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ABSTRACT

This inquiry examines the influence of gender and ethnicity on the validity of the Primary

Risk Assessment for both Adult and Young offenders in Manitoba. A sample of 1076

adult offenders and 595 young offenders are examined. Two data sets were obtained

from Manitoba Justice containing information about adult and youth probationers from

the years 1986-1992. Post probation reconviction rates were available for up to 4 years

following the completion of a probation term.

The Statistical Package for Social Sciences (SPSS) program was used to analyze the data.

The analysis for both data sets were essentially the same. Descriptive statistics such as

frequencies and cross tabulations were used to describe the population under study. The

items on the scale were correlated with one another to determine they were measuring the

same thing, in this case, recidivism. The total risk scores v/ere correlated with outcome

variables to assess the strength of the relationship between total scores with recidivism.

Finally, the items which form the scale, were then correlated with the outcome variables

to examine the psychometric value of the scale.

This research concludes that gender and ethnicity do influence the validity of the Primary

Risk Assessment. V/hile we found both the adult and young offender instrument was a

valid predictor of outcome on probation, the assessment had limited ability to reliably

predict recidivism in the post probation follow up period.
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CHAPTER ONE

INTRODUCTION

STATEMENT OF PROBLEM TO BE INVESTIGATED

This project addresses an important area of inquiry that has previously been ignored.

Existing research in the area of offender risk/need has focussed almost exclusively on

male offenders. With little, if any justification, the results of this research have

consistently been extended to female offenders with no considerations of the differences

between the groups. Differences between aboriginal and non-aboriginal female

offenders have also been neglected. The leading research objective for the present study

was to identiff whether the Primary Risk Assessments used by the Department of Justice

in Manitoba to assess offenders level of risk, were reliable and valid instruments for both

male and female offenders. Furthermore, while previous research projects have

examined the extent to which the Primary Risk Assessment used with adult offenders was

useful for both aboriginal and non-aboriginal populations; no such examination has been

performed for the young offender Risk Assessment. There has also been no attempt to

examine how the synthesis of both gender and ethnicity influence the validity of the

Primary Risk Assessments.



THE IMPORTANCE OF STIJDYING RISK

Correctional services are responsible for the management of risk, the prevention of

recidivism and the safe, economic and humane management of offenders. Correctional

professionals are in a position to influence whether offenders receive a community or

custodial based sentence. When the magnitude of this influence is acknowledged, one

cannot deny the necessity to ensure that correctional professionals are making

recommendations based on sound evidence that has been demonstrated to be closely

associated with pattems of re-involvement. To accomplish this task, correctional

officials require reliable and valid rislc/need assessment tools to be used together with

professional assessment interviews.

The research community by now has firmly established the notion that not all offenders

present the same degree of risk to society. Specif,rcally, a small proportion of offenders

are responsible for a disproportionate amount of crime. The identification of which

offenders are likely to go on to commit a disproportionately high number of crimes is

imperative so that correctional services can focus most intensely on those most at risk of

re-offending, while reserving less intrusive measures for those offenders who present a

lower risk to society.
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RISK BASED SOCIETY

Within the present economic climate govemment spending is increasingly being

scrutinized and questioned. Fiscal pressures combine with a growing public concern

regarding the degree of effectiveness with which the govemment generally, and the

justice system specifically, is administered, has forced management to operate in a cost

conscious manner. over the last several years, there has been mounting public press're

directed at changing the manner in which services are delivered and the types of seryices

that are available to assist offenders in the rehabilitation process. society has become

increasingly intolerant of violence and the concem for public safety is swelling. This

climate has resulted in what some have charactenzed as the "increased commercia lization

of crime control in which cost-benefit analyses, market forces, privatization, economy,

efficiency and effectiveness concerns have all impinged upon the management of

criminal justice." (Kemshall and Pritchard,1997) This approach to crime control and

criminal justice management has been labelled the "new peno logt', by Feeley and Simon

(tee2).

The new penology demands that criminal justice agents become more accountable to the

public, offenders themselves, and victims. The identification of risk, assisted by actuarial

insfruments, allow decision-makers to standardize their assessments and facilitates

accountability of those making vital decisions. Risk/needs assessment instruments assist

correctional officials in making recommendations for sentencing and in formulating

intervention plans for offenders. By cataloguing an offender's individual risk and need

factors, officials are able to quickly calculate a risvneeds score that is matched to a pre-



identified level of risk. This information can then be used to formulate appropriate

sentencing recommendations to the court, as well as provide guidelines for intervention

initiatives.

While risk can never be predicted with absolute certainty, there is a clear understanding

that offenders who have scored high on a number of need components and have already

accumulated a lengthy criminal record arc at a greater risk for re-involvement.

(Andrews, 1989) From an ethical point of contention, it should not be ignored that no

prediction instrument today can establish conclusively which offenders will in fact

become re-involved in further criminal activity and most instruments waver around a

predictive validity of 30-40%o, resulting in many false positives or false negatives. put

more simply, there are many dangerous offenders that may be assessed at low risk for re-

involvement, and there are also offenders that may score high on a risk assessment

instrument, however, will not inflict further harm on the community. It must be

remembered that what is being assessed is future behaviour and many environmental

contingents come into play in an offender's life that influence the direction of future

behaviour. These factors cannot be easily assessed or measured through quantitative

methods. The price of inaccurate assessments are high for both the individual offender

(deprivation of freedom) and to society (economics of service delivery and harm to

victims).



The results of risk assessments are increasingly being used to assist decision makers in

deciding whether a custodial or community based disposition is most appropriate.

Furthermore, the programmingthatis made available, whether in the community or

within a custodial setting, are primarily predicated on the assumed areas of need. These

programs have thus far been most appropriate for male offenders. programming

currently available has been developed from research on men's needs and are therefore

male centred' As will be discussed further, there is sufficient research to suggest that

these programs are not as appropriate for femare offender popurations.

Given the implications of the risk/needs assessment, it would be assumed that strenuous

efforts have taken place to ensure that they are valid for the populations to which they are

routinely applied. unforrunately this has not been the case with regard to young

offenders or adult female offenders. As in past criminal justice practices, the needs of
female offenders have been secondary to that of their male counterparts. Risk assessment

instruments that have been developed for, and tested on, men are routinely applied to

\ryomen, with the assumption that they will be equally valid for both groups. kr this thesis

we examine how the instruments used with adult and youth offenders perform for female

offenders and for female aboriginal offenders.

This thesis is organized first to provide the reader a review of what is known about the

treatment of women and girls under the criminal justice system. we further discuss the

changes in legal definitions and practices that have taken place over the years and how

theyrelate to the treatment of adult and young offenders. we discuss the current



ovelrepresentation of Aboriginal people in the criminal justice system and some of the

changes that have arisen in order to allow correctional services to become more culturally

sensitive to this situation. We review the literature on risk assessments generally, and

provide background information on research previously performed on the Manitoba

Offender Risk AssessmenlRisk Management System.

In analysing the data for this thesis, we closely followed the work of Bonta etal. (1994).

After presenting information on the demographic characteristics of the population, we

analysed both the total scores of the scales, and the individual items which form the scale,

to assess the validity of the Primary Risk Assessment for both adult and young offenders.

We present the results of the data separately for the adult and young offender

instruments.



CHAPTER TWO

REVIEW OF THE LITERATI]RE

Female offenders today, as in the past, have received minimal attention from both

research and government policy initiatives. Their small numbers have frequently been

used as a justification for the lack of serious attention being directed toward assessing and

meeting their unique needs. This neglect has been present throughout the history of

correctional service delivery in spite of increases in the proportion of female offenders

and the changes in the types of offences committed. It is only recently that serious

attention has been focussed on the characteristics of women who come into conflict with

the law, specifically asking who they are, what types of offences they commit and the

types of criminal careers they establish. Given the infancy of this interest, there are still

significant gaps in statistical data available at all stages of the criminal justice processing

from arrest to incarceration. In the next section, v/e outline the historical treatment of

female offenders and connect this to the present climate for adult female offenders. 'We

then turn attention to the treatment of young offenders under the law.

WOMEN IN PRISON

The history of women's confinement has been described best as a "curious and

contradictory mixture of neglect, outright barbarism, and well meaning paternalism"

(Cooper, 1993 p. 33). To a large extent the same gender assumptions and class biases

which directed the treatment of female offenders historically, continue to influence the

treatment of female offenders today. Prisons and Penitentiary's were originally

established as part of a humanitarian movement. Heavily influenced by the church and



the belief that criminals were misguided rather than bad, they were established as places

of solitude where offending individuals were thought to benefit from time to reflect on

their deeds and rehabilitate themselves. "ln practice, physical deprivations, torture, and

brutality were pervasive features of prison life in the 19th Century Canadian

Penitentiaries." (Boritch, 1997, p. 17 2)

Women have historically been confined in isolated sections of male institutions. Because

of their small numbers in comparison to that of male inmates, it was considered

impractical and unnecessary to construct a separate facility in which to house them.

From the beginning, we find evidence that prison officials defined women as a nuisance

and as a distraction from their dominant concerns with the larger male offender

populations. (Boritch, 1997) As they were denied access to programming and recreation

in the institution, women spent most of their time mending prison clothing and bedding.

They were frequently moved from one section of the institution to another as space was

needed for male prisoners. V/hile the small number of women accounted for part of the

explanation for their constant relocations, the attitudes of correctional staff and the

general public in the mid 19th century also had strong influences. The widespread

overwhelming belief of the time defined female offenders as far more corrupt than their

male counterparts and far less amenable to rehabilitation. (Boritch,1997) Due to

prevailing attitudes about the nature of female offenders, women confined were subjected

to the worst possible treatment afforded. They were often housed in units infested with

insects and rodents, provided with inadequate nutrition, meaningless labour, harsh

punishments for prison infractions, and subjected to sexual abuses by male guards.



(Faith, 1993) In fact, the abuses at Kingston prison were of such magnitude that they

athacted public indignation which resulted in the charges being laid against the Warden

and the appointment of a Royal Commission (The Brown Commission) to investigate the

treatment of women in prison. (Boritch, 1997)

The Brown Commission (1848) signalled the first of many criticisms into the manner in

which women had been confined. The Brown commission revealed a host of

inappropriate and barbaric treatment of girls as young as 12 years of age. There appeared

to be a complete lack of accountability on the part of those charged with the power to

maintain peace within the prison walls. The Brown Commission strongly urged that a

separate facility to house female offenders be constructed immediately to allow for a

humane housing arrangement. In 1913, 65 years after the initial recommendation to

construct a separate unit to house women, a separate unit was finally constructed. IVhile

conditions of confinement improved dramatically, Kingston remained the sole federal

facility to house female offenders and in 1914, the Royal Commission recommended that

female offenders be transferred to Provincial institutions to facilitate greater contact with

their home communities. Given that a separate unit had just been constructed, this

recommendation and the recommendation of numerous inquires thereafter, was ignored.

(Adelburg and Currie, 1987)

While the majority of literature published concerns the history of federally sentenced

women in Canada, the literature available for Provincially sentenced women and girls

implies that their conditions of confinement were superior to that of federally sentenced



women. Provincial reformatories were segregated based on gender and age. youth were

housed separate from adults as early as 1879. Gender stereotypes dictated the treatment

and management of women/girls and the programming offered was directed toward re-

socializing fallen women into their proper role of the good girliwoman/mother. (Boritch,

reeT)

The first federal Prison for Women was constructed in 1934 inKingston, Ontario.

Although the Kingston Prison for Women, P4w, was designated for an exclusively

female offender population, its structurc, organization, and program derivery lvas a

replication of that developed for male prisoners. 'Women 
were confined in cells without

windows, were denied any type of recreational ground and access to any educational

facilities. lnvestigations into the Kingston prisons for women resulted in

recommendations for its closure. By 1981, the culmination of efforts on the part

women's groups resulted in a formal complaint to the Human Rights Commission on

behalf of all federally sentenced women. The Human Rights Commission found that

female offenders were discriminated against on the basis of sex. They acknowledged

that women were subjected to substandard freatment from the criminal justice system in

all areas from access to programming to choices of serving their sentences closer to their

home communities. In response, the Correctional Service of Canada did improve their

vocational and educational programming, however, the programs continued to have a

traditional stereotypical flavour to them and were less varied than those offered to male

offenders. (Boritch, 1997)
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While programs were being expanded in P4W, greater numbers of women were being

transferred to provincial institution under the Exchange of Service Agreement. Federal

Iong-term offenders serving their sentence in provincial institutions do not presently have

access to the same range of programs as those available in federal institutions. For many

women the decision to be closer to their families and home communities therefore meant

they had to forgo programming vital for their rehabilitation. (Boritch,1997)

After numerous Task Force reports recommending the closure of P4W, finally in 1990,

the Solicitor General of Canada announced that P4V/ was to be closed and replaced by

five new regional correctional facilities for women. (Shaw, 1992) The impetus for this

announcement v/as the Creating Choíces Report compiled by the Task Force on

Federally Sentenced Women. The establishment of The Task Force on Federally

Sentenced'Women placed Canada as a leader for incorporating a feminist perspective in

addressing the concerns of Federally Sentenced Women, as well as recognizing the need

to respond to the experiences of aboriginal women. Creating Choices set out 5 broad

principles on which the new institutions for women were to be premised;

1) Empowerment
2) Meaningful Choices
3) Treating women with respect and dignity
4) The provision of a physically and emotionally supportive environment,

and
5) The sharing of responsibility for women's welfare befween institutional

staff community members, and the women themselves. (Kelly Hannah-
Moffat and Margaret Shaw, 2000)

The Creating Choices Report advocated for not just the construction of new buildings but

the incorporation of fundamentally new philosophies, focussed on healing, rather than
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punishment. Specifically, the new facilities were to be located on several acres of land

and to be structured as small cottages that housed 8 to l0 women. There was also to be

provisions so that women could reside with their children, and specific areas designed for

family visits. The programming in the facilities was to be holistic and were to be women

centred. (Hannah-Moffat &, Shaw, 2000)

The Aboriginal Healing Lodge was to be located in the prairies and staffed primarily by

Aboriginal staff. The report further placed focus on the development of community

based resources where \¡/omen could continue programming begun in the facilities, and

could offer continued support to women reintegrating back into the community. (Hannah-

Moffat & Shaw, 2000)

While the Federal Government accepted some of the main philosophies of Creating

Choices, several alterations were made. While the report clearly called for facilities that

were non-fenced, and not focused on security, the facilities were constructed with fences.

The government further did not make financial commitments to the community

resources. The new facilities were built in Truro, Nova Scotia, Kitchener, Edmonton,

Joliette, and Okimaw Ochi Healing Lodge at Maple Creek, Saskatchewan. (Hannah-

Moffat & Shaw, 2000)

Female offenders currently comprise approximately IT%oof the incarcerated population.

In 1997, there were 357 federally incarcerated females, as compared to l4,0gl federally

incarcerated males. (correctional service of canada, lggT) In 1gg7, 17.7%of all adults
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charged with criminal code offences were female, which amounts to 68,038 adult

women. Of these, 22o/o were charged with violent offences, and 49Yo with property

related offences. (Statistics Canada, 1997) When looking at young offenders, female

youth accounted for 22Yo of all youth charged with criminal code offences in 1997, which

amounts to 25,203 girls. Twenty - two percent were charged with violent offences, while

53%owere charged with property related offences. (Statistics Canada, 1997)

While there has been a statistical increase in the number of women charged and convicted

over the years, there has not been a dramatic change in women's pattern of offending.

Vy'omen are still generally convicted of petty non-violent crimes. Shaw's survey of

federally sentenced \tr'omen (1992) reported that women in prison are generallypoor,

under-educated and unskilled. They are usually addicted to drugs and./or alcohol. They

have few social supports and many have a history of physical and/or sexual abuse. A

disproportionate number of them are aboriginal. The majority of federally - sentenced

women have been convicted on properly - related offences. Those who are convicted of

violent crimes are often those who have been convicted for murdering an assaultive

parbrer. The majority of women are serving their first federal sentence, signi$ring that

most women are not repeat offenders. (Shaw, 1992) ln fact available data for both

federal and provincial levels reflect that female offenders generally do not recidivate at

very high levels. The rates of recidivism \ryere higher for provincially sentenced women,

whose crimes were of lower severity than the federally sentenced group. (Boritch, l9g7)
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Gavigan (1991) collecting data in 1985, found that 50% of the 8000 provincially

sentenced women had at least one previous jail term. Comparatively only 23o/o of the

federally sentenced women had a juvenile crime record. Between 1,975 - 1984,73% of

federally sentenced women had no previous federal committals. (Boritch, 1991) A more

recent study by Belcourt et al (1993) found that of the 968 federal females released

between the years 1978-1988, only 22%o were returned to a federal facility. Of those who

were readmítfed,49.8o/o were admitted for technical violations of release conditions, and

only 2l%o were convicted of a new offence. (Boritch, 1991) This study further

highlighted some important demographic characteristics of those women who were

recommitted. Forty - four percent of the women readmitted were aboriginal. Aboriginal

women were also over-represented in the group that was readmitted more than once

within the ten year study period. Age was the other important demographic distinguisher.

Fifty- one percent of those readmitted were between the ages of 18-30. (Boritch, 1997)

Despite popular misconception that female crime rates have increased dramatically, they

have actually decreased over the recent years. (Dell, 1998)

Surveys of federally sentenced women consistently find a high prevalence of substance

abuse among women. Additionally,T0 o/o of the women reported histories of physical

and/or sexual abuse. The incidents of abuse are even greater among aboriginal women.

(Boritch, 1997) Lowcks and Zomble (199a)) comparing a sample of male and female

federal offenders found that a dramatically higher proportion of women suffered from

depression (31% vs. I2Yo) as compared to male offenders. While women in the general

population are more likely to be diagnosed with depression and medicated for this

t4



condition, the over-medication of incarcerated women is a concern. Forty -eight percent

of the women as comparedto l3Yo of the men had previously attempted suicide. While

female offenders generally do not pose a serious threat to public safety, they do pose a

danger to themselves in the form of self-injurious behaviour. This has been documented

within all custodial facilities for women and girls. (Boritch, lggT)

Adequate programming is seriously lacking in most provincial correctional institutions,

where the majority of women are incarcerated for ttvo years less a day. programming for

aboriginal \ryomen in conflict with the law is most needed. (Adelberg and Currie, l9g7)

Programs currently offered are those developed primarily for male offenders, with few, if
any alterations, these programs are the same ones applied to women. provincially

sentenced women and girls are not routinely exposed to programming directly developed

to address issues unique to women.

Blanchette (1997), in her study looking at the differences between incarcerated violent

and non violent female offenders, found that women who were convicted of a violent

crime (specifically ones that involved serious violence) scored far higher on the needs

dimensions as measured by The Offender lntake Assessment used by the Correctional

Service of Canada, than did women convicted on non - violent offences. (Blanchette,

1997) Aboriginal women were over-represented in the sample, accounting for 22yo of

the violent offenders sampled. Blanchette (1997) further found that serious substance

abuse was an issue for 74o/o of the violent offender sample as compare dto 46yoof the

non-violent offender group. Using the Case Needs Identification and Analysis
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instrument, Blanchette (1997) further reported that the violent group scored higher on 5

of the 7 targets needs than the non-violent group. There were no significant differences

found in the areas of criminal associates, and community functioning. The most critical

difference between the two groups of women reported were previous employment

histories, where 34o/o of the violent women had no employment history as compared to

IlYo of the non-violent group. Additionally, violent women had a far greater risk

associated with suicide and self harming behaviour. Fifty three percent of the violent

group as compared to the non-violent group had a previous suicide aftempt, more than

double that of the non-violent group. (Blanchette,lggT)

ABORIGINAL OFFENDERS

The over-representation of aboriginal people is an important issue in corrections toda¡

and this is especially the case for aboriginal women. While both aboriginal men and

\ryomen are over represented throughout the system from arrest to dissolution, the rate is

greatest for aboriginal women. Additionall¡ aboriginal peoples are more likely than

their non-aboriginal counterparts to receive a custodial sentence. The rate of

incarceration for aboriginal women outweighs that for aboriginal men. While Aboriginal

people comprise approximately l2Yo of Manitoba's general population, they make up

38% of the male offender population and 48.1% of the female offender population.

(1996 Census, Statistics Canada, & The Correctional Service of Canada rggT),
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Over the last two decades there have been significant efforts directed at developing

programs and policies that are culturally appropriate and specific to the needs of

aboriginal offenders. In spite of these efforts, there has been little change. One of the

reasons for the over-representation of aboriginal people in the criminal justice system, are

the high recidivism rates among aboriginal peoples. A number of studies have

documented dramatically higher rates of re-involvement for aboriginal as compared to

non-aboriginal offenders. Hann and Harman (1993) using a Canadian sample, found

recidivism rates were l9Yohigher for aboriginal offenders as compared to that of the non

-aboriginal group. Comparing the recidivism rates of aboriginal and non-aboriginal first

time offenders in Western Australian prisons, Broadhurst et al, (1988) found that male

aboriginals recidivated at a rate of 80% as compare d to 48yo for non-aboriginal males.

When comparing the rates for aboriginal/non-aboriginal inmates the recidivism rates

were 75Yo andL9o/o respectively. The authors however caution that recidivism did

decrease generally as age increased and much of the aboriginal offender sample was

younger in age. (Broadhurst et al, 1988)

Federally sentenced Aboriginal women in Canada are more likely than non-aboriginal

women to have served a previous federal sentence and are twice as likely to be

incarcerated for a violent offence. (Holly Johnson, 1987) Another reason identified in a

number of public inquiries is the role played by racism, either overt or systemic. IVhat

appears to be more obvious is that a series of historical and contemporary events have

resulted in the marginalization of aboriginal people and has contributed to a large
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segment of the aboriginal population coming into conflict with the criminal justice

system.

Examining the long standing effects of the social and economic breakdown of the

aboriginal communities stemming largely from their experiences with residential

schooling, we find that aboriginal peoples in Canada generally possess substantially

lower levels of education when compared to non-natives, fewer marketable skills and

higher levels of unemployment. Additionally, infant mortality rates are considerably

higher and general life expectancy rates are lower by 10 years compared to non native

groups. Studies have further documented that the risk of violent death and suicide is 3

times higher for aboriginal populations when compared to the national average. When

the data is examined closely, the researchers find that the suicide rate for aboriginals aged

15-25 is six times the national average. (Correctional Law Review, 1988)

Research comparing aboriginal with non aboriginal offenders have documented that

aboriginal offenders are more likely to have come from dysfunctional familial settings

charactenzed by much instability and a great deal of contact with social service agencies.

Aboriginal offenders are more likely to have come from single parent families, or a series

of foster care homes. All these factors contribute to aboriginal offenders having loose

connections to conventional society, carrying instead sfrong feelings of anger, grief, and

indifference. (Correctional Law Review, 1988)
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There have been those who argue that it is unreasonable to assume that one generic risk

assessment tool can adequately measure the risk of all racial and ethnic groups in the

offender population, and call for group specific tools. (Hann and Harman, 1993)

Others, have insisted that the factors that are relevant to recidivism are similar for all

offenders regardless of ethnic and cultural differences. Bonta et al, contend that race

becomes important only as a responsivity principle and should only be addressed in

reference to programming style. (Bonta, Parkinson, and Barkwell,1994)

In recent years Aboriginal programming has received greater emphasis both within

custody institutions and in the community. Programming around reintegrative shaming

and holistic healing have dramatically changed the traditional approach to correctional

service delivery. With initiatives such as community youth justice committees, Family

Group Conferencing and Victim Offender Reconciliation Programs, aboriginal

communities are fighting to take control of the problems that effect their communities.

The benefits of these programs can be evaluated by assessing the satisfaction on the part

of both victims and offenders. Within our traditional framework ofjustice the victim is

often left marginal to the process and the offenders themselves often feel overwhelmed

by a foreign system. Unfortunately, while restorative approaches to justice are more

humane and make more sense from a personal / communal perspective, they are

drastically under funded and forced to rely on volunteerism to survive.
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YOTJNG OFFENDERS

Prior to confederation, the Canadian criminal law treated youth offenders in much the

same way adult offenders were treated. Most offences were resolved within the local

community involving the victim, offender, and often, religious mediators. When the

criminal law was utilized, it was reserved for those offences where community

intervention proved to be either ineffective or inappropriate. Children as young as 7

years of age were subject to the same punishments originally designed for adults.

(Hogeveen,200l) Griffith and Verdun-Jones (1994) do however contend that in special

circumstances the crown was able to argue for leniency when there was evidence that the

youth lacked criminal intent. (Griffith and Verdun-Jones, 1994)

Criminal courts in the first half of the 19th century took little interest in the environmental

contingencies associated with an offender's criminal behaviour. All offenders charged

with a specific offence were subject to similar b/pes of punishments irrespective of

circumstances associated with the crime. It was not until the mid 1850's that reformers

began to concern themselves with the treatment of children under criminal law.

Reformers began to question the legitimacy of placing first time young offenders together

with long term adult offenders. Changing images of childhood further focussed a greater

emphasis on the concept of reformation for the young offender, a concept foreign at this

time for all other offenders. (Hogeveen, 2001)
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It was with the introduction of the Juvenile Delinquents Act (1908) that Canadian

criminal courts began to process youth and adult offenders separately. With the

introduction of the JDA (1908), children were no longer defined as criminal, but rather as

misguided. The social environmental circumstances associated with their offending

behaviour came to be mitigating factors in sentencing. Reformers at the time felt that

through incarceration, correctional staff could re-socialize misguided youth, and allow for

them to retum to the general population as rehabilitated members. ln order to facilitate

this, the courts were accorded broad discretionary porvers in sentencing youth and the

category of "status" offences were created in order to allow the courts to punish

behaviors of youth, that would not have been defined as criminal for adults. The'parens

patriae 'otherwise referred to as "the child saving movement" in practice created in many

circumstances, young children being conf,rned for longer periods of time for offences that

would not be considered criminal for adults. Alongside with the emergence of the JDA,

Canadian criminal justice control increased to involve probation. Now surveillance that

was previously only possible through institutionalization of some form, was available in

the community. Probation officers by communicating with other social welfare agencies

were able to closely monitor wayward children in order to maintain their 'normalization'

once released from custody or as an alternative to custody. (Smandych, 2000)

It is female offenders who were most effected by the courts' broad range of discretionary

potvers. Given that patriarchal attitudes of the time placed strict double standards of

appropriate conduct separated by gender, young girls were incarcerated far more often
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under what was known as "status" offences than their male counterparts. (Chesney-

Lind, 1989)

Canada's youth justice system was dramatically reformed with the introduction of the

Young Offenders Act in 1984. The Young Offenders Act replaced the Juvenile

Delinquents Act, which had been in place since 1908. Sentences under the Young

Offenders Act ranged from absolute discharge to a maximum of 3 years in custody.

Youth aged I2-I7 years of age fall under the jurisdiction of the act. (Kirvan, 1995)

The YOA was developed with the following principles in mind;

o First, the YOA acknowledged that young people are responsible for their actions
and should be held accountable, however, not to the same degree as adult
offenders,

o Society has a right to be protected from the criminal acts of young people,
o While being held accountable, young people require assistance and rehabilitation

in order to meet their rehabilitative needs and the needs of the larger community,
o That where it is possible community altematives should be utilized in resolving

criminal conflicts, in order to maintain young people in the community,
o That young people have the same rights as adult offenders and should have full

protection under the Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms. (DeKeseredy,
teee)

The changes that were introduced to the juvenile justice system with the YOA clearly

focussed increasingly on a crime control agenda and the protection of society, regarding

young offenders less as children in need of salvation, and more as legal subjects. The

changes in YOA that removed the category of "status" crimes, for which many youth

were incarcerated for, should have resulted in a decline in the young offender population,

this however, has not been the case. Boritch (1997) believes that the reason Canada did

not witness a dramatic decrease in the number of young people processed, was because
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officials reclassified the category traditionally referred to as "status" offences under

administrative offences available under the YOA, specifically breaches of probation and

undertakings. Data presented by Reitsma - Street (1993) informs that in 1991 one in

four charges laid against girls were classified under administrative offences.

Additionally, one in five girls sentenced to open or secure custody in Canada were

serving sentenced for violations of administrative laws. (DeKeseredy, 1999)

In response to a number of concems regarding the growing problems of youth crime,

along side with failures of YOA amendments previously made, the Federal government

in 1998 announced a plan to amend the YOA with The Youth Criminal Justice Act

(YCJA). While the act is still being debated, we will discuss some the main changes that

have been introduced to date.

The Youth Criminal Justice Act is being proposed as a replacement to the current Young

Offenders Act. The main focus of the act is to diminish the use of incarceration for

young offenders, and reserve its use for only the most serious of cases. Additionally, the

new act allows for greater emphasis on community support and supervision. While

politically being advertised as a tougher and smarter approach to youth justice, in reality

it provides greater leniency for young offenders. Under the YOA when a young person is

sentenced to a period of custody, they serve their entire sentence in custody. Changes

under the YCJA would require that youth sentenced to a period of secure custody be

released into the community upon completion of trvo-thirds of their sentence.

Additionally, the YCJA emphasizes the need to improve crime prevention programming
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and to increase community involvement in dealing with first time offenders. This change

involves creating meaningful consequences for young people and intensiffing

rehabilitation programming provided within correctional institutions for violent and

dangerous youth, as well as developing appropriate community responses for less

dangerous offenders. (Hogeveen and Smandych, 2000)

For serious repeat young offenders the YCJA is designed to offer courts increased ability

to impose adult sentences for youth as young as 14 years of age. While the changes

proposed in the YCJA are regarded as an improvement over the present YOA, critics

argue that the federal government has still failed to deal with young offenders under the

age of twelve.

GIRL DELINOUENTS

As with adult female offenders, there currently exists little empirical evidence to guide

our understanding of what factors are uniquely relevant to predicting the recidivism of

young female offenders and even less for aboriginal female youth offenders (Bonta et al.,

1994) Female youth crime has traditionally been viewed as rare and less serious than

male youth crime. As a result early theories around female youth crime, much like

theories of adult female offending, focused on familial, and /or personal dysfunction as

the source. ln contrast, early theories of male youth crime focused on external factors

such as peer groups, and blocked opportunities to occupation and education. While

female crime remains far lower than male youth crime the gap is shrinking. Our statistics
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further alert us to the factthat female youth offenders are involved in a broad range of

offences and are not limited to only minor infractions. (Simourd and Andrews, 1995)

Simourd et al. (1997) reporting on their study of factors correlated with youth crime,

indicated that the most important risk factors for female youth offenders were; antisocial

peer group, attitudes supportive of criminal activity, previous conduct problems, and poor

parent-child relationships. Personality, social class, and family structure variables did not

produce strong correlation. Similar results were identified for male delinquents. There

were no dramatic differences in the degree to which these factors proved to be important

for each gender group. (Simourd et al. 1997)

While there are obvious social and cultural differences that have been implicated in the

etiology of youth crime, most theories fail to adequately account for why some males

become delinquent and other do not and why homes where gender stereotypes are most

explicit still produce delinquent females. While socialization practices make delinquency

for boys more likely and more acceptable by allowing boys greater freedom of movement

and encouraging gteater use of aggression, they do not provide clarity as to why and

under what circumstances girls become deviant. While there is a developing body of

research that has made connections between girls victimization and later delinquency

these findings have not been incorporated into the larger criminal justice response or

program developments.
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E NEW YOTJN

Canada has one of the highest rates of youth incarceration' This trend is likely to

continue to increase when we assess the impact of the media portrayal of violent youth.

Public perception seems to suggest that young offenders today are becoming more violent

and more dangerous than in the past. This perception is largely false and exaggerated'

The media's preoccupation with gang related offences has convincingly left the

perception that gang activity is on the rise and the public concludes that the majority of

youth crime is a result of gang influence and therefore encompasses detailed planning

and organization. The growing public fear of a new wave of youth crime has resulted in

police increasing surveillance of gang activity and therefore increasing enforcement of

the youth population generally and gang activity specifically.

Media reports suggest implicitly that all youth offenders are members of minority groups'

Here in western Canada,this places primary focus on the Aboriginal population' The

media rarely provide information surrounding the circumstances of the offence or the

offender, leaving the general viewer with the impression that the offence was random and

unprovoked. The clear message the consumer of this information receives is that crime

is a problem that belongs to members of racial minority gloups, who are living in poverty

and families dependent upon the social service sector for survival and subsistence. Take

the following exert as an example of the media contributions to this assumption;
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"Welfare dependency has also contributed to youth crime and family breakdown.
Former Alberta crown attorney Scott Newark, now head of the Ottawa-based
Canadian Resource Centre for Victims of Crime, argues, "welfare is not a
responsible way of dealing with young people who can just as easily work." It
invites trouble by creating a "lifestyle that is fundamentâIy anti-soóial. Idleness
is not good" Mr. Newark believes that if young males werà forced to support
themselves, most will find work and the time they have to contemplate criminal
behavior will evaporate. Sociologist June O'Neil and Ann Hill of Baruch College
of the City University of New York seem to have proven this empirically. In thei-r
study of inner-city poor, Professor O'Neill and Hill found that the higher the
welfare payments, the greater the "negative effects on the behavior oiyoung -rnby increasing the likelihood of fathering a child out of wedlock, criminat acìivity,
and by reducing their attachment to the Iabor force." The duo ultimately
concluded that"a 50 percent increase in the monthly dollar value of welfare
benefits led to a ll7 percent increase in the crime rate among young black men.,,
(Alberta Report, 2 May 1994:39 as quoted in Schissel ,2001,

Clearly the above exert makes no acknowledgement of the socioeconomic forces that

possibly and probably have an influence on the reason young people are not employed.

The reality for many young people is that employment options are limited and the types

ofjobs available are often low salaried and undervalued types of occupations.

Occupations that cannot provide a salary of subsistence fails to meet the needs of young

people who, as the exert implied, sometimes have dependents to care for, much less

maintain themselves. The presentation of empirical research in the exert imparts an

overall legitimacy that the general consumer will simple not question.

Sinclair and Dell (1993) analyzingdata obtained from the Canadian Cenfre for Justice

Statistics reported an overall decrease in the number of youth charged by police and those

processed through youth court from the years 1992-93 to 1996-97. While they did report

a slight increase in violent crimes by youth, the greatest increases were in crime of

robbery and non-sexual assaults as opposed to murder, manslaughter and sexual assault.

27



(Sinclair and Dell, 1998) When dividing the sample of young offenders into male/female

gtoupings, the researchers found a slight overall increase in the rate of violent crimes

committed by female youth from the years 1992-1997 (38 per 10,000-47 per 10,000).

Both robbery and homicide offences showed a slight increase. (Boe and Dell 1998).

DIFFERENCES BETWEEN MALE AND FEMALE OFFENDER POPULATIONS

Although many female offenders come from similar social and economic backgrounds to

male offenders, they tend to have even fewer economic resources, few if any marketable

skills, and are far more likely to be vested with child-care responsibilities. Additionally,

female offenders are likely to have more health problems, and are more likely to have

been repeat victims of physical and sexual abuse. Substance abuse and eating disorders

are also prevalent among female offenders. Women in prison are more likely to suffer

from psychological and emotional disorders such as; depression, anxiety, schizophrenia

and Bi-polar disorder. (Shaw, 1991) For incarcerated women, slashing and other self -

injurious behaviours are common, while they are virnrally absent in male institutions.

(Shaw, 1992) There has been some research findings that suggest that women with a

history of suicide or self injurious types of behaviour are at a greater risk for violent

recidivism as compared with the control group. This would suggest the possible

inclusion of information regarding a hidtory of self injury as standard intake assessment

for risk prediction for female offenders. This may well prove to be a need factor only

relevance to female offenders. Additionally, suggested was that full time child rearing

should be considered as full time employment when scoring female offenders primarily

responsible for child rearing.
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Female offenders generally have less extensive criminal histories than males and are

incarcerated for less serious crimes. Female offenders are also less likely to become re-

involved than their male counterparts. Their reported recidivism rates have consistently

been shown to be lower than male offender populations. This has led some researchers to

question whether incarceration is an option that should be used for women at all, and

more specifically, to question whether the great majority of women serving a custodial

sentence are in fact a serious danger to society. (Shaw, l99l)

Lowcks andZamble (199Q comparing federal samples of male and female offenders

identified that a significantly larger proportion of women suffered from depression at

moderate clinical levels as compared to their male counterparts (31% vs. I2%).

Moreover, 48o/o of their female sample as comparedto l3yo of the male sample reported a

history of suicide attempts. There is generally less overt violence in women's prisons,

and there tends to be greater use of disciplinary procedures for minor infractions. Female

offenders are more often managed with the over use of medication. (Hannah-Moffat &

Shaw,2000)

The feminist community has been divided on what is viewed as the best way to ensure

the rights of female offenders are being respected. The "equality''approach works to

advocate for legislative equality, claiming that in order to receive equal treatment under

the law women must have the same rights and services available to them as their male

counterparts. The alternative approach is the "difference" approach. This view argues

that it is un¡easonable to ignore differences between the male and female population and
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while the services provided should be of equal quality to that of the larger male

population, management, programming and treatment of women should be centred and

developed around the needs of women and not a replication of that available with male

offenders, in male institutions. (Chesney-Lind & Pollock, 1994) "By emphasizing parity

and then using a male standard, women will always lose. Equality in sentencing has led

to staggering increases of women in prison, equality in prison programming has led to

more vocational programs, but it has also led to more security measures, more formalistic

approaches to supervision, and arguably a more 'prisoners fîrst, women second' approach

to supervision." This approach clearly placed males as the yardstick to which women are

measured against. (Pollock, 1998 p.al "ln order for women offenders to receive justice,

it must be recognized that men and women inhibit different social realities and that

women are not necessarily best served if they are treated in ways that assume their needs

are identical to their male counterparts." (chesney-Lind & pollock, 1995, p. 170)

Developing from the equal but different approach, there is a drastic need for an expansion

of programming that is women centred. Currently prisons in Canada, Europe and the

United States offer basic medical, educational, vocational, and intervention t)'pe

programming on an equal basis to both men and women. Specialized programming that

focuses on the needs of female inmates and members of minority races are still severely

limited. Programming that confronts issues of physical and sexual violence in the lives

of girls and women, as well as programming around pregnancy and motherhood,

educational and vocational programs are very limited. Adult institutions that offer

parenting and pre-natal programming for \ryomen have found these programs to be
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extremely popular and constantly full. Programming for survivors of sexual violence are

still necessary. (Chesney-Lind & Pollock, 1995, p.170)

RISK/I\EEDS ASSESSMENT AND CLASSIFICATION

Risk/needs assessment and classification is a routine correctional practice that is used to

assist judges in making decisions regarding whether an offender should receive a

custodial or community - based sentence, and, if incarcerated, at what level of

classification. This information is then further used to establish a case plan and set

treatment goals. The assessment and classification of an offender begins at conviction

and continues throughout an offender's period of supervision, whether this is within a

custodial complex or in the community. Objective assessment instruments have the

advantage of minimizing person bias, providing equitable treatment of offenders with

similar offence patterns, and can provide direction for treatment and accommodation.

Additionally, they increase corrections accountability to both the general public and

offenders themselves by clearly indicating the criterion that is used to inform

assessments. Finally, Risk Assessment instruments provide continuity of care, as the

same instruments should be utilized within provincial boundaries.

Correctional officials have been working to predict offenders' risk for re-involvement

since the very origins a correctional system. James Bonta (1994) has described the

development of risk assessment tools within a generation analogy. First generation

assessment practices involved a subjective assessment of an offender's risk. The factors

involved in the decision were difficult to isolate or replicate. There were no concrete
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guidelines directing professionals as to what information was most useful in predicting

risk for re-involvement. There was great variation in the assessment, and hence the

sentencing, of offenders with similar circumstances. In short, the assessment relied

exclusively on the correctional officer's personal evaluation of the offender. These

assessment practices were most commonly applied prior to the 1920. It is no longer

acceptable to formulate correctional plans based solely on personal, subjective

assessments. (Bonta, 1994)

Second generation assessment practices began with Burgess's classic study of over 3,000

parolees in 1928. Using a sample of parolees, Burgess isolated 2l factors that

distinguished between those parolees who were successful and those who became re-

involved. With second-generation assessment tools, we see the development of

empirically based risk assessment tools. Researchers began to systematically assess

factors that were related to re-involvement by isolating and cataloguing those factors and

creating a scoring system. These scales provided a substantial improvement from first

generation assessments as they were able to reliably predict which offenders posed the

greatest risk to society and which were lower risks for re-involvement. (Bonta,1994)

While second generation risk scales presented a significant improvement over first

generation assessments by providing both direction to staff and accountability to the

public and offenders themselves, they provided little direction for treatment. The primary

reason for this was that they measured exclusively historical factors. They provided no

measure of dynamic factors that are amenable to change. (Bonta, lg94)
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Beginning in the 1970's, research in the area of risk prediction expanded enormously.

Third generation assessment tools differ from second generation by accounting for both

risk and need factors. Risk factors are those variables in an offender's historythat are

static, unchangeable. Need factors are aspects of the offender's social and personal

environment that are amenable to change and serve as appropriate targets for treatment if

we wish to impact recidivism rates. By combining both risk and need factors, these

assessment tools allow professionals to assess an offender at different points in hislher

sentence therefore providing a ruler by which to measure reductions in risk. (Bonta,

tee4)

There are only th¡ee assessment instruments in use today that have the combined ability

to assess both an offender's risk and needs. These instruments are; The Wisconsin

Classiflrcation System (Baird, Heinz and Bemus,IgTg), The Community Risk-Needs

Scale of the Correctional Service of Canada (Motiuk and Porporino, 1989), and the Level

of Service Inventory - Revised (Andrews and Bonta, 1995) Third generation or present

day assessments, acknowledge that offenders have many needs. Of these needs, some are

criminogenic, that is related to their criminal behaviour, and others are non-criminogenic,

or unrelated. Isolating and appropriately addressing criminogenic needs will lower an

offender's risk for recidivism. (Andrews et al., 1990)

The majority of risk/needs classiflrcation instruments in use today have been developed

and validated on a general probation/parole population. ln practical terms, this amounts

to comprising between 80-85% male offender populations. There are many problems
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with making the blind assumption that the results of these validation tests are equally

applicable to female offenders. The only instruments in use today that have been

demonstrated to have predictive validity with a female probation population have been

the Level of Service Inventory -Revised and the Case Management Strategies; both are

used in Ontario. In Manitoba rislc/needs classification system has never been evaluated

on an exclusively female offender population.

OFFENDER REHABILIATION

The area of offender rehabilitation has received its fair share of skepticism from both the

general public and from researchers. The 1970's particularly was a period when the

"Nothing Works" philosophy was widely accepted. Given this, it was believed that

instead of allocating scare resources to rehabilitate offenders, what was needed were

sfricter penalties for those who violated the law. There is now evidence that offender

rehabilitation programs can in fact work to reduce recidivism, particularly those programs

that are appropriately matched to the offender and use a cognitive-behavioral approach.

Additionall¡ we now know that greater sanctions have either no influence on reducing

recidivism or actually produce a negative effect by increasing the probability of re-

involvement. (Andrews, 1994)

Andrews and Bonta (1994) identified five principles of effective offender treatment, these

are: risk, need, responsivity, professional discretion, and program integrity. The Risk

Principle rests on two presumptions, the first is that criminal behaviour can be predicted

and second, that it is necessary to match the level of supervision to the designates level of
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risk. In line with the second point, the most intensive services should be reserved for

those offenders who are assessed to be of greatest risk for re-involvement. (Andrews and

Bonta, 1,994)

Andrews, et al, (1990) reviewing 154 treatments, found that providing intensive

correctional services to all offenders did not produce desired effects for all. Specifically,

they found that recidivism was either unaffected or actually increased for lower risk

offenders, when they received intensive treatment. It is, therefore, both socially and

fiscally desirable to match the level of treatment to an offender's assessed level of risk.

(Andrews and Bonta 1994)

The Need Principle accepts that offenders have many needs, some are defined as

criminogenic and others as non-criminogenic. Criminogenic needs are those related to an

offender's criminal behaviour. Criminogenic needs are generally refened to as dynamic

risk factors because they are amenable to change. If treatment interventions are

successful in diminishing these needs, then there will be a corresponding decrease in

recidivism. Some examples of important criminogenic needs include; pro-criminal

attitudes, criminal associates, substance abuse, anti-social personality, poor problem-

solving skills, and hostility/anger. These factors have consistently been found to be

associated with recidivism for both youth and adult offenders. (Andrews and Bonta,

t994)
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The Responsivity principle states that intervention can only be successful when matched

to an offender's intellectual ability and individual leaming style. Treatment programs

that involve social leaming and cognitive behavioural approaches have been found to

demonstrate greater success than other approaches used. (Andrews and Bonta, 1994)

Social Learning and Cognitive Behaviour treatment programs tend to offer structured

treatments that focus on behavioural choices, and the modelling and reinforcement of

pro-social behaviours. (Bonta, 1997)

Professional Discretion forms the fourth principle of effective offender classification

and treatment. While assessment and classification instruments are designed to produce

accurate prediction for the majority of offenders, there may always be an individual

exception. Correctional officials working with individual offenders therefore need to

have some professional discretion to override an assessment. (Andrews and Bonta, 1994)

Professional expertise should in these cases be applied to the appropriate management of

an individual offenders risk.

A fifth and final principle is Program Integrify. Program Integrity involves a structured

delivery of the treatment program that adheres to all of the above principles, and is lead

by enthusiastic and dedicated staff. (Andrews, 1994)

Andrews et al, (1990) found that when comparing programs on the basis of criminal

sanctions (Probation vs. Prison), appropriate treatment (combining the principles of risk,

needs, responsivity, professional discretion and program integrity) and inappropriate
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treatments, that appropriate treatments were associated with a reduction in recidivism that

averaged 50%, while criminal sanctions and inappropriate treatments demonstrated small

increases in recidivism. (Andrews and Bonta, 1994)

All of the knowledge we have on effective offender rehabilitation rests flrrst on the

assumption that we can reliably classifu any offender's risk. ln addition to issues of

accurate prediction, the introduction of risk assessments as an integral aspect of freatment

planning and risk reduction requires some discussion. Historically, the principles of

effective rehabilitation were not well understood and less researched. Within the current

actuarial risk society orientation it has become a measure of effective supervision to

manage and lower the risk any individual offender poses to society. In order to

responsibly manage risk, the correctional officers involved with the offender both within

the institution and in the community must be proactive in gathering collateral information

from many sources outside the offender him/trerself. The probation or correctional

officer must further become involved in intervention as never before required. The

officer must make regular appraisal of the offender's coping skills and strategies, be cued

to environmental stressors that influence the offender, and act as both a supporter for pro

social behavioural changes in the offender and an enforcer ofcourt ordered conditions.

As the number of serious violent offenders being monitored in the community increased

together with accompanyrng case load increases, these duties become more difficult to

accomplish.
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RESEARCH ON RISK FACTORS

There has been much research conducted on factors associated with recidivism. The

majority of such studies have been conducted using samples of recidivist and non-

recidivists. The two groups are then compared to highlight factors that distinguish

between the two goups. These factors are then tested on new samples to determine if

they are associated with recidivism. Also common are studies that identiff a cohort of

children and follow them to see who of them go on to become habitual criminals.

(Andrews, 1989)

Bonta and Wormith (1988) summarized the finding of several large-scale studies, found

remarkable consistency in factors associated with youth crime. They summarized these

f,rndings as;

authority, and having values and beliefs that support criminal activity,

The conclusion from these studies suggests that the prediction of criminal involvement

can be substantially increased when a number of factors are together assessed. (Andrews,

1989) V/hile some of the factors associated with re-involvement are static, it is those

variables that are changeable that correctional staff, whether in prison or in the

community, must focus on in o¡der to reduce an offender's risk level, and work towards
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assisting that offender in becoming a productive member of the community.

Additionally, studies comparing delinquent and non-delinquent groups of youth have

found that delinquent youth come from low functioning families, often characterized by

violence, substance abuse, emotional inconsistency and conditions of poverty. Often

there are a number of family members also involved in criminal activity and young

offenders are modelling behaviour they have observed in the home or by relatives.

Delinquents generally are not high achievers in academic settings, many having

developed a history of defiant behaviour in school. Young offenders demonstrate a

history of problems in relationships with both teachers and peers. Juvenile delinquents

spend less time at home and more time with peers. (Angenent and De Man, 1996)

Research data has established a pattern connecting criminal involvement with age.

Criminal activity appears to peak at the 14-15 years of age and shows a slow, but steady

decline thereafter. This pattern was found to be similar for males and females, however,

females increased at a lower rate. Farrington et al (1952) when analyzingself reports of

youth found the same pattern. (Emler and Reicher, 1995)

RISK ASSESSMENT TOOLS AND FEMALE OFFENDERS

Studies that have sought to validate rislc/needs assessment tools initially developed and

validated on a predominantly, if not exclusively, male offender population, with female

offenders, have met mixed results. While instruments such as The Level of Service

lnventory - Revised and the Case Management Strategies, have been found to reliably
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predict recidivism for both male and female offenders (and the Youth Level of Service

Inventory has been demonstrated to be reliable for male and female young offenders),

others such as the SIR scale used by the Correctional Service of Canada, have repeatedly

failed to demonstrate predictive validity when tested on female offender populations.

This should not be surprising given that the theoretical frameworks that guided the

inclusion of various factors in the risk assessment instrument, were all theories of male

offending.

The SIR scale was developed by Joan Nuffield, using a sample of male inmates released

between 1970 - 1972. Since its initial validation, the scale has been successfully re-

validated a number of times on male offender populations. V/allace (1995), in her efforts

to validate the SIR on an exclusively female offender population found mixed results.

She calculated SIR scores for a female offender population released from a federal

institution in 1983-84. Recidivism was defined as reconviction or parole revocation

within three years following release. She reported a recidivism rate of 35.8%o,however,

when she conducted an item analysis of the scale, she concluded that only two items on

the scale predicted re-involvement. These items where; age at first conviction, and length

of sentence' Items found to be significant for a female offender population ,but not for

males, \ryere a history of physical abuse as an adult and a history of self-injurious

behaviour. This indicates that while male and female inmates share some similar

predictive items, they also demonstrate some differences. (wallace, 1995) The

researches concluded that;
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"The most immediate implication of the results in the first study is that the
SIR scale may not be particularly useful risk-classification tool for
Canadian federally sentenced women. Although the total SIR score was
predictive of recidivism, the poor differentiation of risk among the
categories and the numerous items that were either too infrequent or simply
not predictive of outcome caution against the use of this scale for women"
(Bonta et al., 199 5, p.289)

The Level of Service lnventory - Revised (LSI-R) has most probably been the best

researched instrument in North America. As already stated it has demonstrated

predictive validity with both male and female offender populations. However,

research on the LSI-R has shown that the cut off scores based on male offender

norrns do not work for female offenders. The average cut off scores for a sample

of females was 15.5 as compared to a similar sample of male offenders whose

scores ranged from 20.9 -25.L (Bonta et al., 1995)

There has been growing concern on the part of feminists doing research in the area

of rislc/need assessments for female offenders. Specifrcally, there is concem

around over classiffing female offenders based on their high needs rather than risk.

we have already acknowledged that female offenders generally approach the

system with a gteater battery of needs than male offenders. These needs do not

necessarily place female offenders at greater risk to society. Additionally, there

has been a call for a more in depth assessment of women needs at the intake stage

in order to assess need factors that may assist women in coping with the pains of

imprisonment as well as improvement their strategies for coping when back in the

community. Blanchette (1997) found that one of the best predictors of violent

recidivism \¡/as a history of suicide attempts. Moreover, Bonta et al. (1995) found
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that a history of self-injurious behaviour was strongly associated with recidivism.

Specifically, 7 8o/o of recidivist had a history of self injury as compare d to 25Yo of

the non-recidivists. (Bonta et a1.,1995)

Adler and Basemore (1980) have questioned the application of guidelines developed for

male offenders to \ryomen. They contend that criteria guidelines are most valid when

tested and applied to a homogeneous population. Yet, the female offender population is

very diverse in its cultural make up. Additionally, the types of offences that men and

women commit are very different, and their response to incarceration is very different as

well. 'Women 
are far more likely to engage in self destructive and mutilating behaviours

than men, who are far more likely to respond violently towards others. (Adler and

Basemore;1980 & Adelberg and Currie, 1987)

Harman and Hann (1986) found that women released on Parole had lower reconviction

rates as compared to their male counterparts. Seventy nine percent of women were

successful as compared with sixty five percent of the males. Those women who were re-

involved committed crimes of a less serious nature than men, one that usually did not

require a custodial sentence. Similar findings have been documented in the United States

by Spencer and Beraco chea (1972), as well as in England and 'Wales by Posen (1938).

(Harman and Hann, 1986)
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THE WISCONSIN CLASSIFICATION SYSTEM

The original'Wisconsin classification system consisted of ¡rvo separate assessments, one

that measured an offender's risk using exclusively static items, and the second measured

an offender's needs. There were l1 risk items (including the variable assault) and 12

need items. Each item was given a scoring weight and the scores were then summed to

yield a total score. This total score was then used to classifo an offender as belonging to

a low, medium, or high risk for re-involvement. In the original scoring format, a

conviction for any assault related offence, carried a score of 15 points, which

automatically placed an offender in the high-risk category. (Bonta, parkinson, and

Barkwell, 1994) Also included in the original assessment tool was a re-assessment of

both the risk and needs to be completed every six months during an offender's

supervision, and a general treatment strategy called the Client Management Classification

(CMC), which operated independently of the risk and needs assessments. These will not

be discussed further in this report (Bonta, Parkinson, and Barkwell,1994)

Baird, Heinz and Bemus (1979), the developers of the original Wisconsin Classification

System, using a sample of 250 terminated probation and parole cases, identified and

isolated a series of factors related to probation/parole outcome. These items were then

scored and weighted. The developed scale was then validated on a sample of 4,231

probation and parole cases with a two-year follow-up. While the items identified from

the original analysis included both risk and need factors, and the validation sample was

assessed for both risk and need factors, only the risk items were analysed. The results
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indicated that the risk items did in fact predict re-involvement. (Bonta, Parkinson, and

Barkwell, 1994)

Following this validation, the Wisconsin system was widely accepted by many

jurisdictions. By 1981, the Wisconsin System was in use in over 50 jurisdictions in both

Canada and the united States. (Baird, 1981) However, there have been few re-

validation studies performed to ensure that the instrument was suitable for the different

populations being assessed with it. In two validation studies in Ontario, Andrews,

Kiessling, Muckus, and Robinson (1985) demonstrated that the risk items were valid and

reliable in predicting the outcome among a sample of probationers. An attempt to

validate the instrument with a sample of New York State probationers, however, yielded

poor results. The instrument was found to have no predictive validity. (Bonta,

ParHnson, and Barkw ell, 1994)

In 1982, Community & Youth Corrections Division of Manitoba Justice adapted the

'Wisconsin 
RiskAleeds Classification System developed in 1979 by Baird et al. While the

original assessment was developed and validated on an adult offender population,

Manitoba extended its application to include both adult and youth offenders. Of note,

Baird et al. (1979) did include a slightly modified version of the 
'Wisconsin 

classification

system to be used with young offenders however, provided no outcome data to

substantiate its validity. Ashford and LeCroy, (1988) attempted to validate the youth

version in Arizona, however, found the classifications developed by the scale to be

unrelated to outcome. (Bonta, Parkinson, Barkwell, and Pang, l9g4)
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In 1986, Sabourin undertook an evaluation of the instrument using a sample of 2,825

terminated probation cases from the years 1983-1985. Assessing both adult and youth

offender populations, Sabourin evaluated both items that formed the original'Wisconsin

risk/need instrument, as well as additional items, and assessed the degree to which these

items were related to outcome. The f,rndings indicated that the instrument predicted

outcome better for the adult offender population than for the youth population. These

flrndings led to a number of modifications to both the adult and youth versions of the

Wisconsin instrument. Specifìcally, items such as assault were dropped and items such

as sex were added. Additionally, the scoring schemes of the instrument were also

revised. While these revisions demonstrated improved ability to predict outcome for the

adult probation population, there was no corresponding improvement for the youth

version. Nevertheless, in January 1987, the Community and Youth Corrections Division

of Manitoba Justice implemented the revised Wisconsin Classification System to be used

with both adult and youth offenders across the province. (Bonta, parkinson, and

Barkwell, 1994)

Bonta and Parkinson (1994) building on Sabourin's work, highlighted that ashortcoming

of Sabourin's study was that it evaluated the predictive validity of the items on an

individual basis, rather than assessing the items in composition to determine if they

formed a reliable scale. Additionally, Bonta and Parkinson noted that there was no

evaluation of the needs component of the Wisconsin instrument. In their study they,

sought to address these shortcomings. Using a sample of terminated Manitoba probation

cases from the years 1990-199I with a four year follow-up, they found that the need
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items, when combined, demonstrated predictive validity, although not to the same

magnitude as the risk items. They also determined that a number of items on the needs

scale could either be deleted entirely or combined. (Bonta, Parkinson, and Barkwell,

tee4)

Using this information, Bonta and Parkinson (1994) collapsed the risk and needs scale

ínto one form and simplified the scoring. The combined risk/needs instrument was

demonstrated to have greater predictive validity than either the risk or the needs scales on

their own. (Bonta, Parkinson, and Barkwell,1994)

Modifications to the youth version of the instrument were more challenging, and continue

to demonstrate a significantly lower ability to predict outcome both during the period of

supervision and especially post-probation follow-up, than the adult version. The

researchers concluded that there currently exists only weak empirical support for the use

of the Wisconsin Risk/needs classification system with young offenders. (Bonta,

Parkinson, and Barkwell,1994) The changes in the instrument are summarized in the

table below.

(As displayed by Bonta, Parkinson, and Barkwell, 1994)

Year

1982
I I risk items
12 need item
Rislc/needs separate
Weighting Scores



Bonta, LaPrairie and Wallace-Capretta, (1997) undertook the task of validating the

Revised'Wisconsin Classification System on an aboriginal offender population using a

three year follow-up period. Using a Manitoba sample 903 offenders, they subdivided

their population into four groups; Metisinon status, Treaty On (living on a reserve at the

time of admission to probation) Treaty Off (Living off reserve at the time of probation

admission), and the non-aboriginal group. V/hile Bonta et al, used both males and

females in their samples, they reported that the sample was composed of approximately

85% male offenders. The researchers concluded that the Revised Manitoba Classification

system was successful in predicting the recidivism rates for aboriginal offenders,

although not with the same consistency for all groups. The researchers identified that

aboriginal offenders had a significantly higher recidivism rate than their non-aboriginal

counterparts. Bonta et al, identified some anomies in their findings. Specif,rcally, they

found that while the Treaty On group scored lowest on the rislc/needs assessment, they

surpassed all of the divided groups in their recidivism rates. The researchers cautioned

that while the instrument may be a useful tool to use with the MetisAtron-status and

Treaty Off groups, it is less useful in predicting the recidivism of the Treaty On group.

(Bonta, LaPrairie and'Wallace-Capretta, 1997)

HO\ry IS RISK/NEED CLASSIFICATION CONDUCTED?

In Manitoba, once an offender has been convicted, the court will order a pre-sentence

report, or as in the case of young offenders, a pre-disposition report. If not ordered by

the Court, Probation or institutional staff will complete a post-sentence/ post-disposition

report. The primarypurpose of these reports are to provide a social history of the
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offender and to locate the offender's law violating behaviour in context with the

offender's typical conduct. Rislc/needs assessments are completed as part of the pre-

sentence/pre-disposition report.

The necessary information to complete the assessments is oobtained through interviews

with the offender and collateral (family, employers, school personnel) victim interviews/

impact statements, psychological assessments, Child and Family Services, and finally a

comprehensive file review. In the end, the correctional officer must evaluate the

information, calculate risk, make recommendations for sentencing, and formulate an

offender treatment plan.

The Manitoba RiskÀ{eeds System has a number of components. While the present study

will only look at the Primary Risk Assessment, as predictive of general recidivism, it is

important to mention that there are additional sections designed specifically to measure

violent recidivism, domestic violence and sexual recidivism as well as a risk management

review that is administered to measure response to correctional treatment interventions.

Speaking strictly of the Primary Risk Assessment, an offender, once assessed, can be

classified as low, medium or high risk for re-involvement. The Manitoba Risk/Needs

System is administered twice, once at initial placement on probation, and once at

termination. A score of 0-5 is classified as being low risk, scores of 6-l I are classified as

medium, and scores of 12 andhigher are classified as being high risk. (Bonta et al.,

tge4)
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CHAPTER THREE

RESEARCH METHODS

RESEARCH OBJECTIVES

The purpose of this study was to answer the following questions;

valid and reliable for female offenders

female, aboriginal and non-aboriginal groups of offenders)

instrument.

Are the same predictor variables equally important to male and female offenders,
and to aboriginal non aboriginal offenders, and

Is the Primary Risk Assessment a reliable tool for prediction of recidivism both
during a period of supervision and beyond.

This inquiry sought to answer the above questions for both adult and youth offenders. It

should be noted that there are slightly different version of the Primary Risk Assessment

administered to adult offenders as compared youth offenders.

In order to execute this stud¡ two data sets were obtained from Manitoba Justice

containing information on adult and youth probationers from the years 1986-1992. This

database was selected because it was the most current data on offenders available at the

time this study was executed. Furthermore, this was the same data set used by Bonta et al

when the insfrument was modified and revalidated on a general offender population. As
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described earlier in this report, Bonta and his colleagues used a sample 1,076 cases from

the years 1990 - L99l to conduct their study. It is this sample we have used to execute

the present study.

The youth data set contains a sample of 595 young offenders from the years 1990-92.

Once again, this was the sample used in this study to examine the ability of the revised

Manitoba risk/needs Classification System to predict re-involvement rates for young

female offenders and assess the strength of the relationship as compared to that of male

offenders.

The analyses for both data sets were essentially the same. Descriptive statistics such as

frequencies and cross-tabulations were used to describe the population under study and to

compare all items on the rislc/needs scale with probation outcome, as well as reconviction

after probation. The items on the scale were correlated with one another to determine

they were measuring the same thing, in this case, recidivism. The groups under study

were identified and separated, first by gender and then by aboriginal status.

The total risk scores were correlated with outcome variables to assess the strength of the

relationship of the total scores with recidivism. The items which form the scale, were

then correlated with the outcome variables to examine the psychometric value of the

scale. This was performed for both Admission and Termination items. We then

examined how each group was classiflred by risk measures and finally how each goup

performed on Probation.
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In order to determine the PRA's predictive validity following a period of supervision,

data was provided containing information pertaining to criminal records from the RCMp.

New convictions formed the major outcome variable and the sample was followed for

overa 4year period.

LIST OF INDEPENDENT VARIABLES for Primarv Risk Assessment (ADULTS &
YOUTFI)

1. The Primary Risk Assessment ( Adult and Youth versions)

DEPENDENT VARIABLE

1. Re- involvement as measured by conviction for a new offence both during Probation
and up to four years following the completion of a probation order. (for both youth
and adult offenders)

CONTROL VARIABLES

1. Gender
2. Ethnicity
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CHAPTER FOUR

DATA ANALYSIS

CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT OFFENDER POPULATION .

DEMOGRAPHICS

As stated above, the sample population of adult offenders was 1076 of which 885 were

male offenders and 191 were female offenders. The table below illustrates a clear

breakdown of the study groups separated.

TABLE 2 - NATIVE CANADIAN STATUS

As we can see the majority of the population was male and Non-Aboriginal (59.9%).

While the sub sample sizes for the remainder of the populations were small, the results

from this study may serve as a useful guide for more in depth investigations into the issue

of validity.

SEX OF
PROBATIONER

Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent

MALE X-NATTVE 524 59.2% 59.2% 59.2%
METIS-NT lt7 t.3.2% t32% 72.4%
TRTY-ON 145 16.4% t6.4% 88.8%
TRTY-OFF 99 tl.2% n.2% 100.0%

Total 885 100.0% 100.0%
FEMALE X-NATTVE 96 503% 50.3% 503%

METIS-NT 31 16.2% 16.2% 665%
TRTY-ON 28 14.7% 14.7% 81.2%
TRTY-OFF 36 r8.8% 18.8% 100.0%

Total t9l r00.0% r00.0%
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- AGE OF PROBATIONER

CATEGORICAL GROUP TJNDER STTJDY MEAN N

MAIES 27.8 88s

FEMALES 29.9 191

MALE NON-ABORIGINALS 28.4 524

MALE METIS 26.5 tt7

MALE TREATY ON 26.7 t45

MALE TREATY OFF 27.8 99

FEMALE NON-AB ORIGINALS 3l.0 96

FEMALE METIS 29.0 3l

FEMAIE TREATY ON 27.5 28

FEMALE TREATY OFF 29.7 36

NON-ABORIGINAL 28.8 620

METIS 27.0 148

TREATY ON 26.8 t73

TREATY OFF 28.3 135

Summarizing the above results, we can see that offenders in all sub- populations average

in their late twenties. Female offenders on average were slightly older than their male

counterparts (29.9 versus 27.8). As well the Non-Aboriginal (28.8) and Treaty Off

(28.3) populations were slightly older than the Metis (27.0) and Treaty On (26.8) goups.
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CATEGORICAL GROUP TJNDER
STUDY

Valid Yo - (One or more
address chanses )

N

MALES 633% 88s

FEMALES 56.5% l9t

MALE NON.ABOzuGINALS 66.6% 524

MAIE METIS 62.4% tt7

MALE TREATY ON 413% t45

MALE TREATY OFF 83.8% 99

FEMALE NON-ABORIGINAIS 54.2% 96

FEMALE METIS 48.4% 3l

FEMALE TREATY ON 46.4% 28

FEMALE TREATY OFF 77.8% 36

NON-ABORIGINAL 64.7% 620

METIS 59.4% 148

TREATY ON 42.2% t73

TREATY OFF 82.2% 135

E4_AD HE PREVIOUS 12 MOTHS

While the overall sample population was clearly a highly transient one, our results

indicate that offenders in the Treaty Off group appear to be most transient of all other

groups under study. Furthermore male offenders in the sample reported a greater number

of address changes than their female offender counterparts.
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CATEGORICAL GROUP T]NDER
STTJDY

Valid % (No use of drugs/
alcohol)

N

MALES 53,2% 885

FEMALES 66.s% l9l

MAIE NON-ABOzuGINALS 59.7% 524

MAIE METIS 42.7% tt7

MALE TREATY ON 46.2% 145

MALE TREATY OFF 41.4% 99

FEMAIE NON-AB ORIGINALS 76.0% 96

FEMALE METIS 645% 3t

FEMALE TREATY ON 60.7% 28

FEMALE TREATY OFF 47.2% 36

NON-ABORIGiNAL 62.3% 620

METIS 47.3% 148

TREATY ON 48.6% 173

TREATY OFF 43.0% 135

TAB _ DRU USE OF B

Our results fuither illustrate that male offenders in the sample were more likely to report

regular drug use than female offenders, and Aboriginal offenders more so than non -
Aboriginal offenders. The Treaty Off population was most likely to report regular use of

drugs.
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CATEGORICAL GROUP UNDER
STTJDY

Valid % (Pubtic Assistance) N MISSING

MALES 35.2% 862 23

FEMALES 49.7% l8l l0

MAIE NON-ABORIGiNALS 22.1% 515 9

MALEMETIS 455% t12 5

MALE TREATY ON 613% t37 8

MALE TREATY OFF 55.1% 98 I

FEMALE NON-ABORIGINALS 30.8% 91 5

FEMALE METIS 77.4% 3t 0

FEMAIE TREATY ON 52.0% 25 3

FEMALE TREATY OFF 73.5% 34 2

NON-ABORIGINAL 23.4% 606 l4

METIS s2.4% t43 5

TREATY ON 599% 162 ll
TREATY OFF s9.8% 132 J

Female offenders in the sample were more likely than male offenders to report public

assistance as their primary source of income. As well, Aboriginal offenders were more

likely to report a dependence on public assistance than their Non-Aboriginal counterparts.

These results come as no surprise, as the research has consistently pointed to the growing

femininization of poverly and the growing number of Aboriginal people dependent on the

social welfare system for financial income.
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LE7-GRADEIN VED

Our results demonstrated that Non-Aboriginal offenders in the sample population were

likely to have progressed further academically than their Aboriginal counterparts, with

6.6% of Non-Aboriginals having completed high school as compared with .7o/o of the

Metis sub-group, I.3Yo of the Treaty On sub-group and finally 3.1%o of the Treaty Off

group. The data however, informs that the majority of offenders regardless of sub-

grouping, had not completed a grade l2 education.

Grouping the results from the next few tables together, v/e can see that male offenders in

the sample were more likely to have had a previous conviction than female offenders and

consequently are more likely to have had a previous probation sentence, previous

CATEGORICAL
GROUP I]NDER

STt]DY

Yalid %o (Completed
Some high School)

Yalid o/o

(Graduated from
Grade 12)

N MISSING

OVERALL
POPULATION

68.9% 4s% 1039 37

MALES 70.0% 45% 851 34
FEMALES 63.8% 4.8% 188 3

MALE NON-
ABOzuGINAIS

77.2% 65% 509 15

MALE METIS 63.2% 9% t17 0
MALE TREATY ON 5t.t% .8% 131 t4
MALE TREATY OFF 66.0% 3.2% 94 5

FEMALE NON-
ABORIGINALS

74.7% 7.4% 95 I

FEMALE METIS 67.7% 0.0% 3t 0
FEMALE TREATY

ON
48.t% 3.7% 27 I

FEMALE TREATY
OFF

42s% 2.9% 35 I

NON-ABOzuGINAI 76.8% 6.6% 604 t6
METIS 64.2% 10/,l /o 148 0

TREATY ON 50.6% 1.3% 158 l5
TREATY OFF 59.7% 3.1% 129 6
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incarceration, and previous breaches. Aboriginal offenders also were more likely to

have had prior involvement with the corrections system than their Non-Aboriginal

counterparts.

T VIOUS N S

CATEGORICAL
GROUP IJNDER

STUDY

Valid 7o (Previous
Conviction)

N MISSING

MALES 70.4% 820 65
FEMALES 593% 182 9

MALE NON.
ABORIGINAIS

663% 498 26

MAIE METIS 86.2% 109 8
MALE TREATY ON 63.8% 130 l5
MALE TREATY OFF 84j% 83 l6

FEMAIENON-
ABORIGINALS

57.0% 93 3

FEMALE METIS 66.7% 30 I
FEMALE TREATY ON 269% 26 2
FEMALE TREATY OFF 84.8% JJ 3

NON.ABORIGINAL 64.8% 591 29
METIS 82.0% 139 9

TREATY ON 57.7% 156 t7
TREATY OFF 84.s% 116 l9
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CATEGORICAL
GROUP I.INDER

STUDY

Vatid 7o (Previous
Probation)

N MISSING

MALES 4 /.UYo 88s 0FEMALES 77 ôo/^ 191
MALE NON-

ABORIGINAIS

U
J9.9"/o 524 0

0
MALE METIS 62.4% tt7

MALE TREATY ON 5t.7% 1 ¿.5
MAI.E TRtrÁTV ôFÞ 62.6% yy

0r llYrft_L.E l.\\Jl\-
ABORIGINALS

3t3% 96 0

FEMALE METIS 15 So/^ 3t U
L,r.l 14.3"/o 28 n

I.Þrvll\I-.E, II(EAI Y OFF s0.0% 36 0

0

0

0

NON-ABORIGINAL 38.1% 620
METIS 56.8% 148

TREATY ON 45.7% 17?
TREATY OFF s93% 135 0

CATEGORICAL
GROUP UNDER

STTJDY

Valid %o ( Previous
Jail)

N MISSING

MALES 33 90/" 835
FEMALES

r85
MALE NON-

ABORIGINAIS

o
t9. /"/o 502 22

i-MALE METIS 43.t% 109MAIE TREATY ON 15 Ro/" t34 II
*J.5"/o 90 9IDrvrfrL.tr l\(JI\-

ABORIGINALS
9.7% 93 3

FEMALE METß 20.0% 30 I

^
FEMALE TREATY ON t7.9% 28
EEUALE TREATY OFF 38.2% 34 .,

NON-ABORIGINAI 26.6% 595 25
9

METIS 38.1% l?o
TREATY ON 7) 10/^ 162
TREATY OFF t1

41.9'/o 124 1l
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11 _ PREVI

To begin our analysis, a reliability test was run for both the admissions variables and the

termination variables. The statistic Alpha was calculated first for the overall sample, and

then for each categorical group. Overall, the admissions reliability coefficients for Alpha

was .65. For the male offenders, the alpha was computed at .66, while the female

offenders Alpha was .60. When dividing the groups further to compare the AboriginaV

Non-Aboriginal groupings, we computer the alpha scores as follows;

CATEGORICAL
GROUP T]NDER

STTJDY

Valid 7o ( Previous
Breach)

N MISSING

MAIES t5/% 850 35
FEMAIES t5.5% r87 4

MALE NON-
ABORIGINALS

t2.2% s08 t6

MALE METIS 28.4% 109 8
MALE TREATY ON t4.4% 139 6
MALE TREATY OFF t9.t% 94 5

FEMALE NON-
ABORIGINALS

10.s% 95 I

FEMATE METIS 25.8% 31 0
FEMALE TREATY ON 143% 28 0
FEMALE TREATY OFF 21.2% 33 J

NON-ABORIGINAL tt.9% 603 t7
METIS 27.9% r40 8

TREATY ON t4.4% 167 6
TREATY OFF t9.7% 127 8
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12 _ ADMISSIO

AT PI{A SCORE N
524I 67

vlale I\url - ¡luurrËr tll]\falp ì\fefic .tv

Male TreatY On 67 I45
99

Male TreatY Off .6'/
.58 96

.58 3t

Female Treatv On 46 28
36.48

.65 1076
Overall alpna

.66 885

.60 l9I

.63 620
Overall AlPha for Non -

Aboriginal GrouP-
.69 148

Overall AlPha for Metis
GrouP

173
Overall AlPha for TreatY

On GrouP

.ó)

135
Overall AlPha for Treary

Off Group

.62

6l



Similarly the table below shows the results of Alpha for the termination variables;

ALPHA SCORE N
Male Non - Aborieinals .78 524

Male Metis .78 tt7
Male TreaW On .73 r4s
Male Treatv Off .66 99

Female Non - Aborieinal .76 96
Female Metis .68 31

Female Treatv On .65 28
Female Treatv Off .64 36

Overall alpha .76 t076
Overall Male Alpha .77 885

Overall Female Alpha .72 191

Overall Alpha for Non -
Aborieinal Group

.78 620

Overall Alpha for Metis
Group

.71 148

Overall Alpha for Treaty
On Grouo

.72 173

Overall Alpha for Treaty
Off Group

.66 r35

TABLE 13 _ TERMINATION ALPHA

From the above results, we can see that both the admission and termination reliability

scores are acceptable, however, do vary from group to goup. We will now approach the

issue of validity. While presenting the results of our analysis, we will first discuss the

validity of the scale from the perspective of total scores obtained at both admissions and

termination of Probation, and their correlation to the outcome variables. For the Adult

Offender Analysis, the Total Scores available in the data set included; Admission Risk

Score, Level Indicated by Risk at Admission, Classified Level at Admission and frnally,

the Termination Risk/Need Score. Our outcome variables included, Adult Outcome on

Probation, in order to assess the validity of the scale for prediction of success during

Probation. Reconviction and Re-incarceration for years one to four following probation
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variables, served as our outcome criterion for the follow up period. After observing the

correlations of the total scores by outcome data,we then analysed the psychometric

validity of the scale by correlating each item on first the admission and then the

termination scales by the outcome criterion.

After discussing the correlations, we then provide the data for how each sub population

under study scored on the scales and follow that with the results of what actually

occurred. That is, how each group under study performed both during probation and for

the follow-up period. Should the instrument we are evaluating be valid for all groups

under study, we would expect that the scores on the scale will be directly related to the

behaviour being measured (recidivism). We conclude our analysis with a selection of

items that may serve to improve the validity of the instrument.

CORRELATION OF TOTAL SCORES BY OUTCOME CRITERION

Correlations were computed to analyze the strength of the relationship between variables

Admission Risk Score, Level Indícated by Risk At Admissíon, Classified Level at

Admissions, and the Termination RisHNeed score by variables Adult Outcome on

Probation, Reconviction, and Re- incarceration in years l-4. This was done to assess the

validity of the scale in predicting both outcome while on probation as well as the post

probation reconviction rates. We found the following results;
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TABLE 14 - CORRELATTON OF TOTAL SCORES BY OUTCOME
VARIABLES FOR THE OVERALL SAMPLE POPULATION

Reconviction Re-incarceration

The above correlations demonstrate that the termination rislc/need score is more strongly

correlated with recidivism during probation and for reconviction in years l-4. Re-

incarceration variables were most strongly correlated with the admission risk score. We

further found that all of the above risk scores were significantly correlated with all of the

outcome variables, and produced correlations of acceptable strength. We ran these same

correlations separating for all the categorical groups under study. The tables below report

our results;

Adult
Outcome

on
Probation
N 1076

Year I

N 1076

Year 2

N 1027

Year 3

N 913

Year 4+

N 870

Year I

N 1076

Year 2

N 1027

Year 3

N 913

Year 4+

N 870

Admission
Risk Score

-.26** .20** .¿4 .23** .22** .26** .28** .27** .26**

Level
Indicated by

Risk at
Admissions

-.25** 20** ', /l** .23** .23** .21** .23** .22** .20**

Classified
level -

Admissions

-.22 .77** I g** 17** .20** I g** .27** .19'i* I 8**

Termination
RiskÀtreed

-.29** .27** .25** .27** .22** .22** .22** .23** .22

(Signifrcant level - .0 represent **, .05 represented by *
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TABLE 15 - CORRELATION OF TOTAL SCORES BY OUTCOME VARIABLES
SEPARAT L GROU

Reconviction Re-incarceration

Adult
Outcome

on
Probation

Year
I

Year
2

Year
3

Year
4+

Year
I

Year
2

Year
3

Year
4+

Admission Risk
Score MALES

-.22**
N 885

.19**
N

88s

.23**
N

848

.22**
N

758

??**
N

725

'l A**.L1

N 885
.26**

N
848

.25**
N

758

.25**
N

725
Level Indicated

by Risk at
Admission
MAIES

-.23**

N 885

.21**

N
88s

.23**

N
848

.22**

N
'758

.23**

N
725

.20**

N 885

.22**

N
848

.20**

N
7s8

.1 8**

N
725

Classified level

-Admission
MALES

-. I 9**
N 88s

.17**
N

88s

.19**
N

848

.16**
N

758

.20**
N

725

.lg**
N 885

.20**
N

848

.16**
N

758

.16**
N

725
Risk/Need
MALES

-.27**
N 885

.21**
N

88s

''t,1**.

N
848

.26**
N

758

.21**
N

725

.21**
N 885

.21**
N

.848

.21**
N

758

.21**
N

72s
Admission Risk

FEMALES
-.39**
N l9l

.14*
N
l9l

. lg**
N

179

.15
N

155

.t0
N

145

.29**
N 191

.24**
N
t79

.27**
N

155

.24**
N

145
Level Indicated

by Risk at
Admission
FEMALES

-.35**
N l9l

.10
N
l9l

.21**
N

179

. l6*
N

155

.14
N

145

.t7*
N l9l

.16*
N

179

.lg*
N

155

.t2
N
t45

Classified level

-Admission
FEMALES

-.36**
N 191

.08
N

191

.14
N

t79

.ll
N

155

.13
N

t45

.20**
N l9l

.l g*

N
179

.20*
N

155

, l8*
N

t45
Risk/Need
FEMALES

-.36*x
N l9l

.09
N

191

.22**
N

179

.20*
N

15s

.20*
N
t45

. l9*
N l9l

.l8*
N

t79

.20*
N

155

.19*
N

145
Admission Risk
MALES NON
ABOzuGINAL

-. lg**
N 524

.14**
N

524

))**
N

499

.23**
N

445

.29**
N

420

.20**
N 524

.25**
N

499

.24**
N

44s

.26+*
N

420
Level Indicated

by Risk at
Admission

MAIES NON-
ABORIGINAL

-.23**
N 524

.19**
N

524

.23**
N

499

.24**
N

44s

.27+*
N

420

.19**
N 524

.22**
N

499

.21**
N

445

.22**
N

420

Classified level

-Admissions
MALES NON-
ABORIGINAI

-.20**
N 524

. l4**
N

524

.20**
N

499

.lg**
N

445

.24**
N20

.1 6**
N 524

.22**
N

499

. l g*{,

N
445

.20**
N

420

Risl</Need
MALES NON-
ABORIGINAI

,)A¡**
-.LO

N
.23**

N
524

.28**
N

499

.3 l**
N

445

.29**
N

420

.23**
N 524

.25**
N

499

.25**
N

445

.27**
N

420
ignificant level I **represent by
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TABLE 15. CORRELATION OF TOTAL SCORES BY OUTCOME VARIABLES
TED BY CA CAL GR

Reconviction
Adult

Outcome
on

Probation

Year
1

Year
2

Year
3

Year
4+

Admission Risk
MALES
METIS

-.32**
N 117

.27**
N
lt7

.2t*
N
tt4

.16
N

100

.08
N97

Level Indicated
by Risk at

Admissions
MALES
METIS

1.r*

N l17
.24**

N
1t7

.23*
N
tt4

.13
N

100

.17
N97

Classified level

-Admissions
MALES
METIS

-.11

N 117
.t6
N
tl7

.l I
N
t14

.12
N

100

.18
N97

RiskA{eed
MALES
METIS

-.34**
N l17

.25**
N
tl7

.26**
N
t14

.29**
N

100

.t0
N97

Admission Risk
MALES

TREATY ON

-.27**
N 145

.30**
N

145

.27**
N

140

't À**

N
129

. 1g*
N

126
Level Indicated

by Risk at
Admissions

MALES
TREATY ON

-.22**
ñ r4s

.25**
N

145

.27**
N

140

.21*
N
t29

,24**
N
t26

Classified level

-Admissions
MALES

TREATY ON

-. l6*
N 145

.3 1**
N

145

.21*
N
t40

.14
N
r29

.15
N

126

RiskÂ.,leed
MALES

TREATY ON

-.22**
N 145

1A**

N
145

.l g*

N
140

.20*
N

t29

.09
N
r26

Admission Risk
MALES

TREATY OFF

-.18
N99

.09
N99

.18
N95

.13
N84

-,00
N82

Level Indicated
by Risk at

Admissions
MALES

TREATY OFF

-. t6
N99

.18
N99

.16
N95

.10
N84

-.05
N82

Classifred level

-Admissions
MALES

TREATY OFF

-. l3
N99

.13
N99

.06
N95

.07
N84

-.08
N82

Si nt level 0l *. .05

Re-incarceration
Year

I
Year

')
Year

3

Year
4+

.37**
N 117

.33**
N
tt4

.32**
N

100

.3 1**
N97

.30**
N 117

.29**
N

114

.25*
N

100

.23*
N97

.26**
N 117

.25**
N
rt4

.27**
N

100

.21*
N97

.27**
N l17

.24**
N
tt4

.26**
N

100

.24*
N97

.25**
N 145

1 A**

N
t40

.20*
N

129

.t6
N

126
.15

N 145
.19*
N

140

.11

N
129

.07
N
t26

.20*
N 145

.12
N

140

.07
N
t29

.03
N
t26

.22**
N 145

.t4
N

140

.13
N
t29

.l I
N
t26

.18
N99

.29**
N95

.27*
N84

.18
N82

.19
N99

.23*
N95

.18
N84

.07
N82

.14
N99

.19
N95

.14
N84

.08
N82

represent by **, .05 represented by *)
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TABLE 15. CORRELATION OF TOTAL SCORES BY OUTCOME VARIABLES
PARATED BY CA

Reconviction
Adult

Outcome
on

Probation

Year
I

Year
2

Year
J

Year
4+

RiskA.Ieed
MAIES

TREATY OFF

-.14
N99

.08

N99
.13

N95
.t2

N84
-.00
N82

Admission Risk
FEMALENON
ABORIGINAL

-.43**
N96

.08
N96

.05

N86
-.01

N73
-.09
N68

Level Indicated
by Risk at

Admissions
FEMALE

NON-
ABORIGINAL

-.42**
N96

,04
N96

.13
N86

.07
N73

.02
N68

Classified level

-Admissions
FEMALES

NON -
ABOzuGINAI

-.47**
N96

-.02
N96

.05
N86

.01

N73
-.03
N68

RiskAleed
FEMALES

NON-
ABORIGINAL

-.44**
N96

.13
N96

.t4
N86

.10
N73

.06
N68

Admission Risk
FEMALES

METIS

-.24
N3l

.23
N3l

.22
N30

.20
N2s

.25
N23

Level Indicated
by Risk at

Admissions
FEMALE
METIS

-.18
N31

.08
N3t

.16
N30

.17
N2s

.26
N23

Classified level

-Admissions
FEMALES

METIS

-.09
N3r

.09
N3t

.08
N30

.07
N2s

.3t
N23

Risk/|Ieed
FEMALES

METIS

-.28
N3l

.09
N31

.t2
N30

11

N2s
.53'r,*
N23

Admission Risk
FEMALES

TREATY ON

-.30
N28

-.03
N28

.05
N28

-.06
N27

-.15
N25

Level Indicated
by Risk at

Admissions
FEMAIE

TREATY ON

-,27
N28

.08
N28

.15
N28

.08
N27

.00
N25

Re-incarceration
Year

I
Year

)
Year

3

Year
4+

.07
N99

.15
N95

.13

N84
.01

N82

.09
N96

.05
N86

.05
N73

.05
N68

-.00
N96

.00
N86

-.01
N73

-.01
N73

-.03
N96

-.03
N86

-.03
N73

-.03
N68

.25*
N96

.25*
N86

.26*
N73

.26*
N68

.49**
N3t

.50**
N30

.54**
N25

.31
N23

.33
N3l

.33
N30

.34
N2s

.t4
N23

.37*
N3l

.37*
N30

.39
N25

.35
N23

11

N31
.29

N30
.40*
N25

.26
N23

.a

N28
-.11
N28

-.12
N27

-.ll
N25

,a
N28

.07
N28

.06
N27

-.1 I
N25

ted(Significant level -.01 represent by **, .05 represen
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TABLE 15 . CORRELATION OF TOTAL SCORES BY OUTCOME VARIABLES
BY CATEGORICAL GROUPS

Reconviction
Adult

Outcome
on

Probation

Year
I

Year
2

Year
J

Year
4+

Classified level

-Admissions
FEMALES

TREATY ON

-.24
N28

.06
N28

.12
N28

.04
N27

.04
N25

Risk/l.Ieed
FEMALES

TREATYON

-. l3
N28

-.16
N28

-.01

N28
-.09
N27

-.14
N25

Admission Risk
FEMALES

TREATY OFF

-.55**
N36

.12
N36

.33
N35

.24
N30

.20
N29

Level Indicated
by Risk at

Admissions
FEMALE

TREATY OFF

-.41*
N36

.07
N36

.25
N35

.10
N30

.12
N29

Classified level

-Admissions
FEMALES

TREATY OFF

-.39*
N36

.13
N36

.21

N35
.03

N30
.12

N29

Risk/l.Ieed
FEMALES

TREATY OFF

-.39*
N36

-.08
N36

.24
N3s

.08

N30
.02

N29

Admission Risk
NON

ABORIGINAL
S

-.23**
N 620

.1 5**
N

620

.22**
N

585

.22**
N

518

.25**
N

488

Level Indicated
by Risk at

Admissions
NON-

ABORIGINAL

-,27**
N 620

.1 8**
N

620

.24**
N

585

", /1**

N
518

.26**
N

488

Classified level

-Admissions
NON.

ABORIGINAL

-.25*
N 620

. l3**
N

620

.20**
N

585

.1 8**
N

518

.22**
N

488

RisIc/Need
NON-

ABORIGINAL

2r**
-,J I

N 620
.23**

N
620

.2gx*
N

s85

.30**
N

518

.28**
N

488
Admission Risk

METIS
-.32**
N 148

.29**
N

148

.24**
N
t44

,'1 ¡*.Lt

N
125

.16
N
t20

(Significant level 0l represent **, .05

Re-incarceration
Year

I
Year

2
Year

J
Yea¡
4+

.a

N28
.06

N28
.06

N27
-. l3
N25

.a

N28
.06

N28
.05

N27
.06

N25

.36x
N36

.36*
N35

.43*
N30

.51**
N29

.27
N36

.26
N35

.30
N30

.35
N29

.39*
N36

.39*
N35

.43*
N30

.49**
N29

-.09
N36

-.09
N35

-. l6
N30

-.09
N29

.21**
N 620

.25**
N

585

.25**
N

518

.26**
N

488

.19**
N 620

.22**
N

585

.21**
N

518

))**
N

488

.16**
N 620

.21**
N

585

.1 8**
N

5r8

.20**
N

488

.25**
N 620

.27**
N

585

.27**
N

518

to+*
N

488
.40**
N 148

.37**
N

144

.37**
N

125

.33**
N

120
ted
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TABLE 15 . CORRELATION OF TOTAL SCORES BY OUTCOME VARIABLES
BY CATEGORICAL GROUPS

Reconviction
Adult

Outcome
on

Probation

Year
I

Year
2

Year
J

Year
4+

Level Indicated
by Risk at

Admissions
METIS

-.23**
N 148

.22**
N

148

1A**..La

N
144

. l9*
N
t25

.23*
N

120

Classified level

-Admissions
METIS

-. l3
N 148

.r6
N

148

.14

N
144

.16
N

125

.23*
N

120
Risk/Need

METIS
-.35**
N 148

aÀ**

N
148

.26**
N

144

.3 l**
N

125

.20*
N

120
Admission Risk
TREATY ON

-.25**
N 173

.29**
N

173

.29**
N

168

.25**
N

156

. l8*
N

151
Level Indicated

by Risk at
Admissions

TREATY ON

-.21x*
N 173

.26**
N

173

.29**
N

168

.24**
N

156

.22**
N
l5l

Classified level

-Admissions
TREATY ON

-.17*
N 173

.29**
N

173

.23**
N

168

.17*
N

156

.16
N

151
Risk/ìIeed

TREATYON
-.20**
N 173

.22**
N

173

.lg'i
N

168

.19*
N

156

.08
N
l5l

Admission Risk
TREATY OFF

-.28**
N 135

.ll
N

135

.22*
N

130

.16
N
tt4

.05
N
ill

Level Indicated
by Risk at

Admissions
TREATY OFF

-.23**
N 135

.15
N

135

.l g*

N
130

.10
N
tl4

-.00
N
lll

Classified level

-Admissions
TREATY OFF

-.20*
N 135

.13
N

135

.ll
N

130

.06
N
I14

-.02
N
lll

Risk/I.{eed
TREATY OFF

-.20*
N 135

.05
N

135

.16

N
130

.11

N
tt4

.00
N
nl

Re-incarceration
Year

I
Year

2

Year
3

Yea¡
4+

.32**
N 148

.3 1**
N

144

.29**
N
l2s

.24**
N
t20

.29**
N 148

.29**
N
t44

.3 1**
N

125

.26**
N
t20

.29**
N 148

.27*+
N
t44

.3 l**
N

125

.27**
N
t20

.29**
N 173

.26**
N

168

.23**
N
ts6

.19*
N
l5l

. l8*
N 173

.21**
N

168

. l6*
N

156

.10
N
l5l

.21**
N 173

.15
N

168

.ll
N

156

.05
N
l5l

.23**
N 173

. l6*
N

168

. l6*
N

156

.13
N
l5l

.23**
N l3s

.33**
N

130

.32**
N
tt4

,29**
N
lll

')')*
N 135

,26**
N

130

.22*
N
lt4

.16

N
lll

.21
N 135

.26**
N

130

.22*
N
1t4

.19*
N
nl

.04
N 135

.12

N
130

.08

N
n4

-.01

N
lll

(Significant level -.01 represent by **, .05 represented by *J

The above correlations demonstrate that the validity of the assessments vary dramatically

from group to group, however, this may be due to the small samples within the various
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categories. Summarizing the major trends in the above data we, will discuss the trends

produced by each risk score separately.

THE ADMISSION RISK SCORE

For the Admission Risk Score, female offenders produced stronger correlation scores

than male offenders for variable; Adult Outcome on Probation. Male offenders however,

produced stronger correlations for reconviction variables. No dramatic difference was

observed befween the correlations for male and female re-incarceration rates.

Examining the combined influence of gender and ethnicity we find for male offenders the

Admission risk score produced correlation scores within acceptable ranges for the male

Non-Aboriginal, male Metis, and male Treaty On groups, however the scores were far

lower for the male Treaty off group. For female offender groupings, we found

acceptable correlation scores for variable: Adult Outcome on Probation, however the

correlations scores for reconviction and re-incarceration variables were less consistent.

We did not observe strong correlations between the admission risk score and reconviction

or re-incarceration variables for the female Non-Aboriginal and female Treaty On groups.

For the female Metis group correlations were all within an acceptable range, however

were strongest for the re-incarceration variables. Finally, for the female Treaty Off group

we observed acceptable correlation scores for all but the variables reconviction in years I

and2.
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Examining ethnicity alone, we found that the risk score produced strongest correlations

for the Metis and Treaty On groups.

LEVEL INDICATED BY RISK AT ADMISSION

For the Level Indicated by Risk at Admission, female offenders produced stronger

correlation scores for Adult Outcome on Probation, however male offenders produced

stronger correlations for the reconviction and re-incarceration variables.

Examining the combined influence of gender and ethnicity we find for male offenders the

Level Indicated by Risk at Admission produced strongest correlation scores for the male

Non-Aboriginal and Metis groups, however scores began to d.rop for the male Treaty On

and Treaty Off groups. For female offender groupings, we found an acceptable range of

correlations for Adult Outcome on Probation however only female Metis and Treaty Off

groups produced acceptable correlations for any of the post probation outcome variables.

This was primarily observed for the re-incarceration variables. Correlations for female

Non-Aboriginal and Treaty On groups were unimpressive.

Examining ethnicity alone, we found that the risk score produced correlations of

consistent strength for the non- Aboriginal, Metis and Treaty On groups, however were

slightly lower for the Treaty Off group.
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CLASSIFIED LEVEL .ADMISSION

For the Classified Level at Admission, female offenders produced stronger correlation

scores for Adult Outcome on Probation, however male offenders produced stronger

correlations for the reconviction variables. We observed no dramatic difference in

correlation scores for re-incarceration.

Examining the combined influence of gender and ethnicity we find for male offenders the

Classified Level at Admission produced strongest correlation scores for the male Non-

Aboriginal group. Correlations were in an acceptable range for the male Metis re-

incarceration variables only, and the correlation strength diminished dramatically for the

male Treaty on and Treaty off groups. For female offender groupings, we found

acceptable correlation scores for Adult Outcome on Probation for female Non-

Aboriginal, Treaty On and Treaty Off groups, however not for the female Metis group.

Additionally for the post probation follow up period, we observed strong correlations

only for female Metis and Treaty Off groups and only for the re-incarceration variables.

Examining ethnicity alone, we found that the risk score produced correlations of

consistent strength for the non- Aboriginal group. Correlations were less consistent for

the other male groups. Specifically, the Metis group produced acceptable range of

correlations only for variable reconvicted in year 4 and for the re-incarceration variables.

For the Treaty On group we observed acceptable correlations for reconviction variables

and re-incarceration in year 1. Finally for the Treaty Off group we found acceptable
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correlations for variables: Adult Outcome on Probation, and the re-incarceration

variables.

RISK/NEED SCORE

For the Classified Level at Admission, female offenders produced stronger correlation

scores for Adult Outcome on Probation. 'While male offenders produced stronger

correlations for the reconviction/re-incarceration variables the scores were not

dramatically distinguishable.

Examining the combined influence of gender and ethnicity we find for male offenders the

risk/need score produced strongest correlation scores for the male Non-Aboriginal and

Metis goups. Correlations were lower for the male Treaty On and Treaty Off groups.

For female offender groupings, we found that variable: Adult Outcome on Probation

produced strong correlation scores for female Non-Aboriginal, Metis and Treaty Off

groups, but not for the Treaty On group. For the post probation follow up period, we

found acceptable correlation scores for female Non-Aboriginal and Metis groups and we

only found this for the re-incarceration variables.

Examining ethnicity alone, we found that the risk score produced correlations of

consistent strength for the non- Aboriginal, Metis and Treaty On groups, however were

slightly lower for the Treaty Off group.
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CRITERION

For the next section we separate the scale to take a closer look at how each item on the

scale correlates with variables Adult Outcome on Probation, Reconviction and Re-

incarceration for each of the categorical groups under study. v/e begin with a

presentation of the data for the overall sample population and then separate the groups

first by gender then by gender and ethnicity and finally by ethnicity alone.
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TABLE 16 _ CORRELATIONS OF ADMISSION ITEMS BY OUTCOIWE
VARIABLES FOR THE OVERALL SA

Admission
Item

Adult
Outcome

On
Probatio

n
N 1076

Re-
convicted

Year I
N 1076

Re-
convicted

Year 2
N t027

Re-
convicted

Year 3

N 9t3

Re-
convicted
Year 4 +
N 870

Re-
incarcerate
d Yea¡ I

N 1076

Re-
incarcerate
dYear 2

N 1027

Re-
inca¡cerate
d Yea¡ 3
N 9t3

Re-
inca¡cerated

Yea¡4 +
N 870

Address
Changes in

last 12

months
.zt**

.08* 12** 12** .09* 12** I 5** l6** 17+*

% Time
Employed in

Previous
Year

tq**
ll** 16** I 5x* I 1** .09** 12** I 1** .09*

Attitude to
Probation

I g**
.13 ** I 3** 12** I 3** ll** 12** ll*x 12**

Age l4x* -.16*x -.19** -. I 9** -.1 9** -.72** -.13** .12** -.1 1**
Sex .05 .09** ll** -.14** -.12** -.1 1r* -.14** 16** -.15x*

Prior
Convictions

t g**
12** 1 5** .19** l7** l5** I 5** 16** .r4**

Type ofPrior
Conviction

.20**
14*r I 8** .r7x* l3 ** 1g** I 8** l6** 1 5**

Family/
Ma¡ital

Relations

-.06 .05 .03 .02 .04 .03 .02 .01 .03

Financial
Management tt**

12** 12** I 5** l3 rx .12** ll** 1l** .09**

Emotional
Sfahilitv

-.06* .03 -.01 -.01 -.02 .04 .01 .01 .00
Mental

Ability of
Probationer .09*x

.07* .06* .07* .05 .07* .05 .07* .05

Peer and
Companions

.19**
l6** .21** I 9** I g**

1 5** .r7** . l6** l5**

Drud
Alcohol Use

of
Probationer

r i**
.07* .09** I 0** .08* .06 .07* .07* .06

Employment

16**
I 5** 16** lgx* 17** 17** 16* * .16** 14*r

Academic/
Vocational

Skills

-.01 .06 .03 .03 .03 .02 .01 .02 .02

(Signifrcant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

The above data demonstrates that nearly all item on the scale are significantly correlated

with the outcome variables, however not strongly. Items that did not produce a
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signifi cant correlation were variables :

Skills.

Family/Marital Relations and Academic/vocational

Admission
Item

Adult
Outcome

on
Probation

N 885

Re-
convicted

Year I
N 885

Re-
convicted

Year 2
N 848

Re-
convicted

Year 3

N 758

Re-
convicted
Year 4 +
N 725

Re-
incarcerate
d Year I

885

Re-
incarcerate
d,Year 2
N 848

Re-
inca¡cerate
d Yea¡ 3
N 758

Re-
incarcerated

Year 4 +
N 725

Address
Changes in

last 12
months

-. lgx* I 0** I 5** l6** .12** T2 I 6** 17** 17**

%óTime
Employed
in Previous

Year

-. l g** .12** .1 6** 14** I2 {<

l3 **

.09* 1l** . l0** .07

Attitude to
Probation

-. I g** I 3** 13 ** 12** l0+ 1.2** .ll**
-.12**

.1 1**

-.1 1**
Age I 3** 17** 2l** -.23** -.20** _.llxx I _.13**
Sex .a .a .a a .a .a .a .aPrior

Conviction
s

-.16** 12** 12** .15**
,a

l5** l4** 14** 14** l3 **
Type of

Prior
Conviction

-.21** l4** 17** l5**

^01

12** .20** I g** 16** . l5**
Family/
Mariøl

Relations

-.05 .06 .03 .02 .04 .03 .02 .04
Financial

Manageme

nt

-.I2** l3 x* l0** 13 xr ll** 13 x*
I 0** 10** 10**

Emotional
Stâbilirv

-.07 .03 -.01 .00 -.02 .03 .00 -.00 -.01
Mental

Ability of
Probatione

r

-.09* .08* .06 .06 .04 .0gx .06 .07 .06

Peer and
Companio

ns

-.20** I 6** .21** .21T.* 17** .1 5**

^06

17** l6** l4**
Druil

Alcohol
Use of

Probatione

r

12** .07* .09** I 1r* 10** .09* .08* .09*

Employme
nt

-.15** 17** I 5** .20** Iö I 6** I 5** 16** 14**Academic/
Vocational

Skills

-.00 .07* .04 .03 .02 .03 .01 .02 .0r

(Significant tvel - 0 **I represent bl **, .05 representeã6f *¡gn¡
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For male offenders, we see generally the same results as that observed for the overall

population. Variables Family/Marital Relations and Emotional stability failed to produce

significant correlations with any of the outcome variables.

(Significant level - .01 represent by ** õs;;;;;;;;;l;T

Admission
Item

Adult
Outcome

on
Probation

N l9t

Re-
convicted

Year I
N l9l

Re-
convicted

Year 2
N 179

Re-
convicted

Year 3

N 155

Re-
convicted
Year 4 +
N 145

Re-
incarcerate
d Year I
N l9t

Re-
incarcerate
dYear 2

N 179

Re-
inca¡cerate
d Year 3
N 155

Re-
inca¡cerated

Year 4 +
N 145

Add¡ess
Changes in

last 12

months

-.30** -.06 -.03 -.08 -.09 .09 .07 .09 15

% Time
Employed
in Previous

Year

-.17* .00 .09 .13 .04 .08 .08 .06 .02

Attitude to
Probation

1g* .t I 10 .09 t2 .16* 15* 15 .l g*
Age .20** -.06 -.05 .01 -.09 -.10 -.10 -.06 -.07
Sex .a .a .à .a .a .a .a .a .aPrior

Conviction
s

-.27** .08 1g* .28** .23** .14 17* .20* ,l I

Type of
Prior

Conviction

-.16* .08 l9* 18r 15 T2 .12 .10 .09

Family/
Marital

Relations

-.r4 .04 .07 .09 t6 .07 .05 .06 .08

Financial
Manageme

nt

-.10 t4 .24** .26** .27** .14 17* . lg* l0
Emotional
StabiliW

-.05 .05 -.00 .01 .02 10 1l l3 .t4
Mental

Ability of
Probatione

r

-.09 -.00 .07 t0 .09 -.06 -.06 .04 .01

Peer and
Companio

ns

-.13 .08 .14 .09 .21* 10 ll .08 t4

Drud
Alcohol
Use of

P¡obatione
r

-.08 -.02 .01 -.02 -.06 -.07 -.10 -.12 -.13

Employme
nt

-.19* .04 17* 13 13 16* .15* l8* .13
Academic/
Vocational

Skills

-.02 -.01 .01 .04 t2 -.04 -.05 .07 15
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We can obserue from the above results that a far greater number of items fail to be

significantly correlated with the outcome variables for female offenders as compared to

their male offender counterparts. Variables Family/tr4arital Relations, Emotional

Stability, Mental Ability, Drugs and Alcohol, and AcademicA/ocational skills all failed to

demonstrate significant correlations with any of the outcome variables. All of the

remaining items, while demonstrating significant relationships for some of the outcome

variable, rarely meet statistical significance for all outcome variables.
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TABLE 19. CORRELATIONS OF ADMISSION ITEMS BY OUTCOME
VARIABLES FOR THE MALE NON-ABORIGINAL SAMPLE POPIJL

Male Non-Aboriginal offenders demonstrate the same trend as observed for the overall

male offender population, with only 3 items on the scale failing to produce significant

correlations. These items were: Family/Marital Relations, Emotional Stability and

Admission
Item

Adult
Outcome

on
Probation

N 524

Re-
convicted

Year I
N 524

Re-
convicted

Year 2

N 499

Re-
convicted

Year 3

N 445

Re-
convicted
Year 4 +
N 420

Re-
incarcerate
d Year I

N 524

Re-
incarcerate
dYea¡ 2

N 499

Re-
incarcerate
d Yea¡ 3

N 445

Re-
incarcerated

Yea¡ 4 +
N 420

Address
Changes in

last 12

months

-. l6x* 1l* I 5*x .20** 16*r I 5** .1 8** .20** .22**

% Time
Employed
in Previous

Yea¡

.t1.**
I 5** lg** .1 5** .13** 12** 14** 12** ll*

Attitude to
Probation

-.19** 16++ .17** [ 5** L7** .17** 16** I 5** 17**
Age l4** -.r2** -.16** -.19*x -.16* * -.08 11* -.t2* -.12*
Sex .a .a .a .a .a .a .a .a .a

Prior
Convictions

1 1**-. L T 10* 15* .1 g** .20** l1* 16** 15** 14**
Type of

Prior
Conviction

-.2r** .09* l4** .1 8** I 6** I 5** 17** 1 g** I 8**

Family/
Marital

Relations

-.02 .08 .04 .04 .08 .06 .04 .02 .05

Financial
Managemen

t

-.11** 17** I g** .20** .lg** I 3** ll* 12** l4**

Emotional
Stabilitv

-.02 .05 .01 .03 .03 .06 .02 .01 .02
Mental

Abitity of
Probationer

-.10* .09'r' .07 .07 .04 l0 .07 .07 .06

Peer and
Companion

s

-.1 gx* l6** .24t* .25** .20** 12** 16** I 5** .1 5**

Drud
Alcohol
Use of

Probationer

l4** .06 ll* l2* l4** .03 .07 .06 .08

Employmen
t

-.19** 15* * 17** .21** .20x* 17** 17** 1g** 1g**
Academlc/
Vocational

Skills

-.02 .03 .02 .03 .02 .07 .04 .07 .06

(Signihcant level -.01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)
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NS OF ADM

AcademicA/ocational Skills.

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *¡

For the male Metis offender population we found 4 items that failed to produce

significant correlations with any of the outcome variables. These items were; Attitude to

Probation, Mental Ability, Drugs/Alcohol use, and Academic/Vocational skills.

Admission
Item

Adult
Outcome

on
Probation

N l17

Re-
convicted

Year I

N l17

Re-
convicte
d Year 2
Nn4

Re-
convicted

Year 3
N 100

Re-
convicted
Year 4 +

N97

Re-
incarcerated

Year I

Nil7

Re-
incarcerate

d Year 2
Nil4

Re-
inca¡cerate
d Year 3
N 100

Re-
incarcerated

Year 4 +

N97

Add¡ess
Changes in

last 12

months

-.26** .2gr* .29** .23** .t7 )n* .20* ,T9 .20

To'lime
Employed in

Previous
Year

-.l g* .06 .13 .15 .19 .t4 t7 .22* .18

Attitude to
Probation

-.17 11 .08 .06 .04 .06 .03 .03 .05
Age .18 -.15 a.r* -.22* -.18 -. l3 -.t6 ll 0q
Sex -à .a -a .a .a ,a .a .a

Prior
Convictions

-.21* .t6 .20* .24* .10 .20* .15 .t9 .r6
Type ofPrior
Conviction

-.28** .24** .28** .r9 .t4 .30* .27** .20 .18
Family/
Marital

Relations

.lg* .13 .13 .08 .00 .09 .09 .07 .09

Financial
Mmasement

-.13 13 .12 .18 1t .21* .l g* .18 .t6
Emotional
Stâhílitv

-.29** .lg* .15 .13 -.02 -.19* .20t .19 .12
Mental

Ability of
Probationer

-. l0 .13 .06 .18 .13 .08 .06 .18 .15

Peer and
Comoanions

-.26** .23* .18 .r0 .04 .27** .25** .26** .24*
Drud

Alcohol Use
of

Probationer

-.r6 .09 .08 .07 -.1 I .14 .t4 .12 .11

Employment -. l3 .15 .06 .13 1l .24** .18 .18 t?
Academic/
Vocational

Skills

.03 .00 -.06 -.10 -.09 -.00 -.02 -.03 -.06
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TABLE 21 - CORRELATIONS OF ADMISSION ITEMS BY OUTCOME
VARIABLES FOR THE MALE TREATY ON SAMPLE POPULATTON

(Significant level -.01 represent by **, .05 reprerort"a Uy 1

Departing drastically from what we observed for the general male offender population,

we find that for male Treaty On offenders almost no item on the scale demonstrated
8t

Admission
Item

Adult
Outco
me on
Probati

on
N t45

Re-
convicted

Year I
N t45

Re-
convicted

Year 2
N t40

Re-
convicted

Year 3
N 129

Re-convicted
Year 4 +
N t26

Re-
inca¡cerate
d Year I
N t45

Re-
inca¡cerated

Yeat 2
N 140

Re-
inca¡cerated

Year 3
N 129

Re-
inca¡cer

ated
Year 4

+
N 126

Address
Changes in

last 12

months
.rs-

.10 .13 )1* .14 .08 l1 ,T6 .t3

o/oTime

Employed
in Previous

Yea¡

-.05 .10 .13 .t2 -.01 -.04 .01 -.03 -.07

Attitude to
Probation

-.t6 l1 .10 .06 .06 .08 11 .10 .08
Age .09 -.29** -.34** a /l**-.JT -.36** -.16 -. l3 -.10 -.08
Sex .a .a .a ,a .à .a .a .a .a

Prior
Conviction

s

-.16 .16 .06 .09 .03 .15 .12 .12 .10

Type of
Prior

Conviction

-. l3 .31** .25** .09 .03 .25x* .16 .07 .06

Family/
Maritâl

Relations

-.02 .08 .03 .01 -.04 .05 .00 .03 .04

Financial
Manageme

nt

-.05 .13 -.11 -.05 -.04 .11 -.01 .01 .03

Emotional
Stahilirv

-.08 -.03 -.08 -.00 .04 -.01 -.07 -.03 -.04
Mental

Abitity of
Probatione

r

-.04 .03 .00 -.02 -.08 .10 .04 .04 .03

Peer and
Companio

ns .ró*
.13 17* .15 .18* .13 .13 .08 .05

Drud
Alcohol
Use of

Probatione

r

.10 .08 .07 .06 .04 l5 .10 .08 .08

Employme
nt

-.06 .18* .09 .t4 .07 .13 .04 .04 .02
Academic/
Vocational

Skills

-.04 .03 -.06 -.04 -.1I -.05 -.09 -.08 -.09



significant correlations with outcome variables. In fact, only items; Address Changes,

Age, Type of Prior, Peers & companions, and Employment produced signifîcant

correlations with any of the outcome variables.

(Sigaificant level - .01 represent by **, .05 r.piesenteA by I

TABLE 22 - CORRELATIONS OF ADMISSION ITEMS BY OUTCOME
VARIABLES FOR THE MALE TREATY OFF SAMPLE POPULATION

Admission
Item

Adult
Outcome

on
Probation

N99

Re-
convicted

Year I
N99

Re-
convicte
dYear 2

N95

Re-
convicted

Year 3
N84

Re-
convicted
Year 4 +

N82

Re-
incarcerated

Year I

N99

Re-
incarcerate
dYear 2

N95

Re-
inca¡cerate
d Year 3

N84

Re-
inca¡cerated

Year 4 +
N82

Add¡ess
Changes in

Iast l2
months

t,) * .07 .22* -.02 -.06 .t6 .24* .t7 .10

YoTime
Employed in

Previous
Year

-.16 -.03 -.04 -.05 -.r4 -.01 -.06 -.06 -.15

Attitude to
Probation

-.09 .07 .09 u .03 -.08 .03 .00 -.04
Age .06 .18 -.24* -.23* -.1,7 -.1 I -.12 -.t2 -.05
Sex .a .a .a .a .a .a .a .a .a

Prior
Convictions

.01 .08 -. l0 -.05 -. l0 .20** .07 .09 .03
Type ofPrior
Conviction

11{. .12 .15 .13 .06 .30** .23* .22* .t6
Family/
Marital

Relations

-.06 -.04 .02 .00 -.01 -.05 .07 .07 .03

Financial
Manaoement

-.14 .02 .r4 .08 -.05 .10 .19 11 .01
Emotional
Stãhilitv

-.06 .09 .08 .09 .05 -.05 .02 .00 -.03
Mental

Ability of
Probationer

.02 .12 .t2 .05 .t2 .03 .07 .04 .02

Peer and
Companions

-.26** .03 .05 -.01 -.09 .09 .14 .10 .03
Drud

Alcohol Use
of

Probationer

.06 -.05 -.06 .05 -.03 -.15 -.07 -.01 -.07

Employment -.10 .12 .15 .13 .08 .06 l3 .06 -.03
Academic/
Vocational

Skills

.08 .21* .23* .18 .13 -.01 .04 .00 -.02
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Male Treaty Off offenders show closest resemblance to trends observed with the male

Treaty On group, than those for male Non-Aboriginal and Metis groups. Again we can

see that very few items on the scale show a significant relationship to the outcome

variables, and those that do are not consistently significant with all outcome variables.

The 5 items that do show significant relationships are; Address Changes, Age, Prior

Convictions, Type of Prior, Peers & Companions, and AcademicA/ocational skills.

We should not be surprised by the above results, the trends observed on the item analysis

were similar to that observed for the total scores. While many of the items on the scale

produced significant correlations for the male Non-Aboriginal and Metis groups, the

number of items found to be significantly correlated with outcome variables were

diminished for the male Treaty On and Treaty Off groups. We will now discuss the

frends observed for the female offender samples.
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TABLE 23 . CORRELATIONS OF ADMISSION ITEMS BY OUTCOME
VARIABLES

Admission
Item

Adult
Outcome

on
Probation

N96

Re-
convicted

Yea¡ I
N96

Re-
convicted

Year 2

N86

Re-
convicted

Year 3
N73

Re-
convicted
Year 4 +

N68

Re-
incarcerated

Year I
N96

Re-
inca¡cerated

Year 2

N86

Re-
inca¡cerated

Year 3

N73

Re-
incarcerated

Yea¡ 4 +
N68

Add¡ess
Changes in

last I 2

months

-.20** -.10 .19 -.29* -.30* .05 -.01 -.03 .05

%oTime
Employed
in Previous

Year

-.15 .01 .07 ll -.06 .13 .19 .22 .15

Attitude to
Probation

-.24* -.06 -.r7 .13 -.08 .09 .05 .08 .14
Age .18 -.08 -.01 .09 -.03 -.16 -. l6 -.17 2I
Sex .a -4. .a .a .a .a .a .a ,a

Prior
Conviction

s

1<*
-.LJ .15 .28** .29* .18 .04 .09 .09 .02 

I

I

Type of
Prior

Conviction

-.16 .06 .26* .19 .07 .03 .08 .08 .11

Family/
Marital

Relations

-.27** .10 .20 .25* .29* .17 .2r .23 .26*

Financial
Manageme

nt

-.27** .t4 .20 .19 .13 .16 .19 .20 .11

Emotional
Stabilirv

-.r4 n /l* .10 .08 .t2 ll .06 .05 .00
Mental

Ability of
Probatione

r

.01 -.08 -.09 -.1 I .03 -.04 -.03 -.04 -.05

Peer and
Companio

ns

-.t6 .t2 .06 .01 .06 .20* .16 .16 .26*

DruÚ
Alcohol
Use of

Probatione
r

.13 .12 .08 .07 .12 .11 .07 .06 .03

Employme
nt

-.1 I -.02 .10 .02 -.03 .12 .18 .t7 .11 
l

Academic/
Vocational

Skills

.a .a .a .a .a .a .a -a .al
I

i

(Signihcant level -.01 represent by x*, .05 represented by Ð

Similar to the trend we observed for the general female offender sample, \,ve see that for

female Non-Aboriginal offenders many of the items on the scale show no significant



relationship with any of the outcome variables. Variables %o of Time employed, Age,

Mental Ability, Drugs/Alcohol use, Employment, and Academic/Vocational skills all fail

to produce significant correlations. The items remaining only demonstrate significant

correlations with some of the outcome variables. We must be cautious about relying

exclusively on whether significance is established. As we discussed earlier in the report

the sample sizes for female offenders are dramatically smaller than those for male

offenders. Examining the above correlation scores, we find that the scores are of

comparable strength to that observed for male offenders.
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Admission
Item

Adult
Outcome

on
Probation

N3t

Re-
convicted

Year I
N3l

Re-
convicted

Year 2
N30

Re-
convicted

Year 3
N25

Re-
convicted
Year 4 +

N23

Re-
incarcerate
d Year I

N3t

Re-
inca¡cerate
dYear 2

N30

Re-
inca¡cerate
d Year 3

N25

Re-
inca¡cerated

Yea¡ 4 +
N23

Add¡ess
Changes in

last 12

months

-.35 .07 .04 .03 .06 .24 .26 .32 .20

YoTime
Employed
in Previous

Yea¡

-.25 -.06 .04 .01 -.02 .01 .02 .04 -.08

Attitude to
Probatíon

1l .12 .06 l0 .30 .63** .63** .77** .81**
Age .25 -.1I 13 -.06 _?o -.1 I -.12 -.12 -.23
Sex .a .a .a .a .a -4. .a .a .aPrior

Conviction
s

-.24 .08 l5 .27 .56r* .20 .20 .24 .08

Type of
Prior

Conviction

-.21 .21 .30 .39 .41 .25 .27 .28 .15

Family/
Marital

Relations

.29 .t2 -.2r -.20 -.02 10 -.09 -.1 I .01

Financial
Manageme

nt

-.06 .21 .30 .39 .56** .25 1'.| .28 .08

Emotional
Stâbilifv .21 -.2t -.24 -.10 -.34 t0 -.1 I -. l3 -.18
Mental

Ability of
Probatione

r

.a .a .a .a .4. .a .a .a .a

Peer and
Companio

ns

.03 l8 il -. l6 .28 .03 .02 .04 .22

DruÚ
Alcohol
Use of

Probatione
f

-.14 -.12 -.15 19 -.r4

.70**

-.18 -.18 -.19 -.24

Employme
nt

-.37* .2t .30 .34 .25 .27 .33 18
Academic/
Vocational

Skills

l0 -. l0 -.l l -.15 .17 -.05 -.05 -.06 -.08

(Significant level - .01 represent uy @
For female Metis offenders a large number of items on the scale fail to produce

significant correlations with outcome criterion. Only items Attitude to probation, prior

convictions, Financial Management, Mental Ability, and Emplo)4rrent showed a



significant relationship to the outcome criterion. Here again, hov/ever, we find that the

correlation scores are of sufficient strength to be considered, and our inability to produce

a significant relationship may well be the result of a small sample size.

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by I

FOR THE FEMALE TREATY

Admission
Item

Adult
Outcome

on
Probation

N28

Re-
convicted

Year I
N28

Re-
convicted

Year 2
N28

Re-
convicted

Year 3

N27

Re-
convicted
Year 4 +

N25

Re-
incarcerate
d Year I

N28

Re-
incarcerate
d Year 2

N28

Re-
inca¡cer¿te
d Yea¡ 3

N27

Re-
inca¡cerated

Yea¡ 4 +
N25

Add¡ess
Changes in

last 12

months

-.21 -.01 -.01 -. l6 -.r7 .a .08 .07 .32

ToTime
Employed
in Previous

Year

-. l3 .20 .02 .21 .10 .a -.13 -.t4 -.22

Attitude to
Probation

,17 .07 .16 .02 -.03 .a .20 .19 .01
Age .34 .00 -.10 -.26 -.37 .a .09 .08 -.05
Sex .a -à .a .a .a .a .a .a .a

Prior
Conviction

s

-.29 .01 .18 .05 -.24 .a .28 .28 .09

Type of
Prior

Conviction

-.09 .10 l3 .20 .51** .a -.1 I -.t2 .t4

Familyi
Marital

Relations

.10 -.2t -.43** -.47* -.36 .a -.2t _ )') ..JJ

Financial
Manageme

nt

.10 .04 .28 .26 .36 .a .2t .20 -.01

Emotional
Stabilitv

.19 -.36 -.31 _ )'7 -.07 .a .28 .28 .39
Mental

Ability of
Probatione

r

-.26 .10 -.13 .r6 -.25 .a -.04 -.04 -.60

Peer and
Companio

ns

.r4 -.06 .07 .15 .JJ .a .24 .26 .06

Dru/
Alcohol
Use of

Probatione
r

-.11 -.13 -.06 -. l9 -.33 .a .t4 -.15 -.01

Employme
nt

-.11 .08 .18 .17 -.10 ,a -.t7 -.18 -.26
Academic/
Vocational

Skills

.r4 .10 -.l3 .16 -.25 .a -.04 -.04 -.06
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For female Treaty On offenders, only 2 items on the scale produced significant

correlations with the outcome variables. These items were Type of Prior Conviction and

Family/À4arital Relations. V/hile the remainder of the items failed to produce a significant

relationship, the strength of the correlation scores are comparable that that observed for

other female offender samples.

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

TABLE 26 - CORRELATIONS OF ADMISSION ITEMS BY OUTCOME
ARIABLES FOR OFF SAMPLE POPULATION

Admission
Item

Adult
Outcome

on
Probation

N36

Re-
convicted

Year I
N36

Re-
convicted

Year 2
N35

Re-
convicted

Year 3

N30

Re-
convicted
Year 4 +

N29

Re-
inca¡cerate
d Yea¡ I

N36

Re-
incarcerate
d,Year 2

N35

Re-
incarcerate
d Year 3

N30

Re-
inca¡cerated

Yea¡ 4 +
N29

Address
Changes in

last 12

months

-.29 -.33 * t1 -.24 -.07 -.07 -.07 -.06 .01

% Time
Employed
in Previous

Year

-.18 -.22 .08 -.09 -.01 -.20 -.03 -.18 -.09

Attitude to
Probation

-.39* .31 .46** .28 .28 -.03 -.03 -.15 -.t2
Age .13 .06 -.05 .20 .25 -.04 -.04 .13 .30
Sex .a .a .a .a .a .a .a .a .a
Pnor

Convictions
-.39* .t7 .26 .29 .35 .t7 .18 .20 .20

Type of
Prior

Conviction

-.27 .10 .15 .18 .08 .20 .2t .12 .02

¡amlly/
Marital

Relations

-.03 -.02 .13 -.t2 -.09 -.2r -.21 -.42* -.37*

Frnancial
Managemen

t

.20 .10 .t2 .16 .t7 .00 .01 .04 .09

Emotional
Srâbilirv

-.04 .10 -.03 .03 .08 .20 .19 .30 .36
Mental

Ability of
Probationer

-.10 .03 ll .29 .21 -.16 -.16 .04 -.01

Peer and
Companion

s

-.30 .t4 .31 -.05 .14 -.02 -.03 -.22 -.r7

Drug/
Alcohol
Use of

Probationer

.tl -.27 -.16 .r6 -.50** -.34* -.33 -.39* -.44*

¡,mploymen
t

-.26 -.r4 .08 .02 .t4 .14 .15 .21 .29
Academrc/
Vocational

Skills

-.08 -.04 -.03 .04 .18 -.13 -.13 .09 .29
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For the female Treaty Off group, we found only 4 items demonsfrated significant

correlations with outcome variables. These items were Attitude to Probation, Prior

Convictions, Family/Marital Relations, and Drugs/Alcohol use. Again, many of the

items that did not produce significant correlations, produced scores of sufficient strength

to be comparable to other female offender groups.
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- CORRELATI
ON.ABORIGINAL SAMP

Admission
Item

Adutt
Outcome

on
Probation

N 620

Re-
convicted

Year I
N 620

Re-
convicted

Year 2

N s85

Re-
convicted

Year 3
N 518

Re-
convicted
Yea¡ 4 +
N 488

Re-
incarcerate
d Year I
N 620

Re-
incarcerate
dYear 2
N 585

Re-
inca¡cerate
d Yea¡ 3

N 518

Re-
incarcerated

Year 4 +
N 488

Address
Changes in

last 12

months

-.19r* .09* 1l** I 5** l0* 14** 17** .19** .2r**

%oTíme
Employed in

Previous
Year

,)2 *t< L4* I 8** 16rr 12** .13 ** 1 5r* .1 5** 13**

Attitude to
Probation

.20** I 3 *'1. 13 ** l3 r* l5* * 17** I 6** I 6** .17*t
Age 15* * .12** -.1 5** -.16** -.1 5** -.09x -.12** l3 ** -.14**
Sex .07 .10* -.12** -.14** -. I 5x* -.09* 11*{<-, LL 14** -.14*x

Prior
Convictions

-.19*r ll** 17** .20** .2r** 1 1** 16** l5*,* l4**
Type ofPrior
Conviction

-.20** .09* 16** lg** 14** l3* * 16** l7** 17**
Famiþ
Marital

Relations

-.05 .09* .07 .07 11* .07 .06 .04 .07

Financial
Manasement

-.14** 16* I 8** l9** l7** I 3** .12** 13 ** 13x*
Emotional
Stâbilitv

-.04 .07 .02 .04 .04 .07 .02 .01 .02
Mental

Ability of
Probationer

-.09* .07 .07 .06 .05 .09* .07 .07 .06

Peer and
Companions

-.1 8** 17** .23** .24*x .20** 13** l7** 17** .18**
Druú

Alcohol Use
of

Probationer

-.15** .08 I 1** 12** I 5** .04 .08* .07 .08

Employment -.18** 14** 1.7** I g** 17** l6r* L7** lg** lg**
Academic/
Vocational

Skills

-.02 .04 .02 .03 .03 .07 .05 .08 .06

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

For the Non-Aboriginal sample, nearly all items on the scale generally produced

significant results. The only 2 items that did not produce significant results were;

Emotional Stability and Academic/Vocational skills.
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TABLE 28 . CORRELATIONS OF ADMISSION ITEMS BY OUTCOME
VARIABLES FOR THE METIS SAMPLE POPULATION

Admission
Item

Adult
Outcome

on
Probation

N 148

Re-
convicted

Year I

N 148

Re-
convicted

Year 2
Nl44

Re-
convicted

Year 3
N t25

Re-
convicted
Year 4 +
N 120

Re-
incarcerated

Year I
N 148

Re-
incarcerat
edYear 2

N 144

Re-
inca¡cerate
d Year 3

N 125

Re-
inca¡cerat
ed Year 4

+
N t20

Address
Changes in

last 12

months

-.29** .25** .26** .22* .1,6 .21** .22** â).)*
,/-/- .21*

%oTime
Employed
in Previous

Year

-.20* .05 .13 .15 .16 .13 .16 .2rx .16

Attitude to
Probation

.t2 .t2 .08 .08 11 .15 11 .13 .r7
Age .21* -.15 -.22** -.21* aatF -.r4 17* -.13 -.13

Gender .14 -. l0 -.16 -.20* -.14 -.r2 .14 -.17 -.t6
Prior

Conviction
s

-.23** .1,6 .21* .28** .25** .21* .19* .22* .18

Type of
Prior

Conviction

.t1** a A** .30** .24** .2r* .30** .29** .22* .19*

Family/
Marital

Relations

-.09 .08 .05 .00 -.01 .05 .05 .03 .07

Financial
Manageme

nt

-.13 .15 .17* .23** .21* .22** .21* .20* .15

Emotional
Srabilirv

-.22** .14 l1 t1 -.06 .17* . 1g* .t7 .09
Mental

Ability of
Probatione

r

-.10 .13 .07 .19* .13 .09 .07 .18* .15

Peer and
Companio

ns

-.21* .16 .13 .07 1l .23** .22** .24** .25**

Drug/
Alcohol
Use of

Probatione
r

-.r7* .07 .07 .06 -.09 .t2 .t2 .12 .10

Employme
nt

-.l g* .16 1t .1gr .25** a /l** .l9x .21* .15
Academic/
Vocational

Skills

.03 -.01 -.06 -.10 -.04 -.00 -.01 -.03 -.06

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

Nearly all items demonstrated significant correlations for the Metis sample. Items that

were not significantly colrelated were; Attitude to Probation, Family/lvfarital Relations,
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and Academic/Vocational skills.

Admission
Item

Adult
Outcome

on
Probation

N I73

Re-
convicted

Year I
N t73

Re-
convicted

Year 2
N t68

Ke-
convicted

Year 3
N t56

Re-
convicted
Yea¡ 4 +
N I5I

J6

^05

Re-
incarcerated

Year I
N t73

Re-
incarcerated

Year 2
N 168

Re-
inca¡cerated

Year 3
N t56

incarcerated

Yea¡ 4 +
N tsr

Add¡ess
Changes in

last 12

months

-.19* .08 .09 .t2 .07 .09 .t2 .t4

%oTime
Employed
in Previous

Yea¡

-.06 .14 .t5 l8* .00 .03 .02 -.04

Attitude to
Probation

-.ll .10 .10 .04 .03 .07 il .09 .06Age .13 -.26** -.30** -.32** 37** l5* -.t2
-22**

.10 -.09Sex -.04 -.17* -.23** -.28** -.23**
Prior

Conviction
s

-.L6* -.26** -.23**174 .13 .t4 .02 .l Ex .19* .l g* .14
Type of

Prior
Conviction

-.12 .30** .26** .16 .15

-. l3

.26** .17* .10 .10
Family/
Marital

Relations

-.03 .02 -.06 -. l0 .03 -.03 -.02 -.02
Financial

Manageme
nt

-.02 .12 -.05 .00 .04 .10 .01 .02 .01
Emotional
Srabilirv

-.03 -.12 -.l6* -.13 -.05 -.05 -.07 -.05 -.04Mental
Ability of

Probatione

r

-.07 .02 -.0r -.03

.n.

-.1 I .09 .05 .04 .03

Peer and
Companio

ns

-.14 ll .77* .22x* .13 t5 lt .07

"08

Drue/
Alcohol
Use of

Probatione

r

-.10 .07 .07 .03

.t6

-.02 .15* .10 .08

Employme
nt

-.06 .17* .12 .05 .13 .04 .04 .01

-.0g

Academic/
Vocational

Skills

-.01 .02 -.06 -.06 -.13 -.04 -.08 -.07

(Significant level - .0 **'epresent by , .05 represented by )
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The above correlations, again appear to be very sporadic. That is while the items may

correlate with one outcome variable, all items fail to correlation with all outcome

variables. Items Attitude to Probation, Family/Marital relations, Financial Management,

Mental Ability and Academic/Vocational skills failed to correlate with any of the

outcome variables.

represent by **,

93

Admrssion
Item

Adutt
Outcome

on
Probation

N t35

Re-
convicted

Yea¡ I
N r35

Ke-
convicted

Year 2
N 130

Re-
convicted

Year 3
Nil4

Ke-
convicted
Year 4 +
N lll

Ke-
incarcerate
d Year I
N t3s

Ke-
incarcerate
d Year 2
N I3O

Ke-
incarcerate
d Year 3
Nn4

Ke-
inca¡cerat
ed Yea¡ 4

N llt
¡q'Odress

Changes in
last 12
months

-.24** -.04 .13 -.08 -.06 .10 .17 ll .08

-/o I lme
Employed
in Previous

Year

-.r7* -.08 -.00 -.06 -.10 -.01 -.02 -.01 -.1 I

Attitude to
Probation

-.17 .t4 .20* .r6 .t0 -.07 .01 -.50 -.08
Age .08 -.12 -.l8x -.11 -.06 -.10 -.1 1 -.07 .03
Sex .04 -.05 -.01 -.01 -.00 -.05 .t7 -.16 -. l5

Prior
Conviction

s

-. l0 .17* .13 .r4 .02 .18* ,18r .18 .14

l ype ot
Prior

Conviction

1/1** .30** .26** .16 .15 .26*x .17+ .10 .10

f am¡ly/
Marital

Relations

-.03 .02 -.06 -.10 -. l3 .03 -.03 -.02 -.02

Financial
Manageme

nt

-.06 .12 -.05 .00 .04 .10 .01 .02 .01

Emotional
Stabilitv

-.04 -.t2 -.16* -. l3 -.05 -.05 -.07 -.05 .04
Mental

Ability of
Probatione

r

-.02 .07 ll .13 .r4 -.04 -.04 .01 -.02

Peer and
Companio

ns

-.27** .UÓ .12 -.02 -.10 .06 .09 .02 -.03

Drug
Alcohol
Use of

Probatione
r

.08 -.10 -.09 -.00 .15 -. 1g+ -. l0 -.08 -.t4

þmployme
nt

-.r4 .06 .13 .10 .09 .08 .15 ll .07
Academic/
Vocational

Skills

.03 .13 .14 .13 .14 -.04 -.02 .01 .05

icant level - ** brepresented y*)



As we observed for the Treaty On group, we again observe very sporadic correlations for

the Treaty Off group. Correlations scores overall are weaker than those observed for

other groups. Items Family/Marital Relations, Financial Management, Mental Ability,

Employment and Academic/Vocational skills failed to correlate with any of the outcome

variables.

From the above tables we observed that the association between individual items on the

PRA and the outcome criterion vary with both gender and ethnicity. We now assess the

correlations of termination items by Adult Outcome on Probation, reconviction and re-

incarceration variables. Given this information was collected at the completion of a

community supervision period, we would expect that these items show stronger

correlations with the outcome variables than we saw for the admissions items.

Beginning once again by assessing the correlation for the overall sample we find the

following pattem:
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TABLE 31 - CORRELATIONS OF TERMINATION ITEMS BY OUTCOME
VARIABLES FOR THE OVERÁ.LL

Termination
Item

Adult
Outcome

on
Probation
N t076

Re-
convicted

Year I
N 1076

Re-
convicted

Year 2
N 1027

Re-
convicted

Year 3
N 913

Re-
convicted
Year 4 +
N 870

Re-
incarcerated

Year I
N 1076

Re-
incarcerate
d Year 2
N 1027

Re-
inca¡cerate
d Year 3

N 913

Re-
incarcerat
ed Year 4

+
N 870

Address
Changes in

last 12 months

-.34** I 1** 16x* l5* * 13 x* 15 ** I g** .1 8** .17**

% Time
Employed in

Previous Year

14** l3 ** I 5+r 17** I 5** .12** I 1** t2** .10**

Attitude to
Probation

-.59x* .20** .26** .24** .21** .22** .24** .24** .24**
Age .03 -.16** -. l9** -.1 9** -. I 9** -.12** l3 ** -.r2** -.1 1**
Sex .05 -.09** I 1** -.14** -.12** .1 1** -.14** -. l6** -.15**

Prior
Convictions

-.1 g** l3 ** .1 5** I 9** 17** .1 5** I 5** l6** .14**
Type of Prior
Conviction

1n*{< l4** I 8** 17** 13 ** 1g* * 1 g** 16** .1 5**
Family/
Marital

Relations

-.25** l0** 12** 12** .1 1** ll** I 3** l4** .l4r*

Financial
Manacemenl

-.25** 10** 12** .15x* 17** .08** .09** 1l** .1 1**
Emotional
Stâbilitv

-.22** .05 .01 .02 .04 I 1** .09* .09* .09**
Mental Ability
ofProbationer

-.09** ,07* .07* .08* .06 .06 .05 .06 .07*
Peer and

Comnanions
-.35** .22** .29** .27** .25** .22** .26** .26** .25**

Drug/ Alcohol
Use of

Probationer

-.26** l4** l9** .1gr* 16* * 17** .22** .21** .20**

Employment -.2r** 17** .23** ., A**
.L- .23** 17** I 8** .1 9** . l7*x

Academic/
Vocational

Skills

.05 .04 .08** .08** .06 .04 .07* .09** .09*

(Significant level - ,01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

As expected we found that correlation scores were stronger for termination items as

compared to those observed at admission. All items on the scale produced significant

correlations with most of the outcome variables. Below we will compare the above

correlations with those produced when each categorical group is separated and compared

to the overall pattem. If the instrument is equally reliable and valid for all groups of

offenders, then we would expect very similar numbers in the tables below as we see here.
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TABLE 32 . CORRELATIONS OF TERMINATION ITEMS BY OUTCOME
VARIABLES FOR THE MALE OFFENDER SAMPLE POPULATION

Termination
Items

Adult
Outcome

on
Probation

N 885

Re-
convicted

Year I
N 885

Re-
convicted

Year 2
N 848

Re-
convicted

Yea¡ 3

N 758

Re-
convicted
Year 4 +
N 725

Re-
incarcerate
d Year I
N 885

Re-
incarcerat
ed.Year 2

N 848

Re-
incarcerat
ed Yea¡ 3

N 758

Re-
inca¡cerat
ed Yea¡ 4

+
N 725

Add¡ess
Changes in Iast

l2 months

-.34** 13** .lg** . l9** 17** r4** 17** 17** .1 6**

%oTime
Employed in

Previous Yea¡

-. l6** .1 5** 16** I g** 15** r4** l3 ** I 3** 12**

Attitude to
Probation

-.59** .20** .26** .23** .21** .22** .24** .23** .23**
Age .05 -.17** t1**

-.L L -.23** -.20** -.1 1 
*r l3 ** -.12** .1 1**

Sex .a .a .a .a -a .a .a .a .a
Prior

Convictions
l6* * 12** 12** I 5** .15** r4** l4** 14+* l3 **

Type ofPrior
Conviction

.21** r4** .r7** I 5** L2** .20** 1 8** l6** I 5*x
Familyi
Marital

Relations

.27** 12** I 3** .12** 11** l3 ** I 5** I 5** I 5**

Financial
Manasement

-.26** .09** .09** llx* 1 5** .09* .09* I 1** I 1**
Emotional
Stabilitv

-.22** .07* .03 .02 .06 12** .08* .07* .09*
Mental Ability
ofProbationer

-.09** .08* .08* .08* .05 .06 .05 .06 .06
Peer and

Comnanions
-.36** .22** .29** .28** .25x* .22** .27** .27** .25**

Drug/ Alcohol
Use of

Probationer

.29** l4** 1g** I 8** I 6** .17** .22** .22** .21**

Employment -.22** .20** .25** .27** .26** 18** I g** 1g** I 8**
Academic/
Vocational

Skills

-.05 .06 .0gx* .09* .07 .05 .07* .09* .09*

(Sigaificant level -.01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

All items on the PRA produced significant correlations for the male offender population.

Here again we find that the correlation scores are generally stronger than those observed

at admission.
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TABLE 33 - CORRELATIONS OF TERMINATTON ITEMS BY OUTCOME
RIABLES FOR THE

Termination
Items

Adult
Outcome

on
Probation

N l9t

Re-
convicted

Year I
N t9l

Re-
convicted

Year 2
N 179

Re-
convicted

Year 3

N 155

Re-
convicted
Year 4 +
N 145

Re-
incarcerate
d Year I

N l9l

Re-
incarcerate
d,Year 2

N 179

Re-
incarcerat
ed Year 3

N 155

Re-
incarcerat
ed Year 4

+
N t45

Address

Changes in
last 12 months

-.35** .04 .05 .00 -.02 .23** .26** .28** .29**

o/oTime

Employed in
Previous Year

-.02 .02 .13 .15 .15 .00 -.01 .02 -.01

Attitude to
Probation

-.64** .20** .22** .27** .18* .26** .26** .27** .25**
Age -.04 -.06 -.05 .01 -.09 .10 -.10 -.06 -.07
Sex .a .a .a .a .a .a .a .4. .a

Prior
Convictions

-.27** .r4 .26** .29** .23** .14 .17* .20* ll
Type of Prior
Conviction

.16* .08 .l g* .1g* .l5* T2 .12 .10 .09
Family/
Ma¡ital

Relations

. l5* .03 .05 1l .14 .02 .02 .04 ,10

Financial
Management

-.19*r .t4 .29** .33** .26** 11 .16* .r7* .10
Emotional
Sfahilitv

.rA** -.02 -.07 .02 -.03 .09 lt .15 .20*
Mentat Ability
of Probationer

.00 -.02 .01 -.00 .09 -.04 -.05 -.05 .05
Peer and

Comnanions
-.24** l1 .21** .16* .20* .13 .14 ,12 ))*

Drug/ Alcohol
Use of

Probationer

-.l l .03 .17* .r6 .12 .10 .07 .05 .07

Employment .19* .03 11 .t2 .13 .12 .15 .19 .16
Academic/
Vocational

Skills

-.06 -.r2 .02 -.02 -.02 -.09 -.04 -.00 .01

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

Nearly all items on the PRA demonstrated significant correlations for the female offender

population. Items that failed to produce significant results included; o/o of time employed,

Age, Mental Ability, and Academic/Vocational skills.
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TABLE 34. CORRELATIONS OF TERMINATION ITEMS BY OUTCOME
VARIABLES FOR THE MA L SAMPLE

Termination
Item

Adult
Outcome

on
Probation

N 524

Re-
convicted

Year I
N 524

Re-
convicted

Year 2

N 499

Re-
convicted

Yea¡ 3

N 445

Re-
convicted
Year 4 +
N 420

Re-
incarcera
ted Year

I
N 524

Re-
incarcerate
dYear 2

N 499

Re-
incarcerate
d Year 3

N 445

Re-
incarcerat
ed Year 4

+
N 420

Adùess
Changes in

last l2 months

-.36** l6x* .22** .24** .22** 19** .22** .22** .22**

%;oTíme
Employed in

Previous Year

-.1 8*r l4** I 8** 1 8** .20** l4*t 16** I 6** 17**

Attitude to
Probation

-.68** .21** .29** a /l**.La .26** .25** .27** .24** .26**
AEe .04 -.12** -. I 6** .1 9** -.16** -.08 -.1 1* -.r2* -.r2*
Sex ,a .a ,a .a .a .a .a .a .a

Prior
Convictions

1 1**
-. L I .10* 15 ** I g** .20** 1l* l6** l5 ** .14**

Type ofPrior
Conviction

-.2r** .09* l4** I 8** I 6** I 5** 17** I 8** I g**
Family/
Marital

Relations

-.29** 12** 17** I 5** 16** 1 5** Ig** I 8** 1g**

Financial
Manapement

')A{r*-.LO 12** .lg** l8* * 't /1**.La 12** I 5** I 8** .20**
Emotional
Ståbility

-.24** 10* .06 .04 l0* 13 ** .08 .06 .07
Mental Ability
of Probationer

-.12** .05 .06 .07 .05 .07 .05 .09 l0*
Peer and

Comnanions
-.39** .2T** .27** .26** .25** .2r** .28** .27** .27**

Drug/ Alcohol
Use of

Probationer

21 **-.J I .08 14** .10* 1.2* 11* lg** lg** lg**

Employment -.29** 19** .26** .29** .31** .2r** .24** .29** .30**
Academic/
Vocational

Skills

l2t* .07 12** .1 5** l4** .07 ll* 16** 17**

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

All item on the PRA produced significant results for at least some of the outcome

variables.
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TABLE 35. CORRELATIONS OF TERMINATION ITEMS BY OUTCOME
BLES FOR THE MALE METTS SAMPLE

Termination
Item

Adult
Outcome

on
Probation

N ll7

Re-
convicted

Yea¡ I

N l17

Re-
convicted

Year 2

N l14

Re-
convicted

Year 3

N t00

Re-
convicted
Year 4 +

N97

Re-
incarcerate
d Year I

N l17

Re-
inca¡cerate
dYear 2

N lt4

Re-
inca¡cerate
d Yea¡ 3
N 100

Re-
inca¡cerat
ed Year 4

+
N97

Address
Changes in

last 12 months

-.26** .26** .33** .25* .20* .24* .27** .26** .24*

% Time
Employed in

Previous Year

-. l3 l9* t7 .21* .08 .19* t4 .21* 15

Attitude to
Probation

-.59** .25** .30** .29** 13 .24* .23* 18 t7
Age .06 -.15 -.22* .r., tÉ .18 t3 -.16 11 -.09
Sex .a .a .a .a .4. .a .a .4. .a
Prior

Convictions
-.2L* t6 .20* .24* r0 .20* 15 19 I6

Type of Prior
Conviction

1 A**-./-() a /l** .29** .19 t4 .30*r .27** .20 .18
Family/
Marital

Relations

-.23* .29** .25** .21* .08 .31t* .29** .29** .25*

Financial
Management

15 t4 .06 .08 .07 T2 .06 .09 .07
Emotional
Stabilirv

-.26+* .28** .18 .17 1t .26** .23* 19 l8
Mental Ability
ofProbationer

.01 .08 -.00 -.03 -.9 .08 .06 .05 .04
Peer and

Comnanions
-.33** .36** .29** .33 *'t t7 .4r** .40** .43** .39**

Drug/ Alcohol
Use of

Probationer

-.36** .32** .29** .29** 13 .37** .36x* .30** .23*

Employment -.25** .32** .33** .34** .21* .25** .2r* t3 .08
Academic/
Vocational

Skills

15 -.04 13 -.18 -.29** -.03 -.05 -.06 -.10

(Signihcant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by +)

The vast majority of the items produced significant correlations. Only 2 items failed to

produce a significant relationship. These items were Financial Management and Mental

Ability.
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TABLE 36 - CORRELATIONS OF TERMINATION ITEMS BY OUTCOME
VARIABLE E TREATY ON SAMPLE POPULATI

Termination
Item

Adult
Outcome

on
Probation

N I45

Re-
convicted

Year I
N t45

Re-
convicted

Year 2
N 140

Re-
convicted

Year 3

N 129

Re-
convicted
Year 4 +
N t26

Re-
incarcerate
d Year I
N 145

Re-
incarcerate
d Year 2
N ¡40

Re-
incarcerate
d Yea¡ 3
N 129

Re-
incarce¡at
ed Year 4

+
N t26

Add¡ess
Changes in

last 12 months

-.30r* .05 .09 ll .10 .07 .07 .10 .09

%oTíme
Employed in

Previous Year

-.30** .r4 .07 .08 -.07 l1 .05 .02 -.01

Attitude to
Probation

-.33 ** .r6 .06 .09 .03 .15 .t2 .t2 .10
Age -.05 -.29** -.34** -.34** -.34** -.t6 -.13 -. l0 -.08
Sex .a .a .a .4, .a .a .a .a .a

Prior
Convictions

-.16 .16 .06 .09 .03 .15 .12 .12 .10
Type ofPrior
Conviction

.13 .31** .25** .09 .03 .25** .t6 .07 .06
Family/
Ma¡ital

Relations

-.27** .08 .00 .09 .07 .06 .02 .10 .07

Financial
Management

-.24** -.01 -.r7* -.09 -. l3 -.04 -.t4 -.06 -.09
Emotional
Srâhilirv

.t2 .05 -.05 .03 .09 .05 -.01 .03 .04
Mental Ability
of Probationer

-.06 .09 .10 .r6 .r2 -.08 .t2 -.r4 -.15
Peer and

Comnanions
-.29** .17* .22* a A**,La .25** .r4 .13 .t2 .10

Drug/ Alcohol
Use of

Probationer

-.22** .03 .09 .t4 .10 .13 .t4 .20* .l g*

Employment -.08 .09 .04 .08 .06 l3 .05 .04 .02
Academici
Vocational

Skills

-.11 .07 .05 -.03 .02 .08 .04 .01 -.01

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

Similar to the trends we observed when discussing the admission items, v/e again find

that the Non-Aboriginal and Metis groups appear to produce more similar pattems than

the Treaty on and Treaty Off groups. The male Treaty On group generally did not

produce as many significant correlations as the male non- Aboriginal and Metis groups.

Items; Prior conviction, Emotional Stability, Mental Ability, Employment, and

Academic/Vocational skills failed to produce significant correlations. While item prior
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Convictions failed to produce a significant relationship with any of the outcoms

variables, the correlation scores were of sufficient strength to be comparable to other

groups. The remainder of the items that failed to produce significance however did not

produce correlation scores of acceptable strength.

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .0-ìçresented by$

Termination item analysis demonstrated more favourable results than those observed at

TABLE 37 - CORRELATIONS OF TERMINATION ITEMS BY OUTCOME
VARIABLES FOR THE MALE TREATY OFF SAMPLE POPULATTON

Termination
Item

Adult
Outcome

on
Probation

N99

Re-
convicted

Year I

N99

Re-
convicted
Yeu2
N95

Re-
convicted

Year 3
N84

Re-
convicted
Year 4 +

N82

Re-
incarcerated

Year I

N99

Re-
incarcerated

Year 2

N95

Re-
inca¡cerated

Yea¡ 3

N84

Re-
incarcerated

Year 4 +
N82

Address
Changes in

last 12
months

-.34x* .10 .12 .20 .16 .07 .09 .10 .04

o/oTime

Employed in
Previous Year

.06 .01 .02 .01 -.02 -.01 .01 -.08 -.10

Attitude to
Probation

-.40x* .03 .13 .10 1l .05 .r6 .20 .19
Age .19 -.18 -.24* -.23* -.17 -.11 .t2 -.12 o5
Sex .a .a .a .a .a .a .a .a

Prior
Convictions

.01 .08 -. l0 -.05 .10 .20* .07 .09 .03
Type ofPrior
Conviction

11* .12 .15 .13 .06 .30*r .23* .22* .16
Family/
Marital

Relations

-.t7 -.07 -.07 -.07 -.10 -.07 -.01 .01 -.04

Financial
Management

-.27** .02 .01 .09 .04 .09 .13 .09 .01
Emotional
Srabilirv

.t7 -.08 -.00 .04 .05 .08 .22* .27* .24*
Mental

Ability of
Probationer

.12 .r6 .20 .15 ll .17 .22* .19 .17

Peer and
Comoanions

-.40** .09 .26* .25* .16 .06 .20 .18 .12
Dru/

Alcohol Use
of Probationer

-.r4 l3 .20 .25* .18 .10 .20 .2t .15

Employment -.1 I .07 .25* .12 .02 -.05 .06 -.04 lo
Academic/
Vocational

Skills

.07 -.10 .01 .01 -. l0 -.12 -.03 -.02 -.01
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admission. Correlations overall were stronger and while some items still fail to meet

significant levels, 1l items were significantly correlated with at least one of the outcome

variables. Items Percentage of time employed in previous year, and

Academic/Vocational Skills failed to produce acceptable correlations with any of the

outcome variables.

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

Nearly all items on the PRA demonstrated significant correlations for at least some of the

TABLE 38 - CORRELATIONS OF TERMINATION ITEMS BY OUTCOME
VARIABLES FOR THE FEMALE NON.ABORIGINAL SAMPLE POPULAT

Termination
Items

Adult
Outcome

on
Probation

N96

Re-
convicted

Year I
N96

Re-
convicted

Year 2
N86

Re-
convicted

Year 3

N73

Re-
convicted
Year 4 +

N68

Re-
incarcerate
d Year I

N96

Re-
incarcerate
d Year 2

N86

Re-
inca¡cerat
ed Year 3

N73

Re-
incarcerat
ed Yea¡ 4

+
N68

Address
Changes in last

12 months

-.40*x .t4 .07 .01 -.08 .20 .26* .26* .30*

%oTime
Employed in

Previous Year

-.23* .01 .04 .10 .06 .02 -.02 -.04 .03

Attitude to
Probation

-.63*r .21* .25* .27* .2r .27** .34** .35** .40
Age -.06 -.08 -.01 .09 -.03 -. t6 -.16 -.t7 -.21
Sex .a .a .a .a .a .a .a .a .a

Prior
Convictions

-.25* t5 .28** .28* .18 .04 .09 .09 .02
Type ofPrior
Conviction

-. l6 .06 .26* .19 .07 .03 .08 .08 l1
Family/
Marital

Relations

.t7 .02 .r4 .21 .2t .02 .08 .08 .t7

Financial
Manasement

-.28** .06 .23* .26* .t9 .09 .t4 .13 .17
Emotional
Stabilitv

-.37** .08 .09 .r6 t5 .19 .14 .15 .2t
Mental Ability
ofProbationer

1I -.07 .10 .07 .03 -.03 -.03 -.04 -.05
Peer and

Comn¡nions
-.17 .05 .03 .03 .08 .06 .04 .03 .25*

Drug/ Alcohol
Use of

Probationer

-.09 .t4 .t4 .r6 .08 .07 .03 .02 -.00

Employment 1<* -.06 .08 .05 .04 .08 .21* .20 .31*
Academic/
Vocational

Skills

.01 11 -.16 -.20 -.26* -.05 -.07 -.07 -.09
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outcome variables. The items that were not significantly correlated include: Age,

Family/lr4arital Relations, Mental Ability, Drugs/Alcohol use, and Academic/ Vocational

skills. These items while failing to produce significance, produced correlations of

sufficient strength to be comparable to other groups.

(Signihcant level - .01 represent by **, .05 representea U¡¡
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TABLE 39 - CORRELATIONS OF TERMINATION ITEMS BY OUTCOME
VARIABLES FOR THE FEMALE METIS SAMPLE POPULATION

Ter
mination Item

Adult
Outcome

on
Probation

N3l

Re-
convicted

Yea¡ I
N3l

Re-
convicted

Year 2
N30

Re-
convicted

Year 3

N25

Re-
convicted
Year 4 +

N23

Re-
incarcerated

Year I

N3l

Re-
incarcerated

Year 2
N30

Re-
incarcerat
ed Year 3

N25

Re-
inca¡cerat
ed Year 4

+

Address
Changes in last

l2 months

-.35 -.08 -.01 -.08 -.06 )\ .27 .30 .17

% Time
Employed in

Previous Year

.03 .05 .t2 .16 .20 .02 .02 .06 -.05

Attitude to
Probation

-.72** .32 .40* .39 .23 .42* .45* .50* .34
Age -.21 -.1 I -.13 -.06 -.29 -.1 I -.12 -.12 -.23
Sex .a .a .a .a .a .a .a .a A
Prior

Convictions
-.24 .08 .15 .27 .56xx .20 .20 .24 .08

Type ofPrior
Conviction

-.2t .21 .30 .39 .41 .25 )1 .28 .15
Family/
Marital

Relations

.05 .07 .00 .10 .20 .03 .02 .09 .21

Financial
Manapemenf

.05 .39* .JJ .43* .42* .26 .27 )q .ll
Emotional
Srabiliry

-.02 .02 -.02 -.02 -.22 .29 .29 .35 .23
Mental Ability
of Probationer

.10 -.10 u -.15 .t7 -.05 -.05 -.06 -.08
Peer and

Comnanions
-.08 .08 .20 .25 .42* .17 .t7 .22 .42*

Drug/ Alcohol
Use of

Probationer

l1 .03 ll .18 .30 .34 .34 .42* .30

Employment -.18 .18 .12 t5 .47* .49** .49** .59** ?qi
Academic/
Vocational

Skills

.18 .08 .05 -.02 .31 -.09 -.09 -.11 -.15 
I
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Many of the items on the PRA did not produce significant correlation with the outcome

variables for female Metis offenders. ln fact, only 6 items produced significant

correlations with any of the outcome variables. These items were: Attitude to Probation,

Prior Convictions, Financial Management, Peers & Companions, Drugs/Alcohol, and

Emplo¡rment. These items, while failing to produce significant correlations with any of

the outcome variables, produced correlations scores of comparable strength to be

considered for some of the outcome variables.

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

TABLE 40 - CORRELATIONS OF TERMINATION ITEMS BY OUTCOME
VARTABLES FOR TTIE FEMALE TREATY ON SAMPLE POPUL

Termination
Item

Adutt
outcome

on
Probation

N28

Re-
convicted

Year I

N28

Re-
convicted
Yeu2
N28

Re-
convicted

Year 3
N27

Re-
convicted
Year 4 +

N25

Re-
incarcerated

Year I
N28

Re-
incarcerated

Year 2
N28

Re-
inca¡cerat

ed Yea¡ 3
N27

Re-
incarcera
ted Year

4+
N25

Address
Changes in last

l2 months

-.30 aa
-.JJ -.18 -.22 .14 .a .r4 t4 .22

%óTime
Employed in

Previous Year

.35 -.07 .05 -.10 .22 .a .09 ll -.01

Attrtude to
Probation

-.61** -.02 -.17 .03 -.02 .a -.25 -.24 -.34
Age .00 .00 -.10 -.26 -.37 ,a .09 .09 -.05
Sex .4. .a .a .a .a .a .a .a .a

Prior
Convictions

-.29 .01 .18 .05 -.24 .a .28 .28 .09
Type ofPrior
Conviction

-.09 .10 .13 .20 .51** .4. -.1 I t2 t4
Family/
Marital

Relations

-.13 -.07 -.25 -.19 -.23 .a -. t6 -.17 -.2s

Financial
Manaqement

-.16 -.06 .23 .23 .07 .a .24 .24 .04
Emotional
Srabilirv

-.13 -.15 -.r2 .06 -.10 .a .26 .26 .11
Mental Ability
ofProbationer

.a .a .a .a .a .a .a .a .a
Peer and

Companions

aa-.JJ -.02 .25 .13 .09 .a .23 .22 .07
Drug/ Alcohol

Use of
Probationer

-.09 .06 .14 .01 -.13 .a -.13 -.14 -19

Employment .04 -.15 .02 -.01 -.22 .a T4 -. t5 -.24
Academic/
Vocational

Skills

-.06 -.34 -.03 15 -.29 .a .23 .23 .05
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The female Treaty On group had even fewer significant correlations than the female

Metis group. Only 2 items on the scale produced significant correlations. These items

were: Attitude to Probation and Type of Prior Conviction. Many of the items that failed

to produce a significant correlation, however produced correlation scores of sufficient

strength to be considered

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by )

TABLE 41 . CORRELATIONS OF TERMINATION ITEMS BY OUTCOME
ARIABLE TREATY OFF SAMPLE PO

Termination
Item

Adult
outcome

on
Probation

N36

Re-
convicted

Year I
N36

Re-
convicted

Year 2
N35

Re-
convicted

Year 3
N30

Re-
convicted
Year 4 +

N29

Re-
incarcerate
d Year I

N36

Re-
incarcerat
ed Year 2

N35

Re-
inca¡cerat
ed Year 3

N30

Re-
inca¡cerat
ed Year 4

+
N29

Address
Changes in

last l2 months

-.21 -.01 -.1 1
nn -.t2 .25 .26 .29 .32

%oTime
Employed in

Previous Year

.13 .00 .35* .28 .23 -.08 -.09 -.03 .t2

Attitude to
Probation

-.61** .12 .r4 .23 .14 .19 .19 .2t .23
Age l1 .06 -.05 .20 .25 -.04 -.04 .13 .30
Sex .a .a .a .a .a .a .a .a .a
Prior

Convictions
-.39* .t7 .26 .29 .35 .17 .18 .20 .20

Type of Prior
Conviction

-.27 .10 .15 .18 .08 .20 .21 .t2 .02
Family/
Marital

Relations

-.t4 -.04 -.09 -.l8 -.03 -.08 -.07 -.07 .05

Financial
Manaqemenf

-.14 .t4 .31 .38 .36 .02 .02 .05 -.04
Emotional
Ståhilitv

-.15 -. l0 -.38* -.30 -.26 -.06 -.06 .10 .31
Mental Ability
of Probationer

-.17 .02 -. t3 -.12 .t2 -.1 I -.1 I -.t2 .20
Peer and

Comnanions
-.32 .18 .26 .09 11 .16 .16 .05 .10

Drug/ Alcohol
Use of

Probationer

-.21 -.23 .10 .01 -.01 -.01 -.01 -. l0 .05

Employment .14 .07 .10 .17 l5 -.06 -.07 .07 -.01
Academic/
Vocational

Skills

.18 -.17 .t7 .19 .26 .t7 -.18 -.04 .11
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The vast majority of items on the scale failed to produce significant correlations with

outcome variables. Only 4 items on the scale showed any significant relationship. These

items were: o/o of time employed, Attitude to Probation, Prior Convictions, and

Emotional Stability. Many of the items that failed to produce a significant relationship

with any of the outcome variables, produced correlation scores of sufficient strength to be

comparable to other female offender samples.

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

TABLE 41 . CORRELATIONS OF TERMINATION ITEMS BY OUTCOME
VARIABI]ES FOR THE FEMALE TREATY OFF SAMPLE POPULA

Termination
Item

Adult
Outcome

on
Probation

N36

Re-
convicted

Yea¡ I
N36

Re-
convicted

Year 2
N35

Re-
convict

ed
Year 3
N30

Re-
convicted
Year 4 +

N29

Re-
incarcerate
d Year I

N36

Re-
incarcerat
edYear 2

N35

Re-
incarcerated

Year 3

N30

Re-
incarcerate
dYear4+

N29

Add¡ess
Changes in

last l2 months

-.21 -.01 -.11 -.22 .12 .25 .26 .29 .32

o/oTíme

Employed in
Previous Yea¡

.13 .00 .35x .28 .23 -.08 -.09 -.03 -.r2

Attitude to
Probation

-.61** .t2 .r4 .23 .14 .t9 .19 .21 .23
Age l1 .06 -.05 .20 .25 -.04 -.04 l3 .30
Sex .a .a .a .a .a .à .a .a -a

Prior
Convictions

-.39* .17 .26 .29 .35 .t7 .18 .20 .20
Type ofPrior
Conviction

-.27 l0 .15 .18 .08 .20 .21 .12 .02
Family/
Marital

Relations

-.t4 -.04 -.09 -. 18 -.03 -.08 -.07 -.07 .05

Financial
Manaqement

.t4 .t4 .31 .38 .36 .02 .02 .05 -.04
Emotional
Stability

-.15 .10 -.38* -.30 -.26 -.06 -.06 .10 .31

Mental Ability
of Probationer

-.r7 .02 -.13 -.t2 .12 -.1I -.11 -.r2 .20
Peer and

Comnanions
-.32 .18 .26 .09 l1 .16 .16 .05 .10

Drug/ Alcohol
Use of

Probationer

-.21 -.23 .10 .01 -.01 -.01 -.01 -.10 .05

Employment -.14 .07 .10 t7 .15 -.06 -.07 .07 -.01
Academic/
Vocational

Skills

.18 .17 .r7 .r9 .26 -.17 -.18 -.04 1l
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TABLE 42 - CORRELATIONS OF TERMINATION rTEt\,lS By OUTCOME
RIABLES FOR THE NON-ABORIGINAL SAMPLE POPULATION

Termination
Item

Adult
Outcome

on
Probation

N 620

Re-
convicted

Year I
N 620

Re-
convicted
Yeu2
N 585

Re-

convicted
Year 3

N 518

Re-
convicted
Year 4 +
N 488

Re-
incarcerate
d Year I
N 620

Re-
incarcera
ted Year

2

N 58s

Re-
inca¡cerat
ed Yea¡ 3

N 5t8

Re-
inca¡cerated

Year 4 +
N 488

Address
Changes in last

l2 months

.37** 16** .20** .21*t I g*x 19** .23** .22** .23**

%oTime
Employed in

Previous Yea¡

-.19** 12++ .1 5** I 6rr .17** 12** l4** .14** .1 5**

Attitude to
Probation

-.67** .22** .29** .25** .26** .26** .28** .25** .27**
Age .03 -.12** -. I 5** -. l6** -. I 5** -.0gxx 1 .)** -.13** -.14**
Sex .07 -.10* -.L2** I4** -.15** -.09* 1 t**-.lL -. l4** -.14**

Prior
Convictions

I 9** 1l** 17+* .20** .21** 1 1** 1 6*r I 5** . l4**
Type of Prior
Conviction

-.20** .09x I 6** I 8** 14** 13 ** 16xr 17** 17**
Family/ Marital

Relations
-.27** l** 17+* I 6** l7** 14** I g** 17** I 8**

Financial
Manasemenl

1A*{<
--LO .12** 1g* * .20** .t 

^**./-'+ 12** .16** 17** .20**
Emotional
Stability

-.25** .09* .06 .06 10* I 3** .08* .06 .08
Mental Abiliry
ofProbationer

-.10 .05 .06 .08 .05 .07 .05 .09* l0*
Peer and

Comnanions
-.37** .20** .26** a /l** aA*tÉ.La .2r** .2J** .26** .28**

Drug/ Alcohol
Use of

Probationer

-.29** 10* I 5** 12** I 3** 12** 1 9** 18** lg**

Employment -.27** I 6*r .24** .26** .27** 19*x .23** .26** .29**
Academic/
Vocational

Skills

-.1 1** .05 .10* 12** l0* .06 10* I 5** 16f*

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

For the Non-Aboriginal population, we find that all items on the scale are significantly

correlated with outcome variables.
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TABLE 43 . CORRELATTONS OF TERMINATION ITEMS BY OUTCOME
VARIABI,ES F'OR THE

Termination
Item

Adult
Outcome

on
Probation

N 148

Re-
convicted

Year I

N t48

Re-
convicted

Year 2
N 144

Re-
convicted

Year 3

N 125

Re-
convicted
Year 4 +
N t20

Re-
inca¡cerate
d Year I

N 148

Re-
incarcerate
dYear 2
N t44

Re-
incarcerat
ed Year 3

N t25

Re-
inca¡cerate
dYear4+

N 120

Address
Changes in last

l2 months

-.28** .20* .27** .20* I6 .24** .27** .27** .24**

o/oTime

Employed in
Previous Year

-.1 1 17* r6 .21* t2 17* T2 .2r* T4

Attitude to
Probation

-.61** .27** .33** .32** L7 -27*t .27** .24** .21*
Age -.00 -.15 .).){< * -.21* "ra* .r4 -.17* -. t3 -. l3
Sex t4 -.10 -.16 -.20* -.14 -.12 -.t4 -.17 -.16

Prior
Convictions

-.23** I6 .2r'- .2gx* .25** .21* lgx ')')* l8
Type ofPrior
Conviction

.r-7** .24** .30** I A**,La .2r* .30** .28** .22* lg*
Family/
Marital

Relations

l9x .26** .21* .22x .1,2 .28** a /1** .29** .26**

Financial
Manasement

-.t2 lg* t2 l5 t4 l4 .10 1,2 .07
Emotional
Stahilitv

.24** .25** 17* T6 .07 .28* .25** .22* 19*
Mental Ability
ofProbationer

.01 .06 .00 -.03 -.04 .08 .06 .05 .03
Peer and

Comoanions
-.31** .33 ** .30** .34** .22* .40** .39tx .44** .40**

Drug/ Alcohol
Use of

Probationer

-.30** .29** .28** .30** l8* .39** .37** .34** .26**

Employment -.23** .29** .29** .30** .27** .29** a A** .20* l3
Academic/
Vocational

Skills

T4 -.02 -.10 -.r4 I7 -.03 -.04 -.06 -.10

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

For the Metis offender population, we find that the majority of item on the scale were

significantly correlated with outcome variables. The 2 items that failed to produce

significant results were: Mental Ability, and Academic/vocational skills.

108



TABLE 44 - CORRELATIONS OF TERMINATION ITEMS BY OUTCOME
VARIABLES FOR THE TREATY ON SAMPLE POPULATION

Only 3 items on the scale failed to produce significant correlations for the Treaty On

sample population. These items were: Emotional Stability, Employment, and

Academic/vocational skills.

109

Termination
Item

Adult
Outcome on

Probation
N 173

Re-
convicted

Year I
N 173

Re-
convicted

Year 2
N t68

Re-
convicted

Year 3

N t56

Re-
convicted
Yea¡ 4 +
N l5l

Re-
incarcerate
d Year I
N t73

Re-
incarcerate
dYear 2

N t68

Re-
incarcer¿
ted Yea¡

3

N 156

Re-
incarcerat
ed Yea¡ 4

+
N tsl

Add¡ess
Changes in last

l2 months

-.30** -.01 .03 .02 .03 .06 .06 .08 .09

o/oTime

Employed in
Previous Year

-.19* .t2 .08 .10 .02 11 .07 .06 .03

Attirude to
Probation

-.37** .15* .13 .13 .07 .16* .16* .19* .15

Age -.04 -.26** -.30*8 -.32** -.37** -.15* -.12 -.10 -.09
Sex -.04 -.17* -.23* -.28x* -.23** -.21** -.22** -.26** -.23**

Prior
Convictions

.16x .17* .13 .t4 .02 .19* .19* .18* .t4
Type of Prior
Conviction

-.t2 .30r* .26** .r6 .15 .26** 17* .10 .10
Family/ Mariøl

Relations
-.24** .05 -.05 .01 -.01 .05 -.00 .06 .02

Financial
Mâñâoêmenf

-.22** -.01 -.1 I -.03 -.90 -.04 -.1 I -.04 -.08
Emotional
Stabilitv

.12 -.01 -.09 -.02 .00 .02 -.02 .00 .00
Mental Ability
of Probationer

-.05 .10 .t2 .1.7* .13 -.05 -.09 -.10 -.1 I
Peer and

Companions
-.29** .16* .23** .23** .23** .t4 .15 .t4 .t2

Drug/ Alcohol
Use of

Probationer

-.19* .05 ,12 .13 .08 .r4 .t4 .19* .16*

Employment -.06 .07 .05 .08 .01 .13 .05 .05 .01
Academic/
Vocational

Skills

.10 .02 .04 -.05 -.04 .07 .05 .02 -.10

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)



TABLE 45 - CORRELATIONS OF TERMINATION ITEMS BY OUTCOME
VARIABLES FOR THE TREATY OFF SAMPLE POPULATI

Termination
Items

Adult
Outcome

on
Probation

N 135

Re-
convicted

Year I
N 135

Re-
convicted

Year 2
N t30

Re-
convicted

Year 3

N I14

Re-
convicted
Year 4 +
N lll

Re-
inca¡cerate
d Year I
N t35

Re-
incarcerate
dYear 2
N 130

Re-
inca¡cerate
d Year 3
Nil4

Re-
incarcera
ted Year

4+
N lll

Address
Changes in

last 12 months

-.30** .07 .06 .09 .09 1t ll .12 .09

o/oTime

Employed in
Previous Year

.07 .01 1l .08 .05 -.02 -.00 -.06 -.10

Attitude to
Probation

-.45** .05 .13 .r4 .12 .08 .17* .2r* .21*
Age .16 .t2 -.18* -.11 -.06 -.10 1l -.07 .03
Sex -.04 -.05 -.01 -.01 -.00 -.05 .r7 -.16 .15

Prior
Convictions

-.16* .10 .01 .04 .02 .19* .10 .t2 .07
Type ofPrior
Conviction

-.12 .12 .15 .14 .07 .27** .25** .23* .15
Family/
Marital

Relations

-.24** -.07 -.07 .10 -.08 -.07 -.03 -.02 -.04

Financial
Manapement

.t 
^** .05 .10 .t7 .13 .07 .10 .07 -.01

Emotional
Stabiliw

-.15 -.09 -.13 -.07 -.05 .03 1t .20* .24*
Mental Ability
ofProbationer

-. l3 .13 .t2 .10 1t ll 15 .14 .18
Peer and

Comoanions
-.39** t1 .26** .21* .14 .09 .2lx .17 .13

Drugi Alcohol
Use of

Probationer

.r6 .05 .t7 .19* .13 .08 17* .t6 .14

Employment -.12 .08 .21* .14 .06 -.05 .05 .01 -.05
Academic/
Vocational

Skills

.02 -.1 I .05 .05 -.02 -.13 -.04 -.01 .02

(Significance level -.01 represent by **, .05 represented by Ð

For the Treaty Off population, nearly all items on the scale demonstrated significant

correlations. Items that failed to produce significant correlations were: o/o of time

employed, Sex of Probationer, Mental Ability, and Academic/Vocational skills.

110



In summary, we found that termination items did in fact produce stronger correlations

that were more signiftcant, than those observed for admission items. Additionally, the

PRA instrument appears to perform reasonably well for all groups when only one control

factor is introduced (gender or ethniciry), however, the scale's validity seems to diminish

significantly when both gender and ethnicity are examined together. ln the next section,

lve report on how each sub sample scored on the various risk measurements.

HOW THE GROUPS SCORE

We ran frequencies of how each categorical group was classified by each of the risk

scores.

TABLE 46 _ HO\ry CATEGORICAL GROUPS WERE CLASSIFIED BY RISK
SCO

CATEGORICAL
GROUP

LEVEL ADMISSION
RISK SCORE

LEVEL
INDICATED
BY RISK-

ADMISSION

CLASSIFIED
LEVEL-

ADMISSION

RISKNEED

OVERALL
POPULATTON

N 1076

LO\ry 4.6% 20.7% 18.8% 32.6%

MED t4.0% 39J% 44.4% 57.6%
HIGH 8t.3% 39.4% 36.8% 9s%

MALES
N 885

LO\ry 35% t65% 15.6% 30.3%

MED 10.7% 40.6% 44.7% s8.6%
HIGH 85.8% 42.7% 39.7% n.t%

FEMALES
N 191

LOW 9.9% 403% 33.5% 43.5%

MED 29.3% 35.6% 42.9% 52.4%
HIGH 60.7% 24.1% 23.6% 4.2%
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TABLE 46 _ HO\4/ CATEGORICAL GROUPS WERE CLASSIFIED BY RISK
SCORES

MALES NON
ABORIGINAL

N 524

LOW 4.0% 195% t6.6% 309%

MED 12.4% 4r.6% 47.9% 60.3%
HIGH 83.6% 38.7% 35.s% 8.8%

MALES_METIS
Nn7

LOW .9% 85% 9.4% 265%

MED 85% 41.0% 39.3% 57.3%
TIIGH 90.6% 50.4% 5r.3% 16.2%

MALES.
TREATY ON

N 145

LOW 5.5% 20.0% 22.8% 393%

MED 9.7% 39.3% 41.4% 52/%
IIIGH 84.8% 40.1% 359% 83%

MALES -
TREATY OF'F'

N99

LOW t.0% 5.1% 7.1% t8.2%

MED 6.t% 36.4% 39.4% 60.6%
HIGH 92.9% 57.6% 53.5% 2t.2%

FEMALES NON
-ABORIGINAL

N96

LOW ll.5y" 49.0% 39.6% st.0%

MED 33.3% 34.4% 42.7% 45.8%
HIGH 55.2% 16.7% 17.7% 3.1%

F'EMALES -
METIS

N31

LOW 9.7% 29.0% 22.6% 4t.9%

MED 19.4% 38.7% st.6% 58.t%
HIGH 71.0% 323% 25.8% 0.0%

FEMALES-
TREATY ON

N28

LOW t0.7% 50.0% 46.4% 57.1%

MED 42.9% 28.6% 32.1% 39.3%
HIGH 46.4% 214% 21.4% 3.6%
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however, placed the majority of offenders in the medium risk category where we would

expect the majority of offenders to be.

When we observe the separated groups, we frnd that female offenders are more likely to

be classified as low risk than male offenders regardless of risk score. From the male

offender sample groups, we found that the male Treaty On group was most likely to be

classified as low risk, followed by the male Non-Aboriginal, Metis, and Treaty Off

groups by all four risk scores. For the female offender groups, we found that while the

Admission risk score most commonly classif,red female Non-Aboriginals as low risk, all

of the remainder risk scores most commonly classified the female Treaty On group as

low risk.

When making comparison of the goups by ethnicity, we find that the Treaty On group

was most likely to be classified as low risk, followed by the Non-Aboriginal, Metis, and

Treaty Off groups by all four risk scores.

The above information is only useful if it corresponds to actual behaviour. This is the

topic of our next section.
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HOW THE GROUPS ACTUALLY PERFORM

Given one of the primary objectives of this study was to assess the validity of the Primary

Risk Assessment both during the period of supervision and beyond, for male and female,

and AboriginalÀ{on-Aboriginal subgroups, we now present these results for how each

categorical group performed.

As we can see from the table below the majority of offenders successfully completed

their probation. This is true for all categorical groups under study. Male Treaty On

offenders, however, performed better than all other male sub-groups. Male Treaty Off

offenders performed worse than all other groups. Female Metis offenders appeared to

perform best on probation as indicated by this sample. The performance of the female

Metis group is somewhat surprising given that the female Treaty On and Non-Aboriginal

groups were most commonly assessed as low risk. When we take a more longitudinal

approach, we find that the longer the period of follow-up, the greater number of

reconvictions and re-incarcerations.
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TABLE 47 - ADULT O TION

GROUP % SUCCEEDED

OVERALL POPULATION
N 1076

66.1%

MALE OFFENDERS OVERALL
N 885

65.1%

FEMALE OFFENDERS OVERALL
N 191

70.7%

MALE NON-ABORJGINÁ.L
N 524

66.0%

MALE METIS
N 117

615%

MALE TREATY ON
N 145

69.7%

MALE TREATY OFF
N99

57.6%

FEMALE NON-ABORIGINAL
96

74.0%

FEMALE METIS
N31

77.4%

FEMALE TREATY ON
N28

64.3%

FEMALE TREATY OFF
N36

6t.t%

NON ABORIGINAL POPULATION
N 620

67.3%

METIS POPULATION
N 148

64.9%

TREATY ON POPULATION
N 173

68.8%

TREATY OFF POPULATION
N 13s

58.5%

TAB POST _ oNo

o/o Reconviction 7o Re-incarceration

Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Year 4

+

Year I Year 2 Year 3 Year 4 *

27.8% 43.2% 55.s% 68.2% 12.2% t8.0% 22.5% 25.6%

(N 1076)
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From the above table we can see that as the follow up period increases, so does the

corresponding number of reconvictions and re-incarcerations. When we divide the

sample to assess the impact of gender on reconviction and re-incarceration, we find that

female offenders are less likely to be reconvicted or re-incarcerated during the follow up

period.

TABLE 49 _ POST PROBATION RECIDIVISM SEPARATED BY GENDER

7o Reconviction %o Re-incarceration

Gender
of

Offender

Year I Year 2 Year 3 Year 4
+

Male 29.7%
N 88s

4s.8%
N 848

58.6%
N 758

70.6%
N 42s

Female 18.8%
N 191

313%
N 179

40.6%
N 155

s59%
N 145

Gender
of

Offender

Year I Year 2 Year 3 Year 4
+

Male t3.8%
N 885

205%
N 848

25.5%
N 7s8

28.6%
N 725

Female 4.7%
N t9l

6.t%
N r79

7.7%
N 155

rt.0%
N 145

Again, we observe the same trend we saw for the overall sample population. As the

follow up period increases, so does the corresponding number of re-convictions and re-

incarcerations. We found this to be consistent for both male and female offender

samples.

When separating the data further by Native Canadian Status and gender we find the

following:
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TABLE 50. POST PROBATION RECIDIVISM SEPARATED BY
GENDER & ETHNI

7o Reconviction %o Re-incarceration

Offender
Category

Year I Year 2 Year 3 Year 4 *

Male Non-
Aborisinal

23.9%
N 524

393%
N 499

50.8%
N 445

62.9%
N 420

Male Metis 33.3%
N l17

45.6%
N l14

61.0%
N 100

76.3%
N97

Male
TreaW On

44.1%
N 145

62.1%
N 140

75.2%
N 129

84.t%
N 126

Male
Treaty Off

35.4Yo

N99
55.8%
N95

7t.4%
N84

82.9%
N82

Female
Non-

Aborieinal

12.5o/o

N96
n3o/o
N86

30.r%
N73

4t.2%
N68

Female
Metis

22.6%
N3l

26.7%
N30

36.0%
N25

609%
N23

Female
Treatv On

21.4%
N28

32.1%
N28

40.1%
N27

60.0%
N25

Femaie
Treafy Off

30.6%
N36

54.3%
N35

70.0%
N30

82.8%
N29

Non
Aboriginal

Overall

22.1%
N 620

36.9%
N s85

479%
N 518

59.8%
N 488

Metis
Overall

3r.t%
N 148

4t.7%
N 144

s6.0%
N 125

73.3%
N 120

Treaty On
Overall

40.s%
N 173

57.I%
N 168

69.2%
N 156

80.t%
N l5l

Treafy Off
Overall

34.1%
N 135

55.4%
N 130

7t.t%
N 114

82.9%
N 111

Offender
Category

Year I Year 2 Year 3 Year 4
+

Male Non-
Aborieinal

10.7%
N 524

17.0%
N 499

2t.I%
N 445

24.0%
N 420

Male Metis t7.t%
N ll7

193%
N l14

26.0%
N 100

309%
N97

Male
Treafy On

2t.4%
N 145

293%
N 140

349%
N 129

36j%
N 126

Male
Treaty Off

15.2%
N99

21.4%
N95

33.3%
N84

36.6%
N82

Female
Non-

Aborisinal

3.1%
N96

4.7%
N86

5.5%
N73

7.4%
N68

Female
Metis

65%
N3l

6.7%
N30

8.0%
N25

13.0%
N23

Female
Treatv On

0%
N28

3.6%
N28

3.7%
N27

8.0%
N25

Female
Treaty Off

tt.t%
N36

11.4%
N35

t6.7%
N30

20.7%
N29

Non
Aboriginal

Overall

9.s%
N 620

t5.2%
N 585

t89%
N 518

21.7%
N 488

Metis
Overall

14.9%
N 148

16.7%
N 144

22.4%
N 125

27s%
N 120

Treaty On
Overall

17.9%
N 173

25.0%
N 168

29.5%
N 156

31.8%
N l5t

Treaty Off
Overall

14.1%
N 135

23.t%
N 130

28.9%
N l14

32.4%
N llt

Examining the male offender samples, we can see that the male Non-Aboriginal group

performed best in the post probation follow up period. Surprisíngly, we found that the

male Treaty On group performed worse in the follow up period. This sample group was

most commonly classified as low risk for re-involvement and had the greatest success on

probation, yet we found they surpassed all other goups in the post probation period.
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Examining the female offender samples, we found that the female Non-Aboriginal group

performed best in the post probation follow up period. The female Treaty Off sample

was least successful in the post probation follow up period.

Examining ethnicity alone, we found that the Non-Aboriginal group performed best in

the post probation follow up period, and the Treaty On group was least successfully in the

post probation follow up period.

Presenting the information above in a slightly different manner, we ran cross tabulations

of the Admissions Risk Score, The Classified Level at Admission, The Level Indicated

by Risk at Admissions and the Termination Risk Need Score by Adult Outcome on

Probation and Reconvictior/ Re-incarceration in years 1-4. We performed these for the

overall population and then separated the population by categorical groups. The first set

of results presented are; the Admission and Termination risk scores by Adult Outcome on

Probation. With this we hope to be able to assess the degree to which the Primary Risk

Assessment is a valid and reliable tool for the prediction of recidivism while on

Probation. We would expect that as the designated risk level rises the number of

successful outcomes on probation should decrease. We present the results first for the

overall population and then proceed to separate the categorical groups under study.
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OBATION

ADMISSION RISK SCORE ADULT OUTCOME ON
PROBATION

ISUCCEEDEDI)
Low 82.2o/o**

Medium 82.ïyo**
High 623o/o**

LEVEL INDICATED BY RISKADMISSION
Low 89.2o/o**

Medium 65.9Yo**
Hieh 54.5Yo**

CLASSIFIED LEVEL AT ADMISSION
Low 85.6Yo**

Medium 66.9o/o**
Hieh 55.IYo**

RISK/NEED
Low 81.9%**

Medium 67.lYo**
Hieh 43.4Yo**

(Significant level -.01 represent by **, .05 represented by *, N 1076)

As we can see, all scores other than the Admission risk score, appear to be valid

predictors of actual perfonnance on probation. That is, the assigned risk level

corresponds to the expected number of successes and failures on probation. We now

compare the overall results to the individual group results.
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TABLE 52 _ ADTJLT OUT PR D BY GENDER

ADMISSION RISK SCORE
MALES

N 88s

ADULT OUTCOME ON
PROBATION

(SUCCEEDED)
Low 74.zYo**

Medium 80.0%**
Hish 62.9Yo**

LEVEL INDICATED BY RISK ADMISSION
MALES
N 885
Low 89.ÙYo**

Medium 66.3Y"**
Hieh 55.ÙVo**

CLASSIFIED LEVEL AT ADMISSION
MALES
N 88s
Low 83.3Vo**

Medium 66.7Yo**
Hieh 56.lYox*

RISK/NEED
MALES
N 88s
Low 80.6Vo**

Medium 6l.lYo**
Hieh 43.gYo**

ADMISSION RISK SCORE
FEMALES

N 191

Low 94.7o/o**
Medium 87.5o/o**

Hieh 58.6o/o**
LEVEL INDICATED BY RISKADMISSION

FEMALES
N l9l
Low 89.60/0**

Medium 63.2o/o**
Hieh 50.0%**

CLASSIFIED LEVEL AT ADMISSION
FEMALES

N 19t
Low 90.6Yo**

Medium 68.3Yo**
Hieh 46.7Vo**

RISK/NEED
FEMALES

N 191

Low 85.sYo**
Medium 6l.ÙYo**

High 37.sYo**
(Significance level -.01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)
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The above results suggest that the admission risk score is not a reliable measure for

recidivism at least for the male offender population. The remainder of the risk scores

appear to be reliable measures of recidivism as measured by success on probation.

TABLE 53 - ADULT OUTCOME ON PROBATION SEPARATED BY GEIIDER
TTINICITY

ADMISSION RISK SCORE
MALES NON ABORIGINAL

N 524

ADULT OUTCOME ON
PROBATION

ISUCCEEDED)
Low 76.2%

Medium 76.9%
Hieh 63.9%

LEVEL INDICATED BY RISKADMISSION
MALES NON ABORIGIN,A.L

N 524
Low 89.2%

Medium 65.1%
Hish 55.7%

CLASSIFIED LEVEL AT ADMISSION
MALES NON ABORTGINAL

N 524
Low 86.zYo**

Medium 66.9%o**
Hieh 55.4Yo**

RISK/NEED
MALES NON ABORIGINAL

N 524
Low 79.6Yo**

Medium 63.jYo**
Hish 39.lYo**

ADMISSION RISK SCORE
MALES METIS

N 117
Low 0.0%

Medium 90.0%
Hieh 59.4%

LEVEL INDICATED BY RISK Ä.DMISSION
MALES METIS

N 117

Low 90.ÙYo**
Medium 66.7Vo**

Hieh 52.sYo**
(Signifrcance level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)
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TABLE 53 _ ADULT OUTCOME ON PROBATION SEPARATED BY GENDER
& ETHNICITY

CLASSIFIED LEVEL AT ADMISSION
MALES METIS

N 117

ADULT OUTCOME ON
PROBATION

ISUCCEEDED)
Low 81.8%

Medium 60.9%
Hieh s8j%

RISK/NEED
MALES METIS

N 117

Low 90.3Yo**
Medium 55.zYo**

Hish 36.8Yo**
ADMISSION RISK SCORE

MALES TREATY ON
N 145
Low 87.5Y.

Medium 92.9%
Hieh 65.9%

LEVEL INDICATED BY RISKADMISSION
MALES TREATY ON

N 145
Low 89.7%*

Medium 68. Yo*
Hish 61.0%o*

CLASSIFIED LEVEL AT ADMISSION
MALES TREATY ON

N 145
Low 81.8%

Medium 70.0%
Hish 615%

RISK/NEED
MALES TREATY ON

N 145
Low 80.7%

Medium 63.2%
Hish s8.3%

ADMISSION RISK SCORE
MALES TREATY OFF

N99
Low 0.0%

Medium 66.7%
Hieh 57.6%

LEVEL INDICATED BY RISK ADMISSION
MALES TREATY OFF

N99
Low 80.0%*

Medium 69.4Yo*
Hieh 49.lYo*

(Significance level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by x)
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TABLE 53 - ADULT OUTCOME ON PROBATION SEPARATED BY GENDER
& ETHNICITY

CLASSIFIED LEVEL AT ADMISSION
MALES TREATY OFF

N99

ADULT OUTCOME ON
PROBATION

(SUCCEEDED)
Low 57.1%

Medium 66.7%
Hieh 509%

RISK/NEED
MALES TREATY OFF

N99
Low 72.2%

Medium 55.0%
Hish 52.4%

ADMISSION RISK SCORE
F'EMALES NON ABORIGINAL

N96
Low 100%**

Medium 84.4Yo**
Hish 62.3Yo**

LEVEL INDICATED BY RISK ADMISSION
FEMALES NON ABORIGINAL

N96
Low 9l.sYo**

Medium 63.6Yo**
Hieh 43.8o/o**

CLASSIFIED LEVEL AT ADMISSION
FEMALES NON ABORIGINAL

N96
Low 94.7o/o**

Medium 70.7o/o**
Hieh 35.3o/o**

RISK/NEED
FEMALES NONABORIGINAL

N96
Low 87.9Yo**

Medium 6l.4Yo**
Hish 33.3Yo**

ADMISSION RISK SCORE
FEMALES Metis

N3r
Low t00%

Medium 100%
Hieh 68.2%

LEVEL INDICATED BY RISK ADMISSION
FEMALES Metis

N31
Low 100%

Medium 58.3%
Hieh 80.0%

(Significance level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)
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TABLE 53 _ ADULT OUTCOME ON PROBATION SEPARATED BY GENDER
& ETHNICITY

CLASSIFIED LEVEL AT ADMISSION
FEMALES Metis

N31

ADULT OUTCOME ON
PROBATION
(SUCCEEDED

Low 100%
Medium 62.5%

Hieh 875%
RISK/NEED

FEMALES Metis
N31
Low l00o/o**

Medium 6l.lyo**
Hieh Ø**

ADMISSION RISK SCORE
FEMALES TREATY ON

N28
Low 66.7%

Medium 83.3%
Hish 46.2%

LEVEL INDICATED BY RISKADMISSION
FEMALES TREATY ON

N28
Low 7t.4%

Medium 75.0%
Hish 33.3%

CLASSIFIED LEVEL AT ADMISSION
FEMALES TREATY ON

N28
Low 69.2%

Medium 77.8%
High 33.3%

RISK/NEED
FEMALES TREATY ON

N28
Low 62.s%

Medium 63.3%
Hieh 100%

ADMISSION RISKSCORE
FEMALES TREATY OFF

N36
Low l00Yo*

Medium 100%*
Hieh 50.0%*

LEVEL INDICATED BY RISKADMISSION
FEMALES TREATY OFF

N36
Low l0jYo*

Medium 60.}Yr*
High 42.9Y"*

(Significance level -.01 represent by +*, .05 represented by )
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TABLE 53 - ADULT OUTCOME ON PROBATION SEPARATED BY GENDER
TCITY

CLASSIFIED LEVEL AT ADMISSION
FEMALES TREATYOFF

N36

ADULT OUTCOME ON
PROBATION
(SUCCEEDED

Low t00%
Medium 625%

Hieh 429%
RISKINEED

FEMALES TREATY OFF
N36
Low t00%

Medium 593%
Hieh 25.0%

ADMTSSION RISK SCORE
NON ABORIGINAL

N 620
Low 84.4Vr**

Medium 79.4Yo**
Hieh 63.1Yo**

LEVEL INDICATED BY RISK ADMISSION
NONABORIGINAL

N 620
Low 89.gYo**

Medium 64S%o**
Hieh 54.8o/o**

CLASSIFIED LEVEL AT ADMISSION
NON ABORIGINAL

N 620
Low 8g.g%**

Medium 67.5%o**
Hish 53.7Yo**

RISK/NEED
NON ABORIGINAL

N 620
Low 8l.5%**

Medium 62.\Yo**
Hieh 38.8%**

ADMISSION RISK SCORE
Metis
N 148
Low 75.ÙYo*

Medium 93.8o/o*
Hieh 60.9Vr*

LEVEL INDICATED BY RISK ADMISSION
Metis
N 148
Low 94.7Yo**

Medium 65.ÙYo**
Hieh 56.s%o**

(Significance level -.01 represent by **, .05 representeO by *)
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CLASSIFIED LEVEL AT ADMISSION
Metis
N 148

ADULT OUTCOME ON
PROBATION
(SUCCEEDED

Low 889%
Medium 6t3%

Hish 61.8%
RISK/NEED

Metis
N r48
Low 93.2o/o**

Medium 56.sYo**
Hieh 36.8Yo**

ADMISSION RJSK SCORE
TREATY ON

N 173
Low 8l.g%*

Medium 88.5%*
Hish 64.ÙYo*

LEVEL INDICATED BY RISK ADMISSION
TREATY ON

N 173
Low 83.7Y,*

Medium 69.2Yo*
Hish 58.5o/o*

CLASSIFIED LEVEL AT ADMISSION
TREATY ON

N 173
Low 78.3%

Medium 7t.0%
Hish 58.6%

RISK/NEED
TREATY ON

N 173
Low 16.7%

Medium 63.2%
Hish 61.5%

ADMISSION RISK SCORE
TREATY OFF

N 135
Low 66.7%

Medium 83.3%
Hish 55.8%

LEVEL INDICATED BY RISK ADMISSION
TREATY OFF

N 135
Low 91.7%

Medium 66.7%
Hieh 47.9%

(Significance level -.01 represent by *+, .05 represented by *)
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TABLE 53 _ ADULT OUTCOME ON PROBATION SEPARATED BY GENDER

CLASSIFIED LEVEL AT ADMISSION
TREATY OFF

N 135

ADULT OUTCOME ON
PROBATION
(SUCCEEDED

Low 76.9%
Medium 65j%

Hish 49.3%
RISK/NEED

TR.EATY OFF
N I35
Low 78.3%

Medium 56j%
Hish 48.0%

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

The above table demonstrates that all risk scores other than the Admission Risk Score

generalll/ follow expected results. There are however some anomalies in the results. The

male Treaty Off sample was most likely to succeed on Probation if classifîed as medium

risk rather than low as measured by the Classified Level at Admissions. Furtherrnore, the

female Metis population was more successful on probation if classified as high risk than

medium risk on the Level indicated by Risk at Admission and the Classified Level at

Admission. The female Treaty On sample failed to follow expected patterns for any of

the risk scores. Finally, the Metis group overall appeared to perform better on Probation

when classified as high rather than medium as classified by the Classified Level at

Admission.

'We now examine the same risk scores to determine how helpful they are in predicting

post Probation outcomes.
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ABLE 54 _ BATION OUTCOME FOR THE OVERALL SA

ADMISSION
RISK SCOR-E

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR T

N 1076

RE.
CONVICTED

YEAR 2

N 1027

RE-
CON!'ICTED

YEAR 3
N 9I3

RE.
CONWCTED

YEAR 4 +
N 870

RE.
INCARCE

RATED
YEAR I
N 1076

RE-
INCARC
ERATED
YEAR 2

N 1027

RE.
INCARCE
RATED
YEAR 3

N 9r3

RE-
INCARCE

RATED
YEAR 4 +

N 870
Low l0.ÙVo** l4.3Yoii 27.3Yo** 51.2o/o** 0.ÙYo* 2.0Yo1* 6.\Yot* l4.ïYo*t

Medium 17.g%o*t 3l.3Yo** 4l.0yo*1 5l.4Yo** 3.3%ot+ 6.7Yo*+ 7.1Yo*t 9.zYo*r
Hieh 30.5Yo4r 46.8o/or* 59.4o/o** 7 l.7o/o* 14.4o/o** 20.7o/o** 25.7Yo1+ 28.8o/o**

LEVEL
INDICATED BY

RJSK
ADMISSION

I¡w 13.ÙYo+ 20.7Yot* 29.30Á** 42.7%orr 4-jvot* 5.4Yo* 8.4Yo*r 12.ÙYot+
Medium 26.2o/o** 42.7Yoar 58.7o/o* 69.4Vo*t 7.7Yo4* 12.gYo** l7.6%o*t 19.gYot*

Hieh 3.7 -.7o/o** 54.7Yo** 63.8%ort 76.7o/o+t 2l.0Yo** 28.gYot+ 32.3o/ott 35.3Yo*r l

CLASSIFIED
LEVEL AT

ADMISSION
Low l5.3Yotr 26.1o/o** 359Yo** 46.9o/or* 5.4o/o** 8.7Yo** 12.zYo'+ 16.10/0** I

Medium 25.9o/o** 42.3o/o** 57.2o/o** 69.0o/o** 7 .5o/o*+ 12.4Yo** 17.5o/o* lg.go/o**
Hish 36.4o/o* 52.4Yot1 62.1Y"** 75.\Yo** 2l.zVo+t 28.g%ot* 32.04/o** 35.4Yo**

RISK/NEED
[¡w l6.sYo+* 28.3o/o** 3g.g%** 54.2o/o** 4.\Yo** g.g%** 12.OY"*1 14.90/o**

Medium 3l.2Yo*t 47.1o/o*a 61.5o/o** '73.4Yot* 13.4yo1* l9.lYo+r 24-3o/î*t 27.4Yo*1
Hieh 45-3o/o** 65.7yot* 73.7Yoti 81.3o/o** 29.2Yo** 4l.zYotr 44.2Vo*t 49.4o/o**

(Sigaificant level -.01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

From the above table, we observe that the overall population generally followed expected

patterns of reconviction and re-incarceration. That is as the classified level of risk

increased so did the corresponding rate of reconviction/re-incarceration. 'We 
do

however, observe two exceptions to this pattern. For the Admission Risk Score we see

an incompatible pattern for the variable re-incarceration in year 4, where the medium risk

category \Ã/as re-incarcerate at the lowest level followed by the low and high risk groups.

Additionally, we also observed an unexpected pattern for the Level lndicated by Risk at

Admission. For variable re-incarcerated in year 1, we found that the medium risk group

was re-incarcerated at the lowest rate, followed by the low and high risk categories.
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ADMISSION
RISK

SCORE

RE-
CONVICT
ED YEAR

I
N 885

RE-
CON\¡TCT
ED YEAR

)
N 848

RE-
CONVICTE
D YEÀR 3

N 758

RE.
CONVICTED

YEAR 4 +
N 725

RE-
INCARCER

ATED
YEAR 1

N 885

RE.
INCARCE

RATED
YEAR 2

N 848

RE-
TNCARCE
RATED
YEAR 3

N 758

RE-
INCARCE

RATED
YEAR 4 +

N 725

I-ow 6.5o/o** t0.0%* 25.ÙYo*r 50.ÙYo++ 0.jYo*t 3.3Yo*+ t0.7%* 17.go/o*t
Medium 2l.lo/o* 34.lYotI 40.9o/o*t 50.ïYo*t 4.2Yo** 7.l%o** 7.9o/o1t 9.1o/ot*

Hieh 3l.go/"** 48.60/0** 62.1o/ot* 73.9o/o** 15.5o/o** 22.90/o** 28.lYo*¿ 3l.z%ott
LEVEL

INDICATED
BY RISK

ADMISSION
I-ow 13.0o/o** 22.6yo* 3l.8Yott 44.1o/o** 4.gVo*t 6.\Yo*t l0-9o/o+* l3.7Yot

Medium 26.7o/o** 42.gYor 59.0Y0+1 69.3o/o** 8.gYo** l4.4Yor* l9.8Yo** 22.3%ott
Hish 39.2%* 56.6o/oti 66.syou 79.3Yo** 22.0o/o** 30.8Yot 34.4yor* 37.so/o*t

CLASSIFIE
D LEVEL

AT
ADMISSION

Low l5-2o/î** 28.3o/o** 38.sYot* 49.ïYo** 6-5o/o*¿ ll.j%o** 15.60/o** 22.lYo**
Medium 27.íYo** 43.7Yo** 593Vor* 70.1o/o** 9.lo/o** 14.4o/o]* 20.5o/o** 37.lYo**

Hieh 37.9Yo** 54.3Yo* 64.5%o** 78.1o/o** 21.9o/o** 30.60/o** 33.6%* 28.6Yo**
RISK/NEED

l¡w 18.7Yo+1 3l.sYot* 42.ÙYo*' 57.9Yo+* 6.jYot* ll.2Yo* l5.zYo*; l8.l%**
Medium 32.0o/o** 49.0o/o** 63-7o/"** 74.6Yott 14.6%of t 20.9Yo** 26.sVo** 29.4Yo++

Hieh 48.ÙYo** 66.30/o** 75.ÙYo** 93.3o/"** 30.6Vo*+ 43.2Yo1 46.6Yo** 5l.zYo**

TABLE 55. POST PROBATION OUTCOME FOR THE MALE OFFENDER

(Significant level -.01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

For the male offender population, we see expected patterns of reconvictior/re-

incarceration for variables Classified Level at Admission, and for the Termination Rislc/

Need, however, continue to see problems with Admission Risk Score and the Level

indicated by Risk at Admission. For the Admission Risk scores, we observe inconsistent

patterns for variables re-incarcerated in yeaß 2-4, where the pattern shows the medium

risk group being re-incarcerated at the lowest rate, followed by the low and high risk

goups. For the Level Indicated by Risk at Admission, we see a change in expected

pattem only for variable re-incarcerated in year I, where the medium risk group \ryas re-

incarcerated at the lowest rate followed by the low and high risk groups.

130



TABLE 56. POST PROBATION OUTCOME FOR THE FEMALE OFFENDER

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

While male offenders generally followed expected pattems, we can see that the results for

female offenders are more difficult to interpret. The Admission Risk score only

demonstrated inconsistent patterns for reconviction in year 1, where the medium risk

group was reconvicted at the lowest rate followed by the low and high risk groups.

The Level Indicated by Risk at Admission only resulted in expected patterns for variables

re-incarceration in years 2 and 3. For variables reconviction in years I -4, we find that the

medium risk group is reconvicted at the highest rate followed by the high and low risk

groups. Additionally, variable; re-incarceration in year four, we find the medium risk

group is least likely to be re-incarcerated followed by the low and high risk groups.

ADMISSION
RISK

SCORE

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR I
N 191

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 2

N 179

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 3

N I55

RE-
CON\TCTED

YEAR 4 +
N 145

RE-
INCARCE

RATED
YEAR T

N 191

RE-
INCARCE

RATED
YEAR 2

N 179

RE-
INCARCER

ATED
YEAR3

N 155

RE.
INCARCE

RATED
YEAR 4 +

N 145
Low t5.8% 2l.l% 3t.3% 533% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 6.7%

Medium l2-5o/" 265% 4t.5% 54.1% 1.8% 6.lo/o 7.3% 8.t%
Hish 35.t% 4t.8% 57.0% 6.9% 7.20/" 9.2% 12j%

LEVEL
INDICATED

BYRISK
ADMISSION

[¡w t3.0% 17 .lo/o** 24.6Yott 39.6Yo** 2.6Yo** 2s% 3.5% 83%
Medium 23.5% 41.3Vo** 56.60/0*+ 69.\Yo*+ l.sYo* 4.8% 5.7% 75%

H 2t;7% 39.lYo** 42.2Yo1t 56.8o/.* 13.jYor+ 13.Oo/o ls.6% 18.2%
CLASSIFIE
D LEVEL

AT
ADMISSION

I

I

I-ow 15.6% 2l.lo/" 29.8% 41.5% 3.lo/o** 3.sYo** 4.3Yo*t 7.\Yr*
Medium t8.3% 35.t% 47.0% 63.5% 0.ÙYo** 2-60/o*+ 7 io/^t] 6.3Yo*

Hieh 24.4yo 37.8% 42S% 58.5% 15,60/0** 15.6o/o** 19.0Yo*t 22.ïYo*
zuSK/NEED

l¡w 9.6o/o*t 17.9Vo11 28.4Yor 40.7Vori t.2% l.3Yrl l.sVor ,4Yo+ i

Medium 27.0Yot1 40.4o/o** 49.4Yor 67.1o/o** 7.0% 9.6Yo* 12.3Yot 16.5Y.*
Hish 12.s%o** 57.lVo*t 57.10/or 57.lyo** 12.5% 14.3o/o+ 14.3o/o+ l4.3Yo*

l3l



Variable Classified Level at Admission failed to result in expected pattems for all but

variables; reconviction in year I and2. For variables; reconviction in years three and

four, we find that the medium risk group is reconvicted at the highest rate, followed by

the high and low risk groups. For variables; re-incarceration in years 1-4, we find the

medium risk group is re-incarcerated at the lowest rate, followed by the low and high risk

gloups.

Finally, for rislc/need score, where we see the closest resemblance to the expected

patterns, we see unexpected results for variables; reconviction in year I and 4, and re-

incarceration in year four. For these th¡ee variables we find the medium risk group being

reconvicted./re-incarcerated at the highest rate followed by the high and low risk groups.
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TABLE 57. POST PROBATION OUTCOME FOR THE MALE NON.
RIGINAL SAMPLE

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

For the male Non-Aboriginal population, we see incompatible results only for the

Admission risk score, and only for variables; re-incarceration in year three and four. All

other risk scores resulted in expected patterns ofreconviction/re-incarceration.

ADMISSION
RJSK

SCORE

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 1

N 524

RE-
CONYICTED

YEAR 2

N 499

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 3

N 445

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 4 +
N 420

RE-
INCARCE

RATED
YEAR T

N 524

RE.
INCARCE

R,A,TED
YEAR 2

N 499

RE-
INCARCER

ATED
YEAR 3

N 445

RE-
INCARCE
RATED

YEAR 4 +
N 420

Low 4.8Y.* 10.0o/o** 22.2Yo+1 38.gYo*t 0.0Y"* 5.IYo*+ ll.l%ott I l.l%o**
Medium 18.sYo* 27.1o/o*+ 32.7Yo** 40.4o/o*i 4.6Yo* 5.l%o*ù 5.sYo** 5.ïYo**

Hieh 25.6Yo* 42.4Yo** 54.ïYo* 67.4o/o** 12.lYo* lg.3o/ot* 23.gYo*+ 27.4Yo+*
LEVEL

INDICATED
BY RISK

ADMISSION
Low 9.\Vol 17.2o/o*' 23.4Yoi1 34.3o/o*1 2-gYo+* 4.3Vo** 6.sYort 7.1Y"*+

Medium 23.4Yo** 38.2Vo** 5l. Yo*t 6) ño/^r* 7.3o/o** l2.3Yo** l6.zYott lg.oo/ô**
Hiph 3l.íYo** 50.2Vot+ 60.8%** 74.2o/otr 18.2Yo*t 27.4o/o*t 30.9Yo** 34.4Yo*t

CLASSIFIE
D LEVEL

AT
ADMISSION

l¡w l2.6Yot* 21.0o/o** 27.5o/ot1 34.9o/o** 4.6Vo*1 6.2Yo*r 8.7Yo*+ 9.5o/o*

Medium 23.lYo+ 37.4Vo4t 52.7Yo4r 63.4Yo11 7.6Yo** 12.3o/o*+ 18.4Yo** 20.4Yo*
Hiph 30.lYo** 49-7o/o** 5'l.1Yo** 72.gYo** l7.1Yo** 27.9o/o** 29.lYott 33.7Y.*

RISK/NEED
[.ow 123Yor* 21.3o/o** 58.4o/o+* 43-0o/o+* 3.lo/o** 'l -3o/o** l0.4Y"lt I l.1yor*

Medium 27.2o/o** 45.l%o*t 69.j%o** 70.4yo* 12.0o/o*t 17.\Yo+* 22-3o/o*t 25.3o/ol*
Hish 41.3o/o** 60.0Yot* 50.8yo*t 79.1o/oa* 28.3Yo1* 44.4Yr* 47 -60/"** 56.4Yo**
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ABLE 58. POST PROBATION METIS

ADMISSION
RISK

SCORE

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 1

N 117

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 2
N 114

RE-
CON!'ICTED

YEAR 3

N 100

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 4 +
N97

RE-
INCARCE

RÄTED
YEAR 1

N 117

RE.
INCARCE

RATED
YEAR 2

N 114

RE-
INCARCER

ATED
YEAR 3

N 100

RE-
INCARCE
RATED

YEÄR 4 +
N97

Low 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% t00% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Medium 30.0% 33.3% 50.0% 66.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 16.7%

Hieh 34.0% 47.1V. 62.4% 76.7% t8j% 21.2% 28.0% 32.2%
LEVEL

INDICATED
BYRISK

ADMISSION
[.ow l0.ÙYr* ll.lVo* t6.7% 50.0% 0.ÙYo*t 0.ÙYo** 0.ÙYor t6.7%

Medium 25.0Y.* 41.30/"* 64.9% 73.0% 6.3Yor 8.7o/Ã** l6.zYol l8-90/"
Hiqh 44.1o/.* 54.2o/o* 63.2% 81.5% 28.8Yot\ 30.sYo+* 35.l%or 40.7%

CLASSIFIE
D LEVEL

AT
ADMISSION

l¡w 18.2Yo* 30.0% 37.5% 62.5% 9.l%o** 10.0o/o** 12.sYo+4 25.0o/o
Medium 28.3Yo* 43.2% 6t.t% 69.4% 4.3Yo+t 6.\Yo** I l.lo/o** t6.7%

Hieh 40.0Yort s0.0% 64.3% 83.0% 29.3o/o** 30.1Yo** 37.5Yøt* 4t.5%
RJSK/NEED

l¡w l6.lYo** 26.1Yo** 40.0o/o** 72.0% 0.0Yot+ 0.0o/o** 4.0o/o** 8.ïYo**
Medium 32.\Vo+* 44.6Yoi* 62.10/o** 73.2% 17.9%o** 21.5o/o** 29.3o/o*' 35.7o/"**

Hieh 63.zYo* 78.gYo** 88.20/o** 93.8% 42.|Vô** 42-lo/o** 47.lYo*t 50.ïYo**
(Significant level -.01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

For the male Metis group, we see expected pattems only for the rislç/need score. All

other scores failed to predict result for all outcome variables. For the Admission Risk

Score we observe incompatible results for variable; reconviction in year four, where the

low risk group was reconvicted at the highest rate followed by the high and medium risk

groups.

For the Level Indicated by Risk at Admission, v/e see problems with variable;

reconviction in year three, where the medium risk group was reconvicted at the highest

rate followed by the high and low risk groups. Finally, for the Classified Level at

Admission, we found incompatible results for all of the re-incarceration variables.
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TABLE 59. POST PROBATION OUTCOME FOR THE MALE TREATY ON
SAMPLE

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

For the male Treaty On population, only the Admission risk score resulted in expected

pattems for all outcome variables. Variable; Level Indicated by Risk at Admission,

failed to result in an expected pattern for re-incarceration in year four. Variable

Classified Level at Admission failed to result in expected patterns for re-incarceration in

years 2-4. Finally, for the risUneed score we observe problems with variables

reconviction in year four and re-incarceration in year four.

ADMISSION
RISK

SCORE

RE.
CON\¡ICTED

YEAR I
N 145

RX_
CONVICTED

YEAR 2

N 140

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 3

N r29

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 4 +
N 126

RE-
INCARCE

RATED
YEAR I

N l4S

RE-
INCARCE

RATED
YEAR 2

N 140

RE-
INCARCE
RATED
YEAR 3

N 129

RE-
INCARCE
RATED

YEAR 4 +
N 126

Low 12.5o/ol 12.s%o+1 37.5o/.* 62.5% 0.0% 0.0% t2.5% 25.0%
Medium 21.4Y.1 s3.go/o** 63.60/.r 70.0% 7.1% 23.1% 27.3% 30.0%

F{ioh 48.\Yo* 66.4Yo** 79.\o/ot 87.0% 24.4% 31.9V. 373% 38.0%
LEVEL

INDICATED
BY RISK

ADMISSION
I-ow 24.lYo*+ 39.3o/or* 58.3% 69.6Vor 13.8o/o 17j% 29.2% 34.8%

Medium 40.4Yo** 60.ÙYott 74.0% 81.3o/.* 17.50/" 255% 30.0% 3t.3%
Hieh 57.6Vo** 75.4Yot+ 83.60/o 92.7Yo* 28.8% 38.6% 4t.8% 41.8%

CLASSIFIE
D LEVEL

AT
ADMISSION

l¡w l8.2Yo** 43.BYo* 64.3% 74.t% l2.lYo| 2s.0% 35.7% 40.7%
Medium 28.3y;o** 63.8%t 75.5% 843% 16.7o/.* 24 t% 28.3% 29.4%

Hish 40.OVo*1 72.ÙYo* 8r.3% 89.6% 32.1Yo* 38.0% 4l.1Yo 41.7V.
RISK/NEED

I-ow 333% 54j% 68.0% 81.3% t5.8% 25.5% 32.0% 35.4%
Medium 48.7% 66.2% 79.7% 86.8% 22.4% 29.7% 34.8% 35.3%

Hish 66.7% 72.7% 80.0% 80.0% 41.7% 45.5% 50.0o/o 50.0%
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ADMISSION
RJSK

SCORE

RE-
INCARCE

RATED
YEAR 2

N95

RE.
INCARCER

ATED
YEAR 3

N84

LEVEL
INDICATED

BY RISK
ADMISSION

CLASSIFIE
D LEVEL

AT
ADMISSION

TABLE 60 - POST PROBATION qUTCOME FOR THE MALE TREATY OFF
SAMPLE

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

For the male Treaty Off sample group, we find that no risk score validly predicts outcome

for all outcome variables. Admission risk scores failed to result in expect patterns for

variables reconviction in years 2-4, and re-incarceration in year four. Variable Level

Indicated by Risk at Admission, failed to result in expected patterns for reconviction in

years two and four. Variable Classified Level at Admission produced incompatible

pattems for reconviction in year four. Finally, the rislc/need score failed to result in

expected patterns for reconviction in year two and four.

RE-
INCARCE

RATED
YEAR 4 +

100%
0.0%
37.7%

40.4%

33.3%

42.t%

0.0%

25.0%

39.6%
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TABLE 61 'POST PROBATION OUTCOME FOR THE FEMALE NON.
RIGINAL SAMPLE

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

Only the Termination risk/need score resulted in expected patterns for the female Non-

Aboriginal population. For the Admission Risk Score we found incompatible results for

variables; re-conviction in years 2-4 and re-incarceration in years 2-4, in which case the

medium risk group was reconvicted at the highest rate followed by the high and low risk

groups. For the Level Indicated by Risk at Admission and the Classified Level at

Admission, we found incompatible results for all outcome variables.

ADMISSION
RJSK

SCORE

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR I
N96

RT-
CONVICTED

YEÀR 2

N86

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 3

N73

RE.
CONVICTED

YEAR 4 +
N68

RE-
INCARCE

RATED
YEAR I

N96

RE.
INCARCE

RATED
YEAR 2

N86

RE-
INCARCER

ATED
YEAR 3

Ntl

RE-
INCARCE
RATED

YEAR 4 +
N68

l¡w 9.t% 9.t% 22.2% 13.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Medium 9.4% 28.0% 38.t% 50.0% 3.t% 8.0% 9.s% lt.l%

Hieh l5.lv. 24.OV^ 27.9% 39.0% 3.8% 4.0% 4.7% 73%
LEVEL

INDICATED
BY RJSK

ADMISSION
l¡w 10.6% 12.s%o* 18.8%* 29.60/0** 43% 5.0% 6.3o/o 7.4%

Medium t5.2% 40.IYo+ 52.ÙYo** 64.Oo/o** 0.0% 3.3% 4.0% 8.0%
Hieh t2.5% 18.8%r 18.8%+* 25.IYo** 63% 6.3% 6.3% 6.3%

CLASSIFIE
D LEVEL

AT
ADMISSION

Low 13.2% t6.l% 23.1% 34.8% 5.3% 65% 7.7% 8.7%

Medium t2.2% 3t.6% 40.6% 53.3% 0.0% 2.6Y. 3.lo/o 6
Hish tt.8% t7.6% 20.0% 26.7% 5.9% 5.9% 6.7% 6.7%

RISK/NEED
[¡w 6.1% 15.9% 24.3% 37.5% 0.jYo+t 0.ÙYo** 0.ÙYort 0.ÙYo**

Medium t8.2% 30.0Y. 35.3% 44.1o/o 4.5o/o** 7.50/o*+ 8.\Yolt ll -go/6t*
Hieh 33.3% 50.0% 50.0% 50.0% 33.3Yo*+ 50.0%;o'* 50 OolÂr{ 50.ïYoti
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ADMISSION
zuSK SCORE

RE-
INCARCE

RATED
YEAR I

N3t

RE-
INCARCE

RATED
YEAR 2

N30

RE.
TNCARCER

ATED
YEAR 3

N25

CLASSIFIED
LEVEL AT

ADMISSION

TABLE 62. POST PROBATION OUTCOME FOR THE FEMALE METIS

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

Once again only the risk/need score resulted in expected patterns for the female Metis

offender sample. The Admission risk score failed to produce expected results for

variables re-convicted and re-incarcerated in year 4, where the medium risk group was re-

convicted and re-incarcerated at the lowest level. The Level Indicated by risk at

Admission and the Classified Level at Admission failed to produce expected results for

all but variables; re-incarcerated in years 1-3. Even in these years, we saw no distinction

between the low and medium risk groups.

RE-
INCARCE

RATED
YEAR 4 +

N23

t4.3%

25.0%

8.3%
33.3o/o

13.0%

9.1%
16.7%

Ø*
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TABLE 63 .

(Significant level -.01 represent by **, .05 represented by x)

All of the risk scores failed to result in expected patterns for the female Treaty On group.

ADMISSION
RISK

SCORE

RE-
CON\TCTED

YEÀR 1

N28

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 2

N28

RE.
CONVICTED

YEAR 3

N27

RE-
CONWCTED

YEAR 4 +
N25

RE.
INCARCE

RATED
YEAR 1

N28

RE-
INCARCE

RATED
YEAR 2

N28

RE-
INCARCER

ATED
YEAR 3

N27

RE.
INCARCE
RATED

YEAR 4 +
N2s

Low 66.7% 66.7o/o 66.7% t00% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Medium 8.3% 25.0% 45.5% 60.0% 0.0% 80.3% 9.t% 10.0%

Hish 23.t% 30.8% 30.8% 50.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 8.3%
LEVEL

INDICATED
BY RISK

ADMISSION
Low 2t.4% 28.6% 38.5% 63.6% 0.lVo 0.0% 0.0% 9.lo/o

Medium 12.5% 25.0% 3'1.5% 50-00/" 0.0% t2.5% t2.5% t2.5%
Hieh 33.3% 50.0% 50.0% 66.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

CLASSIFIE
D LEVEL

AT
ADMISSION

l¡w 23.t% 30.8% 41.7Y. 60.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% t0.0%
Medium n.t% 22.2o/. 33.3% 55.6% 0.0% tl.t% n.t% n.t%

Hieh 333% 50.0Y. 50.0% 66;1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
RJSK/NEED

L,ow t8.8% 25.0% 40.0% s3.8% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Medium 11 10/ 45.5V. 45.5% 72.7% 0.0% 9.t% 9.t% 18.2%

Hish 0.0% 0.o% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 8.0%
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TABLE 64. POST PROBATION OUTCOME FOR THE FEMALE TREATY OFF

Only the Classified Level at Admission produced expected results for the female Treaty

Off offender sample.

ADMISSION
RJSK

SCORE

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 1

N36

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 2

N35

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 3

N30

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 4 +
N29

RE-
INCARCE
RATED
YEAR T

N36

RE-
fNCÀRCE
RATED
YEAR 2

N35

RE-
INCARCER

ATED
YEAR3

N1n

RE-
INCARCE
RATED

YEAR 4 +
N29

Low 0.0% 50.0% t00% t00% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Medium 33.3% 333% 50.0% 75.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0-0o/o 0.0%

Hieh 32.1% 593% 72.OYo 83.3% 14.3% 14.8% 20.0% 25.0%
LEVEL

INDICATED
BYRISK

ADMISSION
I-ow t4.3% 28.60/o 50.0% 66.7% o.0% 0-0% 0.0% 0.0%

Medium 40.0% 57.1% 75.O% 833% 6-7o/o 7.lo/o 8.3o/o 8.3%
Hieh 28.6% 64.3% 71.4% 85.7% 21.4%', 2t.4% 28.60/o 35.7o/o

CLASSIFIE
D LEVEL

AT
ADMISSION

Low t6.7% 33.3% 66.7% 66.7o/" 0.\Vo* 0.0% 0.0% 0.0o/o*
Medium 31.3Y" 53.3% 69.2% 83.3% 0.\Yo* 0.0% 0.0% 0,0o/o*

Hieh 35.7% 64.3% 7r.4% 85.7% 28.6Yr1 28.6% 35.7% 429Yo* I

RISK/NEED
Low 20.0% 40.0% 66.7Y" 66.7% 20.0% 20.0% 33.3% 33.3%

Medium 37.0o/o 53.8% 69.6% 86.4% n.1% n.5% t't.4% 22.t%
Hieh 0.0% 75.0% 75.0% 75.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

t40



TABLE 65. POST PROBATION OUTCOME FOR THE NON-ABORIGINAL
SAMPLE

All risk scores except the Admission Risk scores resulted in expected pattems for the

Non-Aboriginal group. For the Admission Risk score only variables re-incarceration in

years three and four failed to produce expected patterns.

ADMISSION
RISK

SCORE

RE.
CONVICTED

YEAR 1

N 620

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 2
N 585

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 3

N 518

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 4 +
N 488

RE-
INCARCE

RATED
YEAR 1

N 620

RE.
INCARCE

RATED
YEAR 2

N 585

RE.
INCARCE

RATED
YEAR 3

N 518

RE.
INCARCE

RATED
YEAR 4 +

N 488
[¡w 6.3o/o1* 9.7o/o** 22.2Yo** 37.0o/o* 0.0Y0+ 3.zYo*t 7.4Yo+t 7.4%ort

Medium l5.sYo*+ 27.4Yotr 34.zYo+t 42.9Yô1 4-lo/o* 6.ÙYoa* 6 6o/^tt 7.1V"*4
Hieh 24.4%otr 40-4o/o** 52.0o/"*' 64.sVo** ll.2Ya* l7.7Yo** 2l.90/6]r 25.3o/o*t

LEVEL
INDICATED

BY RISK
ADMISSION

Low 10.0%** l5.\Yo*+ 22.jYo*1 33.ÙYo*t 3.4o/o+* 4.sYo** 6.4Yo1* 7.zo/ott
Medium 22.3Yo*4 38.5%ot* 5l.sYor 62.zYoi1 6.4Vo*r ll.lo/o** 14.6o/oat l7.6Yo*+

Hish 30.1%** 47.9o/o** 5'1.60/o* 70.3o/o* 17.4o/o+r 25.BVo** 29.ÙYott 32.z%otr
CLASSIFIE
D LEVEL

AT
ADMISSION

I¡w 12.8Y"+* 19.60/0*t 26.3Yo** 34.9%;o+t 4.8Vo*i 6.3Yo** 8-4o/o3] 9.3Yo*t
Medium 2l.6Vo+i 36.6Yo** 5l.l%o*t 62.ïYo*i 6.sYo* I l.Ùo/o*t l6.3Yo*r 18.6Yo*r

Hish 28.60/"** 47.ÙYor* 54.7Yott 69.lYo** l6.7Yot+ 26.OY"*+ 27.4o/o+¿ 31.s%ot+
RISK/NEED

Low lO-9o/o*r 20.l%o+* 28.7Yot+ 41.go/o*t 2.4Yo+* 5.7Yo*r 8.2Yott 9.4Yot*
Medium 26.1o/o** 43.3Vo++ 55.ïVo** 67.2Tott I l.lo/o*t l6.6Yo*t 20.8o/o*t 23.7o/o**

Hieh 40.8Yo*r 59.6Yo** 68.zYo** 78.0Yor+ 28.6Vo*r 44.7Yo** 47.1Yort 56.1o/o**

(Significant level -.01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)
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E 66 - POST PROBATION O METIS SA

The Level Indicated by Risk at Admission and the RiskÀ{eed scores produced expected

results for the Metis offender sample. The Admission risk score failed to produce

expected patters for variables; reconviction and re-incarceration in year 4, where the

medium risk group was reconvicted/re-incarcerated at the lowest rate. For the Classified

Level at Admission, we found incompatible results for variables re-incarcerated in years

I,2, and 4, where the medium risk group was re-incarcerated at the lowest rate, followed

by the low and high risk goups.

ADMISSION
RISK

SCORE

RE.
COI{VICTED

YEAR I
N 148

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 2

N 144

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 3

N 125

RE.
CONVICTED

YEAR 4 +
N 120

RE-
INCARCE

RATED
YEAR 1

N 148

RE-
INCARCE

RATED
YEAR 2
N 144

RE-
TNCARCER

ATED
YEAR 3

N 125

RE-
INCARCE

RATED
YEAR 4 +

N 120
l¡w 0.0% 0.0% 0.jYo+ 66.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 333%

Medium 25.0% 26.7% 45.5o/.* 545% 0.0Y. 0.0% 0.0% 9.1%
Hish 32.8Y" 44.8o/o 59.1V"* 75.5% t7.2% t9.2% 255% 29.2%

LEVEL
INDICATED

BY RISK
ADMISSION

l¡w l0.sYo+ I l.lo/o+r l4.3Yo1* 39.5o/"** 0.ÙYo** 0.O%otr 0.0Yo+t l5-4Y.1
Medium 26.7Yor 40.4o/oti 64.4o/o** 75.60/0ùr 5.ÙYo*r 7.0o/o** 13.3o/o*r l5.6Yo+

Hiqh 40.6Yor 50.7o/o** 59.ly"i+ 79.0Vo++ 27.sYott 29.0o/o** 33.3o/o+t 38;1%*
CLASSIFIE
D LEVEL

AT
ADMISSION

I-ow 16.7% 235% 28.6% 46.2Yo* 5.60/"** 5.gYot* 7.lo/o+* 15.4Yo**
Medium 27.4% 40;7% 583% 70.8Y.4 3-2o/o** 5.lYo*t 8.3Yo** 14.60/"**

Hieh 38.2V. 47.t% 60.3% 81.4o/o* 27.9o/o** 29.4o/o** 36.s%oit 40.7Yo**
RISK/NEED

Low 13.6Vo** 20.9Yo** 32.4Yo*t 58.3Yo* 0.ïVo*t 0.0o/o** 2.7Yot* 8.3Yo*t
Medium 32.9o/o** 43.gYot* 60.60/o** 76.sYo* 16.5Y"*t lg.50/6*l 26.8Yo4* 32.4o/o**

Hiph 63.2Yo+t 78.9o/o** 88.zYo** 93.\y,r 42-1o/"** 42.l%o+1 47.l%o** 50.0o/o**

(Significant level - .01 represent by x*, .05 represented by *)
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- POST PROBATION OUTCOME FOR THE TREATY ON

For the Treaty On population, we found that the Level Indicated by Risk at Admission,

and the Risk/lttreed scores followed expected patterns. The Admission Risk Score failed

to produce expected results for variables; reconvicted in years I and 4, where the medium

risk group was reconvicted at the lowest rate followed by the low and high risk groups.

The Classified Level at Admission failed to produce expected results for variable; re-

incarcerated in year 4, where the medium risk group was re-incarcerated at the lowest

rate followed by the low and high risk groups.

ADMISSION
RJSK

SCORE

R"E-

CONVICTED
YEAR T

N I73

RE.
CONVICTED

YEAR 2

N 168

RE.
CONVICTED

YEÀR 3

N 156

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 4 +
N lst

RE-
INCARCE
RATED
YEAR I
N 173

RE-
INCARCE
RATED
YEAR 2

N 168

RE-
INCARCE

RATED
YEAR 3
N 156

RE-
INCARCE

RATED
YEAR 4 +

N t55l
[.ow 27.3o/ot* 27.3Yo*1 45.5%t 733% 0.0Y0* 0.0% 9.1% 18.2%

Medium 15.4%ot1 40.jYo+* 54.5Vo1 72.7% 3.\Yoi 16.0o/o t8.2% 20.0%
Hieh 46.3o/o** 62.9Yo+ 74.jYor 65.0% 22.1o/.* 28.8% 33.3% 35.0%

LEVEL
INDICATED

BY RISK
ADMISSION

I¡w 23.3Yo** 35.7Yo** 5l.4Yo** 67.6Yo* 9.3% ll.9o/o* 18j% 26.5%
Medium 36.gYo** 55.60/olt 69.0o/o** 76.8o/ol t5.4% 23.8o/o* 27.60/o 28.6%

Hish 55.4%ott 73.0o/o** 80.3%ot* 90.2Yo* 26.2% 34.9Y.* 37.7% 37.7%
CLASSIFIE
D LEVEL

AT
ADMISSION

Low 2l.7Yotl 40.1Yo** 57.5V. 70.3Yo 8.1Yor 17.8% 25.0% 32.4%
Medium 37.7Yo1* 59.2o/o** 69.4% 80.0% 14.5o/o* 22.4% 25.8% 26.7%

Hish 58.6Yo** Áq Ão/^+1 77.8% 87.0% 29.3Yo* 33.9% 37_O% 37.0%
RISK/NEED

I¡w 30.1Y"* 47.9% 6t.5% 75.4% t2.3% t9.7% 24.6% 27.9%
Medium 46.0V.* 63.5% 75.0% 84.8% t9.5% 27.1% 3t.3% 32.9%

Hieh 61.5o/o* 66.7% 72.7% 72.7y" 38.5% 4t.7% 45.5% 45j%
(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)
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TABLE 68 - N OUTCOME FOR THE TREATY OFF

ADMISSION
RISK

SCORE

RE.
CONVICTED

YEAR 1

N 135

RX-
CONVICTED

YEAR 2

N 130

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 3

N 114

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 4 +
N 111

RE.
INCARCE
RATED
YEAR 1

N r3S

RE-
INCARCE

RATED
YEAR 2

N 130

RE.
INCARCER

ATED
YEAR3

N 114

RE-
INCARCE
RATED

YEAR 4 +
Nl11

Low 0.0% 333% 50.0% t00.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 50.0%
Medium 33.3% 50.0% 62.5% 87.5% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

Hish 35.0% 56.4% 72.t% 82.2% l5.\Vr 25.6% 31.7% 34.7%
LEVEL

INDICATED
BY RISK

ADMISSION
I¡w t6.7% 40.0% 57.1% 66.7% 0.0% 0.ÙYo* 0.0% 0.ÙYo*

Medium 31.4% 49.0% 725% 86.8% 7.8V" 14.3Yo+ 225% 23.7%*
Hieh 39.4% 62j% 72.7% 81.8% 2l.lYo 32.gYo* 36.4% 39.4%*

CLASSIFIE
D LEVEL

AT
ADMISSION

Low t5.4% 40.0% 57.1% 7t.4% 0.0o/or 0.ÙYo** 0.0o/o* 143%
Medium 32-7Y. 52.8% 7l t% 88.1% 9.lo/.* l5.lYo*i 22.2o/"* 23.8%

Hish 38.8% s9.7% 72.6% 80.6% 20-g%n* 32.8o/o+t 37.1o/"* 40.3%
RISK/NEED

[-ow 30.4% 52.4% 66.7% 833% 13.0Yo t9.0% 22.2% 33.3%
Medium 35.6% 52.9% 71.2% 829% 13.8% 21.2% 28.8% 31.4%

Hieh 32.0% 66.7o/o 73.9Y. 82.6% 16.0% 33.3% 34.8% 34.8%
(Sigaificant level -.01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

'We found for the Treaty Off group, all risk scores resulted in expected patterns for all

outcome variables except reconviction and re-incarceration in year four, where in all

cases the medium risk group was reconvicted at the highest rate.

SUMMARY & DISCUSSION

As we saw from all of the above results, the sample population was composed primarily

of male Non-Aboriginal offenders (48.7o/o). The majority of offenders averaged in their

late 20's, with female offenders averaging slightly older than male offenders (29.9 versus

27.8). The vast majority of the sample had not achieved a high school diploma. Male

offenders in the sample were more likely to report regular drug use than female

offenders, and Aboriginal offenders were more likely than Non-Aboriginals to report
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regular drug use. Female and Aboriginal offenders were more likely to report a

dependence on social assistance than males and Non-Aboriginal offenders. Finally, male

offenders in our sample were more likely to have had a previous conviction and

consequently more likely to have had a previous probation sentence, previous

incarceration, and previous breach. Furthermore, Aboriginal offenders in the sample

were more likely to have had previous criminal justice involvement than Non-Aboriginal

offenders.

When analyzing the overall sample, we found that the Primary Risk Assessment was

significantly correlated with re-involvement both during probation and in the post

probation follow up period. 'We 
also found that of the four risk scores (Admission Risk

Score, Level indicated by Risk at Admission, Classified Level at Admission and the

RiskÀ{eed Score), the Risk/lrleed score was most strongly correlated with our outcome

variables. This was true for both the Adult Outcome on Probation and for the post

probation follow up period. Summarizing the trends observed by each risk score we

found;

THE ADMISSION RISK SCORE

For the Admission Risk Score, female offenders produced stronger correlation scores

than male offenders for variable; Adult Outcome on Probation. Male offenders however,

produced stronger correlations for reconviction variables. No dramatic difference was

observed between the correlations for male and female re-incarceration rates.
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Examining the combined influence of gender and ethnicity, we find for male offenders

the Admission risk score produced correlation scores within acceptable ranges for the

male Non-Aboriginal, male Metis, and male Treaty On groups, however the scores were

far lower for the male Treaty Off group. For female offender groupings, we found

acceptable correlation scores for variable: Adult Outcome on Probation. Correlations

scores for reconviction and re-incarceration variables were less consistent. We did not

observe strong correlations between the admission risk score and reconviction or re-

incarceration variables for the female Non-Aboriginal and female Treaty On groups. For

the female Metis group correlations were all within an acceptable range, however were

strongest for the re-incarceration variables. Finally, for the female Treaty Off group we

observed acceptable correlation scores for all but the variables reconviction in years I

and2.

Examining ethnicity alone, we found that the risk score produced strongest correlations

for the Metis and Treaty On groups.

LEVEL INDICATED BY RISK AT ADMISSION

For the Level Indicated by Risk at Admission, female offenders produced stronger

correlation scores for Adult Outcome on Probation, however male offenders produced

stronger correlations for the reconviction and re-incarceration variables.
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Examining the combined influence of gender and ethnicity we found that from all male

offender sample, the Level Indicated by Risk at Admission produced strongest correlation

scores for the male Non-Aboriginal and Metis groups, however scores began to drop for

the male Treaty On and Treaty Off groups. For female offender samples, we found an

acceptable range of correlations for Adult Outcome on Probation, however, only female

Metis and Treaty Off groups produced acceptable correlations for any of the post

probation outcome variables. This was primarily observed for the re-incarceration

variables. Correlations for female Non-Aboriginal and Treaty On groups were

unimpressive.

Examining ethnicity alone, we found that the risk score produced correlations of

consistent strength for the Non- Aboriginal, Metis and Treaty On groups, however were

slightly lower for the Treaty Off group.

CLASSIFIED LEVEL -ADMISSION

For the Classified Level at Admission, female offenders produced stronger correlation

scores for Adult Outcome on Probation, however male offenders produced stronger

correlations for the reconviction variables. We observed no dramatic difference in

correlation scores for re-incarceration.

Examining the combined influence of gender and ethnicity we found that from all male

offender samples, the Classified Level at Admission produced strongest correlation
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scores for the male Non-Aboriginal group. Correlations were in an acceptable range for

the male Metis re-incarceration variables only and the correlation strength diminished

dramatically for the male Treaty On and Treaty Off groups. For female offender

samples, we found acceptable correlation scores for variable Adult Outcome on Probation

for female Non-Aboriginal, Treaty On and Treaty Off groups, however not for the female

Metis group. Additionally, for the post probation follow up period, we observed strong

correlations only for female Metis and Treaty Off groups and only for the re-

incarceration variables.

Examining ethnicity alone, we found that the risk score produced correlations of

consistent strength for the Non- Aboriginal group. Correlations were less consistent for

the other groups. Specifically, the Metis group produced acceptable range of correlations

only for variable reconvicted in year 4 and for the re-incarceration variables. For the

Treaty On group, we observed acceptable correlations for reconviction variables and re-

incarceration in year 1. Finally, for the Treaty off group, we found acceptable

correlations for variables: Adult Outcome on Probation, and the re-incarceration

variables.

RISKNEED SCORE

For the Classified Level at Admission, female offenders produced stronger correlation

scores for Adult Outcome on Probation. While male offenders produced stronger

correlations for the reconviction/re-incarceration variables, the scores were not
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dramatically distinguishable.

Examining the combined influence of gender and ethnicity we found that from all male

offender samples, the risk/need score produced strongest correlation scores for the male

Non-Aboriginal and Metis groups. Correlations were lower for the male Treaty On and

Treaty Off groups. For female offender samples, we found that variable: Adult Outcome

on Probation produced strong correlation scores for female Non-Aboriginal, Metis and

Treaty Off groups, but not for the Treaty On group. For the post probation follow up

period, we found acceptable correlation scores for female Non-Aboriginal and Metis

groups and we only found this for the re-incarceration variables. These findings are

consistent with the results we sa\ry in the risk score's ability to reliably predict the post

probation behaviour for the Treaty On and Treaty Off sample groups.

Examining ethnicity alone, we found that the risk score produced correlations of

consistent strength for the Non- Aboriginal, Metis and Treaty On groups, however, were

slightly lower for the Treafy Off group.

Item analysis of the Admission and Termination risk items produced significant results

for nearly all items when the overall population was assessed, however, this could not be

reproduced for each categorical group under study when separated. V/e found that while

male offenders continued to produce significant correlations with all or most of the

outcome variables, female offenders did not. Assessing both gender and ethnicity
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together, we found acceptable correlation scores only for male Non-Aboriginal and Metis

offender. For female offender groups, we found acceptable correlation scores for all

groups, however could not produce statistically significant correlations for most of the

items.

We found that the Risk/lt{eed score identified the greatest proportion of each sample as

medium risk for re-involvement. Exceptions to this were the female Non-Aboriginal and

Treaty On groups, both were most likely to be classified as low risk for re-involvement.

From our results, we observed that the majority of offenders successfully completed their

probation period, however, as the follow up period increased, so did the rate of

reconviction and re-incarceration. V/e found that female offenders were reconvicted at a

Iower rate than male offenders. This finding is consistent with findings presented by

other research studies of provincial and federally sentenced women. Furthermore, we

also saw that while Treaty On offenders were most likely to be classified as low risk for

re-involvement and were most successful during Probation, they surpassed all other

goups for reconviction in the follow up period. When separated by gender, we found

that both male and female Non-Aboriginal offenders were reconvicted less than their

Aboriginal counterparts. This highlights the same trend we find in the literature, where

studies consistently find a greater rate of recidivísm for Aboriginal versus Non-

Aboriginal populations.
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TABLE 69 _ RE INCLUSIONS - OVERALL SA

Clearly all of the above items demonstrate significant correlations with the outcomes

variables.

ITEM ADULT OUTCOME ON
PROBATION

CORRELATION WITII
RECONVICTION IN YEAR ONE

INCARCERATION
PRECEEDINGORDER

N 1076

-.12*r, .11**

ACTUAL AGE AT FIRST
CONVICTION

N 968

.2lr,r, -.21**

ACTUAL # OF PREVIOUS
CONVICTIONS

N 1002

-J7*r, .14**

ACTUAL # PREVIOUS
PROBATION ORDERS

N 1076

-.12 .13**

# PREVIOUS TERMS
INCARCERATION

N 1020

-.19** .10**

# PREVIOUS BREACHES
N 1037

-.15** .16**

GRADE IN ORACHIEVED AT
ADMISSION

N 1039

.03 -Jzt r,

PREVIOUS CONVICTION
N 1002

-.19** .14*t

PREVIOUS PROBATION
N 1076

-.17** .19**

PRJVIOUS JAIL
N 1020

-,21** .14r,*

PREVIOUS BREACII
N 1037

-.14** I t**

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)
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IBLE R

ITEM ADULT OUTCOME ON
PROBATION

CORRELATION WITH
RECONVICTION IN YEAR ONE

INCARCERATION
PRECEEDING ORDER

N 885

-Jz** .13**

ACTUALAGE AT FIRST
CONVICTION

N 792

.17** al*L

ACTUAL # OF PREVIOUS
CONVICTIONS

N 820

-.18** .11**

ACTUAL # PREVIOUS
PROBATION ORDERS

N 885

-J2*r, .13**

# PREVIOUS TERMS
INCARCERATION

N 835

-.20** .09*

# PREVIOUS BREACHES
N 850

-.16** .14*r,

GRADE IN OR ACHIEVED AT
ADMISSION

N 8s1

.04 -.141't

PREVIOUS CONVICTION
N 820

-.16** .13**

PREVIOUS PROBATION
N 88s

-.16** .20**

PREVIOUS JAIL
N 835

-.22*r, .13**

PREVIOUS BREACH
N 8s0

-.13** .11**

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

V/ith the exception of grade in or achieved at admission, all items were significantly

correlated for male offenders.
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NS FE

ITEM ADULT OUTCOME ON
PROBATTON

CORRELATION \ryITH
RECONWCTION IN YEAR ONE

INCARCERATION
PRECEEDING ORDER

N 191

-.12 -.07

ACTUAL AGE AT FIRST
CONVICTION

N 176

.33** -.18*

ACTUAL # OF PREYIOUS
CONVICTIONS

N 182

-.12 t{¡trt

ACTUAL # PREVIOUS
PROBATION ORDERS

N 191

-.07 .09

# PREVIOUS TERMS
INCARCERATION

N 185

-.09 .14

# PREVIOUS BREACHES
N 187

-.13 .26t r,

GRADE IN ORACHIEVED AT
ADMISSION

N r88

-.01 -.03

PREVIOUS CONVICTION
N 182

-.29*r, .15*

PREVIOUS PROBATION
N 191

-.18* .12

PREVIOUS JAIL
N 185

-.13 .14

PREVIOUS BREACH
N 187

-.20** .17t,

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

While not all of the above items produced a significant correlation for the female

offender sample, some items did demonstrate sufficient strength to be considered for

inclusion in future alterations to the scale. These items are: Actual number of previous

convictions, and Number of previous breaches.

As we observe the tables below, lve can clearly see that while the items we have selected

show strong correlations with some groups, they fail to show any correlation for others.
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Our only explanation for this is that more research is required to assess which variables

can be fairly applied to all groups. Perhaps, as some authors have suggested, it is

unreasonable to perceive that one instrument will be valid for all groups. However, we

must continue to look for improvements to instruments that try to identi$r those variables

that are strongly cor¡elated with criminal conviction regardless of gender and ethnicity.

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

TABLE 72 - POSIBLE FUTURE INCLUSIONS .MALE NON-ABORIGINAL

ITEM ADULT OUTCOME ON
PROBATION

CORRELATION \ryITH
RECONVICTION IN YEAR ONE

INCARCERATION
PRECEEDING ORDER

N s24

-.08 I t**

ACTUAL AGE AT FIRST
CONVICTION

N 493

.18** -,17**

ACTUAL # OF PREVIOUS
CONVICTIONS

N 498

.15** .11*

ACTUAL # PREVIOUS
PROBATION ORDERS

N 524

-.17** 11*

# PREVIOUS TERMS
INCARCERATION

N 502

-.17** .05

# PREVIOUS BREACHES
N s08

-.09 .10*

GRADE IN ORACHIEVED AT
ADMISSION

N 509

.10* -.12**

PREVIOUS CONVICTION
N 498

-.18** .12**

PREVIOUS PROBATION
N s24

-.19** .19**

PREVIOUS JÄIL
N 502

-.21** .10*

PREVIOUS BREACH
N s08

-.09* .09"
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873. POSIBL INCLUSION METIS

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by x)

ITEM ADULT OUTCOME ON
PROBATION

CORRELATION WITH
RECONVICTION IN YEAR ONE

INCARCERATION
PRECEEDING ORDER

N 117

-.20* .16

ACTUAL AGE AT FIRST
CONVICTION

N99

.08 -.30**

ACTUAL # OF PREVIOUS
CONVICTIONS

N 109

_ t<rr* -.30**

ACTUAL # PREVIOUS
PROBATION ORDERS

N 117

.14 .15

# PREVIOUS TERMS
INCARCERATION

N 109

-.21* 'r<**

# PREVIOUS BREACHES
N 109

- )1rt .25**

GRADE IN OR ACHIEVED AT
ADMISSION

N 117

-.13 .04

PREVIOUS CONVICTION
N 109

-.15 .17

PREVIOUS PROBATION
N 117

- )7* .21*

PREVIOUS JAIL
N 109

-.21* .20*

PREVIOUS BREACH
N 109

-.17 .19*
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TABLE 74. POSIBLE FUTURE IN MALE TREA ER

(Significant level -.01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

ITEM ADULT OUTCOME ON
PROBATION

CORRELATION WITH
RECONVICTION IN YEAR ONE

INCARCERATION
PRECEEDING ORDER

N 145

-.28** -12

ACTUAL AGE AT FIRST
CONVICTION

N 122

.15 -.34**

ACTUAL # OF PREVIOUS
CONVICTIONS

N 130

-.13 .20*

ACTUAL # PREVIOUS
PROBATION ORDERS

N 145

.01 .15

# PREVIOUS TERMS
INCARCERATION

N 134

.ra * .04

# PREVIOUS BREACHES
N 139

-.28** .15

GRADE IN ORACHIEVED AT
ADMISSION

N 131

.12 -.15

PREVIOUS CONVICTION
N 130

-.14 .18*

PREVIOUS PROBATION
N 145

-.07 .19*

PREVIOUS JAIL
N 134

-.30** .10

PREVIOUS BREACH
N 139

.17* .10
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ITEM ADULT OUTCOME ON
PROBATION

CORRELATION WITH
RECONVICTION IN YEAR ONE

INCARCERATION
PRECEEDING ORDER

N99

-.03 .03

ACTUAL AGE AT FIRST
CONVICTION

N78

.16 -.07

ACTUAL # OF PREVIOUS
CONVICTIONS

N83

-.29** -.00

ACTUAL # PREVIOUS
PROBATION ORDERS

N99

-.07 .02

# PREVIOUS TERMS
INCARCERATION

N90

-.29** .09

# PREVIOUS BREACHES
N94

_ t<* .07

GRADE IN ORACHIEVED AT
ADMISSION

N94

-.21* -.02

PREVIOUS CONVICTION
N83

.00 -.02

PREVIOUS PROBATION
N99

-.08 .05

PREVIOUS JAIL
N90

-.15 .15

PREVIOUS BREACH
N94

-.19 .03

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)
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TABLE 76. POSIBLE FUTURE INCLUSIONS FEMALE NON.ABORIGINAL
DER

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

ITEM .A.DULT OUTCOME ON
PROBATION

CORRELATION \ryITH
RECONVICTION IN YEAR ONE

INCARCERATION
PRECEEDING ORDER

N96

-.29** -.05

ACTUAL AGE AT FIRST
CONVICTION

N94

.29** -.15

ACTUAL # OF PREVIOUS
CONVICTIONS

N93

-.03 .23

ACTUAL # PREVIOUS
PROBATION ORDERS

N96

.01 .14

# PREVIOUS TERMS
INCARCERATION

N93

-.07 11

# PREVIOUS BREACHES
N9s

-.01 .35**

GRADE IN ORACHIEVED AT
ADMISSION

N9s

-.07 -.02

PREVIOUS CONVICTION
N93

-.23* -14

PREVIOUS PROBATION
N96

-.16 i)*

PREVIOUS JAIL
N93

-.13 -.02

PREVIOUS BREACII
N95

.11 .29**
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77. POSIBLE USIONS FEMA OFFENDER

(Significant level - .01 represent by x*, .05 represented by +)

ITEM ADULT OUTCOME ON
PROBATION

CORRELATION WITH
RECONVICTION IN YEAR ONE

INCARCERATION
PRECEEDING ORDER

N31

.07 -.07

ACTUAL AGE AT FIRST
CONVICTION

N26

.33 -.31

ACTUAL # OF PREVIOUS
CONVICTIONS

N30

.02 .08

ÄCTUAL # PREVIOUS
PROBATION ORDERS

N31

-.18 .18

# PREVIOUS TERMS
INCARCERATION

N30

-.07 .07

# PREVIOUS BREACHES
N31

-.49** .21

GRADE IN OR ACHIEVED AT
ADMISSION

N3l

-.37" .07

PREVIOUS CONVICTION
N30

-.35 .18

PREVIOUS PROBATION
N31

-.08 .08

PREVIOUS JAIL
N30

-.17 .17

PREVIOUS BREACH
N3l

-.39* .03
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TABLE 78. POSIBLE FUTURE INCLUSIONS FEMALE TREATY ON

ITEM ADULT OUTCOME ON
PROBATION

CORRELATION WITH
RECONVICTION IN YEAR ONE

INCARCERATION
PRECEEDING ORDER

N28

.21 -)1

ACTUAL AGE AT FIRST
CONVICTION

N26

.41* -.11

ACTUAL # OF PREVIOUS
CONVICTIONS

N26

-.41* -.02

ACTUÄL # PREVIOUS
PROBATION ORDERS

N28

-'r< -.20

# PREVIOUS TERMS
INCARCERATION

N28

.09 -.08

# PREVIOUS BREACHES
N28

-.-t5 -.01

GRADE IN OR ACHIEVED AT
ADMISSION

N27

.09 -.05

PREVIOUS CONVICTION
N26

-.41* .08

PREVIOUS PROBATION
N28

-.34 -.21

PREVIOUS JAIL
N28

-.30** -.02

PREVIOUS BREACH
N28

-.17* .04

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)
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TABLE 79- POSIBLE FUTURE INCLUSIONS FEMALE TREATY OFF
OFFENDER

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

ITEM ADULT OUTCOME ON
PROBATION

CORRELATION WITH
RECONVICTION IN YEAR ONE

INCARCERATION
PRECEEDING ORDER

N36

-.18 -.02

ACTUAL AGE AT FIRST
CONVICTION

N30

.46* -.1 I

ACTUAL # OF PREVIOUS
CONVICTIONS

N33

-.23 .36*

ACTUAL # PREVIOUS
PROBATION ORDERS

N36

-.10 -.03

# PREVIOUS TERMS
INCARCERATION

N34

-.21 .29

# PREVIOUS BREACHES
N33

-.13 .23

GRADE IN OR ACHIEVED AT
ADMISSION

N35

.04 .17

PREVIOUS CONVICTION
N33

-.36* .12

PREVIOUS PROBATION
N36

-)a .06

PREVIOUS JAIL
N34

-.08 .23

PREVIOUS BREACH
N33

-.16 11
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TABLE 80. POSIBLE FUTURE INCLUSIONS NON-ABORIGINAL OFFENDER
PLE

(Significant level - .01 represent by *x, .05 represented by *)

ITEM ADULT OUTCOME ON
PROBATION

CORRELÄTION WITH
RECONVICTION IN YEAR ONE

INCARCERATION
PRECEEDING ORDER

N 620

1l .11**

ACTUAL AGE AT FIRST
CONVICTION

N 587

.20** -.17**

ACTUAL # OF PREVIOUS
CONVICTIONS

N 591

-.14** .13**

,A,CTUAL # PREVIOUS
PROBATION ORDERS

N 620

-.16** .12**

# PREVIOUS TERMS
INCARCERATION

N s95

.16** .06

# PREVIOUS BREACHES
N 603

-.07 .14**

GRADE IN ORACHIEVED AT
ADMISSION

N 604

.08 .11 **

PREVIOUS CONVICTION
N 591

-.19** .13**

PREVIOUS PROBATION
N 620

-.19** .20**

PREVIOUS JAIL
N 595

-.21** .10*

PREVIOUS BREACH
N 603

-.10* .12**

r63



TABLE 81. URE INCLUSION DER SAMPLE

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

ITEM ADULT OUTCOME ON
PROBATION

CORRELATION \ryITH
RECONVICTION IN YEAR ONE

INCARCERATION
PRECEEDING ORDER

N 148

-.14 1l

ACTUAL AGE AT FIRST
CONVICTION

N 125

.18* -.31**

ACTUAL # OF PREVIOUS
CONVICTIONS

N 139

't 
^** .29**

ÄCTUAL # PREVIOUS
PROBATION ORDERS

N 148

-.16* .17**

# PREVIOUS TERMS
INCARCERATION

N r39

1t* .25**

# PREVIOUS BREACHES
N 140

_ t<** .25**

GRADE IN ORACHIEVED AT
ADMISSION

N 148

-.17* .05

PREVIOUS CONVICTION
N 139

- 77** .19*

PREVIOUS PROBATION
N 148

- ?1** .20*

PREVIOUS JAIL
N 139

-.23** .2lt

PREVIOUS BREACH
N 140

-.21* .16
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TABLE 82- POSIBLE FUTURE INCLUSIONS - TREATY ON OFFENDER

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

ITEM ADULT OUTCOME ON
PROBATION

CORRELATION WITH
RECONVICTION IN YEAR ONE

INCARCERÁ.TION
PRECEEDING ORDER

N 173

-.20** .08

ACTUAL AGE AT FIRST
CONVICTION

N 148

.18* -.33**

ACTUAL # OF PREVIOUS
CONVICTIONS

N 156

-.13 .21**

ACTUAL # PREVIOUS
PROBATION ORDERS

N 173

.01 .16*

# PREVIOUS TERMS
INCARCERATION

N 162

-.14 .02

# PREVIOUS BREACHES
N 167

_ to** .13

GRADE IN ORACHIEVED AT
ADMISSION

N 158

.11 -.12

PREVIOUS CONVICTION
N 156

-.16* .20*

PREVIOUS PROBATION
N 173

-.08 .19*

PREVIOUS JAIL
N 162

-.25** .11

PREVIOUS BREACH
N 167

-.20* .09
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TABLE 83- POSIBLE FUTURE INCLUSIONS -TREATY OFF OFFENDER
AMPLE

In conclusion of the adult offender section for the purpose of clarity, we feel it helpful to

summarize some for the key points regarding each sample population.

ITEM ADULT OUTCOME ON
PROBATION

CORRELATION WITH
RECONVICTION IN YEAR ONE

INCARCERATION
PRECEEDING ORDER

N 135

-.07 .02

ACTUAL AGE AT FIRST
CONVICTION

N 108

.25** -.08

ACTUAL # OF PREVIOUS
CONVICTIONS

N 116

- ?(** .14

ACTUAL # PREVIOUS
PROBATION ORDERS

N 135

-.08 .01

# PREVIOUS TERMS
INCARCERATION

N 124

.14 .13

# PREVIOUS BREACHES
N 127

_ to** .10

GRADE IN ORACHIEVED AT
ADMISSION

N 129

l1 .05

PREVIOUS CONVICTION
N 116

-.16* .02

PREVIOUS PROBATION
N l3s

-.08 .06

PREVIOUS JAIL
N 124

- t<trtr .17

PREVIOUS BREACH
N 127

-.20* .05

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)
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MALE NON -ABORIGINAL OFFENDERS - ADULT SAMPLE

The male Non-Aboriginal group of offenders accounted for 48.7Yo of our total adult

offender sample, and 59.2o/o of the male offender sample. Their mean age was 28.4, and

66.6% of the sample reported at least one address change in the previous 12 months.

Just under 60Yo of the sample reported no use of drugs or alcohol, and the vast majority

of the sample 88% had some means of financial support other than social assistance.

While the majority (77.2%) had reported some high school education, (93.5%) had nor

graduated with a high school diploma.

While the majority (66.3%) had a previous conviction, only 39.9Yo had reported a

previous probation term, and only29.7o/o had reported a previous term of incarceration.

V/hen we ran correlations of the total risk scores by the outcome variables, we found

significant correlations for all of the outcome variables. Correlations consistentlyranged

from .23 - .31. (similar to that observed for the overall population).

Admission item analysis revealed that the vast majority of items were significantly

correlated with the outcome variables. ln fact, only 3 items failed to produce significant

correlations with any of the outcome variables. These items were: Family/lr4arital

Relations, Emotional Stability, and AcademicA/ocational skills.
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Termination item analysis revealed that all of the items produced significant results for at

least some of the outcome variables. This demonstrates that all of the items on the scale

contribute something important to the prediction model.

The male non-aboriginal group was most likely to be classified as medium risk by the

rislc/need score. The majority of the sample successfully completed their Probation term

(66%), however, as the follow up period increased so did their rate of reconviction and

re-incarceration. The risk/need score served as a valid predictor of outcome on

probation, as well as the reconviction/re-incarceration rates.

For this sub sample of the population, we concluded that the PRA instrument is a reliable

and valid tool for the prediction of recidivism. Both the total risk score and item analysis

demonstrated a statistically significant relationship with our outcome variables.

Additional variables found to be significantly correlated with outcome on Probation and

reconviction in year one included; Actual age at first conviction, Actual number of

previous convictions, Actual number of previous probation orders, grade in or highest

achieved, previous convictions, previous probation, previousjail and previous breach.
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MALE METIS _ ADULT SAMPLE

The male Metis offender accounted for 10.9o/o of the total adult offender sample and

I3.2% of the male offender sample. Their mean age was 26.5, and 62.4% of the sample

reported at least one address change in the previous 12 months. (42.7%) of the sample

reported no use of drugs or alcohol, and about half of the sample (45.5%) reported public

assistance as their primary source of income at admission. V/hile the majority (63.2%) of

the sample had completed some high school, (99.1%) had not graduated from grade 12.

The majority of offender in this group had a previous conviction (86.2%) and previous

probation order (62.4%). Just under half of the group (43.1%) had a previous jail

sentence, and28.4Yo had a previous breach.

When we ran correlations of the total risk scores by the outcome variables, we found

significant correlations for nearly all of the variables. The exception to this was for

reconviction in year four. Correlations consistently ranged ftom .24 - .34.

Admission item analysis revealed that the vast majority of items were significantly

correlated with at least one of the outcome variables. We found that signifîcant

correlations were sporadic, in that an item may be significantly correlation with one of

the outcome variables, however rarely more than that. We further found that 4 items

failed to produce significance with any of the outcome variables. These items were;
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Attitude to Probation, Mental Ability, Drugs/Alcohol use, and Academic/Vocational

skills.

Termination item analysis demonstrated more favorable results than that observed at

admission. Significant correlations were far more consistent for all outcome variables,

and we found only two items that failed to produce a significant relationship with any

outcome variables. These item were; Financial Management and Mental Ability.

The male Metis sample was most commonly classified as medium risk for re-

involvement, as measured by the risk/need score. The majority of offenders in this group

(6I.5%) successfully completed their Probation orders, however, as the follow up period

increased so did the rate of reconviction and re-incarceration. The risVneed score served

as a valid predictor of outcome on probation, as well as the reconviction/re-incarceration

rates.

For this sub sample of the population, we concluded that the PRA instrument is a reliable

and valid tool for the prediction of recidivism, however not to the same degree as that

observed for the male non-aboriginal group. Additional variables found to be

significantly correlated with outcome on Probation and reconviction in year one included;

Actual age at first conviction, Acfual number of terms of incarceration, Actual number of

previous breaches, previous probation, and previous jail.
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MALE TREATY ON - ADULT SAMPLE

The male Treaty On offender accounted for 16.4%o of the male offender sample and

13.5% of the total adult offender sample. Their mean age tvas 26.7 placing them as the

youngest sample in our population. Just under half of the sample (4L3%) reported at

least one address change in the previous 12 month period. Approximately half of the

sample (46.2%) reported no use of drugs or alcohol. Over half of the sample (61.3%)

reported public assistance as their primary source of income at admission.

While approximately half of the sample (51l%) reported completing some high school,

only .8o/o had graduated from grade 12. Over half of the sample (63.8%) had a previous

conviction and previous probation (51.7%). (35.8%) had a previous jail sentence and

14.4% had a previous breach.

When \rye ran correlations of the total risk scores by the outcome variables, we found

significant correlations for nearly all of the variables. The exception to this was for

reconviction in year four and re-incarceration for years 2-4. Correlations consistently

ranged from .09 - .24, sligbtly lower than observed for the overall, male non-aboriginal

and male Metis groups.

Admission item analysis revealed that only 4 items were significantly correlated with at

least one of the outcome variables. These items were Address changes, Age, Type of

Prior, Peers & Companions, and Employment. Here we may be beginning to see the
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drawbacks of our smaller sample size. We did find acceptable range of correlations for

variables Attitude to probation, prior convictions, and drug and alcohol use, though they

did not reach significant levels.

Termination item analysis demonsfrated more favorable results than that observed at

admission. Correlations overall were stronger and while some items still failed to meet

significant levels, 9 items were significantly correlated with at least some of the outcome

variables. V/hile variable; Prior convictions failed to produce significant correlations

with any of the outcome variables the correlation scores are within an acceptable range,

implytng that sample size may be of issue. We did however also observe that some items

did not appeff to produce sufficiently high correlation scores with any of the outcome

variables. These item were; Employment and Academic/Vocational skills.

The male Treaty On sample was most commonly classified as medium risk for re-

involvement as measured by the rislc/need score. When we compare the percentage of

offenders classified at each risk level, we find that a greater proportion of male offender

from the Treafy On group were classified as low risk than any other male offender goup.

We found that the male Treaty On group was most successful of all male offender sub

samples during the Probation period. (69.7%) successfully completed their Probation.

This is what we would expect given they were most commonly assessed as low risk for

re-involvement. Surprisingly, however, they surpassed all other male offender groups in

the post probation follow up period. The rislc/need score served as a valid predictor of
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outcome on probation, as well as the reconviction/re-incarceration rates. That is, those

offenders classified as low risk were reconvicted and re-incarcerated at a lower rate than

those classified as medium or high risk.

For this sub sample of the population, we concluded that the PRA instrument may not be

as useful as it was for the male non-aboriginal and Metis offender groups, especially for

prediction in the post probation follow up period. The PRA did however reliably

distinguish within the group which offenders were of greater risk for re-involvement.

Additional variables found to be strongly correlated with outcome on Probation and

reconviction in year one included; Incarceration preceding order, Actual age at first

conviction, Actual number of previous convictions, Actual number of terms of

incarceration, Actual number of previous breaches, and previous jail.

MALE TREATY OFF - ADULT SAMPLE

The male Treaty Off offender accounted for 11 .2%o of the male offender sample and9.2Yo

of the total adult offender sample. Their mean age was 27.8 placing them as the second

oldest sample in our male offender population. A sizable majority of the sample (83.8%)

reported at least one address change in the previous I2 month period. Approximately half

of the sample (41.4%) reported no use of drugs or alcohol. Over half of the sample

(55.I%) reported public assistance as their primary source of income at admission.
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While the majority of the sample (66.0%) reported completing some high school, only

3.2%had graduated from grade 12. The vast majority of the sample (84.3%) had a

previous conviction and previous probation (62.6%). (433%) had a previous jail

sentence and l9.lYohad a previous breach.

When we ran correlations of the total risk scores by the outcome variables, we found no

significant correlations for any of the outcome variables. Overall, we observed

correlations of weaker strength than observed for all other male offender samples.

Correlations ranged from.00 - .15.

Admission item analysis revealed that only 5 items were significantly correlated with at

least one of the outcome variables. These items were: Address changes, Age, Prior

Convictions, Type of Prior, Peers & Companions, and Academic/Vocational skills.

While our significantly smaller sample size may explain some of the loss in significance,

we find that the strength of the correlations is not as high as that observed for the other

male offender groups. While variables such as Fínancial Management and Employment

appear to maintain some reasonable correlations, many others do not.

Termination item analysis demonstrated more favorable results than those observed at

admission. Correlations overall were stronger and while some items still failed to meet

significant levels, l1 items were significantly correlated with at least one of the outcome

variables. Items: Percentage of time employed in previous year, and
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Academic/Vocational skills failed to produce acceptable correlations with any of the

outcome variables.

The male Treaty Off sample was most commonly classified as medium risk for re-

involvement as measured by the rislc/need score. When we compare the percentage of

offenders classified at each risk level, we f,rnd that a greater proportion of male offenders

from the Treaty Off group were classified as high risk than any other male offender

group. 'We 
found that the male Treafy Off group was least successful of all male offender

sub samples during the probation period, however the majority (51 .6%) still successfully

completed their Probation. The rislc/need score served as a valid predictor of outcome on

probation, however not the reconviction/re-incarceration rates. V/hile the risk score

successfully predicted the re-involvement pattems for reconviction in years land 3, and

re-incarceration in years 1-4, we found that offenders in this sample were more likely to

be reconvicted in year 2 if classified as medium risk rather than low risk. Furtherrnore,

for variable reconviction in year 4,we found that the low risk group was reconvicted at

the highest rate followed by the high and medium risk groups. Finally, for variable re-

incarceration in year 4,we see very little differentiation between the performance of the

low and medium risk groups.

For this sub sample of the population, we concluded that the PRA instrument has limited

utility, and is clearly not as valid for this group of offenders as for male non-aboriginal

and male Metis $oups. While the instrument was useful in predicting outcome on
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Probation, it is only able to predict recidivism behaviour for some years in the post

probation follow up period. Additional variables found to be strongly correlated wíth

outcome on probation and reconviction in year one included; actual number of previous

convictions, actual number of terms of incarceration, number of previous breaches, and

grade in or highest achieved.

FEMALE NON.ABORIGINAL _ ADULT SAMPLE

The female Non-Aboriginal offender accounted for 50.3% of the female offender sample

and8.9Yo of the total adult offender sample. Their mean age was 31.0 placing them as

the oldest sample in both the female offender groups, and the overall adult offender

population. Just over half of the sample $a.2%) reported at least one address change in

the previous 12 month period. The majority (76.0%) reported no use of drugs or alcohol.

(303%) reported public assistance as their primary source of income at admission.

V/hile the majority of the sample (74.7%) reported completing some high school, only

7.4Yohad graduated from grade 12. The majority of the sample (57.0%) had a previous

conviction. (31.3%) had a previous Probation order. Only 9.7% had a previous jail

sentence and,l0.5%o had a previous breach.

When v¡e ran correlations of the total risk scores by the outcome variables, we found

significant correlations for just over half of the outcome variables. Overall, we observed

significantly stronger correlations for the variable Adult Outcome on Probation than that
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observed for male non-aboriginal offenders. Vy'hen examining the reconviction results

however, we found weaker correlations than that observed with the male non-aboriginal

group. Finall¡ we found comparable correlation strength when examining the re-

incarceration outcome variables. Correlations ranged from .06 - .44.

Admission item analysis revealed that 8 items were significantly correlated with at least

one of the outcome variables. These items were: Address changes, Attitude to Probation,

Prior Convictions, Type of Prior, Familyilvlarital Relations, Financial Management,

Emotional Stability, and Peers & Companions. Additionally, we found that items Age,

Drugs and Alcohol use, and Employment produced correlations of sufficient strength to

be considered. Specifrcally, small sample sizes may be the reason we cannot establish a

significant relationship between these items and the outcome variables.

Termination item analysis demonstrated more favorable results than that observed at

admission. Correlations overall were stronger and nearly all items reached signifrcance

with at least one outcome variable. Items that continued to lack significance were

generally within an acceptable range to be considered.

The female non-aboriginal sample was most likely to be classified as low risk for re-

involvement as measured by the risk need score. The majority of offenders in this sample

(74.0%) successfully completed their Probation period. Next to the female Metis

offenders, the female non-aboriginal offenders \ryere the second most successful group in
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our female offender population. The risk/need score served as a valid predictor of

outcome on probation and in the entire post probation follow up period.

For this sub sample of the population, we concluded that the PRA instrument is a

reasonably good instrument for the prediction of recidivism. Additional variables found

to be strongly correlated with outcome on Probation and reconviction in year one

included; Incarceration preceding order, Actual age at first conviction, Actual number of

previous convictions, number of previous breaches, Previous convictions, and Previous

Probation.

FEMALE METIS _ ADULT SAMPLE

The female Metis offender accounted for 16.2%o of the female offender sample and2.9o/o

of the total adult offender sample. Their mean age was 29.0. Just under half of the

sample (48.4%) reported at least one address change in the previous l2 month period.

The majority (64.5%) reported no use of drugs or alcohol. The vast majority of this

sample (77.4%) reported public assistance as their primary source of income at

admission.

While the majority of the sample (67.7%) reported completing some high school, none

had graduated from grade 12. The majority of the sample (66.7%) had a previous

conviction. (35.5%) had a previous probation order, (20.0%) had a previous jail sentence

and25.8Yo had a previous breach.
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When we ran correlations of the total risk scores by the outcome variables, we found

significant correlations for only two items. This however was likely the result of a small

sample size. The strength of the correlations observed were quite comparable to those

observed for the male Metis sample and in many cases stronger than that observed for the

female non-aboriginal sample. Correlations were particularly strong for variables

reconviction in year 4 and re-incarceration in year 3. Correlations ranged from .09- .53.

Admission item analysis revealed that 5 items were significantly correlated with at least

one of the outcome variables. These items were, Attitude to Probation, Prior

Convictions, Financial Management, Mental Ability, and Employment. Additionally,

we found that almost all of the other items produced correlations of sufficient strength to

be considered. Specifically, small sample sizes may be the reason we cannot establish a

significant relationship between these items and the outcome variables.

Termination item analysis demonstrated more favorable results than that observed at

admission. Correlations overall were stronger and while only 6 items reached

significance with at least one outcome variable, many of the remaining items produced

correlation scores ofsufficient strength to be considered.

The female Metis sample was most likely to be classified as medium risk for re-

involvement as measured by the risk need score. Of note however, offenders in this

sample were classified as either low or medium risk. No member form this sample g¡oup
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lvas classifled as high risk for re-involvement. The majority of offenders in this sample

(77 .40%) successfully completed their probation period, placing them as the most

successful female offender sample measured on probation. The risk/need score served as

a valid predictor of outcome on probation and for the post probation follow up period,

however only if we assess the low and medium risk classifÏcations. As no member of this

group was assigned to a high risk category, we found we could only compare the low and

medium risk groups.

For this sub sample of the population, we concluded that the PRA instrument is a

reasonably good instrument for the prediction of recidivism. We do however have some

concern with regard to the high risk classification for this group. Given we had no

members to compare, it is difficult to see if a larger sample size would have made these

results different. Additional variables found to be strongly correlated with outcome on

probation and reconviction in year one included; actual age at first conviction, actual

number of previous probation orders, number of previous breaches, grade in or highest

achieved, previous convictions, and previous breach.

FEMALE TREATY ON _ ADULT SAMPLE

The female Treaty On offender accounted for 14.7o/o of the female offender sample and

2.6%o of the total adult offender sample. Here we have the smallest sample group in the

entire adult offender population. Their mean age was 27.5,placing them as the youngest

female offender sample. Just under half of the sample (46.4%) reported at least one
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address change in the previous 12 month period. The majori ty (60-7%)reported no use of

drugs or alcohol. (52.0%) reported public assistance as their primary source of income at

admission.

Just under half of the sample (48.I%) reported completing some high school. only

(3.7%) had graduated from grade 12. The female Treaty on group had the lowest

percentage of previous convictions from all other male and female sample goups

(26.9%). They were also less likely to have had a previous probation order (14.3%),

previous jail sentence (I7.9%) or a previous breach (14.3%).

When we ran correlations of the total risk scores by the outcome variables, we found no

significant correlations. While this may be a result of the small sample size as compared

to all other sample groups, we find that the strength of the correlations are also

significantly lower than that observed for the female non-aboriginal and Metis groups.

Correlations were strongest for variables reconviction in years 2 and 4. Correlations

ranged from .01- .16.

Admission item analysis revealed that only 2 items were signif,rcantly correlated with at

least one of the outcome variables. These items were: Type of Prior Conviction and

Family/lvlarital Relations. V/hile the remainder of the admission items failed to produce

significant correlations, the strength of the correlations are comparable to those observed

in other female offender samples.
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Termination item analysis demonstrated more favorable results than that observed at

admission. Correlations overall were stronger and while only 2 items reached

significance with at least one outcome variable, many of the correlations were of

sufficient strength to be considered.

The female Treaty On sample was most likely to be classified as low risk for re-

involvement as measured by the risk/need score. The majority of offenders in this

sample (64.3%) successfully completed their probation period, however not as high a

percentage as we might expect given their risk classification. The risk/need score served

as a valid predictor of outcome on probation, however, we found that there was virnrally

no discrimination between the low and medium risk groups performance. There was a

one percent difference between the two $oups. The risk need score was not found to be

reliable in predicting any of the post probation performance. We found that the high risk

groups were reconvicted at the lowest level followed by the low and medium risk groups.

For this sub sample of the population, we concluded that the PRA instrument is not

overly useful for predicting recidivism in the post probation period. The tool did

demonstrate some utility in predicting adult outcome on Probation. Additional variables

found to be strongly correlated with outcome on probation and reconviction in year one

included; incarceration preceding order, actual age at first conviction, actual number of

previous convictions, actual number of previous probation orders, number of previous
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breaches, previous convictions, previous probation, and previous jail.

FEMALE TREATY OFF - ADULT SAMPLE

The female Treaty Off offender accounted for 18.8% of the female offender sample and

3.3o/o of the total adult offender sample. Their mean age was 29.7. Well over half of the

sample (77.8%) reported at least one address change in the previous 12 month period.

Just under half of the sample (47.2%) reported no use of drugs or alcohol. (73.5%)

reported public assistance as their primary source of income at admission.

Less than half of the sample (42.9%) reported completing some high school, and only

2.9%had graduated from grade 12. The female Treaty Off group had the highest

percentage of previous convictions from all other female offender samples (84.8%).

They were also more likely to have had a previous Probation order (50.0%), previous jail

sentence (38.2%) or a previous breach (21.2%).

When we ran correlations of the total risk scores by the outcome variables, we found only

one significant correlation for variable Adult Outcome on Probation. While this may be a

result of the small sample size as compared to all other sample groups, we find that the

strength of the correlations are also significantly lower than that observed for the female

non-aboriginal and Metis groups. Correlations were strongest for variables Adult

Outcome on Probation and Reconviction in year 2. Correlations ranged from .02- .39.
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Admission item analysis revealed that only 4 items were significantly conelation with

any of the outcome variables. These items were: Attitude to Probation, Prior

Convictions, Family/Marital Relations, and Drugs/Alcohol use. Many of the remainder

items, while failing to produce significant relationships were of sufficient sfrength to be

considered.

Termination item analysis demonstrated more favorable results than that observed at

admission. Correlations overall were stronger and while only 4 items reached

significance with at least one outcome variable, many of the remaining items produced

correlation scores ofsufficient strength to be considered.

The female Treaty Off sample was most likely to be classifîed as medium risk for re-

involvement as measured by the risk/need score. The majority of offenders in this

sample (61'.1%) successfully completed their probation period. Comparing all of the

female offender samples, the Treaty Off group was least successful in the probation

period. The risk/need score served as a valid predictor of outcome on probation,

however, not for the post probation follow up period. We found that the risk need score

was unrelated to outcome in all but variables reconviction in years 2 and,3. We found

that for variables reconviction in years I and 4, the medium risk group was reconvicted at

the highest rate. For variables re-incarceration in years 1-4, we found that the low risk

group was actually re-incarcerated at the highest rate followed by the medium and frnally

high risk groups.
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For this sub sample of the populatíon, we concluded that the PRA instrument is not

overly useful for predicting recidivism in the post probation period. The tool did

demonstrate ability to predict adult outcome on Probation. Additional variables found to

be strongly correlated with outcome on probation and reconviction in year one included;

incarceration preceding order, actual age at first conviction, actual number of previous

convictions, actual number of previous terms of incarceration, number of previous

breaches, previous convictions, previous probation, previousjail, and previous breach.

We now tum our attention to the characteristics of the young offender sample population.
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CHAPTER FIVE

DATA ANALYSIS

CHARACTERISTICS OF YOTJNG OFFENDER POPTILATION-

DEMOGRAPHICS

The total sample consisted of a total of 595 youth offenders. Male offenders account for

496 of the sample, and female offenders account for 99 members of the sample. The

table below illustrates a clear breakdown of the study groups.

TABLE 84 _ NATIVE CANADIAN

As we can see the largest single group in the sample is the male non- Aboriginal (48.6%).

As with the adult offender sample, we acknowledge that while the sample sizes for the

remainder of the sub-populations are small, the results from this study may serve to be

useful for a more in depth look at the issue of validity.

SEX OF
PROBATIONER

Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent

MALE X-NATIVE 241 48.6% 48.6% 48.6%
METIS.NT 99 20.0% 20.0% 68.5%
TRTY-ON n6 23.4% 23.4% 9t.9%
TRTY-OFF 40 8.t% 8.1%

Total 496 100% t00% rcO%
FEMALE X-NATIVE 33 333% 333% 333%

METIS-NT l5 15.2% t5.2% 48.5%
TRTY-ON 31 31.3% 313% 79.8%
TRTY-OFF 20 20.2% 20.2%

Total 99 t00% 100% t00%
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Preliminary analysis of the data reveals, that all young offenders in the sample are over

the age of 15. In fact the overall mean for the sample is 15.9, with an N value of 594.

The mean ages for each group are presented below.

CATEGORICAL GROUP TJNDER
STTIDY

MEAN N

MALES 15.9 496
FEMALES t6.r 99

MALE NON-ABORIGINALS 16.1 24t
MALE METIS 15.9 99

MALE TREATY ON t5.7 116
MALE TREATY OFF 15.3 40

FEMALE NON.ABOzuGINALS 15.8 33
FEMALE METIS 15.3 l5

FEMALE TREATY ON r7.t 3l
FEMALE TREATY OFF 15.5 20

NON-ABORIGINAL l6.l 274
METIS 15.8 rt4

TREATY ON 16.0 t47
TREATY OFF 15.3 60

TABLE 85 - AGE OF PROBATIONER

From the above table, we observe that there is no dramatic difference between the above

groups. While the Metis and Treaty Off offenders appear to be slightly younger than the

other groups, all groups averaged in their mid teens. Female offenders averaged slightly

older than male offenders in the sample (16.1 versus 15.9).
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CATEGORICAL GROUP TJNDER
STTJDY

MEAN (GRADE) N

MALES 8.4 484
FEMALES 8.2 97

MALE NON.ABORIGINALS 9.0 239
MALE METIS 8.2 98

MALE TREATY ON 1.4 r09
MALE TREATY OFF 7.8 38

FEMALE NON-AB ORIGINALS 8.6 33
FEMALE METIS 8.3 15

FEMAIE TREATY ON 7.9 29
FEMAIE TREATY OFF 8.1 20

NON-ABORIGINAI 8.9 272
METIS 8.3 113

TREATY ON 7.5 138
TREATY OFF 7.9 58

From the above table we can see that there no significant difference in educational

attainment between the groups under study. The overall mean for the sample was grade

8.4, with an N value of 581. Treaty On offenders appear to have progressed less

academically than the other goups.

As a starting point for our analysis, we began by running reliability tests for both

admissions and termination variables. The statistic Alpha was calculated, first the

overall sample, and then by each categorical group. Overall, the admissions reliability

coefficient for Alpha was .69. For the male offenders, the Alpha score was computed at

.70. For female offenders, Alpha was .71. When dividing the groups further to compare

the Aboriginal Non-Aboriginal groupings, we computer alpha scores as follows;
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CATEGORICAL
GROUP

ALPHA N

Male Non - Aborieinals 68 24r
Male Metis .71 99

Male Treatv On .71 116
Male Treatv Off .73 40

Female Non - Aborisinal .67 ^aJJ
Female Metis .81 15

Female Treatv On .77 3l
Female TreaW Off .58 20

Overall alpha .69 595
Overall Male Alpha .70 496

Overall Female Alpha .71 99
Overall Alpha for Non -

Aborieinal Group
.67 274

Overall Alpha for Metis
Group

.72 t14

Overall Alpha for Treaty
On Group

.71 r41

Overall Alpha for Treaty
Off Group

.68 60

TABLE 87 _ ADMISSION ALPHA SCORES

Similarly the table below shows the results of standardized Alpha for the termination

variables;
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CATEGORICAL
GROUP

ALPHA N

Male Non - Aborieinals .79 241
Male Metis .75 99

Male Treaty On .80 tt6
Male Treaty Off .74 40

Female Non - Aborieinal .77 JJ
Female Metis 81 15

Female Treaty On .74 3l
Female TreaW Off .66 20

Overall Alpha .77 59s
Overall Male Alpha .79 496

Overall Female Alpha .74 99
Overall Alpha for Non -

Aborisinal Grouo
.78 274

Overall Alpha for Metis
Grouo

.75 r1,4

Overall Alpha for Treaty
On Group

.78 t47

Overall Alpha for Treaty
Off Group

.70 60

TABL - TERMINA

From the above, we can see that both the admission and termination scores are in an

acceptable range. We will now approach the issue of validity. V/hile presenting the

results of our analysis, we will first discuss the validity of the scale from the perspective

of total scores obtained at both admissions and termination of probation, and their

correlation to the outcome variables. For the youth analysis, the total scores used will be

the Admission RiskÀtreed score and the Termination Risk/Ì.{eed score. Our outcome

variables included, Youth Outcome on Probation, in order to assess the validity of the

scale for prediction of success during Probation. Reconviction for years one to four

following probation variables, served as our outcome variables for the follow up period.
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After observing the correlations of the total scores by outcome data, we then analysed the

psychometric validity of the scale by correlating each item on first, the admission and

then the termination scales by the outcome variables.

V/e then provide the data for how each group under study scored on the scales, and

f,rnally the results of what actually occurred. That is, how each group under study

performed both during probation and for the follow-up period. Should the PRA be valid

for all groups under study, we would expect that the scores on the scale are directly

related to the behaviour being measured (Recidivism). TVe conclude our analysis with a

selection of items that may serve to improve the validity of the instrument.

CORRELATION OF TOTAL SCORES BY OUTCOME CRITERION

Correlations were generated to analyze the relationship between the Admission/

Termination Risk Need scores, and Youth Outcome on Probation and Reconviction in

years one through four. The tables below summarize our results.

TABLE 89 - CORRELATION OF TOTAL SCORES BY OUTCOME
VARIABLES FOR THE OVERALL POPULATI

(Significant level -.01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

From the above, we can see that the Termination Risk/Need score is more strongly

related to the outcome criterion. This is not surprising as this score is calculated toward

OVER.A,LL POPULATION Youth Outcome
on Probation

N 595

Reconvicted
Year I
N 594

Reconvicted
Year 2
N 594

Reconvicted
Year 3
N 551

Reconvicted
Year 4+
N 547

Admission Risk/1.{eed Score -.33** . l9** .24** 1 5** .17**
Termination Risk/l.leed S core -.47** .25** .30** .27** .29**
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the end of the probationary period, and therefore is most telling of where the offender is

at in addressing their criminogenic needs.

TABLE 90- CORRELATION OF TOTAL SCORES BY OUTCOME VARIABLES
FOR THE FEMALE OFFENDER SAMPLE POPULATION

From the above results, we can see that only Youth Outcome on Probation v/as

significantly correlated with the admission/termination scores. We found no significant

relationship between the admission/termination scores and reconviction in the post

probation period. The exception to this was observed for the termination RiskÀtreed

score and variable: reconviction in year 4.

TABLE 91- CORRELATION OF TOTAL SCORES BY OUTCOME VARIABLES
FOR THE MALE OFFENDER SAMPLE POPULATION

(Significant level -.01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

For male offenders in the sample, we found a significant relation between the

admission/termination risk scores and all of the outcome variables.

FEMALE OFFENDERS Youth Outcome
on Probation

N99

Reconvicted
Year I
N99

Reconvicted
Year 2
N99

Reconvicted
Year 3
N86

Reconvicted
Year 4+

N83
Admission Risk/Need Score -.34** .07 .06 .06 .17

Termination Riskûlleed Score Á.1** t5 .13 l7 .25*
(Significant level -.01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

MALE OFFENDERS Youth Outcome
on Probation

N 496

Reconvicted
Year I
N 495

Reconvicted
Year 2
N 495

Reconvicted
Year 3
N 465

Reconvicted
Year 4+
N 464

Admission RiskÂ.Jeed Score -.32'+* .lg** .25** I 5** .15**
Termination RiskÀ{eed Score -.48** .25** .32** .29** .27**
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TABLE 92 - CORRELATIONS OF TOTAL SCORES BY OUTCOME

FEMALE NON
ABORIGINALS

Youth Outcome
on Probation

N33

Reconvicted
Year I
N33

Reconvicted
Year 2
N33

Reconvicted
Year 3

N28

Reconvicted
Year 4+

N26
Admission fu sk/Ì.{eed Score -.07 -.08 .09 .00 .23*

Termination Risk/ìIeed Score -.3 I T2 .13 .10 l5
FEMALE METIS Youth Outcome

on Probation
N15

Reconvicted
Year I
Nls

Reconvicted
Year 2
N15

Reconvicted
Year 3

Nll

Reconvicted
Year 4+
Nn

Admission RiskÂ.{eed Score -.42 ,a -.07 .06 .37
Termination Risk/Need Score -.39 .a -.o2 .06 .07

FEMALE TREATY ON Youth Outcome
on Probation

N3l

Reconvicted
Year I
N3l

Reconvicted
Year 2
N3l

Reconvicted
Year 3

N28

Reconvicted
Year 4+

N27
Admission Risk/Ì.{eed Score -.62** .27 .t4 l5 .18

Termination Risk/ltleed Score -.75** .37* .22 .39* .47*
FEMALE TREATY OFF Youth Outcome

on Probation
N20

Reconvicted
Year I
N20

Reconvicted
Year 2
N20

Reconvicted
Year 3

N19

Reconvicted
Year 4+

N19
Admission RiskÀIeed Score -.20 -.05 -.10 -.23 -.27

Termination RiskÀIeed Score t3 -.03 .01 -.27 -10
(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

Examining all of the female sub-samples, we found that for female Non-Aboriginal

offenders we only established a statistically significant relationship between the

admission RiskÀtreed score and reconviction in year 4. The termination Risk/lr{eed score

however did produce correlation a score of sufficient strength for variable: Youth

Outcome on Probation.

For the female Metis offender sample we saw correlation scores of sufficient strength

between the admission risk score and variables: Youth Outcome on Probation and

Reconviction in year 4. The termination risk score produced sufficiently high correlation

score for Youth Outcome on Probation.
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For the female Treaty On sample we found that all correlations were of sufficient strength

to be significant though not necessarily statistically. Finally, for the female Treaty Off

sample we found no statistically significant relationships, however the correlation scores

were acceptable for variables: Youth Outcome on Probation and Reconviction in years 3

and 4.

TABLE 93- CORRELATIONS OF TOTAL SCORES BY OUTCOME
VARIABLES - MALE OFFENDER SAMPLES

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

When examining all of the male offender sub-samples, we found that nearly all

correlations demonstrated statistically significant results. For the non- Aboriginal and

Metis male offender groups, \rye see generally stronger relationship for Youth Outcome

on Probation than for the reconviction variables. The Treaty On male offender goup

shows the strongest correlations for reconviction variables than all other male offender

groups. Male Treaty Off offenders demonstrate no significant relationships for the
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MALE NON
ABORIGINÄ.LS

Youth Outcome
on Probation

N 241

Reconvicted
Year I
N 240

Reconvicted
Year 2
N 240

Reconvicted
Year 3
N222

Reconvicted
Year 4+
N 221

Admission RiskÀ{eed Score -.34*x I 8** .27** l5* .11
Termination RiskÀIeed Score -.54** .29** .32** 1/l** .24**

MALE METIS Youth Outcome
on Probation

N99

Reconvicted
Year I
N99

Reconvicted
Year 2
N99

Reconvicted
Year 3

N96

Reconvicted
Year 4+

N96
Admission RisVNeed Score -.22* .07 l8 l2 .20*

Termination RiskÀIeed Score -.42** .t4 .27** .30'f * .31*
MALE TREATY ON Youth Outcome

on Probation
N 116

Reconvicted
Year I
N ll6

Reconvicted
Year 2
N 116

Reconvicted
Year 3
N 110

Reconvicted
Year 4+
N ll0

Admission Risk/l.treed Score .31** .27** .26** l8 .18
Termination Risk/Ì.{eed Score -.40** .34** .35** .33** .26**

MALE TREATY OFF Youth Outcome
on Probation

N40

Reconvicted
Year I
N40

Reconvicted
Year 2
N40

Reconvicted
Year 3

N37

Reconvicted
Year 4+

N37
Admission Risk/Need Score -.36* .25 l9 .07 -.02

Termination RiskÀIeed Score -.56** .03 .09 -.00 -.06



reconviction variables. We observed a statistically signif,rcant relationship for all male

offender for variable Youth Outcome on Probation.

TABLE 94- CORRELATIONS OF TOTAL SCORES BY OUTCOME
VARIABLES SEPARATED BY ETHNICIT

(Significant level -.01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

When examining ethnicity alone, we found that admission/ termination RiskA{eed scores

are most strongly correlated for the Non- Aboriginal and Treaty On groups. V/e found a

significant relationship for all $oups between the admission/ termination Risk/Need

scores and Youth Outcome on Probation. The relationship was less clear for the

reconviction variables. Specifically, for the Non-Aboriginal and Treaty On samples both

the admission and termination risk scores produced statistically significant correlations

with all of the outcome variables. For The Metis offender sample, the admission risk

NON ABORIGINÄLS Youth Outcome
on Probation

N274

Re-
convicted

Year I
N 273

Re-
convicted

Year 2
N 273

Reconvicted
Year 3

N 250

Reconvicted
Year 4+
N247

Admission RiskÀ{eed Score -.31** .18** .27** l5* . l5*
Termination Risk/l.Jeed Score .52** .27** .3 1** .23** .24**

METIS Youth Outcome
on Probation

N 114

Re-
convicted

Year I
N l14

Reconvicted
Year 2
N 114

Reconvicted
Year 3

N 107

Reconvicted
Year 4+
N 107

Admission RiskÀIeed Score .25** .09 16 t2 .22*
Termination RisVNeed Score .41** 16 .25** .28** .28**

TREATY ON Youth Outcome
on Probation

N 147

Re-
convicted

Year I
N 147

Reconvicted
Year 2
N 147

Reconvicted
Year 3

N 138

Reconvicted
Year 4+
N 137

Admission RisVNeed Score .37** .28** .25** l8* .19*
Termination Risk/Need Score / (rt r* .37** .36** .38** .34**

TREATY OFF Youth Outcome
on Probation

N60

Re-
convicted

Year I
N60

Reconvicted
Year 2
N60

Reconvicted
Year 3

Ns6

Reconvicted
Year 4+

Ns6

Admission Risk/1.{eed Score -.37** 20 .14 .03 -.03

Termination Risk/Need Score À1** .04 10 -.02 -.02
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score produced a statistically significant correlation only with variables: Youth Outcome

on Probation and Reconviction in year 4. The termination risk score produced

statistically significant correlations with all outcome variables except for Reconviction in

year 1. Finally, for the Treaty Off group we found a statistically signiflrcant correlation

only for variable: Youth Outcome on Probation.

CRITERION

In this next section, we present the results on the psychometric properties of the scale.

'We 
ran correlations between each item on the scale with Youth Outcome on probation

and reconviction up to four years past the period of supervision. This will be useful for

assessment of which items and how many items, on the scale contribute to the prediction

of recidivism, both during and after the period of supervision. We begin by presenting

the results for the overall sample and then continue to separate the groups under study in

order to make comparison.

F ADMISSI
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TABLE 95 - ADMISSION ITEM ANALAYSIS FOR THE OVERALL SAMPLE
POPULATION

From the above table we can see that while all items on the scale significantly correlation

with at least some outcome variables, few items signifrcantly correlate with all of them.

Admission Item Youth
Outcome on
Probation

N 59s

Re-convicted
Year I
N 594

Re-convicted
Year 2
N 594

Re-convicted
Year 3

N 551

Re-convicted
Year 4 +
N 547

Address Changes in
last l2 months

.21** .03 .09* .04 .04

Attitude to Probation -.20** . l0* l1* .06 .07
Sex -.06 L7** 15** I 5** .16**
Prior Convictions -.17** I g** l9** 17** .17**
Type ofPrior
Conviction

-.21** .09* l3** .08 .09*

Family/ Marital
Relations

15** .08* l3 ** .03 .04

Financial
Manasement

l7** .06 ,05 -.01 .01

Alcohol Use in the
Familv

-.08 .08 .09* .07 .09*

Emotional Stabilitv -.1 I ** .04 ,04 -.03 -.06
Peer and Comoanions -. I 6** . l4** I 6x* 12** .12**
Drug/ Alcohol Use of
Probationer

l0* l5** l4** l3** .08

School. if >16 -.16** .01 .06 .04 .07
Employment >15 and
School not an issue

-.17** .07 .09* .06 .06

Academic/
Vocational Skills

-.06 .07 I 1** .07 .12*+

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)
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TABLE 96- ADMISSTON ITEM ANALAYSIS FOR THE FEMALE OFFENDER
SAMPLE POPTJLATI

(Significant level - .01 represent by x*, .05 represented by *)

Many items on the scale failed to produce significant correlations for female offenders.

In fact only 5 items on the scale show significant correlations with any of the outcome

variables. It is clear that the scale items correlate far better with Youth Outcome on

Probation than with the reconviction variables.

Admission Item Youth
Outcome on
Probation

N99

Re-convicted
Year I
N99

Re-convicted
Year 2
N99

Re-convicted
Year 3
N86

Re-convicted
Year 4 +

N83

Add¡ess Changes in
last 12 months

-.26** -.10 l8 -.12 -.07

Attitude to Probation l9 .09 .03 .05 .18
Sex ,a ,a .a .a .a
Prior Convictions -. l0 t2 .06 t6 17
Type of Prior
Conviction

-.04 .05 l8 .04 .03

Family/ Marital
Relations

-.21* .01 .09 .05 t2

Financial
Manasemenf

-.36** .09 -.05 .00 t2

Alcohol Use in the
Familv

-.30** -.01 .05 .09 l5

Emotional StabiliW 15 -.00 -.07 -.02 -.01
Peer and Comoanions -.09 .07 -.06 -.08 .05
Drug/ Alcohol Use of
Probationer

.02 l8 .08 1l .01

School. if>16 -.16 -.08 .01 .05 10
Employment >15 and
School not an issue

-.28** -.04 -.01 -.01 .09

Academic/
Vocational Skills

ll ,16 t8 ,16 .24*
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TABLE 97_ ADMISSION ITEM ANALAYSIS FOR THE MALE OFFENDER
SAMPLE POPULATION

Only one item on the scale failed to produce any significant relationships with any of the

outcome variables for male offenders. This item was Academic/Vocational skills.

Admission Item Youth
Outcome on
Probation

N 496

Re-convicted
Year I
N 495

Re-convicted
Year 2
N 495

Re-convicted
Year 3

N 46s

Re-convicted
Year 4 +
N 464

Address Changes in
Iast 12 months

-.20+* .06 I2* .08 .10*

Attitude to Probation .21** I l* . l3* .08 .06
Sex .4, .a .a .a .4,

Prior Convictions 17** I 6** .18** .l5r* l5**
Type of Prior
Conviction

a,l** .07 .09* .06 .07

Family/ Marital
Relations

l4** l0* I 5** .03 .03

Financial
Manasement

.13** .05 .06 -.02 -.01

Alcohol Use in the
Familv

-.04 l0* I l* .09 .09*

Emotional StabiliW -.ll* .04 .05 -.03 -.07
Peer and Comoanions 17** .16** .20** .16** . l5**
Drug/ Alcohol Use of
Probationer

12** .16** I 6** . l4** ll*

School, if >16 I 6** .02 .07 .04 .07
Employment>15 and
School not an issue

l5't* .07 .09* .05 .04

Academici
Vocational Skills

-.05 .04 .08 .05 .08

(Significant level - .01 represent by x*, .05 represented by *)
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TABLE 98_ ADMISSION ITEM ANALAYSIS FOR THE FEMALE NON-
ABORIGINAL SAMPLE POPULATION

For the female Non-Aboriginal sample, we found that only two items on the scale

produced statistically significant correlations with some of the outcome variables. These

items were: Prior Convictions, and Type of Prior Conviction. Many of the items, while

failing to produce statistical significance, produced correlation scores ofsufficient

strength to be considered. We feel that given the small sample sizes involved here, it

would be unfair to ignore the magnitude of the correlation score.

Admission Item Youth
Outcome on
Probation

N33

Re-convicted
Year I
N33

Re-convicted
Year 2
N33

Re-convicted
Year 3
N28

Re-convicted
Year 4 +

N26

Address Changes in
last l2 months

-.28 -.29 .16 -.25 -.22

Attitude to Probation .25 .01 l5 t3 .31
Sex .a .a .a .a .a
Prior Convictions -.08 .45** .40* .32 .42+
Type of Prior
Conviction

-.06 .29 .47** .35 .30

Family/ Marital
Relations

-.20 -.20 -.07 l9 -.03

Financial
Manasement

-.30 .28 .02 .07 .26

Alcohol Use in the
Familv

-.18 l5 t4 .06 .02

Emotional StabiliW .00 -.21 -.1 8 -.3 I -.24
Peer and Comoanions l3 -.22 .14 l8 .04
Drug/ Alcohol Use of
Probationer

.3) .07 .05 t8 .32

School, if >16 -.06 -.03 .09 .07 .28
Employment >15 and
School not an issue

-.10 -.08 l3 -.t2 .a

Academic/
Vocational Skills

l8 .10 .09 .04 -.04

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)
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TABLE 99- ADMISSION ITEM ANALAYSIS FOR THE FEMALE METIS
OFFENDER SAMPLE POPULATION

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

When examining the female Metis offender sample, we observed very few items on the

scale produced a significant correlation with the outcome variables. These items were:

Family/lvfarital Relations, Employment, and AcademicA/ocational Skills. Again, we

found that while many of the remaining items did not produce statistically significant

results, they produced correlations scores of sufficient magnitude to be considered. We

find that the sample size (15) is extremely small, and therefore establishing significance

becomes difficult.

Admission Item Youth
Outcome on
Probation

N15

Re-convicted
Year I
N15

Re-convicted
Year 2
N15

Re-convicted
Year 3

Nll

Re-convicted
Year 4 +
Nll

Add¡ess Changes in
last 12 months

-.08 .a -.05 -.34 -.48

Attitude to Probation -.32 .a -.18 .07 .54
Sex .a .a .a .a ,a
Prior Convictions ')) .a .12 .07 .04
Type ofPrior
Conviction

-.07 .a .26 .2t l3

Family/ Marital
Relations

-.47 ,a .30 .42 .67*

Financial
Management

-.46 .a -.26 -.3 I .04

Alcohol Use in the
Familv

-.38 .a l1 l3 .39

Emotional Stabilitv -.04 .a -.36 .46 .29
Peer and Companions -.36 .a -.07 l3 )')
Drug/ Alcohol Use of
Probationer

.08 .a l7 5t .33

School, if >16 -.38 .a -.21 .05 .39
Employment>15 and
School not an issue

.54* ,a -.30 -.62* .,1

Academic/
Vocational Skills

-.54* .4 .08 .04 .29
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TABLE 1OTL ADMISSION ITEM ANAL
LATION

Admission ltem Youth
Outcome on
Probation

N3l

Re-convicted
Year I
N3l

Re-convicted
Year 2
N3l

Re-convicted
Year 3
N28

Re-convicted
Year 4 +

N27

Address Changes in
last 12 months

-.24 .09 -.01 .10 .03

Attitude to Probation -.67** )< .21 .19 .27
Sex .a .a .a .4. ,a
Prior Convictions -.36{' -.03 -.18 .08 .02
Type of Prior
Conviction

.13 .16 .03 .t7 -.27

Family/ Marital
Relations

.t4 .02 .26 .25 .28

Financial
Manasement

,53 ** t6 .18 .21 .26

Alcohol Use in the
Familv

-.26 -.02 .03 .06 ll

Emotional Stabiliw -.28 .45* .41* .43* .56**
Peer and Companions _ 7,) .28 .00 -.05 -.12
Drug/ Alcohol Use of
Probationer

-.29 .28 .03 .04 -.07

School. if >16 -.32 -.06 -.06 -.04 11

Employment >15 and
School not an issue

-.30 .12 -.t4 -.04 .03

Academici
Vocational Skills

-.20 .39* .33 .33 .45*

(Significant level -.01 represent by *+,.05 represented by *)

'We 
observed slightly better outcomes for the female Treaty On sample, \¡/ith hve items

on the scale producing a significant correlation with some of the outcome variables.

These items were: Attitude to Probation, Prior Convictions, Financial Management,

Emotional Stability, and AcademicA/ocational skills. Once again, we found that the

remaining items, while failing to produce statistically significant correlations, produced

correlation scores of comparable strength to that observed for other groups.
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TABLE 101- ADMISSION ITEM ANALAYSIS FOR THE FEMALE TREATY
OFF OFFENDER SAMPLE POPULATION

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

For the female Treaty Off sample, we found only two items on the scale produced

significant correlations for the Treaty Off female offender group. These items were:

Address Changes, and Emotional Stability. Nearly all of the remaining items, with the

exception of variable: Academic/Vocational skills, while failing to produce statistical

significance, produced correlation scores of sufficient magnitude to be comparable to

other offender samples.

Admission Item Youth
Outcome on
Probation

N20

Re-convicted
Year I
N20

Re-convicted
Year 2
N20

Re-convicted
Year 3
N19

Re-convicted
Year 4 +

N19

Add¡ess Changes in
last 12 months

-.49* -.08 .07 -.01 -.03

Attitude to Probation .00 .00 -.23 -.27 -.27
Sex .4, .4, -4, .a .a
Prior Convictions .22 .25 .03 -.02 -.09
Type of Prior
Conviction

t3 -.26 -.08 .17 .01

Family/ Marital
Relations

r9 .JJ -.07 19 -.28

Financial
Manaeement

-.07 -.20 -.41 -.37 -.37

Alcohol Use in the
Familv

-.38 .29 -.06 l5 -.04

Emotional Stabilitv -.38 -.29 _?q -.39 -.54*
Peer and Companions t7 .10 -.09 t4 .08
Drug/ Alcohol Use of
Probationer

T7 .03 -.04 -.18 -.40

School, if >16 .00 t9 .23 .35 .2t
Employment >15 and
School not an issue

-.29 -.06 .29 t9 .05

Academic/
Vocational Skills

.06 .06 .05 -.03 .13
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TABLE 102_ ADMISSION ITEM ANALAYSIS FOR THE MALE NON.
RIGINAL OFFENDER SAMPLE POPULATION

Admission Item Youth
Outcome on
Probation

N 241

Re-convicted
Year I
N 240

Re-convicted
Year 2
N 240

Re-convicted
Year 3
N222

Re-convicted
Year 4 +
N 221

Address Changes in
last 12 months

-.27** .02 .09 .07 .04

Attitude to Probation l4* .t2 t2 .08 .06
Sex -^ .4 .a .a .a

Prior Convictions -.t2 l5* l8+'t l5'* L4*
Type of Prior
Conviction

-,23** .05 ll .07 .03

Family/ Marital
Relations

-.13* ll r'7** .06 .01

Financial
Management

17** .06 .12 -.00 -.02

Alcohol Use in the
Familv

-.04 .02 10 .05 .08

Emotional Stabilitv -. l0 .05 .09 -.02 -.03
Peer and Comoanions l6* l6* .24** l6* t0
Drug/ Alcohol Use of
Probationer

16* l4* L2 .09 .06

School, if>16 -.14* .03 .06 .01 .02
Employment>15 and

School not an issue

-.23*+ 1l l4* l1 11

Academici
Vocational Skills

-.04 .07 .10 .03 .07

(Significant level -.01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

For the male Non-Aboriginal population, only three items failed to produce significant

correlations with some of the outcome variables. These items were: Alcohol use in the

family, Emotional Stability, and Academic/vocational skills.
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TABLE 103_ ADMISSION ITEM ANALAYSIS FOR THE MALE METIS
OFFENDER SAMPLE POPULA

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

For the male Metis offender population, only half of the items produced a signifrcant

correlation with any of the outcome variables. The items that did produce significant

correlations were: Address Changes, Attitude to Probation, Prior Convictions, Type of

Prior Conviction, Drugs/Alcohol use, and School.
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Admission Item Youth
Outcome on
Probation

N99

Re-convicted
Year I
N99

Re-convicted
Year 2
N99

Re-convicted
Year 3

N96

Re-convicted
Year 4 +

N96

Address Changes in
last 12 months

-.07 -.04 .06 .08 .23*

Attitude to Probation -.20* -.10 T4 .02 .06
Sex .a .a .4. .a .a
Prior Convictions -.07 .02 .27* .10 .08
Type of Prior
Conviction

-.33 ** .01 -.01 .01 .05

Family/ Marital
Relations

-.09 .03 .15 .02 .15

Financial
Manasement

.02 t3 .06 10 .08

Alcohol Use in the
Familv

-.10 .08 -.09 l5 -.14

Emotional Stabilitv t5 -.05 .04 ll ll
Peer and Comoanions -.t2 ll 19 .09 .18
Drug/ Alcohol Use of
Probationer

-.03 t2 .23* .24* .19

School. if >16 -.22* .07 .08 l0 l3
Employment >15 and
School not an issue

.03 -.08 .05 .07 .03

Academic/
Vocational Skills

l0 .00 -.08 u -.05



TABLE 104- ADMISSION ITEM ANALAYSIS FOR TTIE MALE TREATY ON

Admission Item Youth
Outcome on
Probation

N 116

Re-convicted
Year I
N 116

Re-convicted
Year 2
N 116

Re-convicted
Year 3

N 110

Re-convicted
Year 4 +
N 110

Add¡ess Changes in
last 12 months

-.15 .20* l8 .09 .08

Attitude to Probation -.3 I ** 1g* .20* .21* .13
Sex .a .a .a .a .a

Prior Convictions -.20* .31** .21* .24* .25**
Type ofPrior
Conviction

l9* lg* t2 .08 .13

Familyi Marital
Relations

-.23* t2 lg* ll 18

Financial
Manasement

-.10 -.05 .00 -.04 -.03

Alcohol Use in the
Familv

.02 n t4 T7 .17

Emotional Stabilitv -.06 .20* l5 .05 .02
Peer and Companions .26** r8 T2 .17 l3
Drug/ Alcohol Use of
Probationer

-.09 .20* l5 .12 l6

School. if >16 1l -.02 .02 -.07 -.04
Employment>15 and
School not an issue

-.r2 .05 .06 -.04 -.05

Academic/
Vocational Skills

-.10 .01 .07 .03 .04

(Siglificant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

For the male Treaty On sample population, we found five items on the scale failed to

produce significant correlations with any of the outcome variables. These items were:

Financial Management, Alcohol use in the family, School, and Employment, and

Academic/Vocational skills.
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TABLE 105_ ADMISSION ITEM ANALAYSIS FOR THE MALE TREATY OFF
ER SAMPLE POPULATION

When examining the male Treaty Off sample, we found only four of the items on the

scale produced significant correlations with any of the outcome variables. These items

were: Address Changes, Prior Convictions, Financial; Management, and Alcohol use in

the family. Some of the items such as Employment, Drug/Alcohol use of Probationer,

Peers & Companions, Emotional Stability, Family/lvlarital Relations and Attitude to

Probation did however produce correlation scores of sufficient strength for some of the

outcome variables. Once again we acknowledge that the sample size here is very small

(40) and therefore we must look for more than statistical significance.

Admission Item Youth
Outcome on
Probation

N40

Re-convicted
Year I
N40

Re-convicted
Year 2
N40

Re-convicted
Year 3

ñ¡z

Re-convicted
Yea¡ 4 +

N37

Address Changes in
last 12 months

-.02 .28 .35* .33 * .41*

Attitude to Probation -)) .21 t4 l3 .06
Sex .a -a -4, .a .a

Prior Convictions -.42** .23 .09 .05 .04
Type of Prior
Conviction

-.16 -.10 -.09 -.10 .01

Family/ Marital
Relations

-.06 .27 I'7 .03 .19

Financial
Management

-. l3 .05 .16 -.35* -.28

Alcohol Use in the
Familv

-.06 .35* L7 .10 ll

Emotional Stabilitv l8 -.03 -.03 -.04 -.23
Peer and Companions -.18 .08 -.01 -.02 -.02
Drug/ Alcohol Use of
Probationer

-.24 .13 t2 .01 ll

School. if >16 -.37* t2 .05 -.01 .06
Employment >15 and
School not an issue

-.30 .24 .09 -.02 l6

Academic/
Vocational Skills

-.01 -.07 13 .10 .t0

(Signiflrcant level -.01 represent by **,.05 represented by *)
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TABLE 106- ADMISSION ITEM ANALAYSIS FOR THE NON.ABORIGINAL
OFFENDER SAMPLE POPULATION

For the Non-Aboriginal offender population frve of the items on the scale failed to

produce significant correlations with any of the outcome variables. These items were;

Attitude to Probation, Alcohol use in the family, Emotional Stability, School, and

AcademicA/ocational skill.

Admission Item Youth
Outcome on
Probation

N274

Re-convicted
Year 1

N 273

Re-convicted
Year 2
N 273

Re-convicted
Year 3

N 250

Re-convicted
Year 4 +
N 247

Add¡ess Changes in
last 12 months

-.26** -.01 .05 .03 .01

Attitude to Probation -.09 il t2 .08 .08
Sex -.08 l5* l4* . l5* l5*
Prior Convictions -.13* . l9*'t .21*+ I 9** I g**
Type ofPrior
Conviction

-.21** .08 .16** ll ,07

Family/ Marital
Relations

l4* .09 l5* .04 .02

Financial
Manasement

1g** .09 .12+ .02 .02

Alcohol Use in the
Familv

-.06 .01 l0 .05 .07

Emotional Stabilitv -.09 .04 .07 -.04 -.05
Peer and Comoanions -. 13't l3* .21** .13 * .09
Drug/ Alcohol Use of
Probationer

-.12* l5* 13* .ll .09

School, if >16 lt ,01 .05 -.01 .04
Employment >15 and
School not an issue

-.23** l2* 15* t2 . l3*

Academic/
Vocational Skills

-.03 .07 ll .05 .07

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)
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TABLE 107- ADMISSION ITEM ANALAYSIS FOR THE METIS OFFENDER

Admission Item Youth
Outcome on
Probation

N 114

Re-convicted
Year I
N l14

Re-convicted
Year 2
N l14

Re-convicted
Year 3

N 107

Re-convicted
Year 4 +
N 107

Address Changes in
last 12 months

-.07 -.06 .03 .03 T4

Attitude to Probation ,l,l*
-.02 .08 .02 t2

Sex -.01 .25** . lg* .04 .03
Prior Convictions -.03 .04 .21* .09 .07
Type of Prior
Conviction

-.03 ** .07 .07 .04 .07

Familyi Marital
Relations

-. l3 .00 l4 .04 .17

Financial
Manasement

-.04 t4 .03 .06 .08

Alcohol Use in the
Familv

l3 .01 -.10 l3 -.09

Emotional Stabilitv -. l3 -.06 -.03 l5 .13
Peer and Companions -. l5 .09 l5 .07 .18
Drug/ Alcohol Use of
Probationer

-.02 t4 .24* .27** .21*

School, if>16 -.24* 10 .08 t0 l6
Employment >15 and
School not an issue

-.03 -.05 .03 .01 .05

Academic/
Vocational Skills

15 .02 -.05 -.09 -.01

(Significant level -.01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

When examining the Metis offender sample, we found only five items on the scale

produced significant correlations 
"riith 

any of the outcome variables. These items were:

Attitude to Probation, Prior Convictions, Type of Prior Conviction, Drugs/Alcohol use in

the family, and School.
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TABLE 108 - ADMISSION ITEM ANALAYSIS FOR THE TREATY ON
o SAMPLE POPULATION

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

For the Treaty On sample, we found that only three items on the scale failed to produce

significant correlation with any of the outcome variables. These items were: Alcohol use

in the family, school, and employment.

Admission Item Youth
Outcome on
Probation

N 147

Re-convícted
Year 1

N 147

Re-convicted
Year 2
N 147

Re-convicted
Year 3

N 138

Re-convicted
Year 4 +
N 137

Add¡ess Changes in
last l2 months

-.17* 18* l5 .05 .07

Attitude to Probation .40** t5 .t4 T2 .07
Sex .04 .20* .24** .29** ,33**
Prior Convictions .22** -27** .17* .24** .23**
Type ofPrior
Conviction

L7* .21+* l5 .08 .09

Family/ Marital
Relations

11* .09 1g* l2 .t7

Financial
Management

-.20* -.03 .01 -.02 -.01

Alcohol Use in the
Familv

-.04 .09 l1 l3 .12

Emotional Stabilifv -.ll .23* 19* .12 .t4
Peer and Companions -.27** 18* .08 10 .04
Drug/ Alcohol Use of
Probationer

-.14 .1g* .09 .06 .04

School. if >16 -. l5 -.02 .02 -.04 -.04
Employment>15 and
School not an issue

-.03 .02 .03 -.05 -.04

Academic/
Vocational Skills

-. t5 .10 l5 .13 .17*
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TABLE 109_ ADMISSION ITEM ANALAYSIS FOR THE TREATY OFF
FFENDER SAMPLE POPULATION

For the Treaty Off sample, we found that only half of the items on the scale were

significantly correlated with any of the outcome variables. These items were: Sex, Prior

Convictions, FamilyilVlarital Relations, Financial Management, Alcohol use in the

family, Emotional Stability, and School. Some items that failure to produce statistical

significance did however produce correlation scores of suff,rcient magnitude to be

compared to other goups. Specifically we are referring to items Address Changes in

previous l2 moths, Attitude to Probation, Drug/Alcohol Use of Probationer, and

Employment.

2rl

Admission Item Youth
Outcome on
Probation

N60

Re-convicted
Year I
N60

Re-convicted
Year 2
N60

Re-convicted
Year 3

N56

Re-convicted
Year 4 +

Ns6

Add¡ess Changes in
last l2 months

-.17 .r6 .25 .20 .22

Attitude to Probation -.20 t7 .06 .04 -.01
Sex

.t1*
.13 t7 .20 .23

Prior Convictions ??** .27* .14 lt 10

Type of Prior
Conviction

t2 -. l5 -.04 -.07 .07

Familyi Marital
Relations

-.05 .27* .07 -.06 -.23

Financial
Management

t2 -.02 _)a -.34* -.30*

Alcohol Use in the
Family

-.17 ,34** t2 .04 -.05

Emotional Stabiliw -.22 -.l l .12 .16 -.34*
Peer and Companions -.09 .09 -.03 -.04 .05

Drug/ Alcohol Use of
Probationer

-.06 .07 .04 10 -.26

School, if >16 -.26* -. l3 .12 .14 .t4
Employment >15 and
School not an issue

-.24 .t2 l3 .04 -. l0

Academic/
Vocational Skills

-.02 -.02 t2 .07 .12

(Significant level -.01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)



From the above tables, we have demonstrated that the association between individual

items on the PRA and the outcome criterion vary with both gender and ethnicity. We

now assess the correlations of termination items by Youth Outcome on Probation and

reconviction variables. Given this information was collected at the completion of a

community supervision period, we would expect that these items show stronger

correlations with the outcome variables than we saw for the admissions items.

TABLE 110- TERMINATION ITEM ANALAYSIS FOR THE OVERALL
SAMPLE POPULATION

Termination Item Youth
Outcome on
Probation

N 595

Re-convicted
Year I
N 594

Re-convicted
Year 2
N 594

Re-convicted
Year 3
N 551

Re-convicted
Yea¡ 4 +
N 547

Address Changes in
last 12 months

-.25** l3 ** 16** I 5** .12**

Response to
Suoervision

-.50** l5 ** . lg** .21** .21**

Sex -.06 17** .1 5** I 5** .1 6**
Prior Convictions -.17** .lg* l9** r7** 17**
Type ofPrior
Conviction

-.21** .09* l3 ** .08 .09*

Family/ Marital
Relations

-.26** l0* ll** .08 l2**

Financial
Manasement

-.1 8** 1l** l1* .07 .09*

Alcohol Use in the
Familv

t0 l0* .12** 13** .12**

Emotional Stabilitv -.21** .05 .04 .01 .01
Peer and Comnanions -.36** .23** .2',7** .23** .25**
Drug/ Alcohol Use of
Probationer

-.30't* .19** .23** .24** .22**

School, if >16 I 9** 1l* .15** .17* . l5**
Employment >15 and
School not an issue

-.24** .08 I l** .07 .06

Academic/
Vocational Skills

l3 ** .06 .09* .07 ll*

(Signifrcant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)
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For the overall sample, we found that all items were significantly correlation with the

outcome variables. Correlation scores overall were stronger than those observed for the

admission items.

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

Examining the female offender sample, we found that only six items on the scale

produced any significant correlation with any outcome variables. These items were:

Address Changes, Response to Supervision, Familyilvlarital Relations, Financial

Management, Peers & Companions, and DrugsiAlcohol use.

TABLE 111_ TERMINATION ITEM ANALAYSIS FOR THE FEMALE

Termination Item Youth
Outcome on
Probation

N99

Re-convicted
Year I
N99

Re-convicted
Year 2
N99

Re-convicted
Year 3
N86

Re-convicted
Year 4 +

N83

Address Changes in
last l2 months

-.29* .08 .02 -.0 I .02

Response to
Supervision

<?*,t .07 .04 l9 .26*

Sex .a .a .a .a .4,

Prior Convictions l0 .t2 .06 .16 l7
Type of Prior
Conviction

-.04 .05 l8 .04 .03

Familyi Marital
Relations

-.23* l0 .05 .07 .t7

Financial
Management

-.21* l2 -.05 -.07 .13

Alcohol Use in the
Familv

-.09 .04 -.01 .07 .06

Emotional Stabilitv -.t4 -.06 -.09 -.06 -.06
Peer and Companions -.20* .15 .15 t8 .3 l**
Drugi Alcohol Use of
Probationer

-.1 8 .20* 1t .18 .18

School, if >16 -. l9 .09 T7 l7 .10
Employment>15 and
School not an issue

-.17 -.10 .03 -.05 .01

Academici
Vocational Skills

-.06 .03 t2 .06 1l
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TABLE 112- TERMINATION ITEM ANALAYSIS FOR THE MALE

Termination Item Youth
Outcome on
Probation

N 496

Re-convicted
Year I
N 495

Re-convicted
Year 2
N 495

Re-convicted
Year 3

N 46s

Re-convicted
Year 4 +
N 464

Address Changes in
last l2 months

-.25** .15** .20** 1g** . l6**

Response to
Supervision

-.49** 1 8** .23** .22** .21**

Sex .a .a .a .a ,a
Prior Convictions 17** .16** I g** 15** l5**
Type of Prior
Conviction

.24** .07 .09* .06 .07

Family/ Marital
Relations

-.27** l2** [4'r* l0* l3*

Financial
Management

-.17** I l* l3 ++ .09 .08

Alcohol Use in the
Familv

-.10* l2** I 5** I 5** l4*+

Emotional StabiliW 11* .06 .07 .02 .03
Peer and Comoanions .39** .25** .30** .25** .24**
Drug/ Alcohol Use of
Probationer

-.32** . l9** .25** .24** .23**

School. if >16 .20** l2* .16** . l7** l7**
Employment>15 and
School not an issue

.25** 10* l3** .09 .07

Academic/
Vocational Skills

l3** .05 .07 .06 .09*

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

For male young offenders, we found all items on the termination scale produced

significant correlations'with most of the outcome variables. We again found that

correlation scores were overall stronger than those observed for the admission items.
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TABLE 113- TERMINATION ITEM ANALAYSIS FOR THE FEMALE NON.
NAL SAMPLE POP

Termination Item Youth
Outcome on
Probation

N33

Re-convicted
Year I
N33

Re-convicted
Year 2
N33

Re-convicted
Year 3
N28

Re-convicted
Year 4 +

N26

Address Changes in
last 12 months

-.49** .09 .03 -.04 -.09

Response to
Suoervision

-.41* .03 .08 t7 .20

Sex .a .a .a .a ,a

Prior Convictions -.08 .45** .40* .32 .42*
Type of Prior
Conviction

-.06 .29 .47** .35 .30

Family/ Mariøl
Relations

-.1 I .04 -.04 -.02 .08

Financial
Manasement

-.04 .28 l8 t3 .JJ

Alcohol Use in the
Familv

t2 15 -.05 .06 .02

Emotional Stabilitv -. l3 -.04 T2 -.07 -.10
Peer and Companions .10 -.20 ll -. t0 .21
Drug/ Alcohol Use of
Probationer

.06 .07 .05 l8 .13

School. if >16 -.26 .08 t7 ll -.04
Employment >15 and
School not an issue

-.t7 .04 -. l5 -.27 -.t2

Academic/
Vocational Skills

.04 12 .03 -.03 -.t2

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

For the female Non-Aboriginal sample, we found that only four items on the scale

produced significant correlations with any of the outcome variables. These items were:

Address Changes, Response to Supervision, Prior Convictions, and Type of Prior

Conviction. Additionally, variables: Financial Management, DrugiAlcohol use of

Probationer, School, and Employment produced correlation score that were of sufficient

magnitude with some of the outcome variables, implying sample sizemay a suffrcient

explanation for the lack of statistical significance.
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TABLE 114- TERMINATION ITEM ANALAYSIS FOR THE FEMALE METIS
FFENDER SAMPLE POPULATI

For the female Metis offender sample, we found only two items on the scale produced

significant correlations with any of the outcome variables. These items \Ã/ere: Response

to Probation, and Academic/Vocational skills. The remaining items, while failing to

produce statistically significant correlations, produced correlation scores ofsufficient

strength to be comparable to other offender goups.

Termination Item Youth
Outcome on
Probation

N15

Re-convicted
Year I
Nls

Re-convicted
Year 2
N15

Re-convicted
Year 3

N11

Re-convicted
Year 4 +

N1l

Add¡ess Changes in
last 12 months

-30 ,a t7 l5 ,09

Response to
Suoervision

-.65** .a -.27 -.09 )A

Sex .a .a .a .a .a
Prior Convictions .22 .a t2 .07 .04
Type of Prior
Conviction

-.07 ,a .26 .21 l3

Family/Marital
Relations

-.47 .a .30 -.24 -. l5

Financial
Manasement

-.49 .4 -.43 -.57 -.36

Alcohol Use in the
Familv

-.06 .a t2 .07 .04

Emotional Stabilitv .09 .a -.11 l8 l3
Peer and Comoanions -.29 .a .06 .00 .00
Drug/ Alcohol Use of
Probationer

.30 .a t7 .24 -.03

School. if>16 .14 .a r8 l3 -.10
Employment >15 and
School not an issue

-.34 .a .32 .04 .29

Academic/
Vocational Skills

-.54* .a .08 -. l3 .22

(Significant level -.01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)
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TABLE 115 - TERMINATION ITEM ANALAYSIS FOR THE FEMALE
TY ON OFFENDER SAMPLE POPULATI

For the female Treaty On sample, we found seven items on the scale produced a

signif,rcant correlation with some of the outcome variables. These items were: Response

to Supervision, Prior Convictions, Family/marital Relations, Financial Management,

Peers & Companions, Drugs/alcohol use, and AcademicA/ocational skills. The

remaining items, while failing to produce statistically significant correlations, produced

conelation scores of sufficient strength to be comparable to other offender groups.

Termination Item Youth
Outcome on
Probation

N3l

Re-convicted
Year I
N31

Re-convicted
Year 2
N3l

Re-convicted
Year 3
N28

Re-convicted
Year 4 +

N27

Add¡ess Changes in
last 12 months

-.38 .03 -.02 -.03 .13

Response to
Supervision

-.74** l3 .05 .34 .41*

Sex .à .a .a .a .a

Prior Convictions -.36* -.03 -.18 .08 .02
Type of Prior
Conviction

-. l3 t6 .03 -.17 -.2'7

Family/ Marital
Relations

-.53** t6 .03 .2'1 .33

Financial
Manaeement

-.44* .34 .27 .25 .35

Alcohol Use in the
Familv

-. l8 .19 .08 t9 .26

Emotional StabiliW -.33 .24 .12 .04 .29
Peer and Companions -.44* .43* .28 .39* .39*
Drug/ Alcohol Use of
Probationer

-.68** .40* l3 .30 .33

School. if >16 -.t9 t8 .25 .24 .17
Employment >15 and
School not an issue

.16 t2 .02 ll .18

Academic/
Vocational Skills

.05 .23 .47* .35 .30

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)
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TABLE 116 - TERMINATION ITEM ANALAYSIS FOR THE FEMALE
TY OFF OFFENDER SAMPLE POPULATION

Termination Item Youth
Outcome on
Probation

N20

Re-convicted
Year I
N20

Re-convicted
Year 2
N20

Re-convicted
Year 3
N19

Re-convicted
Year 4 +

N19

Add¡ess Changes in
last l2 months

.12 ')< ll -.09 -.19

Response to
Supervision

-.53* -.07 .01 -.08 -.10

Sex .a .a .a .a .a
Prior Convictions )) .25 .03 -.02 -.09
Type ofPrior
Conviction

l3 -.36 -.08 l7 .01

Family/ Marital
Relations

)) .25 -.05 -.23 l3

Financial
Manasement

.09 t5 -.53** -.69** -,4s

Alcohol Use in the
Familv

-.22 .06 -.20 -.29 -.41

Emotional Stabilitv -.34 -.21 10 -.t7 -.27
Peer and Companions .04 .t2 .19 l3 .28
Drug/ Alcohol Use of
Probationer

.04 -.03 .01 -.ll .01

School, if >16 -.10 -.03 .28 .24 .39
Employment>15 and
School not an issue

-.05 -.JJ .07 -.04 l9

Academici
Vocational Skills

15 t2 -.21 _)< .18

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

For the female Treaty Off offender sample, we found that only two items on the scale

produced significant conelations with any of the outcome variables. These items were:

Response to Supervision, and Financial Management. Many of the remaining items,

while failing to produce statistically significant correlations, produced correlation scores

of sufficient strength to be comparable to other offender groups.
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TABLE 117- TERMINATION ITEM ANALAYSIS FOR THE MALE NON.
ABORIGINAL OFFENDER SAMPLE POPULATION

For male Non- Aboriginal young offenders, only one items failed to produce a significant

correlation with any of the outcome variables. This item was Alcohol use in the family.

Termination Item Youth
Outcome on
Probation

N 241

Re-convicted
Year I
N 240

Re-convicted
Year 2
N 240

Re-convicted
Year 3

N222

Re-convicted
Year 4 +
N 221

Address Changes in
last 12 months

-.32x* l3* I g** . l5* 1t

Response to
Supervision

.57** .25** .26** .21** .21**

Sex .a .a .a .a .a
Prior Convictions -.12 15* .18* .15* .14*
Type of Prior
Conviction

.23** .05 ll .07 .03

Family/ Marital
Relations

-.32** 1l .09 .05 1t

Financial
Management

I g** .10 .10 .09 .05

Alcohol Use in the
Familv

-.07 .01 .06 .04 .07

Emotional Stabilifv -.21** t2 .09 .04 .09
Peer and Companions -.46** .29** .33 ** .24** .27**
Drug/ Alcohol Use of
Probationer

-.40** .20** .28** .24** .29**

School, if>16 t 1** .21** I 9** l5* .t2
Employment >15 and
School not an issue

.27** l5* n .09 .04

Academic/
Vocational Skills

-. l3* .07 .08 .02 .04

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)
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TABLE 118- TERMINATION ITEM ANALAYSIS FOR THE MALE METIS
E POPULATION

Termination Item Youth
Outcome on
Probation

N99

Re-convicted
Year I
N99

Re-convicted
Year 2
N99

Re-convicted
Year 3

N96

Re-convicted
Year 4 +

N96

Add¡ess Changes in
last 12 months

-.1I .04 .07 T9 .23*

Response to
Suoervision

-.36** .09 18 .21* l8

Sex .a .a .a .a ,a
Prior Convictions -.70 .02 .21* .10 .08
Type of Prior
Conviction

.33 ** .01 -.01 .01 .05

Family/ Marital
Relations

,.',),*
-.01 .05 .02 l2

Financial
Management

.21* .08 .19 L7 .19

Alcohol Use in the
Familv

.16 .07 .06 .07 .01

Emotional StabiliW .29** .06 t2 .10 .09
Peer and Companions -.30** .24* .33** .28** .21*
Drugi Alcohol Use of
Probationer

-.30** ll .2r* .37** .16

School, if>16 l8 l0 .09 t6 .29*'r,
Employment>15 and
School not an issue

-.14 -.05 ll t4 ll

Academici
Vocational Skills

-. l8 .05 t0 .09 t4

(Significant level -.01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

For the male Metis young offender sample, we found only 3 items on the scale failed to

produce a significant relationship with any of the outcome variables. These items were:

Alcohol use in the family, Emplol'rnent, and Academic/vocational skills. The items that

failed to produce significant results however did produce correlations of sufficient

magnitude for variable: Youth Outcome on Probation, however not for the reconviction

variables.
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TABLE 119. TERMINATION ITEM ANALAYSIS FOR THE MALE TREATY
OFFENDER SAMPLE POPTJLATION

For the male Treaty On young offender sample, we found only two items on the scale

failed to produce a significant relationship with any of the outcome variables. These

items were: Emotional Stability and Academic/vocational skills.

Termination Item Youth
Outcome on
Probation

N 116

Re-convicted
Year I
N ll6

Re-convicted
Year 2
N 116

Re-convicted
Year 3

N 110

Re-convicted
Year 4 +
N ll0

Address Changes in
Iast 12 months

-. l3 .33** .35** .34** .25+*

Response to
Suoervision

-.46** .23* .20* .28** .25**

Sex ,a .a .a .a .a

Prior Convictions -.20* .3 1** .21* .24* .25**
Type ofPrior
Conviction

19* lg* t2 .08 .13

Family/ Marital
Relations

-.25** ,30** .3 I't* .29** .27

Financial
Management

.03 .26** .21* l3 .12

Alcohol Use in the
Familv

l8 .24* .27** .27** .25**

Emotional Stabilitv t7 .03 .09 .04 -.06
Peer and Comnanions -.39** .22+ .21* .19* .09
Drug/ Alcohol Use of
Probationer

-.24** .27** .22* .26** t8

School- if >16 ,)2*
.01 n .09 -.01

Employment >15 and
School not an issue

-.26** -.00 I2 -.02 .00

Academici
Vocational Skills

-.06 .03 .01 .04 .05

(Significant level - .01 represent by x*, .05 represented by *)

221



TABLE 120. TERMINATION ITEM ANALAYSIS FOR THE MALE TREATY

Termination Item Youth
Outcome on
Probation

N40

Re-convicted
Year I
N40

Re-convicted
Year 2
N40

Re-convicted
Year 3

N37

Re-convicted
Year 4 +

N37

Address Changes in
last 12 months

-.21 T2 .2s .22 .16

Response to
Suoervision

-.41** -.19 .06 .00 -.18

Sex ,a .a .a .a .a
Prior Convictions -.42** .23 .09 .05 .04
Type of Prior
Conviction

.t6 .10 -.09 -. l0 .01

Family/ Marital
Relations

-.11 -.02 l3 .08 -.09

Financial
Management

-.21 t2 -.17 -.32 .17

Alcohol Use in the
Familv

.01 .09 -.01 -.06 -.t4

Emotional Stabilifv -.21 -.07 -.10 .14 -.20
Peer and Companions -.38* .09 1l .10 15

Drug/ Alcohol Use of
Probationer

-.23 -.04 t2 .01 -.10

School. if>16 -.38* -.07 -.01 .04 .03
Employment>15 and
School not an issue

-.47** .46** .21 .10 .10

Academic/
Vocational Skills

-.35* -.t2 -.20 -.27 -. t3

(Significant level -.01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

For the male Treaty Off young offender sample, we found that seven of the items on the

scale failed to produce a significant relationship with the any of the outcome variables.

These items were: Address Changes, Type of Prior Conviction, Family/marital Relations,

Financial Management, Alcohol use in the family, Emotional Stability, and

Drugs/Alcohol use. The remaining items while failing to produce statistical significance

generallyproduced correlation scores ofsufficient strength to be considered.
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TABLE 121. TERMINATION ITEM ANALAYSIS FOR THE NON.

Termination Item Youth
Outcome on
Probation

N 274

Re-convicted
Year I
N 273

Re-convicted
Year 2
N 273

Re-convicted
Year 3

N 250

Re-convicted
Year 4 +
N247

Address Changes in
last 12 months

.33** 11 l4* 1l .06

Response to
Supervision

-.56** .23** .24** .21** .22**

Sex -.08 l5* l4* 15* .15*
Prior Convictions -.13* .1 9** .21** .19** I 8**
Type of Prior
Conviction

.21** .08 .1 6** il .07

Family/ Marital
Relations

.29** .09 .07 .03 .09

Financial
Manasement

I g** .12* .t2 .10 .08

Alcohol Use in the
Familv

-.04 -.01 .04 .03 .05

Emotional Stabilitv .19** .08 .05 .01 .04
Peer and Companions -.41++ .25** .28't* .20** .26**
Drug/ Alcohol Use of
Probationer

-.36** .20** .27** aA** .28**

School, if >16 l7** 17** I 6** t2 .08
Employment >15 and

School not an issue

-.26** .l4't .09 .05 .02

Academici
Vocational Skills

11 .05 .08 .02 .02

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

Examining the Non-Aboriginal sample, we found that only two items on the scale failed

to produce a significant relationship with any of the outcome variables. These items

were: Alcohol use in the family and Academic/vocational skills.
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TABLE 122- TERMINATION ITEM ANALAYSIS FOR THE METIS SAMPLE
POPULATION

For the Metis young offender population, we again found only two items on the scale that

failed to produce a signifrcant correlation with the any of the outcome variables. These

items are Alcohol use in the family and Employment.

Termination Item Youth
Outcome on
Probation

N l14

Re-convicted
Year I
N 114

Re-convicted
Year 2
N l14

Re-convicted
Year 3

N 107

Re-convicted
Year 4 +
N 107

Address Changes in
last l2 months

T4 .04 .04 r9 .21*

Response to
Supervision

-.40** .08 12 t7 l8

Sex -.01 .25* lg* .04 .03
Prior Convictions -.03 .04 .21* .09 .07
Type ofPrior
Conviction

-.29** .07 .07 .04 .07

Familyi Marital
Relations

-.25** -.04 .05 -.00 .09

Financial
Manasement

-.24* .05 ll .09 t3

Alcohol Use in the
Family

l5 .06 .06 .07 .01

Emotional Stabilitv -.23* .03 .07 il .06
Peer and Companions -.29** .20* .29** .25** .19
Drugi Alcohol Use of
Probationer

-.23* .t4 .23* .26** l4

School. if>16 -. l8 t2 .08 l6 .25**
Employment >15 and
School not an issue

t6 -.02 l5 .14 .13

Academic/
Vocational Skills

'r1* .06 t1 .07 l5

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)
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TABLE 123. TERMINATION ITEM ANALAYSIS FOR THE TREATY ON
MPLE POPULATI

(Significant level -.01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

Nearly all items on the scale produced a significant correlation with the outcome

variables for the Treaty On offender sample. The only item that failed to produce a

significant correlation was Academic/vocational skill s.

Termination Item Youth
Outcome on
Probation

N 147

Re-convicted
Year I
N 147

Re-convicted
Year 2
N 147

Re-convicted
Year 3
N 138

Re-convicted
Year 4 +
N 137

Add¡ess Changes in
last 12 months

11* .30** .30** ,29** .25**

Response to
Supervision

.53*,r l9* .14 .29** .26**

Sex .04 .20* .rA**
.L1 .29** .33**

Prior Convictions -.22** .27** 17* .24** .23**
Type of Prior
Conviction

17 .22** .15 .08 .09

Family/ Marital
Relations

-.3 1** .28** .26** .28** .29**

Financial
Manasement

-.07 .27** .22** 15 I7

Alcohol Use in the
Familv

l8* .22** .23** .24** .23**

Emotional StabiliW -. l9* .08 t2 .07 .04
Peer and Comoanions .39** .27** .24** a A** .t7*
Drug/ Alcohol Use of
Probationer

-.34** .29** l9* .26** .20*

School, if>16 -.22** .05 15 t2 .04
Employment >15 and
School not an issue

.24** -.01 1l .02 .05

Academic/
Vocational Skills

-.03 .08 t0 l3 .t4
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TABLE 124. TERMINATION ITEM ANALAYSIS FOR THE TREATY OFF

Termination Item Youth
Outcome on
Probation

N60

Re-convicted
Year I
N60

Re-convicted
Year 2
N60

Re-convicted
Year 3

N56

Re-convicted
Year 4 +

N56

Address Changes in
last l2 months

t6 l5 t9 .09 -.00

Response to
Suoervision

-.41** t7 .04 -.03 -.15

Sex a1*
-.L I .13 T7 .20 .23

Prior Convictions -.37** .27* t4 l1 .10
Type of Prior
Conviction

t2 -.15 -.04 -.07 .07

Family/ Marital
Relations

.04 .02 .03 -.06 -.15

Financial
Manasement

-. 18 -.10 -.25 -.39** -))

Alcohol Use in the
Familv

-.08 10 -.05 -.10 -.19

Emotional Stabilitv -.26* -.09 -.07 1l t7
Peer and Comoanions -.22 .09 t2 .10 l8
Drug/ Alcohol Use of
Probationer

l3 -.04 .07 -.04 -.06

School. if >16 -.29* -.06 .09 .12 .18

Employment >15 and
School not an issue

-.32* .21 l5 .04 -.03

Academic/
Vocational Skills

-.31* -.08 t5 -.20 .01

(Signif,rcant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

For the Treaty Off sample, we found that six items on the scale failed to produce a

significant relationship with any of the outcome variables. These items were: Address

Changes, Type of Prior Conviction, Family/marital Relations, Alcohol use in the family,

Peers & Companions, and Drugs/alcohol use.
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We can see from the above results that many of the items on both the admission and

termination scales failed to produce statistical significance with all of the outcome

variables. This in some cases appears to be the result of small sample sizes, however we

have found that other items consistently demonstrate very poor correlation scores for

specific groups, implying that they are not contributing much to the outcome criterion.

In the next section, we report on how each sub sample scored on both the admission and

termination risk scores.

HO\ry THE GROUPS SCORE

We ran frequencies of how each categorical group scores on both the Admission and

Termination scores. The table below illustrates the breakdown for each categorical group.

TABLE I25 - HOW GROUPS WERE CLASSIFIED BY

CATEGORICAL
GROUP

LEVEL ADMISSION
RISKn\EED

TERMINATION
RISK/NEED

SCORE
OVERALL

POPULATION
N 595

LO\ry 22.2% 29.4%

MED 52.8% 42.0%
HIGH 2s.0% 28.6%

FEMALES
N99

LOW 32.3% 34.3%

MED 50.5% 43.4%
HIGH t7.2% 22.2%
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MALES
N 496

LO\ry 20.2% 28.4%

MED 53.2% 41.7%
IIIGH 26.6% 29.8%

FEMALE NON-
ABORIGINAL

LO\ry 36.4% 36.4%

MED 54j% 42.4%
HIGH 9.r% 2r.2%

FEMALE Metis LO\ry 20.0% 26.7%

MED 60.0% 46.7%
HIGH 20.0% 26.7%

FEMALE
TREATY ON

N31

LO\ry 35.5% 48.4%

MED 38.7% 32.3%
HIGH 25.8% t9.4%

FEMALE
TREATY OFF

N20

LO\ry 30.0% 15.0%

MED 55.0% 60.0%
HIGH t5.0% 25.0%

MALES NON.
ABORIGINAL

N 241

LO\ry 22.8% 37.8%

MED s3.9% 373%
HIGH 23.2% 24.9%

MALES Metis
N99

LO\ry tI.t% II.I%

MED 505% 47.5%
TIIGH 38.4% 4r.4%

TABLE 125 - HO\ry GROUPS WERE CLASSIFIED BY
ADMISSION/TERMINATION RISK SCORES
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TABLE 125 - HO\ry GROUPS \ryERE CLASSIFIED BY

MALES TREATY
ON

N 116

LOW 24.r% 29.3%

MED s2.6% 44.0%
HIGH 23.3% 26.7%

MALES TREATY
OFF
N40

LO\ry 15.0% 12.s%

MED 57.5% 47.s%
HIGH 27.s% 40.0%

NON-
ABORIGINAL
POPULATION

N 274

LOW 24.5% 37.6%

MED s4.0% 38.0%
HIGH 21.5% 24.5%

METIS
POPULATION

N 114

LOW t2.3% t3.2%

MED 51.8% 47.4%
HIGH 36.0% 39.5%

TREATY ON
POPULATION

N 147

LO\ry 265% 33.3%

MED 49.7% 41.5%
HIGH 23.8% 25.2%

TREATY OFF
POPULATION

LOW 20.0% 13.3%

MED s6.7% 5t.7%
HIGH 23.3% 35.0%
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From the above table, we can see how each group was classified both at admission and

termination of Probation. For the majority of our sample groups, the largest segment of

the each sample was assessed to be medium risk for re-involvement. This is what we

would expect. This, however, was not the case for Female Treaty On offenders, where

the majority had been classified as low risk and Male Non-Aboriginals where the low and

medium risk groups have similar representation for the termination Risk/Need score.

Another factor we can discern from the results, is that female offenders are more likely to

be classified as low risk than male offenders. Additionally, the Metis population was

least likely to be classified as low risk. In the next section, we present data on how the

sample groups actually performed.

HOW THE GROUPS ACTUALLY PERFORM

Given one of the primary objectives of this study \vas to assess the validity of the Primary

Risk Assessment both during the period of supervision and beyond., we now present

these results for each categorical group separately.

As the tables below illustrate the majority of young offenders successfully completed

their Probation period. This is true for all categorical $oups under study. Female

offenders continue to perform better than males generally. For male offenders, the male

Treaty On group appears to be most successful on probation. For female offenders, the

female Non- Aboriginal and female Treaty Off offender groups perform best on

230



Probation. Assessing ethnicity alone, we find the most successful results for the Treaty

On and Non- Aboriginal offenders.

TABLE 126 _ YOUTH OUTCOME OBATION

GROUP % SUCCEEDED
OVERÄLL POPULATION

N 595
59.syo

MALE OFFENDERS OVERALL
N 496

58.3o/o

FEMALE OFFENDERS OVERALL
N99

65.7Vo

MALE NON.ABORIGINAL
N 241

58.5V"

MALE METIS
N99

53.5o/o

MALE TREATY ON
N 116

67.2o/o

MALE TREÄTY OFF
N40

42.sYo

FEMALE NON-ABORIGINAL
N33

72.7V"

FEMALE METIS
N15

59.3V.

FEMALE TREATY ON
N31

61.3o/o

FEMALE TREATY OFF
N20

70.0V"

NON ABORIGINAL POPULATION
N 274

60.0Y.

METIS POPULATION
N 114

53.5'/o

TREATY ON POPULATION
N 147

66.0V"

TREATY OFF POPULATION
N60

51.7o/o

When we take a more longitudinal approach, however, we find that the longer the follow-

up period, the more young offenders become reconvicted for a new offence. Our results

for the overall population are presented below.
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TABLE 127 _ POST PROBATION OUTCOME FOR THE OVERALL

When separating the data by gender, we found that male young offenders were

reconvicted at a greater rate than female offenders. Furthermore, both male and female

young offenders were reconvicted at an increasing rate as the follow up period increased.

Reconvicted Year I
N 594

Reconvicted Year 2

N 594
Reconvicted Year 3

N 551
Reconvicted Year 4*

N 547

Yes 29.1% 46.s% s9.9% 70.6%

TABLE 1 EPARATED B

Males Reconvicted Year I
N 495

Reconvicted Year 2

N 49s
Reconvicted Year 3

N 46s
Reconvicted Year 4+

N 464

Yes 32.5% 49.9% 63.0% 73.7%

Female N99 N99 N86 N83
Yes t2.t% 29.3% 49.0% 53.0%
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The table below presents our findings when the sample was separated by gender and
ethnicity.

TABLE 129- POST PROBATION OUTCOME SEPARATED BY GENDER AND

We conclude from the above information, that Non-Aboriginal offenders were

reconvicted at a lower rate than their Aboriginal counterparts in any category. This was

true for both male and female offenders.

Reconvicted Year I Reconvicted Year 2 Reconvicted Year 3 Reconvicted Year
4+

Males Non-
Aboriginal

28.8%
N 240

4t.7%
N 240

52.3%
N222

62.0%
N 221

Males Metis 34.3%
N99

54.5%
N99

69.8%
N96

85.4%
N96

Males Treaty On 38.8%
N 116

58.6%
N 116

7s.s%
Nn0

83.6%
N 110

Males Treaty Off 32.5%
N40

62.5%
N40

73.0%
N37

83.8%
N37

Female Non-
Aborisinal

9.1%
N33

21.2%
N33

28.6%
N28

38.s%
N26

Female Metis Ø%
N15

26.7%
N15

63.6%
Nll

81.8%
Nll

Female Treaty On t6.t%
N31

29.0%
N31

42.9%
N28

48.1%
N27

Female Treaty Off 20.0%
N20

45.0%
N20

52.6%
N19

63.2%
N19

Non -Aboriginal
Overall

26.4%
N 273

39.2%
N273

49.6%
N 250

59.5%
N247

Metis Overall 29.8%
N 114

s0.9%
N 114

69.2%
N 107

8s.0%
N 107

Treaty On Overall 34.0%
N 147

52.4%
N 147

68.8%
N 138

76.6%
N 137

Treaty Off Overall 283%
N60

56.7%
N60

66.1%
N56

76.8%
N56
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Furthermore, we can see that the number of youth sentenced to secure custody also

increased as the follow up period is extended. For the overall population, we found the

following tend:

TABLE 130 .PERCENTAGE OF YOUTH SENTENCED TO SECURE CUSTODY
FOR THE OVERALL SAMPLE POPULATION

o/o Secu¡e Custody
when reconvicted

Year I
N 594

o/o Secure Custody
when reconvicted

YearZ
N 594

o/o Secure Custody
when reconvicted

Year 3

N 551

% Secure Custody
when reconvicted

Year 4-r
N 547

9.4% 13.8% 17.2% 18.5y"

When separating the data to reflect the groups under study, we found similar trends.

These are presented below:

TABLE 131 .PERCENTAGE OF YOUTH SENTENCED TO SECURE CUSTODY
SEPARATED BY GENDER AND ETHNICITY

Study Group 7o Secure Custody
when reconvicted

Year I

7o Secure Custody
when reconvicted

Year 2

%o Secure Custody
when reconvicted

Year 3

o/o Secure Custody
when reconvicted

Year 4*
Female Overall 1.0%

N99
2.0%
N99

4.7%
N86

6.0%
N83

Female Non-
Aborisinal

3.0%
N33

3.0%
N33

3.6%
N28

3.8%
N26

Female Metis Ø%
N15

Ø%
Nt5

9.1%
N ll

18.2%
N l1

Female Treaty On Ø%
N31

3.2%
N3l

7.1%
N28

7.4%
N27

Female Treaty Off Ø%
N20

Ø%
N20

Ø%
Nt9

Ø%
N19

Male Overall tt.t%
N 495

t6.2%
N 495

t9.6%
N 465

20.7%
N 464

Male Non-
Aborieinal

9.2%
N 240

14.2%
N 240

17.1%
N222

t7.6%
N 221

Male Metis 12.t%
N99

t9.2%
N99

229%
N96

25.0%
N96

Male Treaty On 13.8%
N lt6

t8.t%
N 116

209%
N 110

22.7%
Nilo

Male Treaty Off t2.5%
N40

15.0%
N40

21.6%
N37

21.6%
N37
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As the table above demonstrates, female young offenders are less likely to be re-

incarcerated than male offenders. For the female offender population, we found that in

years one and four, female Non-Aboriginal offenders are most likely to be sentenced to

secure custody. In years two and th¡ee the female Treaty On offenders are most likely to

be sentence to secure custody. Surprisingly no member of the female Treaty Off sample

was sentenced to secure custody for the entire follow up period. For Male young

offenders, we found that the Non-Aboriginal groups was least likely to be sentenced to a

period of secure custody as compared to their Aboriginal counterparts in any category.

Given we are examining youth offenders it is useful to determine if reconviction occurred

in youth or adult court. When we ran the frequencies, we found that 54.4o/o of the young

offender sample was convicted in adult court. Separating the data, we found that a

greater number of males are convicted as adults than females (58.6% versus 33.3%).

Additionally, the Metis group overall had the highest conviction rates as adults atTl.lo/o.

This was then followed by the Treaty Off (61.7%), Treaty On (54.4%), and the Non

Aboriginal group (45.8%). The table below highlights trends in the data when the sample

is separated by gender and ethnicity.
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TABL v

Female Non Aboriginal
N33

2t.2%

Female Metis
N15

46.7%

Female Treaty On
N31

29.0%

Female Treaty Off
N40

s0.0%

Male Non Aboriginal
N 240

49.2%

Male Metis
N99

74.7%

Male Treaty On
N 116

6t.2%

Male Treaty Off
N40

67.s%

Clearly male offenders are incarcerated at a higher level than female offenders.

Furthermore, Aboriginal offenders are incarcerated at a higher rate than Non Aboriginal

offenders.

Another way of presenting the above data is to crosstabulate the Admission and

Termination RiskAtreed Scores with Youth Outcome on Probation and Reconviction in

years l-4. Beginning with the overall sample, we can see all results seem to suggest the

validity of the Manitoba Risk Needs instrument. That is to say that, as the corresponding

risk level increases so does the reconviction rate. Should this relationship exist for all

goups when separated then we could conclude that the instrument is a valid tool for

prediction of recidivism for all groups it is used for. This, as we will present, is not the

case. As we sa\M with the adult instrument, there is no consistent relationship evident

between the designated risk levels and reconviction for all groups. We begin our

discussion first for the Admission Risk/l{eed scores and follow it with the Termination

Rislc/Need Score.
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TABLE 133 _ THE ADMISSION RISK SCORE BY OUTCOME CRITERION
TIE OVERALL SAMPLE POPT]LATION

From the above results, we can conclude that for at least the general sample population,

the Admission Risk is a valid predictor of post probation behaviour. As the classified

risk level increased, so does the actual rate of failure on probation, and for the post

probation follow up period.

TABLE 134 - THE ADMISSION RISK SCORE BY OUTCOME CRITERION
FOR THE FEMALE OFFENDER SAMPLE POPULATION

Unlike the trend we observed for the general sample population, we only observed

expected pattems of re-involvement for Youth Outcome on Probation and Reconviction

in year four following the completion of Probation. Reconviction in years 1-3, followed

no consistent pattem.
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ADMISSION
RISK/NEED

SCORE

YOUTH
OUTCOME

ON
PROBATION

(sucCEEDED)
N 595

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 1

N 594

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 2
N 594

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR3
N 551

RE-
CO¡¡'VICTED

YEAR4
N 547

LOW 81.8%** 22.lYo** 34.4Yo** 54.lYo** 62.0o/o**

MEDIUM 62.1o/o** 25.zYo** 42.7Yo** 55.4Yo** 68.sYo**
HIGH 34.zYo** 43.6Vo** 65.l%o** 73.ÙYo** gl.0%**

(Significant level -.01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

ADMISSION
RJSK/NEED

SCORE

YOUTH
OUTCOME

ON
PROBATION

(sucCEEDED)
N99

RE.
CONVICTED

YEAR 1

N99

RE.
CONVICTED

YEAR2
N99

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR3
N86

RE-
co¡¡vtcrED

YEAR4
N83

LOW 84.4Yo** t5.6% 3t3% 45.8% 47.8%
MEDIUM 66.ÙYo** 8.0% 28.0% 42.2% s23%

HIGH 29.4Yo** t7.6% 293% 41.2% 625%
(Sigaificant level -.01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)



TABLE 135 - THE ADMISSION RISK SCORE BY OUTCOME CRITERION
R THE MALE OFFENDER SAMPLE POPULATION

ADMISSION
RISKINEED

SCORE

YOUTH
OUTCOME

ON
PROBATION

(succEEDED)
N 496

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 1

N 495

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 2

N 49s

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR3
N 46s

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 4
N 464

LOW 81.0%*x 24.2%o** 35.4o/o** 56.s%o** 65.gYo**
MEDIUM 61.4o/o** 28.4Yo** 45.5Yo** 57.\Yo** 7l.4Yo**

HIGH 34.8Y"** 47.jYo** 69.7o/o** 77.1o/o** 83.zYo**
(Significant level -.01 represent by *x, .05 represented by *)

For the male young offender population,

of predicting both outcome on probation,

the Admission risk designations did a good job

and reconviction for the entire follow up period.

TABLE 136 - THE ADMISSION RISK SCORE BY OUTCOME CRITERION
R THE FEMALE NON-ABORIGINAL SAMPLE POPULATION

ADMISSION
RISK/NEED

SCORE

YOUTII
OUTCOME

ON
PROBATION

(sucCEEDED)
N33

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 1

N33

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 2

N33

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 3
N28

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 4
N26

LOW 75.0% 16.7% 25.0% 375% 37.5%
MEDIUM 72.2% 5.6% 16.7% 23.5% 31.3%

HIGH 66.7% 0.0% 33.3% 33.3% 100%

For the female Non-Aboriginal population, the Admission risk designation was only

useful for predicting outcome on probation. The risk designation was uffelated to

reconviction in the post probation follow up period.
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TABLE 137 -THE ADiVTISSION RISK SCORE BY OUTCOME CRITERION
E FEMALE METIS SAMPLE POPULA

ADMISSION
RISKn\EED

SCORE

YOUTH
OUTCOME

ON
PROBATION

(SUCCEEDED)
N15

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 1

N15

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 2
N15

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 3
N11

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 4
N11

LOW t00% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
MEDIUM 44.4% 0.0% 44.4% 71/% 85.1%

HIGH 333% 0.0% 0.0% 66.1% 100%

For the female Metis population, predictions were only accurate for youth outcome on

Probation and for reconviction in year four following the completion of Probation.

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

For the female Treafy On population, the Admission Risk designation was only accurate

in predicting youth outcome on probation and reconviction in year two of the follow up

period.

TABLE 138 - THE ADMISSION RISK SCORE BY OUTCOME CRITERION
R THE FEMALE TRAETY ON SAMPLE POPULATION

ADMISSION
RISK/NEED

SCORE

YOUTH
OUTCOME

ON
PROBATION

(SUCCEEDED)
N31

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 1

N31

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 2
N31

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 3

N28

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 4
N27

LO\il 90.9Yo** 9.t% 18.2% aa ao/zL.z /o 2s.0%
MEDIUM 66.7Yo** 8.3% 33.3% 63.6% 63.6%

HIGH 12.syo** 37.5% 37.5% 31.5% s0.0%
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TABLE 139- THE ADMISSION RISK SCORE BY OUTCOME CRITERION
R THE FEMALE TRAETY OFF SAMPLE POPULATION

ADMISSION
RISKn\EED

SCORE

YOUTH
OUTCOME

ON
PROBATION

(SUCCEEDED)
N20

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 1

N20

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 2

N20

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 3

N19

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 4
N19

LOW 833% 333% 83.3% l00Yo* 100%
MEDIUM 72.7% 18.2% 27.3% 30.jYo* 50.0%

HIGH 33.3% 0.0% 333% 33.3Yo* 333%
(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

For the female Treaty Off population, the Admission risk designation was only useful for

the prediction of youth outcome on Probation. The Admission risk designation was

unrelated to reconviction patterns in the post probation follow up period.

For the male Non-Aboriginal population, the admission risk designation was a po\ /erful

predictor for nearly all outcome variables. Only reconviction in year three of the follow

up period failed to result in an expected pattern of re-involvement.

TABLE 140 - THE ADMISSION RISK SCORE BY OUTCOME CRITERION
R THE MALE NON-ABORIGINAL SAMPLE

ADMISSION
RISK/NEED

SCORE

YOUTH
OUTCOME

ON
PROBATION

(SUCCEEDED)
N 241

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 1

N 240

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 2

N 240

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 3

N 222

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 4
N 221

LOW 80.0%** 22.2% 27.8Yo** 47.8o/o* 58.7%
MEDIUM 62.3o/ox* 26.2% 37.7Yo*x 46.3Yo* 59.2%

HIGH 28.6Yo** 4t.t% 64.3Yo** 69.lYo* 709%
(Significant level - .01 represent by x*, .05 represented by *)
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ADMISSION
RISK/NEED

SCORE

YOUTH
OUTCOME

ON
PROBATION

(sucCEEDED)
N99

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 1

N99

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 2
N99

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 3
N96

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 4
N96

LOW 72.1% 27.3% 45.s% 66.7% 77.8%
MEDIUM 58.0% 26.0% 46.0% 61.2% 11.6%

HIGH 42.1% 47.4% 68.4% 81.6% 9s.4%

TABLE 141. TI,IE ADMISSION RISK SCORE BY OUTCOME CRITERION
FOR TH METIS SAM PULATI

For the male Metis offender population, the admission risk designation was only useful

for the prediction of youth outcome on probation and reconviction in year two of the

follow up period.

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

The Admission risk designation was a powerful predictor for the male Treaty On

population. The admission score successfully predicted the rate of re-involvement both

during the period of supervision and for the entire follow up period.

TABLE 142 - THE ADMISSION RISK SCORE BY OUTCOME CRITERION
MALE TREATY ON SAMPLE POP

ADMISSION
RISKn\EED

SCORE

YOUTH
OUTCOME

ON
PROBATION

(sucCEEDED)
N 116

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 1

N 116

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 2

N 116

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 3
N 110

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 4
N 110

LOW 89.3Yo** 28.6Yo* 42.9o/o** 68.0% 72.0%
MEDIUM 67.zYo** 34.4Y.* 55.7%o** 72A% 845%

HIGH 44.4Yo** 59.3Yo* 81.5%** 88.9% 92.6%
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TABLE 143. THE ADMISSION RISK SCORE BY OUTCOME CRITERION
E POPULATI

ADMISSION
RISK/1\EED

SCORE

YOUTH
OUTCOME

ON
PROBATION

(succEEDED)
N40

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 1

N40

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 2
N40

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 3
N37

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 4
N37

LO\ry 66.7% r6.7% 50.0% 60.0% 80.0%
MEDIUM 41.8% 30¿% 60.9% 76.2% 90j%

T{IGH 18.2% 4s.5% 72.7% 72.7% 72.7%

For the male Treaty Off sample, the admission risk designation successfully predicted

patterns of re-involvement for youth outcome on probation and reconviction in years I

and 2 following the completion of probation. For variables: reconviction in years three

and four, we found the medium risk groups were reconvicted at a greater rate than the

high risk groups.

(Signif,rcant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

For the Non-Aboriginal offender sample we found the admission risk designation was an

accurate predictor of re-involvement pattems on probation and for reconviction in years I

and 2 following the completion of probation.

TABLE 144- THE ADMISSION RISK SCORE BY OUTCOME CRITERION
FOR THE N NAL SAMPLE

ADMISSION
RISK/NEED

SCORE

YOUTH
OUTCOME

ON
PROBATION

(SUCCEEDED)
N 274

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 1

N 273

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 2

N 273

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 3
N 250

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 4
N 247

LOW 79.lYo** 21.zYo* 2'7.3Yo** 46.3Yo** s5.6%
MEDIUM 63.so/o*x 23.60/"* 35.|%o*x 43.sYo** 55.9%

IIIGH 30.5Yo** 39.jYo* 62.7Yo** 67.zYo** 7t.9%
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TABLE 145- THE ADMISSION RISK SCORE BY OUTCOME CRITERION
FOR THE METIS SAMPLE POPULATION

ADMISSION
RISK/NEED

SCORE

YOUTH
OUTCOME

ON
PROBATION

(sucCEEDED)
N 114

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 1

N 114

RE-
CONVICTED

YEÄR 2
N 114

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR3
N 107

RE.
CONVICTED

YEAR4
N 107

LOW 78.6% 21.4o/o* 35.7% 60.0% 70.jYo**
MEDIUM 559% 22.jo/ox 45.8% 62.s% 78.6Yo**

TIIGH 415% 43.gYo* 63.4% 80.5% gl .60/o**
(Significant level -.01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

The admission risk designation

Metis youth sample population

was a powerful predictor of reconviction patterns for the

both during Probation and for the entire follow up period.

TABLE 146- THE ADMISSION RISK SCORE BY OUTCOME CRITERION
R THE TREATY ON SAMPLE POPULATION

ADMISSION
RISK/NEED

SCORE

YOUTTI
OUTCOME

ON
PROBATION

(sucCEEDED)
N 147

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 1

N 147

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 2
N 147

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 3
N 138

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 4
N 137

LOW 89.7o/o** 23.1o/o** 35.go/ox* s5.9% 60.6o/o*

MEDIUM 67.|Yo** 30.1%x* 52.lYo** 71.0% 8l.zYo*
HIGH 31 .lc/ox* 54.3o/o** I l.4Vo** 77.r% 82.9Y"*

(Significant level - .01 represent by xx, .05 represented by *)

The Admission risk designation was successful in predicting the rate of re-involvement

for the Treaty On youth, both during Probation and for the entire follow up period.
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TABLE 147. TIIE ADMISSION RISK SCORE BY OUTCOME CRITERION
HE TREATY OFF SAMPLE POPULATION

The Admission risk designation was a valid predictor only of youth outcome on

probation and reconviction in year I of the follow up period.

While the variable Youth Outcome on Probation continues to produce acceptable results

when separated by gender, we cannot extend this to reconviction variables. As we can

see when we separately observe male and female offender results, the patterns become

discontinuous. While for male offenders overall and for the Metis and Treaty On

samples, the PRA appears to be valid, when separating out both gender and ethnicity, we

could only find consistently reliable predictions for outcome on Probation.

We now look at the results from correlation of the same variables with termination risk

score. Again, we see that variable Youth Outcome on Probation produced acceptable

results for both male and female populations and surprisingly we also see expected

pattems of reconviction for both genders for the entire follow up period.

ADMISSION
RISK/NEED

SCORE

YOUTH
OUTCOME

ON
PROBATION

(SUCCEEDED)
N60

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 1

N60

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 2

N60

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR3
Ns6

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 4
Ns6

LOW 75.0% 25.0% 66.7% 81.8% 90.9%
MEDIUM 55.9% 265% s0.0% 61.3% 77.4%

TIIGH 21.4% 35.7% 64.3% 64.3% 64.3%
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TABLE 148. THE TERMINATION RISK SCORE BY OUTCOME CRITERION
RALL SAMPLE POP

TERMINATION
RISK/NEED

SCORE

YOUTH
OUTCOME

ON
PROBATION

(succEEDED)
N 595

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 1

N 594

RE.
CONVICTED

YEAR 2
N 594

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 3

N 551

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 4
N 547

LOW 89.7Yo** 27.3Yo** 35.lVo** 49.0%o** 58.30Â**
MEDIUM 60.8%x* 22.4Yo** 3g.g%xx 53.7Yo** 67.}Yox*

HIGH 27.|Yo** 4l .lYo** 69.4o/o** 78.4Yo** 86.7Yo**
(Significant level -.01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

TABLE 149 -THE ADMISSION RISK SCORE BY OUTCOME CRITERION
R THE FEMALE OFFENDER SAMPLE POPULA

TERMINATION
RISK/NEED

SCORE

YOUTH
OUTCOME

ON
PROBATION

(SUCCEEDED)
N99

RE.
CONVICTED

YEAR 1

N99

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 2
N99

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 3

N86

R.E-
CONVICTED

YEAR 4
N83

LO\il 94.lYo** 8.8% 23.s% 35.7% 42.3%
MEDIUM 58.1%** rr.6% 30.2% 45j% 5t.4%

HIGH 36.4Yo** 18.2% 36.4% 47.6% 10.0%
(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

TABLE 150 . THE ADMISSION RISK SCORE BY OUTCOME CRITERION
ER SAMPLE POPULATION

TERMINATION
RISK/NEED

SCORE

YOUTH
OUTCOME

ON
PROBATION

(succEEDED)
N 496

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 1

N 495

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 2

N 495

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 3
N 465

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR4
N 464

LOW 8l .gYo** 24.3%o** 37.9Yo** 52.jYot* 6I.6Yo**
MEDIUM 6l.4Yo** 24.6%io** 40.6Yo** 55.2Yo** 69.gYio**

HIGH 25.lYo** 51.4o/o** 74.3Yo** 82.9Yo** 89.0%o**
(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)
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TABLE 151 - THE ADMISSION RISK SCORE BY OUTCOME CRITERION
FOR THE FEMALE NON. SAMPLE POPIJLATION

TERMINATIO
N RISK/NEED

SCORE

YOUTH
OUTCOME

ON
PROBATION

(SUCCEEDED)
N33

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 1

N33

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 2
N33

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR3
N28

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 4
N26

LOW 97.7Yo* 83% 16.1% 20.0% 333%
MEDIUM 7l.4Yo* 7.1% 21.4V. 36.4% 36.4%

HIGH 42.9o/o* t4.3% 28.6% 28.6% 50.0%
(Significant level - .01 represent by x*, .05 represented by *)

For the female Non-Aboriginal sample, we found that the termination risk designation

was only successful in predicting youth outcome on Probation and reconviction for years

two and four.

For the female Metis sample, we found that the termination risk designation was only

successful in predicting youth outcome on probation.
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TABLE 152 . THE ADMISSION RISK SCORE BY OUTCOME CRITERION
R THE FEMALE METIS SAMPLE POPULATI

TERMINATION
RISK/NEED

SCORE

YOUTH
OUTCOME

ON
PROBATION

(SUCCEEDED)
Nls

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR T

N15

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR2
Nls

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 3
N11

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 4
N11

LOW 100% 0.0% 25.0% 100% t00%
MEDIUM 42.9% 0.0% 28.6% 50.0% 66.7%

TIIGH 25.0% 0.0% 2s.0% 66.7% 100%



TABLE 153- THE ADMISSION RISK SCORE BY OUTCOME CRITERION
R THE]FEMALE TREATY ON SAMPLE POPULATION

TERMINATION
RISK/1\EED

SCORE

YOUTH
OUTCOME

ON
PROBATION

(succEEDED)
N31

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 1

N31

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 2
N31

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 3
N28

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR4
N27

LOW 93.3Yo** 6.7Yo* 20.0% 23.1% 25.0%
MEDIUM 50.0%** l0.jYo* 30.0% 55.6% 55.6%

HIGH 0.0% ** 50.jYo* 50.0% 66.7% 833%
(Signifrcant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

The termination risk designation was successful in predicting the rate of re-involvement

for the female Treaty On youth, both during Probation and for the entire follow up

period.

For the female Treaty Off sample, we found that the termination risk designation was an

accurate predictor only of youth outcome on Probation. The risk designation was

uffelated to patterns of reconviction in the post probation follow up period.

TABLE 154- THE ADMISSION RISK SCORE BY OUTCOME CRITERION
FOR THE FEMALE TREATY OFF SAMPLE POPULATION

TERMINATION
RTSK/NEED

SCORE

YOUTH
OUTCOME

ON
PROBATION

(succEEDED)
N20

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 1

N20

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 2
N20

RE.
CONVICTED

YEAR 3
N19

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 4
N19

LO\ry t00% 333% 66.7% r00% t00%
MEDIUM 58.3o/o 2s.0% 41.7% 4s.s% 54.s%

IIIGH 80.0% 0.0% 40.0% 40.0% 60.0%
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TABLE 155- THE ADMISSION RISK SCORE BY OUTCOME CRITERION
FOR THE MALE NON-ABORIGINAL SAMPLE POPULATION

TERMINATION
RISK/NEED

SCORE

YOUTH
OUTCOME ON
PROBATION

(SUCCEEDED)
N 241

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 1

N 240

RE-
CONVICTED

YEÄR 2

N 240

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR3
N 222

RE.
CONVICTED

YEAR 4
N 221

LOW 85.lYo** 23.3Yo** 36.7o/o** 50.0o/o** 56.3o/o**
MEDIUM 5l .8Yo** 18.9%** 27.&Yox* 37.\Yn** 54.3Yo**

HIGH 18.3o/ox* 51.7Yo** 70.jYo** 7 5.jYo** 80.0%*x
(Significant level -.01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

For the male Non-Aboriginal sample, we found that the termination risk designation was

an accurate predictor only of youth outcome on Probation. The risk designation was

unrelated to patterns of reconviction in the post probation follow up period.

The termination risk designation was successful in predicting the rate of re-involvement

for the male Metis population, both during Probation and for the entire follow up period.
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TABLE 156- THE ADMISSION RISK SCORE BY OUTCOME CRITERION
FOR THE MALE MET

TERMINATION
RISK/NEED

SCORE

YOUTH
OUTCOME

ON
PROBATION

(SUCCEEDED)
N99

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 1

N99

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 2
N99

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR3
N96

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 4
N96

LO\ry 90.gYo** 18.2% 27.3Yox* 30.0%x* 60.j%o**
MEDIUM 61.7o/o** 29.8% 46.9Yo** 63.jYo** 80.4Yo**

HIGH 34.lYo** 43.9% l0.7Yo** 8'7.sVo*x 97.5Yo**
(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)



TABLE 157- THE ADMISSION RISK SCORE BY OUTCOME CRITERION
MALE TREATY ON SAMPL

TERMINATION
RISK/NEED

SCORE

YOUTH
OUTCOME

ON
PROBATION

(SUCCEEDED)
N 116

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR I
N 116

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 2

N 116

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR3
N 110

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 4
N 110

LOW 91.2%o** 26.sYo** 4l.zYo** 633Yo** 76.1Yo*
MEDIUM 72.5Yo** 29.4Yo** 529Yo** 70.0o/o** 78.jYo*

TIIGH 32.3%o** 67.lYo** 87.TYo** 96.lo/o** l00o/o+
(Significant level -.01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

The termination risk designation was successful in predicting the rate of re-involvement

for the male Treaty On offender population, both during Probation and for the entire

follow up period.

TABLE 158- THE ADMISSION RISK SCORE BY OUTCOME CRITERION
FOR THE MALE TREATY OFF SAMPLE POPULATION

TERMINATION
RISK/NEED

SCORE

YOUTH
OUTCOME

ON
PROBATION

(sucCEEDED)
N40

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 1

N40

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 2

N40

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 3

N37

RE.
CONVICTED

YEAR 4
N37

LOW l0jYo* 40.0% 60.0% 60.0% 60.0%
MEDIUM 47.4Yo* 26.3% 52.6% 75.0% 93.8%

HIGH 18.8%* 375% 75.0% 75.0% 8t.3%
(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

For the male Treaty Off sample, we found that the

accurate predictor of re-involvement on Probation

follow up period.

termination risk

and reconviction

designation was an

in year three'of the
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TABLE 1s9- THE ApMTSSTON RrS$ SCORE By OUTCOME CRTTERTON
GINAL SAMPLE POPULATI

TERMINATION
RISK/I\EED

SCORE

YOUTH
OUTCOME

ON
PROBATION

(SUCCEEDED)
N 274

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 1

N 273

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 2

N 273

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 3
N 250

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 4
N 247

LOW 86.4Yo** 21.60/0** 34.3Yo** 46.7Yo** 53.gYo**
MEDIUM 59.6Yio** 17.3Yo** 26.gYoxx 37.60/o** 52.zYo**

HIGH 209Yo** 47.\Yo** 65.lo/o** 70.lYox* 77.3Yo**
(Signif,rcant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

For the Non-Aboriginal sample, we found that the termination risk designation was an

accurate predictor for youth outcome on Probation, but not for the post probation follow

up period.

The termination risk designation was successful in predicting the rate of re-involvement

for the Metis offender sample, both during Probation and for the entire follow up period.

TABLE 160- THE ADMISSION RISK SCORE BY OUTCOME CRITERION
SAMPLE POPULATION

TERMINATION
RISK/NEED

SCORE

YOUTH
OUTCOME

ON
PROBATION

(SUCCEEDED)
N 114

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR T

N 114

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 2

N 114

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR3
N 107

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 4
N 107

LOW 93.3V"** 13.3% 26.7Yox* 4l.lo/o** 66.7o/o**
MEDIUM 59.3Yo** 25s% 44.4%o** 61 .sYo** 78.\Yo**

HIGH 33.3Yo** 40.0% 66.1%o** 86.jYo** 97.7Yn**
(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)
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TABLE 161- TIrE ApMTSSTON RrSK SCORP By OUTCOME CRTTERTON
SAMPLE POPULATI

TERMINATION
RISK/NEED

SCORE

YOUTH
OUTCOME

ON
PROBATION

(sucCEEDED)
N 147

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 1

N 147

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 2

N 147

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 3
N 138

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR4
N 137

LOW 9l.\Yo** 20.4Yo** 34.7Yo** 5l.zYo** 61 .9o/o**
MEDIUM 68.gYo** 26.zYo** 49.2Yo** 6'7.\Yo** 74.6Yo**

HIGH 27.jYo** 64.gYo** 87.lYo** 91.7o/o** 97.zYo**
(Significant level -.01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

The termination risk designation was successful in predicting the rate of re-involvement

for the Treaty On offender population, both during Probation and for the entire follow up

period.

For the Treaty Off sample, we found that the termination risk designation was only

accurate for predicting youth outcome on Probation. We found that the termination score

designation was unrelated to outcome for the entire post probation follow up period.

TABLE 162. THE ADMISSION RISK SCORE BY OUTCOME CRITERION
FOR THE TREATY OFF SAMPLE POPULATION

TERMINATION
RISK/NEED

SCORE

YOUTH
OUTCOME

ON
PROBATION

(SUCCEEDED)
N60

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 1

N60

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 2
N60

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR3
N56

RE-
CONVICTED

YEAR 4
Ns6

LOW L00Yo* 37.5% 62.5% 75.0% 75.0%
MEDIUM 51.6Yo* 25ß% 48.4% 63.0% 77.8%

HIGH 33.3Yo* 28.6% 66.7% 66.7% 16.2%
(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)
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In summary, we found similar pattems for the termination risk designation as observed at

admission. While we found the risk classification to be a powerful predictor of

reconviction for all groups while on probation, we could not establish the same

consistency of findings for the post probation follow up period. Specifically, we female

offenders continue to deviate from the expected patterns with the exception of the female

Treaty On sample, where the PRA termination designation was successful in predicting

both outcome on probation and for the entire follow up period. For the remainder of the

female offender samples, the score was only useful for predicting youth outcome on

Probation. Additionally, male Non -Aboriginal and Treaty Off offenders also fail to result

in expected patterns of re-involvement for the post probation follow up period. 'When we

look at ethnicity alone, we f,rnd that the scores for the Non- Aboriginal and Treaty Off

groups are not accurate predictors of pattems of re-involvement for reconviction in the

follow up period. The termination score was reliable in predicting patterns of re-

involvement both during probation and for the entire follow up period for the Metis and

Treaty On sample groups.

SUMMARY & DISCUSSION

The majority of our young offender sample was composed of male offenders (83.4%).

Of the male offenders, the single largest group was Non-Aboriginal (48.6%). The

aveÍage age for the sample ranged from I 5 - l1 years of age, with female offenders

averaging slightly older than male offenders (16.I versus 15.9). Metis and Treaty Off
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offenders were slightly younger than the other sample groups under study. Most

offenders in the sample had reached a grade 8 education, however, the Treaty On sample

had achieved the lowest average grade of 7.5.

Correlations of total Admission and Termination scores with outcome variables all

produced significant relationships for the overall sample. 'When 
we separated the sample

first by gender, we found that while male offenders continued to produce significant

correlations with all outcome variables, female offenders were only significantly

correlated with Youth Outcome on Probation. As we discussed however, failure to

produce a statistically significant relationship may well be the result of small sample

sizes for some of the sample goups rather than a lack of relevance.

'When 
separating the data to examine the combined influence of gender and ethnicity, we

found correlations scores of acceptable range for most of the female offender samples.

We could not however establish statistically significant results for any group other than

the female Treaty On sample. Reconviction scores generally did not produce impressive

correlation scores. Correlation scores were greatest for the female Treaty On sample.

We found significant correlations befween admission/termination risk scores and Youth

Outcome on Probation for all male offender samples. Finally, the correlations were best

correlated with the male Non- Aboriginal and Treaty On offender populations.
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Item analysis of admission and termination items revealed that termination items overall

were more strongly correlated than admission items. Male offenders produced more

significant correlations than female offenders, and Non-Aboriginal and Treaty On groups

produced correlations of greater magnitude than Metis and Treaty Off groups.

Offenders were generally most commonly classified as medium risk for re-involvement.

Exception to this was the female Treafy On and male Non-Aboriginal (by termination

risk score) groups who were most commonly classified as low risk for re-involvement.

As with adult offenders, the majority of the young offenders, successfully completed their

Probation period. When making gender comparisons, we found that female offenders

performed better overall than their male counterparts. Female Non -Aboriginal and

Treaty Off groups performed better than the female Metis and Treaty On groups. The

male Treaty On group performed better than all other male offender groups. Finally,

assessing ethnicity alone, we found the Treaty On and Non-Aboriginal groups performed

best.

Similar to what we observed for the adult offender sample, we again found that as the

follow up period increase, so did the corresponding number of reconviction and re-

incarcerations. The Aboriginal groups were reconvicted and re-incarcerated at greater

rates than their Non-Aboriginal counterparts, and male offenders were incarcerated at a

higher rate than female offender.
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When observing the results from our crosstabulations of risk scores and outcome

variables, we found that the admission PRA score was a powerful predictor of outcome

for the overall sample population. When we separated the sample into the categorical

groups under study, we found the admission PRA score was valid as a predictors of male

re-involvement both during Probation and for the post Probation follow up period,

however, this was not reproduced for the female offender sample. For female offenders

the Admission PRA score was only successful in predicting Youth Outcome on Probation

and reconviction in year 4 of the follow up period.

The Admission PRA score was not an accurate predictor of outcome in the follow up

period for all groups. Specifically, the PRA score was only successful in consistently and

accurately predicting the post probation behaviour of male Treaty On offenders. Though

the admission designation was able to accurately predict re-involvement in the post

probation period for some years for other sample groups.

'When 
assessing ethnicity alone, the PRA score successfully predicted the post probation

behaviour for only the Metis and Treaty On samples. The PRA was able to successfully

predict Youth Outcome on Probation for all sample groups.

The Termination PRA score was a successful predictor not only for the overall

population, but also for both male and female offender populations. The Termination

risk classification was successful in predicting both outcome on probation, as well as the
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post probation outcome for the entire follow up period. When the sample was separated

by gender and ethnicity, we found the score to be successful in predicting only outcome

on probation. The reconviction outcome varied from group to group. While the

termination score was unable to reliably predict re-involvement patterns for the entire

follow up period for female Non- Aboriginal, Metis, and Treaty Off groups, it was a

successful predictor for the female Treaty On group. The termination score was unable

to reliably predict re-involvement patterns for male Non-Aboriginal and Treaty Off

groups, however, successful for predicting post probation outcomes for the male Metis

and Treaty On groups.

FUTURE DIRECTION

Clearly from the results we have presented, we can conclude that the Primary Risk

Assessment is only valid for the prediction of Youth Outcome on Probation however,

cannot be extended to post probation follow up.

In a final look at the young offender data set, we examined information routinely

collected by corrections to determine which items may be useful for future inclusions of

the scale. We assessed this by running correlations of these items by Youth Outcome on

Probation and Reconviction in year one for each of the categorical groups under study.

The items that produced significant results are presented below.
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As we observe the tables below, v/e can clearly see that while the items selected

demonstrate strong correlations with some groups, they may fail to demonstrate any

correlation for others. All we can say with regard to this, is that more research is

necessary to adequately assess the benefits of adding items to the Primary Risk

Assessment. There is a strong need for collaborative efforts with other jurisdictions to

develop an instrument that is truly gender and ethnicity inclusive.
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TABLE 163 _ POSSIBLE FUTURE INCLUSIONS - OVERALL SAMPLE
POPULATION

ITEM CORRELATES \ryITH YOUTH
OUTCOME ON PROBATION

CORRELATION WITH
RECONVICTION IN YEAR ONE

ADMISSION RTSK-% OF' TIME
EMPLOYED PREVIOUS YEAR

N 595

-.13** .02

ADMISSION _ TYPE OF DRUG
ABUSED

N s9s

-.07 .19**

INCARCERATION
PRECEEDING ORDER

N 595

-.08* ll*

CALCULATED LENGTTI OF
ORDER
N 595

-.16** .09*

,A,CTUAL AGE AT FIRST
CONVICTION

N s87

.13** -.lg**

ACTUAL # PREVIOUS
CONVICTIONS

N 585

-.20** .22**

ORDERRELATED TO
CHILD/SPOUSE ABUSE

N20

-.46* -.06

ACTUAL # PREVIOUS
PROBATION ORDERS

N 595

-.10* .06

# PREVIOUS TERMS
INCARCERATION

N s83

-.11* .06

# PREVIOUS BREACHES
N 591

-.07 .15**

GRADE IN OR ACHIEVED AT
ADMISSION

N 581

.05 -.09*

PREVIOUS CONVICTION
N 585

-.16** .19**

PREVIOUS PROBATION
N 595

-.20** .17**

PREVIOUS JAIL
N s83

.14** .07

PREVIOUS BREACH
N 591

-.07 -14**

(Significant level - .01 represent by x*, .05 represented by *)
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TABLE 164_ POSSIBLE FUTURE INCLUSIONS - FEMALE OFFENDER
SAMPLE POPULATION

ITEM CORRELATES WITH YOUTH
OUTCOME ON PROBATION

CORRELATION WITH
RECONVICTION IN YEAR ONE

ADMISSION RISK-% OF TIME
EMPLOYED PREVIOUS YEAR

N99

-.29** 11

ADMISSION - TYPE OF DRUG
ABUSED

N9

.03 .17

INCARCERATION
PRECEEDING ORDER

N99

-.01 .00

CALCULATED LENGTH OF
ORDER

N99

-.09 .06

ACTUAL AGE AT FIRST
CONVICTION

N97

-.07 -.03

ACTUAL # PREVIOUS
CONVICTIONS

N96

-.01 .08

ORDER RELATED TO
CHILD/SPOUSE ABUSE

N I

.a .a

ACTUAL # PREVIOUS
PROBATION ORDERS

N99

.07 .01

# PREVIOUS TERMS
INCARCERATION

N9s

-.11 .05

# PREVIOUS BREACHES
N99

.10 .17

GRADE IN ORACHIEVED AT
ADMISSION

N97

.00 -.08

PREVIOUS CONVICTION
N96

-.09 .12

PREVIOUS PROBATION
N99

-.09 .15

PREVIOUS JAIL
N95

-.1 I .05

PREVIOUS BREACH
N99

.10 .t7

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by x)
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TABLE 165_ POSSIBLE FUTURE INCLUSIONS _ MALE OFFENDER SAMPLE
POPULATION

ITEM CORRELATES WITH YOUTH
OUTCOME ON PROBATION

CORRELATION WITH
RECONVICTION IN YEAR ONE

ADMISSION RISK-% OF TIME
EMPLOYED PREVIOUS YEAR

496

-.10* -.00

ADMISSION - TYPE OF DRUG
ABUSED

N 496

-.10* .20**

INCARCERATION
PRECEEDING ORDER

N 496

-.09* 11*

CALCULATED LENGTH OF
ORDER
N 496

-.17** .08

ACTUAL AGE AT FIRST
CONVICTION

N 490

.16** ,19**

ACTUAL # PREVIOUS
CONVICTIONS

N 489

- ))** .21**

ORDER RELATED TO
CHILD/SPOUSE ABUSE

N19

-.49* -.03

ACTUAL # PREVIOUS
PROBATION ORDERS

N 496

-.13** .06

# PREVIOUS TERMS
INCARCERATION

N 488

-.10* .05

# PREVIOUS BREACHES
N 492

-.08 -14**

GRADE IN OR ACHIEVED AT
ADMISSION

N 484

.06 -.10*

PREVIOUS CONVICTION
N 489

-.17** .16*

PREVIOUS PROBATION
N 496

-.21** .16**

PREVIOUS JAIL
N 488

-.14** .07

PREVIOUS BREACH
N 492

-.09* .13**

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)
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TABLE 166_ POSSIBLE FUTURE INCLUSIONS - FEMALE NON.
ABORIGINAL SAMPL

ITEM CORRELATES WITII YOUTII
OUTCOME ON PROBATION

CORRELATION WITII
RECONVICTION IN YEAR ONE

ADMISSION RISK-% OF TIME
EMPLOYED PREVIOUS YEAR

N33

-.14 -.12

ADMISSION - TYPE OF DRUG
ÄBUSED

N33

.32 .01

INCARCERÁTION
PRECEEDING ORDER

N33

-.10 -.08

CALCULATED LENGTH OF'
ORDER

N33

-.05 -.10

ACTUAL AGE AT FIRST
CONVICTION

N32

-.27 -.13

ACTUAL # PREVIOUS
CONVICTIONS

N32

.04 .18

ORDER RELATED TO
CHILD/SPOUSE ABUSE

NO

.a .a

ACTUAL # PREVIOUS
PROBATION ORDERS

N33

.08 .05

# PREVIOUS TERMS
INCARCERATION

N33

.10 -.06

# PREVIOUS BREACHES
N33

.18 .27

GRADE IN ORACHIEVED AT
ADMISSION

N33

-.06 -.06

PREVIOUS CONVICTION
N32

-.07 .45**

PREVIOUS PROBATION
N33

-.03 .40*

PREVIOUS JÄIL
N33

.10 -.06

PREVIOUS BREACH
N33

.18 .27

(Signif,rcant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)
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TABLE 167_ POSSIBLE FUTURE INCLUSIONS _ FEMALE METIS SAMPLE
POPULATION

ITEM CORRELATES WITH YOUTH
OUTCOME ON PROBATION

CORRELATION WITH
RECONVICTION IN YEAR ONE

ADMISSION RISK-% OF TIME
EMPLOYED PREVIOUS YEAR

15

-.20 .a

ADMISSION _ TYPE OF DRUG
ABUSED

N15

-.04 .a

INCARCERATION
PRECEEDING ORDER

N15

.a .a

CALCULATED LENGTI{ OF
ORDER

N15

-.17 .a

ACTUAL AGE AT FIRST
CONVICTION

N14

-.06 .a

ACTUAL # PREVIOUS
CONVICTIONS

Nt5

.37 ,a

ORDERRELATED TO
CHILD/SPOUSE ABUSE

NO

.a .a

ACTUAL # PREVIOUS
PROBATION ORDERS

N15

-.42 .4,

# PREVIOUS TERMS
INCARCERATION

N15

.a .a

# PREVIOUS BREACHES
N15

-.29 .a

GRADE IN ORACHIEVED AT
ADMISSION

N15

.28 .a

PREVIOUS CONVICTION
N15

.22 .a

PREVIOUS PROBATION
N15

-.42 .a

PREVIOUS JAIL
N15

.a .4.

PREVIOUS BREACH
N15

-.29 .a

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)
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TABLE 168_ POSSIBLE FUTURE INCLUSIONS _ FEMALE TREATY ON

ITEM CORRELATES \ryITH YOUTH
OUTCOME ON PROBATION

CORRELATION \ryITH
RECONVICTION IN YEAR ONE

ADMISSION RISK-% OF TIME
EMPLOYED PREVIOUS YEAR

N31

-.44* -.06

ADMISSION _ TYPE OF'DRUG
ABUSED

N31

-.30 .30

INCARCERATION
PRECEEDING ORDER

N31

ll -.17

CALCULATED LENGTH OF
ORDER

N31

-.21 .16

ACTUÄL AGE ÄT FIRST
CONVICTION

N31

.03 -.21

ACTUAL # PREVIOUS
CONVICTIONS

N29

-.17 -.05

ORDER RELATED TO
CHILD/SPOUSE ABUSE

N1

.a .a

ACTUAL # PREVIOUS
PROBATION ORDERS

N31

-.15 .07

# PREVIOUS TERMS
INCARCERATION

N30

-.28 .09

# PREVIOUS BREACHES
N3r

.15 -.08

GRADE IN ORACIIIEVED AT
ADMISSION

N29

-.03 -14

PREVIOUS CONVICTION
N29

-.34 -.04

PREVIOUS PROBATION
N31

-.28 .01

PREVIOUS JAIL
N30

-.28 .09

PREVIOUS BREACH
N31

.15 -.08

(Siglificant level - .01 represent by *x, .05 represented by t)
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TABLE 169_ POSSIBLE FUTT]RE INCLUSIONS _ FEMALE TREATY OFF
AMPLE POPULATION

ITEM CORRELATES WITH YOUTH
OUTCOME ON PROBATION

CORRELATION WITH
RECONVICTION IN YEAR ONE

ADMISSION RTSK-% OF TIME
EMPLOYED PREVIOUS YEAR

N20

-to .19*

ADMISSION- TYPE OF DRUG
ABUSED

N20

.19 .02

INCARCERATION
PRECEEDING ORDER

N20

.15 .25

CALCULATED LENGTH OF
ORDER

N20

.09 -.08

ACTUAL AGE AT FIRST
CONVICTION

N20

-.06 .34

ACTUAL # PREVIOUS
CONVICTIONS

N20

.21 .33

ORDERRELATED TO
CHILD/SPOUSE ABUSE

NO

.^ .a

ACTUAL # PREVIOUS
PROBATION ORDERS

N20

77 -.10

# PREVIOUS TERMS
INCARCERATION

N17

.a .a

# PREVIOUS BREACHES
N20

.15 .46*

GRADE IN ORACHIEVED AT
ADMISSION

N20

.13 .18

PREVIOUS CONVICTION
N20

)1 .25

PREVIOUS PROBATION
N20

.33 .06

PREVIOUS JAIL
N17

.a .a

PREVIOUS BREACH
N20

.15 .46*

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)
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TABLE 170- POSSIBLE FUTURE INCLUSIONS _ MALE NON-ABORIGINAL
SAMPLE POPT]LATION

ITEM CORRELATES \ilITH YOUTH
OUTCOME ON PROBATION

CORRELATION \ryITH
RECONVICTION IN YEAR ONE

ADMISSTON RISK-% OF TIME
EMPLOYED PREVIOUS YEAR

N 241

-.19** .01

ADMISSION _ TYPE OF DRUG
ABUSED

N 241

-.16* .15*

INCARCERATION
PRECEEDING ORDER

N 241

-.05 .12

CALCULATED LENGTH OF
ORDER
N 241

.14* .01

ACTUAL AGE AT FIRST
CONVICTION

N 239

.0s -.19**

ACTUAL # PREVIOUS
CONVICTIONS

N 239

-.15* .14*

ORDER RELATED TO
CIIILD/SPOUSE ABUSE

N10

-.5 I -.17

ACTUAL # PREVIOUS
PROBATION ORDERS

N 241

-.05 .07

# PREVIOUS TERMS
INCARCERATION

N 238

-.t2 .01

# PREVIOUS BREACHES
N 240

-.1 I .13*

GRADE IN ORACHIEVED AT
ÄDMISSION

N 239

.07 -.14*

PREVIOUS CONVICTION
N 239

-.12 .14*

PREVIOUS PROBATION
N 241

.17** .15*

PREVIOUS JAIL
N 238

-.14* .05

PREVIOUS BREACH
N 240

-.1 I .12

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)
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TABLE 171_ POSSIBLE FUTURE INCLUSIONS _ MALE METIS SAMPLE
POPULATION

ITEM CORRELATES WITH YOUTH
OUTCOME ON PROBATION

CORRELATION WITH
RECONVICTION IN YEAR ONE

ADMISSION RISK-% OF TIME
EMPLOYED PREVIOUS YEAR

N99

.01 -.04

ADMISSION_TYPE OF DRUG
ABUSED

N99

.03 .19

INCÄRCERATION
PRECEEDING ORDER

N99

-.1 I .03

CALCULATED LENGTH OF
ORDER

N99

t1* .20*

ACTUAL AGE AT FIRST
CONVICTION

N98

.25* -.07

ACTUAL # PREVIOUS
CONVICTIONS

N9

-.09 .13

ORDER RELATED TO
CHILD/SPOUSE ABUSE

N4

.a .â

ACTUAL # PREVIOUS
PROBATION ORDERS

N99

-.03 -.14

# PREVIOUS TERMS
INCARCERATION

N98

-.03 .05

# PREVIOUS BREÄCHES
N98

-.1 1 .22*

GRADE IN ORACHIEVED AT
ADMISSION

N98

.07 .05

PREVIOUS CONVICTION
N99

-.07 .02

PREVIOUS PROBATION
N99

-.06 -.02

PREVIOUS JAIL
N98

-.02 -.01

PREVIOUS BREACH
N98

-.1 1 1t ¿<

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)
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TABLE 172_ POSSIBLE FUTURE INCLUSIONS _ MALE TREATY ON
PLE POPULATION

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)

ITEM CORRELATES WITH YOUTH
OUTCOME ON PROBATION

CORRELATION WITII
RECONVICTION IN YEAR ONE

ADMISSION RISK-% OF TIME
EMPLOYED PREVIOUS YEAR

N 116

.00 -.01

ADMISSION - TYPE OF DRUG
ABUSED

N 116

.01 ? <tr*

INCARCERATION
PRECEEDING ORDER

N 116

-.17 .19*

CALCULATED LENGTH OF
ORDER
N 116

-.17 .21*

ACTUAL AGE AT FIRST
CONVICTION

N 115

.24* -.27**

ACTUAL # PREVIOUS
CONVICTIONS

N r12

_ to** 37¿,r,

ORDERRELATED TO
CHILD/SPOUSE ABUSE

N5

-.80 .25

ACTUAL # PREVIOUS
PROBATION ORDERS

N 116

- )'r* .12

# PREVIOUS TERMS
INCARCERATION

N 115

--24* .29**

# PREVIOUS BREACHES
N 115

.04 .t6

GRADE IN OR ACHIEVED AT
ADMISSION

N 109

7)* -.13

PREVIOUS CONVICTION
N 112

-.23* .32**

PREVIOUS PROBATION
N 116

-.26** .32**

PREVIOUS JAIL
N 115

-.24* tO*rt

PREVIOUS BREACH
N tts

.00 .21*
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TABLE 173- POSSIBLE FUTURE INCLUSIONS _ MALE TREATY OFF
SAMPLE POPULATION

ITEM CORRELATES \ryITH YOUTH
OUTCOME ON PROBÄTION

CORRELATION WITH
RECONVICTION IN YEAR ONE

ADMISSION RISK-% OF TIME
EMPLOYED PREVIOUS YEAR

N40

-.19 .21

ADMISSION - TYPE OF DRUG
ABUSED

N40

--27 .34*

INCARCERATION
PRECEEDING ORDER

N40

.00 .05

CALCULATED LENGTH OF
ORDER

N40

-.13 -.03

ACTUAL AGE AT FIRST
CONVICTION

N38

ll -.22

ACTUAL # PREVIOUS
CONVICTIONS

N39

-.46** .43**

ORDER RELATED TO
CHILD/SPOUSE ABUSE

NO

.a .a

ACTUAL # PREVIOUS
PROBATION ORDERS

N40

-.39* .36*

# PREVIOUS TERMS
INCARCERATION

N37

-.05 -.1 I

# PREVIOUS BREACHES
N39

-.07 -.02

GRADE IN ORACHIEVED AT
ADMISSION

N38

-.16 .18

PREVIOUS CONVICTION
N39

-.41** .25

PREVIOUS PROBATION
N40

-.50 .23

PREVIOUS JAIL
N37

-.14 -.08

PREVIOUS BREACH
N39

-.04 -.13

(Signihcant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by x)
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TABLE 174- POSSIBLE FUTURE INCLUSIONS _ NON.ABORIGINAL
SAMPLE POPULATION

ITEM CORRELATES WITH YOUTH
OUTCOME ON PROBATION

CORRELATION WITH
RECONVICTION IN YEAR ONE

ADMISSION RISK-% OF' TIME
EMPLOYED PREVIOUS YEAR

N 274

-.19** .02

ADMISSION - TYPE OF DRUG
ABUSED

N 274

.12 .15*

INCARCERATION
PRECEEDING ORDER

N 274

-.06 .11

CALCULATED LENGTH OF
ORDER
N 274

-.14* .03

ACTUAL AGE AT FIRST
CONVICTION

N 271

.03 -.20**

ACTUAL # PREVIOUS
CONVICTIONS

N 271

-.15* .16**

ORDER RELATED TO
CHILD/SPOUSE ABUSE

N10

-.37 -.17

ACTUAL # PREVIOUS
PROBATION ORDERS

N 274

-.03 .06

# PREVIOUS TERMS
INCARCERATION

N 271

-.1 I .02

# PREVIOUS BREACHES
N 273

-.08 .14*

GRADE IN ORACHIEVED AT
ADMISSION

N 272

.05 -.12

PREVIOUS CONVICTION
N 271

-.12* .19**

PREVIOUS PROBATION
N 274

-.16** .17**

PREVIOUS JAIL
N 271

- l'r* .06

PREVIOUS BREACH
N 273

-.07 .13*

(Signifrcant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)
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TABLE 175_ POSSIBLE FUTURE INCLUSIONS - METIS SAMPLE
POPULATION

ITEM CORRELATES WITH YOUTH
OUTCOME ON PROBATION

CORR.ELATION WITH
RECONVICTION IN YEAR ONE

ADMISSION RISK-% OF TIME
EMPLOYED PREVIOUS YEAR

N 114

-.02 -.02

ADMISSION _ TYPE OF'DRUG
ABUSED

N 114

.02 .21*

INCARCERATION
PRECEEDING ORDER

N 114

-.10 -07

CALCULATED LENGTH OF
ORDER
N 114

_ 1',t* .23*

ACTUAL AGE AT FIRST
CONVICTION

N 112

-21* -.09

ACTUAL # PREVIOUS
CONVICTIONS

N 114

-.07 .16

ORDER RELATED TO
CHILD/SPOUSE ABUSE

N4

.a .a

ACTUAL # PREVIOUS
PROBATION ORDERS

N 114

-.04 -.10

# PREVIOUS TERMS
INCARCERATION

N 113

-.03 .08

# PREVIOUS BREACHES
N 113

-.13 7)*

GRADE IN ORACHIEVED AT
ADMISSION

N 113

.10 .05

PREVIOUS CONVICTION
N 114

-.03 .04

PREVIOUS PROBATION
N 114

-.09 .02

PREVIOUS JAIL
N 113

-.02 .02

PREVIOUS BREACH
N 113

-.13 ))*

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by x)
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TABLE 176_ POSSIBLE FUTURE INCLUSIONS - TREATY ON SAMPLE

ITEM CORRELATES WITHYOUTH
OUTCOME ON PROBATION

CORRELATION WITH
RECONVICTION IN YEAR ONE

ADMISSION RISK-% OF TIME
EMPLOYED PREVIOUS YEAR

N 147

-.10 -.03

ADMISSION - TYPE OF DRUG
ABUSED

N 147

-.06 .23**

INCARCERATION
PRECEEDING ORDER

N 147

-.1 I .12

CALCULATED LENGTH OF
ORDER
N 147

-.18* .19*

ACTUAL AGE AT FIRST
CONVICTION

N 146

.20* -.26**

ACTUAL # PREVIOUS
CONVICTIONS

N l4l

-.26** .32**

ORDER RELATED TO
CHILD/SPOUSE ABUSE

N6

-.76 .20

ACTUAL # PREVIOUS
PROBATION ORDERS

N 147

_ )1* .12

# PREVIOUS TERMS
INCARCERATION

N 145

-.25** .20*

# PREVIOUS BREACHES
N 146

.06 .14

GRADE IN OR ACHIEVED AT
ADMISSION

N 138

.16 .16

PREVIOUS CONVICTION
N 141

-.24** a4**

PREVIOUS PROBATION
N 147

-.26** .28**

PREVIOUS JAIL
N 145

_ t<** .20*

PREVIOUS BREACH
N 146

.03 .19*

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by *)
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TABLE 177- POSSIBLE FUTURE INCLUSIONS - TREATY OFF SAMPLE
POPULATION

ITEM CORRELATES \ryITH YOUTH
OUTCOME ON PROBATION

CORRELATION \ryITTI
RECONVICTION IN YEAR ONE

ADMISSION RISK-% OF TIME
EMPLOYED PREVIOUS YEAR

N60

-.1 I .25

ADMISSION - TYPE OF DRUG
ABUSED

N60

-.10 ,,7

INCARCERATION
PRECEEDING ORDER

N60

-.07 .12

CALCULATED LENGTH OF
ORDER

N60

-.10 -.03

ACTUAL AGE AT FIRST
CONVICTION

N58

.17 -.1 I

ACTUAL # PREVIOUS
CONVICTIONS

N59

-.44** .41*x

ORDERRELATED TO
CHILDiSPOUSE ABUSE

NO

.a .a

ACTUAL # PREVIOUS
PROBATION ORDERS

N60

-.19 .20

# PREVIOUS TERMS
INCARCERATION

N54

-.09 -.08

# PREVIOUS BREACHES
N59

-.07 .08

GRADE IN ORACHIEVED AT
ADMISSION

Ns8

-.12 .16

PREVIOUS CONVICTION
N59

-.36** .29*

PREVIOUS PROBATION
N60

-.35** .21

PREVIOUS JAIL
N54

-.17 -.06

PREVIOUS BREACH
N59

-.04 .01

(Significant level - .01 represent by **, .05 represented by x)

272



To conclude this section of the report, we feel it helpful to summarizethe findings for

each sample group separately.

MALE NON-ABORIGINAL - YOUTH SAMPLE

The male Non-Aboriginal group of offenders accounted for 48.6%o of our male offender

sample and 40.5o/o of our total young offender sample. Their mean age was 1 6. 1, placing

them as the oldest male offender sample. Their mean grade level was 9.0, placing them

at the highest grade level achieved by all male offender samples. This is not too

surprising given they are slightly older than the other male offender groups.

When we ran correlations of the total Admission and Termination risk scores by the

outcome variables, we found both scores signif,rcantly correlated to all outcome variables,

however, this relationship was stronger for the termination score as compared to the

admission score. We found the correlation to be stronger for variable: Youth Outcome

on Probation than it was for the post probation follow up period. Correlations ranged

from .ll- .34 for the admission risk score and between .24-.54 for the termination risk

score.

Admission item analysis revealed that the vast majority of items were significantly

correlated with the outcome variables. ln fact only 3 items failed to produce significant

correlations with any of the outcome variables. These items were: alcohol use in the

family, Emotional Stability, and Academic/Vocational skills. Similar to the same items
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that failed to produce significance for the adult male non-aboriginal sample. Correlation

strength was relatively weak for the items that failed to reach significance.

Termination item analysis demonstrated more favorable results than that observed at

admission. Correlations overall were stronger and we found only one item failed to

produce signif,rcant correlations with any of the outcome variables. This item was

alcohol use in the family.

The male Non-Aboriginal group was most commonly classified as medium risk by both

the admission and termination risk/need scores. The majority of the sample successfully

completed their probation term (585%), however, as the follow up period increased so

did their rate of reconviction and re-incarceration. The risk/need score served as a valid

predictor of youth outcome on probation, however not as useful for predicting post

probation outcomes. 'We found that the male non-aboriginal offender was reconvicted

least compared to all other male offender groups in the post probation period. 'We found

that the admission risk score was useful in predicting reconviction in year 2, however not

as useful for predicting reconviction in other years. Specifically, we found that it was

difficult to distinguish performance between the low and medium risk groups for

variables reconviction in years 1 and 4. Additionally, for variable reconviction in year 3,

we found that the low risk group was reconvicted at a slightly higher rate than the

medium risk group.
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The termination risk score was not any more useful for predicting post probation

recidivism rates. For variables reconviction in years 1-4, we found that the medium risk

group was reconvicted at the lowest level followed by the low and high risk groups.

Clearly this warrants some concern.

For this sub sample of the population, we concluded that the PRA instrument is a reliable

and valid tool for the prediction of recidivism during the period of probation, however

not for post probation predictions. Additional variables found to be significantly

correlated with outcome on probation and reconviction in year one included; actual

number of previous convictions, and previous probation.

MALE METIS _ YOUTH SAMPLE

The male Metis group of offenders accounted for 20.0o/o of our male offender sample and

16.6% of our total young offender sample. Their mean age was 15.9. Their mean grade

level was 8.2,placing them at the second highest grade level achieved by all male

offender samples.

When we ran correlations of the total Admission and Termination risk scores by the

outcome variables, we found the Admission risk score only signif,rcantly correlated with

variables Youth Outcome on Probation, and reconviction in year 4. Termination risk

score however significantly correlated with all but variable Reconviction in year 1.

Correlations were overall stronger for variable: Youth Outcome on Probation than for the

post probation period, and we found that the Termination risk score was more strongly

275



related to outcome than the admission risk score. Correlations ranged from .07- .22 for

the admission risk score and between .14-.42 for the termination risk score.

Admission item analysis revealed that half of items were significantly correlated with the

outcome variables. While some of the items which failed to produce significant

correlations, had a correlation strength comparable to other groups, many did not,

implying that it may not be simply an issue of sample size.

Termination item analysis demonstrated more favorable results than that observed at

admission. Correlations overall were stronger and we found only 3 items failed to

produce significant correlations with any of the outcome variables. The items that failed

to produce significant results however did produce correlations of sufficient strength for

variable Youth Outcome on Probation, however not for the reconviction variables. This

may indicate that the scale maybe more useful as a prediction tool for Probation, but not

for the post Probation period.

The male Metis group was most likely to be classified as medium risk by both the

admission and termination risk scores. The majority of the sample successfully

completed their probation term (535%), however, as the follow up period increased so

did their rate ofreconviction and re-incarceration. The risk/need score served as a valid

predictor of youth outcome on probation, however not as useful for predicting post

probation outcomes. We found that the Admission risk score was not particular helpful

for predicting reconviction in any of the years. Specifically, we found that it was difficult
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to distinguish performance between the low and medium risk groups for all reconviction

variables, and for reconviction in years 1, 3, and 4 we found that the medium risk group

was reconvicted at a lower rate than the low risk group. The termination risk score was

however valid in predicting both youth outcome on probation and for the entire follow up

period.

For this sub sample of the population, we concluded that the PRA instrument is a reliable

and valid tool for the prediction of recidivism during the period of probation, however we

are caution about its ability to predict post probation recidivism rates. While the

termination risk score was valid, the admission risk score was not.

MALE TREATY ON _ YOUTH SAMPLE

The male Treaty On group of offenders accounted for 23.4o/o of our male offender sample

and 19 .5o/o of our total young offender sample. Their mean age was I 5 .7. Their mean

grade level was 7.4,placing them at the lowest grade level achieved by all male offender

samples.

When we ran correlations of the total Admission and Termination risk scores by the

outcome variables, we found the Admission risk score to be significantly correlated with

nearly all outcome variables. The exception to this was variables reconviction in years 3

and 4. Termination risk score was significantly correlated with all outcome variables.

Correlations were overall stronger for variable Youth Outcome on Probation than for the

post probation period, and we found that the Termination risk score was more strongly
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related to outcome than the admission risk score. Correlations ranged from.18- .31 for

the admission risk score and between .26-.40 for the termination risk score.

Admission item analysis revealed that 5 items failed to produce a significant correlation

with any of the outcome variables. Theses items were: Financial Management, Alcohol

use in the family, School, Employment, and Academic/Vocational skills.

Termination item analysis demonstrated more favorable results than that observed at

admission. Correlations overall were stronger and we found only 2 items failed to

produce significant correlations with any of the outcome variables. These items were

Emotional Stability and Academic/Vocational skills.

The male Treaty On group was most likely to be classified as medium risk by both the

admission and Termination risk scores. This sample was most successful on probation

compared with all male offender samples. The majority of the sample successfully

completed their probation term (67.2%), however they surpassed all other group for

reconviction in the post probation period. We found that both the Admission and

Termination risk/need score served as valid predictors of youth outcome on probation,

and for the entire follow up period.

For this sub sample of the population, we concluded that the PRA instrument is a reliable

and valid tool for the prediction of recidivism both during the period of probation, and for

the post probation follow up period.
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MALE TREATY OFF _ YOUTH SAMPLE

The male Treaty Off group of offenders accounted for 8.1% of our male offender sample

and 6.lo/o of our total young offender sample. Their mean age was 15.3, placing them as

the youngest male offender sample. Their mean grade level was 7.8.

TVhen we ran correlations of the total Admission and Termination risk scores by the

outcome variables, we found both scores to be signifi cantly correlated with Youth

Outcome on Probation, but not with any of the reconviction variables.

Admission item analysis revealed that only 4 items on the scale were signifrcantly

correlated with any of the outcome variables. These items were: Address Changes, Prior

Convictions, Financial Management, and Alcohol use in the Family. For many of the

remainder variables the correlations were of suff,rcient strength to be considered.

Termination item analysis demonstrated more favorable results than that observed at

admission. Correlations overall were skonger, however only 5 items produced

significant correlations with any of the outcome variables. Again however, we found that

the remainder items produced correlations with sufficient strength to be considered.

The male Treaty Off group was most likely to be classif,red as medium risk by both the

Admission and Termination risk scores, however we found that the Termination risk

score classified offender in the medium and high risk groups of equal proportion. The

male Treaty Off group was least successful on probation as compared with all othe¡ male
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offender samples. ln fact, only 42.5Yo of the sample successfully completed their

probation terms. We found that the Admission risk score lvas a valid predictor of both

Youth Outcome on Probation, and for the entire follow up period. The Termination

risk/need score however was only valid for prediction of Youth Outcome on Probation.

The score failed to reliably predict recidivism for any of the post probation years.

For this sub sample of the population, we concluded that the PRA instrument is a reliable

and valid tool for the prediction of recidivism during the period of probation, however are

cautious about the instruments ability to predict post probation recidivism rates. While

the Admission risk score was a valid predictor of both outcome on probation and beyond,

the Termination risk score, derived from essentially the same measures and at alater

period, failed to reliably predict recidivism for any of the post probation follow up period.

FEMALE NON-ABORIGINAL _ YOUTH SAMPLES

The female Non-Aboriginal group of offenders accounted for 33.3o/o of our female

offender sample and 5.5%o of our total young offender sample. Their mean age was 15.8.

Their mean grade level was 8.6, placing them at the highest grade level achieved by all

female offender samples.

When we ran correlations of the total Admission and Termination risk scores by the

outcome variables, we found that the Admission risk score was only correlated with

variable reconviction in year 4. The Termination risk score failed to produce any

significant correlations with the outcome variables. We did however see stronger
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correlation strength for the Termination risk score than that observed for the Admission

score, indicating that small sample sizes may be of issue here.

Admission item analysis revealed that only 2 items on the scale were significantly

correlated with any of the outcome variables. Theses items were: Prior Convictions, and

Type of Prior. For many of the remainder variables the correlatíons were of sufficient

strength to be considered.

Termination item analysis demonstrated more favorable results than that observed at

admission. Correlations overall were stronger, however, only 4 items produced

significant correlations with any of the outcome variables. Again however, we found that

the remainder items produced correlations with sufficient strength to be considered.

The female Non-Aboriginal group was most likely to be classified as medium risk by

both the Admission and Termination risk scores. The female Non-Aboriginal group was

most successful on probation as compared with all other female or male offender

samples. ln fact, 72.1% of the sample successfully completed their probation terms. We

found that the Admission risk score was a valid predictor of Youth Outcome on

Probation, but not for the post probation follow up period. In fact even for Youth

Outcome o Probation, we found relatively little distinction from the performance of the

low and medium risk groups. For the post probation period, we found the Admission risk

score unrelated to outcome. The Termination risk/need score was only valid for

prediction of Youth Outcome on Probation and for Reconviction in years 2-4. For
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variable Reconviction in year 1, we found the lowest recidivism rates for the medium

rather than the low risk group.

For this sub sample of the population, we concluded that the PRA instrument is a reliable

and valid tool for the prediction of recidivism during the period of probation, however are

cautious about the instruments ability to predict post probation recidivism rates. The

Admission risk score was found to be unrelated to outcome in the post probation period

and the Termination risk score was not able to reliably predict for all years in the follow

up period.

FEMALE METIS _ YOUTH SAMPLE

The female Metis group of offenders accounted for l5.2o/o of our female offender sample

and2.5%ó of our total young offender sample. Their mean age was 15.3, placing them as

the youngest female offender sample. Their mean grade level was 8.3.

When we ran correlations of the total Admission and Termination risk scores by the

outcome variables, we found no significant correlations for either the Admission or

Termination risk score. We did however observe correlations of sufficient strength to be

considered for variable Youth Outcome on Probation. Additionally, the Admission risk

score also produced a strong correlation with variable reconviction in year 4, however

this was not reproduced for the Termination score.
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Admission item analysis revealed that while very few items on the scale were

signif,rcantly correlated with any of the outcome variables, all produced correlations of

sufficient strength to be considered.

Termination item analysis demonstrated more favorable results than that observed at

admission. Correlations overall were stronger however we only found 2 items produced

significant correlations with any of the outcome variables. Again however, we found that

the remainder items produced correlations with sufficient strength to be considered.

The female Metis group was most likely to be classified as medium risk by both the

Admission and Termination risk scores. The majority of offenders in this sample

successfully completed their probation terms (59.3%). 'We found that the Admission risk

score was a valid predictor of Youth Outcome on Probation, but not for the post

probation follow up period. Specifically, for variables reconviction in years 1 and 4, we

found the medium risk group was reconvicted at a higher rate than the low risk group.

We found that no offenders from this sample were reconvicted in the first year following

the completion of probation, and finally for variable reconviction in year 3 we found that

the medium risk group was reconvicted at the highest rate followed by the low and high

risk groups. The Termination risk/need score was only valid for prediction of Youth

Outcome on Probation. We found the score to be unrelated to reconviction in the post

probation period.
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For this sub sample of the population, we concluded that the PRA instrument is a reliable

and valid tool for the prediction of recidivism during the period of probation, however

not for the post probation follow up period.

FEMALE TREATY ON _ YOUTH SAMPLE

The female Treaty On group of offenders accounted for 3l .3o/o of our female offender

sample and 5.2o/o of our total young offender sample. Their mean age was 17. 1, placing

them as the oldest female offender sample. ln spite of their older age, they achieved the

lowest mean grade level of 7.9.

When we ran correlations of the total Admission and Termination risk scores by the

outcome variables, we found the Admission risk score was only significantly correlated

for Youth Outcome on Probation. We did, however, observe correlation scores of

suff,rcient magnitude for reconviction variables. We found signifîcant correlations

between the Termination risk score and nearly all outcome variables. Only variable:

Reconviction in year 2 failed to produce a significant correlation. Again, however, the

correlation appeared to be ofsufficient strength to be considered.

Admission item analysis revealed that 5 items on the scale were significantly correlated

with outcome variables. All remaining items however produced conelations of sufficient

shength to be comparable to other sample groups.
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Termination item analysis demonstrated more favorable results than that observed at

admission. Correlations overall were stronger and we found 7 items produced significant

correlations with outcome variables. Again however, we found that the remainder items

produced correlations with suff,rcient strength to be considered.

The Admission risk score classified the majority of the Treaty On female offenders as

being either low or medium risk. The Termination risk score placed most offenders in

this sample as being low risk for re-involvement. The majority of offenders in this

sample successfully completed their Probation Terms (61.3%), though not to the degree

that we would expect given their classifications. 
.We 

found that the Admission risk score

was a valid predictor of Youth Outcome on Probation, but not for the post probation

follow up period. Specifically, the Admission risk score was only able to successfully

predict reconviction in year 2. The score was unrelated to performance for the remainder

of the years. The Termination risk/need score was valid for prediction of both Youth

Outcome on Probation, and for the entire follow up period.

For this sub sample of the population, we concluded that the PRA instrument is a reliable

and valid tool for the prediction of recidivism during the period of probation, however are

cautious about the instruments ability to predict post probation recidivism rates. The

Admission risk score was only able to successfully predict reconviction in year 2 inthe

post probation period. The termination risk score was found to reliably predict both

Youth Outcome on Probation and in the entire follow up period.
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FEMALE TREATY OFF - YOUTH SAMPLE

The female Trea|y Off group of offenders accounted for 20.2o/o of our female offender

sample and3.4%o of our total young offender sample. Their mean age was 15.5. Mean

educational grade was 8.1.

When we ran correlations of the total Admission and Termination risk scores by the

outcome variables, we found no significant correlation for either the Admission or

Termination risk scores. Additionally, the correlation scores were weaker than those

observed for other female offender groups.

Admission item analysis revealed that only 2 items on the scale were significantly

correlated with outcome variables. These items were: Address Changes and Emotional

Stability. Remaining items however did produce correlation scores comparable to that

observed for other groups.

Termination item analysis demonstrated more favorable results than that observed at

admission. Correlations overall were stronger, however, we still found only 2 items

produced signiflrcant correlations with outcome variables. Again however, we found that

the remainder items produced corelation scores comparable to that observed for other

gloups.
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The female Treaty Off group was most likely to be classified as medium risk by both the

Admission and Termination risk scores. The majority of offenders in this sample

successfully completed their probation terms (70.0%). We found that the Admission risk

score was a valid predictor of Youth Outcome on Probation, but not for the post

probation follow up period. Specifically, we found that the low risk group was

reconvicted at the highest rates in all years. The Termination risk/need score was an

invalid measure for all outcome variables.

For this sub sample of the population, we concluded that the PRA instrument was a valid

for predicting Youth Outcome on Probation but not for the post probation follow up

period.

287



CHAPTER SIX

DISCUSSION & CONCLUSION

When beginning this thesis, we outlined our objectives in the form of the following
questions;

valid and reliable for female offenders;

female, aboriginal and non-aboriginal groups of offenders);

instrument;

and to aboriginal non aboriginal offenders, and

during a period of supervision and beyond.

Below we present the summary of our finds and discuss them in relation to the above

objectives.

1) Is the Primary Risk Assessment used by Manitoba Justice to classify offenders
valid and reliable for female offenders;

ADULT OFFENDER INSTRUMENT

Taking the most accurate risk score (the termination risk/need score) we found, that for

the female Non-Aboriginal sample, the risk/need score served as a valid predictor of both

Adult Outcome on Probation, and for the entire follow up period. This was more difficult

to assess for the female Metis offender sample. 'We found that the riskJneed score served

as a valid predictor of both, Adult Outcome on Probation and beyond, however only if we
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assess the low and medium risk groups. No member of this sample group was classified

as high risk for re-involvement.

For the female Treag On sample, we found that the risk/need score served as a valid

predictor of Adult Outcome on Probation, though we found little discrimination between

the low and medium risk groups. The risk/need score was found to be unrelated to

outcome in the post probation follow up period, where we found the high risk group was

reconvicted at the lowest rate followed by the low and medium risk groups.

Finally for the female Treaty Off sample group, we found similar results as lhose

observed for the female Treaty On group. Specifically while the risk/need score was a

valid predictor of Adult Outcome on Probation, it was unrelated to outcome in the post

probation follow up period.

We therefore conclude that while the PRA may be useful for predicting outcome on

probation and beyond for the female Non-Aboriginal and Metis groups, it is less valuable

for the female Treaty On and Treaty Off groups. The instrument was valid for predicting

Adult Outcome on Probation for all female offender sample groups.
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YOTJNG OFFENDER INSTRUMENT

FEMALE NON-ABORIGINAL SAMPLE

For the female Non-Aboriginal sample group, we found that the Admission risk score

was a valid predictor of Youth Outcome on Probation, but not for the post probation

follow up period. ln fact even for Youth Outcome on Probation, vr'e found relatively little

distinction from the performance of the low and medium risk groups. For the post

probation period, we found the Admission risk score unrelated to outcome. The

Termination risk/need score was only valid for prediction of Youth Outcome on

Probation and for Reconviction in years 2-4. For variable Reconviction in year 1, we

found the lowest recidivism rates for the medium rather than the low risk group.

For the female Non-Aboriginal sample group, we concluded that the PRA instrument is a

reliable and valid tool for the prediction of recidivism during the period of probation,

however, are cautious about the instruments ability to predict post probation recidivism

rates. The Admission risk score was found to be unrelated to outcome in the post

probation period and the Termination risk score was not able to reliably predict for all

years in the follow up period.

FEMALE METIS SAMPLE

For the female Metis offender sample, we found that the Admission risk score was a valid

predictor of Youth Outcome on Probation, but not for the post probatíon follow up

period. Specifically, for variables reconviction in years 1 and 4, we found the medium
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risk group was reconvicted at a higher rate than the low risk group. We found that no

offenders from this sample were reconvicted in the first year following the completion of

probation. Finally, for variable reconviction in year 3 we found that the medium risk

group was reconvicted at the highest rate followed by the low and high risk groups. The

Termination risk/need score was only valid for prediction of Youth Outcome on

Probation. We found the score to be unrelated to reconviction in the post probation

period.

For the female Metis offender sample, we concluded that the PRA instrument is a reliable

and valid tool for the prediction of recidivism during the period of probation, however

not for the post probation follow up period.

FEMALE TREATY ON SAMPLE

For the female Treaty On sample group, we found that the Admission risk score was a

valid predictor of Youth Outcome on Probation, but not for the post probation follow up

period. Specifically, the Admission risk score was only able to successfully predict

reconviction in year 2,the score was unrelated to performance for the remainder of the

years. The Termination risk/need score was valid for prediction of both Youth Outcome

on Probation, and beyond
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For this sub sample of the population, we concluded that the PRA instrument is a reliable

and valid tool for the prediction of recidivism during the period of probation, however are

cautious about the instruments ability to predict post probation recidivism rates. The

Admission risk score was only able to successfully predict reconviction in year 2 of the

post probation follow up period. The termination risk score was however found to

reliably predict both, Youth Outcome on Probation and beyond.

FEMALE TREATY OFF SAMPLE

For the female Treaty Off sample group, we found that the Admission risk score was a

valid predictor of Youth Outcome on Probation, but not for the post Probation follow up

period. Specifically, we found that the low risk group was reconvicted at the highest rates

in all years. The Termination risk/need score was an invalid measure for all outcome

variables.

For this sub sample of the population, we concluded that the PRA instrument was a valid

for predicting Youth Outcome on Probation but not for the post probation follow up

period.
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2.) Are all items on the scale relevant predictors for all groups under study (i.e.
male, female, aboriginal and non-aboriginal groups of offenders).

ADULT OFFENDER INSTRUMENT

MALE NON-ABORIGINAL SAMPLE

For the male Non-Aboriginal sample, admission item analysis revealed that the vast

majority of items were significantly correlated with the outcome variables. In fact only 3

items failed to produce significant correlations with any of the outcome variables. These

items were: FamilyiMarital Relations, Emotional Stability, and Academic/Vocational

skills.

Termination item analysis revealed that all of the items produced significant results for at

least some of the outcome variables. This demonstrates that all of the items on the scale

contribute something important to the prediction model.

MALE METIS SAMPLE POPULATION

Admission item analysis revealed that the vast majority of items were significantly

correlated with at least one of the outcome variables. We found that significant

correlations were sporadic, in that an item may be significantly correlation with one of

the outcome variables, however rarely more than that. We further found that 4 items

were not significant with any of the outcome variables. These items were; Attitude to

Probation, Mental Ability, Drugs/Alcohol use, and Academic/Vocational skills.
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Termination item analysis demonstrated more favorable results than that observed at

admission. Significant cor¡elations were far more consistent for all outcome variables,

and we found only two items that failed to produce a significant relationship with any

outcome variables. These item were; Financial Management and Mental Ability.

MALE TREATY ON SAMPLE

Admission item analysis revealed that only 4 items were significantly correlated with at

least one of the outcome variables. These items were Address Changes, Age, Type of

Prior, Peers & Companions, and Employrnent. Here we may be beginning to see the

drawbacks of our smaller sample size. We did find an acceptable range of correlations

for variables: attitude to probation, prior convictions, and drug and alcohol use, though

they did not reach statistically significant levels.

Termination item analysis demonstrated more favorable results than that observed at

admission. Correlations overall were stronger and while some items still failed to meet

significant levels, 9 items were significantly correlated with at least some of the outcome

variables. While variable prior convictions failed to produce significant correlations with

any of the outcome variables, the correlation scores are within an acceptable range,

implying that sample size may be of issue. We do, however also observe that some items

do not appear to produce sufficiently high correlation scores with any of the outcome

variables. These item were; Employment and Academic/Vocational skills.
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MALE TREATY OFF SAMPLE

Admission item analysis revealed that only 5 items were significantly correlated with any

of the outcome variables. These items were: Address Changes, Age, Prior Convictions,

Type of Prior, Peers & Companions, and Academic/Vocational skills. While our

significantly smaller sample size may explain some of the loss in significance, we found

that the strength of the correlations were not as high as those observed for the other male

offender samples. While variables such as Financial Management and Emplo¡rment

appear to maintain some reasonable correlations, many others do not.

Termination item analysis demonstrated more favorable results than those observed at

admission. Correlations overall were stronger and while some items still failed to meet

signif,rcant levels, 11 items were significantly correlated with at least one of the outcome

variables. Items; percentage of time employed in previous year, and Academic/

Vocational skills failed to produce acceptable correlations with any of the outcome

variables.

FEMALE NON.ABORIGINAL SAMPLE

Admission item analysis revealed that 8 items were significantly correlated \¡/ith at least

one of the outcoms variables. These items were Address Changes, Attitude to Probation,

Prior Convictions, Type of Prior, Family/Marital Relations, Financial Management,

Emotional Stability, and Peers & Companions. Additionally, we found that items Age,

Drugs and Alcohol use, and Employment produced correlations of sufficient strength to
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be considered. Specifically, small sample sizes may be the reason we cannot establish a

significant relationship befween these items and the outcome variables.

Termination item analysis demonstrated more favorable results than those observed at

admission. Correlations overall were stronger and nearly all items reached significance

with at least one outcome variable. Items that continued to lack significance were

generally within an acceptable range to be considered.

FEMALE METIS SAMPLE

Admission item analysis revealed that 5 items were significantly correlated with at least

one of the outcome variables. These items were; Attitude to Probation, Prior

Convictions, Financial Management, Mental Ability, and Emplo)¡ment. Additionally,

we found that almost all of the other items produced correlations of sufficient strength to

be considered. Specifically, small sample sizes may be the reason we cannot establish a

significant relationship between these items and the outcome variables.

Termination item analysis demonstrated more favorable results than that observed at

admission. Correlations overall were stronger and while only 6 items reached

significance with at least one outcome variable, many of the correlations were of

sufficient strength to be considered.
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FEMALE TREATY ON SAMPLE

Admission item analysis revealed that only 2 items were significantly correlated with any

of the outcome variables. These items were; Type of Prior Conviction and

Family/Marital Relations. While the remainder of the admission items failed to produce

statistically significant correlations, the strength ofthe correlation scores v/ere

comparable to those observed in other female offender samples.

Termination item analysis demonstrated more favorable results than that observed at

admission. Correlations overall were stronger and while only 2 items reached statistical

significance with any of the outcome variables, many of the correlation scores were of

sufficient strength to be considered.

FEMALE TREATY OFF

Admission item analysis revealed that only 4 items were significantly correlation with

any of the outcome variables. These items were: Attitude to Probation, Prior

Convictions, Family/Marital Relations, and Drugs/Alcohol use. Many of the remaining

items, while failing to produce statistically significant relationships, produced correlation

scores of sufficient magnitude to be considered.

Termination item analysis demonstrated more favorable results than that observed at

admission. Correlations overall were stronger and while only 4 items reached

significance with ant of the outcome variable, many of the correlations were of sufficient
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strength to be considered.

YOIJNG OFFENDER INSTRUMENT

MALE NON-ABORIGINAL

Admission item analysis revealed that the vast majority of items were significantly

correlated with the outcome variables. [n fact only 3 items failed to produce significant

correlations with any of the outcome variables. These items were: alcohol use in the

family, Emotional Stability, and Academic/ Vocational skills. These are the same items

that failed to produce significance for the adult male Non-Aboriginal sample. Correlation

strength was relatively weak for the items that failed to reach statistical significance.

Termination item analysis demonstrated more favorable results than that observed at

admission. Correlations overall were stronger and we found only one item failed to

produce statistically significant correlations with any of the outcome variables. This item

was alcohol use in the family.

MALE METIS SAMPLE

Admission item analysis revealed that half of items were significantly correlated with the

outcome variables. While some of the items which failed to produce significance

produced correlation strength comparable to other groups, many did not, implyrng that it

may not be simply an issue of sample size.
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Termination item analysis demonstrated more favorable results than that observed at

admission. Correlations overall were stronger and we found only 3 items failed to

produce significant correlations with any of the outcome variables. The items that failed

to produce significant results, however, did produce correlation scores of sufficient

strength for variable: Youth Outcome on Probation, however not for the reconviction

variables. This may indicate that the scale may be more useful as a prediction tool for

Probation, but not for the post probation period.

MALE TREATY ON SAMPLE

Admission item analysis revealed that 5 items failed to produce a significant correlation

with any of the outcome variables. Theses items were: Financial Management, Alcohol

use in the family, School, Emplo¡rment, and Academic/Vocational skills.

Termination item analysis demonstrated more favorable results than that observed at

admission. Correlations overall were stronger and we found only 2 items failed to

produce significant correlations with any of the outcome variables. These items were:

Emotional Stability and Academic/Vocational skills.

MALE TREATY OFF SAMPLE

Admission item analysis revealed that only 4 items on the scale were significantly

correlated with any of the outcome variables. These items were: Address changes, Prior

Convictions, Financial Management, and Alcohol use in the Family. For many of the
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remainder variables, the correlations were of sufficient strength to be considered.

Termination item analysis demonstrated more favorable results than those observed at

admission. Correlations overall were stronger, however, we only found 5 items produced

significant correlations with any of the outcome variables. Again however, we found that

the remaining items produced correlations of sufficient strength to be considered.

FEMALE NON-ABORIGINAL

Admission item analysis revealed that only 2 items on the scale were signif,rcantly

correlated with any of the outcome variables. Theses items were: Prior Convictions, and

Type of Prior. For many of the remaining variables, the correlations were of sufficient

strength to be considered.

Termination item analysis demonstrated more favorable results than those observed at

admission. Correlations overall were stronger however we only found 4 items produced

significant correlations with any of the outcome variables. Again however, we found that

the remaining items produced correlations with suff,rcient strength to be considered.

300



FEMALE METIS SAMPLE

Admission item analysis revealed that while very few items on the scale were

significantly correlated with any of the outcome variables, all produced correlations of

sufficient strength to be considered.

Termination item analysis demonstrated more favorable results than those observed at

admission. Correlations overall were stronger however we only found 2 items produced

significant correlations with any of the outcome variables. Again however, we found that

the remaining items produced correlations with sufficient strength to be considered.

FEMALE TREATY ON SAMPLE

Admission item analysis revealed that 5 items on the scale were significantly correlated

with outcome variables. All remaining items however produced correlations of suff,rcient

strength to be comparable to other sample groups.

Termination item analysis demonstrated more favorable results than those observed at

admission. Correlations overall were stronger and we found 7 items produced significant

correlations with outcome variables. Again however, we found that the remaining items

produced correlations with sufficient strength to be considered.
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FEMALE TREATY OFF SAMPLE

Admission item analysis revealed that only 2 items on the scale were significantly

correlated with outcome variables. These items were; Address Changes and Emotional

Stabiliry. Remaining items however did produce correlation scores comparable to those

observed for other groups.

Termination item analysis demonstrated more favorable results than those observed at

admission. Correlations overall were stronger however we still found only 2 items

produced signif,rcant correlations with outcome variables. Again holvever, we found that

the remainder items produced correlation scores comparable to those observed for other

gloups.

3) Does the combination of gender and race variables change the validity of the
instrument;

'We 
found from our result that the combination of race and gender does make a

difference. 'We found that the scale worked reasonably well for female and male

offenders overall, however, when we combined race and gender we found diminished

correlation scores and reduced level of accuracy in prediction. This was true for both the

Adult and Young offender instruments.
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4). Are the same predictor variables equally important to male and female
offenders, and to aboriginal non aboriginal offenders.

'We 
found that our ability to produce significant relationship between individual items on

the scale and outcome on probation and beyond varied with both the risk scores assessed

for the same group and changed from group to group. 'We found that in order to increase

accuracy of our assessments it is necessary to add group specific items. 'We 
must remain

ever conscious of the heterogeneity of our offenders, not only in terms of race and gender

(the primary controls of this project) but also of life experiences, which may cluster

groups of offenders more appropriately than either race or gender alone.

5) Is the Primary Risk Assessment a reliable tool for prediction of recidivism
both during a period of supervision and beyond.

ADULT OFFENDERS

MALE NON-ABORIGINAL SAMPLE

The risk/need score served as a valid predictor of outcome on probation, as well as the

reconviction/re-incarceration rates. For this sub sample of the population, we concluded

that the PRA instrument is a reliable and valid tool for the prediction of recidivism.

Both the total risk score and item analysis demonstrated a statistically significant

relationship with our outcome variables.
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MALE METIS OFFENDER SAMPLE

The risk/need score served as a valid predictor of outcome on probation, as well as the

reconviction/re-incarceration rates. For this sub sample of the population, we concluded

that the PRA instrument is a reliable and valid tool for the prediction of recidivism,

however not to the same degree as that observed for the male non-aboriginal group.

MALE TREATY ON SAMPLE

The male Treaty On sample was most commonly classified as medium risk for re-

involvement as measured by the rislc/need score. 'When we compare the percentage of

offenders classified at each risk level, we found that a greater proportion of male offender

from the Treaty On group were classified as low risk than any other male offender group.

'We found that the male Treaty On group was most successful of all male offender sub

samples during the Probation period. (69.7%) successfully completed their probation.

This is what we would expect given they were most commonly assessed as low risk for

re-involvement. Surprisingly, however, they surpassed all other male offender groups in

the post probation follow up period. The risk/need score served as a valid predictor of

outcome on probation, as well as the reconvictionJre-incarceration rates. That is, those

offenders classif,red as low risk were reconvicted and re-incarcerated at a lower rate than

those classified as medium or high risk.
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For this sub sample of the population, we concluded that the PRA instrument may not be

as useful as it was for the male non-aboriginal and Metis offender groups, especially for

prediction in the post probation follow up period. The PRA did however reliably

distinguish within the group, which offenders were of greater risk for re-involvement.

Additional variables found to be strongly correlated with outcome on probation and

reconviction in year one included; incarceration preceding order, actual age at first

conviction, actual number of previous convictions, acfual number of terms of

incarceration, actual number of previous breaches, and previous jail.

For the male Treaty On sample, we found that the PRA score was reliably able to predict

which offenders within the sample were most likely to become reconvicted/re-

incarcerated. We could not however, account for why more members of this groups were

reconvicted in the post probation period than any other group. The male Treaty On

offenders were most likely to be classified as low risk for re-involvement and most

successful while on probation, yet they surpassed all other sample group in the post

probation follow up period. Vy'e are therefore caution about the utility of the PRA for the

male Treaty On population.
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MALE TREATY OFF SAMPLE

When we compare the percentage of offenders classified at each risk level, we found that

a greater proportion of male offenders from the Treaty Off group were classif,red as high

risk than any other male offender group. We found that the male Treaty Off group was

least successful of all male offender sub samples during the probation period, however

the majority (51 .6%) still successfully completed their probation. The risk/need score

served as a valid predictor of outcome on probation, however, not the reconviction/re-

incarceration rates. V/hile the risk score successfully predicted the re-involvement

pattems for reconviction in years land 3, and re-incarceration in years L-4, we found that

offenders in this sample were more likely to be reconvicted in year 2, if classified as

medium risk rather than low risk. Furtherrnore, for variable reconviction in year 4,we

found that the low risk group was reconvicted at the highest rate followed by the high and

medium risk groups. Finally, for variable re-incarceration in year 4, we see very little

differentiation between the perforrnance of low and medium risk groups.

For this sub sample of the population, we concluded that the PRA instrument has limited

utility, and is clearly not as valid for thís group of offenders as for male Non-Aboriginal

and male Metis groups. While the instrument was useful in predicting outcome on

probation, it is only able to predict recidivism behaviour for some years in the post

probation follow up period.
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FEMALE NON-ABORIGINAL

The female Non-Aboriginal sample was most commonly classified as low risk for re-

involvement as measured by the risk/need score. The majority of offenders in this

sample (74.0%) successfully completed their Probation period. Next to the female Metis

offenders, the female Non-Aboriginal offenders were the second most successful group in

our female offender sample. The risk/need score served as a valid predictor of outcome

on probation and in the entire post probation follow up period. For this sub sample of the

population, we concluded that the PRA instrument is a reasonably good instrument for

the prediction of recidivism.

FEMALE METIS OFFENDER SAMAPLE

The female Metis sample was most likely to be classified as medium risk for re-

involvement as measured by the risk/need score. Of note however, offenders in this

sample were classified as either low or medium risk. No member form this sample group

was classified as high risk for re-involvement. The majority of offenders in this sample

(77 .40%) successfully completed their probation period, placing them as the most

successful female offender sample measured on probation. The risk/need score served as

a valid predictor of outcome on probation and for the post probation follow up period,

however only if we assess the low and medium risk classifications. As no member of this

group was assigned to a high risk category, we found we could only compare the low and

medium risk groups.
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For this sub sample of the population, we concluded that the PRA instrument is a

reasonably good instrument for the prediction of recidivism. We do, however, have

some concern with regard to the high risk classification for this group. Given we had no

members to compare, it is diff,rcult to see if a larger sample size would have made these

results different.

FEMALE TREATY ON SAMPLE

The female Treaty On sample was most likely to be classified as low risk for re-

involvement as measured by the risk need/score. The majority of offenders in this

sample (64.3%) successfully completed their probation period, however not as high a

percentage as we might expect given their risk classification. The risk/need score served

as a valid predictor of outcome on probation, however we found that there was virhrally

no discrimination between the low and medium risk groups performance. There was a

one percent difference between the two groups. The risk/need score was not found to be

reliable in predicting any of the post probation performance. 'We found that the high risk

groups were reconvicted at the lowest level followed by the low and medium risk groups.

For this sub sample of the population, we concluded that the PRA instrument is not

overly useful for predicting recidivism in the post probation period. The tool did

demonstrate some utility in predicting adult outcome on probation.
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FEMALE TREATY OFF

The majority of offenders in this sample (6I.1%) successfully completed their probation

period. Comparing all of the female offender samples, the Treaty Off group was least

successful in the probation period. The risk/need score served as a valid predictor of

outcome on probation, however not for the post probation follow up period. We found

that the risk need score lvas unrelated to outcome in all but variables reconviction in

years 2 and 3. We found that for variables reconviction in years I and 4, the medium

risk group was reconvicted at the highest rate. For variables re-incarceration in years 1-4,

we found that the low risk group was actually re-incarcerated at the highest rate, followed

by the medium and finally high risk groups.

For this sub sample of the population, we concluded that the PRA instrument is not

overly useful for predicting recidivism in the post probation period. The tool did

demonstrate ability to predict adult outcome on probation.

YOUNG OFFENDER SAMPLE

MALE NON-ABORIGINAL

The male Non-Aboriginal group was most commonly classified as medium risk by both

the admission and termination risk scores. The majority of the sample successfully

completed their probation term (585%), however as the follow up period increased so

did their rate of reconviction and re-incarceration. The rislc/need score served as a valid

predictor of youth outcome on probation, however not as useful for predicting post
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probation outcomes. We found that the male Non-Aboriginal offender was reconvicted

least compared to all other male offender groups in the post probation period. We found

that the Admission risk score was useful in predicting reconviction in yeat 2, however not

as useful for predicting reconviction in other years. Specifically, we found that it was

difficult to distinguish performance between the low and medium risk groups for

variables reconviction in years I and 4. Additionally, for variable reconviction in year 3,

we found that the low risk group was reconvicted at a slightly higher rate than the

medium risk group.

'We found that the Termination risk score was not any more useful for predicting post

probation recidivism rates. For variables reconviction in years I-4,we found that the

medium risk group was reconvicted at the lowest level followed by the low and high risk

groups. Clearly this warrants some concern.

For this sub sample of the population, we concluded that the PRA instrument is a reliable

and valid tool for the prediction of recidivism during the period of probation, however

not very useful for post probation predictions.
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MALE METIS SAMPLE

The male Metis group was most commonly classified as medium risk by both the

admission and termination risk scores. The majority of the sample successfully

completed their probation term (535%), however as the follow up period increased so

did their rate ofreconviction and re-incarceration. The risk/need score served as a valid

predictor of youth outcome on probation, however not as useful for predicting post

probation outcomes. 'We 
found that the admission risk score was not particular helpful

for predicting reconviction for any of the post probation follow up years. Specifically,

we found that it was difficult to distinguish performance between the low and medium

risk groups for all reconviction variables, and for reconviction in years 1, 3, and 4 we find

that the medium risk group is reconvicted at a lower rate than the low risk group. The

termination risk score was valid in predicting both youth outcome on probation and for

the entire follow up period.

For this sub sample of the population, we concluded that the PRA instrument is a reliable

and valid tool for the prediction of recidivism during the period of probation, however we

are caution about its ability to predict post probation recidivism rates. V/hile the

termination risk score was valid, the admission risk score was not.
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MALE TREATY ON SAMPLE

The male Treaty On group was most likely to be classified as medium risk by both the

admission and termination risk scores. This sample was most successful on probation

compared with all male offender samples. The majority of the sample successfully

completed their probation term (67.2%), however they surpassed all other group for

reconviction in the post probation period. We found that both the Admission and

Termination risk/need score served as valid predictors of youth outcome on probation,

and for the entire follow up period.

For this sub sample of the population, we concluded that the PRA instrument is a reliable

and valid tool for the prediction of recidivism both during the period of probation, and for

the post probation follow up period.

MALE TREATY OFF SAMPLE

The male Treaty Off group was most likely to be classified as medium risk by both the

Admission and Termination risk scores, however,we found that the termination risk

score classified offender in the medium and high risk groups of equal proportion. The

male Treaty Off group was least successful on probation as compared with all other male

offender samples. In fact, only 42.5o/o of the sample successfully completed their

probation terms. We found that the Admission risk score was a valid predictor of both

Youth Outcome on Probation and for the entire follow up period. The Termination

risk/need score, however, was only valid for prediction of Youth Outcome on Probation.
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The score failed to reliably predict recidivism for any of the post probation years.

For this sub sample of the population, vre concluded that the PRA instrument is a reliable

and valid tool for the prediction of recidivism during the period of probation, however are

cautious about the instruments ability to predict post probation recidivism rates. While

the Admission risk score was a valid predictor of both outcome on probation and beyond,

the Termination risk score, derived from essentially the same measures and at alater

period, failed to reliably predict recidivism for any of the post probation follow up period.

FEMALE NON-ABORIGINAL SAMPLE

The female Non-Aboriginal group was most likely to be classified as medium risk by

both the Admission and Termination risk scores. The female non-aboriginal group was

most successful on probation as compared with all other female or male offender

samples. In fact, 72.7% of the sample successfully completed their probation terms. 'We

found that the Admission risk score was a valid predictor of Youth Outcome on

Probation, but not for the post probation follow up period. ln fact, even for Youth

Outcome o Probation, we found relatively little distinction from the performance of the

low and medium risk groups. For the post probation period, we found the Admission risk

score unrelated to outcome. The Termination rislc/need score was only valid for

prediction of Youth Outcome on Probation and for reconviction in years 2-4. For

variable Reconviction in year l, we found the lowest recidivism rates for the medium

rather than the low risk group.
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For this sub sample of the population, we concluded that the PRA instrument is a reliable

and valid tool for the prediction of recidivism during the period of probation, however are

cautious about the instruments ability to predict post probation recidivism rates. The

Admission risk score was found to be unrelated to outcome in the post probation period

and the Termination risk score was not able to reliably predict for all years in the follow

up period.

FEMALE METIS OFFENDER SAMPLE

The female Metis group was most likely to be classif,red as medium risk by both the

Admission and Termination risk scores. The majority of offenders in this sample

successfully completed their probation terms (59.3%). We found that the Admission risk

score was a valid predictor of Youth Outcome on Probation, but not for the post

probation follow up period. Specifically, for variables reconviction in years 1 and 4, we

found the medium risk group was reconvicted at a higher rate than the low risk group.

We found that no offenders from this sample were reconvicted in the first year following

the completion of probation. Finally, for variable reconviction in year 3, we found that

the medium risk group was reconvicted at the highest rate followed by the low and high

risk groups. The Termination risk/need score was only valid for prediction of Youth

Outcome on Probation. We found the score to be unrelated to reconviction in the post

probation period.
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For this sub sample of the population, we concluded that the PRA instrument is a reliable

and valid tool for the prediction of recidivism during the period of probation, however

not for the post probation follow up period.

FEMALE TREATY ON SAMPLE

The Admission risk score classified the majority of the Treaty On female offenders as

being either low or medium risk. The Termination risk score placed most offenders in

this sample as being low risk for re-involvement. The majority of offenders in this

sample successfully completed their probation terms (61.3%), though not to the degree

that we would expect given their classifications. 'We found that the Admission risk score

was a valid predictor of Youth Outcome on Probation, but not for the post probation

follow up period. Specifically, the Admission risk score was only able to successfully

predict reconviction in year 2,the score was unrelated to performance for the remainder

of the years. The Termination risk/need score was valid for prediction of both Youth

Outcome on Probation, and for the entire follow up period.

For this sub sample of the population, we concluded that the PRA instrument is a reliable

and valid tool for the prediction of recidivism during the period of probation, however are

cautious about the instruments ability to predict post probation recidivism rates. The

Admission risk score was only able to successfully predict reconviction in year Z inthe

post probation period. The termination risk score was however found to reliably predict

both Youth Outcome on Probation and in the entire follow up period.
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FEMALE TREATY OFF SAMPLE

The female Treaty Off group was most likely to be classified as medium risk by both the

Admission and Termination risk scores. The majority of offenders in this sample

successfully completed their probation terms (70.0%). We found that the Admission risk

score was a valid predictor of Youth Outcome on Probation, but not for the post

probation follow up period. Specifically, we found that the low risk group was

reconvicted at the highest rates in all years. The Termination risk/need score was an

invalid measure for all outcome variables. For this sub sample of the population, we

concluded that the PRA instrument is invalid, both for predicting Youth Outcome on

Probation and beyond.
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SUMMARY & RECOMMENDATIONS

Through the body of this thesis we have presented a great deal of information. We have

acknowledged that as a society, we have become increasingly intolerant of crime and

violence, and as a response have demanded a more appropriate response to the growing

number of youth and adults who have become involved in the criminal justice system. At

a time when the general public is running low on patience, we are more strenuously

pushed to invest the time, energy, and financial resources into investigating better

correctional practices, that more appropriate and successfully meet the needs of

offenders, victims and the larger community. We must also manage this task in a cost

efficient manner. This cosl benefit analysis ofjustice is what we have accepted as the

new penology'.

'We 
have established the importance of studying risk and how it relates to offender

management. We have acknowledged that the prediction of human behaviour can never

become an exact science. Corrections will continue to encounter false positives and false

negatives. We hope that with more research, however, we will have a lower number of

these cases. kr addition to our growing reliance on risk assessment tools to inform us of

which offenders will go on to commit more crimes, we have also relied on risk

assessment tools to guide our approach to offender management. We have reported on

research that has demonstrated that when we identiff offenders' criminogenic needs and

work with offenders to establish pro-social avenues of achieving those needs, we see a

significant decrease in criminal re-involvement. We have also reported on studies that
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have stressed the importance of providing appropriate intensity of treatment to offenders.

Specifically, when we apply intensive treatment to low risk offenders, we actually

increase their risk of reconviction, rather than decrease it. It is for these reasons that we

feel this inquiry holds merit. While the Manitoba Primary Risk Assessment is a tool that

has demonstrated some success in predicting reconviction for general probation

population, we found that given these populations are composed primarily of male non

aboriginal offenders, the results of this study do not provide evidence of the instruments

ability to reliably and validity predict the behaviors all other groups of offenders,

specifically, female and Aboriginal offenders.

'We have discussed throughout the body of this thesis, how the traditional response to

female offenders from the criminal justice system, has been a mixture of neglect and

inappropriate responses, focused primarily around a presumed biological etiology of

female criminality. Women have consistently been described as more difficult to manage

within correctional setting and less responsive to correctional interventions. All research

evidence presented, however, speaks in direct contradiction to this. 'We have reported

that women in prison are disciplined more harshly then men, and are isolated for minor

infractions that would normally be overlooked in male institutions. 'We 
have also

presented data that supports that women are reconvicted at lower rates than male

offenders and generally have less developed criminal careers. This was true for both the

adult and young female offender.
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While the decades long struggle for federally sentenced women, has resulted in the

building of new federal prisons for women, in order to facilitate greater access to

programming and family contact, provincially sentenced women are still at a great

disadvantage in comparison to provincially sentenced men. What we have demonstrated

with the issue of risk assessments, is that traditional attitudes and policies have guided

contemporary practices. Specifically, we have discussed that prior to this inquiry, there

has been no report on the validity of the Primary Risk Assessment for female offenders.

While researchers had previously examined the validity of applying a generic risk tool to

adult aboriginal offenders, there was no interest in researching the validity of this tool for

adult female offenders. Furthermore, there has been no examination of the influence of

either gender or ethnicity for young offenders. Given the risk assessment tool is intended

not only to measure an offenders risk for re-involvement, but also serve as a guide for

programming, female offenders are doubly disadvantaged. First, they are inappropriately

assessed and therefore managed, and second, when provided programming, those

programs available, are those developed and tested for male offenders. 
'While 

the

conditions for federally sentenced women have improved signif,rcantly in recent years,

more work is needed to correct the imbalance for provincially sentenced women and

girls.

Aboriginal offenders have received a great deal of recent affention from the criminal

justice system. While the system has acknowledged the over representation of

Aboriginal peoples within corrections, there is a greater need to acknowledge that this
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over-representation is greatest for Aboriginal women. We have presented datathat

indicates Aboriginal people are reconvicted at a greater rate than their non-aboriginal

counterparts. Contemporary criminal justice practices are in direct conflict with the

Aboriginal sense ofjustice, which places the victim and offender together rather than

separate. Aboriginal justice focuses of healing rather than punishment, and involves the

entire community, not just the victim and offender. These factors of healing, reparation,

and community involvement need to be better incorporated into the overall system of

justice, if it is to be effective for Aboriginal communities. From our research we found

that the Metis offender samples performed most closely to the Non-Aboriginal samples

than to the Treaty Offender samples.

Young offenders as a group have been vulnerable to many abuses under the criminal

justice system. Viewed under the JDA as in need of re-socialization and guidance, they

were often incarcerated for lengthy periods of time for behaviors that would not have

been def,rned as criminal for adults. This was particularly common for female youth who

failed to conform to social and cultural expectations of the time. While we have entered

the era of the YOA (1982), and eliminated the category of 'status offences', we continue

to see high rates of incarceration for youth offenders. The programming made available

in youth institutions is nothing short of appalling, and with no provincial standards in

place for what constitutes program for either youth or adults, we are unlikely to see

changes soon.
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We have discussed that the largest gap in knowledge available is in the area of female

young offenders. Little is known about what factors lead them to become involved in the

criminal justice system, why their rates of re-involvement remain less than male

delinquents, and what programs are required to make the difference. Female delinquency

has always been perceived as less violent and therefore less important than that of their

male counterparts. Female young offenders, like adult women, have been reduced to

being a correctional afterthought. While traditional theories of youth crime described

male delinquency as having many causes, stemming from blocked occupational

opporfunities or peer group influence, female delinquency was explained via reference to

a dysfunctional familial setting. Even with the increase in the number of girls entering

the correctional system, there has been no coffesponding increase in the number of

research endeavors aimed at understanding their unique position. The availability of

information is most scarce for the Aboriginal female youth.

This thesis has presented results to suggest that the Primary Risk Assessment has limited

utility in predicting female offender post probation reconviction rates. ln fact we have

observed that when combining the race and gender variables the tool demonstrated

unimpressive ability to predict beyond probation. For the adult offender instrument, we

saw invalid results not only for the female offender sample, but also for some of the male

offenders. For the Young offender instrument, we conclude that while it is valid and

useful for the prediction of Youth outcome on Probation, it provides us with no predictive

validity for a post probation follow up period. We feel that this is the area in which

future research should be directed. While we accept that there exist many similarities in
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criminogenic needs among heterogeneous offender populations, we feel that there also

exist sufficient differences. In order to improve current assessment of these groups, we

need to examine what these differences are, and how they can be incorporated into

existing assessments. Young Offender assessment instruments are most likely to

encounter the greatest difficulry with post probation prediction rates simply based on the

rapid changes of this group. Specifically, the natural process of maturation may itself

have a tremendous influence on post probation recidivism rates. As young offenders

mature and become more invested in society, and as the consequences of criminal activity

begin to outweigh the benefrts, we are likely to see greater decreases in criminal

involvement. From our sample populations, we found that the Aboriginal offenders were

younger than the Non-aboriginal sample overall, which may partly account for the

increased rate of recidivism among Aboriginal versus Non-Aboriginal young offenders.

These are environmental factors that cannot easily be assessed on risk assessment tools.

Additional factors thatmay assist our prediction of post probation recidivism rates is the

combination of Primary Risk Assessments (which are designed to measure general risk

for recidivism), with Secondary Risk Assessments (which are designed to measure

specific offence styles). Cunently there are Secondary Risk Assessments for violent and

sexual offenders. While we have seen no validation studies on the SRA used in

Manitoba, we feel that in order to improve assessment of recidivism overall, future

studies need to examine the combined ability of both the PRA and SRA scores to predict

performance for specific offender types.
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Not all offenders present the same degree of risk to society. The determination of which

offenders will go on to inflict further harm on society is imperative so that correctional

services can focus most intensely on those most dangerous to re-offend. Risk/Needs

assessment instruments are important tools used to assess offenders risk for re-

involvement and to identiff offenders criminogenic needs. V/hile the Primary Risk

Assessment in Manitoba has been repeatedly validated on male offenders and general

offender populations, this inquiry was the first attempt to validate the instrument for a

female offender population. We have concluded that the instrument at present fails to

adequately assess adult female offenders and some groups of male offenders, at least with

regard to post probation recidivism. For the youth PRA, we found the instrument to be a

valid and reliable for the prediction of youth outcome on probation, however, the

instrument failed to demonstrate predictive validity for all groups in the follow up period.

We remain hopeful that with more research and alterations, tools can be valid for all

groups of offenders, however caution that assessment tools should not uniformly be

applied to populations they have not been validated on. Research literature reminds us

that items such as a history of self-injurious behaviour has been found to be related to

recidivism for female offenders. 'We need to invest in more research that explore factors

specific to women and aboriginal offenders. If the scale is to be improved for these

groups of offenders, we need to begin to understand how the realities of these groups are

different from other groups, and how this impacts on reconviction rates. Bonta et al,

(1996) theorized that rate of reconviction for the Treaty On population is related to the

isolation experienced by these groups living on remote reserves. Diminishing these
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trends, however, requires greater knowledge of what specific factors are involved and

how appropriate responses and programming can limit the negative influence of these

factors. 'We must further be cautious of offering the identical progtams to male and

females to attack similar need dimensions. There is currently a dramatic need for

expansion of programming that is women centred. Programming that confronts issues of

physical and sexual violence in the lives of women and girls as well as programming

around pregnancy and motherhood are severely limited.

While we are not prepared to conclude that different racial and gender groups require

group specific assessment instruments, we feel that closer investigation of the groups is

necessary in order to improve the quality of a generic instrument.
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