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Population Profile and Risk Assessment Study;
Mississippi Department of Youth Services

Executive Summary

In response to a request from the Gavernor's Office and the Office of the
Attorney General, the Center for the Study of Youth Palicy conducted this risk
assessment analysis of juveniles committed to public” training schools in
Mississippi. The study is designed to help policy makers evaluate the need for
institutional/secure beds in the state's juvenie corrections system. It provides a
detailedt look at the current population being served by two juvenile correctional
institutions in Mississippl, includes demographic and delinquency-history profiles
of these youths, and assesses their risk for fulure delinquency and
institutionalization.

The analytical procedures used in the study are based on established
research findings that suggest the best Indicators of future delinquency for any
individual juvenile offender are age at conset, and the recency, severity, and
chronicity of his or her prior criminal record. These and other ors are
cambined into a single *risk score” which can be used to scraen juvenile offenders
according to their potential for future delinguency as well as plan for institutional
capacity needs.

The study findings include:

- Seventy-one percent of tha youths currently held in Missisippl Instiiutions scored six
paints or less on a risk assessmemnt Instrument in which 10 is the recommended lower limit
tor secura care or Institutionalization.

Minor offenders were pariculary evident at the Columbla training school. More than 40
percent of Columbia's population scored three points or less on the screening Instrument.

Although the Dakley school held a2 higher propartion of maore serous offenders, neardy

two-thirds (62 percent) of the youths committed to Oakley had scores which suggast they
could be amenable to non-Institutional interventions.

Thers are clear opportunities for Mississippi to reduce its level of juvenile
Institutionalization and shift resources Into a mix of locally-based, non-residential and
residential programs.

The state should seriously consider restructuring services at the Columbia training schoal
since it currently serves many minor offenders

State officials should also actively pursue strategies to reduce the disproportionate
numbers ol minority youths committed to juvenile facllitles. As of 1987, Mississippl ranked
third in the nation for tha percentage of minorities in its public training schaols,
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Population Profile and Risk Assessment Study:

Mississippi Department of Youth Services

INTRODUCTION

In late 1988, the Office of the Governar of Mississippi along with the Office of
the Attorney General requested the assistance of the University of Michigan's
Center for the Study of Youth Palicy in assessing the state’s needs for
institutional/secure care for juvenile offenders. lra Schwartz, the Director of the
Center, has helped a number of other states examine their juvenile correctional
systems. Oregon, Colorado, and Delaware, among others, have recently
participated in risk assessment studies which aided themn in determining the most
appropriate number of institutional and secure beds for their states. These
studies also provided critical information for the development of more

comprehensive service-delivery systems for adjudicated youths.

In addition to Mr. Schwartz, the Mississippi project was conducted by former
circuit court judge Frank Orlando who is now the Director of the Center for the
Study of Youth Policy at Florida Atlantic University in Ft. Lauderdale, Jeffrey Butts,
a researcher from the Center for the Study of Youth Policy in Michigan, and Paul
DeMuro, a former correctional administrator and consultant to the Center for the
Study of Youth Policy who has advised juvenile justice officlals throughout the
country.
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THE STUDY

This study offers state 'pmlicy makers a detailed look at the current population
being served by juvenile correctional institutions in Mississippi. It is a cross-
secticnal, or snap shot picture, of all the youths committed to the Mississippi
Department of Youth Senices (DYS) on one particular day (October 15, 1988)
and placed in either the Columbia or Oakley training schools. It provides a
demographic and delinquency-history profile of these youths as well as evaluating
their rigk for future delinquency and institutionalization. If used property, the study
Is a tool that can help officials in Mississippi plan a more efficient and effective

juvenile correctional system.

Mississippi is currently evaluating many government programs, including the
delivery of all its human services. It is especially appropriate now for the state to
examine the current configuration of its juvenile correctional system. A risk
assessment study can help establish more consistent guidelines regarding the
type of youthful offenders who are appropriate for secure care, and potentially
free up resources so that a more diverse set of local options can be developed,
The development of a more diversified juvenile corractional system, of course, will
require the efforts of more than one state agency, or even the state itself. Other
pivctal actors such as the judiciary, law enforcement, and community groups
must actively engage in, and support a re-thinking of how Mississippi should
handle its youthful offenders. This study is just cne of the first steps in such a

process.
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Framework for the Study

Before describing the procedures and findings of the risk assessment study,

there are & number of premises which must be dlarified. These premises

informed the orientation and goals of this study:

Premise 1: The goals and objectives of a juvenlla corrections system should be kept
distinct and separate from that of a child welfare system. Whia child
welfare and soclal services are necessary and appropriate for neglected,
dependent, abused and troubled children, Juvenile corrections should be
used to intervene with juvenile offenders whosa behavior presents some
risk to thelr communities. States should carefully avoid using correctional
programs and nstiutions to meel myriad social needs.

Premisa 2: Within juvenile comections, secure and institutional bed spece should be
reserved for serious juvenile offenders. The state’s Important
responshility to guard the publle safety against serious and violent crime
must not preclude an objective assessment of the effectiveness, cost,
{and physical remoteness) of existing Institutional programs.  Such
programs should be reserved for the most sericus cases whie less
serious offenders are supervised in smaller, locally accessible programs.

Premise 3: This risk assessment study does not focus on the service naeds of youths
committed 1o the slate's care, most of whom do have a number of
apparent service needs (health, educational, social, emational, etc).
Cther jurisdictions, hawevar, have found that these needs are oftan met
effectively in closely managed, non-institutional, community settings.

Premise 4: The analytical proceduras used in this study are based on established
ressarch findings that suggest the best indicators of future delinguency for
any individual juvenile offender are age at onset, and the recency, severity
and chronicity of his or her prior criminal record. These factors can be
used to screen juvenile offenders according to their potential for future
delinguency.

In the field of juvenile justice there is often a “eatch 22" which inhibits the
development of effective service delivery systems for adjudicated juveniles.
Lacking a diverse set of program options for youths in trouble, many juvenile
court judges are compelled to send less serious juvenile offenders (who primarily
need sernvices) to the same institutions that hold serious, violent offenders (who
require control as well as services). Yet, the very fact that these institutions are

used for such a wide range of juvenile offenders often delays or prevents the
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development of needed alternatives for those youths who could be handled in
other ways. The fixed costs of institutional operation become an impediment to
investing resources In more effective, locally-based, non-institutional programs.
The findings of this study are offered in the hope that they inform the policy
process currently underway to design a more cost-effective juvenile correctional

system for Mississippi youths.

The Cooperation of DYS

Throughout the time it took to conduct this study, all officials from the
Department of Youth Services were extremely supportive. Staff from the
institutions made every effort to be heipful. Mr. Russell, the former Director of
DYS, stated in a long telephone conversation that he hoped the study would
support his agency’s goals of getting additional resources 1o Improve services at
the community level. Philosophically, DYS believes that institutional beds should
only be used as a last resort and that more can and should be done to develop

and improve community programs.

METHODOLOGY

In September, 1988, Frank Orlando and Paul DeMuro met with a number of
Mississippi officials to discuss this risk assessment study and to seek their advice
concerning its scope and methodology.! In crder to insure broad participation in
the study, two working groups of officials were formed, The first group was drawn
frorn various high-level officiais who have a policy-making interest in juvenile

1. Herbert Terry and Tony Gobar of the Department of Criminal Justice Plannin
were helpful in coordinating all on-site activity for the project. They compile
background information (see Appendix | for list of materials reviewed),
convened meetings and handled logistical support.
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Justice (see Appendix Il for a listing of both groups). A prosecutor, a public
defender, a Juvenlle court judge as well as staff from the institutional and field
services division of the Department of Youth Services participated in the second
group.

These officials reviewed nationally recognized risk assessment instruments
and, using the Mississippi criminal code as well as relying on their understanding
of their present system, developed a specialized risk assessment instrument
which would be used to gather data about the youths then in the system,
Subsequently, Jeff Butts met with and trained a team of students from the
University of Southern Mississippi (at Hattiesburg) in data collection techniques
and the use of the instrument.2 The data collection team visited the Qakley and
Columbia training schools and reviewed the case files of all youths In the study

sample. The assessment instruments were flled aut on-site by the data collection

team.

The Assessment Instrument

The risk assessment instrument ranks juvenile offenders according to the
seriousness of their criminal histories and other related characteristics. These
rankings are then used to recommend which youths would normally be
appropriate for secure care. The scores that result from the instrument can range
from zero to fifteen or twenty, depending on the seriousness of the youth's

delinquency and other factors. The offenses for which a youth has been

2. In addition to participating in the technical work group, Professor Larry LeFlore
of the University of Southern Mississippi helped select and supervised the
students who carried out the data collection. A graduate student from the
University of Michigan, Debbie Cavazos, also assisted with the preparation of
the data. See Appendix Il for members of the data collection team.
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edjudicated contribute the most points to his or her risk score. Other factors than
criminal charges, however, may increase the score. (See Appendix il for a copy
of the Mississippi risk assessment form, a description of scoring procedures and

a listing of possible offenses and associated point totals.)

Each youth's adjudications are scored in two ways. The Instant adjudication
{or the offense which resulted in the most recent, or current commitment) is
scored separately from the most serious prior charge. For example, if a youth's
instant adjudication was for armed robbery, 10 points would be added to his risk
score. When armed robbery is the most serious prior adjudication, however, it
receives 7 points. If both the instant adjudication and the most serious prior
adjudication were for armed rcbbery, 17 points (10 + 7) would be added to the
score. Lesser offenses, of course, receive fewer points. In this way, the risk
scores reflect the overall sericusness of each offender's record, not just the

commitrnent offense.

In addition to official chzrges, the assessment instrument calls for points to be
added for the total number of felony edjudications against a youth during the past
two years - five points for three or more. One point is also added if the first
adjudication occurred before the age of thiteen. Finally, the working groups
requested that a number of other factors be counted against each offender's
point total, These additional factors include whether there was a pricr history of
out-of-nome, court-ordered placements for delinquency, and the extent to which
the instant offense was directly related to drug and/or gang involverment.

Interpretation of Scores

The reader is cautioned not 1o think of the risk scores in this study as

predictions in the purely statistical sense. Assessing risk for future delinquency is

-
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Just as problematic as any other exercise in predicting human behavior.
Considerable research, however, has shown that these factors can generally
distinguish repeat, chronic offenders from other juveniles who will most likely
desist from crime earller and engage In less serigus criminal behavior before they
do. Furthermore, juveniles who score low on these risk factors are likely to be the
very youths most amenable to non-institutional interventions. The risk
assessment scores, therefore, are a guide. They bring greater objectivity and
consistency to the commitment/placement process by ranking adjudicated
juveniles along a continuum of risk.

In general, any youth who receives ten or more points on the risk assessment

should be considered eligible for secure care. Thus, a youth whose only offense

resuited in an instant adjudication for a violent crime would be automatically liable
for secure care. A youth with a history of serious property crime would alse be

recommended for secure care. On the other hand, yvouths who score less than

saven points should be served through community-based programs provided

those programs are available to local courts at the ime a youth appears. Youths
in the middle of the cantinuum, those scoring from seven to nine peints, would
undoubtedly need special services and supervision, but they should be

considered for altemative placements whenever possible.

The following discussion presents the results of applying this specially
designed risk assassment instrument to the case files of the 334 youths

committed to Mississippi training schools as of Qctober 15, 1988.3

- —

3. Although 334 files were scored, the tables to follow will not always add to
precisely 334. This is due to missing or unavailable data on certain variables.
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TABLE 1
Characteristics of Youths by Current Placement
Current Placament Total
Columbia Oakley n Pct.
n Pct. n Pct.

Ethnicity

Bl‘acki & & # F # 8 § 85§ 154 Bz* lug ?'4% 253 ?g%

White..isvvnine 33 18% 38 26% 71 21%

e G G T, 187 100% 147 100% 334 100%

MALS, o wwiiaainie 150 0% 147 100% 2497 89%

Pamale. oo 37 20% 0 0% 37 11%

TOERLL & siaas .a 187 100% 147 100% 334 100%

Age (in years)

Under l&....... 37 20% o 0% a7 11%
1‘#III-II|II¢I'|'I-I 4ﬂ 21* n D% 4[} 12*
LB i n m ew swia 64 34% 3 2% 67 20%
T 5 o RS 34 18% 49 34% 83 25%
ITonvesanrenius 7 4% 72 49% 79 24%

B T voww s 5 3% 22 15% 27 8%

TOEEL. o v e 187 100% 146 100% 333 100%

Note: One Vietnamese youth was included with

Blacks in analyses of ethnicity.

DESCRIPTION OF COMMITTED YOUTHS

Table 1 presents the age, sex and ethnicity of all 334 youths committed to
tralning schoois on Octaber 15t As shown, Blacks make up 79 percent of the

total training school population. At the Columbia school, Black youths comprise

an even larger 82 percent of the population. Overall, the population is &2 percent

male, 11 percent female.

At the time of the study, the Columbia school was

providing services for 37 girls. Sixieen and seventeen-vear-old youths account
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for aimost half of the population. A significant proportion, however, are below the
age of fiteen. Seventy-seven youths (41%) at Columbia were 14 years old or
younger.

Instant (Committing) Offenses

Table 2 lists the types of offenses for which youths were sent to the two
training schools. Whenaver possible, the data collection team took the instant
offense information from actual court documents (i.e., petitions) located in the
youths’ case files. For some, however, it was nacessary to rely on the schoal files
themselves. In Table 3, the various offenses from Table 2 are grouped into five
categories of seriousness, ranging from status offenses and misdemeanors to

three levels of felony charges. The most serious level, Level 1 Felonies, are for

Part 1 viclent crimes.

Property crimes are by far the most common commitment offense among
youths committed to the fraining schools. Nearly three-quarters of the youths
were committed for Level 2 or Level 3 Felony offenses. QOver 12 percent of
Columbia's population (23 youths) were committed for shoplifting. Taken
together, auto theft (11%), shoplifting {(10%), and burglary {10%) account for
nearly ona third of the instart offenses for the entire training schoal population.
Breaking and entering represents the single highest percentage of instant
offenses (18%); 64 youths were committed for this offense.

Also significant are the numbers of youths committed for status offenses and
misdermneanors. Nineteen percent of the total population was committed for these
reasons. Most (44) of these youths were committed either for Violation of
Probation or a status offense. Others, however, were cormmitted for contempt (9

youths) and disorderly conduct (8 youths). Relatively few youths were committed
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TABLE 2
Instant (Commitment) Offenses
by Current Placement

Current Placement Total
Columbia Oakley n Pct.
n Pct. n Pct.
Status/Minor
Status 11 6% 3 2% 14 4%
Program Violation 1 1% 4] 0% 1 0%
Misdemeanors
Contempt 6 3% 3 2% 9 3%
vop 14 7% 16 11% 30 9%
Disorderly 5 3% 3 2% 8 2%
Other Misdemeanors 3 2% 0 0% 3 1%
Level 3 Falony
Poss Minor Drugs 3 2% 2 1% 5 1%
Shoplift 23 12% 12 8% 35 10%
Simple Assault 2 1% 3 2% 5 1%
Stolen Prop 2 1% 1 1% 3 1%
Fraud 1 1% 2 13 3 1%
Arson 2/3 2 1% 0 0% 2 1%
Level 2 Felony
Poss Weapon 1 1% 1 1% 2 1%
Larceny 15 8% 5 3% 20 6%
Burglary 19 10% 14 10% 33 10%
Grand Larc 6 3% 3 2% S 3%
Car Theft 14 7% 23 16% 37 11%
Burg/Business 1 1% 4 3% S 1%
B + E 38 20% 26 18% 64 19%
Unarmed Rob 3 2% 1 1% 4 1%
Escape 0 03 z | 1% 1 0%
Assault 9 5% 13 0% 22 7%
Level 1 Felony
Agq Assault 1 1% 6 4% 7 2%
Armed Rcbbery 0 0% 1 1% 1 0%
Rape/Sex Offense 3 4% 4 3% 11 3%
Total 187 100% 147 100% 334 100%
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TABLE 3
Instant Offenses (Grouped)
by Current Placemant

Current Flacemant Total
Columbia Nakley n Pet.
n Pct. n Pct.
Cffense Type
status‘f’rninﬁr' - % &0 B R B 12 E% 3 2% 1E 4%
Misdemeanors........ 28 15% 22 15% 50 15%
Level 3 Felony...... 33 18% 20 14% 53 16%
Lavel 2 Felony...... 106 57% 91 62% 197 55%
Lavel 1 FPalonV... ... e 4% 11 7% 19 6%
5 ol £ M AP T S w 187 100% 147 100% 334 1l00%

for the most serious cffenses; 11 youths (3 percent) were committed for rape or

sexual assault, seven for aggravated assault, and one for armed robbery.>

As expected, youths at the Oakley school were committed for more sericus
offenses than at Columbia. Columbia’s population contained a larger percentage
of status offenders than Oakley’'s (6 vs. 2 percent), while Oakley held
proportionately more youths whose instant offenses were for the most serious
crimes (7 percent compared to 4). More than one-fifth of Columbia’s population
had instant offenses which fell within the two least sericus offense categories

4. The number of youths charged with a sex offense should be seen as a possible
arror. Due to coding inaccuracies, there were a number of youths whose
instant offenses were recorded as only "sexusl cffense.” Without additional
data caollection, it was not possible to ascertain whether these were
misdemeanors or violent, felony assaults. The analysis makes the conservative
assumption that all of these charges were for serious assaults.

5. As part of this study, we also looked at data from youths who were transferrad
(waived) to adult court, Unfortunately, these data were often incomplete or
simply unavailable, preventing full analﬁ(ses, One would naturally suspect that
the more serious juvenile cases are being transferred to adult court. This issue
bears further study.
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TABLE 4
Instant Offenses (Grouped)
by Ethnicity of Youth

Ethnicity Total
Black White n Pct.
n Pct. n Pct.

Offense Type
Status/Minor. .. isess 9 3% 6 8% 15 4%
Misdemeanors........ 12 12% 18 25% 50 15%
Level 3 FeloNYeueas. 44 17% 9 13% 53 16%
Level 2 Felony...... 163 62% 34 48% 197 59%
Level 1 Felony...... 15 6% 4 6% 15 6%
Tobal sl e vddanieizm 263 100% 71 100% 334 100%

(status and misdemeanors). Seventeen percent of Oakley's population fell within

these categories.

Tables 4, 5 and 6 present the instant offenses for the two groups according to
ethnicity, sex and age. As seen in Table 4, Black youths in the training schools
were more often adjudicated for serious offenses than White youths. White
youths were twice as likely to be under commitment for a misdemeanor. Fully

one quarter of the White youths were commitied for misdemezanors.

This difference between Black and White youths in the committed population
requires further comment. While it may appear that minority youths are involved
in more serious criminal behavior than their White counterparts, the data
produced in this study should not be interpretted as proof of this assertion. It is
well knowr among criminological researchers that racial disparities involve a good
deal cf social and economic influences in addition to the behavior ot individual
offenders. There also may be systern artifacts at work. In other words, minorities

are oiten subject to differential treatment at every stage of the criminal justice

-19--
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TABLE 5
Instant Offensesa (Grouped)
by Sex of Youth

Males Females Total

n Pct. n Peot. n Pet.
Offense Type
Status/Minor... ... 11 4% 4 11% 15 4%
Misdemeanors. - . - - SR 35 13% 11 30% 50 15%
Level 3 Felony...... 47 16% 6 16% 53 16%
Leval 2 FelonV. ceee. 182 61% 15 41% 197 593
Level 1 Felony¥...... 18 6% 1 3% 19 6%
TOERL . oonve winmws g wy 297 100% 37 100% 334 100%

process -- from arrest, to adjudication, to disposition or sentencing. Gross-
sectional studies such as this risk assessment are simply not designed to detact
system processing dynamics, nor can they account for the effects of social and
peconomic inequities which may be related to ethnicity. They merely reflect the
end result of those processes by reporting the characteristics of institutional

populations.

Although this study can make no claims regarding the existence of ethnic
differentials in justice processing, it is clear that Mississippi training schools
currently hold a large, and seemingly disproportionate number of minority youths.,
Recently released data from the U.S. Census Bureau's "Children in Custody"
survey, in fact, indicate that as of 1987, Mississippi ranked third in the nation for
the percentage of non-white youths in its public training scheals. Still, a careful
state-wide analysis of juvenile justice policies and practices would be required to
determine the extert 1o which there is differeriial handiing of minority youths in the

Mississippi system.

all
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TABLE 6
Instant Offenses by Age

Age of Youth (in Years)

Under 14 15 16 17 Over

14 17
Offense Type
StatUE,”Min'ﬂr- - waad 5% 10% Fi 1% 4% 0%
Misdemeanors..... PRV iy 1 B% 16% 17% 16% 19%
Level 3 Felony...... 5% 23% 21% 16% 15% 11%
evel 2 FelonVi«covo 78% 55% 51% 55% 61% 63%
ILeval 1 Felony...... 0% 5% 4% 11% 4% 7%
TOTALvawernsnnnnannna 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

As expected, there are also differences in commitment offenses between
females and males. In Table 5, it is clear that girls are committed for less serious
offenses than boys. Over 40 percent of the girls had instant offenses in the status
or misdemeanor categories. Similarly, females were less lkely 1o have been

committed for the more sericus property offenses in the Level 2 Felony category.

It is surprising at first to note that the seriousness of instant offenses varied
only slightly with age. In Table 6, older and younger youths can be seen to have
roughly comparable distributions of offenses. About 20 percent of all ages were
ccmmitted for status offenses and misdemeanars, while approximately 80 to 70
percent were charged with Level 1 or Level 2 Felonies. This seems to contradict
the assumption that older youths are adjudicated for more serious offenses. One
explanation, however, is that those older youths who are engaged in more
serious criminal activity are also more likely to be transferred to the adult system,

thus leaving the less serious older youths in the juvenile institutions.

-14 -
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Committed Youths: County of Origin

Table 7 presents the numbers of committed youths by their county of erigin.
Approximately two-thirds (220 of 334 youths) were sent to the training schools by
just 13 Mississippi counties. The thirteen counties are those in Table 7 that show
ten or more youths under commitment on the day the risk assessment study was
conducted.® Sixty-four youths had been committed from two of the three largest
counties in the state -- Harrison and Hinds. Ninety-two youths were committed
from six mid-size counties (with populations between 50,000 and 100,000) --
Forrest, Lauderdale, Lee, Lowndes, Warren and Washington. Five small counties
with populations under 50,000 - Bolivar, Coahoma, Leflore, Lincoln and

Sunflower -- contributed a total of sixty-four commitments.’

The fact that such a large proportion of the youths committed to juvenile
training schools come from just thirteen counties is suggestive. At the very least,
it supports the feasibility of arranging an effective system of smaller, regionaly-
based programs to handle many of the youths now being sent to just two
facilities. Further consideration of such a plan, of course, would require a more
complete analysis of the pattern of juvenile commitments from throughout the
state.

6. They are: Harrison, Hinds, Forrest, Lauderdale, Lee, Lowndes, Warren,
Washington, Bolivar, Coahoma, Leflore, Lincoln, and Sunflower.

7. See Appendices IV and V for more spacific data regarding the types of youths
committed by individual counties. In Appendix IV, it would appear that the
smaller (usually poor), rural counties are more apt to send younger, less
serious (often minority) offenders to training schools than larger counties. One
would expect that these less populous counties have relatively fewer local
rescurces as well. In Appendix V, the mean (average) risk scores are
presented for each of the top eleven committing counties. While the average
scare for the entire population was 5.3, several counties can be seen to commit
youths with significantly lower scores on average.

=18 .
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TABLE 7
Number of Commitments by County
by Current Placemant

Current Placement Tetal

Columbia Qakley

Population of Committing
County
Over 100,000

Hﬂrrisan. B F kRS FEEA Y A 13 10 23
Hindsﬂli'!ribil-lll--i-nlt-- 26 15 41
JECREGH- = F 8 & F W N SN a & 0L 8 4 @ 3 4_ .?

S0 to 100,000

B = R P SR . 3 1 4
Forrest....... Pt e MR ] 8 17
JONBB v s s v v s b tvoniiees 1 il 2
Lauderdala...-.”...-.. 13 & 19
Laaii!illilliillilliiit 9 s‘ 1?
LB L & 5 v armme s A 4 7 11
RPN s s e v S b e e 5 2 8
Lf T o 1 e . & 6 1z
Washington.ciconensnnas 10 6 16
Under 50,000
hddams..... Nl 0 1 1
RO T Wil v o i S o 4 4
BT LB i e 0 2 2
BOLINAE v vwwwn v b N T 7 3 10
CORHOPIR v d s g 8% TR 14 7 21
Copiah...... A 1 2 3
FESOELIM G dvees ey 1 1 2
BT RN © v s v s e 3 3 [
PNy v s a b e e e 1 1 2
Hebmeme . vasaus aiios PR 1 1 2
Hunmphreays, ccicssnannees 6 3 9
JOLLEYEEN . o dins ae 50 5w mes ¥ 1 1
lafayetta..cnvaarsrores 2 1 3
ERMNES o nimen:momsommn o' W 0 1 1

Source for Populaticn Data: U.S. Census Bureau, Current
Population Reports, Series P-26, No. 84-5-5C, (pp.54-59),
U.S. Govermment Printing Office, Washington, D.C., 1986.
{continued)
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TABLE 7
Number of Commitments by County
by Current Placement

Current Placement Total

Columbia Qakley

makﬂi'liir-tlllrililll
Leflore...... e K WE R
Idncﬂln......:-........
ML BB - oo i s i v
1, b g ey o SRR S

e

B R D B LT R B BB B L LB

HEEhUbﬂii---u ------ PR
Dktibbehaillllillirllil
PANO L& e o imm s as owives
FPearl: BIveY.ceees seiss

PoOnEoEDs. ivieanis PR
LAY e
Lo v | DR LY S Bl .
SMIth. . ey =
SCONBa « vwais .

Sunflnwarl B FE S # A A A aeos
Tippah...... : .
i b F L T e -
VAN TR v poence winn " e
4 H L o R -
i 551 DRSS R
Yalobambm., oo e e e ieees
Y&ZDQ.-¢+-.+.,¢...-¢¢--

ORBAHHHHUUFEBNHENANOERONHKFOWN M
BN PO OONNOWNONONERFROMRNO WO & O

s =l 0 SRR S T AT 185 146 331

Source for Peopulation Data: U.S. Census Bureau, Current
Population Reports, Series P-26, No. B4-S-8C, (pp.54-59),
U.3. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C., 1986.

RISK ASSESSMENT SCORES

As described above, each offender was given points for the seriousness of his
or her instant offense and for the number and seriousness of prior offenses which

resulted in adjudications. In addition to each offender’s criminal record, other

e fr
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TABLE 8
Risk Score by Current Placement

Current Placenent Total

Columbia Oakley n Pct.

n Pct. n Pot.
Risk Score i
Bl i s e e e 4 2% 1 1% 5 2%
e g oy 20 11% 5 4% 25 as
R e R R 15 8% 2 &% 23 T%
L o e N e 16 19% 22 16% 58 18%
B T Tl " 21 11% 10 7% 31 10%
B e 26 14% 30 22% 56 17%
ﬁwitt!rilfttl-ilii 22 12% lﬂ -I'% 32 l'ﬂ%
T e 14 8% 7 5% 21 7%
Bias i R e N 9 5% 12 9% 21 7%
L IRttt i R q 2% 6 4% 10 3%
Sl e e .o as 7 4% 15 11% 22 7%
it FrERE S P AR M 4 2% 3 2% 7 2%
ki AR PRI o SR SR e 2 1% 5 4% T 2%
ljllltllll-i---i - & 4 1 1%‘ 1 l* E 1%
R i R g TR . 0 0% 3 2% 3 1%
PRI L oo ot o 185 100% 138 100% 323 100%

Note: Scores could not be calculated for all cases
due to missing data on critical variables.

factors were taken into account: age at first cormmitment, prior history of out of

home placement, and degree of drug and/or gang involvement,®

Table 8 presents the risk assessment scares for all youths in the Mississippi
training schools. As shown in Table 8, there were five youths under commitment
status who received a score of zero on the risk assessment instrument, These

youths were committed for status offenses or other adjudications which receive

8. See Appendix IIl for a copy of the risk assessment form and other information
regarding the scoring of the form.

e K-
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TABLE 9
Grouped Scores by Current Placement

Current Placement Total
Columbia Qakley n Pct.
n Pet. n Pect.
Grouped Scores
g -3 75 41% 36 26% 111 4%
4 - & 69 37% 50 368% 119 17%
7 =98 27 15% 25 18% 52 16%
10 + 14 8% 27 20% 41 12%
Total 185 100% 138 100% 323 100%

no points under the scoring system. [n addition, they had no compounding
factors such as previous placements, felony adjudications, or drug involvernent.
Forty-eight more youths scored just one or two points. Clearly, training schools
areé an inappropriate resource for such youths, Twenty-two youths had scores of

exactly ten on the instrurnent, while nineteen scored more than ten points.

In Table 8, the risk scores are grouped into four levels. For each institution,
the number and percent of youths whose scores fall within the four levels are
presented. In all, forty-one youths, or 13 percent of those for whom scores could
be calculated, had scores in the ten-plus range. Thus, according to the logic of

the risk assessment study, only 13 percent of the youths in Mississippi training

schoals would be considered appropriate for such a secure, institutional program,
Fifty-twe additional youths, or 16 percent of the population, fell into the mid-range
(7 to 9 points) category where placement decisions should ‘nvolve more case-

specific discretion -~ although probably will also depend on available resources.

Fin
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TABLE 10
Grouped Scores
by Placement by Sex

Male Female
n Pct. n Pect.
Columbia Only
Scores
g = 3 53 35% 22 631%
4 = 6 60 40% ] 26%
7 =9 26 17% 1 a3
10 + 11 T% 3 5%
Total 150 100% as 100%

A total of 230 youths (71 percent) scored six points or less on the risk
assessment instrument. Minor offenders were particularly evident at Columbia;

more than 40 percent of Columbia’s population (75 youths) scored three points or

less; 78 percent of Columbia's population scored less than seven points. These

youths wauld appear to be excellent candidates for strong, alternative programs,

Although QOakley had a higher proportion of youths scoring seven or more
paints than did Columbia, 36 youths (26 percent) of Qakley commitments had
scores of threg points or less. Nearly two-thirds (62 percent) of the youths

committed to the Oakley school had scores which suggest they could be

amenable to non-nstitutional interventions, i.e., from 0 to & points. Only 52

youths at Qakley scored seven points ar more.

Table 10 indicates also that females seem to be especially over-

institutionalized in the Mississippi system; no less than 89 percent (or 31 out of

35) of the girls committed to the Cclumbia school scored less than seven points
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TABLE 11
Grouped Scores by Ethnicity

Ethnicity Total
Black White n Pck.
n Pot, n Pet.

Grouped Scores
. = 86 34% 25 I6% 111 34%
4 = 8 89 35% 30 43% 119 37%
7T =9 44 17% 8 11% 52 16%
10 + 34 13% 7 10% 41 13%
Total 253 1003% 70 100% 323 100%

on the instrument. Only four girls had scores in the 7-plus range. Even when
compared to just the males at the Columbia school, excluding those at Oakley,

female juveniles have substantially lower scores.

Table 11 presents these risk assessment scores by ethnicity. Generally, Black
youths received slightly higher risk assessment scores than White youths. While
30 percent of the committed minority youths received scores of geven or more
points, just 21 percent of White youths scored as highly. Whether this disparity is
due to a true difference in the sericusness of Black delinquency, or a reflection of
other factors such as ditferential justice processing (as discussed above),
remains to be determined. It should be recognized, therefore, that if future
placement decisions were to be guided by a risk assessment instrument such as
this -- with its reliance on official charges and petitions - the apparent
disproportionate  nstitutionalization of minorities in Mississippi could be
unchanged. The state would still need to examine the other factors which have

ied to a large number of minority youths being commiitted to training schools.
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STUDY FINDINGS

1.

Mississippi relies toe heavily on training schools. Only 29 percent of the

youths in the system scored over 6 points on the risk assessment
instrument, QOther states are successfully using alternative, locally-based
programs to serve the types of youths who score less than 10 points on
such an instrument. Clearly, there are opportunities for the state to reduce
its operational costs for juvenile institutionalization. Given a reasonable
mix of non-residential and residential programs, training school
populations could be reduced 85 to 75 percent,

From a public safety perspective, female juveniles experience especially

high rates of inappropriate placements. Sixty-three percent of the girls in

the system scored under four points, Typically, these gifs are runaways,

often abused and in need of specialized services.

The Columbia school currently serves a high proportion of nonviolent

youths. Nearly eighty percent of its total population scorad six or less
points on the risk assessment. Juveniles in this point range are clearly

appropriate for non-institutional interventions.

Several small and mid-size Mississippi counties commit youths to the

training schools at higher rates than larger, more populous counties. Just

13 counties. were responsible for committing nearly two-thirds of the
training school population. If strong, alternative programs were available
(and used) in these areas, the impact on institutional utilization could be

significant,

r_r._n
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RECOMMENDATIONS

Mississippi officials should seriously consider restructuring the services at
the Columnbia training schcol. As this report makes clear, the Columbia facility
currently serves many less serious offenders, particularly females. In a re-
designed system, perhaps part of the Columbia campus could serve as a small
(10-20 beds) regional secure unit 1o serve the southern part of the State.

Specffic strategies and interventions need to be developed for diflerent “high
commitment”’ counties, The counties in the delta region need special attention in
order to develop improved services for troubled youths. Focusing restructuring
effarts on the relatively small number of counties that contribute the. most

commitments could have immediate and significant benefits.

Mississippi needs to develop a comprehensive plan to re-configure its
institutional juvenile justice resources. Assuming this risk assessment is a fair
indicator, the state needs approximately 75 to 85 secure becs for those serious
and violent offenders who need to be removed from the community. Remaining
juvenile correctional needs could ke met in non-secure settings if an array of

alternative, non-residential and residential programs were developed.

Other States

As local cfficials consider the types of programs that would be appropriate
for Mississippi youths, they should examine the experiences of other states where

the use of correctional institutions has declined following the implementation of
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quality alternatives 2 It may alsc be useful to have a group of Mississippi officials
visit successful programs in other states.

Pennsylvania, for example, provides a substantial amount of dedicated
funding to counties for the development of alternatives. Chief probation officers
and Judges in Pennsylvania have a wide array of contracted non-residential and
residential options available to thern, Youths must mest a set of criteria in order to
be committed to the state’s care. In addition, counties must pay 50 percent of the

cost of state secure care,

Maryland has just recently ¢losed one of its large training schools. The
Montrose school was a 250-bed facility that had been in operation for nearly 70
years. In about one year's time, the state developed alternative case plans for
each youth at Montrose and gradually moved all of them into other settings.
Many were sent home with special supervision services or placed in foster homes
with contracted intensive services. Others were placed in smaller residential
programs. Follow-up research on the Maryland changes is now underway, but
prefiminary results indicate that the Montrose closure had no detrimental effects

on the public safety.10

In Michigan’s Wayne county (Detroit), state and county officials collaborated
in initiating and funding thres intensive probation programs for some of the youths
typically committed to state institutions. During the first two years (1983-1985) of

operating three separate probation programs, state commitments fram the Detroit

9. The Center for the Study of Youth Palicy can provide information concerning
viable alternative programs currently operating in other |urisdictions. See
Appendix VI for selected descriptions of model programs.

10. Materials on the Maryland experience are available from the Center for the
Study of Youth Policy.
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area fell from over 700 per year to a litle mare than 500. A carefully designed,
four-year evaluation followed the first 300 youths who were diverted from
commitment and supervised instead by the probation programs. The researchers
found that the probation youths’ recidivism was not significantly ditferent from that
of a control group. The probation programs were no less effective than
commitment in preventing further delinquency, and by reducing commitments the

state of Michigan saved an estimated $8.8 milllon over four years. 17

Under a Federal court order, the state of Florida has been reducing the
population of its two training schools. Just a few years ago, there were over
1,000 youths held at the two schools. As of December 31, 1988, there were anly
a17. By implementing tighter controls such as a better intake screening process,
assuring that youths are not inappropriately transferred from one program to
another, and expanding public and private providers of services, the state has

been able to conform to the stipulations of the court order.

Alternative Programs

Proven altemative program models and interventions already exist. States
need nct depend on conventional institutons. Mississippi is hlessed with
coastline and wilderness areas that would seem especially suited for two popular
program models -- the Associated Marine Institutes (AMI), and Qutward Bound.
Bath programs have been proven effective in other states in dealing with the type

ol young offenders who would otherwise be placed in secura institutions.

e e e

11. The full report of the Wayne County research can be obtained from the Center
far the Study of Youth Policy.
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In Texas, Louisiana, Florida and Delawars, state officials have contracted
with the Associated Marine Institutes to provide intensive non-residential
programs for adjudicated offenders. These programs, structured around non-
residential alternative schools, feature environmental education. The curricula are
marine related and focus on job skills and employment readiness. Youths are
picked up every morning at 8:00 a.m. and returned home by 5:00 p.m. While in
the program, youths learn scuba diving, sailing, navigation, etc. Each youth
leaves the program with a specific educational or vocational plan. AMI prograh*ns
are particularly effective in advancing the educational achievement and orientation

ol delinquent youths.

Madified short-term (28-40 days) residential Outward Bound programs are
run by the state itself in Massachusetts and under contract in Florida. Groups of
delinquent youths go through a series of physically demanding, rugged
experiences such as rock climbing, canoeing, and rope climbing. The programs
improve youths' self-esteem through challenging experiences that require
teamwork. Counselors also help youths identify, address and resclve issues that
have been factors in their behavior, Using these programs, Massachusetts and

Florida have reduced their reliance on traditional institutional placements.

Other states have also had success with intensive, non-residential programs
such as the Youth Advocate Program (YAF). Based in Pennsyivania, YAP
contracts with counties to provide intensive, community-based supervision for
delinquent youths. The program assigns an individual youth to between 10 and
40 hours of one-on-one community supervision per week, The cost to the county
is determined on the basis of the hours of service required. Originally started to
remove juveniles from the (adult) Camp Hill prison, the Youth Advocate Program

has contracts for services in Philadelphia, Wilmington, Baltimore, Camden,
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Newark and Paterson, Hts clients include many minority, inner-city youths
adjudicated for a wide variety of delinquent acts. YAP staff are usually young

adults, recruited from the same neighborhoods as the youths served by the
program.

In other states, mincrity organizations have demonstrated that they can be
an effective resource in developing programs for tough, urban youths. A
Washington, D.C. inner-city church runs Harambee House, an intensive
residential program for hard core delinquent girts. In Philadelphia, the House of
Umoja, started by Black parents whose son had joined a gang, has been the
city's most effective tool at combating Black gang activity. On the south and west
sides of Chicago, the Unified Delinquency Intervention Service (UDIS) Project has
proven that local organizations, given the resources and assistance, can develop
effective alternatives to traditional institutions. What could predominantly Black
churches and neighborhood organizations do in the cities of Mississippi if they
were provided with adequate funding to develop supervsion programs for
youthful offenders? Might they develop, with some professional help, innovative
pragrams to support the youths from their own communities who are now bsing

processed into the state system?

Other Issues

1. Organizational structure. Currently, the state is considering moving the
functions of DYS under an umbrella agency. Given such a plan, the lgast
desirable alternative would be to place DYS under adult corrections where,
in cther states, juveniles often receive inadequate services. If juvenile
services are 1o be improved, resources and support must be provided for

the development of a new and improved service syster.
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2.

The Youth Court Commission. The work of this Commission should be
coordinated with the Executive branch's plan regarding reform in youth
services. Also, 1t would seem that the work of the Commission is

hampered by a iack of staff and resources,

The processing of minority youths. A thorough analysis ({from arrest to
disposition) should be performed regarding the apparent disproportionate

representation of Black youths in the system.

Community supports and interventions. The number, kind and quality
of current community interventions - including aftercare services and
supervision - shoulc be identified. Any restructuring of the present system

must include consistent case management and aftercare services.

Youths in the adult system. A profile of youths currently being handled
by adult courts should be developed. This profile should analyze the

specific sentencing dispositions received by youths waived to adult court.

Pre-trial detention. The relationship between pre-trial detention (and the

use af local jails) and commitment patterns neads to be analyzed.

OTHER IMPRESSIONS AND OBSERVATIONS

Although this report is in nc way an evaluation of the training schools’

programs, other issues were identified through our on-site work:

g [

Lengths of stay in the disciplinary cottages (Special Intervention
Units, or SIU) should be monitored. Both schools use separate
cottages to handle discipline cases. Time in both units is not credited

toward an offender’s release date and there is limited access to programs.
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DYS has a policy setting the maximum length of stay In these units at 30
days. Mississippi officials should consider the disciplinary policies
currently in place in the training schools of Florida, In these facilities,
similar cases are disciplined in @ matter of days (in most instances within
twa or three days). Every student being disciplined at these Florida
facilities attends school in the morning and does special work
assignments in the afternoon. Furthermore, the disciplinary programs at

the Florida instituticns do not rely on room isolation.

2. The lronwood Unit. On the Oakiey campus there is a separately
administered program for repetitive disciplinary cases. Intake to this unit is
approved at central office. There is one tutor assigned to the unit. Youths
spend most of their time locked in their rooms (cells); the unit consists of
three separate locked units - A, B and C. Some youths do extensive time
in Ironwood. At the time of our visit one youth had spent in excess of five
months in Ironwood. According to the supervisor of the unit, 19 staff are
assigned to this program. Given the program's reliance on lock-up, it is
difficult to see how the program can mest fts avowed goal of helping
youths control their aggression. In a juvenile correctional system there is
need for specialized programs for the most serious cases. As it Currently
operates, however, Ironwoad is doing little more than containing these
cases. Staff should look closely at the program developed in Alabama
(the Intensive Treatment Unit at Mt Meigs) for a similar population. 2
From a crime control viewpoint, these cases deserve special attention,

- —

12. Recently, the Federal government has helped develop special secure
programs for serious and violem juveniles; see Violent Juvenile Offenders: An
Anthology. At the ITU at Mt. Meigs, all youths @re involved in a full-ime
educational and counselling program. Although there are two “time out’
rooms, they are used sparingly.
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3. The Pilot Cadet Achievement Program (CAP). Columbia and Oaklay
run special short-term programs based on a paramilitary, boot ¢amp
model. The department is to be congratulated for developing short tarm
(10 weeks] programs for many of their less serious cases. Befors
expanding this model, however, a number of issues need to be
addressed:

- If resources were available locally, could many of the youths in
CAF (particularly at Columbia) be diverted from institutional care
altogether?

- What objective evidence exists to support the cost-effectiveness of
the boot camp approach as opposed to other residential

programs?

- How does the boct camp program connect with a youth's
educational program? The CAP youths we interviewed at Qakley
spent only a small portion of their day (1 to 2 hours) in educational

classes.

- What is the specific relationship between the boot camp program
and a youth's aftercare plan/experience? This last point is valid for
all institutional programming. The payoff for all institutional
programs is simply how effectively they assist youths 1o lawfully re-
enter their communities. We sense that there needs to be a
stronger relationship between a youth’s residential program and

his aftercare supervision.
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CONCLUSION

The issues and concerns raisad in this report were openly discussed with
staff from a variety of levels within DYS. It was clear from these discussions that
DYS is genuinely committed to improving services for the youths they serve. The
authors of this report hope that this risk assessment study supports the
continuing efforts of DYS officials to imprave services for adjudicated youths in
Mississippi. Other states have demonstrated that improvements in public safety
and the reform of institutionally-based juvenile justice systems can happen
simultaneously. This repart is intended to contribute to the public discussion
about the nature, guality and future directicn of juvenile correcticnal services in

Mississippi,
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APPENDIX |

Materials Reviewed

1987 Annual Report, Mississippi Department of Youth Services
Autharizing Legislation for the Department of Youth Services
1987 Youth Court Report

léagisratiun establishing the Mississippi Commission on a Uniform Youth Court
ystermn

Mississippi Department of Youth Services Disciplinary Code
Program Description: Pilot Cadet Achievement Pragram
Federal Court Order (5/23/77) re. Qakley Training School
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WORKING GROUP 1

Ms. Ann Sapp Special Assistant to the Gavernar

Ms. Dorothy Triplett Deputy Director, Federal-State Program

Judge Emily Baker Jackson County Youth Court

Ms. Pickett Wilson Education Specialist, Office of the
Governor

Mr. Frank Malton President and Chief Executive Officer of

WLBT-TV; Board of Directors of the
Mississippi Dept. of Youth Services

Mr. Jesse C. Pennington Juvenile Justice Advisory Committee

Ms. Pat Flynn Special Assistant Attorney Genaral

Mr. Roy Thigpen Director, Department of Criminal Justice
Planning

Mr. Waiter Wood, Jr. Administrator, Community  Services

Division, Mississippi Dept. of Youth
Searvices
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Mr. Jesse C. Pennington

Mr. Walter Wood, Jr.
Dr. Myran Horn

Mr. Billy H. McDonald
Mr. Clarence Bufard
Mr. Ed Bergeron

Ms. Linda Whittington
Ms. Kim Crevit

Ms. Karen Wilkerson
Dr. Larry LeFlore
Judge Emily Baker
Ms. Pat Flynn

Mr. Herbert Terry

Mr. Anthony Gobar, Sr.

APPENDIX II-B

WORKING GROUP 2

Juvenile Justice Advisory Committee

Administrator, Community  Services  Division,
Mississippi Dept. of Youth Services

Superintendent, Oakley Training School, Mississippi
Dept. of Youth Services

Superintendent, Columbia Training  School,
Mississippi Dept. of Youth Services

Assistant Superintendent, Columbia Training Schoal,
Mississippi Dept. of Youth Services

Psychologist, Oakley Training School, Mississippi
Dept. of Youth Services . o

Federal-State Programs

University of Southern Mississippi
University of Southern Mississippi
University of Southern Mississippi
Jackson Gounty Youth Court
Special Assistant Attorney General

Director, Justice Programs Division, Dept. of Criminal
Justice Planning

Juvenile Justice Specialist, Dept. of Criminal Justice
Planning
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University of Sauthern Mississippi

Ms. Kim Crevitt

Ms. Karen Wilkerson

Ms. Stephanie Boykins

Ms. Betty Boney

Dr. Larry LeFlore, Assistant Professor
University of Southern Mississippi
Box 5127, Southern Station

Hattiesburg, MS 39408-5127
(601) 2686-4509

University of Michigan

Ms. Debora J. Cavazos
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APPENDIX Ili-A

Scoring Procedures

Factors in Risk Score

Points for Offenses (See APPENDIX I1I-B)

Prior Felony Adjudications less than 3 - O pts.
in Past Two Years 3 or more - 5 pts.
Youth's Age at First Commitment age 13 or older - 0 pts.

before age 13 - 1 pt.

Prior Qut-of-Home Placements No - pts.
(due to delinquency) Yes - 1 pl.
Instant Offense Directly No or Unknown - 0 pts,
Related to Drug Use Yes (Alcohol {Marijuaqa} -1 pt.

Yes (Cocaine/Heroin) - 2 pts.
Instant Offense Directly No or Unknown - O pts.

Related to Gang Involvement Yes - 1 pt.

- e o - - O S el R
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APPENDIX IlI-B

Scoring of Offenses
{Points Awarded)

February 1989

Offense Type

o ——

Status
Status
Program Viclation

Misdemeanors
Contempt
VOP
Disorderly
Other Misdemeanors

Level 3 Felonies
Pass Minar Drugs
Shoplift
Simple Assault
Stolen Property
Fraud
Arson 2/3 Deg.

Level 2 Felonies
Poss Weapons
Larceny
Burglary
Grand Larceny
Car Theft
Burg/Business
B+E

Unarmed Robbery
Escape
Assault

Level 1 Felonies
Aggravated Assault
Armed Robbery
Rape/Sex Offense

Paints if
Instant Offense

oo
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Paints if
Prior Cffense
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APPENDIX I-C
RISK ASSESSMENT INSTRUMENT

PLACEMENT;
_ TRAIMING SCHOOL DATE !
_ RESIDENTIAL SCORE:
 WALVED

COMMITTING COUNTY: OATA COLLECTOR:

1. FILE #: B 2. 0.0.8.: i

3. SEX: MALE_ _ FEMALE_ 4. RACE:

5. ENROLLED IN SCHOOL: YES WO OK §. WIGHEST GRADE COMPLETED:

7. DATC OF CURRENT COMMITNENT: 7a. DATE OF FIRST ABMURaew®son:

B, CURRENT INSTANT OFFENSE WHICH AESULTED in ADJUDICATION AND PRESENT
COMMITMENT :

i o g,

9, MOST SERTOUS PRIOR ADJUCICATED OFFEMSE:

M TSN T

S10. NUMBER OF FRICR ASBeGAEiees

17. BAMG INVOLVEMENT: PRE COMMITMENT YZS_ MO_
POST COMMITMEMT YES__ WO

WAS GANG INVOLVEMENT DIRECTLY RELATED TO INSTANT
OFFENSE YES___ NC

1. Severity of Current Offense

(Locate offense and its corresponding peint value
(Column I) on the attacned Felony Listing Sheet)

I1. Severity of Prior Cffense

{Locate Cffense &ng 1ts corvespanding point value
{Column II} on the attached Falony Listing Sheet}

AT LTS TR

111, Number of Pricr isgwedcatamw: for Felonies:
Three or more in tne last two years (3 pts.)

STABILITY FATTORS

IV, Prigr Qut of Home Court-Crdersd Plasement as &
Result of Adiudizatior for Delinguent Act:

YES (1pt.) __ M0 (0 pt.} __ DK

v, Oegrez of Jrug Involvement:

{Assess paints only 1F drugs were directly
rélated L7 the commission of tne instant offense)

Crack/Cocaine/Heroine (2 pts.)
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Characteristics of Youths

APPENDIX IV

by Population of Committing Counties

February 1989

Population ¢f Committing County

Over 100k 50 to 100k Under 50k
n Pct., n Pat. n Pct.

Black 54 76% 81 76% 125 B1%

White 17 24% 25 24% 29 19%

Total 71 100% 106 100% 154 100%

Male 57 80% 95 O90% 143 03%

Female 14 20% 1 o 10% 11 7%

Total 71 100% 106 100% 154 100%

Age (in years)

Under 14 s 7% 10 9% 22 14%
14 G 13% 14 13% 16 1LD%
15 16 23% 27 25% 23 15%
16 18 26% 27 20% 38 25%
Al | 13 26% 23 22% 37 24%

Over 17 il 6% 5 5% 18 12%

Total 70 100% 106 100% 154 100%

Offense Type

Status/Minor 4 &% 3 3% 3 5%

Misdemeanors 12 17% 24 23% 14 9%

Level 3 Felony 15 21% 11 10% 26  17%

Level 2 Felony 34 48% 63 59% 58 64%

Level 1 Felony 6 B% g 5% 8 5%

Total 71 100% 106 100% 154 100%

Scores

0 -3 21 30% 35 34% 52 35%

4 - 6 28 40% 40 39% 51 34%

7 -9 8 11% 12 12% iz 22%

10 + 13 19% 15 15% 13 9%

Total TO O 100% 102 1lo0% 148 1003
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County

Lincoin

Washington
Lauderdale
Leflore

Harrison
Lee

Hinds
Coahcma

Warren
Lowndes
Forrest

Entire Popuiation

APPENDIX V

Mean Risk Scores by County
(for Eleven Highest Committing Counties Only)

Mean Score

= D

o OO NG BRER W

W hww Nhs=

Std Dev No. Cases
1.25 10
2.80 16
3.19 17
2.67 12
3.14 23
3.24 16
3.39 LTy
3.12 138
3.36 12
3.10 11
3.30 17
3.76 192

February 1989




