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Inmate Histories: Evidence of Childhood Abuse

Individuals incarcerated on a long-termincidence of Child Abuse and were the basis for determining correlates
basis within Alaska’s prisons show evidence of abuse. Data derived from file jackets were
of having experienced a high rate of abuse According to Gallup polls conducted inused to assess sample biases. In-person
during their childhoods. The finding is thel989, 1994, and 1995, between 10 and 20terviews explored the experience of abuse
result of a survey of long-term inmateger cent of children in the general populatiomore thoroughly and addressed the “cycle
conducted by the Justice Center and thexperience some form of abuse. The pollsf violence” thesis.

Alaska Department of Corrections. Thesked national samples of adults if they had The target population for the Justice
study, which was completed in summebeen victims of abuse as children. Varie€enter study comprised long-term
1998, had three primary concerns: tatudies conducted with inmates throughoudffenders, i.e., those sentenced to prison for
describe the childhood abuse experiencestiifis country and Canada show that thé years or more. Participation was
a sample of long-term inmates; to examinancidence of childhood abuse in thevoluntary. Two hundred forty inmates
the issue of a “cycle of violence”; and tobackgrounds of those who are incarceratqghrticipated in the congregate interview
discern correlates of abuse which may havs much higher. The findings of this Justicsurvey. Data from file jackets were
an impact on offense patterns or inmat€enter study support this previous resear@ssembled for the 240 congregate interview

behavior. with inmates, with incidence of abuse amonparticipants and 149 non-participants. In-
Alaska inmates being even higher than thaterson interviews were conducted with a
found in the other prison studies. non-random sample of 100 inmates who had
HIGHLIGHTS completed the congregate survey
INSIDE THIS ISSUE Study Design instrument.
;:‘iioiu;z;l:ﬂzii{::,s: 'ﬁf,ﬁ;‘,’i}:ﬁ; ‘2‘;‘,"“““ The study involved three distinct dataChild Abuse Histories of

collection components: interview by surveyAlaska’s Long-term Inmates
® An examination of probation revocation conducted in congregate groups; review of

and ethnicity in Alaska (page 3). inmate file “jackets”; and in-person The survey instrument elicited informa-
interviews with survey interview tion on abuse in three conceptual dimen-

e Current Justice Center research projects . . :
participants. The congregate interviews

(page 7).

elicited the information on abuse histories Please setnmate Histories page 6
Figure 1. Percentage of Long-Term Inmates Reporting Specific Types of Physical Abuse
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A BJS Report
Prisoners in the U.S. in 1997

. ACCOLdmg '[Cl) the iurea}u O_f Justice Séa' Table 2. Prisoners Under the Jurisdiction of State or Federal Correctional
tistics, the total number of prisoners under Authorities, by Region and Jurisdiction, Yearend 1996 and 1997
the jurisdiction of federal or state correct Total Senfenced & th
tional systems grew 5.2 per cent during ola enlenced fo more Than one Vef'grw
1997, with 1,244,554 individuals incarcer incarceration
ated in the nation’s prisons and jails at the Per cent Per cent rate per
end of the year. The prison popu|ati0n in Advance change, Advance change, 100,900 uU.S.
Alaska grew 13.6 per cent during 1997, the 1997 1996 1996-97 1997 1996 1996-97 residents
third highest rate of i in th t U.S. total 1,244,554 1,183,368 5.2 % 1,197,590 1,138,984 5.1 % 445
Ird highest rate ot Increase in the country. Federal 112,973 105,544 7.0 94,987 88,815 6.9 35
From 1987_thr0ugh 1997, the U.S. prlsqﬂ State 1,131,581 1,077,824 5.0 1,102,603 1,050,169 5.0 410
population increased 113.5 per cent, whilenortheast 172,244 169261 1.8 % 163,836 161,324 1.6 % 317
that of Alaska grew 45.5 per cent. Connecticut™ 18,521 17,851 3.8 13,005 12,465 4.3 397
The U.S. rate of imprisonment pe Maine 1,620 1,426 13.6 1,542 1,351 14.1 124
100,000 in the general population was 445 Massachusets 1o 11796 13 19847 10889 0.3 278
, g popula New Hampshire 2,164 2,062 4.9 2,164 2,062 4.9 184
at the end of 1997 (This rate is based only New Jersey” 28,361 27,490 3.2 28,361 27,490 3.2 351
on the number of prisoners sentenced to New York 70,026 69,709 0.5 70,026 69,709 0.5 386
more than one year . 96% Of the total prison Pennsylvamaﬂ 34,964 34,537 1.2 34,963 34,535 1.2 291
lati Th bl te in Alask Rhode Island 3,371 3,271 3.1 2,100 2,031 3.4 213
population.) The comparable rate in Alaska Vermont™® 1,270 1,119 13,5 828 801 3.4 140
was 420. ) | Midwest 216,757 204,657 5.9 % 216,391 203,701 6.2 % 346
On a national baSIS, black males continue Illinois™* 40,788 38,852 5.0 40,788 38,852 5.0 342
to show the highest rates of incarceration Indiana 17,903 16,960 5.6 17,730 16,791 5.6 301
lowa™ 6,938 6,342 9.4 6,938 6,342 9.4 243
Table 1. Number of Kansas® 7,911 7,756 2.0 7,911 7,756 2.0 304
S d Pri Und Michigan® 44,771 42,349 5.7 44,771 42,349 5.7 457
entenced Prisoners Under Minnesota 5,326 5158 3.3 5,306 5158 2.9 113
State or Federal Jurisidiction Missouri 23,998 22,003 9.1 23,980 22,003 9.0 442
per 100’000 Residents Of Nebraska 3,402 3,287 3.5 3,329 3,223 3.3 200
North Dakota 797 722 104 715 650 10.0 112
Each Group Ohio" 48,002 46,174 4.0 48,002 46,174 4.0 429
Mal Femal South Dakota 2,239 2,063 8.5 2,239 2,063 8.5 303
ale emale . .
Wisconsin 14,682 12,991 13.0 14,682 12,340  19.0 283
White 370 23 South 491,956 469,252 4.8 % 480,061 458,671 4.7 % 506
Black 3098 188 Alabama 22,290 21,760 2.4 21,680 21,108 2.7 500
Hispanic 1278 78 Arkansas 10,021 9,407 6.5 9,936 8,992 105 392
Delaware® 5,435 5110 6.4 3,264 3,119 4.6 443
Total 809 51 District of Columbia® 9,353 9,376 0.2 8,814 8,668 1.7 1,682
Both the federal prison system and the Florida® 64,565 63,763 1.3 64,540 63,746 1.2 437
state prison systems viewed as a whole were Georgia 36450 35139 3.7 35,722 34328 41 472
. b itv at the end of 1997 Kentucky 14,600 12,910 13.1 14,600 12,910  13.1 372
operating above capacity - Louisiana 29,265 26,779 9.3 29,265 26779 9.3 672
According to the BJS figures, Alaska’s Maryland 22,232 22,050 0.8 21,088 20,980 0.5 413
prison system was operating at 147 per cent Mississippi 15,447 13,859 11.5 14,548 13,143 10.7 531
Of Capacity at the end Of 1997 (ThlS AlaSka North Carolln.}; 31,638 30,647 3.2 27,726 27,751 -0.1 370
; \ . Oklahoma 20,542 19,593 4.8 20,542 19,593 4.8 617
figure excludes those held outside the state.) South Carolina 21,173 20,446 3.6 20,264 19,758 2.6 536
Tennessee” 16,659 15,626 6.6 16,659 15,626 6.6 309
The preceding article was derived from Bu- Texas' 140,729 132,383 6.3 140,729 132,383 6.3 717
reau of Justice Statistics report “Prisoners Virginia 28,385 27,655 2.6 27,524 27062 17 407
in 1997 " NCJ 170014. Copies of the en- West Virginia 3,172 2,749 15.4 3,160 2,725 16.0 174
In ! " p West 250,624 234,654 6.8 % 242,315 226,473 7.0 % 405
tire report may be obtained on the World Alaska® 4220 3716 13.6 2,571 2335 101 420
Wide Web from the Bureau of Justice Sta- Arizona" 23,484 22,493 4.4 22,353 21,523 3.9 484
tistics at http//WWWOJp usdoj_gov/bjs/. California 157,547 146,049 7.9 154,368 142,865 8.1 475
Colorado 13,461 12,438 8.2 13,461 12,438 8.2 342
& F O K oo K & Hawaii* 4,949 4011 234 3,424 2,954  15.9 288
Idaho 3,946 3,832 3.0 3,946 3,832 3.0 323
Montana 2,242 2,293 2.2 2,242 2,293 2.2 255
Nevada 9,024 8,439 6.9 8,884 8,439 5.3 518
Haprpry HoOLIDAYS & New Mexico 4,688 4,724 0.8 4,450 4506 1.2 256
Oregon 7,999 8,661 -7.6 7,589 7316 3.7 232
Utah 4,284 3,972 7.9 4,263 3,946 8.0 205
Washington 13,214 12,527 5.5 13,198 12,527 5.4 233
Best WISHES FOR 1 999 Wyoming 1,566 1,499 45 1,566 1,499 4.5 326
a. Prisons and iails form one integrated system. NPS data include iail and prison populations.
b. lurisdiction data are reported for the first time. Comparisons to past counts are inapplicable.
¢. Includes an estimated 6,200 inmated sentenced to more than one vear but held in county facilities.
FROM THE JUSTICE CENTER‘ d. Sentenced inmates mav include some inmates sentenced to a vear or less.
e. Population figures are based on custody counts.
& ;% 3] ;% O ;%5 & Source: Bureau of Justice Statistics
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Probation Revocation and Ethnicity

As part of the work of the Alaska Su-who had one or more prior adult convictions

. . ; . . - Table 1. Off f icti
preme Court Advisory Committee on Fairbut who did not necessarily have prior pro able ense of conviction

ness and Access, the Alaska Judicial Coundihtion revocations. N Per cent
designed and implemented a limited exami- Two-thirds of the defendants were single, Violent 65 42.2 %
nation of felony probation revocation casesl5 per cent were married, and 9 per cent Property 84 54.5
One purpose of the study was to determingere divorced (marital status was unknown Other 5 3.2

if Alaska Native offenders whose probationfor 8 per cent). About 56 per cent of the
ary status had been revoked received diflefendants had a high school diploma, GED,
ferent dispositions on revocation tharor some higher education; 39 per cent didlowever, it must be noted that the actual
persons from other ethnic backgrounds. Theot. About 27 per cent of the defendantpercentages in this sample may not be the
study was extremely limited, involving only had no adult prior record of either feloniesame as in the overall population of con-
154 cases from a three-year time span; bat misdemeanors. Twenty-nine per cent hadcted offenders because we selected only
the examination of the data indicated thaine to three prior convictions, and nearlynales, in specific communities, and only
petitions to revoke probation were not filechalf (44%) had four or more priors. Nearlythose with B and C felonies.
against minority defendants for differenthree-quarters (71%) had no juvenile record.
reasons than they were filed against CaucA-little over half (55%) of the defendantsSentences
sian offenders, nor did Alaska Natives antiad no previous probation revocations.
other minorities receive harsher sentencesbout one-third (31%) had one earlier pro- All defendants had received sentences for
when probation had been revoked. Thbation revocation, and 14 per cent had twdass B or C felonies. The sentences re-
study did show some differences by ethniar more. corded in the pre-sentence reports vary
ity for the original conditions of probation. Each of these defendant characteristicmmewhat by type of offense and other of-
The sample studied included only malevas cross-tabulated with the ethnic origifienses sentenced at the same time. Sentence
offenders convicted of selected B or C felovariable. The cross-tabulation failed to relength on the original offense ranged from
nies, from five Alaska communities—An-veal any significant differences in defendarmo time to serve (21% of the sample) to 108
chorage, Bethel, Fairbanks, Juneau araharacteristics by ethnic origin. months, with 32 per cent receiving one to
Nome. All offenders had their probation six-month sentences (“short”), 22 per cent
revoked in 1994, 1995 or 1996. receiving seven to twelve-month sentences
(“medium”), 20 per cent receiving 13 to 36-
The offenses of which the defendantsnonth sentences (“long”), and 5 per cent
were originally convicted included Sexuakeceiving 37 to 108-month sentences (“long-
Altogether, 154 cases were collected: 58ssault 1l (2), Sexual Abuse of a Minor Il est”).
from Anchorage, 32 from Juneau, 30 fronf27), Theft Il (24), Criminal Mischiefll (15), Information also was collected on con-
Fairbanks, 26 from Bethel, and 16 fromBurglary | (11), Burglary Il (29), Assault Il ditions of original probation. Frequently
Nome. Of the cases in the Bethel court, 8@l), Assault Il (28), and Other (14). Forimposed conditions included alcohol treat-
per cent involved defendants who lived outpurposes of analysis, these were recoded imeent, drug treatment, mental health treat-
side Bethel. Of the cases in Nome, 94 péviolent,” “property,” and “other.” ment, sex offender treatment, anger
cent involved defendants who lived outside Offense of conviction was one variablenanagement treatment, restrictions on
Nome. that did show statistically significant differ- drinking, and restrictions on movement (e.g.,
The sample was intentionally skewed t@nces by ethnic origin. About 52 per cenlo not contact victim; stay away from cer-
include more Natives proportionately tharof the Native defendants in this group hathin location or community). No-drinking
are found in the corrections populationbeen convicted of a violent B or C felonyyestrictions were imposed on about 58 per
Thus, a total of 89 defendants were Alaskas compared to 25 per cent of the Africancent of defendants, while movement restric-
Native or American Indian, 16 were Afri- Americans and 29 per cent of the Caucdions were imposed on approximately 36 per
can American, and 44 were Caucasian. Theans. This relationship is consistent witltent and anger management treatment was
remaining five were characterized in the prefindings from other studies that Alaska Naimposed on about 14 per cent.
sentence reports as one Asian, two of “othetives have a higher rate of conviction for
ethnic origin, and one “unknown.” violent offenses than do other ethnic groups.Please se@robation Revocationpage 4
All of the Bethel and Nome defendants

Total 154

Offenses

Sample

were Natl\./e' The Afrlcan-Amencans had Table 2. Violation for which Probation was Revoked
case files in Anchorage (11), Fairbanks (4),
and Juneau (1). Caucasians had case files N Per cent
in Anchorage (22), Fairbanks (12), and Ju- .
neau (10). Ngw felony 13 8.4 %
For each defendant, researchers compiled N i " New mis emjfaf‘or ;; ?Z'g
information about marital status, years of oncompliance Wil frediment concton - 2, I
education, city of permanent residence, city CONOVEIUS Hse -
! . Movement restriction violation 3 1.9 %
of current residence, number of prior adult Other 5 13
convictions, presence of a juvenile record, . ! ‘
. . . Non-report to probation officer 30 19.5
and number of prior probation revocations. Missing 1 06
The resulting portrait was of a single man Total 154
without significant educational achievement ota
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Table 3. Ethnic Origin and Probation Violation Offense

M Alaska Native/American Indian African American Caucasian Other

New felony

New misdemeanor

Noncompliance with treatment condition
Alcohol/drug use

Movement restriction violation

Other

Non-report to probation officer

Missing
0 20 40 60 80 100
Probation Revocation received different kinds of probationAfrican Americans were required to attend
(continued from page 3) conditions than Caucasians. Threanger management training than were
probation conditions were significantlyCaucasian defendants or Native defendants.
Violations for which related to ethnicity, while two fell just shortSecond, judges imposed no-drinking
Probation was Revoked of significance and two were not significantrestrictions on Native defendants more often

The conditions that did not differ than on other defendants. Third, movement

Nearly half (45%) of the current proba-significantly were drug treatment (requiredestrictions were imposed more often on
tion revocation petitions had stemmed fronfior 29% of Native defendants, 43% ofNative defendants than on defendants of
a new offense, usually a misdemeanor. THeaucasian defendants and 44% of Africaather ethnicities.
other three primary reasons given by proAmerican defendants), and mental health
bation officers were: failure to report to thereatment (required for 24% of the NativeAnger Management Treatment
probation officer (20%), alcohol or drug uselefendants, 23% of the Caucasian
(16%), and lack of compliance with treat-defendants, and 6% of the African American Only 21 of the cases reviewed contained
ment conditions (15%). Table 2 shows thdefendants). an order to obtain treatment on anger man-
reasons for probation revocations; Table 3 The two conditions that fell just short ofagement. However, about 38 per cent of
gives the same information sorted by ethstatistical significance were alcoholAfrican American defendants were ordered
nicity of the defendant. treatment and sexual offender treatmento obtain the treatment, compared to only

To get a better sense of the statistical sigdcohol treatment was required for 70 ped6 per cent of Caucasians and 8 per cent of
nificance of differences among groupscent of the Native defendants, 44 per ceMatives.
much of the remaining analysis was donef the African American defendants and 55 Cross-tabulations of type of offense by
only with the subset of all Alaska Native per cent of the Caucasian defendants. Nbe anger management probation condition
African American, and Caucasian defenAfrican American defendants were requiredor each ethnic group showed noticeable
dants (N=149). Five defendants with otheto obtain sexual offender treatment. Judgekifferences among ethnic groups. For
ethnic origins were excluded. A review ofrequired it for 9 per cent of the Caucasiaexample, very few Native defendants were
the current violations of these 149 defendefendants and 19 per cent of the Nativeequired to obtain anger management
dants showed no statistically significant difdefendants. treatment, even for violent offenses, as
ferences by ethnic origin. African Three probation conditions in this groupcompared to African American defendants,
Americans were somewhat more likely tof cases studied showed statisticallybout one-third of whom were required to
have a new offense (63%, compared to 41%ignificant relationships with the ethnicget anger management treatment for
of Natives and 48% of Caucasians). Afribackground of the defendant. (It should bproperty offenses and 50 per cent of whom
can American offenders in this group wer@oted again that these cases were selectgdre required to obtain it for violent
less likely to have been revoked for not conto contain non-representative numbers fasffenses. However, the strength of this
plying with treatment conditions or usingcertain types of offenses, for ethnidinding is undermined somewhat by the
alcohol or drugs than were Natives or Cawbackground of offenders, and for certaismall number of African American
casians, but again, these differences were mimmunities. The data cannot be used tffenders in this group.

statistically significant. prove that the same conditions exist Anger management probation conditions
throughout the general offender populacalso were analyzed in relation to location of
Conditions of Original Probation However, the offenses selected are amottige offense. This cross-tabulation showed

the most common B and C felonies, and ththat no Bethel-area defendants and only one

Data on defendants’ ethnic origin wereffenders selected do resemble the overdllome defendant were ordered to attend
compared to frequently imposed probationffender population in prior records,anger management. In contrast, about 20
conditions to see if minority defendantseducation and marital status.) First, morper cent of offenders from Anchorage and
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Fairbanks received anger managemeper cent of Nome cases and 66 per cent Disposition of Petition to
orders. Juneau cases. Revoke Probation
No-Drinking Restriction Movement Restriction Virtually all of the probation revocation
petitions in this group of cases were granted
Sixty-seven per cent of the Native Fifty-one per cent of the Nativeby the court. At sentencing on the proba-
defendants were prohibited from consumingefendants, 18 per cent of the Caucasidion revocation, the judge could have im-
alcoholic beverages, versus 38 per cent defendants, and 13 per cent of the Africaposed additional time to serve, continued the
the African American defendants and 46 pekmerican defendants had movemenprobation supervision, imposed additional
cent of the Caucasian defendants. The neestrictions (e.g., do not contact victim; da@onditions of probation, combined these
drinking restriction applied comparably tonot go to place where alcohol is servedjctions, or taken no new action. For the
the three ethnic groups for those offendelisnposed on them by the court. For violenmajority of defendants, the judge imposed
convicted of violent offenses, but waoffenses, judges applied movemenadditional incarceration (68% of Caucasian
imposed much more frequently on Nativeestrictions to 67 per cent of Nativedefendants, 81% of African American de-
defendants convicted of property offensedefendants, 50 per cent of African Americafendants, and 82% of Native defendants;
(65%), as compared to African Americardefendants and 39 per cent of Caucasialifferences not statistically significant). For
defendants (25%) or Caucasian defendardgefendants. For property offenses, tha small number of defendants, judges re-
(42%). movement restrictions applied to 38 per cemjuired residential treatment in connection
Analysis of the “no drinking” restriction of the Native defendants, none of the Africawith the probation revocation. In fourteen
by location of the case showed statisticallAmerican defendants, and 10 per cent of treases, the residential treatment appeared to
significant differences among theCaucasian defendants. be in lieu of incarceration, and in seven
communities. The restriction was most The movement restrictions appeared toases, it appeared to be in addition to incar-
common in communities with largerbe related to the offense of convictionceration.
numbers of Native residents. Thus, 40 p&hile 57 per cent of the defendants As the final step in the analysis, staff
cent of Anchorage cases and 47 per cent ofiginally charged with a violent offense hadecoded the number of months of incarcera-
Fairbanks cases had this restriction, asmovement restriction, only 21 per cent dfion imposed after the probation revocation
compared to 92 per cent of Bethel cases, ®30se charged with a property offense haidto five categories (none, 1-6 months, 7-
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movement restrictions. 12 months, 13-24 months, and over 24
These data should be interpreted in thamonths), and cross-tabulated the number of
context of the earlier variable reported—months against the offense of conviction and
reason for current probation revocatiorethnic background of the defendant. Among
petition. Nearly all of the probationethnic groups and types of offenses, some
revocations in this group were granted, sdifferences appeared, but none tested as sta-
we cannot use the data to test whether thistically significant. Thirteen per cent of
presence of certain types of conditions maddative defendants received no incarceration;
a difference in the likelihood that one groufd.9 per cent of African American defendants
or another would get probation revokeddid not serve additional time after probation
Within the group studied, staff cross+evocation; and 27 per cent of Caucasian
tabulated type of offense by ethnic grouplefendants did not. Native defendants
and by reason for the current probatio28%) appeared more likely to receive short
revocation. Few large differences appeareterms of incarceration (1 to 6 months) than
Across the board, defendants originallyglid African Americans (13%) or Caucasians
convicted of a property offense were mor€l6%). Very few notable differences ap-
likely than those convicted of a violentpeared in the overall analysis by type of of-
offense to have committed a new felony diense.
misdemeanor. Caucasian defendants were Only one area showed statistically sig-
somewhat more likely than Nativenificant differences within an ethnic group.
defendants to have failed to comply witiNative defendants convicted of violent of-
treatment conditions, but the difference watenses were less likely than Native defen-
not statistically significant. Offendersdants convicted of property offenses to have
convicted of violent crimes were less likelyadditional incarceration imposed after a pro-
to have complied with treatment conditiondation revocation. Among Caucasian de-
than those convicted of property offensefendants, the opposite pattern occurred:
where there was no new criminal offensehose convicted of property offenses were
Caucasian and Native defendants were moless likely to receive incarceration after a
likely than African American defendants toprobation revocation (32%) than those con-
have the primary reason for the revocationicted of a violent offense (17%).
listed as “used alcohol or drugs.” The data
available in this study, then, suggest thatonclusion
even though some types of conditions may
be imposed more frequently on one ethnic This study described a group of 154 de-
group than another, the differences may né¢ndants for whom probation revocation
affect the likelihood of a certain type of

probation violation. Please se@robation Revocationpage 6
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Probation Revocation American defendants were significantlymost likely a misdemeanor) as the reason
i more likely to have anger managemerfor the petition. Nor did the study support
(continued from page 5) imposed as a condition of probation, whilghe hypothesis that judges imposed harsher
petitions were filed in 1994, 1995 and 1996\ative defendants were significantly moresentences against minority defendants who
Over half had a high school education olikely to have a “no-drinking” or a violated probation than against their
better and about two-thirds were singleimovement” restriction imposed. OneCaucasian counterparts. Judges imposed
Most (73%) had a prior record of feloniedypothesis to explain this relationship is thatdditional incarceration after the probation
or misdemeanors, but fewer than half (45%udges applied these conditions of probatiorevocation for most defendants, along with
had a record of prior probation revocationsnstead of sentencing Native defendants ®ome residential treatment requirements and
The most significant differences amondreatment programs because such programther conditions.
groups appeared in the offense of originare not available in most villages.
conviction and the conditions of the original The study did not support the hypothesis This article is based on a study conducted
probation. Native defendants (52%) weréhat petitions to revoke probation are filedy the Alaska Judicial Council in 1997. A
significantly more likely to have beenagainst minority defendants for differenttomplete copy of the study is included in the
convicted of a violent offense than wera@easons than they are filed against CaucasiReport of the Alaska Supreme Court
African American defendants (25%) ordefendants. Nearly half of the probatiolAdvisory Committee on Fairness and
Caucasian defendants (29%). Africamevocation petitions listed a new offenséccess

Inmate Histories clothing) are less frequently reported thaexperience sexual abuse while just 17 per
(continued from page 1) absence of nurturing (caring adultscent of the men felt it was abuse.
guidance, mentoring). A higher percentage of African American

sions: physical abuse, neglect and sexual Figure 3 presents the levels ofnmates reported physical abuse, neglect and
abuse. Figures 1 through 3 present the peespondents who indicated that they had hagéxual abuse than either Caucasians or
centages of inmates who indicated they hapecific sexual experiences before they werdaska Natives. Caucasian inmates were
experienced specific forms of neglect. 12 years old. Slightly more than 70 per cemtext most likely to report abuse , but Alaska
As Figure 1 indicates, more seriousndicated that they had had one or more ®atives were more likely to report neglect
physical abuse (beating, burning, attack witthe sexual experiences before the age of 1@ unmet needs than Caucasians.
a weapon) was reported less frequently thahowever, just slightly less than 25 per cent Inmates who reported early ages for a
minor forms of physical abuse. What isonsidered the experience abuse. first arrest were likely to report a history of
surprising is the percentage of respondents The study also explored child abusabuse as a child.
who reported some form of physical abusénistories by sex, race and age at first arrest. Among the other findings derived from
over 80 percent indicated they had experi- Women were more likely to reportthe survey were the following:
enced some form of physical abuse—naixperiencing abuse than men, particularly ¢ Inmates who reported no juvenile
necessarily from a family member—whilewhen the instrument examined family abuserrests were less likely to report abuse than
nearly 50 per cent reported abuse from @eglect, need and sexual abuse. Anoth#rose with arrest records. In fact, all 52
family member. difference appeared when participants wemrespondents who indicated they had three
Figure 2 presents the percentages efsked if they considered their earlyor more juvenile arrests reported
respondents who indicated they had beerhildhood sexual experiences to be abusexperiencing physical abuse as children.
neglected as children. Again, severe formSver 70 per cent of the women respondents ¢ Inmates who reported growing up in
of neglect of basic needs (food, shelteindicated they considered this earlwillages, as indicated by having attended

Figure 2. Percentage of Long-Term Inmates Reporting Specific Types of Neglect

Neighbor feed/house
Hungry/dirty/medical Child Neglect Series
Home alone

Any neglect

Go hungry

Inappropriate clothing

No place to stay

No adults who cared -- all day Child Needs Series
Medical problem -- nobody cared
Nobody cared what happened
No adult guidance

Any need

40 60 80 100
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Figure 3. Percentage of Long-Term Inmates Reporting Specific Types of Sexual Abuse

Asked to do something sexual
Kissed/hugged in sexual way
Person showed sex organ

You showed your sex organ
Person fondled you

You fondled another

Person touched your sex organ
You touched another's sex organ
Attempted intercourse
Intercourse

Any sexual experience

0 20 40 60 80 100
elementary school in villages, were lessf abuse and neglect. consequences explored included hostility,
likely to report abuse but more likely to disassociation, anxiety, coping strategies
report neglect. Correlates of Abuse (rational problem solving or escapism) and
 Inmates who reported growing up in a histories of psychological treatment.
two-parent family were less likely to report  In looking at the correlates of abuse, th€riminal consequences included the nature
a history of abuse or neglect. study focused on plausible consequences of the conviction offense (either violent or
 Inmates whose parents abused alcohabuse—both personality consequences and
or drugs were more likely to report historiegriminal consequences. The personality Please setnmate Histories page 8

Justice Center Project Highlights

Lisa Rieger of the Justice Center at the University of Alaska Anchorage and Randy Kandel, a researcher in linguistic analysi:
in legal discourse, have received a $50,000 grant from the National Science Foundation for a pilot study examiningdhe efforts
the Kake Tlingit community to address child welfare in the midst of changing legal relationships and priorities at loaaf] state
federal levels. Through observation research and interviews Rieger and Kandel are mapping formal and informal legakinteraction
between the tribal structures and state and federal systems, particularly with regard to the Indian Child Welfare Act.

Nancy Schafer has received a $50,00 grant from the National Institute of Justice to begin organizing a Community Jails Re-
search Consortium. The project will assess the research needs of jails throughout the state and seek funds to underwrite t
research. All fifteen community jails will be eligible for membership in the consortium.

Allan Barnes has received a $56,000 grant from the Bureau of Justice Statistics to evaluate the sex offender program operate
by the Department of Corrections at the Hiland Mountain facility. The study will look at demographics of participant® since th
late 80s and at rearrest records. It is a continuation of a study begun several years ago.

The following is a list of other current Justice Center research and public education projects. For further informati@mabout
of these please contact the Center.

Brady Statute Data: Establishing Noncriminal Classifications for DPSuvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention Jail Monitoring Project

(JC 9615)—Lawrence C. Trostle, Allan R. Barnes (JC 9802)—N.E. Schafer, Cassie Atwell
The Structure of Large Municipal Police Organizations During thdmpact of Untreated Sex Offenders on the Prison Population jn
Community Policing Era (JC 9805)—Robert H. Langworthy Alaska: A Proposed Study of Risk Level and Amenability of

Turnover Among Alaska Village Public Safety Officers (VPSO): An  Treatment (JC 9914)—Robert H. Langworthy
Examination of the Factors Associated with Attrition (JC 9901)—Alaska Natives: Careers in Corrections (JC 9501.05)—John Rile

Darryl Wood Alaska Native Technical Assistance and Research Center (JC 9915)—
Review and Analysis of Childhood Abuse among Incarcerated Offenders Robert H. Langworthy

(JC 9809)—Robert H. Langworthy, Allan R. Barnes, Richard W.gyrvey of Correctional Officers: Educational Attainment—John Riley

Curtis o A Videotape for Working with Crime Victims from Other Cultures
Patterns of Adjudication for DWI Arrestees (JC 9818)—Robert H. - yroposal pending; JC 9906)—Antonia Moras

Langyvorthy, Bernard Segfal, Peter Crum Correlates of Probation Revocation in Alaska (proposal pending; JC
Processing SHO-CAP Juveniles (JC 9903)—N.E. Schafer 9912)—Robert H. Langworthy

Jails and Fire Safety (JC 9905)—N.E. Schafer, Sandy Belfield A Cohort Study of Long-Term Outcomes for Victims of Child
Judicial Candidates Evaluation Surveys (JC 9207)—Richard W. Curtis Maltreatment in Alaska (proposal pending; JC 9913)
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Inmate Histories experiences than the congregate intervieand somewhat abusive childhoods.
(continued from page 7) or the examinqtion (_)f files. The intervie_w The Justice Center study soug_ht to
began with the interviewer asking the subjectocument the amount of abuse experienced
sex offenses) and the nature of incarceratiag describe what it was like growing up. Théy long-term inmates during their
(length of sentence and initial incarceratiointerviewer recorded the responses, probethildhoods. What was revealed was that the
security level). This examination showedor detail and prompted the subject to recathagnitude and rates of abuse were very
that there appears to be a weak relationshigrtain items. Later, responses were ratddgh. However, analysis of the data also
between some measures of abuseand coded for data entry. revealed that childhood abuse was only
particularly, physical abuse within the The results presented no compelling staveakly related to offense types and
family and child sexual experience-andistical evidence for the existence of a “cycl@ersonality problems. It is important to
several of the personality variables-ef violence.” Vague recollections or lackremember that this analysis focused only on
particularly, hostility, anxiety, escapism, anaf contact with parents or grandparents hineng-term inmates; a review of other
histories of psychological treatmentdered precise determination of how parentsegments of the inmate population may
However, the type of offense, sentenceere raised. For many, the topic of whetheeveal other results.
length or initial incarceration security leveltheir own parents had been abused had neverThe study summarized in this article was
was not predicted by the any of the forms dfeen raised, and for others, the lack of comonducted by Robert Langworthy, Allan

child abuse. sistent care givers made it difficult to isoBarnes and Richard Curtis of the Justice
_ late the main “parent.” Almost all inmatesCenter. The complete studyesults from
Cycle of Violence were adamant about not treating their chithe Long-term Inmate Survey: Focus on

dren as they had been treated. Overall, tihild Abuse Historiesjs available at the
The personal interview permitted morenterviews made it clear that many of thes@ustice Center web site (http:/
open-ended inquiry regarding childhoodnmates had experienced disrupted, unstabdavw.alaska.edu/just/).
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