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Preface 

This report covers the study of Iowa's corrections system conducted between 
October 1988 and January 1989 by Entropy Limited in collaboration with Law & 
Policy Associates as subcontractor. The study was conducted at the request of 
th e Iowa Corrections System Review Task Force. Without the active cooperation 
and assistance of many officials and staff in the Iowa corrections system, 
this study wou ld not have been possible. This includes personnel in all of 
the institutions, at the Board of Parole, and throughout Community 
Corrections, including both the central office and the district offices. 
Acknowledgment should also be given to the participation of Iowa's Department 
of Human Services which provided computerized data and to Iowa's Legis l ative 
Service Bureau which managed the entire project and coordinated contacts 
between the consultants and the Iowa corrections system. 
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A. Background 
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From 1981 - 1987 the state of Iowa controlled its prison population growth by a 
self-imposed "cap." · During that period, prison admissions increased 53\ and the 
number of paro le relea ses increased 195%. In 1987, the Iowa Legislature lifted 
th e cap, resul~ i ng in accelerated expansion of the prison population. By Apr il 
1988, th e number of inmates in the system exceeded the designed capacity. 
Recognizing that irm,ediate planning was needed to acconmodate potential 
overload, t he 1988 Iowa Legislature created a Corrections System ~eview Ta sk 
Force to develop a master plan for the system covering the next ten years. To 
help ensure the cost-effectiveness both of the system as it currently functions 
and as it would function under any changes planned, the Legislature requested a 
thorough evaluation of inmate classification, parole risk assessment, and 
conmunity corrections risk/needs assessment. 

In September 1988 the Task Force contracted Entropy Limited, in co ll aboration 
with Law and Policy Associates, to gather data, conduct evaluations, and make 
recommendations for improvements as the first part of a process of developing a 
master plan. Specifically, the tasks involved 1) validating the soundness of 
the assessment tools used to assist custody classification, parole decision
making, and corrmunity corrections supervision level assignments; 2) evaluating 
the in-practice use of each of the assessment tools; 3) evaluating the match 
between needs as predicted by the assessment tools and services available to 
meet these needs; and 4) formulating a risk profile of Iowa's current inmate 
population with identification, if possible, of a subgroup of low-risk inmates 
who might safely be moved from institutions into alternative corrections 
programs. 

B. Overview of the Current Iowa Corrections Offender Assessment Systems 

Under the current organizational structure, criminal offenders sentenced by Iowa 
courts enter the corrections assessment system either by being sentenced to 
probation or to a "lock-up" facility (jail or prison). If sentenced to 
probation, offenders are assessed according to the Risk/Needs scale used :y the 
Corrmunity Corrections program. If sentenced to jail, the offenders are housed 
at a county jail for the duration of the one-year-or-less sentence. If 
sentenced to prison, the offenders are classified at the Oakdale Reception 
Center according to the Inmate Custody Classification system and sent to an 
appropriate security level facility, depending upon a mix of factors including 
program needs and openings, housing space limitations, and other considerations. 
Prisoners eligible for parole may then be evaluated by the Board of Parole 
according to its Offender Risk Assessment scale. Most inmates later participate 
in the conmunity corrections system which assesses parolees according to the 
same Risk / Needs scale as that used for probationers. 
The Inmate Custody Classification instrument (see Appendix A) is a 12-item score 
sheet covering various aspects of the offender's current and past criminal 
activity and behavioral characteristics. These items are scored according to 
guidelines which assign weights to each item. The current weighting system was 
devised following statistical researc h and evaluation of the model in 1985. The 
offender's score determines which level of custody/supervision (maximum, medium, 
and minimum/live out) is appropriate as the offender begins serving the court
imposed sentence. Inmates are reassessed at the facility where they are 
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incarcerated at least every twelve months, and are reclassified if appropriate. 
If the point-derived custody classification seems inappropriate for some reason, 
an offender's status may be altered by the professional corrections staff using 
an "override" procedure with documented reasons for making the exception. A 
valid, correctly used Inmate Custody Classification scoring system should 
facilitate the process of managing inmate behavtor, reducing disciplinary 
infractions, preventing escapes, and selecting appropriate custody / program 
placement by al l owing decisions on custody/supervision to be made uniformly, 
fairly and appropriately for all prisoners, resulting in efficient use of the 
state's limited prison space and associated resources. 

The Community Corrections Risk/Needs Assessment instrument (see Appendix B) 
consists of two parts, one for risk assessment and the other for needs 
assessment. The risk assessment section contains 10 items covering such areas 
as the offender's prior record, previous parole/probation history, and attitu de 
toward lifestyle changes. Weighted scoring is used to indicate an offender's 
likelihood of success or failure in a community setting. The needs section 
contains 12 items concerned with the offender's emotional stability, vocationa l 
and educational background, health status, and family/friends network. Scoring 
for this part of the assessment indicates the amount of support an offender is 
expected to need in order to succeed in a corrmunity setting. The combined 
risk/needs score indicates the level of supervision required to maintain the 
offender in a corrmunity corrections program. The offender's score(s) may be 
altered by overrides. Reasons for overrides coded on the assessment form 
include offense severity, special conditions set by the parole board or court, 
and unavailability of the client for active supervision. Offenders are 
reassessed every six months according to a separate questionnaire which add-s -
data concerning the offender's success/failure during the time under 
corrmunity-based supervision. A valid, consistently applied Risk/Needs 
Assessment-Reassessment evaluation should accurately estimate an offender's 
chances of success or failure in a corrmunity-based corrections program and 
indicate the amount of staffing and kinds of services which need to be made 
available. 

The Parole Board Offender Risk Assessment instrument (see Appendix C) consists 
of a 3-page form which scores the offender's prior criminal behavior, substance 
abuse history and current offense severity in order to determine both the 
overall risk to the safety of the public if the offender is released from 
prison, and the potential for committing violent crime if released. The 
combined safety risk and violence risk scores are scaled to indicate the 
offender's status from "very good risk" to "very poor risk" for release. 
Inmates are reviewed by the Parole Board at least annually following their 
initial interview which is scheduled based on the class of their conviction 
offense. If the Parole Board's Offender Risk Assessment model is valid and used 
correctly and consistently, the assessments of offenders' chances of success or 
failure can be useful in parole decision-making. 

2 
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The Inmate Cu stody / Treatment Classification System has enhanced the objectivity 
and consistency of custody assignment and institutional transfer decisions since 
it was first imp l emented in 1982. However, limitations of existing facilities 
and programs have resulted in a relatively high rate of classification by 
override of the instruments' recommended custody level. Inmates' needs for 
treatment should be assessed independently of resources available for treatment 
so t~at budget requests can reflect documented needs for additional services or 
programs. Overrides due to staff disagreement with the instrument's custody 
level assignment, rather than to resource limitations, should be regularly 
monitored to track the performance of the assessment system. 

The current inmate custody classification scoring system validates very well in 
terms of accurately identifying individuals with high future rates of 
institutional rule-breaking and acts of violence. The comparatively smaller 
number of escapes and escape attempts precludes a definitive validation on 
these factors; however, the data available were consistent with good oerformance 
in this regard also. 

Even with this excellent performance, it is still possible to improve the 
custody classification system. A revised scoring system is recorm,ended, 
involving changes in some of the individual factor weights and inclusion of some 
new factors, which roughly doubles the chi-squared measure of statistical 
significance of the rule-breaking and violence indicator value. The revised 
system reduces somewhat the number of inmates classified as needing medium 
security, with most of the reduction taken up as increases in the number 
classified as needing minimum security. At the same time, the expected amount 
of rule-breaking and violence in the enlarged group assigned to minimum security 
is reduced. Shifts in the relative importance of the scoring factors pertaining 
to behavior items and weights given to supervision needs in the modified system 
compared to the current system have potential implications with respect to 
program resources. 

2. Community-Based Risk/Needs Assessment 

The probation/parole Risk/Needs Assessment and Classification System is a tool 
intended to enhance public safety, improve case planning and service delivery to 
clients, and promote cost-effective allocation of corm,unity corrections 
resources. To date, however, the system has proven most useful in monitoring 
staff performance and making resource allocation decisions. Although most 
probation and parole officers find the instruments's assessments of clients' 
supervision needs to be generally consistent with their professional judgment, 
some perceive it primarily as a paperwork burden rather than as a useful tool. 
Many of this study's recormiendations thus focus on increasing line staff 
participation in and support of the system's application and ongoing revision. 
To promote greater statewide consistency in interpretation and scoring of Risk / 
Needs scale items, officers should have ready access to clear and concise 

a definitions and scoring guides, as well as to the automated information system 
W in which client information is stored. Staff training in the Risk/~eeds system 

and in the use of the computer systems should occur on a regular basis. 
Discretionary overrides of the system, resulting from officer disagreement with 
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the supervision level recommended by the Risk/Needs instrument, should not be 
discouraged, but should be routinely monitored to ascertain whether up-dating of 
the instrument is warranted. 

The current community corrections Risk/Needs Assessment system validates only 
moderately well tn terms of identifying individuals with high future rates of 
failure under supervision. Many of the individual factors comprising the Risk 
Score are weak indicators. Some moderately good indicators of failure are 
included in the Needs Score but not in the Risk Score. A modified risk scoring 
system is recorTTT1ended which provides an improved distinction between high and 
low failure rates. The modified system defines a lowest risk group nearly twice 
the size of the lowest-risk group currently identified. The new lowest-group 
has a higher success percentage than the current group. The size of the 
highest-risk group is, correspondingly, shrunk by about 30%. The overall effect 
of the new grouping is that supervisory resources can be reallocated. 

3. Parole Board Risk Assessment 

Since the cap on the prisoner population was imposed in 1981, the Parole Board 
has used its risk assessment model to steadily increase the number of paroles 
while keeping violent recidivism at a low level. However, despite continued 
increases in grants of pa~ole and work release, the Board has been unable to 
restrain the growth of the inmate population within limits agreed upon when the 
cap was lifted in 1987. Parole revocations for technical violations and minor 
offenses have increased, playing a progressively larger role in the growth of 
prison admissions and prison population. 

In developing Iowa's corrections master plan in 1989, the Task Force should 
reassess the goals which the paroling process should serve, so that the future 
role of risk assessment in the Board's decision-making can be clearly 
delineated. The Board of Parole should be involved in the process of setting 
goals for corrections, and it should develop guidelines which structure its use 
of risk ~ssessments and other criteria in accordance with consensually 
determin ~d goals. These guidelines should suggest the proportion of maximum 
sentences which inmates with particular characteristics will be expected to 
serve, to ensure consistency in parole decision-making and to facilitate 
graduated release planning by prison staff. Specific, written guidelines for 
work release and for Board recommendations for placement in the Intensive 
Supervision Program should also be developed. Because parole and work release 
revocations have contributed significantly to the growth in inmate populations, 
the Board should consider the role which risk assessment plays in revocation 
decision-making, and should encourage the development and use of alternatives to 
revocations for parolees who have not yet corTTT1itted new offenses, but are 
experiencing difficulties with employment, living situation, and/or substance 
abuse. Because risk assessment is likely to continue to play an important role 
in the Board's decision-making, the Board must have staff and information system 
resources sufficient to enable not only regular monitoring of its use of the 
risk assessment model but also periodic revisions of the instrument to maintain 
and improve its predictive validity. 

The current offender risk assessment scoring system used by the Parole Board 
validates moderately well in terms of general safety risk as measured by 
revocations, and very well in terms of violence risk as measured by arrests 
and/or convictions for violent felonies. Revisions are recorm,ended to both the 
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Safety and the Violence Scores. The new Safety Score provides nearly twic e the 
contrast between high and low-risk groups as that provided by the current 
assessment system. The new Violence Score identifies an Excellent risk group 
nearly twi ce the size of that identified by the current system. Comparing the 
Excellent, Very Good and Good violence risk groups, th e total rate of violence 
incidence fo r the new groups is l ess than half of that for the current groups. 

Us ing the new Safety and Vio l ence Scores, it is possible to identify a low-r i sk 
group in the current institutional population. This group, estimated to number 
about 130, provides candidates for alternative correctional programming. 
Profiles are provided both of this group and of the total population for 
comparison purposes. It is estimated that the community corrections resources 
necessary for managing and supervising this group can be obtained through the 
reallocations resulting from the proposed revision of the community corrections 
risk/needs assessment system. 

Section II of this report gives an expanded discussion of these and other 
findings and reconmendations. Sections III - V give the details for each of the 
three substantive areas: Uses of Current Prison Capacity, Use of Current 
Conmunity Resources, and Board of Parole Offender Risk Assessment. Included in 
each of these three sections are both statistical analyses of the predictive 
capabilities of the assessment instruments and an assessment of their 
application and use. To place the study's quantitative and qualitative findings 
in perspective, the first part of each section describes the assessment system's 
goals, its development, and the manner in which it is supposed to be applied in 
everyday practice. The second part outlines the study methodology and 
summarizes the consultants' findings and recommendations regarding the system, 
and the final part discusses the match between resources and needs. Section VI 
gives details regarding the inmate population risk profile and identification 
and profiling of the low-risk group. Profile tabulations, charts, and 
validation crosstabulations are given in the Appendices. The Appendices also 
contain an annotated bibliography of source materials employed in this study. 

5 
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II. SUMMARY OF FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

Validat ion analyses were performed for each of the assessment instruments used 
in the Iowa Corrections System. A valid assessment instrument should decisively 
categorize low-risk to high-risk inmates, parolees, and probationers as compared 
to categorizations which would occur by random chance. The factors validated 
are categor i zed according to their usefulness in predicting success/failure and 
their influence on a total score. The Iowa scoring systems were also compared 
to scores used by the National Institute of Corrections (for inmate 
classificat ion ) and the Federal Parole Commission (for parole risk assessment ) . 
Additional scoring factors known to be good indicators in other jurisdictions 
were also inc l uded for comparison. 

The Inmate Custody Classification instrument validates very well in general, but 
specific revisions would substantially improve its predictive ability. A 
revised verison of the instrument is included in Section II (Figure 1). The 
Corrrnunity Corrections Risk / Needs Assessment and Reassessment instruments 
validate moderately well. Several improvements in the factors used for scoring 
and in weighting used for the scoring factors are suggested. Modified 
Assessment and Reassessment forms are presented in Section II (Figures 2 and 3) . 
The Parole Board Offender Risk Assessment instrument validates well, but 
improvement is suggested to assist in identifying a larger low-risk group than 
is identified by the current instrument. 

Evaluation of the current application and use of the three assessment tools was 
based on information collected through on-site interviews, observations of 
working classification committees, study of agency annual reports and other 
documents, and review of current records during October, November, and December 
1988. 

The results of the validation analyses and evaluation of current applications 
are surrrnarized in this section. 

A. Use of Current Prison Capacity 

Efficient use of prison facilities is of major importance for any corrections 
system. A valid method of classifying sentenced offenders according to 
appropriate security levels is the first step in best utilizing facilities. The 
second is evaluation of the use of the classification results to monitor both 
the progress of the inmates and the functioning of the system. Third is a 
workable match between the resources of the facilities and the needs indicated 
by the classification system. These three areas were evaluated for the Custody 
Treatment Classification System. 

1. Inmate Custody Classification Validation 

Assignment to a particular security level for an incarcerated offender is 
determined by the offender's score on the Inmate Custody Classification Score 
Sheet. The totaled and ranked score should accurately represent the likelihood 
of an offender's committing violence in the prison, attempting to escape, and 
corrrnitting disciplinary infractions. The custody grade rank should reflect a 
security and supervision level appropriate to the offender's likelihood of 
exhibiting misbehavior. 
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The sample for validation of the Custody Classification instrument and 
in-practice use was a randomly selected group of 674 prisoners for whom a • 
"baseline" classification had been conducted after April 1987. Disciplinary W 
data were obtained for 606 inmates of this group. Follow-up classifications 
were available for 445 of the 674 inmates who received a baseline. The numbers 
in each classification level were matched proportionately to the corresponding 
levels in the total prison population. To ensure use of only those 
classifications made with the current form, the records used were assessments 
done after April 30, 1987. The information on disciplinary infraction behavior 
subsequent to that assessment was obtained through October 1988. 

2. Validation Findings - Custody Classification Instrument 

Validation of the Inmate Custody Classification Assessment instrument involved 
analyzing correlations between the factors entering into the score and 
subsequent observed rule-breaking and violent behavior of inmates while in 
prison. The validation analysis tested each factor for its predictive accuracy 
and overall contribution to the total score. Another analysis was made to 
determine the factors associated with overrides to the scoring system. The 
association between scoring factors and sequential changes in offenders' 
assessments was also examined. Comparisons of correlations were made between 
the Iowa custody classification factors and those used by the National Institute 
of Corrections. 

The validation analyses reveal the following general findings: 

o The calculated classification score (questionnaire score) is a very good 
indicator of the likelihood that a prisoner will acquire disciplinary 
reports for rule-breaking while serving the prison sentence. 

o The questionnaire score is a very good indicator of whether or not the 
prisoner will corrmit violence while serving the prison sentence. 

o The custody grade corresponding to the questionnaire score is an excellent 
indicator of future rule-breaking and violence. A maximum security grade 
flags likely rule-breakers and violent offenders. A minimum security grade 
is useful in distinguishing good behavior. 

o Inmates who have a history of rule-breaking and violent behavior as shown 
by previous disciplinary reports are likely to continue that pattern in the 
prison setting. 

o Inmates with repeated incidents showing poor institutional adjustment are 
likely to corrmit future rule-breaking and/or violence. 

o Inmates having more than one incident of assaultive, aggressive, or 
threatening behavior during a 12-month period between assessments are 
likely to continue rule-breaking and/or violent behavior. 

o Inmates characterized as having behavioral problems (abusive, aggressive, 
threatening, argumentative, hostile, destructive) are especially likely to 
break rules and coomit violence. 

o Inmates characterized as having psychological problems, requiring 
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exceptional supervision, or being under particular situational pressure are 
likely to exhibit rule-breaking and/or violence. 

o Suicidal or paranoid inmates do not show higher than average patterns of 
rule-breaking, but paranoid inmates show elevated patterns of violence. 

o Inmates ch aracterized as drug users or dealers in contraband do not show 
higher tian average patterns of rule-breaking or violent behavior. 

o Inmates under age 30 exhibit more rule-breaking and violent behavior than 
those age 30 and older. 

The use of overrides and their effects were examined. Although overrides are 
ostensibly made only in response to special inmate needs or to needs for 
program placement, some of the following findings indicate differences in their 
use: 

o Inmates with questionnaire scores just below the borderlines on the custody 
grade scale (scores of 5 or 10) are more likely to receive upward overrides 
than other inmates. Those inmates just above the borderlines (scores of 6 
or 11) are more likely than other inmates to receive downward overrides. 

o Overrides are more selectively given to inmates near custody grade 
borderlines (scores of 5, 6, 10 and 11). The borderline inmates are also 
the most likely ones to see custody grade changes upon reclassification. 
Thus the association between overrides and changes in questionnaire grade 
is attributable to the common cause that both occur more frequently for 
borderline inmates. 

o Overrides to a higher custody level are far more common than overrides to 
lower levels. In the sample, 78% of overrides upgraded the inmates' 
custody level, but only 22% lowered the custody grade. 

o The likelihood for upward overrides is highest for inmates classified by 
score as needing minimum security. 36% of those scoring between O and 5 
were overriden upward to medium or maximum custody. Only 18% were upgraded 
from medium level security. 

o The likelihood for downward overrides is highest for those classified by 
score as needing medium security. In the sample, 11% of those with medium 
scores were overriden downward to minimum custody. Only 3% were downgraded 
from maximum security level. 

o Inmates currently held in maximum security almost never receive downward 
overrides, but do tend to receive upward overrides. 

o Inmates currently held in m,n,mum security tend to receive overrides which 
retain them in minimum security level. 

o Inmates characterized as argumentative or hostile tend to receive overrides 
to a higher custody level. 

o Inmates with one community superv1s1on revocation (not related to escape) 
and with two or more major disciplinary reports are more frequently 

9 
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downgraded in custody level than other inmates. 

o Class A felons in the sample were never overridden to lower custody. Some 
Class A felons who had served more than 10 years of their sentences 
received lower custody grade scores, but they were almost always overriden 
upward to higher security levels. 

o Non-lifers in the sample who had served more than 10% of an over 10-year 
sentence were more likely than other inmates to receive overrides to l ower 
custody grades. 

The inmate sample was also analyzed for factors which might be useful i n 
predicting which inmates are likely to escape. (The term "escape" inc l udes 
incidents in which inmates abscond from work release or liveout status as wel l 
as those involving escape from secure facilities.) 35 incidents of escape were 
noted in follow-up reclassifications for 354 inmates from the sample. None of 
the escapes were from maximum custody. Of the rest, four were from medium 
custody, three from minimum custody, 17 from minimum/live out status, and 11 
were from minimum supervision. 

Findings from the analysis of escapes indicate that: 

o The large majority of escapes (80%) occurred from minimum custody. Factors 
such as primary offense, sentence length, time remaining, and time served 
impact on future escape. The dependence of custody grade on these factors 
is the likely underlying cause of the association of these factors with 
escape. For example, no escapes occurred among Class A felons serving life 
sentences because such inmates are normally assigned to maximum custody. 

o Inmates with a prior history of escape from live out status or minimurrm 
supervision are likely to become repeat escapees. The incidence of escape 
in this group is 55% as compared to an overall escape incidence of 10%. 

o Inmates who have received multiple revocations from community supervision 
or a revocation related to escapes are likely to attempt escape. 

o History of alcohol or drug use in the last 12 months is a strong indicator 
of inmate escape risk. The escape rate for this group is 23%, compared to 
the overall rate of 10% for the total inmate population. Custody level is 
not a factor here, since history of alcohol/drug use occurs fairly equally 
at all custody levels. 

o Inmat es age 30 or under have a 19% rate of escape - nearly double the norm. 
Custody level is not a factor. 

Compar i son of t he Iowa scoring instrument with that used by the Nationa l 
Institute of Corrections produced the following findings: 

o The two instruments correlate very well in separating inmates into high vs. 
low custody levels. 

o Using the NIC scoring system on the samp l e produced a large proportion of 
inmates designated as needing minimum security. This is an artificial 
result, however, because NIC scoring requires a 5-year history of 
disc i plinary reports, and the sample contained disciplinary report data 
for only 1 - 2 years (or less ) for each inmate. 

,n 
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• items scored on t he questionnaire were evaluated to discover how useful 
W ch was i n predic ti ng general misbehavior and i n contribu ti ng to the overa ll 
score. The ind i cator val ues of the factors range from very strong to 
non-usefu l .* 

very strong in dicators of future rule-breaking 
number of di sci pl i nary reports received in the past 
abus iv e behav ior 
unsa ti sfactory institutional adjustment 
current custody level 

strong indicators of rule-breaking 
prior record of violence 
psychotic symptoms 

aggressive behavior 
threatening behavior 

argumentative behavior 

hostility to authority 

destructive behavior 

- overall questionnaire score 
psychological problems 

exceptional supervision needs 

moderate indicators of rule-breaking 

primary offense 

non-conforming behavior 

manipulative behavior 

failure to accept responsibility for actions 

identified pressure situations 

*The degrees of usefulness of the indicators range from "very weak" to "very 
strong." "Very weak indicator" means that using the factor will produce only 
1% - 9% difference in categorizing low t o high risk from what would happen by 
chance. "Weak indicator" means that using the factor will produce a 10% -25~ 
difference. "Moderate indicator" means t hat using the factor will produce a 

A 25% - 50% difference. "Strong indicator" means that using the factor will 
• produce a 50% - 100% difference from chance. "Very strong indicator" means 

that the factor will produce a greater than 100% difference from the chance 
categorization. 

11 
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weak indicators of rule-breaking 

escape attempts 
community corrections revocations 

paranoid behavior 
prior custody level 

very weak indicator of rule-breaking 

age 

non-useful as indicators of rule-breaking 
total sentence length 

time served on current sentence 
time remaining on current sentence 

suicidal act 
alcohol or drug usage 

final custody level at most recent release 
detainers 

questionnaire score change by override 
custody level change by override 

insufficient data for validation on rule-breaking 

elements of escape attempt 
dealing in contraband 

FINAL REPORT-II 

The factors on the questionnaire were also evaluated regarding their 
correlation to violent behavior. They range from very strong to non-useful. 

very strong indicators of future violence 

number of disciplinary reports received in the past 
abusive behavior 

argumentative behavior 
unsatisfactory institutional adjustment 

total questionnaire score 
current custody level 

psychological problems 
exceptional supervision needs 

12 
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9 strong indicators of violence 

psychotic symptoms 
paranoid behavior 

aggressive behavior 
threatening behavior 

hostility toward authority 
identified pressure situations 

moderate indicators of violence 
prior record of violence 
escape attempts 
manipulative behavior 
prior custody level 
age 

weak indicators of violence 
time remaining on current sentence 

destructive behavior 
non-conforming behavior 

failure to accept responsibility for actions 

very weak indicators of violence 
final custody level at most recent release 

questionnaire score change by override 

non-useful as indicators of violence 
primary offense 

total length of current sentence 
elements of escape attempt 

time served on current sentence 
corrmunity corrections revocations 

alcohol or drug usage 

custody level change by override 

FINAL REPORT-II 
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insufficient data for validation on violence 

suicidal act 
dealing in contraband 

detainers 

FINAL REPORT-II 

Additional factors not on the score sheet were analyzed for correlation wit h 
general misbehavior and/or violence. None of these factors were strong 
indicators. 

weak indicators of rule-breaking 

number of incarcerations 

very weak indicator of violence 
education level 

non-useful as indicators for rule-breaking 

overrides 

education level 

gender 

non-useful as indicators of violence 
overrides 

number of incarcerations 

insufficient data for validation on violence 

gender 
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INMATE CLA.SSIFICATION: USEFULNESS OF FACTORS TO ASSESS RISK OF 
GENERAL MISBEHAVIOR 
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INMATE CLASSIFICATION: USEFULNESS OF FACTORS TO ASSESS RISK OF 
VIOLENT BEHAVIOR 
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3. In-Practice Use Findings - Custody Treatment Classification System 

On-site interviews, record reviews, analysis of reported classification data, 
and analys i s of inmate records provided information on the manner in which the 
classif ication and treatment systems work. The following list gives the 
findings derived from this information: 

o Staff report t hat : ustody assignments and transfer decisions are made more 
ob j ective ly and more consistently than they were before the system was 
implemented. 

o Staff report the custody / treatment classification system seems to work we ll 
in sorting inmates into appropriate custody levels and treatment programs. 

o The custody / treatment classification instruments play a significant role i n 
the central classificaton decision at IMCC. However, at other institut ions 
they are used more to reflect and record transfer decisions than to guide 
them. 

o Initial classification is sometimes hindered by a lack of reliable 
information needed to complete the scoresheet. Information gathered from 
the inmate interview is generally considered insufficiently reliable to 
classify an inmate to minimum custody. 

o Compliance with DOC policies and procedures regarding classification is 
inconsistent. Examination of classification policies and practices has not 
been included in DOC institutional inspections. 

o Twenty percent of the current inmate population are housed in a security 
level inconsistent with their custody classification. Most of these 
inmates are in a higher security level than their custody classification. 

o There exists no clear written policy or systemwide accepted practice 
regarding circumstances which justify or require override of the 
questionnaire score. 

o Although most staff expressed general agreement with the revisions to the 
scoresheet implemented on May 1, 1988, the rate of reported override in the 
sample rose from 17% under the old system to 28% under the present system. 

o 25% of inmates are classified by overrides rather than by their scores on 
the classification scoresheet. Of these, 79% are overriden to a higher 
custody level. More than half of the overrides in the current population 
are from minimum custody score to medium custody classification. 

o The standard reasons for overrides listed on the back of the scoresheet ar~ 
seldom used. Almost all overrides are justified by giving explanations for 
the category "other circumstances". No systematic review is made of the 
types of reasons given for overrides or the frequency of their use. 

o Inmates serving life sentences are classified and reclassified by an 
"automatic" override which sets aside their scoresheet classification. The 
guidelines specify a certain number of years which must be served per 
custody level. 
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o Time requirements for initial classification and reclassification are 
generally met. IMCC staff report that virtually all initial 
classifications are completed within 21 days, and only 7% of the 
reclassifications in the sample occurred later than 12.5 months after the 
preceding classification. However, many reclassifications are occurring as 
early as 3.5 - 6.5 months after the preceding classification. In the 
samp le, 40% occurred by 3.5 months and 61% by 6.5 months. 

o The average length of time served before release from a prison sett i ng i s 
14 months. Although reclassification are scheduled annually, the average 
length of stay in individual facilities varies from 1 to 10 months. 40% of 
reclassifications in the sample occurred within 3.5 months of the previous 
classification and 61% occurred before 6.5 months had passed. 

o The Treatment Program Summary is not a comprehensive assessment of inmate 
treatment needs. It is used by central classification to ensure that 
inmates' needs for available programs are considered in the institutiona l 
assignment decision. The TPS is used by classification staff at other 
institutions primarily as a case planning tool to schedule and document 
participation in programs available at that facility and to justify 
transfer requests. The TPS is not satisfactorily meeting system planning 
goals of identifying treatment needs of the institutional population and 
providing appropriate programs. 

o The reception and classification of OWI offenders at IMCC involves, in the 
expensive process of assigning inmates to institutions, a large number of 
offenders for whom institutional placement is not even an option. T~e 
number of OWI receptions in 1988 rose 50% from prior levels and the cos t of 
processing OWI offenders will probable exceed $750,000 in FY 1989. 

o The automated information system has several inadequacies: 
- Numerous data errors in coding, computation, and logic result from the 

lack of edit checks in the system. 
- Output reports are limited and frequently provide outdated information. 
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4. Findings - Match Between Facility Resources and Needs Indicated by the 
Custody Treatment Classification System 

Table 1 shows the degree of match between the security/custody level of 
institut ional beds currently available in Iowa's correctional system and the 
need for beds at various custody levels. 

Table 1. Custody Level Availability of 9edspace 
versus Number of Inmates Assigned 

Number of Institutional Beds 
per custody level 

Number of Inmates per Custody Level (12 /15 /88 ) 
scored override overflow overf l ow 

MIN 

MED* 

MAX 

level level before override after overr ide 

380 
1968 

570 

2918 

853 
1726 

421 
3000 

555 
1756 

689 

3000 

473 

-242 

-149 
82 

*Includes unclassified inmates housed in medium custody at IMCC. 

175 

-212 

119 

82 

A large discrepancy exists between the number of institutional beds available at 
the three custody levels and the number of inmates classified (by scoresheet 
score) to the three levels. Minimum custody level has only 380 available beds, 
but 853 inmates scored as needing minimum security. Medium and maximum custody 
levels have more beds than are required for the number of inmates scoring at 
these levels. Since using the override does not significantly increase the 
predictive validity of the custody classification system, one must question 
whether its use reflects more staff assessment of the custody levels which 
inmates require or the need to fit the inmates into existing facilities and 
programs and their associated custody levels. 

The discrepancy between number of inmates at particular custody leyels and 
available space in appropriate institutions is evident also in the extent of 
waiting lists for inmates needing tranfers from one institution to another. 

Departmental and institutional policies and practices reflect clear priorities 
regarding transfers among facilities. 

- Beds at IMCC must be available for the reception and classificaton of new 
corrmitments, so IMCC has priority for transfers to all other institutions. 

- Specialized treatment programs at CTU are in greater demand, so transfers 
out to other facilities are expedited. 

- Riverview is reserved for inmates nearing release and is in great demand 
because of the increased pressure to parole. (Treatment failures at 
Riverview are expeditiously transferr~d out to other facilities.) 

- Demand for MSU programs is high, particularly at I~R and ISP, so it is 
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relatively easy for MSU to trade inmates back to these facilities should 
they fail in treatment. Transferring treatment successes to lower 
security institutions is more difficult for MSU. 

- ISP space is in some demand as it is the only maximum security institution 
in the state, but since it is working under a court-imposed cap, ISP can 
trade inmates to other facilities. 

IMR, the bottom of the priority list, is expected to accept prompt ly any 
inmates other facilities send and must wait the longest to transfer 
inmates to other facilities. 

There is no central list of approved transfers and no centralized waiting list 
from which to match approved transfers with programs. Waiting lists are 
maintained on short term bases by the in ividual institutions which can assess 
the needs of their populations, but not those of the total statewide population. 

The wait for available space is often several months long, although there is 
considerable variation in waiting time depending on the institution/program 
involved. Some waits are not for bedspace; they occur when transfers are put on 
"hold" as an incentive to an uncooperative inmate to change his attitude. 

A more complete discussion of the transfer/waiting list situation is presented 
in Section III.D. 
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e 5. RecoJT111endations - Inmate Custody Classification Instrument 

Although the current cl assification instrument performs well in assigning higher 
security leve l s to inmates likely to break rules or exhibit violent behavior, 
sane mi nor changes in the instrument would produce improved classification. The 
modified version of t he scoresheet adapts the weights of particular factors t o 
better correspond to their values as indicators of future misbehavior. These 
include: 

- the strength of past ~isbehavior as an indicator of future misbehavior, 
the ineffectiveness of sentence length, time served, and time remaining i n 

predicting future misbehavior, 
- the strength of psychological problems, abusiveness, aggressiveness, and 

hostility to authority as indicators of institutional misbehavior, 
- the strength of exceptional supervision needs and pressure situations as 

indicators of institutional misbehavior, and 
- the 30-year age breakpoint as related to institutional misbehavior. 

The following tables compare the performance of the current Custody 
Classification instrument to the modified custody classification instrument in 
determing custody grades. 

Table 2 compares the current and modified custody grades for 293 inmates in the 
sample who had no disciplinary reports. 

Table 2. Comparison of Current Custody Classification Custody Grade to 
Modified Custody Classification Custody Grade for 293 

Questionnaire-Assigned 
Custody Grade 

Minimum 

Medium 

Maximum 

Inmates with No Disciplinary Reports 

Current Assessment 
Number of Inmates 

120 (41%) 

139 (47%) 

34 (12%) 
293 

Modified Assessment 
Number of Inmates 

134 (46%) 

129 (44%) 

30 ( 10%) 

293 

The revised instrument shows improved performance (46% vs. 41%) in classifying 
good behavior inmates into minimum custody. 
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Table 3 compares the current and modified custody grades for the 100 most 
frequent rule-breakers in the sample. 

Table 3. Comparison of Current Custody Classification Custody Grade 
to Modified Custody Classification Custody Grade for 

the 100 Most Frequent Rule-breakers in the Sample 

Ques t ionnaire Assigned Current Assessment Modified Assessment 
Custody Grade Number of Inmates Number of Inmates 

Minimum 19 (19%) 16 (16%) 

Medium 49 (49%) 34 (34%) 
Maximum 32 (32%) 50 ( 50%) 

100 100 

Table 4 compares the current and modified custody grades for the 104 most 
violent offenders in the sample. 

Table 4. Comparison of Current Custody Classification Custody Grade 
to Modified Custody Classification Custody Grade 

for the 104 Most Violent Offenders in the Sample 

Questionnaire-Assigned Current Assessment Modified Assessment 
Custody Grade Number of Inmates Number of Inmates 

Minimum 16 (15%) 14 (13%) 
Medium 50 (48%) 33 (32%) 

Maximum 38 (37%) 57 (55%) 
104 104 

The modified instrument offers significant improvement (55% vs. 37%) in placing 
the worst rule-breakers and most violent offenders into maximum custody. 

The modified instrument does not reduce the necessity for making overrides. 
Actual custody placement must still be made by considering available bedspace, 
exceptional supervision requirements, and special program needs. Table 5 
compares the actually assigned custody grades to the custody grades derived from 
the current questionnaire score and the modified questionnaire score on a samp l e 
of 674 inmates. 

Table 5. Comparison of Custody Grades Based on Questionnaire Scores for Curren t 
and Revised Instruments versus Actual Custody Grades of Inmates 

Actua l Cu stody Grade Current Questionnaire Modified Questionnaire Total 
Assigned to Inmates Score-Derived Grade Score-Derived Grade Samp l e 

MIN MED MAX MIN MED MAX 
MIN 139 35 0 132 41 1 174 
MED 72 232 4 97 177 34 308 
MAX 5 60 127 4 76 112 192 

216 327 131 233 294 147 674 
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FIG U RE I. Cl'STODY C LASSIFICATIO N SCORE SHEET RE VISED SCO Rl~G 
SYSTEM 

INMATE NUMBER INSTITUTION ACTION DATE 

' I I I I 
MA TE LAST NAME 

□ [JJ[JJOJ 
FIRST NAME Ml AG E 

I I I I I □ OJ 
REPORTING OFFICER LAST NAME FIRST NAME NO 

II 

Il l 

IV 

e, 

OJ 
QUESTION i; 1 QUESTION •2 QU ESTION •3 QU EST ION ,it4 QUESTION .t5 QUESTION # 6 

A 2 A 1 A 3 A 4 A. 2 A <1 J 2 
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C 0 C 0 C 3 

<. 

D 
D 1 

1 G : 
D 0 E. 1 

E. 2 H 0 
F. 1 

F 0 I 0 
G 1 

H. 1 

Total Tot al Total Tot al Highest Total 

QUESTION 117 QUESTION .ot8 - QUESTION #9 QUESTION #10 QUESTION # 11 QUESTION # 12 

A. 2 A. 1 A 4 A1 1 A2 1 A. 2 A 1 

8 . 0 8. 8 . 3 
81 3 82 3 B 2 I B. 0 c, 2 C2 2 

C 0 C 0 C 2 • D 3 c. 2 C. 0 
• E 3 

D 0 D. 0 • F 1 D 4 

• G 1 E 0 
• H 3 
• I 3 
• J 3 
• K 2 

L 2 
M 2 
N 2 

Total To tal Total Highest Total Total 

REPORT OF CLA\SIFICATIUN ACTION 

[I] Psycholog ical Problems Requiring Greater Supervision or Treatment 
!select 11 A .. D = 2 points 

OJDJDJ Other Exceptional Supervision Needs 
(select uc to 3l A .• D = 2 points E •· H = 1 point 
Score of the highest sco ring element 

OJ [I] IT] 0 ressure Situations 
tselect up to Jl J = 2 points others = O points 

OJ [I] [I] Warrants or Detainers 
(select up to 31 

Age over 30 D Ye s D No 
If No . add t point . 

99 if not applicable . 
If applicable . see back of this page for respon se cedes 

99 if not applicable . 
If applicable . see back of th is page for response codes 

99 if not applicable . 
If applicable . see back of this page for response codes 

99 if not applicable . 
If applicable . see back of this page for response cod es 

VI □ Custody Grade Before This Report 
1 = Min . Live Out 3 = Maximum 

VII . [IJ Quest1onna1re Score 
(Add 01 --12 and 1--V) 

VIII . D Questionnaire Custody . Grade 
1 = Min ·uve Out 3 = Max,mum 
2 = Medium 2 = Medium 4 = N A 
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IX Is there any other ex cept ion al con siderat ion th at should be cons ,dered In cl assifyi ng th is inmate" 0 Yes O No 

X As a result 01 an y cf !he exc ep tion al considerations shou ld the Inr-iate s custody assignment be m ade by over-ri de ? 

D t = Yes □ 2 = No 

11 Yes ind icate mod ified grade □ 
t 

2 
3 
4 

Min Live Out 
Medium 
Maximu m 
N, A 

To cont inue until · DJ DJ [D 

COMPLETE THE FOLLOWING ONLY IF A TR ANSFER IS BEING RECOM MENDED 

XI lnst1tu t1 0'1 al Ass ignm ent Recommendati on 

Thi s inmate wa s sentenced to a term of ____ years for _______________________ _ 

date of adm ission ,s ________________ Th e cu rr ent d ischarge date is __________ _ 
and program cIass1ficat1on 1ntormatron it Is recommended th at trie inmate be tr ansferred to 

________________________ prim ary institu tion 

secondary inst itut ion 

Date 

His Yer 

Sased on :cJ stc::J , 

Signatur of Coun selor _____________________________ _ ------Treatm ent Director _____________________________ _ 
Superintendent . Warden ___________________________ _ 

INSTITUTION ASSIGNMENT ACTION 
(Central Off ice Use I 

Inm ate 1s assigned to -------------------------------------

Comments 

Signature of Movem ent Coodin ator _______________________________ _ 
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• 
I. Psychological Problems Rcqu1nng Supervision: 

A.01 Psych. repon 1ndicat~ pos.sible mental 1llncu. 
8.02 History of psych. hospital admissions. 
C.0 3 History of v1olence.' agression lsu1cide. 
D.04 Cum:nt MMPI score 1nd1cates potential for violence . 
E.99 Not applicable. 

11. Exceptional Superv1S1on Requirements: 

A.01 Informant 1nown 10 inmate populauon. 
8.02 Requll"Cs restraint for aggreSS1,e or asuultive behavior. 
C 03 Requires restraint for homosexual behavior. 
D.04 Requires J.,rotcc11ve custody 
E.05 Record 1nd1ca1es affil iauons ,1,ith organized cnme. 
F.06 Record 1nd1cates affUia!lons w11h political terronsts. 
G.07 Record indicates affiliauons w11h organized gang. 
H.08 Record 1ndica1es affiliations w1th violent act1v1sts. 
I. 99 Not Applicable 

111. Identified Pres.sure Situations: 

A.0 I Death in family . 
8.02 Serious illness in family . 
C.03 Recent divorce or sepantion. 
D.04 Deterioration in family situauon. 
E.05 Release.' Loss of close friend . 
F.06 Involvement in pending invest1g,llion. 
G.07 Parole/Worlt release denied. 
H.08 Adverse coun action. 
I. 09 Observed depreuioa. 
J.10 Other inmate pressure. 

K.99 Not applicable. 

IV. Ou1sundin1 Warrants and Oetainen: 

A.0 I Has detainer - otber state. 
8.02 Has det&iner - federal. 
C.03 Has detainer - Iowa. 
0 .04 Notificauon - detainer pend ing. 
E.05 Felony adjudication pending. 
F.06 L: .S. immiiTJUOn hold. 
G.99 Not applicable. 
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6. Reco111T1endations - In-Practice Use of Custody Treatment Classification 

Recorrmendations for improving the application and use of the Inmate Custody 
Classification system include the following: 

o Preparation of a PreSentence Investigation or a Coomitment Surrmary Report 
for all offenders likely to be sentenced to prison would facilitate timely 
and accurate initial classification decisions. 

o The Classification Manager should conduct regular tests for accuracy and 
consistency within and across institutions in scoring and classificat ion of 
hypothetical scenarios. Regular training in inmate custody / treatment 
classification should be targeted at problems identified by such periodic 
tests. 

o Changes in custody classification by override should be specifically 
categorized as being for one of the following reasons: 

- security needed by a specific inmate for specific causes, 
- treatment needed in a program only available at a facility different 

from that assigned prior to the override, or 
- institutional overcrowding. 

Overrides for reasons of security should be justified by a specific 
description of the circumstances. 

o DOC policy should clearly state that the assigned custody level of an 
inmate, determined by questionnaire score unless overridden, must match the 
custody classification of the institution or unit to which the inmate is 
assigned. 

o Overrides given for reasons of treatment or overcrowding should be 
systematically monitored as indicators of program/bedspace shortfalls. 

o Overrides given for security reasons should be systematically monitored as 
indicators of problems with the classification instrument's predictive 
ability. 

o Inmate reclassification should be scheduled every six months, at least 
during the first two or three years of time served, to reflect the 
relatively short lengths of stay now occurring. 

o Inmates' treatment needs should be assessed independent of resources 
available for treatment so that budget requests can reflect documented needs 
for additional services or programs. 

o Inmates' identified needs, participation in institutional programs, and 
completion of these programs should be routinely recorded in ACIS in a coded 
form which permits aggregate analysis 

o Discharge surrmaries from the sending institution and 21-day updates on 
Treatment Program Summaries by the receiving institution should be required 
for all transfers. 

o Expediting central reception of OWI offenders would reduce cost. 
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o Annual audits of classification policies, procedures, practices and data 
records should be made to identify and correct discrepancies. 
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B. Use of Current Corrmunity Corrections Resources 

Corrmunity corrections facilities and programs serve far greater numbers than do 
prison facilities, and appropriate and effective allocation of staff and 
resources is important. Making valid assessment of probationers and parolees to 
identify appropriate categories of supervision and services is one aspect of 
this process. Another is the in-practice use of the assessment results in the 
assignment of services relevant to the clients' needs. A third is the 
maintenance of a functional match between the workload / staff resources and the 
needs indicated by the assessment system. These three areas were eva l uated in 
the portion of this study pertaining to the Corrmunity Corrections Risk / Needs 
Assessment System. 

1. Community Corrections Risk/Needs Assessment Validation 

The risk/needs assessment should accurately estimate the likelihood that a 
probationer or parolee will successfully complete the supervised community 
corrections sentence. The risk score should indicate the offender's risk to 
public safety while serving a sentence in a community setting. The Needs Score 
should indicate the kinds and levels of support services an offender requires 
while serving the sentence. 

The sample used for validation of the risk/needs instruments and for evaluation 
of their in-practice use was a randomly selected group of 604 corrmunity 
corrections-based offenders who had been initially assessed or reassessed 
between July and December 1986. They were selected proportionally from each of 
the eight judicial districts, and represent each assessment level in proportion A 
to the total corrmunity corrections population. Follow-up information was W 
obtained to the date of an offender's case closure or to November 1988. 

2. Validation Findings - Risk/Needs Assessment Instruments 

Validation of the Risk/Needs instruments was based on analysis of all cases 
submitted in the sample, reanalysis of closed cases, and further re-analysis 
using overrides. Analyses focused on validation of the two assessment 
instruments with regard to a client's likelihood of success/failure during 
supervision reveal the following general findings: 

o The total risk score as currently calculated is only a weak indicator of 
the likelihood of success or failure during the supervision period. 

o The number of prior felony convictions is a moderately good indicator of 
l ikelihood of success or failure. 

o The client's response to conditions imposed by the court or corrections 
department is a moderately good indicator of success or failure. 

o The agent's impression of client needs is a moderately good indicator of 
success or failure. 

o Clients whose companions provide good support and influence are more likely 
to successfully complete the supervision period than those with negative 
associations. 
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o Clients who use drugs other than alcohol to the extent of serious 
disruption of th eir functioning tend to be high risks for failure during 
the supervision period. 

o Paro lee s have more than twice the failure rate of probationers . The 
failure rate of parolees is nearly 32i; while that of probationers is about 
12%. Most failures among parolees are for misdemeanors, non-violent 
fe l onies, and absconsions. Most failures among probationers are for 
technical violations and absconsions. 

In the analysis of failure during supervision, both the risk and th e needs 
factors were examined for their extent of correlation with failure. Although 
the Needs Score was not intended as a measure of risk, the effort invested in a 
client should be focused on those needs areas which are most highly associated 
with the risk of failure. In practice, risk management, not service provision, 
is the primary aim of probation/parole supervision. Services are provided 
primarily to reduce risk of failure. The following listing gives the 
correlation in terms of strong, moderate, weak, very weak and non-useful as 
indicators of risk of failure. 

strong indicators for assessing risk of failure on supervision 

none 

moderate indicators for assessing risk of failure on supervision 

usage of drugs other than alcohol 

number prior felony convictions 

response to conditions imposed by parole board or court 

whether client is parolee or probationer 

whether companions are supportive or negative influences 

agent's impressions of client's needs 

weak indicators for assessing risk of failure on supervision 

total risk score 

total needs score 

number of address changes 

percentage of time employed in past 12 months 

attitude 

age at first conviction 

number of prior probations/paroles 

number of prior probation/parole revocations 

social identification 

use of community resources 
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ver'i. 

employment 
financial management skills 
marital/family relationships 

emotional stability 
reasoning / intellectual ability 

weak indicators for assessing risk 

alcohol usage 
convictions for selected offenses 

1 i V i ng situation problems 
sexual behavior 

FINAL REPORT-I I 

of fa i1 ure on sueervision 

(burglary, theft, etc.) 

non-useful as indicators for assessing risk of failure on sueervision 

academic/vocational background 
health status 
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ON SUPERVISION 

0 
~ < z ::c:: ::i ... 

0 w < u.. < a: ... w w 0 

-- 0 < 
~ 

C/) 
C/) z a: ::i u.. 
>- 0 w ::c:: >- z u.. 

0 < ::i a: a: 0 w a: 0 (/) w ... 
~ 

w 
~ · > C/) ~ > z ,, 

I! 1n,t,al or Reassessment • 
/ 1 Academic Vocational • 

I 
1 / Employment • 
I Financial Management • 
I 

11 • I Marital : Family Relat,onsn,ps 

I • Con-oan,on s 
I' 

I I i Emotional Stability • I 

i • I 
Alconot usage 

! Other Drug Usage • I 

I Reason ing,' 
i : Intel lectual • 
' 
': Health • lj 
i Sexual Behavior • 
r 

Agent's Impression • 
Total Needs Score • 

I Number Address Change 
II • 
, I 

11 Percentage Time Employed 
'
1 

in Past 12 Months • 
' I 
I, 
· Attitude • , , 

Age at First Conviction 

Number Prior Probation / 
Paroles 

Number Probation / Parole 
Revocations 

Number of Prior Felony 
Conv,ctions 

Convicted ! Selected 
Offenses 

Living Situation Pro blems 

Social Identity 

Response lo Conditions 

Use of Community 
Resources 

Total Risk Score 

Class / Level on 
Evaluation 

Class / Level after Override 
on Evaluation 

Reason for Override 
on Evaluatio" 

Oistric:t 

Program 

Gender 

,., , 

<,:, 
z 
0 
a: .... 
(/) 

>a: 
w 
> 

<,:, 
z 
0 
a:: ... 
C/) 

w 

i 
w 
0 
0 
:E 

• 

• 

• 
• 

• 
• 
• 

• 

• 
• 
• 
• 

~ < 
:.:: ::i --< < u.. 

0 w w 
~ 

eJ) u.. ::i u.. > z ::i a: 0 (/) w 
~ > z 

I 

, I 
I 

1! 
'! 

I 

I 

I 

'I 

i 
I ,, 

• :1 

• 
' I ,' 1, 
I 

:i 
I, 
11 
'I :, 
'I 
'I 

,: 

I 
I 

ii 
• 

I 

! 
I' ,: • I 
' i I , , 

I 



ENTROPY LIMITED FINAL REPORT-II 

3. In-Practice Use Findings - Risk/Needs Assessment 

Evaluation of the current application of the Risk/Needs Assessment instruments 
reveals some general findings for the community corrections systems as a whole, 
and differences in application among the eight judicial districts. A more 
complete discussion of in-practice applications as well as specific statistical 
findings for statewide applications may be found in Section IV. 

In genera 1 , the e v a 1 u at ion y i e 1 d ed the fo 11 ow i n g find in gs : 

o All districts use the Risk/Needs Assessment forms for parolees and 
probationers, but some districts also use them for assessments involving 
pretrial release with supervision. 

o In most districts the supervising officers complete the initial asseessment 
in the first month after a client is assigned to their caseload, but in 
some districts, presentence investigators complete initial assessments on 
all cases for which they provide presentence investigations. 

o Officers reported that, if a PSI has been completed, they will generally 
have sufficient reliable information to complete the intial assessment on 
probationers. If no PSI is available, however, they may lack a reliable 
source of information on some items. Officers complained that the absence 
of a good institutional discharge summary or an adequate parole plan often 
makes it difficult to accurately assess parole risk and needs. 

o There is currently no systematic structured offender interview process for 
obtaining and evaluating information for risk/needs assessment, although 
adoption of such a process is currently being considered. 

o Officers are confident that they can adequately reassess offenders 
supervised at normal or intensive levels, but some doubt that contact with 
offenders on minimal or administrative supervision is sufficient to 
accurately reassess risk and needs. 

o Substantial inconsistencies in application of the risk/needs instrument 
prompted statewide retraining in the summer of 1988. While this reportedly 
solved some problems, officers still report that scoring is subject to 
interpretation and consider their own opinion to be as valid as that of the 
trainer. 

o Most community corrections staff completing the Risk/Needs Assessment and 
Reassessment forms rarely refer to standardized definitions and scoring 
guides currently made available in district policy and procedure manuals. 

o About one-fifth of reassessments in the sample were not completed within 
the required 6 month time frame. However, the 1986 sample used for this 
evaluation may not reflect improvements in timeliness which have occurred 
since the 1987 DOC audit. 

o Special reassessments (those completed less than 4.5 months after the 
previous assessment) were made for roughly 20% of the sampled clients. 

o Special reassessments provide additional off-cycle review of clients' risk, 
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needs and supervision levels, However, supervising officers report 
problems with the time required both to maintain the regular 6-month 
reassessment schedule and also to conduct special reassessments. 

o "Adm inistrative supervision" is virtually "on-paper only" supervision. 
This leve l is rarely assigned as on initial assessment supervision and is 
infrequen tl y used at reassessment. Statewide, only 6% of initial 
assessments and reassessments combined were categorized at the 
administrative supervision level. When used, this leve l was most often 
assigned to clients assessed as "not available for supervision." 

o Rates of revocation (from a corrmunity corrections setting) and absconsions 
from supervision are high for clients assessed as needing intensive levels 
of supervision. Over 40% of such clients in the sample had revocations or 
absconded during the follow-up period. 

o Parolees and probationers are assessed quite differently. In the sample, 
nearly 40% of parolees were assigned to intensive supervision; only 8% were 
assigned to minimum supervision. In contrast, nearly 33% of probationers 
were assessed as needing minimum supervision, and only 11% as needing 
intensive supervision. 

o The majority of community corrections clients progress downward in assigned 
supervision level over time, with the change most frequently occurring at 
the first 6-month reassessment. 

o Clients are most likely to be successfully discharged from normal or 
minimum supervision levels. In the sample, 85% of the successfully 
discharged clients came from those levels of supervision. 

o For over half of the cases in the sample, the risk and needs classification 
levels differed. Some officers suggest that clients whose Needs levels are 
higher than their Risk levels may require special consideration and that 
this is not taken into account by the current contact standards or by the 
new Resource Allocation Model. 

o Statewide staff training in all aspects of using and applying the Risk/ 
Needs Assessment instruments occurred only twice in the past four years. 

The effect of overrides was also evaluated. Statewide policy discourages the 
use of overrides, which are seen as evidence of inappropriate use of the 
instrument. Actually, the override provision is designed for discretionary use 
by the officer or supervisor who believes the Risk/Needs Score does not 
indicate an appropriate level of supervision because of special considerations 
which should be applied to a client. 

o The current assessment instrument has two factors mislabeled as options for 
"override" when they are actua 11 y mandatory rather than discretionary 
components of the supervision level assignment. These are "assaultive 
offense in the 1 ast five years" and "not ava i1 ab 1 e for active supervision." 
True overrides (discretionary use) are applied in less than 5% of total 
cases. ''Severity of offense" and "other" were given as reasons for 
override in these cases, "other" being generally cited without any further 
explanation. 
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In the course of reviewing records and cond ucting on-site interviews, 
information about manually kept, hard copy client files as well as the 
automated CIMS and ACIS systems was obtained. Data printouts provided for 
validation of the assessment/reassessment instruments supplied additional 
information regarding the computerized systems. The following observations 
regarding current record maintenance are included to assist planners in 
integrating the automated systems more fully with the pre-existing 
recordkeeping system. 

o Case file audits conducted as part of the 1987 accreditation review 
revealed that several judicial districts have had problems with 
completeness and currency of officers' client files, especially with regard 
to risk/ needs assessments, reassessments, and case plans. 

o No field office has enough CIMS or ACIS terminals to provide ready access 
to the automated information system. 

o Most officers and supervisors have not been trained to use the automated 
system. 

o Information obtained from the CIMS screens for this study shows that the 
system has not been fully updated to reflect changes in item placement, 
values, coding, labeling, or data entry procedures corresponding to 
revisions of the Risk/Needs Assessment and Reassessment forms. 

o Numerous errors in coding and data entry exist throughout the automated 
system. CIMS performs no edit checks on the validity, accuracy, or logic 
of data entry. 

o No differentiation in the format for entering data from the Assessment 
forms and the Reassessment forms is presented on the computer terminal 
screen, likely resulting in confusion for clerical workers and contributing 
to data entry errors. 

4. Findings - Match Between Community Corrections Workload-Staff Resources and 
Needs Indicated by Assessment System 

The match between community corrections resources and the needs indicated by 
assessments was evaluated, and the following general findings were observed for 
residential facilities and non-residential workload as of October 1988: 

Residential facilities 

Statewide, 659 community-based beds were available. Of these, 126 were 
designated for OWI residents, 154 were in facilities for work releasees, and 
the remainder were in community residential facilities which accommodate both 
work releases and offenders sentenced directly by the courts. 

As of October 1988, 576 of the available beds were in use; 44% of these were 
occupied by resident who were offenders sentenced directly to corm,unity 
facilities, 33% were work releasees, and 17% were OWI cases. The remaining 
6% were parolees, jail transfers, or other offenders. Occupancy generally 
ranges from 80% - 96% of the total space available. At the time of 
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evaluation, 87i of the beds were utilized. Community beds were rarely used 
by parolees or probationers assessed as being in danger of revocation for 
difficu l ties with employment, living situation, . or substance abuse. These 
clients are given the lowest priority for assignments to residential beds. 

Work re l easees faced waiting periods before placement in community beds. A 
waiting l ist of inmates approved for work release contained 96 names as of 
October 28, 1988. 60 of these inmates had been given approval for transfer 
to conmunity-based facilities but were forced to wait an average of 18 days 
for available space. In contrast, offenders sentenced directly by :he courts 
to conmunity facilities are usually accepted for placement at the time of 
sentencing. 

Non-residential workload 

The DOC reports that the community-based client caseload grew by more than 
50% between FY80 and FY88, while the total staff grew by only 18% during that 
period. 

The Resource Allocation Model (RAM) October 1988 draft estimates that 208.73 
Full Time Equivalent (FTE) employees are required statewide to perform the 
FY 88 investigation and supervision workload (including pretrial release 
functions). 218 FTE's are actually devoted to those functions. 

The Summary Workload Ledger for September 1988 indicates that about 60 
percent of the statewide workload involved supervision of administrative, 
minimum, normal and intensive probation and parole cases, implying 130 FTE's 
are required to perform these functions. 

5. Reco11111endations - Community Corrections Risk/Needs Assessment Instruments 

It is reconmended that the current method used for scoring the Risk/Needs 
Assessment and Risk/Needs Reassessment instruments be modified using reweighted 
values for the data factors currently included in the score, and that the 
classification system be further modified to incorporate the currently applied 
"automatic overrides" for assaultive offenses and status so that these factors 
do not distort monitoring and evaluation of true discretionary overrides. 

A modified scoring system for each assessment has been developed with the 
revised values determined by the validation of currently used factors, 
incorporation of data based on overrides, and likelihood of success/failure 
shown by analysis. Table 6 compares the current Risk scale to the modified Risk 
scale in terms of ability to partition the sample into subgroups with 
significantly different percentages of success. A more definitive scale allows 
greater percentages of the sample to be sorted into the two extreme 
subgroups--the most risky and the least risky. 
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Table 6. Comparison of Curren t Community Services 
Risk Assessment Score to Modified Risk Assessment Score 

Current Percentage Percentage Modified Percentage Percentage 
Risk of Sample Success Risk of Sample Success 
Score Score 

17 & above 13. 6% 55.2% 17 & above 10.0't 46.8% 

7 t o 16 43.9 82.8 7 to 16 35.8 81. 2 

3 to 6 29.2 97.9 3 to 6 33.6 93.9 

2 & below 13.3 93.8 2 & below 20.6 96 . 0 

The primary effect of the modification is that it reduces the number of 
offenders requiring normal supervision and increases the number needing min ima l 
or administrative supervision. The modified risk scale places a higher 
proportion of offenders in the lowest risk category with a higher probability of 
success. The highest risk category contains proportionately fewer offenders but 
their probability of success is lower than on the current scale. 

The "17 & above" category in Table 6 can be broken into two groups "17 to 26" 
and "27 & above" with the following result: 

Risk 
Score 

27 & above 
17 to 26 

Current Scoring 
Percent Percent 
of Sample Success 

3.2% 

10.4 

31.3% 

62 . 7 

Modified Scoring 
Percent Percent 
of Sample Success 

2. 7% 

7.3 

15.4% 

55.6 

This shows that an especially risky subgroup, namely those scoring 27 & above, 
can be identified as logical candidates for the special Intensive Supervision 
Program (ISP), distinct from the rest of the intensive supervision category. 
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Tab le 7 gi ves a compar i son of the current Needs Assessment Score to the mod ified 
Needs Assessment Score. Table 8 compares the current Class /Level to the 
modif ied Cl ass /Level, where Class /Level is determined as the higher of t he r isk 
and needs sup erv i s i on l evels. 

Ta ble 7. Comparison of Current Community Services 
Needs Assessment Score to Modif i ed Needs Assessment Score 

Cu rrent Percentage Percen t age Modified Percentage Percen t age 
Needs of Sample Success Needs of Sample Success 
Score Score 

30 & above 5. 7% 42.9% 30 & above 5. 7% 46.4% 
15 to 29 29.1 81.1 15 to 29 25.5 80. 8 
1 to 14 55. 0 89.3 1 to 14 58.8 88.6 
0 & be l ow 10.2 96.0 0 & below 10.0 95.9 

Table 8. Comparison of Current Class/Level 
to Modified Class /Level for Community Services 

Current Percentage Percentage Modified Percentage Percen t age 
Cl ass /Level of Samp 1 e Success Class/Level of Sample Success 

Intensive 15. 5% 57.9% Intensive 11.8% 50.0% 

Norma 1 47.9 84.3 Normal 40.7 83.0 

Minimal 32.0 97.4 Minimal 41.8 95.1 

Administrative 4.7 94.6 Administrative 5.7 96.4 

Figure 2 presents the Modified Risk/Needs Assessment scoring instrument. Figure 
3 presents t he Modified Risk/Needs Reassessment scoring instrument. 

Implemen ti ng the recomnended modification of the Risk / Needs Assessment 
instrumen t s would result in an overall workload decrease of approxima t ely 3.4% 
(gi ven no ch ange in size or composition of the current caseload). The decrease 
would occ ur because the modified instruments would lower the numbers of 
proba ti oners and parolees assigned to intensive and normal supervision leve l s. 
The number assigned to minimum supervision would increase significantly. A 3% 
decrease in the workload/caseload rat io would free 3% of current personnel to 
supervise additional cases. 
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Date of Assessment 
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• 1 £:!e ta r, o nsn rcs and su00or1 exce011onalty strong 
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2 Some d1soroaniza110n or Streu Out 001e,,11al tor ,morov•ment 
5 Ma/o r 01sorg'an1za11on or stress 

(:::'•APANIONS 
·2 GoOd su00or1 and influence 
0 No ad\ierse re1a1 1onsn10s 
5 Auoc1at1ons w1tM occas1onat "'•gatt'l'f resul1s 
S A,soc1at rons a1mot1 com01etely negative 

EMOTIONA L STABILITY 
E ..-c eo11or, afly weH ad/uste-d : acceots res0onslb1l i1y tor actions 

0 No sy ....,010ms of emot ronal 1nttab111ty . 10oroo,,a1e emot1o l"'lal 
resoonses 

2 Svmotor"S 11 ni1t b ut do not oroM rb•I adeoua1e tunctio r, 1ng 
5 Symotor'T"S 0 ron1011 adeoua1e tunct1on1ng : e g lashes out ~· 

re!re-.!fs 1n 10 self 

ALCOHOL t: SAGE 
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6 Freouent .!buse. senou, CJ11ru0110n : needs treatmen1 

OTHER DRUG 'J SAGE 
O No •n terterencl! wit '"i func l1oritng 
J Occasio n al substance a.buie . sone d1sru01ion of func1 1on1,.g 
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2 Occas,onaJ aou,e . some d 1sru c 11on o' +uncuon1ng 
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- llent Name _____________________ CIMS 

Last First Ml 

Offense __________ Assaultive. Yes O No 0 Officer's Name ____________ _ 

Date of Assessment ________ _ 
$elect the appropriate answer and enter the associated ...,.ight In the scor e tlox 
Total 111 scores to arrive at the risk / need HNument scor1 . 
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fJ 
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□ -
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6. Recorm,endations - In-Practice Use of Community Corrections Risk/Needs 
Assessment 

Several recommendations are suggested for improving the in-practice use of the 
Risk/Needs Assessment and Reassessment instruments. Suggestions for upgrading 
both the manual and the automated information systems are also included. 

o The Risk / Needs Assessment should not be applied to pretrial release with 
supervision (RWS) cases. The risk portion of the instrument is designed to 
measure likelihood of recidivism among sentenced offenders. Using the 
Assessment for pretrial RWS cases may encourage a focus on a category of 
service provision which is inappropriate at the pretrial stage. 

o Districts which do not currently apply the Risk/Needs Assessment at the 
presentence investigation stage should consider doing so if staff 
specialization for investigation and supervision can be implemented. Using 
the Assessment at this stage would improve the objectivity and efficiency of 
the initial assessment process and permit supervisors to assign cases based 
on knowledge of the level at which a case will be supervised. 

o The Department of Corrections should publish a handbook separate from the 
policies and procedures manuals to provide readily accessible information 
for those completing assessment and reassessment forms. The handbook should 
contain standardized definitions and scoring guides for the Risk/Needs 
instruments to promote consistency in subjective interpretation of items 
scored on the fonns. Line staff should be encouraged to contribute to the a 
development of the handbook to ensure that it reflects their reference and • 
infonnation needs. 

o Supervisors, units, and districts should continuously monitor the 
reassessment process to ensure that cases are reviewed on time and moved 
through the system expeditiously. 

o Whenever a regular or special reassessment is completed, regular 
reassessments should be scheduled at 6-month intervals from the date of that 
reassessment. 

o To ensure the risk/needs assessments are based on current and comprehensive 
knowledge of the offenders and circumstances: 

- All districts should require that reassessment on cases being 
transferred from one district to another be completed at the time of 
transfer by the supervising officer in the sending district. 

- Clients entering probation or parole status from corm,unity corrections 
facilities should be classified using the Risk/Needs Reassessment 
instruments so that offenders' behavior while in the facility can be 
considered in assigning these clients to supervision levels. 

o The mandatory placement of offenders with a history of assaultive offenses 
on intensive supervision for the first 6 months should not be referred to as 
an ''override" and should not be counted in the override rate. These shou ld 
be distinguished from true overrides including, among others, overrides for 
simple misdemeanor assault. Similarly, "status overrides" to administrative 
supervision due to a client's unavailability for supervision should not be 
counted as override for purposes of monitoring override rates. Only 
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di scret ionary overr ides shou ld coun t t oward the 15% lim i t. If a distr ict or 
unit exceeds i ts override limit, analysis of reasons for override is 
im por t ant to determine whether this results from missuse of t he form or a 
need for rev i s ion of t he ins t r umen t . 

o When th e Int ens ive Supervision Program i s implemented statewide, t he l eve l 
of supervi s ion i t represents shou ld be incorporated into the risk / needs 
classification system . This could be done by 1) defining new ISP cu t off 
scores for offenders scor i ng highest on the Risk / Needs Assessment sca l es, or 
2) by r equ i r i ng t hat offenders who meet certain specific cri t er i a be 
supervised at t he ISP l evel for t he first 6-12 months on probat ion or 
parole. The ISP shou ld also be incorporated into the Resource Al location 
Model. 

o ~hen another time study is conducted, a separate evaluation shou ld be made 
regard i ng the amount of t ime expended to supervise clients categorized on 
the basis of having a higher needs score than risk score. This eva l ua ti on 
should be compared to the amount of time spent on clients whose r isk scores 
were higher than needs or whose risk and needs scores indicated ident i ca l 
levels of supervis ion. Significant differences in the amounts of time 
expended on these two groups of clients should be accounted for i n any 
revision of the Resource Allocation Model. 

o All personnel from line staff to clerical workers should receive t raining 
appropriate to their positions regarding any redesign in the Risk / Needs 
Assessment and Reassessment instruments and/or procedures for using th em. 
Statewide training should occur routinely, at least biennially, whether or 
not revisions have been made. 

o Community-based Corrections should conduct regular tests for accuracy and 
consistency within and across districts in Risk/Needs scoring of 
hypothetical case scenarios, and regular training in the Risk/Needs 
assessment system should be targeted at problem areas identified by such 
periodic tests. 

Observations regarding the current status of recordkeeping and information 
retrieval were presented in the "Findings" part of this section. Some specific 
suggestions for improvements in this area seem appropriate. 

o Aud i ts of the client case files should be conducted routinely wit h focus on: 
- checking accuracy of the scoring of items on the Risk / Needs Assessmen t 

and Reassessment forms, 
- checking computations and making corresponding corrections t o 

computerized client data f il es (if no system of edit checks is 
programmed into the automated systems), and 

- chec king discretionary overrides to see that they have been listed 
correctly and that descriptive explanations for "other" as a reason 
have been given. Frequent ly repeated "other" explanations should be 
incorporated as separate reasons on the form. 

o A sufficient number of computer t erminals should be provided to field 
services offices to enable officers and supervisors, as well as data entry 
clerical workers, to have ready access to automated information regarding 
risk/needs and workload. 
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o Coord i nation between data processing and system design should be improved t o 
ensure that any changes in the forms, in scoring procedures, or in other 
assessment processes are incorporated into the data entry formats. 

o Separate formats for entering assessment and reassessments should be 
estab li shed. 

o The automated recordkeeping systems should be programmed to identify errors 
i n coding, computation, and logic of data entry. 

o An expanded information system should be created which would provide eac h 
field services office with capabilities to generate reports and access 
programming services needed to obtain special data analyses. 
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- · 8oard of Parole Offender Risk Assessment 

The Offender Ri sk Assessment scoring scale should identify a potential 
paro lee/work release cand id ate's risk to general public safety and / or risk for 
corrrn itting viol ent crime. The requested sample for validation of the parole 
decision in st rumen~ and for evaluation of the in-practice use was 600 random ly 
selected offenders assessed for parole between July and December 1986. The 
sample used for validation and eva lu ation contained 665 offenders assessed 
during that period. 

1. Validation Findings - Offender Risk Assessment Instrument 

Validation of the Offender Risk Assessment instrument involved analyses of the 
factors used in the scoring of safety and violence risk to determine their 
predictive accuracy and their influence on the two total scores and the combined 
safety /vi olence risk score. 

Validation of the Offender Risk Assessment Model reveals these general findings~ 

o The currently calculated Safety Risk Score is moderately better than random 
chance at identifying low risk and high risk candidates for parole/work 
release. 

o The currently calculated Violence Risk Score is a moderately good indicator 
of an offender's likelihood of corrmitting a violent crime on parole. 

o The currently calculated Safety Risk Score is a better predictor of whether 
an offender will corrmit violent crime while on parole than is the current 

· Violence Risk Score. 

o The currently defined combined risk assessment, determined by combining the 
Safety Risk assessment with the Violence Risk assessment, is a very strong 
indicator of the likelihood of violence. 

o The combined risk assessment is only a moderately good indicator of risk to 
general public safety. 

o Inmates sentenced for committing burglarly, theft, and false use of a 
financial instrument are likely to be repeat offenders and are generally 
high-risk candidates for parole/work release. 

o Inmates who are categorized as Class C Felony offenders (maximum sentence 
of 10 years) are more likely to be high-risk candidates for parole/work 
release th an offenders in other categories. 

o Inmates who committed their current offense within the first 6 months of 
street time s i nce their past incarceration, if any, are higher risks than 
those with more street time immediately preceding their current offense. 

a o Alcohol abusers are greater risks of violence than abusers of other drugs 
• or those with no history of substance abuse. 

o Inmates paroled after 3 or more years of time served tend to be somewhat 
higher risks to general public safety than those paroled earlier. Inmates 
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paroled after 7 years or more years of time served have a much higher 
likelihood of violence than those paroled before their 7th year. 

o Inmates paroled after they have reached the age of 30 years are somewhat 
less risks to general public safety than those released who are younger. 
Inmates paroled before age 25 are greater risks in terms of likelihood of 
violence, especially when coupled with a prior history of violence, than 
those paroled after age 25. 

The factors currently used for calculating the Safety Risk Score range from 
strong to non-useful according to their capability to improve the assessment of 
safety risk beyond random chance. 

strong indicator for assessing safety risk 
current offense score (especially burglary) 

moderate indicators for assessing safety risk 
safety risk score 
combined safety/violence risk assessment 
street time score 

weak indicators for assessing safety risk 
violence risk score 
criminal history score 

substance abuse score 

non-useful as indicators for assessing safety risk 
prior violence score 

prior violence history 

insufficient data for validation of safety risk 
current escape score 

Factors currently used to calculate the Violence Risk Score range from very 
strong indicators to non-useful as indicators. 

very strong indicator for assessing violence risk 

combined safety/violence risk assessment 
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strong indicators for assessing violence risk 

violence risk score 

safety risk score 
cr imi nal history score 

substance abuse score 

moderate i ndicators for assessing violence risk 

prior violence score 

street time score 
burglary as current offense 

weak indicator for assessing violence risk 

current offense score (exception: burglary) 

insufficient data for validation of violence risk 
current escape score 
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2. In-Practice Use Findings - Offender Risk Assessment 

Several general findings were made following evaluation of the in-practice 
application of the Parole Board Offender Risk Assessment instrument. 

o The current Parole Board risk assessment system is not used to make formal 
length of stay recommendations and length of stay has not been incorporated 
in a new set of guidelines for parole decision-making being discussed by 
the Parole Board. 

o Data provided by the Parole Board shows a strong association between the 
average time served prior to parole and inmate's violence risk score level. 
In the sample used for this validation there is a strong and statistically 
significant association between the percentage of maximum sentence served 
prior to parole and both the safety and violence risk scores. 

o The proportion of parolees assessed as good risks on both the safety and 
violence scale has declined from 69% in FY85 to 54% in FY88, while the 
proportion assessed as poor property risks has grown from 15% to 26%. 

o Most parole grant decisions are being made through office file reviews 
rather than at initial or annual assessments. Approximately 90% of all 
paroles are now granted pursuant to such file reviews. 

o Although the number of parole revocations has risen steadily in recent 
years, the increase is due primarily to technical violations and new 
misdemeanor charges and convictions. Risk assessment plays no part in 
revocation decision-making. 

o Although the Parole Board does not differentiate parole and work release 
consideration in its written policies, it reportedly views work release as 
an appropriate assignment for relatively poor risk inmates who would not be 
granted parole directly from an institution and for good risks who require 
graduated release due to lack of an adequate parole plan or of a stable 
h001e to which they could return. 

o Since FY85, after the judicial districts began managing work release the 
work release success rate has stabilized at about 50%, in contrast to rates 
of from 64% to 74% which had prevailed in years past. 

o Many institutional staff report that it is difficult to implement a policy 
of graduated release (i.e., gradual reduction in custody level and 
coordination of treatment programs with release) in the absence of clear 
and consistent guidelines from the Parole Board regarding inmates' probable 
release dates and the likelihood of work release placement. 

o No written criteria exists for recommending parolees to the Intensive 
Supervision Programs (ISP) which has been in operation in half the judicial 
districts for two years. 

o Serious concern exists among corrections staff regarding the risk 
assessment instrument's failure to identify sex offenders, particularly 
child sexual abusers as poor risk. This failure has caused many to 
question the validity of the assessment system for predicting other violent 
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- recidivistic behavior. 

o ACIS textual descriptions of program participation, progress, and outcome 
are not designed to facilitate analysis of the relationship between 
institutional program participation and success on work release or parole. 
Not enough staff or computer resources are available to translate manual or 
free text files int o computer-analyzable data. 

o With current resources the Board's research analyst can provide limited 
feedback which may influence the way in which risk assessment is used, but 
cannot explore potential changes to the instrument itself which might 
improve its predictive validity. 

3. Recommendations - Offender Risk Assessment Instrument 

Some recommendations for improving the Parole Board Offender Risk Assessment 
instrument as a predictor of low-risk / high-risk candidates for parole / work 
release are suggested: 

o Strong and moderate indicators should be weighted more heavily in the 
scoring procedure. 

o Weak indicators should be weighted less heavily. 

o Non-useful indicators should be omitted from the scoring system. 

o Additional moderate to strong indicators should be incorporated into a 
revised Risk Assessment Model. These include: 
- for both Safety Risk Score and Violence Risk Score 

number of prior cormiitments 
age at first commitment 

lead crime class for current cormiitment 
current commitment for violent felony 

time served on current cormiitment 
- for Safety Risk Score 

previous parole history 
- for Violence Risk Score 

prior conviction for violent felony 

o It is recommended that the identity of each item be entered into the 
computer for each inmate assessed rather than simply the numerical weight 
of the item. This will enable automatic rescoring in case of any changes 
in the weights given to individual items. 

Using reweighted and additional data fa ctors, a modified Safety Risk Score with 
improved perfonnance in sorting high / low revocation rates for parolees has been 
developed. Following the same procedure, ~ modified Violence Risk Score also 
has been constructed. 
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Table 9 gives the revocation rates for the modified Safety Risk Score compa r ed 
to those of the currently calculated Safety Risk Assessment. The outcome 
factor used for this comparison was parole revocation. 

Table 9. Comparison of Current Safety Risk Assessment 
to Modified Safety Risk Score for Parole 

Current Percentage Percentage Modified Percentage 
Safety Risk of Sample Revoked Safety Risk of Sample 
Assessment Score (s) 

VG 29.6% 16.5% VG(0-8) 27.3% 
G 28.6 26.7 G (9-11) 15. 8 

F 10.7 35.7 F (12-14) 21. 0 
p 23.5 39.0 P (15-17) 20.6 
VP 7.6 38.0 VP (18+) 15.3 

The modified safety risk scoring system improves the accuracy of the 
identification of revocation risk by increasing the sharpness of the 
distinction between the revocation and successful completion rates. 

Percen tage 
Revoked 

16.9% 
20.9 

28. l 
37.5 

54.2 

Table 10 groups the prisoners whose scores are Very Good, Good, or Fair and 
compares their average revocation rates to the rates for those whose scores are 
Poor or Very Poor. 

Group 

VG + G + F 

P + VP 

Table 10. Average Parole Revocation Rates 

Current Assessment 

23.7% 
38.8% 

Modified Score 

21. 6% 
44.6% 

Under the current scoring system, the offenders sorted into the P + VP group have 
an average revocation rate of 38.8%. This is only about 60% higher than that of 
those sorted into the VG+ G + F group. The modified scoring system sorts 
different i ndividuals into the five categories and produces a P + VP group which 
has an average rate over 100% higher than that of the VG+ G + F group. 
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Table 11 compares the predictability rates for the current and the modified 
Violence Risk Scores. The outcome factor used for this comparison was parole 
revocat ion involving violence as indicated by either an arrest or a conviction for 
a violent felony. 

Ta b 1 e 11. Compar i son of Current Violence Assessment 
to Modif ied Violence Score for Parole 

Cur rent Percentage Percentage Modified Percentage Per centr'la<;'= 
Violence Risk of Samp le Violence Violence of Sample Vio1ence 
Assessment Score (V) 

E 17.2% 3.1% E (0-9) 27.2% O, IJ°'; 

VG 26.9 6.0 VG(l0-14) 18.5 3.3 

G 35.5 4.5 G (15-16) 14.2 '1,3 

p 15.6 20.7 p (17-21) 23.4 7.9 
VP 4.8 11. 1 VP(22+) 16.7 25.9 

The modified Violent Risk Score provides a sharper distinction between the high 
and low-risk subgroups than does the current score. Note especially that 
larger portions of the sample are sorted into the extreme categories "E" and 
"VP", which improves the definitiveness of decision-making. 

Table 12 groups prisoners whose current Violence Risk Scores are Excellent, 
Very Good, or Good and compares their average revocations to those rated Poor 
or Very Poor. 

Table 12. Average Violence Rates among Parole Revocations 

Group 

E + VG + G 

P + VP 

Current Assessment 

4.7% 

18.4% 

Modified Score 

2.0% 

15.4% 

Under the current scoring system, the offenders sorted into the E +VG+ G 
group have an average violence rate which is 25% of that for those sorted into 
the P + VP group. With the modified scoring system, the E +VG+ G group has a 
violence percentage which is 13% of that for P + VP group. Although the 
modified score is somewhat less definitive for the P + VP group, it is twice as 
definitive for the good-to-excellent group. Since the purpose of the scoring 
system is to assess the risk associated with parole, and those with Excellent, 
Very Good, or Good scores are of special interest for early parole, predictive 
accuracy for this group is especially desirable. 

- Figure 4 presents the modified version of the Offender Risk Assessment form. 
The Safety Risk Assessment is the "S" Score. The Violence Risk Assessment is 
the "V" Score. 



FIGURE 4 . OFFENDER RISK ASSESSMENT FOR IO WA MODIFIED SCORING SYSTEM 

S V CURRENT OFFENSE SCORE (A) 

2 3 Robbery/Attempted Robbery 
4 3 Personal Larceny 
4 3 Aggravated Burglary 

2 3 Ar son/ Attempted Ar son 
3 Murder/ At tempted Murder 

3 Manslaughter 
3 Kidnapping 
3 Rape/ Attempted Rape · 
4 Sodomy / Sex Offense 

4 4 Burglary / Attempted Burglary 
2 1 Selling Narcotics 
3 O Motor Vehicle Theft 
3 O Forgery / Bad Check/Fraud 

Aggravated Assault/ Terrorism 
Extortion 

l 

1 0 
0 
0 

0 0 

s V --
2 5 
l 3 
0 0 

S V --
3 3 
2 2 

l 

0 0 

s V 
2 6 
2 5 
2 1 
0 0 

Weapons Crime (Violence) 
Conspiracy (Violence) 
Larceny/Stolen Property 
Vandal ism 
Weapons Offense ( No V1olence) 
Conspiracy (No Violence) 
None of the Above 

PR !OR VIOLENCE SCORE ( Bl 
91+ 
11-90 
0-10 

STREET TIME SCORE (C) 
0-6 Years 
6·11 Years 
11·14 Years 
14+ Years 

CRIMI MAL HISTORY SCORE (0) 
140+ 
41-139 
16-40 
0·15 

S V CUR RENT ESCAPE SCORE (El 
2 4 Conv 1c ted 

2 Charged On1 y 
0 0 Hot as Above 

S V SUBSTANCE ABUSE SCORE ( Fl 
2 0 History of PCP Use 
2 0 History of Non-Opiate Injections 
2 0 History of Sniffing Volatile Substances 
2 0 History of Opiate Addiction 
2 0 History of Heavy Hallucinogen Use 
2 0 History of Drug Prob 1 em 

2 0 History of Opiate or Hallucinogen Use 
l History of A1 cohol Prob1 em 

0 0 Ho Hi story as .A.bov e 

s V CURRENT LEAD OFFENSE (G l --
2 2 C1 ass C Fe1ony 
0 0 Other 

S V PAROLE HISTORY (Hl 
2 0 One or More Previous Paroles 
0 0 Hone 

S V TIME SERVED ON CURRENT COMMITMENT (I) 
l l 8.5+ months 

0 3.7-8.4 months 
0 0 0·3.6 months 

s V CURRENT AGE (J) DATE OF BIRTH : 
3 3 25 or younger 
2 2 26 ·2 7 
1 1 28-29 
0 0 30+ 

S V AGE AT 1ST COMMITMENT (including juven11e adjudication ) (Kl 
2 2 18 or Younger 
1 2 19-21 
l 1 22·24 
0 0 25+ 

S V CURRENT CONVICTION (L) 
1 4 For Violent Felony 
0 0 Hot for Violent Felony 

S V PRIOR CONVICTIONS (M) 

0 4 At Least One for Violent Felony 
O O Hone for V1olent Felony 

(or no prior convictions) 

S V NUMBER OF PRIOR COMMITMENTS (N) 
1 1 One or More 
0 0 Hone 

TOTAL SCORE " A +B+C +O +E +F +G+H+ I +J +K +L +M+N s: V: 

SAFETY RISK ASSESSMENT : 

VIOLENCE RISK ASSESSMENT : 

E • EXCELLENT 
F • FAIR 

Safety/Violence 

VG G F 
0-8 9·11 12-14 

E VG G 
0-9 10·14 15-16 

VG • VERY GOOD 
P • POOR 

Categories 

p VP 
15-17 18+ SAFETY RISK CATEGORY: 

p VP 
17-21 22+ VIOLENCE RISK CATEGORY: 

G • GOOD 
VP • VERY POOR 
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- 4. Recormiendat i ons - In-Practice Use of Offender Risk Assessment 

Any paro l e gu idelines developed by the Board of Parole should be consistent 
with the stated goal~ of corrections which will be developed as part of the 
master planning process, and the Board should therefore be involved in the 
del iberations and decision-making of the Task Force regarding goals and 
objecti ves. 

In deve loping guidelines, the Parole Board should consider the role that saf~ty 
risk assessments should play in parole decision-making, particularly in light 
of this study's finding that safety risk score is a somewhat better predictor 
of violence that is the violence score itself. 

The Parole Board should develop written guidelines which recommend the 
proportion of an inmate's maximum sentence which should be served prior to the 
grant of parole. Such guidelines should structure the Board.'s consideration of 
the offender's violence and safety risk in concert with criteria deemed 
re 1 e v an t t o corr e c t i o n a 1 go a 1 s o t h er t h a n II r i s k man a g em en t II or II s e 1 e c t i v e 
incapacitation". These criteria should for the most part be limited to factors 
not already included in the risk assessment model, e.g., employment history, 
institutional behavior and program participation, and history of sexual 
deviance. These guidelines should also identify characteristics of inmates who 
should be recorrmended for ISP (although the final decision regarding 
classification of parolees should remain with community corrections staff). 

The Parole Board should develop written guidelines which differentiate those 
who should be placed on work release from those who can be paroled directly 
from prison. As discussed above, these guidelines should incorporate as 
criteria both the risk assessment model and other relevant factors, and suggest 
the optimal proportion of maximum sentence to be served in prison prior to 
placement on work release. 

Implementing parole and work release guidelines which suggest likely m,n,mum 
stays in prison for different types of inmates will enhance the consistency of 
parole decision-making and will enable the institutional system to increase 
efficiency and effectiveness of its graduated release policies and programs. 

Because parole revocations have been increasingly contributing to the growth in 
prison admissions, the Parole Board should structure and prioritize the 
critieria it uses in making the revocation decision, and it should consider the 
role which its risk assessment model and/or the corrmunity-based risk/needs 
assessment ~ight play in evaluating parolees for revocation. Although 
revocations for technical violations of parole conditions may in some instances 
serve the public interest by preventing more serious misconduct, the same 
concern for objective risk assessment which characterizes the parole grant 
decision should also play a part in the revocation decision. 

Because the risk assessment model is likely to continue to play an important 
role in parole decision-making, it is essential that its predicti~e validity be 
periodically reevaluated. With a relatively modest initial investment in 
computer hardware and software, the Parole Board could enhance its capability 
to monitor applications of the risk assessment model, and could develop the 
capacity to design and conduct longitudinal research directed at improving the 
instrument itself. 
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The accuracy and completeness of information on which the risk assessment is 
based depends upon the quality and quantity of information provided to the 
Board by law enforcment agencies, the DOC and the Judicial Districts. 
Therefore, the Board should clearly corrmunicate its information needs and offer 
any reasonable assistance to these agencies in developing forms and formats for 
information collection and analysis which will serve the agencies' and the 
Board's needs. 

If the Parole Board's workload continues to increase as it has in the recent 
past, consideration should be given to increasing the resources available to 
the Board. 
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- D. Inma t e Popu lat i on Prof il es 

1. Ri sk Pro f il e of Current Populat i on 

Genera l Character i stics of the Population 

Th e fo ll owi ng obse rva ti ons and statistics highlight i tems par ti cular ly re l evant 
t o th e f i nd ings of t hi s study. A more complete discussion of t he genera l 
populat ion is presented in Section VI. 

o Th e current Iowa prison population is 3000 inmates, 140 fema les and 2860 
males. 76% of the inmates are serving their first prison sentence. 

o On average, an inmate has served just over two years of the current offense 
sen t ence. Less than 7% of the inmates have served more than 10 years of 
their sentence. 

o 1357 inmates are serving sentences of 10 to 24 years for their lead 
sentence (45%). Only 2.7% are serving 50 to 99 year sentences. 

o Most of the inmates are between ages 20 and 37, with the average age be i ng 
24 years. The youngest inmate is age 16; the oldest is 78. 

o The three most common behavioral problems of inmates during the l ast 
12 months were: 

- use of drugs/alcohol (20%), 
- failure to accept responsibility for actions (20%), and 
- non-conforming behavior (17%). 

o Roughly 90% of the inmates have no psychological problems or other 
exceptional needs requiring supervision or treatment. 

o Slightly less than 20% of the inmates experienced institutional adjustment 
problems. 

o The educational level attained by 37% of the inmates is 7 to 11 years of 
school, with an additional 21% having finished high school. Only 12 of the 
current inmates are college graduates, although 8% of the population has 
had academic or vocational training beyond the high school level. 

o 50% of t he inmates have no dependents and 25% have only one dependent. Th e 
rema ining 25% of inmates have 2 to 12 dependents. 

Character i stic s Pertaining to Custody Classification 

o 62.4% of t he inmates scored from 4 to 9 on the Inmate Custody 
Cl assification Scoresheet. 9.5% scored over 13. The average score was 6. 
The actually assigned custody levels were: 

Minimum/Live out 
Medium 

Maximum 

29 . 0% 

50.1% 
20.9% 
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o Approximately 33% of the inmates have received disciplinary reports within 
the past 6 months. 

o 43% of the inmates have received revocations from community corrections 
programs. 

o Nearly 41 % of the inmates have a total sentence length of over 10 years; 
nearly 21% have sentences 5 years or less. 

o 30.6% of the inmates were involved in an escape or escape attempt during 
the last 5 years. 50% of these inmates were assigned to minimum cus t ody 
level. Over half of the escapees committed additional crimes while 
escaping. 

o For 1632 inmates (55.4%) the primary offense involved death of a victim, 
personal injury to a victim, or threat of harm (with weapon or threat of 
one) to a victim. 

o 64% of the inmates have no prior record of violence, although 14% were 
involved during the past 12 months in one or more incidents of assaultive, 
aggressive, threatening, or destructive behavior. 

o 54% of the inmates have prior prison records. Most were previously 
released from medium or minimum custody. 

Characteristics Pertaining to Parole Offender Risk Assessment 

The following listing gives the percentages of the population falling in the 
risk categories as defined by the current offender risk assessment system: 

Safety Risk Assessment Violence Risk Assessment 

VP 23.6% VP 22. 7% 
p 32.5 p 24.2 
F 8.6 G 17.7 

G 19.4 VG 19.4 
VP 16.0 E 16.0 

The breakout in terms of the computed X and Y scores is as follows: 

X-score Percentage of Population Y-score Percentage of Population 

0-3 16.1% 0-8 42.0% 
4-6 21. 4 9-13 35. 2 

7-11 39.1 14+ 22.8 
12+ 23.4 

About 70% of the inmates have one or more of the characteristics used to 
classify them as "serious offenders." These characteristics include current 
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convictions For violent felony, orior conviction for a violent felony in the 
last five years of street time, a current escape conviction, a history of 
substance abuse involving PCP use, non-opiate injections or sniffing volatile 
substance, and a hig~ prior violence score. 

About three- quarters have a history of some drug or alcohol problem. 13% have 
a history of PCP, non-opiate injections, or sniffing volatile substances. 4.2% 
have a history of opiate addiction, 3.4% heavy hallucinogen use, 42.2% an 
alcohol, opiate or hallucinogen problem, and 10% sane other "drug problem." 

90% of the inmates have no escape history. Of those with an escape history, 
two-thirds involve conviction for escape. 

2. Characteristics of Identifiable Low-Risk ·Group 

One of the objectives of this project was to determine whether or not a group 
of inmates could be identified which are sufficiently low risk as to be good 
candidates for placement in an alternative correctional program. Because the 
recommended modifications to the Offender Risk Assessment instrument yielded an 
enlarged low-risk portion of the sample compared to that of the current 
instrument, this tool can be used in identifying such a low-risk group in the 
current inmate population. The following criteria may be used to define this 
group: 

Low-Risk Group Criteria 

- Score Very Good on the modified Safety Risk Score 
(Sin the range Oto 8). 

- Score Excellent on the modified Violence Risk Score 
(Vin the range Oto 9). 

- Eligible for parole. 
Not inappropriate for alternative correctional programming due to 
special considerations of the individual case. 

With the available data, it has been possible by stratification on current 
safety/risk scoring combinations to estimate the size of the group within the 
current institutional population that would be candidates for consideration for 
low-risk group assignment as totaling about 133 inmates. 

The actual candidates can be determined by rescoring the parole-eligible 
inmates according to the modified Safety and Violence Risk Scores. Then each 
candidate can be reviewed for any special considerations to determine the final 
composition of the low-risk group. 

Using the stratification procedure, estimates were also made of the histograms 
defining the profiles of the low-risk group for comparison to the profiles for 
the total population. 

General Characteristics of the Low-Risk Group 

The low-risk group population has the following general characteristics: 

o Males constitute 94% of the low-risk group almost the same percentage as the 
95% norm from the full inmate population. Of the low-risk group 82% are 
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serving first sentences (somewhat above 76% norm). 

o The low-risk group is most corm,only serving in their second year of 
comm itment as contrasted with the first year being most common in the full 
population. However. the low-risk group had relatively few long-term 
residen t s, only 3% having been committed for over 10 years. 

o Among the low-risk group 2 and 5-year l ead sentences are more common than 
for t he fu l l population. Long-term lead sentences of 10 or more years are 
re l atively rarer. The low-risk group specifically excluded lifers. 

o The low-risk group is taken from a broad age group with a relat i ve ly higher 
proportion of older inmates than the norm. The most cormion age i s 30 as 
compared with 24 at large. 

o Behavioral problems are somewhat less frequent in the low-risk group, being 
about 5-10% reduced in alcohol/drug use and non-responsible and 
non-conforming behavior. A rather large decrease in aggressive behavior is 
noted for the low-risk group. Suicidal and psychotic behavior is not 
observed at al 1 in low-risk group. 

o Psychological problems occur in only 9% of the low-risk group somewhat lower 
than the norm. Among the low-risk group, a history of violence / aggression / 
suicide is about one-third that in the full population. On the other hand, 
reports of possible mental illness are about twice as corm,on in the low- r isk 
group. -

o In the low-risk group, the incidence of institutional adjustment prob l ems i s 
reduced by 15%. In particular, the incidence of repeated incidents 
indicating unadaptability is 30% less in the low-risk group. 

o The educational level in the low-risk group is higher than the norm, 30% are 
high school graduates versus 20% in the full population. Post high school 
education is 27% more corm,on in the low-risk group than the norm. 

o In the low-risk group, the percentage having dependents is 56% as compared 
with 50\ for the full population. 
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Characteristics Pertaining to Custody Classification 

o The low-risk group frequently had minimum custody questionnaire grade. A 
comparison with the full population shows: 

Minimum/Live out 

Medium 
Maximum 

Low-Risk Group 

47% 
47 

6 

Full Group 

29% 

50 

21 

o In the low-risk group the incidence of questionnaire scores of 8 and above 
were lower than for the full group for every such score. 

o In the low-risk group 71% had no disciplinary reports in the last 6 months 
as compared with 65% norm. 

Characteristics Pertaining to Parole Offender Risk Assessment 

following listing gives a comparison of safety risk and violence risk for 
low-risk versus full population. 

Safety Risk Violence Risk 

Low-Risk Group Full Group Low-Risk Group Fu 11 Group 

VP 0% 24% VP 0% 23% 
p 3 32 p 2 24 

F 2 9 G 3 18 
G 24 19 VG 24 19 

VG 71 16 E 71 16 

Note that for both safety risk and violence risk the low-risk group has a 
dramatically reduced incidence of inmates rated Fair, Poor or Very Poor. In 
fact, the low-risk group contains no inmate with either a Very Poor safety or 
violence risk. 

c, 
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3. Alternative Placement of the Low-Risk Group 

The low-risk group should be considered as candidates for work release or 
parole. If placed on parole, they may be assigned to ISP. 

If suggested revisions of the risk/needs classification system are implemented, 
the proportions of probation/parole clients under intensive and normal 
supervision would decrease somewhat while the proportion under minimum 
supervision would increase significantly. Incorporation of the proposed 
criteria for classification into ISP program would increase the statewide ISP 
caseload by 75% over the current four-district caseload. All of these changes 
could be accorrrnodated by existing staff available to perform these func:ions. 
Indeed, the net result would be a decline in the current statewide workload for 
probation and parole cases of 3.4i. 

If the workload attributab 1e to :-e current caseload declines by 3.4%, then the 
"excess" 4.4 FTE's would be avaiiable to supervise additional cases beyond the 
current caseload. These 4.4 FTE's would be sufficient to supervise an 
additional 88 to 110 ISP cases (assuming the ratio of 20 to 25 ISP client per 
officer which currently prevails). This represents up to 85% of the population 
of low-risk inmates described in this section as candidates for alternative 
placement. 
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•. USE OF CURRENT PRISON CAPACITY 

A. The Inmate Custody Classification System 

1. Hi st ory 

Pr io r t o 198 2, Iowa's j udg es had the aut hority to sentence offenders t o a 
par ti cul ar ins tituti on, fol l ow i ng whic h t he Department of Correc t ions made 
deci s io ns regardi ng t ransfer between ins tit ut ions wi t hout standardi zed or 
obj ec tiv e cr i ter ia. In a consent decree entered i n the case of Watson'!_:_~ 
in 1981, ar i s i ng out of a ser ious disturbance at the Iowa State Pen it en ti ary at 
Ft . Madison, the Iowa Department of Correc ti ons agreed to implement a 
standardized inmate cust ody classification system. The law was subsequen tl y 
changed t o prov ide for sentenc i ng to the custody of the Director of the 
Department of Corrections rather than t o a particular institution. Pend i ng 
construction of the Iowa Medical and Classification Center at Oakda le, whic h 
wou ld serve as the central reception and classification facility for t he 
Department, new court corm,itments, probation violators, and shock probation 
candidates were received at the Iowa ~en's Reformatory, and parole violators 
were received at the Iowa State Penitentiary. 

The original classification system was developed by a classification des ign 
corm,ittee composed of the Director of Institutions and the Treatment Directors 
of the various institutions. The committee reviewed existing systems in use in 
other states, primarily Florida and Kansas, and arrived at a consensus 

•
egarding which criteria should be used for classification in Iowa and the 

appropriate weighting or scoring of those criteria. Thus, the Iowa Inmate 
Custody Classification System adopted in 1982 was based not on an empirica l 

• 

analysis of Iowa prison inmates, but on a descriptive analysis of the exis t ing 
process of classification, institutional assignment and transfer, and the 
se lection (and modification) of criteria items validated in other states, whi ch 
matched perceived criteria for decision-making in Iowa. In addition to the 
Custody Classification Scoresheet for determining an inmate's custody level, 
the committee adopted a Treatment Program Classification process for evaluating 
inmates in nine treatment program areas, scoring the severity of problems in 
each program area, and rank-ordering recommended programs in each area. 

The system was established to "increase uniformity and consistency of the 
i nmate classification decision," allowing "custody, treatment and internal 
movement to be integrated according to standard criteria, uniformly weighted." 
At the ti me i t was established, it was pointed out that classification cannot 
end overcrowding or eliminate prison violence and escapes. Classificat ion was 
i ntended, rather, to assist administrators, reduce frustration, and faci l i t ate 
cu st ody ass ignments. Employing the same criteria as used previously, t he new 
system was designed "to enable critical scientific analysis to determ ine its 
s ignificance and predictive validity," and to provide for "improved 
doc umentation of t he classification decision," and "improved opportunities for 
decision feedback and later evaluation." 

The position of classification manager was created in June 1982 and filled in 
August 1982. The initial responsibility of this position was to introduce the 
newly adopted custody classification system to staff at each of the 
correctional facilities. This was accomplished through on-site training by the 
classification manager for counselors, treatment managers, and treatment 
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directors. Concurrently, the classification manager maintained liaison with 
the Bureau of Management Information in order to facilitate development of the 
custody classification software and installation of computer terminals at each 
institution. This work was completed during the surrmer of 1984 in preparation 
for the opening of the centralized inmate reception center at IMCC. The 
classification manager encountered significant resistance to change during this 
period of training and implementation of the new classification system, 
particularly at Anamosa which had for some time served as the reception and 
classification facility for offenders committed to the Department. 

During the late fall of 1984, the first evaluation of the standard custody 
classification system was initiated. This evaluation, completed in May 1985, 
suggested that the Iowa standard custody classification system had a 
conservative bias. It raised questions whether the system placed inmates in 
the least restrictive environment consistent with their risk of institutional 
violence, escape and disciplinary infractions, and suggested that the system 
was significantly influenced by a departmental policy that, regardless of the 
risks they represented, inmates should progress from higher to lower custody 
grades over the course of their confinement. The study suggested that the 
predictive validity of the classification system could be improved by 
redefining certain criteria, reducing the subjectivity involved in certain 
items, and replacing time factors such as "sentence length," "time served," and 
"time remaining" with the factor of age. The report also recorm,ended that Iowa 
undertake a detailed classification system revision study to insure that any 
contemplated revisions were pre-tested on recent data to determine their 
predictive accuracy of risk of violence, escape and infractions, and to project • 
their impact on the demands for space at various custody levels. 

In the fall of 1986, a committee consisting of institutional treatment 
directors and the classification manager began work on modifying the criteria 
per the recommendations produced by the evaluation. As a result of the work of 
this corrmittee, the custody classification instrument and cutoff scores were 
revised in an effort to place greater emphasis on institutional misconduct, 
prior record of violent offenses, and the inmate's age as determinants of 
custody level. Without benefit of a classification revision study to measure 
or simulate its effects, the revised custody classification system was 
implemented at al 1 institutions in April of 1987. The Treatment Program 
Classification process was also reviewed. Use of the Treatment Program 
Checklist was discontinued; the form itself and the Instruction Manual for the 
Treatment Prograrrrn Surrmary were revised in December, 1987, and these revisions 
of the Treatment Program Classification System were implemented in February, 
1988. 

2. Oescription 

Iowa Department of Corrections Policy IN-V-20 provides that "organized 
procedures for classification will be used within the Division of Institutions 
in order that inmates will be assigned to work areas, treatment programs and 
levels of custodial control in accordance with sound correctional practice and 
needs." Inmate classification is defined as "a process by which the 
correctional system determines differential care and handling of offenders and • 
assignments in accordance with needs and the availability of resources." 
Section I of Policy IN-V-20 addresses Classification generally, while Sections 
II and III deal respectively with Custody Classification and Treatment Program 
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Classification. 

Section I requires that each institution have written policies and procedures 
which govern inmate classification, including specifically written procedures 
by which ·nrnates may appeal classification decisions. The institutional 
classification conmittee whose function, "subject to review and approval or 
disapproval by :he 111arden/superintendent or designee" is "to make decisions 
about the assignment of inmates to work areas, treatment programs, and levels 
of custody," must be "composed of at least three individuals consisting of the 
i nmate's correctional counselor, a representative of the security staff and a 
senior staff member 'fl'ho will serve as chairman of the committee." Initial 
classification should normally be completed within 21 days of admission to 
IMCC, and each inmate must have the opportunity to appear before the 
classification conmittee for review at least once .every twelve months. 

Section II.l. of Policy IN-V-20 sets forth policy and procedures relating to 
custody classification, providing that ''custody level assignments will be made 
for all inmates in the same manner, using the same criteria weighted equally." 
This is to be accomplished by determining an inmate's custody classification 
using the standard criteria contained in the User's Manual for Inmate 
Classification to develop a point total for each of the twelve criteria on the 
custody classification scoresheet and a total custody classification score. 
Score based custody grades (minimum, medium, and maximum) are to be assignemed 
based upon total points (0-5, 6-10, 11+), subject to override up or down "for 
documented cause." Overrides must be based on the standard exceptions on the 
back of the scoresheet or "other exceptional considerations known to the 
classification corrrnittee," and must be approved by the warden/superintendent. 
The initial custody classification process must be completed during the 
reception process at IMCC and within 21 days from reception. Regularly 
scheduled custody reclassifications must occur at least once every twelve 
months, and unscheduled reclassifications should occur whenever a change in the 
inmate's behavior or correctional status precipitates a change in custody 
score. 

Special procedures apply whenever an inmate is considered for mininum custody. 
The classification manager routinely requests Parole Board Risk Assessments on 
inmates identified as minimum custody candidates during the reception process 
at IMCC, and policy provides that no inmate should be placed in minimum custody 
status until the most recent Parole Board Risk Assessment has been reviewed. 
The classification corrrnittee must also complete a custody classification 
processing checklist to ensure that information, documents and forms necessary 
for classification are a part of the file or to justify their unavailability 
and "to document the relevant information used ... in making a decision to 
place an inmate in minimum custody" whether by override or by criteria. 

Section III of Policy IN-V-20 describes procedures for treatment program 
classification. Although it has not been revised since the revision to the 
treatment program classification process in February 1988, and contains 
references to old forms and point values no longer in use, it incorporates by 
reference instructions which were modified in December 1987 for completing the 
treatment program surrrnary. The treatment classification process requires an 
initial assessment of inmates' individual treatment program needs during the 
reception process at IMCC, and annual reviews of treatment program 
participation and progress. 
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Section IV requires that each institution develop policies for inmates to 
appeal classification decisions. 

DOC Policy and Procedure IN-V-62 establishes special procedures for the 
classification of offenders serving life sentences. Annual reviews of a 
lifer's classification are made by a committee chaired by a staff member from 
central office, rather than from the facility to which the inmate is assigned. 
Special criteria must be met, and special approvals must be obtained, for any 
reductions in the custody grade of lifers. Guidelines establish the minimum 
time that such inmates must spend in each custody grade. 
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1. The Samp le 

The sample used for va l idation of the Inmate Custody Classification instrument 
was a randomly se l ected group of 674 prisoners for whom a "baseline" 
cl assification had been conducted after April 1987. Table 13 gives the number 
of i nmates i n t he sample in each institution at the time of the baseline 
classif ication. Disciplinary data were obtained for 606 inmates in th i s group. 
Follow-up classifications were available for 445 of t he baseline group. The 
numbers in each classification l evel were matched proportionately to t he 
corresponding levels in the total prison population. To ensure that the 
records of only those inmates classified by the current form were used for 
validation, the analyses were restricted to assessments made after April 30, 
1987. Information on disciplinary infraction behavior subsequent to the first 
such assessment was obtained through October 1988. 

Code 

Table 13. Number of Inmates in Study Sample as Function 
of Location at Time of Baseline Classification 

Number In 
Institution Securit,i'. Level Studi'. Sample 

. SP Ft. Madison Maximum 169 

I 

JBC Ft. Madison/John Bennett Medium 20 

FMl Ft. Madison/Farm Minimum 32 

IMR Anamosa (+ Luster Heights) Medium (+ Minimum) 17 6 

MSU Mt. Pleasant Medium 63 

CTU Clarinda Medium 39 

RWC Rockwe 11 City Medium (Low Risk) 17 

MTV Mitchville Minimum/Medium 13 

RIV Newton Minimum 20 

MCC Oakdale/Multp.Class.Ctr. Medium/Maximum 80 

OAK Oakdale/Patient Side Medium/Maximum 12 

WHR Wor k Release Facilities Minimum 31 

Total 672 

Two magnetic tapes containing data were received from the Iowa Department of 
Corrections. One tape contained classification data on the selected inmates. 
The other contained additional informa t ion not used for classification, but 
neceessary for comparison purposes (e.g., age, education level, etc.). Data 
on subsequent disciplinary infractions were hand-collected on-site. 
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2. Validation Results 

The custody classification scoresheet is designed to identify whether or not 
an inmate will pursue patterns of general misbehavior (rule-breaking) and 
violent behavior during incarceration. Assignment to an appropriate custody 
level is determined by the classification scoresheet rating. Validation of 
the classification instrument involved analysis of the predictive ability for 
rule-breaking on evidence for each factor used on the current scoresheet. 

Detailed results of the validation for each factor are presented below: 

number of prior incarcerations 

Previous incarcerations are weakly predictive of future 
rule-breaking. 

There is no correlation between the number of pri-0r incarcerations 
and future violence. 

primary offense 

Moderate correlation. Primary offenses involving weapons have below 
average correlation with future rule-breaking. 

There is no correlation between this factor and future violent 
behavior. 

total sentence length 

There is no correlation between total sentence length and future 
rule-breaking or violence. 

prior record of violence 

A strong correlation is shown between a prior record of violence and 
future rule-breaking. In the sample, the group with more than one 
incident of assaultive, aggressive, or threatening behavior during a 
12-month period has a high number of disciplinary citations for 
rule-breaking. 

There is a moderate correlation with future violence. In the sample, 
the group with recent assaultive history (in last 12-month period) 
shows elevated scores for violent behavior. 

escape attempt 

There is weak correlation between this factor and future 
rule-breaking. The sample group that escaped from minimum custody 
live out status shows an elevated number of disciplinary citations 
for rule-breaking and for violence. 

There is moderate correlation between escape attempts and future 
violent behavior. 
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elements of escape attempt 

Data were insufficient to determine a correlation between this factor 
and future rule-breaking. 

There is no correlation between the elements involved in escape 
at t empts and the likelihood of future violent behavior. 

time served on current sentence 

There is no correlation between the amount of time inmates have 
served on their current offenses and future rule-breaking or vio l ent 
behavior. 

time remaining on current offense 

No relationship between this factor and future rule-breaking was 
shown. 

There is a weak correlation with future violence. In the sample, 
inmates more than two years from parole show a tendency for 
disciplinary reports indicating violence. Inmates with less than two 
years to parole show fewer reports involving violence. 

community corrections revocations 

Revocations from community-based programs are weakly correlated with 
future rule-breaking. 
No correlation was established with future violent behavior. 

number of disciplinary reports 

A very strong correlation is shown between this factor and future 
rule-breaking. The sample group with two or more major disciplinary 
reports in the last 6 months shows a strong tendency toward continued 
future rule-breaking. 

There is also a very strong relationship with future violence. In 
the sample, inmates with two or more major disciplinary reports in 
the last 6 months show high potential for future violence. Inmates 
without recent disciplinary reports show low potential for violent 
behavior. 

suic idal act 

No correlation was found between a suicidal act and future 
rule-breaking. 

There was insufficient data to establish a correlation for future 
violence. 
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psychot i c symptoms 

Th ere is strong correlation between this factor and both future 
r ul e-break i ng and violent behavior. 

paranoid behav ior 

This fact or is weakly correlated to future ru l e-breaking, but 
strongly correlated to future violent behavior. 

abusive behavior 

Abusive behavior is very strongly correlated to future rule-brea ki ng 
and violence. 

aggressive behavior 

This factor correlates strongly with both future rule-breaking and 
violent behavior. 

dealing in contraband 

There was insufficient data to establish a correlation with either 
future rule-breaking or violence. 

alcohol or drug usage 

No correlation was shown between alcohol / drug use and the likelihood 
of future rule-breaking or violent behavior. 

threatening behavior 

There is a strong relationship betwen threatening behavior and the 
likelihood of future rule-breaking and violence. 

argumentative behavior 

A strong correlation is shown between this factor and future 
rule-breaking. 

As an indicator of future violence, this factor correlates very 
strongly. 

hostility toward authority 

There is a strong relationship between this character trait and the 
likelihood of future rule-break i ng and violent behavior. 
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destructive behavior 

There is a strong correlation between destructive behavior and future 
rule-breaking. 

The correlation between this factor and future violent behavior is 
weak. 

non-conforming behavior 

Non-conforming behavior is a moderately good indicator of future 
rule-breaking. It is only weakly correlated with future violence. 

manipulative behavior 

This factor is a moderately good indicator of both future 
rule-breaking and future violent behavior. 

failure to accept responsibility for actions 

This factor correlates moderately well with future rule-breaking, but 
only weakly with future violence. 

unsatisfactory institutional adjustment 

Very strong correlation. Inmates in the sample who received 
disciplinary reports indicating repeated instances of inability to 
adapt to the institution were highly prone to receive future reports 
for general rule-breaking and for violent behavior. 

custody level at most recent release 

No correlation was found between a previous-release custody level and 
future rule-breaking. 

This factor is weakly correlated with future violence. Tn the 
sample, a slight tendency toward reduced violence was shown for 
inmates previously released from minimum or medium custody. 

prior custody level (during current sentence) 

There is weak correlation between prior custody level and likelihood 
of future rule-breaking. In the sample, inmates previously 
classified at maximum security level received a higher number than 
average of disciplinary citations for rule-breaking. 

There is a moderate correlation between this factor and future 
violence. The sample indicates that inmates previously classified at 
maximum level had high numbers of citations involving violence. 
Those previously classified at minimum level or with no change in 
classification had low numbers of citations reporting violence. 
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questionnaire score 

High quest ionnaire scores correlated strongly with the l ikelihood of 
future rul e-breaking, and very strongly with future violent behav ior. 

current custody l evel 

Very strong correlation. The current custody grade is an exce l lent 
predictor of future rule-break i ng. In the sample, maximum security 
inmates are about twice as like ly to have high numbers of citations 
as other inmates. Minimum security inmates were more like l y to have 
only a few citations. 

The current custody level is also a very good indicator of future 
violent behavior. 

psychological problems 

There is a strong relationship between psychological problems and 
future rule-breaking. 

The correlation is very strong for future violence. In the sample, 
all categories of psychological problems showed elevated numbers of 
citations involving violence. 

exceptional supervision needs 

This factor correlates strongly with future rule-breaking. Inmates 
assessed as informants, those needing physical restraint, those with 
homosexual behavior, and those requiring protective custody ,ad 
higher likelihoods of future rule-breaking. However, those assessed 
as affiliated with organized gangs did not exhibit a tendency toward 
future rule-breaking. 

There was very strong correlation between this factor and future 
violence, particularly for informants, those requiring physical 
restraint, and those exhibiting homosexual behavior. However, no 
trend was seen for those needing protective custody. There was 
insufficient data to establish correlation for those affiliated with 
organized gangs, terrorist groups, or violent activists. 

identif i ed pressure situations 

This factor correlates moderately well with future rule-breaking. 
There is strong correlation between this factor and future violence. 
One category--"other inmate pressure"--shows higher likelihood of 
future violence than do the other categories. 

detainers 

No correlation between detainers and likelihood of future 
rule-breaking is shown. 

There was insufficient data to analyze a relationship with future 
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violent behavior . 

questionnaire score change by overr ide 

There is no correlation between a change in questionnaire score made 
by override and future rule-breaking. 

A very weak correlation is shown between this factor and future 
violence. In the sample, the group with the score changes by 
override showed a tendency to exhibit increased violence. 

custody level change by override 

No correlation was found between a change in custody level made by 
override and likelihood of future rule-breaking or violent behavior. 

A very weak correlation is shown for future rule-breaking. In the 
sample, inmates under age 30 received higher numbers of disciplinary 
citations for rule-breaking, and inmates over 40 tended to receive 
only one or no citations. 

There is moderate correlation between age and future violence. The 
sample group age 22-30 years shows a higher ratio of violence than 
other age groups . 

education level 

No correlation is found between educational level and future 
rule-breaking. 

There was very weak correlation with future violence. 

gender 

No correlation is shown between the gender of the inmate and the 
likelihood of future rule-breaking. 

There was insufficient data to establish a relationship between 
gender and future violence. 

final custody grade 

There is a strong correlation between the final custody grade and 
future rule-breaking. Maximum security level inmates showed the 
highest number of disciplinary reports for rule-breaking, and minimum 
security inmates show the lowest number. 

The correlation between this factor and future violence is very 
strong. Maximum security inmates are most prone to future violent 
behavior, while minimum security inmates are the least prone to 
violence. 
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The inmate sample was also analyzed regarding effects of overrides, escape 
attempts, and changes in custody levels. The accompanying charts present the 
results of each analysis showing how well each factor performed as an 
indicator. Inmates whose scores are near borderlines on the custody grade 
scale are ~ore lik~ly to receive overrides. Most overrides are made to a 
higher custody level. Inmates characterized as hostile or argumentative tend 
to receive ~pward overrides. Those who tend to receive downward overrides 
inc l ude med i um security level inmates, those with one corm,unity-based 
supervision revocation not related to escape, and non-lifers who have served 
more than 10% of a 10+ year total sentence. 

The greatest numbers of escapes occur from minimum custody level. Inmates who 
have prior histories of escape or have multiple revocations from corm,unity 
programs are more likely to attempt escape. Those who have a recent history 
of alcohol / drug use are also more likely to attempt escape than other inmates. 

Serial Study on Inmate Questionnaire Custody Grades 

As time progresses, the questionnaire custody grade may undergo changes. 
Changes in questionnaire custody level that occured between May 1987 and 
November 1988 were examined to determine what factors might foretell such 
changes. Major findings are summarized below: 

o Incidents of rule breaking and violence tended to be associated 
with upgrading in custody level. On the other hand, the lack of 
such incidents was associated with reductions in custody level. 

o Overrides were accompanied by changes in questionnaire custody 
grade. Innmates overridden to higher custody tended to see 
upward changes in questionnaire custody grade. Inmates 
overridden downward tended to see downward changes in 
questionaire custody grade. This association between overrides 
and changes in custody grade is attributable to the corm,on cause 
that both occur more frequently for inmates near the 
questionnaire score borderlines (5/6 and 10/11). 

o One group that often experiences upward custody changes are 
inmates who have served between 10 to 20% of a sentence under 10 
years. Upward questionnaire custody changes are comrm,on among 
i nmates within 2 years of parole or discharge but rare among 
inmates more than 2 years from parole or discharge. 

o Inmates with 3 or more major disciplinary reports listed on the 
first classification tended to show a downward change in serial 
questionnaire custody scores. This group initially had received 
the highest possible score for disciplinary infractions. 
Subsequent scores can only remain the same or improve. A few 
behavioral characteristics (abusive, aggressive, threatening, 
non-responsible and especially non-conforming) were linked to 
downward changes in questionnaire custody grade. The same was 
the case for inmates with repeated incidents indicating 
unadaptabil ity. 

• 

I 



INMATE CLASSIFICATION: CORRELATION OF FACTORS TO OVERRIDES 

• J < (!) 
~ < 

:.: :::> ,_ z :.: :::> w < ~ < 0 UJ 
<( I.I. <( ,_ 

UJ 0 a: .... 
uJ 0 

~ 
w (!) ~ 

UJ 
(!) ~ 

(/') 
~ 

,_ 
~ 

Vl 
I.I.. z :::> <J) z :::> 

UJ :.: ~ UJ :,:: I.I.. 
0 0 < >- z :::> >- 0 0 <( >- z :, 
a: 0 w a: 0 (/') a: a: 0 UJ a: 0 Vl ... UJ UJ .... UJ 

~ (/') ~ ~ > z ~ > r.n ~ ~ > z 

Number of ln,:arcerat1ons • Destruct ive Behavior • '' 

I ' ' I: I, Pr,m ary ()Hense • Non-confor...,ing Behavior • , , 

I 'I 

I' 
I' • • '! Tota l Sentence Leng th Manipulative Behavior 

I • : 1 Pri or Reccrd of Violence • Failure to Accept Responsibility ,, 
for t\ctions 1: 

1 i Escaoe Attempt s • ' 
Unsatisfactory Institutional • I 

I• Ad justment ,, 

, Elemen ts of Escape • Final Custody Level at Most • I , At ternpt Recen t Release ' 
' I ! 
': Tim e Served on Current • Prior Custody Level • 1 · 0!1ense 

, , 

1, 
'j Time Remaining on Current • Questionnaire Score • ,, 

' 
· I Offense '\ 

• 
11 • i 
1 '. Community Correct ions • Current Custody Level '' 
' Revocations 

I 
'' 

Number of Disciplinary • Psychological Problems • . ' 
' 

.1 

Reports 

'I 
Su1cida1 Act • Exceptional Suoervis1on Needs • :I 

1· 
1 ! Ps ychot ic Symptoms • Identified Pressure Situation • i/ i 

I • • l I! Parano id Behavior Detainers 
I ' 
: 1 

i 
1 I Abus ive Behavior • Questionnaire Score Change by • I 
': Override 

' 
t\ggress1ve Sehav1or • Custody Level Change t: y • I' Override 

' 
· Dealing in Contraband • Age • '' 

Alcoho l o· C:ug Usage • Ed ucation Level • ! 

, , Threaten1rg Behavior • Gender '• I 

I' • • , Argur,ientat ive 8eliav1or Institution 

• Hc ~t "i !y -cw3rd .Authcr •:y • ' 

75 



I 
I 

INMATE CLASSIFICATION: USEFULNESS OF FACTORS TO ASSESS RISK OF 
ESCAPE 

c.::, 
...J < <!) 

...J z 
X ::, < z 

X ::, 0 w i w 
a: ,_ <( u.. 

0 
,_ < u.. 

c.::, ~ 
w w c.::, ~ 

w w ,_ 
~ c.n ... 

~ c.n c.n z ::, u.. en z ::, w X u.. w > 0 a <( > z ::, > 0 8 ~ > z a: a: a: er er a: w ,_ 0 w w 0 c.n 
~ 

... w w 0 
> en ::e ~ > z ~ V, 2 ~ > z 

I , 
, Override • Hostility Toward Autholity • I 
I Num~r of Incarcerations • Destructive Behavior • I 
i 
I! 

Primary Offense I • Non-<:onform1ng Behavior • 
I 

/ Total Sentence Length • Man,pulative Behavior • 
I/ Prior Record of Violence • Failure to Accept Responsibility • 1, tor Actions 

i Escape A"empts • Unsatisfactory Institutional • AdIustment 

I Elements of Escape • Final Custody L1vtl at Most • AMempt Recent Aeleast 
I I Timt Served on Currtnt 
Ottens1 • Prior Custody Llvtl • 
Time Remaining on ~rrent • Questionnaire Score 
Otttnse 

Community Corrections • Current Custody L1Yel • 1 
Revocations 

Number of Otsciplinary • Psychological Problems I • Reports 

Suicidal Act • Exceptional SupeNision Nffds • 
Psychotic Symptoms • ld1ntlfltd Preuure Situation • 
Paranoid Behavior • Detainers 

Abusive Behavior • Outstionnaire Score Change by • Override 

Aggressive Behav10f • Custody Ltvel Change by 

i • Override 

1 1 Dealing in Contraband • Age • 
Alcohol or Drug Usage • Education Level • 
Threatening Behavior • Gender • 
Argumentative Behavior • Inst1tutIon • 

< .... 
< 
:i 
u.. 
u.. 
::, 
en 
~ 

I 

. I 

i I ., 
,1 

·, 
I 

i 

I 

' 
.1 
11 

11 
1! 
·1 

' 

I • I 

I 

11 

i 

I 

• I I ·I 
I 

i I 

I 

I 

1: 

' 1 

:1 
I 

: • 



• 

• 

I 

INMATE CLASSIFICATION: CORRELATION OF FACTORS TO CHANGES 
IN CUSTODY LEVEL 

I 

I: Override 

11 

1 ; Numoer of Incarce rat ions , , 
' 
I' 
; '. Pr imary Offense 
: I 
I 

I I Total Sentence Length 

I 

i 
! Pr ior Reco rd of Vi olence 

I 

! Escape Att empts 

I 

' 
! ! Elements of Escape 
f I Attempt 

11 Time Servea on Current 
I Offense 

11 
; T,me Remain ing on Current 

I j Offense 

I I 
1 I Community Correct ions 
11 Re .. ocat1ons 

I 
Number of Dlsc1plinary 
Repor1s 

I 

I ! Su icida l Act 

I I 
I : Psychotic Symptoms 
1, 

' ,, 

11 Paranoid Behavior 

i I Abusive Sehavior 
I 

! 
I 

I 
Aggr ess1•1e Behavior 

,: 

' 
· ; Dealing in Sontraband 
I 

.. Alcohol or Dru g Usage 
,1 

'. 
1 

Threat ening Behavior 

, Argumenta t•ve Beha vior 

(.'.) 

6 
a:: .... 
CJ) 

>a:: 
w 
> 

• 

• 

0 z 
2 ,-.. 
CJ) 

• 
• 

• 

• 

• 

ir::: cc 
~ 

ir::: >-< a:: w w 
~ > 

• 

• 

• 

• 

...J < 
::> ,-.. 

< u. 
0 w 

CJ) u. ::> u. z ::> 
0 r.n 

~ z 

Hostil ity Toward Author,ty 

Destructive Behavior 

Non -conforming Behavior 

Manipu lative Behavior 

• Failure to Accept Responsibility 
for Act ions 

• Uri sat1sfactory lnst itut10,,al 
Ad justnient 

• l"inal Custody Level at Most 
Recent Release 

Pr ior Custody Level 

Questionnaire Score 

• Current Custody Level 

Psychological Problems 

• Exceptional Supervision Needs 

• Identified Pressure Situat ion 

• Detainers 

Questionnaire Score C'1a;-,ge by 
Override 

Custod y Level Change by 
Override 

• Age 

• Education Level 

Gender 

lnst1tut1on 

77 

0 z 
0 
a:: ... 
r.n 
>a:: 
w 
> 

• 

• 
• 

I 

0 z 
2 ... 
CJ) 

• 

• 

• 

w 

i 
w 
0 
0 
~ 

• 

• 

• 

• 

:,,:: 
< w 
:; 
>
a:: 
w 
> 

• 

..J < 
::, ,-
,.._ < 
w 0 
CJ) u. ::, 

~ z ::> 
0 (/) 

z ~ 

• ! ., 

• I 

I 

• 

! 

' ' 

i 

' 
I 

I 

' 

' • I 

• 
i 
I 

: • I 
I 
;· 

' I 
'' 

• I 

' • ' : 

• 



ENTROPY LIMITED FINAL REPORT-III 

o Inmates initially receiving m,n,mum or maximum questionnaire 
custody grades could only move upward or downward, respectively, 
in t he i r custody. Of the initial minimums, 46% received 
upgrades and -t he maximums 43% received downgrades. Among those 
ini: ia l ly classified medium, 20% received downgrades and only 
10~ upgrades. Thus, transitions are far more likely to occur 
from in~a:es in~t ially .classified at the extremes (minimum and 
max imum ) t han f rom those classified in the middle. 

o The inmates not receiving overrides tended to receive a down
graded questionnaire custody level on subsequent reassessment 
58% more often than an upward level. Of those overrides into 
medium or maximum custody, questionnaire grades tended to get 
worse, with questionnaire custody level changing upward 27% of 
the time and downward only 5% of the time. 

3. Recommended Modifications to Custody Classification Instrument 

Although the current instrument for institutional classification performs well 
in distinguishing inmates likely to exhibit rule-breaking and violent 
behavior, the performance can be further improved by a modified scoring system 
which changes the current factor scoring weights and incorporates some 
additional scoring factors. The revised version assigns more weight to 
observed behavioral problems, poor institutional adjustment, and the previous 
disciplinary record. Additional factors entering in the revised scoring • 
system include psychological problems, exceptional supervision needs, certain 
pressure situations, and inmate age. A slight de-emphasis is applied to 
several factors such as length of sentence and time served. Overfitting was 
avoided by shifting the scoring weights from their current values only a 
portion of the amount which would be optimal on the sample data. This 
procedure, via its conservative reweighting strategy, takes into account 
previously gained knowledge in classification. 

In detennining classification custody grade from the modified scoring, it was 
necessary to alter the minimum/medium and medium/maximum thresholds from their 
current values of 5 and 10 to 7 and 14, respectively. This accounts for the 
generally higher scores that result with the re-weighting and the inclusion of 
new factors. The new questionnaire custody grades have the added feature of 
reducing the numbers of inmates assigned to medium custody level. With the 
modified i nstrument, expected minumum, medium, and maximum questionnaire 
custody grades occur with frequencies of 34%, 44% and 22%, respectively. 
Assignments to medium custody grade are reduced by 10% with the modified 
system. 

• 
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C. Application and Use of Custody Classification 

On-site interviews, record reviews, observation of classification co!TITiittees in 
action, analysis of reported classification statistics, and analysis of inmate 
records provided for this study yielded in formation on the manner in which the 
custody and treatment classification systems work. 

A valid, correct ly used Inmate Custody/Treatment Classification System shou ld 
facilitate th e process of managing inmate behavior, reduc i ng disciplinary 
infrac:ions, preventing escapes and select in g appropriate custody / program 
placement. It shou ld promote efficient use of the state's limited prison space 
and associated resources by insuring that inmates are assigned to the l eas t 
restrictive (and hence least expensive) custody level consistent with protection 
of the public, staff and other inmates. It should also insure that decisions on 
custody / supervision are made uniformly, fairly and appropriately for all 
prisoners. 

Staff reports that custody assignments and transfer desisions are now made more 
objectively and more consistently than they were before the classification 
system was implemented. They also feel that, as a general rule, the custody 
classification system works well in sorting inmates into appropriate custody 
levels and treatment programs within the limits of available system resources. 

However, departmental policy does not require that inmates be placed in the 
least restrictive institutional environment according to security and custody 
requirements. Rather, it seeks to promote uniformity and consistency in the 
inmate classification decision. Indeed, departmental policy and practice 
suggests that reductions in custody level are used primarily as tools for 
management of inmate behavior. To effectively serve such a purpose, a 
classification system may tend initially to place some inmates in a higher 
custody status, regardless of the risk they pose, in order that they may "earn 
their way" to lower custody levels. This principle, which is well established 
in Iowa corrections, together with the fact that most specialized treatment 
prograrrrning is available at only one custody level, is largely responsible. for 
what was characterized in the original evaluation of the custody classification 
system as the system's "conservative bias." 

Table 14 below presents data on central classification from September 1984 
through September 1988. The table contains data from reports prepared by the 
classification manager which were made available for this project. 1n addi ti on 
to substantial growth in the rate of admissions to the prison system, the table 
reflects the impact of two significant policy changes on the proportions of new 
admittees classified to various custody levels . 

79 



ENTROPY LIMITED FI~AL REPOR T- III 

Tab le 14. Percentage of Inmates Assigned t o Each Custody Leve l 
By In it i a 1 Inmate Custody Classification 

Time Frame* Nurriber of Cases '-1aximum ~edium Min imum 
Level Leve 1 Leve 1 

9/84-12/84 145 8.3 88.8 2.9 

1/85-12 /85* 189 3.0 92.0 5. 0 

1/86-3 /86 175 4.6 92.0 3. 4 

4/86-6 /86 195 6.8 90.0 3. 2 

7/86-9 /86 185 3.5 82.6 13.9 

10 /86-12 /86 200 2.7 82.0 15. 3 

1/87-12 /87* 204 5.6 64.9 29.6 

1/88-3/88 225 3.3 59.8 36.9 

4/88-6/88 219 2.6 63.7 33.6 

7/88-9/88 228 4.7 61. 2 34.2 

* Unfortunately, quarterly reports were not available for the calendar years 
1985 and 1987, so only yearly averages can be presented for those time per iods. 

Beginning in mid-1986, one can see the impact of the new OWI legislation which 
requires that third time OWI offenders be sentenced to prison and go through 
reception and classification at IMCC before being placed in OWI corrmunity 
residential facilities. Such offenders usually score low on the custody 
classification scoresheet and account for much of the increase in 
classifications to minimum custody. At about the same time, the minimum custody 
capacity of the institutional system increased which probably also contributed 
to increases in classifications to minimum custody. 

The next abrupt shift during 1987 in the proportions of cases classified to 
various custody levels reflects a second significant policy change, the revision 
of the cus t ody classification system which was implemented in April 1987. That 
this rev i sion was at least partially successful in reducing the "conservative 
bias" which the evaluators observed is suggested by the rather sudden decl i ne i n 
the proportion of inmates classified to medium custody and the corresponding 
increase in classifications to minimum custody. 

Other data suggest that the recent r evisions of the classification system may 
not reflect the consensus of central classification staff, who may feel these 
revisions overcompensated for the sys t em's "conservative bias." Analysis of a 

• 

sample of 359 initial custody classif i cations completed between January 1987 and 

1 June 1987 reveals that, while only 6.9 percent of classifications completed 
before May 1 resulted in override, 14.6% of cases classified after 
implementation of the new system were overridden. r,1assification staff at IMCC 
also reported that cases are not only overridden more often under the new 
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system, but that overrides are usually to higher custody, whereas before the 
• system was changed overrides tended to reduce custody classifications. 

• 

• 

Policies, Procedures and Practices 

Completion of th e inmate custody and treatment classification instruments at 
IMCC dur i ng reception processing is an important part of the initial custody 
level and in stituti on assignment process, and these instuments play a 
significant role in the custody decision. At other institutions, however, 
completion of the annual and special Inmate Custody Classification Scoresheets 
serves more to reflect and record decisions regarding custody and institu:ional 
transfer than to provide input to those decisions. Because the centra l 
classification process operates very differently from the reclassificat ion 
process, the two are discussed separately below. 

Central Classification: 

At IMCC, the Central Classification process, at which the initial custody 
classification, treatment program, and institutional assignment decisions are 
made, does not follow DOC policy IN-V-20. Central Classification is not a 
corm,ittee decision. The counselor completes the initial inmate custody 
classification scoresheet and may make a recommendation for override, but the 
final decision on custody level and institutional assignment is made by the 
Classification Manager on the basis of the inmate's file. Inmates do not appear 
before a classification corm,ittee nor are they informed of the classification 
decision or provided any opportunity for appeal.* The Classification Manager 
explains that there simply is not enough time for him to serve as chairman of 
classification committees which would meet with over 200 inmates per month. 

Central classification and initial assignment are probably the most important 
classification decisions made during an inmate's incarceration because they 
establish the starting point for progression to lower levels of custody and for 
the sequencing of treatment programming. If Central Classification is to 
operate under different procedures than reclassification by institutional 
c assification committees, these should be set forth in separate DOC Policy and 
Procedures for Central Classification. Consistency in Central Classification 
and initial institutional assignment is clearly promoted by existing practice in 
which all such decisions are made by counselors. However, the continuing growth 
in the institutional commitments will make it increasingly difficult for one 
individual both to manage the classification system and to make all initial 
classification and assignment decisions. Already, written DOC policies 
regarding an inmate's opportunity to appear before a classification corrmittee, 
to be informed of the classification decision, and to appeal that decision have 
been compromised. 

*In fact, i nmates learn the outcome of the classification and institutional 
assignment decis i on only upon arrival at the institution to which they have been 
assigned by Central Classification. The practice of not informing inmates of 
the institution to which they have been assigned apparently results from 
security concerns stemming from a single incident in which a transport vehicle 
from IMCC was reportedly followed. Several other institutions reported that the 
practice sometimes creates management problems with arriving inmates. Staff at 
other facilities expressed the view th at security concerns could be adequately 
protected by concealing the time of transfer but not the destination. 
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Classif i cation Auth or ity : 

Unl i ke t rans fers be t ween ot her institut ions, transfers from IMCC to any other 
faci l ity as a result of t he Central Classification and reception process 
generally do not requ i re t he approval of t he Superintendent of the transferring 
ins t i t ut ion or th e Depu ty Director for Institutions in Des Moines. Almost all 
t ransfers t o initi al in st itutional assignments following reception and 
cl assifica ti on are made on the authority of the Classification Manager alone. 
The only excep ti on t o this rule is the special guideline for init i al ass ignmen t 
of i nmates serving l ife sentences to the Reformatory rather than the 
Penitentiary. Such exceptional cases requ i re the approval of the Deputy 
Director. 

Classification Scheduling: 

The Cl assification Manager and treatment staff at IMCC report that virtually all 
initial classifications are completed within 21 days of commitment, as required. 

Information Availability: 

The Classification Manager at IMCC indicated that the information available to 
him is generally sufficient to accurately classify and assign inmates. On the 
other hand, some counselors complained that lack of PSI's in some cases means 
that reliable information required to complete the initial scoresheet is not 
available in time.* In such cases they feel they must rely too heavily on 
self-report data from their inteview with the inmate. Inmate information • 
indicating low risk is viewed with scepticism. In the absence of accurate and 
reliable indicators of low scores on each item and on the total score, 
counselors tend to score conservatively and/or to recommend overrides from 
minimum to medium custody. 

District offices should prepare a Presentence Investigation (or a Commitment 
Surrrnary Report containing essentially the same information) on all offenders 
likely to be sentenced to prison, even if a PSI is not requested by the court. 
Such information should be forwarded to IMCC in the event the inmate is 
sentenced to prison. 

Criteria: 

Confidence in the classification instruments as effective guidelines for 
cl ass i f i cat i on decisions and institut ional assignment appears to be higher at 
IMCC (C entra l Classification) than it i s elsewhere in the system. This is 
suggested by the fact that overrides i n the sample occurred twice as often on 
reclassifications as on initial classifications. Such data must be interpreted 

*IMCC counse l ors indicated that files on inmates committed from the 5th District 
were most likely to be lacking a PSI in time for classification. Staff i n the 
5th District indicated that they do not send PSI's to IMCC when inmates are 
sentenced to prison because the Coun ty Attorney has advised them that PSI 
reports belong to the court and it i s th e responsibility of the Clerk of Courts I 
to send them to IMCC. They were unaware of the problem of ISP's not being 
received in time to classify inmates and said they would look into the problem 
of delays at the Clerk's Office. 
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cautiously, however, since at institutions other than IMCC, overrides of a 
change in custody score at reclassification may be required to retain inmate in 
ongoing treatment programs. 

The Cl assification Manager has developed Classification Guidlines for the 
Assignment of Inmates Following Reception. These guidelines establish genera l 
criteria for recommending inmates for transfer to each of seven facilities in 
the correct i ona l system -- the Iowa Men's Reformatory at Anamosa (IMR ) , Mt. 
Pleasant Correctional Facility (MSU), the Correctional Treatment Un i t at 
Cl ar i nda (CTU), Riverview Release Center at Newton (RRC), the Iowa State 
Penitentiary at Fort Madison (ISP), and the John Bennett Correctiona l Center at 
Fort Madison (JBC). General criteria are provided regarding Custody Score, 
Program Needs, Sentence Length, Health Care Needs, Offense History, Behavior, 
and the Parole Board's Risk Assessment. Reasons justifying exceptions to the 
guidelines for assignment to each institution are also set forth. 

A separate guideline addresses the initial assignment of inmates sentenced to 
life terms. This guideline does not incorporate any of the criteria set fort h 
above. Instead, it states that "Inmates sentenced to a life term will normally 
be assigned to the Penitentiary." "Exceptional cases" may require initial 
assignment to the Men's Reformatory, but such cases require the approval of the 
Deputy Director. 

These central classification guidelines for institutional assignment have been 
developed by the Classification Manager for the institutional assignment of 
inmates. Although they are not a part of the DOC Policy and Procedures Manua l , 
and they have not been shared with receiving institutions or with the 
classification system review committee, they reflect the translation of DOC 
policies and the Custody Classification system into practices regarding 
institutional assignment of inmates. 

The Central Classification guidelines should be reviewed by the Classification 
System Review Corrmittee and incorporated into DOC Policies and Procedures. They 
should be revised as necessary to insure that inmates are initially assigned to 
institutions whose security levels are consistent with their custody 
classification, as determined by custody score, unless explicitly overridden. 

Reclassification: 

Compliance with DOC policies and procedures regarding classification is 
inconsistent. Furthermore, not all institutions have written policies and 
procedures which govern inmate classification. Many have no written procedures 
by which inmates may appeal classification decisions, as required by DOC Policy 
IN-V-20 I.l.F. Examination of classification policies and practices has not 
been included in DOC institutional inspections. 

Audits of institutional policies and procedures regarding classification shou l d 
be incorporated into the Department's annual inspection of institutions. Every 
institution should be expected to follow DOC policies and procedures relating t o 
an i nmate's right to appear before the classification conmittee, to be informed 
of the decision and to be given an opportunity to appeal . 
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Classification Authority: 

Although DOC po l icy IN-V-2O implies that all classification decisions, including 
initial custody classification, shall be made by an institutional classifica: ion 
committee composed of· the inmate's correctional counselor, a representative of 
t he treatment staff, and a senior staff member who will serve as chairman of the 
committee, this is not the case at all institutions. At Mt. Pleasant 
Correctional Faci l ity, for example, the classification corrrnittee observed was 
composed of the treatment ~anager, the inmate's counselor, and the staff 
psychologist. Facility staff indicated that security staff are generally not 
included on classification committees despite the provisions of ~OC Policy 
IN-V-2O I.l.B because there is not sufficient security staff to perform that 
function. 

The treatment directors approve all overrides, and in some institutions they 
review all classification decisions. However, as a general rule, the 
warden / superintendent does not approve all classification overrides but only 
those which would permit an inmate to work outside the facility or those 
involving a recommendation for transfer to another institution. 

DOC policies regarding institutional transfer should be revised to reflect th~ 
authority of the Deputy Director to override an inmate's custody classification 
or to reverse an override by the institutional classification corm,ittee. Policy 
should require that such actions by the Deputy Director be recorded and 
justified. 

Classification Scheduling: 

DOC pol icy provides "Each inmate must be given the opportunity to appear before 
the classification corrrnittee for purposes of review a minimum of once every 
twelve (12) months." To insure this, the classification system requires annual 
completion of a regularly scheduled (Type 2) classification scoresheet on each 
inmate. 

Compliance with time requirements for reclassification is generally high. Only 
seven percent (7~) of reclassifications in the sample occurred more than 12.5 
months after the preceding classification. 

Regularly scheduled (Type 2) reclassifications at Mt. Pleasant are generally _not 
a committee function. Completion of type 2 scoresheets and updating of the ACIS 
cl assificat ion screen are a routine paperwork task which falls to the 
counselors. Regularly scheduled reclassifications play little or no role in 
custody classification decisions. Hence, counselors do not generally bother to 
override scores of minimum or maximum on Type 2 classifications for inmates who 
w i 11 rem a i n at Mt . P 1 ea s ant . 

At ~SU, the classification committee conducts annual "preparole" reviews of an 
inmate's status before his annual parole hearing and reviews program 
assignments, privilege levels and custody classifications as circumstances 
require. Generally, the Inmate Custody Classification Scoresheet is not 
prepared for or considered by the classification committee. At preparole 
classifications the issue is usually the institutional staff recorm,endation to 
the parole board regarding release. At special classifications, the issue is 
whether to change the inmate's programs, privileges, housing assignment, etc., 
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or possibly to transfer him to another facility. Only after these decisions are 
made by the classification corrrnittee, and only if the decision requires 
completion of an unscheduled reclassification (e.g., to support an institutional 
transfer request), does the counselor rescore the inmate and if necessary 
override the score to reflect the custody level implicit in the committee's 
decision. · 

At IMR the counselor prepares a Type 2 scoresheet at every inmate's annual 
preparole cl assification corrrnittee review. This practice is designed solely to 
i nsure compliance with the procedural requirement for annual reclassifications, 
not to provide infonnation relevant to the committee's deliberations which are 
focused on recommendations to be made to the Parole Board, not changes to be 
made in the i nmate's custody classification, treatment prograrrming or 
institutional assignment. 

The average length of stay before release from the institutional system is about 
14 months. Although reclassifications are scheduled annually, the average 
length of stay in individual facilities before release or transfer to another 
facility varies from a low of about one month to a high of about 10 months. 
(July 1988, E-1 Report.) Sixty-one percent (61%) of all reclassifications in 
the sample occurred less than 6.5 months after the preceding classification. 
Forty percent (40%) occurred before 3.5 months had passed. Average lengths of 
stay at any institution and in the system overall suggest that reclassifications 
should be scheduled no more than six months after the last regularly scheduled 
or unscheduled classification. 

Information Availability: 

Counselors report that, at reclassification, information available to them to 
complete the Inmate Custody Classification Scoresheet is generally sufficient, 
reliable and accurate. 

Criteria: 

The guidelines developed by the Classification Manager are a useful tool for 
improving the consistency of institutional assignment recorrrnendations. The 
development of similar guidelines for institutional transfer requests upon 
reclassification of inmates should be undertaken by the Department. 

Override Policies and Placement Consistent With Classification: 

There is no clear written policy or system-wide accepted practice regarding the 
circumstances in which overrides of the custody classification questionnaire 
score are justified or required. For example, some staff believe that an 
inmate's custody score should be overridden to justify transfer to or continued 
placement in a facility which has programs which the inmate needs and which are 
unavailable at facilities whose security level corresponds to the inmate's 
appropriate custody level. Others indicate that an override for treatment 
reasons is inappropriate and placement in a facility with appropriate 
prograrrrning should be accomplished without overriding an inmate's custody score 
to match the security level of the facility. Similarly, although the Deputy 
Director reports that resource limitations require that minimum security inmates 
be overridden to medium custody to perform outside work at medium security 
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facilities, the central classification guidelines im ply · at minimum custody 
inmates :nay be assigned to medium security facilities for such work without an 
override to medium custody. 

~lthough most staff expressed general agreement with the revisions to the 
scoreshee: implemented in April 1987, the rate of reported overrides in the 
samp le ro se from 17~ und er the old system to 28% under the present system. It 
has been suggested that the major impetus for the revision of the classification 
system was not the evaluation report two years ear li er which suggested that the 
system was overclassifying offenders, but the recent influx of OWI offenders for 
whom all too often medium custody scores had to be overridden to minimum cu stody 
before they were transferred to corrrnunity residential facilities. 
Classification staff are clearly more comfortable overriding a substant i al 
proportion of cases to higher custody l evels than they were overriding a smal ler 
proportion of cases to lower levels. 

More than one-third of the current inmate population are housed in facilities 
whose security level is inconsistent with their custody classification score. 
One-fifth of the population are placed in facilities outside their assigned 
custody level (after overrides). The proportion of an institution's total 
population whose custody classification is inconsistent with the institution's 
security level varies from over one-third at RWC to less than 2% at RIV. 

Reporting of overrides is inaccurate and incomplete. Overrides were reported in 
27% of current inmate classifications; however in 8% of these cases the reported 
"override" did not result in a change in custody level from the scored level. • 
149 inmates scoring 8 to 10 points on the custody classification scoresheet ar~ 
classified maximum without a reported override. Transfers approved by the 
Deputy Director which place inmates outside their recorded custody level are, in 
effect, overrides which are never reported. 

Inmates are much more likely to be placed in facilities which are more secure 
than their score indicates they require than they are to be placed in facilities 
which are less secure. Placements above score level are most likely at RWC, 
ISP, MSU, CTU and IMCC. Forty-five percent of the combined populations of these 
facilities are in more secure custody than their scores on the Inmate Custody 
Classification Scoresheet would indicate they require. 

Twenty-five percent of the institutional population are accurately reported as 
being classified by override rather than by score. Seventy-nine percent of 
accurately reported overrides were to a higher custody level. Over 50% of 
overrides on the current classifications of inmates are overrides of a minimum 
custody score to medium custody level. Administrators report that a lack of 
funds to hire staff to perform work outside the walls of medium security 
facilities or to supervise true medium custody inmates performing those tasks, 
and the lack of minimum security beds to house minimum custody inmates 
performing those jobs often requires the override of minimum custody inmates to 
medium custody. 

Counselors report and the sample data confirm that the standard reasons for 
override listed on the back of the scoresheet are seldom used to justify a • 
custody override. Almost all overrides are justified by textual explanations in 
the "other circumstances" field. There is no systematic review of the frequency 
and types of reasons for custody overrides. 
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DOC pol icy should clearly state that the assigned custody level of an inmate, 
determined by questionnaire score unless overridden, must match the custody 
classification of the institution to which he is assigned. Overrides of the 
questionnaire score should be justified by one or more reasons defined in the 
fo l lowing specific categories: 

- for reasons of security (i.e., reasons why a higher level of custody 
may be required, or a lower level may be sufficient, to control the 
inmate's institutional behavior, prevent escape, etc.). A spec i fi c 
description of the reasons why the inmate requires a higher leve l of 
custody should be required. 

for reasons of treatment (i.e., programming to meet specified inmate 
needs is not available within the custody level appropriate for the 
inmate). 

- for reasons of institutional overcrowding (i.e., bedspace is 
currently unavailable at the custody level appropriate for the 
inmate). 

The proportions of classifications and reclassifications overridden for each 
class of reason set forth above should be separately and routinely monitored. 

Whenever the proportion of either classifications or reclassifications 
overridden for reasons of security exceeds 15%, revision of the instrument 
should be considered, since these overrides suggest that the instrument does not 
satisfactorily identify the security level which an inmate requires. 

Overrides for reasons of treatment and for reasons of institutional crowding 
should be monitored separately. These are indicators of resource allocation 
problems, not of problems with the classification instrument's ability to 
measure security risk. The information which they provide can be extremely 
valuable to management as indicators of program and/or bedspace shortfalls at 
various custody levels, but only if they can be separated from overrides for 
reasons of security. 

Special Classes of Inmates: 

DOC Policy regarding inmates serving life sentences specifies that "inmates 
serving life sentences will not be assigned and maintained in maximum custody 
based so l ely on their life sentences," but sets minimum guidelines that such 
inmates will spend in each custody grade. These guidelines specify that lifers 
must spend at least 10 years in Maximum custody, at least 5 more years in Medium 
custody, and at least 3 more years in Minimum custody before being considered 
for Minimu~ Live-out. Stringent criteria and extensive approvals are required 
for reclassification of lifers to lower custody levels even after the minimum 
guidelines are met. Although the lifer policy specifically states that "the 
goal of the Classification System is to assign all inmates based on their 
security and program needs" and provides that 1 ifers wi 11 process through 
reception at IMCC and be assigned to a correctional facility "based on their 
custody classification criteria point score plus other exceptional 
considerations," it appears that both at initial classification and at 
reclassifications the minimum guidelines operate as an automatic override of a 
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questionnaire score which would assign a l ifer to a lower custody level. 

OWI admiss ions which had been averaging 15 or 16 per month have risen to 25 per 
mont h in 1988. The cost of reception and central classification of OWI 
offenders at cl assificaton is intended to aid the institutional assignment 
process. The recept ion and classificaiotn of OWI offenders at IMCC is an 
expensive and un necessa ry process, since such offenders are rout i ne l y 
t ransferred t o Commun ity Residential Centers and are not retained i n the 
i ns ti tut ional system. Ei ther the OWI legislation shou ld be amended t o perm i t 
sentnceing directly to community facilities, or central reception of OWI 
offenders shou ld be expedited to facilitate the rapid transfer of these 
offenders to communtiy facilities. 

Treatment Program Surrrnary: 

DOC Policies and Procedures have not yet been revised to reflect the 
discontinuance of the Inmate Treatment Needs Checklist. This checklist prov id ed 
standard criteria to be used in determining whether an inmate had a treatment 
need. Its use, which reportedly had always reportedly been sporadic and 
inconsistent, was discontinued in 1987 because it was felt by treatment staff t o 
be too complicated and time consuming. 

The Treatment Program Summary which had been utilized in conjunction with the 
Checklist was revised. The revised form, and the ACIS screens which correspond 
to it, no longer captures coded information on treatment program participation. 
As a result, the DOC has, to date, been unable to provide treatment program • 
participation data to the Parole Board so that it may report to the Legis lat ure 
on the relationship between program participation in prison and success on 
parole. The current Treatment Program Summary is not consistently and reliably 
completed by counselors. The ACIS system was unable to supply any treatment 
program data for validation of this instrument's role in the classification 
process. Inmates' identified needs, and their participation in and completion 
of institutional programs, should be routinely recorded in ACIS in a coded form 
which permits aggregate analysis. 

The current Treatment Program Summary is used by central classification 
primarily as a checklist of available programs to insure that the inmate's need 
for programs currently available in the institutional system are identified and 
considered in the institutional assignment decision. It is used by 
instit ut ional counselors primarily as a case planning tool to schedule and 
documen t th e i nmate's participation in programs available at that facility and 
t o j ust i fy t ransfer to other facilities for other programs. 

Most counse l ors and classification corrrnittees evaluate an inmate's treatment and 
program needs i n relation to programs available at the receiving institution 
within 3-4 wee ks following the inmate's _arrival. Counselors at other facilities 
seemed generally satisfied with the Treatment Needs Summary and diagnostic 
i nformation provided by IMCC. Satisfaction with infonnation from other 
facilities was less consistent and not as high. Most counselors regret no 
longer receiving a discharge surm,ary on an inmate from the sending institution, 
although they appreciate no longer having to prepare one when transferring • 
inmates to other facilities. The Inmate Custody Classification Scoresheet and 
Treatment Program Summary from sending institutions are not considered a 
satisfactory alternative to the discharge surm,ary. 
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As overa l l time served and l ength of stay i n each facility get shorter, i t 
becomes increas i ngly important to minimize th e "dead time" which an i nmate 
spends during reception and evaluation at t he receiving institution. The 
Divis ion of Institutions should consider returning to the requirement that 
transferring institutions prepare a discharge summary on inmates to be sent to 
t he receiv i ng i nstitution. Policy and procedure should require that the 
Treatment Program Summary be updated within 21, rather than 60, days of the date 
t he i nmate arr i ves at t he receiving institution. 

The current Treatment Program Summary is not a comprehensive assessment of 
i nmate treatment needs. It does not gather data which can be used to iden t ify 
treatment needs of the inmate populations which are not being addressed by 
current ly available programs. Inmates' needs for treatment should be assessed 
independent of resources available for treatment so that budget requests can 
reflect documented needs for additional services or programs. 

Information System Issues: 

The ACIS system contains no edit checks of data entered on either the inmate 
custody classification screen or the treatment program surrrnary screen. A 1987 
audit of the ACIS system by the System Administrator for data entry accuracy 
revealed errors in the entry of data from the custody classification scoresheet 
in about 10% of sampled ACIS classification records. A significant number of 
errors in logic and arithmetic were also discovered in classification files 
furnished for this study . 

Program edit checks should be developed for verification of data entry of 
classification infonnation, including acceptance only of valid codes or point 
values for each data item, system calculation of Questionnaire Score to check 
against total entered, check of Questionnaire Custody/Grade against 
Questionnaire Score, logic check of Questionnaire Custody/Grade (Item III) with 
Override Y/ N and Modified Grade (Item IX), logic check of Reasons for Override 
(Items IV - VIII) with Override Y/N (Item IX). The system also should be able 
to generate or check answers to 03, 06, 09, 012. 

Output reports based upon classification data are of limited utility to 
i nstitutional staff. The ACIS system provides little, if any, infonnation which 
can be used for program planning or institutional management based upon data 
collected by the custody/treatment classification system. The only report that 
supervisors and institutional counselors receive routinely is the "tickler 
report" informing them of those inmates on their caseloads who are due or 
overdue for regularly scheduled reclassifications. These reports are viewed 
mo r e a s s y s t em " n a g report s " t h an u s e f u 1 i n f o rm a t i on . Co u n s e 1 or s c om p 1 a i n e d 
that these reports are often not based upon current information, and that 
i nmates who have already been transferred from their caseload may appear on 
their tic kler report as overdue for reclassification. IMR has discontinued all 
use of these tickler reports, and instead completes a Type 2 scoresheet at every 
inmate's annual pre-parole classification committee review. 

Furthermore, until very recently, a regularly scheduled reclassification was 
required by these system reports one year after the last regularly schedu l ed 
reclassification even if a special reclassification had occurred i n the interim. 
The Classification Manager indicated that this was not consistent with the 
intent of the classification system, the goal of which is to insure that an 
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inmate's custody status, treatment progress and program needs are reviewed at 
l east every 12 months. In early conversations, he indicated that he had bee, 
trying for years, without success, to get the programmers to change the way th e 
tickler reports were generated. During the last site visit to IMCC, he was 
surprised t o discover that this change had finally been made, since that fact 
had not been conmunicated to him or to any other classification staff. 

The System Administrator for the Division of Institutions, who acts as li aison 
between institutional staff requesting system changes and staff at the 
information center who must implement programming changes, is not as fam il iar 
with the classification module of the system as with other areas. Steps sho u d 
be taken to improve liaison between institutions and data processing 
reclassification. For example, the classification system review corrmittee mig ht 
also act as a user ' s group regarding automation of classification process, 
providing input to an ACIS user's group which coordinates all institutional 
needs for data processing. Users should be routinely informed of changes to 
classification system software and procedures. 

The Inmate Custody Classification Scoresheet does not provide for or require 
justification of overrides of a custody classification score by the Deputy 
Director, not does it provide for his reversal of an override made by the 
institutional classification conmittee to justify a request for institutional 
transfer. As a result the ACIS database may contain an inaccurate record of the 
assigned custody classification of inmates whose custody level has been 
determined by the action of the Deputy Director in granting or denying a 
transfer. The forms and the ACIS screens should be revised to accurately • 
reflect and collect information on override practices. 

Training: 

Although data entry of classification information has been audited as part of 
general ACIS data entry audit, qualitative audits of inmate records to check 
scoring accuracy, to assess the quality of information on which custody and 
treatment needs scoring is based, to measure compliance with time requirements 
for reclassification, and to determine whether housing assignments are 
consistent with custody classification have never been conducted by the DOC. 
Such an audit of the functioning of the classification system should be included 
in the Department's annual accreditation of institutions, and the results should 
be summarized in a statewide institutional classification system audit report. 

Systemwide training in classification has occurred only twice -- when the 
systemm was first implemented in 1982, and following the revision of the system 
i n 1987. The classification manager shou ld conduct regular tests for accuracy 
and consistency within and across institutions in scoring and classificaiotn of 
hypothetical case scenaries. Regular training in inmate custody/treatment 
classification should be targeted at problems identified by such periodic tests. 

90 

• 



• 

ENTROPY LIMITED FINAL REPORT-III 

D. Match Between Facility Resources and Needs 

Analysis of the causes, effects, and extent of overcrowding of Iowa's 
correctional institutions is beyond the scope of this effort and will be more 
appropriately and thoroughly addressed in the Master Planning effort to follow. 
However, no inmate classification system can operate as intended unless 
sufficient space is available at all custody levels and in all treatment 
programs to per~it the assignment of inmates in accordance with the 
classification system. That such is not the case in Iowa is evidenced by t he 
frequent use of overrides to place inmates into available rather than 
appropriate beds, by the substantial mismatch between inmates' custody 
classifications and the security levels of the institutions in which they are 
placed, and as described below, by the existence of lengthy waiting lists for 
transfers between institutions. 

The Existence and Extent of Waiting Lists: 

Although no central waiting list of transfers is maintained or managed by the 
central office, departmental and institutional policies and practices reflect 
clear priorities regarding transfers among facilities. Initial institutional 
assignments are made by the Classification at IMCC. All transfers between 
institutions administered by different wardens/superintendents must be approved 
by the Director of Institutions. Transfers between ISP, JBC and FMl and those 
between IMR and Luster Heights are made on the approval of the wardens of these 
facilities are almost never made directly to Luster Heights, and most transfers 
to JBC and FMl are directly through ISP. 

Beds at IMCC must be available for the reception and classification of new 
commitments, so IMCC has priority for transfers to all other institutions. 
Specialized treatment programs at CTU are in great demand, so transfers out to 
other facilities are expedited. Riverview is reserved for inmates nearing 
release and is in great demand becasuse of the increased pressure to parol~. 
As a result, failures at Riverview are expeditiously transferred out to other 
facilities. Demand for MSU programs is high, particularly at IMR and ISP, so 
it is relatively easy for MSU to trade inmates back to these facilities should 
they fail in treatment. Transferring treatment successes to lower security 
institutions is more difficult for MSU. ISP space is in some demand since it 
is the only maximum security institution in the state. Since it is working 
under a court-imposed cap, ISP can trade inmates to other facilities. At the 
bottom of the priority list is IMR, which is expected to accept promptly and 
inmates other facilities send and must wait the longest to transfer inmates to 
to other facilities. 

There is no centralized waiting list for treatment programming available in the 
institutional system nor any aggregate assessment of the treatment programming 
needs of the inmmate population. Most institutions maintain only very 
short-term waiting lists for institutional prograrrming and cannot assess the 
treatment needs of the institutional population as a whole. Because no 
centralized waiting list for institutional transfers is maintained, waiting 
list information was obtained from each institution . 

On December 28, 1988, 15 inmates at ISP had been approved by ISP for transfer 
to medium security facilities. Of thesP. 15, 8 were awaiting transfer to CTU, 5 
to IMCC, 1 to IMR and 1 to MSU. Only 1 of the 15 inmates had been reclassified 
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t o med ium cu st ody. The inma t e awaiting transfer t o IMR had been approved by 
ISP for transfer 7 months earl i er. Inmates await i ng transfer to CTU had been 
~aiting from 6 days to 5 months. Those awaiting transfer to IMCC had been 
wait i ng f rom 16 days t o more than 6 months. The one pending request for 
t ransfer t o MSU ~as on ly 5 days old. 

MS U repor t ed on Jece~ber 28, 1988 t hat 26 inmates were on the waiting li st for 
transfer t o ot here facilities. However, 15 of these transfers were wait i ng no t 
for a bed t o become ava il able at the receiving institution, but because th ei r 
t ransfer to ISP or IMCC had been pl aced on "hold" by MSU staff. Staff repor t 
t hat th is usua l ly i ndicates t hat an inmate who had been approved for t ransfer 
for refusing to participate in treatment had subsequently entered the treatmen t 
program. The "adverse" transfer is on hold but serves as an incentive for the 
inmate to cooperate with treatment. Of those transfers waiting for space t o 
become available, the longest wait had been 7 weeks and only 3 had been wa i t ing 
l onger than a month. 

The longest waiting lists occur at IMR. As of 12/15/88, 87 inmates at IMR were 
awaiting transfer to other institutions. 

- Fifty-three inmates at IMR were awaiting transfer to ISP. Of 
these 39 had been approved for transfer by Des Moines and had 
been waiting an average of over 8 months. The longest had been 
waiting since March, 1987. 

- Eight inmates had been approved by !MR for transfer to IMCC 
patient beds, and 7 of these had already been approved by the 
Director of Institutions. Average time to date on the waiting 
list for these seven was over 6 months, and the longest had 
been waiting since May, 1987. 8 more inmates had been approved 
for transfer to the Special Needs Unit at IMCC. These had been 
waiting on average about 3 months. 

- No inmates were awaiting transfer to RRC on 12/15/88. Records 
for the year show that the number of transfers from !MR to RRC 
averaged only 3 per month and the average wait was 2-3 weeks. 

- Eight inmates were on the waiting list for transfer to CTU 
although only 4 had already been approved by Des Moines. Of 
th ese four, one had been on the l ist since August 1988 but was 
on hold pending completion of his high school diploma or GED. 
Hi storical records indicate that transfers to CTU from IMR 
averaged 4 per month in 1988 with an average wait of 4-6 weeks. 

- Two inmates at IMMR had been waiting transfer to NCCF since 
9/ 30 /88. None had been appro ved for transfer to NCCF since 
that date. Staff reported t hat virtually all available beds at 
NCCF are now filled by IMCC di rectly from reception. 

No waiting lists for transfers to ot her facilities were reoorted by NCCF, RRC, • 
MTV or CTU. Because the demand for CT U programs is so great, CTU monitors most 
carefully its waiting list of inmates at ot~er facilities awaiting transfer 
into the facility. Staff report that, as of 12/16/88, 13 inmates were awaiting 
transfer to CTU. Of these, 10 were awaiting transfer to the TOW 



-

ENTROPY LIMITED FINAL REPORT-II I 

program, with the longest having been on the CTU list for 3 months. Of three 
i nmates awaiting transfer in the Special Learning Unit at CTU, one from ISP had 
been waiting since August. 

Ba l ance of Resources and Needs: 

Tab le 15 shows the official design capacity of Iowa's institutions by security 
l evel* and the custody classifications of the inmate population on 12 / 15 /88, as 
determined by the classification committee and as defined by their score on th e 
cu stody cl assification scoresheet. 

Table 15. Institutional Beds and Population 

Institutional Beds Inmates at Each Custody Level (12/15 /88 ) 

Custody Sy s t em De s i g n By Custody By Custody 
Leve 1 Capacity Classification Score 

N % N % N % 

MIN 380 (13%) 555 (18%) 853 (28%) 
MED** 1968 (67%) 1756 ( 59%) 1725 (58%) 
MAX 570 (20%) 689 (23%) 421 (14%) 

TOTAL 2918 3000 3000 

These data indicate that available bedspace is not well suited to the custody 
needs of the inmate population as measured by the current custody scoring 
system. A significantly better match is achieved by the use of the 
classification system's override feature. However, it is questionable whether 
overrides better identify inmates' custody requirements than does their score, 
or whether the use of overrides reflects the system's inability to accommodate 
inmates at their appropriate custody level. Some overrides are clearly made 
t o place inmates in higher security institutions which may offer programming 
unavailable at their appropriate custody level; others may be required simply 
because no space is available at the custody level to which an inmate should 
properly be assigned. 

*Several medium security institutions have a unit or several beds set aside 
for minimum security inmates doing work outside the facility. However, 
administration reports that minimum security inmates are housed in these 
facilities not by design, but because of system overcrowding and a lack of 
staff either to perform outside jobs or to supervise medium custody inmates 
in such work. Therefore, for purposes of examining the match between 
institutional resources and needs as identified by the classification 
instrument, these departures from system design capacity have been ignored. 

**Includes unclassified inmates housed in ~edium custody at IMCC. 
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It should be noted that by 1/19/89 the institutional population had reached 
3072, or 154 over design capacity, and the state's largest medium security 
facilities at Anamosa and Mt. Pleasant were 127 inmates above their design 
capacity. Clearly, unless current sentencing and/or paroling policies change, 
Iowa needs additional institutional capacity. However, the results of this 
analysis suggest that careful consideration should be given in the development 
of th e master p:an to th e question whether the greatest need for additional 
space is at medium custody, or whether there are sufficient numbers of inmates 
~ho require on ly ~inimum custody but also need programming currently availab le 
only in medium security facilities to warrant significant additions to th e 
state's minimum custody programming and bedspace. 

Fort Madison 
Industries 

Anamosa 
Industries 

Newton 

Mount Pleasant 
Industries 

Rockwell City 

Clarinda 

Mitchvil l e 
Industries 

Oakdale 

Table 16. Iowa Department of Corrections Filled Positions 
As of December 13, 1988 

Administration 

Business Office 
Registrar 
Communications 
Canteen 

40 

28 

13 

27 

7 

7 

8 

24 

Security 

350 

212 

25 

150 

42 

67 

53 

148 

94 

Care & Treatment 

Counseling 
Religious 
Medical 
Activities 

31 
13 

40 
37 

9 

40 
2 

6 

8 

13 
3 

26 

Support 

Dietary 
Maintenance 
Housekeeping 

40 

35 

8 

53 

8 

10 

29 

461 
13 

31 ,. . ::, -37 

55 

270 
2 

63 

82 

84 
3 

24 7 
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IV. USE OF CURRENT COMMUNITY CORRECTIONS RESOURCES 

A. The Corm,unity Corrections Risk/Needs Assessment System 

l. Hi st ory 

FINAL REPORT- IV 

In 1982 th e dir ectors of Iowa's eight jud ici al district Departmen t s of 
Correc ti ona l Serv i ces formed a corm,ittee of representatives from eac h distr ict 
to deve l op a probation case classificat i on and workload management syste~. Such 
sys t ems use standardized criteria to classify clients i nt o different l eve: s of 
supervision, and define minimum standards for supervision at each l eve l . Based 
on th e amount of time required to supervise cases in accordance with these 
standards, community corrections resources can thus be allocated based on actu al 
work load rather than simple caseload measures. In addition to its resource 
management uses, a case classification system can be helpful in evaluat i ng 
services and programs, improving case planning and service delivery to cli ents, 
increasing officer accountability, estimating impacts of po~sib l e po l icy or 
legislative changes, and enhancing public safety. 

In order to implement such a system in Iowa, the committee of distric t 
representatives, with technical assistance from the National Institute of 
Corrections and Isthmus Associates, Inc., examined other states' community 
corrections classification models for possible adoption by Iowa. The 
classification approach developed by the Wisconsin Bureau of Community 
Corrections, which uses assessments of offenders' risk of recidivism and need 
for services to assign clients to supervision levels, was selected by t he 
corm,ittee for implementation in Iowa. The corm,ittee made a few modificat i ons in 
Wi sconsin's needs assessment scale but none in its risk scale, and the resu lti ng 
i nstruments for Iowa Assessment and Reassessment of Client Risk/Need were 
adopted by the Department of Corrections and the eight districts. Minimum 
contact standards for four supervision levels (intensive, normal, minimum and 
administrative) were also defined and adopted at this time. Subsequently, 
statewide training of all officers and supervisors was conducted, and the system 
was fully implemented by January of 1984. 

In Ju ly of that year, the judicial districts were given responsibility for 
supervising all parole and interstate compact cases, and for the administration 
of work re l ease programs for prisoners placed in corm,unity-based facilities. 8y 
1986, th e districts' responsibilities were expanded further to include 
residen t ia l programs for OWI offenders sentenced to the Department of 
Correcti ons. The risk/needs assessment system is currently used by the 
di str ic ts to classify both probationers and parolees into four levels of 
super vi sion. No comparable instruments have been developed for use with 
res idents of Iowa's corm,unity-based facilities (i.e., work releases, OWI 
i nmat es, and offenders sentenced by t he court directly to such facilities ) . 

In th e spring of 1984, shortly after the risk / needs classification system was 
fu ll y implemented in all districts, a time study was conducted by Isthmus 
Assoc i atees, Inc., to ascertain t ime requirements for the districts' clien t 
supervis i on and investigation functions. For two months, all Iowa probat i on and 
parole officers recorded the amount of t ime they spent on client and collatera l 
contacts, court-related activities, interviews, information-gathering 
activities, and related paperwork for a sample of their caseload (averaging 9 t o 
11 cases per officer). Based on this, the average times required to supervise 
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cases at the four supervision levels and to complete a variety of investigative 
functions were computed. By multiplying these averages by the total numbers of 
cases supervised at each l evel and investigations completed during a given tim e 
period, a total agency workload was determined. The average number of hours per 
month each officer has available to spend on these functions was also calculated 
by the consultant, so that the Department and the districts cou ld ascertain how 
many officers would be required to perform the supervision and inv est igati on 
func:ions represented by their total workload. The result of this time study 
was the first workload-based resource needs assessment of Iowa field servi ces. 

Because the 1984 time study was conducted so soon after the impl emen tation of 
the risk and needs classification system, questions as to the comprehensiveness 
and accuracy of its findings arose. Since it is essential that resource 
allocation decisions be based on complete and valid information, a second time 
study was conducted by the National Council on Crime and Delinquency i n the fa1 1 
of 1987. By then, the classification system had been in use for near ly four 
years, and it was presumed that participating staff fully understood the 
importance of recording all time invested in supervision and investigation 
functions. In addition, a few functions which had not been a part of the 
original study (e.g., informal sentencing and bond reduction reports ) were 
included in the second study. Although the sampling methodology used was 
similar to that of the 1984 study, a substantially higher proportion of the 1987 
sample cases met minimum contact standards and thus could be included in 
computing average workload requirements. The second time study report, 
publ i shed in February 1988, showed increases in time required for most 

- supervision and investigation categories. 

• 

Based on the results of this second time study, the Department of Correct ions 
drafted a Resource Allocation Model (RAM), published in October, 1988, which 
assigns workload values to work performed by probation and parole officers. 
This model is being used to "develop uniform data from each district to support 
budget requests and in turn allocate resources." However, it presently includes 
only "traditional" probation and parole services, leaving such functions as 
corrrnunity service sentences, job development, volunteer programs and the ISP 
(the special intensive supervision program) to be funded through negotiations 
between individual districts and the DOC. The risk and needs classification 
system is fundamental to the RAM, providing the basis for differentially 
supervising intensive, normal, minimum and administrative probation and parole 
cases. 

Other studies of the risk/needs classification system have been conducted by Dr. 
E. L. Laning and his students at Simpson College beginning shortly after the 
sys tem's impl ementation in 1984 and continuing into 1988. The purpose of the se 
studies has been to assess the effectiveness of the classification system in 
achieving a vari ety of goa l s. In addition to the Simpson College studies, the 
Department of Corrections in 1986 initiated an evaluation of the classification 
system by a committee of district representatives. This internal evaluation had 
significant impacts both on the format' of the instrument and on minimum contact 
sta ndards. The DOC also conducts accreditation reviews of each district which 
include assessments of compliance with stated policies regarding risk / needs 
classification and supervision . The findings and recommendations of these 
various evaluations, audits and assessments are examined more closely in the 
second section of this chapter. 
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2. Description 

The Iowa Department of Corrections is statutorily authorized to establish rules 
and guidelines with which the judicial districts must comply in order to receive 
state funding. The DOC is also required to provide assistance and support to 
the districts to aid them in complying with such rules and guidelines. In the 
remainder of ':h i s section, the "ideal" Iowa risk/needs classification system i s 
described, and the few significant variations in accepted practice among 
districts are noted. The primary sources for this description are districts' 
written policies and procedures, training materials used in the most recent 
statewide staff training, and interviews with district and DOC central office 
staff. 

Purposes of Risk / Needs Assessment and Classification: 

The risk / needs classification system was developed to enhance the effectiveness 
and efficiency of probation and parole supervision through: 

Providing a standardized means of identifying offenders requiring 
differing 1evels of supervision and services, 

- Determining required supervision levels through objective measures of 
offenders' , risk of recidivism and need for services, 

- Furnishing structured methods of assessing the scope and severity of 
offenders' problems and of formulating individualized case plans to 
address identified needs, 

- Ensuring that clients are placed at the least intensive level of 
supervision which is consistent with their risk and need for services, 

- Establishing minimum standards for supervision which enhance officer 
accountabi 1 ity, 

- Providing measures of superv1s1on workloads which enable the DOC and 
district management to more equitably distribute funding for staff and 
other resources across the state and within districts, 

- Furnishing a metric for evaluating program outcomes and quantifying 
the impacts of proposed policy and legislative changes on resource 
needs. 

The risk / needs classification and workload management system was designed to 
serve the interests not only of policymakers, system managers and researchers 
but also of field staff and their clients. If applied comprehensively and 
consistent ly, it can help to ensure that Iowa's corrrnunity supervision system 
achieves maximum effectiveness at the lowest possible cost, not only in dollars 
but in human resources as well. 

Policies and Procedures for Risk/Needs Assessment: 

Because there are currently over 200 Iowa probation and parole officers who are 
responsible for applying the classification system to a caseload of over 14,000 
probationers and parolees, written policies and procedures are essential to 
ensure consistency and reliablity in the system's application. The DOC's 
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Administrative Rule 42.1(3) requires that di stricts "have written policies and 
procedures governing the classification and supervision of probationers [and 
parolees]" which are ''in compliance with the classification system established 
by the eight district departments and approved by the Department of 
Corrections." 

All districts have written policies and procedures regarding risk / needs 
assessment, reassessment and classification, contact standards, and supervisory 
review and approval of assessments and classification decisions. Since all 
districts collaborated in the development of the risk / needs classification 
system, their written policies and procedures are quite simi l ar in form and 
content. Detailed policies and procedures, assessment and reassessmen t forms, 
and definitions which are to be implemented across the state are provi ded in 
Appendix B. This material was distributed to all officers during statewide 
training conducted during the summer of 1988 and has subsequently been utilized 
by several districts as the basis for revisions of or additions to the 
classification sections of their policy and procedures manuals. In the 
following paragraphs, a synopsis of policies and procedures is presented as part 
of a description of how the risk/needs classification system is intended to 
operate in Iowa. 

Types of Cases and Schedule of Application: 

Initial risk and needs assessments are to be completed and a level of 
supervision assigned for all new probation and parole cases within 30 days of 
sentencing or Parole Board action. In the Eighth District, officers are also 
required to complete needs and risk assessments on pretrial release with 
supervision (RWS) cases. In the Fifth and Seventh Districts, presentence 
investigators are required to complete the risk/needs assessment on every case 
for which they prepare a PSI "after all information has been gathered and 
verified," and to submit these assessments to the unit supervisor "who will 
review the information, approve or disapprove any override recomnendations, and 
will use the information to make the case assignment." Neither PSis nor 
pretrial release recomnendations submitted to the court are to contain any 
references to risk or needs assessments, since the instruments are "designed 
strictly as an assessment tool for probation/parole clients." 

Reassessments are to be completed at six-month intervals from the last 
assessment or reassessment date, and special reassessments may be completed at 
any time that the supervising officer feels that "there are significant 
long-term changes in the client's circumstances that may warrant moving the 
client to a higher or lower supervision level." Special reassessments are not 
to be conducted in response to a short-term crisis, and should not automat ic al ly 
occur if a client is rearrested. Completion of a special reassessment also does 
not alter the requirement that regular reassessments be done every six months 
following the initial assessment. In completing regular or special 
reassessments, officers are to use the reassessment instrument, which considers 
behavior while under supervision in addition to offenders' prior history as 
measured by the initial risk assessment. 

New cases transferred from one district to another will be assessed or 
reassessed by the receiving district, depending on the length of time they have 
been under supervision prior to transfer and the receiving district's policies 
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regarding t ransferred cases. All cases transferred from other states must be 
assessed or reassessed either prior to or within 30 days of acceptance of t he 
case. 

The ris k/ needs cl assification system is not applied to residents of commun i ty 
correct ional fac iliti es until they are released to supervis ion. Some distr icts 
requ i re officers t o comp lete an initial assessment of all cases which are 
t ransferred from residential correct i ons facilit i es without hav i ng prev ious ly 
been under supervis i on, while other districts simply require a reassessment of 
all facil i ty res idents when they are released to supervision. Assessmen t s wh ic, 
may ~ave been completed by presentence investigators on offenders sentenced :o a 
residential facility do not satisfy this requirement. 

Preparing Assessments and Classifying Offenders: 

The risk assessment and reassessment scales are general measures of the 
probability of continued criminal activity and/or violations of condi t ions of 
supervision. They are not intended ~o be predictors of violent or assau l ti ve 
behavior specifically. The scales .~e designed to group offenders into four 
risk categories which require varyi ng levels of supervision to protect the 
community. Possible scores on the initial risk assessment range from Oto 37, 
and from Oto 41 on the reassessment, with higher scores presumed to be 
associated with higher probabilities of recidivism and therefore greater need 
for supervision. 

The needs assessment scale (which remains the same at reassessment) encompasses 
eleven dimensions of need most corrrnonly found in probationers and parolees. 
Needs scores can range from below zero (since some items can receive negative 
scores if an individual evidences strengths in certain areas) to a high of 62, 
with higher scores indicating greater need for services. Based on their scores 
on this scale, offenders are grouped into four needs categories according to the 
scope and severity of their needs for treatment or services. 

To encourage consistency in assessing clients' risk and needs levels, 
standardized definitions and scoring guides have been developed and are included 
verbatim in most districts' current policies and procedures manuals. The 
primary sources of information which are to be used in scoring clients at the 
initial assessment are pretrial release interviews, presentence investigations, 
i ntake interviews with the clients, and institutional and Parole Board reports 
(for paro l ees). Officers' observations of clients' behavior under supervision 
are also im portant for reassessments. 

After determining a client's total risk and needs scores at assessment or 
reassessment, the supervising officer assigns the offender to the highest l eve l 
of superv i sion associated with either t he client's risk or needs scale score. 
Thus, a client with a high risk score and a low needs score, and a client with a 
l ow risk score but a high needs leve l should both be assigned to intensive 
supervision using this classification system. The assessment and reassessment 
forms request that the officer indica t e whether the level of supervision was 
determined by risk, by needs, or by both risk and needs. Supervisory review and 
approval is required for all initial assessments, reassessments and 
reclassifications. 
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Consistent with state and district written policies which describe the 
objectives of probation/parole services as "protection of the community and 
rehabilitation of the offender," the assigned classification is required to be 
"the least restrictive classification consistent with the protection of the 
corm,unity and the .treatment of the client." To accomplish this aim, written 
pol icy sugges t s that "cases should be reclassified to the lowest possible l eve l 
as soon as possible." 

Override Policies: 

If a client has been convicted of an assau lti ve offense within the l ast five 
year s (d ef i ned specifically by policy), thens/he must be supervised at the 
intensive l evel for the first six months of his or her probation or parole term, 
regardless of the supervision level indicated by the classification system. In 
addition to this automatic "override" for assaultive offenses, officers may also 
utilize a "status override" to place clients at the administrative supervis io n 
1 e v e 1 wh o are n o t a v a i 1 ab 1 e for s up er v i s i o n ( e . g . , wh o are i n c a r c er a t e d or wh o 
have absconded) or who are not in need of regular contact with the supervis ing 
officer (e.g., who are pending out-of-state transfer or brokered to supervision 
of another service provider). 

Officers may also exercise their discretion to recommend an override to a higher 
or lower supervision level for any case where they feel that the supervision 
level assigned by the classification system is inappropriate. Acceptable 
reasons for such an override recorm,endation include the severity of the current 
offense or special conditions set by the Parole Board or the court. According 
to written policy, overrides are not to be used simply as punishment for 
violations of conditions of supervision, to compensate for missed appointments, 
to collect court-ordered payments, to monitor clients in treatment programs, or 
as an alternative to revocation. Specific written justification of overrides 
(i nc ludi ng plans for use of additional officer time where the override is to a 
higher l evel) must be provided by the supervising officer on the 
assessment/reassessment form. Supervisory review and approval of all overrides 
is mandatory. 

Overrides are monitored, and state policy, as reflected in the 1988 training 
package, requires that "an autooiatic review of the use of overrides be 
undertaken i f the rate of overrides reaches 15 percent of the total cases 
classified" by an individual officer, unit or district. The rationale for this 
policy is that "use of overrides exceeding more than 15 percent could indicate 
either an inappropriate use of the override feature or that the scales and their 
mea surements are not being used appropriately." 

Contact Standards: 

Supervising officers are required to mak e a specific m,n,mum number of contacts 
with clients at each level of superv isi on, as indicated below: 

Intensive 
Two face-to-face monthly contacts, i.e., 1 every 15 days; two 
collateral monthly contacts, i.e ., 1 every 15 days; one home 
visit during the first 30 days of supervision from the date the 
client is assessed or reassessed as Intensive; and one home 
visit every six months thereafter. 

l n l 
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Normal 
One face-to-face contact monthly; one collateral contact monthly 
for the first six months and collateral contacts as needed 
thereafter. 

Minimum 
One face-to-face contact quarterly; written client monthly 
reports except the monthly report may be omitted in any month 
the officer has a face-to-face contact with the client. T~e 
officer may substitute the monthly report form by contacting the 
client by telephone; collateral contacted as needed. 

Administrative 
For cases which are classified as Administrative due to low risk 
and needs scores, one face-to-face contact is required every six 
months, at which time a reassessment must be completed. For 
cases classified as Administrative because of status override, 
one face-to-face contact is required every six months, at which 
time a reassessment must be completed; however, the unit 
supervisor may waive this contact when that face-to-face contact 
is impractical because the client is unavailable, such as being 
out of state while pending acceptance by another state via 
Interstate Compact. Monthly written client reports are required 
for all Administrative level clients who are in the level 
because of low risk and needs scores (except for the month where 
a face-to-face contact is made). Monthly written client reports 
shall be required for all Administrative level clients until 
accepted by the receiving unit or agency. Officers may waive 
the monthly report for cases being detained in jail or in 
prison, or if the officer makes contact by telephone with the 
client. 

Every district's written policies describe these contact standards. Definitions 
of successful face-to-face, collateral, and home visit contacts are also 
provided in the most recent training package, and are incorporated in some 
district's policies. 

Some district's written policies specifically point out that although these 
minimum contact standards must be met, "officers may exceed the [requisite] 
number of contacts if the case requires more of the officer's time." Written 
policies also suggest that for cases where contacts greatly exceed the required 
minimums for three or more consecutive months, a special reassessment and review 
of the case with the supervisor be considered. 

New probation and parole cases are not subject to specific minimum contact 
standards during the first 30 days following sentencing, parole grant, or 
transfer from out of state. Officers are expected to make "as many contacts as 
necessary ... in order to accomplish classification and approach active 
supervision" of these new cases. 

The Intensive Supervision Program (ISP) was implemented as a pilot program in 
the Fifth District in the spring of 1985, and is currently operated in a total 
of four districts. ISP offers supervision levels beyond the four presently 

• 
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i ncluded i n the risk / needs classificat ion system. All three phases of ISP 
operated with contact standards that are substantially above those for regu lar 
intensive supervision (see next section for further discussion of ISP). 

Case Pl ann i ng: 

Th e DOC's Adm ini st rative Rule 42.1(4) requires that districts "sha ll have 
wr i t t en po l icies and procedures which ensure that an individual case pl an is 
developed on each client under supervision wh i ch includes an assessmen t of 
cli ent needs and resources utilized to meet those needs." The supervis i ng 
officer must identify the offender's most crucial needs using the needs 
assessment sca le, and then develop attainable, measurable objectives and spec i fy 
time frames for the offender to accomplish each one. The resulting case pl an 
becomes part of the case file, and should be periodically reviewed and updated 
by the officer. Supervisors are to review and approve case plans during regu l ar 
case audits. Officers are not usually required to develop case plans for cases 
supervised at the adm inistrative supervision level. 

The Case Management Classification (CMC) system, which was first developed i n 
Wisconsin as an adjunct to the risk/needs classification system, was also 
adopted in principle by Iowa corrrnunity-based corrections. However, its 
implementation is not specifically mandated by the state, nor is it required by 
district policies. The CMC system goes beyond the general needs assessment now 
used to classify Iowa clients for supervision, using a "semi-structured 
interview to place clients in one of five differential casework treatment 
modalities". The National Institute of Corrections has recently funded t rain ing 
i n case planning which is intended to enable and encourage the use of CMC i n 
Iowa. 

Case Files and Recordkeeping: 

Supervising officers maintain hard-copy case files on every client under their 
supervision. The files must contain dated copies of all risk/needs assessments 
and reassessments and supervision level assignments (pages one and two of the 
self-carbon assessment forms), which must be reviewed and approved in writing by 
t he officers' supervisors. Chronological records (chronos) which document all 
attempted and successful contacts must also be maintained, along with individual 
case plans which are regularly updated. 

Alt hough every district office has access to the CIMS and ACIS systems, the 
t erminals are used primarily for data entry by clerical workers. Officers and 
their supervisors do not routinely obtain case information using either CIMS or 
ACIS monitors. Clerical workers in each district enter the risk / needs 
assessments, reassessments and resulting classification into the CIMS sys t em 
following supervisory review and approval. Officers may request hard copies of 
se l ected data "screens", and printouts of pertinent reports which are rou ti ne ly 
generated by the CIMS system, including workload ledgers and other aggregated 
caseload statistics, are sent from Des Moines to the district offices. 

Risk / Needs Classification Monitoring and Evaluation: 

Supervisors must audit all new cases within 45 days of sentencing, parole grant, 
or completion of the initial assessment (depending upon district policy) to 
monitor compliance with district and statewide review of the completeness and 
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accuracy of r i sk / needs assessments, the appropriateness of classification 
decisions and use of overrides, and the number and type of contacts made for 
each new case. Supervisors are required to audit some or all cases supervised 
by their staff on a periodic ~asis (e.g., every six months, corresponding with 
regular reassessments). District directors may also audit cases at any time to 
monitor supervisors' and officers' performance and to ensure consistent 
applicat i on of di str ict policies and procedures, inc l uding those pertaining t o 
th e risk / needs classification system. 

The Division of Community Services' Support Services Unit conducts biennial 
accreditation reviews of each district, the most recent of which was completed 
in June-July of 1987. Through its accreditation procedure, the DOC determines 
whether the districts are in compliance with its Administrative Rules. Where 
deficiencies are found, the Division works with the affected district to arrive 
at an acceptable remedy, so that all districts are expected to be accredited by 
the Department at the conclusion of the process. 

In January of 1986, the Division of Corrmunity Corrections initiated a specia l 
audit of the risk / needs classification system which was completed by a committee 
representing the districts in October 1986. Simpson College students have also 
conducted a series of evaluations of various aspects of the classification 
system. However, such evaluations of the validity, effectiveness and/or 
usefulness of the risk/needs classification system are not routinely required or 
accomplished. The focus of the DOC's and Districts' regular monitoring 
procedures is compliance with written policies and procedures of the Department 
and Divisions. 

Staff Training in Risk/Needs Assessment and Classification: 

When the risk / needs assessment system was first put into place in 1984, 
statewide training of all officers and supervisors in the application of the 
system was provided under the auspices of the Division of Corrmunity Corrections. 
Since then, audits which revealed problems with inconsistent interpretation of 
scale items and compliance with contact standards prompted additional statewide 
training for all officers and supervisors in 1988. 

New probation and parole officers receive training in the risk/needs 
classification system at the Iowa Corrections Academy, conducted by the same 
trainer who provided the special statewide training in 1988. On-the-job 
training is also provided by supervisors in most districts on an as-needed 
basis. 

• 
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B. Risk/Needs Ass~ssment Instruments Validation 

1. The Samp 1 e 

The samp l e used for validation of the Risk / Needs assessment and re-assessment 
instruments and for evaluation of their in-practice use was a randomly selected 
group of 604 community corrections-based offenders who had been initially 
assessed or reassessed between July and December 1986. They were se l ected 
proportionally from each of the eight judicial districts, and represent each 
assessment level in proportion to the total cormiunity corrections popu lat ion. 

Data for the selected sample were taken from copies of computer printouts of 
data used in making risk/needs assessments as supplied by the Iowa Department of 
Corrections. Additional information was obtained through interviews and on-site 
examination of records. 

The Risk / Needs instruments are designed to enable supervisors to make the best 
placement for offenders assigned to cormiunity corrections programs. The Risk 
section is scored to predict whether or not the client is low or high-risk in 
terms of safety to the general public and in terms of likelihood of violent 
behavior. The Needs section is designed to show how much supervision is 
required for the client. 

2. Validation Results 

Validation of the assessment and reassessment forms was performed by analyzing 
how well the factors scored on the forms indicate the clients' risks and needs. 
Each factor was measured. The effect overrides have on the instruments' 
validity was also measured. The validation indicated that the reliability of 
these instruments could be improved. Modifications to accomplish this are 
described in the next subsection. 

Detailed results of the factors valid~ted for success/failure are presented 
below. 

influence of companions 

The support and influence of companions has a moderate correlation 
to the success rate. 

types of companions 

good 
not adverse 
occasionally negative 
v er y neg at i v e 
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success rate 

about 20% above average 
about 5% above average 
about 10% below average 
about 30% below average 
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other drug usage / problems 

Abuse of drugs other than alcohol is moderately correlated with lower 
success rates. 

ot ~er drug usage 

no interference 
occa s i ona 1 abuse 
frequent abuse 

number of prior felony convictions 

Moderate correlation. 

prior felony convictions 

none 
one 
two or more 

agent's impression of client's needs 

success rate 

about 5% above average 
about 20'. below average 
about 40% below average 

success rate 

about 5% above average 
about 5% below average 
about 35% below average 

The agent's impression of the client's needs are moderately -
correlated to the failure rate. Successes are less frequent when th e 
perceived needs are higher. 

agent's impression of needs 

none 
few 
average 
high 

response to imposed conditions 

Moderate correlation. 

response to conditions 

no compliance problem 
moderate problems 
unwilling to comply 

success rate 

about 20% above average 
about 10% above average 
about average 
about 30% below average 

success rate 

about 5% above average 
about average 
about 35% below average 

, 
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employment 

Weak correlation. Clients with satisfactory or secure employment 
have higher rates of successful completion of supervision period. 

employment status 

satisfactory 
secure 
unsatisfactory 
unemployed 

financial management 

success rate 

about 10% above average 
about 5% above average 
about 10% below average 
about 25% below average 

Weak correlation. Clients with severe financial difficulties have 
about 30% lower success rates than the average for all clients. 

financial mgt. status 

good 
no difficulty 
minimal difficulties 
severe difficulties 

marital/family relationships 

success rate 

about 5% above average 
about 5% 
about average 
about 30% below average 

Weak correlation. Clients with strong marital family relationships 
have higher than average success rates, while those with problems in 
these relationships have lower than average success rates. 

marital/family relationship 

strong 
stable 
same problems 
major problems 

emotional stability 

success rate 

about 15% above average 
about average 
about 5% below average 
about 15% below average 

Emotional stability is correlation positively, though weakly, to 
success rate. 

emotional stability 

well adjusted 
no instability 
some symptoms 
serious symptoms 

,n7 

success rate 

about 20% above average 
about 5% above average 
about 10% below average 
about 15% below average 
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reason i ng /int ell ec t ual abi li ty 

Weak corre lat ion. There i s a tendency for clients in need of some 
assistance in respect to reasoning / intellectual capacity to have 
higher t han average rates of fa i lure (about 25% higher overall and 
much hi gher fo r both violent felonies and for techn ical violations ) . 
Cl ients ab l e to function indepe nd ently and those with severe 
defic i enc ies have l ower rates of fai l ure. 

t otal needs score 

The total needs score is weak ly correlated with the fai l ure rate. 

total needs score 

JO-above 
15-29 
1-14 
0-below 

number of address changes 

Weak correlation. 

number of address changes 

none 
one 
two+ 

success rate 

about 10% be l ow average 
about average 
about 10% above average 
about 15% above average 

success rate 

about 5% above average 
about average 
about 20% below average 

percentage of time employed (12-month period) 

Weak correlation. 

% time employed last year 

601+ 
40-59% 
<40% 

al cohol usage problems 

Weak correlation. 

alcohol problems 

no inference 
occasional abuse 
frequent abuse 

success rate 

about 5% above average 
about 5% below average 
about 20% below average 

success rate 

about 5% above average 
about average 
about 15% below average 
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at t itude 

Weak correlation. 

atti t ude 

motiv at ed 
dependent 
ra ti onaliz i ng 

age at f i rst conviction 

Weak correlation. 

age at first conviction 

24+ 
20-23 
1-19 

number of prior probations/paroles 

Weak correlation. 

FINAL REPORT- IV 

success rate 

about 5% above average 
about 10% be l ow average 
about 30% below average 

success rate 

about 10% above average 
about 5% below average 
about 10% below average 

prior period of prob / parole success rate 

none about 5% above average 
one or more about 15% below average 

number of prior probation/parole revocations 

Weak correlation. 

prior prob/parole revoc. 

none 
one or more 

social identification 

Weak corre l ation. 

socia l identification 

pos i tive 
criminally oriented 
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success rate 

about 5% above average 
about 20% below average 

success rate 

about average 
about 20% below average 
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use of corrmun i ty resources 

Weak correlation. 

use of community resources 

productive or not needed 
needed but not available 
utilized/not beneficial 
available/rejected 

alcohol usage 
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success rate 

about 5% above average 
subsample too small 
about 25% below average 
about 25% below average 

There i s a barely detectable relationship between alcohol usage and 
success rate. 

alcohol usage 

no interference 
occasional abuse 
frequent abuse 

sexual behavior 

success rate 

about 5% above average 
about average 
about 5% below average 

Very weak correlation. Clients with sexual problems have lower 
success rate than those with no apparent dysfunction. 

sexual behavior 

no dysfunctions 
minor problems 
severe problems 

convictions for selected offenses 

Very weak correlation. 

conviction/selected off. 

none 
burglary 
FUFI 
multiple 

living situation 

success rate 

about average 
about 15% below average 
about 20% below average 

success rate 
. 

about 5% above average 
about 5% below averag 
about 10% below average 
about 10% below average 

There is a very weak correlat i on between living situation and rates 
of success/failure. However, t he sample was too small to provide 
definite conclusions. 
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in i tial assessment or reassessmen t 

hea 1th 
academ ic / vocat iona l skills 
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No co rre l at ions with success / failure rates were found for the t hree 
factors l isted above. 

The districts i n which clients serve the community corrections part of th ei r 
sentences were analyzed for differences with these results: 

Oistrict 5 has the highest success rate (96.5%); while Districts 7 
and 8 have the lowest (77.6% anad 79.1%). District 7 has the highes t 
rate of failure due to commission of a new felony (8.6%), while 
District 8 has the highest absconsion rate (9.3%). 

District 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 

Success Rate 
89.2% 
88.9% 
85.7% 
96. 5% 
87 .1% 
85.4% 
77 .6% 
79.1% 

The detailed results of validation for the effect of overrides are presented 
below. 

i nfluence of companions 

Strong correlation. There is a definite increase in the percentage 
of positive overrides (compared to the average among all clients) for 
those with negative companions, and of negative overrides for those 
with supportive companions. 

companions 

good/not adverse 
negative 

negative 

+25% 
-65% 
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none 

0% 
0% 

positive 

-15% 
+40% 
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financial management 

Moderate correlation. There is a greater proportion of positive 
overrides for those with financial management difficulties. 

financ ial management 

good / no difficu l ties 
difficulties 

negative 

0% 
0% 

agent's impression of client's needs 

none 

0% 
0% 

positive 

-40% 
+30% 

There is a strong relationship between negative overrides and the 
agents's impression of client needs, but only a moderate-to-weak 
relationship between positive overrides and the agent's impression. 

agent's impression of needs 

no or few needs 
average needs 

high 

negative 

+70% 
-20% 
-70% 

number of address changes (12-month period) 

none 

0% 
0% 
0% 

positive 

-30% 
+15% 

0% 

No address change is associated with a somewhat greater proportion of 
overrides to higher supervision levels. One or more address changes 
is associated with somewhat greater proportion of overrides to a 
lower supervision level. This in part is due to the effect of 
overrides on administrative supervision of persons not available for 
supervision due to reconmitment or due to absconsion. 

No correlations between the effect of overrides and the instruments' predictive 
abilities were found for the following factors: 

initial assessment or reassessment 

academic/vocational skills 
employment 
mar i tal / family relationships 

emotional stability 
percentage of time employed (12-month period) 
attitude 

age at first conviction 
number of prior probations/paroles 
number of prior probation/parole revocations 
number of prior felony convictions 
convictions for selected offenses 

, , "I 
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use of community resources 
soc ial identification 
alcoho l usage / problems 
reason in g/ intel l ectual ability 
health 
sexua l behavior 

FINAL REPORT- IV 

3. Recorrrnended Modifications to Risk /Needs Assessment Instruments 

A modified version of the instrument was created by reweighting the scores and 
adding factors which validate better. The general procedure in modifying th e 
scoring was to give one point to a factor for approximately every ten 
percentage points where the presence of the factor shifted the success rate 
from average as compared to the factor with the highest success rate. The 
highest rate is given in zero points. 

For the Risk scale, this procedure resulted in ra1s1ng point scores for two 
factors - ''other drug usage problems" and "number of probation/parole 
revocation" (on reassessment). Scores for several factors were lowered - "one 
address change," alcohol usage/problems," "attitude," "age at first 
conviction," "number of prior periods of probation/parole supervision," "one 
prior felony conviction or juvenile adjudication for selected offenses," 
" pr ob 1 em s w it h c u r r en t 1 i v i n g s i t u a t i o n , " " s o c i a 1 i d en t if i c a t i on , " a n d 
"moderate problems with compliance with court or department-imposed 
conditions." 

In the two cases, point scores were raised because of correlation with 
overrides. These were the scores for "two or more address changes during a 
12-month period" and "unwillingness to comply with imposed conditions" (or 
rearrest). 

For the Needs scale, both overrides and outcome (success/failure) of 
supervision were considered in detennining modification. Overrides were given 
the primary consideration. Factors which correlated either moderately or 
strongly with overrides were given higher scores to reflect the additional 
weight given then in practice through the override mechanism. There were three 
such factors - "financial management," "companions," and agent's impression of 
client's needs." 

Those factors which did not correlate well or correlated weakly with outcome 
were given lower scores. However, because the scoring of needs factors is 
intended primarily to reflect an estimate of supervisory workload requirements, 
point reduction on the basis of outcome was limited to one point. The factors 
for which points were lowered include ''academic/ vocational skills," 
"employment," "marital/family relationships,"emotional stability," "alcohol 
usage," "reasoning/intellectual ability," and "health." Weights remained the 
same for the remaining factors - "other drug usage" and "sexual behavior." • 
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C. Application and Use of Comnunity Corrections Risk/Needs Assessment 

Al though the risk / needs assessment and classification system was developed to 
improve bot h the administration and delivery of community supervision 
services, th e system has so far proven more useful in monitoring staff 
performance and developing a resource allocation model than in individual case 
management. Most proba ti on and parole officers find the instrument's 
assessments of cl ients' supervision needs to be reasonably consistent wit h 
t heir profess iona l judgment, and see the system as a useful reinforcement of 
t heir own decision-making, particularly for potentially controversial cases. 
However, many officers feel that the scoring of many items on the risk and 
needs sca l e is often more subjective than objective, and many also perceive 
the risk / needs assessment system to be more a paperwork burden than a usefu l 
tool. 

Policies, procedures and practices which have apparently impeded achievement 
of the service delivery and/or administrative goals of the risk/needs 
assessment system are discussed below, and approaches to improving the 
system's application and use are suggested. Most of these strategies can be 
implemented independent of revisions to the risk/needs instrument which are 
recorrrnended elsewhere in this report to improve its predictive validity. 

Policies, Procedures, and Practices 

Types of Case~ and Scheduling of Assessments: 

All districts utilize the risk/needs assessment as it was originally intended 
to be used,i.e., to classify probationers and parolees. The ISP has not yet 
been incorporated into the risk/needs classification system, since it has to 
date been viewed as a pilot or experimental program. When ISP is implemented 
statewide, the level of supervision it represents should be incorporated in 
the risk / needs classification system, either by defining a new cutoff score 
which targets offenders scoring highest on the risk scale for ISP or by 
defining other objective criteria which identify the group which should be 
supervised at the ISP level for the first 6 to 12 months on probation or 
parole. 

In addition to an objective measure of defendants' risk of failure to appear 
(FTA) for trial which is used by all districts as part of the release 
decision-making process, the Eighth District uses the risk/needs instrument to 
assess pretrial release with supervision (RWS) cases. Although RWS cases are 
not ass igned to different supervision levels, the assessment reportedly 
provides officers in the Eighth District with information regarding needs for 
services to which RWS clients may be referred while awaiting trial. However, 
since the pr imary purpose of RWS is to ensure appearance at trial, it is 
essentia l t hat referrals to services made as conditions of pretrial release be 
clearly rela t ed to the risk factors that render defendants otherwise 
ine l igible for release. use of a "global" needs assessment such as that 
incorporated in the current corrrnunity-based classification system may result 
i n assignment of conditions unrelated to risk of FTA for a significant number 
of defendants, an expenditure of resources which is not justifiable given the 
purpose of RWSs. Therefore, use of the risk / needs assessment for pretrial 
defendants is inappropriate, and should be discouraged as a matter of policy. 
Consideration should be given to ways in which the current FTA risk instrument 
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can be used to systematically identify problems which affect defendants' risk 
of FTA, and thus are legitimate targets for pretrial intervention by cormiunity 
staff. 

In most districts, supervising officers complete initial risk and needs 
assessments after probation and parole cases are assigned to their caseloads, 
but in the Fifth and SP.venth Districts, presentence investigators are requ i red 
to complete initial assessments on all cases for which they provide 
presentence investigations. The remaining districts should consider adopting 
this policy wherever staff specialization for supervision and investigation 
functions is implemented. Such an approach has several potential advantages: 

- Greater objectivity, since investigators will not be responsible 
for providing supervision and services. 

- Increased efficiency, since investigators are already familiar 
with and have access to all the information required to complete 
the assessments. 

More effective resource allocation, since supervisors can assign 
cases to officers based on knowledge of the level at which the 
case will likely be supervised. 

Investigators in the Fifth and Seventh Districts do not complete the 
risk/needs assessment and classification until after they have developed their 
sentencing recormiendation, since classification decisions are rightfully -
viewed as separate from choice of disposition. However, since such 
infonnation can aid the sentencing decision, consideration should be given to 
providing to the courts an objective, systematic, and valid assessment of 
recidivism risk and service needs, whether derived from the risk/needs system 
or a similar assessment instrument developed specifically for the purpose of 
sentencing. 

The 1987 accreditation audit conducted by the DOC revealed that, while the 
majority of initial assessments were being completed within the required time 
frame, at least half of the districts were not completing a significant number 
of reassessments in a timely fashion. Data from the validation sample (drawn 
from cases assessed during the last half of calender year 1986) confirms that 
in 21% of cases, reassessments were completed more than 6.5 months following 
the previous assessment. The proportion of late assessments varied 
significantly across districts, with the Eighth District highest, at 45%, and 
the Second District lowest, at 12%. Although timeliness of reassessments may 
have improved since the 1987 audit, it is essential that supervisors and 
district directors continuously monitor the reassessment process to ensure 
that cases are reviewed and moved through the system expeditiously. 

Special reassessment (defined as those completed less than 4.5 months 
following the previous assessment) were completed in about one-fifth of 
sampled cases which were reassessed. Their frequency varied from 8% in the 
Seventh District to 29% in the First. Many officers report that they are 
discouraged from conducting special reassessment as warranted by the 
circumstances of a case by the requirements that regular reassessments must be 
completed every six months regardless of whether an "off-cycle" assessment has 
also been done. Since the intent of the system is to ensure that risk, need, 
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and supervis i on l eve l s be reviewed at l east every six months, statewide po li cy 
shou ld be revised to requ i re that regular reassessments be schedu l ed six 
mont hs after t he l ast regular or special reassessment. This should encourage 
officers to revise recorded supervision levels as soon as a "significant l ong
t erm ch ange in t he client's circumstances" is noted. 

Prepar ing Ri sk/ Needs Assessments and Deve l op i ng Case Plans : 

Officers reported t hat, if a PSI has been comp l eted, they will genera ll y have 
suf fi ci ent re li ab le i nfonnation to complete the initial assessment on 
probationers. If no PSI is available, however, they may lack a re l iab l e 
source of i nfonna t ion on some items. Officers indicated they have prob l ems 
with a) getting rap sheets and record checks done in a timely fash ion, since 
they can no longer call the Department of Public Safety for such informat ion, 
and b) sometimes being forced to rely solely on information reported by 
offenders themselves. They reported that they tend not to rely solely on 
self-reports to score an offender low on items, but rather to err on the side 
of caution. · 

Some officers complain that institutional discharge summaries often provide 
inadequate information about inmates' program participation and that parole 
plans provide minimal guidance regarding post-institutional treatment needs. 
Since supervision levels were determined by risk, or by risk and needs, in 87'. 
of the sampled cases, this lack of comprehensive treatment needs information 
appears to pose more of a problem for initial case planning than for 
determining supervision levels. 

Most districts provide no systematic, structured offender interview format for 
officers to use in obtaining and evaluating information for the initial 
risk / needs assessment. The Fourth District provides a listing of interview 
quest i ons to be used when a PSI is not available. On the statewide level, the 
Case Management Classification (CMC) system, with its structured intake 
interview, offers a promising avenue for encouraging consistent and thorough 
initial needs assessments. If statewide CMC policies, procedures, and 
requisite training can be developed and implemented, CMC can certainly "play a 
vital role in corrections" (1986 special audit) by improving the consistency 
and comprehensiveness of information-gathering and case planning by probation 
and parole officers. 

In order to maximize the likelihood that risk and needs classifications are 
based on current and comprehensive knowledge of the offender and his / her 
ci rcumst ances, the districts should uniformly require that: 

- Reassessments on cases being transferred from one district to 
another be completed by the supervising officer in the sending 
distr i ct, and 

- Cases entering probation or parole status from community-based 
facilities be classified using the reassessment instrument, so that 
offenders' behavior while in the facility can be exp l icitly 
considered in assigning them to supervision levels. 

Officers are confident that they can adequately reassess offenders supervised 
at normal or intensive levels. However, many expressed the view that contac t 
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with offenders on minimal and administrative supervision may be insufficient 
to accurately reassess risk and needs. One remedy for this would be to 
institute a policy that all clients on minimum supervision, and any clients 
returning to active supervision, must be interviewed at reassessment to ensure 
that the risk / needs reassessments are accurate, and supervision level 
assignments are appropriate. 

Although mos t jistrict s have incorporated th e definitions and scoring guides 
provided at the 1988 training into their policies and procedures, few off i cers 
report referring to them routinely as they complete initial assessments and 
reassessments. In order to ensure that standard definitions and scor ing 
guides for the risk/needs instruments are routinely accessible to 
investigators and officers completing them, the DOC should publish a compact 
''handbook" containing this information. Line staff should be encouraged to 
contribute substantively to the development of the handbook, both in format 
and content, so that it reflects their values, opinions, and reference needs. 
Def i nitions, scoring guides, classification guidelines, and override policies 
should all be included in the handbook in a format which encourages officers 
to routinely refer to these guidelines. Procedures for accomplishing regular 
revisions and updating should be established, and each edition or version of 
the handbook should be clearly dated. Making current scoring and 
classification guidelines readily accessible to those completing risk / needs 
assessments should promote consistency in the interpretation of items on the 
scales, in making the final classification choice, and in specifying reasons 
for discretionary overrides when necessary. 

Classifying Offenders: 

In 46 percent of the cases classified during the validation sample period, the 
risk and needs classification levels matched. In another 41 percent of cases, 
the recommended classification level was determined by the risk score. In the 
remainder, the needs level was higher and determined the recorrrnended 
supervision level of the cases. Some officers suggest that clients whose 
needs levels exceed their risk levels require a different type and level of 
effort than do clients whose risk level meets or exceeds their needs level. 
When another time study is conducted, a separate evaluation of the amount of 
time expended to supervise clients classified on the basis of their needs 
scores should be made. If significant differences in the level of effort 
required for such clients can be documented, contact standards and the RAM 
shou ld be revised to reflect such differences. 

Table 17 shows that statewide on September 30, 1988, most probationers and 
parolees were under normal (53%) or minimum (22%) supervision, and in most 
districts th e proportions of the caseload at normal and minimum supervision 
were close to the statewide average. 
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Table 17. Caseload by Supervision level 
September 30, 1988 

District Supervision level ( % ) Number : on No. on No. of 
Intensive Normal Minimum Administrative of Cases* Parole ISP New Case 

1 14 64 17 5 2157 7 41 
2 14 52 25 9 1823 11 
3 9 45 30 16 1363 10 
4 17 50 20 13 729 17 
5 16 56 18 10 2874 6 67 
6 20 50 23 7 2417 8 40 
7 26 47 21 6 1356 23 
8 10 50 24 16 1186 12 26 

State 16 53 22 9 13905 13 174 

*not inc l uding ISP or new cases. 

Districts varied more widely in the proportion of cases under intensive 
supervision, and in the percentage of total cases who were parolees. Of the 
total 13,905 cases under supervision on that date, 13 percent were parolees, of 
whom 41 percent were under intensive supervision. A similar percent of the 
parolees in the validation sample were placed on intensive supervision. 

Table 13 shows the proportions of initial assessments in the validation samp l e 
which resulted in placement at each level of supervision. Statewide 
differences between these and the September 30 caseload distribution are small 
and in the expected direction (i.e., initially, more cases are placed on 
i ntensive supervision and fewer on administrative). 

Tab l e 18. Percent of Initial Assessments Placed at Each Supervision level 
by District from Validation Sample 

Supervision Level 
District Intensive Normal Minimum Adminstrative Number 

% of cases % of cases % of cases % of cases of cases 

1 19 69 12 26 
2 23 52 16 10 31 
3 14 46 36 4 28 
4 22 56 22 18 
5 21 52 21 6 52 
6 20 41 32 7 41 
7 80 20 5 
8 12 69 8 12 26 

State 20 53 21 6 22 7 

Much of the variance across districts in the proportion of cases placed and 
supervised at the four supervision l evels is likely the result of differences 
in the types of offenders supervised by the districts. For example, the 
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Seventh Di str ict, wh i ch reports that, by agreement with the court, OWI and 
simple misdemeanor offenders are rarely placed on probation supervision, had 
the highes t proportion of intensive cases, and by far the highest proportion of 
parolees on its caseload. If differences in interpretaion of the meaning of 
scale items con t r ibute even minimally to the observed variance across 
districts, rou t ine reference to standardized definitions and guidelines for 
assessment an d cl ass i fication coupled with regular statewide training shou ld 
reduce unwarranted variability (i.e., that which is not a funct ion of aggrega t e 
differences among districts in the criminal history, offense patterns, and / or 
needs levels of their caseloads). 

Many cases appear to progress downward in supervision level over time, 
especially as a result of the first reassessment following the initial 
assessment. Of cases with an initial assessment in the validation sample, 85 
percent remained on supervision at the first reassessment, and one-third of 
these decreased in classification, whi l e 56 percent remained unchanged. 
Changes in supervision level were somewhat less frequent at subsequent 
reassessments, though the majority still were downward. Of cases which had 
reassessments as their sampled classification decision, 36 percent left the 
caseload prior to their next reassessment. Of those remaining, 19 percent 
decreased in supervision level at reassessment, while two-thirds remained 
unchanged. 

Table 19 shows that although rates of successful discharge among closed cases 
in the validation sample were uniformly high across districts, the rates var i ed A 
significantly. In general, districts which initially placed a lower proport io n W 
of cases on intensive supervision had higher success rates. 

District 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 

State 

Table 19. Percent of Closed Cases Successfully Discharged 
by Sampled* Supervision Level 

Success Rate (% of Closed Cases) 
Sampled Supervision Level 

Intensive Normal Minimum Administrative 

50 94 100 75 
64 92 100 100 

100 75 95 100 
100 92 100 100 

58 74 97 100 
50 86 100 100 
44 89 92 100 
67 76 87 100 
59 84 87 87 

A 11 
Cases 

89 
89 
86 
96 
82 
85 
78 
79 
85 

*The l evel to which cases were assigned at the first assessment during t he 
sample time period. 

Clients are most likely to be successful ly discharged from normal or minimum 
supervision; in the sample, 85 percent of successfully discharged clients came 
from those levels of supervision. Statewide data also show that probationers 
had an 88 percent success rate, while parolees had only a 68 percent success 
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rate. Differences in success rates across supervision l eve l s probab ly resu t 
both from the classification system's ability to identify offenders whose r i sk 
of revocat i on i s high, and from the fact that violations by individuals under 
more i ntens iv e supervision will more like ly be detected. 

Override Pol ic i es: 

St at ewide po l icy discourages the use of overr ides, which are seen as ev id ence 
of inappropriate use of the risk / needs instrument. In the va l idation sa~pl e, 
on ly 8 percent of cases were overridden and many of these were due t o 
assaultive history or unavailability for supervision. Thus, only 5 percen t of 
all cases classified were overridden due to officer and supervisor disagreement 
with the classification recormiended by the instrument. Severity of offense and 
"other" (with no further explanation available in the automated data base ) were 
the standard reasons most frequently cited for those discretionary overr ides. 

Rather than treating overrides merely as indicators of misunderstanding or 
misuse of the risk / needs system, administrators should recognize that overr ides 
may also be indicators of a need to revise the classification instrument or to 
modify policies governing its use. Further, only truly discretionary overrides 
should be monitored as indicators of either system misuse or of need for 
changes in the system. Mandatory placement of offenders with a history of 
assaultive offenses on intensive supervision for the first six months and 
"status overrides" to administrative supervision due to a client's 
unavailability for supervision should not be referred to as "overrides," s i nce 
they are i n fact an integral part of the classification system's structure. 

In addition to more appropriately identifying true overrides, system managers 
should encourage supervising officers to specify carefully their reasons for 
overriding the instrument, and these stated reasons should be routinely 
analyzed so that frequently cited reasons can be incorporated, as appropriate, 
in future revision of the instrument. The 15 percent override quota should be 
viewed not as a cap which should not be exceeded under any circumstances, but 
rather as a level of discretionary disagreement with the risk/needs system 
which is both acceptable and appropriate. If an officer, unit or district 
frequently exceeds this quota, analysis of the characteristics of overriden 
cases and the cited reasons for overrides should be undertaken to determine 
whether this results from misuse or misunderstanding of the risk/needs system 
or from inadequacies of the instrument. By explicitly acknowledging the 
valuab l e role which officers' professional judgment plays in classifying 
cl ients, and by providing avenues for officers to participate in the evo l ut ion 
and im provement of the objective risk / needs assessment system, their 
understand i ng of and cormiitment to the classification system will be enhanced. 

Case Fil es and Recordkeeping: 

Case file audits conducted in connection with the 1987 accreditation review 
revealed prob l ems in several distric t s with the completeness and currency of 
officers' manual case files, particu l arly with regard to risk / needs assessments 
and reassessments and case plans. Alt hough resulting improvements in record 
forma t s and supervisory audit procedures have likely ameliorated these 
defic iencies, it is essential that superv i sory audits of case files continue to 
be routinely conducted to ensure the completeness, currency and accuracy of 
r isk and needs assessments and classification information in the manual files. 

1 ? 1 
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Superv isors shou ld focus on checking the validity and consistency of officers' 
scor i ng of it ems on t he risk and needs scales rather than on monitoring 
compu t ati ona l acc uracy, a function best performed by the automated information 
system. 

T~e CIMS sys t em does not check the va l idity, accuracy or logic of data entered 
from r i sk/ needs assessments. The printout of CIMS data supplied to Entropy 
Li mit ed revea l ed widespread problems with coding and entry of assessment 
in formation. In par t icular, total scores for risk and needs scales recorded on 
the data screen were not always consistent with total scores computed by ad di ng 
th e individua l items, and some scores recorded for various items were not va lid 
choices. Furthermore, data provided for this study show that the CIMS sys t em 
has not been fully updated to reflect changes in item placement, values, 
coding, labeling or data entry procedures corresponding to previous revis ions 
of t he risk / needs system. The same format is used for entering data from the 
initial r i sk assessment and risk reassessment scales, likely resulting in some 
confusion for clerical workers and contributing to data entry errors. 

Any new information system developed for community corrections should therefore 

Be prograrrmed to identify errors in coding, computation and 
logic of risks and needs assessment data as it is entered. 

- Provide separate data entry formats for initial assessments and 
reassessments. 

Incorporate procedures and mechanisms for revision which ensure 
that any changes in risk/needs assessment forms, scoring 
procedures, override policies or other procedures are 
i ncorporated into the data entry formats. 

If clerical workers continue to enter all risk and needs assessment and 
classification data, supervising officers should be routinely provided with a 
hard copy of the risk/needs assessment data screens for their clients so that 
they can check the accuracy of data entered. 

No community corrections office has enough CIMS or ACIS terminals to provide 
officers or supervisors with ready access to the automated information system, 
and few are trained in the use of the CIMS system. As a result, the information 
system i s perceived by many as an information "black hole," which consumes data 
but produces little of value to line staff. Some officers' attitudes toward th e 
r i sk / needs system itself have been adversely affected by their negative view of 
the information system. As the new information system becomes operational, a 
sufficient number of computer terminals, along with appropriate training in 
their use, should be provided to field services offices to enable officers and 
supervisors, as well as clerical workers, to have ready access to the system. 
An improved information system which offers officers a real alternative to 
manual files, rather than simply add i ng to their paperwork burden, will go far 
to improve the credibility and perce i ved utility of the risk/needs 
classification system. 

1?? 
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Staff Training in Risk/Needs Assessment: 

Substantial inconsistencies in the interpretation of individual items on the 
r i sk and needs scales were noted both by a committee of district representatives 
wh ich conducted a special audit of the risk / needs class i fication system in 1986 
and by th e 1987 DOC accreditation audit team. The special audit also reported 
confusion and i nconsistency in the use and reporting of assaultive offense 
history despite the fact that they qualified for intensive supervis i on on t he 
bas i s of t heir risk / needs score alone. 

In order to improve consistency and reliability in scor i ng clients on t he r isk 
and needs scales, statewide retraining was conducted in the surrmer of 1988. 
While this reportedly resolved some problems, a significant number of officers 
still feel that scoring of risk and needs items is legitimately subject to 
interpretation. Consistent and accurate scoring of the risk and needs scales is 
essential to the integrity and reliability of the classification system. 
Although officer discretion should play an important role in classifying 
cl ients, its impact should be restricted to the use of discretionary overrides, 
as discussed previously. 

Therefore, community-based corrections should conduct regular tests for accuracy 
and consistency within and across districts in risk/needs scoring of 
hypothetical case scenarios, and regular training in the risk/needs assessment 
system should be targeted at problem areas identified by such periodic tests. 
All personnel, including clerical workers, probation and parole officers, 
supervisors, and district directors, should receive training appropriate to 
their positions regarding any redesign in the risk/needs assessment and 
reassessment instrument, scoring protocols, override policies, and/or the 
automated information system. Statewide training should occur routinely, at 
least biennially, whether or not revisions have been made or particular problems 
have been noted. 

Contact Standards and the Resource Allocation Model: 

The accuracy and validity of the RAM depends upon 

- The consistent application of a valid risk/needs assessment and 
reclassification system, 

- The extent to which minimum contact standards are accepted 
st atewide as sufficient guidelines for adequate management of 
cases at each supervision level, and 

- The accuracy and completeness of the 1987 time study. 

Numerous suggestions for improving the validity and consistency of application 
of the risk / needs system are provided elsewhere in this report, and, with 
sufficient resources, the DOC should be able to continue to monitor and improve 
the system's predictive validity. 

Through accreditation audits, the DOC already monitors consistency of 
applica t ion of the risk/needs instrument and compliance with contact standards, 
and works with districts to improve consistency and compliance. Contract 
standards were studied as part of the 1986 special audit, and a number of 
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revisions of the minimum contact standards were adopted statewide as a resu lt of 
the audit's recorrmendations. However, many probat ion and parole staff express 
the view th at rel iance on quantified contact standards alone will not ensure t~ e 
prov i s ion of quality supervision to probationers and parolees. It will be 
important for the DOC, with the participation of line staff and district 
management, t o deve lop measures of the quality of supervis ion and services wh ich 
will not on y cont r ibu t e to refinement of accreditation criteria and Resour ce 
Al l oca ti on Mode l but also enhance the credibility of the classificat ion sys t em 
with 1 ine staff. 

The RAM does not yet include several types of nontraditional services provi ded 
by the districts, including corrmunity service supervision, job development 
services, and the ISP. When ISP is incorporated into the risk / needs 
classification system, it should also be included in the RAM. Until another 
time study can be conducted, the workload points per ISP case could be estima t ~d 
at between 4.6 and 5.75 hours per month, assuming that one officer can super vi se 
an average case load of 20 to 25 ISP cases (this does not take into account th e 
efforts of surveillance staff, however). 

It is intended by the DOC that the RAM be used to "provide consistent criteria 
for the preparation, evaluation, and approval of budget requests for Iowa's 
Community Based Corrections System." (RAM, 1988) However, early drafts of the 
Perfonnance Oversight report which are being developed by the legislative Fiscal 
Bureau for the Justice System Appropriations Subcommittee make reference to the 
workload formula, but still use simple caseload statistics as the basis for 
community-based corrections "performance measures." It is essential that all 
agencies and groups which participate in the budgeting process adopt and use t~ e 
workload concept if it is to be an effective tool in improving the 
cost-effectiveness of corrmunity correct ions. 

Risk / Needs Classification Monitoring and Evaluation: 

Ongoing evaluation of the risk/needs assessment and classification system by the 
DOC has been hampered both by insufficient resources and by the limited role 
which probation and parole officers have been permitted to play in the system's 
development and revision.. The system design committee, the special audit 
corrmittee, and the ongoing classification review corrmittee have been composed 
entirely of administrative and supervisory staff. 

Th e corrmit t ee conducting the 1986 special audit of the risk/needs classifica ti on 
system interviewed 77 line staff (a majority of probation and parole officers ) 
t o g a t h e r s y s t em a t i c i n fo nn a t i on on " s t a ff per c e pt i on s o f t h e s y s t em" w i t h 
regard t o advantages, disadvantages and problems, and several substantive 
ch anges in contact standards and in the risk/needs assessment forms result i ng 
f rom this effort. However, this was the first time since the system's 
imp l ementation that line staff opinions had been systematically elicited and 
considered in making system revisions, and the audit report states that "because 
Corrmittee members are in key posit i ons within their Departments, travel and 
Committee work time were limited. The Committee was unavailable to audit all 
units throughout the State ..• [so] the Conmittee concentrated on the larger 
units within each Judicial District." 
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Although eva l uations conducted by consu l tants and academics externa l to t he DOC 
can continue to provide valuable guidance in efforts to improve the risk / needs 
system, t he DOC should have both the staff and information system resources 
required t o compile a comprehensive research-oriented data base and to conduc t 
ongo i ng val ida tfon and supervision impact studies. The new informa t ion sys t em 
shou ld. provide iach field services office with the capability to generate 
routine repor t s loca l ly, and with ready access to programming services necessary 
t o ~btain specia l data analyses relevant to specific issues. Investment i n 
internal research and planning capabilities is not a luxury but ra th er a 
necessity in a modern corrections system which must maximize its effect iv e use 
of scarce resources. 

12 5 



ENTROPY LIMITED FINAL REPORT- IV 

O. Match Between Workload-Staff Resources and Needs in Conmunity Corrections 

Resource Al l oca t ion Model: 

Th e Resour ce Al l oca ti on Model (RAM) developed by the DOC's Division of Community 
Correc ti ons emp loys th e ~i sk / needs classification system to assist in 
de t ermin i ng staff ing needs. The RAM assigns a workload value to various 
f unctions per formed by field services staff, including the supervision of cases 
at eac h class i ficat i on leve l . Total workload can then be calculated for al l 
func ti ons performed by each district in a year, and based upon the calcula ti on 
that each officer has 1,378 hours of work time available each year for clien t 
supervis ion and investigation, staff needs can be calculated for each distr ict. 

The workload values for each type of Iowa probation and parole case were 
"determined through a comprehensive time study ' : 987) which measured and 
averaged statewide the actual amount of time st 3•f spent to perform each [wor k 
task ] at the minimum required level." (RAM, Oc t ober 1988.) The following table 
summarizes workload values (in terms of hours per month) assigned to probation 
and parole cases at each supervision level in the October 1988 RAM draft. 

Probation Parole 

New 2.80 4.10 
Intensive 2.20 2.20 
Norma 1 1.10 1. 30 
Minimum .50 .50 
Administrative .25 .25 

Pretrial release with services cases, pretrial investigations, bond reduction 
i nvestigations, long and short presentence investigations, informal misdemeanor 
reports, and out-of-state transfer investigations are also included in the RAM. 

Monthly and annual statistics on the number of cases supervised at each 
level and investigations performed can be translated into a total number of 
hours of work, or workload. This total workload then generates a need for a 
specific number of full-time-equivalent (FTE) probation and parole staff to 
provide the requisite number of work hours per month/year. The RAM also 
suggests guidelines for allocating supervisors (1 per 7 probation and parole 
staff FTE ) and clerical staff (1 per 4 staff and supervisory FTE). The RA~ 
work l oad system thus can provide justification for requests for new positions, 
and may even contribute to reallocation of workloads across districts if 
significant long-term imbalances can be documented. 

Community-Based Corrections Capacity: 

Statistics compi l ed by the Department of Corrections document that the probat i on 
and parole client caseload has grown by more than 50 percent since FY 1980. 
Furthermore, parolees, who are much more l ikely than probationers to require 
intensive supervision, constituted only 6 percent of the total caseload at the 
end of FY 1980, but now represent 12 percent of the caseload. The population of 
offenders housed in conmunity corrections and work release facilities has also 
increased by over 50 percent since FY 1980. In contrast to this dramatic growth 
in conmunity corrections workload, the total conmunity corrections staff grew by 
only 18 percent during this period. 

• 
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Non-Residential: 

Table 20 summar izes the number of FTE's ava il able in each district to performm 
residential and non-residential cormiunity corrections functions in FY 1988. The 
218.07 field servi ces supervision and investigation staff conducted 7605 
presentence in ves ti gations and 17,387 pretrial interviews during FY 1988, and 
had 14,063 probationers and parolees as well as 991 pretrial RW.S clients on 
their caseloads by the end of FY 1988. These supervision and investigation 
tasks required a t otal of 287,626 work units of effort, according to th e 
Resource Allocation Model. 

Table 20. Corm,un ity Corrections Staff FTE by District 
FY 1988 

Supervision & Probation / Parole Non-work- Adm in i - Clerical Fac ili -
District Investigation* Supervisors load** strative (all)*** ties**** 

1 30.25 4 6.75 8.1)0 14.80 43. 11 
2 29.76 4 1. 40 5.68 13.20 31.26 
3 19.10 4 2.60 7.50 12.80 
4 13.00 2 5.00 6.00 18.50 
5 46.92 6 11.00 7.00 19 .68 56.31 
6 36.79 6 7. 50 7.00 16.21 37.50 
7 26.25 5 2.00 4.50 11.00 33.35 
8 16.00 2 2.00 3.00 6.63 10. 66 

State 218.07 33 30.65 42.78 95.02 243.49 

*Including probation, parole and pretrial. 
**Includes ISP, treatment alternatives to street crime, community services 

supervision and volunteer coordination. 
***Includes clerical supervisors, and encompasses field services and 

facilities. 
****Excluding clerical staff. 

The current RAM recommends minimum staffing levels based on workload only for 
field services supervision and investigation staff. Requisite number of field 
services supervisors and clerical workers are then estimated using standard 
ratios of these staff to supervision and investigation staff. The numbers of 
administrative, non-workload and residential facility staff which each district 
may have are determined through negotiation with the DOC. 
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Table 21 presents the minimum staff requirements estimated using the RAM. In 
most districts, FY 1988 staffing patterns correlate fairly well with RAM 
estimates. 

District 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 

State 

Table 21. ~esource Allocation Model Minimum Staff Needs 
Estimates for FY 1988 

Supervision & 
Investigation 

30.73 
25.65 
20.79 
13. 77 
40.59 
36.65 
24.47 
16.08 

208.73 

Probation/ 
Parole Supervision* 

4 .. 39 
3.67 
2.97 
1. 97 
5,80 
5.24 
3.50 
2.30 

29.85 

Clerical** 
(field services on ly) 

8.78 
7,33 
5.94 
3.94 

11.60 
10.47 
6.99 
4.60 

59.65 

*Determined based on an average ratio of one supervisor per seven field 
service staff (as estimated by the RAM, no actual FTE). 

**Calculated using a ratio of one clerical staff per four field service staff 
and suspervisors (RAM estimates). 

~tatewide, there were slightly more staff in FY 1988 than the m1n1mum FTE 
recorrmended by the RAM. In addition, the RAM reports that there are now 12.5 
FTE assigned to the ISP in five districts supervising a total caseload of 188. 
There are also two relatively new specialized ISP programs, one staffed by 
three officers to focus on drug offenders, and one staffed by two officers to 
deal with sex offenders. Therefore, it appears that for the moment, Iowa's 
field services needs and resources are well-matched. 

If suggested revisions of the risk/needs classification system were 
implemented, the proportions of probation/parole clients classified into 
intensive and normal supervision would decrease somewhat, while the proportion 
in minimum supervision would increase significantly. Table 22 illustrates the 
irrmpact of implementing the proposed revisions, using data from the validation 
sample. 



ENTROPY LIMITED FINAL REPORT-IV 

Table 22. Comparison of Workload for Current and Proposed Classification Sys t em 

Current** Proposed Proposed 
Supervision Sample ',lork without I SP with ISP*** 
Level* Cases Points Cases Points Cases Points 

ISP (5 ) NA NA NA NA 16 80.0 
Intensive (2.2) 104 228.8 80 176.0 64 140.8 
Normal : Probation (1.1) 250 275.0 201 221. 1 201 221. 1 

Parole (1.3) 48 62.4 53 68.9 53 68.9 
Minim um ( 0 . 5) 177 88.5 240 120.0 240 120. 0 
Administrative (0.25) 25 6.25 30 7. 5 30 7,5 
Tota 1 604 660.95 604 593.5 604 638.3 

*Work points in paretheses are from the RAM, excepting ISP, which is based on 
a caseload of 20-25 per officer. If each officer has 115 work points 
available per month, this means that each ISP case is about 5 work points. 

**The current supervision level by score, not override. 
***For the analysis, ISP was included in the classification system by defining~ 

cutoff score which identifies a small group scoring highest on the risk sca l e 
(about 20% of those identified as requiring intensive supervision ) 

This analysis suggests that the net result of implementing proposed 
classification system changes would be a decline in the current statewide 
probation and parole supervision workload of about 3.4 percent. Since nearly 
60 percent of the RAM workload is generated by regular supervision of probation 
and parole cases (estimated using the summary workload ledger for September 
1988), approximately 130 of the 218.07 FTE are currently devoted to these 
functions. If the statewide probation and parole workload were reduced by 3.4 
percent, then 4.4 FTE would be freed to supervise additional cases, then as many 
as 88 to 110 ISP slots could be made available for use by higher-risk parolees 
and probationers. The group of lower-risk inmates described in Section VI would 
be likely candidates for ISP as an alternative to continued confinement. 

Some of the statewide workload reductions achieved by the proposed 
classification system revision would accur in more rural areas of the state. 
Because it is reported in the recently-published ISP evaluation that "ISP lends 
itself best to a metropolitan based service delivery area" and that "future ISP 
development will be targeted in urban conmunities which are likely to have a 
high concentration of high risk offenders in a relatively compact area", the 
actual number of ISP slots which could be created using "excess" FTE is likely 
to be somewhat smaller than 88 to 110. However, regular intensive supervision, 
which is utilized in rural as well as urban areas, is also a viable option for 
higher-risk offenders, and could be expanded using that portion of the excess 
FTE not devoted to ISP. Both ISP and regular intensive superv1s1on are 
cost-effective alternatives to prison confinement, when they are used for 
offenders who would otherwise be incarcerated. 
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Residential: 

Table 23 shows that as of October 1988, there were a total of 659 community
based beds in 18 separate facilities across the eight districts. Of these 126 
were designated for OWI .residents, 154 more were in facilities reserved for work 
releasees only, and the remaining 379 were in corm,unity residential facilities 
which accommodate offenders sentenced directly by the courts and, in three 
districts, work re leasees. 

Table 23. Capacity and Population of Community Corrections Facilities by Distr ict 
October 1988 

Residential/WR OWI Tota 1 s 
District Beds Residents Occupancy Beds Residents Occupancy Beds Residents Occupanc y 

Rate Rate Rate 

1 100 82 84% 10 9 90% 110 91 86~ 
2 69 64 93% 10 8 80% 79 72 9U, 
3 25 20 80% 5 4 80% 30 24 80t 
4 40 43 108% 10 5 50% 50 48 96% 
5 131 111 85% 40 35 88% 171 146 85l 
6 82 80 98% 14 13 93% 96 93 97% 
7 66 58 88% 30 21 70% 96 79 83% 
8 20 2 105% 7 2 29% 27 23 85% 

State 533 479 90% 126 97 77% 659 576 87~ 

At the end of October 1988, there were 576 residents in these facilities. Of 
these one-third were Iowa work releasees, 44 percent were probationers or court 
commitments, 17 percent were OWI cases, and the remainder were parolees, j a i1 
transfers or other offenders. 

As these data indicate, community beds are rarely used for parolees or 
probationers in danger of revocation due to difficulties with employment, living 
situation and/or substance abuse. Written policy explicitly discourages 
probation and parole officers from placing any of their clients on more 
intensive supervision as an alternative to revocation or return to prison, so it 
is not surprising that "half-way in" clients are the lowest priority for 
residential facilities. 

Across the eight districts, occupancy rates varied from 80 percent to 96 
percent. Statewide, 87 percent of the corm,unity beds were occupied, a high rate 
for a network of small facilities with relatively rapid turnover of residents 
(average stays are 3-4 months). However, designated OWI beds were significantly 
underutilized by OWI clients in three districts, where OWI occupancy rates 
ranged from 29 to 70 percent. In all three of these districts, the designated 
OWI beds not used by OWI offenders were being utilized by either work releasees 
or direct corm,itments, since the districts' total occupancy rates ranged from 83 
to 96 percent. 

The Community Placement Office of the Division of Community Corrections 
maintains a waiting list of inmates approved for work release and compiles 
statistics on work release. After work release grants declined by more than 25 
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percent from FY 1985 to FY 1986, the authority to grant work release was 
transferred from a three member Work Release Corm1ittee composed of 
representatives of both the Parole Board and the DOC to the Parole Board. ~hi l e 
the number of work releases granted annually has risen by more than 45 percent 
from its low in FY 1986, the average time which an inmate spends on the waiting 
list for work release placement rose from 19 days in FY 1986 to 31 days in FY 
1988. 

As of October 28, 1988, 96 inmates had been waiting an average of 30 days since 
the Parole Board had granted work release (12 days awaiting approval by the 
warden / superintendent and Central Office plus 18 days after approval). Anot her 
36 inmates approved by the Parole Board for work release had not yet received 
DOC approval. 

Residential facility staff indicated that they do not maintain waiting lists for 
offenders corm1itted directly by the courts, since such offenders are almost 
always accepted for placement at the time of sentencing. Given the high 
priority which Iowa has placed on reducing overcrowding in its prisons, it is 
essential that sufficient space be available to permit the expeditious transfer 
of all inmates approved for work release to corm1unity facilities. In addition, 
the potential for placement of selected "halfway-in" parolees and probationers 
in corm1unity facilities as an alternative to imprisonment should be carefully 
considered. 

During the master planning effort which the Task Force has undertaken, the 
policies which determine priorities for use of residential facility beds should 
be examined. If these facilities are intended to serve as cost-effective 
alternatives to incarceration, either in the state's prisons or in county jai l s, 
admission criteria should specify that only offenders who otherwise would be 
securely incarcerated will be accepted as residents . 

., 
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V. BOARD OF PAROLE OFFENDER RISK ASSESSMENT 

A. The Offender Risk Assessment Model 

Dur i ng th e past several years, the number of paroles granted has increased 
steadi ly. Between fiscal years 1985 and 1988, parole grants i ncreased by 29 
percent, wh il e pr i son admissions increased just 23 percent. However, desp it e 
cont inued growth in the number of parole grants, the prisoner popula~ ion has 
grown by about 200 inmates since the cap was lifted in 1987. 

The Board of Parole seeks to minimize risk to public safety whi l e al so 
re l easing sufficient inmates on parole to maintain the inmate popu l ati on at a 
l evel which can be safely accorrmodated in the OOC's facilities. The risk of 
assessment model is accepted and used by current Board members as a primary 
tool for risk management in parole decision-making. Of fifteen criteria ci ted 
in the Parole Board's written decision-making policy as potential 
tonsiderations in granting parole or work release, five are factors inc l uded 
in the risk assessment's scoring protocol, and one is the risk assessment 
itself. 

1. History 

In 1978 the Iowa Statistical Analysis Center (SAC) began its study of parole 
policies and practices. By 1981, as prison populations continued to grow with 
no sign of abatement, the SAC presented findings to the legislature which 
suggested that the primary cause of the growth in inmate population was not 
increased admissions but rather a decrease in the paroling rate. The SAC al so 
had just completed work on "a system of objective offender risk assessment 
designed to assist criminal justice personnel in making effective release 
decisions. The paramount goal of the system was, and is, to provide better 
public protection and reduced recidivism rates, without increased use of 
incarceration, and secondarily to allow reduced use of incarceration - where 
desired - without increased threat to society." (Risk Assessment Progress 
Report, May 1982.) 

In early 1981, the General Assembly passed H.F. 849, placing a cap on the 
prison population and requiring that the Board of Parole use "objective parole 
cr i teria" to increase the parole release rate without increasing the threat to 
society posed by those released. In a 1983 follow-up report to the General 
Assembly, the SAC assessed the impact of this initiative, concluding that a 
drama t i c i ncrease in paroles had been achieved "with no significant increase 
in t hreat to society" and that "the potentially violent criminal can be 
identif i ed with a high degree of accuracy." 

The firs t r isk assessment model developed by the SAC and used by the Paro l e 
Board incorporated both a risk assessment scoring system and guidel i nes for 
i ts use in the form of a matrix which indicated a range of time t o be served 
prior to parole. The range was based on the offender's risk assessment and 
"desert" categorization (drawn from current offense and sentence and past 
corrrnitment record). The SAC began providing risk assessment and guideline 
information to the Board of Parole prior to passage of H.F. 849. 

The risk assessment model underwent three revisions between 1983 and 1985 
based on results of further validation studies by the SAC. Although the ear ly 
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versions of the risk assessment model incorporated length of stay guidelines 
for the Board's consideration in making release decisions, the 1985 version 
currently in use does not incorporate length of stay recommendations. The 
Board is now considering the adoption of guidelines which would systematize 
the Board's application of the risk assessment in combination with its 
consideration of other criteria in granting or denying parole, but length of 
stay is not a factor in the guidelines under consideration. Since the SAC was 
eliminated in 1985, the Board of Parole has been unable to conduct further 
validation efforts to improve the predictive power of its risk assessment 
instrument. 

2. Description 

The 1985 version of the Iowa Risk Assessment Model provides two assessments of 
offender risk. One measures general threat to public safety and is referred 
to as "Safety Risk" score. The other measures the specific threat of new 
violent crime and is referred to as the "Violence Risk" score. 

The Risk Assessment Model is based on six primary risk factors, including 
Current Offense Score, Prior Violence Score, Street Time Score, Criminal 
History Score, Current Escape Score and Substance Abuse Score. In a seventh 
item an offender is classified as a "Serious Offender" if any one or more of 
five "special risk factors" is present. 

Each of the six primary factors is scaled into three or more risk levels to 
which separate X and Y risk scores are assigned. These scores are then added 
a c r o s s th e s i x r i s k fa c t ors to ob t a i n a " Tot a 1 X - Sc or e '' an d " Tot a 1 Y -S c or e . " 
These totals provide separate "risk estimates," the Total X-Score purportedly 
providing a better estimate of Safety Risk and the Total Y-Score a better 
estimate of Violence Risk. 

The final Safety Risk and Violence Risk Assessments are derived from separate 
matrices, each of which combines the Total X-Score and Total Y-Score. For the 
Violence Risk Assessment only, an offenders' classification as a Serious 
Offender may increase their risk assessment. There are five possible Safety 
Risk Assessments (Very Poor, Poor, Fair, Good, and Very Good) and five 
possible Violence Risk Assessments (Very Poor, Poor, Good, Very Good, and 
Excellent). Eleven combinations of Safety Risk and Violence Risk Assessments 
are possible under the matrix definitions (VP/VP, P/VP, VP/P, PIP, F/P, VP/G, 
P/G, F/G, F/ VG, G/VG, and VG/E). 

The Parole Board's Research Analyst, with the assistance of an Evaluation 
Liaison since July 1988, prepares risk assessments for all inmates as soon as 
possible after their admission to the prison system. The Research Analyst 
enters all risk assessments (individual item scores and total assessment 
ratings) into the ACIS system. She has been working to compile a more 
extensive research database on those granted parole using personal computers 
and DB III software. 

The Parole Board's written policy provides guidelines for scheduling initial 
parole and work release interviews based solely on the class of the inmate's 
current most serious offense (and therefore on the maximum sentence length), 
and requires that inmates be interviewed at least annually following their 
initial interview. Policy also requires that they be informed of their risk 
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assessment scores and t he role risk assessment plays in release decision-making. 

However, fo ll owing imposition of the pr i son "cap, " t he Board found that t hey 
cou ld no t rely on . regular inmate interviews alone to provide them with enough 
offenders t o parol e. They asked the prison staff and the SAC to recorrrnend 
parole candid ates for special reviews. However, the prison st aff and t he SAC 
were of t en i n conf li ct over who was a suitable release candidate. The SAC 
re l ied heavi ly on its Risk Assessment Mode l , while prison staff looked more t o 
ins t itu ti ona l behavior and program participation. Eventua ll y the Paro l e Board 
acqu i red its own Research Analyst who developed a model for Parole Cand idate 
Ident i fication Through the Use of Objective Criteria, which incorporates bo t h 
t he offender risk assessment and past Board decision-making patterns. The goa l 
of the system is to provide the Board of Parole with a sufficient pool of 
candidates for special parole consideration each month to contain the growt h in 
the prison population. 

Written criteria developed by the Board's research analyst state that 
"offenders who score Poor or Very Poor on the Violence Risk Assessment are 
automatically ineligible for special parole reviews." General recidivism 
(safety) risk is not part of the criteria used to select those to be considered 
for parole through case reviews. Inmates satisfying these eligibi li ty criteria 
who have not been released previously on the current offense, who are not 
serving a mandatory minimum and who are not serving sentence for a violent 
crime may be released via case review prior to their initial interview with the 
Board. 

Written policy requires that inmates scoring Poor or Very Poor on the vio l ence 
risk assessment receive approval by four or five Board members, respective ly, 
in order to be paroled. Thus, even when these inmates are interviewed, t heir 
cases must be further reviewed in the office, since only three members are 
empaneled to interview cases at the institutions. 
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B. Offender Risk Assessment Instrument Validation 

1. The Samp le 

The samp le used for validation of the Offender Risk Assessment Instrument and 
for evaluat ion of current in-practice use of the parole assessments was a 
randomly jrawn group of 665 offenders paroled between July and December 1986. 

Data on these offenders came from several sources. The offenders' assessed 
safety risk and violence risk scores and subsequent parolee revocations ( if 
any ) with reasons for revocation were received from the Iowa Board of Parole on 
a data diskette. Copies of each selected offender's Risk Assessment forms 
containing one, two, or three pages of raw data used to calculate the safety 
and violence risk assessments were also received. These sets of information 
plus Federal Parole Corrmission risk assessment factors were analyzed as part of 
the validation of the Offender Risk Assessment instrument. The offender data 
plus information from on site interviews and record reviews were used for 
evaluation of the current use of the risk assessments in parole 
decision-making. 

2. Validation Results 

The Safety Risk Score, as currently calculated and used, is designed to predict 
the likelihood that a paroled offender will present a risk to the public while 
on release from prison-setting supervision. The offender's risk to general A 
public safety is assessed by the Safety Risk Score. Risks to public safety • 
involving violence are assessed by the Violence Risk Score. The validation 
study covered both types of risk. The procedure was to analyze statistically 
the factors used to compute the current score by comparing them to revocation 
data to discover the reliability of each factor's predictive ability. Each 
factor's ability to correlate better than random chance was evaluated. 

The general results of factor analyses are surrmarized in the "Validation 
Findings" part of Section II. Detailed results are presented below. 

Correlations with Parole Revocation: 

The first dependent variable studied in the validation of the parole risk 
assessment instrument was parole revocation. The extent to which each of the 
factors examined correlated with the revocation rate is given below. 

current offense score 

Paro l ees whose current offense is burglary or attempted burglary have 
revocations 50% more frequently than other parolees. Other crime 
types showing higher than average* revocation rates are forgery and 
persona 1 1 arceny. 

*Throughout this section, "average" refers to the average for all parolees in 
the sample. 
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prior violence score 

No correlation was found. 

street ti me score 
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Paro le revocation rates are uniformly lower for parolees wit h higher 
stree t time scores. The fol l owing tabulation shows how t he revoca ti on 
rate varies with street time score. 

street time score 

14+ years 
11-14 years 
6-11 years 
0-6 years 

criminal history score 

revocation 

about 30% 
about 25% 
about 20% 
about 25% 

rate 

below average 
below average 
above average 
above average 

Parole revocation rates are lower with lower criminal history scores, 
but there is great variability with the scores in general. The 
following tabulation shows how the revocation rate varies with the 
score. The irregular dependence of revocation rates for scores 
greater than 16 is probably a reflection of the high revocation rates 
for crimes of "intermediate" seriousness, such as burglary. 

criminal history score 

140+ 
41-139 
16-40 
0-15 

current escape score 

revocation rate 

about 35% above average 
about 20% above average 
about 40% above average 
about 25% below average 

There may be a slight positive association of escape score to 
revocation rate, but the number of escapes in the sample were too 
small to statistically verify such a weak association. 

substance abuse score 

The following listing shows the relationship between the substance 
abuse score and parole revocation rates. Although there is no 
statistically significant distinction among different types of drug 
use, there is general indication that offenders who use PCP, are 
ad di cted to opiates, sniff volatile substances, or inject non-opiates 
are probably poorer parole risks than are offenders in other drug 
abuse categories. 

substance abuse score 

0-3 
4-7 
8+ 

, "'.., 

revocation rates 

about 50% below average 
about average 
about 40% above average 
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X-score as currently computed 

The X-score is moderately correlated with parole revocation rates. 
The following table shows the degree of association found in the 
sample. It is significant that a breakpoint in the sample falls 
between scores of 7 and 8, not between scores of 6 and 7 as is scaled 
on the current assessment form. In addition, the sample produces no 
breakpoint between scores of 11 and 12 as does the current form. 

X-score 

0-3 
4-7 
8+ 

Y-score as currently computed 

revocations rate 

about 50% below average 
about average 
about 40% above average 

The Y-score is weakly correlated with parole revocation rates. The 
following tabulation shows the breakdowns. 

Y-score revocation rate 

0-6 about 20% below average 
7-9 about average 
10+ about 40% above average 

safety risk assessment as currently defined 

The safety risk assessment (determined by a specific matrix of the X
and Y-scores), which is matched with corresponding general risk 
categories ranging from "Very Good" to "Very Poor" is moderately 
correlated to the rates of parole revocations. The following listing 
shows the breakdown of categories according to the sample. 

safety risk category revocation rate 

very good about half of average 
good about average 
fair about 25% above average 
poor about 35% above average 
very poor about 35% above average 

violence risk assessment as currently defined 

The violence risk assessment (determined by another matrix of the X
and Y-scores) is moderately correlated with parole revocation rates. 
However, the trend is not uniform, and this factor is not as 
appropriate a predictor of paprole revocation as is the safe~y risk. 

overall risk category (safety risk assessment and violence risk assessment) 

The current overall assessment made by combining the safety risk 
assessment and the violence risk assessment is moderately correlated 
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to paro l e revocation rates . 

risk category 

good 
property 
vi ol ence 

r evocation rate 

about 10% below average 
about 30% above average 
about 40% above average 

Statist i cally determining that the current safety risk assessment is on ly 
moderate ly predictive of an offender's likelihood of recidivism sugges t ed th at 
using addi t ional factors generally considered to be good indicators mi ght 
result in improved predictability for the Offender Risk Assessment instr ume nt. 
The additional factors which were validated and the results for each are 
presented below. 

FPC lead crime category 

FPC 

The correlation between the Federal Parole Commission lead crime 
categories and parole revocation rates is shown by the following 
listing. The highest risk is for Category 5 crimes, the lowest for 
Categories 1, 7, and 8. 

FPC category revocation rate 

1 about one-fourth of average 
2 average 
3 average 
4 average 
5 about 25% above average 
6 about 20% below average 
7 about one-third of average 
8 about one-third of average 

salient factor score 

No correlation was found between the Federal Parole Commission salient 
factor score and parole revocation rates. 

crime group 

Weak correlation. Inmates whose current offense is a property crime 
have higher than average revocation rates. 

lead crime 

Weak correlation. Crime categories with the highest rates of paro l e 
revocations are burglary, theft, and false use of a financial 
instrument. 

offense class of lead crime 

Moderate correlation . Inmates whose lead crime is a class C felony 
have higher than average parole revocation rates. 
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concurrent or consecutive sentence 

No correlation was found between concurrent/consecutive sentencing and 
revocation rates. 

total sentence length 

The total sentence length for current incarceration is moderately 
correlated with parole revocations. The highest risks are inmates 
with 10-24 year sentences. The lowest risks are inmates with 
sentences less than 5 years. Intermediate seriousness crimes 
(burglary, forgery, etc.), with sentence length of 10-24 years, are 
associated with the highest rates of revocations. 

sentence length 

1-4 years 
5-9 years 
10-19 years 
20-24 years 
25+ years 

number of days out of prison 

revocation rate 

about 35% below average 
about average 
about 35% above average 
about 65% above average 
about 35% below average 

The number of days out prior to the current offense is weakly 
correlated with parole revocation. Those with no days out have 10% 
fewer revocations than average. Those out one or more days have 
revocations 10% more frequently than average. 

instate vs. outstate 

Strong correlation. Inmates paroled to out-of-state locations have a 
revocation rate one-fourth that of those paroled within the state. 

first vs. repeated parole 

Moderate correlation. First time parolees have revocation rates 30% 
lower than inmates who have had one or more previous paroles. 

months served on current sentence 

Weak correlation. Inmates who have served 3.6 or fewer months have 
revocation rates 35% lower than inmates paroled after serving more 
than 3.6 months. Since only 11% of the sample inmates were paroled 
within the first 3.6 months of their sentence length, this correlation 
is ·Heak in terms of application to the entire population. 

age at time of current offense 

Weak correlation. The correlation of an offender's age at the time of 
conmitting the current offense with rates of parole revocation is 
shown in the tabulation below. 
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21 (or under) years 
22-29 years 
30+ years 

age at first corrmitment 

FINAL REPORT-V 

revocation rate 
about 25% above averagee 
about average 
about 30% below average 

Moderate correlation. Parolees whose very first commitment occurred 
at age 18 or under have a 50% higher rate of revocation than those 
whose first commitment occurred after age 18. 

number of current offenses 

Moderate correlation. The number of offenses for which and inmate i s 
incarcerated and the rate of revocation when subsequently paroled is 
moderately correlated. Because the current offense sheet was missing 
from the data for over 200 of the records in the sample, the results 
for this factor must be regarded as somewhat questionable. 

number of current offenses 

1 
2-3 
4+ 

revocation rate 

about 20% below average 
about 40% above average 
about twice average 

current conviction for violent offense 

Weak correlation. Inmates serving time for property and other 
nonviolent crimes have the highest revocation rates. 

category of current conviction 

violent 
non-violent 

number of prior commitments 

revocation rate 

about 50% below average 
about 15% above average 

There is a weak positive correlation between the number of prior 
convictions and parole revocation rate. 

number of prior commitments 

none 
l+ 

number of prior convictions 

revocation rate 

about 15% below average 
about 15% above average 

prior convictions for violen t offense 

length of commitment-free period before offense 
gender of inmate 

No correlations with revocation rates were found for the four factors 
listed above. 
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The institution from which an inmate is paroled was ~nalyzed for correlation 
with risk. It was determined that there is no general statistically 
significant association between the institution from which the inmate is 
paroled and th e parole revocation rate. On the borderline of statistical 
significance are the facts that inmates from MCC, JBC and I~R have about 20% 
high er than average revocation rates, while those from ISP, RIV, RWC, and MTV 
have about 2/ 3 the average revocation rate. 

Correlations with Violence: 

The Violence Risk Score, as currently calculated and used, is designed to 
predict the likelihood of a paroled offender's corrmitting a crime involv in g 
violence while on release from prison-setting supervision. As with the 
validation of the Safety Risk Score, factors used to compute the Violence Risk 
Score were validated one by one to test their effectiveness as predictors of 
violent behavior. Detailed results are presented below. 

current offense score 

Weak correlation. Of all the current offenses listed in the sample, 
only Burglary is correlated with a relatively high (50%) rate of 
violence for an offender on parole. 

prior violence score 

Moderate correlation. A prior violence score over 10 on the current 
assessment is associated with a violence rate twice the average among 
parole revocations. A prior violence score of 10 or less has a 
violence rate of two-thirds the average. 

street time score 

Moderate correlation. A street time score of 0-6 is associated with a 
violence rate about 50% higher than average among parole revocations. 
Street time scores of 14 and higher are associated with violence rates 
about half the average. 

criminal history score 

Strong correlation. A criminal history score greater than 40 is 
associated with a rate of violence among parole revocations of about 
twice the average. A score in the range of 16-40 is associated with a 
violence rate of about three-fourths the average. A score in the 
range of 0-15 has a violence rate about one-fourth the average. 

current escape score 

There were too few escapes in th e history of parole revocations in the 
sample to reach a conclusion regarding the association of this factor 
to violence as a component of th e parole violation. 

substance abuse score 

1 ,1,, 
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Strong correlation. Drug abusers have low rates of violence i nciden t s 
among parole revocations. Al cohol abusers have average rates. Paro l ees 
with no history of substance abuse have nearly three times the average 
vio l ence rates among parole revocations. The records of the history 
of drug abuse may be in error, and th i s corre l ation may reflect that 
t hose who are known abusers are good risks, while there may be unknown 
abusers who are poor risks. 

X-score as currently computed 

Strong correlation. Paro l ees with X-scores of 8 or higher have abou t 
twice the average rates of violence among parole revocations. 

Y-score as currently computed 

Strong correlation. Parolees with Y-scores of 6 or higher have about 
twice the average rates of violence among parole revocations. 

safety risk assessment 

Strong correlation. If the safety risk assessment is Poor or Very 
Poor, the rate of revocation for violent crimes during paro l e is abou t 
twice the average. If the assessment is Fair, Good, or Very Good, the 
rate is about half the average. 

violence risk assessment 

Moderate correlation. If the violence risk assessment is Poor or Very 
Poor, the rate of revocation for violent crime during parole is almos t 
twice the average. If the assessment is Good, Very Good, or 
Excellent, the rate is about two-thirds the average. (Thus, on the 
validation sample, the safety risk scale was a somewhat better 
predictor of violence among parole revocations than was the violence 
risk scale.) 

overall risk category (safety risk assessment and violence risk assessment ) 

Very strong correlation. If the overall risk category is violent, the 
rate of conviction for "violent" crime during parole is about three 
t imes the average rate. If the category is "property," the rate is 
about average. If the category is "good," the rate of violent crime 
is slightly less than half the average rate. 

Since the violence risk assessment correlated only moderately as a predictor of 
vi olent cr imes among parole revocat i on, several additional factors were 
validated for their relationship to violence among revocations to f i nd t hose 
which might work better in a modification of the current assessment scor i ng. 
The results are presented below. 

FPC salient factor score 

There is a strong correla ti on for the Federal Parole Comm ission's 
salient factor scores. Those in the 5-10 range are associated with 
higher rates of violent crime on parole revocation than those scored 

143 



ENTROPY LIMITED FINAL REPORT-V 

in the 0-4 range. (Of the 164 parole vio l ations in t he samp l e for 
which the salient factor score could be computed, ten involved new 
cr imes of a violent type and all ten had scores of 5 or greater. 

mont hs served on current sentence 

Th ere i s a strong corre lation for this factor. Inmates who have 
served 8.5 months or more on their current offense prior to paro l e 
have a higher rate of violence on parole revocation than do inma t es 
who are paroled within the first 8.5 months after admiss ion. 

current conviction for violence 

Inmates serving time for a violent offense have about twice the rate 
of violence among parole revocations as the average. This is a strong 
correlation. 

prior conviction for violence 

There is a strong correlation for parolees with a history of 
convictions for violence. These inmates have a much higher 
incidence of violence on parole than do those with no prior 
convictions for violence. 

offense class of lead crime 

prior 
rate of 

Moderate correlation. Inmates serving time for a Class C felony have 
the highest rates of violation involving violence during parole. 

age at first corrrnitment 

Moderate correlation. Parolees whose first commitment in their lives 
was at age 21 or younger have a higher rate of violence during parole 
than do parolees whose age at first commitment was over 21 years. 

crime group 

Weak correlation. Inmates serving time for a property offense have a 
l ower rate of violence-related offenses during parole than do those 
serving time for a violent offense. 

tota l l ength of sentence 

Weak correlation. Inmates with sentence lengths of 10+ years have a 
higher rate of violence on parole revocations than do inmates with 
shorter sentence lengths. 

FPC lead crime category 

Weak correlation . . Inmates serving time for crimes in FPC categories 4 
and 5 have a higher incidence of violence on parole revocation than do 
inmates in categories 2 and 3. (Categories 1, 6, 7, and 8 have too 
few instances of parole revocation in the data to assess the violence 
statistics.) 
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age at current offense 

Weak correlation. Inmates serving time for an offense committed at 
age 30 or older have lower rates of violence on parole revocation than 
those wh~ committed their current offense at a younger age. 

age at parole 

Wea k correlation. Inmates paroled after age 30 have a somewhat l ower 
rate of violence on parole revocation than do inmates paroled at a 
younger age. 

number of current offenses 

Weak correlation. Inmates serving time for three or more offenses 
have about 50% higher than average rates of violence on parole 
revocation. (However, the numbers of inmates i~ the revocation samp l e 
was too small to produce a definitive conclusion.) 

number of prior colllTlitments 

Weak correlation. Inmates with at least one prior commitment have 
about 25% greater rates of violence during parole than those with no 
prior commitments. 

lead crime 

Weak correlation. The following crime types had sufficient numbers in 
the sample to determine the relationship to violence on revocation: 

gender 

crime type 

2nd degree burglary 
3rd degree theft 
FUFI 
OMVUI 

rate of violence on revocation 

70% above average 
20% below average 
below average (0) 
below average (0) 

Weak correlation. Females have higher rates of technical vio l ations 
for parole revocations than males; males have higher rates of 
violence-related parole violations. 

Some factors showed no relationship as predictors of violent behavior. These 
i nclude: 

concurrent or consecutive sentence 

number of days out 
first time paroled 

Two factors pertaining only to the Iowa population were analyzed for possible 
correlation with violence among parole revocations. 
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instate vs. outstate parole jurisdiction 

In the sample_, the number of inmates paroled to other jurisdictions 
was too small to determine a relationship. 

institut ion of incarceration 

The highest rates of violence among paro l e revocations are from 
parolees from JB and IMCC. However, the numbers in the samp l e were 
too small to make this a statistically definitive conclusion. 

3. Recorrrnended Modifications to Offender Risk Assessment Instrument 

Since the validation showed that the current instrument produces scores which 
serve only moderately well as predictors of an inmate's risks to public safety 
and to future violent behavior, a modified scoring system was created. The 
modified version incorporates new factors in addition to those currently used. 

Specifically, the elements of the current X-score (Safety Risk) and Y-score 
(Violence Risk) were modified by raising the weights of those factors which 
performed well and lowering the weights of those factors which performed 
poorly. New factors which perfonned well and are convenient to determine were 
added. 

To avoid the statistical problem of overfitting, two safeguards were followed -
in constructing the modified score. First, the weights were shifted from their 
current scoring values only a portion of the amount which would be optimal on 
the sample data. Second, the cutoff points between the assessments "VG", "G", 
"F", "P", and "VP" were shifted one point from the sample optimum if this 
brought subsample percentages closer to those of the current safety assessment 
subsampler percentages. These two safeguards employ the well-established 
statistical procedure of "shrinkage" and yield a modified scoring system which 
is estimated to optimize predictive performance on future parole decisions. 
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C. Application and Use of Offender Risk Assessment 

The Parole Board's workload has grown as prison population pressures have 
increased. Table 24 i llustrates that the number of cases considered for paro l e 
grew by 15 percent in just three years. 

Table 24. Parole Board Workload Trends 

Fiscal Inmate Case Total Cases Paroles Work Re l ease 
Year Interviews Reviews Considered Granted Grants 

1985 2347 2793 5140 1367 NA 

1986 2781 2251 5032 1454 NA 

1987 2602 2521 5123 1529 605 

1988 2888 3003 5891 1765 718 

In FY 1987, the Parole Board was reorganized by the legislature, going from 
seven part-time members to five members, three of whom are full-time. If the 
Board's workload continues to increase, as is likely if prison cormiitments grow 
and capacity remains limited, consideration should be given to increasing the 
Board's resources. 

Adequacy of Information: 

The accuracy and completeness of information on which the risk assessment is 
based depends upon the quality and quantity of information provided to the Board 
by law enforcement agencies, the DOC and the Judicial Districts. Therefore, the 
Board should clearly cormiunicate its information needs and offer any reasonable 
assistance to these agencies in developing forms and formats for information 
collection and analysis which will serve the agencies' and the Board's needs. 

Since July 1988, the Board's Research Analyst, who had previously been solely 
responsible for completing all assessments, has been assisted by an Evaluation 
Liaison l ocated at Oakdale. The proportion of the institutional population for 
whom risk assessments are available has risen from 43% in September 1986, to 73% 
in December 1988. Since the quality and availability of risk assessment 
information on inmates and parolees is clearly dependent on having sufficient 
staff trained in risk assessment and data entry, the Parole Board must be 
provided with sufficient staff to perform these essential functions in a timely 
fashion. 

Research Needs: 

Although the Parole Board is required to "study the relationship of the success 
of i nmates on parole, work releases or furlough to the programs completed by the 
inmates while in the institution," the available automated information does not 
sufficiently describe program participation, progress and outcomes, and the 
Board does not have sufficient staff or computer resources to translate manual 
file information into computer-analyzable data. With the limited resources 
available, the Research Analyst has effectively been limited to providing 
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statistical feedback on aggregate outcomes of parole decisions which may 
influence the way in which the risk assessment is used. With the eliminat ion of 
the SAC i n 1985, the Parole Board has been unable either to conduct basic 
research in risk assessment or to explore potential changes to the risk 
assessment instrument which might improve its predictive validity. 

Because th e r i sk assessment model is likely to continue to play an important 
role in paro le decision-making, it is essential that its predictive va l idi ty be 
periodically reevaluated. With a relatively modest initial investment in 
computer hardware and software, the Parole Board could enhance its capab ility to 
monitor applications of the risk assessment model, and could develop the 
capacity to design and conduct longitudinal research directed at improving th e 
instrument itself. 

The Research Analyst is still solely responsible for entering risk assessment 
information into the ACIS system. To enable the Research Analyst to provide 
necessary evaluation research and policy analysis services to the 8oard, 
comprehensive training of the Evaluation Liaison should be promptly completed so 
that he can assume responsibility for all risk assessment and data entry for new 
admissions to the institutional system. 

Parole: 

During the past several years, the number of paroles granted has increased 
steadily. Table 25 shows that between fiscal years 1985 and 1988, parole grants 
increased by 29 percent, while prison admissions increased just 23 percent. 

Table 25. Trends in Parole Grants and Revocations 

Fiscal Inmates Paroles Prison Prison Parole 
Year Paroled* Revoked* Admissions** Population,*** 7 /1 Caseload,*** 

1983 1000 190 1953 2675 681 
1984 1230 230 1974 2591 1059 
1985 1367 312 2161 2635 1302 

1986 1454 403 2205 2720 1498 
1987 1529 486 2454 2789 1491 

1988 1765 502 2652 2890 1514 

*Data provided by Parole Board. FY83 and FY84 figures are estimates from 
graphs. 

**DOC data. 
***From LENSTRA. 

7 / l 

However, despite continued growth in the number of parole grants, the prisoner 
population has grown by about 200 inmates since the cap was lifted in 1987. 

Data provided by the Board's research analyst indicates that approximately 90 
percent of all paroles are now being granted as a result of case reviews rather 
than interviews. Only seven percent of inmate interviews result in parole, in 
comparison to 40 percent of case reviews. Of those inmates interviewed during 
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four months in FY 1988, the majority (54%) scored Poor or Very Poor on t he 
violence risk assessment. In contrast, 76% of case reviews in the same per iod 
i nvo l ved inma t es who were good, very good, or excellent violence risks. 

Cl early, an i nmate's risk assessment score, par t icular ly the violence risk 
score, pl ays a significant role in the Board ' s decision-making. Data prov ided 
by the Paro le Board shows a strong associa ti on between the average l ength of 
t ime served prior t o parole and inmates ' vio l ence risk score level. Among 
i nmates paroled in 1987, t hose with poor and very poor violence risks served 
s ign ifi cantly more time on the average than did lower-risk offenders con vi ct ed 
of the same class of offense. 

In the sample of parolees used for this validation, there is a strong and 
statistically significant association between the percentage of inmates' max imum 
sentence served prior to parole and both their safety and their vio l ence r i sk 
levels. Nearly one-third of poor and very poor violence risks served more than 
30 percent of their maximum sentence prior to parole, while only 7 percent of 

·good to excellent violence risks served that much of their sentence. On the 
other hand, 65 percent of good risks served less than 15 percent of t heir 
maximums, in contrast to less than 30 percent of poor and very poor violence 
risks. 

Table 26 shows that the proportion of inmates granted parole who are assessed as 
good risks on both the safety and violence scales has declined in recent years, 
while the proportion assessed as poor property risks has grown. 

Table 26. Trends in Risk Levels of Paroled Inmates 

Fiscal Number Percent with Poor Poor Good 
Year Paroled Risk Assessments Violence ProQerti Risks 

1985 1367 70.8 20.9 10.3 68.8 
1986 1454 84.5 20.3 10.8 68.9 
1987 1529 88.3 16.5 26.5 57.0 

1988 1765 97.7 19.5 26.2 54.3 

Th e proportion of total paroles granted to offenders with poor and very poor 
vio l ence risks has remained relatively stable, as has the proportion of the 
institutional population scoring poor or very poor on the violence scale. 

Before the cap was lifted, population pressures sometimes resulted in the paro l e 
of good risk inma t es prior to their completi on of institutional programs. In 
the absence of a mandated population goal, the Parole Board now requires tha t 
most of these "high need/low risk" inmates remain in prison until they have 
successfully completed recormiended treatment programs. Although this po l icy i s 
more consistent with current institutional treatment policies and goals, it does 
not address the larger question of whether prison is the most appropriate 
setting in which to provide needed treatment or program involvement for th ese 
low-risk offenders. This is a policy issue which should be addressed as part of 
the correctional master planning effort. 
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Both inst i tutiona l and community-based corrections staff express ser ious concer n 
regarding the risk assessment model's failure to identify many sex offenders, 
particu lar ly child sexual abusers, as poor parole risks. This has caused many 
to ques ti on t he validity of the model for predicting other violent or 
recidi vi st ic behavior. Although in the past, population pressures resulted in 
release of some sex offenders assessed as good risks prior to treatment 
comp letion, th e Board reportedly now requires all sex offenders t o part i cipa t e 
in t he nine-mon th Mt. Pleasant treatment program prior to consideration for 
mi nim um security, work release or parole. Many paroled sex offenders have been 
placed on ISP in those districts which have implemented the program. 

Many i nstitutional staff report that it is difficult to implement a po l icy of 
graduated release (i.e., gradual reduction in custody levels and complet i on of a 
sequence of required treatment programs just prior to release) in the absence of 
clear and consistent guidelines from the Parole Board regarding inmates' 
probable parole release dates and the likelihood of their placement in wor k 
release. Although corrrnunications between the Board and the DOC have improved i n 
recent years, institutional staff still report that they must often 
"second-guess" Parole Board decisions based on their knowledge of the Board's 
past practices. 

Implementing parole and work release guidelines which suggest likely minimum 
stays in prison for different types of inmates would enhance the consistency of 
parole decision-making and enable the institutional system to increase the 
efficiency and effectiveness of its graduated release policies and programs. 
Therefore, the Parole Board should develop written guidelines which recommend A 
the proportion of an inmate's maximum sentence which should be served pr ior t o W 
the grant of parole. 

Work Release: 

In FY 1987, the power to grant and revoke work release was given to the Board of 
Parole. The Board's written policies do not separately describe the criteria 
used to select inmates for work release in contrast to parole, but rather refer 
to both types of release interchangeably. 

However, in practice, the Board reportedly views work release as an appropriate 
placement for: a) relatively poor risk inmates who would not be granted parole 
directly from a correctional institution, and b) good risks who require 
graduated release due to lack of parole plans and/or a stable home to which they 
cou ld ret urn. 

The Paro l e Board should develop written guidelines which differentiate those ~ho 
should be placed on work release from t hose who can be paroled directly from 
prison. As discussed above, these guidelines should suggest the optimal 
proportion of maximum sentence to be served in prison prior to placement on work 
release. 

ISP: 

Although most Parole Board members are not familiar with either the ISP program 
or parole supervision levels as defined by Corrrnunity Based Corrections 
Risk/Needs Assessment System and its minimum contact standards, the Board often 
recorrrnends that higher risk inmates to whom paroles are granted be placed on 
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maximum or intensive supervision. Such a recommendation often results in the 
paro l ee's assignment to the ISP program in districts where it is available. 

A recent l y published evaluation of the Intensive Supervision Program documents 
th at parolees constitute the majority of offenders placed on ISP. During the 
in i tial 21-month evaluation period, 48 percent of the 521 offenders pl aced on 
ISP were ma l e fe l ony property offenders on parole supervision, and another 28 
percent were paro l ees convicted of felony crimes against persons or aggravated 
misdemeanors. In all, parolees coonstituted 80 percent of admissions to ISP 
during this period. Although the Parole Board risk score is not repor t ed for 
over 27 percent of ISP parolees in the evaluation sample, nearly 27 percent of 
the assessed ISP parolees were poor violence risks, and another one-th i rd were 
poor property risks. 

The Parole Board currently has no written criteria for recommending paro l ees for 
intensive supervision or for assignment to ISP. Guidelines should be developed 
which identify characteristics of inmates who should be recommended for ISP 
(although the final decision regarding classification of parolees should remain 
with community corrections staff). 

Revocation: 

Between FY 1985 and FY 1988, the number of parole revocations rose by over 60 
percent (see Table 26), and the proportion of total prison admissions which 
resulted from parole revocation rose from 14 percent to 19 percent. However, 
the number of parolees revoked annually for violent felony and aggravated 
misdemeanor convictions has remained stable since FY 1985, while the proportion 
of revocations due to all types of felony convictions has declined from 54 
percent to 42 percent during the past four years. Therefore, the overall 
increase in parole revocations is primarily a result of growth in the number of 
revocations for technical violations of parole conditions and new simple or 
serious misdemeanor charges or convictions. 

When work release was administered by the corrections division of the Division 
of Social Services, an average of two-thirds of work releasees successfully 
completed their placements. Since FY 1985, after the DOC was created and the 
Districts were given responsibility for managing work release programs, only 
one-half of work releasees successfully completed their stay in the facilities. 
The success rate stabilized at that level even before the Parole Board began 
selecting work releasees, and it has not changed even though the number of 
admissions to work release increased from a nine-year low of 418 in FY 1986 to 
612 in FY 1988. Therefore, the increase in the failure rate is likely due to 
implementation of more stringent criteria for successful completion of work 
relea~e programs rather than to a decrease in program quality or to increases i n 
the objectively-measured risk levels of residents. Data provided by the Parole 
Board documents that the proportion of work release residents assessed as poor 
or very poor violence risks has declined from 39 percent (of residents on 
September 16, 1986) to 22 percent (on September 16, 1988), while the proportion 
of poor and very poor violence risks in the prison population remained stable at 
about one-half. 

Neither the Parole Board's risk assessment model nor the community-based 
risk / needs instrument currently plays any role in parole or work release 
revocation decisions, although for a brief period, the request for revocation 
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form asked for i nformation on a parolee's risk score from the commun i ty-based 
risk / needs i nstrument. The nature of the viola ti on or offense and the 
recommenda ti ons of j ud icial district corrections staff are the central factors 
now considered. The Board's written policies outline the types of violations of 
paro le cond iti ons whi ch must be reported to the board, but do not suggest a 
systemat ic way of considering such factors in reaching a revocat ion decision. 
Board poli cies regardi ng work release revocation simply state that it "sha l l be 
initiated purs uan t t o department of corrections and district department r ul es 
re l ating to vi ol ation of the conditions of work release." Although a revocat io n 
hear i ng may result in reinstatement of the parole or work release, the 
consequence of paro l e or work release revocation i s always return to prison. 

Because parole and work release revocations have been increasingly contr ibut in g 
to the growth in prison admissions, the Parole Board should structure and 
priori t ize the criteria to be used in making the revocation decision, and i t 
should consider the role which its risk assessment model and/or the 
conmunity-based risk/needs assessment might play in evaluating offenders for 
revocation. Although revocations for t echnical violations of parole or wor k 
release conditions may in some instances serve the public interest by prevent ing 
more serious misconduct and contributing to the credibility of the justice 
system's enforcement capabilities, the same concern for objective risk 
assessment which characterizes the parole grant and work release decisions 
should play a part in the revocation decision. The Board should encourage the 
DOC and district departments to use alternatives to revocation for inmates 
experiencing problems with employment, substance abuse and/or living situation, A 
but who are not at high risk of reoffending. These alternatives include W 
intensified supervision and residence in corrmunity-based facilities. 

Conclusion: 

The Parole Board should develop guidelines to structure its consideration of the 
offender's violence and safety risk in concert with criteria deemed relevant to 
goals other than "risk management" or "selective incapacitation." These 
additional criteria should, for the most part, be limited to factors not already 
included in the risk assessment model, e.g., employment history, institutional 
behavior and program participation, and history of sexual deviance . Even if 
some offender groups, such as sex offenders, cannot be statistically identified 
as hiqh risk and so incorporated into the objective risk assessment scale, 
decision guidelines can explicitly consider selected characteristics of these 
i nmates i n assessing need for treatment and/or intensive supervision. In 
deve l op i ng guide l ines, the Parole Board should explicitly consider t he ro l e th at 
safety (g eneral recidivism) risk assessments (which are not a central 
considerat ion in current parole decision-making) should play in parole 
decision-making. 

Any decis ion-making guidelines deve loped by t he Board of Parole should be 
consistent with the stated goals of corrections which will be developed as par t 
of t he master planning process. Therefore, the Board should be involved in t he 
deliberations and decision-making of t he Task Force regarding criminal justice 
goals and objectives, not only through contributing information on current 
decision-making practices but also through focusing attention on the values and 
goals to be actualized in the parole and work release decision-making process. 
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VI. Inmate Population Profiles 

Ana lysis of t he current inmate popu l at i on (as of December 15, 1988) was 
conduc t ed using data received on three magnetic t apes from the Iowa Departmen t 
of Correcti ons . One tape contained general informat i on on the 3000 i nma t es . 
Th e second tape contained custody classifica t ion data through December 15, 
1988. The thi rd tape contained parole risk assessment data through t he same 
ti me per iod. 

A. Characteristics of the Current Population 

His t ograms of characteristics for t he current popula t ion are given i n Appe ndix 
H. 8elow are described some of the factors detailed in the histograms. 

1. General Characteristics 

o The current prison population is comprised of 3000 inmates, 140 females 
and 2860 males. 76% of the inmates are serving their first prison 
sentence. 18% are serving their second. One inmate is serving his nint h 
incarceration. 

o Admission to their current facility for 72% of the inmates took pl ace in 
1988. 22% of the inmates were admitted between 1985 and 1987 . Only 6% 
came into the current facility before 1985. 

o On average, an inmate has served just over two years of the current 
offense sentence. Almost 30% of the inmates began serving their sentences 
within the past year. 60% have served three years or less of their 
sentence. 5% have served more than 10 years. 

o 1357 (49%) inmates are serving sentences of 10 to 24 years for their lead 
sentence. The majority of these inmates were convicted for a sing l e 
crime. 30% of the inmates are serving between 5 and 9 years. 18% are 
serving between 25 and 40 years. 7% are serving between 1 and 4 years, 
and 3% are serving between 50 and 99-year sentences. 

o Nearly 41 % of the inmates have a total sentene'e length of over 10 years; 
nearly 21 % have sentences 5 years or less. For those 882 inmates not 
serving l ife terms, but who have sentence lengths exceeding 10 years, 285 
have served more than 20% of a sentence exceeding 10 years. 1784 (61% of 
the t otal population) have sentence lengths of 10 years or l ess. 519 of 
th ese i nmates have served between 10% and 20% of their total sentences. 

o For 1632 inmates (55%), the primary offense involved death, persona l 
injury t o a victim or threat of harm t o a victim from use of a weapon (or 
represen ti ng to have a weapon). 26% were involved with t he th reat of harm 
to a victim, or property damage, but no weapon. 19% of the inmates did 
not have any such aggravating factors. 

o Analysis of prior records of violence reveals that 64% of the inrm1ates 
have no record of violence. During the last 12 months, 14% were invo l ved 
i n more than one incident of assaultive, aggressive, threaten i ng, or 
destructive behavior. During the l ast 10 years, 12% have one prior 
conviction for a felony or aggravated misdemeanor which involved death, 
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persona 1 injury or use of a weapon. 

o 10% of the inmates' records reflect multiple prior convictions for a 
felony or 1ggravated misdemeanor which involved death, injury, or use of a 
weapon. 

o The range of pr ior t ime served by inmates is typically 4-9 years with an 
average of 7 years. 

o More than ha l f of the inmates (54%) have been released from prison 
previously. 89% of these were released from minimum or me~ium custody. 
About 46% are serving their first term. 

o 62% of the inmates are within 2 years of parole or discharge. 37% are 
more than 2 years from parole or discharge. 

o Half of the inmates are between ages 20 and 30, with the most conman age 
being 24 years. The youngest inmate is age 16; the oldest is 78. At 
conmitment, 89% of the inmates were between 18 and 39 years of age. 

o The three most common behavioral problems of inmates during the last 12 
months were: 

- use of drugs/alcohol (39%), 
- failure to accept responsibility for actions 34%, and 
- nonconforming behavior 30%. 

o Regarding other behavioral problems, about 13% of the inmates (392) have 
exhibited aggressive behavior, 14% have demonstrated manipulativeness, and 
11% have been argumentative and have exhibited hostility. 7% of the 
inmates have shown abusive behavior. 

o Roughly 90% of the inmates have no psychological problems or other 
exceptional needs requiring supervision or treatment. 

- 6% (179 inmates) have a history of violence/aggression/suicide. 
- 2% (50 inmates) have psychological reports indicating possible 

mental illness. · 
- 2% (58 inmates) have a history of psychiatric hospital 

admissions. 

o Of the 10% (268 inmates) with exceptional supervision requirements 

- 45% require protective custody. 
- 29% require restraint for aggressive or assaultive behavior. 
- 8% are i nformants known to the inmate population. 
- 8% have records indicating affiliations with organized gangs. 
- 7% require restraint for homosexual behavior. 
- 1% have records indicating affiliation with organized crime (0.7 %) 

and/or have affiliations with violent activists (0.3%). 

o 7\ of the inmates have identified pressure situations, 70% of them related 
to an "other inmate." The remaining 30% had personal, family or legal 
proceedings as the source of pressure. 

'l 
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o 5% of the pop ul ation have outstanding warrants and detainers. Of th i s 
group: 

41% have det~iners from another state. 
6% have a federal detainer. 
15% have an Iowa detainer. 
16% have a deta i ner notification pending. 
21 % have a felony adjudication pending. 

o 18% of t he inmates experienced institutional adjustment prob l ems. Of th e 
group whose adjust~ent has been less than satisfactory, 66% have repea t ed 
incidents indicating inadaptability to institutional routine or 
supervision cited as the most serious reason. 6% have had their ~ost 
serious problems related to an unsatisfactory rating by a housing 
supervisor, and 2% have had unsatisfactory ratings from a work supervisor. 

o The level of education attained most colllTionly is between 7 and 11 years 
of school, with nearly 21% having finished high school. Only 12 of the 
current inmates are college graduates, although 9% of the population has 
had academic or vocational training beyond the high school level. 

o The IQ level for the inmates ranges between between 80 and 109 for 72% of 
the current population; 13% fall below 80, and 15% are scored higher than 
109. 

o 51% of the inmates have no dependents and 26% have only one dependent. 
The remaining 23% have from 2 to 12 dependents. 

2. Characteristics Pertaining to Custody Classification 

o 64% of the inmates scored from 4 to 9 on the Inmate Custody 
Classification Score$heet (0-22 possible scoring). 10% scored 13 or 
over. The most colllTion score was 6. The score-assigned custody levels 
were : 

- Minimum/live out 
- Medium 
- Maximum 

29% 
50% 
21% 

o Most classifications appear to be conducted in a timely fashion. 98.4~ 
of t he inmates received classifications within the last 12 months and 
on ly 9~ had not received a classification by 13 or more months. Onl y 
4.4% of the inmates are s001ewhat overdue their scheduled classificat i on 
date; and, of those overdue, half are overdue by only one month. 

o 27% of the inmates received a custody grade level determined by override 
rather than by questionnaire score. Of that 27%, the modified grade 
level was divided as follows: 

- 15% of the inmates received minimum custody level 
- 64% of the inmates received medium custody level 
- 21% of the inmates received maximum custody level 

o Approximately 35% of the inmates have received disciplinary reports 
within the past six months. 

1 c::c:: 
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o Nearly 43% of the inmates have received superv1s1on revocation from 
conTT1Tiunity corrections programs (either parole, work release, or 
probation). Of this group, 45% have had only one revocation, with the 
revocation oot related to escape. Receiving only one such revocat i on 
applies to 19% of the total inmate population. 

o Inmates ~ho were i nvolved in an escape or escape attempt during th e last 
5 years ~ade up 31% of the prison population. 50% of those 901 inmates 
were from minimum supervision, and 36% were from minimum custody 
li ve-out status. 4% were from minimum custody; 9% were from medium 
custody, and 0.5% were from maximum custody level. 

o During an escape or escape attempt, 31% of- the inmates involved had an 
organized plan (6% of total population), and 54% cormiitted additiona l 
crimes (10% of total population). 

3. Characteristics Pertaining to Parole Risk Assessment 

o 81.4% of the inrrrnates have had an offender risk assessment by parole 
within the past 30 months, 72.3% within the past 24 months, 64.5% wi thin 
the past 18 months, and 51.0% within the past 12 months. 

o The current offense for 65.7% of the inmates is categorized by the 
X-scoring system as a most serious indicator of risk to general public 
safety (robbery, personal larceny, burglary, arson, selling narcotics, 
motor vehicle theft, forgery, fraud and bad checks). The current -
offense for 49.2% of the inmates is categorized by the Y-scoring system 
as a most serious indicator of risk of violence (robbery, personal 
larceny, burglary, arson, murder, manslaughter, kidnapping, rape and sex 
offenses). 

o The prior violence record scored high for 28.8% of the inmates. 

o The amount of street time after reaching age 14 before the current 
sentence effective date varies from less than one year to 55 years. For 
73.3% of the inmates it is between 4 and 15 years, with 5-7 years being 
most frequent. 

o The cr iminal history prior to the current sentence is scored as high 
risk for 26.5% of the inmates. 

o 10.5% have a record including escape or absconsion (including attempts ) , 
with 7.1% convicted and 3.4% charged only. 

o 13% have a history of PCP use, non-opiate injections or sniffing 
volatile substances. 7.6% have a history of opiate addiction or heavy 
hallucinogen use. 52.3% have a history of alcohol problems, some opiate 
or hallucinogen use, or other drug problem. 27.1% have no history of 
substance abuse. 
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o The current safety risk assessments are distributed as follows: 

- Very Good 16 .O'r. 
- Good 19.4% 
- Fair 8.6% 
- Poor 32.5% 
- Very Poor 23.5% 

o The current violence risk assessments are distributed as follows: 

- Excellent 
- Very Good 
- Good 
- Poor 
- Very Poor 

16.0% 
19.4 
17.7 
24.2 
22.7 

157 
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8. Characteristics of Identifiable Low-Risk Group 

One of the objectives of this project was to determine whether or not a group 
of inmates cou ld be identified which are sufficiently low risk as to be good 
candidates for placement in an alternative correctional program. Because the 
recommended modifications to the Offender Risk Assessment instrument yie lded 
an enlarged low-r i sk portion of the sample compared to that of the current 
instrument, t hi s t oo l can be used in identifying such low-risk group i n the 
current i nmate popu lation. The following criteria may be used to define th i s 
group: 

low-Risk Group Criteria 

- Score Very Good on the modified Safety Risk Score 
(S in the range Oto 8). 

- Score Excellent on the modifed Violence Risk Score 
(V in the range Oto 9). 

- Eligible for parole. 
Not inappropriate for alternative correctional programming due to 

special considerations of the individual case. 

With the available data, it has been possible by stratification on current 
safety/risk scoring commbinations to estimate the size of the group within the 
current institutional population that would be candidates for consideration 
for low-risk group assignment as totaling about 133 inmates. 

Because only the scores, and not the individual factors, are recorded in t he 
current computerized data files, it is not possible to rescore each of the 
3000 i nmates in the profile database. For example, for the Current Offense 
Score, only the score value (0, 1, 2 or 3) is recorded, not the identity of 
which of the 22 options applies. Similarly, for the Substance Abuse Score, it 
is impossible to separate "opiate/hallucinogen use" from "alcohol problems" 
based on the score alone. Also, for the Serious Offender Classification, a 
"yes" entry does not indicate which of the five options produced the "yes". 

As an alternative, the group size was estimated by a stratification procedure 
based on the current assessment combinations. Then, for each subgroup, it was 
determined what fraction satisfied the following criteria: 

i) S in the range of Oto 8 (VG modified Safety Risk) 
ii) V in the range Oto 9 (E modified Violence Risk) 

This yielded the fractions given in Table 27. 
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Table 27. Fractions of Study Samp l e in Current Categories Satisfying 
Low-Risk Criteria for Modified Categories 

Current 
Safety-Violence 
Risk Category 
Combination 

VG - E 
G - VG 
F - VG 
F - G 
F - p 

p - G 
p - p 

P - VP 

VP - G 
VP - P 

VP - VP 

Fraction 
of the Study Sample with 
VG on modified Safety Risk and 
E on modified Violence Risk 

o. 7947 
.1622 
.0981* 
.0339 

.0185 

.0125 

.0092 

. 0 

. 0 

. 0 

. 0 

All 3000 inmates in the profile data base were inventoried. Each non-lifer 
inmate with a parole eligibility date before 12/15/88 and with no outstanding 
detainer was assigned a fractional contribution to the total low-risk group 
count corresponding to the inmate's current Safety-Violence Risk category 
combination. This process produced the estimate of 133 candidates for the 
low-risk group. 

The actual candidates can be determined by rescoring the parole-eligible 
inmates according to the modified Safety and Violence Risk Scores. Then each 
candidate can be reviewed for any special considerations to determine the 
final composition of the low-risk group. 

Using the stratification procedure, estimates were also made of the histograms 
defining the profiles of the low-risk group for comparison to the profiles for 
the total population. These are given in Appendix I. The fractional counts 
are given to the nearest 1/10-th indicating the result of adding the 
fractional contributions over the total population as of 12 / 15 /88 in the 
simulated rescoring according to the fractions given in Table 27. A 
discussion comparing characteristics of the low-risk group to those of the 
total population is given in Subsection II.D.2 . 

*Small subsample, so fraction estimated by averaging adjacent combinations. 

1 C:(') 
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Inmate Custody Classification Instrument 

(form currently used by Department of Corrections) 

Source: 
James Felkner, "Inmate Custody Classification 
Criteria, 11 Iowa Department of Corrections, 
April 1987 
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IV. Psycholo11c1J PToblems Requinn1 Supervision: 

A.0 I Psych repon 1nd1ca1es pon1ble menial illneu. 
B 02 H1S1ory of psych. hospital adm,s.51ons. 
C.03 History of v1olence111msionisuicide. 
0 .04 Cun-ent MMPI loCOR illd,cat.es pocenual for violence. 
E.99 Nol applicable. 

V. E:icq,tional SupcrviSton Requirtmenu: 

A.0 I lnfonnant known 10 inmate poflU!auon. 
8.02 Requires resuaint for agrcssive or U11wtive behavior. 
C.03 Requires restraint for bomoscxual behavior. 
0 .04 Requires f,lOCCCtive custody. 
E.0.S Record indicates 1ff"tli1tion1 with or1aniud crime. 
F.06 Record indicates affili11ions with poliucal terrorisu. 
G.07 Record indicates affiliauons with or11nized 11111. 
H.01 Record 1nd1ca1es aff'iliation, with violall acuvisu. 
I. 99 Not Applicable 

Vl. Identified Prcuurc Situations: 

A.01 Death in family . 
8.02, Serious illness in family. 
C.03 Recent divorce or ac.,aration. 
0 .04 Oeteriontion in family situation. 
E.0.S Ralusctl..ou of cl011 friend. 
F.06 Involvement in pcndin1 investi11tion. 
G.07 Puole/Worlt release denied. 
H.01 Adverse coun acuon. 
I. 09 Ob1m1ed depression. 
J.10 Other inmate Pfflllll'C. 
K.99 No& applicable. 

VII. Olatl&aftdinl W am111S aad Oellinen: 

A.01 Hu detainer - ocher sta&c. 
8.02 Has dewncr - fedenl. 
C.03 Hu d&wncr - lowL 
D.04 Nociftcaaoll - detainer paidiq. 
E.05 Feioay adjudicatioa pudin1. 
F.06 U.S. immisntion hold. 
G.99 Noc a111Mic1ble. 



I Nl-1ATE CUSTODY CLASSIFICATION CR !TERI A 

I 
ou:: ST IO ~; /J 1 - PR I f,1ARY 0FFO;SE OF CO NVICT I O~I I 

I 
The primary offense of conviction Involved one of the fol lowing agsrevating I 
fe= to rs (select 2D.J.1 the first item which appl iesl: I 

2 pts, al 

pt, bl 

0 pts. c) 

Death, personal injury to a 
tin-. from use of a weapon or 
Threat of harn to a victim, 
Involved. 
None of the above. 

victim, or threat of harm to a vie• 
representing to have a weapon, 
or property damago, but~ weapon 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I _________________________________ ! 

OUES7 l 0N f!2 

THE IN.'-lATE IS Ut'-OER TOTAL LENGTH OF SEI-ITENCE OF (select~ th<3 first 
iter:i ~,hich appl iesl: 

2 pts. 
, pt. 
0 pts. 

a) More than 10 years 
b) f-1ore then 5 years, but I ess than or equa I to 1 O years 
c) Less than or equal to 5 years 

OUESTION #3 - RECORD OF VIOLENCE 

THE INMATE'S PRIOR RECORD REFLECTS (select only the f Ir-st Item which ep• 
pl ies--both acult and juvenile record to be considered): 

3 pts. a) Multiple (more than one) prior convictions for a felony~ 
aggravated misdemeanor which lnvolvec death, personal injury, 
or use of a weapon. NO Tll-~E Ltr,11T. 

2 pts, bl One prior conviction for a felony 2!:. aggravated misdemeanor 
which involved death, personal Injury or use of e weapon 
DURING THE LAST 10 YEARS. 

pt. c) More than one incident of assaultive, aggressive, threatening 
or destructive behav I or OUR I NG THE LAST 12 MOttTHS. 

0 pts. d) None of tho above, 
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I I 
j ('UESTI O~I (,' 4 I 
I I 
I THE INt-lATE ESCA.CED OR \·/AS INVOLVED IN AN ESCAPE ATTEMPT DURING Tl-£ LAST I 
I FI VE YEARS (select only the first Item 1thlch eppl les): I 
I I 
I 5 pts. a) From maximum custody status. I 
I 3 pts. b) Fror:i medium custody status. I 
I 1 pt. c) From minimum custody status. I 
I 1 pt. d) From minimum custody I Ive-out status; I.e., helfway house, I 
I f~rm, Luster He lghts, 01'11 tac 11 lty. I 
I pt. e) From mlnir:ium supervision; I.e., parole, probation, ml I lt~ry I 
I Al'/OL, MHI elopement, failure to eppeer, Eldora. I 
I O pts. f) None of the above. I 
I I 
I NOT::: County ja i I escapes w i 11 be scored as MED I UM CUSTODY STATUS un I ess I 
I t11~ in :.,2te 1 s record specifically reflects a greatl:'lr or lesser degree of I 
I supervision at time of escaj:le, I 

'-----------------------------' 

OUESTIC ~J i/5 

THE ESCAPE OR ESCAPE ATTEr-1?T NOTED IN QUESTION //4 INVOLVED: 

NOTE: Check el I applicable elements end EACH WILL CARRY THE VALUE OF ONE 
POINT: 

pt. a) Violence against correctional staff. 
pt. b) Takins of~ hostage. 
pt. c) Violence against a person other than correctional staff. 
pt. d) An organized plan. 
pt. e> Assistance by correctional staff. 
pt. f) Assistance by a private citizen £iccor:1pl Ice 
pt. g) Weapons. 
pt. h) Addition~, crime(s) committed while on escape status. 
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I I l QUESTION #6 I 
I THE INMATE HAS SERVED <select only the first Item which appl les): I 
I I 
I For Class A felons <serving I lfe sentences): I 
I I · 
I I 6 pts. a) Less than 10 years. 
I I 3 pts. bl ~ore than 10 years but less than 15 years. 
I I 0 pts. cl Pl.ore than 15 years. 
I I 
I I For al I others~ serving I ife <exceeding 10 years): 
I I 
I I 2 pts. d) Less than 10$ of a sentence exceeding 10 years. 
I I 1 pt. e) t-1ore than 1oi but less than 20~ of a sentence exceeding 10 
I I years. 
I I 0 pts. f) More than 20% of a sentence exceeding 10 years. 
I I 
I I 
I I For al I others .!2Q! serving I ife (less than or equal to 10 years): 
I I 
I I pt. g) Less than ,oz of a sentence that Is less than or equal to 10 
I I years. 
I I 0 pts. h) More than 1oi but less than 20$ of a sentence that Is less 
I I than or equal to 10 years. 
I I 0 pts. j ) Not applicable. 

'----------------------------' 

OUESTIOt, 17 - TIME REMAINING (select only the first Item which appl las): 

pt. a) The Inmate Isbel leved to be more than 2 years from parole or 
discharge (Including I lfe sentences). 

0 pts. b) The Inmate is within 2 years of parole or discharge. 

I) 
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I I 
I QUESTIO~~ (/8 - cm.tr!Uf~ITY SUPERVISIOIJ REVOCATIONS: I 
I I 
I As to probation, p~role or work release revocations on the current corm,it- I 
I r.,e nt (se lect only the first fter.: 1vhich applies): I 
I I 
I I pt. al The Inmate has only one revocation and It Is !29.! related to 
I I escape/absconding. 
I I , pt. b) The Inmate has~~~ revocation. 
I I 0 pt s. c) The inmate has. on I y one ·revocat I on and it ~ related to escz:pe/ 
I I ab scone i ng. 
I I 0 pts. d) None of the above. ! ____________________________ ! 

QUESTION #9 - DISCIPLINE REPORTS 

THE I Nl-lATE HAS RECEIVED C se I ect on I y the f I rst i tern wh I ch app I i es): 

4 pts. 
3 pts. 
2 pts. 
Opts. 

a) Three or r:10re major dlscipl inary reports within last 6 months. 
b) Two r:iajor d isciplinary reports within last 6 months. 
c) One r.:ajor disciplinary report within last 6 months. 
d) None of the above. 

t~TE: Points wil I remain until six (6) months after c0~2letion of !Q.ill 
d iscipl lnary segregation. 

'------------------------------
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I I 
I QUESTION 110 - BEHAVIOR MO AGE I 
I I 
I BASED LPON Tr£ lt-1-tATE'S BEHAVIOR O~ING Tr£ LAST 12 MONTHS, ONE OR MORE I 
I OF THE FOLLOWING BEHAVIORAL CHARACTERISTICS APPLY: I 
I 
I t-.OTE: If the lnmete•s behavior Is OBSERVED, place a mark In column 1: If 
I CONFIRMED BY PROFESSIONAL OIAG,-0S1S (I.e., by psychologlst or psy-
I chl6trlst), mark column 2 where Indicated for Items e, band c. 
I 
I 
I 

!l 12 

I e) Suicidal act 
I b > Psychotic symptoms 
I c> Paranoid 
I 
I 
I 
I * d) Abusive 
I * e) Aggressive I 
I • f) Deals In contraband I 
I * g) Use of alcohol or drugs I 
I • h) Threatening I 
I * I ) Argumentative I 
I • j) Exhibits host II lty with respect to authority I 
I * k) Destructive I 
I I 
I I 
I I 
I I ) Non-con form Ing I 
I m) Menlpulatlve I 
I n> Fa 11 s to accept responslbll lty for actions I 
I I 
I ~TE: • 1 f ~ Q!i. of Items d through k Is marked and the Inmate Is ~ I 
I 22 years of age, ADO ONE POINT IN ADDITION to the point scored for I 
I the negative behavior characteristic. TWO PO I NTS ARE Tl-£ MAX I Mt.,'f-1. I 
I ALLOWED FOR THIS QUESTION. I 
I I 
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I I 
I QUEST IO~I ,~,, 1 I 
I I 
I 11,STITUTIONAL AOJUSTl,IENT DURING THE LAST 12-MONTH CLASSIFICATION REPORTING I 
I Pm 10D HAS Sc:E ~: LESS THAN SATISFACTORY, AS EVIDENCED BY (check on I y the I 
I most sar ious ot multiple responses thet are appl ieable): I 
I I 
I Unsatisfactory rating by work supervisor. I pt. a) 

I Unsatisfactory rating by housing supervisor. I ~t. b) 

I Demonstrated laeh of cooperation with Institutional staff In I pt. c) 
I meeting treatment program standerds. I 
I Repeated incidents indicating unedaptabil ity to Institutional I pt. d) 
I routine/supervision. I 
I t~ot applicable. I 0 pts. e) I ________________________ I 

QUESTIO ~ #12 

THE I Nt-'.ATE, AT THE TI ME OF HIS/HER LAST RELEASE FROt-1 PR I SON, WAS: 

1 ;:,t. 
Opts. 
Opts. 

a) r.:ax i r.ium cu stoc y. 
b) ~1inimuri. or r:-.ediurr: custody. 
c) Not appl icaole. 
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CUSTODY SCORE RM:GES: 

O - 5 points= rnnimur:i Custody 

6 - 1 O po I nts • ~;ec i ur.1 Custody 

11+ points= Maximum Custody 
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APPENDIX B 

Risk/Needs Assessment and Reassessment Instruments 

(forms currently used by Corrmunity Corrections) 

Source: 
Classification Steering Comnittee, 
11 Classification Training Instructions.'' 
Iowa Department of Correctional Services, 
Ju 1 y 26, 1988 

l / 
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IOWA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS 
ASSESSMENT OF CLIENT RISKJNEED 

ient Name--,.-------------~,,...--------------,.,,---CIMS -----------
I.at F\m 1111 

rfense _____________ Assaultive, Yes O No O Officer's Name ______________ _ 

Select the ~t• an.... and .,t• the eucc:iated weiQnt In the IC0f9 bOX. 
1te of Assessment __________ _ Total all seor'N to arTM 11 the naleineed uaessment score. 

• 

J 

J 

J 

J 

J 

J 

J 
J 
J 
J 

J 
J 
7 

NEID 

ACA0UIICNOCATIOHAL SltlW 
-1 ~IQn ac:naol or~ IIUII 1...-4 

o AdeQuat• 1111111: aoai11ona1 not ~•rwd 
3 I.Ow Sltill 1-4: aoaltlonal ~trwd 
s MtnimeJ Skill I ..... c:auat"Q -- adjuatment ~ 

EMPLOYMENT 
-1 S.trstactor, tm01oymen1 IOI' one y- 01 lonQe( · 

0 S.Cu1"9 emo1oyment: no drM1cu1trff '90C)nl0: 01 ----· 
1tUC1ent. rwtr...c. or uneote 10 WOl'k 

, Unsatrstae1or, em01oyment. or unemoioyeo but "- adequate 
Joo Sllr il l 

7 Unemotoyed al'ld vrrtually unem01oyacie: neec:11 tl'll/ltng 

'1HANCIAL MANAGEMENT 
- , l.On,;-1W'ldrn9 ;:i&nem of Mlf•suHicrency; t .Q. QOOCI crwdll ~Mg 

0 No cu"9nt drttlcunrts 
3 Situatronat or mrnOI' dtHicultits 
5 5e.,.,. drtticu1t11s; may ,nc1uo1 QMT111nmen1. t:iao en.cu 01' 

Ooankr\lOIC:V 

MAIUTAL/FUrllLY ~ELATIONSHI" 
-1 ~i.tronsn,os ~d suooon exceotronaily sti,)f>Q 

0 Reiatr ... ry Sta011 1"91atr0"-1'1101 
3 Som• d•IO'Qantz.at1on or strffa out ootent,a, tor ,m~t 
S Mator dlsorganiut1on or s1rn1 

COMPANIONS 
- 1 GOOCI suooon and influence 

O No ~ 1"91&t1onsnros 
2 Aasoc ,atrons wrtn occu,onaJ neQatrve r"ulls 
, Aaaocrauons &1m011 comore111y ~11•• 

EMOTIONAL STAIIUTY 
-2 bceot1ona11y wetl ldiulled: ~ti rftOOlllibrlity tor ecttons 

O No aymotoms ot emot1on&1 '"-laotlity; IQOl'00l'la11 emotional 
l'HOOn-

3 Symotoms limrt Out do not 0~1b1t aoeaua11 tunct1on1ng 
S Sym01oms oron1b1t aoeoua11 tunct,on,n;; 1.g~ 1unn out or ,.,,..11 ,nto Nlf 

ALCOHOL USAGE 
O No ,n11n1,.nc1 w,11, tunct1on1n9 
, O<:cu,onaJ suostance aouse: some di1Not1on of tunction111Q 
7 Freouen1 aouse; Mnout d11Ngnon: neeos tl'9alfflen1 

Cffl4IEJI O~UG USAGE 
o No ,n1en•- w,tt, tuncttoning 
3 O<:cutOnaJ suostance aouae: some dlll'Uotlon of functlon,119 
e Freou.n1 suoaiance aouse; Mnous dtll'UQtton; neeos truunent 

~EASONING/INT!l.l.lCT'lJAL 
o Able 10 function ,n"'ldeOll...,..,,.tdet_ntl<i·y 
3 Some nNCI for au,stance: 0011ntial tor arcleauate lldlu•~t 
5 O.f1c1encl81 .-wry 1,m,t ,noe~uoent funct1on1ng 

HIM.TH 
0 SOuno 0r,y11ea1 r,eent,; Mldom ill 
2 Man0ieaQ or ,11,,.. rnt9rl-• w,tt, functloninQ on 11'9CUfflnQ 

ou,, 
3 Senoua l\anOlcao 01' cnron1C ill,,...: neecss tl'9Quent rnecica, cant 

SIXUAL IEHAVIOA 
0 No aooa,wnl dYlfuN:tlon 
1 ~ o, oen:er,eo t1tuatl0nel or m,no, 01'0018ffll 
2 RMI o, oer,:el'l'IG cminic 01'-. C)l'OOleffll 

AGEHn IMP~ESSION o, CUEHn NEll)S 
-1 None 

0 Few 
3 A\'9t1Qe 
5 ~,gn 

TOTAL NUD 

NII( 

NUMIIEJI o, A00~US C>4ANOIS IN LAST 12 MOH™S 
(Pllor to "ICal'CelallOl i tar Pll'OIWI 

0 None 
ZOne 
3Twoormcn 

~INTAGI o, TIMI Dl-,_OYID IN I.MT 12 MOH™S 
('"°' IO lncarcermlOn tar ~l 

o 110'!1. or - (men man 7 montl'lel 
1 40'!1. • 511% 
Z Una. .O'!lt, (und9r 5 montMI 
0 Nol aQOIIC:aole 

ALCOHOL UUGP'IOIL!MS 
(Pl'lof to , __ t10n tor Oll'04Nll 

O No ,nten-• w,tn tunct,on,n; 
2 OccuionaJ IOUM. some dllr\10tlOn of functi0n1ng 
' FreQU«lt IOUM, Mf'IOUS OISNQ11on. r...as t~ment 

0'n4P OIIUQ USAGEnt.-Oll.!MS 
(Pnor 10 1nc•c-11on tor DM'Ol"I 

o No ,nten.wnce w,tri func:ti0n1n; 
, Oc:euiona, IOUM. - dlll\lOtion of f\,nction,ng 
2 Frequent IOUN. Mn0ue dill'Uot10n, ne«II t,-u,,en1 

ATTITUDE 
O Moti-.SIIO to cflan98: l'9C80!M to .. 111ance 
3 Oeoenclent or unwilling to acc901 rwoor,s,0,1,ty 
5 RatlOnalinl ~ ~- l'IOt moavateo to cllanQI 

AOI AT F1RST COHV1C'T10N 
(OI' Ju-..,'1118 A41uc1cat1on1 

0 2• Of OIO« 
2 21).23 
' ,. Of yGUnOII' 

NUIIIP o, "'8011 PIJU00S o, llltlOIATIO,,._.AIIOll 
SUltVIYISION 
IA,Oull Of J-,1lel 

0 Hone 
,0ne01mcn 

NUMIP o, P"IOA p,t01ATl0,C..,A110L.E ~l'YOCATIOHS 
~I 01 J-,1te1 

0 None 
'Oneot rnor9 

NUIIIIJI 01' "'80~ l'UONY COfMCTlOHS 
(lnc:luoe AQOr. MIIG.. l Oef9rT9d Judge!MnlJSentence. or J..-iite 
AOIU0tc:at1on11 

0 None 
20M 
•Two or men 

C0tMCT10NS OIi JUVINIL.E A.JUDICATIOHS ,oA 
11eieet all ~ _,., ldd for ~ not am.cs 5) 
lncludecunwntONenN 

Z ....,, tftlft. OMVWOC. l'OCllrlly 
311\Jfl. ~. Tlleft CfW'ON lffllCm'IV CNCb. ~ 

PISIIC=-

□ 
□ 

□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 

□ 

TOTA&.~ □ 



IOWA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS 
ASSESSMENT OF CLIENT RISKJNEED 

Client Name --------------=-------------,,,,---CIMS _________ _ 
~I ~I ~ 

Offense ____________ Aasaultlve, Yes O No O• Officer's Name ____________ _ 

Select u,e ~t• answer and entw the auoclated ~ In the IC0f9 bOX. 
Date of A.ssesament _________ _ Total all IC0fa to lffl¥e al the r1M'need -.....merit ~. 

□ 
□ 

□ 

□ 
□ 
□ 

□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 
n 

LIVEL o, SUPlJIIVISIOH 
1 In1en11-.. 
2 Nonnal 
3 Minimum 
, AGmInI11ra1i,,e 

Wu tl'le ,_, of •u~ion delenn1neo by: 
1 Riek 

2 """"' 3 Riek l NNCI 

Lr/I!.. o, IUIIIIMll0ft 
.,._...,.,_Ion 
Nafflllll....,.., 

Wlniffluffl ~ 

AoamInIall"IU"9 SuoaMaion 

-,., .. ..,... 
7 ID,. 

3 IDt 
21ndllelow 

If c ltent r,u ONn conv,ctlCl ot a UUUIIM offense ,n tl'le IUI fi-.. YHl'I IIXCIUIIV41 of inc:arcer.tlonl !!'Iii Sl'lall ~ II In ., OOl9fflde to 
in1en1i-.. 1uoer,I1Ion to, tl'le 11~1 s,x mon1n1. If tn, uuuu ,s a sImo11 m~ 0'4ff'IO. ,, ~ •191.!0INl90r'f ~-

"IASOH FOi' OVll'l'IOI 
0 AINUIII ... offense 1,n tl'le IU, ttw yar,1 
1 Slwnty ot offense 
2 Soee1a1 cono1tion1 set by ,,.. oa,,:,11 CIOIIU o, court 
3 Client r,ot av111ao11 for actnoe auoe,v111on 
, Otner: 

"£VISED LEVEL 01' SUPUIVISIOH: 
(aner o-..mo11 
1 lnttn,,..., 
2 Noffllal 
3 Minimum 
, AGmInI11ra1Ive 

~c,,,: _________________ _ 

TOTAl NDO 

□ 
□ AIN 

□ 

TOTA&.- I 



IOWA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS 
REASSESSMENT OF CLIENT RISKJNEEO 

,lient Name --:-:1.a1=-----------~l'fl1.=--------,.,..,.
1
,--__ CIMS Number __________ _ 

)ffense __________________ Officer's Name ------------------Se I ec t the ~propriate answer and enter tne aasociated .,,,_ight In the ICOl'e box. 
late of Reassessment ____ ____ _ Total all seores to arm,e at the rtsklneec:1 TMSsessment seore . 

Previous Level: I N M A (circle one) 
• , . 0t l..Ut -~·------------

• NEED -J ACAOEMICNOC.ATION~ SIOW NUMID o, ADOMS1 CHANGES IN THI LAST 12 lll0NTMI 
-I ~1Qt,1Cnoo40fl00Welltlll--, ONarie 

0 AaeQuet• 1111111; lddltlOMI not ~,-1 2 One 
3 l.0w alllll 1-4: IQOltlONI ....,..,..,.'1,..C 3Two«-
S Minimal 111111 1-9 cau11nca ..,,oua ac11u•tment Pft)C)leffll 

J Dllt\.Ontl!NT 
"IINCILASTl1110tffl41 

-1 SAlilfactoty lffl~t for one .,_ at iOl,oe, • ttlJICINTAGI o, TIIII Dllt\.OffD 
0 5ec:u,.. lfflOIOyffiellt no C,lftteultlN rwoonecs: at PIClfflefflllll, 010--. at-

ltudent. rwt1..C. Ot unaDle to wo,11 , 40'!1o. ~ 
, Unu111tac1o,y emolO'(fflent r:x unemolayed t1ut ,_ acMQuate 2Undlr40"Xt 

joC) 111111, 0 Not IIIOliCIOle 
7 UnemOIOyeCI ano virtually ~ ; ~ 1,-..n1n,a 

• ALCOHOi. UIAQU9'01LDIS 

J FINANCIAL MAN.AQEMEHT 0 No lnW1••ice W1t11 tunctionin; 
-1 L.0n911M101n9 l)efleffl of •f1uttte1ency; • -9~ good et'9Clit 2 Occaela,llil ICUN. - <21Sn.10t,on of ~nettonmQ 

ra11n9 $ ~ IOUN. a.,oua C,ilNQIIOl'I, t-..oa IJ'Nlffiel'lt 
0 No CUITWll ditfleultlft 
3 Siluellonai or m,nor c,,ttleultles • 0n.111' DMIG UUQU'9'01lDIS 
5 s.,,e,.. C,itfleu lllN; ,,,.., 1nc1uoe ;amisnment, oea CMCU Ot 0 No 1nW1ei.nc:a Wltll h.lnctlonil'IQ 

tla/lkl\ll)ICy 1 0eeal,onai 1CUN. l0fne d191\10tl0n ol flinctlOnlnQ 
2 FfWQUS!t IOuN. Ml'IOUI dill\lQtlOl'I. 1--21 t1M11MM 

J MAIUTAL/FAMILY ,-EUTIONSHIPS 
-1 F1e1a1,on111101 a,,ci SUOOOl'I neeo11ona11y st!OnQ Aal AT FlMT CONVICT10N 

o Fleia11..iv sta01e ra1a11onan,01 tor J-le AdlUOiealiOl'II 
3 SOme c,,~izat,on °' l1l'WII t1ut po1en11a1 IOI' ,m~t 02,or01e1er 

s Maior o,soroa,,ruuon r:x "'"' , 20-23 

J COMPANIONS 
319«-,ounoer 

- 1 GOOCI suooon Incl influenca NUMll1' o, lltl011An0..,.AIIOLI ,_l'IOCATlONS 
O No aov•"• re1111onsruos IA,dult at J-lel 
2 A&1CC1a1,ons w,1r, OCCUl()l\llj n991tr,e reauns 0 None 
, A&10Ciat1ons a1moa1 eomo1e1e1y n~t•v• 20NOtm019 

J EMOTIONAL STAIIUTY NUMIP o, 11tll0" Fll.ONY CONVICTIONS 

-2 E.xc101,0~11y we11 Jldiust«I: ac:eeots res00f'S11)11ity tor ~neluoe AOOf. Mil4. l Oefenwcl JUOQel'nefll/Sentance, 0, JU'l9flile 

1c:11ons AdlUOicatton11 

O ~o symotoms of tmotiONI ,n1ta0illty; aooroonate emotional 0 None 

IW900"- 2 One 
3 Symotoms limit Out dO !'IOI Oft)lliOit ldeQuate functlomng ,rwo«-

S Symo1om1 oror,1011 IOeQuate ~net,on,n;; •-9~ iunea out r:x COIMCnoNI 0" JUVIHII.I ADJUDICATIONS ,0111 
retreats ,nto sa1t ~ IOOIICaOle Incl I04 tor score. Oo not DCNd I to«al of 3. 

il'ICIUO. CUIT9ffl offenN.) 

J ALCOHOL USAGI 1 Burolrf, trleft. OMVWOC, taOOe1Y 
0 No ,nterl9191'1Ce wittl ~nc:tlol'llng 2 ,u,i, "'°'Vl'Y, Theft dWOI lfWOMl'IQ Cftedla. Ftauduient 
4 0eCUIOt\lJ SUl)SW,Ct IOI.IN: WM dllNotlon of f1.lncttoninQ Pl'lct1cN 
7 FreQuent aousa: sanoua dill\lOtlOl'I; neeca tl'Ntment "lltlOIUMI Wffl4 C\l"IIIINT LMNG SffUAflON 

0 ~ ltaOle rllabOl'l8tltOS 

J OTHE" o,-ua US.AGE 3 Mo0erate dlaor;anlDIIOl'I Of Stl9U 

o No ,ntenwence wttt1 tunc:nontng 5 Maio, dieol'glnation Ot ltl'Na 

3 0cc:ul0l'lal suoe-- aou.: some dlaNOtlOn of funetloning 
S FreQuent IUOltanc:9 10UM: Mn0U1 diaNOOOl'I: 11NC1 n.l· 

•IOCIM, tDINffll1CAT10N 
ment 0 Mainfy wittl ooeittw indMcluala 

3 Mainly wittl c:i,m1Nlly onenteC lndlvid\all 

J IIEAIONINQANTEU.ECT\JAL 
0 AOII 10 function I~ !Oel 1tty •IIIIPONII TO COUlll'T 0111 DIJll'T. IIIPOIII) CONOfflONI 
3 Some need to, -~; potential to, aoeciuate aotuatment 0 No Ol'OCll9IN of C0l'IMQUel'ICI 

5 Oefie1ene1n ~ 11m,1 lndepenoent func:t1or11ng 3 Mocllfale CGfflOllarlce C)IOOleml 
s MM tlNl'I unwtlllng to ccmpty a,,a,tor ,_ tlNII ••••IIICI 

J H~TH 
0 Souncl C)l!ylicaf ~: lliOOffl ill "\a 0, C0fllllUNITY IIIIOURCD 
2 Mancuc.ao °' illnw i,,.,.._ wittl tunc:IIOIM9 on a racun,ng ONalr...s ... 0 ~ utlllad 
3 Senoua l'landleaQ Ot etll'Ol'IIC lllnNa: 11NC1 INQuent lNISlcal 2HNdldllutl'IOl.,.lat)le 

care 3 Utlllmd Out !'IOI oenefieial ·•---0ut,.,.c1aa 
J SIXUAL IIHAVIO" 

0 No IOOMll"II dylfunctlon 
1 Real 0t ~ lltultiOnai r:x minor oroc,iema 
2 Real or~ dW'0nlc 0t _. l)l'l)C)lemS 

J AGENT'S IM,._USION OF CUl!NT"S NUl)S 
_, None 

Ol'ew 
3A--O-
5 ... ~,, 

7 TOTAL NEID TOTAL IUSK 

lein 

□. 

□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 

□ 



IOWA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS 
REASSESSMENT OF CLIENT RISK/NEED 

Cl ient Name -,--,------------,,.....,.--------:-::-----CIMS Number _______ .....,. __ _ 
I.Mt ...... .. 

Offense _________________ Officer's Name _________________ _ 

Date of Reassessment ________ _ 
0. .. Of Uial 

"-'-~'------------

Score 

□ 
□ 

□ 

NEEDS 

30&~ 

1!>-21 ,.,, 
Olfldl:lejOw 

LIVll. o, SUl'IJIVISION 
1 lnten11,... 
2 Nom,a, 
3 lillnunum 
, Aamlnlttl'ltNe 

Wu tl'le 19\'94 of suoeNtSiOn c,eien•runed by: 
1 1111,111 
2 NNCS 
3 RJSIII & NNC!a 

AEASON FOA OV£11111110£ 
O AsNuttlve offense On !!'le IU1 f!W yeanl 
1 S.-..nty of offense 
2 Soec1a1 conc1t1on1 set ov rne paro1e ooan:, °' eoun 
3 Client not -!ADie tor ac:u .... su1)91VtstOn 

Sel«:t tne appropriate answer and enter tne asaociated weiQnt in the ICOl'9 box. 
Total all scores to arrive at tne r11k/nNd 1USMSSment score. 
Previous LAYel: I N ' M A (circle one) 

LIVll. o, SUNJMSION 

1n--..~ 

Norffllll~ 

MlniffUft ~ 

Adffljj•nM ~ 

IUSK 

17 llld--
7 ID,. 

3101 
21ndllelow 

□ ..,.. 

□ AIN 

□ owmoa 
~tllNOI 

□ '~l'lel'. ---------------------------------------

□ 
□ 

□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 

□ 
□ 
r7 

AEV1S£D LEVEL OF SUP!JIIVISION: 
(after o,,emde1 
1 Intensive 
2 Norma, 
3 Min,mum 
, Aem1n1s1rat1ve 

Ap0/'0119d by: ---------------------

□ '-iMCI .... 

Sec 

[ 

[ 

[ 

[ 

[ 

[ 

[ 

[ 

[ 

[ 
[ 

[ 



CLASSIFICATION 

I NTRODUCTI ON 

A. ~ssessment: The evaluative process conducted by the 
offi cer for the purpose of· accurately completing initial 
risk and needs assessment documents. 

B. Reassessment: The evaluative process conducted by the 
officer at regular six-month intervals following the 
date on the last assessment/reassessment or at other 
times when circumstances warrant for the purpose of 
completing the risk and needs assessment documents. 

c. Classification: The assigned level of supervision. 

D. Reclassification: Any change in the assigned level of 
super vi sion. 

E. Ov erride: The subjective decision of the officer to 
change the level of supervision either above or below 
the level assigned by the risk and needs score of the 
classification instruments. 

It: ~~CDUCTION: The primary objectives of probation/parole 
ser \·ic es are the protection of the community and the 
rehabilitation of the offender. To achieve these objectives, 
the Judicial Districts Department of Correctional Services' 
must exert some controls and offer a variety of services. 
However, not all offenders require the same level of 
supervision or exhibit the same problems; therefore, a 
unified system of classifying offenders into differential 
treatment and surveillance modes has been developed and 
implemented by the eight judicial district departments across 
the state of Iowa. 

Th i s section provides the policies and procedures for 
classifying probation/parole clients, classification override 
procedures, reassessment requirements, identifying the proper 
level of supervision and that level's corresponding required 
number and types of client contacts and related information. 
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CLASSIFICATION 

PU? ? ~SE: The Iowa classification system, in conjunction with 
the corrections management information system, allows the 
Department to use this data for: 

1. Program planning; 

2. budgeting and deployment of resources; 

3. evaluating services, programs, procedures, and 
performances; 

4. measuring the potential impact of legislative and policy 
changes; 

5. enhancing accountability through standardization; 

6. equitably distributing the workload; and 

7. improving service delivery to clients. 

RISK ASSESSMENT/REASSESSMENT SCALE 

The Iowa classification risk assessment scale is a general 
measure of the risk of continued criminal activity, meaning 
the potential for recidivism and other violations of 
probation / parole. This scale is not intended to measure 
future potential for assaultive behavior. 

Probationers/ parolees represent different degrees of risk as 
s ome will never commit another off&nse, while other 
pr obationers/parolees may continue to commit crimes and move 
continually in and out of various segments of the 
correctional system. The risk each offender represents is 
one of the principle determinants of the amount of time the 
officer is expected to allocate to an individual, i.e., the 
greater the risk the greater amount of the officer's time and 
agency' s resources will be required. 

NEEDS ASSESSMENT/REASSESSMENT SCALE 

The Iowa classification needs assessment scale measures the 
needs in eleven categories which encompass the wide range of 
problems that are most commonly evidenced in probationers and 
parolees. The scale is designed not only to be a 
classification device, but to provide a common denominator 
for assessing the composite severity of problems, to aid in 
formulating a case plan, and to provide an instrument for 
uniformly assessing the progress of clients. 

The system is designed to move clients to lower levels of 
supervision as their needs for services are met. Each area 
of need is subdivided into three or four categories - major 
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prob:em, minor problem, no problem, and strength, if 
app~op~iate. As an aid to consistency in needs assessment 
ac:8ss t~e state of Iowa, concise definitions were developed 
for e3c~ se ~erity level. Consistency in needs assessment is 
par~icularly important when the instrument is used as a 
classificition device since assignment to a level of 
s up e~ ~i sion can be a direct result of the needs score. The 
Iowa classification system standardizes the manner in which 
officers assess the problems and deficit areas of their 
cliG nt s . The needs scale is a measure of the probation or 
paro l e officer's time required to serve the needs of clients 
in each level. 
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CLASSIFICATION 

PROCEDURES 

A. The r i sk assessment shall be completed on all probation/parole 
c ases wi t hi n the first 30 days from the date of sentencing for 
ne w pr obation cases or no later than 30 days from the date the 
Paro l e Board granted parole. 

8. The pre-sentence investigation, probation/parole intake 
information, institutional reports, and other material will 
prov ide the supportive data necessary to complete the risk 
assessment on the Assessment of Client Risk/Need form. 
Information not readily available from these sources must be 
researc hed by the officer and obtained through client/officer 
in t er v iews. 

c. Pre-sentence investigation reports and pre-trial interview 
res u lts are not to contain any references to risk forms or 
poi n t val ues as these instruments are strictly for the use of 
p r o~ation / parole staff who have been trained in its use and 
i nt er p retation. The instrument is designed strictly as an 
assessmen t tool for probation/parole clients. 

D. Super v isory approval is required on all Risk/Need Assessments. 

2 . RE~SSESS ~ENTS 

A. Reassessrn e n ~ of Cl i e n t Ri sk/Need are required at regular six
mo n ~h i ntervals from the last assessment / reassessmen t . 

B. A special reassessment may be conducted if, in the opinion of 
the officer, there are significant long-term changes in the 
client's circumstances that may warrant moving the client to 
a higher/lower supervision level. 

( l l Special reassessments should not be done routinely when a 
c l ient is experiencing a crisis. Officers should take any 
necessary action to assist clients during a crisis and, for 
a month or two, the officer's assistance exceed the minimum 
number of contacts required for the client's level of 
supervision. 

( 2) If the crisis situation continues or is expected to 
con t inue for a number of months and the normal six-month 
reassessment is three or more months away, the officer 
may need to conduct a special reassessment. 

(3) Officers are not to conduct special reassessments as a 
reaction to a clien~ crisis. 

(4) Rearrests do not automatically trigger a special 
reassessment. 

o,.,,,. 7 



( 5 ) If the client can be adequately supervised within the 
contact standards prescribed by their level of supervision, 
or by exceeding those contacts for a short period of time, 
then a special reassessment should not be conducted. 

3 . 5;_; 3:,: ::--:: ~G AS SESSr-iEl,T / REASSESSMENT FORMS 

A. Assessment/reassessments need to have supervisory approval 
wh e~ cne of the following occurs: 

(ll Wh en an assessment is completed; 

(2) When the supervision level changes, or; 

(3) When there is an override. 

B. The pink copy of the completed assessment forms should be 
submitted within the first 30 days from sentencing or receipt 
of a case to the data processing bin in order to record the 
information required by the CIMS system. After the necessary 
information is entered, the pink slips will be shredded. Check 
with your supervisor on the process used in your individual 
districts. 

c. Also check with your supervisor on the process used in your 
districts to key probation/parole officers in on when 
reassessments are due. 
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RISK ASSESSMENT SCALE 

T;--. ro•Jgho1-.: t the sea le, interpret, "prior to incarceration" as also meaning 
"p:.-io r to r es idential treatment." This applies for clients on parole and 
pr obati o::. 

1 ) 

2) 

Nu~b er o f address changes 
in l ast 12 months .... 
(prior to incarceration for parolees 
and exc l uding periods of treatment/ 
custody for probationers) 

O None 
2 One 

3 Two or More 

al "Address change" is understood to mean that client does 
not plan to return to original residence and mailing 
address changes. 

b l A commitment to hospital, treatment, or jail does not 
constitute a change of address. 

c ) Note: The agen t does not need to know all client 
address chan~es, only enough to know ifclient receives 
0, 2, or 3 points. 

Percentage of time employed 
in l ast 12 months . . . . .... 
(prior to incarceration for parolees) 

0 60 percent or more 
(31 weeks or 7.2 

months) 
1 40 to 59 percent 
2 Under 40 percent 

(21 weeks or 4.8 
months) 

0 Not applicable 

al Base percentage on 40-hour week. Part-time employment 
should be averaged. For example, an individual employed 
20 hours per week for 12 months would be rated at 50 
percent and scored a "l." 

bl Students are scored "not applicable" even though they may 
by working part-time. 

cl Use "not applicable" if in the agent's judgment there are 
valid reasons why client could not have been employed, as 
in situations of extended illness, disability, or are not 
required to seek work due to family obligations. Some ADC 
recipients may qualify for this category. 
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3 ) 

4) 

Alcoho l usage problems in the last 
12 month s 
( pr~or to incarceration for parolees) 

0 No interference with 
functioning (no abuse ) 
2 Occasional abuse, 

s-ome disruption 
of functioning 

4 Frequent abuse, 
serious disruption, 
needs treatment 

a ) The key to scoring this item is found in the phrase 
"interference with functioning." The officer is not to 
make a judgment based simply on numbers of drinksconsumed 
per day or information of that nature. Rather, does the 
probationer's drinking interfere with his/her ability to 
function and meet day-to-day demands? Indications of 
problems in this area would thus include such things as 
arrivi ng late for work due to a hang-over, frequent drunken 
quarrels at work or home, excessive expenditures on 
alcohol, etc. Alcohol-related arrests should generallv be 
coded as ind icative of serious problems. 

b) Parolees doing time for alcohol·-related er imes such as OWI 
and Manslaughter should automatically be scored as "4." 

Other drug usage problems in the last 
12 months 0 No interfering with 

functioning 
1 Occasional abuse, 

some disruption 
2 Frequent abuse, 

serious disruption, 
needs treatment 

al The scoring of this item is similar to that of the 
"alcohol" item with one difference. The officer must bear 
in mind that drug usage may in itself be in violation of 
the law and, thus, is much more threatening to the 
probationer's remaining out of legal trouble. Therefore 
illegal use is scored at least a 1. The officer 
should be attuned to other problems stemming from legal 
drug usage as well. In this regard, prescriptions which 
the probationer has should be scrutinized in terms of both 
frequency and duration of usage. 
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s) 

6) 

7 ) 

Attitude ..... 0 Motivated to change, 
receptive to 
assistance 

3 Dependent or unwilli 
to accept responsi
bility 

5 Rationalizes behavio 
negative, not 
motivated to change 

al While this is inherently somewhat subjective, the officer 
will find scoring easier if he/she focuses upon the phrase 
"motivated to change." Does the probationer recognize the 
need for change and does he/she accept responsibility for 
change? Are there any indications that he/she is beginnin 
to make initial behavioral changes? The difference betwee 
"3" and "5" is in degree . 

Age at first conviction .. . . . . 0 24 or older 
2 20 - 23 
4 19 or younger 

a) Conviction may be for felony, aggravated, serious, or 
simple misdemeanor. For this category, include grants of 
a deferred judgment/sentence as a conviction. 

bl Exclude routine traffic such as speeding, stop sign, 
parking violation, etc.; however, include convictions for 
OWI, aggravated driving violation, reckless driving, 

careless driving, etc. 

cl For juveniles, include only those instances where the 
person has actually been "adjudicated" for a crime they 
could be convicted of if they were an adult. 

0 None 
Number of prior periods of 
probation/parole supervision. 
(adult or juvenile) 4 One or more 

al Revocation hearings which result in continuance are not 
counted as a new period of probation/parole. 

bl Include self-probation (unsupervised probat i on) 

c) For juvenile records, count only those periods 
probation that follow an actual adjudication. 
paroles are periods of supervision following a 
to a state training school. 

of 
Juvenile 
commitment 

d) Note: The agent needs only one prior probation/parole in 
order to move client out of "0" category. It is not 
necessary to know the total number of probations/paroles 
which may have occurred. 
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8) Num~er of prior probation / parole 
revocations. . 0 None 

9) 

10 l 

(ad~lt or juvenile) 4 One or more 

a l Disposition of the Court or release authority may be 
revocation even though the client may later be reinstated 
o: im~ediately granted a new parole/probation. 

Number of prior felony convictions. 
(o r juvenile adjudications) 

0 None 
2 
4 

One 
Two or more 

al Count all crimes for which a sentence of over one year can 
be imposed, i.e., aggravated misdemeanors. Include such 
crimes even when a deferred judgment/sentence is imposed. 

bl Do not count the present offenses(s). The item refers to 
priors. 

cl Multi ple convictions are counted as separate offenses. 

d) The final charge entered should be considered without 
regard to plea bargaining. 

Convict ions or juvenile 
adjudications for . 
(select applicable and add · 
for score. Do not exceed 
a total of 5. Include 
current offense.) 

2 Burglary, Theft, 
OMVWOC, or 
Robbery 

3 FUFI, Theft charges 
involving the use 
of checks, Fraudulent 
Practices 

a) Can be felony, aggravated, serious, or simple misdemeanor 
convictions. 

bl The only possible answers are 0, 2, 3 or 5. If the item 
does not apply, enter "0." The only way to receive "5" 
points is to have at least one offense which receives 2 
points plus one which receives 3 points. 
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NEED SCALE DEFINITIONS 

N~~:s ~SS ~SS MENT: The items and scores on the form are based on 
offic e~ time required to deal with the various problem areas and 
le ve l s. The basic idea behind the scoring of each item would be 
t he same - to what extent, if any, is the probationer's / parolee's 
a bility t o f unction in the day-to-day world impaired. The Needs 
sca l e dif fers from the Risk scale in that both positive and 
negat iv e Needs points are awarded. 

"ACADEMIC/VOCATIONAL SKILLS" 

The item focuses upon functional skills rather than actual 
academic credentials. Therefore, a skilled craftsman may receive 
"-1" even though he/she may have little formal education. The 
indi vi d ual's ability to make his/her way in the world is the 
important consideration. High school diploma or GED is not enough 
- a b i l ity must be shown. · 

- 1 . 

0 . 

+3 . 

+ 6 . 

High school or above skill level and demonstrates 
ability 

Adequate skills; additional not needed/desired. 
Adequate functioning. 

Low skill level; additional needed/desired; may have 
high school diploma or GED but demonstrates difficulty 
to read and write. Real difficulty filling out written 
reports or job applications. Has the ability to do 
better. 

Minimal skill level causing serious adjustment problems 
- retarded, special education classes or unable to 
read, write or do simple mathematical computations. 

"EMPLOYMENT" 

The officer must look beyond simple employment/unemployment in 
rati ng t h e item. Underemployment should be taken into account as 
should "unsatisfactory" employment. An example of 
"unsatisfactory" employment would be provided by a probationer 
with a serious alcohol problem and repeated alcohol-related 
of f enses who is employed as a bartender. In order to score this 
item, the officer must establish a firm employment chronology. 
While attempting to do so, the officer should be particularly 
sens i tive to gaps in employment. 

-1 . Satisfactory employment for one (1) year or longer 
Likes the job 
Salary sufficient to pay for basic needs 
Educational or vocational background matches current 
position 
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0 . 

+4 . 

+ 7 

Secure employment; no difficulties reported 
Chance for upward advancement with current employer 
Homemaker, supported by husband 
Student who is not in need of employment 
Retired or unable to work 

Unemployed or unsatisfactory employment 
Working, but the job has no future 
Person has abilities to find stable employment 

Unemployable and virtually unemployable 
Large gaps in employment 
Culturally handicapped 
Self-employment highly questionable 
Needs training 

"FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT" 

Does the probationer/parolee live within their means and have the 
skills to handle the simple financial responsibilities of everyday 
life such as maintaining a checking account and preparing a 
personal budget? 

- 1 . 

0 . 

+3 . 

+5 . 

Long-standing pattern of self-sufficiency; e.g. good 
credit rating 
Well off 

Providing but not overextending, no serious 
indebtedness 
No current difficulties 

Situational or minor difficulties 
Employed but not making it 
Difficulty in paying court obligations 
Overextending - difficulty paying bills 

Severe difficulties; may include garnishing, bad checks 
or bankruptcy 
Cannot pay court obligations (court costs, fines, 
restitution, etc.) 

"MARITAL/FAMILY RELATIONSHIPS" 

This item is straightforward with the officer being asked to 
det ermine whether the probationer's/parolee's close relationships 
provide for support (-1), serious stress (+6), or fall at some 
intermediate point. 

-1 Relationships and support exceptionally strong 
Marriage Intact - no history of separation 
No prior criminal record of family members 
Good attitude towards spouse/parents 
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0 - Re l ati vely stable 
Ge tt ing along 
No no t iceab l e problems 

+3 Some disorganization or stress but potential for improvement 
Recognize problems exist 
Motiv a tio n to change 

+6 Major disorganization or stress 
Children removed 
Recently separated or divorced, e.g., 2 years 
History of bad marriage 
Extensive prior criminal records of family members 
Sexual abuse 
Lack of control 
Abusive drinking and/or drug abuse 
Domestic violence 

"COMPANIONS" 

Support, as contrasted to manipulation or stress, is the guide. 
Probat i oners with co-defendants are given at least a "+2." 

-1 Exceptional 
Good support and good influence 

0- No ad verse relationships 

+2 Ass ociations have occasional negative results 
Co-defendants in current charge and still associating 
s o~e o f the friends have ·prior records 

+4 Associations completely negative 
Friends also in trouble 

"EMOTIONAL STABILITY" 

Guides f o r the officer in regard to this item are as follows. 
Does the probationer/parolee deal with anger appropriately? Does 
he / she exhibit excessive anxiety or become inunobilized by stress? 
Ability to cope with day-to-day life situations is the concern 
here. The "+3" score would be used for the neurotic 
probat i oner / parolee with the "+6"reserved for those with psychotic 
characteristics. 

-2 . 

0 . 

Exceptionally well adjusted; accepts responsibility 
for actions 

No symptoms of emotional instability; 
appropriate emotional responses 
No apparent stress, well adjusted 
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+3 

+ 6 

Symptoms limit but do not prohibit adequate 
f unc t io n i ng 
Ne u r ot ic; mi l d symptoms of depression, anxiety, or 
a c ti ng -ou t, irnrna tu ~ity and/or a lack of accepting 
responsibility 
Occasional abuse of alcohol or other drugs 

Symptoms prohibit adequate functioning; e.g. lashes out 
or retreats into self 
Psychotic, severe symptoms of depression, anxiety, or 
acting-out 
Frequent abuse of alcohol or other drugs; suicidal 
An expert diagnosis is usually needed unless 
symptomatology is quite apparent 

"ALCOHOL USAGE" 

'A s on t h e Risk Assessment, "interference with .functioning" is the 
key here. Officers are to avoid moral judgment regarding alcohol 
use and focus instead upon the role of alcohol in the client's 
li f e. Mu ltiple alcohol-related driving offenses receive a "+7." 

0- No interference with functioning 

+4 Ge t s "drunk" by own definition twice a month or more; some 
disruption in functioning when drinking (whether or not 
"drun k " ) with family, work, socially, etc. Minor alcohol
re l ated offenses; for example, OWI First. Probationers being 
s uper vi sed for OWI First belong in this category unless 
add itional symptoms are apparent. 

+7 Dr i nks irregularly and although never or rarely gets "drunk" 
has withdrawal symptoms if .stops drinking and has 1) physical 
s ymptoms of alcoholism: memory lapses, blackouts, passing 
out; 2) serious dysfunctioning at work: absenteeism, fired, 
fights with co-workers, supervisors, or customers; 3) with 
family: becomes violent, neglectful, abusive toward 
spouse, children , parents, can't pay bills, currently 
separated, multiple alcohol-related arrests. 

"OTHER DRUG USAGE" 

The scoring of this item is to be accomplished in the same manner 
as the "Drug Usage" item on the Risk Assessment. 

0- No interference with functioning, no abuse of prescription 
drugs or illegal use of controlled substances. 

+3 Occasional substance abuse; some disruption of functioning 

+6 Frequent substance abuse; serious disruption; needs 
treatment. 
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"REASONING, INTELLECTUAL ABILITY" 

T'~i s it em looks at intellectual ability as opposed to emo tiona l 
s ~a~ility , He nce, the problem levels relate to the possibility of 
re t ar da tio n. Is the client mentally alert and able to function 
e ff ec tive ly ? 

0- ~~l e t o function independently, of average or above 
intel l igence, can comprehend what is being said in normal 
c onversation. 

+3 Some need for assistance, potential for adequate adjustment. 
Has difficulty in understanding written or verbal 
communication; examples, has difficulty completing a monthly 
report form without assistance; has difficulty using or 
read ing a clock, ruler, calendar, dictionary; has difficulty 
i n fol l owing directions; emphasis is on difficulty in 
ccmj?re hension. 

+5 Deficiencies severely limit independent functioning. 
Client is borderline mentally retarded or below; client 
canno t f unction i ndependently; client receives SSI benefits 
f o r reasons due to a developmental disability ; client is 
employed at a sheltered workshop. 

"HEALTH" 

The off i cer should take mental health into account (particularly 
in t~ e case of the substance abuser), as well as the presence of 
phy s ic a l handicaps. The difference between "+2" and "+3" is 
yJh et her hea l th problem is under control. Alcoholism or drug abuse 
is automatically a "+3." 

0- Sound physical health; seldom ill 
No problems. 

+2 Handicap, illness or medical condition which interferes with 
f unctioning on a recurring or intermittent basis. 
Pregnant; chronic diseases, e.g., diabetes, high blood 
pressure, arthritis, heart disease, etc. (Under control). 

+3 Serious handicap or chronic illness; needs frequent medical 
care. 
Alcoholism or other drug abuse; physical disability chronic 
and incapacitating. 
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"SEXUAL BEHAVIOR" 

The prcjationer's / parolee's ability to function sexually, both 
ph¥sically a nd emotional ly, is to be considered. The emphasis is 
upon both real and perceived problems. The officer must look 
be yond the simple offense history. The officer must avoid 
ju~g~ents U?on such subjects as homosexuality. In the case of a 
homosexual, the question should· become - does the sexual 
preference generate day-to-day life problems and/or does it 
ad verse ly influence the probationer'.s self-image? 

0- No apparent dysfunction 
No known or apparent sexual problems. 

+l Real or perceived situational or minor problems 
Hi story and/or current involvement in prostitution or 
pi mp ing; dysfunctioning sexual behavior, e.g., transvestite, 
ecc.; difficulty in accepting own sexual preference. 

+2 Real or perceived chronic or severe problems 
History of current sexual assault behavior by statute 
criteria, admitt ed or conv icted. 

"P.O.'S IMPRESSIONS" 

This item i s designed to accommodate the officer's subjective 
impressions. From the officer's viewpoint, what is the 
appropr i ate level of needs? Enter the corresponding positive or 
negative score. After scoring all items, enter the total in the 
appr~pr iat e space at the bottom of the page. 

-1 tlone 

0- Few 

+3 Average 

+5 High 
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OVE2R! ~S POLICIES 

The classi:ication override feature is intended to keep the system 
f l exible in order to meet the supervision requirements of each 
case and, at the same time, allow the officer and supervisor some 
discret io ~ in altering the supervision levels indicated by the 
r i sk a nd needs scales. 

The override will routinely be monitored with the expectation that 
individual officer overrides and unit overrides are to be kept to 
a minimum by following the guidelines listed below. An automatic 
review of the use of overrides will be undertaken if the rate of 
overrides reaches 15 percent of the total cases classified. The 
use of overrides exceeding more than 15 percent could indicate 
either an inappropriate use of the override feature or that the 
scales and their measurements are not being used appropriately. 

Unit supervisors and probation/parole officers are cautioned to 
use the guidelines listed below and not to permit overrides 
capriciously. 

1. If, in the officer's judgment, the case classification 
scales should be over~idden, supervisory review and 
approval is mandatory. 

2. During the assessment only, the supervision level is 
automatically overridden to the intensive level for 
the first six months if the client h~s been convicted 
of an assaultive offense within the last five years. 

a. An assaultive offense is any assault, murder, 
sexual abuse, kidnapping, robbery, arson in the 
first degree or burglary in the first degree, or 
any such act which is intended to cause pain or 
injury; any act which is intended to place another 
person in fear of immediate physical contact which 
will be painful, injurious, insulting or offensive; 
any act when a person intentionally points any 
firearm toward another, or displays in a threatening 
manner any dangerous weapon towards another or any 
act of terrorism intended to injure or provoke fear 
or anger in another; and includes any person going 
armed with intent with the intent to use such 
weapon against another person. 

The following list of crimes should be scored as assaultive when 
completing the classification instruments: 
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ASSAULT I VE OFFENSES 

Ce de Section Charge 

Admini s t er Harmful Subst ~ 
Arson, First Degree 
Arson , Second Degree 

Ch a rge~ 

D Felony 7 08 .S 
712.2 
71 2 .3 
7 0 8.38 
709.118 
709. llA 
709 . llC 
708 . 2A 
698 . 4 
708.2B 
707.11 
711 . 4 
7 08. 8 
707 . 9 
70 9. 12 
707.SA 
710 . 2 
71 0 . 3 
710. 4 
7 0 9 . 8 
70 7 . 2 
707 . 3 
707. 4 

As l t Par / Fel No Injury 
Asl t Sex Abuse w/o Serious Injury 
Aslt Sex Abuse w/ Serious Injury 
Aslt Sex Abuse w/o Injury 
Assault with Intent 
Assault w/ Intent to Rape 
Assault w/o Intent 
Attempt to Commit Homicide 
Extortion 
Going Armed with Intent 
Homicide of Fetus Aborted 
Indecent Contact with a Child 
Involuntary Manslaughter 
Kidnapping, First Degree 
Kidn a pping, Second Degree 
Kidnapping, Third Degree 
Lasciv ious Acts with a Child 
Mu rder, First Degree 
Murder , Second Degree 
Voluntary Manslaughter 

B Felony 
C Felony 
D Felony 
D Felony 
C Felony 
J..gg. Misd . 
J..gg. Misd. 
D Felony 
Ser. Misd . 
C Felony 
D Felony 
D Felony 
B Felony 
Agg. Misd . 
D Felony 
A Felony 
B Felony 
C Felony 
D Felony 
A Felony 
B Felony 
C Felony 

o~~e r poss i b l e assault i v e offenses , depending on the nature of the 
of: e nse: 

71 0 . 5 
709 .7 
707.10 
7 07.7 
712. 6 

Ch i ld Steal ing 
Detention in Brothel 
Duty to Preserve Life of Fetus 
Feticide 
Poss. of Explosive/Incendiary Device 

C Felony 
C Felony 
Ser . Misd. 
C Felony 
C Felony 

Th e u se o f the assaultive override is not necessary if t he 
c li e nt' s r i s k and / or needs scores put him into the intensive 
l e ve l . 

b. If the assault i~ a simple misdemeanor, 
override is optional with supervisory approval . 

c. If the client was committed to treatment or 
custody , exclude the time spent in those facilities 
as part of the "last five years" unless client 
was convicted for a new offense (exclusive of 
institutional conduct violations during 
incarcerat i on). 

d. For parolees , count assaultive offenses occurring 
five years prior to incarceration. 
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3. overriding the case classification scales will not be 
used as punishment for violation of supervision, to make 
up missed appointments, or for an alternative to 
revocation. 

4. Classification scales should nbt be overridden merely 
for the collection of court obligations in the absence 
of demonstrated failure to comply with the payment plan . 

5. In order to override the scales, to go to a higher or 
lower classification, specific plans are to be detailed 
in the narrative statement used to justify overriding 
the scales as to what use will be made of the additional 
time investment in the instance of going to a high 
classification; or, in the instance of going to a lower 
classification, what is the rationale for investing less 
time with the client than is indicated by the scales. 

6. Classification scales should not be overridden to a 
higher classification to monitor clients in treatment 
programs where officer liaison with the treatment 
program to monitor client progress is possible. 

S7ATUS OVERRIDE 

Sta tu s override is do to a special client circumstances which 
prohibits the probation officer from fulfilling the contact 
star.dar d s of the instrument-assessed level. It is anticipated 
that this override will generally be utilized to place clients in 
the Ad~inistr ati v e level who are either not available or not in 
need of regular contact, but such is not reflected in the 
classification scores. Examples of such circumstances or special 
status are: 

- Brokered (supervised by someone else) 

- Court won't discharge even though all supervision goals 
and obligations have been fulfilled 

- Out-of-state transfer pending 

- In Jail/Institution - such a case is generally appropriate 
for the Administrative level; however, if active 
supervision is to be continued, the override should be used 
to place the case in the level at which supervision is 
actually being provided. 
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LEVE~S OF SUPERVI SION AND CUTOFF SCORES 

Le·:els o f s upervi sion are determi ned by which category the highes t 
s core on the risk and needs scale falls in. Each level requires 
s pecific con tact standards. 

New Ca se St atus: A case i s classified in this category for 30 
d aysfrom t he sentencing date, date Parole Board grants parole, or 
da t e a new transfer is received from out-of-state. Regarding 
Reside n t i al Facility placements, count as a New Case on probation 
if there was no assessment form completed after sentencing and 
before placement in the Residential Facility. ri there are any 
q uest ion s in this regard, refer them to your supervisor. As many 
c ont act s as necessary are required in order to accomplish 
c l ass ification and approach full active supervision, including 
c omp l e t i o n of the probation agreement, starting the restitution 
p l an , and community service and .correctional plan development. 
Probat io n / parole officers will be given workload credit for a New 
Case for t he first month. At the end of each month, the New Case 
Cl assif i cation will be deleted from the caseload list; thus, 
si gni f y i ng the need for a new classification to be submitted via 
th e th ird page of the assessment form. If this is not the case 
,~i thin your District consult your supervisor. 

Ad~ini s tr at ive Le vel: A case is classified at this level 1) when 
it fa ll s wi t hin the risk and needs scale scoring instrument or 2) 
wh e n it is determined to be a status override (see above). 

Inte~sive, Normal, Minimal Level: These supervision le vels are 
det er mined by t he risk a nd needs scale scoring instrument. 

Cut Off Scores Levels of 
_R_i_s_k ____ N_e_e_d_s _____ ~s~u~p_e~r_v~i~s~i~o~n ________ c_o_n_t_a_·_c_t Standards 

17 & Up 30 & Up Intensive 

Two (2) face-to-face monthly contacts, i.e., 1 every 15 days; 
two (2) *collateral monthly contacts, i.e., 1 every 15 days; 
one (1) home visit during the first 30 days of supervision 
from the date the client is assessed or reassessed as 
Intensive; and one home visit every six months thereafter. 

7 - 16 15 - 29 Normal 

One face-to-face contact monthly; one collateral contact 
monthly for the first six months and collateral contacts as 
needed t hereafter. 
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J - 6 1 - 14 Minimum 

0 - 2 

One face-to-face contact quarterly; written client monthly 
r e pcr ts except the monthly report may be omitted in any month 
t he o ff i cer has a face-to-face contact with the client. The 
officer may substitute the monthly report form by contacting 
the client by telephone; collateral contacted as needed . 

0 & Below . Administrative 

For cases which are classified as Administrative due to low 
ris k and needs scores, one face-to-face contact is required 
e ver y six months, at which time a reassessment must be 
completed. For cases classified as Administrative because 
of status override, one face-to-face contact is required 
e v er y six months, at which time a reassessment must be 
c offipleted; however, the unit supervisor may waive this 
contact when that face-to-face contact is impractical because 
t he client is unavailable, such as being out of state while 
pe nd i ng acceptance by another state via Interstate Compact. 
Mo nthly written client reports are required for all 
Administrative level clients who are in the level because of 
lo~ risk and needs scores (except for the month where a face
to -face contact is made). Monthly written client reports 
s ha l l be required for all Administrative level clients until 
ac~e pt ed by the receiving unit or agency. Officers may wai ve 
th e monthly report for cases being detained in jail or in 
prison, or if the officer makes contact by telephone with the 
cl i ent. 

CONTACT STANDARDS DEFINITIONS 

FAC 2- TO -FACE CONTACT: 

A personal contact with the client by supervising officer or other 
pr ofessional staff member (does not include clerical) having 
super v isory responsibilities. 

COLLATERAL CONTACT: 

Gathering or verifying information about the client by some source 
other than the client. This contact may take the form of face-to
face, telephone or paper. 
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HOI·iE VI S I T : 

A s u c =e ssf u l home vi s it consists of establishing face- t o-face 
c=~ : acc with a person who has significant information about the 
clien t. Examples of acceptable contacts are with client, family 
rn e mt er, l andlord, roommate, neighbor. 

QUA~T E~LY CONTACT: 

Th e contact is required to be made on three (3) month cycles 
( e v ery 90 days) counting from the anniversary date of the 
assessment. 
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IOWA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS 
REASSESSMENT OF CLIENT RISK/NEED 

Cl ient Name ---,-------------.,;:;;---------... i:ii,,---CIMS Number ___________ _ 
L,,i ,1,11. 

Officer 's Name 
--------------------S-e-le_c_t -the appropriate answer and enter the associated weight in the score box . 

Da 1e or Reassessment Total all scores to arrive at the risk/need reassessment score. 
Previous Level: N M A (circle one) 

C.•,. ...,, U" ! 
AS!i-:'Hfl1('"'! l/"l,:-.11 ,,t,1'T'e"'1 _____________ _ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 

□ 
□ 

□ 

NEED 

ACAOEM ICYOC/\T IO ,NAL SKILLS 
- 1 ~ IQ,, scri,01 or aoove sk ill levttl 

O Ad•:iua l ! ,,, 11 ,. addlt,onal not n•t<ledldeslrt<I 
J Low ,-111 l•••I . 1ddlllon11 net<lt<l/deslred 
& Mln1rr.a1 '" '" l•••t caustno serious adjustment problems 

EMPLOYMENT 
- t S11,,11c10ry employment for one yur or tonoer 

o !:•cure emp1oymen1 : no dllllculllu reooned; o, ho,nemek.,, 
sludrn1 . re1, red. or unable to work 

• Un,a11stac10ry employment; or unemployed but has adeQuate 
lob ,, 111 , 
Unemployed and vi r1ually unemployable; needs tralntno 

FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT 
- t Long stand,nQ pal tern of sell sufficiency; e.g., good credit 

ra ting 
0 Ne CU f' !,,1 d df1cullie s 
J s 11uat1en,1 or minor dilflcultle, 
5 Severe c1,111cutt ,es; may Inc lude oamlshmenl, bad checks o, 

b;ankru01cy 

MAAITr\ UF AM IL Y AELATIONSHIPS 
_ 1 P~1a1 ,o,, , ri ,cs a.,d ,uc-c--:-r1 e1cP0llonat1y strong 

o ~-! 1a 11" e1y '1at;i1e reta1ton,,·\los 
J Some d1s0•9aniz1tton or stress but potential for lmpro.,.ment 
6 Ma10r d1sor9an1za110n or stress 

COMPANIONS 
-1 Good sucro'1 and lnftuenc t 

0 NC' .i(1 v f' r '". ~ ,,.l:illOM!llhir, 

2 Assoc 1atrons woih occasronat n~9atlve results 
, Assoc •a1,ons a1mos1 comp1e1e1y negative 

EMO TION AL STI\B ILITY 
-2 E1c!c 1,ona :1y ... ell a::J 1u sted; acceots responsibllily for 

ac tt')n, 
o Mo s, ,,.,p,oms of emot ional lnstabillly ; aporoorlate emotional 

rescc~ses 
J S)·mo10r,, s li m,i bul do not prohibit adeQuate functioning 
6 Symotoms proh1b1t adeQuatt lunctlontno; t.Q ., lashes out o, 

retreats into sell 

ALCOHOL USAGE 
O No 1n1erterence with lunelioning 
• Occastonal substance abuse; same disruption of lunetlonlno 
7 FreQuent abuse; serious disruption: needt treatment 

OTHER ORUG USAGE 
O tlo '" ' •"••enee with functioning 
J Occas1ona1 suostance abust: some dlsNptlon of functtontno 
6 FreQuent suostance abuH; Hrlout dllt\lptlon; needt treat• 

ment 

REASONINCnNTEllECTUAL 
O Able 10 function independently 
J Some need tor assistance: ootentlal lo, adtqu1t1 ldlutlmtnt 
5 Oelic,enc les severely llmlt lndepenci.nt func:tlonlno 

HEALTH 
O Sound phys ical health; seldom Ill 
2 Hand,cao or !linen lnterferH with lunctlon4no on a rtcuntno 

basis 
J S.rlous handicap o, chronic lllnna; netd9 1,-quent mtdl~I ~,. 

SEXUAi. BEHAVIOR 
0 No aooaren t dysfunction 
t Real or perceived slluatlonat or minor problems 
2 Rut or percetved chronic or ,..,.re problems 

AGENT 'S fMr>RESSION OF CLIENT'S NEEDS 
-t None 

0 Few 
J Average 
5 H,gr, 

TOTAL NEED 

RISK 

NUMBER OF ADDRESS CHANGES IN THE LAST 12 MONTHS 
O None 
2 One 
3 Two or more 

'SINCE LAST I MONTHS 

• PERCENTAGE OF TIME EMPLOYED 
o eo "• or more 
1 40% • 59% 
2 Undtr •0"/4 
O Not aopttcabte 

• ALCOHOi. USAQEJPROII.EMS 
O No tnttrferenct with tunctlonlr,Q 
2 Oceastonet ebuse . some d•sruotlon of functioning 
5 Frequent abuse, serious disrupt,or,, nuds 1r111men1 

• OTHER DRUQ USAQE/PROllEMS 
O No tnterferenee with functtontno 
1 Occasional aCuH, some dlsNotl on of luncttonino 
2 FreQutnt abuH, ,ertous disruption . needs trtatmtn1 

AGE AT FIRST CONVICTION 
(or Juvenile Adjudication) 

0 2◄ or Olde, 
1 ·20-23 
3 19 o, younoer 

NUMBER OF PROIATION/PAAOlE REVOCATIONS . 
(Adult or Juvenllel 

o None 
2 Onto, more 

NUM9ER OF PRIOR FELONY CONVICTIONS 
Onctude .Aoor. Mlsd., & Deferred JudotmenVSentenct. or Juven,te 
.Adjudications) 

O None 
2 One 
• Two or more 

CONVICTIONS OR JUVENILE ADJUDICATIONS FOR 
~!eel ~lcablt and add lor scort. Do not excffd • total of J. 
Include current ollenH.) 

1 Burotary, \hell, OMVWOC, rob~ry 
2 FUFI , Foroery, Thell charoe lnvolv,no checks. Fraudulent 

Practice, 
'PROILIMS WITH CURRENT LIVINQ SITUATION 

O Relatively stable retatlonshlps 
3 M()(krate diso,oantatton or stress 
5 MejO( dillOl'Oantzatlon or strns 

'SOCIAL IDENTIFICATION 
0 Malnly with posit,,_. lndlvlduall 
3 Mainly with c:nmlnafly o,iented Individuals 

'RESPONSE TO COURT OR OEPT. IMPOSED CONDITIONS 
o No c,,obltms 01 consequence 
:, Moderate c~tance probl9ffls 
5 Hu bffn unwllllno to comply and/or ha, bttn rnnesttd 

'USE OF COMMUNITY RESOURCES 
O Hot nttdtd 
0 Ploduc:l .... ly uttllttd 
2 Hftdtd but noc ~1a111e 
3 lJIIIIHd but not beneficial 
, Avallable but rejtcltd 

TOTAL AISK [ 



RISK REASSESSMENT SCALE 

T~:s sca:e e mohasizes behavior while on supervision. The reassessment 
i s basec on b~ h a·, ior since the last classification form was comple~ed. 

1. Nurn=er o f address changes in last 
12 mon ths 0 None 

2 One 
3 Two or more 

a) \~hen completing reassessments for clients who have been on 
supervision less than 12 months, count the number of address 
changes since placement on supervision. 

b) Refer to item "l" on the assessment scale for discussion of 
"address change." 

2. Percentage of time employed 0 60 percent or more 

3. 

4. 

( prier to incarceration for parolees) (15 weeks or 3.5 months) 
1 40 to 59 percent 
2 Under 40 percent 

(11 weeks or 2.4 months) 
0 Not applicable 

a) Refer to item "2" on risk assessment scale . 

Alcohol usage / problems .. . . . . 0 No interference with 
functioning 

2 Occasional abuse; some 
disruption of functioning 

5 Frequent abuse; serious 
disruption; needs treat
ment 

al Refer to item "3" on risk assessment scale. 

Other drug usage/problems. • O No interference with 
functioning 

1 Occasional abuse; some 
disruption of functioning 

2 Frequent abuse; serious 
disruption; needs 

· treatment 

a) Refer to item "4" on risk assessment scale. 

5 . Age at first conviction. 
(or juvenile adjudica~ion) 

. . 0 24 or older 
1 20 - 23 
3 19 or younger 

a) Refer to item "6" on assessment scale. 

6. Number of probation/parole 
revocations. . • • O None 
(adult or juvenile) 2 One or more 

a) Refer to item "8" on assessment scale. 
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7 . 

8. 

Number of prior felony convictions .. 0 

a l Rc:er t o i tem "9" on assessment scale. 

Conv ic tio n or juvenile adjudications 
for . . . . . . . 1 
( not t o exceed total of 
3 points ) 2 

None 
1 
3 

One 
Two or more . 

Burglary, Theft, OMVWOC 
or Robbery 
FUFI, Theft charges 
involving the use of 
checks, Fraudulent 
Practices 

al The only possible responses are 0, 1, 2, or 3. Enter "0" if 
item does not apply. 

9. Pr ob lems with cur=ent living 
conditions . O Relatively stable 

relationships 
3 Moderate disorganization 

or stress 
5 Major disorganization or 

stress 

al Response to - this item is based upon agent's assessment of 
c li e n t's current living situation. 

b ) This category should be rated on the quality of the 
re l a t ionships with whom the probationei/parolee co-habits. 
Th i s incl udes spouse, children, and/or roommates. Major 
prob lems are characterized by such incidents as physical 
c onfrontations, arrests, or medical treatment, etc . 

10. Social identification .. . . . . 0 Mainly with positive 
individuals 

3 Mainly with c~iminally 
oriented individuals 

a) Response to this item is based upon agent's assessment of the 
client ' s relationships. 

11. Response to court/parole board o~ 
s u perv ision conditions . 0 No problems or 

consequence 
3 Moderate compliance 

problems 
5 Has been unwilling to 

comply and/or has been 
rearrested 

a) This item addresses how the client has been cooperating with 
the requirements of supervision. 

bl For interpretation of arrests, see "Age at First Conviction" 
explanation. 
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12 . Us e c: c~r.munity res ou rces . 0 Not Needed 
0 Productively u tilized 
2 Needed but no t a vailab l e 
3 Utilized but no t 

beneficial 
· 4 Available but rejected 

a l Res pc~ se to this item i s based upon the agent's judgment of 
clie~c need for services and the client's response to the 
se rvic es. 

bl Wh e n th e agent has made multiple· referrals, determine if cl i ent 
i s coo perating in those deemed most critical . to client ' s 
pos i ti ve adjustment. 

NEEDS REASSESSMENT SCALE 

See inst ruction s u nd er Needs Assessment Scale. It is important to 
score th e need s reassessment scale based upon the 
prcba tione r ' s / pa r o l ee's behavior while under supervision. 
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ENTROPY LIMITED 

APPENDIX C 

Offender Ris k Assessment Instrument 

(form currently used by Board of Parole) 

Source : 
Daryl Fischer, "The Iowa 1't>de1 of 
Risk Assessment, Coding Specifications,• 
Statistical Analysis Center, Iowa Office 
for Planning and Progranming, April 1985 

l 1 ' - · 



Offender Name 

Current Offenses 

OFFENDER RISK ASSESSMENT 
STATE OF IOWA 

Sentence Current Offenses 

Safety Risk Violence Risk 
Assessment Assessment 

Very Poor Very Poor 

Poor Poor 

Fair Good 

Good Very Good 

Very Good Excellent 

Sentence Effective Date_/_/_ 

Assessment Date_/_/_ 

Comments 

IO I 

Sentence 



OFFENDER RISK ASSESSMENT 
THE IOWA MODEL 

X Y CU~REh'T OF'FEMSE SCORE (A) 

2 3 kobbery/Attempted ~bbery 
2 J Per,onal Larceny 
2 3 Aggravated lurglary 
2 3 Arson/Attempted Arson 
1 3 Murder/Attempted Murder 
1 3 ,-.ns laughter 
1 3 Kidnapping 
1 3 Rape/At tempted Rape 
1 3 Sodomy /Sex Offense 
2 1 Burglary/Attempted lurglary 
2 1 Selllng Narcotics 
2 1 Motor Vehicle Theft 
2 1 Forgery/Bad Checks/Fauci 
1 1 Aggravated Assault/Terrorism 
1 1 Extortion 
1 1 Weapons Crime (Violence} 
1 1 Conspiracy (Violence) 
1 1 Larceny/Stolen Property 
1 0 Vandalism 
1 0 Weapons Offense (Mo Violence) 
1 0 Conspiracy (No Violence) 
0 0 Mone of Above 

X Y PRIOR VIOLENCE SCORE (I) 
4 5 91 + 
2 3 11-90 
0 0 0•10 

X V STREET TIME SCORE (C} 

3 3 0·6 Years 
2 2 6•11 Years 
1 1 11•14 Years 
0 0 1'4+ Years 

X Y CRIMINAL HISTORY SCORE (D) 
6 6 
3 5 
1 1 
0 0 

1 '40+ 
41-139 · 
16-'40 
0-15 

X Y CURRENT ESCAPE SCORE (E) 

3 '4 Convicted 
1 2 Charged Only 
0 0 Not •s Above 

! Y SUBSTANCE ABUSE SCORE (F') 

History of ,c, Use S 7 
S 7 
5 7 ' .. 

History of Non-Opiate Injections 
History of Sniffing Volatile Substance 
History of Opiate Addiction 

' 3 .. 
2 1 
1 1 

History of Heavy H1lluclft091n Use 
History of DrU9 Problem 

1 1 
History of Opiate or Halluclnogen Use 
History of Alcohol Problem 

0 0 No History as Above 

TOTAL SCORE• A+ I+ C + D + E + F 

X•SCORE Y·SCORE 

SERIOUS OFFENDER CLASSIFICATION 

Yes Current Conviction for Violent Felony 
Yes Prior Conviction for Violent Felony 

In Last Five Years Street Tiine 
Yes Prior Violence Score (Raw) • 35+ 
Yes Current Escape Convi,tion 
Yes Substance Abuse Score (Y) • 7 
No No Fa,tor as Above 

SArETY RISK ASSESSMENT 

X•SCORE 
Y·SCORE 

o-8 
9+ 

0-3 

VG 

~-6 7-11 

G F' 

F p 

VIOLENCE RISK ASSESS"ENT 

12+ 

VP 

IHightA Rating oO,\ St.ttiou.6 o"~"' 
X•SCOkE 

Y·SCORE 0-3 ,_, 7+ 

o-8 E VG G 

• VG/P GIP 

G/VP 

E • EXCELLENT VG• VERY GOOO G • GOOD 

F • f Al R P • POOR VP • VERY POOf 



OFFENDER RISK ASSESSMENT COMPUTATION SHEET 

FOR: IDt: 

PRIOR VIOLENCE SCORE: 

Severity Aie S' 

Total Score (Bl: 

CRIMINAL HISTORY SCORE: 

Severity D 

Sum of S': 

Street 
Time 

divided by 

DOB: 

Crime 

s ' Crime 

= <DI Score 



OVERVIEW 

The 1985 Version of the Iowa Risk Assessment Model provides two 
assessments of offender risk, one I measure of the general threat 
to public safety referred to as •safety Rist,• and the second 1 
measure of the specific threat of new violent crime referred to a 
•violence Risk.• ·. 

The form on the preceding .page · specifies the general coding 
structure of the Risk Assessment Model. There are sfx primary 
•risk factors• on which the assessment is based, including Curren 
Offense Score (A), Prior Violence Score (B), Street Time Score 
(C), Criminal History Score (0), Current Escape Score (E), and 
Substance Abuse Score (F). In addition, there is a seventh item 
referred to as the Serious Offender Classification. The offender 
is classified as a •serious Offender• if any_ one or more of five 
"special risk factors• is present, as given on the coding form, 
and is otherwise classified as a "Non-Serious Offender.• 

Each of the six primary factors 1s scaled into three or more •ris l 
levels• of successively higher risk categories. To each of these 
risk levels, separate X and Y •risk scores• are assigned, which 
are then added across the six risk factors to obtain a •Total X
Score• and a •Total Y-Score.• These totals provide separate •ri s, 
estimates;• the Total X-Score gives a better estimate of Safety 
Risk, while the Total Y-Score gives a better estimate of Violence 
Risk. By calculating these separate estimates and combining them 
we obtain better final estimates than would be the case by using 
either individually. 

The last two steps involve the final calculations of the Safety 
and Violence Risk ·Assessments. The Safety Risk Assessment ts 
determined from the combination of the Total x-Score and the Tota · 
Y-Score by consulting the indicated matrix of scores and locating 
the appropriate cell for the offender in question. The sa■e 
process is used for the scoring of the Violence Risk Assess■ent, 
but with the additional convention that if two assessments are 
indicated (left/right), then the 1ssess■ent to the right of the 
slash applies 1f the offender is a Serious Offender, while the 
assessment to the left of the slash applies otherwise. 

The entry in each cell of the aatr1xes 1s 1n abbreviation for the 
final risk ratings, listed below. There ire five possible Safety 
Risk Assessments, five possible Violence Risk Assessments, and 
eleven possible co■binat1ons of the two 1ssess■ents, 1s follows: 

Safety Risk Violence Risk S1fety/Violence Risk 

VP Very Poor VP Very Poor VP-VP YP-6 
p Poor p Poor P-YP P-6 
F Fair G Good VP-P F-6 
G Good VG Very Good P-P F-V& 

VG Very Good E Excellent F-P G-Y6 
VG-E 
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CURRENT REFERENCE DATE, UPDATING ASSESS"ENTS 

The Iowa Risk Assessment Model may be applied to 1ny adult 
cu rr ently charged with or convicted of a felony offense. The 
assessment is calculated to be effective beginning with a current 
reference date, which serves as a benchmark for calculat1ng 
criminal history measures. The current reference date would be 
1) the date of arrest 1f the offender is charged but not 
convicted, 2) the date of conviction· if the offender is convicted 
but not sentenced, 3) the date of sentencing if the offender 1s 
sentenced but not imprisoned, or 4) the date of commitment if the 
offender is sentenced to prison. 

The resulting Safety and Violence Risk Assessments apply 
throughout the offender•s current involvement with the justice 
system, such as to discharge from the correct1~ns system or 
release following aquittal or dism i ssal of charges. The 
assessment remains constant throughout that experience with the 
exception of the following situations: 
1) a new felony conviction (including aggravated misdemeanors); 
2) a new charge for a violent felony; or 
3) a new charge or conviction for escape, Jailbreak, or flight. 
In these cases, the assessment must be recalculated to include the 
new information. 

New misdemeanor charges or convictioffs, new charges for non
violent felonies, and technical violations of release conditions 
do not necessitate recalculation of the offender's risk 
assessment. In any situation where recalculation is necessary, 
the current reference date remains unchanged, even in cases of a 
new felony conviction {unless the earlier offense is subsequently 
discharged). Of course, if the offender is discharged to the free 
community, the current reference date would change upon re-entry. 

DEFINITIONS OF COOING CATEGORIES 

A. Current Offense Score 

1. Based on highest scoring offense among 111 current offenses. 

2. Possible to have separate scoring for X and Y, e.g., 2 for 
forgery and 3 for rape. 

3. All current charges and convicting offenses are used 1n 
scoring this ttem. 1ncludtng a description of the actual 
circumst&nces of the crime. 

4. Of concern with this item is the •type• of offense and 
whether or not the offender falls in an offense category with 
historically high recidivism rates or rates of new violence. 
Of no immediate concern ts the seriousness of the crt ■e or the 
degree of guilt or culpab111ty of the offender. 
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B . Prior V 1 o l enc e Score 

1. Based on all prior arrests for violent felonies, whether 
juvenil~ or adult. For each arrest, up t~ eight separate 
counts of violent felonies •ay be scored. Each count is scored 
according to the severity of the offense (as 1 isted in the 
chart on page 8), and according to the age of the arrest. 

2. Current charges are counted as prior for scoring this item 
if the charge was not the most recent leading to the current 
sentence, or if the charge was dismissed. If the most recent 
convicting offense is escape, however, do not count an original 
violent felony as prior. 

3. Offense severity is determined at the most serious level. 
Therefore, if a charge of Aggravated Robbery is reduced to 
Larceny, the offense severity score is 70. 

4. The age of the arrest is the number of months from the date 
of the arrest to the current reference date. 

Thus, for each prior violent felony (count), we have a severity 
score Sand an age score A. These two scores are combined as 
follows to arrive at a single age-adjusted severity score S': 

$' • 24 X S 
l2 + A 

S' takes on a maximum value of 2S when A•O, and decreases to Oas 
A grows indefinitely. Also note that S'•S when A•l2, i.e., when 
the arrest is one year old. 

After scoring each prior violent felony•~ above, add the 
resulting values of S', and round this value to the nearest whole 
number (15.6 is rounded to 16; 1,.s is rounded to 1,. 11.S is 
rounded to 12). In this manner, a •raw score• 1s ache1ved. 

Consult the chart under B of the coding sheet, find the range that 
corresponds to the raw score, and circle the appropriate X and Y 
scores. 

C. Street T1me Score 

l. Based on total amount of time on the street (not 
incarcerated) between 14th birthday and current reference date. 

2. Incarceration time includes t1 ■e served for felony 
convictions tn adult prisons or on state far■ s (such as 
Vandalia, IL), and juvenile commitments to tr1tntng schools or 
Juvenile correctional facilities. 

C 



O. Cr1m1 na1 H1 story Score 

1. Based on all prior felony conv1ct1ons, both juvenile and 
adult. For each conviction, up to eight separate counts may be 
scored. Each count is scored according to the severity of 
offense (as listed 1n the chart on page 8), according to the 
sentence imposed, and according to the amount of street time 
following conviction or incarceration, to the current reference 
date. 

2. Current convictions are counted as prior if they occurred 
prior to the most recent felony conviction, e.g., as with 
probation or parole violators acquiring new convictions. A new 
escape conviction is not scored here. however. 

3. If the sentence imposed is a prison term, the disposition 
mu1tip1ier takes on a value of 1.25. For any other conviction 
type, score 0.75. · 

4, Street time is calculated as the age of the conviction in 
months, minus the total number of months incarcerated for the 
indicated offense and all subsequent felony incarcerations, to 
the current reference date. Note that the calculations here 
overlap those for the Street Time Score. 

Thus, for each prior felony conviction (count), we have a severity 
score S, a disposition multiplier 0, and a street time score M. 
These three scores are combined as follows: 

S' • 24 x S x D 
l2 + M 

S' takes on a 111axirnum value of 2S0 when M•O, and decreases to O as 
M grows indefinitely. Also note that S'•SD when M•l2. 

After scoring each prior felony conviction as above, add the 
resulting values of S'; then, this value is divided by one-tenth 
the raw Street T1Me Score in ite• C, and rounded to the nearest 
whole number (15.i is rounded to 16; li.S is rounded to 16; 11.5 
is rounded to 12). In this ■inner, a •raw score• is 1cheived, 
that reflects a single measure of the volume, seriousness, and 
recency of the offender's prior felony record of conviction, and 
takes into consideration the a■ount of ti•e spent unincarcerated. 

Consult the chart under O of the coding sheet, find the range that 
corresponds to the raw score as calculated above, and circle the 
appropriate X and Y scores. 

NOTE: If little is known of a young offender's Juvenile history, 
and the offender was incarcerated in a juvenile institution for 
delinquency, score this item as X•l, Y•l, if the score would be 
X•O, Y•O otherwise. 
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E. Current Escape Score 

1. Assigns a score for a) an arrest or conviction for escape 
from the current incarceration, orb) an arrest or conviction 
for jailbreak or flight, occurring at any tiae between the 
arrest for the current offense and the current reference date. 

2. Theoretically, an escape should not be counted under this 
item if the incident was handled adi'Tnistrat1vely, without the 
recording of an arrest on the offender's record. However, 
because this is simply not known 1n the vast majority of cases, 
score •charged Only• if there is an escape movement on the 
institutional record. 

F. Substance Abuse Score 

1. Based on the highest scoring type of substance abuse 
history, as listed on the coding sheet. 

2. All available sources of information (including inmate self 
reports) are to be used in scoring this item. 

3. Use or abuse of drugs or a1coho1 need not be current to 
score under this item. The emphasis is on any history of 
specific types of substance abuse. Great care should be taken 
in determining •use• vs. •abuse.• If unfami11ar with drug 
classifications or slang, refer to the chart on page 9. 

4, The top three types of substance history, including PCP use, 
non-opiate injections, and the sniffing of volatile substances, 
are considered to be •bizarre• and carry heavy weight in both 
the safety and v1o1ence risk assessment. 

5. Marijuana and cocaine are not considered in scoring this 
item, because they are not found to be predictive of 
recidivism. The exception is if the offender has I history of 
cocaine injection, in which case the ite• ts scored as •Non
Op1ate InJecti~ns.• 

Serious Offender Classification 

1. Based on the presence or coabtned absence of any one of ftve 
factors of the types previously collected. If any factor is 
present, then the offender ts classified 1s a Serious Offender. 
Offenders falling into the non-serious category show low rates 
of violence without regard to appearance of other high risk 
factors in the record. Non-Serious Offenders cannot be 
classified as Poor or Very Poor Violence Risks. 

2. Circle •Yes• beside each factor that 1pplies. If no factor 
applies, circle •No.• See page 3 for the use of Serious 
Offender Cl1ss1fication in determining the S1fety and Violence 
Risks. 
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OFFENSE SEVERITY SCORING FOR PRIOR FELONY ARRESTS AND CONVICTIONS 
(Offenses to be counted under Prior Violence Scoring ire . indicated 
with a 11 v•) 

V 80 
V 70 
V 70 
V 70 
V 70 

· v 70 
V 70 

70 
V 60 
V 60 
V 60 
V 60 
V 60 
V 60 
V 60 
V 60 
V 60 
V 50 
V 50 
V 50 
V 50 
V 50 
V 50 

50 
V 40 
V 40 
V 40 
V 40 

30 
30 
30 
30 
20 
20 
20 
20 
20 
20 

10 

Murder 
Attempted Murder 
Rape 
Aggravated Kidnapping (e.g., for ransom, with injury) 
Aggr1v1ted Robbery 
Aggravated Burglary 
Arson of a Dwelling 
Selling Narcotics to Minors 
Voluntary Manslaughter 
Attempted Rape 
Kidnapping 
Robbery 
Larceny from a Person 
Felony Assault 
Aggravated Battery (IL) 
Terrorism 
Arson 
Sodomy/Sex Offense against a Child 
Involuntary Manslaughter 
Attempted Robbery 
Extortion 
Going Armed with Intent 
Attemped Abortion 
Escape/Jailbreak/Failure to Appear 
Aggravated Assault 
Battery (IL) 
Attempted Arson 
Conspiracy to Commit a Violent Felony 
Burglary/Attempted Burglary 
Motor Vehicle Theft 
Forgery 
Selling Narcotics (opiates or cocaine) 
Larceny 
Stolen Property 
Vandalis111 
Bad Checks/Fraud 
Weapons Offense (non-violent) 
Conspiracy to Commit a Non-Violent Felony (those listed above 
only) 
All Other Offenses (prostitution, e■bezzle■ent, selling non
narcotic drugs,·drunken driving. perjury. bribery. etc.) 
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0 R U G 0. A S S IF I CAT ION S ANO Sl ANG 

l. The top three types of substance abuse: 

o PCP: Also called •angel dust•, •crystal ■, hog tranqu111zer. 

o Non-opiate injections: usually amphetamines or cocaine. 

o Sniffing of volatile substances: glue, paint thinner, lighter 
fluid, gasoline. Do ,!!21 count heroin or cocaine sniffing. 

f'm r I N ;tMtc., CLJ st~ 
2. Oeiates: opium, heroin, morphine, dilaudid, percodan, demerol, 
codeine. 

3. Hallucinogens: LSD, MDA, mescaline, •acidN, psylocybin, 
peyote, "Dlotter", hallucinogenic mushrooms. Ji>tt~;,,1...e~t1~ <:tA-i1.1M _ 

4. History of Drug Problem: 

o Amphetamines: methedrine, methamphetamines, •speed•, •black 
beautiesN, •robin's eggs". 

o Barbiturates: sedatives, •downers•, •reds•. 

o TranQuilizers: valium, Quaaludes, muscle relaxers, Darvon, pain 
killers. 

5. Marijuana, hashish, cannabis are not considered in any of the 
above categories. Always score this use or abuse as X•O, Y•O. 

6. Cocaine is considered only if injected. 

7. Use vs. Abuse 

Use: experimentation• occasional usage. 

Abuse: daily use. binging, presence of withdrawl or •flashbacks,• 
visible •tracks• on the arms or elsewhere, professional diagnosis 
of abuse, detox center involvement, treat■ent history for drug 
abuse •. 

Remember: Offenders convicted of drug dealing are not necessarily 
drug abusers themselves. 

-9-



ENTROPY LIMITED 

· APPENDIX D 

Description of Crosstabulations 



ENTROPY LIMITED 

Appendix D - Description of Crosstabulations 

Figure D conta i ns typical crosstabulations produced 
so Hwa re . 

0 CD 
COl.mT I DISCIP CIT~T~S VS PSYCnOLOCICAL PnoD 

RO\i PCT 2 
V:i QtmsTcf)IJ&-Q) D~C COL PCT QtJ'CSTC SlJD-Ql P < l > 

TOT PCT 
E.XP \'Al. S,UIPLC SIZE • 674 

QUESTION BllAVC 1) ><-om: 
QUEST I 2 3 4 j 6 

PPR.ll < ll :'fONt I 2 3-4 :;-a 9-16 
x-or;£ 

©1 3 :? 5 :? :l :l 
IV• ,\ t!J . 7<) 10. j ;l 26 . 32 10.53 i:; . 7<) 1:i. 7? 

1.04 3.23 7 . 14 :?.~7 a . OU I l .a4 
1),50 o. 3:) 0 . 03 0 , 33 O . !JO o.:u, 
9. 14 I. 96 2.21 2.56 1 . 07 0 . 82 

2 3 2 I I 3 0 
l\"·B 31).00 20.0<) JO.CO 10.00 30 ' 1)0 o.oo 

1.04 3. 23 1.43 1.23 5.0~ o.oo 
e.5o 0. 3:l o. 17 0.17 o.ao o.oo 
... 81 1.03 I. 16 1.35 O . 'JU 0.4:l 

3 0 j I 1 ~ 3 
IV•CD :?!'5. 81 -16. 1:3 3.23 22 . 50 12,90 9.60 

2.77 a.or, 1.43 8.64 6.70 t 1 . IJ~ 
1.33 o. 13:3 0.17 I. Iv o.r,1 o.:;o 

1 .. . 91 3 . 2\) 3.61 4.18 3.w4 1. 3<-

4 27j 5:3 63 71 ,t-9 20 
:OV A j l), 63 9 . 8•) 11 . C.5 13 . I 2 9. 1)(, 3.70 

IJ ,L 16 8j , 43 90.00 ;;, . 6:i C3.~:i 76 . 9~ 
1;, . 76 8 . 0:? I0.<-8 11.01 U.Hi a.33 
•260. 55.31 63.el 72.91 53. 11 23,40 

@ TOTAL 289 r,:? 70 C 1 !;9 26 
43.09 10.32 lt.6j 13,40 9.®~? 4.3~ 

11 
FOi\ 'Tl!IS CO?tTtNCtffCY TAnLC: CBI-SQ• 41,37 

Y.WIIIIC -- ONC on tiOl\Z or TII.£ Cu.LS Ar.t EPIPTY 

by Entropy Limited's 

@ 
INST 36 
Vhl.D 

1) ~;AUP 
1/24/09 

17: 38: 1G 

17!@ 
@ TOThL 

l 19 
j . :?Ci 3. 16 
7 . It. 
o. 17 
(),(.(. 

0 10 
o.c~ 1.66 
o.o:> 
o.c:> 
O.:?a 

3 31 
9. 6!. :; • 1" 

21. (.:) 
o.:;o 
0.72 

10 ti41 
I.C:i 90.02 

11 . ,:·..: 
I.Ci~ 

12.60 

14 601@ 
2.~a 

@ P • 0.0013'7T3 

CUI-SQ Stcntrtc.L,ct U:VtLS FOR 10 DtGJU::1::5 01•' rm;tutin 
P<C!l-SQl • 0 . 3CO 0.200 O. lCO C.OSO 0,02~ 0,010 O.OOG 0 , 001 

cJU-s~ s 2:>.60 22.eo 26.0t) 20.90 31.ao ~-:..so 37,29 43,31 

l1J' ROlf OPTIOffS OLD 2 3 4 a 6 7 0 9 10 11 
~ NI:~ ~ 3 3 ~ • 4 ♦ , ~ 4 

@ COL OPTio::s OLD 
Ntll 

2 3 ~ G 6 7 C 9 
2 3 4 U 6 7 7 7 

Figure D. l 

1. Ti t l e : usual ly abbreviated--see scoring sheets in Appendices A-C for 
full titles. 

XTABS 

2. Rov, quest ion code: "PPRB" is the internal computer program code for row 
values . 
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3. Column ques t ion code : "BHAV " is the internal computer program code for 
column valu es. 

4. Samp l e Size : 674 inmates. 

5. Column ti tl es: the columns are always numbered 1, 2, 3, . .. Below the 
numer i zed headings are labels defining the column entries. For example, 
Column 7 is labeled "17+" meaning 17 or more disciplinary citations. 
These titles are usually abbreviated. Questions about the meaning of an 
abbreviation can be resolved by referring to Appendices A-C. 

6. Row Titles: Same as Column titles for rows. In this example Row 2 is 
labeled "IV-8." This refers to entry IV in the scoring sheet in Appendix A 
and means History of psych . hospital adminssions . 

7. Key to Table Entries. 

Count : Number of data points in column and row category . For example: 
3 inmates had 5-8 disciplinary citations and had a history of 
psych . hospital admiss ions. 

Row Pct. : Count/Row total . (See@ for row totals.) For example 30% 
of inmates with a history of psych. hosp. admissions had 5-8 
disciplinary citations . 

Col. Pct. : Count/Column total. (See® for column totals.) For example 
5.08% of inmates with 5-8 disciplinary citations had a history of 
psych. hosp. admissions . 

Tot. Pct.: Count/ Number of Sample Points used in XTAB. ( See (lCb for 
sample points.) In our example the total sample size was 6"14, but 
only 601 sample points were found with values fitting the specified 
row and column categories. I·n general, the number of sample points 
used for analysis is smaller than the total sample size. 

Exp. Value: Number calculated to be the expected value for each row and 
and column. In our example 3 inmates had 5-8 disciplinary citations 
and a history of psych. hosp . admissions. The expected value was 
0. 98 which is less than that actually encountered. 

11. Chi-Sq.: This is the standard chi-squared measure of statistical association 
of t he two variables being cross-tabulated. Higher chi-squared values 
indicated stronger association. 

12. P: This is the significance level of the chi-squared value found given 
the number of degrees of freedom (based on the numbers of row and column 
options). Lower P-values indicate greater statistical significance. 
(A table is given at the bottom of the cross-tabulation output to show the 
dependence of P upon Chi-sq.) 
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13. Row option~ gi ve a t ab l e of how row data and row values are counted . 
Row 3 i s seen t o contain both data coded 3 (in this case IV-C) and data 
coded 9 (i n t hi s case IV-0 ) . All values of row data greater than 3 are 
counted as N/ A or not appl icable . (This title only appears when a special 
data redef inition option of the XTABS software is used.) 

14 . Col Optio ns gives a table of how row data column values are counted. In 
this case all row data values greater than or equal to 7 (corresponding to 
the category 17 disciplinary citations) is counted in column 7. (This 
title only appears when a special data redefinition option of the XTABS 
software is used . ) 

15. Sequence Number : 36 is a number identifying .a llpage" in computer storage. 
It is usefu l for data retrieved . 

I C 
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APPENDIX E 

Crosstabulations--Inmate Custody Classification 

Instrument Validation 

This index contains selected 
crosstabulation, from a number of computer 
runs on the institutional sample. For 
disciplinary citations, crosstabulations 
are given for all individual items. For 
disciplinary violence, NLC classifications, 
overrides, and escapes, crosstabulations 
are given for strong indicators. 



COUJIIT I DISCIP CITATIOftS 
ROW PCT 

VS OVERRIDE INST 
V/\1.11 

COL PCT QlJE.~T<SUB-0> OVRD( 
TOT l'CT 

I> VS QUEST( SUB-Q) DRJ\V( I> f,t\lU' 

l~XP Vi\L 

QUEST 
ovnoc 1 > 

X- ONE 

I 
NONE 

I 16 
DOWN- I - 48 . 65 

6. 14 
2.97 

17.89 

2 215 
SAHE 48.31 

7:) . 38 
3ll . 48 
*215 . 

3 57 
UP- I 47. 98 • 

l?.45 
?.41 

117.54 

4 3 
UP-2 6e.e9 

1.92 
9.59 
2.42 

'fflTAL 293 
48.311 

SAl'fPLE SIZE = 
~UESTION BIIAV•: I) 

674 

2 3 

2 
5.41 
3 . 2:J 
o. a:1 
3 . 7'J 

4'J 
8.'>'J 

64 . 5:! 
6.6•J 

45. r,:J 

21} 
16.UI 
32.26 

3.31} 
12. 17 

0 
••• (J 

··" •• 81J 
9.51 

62 
19.23 

2 

5 
13.51 
7. 14 
8.83 
4.27 

48 
ae.79 
68.157 
7.92 

151.48 

16 
13.415 
22.66 
2.64 

13.?G 

I 
2e.H 

1.43 
•. 17 
•• 118 

7e 
11.H 

4 
3 - 4 

4 
18.01 
4.94 
8.66 
4.95 

64 
14.38 
79.91 
18.56 
59.40 

13 
19.92 
16.85 
2. 15 

15. 91 

• •.• 8 
•. 9. 
•.• 9 
•. 67 

81 
13 . 37 

X-ONF: 
6 

5 - 0 

6 
16.22 
18.~0 
8.'J9 
3.66 

43 
9.66 

71.67 
7. 18 

44.~6 

19 
8.49 

16.67 
1.66 

11. 78 

I 
29.H 

1.67 
•. 17 
e.Cle 

6• 
9.9. 

6 
CJ-16 

I 
2.78 
3.85 
0. 17 
1.59 

22 
4.94 

04 . 62 
3.63 

19.89 

3 
2.62 

11. 54 
8.59 
6. 11 

• .... .... 
•••• 8.21 

26 
4.29 

FOR 11118 COftTINCE .. CY TABLE: CBI-SQ = 17 .69 
VARNIIIC -- ORE OR l'IORE or THE CELLS ARE ENPTY 

7 
17+ 

I 
2.70 
7. 14 
0 . 17 
0.1m 

13 
2.92 

92 . 86 
2. Hi 

10 . 20 

• •••• 8.88 
9 . 88 
2.76 

• .... 
•••• .... 
•. 12 

14 
2.31 

l/24/R') 
11::m: 1a 

TOTI\L 

:17 
6. 11 

119 
19.64 

5 
9.03 

686 

P = 8.4829648 

CHI-SQ SICftlFICANCE LEVELS FOR' 18 DECREES or FREEDOM 
P(CHI-SQ) = •• 399 9.298 •. 19(,t •.• 59 9.925 •·••• •.• es 8.881 

CHI-SQ= 28.68 22.M . 26 . 9~ 28.99 31.59 34.80 37.29 42.31 

COL OPTIOftS OLD 
l'fEW 

2 3 4 Ii 6 7 B 9 
2 3 ·, 4 Ii 6 7 7 7 



COU1'T , DISCIP CITATIOftS 
ROW PCT 

VS# PRIOR INCARC. IN~T 
V /\I .I) 

I) VS QUEST< SUB-Q) CHAV< I) S/\m' 

7 

COL PCT QUEST<SUB-Q) NINC( 
TOT PCT 
EXP VAL SAHPLE SIZE = 

QUESTION BHAVO: I) 
674 

J/24/8') 
1·7::m: rn 

QUEST 
ft INC< I) 

X- ONE 

I 
NONE 

2 
ONE 

3 
TWO 

4 
111REE 

IS 
FOUR 

I 
l'IONE 

182 
48.92 
62. 12 
3~.83 
*179. 

79 
4:J.93 
26.96 
l:J.84 

8.'). 16 

28 
lU.28 
6.83 
3.30 

18.86 

5 
415.45 

I. 71 
8.83 
G.32 

7 
118.33 
2.39 
I. 16 
G.89 

2 3 

38 
18.22 
61. 2 1> 
6.27 

38.tt6 

I :J 
7.51) 

28.•n 
2. 15 

17.60 

3 
7 .61> 
4.0·t 
8.5CJ 
3. ')'J 

5 
45.45 
8.86 
8. 8.') 

I. l:J 

3 
215.88 

4.84 
8.110 
1.2:J 

2 

36 
9.68 

51.43 
5.94 

42.97 

25 
14.53 
35.71 
4.13 

19.87 

8 
2•. IS I 
11.43 
1.32 
4.58 

8 .... .... 
•. 88 
1.27 

I 
8.33 
1.43 
•. 17 
1.39 

4 
3-4 

48 
12.98 
!J9.26 
7.92 

·19. 72 

29 
16.86 
:J5.80 

4.79 
22.99 

3 
7.69 
3.78 
•. 58 
5.21 

I 
9.89 
1.23 
•. 17 
1.47 

• •••• 9.88 
•.• 9 
1.68 

K-ONE 
5 

5 ·-0 

44 
11.83 
73.33 
7.26 

36.83 

14 
8.14 

23.33 
2.31 

17.83 

2 
5. 13 
3.33 
8.33 
3.86 

8 .... 
9.ff 
8.ff 
1.89 

• .... .... .... 
I. 19 

6 
9-16 

16 
~.83 

57.69 
2.40 

15.96 

8 
4.65 

30.77 
1.32 
7.38 

3 
7.69 

11. G4 
8.58 
1.67 

8 
8.88 
8 .•• 
8.88 
8.47 

8 
8.89 .... 
8.88 
8.51 

TOTAL 293 62 78 81 68 26 
48.3G 18.23 11.GG 13.37 9.98 4.29 

FOR TRIS CONTINGENCY TABLE: CBI-SQ• 39.18 
VARNIIIG -- 011[, OR l'IORE or THE CELLS ARE EIIPTY 

7 
17+ 

9 
2.42 

(14.29 
I. 49 
U.:i9 

4 
2.33 

20.57 
0.66 
3.97 

8 
8.88 
8.88 
8.88 
8.98 

8 
8.ff 
8.88 
8.88 
0.25 

I 
0.33 
7. 14 
8. 17 
8.28 

14 
2.31 

TOT/\L 

:172 
61. 3'# 

172 
2fl.30 

39 
, •. 44 

II 
1.02 

12 
1.90 

686 

P = 8.8266758 

CBI-SQ SIGIIIFICANCE LEVEL~ FOR' . 24 DECREES or FREEDOM 
P(CRI-SQ) • 9.388 8.2ff · •. lff 9.8G. · 8.825 8.818 8.885 8.881 

CHI-SQ• 27.19 2~.6 • . 33.28 36 .... 39.48 43.80 45.68 GI. 10 

ROW OPTIORS OLD I 2 a· 4 G 6 7 8 
REW I 2 a· 4 5 I G I 

COL OPTIOlf8 OLD I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 
REW I 2 3 · 4 6 6 7 7 7 

C(' 

/J 



COUftT ,, Dl~CIP CIT,\TIOftS 
ROW PCT 
COL PCT QUEST< SUB-Q) POFF( 

VS rRll'IARY OFFENSE INST 
VAI.U 

I) VS QUEST( SIJD-0) Clll\V( I) SAIi!' 

0 

TOT PCT 
EXP Vt\L SJ\Pn'LE SIZE = 

~UESTION BIIAV( I) 
674 

l/~,;/n? 
17:aa: 1:. 

OUEST 
POFF< I) 

X- ONE 

I 
NONE 

I 174 
01 - t\ Gl.33 

59 . 5') 
28.76 
*163. 

2 60 
QI - B 42. 55 

21J . 55 
9.92 

68 . 05 

3 56 
QI-C 46.40 

19.66 
9.59 

61J.33 

TOTAL 292 
48.26 

2 3 

39 
11. a•J 
62. •~•j 

6 . •t !i 
34 . 7 ·t• 

I CJ 
7.9•J 

16. 13 
I. 65 

14. ,.r, 

13 
18.40 
28.')7 

2 . l!i 
12.RI 

62 
18. 2!J 

2 

36 
I I . 21 
54.29 
6.26 

39.22 

16 
11. 35 
22.66 
2.64 

16.31 

16 
12.88 
22.66 

2 . 64 
14.46 

78 
11. G7 

4 
3 - 4 

47 
13.66 
56 . 02 

7 . 77 
·•5 . 3') 

23 
16.31 
26 . 40 
3.68 

18 . 08 

II 
8 . 80 

13.58 
1.62 

16.74 

81 
13.39 

X- ONE 
a 

r, - u 

27 
7.96 

45.00 
4..t-6 

33. 6 2 

17 
12. IJ6 
28 . 33 
2.81 

13.90 

16 
12.80 
26.67 
2.64 

12.48 

68 
9.92 

6 
9-16 

10 
2.96 

3U. <:,6 
I. 66 

I,:,. :i7 

18 
7.89 

30 . 46 
1.65 
6.86 

6 
4.69 

23 . 08 
0 . 99 
5.37 

26 
4.30 

7 
17+ 

4 
I. UJ 

~H . 57 
0.66 
7 . U4 

5 
3.55 

35. 71 
0.83 
3.26 

6 
4 . 00 

35 . 71 
0.83 
2.89 

14 
2.31 

TOTi\l . 

:1:19 
ar, . u;: 

125 
20. <,6 

605 

FOR THIS CONTlftCENCY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 18.14 P = 0. 1114327 
CHI-SQ SIGNIFICANCE LEVEL~ FOR'. 12 DECREES or FREEDOft 

P( CHI -SQ) = e. 3ff ft. 28e 8. I tM 8. 858 8. 025 8. 818 8. 805 8. 001 
CHI-SQ= 14.08 13.88 18.50 21.88 23.30 26.26 28 . 30 32.91 

COL OPTIONS OLD I 2 s · 4 B 6 7 8 9 
NEW I 2 3 4 G 6 7 7 7 



COURT , DISCIP CIT,\TIORS 
ROI-I PCT 
COL PCT QUEST(SUB-Q) SLEft( 
TOT PCT 

VS SERTERCE LENGm IN~T 
V/\1.D 

I> VS QUEST( SUB-Q) DHAVC I) SI\IH' 

EXP VI\L 

QUFST 
SLEN( I> 

X-ONE 

I 
NONE 

I 148 
02-1\ 49.01 

IJCJ. 68 
2-1.46 
* 14,5. 

SAtWLE SIZE = 
QUESTION BHAV( I) 

674 

2 3 

36 
11. •)2 

58 . 06 
5 . '}!i 

38 . '}!i 

2 

32 
18 . 68 
45.71 
6.29 

34.94 

4 
3-4 

43 
14.24 
IJ3.89 
7. II 

48.43 

K-ONE 
6 

6 ·-8 

27 
8.94 

46.@0 
4.46 

29.'J6 

6 
9-16 

9 
2.98 

34.62 
1.49 

12.98 

7 
17+ 

7 
2 . 32 

60.08 
I. 16 
6.99 

l/24/ll'} 
17:~m:1:; 

TOTI\L 

:J(}~ 

4'). 9:! 

2 92 
o:!-B 42.79 

19 
8.0-1 

38.61i 

215 
11.63 
315. 71 
4. 13 

31 
14.42 
38.27 

5. 12 

20 
13.92 
46.67 
4.63 

21.32 

15 
6.98 

67.69 
2.48 
9.24 

6 
2.33 

35.71 
0.03 
4.90 

:~15 
3:-i.54 

31.61 
l!J.21 
*183. 

3 152 
Q2-C H.89 

17 .81 
8.60 

42.47 

TOTAL 292 
48.26 

3. •·• 
22.83 

7 
7.95 

11. 2'> 
I. 16 
9.92 

62 
18. 21J 

24.88 

13 
14.77 
18.87 
2. 115 

18. 18 

78 
11.87 

28.79 

7 
7.95 
8.64 
I. 16 

11. 78 

81 
13.39 

8 
15.68 
8.33 
8.83 
8.73 

68 
9.92 

2 
2.27 
7.69 
8.33 
3.78 

26 
4.38 

2 
2 . 27 

14.29 
8.33 
2.04 

14 
2.31 

88 
M.55 

605 

FOR mis CORTINCENCY TABLE: CHI-SQ = 18. 13 P = 0.1118851 
CHI-SQ SIGRIFIC,\NCE LEVELS FOR 12 DUREES OF FREEDOM 

P<CHI-SQ) = 8.388 9.288 9. IM 9.858 9.026 8.818 8.885 8.001 
CHI-SQ= 14.88 16.88 18.50 21.08 23.30 26.20 28.30 32.91 

COL OPTIORS OLD I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 
NEW I 2 3 4 6 6 7 7 7 

n 



COUflT , DISCIP CIT,\TIOftS VS PRIOR RECORD INST IO 
ROW PCT VJ\I .D 
cot PCT QUEST( SUR- Q) PllEC( I) VS QUEST( SIJB-Q) OHAV( I) ~,/\Ill' 
TOT PCT l/24/fl') 
EXP V/\L s,un•LE SIZE = 674 17: aa: I:; 

OUF:ST I 
PRf.C( I) NONE 

>C- ON~: 

I 40 
Q3- I\ 4:J . 4·8 

1:1. 70 
6.61 

4•l.4•0 

2 37 
Q3-D lH . 41 

12 . 67 
6 . 12 

3:!.62 

3 15 
03-C 2!J.86 

!i. 14 
2 . 4·8 

27 . 99 

4 288 
03-D tU.68 

68.49 
3:J.96 
*186. 

TOTAL 292 
48.26 

QUU.TION B111\V• I) K-ONE 

I :1 
14 . 1:J 
20.•n 

2. l!i 
9.4:1 

4 
5.88 
6.•l5 
8.66 
6 . 97 

2 
3.4!i 
3.2:) 
•. :J:) 
6 . 94 

43 
I I. II 
69 . 3li 

7 . 11 
39.66 

62 
••• 211 

:J 
2 

13 
14. 13 
18.67 
2. 15 

18.64 

6 
8.82 
8.57 
8 . 99 
7 . 87 

7 
12.87 
18.90 
I. 16 
6.71 

44 
11.37 
62.86 
7.27 

44.78 

78 
11.57 

4 
3-4 

I I 
11. 96 
13.60 
1.82 

12.32 

13 
19. 12 
16.95 
2. 15 
9 . 10 

13 
22.41 
16 . 85 
2. 15 
7.77 

44 
11. 37 
114 . 32 
7.27 

tJl.81 

81 
13.39 

G 
0- 0 

19 
18 . 87 
16.67 
1.66 
9. 12 

4 
5.88 
6.67 
8.66 
6.74 

7 
12.87 
11.67 
I. 16 
G. 7li 

39 
18.88 
6G.ff 
6.4tl 

38.38 

68 
9.92 

6 
9-16 

4 
4.35 

rn.:m 
8 . 66 
3 . 96 

2 
2.94 
7.69 
0 . 33 
2.92 

18 
17 . 24 
30.46 

L66 
2.49 

•• 2.58 
38 . 46 

1.615 
16.63 

26 
4.38 

7 
17+ 

I 
1.09 
7. 14 
0. 17 
2. 13 

2 
2.94 

14.29 
0.33 
1.67 

4 
6.99 

20.67 
9.66 
1.34 

7 
1.81 

Ge.ee 
I. 16 
8.96 

14 
2.31 

TOT/\L 

60 
I I. 24 

50 
9.59 

307 
63 . 97 

695 

FOR THIS CONTINGENCY TABLE: CHI - SQ= li4.39 P = 0.9898209 
VARNIIIC -- OIIE FIFTH OR NORE OF THE CELIB RAVE LESS THAii 15 

CHI-SQ SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS FOR 18 DECREES or FREEOOM 
PCCHI-SQ) • 8.3H 8.2H 8. 10~ 9.059 9.026 9.810 9.086 0.801 

CHI-SQ a 20:68 2~.oe 26.0~ 28.99 31 . 50 34.80 37.20 42.31 

COL OPTIOffS OLD 
REW 

2 3 4 ti 6 7 8 9 
2 3 4 ti 6 7 7 7 



COUl'IT , DISCIP CIT.\TIOftS 
ROW PCT 
COL PCT QUEST(SUB-Q> ESCP( 

VS ESCAPES lftST 
V/\1 .U 

I) VS QUF~'>T( SUB-Q) BRAVC I) Si\llt' 
TOT PCT 
EXP VAL f.AHPLE SIZE= 

QUESTION BHAV( I) 

674 
X-ONE 

5 
(J-8 

I 
NONE 

2 3 
2 

4 
3-4 

6 
9-16 

7 
17+ 

I I 

l/24/09 
17:3B: 15 

QUEST 
FSCP( I> 

X- ONE TOTI\L 

I 
CM- A,B 

2 
04-C 

3 
04-D 

4 
04-E 

:s 
04-f 

I 
8.33 
8.35 
0. 17 
5. 82 

6 
114.55 

2 . 10 
1.82 
5 . 33 

34 
47.89 
11. 81) 
5.76 

34.42 

17 
39.G3 
5.94 
2.88 

28.84 

228 
18.33 
79.72 
38.64 
*219. 

I 
8.3:) 
I. 6·1 
e . 17 
I. 2 ·1 

2 
18. 18 
3.28 
8.3·1 
I. 14 

7 
9.86 

11. -18 
I. 19 
7.3-J 

I 
2.3:) 
1.64 
8. 17 
4.4!J 

H 
11.fH 
81.97 

8.47 
46.84 

I 
8.33 
1.47 
•. 17 
1.38 

I 
9.89 
1.47 
•. 17 
1.27 

18 
14.88 
14.71 

1.69 
8. 18 

G 
11.63 
7.3G 
e.e:s 
4.96 

GI 
I 1.26 
71.ff 
8.64 

12.21 

5 
41.67 
6.33 
8.86 
I. 61 

I 
9 . 89 
1.27 
8. 17 
1.47 

12 
16.98 
UL 19 
2.83 
9 . 51 

8 
18.68 
18. 13 
I. 36 
5.76 

153 
11. 7e 
67.89 
8.98 

68.66 

2 
16.67 
3.39 
8.34 
1.28 

I 
9.ff 
1.69 
8. 17 
I. 18 

5 
7.84 
8 . 47 
8.00 
7. 18 

7 
16.28 
11.86 

I. 19 
4.38 

44 
9.71 

74.118 
7.46 

411.38 

2 
16 . 67 
U.88 
0.34 
9.51 

8 
8.88 
e.88 
e.8e 
8.47 

8 
e .ee 
8.08 
e.ee 
3.81 

3 
6.98 

12.88 
9. II I 
1.82 

28 
4.42 

B9.88 
3.39 

19. 19 

9 
8.88 
8 . 08 
0.08 
0.24 

8 
9.88 
9.89 

•••• e.22 

3 
4.23 

25.99 
8 . 61 
1.44 

2 
4.65 

16.67 
8.34 
8.07 

7 
1.115 

50.33 
I. 19 
9.21 

12 
2 . 0:J 

II 
I.U6 

71 
12.03 

43 
7.29 

•153 
76.70 

TOTAL 286 6 I 68 79 119 25 12 698 
48.47 1e.a-1 11.63 13.39 ···" 4.24 2.83 

FOR TRIS CONTINGEIICY TABLE: CHI-SQ• 34.78 P ~ 8 . 8717327 
W.\RIUIIG -- ONE OR NORE OF THE CELLS A.RE EPIPTY 

CRl-8Q SIClllflC,\NCE LEVEL~ FOR 24 DEGREES or FREEDOM 
PCCBl-8Q) • e.388 9.2N e.188 e.e5e 8.825 . 8.818 8.985 8.981 

CHI-SQ• 27.18 29.6e . 33.28 36.4e 39.48 43 . 08 41.68 51. 18 

ROW OPTIOll8 OLD I 2 3 · 4 IJ 6 
IIEW I I 2 .. 3 4 I 

COL OPTIOll8 OLD I 2 3 4 II 6 7 8 9 
IIEW I 2 3 4 6 6 7 7 7 



COUflT 
ROli rcT 

,, DISCIP CIT,\TIOftS VS WORST F.SCAPE ELF.MF. IN~T 
V/\1.1) 

I) VS OUEST( SUB-0) CIIAVC I) S/\111' COL PCT QUEST( SUB-0) WESC( 

12 

TOT PCT 
EXP Vi\L 

OUl-:ST 
WF.SC( I) 

><-ON~ 

I 
Q!;VIOL 

2 
Q!JPLAN 

3 
~CRIPI 

4 
110-r.sc 

I 
NONE 

2 
33.3:l 
~.70 
0.34 
2.91 

5 
3!>.71 

1.75 
0.85 
6.79 

18 
118.86 
6.29 
3.85 

Ill. t>3 

261 
48.42 
91.26 
44.24 
•261. 

SAJ1PLF. SIZE= 
QUESTION 8Hi\VO: I> 

674 

2 3 

0 
8. 't•) 
0.6•1) 
8.0<1) 
0.62 

I 
7.M 
1.64 
8. 17 
I. 4r; 

2 
6.45 
3.28 
8.:14 
3.21 

tl8 
18.76 
915.98 
9.83 

1515. 7:) 

2 

8 
9.88 
8.99 
9.88 
0.69 

I 
7.14 
1.47 
•. 17 
I. 61 

I 
3.23 
1.47 
•. 17 
3.157 

66 
12.24 
97.96 
11. 19 
62.12 

4 
3-4 

4 
66.67 
5.86 
8.6C 
8.08 

4 
28.57 
5.86 
8.68 
1.07 

4 
12.98 
5.86 
8.68 
4. 15 

67 
12.43 
84.81 
11. 36 
72. 17 

8 
9.ff 
8.ff 
8.H 
8.68 

3 
21.43 

15.88 
8. IJ I 
I.ff 

4 
12.99 
6.78 
8.68 
3. 18 

112 
9.65 

88.14 
8.81 

113.98 

TOTAL 286 6 I 68 79 119 
48.47 ae.34 11.113 13.39 ••·" 

6 
9-16 

8 
0.80 
8.80 
0.08 
0.25 

8 
8.89 
8.88 
8.88 
9.59 

8 
8.89 
8.88 
8.88 
1.31 

26 
4.64 

*188. 
4.24 

22.84 

215 
4.24 

FOR 11118 COftTlftCEftCY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 29.76 
WARNIIIC -- OftE OR tlOHE or THE CELLS ARE EJIIPTY 

7 
17+ 

8 
8.88 
0.08 
8.08 
0. 12 

8 
8.H 
8.88 
0.88 
0.20 

2 
6.45 

16.67 
8.34 
8.63 

18 
1.86 

03.33 
1.69 

18.96 

12 
2.83 

l/24/fl') 
n:aa: 1a 

TOT/\L 

6 
1.02 

14 
2.37 

31 
5.25 

!>39 
91.36 

598 

P = 9.8398613 

CHI-SQ SICftlFIC,\,.CE LEVELS FOR 18 DEGREF.S or FREEDO" 
P(CHI-SQ) • 8.3H 9.2H 8.ICM 8.85e 8.825 8.810 8.885 8.081 

CHI-SQ• 28.68 22.88 26.tM 28.98 31.58 34.80 37.28 42.31 

ROW OPTIORS OLD I 2 3 · 4 ti 6 7 8 9 18 II 
REW I I I 2 2 2 3 3 4 4 4 

COL OPTIORS OLD I 2 3 ' 4 5 6 7 8 9 
REW I 2 3 · 4 lJ 6 7 7 7 



COUftT , DISCIP CITATIORS VS TIPIE SERVED IN~T 13 
ROW PCT V/\1.U 
COL PCT QUF.STCSUB-Q) 'l'SER( I) VS QUEST( SUB-Q) BHAV( I) Sl\fU' 
TOT PCT l/24/fl9 
EXP VAL SAr-WLE SIZE = 674 17 : :Ja : 16 

QUESTIOR BRAV O: I) X- ORE 
QUEST I 2 3 4 5 6 7 

TSERC I) ftONE 2 3 - 4 11-8 9-16 17+ 
X- ONE TOT/\L 

I 22 6 7 18 7 2 r,r, 
Q6- A 44 . 00 19 . 91 12.73 18. 18 12.73 3 . 64 1.02 '}_ 12 

7.56 9.63 19.H 12 . 50 11 .67 7.69 7. 14 
:J . 66 I . 01) J. 16 J.66 J. 16 8.33 o . 17 

26.54 5.66 6.38 7.30 B.47 2.37 1.20 

2 •• 3 I 5 2 • 22 
Q6-D 411.45 13.6-1 4.H 22.73 9.99 •••• 4.GG :J.65 

3.44 4.IW 1.43 6.25 3.33 .... 7. 14 
1.66 9.6() •. 17 9 . 83 9.33 9.H •. 17 

1().62 2.26 2.65 2.92 2. 19 8.9:J 8.GI 

3 7 2 • • I • 9 18 
06-C 70.H 28.ft~ •••• 8.88 ••••• • .• 9 • ••• 1.66 

2 . 41 3.2:J • . • 8 8 . 89 1.67 9.98 8 . 98 
I. 16 8.:J:) 9 . 89 8 . 88 9. 17 •.• 8 •••• 4.83 J.tt:J I. 16 I. 33 .... 8.43 9.23 

4 20 7 6 7 7 9 9 47 
06-D 42.55 J+ . 8'} 12.77 14 . 89 14.89 9 . H 9.H 7.79 

6 . 87 I I. 2'J 8.67 8.75 I I .67 9.H • . • 9 
3 . 32 I. 16 .... I. 16 I. 16 •••• 9 . H 

22.68 4.,;l:J 6.46 6.24 4.68 2.93 1.99 

IS 34 6 4 4 2 2 I 53 
06-E 64. 15 I I. 32 7.66 7.H 3.77 3.77 1.89 0 . 79 

11.68 9.68 ll.71 G. 99 3.33 7.69 7. 14 
11.64 J. 91) 9.66 9.66 9 . 33 9.33 8.17 

211.18 6.•15 6. 1G 7.93 ll.27 2.29 1.23 

6 43 11 13 13 8 7 3 98 
06-F 43.88 11.22 13.27 13.27 8. 16 7.14 3.ff 16 . 26 

14.78 17.74 18.117 16.2G 13.33 26.92 21.43 
7. 13 J.82 2. 16 2 . 16 1.33 J. 16 e .5e 

47.29 18.88 11.38 13.H 9.70 4.23 2.28 

7 32 18 7 8 4 4 2 67 
06-G 47.76 14.93 te.4G I I. 94 1.97 11.97 2.99 I I. 11 

I I .ff 16. 13 ..... 19 . • 9 ..67 Ill. 38 14.29 
II. 31 1.66 I. 16 1.33 •• 66 9.66 9.33 

32.33 6 . 89 7.78 8.89 6.67 2.89 1.66 
' I 

8 42 7 9 11 9 I I 04 
G6-B ••. ff ,, 8.33 1e.71 13 .•• 1e.T1 S.91 I. 19 13.93 

14.43 I I .29 12 . 86 13.71 Ill.ff 19.23 7. 14 
6 . 97 I 16 1.49 1.82 1.49 •. 83 •• 17 

... . 14 8. 6 ♦ 9.76 11. 14 8.36 3.62 1.91 



COUffT " DISCJP CIT,\Tl01'S vs TIPIE SERVED INST 13 
ROW PCT V/\1 .H ( CotlT.) 
COL PCT QUEST(SUB-Q) TRER( l) VS QUF.ST(SUB-Q) BRAV( I) 8/\111' 
TOT PCT 1/24/119 
EXP VAL SAPIPLE SIZE = 674 17::ia: 1a 

~UESTION BIIAV•: I) K-ONF. 
OUFST I 2 3 4 5 6 7 

TSER( I) l'f01'E 2 3-4 5-8 9-16 17+ 
X- ONE TOT/\L 

9 81 10 23 22 28 6 5 H,7 
Qf»-1 48 . 50 5. '}•) 13.77 13. 17 11.90 3.59 2.99 27 .(,1) 

27.84 16. 1:1 32.86 27.50 33.!)3 23.08 35.71 
13.43 1.66 3.81 3.65 3.32 1.09 0.63 
ff(j.5') 17. 17 19.39 22. 16 16.62 7.20 3.BU 

TOTAL 291 62 79 80 69 26 14 •,03 
48.26 19.28 I 1.61 13.27 9.95 4.31 2.32 

FOR nus CONTINCENCY TABLE: CHI-SQ = 36.92 p = 0.077560!1 
WARNIIIC -- ONE OR tlOllE OF TIIE CELLS ARE EPIPTY 

CHI-SQ SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS FOR 48 DEGREES OF FllEEDOtl 
P(Cffl-SQ) = 9.309 0.288 ••••• (j 8.058 8.925 8.fH0 8.005 9.001 

CHI-SQ = 52.70 56.04 60. IJ(j 64.83 68.52 72.')2 75.97 02.52 

COL OPTIONS OLD 2 3 4 G 6 7 8 9 
NE1f 2 3 4 5 6 7 7 7 ' 

,n 

,. 



COURT , DISCIP CITATIOftS 
ROW PCT 

vs T I l'fE REl'IA I ft Inc INRT 
V/\1.0 

I> VS QUEST( SUB-Cl) BHAV< I) Sl\rll' COL PCT QUEST< SUB-Q) TREPI< 
TOT PCT 
EXP VAL 

OUF.S'f 
TREn< I) 

X-ONE 

I 
NONE 

I 91 
07-1\ 4'J.99 

31.93 
lli.35 
*186. 

2 174 
07-8 52 . 73 

61.85 
2'}.34 
*168. 

3 20 
ft/A 48.7& 

7.82 
3 . 37 

l'J. 70 

TOTAL 285 
48.86 

SAl'IPLE SIZE = 
QUESTION OHI\V( I) 

674 

2 3 

3ft 
13. 51 
49. 18 

5.06 
22.0·I 

2'J 
8. 7•J 

47.64 
4.0'} 

33.91i 

2 
4.03 
3.28 
8 . :H 
4 •)•) 

61 
18.29 

2 

22 
9.91 

32.84 
3.71 

25.88 

41 
12.42 
61. 19 
6.91 

37.26 

4 
9.76 
5.97 
8.67 
4.63 

67 
11.38 

4 
3-4 

48 
18.82 
·19.36 

6.75 
38.32 

34 
18.38 
41.98 
5.73 

45.88 

7 
17.87 
6.64 
I. 18 
5.60 

81 
13.66 

X-ONE 
6 

(i-0 

24 
18.81 
48.ff 

4.05 
22.46 

31 
9.39 

Gl.67 
6.23 

33.39 

6 
12.28 
8.33 
8.84 
4. 15 

68 
18. 12 

6 
9-16 

I I 
4.96 

44.88 
1.85 
9.36 

12 
3.64 

48.88 
2.82 

13.91 

2 
4.88 
8.ff 
8.34 
1.73 

25 
4.22 

7 
17+ 

4 
I. 8t) 

20.57 
0.67 
6.24 

9 
2.73 

64.29 
1.52 
7.79 

I 
2.44 
7. 14 
8. 17 
8.97 

14 
2.36 

14 

1/24/09 
17: :m: 15 

TOTAL 

:!:!~ 
37 .4'!• 

:iae 
a:..,,:; 

41 
, •. 91 

!i93 

FOR 11118 CONTINGENCY TABLE: CBI-SQ• 16.46 P = 6.1799289 
VARNIIIC -- ONE FIFTH OR NORE OF TIIE CELLS HAVE LESS TRAIi 6 

CUI-SQ SIGIIIFICANCE LEVELS FOR 12 DEGREl-:S OF FREEOOH 
P<CHI-SQ) = 9.399 8.289 · 8. lttQ 8.958 8.825 8.818 8.805 8.861 

CHI-SQ• 14.08 15.M 18.58 21.88 23.38 26.20 28.30 32.91 

COL OPTIOftS OLD I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 
NEW I 2 3 4 6 6 7 7 7 



COOflT , DISCIP CIT,\TIOl'fS 
RO\t PCT 

VS VIOLATIOl'fS 11'fST 
V/\1.D 

rn 

COL PCT QUF.ST( SUB-Q> VTl'fS( I> VS QUEST<SUB-Q) BHAV( I) S/\111' 
TOT rcT 
EXP V/\L 

QUf.ST 
VJ"'NS< I ) 

><-ONE 

I 
J"fONE 

I 51 
08-/\ 4:l.59 

17.47 
8.-C·~ 

56A7 

2 54 
08-0 5fJ.00 

18.49 
8.93 

52. 13 

3 22 
QO-C 57. 89 

7.53 
3.64 

18.34 

4 165 
08-D 48.25 

56. 51 
27 . 27 
*165. 

TOTAL 292 
48.26 

S/\HPLE SIZE = 
QUESTION DHAV( I> 

674 

2 3 

13 
11. 11 
20.•n 

2 . l!i 
11 . •t•J 

7 
6 ... 8 

11. 2'} 
I. 16 

11. 07 

2 
5.26 
3.23 
8. 3:J 
3.8'} 

4fJ 
11. 7fJ 
64.52 

6.61 
35.ft!J 

62 
18.25 

2 

24 
29.51 
34.29 
3.97 

13.54 

16 
14.81 
22.86 

2.64 
12.58 

9 
8.99 
8.98 
•. 98 
4.48 

38 
8.77 

42.86 
4.96 

39.157 

78 
11.157 

4 
3-4 

I I 
9.48 

13.60 
1.82 

16 . 66 

14 
12.96 
17.28 
2.31 

14 . 46 

8 
21.85 
9.88 
1.32 
5.89 

48 
14 .• 4 
59.26 
7.93 

45.79 

81 
13.39 

X-ONE 
5 

IJ-0 

12 
18.26 
28.80 

1.90 
11.60 

II 
19. 19 
18.33 

1.82 
19.71 

6 
16.79 
19.H 
9.99 
3.77 

31 
9.96 

GI .67 
G. 12 

33.92 

69 
9.92 

6 
9-16 

6 
6. 13 

23.98 
8.99 
6.83 

1 
8.93 
3.85 
8. 17 
4.64 

9 

•••• .... 
8.ff 
1.63 

19 
G.56 

73.88 
3. 14 

14.78 

26 
4.39 

FOR TRIS CONTINGEl'fCY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 37.26 
W.\Rft I l'fG -- Ol'fE OR IIORE or 11IE CELLS ARE EPIPTY 

7 
17+ 

8 
ft.00 
8.09 
8 . 00 
2.71 

6 
4.63 

35.71 
8.03 
2.68 

• 9.89 
8.98 
8.88 
8.08 

9 
2.63 

64.29 
1.49 
7.91 

14 
2.31 

l/24/U9 
1'7::m: l:i 

TOTAL 

117 
I'> . :J~ 

um 
17 . H:i 

30 
<, . 2U 

342 
66.53 

605 

P = 0.0840751 

CHI-SQ 81GIUFIC.\1'CI: LEVELS FOR 18 DEGREF,S or FREEDON 
P<CRI-SQ) = 8.308 0.2ff 8. 10fJ 8.858 9.826 9.810 8.085 8.881 

CHI-SQ• 28.68 22.Be 26.0fJ 28.98 31.68 34.80 37.20 42.31 

COL OPTIORS OLD I 2 3 4 IJ 6 7 8 9 
l'fEW I 2 3 4 5 6 7 7 7 

' I 



COtfflT , DISCIP CITATIOftS 
ROW PCT 

VS DISCIP RECEIVED lft~T 
V/\1.0 

I) VS QUEST( SUB-QI BRAVC I) SI\IIP COL PCT QUF.ST( SUB-Q) DISC( 
TOT PCT 
EXP VAL 

QUEST 
DISC( I) 

X- ONE 

I 
09- A 

2 
09- B 

3 
09-C 

I 
NONE 

13 
21.67 
4.48 
2 . 16 

28.90 

13 
2'J . 55 

4 . 48 
2 . 16 

21.28 

3') 
33. 14 
13.45 
6.48 

B3.47 

SAHPLE SIZE = 
QUESTION BHAV( 0 

674 

2 3 

a 
5.lt•J 
4.IH 
8 . !itJ 
6. 18 

I 
2.27 
I.<, I 
•. 17 
4 . !i:J 

I I 
9.91 

17.7-1 
I . S:J 

11. •13 

2 

7 
11. 67 
18.88 
I. 16 
6.98 

6 
13.64 
8.157 
1.88 
15. 12 

15 
13.151 
21.43 
2.49 

12.91 

4 
3 - 4 

15 
8.33 
6.25 
8.83 
7.97 

II 
25.88 
13.75 
1.83 
5 . 85 

23 
29 . 72 
28.75 

3 . 82 
14.75 

X-ONE 
5 

G-U 

17 
28.33 
28 . 33 
2.82 
G. 1JU 

6 
11.36 
8.33 
8.83 
4.39 

16 
14.41 
26.67 
2.66 

11.96 

6 
9-16 

12 
20.88 
•Hi. IG 

1.99 
2.59 

6 
13.64 
23.88 

1.88 
1.98 

4 
3.68 

HL38 
8 . 66 
4.79 

7 
17+ 

3 
5. 8e> 

21 . 43 
8.58 
1.,;.0 

2 
4.55 

14 . 29 
8.33 
1.82 

3 
2.78 

21.43 
8.58 
2.58 

16 

l/24/09 
17 ::rn : 1i. 

TOTt\L 

60 
') . 'J7 

44 
7.31 

111 
Hl.44 

4 
09-D 

226 
158.14 
77.5? 
37.38 
*186. 

47 
12 . 1-1 
75.81 

7 . 81 
39.06 

42 
18.05 
68.ff 

6 . 98 
415.98 

41 
18.159 
111. 25 
6.81 

22 
15.68 

36 . 67 
3.65 

38.117 

4 
1.83 

111.38 
9 . 66 

16. 71 

6 
1.156 

42.86 
I.ff 
9.H 

:187 
64 . 29 

111. 43 

Tin'AL 290 62 78 89 68 26 14 682 
48.17 18.30 11.63 13 . 29 9.97 4.32 2.33 

FOR TRIS COftTINCENCY TABLE: CHI-SQ s 120.94 P = 8.8888187 
V.\RNIIIC -- OIIE FIFTH OR NORE OF 11IE CELLS RAVE LESS TRAIi Ii 

CHI-SQ SIGNIFICANCE LEVEL.~ FOR 18 DECREt:B OF FREEDOl'I 
PtCHI-SQ) m 8.308 8.2ff 8. lff 8.858 e.825 8.818 8.085 8.081 

CHI-SQ• 28.68 22 . 89 26 . 89 28.98 31.58 34 . 88 37 . 28 42 . 31 

COL OPTIONS OLD I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 
NEW I 2 3 4 6 6 7 7 7 



COURT " DISC I P CIT.\TIONS VS SUICIDE ACT INST 17 
ROW PCT V/\l.l) 
COL PCT QUEST< ~UB- Q) SU IC( I) VS QUEST( SUB-Q> RRJ\V( I) S/\IW 
1\lT PCT l / ~ <\/J;') 
E.XI' Vi\L f:i\l'IPLE SIZF. = 674 17:a;;: 15 

QUF.:ST I 
SUIC< I> NONE 

X-ONF. 

I 28f) 
NONE 48.57 

CJ::J.63 
47.6') 
*267. 

2 4 
YES 36.36 

1.37 
0 . 66 
5.32 

TOTAL 293 
46 . 35 

eUESTION 1111/\V( I) K- ONF. 
2 

6 :! 
I 0 . •I:! 
*10t+. 
18 . 2:) 
69 . 87 

0 
8.90 
8.90 
8 . ltet 
I . I :J 

62 
18. 2:1 

:J 
2 

69 
11 . 60 
98.57 
11. 39 
68.73 

I 
9.89 
1.43 
8. 17 
1.27 

70 
11. 55 

78 
13. 11 
96.30 
12 . 87 
79.53 

3 
27.27 
3.70 
0.58 
1.47 

81 
13.37 

!i9 
9 . 92 

98.:13 
9.74 

58 . 91 

I 
9.99 
1.67 
8. 17 
1.99 

60 
9.90 

6 
9-16 

25 
4.20 

96. 15 
4. 13 

25.53 

I 
9.89 
3 . 85 
0 . 17 
0.47 

26 
4.29 

FOR TRIS CONTINGENCY TABLE: CBI-SQ= 6.08 
WARNING -- ONE on MOllE OF TIIE CELLS ARE EMPTY 

7 
17+ 

13 
2. 10 

92.H6 
2. l!i 

l:J . 75 

I 
9 . 09 
7. 14 
0 . 17 
0 . 25 

14 
2.31 

TOTAL 

!;,,a 
'}II. IU 

II 
l.tl2 

606 

P = 6 . 4234621 

CHI-SQ SICNIFICANCE LEVELS FOR· 6 DECREES OF FREEDOM 
P(CHI-SQ) = 0.308 0 . 208 9. 190 8.958 8.025 8.010 8.005 0.001 

CHI-SQ= 7.23 ·a.56 10.60 12.68 14 . 40 16.B0 18.50 22.46 

ROW OPTIONS OLD 2 3 
NE\f 2 2 

COL OPTIONS OLD I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 
NE\f I 2 3 4 5 6 7 7 7 

(T 



COU1'T , DISCIP CITATIORS vs PSYCHOTIC SY1'1PTOMS tnST 18 
ROW PCT V/\1 . 1 ► 

COL PCT QUF....ST( SUR-Q) PSYC< I) VS QUEST( SIJB-0) UIIAV( I) S/\111' 
TOT PCT l/24/H9 
EXP VAL SAPIPLE SIZE = 674 17: :ia: 1:. 

QUESTION BIIAV( I) K-ONE 
QUEST I :! 3 4 a 6 7 

PSYC( I) NONI•: 2 3-4 6 ·- 0 9-16 17+ 
){-ONE TOT/\1. 

I 291 Ii') 67 79 li7 22 14 :.H9 
NONE 4'>. 41 10 ... 2 11.38 13.41 9.60 3 . 74 2.an 97 . I'> 

<)•). 32 95. 16 95.71 •n.63 95.08 04.62 ~190. 
48.02 9. 7 ·• 11. 06 13.04 9.41 :s. 63 2.31 
*28~·- 60 . 2(; 68.04 70 . 7:J 60.32 2a.27 1:L 61 

2 2 3 3 2 3 4 0 17 
VF$ 11. 76 17 .Mi 17.65 11.76 17.65 23.63 0.00 :~. HI 

0.6U 4 . IH 4.29 2.47 6.00 rn.ao 0 . 00 
0. :1:: 0.5~ 0.50 0.33 0.50 0.66 0 . 80 
8.22 I. 7·1- 1.96 2.27 1.60 0.73 0.39 

TOTAL 293 62 78 81 68 26 14 1:,()6 

48.35 10. 2:) 11. 55 13.37 9.98 4.2') 2.31 

FOR mis CONTINGENCY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 22.93 P = 0.0000297 
W.\RNING -- ONE OR PIORE OF TIIE CELLS ARE El'IPTY 

CHI-SQ SIGN IFIC.\NCE LEVEl....s FOR· 6 DEGREES OF FREEDOPI 
P<CRI-SQ) = 8.308 0.280 8. ICM •. 850 0.02a 0.010 8.005 0.001 

CHI-SQ = 7 . 23 8.IJ6 10.60 12.60 14.40 16. tl-a IO.a0 22.46 

ROW OPTIONS OU) 2 3 
NEW 2 2 . 

COL OPTIONS OLD I 2 3 4 II 6 7 8 9 
REH I 2 3 4 5 6 7 7 7 

C 



COUffT 
nm, l'CT 
COL rcT 
TOT l'CT 
EXP VI\L 

, DISClr CIT,\TIOJ'fS VS P.'\RAftOID IN~T 
V/\1.1) 

19 

QUE.",T( sun-o, PNOD( I) vs QUF,ST( SUB-Q) DIIAV( I) t,1\111' 

SAl'IPLE SIZF. = 674 
eUESTION CIII\V( I) X-ONF. 

OUFBT 
PNOIH I) 

){- ONE 

I 2 3 4 5 6 
NONE 2 3 - 4 5 - H 9-16 

I 287 
NONI•: 48.6<:· 

97.95 
47 .3(, 
*285. 

2 6 
YES 37.50 

2.05 
0.99 
7.74 

TOTAL 293 
48.35 

61 
10.:H 
98. a•.> 
19 . ft7 
60.:J6 

6.2!'i 
I. 61 
0. 17 
I. 6·1 

62 
18.2:) 

68 
I I • 5:1 
97. 14 
11. 22 
68. 15 

2 
12.50 
2.66 
8.33 
1.85 

70 
11. 55 

79 
13.39 
•n.53 
1:1. 84 
78.86 

2 
12.50 
2.47 
0.33 
2. 14 

81 
13.37 

69 
l9.IJ0 
98.:J:J 
9.74 

50.·12 

6.25 
1.67 
•. 17 
I. li8 

60 
9.90 

24 
4.07 

92.31 
3.96 

25.31 

2 
12.60 
7.69 
0.33 
0.69 

26 
4.29 

7 
17+ 

12 
2.0:a 

85.71 
l.9U 

13.6:1 

2 
12.50 
14.29 
0.3:t 
0.37 

14 
2.3t 

l / 24/B') 
17::m: •~ 

TOT/\1. 

i,•>O 
'H . ::<, 

16 
2 . 64 

FOR 1111S CONTINGENCY TABLE: CHI-SQ = 10.87 P = 0.0926235 
W.\RNINC -- ONE f ' IFTII OR l'IORE OF THE CELLS HAVE LESS TilAN 5 

CH I-SQ SI CN IF I CANCE LEVELS FOR 6 DECllEES OF FREEDOtl 
P<CRI-SQ) = 9.300 0.288 · 9. 100 8.058 0.025 8.610 9.005 Cl.001 

CHI-SQ= 7.23 8.56 t0.61J 12.68 14.40 16.:m 18. a0 22.46 

ROW OPTIOftS OLD 
NEH 

COL OPTIOftS OLD 
NEIi 

2 3 
2 2 

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 
2 3 4 5 6 7 7 7 

• I 



COUJfT ' DISCIP CIT,\TIOftS VS ABUSIVE 
ROW PCT 

INST 
Vi\l.U 

I) VS QUEST( SUB-Q) BIIJ\V( I) Si\111' 

20 

COL PCT QUF..ST< SUB- Q) ,\DUS< 
TOT PCT 
EXP Vi\L SMWU: SIZE = 

~UESTION 811,\V( I) 
674 

l/24/0') 
1·1 : aa: 1:; 

QUEST I 
.\BUS( I) NONE 

X- ONE 

I 28B 
NONE IJ0.97 

98.2'> 
47 . 5:! 
*273 . 

2 5 
YES 12. 20 

1.71 
4.83 

19.82 

TOTAL 293 
40.3a 

6•t 
10.6:~ 
96.7'7 

9 . •>•) 
57.IH 

2 
4.88 
3 . 23 
8.3:J 
4. I'} 

3 
2 

62 
18.97 
88 . 57 
18 . 23 
65.26 

8 
19.51 
11. 43 
1.32 
4.74 

70 
11. 55 

4 
3-4 

74 
13. 10 
91.36 
12 . 21 
75.52 

7 
17.87 
8.64 
I. 16 
5.40 

81 
13.37 

){-ONE 

[i - (1 

52 
9.20 

86.67 
8.58 

55 . '>4 

0 
19 .!JI 
13.33 

1.32 
4.06 

68 
9.90 

6 
9-16 

17 
3 . 81 

65.38 
2.81 

24.24 

9 
21.95 
34.62 

1.49 
I. 76 

26 
4.29 

7 
17+ 

12 
2 . 12 

85.71 
1.90 

13.05 

2 
4.00 

14.29 
o. 3:t 
0 . 95 

14 
2.31 

TOT/\1 . 

!iC,!i 
9:: . 2 :a 

41 
, •. 77 

FOR m,s CONTINGENCY TABLE: CHI - SQ= 53.31 P = 6 . 0000024 
CHI-SQ SIGNIFIC,\NCE LEVELS l•OR 6 DEGREES or FREEDOM 

P<CHI-SQ) = 0.300 tt.288 8 . Ht0 8.0118 0.025 8 . 910 8.005 8.001 
CH I - SQ = 7 . 23 8. 56 10. 61) 12 . 68 14 . 40 16 . 00 IO . 50 22. <:,6 

COL OPTIOftS OLD 
NE\-/ 

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 
2 3 4 6 6 7 7 7 



COUftT , DISCIP CITATIONS 
ROW PCT 
COL PCT QUEST< Slffi-Q> .\CCR( 

VS ,\GGRESS I VE INST 
V/\1.U 

I) VS QUEST< SUB-Q) BHAV( I> 81\IIP 
TOT PCT 
EXP VAL SAHPI.F. SIZE= 

PUESTION BHJ\V( I) 
674 

K·-ONE 
5 

5 - 8 
QUF'.ST I 2 3 

2 
+ 

3-4 
6 

9-16 
7 

17+ 

21 

l/?-1/H'J 
17: :,a : 1r. 

,\CCR( 1 > NONE 
><- ONE TOT/\1. 

1 282 
NONE G 1. 0'> 

96 . 25 
46.53 
*266 . 

2 11 
YES 20.37 

3 . 75 
1.82 

26 . 11 

TOTAL 293 
48.35 

57 
10 . a :1 
91 . 'H 

9 . •H 
56.•l•U 

5 
9.26 
8.06 
8 . 1):) 
5.52 

62 
18. 2:J 

62 
I I . 23 
88 . 57 
18.23 
63.76 

8 
14.81 
11. 43 

1.32 
6.24 

78 
11 . 55 

71 
12.86 
87.65 
11. 72 
73 . 70 

18 
18.152 
12.35 

1.65 
7.22 

81 
13.37 

58 
9.06 

83.3~1 
0.25 

54.65 

18 
18.62 
16.67 
1.65 
5.35 

68 
9.98 

17 
3 . 80 

65.36 
2.61 

23.68 

9 
16.67 
34 . 62 

1.49 
2.32 

26 
4.29 

13 
2.36 

92 . U6 
2. 15 

12.75 

1.85 
7 . 14 
8 . 17 
1.25 

14 
2.31 

91 . 09 

r,4 
IL91 

r,O6 

FOR THIS CONTINGEncv TABLE: CHI-SQ= 37.84 P = 0 . 0000134 
CHI-SQ SICNIFICA,.CE LEVEL', FOR' 6 DEGREES OF FREEDOl'I 

P(CHI - SQ) = 0.308 0.288 8. 194 8.0158 0.0:m 8.910 8 . 005 o .• >01 
CHI-SQ 2 7.23 8.56 18.64 12.68 14.~0 16.00 18 . 5~ 22 . 46 

COL OPTIONS OLD 
NE\t 

2 3 4 5 6 7 0 9 
2 3 4 5 6 7 7 7 

( \.I 



COUftT " DISCir CITATIOftS vs DEALS COftTRABI\Tm IN~T 22 
ROW PCT V/\1.lt 
COL PCT QUE.<;T( f;lffi-Q) CNDD< I) VS QUEST( SUB-0> DRAV( I> Sl\111' 
'NT l'CT l/2~/H9 
EXP VI\L Sl\l'IPLE SIZE= 674 1'7:aa: IJ 

OIJEST 
crmoc I l 

>:-ONE 

I 
NONE 

I 287 
NONf. 4?. O<i 

97.95 
47.36 
*:!82 . 

2 6 
YES 28.57 

2.05 
1),9') 

II}. 15 

TOTAL 293 
48.3!; 

C\UESTION 811/\V( I) X-ONE 
2 

61 
18. -t,:J 
98.:N 
10.07 
59.0!i 

I 
4.76 
I. 61 
8. 17 
2. l!i 

3 
2 

65 
I I. 11 
92.86 
18.73 
67.57 

5 
23.81 
7.14 
•. 83 
2.43 

70 
11. 55 

4 
3-4 

77 
13. 16 
·>5.86 
12.71 
71L 19 

4 
19.85 
4.94 
8.66 
2.81 

81 
13.37 

ti 
5 - 11 

67 
9.74 

95,.,.0 
9.41 

57.?2 

3 
14.29 
fJ.80 
8.50 
2.08 

60 
9.90 

6 
9-16 

24 
<-. 10 

92.31 
:J.96 

25. 10 

2 
9.52 
7.69 
0.33 
8.90 

26 
4.29 

FOR 1111S CONTINGENCY TABLE: CBI-SQ = 0.06 
W.'\RN I NG -- ONE 01\ HORE OF TUE CELLS ARE ENP1Y 

7 
17+ 

14 
2.3') 

:-;: 100. 
2.31 

13 . 51 

8 
0 . 00 
0.00 
0.88 
0.49 

14 
2.31 

TOTI\L 

!iRa 
9,;. 5~l 

606 

P = 6.2333888 

CH I -SQ SI CN IF I CANCE LEVEL<; FOR 6 DEGREES OF FREEDOn 
P<CRI-SQ> = 8.300 8.2H 8.lcte 8.8$9 8.025 •• 010 •• 005 9.001 

CHI-SQ= 7.23 8 . 56 10.60 12.69 14.40 16.00 IO.ti0 22 . 46 

COL OPTIOftS OLD I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 
NEW I 2 3 4 5 6 7 7 7 



COURT , DISCIP CITATIONS 
ROW PCT 
COL PCT QtJF.ST< f>UB-Q) DRUG( 

VS ALCODOI../DRUC USE INST 
V/\1.1) 

I) VS QUEST( SUB-Q) BRAV< I) SAllt' 

23 

TOT PCT 
EXP VAL SAJ1PLE S I ZE = 

QUESTION 811/\V~ I) 
674 

1/24/U') 
17::m: 1:i 

QUEST 
DRUC< I) 

X-ONE 

I 
NONE 

I 246 
NONE 4':"».95 

8-'J. 96 
41J.5? 
*253. 

2 47 
YES 117.32 

16.84 
7.76 

39.65 

TOTAL 293 
48.35 

2 3 

55 
18 . 51J 
88.71 

9.t>a 
53.61 

7 
8 . 54 

11 . 2? 
I. 16 
8.:J•J 

62 
18. 2:1 

2 

58 
11.87 
82.86 
9.57 

68.53 

12 
14.63 
17. 14 
1.98 
9.47 

78 
11. 55 

4 
3-4 

71 
13.55 
87.65 
11. 72 
78.84 

18 
12.28 
12.35 
1.65 

18.96 

81 
13.37 

X-ONE 
5 

G- 8 

56 
18.69 
93 . :Ja 
9.24 

51.GB 

4 
4.88 
6.67 
8.66 
8. 12 

68 
9.90 

6 
9-16 

25 
4.77 

96. 15 
4. 13 

22.40 

I 
1.22 
3.85 
8. 17 
3.52 

26 
4.29 

7 
17+ 

13 
2.4U 

92.86 
2. rn 

12. 11 

I 
1.22 
7. 14 
8. 17 
1.09 

14 
2.31 

TOTAL 

!i!.!4 
.. ,,.~..7 

n~ 
I !I. tia 

666 

FOR THIS CONTINCEftCY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 7.71 P = ~-2661113 
W.\IUt I NG -- ONE F lt'TH OR PIORE OF TIIE CELLS HAVE LESS THAN 5 

CHI-SQ SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS FOR 6 DECREES OF FREEDOM 
P<CHI-SQ) a 8.380 ~.299 9. 180 8.858 9.825 8.t}l0 8.895 8.081 

CHI-SQ= 7.23 8.116 18.60 12.68 14.48 16.89 10.58 22.46 

COL OPTIONS OLD 
NEW 

2 3 4 II 6 7 8 9 
2 3 4 5 6 7 7 7 

1n 



COURT , DISCIP CIT,\TIOftS 
ROW PCT 

VS 110\EATEftlftG lftST 
Vt\1.1) 

24 

COL PCT QUEST( SUil-Q) ·nmT< l) VS QUEST< SUD-(!) BRAV< l) Sl\111' 
TOT PCT 
EXP Vt\L 

QUf.ST 
THRT( I) 

x-orm 

I 
NONE 

I 282 
NONI•: lJ~. 6«:, 

'>6.2:i 
4tJ.5:J 
*269 . 

2 11 
YES 22.92 

:J. 75 
1.8:! 

2:J.21 

TOTAL 293 
48.35 

SM-D'LE S IZF. = 674 
~UESTION 8111\V( I) K-ONE 

2 3 

57 
I0.2:! 
91 . 'H 

9.-11 
57.ct'J 

5 
18. •J2 
8.86 
8.u:t 
4. 'JI 

62 
18. 2:J 

2 

64 
11. 47 
91.43 
18. 5ft 
64.46 

6 
12.50 
8.57 
8.99 
5.54 

78 
11.H 

4 
3-4 

78 
12.15+ 
86.42 
11. 55 
74.58 

I I 
22.92 
13.58 

1.82 
6.42 

81 
13.37 

56 
9.a<, 

91.67 
9.'JH 

56.25 

G 
18.42 
0.::13 
8.63 
4.76 

60 
9.90 

6 
9-16 

18 
3.23 

69.23 
2.97 

2:t. 94, 

0 
16.67 
30.77 

1.32 
2.06 

26 
4.29 

7 
17+ 

12 
2. rn 

mi. 11 
I. 9U 

12.119 

2 
4. 17 

14.29 
0.:13 
I. 11 

14 
2.31 

l/~1-/119 
17::m, 1:. 

TOT/\1. 

!j:iU 
9:!. OH 

606 

FOR THIS CotlTINGEftCY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 29.98 P = 0.0000510 
CH I-SQ SI CN I I• I C,\ftCE LEVELS f"OR . 6 DEGREES OF FREEDOM 

P<CHI-SQ) = 0.380 8.288 0. 10'J 8.059 0.0:.m e.010 8.005 0 .• )01 
CHI-SQ= 7.23 8.56 . 10.~0 12.68 14.40 16.80 18.50 22.46 

COL OPTIOftS OLD 
NEI'/ 

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 
2 3 4 G 6 7 7 7 



COUftT , DISCIP CIT,\TIOftS VS ,\RGUPIEftTATIVE lflf:T 25 
ROW PCT V/\1.1 ► 
COL PCT QUF.ST< SlJil- Q) ARGU( I> VS QUEST( SUB- Q) BRAY( I) S/\lil' 
TOT PCT l/21-/119 
E.l{J' V/\L S/\tlPL E SIZE = 674 17: aa : la 

~UEST ION Bill\ V~ I> X-ONE 
OUF.ST I 

ARGU( I) NONE 
X- ONF. 

I 266 
NONF. 52 . 04 

')I. 47 
.... . 22 
*249. 

2 25 
YES 27.47 

8.53 
4. 13 

44.00 

2 

!i:! 
10. I•} 
ua. n-7 

C. 58 
52. (,•) 

ltJ 
19 . ')•} 
16. 1:1 

I . ,;5 
9.31 

:1 
2 

59 
11 . 46 
84.29 
9.74 

59.49 

II 
12.09 
15.71 

1.82 
18.51 

4 
3-4 

62 
12.04 
76 . 54 
10.23 
611.84 

19 
20.88 
23.46 

3. 14 
12. 16 

TOTAL 293 (,2 70 81 
48.35 10.2:1 11.55 13.37 

40 
9.:J2 

88.'10 
7 .'>2 

50.•}9 

12 
13. 19 
28.ff 

1.90 
9.01 

68 
9 . 90 

6 
9-16 

17 
3.30 

6a.38 
2.81 

22. 18 

9 
9.89 

34.62 
1.49 
3.90 

26 
4.29 

7 
17+ 

9 
I. 75 

<,4.29 
1.49 

11 . 90 

5 
5.49 

35.71 
fLO3 
2. 10 

14 
2.31 

TOT/\1. 

!i I ft 
IM . ~H 

91 
l!i . G2 

606 

FOR m IS CONT I NGENCY TABLE: CR I-SQ = 27. 911 P = 0. 0000977 
CHI-SQ SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS FOR 6 DEGREES OF FREEDOM 

P<CHI-SQ) = 8.300 8.298 8, 10'1 8.858 0.025 8.010 8 . 005 0 . 001 
CHI-SQ= 7 . 23 8 . ~6 10.6~ 12.69 14.49 16.U~ 10.50 22 . 46 

COL OPTIOftS OLD 
IU:W 

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 
2 3 4 5 6 7 7 7 



COlfflT • DI SC Ir CI TAT IOftS 
MW PCT 

VS HOSTILITY TO /\ITT1IO JN~T 
V/\LI) 

COL rcT QUEST( ~•IB-Q) HSTL( n vs QUF.ST( suo-m 1.mAV( n 8/\IW 
TOT l'CT 
El(J' VI\L 

QUt:ST 
HSTL< I) 

X-ONf. 

I 
NONE 

I 276 
NONE Ii I. 02 

•H.20 
+5 . 54 
*261 . 

2 17 
YES 26. 15 

5.80 
2 . 81 

31A:J 

TOTAL 293 
48.35 

S/\l'IPLE S I Zf: = 
QUESTION 8111\V( I) 

674 

2 3 
2 

5:) 61 
9. 81} 11. 28 

85 . •(.f:J 87. 14 
0.7!:i 19 . 97 

55. :)!i 62. 49 

9 9 
13.0li 13.85 
14 . 52 12.06 

I . •t,') I. 49 
6. 6!i 7. 61 

62 79 
10 . 23 11.55 

4 
3-4 

71 
13 . 12 
87.65 
11.72 
72.31 

18 
15 . 30 
12.35 

1.65 
8.69 

81 
13.37 

){-ONE 
5 

s -n 

51 
9.43 

85 . 'J0 
8.42 

53.56 

9 
13.65 
16.00 

1.49 
6.44 

69 
9.99 

6 
9-16 

18 
3.33 

(,9.23 
2 . 97 

2a.21 

8 
12.31 
30.77 

1.32 
2 . 79 

7 
17+ 

I I 
2 . 0:a 

7H.57 
I . It! 

12.50 

3 
4.62 

21 . 43 
9.60 
1.50 

14 
2.31 

I /~-1 / fl ') 
17: :ta: 1:i 

TOT/\1. 

!i4 I 
II'>. :!7 

(,5 
10.7:1 

FOR THIS CONTINGENCY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 22.63 P = 0 . 0009498 
CHI-SQ SIGNIFICANCE LEVEL~ FOR· 6 DECREt:s OF FREEOOff 

P<CHI-SQ) = 9.300 9 . 2H 9. 10'J e.0$9 9.025 e.010 0.005 0 . 001 
CH I -SQ = 7. 23 8. 116 10. 60 12. 69 14 .40 16 . 80 18. 50 22. 46 

COL OPTIORS OLD I 2 3 4 11 6 7 8 9 
NEff I 2 3 4 Ii 6 7 7 7 



COUl'tT , DISC Ir C IT,\TIOffS 
ROW PCT 
COL PCT QUEST< Slffi-Q) DSTIU 

VS DFBTI\UCTIVE 1nsT 
V/\UI 

I) VS QUEST( SUB-Q) DRAVC I) S/\rll' 
TOT PCT 
f::l(P VAL SAtlPLE SIZE = 

~UESTION 8111\V~ I> 
674 

X-ONE 
{i I 

NON[~ 
2 :I 

2 
4 

3-4 5-0 
6 

9-16 
7 

17+ 

27 

l/2•VH9 
17: :SU: la 

QUEST 
DSTR< I) 

X-ONE TOT/\1. 

I 286 
NONE 48.81 

97.61 
47 . 19 
*263 . 

2 7 
YES 3!1.80 

2 . 39 
I. 16 
9 . 67 

TOTAL 293 
48 . 35 

6~ 
18.2·1 
96.77 

9 . 91) 
59.95 

2 
18. 0•J 
3 . 2 :J 
8.3:J 
2.85 

62 
18 . 2:1 

78 
11. 95 
*188 . 
11.55 
67.69 

0 
8.80 
8.00 
8 . 80 
2.31 

70 
11. 65 

76 
12.97 
•J3 . 83 
12.54 
78.33 

5 
25.08 
6. 17 
0.83 
2.67 

81 
13.37 

!19 
18.07 
98 . 33 
9.7+ 

58.02 

I 
5.00 
1.67 
•. 17 
1.98 . 

69 
9.90 

22 
3 . 75 

04.62 
a . 63 

25. 14 

4 
20 . H 
15.38 
0.66 
8.66 

26 
4.29 

FOR mis CONTINGEffCY TABLE: CHI-SQ = IO. 29 
WARNING -- ONE OR HORE OF 11IE CELLS ARE EPIPTY 

13 
2.2:! 

92 . 86 
2. Hi 

13 . 54 

5 . 00 
7. I+ 
•. 17 
0.46 

14 
2.31 

20 
3.:10 

606 

P = 0.0055442 

CH I-SQ SIGN IF I CAI"CE LEVELS FOR· 6 DEGREES OF FREEDOPI 
P<CHI - SQ) = 0.300 0.209 0. 100 8.058 0 . 025 8.010 0.005 0.001 

CHI - SQ= 7 . 23 8.36 J0.6CJ 12.68 H.+0 16.00 18.50 22.~·6 

COL OPTIONS OLD I 2 3 4 6 6 7 8 9 
NEff I 2 3 4 5 6 7 7 7 

0 

(\ .. 



COUl'IT 
ROW PCT 

, DISCIP CIT,\TIOftS VS ftOft-COftFORPIINC INST 
V/\1 .D 

I) VS QUEST( SIJB-0> OHAVC I) 8/\111' COL rcT QUEST( SUC-Q) NCFl'I( 

28 

1\lT PCT 
EXP VAL SAJ'IPLE S IZF. = 674 

l/24/H') 
n:aa: 1:. 

QUEST 
NCFIIC I) 

>C- ONE 

I 
NONf. 

I 235 
NONI-: II l. 09 

O•J.20 
38 . 7G 
*222. 

2 58 
YES 31).73 

l'J.80 
•J.57 

71}.59 

TOTAL 293 
48.35 

QUESTION B11/\V O: I) 
2 3 

••a 
10. •I,: ) 
77_ .,2 
7.'J2 

47.96 

14 
9.5•> 

22.58 
2.31 

14 . ·•·• 

62 
18.23 

2 

52 
11.30 
74 . 29 
0.50 

53. 14 

l8 
12.33 
25.71 
2.97 

16.86 

78 
Ii. 55 

4 
3-4 

57 
12.39 
78.37 

9 . 41 
61.49 

24 
16 . 44 
29 . 63 

3 . 96 
I'). 51 

Bl 
13.37 

K- ONI•: 
5 

5-U 

42 
9. l3 

78.90 
6.~3 

45 . 34 

18 
12.33 
39 . 98 
2.97 

14.46 

68 
9.98 

6 
9-16 

17 
3.78 

65.38 
2.81 

19.74 

9 
6. 16 

34.62 
1.49 
6.26 

26 
4.29 

7 
17+ 

9 
1.96 

64.29 
1.49 

10.63 

5 
3.42 

35.71 
0.03 
3.37 

14 
2.31 

-:60 
7!i. 91 

I~•(, 
2 ·t•. ()') 

606 

FOR THIS CONTINGEftCY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 0.25 P = "-2204996 
CHI-SQ SICNIFICANCE LEVELS FOR 6 DEGREES or FREEOOl'I 

PCCHI-SQ> = 0.300 et.289 8.10~ 9.859 9.925 9,810 8 . 005 8.001 
CHI-SQ= 7.23 8.56 18 . <)9 12 . 69 14.•Ht 16.m> I0 . 50 22.46 

COL OPTIONS OLD I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 
NEW I 2 3 4 5 6 7 7 7 

( · 



COU1'T • DISCIP CIT,\TIOftS VS Pl.\ftlPULATIVE INST ~9 
ROtl PCT V/\1.1) 
COL PCT QUEST< SUB- Q) J'IANP( I) VS QUEST( SIJB-0> DRAV( I> S/\111' 
TOT PCT I /24 / ll? 
EXP VAL SAPIPLE SIZE = 674 17 : :ia: lri 

OUE..'>T I 
Pl\NP< I) NONI-: 

><- ONE 

I 261 
NONE IJ().0O 

89 . OU 
4:).07 
*252 . 

2 32 
YE~ 38 . 10 

l•J . 92 
IJ . 23 

41J.6 I 

TOTAL 293 
48.3:i 

QUESTION HII/\V•: I) X- ONE 
2 

57 
18 . •):! 
91 . 'H 

9.•t-1 
53 . •t-l 

5 
5 . 95 
8.96 
8.83 
8.59 

62 
18.2:J 

:, 
2 

62 
11 . 80 
88.57 
18 . 23 
68 . 30 

0 
9.52 

11 . 43 
1.32 
9.70 

78 
11. 55 

4 
3 - 4 

66 
12 . 64 
Bl .40 
10.89 
69 . 77 

15 
17 . 86 
18.52 
2.40 

11 . 23 

81 
13.37 

5 
5- U 

44 
8.43 

73. :)3 
7.26 

51.60 

16 
19 . 05 
26.67 
2.64 
8.32 

68 
9.90 

6 
9-16 

28 
3.83 

76.92 
3.30 

22.48 

6 
7 . 14 

23 . 88 
8.99 
3.60 

26 
4.29 

7 
17+ 

12 
2 . 30 

85 . 71 
1.90 

12 . 06 

2.30 
14.29 
8.33 
1.94 

14 
2.31 

IH 
13.U6 

6 06 

FOR TIIIS CONTINCENCY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 16.70 P = 9 . 8150178 
CHI-SQ SIGNIFICANCE LEVEL~ FOR . 6 DECREES OF FREEDOM 

P(CHI-SQ) = 0.308 lt . 288 8. IC~fJ 8.858 8.825 8.918 8.005 0.001 
CHI-SQ= 7 . 23 8.56 10.6ft 12.68 14.40 16 . H0 18.50 22.46 

COL OPTIOftS OLD I 2 3 4 G 6 7 8 9 
ftEff I 2 3 4 6 6 7 7 7 



com.T I DISCIP CITATIONS vs 11\RF,SPOftSIOILllY INf:T :10 
ROH l'CT V1'1 .U 
COL PCT QUEST< SUR-Q) IRSP( t) VS QUEST( STJB- ll> CRAV( I) St\llJ' 
lUT l'CT I /24/a<) 
EXP Vt\L SI\HPLE SIZE = 674 , ·, : :m: n; 

QUEST I 
I H~I'< I) NONE 

)(-ONF, 

I 2,C,3 
NONf. 5 I . 70 

82.94 
41). I() 

*227 . 

2 50 
VF,! ; 36. 76 

17.96 
a.2a 

6!i. 7(, 

TOTAL 293 
48.3!.i 

<'UEf:'rlON BllJ\V( I> X- ONE 
2 

•l7 

10. ---·~ 75.UI 
7.76 

<C·B.WJ 

I !i 
11. -.:) 
24 . l'J 

2.-1•8 
13 . ') I 

62 
18. 2:1 

a 
2 

49 
10.43 
70.00 
8.09 

54.29 

21 
15.44 
38.00 
3.47 

15.71 

70 
11. 55 

4 
3-4 

63 
13.40 
77.78 
10.40 
1';2.82 

18 
13 . 24 
22.22 

2 . 97 
IO . 18 

81 
13.37 

a 
5-U 

39 
o.ao 

66.~0 
6.44 

46.!i3 

21 
Iii. 44 
35.99 
3.47 

13. •17 

68 
9.90 

6 
9-16 

19 
4.04 

73.88 
3. 14 

20 . 17 

7 
5. la 

26.92 
I. 16 
6 . 03 

26 
4.2? 

7 
17+ 

10 
2. 13 

71 . 43 
I . (,5 

10.66 

4 
2 . 94 

20 . 57 
0.66 
a . 14 

14 
2 . 31 

TOT /\L 

FOR TIIIS CONTINGENCY TABLE: CHI-SQ = 13.31 P = 0 . 0303001 
CHI-SQ SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS FOR 6 DEGREES OF FREEDOM 

P<CHI-SQ) = 0.300 0.288 8. 11'~0 8.068 0.025 9.810 0.00a 0.001 
CHI-SQ i:: 7.23 8.56 10.61) 12.68 14.40 16.BO l0.50 22 . 46 

COL OPTIONS OLD 
NEH 

2 3 4 3 6 7 8 9 
2 3 4 r, 6 7 7 7 

I ', 



COUJ'IT , DISClr CIT,\TIO"S vs ll'fSTIT. ADJUSTMEIIT 1nsT 31 
ROH PCT V/\1 .1) 
COL rcT QUEST( Slffi-Q) INAD< I) vs QUEST( SUB-Q) nnl\V( I) S/\IIP 
TOT PCT l/24/fl9 
EXI' V/\L 8AfWLE SIZE = 674 17: :m: la 

~UEST I ON BIii\ V< I ) K-ONF: 
QUFST I :~ 3 4 5 6 7 

ll'f/\0( I) l'fOftE 2 3-4 6 - 0 9-16 17+ 
,:- ONE 

I 5 
Qll-1\n B!i . 56 

I. 74 
fJ . 6!; 
4.32 

2 12 
<lll-C 3!J . 2') 

.. . 17 
2 . 00 

16 . 32 

3 13 
QI 1-1) 16 . 0::; 

4 . 51 
2 . 17 

38 . Bn 

4 258 
QI 1-E IH . 20 

89 . 58 
4:J.00 
*:?28 . 

TOTAL 288 
48.90 

I 
I I. 11 
1.61 
0 . 17 
0 . f):J 

4 
11 . 76 
6 . 4!i 
8 . 67 
3 . lJ I 

Ii 
6. 17 
8 . 06 
8.R:J 
8 . 37 

B2 
18 . 92 
83 . 87 

8 . 67 
49. I'} 

62 
18 . 33 

0 
8.90 
8 . 90 
0 . 00 
1.05 

6 
17.65 
8.57 
1.00 
3.97 

7 
8.64 

18.00 
I. 17 
9.45 

57 
11.97 
81.43 
9.50 

55 . 53 

79 
11. 67 

9 
0.88 
0.88 
0 . 88 
1.20 

6 
17.65 
7.50 
1.88 
4 . 53 

18 
22.22 
22.58 

3 . 00 
10.ee 

56 
11. 76 
70 . 80 

9 . 33 
63.47 

88 
13 . 33 

2 
22 . 22 

3 . 33 
8.33 
0 . ?0 

4 
11. 76 
6.67 
8 . 67 
3.40 

17 
28.'>9 
20.33 

2 . 83 
8 . 10 

37 
7 . 77 

61.67 
6 . 17 

47.60 

69 
18.ff 

I 
I I. 11 
3.05 
0. 17 
0.39 

2 
G.88 
7.69 
0.33 
I. 47 

Iii 
l0 . 52 
57.69 
2.58 
3.51 

0 
1.68 

30.77 
1.33 

20.63 

26 
4.33 

0 
8 . 00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.21 

9 
8 . 08 
0 . 00 
0.00 
0.79 

6 
7.41 

42.06 
1.00 
1.09 

8 
1.60 

57. 14 
1.33 

II . 11 

14 
2 . 33 

TOTI\L 

9 
1.50 

34 
5.<,7 

476 
7').3:J 

608 

FOR mis CONTINGEftCY TADLE: CHI-SQ= 194 . 88 
W.'\I\N I RG - - ORE on HOI\E Of TIIE CELLS ARE . EPIPTY 

P = 0.0088998 

CHI-SQ SIGl'flf'IC.\NCE LEVELS FOR· 18 DECREES OF FnEEOOft 
P<CHI - SQ) = 0 . 300 0 . 200 0 . 100 9.059 0.025 9.~10 0.885 8.001 

CHI - SQ " 20. 60 22. 88 26. IJIJ 28. 98 :JI. 50 34. 00 37. 20 42. 31 

ROW OPTIOffS OLD I 2 3 4 5 
REH I I 2 . 3 4 

COL OPTIOftS OLD 
REW 

2 3 · 4 5 6 7 8 9 
2 3 . 4 5 6 7 7 7 



COtmT 
R()H PCT 

, DISClr CIT,\TIOftS v~ CUSTODY LEV fl L/\8T lft~T 
V/\1 .D 

I) VR QUEST< SUB- Q) nll/\V( I> S/\111' t;()L PCT QUEST( ~lffi-Q) LCUS< 

32 

l))T J'CT 
EIO' VM .. ~l\rWLE SIZE = 

CUE!":T I ON HIii\ V( I ) 
674 

l / 2 <VO? 
17::m: 1r; 

mW.ST I 
u;ma 1 > "om: 

,:-om:: 

I 2(1 
012-/\ 4•1. C}7 

8. 9 :i 
•1 . 32 

28.52 

2 167 
012-8 48. 13 

IJ7.39 
27 . 7<., 
*167 . 

3 98 
Ql2-C 50.90 

33.68 
I'>. 28 
'H.74 

TOTAL 291 
48.34 

6 
Ht. 17 
9.63 
I • •t•~ 
6 . ct8 

3'> 
19.37 
58.96 
5.98 

35. 7·1 

20 
19.20 
32.26 
3.32 

28. I'} 

62 
19.3tJ 

a 
2 

5 
8.47 
7.H 
0.na 
6.86 

48 
13.03 
68.57 

7.97 
48.35 

17 
8.67 

24.29 
2 . 82 

22.79 

79 
11.63 

4 
3 - 4 

9 
15.25 
11.25 
I. 50 
7.84 

45 
12.97 
!i6.25 
7.48 

46. 11 

26 
13.27 
32.58 

4 . 32 
26.85 

88 
13.29 

K-ONE 
5 

!i ·- 11 

5 
8.47 
8.33 
8.U:J 
5.Bn 

33 
9. Ii I 

55.tJ0 
5.·10 

34.58 

22 
11.22 
36.67 
3.65 

l9,li3 

69 
9.97 

6 
9 - 16 

5 
0.47 

19.23 
0.03 
2.55 

II 
3. 17 

42.31 
1.83 

14.99 

18 
G. 19 

30.46 
1.66 
0.47 

26 
4.32 

7 
17+ 

3 
G.oa 

23.0U 
@.50 
I. 27 

7 
2.82 

53 . 65 
I. 16 
7.49 

3 
1.63 

23.80 
8 . 58 
4.23 

13 
2. 16 

TOTI\I.. 

347 
57 . 64 

196 
32.56 

602 

FOR 11118 COftTlftCEftCY TABLE: CBI-SQ= 19.91 P = 8.5366238 
CHI-SQ SIGNIFICANCE LEVEL.~ FOR' 12 DECREl'::S or FREEDO" 

P<CHI-SQ) = 9.308 lt.298 9. lct'J 9.858 8.820 9.810 8.085 8.981 
CHI-SQ= 14.98 l!i.88 18.!i0 21.88 23.30 26.~0 28 . 30 32 . 91 

COL OPTIOftS OLD 
NEW 

2 3 4 !i 6 7 8 9 
2 3 4 5 6 7 7 7 



COUflT 
R()l-1 PCT 

, DISCIP CITATIOftS VS PRIOR CtJSTf)DY Lf.VE 

COL PCT QUEST( ~UTI- Q) PCUS< 

INST 
V/\1 ,lt 

I) VS QUEST( SIJB-0> 0111\V( I) S/\fll' 

TOT PCT 
f,l(J' VI\L 

OUF$T 
Pf:US( I> 

X- ONf: 

I 
HIN 

2 
HED 

3 
PIAX 

I 
NONE 

26 
68.42 
9.86 
4.36 

18.30 

1115 
4'>.84 
54 . 81 
2,; . 81 
*14·9 . 

63 
:JB.41 
21.95 
•~.57 
78.97 

43 
lit .et 
14.98 
7 . 21 

39.97 

TOTAL 287 
48. 15 

SAHPLE SIZE= 
QUEf~TION DIIAV~ I) 

674 

2 3 

I 
2 . 6:J 
I . 6'J 
8. 17 
3 . 71; 

2'> 
9.32 

49 . l!i 
4.07 

38. 7•J 

I'> 
I I . li9 
32.2ft 

3. 19 
16 . 23 

10 
12.96 
16.95 
1.68 
8.22 

2 

2 
5.26 
2.90 
• . 34 
4.40 

38 
t2.22 
H.87 
6.38 

36.81 

17 
18.37 
24.64 

2 . 85 
18 . 99 

12 
14.46 
17.39 
2.81 
9.61 

4 
3-4 

2 
5.26 
2 . 47 
0.34 
5 . 16 

4. 
12.86 
49 . 38 
6.71 

42.27 

38 
18. 29 
37.H 

5.83 
22.29 

9 
18.84 
I I. 11 

1.51 
11 . 28 

X-ONE 
5 

5-0 

4 
18.!J3 
6.67 
•. 67 
3.83 

28 
9 . CJO 

46 . 67 
4 . 78 

31 .31 

28 
12.28 
33.33 
3.36 

16.51 

8 
9.64 

13.33 
1.34 
8 . 36 

6 
9-16 

2 
5.26 
7 . 69 
9.34 
1.66 

12 
3.86 

46 . 15 
2.01 

13.57 

12 
7.32 

46. 1G 
2.•1 
7.15 

• ··" ··" 8 . H 
3 . 62 

59 69 81 68 26 
9.'>9 11.68 13 . 59 18.87 4 . 36 

7 
17+ 

I 
2.63 
7. 14 
•. 17 
0.U9 

9 
2.89 

64.29 
I. 51 
7.31 

3 
1.03 

21.43 
9.58 
3.00 

I 
1.28 
7 . 14 
8 . 17 
1.90 

14 
2.35 

l/24/0') 
t7::m: 1:-. 

TOT/\L 

30 
,,.:in 

:J II 
5:.L IO 

l<,4 
27 . (i:.! 

03 
l!l.93 

!i96 

FOR mis CONTINGENCY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 26.61 P = ft.8866619 
W;\RNING -- ONE OR HORE OF THE CELLS 1\1\E EPIPTY 

CBI-SQ SIGNIFICANCE LEVEL.~ FOR' 18 DEGREES OF FREEDOft 
P(CHI-RQ) = 8.308 8 . 280 8.1~9 8.858 8.825 8.810 8.085 8.001 

CHI-RQ = 20.60 22.08 . 26.09 28.98 31.50 34 . 00 37.20 42.31 

COL OPTIONS OLD 
NEH 

2 3 4 !J 6 7 8 9 
2 3 4 5 6 7 7 7 

,r 



.. 
COtfflT , OISCIP CIT,\TIOffS VS QUFSTIOffffAIRE scon ll'IST :M 

ROH Pf:T V/\1 .U 

COL PCT QUEST< SUU- Q) QSCO( I) VS QUEST< STJO-Q) HIIAV( I) S/\111' 

TOT PCT I /:-!~·/fl') 
,~xP V/\t f:MD'LE SIZE = 674 17: :1:: : I:; 

~UE~TION RIIAV,: I) K-ONE 
QUEST I :~ !I 4 5 6 7 

1¥,:CO< I) NONf. 2 :l-4 r, - n 9-16 17+ 
1{- 0NI·: TOT/\1. 

I 14 3 3 I I 2 I 25 
1-2 !i6.00 12. f}tt 12.08 4.00 4.00 IJ.00 4.00 -:-. 14 

4.71) 4.IH 4.29 1.23 1.67 7 . 69 7 .(,9 
2. 3~~ e. r,,1> 0.50 0. 17 e. 11 0.33 0 . 17 

12 . 0') 2.57 2.90 3.35 2.·10 1.08 0 . 54 

2 32 4 3 4 3 9 I 47 
3 68.09 8.51 6.30 8.51 6.30 0.00 2. 13 7.7U 

ICJ. 96 6.4!i 4.29 4.94 5.00 0.90 7.69 
!i.30 0.66 0.50 0.66 0.50 0 . 00 o. 17 

22.72 4.82 5.45 6 . 39 4.67 2.02 L01 

3 33 IJ 4 5 5 9 8 52 
4 63.46 9.62 7.69 9.62 9.62 9.88 0 . 89 0.61 

11. 30 8.06 5.71 6. 17 8.33 8.90 0.90 
!i.46 0.0:1 8.66 9.83 8.83 9.90 0.0~ 

2!i. 14 5.!H 6.03 6.97 5. 17 2.24 L 12 

4 42 10 13 7 5 8 9 77 
5 54.55 12.99 16.88 9.99 6.49 8.89 9.99 12.75 

14.38 16. 13 18.57 8.64 8.33 0.ee 9.09 
6.96 1.66 2. 15 I. 16 9.83 9.99 8 . 00 

37.23 7.90 8.92 10.33 7.65 3.31 1.66 

5 44 5 7 8 6 2 2 74 
6 119.46 6.76 9.46 19.81 8. II 2.79 2.79 12.25 

IIJ. 97 8.% 19.90 9.88 19.99 7.69 15.38 
7.28 9.83 I. 16 1.32 8.99 9.33 9.33 

35.77 7.60 0.58 9.92 7.35 3. 19 1.59 

6 31 7 9 9 4 2 2 64 
7 48.44 19.94 14.96 14.96 6.25 3. 12 3. 12 UJ.60 

10.62 I I . 29 12.86 I I. II 6.67 7.69 15.38 
l'J. 13 I. 16 1.49 1.49 9.66 9 . 33 0.33 

30.94 6.57 7.42 8.58 6.36 2.75 1.30 

7 34 8 6 8 5 I 2 64 
8 53. 12 12.IJIJ 9.37 12.59 7.81 1.116 3. 12 If}. 60 I 

11. 64 12.9CJ 8.57 9.88 8.33 3.8' 15.30 
IJ.63 I. 32 9.99 1.32 •. 83 9.17 0.33 

3CJ.94 6.67 7.42 8.58 6.36 2.71J 1.30 

8 29 .. 6 7 II I I 54 
9 37.H 7 .+I I I. JI 12.96 29.37 9.26 1.85 0.94 

6.8:J 6. 4!i 8.157 8.64 18.33 19.23 7 . 69 
3.31 9.66 9.99 I. 16 1.82 9.83 0. 17 

26. 11 5.(i-1 6.26 7.24 G.36 2.32 I. 16 



COU1'T " 01sc1r CIT,\TIO"S vs QUESTIO""AIRE SCOR INST 34 

ROW l'CT V/\LU (CONT.) 

COL rcT QUEST( f;\ffi-Q) QSCO( I) VS QUEST(STJB-Q) DIIAV( I) S/\111' 

TOT l'CT 
l/24/ U9 

F.'<I' V/\L ~/\MPLE SIZE = 674 17::m: rn 

QUESTION BIIAV< I) K-ONF. 

QUF:ST I :! 3 4 5 6 7 
Qf;CO( I) NOIU: 2 3 - 4 fi ·-8 9-16 17+ 

X-ONF. TOTAi, 

9 8 5 3 8 3 3 0 30 

10 26 . 67 16.67 10.90 26.67 19. e0 10.00 0 . 00 4.97 

2.74 8.et6 4.29 9.80 5.90 11.54 0.00 

1.32 0 . 0:J 0.50 I. 32 e.r,0 ~~- 60 0 . 00 
H.50 3.08 3.48 4.02 2.?0 1.29 o. <,a 

10 II 3 9 4 2 3 I 33 

11 3:J.33 9.ft'> 27.27 12. 12 6.96 9.99 3.03 r,. <·6 
:J. 77 4.04 12.86 4.94 3.33 11. 54 7.69 
1.82 9.5CJ 1.49 0.66 0.33 0.50 e . 17 

l!i . 95 3.3? 3.82 4.43 3.20 1.42 0. 71 

I I 8 3 3 5 2 4 • 25 
12 32.00 12.09 12.00 20 . 90 8.ft9 16.99 0.99 -~- 14 

2.74 4 . 84 4.29 6. 17 3.33 15.30 0 . 88 
1.32 8.liCJ 8.50 0.83 8.33 0.66 0.00 

12 . 09 2.!i7 2.98 3 . 35 2.48 1.00 0.a4 

12 4 2 I 3 I 2 I 14 
13 28.57 14.2'> 7.14 21.43 7. 14 14.29 7 . 14 2.32 

I. 37 3.2:J 1.43 3.78 1.67 7.69 7 . 69 
9.66 8 . 3:J 9. 17 8.H 8. 17 0.33 0. 17 
6.77 l.•H 1.62 1.88 1.39 8.68 0.39 

13 3 4 I 5 4 9 8 13 
14 23.98 t.94 7.69 38.46 39.77 •••• • ••• 2. 15 

1.83 8.94 1.43 6. 17 6.67 9.99 0.99 
0.58 8 . ft4 8. 17 8.03 9.66 8.89 9.99 
6.28 1.33 I. 5 I I. 74 1.29 0.66 0.20 

14 3 2 9 I 5 9 I 12 
15 2!J.H 16.67 9.99 8.33 41.67 8.H 8.33 1.99 

1.83 3.2:J 8.ee 1.23 8.33 e.88 7.69 
0.H 9.3:J 8.88 8. 17 8.03 8.88 8. 17 
5.80 1.2:J 1.39 I. 61 I. 19 9.52 0.26 

15 2 I I 3 I I I 19 
16 2ft.H 19.99 19.99 39.99 1e.H 18.H 19.H 1.66 

e.68 1.61 1.43 3.78 (.67 3.85 7.69 
9.33 •. 17 •. 17 9.H 9. 17 9. 17 •. 17 r-
4.83 1.03 I. 16 1.34 0.99 9.43 9 . 22 



COUl'T , DIE:CIP CIT,\TIOftS 
ROW PCT 

VS QUESTIOlffll\lRE SCOR INST 
V/\1.H 

:J1-
(CONT.) 

COL PCT QtJE.t;;T( Slffi-Q) •~CO( I) VS QUEST( SlJB-0> r.11/\V( I) f:/\lll' 
TOT PCT 
EXP V/\L 

OUF.ST 
lt"-CO( I ) 

X- ONI~ 

16 3 
17+ 3it.9o · 

1.93 
1).50 
4 . 83 

TOTAL 292 
48.34 

S/\tlPLE SIZE = 674 
QUESTION HIII\VO: I) 

2 3 

I} 

9.0•~ 
9.01} 
9.01} 
I . tt:J 

62 
19.26 

2 

I 
19.99 

1.43 
9.17 
I. 16 

70 
11. 59 

4 
3- + 

3 
:J0.00 
3.79 
0.50 
1.34 

81 
13.41 

K-ONE 
5 

3 ·-8 

2 
28.1)9 
3.33 
0.33 
9.')9 

60 
9.93 

6 
9 - 16 

I 
10.ff 
3.05 
0. 17 
0.43 

26 
4.39 

FOR m,s CONTINCEftCY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 136.49 
W,\RN I NC -- ONE OR PIORE or THE CELLS ARE El'IPTV 

7 
17+ 

0 
0.00 
0.00 
0.()0 
0 .22 

13 
2. 15 

I /24/fl') 
l"i'::m : I;, 

TOTI\L 

10 
1.(,6 

604 

P = 0.0011113 

CHI-SQ SIGNIFIC~NCE LEVELS FOR 99 DECREES OF FREEOOl'I 
Pt CHI -SQ> = 0.~00 0.209 9. ICt'J 9.058 9.025 8.810 •-~>0a 9.001 

CHI-SQ = 96.59 101.09 107.•H 112. 79 117. 64 123.3') 127.:m 13a .70 

ROW OPTIOftS OLD I 2 3 4 fi 6 7 8 9 10 II 12 13 14 rn 16 17 18 
NEU I I 2 3 ·• 6 6 7 0 9 19 II 12 13 M 15 16 16 

COL OPTIOftS OLD 2 3 4 3 6 7 8 9 
NEH 2 3 4 a 6 7 7 7 

19 28 21 
16 16 16 



COUJfT , OISCIP CITATIOftS 
ROW PCT 

VS t:URREIIT CUSTODY CR lff~T 
V/\1 .U 

1;0L PCT QUF$T( SUE-Q) CCUS( I) VS QUF$T(SIJB- Q) 11111\V( I) t:1\111' 
nn rcT 
F:XP V,\L 

I 
RONI~ 

81\ffl'LE SIZE = 
QUEST ION BIii\ V,: I > 

674 

2 3 
2 

4 
3- 4 

,C-OftE 
Ii 

G·-0 
6 

9 - 16 
7 

17+ 

l/24/fl'} 
17: :JH : l!i 

QUF:ST 
f;CUSI I) 

,C- ONF: TOTI\L 

I 120 
HIN 6ft . 61 

4ct . 96 
l'>.8O 

f)!i . 7:: 

2 139 
l'IED 47 . 9:J 

47. -«·4 
2 :!.9<!
*14·0 . 

3 34 
l't,\,C 28.81 

11 . 60 
Ii. 61 

~7 . 05 

TOTAL 293 
-t8.35 

22 
11. 11 
35.413 

3.6!) 
20.26 

29 
18.ftfJ 
46 . 77 

4 . 7'} 
29.67 

I I 
9 . 32 

17. 7 •1 
1 . 8 :! 

12.ffl 

62 
18.23 

21 
18.61 
38.88 
3.47 

22 . 07 

32 
11.83 
45.71 
5.28 

33.50 

17 
14 . 41 
24.29 

2.81 
13.63 

78 
11 . 55 

16 
8.80 

19.75 
2.64 

26 . 47 

41 
14 . 14 
58.62 
6.77 

:Jo . 76 

24 
29.34 
29 . 63 
3.96 

15 . 77 

01 
13.37 

14 
7.fJ7 

23.33 
2.31 

19.68 

29 
19.ff 
48 . !)3 
4.79 

20.71 

17 
14.41 
28.33 
2.81 

11 . 68 

68 
9.98 

2 
1.91 
7.69 
0.33 
U . 58 

13 
4 . 40 

act. 8<1 
2 . 15 

12 . •H 

11 
9,32 

42.31 
1.82 
5.86 

26 
4.29 

3 
1. 52 

21. 43 
0. 50 
-:- . a7 

7 
2.41 

GO . ff 
I. 16 
6.70 

4 
3.39 

20 . 57 
0.66 
2.73 

14 
2.31 

I IR 
l'J. 47 

FOR TRIS CONTINCEftCY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 42.48 P = 0.8009443 
CH I-SQ SIGN IF I CANCE LEVELS FOR 12 DEGREES or FREEDOft 

PICHI-SQ) = 8.300 ft.200 8. IC~ 9.859 0.0:.m 9.910 0.005 0 . 001 
CH I - SQ = 14. 00 I !i . 88 IO. alj 2 I. 09 23 . :10 26 . :w 28. 30 32. 9 I 

COL OPTIOftS OLD 
NEW 

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 
2 3 4 r, 6 7 7 7 



COtfflT " DISClr CIT,\TIOffS vs rsvcnoLOCIC,\L rnon IN~T 3(, 
R<)I-I PCT V/11.H 
C•)L PCT QUF$T◄ ~,m-Q.) rrnn( I) V:'- QUf.ST( SIJB-0) 1:111\V( I) : ;,'\( ii' 
TtlT PCT I /24/H'} 
l~W VI\L SI\Hl'LE SIZE = 674 17::iu: I:. 

~llf.ST 
rrnr.( 1, 

){- Ortf. 

I 
NONr·: 

I 3 
I V- 1\ I:, . 79 

I. O<· 
0.50 
•J. I<· 

2 3 
IV-C 30.ff 

1.94 
0.50 
4.CI 

3 C 
IV-tD 25.CI 

2.77 
1.33 

H.91 

4 275 
ft/ I\ IJ0. 83 

91J. 16 
4!J.76 
*260 . 

TOTAL 289 
48.89 

P.Ur~T ION ml/\ V( I ) K-ONE 
2 

2 
10. 5:J 
3. =~=• 
0. :J:J 
I. '16 

2 
28.tt~ 

3.2:J 
0.3:) 
I. et:J 

Ii 
16. 1:J 
8.01) 
8.8:) 
3.2i} 

lJ:) 
9.80 

8~.48 
8.82 

55.81 

3 
2 

5 
26.32 
7.H 
8.03 
2.21 

I 
18.90 

1.43 
8. 17 
I. 16 

I 
3.23 
1.43 
8. 17 
3.61 

63 
11. 65 
98.88 
18.48 
63.81 

78 
11.65 

4 
3-4 

2 
I0.53 
2 . 47 
f). 33 
2.56 

I 
10.08 

1.23 
9. 17 
1.35 

7 
22.58 
8.64 
I. 16 
4. 18 

71 
13. 12 
87.65 
11. 81 
72.91 

81 
13.48 

3 
15 . 79 
l:i.0U 
O.li0 
1.07 

3 
38.00 

G.IJU 
8.li0 
0.98 

4 
12.98 
6.70 
9 . 67 
3.CM 

49 
9.06 

83.t,t5 
o. 15 

53. I I 

lJ9 
9.82 

6 
')- H, 

3 
15.79 
11. 54 
0.58 
().02 

• o.80 
0.f>0 
0.00 
0. ,t,3 

3 
9.60 

11. 04 
0.58 
t.34 

29 
3.79 

76.92 
3.33 

23.48 

26 
4.33 

FOR mis CONTINCENCY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 41.37 
W,\RN I NC -- OtlE on PIOIU: OF THE CELI..S /\RE ErlPTY 

7 
17+ 

r.. :?!(, 
7. I◊ 
0. 17 
(). <·1-

0 
0.00 
0. 4-~0 
0.()0 
o. :~;• 

3 
9.6U 

21.43 
0 . 50 
0.72 

18 
1.05 

71.43 
1.66 

12.60 

14 
2.33 

TOT/\1. 

I() 

:L I<, 

IO 
I • {i<, 

31 
a. 16 

601 

P = 0.0813773 

CHI-SQ SIGN IF I CANCE LEVF.LS FOR' 18 DECREF:S OF FP.EEDOff 
P( CHI -SQ) = 0. ~GO . 8. 208 f>. I <)It 8. 850 9. 02U 9.010 0. 005 Ct. 00 I 

CIII-SQ = 20.60 2:!.60 26.0•J 20.98 31.50 34.G".-> 37.20 ~.2 . :u 

ROW OPTIOffS OLD 
rrrrn 

COL OPTIOffS OLO 
NEU 

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 II 
2 3 3 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 
2 3 4 5 6 7 7 7 



OOUlff , DISCIP CIT~TIOWS VS 
IIOV PCT 

EXCEPTIOftAL SUPF.RV lffST 
VAi.i) 

37 

COL PCT QUFSTC SUB-Q) EXSUC I) vs QUEST( s•m-m nll,\V( I) W\111' 
1W PCT 
EXP VAL 

QUEST 
VCSUC I) 

X-OIH.: 

I 
V- A 

2 
V-B 

3 
v-c 

.. 
V-D 

s 
v-c 

6 
II/A 

G 
4!J . 45 

I. 71 
0 . 03 
IJ.32 

9 
3CJ.OO 

3 . 07 
1.49 

14.58 

• c, .eo 
•••• e.oe 
2 . 42 

9 
33.33 
3.07 
1.49 

1:J.015 

4 
•1eo. 

1.37 
0 . 66 
1.93 

266 
5CJ . 28 . 
98 . 78 
4:J . 89 
•2!55. 

SANPLE 6 IZE • 
QUEST I Oft BHAV< I) 

2 3 
I 2 

• e .oo 
o.ec, .. ''" I. l:J 

3 

···" 4.IH 
e.tlO 
3 . 87 

• .... 
• ••• e.OIJ 
8.GI 

2 
7 . 41 
3.2:J 
0.3:J 
2.76 

e 

··" 0.8ft 
O. OIJ 
0 . 41 

57 
10 . 73 
91.9·1 

9 . 41 
Gt. 12 

2 
18. 18 
2 . 06 
e . aa 
1.27 

4 
13.33 
G.71 
• . 66 
3 . 47 

I 
29 . •• 

1.43 
o. 17 
0 . 58 

3 
I I. II 
4 . 29 
0.58 
3. 12 

• .... .... 
•••• • • 46 

60 
11.34 
85.71 

9 . 90 
61. 11 

.. 
3-4 

I 
9.09 
I. 2:1 
•. 17 
1 . 47 

4 
13.33 ..... 
8.66 
4.01 

I 
28.H 

1.23 
8. 17 
0.67 

II 
40.74 
13.GO 
1.02 
3 . 61 

0 
9.89 
0 . 00 
8 . 89 
0.53 

64 
12. 10 
79 . 81 
18.56 
78.71 

x-orn: 
G 

li - H 

I 
9.CJ9 
1.67 
o . 17 ... ., 

Ii 
16.67 
8. :J:t 
0.03 
2.97 

• o.ee 
0 . 80 
8 . 00 
2.67 

• 0.99 
O.ctO 

•••• 0 . 40 

64 
10 . 21 
90 . 00 
0.'H 

G2.:m 

6 
9 - 16 

I 
9.09 
:1 . ,;~• 
o. , .,, 
0.,::1 

3 
19 . 0Q 
11 . 64 
O.GO 
1.29 

I 
20.00 

3 . C\i 
e. 17 
0 . 21 

2 
7AI 
7 . 69 
0.33 
I. 16 

• 9 . Q. 
O.Get 
e.8ct 
0 . 17 

19 
3 . (i') 

73.0U 
a . M 

22 . 70 

'IVl'AL 293 62 78 81 60 26 
48.35 10.2:J 11.51 13.37 9.90 ~-29 

FOil 11118 COlfTlftCEftCY TABLE: CHI-SQ • 77 .M 
VAMIRC -- ONE OR ftORE or 11IE CELLS ARE El'IPTY 

7 
17+ 

I 
9.09 
7 . M 
0 . 17 
0.2:; 

6.67 
14.29 
0.33 
0 . <,') 

2 
<·O . OQ 
14.2'1 
O.!l:J 
0 . 12 

0 
8 . 00 
0.00 
0 . 00 
0 . 62 

• 0.00 
8.00 
8 . 00 
9.09 

9 
I. 78 

64 . 29 
1.49 

12.!!2 

14 
2.31 

l/2-)/09 
17::ta : l:i 

TOTAL 

II 
1.02 

27 
4.46 

.. 
C).(,6 

5::!9 
07.!!C) 

606 

P II 0.C,090015 

CIII-SQ SICIUFICAftCE LEVELS FOR . 30 l)ECllt:FR or FREEDOl'I 
PCC■I-SQ) • 0 . 3H ~.200 •. ltte ••• GO 8.02~ 0.010 0 . 00, ~-091 

C■ I -SQ" 33 . 18 36.20 40.3ft 43.Be 47 . 00 60 . '}0 63 . 78 59 . 79 

IIOV orr,o .. s OLD I 2 3 4 G 6 7 8 9 18 II 
ftEV I 2 3 4 S S G 6 6 6 6 

COL_Ql'TI0"9 OLD I 2 3 4 S 6 7 B • 

. . 



" DISCIP CIT,\TIOl'l'S ~ PRF.SSURE SITU/\TJON l"ST 
V/\1.1} 

3fl COlfflT 
R•lh' PCT 
c;•ll. PCT 
T•IT rcr 
1-:l{P V/\1 , 

QUEST( Slffi-Q) rs IT( I) V:'- QIJFBT( SIJB-(U 1;1(/\V( I) S/\rll' 

SMIJ>LF. SIZE = 674 
f.'IJESTION l:U,\V ,: I) K-O"E 

OIIF:ST 
PSIT( I) 

>:- ONE 

I 2 3 4 5 6 
NoNr·: 2 3-4 r, - n 9-16 

3 
6:/\- 1~ 37.50 

1.02 
@.ao 
:J.C7 

2 6 
6:F-1 51} . 00 

2.0:i 
IJ. ')9 

!i.CO 

3 15 
6:J 2?.-C•I 

!i. 12 
2.4C 

2· •. 66 

4 269 
l'fJI\ ti~. 28 

91.81 
4,1.:w 
*258 . 

TOTAL 293 
48.35 

12. 5•t I.,,. 
9. 17 
0.ll:! 

:} 

25.9•J 
4.84 
9.r,~ 
I. 2:J 

!i 
9 . 0•J 
8 . 06 
8.6:J 
5.2:! 

lJ:) 
9.91 

85 . 48 
8.75 

54 . 7 ·• 

62 
••. 2:J 

0 
0.00 
0.00 
0.09 
0.92 

I 
8.33 
1.43 
9. 17 
1.39 

19 
19.61 
14.29 

1.65 
5.69 

69 
11.93 
84.29 
9.74 

61.80 

70 
11. 55 

3 
!17.59 

3.79 
0.59 
1.07 

t 
8 . 33 
1.23 
0 . 17 
1.60 

19 
19.61 
12.35 

1.65 
6.82 

67 
12.52 
82.72 
11.06 
71. 51 

81 
13.37 

0 
0.~0 
0.99 
o.~ 
0.79 

t 
0.33 
1.67 
0. 17 
I. 19 

2 
3.92 
3.33 
0.33 
5 . 05 

67 
18.66 
95.00 
9.41 

52.97 

68 
9.90 

12. 59 
a.ea 
0. 17 
0.34 

0 
9.00 
9.00 
f).00 
0.51 

7 
13.73 
26.92 

I. 16 
2. 19 

18 
3.36 

69.23 
2.97 

22.95 

26 
4.29 

FOR 11118 CONTINCE"GY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 34.01 
W.\RNING -- ONE OR HOltt: OF THE CELLS ARE El'IPTY 

7 
17+ 

0 
0.()0 
0.00 
0.00 
(). 18 

9 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.20 

2 
~J. 92 

14.29 
8.33 
I. 10 

12 
2 . 24 

05.71 
1.98 

12.36 

14 
2.31 

l/24/ H') 

17::ra: '" 

12 
I .9U 

!i I 
ll . 42 

!i:15 
on.:.m 

606 

P = 0.0125058 

CH I -SQ fl I CN IF I C,\NCE LEVEL.<; FOR 18 DECRH,.~ OF FRF:F:DO" 
P(CHI-SQ) = 0.300 0.208 0. I~~ 0.050 0.025 9.910 9.005 9.091 

CII I- SQ = 20. 60 22 . 80 26 . 0~ 28. 90 31. 50 34. 00 37. 20 42. :JI 

ROW OPTIONS OLD 
NEU 

COL OPTIONS Ol,D 
NEh' 

2 3 4 5 6 7 0 9 10 11 
I I I 2 2 2 2 3 4 

2 3 ♦ 5 6 7 8 9 
2 3 4 5 6 7 7 7 



t:Ol.1"T , DISCIP CIT,\TIOftS 
R•JH l'CT 

vs DETI\ I rmr.s INST :n 
V/\1.H 

C•tL PCT (,UJF.ST( Slffi-Q) DETN( 
TOT PCT 

I) vs QUEST(SUB-Q) nnAV( I) 

Ji:_I()' v,u. 

QUF$T 
Of.TN( I) 

X-ONE 

I 
l'fONE 

I 12 
7: /\llCV 66. <,7 

·J. 10 
I. 9:; 
8.7() 

2 3 
7:DE !Jl}.00 

1.02 
0.50 
2 . 90 

3 278 
N//\ 47 . 77 

'H . 8C 
.,,, . 87 
*:.:m1. 

TOTJ\L 293 
48 . 35 

flMWLE S IZF. = 674 
~UEf:T ION 8111\ V( I) K-ONE 

5 
5 ·-0 

:! 3 

5. 5,, 
I. 61 
t>. 17 
I . IH 

0 
0 . 91J 
• -~•J 
8.0~ 
8.61 

61 
18 . •t-8 
98. :J•) 
18 . ft7 
59 . 5·J 

62 
••. 2:J 

2 

I 
5.56 
1.43 
o. 17 
2.98 

I 
16.67 

1.43 
•. 17 
8.69 

68 
11. 68 
97. 14 
11.22 
67.23 

78 
11. 55 

4 
3-4 

2 
I I. ll 
2.47 
8.33 
2.41 

I 
16.67 
1.23 
8. 17 
t> . 89 

78 
13.48 
?6.38 
12.87 
77.79 

81 
13.37 

8 
8. 00 
0.00 
0 . 08 
1.70 

I 
16.67 

1.67 
8 . 17 
0.!i9 

59 
18. 14 
98.33 
9.74 

57.62 

68 
9.98 

6 
9-16 

li.56 
a.O'J 
0. 17 
0.77 

8 
9.08 
0.00 
0.80 
0.26 

25 
4.30 

96. 15 
4. 13 

24.97 

26 
4.29 

FOR TnlS CONTINGENCY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 6.54 
lf.\RNINC -- ONE on MORE or 11IE CELLS ARE ErlPTY 

7 
17+ 

5. r,,, 
7. M 
o. 17 
0. ,:.2 

0 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
(,LI ❖ 

13 
2.23 

92.86 
:! . rn 

l:J.<•5 

14 
2.31 

l / 21/U') 
17: :t::: i:; 

TOTAi. 

6 
(). ')fJ 

!i82 
C)f,.04 

(,(}6 

P = ft.0863775 

CHI-SQ SICfllFICAl"CE LEVEL.<; FOR 12 DECREF.S OF FREF.:00" 
P(CHI-SQ) = t>.~00 9.208 8.1~~ 8.858 8.825 8.~10 8.805 0.801 

CHI-SQ= M . 00 l!i.88 18 . 5•J 21.88 23.:10 26.:!0 20.30 :J2.?I 

ROff OPT IOftS OLD 
flEI/ 

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 II 
I I 2 2 I 3 3 3 3 3 

COL OPTIOftS OLD I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 
NEW I 2 3 4 !i 6 7 7 7 



f:OUfff 
n,m rc:T 
1;1>L PC:T 
T\>T l'CT 
I~ l{I' \11\I. 

, JllSCIP CIT,\TIONS V~ H.\KF. OVF.RRIDF.7 

OUEST I 
,\SCO ( I ) Norm 

,:- 0111-: 

80 
YF'.: 48. <·& 

27.~0 
1:J . 22 
7 1➔• 6<:• 

2 212 
NO 48 . 18 

7:l . 60 
3!i.(M 
,n12. 

TOTAL 292 
48.26 

St\HJ>U: S IZF. = 674 
C:UE~TION HII/\V( 0 X- ONI': 

2:J 
13.'H 
37. 1i:t 

3 . Bt~ 
16. 1➔ I 

39 
8.86 

62.91} 
6.4!i 

,f,5.0') 

62 
19 . 2!i 

3 
2 

22 
13.33 
31 . 43 
3.64 

19.09 

48 
19.91 
68.57 
7.93 

59.91 

78 
11. 57 

4 
3-4 

18 
18.91 
22.22 
2.98 

22.09 

63 
14.32 
77.78 
18.41 
!iO . 91 

81 
13.39 

5 
r. --n 

17 
19.:JO 
28 . :J3 
2.81 

16. :J6 

43 
9.77 

71.67 
7. II 

43.64 

68 
9. 1)2 

CONTINGENCY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 

6 
9 - 1(, 

+ 
2 . 42 

1ft. 38 
0.66 
7 .0') 

22 
5.98 

u-i . 62 
a . 64 

IU.91 

26 
4.30 

IN~T 
V/\1.1 ► 

7 
17+ 

I 
O . f,1 
'l. 14 
0. 17 

ia 
2.95 

?2.~f, 
2 . rn 

H> . IU 

14 
2.:11 

l /24 / H') 
I ·,: ::.a: I !i 

I (,!i 
~'l-~'l 

-:-~-0 
7:! . ,:I 

9.42 P = 0 . 1514533 FOR TRIS 
CH I-SQ 

P< CRI-SQ) = 
(;Ill - SQ = 

SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS FOR 6 
0 . 300 0. 299 9. l<~IJ 9. 959 
7.23 8.56 19.6~ 12.69 

DECREl-:S OF FREEDOM 

COi. OPT IONS OLD 
NE\f 

0.02!i 9.010 9.005 0.001 
14. ~-0 16 . BO IO. 50 22. 4<, 

2 3 + !i 6 7 8 9 
2 3 4 5 6 7 7 7 



COUflT , DISCIP CIT,\TIO"S VS MODIFIED GJl.D JN::-:T 41 
JlOtl l'CT V/\1.U 
1;1)1, l'CT QUFST(SUB-Q) MGRD( I) VS QUF.ST(SIJD-Q) r.llJ\V( l) ::/\IW 
Ttff l'CT t /24/a•, 
J~l(I• V/\L ~/\r-D'LF: SIZF: = 674 17::ca: ,:. 

QIJf.f;T I 
rl•~RIH I) l'fONf. 

,C- ONI': 

I IC 
Pit N !ii). 00 

6. 16 
2.9C 

17.~C 

2 35 
JW.J) li'.J. 65 

11. 99 
!i.7? 

:JI. 37 

3 27 
HI\X •J2. 19 

•J.25 
.,. <·6 

=w>. r.'> 

4 212 
S/\Hf. 48. 18 

72.60 
:J!i.84 
:i::!12. 

TOTAL 292 
48.26 

('IJl•:~:TION JUJ/\VO: I> K-ONf. 
2 

2 
5. !if) 
3.2:J 
o. :1:: 
3. <,•) 

I~ 
1s.aa 
16. I :J 
I. <.!i 
6.66 

II 
17. 1•> 
17. 7•1 

1.0:~ 
6.5'> 

3'J 
8.or, 

(,2. ')I) 
6.4!i 

45.l)'J 

62 
18. 2!i 

4 
II. II 
5.71 
8.66 
4. 17 

II 
16.92 
15.71 
1.62 
7.52 

7 
18.94 
10 . ee 
I. 16 
7.40 

48 
18.91 
68.57 
7.93 

50.91 

78 
11.57 

4 
3-4 

5 
13.89 
6. 17 
9.03 
4.02 

3 
4.62 
3.78 
9.50 
8.70 

•• 15.62 
12.35 

I. 65 
8.57 

63 
14.32 
77.78 
19.41 
!iR.91 

81 
13.39 

5 - U 

5 
13.89 
o.:J3 
8.8:J 
3.57 

5 
7.69 
o.:J:J 
0.83 
6. •t•a 

7 
t8.'J4 
11 .67 
I. 16 
6.35 

43 
9.77 

71.67 
7. II 

43.64 

68 
9.92 

6 
9-16 

2.78 
:J.65 
0. 17 
I. 55 

I 
I.G4 
3. Oti 
9. 17 
2.79 

2 
3. 12 
7.69 
0.33 
2.75 

22 
!J.99 

84.62 
3.64 

10.91 

26 
4.30 

FOR TIJIS CO"TINGENCY TABLE: CBI-SQ = 20. 11 
W.\RN I NG -- ONE OR HORE OF TIIE CELLS ARE ENPTY 

7 
17+ 

I 
2.70 
7. 14 
o. 17 
O.H:l 

e 
0.90 
0.00 
o.+>9 
I. 59 

8 
O.flO 
(,). 00 
0.00 
I. 4U 

I :J 
2 . 'ni 

92.86 
2. 15 

to. tu 

14 
2.31 

TOT/\L 

!l<, 
r;. ')!i 

64 
10.:.n 

-:.~-0 
7:!. 1:1 

P::: 9.3267986 

CH I -SQ S IC" IF I C,\NCE LEVEL', FOR 18 Dt:GREF.S OF FREEDOff 
P(CHI - SQ) = 9.300 9.288 8. l~I) 8.959 ~.925 8.~10 9.085 8.991 

CHI-SQ = 20. 60 22. 88 26 . 1-)1J 28. 98 31. 59 34.8'l) 37. 20 42. :JI 

COL OPTIO"S OLD I 2 3 4 Ii 6 7 8 9 
"EU I 2 3 4 !i 6 7 7 7 



f;OUNT ,, 01sc1r CIT,\TIOftS vs ,\r.F: IN~T ,:.2 

J\l)W f'CT V/\1 .0 

,;,tt l'CT ~UEST( sur.-m I /\CE< n vs QUF:ST< mm- m r.JIJ\ v~ I) : :/\I •I' 

TOT l'<:T l / 2~ / 0') 
,~ 1(1' V/\1. f:/\flPI.E S IZF: = 674 I ·7 : ~;~ ! : I !'i 

~Ul~f;TION I.ml\ v,: I) K- ONE 
mwsT I :t 3 4 5 6 7 

l .'\Ct:« I) NONE 2 3 - 4 r, -u C) - 1(, 17+ 
X- ONI~ TOT/\1, 

I 3 fl 0 0 0 0 0 3 

IC- 21 :t:I00. 0 . (}11) 9 . 00 0 . 90 9.00 0 . 00 0 . GG> o . r,o 
1.02 0. ()I~ 0 . 00 8.00 4t.00 0.00 0. ()(> 

1).50 0 . ()•~ 8 . 00 0 . 08 8 . 00 0 . 00 0 . 0 ~) 
I . ,t.5 o.a, 0.35 0 . 40 8 . 30 0. 13 0. O(, 

2 44 3 14 18 16 8 3 111 
22-2r. 39.64 7.21 12.61 16.22 14.41 7.21 :~. 70 rn. :12 

l!i.92 12. •>t) 20.08 22.22 26.67 30 . 77 ~• -~-3 
7.26 I . 3 :! 2 . 31 2.97 2.64 1.32 o. r,o 

!i!).67 11. a,, 12.82 14.04 10.99 4.76 :! . a6 

3 63 17 24 19 21 8 3 ,r.r, 
26-30 40.65 10.'>7 15.48 12.26 13 . 55 5. 16 1.94 2:,.:m 

21. 50 27. 4:! 34.29 23 . 46 35.ff 30.77 21.4·3 
IIJ . -C·O 2 . RI 3 . 96 3. 14 3.47 1.32 0.50 
7·1.9~ 15. UfJ 17.90 20 . 72 15 . 35 6.65 :s.:m 

4 59 8 It 19 12 6 2 117 
31-35 G0 . <t•3 6.84 9.40 16.24 18 . 26 5 . 13 I. 71 I'). ~I I 

2@. 14 12.91) l!L 71 23.46 28.ff 23.88 14 . 29 
•>.74 I. :J:! 1.82 3. 14 1.98 0.99 0.33 

5fJ.57 11 . ?7 13.51 15.64 11. 50 5.82 2.70 

5 48 7 7 14 7 3 4 90 
36-40 53 . 33 7.78 7.78 IIJ.66 7.78 3.33 4.44 M . lm 

16.38 11.29 18.00 17.28 11 .67 11. 64 2U.57 
7.92 I. 16 I. 16 2.31 I. 16 8.59 0.66 

43.51 9.21 18 . 40 12 . 83 8.91 3.06 2 . 00 

6 32 II 7 6 2 I I 60 
41-45 53.33 18. 3:1 I 1.67 10.90 3.33 1.67 1.67 9 . 99 

11} . 92 17 . 7 ·1 19 . 00 7.41 3.33 3.85 7 . 14 
!'i.28 I. 8 :! I. 16 0 . 99 8.33 0. 17 0. 17 

29 . 01 6. 14 6 . 93 n . 02 5.94 2.57 1.39 

7 28 3 5 2 I 8 0 31 
46-50 (;4. 62 9.68 16 . 13 6.45 3.23 0.88 0.00 5. 12 

6.83 4.8·1 7.14 2.47 1.67 0.89 0 . 80 
3 . 30 9 . 51) 9.83 0 . 33 •. 17 8.99 0 . 00 

M . 99 3. 17 3 . 58 4 . 14 3 . 07 I. 33 0.72 

8 17 6 2 2 • • I 28 
111-68 6CJ . 71 21.43 7. 14 7.14 •••• • ••• 3.57 •l.62 

5.88 9.68 2.86 2.47 8 . CJ8 8.ff 7. 14 
2.81 8.99 8.33 0.33 8 . 80 8.ff 8. 17 

13 . 54 2 . AA 3 . 23 3 . 74 2 . 77 1.28 0.65 



COtfflT , ruse rr CIT,\TIONS VS ,,f;F: lfl~T 42 
R•Hi l'CT VAi.it (CONT.) 
c•n. l'CT QUEST( SUC-Q) I 1'GE( n vs QUF.ST( STJB-m BR1'V( I) 1 :/\Ill' 
T•ff rcT l/21/ H') 
I': l{I' V1'l. SAPWl.E S IZF, = 674 17: :aa: 1:. 

ClJF:f:TION """ v, I) K-O"F: 
fltJf.ST I 2 :.J 4 5 6 7 

l.'\f:F.( I) NONE 2 3-4 r, -- n 9 - If, 17+ 
,:- or,i-: TOTI\L 

9 7 2 8 I 
60+ 6:J.64 rn. rn 8.80 9.8') 

2.3? 3.:n 8.00 1.23 
I. 16 0. :;:l 0.00 0. 17 
!i. 32 I . I :J 1.27 1.47 

TOT1'L 293 62 70 01 
•18.35 10.2:J ll.ft5 13.37 

I 
9.fJ9 
1.67 
0.17 
, . ,;>9 

68 
9.')0 

8 
0.00 
0.00 
0 . 01'} 
o.<•7 

26 
,t,. 2') 

FOR TIIIS CONTINGENCY TABLE: CRI-SQ = !i4.02 
W:\NHNG -- ONE on PJOllE OF THE CELLS /\HE El'IPTY 

0 
o.,m 
(). (/0 
0. OG) 
() . =~~; 

CIII -SQ SIGN If I C,\NCE LEVF,LS FOR 48 DEGREF.S or Fr.EE.DOM 

11 
I. B:! 

P<Clll-~;Q) = 0.:lOO 0.20'-t 8. 11)1} 8.059 ~.025 8.0H> 0.005 0.0~t 
CIII - St! = 52.70 al>.04 60.1!1} 64.U3 68.5~~ 12.·,:~ 75.97 a2.:i2 

ROH OPTIOffS OLD 
rmu 

COL OPTIONS OLD 
NEtt 

2 3 4 a 6 7 0 9 10 II 12 13 
2 3 4 a 6 7 0 8 9 9 9 9 

2 3 4 a 6 7 0 9 
2 3 4 a 6 7 7 7 

I]' 
r, 
----.. 



COUffT I Dl~C Ir C IT,\TIOftS vs EDUCATIOft LEVF.L INST 43 
R'lW l'CT V/\1.U 
C•>L l'CT QUEST( SU'C-Q) rmuc( I) vs QUEST(SIJn-n, r.TIAW I) tl/\111' 
TfH l'CT l/24/H9 
r.xr V/\L SI\HPLF. SIZF. = 674 H:~m : 1:; 

~IJE~-:TION RIii\ V( I) K-ONF. 
Ollf.ST 1 :! :, 4 G 6 7 

F.DUC< I > NONE 2 3-4 r,-u 9-16 17+ 
,c- orm TOT/\L 

I 9 :J I I 0 16 
l-6TII 56.25 18. 7!i 6.25 6.25 8.00 6.25 6 . 25 :~.64 

:J.07 4.'>2 1.43 I. 23 0.,)0 3.85 7. 14 
I. ~-9 0 . 5•~ 0. 17 0. 17 0.00 0. 17 0. 17 
7.75 I. 61 1.85 2. 14 l.li9 0.69 o. ~J7 

2 6 I 3 I 2 I 0 14 
7TH •J2.86 7.H 21.4:J 7. 14 14.29 7. 14 0.00 :! . :JI 

2.05 I. 6•J 4.29 1.23 3 . :J3 3.05 0.00 
CJ.99 9. 17 8.50 0. 17 9.!)3 o. 17 0.00 
6.7C I. -t, I 1.62 1.87 1.39 0.60 o.:J2 

3 24 Ii 3 4 2 0 39 
8TH 61.54 12.8:~ 7.69 10.26 G. 13 2.56 0.90 <, . 4,5 

8. I? 8.2•J 4.29 4.94 3 . :J:J 3.85 0.00 
:J.97 0.0:J 0.50 0.66 0.:J3 0. 17 o. 0~) 

IB. 8<) 3. '}:J 4.51 5.22 3 . 67 1.60 0.90 

4 14 !l 4 5 4 3 I 36 
.9TII 38.69 13.0•J I I. 11 13.89 I I. II 0.33 2.70 a.-,r, 

·•· 78 8.2~ 6.71 6. 17 6.67 11. 54 7. 14 
2.31 9. r.:J 9.66 0 . 83 9.66 0.58 0. 17 

17.43 3. 6:J 4. 17 4.82 3.57 I. 65 0.03 

5 15 :J 9 5 3 3 I 39 
10TH 38.46 7.69 23.98 12.82 7.69 7.69 2.56 6.4•5 

5. 12 4. '>2 12.86 6. 17 6.89 11. 64 7.14 
2. <t,B 9. 51J 1.49 8.83 8.IJ8 8.58 9. 17 

lfJ. Bl) 3. '}:) 4.51 5.22 3.87 1.68 0.99 

6 16 !i 5 7 7 3 1 44 
11TH 36.36 11. 3fJ 11. 36 16.91 15.91 6.02 2.27 7.27 

5.46 8.2f.t 7. 14 8.64 11.67 11. 54 7. 14 
2.64 9 . 0:J 9.83 I. 16 I. 16 0.59 0. 11 

21. 31 4. ·•·• ~.09 5.89 4.:J6 1.89 1.02 

7 70 let 12 13 12 4 4 126 
n.s . 56.90 8.0ft 9.60 18.48 9.69 3.29 3.29 29.66 

2:J.89 16 . 3'> 17. 14 16.85 29 . ff 15.38 20.67 
11. 57 I. 611 1.98 2. 15 1.98 8.66 0.66 
6CJ.54 12.6ft 14.46 16.74 12.48 5.37 2.69 

8 12 2 I 2 2 • • 19 
FRF.SH 63. 16 1e.n 5.26 18.53 19.53 ··" .... 3. 14 

4 . 18 3.28 1.43 2.47 3.33 ··" ..... 
1.98 9.3:J •. 17 9.33 8.33 ··" 9.89 
9.28 1.92 2.20 2.54 1.88 9.82 8.44 



COtfflT Ill n1sc1r c1T,\T10ftS vs EDUCATION U:VF.L INST 4:J 

ROtl rc:T V/\1.0 ( COfff . ) 

C•)l, rcT QUF.ST( SUP,- {!) EDUC< I) vs our.sn sun- ~> nllt\V( I) /l/\111' 

Tiff rc:T l/2~/ WJ 

l~'W \' /\I. f;/\tWLF. S IZF. = 674 17 : :1:; : I a 
~Hf.~TION P.llt\V ~ I) K- ONF. 

~!If.ST I :~ 3 4 r, 6 7 
r.ouc;c I) NOHf. 2 3 - 4 r, -- a ')- I(, 17+ 

,:-orrr-: TOT/\1. 

') 15 ~ 0 I 2 :'.O 

~OPII 75 . 00 0.0•t 0.00 5.00 ti.fl0 :..00 10 . OC> :1. : : I 

!i . 12 0 . 0!,) 0.00 1.23 I . 67 ::.na M . :!.') 

:.! . ~-U 0 . C·)•1> 0 . 00 o. 17 0. 17 <>. 17 o. :n 
., . 6') 2 . 0:~ 2. !I I 2.60 I . •)U o.u~ o.<·~• 

IO 9 2 8 2 I • 0 14 
Jflll M,.2? 14 . 2') 0.00 14.29 7. I~ 0.00 0 . 00 :! . :11 

:J.07 3 . 28 0.00 2.47 I .67 0 . 00 () . 00 
I . ,t.C) 0 . a :J 0.80 9 . 33 8. 17 o.o,:, () . (,),:) 

6 . 70 I..Z.I 1.62 1.87 I. :J9 0.60 () . :1~ 

II 7 4 I I 2 • • II 
GMO+ fj:J.64 9. ftlJ 9.99 9 . 99 18. 18 0.90 0 . 00 1.n~ 

2.3') 0.tt1J 1.43 1.23 3,:Ja 0.00 0.00 
I. 16 9.0/J 9. 17 0. 17 0.:J3 0 . 00 0.00 
!i . 3:1 I. II 1.27 1.47 I. 49 0 . 47 0.25 

12 95 2!J 31 38 23 9 4 :!2a 
GED/SP 42 . 22 I I. II 13.78 16.89 19.22 4 . •• 1.70 37. 19 

:J2. 4'·2 49.'}8 44.29 46.91 38.33 34.62 20.57 
15 . 70 4. l:J 5 . 12 6 . 28 3.00 1.49 0.66 
:t:108. 22.'1? 26.03 30. 12 22.31 9.67 5.21 

rn I 4 • I I • • 3 
UNK 33 . 33 ··" .... 33.33 33.33 0 . •• 9.00 0.50 

0.34 ··" •••• 1.23 1.67 0.09 0.00 
0. 17 •. ftlJ .... 0 . 17 •. 17 0 . ff 9.00 
1.45 8.31J 9.35 9.40 0.30 0. 13 0 . 06 

TOTAL 293 61 78 81 69 26 14 605 
48 . 43 19 . ft8 11.57 13 . 39 9.1}2 4.30 2 . 31 

FOR 11118 COftTINCEftCY TABLE: CBI-SQ = 62.38 p = 0.7835532 
W.\nH1-..c -- o-..E OR l'IORE OF THE CELLS ARE El'IPTY 

CHI-SQ 81CHIFIC.\1'CE LEVF.LS FOR' 72 DECREES OF FREEDOft 
P<CHI-SQ) " 0 . 300 't.209 e. IIJCJ 9.959 0.02G 9.910 0.00G 0.901 

CHI-SQ = 77.85 81.98 87.63 92.46 96.06 182.IJU 105.60 113. 30 

ROW OPTIO"S OLD I 2 3 .. IJ 6 7 8 9 •• II 12 13 14 Hi 16 17 18 19 29 21 22 23 24 
ftEW I I I I I I 2 3 .. G 6 7 0 9 I ft 10 I I I I I I I I 13 12 12 12 

COL OPTIORS OLD 2 3 4 IJ 6 7 8 9 
nr.w 2 3 4 Ii 6 7 7 7 



COlfflT , o,~c,r CIT,\TIONS vs SEX IN2-T 44 
Jl()W l'CT V/\1 . 1 ► 

1;01.. l'CT QUEST( ~UTI- Q> LSEX< I) VS QUF.ST(SIJB- Q) r.Ot\V( I) f;/\1 H' 
TOT rcT I / :~-, / H') 
,~xr V/\L St\rWLF. SIZE = 674 17: :e:: : 1:. 

QUE~:TION BHt\V( I) ,C- ONF. 
~tlf:ST I 2 3 4 5 6 7 

ua::Em I) NOTH': 2 3 - 4 (i - 0 9- If, 17+ 
>:- ONE TOT/\1, 

I 283 62 69 88 IJ7 26 14 !;•> I 
rtt\Lf. 47.8& , ...... , 11.68 13.54 9.64 .c:-.+o 2.:J7 97. :-. :~ 

96.5') * IOlt. 98 . 57 98.77 95.1)0 ~~ 100. ,:, 100. 
•f.•',.70 10. :!:J 11. 39 t:J.28 9.-11 4.29 2 . :I I 
:1::!35. 60. ·f•7 68.27 79.00 50. !i I . 2::i . 36 I~:. <,ti 

2 10 9 I I 3 • 8 rn 
FEl'IJ\LE 66.67 .. .,,. 6.67 6.67 28 . CJ0 8.90 0.90 :!.<t·U 

:J . ,c. I 9. •~ll 1.43 1.23 6.1)0 t).80 O.tm 
1.65 0. tt•J 8. 17 8. 17 8.!i0 0.90 0.00 
7 . 2::i I . G:J I. 73 2.00 I. ·19 0 . 64 o.:;r. 

TOTAL 2?3 62 70 01 68 26 14 .-,06 
48 . ~"i 1e.2:J 11. 55 13.37 9.90 4.29 2.:ll 

FOR THIS CONTINCENCY TABLE: CHI-SQ = 6 . 07 r ,: 0. 414fl814 
W.\llfl I NG -- ONE OR NORE OF THE CELLS ARE El"IPTY 

CHI-SQ SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS FOR 6 DEGREES OF FREEDOl'I 
P( CHI - SQ) = 0 . 308 tt.289 8 . rn0 8.858 0.02::; 9.910 0 . 005 0.001 

CHI-SQ = 7.23 8 . 56 10. <,9 12.60 14 . <l•O 16.00 10 . 50 22. <·6 

COL OPTIONS OLD I 2 3 + IJ 6 7 8 9 
NEW I 2 3 4 Ii 6 7 7 7 



COUftT , DISCIP CIT,\TIONS vs 1 J,ST I TIJT IOft tnST 4:i 

now PCT V/\1.H 

Cl.)L PCT QUE.<;;T( SUB--Q) INST( I) VS QUF.ST( SIJB--Q) Jml\V( I) : :/\Iii' 

TOT rcT 
l/24/ll') 

f.XI' VI\L Sl\fWLE S I ZE = 674 17 : :in: '" 
(Wf.STION BIii\ V( I) X--ONE 

OHF.ST I 2 :l 4 5 <, 7 

INST< I) rmrm 2 3--4 r,-u ')- I<, 17+ 

>:- Ofll~ TOTI\L 

I I? I 5 ♦ 4 3 3 39 

CTU 48.72 2. 5r, 12.02 18 . 26 18.26 7 . 69 7 . 6? c',. ,:.(, 

6 . 6:; I.<, I 7. 14 4.94 6.67 I I . 64 ~ I .,:.:a 

:J. 15 t) , 17 8.0:1 0.66 9.66 0.50 o. r.e> 
18.7~ ,f,. (~•~ 4.52 (i.2:1 3.87 1.68 {) . 90 

2 21 I + 2 2 8 0 30 

Frll 7/J.OO• 3.3:l 13.33 6.67 6.67 0.80 0 . 90 •:-.en 
7.22 I.<, I 5.71 2. ♦7 3.33 0.00 0.80 
:J.<C-8 8.17 8.66 8.33 8.:J3 0.80 0.00 

l·f·. <·5 3.-.a 3. ,C,8 ♦ .82 2.')0 1.29 0.70 

3 74 16 22 18 0 8 2 MO 

IPIR li0.00 18.RI 14.86 12. 16 5.41 G.41 1.35 2-:- . r.0 
2!i.+3 25.01 31.,C.3 22.22 13 . :13 30.77 14.29 
12 . 25 2.'1!i 3.64 2.98 1.32 1.32 0. :13 
71.30 15. I') 17. 15 19.85 14. 78 6 . 37 3 . 4:1 

.. 54 20 18 33 29 8 3 la(, 

ISP !H.62 12.82 11.64 21. 15 12.82 G. 13 1.92 25.113 
18.56 32.26 25.71 49.74 33.:)3 38.77 21.43 
8.94 3.31 2.98 6.46 3.31 1.32 0.50 

7!i. 16 16 ... 1 18.88 28 . 92 15.1;8 6.72 3.62 

5 13 I I I 2 9 9 18 
JBC 72.22 5.56 5.56 5.56 I I. II 8.ff 0.88 2.98 

4.47 1.61 1.43 1.23 3.33 •••• 0.ff 
2. 15 9. 17 9. 17 9.17 9.:13 8.88 0.99 
8.67 I.D!i 2.8~ 2.41 1.79 8.77 0.42 

6 29 Ht 19 7 9 3 3 71 
PICC 44.85 H. •a 14.98 9.86 12.68 4.23 4.23 11. 75 

9.97 16. 1:J 14.29 8.64 15.89 I 1.54 21.43 
4.80 f.66 1.66 I. 16 1.49 8.68 0.58 

34.21 7.2'> 8.23 9 . 52 7.85 3.86 1.65 

7 29 5 6 8 4 3 9 5G 
l'f,U 52 . 73 · 9. •9 18.91 14.H 7.27 6.45 9.ff 9. 11 

9.97 8.96 8.57 9.88 6.67 11.54 8.88 
4.89 8.0.1 8.99 1.:12 •. 66 8.H 9.98 

26.58 5.<,IJ 6.37 7.38 11.46 2.37 1.27 

8 8 8 9 I 3 8 8 12 
IUV 66.67 ··" .... 8.33 25.ff 9.ff ··" 1.99 

2.75 • • • 4 •. 88 1.23 5.88 8.ff 8.88 
1.32 •.• 0 8.99 8. 17 •. 58 8.ff 9.89 
5.78 1.2:J 1.39 I. 61 I. 19 8.52 8.28 



COtmT 
R<>H PCT 

" JHSCIP CIT,\TIOftS VS INSTITITTIO" INST 
V/\1.U 

45 
(CONT.) 

l))L l'CT c;HW,ST( ~IIB-Q) INST( 
T•)T PCT 

I) VS QUF,ST( SJJB- Q) r.UI\V( I) S/\rll' 

EXP V1'1. 

~llf.ST 
INST( I) 

X- Oflf·: 

I 
NONE 

9 •• 
O"'< ')I}. 91 

:J.44 
I. 66 
!i.30 

10 13 
RIV 68.42 

4 . 47 
2. 15 
?. 15 

II IO 
I\HC 62.50 

:J . 44 
1.66 
7.71 

12 11 
Willi 37.93 

:J.78 
1.82 

l:J.97 

TOTAL 291 
40. 18 

f:I\HPLE SIZE = 
QUEST ION BIi/\ V< I) 

674 

4 :! 3 

9.J)'> 
I. 61 
•. 17 
I . I :J 

I 
5.26 
1.61 
•. 17 
I. 9!i 

:J 
18. 7!i 
4.8-1 
8.51J 
I. 64 

!) 

18.34 
4 . 84 
8 . 51J 
2.')8 

62 
18.26 

2 

0 
9.90 

•••• 9.00 
1.27 

2 
18.83 
2.86 
8.33 
2.29 

8 
8.88 
8.98 
8.88 
1.85 

2 
6.99 
2 . 86 
8.33 
3.36 

78 
11 . 59 

3 - 4 

8 
0 . 88 
8.89 
0 . 88 
I. 40 

2 
18.53 
2.47 
8.33 
2.55 

2 
12.58 
2.47 
8.33 
2. 15 

3 
18.34 
3.78 
8.58 
3.89 

81 
13 . 41 

x-onE 
5 

!l- 8 

8 
8.48 

··" 8.49 
I. IJ9 

9 
9 . ff 
9.09 
9.e8 
1.89 

I 
6.25 
1.67 
9. 17 
1.69 

7 
24 .•• 
11.67 
I. 16 
2.88 

69 
9.93 

6 
9 - 16 

9 
9.99 
0 . 89 
0.08 

. 0.47 

9 
9.98 
9.88 
8.88 
0 . 02 

9 
9.90 
0.99 
8.99 
0.69 

I 
3.45 
3.00 
8 . 17 
1.25 

26 
4 . 30 

FOR TIIIS COftTINCEftCY TABLE: CBI-SQ= 06.92 
W.\RN I NG - - ONE OR PIORE OF THE CELLS /\HE El'IPTY 

7 
17+ 

0 
0.0(> 
O.Gfh 
0.01h 
0.25 

5 . 26 
7.M 
0. 17 
9 . 44 

• e .8e 
9 . 09 

•••• 0 . 37 

2 
6 . 99 

14.29 
9 . 33 
0 . 67 

14 
2.32 

l/24/ H9 
17::ta : 1r. 

TOT/\L 

II 
1.02 

19 
3. rn 

16 
2.,,a 

29 
4.00 

604 

P = C,.0495986 

CHI-SQ SIGNIFICAftCE LEVELS FOR 66 DECREES OF FI\F.EOOn 
P(CRI-SCU = 0.a08 8.209 9 . lttfJ 9.959 8.025 9.010 9 . 905 0.001 

CIII-SQ = 71.59 7!J.47 80.•n 85 . 62 89.05 94 . BU 98 . 36 IG5.79 

ROW OPTIONS OLD I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 II 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 29 21 22 
NEW 8 0 I 9 8 8 2 9 3 4 5 0 6 7 n 9 0 8 0 10 II 12 

COL OPTIONS OLD I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 
NEW I 2 3 4 5 6 7 7 7 



COlfflT 
n,w rcT 

,, DISCIP CITATIOftS VS RECLI\SS REASOft IN~T 
V/\1.0 

46 

Cl.JI, l'(:T QUEST< Slffi-Q) CUL',( I) vs QUfBT( SIJB-Q) nnAV( I) N/\111' 
TOT l'CT 
I~ \{J' VI\ I , 

Qut:f:T 
f:LRS< I) 

X- ONE 

I 
NONE 

I 43 
IIUT !JI.Bl 

l ·t . 68 
7. IO 

•1-•} . 13 

2 IOI 
YEl\n !JI. 01 

~H.47 
ll'j.67 
'>!;.73 

3 1(,9 
RECLI\S 4:, . Bf. 

!il}.Ca 
2·J. fj') 
*157. 

TOTAL 293 
48.35 

f:I\HPLE SIZE = 
e UEST ION 8111\ V•: I) 

674 

:.! :J 

II} 
12 . .,!i 
16 . l:J 

I. 6!i 
O. •I,') 

2:J 
11. 62 
37 . IIJ 

3 . H•} 
20.26 

2'} 
o.•>:! 

46.77 
4.7') 

33.2!i 

62 
••. 2:J 

2 

12 
14 . 46 
17. 14 

1.90 
9.69 

29 
19. 19 
28 . 57 
3.30 

22 . r.7 

38 
11. 69 
54.29 
6.27 

37.54 

79 
11.55 

4 
3-4 

9 
10.84 
I I. II 

1.4') 
11 . 99 

26 
13 . 13 
32. 19 
4.29 

26.47 

46 
14. 15 
IJ6.79 

7.IJ9 
43.44 

81 
13.37 

K-ONE 
5 

5-0 

0 
9.64 

13.:)3 
t.32 
8.22 

16 
8.00 

26.67 
2.64 

19.69 

36 
11 . 00 
69 . 08 

5 . 'J4 
32. 10 

6 
9-16 

9 
0.90 
0.88 
0 . 00 
a.66 

8 
4.9-1 

39.77 
1.32 
8.!Ht 

18 
6.54 

69 . 23 
2.97 

13.94 

26 
4.29 

FOR mis CONTINGENCY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 19.33 
W,\Rft INC -- ONE OR HORE OF THE CELLS ARE EPIPTY 

7 
17+ 

1.20 
7 . M 
o . 17 
I . '):! 

4 
2.0~~ 

2U.5 'l 
(). 6(, 
4 . a7 

9 
2.77 

64 . 2'> 
1 . 4'-} 
7.51 

14 
2 . 31 

l/24/H9 
17 : :JO: 15 

TOT/\L 

198 
3:~.<,7 

:J25 
5:l . (,3 

P = 6.5873995 

CHI-SQ SICftlFICANCE LEVELS FOR 12 DECREES or FREEDOft 
P(CHI-SQ) = 9 . 309 9.299 8 . 100 9.959 8.825 9 .• 18 9.995 9.9DI 

CHI-SQ= 14.00 l!J.80 18.!i~ 21.99 23 . 30 26 . 20 20.39 32 . 91 

COL OPTIOftS OLD 
NElf 

2 3 4 R 6 7 8 9 
2 3 4 !i 6 7 7 7 



COtmT DISCIP VIOLE"CE VS PRIOR RECORD l"ST 19 
ROW PCT V/\1.J) 

COL PCT QUEST(SUB-Q) VIOL< I) VS QUE.~T( SUB-Q) PREC( I) Sl\l'IP 
TOT PCT 1/24/89 
EXP VI\L SAIIPLE SIZE = 674 (J: ?: Ht 

QUESTIO" PREC( I) X-O"E 
QUF:ST I 2 :J 4 

VIOL( I) Q.3- A Q.3- 0 Q.3-C Q.3-D 
X- ONE TOTAL 

I 49 , 37 1 IJ 299 292 
"ONF. 13 . 79 12.67 ll. 14 68.49 48 . 26 

43.48 54 . 41 25.86 51.68 
6 . 61 6. 12 2.48 33.96 

44.49 32 . R2 27.99 *186, 

2 9 I 9 12 13 
LEV-I 9 . 99 1 7.69 9.99 92.31 2. 15 

9 . 99 1.47 9.99 3. 19 
9.99 9 . 17 9.99 1.98 
1.98 1.46 1.25 8.32 

3 17 2 II 32 116 
LEV-2 38.36 3.117 8.93 57. 14 9.26 

18 . 48 2.94 8.62 8.27 
2.81 9.33 8.83 IS. 29 
8.52 6.29 11.37 3ll.82 

• 19 6 4 44 64 
LEV-3 ltl.62 9.37 6.25 68.75 19.118 

19 . 87 8.82 6 . 99 11.37 
1.65 9.99 9.6f; 7.27 
9 . 73 7 . 19 6. 14 49.94 

5 II 13 7 45 76 
LEV-4 14.47 17. 11 9.21 H.21 12.116 

11. 96 19. 12 12 .• 7 11.63 
1.02 2.15 I. 16 7.44 

11 . 56 8.54 7.29 48.61 

6 II .. 12 39 IU 
u:v-s 9.89 7.84 23 . IS3 58.82 8.43 

5 . 43 8.08 29.69 7.711 
9.83 9.66 1.98 4.96 
7 . 76 5.73 4.89 32.62 

7 7 3 8 18 36 
LEV-6 19 . 44 8.33 22.22 H.H II. 911 

7.61 4.41 13.79 4.611 
I. 16 9 . 118 1.32 2.98 
11.47 4.95 3.45 23.93 



COUftT DISCIP VIOLENCE VS 
ROW PCT 

PRIOR RECORD 

COL PCT QUF.ST( SUD-Q) VIOL< 
TOT PCT 

I) VS QUF.ST< SUB-Q) PREC< 1) S,\MI' 

f.XP VAi, 

QUf.ST 
V IOU I) 

X- ONt: 

n 
u :v-7 

I 
Q.3-,\ 

2 
11 . 76 
2. 17 
8 . 33 
2.59 

S,\PIPLF. SIZE = 
QUES"fl Off PRF:C( I) 

674 

2 a 
Q!J-8 Q:l-C 

2 7 
11. 76 ♦ I. 1B 
2.94 12.87 
., . :l:l I. 16 
I. 91 1.6:l 

4 
Q..'l-D 

6 
35.29 

1.55 
8.99 

I0.87 

K-OffE 

TOTAL 

17 
2.01 

TOTAL 92 68 50 387 685 
15.21 11 . 24 9.59 63.97 

19 
(CONT . ) 

1/24/ R? 
n: •,: 10 

FOR 11118 COffTINCENCY TI\BLE: CRI-SQ = 68. ♦2 P = 0.8890221) 
Wi\MINC - - ONE OR PIORF. or TRE CELLS ARE EPIPTY 

CIII-SQ SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS FOR 21 DECREF.S OF FRF.F:OON 
P< CHI - SQ) = 8.308 8.288 •. 108 8.859 8.925 9.819 9.9ff5 9.ffftl 

CHI - SQ = 23.90 26.28 29.68 32.79 35.59 38.99 41.4ft 46.09 

ROW OPTIONS OLD 2 :J · 4 5 6 7 8 9 19 II 12 
NEW 2 3 ♦ 5 6 7 8 8 0 0 8 



COUffT DISCIP VIOLEnCF. VS DISCIP RF:CEIVED rnsT 16 

ROW rcT VM.I) 
COL rcT QUF.STC SUB-Q) VIOL( I) VS QUF$TC SUB-Q > DISC( I) SI\Ml' 
TOT PCT l/24/09 
f,XJ' VI\L S,\PIPLE SIZE = 674 n: '): 10 

QUl~STIO" DISC( I) X-O"E 
QUF.ST I 2 3 4 

V IOLC I) Q9-,\ Q9-8 Q9-C 09-D 
X- ONE TOTAL 

I 13 . 13 39 225 298 
noNr. 4.48 4.48 13.45 77.59 48. 17 

21.67 29 . 55 35. 14 38. 14 
2. 16 2. 16 6. 46 37.30 

28.98 21.28 53.47 *l06. 

2 • 8 I 12 13 
LEV-I 8.88 ; 8.88 7.64> 92.31 2. 16 

9.89 8.89 9.9tt 3. 18 
8 . 00 9 . 08 8. 17 1.99 
1.30 8.95 2.40 8.36 

3 6 3 9 38 66 
LEV-2 18.71 5.36 16.87 67.86 9.38 

18.88 6.82 8.11 9.82 .... 8.58 1.50 6.31 
5.50 4.99 18.33 36.88 

4 6 4 14 48 64 
U:V-3 9.37 6.25 21.87 62.5ft 19.63 

18.88 9.89 12.61 18.34 
1.89 8.66 2.33 6.64 
6.38 4.68 11.08 41. 14 

3 5 6 211 39 75 
LEV-4 6.67 8.88 33.33 52.89 12.46 

8.33 13.64 22.52 18.88 
8.83 1.88 4. Ill 6.48 
7.48 5.48 13.83 48.21 

6 13 8 12 18 St 
LEV-5 25.49 111.69 23.53 35.29 8.47 

21.67 18. 18 18.81 ♦ .65 

2. 16 1.33 1.99 2.99 
5.88 3.73 9.40 32.79 

7 12 6 7 ti 36 
LEV-6 33.33 16.67 19.4♦ 38.56 11.98 

28.89 13.6♦ 6.31 2.84 
1.99 .... I. 16 1.83 
3.59 2.63 6.64 23.14 



COtfflT DISCIP VIOLEl'fCE VS 
ROW PCT 

DISCIP RF.CEIVED lftST 
V/\1.U 

COi . PCT QUFST< Slffl-Q) VIOL< I) VS QUF-',T{ SUB-Q> DISC< I > Si\Ml' 
1'0T PCT 
f.Xl' V,\1, 

QUf.ST 
VIOi.< I> 

X- Ol'fF. 

I 
09-A 

n 5 
Lf.V- 7 29. 4 I 

8.33 
9.83 
f.69 

TOTAL 69 
9.97 

S,\l'IPLE SIZE = 
uur~~TIOl'f DISC{ I) 

674 

2 :J 
09-n Q9 - 1; 

.. 
23 . 53 

9 . 99 
9 . 66 
f. 24 

44 
7.31 

4 
23.53 

3 . 69 
9.66 
3. 1:J 

111 
18.44 

.. 
Q9-D 

4 
23.53 

1.93 
9.66 

19.93 

387 
64.29 

X-ONF. 

TOTAL 

17 
2.02 

692 

16 
{CONT.) 

l/24/ fl') 
n: '>: 10 

FOR TiflS COl'fTll'fCEl'fCY TABLE: CHI-SQ : 113.52 
WARNll'fC -- ONE OR PIORF. OF THE CELLS ARE El'IPTY 

P = 0.9900159 

COi-SQ SICftlFICANCf: LEVF:LS FOR 21 DECREES or FREF.DO" 
P<CRI-SQ) = 9.399 9.299 e. 199 9.959 9.025 9.919 9.0•J5 9.001 

CHI-SQ= 23.99 26.29 . 29 . 69 32.79 35 . 59 30.90 41.40 46.110 

ROW OPTIOl'fS OLD 
NEW 

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 II 12 
2 3 4 5 6 7 8 8 8 8 R 



COUl'fT DISCIP VIOLEftCE VS PSYCHOTIC SYPIPTOl'IS lftST IR 
ROW rcT V /\I.I, 
COL PCT QUEST(SUR-Q) VIOL( I) VS QUEST<SUB-Q) PSYC( I) ~Mfl' 
TOT PCT l/24/ R'> 
f.Kr V/\1. S,\f'IPLE SIZE = 674 O: '): 10 

QUESTION PSYC( I) K-OftE 
our.ST I 2 

VIOL< I , ftOftE YES 
X- ONE TOTAL 

I 291 2 293 
NONF: 99.32 9.60 48.35 

49.41 11. 76 
48.92 9.33 
*204. 8.22 

2 13 9 13 
Lf.V-1 *189. I 9 . 88 2. l!i 

3'. 21 e.08 
2. 15 8 . 88 

12.64 9.36 

3 53 3 56 
Lf.V-2 94.64 11.36 9.24 

9.88 17.65 
8.75 8.58 

54.43 1.57 

.. 61 3 64 
LEV-3 98.31 4.69 18.56 

19.36 17.65 
19.87 8.118 
62.28 1.89 

, 75 I 76 
LEV-4 98.68 1.32 12.64 

12.73 5.88 
12.38 9. 17 
73.87 2. 13 

6 49 2 51 
LEV-5 96.98 3.92 8 . 42 

8.32 11. 76 
8.99 9.33 

49.57 1.43 

7 33 3 36 
LEV-6 91.67 8.33 5.94 

D.69 17.65 
1.45 9.H 

3♦ .99 1.81 



COUl'IT DISCIP VIOLENCE VS 
ROW PCT 

PSYCHOTIC SYPIPTI)l'IS l"ST 
Vi\1.1) 

18 
(CONT.) 

COi . PCT QUF.STf SUB-Q) V IOU I) VS QUEST( SUB-Q) PSYC( I) Si\ffi' 
TOT PCT 
r,xr Vi\L 

QIJf.ST 
V IOU I> 

X- ONE 

I 
NO"E 

n 14 
Lf,V- 7 82. 35 

2.30 
2 . 3 1 

16 . 52 

TOTAL 589 
97 . 19 

S,\PIPLE SIZE = 
QUESTIO" PSYC( I) 

2 
YF.S 

3 
17.65 
17.65 
9.50 
9 . 48 

17 
2 . 81 

TOTAL 

17 
2.01 

6e6 

674 
x-o"r. 

FOR TRIS COftTINGEftCY TI\BLE: CHI-SQ• 26.el 
WMU'flNG -- ONE OR PIORF. OF THE CELLS ARE EPIPTY 

l/24 / fl'} 
n: ?: 10 

P = 0.9005085 

CHI-SQ SIGftlFICANCE LEVELS FOR· 7 DEGRF.ES OF FRF.F:D01'1 
P(CRI-SQ) = 9.399 9.299 8 . 188 9 . 95e 9.925 . e.919 0.0q5 9.ffAI 

CHI-SQ = 8.38 9.09 12.99 14 . 19 16.00 18.59 29 . :10 24 . :12 

ROW OPTIONS OLD 
NEW 

2 3 4 8 6 7 . 8 9 19 II 12 
2 3 , • 5 6 7 o o n o o 

COL OPTIOftS OLD 2 3 
NF.W 2 2 



COtmT DISCIP V IOLEffCE VS P ,\RJ\ffO ID· lffST I 9 
ROW PCT VM.O 
COL PCT QUEST( SUD- Q) VIOL( I) VS QUEST< RUB-Q) PffOD( I) SMn' 
TOT PCT l/24/ R'> 
f.XP VI\L S,\PIPLE Sill = 674 n: I): I 0 

QUESTIOff Pl'fOO( I) X- ONF. 
QUF.ST I 2 

VIOL< I) nont: YF.S 
X- ONF. TOTAL 

I 287 6 293 
NONf. 97 . 95 2 . 95 48.3;, 

48 . 64 37.59 
47.36 8.99 
*285. 7.74 

2 13 9 13 
LEV-I *199. 9.99 2. 15 

2.29 9.09 
2. 15 9 . 99 

12 . 66 9.34 

3 55 I 56 
LEV-2 98.21 1.79 9.24 

9.32 6.25 
9 . 98 9. 17 

54 . 52 1.48 

4 63 I 64 
LEV-3 98.44 1.56 19.56 

19.68 6.25 
19.49 9.17 
62.31 1.69 

5 74 2 76 
LEV-4 97.37 2 . 63 12.H 

12 . 54 12.58 
12 . 21 8 . 33 
73.99 2 . 81 

6 48 3 51 
LEV-5 94. 12 G.88 8.42 

o. 14 10.75 
7.92 9.58 

49 . 65 1.35 

7 36 9 36 
LEV-6 *199. 9.99 ll.94 

6 . 19 9.ee 
ll.94 8.99 

35.95 8.95 



COUftT DISCIP VIOLEftCE VS 
ROW PCT 

P,\MffOID 

COL PCT QUFST(SUJl- Q) VIOL( I) VS QUFST< SUB-Q) PftOD< I) S/\1'11' 
TOT PCT 
F.XI' V /\L 

QUF.ST 
V IOU I> 

X- ONF. 

0 
u :v-1 

I 
NONE 

14 
82.35 

2 . 37 
2.31 

16.55 

TOTAL 598 
97 . 36 

S,\PIPLE SIZE = 
QUF.STIOft PNOO( I) 

2 
YFB 

3 
17 . 65 
IO. 75 
9.50 
9 . 45 

16 
2.64 

TOTAL 

17 
2.01 

686 

674 
x-onr. 

19 
(CONT.) 

l/24/ 09 
n: 9 : 10 

FOR TRIS COftTlftCEftCY TABLE: CHI-SQ = 19. 16 P = 0.9077104 
WARNING - - ONE OR PIORE OF THE CELLS ARE EPIPTY 

CHI-SQ SICNIFICl\ftC!P; LEVEL..~ FOR 7 DECREES OF FREY.DO" 
P<CRI - SQ) = 8 . 300 0.289 8. 108 8.958 8.925 ~.918 8.0ff5 9.001 

CHI-SQ= 8 . 38 9 . 09 12.09 14.18 16 . 09 18.59 20.:JO 24.:12 

ROW OPTIOffS OLD 
ftEW 

COL OPTIONS OLD 
NEW 

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 18 II 12 
2 3 4 6 6 7 8 8 0 8 0 

2 3 -
2 2 



COURT DISCIP VIOLF.ftCE VS ABUSIVE Jft~T 20 
ROW rr.T VAIJ) 
COL rc:T QUF.ST< SUR-Q) VIOL< 1) VS QUF.,ST( SUB-Q> MUS< I) ~Mil' 
roT PCT l/24/ 0') 
f.XP Vi\L S,\PIPLE SIZE = 674 n: ') : 10 

QUESTIOft AOIJS( I) X-OftF. 
QIJF.ST I 2 

VIOL( I) nonF. YF.S 
X- ONF: TOTAL 

I 288 5 29:J 
rmrn: 98.29 I. 71 48.35 

59.97 12.20 . 
47.52 9.03 
*273. 19.02 

2 13 9 13 
LEV-I *199. · 9.99 2. 15 

2 . 39 8.99 
2. 15 9.90 

12 . 12 8 . 08 

3 61 5 IJ6 
LEV-2 91 . 87 8.93 9.24 

9.83 12.28 
8.42 8.83 

52.21 3.79 

4 69 4 64 
Lf.V-3 93.76 6.211 18. 116 

19.62 9.76 
9.98 9.66 

59.67 4.33 

5 71 6 76 
LEV-4 93.42 6.58 12.64 

12.57 12.28 
11. 72 9.83 
78.86 IL 14 

6 44 7 51 
u:v-5 86.27 13.73 8.42 

7.79 17.97 
7.26 l. ·16 

47 . 55 3.45 

7 26 19 36 
LEV-6 72.22 27.78 5.94 

4.69 24.39 
4.29 1.65 

33.56 2. ♦4 



COtmT DISCIP VIOLEffCE VS 
AOW rt:T 

ABUSIVE lffST 
Vhl ,U 

COi, rcT QUF.ST( SUD-Q) V IOU 
TOT rr.T 

I) VS QUEST< SUB-Q) ABOS< I) SMII' 

r.xr V,\L 

QUF.ST 
VIOL( I) 

X-ONF: 

8 
LF:V-7 

I 
ffOffE 

12 
78.59 

2 . 12 
1.98 

15 . 85 

TOTAL 865 
93.23 

S,\ffl'LE S IZF. = 
QUESTIOff ADUS( I) 

2 
YES 

5 
29.41 
12.29 
ft . R3 
I. 15 

41 
6.77 

TOTAL 

17 
2.81 

696 

674 
X-OffE 

20 
(CONT.) 

1/24/ 09 
O: ? : 10 

FOR 11118 COffTlftGEftCY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 56.21 r = 0.0000000 
WAJ\NlffG -- ONE OR PIORE OF TIIE CELLS ARE EPIPTY 

CHI-SQ SICNIFfCAffCE LEVELS FOR 7 DEGREES OF FRF.F.DO" 
P< CHI-SQ) = 9. 300 9.299 9 . 108 9.958 8.025 8.810 0.0ft5 9 . 0ftl 

CH I - SQ = R.30 9 . 89 12.09 14 . 18 16 . 00 18 . 50 20 . :10 24 . :12 

AOW OPTIONS OLD 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 1ft ll 12 
ftEW · 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 8 0 8 R 



COUftT DISCIP VIOLEftCF. VS I\CCRF...~S I VE INST 21 
ROW rcT V /\I.I) 
COL r~T QUEST(~UO- Q) VIOL( I) VS QUEST( SUB-Q) /\CGR( I) S/\MI ' 
TOT l'CT l/24/ 09 
EXP Vt\L S ,\J'IPLE S I ZE = 674 n: C) : I 0 

QUESTION ACC,0( I) X-OftE 
QUf.ST I 2 

VIOL( I) ftONF. YF.S 
X- ONF. TOT/\L 

I 282 I I 29:1 
,.o,n-: 96.25 3 . 75 40 . 35 

51.99 2tJ.37 
46 . 53 1.82 
*266 . 26. 11 

2 13 9 l:J 
u :v- 1 *199 . 8.99 2. 15 

2 . 36 8 . 99 
2. 15 8.99 

11.84 I. 16 

:) 119 6 56 
LF.V- 2 89.29 18. 71 9.24 

9.96 I I. II 
8 . 25 8 . 99 

51 . 91 4.99 

4 59 II 64 
LEV- 3 92. 19 7 . 81 18.56 

18.69 9.26 
9 . 74 8.83 

58.39 IJ.78 

II 67 9 76 
LEV-4 88. 16 11.84 12.H 

12. I ♦ 16.67 
11. 86 1.49 
69 . 23 6.77 

6 48 II 111 
LEV-5 78.43 21.57 8.42 

7.25 28.37 
6 . 68 1.82 

+6. ♦6 4.54 

7 27 9 36 
LEV-6 711.88 25 . 98 5.9+ 

4 . 89 16.67 
4.46 I. 49 

32.79 3.21 



COU1'T DISCIP VIOLENCE \18 Af'.GRESS I VE IN~T 21 
ROW PCT VALO (CONT.) 
COL. rcT QUEST( Stffi-Q) VIOL( I) VS QUEST(SUB-Q> ACCR( I) SAl'fT' 
TOT rcT l/24/ 0'> 
EXP VAL Si\PIPLE SIZF. = 674 O: ,, : 10 

QUESTION ACf:R( n X-ONF. 
QUF:ST I 2 

V IOU ., NONE YFS 
X- ONI-: TOTAL 

0 14 3 17 
u :v-7 82.35 17.65 2.81 

2.64 IJ.56 
2 . 31 9.59 
15. ♦9 t.51 

TOTAL 1152 tH 696 
91.99 8.91 

FOR THIS CONTIRCERCY TABLE: CBI-SQ C 35. 14 p = 0 . 9900161 
WARNING -- ON[ OR NORE or THE CELLS ARE El'IPTY 

CHI - SQ SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS FOR· 7 DECREES OF f"RF.F.001'1 
P<CHI-SQ> = 9 . 399 e.2•• ..... 9.958 9.025 8.910 0 . 005 9.001 

CHI - SQ = 8 . 38 9.89 12 . 99 14. 19 16.00 18.50 20.~0 24 . :12 

ROW OPTIONS OLD 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 IR II 12 
NEW 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 8 8 8 8 



COUl'fT DISCIP VIOLEftCE VS nnu:ATEIU ftG lftST 24 
ROW rcT VALi) 
COL rcT QUF.,ST(RUfl-Q) VIOL( I) VS QUEST( SU&-Q> TJIRT( I) S/\Hl' 

TOT rcT l/24/ 09 
r.xr V/\1. SAl'IPLE SIZE = 674 n: '): 10 

QUESTIOft TIITTT< I) X-OftE 
our.ST I 2 

VIOi ,( I) ftOftF: YF.S 
X- ONF, TOTAL 

I 282 I I 293 
NONF: 96 . 25 3.75 4R.3!i 

'9.54 22.92 
46.53 I.R2 
*269. 23.21 

2 13 8 13 
u:v-1 *188. 8.88 2. rn 

2.33 8.08 
2. 15 -..ee 

11. 97 1.03 

3 58 6 56 
u :v-2 89.29 18.71 9.2♦ 

8.96 12.58 
8.25 8.99 

51.56 4.44 

4 59 5 64 
LEV-3 92. 19 7.81 18.66 

18.57 19.42 
9.74 9.83 

58 . 93 5.87 

IJ 68 8 76 
LEV-♦ 89.47 18.53 12.64 

12. 19 16.67 
11. 22 1.32 
69.98 6.82 

6 44 7 51 
LEV-!i 86.27 13.73 8.42 

7.89 l ♦ . 58 
7.26 I. 16 

46.96 ♦ .84 

7 38 6 36 
LEV-6 83.33 16.67 5.94 

5.38 12.58 
4.95 8.99 

33. 15 2.05 



COUl'fT DISCIP VIOLEffCE VS 1lfflf:ATEff I ffC lff~T 2♦ 

ROW rcT Vt\U) (CONT.) 
COL PCT QUEST(SUB-Q) VIOL( I) VS QUF.ST< SUB-Q) TRRT( I) Si\l'IJ' 
TOT PCT l/24 / 0') 
f.XP Vi\L f;,\PIPLE SIZE = 674 n: ? : 10 

QUF.STIOff TIITTT( I) K-O"E 
QUF.ST I 2 

VIOU " ffOffE VF$ 
X- ONF. TOTAL 

0 12 5 17 
1,f.V-7 78.59 29.41 2.81 

2 . 15 Ut. ♦2 
1.98 tt. O:J 

15.65 i.:m 

TOTAL 558 48 686 
92.88 7.92 

FOR TRIS COffTINCENCY TABLE: CHI-SQ " 26.38 p = 0.900452'9 
Wt\RNlffC -- OM[ OR PIORE or THE CELLS /\RE EPIPTY 

CHI-SQ SICNIFICMCE LEVF:LS FOR 7 DECREES OF FREF.DOPI 
P(CRI-SQ) = 8.308 8.2ff ···" 8.839 8.92:J ••••• 8.005 8.001 

CHI-SQ = 8.30 9.88 12.88 14. Ut 16.80 18.50 20.!10 24.:12 

ROW OPTIONS OLD 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 •• I I 12 
NEW 2 3 4 ~ 6 7 8 8 8 8 n 



COUffT DISCIP VIOLf:"CF. VS ARGU1'1E"TI\ TI VE l"ST 25 
ROW PCT V 1\1, J) 

COL PCT QUEST( SUD-QJ VIOL( I) VS QUFBT< SUB-Q) I\RGU( 1) Sl\1'11' 

TOT rcT l/24/ 0«. 
EXP VI\L S,utPLE SIZE = 674 n: 1) : 10 

QUF.STIO" I\Rr.U< I) K-O"E 
QUF.ST I 2 

V IOU I) "Ol'fE YF.S 
X- ONE TOTI\L 

I 268 • 25 29:J 
NO"E 91.47 8.53 48.35 

52.94 27.47 
44.22 4. I :J 
*249. 44.08 

2 12 I 13 
LEV- I 92.31 7.69 2. Iii 

2.33 I. 19 
1.98 9. 17 

11 . 85 1.95 

3 46 19 116 
LEV-2 82.14 17.86 9.2+ 

8.93 19.99 
7.59 1.65 

47.59 8.41 

4 54 19 64 
LEV-3 84.37 15.62 19.56 

19.49 19.99 
8.91 1.65 

54.39 9.61 

5 62 14 76 
LEV-4 81.58 18.42 12.54 

12.94 15.38 
19.23 2.31 
64.59 11. 41 

6 37 14 51 
u:v-5 72.55 27.45 8.42 

7. 18 15 . 38 
6. II 2.31 

43.34 7.66 

7 28 8 36 
LEV-6 77.78 22.22 5.94 

5.44 8.79 
4.62 I. 32 

39.59 5.41 



COlfflT DISCIP VIOLENCE Y8 
ROW PCT 

ARCU1'1EIITI\TIVE INST 
VI\LO 

COi . rcT QUEST( SUH- Q) VIOL< I l Y8 QUF.ST( RUB-Q) ARCO( I) SI\Mt• 
TOT rcT 
F,,cr VI\L 

QUF.ST 
VIOi,( I) 

><- OftF. 

I 
NONE 

D 8 
u :v-7 47 . 96 

I.H 
1.32 

14 . 4:J 

TOTAL 515 
84.98 

SAPIPLE SIZF, = 
QUESTION ARr.U< I) 

2 
YF.S 

9 
:J2.94 

9 . 89 
1.49 
2 . 5:J 

91 
111 . 92 

TOTAL 

17 
2.81 

674 
X-ONE 

25 
(CONT . ) 

l/24 / R') 
o: '> : 10 

FOR TRIS COftTlftCENCY TABLF.: CHI-SQ= 38.97 P = 9 . 8888175 
CHI-SQ SICNIFICI\NCE LF.VRLS FOR 7 DECREES or FREEOOft 

P<CRI - SQ) r 8.309 9 . 298 9 . 189 9.958 9.825 9.919 9 . 9~5 8.901 
CHI-SQ= 8.38 9.09 . 12.89 14. 19 16 . 99 18.50 29 . :J9 24. :12 

ROW OPTIONS OLD 
NEW 

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 19 II 12 
2 3 , 4 5 6 7 8 8 0 0 8 



COtfflT DISCIP VIOLEftCE VS HOSTILITY TO AtmlORIT lftST 2ft 
ROW PCT Vi\l.U 
COL rcT QUEST( SUD-Q) VIOL( n VS QUEST( SUB- Q) IIS11..( I) S/\MI' 
TOT PCT 1/24/ 0') 
EXP V/\L S,UIPLE SIZE = 674 n: ') : I 0 

OIW$TI01' HSTL( I) K- OftE 
QUf$T I 2 

VIOi.i I) ftONE YFB 
X- ONF: TOTAL 

I 276 17 29:J 
NONF: 94.29 5 . 09 48.35 

51.92 26. 15 
45.54 2.01 
•261 . 31 . 43 

2 11 2 13 
LEV-I 84.62 15.38 2. 15 

2.93 3 . 98 
1.82 9.33 

11. 61 1.39 

3 47 9 116 
LEV-2 83 . 93 16 . 97 9.24 

8.69 13.85 
7.76 I. 49 

49.99 6.91 

4 68 4 64 
LEV-3 93.75 6.25 19.56 

I I. 99 6 . 15 
9.99 9.66 

57. 14 6.86 

5 67 9 76 
LEV-4 88 . 16 11.84 12.54 

12.38 13.85 
11 . 96 1.49 
67.85 8 . 15 

6 42 9 51 
LEV- 5 82.38 17.65 8 . 42 

7.76 13.85 
6.93 1.49 

45.53 5 . 47 

7 25 II 36 
LEV- 6 69.44 39 . 56 8.94 

4.62 16.92 
4. 13 1.82 

32 . 14 3.86 



COURT DISCIP VIOLENCE VS 
ROW PCT 

HOSTILITY TO AtrrRORIT lftST 
Vi\l.D 

COL PCT QUFBT(SUB-Q> VIOL( 
TOT rcT 

I> VS QUEST< SUB-Q> IISTI..( I> Si\1'11' 

f.Xf' Vi\L 

QUf$T 
VIOi.( I> 

X- ONE 

I 
ffONE 

R 13 
u :v- 7 76.47 

2 . 49 
2. ,, 

15. 18 

TOTAL 1141 
89 . 27 

S,\PIPLE SIZE = 
OlW...STIOff HSTIA I) 

2 
YE..', 

4 
23.53 

6 . 15 
9.66 
1.02 

65 
19.73 

TOTAL 

17 
2 . 81 

696 

674 
K- OffE 

26 
(CONT.> 

l/24 / 0'> 
o: ,, : ,., 

FOR mis CORTIRGEffCY TABLE: CBI-SQ= 31.97 P = 0 . 990072~ 
CHI-SQ SICfflFICi\NCE LEVELS FOR' 7 DECREES or FREY.DO" 

P<CRI-SQ> = 9.399 9 . 2N 9 . 199 •. 959 9.925 8.910 9.0Q5 9.A01 
CHI - SQ= 8 . 38 9 . 88 12 . 99 14.19 16.09 18.59 29.!Jft 24.:t2 

ROW OPTIOffS OLD 
NEW 

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 19 II 12 
2 3 , 4 5 6 7 8 8 8 8 · 8 



COtmT DISCIP VIOLEftCE VS lftSTIT. AD.JUSTl'IEIIT lftST 31 
ROW PCT VI\Lll 
COL PCT ClUEST(SUD-Q) VIOL( I) VS QUEST( SUB-Ql I ft,\D( I) St\J11' 
TOT PCT l/24/ R? 
EXP V/\1, S,\PIPLE SIZE = 674 II: f): 10 

QUEST I Oft I ft,\0( I) X-OftF, 
QUF:ST I 2 3 4 

VIOi,( I) QI 1-1\8 QI 1- C QI 1-0 QI 1-F. 
X-ONE TOTAL 

I 5 12 13 258 288 
NONF. I. 74 4. 17 4.51 8?.50 40.00 

55.56 35.29 16.05 54.20 
0.0:J 2.00 2. 17 43.00 
4.32 16.32 38.80 11:220. 

2 0 • e 13 13 
u:v-1 0.00 1 0.00 0.08 *100. 2.17 

0 . 08 0.00 0.81t 2 . 73 
0.00 0.00 0.00 2. 17 
0 . 19 0.74 I. 7:i 10.31 

3 I 4 7 44 156 
LEV-2 1.7? 7. 14 12.11ft 78.57 9.33 

I I. II 11. 76 8.64 9.24 
0. 17 0.67 I. 17 7.33 
0.84 3. 17 7.56 44.43 

4 0 5 6 53 64 
LEV-3 0.00 · 7.81 9.37 82.81 10.67 

0.00 14. 71 7.41 11. 13 
8.00 8.03 1.09 8.03 
8.96 3.63 8.64 50.77 

5 I 6 13 56 76 
LEV-4 1.32 7.89 17. 11 73.68 12.67 

I I. II 17.65 16.83 11. 76 
0 . 17 1.08 2. 17 9.33 
I. 14 4.31 10.26 60.29 

6 I 2 17 30 H 
u:v-s 2.80 4.08 34.88 68.80 8.33 

II. I I ti. 80 28.99 6.30 
•. 17 9;33 2.83 5.00 
8.75 2.03 6.7~ 39.67 

7 I II Ill 15 36 
LEV-6 2.78 13.89 41.67 41.67 6.88 

I I. II 14.71 18.112 3. 15 
8. 17 9.83 2.118 2.H 
8.54 2.04 4.86 28.56 



COUftT DISCIP VIOLENCE VS 
IOW PCT 

INSTIT. ADJOSTIIEIIT INST 
Vi\LO 

I) VS QUEST(SUB-<U IN,\D( l> Si\MI' :OL PCT QUEST< SUB-Q> VIOL< 
'OT PCT 
:XP VAL 

OUF.ST I 
IOL( I> QI I-AB 
X- ONE 

n 
LEV-7 

TOTAL 

0 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.25 

9 
1.50 

SAMPLE S IZF. = 
OUESTION IN,\()( I) 

674 

2 :J 4 
QI 1-C QI 1-1) QI 1-E 

0 
0.00 
0.00 
9.00 
9.96 

34 
5.67 

19 
58.82 
12.35 

I. 67 
2.29 

81 
13.51t 

7 
41.lfl 

1.47 
I. 17 

13.49 

476 
79.33 

K-ONF. 

TOTAL 

17 
2.03 

600 

31 
(CONT.) 

l/24 / 0') 
n: ,, : 10 

'OR 11118 CONTINGENCY TABLE: CHI-SQ = 118.81 
J\NING -- ONE OR flORE OF TIIE CELLS ARE EflPTY 

P = 0.0000177 

CHI-SQ SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS FOR 21 DEGREES OF FREEDOPI 
CHI-SQ) = 0.300 8.200 8. 100 8.058 8.025 8.010 0.005 0.001 

CHI-SQ= 23.90 26.20 29.60 32.70 35.50 38.90 41.40 46 . 00 

W OPTIONS OLD 
NEW 

L OPTIONS OLD 
NEW 

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 18 11 12 
2 3 . 4 5 6 7 8 8 8 8 8 

2 3 · 4 5 
I 2 3 4 



COUIIT DISCIP VIOLEffCE VS QUFSTIOffffAIRE SCORE lffST 34 
ROW PCT V,\l.J) 
COL rcT QUEST<SUB-Q) VIOL< I) VS QUEST< SUB-CU OSCO< I) ~MW 
TOT rcT l/24/8') 
EXP VI\L SA11PLE SIZE = 674 n: '): 10 

QUESTIOff QSCO( I) x-01u: 
QUf'.ST I 2 3 4 5 6 7 0 9 1 ft 11 12 13 14 15 16 

VIOU I) 1-2 3 4 6 6 7 8 9 rn I I 12 13 14 rn 16 17+ 
X-ONE TOTI\L 

I 14 32 33 42 44 31 34 29 8 II 8 4 3 3 2 3 292 
l'fOl'fF. 4.79 10.96 11.30 14.30 15. 07 18.62 11.64 6.05 2.74 3.77 2.74 1.37 1.93 1.93 0.60 1.03 48 . !J4 

56.00 68.09 63.46 54.55 59.46 48.++ 53.12 37.04 26.67 3:J. 3:J 32.00 28.57 23.08 25.09 20.90 39.00 
2.32 5.30 5.46 6 . 95 7.28 5. 13 5.63 3.31 I. 32 1.82 I . a2 · 0.6<, 0.50 0.50 0.3!) 0.50 

12.09 22.72 25. 14 37 . 23 35.77 30.94 30.94 26. 11 14.r,0 rn. •)r, 12.09 6.77 6.28 5.00 4.83 4.83 

2 2 I 2 3 I 0 3 I 0 0 0 0 0 9 0 0 13 
LEV-I · Ul.38 1 7.69 15.38 23.08 7.69 8.00 · 23.00 7.69 0.00 0.0,, 0.00 9.00 0.00 9.09 0.00 0.00 2. rn 

8.00 2 . 13 3.85 3.90 1.35 9.001 4.69 1.85 0.mt 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 9.00 0.00 0.00 
9 . 33 0. 17 9.33 0 . 59 9 . 17 9.90 0.50 0.17 0.00 0.0ft 0 . 00 4t.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
0.54 1.91 I. 12 1.66 1.59 1.30 1 1.38 I. 16 o.,,5 0.71 0.54 0.30 0.28 0.26 0.22 0.22 

3 2 2 3 7 5 9 6 3 ll fj 3 2 0 2 I 9 56 
LF.V-2 3.57 3.57 5.36 12.59 8.93 16.07 10.71 5.36 8.93 lfl.71 5.36 3.57 0.00 3.57 1.79 0.001 9 . 27 

8.99 4 . 26 5.77 9.09 6.76 14.06 9.37 5.56 16.67 18. IR 12.00 14.29 0.00 16 . 67 10 . 00 0.00 
9.33 0.33 0.50 I. 16 9.83 1.49 0.99 0.50 0.03 0.9'> 0 . 50 0.33 0.00 0.33 0. 17 0.00 
2 . 32 4.36 4.82 7. 14 6 . 06 5.93 5.93 5 . 01 2 . 78 !J.0fj 2.32 1.30 1.21 I. ti 0.93 0.93 

4 2 4 5 9 7 9 6 5 3 fj 2 I 2 I 0 2 64 
LEV-3 3. 12 6.25 7.81 14.96 10.94 14.06 9.37 7.81 4.69 9.37 3. 12 . I. 56 3. 12 t.lJ6 0.90 3. 12 10.60 

8.09 8.51 9.62 11. 69 9.46 14.06 . 9.37 9.26 10.00 tR. 18 8.00 7. 14 15.38 8.33 0.00 20.00 
0.33 0.66 0.83 1.49 I. 16 1.491 0.99 0.83 0.50 4L99 0.33 0. 17 0.33 0. 17 0.00 0.33 
2.65 4.98 5.51 o. 16 7.84 6.78 , 6.78 5.72 3. 18 3.50 2.65 1.48 1.38 1.27 1.06 1.061 

5 I 5 7 9 8 8 7 8 6 3 4 2 3 8 3 2 76 
LF.V- 4 1.32 6.58 9.21 11.84 18.53 18.53 9.21 19.53 7.89 3.95 5.26 2.63 3.95 8.90 3.9G 2.63 12.58 

4.00 10 . 64 13.46 11. 69 10.81 12.59 ie. 94 14.81 20 . 00 9. 09 16.00 14 . 29 23.08 9 . 00 30.00 29.00 
e. 11 0.83 I. 16 1.49 t.32 1 . 32 : t. 16 1.32 0.99 0.50 0.66 0.33 0.59 9.09 0.R8 0.33 
3. 15 5.91 6.54 9.69 9.31 8.05 8.05 6.79 3.77 4. 15 3. 15 I. 76 1.64 J. 51 1.26 1. 26 I 

6 1 . I 2 II II 3 4 12 3 I 5 0 4 2 2 I 51 
LEV-5 1.96 1.96 3.92 9.80 9.80 11.88 . 7.84 23 . G3 5.88 1.96 9.801 0 . 00 7 . 84 3.92 3.92 1.96 8.44 

4.00 2. 13 3.85 6 . 49 6.76 4 . 69 6.25 22.22 10 . 00 3.0:J 20.00 0.00 30.77 16.67 20 . 08 18.00 
0. 17 0. 17 0.33 0 . 83 0.83 8.59 9.66 1.99 0.50 0. 17 0.03 0 . 00 0.66 0.33 0.33 0. 17 
2. 11 3.97 4.39 6 . 50 6.25 5.40 5.40 4.56 2.53 2.79 2. II I. 18 I. 10 I. 01 0.04 0.04 

7 3 1 8 2 2 2 2 3 5 4 2 3 1 3 2 36 
LEV-6 8.33 2.78 .... 5.56 5.56 . 11.56 5.56 8.33 13.09 11. 11 5.561 8.33 2.78 8.33 2.78 5.56 5.96 

12.H 2. 13 •. 09 2.69 2.70 3. 12 3.12 IJ.56 16.67 12. 12 8.00 21.43 7.69 25.00 10.08 20 . 00 
9.59 •. 17 •••• 0 . 33 0.33 . 9.33 0.33 9.50 0.8:J 0.66 0.33 8.50 0. 17 9.50 0. 17 0.33 
1.49 2.80 3. 10 4.59 4.41 3.01 3.81 3.22 I. 79 1.97 1.49 1 0.83 0.77 0.72 0.60 0.60 



uaoYaa ... avJ.JLl'I .... L .. .,, ••.,~11unn11.1n.r. c,~un.r6 1n:-,;1 .... 
OW PCT Vi\lJ) <CONT. ) 
0L PCT QUEST<SUD-Q) VIOL< l) VS QUEST< SUB-Q) OSCO< l) Si\1'11' 
OT PCT 1/24/ fl') 
KP VAL SAMPLE SIZE = 674 (l: <): 10 

OUESTIOft QSCO< I) X-ONE 
QUEST I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 I I 12 13 14 rn 16 

IOIA I) l.;..2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 l:l 14 15 16 17+ 
K- ONI-: TOTAL 

8 8 I 8 8 2 2 2 2 0 2 2 () 0 16 
.EV-7 8 . 88 6 . 25 8.88 8.88 12.58 12.50 12.50 12.50 0 . 00 12 . 51-t 6.25 12 . 50 0.00 6.25 6 . 25 8.00 2 . 6;, 

0 . 00 2. 13 0.08 8.08 2 . 70 3. 12 3. 12 3.70 0 . 00 f, . 06 4.00 14 . 2') () . ()0 8.33 10.00 0.00 
8.00 0. 17 0.00 0 . 00 0.33 0.3:J 0.33 0.33 0.00 0. :1:1 0. 17 0 . :13 0.00 8. 17 0. 17 0 . • , .. 
0.66 1.25 1.38 2.04 1.96 l. 70 ; 1.70 1.43 0. 7') 0 . 117 0.66 0.:17 0 . !14 0.32 0 . 26 0.26 

TOTAL 25 47 52 77 74 64 64 54 :10 33 25 14 13 12 10 10 604 ...... 7.78 8.61 12.76 12.26 18.60 18.60 0.94 4.97 5.46 4. 14 2.3:! 2. 15 1.99 I. 66 I. 66 , 

'OR THIS CONTINGENCY TABLE: CHI-SQ = 151.96 p = 0.9990000 
JlN I NG -- ONE OR IIORE OF THE CELLS ARE EPIPTY 

CHI-SQ SIGNIFICANCE LlVELS FOR IH DEGREES OF FRF.EOOrt 
CHI-SQ) = 8.300 0.200 8.100 0 . 050 0.025 0.010 0.005 0 . 001 

CHI-SQ = 112. 15 117 ·" · 123 . 82 129.56 134.76 140.90 145 . 13 154. 12 

1W OPTIOftS OLO 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 II 12 
NEW 2 3 , 4 5 6 7 8 8 8 8 8 

L OPTIOftS OLD 2 3 .. 5 6 7 8 9 18 II 12 13 ... rn 16 17 ID 19 20 21 
NEW I 2 . 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 18 11 12 13 14 15 16 16 16 16 16 



COURT DISCIP VIOLENCE VS CunnE1IT CUSTODY CRD llf~T 3!i 
ROW PCT V,\Ul 
COL PCT QUEST( S(ffi-Q) VIOL( I) VS QUEST( SUB-Q) CCUS( 1) ~,\MP 
TOT PCT l/24/R') 
EXP V,\L S,\J'IPLE SIZE " 674 n: ?: 10 

QUESTION CCUS( I) X-ONE 
QUF.ST I 2 3 

VIOi,( I) "'" PIEll l'W< 
X- ONE TOTAL 

I 120 139 34 293 
1'0NF. 49 . 96 , 47.44 11.69 48.35 

69.61 47.93 28.01 
19.80 22.94 5.61 
95 . 73 *140 . 57.05 

2 8 5 0 13 
LEV-I 61.34 : 38.46 9.89 2. 15 

4 . 04 1.72 0 . 00 
J.32 0.83 9.0~ 
4.25 6.22 2.53 

3 14 28 14 36 
LEV-2 25 . 00 58.00 25.89 9.24 

7.07 9.66 11.86 
2.31 4.62 2.31 

18.30 26.00 10.90 

4 29 29 HJ 64 
LEV-3 31.25 43.3l 23.44 10.56 

19. 10 19.88 l2.71 
3.30 4.79 2.48 

29.91 39.63 12.46 

lJ 20 39 17 . 76 
LEV-4 26.32 51.32 22.37 12.54 

18. 10 13.45 14.41 
3.30 6.44 2.81 

24.83 36.37 14.80 

6 9 27 15 lJ l 
LEV-5 17 . 65 52.94 29.41 8.42 

4.55 9.3l 12. 71 
1.49 4.46 2.48 

16.66 24.41 9.93 

7 5 I lJ 16 36 
LEV-6 13.89 41.67 44.44 5.94 

2.33 5. 17 13.56 
8.83 2.48 2.64 

11. 76 17.23 7.81 



COUftT DI SC IP VIOLENCE VS 
lOW PCT 

CURRENT CUSTODY CRD INST 
VJ\LD 

I) VS QUEST(SUB-Q) CCUS( I) SAMP :OL PCT QUEST( SUB-Q) V JOL< 
'OT PCT 
:XP VAL SAMPLE SIZE= 

QUESTION CCUS( I) 
674 

QUEST 
' IOL( I) 

X-ONE 

0 
LEV-7 

I 
MIN 

2 
11. 76 
I. 01 
0.33 
5 . 55 

2 3 
MED MAX 

TOTAL 

8 7 17 
47.06 41. IO 2.81 

2 . 76 5 . 93 
I. 32 I. 16 
o. 14 3.31 

TOTAL 198 299 118 606 
32.67 47.85 19.47 

X-ONF. 

35 
(CONT. ) 

l/24/ 09 
n: 9: 10 

FOR 1111S CONTINGENCY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 54.89 
IU\NING -- ONE OR MORE OF THE CELLS ARE EIIPTY 

P = 0. 0000 180 

CHI-SQ SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS FOR' 14 DEGREES OF FREEDOM 
ICHI-SQ) = 8.300 0.209 0.100 0.059 8.825 0.010 8.005 0.001 

CHI-SQ= 16 , 20 18.29 . 21. 19 23.78 26. 10 29.10 31.30 36. 12 

[)W OPTIONS OLD 
NEW 

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 18 11 12 
2 3 4 5 6 7 8 8 0 8 8 



COU1'T DISCIP VIOLENCE VS PSYCROLOCIC.\L PRODS INST 36 
ROW PCT Vi\LO 
COL PCT QUE...',T( SUD-Q) VIOL( I) VS OUF-C,T( SUB-Q) PPRB( I) Si\Ml' 
TOT PCT I /24/ R'> 
EXP Vi\L ~,\PIPLE SIZE = 674 R: ') : 10 

QUESTION PPRJl( I) K-O"E 
QUF.ST I 2 3 4 

VIOL( I) IV-/\ IV-n IV-CO "/" X- ONF. TOTAL 

I 3 3 8 275 289 
NOIO: 1.94 1.94 2.77 911. 16 48.09 

15.79 30.00 23.81 50 . 83 
0 . !;0 0.50 I. 3:J 45.76 
9 . 14 4.01 14 . 91 *260. 

2 0 0 0 13 13 
LF.V-1 0 . 00 1 9.00 8.00 *100. 2 . 16 

0.00 0.00 0.00 2.40 
0 . 00 0 . 00 0.06 2.16 
0.41 0.22 0.67 11. 70 

3 2 1 6 47 56 
LEV-2 3 . 57 I. 79 10.71 83.93 9.32 

10.53 10 . 00 19.31i 8.69 
0.33 0. 17 I.H 7.02 
I. 77 0.93 2.89 50.41 

4 5 2 I 56 64 
LEV-3 7 . 81 3. 12 1.116 87. IJ0 10.63 

26.32 29.09 3.23 10.35 
9.83 0.33 0. 17 9.32 
2.02 1.06 3 . 30 37.61 

II I I 2 72 76 
LEV-4 1.32 1.32 2.63 94.74 12 . 65 

ll.26 10.00 6.45 13.31 
9. 17 9. 17 9 . 33 11.98 
2 . 40 1.26 3.92 60.41 

6 2 2 11 41 59 
LEV-5 4.00 4.00 10.09 82.00 8.32 

10.53 20.00 16. 13 7.50 
9.33 0.33 0 . 03 6.02 
I. 58 0.83 2.58 45.01 

7 2 I 6 27 36 
LEV-6 ll.56 2.78 16.67 711.00 11.99 

10.113 19.00 19.311 4.99 
9.33 9. 17 1.09 4.49 
I. 14 0.60 1.86 32.41 



COUNT DISCIP VIOLENCE VS 
LOW PCT 

PSYCHOLOGICAL PRODS lffST 
VAl.ll 

1) VS QUEST<SUB-Q) PPRB( I) SArll' !OL PCT QUEST( SUB-Q) VIOL< 
'OT PCT 
;xr VAL 

QUF.ST 
'IOL( I) 

X- ONE 

I 
IV-A 

0 4 
u:v-7 23. 53 

21.05 
0.67 
0.54 

TOTAL 19 
3. 16 

SAt1PLE SIZE= 
QUESTION PPRJH I> 

674 

2 3 
IV-8 IV-CD 

0 
9.00 
8.00 
0.00 
0.28 

10 
1.66 

3 
17.65 
9.68 
0.59 
0.80 

31 
5. 16 

4 
IVA 

10 
58.82 

1.85 
1.66 

15.30 

541 
90.02 

X-ONE 

TOTAL 

17 
2.83 

601 

36 
(CONT.) 

l/24/ 89 
8: 9 : 10 

10R 11118 CONTINGENCY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 67.78 P = 0.0000238 
IRN I NG -- ONE OR IIORE OF THE CELLS ARE Et1PTY 

CHI-SQ SIGNIFICAftCE LEVELS FOR 21 DEGREES OF FREEDOPI 
CHI-SQ) = 0 . 300 0.200 0. 100 0.050 0.025 0.010 0.005 0.001 

CHI-SQ= 23.90 26 . 20 . 29.60 32.70 35.50 38.90 41.40 46.110 

1W OPTIONS OLD 
NEW 

L OPTIONS OLD 
NEW 

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 
2 a. 4 5 6 7 e e o o 8 

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 II 
2 3 3 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 



RT DISCIP VIOLENCE VS EXCEPTIONAL SUPERVISI INST 37 
PCT VI\LI) 
PCT QUEST<SUB-Q) VIOL( 1) VS QUEST< SUB-Q) EXSU< 1) S/\l'IP 
PCT l/24/ 8? 
VI\L SAl'IPLE SIZE= 674 U: 9 : I() 

QUESTION E><SU< 1) X- ORE 
UEST I 2 3 4 5 6 
( I) V-A V-8 v-c V-D V-G N/J\ 
ONE TOTAL 

I 5 9 8 9 4 266 2()3 
NE 1.71 3.07 8.00 3.07 1.37 90 . 78 4R.:m 

45.45 39.08 8.09 33.33 *108. 50.28 
0.03 1.49 0.09 1.49 0 . 66 43.RCJ 
5.32 14.50 2.42 13.05 1.93 :t-255. 

2 8 8 • 8 8 13 13 
,_ 1 0 . 00 , 0.08 8.08 0.88 0.88 *188. 2. 15 

0 . 00 8.00 8.88 8.88 8.88 2.46 
8.08 8.08 0.80 8.88 8.88 2 . HS 
8.24 8.64 8. 11 8.58 0.08 11. 311 

3 1 3 • 2 • 110 56 
{- 2 1.79 IJ.36 0.08 3 . 57 0 . 80 89.29 9 . 24 

9.09 18.08 8.00 7.41 8.08 9.45 
•. 17 8.58 8.08 8.33 0.80 8.25 
1.02 2.77 8.46 2.50 8.37 40.88 

4 8 3 I 2 • 58 64 
V-3 8 . 00 4.69 1.116 3 . 12 8 . 80 98.62 10.56 

8.08 18.08 28.H 7.41 8.8. 18.96 
0 . 88 8.50 0 . 17 8.33 0.08 9.57 
1. 16 3. 17 8.113 2.03 8.42 5:S.87 

:s I I l 9 • 64 76 
V-4 1.32 1.32 1.32 11.84 8.88 84.21 12.54 

9.89 3.33 20.88 33.33 8.08 12. 18 
8. 17 8 . 17 0. 17 1.49 8.00 18.66 
1.38 3.76 0.63 3.39 8.118 66.34 

6 I II 0 3 8 42 51 
:v-11 1.96 9.80 0.00 G.88 8.88 82.3'5 8.42 

9.89 16.67 8.88 11. 11 8.88 7.94 
•• 17 8.83 8.88 8.G8 8.88 6.93 
8.93 2.:s2 8.42 2.27 8.34 44.52 

7 2 5 I 2 8 26 36 
~V-6 11 . 116 13.89 2.78 11.116 8.88 72.22 :S.94 

18. 18 16 . 67 28.88 7.41 8 . 88 4.91 
8 . 33 8.83 •. 17 8.33 0:ee 4.29 
8 . 611 1.78 8.38 1.68 8.24 31.43 



--~-~-• ••v ... a:.n .. i:. y;:, r..1u ... r.;r..-1unAL tJUPERVISI lffST 
tow PCT V /\LO 
:OL PCT QUEST< SUB-fl) VIOL< I) VS QUEST( SIJB-Q) EXSU( I) SI\MI' 
l'OT PCT 
:XP VI\L 

QUF.ST 
' IOL< I) 

X-ONF: 

R 
LEV-7 

TOTAL 

I 
V-A 

I 
Ci. 88 
9.09 
0 . 17 
0.31 

I I 
1.82 

SAl'IPLE SIZE = 
QUESTION EXSU< I) 

674 

2 3 
V- B V-C 

4 
23.53 
13.33 
0.66 
8.84 

30 
4.95 

2 
11. 76 
40.08 
0.33 
0. 14 

5 
0.83 

4 
V-D 

8 
0.08 
8 . 90 
0.00 
9.76 

27 
4.46 

X-ONE 
6 

V-G 

9 
0.90 
0.80 
8.00 
8. 11 

4 
0.66 

10 
50.82 

1.89 
1.65 

14.04 

529 
07.29 

TOTI\L 

17 
2.81 

606 

37 
<CONT.) 

l/24/ 0? 
0: •} : 10 

10R THIS CONTINGENCY TABLE: CHI-SQ = 81.46 
UtN I NG -- ONE OR PIORE OF THE CELLS ARE ENPTY 

P = 0.0000042 

CHI-SQ SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS FOR 36 DEGREF.S OF FREEDOPI 
CHI-SQ) = 8.300 0.298 9.109 8.050 8.025 8.910 0.0~5 0.001 

CHI - SQ= 38.95 41.83 . 45.95 49.47 62.79 66.57 59.26 65 . ct6 

IW OPT IONS OLD 
NEW 

IL OPT IONS OLD 
NEW 

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 
2 3 . 4 5 6 7 8 8 8 8 8 

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 19 11 
2 3 4 5 5 5 6 6 6 6 



:OUftT DISCIP VIOLENCE VS PRESSURE SITIJATION INST 38 
1W PCT VI\LD 
IL PCT QUEST( SUR-Q) VIOL( l) VS QUEST(SUB-Q) PSIT( I) SI\MP 
IT PCT 1/24/ 0'} 
[P VI\L S,\l'IPLE SIZE = 674 n: '*: 10 

QUESTION PSIT< l) X-ONE 
QUEST I 2 a 4 

OL< I) 6:A-E 6 : F-1 6 : J N/A 
X- ONF. TOTAL 

I 3 6 13 269 293 
NONE 1.02 2 . 05 5. 12 91.01 40 . 35 

37.50 50 . 00 29.41 58 . 20 
0.50 8 . 99 2.48 44.39 
3.87 5.80 24.66 *250 . 

2 I 0 0 12 13 
,F.V- I 7.69 0.00 8.8ft 92.31 2. 15 

12.50 8 . 00 0.80 2 . 24 
0. 17 8.88 8.8ft 1.98 
8. 17 8.26 1.89 11.48 

3 0 3 7 46 H 
.EV-2 8 . 80 5.36 12.58 82. 14 9 . 24 

8.00 25.00 13.73 8.60 
8.00 8.58 I. 16 7.59 
8 . 74 I. 11 4.71 49.44 

4 0 I II 58 64 
~EV-3 8.00 I. 56 7.81 98.62 18.56 

8.00 6.33 9.88 18.84 
8 . 80 0 . 17 0.83 9.57 
8 . 84 1.27 5.39 IS6.50 

5 3 l 8 64 76 
l..EV-4 3.95 t.32 19.113 84.21 12. H 

37 . 118 8.33 15.69 11. 96 
8.58 8. 17 t.32 18.56 
l.88 1.58 6.48 67 . 18 

6 8 l 6 44 51 
LEV-II •••• l.96 11. 76 86.27 8.42 .... 8.33 11 . 76 8.22 .... 8. 17 8.99 7.26 

e . 67 1.81 4.29 43.82 

7 I 8 7 28 36 
LEV-6 2.78 8.88 19.44 77.78 5.94 

12.118 e.88 13.73 5.23 
8.17 8 . 88 t. 16 4.62 
8.48 8.71 3 . 83 31.78 

-- - - - - - - - - --- - - - - - -



COUftT DISCIP VIOLENCE VS PRESSURE SITIJATION INST 38 
ROW PCT V/\1.D (CONT.) 
COL PCT QUEST<SUD-Q) VIOL< I) VS QUEST(SUB-Q> PSIT< I) S/\l'IP 
TOT PCT 1/24/ 0') 
F:XP V/\L S,\l'IPLE SIZE = 674 n: '} : 10 

QUESTIOft PS IT< I) x-onE 
QUEST I 2 3 4 

VIOL< I) 6 : A-E 6:F-1 6:J N/A 
X- ONE TOTAL 

n 0 0 3 14 17 
LF:V-7 9.00 9.00 17.65 82.35 2.81 

9 . 00 8 . 90 li.88 2.62 
0 . 00 9.00 9.50 2.31 
9.2~ 0.34 1.43 15.91 

TOTAL 8 12 61 535 686 
1.32 1.98 8.42 88.26 

FOR TiflS CONTlftGENCY TABLE: CHI-SQ = 31.41 p = 0.0670867 
,ARN I NG -- ONE OR PIORE OF THE CELLS ARE EIIPTY 

CHI-SQ SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS FOR 21 DEGREES OF FREEDOM 
'(CHI-SQ> = 0.300 0.209 e. 100 8.958 8.025 9.810 0.005 0.001 

CHI-SQ = 23.90 26.28 . 29.60 32.78 35.50 38.90 41.40 46.UO 

OW OPTIONS OLD 2 3 · .. 5 6 7 8 9 19 II 12 
NEW 2 3 . .. 5 6 7 8 8 0 8 8 

OL OPTIONS OLD 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 18 II 
NEW I 1 1 I 2 2 2 2 3 .. 



JRT ft IC lftfT CLASSIF VS FINAL CUSTODY GRD· INST 4,7 
PCT VALD 
PCT QUEST(SUB-Q) NICI< l) VS QUEST< SUB-Q) FCUS( I) SAJ'IP 
PCT l/24/ 89 
VAL S.\tlPLE SIZE= 674 10: 5:!17 

QUESTION FCJJS( l) X-OftE 
llUF.ST I 2 3 
I( I) NIN NED l'IAX 
-ONE TOTAL 

l 167 175 31 · 373 
NIN 44.77 46.92 8.31 61.55 

86 . 08 58.53 27.43 
27.56 28.88 5. 12 
* 119. *184. 69.55 

2 14 35 8 57 
NED 24.56 61.40 14.84 9.41 

7.22 11. 71 7.0A 
2.31 5.78 I. 32 

18.25 28. 12 18.6:J 

3 13 89 74 176 
NAX 7.39 50.57 42.05 29.04 

6.70 29.77 65.49 
2. l5 14.69 12.21 

56.34 86.84 32.82 

TOTAL 194 299 113 686 
32.81 49.34 18.65 

OR THIS COlfTINGEftCY TABLE: CBI-SQ= 129.17 P = 8.8000900 
CHI-SQ SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS FOR· .. DEGREES or FREEDOfl 

CBI-SQ) = 8.390 8.288 8.108 8.058 8.825 8.818 8.005 0.001 
CHI-SQ= 4.88 0.99 . 7.78 9.49 11. 10 13.38 14.90 10.46 

...., 



I 110 I I•> 
- -- - - ---··-· 

ROW PCT V/\Lll 

;OL PCT QUEST(SUB-Q) OVRD( I) vs QUEST< SUB-Q> TSERC I) ~/\MP 
l'OT PCT l/24 ✓89 

:xr V/\L S,\l'IPLE SIZE = 674 11: 2 : 54 
QUEST I Oft TSER< I) X-OftE 

QIIF.ST I 2 3 4 5 6 7 0 9 
1VRD( I) Q6-A 06-11 Q6-C Q6- D Q6-E Q6-F 06-G 06-11 0(, - 1 

X- ONE TOT/\L 

I 0 0 0 2 5 10 3 6 13 :IC) 

OWN- I 8.80 : 0.00 0.00 5 . 13 12.02 25.64 7 . 69 15 . 38 33.:la :; . U I 
8 . 00 0 . 00 8.00 3 . 57 8.47 8.55 4. 11 6.25 7. 14 
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.30 0.75 1.49 0.45 0.89 1.94 
3 . 25 1.28 0.:m 3.25 3.43 6.80 4.24 5.58 10 . 58 

2 156 10 2 43 47 85 59 64 129 4?5 
SANF. 11.31 2 . 02 8.40 0.69 9 . 49 17. 17 11.92 12.93 26 . 06 7:1. 77 

*100 . 45.45 20.09 76 . 79 79.66 72.65 80.82 66.67 70 . 00 
0.35 1.49 8.38 6.41 7.00 12.67 8.79 9.54 19 . :!3 

41 . 31 16.23 7.38 41.31 43.52 86.31 53 . 85 70.82 :t:134. 

3 • 12 6 11 7 22 10 26 30 132 
UP-I 8 . 80 1 9.09 4.55 8 . 33 5.30 16.67 7.58 19.70 28.79 19.67 

8 . 08 54 . 55 69 . 00 19.64 11.86 18.80113.70 27.08 20 . 00 
0.88 I. 79 9 . 89 1.64 1.04 3.201 1.49 3.87 5 . (,6 

11.82 4.33 1.97 11 . 82 I 1.61 23. 02 · 14 . 36 18.89 35.110 

4 9 8 2 0 0 9 I 8 2 5 
UP-2 8.00 9.00 40.00 0.90 8.90 8.08 29.80 8.00 40 . 00 0.75 

8 . 00 0.00 20.09 0.0~ 0.98 9.00 1.37 8.90 I. 10 
9.89 9.80 8.39 0.00 0.98 0.80 0. 15 8.88 0.30 
8.42 8. 16 8.87 0.42 8.44 0.87 8.54 8.72 I. 36 

TOTAL 56 22 19 56 '59 117 73 96 182 671 
8 . 35 3.28 1.49 8.35 8.79 17.44 19.88 14.31 27. 12 

OR 11118 COftTlftGEftCY TABLE: CBI-SQ C 114.39 p = 0.0000269 
RNlftC -- ONE OR NORE OF THE CELLS ARE EPIPTY 

CHI-SQ SIGNIFICAftCE LEVELS FOR 24 DEGREF.S OF FREEDO,t 
CHI-SQ) " 0.399 0.288 0 . 109 8.059 0.025 0.810 0.005 0.001 
CHI-SQ = 27. 10 29.68 . 33.20 36.48 39.40 43.80 45.60 51. 10 



JIIT OVERRIDE VS TIPIE REl'L\INING 
PCT 
PCT QUEST(SUB-Q) OVRD( l) VS QUEST< SUB-(U 
PCT 
V/\l. SAl'IPl.E SIZE = 

QUESTION 
llUF.ST I 2 
[)( l) Q7-A Q7- n 
-ONE 

I 2 31 
N-1 5.56 86. 11 

8.82 8.38 
8 . 30 4.70 

13.36 20. 18 

2 194 267 
MIE 39.67 54.68 

79. 18 72. 16 
29.39 48.45 
*181. *274. 

3 48 69 
P-1 36.92 53.08 

19.59 18.65 
7.27 10.45 

48.26 72.88 

4 l 3 
fP-2 28.88 68.80 

8.41 8.81 
8. llJ 0 . 45 
l.86 2.88 

TOTAL 241J 378 
37. 12 IJ6. 86 

TREM< 
3 

N/,\ 

3 
8.33 
6.67 
8.45 
2.45 

28 
IJ.73 

62.22 
4.24 

33.34 

13 
18.00 
28.89 

J.97 
8.86 

I 
20.e0 
2.22 
8. llJ 
8.34 

411 
6.82 

674 
l) X-01'4E 

TOTAL 

36 
5.45 

489 
74.09 

138 
19.70 

IJ 
8.76 

668 

INST 14 
V/\LI) 

11\El'I( l) S/\rtl' 
l/24/ fl') 

I I: 2::-;4 

►R THIS COftTlftGEftCY TABLE: CBI-SQ= 21.38 P = 0.8816217 
UllftG -- ONE FIFTH OR NORE or 1'1IE CELLS HAVE LESS TIIA1' IJ 

CHI-SQ SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS FOR 6 DEGREES OF FREEDOM 
;at-SQ) = 8.308 8.288 · 8.108 8.8118 8.825 8.810 0.885 0.001 
CHI-SQ= 7.23 8.H . 18.68 12.68 14.40 16.88 18.50 22.46 



COUJ'IT OVERRIDE VS VIOLATIONS 
ROW PCT 
COL PCT QlJEST(StJB-Q) OVRD( I) VS 
TOT PCT 

INST 
VJ\U) 

QUEST( SUB-Q) VTNS( I) :-;AMI' 

F.KP VJ\L 

QUEST 
()VRJ)( I) 

K- ONE 

I 
QB-A 

I 15 
)OWN - I 38 . 46 . 

11. 36 
2 . 23 
7 . 65 

2 99 
SAHE 19.92 

75.00 
14 . 71 
97.40 

3 18 
UP- I 13 . 64 

13 . 64 
2 . 67 

25 . 89 

4 0 
UP-2 8.88 

8.88 
8.80 
8.98 

TOTAL 132 
19 . 61 

SAl"IPLE SIZE= 
Out..:ST ION VTNS( 1) 

674 

2 3 
QB- 8 08-C 

6 
15.30 
4.69 
8.09 
7.42 

182 
28.62 
79 . 69 
15 . 16 
94.53 

19 
14.39 
14 . 84 
2.02 

25. 11 

I 
20.88 
8.78 
0. rn 
8.95 

128 
19.02 

2 
5. 13 
4.88 
8 . 30 
2.30 

28 
6.63 

68.2•) 
4. 16 

30.28 

I I 
8.33 

26.83 
1.63 
8.04 

0 
8 . 80 
8.08 
8.88 
8.30 

41 
6.89 

4 
QB-D 

16 
41.03 
4.38 
2.38 

21.56 

268 
53.92 
72.04 
39.02 
*274. 

84 
63.64 
22.58 
12.48 
72.96 

4 
80.88 

1.08 
8.59 
2.76 

372 
55.27 

K-ONE 

TOTAL 

39 
5 . 79 

497 
73.85 

132 
19.61 

6 
8.74 

673 

15 

1/24 / fl'} 
I I: :! : ri4 

FOR THIS CONTINGENCY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 18.26 P = 0.0322324 
ARNll'IG - - ONE OR NORE OF THE CELLS ARE EIIPTY 

CHI-SQ SIGIUFICANC!: LEVELS FOR' 9 DECREES OF FREEDOPI 
(CHI-SQ) = 8.308 8.2H 8.188 8 . 858 8.825 8.810 8.005 0.001 

CHI-SQ= 18 . 78 12.28 . 14.78 16.98 19.08 21.70 23.60 27.UO 



:OUJtT OVERRIDE VS DISCIP 
IW PCT 

RECEIVED• INST 
VAI.O 

IL PCT QUEST( SUB-Q) OVRD( 
IT PCT 

1) VS QUESTCSUB-Q> DISC( I> ~AMI' 

CP VAL 

QUF:ST 
mo( 1, 
K-ONE 

I 
09-A 

I 6 
>WN-1 15. 38 

8.96 
0 . 90 
3.91 

2 55 
SAPIF. 11. 13 

82.09 
8.22 

49.47 

3 6 
UP-I 4 . 58 

8 . 96 
0 . 90 

13. 12 

4 0 
UP-2 0.00 

0.00 
0 . 00 
0.50 

TOTAL 67 
18.81 

S,\l'IPLE SIZE = 
QUl!:STION DISC< 1) 

674 

2 3 
09-D 09-C 

5 
12.82 
10.20 
0.75 
2.86 

40 
8. 10 

81.63 
5.90 

36. 18 

3 
2 . 29 
6 . 12 
0.45 
9.59 

1 
20.00 
2.04 
0. 15 
0.37 

49 
7.32 

8 
20 . 51 
6.61 
1.2ft 
7.0:J 

90 
18.22 
74.38 
13. 4lJ 
89.3:J 

22 
16.79 
18. ID 
3.29 

23.69 

1 
20.80 
0.83 
8. Iii 
8.90 

121 
18.89 

4 
09-D 

20 
51.20 
4.63 
2.99 

25. 18 

309 
62.55 
71.53 
46. 19 
*319. 

100 
76.34 
23. 15 
14.95 
04.59 

3 
68.00 
8.69 
0.45 
3.23 

432 
64.57 

K-Ol'IE 

TOTAL 

39 
5.83 

494 
73 . 84 

131 
19 . 58 

(I 

8.75 

669 

16 

1/24/ fl<) 
11: ~: !i4 

FOR TRIS COftTlftGENCY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 18.21 P = 0.0328103 
IARN I IIG -- ONE OR ftORE OF THE CELLS ARE El'IPTY 

CHI-SQ SIGftlFICAftCE LEVELS FOR 9 DEGREES OF FREEOOft 
'(CHI-SQ) = 8.308 8.288 8.100 8.050 8.025 0.010 0.005 0.001 

CHI-SQ: 10,70 12.20 . 14.70 16.90 19.00 21.78 23.60 27.ff8 



:omn OVERRIDE vs PRIOR· CUSTODY LEVEL 
tW PCT 
IL PCT QUEST( SUB-Q) OVRD(· I) VS QUEST< SUB-Q) 
IT PCT 
CP VAL 

QUF .. ~T 
rJU)( I ) 
X- ONE 

I 
MIN 

I 6 
IWN-1 15.88 

15.88 
8 . 98 
2.41 

2 28 
SAME 11.71 

78.88 
4 . 22 

29.52 

3 5 
UP-I 3. 88 , 

12.59 
8.75 
7.77 

4 I 
UP-2 28.88 

2.58 
•• 15 
8.38 

TOTAL 4e 
6.82 

S.\PIPLE SIZE= 
QUESTION PCUS( I) 

674 

2 3 
PIED l'IAX 

33 
82.58 
9.48 
4.97 

21. 14 

244 
49.89 
69.52 
36.75 
*259. 

71 
55.84 
28.23 
t,t.69 
68. 19 

3 
68.88 
8.83 
8.45 
2.6-6 

3:H 
62.86 

I 
2.5,t 
8.56 
8. 15 

18.66 

136 
27.76 
76.84 
28.40 
*138. 

39 
38 . 23 
22.83 
6.87 

34.39 

I 
28.H 
8.56 
8. 15 
1.33 

177 
26 . 66 

8 
8.88 
8 . 88 
8.88 
5.78 

82 
16.73 
83.42 
12.35 
78.84 

14 
18.05 
14 . 58 
2. 11 

18.65 

8 
8.ff 
8.88 
8.88 
8.72 

96 
1-6.46 

X- ONE 

TOTAL 

48 
6.82 

498 
73.89 

129 
19 . 43 

Ii 
8.75 

664 

INST 33 
VALD 

PCUS( I) SAHi' 
l/24/ 89 

I I: :! : r,4 

'OR TRIS CONTINCEIICY TABLE: CBI-SQ • · 3-6.82 P = 8.8888769 
MING -- ORE OR ,mu or THE CELLS ARE EIIPTY 

CHl-8Q SICNIFICAJICE LEVEL4;j FOR 9 DECREES OF FREEDOM 
CHI-SQ) • 8.388 8.2H • . • 8 ••. 85 ••.• 2B 8.918 •. 885 8 . 881 
CHI-SQ• 1•.78 12.29 . 14.78 16.98 19.ff 21.78 23.60 27 . 88 



UftT OVERRIDE VS QUESTIOftftl\ I RE SCORE l"ST 34 
PCT V/\1.D 
PCT QUF.BT(SUD- Q) OVRD( I) VS QUEST< SUB-Q> QSCO( I) Sl\l'W 
PCT l/24/ flC) 
VI\L S,\J'IPLE SIZE = 674 I I : 2:54 

QUESTIOft QSCO< I) X- ONE 
QUEST 2 3 4 5 6 7 n 9 10 II 12 13 14 15 16 
I)( I) 1-2 3 4 5 6 7 n 9 to 11 12 1:1 14 15 16 17+ 
- ONE TOTI\!. 

I 0 0 0 I II 13 5 3 2 a 0 0 0 I 0 0 39 
N-1 0 . 00 , 0 . 00 •••• 2.56 20 . 21 33.33 12.82 7.69 r, . I :I 7.6') 0.00 8.00 0.00 2.56 8 . 00 8 . 00 5 . 00 

8.00 0.00 8.00 I. Hi 12.64 18.57 7. 14 4.76 6 . 06 7 .fl'> 0.00 0.00 0.00 7 . 69 0 . 00 8 . 00 
0.88 8.08 8.88 0. 15 1.64 1.93 1 0.74 0.46 o. :s0 0.45 0.00 8 . 00 0.tUt 0 . 15 8 . 00 0 . 00 
1.68 2.79 3. 19 5.05 5.0:i 4.86 4.86 3.66 I. 92 2.21 1 . 60 0.9'1 0 . 75 0 . 75 0.56 0.50 

2 28 36 34 51 74 52 44 37 22 a5 ;;?9 17 13 12 10 10 496 
AJ'IE 4.83 7.26 6.85 18.28 14.92 18.48 8.87 7.46 4 . 44 7 . 06 5.05 3 . 4:1 2 . 62 2.42 2 . 02 2.02 73.81 

68.97 75.88 61.82 58 . 62 85.86 74.29 62.86 58.73 66 . 67 92. 11 :f-100. *100. :f-!00 . 92 . 31 *188. *180 . , 
2.98 5.36 5.86 7.59 11 . 81 7.74 , 6.56 5. 5 I :t.27 5 . 21 4.:S2 2 . r.:s I . 113 I. 79 I. 49 1. 49 • 

21.48 35 . 43 48.68 64.21 64.21 111.67 51.67 46 . 50 24 . :t6 20.05 21.48 12 . aa 9 . 60 9.68 7.30 7.38 · 

3 9 12 28 31 2 Ii 21 23 9 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 132 
IP- I 6 . 82 ' 9.09 13. 15 23.48 1.52 3 . 79 15. 91 17.42 6 . 82 0 . 00 0.00 0 . 00 0.00 8.00 0.00 8.00 19 . 64 

31.83 25 . 00 36.36 35 . 63 2.38 7. 14 30.88 36 . 51 27 . 27 Ct . 00 0.00 0 .• ,0 0.08 0 . 00 0.00 0.00 
I. 34 I. 79 2.98 4 . 61 0.38 8.74 3 . 12 3.42 I . :14 0.00 0 . 00 0.00 0 . 00 0.00 0.00 8.00 
5.78 9.43 18.88 17.89 17.89 13.75 13.75 12.:17 6 . 40 7 . 46 5.70 3.:S4 2.55 2.55 I. 96 I. 96 , 

4 8 8 I 4 8 8 8 8 8 0 8 0 8 • 8 0 5 
rp-2 .... 8.88 28.88 88.08 8.08 8.88 8.88 8.88 8 . 08 0 . 00 0.00 8 . 00 0.80 8.08 8 . 0ft 8.88 8 . 74 .... 8.88 1.82 4.68 8.88 8.88 8.88 8.88 8 . 08 0.00 8.4t0 8 . 00 8.88 8.88 8.88 8.88 .... 8.88 8. IIJ 8.68 8.88 8.88 8.88 8.88 0.08 0.00 8.00 8 . 00 0.80 8.00 8.80 8.00 

8.22 8.36 8,41 8.61J 8.61J 8.52 8.IJ2 8.47 8.25 0.20 8 . 22 8.1:t 0 . 09 0.09 0.07 8.87 

TOTAL 29 48 1111 87 87 78 78 63 33 38 29 17 13 13 10 10 672 
4.32 7.14 8.18 12.915 12. 911 1e.42 18.42 9.37 4.91 5.65 4.32 2 . 53 1.93 1.93 1.49 I. 49 1 

1R nus CONTINGENCY TABLE: CBI-SQ = 163.51 p = 8.0880008 
INlftG -- ONE OR NORE OF THE CELLS ARE EflPTY 

CHI-SQ SIGftlFICAftCE LEVELS FOR•. 411 DE.CREES OF FREEDOfl 
:HI-SQ) • e.3ee 8.2H:- •. 108 e.e5e 8 . 82$ 8.818 9.8~:J 8 . 001 
CHI-SQ • 49 . 54 112.78 . 117.39 61.32 64.91 69.28 72. 17 78.55 

, OPTIONS OLD I 2 3 : 4 5 6 7 8 9 19 II 12 13 14 rn 16 17 18 19 28 21 
IIEW 1 I 2 . 3 4 6 6 7 8 9 18 II 12 . 13 14 15 16 16 16 16 16 



COUJIIT OVERRIDE VS CURRENT CUSTODY CRD 
OW PCT 
OL PCT QUF.ST( SUB-Q) OVRD( I) VS QUEST( SUB-Q) 
OT PCT 
XP VAL 

QUEST 
VRD( I) 

X- ONE 

I 
PIIN 

I I 
()WN- 1 2. 60 

8 . 46 
8. rn 

12.82 

2 138 
SAPIF. 27.77 

63.89 
28.47 
*159. 

3 72 
UP-l 54. 65 . 

33.33 
18 . 68 
42.38 

4 5 
UP-2 *188. 

2.31 
8.74 
1.68 

TOTAL 216 
32.85 

SAMPLE SIZE= 
QUESTIOR CCUS( I) 

674 

2 a 
PIED PIAX 

35 
87.58 
18 . 78 
Ii. 19 

19.41 

232 
46.68 
78.95 
34.42 
*241. 

68 
+li.45 
18 . 35 
8.98 

64.84 

8 
8.88 
8.88 
8.88 
2.43 

327 
48.G2 

4 
18.88 
3.83 
8.59 
7.77 

127 
25.5:i 
96.93 
18.84 
96.68 

8 
8.88 
8.88 
8 . 88 

25.66 

8 
8.88 
8.88 
8.88 
8.97 

131 
19.44 

TOTAL 

48 
6.93 

497 
73.74 

132 
19.58 

5 
8.74 

674 

X-ORE 

INST :15 
V/\1.0 

CCUS( I) i-./\tll' 
l/24/09 

11 : 2: a4 

'OR THIS CONTINGENCY TABLE: CBI-SQ • 95.38 P = 8.8880888 
lRJflNC -- OIIE OR NORE OF THE CELLS ARE DIPTY 

CH I-SQ S ICIU F ICAIICE LEVELS FOR' . 6 DECREF.8 OF FREEDOft 
ICRI-SQ) = 8.388 8.288 8.188 8.858 8.825 8.818 8.883 8.801 

CHI-SQ a 7 . 23 8.56 18.68 12.68 14.48 16.88 18. 58 22 . 46 



IUftT OVERRIDE VS l'IAKE OVERRIDE? 
I PCT 

lftST 40 
VI\U) 

PCT QUEST( SUB- Q) OVRD( I) VS QUEST< SUB-Q) 
'PCT 

I\SCOC I) Sl\111' 

' VAL 

QlrF.ST 
Lil( I ) 
:-ONF: 

I 
YES 

I 39 
rN - 1 * 180. 

21.31 
5 . 79 

18.68 

2 7 
:A,W. I. 41 

3.83 
1.84 

*13~. 

3 132 
IP-I *180. 

72. 13 
19. 61 
3:1. 69 

4 II 
IP-2 *188. 

2 . 73 
8 . 74 
1.36 

TOTAL 183 
27. 19 

S,\l'IPLE SIZE == 
QUt::sTION ASCO( I) 

2 
NO 

TOTAL 

0 39 
0 . 00 5.79 
0.00 
8.00 

26 . 48 

498 497 
98.59 73.86 
*180. 
72.61 
*361. 

8 132 
0.08 19.61 
8.88 
0.00 

96. 11 

8 II 
8.88 8 . 74 
8.00 
e.08 
3.64 

498 673 
72.81 

674 
X- ONE 

)ft 1'818 CONTINGEIICY TABLE: CHI-SQ = 638. 14 
lNIIIC -- ONE OR NORE OF THE CELLS ARE EIIPTY 

l/24/ 89 
11: :.! : !i4 

P = 0.9880888 

CHI-SQ SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS FOR' 3 DEGREES OF FRF:EOON 
:HI-SQ)• e.aee 8.299 e.189 8.868 8.826 8.818 8.806 8.801 
CHI-SQ• 3 . 66 4.64 . 6.2li 7.81 9.35 11.38 12.00 16.27 



:OUIIT OVERRIDE VS PIOD IF I ED GRD 
IW PCT 

lftST 41 
VALD 

IL PCT QUESTC SUD- Q) OVRDC I) VS QUEST< SUB-Q) 
1T rcT 

PIGRD( I) SAtlP 

:P VAL S,\flPLE SIZE = 
QU~TION PIGI\D( I) 

674 

QUf.ST I 

"·" 
2 :t 4 

'IU)C I ) ttED flAX SAttE 
X- ONE 

I 
1WN-I 

2 
SMIF. 

3 
UP-I 

35 
89.74 , 
87 . 59 
5.20 
2 . 32 

5 
1.81 

12 . 58 
8.74 

29.54 

4 
18.26 
6 . 26 
8 . 59 
... 48 

8 
8.88 

··" 8.88 
56. 12 

8 72 
8.88 1 54.55 
8 . 88 94.74 
8.88 18.78 
7 . 85 14.91 

4 8 8 
8.88 
8.88 
8.88 
8. 56 

UP-2 e . 88 .... .... 
• . 38 

TOTAL 48 
1 . 94 

76 
11.29 

8 
8.88 
8 . 88 
8.88 
3.88 

2 
8.41t 
2.99 
8.38 

49.48 

68 
45.45 
89.GII 
8.92 

13 .... 

G 
•188. 
7.46 
•. 74 
8.18 

67 
9.96 

8 
8.88 
8 . 88 
8.88 

28.48 

498 
98.H 
*188. 
72 . 81 
*361. 

• 8.88 .... 
8.H 

96. 11 

8 
8.H 
8.H 
8.H 
3.64 

498 
72.81 

X-OftE 

TOTAL 

39 
5.79 

497 
73.8:5 

132 
19.61 

I 
8.74 

673 

OR THIS CONTINGENCY TABLE: CBI-SQ = 11911.18 
RIIIIIC -- OIIE OR IIORE or THE CELLS A.RE u.TY 

l/24/09 
11: :! : 54 

I' :a 8.8889888 

CHI-SQ 81GIIU'ICAIICE LEVELS FOR· . 9 DECREES or fREEDOPI 
CBI-SQ) :a 8.3H 8.2H e.188 8.8118 e.8211 8.el8 8.8811 8.991 
CHI-SQ• 18.78 12.28 . 14.78 16.98 19.ff 21.78 23.68 27.88 



IT OVERRIDE vs INST I nrr IOn 
'CT 

INST 
VJ\l.O 

QUEST( SUB-Q) INST< I> :,.,\Ml' 'CT QUEST( SUD-Q) OVRD( I) VS 
'CT 
lt\L S,\PIPLE SIZE = 

.OUESTION INST( I) 
674 

l/24/fl') 
11: 2:fi4 

I 
. I 

2 
IE 

3 
• I 

4 
·2 

I 
CTIJ 

I 
2.56 
2.56 
8. 15 
2.26 

32 
6.45 

82.85 
4.76 

28.79 

6 
4.55 , 

ltl.38 
8.89 
7 . 66 

8 
8.99 
•. 88 

··" 8.29 

X-ONE 
2 3 4 6 6 7 

NSU 
n 

l'ITV 
9 ... I I 

RWC FNI ll'IR ISP JDC NCC OAK HIV 

4 
10.26 
12 . 58 
8.68 
1.06 

II 
12.02 
2.04 
8.74 

18.21 

• 8.88 
8.88 
8 . 88 
9 . 81 

8 
8.88 
8.88 
8.88 
I. 16 

8 
8.88 
8.90 
8.88 
4.64 

n 
28.51 
12.78 

I. 19 
3.66 

2.56 
7.69 
8. 15 
8 . 75 

0 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.70 

24 132 
4.84 26.61 

75.89 76.88 
3.57 19.64 

23.62 *129. 

116 16 71 41 12 9 
I. 0 I 

75.U0 
• • :&4 
U. H6 

4 
3.93 

12.58 
8.68 
6.29 

8 
8.98 

··" 9.88 
9.24 

23.39 3.23 14.31 
68.64 80.88 88.75 
17.26 2.38 18.67 
*124. 14.76 69.85 

8.27 2.42 
65.88 92.:11 
6. 18 I. 79 

46 . 118 9 . f,8 

38 58 
28.79 37 . 88 
21.59 29.59 
5.65 7.44 

34.67 33.28 

I 3 

3 
2.27 

15.88 
8.4!1 
3.93 

29.H 
8.57 
8. Ill 
1.31 

68.88 28.88 
I. 78 G.88 
8. 411 8. 15 
I. 26 8. 1:1 

9 14 
6.82 18.61 

11. 25 22.22 
1.34 2.88 

16.71 12.37 

8 
8.88 
8.88 
8.88 
8.68 

8 
8.88 
8.88 
8.88 
8.47 

8 3 
8.00 2.27 
8.08 25 . 08 
8.08 0.45 
2.55 2. :J6 

8 
8.88 
8.88 
8.88 
8.89 

8 
8 . 08 
8.08 
8.08 
8 . 08 

6 
15 . 30 
30.00 
0.0') 
I. fl> 

5 
t2.02 
29.41 
8.74 
0.9') · 

... 8 
2 . O:! I . 61 

70.01, 47 .06 
2. on 1. 19 

14. 71', 12. 55 

0 
0.00 
0.0ft 
0.0ft 
:J.93 

0 
0 . 0ft 
0 . 0ft 
0.00 
0. 15 

4 
3 . 83 

23.53 
0.69 
3 . :&4 

8 
8.08 
8.08 
8.08 
0. 13 

12 
Wllll 

9 
23 . 011 
2').0:1 

I . :&4 
I. U~t 

TOTI\L 

39 
5 . 00 

21 496 
.+.2:1 73.01 

67 . 74 
3. 12 

22.0H 

I 132 
8 . 76 19.64 
3.2:1 
8. 15 
6.0') 

0 
8 . 00 
8.00 
8.4>0 
8.2:J 

6 
8.74 

J'OTAL 39 32 176 169 28 88 63 13 12 20 17 31 672 
11.88 4.76 26.19 25.111 2.98 11.98 9.37 1.93 1.7'} 2.CJU 2.53 4.61 

THIS COIITINCENCY TABLE: CBI-SQ= 133.36 P = 9.880088,t 
IIIC -- ONE OR NOH OF THE CELLS ARE EPIPTY 

CHI-SQ SIGNIFICAIICE LEVELS FOR 33 DEGREES OF FREEOO" 
I-SCU 11 8.388 8.288 •. 188 8.858 8.825 8.818 8.805 8.84H 
HI-SQ= 36.03 39.63. 43.64 47.87 58.22 114.88 56.6a 62 . ae 

OPTIONS OLD I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 18 II 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 28 21 22 
NEW 8 8 I 8 8 8 2 8 3 4 0 8 6 7 tt 9 8 8 8 18 II 12 



COURT LAST-IST CUSTODY CRD VS OVERRIDE 
ROW PCT 
COL PCT QUEST(SUB-Q) DELC( I) VS QUEST<SUB-Q) 
TOT PCT 
EXP VAL 

QUEST I 
DELCC I) DOWN- I 

X-ONE 

I 
DOWN 

2 
SAKE 

3 
UP 

7 
9.89 

38.89 
1.57 
3. 11 

9 
3.86 

58.88 
2.82 

11.89 

2 
2.78 

II. 11 
8.45 
2 . 99 

S,\PIPLE SIZE = 
QUEST ION OVRDC I ) 

674 

2 3 
SAPIE UP- I 

68 
88.3 1 
28.54 
16.20 
57.27 

218 
74. 15 
66.86 
48.99 
*218. 

45 
68.8 1 
13.68 
18. 11 
55.84 

2 
2.68 
2. Iii 
8.45 

16.89 

67 
22.79 
72.84 
15.86 
61.44 

24 
32.43 
28.81 
5.39 

15.47 

4 
UP-2 

8 .... 
8.88 
8.ff 
8.52 

8 
8.88 
8.ff 
8.ff 
1.98 

3 
4.85 

*188. 
8.67 
8.68 

X-ORE 

TOTAL 

77 
17.38 

294 
66.87 

74 
16.63 

TOTAL 18 33 1 93 3 4411 
4.84 74.38 29.98 •. 67 

IRST 5 
VAI.O 

OVRD< I ) SAf'IP 
l/24/ R<t 

I:.!: 0: :.!') 

FOR TRIS CORTIRCEftCY TABLE: CBI-SQ• 42.32 P = ..... 8843 
WARRING -- ONE OR JIS)RE or THE CELLS ARE EIIPTY 

CHI-SQ SIGNIFICA.RCE LEVELS FOR . 6 DEGREES or FREEDON 
P(CRI-SQ) • 8.388 8.2M 8.188 8.858 8.825 8.818 8.885 8.801 

CHI-SQ= 7.23 8.56 . 19.68 12.68 14.48 16.88 18.58 22.46 

ROW OPT IORS OLD I 2 3 4 5 
NEW I I 2 . 3 3 



COU1'T 
ROW PCT 

LAST-IST CUSTODY CRD VS TINE SERVED INST 13 
V/\1.D 

COL PCT QUEST( SUD- Q) OF.LC( I) VS QUEST< SUB-Q) TSER< I ) S/\l'IJ' 
TOT rcT 
F.KP VI\L 

QIJF.ST 
DELC( I) 

><- ONE 

I 
DOWN 

2 
SANE 

3 
UP 

I 
06-A 

5 
6.49 
9.88 
I. 13 
8 . 86 

46 
15 . 65 
98.28 
18.30 
33.85 

9 
9.98 
9.00 
8.08 
8 . 29 

S,\l'IPLE SIZE = 
QUESTION TSER< I) 

2 3 4 
06-R 06- C Of. - D 

4 
5. 19 

20.06 
0.98 
3.48 

13 
4 . 42 

65.89 
2 . 93 

13.27 

3 
4. 17 

15 . 98 
0.60 
3 . 25 

9 
8.98 
0 . 08 
9 . 08 
1.56 

6 
2.84 

66.67 
1.35 
5.97 

3 
4. 17 

33 . 33 
8.68 
1.46 

3 
3.99 
9.09 
8 . 68 
5.74 

23 
7.82 

69.78 
II . 19 

21.98 

7 
9.72 

21. 21 
I. 50 
5 . 36 

674 
X- ONE 

l/24/ 89 
•~: 0: :!? 

5 6 7 8 ? 
06-E 06- •· 06-C 06- 11 Of, - I 

19 
12 . 99 
31.25 

2.26 
5.56 

15 II 
19 . 40 14.29 
17.44 -26 . 8:t 
3 . 39 2 . 48 

14 . 95 7 . 13 

17 62 25 
5 . 78 21 . 99 8. 58 

53. 12 72.89 68.98 
3.04 14.88 5.64 

21.24 57.97 ;27.21 

5 
6.94 

IS . 62 
1.13 
5.28 

9 5 
12.59 6.94 
19.47 12.28 
2 . 831 I. 13 

13.90 6.66 

TOT/\1~ 

6 2:t 77 
7. 79 29. 07 17 . :111 

10. 17 20.!i4 
I. 35 5 . 11) 

10 . 26 19 . 47 

36 
12.24 
61.02 
8. 13 

39 . 16 

17 
23.61 
2O.RI 
3.84 
9 . 59 

66 294 
22.45 66.:17 
511.93 
14.~0 
74 . :t:t 

23 72 
31.94 16.2!i 
20 . !i4 

5. II) 
IR . 20 

TOTAL 51 28 9 33 32 86 41 59 112 443 
II . Ill 4.51 2.83 7.45 7.22 19.41 · 9.26 13 . 32 25.211 

FOR TRIS COIITINGENCY TABLE: CHI-SQ c 39.36 P = 8 . 0009882 
WARNlftG -- OftE OR l'IORE OF THE CELLS ARE ENPTY 

CHI-SQ 81GNIFICAJICE LEVELS FOR· 16 DEGREES OF FREEDON 
PfCBf - SQ) = 8.399 9.288 • 8.108 8 . 958 8.825 9.910 8 . 8~5 0.801 

CHI-SQ= 18J48 28.58 . 23.58 26.38 28.88 32.90 34 . 38 39.25 

MW OPTIOIIS OLD l 2 3 4 6 
NEW I I 2 . 3 3 



COUJIT LAST-IST CUSTODY GRD VS TlflE REl'IAINJNG INST 14 
OW PCT V/\1.D 
OL PCT QUEST(SUB-Q) DELC( I) VS QUEST< SUB-Q) TI\Eft( I) Sl\tll' 
OT PCT l/24/ fl'} 
XP VI\L SAl'IPLE SIZE = 674 I••. -· O: :.!'l 

QUESTION TREl'I( I) X-ONE 
QUEST I 2 3 

ELC< I) Q7-A Q7-B N/,\ 
X-ONF. TOTAL 

I 38 32 4 74 
DOWN 51. 35 43.24 5. 41 17.89 

19.49 16.89 15.38 
8.78 7.39 8.92 

33 . 33 36.23 4.44 

2 141 132 14 287 
SAl'IE 49. 13 4:5.99 4.88 66.28 

72.31 62.26 G3.81J 
32.36 38 . 48 3.23 
*129. *148. 17.23 

3 16 48 8 72 
UP 22 . 22 66.67 I I. 11 16.63 

8 . 21 22.64 38.77 
3.78 11. 89 1.85 

32 . 42 35.25 4.32 

TOTAL 1915 212 26 433 
43.83 48. 96 6.88 

roR TRIS CONTINGENCY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 19.44 P = 8.8886526 
CHI-SQ SJGNIFICAftCE U:VELS Ji'OR 4 DEGREES OP' FREEDOM 

:cn1-sQ• = 8.388 8 . 2•• 8.188 8.858 e.e2G 8.818 8.885 8.001 
CHI-SQ= 4.88 G.99 7.78 9.49 11.18 13.38 14.98 18 . 46 

tW OPTIONS OLD I 2 3 4 G 
NEW I I 2 3 3 



JJIT LAST- I ST CUSTODY GRD VS DI SC IP RECE I Vim 
rcT 

INST 
Vt\L.O 

PCT QUEST( SUB- Q) DELC( I) VS QUF.STC SUB-Q) DISC( I) St\HI' 
PCT 
Vt\L 

UJF..ST 
:, I ) 
-ONE 

I 
)WN 

2 
IJIE 

3 
UP 

I 
Q9- A 

16 
28 . 78 
29 . 63 

3 . 61 
9 . 39 

37 
12.63 
68 . 52 
8.35 

35.72 

I 
1.37 
1.85 
9 . 23 
8.90 

S,\PIPLE SIZE = 
QUESTION DISC( I) 

674 

2 3 4 
Q9- 8 Q9- C Q9- D 

18 
12.99 
20 . 57 

2 . 26 
6.88 

23 
7.85 

65.71 
!i. 19 

23. 16 

2 
2.74 
6 . 71 
8 . 45 
!i.77 

23 
29.87 
25 . 56 
5. 19 

15.64 

58 
19 . 88 
64 . 44 
13.89 
59 . 53 

9 
12.33 
18.88 
2 . 93 

14.83 

28 
36.36 
18.61 
6.32 

45.89 

175 
59.73 
66.29 
39.58 
*174. 

61 
83.56 
23. 11 
13 . 77 
43.58 

X- ONE 

TOTAL 

77 
17 . 38 

293 
66. 14 

73 
16.48 

TOTAL 54 35 99 264 443 
12.19 7.98 28.32 59.59 

16 

1/24/ 89 
12 : 0: :!') 

\ THIS COftTINGENCY TABLE: CBI-SQ= 36.58 P = 8.8888129 
CHI - SQ 81GNIFICAJICE LEVELS FOR· 6 DECREES OF FREEOOfl 

II-SQ)= 8.399 8.288 · 8.188 8 . 958 8.825 8.819 8.N5 9.891 
:HI-SQ= 7 . 23 8.G6 18.68 12.68 14.40 16.88 18.58 22.46 

OPTIONS OLD I 2 3 4 5 
NEW I I 2 . 3 3 



COU1'T LAST-IST CUSTODY GRD VS ftOft-CORFOMlftC 
ROW PCT 
COi, PCT QUEST( f.UB-Q) DELC( I) VS QUEST( SUB-Q) 
TOT PCT 
F:XP Vt\l. 

OUF:ST 
Df:LCC I> 

X- ONF: 

I 
ftOffE 

I 48 
DOWN 62.34 

16.99 
19.79 
!JlS.82 

2 294 
Sl\ffl: 69.39 

64. 15 
45.84 
*218. 

3 66 
UP 89. 19 

28 . 75 
14 . 83 
52.00 

TOTAL 318 
71.46 

SAtlPLE SIZE= 
QtW..ST IOft ffCFl'tC I ) 

2 
YES 

29 
37.66 
22.83 
6.52 

21.98 

99 
39.61 
7'9.87 
2'9 . 22 
83.91 

8 
18.81 
6 . 38 
1.08 

21. 12 

127 
28.54 

TOTAL 

77 
17.3'9 

294 
66.87 

74 
16. 63 

445 

674 
X-OftE 

lftST 
V/\1.1) 

ff CF Pl< I > SI\ l'fP 

28 

l/24/ 09 
12: 0 : :!'} 

FOR THIS COffTll'fCEftCY TABLE: CBI-SQ e 15.17 P = 9.8805184 
CHI-SQ SIGNIFICl\ftCE LEVEL.~ FOR 2 DECREES OF FREF.DOfl 

P<CRI-SQ) = 8.399 8.289 8.108 8.858 8.82~ 8.919 8.995 8.801 
CHI-SQ• 2.41 3.22 . 4.61 5.99 7.30 9.21 18.69 13.01 

ROW OPTIOftS OLD 
ffEW 

2 3 4 5 
I 2 3 3 



COUl'IT LI\ST-IST CUSTODY GRD VS lftSTIT. I\DJUSTl'IF. lftST 31 

ROW rcT V/\1.0 
COL PCT QUF-'IT( Stffi-Q) DELC( I) VS QUF.ST( SUB-Q) I ",\D( I) ~/\MP 

TOT rcT 1/24/R? 
f.XP VI\L ~,\tlPLE SIZE = 674 I·•. " : 2') 

QUESTJOft I "1\D( I) X-OftE 
QUF.~T I 2 3 4 

Dt:1,C( I) QI I-AD QI 1-C QI 1-J) QI 1-F. 
,C- Olff: TOTAL 

I 2 6 19 H 77 
oown 2.60 7.79 24.6R 64.94 17.38 

33.33 20.69 25.8tt 15.96 
8 . 45 I. 35 4.2? 11.29 
1.04 5.04 13. 21 57.71 

2 3 29 H 216 293 
SI\PfF. 1.82 6.83 18.43 73.72 66 .... 

H.98 60.97 71.85 65.06 
8.68 4.51 12. 19 48.76 
3 . 97 19. 18 50 . 27 *219. 

3 I 3 3 66 73 
UP 1.37 4. II 4. ll 98.41 16.48 

16.67 18 . 34 3.95 19.08 
8.23 8.60 8.68 14.90 
0 . 99 4.78 12.52 54.71 

TOTAL 6 29 76 332 443 
1.35 6.55 17.16 74.94 

FOR THIS COIITlftCt:ftCY TABLE: CBI-SQ • 15.47 P ,. 8.8l6CJ067 
WAMJftG -- onE FIFTII OR 1'10RE or THE CELLS RAVE LESS THAn G 

CH I -SQ SI Cft IF I Cl\"CE LEVEL~ FOR• 6 DECREES or FREF.OOft 
P(CHI-SQ) = 8.399 9.298 8.189 8.858 9.825 0.818 9.805 9.001 

CHI-SQ= 7.23 8.56 . 10.60 12.60 14.48 16.88 18.59 22 . 46 

ROW OPTIONS OLD 
IIEW 

COL OPTIONS OLD 
NEW 

2 3 4 5 
I 2 3 3 

2 3 4 5 
I 2 . 3 4 

.. 



COUftT LA.CIT- I ST CUSTODY CRD VS QUFST I OlflfA I RF. SC llfST 34 
ROW rcT Vt\LJ) 
COL PCT QUF.ST< SlJB-Q) DELC< I) VS QIJE.'ff( SlJB-Q) OSCO< I) St\l'IP 
TOT rcT 1/24/ 89 
f:XP Vt\l, S,\PIPLE SIZF. = 674 12: ft : 2') 

QUESTIOft OSCO( I) K-OlfE 
OUFBT I 2 3 4 s 6 7 8 9 1 ft II 12 13 14 IS 16 

DELC( I) 1-2 3 4 3 6 7 8 9 rn 11 12 l'.I 14 15 16 17+ 
x-oro; TOTAL 

I 8 8 8 3 23 6 s s 3 16 9 3 I 2 I 8 77 
l)()Wft 8.ff 8 . 80 8.88 3.98 29.87 7.79 6.49 6.49 3 . ')0 20.7R 11 . 69 3 . 90 1.30 2.68 1.38 8.80 t 17. 30 

8.88 0.88 8 . 88 6.98 47 . 92 13 . 64 · 11.36 I0.00 I I. 11 40.40 34.62 23 . 00 8.33 18 . 18 18.88 8 . 80 
9.08 0 . 80 0 . 89 8 . 68 3. 19 1.35 I. 13 I. 13 O . f,R :t.61 2 . 03 o .,,n 0 . 23 0.46 0.2:J 8 . 80 
2.78 4.35 5 . 56 7 . 47 8 . 34 7 . 65 7.65 8.69 4.(,? 5 . 74 4 . ft2 2.2(, 2.89 I. 91 I. 74 I. 56 1 

2 7 18 19 18 24 34 35 37 28 17 17 to II 9 9 9 294 
SMIF. 2 . 38 6. 12 6.46 6. 12 8 . 16 11. 66 11.98 12 . 59 6 . 00 · 5. 7R 5.78 3.40 3.74 3 . 86 3.86 3.86 66.37 

43.75 72.00 59 . 37 41 . 86 58.88 77.27 79 . 55 74.ff 74 . 07 51 . 52 65 . 38 1 76.92 91.67 RI .82 90.80 *180. 
I.SB 4.06 ♦ .29 4 . 86 5 . 42 7.67 7.90 R.:JS 4.51 a . ,a-. 3.04 2 . 2,, 2.48 2.03 2 . 83 2 . 03 

18.62 16. 59 21.2♦ 28 . 5♦ 31.06 29.20•29.28 :13. 18 17.92 21.9ft 17 . 26 ' n.,,:1 7.96 7.38 6 . 64 5.97 

3 9 7 13 22 I 4 4 8 4 0 9 0 9 8 9 8 72 
UP 12.H 9.72 18 . 86 38.56 1.39 1 . 116• . IJ . 116 I I. II 5.56 0.9 .. 8.80 8 . 80 8 . 08 8.ff 8 . 98 9.80 16 . 25 

56 . 25 28 . 99 48.62 51. 16 2 . 88 9.99 9 . 89 16.ff 14.81 0 . 8ft 8 . 90 0 . 90 0 . 90 0 . 09 0.88 8 . 88 
2.83 1.58 2 . 93 4 . 97 8.23 8.98 8.98 I.Bl 8.98 (t . 00 8.00 0 . 00 0.09 0 . 88 0 . 8ft 8.00 
2.68 4 . 96 5 . 20 6.99 7 . 00 7. 15 7. 15 8 . 13 4.39 5. :J6 4.23 2 . II 1.95 I. 79 1.63 1.46 • 

TOTAL 16 25 32 ♦3 ♦8 ♦♦ 4♦ H 27 33 26 13 12 II 19 9 443 
3 . 61 S.64 7.22 9.71 18 . 84 9 . 93 9.93 11. 29 6 . 09 7 . 45 5 . 07 2 . 9 :l 2.71 2. ♦8 2.26 2.83 

FOR TRIS COIITlftCENCY TABLE: CBI-SQ • 174 . 43 p = 0.0990001J 
WAMlftG -- OIIE OR l'IORE OF THE CELLS ARE EIIPTY 

CHI-SQ SICftlFICAlfCE LEVELS FOR· . 38 DECREES OF FREEDON 
PC CHI - SQ> = 8.388 8.2H 8. 188 8 . 858 8.825 8.810 8.805 8.091 

CHI-SQ = 33 ; 59 36 . 28 . ♦0.30 43 . 88 ♦7.08 !19.90 33.78 59 . 70 

ROW OPTIOlfS OLD 2 3 4 s 
ft[W I 2 3 3 

COL OPT IOftR OLD 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 •• II 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 29 21 
ft[W I 2 3 4 s 6 7 8 9 •• II 12·. 13 14 15 16 16 16 16 16 



COURT LI\ST- IST CURTODY CRD VS CURREIIT CUSTODY lftST 
V/\1 ,1) 

CCUS< I) Sl\l'IP 
ROW rcT 
COL rcT QUF..STC SUB- Q) DELC( I) vs QUFST( SUB-Q) 
TOT rcT 
EXP VI\L 

QUf.ST 
DF.LCI I) 

X- ONF. 

I 
DOWN 

2 
Sl\l"IE 

3 
UP 

I 
NIN 

9 
9.99 
9 . 99 
8 . 89 

19.73 

61 
28.711 
53.51 
13.71 
75.32 

53 
71.62 
46.49 
I 1.91 
18.96 

S,\l'IPLF. SIZE = 
QUESTION er.use I) 

674 

2 3 
l"IED PII\X 

44 
57 . 14 
28 . 37 
9.09 

37.38 

151 
51.36 
69.91 
33.93 
*142. 

21 
20.38 
9.72 
4.72 

35.92 

33 
42.8'1 
28 . 79 
7.42 

19 . 9~ 

82 
27 . 89 
71.30 
18. 43 
75 . 98 

9 .... ..... 
9.99 

19. 12 

TOTAL 

77 
17.30 

294 
66.97 

74 
16.63 

TOTAL 114 216 115 445 
25 . 62 48.54 25 . 84 

X-OlfE 

l/24/ R<J 
12 : 0 : 2? 

FOR TRIS COIITl1'CElfCY TABLE: CHI-SQ., 119.66 
WAMllfC -- OlfE OR tlORE OF THE CELLS ARE ENPTY 

P = 8.9988098 

CHI-SQ 8IC1'IFICAlfCE LEVELS FOR· 4 DECREES OP' FREEOOfl 
PCCHI - SQ) = 8.389 9.2H · 8,189 8.95e e.925 9.819 8.995 9.891 

CHI-SQ• 4 . 88 5.99 7.78 9 . 49 II. 18 13.39 14.98 18.46 

MW OPTIOftS OLD I 2 3 4 S 
1'EW I I 2 . 3 3 



COURT 
ROW rcT 

LI\..CIT- 1ST CUSTODY CRD VS PIAICE OVERRIDF.? 

COL rcT QUF.ST( Slffi-Q) DELC( I) vs QUF~CIT< Stffi-Q) 
TOT rcT 
F.Kr VAL 

OUT.ST 
Of.LC( I) 

X- ONF. 

I 
DOWN 

2 
SAPIF. 

3 
ur 

I 
YES 

9 
11.69 
7 . 63 
2.93 

29.46 

79 
26.87 
66.95 
17 . 79 
78. 14 

39 
41 . 19 
25.42 

6 . 76 
19.49 

S,\ffl'LF. SIZE = 
QUEST I 01'1 t\SCO< I ) 

2 
NO 

68 
88.31 
29.86 
15 . 32 
56 . 54 

215 
73 . 13 
65 . 95 
48 . 42 
*215. 

43 
58.99 
13. 19 
9.68 

53.69 

TilTt\L 

77 
17.34 

294 
66.22 

73 
16 . 44 

TOTAL 118 326 444 
26.58 73.42 

674 
X-Ol'IE 

1/24/ 0') 
I:! : 0 : :!'• 

FOR TRIS COl'ITll'ICEl'ICY TABLE: CBI-SQ= 16.65 P = 9.9992489 
CHI-SQ SICl'IIFIC/\l'ICE LF.VELS FOR 2 DECREER OF FREF.DOft 

P(CRI - SQ) = 9.399 9.299 9 . 199 9.959 9.925 9.919 9.995 9.991 
CHI-SQ= 2.41 3.22 . 4.61 5.99 7.30 9.21 19.69 13.01 

ROW OPTIOftS OLD 
ftEW 

2 3 4 5 
I 2 3 3 



COUJIT . LAST-IST CUSTODY CRD VS PIODIFIED CRD lftST 41 
ROW PCT V/\LD 
COL PCT QUFST( SUD-Q) DELC( I) VS QUE.',T( SUB-Q) nCRD( I) S/\l'fl' 
TOT PCT 1/24/ 09 
F:XP V/\L S,\NPLF, S I ZE = 674 12 : 0 : :!') 

QUt;:.<,TIOft l'fGIU)( I) X-OftE 
QUF.ST I 2 3 4 

DF:I.Ct I) l'IIN l'IF.D tli\X Sl\l"IF. 
X- Ol'fF: TOTAL 

I 4 3 2 68 77 
DOWN II. 19 3.98 2.6-. 88.31 17.34 

23 . 63 6 . 82 3 . 51 28 . 06 
8.98 ~ . 68 8.45 15.32 
2.95 7 . 63 9.89 56.54 

2 18 26 44 213 294 
Si\l'IF. 3.48 8.58 14.97 73. 13 66.22 

68.82 56.82 77. 19 66.95 
2.25 5 . 63 9.91 48.+2 

I 1.26 29 . 14 37.74 *215. 

3 3 16 II +3 73 
ur 4 . II 21.92 Hl . 97 68.98 16.44 

17 . 65 36.36 19 . 38 13. 19 
8 . 68 3 . 69 2.40 9.68 
2.88 7.23 9.37 53.68 

TOTAL 17 44 67 326 444 
3.83 9 . 91 12.84 73.42 

FOR mrs COlfflftGEftCY TABLE: CHI-SQ c 26.58 P = ••••• ,769 
WAMlftC -- OftE FIFffl OR NORE OF THE CELLS RAVE U'.SS TIIAlf I 

CHI-SQ SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS FOR 6 DEGREES OF FREEDO" 
P<CRI-SQ> = 9.388 9.299 9.199 9.859 9.825 ~.819 8.8.5 8 . 981 

CHI-SQ= 7.23 8 . 66 . 18 . 68 12.68 14.49 16.89 18.58 22.46 

ROW OPTIOftS OLD I 2 3 · 4 5 
NEW I l 2 3 3 



COURT LA.en'- HIT CUSTODY CRD VS l"STITITTIOft 
ROW rcT 

'"ST 
Vi\LD 

I "ST( I> Si\Ptr 

45 

COL rcT QUEST(SUB-Q) DELC( I) vs QUEST(SUB-Q) 
TOT rcT 
f.XP V,\L S,UIPLE SIZE = 

QUr•,ST I Off I ff ST( I ) 
674 

l/24/RCJ 
12: 0: 2') 

X-OftE 
QUYST 

f)f.LC( I ) 
X- ONt: 

I 
CTIJ 

2 3 4 IJ 6 1 0 
l'ISU l'ITV 

9 ... 
Frll lffl\ ISP JDC PICC 01\K RIV 

I 
DOWN 

2 
s ,\l'fF. 

3 
UP 

2 
2.69 
6 . 25 
8.45 
5.54 

28 
6 . 88 

62.59 
4.49 

21 . 14 

•• 13 . IH 
31.25 

2 . 25 
5.32 

I 16 25 4 
1 . 39 28 . 78 32.47 5.19 
8.33 13.45 16 . 45 44.44 
0 . 22 3.69 5.62 9.99 
2 . 98 29.59 26 . 39 1.56 

16 
29 . 70 
27 . 59 

3 . 69 
19.94 • 

6 I 2 
7 . 79 I. 38 2. 60 

24. ff 3!J. 33 33. :13 
1.:Jr. 9.22 0 . 4!i 
4. 33 9. 52 I . 04 

7 89 115 3 37 14 I 
9.34 

33.33 
9 . 22 
1.98 

4 
I. 36 

66 . (,7 
0 . '}0 
3.'J6 

2.38 27 . 21 39 . 12 
58.33 67 . 23 75.66 

I . 57 17. 98 25 . 84 
7.93 78.62 *199. 

4 
5.41 

33 . 33 
9.99 
2.89 

23 
31.98 
19.33 
5. 17 

19.79 

12 
16.22 
7 . 09 
2.79 

25.20 

1.92 12.G9• 4.76 
33 . 33 63.79 56 . 88 
9.67 8.31 3 . 15 
5.91J 38.32 16 . 52 

2 
2.79 

22.22 
9 . 45 
1.59 

5 
6.76 
8.62 
I. 12 
9.64 , 

IJ 
6.76 

29 . 98 
I. 12 
4 . 16 

I 
l.31J 

33.33 
9 . 22 
9 . 59 

• ff.Off 
9 . 09 
9 . 00 
1 . 00 

TOTAL 32 12 119 152 9 88 25 3 6 
I. 35 7 . 19 2.79 26.74 34 . 16 2.92 13.83 5 . 62 9.67 

• 0 . 00 
0 . 00 
0 . 0ft 
ff . 07 

3 
1.92 

60 .... 
0 . 67 
3. :lit 

2 
2 . 70 

49.9ft 
0.4!i 
9 . R:J 

5 
I. 12 

FOR TRIS COIITl"CEftCY TABLE: CBI-SQ= IJl.18 P:: 8.9894387 
WAMlftC -- OftE OR PIORE OF THE CELLS ARE EfrTY 

CHI-SQ SICftlFICAJtCE LEVELS FOR 22 DECREES OF FREEDOft 
P<CHI-SQ) = 8.399 9.2H 8.lff 9.958 8.825 8.819 9.985 9.981 

CHI-SQ= 24.99 27 . 39 . 30 . 88 33 . 99 36.08 49.39 42.88 40 . 27 

ROW OPTIOftS OLD I 2 3 4 IJ 
ftEW I I 2 . 3 3 

11 
RWC 

12 
WHII 

TOT,\L 

2 2 77 
2 . 69 2.60 17.30 

29 . 00 14 . 2'} 
0. 45 0 . ,f,'.i 
I. 7:1 2. 4~ 

IJ 5 2CJ4 
I . 70 · I . 70 66 . 07 

59 . 09 35 . 71 
1 . 12 1 . 12 
6.61 9 . 2:i 

3 7 74 
4.05 9 . 46 16.63 

30 . 09 50 . ff() 
9.67 1.57 
I . 66 2. :13 

19 14 445 
2 . 25 : 3. 15 

COL OPTIOftS OLD f 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 19 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 29 21 22 
ftEW 9 9 I 9 0 9 2 9 3 4 B 9 6 7 R 9 9 8 9 10 11 12 

• 



COIJlfT ESCAPF. VS PR I PIJ\RV OFFF.NSE 
ROW PCT 
COL PCT QUEST( sun-cu ff,SC( I) vs QUEST( SUB-CU 
TOT PCT 
F:XP VAL 

QIIF:ST 
ff$C( I) 

X-ONI-: 

I 
F.SCI\PF. 

2 

I 
QI-I\ 

9 
25.71 

4 . 87 
2.55 

21. 91 

212 
66.67 
95.93 
68.96 
*199. 

Si\l'IPLF. SIZE = 
QUEST ION POFI'"( I ) 

674 

2 3 
Ql - ll QI-C 

TOTAL 

12 14 35 
34.29 48.88 9.92 
16.00 24.56 
3.48 3.97 
7.44 G. 65 

63 43 310 
19.81 13.52 99.90 
84.H 75.44 
17.85 12. 1B 
67.56 51. 35 

TOTAL 221 75 57 353 
62. 6 I 21 . 25 16. 15 

INST 0 
Vl\1.0 

POFF( I) S,\Ml' 
l/~3/09 

21::,:J:1? 

FOR THIS COIITINr.ENCV TABLE: CHI-SQ= 25.24 P = 0.0000061 
CHI-SQ SIGNIFICANCE LEVF.LS FOR 2 DECREF.S OF FRF.EDOft 

P<CHI-SQ) = 9.300 9.299 9.100 8.058 9.925 0.810 8.905 9.001 
CHI-SQ= 2.41 3.22 4.61 5.99 7.30 9.21 18.60 13.01 

ROW OPTIOffS OLD 
NEW 

2 3 4 5 6 
I I I I 2 



COUftT F.SCAPE VS SEftTEftCF. Lr.Nern 
ROW rcT 
COL l'CT QUFST< SUD-Q) FF.SC( I> VS QtJE.qT(SUR-Ql SLF.ft( I) Si\f'II' 
TOT rcT 
F.XP Vf\L 

QIJF.ST 
FF.SC( I) 

X- OPfF: 

I 
f$Ci\Pf. 

I 
Q2-,\ 

6 
17. 14 
3.85 
I. 79 

19. 53 

191 
69.86 
96.95 
54. 11 
*177. 

S,\tlPLE S IZF. = 
QIJESTIOPf SLl~N< I) 

674 

2 3 
Q2-H Q2-1: 

TOTAL 

22 7 35 
62.06 2 ..... 9.92 
10.49 l0.92 
l;.23 1.9R 

11.00 3.67 

97 31J :llO 
30.59 9.43 90.90 
RI .51 81. 91) 
27.40 8.5 .. 
*197. 33.3:1 

TOTAL 197 119 37 35:l 
BCJ.81 33.71 19.40 

l/23/fl') 
21::.:,:19 

FOR 1111S COftTlftCEftCY TABLF.: CRI-SQ = 23.56 P = 0.9900140 
CHI-SQ SICftlFICAftCE LEW.LS FOR 2 DECREES OF FREEOOff 

P<CHI-SQ) = 8.388 9.299 9.109 9.959 9.925 0.910 9.803 0.001 
CHI-SQ= 2.41 3.22 . 4.61 5.99 7.38 9.21 19.60 l:J.01 

ROW OPTIOftS OLD 
NF.W 

2 3 4 5 6 
I I I I 2 



comn ESCI\PF, vs F:SCI\PES 
ROW l'CT 

J"ST 
V,\1,1) 

Utt. PCT Qut~T< StlR-Q) FESC( 
TilT PCT 

I ) vs our.ST< SUB-Q) F..SCP( I) Sl\l"IP 

r.KP VI\L 

our.ST I 
ff.SC( I) 04-1\, R 

X- ONF. 

I 9 
f..SCI\Pf. 8. 80 

8.00 
8.99 
0.40 

2 5 
"0- F..SC I . 62 

*198. 
1.46 
4.52 

TOTAL 5 
I. 46 

S,\l"IPLF. S IZF. = 
QUIO:STION F.SCI'( I) 

674 

2 :J 4 
Q4- C Q4-ll 04-F, 

2 :J 
6.06 9.99 

59. 00 58. ftlt 
9.:.o 0.on 
9. :J9 8. 511 

2 :J 
9.65 8.97 

50.98 58.80 
fl.58 9.88 
:J.61 5.42 

4 6 
I. 17 I. 75 

3 
9.99 

42.86 
0.00 
0.60 

4 
1.29 

57. 14 
I. 17 
6.32 

7 
2.85 

TOT,\L 

2, :J:J 
75.76 9.65 

7.81 
7.31 

38.88 

29:5 399 
95.47 90.:t5 
92.19 
86.26 
*289. 

328 342 
93.57 

11 

l/2:l/09 
21: :;:J: I'> 

FOR THIS CO,.Tl,.CE,.CY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 29.38 P = 9.0009996 
WARNl"G -- ONE OR PIORE OF THE CF.LLS ARE E,_.TY 

CHI-SQ SIC,.IFICI\IICE LEVELS FOR· 4 DECM:ES OF FREEDO" 
P<CRI-SQ) = 8.388 9.288 8. 188 8.858 8.825 9.810 8.895 0.001 

CHI-SQ= 4.08 5.99 7.78 9.49 JI. 10 13.30 14.90 10.46 

ROW OPT I OftS Ol,D 
"F,W 

COL OPTIORS O1.D 
NEW 

2 3 4 5 6 
I I I I 2 

2 3 4 S 6 
I 2 3 4 5 



F.SCAPF. VS TIPlf: SERVEO 1nsT 
Vl\1.1) 

l:J COUftT 
ROW rcT 
COi .. rr.T 
TOT rcT 
F.XI' V 1\1, 

QUF.ST( Slfl- Q) FESC( I l VS QUF.STC SUB-Q) TSF:R< I ) ~l\rfl' 

QUF:ST 
FF.SC( I) 

X- ONt: 

I 
F.SCI\Pf: 

I 
Qf,- 1\ 

0 
9 . 00 
9. Off 
e .oo 
4.07 

49 
15.46 
1:198. 
13.92 
44. 13 

R,\tlPLF. S IZF. = 
QUl~STI ON TSl~R( 1) 

2 :J 4 
Q(, - ll Q6-C 06-1) 

0 
9.09 
0 . 00 
0 . 90 
I. 99 

29 
6 . :JI 

* Ut0. 
5.68 

18 . 01 

9 
9.99 
9.09 
0 . 98 
0.09 

9 
2.84 

*199 . 
2.56 
O. II 

2 
5 . 71 
0.33 
0 . 57 
2.39 

22 
6.94 

91 .67 
6.25 

21.61 

674 
X-OIU: 

'5 6 
Q6-E 06- F 

9 
ft.ff 
9 . 88 
ft . ff 
2 . 80 

4 
11. 4:J 
6.35 
I. 14 
6 . 26 

29 59 
9. Iii 18.61 

*IH. 93.65 
0.24 16.76 

26. 12 56 . 74 

3 
8.57 
9 . 09 
9.05 
3.20 

39 
9.46 

98.91 
8.52 

29.72 

D 
06-11 

7 
20.0ft 
14. 58 

1.99 
4.77 

41 
12.93 
O!i.42 
11.65 
4:1 . 23 

l/23/ 09 
21 :!i : t: 19 

') 

Of', - I 

19 
54 . 2') 
:M . <,11 

!i . 40 
7 .<,6 

TOTI\L 

:J!j 

9 . 94 

r.n a 17 
IR . :10 90. 06 
75 . :12 
16.40 
69. !14 

TilTAL 49 20 9 24 29 63 33 48 77 352 
13.92 6 . 68 2.56 6 . 82 0.24 17.9ft 9.37 13.64 21.117 

FOR THIS CONTlnGEncv TABLE: CHI-SQ= 32.64 P = 0 . 0000026 
WARNlnG -- ONE OR PIORE or 11IE CELLS ARE EPIPTV 

CIII - SQ SIGNIFICANCE LEVF,LS FOR 8 DECRf:E..q OF FRF.F.DON 
P(Clll - so, = 9.399 0.209 8. 109 8.9s8 8.925 8.810 8 . 00, 0.mu 

CHI - SQ= 9.52 11 . 98 13.48 15.58 17.50 28.10 22.~0 26. 12 

ROW OPTIOffS OLD 
NEW 

2 3 4 5 6 
I I I I 2 



COUJIT ESCAPE VS Tll'IF. REHAINING 
no,., rcT 
COL PCT QUFST( Slffi-Q) FESC( I) VS 

INST 
VAI.O 

QUF.ST< SUB-Q) TRF.ff< I) ~Al'IP 
TOT PCT 
f.XP VAL 

QHF.ST 
.ff.SC( I) 

X- ONt: 

I 
FSCArE 

2 
ftO-FSC 

I 
Q7-,\ 

4 
11. 43 
2 . 37 
I. 16 

17. 19 

165 
IS3.49 
97 . 63 
♦7.97 

*151. 

S,\PlrU: S IZF. = 
QUFST ION TIIBl'I( I ) 

674 

2 3 
07-n N/,\ 

TOTAL 

27 4 35 
77. 14 11. 4:t 18. 17 
17 . 53 19 . 91i 
7.05 I. 1,; 

l!i. 67 2.14 

127 17 399 
41. 18 IS.6• 89.03 
82. ♦7 89.95 
36.92 4.94 
*138 . 18.Of; 

TOTAL 169 154 21 344 
49 . 13 44. 77 6. 18 

X-OftE 

14 

l/2~/R9 
21: 5:1: 19 

FOR 11118 CONTINGENCY TABLE: CBI-SQ= 22.2tt P = 9.9000235 
WARN I ftG -- OftE FI FTII OR NORE or 111E CELLS RAVE LF..SS 111.Aff II 

CHI-SQ SIGftlFICANCE LEVELS FOR 2 DECREE..~ OF FREF.DON 
P<CRI-SQ) = 9.380 0.299 8.198 8.8159 8.825 8.810 0.00, 8.001 

CHI - SQ= 2.41 3.22 . 4.61 5.99 7.38 9.21 18.68 13.BI 

ROW OPTIONS OLD 
NF.W 

2 3 4 5 6 
I I I I 2 



COU1'T ESCAPf. VS VI OLAT IOffS JffST l!i 
ROW PCT V/\U) 
COi, PCT QUF.ST( SUH-Q) n:SC( I) VS QUEST( SUB-Q> VfflS( I) S/\lfP 
TOT PCT l/2:l/09 
f.XP V/\L S,\tWU: S 17.E = 674 21 : a:I : I') 

Qlll·:~T I ON VfflS( I) X-OffE 
QUF.ST I 2 :I 4 

ff,:;.(;( I) QB- /\ Qll- 11 QO- C Qll- 1) 

X- ONf. TI)TAL 

I 8 14 6 7 35 
E...C.C/\rt: 22 . 06 49 . 98 17. 14 29.99 9 . 92 

19 . 96 !UJ . H9 54.55 3 . 88 
2.27 3 . 97 I. 79 1.90 
7.24 3.57 I. 9'> 23. 19 

2 65 22 5 226 :uo 
no-r.sc 2e.44 6.92 1.57 71.97 99 . 98 

09 . 94 61. 11 45 . 45 97 . H 
18 . 41 6.23 1.42 64.92 
65.76 32.43 9 . 91 :t:299. 

TI>TAL 73 36 11 233 353 
29 . 68 19 . 28 3 . 12 66 . 91 

roR mas CORTINCENCY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 79.91 P = 9 . 0089998 
CHI-SQ SICfflFICANCE LEVELS FOR 3 DECREES OF FRF.EDOft 

P<cna - so, = 9.:J99 9.299 • · ••• e . 858 e.925 e.81e e.895 e . ctftt 
CHI - SQ = 3.66 4 . 64 6 . 25 7.01 9 . 35 11.39 12.80 16.27 

ROW OPTIOffS OLD 
NEW 

2 3 4 S 6 
I I I I 2 



COUflT ESCAPE VS ALCOHOL/DRUG USF. 
no-w PCT 
COL l'CT QUF.ST( sun-Q) FF$C( I) vs QUF.ST( RUD-Q) 
TOT l'CT 
r.xr Vi\L 

QUf.ST 
FF.SC.( I ) 

X- Ol'fE 

I 
fSC,\PF, 

2 
No-rsc 

I 
NONE 

26 
74.29 

8 . 25 
7 . 34 

31 . 14 

289 
99.60 
91 . 75 
81 . 64 
*283. 

S,\f'IPLE SIZE = 
QUl~STI ON DRIJC( I) 

2 
YF.S 

TI)Ti\L 

9 3!1 
25 . 71 9.8') 
23 . 98 

!! . 54 
:t . fl6 

30 319 
9 . 48 98. 11 

76.92 
8.47 

35. 14 

mTAL 315 39 354 
88.98 11.02 

674 

INST 2:l 
Vt\1 ,0 

DRTJG( I ) Si\PfP 
l/2:l/ 0'} 

21 : a:J : I? 

FOR 11118 COftTlftC.ENCY TABLE: CBI-SQ= 6.98 P = 8.8002656 
CHI-SQ SIGNIFICANCE LEVF:LS FOR I DECREE..~ OF FRJ:F.DOft 

P(CHI - SQ) = 0.388 8.288 8 . 109 9 . 858 8.825 0.818 8.805 9.001 
CH I - SQ = I . 87 I . 64 2. 7 I 3. 04 5 . 82 6. 63 7. 88 UL 03 

ROW OPTIONS OLD 
NF.W 

2 3 4 5 6 
I I I I 2 



COUllT 
ROW rcT 

ESCAPE VS CUSTODY LEV~ LAST RF.LEASE l"ST :J2 

COi, PCT QUf$T( SUR-Q) HBC( I) vs QUEST( s,m-Q) 
·mT rcT 
F:XP VI\L 

QIJF.ST 
ff.SC( I) 

X- ONf. 

I 
f'$Cl\ff. 

2 
"O- F$C 

TOTAL 

I 
Ql2-I\ 

I 
2.94 
2 . 79 
8.28 
3.50 

36 
11. 36 
97.38 
19.26 
33 . 42 

37 
18 . 54 

S.UIPLf. SIZF: = 
mn~STION LCIJS( I) 

674 

2 :J 
012- R 012- C 

29 
85.29 
rn. 9:J 
ff.26 

17.63 

153 
48 . 26 
84.97 
43.59 
*164 . 

182 
51.85 

TOTAL 

4 34 
11.76 9.69 
3.9:t 
I. 14 

12.79 

128 317 
48.30 99.31 
96.97 
36.47 
* I 19. 

132 351 
37 . 61 

X- ONF. 

V/\1.D 
LCUS( I) Sl\rtP 

l/23/ 09 
21 : 5:1: I') 

FOR THIS CO"TINCENCY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 16.87 P = 9.0902235 
WARn I NC -- ONE rt r·m OR PIORE OF THE CELLS RAVE LESS TIIAft 5 

CHI-SQ SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS FOR 2 DECREES OF FREF.DON 
P(CRI-SQ) = 8.388 8.288 e.180 8.0~8 8.825 9.018 9.995 9.001 

CHI - SQ= 2.41 3.22 . 4.61 5 . 99 7.38 9.21 18.68 1:t . 01 

ROW OPTIONS OLD 
NEW 

2 3 4 5 6 
I I I I 2 



counT ESCAPE VS PRIOR CUSTODY LF.VF.L 1nsT :J:J 
ROW l'CT V/\1,0 
Cot. PCT QUF$T( sun-cu Ff.SC( I ) VS QUF.:ST(SUB-Q) PCUS( I) Si\l'IP 
TOT PCT 1/2:J/R? 
ncr Vi\l, S,\NPU.: SIZE = 674 21 :a:1: 19 

QUl~STION PCIJS( I) X-OftE 
QUf.ST I 2 :J 4 

ff.SC< I) HIN P(F.I) MX ft/I\ 
x- onr. TOTAL 

I 4 23 I 7 35 
FSCI\Pf. 11 . 43 65. 71 2.06 29.88 19.09 

26.67 1•1.02 9.76 17 . 95 
I. 14 6.57 0.2'> 2.09 
1.50 16.40 l:J.28 3.99 

2 II 141 131 32 !HIS 
NO-F$C 3.49 44.76 41. 5'> 19. 16 99.09 

73.33 Oli.98 99.24 02.05 
3. 14 48.29 37.4:J 9. 14 

13.50 :t.147. *' to. 35. 10 

TOTAL 15 164 132 39 3118 
4 . 29 46.86 37.71 11. 14 

FOR TIIIS CONTlftGEnCY TABLE: CHI-SQ e 22.0li P = 9.9008473 
WAMlftG -- OftE FIFTII OR PfORE or 11fE CELLS RAVE LF.SS mAn 5 

CHI-SQ SICNIFICAftCE LF.VELS FOR 3 D£GREES OF FRf.F.DON 
P<CRI-SQ) = 0.300 0.208 e. 109 0.059 9.925 8.910 0.885 0.991 

CH I-SQ = 3. 66 4. 64 . 6. 25 7. 0 I 9. 3li I I . 38 12. 89 16. 27 

ROW OPTIOftS OLD 
NEW 

2 3 4 5 6 
I I I I 2 



COlfflT ESCAPF. ~ QUFSTIOnnAIRE SCORE l"ST 34 
now rcT Vi\1,0 

COL rc:T QUF.ST( sun-Cl) rr.scc I) VS QUF.STC SUD-fl) QSCO( I) St\MP 
TOT rcT l/2!1/09 
t:,{l' VAi. S,\l'IPLF. SIZE = 674 21: a:J: I? 

QIW.STION QSCOC l) X-O"F. 
QUF.ST I 2 3 4 5 6 7 o 9 , .. 11 12 13 14 15 16 

rF.SCI I) 1-2 3 • 5 6 7 0 9 IO 11 12 13 14 15 If, 17+ 
X- ONF: TOTAL 

I 6 5 5 5 I 3 2 7 0 .. 0 0 9 9 I 0 35 
rsct\rt~ 17 . 14 14.29 14.29 14.29 2.86 8.57 5.71 20.00 9 . 00 0 . 0ft 9.00 9.00 9.90 0.00 2.86 9.90 9 . 94 

49.00 25.90 18. 52 16. 13 2.86 9 . 68 4.76 16.67 0. 00 ft. Oft 9.00 0 . 00 0.09 9.00 12 . 5 .. 0.00 
I. 70 1.42 I. 42 1.42 0.28 8.8li 0 . 57 1.99 0.00 0.00 0.0Jt 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.2R 8.00 
I. 49 I. 99 2.60 3 . 08 3.40 3.98 4. IO 4. 18 I. 7'J 2.59 2.0? I .O'J 0.99 0.70 0. 0 .. 9.00 

2 9 15 22 26 34 28 49 35 IO 26 21 I I 18 7 7 8 317 
NO-F.SC 2.84 4.73 6.94 8.28 10.73 8.83 12.62 11.04 5.f,f) R.20 6.62 :l.47 3. 15 2.21 2.21 2.52 90 . 0(, 

68 . 90 75 . 80 81.40 83.07 97. 14 98.32 95.24 03.:13 * 100. *100. *100. •*lff0. * 14Ut. *100. 87.50 *100. 
2 . 56 4.26 6.25 7.39 9 . 66 7.95 11 . 36 9.94 5 . 11 7 . 39 5 . 97 3 . 12 2 . 04 I. 99 1.99 2.27 ' 

13.51 I0 . 81 24.32 27.92 31.52 27.92 37.02 37.02 16.21 23.41 lfl.91 9.91 9.01 6.:10 7.2 .. 7.28 · 

TOTAL 15 28 27 31 35 31 42 42 10 26 21 I I 19 7 0 8 352 
4.26 5.68 7.67 8.01 9.94 8.81 11. 93 11.93 5. II 7 . 39 5.97 3.12 2.04 1.99 2 . 27 2.27 

FOR 11118 conTJnGEftCY TABLE: CBI-SQ : 48.29 p : 9.0004321 
W,\RJU "C -- O"E OR PIORE OF 11IE CELLS ARE El'IPTY 

CHI-SQ SICftlFICAftCE LF.VELS FOR· 15 DECREF..S OF FREY.DON 
PCCRI-SQ) = 8.309 9.299 9. '" 8.959 8.925 ff. 918 8.N5 0.801 

CHI-SQ = 17.39 19.39 22.30 25.98 27.58 39.69 32.89 37.70 

ROW OPT I OlfS OLD 2 3 4 5 6 
NEW I I I I 2 

COL OPTIOftS OLD 2 3 .. 5 6 7 8 9 19 I I 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 28 21 
"F.W I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 18 II 12 13 14 15 16 16 16 16 16 



COUIIT F-~CAPF. VS CURRF.ftT CUSTODY GRD 
ROW PCT 
COi, PCT QUF$T( SUR-Q) FF.SC( I) VS QUEST< SUB-Q) 
TOT PCT 
t:xr V/\1, S,\PIPLF. S IZF. = 674 

QUESTIOft CCUS( I) X-OftE 
QUF.ST I 2 :J 

Ff.SC< I) "'" l'lf:I) l'I,\}( 

x - onF: TOTAL 

I 21 13 I 35 
f$Ct\PF: 69.09 37. 14 2.86 9.89 

22.58 7.65 I. 1ft 
6 . 93 3 . 67 8.2A 
9. 19 16. RI 9.8ft 

2 72 157 99 319 
lm-F$C 22.57 49.22 28.21 99. 11 

77.42 92.35 98.98 
29.34 44.35 25.42 
83.81 *153. 82.ett 

TOTAL 93 178 91 354 
26 . 27 48.92 25.71 

1nsT :Jr. 
Vt\LO 

CCTJS( I) St\1'11' 
l/2~J/89 

21: r,:1: 19 

FOR Til18 COIITlftGEftCY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 25.66 P = 0.0008044 
CHI-SQ SIGNIFICAftCI: LEVELS FOR 2 Df!CREES or FREEOON 

P<CHI-SQ) = 8.399 9.299 e. 189 9.959 9.925 tt.819 8.9ft5 8.091 
CHI - SQ= 2.41 3.22 . 4.61 5.99 7.30 9.21 18.60 13.RI 

ROW OPTIONS OLD 
NF:W 

2 3 4 5 6 
I I I I 2 



COUftT ESCAPE VS IRSTITUTIOR 
ROW rcT 

l"ST 
V,\LJ, 

45 

COL rcT QIJF.ST( snn-Q, FE..~C( I, 
TOT l'CT 

VS QUF.ST( RUB-Q> lffST( I) St\PIP 

F.Kr VAL 

QUF.ST 
ff.SC( 1, 

X- ONf: 

I 
F"$CAPF. 

2 
ftO- FSC 

I 
CTIJ 

3 
8.57 

12 . 98 
9 . 85 
2 . 47 

22 
6.99 

88 . H 
6.21 

22 . 53 

SMIPI.F. R IZE = 
QUf.STION INST( 1, 

2 3 4 
fftl IPII\ ISP 

5 
14 . 29 
50 . 80 

l. ♦ I 
0 . 99 

IS 
I. 57 

59 . 89 
1.41 
9 . 91 

6 
17. 14 
6.74 
1.69 
8.89 

83 
26.82 
93.26 
23 . 45 
88 . 28 

3 
8.57 
2 . 27 
8 . 85 

l:J.85 

129 
48 . 44 
97 . 73 
36 . 44 

*' 18. 

674 
X-ORE 

5 6 7 
PISU JDC PICC 

2 
5.71 

33 . 33 
9.56 
0.59 

4 
1.25 

66.67 
I. 13 
5.41 

6 
17. 14 
15.79 

1.69 
3.76 

I 
2.06 
5.88 
8.28 
1.98 

32 19 
19.83 ; 5.96 
84.21 95.ff 

9 . 84 5 . 37 
34 . 24 18.92 

8 
ftTV 

9 
9.08 
ft . 00 
8 . 9ft 
8.28 

2 
ft . 63 

it- I 08 . 
0.56 
I.Oft 

l/2:J/89 
21 : 5:t: I 9 

9 10 
01\K RIV 

8 
8.4H} 
8 . fl0 
0 . 00 
e.r.9 

0 
0 . 90 
0.90 
0 . 80 
8 . 49 

6 5 
1.80 I. 57 

* 100. * 189. 
I . ft9 I . 41 
5 . 41 4.51 

II 
RWC 

I 
2 . 86 

11. II 
0.28 
0 . 0') 

12 
WIUI 

8 
22 . 86 
ft6 . 67 

2.26 
I. 19 

R 4 
2. 51 I . 2!i 

RR. 09 , 33 . :J:t 
2 . 26 I . l:J 
R. 11 I0 . 01 

TOTAL 

35 
9.89 

319 
98. 11 

TOTAL 25 19 89 132 6 38 29 2 6 5 9 12 35♦ 
7.86 2.82 25. 14 37 . 29 1.69 19.73 5 . 65 8 . 56 l.ft9 1.41 2 . 54 :J . 39 

FOR THIS COIITlffGERCY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 78.35 P = 0.0900126 
WAJffllffG - - OffE OR PIORE OF THE CELLS ARE El'IPTY 

CHI-SQ SIGRIFICA .. Cf: LEVELS FOR II DEGREES OF FREEDOff 
P(CHI-RQ) = 8.3ff 8.288 8.188 8 . 858 8.825 8.918 9.985 8.081 

CHI-SQ= 12.98 14.68 17.39 19.79 21 . 90 24.78 26.8ft :Jl . 26 

ROW OPTIORS OLD 
REW 

2 3 4 5 6 
I I I I 2 

COL OPTIORS OLD I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 18 II 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 28 21 22 
"EW 8 8 I 8 8 8 2 9 3 4 5 8 6 7 0 9 8 8 ft 10 11 12 
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Cf)UJIT OtrrefJl"lf: VS. IIU T OR RE- ,\.<;;Sf.SSl'IEIIT IOWI\ 
corm 

QUEST( SUB-Q) TYPE( I) vs QUF.ST( SJJB-Q) CU~( ') s,mv 
RKNH 

Jtf)W PCT 
O)L PCT 
TOT l'CT 
l~XI' Vi\l . 

1/21/09 
tJ: ~9: 4~ 

QUF:ST . I 
TYl't:< I > SUCCS 

X-ONF. 

I 147 
11 .. TAI. B2. 12 

:t!J.25 
2'>.94 
* 152 . 

2 270 
rn:-1\S 86. 54 

6·1. 75 
5·1. 99 
* :?64 . 

TOTI\L 417 
IH.93 

Sl\ffl'LF: SIZE = 
QUESTION Cl.OS( I) 

604 

2 3 4 
IT.CH nlSDl'I FEI.NV 

!i 
2 . 1•, 

35.71 
1.92 
5. Ill 

') 

2.08 
64.2') 

1.8:l 
8. <JI) 

14 
2.8!i 

6 
3.35 

46. 15 
1.22 
4.74 

7 
2.24 

53.85 
1.43 
8 . 26 

13 
2.65 

2 
I. 12 

22.22 
0 . 41 
3.20 

7 
2.24 

77.78 
I. 43 
5.72 

9 
1.83 

X-OftE 
5 6 7 

FELV l\nSCD OTIIF:R 

3 
1.68 

76.~9 
9.61 
1.-16 

I 
9 . 32 

25.99 
9 . 29 
2.!J4 

• 8.81 

7 
3.91 

50.00 
1.43 
5. 10 

7 
2.24 

50.99 
1.43 
0 . 90 

14 
2.85 

9 
5 . 93 

45 . 90 
r .oa 
7 . 29 

I I 
3.53 

55.H 
2 . 24 

12.71 

20 
4.87 

TOT/\J. 

179 
3,; . 4(, 

:)12 
f,:l. 54 

·191 

FOR 1111 S CO"T I ftGEl'fCY TABLE: CH I-SQ = 6 . 88 P :: 0. 4363072 
W.'\RNl"G -- ONE FIFTII OR PIORE OF TIIE CF.LLS HAVE Lt:SS 111/\R 5 

CHI - SQ SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS FOR 6 DECREES or Fllt:F,oon 
P<CHI - SO) :: 0.309 9 . 208 8. 19~ 8.058 ~.025 8.910 8.005 0.001 

CHI-SQ= 7 . 23 8.56 10.~~ 12 . 68 14.40 16 . 00 18 . 5~ 22.46 

COL OPTIONS OLD I 2 3 4 !J 6 7 8 
NEW 9 I 2 3 4 5 6 7 



C()UJff OUTCOl'IE ~. AC,\DEl'I/VOCi\T IOWi\ 
now rcT corm 
C•)I. rcT QUEST( SUB-Q) .\CVC( I) vs QUF.ST( SJJB-Q) CLOS( I) st:nv 
TOT rcT lll<N I) 

QUF.ST 
,\f:VC( I) 

>C- ONE 

HS+ 

2 
,\l)F.Q 

I 
succs 

19S 
09.94 
•17. 10 
·•~.94 
*186. 

155 
04.79 
:17.44 
31.83 
*155. 

3 52 
I.OW 74.29 

12.IH, 
10.68 
5 1>. 5 I 

4 12 
"'"PO.. 00. 90 

2.90 
2.46 

12.75 

TOTAL 414 
8.'J. 91 

Si\l'IPLF, SIZE= 604 
~Ufo:STION Cl.OS~ I) K-OftF. 

2 
TF.CII 

2 
9 . 91 

14. 2•) 
9 .... 
6.30 

7 
3. 8-'J 

59. ttfJ 
I. •1·1 
5.26 

4 
5.71 

28.57 
9.02 
2 . tt I 

I 
6.67 
7. 1-1 
e.21 
9.4:) 

14 
2.87 

3 
HISlltl 

6 
2.74 

46. 15 
1.23 
5.85 

3 
1.64 

23.88 
8.62 
4 . 89 

4 
5.71 

39.77 
8.82 
1.87 

• e.00 
0.e0 
8.08 
8.48 

J3 
2.67 

4 
FF.LftV 

I 
0.46 

I I. I I 
9.21 
<l•.05 

3 
1.64 

33.33 
0.62 
3.38 

4 
5. 71 

•H.44 
0.82 
1.29 

I 
6 . 67 

I I . I I 
8.21 
0.28 

9 
t.85 

5 
FELV 

2 
9.91 

59.09 
9.-11 
1.89 

2 
1.99 

se.e9 
9 . 41 
1. IJ9 

9 
9.99 
9.09 
9.99 
9.IJ7 

• 9.99 
9.99 
9.ee 
9. 12 

4 
9.82 

6 7 
Ansell OTIWI\ 

2 11 
0.91 5.92 

15.38 a5.99 
9.41 2.26 
5.85 0.99 

6 
3.28 

46. 15 
1.23 
4.09 

4 
5.71 

39.77 
9.82 
1.87 

I 
6.67 
7.69 
9.21 
9.49 

13 
2.67 

7 
3.83 

35 . 89 
1.44 
7.52 

2 
2.86 

19.99 
9 . 41 
2.87 

• 8.99 
8.99 
8.99 
9.62 

28 
4. 11 

2 

l/21/09 
f,t: ~9: 40 

70 
M.!17 

15 
3.90 

487 

FOR TIIIS COftTlftGEftCY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 29.44 P = tt.8432466 
W.\RN I ftG -- OftE OR PIORE OF 11IE CELLS ARE EPIPTY 

CR I -SQ S I Gft IF I CA,.CE LEVEL.~ FOR 18 D~GREES OF FREEDOM 
P<CRI-SQ) = 9.309 9.298 9.lttfJ 8.959 9.825 9.919 9.085 8.801 

CHI-SQ= 20.68 22.89 26 . 90 28.98 31.58 34.00 37.28 42.31 

COL OPTIOftS OLD I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 
NF.W 9 I 2 3 4 S 6 7 



COUlIT OUTCOl'lf. VS. El'IPLOYPIEIIT 
RIHo/ rcT 
C•>L rcT QtW~~T( SUB-Q) F.tWL< I) 

IOWI\ 
cmm 

vs QUF.ST( SIJR- Q) CLOS( I) ~•·:nv 
mom 

T•H rc:T 
l~'<r VI\L 81\l'IPLF. S I ZF. = 

QUESTION Cl.OS ( I) 

604 
K- OftF. 

5 
FELV 

6 
I\RSCD 

7 
OTIIF.1.l 

QIJF.ST I 
f:MPI.( I > SUCCS 

X- ONF. 

81 
S.'\TISF 92.85 

1•,.62 
16 . 60 
7 ·J . R4 

2 217 
SF.CURE 88 . 93 

32 . 29 
44 . 47 
*207 . 

3 192 
UNSATF 76.69 

24 . 58 
2~.90 
*I 13. 

4 15 
l.fflEl'IPL 6!J . 22 

:J.61 
3.07 

l'J.56 

TOTAL 415 
O.'J . H 

2 
TECH 

I 
I . M 
7 . •·• 
8 . 2•t 
2 . 5 :! 

6 
2A6 

42 . R6 
I. 2:J 
7. tttJ 

!J 
3.7'6 

3G.71 
1.92 
3 . 02 

2 
8.71J 

14. 2•, 
8.41 
8.66 

14 
2.87 

:I 
HISOM 

I 
I. 14 
7 . 69 
9.20 
2 . 34 

4 
1.64 

30.77 
0.82 
6.50 

6 
♦ .!JI 

46. 15 
1.23 
3.54 

2 
8.78 

15 . 38 
8 . 41 
8 . 61 

13 
2.66 

.. 
Ff.I.NV 

I 
I. 14 

I I. 11 
9.20 
I. 62 

2 
9 . 82 

22.22 
0.41 
4.50 

5 
3 . 76 

35 . 56 
L82 
2 . 45 

I 
4.35 

I I. 11 
8 . 28 
8 . 42 

9 
1.84 

0 

•••• 9 . IJ8 
8 . IJ8 
8.72 

3 
I .23 

75 . IJ8 
9.61 
2 . 'J0 

I 
8 . 75 

25 . ff 
8.28 
1. IJ9 

8 
8.CJ8 
8 . 98 
8 , ft9 
8. 19 

.. 
8 . 82 

9 
8.88 
ff.98 
0 . 80 
2 . 34 

3 
1.23 

23.88 
0 . 61 
6.58 

7 
5.26 

53 . 85 
1.43 
3 . 54 

3 
13 . 84 
23.88 
8.61 
0.61 

13 
2.66 

4 
... {Hi 

20 . 00 
0 . 82 
:t . 61 

9 
3.69 

45.08 
I .U4 

10 . 00 

7 
5.26 

:tti.00 
I. 43 
5.45 

8 
8.ff 
8.88 
8.ff 
8 . 94 

28 
... 18 

1/21/fl') 
it : ~•) : 4ft 

TOTAL 

110 
Ill. o:t 

1:)3 
27 . 25 

23 
·•· 71 

408 

FOR 1111S COftTlftGEftCY TABLE: CHI-SQ = 30. 73 P = 0. 883 I 182 
W.\RN I ftG - - OftE OR PIORE OF 111E CEl, LS ARE ErlPTY 

CHI-SQ SICftlFIC~"CE LEVEL.~ FOR 18 D~GREES or FREEDOft 
P<CRI - SQ) = 8.308 ff . 200 8 . I~ 0.058 8.025 8.010 8 . H5 0 . 001 

CH I- SQ = 20 . 68 22 . mt 26. tttJ 20. 98 31. 50 34 . (10 37. 20 42. 3 I 

COL OPTIOftS OLD I 2 3 4 !J 6 7 8 
NEW 8 2 3 4 5 6 7 



C')Ul'IT OUTr.Ol'IE VS.FI " ·'\"C. PICT 
RtlW rcT 

IOWI\ 
COlll'I 

VS QUF$TC SUB- Q) CLOS( I ) Sl-:IIV 
IU(II I) 

C•II. Pf:T QUV$TC SUR-Q) FNCL( I) 
T•ff rcT 
F.lO' Vi\L 

Qllf.ST 
fr,Cl,C I ) 

X- ONE 

I 
succs 

I 16 
<:OOD R8.R9 

:J . 66 
3 . 28 

I !i. 31 

2 175 
"I) DIF 0'> . 29 

42. 17 
:J!i. 86 
*166 . 

3 208 

"'" OF 84 . 21 
313. 12 
42 . 62 
*210 . 

4 16 
SF.V DF ll?.26 

3 . 86 
3 . 28 

22.96 

TOTAL 415 
O.'J . 94 

SAPIPLF: S IZF. = 
QUESTION Cl.OS( I) 

604 

2 !I 4 
TECH HISIHI FF:LNV 

I} 

9. ftt:J 
9. ft(} 
0.0~ 
9.52 

4 
2.tH 

28.57 
9.n:! 
IJ.<>2 

7 
2.83 

59.0~ 
I . 4:s 
7 . ... , 

3 
I I. 11 
21. 43 

9. <> I 
9.77 

14 
2.87 

5.56 
7.69 
9.20 
9.48 

2 
1.0.2 

15.38 
9.41 
5.22 

5 
2.02 

38.46 
1.92 
6 . 58 

5 
18 . 52 
38.46 

1.02 
9.72 

13 
2.66 

0 
0.99 
0 . 99 
0.90 
0 . 33 

2 
1.92 

22.22 
9 . ♦ I 
3.61 

6 
2.43 

66.67 
1.23 
4.56 

I 
3.79 

I I. II 
9 . 29 
0.50 

9 
1.8♦ 

K- ONF. 
5 

FELV 

9 
9 . 1}0 
9.1}0 
9 . ~O 
9. 15 

I 
9. IJ I 

25.1}9 
8 . 20 
1.61 

2 
9.81 

50 . ~0 
9 . 41 
2.1}2 

I 
3.79 

25.99 
9 . 29 
9.22 

.. 
9.82 

5.56 
7.69 
9.29 
9.48 

I 
0.51 
7.69 
0.29 
5.22 

19 
4.95 

76 . 92 
2.95 
6.58 

I 
3.79 
7.69 
9.20 
0.72 

13 
2.66 

7 
o-nnm 

0 
0.00 
0.00 
0 . 90 
0.74 

II 
0.61 

55.09 
2.25 
0.03 

9 
3 . 6♦ 

45.00 
1.8♦ 

10. 12 

0 
•.• 9 
9.99 
9.99 
I. II 

29 
4. 19 

4 

1/21/ll') 
tt: ~') : 4·0 

lYH/\1, 

IO 
:s . (,9 

247 
5ft. (, I 

27 
5. 5:S 

400 

FOR m,s CONTl"CE"CY TABLE: CHI - SQ= 52.43 P = ff. 090056 I 
W.\M I "C - - ONE OR PIORE OF TIIE CELLS ARE El'll'TY 

CHI - SQ SICIUFIC,\,.CE LF.VF.L.~ FOR 18 DEGREES OF FREEOOft 
PCCRI - RQ) = 9.300 8.299 0 . 101} 9.959 9 . 923 9.010 9 . 005 9.901 

CHI - SQ= 20.60 22.89 26.tttl 28.99 31.50 34.80 37.20 42.31 

COL OPTIO"S OLD I 2 3 4 ll 6 7 8 
"f.W 9 I 2 3 4 5 6 7 



r.otmT 0UTO)ffl: VS. 11,\IVFI\K REL,\TIOftSHIPS 
ll•)W rcT 
Cl)f , rcT QUEST( SUfl-Q) l'lllf"l'I( I) vs QUF.ST( SrJB-Q) 
T•ff J'CT 
J~l(r VI\I, SAl'IJ>tf, S IZF. = 604 

Qllf.ST I 
,mnu 1 • succs 

X- ON F. 

I 26 
STRONG ')6.30 

6 . 27 
!J.33 

22.96 

2 2R5 
ST/\m, t: 86 . 6:1 

68 , 67 
r,a.40 
:~279. 

:J 84 
SOl'I DS 00.00 

20.24 
17 . 21 
R•> . 2? 

4 20 
l'I.\J DS 74 . 97 

4 . 82 
4. 10 

22 . 96 

TOTI\L 415 
B!J.84 

OUF.STION CLOS•: I) K- O"F, 
2 

TECII 

~ 
8 . ••~ 
8. ft!J 
9 . tt•l 
0.77 

8 
2.4:J 

57. 1-1 
I . fi ,f 
9 . 0 

!i 
4 . 7'> 

35.71 
1.82 
3.01 

I 
3.70 
7 . 14 
e . 20 
8 . 77 

14 
2 . 87 

:a 
KISOM 

0 
8 . 80 
8 . 00 
0.00 
0 . 72 

3 
•. 91 

23.08 
0 . 61 
8.76 

7 
6.67 

53.85 
1.43 
2.80 

3 
I I. II 
23.88 

0 . 61 
9.72 

13 
2.66 

4 
FF.LNV 

I 
3.70 

I I. II 
0 . 20 
0 . 50 

6 
1.82 

66 . 67 
1.23 
6 . 07 

0.95 
I I. 11 
0 . 28 
1.94 

I 
3.70 

I I. II 
0 . 20 
9.50 

5 
FELV 

8 
8.08 
8.~8 
0.08 
0.22 

2 
8 . 61 

58.08 
0 . -tl 
2 . 78 

I 
9.95 

2s.ct0 
8 . 28 
8.86 

I 
3.78 

25.88 
9.28 
8.22 

9 4 
1.84 9.82 

JOWi\ 
corm 

Cl.OS( I) sr•: IIV 
lll<NO l/~l/09 

If : :!1): 40 

6 
/\flSCO 

8 
0.80 
9 . 00 
0.00 
0 . 72 

II 
3 . 34 

04 . 62 
2.25 
U.76 

I 
8.95 
7.69 
0.20 
2.08 

I 
3.78 
7.69 
0.28 
0.72 

13 
2.66 

7 
OTIIF.ll 

0 
0 . 00 
0.00 
0.00 
I. 11 

14 
4 . 26 

70 . 00 
2 . 117 

13 . 48 

6 
5.71 

30.00 
1.23 
4.38 

9 
8.98 
8.00 
8.80 
I.II 

29 
4. 18 

TOT/\L 

27 

329 
67.42 

1()5 

21 . 52 

27 
!i . r.:J 

FOR TIIIS COlfflftGEftCY TABLE: CHI - SQ = 31. 71 P = 0.0230187 
W.\RN I IIG -- O"E OR NORE OF TIIE CELI~~ ARE EPIPTY 

CHI-SQ SIGftlf·IC,\i,CE LEVF.LS FOR 18 ·DEGREF.S OF FREEDOft 
P<CHI - SQ) = 8.300 8 . 288 8. 100 8.058 ct.025 8.010 8.005 0.901 

CHI - SQ= 20 . 60 22.80 26 . 01} 28 . 90 :Jl . a0 34 . 80 37 . 20 42.31 

COL OPTIOftS OLD I 2 3 4 !J 6 7 8 
"F.W 0 I 2 3 4 5 6 7 



COUNT OUTCOl'IF: VS. COMPANIONS 
I\IIW l'CT 

(, 

C,)I , l'(;T QUr:sn SUB-Q) C011P( I) vs QUF,ST( SIJD-(l) CLOS( I) 

IOWA 
COlll'I 
~;1,:11v 
morn 1/21/0') 

O: 2 1): 40 
T•ff l'C:T 
~~Xl' V I\L 

QUf.ST 
C•ltW( I) 

><- ONE 

I 
succs 

I 13 
,:oon * 100 . 

:J . 13 
2 . 66 

11 . 06 

2 307 
1'0 /\llV 88.9'> 

7:J.98 
62 . 91 
~293 . 

3 87 
Qr,C ftC 7!J.00 

21J.% 
17.83 
'>8.65 

4 8 
IIECATV 117. 14 

1.93 
1.64 

11. 91 

TOTAL 415 
O.'J. 04 

SAPIJ>LE SI ZF. = 
QUESTION CLOS' I) 

604 

2 3 4 
TF.CH l'IISllN FF.LNV 

{J 

9 . .... 
9 . 01J 
&. ,,,} 
0.37 

7 
2. 0:J 

59.00 
I. •J!l 
9. ••0 

4 
3.4!; 

28.57 
0.112 
3 . :t:J 

3 
21.43 
21. 4:J 
0.61 
0.4<J 

1-1 
2 . 87 

0 
9.00 
9 . 80 
9.00 
0.35 

4 
I. 16 

38.77 
0.82 
9. 19 

7 
6.93 

53.85 
1.43 
3.09 

2 
14.29 
HJ.38 
9.41 
8.37 

13 
2.66 

8 
9 . 99 
0.89 
0.90 
0.24 

6 
I. 74 

1;6.67 
I. 23 
6.:J6 

2 
1.72 

22.22 
0.41 
2 . 14 

I 
7. 14 

I I. 11 
0.29 
0.26 

9 
1.84 

K- ONF. 
5 

FF.LV 

0 
8.00 
8 . IJ9 
9.'19 
0. II 

2 
9.!J8 

68.09 
9.41 
2.83 

2 
1.72 

H.ft9 
9.41 
9.1)5 

8 
9.ff 
8.98 
9.ff 
0. II 

4 
9.82 

f, 

ARSCD 

0 
8.99 
9.80 
0 . 90 
0.35 

7 
2.93 

53.85 
I. 43 
9 . 19 

6 
5. 17 

46. 15 
1.23 
3.99 

• 9.99 
8.88 
9 . 09 
9.37 

13 
2.66 

FOR THIS CONTINGEIICY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 40.77 
W,\M lftG -- ONE OR tlORE OF THE CELLS ARE EPIPlY 

7 
01111-:ll 

9 
0.99 
0 . 90 
ff. Oft 
0.r.a 

12 
3 . 40 

60 . 90 
2 . 4(, 

14 . 14 

8 
6.98 

40.ff 
1.64 
4.75 

8 
8.98 
8.08 
8.88 
0 . 57 

29 
4. 10 

TOT/\1. 

!l45 
70.78 

116 
2!J. 77 

14 
2.07 

•HlO 

P = 0.9891429 

CHI-SQ RICIIIFIC~CE LEVELS FOR 18 DEGREf:S OF FREF.001'1 
P<CIII - SQ) = 0.308 0.200 9. 10ft 9.059 8.025 9.010 0.095 9.801 

CHI-SQ= 20.69 22 . 00 26 . tt<J 20.98 31.50 34.09 37 . 20 42.31 

COL OPTIONS OLD I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 
NEW 9 2 3 4 5 6 7 



CllUftT OUTCOl'IF. VS. ErtOT. STJ\RILITY 
now rcT 
Cf)L rcT QUF$T( SUR-Q) F.l'IST( I) vs QUF.ST( SUH-(}) 
TOT rcT 
EXT' VAL SAffl'LE SIZF. = 604 

QUEST ION CLOS( I) K- ONF. 
QUF:ST I 

El'fST( I ) SUCCS 
X- ONF: 

I 7 
WF:I. AO *109 . 

I. 69 
1.43 
!i.9a 

2 299 
NO INS 88.20 

72.05 
<,I . 27 
*288 . 

3 98 
SOPI SY 77 . 17 

2:).61 
21J.98 
:t:108. 

4 11 
L .'\SlfflG 73. 33 

2.65 
2 . 25 

12 . 76 

TOTAL 415 
O!i.04 

2 
TECH 

0 
9.0•J 
9 . t+IJ 
9. ·••J 
0. :!•J 

8 
2.:J6 

57. 1·1 
I. 6·1 
9. 7 :J 

6 
4 . 72 

42.M 
I . 2:J 
3 . 6 ·1 

fJ 
9.ft0 
9.ft0 .... ~ 
9.4:J 

14 
2.87 

3 
n1sor1 

0 
9.00 
9.00 
0 . 00 
0. 19 

8 
2 . 36 

61 . H 
1.64 
9.03 

4 
3 . 15 

39 . 77 
0.82 
3.38 

I 
6 . 67 
7 , 69 
9.20 
0.40 

13 
2.66 

4 
FF:LlfV 

0 
0.99 
0 . 00 
0.00 
0 . I :S 

4 
I. 18 

44.44 
0.82 
6.25 

5 
3.94 

lia . 56 
1.02 
2.34 

9 
8.90 
0.90 
0.99 
0.28 

9 
1.84 

5 
Ff:l,V 

• 9.fJ9 
9. 08 
8 . fJ0 
8 . 06 

I 
9.29 

25.IJ9 
0.20 
2 . 70 

I 
9 . 79 

25.ff 
0.28 
I.CJ+ 

2 
13.33 
59.fJ0 
9.41 
9. 12 

4 
9 . 82 

7 IOWI\ 
COIJN 

CLOS( I) Sl•:nv 
Hl<tm 1/21/09 

I): 2') : 40 

6 
l\llSCO 

9 
0.88 
0 . 00 
0.00 
0. 19 

5 
1.47 

30.46 
1.02 
9.0:J 

8 
6.39 

61.54 
1.64 
3.38 

• 0.•• 
0.99 
0.99 
0.40 

13 
2.66 

7 
onwn 

0 
9 . 09 
0 . 00 
Ct.00 
9.2~ 

14 
4 . 13 

70.00 
2.07 

l!t.09 

5 
3 . 94 

25.90 
1.82 
5.20 

I 
6.67 
5.00 
9.20 
9 . 61 

20 
4. 10 

TOT/\1. 

7 
1.43 

127 
2,, . 02 

15 
3.07 

·108 

FOR 11118 CONTllfGElfCY TABl,f:: CHI-SQ = 40.84 
W.\RN I lfG -- ONE OR l'IOI\E OF TIIF. CELl,S J\RE EPIPTY 

P = ff.8001292 

CHI-SQ RIGlflFIC,\l'fCE 1,EVF.LS FOR 18 DECREES OF FREEDO" 
P(CHI-SQ) = 9.309 . ft.200 0. lftfJ 8.859 0.925 9.ffl0 9.805 0.801 

CHI - SQ= 20.60 22 . 80 26.ft!J 20 . 99 31.50 34.lffl 37.28 42 . 31 

COL OPTIONS OLD I 2 3 4 B 6 7 8 
NEW 0 I 2 3 4 5 6 7 



counT Otnr.Ol'fE vs. ALCOHOL 
now rcT 

n 

CIJI. PCT QI/F,ST( SI/Jl-Q) .U .US( 
Tiff rcT 

IOWI\ 
corm 

I) vs QUEST( srJB-Q) CU)S( I' Sf':IIV 
lll<NO 

l~l(I' Vt\l. Sl\l'lrU: S IZF. = 
QIJF:ST I ON CLOS,- I > 

604 
1/21/R? 
I) : 2') : 40 

QUF.ST I 
,\I.USC I) SUCCS 

X- ONE 

I 203 
no I NT A•}. 04 

••a. 92 
•Jl.60 
*193. 

2 128 
flr.C AR O.'J . 12 

:JC).84 
2ft.23 
*130. 

3 84 
fRQ AB 79.25 

2').24 
17.21 
'>~. 14 

TOTAL 415 
O.'J. 04 

2 
Tf.CII 

·• I. 7:, 
28.5'1 

0 . 82 
6 . lH 

4 
2 . 6•) 

28 . 57 
0 . R2 
4. ••2 

6 
5 . M 

42 . M 
I. 2:J 
3.fH 

M 
2.07 

3 
nlSDM 

3 
1.32 

23.08 
0.61 
6.07 

6 
3.90 

46. 15 
1.23 
4. 10 

4 
3.77 

30.77 
8.82 
2.82 

13 
2.66 

4 
FF.I.NV 

7 
3.07 

77 . 70 
1.43 
4.20 

I 
0 . 65 

II. II 
0.20 
2 . 84 

I 
0.94 

11. II 
0.20 
I. 95 

9 
1.84 

X- ONE 
5 

FELV 

I 
0 . 44 

25.')8 
0.20 
1.87 

2 
1.30 

59 . ')0 
0 . -11 
1.26 

I 
9.94 

25 . ff 
0.28 
0.87 

.. 
9.82 

2 
0.80 

rn . 3o 
0.41 
·6.07 

6 
3.90 

46. 15 
1.23 
4. 10 

5 
4.72 

30.46 
1.02 
2.82 

13 
2.66 

7 
OTIIEll 

0 
3 . 51 

40 . 00 
1.64 
9.34 

7 
4.55 

35.00 
1.43 
6 . 31 

5 
4.72 

25.00 
1.02 
4 . 34 

20 
4. 10 

TOTt\L 

:!20 
4f, . 7~ 

rn4 
31. 5(, 

Hl6 
21 . 72 

FOR 1111S COIITlftGE"CY TABLE: CHI-SQ = 17. 77 P = 0. 1229035 
WAJUU"G -- ONE FIFTII OR NORE OF TIIE CELLS RAVE 1,F.SR TifAlf 5 

CHI-SQ SIGNIFICANCE LEVF.LS FOR 12 DEGREES OF FRF.~oon 
PC CHI-SQ> = 8.300 0 . 208 8. '" 0.059 8.025 0.010 0.005 0.001 

CHI-SQ= 14.00 15.88 18 . li!J 21.00 23.30 26.:!0 28.30 32 . 91 

COL OPTIONS OLD I 2 3 4 6 6 7 8 
NEW 0 I 2 3 4 5 6 7 



C')UlIT Otrrr.Ol'IF. VS. 0TH DRUG USi\f";F. 
n,,w rcT 
C•)L rcT QUF$T( SIJR-Q) OCUS( I) vs QUF,ST( SUB-Q) 
TnT PCT 
F.'<1' V /\L 

QUF'ST 
1)1-:US( I) 

x- orn: 

I 
110 INT 

2 

or.c "" 

I 
succs 

370 
R8 . 94 
ll'>. 16 
7!i.82 
*:l53. 

36 
1;6 . 67 
8.67 
7 . 38 

4!i . 92 

9 
!JIJ . 00 

2 . 17 
1.84 

I !i . 31 

TOTAL 411J 
8.'l . 04 

SI\PWLF. S IZF. = 
QUEST ION CLOS' I ) 

f>04 

2 
Tf:t;fl 

8 
I • <>:~ 

57. M 
I. 6 ·1 

11. '):l 

3 
5.!J6 

21. 4:J 
0.61 
1.r,i; 

:) 

16 . 67 
21 . 4:J 

0 . 61 
0.52 

6 
1.44 

46. 15 
1.23 

11.08 

5 
9.26 

38.46 
1.02 
1.44 

2 
I I. 11 
15 . 38 
0 . 41 
0.40 

... 13 
2 . 07 2.66 

4 
FF.I.NV 

7 
1 . 60 

77 . 78 
I. 43 
7 . 67 

I 
1.85 

11. II 
0 . 20 
1.00 

I 
5 . IJ6 

I I. II 
0.20 
0 . 33 

9 
1.84 

X-ONF. 
5 

fF.LV 

4 
0 . 96 

* 100 . 
0 . 82 
3.41 

e 

··" 0.00 
0.09 
0.44 

0 
0.00 
0.ee 
0.90 
0 . 15 

4 
0.82 

IOW/\ '> 
corm 

CLOS( I ) St:nv 
lll<Nlt 1/21/119 

6 7 
/\RSCD OTilt~ll 

6 
1.44 

46 . 15 
1.23 

11 .00 

5 
9.26 

30.46 
1.02 
I. 44 

2 
I I. II 
15.38 
0.41 
0.40 

13 
2.66 

rn 
3 . f,1 

75 . 00 
3 . 07 

17.05 

4 
7.41 

20.ft0 
0.82 
2 . 21 

5 . 56 
5.90 
9 . 20 
0.74 

20 
4. 10 

() : 2') : 40 

ll)T/\1. 

•Jl6 
Oa.2:i 

54 
I I. 07 

IR 
:i. <,9 

400 

fOR TIIIS CONTIIICEIICV TABLE: CHI - SQ= 55.90 P = 0.0000129 
W.'\M I !IC - - ONE OR PIORE Of THE CELLS /\RE EPIPTV 

CHI-SQ SICIIIFIC,\l'tCE LEYF.LS FOR 12 DECREES OF FREEDOff 
P<CRI - SQ) = 0.300 8 . 200 0. 100 0.050 9.025 0.810 0.095 0.091 

CHI-SQ= 14 . 00 l!i . 80 18.51J 21.ff 23.30 26.20 28 . 30 32.91 

COL OPTIOIIS OLD I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 
NEW 0 I 2 3 4 5 6 7 



r,<n.JftT OUTCOl'IE VS. RE,'\SOff I ffG/ I "TF:LLF.CTIJAI~ IOWI\ 
corm 

QUF$T( SUJl-Q) MNTU I) vs flUF.ST( SIJB-Q) CLOS( I) ~•:nv 
lll<tlU 

R•)W PCT 
1;01 . PCT 
'fllT PCT 
F.XI' VAi. 

QUF.ST 
HNTU I) 

X- ONF. 

I 
succs 

I 380 
INOF.r 87 . 16 

91. 57 
77.87 
*:370 . 

2 30 
ru:rn M.22 

7.23 
6 . 15 

3 1>. 12 

3 Ii 
SF.VF.RE 83.33 

1.20 
I. 02 

IJ . 10 

TOTAL 411i 
0.1.84 

SAPIJ>LE S 17.F. = 
QIJF..STION CLOS ( I) 

604 

2 3 4 
TECH NISDN FF.LftV 

·~ 2 . 2'> 
71. 4:J 
2. ff!i 

12. 5 I 

4 
8.71J 

28.57 
0 . n2 
I. :l2 

0 
9.00 
8.00 
•. .,CJ 
9. 17 

14 
2.07 

l l 
2.52 

84.62 
2.25 

11.61 

I 
2. 17 
7.69 
8.28 
1.23 

I 
16.67 
7.69 
e.20 
0 . 16 

13 
2.66 

5 
I. 15 

!J5.56 
I. 02 
8.04 

4 
8.78 

44 . 44 
0.82 
0.85 

0 
0 .•• 
0 . 80 
0 . 88 
0. 11 

9 
1.84 

3 
9.69 

75.00 
9.61 
3.!i7 

I 
2. 17 

25.09 
9.28 
9.:JO 

9 
9.ff 
9.ff 
9.ff 
0.CJ5 

4 
8.82 

6 
AH8CD 

10 
2.29 

76.92 
2.05 

II. 61 

3 
6.62 

23.90 
8.61 
1.23 

8 
8 . 98 
0 . 00 
0 . 00 
0. 16 

13 
2.66 

7 
onn:n 

17 
3.90 

O:i.00 
3 . 41) 

17.07 

3 
6 . 52 

15.08 
0. 6 I 
1.89 

9 
9.80 
8 . 99 
0.00 
0 . 25 

29 
4. 10 

10 

1/21/0') 
I): 2'): 40 

TOTAL 

6 
1.23 

400 

FOR 11118 COffTlftCEftCY TABLE: CRI-SQ = 31.01 P = 0.8019925 
W,'\RN I ftG -- Ol'iE OR PIORE or THE CELI$ ARE E~TY 

CHI-SQ SIGftlFIC,\ftCE LEVELS FOR 12 DECREES or FREF.OOft 
P<CHI-SQ) = 0.300 0.288 8. 10~ 8.859 9.825 8.018 8.805 8.001 

CHI-SQ= 14.00 l!i.80 18.!i•J 21.00 23.30 26 . 20 20.38 32.91 

COL OPTIOffS OLD I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 
NEW 8 I 2 3 4 5 6 7 



O)UftT OUTCOPfE VS. Rf:,\L TR I OW,\ II 
R•lW rcT cmm 
r.01. rcT QUF~~T( SUR-Q) HLTII( I) vs QUF,ST( SlJB-Q) CLOS( I) f-;f.HV 
Tiff l'CT lll<l'Ul 
1~'<1' V,\I. Si\MPLF. S IZf, = 604 

1/21/0') 
I):~'): 40 

QUF$T 
m .TII( I) 

X- ONE 

:;:otJNO 

2 
lli\NP I 

3 
SERIO 

I 
succs 

343 
RI;. 18 
02.65 
7•J.29 
* :J:JR. 

♦♦ 
78.57 
IIJ . 60 
9.02 

•H . 62 

20 
R2 . 35 

l; . 75 
!J . 74 

28.91 

TOTi\L ♦ t:5 
B!J . 04 

QUESTION CLOS( I) 
2 3 4 

TECfl NJSf>l'I FF.I.NV 

11 
2 . 71; 

78.57 
2.2!i 

I I . ••:! 

:) 

5. :Jlj 
21. ••:J 
•. 61 
I. 61 

IJ 
.... CJ .... ~ .... ~ 
9.'J8 

14 
2.87 

8 
2.91 

61.54 
1.64 

10.60 

3 
5.36 

23 . 08 
9.61 
1.49 

2 
5.88 

15.38 
9.41 
9.91 

13 
2.66 

6 
I. 51 

ft6.67 
I. 2:J 
7.34 

3 
5.36 

:J:J.33 
0.61 
1.03 

8 
0.09 
0.09 
0 . 00 
0 . 63 

9 
1.84 

K-OftF. 
5 

Ff.:LV 

3 
8.75 

75.IJ0 
9.61 
3.26 

• 8.ff 
8 . ff 
8.ff 
8.46 

I 
2.94 

25.ff 
9 . 29 
8 . 28 

4 
8.82 

6 
,\RSCf> 

... 
2.76 

04.62 
2 . 25 

10 . 60 

• 8.88 
0.08 
0.00 
I. 49 

2 
5.88 

15.38 
8.41 
0.91 

13 
2.66 

FOR TRIS COftTl"GE"CY TABLE: CHI-SQ = 16 . 18 
W.\R" I ftG -- ONE OR tlOllE OF TifE CELI.S ARE EPIPTY 

7 
OTIJf.ll 

16 
4 . 02 

fl0.Q9 
:s.: .. m 

16. :JI 

3 
5.36 

15 . 00 
0 . , .. 
2 . !lct 

I 
2.94 
5.09 
0.29 
I. 39 

20 
4.10 

TilT,\I. 

:Jl)fl 
RI . a6 

56 
11.40 

·JRR 

P = ... 1832994 

CH I-SQ SI GIU FI CANCE l,EVEL~ FOR 12 DEGREES or FREEDO" 
P<CIII-SQ> = 0.300 ... 208 9. 18't 8.059 9.826 0.910 0.905 0.001 

CHI-SQ = 14.00 l!i.88 18.51J 21.ff 23.38 26.20 20.30 32_.91 

C~L OPTIONS OLD I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 
NEW 8 I 2 3 4 5 6 7 

,) 



r.omn OtJTI;Ol'fE vs. SF.XU,\L nr.nAVIOR IOWA 
COtll'I 

OUF$T( sun-Q) SF.KB( I) vs QUF.ST( SUR-Q) CL~( I) ~t:nv 
m<rm 

Rt)W PCT 
t;OI, PCT 
TOT PCT 
f.'O' Vt\l , 

QtJF:ST I 
Sf.Xn< I ) SUCCS 

X- ONf. 

I 403 
NO DYS R!i . 56 

•n .34 
02 . 75 
* ••00 . 

2 5 
I'll NOR 71 . 43 

1.21 
1.03 
!i.95 

3 6 
SF.VERE 66 . 67 

1.45 
I. 23 
7.65 

TOTAL 414 
R!J .01 

SAl'WLF. S IZF. = 
~Uf$TION Cl.OS•: I) 

fi0+ 

:! 3 4 
TECH l'IISDl't fELNV 

l:J 
2.7', 

92 . HfJ 
2.67 

13.!H 

14. 2'> 
7.H 
8.21 
8.2,i 

C) 
•• ftC) 
• • ftC) 
8.ltC) 
8 . 26 

14 
2.07 

II 
2.34 

84.62 
2 . 26 

12.67 

I 
14 . 29 
7 . 69 
8.21 
0 . 19 

I 
I I. II 
7 . 69 
8.21 
0.24 

13 
2.67 

8 
I. 70 

88 . 89 
1.64 
0 . 70 

8 
8.00 
8 . 08 
8 . 00 
8 . I 3 

I 
11. I I 
11. II 
8.21 
0 . 17 

9 
1.85 

X-ONF. 
5 6 7 

Ff:t.V AnscD onn:n 

3 
0 . 64 

75.ff 
8 . 62 
3.87 

8 
0.CJe 
8.CJ8 
8.CJ0 
9 . CJ6 

I 
I I. 11 
25.08 
8.21 
9.CJ7 

4 
9.82 

13 
2 . 76 

*108. 
2 . 67 

12.57 

8 
8.88 
8.88 
9.88 
9. 19 

8 
8.98 
8.88 
0.8e 
0.24 

13 
2.67 

20 
4.2:i 

* 100. 
4. II 

19.34 

8 
0.88 
0.08 
8.09 
0.29 

0 
9.89 
9 . 00 
0.98 
9.37 

29 
+. II 

12 

l / 21 / U'J 
t-): 2'): 40 

TOTt\L 

7 
1.44 

·.07 

FOR TIIIS CONTlftCENCY TABLE: CHI - SQ = 27 . 411 P ~ 0.0866500 
W.'\RN INC - - ONE OR HORE OF THE CELLS ARE El'IPTY 

CHI - SQ SICNIFICA,.CE LF.VF.LS FOR 12 DEGREES OF FRF.EOOn 
P(CHI-SQ) = 8.388 lt.288 8. I~ 8.858 8.825 8.010 8.005 0.001 

CHI-SQ = 14 . 00 l!i.08 18 . 5~ 21.89 23.30 26.20 20.:JO 32 . 91 

COL OPTIOftS OLD I 2 3 4 r, 6 7 8 
NEW 8 I 2 3 4 5 6 7 



onmT ou-rcom: vs. AGF."T • s 
l\l)W PCT 
1;01, PCT QUV$T( SUfl-Q) .'\ I I'll'( 

I l'll'Rf.SS '°" 13 

"f'l)T l'CT 
F. .1{1' V t\L 

IOW/\ 
corm 

I) vs QUEST( SUB-CU CLOS( I) ~r.nv 
mum 

St\l'IPl.E SI ZF. = 
~IJESTION CLO~• I) 

Ml4 
1/21/09 
tJ: 2•,: 40 

OUF:ST I 
,\ I tn'( I ) SUCCS 

X-ONE 

I 6 
NONf. * 100. 

I. 45 
1.23 
r; . rn 

2 141 
n:w '>:J. 38 

:H.06 
28.95 
*128. 

3 224 
t\VC 86. 15 

!H . 11 
4(,.80 
*221. 

4 43 
HICR 61.43 

19.39 
8.83 

!J'J. 5 I 

TOTAL 414 
R!J. 81 

2 
Tf.C.H 

IJ 
8. f)tJ 
e.ttt:t 
9. lt•J 
•. 17 

!i 
3.:)1 

35.71 
I. lt:J 
4.!H 

3 
I. rn 

21.4:J 
8.62 
7.·J7 

6 
8.!J7 

42.66 
I. 2:1 
2.01 

14 
2.87 

3 
l'IISDH 

8 
0.00 
0 . 00 
ft.00 
0. 16 

I 
8.66 
7.69 
8.21 
4.03 

5 
1.92 

38 . 46 
1.83 
6 . 9.4 

7 
18.ff 
53.85 

1.44 
1.87 

13 
2.67 

4 
FEI.NV 

0 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0 . 11 

I 
0.66 

I I . I I 
0 . 21 
2.79 

4 
I. 54 

•H . 44 
0.02 
4.80 

4 
5 . 71 

44.44 
0 . 82 
1.29 

9 
1.85 

0 
8.90 
8.08 
0 . 98 
0.95 

0 
0.90 
8.08 
0 . 99 
1.24 

2 
8.77 

!Je.ff 
0.41 
2 . 14 

2 
2.86 

58.ff 
9.41 
9.67 

4 
8.82 

0 
0.80 
0.88 
0.00 
0. 16 

• •••• 0.98 
0.00 
4.83 

7 
2.69 

53.85 
1.44 
6.94 

6 
8.57 

46. HI 
1.23 
1.87 

13 
2.67 

FOR 1111S CONTINGENCY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 63.98 
W.\RN I NC -- ONE OR flORE OF 111E CELLS ARE EPIPTV 

7 
oTm:n 

0 
0.09 
0.00 
0 . 00 
0.25 

3 
1.99 

15.08 
0.62 
6.20 

15 
6.77 

75.99 
3.90 

10.60 

2 
2.06 

10.89 
9.41 
2.07 

20 
4. II 

TOTt\L 

::!60 
r.:1. :19 

70 
M.37 

407 

P = 0.0000113 

CH I -SQ SI CN IF I C.\,.CE I.EVE LS FOR 18 DECREE..~ OF FREEDO" 
P<CHI-SQ) = 8.308 8.200 0. lftlJ 0.058 9.825 9.810 9.005 0.001 

CHI-SQ= 20.60 22.80 26.ft~ 28.90 31.50 34.09 37.20 42.31 

COL OPTIONS OLD I 2 3 4 !i 6 7 8 
NEW 8 I 2 3 4 5 6 7 



COUl'IT OtrrCOl'IF. VS • TOTAL l'IF.F.OS SCORF. IOWA 14 
R•)W PCT corm 
OH . PCT QUF$T( SU8-Q) ·mo 1 < I) VS QIIF.ST< SJJB-Q) CLOS( I) ~t:nv 
THT PCT lll<NU 1/21 / 01) 
,~xr VAL SAPWLF. SI ZF. = 604 ft: 2'} : 40 

QUESTION CLO~ i I) K-Ol'IE 
OUT.ST I 2 :l 4 5 6 7 

TNOI( I) succs TE•:11 n1sori fF.tNV FF.LV Ansco onu-:n 
X- ONF. TOT/\1 , 

I IO I} 8 8 • 8 8 10 
<8 *198. 8 . ftl} 8.99 0 . 89 8.ff 8 . 80 8 . 00 :l.67 

4 . 32 e.ttll 9.H 8.00 9.98 0.99 0 . 00 
:J . 67 9 . ..... 9.00 0.00 9.90 8.00 0 . 00 

l!i. 29 8 . 51 0.40 0 . :a:a 8 . Hi 0 . 51 0 . 7:J 

2 39 C) 8 I • I 8 32 
8 '>3.75 ··" e.8e 3. 12 9.ff 3. 12 0.09 ,,.52 

7. 19 8.84 e.80 IL 11 8.48 7 . H 9.08 
6. II 8. tt•J 9.08 0.20 8.98 8.20 0 . 00 

27. 10 8.91 8.05 0 . 59 0.26 0.91 I. :J0 

3 8 9 0 8 9 8 8 8 
I *108 . 9.ftl} 9.08 8 . 88 8.98 8.88 8 . 88 1.63 

I. 92 8. 01} 8.08 8 . 89 9 . 88 8.88 9.H 
1.63 8. ttlJ 8.08 0 . 88 9.H 8.88 8 . 88 
6 . 79 8.2:J 8.21 •. 15 8.96 0.23 8 . 33 

4 16 I 8 8 • 8 8 17 
2 94. 12 15.08 9.ff 8.99 9.ff 9.98 9.H 3 . 46 

:J . 84 7 .... 9 . 89 8 . 99 9.ff 8.H 9 . 89 
:J . 26 8.21} 9.89 8 . 09 9 . 99 9.99 9.H 

M.44 9 . 48 8 . 45 0 . 31 •. 14 8.48 8.69 

5 21 I 8 8 • 9 I 23 
3 91. 39 4. 3!; ··" 9.H .... 9.ff 4 . 35 4.68 

IJ . 94 7 . 14 9.88 8.88 9.ff ' 8.H 5.89 
4 . 28 8.29 8.00 0.00 8 . H 0.88 9 . 29 

19. 5:t 9.66 0.61 0.42 8. 19 0 . 66 0 . 94 

6 17 • 8 8 9 9 I ID 
4 94.44 9 . 04 8.99 8 . 98 9.98 8.98 5 . 56 3.67 

4 . 08 8 . 04 8.80 8 . 98 9 . ff 9.99 5 . 98 
3.46 8 . 0'-t 0 . 09 9.00 9.99 9.88 8.28 

l!i. 29 9.61 8.48 8 . 33 9. 15 8.51 0.73 

7 21 I • 9 I 9 2 25 
5 84 . 88 4.09 8 . 88 8.80 ..... 8 . ff 8 .•• 5.09 

IJ.84 7. 14 8 . H 8.H 25.ff 8 . 88 18.88 
4.28 8.21} 8.88 8.88 8.29 8.88 8.41 

21 . 23 8.71 8 . 66 8.46 8.28 8.71 1.82 

8 39 • 9 8 • • I 31 
6 96.77 ··" •••• 8 .• 8 ··" ··" 3.23 6.31 

7. 19 .... 9 . 89 8 . 89 8 . ff •••• G.H 
6. II ··" 9.H e . 88 8.ff .... 8.28 ..... ,.,. -.... Ann A .. .,. ...... A .... 



COUl'fT OUTCOl'IE ~- TOTAL ftEF.OS SCORF. IOWI\ 14 

now rcT 
corm (CONT.) 

cm . rcT QUEST( sun-a> TNDI( I) VS QUF.ST( STJB-fU CLOS( I) St'.IIV 

TllT rcT m<rm l/21/0? 

~'. '1{1' VI\L Sl\l'D'LF. SI ZF. = 604 1): ~•): 40 

~UESTION Cl.OS( I) K- OftF. 
Qllf$T I 2 3 4 5 6 7 

Tl'WI( I) succs TECH nrsrm fELftV FELV I\IlSCI> onnm 
X- ONI-: TOT/\1. 

9 17 ~ 0 0 0 0 3 20 

7 O!l.00 0.ft~ 0 . 00 0.09 •••• 0 . 00 lti.00 •• . 01 

4 . 0& e . tttJ 0 . 00 0.00 •. ~0 0 . 00 15.00 
:J . 46 .... ,J 0.00 0. 4Ht 0 . ~. 0.00 O. f,I 

ll'J. 99 0 . 57 0 . 53 0 . 37 0.16 0 . 57 H. 01 

10 13 ~ 0 • 0 0 0 13 

0 *109. e ." 9 . 00 0.H 0 . ff 0.ff 0 . 80 :!.f,5 

:J. 12 e . tttJ 9.00 0.00 e.1J0 0 . 00 9 . 00 
2 . 65 .... ~ 9.00 0.00 •. ~0 0 . eo 9 . 00 

11.04 0 . :J7 9 . 34 0 . 24 0. 11 9.37 t). 5:J 

11 29 tJ 0 0 0 I 0 :JO 

9 '>6 . 67 ..... ~ 9.00 0 . 00 8.00 3 . 33 0.00 <,. II 

6 . 95 • . tt•J 9.00 0 . 00 ··" 7. 14 0.00 
!i . 91 • . tttJ 0.09 0.00 9.00 0.20 0.00 

2!i . 48 0.8'► 0.79 0.55 0 . 24 0 . 06 1.22 

12 18 IJ I 0 e 0 • 19 
10 '>4 . 74 .... ~ 5.26 •••• ··" e.00 9.ff 3.07 

4.32 9.fftJ 7 . 69 0.90 0 . ff •••• 0 .•• 
:J . 67 •. 01J 8 . 20 9.90 •••• •.• 9 9 . 89 

16. 14 9 . !H 9.50 0.35 e. 15 8.54 0.77 

13 13 I 9 2 • I 2 19 
I I 68.42 5.26 0.ee 18 . 53 0.ff 5 . 26 19.53 3.07 

:J . 12 7. •·• •••• 22.22 .... 7 . H ••••• 
2.65 8 . 21J 0.88 0.41 •••• 8.20 0 . ♦ I 

16. 14 8 . !H 8.60 0 . 35 8 . 15 0.5♦ 0 . 77 

I ♦ 16 • • • • I 2 19 
12 M . 21 ··" 8 . 00 0.08 ··" 5.26 18 . 53 3.07 

:J.84 ..... ~ 8 . 00 0.00 0 . ff 7. I ♦ ••••• :J.26 9.01J 0.90 0 . 00 0.ff 9.29 8.41 
16 . 14 0.!H 8.50 0 . 35 •• 15 0.54 0.77 

1G 15 I I • I 9 t 19 
13 78 . 95 5 . 26 5.26 •••• 5.26 0 .ee 5.26 3.87 

:J . 60 7. 14 7.69 0.09 23.09 0.ff 5.98 
:J . 95 9.2~ 0.29 0.H e.20 0 . 00 0.20 

16. 14 8 . 64 9.59 0.35 •. 15 9.5♦ 0.77 

16 7 I I • • • • 9 
I ♦ 77 . 78 JI. II 11. II 8 . 99 .... . ... . ... 1.03 

1.68 7. 14 7 . 69 0.08 9.ff .... . ... 
I. ♦3 9.20 0.28 0.09 .... 0.ff 9.ff 
7 . 6♦ 0.26 0.24 9. 16 ••• 7 9.26 9.37 



f;OtfflT OUTCONF. vs. TOT/\L NEEOS SCORF. IOW/\ 14 
n•)W PCT corm (CONT.) 

COL PCT QUEST( SUR- Q) TNDH I) VS QUF.ST< SUB-Q) CL~( I) SF.IIV 

T•>T PCT lll( fll> l / 21 / 09 
f. l(J' V/\1. St\PWU: S IZF. = 604 ,t: 2'): 40 

QUF.STION Cl.OS' I) X-ONF. 
QUf.ST I 2 3 4 5 6 7 

Tl'lll( I) succs TF.C.11 MISDtt Ff.I.NV FELV /\IISCD OTIIF.ll 
X- ONf. TI>T/\l. 

17 13 C) 2 2 • • 2 19 
15 68.42 •. 0•J 19 . 53 10 . 53 ··" 0 . 98 10. 5:t :1.07 

:) . 12 9 . 00 15 . 38 22 . 22 ··" 0.80 10 . 00 
2 . 65 4L0•J 9 . 41 0.41 8.CJ9 0 . 00 0 . 41 

If) . 14 0 . tH () . 50 0.35 0. 15 0.54 0 . 77 

18 16 C) 0 I • • • 17 
16 'H . 12 ··" ..... 5 . 88 ··" •.• 8 0 . 89 :1.+<, 

!) . 84 e.ttfJ •••• 11 . II ··" 9.88 0.88 
!) . 26 8.0ft 8 . 80 0 . 20 8.99 e .eo ().00 

M.44 e . ••a 0.45 0 . :ti ..... 0.40 0.69 

I CJ 0 I 0 8 • I 8 10 
17 AIJ . 80 19.0() ··" 8.80 ··" 18.90 9.89 2 . 04 

I. 92 7. 14 e.ee 8 . 89 8.ff 7 . ... 0.90 
I . 63 9.21J 8.08 0 . 88 8.99 0 . 20 0.80 
8 . 49 8.2'> 9 . 26 0 . 18 8.CJo 0 . 29 0 . 41 

29 3 CJ • I • 2 • 6 
18 !J(J.99 • . 0ft .... 16.67 ··" 33.33 9 . 88 1.22 

IJ . 72 9.0ft 9.08 I I. 11 ··" 14.29 8 . •• 
(J.61 • . 0ft 8.88 8 . 28 ··" 8.41 8.00 
!i. 10 • . 17 • . 16 0 . II 9.05 8. 17 0.24 

21 13 I 2 8 • • I 17 

19 76. ♦7 5.88 I I. 76 0 . 88 8.ff •••• 5 . 08 3.46 
:). 12 7 . , .. 15 . 38 8.88 8.ff ··" !J.99 
2.65 9.28 ..... • ••• ··" •••• 9 . 20 

14.44 9 . 48 9.45 0.31 ..... 9 . 48 9 . 69 

22 18 0 • • • • I I I 
20 <JIJ . 91 ••• (J .... 8.ff ··" 8.98 9.99 2.24 

2 . 48 • • • C) • . • 8 •••• . ... 8.ff tJ . ff 
2.8♦ 8 . 01J 9.88 .... ··" • . • 8 9.28 
'>-34 9.31 8 . 29 0 . 29 9.89 9 . 31 9.45 

23 7 0 8 • • • I 8 
21 87.59 9.0ft .... 8.88 ··" .... 12.H 1.63 

1.68 ••• C) •••• ..... ··" 8 . 99 tJ ••• 
I. 43 •. 0ft •••• 8.89 .... • ••• 9.28 
6.79 9.23 9.21 8. us 8.ff 8 . 23 8 . 33 

24 7 • • • 1, • I • 8 
22 87.58 ··" • . • 8 •••• .... 12.H .... 1.63 

1.68 ··" .... •••• ··" 7.14 ··" 1.43 ··" .... • ••• . ... 8 . 28 9.89 
6.79 e.2:1 8 . 21 9. 15 9.ff 9.23 9.33 



COUftT Otnr.OPIF. ~. TOTI\L ftEF.DS SCORF. IOWI\ 14 

JlOW rcT corm (CONT.) 

1;tll. PCT QUF$T( SUR-Q) TNDI ( I) VS QUF:ST( SfJB-Q) CLOS( I) St:llV 

T•ff PC,T lll<rm l/21 / 119 

10:l(f' VI\L Sl\l'IPLf. S IZF. = 694 ,,:21, : 40 

QUESTION c1.o~:.- I) ,C- Oftf. 

QUF:ST I 2 3 4 5 6 7 

TNlll( I) succs Tf.C,11 tllSDrl ff.I.NV FELV I\RSCD onn-:n 
X-ONE 

TOT/\1. 

25 6 0 • 9 8 8 0 (, 

*108. 8. 0.:t e.00 0.80 8 . 08 9.80 0 . 90 I .. ,,, 

23 I. 44 0. fttl 0.80 0.06 8.08 9 . 00 9.09 

I. 22 8.01} 0.00 0.00 9 . tJ0 0 . 00 0 . 00 

!i. IO 9 . 17 0. 16 0. I I 9 . '15 ~- 17 0 . 24 

26 7 0 8 8 8 I 8 R 

2~ R7.58 9.94 9 . 80 8.90 9.48 12 . 60 0.90 1.6:J 
1.68 8 . 90 ..... 0.90 9.ff 7. 14 0.90 
I. 43 e.tttl 0.00 0 . 00 8 .00 0 . 28 0.00 

"'· 79 
e. 2:J 8.21 0. 15 8.06 0.23 0 . 3:1 

27 7 I • 0 8 0 8 R 

2S R7.50 12.154 .... 0.80 9 . ff 8 . 88 0.H 1.63 
1.68 7 .... 8.08 8.80 8.88 8.80 0 . 80 
1.43 8 . 2tJ 8.88 0.88 8 . 88 8.88 9.00 

6.79 8.23 8.21 9 . 15 8.06 8.23 0 . 33 

28 4 I • 8 8 8 8 5 

26 80.88 29.90 8.98 8 . H 8.H 8.H 8.88 1.02 
4.96 7. 14 8 . ee 8.88 8.H 8.H 8.88 
4.81 8.24 •.• 8 •••• .... 8.88 . ... 
4.25 8. 14 •. 13 0.89 8.04 0. 14 0.28 

29 II 4 2 • I . I I 16 

27-28 fJ8. 75 ··" 12.58 8.98 6.25 6.25 6.25 3.26 
2.64 ··" 15.38 8 . •• 25.ff 7.14 5.88 
2.24 • . lt4 8.41 .... 8.29 8 . 28 8.28 

13.59 8.+6 8.42 0.29 •. 13 8.46 0.65 

38 5 4 • • • I • 6 

29-30 R.'J. 33 8 . 94 9.88 8.88 .... 16.67 • ••• 1.22 
1.28 •••• 8.88 0.88 .... 7. 14 . ... 
1.82 ..... 8 . 88 8.88 8.H 8 . 28 0.88 ,,. .. •. 17 • . 16 0. 11 8.05 •. 17 0.24 

31 6 2 2 9 I 2 I 14 
31-3S 42.86 14.29 14.29 •••• 7 .14 14.29 7. 14 2.85 

1.44 14.29 15.38 9.88 25.ff 14 . 29 5.99 .J 1.22 8.41 9.41 8.88 9.28 8.41 8.28 
11.89 8.44 8.37 0.26 9. II 9.48 8.57 

32 .. I I 9 • • 9 6 

36-r.o 66.67 16.67 16.67 •••• ··" ··" 8.ff 1.22 
9.96 7. 14 7.69 •••• . ... ··" 8.99 
8.81 9.24 8.29 •••• . ... ··" .... 
II. 18 •. 17 9. 16 0. 11 9.05 9. 17 8.24 



COUffT ou-rr,mw. vs. TOTI\L nr.r.os SCORE 
JlllW rcT 

IOWI\ 14 
corm ( CONT . ) 

COi . PCT QUEST< Slffi-Q) TNDI ( I) VS QUF.ST( SIJB-Q) CLOS( I) ~:,,:nv 
TOT rcT 
F:XP VI\L 

Q"F.ST 
11'DI( I) 

X- ONt~ 

33 

41-45 

34 

46+ 

TOTi\L 

I 
succs 

0 

"· ee IJ . 80 
IJ . 00 
:J . 40 

I 
5ft.00 

ft . 24 
f,t . 20 
I. 70 

417 
84.93 

SAl'IPU: S IZF. = 
QUESTION CLOS•: I) 

2 3 4 
TF,CII nlSDH FF.LNV 

(J 

e. ttlJ 
0.tt,t 
0 . ftl} 
0 . 11 

I 
59 . 0ft 
7.M 
8 . 21J 
0.ft6 

14 
2 . Rli 

I 
25.00 
7.69 
0.20 
0 . 11 

0 
8.00 
8.00 
9 . 00 
0.05 

13 
2.65 

2 
!;0 . 00 
22.22 

0.41 
0 . 07 

• 8.80 
8.80 
9 . 00 
0.04 

9 
1.83 

0 
e.ct0 
0.IJ0 
0.IJ0 
O.fJ3 

• .... 
8.ff 
8 . fJ9 
8.02 

.. 
8 . 81 

ltl<NI) 1/21/ll') 

6 7 
l\flSCD OTIIEll 

25.00 
7. 14 
0.20 
0 . 11 

e 
0.09 
8.80 
0 . 80 
0 . 06 

14 
2.05 

0 
0.00 
0 . 00 
0 . 00 
0. 16 

0 
8 . 00 
0.00 
0 . 80 
0.011 

20 
4 . 07 

,, : 2') : 4~) 

TOT/\L 

4 
It.Ill 

2 
0 . 41 

•J9 I 

FOR THIS CONTlnGENCY TABLE: CHI - SQ= 295.89 P = ft . 0000000 
W,\RN I NG -- ONE OR NORE OF THE CELU, ARE F:NPTY 

CHI-SQ SIGnlFICA,.CE LEVEL$ FOR 198 DECREES OF FREEDOPI 
P( CHI-SQ) = 0.300 ft.200 0. lftiJ 8.058 0.825 0.•u0 0.805 0.001 

CHI-SQ = 207 . 97 214.55 223.76 2:11. 44 2:18.37 246. r,2 252. l 0 263.92 

ROW OPTIOns OLD 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 II 12 13 ... 15 l6 17 18 19 20 2( 

ROW OPT Ions OLD 31 32 33 34 35 36 37 38 39 40 41 42 43 44 45 46 47 48 49 50 51 
NF.W I I I I I I I I 2 3 4 5 6 7 n 9 l0 I I 12 13 14 
NEW 24 2!i 26 27 2n 29 29 30 30 31 31 31 31 31 3:~ 32 32 32 :)2 33 33 

COL OPT rnns OLD I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 
Nf•: W 0 I 2 3 ·• 5 6 7 

22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 38 

52 53 S4 55 ll6 57 58 
rn 16 l7 IR 19 29 21 22 23 
33 33 33 3 .. 34 34 34 



COUffT otITOll'IE VR. ftJJl'fflF.R I\DDRF$S CHJ\ftCES IOWJ\ 15 
nm, PCT COIJ1'1 
,:;,11, PCT QUF$T( sun-Q) ,\()CG( I) vs QUT.ST( SfJB-Q) CLOS( I) Sl•:nv 
'l')T PCT I:1<rm l/21/09 
l~ICI' VI\L SJ\l'IPLF: S 17.F: = 604 •t : ~•• : 40 

Qllf~T I 
,\PCG( I > SUCCS 

X- ONF: 

I 223 
NOffF: '> I . 02 

!H.13 
.,., . 07 
,~2on. 

2 
ONf. 

127 
86 . 99 
:J~.83 
2'>.24 
*124. 

TWO+ 
3 62 

66 . 67 
I:,. 05 
1:~ . 01 
7'). 17 

TOTAL 412 
0.1. 12 

QUf.STION Cl.OS( I) X-O"F: 
2 

n:1:H 

I', 

2.4:, 
42.Uf, 

1.:H 
7.W> 

2 
1.37 

14.2'> 
. 8.41 

4 . 22 

6 
6.4!J 

42.86 
I . 2·1 
2. 6') 

14 
2.8'> 

3 + 
HISl>M Fl-:1.NV 

3 I 
1.22 0 . 41 

23.08 12 . 59 
0.62 0 . 21 
6.50 4 . 05 

.. 
2 . 74 

30.77 
0.83 
3.92 

6 
6.45 

46. 15 
1.24 
2.50 

13 
2.69 

2 
I. 37 

25 . 89 
0. 41 
2 . 41 

s 
5 . 38 

f'»2.50 
I. 03 
I. 54 

8 
1.65 

I 
8.41 

25.00 
8 . 21 
2 . 02 

I 
9.68 

25.ff 
0.21 
1.21 

2 
2 . 15 

50 . ff 
0 . 41 
0 . 77 

4 
9 . 83 

6 
/\OSCO 

4 
1.63 

3•). 77 
0.03 
6.:rn 

3 
2 . 95 

2:1.98 
9 . 62 
3 . 92 

6 
6.45 

46. 15 
1.24 
2.50 

13 
2.69 

7 
oTm:n 

7 
2 . 06 

:1:. . 00 
I. 4!i 

rn . 12 

7 
4.79 

:m.00 
1.4:i 
6 . 03 

6 
6 . 4:i 

30.00 
1 . 24 
:l.04 

28 
4. 13 

TOTI\I. 

:.!4!i 
!iO. <,2 

146 
30. 17 

93 
I') . 21 

•J04 

FOR TIIIS CONTIRCEftCY TJ\8LF.: CHI-SQ= 38.21 P = 0 . 0001404 
W.\M I ftC - - ONE F I FTH OR PIORE Of THE CELLS HAVE LF.SS THAR tJ 

CHI-SQ SIGftlFICANCE LEVELS FOR 12 DEGREES OF FRF:F.OOH 
P(CHI-SQ) = 9.300 0.208 8. I~~ 9.958 8.025 9.010 8.005 8.001 

CHI-SQ= 14.00 l!J.88 18.!ilJ 21.90 23.30 26 . 20 20.:u, 32.91 

COL OPTIONS OLD I 2 3 4 !i 6 7 8 
ftF:W 9 I 2 3 4 5 6 7 



C'lUffT OUTCIJl'fF. ~. "
ROW PCT 
t:IJL PCT QUF:~T( SIIH- Q) 

THIE EMPL P/\ST 12 l'fOS I<, 

TOT PCT 
1;; l(p V i\L 

JOW,\ 
corm 

EMPT( I ) VS OUT.ST( SIJD-CU CLOS( I ) Sl-:UV 
mum 

SAPIPLF. S IZF. = 
QUESTION CLOS( I) 

694 
l/21 / 0() 
t): 2'}: 40 

QUF.ST I 
f:l'fl'T( I ) SUCCS 

X- ONE 

260 
1,8" ♦ 9~.28 

,;:). 73 
!H.o:; 
*244. 

2 69 
49-59 7'>.31 

l~.91 
M.35 
7:J.flO 

3 79 
<40"- 74 . 53 

I'>. 36 
l~.42 
8'} . ') I 

TOTAL 488 
IW . 82 

2 

7 
2. 4:J 

58. fftJ 
I . •JfJ 
o.:m 

2 
2. 3•:t -

14. 2•> 
0.42 
2. !i:J 

!J 
4 . 72 

35. 71 
1 . 4H 
3. ft'> 

14 
2. 9 I 

3 
NISDtl 

2 
0 . 69 

15.38 
9.42 
7.78 

4 
4.69 

39 . 77 
0 . 83 
2.35 

7 
6.69 

53.85 
1.46 
2.86 

13 
2.70 

4 
Ff.LNV 

3 
1.04 

:)3. 33 
0 . 62 
5.39 

3 
3.45 

:)3 . 33 
0 . 62 
I. 63 

3 
2 . 83 

33.33 
0 . 62 
1.98 

, 
1.87 

X- O"F. 
5 

FIO:LV 

2 
8.69 

50 . tJe 
8.42 
2.-10 

I 
1.15 

2s.tt9 
8.21 
8.72 

I 
9.94 

25.ft8 
0 . 21 
0.88 

4 
8.83 

6 
,\HSCD 

4 
1.39 

38.77 
8 . 83 
7.78 

2 
2.38 

15.38 
0.42 
2.:JG 

7 
6.60 

53.85 
1.46 
2.86 

13 
2.70 

7 
o-rnr.n 

10 
:'1.47 

!;ff . 80 
2.90 

11.90 

6 
6.90 

30.09 
I. 25 
3 . (,2 

4 
3.77 

29 . 00 
0.03 
4 . 41 

20 
4. 16 

TOT/\1. 

:.!OIi 
a•> .nn 

07 
IO.<•)'} 

186 
2~ . 04 

FOR TIIIS CO"Tl"C["CY TABLE: CHI-SQ = 20.31 P = fl.0049006 
W.\RN I !IC -- ON[ FIFTH OR NORE OF THE CELLS RAYE LESS 111,\" 6 

CH I-SQ SIC" If I CANCE LEVEL$ FOR 12 DECREES Of FIU·:EOOl'f 
P<CHI-SQ) = 8.300 9.208 8. lff~ 0 . 958 ft.825 8.910 8.996 0.081 

CHI-SQ= 14 . 00 15.88 18.5~ 21 . 09 23.30 26.20 28.30 32.91 

COL OPTIOIIS OLD I 2 3 4 G 6 7 8 
NEW 9 I 2 3 4 5 6 7 



COUflT OUTCnl'IE VS. ALCOHOL 
llf)W PCT 

17 

CQI. PCT QUF'$T( ~UB-Q) .\LrB< 

IOWA 
corm 

I> v~ QUF.ST( SIJB-0) CLOS( I > ~•:nv 
r.l<NI> 'MT rcT 

f. l{J' V I\L ~l\l'lrLF. ~ IZF: = 
~UESTION CLOS' I) 

604 
1/21/09 

•->: 2'): 40 

QUf.ST 
.u .r,u , , 

X- ONF: 

I 
ftO I NT 

2 
OCC An 

3 
F"RQ I\R 

I 
succs 

199 
fJ8.H4 
•J'>.01 
•U.63 
=~ l?O. 

129 
86.58 
:11. 77 
2fJ.99 
*126. 

78 
7-1.29 
I') . 21 
16 . 32 
n•> . IP. 

roTAL 496 
&t . 94 

2 
TF:1:11 

·I 
I. 7'> 

28.?i7 
9.IH 
6 . ?ii; 

·I 
2.68 

28.57 
8.8·1 
4.36 

6 
5.71 

42.AA 
1.26 
3 . tta 

3 
PflSDl1 

3 
I. 34 

23.90 
0.63 
f,. 09 

6 
4.93 

46. 15 
1.26 
4.05 

.. 
3.81 

39.77 
0.&t 
2 . 86 

14 13 
2.9:J 2.72 

4 
f'F.LNV 

6 
2.68 

7?i . 69 
I. 26 

:J . 75 

I 
0.67 

12 . 58 
0.21 
2.49 

I 
0.95 

12 . 59 
0.21 
I. 76 

X-ONF: 
5 

FELV 

I 
9.45 

25.CJ9 
9.21 
1.87 

I 
8.67 

25.ff 
9.21 
1.21} 

2 
1.98 

59 . ff 
8.42 
9.88 

8 4 
1.67 8 . 84 

6 
ARSCD 

3 
1.34 

23.98 
9.63 
6.99 

IJ 
3.36 

30.46 
1.95 
4.95 

5 
4 . 76 

38.46 
1.85 
2.86 

13 
2.72 

7 
OTIIF.ll 

0 
3 . 57 

40 . 99 
1.67 
9 . :.J7 

3 
2.91 

rn.08 
9.63 
6.23 

9 
8.57 

•Hi . 99 
1.08 
4.39 

29 
4. 18 

TOT/\1. 

:!24 
4<,.H6 

149 
31 . 17 

105 
21.97 

FOR TIIIS CONTINGENCY TABLF.: CHI-SQ= 23.28 P = 0.9261919 
W.\MINC -- ONE FIFTII OR PIORE OF TIIE CELLS HAVE LESS THAN 5 

CH I-SQ SIGN IF I C.\l'fCE LF:VELS FOR 12 DEGRt:F.S or rru:1-:ooH 
P<CHI-SQ) = 9.399 0.298 8.10C) 9.959 9.925 9.010 9.995 9.091 

CHI-SQ= 14.99 lij.88 18.?i~ 21.ff 23.30 26.29 28.39 32.91 

CQL OPTIONS OLD I 2 3 4 IJ 6 7 8 
NEW 9 I 2 3 4 5 6 7 

• ) 



COU1'T OUTCOPIE VS. 0TH DRUC US,\CF. PROOLF.lti 
R()W PCT 
.-:01. PCT QUF'$T( SUR-Q) ocrB< I) vs QUF.ST( SIJB-Q) 
TOT PCT 
~: XP V/\1. 

QUF.ST 
or.rn1 1 > 

X- ONE 

I 
succs 

I 361 
ft() I ftT 00. 70 

118.92 
7!1 . 68 
:~:)46. 

2 35 
OCC AB 68 . 63 

8 . 62 
7 . 34 

•J:L 41 

3 18 
f"RQ AD !'S2.63 

2.46 
2 . 10 

•~ - 17 

TOT,\L 406 
O!l. 12 

SAl'fPLE S IZF. = 
QUESTION CLOS ( I> 

604 

2 3 4 
IT.CH n1sot1 FF.I.NV 

9 
2 . 21 

69.2:) 
I. 8'> 

I I.It'} 

2 
3.92 

Ill. 38 
8.42 
1.:J'J 

2 
, •. !J:J 
15 . 38 
8 . 42 
8 . !J2 

6 
1.47 

46. 15 
1.26 

11 . 09 

4 
7.84 

30.77 
8.84 
1.39 

3 
I IJ . 79 
23 . 88 
0.63 
8.52 

13 
2.73 

6 
1.47 

75 . ee 
1.26 
6.83 

I 
1.96 

12 . 50 
8 . 21 
0 . 86 

I 
5.26 

12 . 50 
0.21 
0.32 

8 
1.68 

x-01u: 
5 

FELV 

4 
0.98 

* letit. 
8 . 8+ 
3.-11 

8 
8 . ff 
8.ff 
0 . ff 
0.-13 

• 8 . ff 
8.08 
8 . IJ8 
8 . 16 

4 
8 . 84 

IOWA IO 
Cotfl'I 

CLOS( I ) ~r.nv 
lll(ND 1/21 / 09 

6 7 
ARSCD OTIIF:R 

6 
1.47 

46 . rn 
1.26 

11 . 09 

6 
11 . 76 
•H,. 15 

1.26 
1.39 

I 
5.26 
7.69 
0.21 
0.52 

13 
2.73 

15 
a . ,,9 

7:..00 
a. 1+ 

17 . 06 

3 
5.00 

15.08 
0 . 63 
2 . 14 

2 
10.53 
10 . 00 

0 . 42 
0.80 

28 
4. 19 

I♦: 29: 40 

TOT/\L 

·Hl7 
fl!i . :12 

51 
10 . (,9 

19 
3.?0 

FOR THIS COftTlftCEftCY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 51.48 P = 0 . 8800147 
W.\I\N I ftC -- ONE OR PIORE OF TIIE CELLS ARE EPIPTY 

CHI-SQ SIGftlFICAftCE LEVELS FOR 12 DECREES OF FREEDON 
P<CHI-SQ) = 8.308 9.208 8. 19~ 8.858 9.825 8.010 8.805 0 . 801 

CHI - SQ= 14.00 l!l . 08 18.5•} 21.00 23.30 26.20 28.30 32.91 

C()L OPTIOftS OLD I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 
NEW 8 I 2 3 4 5 6 7 



COUffT mrrr.om: vs. ATTITIJDE 
now PCT 
c<n. PCT QUf$T( SUO-Q) ,\TIJI)( I) VS QUF.ST< SIJB-Q) CLOS~ I) 

IOWI\ 
corm 
Sl-:IIV 
mom l/21/09 

tt:~?:40 
TOT l'CT 
f': l(J' V ,\I . 

Qllf$T 
,,·nm( 1, 

x-oru: 

1 
f'lrlTIVO 

2 
OF:l'F:NI) 

3 
R.\TLIIZ 

I 
succs 

346 
08 . 31 
f):J . 3:J 
7CJ.83 
~:J27 . 

52 
7!l . 36 
12.75 
l~ . 83 
58 . 65 

16 
61. 54 

3 . 92 
:J.33 

22. 10 

SI\PIJ>LF. S IZF. = 
QUESTION CLOS( I) 

604 

2 3 4 
TECH l'IISl)l'I F"t~I.NV 

') 

2 . 3•• 
64.2'} 

I. 117 
11 . 2:J 

I. 4!i 
7.H 
8 . 21 
2.ttl 

4 
111 . 38 
28.57 

e . o:J 
8.76 

6 
I. 56 

46 . 15 
1.25 

10.43 

ti 
7.25 

38 . 46 
1.84 
1.87 

2 
7.69 

15.38 
8 . 42 
8 . 70 

.. 
1.04 

!i0 . 00 
0 . 03 
6 . 42 

3 
4 . 35 

:J7.58 
0.62 
I. 15 

I 
3 . 85 

12.58 
0 . 21 
0 . 43 

5 
Fl-:LV 

I 
8.26 

25.ff 
9.21 
3.21 

t 
· 1 . 46 
25.88 
8.21 
8 . !i7 

2 
7.69 

59 . ff 
8.42 
9.22 

6 
l\llSCI) 

9 
2.34 

(,9.23 
1.07 

10 . 43 

3 
4.35 

23.88 
0.62 
1.07 

I 
3.85 
7 . 69 
8.21 
0 . 78 

TOTAL -488 14 13 8 4 13 
O!l . 80 2 . 92 2.71 1.67 8.83 2.71 

FOR mis COffTlffCEffCV TABLE: CRI-SQ = 59.92 
W.\M I "C - - ONE OR tlOR.E OF THE CELLS ARE EPIPTY 

7 
onn-:11 

16 
4. 16 

r.~.00 
:J . :J:J 

H, . 0-t 

4 
5.08 

29.08 
0.03 
2 . 87 

8 
9.89 
9.00 
0.98 
1.00 

29 
4.17 

TOTI\L 

:um 
W).~I 

69 
M . :J7 

26 
!i.42 

••00 

P = 0.9988149 

CHI-SQ SIC .. IFICAffCE LEVELS FOR 12 DECREF..S OF FREEOOff 
P<CIII - SQ) = 9.389 0 . 288 9. lft/J 8.958 9.825 e.•U0 8.985 8.991 

CHI-SQ= 14.09 l!l.88 18. !it:J 21.08 23.30 26.20 28.30 32.91 

COL OPTIO"S OLD I 2 3 4 !i 6 7 8 
NEW 8 I 2 3 4 5 6 7 



COlfflT Otm;OME VS. Ar.E ~ 1ST CO"VICTIOft 
ROW rcT 
COi. rcT QUEST( SU8-Q) A 1-C( I) vs QUF.ST( STJB-Q) 
TOT rcT 
Ji:l{f' V,\L 

QUF$T 
,\1 - C( I) 

X-ONE 

I 
succs 

171 
24+ '>3.'>6 

41. 91 
:J!i.55 
*154. 

2 97 
2~-23 82. 28 

2:J.77 
2•l. 17 
*109. 

3 140 
1-19 77 . :Ja 

:H.31 
2'>. 11 
*153 . 

TOTt\L 480 
R·J.02 

SAf'IPLE S I ZF. = 
QUESTION Cl.OS( I> 

604 

2 3 4 
IT.r:H l'IISDl'I FF.I.NV 

!i 
2 . 7!i 

35. 71 
1.fH 
5.:JtJ 

.. 
3.3'J 

20.57 
8.0:) 
3. ,J:J 

!i 
2.71> 

35 . 71 
1.fH 
5.27 

14 
2.91 

9 
9.90 
9.99 
8.00 
4.92 

7 
5.9:t 

53.85 
1.46 
3. 19 

6 
3.31 

46. 15 
1.25 
4 . 8? 

13 
2.79 

0 
9.80 
9 . 90 
0.90 
:1.41 

4 
3.39 

44.44 
9.8:J 
2.21 

5 
2 . 76 

55.56 
1.84 
3.39 

9 
1.87 

9.IJ5 
25 . 99 
9.21 
1.51 

• 9.ff 

•••• 9.09 
9.•JO 

3 
1.66 

75.98 
9.62 
I. 51 

.. 
9.83 

IOW,\ 20 
corm 

CLOS( I > SEIIV 
lll<lm l/21 / 09 

6 7 
t\BSCD OTilf.ll 

I 
9.55 
7.69 
0.21 
4.92 

9 
9.99 
9.99 
0.90 
:a. 19 

12 
6.63 

92.31 
2 . 49 
4.09 

13 
2.79 

4 
2 . 20 

20.09 
0.H:S 
1 . r,1 

6 
5.90 

:ut.00 
1.25 
4. CJ I 

18 
5.52 

50 . 00 
2.00 
7. 5:1 

28 
4. 16 

tl: 29: 40 

TOTt\L 

IR2 
37 . 04 

IRI 
37. f,:1 

·JRI 

FOR TIIIS CONTllfCElfCV TABLE: CHI-SQ = 49.57 P = ft.0900685 
W.\RN lftC -- ONE OR MOI\E OF TIIE CELLS ARE EIVTY 

CHI-SQ SICNIFICA"CE LEVELS FOR 12 DECREES OF FREEOOl'I 
P<CRI-SQ> = 9.309 ft.299 9. lftfJ 9 . 959 9.025 9.010 8.995 9.981 

CHI-SQ= 14.00 l!i.89 I0 . 5tJ 21.99 23.:10 26.20 28.30 32.91 

COL OPT IOftS OLD I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 
NEW 8 I 2 3 4 5 6 7 



COU"T ou-rr.om: vs. , 
lllH{ rcT 

PRIOR PROn/PI\ROLF..S 

O>L PCT QUF$T< ~UB-Q) PPP < I) VS OUF:ST( SUB-0) CLOS( 
TOT rcT 
f.lCr VI\L 

QUf.ST 
rrr < n 

)(- ONF: 

I 152 
NONf. 07 . 36 

7!i . 62 
62.30 
*14•3. 

2 49 
o"r.+ 7tl . 00 

:!-1 . 38 
2•} . 08 
!i7 . 66 

TOTAL 291 
82 . 38 

SI\NrLF: S IZF. = 
QUESTION CLOS•· I l 

604 

2 3 4 
TECH rllSDM Ff:LNV 

7 
4 . ff:! 

77.78 
2 . U7 
6. ••2 

2 
2.01; 

22.22 
8 . 02 
2 . !i8 

3 
I. 72 

37.58 
I. 23 
5.70 

5 
7. 14 

62.58 
2.85 
2.38 

8 
3.28 

3 
I. 72 

!i0.80 
I. 23 
4.20 

3 
4.29 

!j(t.88 
I. 23 
I. 72 

6 
2.46 

x- onr.. 
5 

Fl~LV 

I 
8.117 

58 . Q9 
8.-JI 
1.43 

I 
1.43 

59.89 
9.41 
9.!i7 

2 
e . 02 

6 
I\HSCD 

3 
I. 72 

42.06 
I. 23 
4 . 99 

4 
5.71 

57. 14 
1.64 
2.01 

7 
2.87 

IOWI\ 21 
corm 

I) Sl-:HV 
Hl<llll 1/21/ll'> 

7 
onn:n 

5 
2.07 

•Hi.45 
2.95 
7.04 

6 
0.57 

54.55 
2.46 
3 . 16 

II 
4 . 51 

,.,:2'):40 

17-t• 
71. :11 

7ft 
21l.69 

FOR mrs CONTlftCE"CY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 14.62 P = 6 . 0234265 
W,\RN Inc - - O"E F I FTH OR PIORE OF THE CELLS RA vt: LESS TIIAft 5 

CHI-SQ SIGIUFIC,\NCE LEVELS FOR 6 J)f:GREF.S OF Fm:r.oon 
P(Cffl - SQ) = 0.300 0.289 0. I~~ 0.050 e.025 9.~10 9.005 0.001 

CHI-SQ= 7.2a 8.56 10.<,•J 12.68 14.40 16 . 00 18.50 22 . 46 

COL OPTIOftS OLD I 2 3 4 !i 6 7 8 
NEW 9 I 2 3 4 5 6 7 



COUffT OUTr.OMF. VS. , 
ROW PCT 

PROR/PI\ROL RF:VOCI\TIO,.S 

COi. PCT QUF$T( Sllll-Q) rrPR( I) vs QUF:ST( SIJH- Q) CLOS( I) 

IOWI\ 
Cotltl 
st:nv 
lllUm TOT rcT 

F.XI' Vi\l, 

QIIF:ST 
PPPR< I) 

K-ONF: 

I 
l'fONE 

2 
ONF:♦ 

I 
succs 

345 
8'> . 30 
R·l.90 
72. 10 
*:J27. 

61 
fi6.30 
l!i . 02 
12.76 
78 . 14 

TOTI\L 496 
R·l.94 

SAffl>LF: S IZF. = 
QIJESTION Cl.OS • 1) 

604 

2 3 4 
TECH l'IISDrt FF:LNV 

II 
2.H!i 

70.!l7 
2 . a,:t 

11 . 3 I 

3 
3.26 

21 . 4:J 
9 . 6 :J 
2. fi•J 

5 
1.39 

38.46 
I .05 

10 . 50 

8 
8 . 70 

61.54 
1.67 
2.50 

13 
2.72 

3 
0 . 78 

37.50 
0 . 63 
6 . 46 

5 
5 . 43 

62.50 
I .05 
I. 54 

8 
1.67 

X- ONE 
{i 

n ::LV 

I 
9.26 

25.'J9 
9 . 21 
3.23 

3 
3 . 26 

75.09 
0.63 
0.77 

.. 
9.84 

6 
I\RSCD 

7 
1.81 

53 . 05 
1.46 

10.50 

6 
6 . 52 

46. 15 
1.26 
2.50 

13 
2.72 

7 
OTIIF:R 

14 
3 . 63 

70.00 
2 . 93 

"' . 15 

6 
6 . 62 

30.ff0 
1.26 
3.05 

20 
+. IO 

22 

1/21 / fl') 
tt : 2') : 4ct 

TOTi\L 

92 
I'). 25 

f'OR THIS CONTINGE..-CY TABLF.: CHI - SQ = 44.03 P = fJ.0000005 
W.\RNlftC -- ONE FIFTH OR PIORE Or THE CF.LLS RAVE LESS TIII\N 5 

CHI - SQ SIGNIFICANCE LF:VELS FOR 6 DECRF.ES OF Fllf.1-:001'1 
P(CHI-SQ) = 0 . :J00 0 . 200 0. 10fJ 0 . 050 0.025 9.tH0 0.005 0.001 

CHI - SQ = 7 . 23 8.56 10.6~ 12 . 60 14.40 16.01~ 10.5H 22 . 46 

COL OPTIONS OLD I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 
Nf.W 0 I 2 3 4 5 6 7 



COU1'T OlJ"Tr.Ol'lf: VS. 1 PRIOR fF.LO"Y CONVICTIONS IOWA 23 
nm, PCT corm 
Cl)L PCT QUf$T( SUB-Q) PfC ( I) vs QUF.ST( SIJB- Q) CL~~ I) ~t:uv 
TOT PCT 111<111 ► 1/2 I / ll') 
f.1(1' V/\L 

QUF.ST I 
PFC ( I > SUCCS 

K- ONF: 

I 
NONF. 

2 
ONE 

3 
TIIO+ 

328 
88 . 89 
IJ•J . :J'> 
,;a . :J3 
:,::,i :J. 

57 
B2 . 61 
1:J . 97 
11 . 87 
!J8. 66 

23 
!H.76 

!J.64 
4 . 79 

:J!i.70 

~Affl>LE SIZF. = 604 
QUt:STION CLOS' I) K- ONF. 

2 :J 4 
n:1;11 MISON FELNV 

') 

2 . 4•• 
64. 2'> 

I. ff7 
19.7ft 

2 
2.9•J 

14 . 2'> 
9.42 
2.91 

:J 
7 . 1-1 

21. 43 
9 . 62 
1.22 

7 
1.90 

53.85 
I. 46 
9.99 

3 
4.35 

23.98 
9.62 
1.87 

3 
7. 14 

23.88 
9.62 
I. 14 

4 
1.98 

!J8.90 
9.83 
6. 15 

2 
2.99 

25.98 
8.42 
I. 15 

2 
4 . 76 

25.99 
8 . 42 
0 . 78 

5 6 7 
ff:LV AHSCI) onn:n 

2 
9.114 

58.08 
9 . 42 
3.07 

I 
1.45 

25.ff9 
9 . 21 
8.li7 

I 
2.38 

25.fJ8 
8.21 
8.35 

6 
1.63 

46. 15 
1.25 
9.99 

2 
2.99 

15 . 38 
9.42 
1.07 

6 
11. 98 
30 . 46 

1.94 
I. 14 

13 
3 . 52 

6!i.00 
2.71 

l!i.37 

2 
2.99 

10.88 
0.42 
2.07 

5 
11.98 
25 . 88 

1.84 
I. 75 

TOTAL 498 14 13 
2.71 

8 4 13 
2.71 

28 
8!;.80 2.')2 1.67 9.83 4. 17 

TOTI\L 

:Jf,9 
7<, . H7 

42 
11.75 

FOR mis CONTINGENCY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 39.79 P = 0.8888956 
WARNING -- ONE f'IFTH OR PIORE OF THE CELL.~ RAVE LESS TIIAN 5 

CHI-SQ SIGNIFICANCE LEVF.L.~ FOR 12 DEGR.EF.S or FR.EEDOH 
P<CRI-SQ) = 9.388 9.288 8. 19ft 8.858 9.82G 9.010 9.985 8 . 801 

CHI-SQ= 14.00 IIJ . 89 18.5fJ 21.08 23.38 26.20 28.30 32.91 

COL OPTIONS OLD I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 
NEW 8 I 2 3 4 5 6 7 



CQUftT orrrcom: vs. CO,.V./SF.LECTEO orrE .. SF..S 
R•lW PCT 
COL PCT QUf:.<;;TC SUO-Q) SOff"( I) VS QUEST( SIJB-Q) 
TOT PCT 
F.XP VI\L SAffl'LE SIZF. = 694 

QUEST IOl'f CI.O~•: I) X-Ol'ff. 
QUF.ST I 

S()ff( I) SUCCS 
X- Ol'fE 

I 262 
l'fOIU: B? . 42 

'1·1. 05 
!i!i. 51 
:t:!50. 

2 69 
BURG 82. 14 

17.90 
14.62 
71.99 

3 50 
run 111 . 76 

12 . 38 
10.59 
56 . 49 

4 22 
2BURC 81. 48 

!J . 45 
4 . 66 

2:J . 11 

5 I 
eu+ru B0.ee 

0 . 25 
0.21 
I . 71 

2 
TECH 

!i 
I. 71 

43. ·l!i 
1 . Ot; 
6 . n:J 

I 
I. I? 
9.-.•> 
9.21 
I. 1>6 

3 
4.115 

27.27 
8. 6·• 
t.!H 

2 
7.41 

18. 18 
8.+2 .. (,:) 

0 
9.90 
8.00 
8.60 
8.95 

TOTAL 48♦ II 
8!1 . 59 2 ·. 33 

:J 
NISOH 

6 
2.95 

59 . 00 
1.27 
7.45 

.. 
4.76 

33.33 
8 1. 85 
2 . 14 

2 
3 . 93 

u,.67 
9.42 
1.68 

9 
8.99 
8 . 99 
8.99 
9.69 

9 
9.99 
8 . 99 
8.90 
8.95 

12 
2.54 

4 
FF.Ll'fV 

3 
1.82 

!)7 . 59 
9 . 64 
4.97 

3 
3.57 

:11 .59 
0.64 
1.42 

2 
3.93 

25.99 
0 . 42 
I. 12 

8 
0.88 
8.08 
9 . 99 
9.46 

• 8 . 88 
9.88 
0 . 89 
9.83 

5 
ff.LV 

I 
8.34 

25.09 
9.21 
2.•J8 

2 
2.38 

59.88 
9.42 
9.71 

8 .... .... .... 
9.23 

I 
59.ff 
25.M 
8.21 
9.82 

8 4 
I. 69 8.85 

24 IOWI\ 
cmm 

CLOS~ I> ~f.llV 
lll<NU l/21 / ll9 

•t : 21) : 40 

6 
I\HSCD 

5 
I. 71 

30.46 
1.06 
0.07 

2 
2 . 38 

15.30 
9.42 
2.31 

4 
6.86 

30.77 
8.85 
1.82 

2 
7.41 

15.38 
9.42 
0.74 

8 
8.89 
9.88 
9.89 
9.96 

13 
2.75 

7 
onrr.n 

I I 
:J.75 

rrn. 00 
2. !):J 

12.42 

3 
:J.57 

15 . 00 
0 . 64 
:J.56 

5 
7.58 

25.00 
1.06 
2.U0 

I 
3 . 70 
5.00 
0 . 21 
I. 14 

• .... 
9.99 
0.98 
0 . 98 

28 
4 . 24 

:!•>:a 
,,:~ . on 

04 
17 . HO 

66 
l:l.90 

27 
!i.72 

2 
9.42 

472 

FOR 11118 COl'fTll'fCEl'fCY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 82.63 
W.\RNl"C -- ONE OR tfORE OF THE CELLS ARE EPIPTY 

CHI-SQ SICl'flFICAl'fCE LEVELS FOR 24 DECREES OF FREEDOft 
P(CHI-SQ) = 8.309 ... 298 8. 100 8.958 8.825 8.910 8.095 9.091 

CHI-SQ= 27.10 29.68 33 . 20 36.49 39.40 43.~0 45.60 51. 18 

COL OPTIOftS OLD I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 
NEW 8 I 2 3 4 5 6 7 



mmn ou-rcom: vs. LIVlftC S111J,\TIO" 
IIOW l'CT 
1;1)t rcT QlJFBT( SUR-Q) ,'\Sl,T( I) vs QUF.ST( SJJB-(U 
T•rr rcT 
F,l{P V/\1. S/\l'IPLF: S IZF: = 6ct4 

QUESTIOl'f Cl.OS•: I) X-Olff: 

IOWI\ 
•;mm 

CLOS( I > ~1-:HV 
l:((l'H) 

25 

l/21 / O') 
I•): 2'): 40 

QUf.ST I 2 3 4 5 6 7 
,\SI. T( I > SUCCS TECH HI SOl'I f'f.UfV f'EL V ,'\nSCD onn-:n 

X- O"F: 

I 
STl\n 

2 
wm os 

48 
84.21 
77 . 42 
6!l . 16 
.• ,, . 50 

12 
R.'i. 7 I 
t•>.36 
l!i.79 
11. 42 

3 2 
Pl'\J DS 4/J. 99 

!l . 23 
2 . 63 
4.98 

TOTAL 62 
Rl .58 

2 
3.51 

66.67 
2. <,:J 
2.2!i 

e 

··" ··" e.-.~ 
9.f;!i 

I 
29.ftlJ 
33.3:1 

I. 32 
9.21J 

:J 
3.9!; 

l 
I. 76 

33.33 
1.32 
2.25 

I 
7.14 

33.33 
1.32 
8.55 

I 
28.88 
33.33 

1.32 
8.29 

3 
3.91J 

.. 
7 . 82 

AA.88 
5.26 
3.75 

8 .... 
9 . 08 
8.08 
9.92 

I 
28.88 
29 . 89 

1.32 
9.33 

IS 
6. IJO 

I 
1.75 

*IIJIJ. 
I. :J2 
8.75 

• 9.H 
9.ff 
9.H 
9. 18 

9 
8.88 
8.89 
8.89 
9.06 

I 
1.32 

1.75 
i : 100. 

I. 32 
9.75 

8 
9.99 
e.08 
9.90 
9.18 

• 9.99 
9.80 
9.99 
9 . 96 

l 
1.32 

FOR lltlS CO"TlffCEffCY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 16.78 
W,'\RN I ftC · - OffE OR tlORE OF THE CELLS ARE El'IPTY 

0 
0.00 
0. 4>0 
0.90 
0.75 

I 
7. 14 

*I00. 
I . :J2 
0. IO 

9 
0.89 
9.99 
0.09 
0 . 06 

l 
1.32 

TOT/\1, 

:i7 
7:i.00 

14 
tn.42 

r. 
6.511 

76 

P = ... 1619697 

CHI-SQ SICfflFICA,.CE LEVELS FOR 12 DECREES OF FREEDO" 
P(CHI-SQ) = e.389 ... 289 9. I~ 8.958 9.825 8.,t10 9.995 6.991 

CHI-SQ= 14.98 l!J.08 18.a!J 21.89 23.39 26.2~ 20.30 32.91 

COL OPTIOftS OLD l 2 3 4 !i 6 7 8 
NEW 8 I 2 3 4 5 6 7 

I 



COUIH OtrrcOl'fF. VS. SOC I AL 
ROW rcT 

IDF:IH IOW/\ 
corn, 

I ) VS QUF:ST< SIJD-Q) CLOS( I ) ~HIV 
lll(tll) 

,;,u., rcT QUEST( SIJO- Q) soc I ( 
TOT rcT 
ElW V/\L 

I 
succs 

SAPIPLE S IZF.. = 
QUE.',T ION CLOS• I) 

604 

2 3 4 
IT.Cl! J'IISDJ'I FF:LNV 

6 
/\llSCD 

7 
onnm 

1/21 / 09 
.. , : 2') : 4ft 

QUEST 
SOC I< I) 

X- ONF.. TOT/\L 

252 
ros 87 . 80 

92 . 31 
7•} . 25 
*:!46 . 

2 21 
CRIH <,7.74 

7.69 
6.60 

26 . 61 

TOTAL 273 
85 . 85 

7 
2 . 4·1 

77 . 78 
2 . 21) 
8. 12 

2 
6.45 

22.22 
8 . <, :1 
8.8(-J 

'J 
2 . 8:J 

5 
1.74 

62.58 
1.57 
7.22 

3 
9.68 

37.58 
8.94 
8.78 

8 
2.52 

6 
2.89 

75 . 08 
1 . 89 
7.22 

2 
6.45 

25.99 
8.63 
0.78 

8 
2.52 

3 
1.05 

* lttlJ. 
e.•>4 
2 . 71 

8 
8.08 
0.cte 
9.90 
0.29 

3 
8 . 94 

4 
1.39 

57 . 14 
1.26 
6.32 

3 
9 . 68 

42.86 
0 . 94 
0.68 

7 
2.28 

FOR TIIIS CONTINCEncv TABLE: CHI - SQ= 22. 15 
W.\RN INC -- ONE OR l'tORE or THE f:F.LLS /\RE El'IPTY 

10 
3.40 

::: 100 . 
:, . 14 
') . 0:, 

8 
0.80 
0 . 08 
0 . 88 
0.97 

10 
3. 14 

:.!U7 
90.25 

31 
? . 75 

P = f) • 00 I 150 I 

CH I -SQ SI en IF I C,\NCE LEVF.LS FOR 6 DECREKq OF FRF..EDO" 
P<CRI-SQ) = 8.380 0.208 8 . ... CJ 8.058 9.025 8 . ~10 8.005 0.001 

CHI - SQ = 7 . 23 8.56 10.fi~ 12.68 14.40 16 . 00 18.50 22.46 

COL OPTIONS OLD I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 
nEW 8 I 2 3 4 5 6 7 



r,t)UffT OUTCOl'IF. VS. RF~"POftSE TO COftD I Tl OftS 
lltll~ l'CT 
COL rcT QUl~ST( SUR-Q) RESP( I) vs QUFBT( SIJB-Q) 
TOT l'CT 
F: lW V,\I, 

QUf.ST 
I\F$P( I) 

><- Oftf: 

I 
succs 

I 183 
"o rn 91. 59 

67 . 5:J 
!J7 . 91 
* 171 . 

2 71 
rtoD CN 8:J. 5:J 

2().28 
22.47 
72.90 

3 17 
tmWILL 54 . 84 

6.27 
!J.3O 

26 . 59 

TOTAL 271 
O!J . 76 

Sl\ffl'Lf. S IZF. = 
OUF.STION CLOS O: I) 

604 

=~ 3 4 
TF.t:11 NISDl'I FF.LNV 

:J 
1.5~ 

33 . :t:t 
9. I)!; 
5 . 7•~ 

.. 
4 . 71 

4♦ .44 
1.27 
2. ••:? 

2 
6.4!i 

22 . 22 
•. 6:J 
9.88 

9 
2.00 

2 
I.ff 

25 . 90 
9 . 63 
5.96 

2 
2 . 35 

21J.99 
9.63 
2 . 15 

♦ 
12.98 
58.99 

1.27 
9.78 

8 
2.IJ3 

5 
2 . 58 

62 . 58 
1.58 
5 . 06 

I 
I. 18 

12.58 
9.32 
2. 15 

2 
6 . 45 

25 . 89 
9.63 
9 . 78 

8 
2 . 53 

X- OftF. 
5 

FELV 

2 
1.49 

66.67 
9.63 
1.99 

I 
I. 18 

33.33 
8.32 
9.81 

3 
9.91J 

IOWI\ 27 
corm 

CLOS( I) ~t:nv 
lll<flll I / 2 I / Of) 

t>: 2') : 40 

6 7 
I\RSCU ontt:n 

2 
1.99 

20 . 57 
0 . 63 
4.43 

2 
2.35 

20 . 57 
9 . 63 
I.OB 

3 
9.68 

42.86 
9.95 
9.69 

7 
2 . 22 

3 
I. 59 

30.99 
0.95 
<,. ~•a 

♦ 
4.71 

,:.0 . 99 
1.27 
2.69 

3 
9.68 

30.99 
9.95 
0 . 98 

•• 3. 16 

TOTI\L 

31 
f) . 01 

FOR ffllR COftTlftCEftCY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 41.55 P = 9 . 9999698 
W.\RN I ftC -- OftE OR "61\E or TIIE CELLS /\RE EPIPTY 

CHI-SQ SICftlFIC,\NCE LEVELS FOR 12 DECREES or rru:r.ooft 
P<CHI-SQ) = 9.399 9.289 9.1~ 9.958 9.925 9.919 9.995 0.991 

CHI-SQ :: 14.99 l!J . 88 18.5~ 21.99 23 . :J0 26.29 28 . 30 :t2.91 

r.oL OPTIOftS OLD I 2 3 4 !J 6 7 8 
NEW 9 I 2 3 + 5 6 7 



COtfflT OUTCOl'IE VS. USE OF COnM . RF:SOURCF~<; 
ROW PCT 
1;1)1. PCT QUF$T( SUB-Q> CMRS( I) VS QUF:ST( SIJB-(U 
TOT PCT 
F.:i<r Vi\L 

QUFRT 
Cl'll\S( I> 

><- ONE 

I 
rrvrtlf 

2 
ftD/NA 

4 
,\V/R.J 

I 
succs 

239 
O•J. 18 
o•>.s1 
76.85 
*230 . 

I 
*100. 

tJ . 37 
tJ.32 
tJ . 86 

9 
64 . 29 

:J . 37 
2 . 89 

12.02 

18 
64.29 
6.74 
!i.79 

2-1.04 

TOTAL 267 
O.'J.85 

SMIPLE S 17.E = 
QUFST ION CLOS~ I) 

604 

2 3 4 
TF.CII HISDN FEUV 

!i 
I. 87 

55.!'56 
I. 61 
7 . 7£:, 

tJ 
9 . tttJ 
9 . f)t} 

9. tt!J 
9.0:J 

tJ 
9. 0,J 
9 . 01J 
e . tt•l 
9.41 

4 
14. 2'J 
44.H 

I. 2'J 
9.01 

9 
2.89 

4 
1.49 

59 . 99 
1.29 
6.89 

9 
9.90 
9.90 
9.09 
8.03 

2 
14.29 
25.00 

9 . 64 
9.36 

2 
7. 14 

2:S.09 
9.64 
9 . 72 

5 
J.87 

71.43 
I. 61 
6.03 

9 
0.99 
9.09 
0.90 
0 . 02 

I 
7. 14 

14.29 
0.32 
0 . 32 

I 
3 . '7 

14.29 
8.32 
0.63 

8 7 
2 . 57 2.25 

x-01n: 
5 

FELV 

3 
I. 12 

* HttJ. 
8.'}6 
2.IJ9 

9 
9.98 
8.08 
8.08 
0 . 01 

• ··" 0.09 
e.iJe 
8. 14 

• ··" 8.ff 
8 . 09 
9.27 

3 
9 . 96 

IOWA 20 
corm 

CLOS~ I ) ~•:nv 
lll<ND I /2 I / OCJ 

•-~: 2') : 40 

6 7 
AJlSCD OTilf.ll 

4 
1.49 

ti7. 14 
1.29 
6.03 

9 
9.90 
9.98 
0.00 
9.02 

I 
7. 14 

14 . 29 
0.32 
0 . 32 

2 
7. 14 

20.57 
0.64 
8 . 63 

7 
2.25 

n 
2 . 99 

H0 . 09 
2.ti7 
H. 62 

8 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0 . 0:S 

I 
7. 14 

10.00 
0 . 32 
0.45 

3 . 57 
10 . 08 
0.32 
0.90 

18 
3.22 

TOT/\L. 

:.!60 
Oh . 17 

0.32 

14 

·• · r.o 

28 
') . 00 

FOR 11118 COIITlftCENCY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 35.91 P = 9.9972316 
W.\RN I NC -- ONE OR tlORE OF TIIE CELI..S ARE El'IPTY 

CH I -SQ SI CN IF I C.\NCE LEVEL<; FOR 18 DEGREES OF FREEOO" 
P<CHI-SQ) = 8.300 0.200 9. ltttJ 0.059 9.02ti 8.910 0.88B 0.001 

CHI-SQ= 20.69 22 . 80 26 . 0IJ 28.99 31.50 34.H0 37.29 42.!JI 

COL OPTIONS OLD I 2 3 4 ~ 6 7 8 
NEW 9 I 2 3 4 5 6 7 



COUl"T OtrrCOl'IE VS. TOTAL RISK Sr.ORE IOWI\ 29 

now l'CT cmm 
C•>L PCT OUV$T( SUO-Q) ·ms11 I) VS OUF$T( STJR-Q> CLOS( I) 8f.l\V 

'MT PCT 
lll<NH 1/21/09 

El(I' VI\L SAl'lrLf. S IZf. = 604 fJ: 2? : 40 

QUESTION CLOS ( I) x-o,m 
OUFBT I 2 3 4 5 6 7 

TRSIC I) succs TECH l'IISON n :t.NV Ff:LV l\nsco OTIIF:ll 

X- ONE TOTI\L 

I 20 0 • • I 2:1 

0 06 . 96 4.3!i 9.00 •· tut 9.00 4.35 4.3G ·•· ,,n 
4.80 7. M 0.00 0 . 00 9 . 00 7. 14 5 . 0,, 

•1.07 0 . 2ft 0.00 8.00 9.00 8 . 20 0.20 
l'J.53 0.66 0.61 0.42 0. 19 0.66 0.94 

2 9 I 0 • 8 8 8 Ht 

I 90.80 19.01J 9.00 0.88 9.ff 8.80 8.88 2 . 04 

2 . 16 7. 1·1 8.00 0.00 8.IJ0 e.00 0.90 
1.83 8.20 8.80 0.00 9.98 8.80 0.00 
8.49 0.2'J 0.26 0.18 8.00 8.29 0.41 

3 32 0 0 8 8 8 0 32 
2 *100. e.0@ ..80 0.90 •••• 8.88 9.00 <,.r,2 

7.67 • . 01J 9.00 0.88 9.ff 8.08 0.80 
6.52 8.00 8.80 0.08 8.ff 8.00 0.00 

27 . 18 8.91 8.85 0.69 9.26 8.91 I. :10 

4 29 0 • • 9 9 8 29 
3 *108. e.00 ..80 0.98 9.ff 9.88 8 . 88 !i . 91 

6.9:1 e.00 8.88 0 . 88 ··" 8.88 8.00 
!J. 91 9 . 00 8.00 8 . 00 9.98 8.08 0.08 

24.63 9.R:J 8.77 0.53 8 . 24 8.83 I. 18 

5 31J 0 0 8 • I I 37 
4 94 . 59 e.00 e.80 8.e0 ··" 2.79 2.7. 7.54 

8.39 e.00 9.80 8.88 e.88 7.14 G.88 
7. 13 9.00 e.00 8.90 ··" 8.29 0.20 

31. 42 I. 0!J 9.98 0.68 8.30 1.85 1.51 

6 33 0 8 9 8 9 9 33 
5 *189. 9.00 9.00 8.80 9.ff 8.ff 8.ff 6.72 

7 . 91 9.00 8.00 0.88 9.ff 8.88 8.00 
6.72 9.01J 8.80 0.00 ··" 0.80 0.08 

28.03 8.'H 0.87 0.60 9.27 8.94 1.34 

7 43 I 8 • 9 9 8 44 
6 97.73 2.27 e.00 8.99 ··" 8.ff 0.ff 0.96 

10.31 7. 14 e.ee 8 . 00 ··" 8.89 8.99 
8 .76 9.2'f •.• 0 0.00 ··" .... 0.ff 

37.37 l.2!J I. 16 8.81 9.36 1.2:1 1.79 

8 27 • • I • • 2 39 
7 ···" .... . ... 3.33 '·" ··" 6.67 6. 11 

6.47 .... . ... I I. II ··" .... 19.ff 
11.H • . • 0 .... 8.2. ··" 8.ff •. 41 

211.48 •• 86 •. 79 0.H •. 24 9.86 1.22 



OU1'T OtrreOl'IF: ~. TOTAL RISK sr,om: IOWA 29 

OW PCT corm (CONT.) 

f)L rcT QUEST( SUR-Q) 11tS I ( I) VS QIJF.ST( SIJD-Q) CLOS( I) st:nv 
n rcT m<rm 1/21 / 01) 
l(p V,\1, Si\nPLE SIZE= 604 IJ: 2 1): 40 

QUF.STION CI.OSi I) X-Oftf: 
QUFBT I 2 3 4 5 f, 7 

RS I( I) RUCCS TECH tllSDM FF.I.NV FF.LY i\HSCP OTIIF:R 
X- ONF: TOT,\I. 

9 28 2 0 I I 0 9 :12 
8 07.58 6.2!i 9 . 00 3. 12 3. 12 0 . 99 0.00 fi . r,2 

6.71 14.2'* 0.00 I I. II 25.00 0.00 .... 09 
!i . 70 0.•JI 0.00 9.20 8.20 U.00 0. f>0 

27. 18 0. •• I 0.05 0.59 0.26 0.91 1.:10 

10 29 4 0 0 I I I :12 
9 ?ll . 62 0.01J 0.00 0.00 3. 12 3. 12 :J. 12 ,,.:.2 

6.95 0.0•• 0.00 0.00 25 . ff 7. 14 5.00 
!i. 91 0 . .,,. 0.00 0.00 0.20 0.29 0.20 

27. IR 0. •• I 0.H5 0.59 0.26 .,. 91 I. :UJ 

11 18 4 2 I 9 9 0 21 
10 R!J . 71 9.04 9.52 4.76 0.H 9.00 0 . 09 ••.:m 

·• · 32 0 . 0~ 15.38 II. II 0.ct0 9.90 0 . 09 
:) . 67 0. 04 0.41 0.20 0 . ff 0 . 90 0 . 09 

17.04 0. <,ft 0.56 0. :,a 9 . 17 0.60 0.06 

12 16 4 0 • • • 3 19 
II 84.21 0. 04 ··" 0.H 9.H •••• 15.79 :1.n7 

3.84 0.04 0.00 0 . 00 9.ff 0.90 15.H 
3.26 0.04 0.00 0 . 98 ··" 0.00 0.61 

IF,. 14 0.5·1 0.50 0.35 0 . 15 0.54 0.77 

I :J 10 I I I 9 9 2 Iii 
12 66.67 6.67 6.67 6.67 9.H ··" 13.33 3.05 

2.40 7. 14 7.69 I I. 11 9.H 9.09 Ut.00 
2.04 9.24 9.20 9.20 ··" 0.00 0 . 41 

12.74 9.·4:J 0 . 40 0.27 9. 12 0.43 0.61 

14 9 I • 9 • • I I I 
13 01.82 9 . 0'> 0 . 90 0.99 .... .... 9.09 2.24 

2. 16 7.H 0 . 99 9.H 9.ff 9.99 5.09 
1.83 9.24 9.99 e.00 9.ff 0 ... 0.29 
'>.34 0.31 9.29 0 . 20 9.94> 0.31 9 . 45 

IIJ 18 • • 3 • 9 I 22 
14 81.82 9.04 9.99 13.64 .... 9.ff 4.55 4.40 

4.32 e.tte .... 33.33 .... . ... 5.ff 
3 . 67 9.00 9.98 9.61 ··" 8.89 9.29 

18.68 8.6:J 0.IJ8 0.49 9. 18 0.63 8.99 

16 14 I • • • .. ) 

I 3 19 
I IJ 73.68 11.26 .... • ••• . ... IJ.26 IIJ. 79 3.07 

3.36 7. 14 9.98 9.M .... 7. 14 IIJ . ff 
2 . 85 9.24 0.00 0.00 ··" 9.29 8.61 

till. •• . "" .. O(A .. '11!1 • •• A llA. ...... 



COUl'IT OUTCOPIE VS. TOTAL RISK SCORE IOWI\ 29 

ROW PCT corm <CONT.) 

C•>L PCT QUEST( SUB-Q) TI\S I< I) VS QUEST< SUB-Q> CLOS( I) Sl-:IIV 

TOT PCT lll<NU 1/21/09 

EXP VI\L SAPIPLE SIZE = 604 ,, : 2'): 4~) 

QUESTION CLOS~ I) K-ONE 

' QUF.ST I 2 3 4 5 6 7 

TRSI< I) succs TE1;11 l'IISDrl FELNV FELV I\BSCD OTiff.ll 

X-O"E 
TOTI\L 

17 9 11> 2 8 8 2 I 14 
16 64.29 8 . 01} 14.29 8.88 9.88 14.29 7. 14 :~ . U5 

2. 16 8 . •tit 15.38 8 . 88 e.ee 14.29 5.08 
1.83 e.~tt 8.41 8.88 9.88 8.41 0.20 

11.89 8..t-lJ 8.37 8.26 e.11 t).48 0.57 

18 4 I I • • • 8 6 

17 66.67 16.67 16.67 •••• 9.M 8.88 0.00 1.22 
0.96 7. I·• 7.69 8.08 9.H •••• 0.08 
0.81 8.21J 8.28 •••• ··" •••• 0.00 
IJ. 18 •. 17 •. 16 0. 11 8.8G 0. 17 0.24 

19 6 0 • • • • • 6 
18 *108. 9.00 •••• 8.88 8.H 8.89 8.88 I ,,,, ·--

1.44 8.00 8.88 8.88 8.M 8.88 8.88 
1.22 8.tt') 8.88 8.88 ··" 8.88 8.88 
!l. 10 8.17 8. 16 8. II 8.95 •. 17 8.24 

28 5 8 • 8 • 2 • 7 
19 71.43 8.00 •••• 8.88 8.H 28.157 8.08 1.43 

1.28 9.ff 9.89 8.88 9.H 14.29 0.0e 
1.92 9.00 ··" 9.89 8.H 9.41 e.00 
IJ.95 8.20 9. 19 0. 13 9.96 8.28 8.29 

21 I • 8 • 8 9 8 I 

20 *IH. 8.80 8.88 8.88 8.H ··" 8.H 0.28 
8.24 8.80 9.98 9.88 8.H ··" •••• 
8.28 ••• IJ e.88 •••• .... ··" ··" 8.85 e.0:i •.• 3 •.• 2 ··" 9.83 ..... 

22 3 8 I 9 9 2 2 8 

21 37.159 8.80 12.159 •••• ··" 25.H 25 . N 1.63 
8.72 ··" 7.69 0 . ee 8.M 14.29 18.N 
8.61 8.80 e.28 8.88 ··" 8.41 9.41 
6.79 e.2:1 9.21 8. 15 8.96 8.23 8.33 

23 3 8 I • 8 I 8 s 
22 68.N ··" 2e.M •••• . ... 28.H ··" 1.82 

8.72 9.00 7.69 0.e8 ··" 7.14 ··" 8.61 9.ffiJ e.2• 0.•• 8.H 8.29 8.N 
4.25 8. 14 8. 13 8.09 8.ff •. 14 8.28 

r~· 
,<., 

24 3 I • • I I • 6 

23 , .... 16.67 8.ff •••• 16.67 16.67 .... 1.22 
8.72 7. 14 ··" 9.88 215.N 7.14 .... 
8.61 8.29 ··" 9.89 9.28 9.29 9.H 
11. 19 •. 17 •. 16 8. II e.H 8.17 8.24 



IOWI\ 29 :OUIIT OtrrCOl'IE VS. TOT i\L RI SK SCORE 
IQW PCT corm ( CONT. ) 
:oL PCT Qlmn, SIJB-Q) TRS I ( l) vs QUF.ST( SUB-Q) 
l'OT PCT 
~XP VAL 

QUF.ST 
11Slf U 

X-ONE 

33 

33- 3lt 

34 
35-36 

35 

37+ 

TOTi\L 

l 
succs 

8 
0.08 
0.88 
0.88 
2.55 

8 
0.H 
0.88 
0.88 
0.85 

8 
8.88 
8.88 
0.88 
0.85 

417 
84.93 

SAPIPLE S I ZF. = 
QUESTION CLOS( I) 

604 

2 3 4 
TF.Cff NISDl'I FF.I.NV 

0 
8.ft0 
8 . .,0 
8.80 
e.-.a 

0 
8.80 
8.80 
8.80 
e. 0:1 

l 
*188. 
7. 1-1 
8.20 
8. It:) 

14 
2.85 

I 
33.33 
7.69 
8.28 
8.87 

I 
*lff. 

7.69 
8.28 
8.83 

8 
8.88 
8.88 
8.88 
8.83 

13 
2.65 

I 
:)3.33 
11 . I I 
8.28 
8.85 

8 
8.88 
8.88 
8.H 
8.82 

8 
8.88 
8.88 
8.88 
8.82 

9 
1.83 

X-ONE 
6 

FELV 

8 

··" ··" 8.98 
8.98 

8 

··" 8.88 

··" ··" 
.. 

8.81 

CLOS( l) SEllV 
llKND l/21/89 

6 7 
I\HSCD OTIIF:R 

I 
33.33 

7. 14 
8.28 
8.88 

8 .... 
8.ff 
8.88 
8.83 

8 .... 
8.88 
8.88 
8.83 

14 
2.85 

• 8.88 
0.n0 
8.08 
6.12 

8 
e.ee 
0.88 

•••• 8.84 

• 8.88 
8.88 
8.88 
8.84 

28 
4.87 

1,t:29:40 

TOT/\1. 

3 
It. 61 

I 
ft.28 

I 
ft.28 

491 

FOR 11118 COIITINCENCY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 466.64 
W.\RNINC -- ONE OR NORE OF TIIE CELLS ARE EPIPTY 

P = ft.8888909 

CH I -SQ SI CN IF I C,\l'ICt: LEVELS FOR 284 DECREES OF FREEIN>PI 
>(CHI-SW = 8.3ff 8.288 8. lete e.e:se 8.825 8.818 .... , 8.881 

CHI-SQ " 214. 13 220.88 238. 14 237.93 244.96 2113.22 21J8.88 278.84 

IOW OPTIOlfS OLD I 2 3 4 IJ 6 7 8 9 18 II 12 13 14 fs 16 17 18 

IOW OPTIOllfS OLD 31 32 33 34 3!1 36 37 38 
NEW I 2 3 4 6 6 7 8 9 18 II 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 
NEW 31 32 32 33 3:t 34 34 311 

::01.. OPT IONS OLD I 2 3 4 Ii 6 7 8 
NEW 8 I 2 3 4 5 6 7 

19 28 21 22 23 24 21J 26 27 28 29 38 

19 28 21 22 23 24 21J 26 27 28 29 38 



COURT OUTCOPIE VS. TOTAL RISK SCORE IOW/\ 29 
ROW PCT COtfl'I (CONT.> 
COL PCT QUEST( SUB-Q) TRSI( l) VS QUEST( SUB-Q> CLOS( l) st:nv 
TOT PCT lU(tW l/21/H'} 

EXP VAL SAPIPLE SIZE:: 604 fj: 29: 40 

QUESTION CLOS( 1) X-ONE 
QUEST I 2 3 -4 5 6 7 

TRSI( I> succs TECH NISDl'I FELNV FELV /\USCD 01111::R 
X-ONE TOT/\1. 

25 4 I I 8 8 8 0 (, 

2~ 66.67 16.67 16.67 0.88 8.08 0 . 00 0 . 00 1.22 
0.96 7.1-1 7.69 8.80 .... 0.00 0.60 
0. 81 8.2t) 8.28 8.88 8.00 0.80 ~ . GB 
Ii. 19 8. 17 8. 16 8. II 8.05 0. 17 0.24 

26 I 0 8 8 • 8 8 I 

2S *188. 8.80 8.00 0.00 ··" 8.88 8.88 0.28 
0.24 8.IM 8.88 8.88 ··" 8.ee 8.08 
0.28 8.00 e.00 8.08 ··" e.88 0.88 
0 . 85 8.8:J 8.83 8.82 .... 8.83 8.84 

27 3 0 2 8 • 8 I 6 

26 110.80 ··" 33.33 8.08 8.ff 8.88 16.67 1.22 
Q. 72 8.0Q 15.38 8.00 •••• 8.80 5.08 
0 . 61 0 . lt!J 0.41 8.88 8.08 8.08 8.28 
Ii. 19 •. 17 0. 16 8. II 0.95 •. 17 9.24 

28 I 0 0 8 • • I 2 

27 (10.00 8.80 0.88 0.88 .... •.• 0 58.88 9 . 41 
0.24 8.ff 8.88 8.08 .... 8.88 5.88 
0.28 8.80 8.88 8.88 .... 8.88 8.28 
I. 78 8.86 8.H 8.84 8.82 8.86 8.88 

29 I • 8 • 8 • 8 I 

28 *••·· 8.80 8.88 8.88 .... 8.88 8.80 0.28 
8.24 8.81} 8.ff 8.88 .... 8.ff 8.00 
0.28 8.80 8.ff 8.88 .... 8.ff 8.88 
8.83 8.8:J 8.83 8.82 ··" 8.83 8.84 

38 2 2 8 • 8 8 8 4 

29 110.ff 118.80 8.88 8.08 ··" 8.ff 8.88 9.81 
8.48 14.29 8.88 8.88 8.H 8.ff 8.88 
8.41 8.41 8.H 8 . 88 8.ff 8.ff •••• 
3.48 e. II .... 8.87 • .• 3 8. II 8. 16 

31 I 0 • 8 • • 8 I 

30 ..... .... .... 8.N .... 8.N . ... 8.28 
8.24 8.88 .... .... . ... .... .... 
8.H .... .... 8.88 ··" .... . ... 
8.811 •.• 3 ••• 3 8.82 .... •.• 3 ..... 

32 • • • I I I • 3 

31-32 •••• .... .... 33.33 33.33 33.33 .... 0.61 .... .... .... 11. II 21.N 7 .... .... .... .... .... •. 28 ••• e.2• 8.88 
2.H e.ea 8.87 8.H 8.82 8.88 •. 12 



:OUJIT OUTCOPIE VS. CL.\SS/LEVEL BEFORE OVERRIDE 
IOW PCT 

30 

:OL f>CT QUEST( SUB-Q> CLVI ( I> VS Qlll::ST( SUB- Q) 
l'IJT PCT 
:.lCP VAL SAtrru: s IZE = 

QUESTION CLO~( I> 
604 

10\-1.1\ 
COIIM 

CLOS( I> ~1-:UV 
1:1(111) 1/21 / 11? 

I): 2'): ,Z,0 

QUF.ST 
:LV I( I) 

X- ONE 

I 
INTENS 

2 
IORNAL 

3 
IINIM 

4 
mNIN 

l 
succs 

44 
57.89 
Ill. 55 
8 . 96 

6-1.55 

198 
0 ... 26 
47.40 
40.33 
*199. 

153 
97.45 
36 . 69 
31 . 16 
:1<133. 

22 
9:J . 65 
!J.28 
-1 . 48 

1•>. 53 

TOTAL 417 
84.93 

2 
TECH 

6 
7 . IN 

42.U6 
I ••·> 
2. l'l 

6 
2. li!i 

42.06 
1.22 
6.70 

2 
1.27 

14 . 2') 
8 . •U 
4 . 48 

0 
8.00 
8.00 
8.00 
8.66 

~, 
PIISOH 

8 
10.53 
61 . 54 

1.63 
2.01 

5 
2. 13 

38.46 
1.02 
6.22 

8 
8 . 00 
8 . 00 
8 . 08 
4. 16 

0 
8.80 
8.80 
8 . 88 
8.61 

13 
2.65 

4 
n:1.NV 

2 
2 . 63 

22.22 
0.41 
I. 3') 

7 
2.90 

77 . 78 
1.43 
4.31 

8 
0 . 88 
0.00 
0.00 
2.68 

0 
0.88 
0 . 88 
0 . 80 
0 . 42 

9 
1.83 

X- ONI~ 
5 

FELV 

2 
2.63 

58.08 ..... 
8.62 

2 
8.85 

'58.88 
8 . 41 
1.91 

• 8 . 08 
8 . 08 
8 . 00 
1.20 

8 
8 . 08 

··" e.ee 
• • 19 

4 
8.81 

6 
J\llSCD 

9 
11.04 
64 . 29 

1.03 
2. 17 

4 
1.78 

20.57 
8.01 
6.78 

8 
8.88 

"'9 . 88 
8.80 
4.48 

I 
4.3fi 
7. 14 
8.28 
8.66 

... 
2.85 

FOR THIS CONTINGENCY TABLE: CHI - SQ = 84.91 
I.\IIN I IIC -- ONE OR NORE OF TIIE CELl.S ARE EfllPTY 

7 
oTm:n 

6 . aB 
2r.. 0t> 

1.02 
a . 10 

13 
5 . 53 

65 . 80 
2.6ft 
9 . 57 

2 
1.27 

18 . 88 
0 .4 I 
6.40 

8 
8.8~ 
0.80 
8.08 
0.94 

28 
4.87 

TOTI\L 

76 
laA•II 

:.!:&a 
,z.7. a:u 

la7 
:II. 9U 

23 .•. ,.u 

491 

P = 0.8000096 

CHI-SQ SICNIFICAnCE LEVELS FOR 18 DEGREES OF FREEOOPI 
•tCBI-SQ) = 8 . 308 8 . 288 8.1~ 8.0fi8 8.826 8.810 8 . 005 8.001 

CH I-SQ = 28 . 68 22. 88 26 . ff 28. 98 3 I . 58 34 . ae 37 . 20 42. a I 

OOL OPTIOIIS OLD I 2 3 4 6 6 7 8 
NEW 8 I 2 3 4 5 6 7 



COUftT OUTCOl'IE VS. CL.\SS/LEVF.L AFTER OVERRIDF: IOffA 31 
ROW rcT 
0)1, rcT QUEST( SUB-Q) CLV2( I> vs QUEST( SIJ8-Q) 
TOT rcT 
EXJ> VAL 

QUF.ST 
t:I .V2( I) 

X- ONE 

I 
succs 

I 45 
INTF.NS 62.50 

l•l.04 
•J.24 

61.36 

2 197 
IIORPIAL M.55 

47 . 47 
41J.45 
*198. 

3 149 

"'"·" 97.39 3tl.98 
30.68 
*139. 

4 24 
WMlft 82. 76 

11.78 
4.93 

2·1. 71 

TOTAL 415 
8.'J.22 

SAHPLF. SIZE = 
~UF.STION CLOS,: I) 

604 

2 3 4 
TF.CH "ISDtl FF.I.NV 

!i 
6.'H 

35.71 
I. 0:J 
2.07 

6 
2.58 

42.06 
1.23 
6.711 

3 
1.96 

21. 4:J 
8.62 
4.4'J 

14 
2.87 

7 
9.72 

58.33 
I. 44 
I. 77 

5 
2. Hi 

41.67 
1.83 
5.74 

8 
8.ee 
8.90 
8 . 00 
3.77 

8 
8.ff 

··" ··" 8.71 

12 
2.46 

2 
2.78 

22.22 
0.41 
I. 33 

7 
3.88 

77.78 
1.44 
4 . 31 

8 
0 . 80 
0.88 
0.88 
2.03 

• 8.88 
8 . 88 
8 . 88 
0.54 

9 
1.83 

K-ONF. 
5 

FELV 

I 
1.39 

33.33 
8.21 
8.44 

2 
8.86 

66.67 
8.41 
1.44 

8 
9 . 88 
8.88 
8.88 
8.94 

8 
8.ff 
8.ff 

··" •. 18 

3 
8.62 

c;mm 
CLOS( I) !H•:nv 

rn<rm v2vn9 

6 7 
ABSCD OTilf.R 

9 
12.58 
64.29 

1.85 
2.87 

4 
I. 72 

20.57 
8.82 
6.78 

8 
8.88 
8.ff 
8.88 
4.48 

I 
3.45 
7.14 
8.21 
8.83 

14 
2.87 

3 
4. 17 

rn.00 
0.62 
2. ')6 

12 
5. 15 

60.08 
2.46 
9.57 

I 
8.65 
5 . 08 
8.21 
6.28 

4 
13.79 
20.88 
8.82 
I. 19 

28 
4. II 

't : 2') : 4·<> 

TOTAL 

72 
M . 70 

:!:13 
4"l.U4 

29 
5.95 

407 

FOR 11118 COftTIRCERCY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 88.36 P = 0.8800367 
11.\RJIIRC -- ONE OR IIORE OF TIIE CELLS ARE EPIPTY 

CH I -SQ SI Cft IF I C.\ .. CE LEVEL~ FOR 18 Df:CREES OF FREEOO" 
P<CHI-SQ) = 8.388 8.288 8. lfflJ 8.858 8.825 8.018 8.005 8.001 

CH I -SQ = 28. 68 22. 88 26 . fflJ 20. 98 3 I. 58 34. ao 37 . 20 42. 3 I 

ROW OPTIONS OLD I 2 3 4 5 
NEW I 2 3 4 0 

COL OPT IORS 01.D I 2 3 4 li 6 7 8 
REW e I 2 3 4 6 6 7 

- I 



.UIIT OUTCOPIE VS. REASON FOR OVF.RRIDE 
)W PCT 
)L PCT QUEST( SUD-Q) HSN I ( I) \IS QUt:ST( SIJB-Q> 
lT PCT 
<P VAL 

QUEST 
i-N I ( I) 

X-ONE 

I 
succs 

I 46 
~SLT 8:J. 64 

61j.53 
filj.56 
.,:; . 93 

2 3 
iEVR 7f> . 88 

:J.95 
:J.38 
!J.34 

3 3 
;,pco *•0•. 

:J.95 
:).38 
2.51 

4 18 
WAL 76.92 

l:J. 16 
10.99 
18.86 

G 14 
[)1'8 87 .H 

18.42 
Ill. 38 
l:J.36 

TOTAL 76 
83.12 

SAl'IPU: SIZE = 
QUESTION Cl.OS( I) 

604 

2 a 4 
n:e:11 NISl)tl n:LNV 

2 
3.6·1 

66.67 
2.2~ 
1.01 

lj 

8 . 80 
8.00 
8.~1) 
8. l:J 

0 
8.~0 
8 . 80 
8.80 
8 . 8•} 

e 
8.80 
8.80 
8.80 
8.43 

I 
6.2:1 

33.33 
I. 18 
8.Ga 

3 
3.30 

2 
3.64 

*U,0. 
2.20 
I. 21 

0 
8.80 
8.80 
8.00 
8.88 

8 
8.80 
0.00 
0.88 
8.86 

8 
0.00 
8.88 
8.88 
8.29 

8 
0.88 
8.H 
e.88 
9.35 

2 
2.28 

4 
7 .27 

:l:H)8. 
4 . 40 
2.{·2 

8 
0.80 
8.80 
0.00 
0. 18 

• 0.88 
8.08 
8.08 
0. 13 

8 
8.88 
0.00 
8.88 
8.57 

8 
8.88 
8 . 88 
8.80 
8.78 

M"TY ROW OR COLUMII 
0 CB 1-SQU.\RE POSS IBLE 

X- ONE 
5 

FE.LV 

8 
8.08 
8.00 
8.08 
8.08 

8 
8.88 
8.88 
8.&8 

··" 
• 8.88 

8.ee 
8.ee 
8.88 

8 

··" ··" 8.ee 

··" 
• ··" .... 

e.ee 

··" 
• ··" 

IOWi\ 32 
c;mm 

CLOS( I) st:nv 
m<rm 1/21/UC} 

6 7 
J\BSCI) OTIIEll 

I 
1.82 

50.88 
I. IO 
1.21 

8 
8.ff 
8.88 
8.99 
8.88 

• 8.88 
8.88 
8.88 
8.86 

I 
7.69 

58.H 
I. •• 
9.29 

• .... . ... .... 
8.311 

0 
6.00 
0. 0~) 
0.00 

25.00 
25.GO 
I. rn 
0. 18 

9 
8.80 
e.80 
8.00 
9 . l:J 

2 
15.30 
58.88 
2.28 
8.67 

I 
6.25 

25.89 
I • . 18 
8.78 

.. 
4.48 

I♦ ::.!'}: 1·0 

TOT/\1. 

~· a.ao 

13 
H.29 

16 
17.58 

91 

CHI-SQ SIGIUFIC.\NCE LEVELS FOR 24 Dr..GREF.S OF FREEDOPI 
'(CBI-SQ) ~ 9.3H 8.2N 9. 189 9.8118 8.825 8.818 8.895 8.881 

CBI-SQ: 27.18 29.69 33.28 36.44t 39.48 43.ff 46.68 51.10 

:oL OPTIOIIS OLD I 2 3 4 II 6 7 8 
NEW 9 I 2 3 4 II 6 7 



COUftT OUTCOME VS. ST.\TIJS ( CURllF.NT> IOWA ~J:l 
J\OW rcT c:omt 
COL PCT Qut::ST( SUB-Q) STAT( I> vs QUF.ST( SIJB-0) CLOS( I> ~a·:nv 
TOT rcT lll<IH> 1/21/09 
EXP VAL SAl'IJ>LF, SIZE = 604 0: ~•>: ,:.o 

QIIF.ST I 
,Tt\T( l) SUCCS 

)(-ONE 

I 8 
\CTIVE 2'>.63 

1.92 
1.63 

22.93 

2 +&9 
:LOSED 88. 15 

98.&8 
0:). 30 
:a:)94 . 

TOTAL +17 
84.93 

QUESTION Cl.OS( I> X-ONE 
2 

TECH 

:) 

11. II 
21. ,J:) 

0. f> I 
8 . 77 

I I 
2.37 

78.fl7 
2.2-1 

13. 2:) 

14 
2.8!i 

l'IISOH 

3 
I I. 11 
23.&8 
8.61 
0 . 71 

10 
2. 16 

76.92 
2.84 

12.29 

13 
2.65 

4 
FF.I.NV 

8 
0.00 
0.00 
8.00 
0.49 

9 
I. 94 

:t.l00. 
1.83 
B.51 

9 
1.83 

5 
Fl-:LV 

8 
8 .ff 
8.ff 
8.08 
8.22 

4 
8 . 86 

*189. 
e.01 
3.78 

.. 
8.81 

6 
ABSCD 

10 
37.04 
71.43 
2.04 
0.77 

4 
8.86 

28.57 
8.81 

13.23 

14 
2.85 

FOR TIIIS COftTlftGF.NCY TABLE: CHI-SQ = 146. 19 
I.\RN I ftG -- ONE OR tlOI\E OF TIIE CELLS ARI: El'IPTY 

7 
OTlllm 

3 
11. I I 
la . OU 
0.(,1 

I. 10 

17 
3 . 66 

fl!i.09 
3.46 

IU.90 

20 
+.07 

TOT/\1, 

27 
:. . ao 

4-91 

P = 0.0000000 

CH I -SQ SI Gft IF I CA,.CE LEVELS l·OR 6 DEGREF.S OF FREEDOH 
1(CHI-SQ) = 8.388 "-288 8.100 8.858 9.825 8.010 0.805 8.001 

CHI - SQ= 7.23 8.56 18.f>~ 12.68 14 . 48 16.88 18.50 22.46 

:OL OPTIOftS OLO I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 
NEW 8 I 2 3 4 5 6 7 



COURT OU'lr.OPIE VS. DISTRICT IOWA 34 
IIOW PCT COIIM 
COL PCT QUEST(SUB-Q) DSTI( I) VS QUEST( SUB-Q) CLOS( I) sn:v 
TOT PCT llKIW l/2I / H9 
EXP VAL SAPIPLE SIZE = 604 I): 2') : { ,0 

QUESTION CLOS( I) K-ONE 
QUEST I 2 a 4 5 6 7 

DSTI( I) succs TECH NISDM t'ELNV FELV AO.'-CD OTIIEH 
X-ONE TOTI\L 

58 2 2 I 8 2 0 ,,:. 
fl'J . 23 a . .-a 3 . 06 1.54 8.08 3.88 0. i)O I :1. :!1-
1:1. 91 14. 2°) 15.30 11. 11 8.09 14.29 o.,m 
I 1.01 8Al 0.41 0.20 0.00 0.41 o . uo 
!i:i.20 I. U:i 1.72 I. 19 8 . li3 1.85 2. (,5 

2 56 I 8 8 8 I 5 (,3 
88.89 I . Ii'> 8.00 0.80 8.09 1.59 7.94 12.H:J 
l:J.43 7 .... 8.00 0.f>0 8.08 7. 14 25 . 80 
11. 41 8.21t 8.80 0 . 08 ••• 8.28 1.02 
5:J. 5 I I .HQ 1.67 I. Hi 8.lil 1.00 2.J7 

3 48 I 8 I I 8 5 56 
B!i.71 I. 7•> 8.80 1.79 1.79 8.88 0.93 11 . 41 
11. 51 7.1-1 0.00 11. I I 25.09 8.88 25.00 
•). 78 0.2~ 8 . 08 0.20 8.28 8.88 1.02 

•17 .56 1.60 1.48 1.83 8 . 46 1.68 2.20 

4 28 0 8 8 8 I 8 29 
96 . 155 8.00 0.88 8.80 8.09 3.45 8.88 5.91 

6.71 8.01t 8.88 8.80 8.09 7.14 8.08 
11.78 8.80 8.88 8 . 80 8.08 8.28 8.88 

24.63 8.8:) 8.77 8.53 8.24 8.83 I. 18 

78 2 4 I 2 2 6 95 
82. 11 2. 11 4.21 1.85 2. II 2. ll 6.32 19. 35 
18. 71 14.29 38.77 I I. 11 68.M 14.29 38 . 88 
111.89 8.41 8.81 8.28 .... I 8.41 1.22 
84.68 2. 71 2.62 I. 74 •. 77 2.71 3.07 

6 78 4 4 I • 3 8 02 
O.'J.37 4.08 4.88 1.22 .... 3.66 8.88 16.78 
16.79 28.G7 38.77 I I. 11 .... 21.43 8.88 
14.26 8 . 81 •• 81 8.28 .... 8.61 8.88 
69.64 2.34 2.17 1.68 •. 67 2.34 3.34 

7 45 3 3 4 I I I G8 
77.59 CJ. 17 G. 17 6.98 1.72 1.72 I. 72 11. 81 
18 . 79 21.43 23.88 44.44 ~ ..... 7.14 6.88 
9. 16 8.61 8.61 8 . 61 e.2• 8.2. 8.28 

49 . 26 I.M l.H 1.86 •. 47 1.66 2.36 



COURT OtrfCOPIE vs. DISTRICT I0\'1/\ :14 
RQW PCT COIIM <corn.> 
C•>L PCT QUF-~T( SUB- ~> DSTI( I) vs OUF..ST(SUB-Q) CLOS( I ) ~:u:v 
TOT PCT l:l<IIU 1/21 / H') 

1-: xt• Vi\l , S/\KPLE SIZF: = 604 1-): ~•) : ,:.(> 

QUESTION Cl.OS•: I) X- ONF. 
QIJE..'-T I 2 :I 4 5 6 7 

O:,:.TI( I) succs n:,;u l'IISDN n :I.NV FELV /\IISCD OTlll-:1: 
X- ONE TOT/\1. 

n 34 I 0 I 8 4 :l <:-:I 
79.07 2. :1:J 8.00 2.33 8.ff 9.38 l, . 'Hl IL 7', 
8. 15 7 . ... 8.80 11. 11 8.ff 20 . 57 lri.00 
'> . 92 8 . 2~ 8 . 00 0 . 20 8.IJ8 0.GI 0 . (,1 

36 . 52 I . 2:1 I. 14 0.79 8.35 1.23 I . ,.- ri 

TOT/\L 417 ... 13 9 4 14 20 ,:,? I 
B·J.93 2.nr; 2.65 1.83 8.81 2 . 05 4.07 

FOR TIIIS CONTlftGF."CY TABI.F.: CHI-SQ= 54.51 r = o . 09a:1,,4r. 
W.\~ I "G -- ONE OH l'IOI\E OF THE CELLS /\RE ENPTY 

CHI-SQ S ICN IFIC,\NCE LF.VF:LS f'OH 42 DEGREES OF FJlF:F.DOH 
P< CHI - SQ> - 0 . 300 0 . 288 8 . lft(J 0 . 058 8.825 8.0W 0 . 005 0.001 

CHI - SQ = 4-6 . 37 •I,'} , 51 53.'>0 57.79 61.20 65. -:-1, f,U. :1:1 74 . ri5 

C()L OPTIONS 01.D I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 
NEI·/ 8 2 3 ... 5 6 7 



COURT OUTCOl'IE VS. CL I EftT TYPE I OW/\ 35 
ROW PCT COi lM 
COL PCT QUEST< SUU- Q) PRGN( I) VS QUEST( SUB-Q) CLOS( I) !-WHV 
TOT PCT lll<IIU 1/21 / U9 
E:><r VAL SAMJ>I.E SIZE = 604 •-~::.!•) : 40 

QUEST I 
PRGNf I ) SUCCS 

K-ONE 

351 
PROB 07 .53 

IH. 17 
71. 49 
*:H-0 . 

2 50 
P,\ROLE 68. 49 

11. 99 
IIJ . 18 
6~.00 

3 16 
011fER 9-1 . 12 

:).64 
:J . 26 

1-1.44 

TOTAL 417 
84.93 

QUEST I ON CLOS( I) K-ONE 
2 

12 
2 . •)•) 

85. 71 
2.•H 

11 . •l:l 

2 
2 . 7•1 

14.!.N 
8.41 
2.08 

Q 
8 . 9Q 
8. 01J 
8. tttJ 
8.•Ja 

14 
2.8:J 

a 
l'IISDH 

7 
1.75 

53.85 
1.4:l 

10 . 62 

6 
8.22 

46. 15 
1.22 
l.93 

0 
8.00 
0.00 
8.00 
8.45 

13 
2.65 

4 
f' l-:LNV 

4 
1.00 

·14.44 
O. UI 
7. aa 

5 
6.85 

55.56 
1.02 
1.34 

0 
0.00 
0.00 
0 . 80 
0.31 

9 
1.83 

5 
FELV 

2 
8.li0 

58.~ ..... 
3.27 

2 
2.74 

6 •.•• 

•••• 8.119 

• 8.08 

··" 8.98 
•. 14 

4 
8.81 

6 
ABSCD 

8 
2 . 80 

57. 14 
1.63 

11.43 

(i 

6.Ba 
36.71 

l.82 
2.88 

I 
5.88 
7. 14 
8.28 
8.48 

14 
2.86 

FOR THIS CONTINGENCY TABLE: CHI-SQ: 35.77 
VARN I NC - - ONE OR ftOI\E OF TIIE CELLS ARE El'WTV 

7 
OTII 

17 
4 . :H 

nr..no 
a . 4<, 

H,. :l:J 

a 
4 . 11 

15. 00 
6 . (,1 

2 . 97 

0 
0.00 
0 . 00 
0.00 
0.69 

20 
4.07 

·l-01 
UI. (,7 

17 
:1.4(, 

P = 0.0003623 

CHI-SQ SIGNIFIC.\ffCE LEVEL<, FOR 12 DECREES OF FI\EEOOPI 
P<CHI-SQ) = 8.3ff 8.2H •. lff e.es• 8.825 •. 010 8.005 0.001 

CHI-SQ c 14.09 llJ.&e 16.5~ 21.H 23.38 26.20 28.30 32.91 

COL OPTIONS OLD I 2 3 4 lJ 6 7 8 
NEW 8 I 2 3 4 5 6 7 



COURT OUTCOPIE v~. CEffDER IOWi\ :I(, 
n,,w rcT t;orm 
Ct)L rcT QUF$T( ~UB-Q) :-;EK ( I) VS QIJF$T( SOB-CU CLOS( I) s1-:1:v 
Tl)T rcT lll( l ll ► 1/21/U') 
EXP Vi\L Si\l'll'LF. SI ZF. = 604 I):~•) : ~-0 

QUESTION Cl.OS( l) x- 01n: 
QUfBT I 2 3 4 5 6 7 

SEX f I) succs TECH PIISDtl fELNV FELV i\lJSCD OTII 
X- ONE TOTi\L 

I 327 8 8 9 4 I I I fi :m:s 
l'IALE O!'i.38 2 ... '} 2 . 89 2.35 1.84 2.87 4 . IO no. ta 

00. 15 61 . !H 66.67 *100 . *Ut8 . 04.62 84 . 21 
61:J . 41 1.67 1.67 1.08 8.64 2.38 a . 3r. 
:t::J26 . 10. •?•2 9.62 7.21 3.21 18.42 15 .22 

2 81 !i 4 8 • 2 3 95 
FF.tlALE O.'i . 26 5.26 4.21 0.89 ··" 2. II :1. 16 19. 1;7 

t•).85 38.46 33.33 0 . 88 ··" IG.38 15.79 
16.95 I. lt!i •. 84 0 . 80 •. 08 8.42 .. . 6a 
01 . 89 2.58 2.38 I. 79 •. 79 2.GO a.10 

TOTAL 488 13 12 9 4 13 19 ·1-70 
O!'i.36 2 . 72 2 . 51 1.88 •. 64 2.72 3 . 97 

FOR 1111S CONTIIIGEIICY TABLE : CHI - SQ = 7. 77 P = 0.25516:17 
W.\I\N I IIG -- ONE OR PIORE OF lllE CELLS ARE EMPTY 

CH I-SQ SIGN IF I C,\1'CE LEVEL.~ FOR 6 DEGREES or FREEDOl'I 
Pf CHI - SQ) = 8.308 0.288 8. 101J 8.05e 8.825 e.010 8.005 0 . 001 

CHI-SQ= 7.23 8.56 10.60 12.68 14.48 16.80 J0.50 22.4<, 

ROW OPTIORS OLD 2 3 
NEW 2 e 

COL OPTIORS OLD I 2 3 4 G 6 7 8 
NEU 8 I 2 3 4 5 6 7 



:OUIIT OUTCOPIE VS. JIEW NEEDS SCOI\E IOWI\ 
lOW PCT COHH 
:oL PCT QUEST< SUil-Q) NftED( I) VS QUEST( SUB-Q) CLOS( I) ~•:nv 
r'OT PCT lll<rm J/21/09 
~XP VAL SI\HPLE SIZE = 604 I: I : :.!:I 

QUE..~TION CLOSO: I) X-ONE 
QUEST I 2 3 4 5 6 7 

IN[D( I) succs TECH ftlSOrl FELNV t'ELV ABSCD 0TH 
X-ONE 'ffiTJ\L 

I 29 I) 0 I 0 0 0 :ao 
<0 96.67 0.tt1i 0.00 3.33 0.00 0.00 0.00 6. 11 

6.95 0. 1t1i 0 . 00 I I. I I 8.90 0.08 0 . 00 
!i. 91 •• 1)1) 0.00 0.20 8.00 0.00 0.00 

2!i.48 0.06 0.79 n.55 0.24 0.86 1.22 

2 18 I) 0 0 0 I 0 19 
0 9 ... 74 8.81) 0.00 0.00 0.ff 5.26 0.00 a.u7 

... 32 8.89 8.08 8.00 ··" 7. 14 0.00 
:).67 0. ltl) 8.08 8.00 ··" 8.28 0.00 

16. 14 0.IH 0.58 9.35 0. 15 8.64 U.77 

3 14 I 0 0 0 8 0 15 
I C):J.33 6.67 8.80 0.80 8.88 8.88 0.00 :J.Oa 

3.36 7. 14 8.00 8.80 0.08 8.09 8.00 
2.85 0.21) 0.00 0.00 8.00 0.08 8.88 

12.74 0.,,a 8.40 0.27 8.12 8.43 8.61 

.. 16 0 8 8 0 8 17 
2 94. 12 0.00 0.00 0.80 0.ff 0.ff 5.68 :J.46 

3.84 0.tte 0.88 8.00 0.ff 0.00 6.00 
3.26 0.81) 0.00 0.00 0.ff 8.00 0.20 ........ , .... a 8.45 0.31 ..... 8.48 0.69 

D 17 I 0 0 • 8 19 
3 89.47 D.26 0.88 0.00 .... 8.80 5.26 3.07 

4.08 7. 14 8.88 8.08 .... 0.ff IJ.80 
3.46 8.21) 8.00 8.08 .... 8.ff 0.20 

16. 14 e.tH 0.60 0.35 0. ID 8.154 8.77 

6 25 I 8 8 0 0 I 27 
4 92.H 3.70 0.00 0.00 ··" 0.00 3.78 Ii. 58 

6.80 7. 14 0.08 8.08 0.ff 0.ff 6.88 
IJ.89 0.20 0.00 8.00 .... 8.00 0.20 

22.93 0.77 0.71 8.49 8.22 8.77 I. 10 

7 18 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 
I *lff. 0.ff 0.00 8.00 .... 8.ff 0.80 3.67 

4.32 0.80 .... 0.08 .... . ... 8.ff 
3.67 0.08 8.88 8.08 0.H 0.ff 0.00 

Ill. 29 0. IJ I 0.48 8.33 8. II 8.11 8.73 

8 26 • 8 0 I 0 2 29 
6 89.66 •. 80 •••• 8.ff 3.41 0.N 6.98 IJ. 91 

6.24 .... .... 0.00 21.H ··" ..... 
1.38 •••• 0.08 8.00 ••• ··" 0.41 

24.63 8.8:J 0.77 0.53 8.24 0.83 I. 10 



COUftT OU"Jr.Ol'IE VS. NEW NF.F.DS SCORE IOWt\ I 

Rt}W PCT cmm (CONT.) 

C•JL PCT QUli",.°'T( SUB-Q) NNED( I) VS QUF.ST( SUB-Q) CLOS~ I) Sl·:IIV 

'NT PCT morn l/~l / 119 

f.::l(P V/\1, SAPIPLE S IZf. = 6't4 I: 1 :~:I 

OUF.STION CLOS ( I) X- ONE 
QllfBT I 2 :1 .. 5 6 7 

NNf.0( 1) succs n:1:11 l'IISDr-1 ff.LNV Ff.:LV J\HSCll OTII 
X- ONE TOT/\L 

9 22 0 0 0 0 8 2:1 
7 ')Ii. 65 0.0•♦ 8.00 ff . 00 8.90 0.80 4.35 .•. (,II 

li.28 0 . ttiJ 8.00 0 . 80 8.90 0.00 5 . 00 
4.48 0.ttl) 0 . 00 0 . 0(} 8.90 0.00 {) . 20 

I'>. 53 0.66 0.61 0 . 42 8. 19 0.66 0 . ()4 

10 14 9 0 0 8 I(, 

0 87.50 8.09 8.00 0.00 8.ff 6.25 ,,.25 :l. !!(, 

:).36 8.09 8.00 0.00 ··" 7. 14 5.00 
2.85 8 . 09 8.00 0 . 80 8 . 00 8.20 0.20 

1:1. 59 0 . 46 8.42 0.29 8. 13 8.46 0.65 

I I 26 0 • 0 • • I 27 
9 ')6.30 8 . 0't 8.00 0 . 80 8.08 8.80 3.70 r. . r.0 

6.24 0 . 01) 8 . 80 0 . 80 8.00 8.ff 5.80 
li.30 8 . ftl) 8.00 0.80 8 . 88 8.88 8.20 

22 . 93 0 . 77 8.71 0.49 8.22 8.77 I. 10 

12 18 I 8 I I I .. 26 
18 69.23 3. O.'J 8.88 3 . 85 3.85 3.85 U5.30 5.30 

4.32 7 . 14 8 . 00 11. I I 26.88 7.14 28.88 
:).67 8.21) 8.88 0.28 8 . 28 8.28 8.81 

22.88 8.74 8.69 8.48 8.21 8.74 1.86 

13 16 l 8 I • 8 8 18 
I I 88.89 11.36 8.88 5 . 36 ··" 8.88 8.88 3.67 

3.84 7. 14 8.80 I I. II .... 8.88 8.88 
3.26 • . 29 •. 88 8.28 ··" 8.88 8.80 

lli.29 8. 5 I 8.48 0.33 8. Ill 8.IU 8.73 

14 16 I 3 8 • 8 • 19 
12 78 . 95 11 . 26 Ill. 79 8.80 ··" 8.ff 8.88 3 . 07 

3.68 7. 14 23.88 8 . 88 .... 8.ff 8.ff 
3 . 95 8.29 8.61 8.00 8 . 88 .... 8.88 

16. 14 8.IH 8.58 0.35 8. Ill 8.114 8.77 

15 14 8 I I • • I 17 
13 82.35 ··" 11 . 88 5.88 .... 8.ff 15.88 3.46 

3.36 8.89 7.69 I I. II ..... 8.ff IJ.80 
2.83 8.89 8.28 8.28 •••• 8.88 8.28 

14.44 8.48 8.45 8.31 8. 14 8.48 8.69 

16 111 8 8 2 • • l 18 
14 O.'J. 33 •••• 8.88 11. II .... .... 11.116 3.67 

3.68 .... 8.88 22.22 .... ··" 11.88 
:i . e5 •. 89 •.• 8 8 . 41 •••• ··" 8.28 

iii. 29 e.111 8.48 0.33 •. ,11 8 . 11 8.73 



:OUftT OIITCOl'IE VS. NEW "EEDS SCORE IOWI\ I 
~)W PCT CONM (CONT.) 
OL PCT QUEST( SllB-Q) N"ED( I) VS QUEST( SUB-Q) CLOS( I) St:IIV 
OT PCT 1:1<1'10 l/21/U9 
.XP VAL SAMPLE S IZF. = 604 I : I : :!:l 

QUESTION CLOS ( I) X-ONE 
QUEST I 2 :a 4 5 6 7 

Nt:Dc I) succs TECII PIISDH n :LNV Fl;:LV ABSCD OTII 
X- ONt: TOT/\1. 

17 I I 1)) 0 • 0 2 0 I :I 
15 IH.62 0. lh) 8 . 00 0 . 00 e.00 15.3U 0.0(,) =~ . ,,~i 

2 . 64 0 . 1+~ 8.00 0.00 8.00 14 . 29 0. ()() 
:?.24 0. t)IJ . 8.00 G.00 8.00 0.41 0 . ()~) 

11. 04 0.:17 0 . a,:. () . 2<:• 0. It 0.37 0 . :. :, 

lO 7 0 2 0 • • 0 ') 

16 77 . 78 0.80 22.22 0 . 00 8 . 08 0.00 0.00 I . t::S 
1.66 0 . 00 16.3U 0.00 .... 0.80 0.00 
I • <C·3 0 . 00 8 . 41 0.00 .... 0.00 0 . 0(,) 
7.64 8.26 8.24 0. 16 8.07 8.26 o.a7 

19 12 0 0 0 • I I M, 
17 O!i. 71 0 . 80 8.00 0 . 00 8.08 7. 14 7. 14 2 . U5 

2 . 00 8 . 00 8.00 0.00 0.09 7 . 14 5 . 00 
2 . 44 0.00 8 . 00 0 . 00 8 . 00 0 . 20 0.20 

11.69 0.40 0.37 0 . 26 0. It ..... 0.57 

20 8 8 0 0 0 • 0 0 
18 *100. 0.8Q 0 . 00 0.00 0.08 0.00 0.00 l.63 

1.92 e.00 e.00 0.80 .... 8.88 0.ee 
1.63 8 . 00 0.00 0 . 80 8 . ff 0.H 0.88 
6.79 0.2:1 0.21 0. 15 8.ff 0.23 0.33 

21 7 I • I 8 I • 18 
19 70.08 10.08 8.00 10.00 8.M 10.H 0.00 2.04 

1.68 7. 14 8.08 11. 11 ··" 7.H 8.H 
1.43 0 . 28 8.00 0.20 ··" 8.28 0.00 
8.49 8 . 29 8.26 0.18 0.08 8.29 0.41 

22 8 0 I 0 0 I I I I 

20 72.73 8.H 9.09 0.80 .... 9.89 9.09 2.24 
1.92 8.ft0 7 . 69 0.00 8.M 7. H 5.00 
1.63 8.H 8.20 0.80 .... 8.20 8.20 
9.34 0.31 8.29 0 . 20 ··" 0.31 8.45 

23 6 I • • 8 8 I 8 

21 76.80 12.110 0.00 0 . 80 0.M 0.00 12. 50 1.63 
1.44 7. 14 0.80 0 . 08 0.M 0.00 5.00 
1.22 e.20 8.H e.00 8.H 0.80 0.20 
6 . 79 8.23 8.21 0. Iii 8.96 0.23 8.33 

24 9 8 8 8 8 I I I I 

22 81.82 8.H 8.H 0.88 8.M 9.89 9.89 2 . 24 
2. 16 · 8.88 8.H 0 . 88 .... 7.H 5.H 
1.83 8.88 8.H 0.80 .... 8.20 8.20 
9.34 e . 31 0 . 29 8.28 8.89 0.31 8.46 



CQUftT otJ'fr.()l'IE vs . nEW nEEDS SCORE IOW/\ I 

MW PCT c;or1T1 (CONT.) 

COL rcT QUEST( Slffi-Q) NnED( I) VS ~UFRT( SUB-Q) CLOS( I) m:nv 
TOT rcT Hl(IJU I /21 / II') 

r-:xr Vl\l, ~APIPLE SIZE = 604 I : I ::.!:I 
~tlU:TION CLOS( I) x-onE 

QUFST I 2 3 4 5 6 7 

"NF.D( I) succs n:1:11 l'IISOM FELNV FELV /\nSCD OTII 

K-ONE TOT/\1. 

2:i 10 I . • • • • 0 I I 
')j}. 9 I 9.0'} 0 . 88 0 . 00 8.IJ8 8.80 0.00 :L:!4 

23 2.40 7. 1-1 0.88 0.00 8.IJ8 8.80 0 . 00 

2.04 8.20 8.80 4).00 t).1)8 8.08 0 . 00 
•}. 34 0 . :11 8 . 29 f). 20 8.09 · 8. 31 (). ,:.5 

26 7 0 0 0 8 8 0 7 

24 *I00. 8.ff0 8.88 8 . 00 8.08 8.88 0 . 80 I. 4·:J 

1.68 8.00 8.08 0.80 8.88 8.88 0.f>8 

1.43 8.00 8.88 0.00 8.08 8.88 f).O8 

!i.95 8.20 8. 19 0 . la 8.06 8.28 t>. 29 

27 5 fJ 8 0 8 0 I 6 

25 R3.33 8.ff0 8.88 8.00 8 . 08 8.88 16 . 67 I <>•• 

1.20 8.00 8.80 0.00 8.88 8.88 0.08 
1.02 8.00 8.80 0.00 8.08 8.88 0.20 
li. 10 8.17 8. "' 

0. 11 8.05 8. 17 0.24 

28 5 9 • 8 0 8 • 5 

26 *188. 0.ff 8.88 •••• 8.88 8.H 8 . 08 1.02 
1.28 8.09 •••• 8 . 08 0.88 8.88 8.88 
1.02 8.ff 8.88 0.88 8.ff 8.H 8.88 
4.25 8. 14 8. 13 0.99 8.04 8 . 14 8.28 

29 3 I I 8 • 2 8 7 

27-28 42.86 14.29 14.29 8.88 0.88 28.157 8.88 1.43 
0.72 7. 14 7.69 8 . 88 •. 88 14.29 8.88 
0.61 8.20 8.28 0.88 8.ff •••• 8.88 
!J.95 8.20 •. 19 0. 13 8.06 8.28 8.29 

38 • 0 I 8 I I 8 7 

29-30 IJ7. 14 8.80 14.29 8.88 14.29 14.29 8.88 1.43 
0.96 8 ~ff 7.69 0 . 88 25.88 7.14 8.08 
0.81 8.00 8.28 8.88 8.28 8.28 8.88 
IJ.95 8.20 •• 19 0. 13 8.06 8.28 8.29 

31 6 2 I 8 I I I 12 
G0.ff 16.67 8.33 8.88 8.33 8.33 8.33 2.-f+ 

31-35 1.44 14.29 7.69 8.88 2G.ff 7 ••• G.08 
1.22 8.41 8.28 8 . 88 8.28 8.28 8.20 

10. 19 8.34 8.32 0.22 8.89 8.34 8.49 

32 IS I 2 8 • • 8 8 

36-40 62.H 12.H 25.H 8.88 ··" ··" 8.H 1.63 
1.28 7. 14 15.38 8.88 ··" ··" 8.88 
1.82 8.20 ..... 8 . 88 ··" 8.ff .... 
6.79 8.23 8.21 •• 13 .... 8.23 8.33 



UIIT OUTCOl'IE vs. Nl~W NEEDS SCORE IOW/\ I 
W PCT COIIM (CONT. ) 
I. PCT QUEST( SUR- Q) NnED< I) VS tHJF.ST( SIJB-Q) CLOS( I ) ~WI.V 
T PCT 1:irnu l/2 I / U') 
I' VAL ~/\MPLE SI ZI-: = 604 I : I : :!:I 

QUESTION CLO~( I ) K·-ONE 
out:..'iT I 2 a 4 5 6 7 

ED( I) succs TECII l'IISl>rl FELNV l'' l~LV /\RSCD OTII 
)(-ONE TOT/\L 

33 0 I) I 2 0 0 ,,. 
41-45 IJ . 00 0 . tttj 25 . 00 50.00 8 . 08 25.00 f).t)O O . UI 

IJ . 00 0.0tJ 7.69 22.22 8.Q0 7 . 14 0.00 
IJ . 00 0 . 0IJ 0 . 20 0.41 8.00 0.20 o.vo 
:) • ,C,O 0 . II 0. 11 0.07 8 . 03 0. 11 0. H, 

34 I 8 8 8 8 • 2 

46+ lilJ.88 58.ltlJ 8.88 0.00 8 . e8 8.88 0.00 tt. 41 
0.24 7 . 1-1 8.00 8.00 •. 08 8.88 0.00 
IJ.28 8.21) ··" 0.00 8.88 8.88 8.00 
I. 78 8 . .,6 •. 85 8.04' 8.02 8.86 0.8U 

TOTAL 417 ... 13 9 4 14 20 ·l-91 
64.93 2 . U5 2.65 1.83 8 . 81 2.85 4.07 

OR TIIIS CONTINGENCY TABLE: CHI-SQ = 389.78 r = 0.0000008 
RNINC -- ONE OR tlOI\E OF THE CELLS ARE El'tPTY 

CHI-SQ SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS FOR 198 DEGREF.S or FREEDOM 
CHI - SQ) = 8.300 8.288 8. llt!J 8 . 8:58 8.826 8.810 0 . 605 9 . 001 

CHI-SQ= 287.97 21-1.lili 223.76 231.44 238.37 246 . li2 252 . Ht 263 . 92 

1W OPTIONS OLD 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 18 II 12 13 14 Hi 16 17 18 19 28 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 38 

IW OPTIOIIS OLD 31 32 33 34 3!J 36 37 38 39 48 41 42 43 44 41i 46 47 48 49 158 51 152 53 54 511 
NEW I I I I I I I I 2 3 4 6 6 7 u 9 10 II 12 13 14 I Ii 16 17 lO 19 28 21 22 23 
NEW 24 211 26 27 28 29 29 38 38 31 31 31 31 31 32 32 :t!! 32 :12 33 33 3:) 33 33 34 

It. OPTIOIIS OLD I 2 3 4 !J 6 7 B 
NEW • I 2 3 4 5 6 7 



COUftT 01.JTr.OPIE VS • ftEll RISK SCORE I 01-11\ 2 

I\OW rcT cor-11'1 
e:<H, PCT QUEST( ~UB-Q) NRSK( I) VS QUF.ST<SJJB-O) · CL~' I) ~:1-:1:v 
TOT PCT 1:1~ 111 ► l/21/ll9 

EXP VAL Sl\ffPLF. SI ZF. = 604 I : I : ~:I 

(~UE..~T I ON CLOS ( I) X-ONF. 
QUf:ST I 2 3 4 5 6 7 

NRSKC I) succs TECH n1s1m n :1.NV FELV AnSCD OTII 

X- ONF. fflT/\1. 

I 19 2 0 9 9 I 2:l 

0 R2 . 61 8 . 70 9 . 90 9.09 8.00 4 . 35 4 .aa ·J.uU 

-1.66 14 . 2') 8 . 90 0.09 8.09 7. 14 5 . 00 
3.67 9.41 9.90 0 . 09 8 . 08 9.20 0.20 

I?. 53 0 .,,6 8.61 0 . 42 9. 19 8.66 O.'J4 

2 37 (j 9 8 8 8 9 :l7 

I *109. 8 . ft!J 8 . 99 9 . 88 0.00 8.80 8.00 7 .. r,1. 

8.87 8. ft!J 8.90 0.90 8.ff 8 . ff 0.00 
7.54 9. •tCJ 8.00 0.00 8.00 8.80 0.00 

31. 42 l.~li 0.96 9.60 8.30 1.86 I. 51 

3 41 0 0 0 8 9 0 41 
2 *100 . 8 . 00 8.90 •••• 8 . ff 9.80 9.90 n.~a 

? . 83 8 . 00 8.90 0.90 8.09 8 . 80 0.00 
8 . 35 • . ft!J •••• 8.00 8.98 0 . 00 0.00 

3-1.82 I. 17 1.99 8.75 0 .:13 I. 17 f.67 

4 37 • 0 • 8 I I 39 
3 94 . 87 8.ff 8 . 08 9 . 99 0.ff 2.56 2.56 7.94 

8.87 9.ff 8.90 0.90 9.ff 7. 14 6.99 
7 . 54 8.80 8.08 9.90 8.ff 0.28 9.28 

33. 12 I. II 1.03 9.71 8.32 I. II 1.59 

5 46 I 9 • • • • 47 
4 97.87 2. 13 e.00 e.00 8 . ff ··" 0.08 9.57 

11.83 7. 14 0.00 8.89 8.M ··" 0.89 
').37 9.29 •••• 9.99 ··" 8.ff 0.00 

3').92 1.3·• 1.24 0.86 8.38 1.34 I. 9 I 

6 47 I 8 2 • • 8 50 
5 94 . H 2.ff ··" 4.89 8 . ff .... 8.89 10. tO 

11.27 7. 14 e.00 22 . 22 8.ff 8.ff 8 . 00 
9.57 e.20 0.00 0.41 8.ff 8.ff ··" 42.46 I. 4:1 1.32 8.92 8.41 1.43 2.94 

7 215 I I • I 8 I 29 
6 86.21 3.4!} 3.45 •••• 3.45 9.89 3.45 5.91 

6.H 7 . 14 7.69 •-•• .2ll . ff •.• 8 6.ff 
11 . 99 e.20 8.29 e . 00 8.29 .... 9.29 

2-1.63 8.83 9.77 8.IJ3 8.24 8 . 83 I. 18 

8 22 I I 8 8 8 2 26 
7 &f . 62 3.85 3.85 0 . e0 .... 8.H 7.69 IJ. 39 

ll.28 7. 14 7.69 .... 8.M 8.H 18 . ff 
4.48 8.20 8 . 28 0 . ee 8.M 8.H 8.41 

22.e8 •. 74 8.69 9.48 8.21 8.74 1.86 



COUJIT OUTCOPIE VS. NEW RISK SCORt: 10\-//\ 2 
ROW PCT COrll'I (CONT.) 
GOL PCT QUEST<SUB-Ql NRSK( I> VS QUF.ST( SUB-Q) CLOS( I) ~t:a: V 
fl)T PCT ,U(f,U I/:! I / 114) 

E.l(F VAL S/\tWU;: S IZF. = (104 I: I : :.!:J 
QUESTION CLOS ( I) >C-ONE 

QUEST I 2 :a 4 5 6 7 
IIRSK< I) succs Tf:CII f'IISDrt Fl-:1.NV n:LV All.'>CD OTII 

X-ONE TOT/\L 

9 29 0 0 I 0 0 I a, 
G •):). 55 0 . 00 0.08 3.23 8.00 8 . 88 3.2:J ••.::I 

6.95 8.01} 8.88 I I. I I 8.00 0.80 a . oo 
f> . 91 8 . O•~ 8.80 8.28 8.08 0.80 0 . 2<.t 

26.33 o.ua 8.U2 0.57 8.25 0.88 1.26 

18 16 0 • 0 I 8 2 I') 
9 n ... 2, 8 . 00 8.88 8.88 5 . 26 8.88 10.53 :l.B7 

:J.84 8.00 8.88 9.80 25.ff 8.88 Ht.00 
:J.26 8.lt0 8.88 9.88 8.28 8.88 0 . 41 

16. 14 8.:H 8.58 9.35 8. 16 8.54 0.77 

II 13 0 I • 8 1,, 
18 RI .25 8.00 6.25 0.80 8.88 6.25 6.2a :t.26 

:). 12 8.00 7.69 8.80 8.ff 7. 14 a.t>0 
2.65 8.00 8.28 0.80 8.ff 8.28 0.20 

1:1. 59 0 . 46 8.42 0 . 29 8. 13 8.46 t>. 6:i 

12 16 0 8 I 8 I 2 20 
I I 00.88 8.80 8.88 5.88 8.88 ti.ff 10.88 .•. 07 

:).84 8.00 8.88 I I. 11 .... 7. 14 10.88 
3.26 8.00 8.88 8.28 •.• 8 8 . 28 8.41 

16.99 8.57 8.53 8.37 •. 16 8.ll7 8.81 

13 16 I 8 8 8 8 2 19 
12 M.21 G.26 8.88 8.88 .... 8.88 18.53 a.o7 

3.84 7 .... ..88 0.88 .... . ... 18.88 
3.26 8.211 .... ..... . ... .... • ••• 16. 14 8.IH 8.58 8.35 e. Ill 8.ll♦ 8.77 

14 12 e 2 2 • 8 2 18 
13 66.67 ··" 11. II 11. II 8.M .... 11. II 3.67 

2.88 8.80 lll.38 22.22 ··" .... ..... 
2.44 8.M 8 . 41 8.41 ··" .... 8 . 41 

Ill. 29 8.51 8.48 8.33 e. Ill 8.11 8.73 

Ill 3 I I I I I I 9 
14 33.33 I I. 11 I I. II I I. II II. II I I. 11 11. II 1.83 

8.72 7. 14 7.69 IL II 21.M 7.14 6.88 
8.61 8.211 8.28 8.28 8.28 8.28 0.28 
7.64 8 : 26 8.24 8. 16 8.87 8.26 8.37 

16 12 8 8 8 • 8 8 12 
IS ..... 8.88 8.88 8.88 8.H 8.H 8.88 2.44 

2.88 8.88 8.88 •.• 8 .... 8.M 8.88 
2.44 8.88 8.88 8.88 .... .... 8.H 

18. 19 e.34 8.32 8.22 8.89 8.34 8.49 



COUIIT OUTCOl'IE VS. IU-:W RI SK SCORE 101'1/\ 2 

ROW rcT 
corm (CONT.) 

COL PCT QUF.ST( SUB-Q) NRSK< I) VS QUF.ST( SUB-Q) CLOS~ I) Sl•:I\V 

TtJT PCT 
lll(IIU 1/21/11<) 

F.XI' VI\L Sl\tlPLF. S IZF. = 604 I: I:~:, 

QUESTION CLOS~ I) K-ONF. 

QUF..ST I 2 3 
,. 

4 5 6 7 

NRSK( I) succs TECH HISDrl FELNV FELV l\ll.'iCD OTII 

X- ONF. 
TOT/\1, 

17 4 0 0 0 0 2 ,> ,. 
16 66.67 8 . .. 0 8.00 0 . 00 8.00 33 . 3:J 0.00 I.~:~ 

IJ.96 0.490 8.00 0.08 8.08 14.29 0 . 0~) 

0.61 O . tt•~ 0.00 0.00 8.00 0.41 0.()0 

r,. 10 0. 17 8 . 16 0. 11 8.05 9. 17 Ct. 211 

18 5 0 0 9 8 I I 7 
17 71.43 •. tttJ 8.80 0.98 9.08 14. 29 14. 29 I . ,:.:J 

1.29 •. ttlJ 8.09 0.00 8.88 7.14 5.00 
1.82 8.tt0 8 . 00 0 . 00 e.98 8.28 0.2") 
5.95 8.20 •. 19 0.13 8.% 8.28 0.2•, 

19 2 0 I 8 8 0 4 

18 50.88 8.00 25 . 80 0.08 0 . ff 25.88 8.00 0.n1 
0.48 • . ttlJ 7.69 8 . 88 0.08 7.14 0.00 
0 . 41 0.00 8.20 0.00 8.08 8.20 0.00 
:).40 0 . 11 9. 11 0.07 8.03 8. II 0. 16 

20 3 0 0 0 8 I 0 4 
19 7!i.00 8.90 8.00 0.00 ··" 2:i.00 0.00 6.81 

0.72 9.9'J •••• 0.80 9.89 7.14 9.00 
0.61 8.91J 9.98 0.00 9.80 9.20 .... 
3 . 40 0. II 9. II 0.97 9.93 9. II 0.16 

21 4 0 0 9 9 I 0 5 

20 AA.99 9.01J 9.09 0.09 9.H 29.89 9.89 1.02 
0.96 8.00 •.• 8 8.88 9.08 7.14 8.98 
0.81 9.00 9.98 8.80 9.09 9.28 9 . 88 
4 . 25 0 . H 8. 13 0.09 •.• 4 0. 14 8.20 

22 2 2 2 9 • • I 7 
28.57 28.157 28.57 8.88 ··" .... 14.29 1.43 

21 0.48 14.2'> 15.38 0.90 • . • 9 .... 6.88 
0.41 8.41 ..... 0.08 8.ff .... 9.29 
IJ.95 9.20 8. 19 9. 13 9.86 8.28 9.29 

23 • I 9 • • I • 2 .... H.00 . ... •••• .... 59.N 9.89 0. 41 
22 •.• 9 7. 14 .... 9 . 08 .... 7.14 9.88 

0.99 e.20 •.• 9 8.89 .... 9.29 8.ff ,. 
1.78 8.06 •.• 5 8.94 9.92 .. .., 8.88 

24 I • 9 • • • • I 

23 
..... . ... . ... 9.ff . ... .... 9.ff 9.28 
8.24 ··" •. 98 • . • 9 .... . ... 9.ff 
0.2• ··" •.• 9 • . • 9 .... .... . ... 
9.85 • . 93 8.83 8.92 .... •.• 3 . .... 



1URT OlITCOl'IE VS. NEW RISK SCORE 10\t,\ 2 
IW PCT COrll'I (corn.> 
IL rcT QUF..",T( SUB-Q) NRSK( I> VS QUEST< SUB-Q) CLOS( I) ~-t:iw 
IT PCT 111<rm l/~1/09 
t:P VAL SAHPLE SIZE = 604 I: I :~a 

QUESTION CLOS( I ) X-ONF. 
QUEST I 2 a 4 5 6 7 

L~K( I) succs TE1;11 HISDH FEI.NV FELV AUSCD OTII 
X-ONE TOTAi. 

25 I ~ 0 0 8 0 0 

24 *108. 0 . .,el 8.00 0.00 8.00 0.00 0.00 o.~o 
Q.24 8.IM 8.80 0.00 8.00 9.00 0. ,>0 
Q.20 0.tt~ 8.88 0.00 8.08 0.88 0.00 
Q.65 8 . .,:J 8.83 0.02 8.1)8 0.8:J 0.01, 

26 • Q 8 8 8 8 () 0 

25 0.80 ..... 0 8.88 0.00 8.08 8.80 0.00 0.00 
Q.88 f).1-)Q 8.80 0.00 8.08 8.80 0.00 
0.88 8.ltQ 0.88 8.00 8.08 8.80 0.00 
Q.00 8.-.0 0.08 0.00 8.08 8.88 t).00 

27 I 0 8 0 8 8 I :! . 

26 50.80 8. ttQ 8.88 8.80 8.08 8.88 50.00 0.41 
Q. 24 0.tt0 8.00 8.00 8.08 8.88 6.80 
0.20 0.lt0 8.80 0.88 8.08 8.88 8.20 
1.70 8.06 8.85 0.04 8.02 8.86 0.0U 

28 I I I 8 8 8 0 3 

27 3:J.33 33.3:) 33.33 8.88 8.M 8.ff 8.88 It. 61 
0.24 7. 14 7.69 0.88 8.M 8.88 8.88 
0.28 8.20 8.28 8.80 8.M 8.88 8.88 
2.55 8.98 8.87 8.85 8.82 8.88 0. 12 

29 8 2 I 8 • 8 I 4 

28 0.88 118.90 211.88 8.88 8.M ft.ff 25.88 0.01 
0.M 14.29 7.69 8.88 .... 8.ff a.09 · 
0.88 8.41 8.28 8.88 .... ft.ff 8.28 
a.48 8. 11 8. II 8.87 •.• 3 8. II 8. 16 

38 I 0 • • • • 8 I 

29 *108. 8.90 8.88 8.88 8.M 8.88 8.88 9.28 
0.24 8.80 8.88 8.88 .... • ••• 8.88 
8.28 8.80 ft.ff 0.00 .... 8.ff 8.08 
8.811 8.83 8.83 8.82 .... 8.83 8.84 

31 8 0 8 8 • I 8 I 

30 8.ff 8.ff •. 88 8.88 .... *lff . 8.H 8.28 
8.ff 8.80 8.88 8.88 8.N 7. 14 8.88 
8.88 8.80 8.88 8.88 .... 8.28 8.88 
8.81 8.8:) 8.83 8.82 8.ff 8.83 8.84 

32 I 8 2 8 I 8 8 4 

31-32 211.H ··" ••• ff 8.88 21.ff ft.ff 8.88 8.01 
8.24 ··" 11.38 8.88 211.ff 8.ff 8.ff 
8.28 8.80 ..... 8.88 e.2• 8.88 8.88 
3.48 8. 11 8. 11 8.87 •.• 3 8. II •. 16 



COURT OUTr.OPIE VS. ,mw RI SK SCORE 10\t,\ 2 
ROW rcT COIIM ( f:Olff.) 
COL PCT QUEST( SUB-Q) NRSK( I) VS QUF.ST( SUB- Q) CLOS( I ) ~••:1:v 
T•H rcT lll<fm l/21 / 09 
F..l(J' Vt\L f.t\l'IPLE SIZF. = 604 I : I : '.!:J 

QUESTION CLO~( I) X-Ol'ff: 
Qllf$T I 2 3 4 5 6 7 

IIRSI<( I) succs n:c.u l'IISDM FELNV FELV t\HSCO OTII 
X- ONE TOTt\l. 

33 0 0 8 2 0 I 0 a 
0.80 0 . 0~ 9.88 66.67 9.08 33.33 0.00 O. f, I 

33+ 0.80 8 . 0•~ 9.88 22.22 9.09 7. 14 0 . 00 
IJ.80 8.0~ 9.89 0.41 0.08 8.20 0.00 
2.55 8.03 8.07 0.05 0.02 0 . ec 0. 12 

TOTAL 417 14 13 9 4 14 20 •I-(} I 
84.93 2.U!i 2.65 1.83 8.81 2.85 4 . 07 

F.l'IPTY ROW OR COLUMN 
NIJ CIII-SQU,\RE POSSIBLE 

CHI - SQ SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS FOR 192 DEGREES OF Flt.EEOOl'I 
P< CHI-SQ) = 0. 300 0 . 289 0. It+~ 0 . 858 0. 025 8. 0 rn 0. 00fi 0. 00 I 

CUI-SQ= 201.BI 203.29 217 .37 224.94 231 . 70 239.UI 245 . :J2 256.97 

ROW OPTIONS OLD 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 18 II 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 29 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 38 

ROW OPTIONS OLD 31 32 33 34 35 
Nf..W I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 18 II 12 13 14 15 16 17 JO 19 28 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 38 
NEW 31 :)·> - 32 33 33 

COL OPTIONS OLD J 2 3 4 IJ 6 7 8 
NEIi • 2 3 .. 5 6 7 



ENTROPY LIMITED 

APPENDIX G 

Crosstabulations--Board of Parole Offender Risk 

Assessment Instrument Validation 



COlfflT PAROLF, REVOQ:D vs. GEffOF.R or PAROLEE 
ROW rcT 
C•JL rcT QUEST( SUR- Q) RVOK( I) vs QUEST( SUB-Q) SEX 
TIJT rcT 
EXP VAL ~Al'IPLE SIZE = 655 

QUF'BTION SF:K I> K-ONF. 
QUF.ST I 2 

RVOK< I> Pl\LE FEl'II\LE 
X- O~F. TOTAL 

I 
YES 

2 
no 

176 
94.62 
2 'J . 24 
2'1 . 87 
*170 . 

426 
9~.83 
71J.76 
'1!i.04 
* ·•31. 

TOTI\L 602 
'JI. 91 

I•➔ 166 
5.:m 28 . 40 

18 . 117 
I . !;:J 

15 . .,,. 

4!) 469 
9. 17 71 . 60 

81.l!J 
6 . !;', 

37 . f}:, 

655 

IOWI\ 
rnoL 

I) Vfll.U 
S/\rll' I /28/119 

FOR THIS COffTlffGElfCY TABLE: CRI-SQ : 2.89 P = ff. 14821a7 
CH I -SQ s I GN IF I CANCE LEVEL..t; FOR I DECREES or FREEOOff 

P<CHI-SQ) = 0.300 ff.208 0.lft'J 0.050 0.02~ 0.fflO 0.005 0 . 881 
CIII - SQ = 1. 07 1.64 2. 71 3 . 84 5.02 6.63 7 . nn 10. n:a 



COUftT PA.ROLE REVOKED VS. CRll'IE CROUP 
ROW PCT 
COL PCT QUEST( SUD- Q) RVOK< I) VS OUF.ST( SUB-Q) 
TOT PCT 
El(J> VAL SANPLE S IZf. = 655 

QUEST ION VI CH( I ) X-ONE 
QUf.ST I 2 

RVOK( I ) VI OLNT NON-- V 
X- ONE TOTAL 

I 
YES 

2 
NO 

29 
l'J . 75 
1:) . 99 
:J . 05 

4•) . 61 

123 
26.23 
86.01 
18.78 
*102 . 

16'1 186 
69.2ft 28.40 
32 . •J:! 
25 . a -• 
* M•!i. 

3••6 469 
73.77 71 . 60 
67.58 
52 . rt! · 
~:366 . 

TOTAL 143 512 655 
21 . 83 78 . 17 

IOWA 2 
PllOL 

VICR( I) VAi.i) 
S/\111' I /2Cl/ll'} 

2:1 : :!O : :..! I 

FOR TIIIS CONTINGENCY TABLE : CHI-SQ= 17.79 P = 9.0000286 
CHI-SQ SIGNIFIC~NCE LEVF.LS FOR I DECREES OF FREEOON 

P<CHI-SQ) = 0 . 308 9 . 288 0.1~4 8.0~9 0.025 8.010 8.005 0 . 001 
CH I-SQ = I . 87 I • 64 2 . 71 3. 84 5. 02 6 . 63 7. UH IO . U:1 



COUffT PA.ROLF: RF.VOJCF:O VS. OFff.l'fSF: CLS CLE,\D CRl'f rOW,\ 3 
nm, PCT r•nor, 
COL rcT QUEST( SUO-Q) RVOK( I> vs OUF.ST( SIJB-0) OFFC( I> V"l .l) 
TIIT PCT ~:/\Iii' 1/:!n/ :l'l 
EXP V"L S,\l'WLF. SIZF. = 655 2:J: ~ ' >: ~1 

OUF.ST 
RVOK( I> 

X- ONE 

YF.S 

2 
NO 

I 
RF 

4 
2. 15 
•J.30 
1} . 61 

l :.!.21 

31) 
8 . 32 

1)1}. 70 
!i.95 

3~.79 

QIJf.STION OFFC( I> K- ONF. 
2 3 

Df 

1)1) 69 
52 . ,,•J 37 . 10 
36. 71} 29.24 
14.'Vi 10 . 53 
75 . n:~ 6 7 . 02 

16'J 
36. tt:J 
63 . :tf} 
25 . RIJ 
:t.191. 

167 
35.61 
70 . 76 
25.50 
*160. 

13 
6 . 99 

12 . 75 
1.98 

211 . 96 

89 
IR.98 
87.25 
13.59 
7:L04 

HO 

2 
I. !JU 

28 . !i7 
9. 3 I 
I. •J9 

5 
1.fJ7 

71. 43 
9.76 
5. I} I 

TOT,\L 43 267 236 192 7 
l.fJ7 6 . 56 40 . 76 36.03 15.57 

TOTi\l. 

186 
2fl.40 

469 
71.60 

655 

FOR nus COl'fTl"CE,.CY TABLF.: CHI - SQ = 29. 14 P = ff.0000125 
CH I-SQ s I CN IF r C,\l'CE LEVF,l,.q FOR 4 DECREES OF FREEDO" 

P<CHI-SQ) " 9.300 0.299 9. IM 0.059 fJ.025 9.010 0.065 {).001 
CHI - SQ : 4.UO !i. 99 7 . 78 9. 49 11. 18 13 . :J0 14 . 9ft IO . ,u, 

COL OPTIO"S OLD I 2 3 4 ij 6 7 8 
Nrw e 1 2 3 4 0 e 5 



CQU1'T PAROLF. Rf.YOKED VS. CONCUR OR COftSEC 
R•lW PCT 
C•JL PCT QUEST< SUB-Q> RVOK( I> VS QUF.ST( SUB-Q> 
'l'JT PCT 
E.l{P VI\L Sl\l'IPLF. SIZF. = 655 

QUF.ST 
RVOK< I> 

X- ONI•: 

2 
NO 

I 
cc 

67 
RI. 71 
:12 . 37 
26.59 
67.36 

140 
02.35 
67.63 
55.56 
:t:139. 

QUESTION c.;c.;cs,: I) X-ONE 
2 

cs 
TOTAL 

l!i 02 
18 . 2•• 32.54 
33.:t:J 

5. C}!j 

14.6·1 

30 170 
17. 6!i 67.46 
66.67 
11. •>tJ 
30.!l6 

TOT/\L 207 4!i 252 
82. 14 17.116 

IOWI\ 4 
l'IIOL 

CCCS( I) V/\1 .U 
Sl\fll' I /20/U') 

:!:J:~O:~I 

FOR TIIIS CONTINGENCY TI\BLE: CHI-SQ = 8.ff P = 0.9600020 
CH I -SQ SIGN 11-· I C.\NCE LEVEL.-; I-OR I DECREES OF FREE DON 

P< CHI-SQ> = 0. 300 0. 200 0. ltt0 0. 050 0.02ti 8. 910 0. 005 0. 00 I 
CH I-SQ = I. 07 I. 64 2. 7 I 3. 84 ti. 02 6. 63 7. un JO . n:, 



C•JUlIT PAROLE REVOKEO VS. SEIHF:,.CE ( PfAXYR.,;;) I Off I\ r, 
R()W rcT rnoL 
OtL rcT QUE.5T( SUB- Q) RVOK( I) VS QUF.ST( SUB- Q.) NXYR~ I) V/\1.ll 

T•ff l'CT 8/\fU' l / ?.fVU? 

l~ l{P VI\L Sl\tlrLE SIZE = 655 2 :1: :!O : :.! I 
OUl-:..'-TION l'fXYR( I) K-ONE 

QUF.ST I 2 :1 4 5 
RVOK< I) 1-4 5-') 10-14 15- 2? 3fH 

,C-ONE TOTI\L 

I 12 6') 94 II 0 166 
VF$ · 6 . 45 37 . ltJ 50 . 54 5.91 9 . 00 20.40 

11. 80 29.61 35.08 21 . 57 ··" I. H:J 10 . 5:J 14.35 1.60 9.00 
28.68 66 . 16 74.'t-0 14 . 40 2.27 

2 89 I 6 ·1 168 40 8 469 
no 18 . 98 34 . '>7 35.82 0 . 53 1.71 71.60 

08. 12 79 . :l'J 64. 12 7U . 43 * 180. 
1:1.5? 25.IH 25.65 (, . 11 1.22 
72 . 32 ~: 16<,. *187. :)6 . 52 5 . 73 

TOTI\L 101 2:J:J 262 51 8 655 
l!l.42 35.57 49.00 7.79 1.22 

FOR TIIIS CONTINCEncv TABLF.: CHI-SQ = 25.27 p = 0.0000471 
W,\J\N I "G -- ONE OR PIOI\E OF TIIF. CELLS ARE El'IPTY 

CH I-SQ SIGN IF I C,\NCE LEVEi-,;; FOR • DEGREF..S OF FREEDOn 
P( CHI-SQ) = 8 . 300 lt.299 0. lltlJ 8 . 0H 9 . 025 ...... 9 . 005 0 . 001 

CHI - SQ = 4 . 88 li.99 7 . 78 9.49 11. 10 l3.:J0 14 . 90 18 . 46 

COL OPTIONS OLD 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 ,. I I 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 29 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 39 
nE\1 I I I 2 2 2 2 2 3 3 :) 3 3 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 5 5 5 5 5 



COUftT PAROLE REVOICEO VS. FPC 
l\l)W PCT 
COL PCT QUl;;ST( SUR-Q) RVOK( I) 

LF:/\0 CRIPIE CI\TEC IOWI\ <, 

TOT PCT 
1-: 1<P VI\L 

l'l:01, 
VS (!OF.ST( SUB-Q> ICRA( I> VI\IJ ► 

~ll\111' 
Sl\l'IPI.E SIZE = 

QUESTION ICllA O: I) 
655 

1/20/H') 
:~: J : ~o : ~ I 

QUEST 
RVOK( I) 

X- ONE 

I 
YES 

2 
NO 

I 
0 . 54 
6.67 
0 . 15 
4.26 

14 
2.99 

9:J . 33 
2. 14 

IIJ . 74 

2 

31 
16 . 67 
26.85 

4. 7!J 
33 . 7't 

3 
3 

24 
12.98 
25.53 
3.66 

26.69 

88 78 
18.76 14.93 
73.95 74.47 
13. 4•• 18. 69 
85.21 67.31 

4 
4. 

24 
12 .•JO 
27. 'JI 
3.66 

24 . ·t2 

62 
13 . 22 
72 . IJ9 

9.-17 
61.50 

X- ONf. 
5 7 

7 5 

92 
49.46 
36.36 
14 . 86 
71.04 

161 
34.33 
63.64 
24.58 
* 181 . 

II 
IJ. 91 

22.45 
1 . 60 

13. 91 

:J 
1.61 

18. 71 
8.46 
7.95 

30 25 
8. 18 5.3!1 

77. 55 09. 2't 
IJ.80 3.02 

3li . 0? 28. 8!i 

0 
0 

TOT.'\I. 

0 ta,, 
0 . 00 :..m. ·f•O 
0.00 
0 . 00 
:I. 12 

11 ·1·69 
2.35 71 .60 

*I08. 
1.60 
7.GD 

TOTAL 15 1 ICJ 94 8(, 253 49 20 11 6!i5 
2.29 18 . 17 14.35 13. 13 38.63 7.40 4.27 1.60 

FOR TIIIS CONTINGENCY TABLE: Clll-SQ = 21.61 P = •> . 0029<,68 
W.\RN I NG -- ONE OR HORE OF THE CF.I.LS ARE EPIPTY 

CH I -SQ S I CN IF I C.\NCE LEVELS FOR 7 DEGREES OF FREEDOl'I 
P(CIII-SQ) = 8.380 tt . 288 8. ltttJ 8.8:18 8.825 8.9!0 8 . 005 0.f>OI 

CHI-SQ= 8.38 •J.88 12.0•) 14 . 18 16.08 l8.!i0 28.!J0 24.:J~ 



r,ou"T PA.ROLE RF:VOICF.D VS. 01\ VS OUT IOWI\ 7 
11,,w rcT r1:01. 
t;t)I . rcT QUF,ST( SUB- Q) RVOIC( I l vs QUF,ST( SUB- Q) DOUT( I) V/\1.0 
TOT rcT ~/\I II' I /20/ 0') 
f:l{I' V/\L Sl\l'WU: S 17.F: = 655 ~:l : : .. W : ~ I 

QUf.ST 
RVOK( I> 0 

X- ONf. 

I 122 
VF$ 6!i . 59 

2!i.36 
18.63 
*136 . 

2 359 
NO 7(,.55 

7· • . 64 
!H.81 
:~:J44 . 

TOTI\L 481 
7:J . 44 

QUEST I ON OOUT' I ) X- ONF: 
:! 3 

1- 30 31-100 

·• 2. I !i 
30.77 

0 . 4,1 
3. ,,., 

') 

I. ')2 
69 . 2:J 

I. :J7 
9.:ll 

5 
2.69 

33.3:J 
9.76 
4.26 

lff 
2 . 13 

66.67 
1.53 

19 . 74 

15 
2.2') 

4 
101+ 

16 
0.66 

!iff . 00 
2 . 44 
9.0? 

16 
3.41 

!i0.00 
2.44 

22 . 91 

32 
4 . 8? 

9 
4 . 84 

59 . IJ9 
I. :J7 
5. 11 

9 
1.92 

58.IJ9 
I. :J7 

12 . 69 

18 
2 . 75 

6 
301+ 

30 
I(,. 13 

:11 . 2:. 
4 . 50 

27.26 

66 
14.97 
,,u. 75 
10.08 
60.74 

96 
14.66 

TOTI\L 

469 
71.(,0 

655 

FOR m,s CONTINGEN~Y TABLF.: CHI-SQ~ 14.25 P = 6.0140flM 
CH I-SQ SI CN IF I C,\11CE LEVF.L.t; FOR S DEGREES OF FREEDOn 

P<CIII-SQ) = 9.309 0.298 0 . lff~ 9.059 9.02:J 8.010 9.005 ff . 001 
CHI - SQ "' 6 . 06 7 . 29 9 . :H 11.10 12.U0 Hi.10 16.70 20 . 52 



COUftT PAROLE REVOKED VS . SAFE RISK CATEG 
ROW PCT 
COL PCT QUEST( SUB-Q) RVOK( I) VS OUF.ST( SIJB-0) 
TOT PCT 
El(}' VJ\L 

QUEST 
RVOK< I) 

X- ONE 

I 
VP 

I 19 
YE..', I'). 22 

33 . 00 
2.90 

M.20 

2 31 
NO 6.61 

62.88 
4.73 

!J!i. 80 

TOTAL 50 
7.63 

Sl\l'IPLE S IZf. = 
fWEST ION Si\n: ,: I ) 

655 

2 :1 
p ... 

61} 

32 . 26 
30.'>6 

9 . 16 
43. 7:) 

C)-1 

28.IH 
61.IH 
14. !J!i 
* I 1e,. 

154 
23.51 

25 
13.44 
35.71 
3.82 

19.88 

45 
9.59 

64.29 
6.87 

58. 12 

78 
18.69 

4 
G 

58 
26.80 
26.74 
7.63 

!i:J. 10 

137 
29.21 
73.26 
20.92 
:1:133. 

187 
28.55 

X- ONE 
5 

VG 

:J2 
17.20 
16.49 
4.6') 

1111.09 

162 
34.li4 
83.111 
24.73 
*138. 

194 
29.62 

IOWJ\ 
l'ICOL 

SJ\Ff.~ I) V ,\I.I) 

Si\111' 

TOTAL 

186 
28.40 

469 
71.60 

-655 

n 

l/2(l/U') 
2:i : 20:~1 

FOR THIS CONTINGENCY TABLE: CIII-SQ = 26. 33 P = 9. 0000361 
CHI-SQ SICNIFIC,\NCE LEVELS FOR . 4 DECREES or FREEDOn 

P<CHI-SQ) = 8.308 e,.298 9.IM 9.858 9.825 8.010 8.005 0 . 001 
CHI-SQ= 4 . 88 :J . 99 7.76 9.49 11.18 13.:JO 14.90 I0 . 46 



CIJUftT PAROLE REVOICEO VS. VIOL RISK CATEG IOWI\ 9 

JltlW PCT rnm~ 
COL PCT QUP~-..T< SUD-Q> RVOK( I j VS QUFST< SIJR-Q> VIOU I) v"'·" 
'ftlT PCT S/\111' l / 20/ IJ') 
f, l(J' V/\L S/\l'IPLF. S IZF, = 655 ~ :S: :!O: :! I 

QUESTION VIOV I) K- ONF. 
QUF.ST 1 2 3 4 5 

RVOK( I> VT' r G VG ,,: 
X- ONF. TOT/\f, 

I 9 2•> 66 50 32 IR6 
YF.S 4 . 84 15 . !i'> 35.40 26 . 08 17 . 20 28.40 

2·>.83 43 . ·•·• 37 . 58 26 . 60 16. ••9 
I. 37 4 . ,,:1 18 . 00 7 . 6:1 4.89 
8.00 18 . 7 ·• 49 . 90 !i::. 39 55 . CJ9 

2 22 37 110 130 162 469 
NO 4 . 69 7 . ll'> 23 . 45 29.42 34 . !i4 71.60 

7fJ . 97 56 . .. 6 62.50 7:l . 40 83. !i I 
:J.36 5 . 6!i 16.79 21 . 07 24 . 73 

22.20 47 . !!f:, *126 . * 1:14, *l:l8. 

TOTAL 31 66 176 188 1?4 655 

·• · 73 18 . 0;] 26 . 87 28. 70 29.62 

roR TIIIS CONTINGENCY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 28. R4 P = 0.0900125 
CHI-SQ S I CNIFIC,\NCE LEVEL.<;; FOR 4 

P<CHI-SQ) = 0.308 0.288 8. l .. fJ 0 . 059 
CHI-SQ = 4.88 5.99 7.78 9.49 

DECREE...c;; or FREEOOff 
8.820 8.010 8.005 0 . 001 
11.10 13 .:J0 14.90 IH.4<, 



COUftT PAROLE REVOKED VS. COPmlNF:D RISK C.\TEC 
now PCT 
COL PCT QUEST( SUD-Q) RVOK( I) VS QUF:ST( SIJB- Q> 
l'JT PCT 
E.l(J> VAL SAl'IPLE SIZE = 655 

QUEST 
RVOKf I> 

X- ONE 

I 
YF.S 

2 
NO 

I 
V 

38 
21J . 43 
!N . IB 

!i . 80 
27 . 55 

59 
12.58 
61J.82 

') . 01 
fj•).45 

QUl~STION RISKO: I) X-ONE 
2 3 
p G 

TOTAL 

66 82 186 
35 . -&-a 44.09 28 . 40 
37 .2') 21 . 52 
10 . ,m 12.52 
50 . 2(, *108. 

111 299 469 
23.67 63.75 71.60 
62 . 71 78 . 48 
16.fJ!i 45 . 65 
*126. *272. 

TOTAL 97 177 381 655 
14 . 81 27 . ~2 58 . 17 

IOWi\ Ht 
l'l:OL 

RISK( I) V/\1.1 ► 

FOR TIIIS CONTINGENCY TABLE: CHI - SQ= 21.28 P = 9 . 0000275 
CHI - SQ SICNIFIC,\NCE LEVELS t' OR 2 DEGREES or FREEOOrl 

P<CHI - SQ) = 0.300 ~ . 200 0. 19ft 0 . 058 0.025 0.910 0.005 0.001 
CHI-SQ = 2 . 41 :J.22 4 . 61 5 . 99 7.30 9 . 21 10 . 60 1:J.HI 



COUlfT p AROLE REVOICF.D vs. I ff ST I nrr r o" 
ll•}W rcT 
•:•lL rcT QUF$T( Slfl- Q) RVOK( I) vs QIJf:ST( SUB-Q) 
TOT PCT 
I~ 1{J' V ,\ I, 

QUf.ST 
llVOK< I) 

><- ONE 

I 
VF$ 

SAffl'l.F: SIZF: = 
~Uf$T I ON I NST( I ) 

I 
HW 

2 3 4 
11'1 IS ~ 

34 31) 
16.28 29.97 
27 . 20 33.91 

!J . 19 5 . 95 
:J!i . 50 32.6'1 

I 
9.54 

12 . 58 
9 . 15 
2 . 27 

?;3 
2R . -J9 
2'). 70 

n . •J9 
50.!i5 

6a5 
X-ONE· 

5 6 
RR NC 

•• 5.38 
16.67 

1.53 
17.94 

6 
:J . 2:1 

ra.7r» 
0 . 92 
9.tn 

11 IOWA 
l'ROL 

I "ST( I ) VI\ I.I> 
Sl\111' 1/20/ H') 

2 : l : 20 : 2 I 

9 10 
IC CO 

26 15 n 
t8.7!i 0.06 4.:ut 
37.74 36.59 •~-"5 

3 . 9!i 2 . 29 I . :!2 
15. 0!i I I . 64 I I . •):J 

9 
fl.Oft 
U . Oft 
0 . 0ft 
o . :m 

TOTAL 

186 
2fl . 40 

2 
ffO 

91 
l?.49 
72 . 88 
l:t.89 
R'>.58 

76 
16.2ft 
66.81) 
11.6ft 
82.3•• 

7 
1.49 

87.58 
1.97 
5.73 

125 
26.65 
70 . 22 
19 . IJC 
*127. 

59 
19.66 
83.33 
7.63 

42.96 

26 
11.54 

81.25 
:J.97 

22.91 

3:t 26 :t4 4(,1) 

7.04 5.54 7.:!5 0.21 71 . 60 
62.26 63.41 rnt.•rn :t.ioo. 

5 . fH 3. 97 a . 1 '> o . 15 
37 . 9!i 29 . 36 30. ,n o. 72 

TOT,\L 125 I Hi 8 178 69 32 53 41 -•2 ,,m; 
I I) • 08 17. 56 I . 22 27 . IU 9 • 16 4. 89 0. 0•> 6. 26 6 . ·1-1 9. Hi 

FOR TRIS CO,.Tl,.CE,.CV TABLE: CHI-SQ = 14. 32 P = o . 1113263 
W.\RIU ffC -- ONE OR PIORE OF TIIE CELLS ARE El'IPTV 

CRI-SQ SICIUFICAl'fCE LEVELS FOR 9 DECREES OF FREEDOn 
P<CHI-SQ> = 9.308 8.2H 9. '" 9.959 8.925 9.810 9.985 0.001 

CH I -SQ = 19 . 70 12. 29 14. 70 16. 99 19 . 89 21. 79 23. 60 27 . un 

COL OPTIO"S OLD I 2 3 4 B 6 7 8 9 18 11 12 
ffEW I 2 3 4 ?; 0 6 7 8 9 18 0 



SALIENT FACTR sen IOW,\ 12 COU1'T PAROLE REVOKF.D VS. FPC 
ROW PCT 
1:llL PCT QUIO:ST( SUB-Q) RVOK( I) 
TOT PCT 
EXP VAL 

l'llOL 
VS QUF.ST( SIJB-Q) SFS ( I) VAI.U 

S,\111' 1/20/ H') 
2 :J: :.!O: :!I 

QUEST 
RVOK< I) 

X- ONE 

I 
YES 

I 
0 

2 
1.22 

28.57 
1). 35 
2.04 

SMO'U~ SIZE = 
QUESTION SFS I) 

4 
a 

(,55 

2 3 

6 
3.66 

42.86 
1.06 
4.87 

2 

4 
2.44 

25.99 
0.71 
4.65 

5 
4 

18 17 
6. 10 19. 37 

25.64 31.48 
I. 77 3.91 

I I . :J4 15 . 70 

K-ONE 

2:a 
14.0:.! 
3.a,. u:; 
••.0n 

l'L 19 

7 ... 

2!i 
15.2·• 
29.07 

4.4:J 
25.01 

n 
7 

17 
10. :t7 
29.112 

3 . 01 
16.57 

9 rn 
II 9 

:.!4 21 
14.•·,:, 12 . 11ft 
:12. -i-:a 2:a. on 

,i . . :.!f, a . 72 
2 I . !,:.! 21>. <:-6 

I I 
10 

15 
9 . I a 

2!,.00 
:~ . 6(, 

l'i' . 45 

TOTAL 

I(,,. 
2? . 011 

2 
NO 

5 
1.25 

71.43 
0.89 
4.96 

8 
2.8 .. 

57. H 
I. 42 
9.9:J 

12 
3 .•• 

75.88 
2.13 

11. 35 

29 
7.25 

74.:)6 
5. 14 

27.66 

37 
9.211 

68.52 
6.56 

30.39 

43 
10.75 
6!i. 15 
7.62 

46.UI 

61 
15 . 25 
78.9:J 
10.02 
69.9'} 

40 
10.80 
70 . IU 
7.09 

4·0.43 

:.o 78 45 +0~ 
12 . !iO 17. fl0 I I . 2!i 70. •>:.! 
67 . ij7 76 . 92 7:i . 00 

II . l l7 12 . 41 7 . 90 
52. ·.O (,4. 54 ••2. 55 

TOTAL 7 M 16 39 54 66 86 57 74 9 I 60 56·• 
1.24 2.411 2.84 6.'>I 9.57 11.78 15.2!i 10.11 13.12 H, . 13 11).64 

FOR 1111S CONTINGENCY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 
CH I-SQ SIGN IF I C,\NCE LEVELS FOR I 8 

P<CHI-SQ) = 0.388 lt.288 8. let~ 8.058 
CH I-SQ = I I . 80 1 :J. 48 16 . It~ 18. 38 

5.3$ P = lt . 066;,143 
DEGREES OF FREEDOM 
e.925 8.~10 0.00:; 0.001 
28. 38 23 . 20 23.20 29. !i'} 



COtfflT PAROLE REVOKED VS. l,.ST,\IT. OR ,.OT 
now PCT 
on, PCT our-..o;,T( SUB-Q) RVOIC( I) vs QUf.ST( SJJR-Q) 
TOT PCT 
V,'1(1' VI\L Sl\l'IPLE SIZF. = 655 

QUf"ST 
RVOK< I> 

X- ONF. 

I 
YFS 

2 
NO 

I 
YES 

179 
CJ6 . 24 
:11.24 
27.33 
*162 . 

394 
0•1 . 01 
68.76 
6•J. a:; 
*410 . 

0Uf"-5TION STI\To: I) X- ONE 
2 

NO 

7 
3.76 
8 . !H 
1.0-7 

23. 2'> 

7!i 
HJ.9°J 
91. ,f,S 

I I . •J!i 
58 . 71 

TOTI\L 

186 
28 . 40 

469 
71.60 

TOTAL 573 82 6~5 
87 . 48 12 . 52 

JOWi\ 13 
Pilot, 

STAT( t > V/\1.1> 
S/\111' 1/20/ H') 

~:J: ~O: ~ I 

, 

FOR mis CONTINCENCY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 17.98 P = 0.9000302 
CHI-SQ SICNIFIC,\NCE LEVELS FOR I DEGREF.S or FREEDOn 

P<CHI-SQ) = 0.309 0 . 209 9.1~~ 0.059 ~.025 9.810 0.005 0.001 
CHI-SQ = 1.07 1.64 2. 71 3.84 5.02 6.63 7 .nn 10.03 



COURT PAROLE REVOKED VS. FIRST PllROLE OR NOT 
ROW rcT 
C•>L PCT QUEST( SUD- Q) RVOK( I) VS QUF.ST( SUB- 0.) 
TOT PCT 
EXP VI\L Sl\l'IPLF. SIZE = f,55 

QUEST 
RVOK( I) 

X- ONt: 

I 
YES 

2 
NO 

I 
YES 

152 
81 . 72 
26 . 86 
2 :1.21 
=~ 160 . 

414 
88.27 
7:). 14 
fj:). 21 
*-105 . 

QUESTION FRST< I) X- ONE 
2 

Ntl 
TOTI\L 

:t-1 186 
18 . :W 28 . 40 
38.21J 

5 . I'> 
25 . 27 

55 469 
11. 7:J 71.68 
61. l)IJ 

BAIJ 
63 . 7:J 

TOTAL 566 89 655 
86 . 4 I 13 . r,•J 

IOWI\ 
PHOL 

FRST( I) Vl\1.0 
t,/\111' 

M 

l/2(V U') 
2 :t: 20 : :! I 

FOR 11116 CONTINGENCY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 4.33 P = ~.8374936 
CHI-SQ SICNlf'IC.\NCE LEVEL~ t'OR I DECREES OF FREEOOl'I 

P<CHI - SQ) = 8.308 ft.2ff 8 . lftfJ 8 . 859 8 . 825 . . .. ,e 8 . 085 0.001 
CHI-SQ= 1.87 1.64 2 . 71 3 . 84 5.82 6 . 63 7 . 08 10.U:a 



CfJUl'fT PAROLE REVOKF.IJ vs. l'IOS SF.RVF:O, CUR.RF.NT IOW/\ l!"i 
n,,w rcT l'IIOL 
C•IL rcT QUF$T( SVTI- Q) RVOK( I) vs QUF.ST<SIJB- QI rtOSV( I) V/\1 ,U 
T•IT PCT S/\1'11' l/2ff/ fl'J 
r.xr V/\L S/\PIPLF. SIZF. = 655 2!1: 2.- : :! I 

QIJESTION NOSV( I) X- ONF. 
QIIF.ST 2 3 4 5 6 7 0 ? 10 II 12 13 

RVOKI I) fJ- 2 . 3 >2 . ·• > 3. 6 > •L II >6.0 ) 7 . 2 >8 . ·• > 9 . ,, > 10 . II > 12 >24 > 411 >96 
X- 0nE TOT.\L 

I 3 1ft 13 10 13 5 7 7 7 56 42 12 I IR6 
VF$ I. 61 5.30 6.99 5 .:JO 6.99 2 . 69 3.76 :J . 76 3.76 :JO . I I 22.511 6.45 0 . 54 20. ·Ht 

1:J. 64 20 . 41 31. 71 31.25 :J9 . 95 2tJ.00 24. M 2!"i.90 21 . 21 :12 . !"i6 :J!i. 00 2(, . 0') 6 . 25 
t:J . 46 1. 5:J 1.90 I . !i:t 1.90 CJ . 76 1.87 I. 07 I . •t7 n. rm 6 .41 1.11:1 0 . 15 
6.25 1:1 . ? I 11 . 64 9 , 1,)9 11.93 7. 10 0.2•• 7. •,:; ,, . :17 4a.u4 :H . 011 1:1 . Of, 4 . a4 

2 19 3') 28 22 29 29 22 21 26 116 78 :J·• rn +,;9 
NO + . 85 0 . 32 11 . 97 4.69 6 . 10 4.26 4.6•) 4.40 5.!i4 24 . 7:J 1,; . 6:t 7 . 2:; :J.2ff 71 .60 

M . 36 79 . 59 68 . 29 60.75 6?.85 rM.8ct 75 . l)fj 75.00 70. "l9 67 . 44 6!i.80 73. ') I 9:l . 75 
2.99 5 . 95 4 . 27 :1 . :)6 4.43 :J. 95 3.36 a . 21 :i. •n 17 . 71 11. 91 5. I') 2.29 

15 . 75 35.8() 29.36 22.•> I 30.07 17.90 20.76 20.ct5 2:J. <:,:1 ~: I 2 '. J. R!i . 92 32.'M I I . 46 

TOTAL 22 4() 41 :)2 42 25 29 20 :l:l 172 129 46 u, 6!15 
:J.36 7.40 6.26 4 . P.9 6.41 :J . 02 4.4:t 4.27 5 . •M 26.26 rn . :12 7 . 0 :! 2.44 

FOR TIIIS CONTINGENCY TABLE: CRI - SQ = 14.52 p = 0.2687509 
CH I - SQ S ICN If IC,\l'fCE l, EVF:LS FOR 12 DEGREFB OF FREEDOff 

P<CHI - SQ) :: 9 . 308 CJ.20• 8 . Jf)I) 8 . 050 CJ. 025 ..... 0 0.905 0.991 
CHI-SQ = 14 . 09 l!i.80 18. 51) 21.00 23 . 30 26 . 20 20.:m 32 . 91 

COL OPTIOlfS OLD 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 II 12 13 14 
NEW I 2 3 ., 5 6 7 8 9 re II 12 ia 



COURT PAROLE REVOKED VS. l'IOS 
n,,w PCT 
COL PCT QUIO:ST( SUB-Q) RVOK( I) 

SERVED, SlftCE 14 IOWI\ 
l'HOL 

VS QUF.ST< SIJB- Q) TOSV( I) V/\1.U 
Si\111' T•>T PCT 

EXP Vt\L SAPIJ>l.E SIZE = 
QUEST ION TOSV( I ) 

655 
X-QNE 

5 
49-72 

QUF:ST I 
RVOK( I) tJ- 12 

X- ONE 

I 30 
YFS 46. 39 

46. 15 
2tJ . 27 
27 . 23 

2 35 
NO 4't.78 

Ii:). 85 
2:J.65 
!17.77 

TOTAL 65 
4:).92 

Ir, 
24 . I'} 
51. 7:? 
19. 1-1 
12. Ir, 

... 
16.28 
48.28 

9.••6 
16. 8:, 

3 
25-36 

6 
9.60 

38.80 
4.05 
8 . 38 

14 
16.28 
78 . 00 
9.46 

11.62 

20 
13. 51 

4 
:J7- 40 

4 
6 . 45 

40.00 
2.70 
4 . 19 

6 
6.98 

60.80 
4 . 85 
5.81 

10 
6 . 76 

4 
6.45 

30.77 
2 . 70 
5.-15 

9 
18.47 
69.23 
6.90 
7.IJ5 

13 
8.70 

6 
7:1+ 

3 
4 . 84 

27 . 27 
2.83 
4.61 

8 
9.38 

72.73 
G.41 
6.39 

II 
7.43 

62 
41.U? 

86 
58. 11 

148 

1/20/ U') 
2 :1: :.!O : :.! I 

FOR mas CONTINGENCY TABLE: CHI-SQ = 4.44 P = 0 . 487986i 
W.\RNINC -- ONE FIFTH OR PIORE OF THE CELLS HAVE LESS THAN 5 

CHI-SQ SICNIFIC,\NCE LEVELS FOR 5 DECREES or FllEEOOl'I 
P<CHI-SQ) = 8.308 ~.298 9. l~Q 8.958 9.925 9.~10 0.005 0.001 

CHI-SQ= 6 . 06 7.29 9.24 11.19 12.80 16 . 10 16.70 20.52 

COL OPTIOftS OLD I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 19 II 12 13 
NEW I 2 3 4 5 5 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 



COtmT PI\ROLE REVOICEO vs. ACF. II! CURR OFFEl'fSF. IOWI\ 17 
nm, PCT rflOI, 
COL PCT QUEST< SUO-Q> RVOK( I) VS QUF.ST< SIJB-Q) /\GEO( I) V/\1.U 
TOT PCT SI\HI' 1/20/ 0') 
F,l(p V,\L S1\PIPU: fHZE = 655 2:J: 20: 2 I 

QUESTION ACF:0( I) X- ONE 
QUEST I 2 3 4 5 {, 7 n 9 10 II 12 13 14 HJ 

RVOK< I) IJ-17 Ill 19 20 21 22 2:J 24-2J 26- 27 20- 29 3e:t-:14 :m-:1•, 40-4:i 45-49 50+ 
x- orff: TOTAL 

I 2 11 12 14 11 n II 0 IO 9 12 7 I 2 4 122 
YES • 1.64 9.02 9.04 11 . ·•8 9.82 6.!H, 9.92 6.56 o.:~o 7.:m ').114 5. 7·• 9.02 1.64 3.28 33.911 

22 . 22 52.30 42.06 43.75 37.93 39.77 36.67 27.59 37 .•t4 40 . 91 2:1. a7 2:'i. '):J R. :J:J 25.tte 2:J. 53 
0 . 56 3 .• ,, 3.34 3 . ')9 3.86 2.2:J 3.06 2.23 2."19 2.al :J. :J4 I . ')a 0 . 211 0.!i6 I. II 
:).06 7.M 9.52 10.07 9.86 8.04 10. I') 9.06 9. ID 7.40 M.27 ') . 111 4.00 2.72 5.78 

2 7 10 16 18 18 10 19 21 17 13 30 2ft II 6 13 237 ,m 2.95 4.22 6.75 7 . !i9 7.59 7.59 0.92 8.06 7 . 17 5.49 l:!.66 0.4·• 4.64 2 . !i3 5.49 66.02 
77.78 47.62 57. 14 56 .:~5 62.97 69.23 63.3:J 72.41 62.')6 5 1).09 71.43 74 . 07 91.67 75.tt8 76.47 

I. 95 2. 7'> 4 . 46 5. tt I 5.01 IJ. 91 5.2'> 5.05 4.74 :s . ,,2 a. :J6 5.57 3.06 1.67 3.62 
!;.94 13. 6<, 18.46 21 . 1:1 19. 14 17. 16 19.01 19. 14 17.02 14.a2 27.7:J 17 .11:~ 7.92 5 . 20 11.22 

TOTAL 9 21 28 :)2 29 26 36 29 27 22 42 27 12 8 17 359 
2.51 5.85 7.80 8.'>I 8.08 7.24 8. 36 8.08 7.!i2 6. l:J 11.70 7.a2 3.34 2 . 23 4.74 

FOR THIS COftTlftCEftCY TABLE: CHI-SQ = 13.06 p = 0.4029(,26 
CHI-SQ SIGNIFIC,\l'fCE LEVELS FOR 14 DECREES OF FREEDOff 

P<CHI-SQ) = 9.399 0.298 9. 100 8.9H 9.825 9.019 9.005 9.001 
CHI-SQ = 16.29 18.29 21. IIJ 23.79 26. 10 29. IO 31. 30 36. 12 



COUftT PAROLE REVOKED VS. ACE 
ROW PCT 

@ rAROLE IOWA 
l'IIOI. 

CIJL PCT QUEST( SUB-Q) RVOK( t ) 
TOT PCT 

VS QUF.ST< STJB-Q) AGEP( I> VAi .U 

EXP VAL SAPIPLE ~ I ZF: = 
OUF$T I ON AGEP( I> 

655 
K-ONE 

rn 

l/20/ fl') 
2:J : 20 : ~I 

QUEST 
RVOK< I) 

X-ONt: 

2 3 4 5 6 7 O ') 10 11 12 13 
50+ 2,t 21 22 23 2·1- 25 26-27 ?.fl- 29 :J~- :M 35 - :19 4~-45 45 - 4•) 

I 
YES 

2 
NO 

6 
3.70 

37.50 
I. 10 
-1.77 

19 
2 . 62 

62.50 
1.84 

11. 23 

') 

5.56 
33.33 

I. 66 
0 . 06 

18 
4.72 

66.67 
3.31 

18. 9·• 

17 
19.49 
38.64 

3. 13 
13. 13 

27 
7 . 89 

61.36 
4.97 

38.87 

20 
12. :)5 
50.ff0 
3.60 

11. •}3 

20 
5.25 

59.00 
3.60 

28.07 

12 
7.41 

30.77 
2.21 

11.64 

27 
7.89 

69.23 
4.97 

27.36 

30 16 II 21 9 4 
=~- 47 

16.67 
•t. 74 
·7. 16 

18.52 9.811 6.79 12 . ~6 5.56 
3·1. 40 29 . 0'> 27 . 59 2 (, . 25 17 . (,5 

!i.52 2.9a 2.03 :a.a7 , . ,,6 
2!i . 96 16. 4 I I I . 93 2 :1. ll7 I !i . 22 

57 
H . 96 
M.52 
lff. 50 
61.94 

3') 
19.2·• 
78.91 

7. 111 
30. 5'> 

29 !;9 42 20 
7 . 6 I 15 _..,) I I . Ct2 !i . 25 

72. 58 7a . 7a 02. :m 0:1 . a:s 
5. 34 IO. 07 7 . 73 :1 . 60 

20. 07 a<, . I :t 35 . 70 16 . 04 

TOT.\L 

2 5 1r.2 
I . 2:1 3 . 0') 29 . U:S 

la. an rn. 52 
0. :1·1 0 . 92 
:a.on n . 06 

II 22 3RI 
2 . U'> 5 . 77 79 . 17 

04 . ,,:! 81 . 40 
2.0:I 4 . C)!i 
'). 12 I0.94 

TOTAL 16 27 44 -10 39 87 55 40 80 51 24 1:1 27 !i-13 
2.95 4.97 8.19 7.:)7 7.18 16.02 18. l!l 7.37 14 . '73 9.:S9 •1.42 2.:1•> 4.97 

FOR mrs CONTINGENCY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 28.88 P = 0.0655096 
CHI-SQ SICIUFIC,\NCE LEVELS FOR 12 DECREES OF FREEOOH 

P<CHI-SQ) = 8.300 0.288 9.lff 8.838 9.025 8.~10 8.005 0.001 
CHI-SQ= 14.09 l!i.Be 18.Gff 21.88 23.38 26.20 28.3~ 32.91 

COL OPTIOftS OLD I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 18 II 12 13 14 15 
ftEW I I I 2 3 4 G 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 



r.oUJIT PAROLE REVOKED VS. ACF. -. 1ST COPffll11'1F:NT IOWA I') 
Jll)I,/ PCT l'IIOL 
C•>L PCT OUF$T( SUH-Qt RVOK< n VS QUF.ST<SfJB- Q) AGEi( I) Vt'\I .D 
T•ff PCT S/\111' l/2ff / ll') 
f. l{J' VI\L SAMPLE SIZE :: Mi5 2:J: 20 : 21 

out:STION I\CF:I ~ I) K-ONF: 
011F:ST I 2 3 4 5 <, 7 0 9 10 I I 12 13 14 15 16 17 

llVOKt I) l}-14 rn 16 17 18 I') 2tt 21 :!:! 23 24 2ri - :!t) 30-:14 35-:)9 40-4♦ 4!i-49 {Ht+ 
X-ONF. TOTI\L 

I 192 It 9 2 II 6 '> C) 14 3 0 12 7 0 IR6 
Yf'.S 54 . 84 9.9tt 8.99 I. t)fl 5.91 :J. 2:1 +.8·• 4 . 04 7 . r.:, I. 61 •f . 30 6 . 4:i 3. 7(, 0.!i4 0.5-4 IJ . 90 9.!H 28 . 40 

a:?.59 9.9tt 9.00 * lftt). -47.83 16.22 29 . 9:J 27 . 27 <f•O. •lO Ill . 75 :J:~. 00 21 . 4:1 21 . 21 5.26 1 I. 11 ll . 00 9.0'> 
l!i . 57 o . 0ft 9.00 0 . :t I 1.68 0 . 92 I. 37 I. :17 2 . 14 0 . 46 I .,., I . fl:I 1.87 0 . 15 0. 15 •l.00 0. rn 
na.88 0.57 0 . 85 9.!i7 6.53 IIJ. 51 0.00 9 . :17 ., . ·>4 4.ti4 7. 10 la. '>0 9.:J7 5.40 2.!i6 1 . 99 3 . 12 

2 211 2 3 8 12 :u 22 24 :.H 13 17 4•1 26 IR 8 7 I tt 469 
ftO 44.99 9 . 43 8 . 64 9.IJ0 2.56 6.61 4.6'> 5. 12 4 .·HI 2.77 :t. 62 9.:111 5.ti4 :J . 84 1.71 1.49 2 . l:l 71. f,0 

<,7. 41 *190. *189. 9.1)0 52. 17 0:). 711 79. 97 72.73 60.•t0 01 . 25 <>a.00 7U. r. ·1 70.79 94.74 8R . R9 * 100. 90.91 
32.21 9 . 31 9.46 9. tJC) 1.03 4 . 73 3 . 3<, :t.6<, 3 . :!I 1.98 2.6ft 6 . 72 3.97 2.7!i 1.22 1.07 I. 5:l 
*224. I. 43 2. 15 I . ·l•!l 16.47 26.49 22.20 2:1. 6:J 2:i. •-t6 11. 46 17.90 40 . 11-t 2:1. 6!1 13 . 60 6.44 !; . 01 7.nn 

TOTAL 313 2 3 2 23 37 31 33 :m 16 2:i !if, 33 19 9 7 II 6!i5 
47.79 8.31 9.46 9. :JI 3.51 !l.65 4 . 7!) 5.04 ti . :t4 2.44 !) • 02 n.:rn 5.04 2.90 1.37 1.07 1.60 

FOR TIIIS CONTINGENCY TABLE: CHI-SQ :: 33.23 p = tt.90(,9080 
W.\MlftG -- ONE OR PIOI\E OF THE CELL..<, ARE EJIIPTY 

CHI-SQ SICNIFICA,.CE LEVELS FOR 16 D[GR.EES OF FREEDO" 
P<CRI-SQ) = •• :100 lt.299 9. ltt4 9.058 9.025 9.1910 0.005 0.001 

CHI-SQ = 18 . 40 24 . 58 23 . 50 26.38 20.09 32 . 00 34 . 30 39.25 



COUftT PAROLE REVOKED VS. CUI\REftT OFFEftSE SCORE IOWI\ 20 
ROW PCT PIIOL 
COL PCT QU~~T(SUD-Q> RVOK( I) VS QUEST(SUB- (U CUOF( I) Vl\1 . 1 ► 

TOT PCT Sl\tll' 1/20/ 09 
EXP VI\L SI\PIPLE SIZE = 655 2:J:20 : :!I 

QUESTION CUOF( I) K-ONE 
QUF.ST I 2 3 4 5 6 7 0 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 1H 19 28 

RVOK( I ) ROBRY PERLA!\ AGRUR 1\1\SON fflJRDR PUNSL KIDNI' RAPE ~OOFIV IIIJllGI. SLNI\R<: NVffT FORGY AG,\ST WEPV L.\HCY VI\NIII, WEPNV l'fVCON l'fOl'ft: 
X-ONE 

TOTAL 

I I I 2 3 0 0 ft 0 4 06 2 I et 2:l 2 0 8 2 30 
186 
YES ?i . 91 1.00 1.61 0.00 0 . 54 0.80 0 . 8ft 8.80 2 . rn 4(, . 24 1.00 r.. :JO 12 . :l7 1 . 00 0 . 00 4.:l0 1.00 0 . !>4 0.!J4 16. 13 

28.40 
21. 15 66.67 15.79 8.00 7.14 0.00 0.0ft 8 . 08 13.:)3 4:t.22 ta. IO 27.0:1 :U.94 16J,7 0.00 &•>.51 20 . 0tt 16 . (,7 *llt0 . 24 . 59 

1.68 0 . 31 8.46 8.00 0. IG 0.06 8.8tt 0.80 OJ,I l:l. 13 •l . 31 I . 5:l 3 . 51 0 . !11 0.00 I. 22 0 . :ll 0 . la 0 . 15 4 . 58 
H . 77 0.85 IJ. 40 I. 14 3.98 1.99 8.57 2 . 56 H.!i2 :H,.51 :) . 12 I0 . 51 20 . 4:i 3 . 41 I. 14 11 . 64 2 . 04 I. 7" 0.20 34 . 64 

2 41 16 4 13 7 2 9 26 113 9 27 4•~ 10 4 33 () 5 0 92 
469 

NO 8 . 74 8.21 3.41 0.85 2.77 1.49 0.4:1 1.92 5.54 24 . 09 1.92 5 . 76 10.45 2 . 13 0.85 7 . 04 I. 71 I. 07 0 . 00 19.62 
71 . 60 

78 . 85 33.33 84.21 >t:190. 92.86 *180 . *100. :1!188. 86.67 !i(,. 70 01 .02 72 . 97 68.06 83 . :)3 *l00 . fft) . 49 80.09 83. 3 :1 0 . 00 75.41 
6.26 0 . 15 2.44 8.61 1.98 1.07 0.31 1.37 :s .•n 17 . 25 I. 37 4 . 12 7 . 40 1.53 0 . 61 5.04 1.22 0. 7(, 8 . 00 14.05 

37 . 23 2. rn 13.68 2 . 86 10.82 5 . 81 1.43 6.44 21A·O * 14-2 . 7 . 00 2,,. 4'J 51 . 55 8 . 59 2.06 2•, . 36 7. 16 4 . :ut 0 . 72 87 . :S6 

TOTAL 52 :) 19 4 14 7 2 9 38 199 I I 37 72 12 .. 41 19 6 122 
6GG 

7.94 8.46 2.98 8.61 2 . 14 1.87 8.31 1.37 4 . 50 30.38 1.68 5.6!i 10.99 1.83 8.61 6.26 I. 5:S 0.92 0. 15 18 . 63 

FOR TIIIS COftTINCEftCY TABLE: CHI-SQ = 60.84 p = 0 . 0001295 
WAI\NlftG -- ONE OR tlORE OF TIIE CELLS ARE EPIPTY 

CHI-SQ SIGftlFIC~NCE LEVEL~ FOR 19 DEGREES OF FREEDOH 
P(CHI-SQ) = 9.388 8.288 8. 180 8.8H 8.8211 9.tH0 8.885 0.061 

CHI-SQ = 21. 70 23.98 27.20 38. 18 32.98 36 . 20 30 . 60 43 . 02 

COL OPTIONS OLD I 2 3 4 IJ 6 7 8 9 18 II 12 13 14 Hi 16 17 18 19 28 21 22 
REW I 2 3 4 IJ 6 7 8 9 18 II 12 13 14 0 15 0 16 17 18 19 21} 



COUlff PAROLE RF.VOICED vs. PRIOR VIOLF.ftCE sconF. 
n,,w rcT 
COL rcT QUF.~T(SUB-Q) RVOK( I) vs QIJF.ST(SUB-0) 
1nT rcT 
E:l(J• VAi, Si\HJ>LE S IZF. = 655 

(.WEST I ON PHV I•: I > K-ONE 
QUF.ST I 2 

RVOI<( I> tJ- 10 11 - CJ•:t 
x-o,u: 

2 
NO 

145 
78. 38 
27 . 46 
22. 17 
*149. 

383 
81.66 
72.54 
lifl.56 
:t:J78 . 

3'.l 
17.IH 
30.54', 

5. ft!i 
30 . !i!i 

7!i 
15 . ?'> 
69. ·•·• 
I I. •H 
77 . ••!i 

TOTAL 528 lfJ8 
00.73 16.51 

3 
91+ 

7 
3 . 78 

38.89 
1.07 
5 . 09 

II 
2.35 

61 . I I 
1.68 

12. 91 

18 
2.75 

TOTAL 

185 
2fl. 2') 

469 
71. 71 

654 

IOWA 
PHOL 

PRVI ( I> Vi\1.0 
!~,\Ill' l/20/ :I') 

:!:i : 20 : ~· 

FOR THIS COlfTlftCEftCY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 
CHI-SQ SICftlFICANCE LEVELS FOR 2 

P<CHI-SQ) = 0.300 8.209 0.lft0 9.059 
CHI-SQ= 2.41 3.22 4.61 5.99 

I • 45 P = fl. 4847ft 11 
DECREF..S OF FREEDOn 

0 . 025 9.010 9.005 0.001 
7.:JO 9.21 10.Mt 13.01 



comrr PAROLE REVOKED VS. STREET Tll'IE SCORE IOWA 22 
ROW PCT l'HOL 
COL PCT QUEST< f.UD- Q) RVOK( I) VS QUEST< SIJB-0> STI'I ( I) VAi .i• 
TOT PCT 8/\rll' 1/20/ UC) 
EXP VAL f.Al'IPLF. SIZE = 655 2:a : 20 : 21 

~IJESTION STfl ( I) X- ONE 
QUEST I 2 3 4 

RVOK( I) i:J- 6 6 - 11 11-14 14+ 
X- ONE TOT.'\L 

I 42 06 19 39 186 
YES 22.58 -C-6 . 2·• 18 . 22 20 . 97 28.-JO 

:)!; . 80 34.02 21 . 84 19 . 40 
6 . 41 13. I :J 2.90 5.95 

34 . 08 70. H 24 . 71 !i7 . 00 

2 78 161 60 162 469 
NO IIS.63 34.:J:J 14.50 :)4.54 71.60 

6!; . 00 6!i . 18 78. 16 80.68 
I I . 91 24 . 58 18.38 24.73 
U!; . 92 *176 . 62 . 29 :~ 143 . 

TOTAL 128 2 •17 87 281 6!i5 
18.32 37 . 71 13.28 :)0 . 69 

FOR 1111S CONTINGENCY TABLE: CHI - SQ= 17 . 42 P = 0.0005916 
CHI-SQ SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS FOR 3 DEGREF.S or FREEDOM 

P<CHI-SQ> = 8 . 308 8 . 288 9 . I~~ 8 . 858 0 . 02!i 8.010 9.005 9.001 
CH I - SQ = 3 . 66 -1 . 64 6 . 2!i 7. 81 9 . 35 I I . :J0 12. 00 16 . 27 



COUl'IT PAROLE REVOKED VS. CRlnl"AL HISTORY SCOR IOWA 2:l 
ROW PCT PIIOL 
t;•)L PCT QUF$T( SUR- Q) RVOK( I) VS QUEST< SIJB-fU CHHI( I ) VM.U 
TOT PCT S/\ffl' l/20/ 0CJ 
F,l(J' VAL SMWLE SIZE = 655 2:J: 20 : ~· 

QUESTION CIIII I ' I) X-ONF. 
QUF.ST I 2 3 4 

RVOK( I) IJ-15 16-•Jll 41 - W9 l•HH 
X- Ol'fE TOT.'\L 

I 75 42 46 22 185 
YF$ 41J.54 22.71J 24.86 11 . 09 28.29 

21 . 25 39 . 2!i 33.02 :J7 .93 
11.47 6. ••:? 7.03 3 . 36 
'f'J . 85 30 . 27 38 . 47 16.41 

2 278 6!J 90 36 469 
NO (J'} . 28 13.116 19. 19 7 . 60 71. 71 

78.75 68 . 7!J 66. 18 62.07 
42.51 9.9•1 13.76 5.50 
*253 . 76 . 7:J 97.53 41.59 

TOTAL 3!13 187 136 58 6:,4 
5!1.98 16. 36 28.80 8.87 

FOR TIIIS COftTINCENCY TABLE: CHI - SQ= 19.68 P = 6.0002038 
CHI-SQ SIGNIFIC,\"CE LEVELS FOR 3 DEGREFS OF FREEDO" 

PC CHI-SQ) ~ 8 . 308 ... 200 0 . l~IJ 0 . 050 0.025 9 ... 10 0.005 0.001 
CHI - SQ = 3.66 4.64 6 . 2!i 7 . 01 9.:Ja I I .:J0 12.00 H,.27 



COURT PAROLE REVOKED VS. CURRE"T ESCAPE SCORE 
ROW PCT 

101-1,\ 
l'IIOL 

CUES( I) V/\1.1) COL PCT QUEST(SUB-Q) RVOK( I) VS QUF.ST(SUB-Q) 
TIJT PCT 
EXP VAL 

QUEST 
I\VOK( I) 

X- ONE 

I 
YES 

2 
NO 

I 
co 

8 
4.35 

28 . 57 
I . 23 
7.89 

28 
4.26 

71.43 
3.06 

21). I I 

TOTI\L 28 
4 . 29 

SAPIPLE SIZE = 
QUESTION CUF.S( I) 

655 

2 3 
CII NOT 

TOTAL 

I I 165 184 
5 . •>e 89.67 20. 18 

44 . .. IJ 27.50 
1.68 25.27 
7.eH *169. 

14 435 469 
2.99 92.75 71.82 

56 . tte 72 . 50 
2. 1-1 66.62 

17.'>fJ *430 . 

2!J 600 653 
3 . 113 91.BU 

X- ONE 

Sl\rll' 

24 

l/20/ 119 
2 :1: 20 : :!1 

FOR TIIIS COftTINCENCY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 3.23 P = 9.1988083 
CHI-SQ SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS FOR 2 DEGREES OF FREEOOH 

P<CHI-SQ) = 0.300 ... 200 0 . 1 .. ~ 0.050 0.025 0.010 0.005 0.001 
CHI-SQ= 2.41 :J . 22 4 . 61 5.99 7.30 9.21 10 . 60 13 . 01 



COUl'fT PAROLE REVOKF,I) vs. SUBST.'\NCE ABUSE scoru-: IOW/\ 
f'IIOf, 

SUA8( I) V/\1.11 
R<JW PCT 
CIJL PCT QUF$T( SUO-Q) RVOK( I) VS QUEST( SUD-QI 
TOT PCT 
F,.l(J' V/\1, 

QUF:ST 
RVOK( I> 

><- ONE 

I 
YES 

2 
NO 

I 
PCP 

3 
1.61 

42.86 
1) . 46 
1.99 

4 
CJ.85 

37. 14 
CJ. 6 I 
!J. 91 

655 SAPIPLE SIZE = 
QUEST I ON SUMH I ) K-ONF: 

!! 3 4 5 6 7 
011 N-IN 

6 
3 . 23 

46 . rn 
9.92 
3 . 6 1> 

7 
1.49 

53 . 0!J 
1.97 
9 . 31 

SNF OP.'\I) 111\L DG 

5 
2 . 69 

83.33 
9 . 76 
I. 79 

I 
e.21 

16.67 
8 . 15 
4.38 

12 7 
6.•15 3 . 76 

40 . 1)9 31.82 
1.83 1 . 87 
8.!J2 6.25 

18 
3 . 84 

68 . 1)9 
2 . 75 

21.-18 

15 
3.29 

68 . 18 
2.29 

15 . 75 

14 IO 
7.sa 9.6n 

28 . 00 32. 7:1 
2.14 2.75 

M . 29 15.62 

36 37 
7.611 7 .8'> 

72 . 89 67 . 27 
!J.50 5 . 65 

3!J . m, :J(J • 311 

S/\111' 1/20/ 1&9 
2:a : 20 : ~1 

n 
I\L 

mi 
+5.70 
27.69 
12 . 98 
1:7. IO 

222 
47.33 
72.31 
:S:J. 09 
~:219. 

9 
NO 

TOT/\L 

!16 IR6 
19.:S:i 20 . 40 
21. a2 

5 . !,O 
4<, . a:; 

I :!9 
27 . !i I 
7H . IO 
19.69 
i: I HJ. 

4(,9 
71 . 60 

TOTAL 7 13 6 38 22 59 55 397 11,5 655 
1 . 97 1.98 8.92 4.!JO 3 . 36 7.63 0 . 4ff 46.07 25 . 19 

FOR mrs COIITINGENCY TABLE: CHI - SQ= 17 . 85 P = 6.9223575 
CHI-SQ SIGNIFIC,\J'ICE LEVELS FOR 8 DEGREES Of" FREEDOH 

P<CHI-SQ) = 8.389 ~.289 9 . IIN 8 . 958 8.825 8.ffl9 9 . 995 9.001 
CHI-SQ= 9.62 11.88 13.41) 15.58 17.59 29 . 19 22 . 09 26 . 12 

' 



COURT PAROLE REVOKED VS. X-SCORE IOWt\ 2(, 
ROW PCT PIIOL 
COi. PCT QU~~T<SUD-Q) RVOK( I) VS QUEST( SUB-Q) IX I) Vt\1 .H 
'NT PCT St\111' l/20/ 09 
E-'<P VAL St\l'IPLE SIZE = 655 2:1:20:21 

QUESTION IK I) ><-ONE 
QUEST I 2 3 4 5 6 7 0 ? 10 I I 12 13 14 15 16 17 I fl 

RVOK< I) 0 2 a 4 5 6 7 n ') 10 I I 12 13 14 rn 16 17-t 
><-ONE TOT.'\L 

I 8 13 8 II 14 19 17 19 21 lfl 10 17 9 2 4 2 IA6 
YF.S ~.80 6.9•t 4.38 5 · •• 1 7.53 1ft. 22 9. •·• 10.22 11 . :!9 ?.68 !i.30 9.M 4.R4 I .'lH 2 . 15 1.00 0.54 0 . :.4 20. -•o 

t}.88 18.8-1 13 . 79 17 . 19 23.73 26 . 0:t 29.31 30.6:i :1'1-. -1-:1 46. 15 3'7 . 04 5a . 1:! 45.ftO 20 . !i7 44.44 :ift . 00 20 . 0ft 20 . 00 
t}.00 I. 90 1.22 1.60 2. 14 2.90 2.60 2.90 :l.:!I 2.75 I . :.:1 2 .(,0 I. :17 0. :1 I 0.61 ll. :1 I .. . l!i 0. I a 
t}.85 19. 5'} 16.47 IR. 17 16. 75 2CJ.7:J 16.47 17.61 I,. :12 I I. 07 7.67 ., . 0') 5.60 I . '}'} 2.56 I. 14 I. 4:! 1 .4:.! 

2 3 56 58 ?i3 45 54 41 43 ·•0 21 17 rn II 5 5 2 ·• 4 ••69 
NO IJ.64 It .•H 18.66 I I . :J0 9 . 59 I I. 51 0.74 9. 17 n . :-.:1 4.40 :J.62 3 . 20 2.:m l.~7 1.87 0.43 e . or. 0.11'.i 71.60 

*188. 81. 16 86.21 82.81 76.27 7:).97 79.6'} f,9.3ti Mi . :i7 r.:1. 05 62.96 46.07 55.00 71 -·•:t 55.56 5•l . 00 00.0 .. 80 . 00 
l}.46 8.:m 7.63 8.1}9 6.87 8.24 6.26 6.56 f,. I I :1.21 2 . 60 

2 . ~·-
1.60 0.76 0 . 76 I}. :I I 8 . 61 0. f, I 

2. 15 49.41 41.53 45.83 42.25 32.27 41.5:J ,t.4. :19 -t-:1. (,U 27.93 I'}. 3:1 22.') I 14 .32 5. •H 6.44 2.06 3.58 a.:rn 

TOTAL 3 6'> 58 64 59 73 50 62 '1 I 39 27 a:! 20 7 9 4 5 5 6!i5 
0.46 19.5:J 8.85 9.77 9.81 11. 15 O.O!i 9.47 9.:11 5.95 ·•· 12 4.H') 3.05 l.'}7 1.37 I}. 6 l 0.76 0. 7(, 

FOR TIIIS CONTJNCENCV TABLE: CHI-SQ= 38.21 p = 0.0023274 
W.\RNINC -- ONE OR PIORE OF TIIE CELLS ARE El'IPTY 

CHI-SQ SICNIFICANCE LEVELS FOR 17 DECREES OF FREEDOH 
P<CHI -SQ) = 8.388 8.288 8.18ft 8.058 8.025 8.ttl8 8.005 8.001 

CHI-SQ = 19.50 21.68 24.81} 27.60 38.28 33.·10 35.70 40.79 

COL OPTIONS OLD I 2 3 4 Ii 6 7 8 9 18 II ·•:) 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 28 21 22 23 24 
NEW I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 18 I I 12 13 14 ... •• 16 17 18 18 18 IR 18 IO IO 



f;OUlIT PAROLE RF.VOICED VS. Y-SCORE lffffA 27 
ROW rcT l'ltOI, 

COL PCT QUFST( SUB-Q) RVOIC( I) VS QUfST( STJB-Q) IV I) VAI.H 
'NT PCT S/\111' I /2ff / fl') 

F,l{P VAL SAMPLE SIZE = 655 2:1:20:21 
QUF:STION IY I) K--ONF. 

Ollf.ST I 2 3 4 5 (, 7 0 ? 10 II 12 13 14 15 16 17 ,0 

RVOKC I) • 2 :J 4 5 6 7 II ? 10 II 12 13 14 15 16 17+ 
X- ONF: TOT.\L 

I 9 M 19 II 21 17 ? 9 I ft 16 15 15 14 5 5 3 2 4 1:16 
YE.~ IJ.90 7 . 5:t 5.38 5 . '> I 11.29 9. 14 4.8·• 4.04 o.,·,o R.69 11.9(, 0 . 9<, 7.5:t 2 . 69 2 . 69 I. 61 1.98 2 . 15 28 . ·JO 

IJ . 99 21. 54 29 . 83 18.64 26.92 2:t.94 21 . 4:a 2H. 12 :s2.•to 2') . 09 ..... 54 4(, . 07 56 . 0ff 31.25 38 . 46 :JIJ . 99 28 . a 7 . 36 . :s,, 
•J.99 2 . 14 a. ,rn I . 68 3.21 2.60 1.37 I . :t7 :.>. .·H 2 . 44 2 . 2') :..'!. 2'> 2 . 14 9 . 76 9.76 tf.46 ff. :t I ff . 6 I 
I. 14 18 . 41'; 13.63 16.75 22. 15 2fJ. 16 11. 9:t 9.09 M . 20 15 . 62 ••• . 51 '). ff') 7 . IO 4.54 3.69 2 . 84 I . 9'> 3 . 12 

2 4 51 38 48 57 54 33 23 :J4 39 22 17 II I I 8 7 (J 7 469 

"o IJ . 85 18 . 87 8. 19 19.23 12. 15 11. 51 7.8•• 4.90 7 . 25 O.:t2 ·• . 6') 3.62 2.35 2 . :)5 1.71 1.49 1.97 1.49 71 . (,9 
:t:I09 . 78.46 79 . 17 81.36 73.88 76.86 70.57 71.07 60.•♦9 70.91 !i'>.46 5:1. 12 44.0ff 60 . 75 61 . 54 7't. 98 · 7 I . 4!1 6!1 . , ... 

fJ . 61 7.7') 5.08 7 . :)3 8.78 8.24 ri.9•• 3.51 !i . 19 5.95 :J . 36 2.,,0 I . Mt 1.60 1.22 I.Cl? 8 . 7f; I. ff7 
2 . 86 46.5•J 34 . 37 42 . 25 55.85 IJIJ. 84 30.07 22.91 ~m .ao 39.:tlt 2(, . 49 22 . ?I 17 . ?0 • • ··•6 9.31 7 . 16 5 . 01 7 . 00 

TOTI\L 4 61J 48 IJ9 78 71 42 32 !HJ 55 37 :t:? ~r, 16 13 16 7 fl 6:,5 
fJ. 61 9 . 92 7 . 33 9.tJI 11. 91 10.84 6.41 4.09 7. ,.~. 0 . 49 !i . 65 4.fl'J 3 . 02 2 . 44 1.98 1.53 1.07 1.60 

FOR mis CO,.Tl,.CEIICY TABLE: CHI-SQ = 27.81 p = fJ.9472797 
W.\RII I IIC -- ONE OR PIORE OF mE CELLS ARE ENPTY 

CHI-SQ SIGIIIFIC,'"CE LEVELS FOR 17 DEGREES or FREEOOH 
P( CHI - SQ> = 8.388 8.299 •. I" 9.858 CJ.825 8 ... 10 8.995 8 . 891 

CHI-SQ = 19.50 21.68 24.HIJ 27.69 38.20 33 . 40 35.78 40.79 

COL OPTIOIIS OLD 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 •• ti 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 29 21 22 23 24 2ff 26 27 28 29 
ftEtl 2 3 4 !i 6 7 8 9 10 II 12 13 14 l!i 16 17 18 ID ID IO 18 18 IO II) 18 18 18 18 



comrr PAROLE REVOKED VS. flUlfflER CURRENT OFF~NS IOW/\ 28 
l\tlW PCT PI\OL 
O>L PCT QUEST( SUB-Q> RVOK< I) vs QUEST< sun-m NCO I) VM .11 
TOT PCT 8/\111' 1/28/ H'} 

EXP V/\L SAPWU: SIZE = 655 ~:J : 20 : :! I 

QUESTION NCO I) K-0NE 
QUEST 2 3 4 

RVOK< I) 2 3 4+ 
X-ONE TOT.\L 

I 74 !i(J 14 5 H3 
YES !ii. 75 34 . '>7 9.79 3.50 31. '71 

2!i.88 43 . IIJ 43.75 62 . 50 
16 . 41 l I . O'J 3 . 18 I. 11 
•t:J . 54 36.78 18. 15 2.54 

2 221 66 18 3 300 
NO 71. 75 21 . 4:) 6 . 84 8.97 68 . 29 

7·1.92 56.90 56.25 :)7.58 
4'>.00 14. f'):J 3.99 0.67 
*201 . 79.22 21.85 5.46 

TOTAL 295 116 32 8 4!i I 
65 . 41 25.72 7. 19 I. 77 

FOR THIS CONTINGENCY TABLE: CHI-SQ = 18. 58 P = 0 . 0003414 
CHI-SQ SIGIU!qC,\NCE LEVF.L.', 1-' 0R 3 DEGREES or FREEDOn 

P<CHI-SQ) = 8.308 9.288 9. 190 8.058 0.025 8.910 8 . 005 0 . 081 
CHI - SQ = 3 . 66 4.64 6.21i 7.81 9.:m 11.:10 12 . no 16.:!7 

COL OPTIONS OLD l 2 3 4 !i 6 7 
NEW I 2 3 4 4 4 4 



COtmT PI\ROLE REVOKF.D VS. CURRF.~T CONV FOR VIOL JOWi\ 
l'JIOL 

CVIO< I) V/\1.D 
S/\f'II' 

R'>W PCT 
Cl)L PCT QUE."T( SUO-Q) RVOK( I) VS QUFBT( SIJO-Q) 
TOT PCT 
f.l(J' VI\I, 

QUEST 
RVOKC I) 

X- ONF: 

I 
YES 

2 
RO 

TOTAL 

I 
YES 

22 
11.83 
1-1.77 
:J . 36 

42.31 

127 
27.98 
IJ!i. 23 
l'J. 39 
*106. 

149 

SAPIPLF: SIZE = 
QUEST! ON CV I 0( I ) 

2 
NO 

16·1 
88. 17 
32 . •tl 
25.0·1 
:t:143. 

342 
72. 'J2 
67. Ii'> 
52 . 21 
*362. 

TOTAL 

186 
28.40 

469 
71.69 

655 
22.75 77 . 25 

655 
X- ONF: 

29 

l/20/ 119 
2 !J: 2<-t: ~· 

FOR mrs COIITlftCE"CY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 16.77 P = ft'. 0000447 
CHI-SQ SICIUFICANCE LEVELS FOR I DECREES OF FREEOOft 

P<CHI-SQ) = 9.399 0.299 9.104 9.959 9 . 925 9.010 9.005 9.801 
CHI-SQ= 1.87 1.64 2.71 3.84 5 . 02 6.63 7 . nn 10.03 



COUftT PAROLE REVOKED VS. PRIOR CONV FOR VIOL 
R•JW PCT 
COL PCT QUEST( SUB- Q) RVOK( I) VS QUF.ST( SUB- Q) 
TOT PCT 
E1<P VAL SAPIPLE S IZF. = 655 

QUEST 
RVOK( I) 

x- orn: 

' YES 

2 
NO 

I 
YES 

n 
2.69 

21 . 74 
l} . 76 
6.53 

18 
:J.84 

76.26 
2.75 

16 . 47 

QUESTION PVIO( I) X- ONF. 
2 

NO 

IBI 
97.:JI 
28. 6·• 
27. 6:J 
,,, 17'). 

451 
96. 16 
71.36 
68.85 
ll:452. 

TOTAL 

106 
28.49 

469 
71.69 

TOTAL 23 6:l2 655 
:J • 5 I 96 . 4'> 

( IOWI\ 30 
PI\OL 

PVIO( I) V /\I.I) 
S/HII' l/20/ fl9 

~:J::!O : :!I 

FOR 1111S CONTINGENCY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 9.24 P = 9.6273295 
CHI-SQ SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS FOR I DEGREES OF FREEDOn 

P(CHI-SQ) = •• 399 ~.299 9 . lff 9 . 958 9.925 8.919 9.995 9 . 901 
CHI-SQ= 1.07 1.64 2 . 71 3 . 84 CJ.92 6 . 63 7.BU 19 . H:S 



COURT PAROLE I\F,VOICED VS. , PRIOR CONVICTIONS 
ROW PCT 

IOW/\ 3 I 
l'ltOL 

COi . PCT QUEST( SUB-Q) RVOK( I) VS QUF.ST< SIJB- CU irPCV( I) Vl\1.0 

TOT PCT 
l~XI' VAL 

QUF$T 
RVOK< I) 

K- ONE 

I 
YES 

2 
NO 

RAPIPLF: SIZE= 
QUf.STION ,rev~ I) 

655 

I 

• 
2 3 

59 
31. 72 
2:J . 32 

') ... 
71 . 84 

n:J 
28.4'> 
29 . ·•·• 

8 . ft•> 
51 . 11 

194 127 
41.36 27 . 98 
76 . 68 78 . 56 
2'>.62 19.!I'> 
* 181. * 120. 

2 

35 
18 . 82 
35.71 
5.34 

27 . 83 

63 
13.43 
64.29 
9.62 

79 . 17 

4 
3 

29 
19 . 75 
:J2 . 79 
3.95 

17.32 

41 
8.74 

67.21 
6 . 26 

43.68 

,C- ONF: 
5 
4 

18 
S . 36 

38.39 
I. r,3 
9.37 

23 
4.98 

69 . 78 
3. !i I 

23.63 

TOTAL 253 IIJ'J 98 61 33 
IJ . 94 38.63 27 . 48 14.96 9.31 

6 7 
5 6 ♦ 

5 
2.69 

29 . 41 
0.76 

-4.63 

12 
2.66 

79.59 
1.83 

12. 17 

17 
2 . 68 

+ 
2. 15 

39 . 77 
0 . 61 
3 . 69 

9 
1.92 

69.23 
1.37 
9 . 31 

13 
1.96 

TOT/\1. 

.• ,,9 
71 . 60 

655 

FOR 11118 CONTINGENCY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 6.57 P = 9.3628061 
CHI-SQ SIGNIFICANCE LEVF.U~ fOR 6 DECREES OF FREEOOff 

P<CHI-SQ) = 8.3ff 9 . 28• 8 . I~~ 8.858 ~.825 8.918 8 . 895 0.001 
CHI-SQ= 7.23 8.56 18.6~ 12 . 68 14 . 48 16 . 08 IU . 50 22.46 

COL OPTIONS OLD 
NEW 

2 3 4 B 6 7 8 9 19 II 12 13 
2 3 4 !i 6 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 



COUIIT PI\ROLE REVOKED VS. 1 PRIOR COl'll'IITPIENTS 
R•lW PCT 

(Off,\ 32 
J'IIOI. 

Cl.)L PCT QUEST( SUB-Q> RVOK( I> VS QUEST( SUB-Q) 
TOT PCT 

,pcPf~ I) V/\1.0 

EXP VAL SAl'IPLE SIZE = 655 

QUf.ST I 
RVOI<( I) 0 

K- ONE 

I 89 
YES 47.85 

2·1. 5C) 
1:J.59 
*102. 

2 273 
NO !ia.21 

7!i. 41 
41.60 
*259. 

TOTAL 362 
li!; . 27 

QUESTION 1PCl'I( I) K-ONE 
2 

5:J 
28.4•> 
35. 5·7 

8.W> 
42 . :Jl 

96 
29.47 
64.4:l 
14.66 
*196. 

14'> 
22.7!; 

3 
2 

27 
14.52 
37.59 

4. 12 
29 . 45 

45 
9.59 

62.59 
6.87 

51. 55 

72 
19.99 

7 
3.76 

21.21 
1.07 
C) . 37 

26 
5.54 

78 . 79 
:J.97 

23.63 

33 
5.94 

5 
+ 

3 
I. 61 

17.65 
9.-16 
4.83 

14 
2.99 

82.35 
2. 14 

12. 17 

17 
2.69 

6 
5 

5 
2.69 

:l:l.33 
0.76 
4.26 

19 
2. 13 

66.67 
1.53 

10.74 

15 
2.29 

8/\111' I /20/H9 

7 
6+ 

TOT/\L 

2 In<, 
I .0U :?: IL '1·0 

20.57 
H. 31 
I . l)C) 

5 •t-(,9 
I . 97 71 .(,0 

71.43 
0 . 76 
5.91 

7 655 
1.87 

FOR mis CONTINCEIICY TABLE: CHI-SQ = 11. 28 P = ff. OU02367 
CHI-SQ SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS FOR 6 DEGREES OF FREEDOPI 

P(CHI-SQ) = 8.388 8.288 8. Htct 8.958 9.825 9.fflD 8.005 Ct . DOI 
CHI-SQ= 7.23 8.56 19.6~ 12.69 14.49 16.30 18.50 ~2.46 

COL OPT IONS Ol,D 
NEW 

2 3 4 B 6 7 8 9 19 II 12 13 
2 3 4 6 6 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 



COUl'T PA.ROLF. REVOKED vs. COl'ffl I T - fRF.F. l'IOS IOWi\ :l:J 
ll•>W PCT l'IIOL 
c;,)I. l'CT 0111-:sn sun- o, RVOK( I) vs QUt:ST< SIJB-Q) RCfP( I) Vi\1.0 
T•ff PCT S/\1-11' l / 20/ ll') 
EXP Vi\l. Si\Ml'I.E SIZF. = 6ri5 2:1: 20 : :.!I 

OUl-:STION nc.-p ,: I) K-ONE 
our.sT 2 3 4 5 ,. 7 n '} 10 II 12 13 14 15 

I\VOKI 11 0 1- 5 6-11 12- :~:I 24-35 :l6-4"l 40-5') (,0- 71 72 -a:1 111 - 99 100+ 2Cl4H 30(H 401H 500+ 
K- ONt: lYlTi\L 

I 44 5 7 20 18 10 ·• 5 n 2 3 2:! 10 I 160 
YF..S 27.50 3 . 12 4.37 12 . ?i(,l 11.25 6.2ri 2.50 3. 12 

:, . ''" 1 . 25 1.117 13. 7:i 6.2;, 0.,,2 0 . 62 31 . 43 
:H . 11 41.67 2:i.93 2'). Ila 40.00 31.25 17.:l'> ,:.:; . 45 47. •·t{, 211.57 ••• . 71 :14 . '):! 3:1. :a:1 11. I I II. II 
a.64 o.9n I. :JO :J. ,,:1 3 . 54 I . •H, 0. 7•) 0. 'HI I . li7 0.:19 .... 59 4 . :1:! l . 'H, 0 . :~0 0.20 

•JI). 55 3.77 0 . 49 21 . ~6 14 . 15 11).06 7.2:J :1.46 :; . :J4 2 . 20 H.00 I'>. Ult 9 . 4:1 2 . a:1 2. 11:J 

2 85 7 20 ·H 27 22 I') 6 9 5 25 41 20 n n 349 
NO 2·1.36 2.01 5 . 73 l!J . ·H 7.74 6.:J0 5.4·• I. 72 2 . :.11 1.4:J 7. 16 I I . 75 5. 7:1 2 . :~9 2.29 63 . :i7 

6!i . 89 50. 3:J 74.07 70. 15 68.00 68. 7:i 02.61 !i4.5!i 52.')4 71.4:J 0').29 f,5 . 011 66.67 00 . U9 88.09 
16.70 I. 30 3 . 93 9 . 2:1 5.30 -1.32 3. 7:J I. IH I. ·77 o.•,u ·•· 91 II. Ot, :1. ,,a I. 57 I. 57 
08.45 8. 2:J 18.51 45 .')4 30.05 21.94 15 . 77 7.54 I I . ,·,{, 4.ntt I'>. 20 4:1 . 21t 20 . 57 6. 17 6. 17 

TOTAL 129 12 27 '>7 45 32 2:l II 17 7 20 6:J 30 9 9 509 
25.34 2.36 5.30 13. 16 0.84 6.29 4.52 2. 16 3 . :14 1.:18 !i.50 12 . :m 5.H') I. 77 I. 77 

FOR TIIIS CONT I NGENCY TABLE: CHI-SQ = 17.49 p = o. 23lln:m0 
CHI-SQ S ICN It' IC.\NCE LEVF.tS fOR 14 DECREES or FRF.F.:D01'1 

P< CH I-SQ) 0 . :!00 fJ.200 0. lfJtJ 0.050 0.025 0.fJl0 0 . t)Oa 0.001 
CHI - SQ = 16.20 18.20 21. II) 23.70 26. 10 29. IO 31. :Jo :16. 12 



OJU"T "· s. PAR VIOi, vs. CF:NOF:R Of' P/\ROLEF. IOW/\ 
11,,w PCT l'IIOL 
,;,,1, l'CT QOF$T< sun-o, LF:VV( I > vs QUF.ST( s•m-Q, SF.X ( I) V /\I.I) 
T•>T l'C:T Si\fll' l/2ft/ ll? 
t·:'<I' V t\l. S/\ffl'LE SIZF. = ,,r.5 2 : J : a I : ~<• 

QIJF:STION SI-:>{ ( I) X- ONF. 
QHF:ST I 2 

u :vvc I) M,\LE FEHt\U-: 
X-Ol'U-: TOT/\L 

I 12 (J 12 
CV IOCll *100. 0 . fJ!l 6.4;, 

6 . 82 0. ftt} 

6.4:i 0 . l)t} 

11. :rn 
0 . ''" 

2 72 ·• 76 
f;l'iVICI\ '>·t. 74 5.26 40.86 

••t}. 9 I 40.0IJ 
:J;J.71 2. I:, 
71. 91 4.WJ 

3 2 CJ 2 
,\VIOCR *100. 9. ftCJ 1.08 

I. 14 0 . 0'-t 
1.08 0. ltCJ 
1.8? 0. II 

4 15 0 15 
,\J'fVICR *100. 9.0CJ 8.06 

8.52 9.01J 
8 . 06 0.01} 

M.19 0 . RI 

5 38 CJ 38 
0111CM *190. e.ttc:t 20.43 

21.59 e.ttCJ 
2CJ.43 • . It!} 
3!l.96 2.IH 

6 32 6 38 
IT.CR R4.21 15. 7'J 29.43 

18. 18 60.ft'l 
17.20 3. 2:) 
3!i.96 2 . IH 



COUNT "· s. PAR VIOL vs. CENDF:R or PAROLEE 
f11)W l'CT 
COL l'CT QUF$T( SIJB- Q) LEVV( I) VS QUF.ST< SIJR- Q) SEX 
T1rr PCT 
EW VAL SAl'fPLE S IZF. = <,55 

QUEST ION SEX ,: I) X-ONt: 
out:sT I 2 

LF.VV< I) l'L\LE F'EMAl.t: 
X- ONF. TOTAi . 

7 5 ~ 5 
VI.NTRY ~ 108. 8 . 01i 2 . 69 

2 . 84 9 . OIJ 
2 . 69 0 . 0~ 

·•· 7:l 0 . 27 

TOTAL 176 ICJ 186 
'H.62 5.:)3 

FOR TIIIS CONTINGENCY TABU:: CHI-SQ = 12. 19 
W.\I\N I NC - - ONE OR tlOI\E or TIIF. CELLS AI\E El'IPTY 

IO'WA I 
l'IIOL ( CONT. ) 

I) VAi.i) 
SMII' I / 20 / 119 

::!:J: 5 I : ~6 

P = 0.0570145 

CHI-SQ SICNIFIC,\NCE LEVF.LS FOR 6 DECREES OF FREEDOl'I 
P<CIII-SU) 8.300 tt . 200 0. 101} 0.058 1).025 0.010 0 . 005 0 . 001 

CIII - SQ = 7 . 2a 8 . 56 10 . 61,, 12 . 60 14.40 l6.U0 10.!iC-, 22 . 46 



CflUl'IT "· s. PAR VIOL vs. CRIMF. CROUP IOWI\ ::.! 
!MW PCT f'l:OL 
,;,,1. l'C:T om~ST( Sll8-Q) LF.VV( J) vs QUF.ST< SJffl-Q) VICR~ I) Vl\1 .11 
TIIT l'CT S/\111' I /20 / U'l 
F. 1(1' VI\I. Sl\ffl'LF. SIZE = f>:i5 '.! : I : :; I : ~<, 

OUF.STION VICflt' I) X-ONF. 
OIIF.ST I ~ 

1.F.VV< I) VIOi.NT NON - V 
Y.- orn.: TOTI\!. 

I 2 11:t 12 
r.v10<:11 lft.67 83. :):J <, .45 

i,.t.00 6.•n 
I .On 5.:1:-J 
I . 2') 10 . 71 

2 4 72 76 
CNVICll 5.26 94. 7•1 40 . 86 

21} . 00 43.37 
2 . 15 38 . 71 
8 . 17 67 . 0:1 

3 2 (J 2 
.\VIOCII *100 . e . tttJ I.OH 

11} . 00 e. tttJ 
1.08 0. ,t(J 

l}.22 I. 78 

4 I 14 15 
,\IWICR 6 . 67 93.3:J 8.06 

!i . 98 8.4:) 
'J.54 7.5:) 
I. 61 13.3') 

5 7 31 38 
OTIICRJ'I 18 . 42 81 . !JO 20.43 

35.09 18.67 
:) . 76 16.67 
4 . 09 33.'>1 

6 3 3!J 38 
TECH 7.09 92 . 11 20.4:l 

l!i . 99 21.-,R 
1.61 18.0:! 
·l . 09 33 . '} I 



(;()Ul'fT l'I. S. P/\R VIOL VS. CRll'IE CROUP IOWI\ 2 
It• )W PCT 1'1101. (CONT. ) 
Ct)L l'CT QUEST( SUO-Q) u:vv( I) vs OUF.ST( SUD-0) VICR~ I) Vi\1.1) 
T•>T PCT SMII' l/20/ U') 
r.xr V/\L Sl\tlPl.t: S IZF: = 655 ~=•: 5 I:~,. 

QUESTION V ICII•· I) K-- t)Nf. 
QUF:ST I 2 

1.F:VVC I) Vl()LNT NON ·- V 
X- ONF: TOT/\L 

7 I ·• :, 
VLNTRY 21J . 00 80 . IN 2 . (,9 

!L00 2 . ·• • 
IJ.54 2 . l!i 
t} . 54 4 . ••6 

TOT/\L 20 166 186 
l'l.75 89.2a 

FOR TIIIS CONTINCF.NCY TI\BLE: CHI-SQ = 22. 78 P = 0.0008792 
W.\llN I NC -- ONE OR PIOllE OF TIIF: CELLS ARE El'IPTY 

CHI-SQ SIGNIFICANCE LEVF:LS FOR 6 DECRF.ES OF FRf:F.001'1 
PC CHI-SQ) = 0.300 9.200 0. 190 0 . 050 0.025 8 . 019 0.005 9.001 

CIII-SQ = 7.23 8.56 19.61J 12.60 14.49 16.00 I0 . 50 22.46 



COU1'T Pl. s. r/\R VIOL vs. Orff.NSF: CLS ( LE.\f) CHM IOW/\ :l 

n•>W PCT l'IIOL 
1:,11, J'CT QUl~ST( SIJO- Q> LEVV( n vs QUF.ST( SIJB- 0> OFFC~ I> V/\1.H 
T•ff l'CT S/\1 ll' l/2(l/a') 

,~ '<I' VAL Sfll'WLF: S IZF: = (,55 ~ :I: '.i I : :.!<, 
QUl·:STION Ol·T(;, I> K- ONI~ 

QUl~ST I :~ :1 4 5 
U ~VV( I I Bf f:F Df Mt 110 

X- ONF. TOT/\1. 

I 0 ') 3 0 0 12 
CVIOCII 1) . 00 75. ftt,) 25.00 0. 04' 0.1)0 6.4'.i 

•~ . 00 9 . ta 4 . !l!i 0.00 0 . tJ0 
I•). 00 4.IH 1.61 0.00 0.~o 

·~- 26 6 . :1:~ 4 . 45 o.n4 0 . l:J 

2 I .. , 20 6 0 76 
OCVICH I. 32 53 .• ,,, 36.H4 7.R') 8.1)0 40.06 

2!>.00 41.11-1 40.50 ·1-6. la 8.1)0 
tJ.54 22 . IH 15.05 :l. 2:, 8.tJ0 
I. 6:J 40.tH 28 . I'} 5.:ll 0 . 02 

3 0 2 0 0 • 2 
,\VIOCR tJ.00 *101t. 0.00 0 . 80 8 . 1)0 ·1.00 

tJ.00 2 . lt·I 8.00 0.t>0 8.1)0 
tJ.00 l.lt8 0.00 0.00 9.IJ9 
tJ.94 l.lt!i 8.74 0 . 14 8.IJ2 

4 I !J 7 2 0 15 
ANVICR 6.67 33. 3:J 46.67 13.33 •••• 0.06 

2!J.90 5. II) 10. 14 15.38 0.08 
0.54 2.6'> 3.76 1.00 0.1)0 
1).32 7 . 91) 5 .56 I. 05 0 . 16 

5 2 22 12 I I 38 
OTIICRPI !J.26 57.n~ 31.58 2.63 2.63 20.43 

!ii). 80 22.45 17.39 7 . 69 59.00 
1.08 I I . 8:J 6 . 45 0 . 54 0.64 
1).82 20.02 14. 10 2.66 9.41 

6 9 17 17 3 I 38 
TF.CR 1).89 44.74 44.74 7.89 2.63 20.43 

1).90 17.:J!i 24.64 23.00 69.09 
1,J . 90 9. 14 9. 14 1.(,1 9 . !i4 
1).82 20.02 14. 10 2.66 0.41 



C<)lfflT "'· s. PAR VIOi. vs. 0Fn:"SF: CLS ( LF:,\D cnn IOWA 
l'IIOL 

QUF$T( SUD- Ql Lf.VV( I) VS QIJl-:ST( SIJD-Ol 0FFO I) V/\1.H 
n,,w PCT 
c:•>L PCT 
Tt>T rcT 
f.: l(J> V/\1. 

QIWST 
U :VV( ll 

X- 0Nt: 

I 
RF 

7 0 
VI .NTI\Y IJ . 90 

IJ.00 
IJ.00 
IJ. II 

TOTAL 4 
2. 15 

S/\tlPLE SI ZF: = 
QIJEST I ON on,c,: I) 

:~ :1 
C V DF 

2 2 
40.0tt 40.00 

2. IH 2 . 90 
1. oa 1.01: 
2 . ,,a 1.mi 

98 69 
52. 6'> 37. 10 

4 
/\f-1 

I 
:!0 . ft0 

7. (19 

0 . 54 
0 . :15 

13 
6 . 9'} 

X- ONF. 
5 

110 

0 
9 , 4}0 
9.1}0 
9.4}0 
0 . 1}5 

2 
I .0U 

TOT/\L 

5 
2.69 

186 

S/\fll' 

3 
(CONT. ) 

l / 20 / 11'} 
2: I : 5 I : :!(, 

FOR TIIJS C0NTINGEftCY TARLF:: CHI - SQ = IR. 11 r = o.7970455 
W.\RN I NG -- ONE OR tlOI\E OF TIit: CF.I.LS ARE El'IPTY 

CH I -SQ SIGN IF I C,\NCE LF:Vf:L<;; FOR 24 DEGREF:S OF Fru:Eoon 
P<CHI-SQ> = 9 . 300 0 . 290 9 . 1~4} 9.059 ~.025 9 . ~10 9 . 005 0.001 

CHI - SQ= 27 . 19 2•>.60 33.2t} 36.40 39.40 43 . •~0 45.60 al. IU 

COL 0PTI0ftS OLD I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 
NEW 0 I 2 3 4 0 0 5 



f:flUIIT "· s. PI\R VIOL vs . CONCIJR OR COftSE<; JOWi\ 4 
ll•l\-1 PCT r1:01. 
,:,11. rc:-r QUl~ST( SUR- Q) LF:VV( I ) vs OlJF.ST( SlJll-0) cccs, I) V/\1.1 ► 

T•IT rcr f: I\[ 11· l/::!tl/U') 

,,: 1{1' V/\1. SM1PLF: SIZF: = ,,aa ~ :I: co I::!<, 
OlJESTION c;ccs,· I) x--nrm 

QUf.ST I :.! 
1.1·: VV( I) Cf: cs 

X- ONE TOT/\1. 

I 4 I 5 
CVIOCI\ fll}.00 20. ll•J 6 . 10 

!i.97 6.<,7 

·• -•m I.:!:~ 
·•. 0') Cl.'> I 

2 24 6 30 
f:l'fV ICH R•l . 00 20 . .,IJ 36. 5') 

:m . B2 40.IJL) 
2'>. 27 7. :12 
2·1-. 51 5.•I'> 

3 0 I} 0 
,\VIOCH ~.00 0.01:t 0.00 

1}.00 0 . tt•i 
•l . 00 0 . 0~ 
•~ . 00 0 . 0•:t 

4 6 2 8 
,\1-.VICR 7!i.09 25.01J 9.76 

8 . 96 13. 3:J 
7.32 2. ·•·• 
6.54 I. •16 

5 14 :J 17 
OTIICRN 02.35 17 . fj!J 20.73 

21) . 90 29.01} 
17.07 3.66 
I :J . 89 3 . II 

6 18 :J 21 
TI:CII R!i. 71 14. 2'> 25.61 

26.87 29 . .,(J 
21.95 3.66 
17. 16 3.0•• 



C<lUlIT Pl. S. PAR VIOL VS. CONCUR OR COftSEC 
R•>W rcT 
C•>L PCT QUEST( SU8- Q) LF.VV( I) VS OUEST( Slffi-(l) 
TIIT l'CT 
~:xr V/\L Sl\rfPU~ SIZE = 655 

QUEST ION ccc:s,: I) K-ONF. 
QUF.ST I 2 

Lt~VV( I) cc cs 
X- ONF. TOT/\1. 

7 I IJ I 
Vl.NTRY ~,00 . 0 . IN 1.22 

1.49 0.0•l 
1.22 0 . .,,,. 
IJ.H2 o . rn 

TOTAL 67 lli 82 
Bl. 71 18 . 2'} 

ErtPTY ROW OR COLUJ1N 
N•J CH 1-SQU,\RE POSSIBLE 

IOWI\ 4 
l'flOI. (CONT . ) 

CCCS( I ) V /\I.I) 
S/\fll' 1/20/ 09 

CIII-Sfl SIGNIFIC,\NCE LEVELS FOR 6 DEGREES OF FREEDOM 
P<CHI-SQ) = 8.300 .,.208 8 . 1.,0 0.058 8.825 0.010 0.005 0.001 

CHI - SQ= 7.23 8 . 56 10 . 60 12.60 14.40 16 . RO 10.50 22 . 46 



COUftT l'I. s. PJ\R VIOL VS. SF.NlT.IU'.F: < 1'11' KYRS ) IOW,\ ;i 

ROW l'CT l'IIOL 
1:••L rcT QUF$TI ~110-Q) Lf.VV( I) vs QUF:ST( SIJH-0) l'IKYR~ I) VJ\I .U 
T•IT l'C.T SMll' l /~tl / 09 
,~ l{I' VJ\L Si\tfPLF: S 17.f. = 6ft5 2: I : :, I : ~f, 

OtJE~TION NXY11 ,: I) K- ONf. 
QIIF.ST I ;~ :1 4 

LF:VV( I ) 1- 4 5- '> 10- 14 la+ 
X- ONf. TOT.'\I, 

I 0 :1 R I 12 
c.v rnc:n 'l.00 25 . 0•-t 66.67 o.3a 6. ••;i 

l}.00 4 . :I:, U . 5 I 9.89 
l} . 00 I . ft I 4 . :10 0 . 54 
.,,_ 77 4. •J!i ,, . 0,, 0 . 71 

2 5 2'> 40 2 76 
f':NVICR 6.58 38. ·~ 52.6:1 2.63 49 . 06 

41.67 42. tt:l 42.55 IO. rn 
2.69 15. rt•> 21. 51 I. 00 
·J.90 28. I'> :JU.41 4 . 49 

3 0 0 2 8 2 
,\VIOCR l}.00 9 . 00 *190. 0.90 1.08 

l}.00 0 . ftf} 2. 13 0.00 
it.80 0.0it 1.08 0.00 
I'.}. 13 0. 7·• 1.01 o. 12 

4 2 7 4 2 16 
,\NVIC.R 1:J . 33 46 . f>7 26.67 13.33 8.06 

16.67 18. H 4.26 18. 18 
1.98 3 . 76 2. 15 1.88 
0.97 6.!l6 7.58 0.89 

5 I I I 23 3 38 
OTIICRl'I 2.63 28.9!i 69.5a 7.89 29.43 

8.33 15.')4 24.47 27 . 27 
f} . 64 5 . 1)1 12.37 1.61 
2.45 14. IIJ 19.20 2.25 

6 3 17 15 3 38 
Tr.en 7.89 44.74 39 . 47 7.89 29.43 

2!J.90 24.1;4 15 . 96 27.27 
I. 61 9. I·• 8.06 I. 61 
2.45 14. II} 19.20 2.25 



COUftT N. S. Pt\R VIOL VS. SENTEl'1CE <NAKYll',) 
l\t)W PCT 
CtH. PCT 
TOT PCT 
1'.: '<r VAL 

l'IIOL 
QUEST( !--118- Q) U :VV( I> VS OUF.ST( SUD- Cl> l'OCYJV 1) V/\1 .U 

SMII' 

QUF:ST 
Lf.VV( I> 

><- ON E 

I 
1- 4 

7 I 
VI .NTilY 20. 00 

a. a:, 
IJ . 54 
•-t.32 

TOTAL 12 
6 . 45 

SAl'IPLf. SI ZF. = 
QUESTION l'fXYII' I> 

6!i5 

2 :1 
5 - ') 10- 14 

2 2 
40 . ff~ 40 . 00 

2 . ·••J 2 . 13 
1. oa 1. 0n 
I . B!i 2 . :i:I 

(,•> 94 
37 . 10 50.54 

4 
15+ 

8 
0.00 
0.00 
0 . 00 
0 . a<~ 

11 
5.91 

K- ONF: 

TOT.\L 

{i 

2 . 69 

186 

a 
(CONT . > 

l / 20 / 119 
~ : l : r, I : :!(, 

FOR TIIIS CONTINGENCY TABI .. F:: CHI - SQ = 16.23 r = fl . a7a0783 
W.'\RN I NG -- ONE OR tlOllE Ot' THE CEU,S t\llE El'IPTY 

CH I -SQ SI CN IF I C,\NCE I.EVF:LS FOR 18 DEGJ\EES OF FREEDOM 
P<CHI - SQ) = 8 . 300 ff . 200 0 . 10~ 0.050 9 . 025 8.610 0.005 0 . 001 

CHI - SO = 20 . 60 22.80 26 . 01} 28.98 :Jl.50 34 . 110 37 . 20 42 . :11 

COL OPTIOftS OLD 
NEW 

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 18 II 12 13 14 la 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 38 
I I 2 2 2 2 2 3 3 ~ 3 3 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 



C.()U"T N. s. P/\R VIOL vs. FrC LF:/\D CRIPIF. C/\TF:G IOW/\ f, 
11,,w PCT PIIOJ, 
1;,11, l'C:T QUEST( ~lffi-Q) LF:VV( I) vs QUf.ST< SIJD-0> ICRA' I) V/\1 .U 
·rrrr l'CT S/\111' l/20/U'} 
,,: l(f' V/\1, S/\l'IPLF: S IZF: " 655 2 : I : :. I : ~<, 

OUF:STION I CR/\' I) K- ONF. 
Ollf.ST 2 3 4 5 6 7 0 

1.t'. VV< I) :! :J 4 5 f, 7 II 
X- ONt: TOT,\!, 

I 0 I 0 2 0 0 I 0 I~ 
CVIOUl IJ.00 R.3:J 0.00 16.67 66.67 0. 00 n. 3:1 0.00 <, . ·Vi 

IJ.00 3. 2:J 0.00 0.:13 0.70 0.00 33.3:1 0.00 
<l.00 0. 5·• 0.00 I . !JR 4.30 0.00 0.!H 0.00 
•t.06 2.00 1.55 I . !i5 5.94 IJ. 71 0. 1•• 0.00 

2 I 16 II e 34 6 It 0 76 
t:NVICR I. 32 21.05 14.47 10.53 44.74 7.09 0.00 0.00 4o.a,,-, 

*100. 61. 61 45.83 33. :1:1 36.96 !J4.55 0 . 0,, 0 . 00 
IJ . 54 0.6ft 5.91 4.:JO 18.28 :J. 2:t 0.0,, 0.00 
1}. 41 12 . 67 9.RI 9 . HI 37.59 4.49 I. 2:1 0.00 

3 0 0 0 I 0 It 0 2 
,\VIOCR IJ.00 e.0 .. 8.00 50.1}0 50.ff 9.00 0.00 0.00 i.,m 

IJ.00 0.00 0.00 4. 17 1.09 8.00 0.00 0.00 
IJ.00 0 . 00 0.00 0 . a4 0.54 9.00 0 . 00 8.00 
(l . 01 0. 33 0.26 0.26 0 . 99 CJ. 12 0.0:t 0.00 

4 • 2 I 5 7 0 It • rn 
,\NVICR 0.98 13.33 6.67 33.33 46.67 e.e0 0.ett e.ee n.•J6 

0.00 6.4!J 4. 17 20.83 7.61 9.00 0.0•• 0.00 
fJ.00 1.88 0.54 2.69 3.76 8.00 0.0ft 8.00 
fJ.00 2. 110 I. 94 I. '>4 7.42 8.09 0.2•J 0.00 

IJ 9 6 9 6 23 2 • :m 
OTIICR11 0.e0 111.79 9.00 16.79 60.53 11.26 2.6:J 8.08 20. ••:• 

IJ ... 19. 3!J . ... 25 . IJO 25.98 18. 18 33. 3:J 0.80 
0.80 3.23 0.08 3.23 12.37 1.011 0. 5·J 0.90 
0.20 6.3:t 4.90 4.')0 IR.88 2.25 0. 6 I 0.00 

6 • B II 2 17 2 I • 38 
Tr.CR 0.08 13. 16 28.95 5.26 44.74 11.26 2.6:J 9.ff 20.·J3 

e.00 16. _13 45.83 o .:J:t 18.48 18.18 33.3:t 0.80 
IJ.00 2.6') IJ. 9 I I.IJO 9. 14 1.011 0. 5 ·J 9.80 
0.20 6.3:t 4 . ')0 4 . '>0 18 . 08 2.25 0.61 0.00 



COlfflT "· s. PAR VIOi~ vs . Frc Lf.l\D CRINE CATf.C IOWI\ <, 
f\t)W PCT l'ICOI. (CONT.) 
t;OL PCT QUEST( ~UH-Q) LEVV( I) vs QUf.ST<SUB-Q) ICM( I) V/\1 .lt 
TOT l'CT S/\1 ll' 1/20/11') 
EXP VI\L Sl\l'IPLE SIZF. = 655 ~ :1: 5 I:~<, 

0111-:STION ICI\N I) K-ONE 
QUF:ST 2 :.J 4 5 6 7 n 

u :vv, I) 2 :i 4 5 .<, 7 n 
K- ONI~ TOT.\L 

7 0 I I 0 2 I .. 0 :; 
VLNTRY CJ . 90 20.0•• 20.00 0 . •~0 40.99 2CJ.00 9.00 9.(Ut ~ . -~•) 

0 . 00 3. 2:1 4. 17 0 . •~0 2. 17 'J.0•, 0.0•+ 0 . 00 
0.00 0 . 5·• 0 . 54 0 . •J0 1.08 CJ.54 0.00 0.00 
I}. 0:1 O.C:I 0 . 65 0.~5 2 . 47 0. 3~) 0.011 0 . ~>0 

TOTAL I 3 I 24 24 92 I I !I 0 taf, 
@.54 16 . 67 12.90 12 . ~0 49.46 5.91 1.61 0 . 00 

El'IPTY ROW OR COLUMN 
NO CH 1-SQU,\RE POSSIBLE 

CHI-SQ SIC.NIFIC,\NCE LF.VF.1.S f'OR 42 DEGREES OF FRF.EDOl'I 
P<CHI - SQ> = 0 . ::00 ft.200 0 . lttfl 0.050 CJ . 025 0.tH0 0.005 0.0<ll 

CHI - SQ = 46 .:17 4') . 51 5:1.'>8 57.79 61.20 65.·H 60 . :1:1 74 . aa 



OlUlIT l'I . s. PAR VIOL vs. ()/\Y'S <llIT IOWI\ 7 
ll•H,/ l'CT l'IIOL 

t:•tL r<;T QUEST( SUB-Qt LF:VV( n vs QUf.ST( STJB-Qt DOUT~ I) V/\1.U 

T•ff l'CT ~MIi' l / ~0 / U') 
,~1(1' V/\1. Sl\twU: S IZF. = 655 ~~:, : !; ' : ~{t 

QUl~STION IIOlJT( n K-ONF: 
Qut~ST :~ :I 4 5 6 

u :vv1 .. 0 1- :11, 31 - 100 101+ 21-tl+ 301+ 
X-ONF: TOT/\1. 

I n (} 0 0 0 4 12 
r.vtocn f,6.67 •.. ,,,. 0 . 00 0 . 00 8.00 33 . 3:J ,, . 45 

6.56 0 . .,,~ 0. 0(l 0.00 8.~0 l:J.33 
·I. :so 0 . 1)1)) 0.00 0 . 00 0.letff 2. 15 
7.87 8. :!6 0 . :12 1.0:1 0 . 50 1.94 

2 48 4 I 0 3 12 7(, 
C.NVICR fj:). 16 5.26 1.32 10.53 3.'>5 15.79 1·0.H6 

:N . 34 *10tt. 20 . 00 !iO.00 33. 3:t ◄·0.00 
2!i . 01 2 . l!i 0 . 54 4 . :rn 1.61 6.45 
·I'>. 85 I . 6:J 2.04 6.54 3.68 12.26 

3 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 
,\VIOCR *108. 8.00 0.00 0.00 8.00 8.00 I .011 

1.64 0.01J 0.00 0.00 8.00 8.00 
1.08 0. 01J 0.00 0 . 00 8.00 8.00 
I. 31 ...... 8.05 o. 17 8.09 0.32 

4 It fJ • I I 2 15 
,\I.VICR 73.33 8.00 e.00 6.67 6.67 13.33 0.06 

'>.02 8.00 0.00 6.25 II. II 6.67 
5.91 0.ftq 8.00 8.54 0.!14 1.08 
'>. 84 0.:J2 0.40 I. 29 0.73 2.42 

5 29 fJ 2 4 2 I 38 
omcRl'I 76.32 8.00 5.26 10. 53 5.26 2.63 20.43 

2:). 77 •. 0't 40.00 25.00 22.22 3.33 
l!i . 59 0.fttJ 1.08 2. 15 1.08 0 . 54 
2·1.92 0 . 82 1.02 3 . 27 1.84 6. 13 

6 22 (J I 3 2 10 38 
IT.CH !i7 . 89 0.0~ 2.63 7.89 5.26 26.32 28.43 

18.83 •. 00 20.00 18.75 22.22 :J:J.33 
11.83 .... ~ 0.54 I. 61 1.08 5.:m 
2·1.92 0.82 1.02 3 . 27 1.04 6. 13 



COtfflT "· S. PI\R VIOL VS . DI\YS Olff IOWI\ 7 
I\OW rcT 1'1101. ( CONT. ) 
l))L l'CT QUEST( sun-a, LF.VV( I) vs QUF.ST( SIJB- Q) DOUT( I) V/\1 .1) 
TOT l'CT S/\1 H' I / 20 / 11'> 
EXP V/\1. Sl\l'll'LE SI Zt: = 655 ~ :J: 5 I : :.!f, 

QUF.ST 
u :VV( I) 

X- ONF. 
0 

7 2 
VI .Nll\Y 41J.00 

1.64 
1.00 
:) . 28 

TOTI\L 122 
6!;.59 

QUEST I ON l)OIJT( I ) X- ONF. 
:! a 

l - 3tt 31 - IOO 

1} 

0 . tt•} 
0 . tMt 
8 . O•} 
0. 11 

4 
2. I!\ 

I 
20 . 00 
20 . 00 

0 . 54 
0 . 1:s 

5 
2.69 

4 
101+ 

0 
0 . 00 
0 . 00 
0.00 
0 . 43 

16 
0.60 

5 
21t I+ 

I 
20.00 
I I. 11 
9.54 
0 . 24 

9 
4.84 

6 
301+ 

I 
20.00 

a . :J:a 
0 . 54 
0 . 81 

:J0 
16. l:J 

FOR TIIIS COffTINGEftCV TABLE: CHI-SQ = 30 . 68 
W.\I\N I NG - - ONE OR tlOllE OF TIIE CELLS ARE El'IPTY 

TOT/\1. 

186 

r 

CHI - SQ SI CN IF I CANCE LEVF:I~', FOR :J0 DEGRF.F.S ot' FREEOOtl 
P<CHI - SQ) = 0 . 300 0 . 200 0 . llt0 8.050 0.025 8.010 8 . 005 0.001 

CHI - SQ = 33 . 50 :16 . 20 40 . :Jt} 43.80 47 . 00 50 . '}0 sa.70 59 . 70 



OlUftT "· 8. P/\R VIOL vs. S/\FF. RISK C/\TEf; IOW/\ n 

"''"' l'CT PIUIL 
1;,11. PCT QUF.ST< S1ffi-Q) LEVV< I) VS QUF.ST(SIJD- 01 8/\fF.~ I) V/\1.U 

T•IT l'CT SMU' 1/20/ H() 

,~ 1{1' V/\1. 8/\MPLE SIZE = ,,aa 2 :1: :i I : :.!<, 
QIJF.STION S/\1.- 1·: , I ) X- ONF. 

QUEST 2 :1 4 r, 
1.F.VV( I I vr I' , .. (; VG 

}{- ONE TOT/\L 

I 2 (l 0 2 8 12 
,;v1ocn ,r..67 66.<,7 0 . 00 16.67 9.1}0 6 . 4!> 

l•l.53 13. :t:t 0.80 4.80 8. tttt 
1.00 4. !I•~ 0 . ffO I. 00 0,(,t() 
I. 2!J 3.H7 I. 61 :1. 2:1 2.tJ6 

2 9 18 15 22 12 76 
f;NVICll 11.84 23.68 19.74 20.95 15.79 40.0(, 

•J7.37 39.tt't 68.80 •H.09 37.!J0 
•1.84 9.68 0.06 11. 0:t 6.45 
7.76 24. !i:~ 10.22 20.4:I 13.00 

3 0 0 0 I I 2 
,\VIOCR l}.90 ··" e.00 !Je.ee H.ee • .en 

l} . 00 0.80 9.00 2 . 90 3. 12 
tJ.00 9.81} 9.00 0.54 •. 54 
l}.20 0.6!i 0.27 0.54 9.34 

4 2 !J 2 4 2 15 
,\1-.VICR 13.33 33.33 13.33 26.67 13.33 8.06 

II}. 53 8.3:) 8.00 o.ee 6.26 
1.00 2.6'> 1.88 2. 15 1.00 
1.53 4.0•1 2.02 4.93 2.60 

5 4 I !J 3 19 6 30 
0111CRl'f 11}.53 39.47 7.89 26.32 115.79 20.43 

21.05 215.ttfJ 12.00 20.00 18.75 
2. 15 8.96 1.61 5.38 3.23 
:) . 88 12.26 5. II 10.22 6.!J4 

6 I 12 4 II 10 30 
TT.CH 2.63 31.68 19. 5:t 28.95 26.32 20.4:t 

!J.26 20.ftl} 16.00 22.80 31.25 
ll.54 6.4!i 2. 15 5.91 5.:JO 
:l.88 12.26 5. 11 10.22 6 . !i4 



C.OUl'IT N. S. PAR VIOL VS. SAFF. RISK CATEG IOWA 
l'IIOL 

QUEST( SUB- Q) LEVV( I) VS QUEST< SUB-fl) SAFF.( I) Vt\1.1) 
ll•)W l'CT 
cm . rcT 
TOT l'CT 
EXP Vt\L 

QUEST 
LF.VV( I) VP 

X- ONE 

7 I 
VLNTIIY 2•➔• 80 

!;.26 
IJ.54 
tJ. 5 I 

TOTAL 19 
lll.22 

SAl'll'LF. S I ZI': = 
QUEST ION Si\FE• I) 

655 

2 
I' 

2 
40.ftl} 

3 . :1:1 
I . ttfl 
I. 61 

61} 
32.26 

I 
20.00 

4 . 00 
0 . 54 
0.67 

25 
13.44 

0 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
1.34 

58 
26.00 

X- ONF. 
5 

VG 

I 
28.1}0 

3 . 12 
8 . !i4 
8 . 86 

32 
17.20 

TOT/\L 

5 
2.69 

186 

Si\l ii' 

fl 
(CONT.) 

l / 20 / 09 
:~:I: 5 I : ~<, 

FOR THIS CONTINGENr.Y T/\BI.E: CHI-SQ= 24.36 r = o.44'l9742 
W.\llN I NC -- ONE OR PIOllE OF THE CELLS _ARE El'IPTY 

CHI - SQ SICNIFIC,\NCE l,EVELS FOR 24 DEGllEES OF FRF.EDOM 
P( CH I - SQ) ·• 0 . a00 0 . 200 0 . ICtl} 8 . 058 8 . 0 '.~5 8 . Cl Ht 0 . ~)Oa 0 . 001 

CII I - SQ = 27 . 10 2'} . 60 :13 . 2•➔ 36 . 40 39 . 40 43 . •~o 45 . {,0 5 I . I 0 



O)UffT "· s . P/\R VIOL VS. VIOL RISK C/\TF.r. IOW/\ I) 

n,,w l'CT l'IIOL 
t:1)1. rcT our.ST( SUTI- 0) Lf:VV( I) VS QUF,ST(SIJR-0) VIOL( I) V /\I .I> 
T•H l'CT SMII' 1/20/111) 
~: XI' VM . Si\l'll'LF. SI ZF. = 6:,5 :~:1: ti I : ~<, 

OUESTION VIOIJ I) X- ONf. 
QUf.ST I 2 :1 4 5 

u :vvc I) vr I' (: VC t: 
,C- ONE TOT/\L 

I I fl 3 2 0 12 
t;VIOCR fJ.33 50.01J 25.00 16.67 0 . 00 6.45 

II. II 20 . ,;•} 4.55 4 . 90 9.09 
IJ.54 3.2:J I. 61 1.00 0.00 
1).58 1.07 4.26 3 .2:t 2.IJ6 

2 3 6 33 22 12 76 
CNVICI\ :J . 95 7.09 43.42 28.95 15. 79 40 . 06 

:):) . 33 20 . 6'} 50.00 ·H.00 37.!i0 
I. 61 3.2:J 17.74 11 . 03 6 .·15 
:J.68 I I . O!i 26 . 1)7 20.43 13.IJR 

3 0 IJ 0 I l 2 
,\VIOCI\ IJ . 00 0 . 01J 0.00 !i0 . 00 50 . IJ0 1.08 

IJ.00 0 . ..... 0.90 2.00 3 . 12 
IJ.00 0 . 01J 0 . 00 0.54 0 . !J4 
q _9q 9.31 0 . 71 0.54 0 . :J4 

4 2 I 6 4 2 15 
.\NVICR l:J.33 6.67 40 . 00 26.67 13 . 33 8.06 

22 . 22 3. 4!J 9 . 09 8.89 6.25 
1.08 8.04 3.23 2. 15 1.08 
IJ. 73 2.34 5 . 32 4.03 2.r;o 

5 I 6 15 •• 6 38 
OTHCRN 2.63 I IJ . 7'> 39.47 26.32 111.79 29.43 

II. 11 29.69 22.73 29.90 18.75 
(J. IJ4 3 . 2:J 8.96 5.38 3.23 
1.84 5.92 13.40 19.22 6.54 

6 I 8 8 II 10 38 
TF.CR 2.63 21 . 0!J 21.05 28.95 26.:J2 20.43 

II. II 27.(l') 12. 12 22.00 31.25 
0.IJ4 4 . 31J 4 . 39 IJ . 91 5 . :J8 
1.84 5.')2 13.40 10 . 22 6.54 



COUftT "· s. P/\R VIOL vs . VIOL RISK C/\TEG JOWi\ ') 

RIIW PCT PIIOL (CONT. ) 
t:•>L PCT QUEST( f-UB-Q> LF.VV( I ) VS QUEST( SIJB-(U VIOL< I) V /\I.I) 
'fllT PCT Sl\rit' l / :!0 / 11') 
E){P V/\1. Sl\l'IPLf. S IZf. = 655 ~ :I : ri I : :!(, 

QUESTION V IOI .< I) X- ONE 
QUf.ST 2 :1 4 5 

LF.VV( f) VP r (; VC F: 
X- ONf. TOT/\L 

7 I :! I 0 I 5 
VLNTllY 2~.00 40.0•J 20.00 8 . 00 20 . 00 2 . 69 

II. II 6 . '>•t I. 52 8.08 3. 12 
0 . 54 I . tta 8 . 54 8.00 8 . !;4 
IJ.24 0.78 I. 77 I. 34 0 . 86 

TOT/\L 9 2') 66 58 32 186 
4.84 15. 5'} 35 . 40 26. lID 17.20 

FOR TIIIS CONTINGENCY T/\DL.E: CHI - SQ = 34.78 p = 0.072')745 
W.\RNING -- ONE OR NORE OF nm CELLS ARE El'IPTY 

CHI - SQ SIGNIFICANCE 1,EVF:U; FOR 24 DECREES OF FREEDOtl 
P< CIII - SCU = 8 . :!00 0.208 0 . ICtlJ 8.058 IJ . 0:!!i 8.010 8 . 005 0.001 

CIII - SQ = 27. 10 2•) . 60 3:1 . 20 36.40 :J9 . 40 43.1)0 4:i.60 al. 10 



COUftT l'I. s. PI\.R VIOL VS . corm,"ED RISK C~TF.C IOWI\. 10 
ll•)W PCT l'IIOI. 
Cf)l, l'CT QUF$T< SUO- Q) LEVV( I) VS QUF.ST( Slffi- Q) RISK( I) V/\1.U 
Tl)T l'CT Sl\rll' l / 20/ 0') 
1•:xr VI\L, Sl\l'IPLF. SI ZF: = 655 2: 1: !i I : 2<, 

QUESTION It I SK' I) X- ONf: 
QUf.ST I 2 :1 

LF:VV( I) V r , ; 
X- ONE TOTI\L 

I 7 3 2 12 
CVIOCR !l8 . 33 25 ... IJ 16.67 6.45 

113.42 4 . 5!; 2.44 
:J . 76 I. 61 1 . 0n 
2.45 4 . 2(, 5. 2•➔ 

2 9 33 34 76 
CNVICR 11. 84 43.42 44.74 40.86 

2:J . 68 58.00 41 . 46 
·1 . 84 17.74 18. 28 

I:, . 53 26 . 97 33 . 51 

3 9 0 2 2 
,\VIOCR 0 . 99 9.'9~ *199. 1.88 

0.99 9.'90 2.44 
0 . 99 9.ttiJ 1.08 
0.41 8 . 71 9 . 88 

4 3 6 6 15 
,\NVICR 20.98 49.00 49.99 8.96 

7 . 89 9 . 99 7.32 
I. 61 3.2:J 3.23 
:J.96 3.32 6 . 61 

CJ 7 I !J 16 38 
OTIICIU'I 18 . 42 39.47 42. 11 20.43 

10 . 42 22.7:J 19 . 31 
3.76 8.06 8.60 
7.76 13.48 16.75 

6 9 0 21 38 
TF.CH 2:J . 68 21 . '9!l 35.26 20.43 

2:J.68 12. 12 23.61 
·1.84 4 ·. 30 11. 29 
7 . 76 13.48 16.75 



C'llJl'IT Pl. s. PAR VIOL vs. COPIIJl~ED RISK CATEG IOWI\ 10 
ll•lW PCT l'HOL (CONT.) 
C•ll. PCT OUF$T( SUll- Ql LEVV< ll vs QUEST( suo- m RISK( I) VI\I.D 
T•ff PCT S/\111' I /20 / fl') 
EXP VI\L SI\MPU~ SIZE = (,55 :!:1 : 5 I : :.!<, 

QUESTION RISl<i I) K- ONE 
out:sT I 2 a 

LF:VV< I) V I' (; 

X- ONt: TOTAL 

7 3 I I 5 
VLNTRY 60.80 20 . tt•t 20.00 2 . 69 

7 . 89 I. 52 1.22 
I. 61 0 . 5 ·1 0.54 
I. 02 I. 77 2 . 20 

TOTAL 38 66 82 186 
20.43 35 . •'8 44 . 09 

FOR TIIIS CONTINGENCY TARLE : CHI-SQ = 26.25 p = 0 . 0099034 
W.\llN INC -- ONE OR l'IOllE OF TIit-: CELLS ARE ErtPTY 

CHI - SQ SIGNIFIC,\NCE LEVELS FOR 12 DEGRF.ES OF FREF:DOM 
P(CIII-SQl = 8.300 tt . 200 0. lft0 0.058 0 . 025 8.010 0.005 0.001 

CIII - SQ = 14 . 00 l!i.80 111.51} 21.00 23 . 3ft 26 . :t0 20 . :CO ~12 . 1)1 



COlfflT "· s. PI\R VIOL VS. 1 nsT, nrr '°" IOWI\ 11 
RIJW PCT PllOL 
COi. PCT QUF,ST(SUB- QI LF.VV( I) VS QIJF.ST( STJB-01 INST' I) V /\I.II 
T•ff l'CT Sl\tll' l/2(VU') 
f, 1(1' Vi\L RAtwU: S IZF. = ,,ar, 2: J : ri I : ~<, 

QUESTION INST• I) K- ONF. 
Qllf.ST I 2 3 4 5 6 7 n ') 10 

Lf.VV( I I llll IM IS MS RR NC c,: JH 14 ; co 
X- ONF. TQTAL 

I I 2 0 3 0 0 :1 3 0 9 12 
CVIOCll 8.33 16.67 0.90 25 . 00 0.00 4 . 00 25 . 00 25.00 0 . ,to 0.00 6.45 

2.94 5. 13 0.90 5 J,6 0 . 99 0.00 l!i. .,,. 20.00 
0 . ··~· 

0.00 
tJ . 54 1.08 0.00 I. 61 9 . 00 0 . 00 1.61 1.61 0.,w Cl. 04♦ 

=~- 19 2.52 0 . 06 :J ··•2 0 . 65 0.39 I. 2'> 0.97 ". !)~ 0 . 00 

2 17 19 0 18 4 3 6 6 3 0 76 
CNVICR 22 . 37 25.00 9 . 00 23.68 5.26 3.95 7 .8•t 7 . 89 3 . •tr. 0 . 60 4f.t.U(, 

51J.90 48.72 9 . 00 3:1.')6 40.90 !J0 . 00 30.00 4•0.00 37 . !iO 0 . 00 
'l . 14 10 . 22 0.00 9 . 68 2. 15 I. 61 3.2:1 3.23 I . IJ I 0 . 00 

1:1. 89 15.94 0 . 41 21.66 4.09 2.4li 8. 17 6 . 13 :1. :~7 0 . 00 

3 I 8 0 I 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
,\VIOCR !ilJ . 00 9 . 00 0.00 50 . 09 0 . 99 9.00 0.00 9.00 0.•JO 0.00 1.00 

2.94 9 . 00 0 . 00 1.89 0 . 00 9.00 0.00 0.90 0 . ,t0 0 . 00 
IJ.54 0.00 0.00 0 . IJ4 0 . 00 9.00 0.00 0.00 0 . •to 0.00 
0.37 0 . 42 0.01 0 . !J7 0 . II 9.06 0.22 0 . 16 .,.,m 0.00 

4 2 5 I 4 I 0 2 0 0 0 15 
ANVICR 13 . 33 33.33 6.67 26.67 6.67 9.00 13.33 9.00 0 . ,to 0 . 00 8.06 

!i.88 12 . 82 *199. 7 . !J5 10.00 9.00 10.00 9.99 0 . ,.0 0 . 00 
1.08 2 . 69 0.54 2 . 15 0 . 54 9.90 I .01J 0 . 90 0 . ,to 0 . 00 
2.74 3. rn 0.08 4 . 27 0.81 0 . 48 1.61 1.21 0.,:-,r. 0 . 00 

5 6 4 0 13 2 3 6 4 0 0 38 
OTIICRl'1 l!J . 79 19 . 53 9.99 34.21 5.26 7.89 15. 7«> 19.53 0 . IJO 0.90 21J. 4:1 

17.65 10.26 9.90 24 . 53 20.99 84.00 30.90 26.67 0 . ll9 0.00 
3 . 23 2. 15 9 . 00 6.')9 1.08 1.61 3.2!1 2. 1G 0.•J0 0.00 
6 . 95 7 . 97 0 . 20 10 . 83 2.04 1.23 4.e•t 3 . 06 I .63 0.00 

6 5 9 0 12 2 8 3 2 5 0 38 
TECH 13. 16 23.68 8 . 80 31. !JO 5.26 9.80 7 .8•> lJ.26 13. 16 0.00 21J.43 

14.71 23 . 08 0 . 90 22.64 20 . 88 9.00 15.00 13.33 62.!i0 0 . 80 
2.69 4.84 0 . 00 6.-15 1.08 9.00 · 1.61 1.88 2.£,9 0.00 
6.95 7.97 0.20 10.83 2.04 I. 2:1 4.0'> 3.06 1.(,3 0.00 



COUftT Pl. s . PAR VIOL vs. INSTITIITION IOW,\ 11 
Rt)W PCT l'ICOL (CONT.) 
COL PCT QUF.ST(SUD-Q> LEVV( I) vs QUt:ST( SUB-Q> INST' I) V /\I.I) 
TOT PCT S/\111' l / 20 / 119 
EXP V/\L SAl'O'l.F. S IZt: = 6a5 2:J : :; I : ~(, 

QUESTION INSF I) X- ONt; 
QUF:ST I 2 3 4 5 6 7 0 ') Ht 

LF.VV( I) m-1 rn IS MS IUl NC c,: JII IC: co 
X- ONt: TnT,\L 

7 2 .. 0 2 I 0 I) 0 0 0 :; 
Vl,NTilY 41).00 0.01) 0.00 40.1)0 20.00 0.00 0.00 0 . 00 O . •tO 0 . 00 2 . 6') 

!i.88 0 . 0ft 0.00 3 . 77 14L00 0 . 00 0.0!) 0.00 o.,,o 0.00 
1.00 0.0 .. 0 . 00 1.1)8 0.54 0 . 00 0.01) 0 . 00 O . •lO 0 . 00 

•J. 91 I. 0:; 0.03 I . ·•2 0 . 27 0. 16 0. 5 ·~ (). 40 o .:~~ 0.4'0 

TOTAL 34 3C} I !i:1 10 6 2ft rn n 0 106 
18.28 20.97 8.54 2U. ••9 5 . 38 3.23 18. 7!i 0.06 4 .: JO 0 . 00 

EMPlY ROW OR COLUf'tlf 
NI) CU 1- SQU,\RE POSSIBLE 

CU I -SQ SI CN IF I C,\NCE l,EVF.U, FOR '54 DECREF.S OF FRF.EDOl'I 
P( CIII - SCU - 0 . 300 t) . 200 0 . lftl) 0.058 0.925 9 . 1)10 9. 4iO:; 0 . 4Hll 

CHI - SQ = 59 . 01 62 . 54 67 . !i6 71 . 81 76.70 60.:J2 63.52 90 . :17 

COL OPTIONS OLD 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 II 12 
NE\t 2 3 4 5 8 6 7 0 9 18 ~ 



mmn Pl . s. PAR VIOL VS. FrC S,\LIF."T FACTI\ sen IOW/\ ·~ now PCT l'ltOL 
1;,1L PCT QUF$T( SUB- Q) LF:VV< I) VS QUF:ST< SIJJJ- Q) SfS ( I) V/\UI 

T•JT rcT S/\fll' l / 20/ fl'J 
,~ I{)' V /\I. SAnPLE S IZF: = 655 ~ '. I : :i I : :!(, 

QIJF$TION Sl"S ( I) K- ONF: 
OIIF:ST I 2 :1 4 5 6 7 n 9 10 II 

LF:VV( I) 0 2 3 + :. .-, 7 II 9 IO 

X- ONF: TOT/\L 

I 9 .. 8 9 9 3 :I I I 0 I •> 
t;VIOCR 0.90 0.9ft 9.00 0.09 8.99 33 . 3:t 33.3:J 11. II I I. II 0.60 II. 11 5. 4') 

1).90 9 .... 9 . 00 0.1)8 0.98 13 . 04 12.00 5 . RO 4 . 17 0 . 00 ~.67 
0 . 00 0 . 0 .. 9.00 9 . 09 0.99 1.n:1 I . B'.I 0.(,1 0. ,-, , 0.0ft •♦ .<,I 

0 . 11 0.3:J 0.22 0 . !i5 0 . 93 I . 2<, I . :t'l 0 . 9:1 I . '. 12 I. 15 t♦ • 11:! 

2 0 2 I 4 8 19 7 6 16 II 6 71 
t;I-.VICR 0.90 2.82 I. 41 5.63 11.27 14.00 9.86 0.45 22.!i4 15.49 A.45 43 . 2'> 

0.00 33.33 25.90 48.09 47 . 96 43.40 28.0tt :Jft . 29 6(1 . ,,7 r,2 . 3n 4•♦ • 00 
0 . 00 1.22 0.61 2.44 4.88 6. 10 4 . 27 3 . 66 9. ·u, <,. 71 :1. 66 
0.87 2.6ft I. 73 4 .:)3 7.36 9.96 18 . R:! 7.36 10 . :1•> 9 . 09 ~.49 

3 0 .. 0 0 • 8 .. 0 0 8 I I 
,\VIOCR 0.80 9.9ft 9.89 0.90 0.09 0.99 e.0 .. 9.90 0. •let 0 . 98 :t:100 . 0 . 61 

0.09 9.9ft 9.99 0 . e8 9.99 9.90 9.0tt 9 . 00 Ct . t.fO 0.00 l',.67 
0.00 8.9ft 9 . 90 9 . 00 9.ff 9.09 9 . 00 9.90 0 . '"° 0 . 09 IJ. 61 
0 . 01 0.94 9.02 0 . 06 0 . 19 0. 14 9. rn 9 . 10 0. Hi 0 . 13 1}.09 

+ I I I • 2 + 2 9 0 I I I :J 
,\J,VICR 7.69 7 . 69 7.69 9.09 15 . 38 30. 77 115.30 8 . 99 0.1}0 7.69 7 . 69 7.9:J 

80.09 16 . 67 25.99 9 . 09 11 . 76 17 .39 8.0ft 0 . 99 0 . •♦0 4.76 ~.67 
0.61 9.61 8 . 61 9.08 1.22 2.44 · 1.22 9.99 0 .1}0 9.61 0. 61 
0. 16 8.48 9.32 9.79 I. 311 1.82 1.90 1.35 I. '>0 1.66 I. 19 

5 I 2 I 3 IJ I 7 3 3 4 3 33 
OTIICRN 3.93 6.96 3.93 9.09 UL 15 3.93 21.21 9.89 9.ll9 12. 12 •>.99 20. 12 

!J0.99 33.33 2G.99 30.09 29.41 4.35 20 . 0 .. 17.65 12.!i0 19 . 95 20.00 
0.61 1.22 9.61 1.83 3.95 0.61 +.27 1.03 I. n:1 2.44 I . R:J 
0.40 1.21 9.89 2.01 3.42 4.63 5 . 9:) 3.42 4.a:1 4.23 :J.02 

6 • I I 2 2 5 6 7 2 s 3 34 
TECH 0.90 2.94 2.94 G.88 5.88 14. 71 17 . 65 29.59 5.08 14.71 8.82 20.7:J 

0 . 90 16.67 25.99 29.ff 11 . 76 21. 74 2+.e,, 41. IO 0.:1:1 23 . 81 2tJ.00 
0 . 90 9 . 61 9.61 1.22 1.22 a.es . 3 . 66 4.27 I. :!2 :J.95 I . 03 
0.41 1.24 0.83 2 . 07 3.52 4.77 5 . Ill 3.52 4 . •>n 4.35 :J. I I 



COUftT "· s . PAR VIOL vs . FPC !UL I EIIT F ACm sen IOWI\ 12 
Rt)W l'CT l'IIOL (CONT.) 
CtlL PCT QUEST( SUB-QI LF:VV( I) vs QUF.ST( SIJD- Ql SFS I) V /\I.II 
T•IT l'CT 81\111' l / 20/I N 
E1<P V/\L SAffPLE S IZt: = 655 :!: I : :i I : ~<, 

QUESTION SFS ( I) X- ONE 
QIIFST I 2 :, 4 5 ,. 7 n ,, 

10 
U : VVI I) 0 2 :1 4 r. ,. 7 H 9 

X- ONf. 

7 0 9 0 I 0 0 0 0 2 0 
Vl,NTRY 0.00 0 . 0ft 0 . 00 :J:I . 33 0.00 0.00 0.0ft 0 . 00 (,<, . r-,7 0 . 00 

IJ.00 0.0ft 0 . 00 10 . 00 0 . 00 fJ.00 0.00 0 . 00 a . :1:1 0 . 00 
IJ . 00 0.0ft . 0 . 00 0 . 61 0.00 0 . 00 0 . 00 0 . 00 I ., ,, 0 . 00 
IJ.04 0 . 11 0 . 07 0 . 18 0 . 31 0 . 42 0.4h 0 . 31 0. ·f,4 o.ao 

TOTAL 2 6 4 10 17 23 2r. 17 24 21 
1.22 3.66 2.44 6. 10 10 . 37 14.02 15. 2·t• 10 . 37 1,: . . t', :J 12 . 00 

FOR THIS CONTINGENCY TARLE: CHI-SQ = 63. 13 p = 0.3664760 
W.\RN I NG - - ONE OR PIOI\E Of Tilt: CELLS ARE EIV'TY 

f:11 I - SQ SI CN IF I C,\NCE LEVf:I.S FOR 60 DEC REFS Of FRt:EDOH 
PICIII - SQ) = 0.300 9.200 0 . ltt'l 0 . 050 0.025 0.010 0.()0:i fL001 

CHI - SQ = 65 . 31 6'J.02 74 . 28 70 . 74 82.00 07 .t',3 90 . 9'/ 'W . 12 

I I 
IO 

TOT/\1, 

() :1 
•:t . 00 I . 1::1 
•+.00 
1,t . 00 
•+ . :a 

la 1(,4 
'L If► 



OlUl'IT Pl. s. PAR VIOL vs. , ,.sT,\TE OR lmT IOWA 13 
H•JW rcT l'IIOL 
t:•H. l'CT QUEST( SUB-QJ LF:VV( n VS QUF.ST(STJR-QJ STAT• I) VAi .it 
T•ff l'CT ~/\Ill' 1/:!0/ flC) 
EIW V /\I, Sl\l'IPLF: f.lZF. = <,55 2:l: fi I:~(, 

QUF.STION STI\T( n ,C- ONF: 
QIJF.ST I 2 

1.t'. VVI I) YES NO 
){- Ol'lf: T'OT/\1. 

I II I 12 
C.V IOCll 9 I. 67 8.3::J 6.4:i 

6 . 15 14 . 2'> 
!i. 91 8 . a·• 

11.55 8 . 4:, 

2 75 I 76 
f;IWICR '>8.68 I. 32 49.86 

41.99 14. 2') 
40.32 8.fH 
7:). 14 2.116 

3 I I 2 
,\VIOCR 01). 88 H.90 1.08 

0.56 14.2') 
@.54 8.IJ4 
1.92 8 . 97 

.. 15 0 15 
,\J,VICR *199. e.ttC) 8.06 

8.38 •• 9C) 
8.86 9.90 

14 . 44 9.56 

5 35 3 38 
OTIICRPI 92. 11 7.89 28.4:t 

l'>.55 42.M 
18 . 82 I. 61 
36.57 I. 43 

6 37 I 38 
T'f:CR 97.37 2.6:) 28. ♦:J 

20.67 14.2'> 
l'>.89 9.fH 
36 . 57 I . 4:J 



OlUl'fT Pl . S. PAR V I OL VS . I NST,\'rE OR NOT 
ll•>W PCT 
Ctll. PCT QUEST( SUB- Q> LEVV( I) VS Qllt:ST( SIJR-(l) 
Tiff l'CT 
l•: l{P VAL St\l'IPLE SIZE = 655 

QUEST I 
u :vv, I) YF.S 

>C- ONE 

7 5 
VLNTIIY :~100 . 

:! . 79 
:! . 69 
•t•. n1 

TOTAL 179 
'>6 . 24 

QUEST ION STAT~ I) >C- ONE 
:! 

NO 

~ 

0 . 0•t 
9 . O•~ 
9. O•~ 
9 . • • , 

7 
3.76 

TOTAi. 

5 
2 . 6') 

186 

IOWA 1:1 
PIIOL ( CONT.) 

STAF I) V/\1 .11 

FOR 1111S CONTINGENCY TABLE: CRI - SQ = 16.46 P = 0 . 0 I 14-1156 
W.'\llN I NG - - ONE OR NOHE OF TIit: CELLS AllE El'IPTY 

CHI - SQ SI Gft IF I C.\NCE LEVELS FOR 6 DEGREES OF FREEDOM 
P(Ctll - SCU ·· 0 . 390 tt . 200 0 . ltt0 0.950 0.020 0.t-tl0 0.c+o5 tt . 001 

CHI - SQ = 7 . 23 8.56 10 . 61J 12.60 14.49 16 . ao 10 . :.0 ~2 . 46 



OlUftT l'I. s. PI\R VIOi~ vs. Fllt<:::T PAROLF. OR lmT IOWI\ M 
llttl'i l'CT 1'1101. 
C•II . l'CT QUl':."T( SUH- Q> LF.VV( I ) vs QUf.ST( SIJB- 0) Fll~T( I) V/\1.n 

T•ff l'<:T f;I\IU' l / 20 / ll'} 

l~l(I' V 1\1. Sl\l'IJ>LE SIZF. = (,55 :~: J: :; I : ~<, 
QUESTION 1-IL~T• I ) ,c-orn: 

QUEST I :! 
Lt~VV( I) YF:S N•'l 

){- ONE TOTI\!. 

I 9 :) 12 
r,v IOCI\ 7!; . 90 25 . IN 6. 4•:i 

:t . 92 6.ll:! 
·1.81 I . <d 
'}.81 2 . I'> 

2 63 l:J 76 
C.NV ICI\ fJ:! . 89 17. 11 49.86 

•II . 45 38 . :H 
:J:J. 87 6 . '>'> 
6:!. I I 13 . 0'} 

3 2 ~ 2 
,\VIOCI\ *100 . 9.0',J I. 00 

I. 32 9. ftll 
1.08 ft . ft~ 
I . 6:1 0.:t7 

4 12 3 15 
ANVICR OIJ . 90 29.0',J 8.06 

7.89 8 . 82 
6 . 45 I. 61 

12.26 2.74 

5 36 2 30 
OTIICRN 9-t.74 11.26 29.4:J 

2:J.68 5.08 
l'>.35 1.08 
31 . 05 6. '>!i 

6 26 12 30 
TT.en 60.42 31.58 29.4:l 

17 . 11 35 . 2'> 
l:J. 98 6 ·. -t!i 
:H . 05 6 . '}:, 



COU1'T "'. s . p J\R VIOL vs. F lflST PAROLE OR noT 
ROW PCT 
c,n. PCT QUEST{ SUB- Q) u :VV( I) vs QUF.ST( SU8- U) 
T•>T rcr 
EXP Vi\L Si\l'fl'U: S 17.F. = 655 

QUESTION FIL'>T• I) K- ONF: 
QUl•:ST I 2 

Lt: VV( I) YES Nt) 
K- ONF. TOT/\1. 

7 4 I 5 
VLNTllY R'l . 80 28 . fl•l 2 . 69 

2. 6:J 2 . •• ·• 
2 . 15 0. !H 
·•· 0') 0 . '}I 

TOTJ\L 152 :H 186 
RI. 72 18.28 

IOWJ\ 
l'IIOI. 

FRST~ I) Vi\1.1' 
Si\r-11' 

14 
(CONT . ) 

I /20 / II') 
~: 1: a. I : ~<, 

FOR THIS CONTINGENCY TAHU: : CHI - SQ : 9. 73 r = o. 13<,5306 
W.'\RN I NG -- ONE OR HOI\E OF TIii~ CELI.S AllE El'IPTY 

CH I - SQ SIGN I Fl C.\NCE I.F.Vf.LS FOR 6 DEGREES or FREEDOM 
P<CHI - SQ> = 0 . :l00 4L280 0. lfttJ 0.058 9.025 8.fJl0 8 . 005 0 . 001 

CHI - SQ = 7 . 2:l 8.56 10 . <,tJ 12.68 14.40 16 . :V> I0.50 :.!2 . 46 



mmn Pl. s. PI\R VIOL VS. ffllS SF.RVF.D. CURRF.NT IO\o/1\ I:; 
l\t)W rr.T l'IIOL 
1;,n. rcT QUEST( SUB-Q) LEVV( I) v•~ . .. QUF.ST<SIJ0- 0) tlOSV~ I) V/\1.11 

T•IT l'CT S/\111' l/20/ UI) 

f•'. l{)' V/\L SI\HPLF. S 17.F. = <,a5 2:1::;1 :~(, 
QUESTION tlOSV~ I) K- ONf. 

QUf.ST I 2 3 4 5 6 7 n ') 10 II 12 13 
LF:VV< I) 0-2.3 > 2. ·• >3 . 6 >4.n >6.0 :•7 . 2 >O . -~ > 9. ,, > 10 . H > 12 >24 >411 > I)(, 

X- ONt: TOT.'\L 

I 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 4 4 .. 0 12 
cv1ocn IJ.00 0.0tt 0.00 0 . IJ0 0.00 'l.00 16.67 16.67 0 . 1)0 :1:1. 3:) 33 . :)3 6 . 00 0 . 60 6. •t-a 

IJ.00 0 . 0tt 0 . 00 0. 1-t0 0.00 1) . 00 28.57 20 . 57 0. 1)() 7. 14 ·• . 52 0. CIO 0.00 
IJ.00 0 . 0tt 0 . 00 0.,,0 0.00 (J . 00 1.0n 1.00 0.t•IO 2. la :~. la 0 . 00 0.00 

'·'· 19 0.6li 0 . 84 0 .(,5 0 . 04 CJ. :12 0. 4!i 0.4a 0 . ·1-:i :1 . f, I =~- 71 0. Tl 0 . 0(, 

2 2 3 6 4 9 I :I 2 2 26 14 3 I 76 
C.NVICI\ 2.63 3.95 7.89 5.26 11 . 84 1.32 3. 9!i 2.63 2. ,-.:1 :14 . 21 HI. 42 3 . 9!i I. 32 40.06 

6'>.67 30.01t 46. 15 40.1t0 69.23 21J.00 42.8f, 20 . 57 21L!i7 4<,. 4:J :1:1. :J:I 2a . Ott :t: ICHt. 
1.08 I. 61 3 . 23 2. 15 4 . R4 'l . 54 I. 61 1.00 I. 11H 1:1.«.n 7. 5:1 I . (,I 0.a4 
I. 23 4.0'> 5.31 4 . ~9 5.31 2 . 04 2. o,, 2.06 2 . ;J(, 22.1111 17 . H, 4.'Ht 0 . 41 

3 0 9 8 0 0 0 It 8 0 8 2 0 0 2 
,\VIOCI\ (J.80 8.89 8.80 0.IJ0 8.08 0.08 8.00 0.88 0 . 1to 0.00 :1:100. 0. Ott 8 . 00 1 . @n 

CJ.00 0 . 4Ut 8.00 0 . 1}0 0 . 00 (J.00 0.0tt 0.00 0. 1-10 0 . 00 ·• · 76 Ct . 00 8.00 
IJ.00 0.01f 8 . 08 0.1J0 0.08 0 . 80 8.0tt 0 . 80 0 . 1.-H 0 . 00 1 . 00 0.0ft 0.00 
1,t.03 0. 11 8. 14 0. II 0. 14 0.05 8.07 9.07 o . ,t7 0.,,0 If. 45 0 . 1:1 0.01 

4 I 0 I I I 2 0 I 2 3 2 0 15 
,\"VICR 6.67 9.00 6.67 6.67 6.67 13.33 •• 90 6.67 6.~7 13.33 21l.00 13 . :1:1 9.00 O . IJ6 

3:1. 33 8.8ft 7.69 19.00 7.69 41J.08 0.80 14.29 14 . :~9 :1. 57 7 . 14 16 . 67 0.00 
IJ.54 8.8ft 0.54 0 . !J4 8.54 1.08 8.0ft 0.'54 0 . !,4 1.00 I. 61 1 . 00 0.00 
ft.24 9.01 1.95 0.81 1.95 0.49 - 8.5'1 9.56 , • . !'i(, 4 . 52 :J.3? 0 . '>7 0 . 011 

5 • 3 3 2 • I I 9 2 12 0 " 0 :JR 
OTIICrut ft . 90 7 . 81) 7 . 89 5.26 0.09 2.63 2.6:J 8.89 5.26 31 . 50 21 . 0a 15. 7•> 9.90 20.43 

1,t . 90 30.9ft 23 . 98 29.IJ0 0.98 2~.99 14.2'> 8.90 2U.!i7 21 . 43 I'>. 0a 50 . 0ft 9 . 00 
IJ . 90 I. 61 I. 61 l.@8 0.00 1).54 9.5•1 9.00 1 . 1,n 6.45 ·•· 30 :1 . 2:J 0 . 00 
ft.61 2.04 2.66 2.tl4 2.66 1.02 I. 4:J I. 4:1 I . -1-:1 11 . 44 a.an 2.4li 0.20 

6 9 2 3 3 3 I I 2 2 I I 9 0 :)8 
TECH tl.90 5.26 7.89 7.89 7 . 89 2 . 63 2.6:1 5.26 5 . :~6 20 . 95 2 :1. 60 2.6:J 9.00 20 .·l-:J 

IJ.00 20.0tt 23.08 30 . @0 2:1 . 90 2~ . 99 14. 2'> 20.57 20. !i7 19 . 64 21 . 4:1 n. :J:1 0.00 
1:t . 00 1.88 1.61 I. 61 1 . 61 IJ . 54 9.5·• 1.00 1.1m 5 . 91 ·•. 04 0. a•I 9 . 00 
CJ . 61 2 . 94 2.66 2.tM 2.66 1.02 I. 4:J 1.43 I . -1:1 11 . 44 U.50 ~ . 4a 0. 2JI 



COlfflT "· s. Pi\R VIOL vs. NOS Sf.RVF.P, CURRENT IOWI\ I:; 
ROW PCT 1'1101. ( OINT.) 
c,n. PCT QUEST< SUD- Ql LF.VV< I) vs QUt:8T< SUD- QI PIOSV~ I ) V /\I.II 
Tl)T l'C:T SMII' l / 2(1 / 11'> 
El(I' Vi\L Si\l'fPLE SI ZF. = ,. r,5 ::!:I ::; I : ~<, 

QUESTION MOSV~ I) X-ONE 
QlffST I 2 3 4 5 6 7 n <) 10 II 1 :? 1:1 

U :VV( I) 0 - 2 . :l > 2 . ·• >3 . 6 > ·•· n >6 . 0 >7 . 2 >O. ,J ) 9 . ,, > to . II > 12 >24 > 411 >'H, 
X- ONE TOT.'\L 

7 0 2 0 0 0 0 ., 0 0 I 2 It 0 5 
VLNTllY 1) . 00 40 . 01l 0.00 0 . •J0 0 . 00 0 . 00 0.00 0.00 o . •>o 20.00 ·J•l . 00 ().00 0 . ftO 2 J ,9 

IJ . 00 20 . 01l 0 . 00 0 . •J0 0.00 0 . oct 0 . 00 0.00 0 . 1)0 I . 79 ·• . 7(, . 0 . 00 6.00 
•J.00 1.011 0 . 00 0 . 1}0 0 . 00 0 . 00 0 . 01l 0 . 00 o .,w 0.:i4 I . 0U 0 . 00 0 . 00 
tl . 08 0.27 0.35 o .:!.7 0 . :ta 0. 1:1 0 . I') 0 . 19 0 . I') I . :i l l . 1:1 0 . :1:! 0 . 0:1 

TOTI\J, 3 If t 13 10 13 5 7 7 7 :i6 42 I·• HJ6 
1.61 5 . 30 6.99 5.:JO 6.99 2.69 3. 71, 3.76 :1.7<, :10. 11 2:! . 511 , • . 4 :i 0.:i4 

FOR 1111S CONTINGENCY TA.BU:: (; ff I - SQ = 71.29 r = O . :iOl:1') 4 1 
W.'\HN ING - - ONE OR PIOllE OF TUE CELLS I\JlE El'IPTY 

CHI-SQ S ICN IF IC,\NCE I.EVf.LS ..-C)R 72 DEGREES OF FREEDOH 
P<CIII-SO> = 0 .:100 ll.200 0. lll0 0.050 0.025 ..... Ct 0 . • ,os 0 . 001 

CHI - SQ = 77 . r: :; HI .90 67 . 6 :J 92.46 96 . 66 102.••a 105 . 6H I t:I. :In 

COL OPTIONS 01.1) 2 3 4 :i 6 7 0 9 10 II 12 13 14 
NE\J 2 3 •I 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 I !I 



OllJl'fT l'f . s . r/\R VIOL vs . ffllS SF:RVF,D Sl"CE M IOW/\ I(, 

n,,w l'CT l'IIOI. 
Ctll . l'<:T QUEST( SIJO- Q) LF.VV( I) vs OUF.ST< sun- m ~V< I) V/\1.H 
T•IT l'C:T S/\111' I / 20 / B') 

F. 1(1' V/\1, S/\l'fPLf: SIZf: = Mia ~'. l: !i I :~, , 

~UE:STION TOSV' I ) >C-ONI•: 
QUEST 2 :J 4 r, 6 

U~VV( I) 1)- 12 13-:H 25- :J<, :17-411 4?- 72 73+ 
X- ONf. TOT/\L 

I) 0 0 I 0 2 
r,v1ocn 5•J.00 8. ff•J 0.00 0 . 00 58 . 00 8 . 00 3 . 2!l 

:J . !J:J 0.0•t 8 . 00 0 . 80 25.tJO 8 . 88 
I. 61 0.ff•t 0.00 0 . 00 I. 61 0 . 00 

•J . 97 0. •m 0 . 19 0 . I 3 0.13 0.09 

2 13 II 2 2 2 0 30 
CNVICH 4:J.33 36.67 6 . 67 6 . 67 6 . 67 0 . 00 40. !J') 

,, :1. 33 73. 3 :J 33.3:l !i0.80 50.00 0.80 
2•).97 17. 7., 3 . 23 3.23 3 . 2:J 0 . 00 
M . 52 7 . 26 2 . 90 1.94 I. 'J4 1.45 

3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
.\VIOCR 't . 88 8 . 00 8 . 00 8.90 9 . 00 •••• 0.00 

1).80 0. 01) 8 . 00 0.00 8 . 00 •••• 
tJ . 00 0 . 0tJ 9 . 00 0 . 90 8 . 00 0 . 08 
•:t.80 • • ttl) 8 . 00 0.80 8 . 00 0 . 80 

4 4 • I • • I 6 
,\"VICR 66 . 67 9 . 00 16 . 67 0.00 9.09 16 . 67 9 . 60 

I :J. 33 0 . 00 16.67 8.98 0 . 08 33.33 
6 . 45 0 . ff0 1.61 8 . 00 0 . 08 1.61 
2 . 90 I ..• ,, 0 . 58 0.39 8.:J9 0.29 

5 4 I 3 8 I I 10 
OTIICRl'I 41).00 19. 0ft 38 . 00 0.00 10.00 10.ff 16 . 13 

1:1. 33 6.67 58 . 88 0 . 08 25.08 33 . 33 
6.45 I. 61 4 . 84 8.00 1.61 1.61 
·• . fl4 2.42 0.97 0.65 8.65 ' 8.48 

6 8 :J 8 2 8 I 14 
TECH !l7 . 14 21.4:J 8.80 14.29 0 . 00 7. 14 22.50 

26 . 67 20 . 00 8.00 !i0 . 00 8 . 00 33.33 
12 . 90 4 . 04 0.00 3.23 0 . 00 1.61 
~.77 3 . !l'J I. 35 0.90 0 . '}0 0.68 



COUNT l'I . s. P/\R VIOL vs . l'IOS SERVED SINCE 14 
R1)W PCT 
Cf ►L PCT QUEST( SUB- Q> LF.VV( I) vs QUF.ST(SIJB-Ol 
TOT l'CT 
EXP V/\L SAPIPLE SIZE = 655 

QUESTION TilSV•: I) K-ONf. 
QUF.ST I 2 

LEVV( I) •-t - 12 13- :H 
X- ONt: 

7 0 0 
VLNTI\Y ~ . 00 0 . 01} 

1-t . 00 0 . 01,t 
1} . 00 0 . I-ti} 
1}. 00 0 . 0~ 

TOT/\L 30 l!i 
48 . 39 24 . ..• 

EMPTY ROW OR COLU!ffl 
NO CH 1- SQU,\RE POSS IRLE 

3 
25 -:J<, 

0 
0 . 00 
0 . 00 
0.00 
0 . 00 

6 
9.6B 

4 
:J7 - 40 

0 
0 . 00 
0.00 
0 . 00 
0.00 

4 
6.45 

5 
4') - 72 

0 
0.00 
0 . 00 
0.00 
0 . 1)0 

4 
6.45 

TOSV( 

6 
73 ♦ 

0 
0.00 
0.00 
0 . 00 
0.00 

3 
4 . 84 

IOW/\ 
l'IIOL 

I) V/\1 II 
!->/\Iii' 

"ffiT/\1. 

0 
O . f/0 

62 

CHI - SQ S ICN IF IC,\NCE LF.VF.LS FOR 30 DEGI\EES OF FllF:EDOH 
P<CRI -SQ ► = 0 . :J00 lf.200 0 . ICJ~ 0.050 0 . 025 0 . 6 Ht 0.00:-i 

CIII - SQ " 3 :J . 50 :If, . 20 40 . :JI} 43.00 47.00 50.'}0 53 . 70 

COL OPTIONS OLD 2 3 4 fi 6 7 8 9 18 II 12 13 
NE lt 2 3 4 5 5 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 

' 

I<, 
(CONT.) 

I / 20 / 11') 
2 : J : r; I : 2(, 

0 . 001 
a9 . 7tt 



mmrr l'I . s . r1\R VIOL vs. ,\GF. fit CURR OFFF.NSF: IOW/\ 17 
H•)W rcT l'IIOL 
,;, )l, rcT QUF$T( SUR-Q) LEVV( I) vs QUF.ST< SIJR- 0.) /\GF.O~ I) V /\1.0 

T•IT l'CT SAi ll' l / ~0 / 11') 
r,: 1(1' VAL S/\l'WLf. SI Zf: = ,,;,a ~ : I : " I : ~<, 

{IIJf:STION I\CF:O•· I) ,c- orn: 
QUl-:ST I 2 :J 4 5 ,, 7 (I 9 I 0 11 12 1~ 

LF:VVI I) •l- 17 IO 19 20 21 2~ 2:, 24- 2 !; 2<, ·- :!7 ~11- 2') :Jt:l-:14 3!i - :1•> 40+ 
X- ONF: TOT!\L 

0 I 8 1 8 0 I I 0 I 0 0 6 
CV IOCll tl . 80 16.67 8 . 00 16 . 67 8.00 0.00 16.67 16.67 16 . r,7 0 . 00 fl', . 67 0.00 4t.00 4 . ')2 

tf . 00 9 . 0') 0 . 00 7 . 14 0.00 0.~o 9 . 0') 12.!i0 Io . •♦O 0.00 a . :,:, 0 . 00 0 . 00 
t} . 80 0.82 0.80 0 . H2 0.00 fJ . 00 0.0:~ 0 . 112 o . a:~ 0 . 00 tt . 112 0 . 00 0 . Oct 
fJ . 0') 0. 5 •1 0. 5') () . ft? 0.54 0. :J9 0. 5 ·• 0 . :J') 0 . ·I•'' 0.44 , • . 51) o .:M 0 . :14 

2 I 4 7 8 3 3 .. 4 3 3 5 3 3 !i I 
r;i,vu:n 1.96 7 . 84 13 . 73 15.69 5.88 II . OH 7.8·1 7.04 r..nn ti . 110 •J.8-:) 5 . 00 5 . IIR 41 . 30 

!iCJ.90 36.36 58 . 33 57 . 14 27 . 27 37.59 36.36 59 . 00 30 . t-)0 3:J . :1:J •11.67 42 . llt, 42 . 116 
IJ . 82 3 . 28 5 . 74 6 . !i6 2 . 46 2 . 46 3 . 20 3.20 2 . ·H, 2.4(, ·I . 10 2 . 4<, 2. 4f, 
tl . 84 4 . 61t 5 . 02 5.85 4.68 3 . 3♦ 4.60 3.:J4 4. 10 :, . 76 !; . 02 2 . ,,:, 2. •):J 

3 0 .. 8 8 0 0 ., 0 0 1 0 0 0 I 
,\VIOCR 13 . 00 8.0 .. 8.90 8 . fJ9 9 . 08 0.80 0.90 0.90 0 . tJff :f:100 . IJ . 90 0 . 00 0 . fHt 9 . 82 

t:J . 00 9 . ... 0.ee 0 . 130 0.00 0 . 90 9.00 0 . 08 0 . 1•)0 II . II IJ . 90 o. cut 0 . 00 
't . 90 9 .... 9 . 00 9 . 130 9.90 0.00 0 . 00 0 . 00 o . ,,0 0 . 02 tl. 00 0.00 0.00 
13 . 02 0 . 0') 9 . 09 0 . 11 0 . 99 0 . 06 0.0'> 0 . 06 o .•,n 0.07 tJ. 09 0 . 0.-, 0.06 

4 9 I I 0 I I 1 I 0 9 2 It I 9 
,\l'1VICR 0 . ff II . 11 I I. II 9.09 I I. II 11. II I I. II I I. II 0.tlO 0 . 00 2 :! . 22 0 . 0,t 1 I. I I 7 .~n 

0.90 9.09 8.33 0.09 9.09 12 . 59 9 . 0') 12.50 0. •l~> 0.00 lft . f,7 0.01) 14.29 
IJ.90 0 . 82 9 . 02 0.09 9 . 82 0 . 02 0.82 9 . 82 C). tl0 0 . 00 I . 64 0. 01) 0 . 02 
c:t. 15 0 . 81 0 . 89 I. IJ3 9 . 81 0.59 0 . 01 0 . 59 0 . ·74 o.,,6 tJ . II? 0 . !i2 0 . 52 

5 I I 4 2 3 2 3 I 2 3 2 2 9 26 
omcRN 3 . 85 3.85 15.38 7.69 11 . 54 7.69 11. IH 3.85 7.ft9 11. 54 7 . 69 7 . 6'J 0.00 21.~)I 

!JtJ.99 9 . 0') 33 . 33 14 . 29 27.27 2!J.00 27.27 12 . 59 20.•t0 :J:t. :J:t 16 . 67 20.!H 0.09 
tJ . 02 0 . 82 3.28 1.64 2 . 46 1.64 2.46 0 . 02 I. 6 4 2.46 1.64 I . 6•1 0.09 
IJ.43 2 . 3 •1 2.56 2.'J8 2 . 34 I. 70 2. 3·1 I. 79 2 . 1:J 1.92 2.56 I . 4'J I. 49 

6 9 4 9 3 4 2 2 I ♦ 2 2 2 2 28 
TECH 0.99 14 . 29 9 . 99 19 . 71 14.29 7 . 14 7.M 3 . 57 14 . 29 7 . 14 7. 14 7 . l·I 7 . 14 22 . •J!J 

0 . 90 36 . 36 0 . 99 21. ·13 36.36 2!J . 99 18. lff 12 . 50 40 . tfff 22 . 22 16.67 20 . 57 28 . 57 
ct.00 3 . 2R 9 . 09 2. ·16 3 . 28 1.64 I. 6•1 0 . 02 a. :~n I. 64 1.64 I . 6•J I. 64 
IJ . 46 2 . 52 2 . 75 :1 . 21 2 . 52 1.0♦ 2 . 52 I .II♦ 2 . :ao 2 . 07 2.75 I. 61 1.61 



COlfflT "· s . P/\R VIOL vs . /\CF. Ill! CURR OffE,.SE IOl-11\ 17 
Jt1JW PCT l'IIOL (CONT . ) 
t;•)L l'CT Qlfl".ST< SUfl- U. ) LEVV< I) vs QUl·:ST( SIJB- C\) /\GEO< I ) V/\1.11 
TOT l'CT 81\111' I / 2'1/11') 
t-: l(P VI\L SI\KPLF. SI ZF. = ,}aa :! : t : rt I : ~<, 

m,1-:s-r10N I\C;EO< I ) K- ONt-: 
Qllf.ST I 2 :t 4 5 6 7 ll ') rn I I I., 1:1 

Lt:VV< I) 0-17 in I') :!0 21 2~ 2:1 24- 2~ '..!(, - :!.7 ~II ·- ~•) 31l-:14 3'.t -:1•) 40+ 
x- orn: TOT.\L 

7 0 .. 0 0 0 0 .. 0 0 0 0 It I 
VLNTRY 1} . 00 0 . 0ft 0.00 0 , 1}0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0 . 00 n,1,tO t). 00 ll . 00 0 . .... *100 . 0.a'..! 

1}.00 0 . 0ft 0 . 00 0 . 1110 0 . 00 0 . 00 0.00 0.00 O . llO 0 . 00 1,t,OO 0 . 00 14 . 29 
•~.00 0 . 0ft 0 . 00 o . 1J0 0 . 00 0.00 9.00 0 . 00 0 . l•l~) 0 . 00 1) . 00 0.00 0.U'..! 
l} .02 0 . 0') 0 . 0') 0 . 11 0.09 0 . 06 8 . 0•, 0 . 06 0 . 011 0.07 •>.O') O . OfJ 0.0(, 

TOTI\L 2 11 12 14 II 8 I I ll I() ') 12 7 7 1•>? 
1.64 9 . 92 9 . 84 11. ·Hl 9.02 6.56 9.0:! 6 . :;,, 11 .:!. ' I 7.:IO •) . 114 a . 7 •1 5 . 74 

FOR TIIIS CONTINGENCY TARLF.: cm-so = (Hi.96 I' = 0.? I 11:1<,26 
W.\I\N INC -- ONE on HOJ\E or TIIE CELLS 1\1\E El'IPTY 

CHI-SQ S ICN Ir IC,\NCE LEVF.LS FOR 72 DEGREF..S OF FREED<>rl 
P<Clfl - SO) = e . :m0 tt.200 0 . lff0 0 . 050 0.0:m 9.010 0 . oor. 0 . 001 

CHI - SQ = 77.U5 Ill . 90 87.63 92.46 96 . 116 182 .1}8 105 . (,II I 1:J. :m 

COL OPTIONS 01.D 2 3 4 5 6 7 e 9 18 II 12 13 14 15 
Nt: W 2 3 4 5 6 7 e 9 10 I I 12 1:1 1:1 1:1 



OlUflT "· s. Pi\R VIOL vs. I\CF: 411 PI\ROLF. IOU/\ Hl 

n, "" rCT l'l:C ►I. 
,;,u. l'CT Qtw$T( SIJR-Q) LF.VV( I) vs QUF.ST( SUR-Q) i\CF.P( 1) V/\1.0 
T•IT l'CT S/\111' 1/20/ 11? 
F: l{I' V/\L s "tW l. F. Sl7.F. = 6rt5 :!:t =~I : :..!f, 

mJt:STION I\CEI'• I) K-ONf. 
OIIF:ST 2 3 4 5 6 7 n 9 rn 11 

l.f.VVI I ► •-t-1? 20 21 22 2:J 2•1-- 2:i 2(, - 27 20- 2•, !IO - :M :1:; - :1•, 40+ 
>C- ONf. TOTI\L 

I 0 2 0 2 2 I 0 11 
f:VIOCR •-t.00 18. Ill 0.00 9 . •J9 IR. 18 18. IU 9 . 0') 9.0'} '} . I•)') ?.09 ~ . 00 6 . 7'} 

IJ.00 22.2:~ 0.00 5 . •J0 16.67 6.67 6.2!i 9 . 09 4- . 7ft 11. II •-t.00 
•J.00 I. 2:J 0 . 00 o . r.2 1.23 I . 2!1 0. <,:! 0.62 0 . •,:! 0 . (,2 ••.00 
... . 41 0.61 I. 15 I . :1<, 0.01 2.04 1.0') 0.75 I . ·t<I O. 6 I l,t. 7a 

2 3 4 s 14 4 I :J ,. 6 4 3 6 ,,o 
f:NVICR .... 41 5 . 88 7.35 20 . !i'> 5.88 19. 12 8.0:! 0.02 5.:m 4.41 fl.02 41 . ')II 

!i•l . 80 44.44 2'>.41 70.IJ0 33.33 +:J.33 37.50 54.55 I'> . •♦ !i :1:1. :1:1 r,., . sa 
1.85 2.47 3 . 09 0.64 2.47 8.02 3 . 70 :1. 70 2.-1-7 I .115 :1. 70 
2.52 3.78 7. 14 U.·Ht 5.04 12.59 6. 7:! 4.62 U. :11 :1.70 ·1-.62 

3 8 0 0 8 8 0 ., 0 0 0 
,\VIOCR ~ . 00 8.0ft 9.00 0.~0 0.00 0.80 9.00 9.00 *IO•l. 0.00 l,t. 04t 0. ,,:! 

~.00 8.8ft 8 . 00 0 . IJ0 0.08 0.00 8.00 0.00 4.76 0.00 .... 04t 
IJ.00 0.0ft 8.00 0.IJ0 0 . 00 ~.00 0.00 0.00 0 . ,,:~ 0 . 00 •t.00 
IJ.04 0.06 0. 10 0 . 12 0.07 0. 19 0.0') 0.06 0. 1:1 0.06 •t.06 

4 8 1 1 1 • 4 I 9 !.! 0 I 11 
,\NVICR 1).00 9.0 .. 9.09 9 . ~9 0.00 36.36 9.8'} 0.00 Ill. Ill 0.00 9.09 <,. 7'} 

~.80 I I. II 5.88 5 . ~0 0.08 13.33 6.2!i 0.00 CJ.!i2 0.00 '}. 09 
IJ.00 9.62 0.62 0.62 0.09 2.47 9.62 0.00 I . :~:I 0.00 .... 62 
•-t.41 0.61 I. 15 I. !l6 0 . 01 2.04 1. 0') 0.75 I . •t•:I 0. <, 1 IJ.75 

5 I I 7 1 4 5 ·• 2 5 4 0 :H 
f)lllCRM 2.94 2.94 28.G'> 2.94 11. 76 14. 71 11. 76 (J.00 14 . 71 11.76 ~.80 20. '}'} 

16 . 67 I I. II 41. 18 5.~0 33.33 16.67 25.01-t 10. Ill 2:s. a1 44.44 IJ.00 
IJ . 62 0.62 4.32 0 . 62 2.47 3.99 2.47 I. 2:J 3. •t<J 2.47 IJ.00 
1.26 1.8'> 3.57 4.20 2.52 6.30 3.3,, 2.:ll 4. ·• I 1.09 2.31 

6 2 I 4 3 2 5 ·• 2 6 I 3 33 
Tf.CII 6.06 3.03 12. 12 9 . 1}9 6.06 IIJ. 15 12. 12 6.06 18. Ill 3.0:t 9.89 20.:17 

:J:J.33 II . II 23.53 15.IJ0 16.67 16 . 67 25.01-t IO. 10 211.:;7 I I. 11 27.27 
1.23 0.62 2.47 I . fl5 1.23 3.09 2.47 1.23 :I. ·70 0.62 I. n:; 
I. 22 I. 03 3 . 46 4.1}7 2.44 6. 11 3.2(, 2 . 24 4.:.m I. n:1 2.24 



COUllT "· s. rAR VIOL vs. AGE ~ PAROLF. IOWf'I IO 
ROW rcT 1'1101. (CONT . ) 

CtJI. rcT OUF$T< sun- o, LEVV( I) vs QUt~ST< SIJB-Ql AGEP( I) Vf'II.U 
Tt.rr 1'4~T S/\111' I / :~O / U') 

El(P Vf'IL. Sf'll'fPLF. SIZE = 655 '.~:I : :; I : :~<, 
QIJF.STION f'l(;tJ'( I l K- ONF. 

OIJEST I 2 :J 4 5 6 7 H ') 10 11 
U :VV( I ) 0 - 19 2ft 21 22 23 2-i - 2r, 26-27 28-29 :10 -: 11 :i:. - :1') 40+ 

X- ONI-: TOTf'II. 

7 () .., 0 0 0 I .. 0 2 0 ·• VLNTRY 1) . 00 0 . 0-. 0.00 0 . IJ0 0.00 2!J . 00 0.00 0 . 00 ~;o . ,to 0.00 2:t . 00 2.47 
,, . 00 0.0ft 0 . 00 ., . 1)0 0.00 :J. :J:J 0.0•• 0 . 0t, 9 . !i!! 0.00 '} . 0') 
~.00 0.0ft 0 . 00 0 . •J0 0.00 IJ.62 0.00 0.00 I . :!:I 0 . 00 , ... <,2 
IJ . 15 0.22 0 . 42 0 . ·l·'J 0 . :10 0.74 0. ♦.., 0.27 0 . i,2 0.22 ,,. . 27 

TOTAL 6 '} 17 20 12 30 16 11 :~ I 9 11 162 
3 . 70 5.56 10 . ♦9 12 . :m 7. ♦ l 18.52 9.0U 6.79 12. '}(, 5 . il6 ', . 79 

FOR nus CONTINGEftCY TABLE : CRJ-SQ = 52.08 p = o. 75<,<,:.:rn 
W.\l\lf I NG -- ONE Oil PIOIIE ot' THE f:ELLS ARE El'IPTY 

CHI-SQ SICNIF I CANCE LF.VF.lS FOR 60 DEGREES or FREEOOrl 
P< CHI - SQ) = 0 . 300 ft . 200 0. lft0 0.050 0.025 8.ttlO e.00r, 0.001 

CHI-SQ = 65.31 6'}.02 74.2tJ 70.74 82.00 87 .6!l 90 . 97 'HL 12 

COi, OPT IOftS OLD 2 3 4 B 6 7 8 9 10 II 12 13 14 la 
NEW I 2 !) 4 5 6 7 0 9 10 I I I I 11 



COUftT ti. s. P/\R VIOL vs. /\Gf. fl' 1ST COl'fl'IITIIF.NT TOW/\ I 'l 
ll•JW rcT l'IIOL 
1:0I . l'CT QUEST(SUll- Ql LF.VV< I) vs OUf.ST( SIJR-Ql /\GF. l ( I) V /\I.I) 

T•ff l'Cf !--/\111' l / 20 / U? 

E l{I' V/\1. S/\l'IPLE SIZF. :: 655 :>.: 1: ;, 1 : :!(, 

QllF:STION /\CF. I ' I) K- ONF. 
QIIF:ST 2 :I 4 5 (, 7 fl I) 14t 

1,r.vv, I) I:,- 17 Ill 19 24-t 21 22 2:J 2 ~· ~ !'i -:~ ,, :w.-
,C- ONt: 1'lT/\L 

I 0 2 I I I 0 0 0 6 6 
CV I OC.ll tJ.00 33 . 3:l 16.67 16. 67 16.67 0.00 0.0tt 0 . .,.,, "' ',-,7 0 . 00 7 . 14 

tJ . Off 18. 18 16 . 67 II. 11 II . II 0.00 0.01) 0.00 n . :1:1 0 . 00 

•t . 00 2 . 30 I. 19 I . 19 I. 19 0.00 0.00 9.00 I . I') 0 . 00 
•t. 14 0. 7'> 0. 4:1 0 . 64 0 . 64 1.00 0 . 21 0.57 0. :I(, 0 . 71 

2 I 3 3 4 5 0 I 2 4 2 3:J 
C"VICR 3 . 03 9.0'> 9 . 09 12. 12 rn . rn 24.24 3.0:l 6 . 06 12 . 1 :! ,, . 6(, :J'). 2'> 

5•J . 00 27.27 50.00 44 . 44 55.56 57. 14 33.3:1 25 . 00 :1:1. :1:1 20.00 
I. 19 3 . 57 3.57 4 . 76 5.95 9 . 52 I . 1 •> 2.:m 4 . 7<, 2.:111 
IJ.79 4.32 2.:J6 3 . !H 3 . 54 5.50 I . 111 :I . 14 4 .7 1 :1 . 1, :1 

3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 
,\VIOCR IJ . 00 0.0ft 8 . 00 0 . IJ0 8.00 8.00 0.00 0 . 00 O.•to ~=106. 2 . 30 

IJ . 00 0 . 0ft 0 . 00 0 . IJ0 9.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0 . ,.m 20.00 
•t. 00 0 . 00 0 . 00 0 . 1}0 8.00 0.00 0.0,, 0 . 00 0 . ,ii> 2.:10 
•t . 05 0 . 26 0 . 14 0.21 0.21 0. :J:I 0 . 07 0. 19 0. :~9 0.24 

4 0 I 8 2 8 0 0 0 0 4 
.\NV ICR IJ.80 25.80 0.00 H.08 8.00 8 . 00 0.00 0.00 0 . •to 25 . 60 ., . 76 

0.80 9 . 0fJ 9.00 22 . 22 9.00 8.00 0 . 00 0.00 0 . ... ., 10 . 00 
0 . 00 I. I fJ 0.00 2 . 30 9.00 0.00 0.80 8 . 00 0.00 I. 19 
0.09 0.52 0 . 2fJ 0. ·13 0.43 0.67 0.M 0.30 0 . !i7 ff . 40 

5 0 2 I 2 2 2 I 3 2 2 17 
OTIICRN 0 . 80 11. 76 IJ.08 11 . 76 11. 76 11 . 76 !LOO 17 . 65 11 . 7(, 11 . 76 2•:t.24 

0 . 00 18. IR 16.67 22 . 22 22.22 14.29 33. 3!1 :17.50 16. ,,7 20.00 
0.00 2.30 I. 19 2 . 38 2.38 2.30 I . I•> 3 . 57 2 .:m 2 . :m 
~.40 2.2:1 I. 21 1.02 1.02 2 .0:, 0 . 61 1.62 2 . -1:1 2 . 02 

6 I 3 I 0 0 4 I 3 4 3 20 
TF:CH !J.98 15.00 !J.00 0 .00 9 . 00 20.00 5 . 00 15.00 20 . t♦O 15.00 2'.J . 01 

5/J . 90 27.27 16.67 0 . 00 0.00 28 . 57 33 . 33 37.50 33 . :1:1 :10.00 
I. 19 3.57 I. 19 0 . 00 0.00 4.76 I. I'> 3.57 4. '76 :1. a7 
0 . 48 2.62 I. 43 2 . 14 2. 14 :J. 3:1 0.71 1.90 2 . •·l'tt 2 . :111 



CQUffT Pl. s. P/\R VIOL vs. /\CF. fill 1ST COl'IJ'IITMF.NT IOWJ\ I'> 
llt)W l'CT 1'1101. (DINT.) 
C1)I . l'CT QUl-:."-T( SUR- Q> LF.VV< I) VS QUF.ST( SIJB- Q> AGE I ( I) Vi\l ll 
1'JT l'(:T Si\l ll' I / :.!0/ 11'> 
E){J' Vi\L SAPWLE SIZF: = 655 :!:J : :; I: :.!(, 

QIJl-:STION /\Gt: I ( I) X- ONt: 
OUl•:ST :! :s 4 5 ,, 7 n ') 10 

Lf.VV( I) l!i-17 Ill 19 :!<-t 21 22 2:1 24 2'i --:~·, :IOi-
X- ONE 1'JTJ\L 

7 8 0 8 0 I 0 0 0 0 2 
VI .NTRY IJ.90 8 . 0ft 8 . 90 0.IJ0 ~8.00 CJ . 00 0.80 0 . 00 !iO . 1,0 O . Of> :! . :m 

,,.00 0 . 0ft 8.00 0 . IJ0 II. II 0 . 00 0.81) 0 . 0() 11 .:1:t 0 . 00 
t} . 80 0 . 00 8 . 00 0 . 1}0 I. 19 0 . 00 0.00 O . C)(I I . 1 •, 0 . 0(.J 
1}.05 0.26 0. 14 () . 21 0 . 21 0. a:s 0.0·1 0 . 19 0 . :!•) 0.:.!4 

TOTAL 2 11 6 9 9 14 :J 0 I•• rn 04 
2 . 38 13. 10 7. 14 10 . 71 10.71 16. 67 3.57 9 . 52 I <I•. :!') 11 . '>0 

FOR 11-11S CONTINGENCY TABLE: CHI - SQ = 48.75 I' = 0 . (17(1(,:.!ll'J 
W.'\RNINC -- ONE OR NOHE OF THE CELLS /\llE ErlPTY 

CIII-SQ SICNIFICAnCE LEVF.LS FOR 54 OEGREES OF FRt:EDOII 
P<CHI-SO> = 0.300 0.200 0 . 100 0.050 0.025 8.ltlO 0. ~10!i 0 . 001 

CHI-SQ = 59 . 01 62.54 67 . 56 71 . 01 75 . 78 00 . :12 0:1. r,2 90. :17 

COL OPTIOftS OLD I 2 3 4 :i 6 7 8 9 18 II .... 13 14 I !i 16 17 
NE" 8 I I I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 ., 10 IO 10 10 IO 



COUl'IT l"I . s . Pl\n VIOL VS . CURnE"T OFFF."SF, SCOnF. 10WI\ ~o 
Rll'-1 PCT PIIOL 
cm. rcT QUEST< sun-o, LEVV( I) VS QtJF.ST< SIJB- 01 CUOf' I) V/\1 .U 
TOT PCT S/\111' 1/20/11') 

F,l{P V/\1. Si\l'IPLF. S 17.F. = ,,r,5 :!'.I : r; I : '.Y, 
QIJF.STION CUOH I) K-ONF. 

out:sT I 2 3 4 5 ,. 7 0 ') rn II 12 13 14 13 I<, 17 IO 19 29 
LF.VV« I) ROTIRY PF.lll.1\1\ I\GRllll /\ll<:;ON mmon Pl\NSL KIDNI' RI\PE soorrv llllll<:I. SLN /\!IC M\l'TFT roru;v I\C,\ST WF.l'V L.'\RCY V/\"111. WF.PNV NVOIN "O"F: 

X- ONt: 
T•ff/\1. 

I g 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 n 0 It 0 0 0 0 0 9 
12 

t:VIOCR 0.00 0.01t 0.00 0.00 0.00 4 . 00 0 . 00 0 . 00 '" . (,7 (,(, . 67 tt.00 0.0ft 0.00 0 . •l0 0.00 A.33 R . 3:1 0.00 0 . •l0 0 . 00 
r, _4:; 

0 . 00 0.00 9.99 0.09 0.99 4 . 00 9.00 9.00 r.0 . ftO 9 . 30 •l.00 0.0ft 9.00 0 . ll0 0.00 12 . 50 30 . 0 .. 0 . 00 0 . •l9 8.09 
IJ . 00 0.0ft 0 . 00 0.IJ0 0.00 4. 00 0 . 90 0.00 1.nn 4.:ut •l . 00 0 . Oft 0 . 00 0 . •l0 0.00 •l . 54 0 . !H 0 . Cl0 0 . ,t0 0 . 00 
•l . 71 0 . l!l 0 . 19 0.00 0.96 4. 09 0.00 0.00 0 . :.!4, r. . r.a tl . I !l CL <,!i I. 411 0. I !I 0 . 00 •t. 52 0 . 1:1 0 . 06 0 . 06 1.94 

2 3 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 !l3 2 ·I 11 0 0 2 0 0 17 
76 

C"VIC: R :J.95 1.32 2.63 4t.ll0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 O . •lO 4!1 . 42 2.63 5 . 26 14.47 0 . 00 0 . 09 2 . 63 I . :12 0.(Ht 0.•t0 22.37 
4•l . 06 

27.27 50 . 00 66.67 0.ll0 0 . 00 0 . 00 0. 0ft 0.00 O.•t0 38 . 37 :t:100. 40.0ft 47 . 83 0 .t:t0 0 . 00 2!;.90 50 . ctlt 0 . 00 0 . 'l0 56.67 
I. 61 0.54 1.08 0 . IJ0 0.00 4.00 0.0ft 0.00 0 . ttO 17 . 74 1 . 00 2. l!'i 5 . 91 0 . llO 0.00 I. 08 0 . a•I 0 . 0ft 0 . •t0 9 . 14 

·•· 49 0.82 1.23 0.00 0 . 41 4 . 00 0 . 0ft 0 . 00 I . r,:I :i:.. 14 •l . 02 4.0'> 9.40 0 . n2 0.00 :J.27 0 . 112 0 . 41 ct .·•• 12 . 26 

3 9 0 0 9 9 .. 0 0 0 ft 0 0 0 0 ft ct 0 0 
2 

,\VIOCR 50.99 0.99 0.89 0.00 0.00 9.90 0.0ft 0.08 50 . 08 0 . 08 l'J . 00 0.0ct 0.00 0.00 0 . 00 0.00 0. 0ft 0 . 00 0 . •l0 0 . 00 
1 . 00 

'l.09 9.99 9.99 0.48 8.09 0.80 9.01t 9.ff 2a.1J0 0 . ct0 •J.00 0 . 90 0 . 00 0.ll9 0.09 l} . 09 9 . 01t 8.ct0 0 . 1}9 9.98 
0 . 54 0 . 8 .. 9.89 0 . 40 9 . 80 0.00 0 . 0ft 0.88 0 . !;4 0.00 l} . 90 0 . 0ft 9.00 0.•l0 0.08 l}.08 0.0ft 0.00 0 . ll0 9.08 
0. 12 8.02 0.03 0.IJ8 0 . 01 0.00 8 . 0ft 0 . 08 0.•H 0. <)2 f}.02 0. II 0 . 25 8 . 02 0 . 08 0 . 08 9 . ff2 0 . ff I 0., ... 0.32 

4 8 0 0 0 .. 0 0 7 0 0 0 2 0 0 
15 

,\"VICR 6.67 0.08 6.67 8.08 0 . 00 9.00 8.0ft 0.80 0 . !Jff 46.67 l} . 80 6.67 6.67 0.1}0 9.410 1:1.33 8 . 01t 6.67 0 . ". 6.67 
0 . 96 

?.89 0.0 .. 33.33 0 . 48 8 . 09 9 . 80 9.0tt 0.ff 0.IJ0 8 . 14 4.90 10.08 4.:J5 8.1}9 0.99 2!i.98 9 . 08 •100. 0 . tl0 3 . 33 
0.84 0.00 0 . 54 0 . 1}0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0 . tl0 3 . 76 CJ.00 0.tH 0.54 0 . '-t0 0.00 1.08 0 . 00 0 . 54 0 . ft0 9.54 
4.89 0. 16 0 . 24 0 . 00 9.08 0 . 80 0.0tt 0.00 0. :12 6 . 94 0. 16 0.01 1.05 0. 16 0 . 00 ct.65 

0. "' 
0 . ctn 0 . •JR 2 . 42 

5 4 8 8 0 9 It 0 20 0 .. 2 0 .. 0 9 4 
38 

OTIICRl'I 10. !J3 0.08 9.08 0.00 2.63 8.00 8.98 0.00 2.63 52.63 4.00 10.53 !J.26 2 . 63 8.00 2 . 63 9.00 0.00 0 . 00 18. !J3 
2lJ . 43 

36.36 0.98 .... 9.09 *198. 9.90 : 9.88 0.00 25 . 1}0 23.26 IJ . 00 48 . 0ft 8.70 50 . 00 9.08 12.30 0.00 0 . Cl0 0 . 00 13.33 
2 . 18 0.08 0.99 0 . 49 0.84 9.00 8.91t 9 . ff 0 . !i4 10.75 4.90 2 . 15 1.08 0 . !i4 0.99 0.84 0.01t 0 . 00 0 . 'l0 2. I !J 
2 . 25 8 . 41 8.61 0.1}9 0 . 20 9.00 0.0ft 0.00 0.ll2 17 . 57 •l.41 2.0•1 4.70 0 . ·•• 0.00 1.63 9.41 0.20 0 . 20 6. 13 

6 9 8 • 38 
9 .. 9 0 15 0 9 0 2 0 0 7 

TECH 2.63 2.63 9.89 8 . 98 9.ff •.• 0 •. 98 9.99 0 . 09 
20.43 

39.47 0.08 2.63 23.68 2.63 0.99 !J. 26 0 . 91t 9.00 2 . 63 18.42 

9 . H 58.ff •.• 9 0.08 9.ff •. 9. ··" 9.ff 0 . 40 17.44 0.00 10.08 39 . 13 58.1}0 0 . 09 21'J.89 9.00 8 . 00 • 104. 23 . 33 
9.54 9.54 9.00 0 . 09 ··" •. 09 ..... 9.ff 9.ff 8 . 06 l}.00 0 . 5+ 4.84 0 . !i4 0.09 1 . 08 0.0ft ft.00 0 . !J4 3 . 76 
2.28 0.41 9 . 61 9.1}0 0.20 e.00 8 . 98 0.90 0 . 82 17.57 I}. 41 2 . 0 •1 4.70 0.-JI 0.90 I . 63 0.41 0 . 24' 0 . 20 6 . 13 



COUNT l'I. s. PAR VIOL vs. CURIIF.NT Offt:NSE SCORE IOWi\ :! O 

ROW PCT 1'1101. ( corrr. > 
C•>L l'CT QUEST(SUO- Q) LEVV( I) vs QUt~ST( SIJB- 0> cuor,: I) V /\I.II 

l'>T l'CT S/\rll' l /~O ✓ n•> 

El{I' V/\L SAPIPLF: SIZF: = 655 :!:I : :; I : ~(, 

QUESTION CIIOF' I) X- ONE 
Qllf.ST I 2 3 4 5 6 7 II •> rn II 12 13 14 15 16 17 Ill 19 20 

Lf.VV( I) ROORY l'f.RLAll /\CRUil I\ llStJN nurum N.\N~;1. KIDNI' ll/\1 ' .. : SOIHIV 111111(;1. SLNi\m: l'IVTFT FOflCY ,\(; ,\ST WF:l'V L.\flCY Vi\NUI. Wt:l'NV NVCIIN NONt: 
X- ONE 

T•JTAI. 

7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 :J 0 •• 0 0 0 0 .. 0 0 
5 

VI .NTllY 2•J . 00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0 . 00 0 . 1,tO (10 . 00 1-t.00 0.0ft 0 . 00 0 . •-tO 0.00 0.00 0 . .... , 0.00 0. !lf-t 20 . 00 
2.6? 

'}. 09 0 . 00 0 . 00 0.00 0 . 00 9.00 8.00 0.00 O.•t0 :J . 49 1♦ • 00 0 . 01♦ 0.00 0 . 00 0 . 00 0.00 0.0., 0 . OCt 0 . t♦ f-t 3 . :13 
IJ.54 0 . 00 0.00 0 . •J0 0 . 00 Q.00 0 . 00 0.00 o . ,.;o I. f, I f} . 00 . 0.00 0.00 ct . ,,., 0.00 0 . 00 

0 . "'' 
0 . 00 

0 . '"' 
0.54 

0.30 0 . 05 0 . 00 0 . 00 0 . 03 9 . 00 0.00 0.00 0 . 11 2.:JI •t . 05 0 . 27 0 . (,2 '' . ,-,:; 0 . 00 tJ . 22 0 . 0 :; 0 . ., :, 0 . ,,:1 0.111 

TOTAL I I 2 3 0 0 .. 0 4 06 2 Ht 2:J 2 0 8 2 30 
186 

5.91 1.00 1.61 0 . 00 0 . 54 0 . 00 0 . 00 0.00 2 . la 4(,.24 1 . 0n :..:in 12.:J7 1 . 0n 0.00 ~ . 30 I . Oil 0 . !i4 0 . :,4 16 . 13 

EN'PTY ROW OR COLUHN 
110 Cll 1- SQU,\llE l'OSSIBLE 

CH I - SQ S ICN IF I CANCE LEVF.1-', FOR 114 DECREF...', OF FREEDort 
P< CHI - SQ) = 0.300 8 . 200 0 . 100 0.050 0 . 025 0.010 0.00:; 0.001 

CHI-SQ = 121 . 47 126 . 51 133 . f',0 139.55 144.95 151 . :J2 155.70 165. 0 I 

COL OPTIOIIS OLD 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 II 1:! 13 14 la 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 
NEW 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 I I 12 la 14 0 15 0 16 17 10 19 20 



COUflT l'I. R. P/\R VIOL vs. PRIOR VIOLF."CF. SCORF. IOW/\ 21 
R•)W PCT PIIOL 
Ct)I, l'CT QUF:ST< SUB- Q) Lf:VV< I) VS QUF.ST< SUB- fU PRVI< I) V/\1.U 
TOT l'CT S/\fll' l/2(} / H9 
,~xr V/\L SAtlJ>LE RI ZE = 655 ~ :J::, I:~<, 

QUESTIO" rnv,~ I) K-ONF: 
Ollf.ST I 2 :• 

Lf.VV( I) 0 - 10 11-?@ 91+ 
X- ONf. TOT/\L 

I 6 5 I 12 
r.VIOCR 5•l . 00 41. f,7 8.33 6.4? 

•I. 14 15. l!l 14 . 29 
:J. 24 2.7'J 0 . 54 
'). 41 2 . M 0 . 45 

2 61 10 4 75 
CNVIC:ll RI. 33 13 . 3:J 5.33 40.54 

42 . 07 30 . 3'J 57. 14 
32 . 97 5 . 41 2. 16 
5H.78 13 . 38 2 . 84 

3 I 0 2 
,\VIOCR 5•J . 00 50.0'J 8.00 1.08 

~.69 3 ... :J 0 . 90 
~ - 54 0 . 5·1 e . 00 
1.57 9.36 0.97 

4 II 3 I 15 
,\NVICI\ 7:J.33 20.0CJ 6 . 67 8. II 

7.59 9.0'> 14.29 
!l.95 I. f,2 8 . 54 

11. 76 2.68 8.57 

5 30 8 e 38 
omcM 78.9B 21. 01J e.00 20.54 

2CJ . 69 24 . 24 0 . 00 
16.22 4.32 e . 00 
2?.70 6.78 1.44 

6 33 4 I 38 
TF.Cll 86.84 19.11:J 2 . 63 20.54 

22.76 12. 12 14.29 
17 . 84 2. 16 0.54 
2'). 78 6 . 78 1.44 



COUfIT N. S . PAR VIOL VS. PRIOR VIOLf.NCE SCORE IOW/\ 
l'IIOI, 

OUEST(SU8- Q) LEVV( I) VS QUf.ST<SUB- Ol PRVI ' I) VAi.i) 
R• ►W PCT 
C•Jl, PCT 
0ftlT l'CT 
EXP VAL SAtU'LE S IZF: = 

QUt:ST ION l'IIV I ( I) 

655 

QlJf.ST 
U : VV( I ) 

X- ONF: 

I 
IJ - 10 

:! :l 

7 3 2 
VLNTRY 6'l. 00 40 . 0•t 

:! . 07 6 . lt'1 
I . 62 I. ltO 
:J.92 0 . 11') 

TOTAL 145 3:J 
78.38 17 . 0-1 

91 + 

0 
0 . 00 
0 . 00 
0.00 
0 . 19 

7 
3.7R 

TOTAL 

5 
2.70 

IO!i 

Sl\tll' 

K- ONF: 

21 
(CONT . ) 

I /'..!0/ 0') 
2 :J: :; I : ~(, 

FOR TIIIS CONTINCENCY TABLF. : CHI - SQ= 14.04 P = 0. 2?0 I 175 
W.\RN I NC -- ONE OR PIOllE OF TIii-: CELLS ARE El'IPTY 

CHI-SQ SICNIFIC.\r,CE LEVF.LS FOR 12 DECREES OF FREEDOM 
P<CHI - SO> = 0 . :l00 lt . 200 0. 100 0 . 050 0.025 0.010 0 . (-)05 0 . 001 

CH I - SQ = 14. 00 I !i. 00 1B. 51} 21. 00 23. 30 26. :~0 20 . ao :12 . ') I 



cnmn N. s. r/\R VIOL vs. smF.F:T Tll'IF. scoru: IOW/\ ..... 
It/ti-I rcT l'IIOL 
,;,n , rc;T QUEST( SUR-Q) LEVV< I) vs QUF.ST( SIJH-Q) SlTI( I ) V /\I.I) 
·r,rr l'CT S/\111' 1/~0/ ll') 
,;: 1(1' V/\1 . S/\twU: S 17.F: :: 655 :~: i: !~I : ~" 

f~IJF:STION sn·1,· I) X- ONF. 
Qllf.ST I :? :, 4 

I.F:VV( I) ~-6 6-11 11-14 14+ 
x- oNr-: TOT.\I. 

I 4 6 I I 12 
,:v1oc;n 3:1 . 3:J 50. ftt,) 8 . 33 n. 3:s 6. ·•5 

·>. 52 6.WJ 5.26 2.66 
:?. la 3. 2:, 0.:i4 0.54 
:!. 71 r:: r,-,, .. ,., I. 2:J 2 . 62 

2 I') ar. 19 12 76 
CNVH:ll 25.00 46.0:, 13. 16 15. 7') 40.06 

••:,. 24 ◄·0. 7•t 52.6:1 :J0.77 

··~- 22 
18 . 11:? 5.38 6.45 

17 . 16 35. M 7 . 7{, 15.94 

:l 0 ~ 0 2 2 
,\VJ OCR •t . 00 0 . "'~ 0.90 :t:100. I . IJII 

•J . 00 0 . {JI~ 0 . 00 5. 13 
•J.00 0. ,,,~ 0.00 I. 00 
••. 45 0.?:~ 0.20 0.42 

4 5 7 0 3 15 
,\l'fVICR :):J . 33 46.67 9.00 20.00 8.IJ6 

11.90 8.H 9.90 7.69 
2.69 3 . 76 9.90 I. 61 
:). 39 6.9-t 1.53 3. 15 

5 7 22 2 7 38 
o·mcRM 18.42 57.0'> 5.26 18.42 20.43 

16.67 25.68 10.53 17.95 
:J. 76 11. 83 1.08 3 . 76 
8.56 17.57 3 . 80 7 . 97 

6 7 ... 5 12 :)8 
Tr.CH 18.42 36.fH 13. 16 31. 58 20.-13 

1'1.67 16 . 2A 26.32 :)0. 77 
:). 76 7. 5:J 2.69 6.45 
8 . 58 17.57 3.80 7 . 97 



COUIH n. S . rAR VIOt VS . STI\F.f.T Tll'fE SCORE IOW/\ 
llltW rcT l'ltOI, 
1;1H . l'C:T QUF.~T<SUB- Q) LEV\i( I) VS CHJEST(SIJB- Q) STTI< I) Vt\l .U 
T•)T l'CT ~;/\Ill' 
EXl' V /\I, S/\twu: SI ZF. = 6fi5 

QIIEST 
U :VV( I) 

X- ONI·: 

I 
1:)- 6 

7 0 
VLNTRY IJ . 00 

•J . OO 
IJ . O0 
I. 13 

TOT/\L 42 
22 . 58 

QIJESTION srr1 ,: I> 
:! 3 

6 - 11 

:? 
40. tt1,) 

2. :1:1 
i.m~ 
2.:11 

86 
46.2-1 

I 1- 14 

I 
29.00 
5.26 
0.54 
0.51 

19 
18.22 

4 
14+ 

2 
40.00 

5. 13 
1.08 
1 . 05 

39 
20.97 

X·-ONE 

TOT.'\L 

5 
2 . 69 

186 

22 
(CONT.> 

l / 20 / 11'~ 
~ :J:!i I :~, , 

FOR TIIIS CONTINCENCY T/\DLF.: CIII - SQ = 21. 59 P = 0.2560507 
W,\RN I NC - - ONE on f'IOI\E or lltE CELLS /\RE El'IPTY 

CHI - SQ SI CN I Fl C.\NCE LEVELS FOR 18 DECREF.S · or FREEOOn 
P<CHI-SQ) 0.309 tt . 200 0. ltt0 9.050 0.025 9.010 0.005 0.001 

CHI-SQ= 20.60 22.60 26.tt0 26 . 90 31.50 34.HO 37.20 4-~.:II 



mmn "· s. P,\R VIOL VS . CRIMl"I\L nlSTORY SCOR IOWI\ 2:1 
R'lH rcT 1'1101. 

1:111. l'CT QUJ;:ST< SUil-Q) Lf.VV( I) vs QUF:ST< sun-m c1m, ( 1) V /\I.I) 

T•IT rcT ~ :/\Ill' 1/20/ 11') 
1;: 1<1· VI\I. Sl\ffl'LF. SIZf. = 6:.:. : .~: t : ~; I : :~\, 

QUf.STION Clntl • I) K- ONF. 
1"111-:ST 2 :I 4 

1,f.VV( I) 4'- 15 16-•J•t 41-13') l•HH 
}HlN f. TOT.'\1. 

I I 2 7 2 12 
c v101:n 0.3:1 16 . f,7 50 . 33 16 . 67 6 . .• ,, 

I. a :1 4 . 71J 15.22 9 . 09 
•} . 54 I . t?a 3.7H LOR ·•. ·~(, 2 . 7 :? 2 . 9H 1 . 4:1 

2 32 17 14 12 75 
CNVICII •I :? . 67 22.67 18.67 16.80 40.!i4 

•J2 . 67 48 . •18 30 . 43 !i4.55 
17 . 30 9. l'J 7.57 6.49 
:1,~. 41 17. 0:) 10.65 0 . 92 

3 I 8 9 2 
,\VIOCR !i•J . 00 59 . 't!J 9.00 0.80 I. 'JO 

I . 3:l 2.:10 0 . 80 0.90 
I} . 54 0 . !H 0 . 00 0.88 
•~. HI 0 . •l!i 0 . 50 0.24 

4 3 !J 7 9 15 
.\NVICR 2•}.00 33.33 46.67 0.89 O . II 

•J.00 I I . 9'J 15.22 0 . 90 
1.62 2 . 7'J 3.78 0 . 80 
6 . 08 3 . •U 3.73 I. 70 

5 16 8 8 6 30 
OTIICRH 42 . 11 21. 0!J 21.05 15.79 20.!i4 

21.33 19. 't!J 17 . 39 27 . 27 
8 . 65 4.:12 4 . 32 3.24 

1:, . 41 0.6:J 9 . 45 4.52 

6 ID 9 10 I 38 
Tf.CII 47.37 23 . 68 26 . 32 2.63 20 . !J4 

2-• . 00 21. 4:) 21 . 74 4 . 55 
•> . 73 4.06 5.41 0.54 

I !i. 41 0 . 6:) 9.45 4.32 



COUNT "· S . rAR VIOL VS. CRIMll,i\L HISTORY SCOR IOWA ::!'.l 
rt1)W l'CT l'IIOl. (CUNT.) 
c,n, PCT QUJ•:sn SUP.-Q) LEVV( I) v:~ QUt:ST( SIJO-(n Cliff(( I) V/\1.1) 
TOT rcT ~=Alli' l / 20 / H', 

Ullt:ST 
1.F.VV( I> 0 - 15 

X- ONE 

7 4 
VI.NTRY mt. 00 

:, . 33 
2. 16 
2 . 0:J 

TOT/\L 75 
.,,i. 54 

SiUWL.1~ SI ZF. = 6a5 
(~IJEST I ON (:1111 I ,· I) K-ONF. 

:~ a 4 
16 -•1·•1) 41 - 1:l'J 140+ 

0 
0.01') 
0. O•~ 
0 . ,,,,, 

I . I·• 

·•2 
22.7~ 

0 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
I. 24 

46 
24.86 

I 
:!0.00 

4 . 55 
0 . 54 
0 . 5'> 

22 
11. 8') 

TOT,'\I. 

5 
2 . 70 

185 

FOR TIIIS CONTINGENCY TABLE: CHI-SQ = 28. 18 
W.'\RN I NG - - ONE Oil NOI\E or THE CELLS J\llE El'IPTY 

r = o.859427:J 

CH I -SQ SI CN If I C.\NCE LEVF.U~ FOR 18 OEGIU•:F.S OF FllF.F.OOrt 
P<CIII - SQ) = 0.300 0.200 0. IOI} 0.050 0.0:.!5 0.ftto 0.005 0.001 

CHI-SQ= 20.(,0 22.U0 26.tt•'> 28.90 :11.r.o 34.1:' ► 37.20 ~-2.:11 



COUNT l'I . s. P,\J\ VIOL VS. CURRENT F.SCAPF. SCORF. IOWI\ '..!1-
Rl}W PCT l'ROL 
1;01. rcT tnmsT< sun-o, LF:VV( I) vs QUF.ST< srm- m CUF$( I) Vl\1.11 
TOT P<:T t:/\IH' I / :!0 / I\') 

f.XI' V/\L SI\PWLF. SIZF. = f,55 :~: l : :-; 1 : :..:1. 
QUF.STION CIJES 1 I) X- ONt: 

QUEST I =~ 3 
Lf.VV< I ) co CII NOT 

" - ONF: TOTI\I. 

I I 0 II 12 
CVI0<:11 8 . 3:1 0 . tN 91 .67 6 . r,2 

12 . r,o 0 . Otl 6 . 67 
IJ . r,~ o . o,~ 5.9n 
·~ - 52 0 . 7 :~ 19. 76 

2 3 ·• 68 75 
OfVICll ••.oo s . :):) 90 . 67 40.76 

37.50 36 . :ll'J 41 . 21 
I. 63 2 . 17 36.96 
:) . 26 4 . •m 67.26 

3 0 ~ 2 2 
,\V 1ocn ~ . 00 0 . IN *100. 1.09 

•l . 00 0.0ll I. 21 
1,) . 00 0 . OIJ 1.09 
"l . 0U 0 . 12 I. 79 

4 I 0 14 15 
,\l-.VICR 6 . 67 0 . ff0 93 . 33 o. 15 

12.50 0." 8.40 
'J.54 0 . -.0 7.61 
0 . 65 0. '}0 13 . 45 

5 I 4 32 37 
OTIICrut 2.70 19.81 86 . 49 20. 11 

12 . 50 36 . 3t; 19 . 39 
0 . 54 2 . 17 17 . 39 
I. 61 2.21 33 . 18 

6 2 I 35 38 
ITCH !J . 26 2 . 6~ 92 . 11 20 . 65 

2!J . 00 9 . ff'J 21.21 
1.09 0 . !H 19 . 02 
I. 65 2 . 27 34 . 08 



COtmT Pl . S. P I\R VIOL VS. CURRF.l'ff ESCI\PE SCORF: IOWI\ 
1'1101. nm, rcT 

t;l)I. l'CT 
T•ff PCT 
EXP VI\L 

QUEST< SUR- QI LF.VV( l) VS QUl•:ST( SUD- 01 CUE..'> ~ I) Vt\1.11 
St\111' 

QIJF:ST 
1.f.VV< I) 

X- ONE 

I 
co 

7 0 
VI .NTRY 't . 00 

IJ . 00 
IJ . 00 
•J.22 

TOTI\L 8 
4 . 35 

SMn'I.E S IZt: = 
OIJESTION cm:s, I) 

655 

2 :1 
C II NOT 

2 3 
40 . .,,t 60 . 00 
18 . 18 I. U2 

I. 0') I. 6:J 
0 . :JIJ 4 . 4H 

II 165 
5.'J8 09.67 

TOTAi. 

5 
2 . 72 

184 

X- ONF: 

24 
< corn. 1 

I / 2(t / ll') 
:~:I : :; I : 2<, 

FOR TIIIS CONTINCEIICY TI\BLF.: CHI-SQ = IG.49 r = 0.21:.:.114 
W.\RN I NC -- ONE on tlOI\E OF TIIE CELLS ARE EPIPTY 

CHI-SQ SICNIFIC.\,.CE LEVELS FOR 12 DEGREES OF FREEDOM 
P(CHI - SQ) = 0 . 300 0 . 200 0 . lt9CJ 8.058 9.025 8 . f910 0 . 0(ta ff.OCH 

CHI-SQ = 14.00 15 . 00 18.!ilJ 21.00 23.:10 26.20 20.:10 :12 . 'JI 



ClllJIH M. s. P/\R VIOL vs. sunsT,'\l'fCE ""~r, sconr. IOW/\ ~!j 

flt'"' l'CT l'IIOI, 
,;,,1. l'f.T QUl·:ST< Sllll-Q) U~VV( I) vs QUF.ST( SIJB- Ut SIJ/\R< I) V /\I.I) 

T•ff rcr S/\1 ii' l / 20 , :1') 
I~ 1{1' V/\1. SMWLF. s1zr. = ,,aa ~:J =!.I : :~ ,; ~ 

('IJl':STION SIJ/\H• I) X--ONI•: 
(lllF.ST I =~ 3 4 5 (, 7 n ,, 

J,f.VV( I) rcr ti - IN SNV Ol' ,'\lt 11/\L 1)1 ; 011 "'· l~O 

)(- oru-: TOTI\L 

I 0 0 0 0 () .. 5 ,. 12 
,;v tor.r: A.3:1 0.00 0.00 0.1}0 0.00 0. O~> 0.0,, ,n . 67 an.on ', . -:.~; 

!l:J.3:J O.Oll 0.00 0 . i:t0 0.00 0.00 0.00 a.nu I(, . .-,7 
0 . 54 0 . 00 0 . 00 0. •~0 0.00 0. 0() 0.00 =~ . ,,,, :1 . :.n 
1l. 11) () . ~:-, o . :12 () . "17 0. <1·5 0. 9() I • I Ii r, . ,:.11 :~. T.! 

2 I 2 I 3 3 6 ·• 42 14 7(, 

CNVlf.ll I. 32 2 . 6:J I. 32 !1 . •>a 3.95 
7. "'' 

5.2<, r.r..26 I 1:. ·J'.! ,:.o . :;(, 
3:J. 33 33. a:1 20.00 2!"i.•l}0 42.H6 42.Bf, 22.22 ,:.,,. 41 :t ,j : . ; ;') 

•t. 54 I. 011 0 . 54 I. r, I I. 61 3 . 2:1 2. rn :~2. all 7 . !"i'.1 
1.23 2. 4.5 2.04 4 . 'M} 2 . H6 !;.72 7.35 ::,:. . 7:J 1--:•. 'll 

:J 0 0 0 0 0 0 .. 0 2 2 
,\VIOCI\ ft.00 0.0ft 0.00 0 . 17}0 0 . 00 0.00 0.00 Ct.00 ,1: 101}. I .OIi 

l} . 00 9.0ft 0.00 0.17}0 0.00 0. 0(t 0.0~ 0 . 00 a . :;,. 
l}.90 0.0,, 0.90 0 . 1}0 0.00 0.00 0 . 0,, 0 . 00 I . 1.)H 

•~ . 03 0.0,, 0.05 0. 13 0.07 0. 15 0. I'> 0.IJI 0. :!9 

4 0 0 0 3 I 0 3 7 rn 
,\NVICR 0. 00 0.00 0.80 20.00 6.67 0.00 20 . 00 46.67 6 . •',7 IL Of, 

0.00 0.00 0 . 00 25 . 00 14 . 29 0.00 16.67 R.24 2 . 711 
0.00 0.00 0.00 I. 61 0.54 0.00 1.61 :a. 76 Ct . !"i4 
IJ.24 0.40 0.40 0 . ')7 0 . 56 I. 13 1.45 6.85 2 . •,o 

5 0 I 2 3 I 5 6 13 7 311 
OTIICRtl 0.00 2.63 ~.26 7.89 2.63 13. 16 15. 7•> 34.21 Ill. ·•2 20.4:! 

0.00 16.67 40.00 25.1}0 14 . 29 3!J. 71 33.3:J 15.29 19 .·H 
0.00 0 . 54 1.08 I. 61 0.54 2. 61J 3.2:J 6.99 :1. '76 
i:t.61 I. 2:J 1.02 2 . ••5 I. 43 2.116 3.60 11. :s7 7 . :m 

6 I 2 I 2 2 3 Ii 16 6 :111 
1T.CII 2 . 63 5.26 2 . 63 5 . 26 5.26 7.09 13. 16 -t,2 . I I 15.79 20.4:l 

3:J. 33 33 . 3:J 20 . 00 16 . £,7 28.57 21.43 27 . 70 IH.02 16 . ,,7 
0.54 1 . 00 0 . 54 I . !JR 1.08 1.61 2.6•> 0.,,0 a. :~a 
CJ. 61 I . 2:J 1.02 2 . ·•5 1.43 2.8(, 3.60 17.37 1 .:m 



COUNT "· s . PAR VIOL vs. sunsT,\NCE /\HUSE SCORE IOW/\ 
l\•)W PCT 1•1:m, 
C•ll. l'CT QUl•:...,T< SUR- U> LEVV( I) VS OlJEST( SIJB- (H SU/\8( I) V/\1 .U 

:~:
u :orrr., 

Tiff PCT 1:1\l .' I' 
,~xr V/\L S/\l'fPU: SIZE = 655 

I /:!0/ 1\11 
:~:1: :t I : :~ ,;, 

OUF:ST 
U : VV( II 

X- ONt: 

7 
VLNTI\Y 

I 
rcP 

0 
'J.00 
1).00 
1).00 
0.0B 

QIWSTION SU/\1\ • I) 
:! :1 4 

N- IN SNF Ol' .\U 

I I I 
20 . 0ff 20 . 00 20 . 1}0 

16 . 67 20 . 00 0 . :1:1 
0 . 54 0 . 54 0 . :,4 
O . lf') 0.13 0 .:12 

11/\1. 

0 
0 . 00 
0 . 00 
0.00 
0. 19 

){- ONI~ 

0 
~ . 0~) 
~ . 0<, 
1).00 
0 . 31& 

7 
011 

" 0. 0,, 
0.00 
0.00 
0.4•11 

II 
/\L 

I . OH 

') 

NO 

0 
0 . ,10 
0 . •)C> 
o . ,io 
(}. '} 7 

TO l°I\L 

TOT/\L 3 6 5 12 7 14 ID U'.i :I(, IH<, 
1.61 3 . 2:l 2 . 69 6.-t.5 3.76 7.!i:I 9.611 <!•a.70 19 .: 1:t 

FOR THIS CONTINGENCY T/\BLE: CHI-SQ= 57.23 
W.\RN I NG - - ONE OR NOIIE Of TIIE CELLS I\RE El'IPTY 

CH I - SQ S ICN If IC,\NCE LEVELS FOR 48 OEGl\t:ES OF fl\EEllOrt 
P<CIII-SCU ·· 0 . :100 0.200 0. lff•J 0 . 050 0.0:!5 0.ffl0 0.0(15 0.001 

CIII-SQ = 52 . 70 56.04 60 . 0IJ 64 . 83 68 . 52 72.'}:.! 75 . ''7 112. :;2 



r,omn l'I. s. Pi\R VIOL ~- X-SCORF: IOWi\ 2<, 

"''"' rcT l'UOI, 
i;,n . l'C:T QUF$T( Slln- Q) LF:VV( I) vs QUF:ST( SIJR-Q) IX ( I) Vi\l,U 

T•ff r(; T ~:/\I II' I / 20 / 11') 
,~ 1(1' V /\I. !-,1\rTI'I.F: SIZF: 655 :-.~:, : r,.: :~{, 

(_\IJE~TION IX ( I) X-ONE 
QUEST I 2 3 4 5 <, 7 n 1) 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 1H 

l.l'VV( I) 0 2 :1 4 5 6 7 II ., 10 11 12 I 3 14 rn 16 17+ 
X- ONI-: TOT,'\I. 

0 0 0 0 I 0 I 0 :1 2 2 I 2 0 0 0 ft 0 12 
r,v IOCll fl . 06 0.0ct 0.00 0 . flO 8 . 33 fJ . 00 8.3:1 0.00 2:.. •~o I(,. <,7 ff',. 67 n . :1:1 16 . f,7 0 . flO 0.00 fl.00 0 . 00 ff.00 6. ·•:, 

•J.00 0 . 0ft 0.00 0 . l}ff 7 . 14 IJ.CW 5.811 0 . 00 1,:,. :t•) II . II 2 1, . 00 · 5. BIi 2:!.22 0 . tlO 0 . fUt tl. ff0 0 . 00 0.00 
•-'> . 00 0 . Ott 0.00 o . ,:,o 9 . 54 0. 0() 0. 5 ·• 0. O(, I . •'> I 1.no I . ffO , o . :.-• I. 011 O . •lO 0 . 00 ,., . ff0 0 . 00 0.00 
l}.00 0 . IH 0.52 0.71 0.99 I . 2:1 1 . 10 I. 2:1 I. :15 I . I<, •• . 65 I . 1 tt 0. 50 0 . 1:1 0.26 I} . I :1 0 . 0h o.cu, 

2 0 r. 2 6 5 II 6 II II 5 4 ·• 4 I 2 I •• 76 
C.NV ICll fJ.00 6. 511 2.63 7.89 6.58 H.47 7.81> 14.47 10. !i:I <,. all !i . 26 5. 2•• 5 .2,, I. :12 2 . 63 1.32 0.ffO I. :12 4ff . Hf, 

fJ.90 38.46 25.90 54.!i5 35.71 57 . 0'J 35.2'> a7.09 :111 . 10 27.70 .• ,., . 0ff 2:1. :.:1 44 . 44 50.•l0 5ff.00 !;ft . 00 0. (Ht *100 . 
tl.90 2. 6 1> 1.00 :J.23 2.69 !i. ') I 3.2:J 5.91 4 .:10 =~ . <,9 2. Hi 2. l!i 2. rn 0.!'i4 I .OIi •• . 54 0. 01} o . a4. 
l}.00 5.31 3.27 4 .•1-9 5.72 7 . 76 6.9!i 7.76 U. !HI 7 . :m ·1-.09 ,, . ')!i 3 . 60 0 . a2 I . 6:J ll.82 0 . 41 0 . 41 

3 0 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 .. 0 2 
,\VIOCrt 0.00 50.00 0.90 0 . 00 9.00 !ifJ.00 8.00 0 . 00 0. •to 0 . 00 tJ . 09 0.80 0.00 0.tl0 0.00 ll.00 0.0ft 0 . 00 I .•.JR 

fJ . 00 7.69 9 . 00 0 . IJ0 9.90 !J . 26 9. 9ft 0 . 00 0.00 0.00 •t.00 o. cut 9.00 8.•J0 0.00 'l . 00 0.0ft 0 . 0ct 
t}.00 0. 5•1- 9.00 0 . •J8 0 . 80 0.54 0. 9ft 0 . 00 O.•lO 0 . 00 1}.00 0 . 00 0.00 O.tJ8 0.00 ll.00 0. Ott 0 . 00 
•l.00 0. 14 0.08 o . 12 8 . 15 fJ.20 8. IIJ 0 . 20 o. :~a 0. 19 t}. 11 0 . 111 0 . 09 0.CJ2 0.04 •l. 02 0.01 0 . 01 

4 0 I 9 I I I 2 I 2 I I 2 8 0 I I 0 0 15 
,\1'1VICR fJ . 00 6.67 0.89 6.67 6.67 6.67 13 . 33 6.67 13.:J:a 6 . 67 f",.67 13.3:J 8 . 00 0.IJ0 6.67 6.67 0 . 0tt 0.00 8 . •l6 

CJ.90 7.69 9.80 9.fJ9 7. 14 IJ.26 11. 76 5.26 'J. !i2 5 . 56 ltl.98 11. 76 0.00 0.CJ0 25 . 00 !il'J.00 0.00 ct . 4Ut 
IJ . 00 0.5-1 0.00 0.!J4 0.54 fJ.54 1.01) 0.54 I .•HI 0 . :i4 tl. 54 I.Ctn 8 . 00 0 . •l0 0 . 54 ll.54 0.0tt 0.00 
IJ.00 1.05 0.65 0.8<J I. 13 I. 53 I. 37 1.53 I . ,,9 1. 4a l'J.81 · I. :17 0.7:J 0. 16 0.32 t}. 16 0.0n 0.011 

5 0 2 2 I 4 3 3 2 5 6 2 ti 3 I 8 • 0 0 :m 
OTIICRl'I 0.80 lJ.26 IJ.26 2.63 10.53 7 . 89 7.89 5.26 13. Ht 13. 16 !i.26 13. 16 7.0<J 2.63 0.00 IJ.99 0.0ft 0.00 20. ·1-:J 

fJ.80 15.38 25.00 9.fJ9 28.57 l!J.79 17. 6a 10.53 2:1 . a1 27.70 2fJ.88 2').41 3:J. 3:1 50 . fJ0 0.00 IJ.99 0.0ft 0 . ff0 
CJ.00 1.00 1.88 0 . !i4 2. 15 I. 61 1.61 1.08 2 . (,., 2.69 1.08 2. , •• , 1.61 0.!i4 0 . l0 fJ.99 8.0ft 0 . 04' 
CJ.00 2.66 1.63 2.25 2.86 3.HH 3.47 3.80 4 . :~? :J.60 2.04 3.47 I. 04 0.41 0.82 tJ.41 0.2ft 0 . 20 

6 0 3 4 3 3 3 5 4 2 4 I a 0 0 I 9 0 0 :m 
IT.CH fJ. 80 7.8<J 10.53 7.89 7.89 7.09 13. 16 10.53 5 .:?6 10.53 2 . 63 l:J. 16 0.00 0.IJ0 2.63 tl.00 9.00 0 . 00 20. -i:1 

fJ.90 23.08 50.00 27.27 21.43 I !J. 7<J 29.41 21.95 9. !i2 22.22 IIJ . 90 2?.41 0.00 9 . •:Ht 25.00 •l.00 0.00 ft.CW 
fJ.90 I. 61 2. 15 I. 61 I. 61 I. 61 2.69 2. l5 1.tlO ~. 15 ll. 54 2 . , ••• 9 . 00 0.IJO 0.54 ,t . 00 0 . 00 0 . 00 
IJ . 00 2 . 66 1.63 2.25 2.06 :J.nn 3.47 !I.OU 4.2') :J . <,11 2.04 :1 . 47 1.04 0.-1,1 0.02 tJ.41 0.20 0.2ft 



COtfflT "· s. P/\R VIOL vs. x-scom: IOWI\ 2<, 
ROW PCT r1:01. (CONT.) 
1;1)L t'<:T QUF.STCSIIP.- Q) LEVV( I) VS QUF.ST(SUB-Q) IK ~ I) V/\1 .11 
TOT l'C..:T S/\IH' I / 20 / 11'> 
~=-l(J• V/\L S/\tn'LF: Slzt: f,55 ~:C: ~i I ; :.~<, 

QUES TION IX ( I) X·-ONE 
Ollf.ST I 2 :l 4 5 6 7 ll ') rn 11 I:~ 13 14 15 16 17 111 

LEVV( n 0 2 :J 4 a 6 7 II ' ) 10 11 12 I :l 14 15 I<, 17• 
X- ONt: TOT.\I . 

7 0 I 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 .., 0 0 0 I II :. 
VLNTHY ~.00 20.00 0.00 0 . ~0 0.00 I). 0(,f 0.00 ~~o . flct :~') . 1}0 20 . 0 .. l} . 00 0.00 o .o., 0.ll0 0 . 00 ll . 00 20 . 00 9 . 00 2. ,·,•· 

1}.00 7 . 6 ') 0.00 0 . t,O 0.00 1).00 0.00 a . 26 'l·. 7h : • . ~j6 ,., _oo 0 . 00 0.00 0 . •to 0 . 00 ,., _00 *100 . 0.011 
'" · 00 0 . :H 0.00 O . •~O 0.00 0 . 00 0.00 0 . 54 () . !i4 0 . :,4 '' · 00 0 . 00 0 . 00 O . t-U, 0 . 00 •t . 00 0 . :; .• 0 . 011 
t}.00 0 . 3 !i 0.22 o . :JO 0.:m 0.51 0.4f, 0.:,1 0 . Ii (, o . <f.11 •l. 27 0 . 4t', 0 . 24 0 . 1-,5 O. 11 •• . 0:i 0 . 0 :1 It . 0 :1 

TOT/\L 8 13 8 11 14 19 17 19 :~ I 18 10 17 ') 2 4 2 I :16 
1).00 6. 9 '1 4.30 5 . •}I 7.53 II). 22 9. •·• 10.22 I I . :~•) '> . ,,n :. . :m 9. •·• 4.114 I . •la 2 . 15 1.00 0 . 5·• O. :i4 

EMPTY ROW OR COLUHN 
N•I CII 1- SOU.\RE POSSIBLE 

CHI-SQ SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS l~OR 102 DEGREE.<; or Fm:imoM 
P( CHI - SCH = 0 . 300 0 . 200 0. lf?0 0.050 0.02:i 8.1-tlO 0.00:i 0.001 

C..:111 - SO = 109 . 04 I 1:J . fl2 120 . 5(, 126 . 21 1:11.:,5 137 . ·H 141 . :;9 150 . '!-7 

COL OPTIONS OLD 2 3 4 :; 6 7 8 9 10 I I I ·> l:J 14 la 1,, 17 18 I 'I 20 21 22 23 24 
NElt 2 3 4 5 6 7 0 9 10 I I 12 I :J 14 1·· ., I(, 17 18 1H Ill 1H IO IU IU 



r,<)UNT "'· s. r,\R VIOL vs . Y- S(:ORF: IOH/\ '.!.7 
111th' l'CT r1:m. 
, ;,11 , l'C :T QUl~ST( Sllr.-Ql LEVV( I) y ,, ... QUEST(Slffl-Ql IY ( I) V/\• .H 
·r,,-r l'CT : :/\ 1 ,,, : I ✓ :•o ✓H? 

,,: '<I' VI\L SMIPI .F. SIZE (Jrt5 2 :1 : !i I : '.!.<, 

~111-:~:TION IY ' I) )(- ONF. 
~llf.ST I :~ :, "· a (j 7 I: ' ) 10 11 12 I :J 14 l!i I<, 17 ,n 

I.F.VVC I ) 0 2 :J 4 a 6 7 n ,, 
10 I I 12 l:J 14 la "' 17~ 

>:- ONE TOT." , 

() ... 0 0 0 0 I I 0 :J :, I 0 I fl 0 12 
1:VIOCJl IJ . 00 0 . 01t 0.00 0.•l0 0.00 IJ . ~0 0 , 3 :1 II . :1:1 o . ,m :!:. . Oct :1. :1:, n. :i:, 2!i.ct8 " . :J:J 0.00 fl. :J:J 0 . 00 0 . 011 6. ·J:i 

•J . 00 0 . 01-t 0 . 00 0 . •l0 Ct.00 IJ. 0~) I I. II It . ti 0 . •H> 1: : . 7!i .-, . c,7 , • . (,7 21 . 4 :1 20 . •-tct 0 . 00 :1:1. :t:J 0 . 00 ., . 00 
•J. 00 0 . 01-t 0 . 00 O . •l0 0 . 00 •J. ~)~) 0.a·!· o . a~ 0 . 1)0 I . <,t •La4 - 0 . !i ·I- I . <, I ff . !i4 0 . 80 •l . !i4 0 . 00 o . oo 
•J.00 0.91-) 0 . 65 0.71 I. 35 I . IC> • 0 . 51: o.rm I . o :J 1.0:1 ,, . ')7 0 . ')7 0. ')O 0. :12 0 . 32 •·>. IC) 0 . l:J 0 . '.!,(, 

2 0 6 2 5 14 4 ,, ,. ., 7 5 7 ... 4 I 4 0 It 2 76 
r.rwu:n IJ . 00 7 .8') 2 . 63 6 . :,0 18.42 !i. 2(, 7.0') 6. :;i; ') . :!. I <, . :on '). 21 5.26 5 . 2(, I . :J2 5.26 •l.00 0 . 00 2. ,,:1 4ct. :I(, 

•J.00 42.06 20.80 45 . ·•5 66 . 67 2:) . 5:J 66.67 na. ti<, 4 :1 . ·;·:. :t I - ~!i .... , . 67 2<, . 6.l 2H.!i7 20.•l0 00 . 00 •l . 00 0 . 01) 50 . 0C,, 
IJ . 00 3.23 I. 08 2 . (,9 7.53 2. rn 3 . 2:1 2 . (,9 :1 . 7<, 2 . f,') :J. 7<, 2. l!i 2. rn 0 . :,4 2 . 15 •t.00 0 . "It t . on 
tJ . 00 5 . 72 4.09 4 ..... , 11 . 58 6.95 3 . <,n :1.611 <, . !"~,,~- ,, . !t4 "• . I :1 <, . I :1 5 . 72 2. •H 2 . 04 I. 2:J 0. H:! I . t, :1 

3 0 ft 0 0 0 ,, 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ft fl 2 
,\VIOCR fJ.00 0 . 0ft 0.00 50 . IJ0 0.00 fJ . 00 0.00 r.0 . 00 O . •lO 0.00 tl . 0(} 0. flit 0 . 00 O . tlO 0 . 00 tt.00 ft . Oft 0 . oct I .•lll 

IJ.00 0 . 01-) 0 . 00 9 . IJ? 0 . 00 fJ . 90 0.01-) 11. ti 0 . t,tt) 0 . 00 tl.00 0 . 00 0.00 0.fJ0 0.00 IJ.00 0 . 0lt 0 . 11ft 
CJ . 00 0.01J 0.00 0 . !i4 0 . 00 fJ . 00 0 . 01) 0.54 0,1'.)0 0.00 •-t . 00 () . 01) 0 . flO 0.IJ0 0 . 00 IJ . 00 0 . 00 0 . 00 
fJ . 00 0 . 15 0 . ti 0 . 12 4t. 23 CJ . to 0. 0') 0.0() 0 . 17 0 . 17 ., . 16 0 . 16 0. rn 0.1)5 0 . 05 ll . 03 0 . Ct:! 0.04 

4 8 I I 0 I 3 ft 0 2 I 0 I I ft I I 15 
,\JWICR CJ . 90 6 . 67 6.67 0 . CJ0 6.67 2fJ.00 8.01t 0.80 I :J . :t:I ,, . (,7 ft . 67 0 . 04t 6 . 67 6.67 9.00 6 . 67 6.67 f, . (,7 R . •) b 

0 . 00 7 . 14 19.09 .. . IJ0 4.76 17.65 8.91-) 0.90 12 . !i0 ,, . 25 r..67 0. 01t 7. 14 20.CJ0 0 . 00 3 :J. 33 30 . 0ft 2a . OO 
0.00 0.54 0.54 0.<.t0 0 . 54 l.61 9.0ft 9.00 I. tlO O . a4 •l . a4 0 . 0ft 0.34 0 . :,4 0.00 •-t. 34 0 . tH 0 . :.4 
CJ.00 I. 13 0 . 81 0 . 09 1.69 I. 37 0 . 7:J 0.73 I . :!.•) 1.29 I. 21 I. 21 I . I :I 0 . ,,0 0 . 40 IJ . 24 

0 . "' 
0 .:12 

5 9 2 3 I 2 Ii 2 2 2 :J 5 6 :1 0 I I ft 0 3R 
OTIICRl'I fJ.90 5.26 7.89 2.1,3 5.26 13. 16 5.26 3.26 r. . :n, 7 . 09 1:t. 16 15. 7 1) 7.89 0.IJ0 2.63 2.63 0 . 01-) 0 . 0C,t 20 . ·•:t 

fJ.00 14 . 2'> 39 . 99 9 . •)9 9 . 52 2?.41 22.22 22.22 12. !iO IU. 75 :1 :1. 3:J 40 . 00 21 . 4:t 0 . 00 20.00 3:J. 33 0 . 0IJ 0. oct 
IJ . 00 1.08 I. 61 0 . !i4 1.08 2.69 , 1.0n I. 011 I . •~H I .(,I :!. . ,,., :J . 2:J I. 61 0 . IJ0 0 54 1,t. 54 0 . 0ft 0 . 00 
IJ . 00 2.06 2 . 04 2 . 2:-i 4 . 29 :J. 47 I .fH I . U4 :J . :!.7 :1 . 27 :1. 06 :, . o,, 2.06 I. ll2 1.02 ll . 61 0 . 41 0 . 02 

6 0 4 4 4 .. 5 ., 0 4 3 I ·• 3 I 0 9 .. I :m 
Tf.Cll fJ.00 10.53 10 . 53 10 . r;:1 10.53 13. 16 0.00 0.90 10 . :,:I 7 . 09 2. 6!) 10. 5:J 7. n•• 2. 63 0.00 ll . 90 0 . 0ft 2 . f,'.I 20 . ••:• 

tl.00 28.57 40 . 09 36. :J6 19.05 2'>. 41 0.81-) 0 . 00 2r. . •to Ill . 75 "'. (,7 2(,.67 21 . ·U 20 . IJft 0 . 00 •-t . 00 0 . 01-) 25 . mt 
\J . 00 2. 15 2 . 15 2 . 15 2 . 15 2 . 69 9.0•~ 0.00 2 . l!i 1.(,1 i:t. 54 2. 15 l.f,I 0 . :,4 fl . 00 ,, . 00 0 . Ctlt 0 . a4 
fJ. 00 2 . 06 2.04 2 . 2ft 4.29 3 . 47 I. B·J 1 . 04 :, . :!.7 :, . 27 :1. 0,, :1 . 0,, 

2 . "'' 
I . IJ2 1.02 IJ. 6 I 0 . 41 0 . 112 



COUNT "· s . PI\R VIOL vs. Y- SCORJ~ IOWI\ ~7 

""'' PCT l'ltOI. < corrr., 
C11l . PCT QUl;;ST( SUTI- Q) U :VV( I) vs OUT.ST< srm-o> IY ( I) V/\1.11 
T11T l'CT ~,/\1 ll' v:~o / H'> 
l': XP VI\L Sl\ffi'LF, SI ZF: 655 :!:I : ft I : :~(, 

QUEST ION IY ( I) X- ONI•: 
OIJEST I 2 3 4 5 <, 7 H 9 10 II 12 13 14 15 16 17 Ill 

Lt:VV( I) 0 2 :J 4 5 6 7 II ., HI 11 12 13 14 15 16 17+ 
X- ONF, TOT.'\L 

7 9 I 0 0 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 I 0 0 I " 5 
VUfTRY IJ . 99 20 . 90 9.90 0.1}0 0.09 0.90 0 . 01J 0 . 00 20.1-1() :.!O. 00 l}.00 0 . 00 0 . 00 20 . ll(t 0 . 00 'l.00 20. Ill> 0 . 00 2 .f, 9 

IJ.00 7 . ... 9.00 0.t-t0 0 . 00 0.00 0.00 0 . 00 <, . :~~ " . :!a 1t . 00 0 . 00 0.00 :.!0 . ttO 0 . 00 1} . 00 50 . 00 · o . oo 
l}.00 0. 5•1 0 . 00 0.IJO 0 . 00 0 . 00 0.00 0.00 0. !i4 0 . !i4 0 . 00 0 . 00 0 . 00 0 . !i4 0 . 00 tl . ,.0 0 . 5 ·J 0 . 011 
1} . 00 0 . 31l 0.27 0 .:m 0 . 56 1,J.46 0.2•J 0.24 0 . -J:t () . ,f.:J 1,t . 40 0.40 0 . :111 0. 1:1 0 . 13 il. 08 0.0:i 0 . I I 

TOTI\L 0 I •I 10 I I 21 17 ') 9 16 If, 15 I :, 14 :; 5 3 2 4 lfl6 
0.00 7. s :t IL38 5 . •) I 11.29 9 . 14 4.B·t 4 . tn ll. 1,0 11 . 4,0 a . CH, n . o,, 7 . 5:1 2.f,9 2 . 69 I. 61 1.011 2 . I :-i 

El'IPTY ROW OR COLUPIN 
N1J CII 1-SQU,\RE POSSIBLE 

CHI-SQ SICNIFIC~NCE u:VEu; FOR 102 DEGREFB OF FREEDOM 
P< CHI-SO) :: 8 . 3 00 0.200 8. ,.,0 8.050 0.025 8.010 0. ()',):, 0 . 001 

CIII-SQ :: 109 . 04 I 1:J.82 120. 5,:; 126 . 21 1:)1. 35 137..t-l 141 . :,•, 1r.o. ,:.7 

COL OPTIONS OLD 2 3 4 ~ 6 7 8 9 10 I I I., I !I 14 I:, I(, 17 18 19 20 21 22 2:1 24 25 26 27 28 29 
NEW 2 3 4 :; 6 7 0 9 10 II I:! 13 14 ,,-., I(, 17 IO HI IO 10 la 111 IO Ill lO 18 IO IO 



O)UNT "· s. rl\R VIOi. vs . NUMllF.R CURRF.NT OFff.NS IOWI\ '.! :l 

llttl~ l'CT 1'1!01. 
1;,11, rc:T om;:sT< ~11n- Q1 LEVVI I) vs QUEST< SIJH- C~l NCO ( I J V/\1.11 

T•IT l'CT ~:/\f II ' I / ~O / ::'l 

,~ l(f' Vi\L SI\MPLF: SIZF. = 655 :~: J : ~ t I : '.~~ ' 

('111-:STION Nf:O ( I) }{- ONF. 
OIJl~ST :.! :J 4 

1,F,VV( I l :~ :1 4+ 
,:-oru·: TOT.\L 

3 2 2 0 7 
1;v1or.n 4:.!.06 28.!i7 20 . 57 0.00 4.')0 

•1- . 05 4. 1,,l 14. 2 1, 0 . 00 
2 . IO l.·l·ll 1.4-0 0.0() 
:J. 62 2 . •J!i O.f,9 0 . 24 

2 21 :H 10 4 !;9 
CNVICH :J!i . 59 40.68 16.95 <,. 7U 41 . 2{, 

2:1 . 38 48.01} 71. 4:J R0 . 00 
H . 69 16. 70 6.99 2 . U0 
:1,~. 5:1 20. ,,:1 5. 711 2.06 

3 2 @ 0 0 2 
,\VIOCI\ :t:100. 8.01} 0.00 0.08 I .·10 

2 . 70 8 . tt•t 0.00 0.00 
1.40 0.~I} 0.00 0.00 
I. 0:J 0 . 7(} 0.20 0 . 07 

4 6 r, 0 I 12 
.\NV ICll 5•}. 00 41 . 67 0.00 0.33 o.:J9 

8. II 10.0@ 0.00 20.00 
·1.20 3.5(,J 0.00 0.70 
IJ. 21 4.2ft I. 17 0.42 

5 17 10 2 0 29 
OllfCRl'I 58.62 34 . -18 6.90 0 . 00 20.20 

2 :.!.97 20.0(J 14.29 0 . 00 
11 . 89 6 . 99 1.40 0.00 
l!i. 01 10. 1·1 2.04 I. 01 

6 23 ? 0 8 32 
rr.cn 71 . 07 28 . 12 0.00 0.00 22. ~JO 

:JI. 00 IO . 01} 8.00 0.(Ut 
IIJ . 08 6 . 2'J 8 . 00 0.00 
l~ . 56 I I . I') a. 1:1 I. 12 



COUNT Pl. s. PAR VIOL vs. NUT11\ER CURRENT OFFF:NS IOWI\ ~n 
f\l)W PCT l'ltOL (CONT . ) 
C•>L PCT QUEST< SUB-Q) LF.VV( I) vs QUF:ST( SIJB- fH NCO I) V/\1 .U 
Tiff PCT S/\111' I / 20 / 11') 
1-: l(J' V/\1. Sl\rWLF. SIZF. = 655 :~:I : :; I :~<, 

~UF:STION NCO ( I ) K -ONI•: 
QUF:ST ~ :J 4 

U :VV( I > ~ :I 4+ 
X- ONE TOT,\L 

7 2 I} 0 0 2 
VtNTilY ~ 100 . 0 . f.tt,) 0 . 00 0 . 00 1.40 

~ . 70 0 . O•~ 0 . 00 0.00 
I. 40 0 . ()Ii} 0 . 00 0 . 00 
I . 0:: 0 . '[1/j 0 . 20 0 . 07 

TOTI\L 74 51} 14 5 1-13 
51. 75 34.'>7 9.79 3 . 50 

FOR TIIIS CONTINGF.NGY TAIH.F.: f:11 I - SQ = 25.97 r = 0. 10(,}42:ut 
W.\ltfl ING -- ONE on J'IOllE OI· Tm: CELLS /\HE El'IPTY 

Cll 1- Sll SIGN IF I C,\NCE tF.VF.LS FOR 10 DECRl•:F..S OF FREF.DOrt 
P(CIII-SO) = 0.:100 0 . 200 0 . 101} 0 . 050 'J.0'.!5 8.fflO 0.0'l!'i 0 . 001 

Cll 1- ~Q = 20. 60 2:!. 80 26 . .,I} 211 . 90 :) I. 50 34. :~i> 37 . 20 42 . :11 

COL OPTIONS OLD 
NEIi 

2 a + 5 6 7 
2 a + 4 + + 



f:()IJl'IT 1'1 . S . Pi\R VIOL VS . CUIUlF.IH CONV FOR VIOL JOWi\ '.~•) 
n• II~ PCT l'l:OI, 
,;,n . l'(:T QUJ•:ST< SIITT- QI l,F.VV< I I VS QI/EST( !'ilffi-Q) CV 10~ I) V/\1 .U 
'J'tlT l'CT ~:/\IW l / '.~0 / 1:') 
1~1(1• VI\I. SMIPLF. SIZF. = 6a:i '..~:1: !,1 ::.!<, 

01/FST 
I .F:VV( I) 

):- ONE 

I 
C.VIOCH 

2 
r.1'4VICH 

3 
,\VIOCR 

5 
o·mcrut 

6 
n:cn 

I 
YF:S 

3 
2!; . 00 
1:L 6<:• 

1.61 
1.-t-2 

5 
t;.58 

2:!. 73 
2 . 69 
R . 99 

2 
~I00. 

') . 09 
I.OB 
~ . 24 

2 
l!J . 33 
'). 9CJ 
1.98 
I. 77 

6 
111.79 
27.27 

:). 23 
4.49 

3 
7.89 

1:J.64 
I. 61 
4.4CJ 

(~111-:S TIOl'I CVIO( I) X- ONE 
:~ 

N• I 
TOTI\!. 

') 12 
75.<WI f, .45 

5. •I'> 
4.IH 

10 . r.n 

71 76 
93.42 40.86 
43. 2') 
38. 17 
67.<tl 

C) 2 
9. <t•:t 1.08 
0 . i+•:t 
0. fJIJ 
I. 7(, 

I :J 15 
86.67 8.06 

7. •J:J 
6 .•••• 

13.2:J 

32 38 
84.21 20.43 
19.51 
17. 21:t 
33.51 

:J!J 38 
92. 11 20.43 
21-.34 
IR.82 
33 . !il 



O)UffT l'I . s. PAR VIOL vs. CURRF.l'ff co"v FOR VIOL IOWi\ 
lll)W PCT 
1;1>L PCT QUF.ST( SIJR- Ql LF.VV( I> VS QUF.ST( SIJB- Ql 

l'IIOL 
CVIO( I> VI\I .U 

Si\111' TOT l'CT 
l~XI• Vi\L 

QUF:ST 
1.f.VV( I) 

X- ONF.: 

7 
VI .NTllY 

TOTAL 

FOR TIIIS 
W.\RNING --

I 
YES 

2t}.00 
·• . 55 
,,. 54 
t} . 51) 

22 
11 . 63 

Si\tff'LF. SI ZF. = 
011 1-:STION CV IO•: I l 

2 
NO 

TOTI\L 

·• 5 
80 . lt•J 2.69 

2 . •H 
2 . l !i 
4 . •I I 

164 186 
60. 17 

X- ONE 

CONTINGENCY Ti\RI.E: CRI - SQ = 20.48 
ONE OR HOltt: OF THE CF.I .LS AJ\E El'IPTY 

CH I - SQ SI CN I Fl C,\NCE L.F.Vf.LS FOR 6 DEGREES or FRF.F.DOM 

'.!') 
( COl'IT. ) 

I / :!0 / :I'• 
~ :I : :, I : :!~, 

P(CIII - SO> 0. :rn0 0 . 200 0. lltt} 0.0:'i0 0 . 025 0.fHO 0.<Hl5 CLOOI 
CHI - SQ = 7 . 23 6 . 56 10 . <,,:, 12.60 14 . 40 16 . :l(l IU . (;O 22.<!·<, 



<:OtfflT "· s. PAR VIOL vs. PRIOR co"v FOR VIOL IOWA ~o 
ll•tW PCT l'IIOI . 
,;,u. PCT QUE~T< SUil- Qt LF.VVC I) v·~ ... <~lJF.STC STJB- 0) rv1m I) V/\1.H 

T•rr PCT S/\IW l/20/ 11') 

l•'.l<I' VI\I. S/\l'Wl.F. SI ZF. = f,r;r; :!: ; : !t I : :~~ , 

f'llt:ST ION 1•v10,: I) }(- ONE 
QIJl~f;T I 2 

1.f.VVI I) YES NO 
X-ONF. TOT/\L 

I 2 l't 12 
,;v1ocn 1'1.67 83 . a:a 6 . 4a 

•J•t.00 s . r;2 
I.OB 5 . :H:J 
IJ.32 11. <,3 

2 9 7(:, 76 
ClWICR IJ.90 * 10ft. 40.06 

IJ.90 41 . f)'J 
fJ.0O 40.8'1 
2.04 73.')6 

3 I I 2 
,\VIOCR 51J.08 50.tt!J 1.00 

2•J.00 e.r,:, 
fJ . 54 0 . !H 
IJ.05 I . 'i!i 

4 • I !J IIJ 
,\l'fVICR fJ.80 *18tt. 8.06 

fJ.90 8 . 2'> 
IJ.00 o. ft(, 
0.40 14.60 

5 I 37 38 
OTIICM 2 . 63 97.37 20.43 

21J.80 28.44 
IJ.54 19.09 
1.02 36 . ')8 

6 I 37 38 
lT.CII 2.63 97.37 20.43 

20.90 20.44 
0.64 19. t)•t 
1.02 36 . ,,a 



COUln "· S. PAR VIOL VS. PRIOR CONV fOR VIOL IOWI\ 
ll•IW PCT 
1;11L PCT 
TOT PCT 
l~l(I' VI\L 

l'IIOL 
QUEST( SUB- Q) u:vv( I) vs QUEST( SIJD-0) PVIO( I> V/\1.U 

SI\NI' 

QUEST 
LF.VV( I) 

>C- ONt: 

7 
VLNTI\Y 

TOTAL 

FOR 1111S 
li.\llN INC --

I 
IT.S 

0 
IJ.00 
IJ.00 
IJ . 00 
IJ. l:J 

5 
2 . 69 

Sl\tWU: S IZt: = 
(.\\JEST ION l'V Io,: I) 

2 
N•> 

TOTAL 

!i 5 
* 101t . 2.69 
2.76 
2 . 6'} 
4 . H'l 

IOI 186 
97.:JI 

CONTINCF.NCY TA.DU: : CRI-SQ = 
ONE OR tlOI\E OF TIIE CELLS ARE 

28.73 r 
EnPTY 

CIII-SQ SICNIFIC,\NCE I.EVl-:LS FOR 6 DECIU:F.S OF Fl\F.F.OOH 

= 

P<Clll - SU) ·· 0.300 tL200 0. Ht•~ 0.050 0.025 0.fJIO 0.~05 
Clll-SQ " 7 . 23 8 . 56 10.<,IJ 12.60 14.40 16.UO 111 . 50 

~•o 
(CONT.) 

I /20/ 11') 
2 : I : 5 I : ~ (, 

0.0000710 

(l.001 



mtmT ti. s. P/\R VIOL vs. " PRIOR CONVICTIONS IOW/\ :l I 
1\1)\-1 PCT l'IIOI. 
,;, u: PCT OUEST<SIIR-Q> I.F:VV( I) vs OIIF.ST< SIJB- 0> ,rev( I > V/\1 .H 
T• ►T l'CT Si\fil' I / 20 / H') 
I~ 1(1' V/\1 . S/\l'fPI.E S IZt: = (,fi!:i ~:I: fi I : :..!<, 

(~IIESTION .-rev,· I) K -ONE 
OIWST I 2 3 4 5 6 7 

Ll-:VV< II 0 2 :I 4 5 (,+ 
>:- ONE Tl ►T/\1. 

I 7 3 I 0 9 0 I•• 
cv,ocr: 11.33 58. :1:1 25.00 8 . 33 0 . 00 0.00 0 . 4)0 4,. ~ ·~• 

I .69 1:L 21 n.57 5 . 00 0 . IJO fL09 0 . ()~) 
•J . 54 3.76 1.61 0.54 0.IJ0 0 . 00 o . oi> 
:1. 61 3. •I:! 2 . 26 1.29 0.65 0.32 0.26 

2 25 18 15 7 7 2 2 7(, 
CNVICH 32.69 23.68 19 . 74 9.21 9 . 21 2 . 63 2.63 ,i.o . m, 

42.37 33.'>6 42 . 86 35 . 00 70 . IJ0 40 . 00 50.00 
t:L 44 9.68 8 . 06 3.76 3.76 1.00 I. 011 
2·1. 11 21. 66 14 . 30 0. 17 4.09 2 . 04 I. 6!1 

3 2 0 0 0 9 0 0 2 
,\VIOCI\ *100. 0.01J 0.00 0.00 0.00 0 . 00 0.00 I . (?H 

:) . 39 0. 01J 0.00 0 . 00 0 . 00 0.00 0.00 
1.06 0.Wt 0 . 00 0 . 00 0 . 00 0.00 0.00 
0 . 63 0.57 0.38 9 . 22 0. 11 0 . 05 0.04 

4 3 5 3 I I I I 15 
,\NVICR 20.90 33 . 3:) 20.99 6.67 6 . 67 6 . 67 6 . 67 0.06 

:,.08 9.4:J 8.57 5.99 19.ff 20.99 25.00 
1.61 2 . 6') J. 61 0.54 9.54 9 . 54 9 . 54 
4 . 76 4.27 2 . 82 I. 61 0.81 0.40 0 . 32 

3 19 14 6 5 2 9 I :m 
OTIICRl'I 26.32 36.84 15.79 13. 16 5.26 0.99 2 . 63 2,t. 4:1 

16.95 26.••2 17. 14 25.00 20.00 0.99 25.00 
l'i.38 7.5:J 3.23 2 . 69 1.00 9.99 0.54 

12.05 10. n:1 7. 15 4.99 2.04 1.02 8.02 

6 16 8 0 5 9 I 9 38 
TF.CH 42. 11 21. tt!i 21.95 13. 16 9 . ff 2.63 0 . 09 20.43 

27. 12 15.tt•> 22.86 25.99 9.09 29.90 0.09 
8 . 60 4 . :)0 4.30 2.69 0.09 0.54 0.09 

12.05 10.n:J 7 . 15 4.09 2.04 J.92 0 . U2 



COUNT Pl . S. PAR VIOL VS. 1 l'RIOR CONVICTIONS 
H•IW PCT l't:OL 
COL l'CT QUEST( SUP,- Q) LEVV( II vs QUl·:ST( SIJB- <U ,rev( I) V/\1.11 
TOT l'CT 
EXI' VI\L 

(t 

SAHl'LI~ SI ZF. = 
OlJESTION ... ,•cv i: I) 

2 :1 
2 

6a5 

4 
:l 

X-- ONE 
6 
5 

7 
t,. 

~· · 1 corrr. > 

I / ;•o / H') 
:~:S: ~- I : :~<, 

QUt:ST 
Lf.VVI I l 

X- ONI•: TOT/\L 

7 2 
VLNTil Y 41}. 00 20 . IM 

:L 39 I . IN 
I.OU O . !H 
I . 5'> I . ·1·2 

TOTAL 59 5:J 
31.72 28. •J') 

0 I 
0. 00 20 . 0t) 
0.00 5.00 
0.00 0 . 54 
0 . 94 0.54 

35 20 
18.02 10. 75 

0 
0.00 
0 . 00 
0 _ I}{. 
o.:a 

10 
5.:JU 

I 
20.00 
20 . 00 

0 . 54 
tL 13 

Ii 
2.69 

FOR THIS CONTINGENCY TABLE: CUI - SQ = !l!l.49 
W.'\HN I NG -- ONE OR ttOI\E or TIIE CELI.S AllE El'IPTY 

0 
0 . flO 
0 . 00 
0 . (.)() 
0 . 11 

4 
2. la 

I' = 0 . !i8U:l901 

CHI-SQ SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS t' OR 36 DEGREES OF FI\EF.DON 
P<CHI - SO> = 0.:100 0.200 0. lltl} 0.050 0.0:!5 0.0m 0 . 00:. 0.001 

CIII-SQ = 40 . 02 42.93 47. II} 50.66 63.94 57 . aa 60 . 5 7 (,(, . ,:.:1 

COL OPTIONS OLD 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 ll I ·• 13 
NEIi 2 3 4 5 6 7 7 7 7 7 ·7 7 



COUNT "· s. PAR VIOL vs. , PRIOR COM111TIIENTS IOWI\ :J'..! 
Hill-I PCT l'HOL c,n. l'CT QUEST< 1->UC-U> LEVV( I) vs QUt:ST( SIJD-m ,rc11~ I) V/\1.11 
"l))T l'C:T S/\III' l/20 / H') 
(~)(I• VI\I. Sl\tn'LE SIZE = 655 :~:l: !JI : ~,. 

t'Ul~STION ,rcrti. I) X-ONE 
QUEST I :! 3 4 6 6 7 

Lt:VVI I) 0 2 3 4 :; (,t-

X-ONE TOTl\1. 

I 5 6 I 0 0 0 w 12 
CVIOCll •Jl.67 50.IM 8.33 0.00 0.00 0.00 0 . 00 ... 4.:; 

!i . 62 11. :I:! 3.70 0.00 0 . 00 0.00 0 . 00 
2 . 69 3. 2:, 0.54 0.00 O. IJO 0.00 0 . 00 
5.74 a.••:! 1.74 0 . 45 0 . 19 0.32 0. I :I 

2 37 20 10 4 2 2 7(, 
CNVICll 48.66 26.32 13. 16 5.26 2.63 2.63 I. 32 ~.o.w, 

... . 57 37.74 37.04 57. 14 66.67 40.00 60 . 00 
l'}.81) 10.75 5.30 2 . 15 1.08 1.00 0 . 54 
:16.37 21.66 11.03 2.06 1.23 2.04 0.H2 

3 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
AV I OCR *100. 0 . 00 0 . 00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 I .OU 

2 . 2:; 0.lt~ 0.00 0.00 0.09 0.00 0 . 00 
I. 06 0 . tt•:t 0 . 00 0.80 0 . 00 0.00 0 . 00 
IJ.96 0.57 0.29 0.87 0.03 0.0:i 0.02 

4 6 3 4 0 0 2 0 15 
ANVICR 40.00 20.00 26.67 0.80 0.ff 13.33 0 . 00 0.()6 

6 . 74 5 . 66 14.81 0.00 0.ff 40.00 0.00 
:J.23 I. 61 2. 15 0.00 0.80 1.08 0.00 
7 . 18 4 . 27 2.18 0 . 56 0 . 24 0.40 0. 16 

5 17 10 7 3 0 0 I an 
OTIICM 44.74 26.32 18.42 7.89 0.00 0.00 2.63 21,_43 

19. 10 18 . 07 25.93 42.86 0 . 00 0.00 60.00 
•}. 14 5.38 3.76 I. 61 0.ff 0.00 0.54 

18. 10 10. U:l 5.152 1.43 0.61 1.02 0.41 

6 19 I :l G 0 0 I 0 30 
TECH 5fJ.00 34.21 13. 16 0.00 0.80 2.63 0 . 00 20. 4:, 

21 . 35 24 . lJ:) 18.52 0.00 0.ff 20.00 0.00 
1ft. 22 6. ')') 2.69 0.00 0.00 8.G4 8.00 
18. 18 10. n:1 5.52 1.43 0.61 1.02 0.41 



COUNT l'I. s. PAR VIOL vs. , PRIOR COffl'IITifENTS IOW,\ :1 ~! 
now PCT l'ICOJ, (f:Ol'IT.) 
CtlL PCT QUEST( SUfl- 0) LF:VV( I) vs QUt:ST( SIJB- 0> ,rcl'lc I) V ,\I.II 
TIH PCT !-:,\( II' I / 20 / 11'} 
,,: )(I' Vi\l. Si\l'IPU: SIZE = ,.aa :~: & : ~ I : ~ ~<, 

<!IJl·:S-rlON 1 Pcrt 0 I) X- ONI•: 
OIIF.ST I :! :1 4 :; 6 7 

1.F.VV( I ) 0 2 a 4 5 <,+ 
X- ONF: TOT/\1. 

7 3 0 0 I 0 () :; 
VLNTllY 6~ . 00 20 . 0•~ 0.00 0 . 00 20 . fJ0 0 . 00 0.00 =~. , ••• 

:J. 37 I.IN 0.00 0.00 3:1 . :J3 0.00 0 . ()e) 

I. 61 0 . :H, 0 . 00 0.00 O . !'i4 0.00 o. rn> 
2.:J9 I . •I.:! 0 . 7:J 0. 19 O.~G 0. 13 ,, . o:. 

TOTAL 01) 5:1 27 7 3 5 2 , ,~,. 
47.85 28 .. ,., 14.52 3.76 I. 61 2.69 I .OH 

FOR TIIIS CONT I NGENCY TABLE: CIII-SQ = 35.83 r = 0 . <f,7(,4 109 
W.'\llN I NG -- ONE Oil HOllE OF TIIE C.EI.I.S MlE El'IPTV 

CH I-SQ SI CN IF I C,\NCF. I.F.VELS l•OR 36 DEGllF:l•:s or FREEDOfJ 
P(CIII - S(.H = 0 .:1(}0 tt . 200 0. 10•~ 0.050 0.025 0.010 0.00!'i 0 . 001 

CIII - SO = 4O.C)2 -t:!.93 47. IIJ 50.66 53.94 57.t:'.i f,0. ~;7 h<, . 4:1 

COL OPTIONS OU) 
NE\/ 

2 3 4 a 6 7 0 9 10 II 12 13 
2 3 4 5 6 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 



COUl'fT "· s. PJ\R VIOL vs . COl'll'IIT- FRF:F: l'IOS IOWJ\ 3:1 
llOW rcT l'1101. 
1;1)L l'CT QU(;:.~T< f;Un- O> LEVV( I) vs OUF.ST( SIJB- m RCFP( I) VJ\1.0 
T•IT l'C.T ~:J\111' l / ~0 / 11'} 
1•:xr VJ\L s,urru: s 1zF: = f,il5 :~:I :~; I : :!(, 

CIJESTION 114:FI' ( I) K- ONI•: 
(Wt:ST :! :1 4 5 <, 7 0 ? Ht II 12 13 14 15 

Lf.VV( I > 0 1-5 6 - 11 12·-~:I 24- 35 :J6- •H 4H- 5'> <,0- 71 7 ~ -a :1 IM- ')9 100+ 2ClO ·• 30Cl+ 40•H :l00+ 
K- ONf. TOTAL 

I 4 0 4 I 0 .. 0 0 0 I 0 0 0 0 II 
CVIOf: R 36 . 36 9 . 0'} 0.00 36.36 9 . 09 0.00 0 . 00 0 . 0~ 0 _ tl)O 0 . 00 ? . 09 0. Olt 0.00 0 . ~0 0.00 6.07 

'} . 0<) 20 . 01t 0.00 20.tJ0 5 . 56 tJ . 00 0.0tt 0 . 00 0 . 1)(> 0 . 00 3'.l . :J:I 0.00 0 . 00 0 . ,-to 0 . 00 
2 . 50 0.62 0 . 00 2.!i0 0 . 62 0. 0'.-> 0.0ft 0 . 00 Cl - •~O 0 . 00 ~- f,2 0 , 00 0 . 00 0 . •♦0 0 . 00 
:J.02 0 .~H 0 . 48 I. :J7 1.24 0 . ,,., 0.27 0 . :14 0 . :-.:; 0 . 14 •t . 21 I . 5 I 0.(,9 0 . ttb It. 06 

2 19 :J Ii 7 5 3 I 2 :1 2 I I :I 3 I 0 68 
CI-.VICR 27.94 4 . 41 7 . 35 10 . 29 7.35 4 . 41 1.47 2 . 94 4 . -i-, 2 . 94 I. 47 I?. I :! 4 . 41 I . ·•7 0 . 00 42.50 

·•=J. 18 60.0ft 71.43 35.00 27.78 3fJ.00 25.0ft <t-0 . 00 :r,. !.O ~: 100. 3 :1. :1:1 5,,. 0'} 30 . 00 *lltlt. 0 . lt0 
11.87 1.87 3 . 12 4 . :)7 3. 12 1.07 0.62 I . 25 1.:17 I . :!.5 tJ . (,2 II. I:! I .117 0 .f,2 0 . 00 
18.70 2. 12 2.97 O . !i0 7.65 4.25 I . 70 2 . 12 :} . -•0 0 . 1'5 I. 27 ••. a:-. 4 . 25 0 . .. 2 0.42 

3 0 0 0 0 0 0 .. 8 0 0 0 It I 0 0 I 
,\VIOCR 0.00 8.0ft 0.00 0.00 0 . 08 0.00 0.0tt 0.00 O.tlO 0 . 00 tJ . 00 0.00 *IOO. O . ttO 0 . 00 0.62 

0 . 00 0.0ft 0 . 00 0 . 00 8 . 00 0.00 0.00 0.00 O . •~O 0.00 tJ . 00 0 . 0tt I0 . 00 0 . •l0 0.00 
0.00 8.0ft 8.00 0 . tJ0 0 . 00 0 . 00 0.0ft 0 . 00 c,> . ,io 0 . 00 tJ . 00 0.0ft 0.(,2 0.tt0 0 . 00 
0 . 27 0 . 0:i 8 . 04 0. 12 0 . II 0.06 8.02 0 . 0:l 0, I)~ 0 . 01 •t . 02 0 . ... 0 . 06 0 . tJI 0 . 01 

4 2 0 I 2 4 2 0 0 0 9 ., I 0 0 13 
,\J,VICR 15 . 38 8 . 00 7.69 15 . 38 30 . 77 IIJ . 38 0 . 8ft 8.00 7 . ~9 0.00 0 . 00 0 . 00 7 . 69 8 . 00 0 . 00 8.12 

4 . 55 8.00 14.29 10.00 22.22 29.00 0.01t 0.00 12 . !i0 0 . 00 tJ . 00 0.00 10 . 00 0 . 1}0 0 . 00 
I. 25 8.00 8.62 1.25 2 . 50 1.25 0.00 8.00 0 . 62 0 . 00 tJ. ff Ct 0.00 0 . f>2 0 . tJ0 0.00 
3.57 0.41 8.57 1.62 1.46 0.81 8.32 8.41 o .,rn 0 . 16 tJ.24 I . 7•> 0.111 0.tJO 0 . 08 

5 II 0 I 5 3 3 I 2 0 I 3 3 0 8 34 
OTHCRPI 32.35 0 . 00 2.94 14.71 8.82 8.82 2.9•• !LOB 2.'}4 0. Ct0 2 . 94 n.02 fJ . 82 0 . IJ0 0.00 21.25 

2!J.00 0.00 14 . 29 25.98 16.67 30.00 25.0ct 40 . 00 12. !iO 0 . 00 a:i. 33 I :i. 6•• 30 . 00 0 . 1}0 0.00 
6.87 8.00 8.62 3 . 12 1.87 1.07 . 0.62 I. 25 0 . •~2 0 . 00 tl . 62 1 . 07 1 . 07 0 . 1}0 0.')0 
9 . 35 1.06 I. 49 4 . 25 3.82 2.12 8.05 1.06 I .'i'O 0 . 42 tJ . 64 4 . (,l 2. 12 8 . 21 0.21 

6 7 I 0 2 Ci 2 I I 2 0 0 6 2 0 30 
TECH 23 . 33 3 . 33 e.ee 6.67 16.67 6.67 3.33 3.33 6J,7 0 . 00 0 . 00 20 . 0tt 6.67 0.00 3 . 33 18.75 

15 . 91 20.00 8.00 10 . 00 27.70 20.00 25.00 20.00 2!i.tt0 0.00 0 . 00 27 . 27 20 . 60 e . ,t0 * 160 . 
4.37 0.62 8.00 1.25 3 . 12 1.25 0.62 0.62 l.:!a 0.00 tl . 01t 3 . 75 1.25 0 . 1}0 0.62 
8.25 0.94 1.31 a.75 3 . 37 1.07 0 . 75 0.94 I . !iO 0 . :)7 tl . 56 4. 12 1 . 117 0 . 19 It. 19 



COUNT "· s. PAR VIOL vs. COPll'IIT- FREF. l'fOS IOWA ~1:1 
l\t)W l'CT l'HOL (CONT . ) 
1:111 . PCT om;;sT< sur.- o• LEVV( I) vs QUEST( SIJB- Q) RCFP( I) V/\1 .0 
T•ff PCT ~;/\Ill' 1/:.!(t / H') 
f.: l(I' V/\L S/\HPtE srzr. = 655 :.~: l : rt I : ~ h 

t'UEST ION llCFI' ' I ) X- ONE 
QUF:ST 2 :J 4 5 ,, 7 n 9 10 11 I~ 13 14 15 

Lf.VV( I) 0 1- 5 6 - 11 12-- :~:1 24- :15 :lf» - 47 40- :i') (,0- 71 7~ -a :1 ,M--•,·· 100+ 200f- 300f- 4ff•H a04H 
X- ONE lUTI\L 

7 I 0 0 0 0 0 I {t I 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 
VI .NTRY 3'.l . 33 0.00 0.00 0.@0 0 . 00 0.00 33.3:J 0 . 00 :n . :Ja 0 ...... ll . 00 0 . 00 0 . 00 0. •-t0 0 . 00 I. 07 

2 . 27 0 . 00 0 . 00 o . ,-to 0 . 00 ~ . uo 2:..00 0 . 00 I ~~ . !i() 0 . 00 ,., _ cto 0 . 00 0 . 00 o . ,to 0.00 
,., _ 62 0 . 00 0 . 00 0 . ,,.,, 0.00 ~ . 00 0 . 6:! o .oc, () _,-,:! 0 . 00 ,, . 00 0.00 0 . 00 0 . •-tct 0 . 00 
t-t. 02 0 . 0') 0. 13 0 . :17 0 . 34 IJ . I'> 0 . 07 O . O<J 0 . I :i 0 . 04 1,)_ CH, 0 . '1· 1 0 . 1•, ct . •->:! Ct . 02 

TOTAL 44 5 7 20 ID 10 ·• !i II 2 3 ~ :!: 10 160 
27 . 50 3. 12 4 . 37 12 . !iO 11.25 6 . 25 2 . 50 3 . 12 !i . 1)i 1 I. 2~; I . U7 I :1 . ·, !, 6 . :!!i 0.f,2 0.,,2 

FOR TIIIS CONTINGF.NCY TABLE : CHI - SQ = 01 . 14 p = 0. !i<,H I il')4 
W.'\llN INC -- ONE Oil ttOllE OF TIIE CEI .L.S AllE El'IPTY 

CHI - SQ SICNIFIC~NCE LEVELS FOR 84 llECRf.t:S or FHF:f.DOH 
P<CIII - SO) = 0 . :100 0 . 200 0. llf•l 0 . 050 0 . 0:!5 0. ,,10 0 . ()O!i ••· 00 I 

Cll 1- SQ = 90 . 36 'H- . 71 100 . U6 10(, . 04 1 IO . 75 116 . :12 120. 17 1:!H . :17 



C.'lUflT "EW SI\FETY SCORF. VS. P/\ROLE REVOKF.D IOW/\ 
now PCT l'I\OL 
1:,1L PCT QUF.ST( sun-01 IS ( I) vs QUEST( SIJB-Ql nvmc~ I) V /\I.II 
TllT l'C:T : ,/\I II' l / 21/UCJ 
EXP VI\L Si\tn'LE SIZE = 655 1) : 2:1: '. 17 

fmESTION I\VOI<' I I K -ONE 
0111·:ST I ;~ 

IS C II YF.S Nt) 
X- ONI·: TOTI\L 

I 2 11 13 
0-1 I:,. 3C 84 . <.:! 2.39 

1.23 2.IN 
~.37 2. tt:l 
:J . HC 9. I:! 

2 2 '> I I 
2 10. rn 81.n:~ 2.03 

I. 23 2 . :16 
0.37 1.66 
:J . 2C 7 . 7;~ 

3 4 8 12 
3:J.33 66 . 67 2.21 

2 . 47 2. ltJ 
@.74 I. 47 
:). 50 8.•J2 

4 3 I'> 22 
13.64 06.36 4.05 

I.Ba 4. 'J'J 
0.55 3 . 50 
6.56 15 .•H 

5 7 10 17 
41. 18 58 . 02 3. 13 
4.32 2.62 
1.29 1.IH 
11.97 I J • 'J:J 

6 2 20 22 
9.99 99.91 4.05 
I. 23 6 . 211 
0.37 3.68 
6 . 56 15.44 

7 3 21 24 
12.58 87 . ti'J 4.42 

1.85 5 . 51 
IJ.55 3 . 07 
7 . 16 16.IH 

8 2 211 27 
7.41 92.69 4.97 
J. 23 6.66 

9 . 37 4.64 
8.86 18.94 



COlfflT ftF:W SAFF.TY scoru: vs . PI\J\OLE ru:voKED IOWI\ I 

R•tw PCT 1•1101. (CONT.) 

C•JI, l'f:T OUF$T< sun- 01 IS ( I) vs QUF.ST< SIJB- Q) RVOK( I) V/\1 .U 

'l'IT PCT S/\IW I /:! I / II') 

EXP VI\L S/\1'11'1 ,E SIZE = ,,aa ,, : ~ :I : :17 

mms -r1on llVOIC O: I) X- ONE 
QIJF:ST I 2 

IS ( I) YF.S NIJ 
X- ONE TOT/\L 

9 7 :!•J 27 
2!i . 9:1 74 . •n 4.97 

·•· 3l 5 . :!rt 
I. 2'J !l . <>IJ 
8. 0<> UL•,-• 

10 4 26 30 
1:1. 3 !J 86 . 67 5 . 52 
2.47 6 . H2 
IJ . 74 4 . 7°) 
8 . 95 21. O!i 

11 7 22 29 
2 ·• · 14 75 . ur, 5.:J4 

·• · 32 5 . 77 
I . 2'' 4 . .,:, 
8 . 6:-i 20 . !l!i 

12 I I 22 33 
3:l.33 66 . 67 6 . 08 

6 . 79 5 . 77 
2.03 4 . 05 
•) . 85 23. l!i 

13 9 27 36 
2!1.00 7G.01J 6.63 

5 . 56 7.0') 
1.66 4 . •n 

IIJ . 74 25 . 26 

14 12 33 45 
26.67 73.:J:J 8.29 

7 . 41 8.66 
2 . 21 6.08 

1:1. 43 31 . 67 

15 17 22 39 
43.59 56.41 7. 18 
10.49 5 . 77 
3 . 13 4 . 01J 

11.64 27 . 36 

16 8 28 36 
22.22 77 . 78 6.63 

4 . 94 7.31J 
1.47 G. 16 

10.74 21J.26 



COUftT IIEW SAFF.TY SCORE VS. PAROLE RF.VOl{f:D IOWI\ I 
l\t )I-I J'CT t'ltol. (CONT. > 
c,n, l'CT QUEST< f-lJll-Q) IS ( I) vs QUF.ST( SIJR-Q) RVOKf I) V/\1.U 
T•ff PCT f; /\111' 1/21/H? 
EXI' V 1\1, SMWl .t: SIZF. = ,,a~ •> : ~:1 : :rl 

Qlll~STION llVOI(( I) X- ONE 
QUF:ST I 2 

IS ( I) YES N•> 
)(-ONF. TOT/\1. 

17 17 2•➔ 37 
•J!i . 95 54 . 0!i 6.81 
I'". -C,C) 5. :!!i 
:1. 13 3.ti8 

11.04 25 . '}6 

18 16 II 27 
!i•} . 26 40. 7•1 4.97 

'} . 88 2. 0'} 
2.9!i 2 . f):J 
8 . 06 18.•M 

19 1B I !i 33 
!i·t•. 5a 45 . 4!} 6.08 
II . 11 3 . 'M 
:) . :I I 2.76 
•} . C5 23 . l!i 

20 8 8 16 
!l•t.00 58 . ltf} 2.95 

4.94 2 . rn 
I. 47 I . •H 
4.77 11. 2:J 

21 2 2 4 
50.80 58.91J 8.74 

1.23 8.52 
0.37 8 . :J7 
I. I') 2 . 111 

22 I 2 3 
33.33 66 . 67 8 . 55 
IJ.62 8.52 
IJ . IO 8.:17 
IJ.90 2 . IIJ 

TOTAL 162 381 1143 
2'>.83 78 . 17 

FOR 11118 COftTINGEIICY TABLE: CHI-SQ = 59.H P = 9.0000345 
W.\llN I IIG -- ONE r u-m OR NORE OF TIIE CELLS HAVE LESS 11IAft 5 

CHI-SQ SIGNIFICANCE LEVELS FOR 21 DECREES or FREEDO" 
P<CHI-SQ) = 8.388 9.288 8 . ltt0 8.858 9.825 8.ttl8 8.885 8.081 

CHI-SQ = 23.98 26 . 28 29 . 6't 32.78 311. 68 38 . •}8 41.40 46 . 110 

ROW OPT IOftS OLD 2 3 4 {J 6 7 8 9 18 II 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 28 21 22 23 
"EW I 2 3 4 IS 6 7 8 9 18 II 12 13 14 15 16 17 IO 19 28 21 22 



OlUNT NEW S/\ff.TY scoru: vs. tl.S. l'/\1\0U: REVOC/\T IOW/\ .. 
I\OW PCT 1'1101. 

,:ot PCT OUF::-:T( Slll:-O> IS ( I) vs Qllf:ST( SIJO-m LF.VV( I ) V/\1.11 

TOT l'CT SAIIC' I / :.! I / H') 

1-:xr V/\1. SAMl ' l.F. SI ZF. = (,ri5 t): :'.:I : : I,· 
l'IJf.ST I ON u:vv,: I} X- ONE 

OUl-:ST I 2 :J 4 5 " 7 
IS ( I ) CVIOCll CNVICH /\VIOCH ,\NVICII OTIICRM n :cu VUITIIV 

><- ONE TOT/\1. 

I 0 (} 0 0 0 2 

0-1 0.90 0 ... ,., 0.00 !i0.00 0.00 50.00 0 . 00 1. 2:, 
tl.00 o . .,,., 0.00 9.09 0 . 1}0 3 . 03 0 . 00 
1}.00 0. ,,,c') 0 . 00 0.62 0.tJ0 9.62 0 . 00 
,,,. 14 O.IH 0.01 f>. 14 0.42 0.41 0.05 

2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 :.! 
2 0.00 *10ft. 8.00 0.00 0. 00 0.00 0 . oc, I. ~:C 

~.00 2 . 'H 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
tJ. (}0 I. 2:1 0.00 0 . 00 0.tJ0 0.00 0.00 

·~. 14 O . IH 0 . 01 0 . 14 0.42 0.41 O.fl:-i 

:J 0 2 0 0 • I 4 

0.00 50. ltt} 0.00 0.00 0.00 25.00 2r..00 =~- 47 
l}.00 2.'M• 0.00 0.00 0.00 3 . 8:J :!.1.i.00 
0.00 I. 2:J 0 . 00 0.00 8 . 00 0.62 0 . 62 
tJ.27 I. <,8 8 . 02 0 . 27 0.84 0.01 ().09 

4 0 I 0 0 I I 0 :l 

tJ.00 :J:J. a:1 0.00 8.08 33.33 :J:J.33 0.00 I.Ba 
0.80 1.47 0.00 0 . 00 2 . 94 3.83 0.00 
0.00 8 . 62 8.00 0.80 0.62 0.62 0.00 
0.20 I. 26 0.02 0.20 8.63 8.61 0.07 

0 2 I 0 2 2 8 7 
0.80 28.57 14.29 0.80 28.117 28.57 8.00 •J.32 
0.80 2.94 *100. 8.00 5.88 6.06 8.80 
tJ.80 I . 2:J 8.62 0.00 1.23 1.23 0.00 
0.48 2.94 8.04 0.48 1.47 1.43 0. 17 

6 8 2 0 0 0 • 0 2 
0.88 *188. 0.80 8.80 0.08 0.ff 0.08 I. 2:1 
0.00 2.94 8.00 0.80 8 . 08 8.80 0.00 
0 . 88 I. 2:J 8.80 0.80 8.08 0.88 0.08 
0. 14 8.84 0.81 0. 14 0.42 0.41 0 . 05 

7 8 2 8 8 I 0 8 3 
0.80 66.67 0.88 8.00 33.33 0.00 8.80 1.05 .... 2.94 8.88 8.00 2.94 8.00 8.88 
0.00 I. 2:J 0.80 0.00 8.62 0.08 0.80 
0.28 1.26 0.82 0.28 0.63 8.61 8.87 

8 • I • • I • 0 2 
0.ff H.ff 8.88 8.80 H.H ··" 8.00 1.23 
0.ff I. 47 0.88 0.•• 2.94 ··" 8.80 
0.ff 0.62 8.00 8.80 8.62 0.00 0.00 ... "'. ... ... 



CQlfflT IU:W SI\FF.TY SCORE vs. ~I.S. P/\1\0LF. REVOCI\T I0\-11\ 2 
11•.W PCT 1•1:oJ. ( COIIT.) 
C•tl. l't;T QUE:.;T( SUB-tH 18 ( I) vs QUf.ST( SIJO- m l.EVV~ I) V/\1 II 
T•ff l'Cf !:/\I ll' l /:~ I / H', 
,~ 1(1' VI\L 81\rn'LE S IZF. = ,Jaa 11 ::'. ::: :17 

euE~ TION u:vv,· I) x- orm 
OUl~ST I :! :I 4 r, 6 7 

IS C I) CVIOCR CNV 1c;n I\V IOCI\ ,\NV ICll OTll<:RH TF.CII VJ.llTlh' 
}{- ONE TOT/\1. 

9 I :! 0 0 I 2 7 
H . 29 20.r.7 0 . 00 0 . 00 14.29 2ll . 57 1-:,. 29 •!• . :t:! 
'} . 09 2 . 'H 0.00 0 . 60 2.'J4 6.06 ~~:;. 0,~ 

·~- 62 I . :!:J 0 . 00 0.00 0 . 62 1.23 O . f,2 
I}. 48 2 . 'H 0.04 o . 4n 1 .•17 I. 4:l 0. 17 

10 0 2 0 0 I 0 .,. 
~ . 00 50. t)I} 0.00 0 . 00 25.00 25.00 0 . 00 =~- 47 
1} . 00 2.'H 0.00 0.00 2 . 94 3.03 0.00 
tl . 00 I . 2:J 0.00 0.00 0.62 0 . 62 0.00 
l} . 27 I. 611 0.02 0.27 0.84 0.01 0.0') 

II 0 2 0 0 3 2 0 7 
9 . 00 28 . 57 0.00 0.00 42.86 20.57 0 . 00 -i. :12 
~.00 2.'H 0 . 00 0.00 8.82 6 . 06 0 . 00 
IJ.00 I. 2:J 0 . 00 0.00 1.85 1.23 0.00 
c;J.4& 2.'H 0.04 0.46 I .-17 1.43 0. 17 

12 0 7 0 I 3 • 0 11 
0 . 00 63 . 64 0.00 9 . 09 27 . 27 8.00 0 . 00 , •. 79 
0 . 00 10.2') 0.00 9.09 8 . 82 •••• 0 . 00 
0.00 4 . :12 0.00 0.62 1.85 0.80 0.00 
0.75 4.62 0 . 06 0.75 2.:)1 2.24 0.27 

13 I .. 0 I • 3 0 9 
I I. I I 44.44 0.00 I I. II 0.00 33.33 0 . 00 a.a6 
•J.09 6 . 08 0.00 9 . 09 0.00 9.09 0.00 
0.62 2.47 0.00 0.62 0 . 00 1.05 8.00 
I}. 61 3 . 78 0.06 0.61 1.89 1.83 0.22 

14 I 3 0 I 3 3 I 12 
8.33 25.etl} 0.00 8.3:J 25.00 25 . 08 0.33 7.41 
·>. 09 4.41 0 . 80 9.09 8 . 82 9.89 25 . 88 
0 . 62 I .U5 0 . 00 0.62 1.85 1.85 0.62 
IJ.81 5 . 04 0.07 0 . 01 2.!i2 2.44 0. :s0 

15 I " 0 2 3 6 0 17 
!J. 88 29.41 0.00 11 . 76 17.66 35.29 0.00 10. 49 
9.89 7.:)5 0.00 18. 18 8.82 18. 18 0.00 
0 . 62 3 . tt•> 0.00 I. 23 1.85 3.70 0 . 00 
I. 15 7. 14 0. 10 I. 15 3.67 3 . 46 0 . 42 

16 0 4 0 I 2 I 9 0 
0 . •• 50.tl() e.00 12 . 50 25.00 12.59 0 . 00 4.94 
0 . ff G.08 0.00 9.09 (i.88 3 . 03 0 . 00 
0.ff 2.47 0.90 0 . 62 1.23 0 . 62 0.00 
0 . 54 3.36 0.05 0.54 1.68 1.63 0 . 20 



C()tfflT "EW SAFETY SCOJlE 
111tw rcT 
C•U. rc;T OUF$T( sur.-Q) IS 

VS. 1'1 . S. P/\rtOLE REVOC/\T 101-11\ 
1•1:01. 

( I) VS QUEST( 8IJ8-~> LF:VV( I> V/\1 .11 

T•ff PCT 
F,l{I' V /\1. SMTI'l.E S I ZE = 

QUl•:STION U,;VV• I) 
QUEST I 2 :1 4 a 

IS ( I) CVIOCll {;NVICH AVIOCII ,\NVICII OT11t;m1 
X-ONE 

17 2 
11. 76 
HI. 16 

1.2:J 
I. l!i 

lfl 3 
rn. 75 
27.27 

I. 85 
1.09 

19 8 
~.80 
~.00 
ll.00 
I. 22 

20 I 
12.158 
'}.89 
0.62 
IJ.54 

21 I 
50.88 

•} . 99 
0.62 
0. 14 

22 8 
0.80 
0.00 
0.00 
0.06 

TOTAL 11 
6.79 

11 
64.71 
16 . Hl 

6 . 7•J 
7. H 

:J 
18. 7!i 
4.41 
I. ll!i 
6. 7:~ 

'} 

58 . 0•~ 
13. 2·1 
5 . !i6 
7 . !i6 

3 
37 . 60 

4.41 
I . ll!i 
3. :lt) 

I 
50.80 

1.47 
0 . 62 
8.04 

0 
8 . 80 
8 . 00 
e.00 
8.42 

68 
41.98 

0 
8 . 00 
0.00 
0.0~1 
0. 10 

0 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.09 

• 8 . 00 
0.00 
8.00 
0. 11 

8 
e.00 
8.08 
8.08 
8.05 

8 
0.00 
e.00 
9.00 
8.81 

8 
0.00 
0.e0 
0.00 
8.01 

I 
0 . 62 

a . BB 
9. 0') 
0 . (,2 
I. I:, 

2 
12.50 
IU. IC 

1.2:J 
1.09 

I 
5.56 
9.0') 
0.62 
I. 22 

8 
8.88 
8.98 
0.00 
0.54 

8 
8.80 
8.00 
8.00 
0.14 

8 
0.88 
0.80 
0.88 
0.06 

I I 
6.79 

5.nr. 
2 . 'H· 
0.62 
:.L !i7 

7 
43.75 
20.li9 

4.:12 
:J.36 

4 
22.22 
11. 76 
2.47 
3.70 

I 
12.119 
2.94 
0.62 
1.60 

0 
e.0e 
e .00 
0.00 
0.42 

• 9.08 
9.00 
e.00 
8.21 

34 
28.99 

6 
n:cn 

2 
11. 76 
6.06 
1 . 2:J 
:J.46 

6.25 
3 . 03 
0.62 
:J . 26 

3 
16. 67 
9 . 09 
1.05 
3.67 

3 
37.58 
9.99 
I.BS 
1.63 

• •.• 0 

•••• e.00 
9.41 

I 
*108. 
3.03 
0 . 62 
8.28 

33 
28.37 

7 
VIJITIIY 

0 
0.00 
0 . 0G> 
(). (~0 

0 . <-:~ 

9 
0.00 
0 . 00 
0 . 00 
0 . 4,0 

5.56 
2r. . 00 

0. (,2 
0.44 

8 
8 . 00 
8.00 
8.00 
0 . 20 

0 
8.00 
8.80 
0 . 00 
0 . 05 

0 
8.00 
8.00 
8.00 
8.02 

4 
2 . 47 

~ 

<CONT . ) 

I / :! I / ll') 
I) : ~ . I : :ll 

TOT/\1 . 

17 
10. ~-•) 

I<, 
., . w: 

10 
I I. I I 

n 
4.'M-

2 
I. 2:1 

I 
0.62 

1(,2 

FOR 1111S COIITINGEftCY TABLE: CHI-SQ= 118.30 
WARNlftC -- ONE OR PIORE OF TIIE CELLS /\RE EPIPTY 

r = tt.00ft0tt00 

CBI-SQ SICIUFICANCE LEVF.LS FOR 126 DECREES OF FRF:EOOl'f 
P<CHI-SQ) = 8.3N 8.280 8. 10~ 0.058 8.825 8.818 8.085 8 . 001 

CHI-SQ= 133.87 139.16 146.60 152.03 1158.47 16G. l:J 169 . 78 179.42 



r,oUNT NEW VIOLENCE SGORE vs. r,\ROLE REVOKED IOHI\ :l 

n• "' rcT I' ICOI. 
t;tll, PCT QUEST(SUB-Ql IV ( I) VS (~Ul•:ST( SIJB-Ol RVOI<' I) V/\1 .0 
T•ff Per ! :/\I _. p 1/21/:19 
,~ l(P VI\L f:l\flPLE ~IZI•: = f,G:i 0:~:1::17 

ell[STION llVOl(i I) K·-Ofll~ 
OIIEST I :.? 

IV ( I) YES Nil 
X- ONE TOTI\L 

2 
0 5~.00 50.~(,) 0.:17 

•1>. 62 0 . 26 
IJ. IU 0. 11: 
0.60 I . ·!,t,) 

2 4 18 22 
18. 1B CI.H:.? 4.05 
2.47 4.72 
IJ. 74 3 . :JI 
6.56 15.•H 

3 7 0 
2 12.50 07.511) 1.47 

cJ . 62 I .IH 
•J. rn I. 2'} 
2.39 5.61 

4 5 II 16 
3 31.25 60. 7!i 2.95 

;) . 8'> 2.8') 
0.92 2. tt:J 
4.77 11. 2:J 

IS 5 13 20 
4 2!i.80 75.00 3.6H 

:J.89 3.94 
0.92 2.76 
!i.97 14.0:l 

6 3 M 17 
5 17.65 02.3!i 3. 13 

1.85 3.67 
0.65 2.liO 
li.07 I I . •t:J 

7 9 22 31 
6 29.83 78.97 5.71 

!i . 56 6.77 
1.66 4.0!i 
').25 21. 75 

8 4 21 25 
7 16.ff 84.00 4.68 

2.47 5.51 
0.74 3.07 
7.46 17.!H 



CQUftT nEW VIOLE .. CE SCORE vs. P.'\ROLE REVOICF.D IOW/\ :l 

1\111~ rcT 1·1:01, (CONT.) 

t)U . l'CT QUEST( Slffi-Q) IV ( I) vs QUF.ST( SIJB- 0> RVOIC~ I ) V/\1.1 ► 

T•IT rc;T ~:/\IW I/'.! I / :l'} 

f:1(1' V/\l. S/\l'll'LE: SI Zt: = ,,r.:. t): ~:l: ::7 

QIJl•:ST I ON llVOI<• I) x-oru: 
OUEST I :! 

IV ( I > YF.S N•> 
X- ONt: TOT/\1. 

9 5 I,-.. 20 
1: 2!"i.O0 75 . f)tJ 3 . (,1: 

:1.09 3 . 'M 
,-,_92 2 . 7•~ 
!i.97 14. 0:1 

10 7 I') 2(, 
9 :?IJ.92 73 . 4'8 4. 7') 

•J.32 4. ,,,> 
I. 29 3. 51J 
7.76 18 . 2·J 

II 8 2/J 20 
10 28 . 57 71. 4:J 5. 16 

·•· 94 5 . 2!i 
I. 47 3.68 
8.35 19.6!i 

12 8 18 26 
I I 31J.77 69.2:J 4.79 

4.94 4.72 
1.47 3.31 
7 . 76 18.24 

13 2 14 16 
t2 12.19 87 . ij(J 2.95 

1.23 3.67 
IJ.37 2.58 
4.77 11. 2:1 

14 6 2't 26 
13 2:J.88 76.92 4.79 

:). 79 S.2a> 
I. 19 3.68 
7.76 18.24 

I Ii 6 17 23 
14 26.89 73.91 4.24 

:J . 78 4 . 46 
I. 18 3. l:J 
6.86 16. l•J 

16 12 21J 37 
II 0:1,43 67,07 6.81 

7.41 6.16 
2.21 4.69 



COUffT nEW VIOLF.NCE SCORE vs. P .'\ROLF: RF.VOKF.O IOW" 3 
l\llW l'CT 1'1:01. (<:ONT.) 
,;, ,. . PCT QUEST( !-~UC-<.!) IV ( I) vs QUEST( SIJ8- Q) llVOK~ I) V"l .11 
T•rr l'CT t ; /\111' l / :!l / : 1•, 
El()' V/\L f;M-U'LE f'- IZF: = ,Jr.a I) : ~: I : :17 

C\111•:r-;T I ON HVOl( i" I) X- ONI•: 
QUf.ST I :!. 

IV ( I) YES fl•) 
)(- ONE TOT/\1. 

17 II 21 a•> -16 ~H . 37 65 . ,, :!. 5 . B9 
6.79 5 . ri I 
2 . 03 3 . ffi' 
•). 5fi 22 . •l•!'i 

18 6 10 24 
17 25 . 80 75 . tt~ 4.42 

:J. 70 4 . 7:!. 
I. 10 3. :l I 
7. 16 16.IH 

I'> 19 15 25 
IU 4~.00 60 . IJlt 4.60 

6 . 17 3. '}-1 
I.C4 2 . 76 
7 . 4(, 17.!H 

29 7 12 19 
I? 36 . 84 63. 16 3.59 

-1 . 32 3 . I!) 

I. 29 2.21 
5.67 13.:J:J 

21 6 16 22 
20 27.27 72. 7:J 4.95 

:). 78 4.2~ 
I. 10 2.'}5 
6.56 15 . •H 

22 9 H 23 
21 39 . 13 68.87 4.24 

!i.56 3.67 
1.66 2.58 
6.86 16. H 

23 8 6 14 
22 57. 14 42 . 8', 2.58 

4.94 I. 57 
1.47 I. l'J 
... 18 9 . 02 

24 8 5 13 
23 61.84 38 . 46 2.39 

4.94 I. 31 
1.47 8.92 
3.88 9. 12 



COUlH .. EW VIOI.El'fCF: SCORE vs. P.\JlOLE REVOKF.0 IOW/\ :J 
llll\~ PCT l'IIOL (CONT.) 
,;,, .. PCT OUIO:ST( sm:- m IV ( I) V•' ... <WEST( SIJB- C~> RVOK( 1) Vt\1 .11 

T•ff l'<:T 1,/\IW I / :..! I /II'} 

E l{I' Vt\l. ~/\tll'I.E SIZF. = ,.aa 0: :'. .I : :17 

(.~IJl•:i :TI ON llVOI(• I l X- ONI•: 
QIIJ-:ST I :! 

IV ( I) YES Ntl 
X- ONE TOT/\1. 

2a 6 ·• 10 

2 li 6"} . 00 40 . 0•-? I. U4 
:J. 70 I . Wt 
I. 10 0. 7·t• 
:!.9C 7 . O:! 

26 3 :) 6 

25 !i•l . 00 50 . 00 I. 10 
I. 85 0. 7') 
t}. 55 0 . 5!i 
I . 7') 4,. :! I 

27 0 :J 3 

26 "t . 00 ~: 101} . 0.55 
.,, . 00 0. 7•> 
t,) , 00 o . a:; 
•1. 90 2 . 1•1> 

28 0 :) 3 

27 0.80 *104t . 0.55 
0 . 00 e . 1•> 
~.00 9 . 5!i 
t}.90 2. I~ 

29 2 I 3 

28 66.67 33. :):) 0.55 
1.23 8 . 26 
0.37 e. ao 
0.90 2 . 10 

30 0 I I 

29 0.90 *10~. 0. 18 
0.00 8 . 26 
0.80 8 . 18 
~.30 8.70 



COlfflT IU:W VIOLENCE SCORF.. vs. r:\ROLE REVOKED 
ll•Hi PCT ,:.,.. PCT ouv~-.:T( sun-C!> IV ( I) vs QUEST( SIJB- Q) RVOIC( 
TIJT l'f:T 
El(I' VI\L Sl\ln'LF: SIZF. = ,,r,5 

eUE!-,TION HVOI<( I) X-ONI•: 
Qllf.ST I :~ 

IV ( I) YF.S N•) 
X-ONF: TOTAi. 

31 0 :~ 2 
ll . 00 ,s: 100. 0.37 

JO+ ll) . 00 0 . 5 :~ 
,,.oo 0 . :17 
ll).60 I . •Jll) 

TOTI\L 162 3BI 543 
2•~.H3 70. 17 

FOR 1111S CONTINGENr.Y TI\BI.E: CIII-SQ = 36.00 
W,'\llN I NG - - ONE OR HOI\E OF 111f: CELLS /\RE El'IPTY 

IOWI\ 
l'IIOL 

I) V/\1.U 
!:1\111' 

CH I -SQ SI CN IF I C.\i,CF. LEVEi-~ FOR 30 DEGIU:ES OF FREf.OOM 

:1 
(CONT.) 

l /~ l / :I') 
I): ~:I: :17 

P< CHI -SQ) = 0. !?00 ft. 200 0. 1 tt0 0. 050 0. 025 0. 8 IO 0. ~m5 0. 00 I 
CHI-SQ = 33 . 50 :J6.20 40.:1~ 43.Uct -17.00 50.'JO 53.70 5'} . 70 

ROW OPTIONS OLD 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 I I I ·> 13 14 I:; I<, 17 18 19 20 2 I 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 

ROW OPTIONS 01.D 31 32 33 34 
NEW I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 II 12 13 I? l !i 16 17 ID 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 
NEW 31 :11 3 I 3 I 



COUl'IT ftEW VIOLEftCE SCOR.F: vs. M. S . PI\ROLE VIOLA IOWi\ 4 

n,,w PCT 1·1:01. 

OH, l'CT oUF$T< sun- cu IV ( I ) vs our.ST< s1m- m 1.F.VV( I) V/\1.1> 

T•>T l'CT i:/\1.1' 1/21 / :I? 

,~ ~I' V/\L S/\l'IPI.F: SIZE = 655 •> ::.'.: I : :I"/ 

QUES TION u :vv,: I) x-orm 
OUEST I :~ :1 4 r, 6 7 

IV ( I) CVIOCll <~NV 14: H /\V 10(: ll ,\NVICll OTIICllN TECH VJ .NTH 

X- ONi•: TOT/\1 . 

I 0 " 0 0 0 I 0 

0 •J.OO 0.0•~ 0 . 00 0 . 00 0.1)0 :f:1()0. 0.00 I) .,.~ 
I} . 00 0 . 1)1,> 0 . 00 0 . 00 0 . 1)0 :1.03 0 . Ott 
lj .Q(} 0 . .,,,,. 0 . 00 0 . 00 0 . 1)0 0.62 0 . 00 

•~- 06 0 . •I-:~ 0 . 01 0.06 0.21 0 . 20 o . ~)~ 

2 0 :! 0 I 0 0 ~ 

1}.00 50 . ft•j 0 . 00 25 . 00 0 . 00 25.00 0 . 00 :>..t!-7 
l!) .00 2 . 'H 0.00 9 . 09 0 . 00 :1 . 0:t 0 . 00 
•~. G0 I. :!:I 0 . 00 0.62 0 . 00 0 . (,2 0 . 00 

·~-27 •. ,,3 0.02 U.27 0.84 4LOI 0 . O'J 

3 0 I 0 0 0 8 0 
2 0.00 ~IOI+ . 8 . 00 0.00 8 . 08 0.00 0 . 00 0 . h2 

l-t.00 l . ·H 0.00 0 . 00 0 . 00 0.80 t). 00 
ll . 00 0 . ,.~ 0 . 00 0 . 00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
(~ . 0 6 0 . -t-:~ 0 . 01 0 . 06 0.21 0.20 0 . 02 

4 0 4 0 0 9 8 I 5 

3 0 . 80 80.00 8.88 0.80 8.08 9.98 20.80 :t . 09 
0 . 90 5.00 0.00 0 . 00 8.ff 0.99 25.00 
0.80 2A7 0.00 0.00 8 . 08 0.08 0 . 62 
0.34 2. IIJ 0.03 0.34 1.05 1.02 0 . 12 

5 0 0 0 0 3 2 0 5 

4 0.90 8.00 9.00 0.80 69.98 40.98 0.00 3.Ct9 
0.80 0. 01J 9.00 0 . 00 8 . 82 6 . 96 0.00 
0 . 00 0 . 1')0 8 . 00 0.80 1.85 1.23 0.00 
0 . 34 2 . rn 0.0:t 0 . 34 1.05 1.82 0. 12 

6 0 I 0 0 I I 0 3 
5 0.80 33.:13 8.00 0 . 88 33.33 33 . 33 0.00 I.Ila 

0.80 I. -17 0 . 00 0.00 2.94 3 . 83 0 . 00 
0.80 8.62 0.00 0 . 00 8.62 8.62 0.00 
0.20 1.26 0 . 02 0 . 20 8 . 63 0.61 0 . 07 

7 8 7 8 0 I I 8 9 
6 0.88 77.78 8.89 9.80 I I. II 11. II 8.80 5.56 

0 . 88 18. 2'> 8.80 0 . 80 2.94 3.83 8 . 80 
0.09 4 . 32 8 . 00 9.80 8.62 8.62 8.00 
0.61 3 . 78 9 . 06 8.61 1.89 1.83 0.22 

8 • I • • I I I .. 
7 ··" 25.04 8.88 8.88 28.ff 25 . ff 215.88 2.47 

··" 1.47 8.88 9.88 2.94 3 . 83 26.88 
8 . H 8.62 8 . 88 0 . 80 8.62 8.62 8 . 62 
1111 ?7 I ~A a 1111'> A ?7 A IU. A . Al A . AQ 



COUffT ftEW VIOLENCE SCORE vs. rt.S . PI\ROLE VIOL/\ 101-11\ 4 
n•nt PCT 1·1·111. (OlrlT . ) 
,:,n, l'CT QUEST( sur.- Q) IV ( I) vs ~UEST( Sl,0- (!) I.EVV( I) V/\1 .11 
T•)T PCT ::AI W l / !.~ I / :I') 
,,: l{I' V/\1. ~~MIPl,F. S 17.F: :: ,.r.5 I) : 2:1: :l'l 

QUESTION 1.1-:vv ,: I) K- ONI·: 
QUF:ST I =~ :• 4 5 6 7 

IV ( I) CVIOCll CNVICH /\VIOCll ,\NV ICll OTIICI\J'I TECH v,.rrm 
K- ONE TOT/\ 1. 

9 0 I 0 0 I 3 0 !'i 
u 1}.00 20.tt•t 0 . 80 0.00 28 . 00 60.00 0 . 00 :1 . o•, 

,, .oo I . •'7 0.00 0 . 00 2.'J4 9.09 0 . ~)() 
•~. 00 0 . ,,:! 0.00 0.00 0 . 62 I. G5 () . (l() 

•·>. 34 
2. ··~ 

0.0:J () . :14 I . 05 1.02 () . I 2 

10 0 2 0 2 l 2 0 7 
9 1) . 80 28 . !i7 8.00 2C . 57 14 . 29 20 . 57 0 . t)0 ·I•. :12 

0.00 2 . ·•·• 9 . 00 rn. ao 2.94 6.06 O . OIA 
1).00 I . 2 :J 0.00 1. 2:J 0 . 62 1.2:J 0 . ()() 
I}. •U} 2 . 'M 0 . 04 0.4U 1.47 I. ♦3 0. 17 

11 0 ·• 0 I 2 I 0 ,: 
lO 1) . 00 50 . lfl} 0.00 12. 50 25 . 00 12 . 58 0 . 00 •: .• •) t!, 

l} , 00 s . n:} 0 . 00 9.09 5.80 3.03 0 . 00 
I~ . 00 2 . •i7 0.00 0 . 62 1.23 0 . 62 o . oet 
·~ - 54 3 . :I (:, 0.05 0 . 51- I .68 1.63 0 . 20 

12 0 4 I 0 2 I 0 n 
11 0 . 00 50.81) 12.50 0.00 25.00 12.158 0.00 .• _94 

0 . 80 5 . 08 ll: 100. 0.80 5.88 3.83 8.00 
1).00 2.47 0 . 62 0.00 1.23 0.62 0.00 
~.5+ 3 . 36 0 . 05 0 . 54 1.68 1.63 0 . 20 

13 0 0 0 I I 8 0 2 
12 0 . 80 8 . 01) 8.00 !i0 . 00 150.ff 8.88 0.00 I . 2:1 

0.00 0.01) 8.00 9 . 89 2 . 94 0 . 00 0.00 
0.e0 e . tt0 8.00 0.62 0.62 0.88 0.00 
I). 14 8 . IH 8.01 0 . 14 8.42 0.41 0.05 

14 0 I 8 0 I 4 8 6 
13 0.80 16.67 8.00 0.80 16.67 66.67 0 . 00 3 . 70 

1).00 I. ••7 0.00 8.80 2.94 12. 12 0.08 
0 . 80 8 . 62 0.00 8.80 0.62 2.47 0 . 00 
0 . 41 2 . !i2 0.04 0.41 1.26 1.22 8. 15 

115 • 5 • • • I • 6 
14 9.88 83 . 33 8.88 8.80 8.ff 16.67 0.00 3.70 

0.80 7.3!1 8.88 8 . 00 8.ff 3.83 0.00 
0 . 90 3.'t9 9 . 88 8.80 ··" 0 . 62 ..... 
0 . 41 2.52 0.84 8.41 1.26 1.22 0. 15 

16 • 4 8 2 3 3 • 12 
I 15 0 . ff 33.33 •.• 8 16 . 67 2G.M 2G.M •••• 7 . 41 .... 5.88 8.89 18. 18 8 . 82 9 . 89 8.98 .... 2.47 8.80 1.23 I.BG 1.86 9 . 98 

0 . 81 11 . 04 9.07 8 . 01 2 . 112 2.44 e . :J0 



COtfflT ftEW VI ou;:NCE SCORE vs . M. S . Pi\ROI.E V IOI./\ IOI//\ 4 

l\•)W PCT 1·1:0J, ( COflT . ) 

C•>L l'CT QIW,ST< SUfl- Q) IV ( I) v:.; OUEST( tmn-m l.f.VV( I) V /\I .I) 

T•lT l'C:T : : /\ IW I /~ 1 ✓- a') 

l~XI' Vt\L ~l\tlPI.E S IZf. = ,,a:, I) ; :'. :I: ::7 
eUES TION L~:vv , I) K--ONE 

Ollt:ST I :~ :1 ,t, 5 6 7 

IV ( I ) CVIOCll CNVlt :H /\VIOCll ,\N V ICII OTlll:llfl TF.(:11 vun,: 
){- ONE TOT/\1 . 

17 :, 0 0 2 :J 4) I I 

16 '> . 0'} ~-5 . •!-!"; 0 . 00 0 . 00 rn . rn ':!.7.27 0 .00 , • . 'i '} 

') . 09 7. :l!i 0 . 00 G. 00 5.(U; 9.09 0.00 

·~- 62 3 . fl)•} 0.00 @ . t)() I. 2:s I. U'i 0.00 
,,, . 7:. 4. ,.:~ 0 . 0 (, f). 75 2.:JI 2.2~· 0 . -.!.7 

IC I :~ 0 0 2 I G <, 
17 16 . 67 33 . :s:J 0 . 00 0 . 00 33. :J!J 16.67 0. OC> :: . 70 

., . 09 2.'H 0.00 0 . 00 Ii.BU 3.03 0. ()() 

0.62 I. 23 0 . 00 0 . 00 1.2:J 0.62 O.@O 
1} . 41 2 . 52 0 . 04 0.41 1.26 I. 22 0 . i:; 

19 I :, 0 I 2 0 I 10 

IC 10.90 59 . 0~ 9.90 10.90 29.'}0 0 . 00 10.00 , • . 17 

'} . 09 7 . :S:, 0 . 00 9.09 5 . 68 0.00 2 r;. t>Ct 

0 . 62 3.WJ 0.00 0.62 I. 2:J 0.00 0 . 62 
~.68 4.2•t 0.06 0.68 2. 10 2.04 0.2:-:. 

20 0 6 0 0 I I 0 7 

19 0 . 90 71. 4:J 8.90 0.80 14 . 29 14 . 29 0 . 00 ·•. :12 
0 . 00 7.3!i 8.00 0.00 2 . 94 3.83 0.00 
0 . 00 3 . f)•J 0 . 00 0.00 0.62 9.62 0 . 00 
0.48 2.'H 0.04 9.40 1.47 1.43 t>. 17 

21 I I 0 8 2 2 0 6 

20 
16.67 16.67 0.00 0 . 00 33 . 33 33.33 0 . 00 :J. 70 
9.89 I. •H 0.09 9.00 5.88 6 . 06 0.00 
0.62 0,62 8.00 0.80 1.23 1.23 0.00 
0.41 2 . 52 0 . 04 0.41 1.26 1.22 0. rn 

22 8 a 0 I 4 0 I 9 

21 
0 . 00 33 . 33 8.00 I I. II 44 . 44 0 . 00 I I. II 5 . 5(, 
0.08 4.41 0.00 9.09 11. 76 0 . 08 2:-:. . 00 
0 . 80 I . 0:, 8.00 0 . 62 2.47 8 . 88 0 . 62 
0 . 61 3 . 78 0.06 0.61 1.89 1.03 9.22 

23 I 3 0 2 I I 0 0 

22 12 . G0 37.li0 0.80 2G.80 12.(18 12.(18 0.80 .• _94 
9.89 4.-JI 8.80 18 . 18 2.94 3.83 0 . 08 
0 . 62 1.8:J 8 . 80 1.2:J 8.62 0 . 62 0.00 
0 . 54 3.36 8.05 0.54 1.68 1.63 0 . 20 

24 3 2 8 0 I 2 • 0 

23 37.H 211.H 0.80 8.00 12.110 25.ff 8 . 08 4.94 
27.27 2 . 94 8 . 80 0.88 2.94 6.06 0.88 

l. lffl I. 2:J 0 . 80 9.88 0 . 62 1.23 8 . 08 
0.64 3 . 36 8 . 05 0 . 54 1.68 1.63 0.20 



O)U1'T "EW VIOLENCE SCORE VS . M. S . I' /\ROLE VI 01./\ I 0\-1/\ ,:. 
nitw PCT 1·1:m. < CorlT. ) 
C•H . PCT QUF$T( SUl:- Q) IV ( I) v:;; (~Ul·:ST(SIJB- m I.EVV( I) V/\1 . 1 ► 

l'ff l'CT : :/\1 1( ' 1/21 / H') 
E XP V/\L SAr-TI' LE SIZE = 6c.5 t> :~.l :: r l 

~ Ul·XrlON u :vv ,: I) K -ONE 
Qllt:ST I :~ :l ,:. 5 

IV ( I) CVIOCR CNV11:n /\VIOCll ,\NVICII OTIICRrl 
>C- ONF. 

2 5 
24 

26 

25 

27 
26+ 

TOTAL 

I 
16 . 67 

•> . 0') 
~.62 
~ . 41 

I 
3:).33 

•J . 89 
0 . 62 
0.20 

50.80 
•J.09 
0 . 62 
0 . M 

I I 
6.7? 

:J 
50.01,) 

4 . •• I 
1.m. 
2. r. :~ 

2 
66. <> '7 
2.'H 
I . 2:J 
I . :~6 

0 
0 . tJI/) 

0 . ·~•I) 
0 . O•I) 
0 . IM, 

68 
41 . '>8 

0 
0 . 00 
0.80 
0.00 
0.04 

0 
0 . 00 
0.88 
8.80 
8.02 

8 
0 . 88 
0 . 00 
8 . 00 
0.01 

I 
8.62 

0 
0 . 00 
0 . 00 
0 . 00 
0.41 

8 
0.88 
0 . 00 
0.00 
0 . 26 

0 
0 . 88 
9.00 
0.00 
0 . 14 

II 
6.79 

I 
16.67 
2.'>4 
0.62 
I. :l6 

8 
8.ff 
8 . 88 
8 . 88 
0.63 

I 
58.88 

2.'>4 
8.62 
0.·12 

34 
20.99 

6 7 
TF.CII VI.NTH 

I 
16.67 
3. 0:J 
9.62 
I. 22 

8 
8.08 
8.88 
9.80 
0 . 61 

0 
8.00 
0 . 00 
0 . 00 
0.41 

33 
28 . 37 

0 
0 . O~> 
(.) . ()0 

0 . 00 
0 . I !i 

0 
0.00 
0. Ot> 
0 . 00 
0 . 07 

0 
0 . 00 
f).00 
0 . 00 
0 . 05 

4 
2.47 

TOT/\1. 

2 
I . ~:I 

FOR TIIIS CO"TINGENCY TARU:: CHI - SQ = 154.22 P = 0.0000060 
W.\RN I NG .- ONE OR PIOI\E OF THE ~ELLS ARE El'IPTY 

CH 1-Sfl SIGN IF I C,\l,CE LEVELS FOR 156 DEGREES OF FREEDOH 
P< CHI-SQ) = 8.300 0 . 298 8. IC~ 8.050 8.026 8.010 8.t)!tt5 0.001 

CHI-SQ = 164.81 17~.67 178.WJ 185 . 77 19 I. 99 199 . :SO 284.3:1 214.97 

ROW OPT IONS OLD 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 18 II 1•> I :1 14 I !i 16 17 18 

ROW OPT IONS OLD 31 32 33 34 
NEW I 2 3 4 !i 6 7 0 9 10 I I I:! 13 14 I !i 16 17 18 
NEH 27 27 27 27 

19 28 21 22 23 24 23 26 27 28 29 38 

19 28 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 27 27 27 



ENTROPY LIMITED 
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ft= I l"nATF. l"DICATOR ( l = IST TF.J\J'I, 2=2ND TEJ\J'I, F.TI: . > 
,, OF I ftl1/\Tt:s W ITII VAL W l>,\T/\ = :u,00 

CATF.GORY COUNTS 
J 22RI 
2 534 
:J 12') 
4 :14 
5 14 
6 :i 
7 2 
0 Cl 
9 I 

rimer.NT 
7<,. 97. 
17 . R7. 
4 . 37. 
I . I~ 
0.5?. 
0 . 27. 
0 . 0¾ 
0 . 07. 
0.07. 

CUl'IUI.- ~ 
7(, . 07. 
•J:I. H7. 
')II . I~ 
99.37. 
99.7¾ 
99 . 9~ 

rn0.m, 
IOO. 07. 
100.07. 

***********************~***********~******~******************************~--~~ 
*************~***** 
**"'** 
* 
* 
* * 
I 

* 

M= 2 FACILITY (:J =CTIJ, 7 =Fl'II, 9 = 1PIR, 18=1SP, l:J=l'ICC, M =l'ISU, 15=1'1TV, 16 =0/\I<, 20=RIV, 21 =RWC> 
,, m· lftNATES WITH VALID D,\TA = 3808 

CATEGORY COUNTS PERCf.NT 
:J 139 4.6::C 
4 ff 0 . 0::C 
5 0 0 . 87. 
f, 0 0 . 0::C 
7 07 2 . 9::C 
0 0 8.0::C 
9 985 30 . 2::C 

18 547 I0 . 2X 
II 102 3.4::C 
12 8 8 . 0::C 
I :J 263 8.8,C 
14 507 19. 6::C 
15 119 4.0::C 
16 30 I. 3,c 
17 0 0.0::C 
18 0 0 . 8,C 
19 0 0.0,C 
28 115 3.0::C 
21 90 3 . :J::C 

CUl'IUL-7. 
4 . 6::C 
4 . 6::C 
4 . 6::C 
4 . 67. 
7 . 5::C 
7 . 5::C 

37.7::C 
50.9::C 
59. :J::C 
59.3::C 
61). "' 
07 . 7,C 
91.6::C 
92.9::C 
92 . 9::C 
92 . 9,C 
92.9,C 
96.7::C 

100 . o::c 

************ 
I 
I 
I 
******** 
I 

******************************~***************** 
********* 
I 

*********************** 
**************************************************** 
*********** 
*** 
I 
I 
I 
********** 
********* 



N= 3 CURRt:lfT I "l'IATF. ACf: ( VF.ARS) 
• Of l"l'IATI~S WITII VI\UD D,\TA = 3ct00 

CI\TF.CORY COUNTS PERCf:ftT 

"' I 0 . 0:C 
17 :J • . 1:: 
IA 16 0.57. 
19 60 2 . a :: 
2Cl I :12 4. 4:: 
21 157 5. 2:: 
2:? If ,I 5 . 4:: 
2:a l(,CJ 5.6:: 
2♦ 1114 6 . 1:: 
2!1 16:t 5 . 4!: 
26 167 5 . ft :: 
27 I(,'> 5 . ,, ~: 
20 150 5.o:: 
29 1:11 4 . 4:: 
39 1:10 4.:J:: 
:11 111 :t . 7:: 
32 95 :J . 2:t 
:1:, 77 2 . 6:: 
34 9:J 3 . 1r. 
35 79 2 . 6~, 
36 77 2 . 6:< 
37 11:, 2 . m, 
38 61 2.9:1 
39 62 2 . 1:: 

•• 51 I. 7:C 
41 51 I. 7:t 
42 4:t I. 4:C 
43 29 1.9,C 
44 32 I. l:C 
43 2:; e . o:c 
46 30 1.0:t 
47 21 0 . 7:C 
48 14 8.5:C 
49 26 0 . 9:t 
59 12 8 . 4:C 
51 13 • . 4,C 
52 12 0 . 4,C 
53 15 •. :;,c 
54 0 0.3,C 
55 12 0.4:t 
66 9 9.3:C 
57 4 

0 . '" 118 3 .. '" 59 7 0 . 2,C 
6e 6 • . 2,C 
61 5 e . 2,c 
62 7 9 . 2:C 
63 4 .. '" 64 3 .. '" 65 3 .. '" 66 It e.2,c 
67 2 ···" 68 II •-2" 69 0 ···" 1• I ···" 71 I 

···" 72 0 •-•" ·73 • e . e:c 
74 • e . o:c 
711 I 

···" 76 • o . e:c 
77 0 o . e:c -, :,:c 

CUl'flll .- 7. 
0 . 0:C 
9 . 1:, 
0 . 77. 
2 . •»:: 
7 . a:t 

12 . (,7. 
17 . <J:t 
2:1. ,,:l 
2<J . 7:t 
:1:1 . rn 
40 . 7:t 
46 . :1:t 
!i 1. a:: 
55 . 7:, 
Mt . 0:t 
f,:J . 7:t 
66 . 9:t 
6? . mt 
72.61: 
75 . 2:C 
77 . U:t 
Ott. mi 
02 . (,:1 
114.6:C 
06 . :1,C 
80 . 0,C 
09 . 3:C 
98.4:t 
91. 5:C 
92 . 37. 
93. 3:C 
94.0:t 
94 . li,C 
93 . 4:C 

9:1 . "" 
96 . 2:C 
96 . 6,C 

97. '" 
97.4:C 
97.tm 
98 . 1:C 
90 . 2:C 
90. :a,c 
9o . r.x 
90.7,C 
90 . 9,c 
99 . .,, 
99.3,C 
99.4:C 
99. IJ,C 
99.6,C 
99.7,C 
99.9,C 
99.9,C 
99 . 9,C 

99.9,C 
99 . 9,C 
99.9:C 
99.9:C 

aee . e:c 
108 . 0,C 
IOO . O:C 

.o:c 

* 
* *"•***** 
*******************••· · ··· · · · · 
***************************~ •-··•********••········ · ···· · 
*********************** ***********~*********t*********************** 
*********************** ****••·~- -~· -•************** **** ************•** 
******************************************** ** *****~ -- ~••******** ******** 
*************************' *' **~******sr rs:t: r srs•************************ ***** ** ' * 
*********************** t****** ·=**************T*****J~Te t- r•a•• •******* ** 
********************~*********~***********=**T******* ~******* t•• • ••• t- • ••* **'*"******•=•==t-••:t:i:r·1::1·=t-:.::J, t·1::te ·;.·1·&: '=J:r. ·:·r:r·:r.:taf: ·t:t.:1:,·r ; 1:•=~=a:t n ·1 1: t~·~=-• ** r• •z f:-1'1=•••, •= 
***************==•• :t: s:t: ZTZ*****:::t:S***~**S:t::t:$ &S1SS*** t- TS&J**'****** 
********~**********~***??*****~******* ***S:t-Ts r******~, £** 
*********S**********~• rTTSf: rtT,·rrsrrs•rr r•*• •~•~••••••c•• 
*****************STSTZZ ~~*T7** "**11 SSSTt& :t: z, r=~ 
****************~***~******•**"**~****1** 
********************C*********~** 
****************==••~•*•••=•~- ~=~ ~- - ••*• 
***************************TS*7SZS 
****************************•• :·zs 
******************************~***** 
********************C****** 
***************•~****** ~•·· 
********************** 
****************~***** 
******************* 
************* 
• =•************ 
*********** 
• =•*********** 
********* 
•=•**** 
*********** 
***** 
****** 
***** 
*'·***** 
*** 
*=•*** 
**** 
** • 
*** 
*** 
** 
*** 
** 
* 
* ** 
* ... 
I 

* 
* I 
I 
I 
* 
I 
I 



"~ .. .\l;E AT COnPIITl'IEftT ( YF- UL<;I , or lfttl\TI:S WITIJ VALlll OAT,\ = 

C.\TI:CORY t:OUN~ PERCY.NT CU11Ul ,- 7. ... 2 1). 07. 0 . 07. 
15 3 0 . 17. 0 . 2:: 
16 7 I} . 2 ;: 0 . 47. 
17 4') 1 . 6 :: 2 . 07. 
10 163 !i . 4~ 7 . 57. 
I? 244 II . ,:: 15 . 6;: 
20 2:JI 7 . 77. 2:1 . :1:: 
21 171 !i . 77. 2'> . o:, 
22 105 6.27. 31i . 2 7. 
23 171 r, _ 7:: 41). '):: 
24 10~ <, . IX 47 . 0:: 
25 1<7 .. . ')Y. 61 . '>:: 
26 M3 -i . n;: 56 . 7Y. 
27 126 .. . 2 :: 60 . 9;; 
28 110 :l . n: 6-1 . 5~: 
29 111 3 . 7:: 60 . :?:: 
30 69 :i . o:: 7 I. 21' 
31 67 2 . 97. 74. '" 
32 74 2 . 5:C 76 . 6:C 
33 86 2 . 9:C 79 . 4:C 
34 67 2 . 2:::i 01 . 77. 
35 60 I.')¼ 0 :1. (,;: 
36 ~') 1.6:: 85. 2 :: 
37 611 :! . :i:, 87 . 5Y. 
56 47 I . f> :: (I•) . 17. 
39 44 I . 5 ~; . 5" 
49 30 1.37. . 07. 
41 22 9 . 17. 9 :?. 57. 
42 23 e.o::, 93 . 3:: 
43 13 9 . 47. 93.7:l 
44 2 :; IJ . 87. 94 . 5 ¼ 
45 18 It. 6 :: 95. 1:: 
46 17 •. 6,C 95 _7;: 
47 9 9 . 3" 96 . 0:l 
40 17 ···" 96 . 5:< 
49 9 9 . 37. 96 . C:: 
50 9 () . 37. 97. '" 
Ill 8 • • 3:C 97 . ,;.;( 
52 12 • • 4:C 97 . m: 
63 7 IJ . 2:: 90.o:: 
II~ 4 It . IY. 90.2:C 
G5 6 9 . 27. 9tl . ~Y. 

66 4 9 . 1:: 911 . :i7. 
67 4 9 . 17, 90 . (,;: 
lift 0 I) . 37. 90. •1:: 
69 7 0.2:: 99. 1:: 
60 6 0. 2:: 99 . 3:: 
61 4 9 . IX 99. ,;.:c 
62 4 0 . 1:: 99 . 6% 
63 5 IJ . 2:: 99.7Y. 
64 I 9 . 07. 99 . 67. 
65 I 0 . 07. 99 . G¾ 
66 I 9 . 07. 99 . G:C 
67 I e .o:: 9'> . 97. 
68 I 9 . 87. 9? . 9" 
69 I e .o:: 99 . 9:C 
1• • 0.0ll 99 . 911 
71 • e.o:c 99 . 911 
72 I • . ox IN . ex 
73 • 0 . 0:C IN . 0:C 
74 • 9 . 0:1 • ••••• 

3000 

• 
~ ,.,. 
•*•••••e•••••~•• •=csa,r.gcs~scc~ac••••••ir-•••e••••••~a•••••••••••••••••• 
~=~~:~:~C~**~~:;: ~:~:i~*~****~******¥*~:~·~:i~:$j:*~***~·t~****************************•***** 
cc :::~~cc~~~**~=~:t~~ ~* ~*~•~~• ~****~-• =i·t••************•* ~~~•*••••~~~*t******~* ~~ • •••s•=•c•=a••sscss••8c•ss•••*~****a•~•ir.•••••aa••ir.•••~~i• 
~~•=~=i*$~*~~=*~~:.icc~~~~~~*~****a*$**~*~=~* *~*•*·t ·:: c~=***~ ~=~~****** 
~e ' ·*=~~~~~z*=~~=i=*~;~~~*~*=~*~~•*~•~~-t******* ~~ -i~:;:*~*****=•* 
$~ $:~~~~:~*~:~·*,:~:~~:~~:;:~~~~*:i ~:,:*~~***"ttS1 *% ~~***~-. ~:~ :i:*% :·t 1.•~•** 
*~~ : : J :.~ ~ ~= ~~:,: : : : ~~= ~ =t~= ~* 2~ ~~= ~~ ~= ~ = * ~ ~~= ~** "~ - ~ ~ - ~~ ~*~~ ~~~ ~- ~i: 

~-~:~:~*C::~~~: ~C~:~$- ~~~~: :~• ~=~*~***~*• ·~:l**~$*~:$*:~:t~~ 
-~~=~***~~***~=*=~~= =~*=~~=~= ~*~~***~=*~=~~-, i-~t $*~ 
~~~~=~*~~*~~o~::: :~*****:::;:~: =~* ~$~* =:=~~=~=r~ ~-
*~~::1::~**~~*~=~*=~=~~*~~=~~~a:~=~****~-~~=~.t .. ~: 
**~~~$~~~~c::~=~=~~*~*=~~~=s*~*=~~= • 
~ * ~~~ ~~~~~~* ~~*~~~=~~= ~* ~ *~~** 

***~=~~c=*~•=~~=k****$=~*::::a 
~S~*:i **~C~~=~*~:t:.::e ~=: :.:~: :.;:~ •**S 
~~~=~=~$~~*:.:=*~:.:: :~.i ,:*~~=~=- • 
~=~~=•==~* ~= ~~:.::~;~:;.;::t ·t ~= ~=*~ 
r ~- -~--.- ~ .. ~.•-··-~-~-~~-~~· 

* :.."<-=:.:. :;": ;;: :.:: :;: ;;: :;: ~ :;: :;: ::: 
x: ~ :;: ;J: :,."": ::;: :;::..: ~ ~: :.:: :;: .... ........ ... __ 
... \,- ..... ,. 
;;: t:::: :t.:.:~:~"":;.;: 
~·t:··•• j • •:· •·· 

"' "'~:. :;: :;: 
~: :ta": 
:c: :;:,::~.i::.:: 
(: :;: ,;: 

, : :;::.:: 

~::.;::.;: 

\'.: 

~= 
I 
I 

* I 
I 



"= 6 I "l'IATI: SF,X { I= l'f•. 2= Fl 
, ot· I l'l'l\Tf.S li ITU V I\L ID 1)1\T,\ = 

C!\TI:COI\Y 
I 
2 

pt:= 6 
# OF 

C.'\11-:GOI\Y 
0 
I 
2 
3 
,:. 
~ 
6 
7 
0 
C) 

10 
I I 
12 

f:OUNTS PErtf:ENT CUMUI .-~: 
2m,o •> !i. :1::-. •)a. :m 

I< 0 ·f• . 7~: I 00 . o;: 

NUtIBFtl OF llEPf.NDF.NTS 
INl'l\TES WITH VI\L 11) l ►I\T,\ = 

COUNTS PEIU;mn CUl'lUI .-¾ 
I(,') I ;tl,t. 6~ . 5(). f,?. 
760 :~!i. 8~ 7c,. t:-r. 
3,;:. 1 11.6¾ 1:7. ')¼ 

20(, ·,. 07. 9 ,:,. <};! 
C)') :J. •(.7. c,:: . :;~; 
2') I. 07. 9') . ::;~ 
I~ ~. 4~~ 9'> . ,x 
7 1/). 2;: 9') . '}¾ 

I 11) . 0¾ IO<>. m: 
0 '~. 07. 1cm. 0x 
0 ti). 07. I oc,). o;: 
0 ~.07. I 0(). u,: 
I ,~ .or. IO<L U¼ 

**~*•*=****=**~~=~~s=~=~~~=~e~~==*•=*••*=~~*******~*••••=*********************** 
:;:1.:::::~ 

**=***~~~*****8~=~~~=8~~~888 ~~~~ =~ ~~*=~~8~~~~~*== ~~****~************************ * ~:::: :t-:t-li: :;::;:~::j::j:** :J: ;;; ::: ::: ::: ::: ::: ::: ::: ·: ::: :;::;: ::: :;: ::: :: :;: :!: :J: :t. '. !: ::: ~: ~: ~: :;: ::: 

~= ~::;: * :t :-; : :i: ::: :;: ::: :;: ~ * ::: ::: ::: ::: :;: 



""" 7 EDUC/\TION/\L LEVF.L ( 0-12=SCHOOL YRS, 13- l7c::COLLECI•: LEV, t:1-20" POST CH/\0, 22 =<:EO, ~:J=TF:CH, 24 -:: voe, 
, OF IIUl\TE', l/lT11 VI\LIIJ IMT,\ : 29(,l 

C.\TF:CORY 0")1Jr1TS 
0 I'> 
I 0 
2 
3 5 
4 6 
5 10 
6 27 
7 58 
8 175 
9 190 

10 271 
11 300 
12 611 
13 I03 
14 91 
I 5 26 
16 I') 
17 12 

18 5 
19 2 
20 2 
21 0 
22 1020 
23 3 
24 5 

PEI\CUIT cur111t .-¾ 
1/) . 6~: 0 . (,7. 
1,) . 0¾ C) . ,J~, 
,,,_ 0~: C·) . 7¾ 
1,) . 2¾ (~. 1:¾ 
•t . 27. 1 . 07. 
•l . 37. I .~-¾ 
0.97. 2 . : ►¾ 
2.07. ••.:m 
!i . 97. , .. . 27. 
6.47. "' . 67. 
•). 2~: 2ri. 7~; 

Ill) . I¾ !Hi . 9~: 
2•J. 6~: . r,t, . r.:; 

:) . 5,: ,,o.m: 
:I. 11: (,:J. I:: 
1/).9¾ 6:l.')¾ 
0.6~ 6•~·. (,7. 
0. '(,~: ,,a. or. 

9 . 27. 65 . 17. 
9.0¾ 65 . 2~~ 
0 . 07. 65 . a¾ 
9.07. 65.:J¾ 

3·•· 47. 9'). 77. 
0. 17. 9'). H¾ 
0.27. I OC). ~)¾ 

* 
* 
** ***** 
****'"********* 
****'"********'"'" 
~- -*$~----··--*-···-··~- * 
:;: >:: ;~: * :~ ~= ;:!: :;: ::: ::: :;: :;: :;: :!: ::: ::: ::: ::: ::: ;-!: ::: ::: :.': ::: 
:::~: ~::,::,:. ::,::;::;: :;:;;: :-;:;;::;::: : :;·:::::::;: ::: :;: ::: ::: ·.: ::: :j::-:: ::: ::: :::::: ~~= :;::-;: :t- :!~ ;;: :';::'!: * :t :;: =-:: :;: :r.1: :-:: :t: ::: 

:,: t,: :;::i: :,:*:;::;: 
~:~:::::1::r.~:~: 
~::;: 

* 
* 
* I 
******•*******~~~~***~~~~***=******S****=*************************************** 
* ~: 

ft:: 8 READING LEVEL (9-12=S<:IIOOL YRS, 13-17=COLLEGE I.EV) 
, OF Iftl'l:\TES \HTH V/\LI D D/\T,\ = 264·1 

C.\TECORY COUNTS 
0 282 
I I 
2 14 
3 64 
4 ,:.3 
5 H,3 
6 153 
7 225 
8 206 
9 292 

19 349 
11 243 
12 689 
13 6 
14 I 
13 2 
16 3 
17 3 

PERCENT CU!-IUL- 7. 
10 . 7" IO. 7" 
0 . 07. llt. 77. 
0.57. I I. 27. 
2.47. I :l. 77. 
1.87- 15 . 5¾ 
'~. 27- 21.6" 
li.8¾ 27.47. 
8.6" 35.9¾ 
7.8¾ ,c.:J. 71' 

11 . 91' 54.67. 
1:1.2¾ 6fl . 01' 
'). 27. 77 .21' 

22.3" 9'}. ,C,7, 

9 . 2" 9') . 7" 
e.e" 99.7" 
CJ.ex 99 . U7. 

0. '" 
99 . 9¾ 

9. '" 
IOC~. <m 

****~*********~=*=*•***=~=~===~******* 
* ** *~':C:****** 
****'"** 
********************** 
**************~****** 
***************~*************=* 
*********************=*=**** 
*************=************************** 
**********************~***********~************ 
**********************~********** 
*****************************~************************************************** 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 



1'1--= 9 IQ LF.VF.L (0 --= 0 - 9, l = Hl·- 11), 2 =20-29, f.TC . ) 
" OF l"N.'\TI•:! ; l i lTII V/\UD IMT,\ = 25~:~ 

C.'\Tf.COJW Cl)IJNTS 
I !i 
2 I 
3 0 
,;:. 0 
r, .. 
<, 71 
7 2 (,0 
u 616 
? 6<;-() 

10 566 
11 2?? 
12 r ~ 

uV 

13 :-; 

l'EHCFJIT 
•-? . 2 ¾ 
•-? . o~: 
I •) . 0¾ 
I) . 0 ;; 
I·) . I¾ 
:! . er. ··~. :.,~: 

2 ·t- . 't,;: 
2!i. 4,;: 
22. , ,¾ 
11. 9~: 
2. 3~: 
1!) . I" ,. 

ClHIIJL- ~: 
0 . :!,;: 
C) • : ~; ; 

0. :~;~ 
() . :!.; , 
C) • ~-~, 

a. :.,:~: 
1::. r; ~; 
:rl. '>;: 
,,::. :,;: 
,:~• . 7?. 
'Yl . <,7. 
')•). ')~; 

100 .c;~ 

~::;: :;: :;::1::;::;: ::: ·;::;: :i: ~: ~: :;: ;· :.: :;: :;: ,;::;: :;: :.: ·.: :,: :· :;· ,;: :;: ::: :;: ·:: :;: :;: :~ :!· =~ ~ ~- ~= ~= :;·::· ~-:t. :i: :t. ::: :t. :r ~- ~: :!::t- :r. :~::: ** :t::t.:t-:t. :t. :t. :t. :t.:,: * * :t.:t.:t. :,: :,: :t::t:"' 
~:,;::;: :t- :;:~:,;::;: :;::;::;: ~: ::: :;::: ::.: ::: :;::;: :;: :;: ::· :;· :;: :;· :;: ·,: ·;· ·:: ·.: ::::;: :;: :;. :;· ::: :;: :;: :;: :;: :: •. ·:· :!: :1: ~= ~: ::: :,· ·:: ·:: ::: ·:: ·1::f::;: :;: * :t: ~::f: * :t: :t. :1: :': ~= ~= * :t: :t: * :t. :t. :t :t. :;: :,: :t: :t: 
~:,;: :;::1::f: ~: :;: :;: :;: :;: :;: ~:~:::: :;· ::: :; : :;: :;: ::: :;· :::::: ::: ,'. ·. : ·.:. ·.: ·:: :;: :;::;· :!::;::;: ~= :;: :;: :;: ::: ,: · .. ·!: :;: :;::;: ::: :: : ::: :;: :;: =~ :1: :t. :1: * * :t: * :t.:t: :t: :t. :t. 1: :t: :t: :t. :t: * 

~::,. c'.:;: :f::;::·: 

"' 

1'1-= 10 SUP.ST MICE ,\RUSE TYPI•: < I = /\J...COIIOL, :!= /\LC/DIHJ1;, 3 = ,:o,m , ,:, --; IIBUGS, 13= rli\H I .J , 14= NONE, I !i= OTIJF.R) 
" OF IIUI. \ TE5 Ill TH V /\LI D D/\T,\ = 26 19 

C.'\TECORY COUNTS 
I 161:,, 
2 8 
a 152 

• 22 
6 0 
6 f) 

7 0 
8 0 
9 0 

18 0 
I I 0 
12 0 
13 17:} 
14 418 
rn 162 

PERCENT 
<, ,!,. 37. 
0. 31: 
!i . U7. 
IJ . 87. 
0 . f)Y. 
0. 07. 
0.87. 
0.8,C 
0.8,C 
0.87. 
0 . 8,C 
0.8,C 
6.6,C 

16.97. 
6.27. 

curmL·-¾ 
6••.:m 
6 •J . ,.~, 
70 . 4:,Y. 
71 . 27. 
71. 27. 
71. 2'.;:' 
71 . 2¾ 
71. 27. 
71. 27. 
71. :>.~! 
71 . 2 7. 
71.27. 
77.97. 
9:l .1~7. 

10<·). ();~ 

**************~*******=~ ~==******~*******~=~~-********************************** 
* ~' * ':::i::r: )i::;: 

* I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

************S:!:8***** 
,::x: :;: :i::i:* ~'';: 



"= I I TI l'IE OF COMM I TMF.IIT ( .~ YF./\RS ,mr-om: I 9R9) 
, OF IIHl'\Tl·:S HITII V/\L II) DIH,\ = 2'>a!i 

C.'\Tt:GORY C:•HINTS 
I U7!> 
2 67~ 
:) 3~·'' 
4, 2,·•) 
5 I'>') 
6 15(, 
7 1:t<:-
n 110 
? 6(, 

10 5') 
I I 2(, 
12 27 
13 2,:. 
M I(, 

15 '} 

16 II 
17 '} 

lfl 4. 
19 7 
20 6 
21 I 
22 I 
23 I 
24 I 
25 2 
26 3 
27 2 
28 0 
29 I 
30 I 
31 2 

32 
33 

PERCl~NT cur1111 .- :v. 
;!•) . 67. :!'). ,,~ 

I'>. 4¾ ,:.•) . 0¾ 
11 . m: (,O.U¾ 
., . 4.~; 70 . 2~: 
,·, . 7~; T l . O:! 
() . :t; ; H:~ . 2¼ 
•t•. a;, H<',.lm 
:i . 7~; 4JO . ar: 
~. 2~: 9:~ . 77. 
2 . 0¾ 'H•. 7¾ 
IJ.9¾ 9!i . (,7. 

"'. 97. 9ci . a¾ 
0.87. 9?.:I¾ 
0.67. 97. ''" 
I}. 37. 90.27. 
•:t.4¾ 9H. {.i7. 
.. , . 37. 9H . U7. 
I). I¾ 9'). {)7. 

·~-2¼ 9').2¼ 
0 . 27. 99.47. 
0 . 0,C 9'>. 6¾ 
0.0,C , 99 . 5¾ 
0.0,c . 99 . 5,C 
0.0,C 99.67. 
0.0,C 99 . 6,C 
0 . .,,. 99 . 77. 
0.01' 9'>. U7. 
0.0,C 9'). 1::1. 
0.0~ 9'). CY. 
0.07. 9'). ')7. 
'J.07. 9') . ')¾ 

0.07. 100.07. 
0.07. I()() . ()7. 

=~~*~*~~==~=ss~~~~~~~~ ~~~ ~ ~ ~~ ~~~~~~~ ~~~~~~~•~~*~~ ~ ~~•z•*********•*******~~~•••~• 
*~: ::: :1: :f: :)::;: ::: ;;: :;: :;: :-:: ;i: :;: .:: ::: ::: :;: :;: ::· ·/ ::: ·:: ::: •. :;: :;: :;: :;: :J: '!: ::: :;: :;: :;::; :. · :. : :,: :1: :f: ~:: :;: :!: ::: ·:: . ... 

*~: :;::i: ::::;: :;: :;: ::::::~::;::;::;: :::::.:: 

*:l,::;::(: :t ::::;: ::::;::;: :;:~:~::!: :: 
~:~::-;: ;J.::i::;: ::: :;: :j: ::::::::::::::: ·:.::: 

**::::i::1::;::;::; ::;: :;: ,;::;: ::: ::: 
* ~::;::(::~:;::;: :;: :;::;: :;::;: 

*,:: :;: :(: :(: :;:::: :;::;: :;: 

~ ........ , .. , ... . 
~: :::::: * :~ 
~::c: 
:c:,:: 
** 

* 



"-e 12 YEI\R AD"llTF.D TO CURllF.NT FI\CILITY 
, OF lftM.\TES 1-/ITII V/\LI D D/\T,\ ~ 299 9 

.-: .\IT.CORY courn-s 
56 I 
fi7 0 
5;; 0 
~') 0 
(,() I 
61 () 

fi •• ·- 0 ,,:, 2 
<,4 0 
6[> 0 
6(, 0 
(,7 0 
(, " .. 0 
(,') 0 
70 0 
'7 I 2 
72 2 
73 0 
7❖ a 
75 5 
76 E 
77 C 
7U & 
7 ,-, 16 
60 13 
Cl 2<, ... , -•·. 22 
1.:3 39 
u~ 40 
us 77 
86 152 
1;7 426 
GU 21 <t,;~ 

PEI:f:EflT CUr-1111 .·- ~: 
•·>. 07. 0.07. 
I •) . ~)7. 0.01/. 
I•) . 0¾ 0 . ():; 
,-, . Oi: o. o;: 
I) . ()¼ 0 . ()~: 
•'> . o:: •• . o~, •~ .m, 0 . 0" 
,:, . 07. •~. l ~; 
t!> .O¾ 0. I¼ 
·~-0¾ o . rn 
~- 0 ~: c,>. n: 
I} . 0~, •> . I ~: 
0.0~: t'.). I ~; 
I}. 0?. t). 11: 
0 . 07. o . rn 
I}. 07. C). 2 1: 
0.0?. C) . :t~: 
'J. 0~: o . :t¼ 
'~- 17. ., • '<•?. 
~ . 2~, •> . f-¾ 
0.37. ., . I~¼ 
~ . 37. I. 17. 
0 . 3~ 1. :m 
0 . 57. I.')¾ 
0 . 4:, 2.a,,. 
0 . 97. :J.27. 
0.71' 3 . ,,,, 

1.37. 6.2" 
I. 37. 6.57. 
2.6¾ '}. IY. 
!i . I¾ M.27. 

M . 2" 20.~,¾ 
71.6~ IOO. G7. 

* I 
I 
I 

* I 
I 

~~ 

* I 
~: 

* 
* 
* :(': 

i : 

* 
* 
* 
* 
* i::r.:,: 

*************s•~ 
C*****a******~~~****~*~••c~~~~-***SSC*•*•*************************************** 



"-= 13 l)F,TI\IMER "OTIFICI\TION INDICI\TOR ( l = YES, 2 - n0> 
1 OF l"~t.,TE~ IHTII V/\LII) 1)/\T ,\ = 2U26 

C.\TF.COI\Y 
I 
2 

COUNTS Pf.Ht:t:rlT cur1111.-¾ 
I :! . :t~, 

10 0 . 0 ¾ 

~:~: ~: * :t; ,~::: ::::::::: ,:: 
~: ::: ::: :J: :1: ::: ::: ::: ::: ::: ::: :::::: :;: ::- ·:: ·:: :;: ,:::'.C ::: ·:- ·.: -~ :;: :::::: :;· ·;· ::: =~ ~~ :'.C :t- :r. ~· ~~ ~:::: ~: ,:: ::: ::: :~ ~:::: :~ ::: :~ ~: ,:: :t. :t. :t.:t.* :t. :t. "'** :t. * :,: :t: :t: :t: :t. :t. :t. :t. * :t. :r. :t: :f::t':t. :t :t. 

n , 14 I.IFEn INl)lt: .'\TOn ( l = Yl•:S , 2 = NO) 
1 OF INN'\TE' : 1/ITII V/\1.ID D/\T,\ = 2121 

C.\Tf.COllY 
I 

O >UNT!·~ l'E11CENT 
I :>.. 4:.,: 
m· . <> ;: 

curm, .--;: 
··-··-~--~ -t. .•.... . , .... , •. ;i. 
8 ~ * * 8~*~'**~* **8~88~8~8~88888~~-8 ~::::t.8~8~~~~*~ ~ ~~8:::~8~~:t.:J:* ~****"'** * * ::: •• :t. :t.:t.:t. :t. ~~ :t. * :t. t ~ 



ft= UJ LEAD SEffTI:ffCF. DURJ\TIOft <EKCLUDING 1.IFt:IL<,> 
, or lftM/\TES WITH VALID D,\T/\ = 274') 

CATECORY COUNTS 
0 30 
I n 
2 1~7 
:l I 
4 0 
5 606 
6 8 
7 0 
H 0 
9 I 

10 1284 
II I 
12 0 
13 8 
14 0 
1:5 67 
16 e 
17 e 
18 I 
19 0 
20 5 
21 • 22 8 
23 8 
24 8 
2, 490 
26 8 
27 8 
28 8 
29 8 
38 5 
31 e 
32 8 
33 0 
34 8 
315 I 
36 0 
37 8 
38 8 
39 0 
48 3 
41 0 
42 0 
43 0 
44 0 
45 8 
46 0 
47 0 
48 • 49 8 ,. 78 
CII 0 
Cl2 0 
:J3 8 
H 8 

l'EllCENT CUl'llll.-7. 
1.47. 1.47. 
e .:,,,. I. 7¾ 
5. 71~ 7.4¾ 
0 . 0~~ 7. 4:~ 
e . o~, 7.47. 

22.87. 29.57. 
8.07. 2C) .. 5~ 
0.07. :!'> . :.~, 
8.07. 2'1.5¾ 
8 . 07. 29.57. 

46 . 7,C 76.27. 
8.07. 76.27. 
8.07' 76.27. 
8.0,C 76.27. 
8.07. 76.27. 
2 . 47. 70.77. 
9.07. 70.77. 
8.0,C 711.77. 
8.0,C 70.77. 
e.ox 70.77. 
8.2"- 70.97. 
8.07. 70.97. 

, 8.07. 70.97. 
8.0X 70 . 9,C 
8.0,C 70.9:1 

17. ex 96.7:1 
•. 0,C 96.77. 
9.87. 96.7,C 
8.0,C 96.7,C 
e .ex 96.7,C 
e.2x 96.9,C 
e.ox 96.9:1 
0.8,C 96.9,C 
•. ox 96.97. 

···" 96.9,C 
8.0X 96.97. 
e.ox 96.9X 
8.8,C 96.97. 
e.ex 96.97. 
8.8,C 96.97. 
8. IX 97. rn 

···" 97. 17. 

···" 97 .• ,,. 
8.0,C 97 .• ,,. 

···" 97. IX 
8.0,C 97. rn 

···" 97. 17. 
9.87. 97 .• ,,. 

···" 97. rn 

···" 97. rn 
2.8,C 99.9', 

···" 99.9,C 

···" 99.9,C 
0.0:,,: 99.97. 
8.87. 99.97. 

:t. :r. * ~: * :;: * :;: ::: :,: 
* I 
*~•~****SS *:r.***~•***•~****•*•~~******* 
I 
I 
I 

********==******~****:r. ~: *****•**:r.**********S:f:*************************•*****SS~r~ 
* 
I 
I 
I 
**** 
I 
I 

* I 

* I 
I 
I 
I 

*************•****~************ 
I 
I 
I 
I 

* I 
I 
I 
I 

* I 
I 
I 
I 

* I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

***** I 
I 
I 
I 

... '· 



55 0 0.07. 99. 97. 
56 0 0.07. 99.97. 
57 0 o.cm 9') . 9~~ 
58 0 0 . 07. 99 . ?¾ 
59 0 0 . 07. '>9.9¾ 
60 I 0 . 07. 9') . 9;: .. 
61 0 0 . m: 99 . 9:: 
62 0 0 . 07. 9'). 9;: 
63 0 (LO¼ 99.9¾ 
64 0 0.07. 99.97. 
65 0 0 . 07. 99.9¾ 
66 0 0 . 07. ')') . '):: 
67 0 o . m: ,,,, . •):: 
60 0 o.m: ,,.,. 9~: 

69 0 0 . 07. 99. 9~: 
70 0 0.0:C 9'). 97. 
71 0 0 . 07. ')9 . 9;: 
72 0 0 . 07. 99 . 97. 
73 0 0 . 0:C 99.97. 
74 0 9.07. 99. 9;: 
75 8 0.0:C 99 . 97. 
76 0 8 . 0:C 9').9¾ 
77 0 0.8:C 9'>.9¼ 
78 0 0.8¼ 99.97. 
79 • 8.8~ 99.9¼ 
88 0 0 . 0:C 99 . 97. 
81 0 8.0:C 99 . 97. 
82 0 0.0X 99.97. 
83 8 8 . 8,C 99.9:C 
8• 8 9.0,C 99.9lC 
85 • 8 . 8,C 99.9:C 
86 • ···" 99.9lC 
87 • ···" 99.9:C 
88 • 8.8,C 99.9lC 
89 8 ···" 99.97. 

•• • ···" 
99.9lC 

91 • ···" 
99.9:C 

92 • ···" 99.9:C 
93 • ···" 99.97. 

•• • 8.8,C 99.97. 
95 • 8 . 87. 99.9:C 
96 • ···" 9'>. 9:C 
97 8 8.8:C 9'>. 9:C 
98 8 8.8,C 99.9:C 
99 2 8.8:C 100.07. * 



n-: 16 Lf:i\D ~EftTE .. CF. Pl I ft I fflJPI r /\ROLF. DATE ( YEI\RS l 
, OF l"M.\TF-~ WITII V/\LID IMT,\ = 412 

C,\TECOf\Y O)UNTS l'EHCENT 
I 21 !i . 17. 
2 :w ·t•. 9¾ 
:J I 1:: :~'7. 4¼ 
4 2 ·~. 5 ~; 
ri t::7 •t-!i. ,t.;; 

<• () •~. o;: 
7 7 I. 7 :: 
n I 0.2:: 

'> 0 •~- o;: 
10 I 1/1.2¼ 
II () ,,) . o:, 
12 5ri I :J. :J;: 
l:J 0 0.07. 
I~ 0 •l. t>~: 
rn 0 0.0¾ 
16 0 ll.fm 
17 I 1:t. 2 ;; 
I& 0 1:t . m: 
I'> 0 0 . 0 ~: 
20 0 0.0:: 
21 0 @.o;: 
22 0 @.07. 
23 0 CJ. e~, 
24 0 l?>.0~ 
2::i ,:. I. 07. 

CIJMIJI .-7. 
fi . I¾ 

1<).(m 
:rl . ,:.;; 
:rl . ')¾ 
w1.:m 
a;::. :," 
t::i. en, 
H'i . 2¾ 
t·· · .... .. .. .... ,. 
t:!i. '=·1/. 
U!i . ,;:.;: 
9H . 1:;: 
9iLC¾ 
91; . (;i', 
9;;. :;~, 
9:;. :;7. 
9'>. <m 
9'>.m: 
9 1>. m: 
9'> . <m 
')'). ()7. 

?') . ();: 
9') . (); : 
•n. c;;: 

10() . o:: 

* ~= * :r. =~ ~: :r. :~ ~= 
~:~:~: :t- :f:::::::::: ::: 

c~~*~********~:r.:r.:r.:r. s:r.~:r.:r.~~:r.:r.:r. :r.:r.:t:ss*:t- :r. •s:r.g:r.z:r.:r.s:r.:t::r. 
* **~::r. :1::;::;::,::::::: ,:: ,r. :::::· ·.:::::::::: ,:::::::::::::::!' '::::::, ::,::, ::::·;:*:;::1::r. :::* :J: :;:~:~::::::::r. :1::;:~::1::r.:r.:r.:r.it: :r.:~,t:,t::t::t::t::t::t::1::t::t::r.:t::t::t:***"'***•*:t::t: 

I 

* I 
*****~**~*****'~********* 

~-
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

*"' 



N= 17 1.F.I\D SEftTEftCF. JI\JL CRF.OIT DI\YS (9=NOftE, I = 1- 30, 2 =:11 - f,4', 3 =61 - 90, F.Tt: . • 41 =0VEI\ 1200> 
, or I ft M_/\TES W ITII V I\L ID D,\T/\ = 2903 

CI\TF.COllY COUNTS 
0 420 
I 4')') 
2 :141 
:a 347 
4 435 
5 :J:m 
6 170 
7 140 
0 (I(, 

9 65 
IO 46 
11 22 
12 22 
I :I II 
14 9 
15 2 
16 4 
17 4 
18 2 
19 0 
20 :J 
21 I 
22 I 
23 0 
24 8 
25 2 
26 I 
27 0 
28 8 
29 8 
39 • 31 I 
32 8 
33 • 34 • 35 8 
36 • 37 I 
38 8 
39 • 48 • 41 2 

PERCF:NT CUMlll.- ¾ 
14. I" 14. 17. 
16 . 77. :w.n:: 
I I. 47. 4·• , •• , •4 . _ , . 

11 . 67. 5:1. ,,~, 
14.6¼ 611.5~ 
11. I¼ 79.5:t 
6 . 07. fl5. 57. 
5.07. 90 . 4~: 
2.97. tJ:I . :l!"t 

2.27. 9~. 5:t 
I. 57. 97. o~: 
0.77. 97.0:": 
0 . 77. 90. 5~: 
0.4,C 911. •rn 
0.3,C 99 . 27. 
0 . 07. 9'). :J~: 
0 . 17. 9') .47. 
0 . 17. 9'>.5~ 
0.07. 99 . 67. 
0 . 07. 99.f,¼ 
0. 17. 99.77. 
0 . 07. 99.77. 
8.07. 99 . 87. 
0 . 87. 99 . 07. 
8.8,C 99.07. 
8.8,C 99.07. 
8.87. 99.97. 
8.07. 99 . 97. 
8.87. 99.97. 
8.87. 99.9,C 
8.8,C 99.9:l 
0 . 8x 99.9:l 
8 . 8,C 99.97. 
9.8,C 99.97. 
8.8,C 99 . 9:l 

···" 99 . 97. 
0 . 87. 9'} . 9¼ 
8.07. 9') . 97. 
8 . 87. 9<). <)7. 
8 . 87. 99 . <)7. 
8 . 87. 99.97. 
0.0~ I00 . 07. 

*********************~***** $*************~****** ~*~**************** 
***************'~~*~**~ ~srn~ ***~ **********~~~**~* :'*~~-$********************• =•••• ~* 
******~::I:*****:!::::::: :l::l: :!::t- :f::1::t. :1·:1::1: :;: :!: ·:· ·:: ~::t.S~:~: :!:~:~:~:~:::· : ·:· ::· ~:::::::::::!:::· :: .!: :;: ** 
**************8*********~~**~* *****~** ~~~f~~ **~~~~,-~**** 
******~::r.:r: :J::t::t-:t: :r. :::::::,::f::r.:t: ::::1:::: ·:·::::t. :1::i::::::::::·1::t:~:~:::::!::1·::· ~: ::: :·. ::·::: :;:::·::: :: ::·:. "!:::::,::1::,::t. • :t: • •********* 
******:1::t. :r • =r. *:t::!:::·::·::::r. :t. :t: :1: :1::,· .:·:::·,··:··:· ·· ·.:::::1::1:·1::1:::· :1:::::1· ·: ·:: · !·:::::::::,::::,·: ;:: t. 

* 'r.*~'*** ':'~'**'~:r. ::,,:·::: ·1:s :r.:1::1:·1,:1· ·:··::·::·:··:: :: 
*********=***~88~**"'"'~** 
******* ::: ::::r. :t.:t:f:* 
:t::t- :t.**** :;::::* 
:t: :t.***** 
*'''** 
**"'* 
** 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* I 

* 
* 
* I 
I 

* 
* I 
I 
I 
I 

* I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

* I 
I 
I 

* 



n-= 18 Lf:I\D SF:ftTF.ftf:F.: ftUl'UlF.ll OF COUftTS 
, 01• lftMXfES WITII VI\LID IMT,\ = 29a6 

C.'\ TIT,Oll Y O)UNTS rE1u:1-:NT CIJNIJI .- ~: 
I 2::0'> 'Hi . 0¾ ')!j. 07. 
2 112 : I . 1:7. '>B . a;;! 
a 2 (, •·) . ') /: ,,.t. 7~~ 
4 (, 4-) . :!~; 9'). •n: 
a 2 I). o:: 100.0¾ 
<, •>. o:; ICH). o:: 

n= 19 CLI\SSIFICI\TI0N I.EVE!. ( l=MIN, 2 :: l'fF.D, 3=tl/\:-CI 
, OF INN.'\TES HITII V/\LID DI\T,\ = 29<,!t 

C.'\TECORY ,:ourn'S PERCENT cur1u1.-?. 
I 555 18.9X IR.97. 
2 16')6 !i7.77. 76.<,¾ 
3 6C'> 2 :1. ,C,7. 100. ()~: 

n-= 20 CI.I\Sf: If' I CI\T ION sconr.: 
" 01-' IIHl.'\Tl::S \/ITII V/\LID DI\T,\ = 

C.'\TECORY COUNTS PERCENT CUHUL-7. 
8 2 0.07. 0.0X 
I I I 0. 47. .,. .;.7. 
2 84 2.9,t a.3"-
3 163 5.57. n.ox 
4 257 8.7?. 17.6'Y. 
5 337 11. 5" 2').9X 
6 390 1:).3,t 4:!.3X 
7 3<0 I I . 67. 5:1. ''" 
8 303 11).3" 6-, . 2,,. 
9 238 8 .• ,,. 72.3X 

10 200 6.07. , 7'L IX 
I I 19-t• 6.67. 8!i.7" 
12 135 ·I•. 67. 91t.3X 
1:1 117 :J. 07. 9:J. 2,: 
14 61 2. IX 9!i.3¾ 
rn ,c.9 I. 7" 97.07. 
16 35 I. 27. 90 . 2::< 
17 21 1).7" 9H. 97. 
18 12 0.4X 9') . 37. 
19 I I 0 . 41' 9'1. 71' 
20 7 0.2" 99.97. 
21 2 0.0X 101t. 07. 
22 I 0.0::< 10().0¾ 

***************~~~*=*=~= ~~ 
*******~******~=~========~=~~~==******~**~=~******~~***************************** 
,-;:1,:;:: :r.:t:*::::;: '!::;:::{***:::::: :::::::1:* ::::;::::::: :;:::::;: :::::::;::;: ::f; 

* ** 
**************~** 
*********************••~~******** 
**********•****~************************************* 
*******•*******~***************************************************** 
**************~***************************************************************** 
**********•*********************************************************** 
***************~********~***********************************~* 
************************************************* 
**********•*•***********~**~************* **~'**~,.~: * :;:1:***:,::;::;: * *'':,;: :;: :;: :f: :f: :f::;: ~= :;: ~::;: i: **''' *:.: :J: ;f: * 
*********~: :;: :;:s:1::;::;::;::;:l/: :~,;=~=~::;: :,::;::::::: 
****************** 
**~'*'"*~'~'*'•=~=•~: 
****'"**t:~::;: 
lf:i:~'**** 
*~::;:* 
** 
** * 
* 
* 



Pl-= 21 Tl ME OF cunm•'.NT CL/\~!~ IF I C1'T I ON < NUtml•:r:. OF r~ONTIJ'. ; t:F.'00r.l·'. I / c.9 l 
1 OF IN :I.'\TE5 1-IITII V/\1.ID 11/\T,\ = :~•MI 

C.'\Tl~COllY O>UNTS 
I I IG 
2 <•:17 
3 acn; 
4 3:tO 
5 aoa 
6 210 
7 25:J 
C Ze>:: 
? I ')7 

10 127 
11 I'>:: 
I::! :;7 
I :J (, ' ) 

M ~o 
15 .. .. 
16 5 
17 I 
IC 5 
19 v 

20 .. .. 
21 () 

22 I 
2:J I 
2<:• 0 
2:i I 
2(, 0 
27 0 
28 • 29 • 38 I 

PEl1.CEWI' 
·t· . 0¾ 

I •:•. ?¾ 
1:1. 4¾ 
1 1 . 2¾ 
I 1). :J:: 
7 . I¾ 
i;; . 6¾ 
6 . 91: 
Q. 7i: 
-: . . 3~: 
6.6¾ 
I. 9¾ 

;~ . 37. 
,,) . 77. 
•:? . 37. 
0 . 2¾ 
I). 0~: 
I}. 2~: 
I}. I¼ 
~. rn 
f:?.0¾ 
0 . 0~: 
0 . 07. 
~.0¾ 
c:}.0~ 
0 . 07. 
0.07, 

···" ···" ···" 

CUNIII ,- ¾ 
•t•. o~: 

IH. ,,~: 
a:? . a~: 
4:1 . 5¾ 
r► :l . H~ 
,. 1 . 0¾ 
(,'). <,¾ 
7,;. a~: 
n:1. 2;: 
1;·.1. !•:: 
9 •:•. () ; ; 
·~,; . (); : 

9H . :;~: 
9'>. (~;; 
9'>. :;;: 
9'➔ • a~: 
9f,. t; ~: 
9 '). , ~: 

C~f). -~~! 
9') . '} ~: 
9'➔ • •} ; : 

9'➔ • ')¾ 
9 4). «Ji! 
9') . 97. 

100.0¼ 
HHt. 0~ 
mo.cm 
18ft. 497. ...... " ...... " 

~= ,:: ,;: :~ :r.*~' ::: ,:: ::: ::: :1: ,:::1: :,: ·:: ::: ·:: ::: :;: ::: ~: 
~= ~= ::: *::: :;: :;: :;: ::: ::: ~= * ::: :;: '! '. ... ::: ·. : ::: ::: ::· ::: ::· ::: ·:: ... :;: ·:· ~= ·: :;: ~= ::: :t. ::· ,:· ~: ~· :!'. ~: ,:· ::· -:· :~:;: ,:· ~:,;: ~ ~= ::· :!'.,t: :t.~ ,t::t: :t: :t.:t.:t. :t. :!: :t. :t.:t. **** :t. :f::f: :~ :~:t. :t: * :t. 'I: 
,;:;,;:;;:::::;: :-;::;: :;: :;:::: :-. : :-;:;;::;: :;· ·.::;::::;: :;::,::;: ·;· :: ;:·:::::;· : :··;·:;: :j: :i : :. :; :;: :;· :;· :;: :;: :· :/: :i ::;: :,::. :: ·:: :i::1: ;::;:::::t. :1: :t: :;:~: :i::I: 1: :i: * :t..*:f:·~ :t::: 

~= ~:::: :1: :,:~: :::::: ::: :;: :;: ~: ~::;: ·: .. :::;::::::::;: ·.: ::: .. : .:: ::::·:.: ::: ·.: :;. :;· ~: :;: :1 .. :: :;:,;: :;· :;. :: · " :1::: : :.: ::: . · :· :;: ::: :1: :: ::: :t. :~ :I:* 

~::::::: :t: :i: :::::: :;::;:::::;: :o!::;::j:::·:;·::::.:::::;::;: :;· ·::::: :·· .:::·::::;:·:·:: ·:::::::!: :·::· :j: :.·· :. ::::;· :.::J: !:::: :;:::· . :;:* :f: t. 

:(::-;::;: :1= :.::::::::;::;::;: ::::;::;: :;::::::::;::;: ::::::::: :::·.: ::· ::: ·. · ·::·.··.· ·: ::::::::::!: ·:· ·:• :j::;: 

t :~: ::::1::1: ~:::: :.::::::: :;: :(: ~:::: ::·:. :::: :;: ~: :;: :.: ::: ::: :.: ·:: ·:: ·.: ·. : ·. :. · ·: ·::: :1: ·1: :;. ::: ::: :;: ::: :;::: ··: ·:· :1::1::;: 
~::;:::: :1::1:,;::;::;::;:::::;::;::;:.-;::,::::::::.: ::::;: ::: ·::·.: .: .· ·. ·:::· .. •. ·: ·::::::;: :1:.:::;:::: 

* ~: ~:*:i: :;::::::::::::::::::::;::::::·:.:·;::::::::;: ::::;:·.: 
~: ~: :;::1::i: :::::: :;: :;::;::;::;: ::: ::: .:· .. · :.::.: :;::;:::·:;::.: ·;· :·::::;::;:·;:::::·:;::;::1::1: 
.!. ). . ....... ......... .... . ... . 
~·~· ····i: .. ··• .. ·· ············ ·•· ... 
~·.,· ···•!• 

ft= 22 CLA..~SlflCATION OVElUHDI': ( l=NO, 2=YEm 
, Of INn'\TES UITII V/\LID D/\T,\ = 2932 

C.'\TEGORY 
I 
2 

COUNTS PERCENT 
2•>. 77. 
7 :J. 3;: 

CUl'llJL- 7. 

*********=s*••~==••==s=~~•==* 
*************=****c=~=========••*•:t:ss**~s=*~•~*••~******************************* 



• 

• 

ENTROPY LIMITED 

Characteristics Pertaining to 

Inmate Custody Classification 



N= I rn I 1'1/\1\Y OF FF.NSF. 
1 Ot' INM/\TES I-IITII V/\I.ID DAT/\ = 2944 

C/\TI:CORY COUNTS 
I 16:1:! 
2 7(,1 
a a5 I 

ri-:nCENT 
{i!i. 47. 
25 . II¾ 
111.77. 

CUM\11.- 7. 
r.:.. 47. 
II I . :J¾ 

IOO. 0¼ 

**************== :t::t::t:•:t:**=:t::t::t:=-*=~=~~=== ==~**====== ==*=*:t:***********SS:t:SSST ~SS TT *****~::;::::::::r. ::: :i:~:,::::::;:::: ::: :;::1::::·:·::··::::::::::: ::: ::::::::::;: :::::··::::: 
**********=***=====** ~·-·• .. 

N= 2 I.F.NGTII or, SENTF:NCF. 
I ot· INtll\H:s WITH VI\LIU D,\TI\ = 2942 

CATF.COllY COUNTS 
I 120:l 
2 11:!!i 
:J 614 

rERCF:NT 
40.9~ 
!JU.2¾ 
:!O. 9:: 

CUl'RJl.-7. 
40.97. 
7'>. rn 

I00 . m: 

***************=******=*****~**********~~*=***=******************************* ~* 
**************************=====**=************=*= =~ ~*********************** ********~,::t-~::t:~:=:::::::;::;::i::i::1::1::;::;::j::~:1:::.·; :::,:::J: ;f:'j: ~:~: :!: :J:::::::·:: 

N= 3 RF.CORD OF VIOLENCE 
, OF INf1J\TES WITH V/\LID D,\TI\ = 2941 

CATF.GORY 
I 
2 
3 
4 

N= 4 

COUNTS 
29:i 
34:l 
419 

1884 

ESC/\PF. 

PERCF.NT 
10 . 01' 
11. 7,c 
14 . 2,C 
64 . rn 

CUMIJl.-7. 
10.0,C 
21. 77. 
35 . 9¾ 

IU0 . 07. 

************* 
**************:1: 
****************** 
******************************************************************************** 

, or INPIATES WITH VALID DATA = 2068 

CATEGORY COU"TS 
I 5 
2 84 
3 40 
4 321 
lJ 451 
6 191'>7 

PERCENT 
8.2Y. 
2.9,C 
I. 4,c 

11.2,c 
I5.7,C 
68. 67. 

CUl'RJL-1' 
0.2,C 

3 . '" 4. 5,C 
15.7¾ 
31. 47. 

180. 01: 

* 
*** 
** 
************* 
****************** 
******************************************************************************** 

N= 5 DETAILS OF ESCAPE 
, OF '"HATES wa·m VALID D,\TA = 2944 

CATEGORY COU"TS 
8 2586 
I 25 
2 7 
3 12 
4 166 
G 7 
6 16 
7 16 
8 29:l 

... 8. Pt:RCE .. TACt:S 

PERCENT 
85 . .,, 

8.8" 
e.2,c 
8.4,C 
5.6,C 
8.2,C 
8.5X 
0 . :1,C 

10 . 81' 
l'IAY /\DD 

CUl'RJL-,c 
85. ax *******************************"'*********'r.******~':r.****************************t:* 
86 . 8X * 
86.2X * 
86 . 6" * 
92.3" ***** 
92 . 5,C * 
93 . 8" * 
93.6" * 

I03.5K ********* 
TO l'tOllF. TIIA" 188" DUE TO l'IUL Tl PLr: t:NTRlt:S FOR 801'1f. I NMI\Tt~S 



M= 6 Tl HF. SF.RVF.O 

" ot· INMATES WITII V/\LID D,\T/\ = 

C/\TI:COllY COUNT~~ Pl-:HCF:NT CUMUl.-7. 
I 21~ 7 . 27. 7. :!7. 
2 4:! 1.4¾ n. ,.~: 
3 :!:! 4'.77. f). 4~~ 

4 37:i I:!. 7¾ 2:!. I~~ 
5 2")#:) 7.5¾ 2'). 77. 
6 2nr. 9 . 77. :s9. 4~ 
7 844 20.77. 6U . 0~: 
8 51') 17.6¾ n:.. 11: 
9 42 I 14. 3~: 100.0~ 

"= 7 TI l'tE I\El'I,\ IN I NC 
" Of' INl'I/\TES WITH V/\LID DAT/\ = 

CAff.GORY 
I 
2 
3 

COUNTS PERCENT 
1870 36.57. 
181 I (,1. 77. 

a2 I. 07. 

CUl'IUl.-7. 
36.:rn 
911 . 27. 

100.07. 

2942 

******************** 
**** 
** 
********~**************~*****~***~** 
********************* ***** ~= * ~= i : ;f: :r. ** * * :r. ~: *'~ :f: :f: :t :t ,,. :f: :r. :t. 

***********************************~****~*******=***************************** ~~ *****~:~::r: ::: * ''' ** :;::;::;::J: ~: :J: 1: * :1:::: :·:;:::: :1: ::: ::: :!: :;: :J:~: i ::;: ~: ~: :J: :!: :;:-: ::!: :j: :f:;f: •~::;: ::: ' 

********************* *~ ~***~**=***~***~* 

2933 

****************************************=****** 
********************~*********************************************************** 
** 

ft= 8 PROB., PAROLE OR W.R. VIOLATION 
" OF 1Nf1J\TES WITH VALID DATA = 2941 

CATEGORY 
I 
2 
3 
4 

COUNTS 
567 
456 
230 

161Ul 

PERCENT 
19.3" 
15.5" 
7.8,C 

57.47. 

ti= 9 DISCIPLINE 

CUl'IUL-1' 
19.3,C 
34.8,C 
42.67. 

190.0,C 

" OF INtlATES w1·m VALID DATA = 

CATEGORY 
I 
2 
3 
4 

COUNTS 
380 
288 
434 

1996 

PERCENT 
13.9,C 
7. 1% 

14. 8,C 

65. '" 

CUl'IUl.-1' 
13.0,C 
20. rn 
34.91' 

lfHt.91' 

*************************** 
********************** 
*********** 
******************************************************************************: * 

2928 

**************** 
********* 
****************** 
******************************************************************************** 



ft= 10 H~HI\VIOR n /\CF. (0=NONF., l-6=AI-C2, 7 - 17=0- N) 
' 01: I IUII\ TES lfffll V I\L IU D,\T/\ = 2')44 

CATI~GOI\Y COUNTS 
0 7011 
I 2n 
2 I:.! 
a 21 
4 :m 
!i 2:1 
6 I') 
7 I '):I 
8 3'):.! 
9 7(, 

10 I I 3') 
II 24:.! 
12 31(, 
13 307 
14 0:1 
15 87:J 
16 42!i 
17 1004 

II. D. l'ERCF.NT/\(:1•'.S 

l'EHCF.NT 
26.07. 

1.0¾ 
0 . 4¾ 
0. 1:, 
I. a;, 
0 . 0¾ 
0 . 6;, 
,, . 6~, 

l:S. a:, 
2. 6;: 

30. 1:, 
0 .. 27. 

10. 1:, 
I0.4¾ 
2.07. 

29.77. 
14.4¾ 
:l4 . l¾ 

NAY 1\1)1) 

CllMIJI.- ~ 
:!(1 . 117. 
:.!7. 7:, 
~" - 1:, 
2,1. a~, 
:u•. I¾ 
:u+. 97. 
:Jt . M, 
3H . rn 
51. 4:: 
ft4 . 07. 
9:~ . 7;, 

100.9~ 
I I I . 77. 

1:!4 . 97. 
l!i4 . M: 
1(,9 . 07. 

******===********=*******~**7==:r.~===~=~=~7************* 
** 
* 
* *** 
** 
* ********~'**'!:** 
********=******************* 
**~'** 
*****************************~******~***************************************** '* 
***************** 
********************** 
********************** 
****** 
*****************************************~******************* 

:!O:I . 17. ******:!:*******::: :;::;::~:t.:t::f: ·t. ::· :::::: :!: :;: ::::1::!: ~::t.:t::f: * ~:~::f:~: ~:~-:1: :f:~::t: **~' ~: :;: ::::1::t::1:*:f: :t: :t: :t: :t::t: :i*** * * **** 
TO MOII.E TIIAN 100¾ DUE TO MIJI.Tll'l .1•: 1-:l'ffll I 1-:S FOil SOME INrl/\TES 

ft= 11 INSTITUTIONAL ADJUSTNF.NT 
, Ofo' INPIATES WITII VALID D,\TA = 

CATEGORY 
I 
2 
3 
4 
6 

COUNTS 
II 
30 

130 
350 

240:J 

PERCENT 
8.4,C 
I. 8,C 
... 7" 

11.9,C 
82.8,C 

CUJ'fUL-7. 
8.4" 
I. 4,c 

6. '" 18. 8,C 
100. 01' 

2932 

* 
* ***** 
************ 
**********************:!:********************************************************* 

ft= 12 CUSTODY AT TINE LAST RELEASF.D 
" Of INNATES WITH VALID D,\TA = 2939 

CATEGORY 
I 
2 
3 

COUNTS 
171 

1421 
1347 

PERCENT 
5.8,C 

48.3" 
45.8,C 

CUffl.11.- " 
5 . 01' 

34 . 2" 
100.0,C 

********** 
******************************************************************************** 
**************************************************************************** 



N= 13 CUSTOUY GMDF. Bf.fOllF. TIIIS RF.PORT 
" Of IN Mi\Tt:s '" ITU V ,\LID l),\T,\ = 2030 

CAIT.GOI\Y 
I 
2 

:• 
4 

N= 14 ,, oi,· 

CI\TF.GOllY 
() 

I 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
0 
9 

10 
I I 
12 
13 
14 
la 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 

COUNTS PEllCF:NT CUMIIL- ¾ 
··••19: -- ~ 7 . 9 7. 7 . 9~! 
9:! (, 32.7¾ 40 . ,.~: 
<, I :J 2 I . 77. ,.:!. a~: 

10(,7 :J7 . 7¾ IOO. O¾ 

OUf.STIONNAlllf. scom-: 
INl1JHES Ii ITU VALIU (),\Tl\ = 

COUNTS PEflCF.NT CUl'IUl.- 7. 
I 0 . 07. 0.07. 

11 0.4X 0.4X 
05 2 . 9X :t . 3" 

u,a a.5" U. 07. 
2G7 0.7X 17 . Mt 
3:t7 11 . 4,C 29 . 01": 
394 13.47. 42 . 41: 
340 11 . 6¾ 5a.97. 
30:1 10 . 3¾ 64 . 2~; 
2:m n . .,,. 72.:J,C 
200 6.0" 79 . • ,,. 
194 6.67. 85.7" 
I :Ja 4 . 6,C 90 . 3" 
07 3.0,,. 9:J . 27. 
61 

2. '" 95.3" 
49 I. 7" 97 . 0" 
35 1.2,-. 98.271 
21 0 . 7,C 90.9" 
12 0.47. 99.3,C 
I I 0.4¾ 99.7¾ 
7 0.2" 99.9" 
2 0.0Y. 100 . 01": 
I 0 . 0X 100.m, 

***************=* 
***********************~**********~~~***~*==:t=~===:t:t***************** ***~' * * :t: S :;:::: S :1: :t :;: ~: :;: :;: ~: :;::I: ::: ·1: :;- ·:: :;: :;: :;: :: ::· ::: :;: :::::: :;: ~: ~: :;· :;: ·;· :;: ·:· :: :;: ::. ::: :;: 
********:;::;:~::J:~::;: ::: :::::: :;::;:::::;: :;: ·:. :;: ~::;::;: :;:~::::::::;:::: :· ::: :::::: ::: ::::!:~-::·::. 1::1: :1:~::t::t:1::t :t-1::t. :t. 1'** :J: :t. :t: :t. :t: .r. :t :r. S :t 1: :t ! ' .,. 

2944 

* ** 
***************** 
********************************* 
****************************************:t*********** 
****************************~*************************************** 
****************************************~************************************* ~:t 
**************************************************~****************** 
*****************************************1******************** 
***********************~**** ~* =***************** 
******************************~**~**=**** 
**************************************~' 
*************************** 
****************** 
************ 
********~'* 
******* 
**** 
** 
** 
* * 
* 

N= 16 QUESTIOftNAIRE CUSTODY GRADE 
, OF lftl"IATf..S WITH VALID D,\TI\ = 2944 

CATEGORY 
I 
2 
3 

COUNTS 
854 

1476 
615 

PERCENT 
29.8" 
50. rn 
28.97. 

CUl'IUL-X 
29 . 8X 
79 . IX 

100.ex 

********************************************** 
*****************************************~************************************:t* 
********************************* 



ft= 16 PSYCHOLOCICAL PllORLf.MS RF.QUIRING SUPERVISION ( 1-•i = /\ - 0, :. ~NONI-:> 
" or IN 1'11\Tt:s Ii ITII V t\L rn l),\T,\ = 2933 

CATECOllY COUNTS 
I 50 

2 50 
:J 17') 
4 l:l 
5 26:1:J 

PERCf.NT 
I. 77. 
2 . 07. 
,, . 17. 
0.47. 

o•, _. n¾ 

CUNIJl .- 7. 
I • 77. 
:, . 7~ 
9 . fm 

lfl . 27. 
10iLm, 

:t.:lt 

** 
***** 

N= 17 EXCEPTIONAi. SUPF.llV IS ION RF.QUIREPIENTS ( 1- ll= 1\- 11 , 9 ~ NONE> 
" or lftf'IATl::s WITH Vt\LII> l),\T,\ = 2930 

CATEGORY COUNTS 
I 211 
2 86 
3 20 
4 134 
5 2 
6 0 
7 25 
8 I 
9 2 6(,:! 

N. B. Pt:RCENTAGES 

PERCENT ... " 
2 . 9" 
0 . 7" 
4 . 6', 
0 . 9" 
0 . 0)(( 
0.9" 
0.07. 

90 . 97. 
l'IAY ADD 

CU l'IUL- ~, 
1.0)(( * 
3 . 97. *** 
4.67. * 
9. rn **** 
9.27. * 
9 . 27. I 

10 . 17. * 
10 . rn * 

101 . 07. ***********************~**~*ss•s:t.:t.:t.:t.~S~*~*~************************************* 
TO l'IORE THAN 1081' DUE TO flULTIPI.E ENTllll':S FOil SOME ll'HI/\TF$ 

ft= 18 IDENTIFIED PRESSURE S111JATIONS ( l-10=A-J, I l=NONI~) 
,, or INl'IATF.S Wl'nl VALID DATA = 2932 

CATECORY COUJITS 
I 7 
2 6 
3 8 
4 14 
6 0 
6 6 
7 7 
8 16 
9 8 

18 165 
II 2713 

N.B. PERCENTAGES 

PERCENT 
9 . 21' 
9.21' 
8.31' 
9. 61' 
9.9)(( 
8 . 21' 
8 . 2" 
8 . 57. 
0.31' 
5.61' 

92.IU, 
l'IAY ADD 

CUJtUL-" 
0.21' * 
0 . 41' * 
0 . 7" * 
I. 21' * 
I .21' I 
1 . 4" * 
1.6" * 
2.2,t * 
2.51' * 
8. I" ***** 

100 .6" ****************************************:t.:t.:t.••********************************* ~* 
TO ttoRE TIIAft 188" DUE TO l'IULTIPLI~ t:NTlllES FOil SOl'IF. 1Nrl/\Tt:S 



N= 19 OUTSTI\NDINC WARRJ\nTS AND llET,\INERS l l - 6=A- F, 7 = NOl'H: > 
,, Ot' INHI\H:S WITII VALID D,\T/\ = 2929 

CATEGORY COUNTS 
I (,() 

2 II 
3 22 
4 2:1 
!i 30 
6 2 
7 270'} 

N.D. Pl-:llCENTACES 

PF.RCF.NT 
2 . 07. 
0 . :1¾ 
0 . 07. 
,, . m, 
I. 0~: 
0.0¾ 

9ft . 2¾ 
l'IJ\Y ,\1)1) 

ClJMIJl.-7. 

2.07. ** 
2 . :m * 
:S . I¾ * 
a . •>¾ * 
4 . 97. * 
a.0¾ * 

100.2¾ **************~=•*~***=~*======*******=**=*=******~********************~****** ~ 
TO MOili-: TIIAN 1007. DUE TO Ill/LT 11'1.I·: 1-:l'ffll IFS FOil som: lllrll\Tl-:S 

ft= 20 CI VE OVEllfi IJ)f.? l I= YES, 2= NO) 
1 CW INl'IATES WITII VALID DAT/\ = 2936 

CATEGORY COUNTS PERCF.NT CUNUL-7. 
I 7114 26 . 77. 26 . 7" 
2 2152 100.07. 

ft= 21 l'IOl>lflf.D CRAOF. ( l=MIN, 2=1'1ED, 3=NAK, 4=ft0 CIII\NCEH 
,, OF' IN 111\Tt:S W ITII VAL ID D,\TA = 2937 

CATEGORY COUNTS PERCEl.ff 
I 120 

4. '" 2 50:t 17. '" 
3 162 5. 57. 
4 2152 73.37. 

curmL-7. 

4 . "' 
21. 2" 
26.7" 

100. 87. 

**** 
******************* 
****** 
*****************************Z********S***************************************** 



n= 22 NF.XT Cl,/\SSIFIC/\TION D/\TE (# PIONTIIS /\FTER I / U(,> 
1 OF INN/\TES WITII VALID D,\T/\ = 2942 

C/\TF.GOllY COUNTS 
5 I 
6 0 
7 0 
n 0 
9 I 

IO 0 
II I 
12 0 
I :a 0 
14 0 
15 0 
16 0 
17 0 
18 0 
19 0 
20 0 
21 0 
22 0 
23 I 
24 0 
25 I 
26 I 
27 0 
28 3 
29 4 
30 5 
31 5 
32 5 
33 9 
34 19 
33 79 
36 65 
37 201 
38 140 
39 186 
40 206 
41 249 
42 21') 
43 290 
44 321 
43 378 
46 420 
47 124 

PEllCENT Clll'llll.- ~ 
0.07. (t . Ct¾ 
0 . 0~, 0 . 4-t7. 
0 . 0¾ o . ,rn 
, •. 0¾ 0 . 07. 
0 . .. ~, 0.07. 
0.0¾ 0 . 07. 
0 . 0¼ 0. 17. 
0.07. 0. rn 
0. 0:, o. rn 
0.0¼ 0 . 17. 
0.0¼ 0. rn 
0.0¼ o. rn 
0 . 0¼ 0. rn 
0 . 07. 0. rn 
8.07. 0. 11' 
0.0¾ 0. 17. 
0. o~, 0 . rn 
9. 0~, 0 . rn 
0. 0~, 0. rn 
0 . 07. 0 . 11' 
0.07. 0.21' 
0 . 07. 0.27' 
0.01' 0.21' 
0. 11' 0.a" 
0. I" 0.47' 
0 . 21' 0.6" 
0.27' 0.0" 
0 . 27. 1.01' 
0.37. I . 3" 
0.61' I. 97' 
2 . 7¼ 4.6" 
2 . 2" 6.81' 
6 . 8" 1a . 6" 
5.0" 18. 7" 
6.3" 25 . 01' 
7.0,C 32 . 01' 
8.5" 40.4" 
7.47. 47.9" 

10. rn 58.01' 
10. 97. 68.97' 
12.6X Ol .5X 
14.3X 93.8" 

4 . 2X 180 . 0,C 

* I 
I 
I 
* 
I 

* I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

* I 

* * 
I 

* 
* 
* * 
* ** **** 
*************** 
************ 
************************************** 
**************************** 
*********************************** 
*************************************** 
*********************************************** 
****************************************** 
********************************************************* 
************************************************************* 
********************************************************************** 
************************************************~******************************* 
************************ 



ENTROPY LIMITED 

Characteristics Pertaining to 

Offender Risk Assessment fQr Parole Review 



ft: I T IPIF. s I ncF. i\SSESSl'fli'.NT DI\TF. ( 3 l'IONTJI', BEFOru•: I / 0<) I 

, OF INl'IJ\TES 1-1IT11 Vi\1.ID DI\TI\ = 2179 

CI\TECOI\Y COUNTS PEI\Cf.NT 
I 67 a. I¾ 
2 2:14 IO. 7~, 
3 127 5 . U¾ 
4 am 4. 0/: 
5 •;:. 4. 4~: 
6 flH 4 . 0¾ 
7 11:J :t. 0/: 
fl , ..• :1 . 2¾ 
9 n,, :1.9¾ 

lO 5(, 2.6¾ 
11 77 3.57. 
I:! 41 I. 97. 
I :1 2') I. 37. 
14 66 3.07. 
15 54 2.5?. 
16 56 2.61: 
17 45 2. rn 
ID 45 2. I¾ 
19 41 I. 97. 
20 14 0.67. 
21 45 

2. '" 
22 27 I. 27. 
23 20 8.97. 
24 2:1 I. IX 
25 57 2.67. 
26 9 8.47. 
27 50 2.37. 
28 I I 8.5X 
29 34 1.6X 
38 36 I. 7X 
31 32 I. 5" 
32 35 I. 6" 
33 65 3.8" 
34 36 I. 7" 
35 16 8.7" 
36 39 1.8" 
37 17 8.8X 
38 21 1.8X 
39 22 1.8X 
48 26 1.2X 
41 28 I. 3,C 
42 27 I. 2" 
43 21 a.ex 
44 I I 8.GX 
46 6 8.3,C 
46 2 ···" 47 8 ···" 48 I 

···" 49 8 ···" 58 • 8.8" 
51 I 8.8,C 

CIJMUl.- 7. 
:I . ,~, 

I :1 . n:, .... ,.~, 
2:1. 7/: 
~H . O~: 
:l~ . I/' 
:ar,. ,,~: 
:1•• · I¾ 
4:1 . .. ~, 
4.~ . f,:, 
4'• · I¾ 
a I . 07. 
52. :1?. 
aa. :1~ 
!i7. 07. 
Mt. 47. 
f,2 . r.i: 
f,4. r.:: 
''" . 41, 67 . 0¾ 
69 . rn 
70 . 47. 
71 . :17. 
72 . :IX 
74.97. 
75.4X 
77.7X 
78.2X 
79.7X 
81. 4" 
02.0" 
04 . 4" 
87.4X 

09. '" 
09.07. 
91.6X 
92.4X 
93.:JX 
94.47. 
95.57. 
96.0X 

98 . '" 
99 . 8" 
99 . 6X 
99 . 8X 
99.9,C 
99.9,C 

188. e,c 
188 . 8,C 
188.8X 
108.0,C 

*********************** 
****************************~****~=~~ =~ ~=********************************T****IT ******~::;: :;: ***** :::::::t:~::1:*:i: :1::::::::J::i: :t::f:::·:::::::1: ~:-;::1:::·:;:::. 
******* :t- :::**** :r. :;::;::f::1::~* ''' :J::;: :;: ::: :J::;: :t: ._. ... 
*********************"'****"'* :·- · 
*************"'********"'**~** 
***********************~**** 
*********************r~;: 
********************** ;:~**** 
******************* 
********************** ~~ 
************** 
*******~'** 
*********************** 
****************** 
*************~--~--~ 
******* * *****~' ::: 
**************::, 
************** 
*******~'******''' 
********* 
******* 
******** 
*****************~* 
*** 
***************** 
**** 
************ 
************ 
*********** 
************ 
********************** 
************ 
***** 
************* 
****** 
******* 
******** 
********* 
********** 
********* 
******* 
**** 
** 
* 
I 
* 
I 
I 

* 



N= 2 x- scom: c.um\F.NT OFFENSE ,, OF INf'IJ\Tt:S \-/1 TII Vt\l.lD Dt\Tt\ = 

CI\TF.GOllY COIJNTS l'l•:nct:NT CllNlll.- 7. 
0 ')4 4.37. 4 . :1¾ 
I Mi4 30.0¾ :14.:1¾ 
2 14:11 <,a. 7¾ 100.m: 

N= a Y-SCOllF. C.IIIU\F.NT OFVENSF. ,, OF INl'L\TE:S ,~nu VALID 01\TI\ = 

CI\TF.GORY c:OUNTS PEllCF.NT CIJMlfl,-,C 
0 I H, 5.37. 6.37. 
I 990 45.47. 50 .117. 
2 I 0.07. 60.117. 
a I07 I 49.27. 160 . 07. 
4 0 0.07. mo. 0,c 
6 0 0.0,C 100.07. 
6 0 0.87. !Ott. o,c 
7 0 0.0,C IOI♦• 0¾ 
8 0.0,C IOCt. O¾ 

ft: 4 X-SCORE: PRIOR VIOL,\TIONS 

2179 

***** 
*************=*******=~*==*~-=*****=* 
**********=***88*******8*8~=~ = 8*=*===*==*~*****=**=**************************•• r• 

2179 

********* 
***********************************=*=*********=*==*********************** 
* ******************************=****==**=*****~=** ***************************** T 
I 
I 
I 
I 

* 

,, OF INf'IJ\TES WITII VALID DA'fl\ = 2179 

CATEGORY 

• I 
2 
3 
4 

COUNTS 
1353 

0 
627 

I 
198 

PERCENT 
62. 1,C 

···" 20.8,C 
0.8,C 
9. 1,c 

CIJPIUL- 7. 
62. 1,c 

62 . '" 90.9,C 
90 . 9,C 

180 . 0,C 

N= 6 Y-SCOI\E PRIOR VIOLATIONS 

******************************************************************************** 
I 
************************************* 
* ******:I:***** 

" OF lftNATF.S Willi VALID . DATI\ = 2179 

CATEGORY 

• I 
2 
3 
4 
5 

COUNTS 
1363 

0 
8 

620 
0 

1911 

PERCENT 
62. IX 

···" ···" 28.8,C 
0.87. 
9. 17. 

CIJl'IUL-K 
62. 17. 
62. 1,c 

62. '" 
90.9,C 
90.9,C 

100.0,C 

******************************************************************************** 
I 
I 
************************************* 
I 

************ 



ft: 6 PRIOR V IOL/\TION RAW SCORE ( 8 = ftOftE, I= I- Ht, 2 = I 1- :w, f.TC. • ao= ao I+) 
1 OF lftl'IJ\TF.S WITII V/\LID D/\T/\ = 2179 

CATEGORY COUNTS 
0 1470 

r, :, 
2 120 :, ,,,, 
4 111, 
r. ,,n 
6 ,;.t, 
7 :t(, 
8 2<, 
9 3') 

18 17 
11 in 
12 20 
13 I :t 
I+ 4 
la 7 
16 n 
17 I 
IO 7 
19 ,. 
20 4 
21 2 
22 I 
23 3 
2+ 5 
26 2 
26 2 
27 3 
28 I 
29 I 
38 II 

PERCENT CIJrlUL- 7. 
(,7 . 6¾ f ►7 . r,~ 

2 . 4?. ,.,,. ')¼ 
5 . 5¾ 7ft . 4~! 
4 . 6¼ 7') . 9¼ 
:1 . 9¼ n:,. 97. 
:a. rn n7.o7. 
2 . I¾ 09 . rn 
I. 77. 90 . lm 
1.2¼ 9'.! . 0¾ 
I. 87. 9 :t . 07. 
0.87. 94 . 5?. 
9.8¼ 9r; . 4 1: 
9.9¾ 96. :t¼ 
9.6¼ •)6.9¾ 
0.27. 97. I¾ 
0.:1¾ 97 . 4¾ 
9 . +¼ 97 . m: 
0 . 9¾ 97 . 0¾ 
9 . 3¼ 90. 17. 
lt . 3¾ 90 . 4¼ 
9 . 2¾ 98 . (,¾ 
8 . 8¾ 90 . 7¾ 
8 . 9¾ 90.7¾ 
8 . "' 911.9" 
9.2" 9') . ·" 
9 _9,c 99.2¾ 
9.9" 99 . 3¾ 

9. '" 
99.4¾ 

9.8" 99 . 4¾ 
9 . 9" 99 . 6¼ 
8.5" toe . 0,c 

*******=***************~***~**=~******~**~~~~*~***~~-•*=***************~~•*••· ·~ 
*** 
******:;: 
*'"*** 
*'"*** 
**** 
*** 
** 
* ** 
* 
* 
* 
* * 
* 
* * 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* * 
* 
* * 
* 
* * 
* 



M= 7 x-scom: STilF.t~T TI PIES 
1 Of ll'lf'lt\Tt:S \-IITII V/\1.ID DAT/\= 

CATF.CORY (:OUNTS Pl-:RC:t:NT CIJMUl.- 7. 
0 571 2(, . 2¾ :!6. 2!! 
I 2!t•> 11.9¾ :m. I., ,. 
2 711:1 3a . 9¾ 74 . o:~ 
a a,,,. :!(t. 0~, I Ott . O:~ 

M= ll Y- SCOIIF: STIU-:F.T Tl l'fl•:S 
I Of INPL\n:s \/ITII Vt\LID D/\T/\ 

CATF.GORY COUNTS Pl~fiCF.NT CIJMUI.- ¾ 
0 571 2(,.2~ :.!6 . =~" 
I 2:.9 11. 9¾ :SU. 17. 
2 7114 36.0~ 74 . 17. 
3 5{,r, 25 . 97. 100.m, 

2179 

*************=*******~****==*************~********~******* 
******=********=*******~** 
***************~**~****~*~*: :*~** ~*******"~***********~************************ " ****** ::: ::::1:~:~:;J:*:::::: ::: ::::;::J: ~: :;: :1: :J: :1:::: ::: , .... ·:: ::: :::~: ·::::· ~- ~: ::: :. :!: ::· :: ·,:::::J:,: ... ::-i-::· : :: ::: ·; ·,: ::: :~ :r. 

2179 

****************************=*********i *****===~~********* 
********'•'**"'* :,: ::::::~: :t::r.:t. ::::1::::::::1:~: 
****************~******~****~************************************************* 
********************************************************** 



. ur ••••• • • ■ ■- , .. - -·-

CATl:CORY C.OUNTS PERCt:NT 
0 II 0 . 4¼ 
I :. 0. 2~: 

:? 20 ff.') ~~ 
:I 4 ') 2 ••• , . _,. 
4 I O:i 4. 11:: 
5 I ll'J IL 7 ;; 
6 206 ,, . r. :; 
7 20') 9 . 6 :: 
0 161 7.4:: 
') 140 6.m: 

IO 1:Jt 6. o:: 
I I 1:n '• . I!: 
I:! . ,., 4 . a:: 
l:J r ·• ·- 3 . 8~ 
14 7:J 3 . 4:: 
15 61 2 . 07. 
16 62 2 . 07. 
17 50 2. 3~: 
IO 50 2. 3:: 
19 44 2 . o~, 
20 33 I . !i~ 
21 30 I. 47. 
22 21 1.07. 
23 26 I. 27. 
24 26 I. 27. 
25 10 0.07. 
26 I :J 8 . 67. 
27 18 8 . 8::C 
28 12 0.67. 
29 12 0.6,C 
30 7 0 . 3Y. 
31 9 0.4::C 
32 8 8.4Y. 
33 7 8.37. 
34 9 0 . 4Y. 
3:i 8 • . 47. 
36 6 0.3:: 
37 I 0.07. 
30 I 0 . 07. 
39 I o.o:: 
40 2 8 . 8~t 
41 3 0. 17. 
42 I 0 . 0¼ 
43 a 8 . I?. 
44 5 9 . 27. 
45 4 0 . 27. 
46 I ···" 47 • 0 . 27. 
48 0 0.87. 
49 0 0. Or! 
50 3 o . rn 
!ii • O. tm 
G2 • o.ox 
53 0 0.07. 
54 I 0 . 07. 
II 0.0~ 

CIJl'IUJ.- 7. 
0.47. 
0 . 6:, 
I . ft?. 
3 . u:: 
jj. ,,~: 

17. :1;: 
26 . 7:: 
:Jn. :J¾ 
4:t . 7;; 
50. r.~i 
56 . r.:; 
f,:.!. ,.:: 
,,7 . a:: 
70.9:: 
74 . 3:: 
11 . rn 
7'). <n: 
82 . 2¼ 
84.5:: 
U6 . 5¾ 
uu .o:: 
01) . 4:: 
90 . 4:: 
91 . 6:: 
92 . 1:, 
93 . 6:, 
94 . 2¼ 
95.8::C 
95 . 5X 
•)6. IX 
96.4" 
96.8::C 
97.27. 
97.5::C 
97.9::C 
96 . 3::C 
911 . 67' 
90 . 6::C 
')II . 7::C 
911 . 7,C 
90.8~ 
9U . 9,C 
9') .ox 
9') . IX 
91).4,C 
99 . aX 
99 . 6:i 
91).0,C 
99 . m& 
99.07. 
9'). •,:: 
9') . •n, 
9') . 9,c 
99.9,C 

100 . m~ 

100.0,c 

...... , .... ....... ,. 
* ... .... ... ... ....... ,. 
=***=*=*=~=**==* == 
;;: :;: ::: :,: ~: ::: ::: :;:::: ::: ::: :;: :;: ::: :;: :;: ::: ::: ::: :f: :t :!" :;-. ·t: * :,:.* * :t. :r. ::: :r.-::-: ~ ::: ;:!: :t * :t.: :J: 
~: :;: :: : :;::: ::::::: :~: ::::: · :: ·::: :; : ::: ::: :; : : •. :: .; : :; : :; : : · . ,'. . j , ::: ::-: ~ : * :i: ::: ::: ;: ;f: ·: : j ; * :::: t; :t: ~: :t: ::: :t-::: ;f:1: t:**:t-t::!.'****** :-t: ~ ... :J'';f': ~ - **t" :t. **:~ 
:;::;::-;: ~:!;:~: :;::.;:::: : . . . ,: :;: ::: ::: ::: ::: :;: ::: :: .;: :j: :; .;· i ::: :r. :;: ,(: :;: :t: :;: :,:: .. '• :j: ::· ~= ,t: :t: :.(::r. :~ :.: >; : :.( : ~: ~: * :;: :;: ~: :;:*:;: ~::,: * =4- !: :f: :.f.::f:::-.: .i: * ·t: ·: i ' •· , : .i. 1: :t. -t ., .. 

:j::;: ::::;::.;::;:::: :;:::: :;: :::;;::;: ::: ::::;::;::: ;;: :;: :::. : -~ ;: :;:;~ :~::,: ::· :1:: .. ·::::: ·j :;: ::: ,f: ... :t : i : t: : !.,4::; : ,:f : :.( :: :: *:4: :t::.-: : 1 : ;t.~::t-;.f: ♦ . i :: a: : i : :t : 1 : ◄ :j . :t .t. .f .. : :.: :t··,:. f. , , , 

~: ::: :;: ::: :;: :;: :;: :;: :;: ::: ::: ::: ::: :;: :;:::: ::: ::: ::: ~= ~= ::. :;. ;: :;: :r. ;~ :f: ·;: :;: ·:: ::: ::: .. ::: :; : ; : ;: *~' * =~~= :;: ~= :;: ::: ~: :::::: ::: :i: :~ ::: * * * ~: * ~: :;: ;~ 
~: :t- :;: ~::::::::;::;::;: .:: :;: :;: :.: :.:~: ::::;: :;: :;::;: ::: :;: :;: ; : :;: :t.~::,: :: ::: ~::;: :;: . < · - -- · : :;::(:~: ~ :: ; : ~ ::; : . , ~ : :;. ,f::;: :;::~:~ :f: **** 
* :j: :;: :f: ::: : j: ::: ::: :: : :;: :;: :;: ::: ·;:::: :;: ::: :;: ::: ;-! : ::: :; : :1: .: ::: :;: :;: :, . :f: : : : . .' : :;: : ·:. ~: ::· .: ·j : ; : * :1: ::: ::: ~::;.. :; :t :;::;: 
:t::1:::::1: :r :;:::: :; : :-·· :: 1. :.:::::: ·:· · 

:f::1::;::;::; :f::;::; .:_ .: 1 :;·.: .. _ _. . ; 

*~****~~~~*~*~==* ~~ 

-------------------.... •I• ... ~ .f• .._, •• • ••• ••• ., •• , •. , •. . • •• • · • • •• · ·•• • •• 

::: :t.~:~::;: 
~::i: :r. ~:::::i: :~ 

':*::::;:* 

ii::,::,: 

*"'* :;;: :J;,at 

• 

; .; ; I : ;· :t. 1 .,: :; ,- , . 



N= 10 x-scorn: CRll'llft/\L HISTORY 
, Of lftl'IATES l-llTII Vt\LID D/\Tt\ = 2179 

CATEGORY COUNTS PERCl-'.NT CIIMUl .- 7. 
e 0 I') 37 . 67. :17 . 67. 

a:1:1 15.!I¾ 5:! . 'I¾ 
2 0 0.0¾ :,~. ')7. 
a 5711 2,, . 57. 7') . 4~~ 
4 0 0 . 0¾ 7 1).4¾ 
5 0 0.0¾ 7'). 4:t 
6 44,, 20 . 6:! IOH.Cm 

N= 11 Y-SCORF. CRI l'IINI\L ll I STORY 

**************~*******= ~====~=-••=*•=====~~=•••===~•**************************' ******* ~'*****:::::::::::::J::t.* ::::::::: .::·:· ;::1:: ;: ·· ::::!::t.~: 

I 
******i'~'*~'***~: :;: ::: ::: :t.i: :::::: ::::::::· :; .,. -· ., . . ::: ~: :r. :r. i: * i:~: :;: ::· ~: ::· :::::~:~: i :::: ~: ::: ::: ::· ·;: :J: i:** 

, . ..., .. , .. , .... ...,. 
····•·· ···•·.···· 

, Of I ftl'II\TES \-/1 TII V /\LI I) DI\TI\ = 2179 

CATEGORY COUNTS Pl-:RCENT 
8 0 I') :l7. 67' 
I :i:l4 15 . 3,C 
2 0 0.07. 
3 {) 0 . 07. 
4 0 0.07. 
5 577 26 . 5 ~~ ,, 44'> 20.67. 

CIJl'fHl.-7. 
:17.67. 
52.''" 
5~. ')Y. 
52 . 9¾ 
5:.! . 9¾ 
7 1) . 4¾ 

100 . 0:: 

**************************= =*~ =••s==************===*************************** 
********************~*******~**** 
I 
I 
I 
**************=***************=*******=***=************* ***********'~** ~::;: :J: *:r.i::J: :J: ::: ::· :::::: :,- :1: ·: :;: :;::t.~: :t. i : ~: ~: ~:::: :J:~::J: ~'* 



Pt= 12 CRll"IINi\L HISTORY R,\W SCOW. (0=NONF., I= 1-IO, 2= I 1" 20, ET<: . , 50= ri01+) 
, Of' I NPfi\'rES WI '111 V i\L ID DATA = 2179 

CATEGORY COUNTS 
0 575 
I 212 
2 159 
3 l:!5 
4 II:! 
5 llf, 
6 61 
7 77 
0 50 
9 6') 

10 49 
I I 53 
12 41 
13 50 
14 36 
15 34 
16 35 
17 27 
10 27 
19 19 
20 22 
21 12 
22 (I 

23 19 
24 15 
25 18 
26 14 
27 14 
28 9 
29 0 
38 12 
31 9 
32 0 
33 6 
34 7 
35 7 
36 3 
37 6 
30 3 
39 5 
48 3 
41 5 
42 4 
43 4 
44 3 
4:S 4 
46 2 
47 2 
48 2 
49 2 
11• 68 

J 

rtmCF.NT CUMUL- 7. 
26.4" 26.47. 

9.7¾ 36. ·~ 
7.37. 4:1.4~ 
5.77. 4'). 2:, 
3.0¾ a~.9~ 
3.97. 56.9~ 
2.07. 59.77. 
3.5¾ 6:1. 2~ 
2 . 77. 65.97. 
3.27. 69.07. 
2.27. 7 I . :1" 
2.47. 7:S.77. 
I. 97. 75 . 67. 
2.37. 77.9~ 
-1. 7" 79.5~ 
I. 67. 01. rn 
1.6¾ 112.77. 
1.27. 03.9¾ 
I. 2" 05.2" 
0.9" 86.0" 
1.0" o7. rn 
0.6" 07.67. 
0.47. 08.07. 
0.9" 00.8" 
0.7" 89.57. 
0.87. 90.4" 
8.67. 91. 0" 
0.67. 91.6" 
0.47. 92 . 1" 
0.4" 92.4" 
0.6" 93.0" 
8.4" 93.47. 
8.4X 93.0" 
0.3" 94.0" 
8.3" 94.4" 
8.3" 94.7" 
0. 1,c 94.0" 
8.3,C 95. IX 
8. 1,C 95.2" 
8.2,C 95.5,C 
0. 1,c 95.6,C 
0.2,C 95.8" 
8.2,C 96.8,C 
8.2,C 96.2,C 
•• 1,C 96.3" 
8.2,C 96.5,C 

···" 
96.6,C 

···" 
96.7,C 

···" 
96.8,C 

8.0,C 96.9,C 
3. 1,C 180.0,C 

**************~S******~**SSS**S*S*******S*S***S*******************************~~ 
*********~'****::::::::::/::)::1::j: :1::J::::::::::::::::· :: 
***************S****S* 
****************~ 
*********** 
******~'~'**** 
******** 

******** 
********** 
*****~'* 
******:!: 
****** 
******* 
***** 
***** 
***** 
**** 
**** 
*** 
*** 
** 
* *** 
** *** 
** 
** * 
** 
* * * 
* 
* * * * * 
* 
* * * 
* 
* 
* * * * ********* 



ft= 13 x-scoru: CURRENT ESCI\PE 
" Ofo' INPIATES \HTII VI\LID DJ\TI\ = 

CATEGORY COUNTS PF:RCF.NT CIJMUL- 7. 
8 19a I 09.57. 09.57. 
I 74 3.4?. l):!.97. 
2 0 0.07. 92.97. 
3 154 7. 17. I00 . 0,C 

n= 14 Y- SCOIU: CURRENT ESCI\PE 
, OF INl'II\TES WITH VI\LID DI\TI\ = 

CATEGORY COUNTS PERCENT CIJMUL-X 
0 1950 119.5,C R•).5,C 
I 0 0.0,C 09 . 5,C 
2 74 3.4,C 92.97. 
3 0 0.0,C 92.9,C 
4 154 7. 1,c I08.0,C 
5 I 0.0,C 100.07. 

•= 15 x- scoru: SUBSTANCE ,\HUSE 
"OF lftPIATES WITH VJ\LID DAT/\ = 

:ATEGORY COUftTS PERCEftT CUl'IUL-,C 

• 590 27. 1,c 27. 1,c 
I 920 42 . 2,C 69.3,C 
2 218 18 . 8,C 79.3,C 
3 73 3 . 4,C 82.7,C 
4 92 4.2X 86.9,C 
5 285 13. IX 100.0,C 
6 I 0.8,C 180.8,C 

I= 16 v-scoru: SUBSTANCE ABUSE 
"OF lftPIATES WITii VALID DATA = 

:ATF.GORY COUNTS PERCEftT CUKUL-,C 
• 598 27. l,C 27. l,C 
J 1139 52.3,C 79.3,C 
2 • ···" 79.3,C 
3 • 0.8,C 79.3,C 
4 165 7.6,C 86.9,C 
II I ···"· 07.8,C 
6 • 8 . 8,C 07.8,C 
7 284 13.8,C 180.8,C 

2179 

**************e**************************~**********************************•• •~ 
*** 
I 

****** 

2179 

*****************************************~************************************~r 
I 
*** 
I 
****** 
* 

2179 

*************************************************** 
******************************************************************************** 
******************* 
****** 
******** 
************************* 
* 

2179 

***************************************** 
******************************************************************************** 
I 
I 
************ 
* I 

******************** 



M:: 17 x-scom: TOTI\L ,, OF lftMTt:S Willi VI\LID 

CI\TF.GORY COUNTS Pl.m er.NT 
0 u 0 . 4,t 
I 9'> 4.57. 
2 f Ill 5 . 4 7. 
a 127 5 . 07. 
4 lrt ::! 7.07. 
5 I 6 :1 7.5 7. 
6 WO 6.97. 
7 20:J 9.37. 
8 rn:J 8 . 47. 
9 17:J 7.97. 

IO 147 6.77. 
I I 14:i 6 . 77. 
12 . 1 r.r, 1 . rn 
13 9 6 4 . 47. 
14 72 3 . 37. 
15 56 2.67. 
16 61 2.87. 
17 35 I. 67. 
18 2 2 I. 07. 
19 5 0 . 27. 
20 4 0.27. 
21 4 0 . 2" 
22 I 0 . 0% 

O1\TI\ = 

CIJMUL- 7. 
(). 47. 
4 . 97. 

IO.:m 
16. :!7. 
2:1. 17. 
30 . 67. 
a7 . a~: 
46 . U~ 
r,a. :!:, 
,,a. rn 
6') . 9 7. 
76 . 57. 
83 . 77. 
no . rn 
91. 47. 
93.97. 
96.77. 
98.3" 
99.4" 
99 . 67. 
99 . 87. 

100 . 07. 
100.07. 

2179 

*** 
*************************************** 
*********************************************** 
************************************************** 
************************************************************ 
**************************************************************** 
*********************************************************** 
******************************************************************************~
**************~********************************************************* 
******************************************************************** 
********************************************************** 
********************************************************* 
**********************=*******~****************************** 
************************************** 
********************=******* 
********************** 
************************ 
************** 
********* 
** 
** 
** 
* 



Pf: 18 Y-SCOflE TOTI\L 
, OF 11'1'1/\ TF$ HITII VI\LID 

CATEGORY COUNIB PERCENT 
0 0 0.4,C 
I 44 2.07. 
2 52 2.47. 
:J 1:16 6.27. 
4 185 o . 57. 
5 112 5. ,,,. 
6 142 6.57. 
7 117 5.47. 
0 117 5.47. 
9 16:J 7.57. 

10 104 o.4,c 
II Hi4 

7. '" 12 Hi I 6.9,C 
13 115 5.3,C 
14 115 5.3,C 
15 96 4 . 47. 
16 7.1 3.3,C 
17 60 2.07. 
18 44 2.0,C 
19 50 2:3,C 
29 24 

I. ·" 21 12 
0. "" 22 17 e .o,c 

23 3 e. rn 
24 3 e. a,c 
25 0 0 . 07. 
26 2 0.9,C 
27 2 0.0,C 

DATA= 

CIJl'IUl,-" 
0.47. 
2 . 4~ 
4.07. 

11. 0,C 
I'>. 5~ 
24.6~ 
31. 27. 
36. rm 
4 I . 9,c 
4'>.47. 
57 . 07. 
64.97. 
7 I .R7. 
77. ,,,. 
02.47. 
06.07. 
90 . 07. 
92.R7. 
94.mc 
97. 17. 
9R.27. 
90.07. 
99.57. 
9'). 77. 
99.87. 
99.07. 
99 . 97. 

190. 07. 

2179 

*** 
******************* 
***************=****** 
**************===•***************************************** 
******************************=***********************************************~* 
******************************************=***** 
*************•===••*****=*****=****************************** 
**********************=**************************** 
*************************************************** 
********************************************************************** 
****************************************************************************** ~* 
******************************************************************* 
****************************************~~=********************** **************~,:~:~•:1::r::r. :t. :;: :;::;::r:•:f:::::f::,::t.**-* t: ~::1::!:~:::::!::::,r:•*~'*~'* 
*********************"'******=*********~==*=******* 
*********************-"'****** ==~****~*****~ **************:;::;::!: :::•:t. :r.:1::t. :r. :f:*::::::·:::::::: 
*********************~**** 
******************* 
********************** 
********~'* 
***** 
******* 
* 
* I 
* * 



■■ ■ ■ - - - - - - - - - - - - .. 
Pf= 19 SER rous OFFEftDF.R ( I = YFS, 0= ftO) 

1 m,· lftPfATES WITR VALID DAT/\ = 2179 

CATEGORY 
0 

• 2 

COUNTS PERCENT 
5 8.2~ 

1540 79. 7" 
6~4 29. 17. 

CIJM11L- "-
0. 27. 

7o.crn 
100.0~ 

* ******************************************************************************~* 
********************************* 

Pf= 20 SAFETY ASSESSPIEftT < l=VP, 2=P, 3=F, 4=C, 5 =VG) 
1 ot· lftl'I/\TES WITII VALID DAT/\ = 2179 

CATEGORY COUNTS 
I 514 
2 708 
3 187 
4 4?"> --5 348 

PERCENT 
23.67. 
32.6" 

8.6,C 
19.4,C 
16.8,C 

CIJMlJL-7. 
23.67. 
56. I" 
64.7,C 
04.0~ 

100.9" 

********************************************************** 
******************************************************************************** 
********************* 
************************************************ 
*************************************** 

Pf: 21 VIOLENCE ASSf.BSPIERT (l:VP, 2=P, 3=C, 4=VC, ,=E> 
, OF IRl'IATES WITH VALID DATA = 2179 

CATEGORY COUNTS 
I 495 
2 527 
3 386 
4 423 
5 348 

PERCERT 
22 . 7,C 
24.2,C 
17.7,C 
19. 4,c 
16. 9,c 

CUMUL-7' 
22 . 7" 
46.9,C 
64.6,C 
84.0,C 

100. 0" 

*************************************************************************** 
******************************************************************************** 
*********************************************************** 
**************************************************************** 
*****************************************~*********** 

- .. 



ENTROPY LIMITED 

APPENDIX I 
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ft= I INl'IATF. lftDICI\TOR ( I = 1ST TERJ'I, 2=2ND TERJ'I, ETC.> 
, or Sll'IULI\TF.D LOW- lllSK INl'IJ\Tl•:S = 133.0 

CATF.GORY COUNTS 
I IOU.<, 
2 10.5 
3 2. r, 
4 I. 4 
5 I. 7 
(, 0.0 
7 9 ., 

n 0.0 
9 0 . 2 

rERCF.NT 
U I . 67. 
1:t.9¾ 

I. 97. 
1.0¾ 
I . 3~, 
0.0¾ 
0. 17. 
0.0¾ 
0. I¾ 

CUl'IIJl.-7. 
111 . 67. 
,,a . rt¾ 
97.47. 
')ll.4~ 
.,., . 7~: 
9') . 07. 
9'>. 97. 
'}•}. •)~: 

100. o~~ 

**********S***S~~~***~~~~***~**~******~~~ ~*********~*:t::t::t:*****************,*StttT 
******:;::;::J::J::r.:r.:t::r. 
** 
* 
* 

ft= 2 FI\CILITY (3=CTU, 7 =1-'rll, 9=1MR, 10=1SP, 13= NCC, M =MSU, la= l'ITV, 16 =0/\I<, 20=1llV , 21 =RWC> 
1 OI-' SINULI\TF:D LOW-RISK INl'IJ\Tt:S = 133.0 

CATF.GORY COUNTS PERCENT CU1'1UL-1: 
:I 12.n 9. 61' 9.67. *********-~*** 
4 8.0 0 . 8?. 9.67. I 
5 8.0 8.87. 9 . 67. I 
6 9.0 0.91' 9.61' I 
7 a. <, 2.71' 12.3,t **** 
0 8 . ,. 8.97. 12 . :m I 
9 29.5 22 . 27. :l4 . 57. ***************~*******~****** 

18 6. I 4.6¾ :19.2¾ ****** 
I I 3.9 3.9" 42. 17. **** 
12 9.9 9.91' 42. 17. I 
I :t 13.0 9.87. 5 I . 9~, ************* 
14 35.4 26.6" 78.5~ ***************S**********~******** 
rn 6.8 5."' 03.6¾ ******* 
16 2.0 1.5X 05. 11' ** 
17 e.o 0.ex nr. . rn I 
18 8.0 0.ex 05. 11' I 
19 8 . 0 ···" 115. I" I 
28 16. I 11. 3" 96 . 5¾ *************** 
21 4.7 3.5,C 100.0?. ***** 



Pl= 3 CURRENT INM/\TE /\CE ( YF./\RS> , m,· SIMULI\TEI► LOW- RISK INfl"TES = 133.0 

CATECOllY COUNTS PERCENT CUMIII.- ~~ 
17 0 . 0 0 . 07. 0 . 0~ 
18 0 . 0 0.07. 0.0¾ 
19 0 . 7 0 . :rn 0.5¾ * 
20 I. a I . 07. I. 57. * 
!!I I.<, I . 27. 2.77. ** 
!!:! a.:. :! . 7¾ !i.4~ **** :!:I 4 . 6 :1 . 4¾ U. 07. ***** 
24 4. (, :s. 57. l'.! . :S¾ *:I:*** 
2:i 5 •• :t . 97. ., • . 2:: "'**** 
26 6 . I 4.67. 20. u ;! ****** 
27 5.4 4. rn :!4.U::! ***** 
20 6 . U 5. rn :10 . 0~ ******* 
:!9 3 . :S 2.5" :S2 . 47. *** 
30 8.6 6 . 5" 30 . 9~t ********* :u 4.3 3 . 2" 42. I¾ **** 
:12 3 . 4 2.5X 44 . 6" *** 
33 6.7 5. I" 49.7" ******* 
34 3. I 2 . 3" 52.0" *** 
:15 5 . 0 3.07. 55 . 8" ***** 
:16 3.fl 2.97. 50.67. **** 
37 7.0 5.2" 6:t.97. ******* 
38 3.5 2.6" 66.5" *** 
39 I •• 0 . 9X 67.47. * 
49 2 . 0 2. I" 69.5" *** 
41 6 . 0 4.5X 74.8" ****** 
42 3 . 9 3.8" 76.9" **** 
43 4. I 

3. '" 118 . 8" **** 
44 8.5 8.4" 08.4" * 
45 8.8 8.8" 00 . 5" 
46 2.9 2.2" 112. "" *** 
47 1.6 1.2" U:l.8" ** 
48 8.8 8.6X 04.4" * 
49 3 . 3 2.5X 06.9X *** 
58 I.fl 1.3X 88.2,C ** 
51 4.0 3 . 8" 91 . 2" **** 
52 l.0 8 . 7" 92 . 8¾ * 
53 3 . 2 2 . 4" 94 . :J" *** 
54 1.0 0.7" 95. I" * 
56 8.8 8.6X 95.7X * 
56 8.8 8.6X 96 . 3,C * 
57 8.0 8.8X 96.3X 
58 8 . 8 8.8X 96.3" 
59 8 . 8 8.8X 96.3X 
68 8.8 8 . 6" 96.9,C * 61 8.8 8.6" 97.5X * 62 8.8 8.87' 97.5,C 
63 8.8 8.8X 97 . 6X 
64 8 . 2 

8. '" 
97.6,C 

66 8.8 8.6,C 98.2,C * 
66 8 . 0 8.6X 98.8X * 67 ••• ···" 98.0X I .... ..... .. .. ..._ ... . 



n• • AGt: AT COMITfft:IIT ( YEAIISI 
• OF SltlULATED LOW- RISK INl'IAU:S = 133 . 0 

CATl:CORY COUftTS PERCf.NT CUl'IUL- 7. 
14 ct . O 0 . 0::t .... " 
1$ 8 . :a 0.2¾ 0 . :1,: 
16 8 . 8 o .o:: •• . a:< 
17 8 . 5 8 . 4¾ 0 . 6 :: 
18 I. 7 I. 3 7. I. 9" -~ :t. 
19 4 . 0 :t.07. 4 . 9 ¾ ~'~'** 
20 5 . 8 4 . .. ~, 9.:1¾ :;:***** 
21 4 . 8 3 . 6¾ 12.9¾ ,;:~'*** 
22 5 . 4 4 . 07. 16.9" $~'*** 
23 4 . 0 3 . 0:: 19 . 9:1 "'*** 
24 3 . 9 2 . 97. 22 . U:1 :;: ~: :i::t: 

2 :i U. 1 6 . 11' :!II . 97. :;: ~= :;: * * ~= ~: :r. 
26 4 . li 3 . 4¾ :t:! . a;! :~ ~==t:t: 

27 1.9 I. 4::t 33. 7:, :;, ~: 

28 6 . 9 5 . 2 :: 311. 9" ~'*'~*** =It 
29 $ . 3 4 . 87. 42 . U:t ~: :4: :;: :~-
:ao 4. I 3 . 1:: 45 . ,,,, ::: ;;: :,::,. 

31 7 . 3 5 . 5~: :il.4" :~~'***"' '~ 
32 3.9 3 . 8" 64 . :1" :;, :;: :,:* 
33 4 . 7 3 . 6,C :.7 . m, ~'**** 
34 6 . 2 4 . 6" 62 . 5" -'~'**** 
35 3. I 2 . 3:-: 64 . 0" ;.,.«:::,::, 

36 4 . I 3 . .,, 67.9" "'~'"'* 
37 6 . I 4 . 6" 72 . ♦X :;, ~: :,;*** 
38 1.9 I . 41: 73 . 9,C :;;:i: 

39 2 . I I. 6,C 7:J . 5,C -~= •• 3.9 2 . 9" 78 . 4,C *~'** 
41 1.8 1.3::t 79 . 7:1 ...... 
42 2.6 1.9::C 81.6::C ::::.= =-
43 8 . 8 8 . 6:C 82 . 3¾ :;, 

44 I. I 8 . 8,C 83 . IX * 4:l 0 . 8 8.6" 8:1 . 7:C -46 4 . • 3 . 8" 86 . 7,C -' ~=•• 
47 3.2 2.4" 89 . l,C *"'* 
48 1.9 I . 4:: 90 . 5" --· 
49 3 . 3 2 . 5:C 93.0" :it~=• •• 0.0 8.6,C 93 . 6:1 * II 8 . 8 8.6,C 94.2,C -12 ... •. 7:C 95 . 0:C * 113 e.8 0.6,C 9:J. 6:C ,;, 

•• e.o ···" 96 . 2,C * 11:1 8 . 0 8 . 0,C 96.2,C 
116 e . 8 •. 6:: 96.8:C * 117 8 . 8 ···" 97 . 4:C "' 18 ••• ···" 

97.4:C I 
119 8 . 8 8 . 6,C 90 . 0:C * •• 8 . 8 ···" 98.8,C I 
61 8 . 8 0 . 0,C 90 . 0,C I 
62 8 . 2 .. .,, 98 . 1,c 
63 ••• 8 . 0,C 90 . 1,C 
64 8 . 8 •. 6,C 90 . 7::C ~ 

611 8.8 8 . 6,C 99 . 3,C -· 66 ••• 0,8,C 99.3il I 
67 ••• 0 . 0,C 99.3,C I 
68 e.8 8.6,C 99 . 9,C * •• ••• 8.8" 99.9" I 
78 8 . 8 8.0" 99.9" I 
71 8 . 8 8 . 8" 99 . 9,C I 
72 ••• 8 . 0:1 99 . 9,C I 
73 ••• ···" 99.9,C I 
74 ••• 0 . 0,C 99.9:1 I 
n ••• 8 . 8" 99 . 9,C I 
76 ••• 0.0,C 99 . 9,C I 
77 0 . 2 •· rn 180 . 0:< 



Pl= 5 I Nl'IATE SEX ( I=,... 2 " F) 

1 Of Sll'IULI\TED LOW-RISK INrll\TF.S = 

CATECOI\Y 
I 
2 

": 6 

COUNTS PEI\CF.NT 
125. 2 94 . 17. 

7.U 5 . 9¾ 

CIIMIII.- ~ 
'>4. I~: 

100.0:: 

NUl'fflf.l\ OF l>EPF.NDf.NTS ,, 01' SI tllJL/\TED LOl~- 1\ISK INNI\TF.S 

CI\TEGOllY COUNTS PERCt:NT CUl'fUI.- ~ 
0 50.7 44. IX 44. 17-
I 34.7 26 . • ,,. 70.2¾ 
2 16.4 12.4,c (12. r,~, 
3 13.9 10. 4" 9:1. 0:: 
4 3.0 2 . 9" 9a . 9:: 
5 3.7 2.8,C 98.77-
6 1.0 0.7,C 99 . 4;: 
7 0.U 8.67- IOO. o:: 

= 

133.0 

*****************************************~*************************************r 
*"'*** 

133.0 

*********************=****8********~•-~******************** 
***************$**********~*******~ 
***********;~** ::::;: 
******::::t-:f:**"'** 
**** 
**** 
* * 

Pf: 7 F.DUCI\TIONI\I. LEVEL (0- 12=SCHOOL YRS, 13-17=COLLEGf. I.EV, 16- 20=POST Cll,\O, 22: GED, 2:t:TF.CII, 24=VOC> 
1 or SIP'IUL/\Tl-:D LOW- RISK INl'IATES = 133.8 

CATEGORY COUNTS PEllCENT CUl'IUL-7-
8 2.2 I. 7X I. 7,c ** 
I 8.8 8.8X I. 7" I 
2 8.8 8 . 8X l.7X I 
3 1.6 1.2" 2.9X ** 
4 8.0 0.0x 2 . 97- I 
5 8.8 8 . 6X 3.57. * 
6 3.4 2.6,C 6.8::t *** 
7 4.8 3.6X 9.7¾ ***** 
0 9 . 7 7.3" 17.8¾ ********** 
9 5.9 4.+x 21. 47- :I:***** 

18 6.9 5 . 2" 26.6" ******* 
II 10.a 7 . 7X 34.:m ********** 
12 39.3 29.5" 63.8~ *************************************** 
13 2.8 2. IX 66.0X *** 
14 6.5 4.81' 78 . UX ****** 
15 2 . 7 2. IX 72 . 9::t *** 
16 8.9 8 . 6X 73.5" * 17 I. 6 1.2X 74.7X ** 
18 8.0 8 . 8X 74 . 77- I 
19 8.8 8.8" 74 . 7" I 
28 8 . 8 8 . 8" 74 . 7X I 
21 8.8 8.8" 74 . 71' I 
22 32.5 24 . 4X 99.21' ******************************** 
23 8.2 8 . IX 99 . 31' 
24 1.8 8 . 7,C 180.07- * 



Pl= 8 RF.t\DINC LF.VF.L (0-1'.~=SCIIOOL YRS, 13-17=COl.l.1·:GE Lf.V> 
,, oi,· SltlULt\TED 1.O1-1- lllSI( INrlt\TES = 124.4 

Ct\TF.CORY COUNTS PEllCF:NT CllrllJL- ~; 
0 16.7 1:L 47. l!l.4¼ *******=*****~~~= 
I 0 . 0 ,,_o¾ l!L 4:: 
2 l . I 0.9¾ 14 . :,:: * 
:l 4 . G :l.67. IH.o:: ***** 
4 I.') I. 5¾ 19 . :.:: ** 
a 7. '1.• a.97. ~ri . ~-~: ******:t. 
6 7.a :, . 67. a I. ~~t ******* 
7 12 . 0 9.6¾ •U). •➔:: ***********:I: 
n 7.7 6 . 2¾ 47.0:: ******** 
9 I 1.4, 9 . 2¾ 56. ~:, ******~:::::::** 

10 17 . 9 14.4¾ 7~L 6:: **************~*** 
I I 8.:, 6.6¾ 77. t!•~ ******::: :r. 
12 27.9 22.47. 9') . 9:: ***********************Se :t. :t. = 
l:t 0.0 0.07. 99.97. 
14 0 . 0 0.87. 9'). 97. 
15 0.0 0 . 07. 99.9¾ 
16 0 •• -~ 0. I¾ IOO.m: 

Pl= 9 10 LEVEL (8=0 - 9. l = I0-19, 2=20-29, ETC.) 
,, 01-' Sll'IULt\TF.D LOW- lllSK INl'IJ\TES = 120.5 

CATEGORY COUNTS PERCENT CUJ'llJL-7. 
I 8 . 0 8.8¾ 0.07. 
2 0.0 0.8¾ 0.07. 
3 8.0 0 . 8¾ 0 . 07. 
4 8.8 8 . 8¾ 0.0¾ 
5 0 . 0 0.8¾ 0.0¾ 
6 6.4 4.57. 4.6¾ ***** 
7 I l.3 9.47. 13 . 9¾ *********** 
8 32.4 26.97' 40 . 6¾ ******************************** 
9 28.3 23.5X 64.3¾ **************************** 

18 28 . I 23 . 3¾ , 87.M: **************************** 
II 11.6 9.7¾ 97.27. ************ 
12 2.6 2. I¾ 99 . :m *** 
13 0.0 0.77. ao0.m: * 



ft:: 10 ~URST/\NCE /\BUSE TYl'F: ( l=ALCOnOL, 2=/\LC/DRIJ(;, 3=COl<E, 4 = 1►nur.s. 13= r1/\fil.J, 14=NONE, 15 =OTIIF.R) 
,, ot· SIHUL/\Tl-:D LOW- RISK INtl/\n:s = 112.,, 

CATF.CORY COUNTS 
I 65 . 3 
2 0.H 
:I 4 . I 
4 0.0 
5 0.0 
6 0 . 0 
7 0 . 0 
n 0.0 ,, 0 . 0 

10 0 . 0 
I I 0 . 0 
I:! 0.0 
I :t 3.3 
14 36.<:, 
rn 3.7 

PlrnCF:NT 
50 . 07. 

0.7¾ 
3.7¾ 
o . 0~: 
0 . 07. 
0.0¾ 
0 . 0¾ 
0.07. 
0.8¾ 
0.0¾ 
0 . 87. 
0.07. 
2.9¾ 

31. 6¾ 
3.3¾ 

CUMIJI.-¾ 
5H . 07. 
r;a. 7:: 
,,~?. :l!: 
,,~ . 4~: 
,,:.!.4~ 
6:!. 47. 
6'.!.,;.x 
(,:! . 4¾ 
62 . 4~ 
(,2.4~ ,.2 . '!-~, 
6:!. ,;:.~ 
,,a.:m 
96.77. 

1()0.07. 

*************~8*****88 ~~****~~~~*~***==~*~*******~*************** 
* **** 

*** 
**************3*********=*****=**** 
**** 

ti= 11 TIPIE OF COmtlTNENT ( 1 YEARS BEFORE 1989) 
, OF SlfflJLATED LOii-RiSK INl'IATES = 133.0 

CATEGORY COUNTS 
I 32.0 
2 33.8 
3 15. I 
4 2:i.0 
5 18.8 
6 5. I 
7 3.4 
8 2.9 
9 1.2 

19 9.2 
II J.9 
12 8.0 
13 0.8 
14 8.8 
15 8.0 
16 8.0 
17 8.0 
18 e.0 
19 8.0 
28 8.8 
21 e . 0 
22 8.8 
23 0.0 
24 0.0 
25 0.0 
26 0.8 
27 8.8 
28 8.8 
29 ••• 30 8.8 
31 8.8 
32 8.8 

PERCENT 
24.0¾ 
24.0¾ 
11. 3¾ . 
18.0X 
8.1¾ 
3.8¾ , 
2.6¾ 
2 . 2¾ 
0.9X 
8.2X 
9.7X 
0.8¾ 
8.6:r( 
0.6,C 
9.8X 
9.8" 
8.07' 
0.8X 
8.8" 
8.8:r( 
8.8" 
8.8X 
8.8X 
e.ex 

···" 8.8,C 
8.8X 

···" ···" 0.ex 
9 . 6', 
8.6,C 

CUPRJL-¾ 
24 . 0¾ 
40.U¾ 
60.2¾ 
79.8¾ 
07. IX 
91. BX 
93.5¾ 
96.7¾ 
96 . 7¾ 
96.8¾ 
97.6,C 
97.6~ 
98.2¾ 
98.6¾ 
98.8¾ 
98.8¾ 
98.8¾ 
98.8¾ 
98 . UX 
98.U" 
98.8¾ 
98.8X 
98.8" 
98 . 0X 
98.0X 
90.8¾ 
98.8¾ 
98.8::< 
98.8¾ 
98 . 8¾ 
99.4¾ 

188.8" 

******************************** 
*************************~****=** 
**************'i< 
************************* 
*********** 
***** 
*** 
*** 
* 
* 
* 
* 

* * 



"= 12 YF.AR /\OMITTED TO CIJlll\F.NT FACILITY 
1 01-' Sll'IULI\Tl-:l) LOI-I- RISK INHI\TES = 132.9 

CATEGORY COUNTS 
75 0.H 
76 0 . 0 
77 0.0 
711 0 . 0 
79 0. t> 
U0 0.0 
HI 0 . 0 
H:! 0 . 0 
u:a 0. r. 
114 I . I 
Ha 7.4 
116 4 . (, 
117 13.2 
88 10() . 2 

PEllCENT 
0.67. 
0 . 0¾ 
0.0¾ 
o . e~, 
0 . 0¾ 
0 . 0~: 
n . 0¾ 
o . e:: 
9. 4:, 
0 . 9:: 
(i,5¾ 
a . 4~: 

10. •~: 
79 . 27. 

CUMIIL- ~: 
0 . (17. 
0. ,,~-, 

O . (,¾ 
0.6~ 
0.6~ 
0. ,,:·: 
0. ,,~, 
0.6¾ 
a .cm 
I • tJ~, 
7. <:-~! 

IO . •):: 
~<>. a:: 

IOO. o:: 

* I 
I 

* 
* 

ft= 13 DF:TI\INER ftOTIFICATION INDICATOR C l=YES, 2 =NO) 
1 OI-' S I,tULI\TED LOW- I\ I SIC I NHI\TES = 133 . 0 

CATEGORY COUNTS PERCF:NT CUNlJL.-~: 
2 133. 0 100. 07. 100. 07. 

ft= 14 LIFER INDICATOR (l = YES, 2=NO) 
"OF SIMULATED LOW-RISK INl'IATFS = 133.0 

CATEGORY COUNTS PERCENT CUNUL-7. 
2 I33.e 1H.ex 100.07. *****************************************~************************************** 



"= 15 LF.AD Rf.NTF.NCF. DIJRATIOft ( F.KCLUDlftC LIFF.RS> 
1 OI• SltllJLI\TED LO\i- lllSK INl-11\TES = 133 . 0 

CI\TECOllY COUNTS 
0 0 . :1 
I 0 .• 
2 IU.(, 
a 0.0 
4 0. ~) 
!i 39.4 
6 0 .0 
7 0.(} 
0 0.0 
9 0.0 

10 47 . 0 
II 0.0 
12 0.0 
13 8 . 0 
14 8 . 0 
15 8.0 
16 0.0 
17 0 . 0 
18 0 . 0 
19 0 . 0 
20 0.0 
21 0.0 
22 8.0 
23 0.0 
24 8.0 
25 26.4 
26 0.0 
27 8.8 
28 0.0 
29 8 . 8 
30 8.0 
31 8.0 
32 8.0 
33 8 . 0 
34 0.0 
35 8.0 
36 8.0 
37 8.0 
38 8 . 0 
39 8.0 
48 ••• 41 8.0 
42 8.0 
43 8.0 
44 8.0 
411 8.0 
46 8.0 
47 8.0 
48 8 . 0 
49 8.0 
68 9 . 2 
111 •. 8 

rEn<:F.NT 
6 . 3¾ 
0. I¾ 
7 . 9¾ 
0.0¾ 
0 . 0¾ 

29.6¾ 
0 . 0¾ 
0.0¾ 
o. e~, 
0.07. 

3:i.37. 
0 . 8,C 
0.8" 
0 . 8" 
0.8" 
8.87. 
0 . 8" 
0 . 87. 
0 . 87. 
0.87. 
0.07. 
0 . 07. 
0.8" 
0.8" 
8 . 8" 

19.9" 
0.8" 
0.8" 
8.8" 
0.8" 
0.8,C 
8.8,C 
8.8,C 
8 . 8,C 
0.8" 
0 . 8X 
0.87. 
8.87. 
8.8,C 
0 . 8,C 

···" 0.8,C 
0.8,C 
8.8X 

···" 8.8,C 

···" 0 . ex 
0.8,C 
8.8,C 
6.9" 
8.8" 

CUMUI.-~, 
o. a~: 
0. ,i.;, 
u. a;, 
u. ar: 
,1. a~ 

37. 9;, 
:t7. 9 ✓, 

:rl . 9;: 
:17. ,,:, 
:17.9~ 
73. 2~: 
73.27. 
73.27. 
73.27. 
73. 2~, 
7:L 27. 
7:J. 27. 
7:l.27. 
7:J.27. 
73.27. 
73.2" 
73.27. 
73.27. 
73.27. 
73.27. 
93. 17. 
93 . rn 
93. rn 
9~L rn 
93. rn 
93. 17. 
93. rn 
93. IX 
93. 17. 
93. 17. 
9:t. IX 
9:). IX 
9:l. 17. 
9:L IX 
9:S. rn 
93. '" 93. 1,C 
93. 17. 
93 . 1,C 
93. l,C 
93. 17' 

93. '" 93. IX 
93. 1,c 
93 . I" 

100.8" 
100.0" 

**~'**** '~ ~'** 
I 
I 
*************~*******~*~~~*~=*=*~~==~** 

********* 
I 
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11= 16 LEAD SENTENCE NI n I M1Jl'I PAROLE DA1T. ( YF.i\RS) 
, 01• SUIULATED LO\i- 1\ISK INUJ\Tt:S = 0.2 

CA1T.GORY COUNTS PERCt:NT CUMIII.- :~ 
5 0 ·• 100 . 0¾ mo. o;~ 

N= 17 I.EAD SENTF.NCF. JAIL CllF.DIT DAYS (0= NONF., I= 1-30, :~ =:Jl-<,O, 3 " 61-')0, F:TC .. ) 
1 m,· S ltlULATED LOW- RI SK IN 1'1/\Tt:S = 133. 0 

CAIT.CORY COUNTS PERCENT CUMln.-7. 
0 17.3 13.0" 1:a. 07. ***************** 
I 33 . 5 25. '" 38. ,:~ ***********=****=*********=88**** 
2 16.9 12.7" 50.97. **************=== 
3 12.3 9.2" 60. I¾ ********:;::;::~:,: 
4 0 . 9 6.7" (,6. 7~t ********~' 
5 14. fl 11. I" 77.97. *********:i::t-:i::t-:t* 
6 7.5 5.67' O:l.57. ******* 
7 4.7 :l.6,-C 01. rn ***** 
0 6. I 4. 67. · 91. 77. ****** 
9 2 . 4 I. 67. 93.5¾ ** 

10 2.8 2. I¾ 95.57. *** 
II 2.9 2.27. 97. 71t *** 
12 2. I I. 67. 9'). :1:: ** 
13 0.U 0.67. 99.9¾ * 
14 8.0 0.0¾ 99.9" I 
15 0.0 0.07. 99.97. I 
16 8.0 8.07. 99.97. I 
17 8.0 0.8" ao0.,m 
18 8.0 0.87. 100. 07. 
19 8.8 8 . 8" I00.0¾ 
20 8.0 0.8" io0.m: 

N= 18 LEAD SEnTERCE: irutmF.R OF COmITS 
, OF SINULATED LOW-RISK INNATF.S = 132.7 

CATEGORY 
I 
2 
3 

COUNTS 
124.3 

7.3 
1.2 

PERCENT 
9:t.6" 

6. 5" 
8.9" 

CUPIUL-" 
93.6X 
99.17. 

100. o:, 

*****************************************'r.************************************** 
***** 
* 



"= 19 CLI\SSIFICI\TION LEVEi. ( l=flll'f, 2=flED, 3=1'11\K) 
" (>I-' SINULI\TED LOW-lllSK INnl\TES = 132. I 

CATt:conY COUNTS PERCF.NT ' CUMlll.-7. 
I 30.0 29.47. :!'). 4J' 
2 82 . 9 62 . 7~, •):!. ,~, 
3 UL~ 7. ')7. 100.0;: 

N= 20 CI.I\SS IF IC.I\TION scorn: 
" OF SI tlUl .l\Ta-:1) LOW- Ill SK I Nrl.l\"fFA", 

CATt:COllY COUNTS r1mCENT CUMlll.- 7. 
0 8.U 8.6¾ 0 . 67. 
I 1.6 I. 27. I. 87. 
2 6.8 r..27. 7.07. 
3 16 . 4 12.47. 19.4~, 
4 17 . 2 13.8X 32. 4~' 
{i 19. r, 14. 8?. 47. rn 
(, 20.2 15. 37. (t!? .. •~: 

7 19 .o 14.47. 76. o:, 
8 10. 7 o. 1,: 04. 9:t 
9 6 . 2 4 . 77. 09.67. 

18 5 . 9 4.51' 94. rn 
II 3.9 2 . 9X 97.87. 
12 9.0 8.6X 97.77. 
13 2.6 2.8X 99.67. 
14 8.2 8.2X 99.67. 
rn 0.2 

8 . "' 
100.87. 

16 8. I 8.8X I00.8X 

= 

**************~~********SSSS88S****** 
*****************~*****~*****~~=**8~* ***********=====********************~****** 
*******:;:::::;: 

132. I 

* 
** 
******* 
**************** 
***************** 
******************* 
******************** 
******************* 
*********** 
****** 
****** 
**** 
* 
*** 



ft= 21 Tll'IE OF Ctn\llENT CL,\SS IF IC/\TIOn ( nunmm OF NONTIIS m:roru~ I / U9 > 
" ()lo' Slf'IULI\TED LOW- lllSK INII/\TES = 132 . 9 

CATF.CORY COUNTS PERCt:NT CUNIJL- ~: 
I 6.0 4 . 57. 1, . (i¾ ****** 
2 26 . I 19 . 67. 24. I., ,. **********=***~*~=~******= 
3 22 . n 17 . 2¾ 41 . :,~: **********=****** '~***~'~ 
4 17.:1 I :I. 17. ft4 . 4~: ***************** 
!i 9.:J 7.07. f, I. 4~ *******~::;: 
6 5.0 3 . 7¾ ,,r.. I"' ,. ***** 
7 9 . 9 7 . 47. 72.5¾ *:t.**** ~:~:::::t-
0 9 . 9 7.47. U0 . 0~ ******~·-•· ·'···· 
9 7 . 7 5 . 07. nr.. n~: *******'r. 

10 3 . 3 2.57. HR. 3~: *** 
I I 5.0 4.4¾ 92 . 6~: ****** 
12 2 . 2 I. 67. 94. 3 ~t ** 
I :t 5.2 3.9:K 9fi . 2~ ***** 
14 0 . 0 0 . 8" 911. 2~, 
15 0 . 9 0 . 7?. 9U.9¾ * 
16 I. 3 I..,,. 99 . m: * 
17 0.0 0 . 0¾ 99.87. 
18 0 •• 0 . rn l00. 0~: 
19 0 . 0 0 . 87. 100 . 07. 
20 0 . 0 0.0?. 100. e~: 
21 8 . 0 0.8" 108 . 07. 
22 8 . 0 0.8X 100 . 0" 
23 0.0 0.8x 100.0¾ 

ft= 22 CLASSIFICATIOft OVERRIDE (l=NO. 2=YF.S) 
, OF SlfflJLATED LOW- RISK INl'IATF.S = 131.3 

CATEGORY 
I 
2 

COUNTS PERCENT 
36. 0 20 . IX 
94. 4 71 . 9" 

CUf1UL-X 
28. 17. 

100.87. 
******************************* 
******************************************************************************** 



ENTROPY LIMITED 

Characteristics Pertaining to 

Inmate Custody Classification 



ft= I PRIPIARY OFFENSE 
1 OF SINULI\TED LOW- lllSK INMI\TF.S = 

CATECOI\Y COUNTS PERCENT CUMIII.-¾ 
I 78 . !i 59. rn :;,, . 17. 
2 2:a.a 17 . 6¾ 76. 7:: 
3 a 1.0 2a. :J7. 100. o:: 

"= 2 LENCTII or St:NTF.NCE ,, m-· SI tlULI\TED LOH- Ill SIC INMATES = 
CATT.CORY COUNTS PERCF.NT CUl'llJL-7. 

I ,C,2. 4 31. 9,c a I . 97. 
2 49.a 37. I¾ 69 . m: 
3 41.2 31. 87. IOO . C):: 

"= 3 RECORD OF VIOLENCE ,, or SIMULATF.D LOW- RISK INMATF.S = 
CATEGORY COUNTS PERCENT CUl'IIJL-7. 

I 4.7 3 . 6,C :J . 67. 
2 6 . 5 4 . 9" 0.57. 
3 13 . 9 18.57. 19 . 07. 
4 187 . 0 81. e,c I00 . o:: 

ft= .. ESCAPE 
, or SINULATED LOW-RISK INPIATF.S = 

CATEGORY COUNTS PERCEIIT CUNUL-X 
2 8.7 8.57' 8.5" 
3 I. I 8.97' l.4X 
4 18 . 4 8. IX 9.5X 
IS IO . I 14. l,C 2:J . 6X 
6 90.4 76.4,C 180 . 0X 

ft= IS DETAILS or ESCAPE 
,, or SIMULATED LOW-RISK INl'IATF.S = 

PERCEIIT CUfflJL-,C 

132.9 

********************~~ ~*****~************~*******************************~***** 
*********************** 
********************~~ ***~***** 

132 . 9 

***************~************************** 
***************~************************~******** 
***************************************** 

132. I 

**** 
***** 
********** 

128.7 

* 
* 
******** 
*************** 
*****************************************'r.************************************** 

132.9 

CATEGORY COUNTS 
8 124 . 3 
I 8. I 

93.0,C 93 . 5,C ******************************************************************************** 
8.8,C : 93 . 6,C 

2 8.8 8 . 8X 93.6'C 
3 8.8 8.e,c 93.6,C 
4 2.8 I. CUI 95. 1,c * 
IS 8.8 •· ex. 95 . .,, 
6 8. I 8. e,c I 915 . I" 
7 8 . 2 8 . J,C 95 . 2X 
8 6.8 5.J,c 188 . 4X **** 

ft.B. PERCENTAGES IIAY ADD TO NORE TRAff 1ee,c DUE TO IIULTIPLE EIITRIF..S FOR SOPIE INl'IATF.S 



N= 6 TINE sr.nVF.o 

" OF SI tlUL/\TED LOI-I-RISI< INM/\TF.S = 

C/\TEGORY COUNTS rrmcENT CUMUI.-~: 
4 17.4 13. 17. I :I . 1:: 
r, HI. 7 14. I¾ 27 . 2:: 
6 5 . 6 4.27. a I. 4:: 
7 :l7.5 2H.2¾ 5'). 6:: 
0 32.0 24.7¾ 114. a:: 
9 20.9 1:, . 7¾ IOO.m: 

N= 7 TI NE mm,\ IN I NG 
" OF SltlUL/\TED LOl-l-lllSK INM/\TF.S = 

CATEGORY 
I 
2 
3 

COUNTS 
31.3 
97.4 

4. I 

PEnct:NT CUtrul,-?. 
23 . 6,C 23.67. 
73.3,C . 96.9~ 

3 . rn I 00 . o:: 

132.9 

***************** **'•'*** ~::;::;::;::r.:::• :r. ::::;:::: :f::r. 
****** 
************************************* ******'~:;::;::::::::;: :;::r. :;:::::;::;::::::::J:::: :;:::·:::::::j::;:::::::::::;:~: 
********************* 

132.0 

************************** 
******************************************************************************** 
*** 

R= 8 PROD .• P.\ROLE on w. n. VIOLATION 
"OF SltlULATF:D LOW-RISI< INMATES= 132.9 

CATEGORY COUNTS PERCENT CUJ'IUL-7. 
I 18.3 13.8,C 13.8" 
2 21.6 16 . 3" 30 . I" 
3 10.2 7.7,C :J7.7" 
4 82.7 62.3,C 100.&~ 

fl: 9 DISCIPLlftE 
"OF SltlULATED LOW-RISK INl'I/\TES = 

CATEGORY 
I 
2 
3 
4 

COUNTS 
13.8 
6. I 

19.0 
93.5 

PERCENT 
10.4" 
4 . 6,C 

14.47. 
70.6,C 

CUtllJL-,C 
10. 4" 
rn. rn 
29.4,C 

I00.07. 

****************** 
********************* 
********** 
******************************************************************************** 

132.5 

************ 
***** 
**************** 
******************************************************************************** 



"= 18 BEHAVIOR O AGE (B=NONF., l - 6=AI-C2, 7-17=D- rD 
1 OI• Sll'IUL/\TEU LOW- lllSK INMATES = 132.9 

CATF.GOllY COUNTS 
9 46 . 4 
I 0 . 0 
2 0 . 0 
3 4 .• 
4 I. 4 
!i 3 . !i 
6 1.7 
7 7.U 
0 11. 4 
9 2 •• 

18 49.0 
I I 6.0 
12 18.4 
13 5.2 
14 2 . 9 
rn 33.4 
16 11. 4 
17 41.8 

"· 8 . PERCENTAGES 

PERCENT 
:15 . 07. 
e. o~, 
0.0¾ 
a . I~; 
I. I¾ 
2 . 6¾ 
t . 27. 

!i . 91: 
8.67. 
I. 71: 

36.cm 
4.57. 
7.8,C 
3 . 9,C 
2.2,C 

25.2,C 
8 . 6); 

31 . 47. 
l'IAY ADD 

CUMIII.- = 
:1a . o~, 
:1~; . o~: 
:Ja . O¾ 
aa . rn 
:1•,. 27. 
41 . n~: 
43 . rn 
4').0¾ 
a7. 6 j: 
59 . a~, 
96 . rn 

108 . 67. 
IOH.4:: 
112 . 37. 
114 . 57. 
139.7:: 
140.37. 

**** 
* **** 

******** 
:t:*****·•·-t-.-~-* 

***********************************~************* 
****** 
********::: :t: 
***** 
*** 
********************************* 
******:;::::*** 

179.7= *********•******************************** 
TO NOI\E THAN 1887. DUE TO MUI.T 11'1.I~ ENTll I ES FOil SOME JrHIJ\Tf.S 

ft= II lftSTITlITIONAL ADJUSTNENT 
, OF SIPIULATED LOW- RISK INl'IATES = 

CATEGORY 
2 
3 
4 
6 

COUNTS 
8.9 
9. I 

18.9 
111 . 8 

PERCEIIT 
8.7,C 
6.8,C 
0.2,C 

84.3X 

CUl'IUL-7. 
8.7,C 
7.5X 

15.7X 
108.8,C 

132 . 7 

* 
****** 
******** 
***************************************:f:**********:f:***************************** 

ft= 12 CUSTODY AT TlftE LAST RELEASED 
, OF SltlULATED LOW-RISK INl'IATES = 132.9 

CATEGORY 
I 
2 
3 

COUl'fTS 
1.2 

57. I 
74.6 

PERCEIIT 
8 . 9" 

43.8" ; 
66. IX 

CUl'IUL-X 
8 . 9,C 

43.9,C 
!08.87. 

* ********************************************************* 
*************************************************************************** 

ft= 13 CUSTODY CRADE BEFORE 1111 S REPORT 
, OF SltlULATED LOW-RISK INl'IATES = 124.3 

CATEGORY 
I 
2 
3 .. 

COUl'fTS 
Hi.9 
156.9 
9.8 

42.4 

PERCEIIT 
12.8X 
45.8X 

7 . 3X 
34 . IX 

CUl'IUL-X 
12.8X 
58.6,C 
61J.9,C 

I08 . 9,c 

**************** 
********************************************************* 
********* 
****************************************** 



"= 14 QUESTIONN/\ I RE SCORE ,, OF Sll'IUL/\TEU LOW- 1\ISIC INM/\TF.S = 
CATF.GOllY COUNTS rERCENT CIIMIJL- 7. 

0 0 . 0 0.67. 0.67. 
I I . f, I. 27. I. 07. 
2 6 . 0 5. 17. , • . 9:: 
:a 16 . 4 l:! . :I¾ t 4). a~, 
4 17 . :! l:! . 97. :l:? . 2:, 
5 20. a 15 . a¾ 47. a~, 
6 20 . :! I fi . 27. ,~:! . 6:t 
7 19 . 0 14 . :J¾ 77 . 07, 
0 10 . 7 H . 17. H:i.0¾ 
9 6 •.• 4.67. IN . 6:" 

19 5.9 4.57. 94 _ rn 
11 :J . 9 2.91' 97 . 0:{ 
12 0 . 8 0 . 67. 97 . 1:, 
13 2.6 2.07. 99 . 67. 
14 0 .• 0 . 27. 9') . 87. 
15 0.2 0 . rn IOO. 07, 
16 0 . I 0 . 07. IOO. 07. 

~ 15 QUESTIONNAIRE CUSTOl)Y CRADE 

132.9 

******=********* 
***************** 
******************** 
******=*********3~~· 
*********=*******~* ******:::::::;::::* 
****** 
****** 
**** 
* *** 

" oi-· SI l'IULATEI) LOW- RI SK I NrMn:s = 132. 9 

CATEGORY 
I 
2 
3 

COUNTS 
6:J. I 
62.0 
7.6 

PERCENT CUl'IUl.-7. 
47 . 5X . 47.57. 
46 • 67. 94. 17. 
5.9X 100 . 07. 

*************************************************************** 
**************************************=*=~=******************* 
******** 

"= 16 PSYCHOLOGICAL PROBLf.PIS REQUIRING SUPERVISION ( 1-•i= /\-D, a =NONE) 
, OF Sll'IULATED LOW- RISK INtlJ\TES = 132. 7 

CATEGORY COUNTS 
I 4 . 0 
2 3. I 
3 2 . 8 
4 I. I 
5 120 . 8 

PERCENT 
3 . 6X 
2.4X 
2. IX 
0 . 9X 

91. IX 

CUl'IUL-X 
3 . 6X 
6 . 01' 
0 . 17. 
0 . 91' 

100.07. 

*** 
** 
** 
* 
******************************************************************************** 



fl= 17 EKCEPTION/\L SUPlmV IS ION REOUIREl'IENTI- ( 1- 8 = /\- rt, 9 ° NONf.) 
" OF Sll'IUI./\TED LOW- lllSK INN/\TES = l:l2.(, 

CATEGORY COUNTS 
I 1.0 
2 2.a 
a 0 . 0 
4 a . I 
5 0 . 0 
6 0 . 0 
7 0.2 
0 0 . 0 
9 126 . 0 

PERCENT 
0 . 77. 
I. 77. 
0 . 07. 
2.3¾ 
0 . 0,,. 
0 . 07. 
0 . 27. 
0.0~ 

9!i . I¾ 

CUl'JIJl.- 7. 
0 . 7~~ * 
:.! . 4~~ * 
:! . 4~~ I 
'1. Ur. ** 
4 . 0~, I 
4.m, I 
4 . 9~ 

N. D . Pt:RCENT/\GES l'IJ\Y ADD 
100.0~ ********~~*••··~~~***=~~~**~*•~~-~~~**~~*~~~-- · ~•**~**************************~* 

TO Nona-: TII/\N I007. DUE TO NIJLT 11·u: Ll'ffll I l<S VOit som: ll'lf I/\TES 

fl= 18 IDENTlflF:D PRESSURE SITUATIONS ( l-10=A-J . 1 l=NONE) 
1 Ofo' SUIULI\TED LOW-RISI( INM/\TF.S = 132 . 6 

CATY.GORY COUNTS 
I 8.2 
2 0.0 
3 0.2 
4 8 . 4 
3 8.0 
6 8.8 
7 I. I 
0 8.4 
9 8 . 2 

18 7 . 2 
II 122.6 

ft . 8. PERCENTAGF..S 

PERCENT CUl'fUl .-7. 
8. 1,c o . rn 
8 . 8,C 0. I¾ 
8. 1,c 0 . 37. 
8.3,C 8.57. 
8 . 07. 8 . 67. 
8.67. 1.2,C * 
8.8,C 2.87. * 
8.3,C 2.37. 
8 . IX 2 . • ,,. 
5.4X 7.9~ ***** 

92.4X 100.37. **************************************~**~~************************************* 
ftAY ADD TO MORE mAN 188,C DUE ·ro l'fULTIPU: t :NTlllES FOR SOl'ff: INN/\Tl•:S 

N= 19 Otn'STAftDlftC WARRAftTS AND DETAINERS < l-6=A- F, 7=NONt~) 
, or Sll'fULATED LOW-RISK IN111\TES = 132.6 

CATE.CORY COUNTS 
3 8.3 
4 8.0 
15 I. I 
6 8.0 
7 138 . 4 

ft . B. PERCEftTAGf:S 

PERCENT 
8.2,C 
8 . 6,C 
8.8,C . 
8.8,C 

98.3,C 
ftAY ADD 

CUl'IUL- 7. 
8 . 2::l 
0.97. * 
I. 7,c * 
I. 77. I 

180.8::l ******************************************************************************** 
TO NORE mAft 188,C DUE TO PIULTIPU.; ENTRIF.S FOR SOl'IE JNrl/\TES 

~ 28 GIVE OVERRIDE? (l=YF.S. 2=NO> 
• m,· SURILATED LOW-RISK IN111\TES a 132. I 

CATEGORY 
I 
a 

COURTS PERCUT 
36 . 8 27 . 9,C 
9D.2 72 . 1,c 

CUl'IUL-,C 
27.9,C 

100.87. 
******************************* 
******************************************************************************** 



11= 21 l'IOOIFIED CRADE < l=l'IIN, 2 =1'1ED, 3=1'1t\X, 4=NO Cn/\NCE•) 
, Of SltlULt\n:o LO\~-lllSK 1Nf1/\TF.S = 132 . I 

Ct\TECORY COUNTS rERCF.NT C lJl'llll. - r: 
I 3.0 2 . 07. 2 . U7. 
2 20 . 2 21 . :t~! 24. ~~~ 
3 4.9 :l . 7¾ 27. 9~, 
4 95 . 2 72 . 17. 100 . <m 

11= 22 NEXT CLt\SSIFICt\TION Ot\TF. 
, 01-· S I HULt\ TED LO\~- ll I SK INM/\TES 

Ct\TEGORY COUNTS PERCENT CUl'JUl.- 7. 
5 8.0 0.8X 0.07. 
6 8.0 8 . 8X 0.07. 
7 8 . 0 0 . 81' 8 . 07. 
0 0.0 0 . 8" 8 . 07. 
9 0 . {) 0 . 0" 0.07. 

10 8 . 0 0.07. 0 . 87. 
II 8.0 0.87. 0.07. 
12 0 . 0 0.87. 0.0" 
13 0 . 0 0 . 01' ff.07. 
14 0.0 o.0x 0.07. 
15 0 . 0 0.87. 0 . 07. 
16 0 . 0 8.01' 0.07. 
17 8.8 0.0,C 0.07. 
IO 8.0 0.8,C 0 . 07. 
19 8.0 8.8X 0.8X 
28 8.0 0.ex 0 . 0X 
21 8 . 8 0.8,C 8.8X 
22 8.8 8 . 8,C 0.07. 
23 8.8 8 . 8X 0.07. 
24 8.8 8.8,C 0.07. 
211 8.0 8 . 8X 0 . 07. 
26 8 . 0 8.8,C 0 . 07. 
27 0 . 0 0.8x 0 . 07. 
28 8 . 0 0 . 8,C 0.0X 
29 8.0 8 . 8X 0 . 0,C 
38 8.0 0.87. 8 . 07. 
31 8.U 8.6,C 0 . 7,C 
32 1.3 I..,.. 1.67. 
33 8.9 0.7X 2.3X 
34 8.0 8.8X 2.3,C 
36 6.2 4.7X 7.8X 
36 2.6 2.8X 8.9X 
37 6 . 7 &.ex 14.8X 
38 6. I 3.8X 1 17.8" 
39 6 . 6 4.9X 22.6X 
48 8 . 3 6.3X 28.9X 
41 8.9 6.7X 311. 6ll 
42 6 . 3 ···" 39.6,C 
43 9.2 6.9X 46.6,C 
44 17 . .. 13 . IX 59 . 6,C 
411 22.6 17.8,C 76.M, 

*"'* *********=************7* 
~'*** 
**********=*****=~=*=~~~*******************=**~****************************•** !* 

{I l'IONTIIS AFTER v:1<, > 
= 132 . 9 

* 
* 
* 
****** 
*** 
******* 
***** 
****** 
******** 
********* 
***** 
********* 
***************** 
*********************** 
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N= I TlrlE ~INCE i\SSESSNF.NT DATE (# tlONTIIS DEFOllE I/Ill) I 
I m,· SI ffllLATED LOW-RISK INM/\TF~", = 133.0 

CATEGORY COUNTS rimer.NT ClJMIJL- 7. 
I 3 . :I 2.57. :!.!i?. *** 
2 19. ,, 14.7¾ 17. 2:: *********=•~***~~~~* 
3 5.4 4 . I~: 21 . a:, :::•*~'* 
4 4 .• 3 . 2;: :! ·l. ri¾ **** 
5 3 . 0 2. :1~, 2 (~. 7¾ ~'** 
h 7. ,, r, . 9~! :r! . 6:: ==t**** :r.:r. 
7 2.n 2 . I¾ !M . lm *** 
n 4 . a :1.2¾ :m.o:-: **** 
9 :a. 4 2.57. 40 . fi¾ **'r. 

IO 3.7 2 . 8¾ 4:1 . :1:! **'!'* 
11 2 . I I . 6:: 44.97. ** 12 2 . ~ I. 6~: 46 . a:, *'~ 
13 2 . a I. 7¾ •HI. 2r, ** 14 5 . 6 4 . 27. 52.6¾ ****** 
15 2.9 2.2,C 54.67. *~'* 
16 6.2 4 . 67. ft').3~ ****** 
17 0 . 5 0.37. 59. 6:, 
IO 5.4 4.07. ,.a. 77. ***** 
19 1.4 1.07. f•4. 7~, * 
20 1.0 0.77. 65 . 47. * 
21 2.2 I. 7~! 67 . rn ** 
22 2 . (, I. 97. 69.0¾ ::t-** 
23 0. I 0 . 07. 69. rn 
24 2. I I. 67. 70.77. ** 25 3.6 2 . 77. 73.47. **** 
26 0.3 8.37. 73.67. 
27 1.9 1.51' 75. 17. ** 28 0.3 8.27. 75.37. 
29 2.6 I. 9,c 77. 17. ** 
38 8.6 8.57. 77.67. * 31 2 . 6 2.87. 79 . 6X *** 
32 1.6 l.2X 00.8" ** 
33 5.5 4 . 2X 04.97. ****** 
34 5.4 4.87. 09 . 87. ***** 
35 8.4 8.3X 09.37. 
36 2.8 2. 17. 91 . 4" *** 
37 8.2 8.21' 91. 67. 
38 2.0 I. 57. 93. rn ** 
39 I.ff 0 . 77. 93.07. * 
48 2.3 1.7X 95.51' ** 
41 8.4 0 . 3X 95. 87. 
42 3.4 2 . 6X 90.47. *** 
43 I. I 8 . 9X · 99.2" * 
44 8 . 0 0 . 6X 99.9" * 
4S 8.0 0.0x 99 . 9X I 
46 8.0 8.8X 99.9" I 
47 8.0 8.8,C 99.9" I 
48 8.8 8 . 8X 99.91' 
49 8.8 8.ex 99.9X 
58 8.8 8 . 8X 99.97. 
51 8.2 8. IX I09.81' 



Pl= 2 x-~conr. CURRF.NT OFFENSE , ot· SI tlUI.I\Tl•:U LOW- RISK INflATES 

CI\TECORY COUNTS PEHCF:NT CIIMIJl.- 7. 
0 17.4 1:1. rn 1:i. rn 
I 67.7 50. 9~: (,:I.'>¾ 
2 48.0 !I<,. I~: 10:). 0~: 

N= :l Y-sconr. CURRF.NT OFFl•: ... SF: , 01: SIHULl\'l'ED L0\-1- HISK INrll\TES 

CATF.CORY COUNTS rERCENT CUl'IUL-7. 
0 19.4 14.5" 14. 57. 
I 35.4 26.6" 41. rn 
2 e.0 ···" 41. rn 
3 70.3 50.9" 100.07. 

N= 4 x-scoru: PRIOR VIOLATIONS 
, Of SltlUL/\TED LOW-RISK INMI\TES 

CATEGORY COUNTS PERCENT CUl'IUL-¾ 

• 116 . 6 87.7" 07.7¾ 
I 8.8 ···" 07.7¾ 
2 15.6 11. 7" 99.4" 
3 0.0 8.8" 99.4¾ 
4 0.0 0.6X I00.87. 

N= 5 Y-SCORE PRIOR VIOLATIONS ,, OF SINULATF.D LOW-RISK INl'II\TES 

CATEGORY COUIITS PERCENT CUtlUL-" 

• 116.6 87.7" 07.7" 
I 8.8 ···" 

07.77' 
2 8.0 ···" 07.7" 
3 15.6 11. 7" 99.47' 
4 0.8 ···" 

99.47' 
5 8.0 8.6" 100.07' 

= 

= 

= 

= 

133.0 

*********•***••~= 
*****************••••••~=••*8*************~********=*•************** 
**********************~~=:\·8\"8*=*=*~*1:8888~8**** 

133.0 

***************~*** 
***********************~******=**** 
I 
*****************************************=************************************ 

133.0 

******************************************************************************** 
I 
*********** 
I 

* 

133.8 

******************************************************************************** 
I 
I 
*********** 
I 

* 



ft:: 6 PRIOR VIOLi\TIO" RAW SCORE (0 ::: "O"E• 1== 1-10, 2 = 11 -'.!0, t:TC . , 30=301+> 
" OF Sll'IULi\TEO LOl-1- 1\ISK INMI\TF.S ::: 1:13.0 

CATt:GOI\Y COUNTS PERCF.NT CUMUl.- 7. 
0 11 I. 7 04 . 07. IM . 07. 
I 7 . 3 5 . 57. H1>. a~: 
2 6.0 4 . 57. '> ·L 0 :: 
:) !! . I I . f,7. ,, : • . 67. 
4 2.0 I . 5?. 97 . I?. 
5 I •• 0.97. 9H.07. ,. I. :i 1.07. t)«). 8~: 
7 0 . r. 8.37. 9'}. 37. 
n 0 . 4 0 . 37. 9'). 6Jt 
9 0 . a 8.27. 9') . 07. 

10 0 . 0 0 . 0¾ C)() • 9~, 
I I 0 . 0 8.07. 9'). 97. 
12 0 . 0 0. 17. 100.07. 
13 0.0 8 . 07. 1()0. 07. 
14 0.0 8.07. IOO. 0~( 
15 0.0 8 . 07. 100.07. 
16 0 . 0 8.07. ICH>.07. 
17 0 . 0 8.8¾ 100 . 0~: 
18 

.. 
0 . 0 0 . 87. 100 . 0¾ 

19 0.0 8 . 07. IOO. 0~: 
20 0 . 0 0 . 07. 100 . 07. 
:!I 0 . 0 0 . 0¾ 100 . 0¾ 
~2 0 .•• 0 . 87. 100.07. 

fl: 7 X-SCORE STREF.T TIPIF.S ,, ot· SUIULATED LOW- lllSK INPIJ\TES 

CATEGORY COUNTS PERCENT CUl'llJL- ?. 

• 85 . 7 64.4" 64.4" 
I 14 . 7 11. 8ll 7!i. 5" 
2 23 . 8 17.9ll 

9:t. '"' 3 e.n 6.67' 100.0" 

fl: 8 Y-SCORE STI\EET TINES ,, OF SUIULATl:D LOW- RISK INl'IATES 

CATEGORY COUNTS PERCENT CUPIUL-" 

• 85 . 7 64.4ll 64 . 4" 
I 14 . 7 11 . e,i: 7:i.5" 
2 23.8 17.9,C 9:). 4" 
3 e.u 6.6,C I00 . 8" 

::: 

::: 

**************~******~•~=~***~ ***~==***=**~~*****S ~~*:t:*S*****************~**~S II 
~'**** 
**** 
** 
* 
* 

133.0 

*****************************************~************************************** 
************** 
********************** 
******** 

133.8 

******************************************************************************•* 
************** 

******** 



n= 9 STRt:r.T TIPIF. RAW SCORE (O=NONF:, I = I - IO, 2 ° l l < ~O. f.TC.) 
1 ot· SltllJI.I\Tf.D LOW- lllSK INHI\TES = 133.0 

CATEGORY 

• I 
2 
3 
4 
15 
6 
7 
u 
9 

•• 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
2• 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
3e 
31 
32 
33 
34 
as 
36 
37 
38 
3t ... 
41 
42 
43 
ff •• •• 47 
48 
49 
Ge 
IJ l 
IJ2 
IJ3 
IJ♦ .. 

COUNTS 
8 . 2 
8.4 
0.6 
8 . 2 
1.2 
1.9 
4.0 
6 . 0 
f, . 0 
5 . 2 
2 . 4 
3 . 9 
7 . 4 
3 . 9 
3 . 6 
8 . 3 
ll.6 
3.7 
8 . 11 
4 . 9 
4 . 9 
5 . 4 
3 . I 
4 . 3 
15 . I 
2 . 7 
I .3 
2.4 
1.6 
1.8 
1.6 
2.4 
1.6 
2. ♦ 
3 . 4 
2.4 
2. ♦ 

••• e .o 
••• • . 8 
8 . 8 
e .o 
e,o 
e .o 
e .o 
e . 8 
• . 2 

••• ••• 8.8 
e.o 
••• 0.0 
e .o 
e.8 

PERCENT 

•· rn 0 . 3 ¼ 
0 . 4~: 
0. 1:: 
0 . 9:: 
I . 4:: 
3 . 6:: 
4 . 5:; 
4 . 5:: 
3 . •,:: 
I. 8" 
3 . 0~ 
5.67. 
3.87. 
2.7" 
6 . 2" 
•-2" 
2.8" 
6.47. 
3 . 7:: 
3.77. 
4 . I:< 
2. 3:: 
3 . 2:< 
3.0" 
2 . .,, 

LO" 
1.8" 
I .2:; 
I . 3r. 
I. 2" 
1.8" 
1.2,C 
I. BX 
2.6X 
1.0" 
1.8" 

···" 0.6" 
e.O" 
8.0,C 
8 . 6,C 
0 . 6,C 

···" 8.6::( 

···" •-6" 
• · IX 

···" ... :: 
8 . 6" 

···" o.o:: 
o.or. 
0.0¾ 

9 . 6" 

CUMUl.-7. 
0 . ll'< 
0 . 47. 
0.0¾ 
0 . 9,C 

1.0" 
3 . :m 
6 . 9" 

11.4¾ 
I !i . •1 ;~ 
l'LO:< 
21 . 67. 
24 . 5,C 
38 . '" · 33 . .,, 
35.0::( 
42 . er. 
46 . 2,C 
49. Ill 
55. 4,: 

59 . '" 62 . 8,C 
66 . 9,C 
69 . 2,C 
72 . 4X 
76.2,C 
78 . 3,C 
79.3,C 

81. '" 82.3,C 
83 . 6,C 
84.IIX 
86 . 6ll 
87.8" 
89.6,C 
92 . J,C 
93.9,C 
911.7,C 
95.7,C 
96.3,C 
96.3,C 
96.3,C 
96.9,C 
97 .11,C 
97 . 5,C 
98. Ill 
98. Ill 
98 . 7,C 
98 . 0,C 
98 . 0ll 
98.8" 
99.4,C 
99 . 4,C 
99.4,C 
99.4,C 
99.4,C 

180. 0,C 

*=;: ~-:-:, 
:.::1:;.;::;:** 
:;: :t.::: :J :* :i: 

~' *~'** 

**:.':* 
:;:****"'"'* 
"'***** :ic:,u:* 

**:::** 
"'*~'** 
**:::** 

""*~'* **~'** 
"'** 
* 

** .,;J; 
I 

* I 
I 

* 
* I 

* I 

* 

* I 
I 
I 
I 

* 

. ' 



Pl= 10 X-SCORE 
I OI•' SINULATED 

CATEGORY COUNTS 
0 .106.a 
I 21.0 
2 0.0 
3 5. I 
4 0 . 0 
5 0 . 0 
6 0.6 

M= II Y-SCOllF. , cw SIPIULATED 

CATEGORY COUNTS 
8 106.a 
I 21.0 
2 0.0 
3 0.0 
4 0 . 0 
5 5. I 
6 0.6 

CR I ft I fti\L HISTORY 
LOW-RISK INMi\TES 

P1;:ncENT CIIMlll.- 7. 
79 . 97. 7'). 97. 
15.07. •,:.. 77. 
0.07. 'lfi. 7~~ 
:1.07. ')'). M~ 
0 . 07. 9'). 6~~ 
0 . 07. 9').M~ 
0. 41: IOO. 07. 

CRll'IINAL HIS'ffiRY 
LOW-RISK INl'IJ\TES 

PERCENT CUfflJl.-7. 
79.9,C 79.9" 
15.8,C 95.77. 
0.8,C 95.77. 
0.8,C ')(i. 7" 
0.8,C 95.77. 
3.87. 99.6,C 
0.47. 100.07. 

= 

= 

133.8 

********•****SSS*******~*****************~******************************* t****T* 
*************=*~ 
I 

**** 
I 
I 

* 

133.8 

******************************************~********~**************************** 
***************~ 
I 
I 
I 

**** 
* 



N= 12 CRll'IINI\L HISTORY R,\lt SCORE (8=NOftF., I= 1-10, 2= I 1=:?0, t:Tf: . , 50=a01+> 
, Of SIKULI\TEU LOW- UISK INrtl\TES = 132.6 

cAn:conv COUNTS 
0 70.:J 
I 24.11 
2 16 . 3 
:J 0 .• 

4 6.(1 

5 1.0 
6 9.') 
7 0.7 
0 0.4 
9 o .a 

IO 0.4 
I I O.:J 
12 0 . 4 
13 0.4 
14 0. I 
15 0.0 
16 9. I 
17 0.0 
IO 8 . 0 
19 8 . 0 
29 0.0 
21 8.0 
22 0.0 
23 0.0 
24 0.0 
211 8.0 
26 8.8 
27 8.8 
28 8 . 0 
29 8.0 
38 8.0 
31 8.8 
32 ••• 
33 8.0 
34 8.8 
311 8.0 
36 8.0 
37 8.8 
38 ••• 
39 8.0 
48 9.0 
41 8.0 
42 8.8 
43 8.8 
44 ••• 
411 8.8 
46 8.0 
47 8.0 
48 8.8 
49 9.0 
68 8 . 9 

PERCENT 
53 . 07. 
Ill. 77. 
12.37. 
'•. I¾ 
5 . 0¾ 
0.7¾ 
0.7¾ 
0.5¾ 
0.37. 
0.27. 
0.37. 
0.27. 
0.3¾ 
8.37. 
8 . IX 
•• 17. 
0.8¾ 
8.8¾ 
8.8¾ 
0.8¾ 
8.0?. 
0.07. 
8.8¾ 
8.8¾ 
8.87' 
8.8,C 
8.8¾ 
0.8,C 
8.8,C 
8.0,C 
8.8,C 
8.8,C 
8.8,C 
8.8,C 
8 . 87' 
8.8,C 
9.8,C 

···" ···" 0.ex 

···" 8.ex 
8.9,C 

···" 8.8,C 
8.8,C 
8.8,C 
8.8,C 
8.8,C 
8.8X 
8.6" 

CUMIJL- 7. 
5:1. 0¾ 
71 . 77. 
04 . 07. 
l)(L I¾ 
9:-i. 17. 
9:-i.97. 
96.6¾ 
97. I¾ 
'>7.4¾ 
97.77. 
90.07. 
90.2¾ 
90.5?. 
911. 97. 
99.0¾ 
99.07. 
99. I¾ 
99. I¾ 
99.2¾ 
99 . 27. 
99.27. 
99.2¾ 
99.2¾ 
99.2¾ 
99.2¾ 
99.2X 
99.2¾ 
99.3,C 
99.3X 
99.3,C 
99.3,C 
99.3,C 
99.3" 
99.3,C 
99.37' 
99.3" 
99.3¾ 
99.3¾ 
99.3" 
99.3" 
99.3" 
99.3,C 
99.3,C 
99.3X 
99.4,C 
99. 4,c 
99.4,C 

99. "" 
99. "" 
99.4X 

108.8¾ 

***************~***********~~~~*******~*~**********~****************** 
****************~******** 
***************~ 
******:t:J: 
******'~ 
* 
* 
* 

* 



ft= 13 x- scorw. CURRENT ESC/\rE 
I ot,· SIHUL/\TEI) LOW- Ill SK INM/\TES 

CAIT.CORY COUNTS r ERCF.NT CUMIIL- 7. 
8 131 . 2 98 . 67. ~U . 67. 
I 0.9 0 . 7¾ ')') . 37. 
2 0 . 0 0 . 0¾ '}') . :1~, 
3 0 . • , 0 . 7¾ 100 . 0¾ 

H= 14 Y-scorn: CtnU\ENT F.SCI\PE 
I 0t· SI flUI ./\TED LOW- Ill SK INtl/\TES 

CATEGORY COUNTS rERCENT CUMlll.-7. 
0 131. 2 90 . 67. 90 . 67. 
I 0.0 0 . 87. 9U . 6¾ 
2 8.9 8.77. 9'). 37. 
3 8.0 0.87. 99.37. 
4 0.') 0 . 7-:: 100 . 07. 

fl= 15 x-scom: SUBST/\NCE ,\HUSE 
I Ot' SlfflJLATEU LOW- RISK INM/\TES 

CATECORY COUNTS PERCENT CUl'flJL-7. 
8 62.9 47.37. 47.37. 
I 62.5 47.87. 94 . 37. 
2 5.7 4 . 37. 90.57. 
3 8.9 8.6X 99.2" 
4 8.4 8.37. 99.5,C 
5 8.7 8.57. 100.87. 
6 8.0 8.87. 100.87. 

"" 16 v-scorn: SUBSTARCE ,\HUSE 
I or SltlULATED LOW- RISK INN/\TES 

CATEGORY COUNTS PERCENT CUPIUL-7' 

• 62.9 47.3X 47.3X 
I 68.2 61.2X 98.6X 
2 8.8 8.8,C 90.67' 
3 8 . 8 e.8X 98.6X 
4 I. 3 8.9,C 99.6X 
fi 8.8 8 . 8,C 99.6,C 
6 8 . 0 8 . 8,C 99.6,C 
7 8.7 8.6X me.ex 

= 

= 

= 

= 

133.8 

**********•*****~******~************~****~S*****~*~~~;*******************S****•* 
* I 

* 

133.8 

*********C*****~~******~******~**********~~~********~~*******************~****~r 
I 

* 
I 

* 

133.8 

*************************************************************** 
*****************************************~******************** 
****** 
* 

133.8 

*************************************************************** 
******************************************************************** 
I 
I 

* I 
I 

* 



ft= 17 X-SCOllE ,TOTAL 

" Of SlfflJLATED LOW- RISK INM/\Tf$ 

CATECORY COUNTS PEllCF.NT CUMIJl.- 7. 
0 I . (, I. 27. I. 27. 
I 27.ff 20 . :l¾ :.! I . 57. 
2 26.2 I'). 7¾ 41 . 2¾ 
:1 39.7 2') . 9¾ 71. rn 
4 9.4 7 . I¾ 70.2X 
5 1:l. 9 10 . 5¾ 80.67. 
6 0 . 7 6.5¾ '>5.2X 
7 2. :1 I. 7¾ 9(, . 9X 
8 I.B I. 3¾ 9U.37. 
9 I. I 0 . 07. C)<). ox 

IO 9. ft 0 . 47. 99 . 5X 
I I 0 . 7 0.5¾ I0O.0¾ 

ft= 10 Y- SCORE TOTAL 
" Of' SI fflJLi\TEO LOW-RI SK INMATES 

CATEGORY COUNTS PERCENT CUl'IUl,-X 
8 I.(, 1.2X 1.2X 
I 8 . 7 6.6" 7.8X 
2 15.9 I I . 9X 19.7X 
3 31.7 23 . 8" 43 . :J" 
4 32.2 24.2" 67.8" 
5 13.4 18. IX 77.9" 
6 14.2 18.7X 08.6X 
7 6.4 4.8X 93.3X 
8 4.5 3.4X 96.8X 
9 1.4 I.BX 97.BX 

18 I. 3 1.8x 90.0X 
II 8.6 8.5X 99 . 2X 
12 8.7 8.5" 99.7X 
13 8.4 8.3" I00.0X 

= 

:: 

133.0 

** 
•**************~~********** 
*******•e*****~~~****==*** 
********=*****~~~===~** ~~*~~~•~=••===•=• 
*******::: :r. 
******:t: :::~:*'~*** 
*******:;:::: 
** 
** 
* 
* * 

133.0 

** 
*****"*** 
**************** 
******************************** 
******"*********a*************** 
************* 
************** 
****** 
***** 
* 
* * 
* 



ft= 19 SER IOIJS OFFENDER ( I = YES, 8 = NO> 
" OF SIPIULATED LOW- UISK INrJt\TF.S = 133 . 0 

CATECORY COUNTS PERCF.NT CUl'IHl.- 7. 
I 6<) . U ,,0. 07. M> . 117. 
2 ioo . m: 

ft= 20 Sl\fETY /\SSESSMENT ( l =VP, 2 =P, 3=F, 4 =C, 5 = VG> 
1 ot' SURJL/\Tl-:D LOl-1- lllSK INMI\TES = 133 . 0 

CATF.GORY COUNTS 
2 3 . 7 
3 3.0 
4 31.0 
5 94.6 

PERCENT 
2 . 07. 
2 . 37. 

23.97. 
71 . IX 

CUl'IUl.-7. 
2 . 07. 
5.07. 

20.97. 
188.8X 

*** 
*** 
*************************** 
******************************************************************************** 

fta 21 VIOLENCE ASSF.SSftEIIT (l=VP, 2=P, 3=G, 4=VG, 5=E) 
" OF SIPl11LATED LOW- RISK INPIATES = 133.8 

CATEGORY COUNTS 
2 2 ~ r, 
3 4 . I 
4 31.9 
5 94 . 6 

PERCENT 
I. 97. 
3. rn 

24.97. 
71 . rn 

CUMHL- 7. 
I. 97. 
6.87. 

2U.97. 
100.87. 

** 
*** 
*********==•************=** 
***•**************************************************************************** 



ENTROPY LIMITED 

APPENDIX J 

Annotated References 

This is a partial list of references 
used in this study. Other references 
are designated specifically in the 
te~t in Volume 1. 



Boudouris. James, Ph.D .. Correctional Evaluation Program Director, April 19, 
~ 984: Iowa Department of Corrections - Monitoring of Inmate Classifications. 
Progress Report, Des Moines, IA, 5 pages. 

A discussion of procedures in need of revision, in relation to •overrides• is 
illustrated through classification statistics and reasons for overrides. Time 
factors and lack of rationale for an override were some of the issues mentioned. 

Buchanan, Robert A. and Whitlow, Karen, June 1987: Guidelines for 
Developing, Implementing, and Revising an Objective Prison Classification 
System. By U.S. Department of Justice; for the National Institute of Justice, 
Washington, DC, 79 pages. 

This report is the result of a comprehensive survey of existing objective 
classification systems. It is an assessment of objective classification 
effectiveness. Statistical analyses were employed to examine the scoring 
processes of these systems, the validity of the individual items and scales used 
to score inmates, and the impact of these systems on inmate misconduct, 
escape and fatalities. It was found that an agency's approach to using a system 
was more important than the type of objective system devised. Appendix A 
.contains actual case studies and Appendix B is a comparison of decision
making factors in five major objective prison classification systems. The 
following models were used: National Institute of Corrections, FPS, 
Correctional Classification Profile, Illinois and Florida. Thirty-three agencies 
responded. 

Center for Effective Public Policy and Entropy Limited, May 1985: Offender 
Classification Study: A Report Submitted to the Iowa Department of 
Corrections. Entropy Pub., Lincoln, MA, 50 pages. 

This report contains an evaluation of the classification system regarding the 
following areas: "Accurate prediction of inmate risk, violence, escape, and 
disciplinary infractions without regard to extraneous factors such as religion, 
gender, or race; appropriate placement of inmates in the least restrictive 
institutional environment according to security and custody requirements; and a 
suitable balance in the residential assignment between security requirements 
and assessed inmate service needs." A general summary with conclusions, 
recommendations, and methodology is followed by an analysis of the 
population profile, time trends, security classification, treatment scores, 
mismatch between classification and institutional placement, and correlation by 
race and gender. Appendices include sample data forms (Iowa, NIC and 
Illinois). 



Fischer, Daryl, Research Director, , 985 : Better Public Protection with Fewer 
Prisoners? Office for Planning and Programming, Statistical Analysis Center, 
Des Moines, IA, 8 pages. 

The problem of recidivism prediction and the associated issue of selective 
incapacitation and the Iowa experience is discussed. An explanation of sta
tistical methods and improvements in the risk prediction system are provided 
along with further discussion of policy implications. 

Fischer, Daryl , April 1985: The Iowa Model of Risk Assessment Coding 
Specifications. Office for Planning and Programming, Statistical Analysis 
Center, Des Moines, IA, 9 pages . 

The 1 985 version of the Iowa Risk Assessment Model provides r,_vo assess
ments of offender risk : One is a measure of the general threat to public safety 
referred to as a "Safety Risk ;" and the second a measure of the specific threat of 
new violent crime referred to as "Violence Risk." An explanation of the coding 
structure and scoring factors involved is followed by a list of drug class,ficat,ons 
and slang used for various drugs. 

Fowler, Lorraine , Ph .D., M.S.S.W., Oklahoma State University : Some 
Empirically Validated Criteria for Identifying Chronic Violent Offenders: Rising 
Rates of Prediction. Paper read by Jeanne Cyriaque at the Academy of 
Criminal Justice Sciences, San Antonio, TX, March 23, 1983, 4 pages. 

The purpose of this paper is to bring together similar findings from three sets of 
reports: From Rand 's "Selective Incapacitation" project, from Iowa's Statistical 
Analysis Center, and from Illinois' Department of Corrections. It concludes that 
we can create useful instruments to distinguish very low-risk from very high-risk 
offenders. Such sorting can be done by validated classification instruments 
specifically designed for in-institution and in-community decision needs; in
community instruments are said to do a much better job of sorting for risk of 
supervision outcome success or failure than in-institution instruments. 
(6 figures, 3 tables) 

Grossheim, Paul, June 1, 1988: New Construction Needs for the Iowa 
Department of Corrections. Iowa Department of Corrections, Des Moines, IA, 
46 pages . 

Iowa's Department of Corrections estimates that with the current inmate 
population trends, there will be a need for 3300 institutional bed spaces by 
FY 1992. Because there has been no movement to reduce sentence lengths, 
provide parole for lifers, eliminate mandatory minimum sentence, or increase 
good conduct time, additional medium and minimum beds will be needed to 



prevent overcrowding. This document outlines all the estimates, assumptions, 
and reasons which show the need for additional institutional bed space. 
Recommendations for building new bed spaces with a financial breakdown are 
included in this report. 

Slaughter, David M., March 1984: Iowa Correctional System Population as of 
March 31 , 1984. Report Series E-2, Iowa Department of Human Services, 
Bureau of Management. Information, Research and Statistics Section, 
Des Moines, IA, 24 pages. 

This statistical report contains data on the prison population characteristics by 
age group, ethnic group, grade achievement, number of prior adult commit
ments, counts , and offense category. Each institution is given a statistical 
summary as well as statewide comparisons. 

State of Iowa, Iowa Community Corrections, November 15, 1988: Risk/Needs. 
From Jeannette Bucklew, Deputy Director, Des Moines, IA, 24 pages. 

This document contains all of the instructions for risk/needs utilizing the 
Assessment/Reassessment instrument and corresponding levels of supervision. 

State of Iowa, Iowa Department of Corrections, Central Inmate Classification, 
March 1984: User 's Manual for Inmate Classification . Des Moines, IA, 
27 pages . 

This documentation is designed for the use of the Division of Adult Corrections 
personnel to aid in the preparation and processing of the Inmate Custody 
Classification Questionnaire. The purpose of the questionnaire is to provide an 
instrument for the uniform, equitable and appropriate classification of prison 
inmates: Custody classification, treatment program classification, and institu
tional assignment recommendations make up the three sections. Each section 
has an appendix giving sample forms. An explanation of facility codes and 
psychological problems are also provided. 

State of Iowa, Iowa Department of Corrections, June 1, , 986: Work Release 
Plan (from the Institutional File of the Community Placement Office) . 
Des Moines, IA, 7 pages. 

This plan is the actual agreement between prisoners and the Community 
Placement Office. Included are : Resident rules, possible disciplinary 
measures, major violations, and employment/educational program data. 



to which an offender is sentenced does not affect recidivism rates for some 
types of offenders, but does affect recidivism rates for others. Appendix A gives 
the offender _.characteristics used on Risk Assessment. Appendix 8 gives the 
breakdown of offenders by offender category. 

State of Iowa, Iowa Parole Board, Lettie E. Prell, Research Analyst, 
November 3, 1988: Computer Printout of Risk Assessment by Institution. 

Accompanying the list is a sheet indicating the inmate population of each of the 
state 's prisons on November 3, 1988. 

State of Iowa , Iowa Parole Board, Lettie E. Prell, Research Analyst , 
November 1, 1988: Explanatory Notes on Data Definitions. 

Definitions of the following are given: Violation levels, crimes, Class A - D 
felon ies, aggravated misdemeanors, serious misdemeanors, and simple mis
demeanors. 

State of Iowa, Office for Planning and Programming, Office for Criminal and 
Juvenile Justice Planning, Statistical Analysis Center, January 26, 1983: The 
Impact of Objective Parole Criteria on Parole Release Rates and Public 
Protection: An Analysis of the Application of the "Parole Guidelines System" to 
Parole Release Decision-Making. Des Moines, IA, 85 pages. 

This report is filed in response to the mandate given in H.F. 849, as passed by 
the 1981 session of the Legislature, which requires the Statistical Analysis 
Center to report to the General Assembly on the impact of the use of the objec
tive parole criteria on the parole rates and risk to society. It contains a summary 
of findings and recommendations. The •Parole Guideline System• is the 
specific structure by which the "objective parole criteria" are made relevant to 
parole decision-making. Offender Risk Assessments are discussed. 
Appendices include case histories, scoring for new charges, and actual forms 
(April 1981 - November 1982). 

State of Iowa, Statistical Analysis Center, November 2, 1988: Summary 
Ledger. Des Moines, IA, 3 pages. 

This report is the state summary workload ledger for September. The statistics 
depict the number of offenders classified in each supervision level by district 
and the number of offenders in facility beds by program area. 



U.S. Department of Justice, United States Parole Commission, April 5, 1987: 
Parole Commission Rules (28 C.F.R. 2. 1-2.64) [with notes and procedures to 
2.20, 2.21, an_d 2.36] . Washington, DC. 

Guidelines for decision-making with definitions and procedures are contained 
for the following subjects: Sentencing, hearings, offenses, prior convictions, 
and revocations . Information on override judgment is given with parole deter
mination criteria. Policy specifics are addressed. 
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ft= 12 CRlftlNt\L HISTORY l\,\W SCORF. (0=NONF. , 1=1 - 10, 2 -= 11 -, :!0, FTC., 50 =:-i~I+) 
,.- , or INPIJ\TES WITII Vt\l.lD DI\Tt\ -= 2179 

CATF.GOllY COUNTS Pl-:1\Cf. NT 
0 !i7ri 26 . 47. 
I 212 9 . 7¼ 
2 I fi') 7 .:m 
3 I 2:-i 5 . 7¼ 
4 U:! :S.8¼ 
!i Uf, :S . 9¼ 
6 61 2 . 0¼ 
7 77 a.5¾ 
8 !i8 2.77. 
9 6') 3 . 27. 

10 4') 2 . 2~: 
I I 53 2.47. 
12 41 1.9~ 
13 ::;o 2.37. 
14 3<, I. 77. 
15 34 I . 6~: 
16 ar. I . 6~: 
17 27 I. 2¼ 
18 27 I. 2¼ 
19 I ') 0 . 9¼ 
20 ') •> ...... I. 8¼ 
21 12 0 . 6¼ 
22 u 0 . 4¼ 
23 19 8 . 9¼ 
24 rn 9.7¼ 
25 18 9 . 87. 
26 14 0 . 6¼ 
27 14 0 . 6¼ 
28 9 8.4¼ 
29 8 8 . 4¼ 
39 12 8.6,C 
31 9 9.4,C 
32 0 9.4,C 
33 6 8.3,C 
34 7 8.3,C 
35 7 8.3,C 
36 3 8 . .,, 
37 6 8.3,C 
38 3 9 . .,, 
39 5 8.2" 
48 a 8 . '" 41 5 8.2" 
42 4 8 . 2" 
43 4 8 . 2" 
44 3 8. '" 43 4 8.2X 
46 2 8 . 8,C 
47 2 8.8X 
48 2 8.9" 
49 2 0 . 0¼ 
68 60 3. IX 

CIJMlJI.- :: 
26 . 4 ¼ 
a, •. •~: 
4:1 . 4~, 
4'). 2:: 
:-i:!.9~ 
a, •. 91: 
ri9.7¼ 
6:1 . 2~~ 
,,:. . 97. 
69.07. 
71.:S¼ 
7:t . 77. 
7:i . 67. 
77 . •,~ 
7') . r,~: 
01 . rn 
02 . 7¼ 
u :1 . 9:: 
Oa.2¼ 
06 . 0¼ 
117 . 17. 
07.6¼ 
U0 . 0¼ 
1111.0¼ 
U'J . 57. 
90.4¼ 
91.0¼ 
91. 6¼ 
92. IX 
92.4¼ 
93.0¼ 
9:t . 4¼ 
9:t. ox 
94 . 9¼ 
94.4¼ 
94. 7¼ 
94.8¼ 

95. '" 
95 . 2,C 
95.5,C 
95 . 6,C 
95.8,C 
96 . 9,C 
96 . 2" 
96 . 3¼ 
96.5,C 
96.6K 
96 . 7X 
96.0¼ 
96 . 9¼ 

190 . 0" 
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********'''** 
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******** 
********** 
******* 
******* 
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