrs 

or over .. 
o 

A crime breakdown by marital status (see Tabl~7) reveals that 48~b of 
o 

all property incarcerations were single offenders. Single o.ffenders with 

chi,ldren also made up 41% of all theft convictions at KCIW. For separated 
"' women, 70% Were inca.rcerated for theft orburgl ary and 70%hifc\ at least one 

(j dependent. Common-law, married ,and divorced inmates were incarcerat~d 

prim~~ilY for theft as well., but .at least one-fourth of eachogroup;as 

sentenced for crimes involving loss of li.fe. All divorced inmates had at 
\l 

least one dependent and were. almost as likelY ~p be involved in murder or 

manslaughter (24%) as in a theft crime (35%). Seventy,..'five percent of 

widowed inmates were incarcerated for murder "or manslaughter and represent 

o ' .. ~ 

'" D '0 

(> 

\~ 

~ (I 0: 

Marital Status-~ 

",' Single 

c 

Common-Law 

I)' Married 

o Ii 

Q 

Q 

, 'J" '0 , Di vorceCl 

WidDwed 
o 

\) Q G 

..~ 
P r; 

o 

.0 

11 \ 

.::1' 

'- 0 

" ,) 

., {l::l U 

Q 

Loss ofL;'je 

o 

., ' ',' 
26.1% o· 

" 8.7% 

17..4% 

4.3% 

11'.4% 

26.,1% 

100.,0% 

n = 23 

TABLE 7 

BREAKDOWN OF ,~R]ME CATEGORIES 
BY INMATE MARITAL STATUS ~ 

\) 

,~ c 

[l 

AssauJ t 
o 

50.0%' 

16.7% 

o 

Burglary 

" o 

a 

20.0% 

20.0% 

I! 

60. O~~ "n 

o 

Theft 

47.6% 

9.5% 

" 16.7% 

"0 ,~9. 5% 

14.3% 

2.4% 
'D 

100.0% 

.:.!'t '.~ 

.,,0. 

71.4% 

14.3% 

14.3% 

100.0% 

n = 7 

" 

Arson 

50.0% 

50.0% 

Drugs 

30.0% 

10.0% 

10;,0% 

20.0% 

20.0% 

10.0%, 

100.0% 100.0% 

n = 2 n = 10 
,. 

t . 
! 
I 
~ . 

I 
[ 

"1 

I 
I 
\ 
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o 

20% of all murders. A direct relationship betwe~n widows' crimes and 

marital status was found~ with five out of six widows charged with the 

" (\ 

murder of their husband. 
o 

One assumption often made is that women offenders are secondary parti

cipants in crimes which are instj gated by 'men. ' Thi s was not found to be 

true. Fifty-eight percent of the women at KCIW committ~ their crime alore . 

Thirty-one "percent of the women were involved wi'Gj one other person in com

mi tting thei r offenses, 8% were lnvo 1 ved wi tho 2 other,s, ~nd 2% were in vbl ved 
c 

with 3 others. When others were in vo 1 ved, they, were more 1 i kel y to be 'an 

unrelated male other th'8ri~a boyfriend (42%) and u,nrelated female (21%). 

Boyfriends (16%) and relat~d malEf~other than husbands (11%) accounted for 
,,' 

the remainder of persons involved. 

Most offenses did not involve a weapon (58%)., Of those that did, the 

weapon of preference was a firearm (66%) rather than a knife (24%). 
o 

Victim injury occurred in 30% of all offenses. 
" 

Twenty percent of the KCIW population were serving a sentence for 

par-oJ e vi 01 ati on. , Of these ~ 35% had been returned on atechnica 1 vi 01 a-

ti on and 65% had been returned for a new crime or mi sdemeanor. Of those 

r.eturned for a new crime, 64% came back with multi'ple crimes. Mo.st parole 

violators returned with a five to six~year new sentence. Jefferson, 

Fayette, and Christian .counties accounted for most violators. When another 

person was involved in the parole violation crime, 43% of the time that 

person wa~ an unrelated male (other than a boyfriend) . The parole viola.-
~ (jl 

o 
tioncritne resulted in victi"," injurY in only four. cases, ° Only 10% o·f the 

Q 

"population were retiJrned conditional release or suspended sentence viola-

" '" 

Q 

D 

t.1c • 

In addition to the inmates' current crime, prior arrests and convictions 

were examined. Shoplifting or thefts were the most prevalent crime trend's 

for KCIW inmates, followed by 'prostitutio~ (10%) ",and then alcohol-related 

arrests 69%). OnlY 38% had never had 'a misdemeanor arrest, whereas 20% had 

nine or more. The average number of misdemeanor arrests was 3.1 •. , Sixty-six 

i nma tes had previ ous f~1Pny a rres ts, with an avera,ge of 2.5 felony arrests 

per inmate. 

While KCIW wOomenappear to be criminCl-lly sophisticated in terms of their y 
arrest records, a la-!:k of institutional sophistication can be seen by examining \n 

prior incarcerationSI (Tab1Je 8). "In more" serious crimes such as arson, robbery, 

and assault, 100% Were incarcerated for the first'time. In addition, 90% of 0 

drug offenders had no prior inc~rcerations. Only those convicted of theft 
o 

were likely to h.ave more than one prior incarceration. Of those convicted of 

crimes with loss of 1 i fe, 78% were incarcerated for the first time and 22% had 
(I ~\) /t 

at least one prior incarceration. Detainerswere held on 14% of the popula-

tion. The most common type of detainer was that from another state rather 
',I 

than from the federa 1 government. 1\ 0 

~! Summary 1\ 

For most of the KCIW population, this was their first inca~\ceration. The 

most common cd me res pons i b 1 e for. inc; reera t: on ·we re theft of fe11s es, f 011 owed' 

by murder a nd man s 1 a ugh t~ r, and f, n ally d rU9- re l. ted offen ses. ITh eft c ri mes 

~ve 40ubled since 1977 as ~hemajor prime of incarceration for!KCIW residents. 

. The type 0foffense ~or which :n inmate was s~rving tlme a~peared to be 

related to age a'nd educatlOn level. The younger .and petter eduqated inmates 

are more Hkely to commit p.ropertyoffenses, V!hile the' older or less 
1\ 

II 
uinma,tes Wfl"e more likely to commit crimes which will involve lO~is of 

o I' ,j 

/1" 
" '6 

'. 0 0 

'I ectucated 

-\:J 

o 
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TABLE 8 

m 0 

.) 

= 

o 

DISTRIBUTION OF INMATES WITH PRIOR INCARCERATIbNS* '1~} 
ACCORDING TO MOST SERIOUS OFFENSE THIS CRIME 

>P 

~ 

Number of 
Prior Incarcerations HomicidE? Assault 

o 

1 

2 

3 

18 

5 

0 

0 

6 

0 
\) 

0 

0 

*Actua1l1umber of inmates represented . 

.1HomicideincJ udes . a 11 "loss of 1 if~" crimes. 

2Theftincl udes Fprgery~ Theft, and . .Fraud. 
\ ~ 

Grime Categor~ 

b 

Burglary Theft2 

3 2.7 

2 10 
0 
0 4 

0 1 

I@ 

D 

o 

Robbery 

7 

0 

0 

0 

Drugs 

" 9 

1 

0" 

0 

M' if 11 . , s~e ~ aneous 

4 

1 

o 

1 

n 99 

,I 
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.Ii i fe. Q The) medi an sentence' 1 ength 
~ ~\'J 

for KCIW Was five years; the majoritYoof 
" c _ (I '" " 

women were currently serving 'a one" to,three-yeifr s'entence. 
1/ ' " Ii 0 

r 
Prior voc~'tional training was no! found to be relate,d to a ushorter 

u '~'I 

s~ntence length. ,More' women with prior vocatio!!,a1 training had sentences" 
c " 

ovel;: five years than did thcise wi~th=rHlJ:bC%ti ona 1 training. 
() 

Most inmates did not involveco-c!~fendant~ in theircl:ime. Of thoseO, 

who did involve an~ther,~ost were either an'Junrelated male or unrelated 
I:' ,:;, 

'" 
female. If other person? wereccinvolved in the crim~ as co-defendants, the 

inmate was less likely to have a prior violent arrest than inmates who" a:~ted 
'" 

alonE;!." Of) ~thq~e cwho were sole defendants, 22% had prior vi 91~t arr~st~, 
o ,', '~' • 

compared eto 15% of those cw~o acted with others. Most offenses d,d not ~"! 

involve a weapon~ °but'~hen one was used,a firearm was the weapon of preference. 
!l '. • 

Pr~ incarcerations andar~est trends indicated that~hile most of the 

inmates "h~d previousmi sde~anor ordelony arrests, only (l' few had ever served 
o '" , 

time on a felony conviction. J\llwomen Gonvjcted of serious crimes' were 

first offenders. Pr~ious 'arrest trends show.shoplifting, prostitution, 
,', 

anda,lcohol-r~iated vi o,l,ations, to ~~\the major caus,'~s of phor arr~sts. ,'" , 
0" ~' j~\ \) 

Parole Violators were more often retarned for neW j\:~donies and misdemeanors 
() 

tha~ for tech~; ca1 violati ons. Detai ners were acti~e on 14%"of the popU] a-

tion~ This tends to indicate thattheCcu~,rent population was relatively o,,~ 

unsophisticated in tenns of 'prior(j incCircerations, buto:not in"termsof prior 
II L) 

criminal activities., 
I:> 

o 
o 

o o 
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Institutional Adjustment 

Institutional adjUstment was determined by good timefiloss, incident 

reports, and escapes., An incident report is an administrative, action tak-eh' 
". '::l :;S,I (,'i. r.~ 

when specific institutional rules are violate~. A violent i'ncident report 1_ 

" ",' 0 
Was defined for this report as one invglving physical' violence or gross 

, '0 '.. 

d~struction of property. While the majority((86%)of inmates had no violent 

incidentoreports ,omor(;l than half (p4%) had at'" least one non-v~olent incident 

report. The average number of non-violent inCident reports per inmate was 

2.1; however, lO~of 'the women had nine" or more.~ The seriousness of the .. 

crime for which an inmate was incarcerated tended to have no °effect. on inci

dent reports. This fingMfr;::lSQ in agreement With the, 1977
0 

find"ings. 8 

Twent~-:six percent of the'popu-lation had lost good time durtng their 
., 

current incarceratiq,n. This does not differ from the 1977 population study 

whic~found 2S.~% to have lost good time. 

o' l) 

Earlier ,findings also reported that residents wi,th prior felony;ncar

cerations lost good time aDd receivea incident 'reports at a higher tate" than ,. 0 ~ 

fi"rst offenders.
9

A similar trend can be seen in "the current study; however, 

it is mostly evident for good time loss and violent incidents. Table 9 com-
e? 

pares repeat and first offender~ by number of 'Cncidentreportsand good time 
,{j, 

loss. 
o 

Theeducati ana 1 level the inmate hadatta.ined beforeincarcerati on was" 

related to her invol~ementOin violentincidents.~ Thosewiih an eleventh 
<10 

grade or above education had no vi 01 ent inci dent reports. A 1111 offenders 

o " 

~ "I) 
"[ 

8 " . 
KGIW Population Study 
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TABLE 9 

COMPARISON OF FIRST OFFENDERS', AND REPEAT OFFENDERS' 
INVOLVEMENT IN INCIDENT REPORTS AND' GOOD TIME LOSS 

Reports 
\): n 

Number It1~olved in~cfaents 
, 

Percent of All Inniat~~ With 
Vi oleQt Inc; dent R~eport$ 

Percent of Total Population 
, ": 
,~ 

Non-Violent IncidentRepor~~ 
'. .' ~ . -. - ~ 

Number''''In~\ol ved in Jncidents" 
0, ,'~ 

, a 

, " 

Percent of ,All Inma'tesWith 
Non-Vi alent Incident Reports 1(. '\i\ 

'h d I~\ 
Pe\()ceQ:Jtof Tota] Population ri 

\~ 
" ,~ "~ill' 

% .rr 

c' Good Time Loss , \' " 

~~'4!l1ber Involved in, Good Tirne"Loss 

,Percent off,."n 'Inmates 
o '~' With Good Time Loss '. 

.; ,r'. . - ,'0;:.' 

Percent ofTotalPoPlOation 

\l 

~. ,'0:' 

, ill . /' 

,0 

CJ Ftrst'Offenders 0 

Q 

o 

8 
(' 

61.5%' 
o Co 

75.0% 

0, ,;~,"" 

" 75.0%'. 

".! 16 

61.5% 
Ii) 

75.0% 

( . " 

" ,',1;>,', 
o' @1 ,~. 

,n 

,., 

" \! 

o 

o 

t, 

Repeal Offenders 

, " 

" 5 
o· 

a \I 

25.0% 

16 

30.0% 

25.0% 

10 

38.5% 

(\ 

25.0%, 
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who had a high number of incidents (nine or more) had. an educ~tional level 

lower than the mean for the population(i .e., sixth or s~v,~nth grade). 

Vi,olent incident reports were a 1 so~)exami ned ino reloati on to pri or vi ol"ent 

arrests~ One notable finding was that 60% of those inma'tes with one vialent 

incident rep~rtOhad previcus Via'ent arrests~ This daes nat hold true far 

thase with mare than .one vialent incident reparh As a matter .of fact,' all' ,,0 
Q c' 

inmates with seven or more viale~t incidents had' never had a p,reviaus vialent 

arrest. On the ather hand, .of thpse wha ,hqd been arrested fcr violent crimes, 

36% had vialent incident reports, campared ta 1~% .of thase with rib vialent 

arrest history. Thi's seems toindicate that while there isna relationship 

between the number .of vi~lent incidents an inmate wa.s involv~,? in and her 

p~ior vi61e)(~ arres~, histary~there.is a greater probability that she will 

"receive a violent incident repart if she had a past vialent arrest record . 
c 

Escape rate was unchanged from the earl ier KPW repart. Only.7 .1% .of 

the clJrrent papulation had escapeS, as ccmparedwith 8.2% in 1977. 
, 

Parole Bcfardaction maYalsa be seen as an indication bfinstitutianal 
.~ w 

adjustment. Over half .of the papulation had nadeferralsat"the time data 

was' callected. ThiS fig~re, hawever,"may refclect the fact that 55% afOOthe 

population had just ente~ed KCIW in 1979 and had nat yet been reviewed ~Yo 

the Board. However, .of those who had received deferrals, mast (32%) had 
I:~ '. : . .!", -, < IJ 

received only one or two. Those with serve .outs comprised 9'.1% .of the papu-o 

ratian. This is slightly higher than thegf:!neral Kentucky .inmate p.opulation. 
, -. ,. . . ij 

. 10 
in which 7.4% had serve cuts. 

o 

o 

o 

10Basedan a sample .of 20% of 'those released in 1978. 

o 

o 

o 

. '0 

" ~' 

, 
':-M , ~~ ;;"',;'"1' 

Summary 

One~quarter .of the KCIW Wamen bad goad time lass during their present 

incarceratian. This represents no change in rate aver the past three years. 
" 0 

A very small percent .of inmates were inVOlved in vialent,. incidents. Inmates 
rI 

wha had a pasthistary of violent g.rrests were mare likely to receive a vio-

. lent incident repart althaugh they were nat responsible far the bulk .of 

violent incidents. Over half .of the papulatian wasinvalved in at least .one 

non-violent incident. The seriausness of an inmate's cri~e did nat appear 

to be related to invalvement ini.ncident reparts. Hawever, whether .or nat 

an inmate had a pri arfel anyincarcerati an did appear to affect bath goad I~ 
o 

time loss and incident reparts. Education level wa~ alsa related ta invclve~ 

ment in vialent incidents,with thase .of lawer educatian levels accaunting 
~ 

for all cases inv01ying nine .or mare vialent incidents. Canversely, thase 
\! 

of higher education levels (eleventh grade and abave) had na violent inci-

dents at . aJ,l . j' J 

The escape rate at KCIW has remained virtually unchanged since earlier 

studies. The"'f;ndings indicate that eil)mates .at KCIW are given serve .outs 
Ij " . . ' ' 

ata higher rate than the general inmate population. Mast other inmates 

with deferral s had received na more thah twa. 
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Substance Abuse 

Substance abuse has become an issue of increasing~oncern flor those 

involved with female offenders. Over.20% of those serving ,sentences in 

the U.S. federal priso~ system are incarcerated for drug offenses
ll 

and 

" 22% of those in U.S. state Prisons have drug conviction~.Kentucky's 
,\) 

rate is substar:ltially lower with only 9~1% serving/, drug offense sentences. 

t3However, a larger number of the women had a drug abuse history as reflected 
(j 

o 

., 
in either their previous"arre~t history, pr~-sentence'investigation report, 
a . 
psychologica.l "report, or self-disclosure. Over half of the population ~as 

found to have substa~tial drug involvement (see Table 10). In addition, 

canother ,20% hada reported alcohol abuse historY. 

The typical inmate with a. drug abuse history has an eighth to eleventh 

grade educati on (66%) ." Seventy-eight percent have at least one dependent. 

81 acksare over-represented ~or this group, wi th 51% of ~CIW bl acks having 

a drug history ,compared"to 36.7%' of whites. Mos.t inmates witha.drug' his-
~~, a 

tory are younger than 30 years old (69%). Those with\ drug history were" 

l~sslikely to beGjnvolved in lossoflllife cri,mes tha~' those with:in6\'drUg 
'!J ,"-" t) 

history, but more likely Ito be involved in burglary crimes. For those 

involved with drugs, theft (38%') and drug-r~:lated (21%) crimes were most 
., 

prevalent.. 
i) '~ 

The typical inmate wfth an alcohol abuse history has an ?ighthto tenth 
! 

.Ii " . >:;. 

grade education (60%). ~Jhe was equally l;~"ely to have dependents as not. 
, 

, Three-fourths of these women were white and there was an even distributi on 
~ . . . 

over all age groups .. Over half (60%) of the inmates with alcohol abuse were 

.involved in crimes against persons with.30%involVed in economic crimes, 

ll'carls'Cm "Norman A.,. Needs of Femal e Inmates, No longer Ignored by Prisons. 
Justice Ass istance. News,Apri 1, ~1980; p. 2-3. ."..0 ' 'ct, 
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TABLE 10 

I~MATE INVOLVEMENT WITH SUBSTANCE. ABUSE 

\) 

Drug Offenders 

Inmates With Drug ~istory 
(Not )nc14ding Dru~ Offenders) 

Inmates With Alcohol History 

o 

c;! , 

o 

Percent of 
KCIW Population 

9.1 

42.0 

20.0 
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Institutional adjustment was ,analyzed ~~r drug 'offenders. Table 11 

compares non-drug offenders, drug offenders, and offenders with a prior 

drug his,tory in terms of good time loss, violent fn'cident reports, and 

non-violent incident reports. Ther!= appears to be no difference oetween drug 
()' 

and non-drug offenders 'as far as the number of, vi alent and non;-vi alent inci-

dent reports received. However, there are differences in good ti.me 

loss for the two ,groups, with 45% of drug offenders havi ng good timei 
,i 

loss, compared to on"ly 18% of non-drug offenders. Th; rty-si x percent of 

those with a prior d,rug history had good 'time losS. The finding that there 

" Were no differences in incident reports for the two groups , but a difference 
,_ r,. 

in good time loss, is surprising if one follows the logic that ,good time loss 

results from in~olvement in incidents. Onne posslble explanation for this' " 
(\ 

discrepancy may be that non..;violent reports' were more serious, although not 

violent, for drug 'offender's, resulting ;n good time loss. 
0, . 

Alcohol "abusers had a low involvement in incidents. COnly 10% had vi~lent 
'i 

incident reports, 20% had good time loss, and 45% had non-violent incident 
(1 [) " 

reports. Most received o~lyone or two non-y;olentincideryt r:eports. 'This ,,, 

finding is inter:,~sttng in light of the fact that most·of these inmates are 
J' 

incQ.rcerated for crimis against persons. 

Summary 'iJ 

,) " 'W 

A sltpstantia<,l part of the. KCI.W population has had"drug or alcohplinvOl ve.,. 

ment that has been identified as problematic.for th~m. Offenders with a drug 

'ilbusehiGtory tend to be young , without a high school di pl om"a" and" have 

dependents. B1 acks are ov~r-represented for this group . Theoffenc:ie r with 
b ..~! 

an alcohol problem was also without a high school di"plomii,was equally li~kelY 

''to have dependel'tts as not, and her crime was most iTi ke lymurderor manslilughter. "c 
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Drug Offenders 

Non-Drug Offenders 
0 i 

Non-Drug Offenders With 
Previous Drug History 

Offenders With Alcohol 
HistorY 0 

~' 0 

,TABLE 11 

VIOLENT INCIDENT REPORTS* 

0 

88.9% 
'i 

87.5% 

84.0% 

90.0% 

1-3 

9.0% 

!"i12.0% 

[0.% 

i 
1, 

"' 4-6 

~ I. 
NON-VIOLENT INCIDENT REPORTS* 

'I 

Drug Offenders 

Non-Drug Offenders 

Non-Drug Offenders With 
Previous Drug History 

" Offenders With Alcohol 
I? " History 

o . 

'0 

" " 

Drug Off~nders 

Non~Drug Offenders 

Non ... Drug Offenders With 
Previous Drug History 

Ofr.enders With Alcohol 
History 

• *no'difference in groups 

, 0 

0 0 

0 

55.6%:! 
!I 
II 

50.0% i'i 

n Ii 
39.4% ; 

il 
I: 
I' 

55.0% !: 
1\ 
Ii 
II 

1-3 

22.0% 

35.7% 

33.0% 

30.0% 

Yes 

45.0% 

1,~.~0% 

36.4% 

20 •. 0% 

6-8 

,,3.0% 

40r more 

"22.0% 

14.3%0 

27.0% 

15.0% 

9 or more 

11.1% 

o 
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Drug crffenders and those with a drug, history did not have a greater 

involvement in violent or non-violent incidents than the rest of the popu-
6 ' 

laotion~ but did h.ave gr'eater~ gopd time l~SS. The ~ffenders with an alcohol" 

abuse history resembled closely the good time Joss a~d incJdent patterns of 
(' 

the general population. 

o 

.? !!I G 

o 

o 

)l 

o 

o 

\( 

d " 

" n 

0 

0 

~ 

p 

(J 

o 

(n 

~ 

, 0 

0 

" . 
0 0 

0 0° 

0 
0 

" "', 
IJ \\ 

c 
~;:, ~D 

c 

0 

() 

o 

! 
! 

I ~ 

IJ· 

" 

" 

o 

, 
" 

~,---

n 
<' .... !~i-·."7 ... "'0 ,. '~''''''~''''''~P'''"k>.ll. . __ ... "_ •• ·'_· ..... ".""""!., ••• '/~.>!'~~,,1~~ .... _ 

" 

B IBLI'OG~HY 

Carlson ~ Nonnan A., Needs of Female Inmates No Longer. Ign,pred by Prisons. 
Justice Assistance Ne'ws, April, 1980, p. 2-3 

'I n 

Incident Reports. Research and Evaluation Unit Report; Department 
Justice, Bureau of Corrections of the C~mm9nwealth of Kentucky 

c ~ 

and 
of 

" 

o 

Kentucky Deskbook of Economic Statistic,s, 1977, Kentucky Department of Commerce 
o 

KentuckY Correctional 
o and Evaluation Unit 
, of the Commonweal th 

<1j.., 

Institution for Women Population Study, 1977. Research 
Report, Department of" Justi ce, Bureau of Correcti ons 
of Kentucky 

o 

National Study of Wd~en's Correctional Programs, N~ti:onat Institute of Law 
Enforcement and Crimi na 1 Justi ce, Law Enforcement Assi s-tance Admini stra-

~" " ti on, United States Department of Justjce. . 

Peachee, Carol L., Female 'Offenders at 'Kenb.lcky Correctional Institution for " 
Women. Paper presented at Kentucky Psycho 1 ogi ca 1 Associ ati on Me~ting, 
Spring,01980 . 

, 0 

o " 

Q . 

,\ 
/){) 

o 

Q 

" 

D 

. " 

o 

~. 

.,,':~;<~1I."1I"_:"'''' .. '''''''''"''''' 



o 

o 

o 

IJ'". () r 

o 

o 

\\ 
u 

./ 

,. 

-, 

----~- . ) 

~~..t;.''::;~~'<~~~''''''''''-~-::'-'-::~-,- - ~~-~t~~~·~·:::~;:::'.::r~~~'!:.:--~~~'-~-=!!~~--=':::'~~~~~--""'~~~ 

" }~"':-;':.'::::::::::t:;::::===:::==~=_=,=;=:~,,,,,:,,,"="=,-,,==:).!,",,==o,,, .. =,,,,,,,,,,,,,,=,,,==,,,o~_""":-" •• ",,,,,_~,,_=#=·,,,,,~,,,,~oo~~:.:::::::: .... ' '--"" 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

lil1 
o 

0) 

\1 

l'/(' 

' . . 

o 

\\ 

G 

I} 

.~ 

J 
I 

I 




