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STUDY MBTHODOLOGY

The task force to study viclence in prison limited its study to
viclent incidents reporited to fentral Office's Administrative
Statistics Section for the calendar years 1963 and 1984. Gen-
erally only the more serious incidents which have been referred
to the local district attorney's office are reported to this
sectione.

Incidents were selected which fitted the follewing definition
of a violent act: Assault by inmates using either fists or
any weapon which resulted in injury to himself or others and
which wae deemsd serious enough by the institution to report
it in an "Incident Repert,

Exemination of previously c¢ollected institutional incident data
indicated that six institutions contributed the bulk of the
incident reports, Thevefore this study covers only these six
institutions: San (uentin, Felsom, Deuel Vocational Iamstitution,
Correctional Training Facility, California Men's Coleny-East,

and California Medical Facility.

Factors leading to the viclent incidents and characteristics
of the participants were coded by institutional and research
staff from information gained by institutional staff's, inters-
viewing cf participants and research staff’s coding of officisl
records,

The analyses described the changes between 1963 and 196L in
the kinds of incidents, the types of participantis and the
institutions which were involved. Incidents against staff
and among inmates were treated separately, Likewise the
characteristics of CDC inmates and YA wards who participated
in incidents were handled separately. The characteristics
of victims and aggressors wers cocmpared to those of their
respective residentisl populations as well as with each other.
ore detailed analyses were made between the inmates?
histories of prior violence and their role in the 1963-196.4
viclent incidents. Recommeandations for program and further
research were made from these findings.




/////§ﬁese increases in violent incidents were not accompanied by

FINDINGS

VIOLENT INCIDENTS

The number of violent institutional incidents in 196L4 was signi-
ficantly larger than in previous years. From 1963 to 1964 minor
injuries to staff from blows doubled and major injuries to in-
mates from stabbings more than doubled. The number of CDC
aggressors and victims increased by one half while the number

of YA aggressors doubled and YA victims quadrupled.

Increases in violent incidents occurred at the institutions as

follows:
CTF vp 150% from 11 to 27
CMC-E up 130% from 9 to 21
San Quentin up 90% from 22 to 42
DVI up 80% from 12 to 21
CMF down 20% from 23 to 19
Folsom down 30% from 12 to &

corresponding increases among the CDC residential populations?
characteristics which ware found to be grossly associated with
riolence proneness,

bnly about one percent of the CDC inmates and about five pereent
of the YA wards participated in 1984%s violent incidents.

Violent incidents were unevenly distributed over the year with
Spring having more and late Autumn having fewer incidents. More
than 80% of the violent incidents teook place in the living end
recreation areas., These are the places where there is the

least organization of the men's activities and the greatest
opportunity to interact at close range. By contrast the work
and dining areas only accounted for about 15% of the violent
incidents.

From the data on violent incidents agsinst staff the following
cbservations are noteworthy:

CMF although smallest in residential population had
the largest number of attacks on staff,

Felscm and CTF although among the highest in residen~
tial population had the smallest number of attacks
on staff,

No institution saw a decline from 1963 %o 196L in the
number of incidents against staff,

CMC=Ea=t. had the greatest incresse in incidents against
staff:vom none in 1963 to ten minor assaults in 1964.




Although cutnumbered in the general DVI population, TA
wards participaced five times as often as CDC inmates in
violent incidents ageinst staff, The use of a knife by two
YA wards at DVI to kill a correctional officer was the only
time during these two years that a stall member was
seriocusly injured with a weapon in the hands of an inmate.

Most staff injuries from inmates were minor, occurring dur-

ing apprehension or processing when a correctional officer

got within reach of an inmate. From statistics reported by

the California State Personnel Board, it would appear that

employees at the six institutions had more chances of get-

ting an acecidental injury on the job than to get assaulted
- a by an inmate.

From the data on yiclent incidents against inmates, the following
- cbservations are nolewortiny:

Folsom had the fewest number of incidents against inmates.

At DVI, YA w
t

ds participated more than four times as often
ag CDC inma

&r
eg in vicleni incidents among inmates.

Increases in violence against inmates were mainly in the
more severe kinds of injuries with weapons. For all six in-
stitutions combined, major injuries of inmates with a weapon
inereased from 27 in 1963 %o 71 in 1964, Stabbings by
unknown assailants rose from zero to twelve. The imstitu-
tions got teugher in 1964. More inmates went after other
inmates harder with sharpened pieces of metal, '

The most common identifiable cause of violence among
inmates was homosexuvality (25%). The next most commoin
cause was force to get possessions from other inmates (15%) o
The two least common reasons for violence among inmates
were for informant activities (9%) and as rstaliation (7%).
Violence agesinst other inmates was mostly direct or to get
revenge for 2 wrong done inside the institution,

Racial tensions, which lay behind 12% of the violent
incidents among inmates, mushroomed from 5 in 1962 to 18 in
1964, The institutions which saw inecreases in racial

. incidents were:

CTF up 250% from 2

DVI up 300% from O ¢
%
SQ wup 150% from 2 ¢

‘

~
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Thare were some indications that increases in the ratio of -
Negro inmates to inmates of other races among residential
pooulations were slightly associated with the increase in
racial incidents.

From records available it was possible %o discover only a

few procedural changes which had been instituted as a re-
sult of any violent incident. A few times staff were added,
a couple times new equipment was added, and twice key control
procedures were changed.
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TRMATE CHARACTERISTICS

Participants Compared to Resident Population

Both CDC vietims and aggressors had the following characteristics
significantly more often than did the resident populations from the
same institutions:

Maximun or closs custody
Incident age below thirty
Assault and theft as commitment offenses

More. CDC victims and aggressors had the following characteristies
than the resident population but not at a statistically significant
level of probability:

Negro ebhnic origin

Prior institutional escape recovd

Prior jail or juvenile records only

No release to parole under this commitment

Significantly more Mexicans were found among the CDC aggressors
than in the resident population.

Both CDC victims and aggressors had lower estimated average base
e@xpectancy scores. Tthe resident population®s average BE OA score
was 19,6, the victims’ average BE 60A score was 18.3, and the
aggressors' average BE 60A score was 16.7.

At all institutions, regardless of the average age of the CDC
residents, the younger the CIC inmates, the greater their participa-
tion as aggressors in violent inecidents.

Over-representation of ethnic minority groups among CDC aggressors
does not oceur as regularly over all institutions, Negroes are
over-represented among aggressors at DVI, CIF and CMF but only
negligibly over-represented at CHMC-East and Folsom, while being
slightly under-represented at San Quentin. Inmates of Mexican
ethnic origin are grossly over-represented among CDC aggressors at
San Quentin and Folsom, slightly over-represented at CMF, and some-
what under-represented at DVI, CTF and CMC=East,

Significantly more YA aggressors had been returned from parole than
had either the YA victims or the YA resident population.

Although statistically not gignificant, YA aggressors had more of
the following characteristics than did the YA resident population:

Incident age under 20

Assault as the commitment offense
Negro ethnic origin

Commitment from Los Angeles County




Ageressors Compared to Victims

Significantly more CDC and YA aggressors had the following charac-
teristics than did their respective victims:

First arrest uader age 15

Inmate described in records as hostile
Prior institutional violence

Gang leader at time of incident

Significantly more CDC aggressors than victims had the following
characteristics:

Born in California

Mexican ethmie origin

Family criminal record

Juvenile escapes only

Never married

High MMPI Paranocia Score (60+)
Last imprisoned under age 25
Incident under age 25

Maximum or close custody status

Significantly more YA aggressors than vietims had the following
characteristics:

Some prior violence

Prior cultural violence

Called pgychopathic in record
Low MMPI score (59-)

Committed for robbery or assault
Returned from parole

The approximately twenty remaining characteristics did not statise-
tically differentiate between victims and apggressors.

PAST AND PRESENT VIOLENCE

An exami on of the past violence history of inmstes involved in ! :
instituticnal violence shows That this group largely coasists oF
fggg;rently violent persons, o

A comparison of the 1964 CDC participants in violence with a 1984
segment of the CDC resident population for whom Aggressive History
Profiles were available shows a disproporticnately large amcunt of
past violence among the CDC participants:

CDC Participants CDC Residents

Any Prior Viclence 87.6% 7L.9%
Prior Criminal Violence 60.9% L7.0%
Prior Institutional Violence 48,9% 12.9%
Prior Cultural Violence bl . 9% 18.7%

Victims of institutional violencse 2ra glmost as disproportionately
violent &s aggressors, although this fact is less true for YA
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victims es it is for CDC victims, YA aggressors have especially
striking prior violent histories. Only one of the 59 young
aggressors involved could be classified as clean of prior
assauvltiveness.

Whereas prior cultural violence was the major differentiating
criverion between YA victims and aggressors, CDC aggressors and vice
tims tended to differ most in their histories of prior institutiocmal
violence.

Among other indications of the psychologically distinctive nature of

institutionally assaultive inmates is their repeated Lai 4
become involved in any Kin Tule violatione
Similarly, the prior escape rat gressors is striking

if one recalls that mogt of this group have only jail or juvenile
commitmente previous te this prison commitment.

The comparatively serious violence record of YA aggressors vaises
the guestion of whether this relative viciousness is a function of
age, or whether YA wards in CDC institutions are a unique problem
group. 7o help answer this question, YA wards in CTF, DVI and CMF
were compared with the CDC inmates at these three institutions who
fell into & roughly comparable age bracket of 20 to 2L. The major
finding in these comparisons is that the two groups are very much
alike. The only statistically significant exceptions to this rule
are: (1) proportionately more YA wards have backgrounds with
personal opiate use and family criminality; (2) comparatively more
YA wards have prior institutional violence racordsd; while (3)
fewer of the YA wards show prior criminal violence, These differ-
ences, however, may be produced by discrepancies in case history
records.

Even with the gross classifications used im our survey, variations
in the type of inmate involved ia different types of incidents
seemed to present themselves.

The victims of homosexual rivalry assaults tend to be among our
most violent inmates, whereas the victims in homosexual forcs
episodes are comparatively non-viclent. Among the aggressors in
these incidents, those classified under "homosexual force™ proved
to have been generally more violent in the past, particularly in
the areas of prior criminal and institutional violence. Aggressors
in homosexual rivalry incidents proved disproportionately high in
past cultural, pathological and institutional violence.

Aggress in pressure for possessions incidents showed the highest
Py D S ong all aggreasors, bu

~—were comparatively low on prior cultural and criminal violencs.

Among racially motivated violence, aggressors showed sgmewhat less
prior violence in their records than did victims (86.5% for
aggressors; 90.9% for victims).
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fmong YA aggressors, there is a difference between inmates involved
in assavlis against staff and those who assaulted other inmates.,

Nine out of ten YA wards who assaulted steff had past cultural
violence histories, compared with six out of ten involved in
assaults against inmates. Aggressors against staff also had propor-
tionately more past criminal violence im their profiles. The large
difference in past cultural violence lends support to the

hypothesis that there exists a young group of inmates who belong to
a subculture which sanctions aggression egainst persoans in authority.




£ shudy of how the inmate stabilizes himself and his fellow inmates
to keep violence to 2 minimum might be of walue. Soms institubions
have no or almost no serious violence. Some institutions are
declining in the amount of serious viclence. Why?

A re-examination of classification and assignment criteria might be
in order. Are we making a mistake keeping the older ° Honest~~ohn
Cong” in Folsom? Maybe they could be a stabilizing element if dis-
persed throughout the institutions like CTF and DVI where the
younger “"Hot-Heads" are concentrated and acting=out?

4 definite must is a crash study on how the department can pravent
rfcial tensions from building up until they boil over in our insti-~ -
’Zgginns;:fﬁé—5561al rioclence was on the increase vefore Watts with ™
itg infectious influence as well as some of its harhlcipants oelng
committed as felons to the department, we cannot a
Dxd wait for the fire to hit us. Monies must be found to finance a
stud¥ Into the cauges end prevention of racial violencs in our
institutions.

It would be desirable to sce a five year, fully staffed research
project on institutional vzolgnce. Its purpose wou'd be te stud
‘fﬁe personality and behavi = 8% >

ce., The project would also st udy who and what contribute to
an institutional atmosphere of non-violence. The project would try

Jomggl%§§_§3g_§lg_gi“;gmgges and staff to set up institutional

at phere conducive to non-viclent attainment of goals and reduc-
tions of frustrations. They would implement and test the efchacy
sf anti-violence pregrams. The team could counsist of a seanior and

an associate social reseavch analyst, four free clerk-typists ?nd

several inmate asgistants. The project could be based at San

Qneptin but also cetach part of The team L7700 wime GO oime & other
instit

Although %?' of the inmetes and most of the staff do not vet
ifvolved in more ser.ous violene incidents at our instituii

E§§Z§_;§_shzll_ample~§yldence fEQm_ﬁhin_sLuﬂj_Lhax_H@_ﬁhQElﬁ__giﬂﬁt

time, money and staff into understanding causss and removing causes
of institutional violence.
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TABLE 1
NUMBER OF VIOLENT INCIDENTS AND

TYPE OF PERSON INVOLVED
1963-1964

Total 1 6 s oio
1963 196, 63 46 18830

VIOLENT INCIDENTS: 89 138 . B 1.6

INMATES 71 98 16% lo4

1 STAFF 18 %0 58 2,2
N INMATES INVOLVED: 190 296 L&6 1.8
ACGRESSORS 113 173 286 1.5

VICTIMS 74 123 200 1.6

CLDC INMATES INVOLVED: 163 225 384

CDC AGGRESSORS 9, 133 227 1.4

CDC VICTIMS 69 92 161 1.3

YA INMATES INVOLVED: 27 71 o8 2.6

YA AGGRESSORS 19 L0 59 2.1

YA VICTIMS 8 31 39 3.9

Crime Studies Section
CDC Research Division
17 August 1965




TABLE 2

NUMBER OF VICLENT INCIDENTS WITH TYPE OF VICTIM
EY INSTITUTION AND YEAR OF INCIDENT

19631964
TNSTITUTION 1963+1964 196kg 110
oI INZIDENT 1963 1964 ~NUMBER _ 1963 e
ALL INCIDENTS 89 138 227 1.6
against staff 13 40 58 2,2
against inmate 71 98 169 1.4
B SEN QUENTIN 22 42 6l 1.9
against staff 4 9 13 2.2
against inmate 18 39 51 1.8
FOLSOM 12 8 20 0.7
against staff 2 3 54 1.5
against inmate 10 5 15 05
Do¥ol, 12 2% 23 1.8
against staffl 3 6 g* 2,0
against inmate 9 15 2% 1.7
C.T.F, 11 27 38 2.5
against staff L b 5 L.0
against inmate 10 23 33 2.3
C.M.F. 23 19 42 0.8
against staff 8 8 16 1.0
against inmate 15 11 26 0.7
C.M.Cc= EAST 9 21 30 2.3
against staff 0 10 10 10,0
against inmate 9 p | 20 5

*Involved in the incidents against staff were 11 YA wards and 2 CDC inmates.
*“Invelved in the incidents among inmates were 28 YA aggressors compared to
& CDC aggressors and 22 Y' victims comparedi to & CDC victims at WI.




TABLE 3

SEVERITY OF VIOLENCE BY TYPE OF VICTIM
AND YEAR OF INCIDENTS

1963=19¢4
TOTAL
1963 + 1964
SEVERITY OF INCIDENT 1963 1964 NUMBER  PERCENT
£1,L, INCIDENTS 89 138 227 L
AGAINST STAFF % 18 40 58 100,0
_ 1 DEATH 1 0 1 1.7
2 MAJOR INJURY-WEAPON 0 0 0 0.0
3 MAJOR INJURY~OTHER 1 2 3 5.1
4, MINOR INJURY=WEAPON 2 3 5 8.6
5-6 THREAT OR POSS. WEAPON 0 6 6 10,4
7.8 MINOR INJURY-OTHER 14 29 L3 Tho?
AGAINST INMATESH 71 98 169 100,0
1 DEATH 6 5 11 6.5
2 MAJOR INJURY-WEAPON 27 71 98 56,0
3 MAJOR INJURY-OTHER 1) 8 18 10.6
L, MINOR INJURY-WEAPON 6 9 25 Vo8
5.6 THREAT OR POSS. WEAPON 2 0 2k 1.2
7-8 MINOR INJURY-OTHER 10 5 156% 8.9

%1963 compared to 1964 <
For incigents against start: Not tested.
Number of subjects in some categories too small for
statistical tesls.
For incidents against inmices: Prob. <,001

*:]¢ is estimated that 950 oi these minor violent incidents against
inmates were not reported t» Central Office.




TABLE 4

STAFF VICTIMS BY JOB TITLE
1963~1964

TOTAL

JOB TITLE OF 1963 + 1964
STAFF _VICTIM 1963 196k NU;'BER PERCENT
| CORRECTIONAL OFFICER 16 . 35 51 88.1
} SERCEANT 1 1 2 3ok
LIEUTENANT 0 2 2 3.4
NURSE 1 1 2 3ok
ZNSTRUCTOR 0 1 1 3.7
TOTAL STAFF 18 40 58 100.0

1963 compared to 196L: Not tested. Number of subjects in
some categories too small for statistical tests.




TABLE 5
VIOLENT INCIDENTS BY MONTH OF INCIDENT

1963 1964 196341964
MONTH _ NUMBER PERCENT NUMBER PERCENT NUMBER PERCENT
JANUARY 6 6.7 9 6.5 15 6.6
FEBRUARY 8 9.0 8 5.8 16 - 7.0
. MARCH 11 12,4 14 10,2 25 11.0
APRIL 5 5.6 11 8.0 16 7.0
- MAY 1, 15.7 17 12.3 31 13:7
. JUNE 10 ¢ 11,2 17 12.3 R7 11.9
JULY 7 7.9 ) ‘605 16 7:0
AUGUST 9 10.1 10 7.2 19 8.
SEPTEMBER 8 9,0 9 6.5 17 7.5
OCTOBER 3 3ok 11 8.0 1 6.2
NOVEMBER 3 3ok 9 6.5 12 5.3
DECEMBER 5 5.6 14 10.2 19 8.4
TCTAL &9 120.0 138 100.0 227 100,0
Fonthly vAristlons letwean wesma sud wfrtel o - cwn g
significant.
| TABLE 6 , _
VIOLENT INCIDENTS BY LOCATION OF INCIDENT
1963 1964 196341964
LOCATION NUMBER PERCENT NUMBER FERCENT NUMBER PEECENT
LIVING AREA 47 52,8 88 63.8 135 5945
RECREATION 21 23.6 32 23,2 53 23,4
WORK AREA 9 10.1 11 8.0 20 8.8
DINING AREA 6 6.8 5 3.6 b be8
MISC, 6 6.7 2 1ok _8 3.5
TOTAL 89 ©  100.0 138 100.0 227 100.0

ifference between 1963 and 1964 is not significant..




TABLE 7

REASON FOR VIOLENT INCIDENT AGAINST STAFF

1663 1964 1153+1964
CAUSAL FACTOR NUMBER PERCEN NUMBER BERCENT NUMIER ~ PERCENT
Apprehending 10 55.6 g 35.0 24 ho L
Precessing 2 11.1 1% 35.0 i< 27.6
Inmate Emotion 3 1607 5 1205 3 1308
Inmate Psychosis 2 11.1 3 75 5 8.6
Retaliation on
Staff i ] 505 2 5.0 % 5.2
Miscelli neous 0 0.C 2 5.0 4 3ol
A R - P S
Total 18 100,0 40 100.0 50 100.0

1963 compared to 19€4;: HNot tes:ad. Numbers in some categories t:0 small
for statistical tests.

- TABLE 8

REASON FOR VIOLENT INCIDENT AMONG INMATES

1963 1964 1963+196%
CAUSAL FACTOR  NUMBER PERGENT NUMBER PERCENT {UMBFR PERCENT
Homosexuality i9 2608. 2h 24,5 L3 25.4
Possessions 11 15.5 ik 14,3 25 14,8
Raeial S 7.1 15 15.3 20 11.8
Informant 6 8.5 9 9.2 15 8.9
Retaliation 7 9.9 5 5.1 1z 7.1
Yleonllaneous 23 324 31 3im5 sh 32,0
Total 7L 100,0 98 100,0 169  100.0

Difference betwsen 1963 and 1964 is not significant,
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TABLE 10

CHARACTERISTICS FOUND SIGNIFICANTLY MORE OFTEN
AMONG AGGRESSORS THAN AMONG VICTIMS
19631964 COMBINED

CDe A
PERCENT AMONG: PERCENT AMONG:

CHARACTERISTIC VICTIMS AGGRESSORS VICTIMS AGGRESSORS
Anong both CDC and YA Aggressors:
First arrest under age 15 47.8 61.7 564 79.7

. Inmate described in records as hostile 58,k 68.7 48,7 67.8

‘ Prior institutional violence 46,6 59.0 51.3 €9.5
Gang leader at time of incident 9.3 22,9 2.6 25.h
Among CDC Aggressors:
Born in California 31.7 .5 53.8 61.0
Mexican ethnie origin 16.1 26 25.6 22.0
Family criminal record 48.0 60 .4 48.8 39.0
Juvenile escapes only 10.6 23.3 28.2 k0.7
Never married 54,0 63.9 87.2 ok .9
High MMPI Parancia Score (60+) 37.3 51.5 28.2 30.5
lLast imprisoned under age 25 47,8 63.9 100.0 100.0
Incident under age 25 308 b ,0 100.0 120.0
Vaximum or close custody status 22,0 36.2 7.7 13.6
Among YA Aggressors:
Some prior violence 80,7 877 74l 93.2
opior cultural violence 46,0 48.9 38.5 66.1
Called psychopathic in record 46,6 51.6 20.5 52,5
Low MMPI Lie Score (59-) 5741 62,1 23.1 Ly 3
Commitied for robtery or assault 373 36.1 25.7 44,0
Returned from parole 29,2 22.0 51.3 797




TABLE 11

PER CENT OF 1964 CDC PARTICIPANTS IN VIOLENT INCIDENTS AND
PER CENT OF CDC RESIDENT POPULATION WITH PAST AGGRESSIVE HISTORIES
BY TYPE OF PRIOR ACGRESSION

. 1964 CDC 1964 CDC
v Resident Incident
. Population® Participants®¥
) NUMBER OF MEN 5,601 225
AGGRESSIVE HISTORY TYPE Per Cent in Each Type
CULTURAL 18.7 44.9
CRIMINAL 47.0 60.9
PATHOLOGICAL 16.2 15.1
SITUATIONAL 12.8 3.3
ACCIDENTAL 1.9 1.8
INSTITUTIONAL 2.7 68.9
ANY VIOLENCE 71.9 87.6

% Source: Appendix 1, Table 2 of an umpublished Research Division
memorandum on 1964 Aggressive History Profiles, wimeo-
graphed on 9 December 1964.

" Participsnts includes both victims and aggressors.
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SUMMARY

Incident reporits generally dsscribe minor blows sgainst staff or
severe stabbings against immates. The sharp rises in both of these
kinds of violence in 196/ cannoct be ignored, even though less than
two percent of the institutions' inmates were involved.

Youth and violence are strongly related regardless of institution
involved. Minority ethnic status tends to be related to violence
in general but not consistently at all institutions. Mariations

among institutions studied in the characteristics of part

. 2gES ferences in insctitutional climate may be a factor
a \‘W§§6h4§hould be studied In greater detail.

5 Preyious higtories of violence, particularly cultural and ingtitune
' tional, appsar to be among the inmate characteristics most

prognostic of current institutional violence. This study gives
promise that we can identiIy the hard core of immates most likely
to commit institutional violence in the future.

The study showed violence to occur mainly in living and recreation
areas, where staff and inmates could interact at close range with
little structured activity.

Homeosexual rivalry and force, pressure for possessions and racial
tensions were given as the major causes underlying violeance among
inmates. Because of the sizeable increase in racial violence in

‘ 1964, preventative programs and further research on racial violence
were reccmmended, Since the Watts insurrection, such programs and
research appear to have become mandatory.

We know that among staff 53£§§§§zit was mainly correctional officers
who were the targets of inmates during apprshension and processing,
but we know very little as to the role of staff as a direct or
indirect causal agent for immate violence.

The study has provided us with some new facts about violent incidents
and the inmates who get involved as either victims or aggressors,

but we have only scratched the surface of the problem of institu-
tional violence,




RESEARCH RECOMMENDATIONS

This study collected information hurriedly and sketchily under
pressure o meet deadlines. Reworking and refining data on 1963-6i
incidents covered in this study would be of value,

For the current study, the past violent acts of the inmate partici-
. pants were only partially classified. It is possible to classify
st violence in more detail with particular attention to the
f”wugg;;osefulness of the act to the inmate. This could be done in
order to determine the meaning of violence to violence-prone
innates, and the behaviecral signs which would be prognostic of cone
tinued institutional violencs.

In the current study there was no control group of non-parcicipants
in 1963-64's violent incidents. A sample of none-participants could
be drawa from the six institutions. After coding the none
participants and cleaning up the hurried coeding of the participants,
an institutional violence participation proneness scale or scales
could be developed.

All incidents resulté%?ﬁn a major injury or death to svaff from
1960 through 1965 could be re-examined in detail to determine the
causal factors and suggest preventative steps, It 1s possible that
a careful study would reveal that in most such cases the inmates
were aware of staff knowledgs of an illegal act, and woved in to
keep the staff member from reporting the act to authorities who
would in some way punish the inmates.

ALl participants in 1966's incidents iavolving staff might be
immediately de~briefed in depth to determine how staff could have
avoided minor injuries from inmates. A concentration on how to
avold minor incidents against correctional officers while apprehend-
ing or processing inmates dn living and recreational areas would
probably have some immediate preventative payoff.

There appears to be a need to study why violence occurs in situa-
tions which usually find inmates achieving their goals through non-
viclent means., The payoff here is the emphasiging of non-violent
means to inmates for achieving goals., A trial run at reducing
sexual frustrations and resultant hemosexual violence by permitting
conjugal visits might be attempted.

The staff contributions to institutional atmosphereswhich are con-
ducive vo violence or as specific stimuli to individual acts of
violence could be studied. The current study didn’t even scratch
the surface on staffs contribution to violence in institutions.

The intsraction of types of violence-prone inmates with institu~
tional climates or types of institutional staff could be studied
for purposes of program changesas well as staff and inmate

asgigamnent s.
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