
UNifED STATES

SECURffES AND EXCHANGE COMMISS
WASHINGTON DC 2O5494561

February 102012

Scott Craddock

Corrections Corpoiation of America

scottcraddock@ccacom

Re Corrections Corporation of America

Incoming letter dated December 23 2011

Dear Mr Craddock

This is in response to your letter dated December 23 2011 concerning the

shareholder proposal submitted to Corrections Corporation of America by Alex

Friedmann We also have received letter on behalf of the proponent dated January 17

2012 Copies of all of the correspondence on which this response is based will be made

available on our website at

For your reference brief discussion of the Divisions informal procedures regarding

shareholder proposals is also available at the same website address

Sincerely

Ted Yu
Senior Special Counsel

Fnclosure

cc Jeffrey Lowenthal

Stroock Siroock Lavan LLP

jIowenthalstroock.com

DVSON OF

CORPORAl ON FINANCE



February 10 2012

Response of the Office of Chief Counsel

Division of Corporation Finance

Re Corrections Corporation of America

Incoming letter dated December 23 2011

The proposal requests that the board provide biannual reports to stockholders on its

oversight of the companys efforts to reduce incidents of rape and sexual abuse of prisoners

housed in facilities operated by the company and to describe the boards oversight of the

companys response to incidents of rape and sexual abuse at those facilities including

statistical data by facility regarding all such incidents during each reporting period

We are unable to concur in your view that Corrections Corporation of America may
exclude the proposal under rule 14a-8i4 We are unable to conclude that the proposal

relates to the redress of personal claim or grievance against the company We also are

unable to conclude that the proposal is designed to result in benefit to the proponent or to

further personal interest which is not shared by the other shareholders at large Accordingly

we do not believe that Corrections Corporation of America may omit the proposal from its

proxy materials in reliance on rule 14a-8i4

We are unable to conclude that Corrections Corporation of America has met its

burden of establishing that it may exclude the proposal under rule 4a-8i7 as matter

relating to the companys ordinary business operations Accordingly we do not believe that

Corrections Corporation of America may omit the proposal from its proxy materials in

reliance on rule 4a-8i7

We are unable to concur in your view that Corrections Corporation of America may

exclude the proposal under rule 14a-8i10 Based on the information you have presented

it does not appear that Corrections Corporation of Americas public disclosures compare

favorably with the guidelines of the proposal Accordingly we do not believe that

Corrections Corporation of America may omit the proposal from its proxy materials in

reliance on rule 14a-8i10

Sincerely

Joseph McCann

Attorney-Adviser



DIVISION OF CORPORATION FINANCE

INFORMAL PROCEDURES REGARDING SHAREhOLDER PROPOSALS

The Division of Corporation Finance believes that its responsibility with respect to

matters arising under Rule 14a-8 CFR 240.14a-8 as with other matters under the proxy

rules is to aid those who must comply with the rule by offering informal advice and suggestions

and to determine initially whether or not it may be appropriate in particular matter to

recQmmend enforcement action to the Commission In connection with shareholder proposal

under Rule 14a-S the Divisions staff considers the information furnished to it by the Company

in support of its intention to exclude the proposals from the Companys proxy materials as well

as any information furnished by the proponent or the proponents representative

Although Rule 14a-8k does not require any communications from shareholders to the

Commissions staff the staff will always consider information concerning alleged violations of

the statutes administered by the Commission including argument as to whether or notactivities

proposed to be taken would be violative of the statute or nile involved The receipt by the staff

of such information however should not be construed as Łhanging the staffs informal

procedures and proxy review into formal or adversary procedure

It is important to note that the staffs and Commissions no-action responses to

Rule 14a-8j submissions reflect only informal views The determinations reached in these no-

action letters do not and cannot adjudicate the merits of companys position with respect to the

proposal Only court such as US District Court can decide whether company is obligated

to include shareholder proposals in its proxy materials Accordingly discretionary

determination not to recommend or take Commission enforcement action does not preclude

proponent or any shareholder of company from pursuing any rights he or she may have against

the company in court should the management omit the proposal from the compàny1s proxy

material



STROOCK

By Email

January 17 2012 Jeey Lowenthal

Direct Dial 212-806-5509

Direct Fax 212-806-2509

jlowenthal@stroock.com

US Securities and Exchange Commission

Division of Corporation Finance

Office of Chief Counsel

100 Street N.E

Washington D.C 20549

Re Corrections Corporation of America December 23 2011 Letter Seeking to

Exclude Alex Fnedznanns Shareholder Proposal

Ladies and Gentlemen

am writing on behalf of Alex Friedmann the Proponent in response to the request by

Corrections Corporation of America the Company or CCA to the Staff of the Division of

Corporation Finance the StafF of the U.S Securities and Exchange Commission the

Commission seeking Staff concurrence with CCAs view that it may properly exclude

shareholder proposal and supporting statement the Proposal submitted by the Proponent from

inclusion in CCAs proxy materials to be distributed in connection with its 2012 Annual Meeting of

Stockholders the Proxy Materials We respectfully request
that the Staff not concur with CCAs

view that it may exclude the Proposal from its Proxy Materials as CCA has failed to meet its burden

of persuasion to demonstrate that it may properly omit the Proposal copy of this letter has also

been sent to CCA

In accordance with Rule 14a-8k under the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 as amended the

Exchange Act and Staff Legal Bulletin No 14D November 2008 SLB 14D we have

submitted this letter to the Staff via electronic mail at shareholderproposalssec.gov in addition to

mailing paper copies

By letter dated December 23 2011 the No-Action Request CCA requested that the Staff

concur in its view that it may exclude the Proposal from its Proxy Materials on three grounds First

the Company seeks concurrence in its view that it may exclude the Proposal pursuant to Rule 14a-

8i10 because the Proposal has been substantially implemented by the Company Secondly the

Company seeks concurrence in its view that the Proposal may be excluded
pursuant to Rule 14a-
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8i4 because the Proposal relates to the redress of personal claim or grievance against the

Company Lastly CCA seeks concurrence that itrnay omit the Proposal because it relates to the

ordinary business operatiois of the Company For the reasons set forth below we submit that

CCA has failed to meet its burden of persuasion under Rules 14a-8i10 14a-8i4 or 14a-8i7

and thus cannot exclude the Proposal from inclusion in its Proxy Materials

The Proposal

On November 28 2011 Mr Friedmanu beneficial holder of no less than 190 shares of CCAs

common stock submitted shareholder proposal to the Company pursuant to Rule 14a-8 addressing

the
response

of the Board of Directors of CCA the Board to incidents of
rape

and sexual abuse of

prisoners
housed in correctional facilities operated by the Company which is the largest private

prison operator in the United States Specifically the Proposal seeks to provide for bi-annual twice

a-year reports to stockholders describing the Boards oversight of CCAs eflbrts to reduce incidents

of rape and sexual abuse of prisoners at CCA facilities with statistical data related to all such incidents

that occurred at CCA facilities during each reporting period The Proposal reads as follows

RESOLVED That the stockholdei-s of Corrections Corp of America Company request

that the Board of Directors Board report to the Companys stockholders on bi-annual

basis beginning within ninety days after the 2012 annual meeting of stockholders excluding

proprietary and personal information on the Boards oversight of the Companys cffbrts to

reduce incidents of rape
and sexual abuse of prisoners housed in facilities operated by the

Company The reports should describe the Boards oversight of the Companys response to

incidents of rape
and sexual abuse at the Companys facilities including statistical data by

facility regarding all such incidents during each reporting period

The Proposals supporting statement highlights the significant
social policy issue raised by the

problem of prisoner sexual abuse and rape and the important public policy goal
of eliminating

incidents of prisoner sexual abuse and rape Furthermore the supporting statement notes the

continuing occurrence of prisoner sexual abuse and
rape

at the Companys facilities thereby

demonstrating the value of bi.-annual reports by the Board detailing its oversight of efforts to reduce

prisoner sexual abuse and rape
that include on facility-by-facility basis statistics detailing all such

incidents during each reporting period

II The Companys Planned Annual Report Does Not Substantially Implement the

Proposal Under Rule 14a8i10
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The Staff has stated that whether shareholder proposal has been substantially implemented by

company under Rule 14a-8i10 depends upon whether companys particular policies

practices and procedures compare favorably with the guidelines of the proposal Texaco Inc

March 28 1991 Consequently an evaluation of substantial implementation turns upon whether

the actions of company satisfactorily address the underlying concerns and the essential objective of

the proposaL See e.g WaI.-Mart Stores Inc March 29 2011 The Proctor Gamble Company Aug
2010 Rxdon Corp Feb 26 2010 Anheuser-Busch Companies Inc jan 17 2007 ConAgra

Foods Inc July 2006 Johnson Feb 17 2006

The Company states in its No-Action Request that it intends to produce report on Boards

oversight of the Companys efforts to reduce incidents of rape and sexual abuse of prisoners housed

in facilities operated by the Company which report will be provided on an annual basis going

forward In addition the Company states that the planned report will include references and links

to the statistical data reported by the Company to the Bureau of Justice Statistics the BJS and

included by the BJS in its reports available at bjs.ojp.usdoj.gov as well as any other relevant data

subsequently made publicly available by the Company or governmental agency The Company
then boldly claims that if the Proposal were included in the Proxy Materials and approved by

majority of stockholders we believe that there would be no further action to take in order to

implement the Proposal and therefore the Proposal has been substantially implemented

Although the Proponent applauds the Companys willingness to produce report on the Boards

response to incidents of prisoner rape and sexual abuse in CCA facilities as described in the No
Action Request the report cannot be found to compare favorably with the Proposal because it

addresses neither the underlying concerns nor the essential objectives of the Proposal simple

comparison of the Proposal against the No-Action Requests description of the planned report by

the Company establishes that if the Proposal were included in the Proxy Materials and approved by
the Companys shareholders the Company would in fact be required to take fiuther action to

implement the Proposal

The Proposal if approved would require the Board to produce reports on bi-annual bash e.g
twice each year the Companys proposed reports would only be produced on an annual basis going

forward The Proposal specifically included requirement that reports be produced every six

months as opposed to once year because more frequent reporting will help CCA promptly

identifj facilities where sexual abuse is problem thereby allowing the Company to correct those

problems expeditiously Furthermore such frequent reporting to the shareholders will permit the

shareholders to make reasonable determination as to whether the Company is adequately addressing

an issue that potentially could result in litigation negative publicity and consequently loss of

business and other adverse consequences As specifically noted in the Proposals supporting statement
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failure by the Company to adequately address this issue and the negative publicity loss of

business and
litigation

that results constitutes risk to the Company and threat to shareholder

value

The Proposal would also require the Board to include in each bi-annual report for each CCAfadlity

statistical data with respect to afl incidents of prisoner rape or sexual abuse during each reporting period

In contrast CCA notes in its No-Action Request that it only intends to indude in its planned

reports references and links to the statistical data reported by the Company to the and any
other relevant data subsequently made publicly available by the Company or governmental

agency which the Company does not define or identify Under even the most generous of

interpretations it cannot be plausibly claimed as the Company attempts that the data requested in

the Proposal is similarto the data submitted to the BJS and made publicly available

First as the Company must be aware the most recently released and publicly available BJS report

covers only the years 2007-2008 See Paul Guerino Allen Beck Sexual Victimization Reported by

Adult Correctional Authorities 2007-2008 Bureau of Justice Statistics Special Report Jan 2011

attached hereto as Exhibit Not only does this ixilbrmation not compare favorably with the

Proposars requirement that the data reported cover each six-month reporting period but the

information referenced in the BJS reports would be so stale as of the date hereof at least three
years

old as to render its inclusion irrelevant in discussion of the Boards contemporaneous efforts to

reduce incidents of prisoner rape and sexual abuse at the Companys correctional facilities

Second as the Company explicitly notes in its No-Action Request the data supplied to the BJS

consists of only sample of Companys facilities selected annually by the BJS According to

the most recent publicly available BJS report in 2007 only 42 of 417 identified privately-operated

state or federal prisons were requested to supply data in 2008 the BJS requested data from 85

facilities from the same list of privately-operated prisons Exhibit at pg 10 hi the same BJS

report statistical data was provided for just 38 of the Companys 64 facilities at the time Exhibit

at pp 51-53 for the number of CCAs facilities as of 2008 see www.cca.com/newsroom/news

releases/IS

As CCA states in its No-Action Request that it intends to produce statistical data reported by the

Company to the such data necessarily would be incomplete as the last published BJS report

contains data related to only 38 of the Companys 64 facilities at the time Id The Proposal

however requires that statistical data be reported for all incidents of prisoner rape or sexual abuse at

each facility operated by CCA Inclusion of statistical data on facility-by-facility basis as opposed to

an incomplete sampling of facilities is imperative to the success of the
Proposal because such data

will allow the Board to meaningfully discuss its oversight with reference to specific CCA facilities of
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the Companys efforts to reduce incidents of prisoner rape
and sexual abuse at each facifity and will

inform the Board and shareholders about the scope of the problem of rape and sexual abuse at each of

the Companys facilities

Because the Company knows that its planned report does not compare favorably with the Proposal

the Company attempts to circumvent this defect in its No-Action Request by arguing that

proposal need not be implemented in thU or precisely as presented for it to be excluded under Rule

14a-8i10 However while the Company cites two no-action letters f1orn 2001 and 2008 in

support of this proposition see Bank of America Corp Jan 14 2008 and The Gap Inc March 16

2001 it ignores more recent and more apposite no-action letter under which facts the Staff

determined that Company could not exclude proposal under Rule 14a-8i10 In TheJ.M
Smucker Company May 2011 the company sought to exclude shareholder proposal because as

in this case the company was preparing to issue report on the same topic as requested in the

shareholder proposal However the shareholder proposal also sought discussion on specific topics

which the company did not commit to discuss in its no-action request Consequently the company
was not allowed to exdude the proposal under Rule 14a-8-i1 as the companys public

disclosures not compare favorably with the guidelines of the proposal Similarly in this case as

discussed above the data to be included in the Companys planned report would result in public

disclosures do not compare favorably with the guidelines of the Proposal Therethre the

Company should not bc able to exclude the Proposal under Rule 14a-8i1 because it has not been

substantially implemented based upon the information provided by the Company in its No-Action

Request

III The Company May Not Exclude the Proposal Under Rule 14a-8i4 Because the

Proposal Does Not Seek the Redress of Personal Claim or Grievance Against the

Company

Under Rule 14a-8i4 company may exclude shareholder proposal if the proposal relates to the

redress of personal claim or grievance against the company or if it is designed to result in benefit

to the shareholder or to flurther personal interest not shared with other shareholders at large The

Commission has stated that the purpose of Rule 14a-8i4 is not to exclude proposal relating to

an issue in which proponent was personally committed or intellectually and emotionally

interested Exchange Act Release No 34-20091 Aug 16 1983 the 1983 Release

The Company argues that the Proposal requesting reports on the Companys efforts to reduce

incidents of rape and sexual abuse at CCAopexated facilities which include statistical data on such

incidents for each Company facility somehow emanates from personal grievance that the

Proponent an anti-private prison activist who was previously incarcerated at Company-operated
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facility thr six of his ten years in prison bears toward the Company... Notably the Company

admits that the Proponent is an activist which implies the Proponent submitted the Proposal

because he is personally committed to the issue of reducing incidents of prisoner rape and sexual

abuse This does not mean the Proponent is merely airing personal grievance against the

Company Also notably the Proposal does not personally benefit the Proponent in any way

monetarily or otherwise

As detailed below each of the arguments the Company makes to show the Proponent has personal

grievance against CCA in fact demonstrates the personal commitment of the Proponent on this

significant social policy issue

Prison Legal News the Proponents employer is monthly magazine that provides

cutting edge review and analysis of prisoner rights court rulings and news about prison issues

provides inthrmation that enables prisoners
and other concerned Individuals and

organizations to seek the protection and enforcement of prisoners rights at the
grass roots

level Prison Legal News FAQS https//w w.pnsonlegalnews.orgfFAQ.aspx last visited

January 12 2012 While Prison Legal News does publish articles critical of the lack of

accountability in the private prison industry it primarily reports on public prisons because

public prisons constitute approximately 92% of the corrections system in the United States It

should be pointed out that the Proposal was not submitted on behalf of Prison Legal News
which is not CCA shareholder

Contrary to the Companys suggestion the Proponent has no affiliation with the blog site

titled WhyiHateCCA whyihatecca.blogspot.com does not control its content or any of

its posts The Proponent has never published an article press release or op-ed 1r or given an

interview to that site any articles or press releases produced by the Proponent that are posted

on that site were posted solely upon the initiation of the author of WhyiHateCCA The

Companys implication otherwise is without factual basis

The Private Corrections Institute PCI non-profit organization does advocate against

the privatization of correctional institutions However the Proponents advocacy on behalf

of PCI bears no relation to this Proposal which seeks to meaningfully engage CCA to

evaluate its efforts to reduce prisoner rape
and sexual abuse in facilities operated by the

Company The Proponent serves in voluntary non-compensated position with PCI and

the Proposal was not submitted on behalf of PCi which is not CCA shareholder

Further the Proponent and his employer Prison Legal News have long been committed to the issue

of reducing rape and sexual abuse in prisons andjails In fact Paul Wright the founder and editor of
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Prison Legal News served on the advisory board of Stop Prisoner Rape now Just Detention

International until the board was discontinued in 2008 Just Detention International is non-profit

organization dedicated to reducing prisoner rape
and sexual abuse and advocating for the victims of

same See Just Detention International www.spr.org Additionally between 2008 and 2011 Prison

Legal News submitted four formal comments regarding the Prison Rape Elimination Act standards to

the National Prison Rape Elimination Act Commission and the U.S Department of Justice all of

which were written and co-signed by the Proponent See attached Exhibit for the most recent

comment dated April 2011

Prison Legal News has published numerous articles and covet stories about prisoner rape and sexual

abuse See e.g Alan Pendergast Prison Sexual Abuse Suwivor Speaks Out Prison Legal News Dec

2011 available at www.prisonlegalnews.org/ indud s/_public/_issues/pln_2011/12pln11.pdf Prison

Legal News Depamnent of Justice Repoi on Sexual Vlcthnization In Prisons and Jails Oct 2011

hts//www.ptisonls.org/23854_displayArticle.aspx Brandon Sample Sexual Vwtinzization

Widespread In U.S Coiretilonal Facilities Prison Legal News March 2010

https//www.prisonlegalnews.org/ 2220LdisplayAxticle.aspx Prison Legal News Sexual Abuse by

Prison and Jail aff Pmves Persistent Pandemic May 2009

www.pxisonlegalnews.org121225_displayArticle.aspx

Further the Proponent has specifically raised concerns about rape and sexual abuse in the Companys

fcilities at two previous Company shareholder meetings and discussed this issue with one of the

Companys Board members It is direct result of the insufficient efforts of the Company and its

Board to reduce incidents of
rape and sexual abuse at CCA facilities that the Proponent has filed the

current Proposal Based upon the forgoing it is obvious that the Proponent is personally

committed or intellectually and emotionally interested in the issue of reducing incidents of prisoner

rape
and sexual abuse

The Company seems to believe that because the Proponent also advocates on behalf of prisoner

rights and against the privatization
of correctional facilities that this somehow evidences personal

grievance against CCA that should allow the Company to exclude the Proposal from its Proxy

Materials The Company cites no support for this proposition In fact this case is extremely similar

to Pepsico hic March 2009 where the company sought to omit shareholder proposal

requesting that the company disclose the recipients of its charitable contributions under Rule 14a-

8i4 The company argued that the proponents advocacy on behalf of anti-homosexuality

interests exhibited the proponents true intent with respect to the facially-neutral shareholder

proposal to stop the company from making contributions to homosexual-friendly groups The Staff

rejected this argument and refused to permit the company to exclude the shareholder proposal under

Rule 14a-8i4 The Proponents activism which clearly demonstrates personal commitment to
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reducing prisoner rape
and sexual abuse and not personal grievance should for similar reasons to

Pepsico Inc not be Ibund by the Staff to be grounds fur the Company to exclude the Proposal from

its Proxy Materials

The Company also argues that the Proposal should be excluded because the Proponents history of

litigation with CCA is indicative of personal claim or grievance under Rule 14a-8Q4 However

an analysis of the no-action letters cited by CCA shows that the litigation brought by the Proponent

and referenced by the Company in its No-Action Request differs considerably from the
types

of

litigation that the Staff has ibund to support the omission of shareholder proposals under Rule 14a-

8i4 In each of the no-action letters cited the proponents had brought personal daims against the

company See American Express Jan 13 2011 the proponent former employee of the company
filed gender discrimination charge with the U.S Equal Employment Opportunity Commission

the EEOC and an action alleajng breach of settlement agreement and demation Medical

Infonnailon Tedinology bic March 2009 the proponent former employee of the closely-held

company seeking higher price for his personally owned shares alleged that the companys board of

directors undervalued the price of the companys conunon stock General Electric Co Feb 2005

the proponent an employee of the company filed gender discrimination charge with the EEOC
and an action alleging among other things sexual harassment and discrimination on the basis of race

and sex plus intentional infliction of emotional distress Station Casinos 11w Oct 15 1997

proposal requested the company maintain liability insurance the proponent had previously

represented client of the company in suit to recover damages for an alleged theft that occurred at

the companys premises and Lee Data Corporation May 11 1990 the proponent former

employee of the company had brought an action against the company and certain of its employees

alleging breach of contract and dthrnation

In contrast the litigation brought by the Proponent or organizations associated with the Proponent

cited by the Company to support its argument that the Proposal is the result of personal grievance

against CCA is unmistakably the product of the Proponents advocacy work

In Alex Friedmann Corrections Corporation of America the Proponent brought suit seeking

disclosure of various records from CCA under the Tennessee Public Records Act TPRA
310 S.W.3d 366 368 Tenn Ct App 2009 The Tennessee Court of Appeals ruling in

favor of the Proponent and against CCA held that CCA operated its fcflities in Tennessee as

the fimctional equivalent of governmental agency and thus lawfully is subject to public

records requests under the TPRA Id This litigation had nothing to do with rape or sexual

abuse at any of the Companys frdilities and was not related to any personal grievance of the

Proponent
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Prison Legal News brought suit against the Company because its Saguaro Correctional

Center in Arizona refined to allow among other publications Prison Legal News to be

mailed to prisoners in violation of their constitutional rights Notably CCA settled this case

before trial and agreed to pay Prison Legal News lump sum for damages attorneys fees and

costs See http//wdu.org/ft-speech-prisoners-ti-prisoners-tights/correcfions

corp-america-pays-damages-attorney-fees This litigation had nothing to do with
rape or

sexual abuse at any of the Companys facilities and was not related to any personal grievance

of the Proponent

The Human Rights Defense Center the HRDC1 is co-counsel for former inmate

housed in CCA facility in two interrdated pending lawsuits brought against CCA in federal

district court in the Eastern District of Tennessee See Civil Action Numbers 111-CV-

00339 and 111-CV--00340 The Companys decision to cite these two interrelated lawsuits

is curious it is alleged in the lawsuits that CCAs failure to provide proper medical treatment

to an inmate and her newborn son including leaving the inmate who was pregnant in

holding cell for hours while she was screaming in pain and bleeding vaginafly ultimately led

to the death of her child soon after her child was born This litigation has nothing to do with

rape or sexual abuse at any of the Companys facilities and was not related to any personal

grievance of the Proponent

Besides the fact that three of the four lawsuits cited by the Company were not brought by the

Proponent but rather by organizations affiliated with the Proponent it is obvious by the nature of

the lawsuits that they were not brought with the intention to redress personal grievance against the

Company None of the cases involve any personal grievance the Proponent has against CCA nor

do any of the cases involve the
rape or sexual abuse of prisoners at the Companys facilities the

subject matter of the ProposaL Thus the Company has failed to meet its burden of persuasion that it

may properly omit the Proposal from its Proxy Materials under Rule 14a-8i4

IV The Company May Not Exclude the Proposal Under Rule 14a-8i1 Because the

Proposal Raises Social Policy Issues That Transcend Day-to-Day Business Matters

company may omit shareholder proposal under Rule 148-ai7 if the proposal relates to the

companys ordinary business operations The Commission has stated that the ordinary business

exclusion rests on two central considerations Exchange Act Release No 34-40018 May 21 1998

the 1998 Release The first consideration relates to the subject matter of the proposal

tasks are so fi2ndamental to managements ability to run company on day-to-day basis that they

1Prison Legal News is project of the HP.DC
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could not as practical matter be subject to direct shareholder oversight 14 The second

consideration relates to the degree to which the proposal seeks to micro-manage the company by

probing too deeply into matters of complex nature upon which shareholders as group would not

be in position to make an inftrrned judgment Id However the Commissionhas also noted that

proposals that relate to ordinary business matters but that focus on sufficiently significant social

policy issues. would not be considered excludable because the proposals would transcend the

day-to-day business matters and raise policy issues so significant that it would be appropriate for

shareholder vote 14

The Company contends that the Proposals request fbr statistical data for each facility regarding all

incidents of priscner rape and sexual abuse deals with the ordinary business decision to determine

the amount and
type

of statistical data to be provided in connection with statements of the

Companys position on current issue and that Ideterrnining the amount and type of data that is

appropriate to provide in support of company statements is decision to be made by management in

developing those conununications Tellingly the Company is unable to find support for this

position and instead relies on no-action letters where the Staff permitted exclusion of shareholder

proposal by company where portion of the proposal is deemed to relate to ordinary business

operations Two of the three no-action letters cited by the Company involved shareholder

proposals that addressed the management of the workforce. and the hiring promotion and

termination of employees which was specifically cited in the 1998 Release as matters so

fundamental to managements ability to run company on day-to-day basis that they could not1

as practical matter be subject to direct shareholder oversight See ETrade Givup Inc Oct
2000 the two portions of the shareholder proposal that were the basis for the Rule 14a-8i7

exclusion involved the dismissal and replacement of Executive Officers and possible reductions in

staff to improve earnings perfbnnance and Wal-Mart Stores Jiic March 15 1999 the portion of

the shareholder proposal that was the basis for the exclusion requested the company adopt policies

to implement wage adjustments In the third no-action letter the shareholder proposal was

excluded because it requested the company discontinue the use of particular accounting technique

General Electric Co Dec 1999

This argument ignores the fact that the Staff has consistently refused to permit company to exclude

shareholder proposal under Rule 14a-8i7 when the proposal raises significant policy issues See

e.g Chevmn Coip March 28 2011 the proposal would amend the bylaws to establish board

committee on human rights Bank of America Corp March 14 2011 the proposal involved the

issue of foreclosure and loan modification processes
for the company PFG Industries Inc Jan 15

2010 the proposal requested report from the company disclosing the environmental impacts of

the company in the communities in which it operates Tyson Foods Inc Dec 15 2009 the

proposal addressed the use of antibiotics used in the feed given to livestock owned or purchased by

NY 7374558Lv6
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the company Mattel Inc March 10 2009 the proposal requested yearly report on toys

manufactured by licensees and sold by the Company to address toy safety and workplace

environment concerns Halliburton Co March 2009 the proposal requested that the companys

management review its policies related to human rights to assess where the company needs to adopt

and implement additional policies Bank of America Coip Feb 29 2008 the proposal called for

board committee to review company policies tbr human rights and ONEOK Inc Feb 25 2008

the proposal requested report
from the company on the feasibility of reducing greenhouse gas

emissions

The Proposal which seeks reports related to the Companys efforts to reduce incidents of prisoner

rape and sexual abuse at each CCA facility similarly raises significant social policy issues CCA
cannot seriously argue that providing such information to shareholders is so fundamental to

maiageme1ns ability to run company on day-to-day basis that the reports sought by the

Proposal should not be subject to direct shareholder oversight Nor can the bi-annual reports

requested in the Proposal which would include data that CCA already collects and maintains be

characterized as micro-managing the Company

As noted in the supporting statement to the Proposal Congress has enacted the Prison Rape
Elimination Act PREA to address the issue of

rape
and sexual abuse of prisoners in the United

States As Congress discussed in its findings statement section of PREA attached hereto as Exhibit

research has been conducted and insufficient data reported on the extent of prison

rape 42 U.S.C 15601 Congress also found that inmates with mental illness and young first

time offenders are at an increased risk of sexual victimization Ii Furthermore Congress noted that

rape
often goes unreported and inmate victims often receive inadequate treatment for the

severe physical and psychological effects of sexual assault if they receive treatment at all Id In

addition Congress found that
rape endangers the public safety by making brutalized

inmates more likely to commit crimes when they are released and that of prison rape

suffer severe physical and psychological effects that hinder their ability to integrate into the

community and maintain stable employmentupon their release Id Notably Congress also found

that of the public and gnvemment officials are largely unaware of the epidemic character

of prison rape and the day-to--day horror experience by victimized inmates and prison staff

are not adequately trained or prepared to prevent report or treat inmate sexual assaults Id

It is apparent that the issue of prisoner rape and sexual abuse is significant policy issue from the

Congressional findings in PREA alone In fact CCA itself recognizes that PREA and the issue of

prisoner rape and sexual abuse rcmainfl visible on the national landscape CCA PR.EA Always

Aware Staying Vigilant Inside CCA Fall 2010 http//www.insidccca.com/cca-source/cca-prea

always-aware-staying-vigilant However as noted in the supporting statements incidents of prisoner
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rape and sexual abuse at CCA-operated facilities continue to come under public scrutiny In fact in

October 2011 class-action lawsuit was filed against CCA alleging that immigrant detainees suffered

repeated sexual assaults by Company employee at CCAs Don Hutto facility AGLU of Texas

Sjies ICE Officials Williamson County and CCA for Sexual Assault of Immigrant Women ACLU Oct

19 2011 http//www.adutx.org/2011/10/19/aclu-of-texas-sues-ice-olflcials-wihiamson-county-

and-cca-ual-assault-of-imrnigrant-women Also in 2009 the State of Hawaii declined to

renew its contract to house female prisoners at one of the Companys facility in Kentucky due to

repeated acts of sexual abuse by the Companys employees See Jan Urbina Hawaii to Remove Inmates

Over Abuse Charges N.Y Times Aug 25 2009 at A12

Certainly the Company cannot seriously contend that the rape and sexual abuse of
prisoners is an

ordinary business matter rather than significant social and public policy issue Even assuming

arguendo that the Proposal relates to ordinary business matters it also addresses the significant social

policy issue of prisoner rape and sexual abuse which transcend the day-te-day business matters

and raise policy issues so significant that it would be appropriate for shareholder vote See the

1998 Release

The Company attempts to circumvent the undisputable fact that the issue of prisoner rape and sexual

abuse is significant social policy issue by claiming that as group are not in

position to make an infbnned decision on the specific data which should be presented regarding

these matters Apparently the Company believes that shareholders are not capable of interpreting

simple statistical data showing the number of reported rapes and sexual abuse incidents that occurred

at each CCA facility during the reporting period accompanied by an explanation of what efforts the

Company is taking to prevent or reduce such incidents As noted above in the Congressional

findings to PREA members of the public which would include shareholders of the Company are

largely unaware of the epidemic character of prison rape and it
appears

that CCA would prefer to

keep them unaware Furthermore as discussed in Section II of this letter the information in the BJS

Report simply does not convey the
necessary

data to properly implement this Proposal If anythin

only including three-.yeai-old data from partial sample of the Companys facilities would not allow

shareholders to make an infbrmed decision concerning the Companys response to incidents of

prisoner rape
and sexual abuse Consequently the Proponent submits that the Company has failed

to meet its burden of persuasion under Rule 14a-8i7 and thus may not exclude the Proposal from

its Proxy Materials

NY 73745581v6

57500CR ft S7ROOCK Ii LAVAN LLP NEW YORK LOS ANGELES MIAMI

iSo MAIDEN LANE NEW YORK NY J0038-4982 EEL 212.806.5400 PAX 22.806.6006 w%vw.sTRoocN.co1



U.S Securities and Exchange Commission

January 17 2012

Page 13

Conclusion

For the foregoing reasons and without addressing or waiving any other possible arguments we may

have we respectfully submit that CCA has filed to meet its burden of persuasion under Rules 14a-

8i10 14 and i7 and thus maynot omit the Proponents Proposal from its Proxy Materials

If the Staff disagrees with our analysis and if additional inrrnation is necessary in support
of the

Proponents position would appreciate an opportunity to speak with you by telephone prior to the

issuance of written response Please do not hesitate to contact me at 212-806-5509 fax 212-

806-2509 e-mailjlowenthal@stroock.com if can be of any further assistance in this matter

Enclosures

cc Scott Craddock Esq

Assistant General Counsel Ethics Officer

Assistant Secretary

Corrections Corporation of America

10 Burton Hills Boulevard

Nashville TN 37215

Alex Fnedrnann

FISMA 0MB Memorandum MO716

NY 73745581v6
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Prison Rape Elimination Act of2003 PREA

Sexual VictimizationReported by Adult

CorrectionalAuthorities 20072008
Paul Guerino and Allen Beck Ph.D BJS Statisticians

he Survey of Sexual Violence SSV Is an annual collection

based on official records that the Bureau of Justice Statis

tics BJS has conducted since 2004 It is one of number

of BJS data collections that are conducted to meet the mandates

of the Prison Rape Elimination Act of 2003 PREA

On behalf of BJS staff of the Governments Division of the

U.S Census Bureau mailed survey forms to correctional

administrators in the Federal Bureau of Prisons state prison

systems public and private jails private prisons jails in

Indian countr and facilities operated by the U.S military and

Immigration and Customs Enforcement ICE Administrators

were given the option to mail back completed form or to

complete it on the web Data collection forms can be accessed

on the BJS website at http//bjs.ojp.usdoj.gov/index.cfm

tydcdetailiid406

Each sexual act as defined by BJS is classified by the perpetrator

who carried out the incident Le inmate or staff and the type of

act perpetratecL Administrators provided counts of the four types

of sexual victimization that occurred during the prior calendar

year
inmate-on-inmate nonconsensual sexual acts inmate-on

inmate abusive sexual contacts staff sexual misconduct and staff

sexual harassment See Defining sexual victimization page

For each type of victimization correctional administrators

indicated how many of the allegations were substantiated

determined to have occurred unsubstantiated unfounded

insufficient evidence to make final determination and still

under investigation

The administrators then completed separate form for each

substantiated allegation providing details about the victim

perpetrator and circumstances surrounding the incident

Correctional administrators reported 7444 allegations of sexual Abou154% of substantiated incidents of sexual victimization

victimization in 2008 and 7374 allegations in 2007 iiwolved only inmates while 46% of substantiated incidents

mvolved staff with inmates

Total allegations of sexual victhnization increased significantly

between 2005 6241 inddents and 2008 7444 Female inmates were dispeoportionately victimized by bth
other inmates and staff in federal and state prisons as well as

U.S Department of Justice

Office of Justice Programs

Bureau ofJustice Statistics

Bureau of Justice Statistics

Special Report
January2011 NO 231172



The 2007 and 2008 surveys included all federal

and state prisons facilities operated by the U.S

military and ICE and representative sample of

jail jurisdictions and privately operated jails
and

prisons The surveys also included jails holding

adults in Indian country
based on complete

enumeration of
jails

in 2008 and representative

sample of jails in 2007 In total data were

collected from facilities containing 2.12 million

inmates in 2007 and 2.17 million inmates in

2008 See Methodology for more information

about the systems and facilities from which data

were collected

Responses were weighted to provide national-

level estimates for jails and privately operated

facilities Since the estimates for
jails

and

privately operated facilities are based on sample

rather than complete enumeration they are

subject to sampling error See Methodology for

description of sampling procedures

The 2007-2008 surrey results should not be used

to rank systems or facilities Given the absence

of uniform reporting caution is necessary for

accurate interpretation of the survey results

Higher or lower counts among facilities may

reflect variations in definitions reporting

capacities and procedures for recording

allegations as opposed to differences in the

underlying incidence of sexual victimization

Detailed tabulations of the survey results by

system and sampled facility
are presented in

appendix tables 19-30

Detail on substantiated incidents

The 2008 SSV recorded 763 substantiated incidents

of sexual victimization or incidents that were

investigated and detethiined to have occurred

Weighting this total to take into account the sampling

of local
jail jurisdictions private prisons and private

jails the estimated total number of substantiated

incidents in the nation in 2008 was 931 The 2007

SSV recorded 783 substantiated incidents of sexual

victimization which when weighted represented

1001 incidents nationwide

For each substantiated incident reported

correctional administrators were asked to provide

details on circumstances sununding each incident

characteristics ofvictims and perpetrators type

of pressure or physical force sanctions imposed

and what type ofvictiin assistance was provided

if any They provided detail on 97% of reported

substantiated incidents These data are displayed in

tables 47 and appendix tables 1-la

DefiæingsXualviCtirnization

To define sexual victimization under the Prison Rape- Elimination Staff-on-inmate sexual victimization includes consensual or

Act of 2003 BJS uses uniform definitions that classify each sexual act nonconsensual acts perpetrated on an inmate by an employee

by the perpetrator-who carried out the incident i.e inmate or staff volunteer contractoi official visitor or other agency representative

and the type of act perpetrated Family friends and other visitors are excluded

lmate-on-lnmate sexual victimization involves sexual contacts Staff sexual misconduct includes any sexual behavior or act directed

with victim wuttout his or her consent or with victim who cannot toward an inmate by staff induding romantic relationships Such

consent or refuse.The most serious incidents nonconsensual sexual acts indude

acts include
intentional touching of the genitalia anus.groin breast inner

contact between the penis and the vagina or the penis and the thigh or buttocks wrth the intent to abuse arouse or gratify

anusincluding penetration however slighl or sexual desire or

Sexual Victimization Reported by Adult Correctional AuthorIties 2007-2008



Summary findings

Allegations ofsexual victimization

The rate of sexual victimization reported

by correctional administrators increased

from 3.33 incidents per 1000 inmates in

2005 to 3.82 in 2008

Overall there were 7374 allegations of sexual

victimization In 2007 and 7444 allegations in

2008 table Although there was no significant

difference between the overall totals in the 2007

and 2008 collection years total allegations of

sexual victimization increased significantly

between 2005 6241 allegations and 2008

This increase was largely the result of mcreased

allegations of sexual victimization in prisons

from 4791 incidents in 2005 to 5796 incidents

in 2008 The number of allegations of sexual

victimization in local and private jails
did not

increase by statistically significant amount

between 2005 and 2008

The increase in the total number of reported

allegations of sexual victimization corresponds

with an increase in the rate of reported allegations

over time from 2.83 allegations per 1000 inmates

in 2005 to 3.18 incidents per 1000 in 2008 As

with total allegations this trend resulted from

an increase in the rate of reported allegations in

prisons from 3.33 incidents per 1000 inmates

in 2005 to 3.82 in 2008 The rate of reported

allegations of sexual victimization in
jails

did not

increase significantly between 2005 and 2008

Allegations of inmate-on-inmate

abusive sexual contacts account for two-

thirds of the total increase in reported

allegations of sexual victimization

between 2005 and 2008

The increase in the total number of reported al

legations of sexual victimization since 2005 is due

to an increase in inmate-on-inmate abusive sexual

contacts Unlike the other three types of victimiza

tion allegations of abusive sexual contact in

creased significantly over time from 611 incidents

in 2005 to 1417 in 2008 table This increase

accounted for 67% of the overall increase of 1203

allegations between 2005 and 2008

TABLE

National estiotates of total allegations of sexual victimization bytype of facility 2005-2008

Number of aleqations Rate per 1000 inmates

2008 2007 2006 2005 2008 2007 2006 2005

Total 7444 7374 6528 6241 3.18 2.95 2.91 2.83

Prlsoma 5796 5535 4958 4791 3.82 3.62 337 333

Publkfederalb 368 309 242 268 2.22 1.86 130 1.71

Public-state 5194 4940 4516 4341 4.20 3.98 3.75 3.68

Jallsc 1633 1823 1533 1406 2.04 1.89 202 1.86

Otheraduftfadlltles

Indian
country jails1 29 32 333

MIlItary-operated
334 1.63 1.62 3.08

ICE-operated 0.49 0.61 0.62 0.61

smpamga
Iioonwwithcompamon ffith%denceIevot

set to provide reliable rate

ndudmfedeastateaidpetoprinaoe

tstbnates fur2006 are notormnparable to those In 2005 due to change in reporting

dudoslecelandprtete

xchidesdlitieshondngjaveniletndy

TABLE

National estimates of total aflegatlons of sexual victimization by type of Incident

20052008

leddarettype 2008 2007 2006 2005

Total 7444 7374 6528 6241

kunate-on-inmatenonconsensual sexual acts 2343 2421 2205 2160

lnmate-on-lnmateabusivesenjal contacts 1417 1220 834 611

Staff sexual monduct 2528 2436 2371 2386

Staffuexual harassment 1169 1298 1118 1084

c_
Viffereecewfthcomnpaslson lOcastat the 95% amnfidence leveL

Note Detail may not sun to total due to misseg data

BJS Surveys of Sexual Victimization In Correctional Fadlitles

Section 4a1 of the Prison Rape Elimination Act of 2003 PREA requires

the Bureau of Justice Statistics BJS tocarry out for each calendar year

comprehensive statistical review and analysis of the incidence and effects of

prison rapeRL 108-79

BJS has developed multiple-measure multiple-mode data collection strategy

to fully implement requirements under PREA including three surveys relating

to inmate sexual victimization.The Survey of Sexual Violence SSV collects

administrative data annually on the incidence of sexual victimization in adult

and juvenile correctional facilities The National Inmate Survey NIS and the

National Survey of Youth in Custody NYSYC gather data on the incidence of

sexual assault as reported by inmates in prisons and jails and by youth held in

juvenile facilities

January 2011



per 1000 inmates the rate of substantiated

incidents in prisons increased from 0.36 incidents

per 1000 inmates in 2005 to 0.43 incidents
per

1000 in 2008 The rate of substantiated incidents

in jails did not change significantly between 2005

and 2008

Administrators of all categories of correctional

facilities reported 1001 substantiated incidents

of sexual victimization in 2007 and 931

substantiated incidents in 2008 table This

change in all categories was not statistically

significant nor was the increase in substantiated
Substaied incidents of inmate-on-inmate

incidents between 2005 885 incidents and
nonconsensual sexual acts declined from 326

2008 State prisons experienced 28% increase
in 2005 to 235 in 2008 but this decline was not

in substantiated incidents between 2005 459
statistically significant table Substantiated

incidents and 2008 589 incidents Local and
incidents of abusive sexual contacts increased

private jails saw no statistically significant change
significantly between 2005 and 2008 from 173

during the same period
to 272 The increase in substantiated incidents of

The rate of substantiated incidents of sexual staff sexual misconduct from 338 in 2005 to 361 in

violence follows the same pattern as total 2008 was not significant Substantiated incidents of

substantiated incidents While the overall rate did staff sexual harassment did increase significantly

not change significantly between 2005 and 2008 from 48 in 2005 to 63 in 2008

for both years it was 0.4 substantiated incidents

TABLE

National estimates of substantiated lnddents of sexual victimization and rates per 1000 inmates by type of faciNty

20052008

Nmmther of substantiated hiddeith Rate per 1000 inmates

Fadhtytype 2008 2007 2006 2005 2008 2007 2006 2005

Total 931 1001 967 885 0.40 0.40 0.43 0.40

Pulsom 651 613 563 524 0.43 0.40 038 0.36

Pubhc.federalb 21 14 41 0.13 0.08 0.03 0.26

Pubic-state 589 570 549 459 0.47 0.46 0.46 039

JaiIs 271 380 393 348 0.34 039 0.52 0.46

Otheraduitfactities

Indian
country jadsd 10 2.22

Military-operated
218 0.54 1.08 017

ICE-operated 0.08 0.15 0.25 0.15

Comparison grou

DifFereomwtthconipadson gmupisslgImkantatthets% cootdnom leveL

A100 Iew.cases to providearbIerate

Note Detad may not sum to tot due to rown

deredp$vateatens
stimatesisem 2006 are notmanpasable to those 2005 due toadiangeto reponlung

qidedesIocIaed piivateJak

4xduusmgjuveadesody

Substantiated Incidents of sexual

victimization

State prison administrators reported an

Increase of 130 substantIated Incidents

between 2005 and 2008

Substantiated incidents of inmate-

on-inmate abusive sexual contacts

and staff sexual harassment increased

significantly between 2005 and 2008

Sexual Victimization Reported by Adult Correctional Authorities 20072008



Incident-level findings

For each substantiated incident of sexual

victimization administrators were asked to fill out

form that collected incident-level characteristics

such as the age and sex of the victim the number

Administrators reported that 19% of alleged
of perpetrators any injuries to the victim the time

abusive sel COfldS___
and location of the victimization and sanctions

as were 12% of alleged nonconsensual sexual unposed on the perpetrator

acts 19% of alleged inddents of staff sexual
TABLE

misconduct and 5% of alleged incidents of staff
icIentso

sexual harassment table The percentage of sexu Jmleadon by type of Incident 2005-2008

substantiated allegations varied by type of fadlity lnddent
type 200 2007 2006 2005

Local
jail

administrators reported substantiating Total 931 1001 967 885

greater percentage of allegations of abusive sexual Inmate-on-inmate

contacts 24% in jails versus 17% in prisons
sexual acts 235 268 262 326

inmate-on-inmate abusive
Federal and state prison administrators reported

semi contacts

that greater percentage of allegations of imnate- SalV misconduct

on-inmate sexual victimization were found to be

unsubstantiated than local jail administrators

In prisons 63% of alleged nonconsensual sexual vonpaçneoiindencekveI
acts and 61% of abusive sexual contacts were Note

ynotsuin to tel due to lowidlig

unsubstantiated while 41% of nonconsensual

sexual acts and 46% of abusive sexual contacts

in jails were unsubstantiated The same was true

of incidents of staff sexual misconduct 58% of

alleged incidents were found to be unsubstantiated

in prisons compared to 39% in local
jails

TABLE5

National estimates of outcomes of investigations into allegations of sexual violence by type of
facility

2007-2008

Number of allegations Percent by outco.nea

MI Federaland NI Federaland

faclitlesb state pek_ons LocaIjalls faciliniesh state prisons1 Local jails

4764 3260 1291 100% 100% 100%

503 304 161 12 11 13

2416 1800 504 57 63 411

1349 739 558 32 26 46
495 417 69

2637 2012 546 100% 100% 100%

490 347 132 19 17 24

1508 1209 250 58 61 46
602 429 158 23 22 29

36 27

Cornpadsongicup

Oôlnv thcompatson group
is ugnificant at the 95% confidence kvd

Note Detail nuynotauntototalthikomatos

Patents based on alegadons gations have been completet

onsan ya dildes operated by the US mM Inlgoatienendcastonls EniocesnentUCE

greater percentage of allegations of

abusive sexual contacts and incidents

of staff sexual misconduct were

substantiated in local jails than in

prisons

272 218 1581 173

361 452 471 338

63 63 70 48

Inmate-on-inmate nanccnsensual sexual acts

Substantiated

Unsubstantiated

Unfounded

Investigation ongoing

Inmate-on-inmate abusive sexual contacts

Substantiated

Unsubstantiated

Unfounded

Investigation ongoing

Sxualmisconduct

Substantiated

Unsubstantiated

Unfounded

Investigation ongoing

Staff sexual harassment

Substantiated

Unsubstantiated

Unfounded

bwestiaationonooina

4964 3461 1211 100% 100% 100%

814 454 285 19 15 25

2324 1699 443 53 58 39
1230 785 416 28 27 36

595 523 67

2467 2078 363 100% 100% 100%

126 89 33

1475 1222 239 63 62 68

758 671 78 32 34 22

108 96 .12
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Inmate-on-inmate sexual victimization

Females were disproportionately

victimized by inmates in state and

federal prisons and local jails

Females represent 7% of sentenced prison inmates

but accounted for 21% of all victims of inmate-on-

inmate sexual victimization in federal and state

psisonsl table SimiIarlc females account for 13%

of inmates in local jails but 32% ofallvictims.2

Victims and perpetrators of

nonconsensual acts were more likely

to be younger than 25 compared to

victims and perpetrators of abusive

sexual contacts

About 42% of victims of nonconsensual sexual

acts and 31% of perpetrators were younger
than

25 compared to 33% of victims of abusive sexual

contacts and 21% of perpetrators

greater percentage of perpetrators in local jails

were younger than 25 compared to perpetrators

in prisons Perpetrators of inmate-on-inmate

sexual victimization in local jails were more likely

to be under 2538% than perpetrators in prisons

17% Perpetrators in prisons were more likely

than perpetrators in local jails to be ages 25-39

48% in prisons compared to 39% in local jails

and 40 or older 35% compared to 23%

About in substantiated incidents of

inmate-on-inmate sexual victimization

were committed by more than one

perpetrator

Approximately 12% of substantiated incidents

of inmate-on-inmate sexual victimization were

committed by two or more perpetrators but this

varied by facility and incident type Two or more

perpetrators committed greater percentage

of substantiated incidents in local
jails 14%

than in prisons 9% In addition two or more

perpetrators committed greater percentage
of

nonconsensual sexual acts 16% than abusive

sexual contacts 7%

About in incidents of inmate-on-

inmate sexual victimization resulted in

victim injury

Under fifth 18% of substantiated incidents of

inmate-on-inmate sexual victimization resulted

in an injury There was no significant difference in

the percentage of incidents resulting in an injury

in prisons compared to local
jails

There was

difference by incident type nonconsensual sexual

acts were significantly more likely to result in an

injury 28% than abusive sexual contacts 8%

Nonconsensual sexual acts were

more likely than abusive sexual

contacts to occur In the early morning

hours midnight to 6a.m. Abusive

sexual contacts occurred more often

during the day 6a.m to p.m than

nonconsensual sexual acts

About 32% of nonconsensual sexual acts

occurred between midnight and a.m

compared to 12% of abusive sexual contacts

Roughly 22% of abusive sexual contacts occurred

between a.m and noon compared to 17% of

nonconsensual sexual acts and 36% occurred

between noon and 6p.m compared to 24% of

nonconsensual sexual acts

Solitary confinement was used most

often as sanction against perpetrators of

inmate-on-inmate sexual victimization

Solitary confinement was the most frequent

sanction imposed on perpetrators of inmate-on-

inmate sexual victimization but the distribution

of sanctions imposed varied by facility
and

incident type Perpetrators ofinmate-on-inmate

sexual victimization in local jails were more

likely to receive legal action 1% than were

perpetrators in prisons 26% These legal actions

induded arrest 22% in jail compared to 3%

in prison and referral for prosecution 34%

compared to 25% Perpetrators of inmate-on-

inmate sexual victimization were also more likely

to be placed in higher custody level within the

facility 33% in local
jails compared to prisons

22%See Prison Inmates at Midyear 2008Statistical Tables BJS

Webb April 2009

2Sce Jail Inmates at Midyear 2008Statistical Tables BJS Web
31 March 2009

Sexual Victimization Reported by Adult Correctional Authorities 2007-2008



Perpetrators of inmate-on-inmate sexual

victimization in prisons were more likely than

perpetrators in local jails to be placed in solitary

confinement 77% in prisons compared to 67%

in jails transferred to another 1cility 23%

compared to 9% receive loss of good time or

increase in bad time 22% compared to 6% and

confined to their cells 14% compared to 10%

Sanctions were more severe for

nonconsensual sexual acts than for

abusive sexual contacts

Perpetrators were subject to legal action for 41%

of nonconsensual sexual acts compared to 23%

of abusive sexual contacts They were referred

for prosecution for 36% of nonconsensual

sexual acts compared to 17% of abusive sexual

contacts About 32% of nonconsensual sexual

Victim tharactedsda

TABLE6

National estimates of selected characteristics of substantiated Incidents of Inmate-on-inmate sexual victimlzatIon by typ of fadlfty and Incident

2007-2008

FadItyte

Total pernt Federal and state piiscns

leddenpe

Nonconsansual senial acts Abmiveseimalcontacts

Sex

Male 77% 79% 68% 92% 62%
Female 23 21 32 38

Age

Under 25 37% 35% 44% 42% 33%
25-39 45 46 38 41 48
4oorolder 18 19 18 17 19

Perpedtaiacteristks

Number Of
perpetrators

88% 91% 86% 84% 93%
lormcre 12 14 16

Sex

Male 82% 81% 80% 93% 70%

Female 18 19 20 30

Age

Under 25 26% 17% 38% 31% 21%

25-39 44 48 39 41 47
40orolder 30 35 23 29 32

lnonttharacte

Victim mjuied

No 82% 83% 85% 72% 92%
Yes 18 17 15 28

Time of day0

6a.m.tonoon 20% 22% 15% 17% 22%

Noonto6p.m 30 34 23 24 36

p.m to midnight
42 41 42 44 40

Midnightto6a.m 22 19 29 32 12

Sanction inposaP

Solitary/disciplinary
72% 77% 67% 69% 76%

Legal actlonc 32 26 51 41 23

AlTested 22 10

Relleredforpiosecution 27 25 34 36 17

Confinedtoowncefl/room 12 14 10 11 13

Placedinhighercustodywithinsamefaality 27 22 33 32 21

Lossofpiivileges 23 25 22 22 23

Transenedtoanotherfacility 22 23 27 17

tossofgoodtime/lncreaseinbadtinie 17 22 18 17

Other 14 15 12 13 15

group
thcompaisongroupisgrnatthelS%mafidencekvet

Notr Sat and age as reported brat mostt urns in multiple-victim hiddatu anda most two perpetiatorotemuti e-pesp
orioddenti ad swthunltnown sex or age

ndrsprWatepandJalsjabin Indian
courtly

id facilities operated wU ritary and hrinrtgaadon and Cisterns Enwcemerrt Ks
0iletailsumstomooethai 100%bocauemuitiplemeswllcwrdbrthisitem

nnewsonteore
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acts resulted in the perpetrator being placed in

higher custody level compared to 21% of abusive

sexual contacts and 27% of the more severe acts

resulted in the perpetrator being transferred to

another fecility compared to 17% of abusive

sexual contacts

Staff-on-inmate sexual vktimization

Females were disproportionately

victimized by staff in state and federal

prisons and local jails

Following the same pattern as inmate-on-inmate

sexual victimization females account for

greater proportion of victims of staff-on-inmate

victimization than they do in the overall inmate

population As previously stated females account

for 7% of sentenced prison inmates but represent

about third of all victims of staff-on-inmate

sexual victimization in federal and state prisons

32% table Similarly females represent only

13% of inmates in local
jails

but over half of all

victims of staff-on-inmate victimization 56%

Females perpetrated the majority of

incidents of staff sexual misconduct

while males perpetrated the majority of

incidents of staff sexual harassment

About 61% of incidents of staff sexual

misconduct and 21% of incidents of staff sexual

harassment were perpetrated by females Males

perpetrated 39% of incidents of staff sexual

misconduct and over three-quarters of incidents

of staff sexual harassment 79%

Over half of incidents of staff sexual

harassment were reported by the victim

In over half the incidents of staff sexual

harassment 58% the victim reported the

incident to administrators compared to 26%

of the incidents of staff sexual misconduct

Incidents of staff sexual misconduct were more

likely than incidents of staff sexual harassment

to be reported by an individual other than the

victim induding another inmate 23% of staff

sexual misconduct compared to 13% of staff

sexual harassment the femily of the victim 29%

compared to 1% or correctional officer or

frontline staff 8% compared to 2% Incidents

of staff sexual misconduct were also more likely

than incidents of staff sexual harassment to be

discovered during an unrelated investigation

4% compared to 2% or in some other way such

as through incriminating photos or notes 15%

compared to 8%

About in incidents of staff-on-inmate

sexual victimization occurred in

program service area

The most common location for staff-on-inmate

sexual victimization was in program service

area3 38% followed by victims cell or room

17% another area 17% outside of the
facility

12% in dormitory 10% in common area

10% and in staff area 10% Incidents of staff

sexual misconduct were more likely to occur in

staff area 11% or another area 18% than

incidents of staff sexual harassment 6% and 10%

respectively Incidents of staff sexual harassment

were more likely to occur in dormitory 14%
or common area 14% than incidents of staff

sexual misconduct 9%for both

More incidents of staff sexual

victimization occurred during daytime

hours 6a.m to 6p.m in federal and

state prisons than in jails

More incidents of staff-on-inmate sexual

victimization occurred in federal and state

prisons either between 6a.m and noon 45% or

noon and 6p.m 51% than in local
jails 21%

and 36% respectively More incidents of staff

sexual victimization occurred between 6p.m and

midnight in local jails 1% than in federal and

state prisons 35%

3Program service areas indude the commissar kitchen stor

age area laundry cafeteria workshop and hallway

To date BJS has released the following reports

on inmate sexual victimization in adult

correctional facilities

Sexual Victimization in Prisons and Jails

Reported by Inmates 2008-09

NO 231169

Sexual Victimization in Local Jails Reported by

Inmates 2007 NO 221946

Sexual Victimization in State and Federal

Prisons Reported by Inmates 2007 NO
219414

Sexual Violence Reported by Correctional

Authorities 2006 NO 218914

Sexual Violence Reported by Correctional

AuthorIties 2005 NO 214646

Sexual Violence Reported by Correctional

Authorities 2004 NO 210333

Sexual Victimization Reported by Adult Correctional Authorities 20072008



TABLE

National estimates of selected characteristics of substantiated Incidents of staff sexual misconduct and harassment by type of
facility and incident

2007-2008

Fadlity type lnddeit type

Total Federal and Local Staff sexual Staff sexual

percemt state priomis jells misconduct harassment

Vktlmdaractedslks

Sex

Male 63% 68% 44% 65% 50%
Female 37 32 56 35 50

Petpatordiatactedstks

Sex

Male 44% 39% 63% 39%

Female 56 61 37 61 21

Who reported the hiddant6

Victim 31% 27% 43% 26% 58%
Anotherinmate non-victim

22 23 22 23 13

Fancivktbis 28 31 22 29 21
Correctional ofiker/frontlinestaff

Anonymous

Dlscoveveddtxing unrelated investigation

Other 14 14 12 15

Where occone

lndctimceIUmom 17% 13% 26% 17% 16%

lnadmmitcy 10 11 14
hiacommonea 10 11 10 14
In

program service area 38 46 14 37 41

Outside the 1cility 12 12 15 13

Staff area 10 11 11

Other 17 13 28 18 10
Tune of dayb

6a.m.tonoon 36% 45% 21% 36% 38%

Noonto6p.m 45 51 36 45 45

6p.m.tomidnlght 40 35 51 41 29
Midniqhtto6a.rn 23 19 28 24 16

Cornpaisan group

Diffeserire with ram ogroupissigodimot at the 95% confidence leveL

Note Sm and reported for at most two vkthss In multiple-vlcthu
mddents and at mosttwo pespe

mute
pe

ridde udes siclims with unknown sex Irage

alnckldespdvatepqisonsajldjailsjags and fod operated by the iS nfftary and him dCustoins Enforcement 0E

sums to rnoevthan 100% bemuse muItk responses were aSowed for this item
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Methodology 2008 survey dosed prior to data collection

Sampling

The sampling designs for the 2007 and 2008 SSV

surveys varied according to the different facilities

covered under PREA The following designs were

used

Federal and state prisons

In both 2007 and 2008 the survey induded the

Federal Bureau of Prisons and all 50 state adult

prison systems Prison administrators were

directed to report only on incidents of sexual

victimization that occurred within publicly

operated adult prison facilities and to exclude

incidents involving inmates held in local jails

privately operated facilities and facilities in other

jurisdictions

Privately operated state and federal

prisons

In 2007 sample of 42 privately operated state

and federal prison facilities was drawn to produce

10% sample of the 417 private prisons identified

by the 2005 Census of State and Federal Adult

Correctional Facilities Facilities were sorted by

average daily population ADP in the 12-month

period ending June 302005 Five facilities

with ADPs greater than 2145 inmates were

selected with certainty because of their size The

remaining facilities were sorted by region i.e

Northeast Midwest South or West state and

ADP and 37 facilities were sampled systematically

with probability proportional to their size.5 See

National estimates and accuracy page 11

In 2008 BJS increased the sample from 42 to

85 privately operated prison facilities with the

intention of increasing the precision of private

prison estimates As in 2007 facilities were

ranked byADP in the 12-month period ending

June 302005 The 33 facilities with an ADP of at

least 1000 inmates were induded with certainty

in the 2008 SSV The remaining facilities were

sorted by region state and ADP and 52 facilities

were sampled systematically with probability

proportional to their size

Three privately operated prisons selected for the

4These facilities were given 100% chance of sdcctlon In each

sample because of their size

5The chance of selection was directly
related to the size of the

facility i.e within each stratum facilities with larger ADPs

had
greater

chance of selection than facilities with smaller

ADPs
6Sijt states have combined jail-prison systesnn Masks Con

necticut Ddaware Hawaii Rhode Island and Vermont

Pacific Furlough Facility CA

Horizon Center Community Corrections

Center NY

Community Residential Treatment

Services OH

Public jails

In 2007 sample of 500 publicly operated jail

facilities was selected based on data reported

in the 2005 Census of Jail Inmates First the

third-largest jail jurisdiction in 44 states and

the District of Columbia was selected This

minimized overlap with the 2005 and 2006

studies in which the largest and second-largest

jurisdictions in those states were chosen with

certainty An additional 132
jail jurisdictions

with ADPs greater than or equal to 1000 inmates

were also selected with certainty The remaining

2745 jail jurisdictions on the franie were then

grouped into three strata The first stratum

contained 1527 jails with an ADP of 79 or fewer

inmates the second stratum included 796 jails

with an ADP of 80 to 253 inmates and the third

stratum included 422
jails

with an ADP of 254

to 999 inmates Jail jurisdictions in these three

strata were sorted by region state and ADP

and selected systematically with probability

proportional to size resulting in 72 selections

from stratum one 85 from stratum two and 165

from stratum three

Of the 500 selected jail jurisdictions two did not

respond to the
survey

Marion-Walthall County Regional

Correctional Facility MS

Desoto County Jail MS
Three jail jurisdictions selected for the 2007 survey

dosed prior to data collection

Haskell County Jail TX

Galena City Jail KS

Montevallo City Jail AL

In 2008 sample of 500 publicly-operated jail

facilities was selected based on data reported in

the 2007Deaths in Cu.stodyAnnual Summary on

Inmates under Jail Supervision First the largest

jail jurisdiction in 44 states and the District of

Columbia was selected to minimize overlap

with the 2006 and 2007 studies in which the

second- and third-largest jurisdictions were

chosen with certainty respectively Another 130

jail jurisdictions with ADPs greater than or equal

to 1000 inmates were selected with certainty The

remaining 2707 jail jurisdictions on the frame

were then grouped into three strata The first

10 Sexual Victimization Reported by Adult Correctional Authorities 20072008



stratum contained 1483 jails
with an ADP of 84

or fewer inmates the second stratum included 792

jails with an ADP of 85 to 263 inmates and the

third stratum induded 432
jails

with an ADP of

264 to 999 inmates As in 2007 jail jurisdictions in

these three strata were sorted by region state and

ADP and sdected systematically with probability

proportional to their size resulting in 63 selections

from stratum one 70 from stratum twos and 191

from stratum three

Of the 500 selected jail jurisdictions did not

respond to the survey

St Clair County Jail AL

Welsh City Jail LA

Anson County Jail NC
Northumberland County Department of

Corrections PA

Hudspeth County Jail TX

Marathon County Adult Detention WI
Two selected

jail jurisdictions dosed in 2008

Tyrrell County Jail NC
Trenton City Jail MO

Private jails

In 2007 sample of privately operated jails

was selected based on data reported in the 2005

Census of Jail Inmates The 42 private facilities on

the sampling frame were sorted by region state

and ADP and jails were systematically sampled

with probability proportional to size

In 2008 sample of privately operated jails

was selected based on data reported in the

2007 Deaths in Custody Annual Summary on

Inmates under Jail Supervision Like 2007 the

41 private facilities on the sampling frame were

sorted by region state and ADP and
jails

were systematically sampled with probabffity

proportional to size

Other correctional facilities

Three additional censuses of other correctional

facilities were drawn to represent

all adult jails in Indian country in 2007

all facilities operated by the U.S Air Force

US Army U.S Navy and U.S Marines in

the continental United States

all facilities operated by ICE

Of the 66 other correctional facilities surveyed in

2007 seven cUd not respond to the
survey

Fort Peck Police Department and Adult

Detention MT
Standing Rock Law Enforcement and

Adult Detention ND
Turtle Mountain Law Enforcement and

Adult Detention ND

Laguna Tribal Police and Detention Center

NM
Eastern Nevada Law Enforcement and

Adult Detention NV

Sisseton-Wahpeton Law Enforcement and

Adult Detention SD

ICEPort Isabel Service Processing Center

Five othe 74 other correctional facilities

surveyed in 2008 did not respond to the survey

Navajo Department of Corrections Tuba

City AZ

ICEKrome Service Processing Centez FL

ICELaSalle Detention Facility LA

Blackfeet Adult Detention Center MT

ICEAguadilla Service Processing Center

Puerto Rico

Two other correctional facilities sampled for the

2007 survey
dosed prior to data collection

ICESan Pedro Processing Center CA

Pine Ridge Police Department and Adult

Detention SD

One other correctional
facility sampled for the

2008 survey dosed prior to data collection

ICESan Pedro Processing Center CA
Data for each correctional system and sampled

facility
are displayed in appendix tables 19-30

In each table measure of population size has

been included to provide basis for comparing

Victimization counts

Reports of sexual victimization

Since BJS first developed uniform definitions of

sexual victimization correctional administrators

have significantly enhanced their abilities to report

uniform data on sexual victimization In 2008

administrators in 46 state prison systems were

able to report incidents of abusive sexual contacts

separately from nonconsensual sexual acts This

was an increase of systems since 2006 One

state limited counts of nonconsensual sexual acts

to substantiated incidents and one state limited

counts of nonconsensual sexual acts to completed

versus attempted and completed acts The

majority of state prison systems were able to report

data on staff sexual misconduct using survey

definitions Three systems were unable to separate

7A sample of 15 of the 63 adult
jails us Indian country was

taken in 2008 rather than census
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staff sexual harassment from misconduct and

one system did not track incidents of staff sexual

harassment in central database

Public
jail

administrators were less likely

than prison administrators to report sexual

victimization based on the definitions provided

About quarter of public jail jurisdictions did

not record abusive sexual contacts separately

from the more serious nonconsensual sexual

acts in 2008 This is an Improvement over

the 2006 SSV in which third of public jail

jurisdictions did not record this information

Ten public jail jurisdictions did not record

allegations of abusive sexual contacts 12

based counts of nonconsensual sexual acts on

completed acts onl and 15 based counts of

nonconsensual sexual acts on substantiated

allegations only Finally public jail

jurisdictions did not keep records on allegations

of nonconsensual sexual acts

Published estimates are not adjusted to account for

systems and facilities that were unable to meet BJS

reporting standards Howevei these systems
and

facilities are footnoted in appendix tables 19-30

National estimates and accuracy

Survey responses were weighted to produce

national estimates by type
of correctional fadlity

Data from the Federal Bureau of Prisons all state

systems 2008
jails

in Indian country military

facilities and ICE facilities received weight of

1.00 since these systems and facilities were all

selected with certainty

Among public jails private jails private prisons and

2007 jails in Indian country facilities were assigned

weight equal to the inverse of their probability

of selection Estimates for responding public

jail jurisdictions were adjusted for nonresponse

by multiplying each estimate by the ratio of the

total ADP in all jurisdictions within the jails

sampling stratum to the ADP among participating

jurisdictions within the jail sampling stratum

Survey estimates for public jails private jails and

private prisons are subject to sampling error The

estimated sampling error varies by the size of the

estimate and the size of the base population

Estimated standard errors were calculated using

SUDAAN.8 For summary statistics the 2007

and 2008 data files were treated separately For

each file the sampling information was retained

by treating each facility-level sample as its own

stratum or multiple strata in the case of the

public jail sample for total of 10 strata in 2007

and 10 strata In 2008

The 2007 and 2008 incident report data files

were combined and treated as one data file The

sampling information for each
year was retained

by treating each
facility-level sample as its own

stratum or multiple strata in the case of the

public jail samples for total of 19 strata across

both years finite population correction was

utilized for both summary- and incident-level

estimation

Estimates of the standard errors are induded in

appendix tables 2468 10 12 14 16 and 18

These standard errors maybe used to construct

confidence intervals around survey estimates

e.g numbers rates and percentages as well

as differences between these estimates For

example the 95% confidence interval around the

percentage of male victims of inmate-on-inmate

sexual victimization is approximately 77% plus

or minus 1.96 times 1.2% resulting ina9s%

confidence interval of 74.6% to 79.4%

Tests of statistical signifi cance

To facilitate the analysis rather than provide

the detailed estimates far
every

standard error

differences in the estimates of sexual victimization

for subgroups in these tables have been tested for

significance at the 95% level of confidence For

example the difference in the total number of

incidents of sexual victimization in 2005 6241

incidents compared to 20087444 is statistically

significant at the 95% level of confidence table

In all tables providing detailed comparisons

statistical differences at the 95% level of confidence

have been designated with two asterisks The

comparison group has been designated with one

asterisk

Appendix tables

Appendix tables 1-6 have more detailed

information on characteristics of inmate-on

inmate incidents Characteristics of staff-on

inmate sexual victimization are described in table

and appendix tables 7-18 Detailed tabulations

of the survey results by system and sampled

facility
are presented in appendix tables 19-30

All appendix tables are available on the BJS

website at http//bjs.ojp.usdoj.gov/content/pub/

pdf/svracao7o8.pdL

8See Research mangle Institute 2008 SUDAA.N Language

Manual Release 10.0 Research 1iang1e Park NC
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APPENDIX TABLE

National estimates of the characteristics of victims and perpetrators in substantiated incidents of Inmate-on-Inmate

sexual victimization by type of facility and incident 20072008

Fadilty type lnddent type

Federal and Nonconsensual Abusive sexual

CharacterIstic Total percent state prison sexual acts contacts

mtharflthda

Number of victims

96% 96% 97% 97% 95%

2ormore

Sex

Male 77% 79% 68% 92% 62%
Female 23 21 32 38

Age

Under 25 37% 35% 44% 42% 33%
25-39 45 46 38 41 48
looroMer 18 19 18 17 19

hcHhpaicadgM

Whfte Non-HIspanic 73% 75% 69% 73% 73%

BladçNon-Hlspanlc
17 17 17 15 18

Hispanic
14

OtherNon_Hispanlcb

Nsanberofpetpetrators

88% 91% 86% 84% 93%

2ormore 12 14 16

Sn

Male 82% 81% 80% 93% 70%
Female 18 19 20 30

Age

Underl5 26% 17% 38W 31% 21%
25-39 44 48 39 41 47
4oorolder 30 35 23 29 32

RacSHbpakodgffi

White Non-HIspanic 42% 46% 33% 39% 46%

BlaclcNon-Hlspanic 45 44 47 47 44

-Hispanic
16

0thetNonHlwanicb

wth comparison onp is significant at the 95% confidence level

Nate Sn age
and ra pa ic origin are reported Mat meet twovictinste multIple-victim leddntsandatnosttwopepeUatoeshinseltiple-perpetrator

kiddonts Exiudn victims with Season sn age race or hispanic origin

aid tadilties operated migration
aid Qistonis EnkrwnentKEbnpapj fun and Other Padflc Islanders
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APPENDIX TABLE

Standard errors forappendix table 1Natlonal estimates oldie characteristics of victims and perpetrators in

sttstantiated inddents at inmate-on-inmate sexual victimization by type of facility and IncIdent 2007-2008

bddmtte

Noacornenwal AkthoenS
tharacterlstk Total percent Local jails sesosal acts contacts

Victim diaracteristics

Numberof victims

0.1% 02% 0.1% 02%

2ormore 0.1 02 0.1 02

Sex

Male 12% 42% 0.7% 1.7%

Female 1.2 4.2 0.7 13

Age

Under2s 1.4% 43% 23% 13%

25-39 13 4.4 2.8 13

4oorolder 12 4.1 1.1 1.9

Race/Hispanic oniqix

Whlte non-HIspanic 1.0% 3.0% 13% 12%

Black non-HispanIc
03 2.4 1.0 1.0

Hispanic
05 1.6 0.8 0.7

Other nets-Hispanic 02 0.1 02 0.4

ftspeunthandS
Number of perpetrators

15% 2.1% 2.9% 0.7%

2ormore 13 2.1 2.9 07

Sex

Male 0.7% 22% 07% 13%

Female 0.7 22 03 13

Age

Under 25 2.0% 42% 33% 1.1%

25-39 12 2.7 2.1 1.6

4Oorolder 1.4 4.2 13 1.8

bce/Hispanic oe9n

White Non-HispanIc 1.8% 46% 2.8% 13%

Black Non-HispanIc 12 43 2.7 13

Hispanic 05 13 0.8 0.8

Other Non-HispanIc 02 0.9 03 0.1

Notr.M facilities operated bythe Federal Boteao rIPiisono and state prison systems were included in the
soevey

and therefore do not havestandd roots
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APPENDIX TABLE

National estimates of the circumstances surrounding substantiated incidents of inmate-on-inmate sexual

vkthnlxatlon by type of facility and incIdent 2007-2008

Faditytype Inddent type

Federal and Nonconsensual Abusive

Circumstance Total
percent1 state prison l.ocaljat secual act sexual contacts

Type
of

pressure
orforceb

None 31% 33% 32% 14% 4896

Force/threatofforce 46 43 47 66 26
Persuasionortalkedintoit 15 17 10 20

Oth 21 20 20 21

Victim Injured

No 82% 83% 85% 72% 92961

Yes 18 17 15 28 81

Whum
In victims cell/room 47% 49% 4296 57% 3796

Inadormitory
12 10 19 11 13

Inacomnonarea 26 16 29
Inaprogranservicearea 10 11 16
Otherareas 15 13 14 17 13

llmeofday0

6aa to noon 20% 22% 1596 17% 2296

Noonto6p.m 30 34 23 24 36
6patomidnight 42 41 42 44 40

Midniglitto6a.m 22 19 29 32 12
Whoreportedthebiddentb

VIctlm 70% 66% 7796 71% 68%

Anotherinmate 13 13 12 14 11

Ccrrectionaloflicer 21 16 19 22

Other

Comm
with conçarisen grotç is signlfkai at the 95% confidence lent

lntht pelvatepelsons and rni etry avi facilities operated by the us nillitary andleni and ustrans Eternal 0t
boetol sums to more than 1OO%beaasensuftsIe responseswu

towed lee this item

ksthdesthSwithpbysimtInphyskibeId downer toedlesomew byskally harmed or bs$re4andllweatrned wihaweapon

dndud leery or blackrnaiflave victim uqs or akotsolflflisrd protection from rtherinmatesflnfltha

lndudes1nthepoxpetratoæceItkornnflna tmnpora.y holding cell wfttdn thefadlflutidethofodlkywhileintransltanflthec
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APPENDIX TABLE

Standard errors for appendix table NatIonal .stlmates of the drcumstancessurro.mdlng substantiated incidents

ofinmate-on-hsmatesexualvkdmlzatlon by type of fadlity and inddenZ 2007-2008

Inddent type

Circumstance Totalpercent Local jails sexualacts sexualcontacts

Type of pressure orforce

None 1.4% 4.6% 1.1% 1.7%

Force/threat of force 1.6 4.8 25 1.2

Persuasion ortalked into it
03 13 1.2 0.4

Other 1.4 4.9 23 Li

Vktim iwed
No 13% 2.7% 03%

Yes 13 1.9 2.7 03

Where oaurred

lnsictimscell/room 13% 3A% 2.8% 1.4%

Inadormitory
13 43 2.4 1.0

Inacommonarea 13 4.6 2.4 1.2

ma program service area 1.1 4.1 0.2 2.0

Otherareas 13 1.9 2.9 0.9

llmeofday

6a.m to noon 0.8% 23% 1.2% 1.2%

Noonto6p.nl 1.0 23 1.5 1.4

6p.m.tomldrnglit 1.7 5.0 3.0 1.8

Midnightto6a.m 13 5.0 2.6 0.9

Who reported the inddeut

Victim 1.0% 2.6% 1.6% 13%

Anotherinmate 0.7 2.1 1.1 0.9

Correctional officer 0.8 2.0 1.4 1.0

Othet 03 1.9 0.7 0.8
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APPENDIX TABLES

National estimates of the sanctions Imposed on perpetrators of substantiated incidents of Inmate-on-Inmate

sexual victimIzatIon by type of fac8lty and IncIdent 2007-2008

Iu_ I-

Federal and Nonconsensual Abusive

Sanction Totaipercerit stateprlsens Locaijalls sexUalacts sexualcontacts

Solltaiy/disilinarf 72% 77% 67W 69% 76%
LOgacsJonb 32 26 51 41 23

Asrested 22 10

Refenvdlbrprosecution
27 25 34 36 17

Conllnedtoowncell/room 12 14 10 11 13

Placedlniviercustodywltlilnsamefacllfty
27 22 33 32 21

tossofpsMeges 23 25 22 22 23

Transferredtoanotherfadlity 22 23 27 17

Lossofgoodtlme/Increaselnbadtime 17 22 18 17

Otherc 14 15 12 13 15

Canparisonoup

Dthcarpaflseficantatthe95%witdenceIeveL

Note Deta8sumstemoee thai 100% because muIIie responses were alowed for Ills item

hsdudes pri and jails jalslabi6sw and fadlidus operated by the U.i mitary and lmrnigradonandQsstomsErcensestKE

blndudesglvejs new sontence

woandothe

APPENDIX TABLE

Standard orsforappendlxtaide5 National estimates of the sanctions Imposed on perpetrators of substantiated

incidents of inmate-on-inmate sexual vktimization by type of facility and incident 2007-2008

uaai
Sanction Total percent Local jails sexualacts sescoalcontacts

Staiy/dlsdplnaiy 1.9% 4.4% 3.4% 1.0%

Legalactlon
13 45 2.6 2.0

Arrested 1.2 43 1.1 2.2

Reforvediorprosecution 1.4 43 23 1.0

-Confinedtoown cell/room 0.6 1.8 0.8 0.9

PhaesJywithinsMnefadaty 1.6 2.0 3.1 1.9

Loss of polvileges 1.3 43 2.2 1.1

Transfrrredtoanotherfadllty 1.9 3.9 2.9 1.9

Loss of good tIme/Increase in bad time 0.6 1.1 1.2 0.4

Other 0.4 1.1 0.9 0.4

Note Al fadlltiesoperated bythe
Federal Bureau of Pflsons and state pnsansystems were induded rn thesarvey and therefore do not haeestandanl enors
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APPENDIX TABLE

National estimates of the characteristics of jubstantiated incidents of staff sexual misconduct and harassment by

type of facility and incIdent 20072008

Faditytype

Federal and

Characteristic Total perceiv state prbcns Local Jails

Nature of the lnddentb

Sexual relationshipthaCappearedtobewilling 62% 6846 4596

Sexual harass ntorrepeatedverbal statements ofasexual nature 18 19 20

Unwantedtouching

lndecentexposureinvasionofprivacorvoyeutismforsexuaIgratiflcation

Pressure orabuse of power resulting in nonconsernual act

Physlcaiforceutsultlnginasexualact

Other 10 19
Unknown level of coerdon

Numberofstaff involved

96% 98% 95%

2ormore

Numberofvktlms

91% 92% 91%

2ormore

0wthceopwisoupbdgoiflcantattM95%wndenceleveL

ncttatepdsonandaBtinhncountyandSbythetLS.miltaryS IotndqradonandOsstonistoforermeotflffl

hostal suns to nsoretha 100%berauurseresponwerealowedfortltlteto

APPENDIX TABLE

Standard errors for appendix table National estimates of the characteristics of substantiated incidents of staff

sexual misconduct and harassment by type of facility and incident 2007-2008

Characteristic Total percent LocalJalls

Nature of the inddent

Sal sipthatappearedtobewlhingn 23% 7.8%

Sexual harassment or repeated vestal statements ofasexual nature 2.2 7.1

Unwantedtoudting 13 43

Indecent
erposure

invasion of ptivacyorvorism for sexual gratIfication 0.6 1.6

Pressureorabuseofpowerresultlnginanonconsensualact 0.4 1.1

Physical force resulting inasexual act 0.2

Other 1.6 17

Unknown level of coerdon 0.4 12

Number of staff involved

13% 2.0%

2ormore 13 2.0

Number of victims

12% 1.9%

2ormore 12 1.9

NotrAt fodlides operated by the Federal Bureau of Prisons and state raison systems were induded in the surveyand therefore do not have standard errors
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APPENDIX TABLE

National estimates of circumstances surrounding substantiated incidents of staff sexual misconduct and harassment by type of
facility

and Incident

2007-2008

Fadiltytype ______________________________________________

Orcumstance Total percent Federal and state prisons Local Jails Staff sexual misconduct Stalfseeual harassment

Who reported the laddent

Victim 31% 27% 43% 26% 58%

Another inmate non-victim 22 23 22 23 13

Farnilyotvicttm 28 31 22 29 21
Correctionalofficer/fronttnestaff

Anonymous

Di covered during
unrelated

investigation

Other 14 14 12 15

Where occurred

lnvicthnscdWroom 17% 13% 26% 17% 16%

lnadormitory 10 11 14

Inacommonarea 10 11 10 14

In
program

service area 38 46 14 37 41

Outsidethefadlity 12 12 15 13

Staffarea 10 11 11

Other 17 13 28 18 10
Tune of day

6a.m.tonoon 36% 45% 21% 36% 38%

Noonto6p.m 45 51 36 45 45

6p.m.to midnight 40 35 51 41 29

Midn1ttto6a.m 23 19 28 24 16

ewthono.çth5%rnidldexekvet
Notr Detat sumsto more than 100% because multiple respomes wereallowed for mdi tern

dviteuaciusopetattd by the OS mthtary and komi ationandCustoms EnforamertIt

APPENDIX TABLE 10

Standard errors for appendixtabi National estimates of the circumstances surrounding substantiated incidents

of staff sexual misconduct and harassment by type of
facility

and incident 2007-2008

lrdden
Staff sexual Staff sexual

Circumstance Total percent Local jails misconduct harassment

Who
reported

the haddent

Victim 2.7% 7.7% 3.2% 2.6%

Anotherinmatenon-ylctlm 1.8 5.8 2.0 1.9

Fami of victim 2.0 6.0 2.3 2.0

Correctional officerlfront linestaff 1.2 0.9 1.4 0.1

Anonymous 0.5 1.8 05 2.0

Discovered during unrelated investigation
0.6 1.0 0.7 0.1

Other 1.7 4.1 1.9 13

Where occurred

lnvktImscell/room 1.8% 6.2% 2.1% 1.9%

Inadormitory 1.4 45 1.6 13

Inacommonarea 13 4.4 15 1.7

Inaprogramserviceatea 1.7 2.4 1.9 22

Oudethefacility
1.4 4.6 15 2.6

Staff area 0.8 15 0.9 03

Other 2.7 8.3 3.1 1.9

Time of day

6a.m.tonoon 1.4% 3.4% 1.6% 2.1%

Noonto6p.m 1.8 5.8 2.1 2.7

6p.m.tomidnight
22 6.8 23 2.7

Midniqhtto6a.m 22 6.7 2.6 2.8

NoteAllesoprrntedbytheledetti Ssmau on and state place systenlaw
duded In the

survey
and eden lb tandard moss
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APPENDIXTABLE 11

National estimates of the characteristics of vlcthns of staff sexual misconduct and harassment by type of facility

and incident 20072008

Fadlitytype _____________
Federal and Staff sexual Staff sexual

Totalpexent atepdseeis11 Local jals mls00nduct .5f55
Sex

Male 63% 68% 44% 65% 50%

Female 37 32 56 35 50

Age

Under 18 A% 0% A%

18-24 19 13 29 20 19

25-29 26 24 30 27 24

30-34 25 24 27 27 1611

35-39 16 20 15 21
40-44 12 14

45orolder

Race/Hispanicorinb

White non-Hispanic
55% 55% 68% 53% 63W11

Bladg non-HIspanic
33 34 27 35 26k

Hlspank
10 11

Other

Compadrense

Dithcnoupbsignifiontatthe9S%uatidrncekveL

AO3
Note Sex age and fl nkodnazereported at most two victinerm miipIe-icim Inctdenti EXdUdOS YktkOS anth wrmonseageand/orrale/

pdvatepthmsasJafski ha8ancoiarlrandcMaesoperatedbythe
US military and knmgradonand0istennniscunenl0Ct

bOatafi srans to atom than 100% bexausemWtiple iseswrve allowed itr this ten

nNMlonsNed0therPadbcIalandu

APPENDIX TABLE 12

Standard errors for appendix table 11 National estimates of the characteristics of victims of staff sexual misconduct

and harassment bytype of facility and incIdent 2007-2008

tharacteristic Total percest Local jails Stall sexual misconduct Staff sexual harassment

Sex

Male 2.4% 7.0% 2.8% 2.3%

2.4 7.0 2.8 2.3

Age

Under 18 0.2% 0.0% 0.2% 0.0%

18-24 23 7.5 2.9 23

25-29 1.9 5.8 2.2 2.1

30-34 2.1 6.6 2.5 0.9

35-39 0.8 1.6 0.9 1.8

40-44 0.4 0.9 0.5 0.6

45 or older 0.3 0.8 0.2 13

Race/Hispanic orln

White non-Hispanic 2.0% 52% 2.4% 1.9%

Black non-Hispanic 1.8 4.8 2.1 1.2

Hispanic
1.1 1.9 1.3 12

Other 0.2 0.1 0.3 0.1

Ncterldoperated by the Federal Bureau of Prisom and state prison systems were induded in thesurveyand
the edo noth ndard errors
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APPENDIX TABI.E 13

National estimates of the characteristics of staff involved in staff sexual misconduct and harassment by type of

facility and incident 2007-2008

FadIltytpe ddent type

Federal and Staff sexual Staff sexual

tharacterislic Totalperceut statepdsons Locaijals mIsconduct1 harassment

Sex

Male 44% 39% 63% 39%

Female 56 61 371 61 2111

Age

24oryounger 8% 6% 7% 8% 3%
25-29 19 17 25 20 13
30-34 15 17 10 15 15

3539 18 17 23 18 17

40-44 14 14 12 15 10
45-54 21 21 22 19 28
55orokler 13

Whiter4rtspamc 63% 68% 55% 62% 69%

Black non-Hispanic 24 20 29 26 13
Hispauk 16 12

Otherb

Comparisongroi

th ran isaiparitattho 95% coididence level

Not
age coilgin are repcfled for at most rn

pe nddple-peopetntor mddents Esdudespeopetratorswith unbownsercageandl

celHispanicongm

lndudespiepoisonsandJalsJaalsm dfdIties operated by the U.S nilttary and kiunloration and Customs Enforcement 1t

APPENDIXTABLE 14

Standard errors forappendix table 13 National estimates of the characteristics of staff involved in staff sexual

misconduct and harassment by type of facility and incident 2007-2008

laddentte

tharactedotic Total
pencent

Local jals Staff sexual misconduct Staff sexual harassment

Sex

Male 2.4% 6.4% 2.9% 2.1%

Female 2.4 6.4 2.9 2.1

Age

24 or younger
1.4% 4.0% 1.6% 0.2%

25-29 2.1 6.1 23 2.6

30-34 1.4 23 1.6 2.0

35-39 13 4.4 13 1.7

40-44 1.8 4.1 2.1 05

45-54 2.4 7.8 2.8 3.1

55 or older 02 0.4 0.2 1.0

Race/Hispauk onn

White non-Hispanic 2.7% 7.8% 3.1% 2.8%

Black non-Hispanic 23 6.6 2.7 0.7

Hispanic 23 7.2 2.7 3.1

Other 0.1 0.0 0.1 03

Note AN faduitos operated bytlie Federal Boron of Pttsons aiidstate prison systriniwere indudedin thesLovey andtherefore donot havestandard mats
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APPENDIX TABLE 15

National estimates of the type and position of staff involved in staff sexual misconduct and harassment by type of

facility and Incident 20072008

Fadlity type

Federal and Staff sexual Staff seinial

thaactedstlc Total percenta state pdscns Local Jails misconduct harassment

Type
of staff involved

FulIart-timeempIoyee 86% 83% 93W 86% 87%

Contract employee/vendor
13 16 13

Volunteer/intern

Other

Position of staff Involved

Administrator 2% 1% 5% 2% 4%

Corectional officer 65 55 82 66 61

Geilcal

Mteoanceoeotherfadlitysiipport 13 17 13 18
Metalorotherheaithcare 10 12 10

Educationstaff

Otherprogram staff

Other

Cnvpedoonpo

0nthcam on eop is significant atthe 95% confidence knot

AlImO5
Detail sums to move than 100%b emuftipe were allowed for each item

ekaiepdeommIsJaMshs adlltiesoperatedbytheu3 mMonlteinsFafexomnpcfl

APPENDIXTABLE 16

Standard errors for appendix table 15 National estimates of the type and position of staff involved as staff sexual

misconduct and harassment by type of
facility and hscldent 2007-2008

Inddonttvoe

haractethaic Total peronit Local jab Staff sexual misconduct Staff seimal harassment

Typeof staff involved

-tIme
employee 0.7% 1A% 0.7% 2.4%

Contract
employee/vendor

0.6 1.0 0.7 1.7

Volunteer/intern 0.3 1.0 0.0 2.0

Other 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1

Position of staff Involved

Administrator 1.1% 3.8% 13% 1.7%

Correctional officer 1.8 4.5 2.0 2.4

aerical 03 0.9 03 0.0

Maintenanceorotherfadlitysupport 0.6 1.4 0.6 1.7

Medkalorotherhealthcare 05 1.0 0.6 0.4

Education staff 0.1 0.0 0.1 02

Other
program

staff 0.2 0.1 0.2 0.2

Other 03 1.0 0.1 1.9

Note All facilities operated by the Federal Bureau oPesons and state poison systems were included in the surety and therefore do not have siandad moss
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APPENDIX TABLE 17

National estimates of the impact on Inmate and staff in substantiated incidents of staff sexual misconduct and harassment by type of fadlity and

incident 20072008

Fadty type Inddent type

Total percent Federal and state prisons Local jails Staff sexual misconduct Staff sexual harassment

VIctim inJmed

No 100% 99% 100% 100% 99%

Yes

MedkaIfolIowupforvlctlmb

Glvenmedicalncamination 10% 11% 4% 12% 1%
Mministeied rape kit

Tested forHlV/AIDS

TestedforotherSTDs

Prosfdedcowgormentalheahhtreatment 15 20 17

None of the above 80 74 94 77 95
Change in housingfcustody for victinib

Macedioadmirdsesegrgationorpmtectiveostody 25% 24% 14% 28% 4%
mamitamettcalunitwanLorhospital

ConlifledtoowncelUmom

Gvenhigherlevdofuastolnfacthty

Transfenedtoanotherfadlity 19 20 22 22

Other 10 14 10

Noneoftheabove 51 49 65 46 85
Sanction hoposed onstafib

Legal action 45% 44% 42% 51% 9%
Anested 20 13 30 23

Referred fer prosecutIon 37 41 31 42

Convicted/chaigedlindicted

.Lossofjcb 79 78 88 85 44
DIscharged 37 31 50 40 23
Staff resigned prior to investigation 30 34 28 32 16
Staff resigned alterinvestigation 13 15 10 14

Othersanctlon 21 26 14 15 60

Reprlmanded/dlsdplined
12 12 13 43

LIE 12 17 10 24

Com
Diffnvnce with compassni group is signticantat the 95%contdencelmel

ALessthanQ.5

Indedes epmomandjaasjats iii Indian country and fadlities operated by the U.S mittany and knmigration Customs Enferceanent ICE

bDntaiI sons to morethan 100% became muIti$e responses wore allowed

Cmo5ed/pltiedtoamthandothnf
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APPENDIX TABLE 18

Standard errors for appendix table 17 NatIonal estimates of the Impact on Inmate and staff In substantiated

incidents of staff sexual misconduct and harassment by type of facility and incident 2007-2008

Inddfle

Staff sexual Staff seimal

Totalpercent LocaljaUs ntconduct harassment

VlctinikiJured

No A% 0.0%

0.0

Medical bilow-up for victim

Given medical examination 1.2% 1.0% 1.4% 0.0%

Administered
rape

kit 0.1 0.1 0.0

TestedkrIIlV/AIDS 03 0.9 03 0.0

TestedbrotherSTDs 03 0.9 03 0.0

Provldedcounsellngormentalhealthtreatnent 0.6 1.0 0.8 13

Noneoftheabove 13 1.1 15 12

thangem kousingfaistodyforviclte

Placed inadministrativesegregationorprotectivecustody
1.9% 5.0% 2.1% 0.2%

Placedlnmtardorhospltal 0.1 0.0

Confined to own cell/room 0.4 0.4 0.0

Given higher level of custody in 6cility
0.1 0.0 0.1 0.0

Transfenvdtoanotherfadllty
2.0 6.7 2.4 0.2

Other 0.4 0.6 0.4 0.4

None of the above 23 6.9 2.7 0.7

Saictimi kepesedon staff

Legal action 23% 7.6% 2.9% 0.4%

Airested 25 72 2.9 0.1

Referredforprosecution
23 72 2.8 0.4

Cotwicted/thargeVindicted
03 0.9 0.4 0.0

Lossofjob
13 2.4 1.8 2.6

DIscharged
2.7 7.9 3.0 2.8

Staffresigaedpriortokwestigation
22 6.9 25 1.9

Staff rsgned afterinvestigalion
13 4.0 13 03

Othersanction 14 4.6 1.6 2.7

Itepdnanded/disdplined
1.4 4.6 1.6 2.4

Other 03 0.9 03 15

Not AN tadilties operand by the Federal Nireao OPrtSOOs th nsysteeos wesel odin dth efere do not have standard enoes
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APPENDIX TABLE 19 continued

Allegations of inmate-on-inmate sexual victimization reported by federal and state prison authorities by year and type of victimization 20072008

2008 2007

Reported Reported Reported Reported

Prisoners
bernie-Inmate on-Inmate on-Inmate ri-Inmate

non mensual senaaI acts abusive sexual contacts nonconsensual seaS acts abusive sejnaal contacts

6/30/200P c.Jstatl Allegations Substantiated Allegations Substantiated Allegations SubstantiatedJurkdktion

State continued

Virginia 32195 38 15 25

WashIngton 17055 45 10 17 110 22 14

West Virginia 4959

Wisconsin 22378 36 43 10 51 23

Wyoming 1224 13

tlotrepflt

fxdudm bimat kiptiva yeatS aedi ties operated and administered by local government Cowiti were based on National Prisoners Statistics NPS-1A 2008

bAJegatlons of abusive incuS arstacb teaM not be tend separately men alegatlons of nonconsensual sexual aces In 2007

lkgad soIabuslvesSsal cock not bersastedsepa from allegations oInonceenenxecal sexual act 02008

dountsononccmtensSsnualaslkuhtedtocoetedactin200

Counts otnooconsensual sesualnilmited to completed acts eaty ii 2007

kwstsofnmsconamnsual serial acts hnlted to substantiated inddents only in 2007 and 2008
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APPENDIX TABLE 20

Allegations of staff-on-inmate sexual victimization reported by federal and state prison authorities by year and type of vIctimization 2007-2008

2008 2007

Reported allegations of stilt sexual ed allegations of staff Reported allegations of staff sexual Reported allegations of staff

mlsconductwidi mmates sexual harassment of inmates umsconduct with inmates sexual harassment of Inmates

Alegations Substantiated PJleqatlcns Substantiated Allegations Substantiated Allegations SÆstantlated

Total 1818 233 1062 48 1643 221 1016 41

Federal 161 10 103 182 99

State

Alabama 23

61 50

20 .17 27

callnla 28 17 14

Colorado 14 32 13

Connecticut

Delaware

Hosida 150 210 130 191

Georgia 78 29 85

HawaiI

ll5nois. 26 29 .0

IndIana. 37 14

lowa 49 19 53 11 23

kansas 37 16 22

lentuJy 15

Louisiana 47 117 55 37

Maine

Marylandb 19 27

Massadiusetts 28 68

Michigan 34 321 20 429

Minnesota- 12

.Mlssouzi 55 11 11 69 10 11

Montana 18

Nebraska 14 12 18 10

Nevada 20 10

Newlbmpshire

NewJersey

NewMejaco

Newyork 224 13 39 161 51

No.lhCarollna 101 19 38 58 11 16

NorthDakota

Ohio 50 67 15

Oklahoma 29 12 24

Oregon 17 17

Pennsylvania 46 33 30 15

Rhode Islandab

South Carolina

SouthDakota

Tennessee 18 13

1sC 129 123

Utah

Vermont 23 12 24
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APPENDIX TABLE 20 continued

Allegations of staff-on-Inmate sexual victimization reported by federal and state prison authorities byyear and type of victimizatIon 2007-2008

2008 2007

Reported allegations
of staff sexual

Reported allegations
of staff Reported allegations of staff Reported allegations of staff

..d......ae...hk ns.nI pJk.snia sexual misconduct with inmates sexual harassment of Inmates

11i...a. C..k.....i...4 AH.nS4aae C.Ja.nt4.SsA Afteondum Cnkt.aitA
Jurisdiction Aleqatlens Substantiated

State continued

Virginia 30 33 10

Washington 93 21 51 13

WestVlrginia 13 12 12 11

Wisconsin 48 12 66 19

Wyominqfi
not be counted separ frmallegaliomof staff sexual nüsonduct ii 2007

not be seamed sw ngalionsststtsemial rnisconductin200

CJgfsth pot recoad allegailom of stattual laassmnt hi 2007 and lOOt
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APPENDIX TABLE 21

Allegations of Inmate-on-Inmate sexual violence reported by local Jail authorities by year and type of violence 2007-2008

2008 2007

ReportS mae ponSlmnae RenSlemae flSiomMeofr
Inmate nonconsenual lunate abusive limatenonconsemual lnmateabuslve

sexual acts sexual contacts sensal acts sexual contacts

Jurisdiclion and fadkty population Mbqatlom Substantiated Alleqatlons Substantiated population Mkqations Substantiated Aleqatlons Substantiated

Total 517 48 __j78 45

As
Calhounco.a 343 400

EtowahCo.DetCttb 812 .- .-

jeffersonco.b 1099 1212

.-. --
9.... ..

Maricopaco.a 9249 9241 15

PlmaCo.AdultDet.CtT iszi 1891Ann
CraigbeadCo.Det.Ct 311

FaulkneCo.DetCtrPt 373 325

SebastianCo.AdultDettt 381

CaNfoml sI

AlaniedaCo 4431 4218

ContraCostaCo 1612 1600

FresnoCoft 2961 2861

KernCo 2260 2392

LosAngelesCo._CustodySupportSvs.Lb 19569 13 19374 12 12

MaderaCo.C 350

6178 6360

RiversideCo 3481 3521

SacramentoCo 4575 2139

SanDiegoCo 5184 5072

SanFcancisaQtyCo.1 2086 2011

SanJnaquino 1500 1566

SanioateoCo 1125 1198

5antaQnsCta 4610 4640

SolanoCo.b 937 1065

SonomaCo 1027 1056

StanislausCo 1339 1368

TulareCo 1529 1527

Venturaco 835 850

ArapahoeCo 1171 1352

DenverCo.bf 2281 2395 20

ElPasoCo 1538 1522

JeffŁrsonCo 1182 1302

LarimerCo.DetCtr 463 537

MesaCaDetFacb 347 368

WeIdCo 690

fonda

Alachuao.b 910 1079

BrevardCo.DOLCtL 1812 1797

DrowardCo 5364 5305

CollierCo 1138 1224

FscamblaCo 1812 1881

HilsboroughCo.a 3847 4015

JacksonvilleCity 3727 3629

1132 1153

ManateeCo 1294 1423 19

ManonCo 1832 2007

Miazni-OadeCatoatRehab 7013 14 6975

OkeechobeeCo 263

OrangeCo 4454 4096
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SeninoleCaCoitFac 1003

St.LucleCaMainJal 1550

VoluslaCa 1383

CanollCaaM

ChathamCo.AdultDetCtr.1M 1739

CobbCaShenW0fl1ceJalPnsonUnit1 2490

DoughertyCo 831

frjpjb 2846

GordonCo 249

GwinnettCo.1 2691

MuscogeeCo.b 565

WitonCa 419

WareCo 383

Waho

AdaCo 980

CanyonCo.b
479

KootenaiCa

Twin Falls Cab 203 124

CookCa-DeptofCor 9355 14

KaneCo 671

WinnebagoCo 758

FlkhartCo.SecurityCtr.Jailb 747

Hamilton Co

StiosephCo 650

Vanderburgh
Car

VigoCab
290

Chautauqua Ca

Ssgwlck Co 1553

ShawneeCaAdultDetDivision

Campbell
Cob 425

OarkCaDet

DaviessCo.DetCtV

Franklin Ca Regialid

HendersonDetCtt% 547

Lexington-Fayette
Ca Dot Dfl 1237

Louisville Metropoitan DeptofCorr 1902

1434

1533

533

1718

2104

816

2834

2478

371

920

379

9600 10

615

327

937

708

1522

475

427

614

319

496

1252

1810

APPENDIX TABLE 21 continued

Allegations of inmate-on-inmate sexual violence reported by local
jail authorities byyear and type of violence 2007-2008

200

Reported Inmate-on- Reported Inmate-on- Reported Inmate-on- Reported Inmate-on-

Inmate nonwnsensud Inmate abusive imnate nonconsemual Inmate abiolve

daily
seaIa sacual contacts

Average daily
seinIStS sexual contacts

Jurisdiction and fadity population Alleqallens
Substantiated Allegations Substantiated population qatiom Substantiated

AlleqationsSiSstantiated

Hondalcontinued -.1

2007

PalmBeachCab 2980 2555

PascoCo 1277 1271

PlnelasCat 3368 3593

PolkCo 2374 2466 14

Sarasota Co.M 1019 1045

LakeCo.e 923
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MissoulaCo 314

Nebraska

DouglasDeptofCorn 1148

lancasterCo 450

APPENDIX TABLE 21 continued

Allegations of Inmate-on-Inmate sexual violence reported by local jail authorities by year and type of violeta 2007-2008

2008 2007

Reported inmate-on- Reported inmate-on- Reported Inmate-on- Reported Inmate-on

Average
kunate nonconsensual Inmate abusive inmate nencensensual Inmate abusive

daily
otdfl

Average daily
setual acts sexual contacts

Jurisdiction and facility population
Allegations

Substantiated
AIeatiens

Substantiated population Aleqatuuns Substantiated Alegatlons Substantiated

Louisiana

AvoyellesParlsh 1231 1230

Bossierparisls1 1262

EasttatontougePrison 1671 1606

JeffersonParishiail 839

LafayetteParlshiall 1090

NeShPrisonSystetn 2570 2685

RichlandParlshDetCtr 854 840

ShecmanWalkerCoitCtr 298

St.LandryParishiail 23

TerrebonneParisliiail 670

Maine

CumberlandCo 402 462

KennebecCa 170

Ma
AnneArundelCo 1128 1123

Raltimorefltyb 4113 3899

BaltimoreCo.BureauofCort 1360 1356

arolineCo 100

MontgomeryCo 998

Massachusetts

8arnstabIeCo.JailIIouseofCort 416 440

BsistolCo 1483 1472

EssexCorr.Fac 1624 1631

IiampdenCo.1 1911 2138

HampshireJaNUoweofCot 288

MiddksexCo.JailHouseofCot 1294 1326

NorfIIkCo 702

SuffolkCo 711 698

11 1685kCllouseoICoo 1733

Worcesterco.JailllouseoCoo 1282 1415

Midugan

BerrienCo 363 388

Kento.a 1307 1352

MacontbCo 1361 1398

OaklandCo 1814 1961

St.JosephCo 269

Wayne 0b 2185 10 2713

Minnesota

NoblesCa 57

Mississippi

HanisonCo 1160 1150

Missouri

Franklin 121

539

St.LouisCo..Dept.ofiusticeServicesb 1186

Cascadecaleq.Jail 380

337

1041

474
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APPENDIX TABLE 21 contInued

Allegations of inmate-on-Inmate sexual violenc reported by local
jail

authorities by year and type of vioIence 2007-2008

2008 2007

Reported kime-on- Reported Inmate-on- Reported inmate-on- Reported Inmate-en

Average
inn eno nsensual Isnnateabessve Inmate nonconsensual inmate alesive

daily
seual acts seXual contacts

Average daily
SeXUal acts alceiibcts

Jwisdktion end facility population Afleqations Substantiated AIleqtions Substantiated population Allegations Substantiated Akqatioos Substantiated

ii.i

Clark Co Det.Ctr 3.061 3745

WashoeCo DetCtrb 1048 1200

North Las Vegas Det Coo Ctt

NewHamrlre .-

HillsboroughCo.HouseofCofT 583

StraffordCo 405

...
AtlanticCo.JaiI-Dept.ofPublicSafety 914 909

Camden Co.Cort Fac.b 1640 1608

CumbntandCo 580

fb 2332 3028

HudsonCo.Corriac 1885 1946

MeConCtib 995

MiddlnexCo.AdultCortCtia 1204 980

Monmou hCo Coo Inst 977 1209

Passaic Coa 1509 1912

Union Co 8085 1070

wWko .. .-
Bemalillo CoiCity Det Ctr 5483 2613

NewYoik

Albany Co Coor Far 687 762

EfleCo.HoldingCtr.b 1364

ErieCounyCoo.Fac 1469

NewYnk City 13546 11 14064

5chenectadya 305 317

th Co
Gaston Co 541 517

Mecklenburg Co 2578 2585

Neth Dakota

GrandForkso.Corr.Ctr.b 171 159

Ohio

Butler Co 1042 1101

Cuyahoga Co Coo Ctt 1941 1978

Franklin Co 2202 2314

Hamilton 0d 2019 2086

LorainCo.l 427 450

Muskingumco 154

OMahoma

Oklahoma Co 2281 2369

DeschutesCo.Corr.Fac 201 210

MarionCo 501

MultnoinahCo.DetFac 1502 1592 10

Pennsylvania

Allegheny Co.a 2749 2650

BerksCo.Prison 1109 1304

Bucks Co 780 1180

Dauphin Co Prison 979

Franklin Co Prisona 358 343

LancasterCo.Prisona 1160 1197

Lehigh Co 1169 1181

Montgomery Co Prison Coo Fac 1742 1614
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APPENDIX TABLE 21 Icontinued

Allegations of Inmate-on-inmate sexual violence reported by localjaRauthoritles byyeer and type of violence 2007-2008

2008 2007

Reports innate-ce- Reported himate-on- Reported
Inmate-en- Reported inmate-on-

Average
Inmate nenccnsensuai inmate abusive Inmate nonconsensual Inmate abusive

daily
seiid

Average daily
seinial acts sexual contact

NthiqdL ti$LSiS
NothamptonCo.DeptofCorLb 779 906

Philadelphiaprisonsystemb 9287 10200 11

yftQpb 2172 2031

sousiaaeilna sLmcim
ChalestonCo.1.b 1694 1762

sflm
MisnehahaCo 520 11 520

Tennessee

BiountCo 394

OavidsonCo.5heriff0ffice 2470 2470

RutherthrdCo 771

SbyCo.CcsT.Ctrib 2960 2960

ShelbyCaiustkeCtt 2678 2733

Texas

BexarCo.AdultDetCtr 4211 3176

CollinCo 897

DaIlasCo.aAe 6157 7180

EctorCo.3A9 583 594

EIPasoCo.DetFac.1 2209 2220

GalvestonCo 1028

HanisCo.a 10891 12 9657 19

HoodCo.b 161

NuecesCo 950

TravisCo 2431 2623

BeaverCa1 370

DavisCo 736

SaftiakeCo 2125 23 1880

UtahCo 646 685

WtherCo.CoitFac 973 770 13

AibemadeChadottesviIIrReg.JaiP 520 538

MingtonCa 623

BlueRidqeRegJailAuthority 1267

thesapeakeCity 1133 1109

FairfaxCo.AdultDet.Ctr 1325 1311

Hamptoniloadsileg.Jal 1233 1240

HenricoCo 1214 1135

New River VaIleyReg.iail 650

NorfolkMunkipalJall 1638 1727

NorthernweckReg.Jad 451

NorthwesternReg.AdultDetCtr 672

PiinceWifliam-ManassasRegMultCorcCtd
722

Ridimondoty 1527 1564

Rivmidekeg.Jal 1192 1146

RoanokeOtyb 716

W9iniaReachMuniapalCorcCtcAh 1461 1609

Washington

BentonCo 672

ClarIcCo 769

KlngCo.Lb 2476 2727

KltsapCo.Corr.Ct
371 435 .0

PlerceCoi 1334 1471

SnohomishCo 1225 1284

WhatcomCo 428
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APPENDIX TABLE 21 continued

Allegations of Inmate-on-Inmate sexual violence reported by local jail authorities by year and type of violena 2007-2008

2008 2007

Reported Imnate-on- Reported Inmate-on- Reported
inmate-on- Repeoted Inmate-on

Inmate nonconsensual inmate absolve inmate nonconsensual inmate abusIve

daily
alfl sntialcoiitn

Averagedally
IIalKt5 oOitXtS

nSdfty. population Aleqatlons Substantiated AlleqatlonsSubstantlated popsdationAUeqatlonsSÆstantlated Alleqatlens Substantiated

LWla j3
KanawhaCasouthCentsalRegjail1 454 453

RaleigkCo.SouthernRegjailb 467 524

TgartValIeyReq.JaiI
356

wschslsl -rY
BrownCo.a 770

DaneCo 926

MilwaukeeCodlouseotCorn 1841 2247

OzaiskeeCo 220

-Not
appilcable

moupon

aMaise codd sot Ssopfl mategado no cnsonsual secual acts ii 2007

200

Counts otnonconsensual sexual acts In 2008 sit based on substastlated allegations onI

Cotsnts oInoncbnsensual seosainhi 2007 are based on wunpletd acfl4

Counts otnoncsnsenusi seisml acute 2008 are based on completed acts only

Jwks8clion did sot reconi allegations of abusIve sexual contacts In 2007

Scounts of sonconsensual snout acts hi 2007 ate based on substantiated aleqalloru oo4

tJustsdiction did not recood allegations otabusive sexual contacts b1200t

Jlielsthctlsn did sot recood allegations of noncsesnuual sexual acts hi 2007
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Misslssippico Det Ctt

Montgomery Co

Pulaski Co Reg Jail

St FranosCo3

Washington Co DeL Ctr.b

Yell Co

California

Butte Co

Humboldt Co

Impenal Co

Lake Co Hill Road Cort Fac

Mann Co

MendodooCa

Merced Co

Monterey
Co

Placer Co

San Bernardino Co West Valley
DeL Cit

Santa Barbara Co

SienaCo

Siskiyou Co

ToolumneCo.b

YoloCo

Yuba Co

157

1129

549

14

472

502

357

309

769

1118

5500

141

360

932

2796

530

249

1112

549

365

1751

26

341

189

260

3015

68

739

313

532

682

146

44

126

90

72

702

275

1239

751

58

1721

330

3252

39

242

18

339

624

405

247

69

153

140

134

APPENDIX TABLE 22

Local
jail

authodtles with no reported allegations of Inmate-on-Inmate sexual victImization 2007-2008

Averaqedaily Average daly Averagedally liveragedaily

Jurlsdktlon and fodlity popdatlon 2008 pegidatlon 2007 Judsdktlon and focMlty popiulaticci 2008 pcpdatlon 2007

Atabarnr CcIorado -.

AlbertvilleClty
37 AdamsCo.DetFac.b 1286 1300

BaldwIn Co 593 628 Bent Co 22

BibbCo 76 GarfieldCo 130

Brighton Clty 1194

Cuilman Co 5109 120

DelCalbCo.b 177

Gardendale City 19

GenevaCo 58

LeeCo.DetCtt 338 321

MadsonCo DeL Fac 967

MobileCo 53 51

MontgomeryCo DeL Fac.I 688

Oppclty

PkkensCoa 91

Saralandclty

ShelbyCo 459

Talledega
S...

286-
alaa

kotzebue Reg JaIl 15

Petersbwgclty

laGy

ApacheCo 122

MohaveCo 460 525

Navajo Co Det Ctr 349 377

PlnalCo 1229 904

AnUs

AshleyCo
40

Benton Co DeL Fac .- 493

Crawfodoa 73

JacksonCo.DetCtc.a 35

Madison Co

91

459

544

226

32

1033

2218 2199

611 601

1160

520

JacksonCo

Lincoln Cab

120

DlstrlctcfCclumbla

D.C.Dept.ofCort 1911 1949

.Rctida

Bradfordco 125

ClayCa
398

ColumblaCo.DetCtcb 295

Dixie Co

lhghlands Co

Indian River Ca

JadnsonCo Con Fac.a

LafayetteCo

LakeCo

LeeCo

MartlnCo

OsceolaCo

Santa Rosa Co

St Johns Co

StmterCo.DeLCIt

Augusta-RidsmondCo

BlbbCo Law Enforcement Ctc

chattoogaCo

therokeeCo

GankeCo

ciato.co

Clinch Co

Coweta

Dawson Co

Decatur Co Con

DekalbCo.a.b

DodgeCo

Early Ca

Effingham Co Prison

Evars aM.t

371 HoydCo Prison

489 FonsythCo

GlynnCo.DetCtt

260 Gordon City

290 GwinnettCo Dept of Con

308 Hall Co DeL Ctc

Houston

1120 JacksonCo

595 JefiDavis Co

5814 Jones Co

950 Lamar Co

leeCo

83
LibertyCo.Jail

LowndesCo

428 MadIson Co

McDuffieCo

Mitchell Co Cort Inst

MonroeCo
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APPENDIX TABLE 22 continued

Local jail authorities with no reported aflegatlons of Inmate-on-inmate sexual victimization 2007-2008

Average daily Average daily Average daily Average daily

Juttstkn and facility pcguiatlon 2008 pepulatlon 2007 Juthdiction and fadilty population 2008 populatin 2007

4jq Kansas flcC
..

MuscogeeCo PrisonU 568 565 Mien Co 53

NewtonCo 626 FordCo 91

PikeCa Johnsonco 715 863

SpaldingCo
459 LaneCo

SpaldingaCortinst 378 LlnnCo

ThonasCo 210 MontgomeryCo 144

TroupCo 465 PrattCo 15

TroupCo.Cortlnst
miht

ldalio LT_ Kenbidçy

BonnevilleCo 238 288 orjb 448

10 BoydCo 227

PowerCo BreckinridgeCo 191

NlMois Casey Coi5tateiarl 308

AdamsCo 101 Christiano.b 632 686

DeKaIbCo 102 CiayCo.DetCIL 235

DuPageCo.b
841 820 CrittendenCo 12

EdgarCo.J Gravesf.o 101

KankakeeCo 506 raysenCo.JallAnnev 580

LawrenceCo 19 HardnCo.DetCtV 545

noughCob 34 Laurel Co 292

MaconCo 251 PikeCo 300

MonroeCo 10 ThreeForksReg.Jall 205

PeoriaCo 499 445 .C. 109 108

PM isiar4Co 266 Lowsuana

SalineCo.LawEnxcementDetCtL 81 AscenslonParlshJail 258

SanganionCo 340 BayouDortheatCorr.Ctr 524

StephensonCo.b
134 BeauregardParishJalP 168

rnvlionCo 260 CaddOParIshCoa.CIL 1400 1450

Inana CaeoPascwutra 1249 1197

MamsCo 65 CaidwdlParishJaiis3Fadiities$b 318 318

AilenCo 700 CatahoulaParishiailDetFac 22

BarthoIomewCo 154 192 ClalbomeDetCtr 525

DelawareCo.JusticeCtt 318 317 OeSotoParishJailc 110

GnntCo.SecudtyCornjev 251 EastCarrollDet.Ctt 688 1125

GreeneCo 64 EvangdineParishih 22

HancodiCo 148 lberiaParishiaflb 45

lafflo.b 170 LasalieParishiail 23

Howard Cc 341 Morehouse Parish JalIM 160 535

JayCo 40
MorganCity

59

Johnson Co 290 Ouachita Parish Coo It 900

knoxCo 153 PointeCoupeeParishDetCtr 174

Marion oft 1361 Rapides ParIsh 272

PortnCflb 467 467 StthadesParishiaP 532

IIsCO 91 93 St.TanimanyParish
746

Iowa Union Pansh Det.Ctr 360 347

BiackHawkCo 183 257 stBatonRougeParlsh 250

BuenaVistaCo 24 Maine

CarrotCo 12 HancodiCo 44

ClintonCo TwoBiidgesRegJaila 9464

Decatur Co Mavyland

DelawareCo Carroll CoJetCtr 271 283

EnirnetCa Chadeso.DetCtt 377

HowardCo HarkrdCo.DetCtt 461 400

Marshall Co 146 Prince Georges Co Coo tic 1385 1486

POIkCO 648 WlconoCaDetCtrc 492 628

ScottCo.JailAnnex 8829 295 WorcesterCo 253

SiouxCo 37
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OlmstedCa

OtterlailCo.DetCtL

RaniseyCo.Corr.Fac

ShettomeCo.b

CalhounCo

Carroll/Montgomery Region Cart th

aarke Cab

any Co.e

HindsCo

Holmes-Humphrey Req Car Fac

Jackson Co.b

Jefferson/Franklin Corr Fac

Lafayette Co

Lauderdale Co.a

LeakeCo.CorrFac

LefloreCo

RankinCo

Wafthall Co

Webster Co

Winston/Choctaw Req Car Fac

Arnold MunidpalCltya

BatesCo.SheiiffJaila

Befronatyb

OnyCa Det at

Douglas Co

Jackson Co DetCtr.9

KansascltyCorr.lnst

liricolnCo

MarlonCo

MontgonieryCo

Ozark Co

Pulaski Co

St Charles Co

OntanoCas

RensselaerCo

19 RocklandCo.Corr.Ctr

784 SttawrenceCo

Suffolk Co

147 Troga Co

Westchesterca

76

30

329

703

308

324

299

392

606

1450

126

1716

468

214

282

262

112

1752

83

1465

CassCo

APPENDIX TABLE 22 contInued

Local jail authorities with no reported allegations of knmate-on-lnmate sexual vlcthnlzatlon2007-2008

Average dady Averagedaily

_______________________________________________________________
Jiulsdlctlon and fadily populalloi 2008 population 2007

StCIaIrCo 118

St Louis Cltyb 1672 1200

StoddardCo 65

FallonCo

FlatheadCo.DetCtr.d 92

126 GallatinCaDetCtr 81

PonderaCo

Averagedally Averagedally

Jurisdiction and fac8ity population 2008 population 2007

Madijsetts

PlymouthCo.IlouseofCortJaIl 1516 1596

AntiimCo 40

BayCo.LawEnforcementCtt 219

BenzieCo 31

Calhoun Co 497

EmmetCo 86

lnghamCaLf 672 685

324 365

MeccutaCa 86

MonroeCo 328

SaginawCa 516

StClairCo 428 408

AnokaCo 228

BeiflamiCo 121

DakotaCo 335

HennepmCo.AdukDetCtt 728

Hennepin Co Workhouse 582

ItascaCab 83

KoochgCatawEnforcementCtr.b 14

Lyon Ca Law Enforrament Ctr

MorshallCalawEnforcementCtr

970

SandersCo 20

BwButteCo.b 16

HamiltonCo

HartanCo ._

MorriliCo 13

SarpyCo 153

ThayerCo

LasVeqasCltyDetCtr.b 820 100

Carrot Co Houseof Corr.Jat 88

of Car 332

NeJers.y
BergenCo.JallAnnex

BurlingtonCo

Gloucester Co 373

HunterdonCo.b 102

Morris Co Cart Fac 327

SomersetCo.JallAnnex

atronCo

CaryCo 37

DonaAnaCo.DetCtr 852

LeaCo

LunaCo

Gallup-MdUn$eyAduk DetCtr 328

RooseveitCo 79

Sandoval Ca 396

SaniuanCo.Det.Ctr

thenangoCo.b 79

JeffersonCo 142

Madisonco

Monroe Ca 1343

Montgomery Ca

NassauCo.Corr.Ctr 1607

Niagara Co 489

OneidaCaCorr.Fac

OnondagaCo Dept.of
Cart 474

1695

30

10

280

581

47

10

931

130

270

373

58

22

350

104

58

398

566

337

44

1042

379

412

296

361

125

416

12

10

322

148

16

1478
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APPENDIX TABLE 22 contInued

Local jail authorities with no reported allegations of bunate-on-lnmate sexual victinnlzatlon 2007-2008

Meragedally Averagedally Averagedally Averagedaily

Jurkdktlon ad faMily pulatlee 2008 pepSatIoa 2007 Jurisdiction and faclity popu lo 2008 popSatloi 2007Vm1a cDSs2fr
BuncombeCo 409 475 Adams Co 312

CabarnisCo 217 BlalrCo.Pdson 304

DuplinCo
16 CentreCo.Prison 212

DurhamCo 618 CleailieldCo.Pæson 135

EdgecombeCo.bJI 282 260 Clinton Co Prisonb 318 298

ForsythCo
891 ErieCo 632

GuilfordCa 926 GreeneCo.Prison 105

tee Co 161 Lackawanna Co Prison 1013 1072

McOowellCo.b 104 LebanonCo.CortFac.tb 518 538

MooreCoi 129 LycomingCo.Pflson 336

PamlicoCo 87 MonroeCo.Con.Fac 344

86 87 W4ijngtnCo.b 413

377 SaflhCarolbia

RowanCo 274 AbbevilleCo.DetCtr.b 61

VanceCo 153 AlkenCo.DetCtt 422

WakeCo 1331 1211 AndersonCo 428

WdsonUi 220 BeaufotCo.DetCtb 309

BetlceleyCftDetCtr 362

CassCo 198 175 DlllonCo.Det.Ct 160

PembinaCo OordnesterCo 295

FairlleldCo.DetCtr

ClermontCo 304 FlorenceCtDetCtt 426

ClintonCo 19 GreenvllleCo.Det.Ctt 1367 1418

awfordCo 111 112 yCoMetQrb 656

DsjawareCo.b 163 Orengebuflihoun Req Det Ct 336

Fytb 52 PickensCo 96

Greene Co 381 RidilandCo Det Ct 1153 1100

HighlandCo
71 SpartanburgCo.DetFac 919

bkDetCtr 318 YorkCaMossJueCtt 425

MahonlngCo 561 527 Southoakota

MiamiCo 104 BonliommeCo

MIesCity UtighesCo 48

NobleCa 20 MeadeCo 45

RkhlandCo 152 PennirigtonCo.Jail
420

Summit ireondAnnex 658 WinnerClty.9

CarterCo 185 CarrollCo.b 76 74

ConiandieCo 291 298 Greene Co 366

GradyCo 334 KnoxCo 979

LatimerCo 100 tawrenceCo 130

MidwestCity
48 LincoinCat 125

MuldrowClty
LoudonCat 91

MuskogeeCofCltyDetCtr
287 Madison Co Penal Fans 80

RoqerMillsCo.h 17 MarlonCo 101

RogecsCo.b 192 MonroeCo 165

StephensCo 108 PutnamCo 208

Washington Co 102 91 Sequatchie Co 90

WoodwardCo.ftC 31 50b 366 305

Megan Sullivan Co 675 584

CladumasCo 336 SumnerCo 616

GrantCo 24 WarrenCab 212

LakeCo 15 WaslingtonCoM 519

LaneCo 330 558 Williamson Co 311 341

PoIkCo 115 WilsonCo 250

lillamookCo.1
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APPENDIX TABLE 22 continued

Local jail authorities with no reported allegations of Inmate-on-inmate sexual vktlmlzatlon2007-2008

Average daily Average daily Average daily Average daily

Juflsdkiion and facility population 2008 population 2007 Judsdktlon and facility population 2008
pepulatlen

2007

TS-
AngelinaCo 258 ltappahannockCo 16

BanderaCo.LawEnkrcenseNtCtt 12 Rappahannockfteg.JallAnnS 1017 1003

Bell Co LawEnfottementCtr 672 RoanokeCo 286

BowleCo 895 Rockinghankeg.Jail 295

BrazosCo$J 553 Southwest Virginia keg 1102 1379

BurnetCo 89 VIrginia Peninsula Reg.Jail 489

CaidwelCor 168 ialajY
CamerenCo.a 100 971 ft$j0a 47

Chambers CoS 114 BuckleyCityb 22

DentonCo.DetCtr 1121 1065 KentOtyd 139

EdwardsCa KlrklandClty

FayetteCo.Justlcectit 21 37 SkagttCo 237

GraysonCo 382 SpokneCo.GeigerCoitCtr 510 562

GuadalupeCo.Det Cu 378 460 West Vkglnlar.4

HardsonCo 133 MatsbaflCtNorthenskegbllCortComplex 314

HaysCo 315 NorthCentiaikeg.Ja8 517

Hldalgoco.AdultDetCtrM 1132 1185 Western Reg.Jai19 161

HuntCo.CnrnnaljustaceCtrM 384 Wisceet

JasperCo.LawEnforcenentCtr
62 MamsCo 64

JeffersonCo.Det.Ctta 924 U76 BanonCo.JusticeCtr 123

IJpSCOrnbCO gpfnJrQb 30

Lubbock CO 724 1000 Dodge Co 462 463Mc 869 860 DunnCo 113

MavedckCo 230 EaiaaalreCo 274

MallandCo 280 Marathon Co Adult Dot Fac.d 300

Mills Co MIlwaukee Co 890 947

MontgonseryCo
815 1112 RaclneCo 788

310 RkhlandCo 27

RandallCo 272 RockCo 521

RuskCaa 89 88 ShawanoCo 510

SanPatridoCo 192 WaukeshaCo 655

ShelbyCo 51 Winnebago Co 319

Sherman Co Wyoming

Tarrant 0.b 3333 3377 FremontCo 166

TornGreenCo 415 LaramieCo 222

lJptonCa
38 NatronaCo.DetCtr 297

450 PlatteCt 97

WalkerCa 130 Sheridanco 90

WichitaCn 435 435 SweetwaterCo 119

Zavala Co Ntsfdkable Fadi sets ed hi stovey year

abusive snwal ontacts maid not be counted separately from ategatbousononconsensus

CacheCo 306
Sexualactsin2007

bone Co 119 bMkgaabsexcojMconsaritelyfrnJu

Vkghsla

sexualactsnlt0

AccomackCo 113
CCouMsMnonmnsensoM sexual acts in 2008 are bad on subataatiated a8egatlom only

Alexandria City Det Cu so dinttotrecsalivnadssealcontasiv2oo7

BotetourtCo 91
Countsofnoncomeaoualsexsaal acts In 2007aae based on completed acts Sy

CentTal Virginia keg Jail 372 395
tCounts of Paico Xnal seaad acts in 2008 are based en coirpleted acts only

Danville City
208

SCosmtsioonoamSaensd acts hi 2007 am based ms so tandated allegatlom only

Danville City Prison Farm.WM 149 164
record

allegations
of nooconseenual sexual acts in 2001

Middle River keg Jail 651 thntklcotdd titan of abusive sexual contacts hi 2008

Newport News City
629 liuthdnoemcoidalkgadmofaonconseinuisexual acts in 2008

Pamunkey Req Jail 455

PatrickCo. 27

Peurnansend Creek keg Jail 275 288
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APPENDIX TABLE 23

ANegations of staff-on-Inmate sexual victimization reported by local jail authorities by year and type of victimization 2007-2008

2008 2007

Reported staff-on-Inmate
Reported

staff-on-Inmate
Reported staff-en-Inmate Reported staff-en-Inmate

Average daily
sexual misonduct sexual harassment

Average dully
sexual misundlKt sexual harassment

Jwisdktlon and fadhty population Allegations Substantiated Allegations Substantiated population Allegations Substantiated Allegations Substantiated

Total 239 38 87 256 73 79 15

Alabatwe

CalhounCo.a 343 400

Culinan Co 5109

JfftrsonCoft.b 1099 1212

LeeCaDetCtt 338 321

MonCaAnnex 270110
-f.-

__ t_

M.ariwpaCatb 9249 9241

PImaCaMultDetCtr 1921 1891

PinalCo 1229 904

ASmas

FaulknerCaDetCtt 373 325

PulasbCo.RegJail 1129 932

Qkftmia

ContraCostaCo 1612 1600

FresnoCo 2961 2861

HumboldtCo 371

ImperialCo 502 489

KesnCo 2260 2392

LosAngelesco..CustodySupportSnb 19569 19374

RiversideCo 3481 3521

SanilenardinoCo.WestValleyDetCt 5500 5814

SanDiegoCo 5184 5072

SanFranciscoCltyth 2086 2011

SanioaquInCaa.b 1500 1566

SantaClaraCa 4610 4640

ArapahoeCó 1171 1352

LadmercaDetctr 463

WeIdCo 690

District of Cokabla

DLDeptofCorr 1.911 1949

AlachuaCo..1 910 1.079

BrevardCaDetCtt 1812 1797

BrowardCa 5364 53055
CollierCo 1138 1224

HigblandsCo 459

LeeCo 2218

ManateeCo 1294

Marionco 1832

.0

2199

1423

2007

7013 6975

2980 2555

2374 2466

1383 1533 00
therolteeCo 549

1751 1721

2846 2834

2691 2478

BentCa

El Paso Co

Jefferson Co

1538

1182

22

1522

1302

537

Miami-Dade Co CoitRehab

PalmfteachCa

PolkCo

GaytonCo

FuSCa
GwinnettCo
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APPENDIX TABLE 23 continued

Allegations of staff-on-inmate sexual victimization reported by local jail authorities by year and type of victimization 2007-2008

2008 2007

Repoeted staff-on-inmate Reports stall-on-inmate Reported staff-on-Inmate Reported staff-on-inmate

Average daily
seS mlsconØict alharassment Aveeiblly

seimal misconduct sexual harassment

Jurisdiction and fadlity population Alingallons Substantiated Allegations Substantiated population Allegations Substantiated Allegations Substantiatedttfl\ .$ 9\..74

MuscogeeCo 565

SpaldingCo
459

WaltonCo 419 371

Idaho

AdaCo 980 920

.7...
.-

CookCo-DeptofCorn 9355 9600

Duraqeco 841 820

EdgarCo

PeoriaCo 499 445

WinnebagoCo.t
7581

Portercb.ab 467 467

VigoCo 290

WeIISCoL 91 93

.-

PolkCo 648

kn
AlenCo 53

SedqwiclcCo 1553 1522

ShawneeCaAdultDetDivision 475

Kentucky

DaviessCo.DetCtt 614

FlinCo.Reg.Jail 319

liendenonCo.DetCtV 547 496

IwfrFayetteDe.oivd 1237 1252

lsuisvilleMetropolitanDeptotCorr 1902 1810

ReaureganlParishJail
168

CaddoParlshCortCtt 1400 1450

ClaiborneDetCtt 525

LafayetteParishiail
1090

WestRatonRougeParish
250

Maine

CunberlandCo 402 462

TwoBcidqesReg.Jail
9464

Maryland

ArneAzunclelCo.a 1128 1123

BaltimoreCo.BureauoCort 1360 1356

CarolineCo 100

CarrotCo.Det.Ctt 271 283

MontqcmeryCo 998

WiconicoCaDetCti9 492 628Mb
BamstableCô.JailHouseofCorr 416 440

BristolCo 1483 1472

EssexCo.Corr.Fac 1624 1631

IlanpdenCo 1911 2138

MiddkaJailHouseCbrt 1294 1326

SuffolkCo 711 698

SuffolkC Houseof Cost 1733 1685

WorcesterCo.JaslHouseofCorr 1282 1415
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APPENDIX TABLE 23 continued

Alegations of staff-on-Inmate sexual victimization reported by local jail authorities by year and type of victImization 2007-2008

2008 2007

Reported stowbimate Reported staff-na-temate Reported staff-on-Innate Reported staff-on-Inmate

Average daily
stniSS

Average daily
sexual misconduct srnjnJ_

Aiilsdktlon and fadifty pepdatlon Allegations Substantiated Allegations Substantiated pepulallon Allegations Substantiated Allegations Substantiated

BerdenCo 363 388

MacombCo 1361 1398

OaklandCo 1814 1961

MSs
SherbumeCo.kZ 566 581

Ausssp
..-

....
BatesCo.SheriffJail .- 104

KainasOtyCortlnst 148

PulasldCo 30

SiClairCo 118

SttoubClty 1672 18 1200

StLouisCo.-DeptofJustice5ervices 1186

GallatinCaOetCtr 81

SaipyCo 153

li__s
..

ClarkCo.DetCtL 3061 3745

WashoeCo.Det.Ctt 1048 1200

LasVegasCltyDet.Ctr
820 100

NewH
CarrnllCo.HouseoCorr.Jail 88

StraflordCo 405

I-
At1aitkCaJailDeptoflublk5afetya

914 909

EssexCo.ContFac 2332

HudsonCo.Corr.Fac 1885

HunterdonCo 102

MercerCo.CortCttb 995

MWdlesexCo.AdukCortCtr.1 1204

Monmouth Co ConJnst 977

MorrisCo.Corr.Fac 327

PassakCo1 1509

Union Co 8085

Ikwatetico

BernalilIoCo./Cty Det.Ctt 5483

3028

1946

980

1209

308

1912

1070 0.9
2613

Gallup-MckinleyAdultDetitt 328

IlewYodi

NossauCo.CortCtt 1607 1716

NewYorkCity 13546 28 11 14064 18 10

OntarioCo 214

RensselaerCo 282

SoffolkCo 1695 1752

WestchesterCa 1478 1465

rthCaroflna

DurhamCo 618

MecklenbugCo.b 2578 2585

NortioDakota

CassCo 198 175
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Davis Co

Salt Lake Co

295

1153

425

2470

979

APPENDIX TABLE 23 contInued

Allegations of staff-on-Inmate sexual victimization reported by local
Jail authorities by year and type of vIctimization 2007-2008

2008 2007

Repenedstaff-en4mnate Repfld staff-on-Inmate Reported staff-on-Inmate Ropfldstaff-oenmate

Average daily
sawihascoSid seinsaihavassnient

Average daily
5SW1I5COI1IInCt SaUd harassment

Jaisdiction and fadity puIatlon Meatlons Substantiated Mefllons Substantiated pcpdation Aleqatlsns Substantiated Allegations Substantiated

Ss
CtiyahogaCo.Corr.Ctt 1941 1978

FrankllnCo.a 2202 2314

HlghlandCo
71

LakeCo.MuItDetCtr 318

rc...-. .-ç-

ClackamasCo 336

DeschutesCaCocr.Fac 201 210

LaneCo 330 558

MultnomahCaDetFac 1502 12 1592 14

venisylvanIa

cllntonCo.Prlsonb 318 298

DauphiriCo.Prlson
979

FranldinCo.Prlscn 358 343

LackawannaCo.Pvtson 1013 1072

LancasterCo.Prison 1160 1197

MontgwneryCoPitsonConcFac 1742 1614

NmptonCaOeptdCort 779 906

PhlladdphlaPrtsonspmb 9287 10200 21 12

SouthCIhta

DlIonDetCtt 160

DordiestCo

Osanqeburg-CalhounkefletCt 336

RlddandCo.DetCtr 1100

SpartanburgCo.DetFac
919

YorkCoioossJusdaCttb

DavldsonCo.Sflettfft0lllce 2470

KnoxCo

SequatdiieCo
90

SevlerCo 366 305

ShelbyCo.JustkeCt 2678 2733

BexarCo.Adultoet.Ctta 4211 3176

RometCo 89

thainbeisCo 114

DaiasCo 6157 7180

GxaysonCoa
382

FIaITISCO 10891 9657

HuntCo.CriminaliusticeCtr.b 384

TravlsCo 2431 2623

Utah

736

2125 1880

4b 646 685

AztlngtonCo
623

BlueRidgeReg.JailAothoiity 1267

thesapealaCity 1133 1109

FairtaxCaAdoltDetCtr 1325 1311

IlamptonRoadsReg.Jail 1233 1240

IlenricoCo 1214 1135

NewRlverVaieyReg.JaII
650

NorthwestemReg.AdultDetCtt 672
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APPENDIX TABLE 23 continued

Allegations of staff-on-inmate sexual victimization reported by local jail authorities by year and type of victimization 2007-2008

2008 2007

Reported staff-os-linate Reported sWI-on-Isunate Reported staff-on-inmate Reported staff-on-inmate

Anng seWS S5OSfl 5flndMMflMnt Avep tOSKt seWS hseawnent

Jiaisdlthon and fadlity popedation Aleqatiom Substantiated AllegatIons Substantiated popubtion Alletions Substantiated Aleqatlons Substantiated

YkgbtcitSed ZPcftiStY$t tiJ.ii
PamunkeyReg.Jafl 455

Prince Willian-Manassas RegMultCotCtt 722

RichmondCity 1527 1564

RiversideRegJad 1192 1146

RoanoinCityb 716

Southwest VirginiaReg 1102 1379Vlidthill 1609 00
.-. t-MtH

aartco 769

KingCo 2476 10 2727

apCoXorLCtt 371 435

pcaco.b 1334 1471

SnohomishCa 1225 1284

West VkSa 2.- -- ..
kanawbaCo.SouthCentralReg.JaHb 454 453

RaliCaSouthernReglaiP 467 524

Wbcumin ... ...
DunnCo 113

MarathonCtAdultoetFac.a 300

MilwaukeeCo 890 947

MilwaukecallouseofCoit 1841 2247

WinnebaqoCo 319

-Nctapplicabk

ft4nporset

bp0pjjg4ftuj bnassns sit add not be count dsepfldy from allegations
of staff sand misconduct in 2008

tdutsaiS neai20WseSmandatSgathoson
djsjt4ndd not mconl allegotiumof staff sesal harassment in 200

tthunbofgatsemjd misconduct in 2008 we based on subssailtaISSkgatiomonI
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APPENDIX TABLE 24

Local jail
authorities with no reported aflegatlons of staff-on-Inmate sexual victimization 2007-2008

Averagedally Average daly

Jwlsdktloo and fadilty popdion 2008 populatIon 2001 JurisdictIon and fadilty

.MIbauna

Albertvllle city 37

BaidwinCo 593 628

BibbCo 76

Brighton Cltya

DeKaIbCo.b 177

EtowahCo.Det.Ctt 812

Gardendaleclty 19

GenevaCo 58

MadisonCo.DetFac 967

MobileCo 53 51

Montgomery Ca DeL Fac.1 688

Oppcity

PkkensCo 91

Saralandcity

ShelbyCo
459

làtledegaCo

KotzebueRegjail 15

cIty
city

Arizona

ApacheCo 122

MohaveCo 460 525

349

AshleyCo
40

BentonCoDetFaca 493

CraIieadCo.DetCtt 311

UawrdCa

JackronCo Det Ut

MadisonCo

Mississippi Co DeL Ctt

Montgomery Co

StFrandsCoL

Sebastian Co Adult Det Ctt

WashingtonCo DeLCti.b

YeliCo

Alameda Ca

Butte Co

Kings
Co.b

LakeCafllkoadCoitfac.l

Madera Ca

Mann Ca

Mendocino Co

MercedCo

MontereyCo

OrangeCo

PlacerCo

Sacramento Co

San Mateo Ca
Santa Barbara Co

SlerraCo

SlsklyouCa

Solano Cab

Sonoma Co 1027 1056

Stanislaus Co 1339 1368

TulareCo 1529 1527

TuolumneCo 141

VenturaCo 835 850

YoloCo 428

YebaCo 360

Colad

AdamsCo.DetFac 1286 1300

Denver Ca 2281 2395

GarfieldCo 130

JacksonCa 1194

LincoinCob 120

LoganCo 120

Meao 347 368

BradfordCa 125

aayco.a
398

ColumbiaCo.DetCttb 795

DixieCo 91

Escambla Co 1812 1881

Hilisborough 3847 4015

Indian RiverCo 544

JacksoaConFaca 226

Jacksonville cIty 3727 3629

LafayetteCo 32

ta -_ 1033

LeonCo.DetFac.1 1132 1153

MartinCo 611 601

73 OkeechobeeCa 263

35 Orange Co 4454 4096

OsceolaCo 1160

Pasco Co 1277 1271

Pinellas Cc 3368 3593

SantaRosaCo 520

381 Sarasota Co 1019 1045

SeminoleCo CortFac 1003

StiohnsCo.b 530

StLudeCo.Mainiail 1550 1434

SumterCaDetCtt 249 275

Augusta-RkhmondCo 1112 1239

BibbCatawEnforcementCtt 751

CarroliCa 533

Chatham Ca Adult Det Ctt 1739 1718

ChattoogaCo 58

ClarkeCo 365

CIinchCo 26

CobbCo.SherifrsofficeiailPnlsoriUnlt 2490 2104

Coweta Ca 341 330

DawsonCo 189

Decatur Co Cort Inst

DekalbCo

DodgeCa

83 DoughertyCo

937 1065 EanlyCo

260

3015

68

831

Average daily Average day
nonulatlon 2008 ocoulallon 2007

549

157

2796

14

4431 4278

472

357

260

350

309 290

308

769

1118 1120

6178 6360

595

4575 2139

1125 1198

950 3252

816

39
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Kankakee Co

Lawrence Co

McDonoughCo

Macon Co

Monroe Co

Rock Island CCL

SalineCo LawEnforementDetCtr

SangamonCo

Average daily

posiIation 2007

242

18

339

624

405

Jikmcuon and fadty

Giant Co Security Complex

GieeneCo

Hamilton Co

HancocitCo

Harrison Co

Howard CoY

JayCo

JohnsonCo

KnoxCo

Lake Co.J

APPENDIX TABLE 24 continued

Local Jail authorities with no reported allegations of staffon-inmate sexual vIctimization 2007-2008

Avenge daly

populatIon 2008

251

170

341

Average daily

popubtIo 2007

64

327

148

40

290

153

Average daily

Jurlstlon and fadilty populatIon 2008

EffinghamCoPilson

EvanoCo.C

HoydCo.Ptison 739

ForsythCo 313

GlynnCa DetCtc 532

GordonCity

Gordon Co 249

Gwinnett Co Dept of Coir 682

HaUCo.Det.Ctr

HoustonCo

JacksonCo.d 146

JeftDavisCo 44

JonesCoi 126

LamarCo 90

LeeCo 72

libertycaJail
247

towndes Co 702

MadisorsCo 69

McDufiieCo 153

MltchelCo.Coir.lnst 140

MonroeCo 134

MeeCo.P1sonJ 568 565

NewtonCo 626

PikeCo

Spalding Co Coir Inst 378

ihomasCo 210

TroupCo 465

TreopCo.Con Inst 351

WareCo 383

Bonnevik Co 238 288

Canyon Co 479

10

KootenaiCo 379

PowerCo.1 10

923 937

MarionCo 1361

StiosephCo 650

708

BlackHawkco 183 257

BueiaVlstaCo 24

CarioflCo 12

GintooCo

DecaturCa

DelawareCo

EmmetCo

HowardCo

MarshailCo 146

ScottCo.JaiIAnnex W9 295

SiouxCo 37

thautauquaCo

FordCo 91

JoIo.cb 715 863

LaneCo.b

LinnCo

MontgomeryCo 144

PrattCo 15

SmlthCo

BooneCo 448

BoydCo 227

BiecklnridgeCo.b 191

Campbell Co.b 425 427

Casey CoiState Jail 308

thristianCo.b 632

19 ClaokCo.Detl

ClayCo.DetCtc 235

CiittendenCo 12

GravesCo 101

266 GraysonCo.JailAnnex 580

HardlnCo.DetCtr 545

LaurelCo 292

Twin FalIsCo 203

MamsCo 101

DeKaJbCo 102

Kane Co 671 615

506

34

251

10

81

340

Stephenson Co 134

VermilionCo 260

MamsCo 65

AllenCo 700

BartholomewCo 154 192

DelawareCo.JustkeCtr 318 317

ElkhartecurityCttJailY 747

PikeCo 300

ThreeForksReg.Jail 205

WebsterCo 109 108Lo
Ascension Parishiall 258

Aoyelles Parish 1231 1230

Bayou DortheatCorc Ctr.C 524

BossierParish 1262
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Cakasleu Cort.CtT.a

Caidwell PaflshJalls- Fau1itIes

Catahoula Parish Jaii Dot Fac

DeSotoPanshiail

East Baton Rouge Prisona

East CarToll Dot CtL

Evangehne Parish Jail

Iberia Parish Jailb

Jefferson Parish Jail

Salle ParistiJall

Morehouse Pai1shJail

MorganCity

New Orleans Parish Prison System

Ouachita Parish err Fac

PointeCoupee Parish DetCtc

Rapides Parish

Richiand Parish DetCtTb

ShennanterCorrCfl

St Charles Parish Jail

St Landry Parish Jail

St.Tammany Parish

Terrebomse Parish Jail

Union Parish Dot Ctr

Hancock Co

kennebeco

Baltimore Glyb

arlesCo DetCir

HarfonlCo DetCtr

Ptince Georges Co nrc Ctr

WorcesterCo 253

shireo.JailHouseoCorrb

NorfolkCo 702

PlymouthCo.HouseofCorr.JaiI 1516 1596

AntrlmCo 40

Bay Co Law Enforcement Ctc

BenzleCo

Calhoun Co 497

CassCo 126

EmmetCo 86

lngham Co.b 672 685

K.alamazooCo.b 324 365

KentCo.a 1307 1352

Mecosta Co 86

MonmeCo 328

Sagmawo.a 516

StGaIrCo 428 408

StJosephCa 269

Wayne Co.a 2185 2713

AnokaCo 228

BelUamiCo 121

DalcotaCo 335

1249 1197

318 318

22

110

1671 1606

688 1125

72

485

839

23

160 535

59

2570 2685

900

174

272

854 840

298

532

23

746

670

360 347

44

Heanepin
Co Workhouse 582

HennepinCo.AdukDetCtc 728

ltascaCo 83

Kooc khing Co Law EnfoccementCtr 14

Lyon Co nforcementCtc 30

MarshallCo.LawEnforrementQc 10

NoblesCo.a 57

Ohnstedco 280

OtterlailCo.DetCtr 58

RamseyCo.CorcFac 398

Mlsnisslppl

Calhoun Co 47

CanolllMontgomeryRegionCorcCtr 337

ClarkeCo.b 44

ClayCo
10

Hamson Co 1160 1150

Hinds Co 1042 931

HolmmphreyReg.CorcFac 379

412

JeffersonFranldinCocr.Fac 296

LafayetteCo 130

Lauderdale Co 270

LeakeCaCorcFac 361 373

Leflore Co 125

Rankin CoM 416 58

WaIthailCo 22

WebsterCo 12

WlnstondroctawReg.Corr Fac 350

Arnold Munidpal hya

BeltonCty 10

Clay Co DetCtr

Douglas Co

Franklin Cob

Greene of

Jadcson Co DeL Ctt

Lincoln Co.9

Marion Co

219 Montgomery Co

31 OzarkCo 16

StCharlesCo 329

Stoddard Co 65

Cascade Co Reg Jail 380

Fallon Co.a

flatheadCo.DetCflC 92

Missoula Co 314 337

PonderaCo

SandersCo 20

BoxButteCo.b 16

Douglas Dept of CurT

Hamilton Co

Harlan Co

Lancaster Co

Momil Co

ThayerCo

APPENDIX TABLE 24 contInued

Local jail authorities with no reported allegations of staff-on-Inmate sexual victimization 2007-2008

Average daily Average daily Average daily Average daily

Juthdktion arid fadilty population 2008 population 2007 JurisdIction arid facility popidallon 2008 popidallan 2007

170

4113 3899

377

461 400

1385 1486

322

121

539

19

784

147

76

1148

450

1041

474

13
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Lea Co

tuna Co

RooseveitCo

SandovalCo

San Juan Co Det CIT

NewYe.k

Albany Co Cost Fac

QPJngOCo.b

Erie Co IloldlngCltb

ErletounyQvtFac

Jefferson Co

Madison

MonmeCo

Montgomery Co

Niagara
Co.d

Oneida Ca Curs Fac

OnondagaCaDept of Cart

RocklandCo CortW

SchenectailyCo

St Lawrence Co

Twgaco

.No.th Carolina

Buncombe Co

CabarrusCo

DuplinCo

EdgeconibeCo

Forsyth Co

Gaston Co

GuiIfordCa

LeeCo.a

Rkhland Co

299 Summit Co.Jail Glenwood Annex1

392 Otbhcma

CarterCo

ComandieCa

606 GradyCo

762 Midwest Oty

MukirowOty

MuslwgeeCo.cItyDetCtt

1469 OldahomaCo

RogerMlIlsCo

RogersCo.1

1450 StephensCo

126 WsMnqtonCo.1

WoodwardCo

468 0egon

hIjoflO.b

262 PolkCo

317

112 Allegheny Cal

83 BerksCo.Prison

BlairCo.PiIson

475 BucksCo

217 CentreCaPlison

16 UearfieldCo.Prison

260 EsieCo

517

926

161

87

87

153

1211

658

185

291 298

334

100

48

518

1169

413

61

422

428

300

1694

656

287

2369

17

108

91

115

2650

1304

1180

212

105

APPENDIX TABLE 24 contInued

Local
Jail

authorities with no reported aliegations of staff-on-inmate sexual vktimization 2007-2008

Averagedally Average daily Averagedally Averagedally

kaisclctlon and facilty population 2008 population 2007 Avisiilction and fadflty population 2008 population 2007

Nevada jCNo
NthLasVegasDetCortCtr 869 ButlerCo 1042 1101

New Hampshire ClermontCo 304

HillsboroughCo.HauseoIColT
583 IintonCa 19

RockinghamCo.JailHouseoICorr 332 CrawfordCo 111 112

New Jesey Delaware Co 163

BergenCo.JailAnnex 970 FayetteCo.b 52

BuilingtonCo
703 GreeneCo 381

CamdenCo.Cortfac 1640 1608 HairditonCa 2019 2086

CumbedandCo 580 LorainCo 427 450

Gloucester Co 373 Mahoning Co 561 527

SomersetCo.Jail Annex 324 MianiiCa 104

New Medco Muskingum Co 154

CatronCo NilesCity

CurryCo 37 NobleCo 20

DonaAnaCo.DetCtt 852 152

79

396

687

79

1364

142

1343

489

474

305

2281

192

102

31

501

2749

1109

304

780

135

632

409

282

891

541

McDoweil 104

MooreCo 129

PamlicoCo

RkhmondCo 86

RobesonCo 377

RowarsCo 274

Vance Co

WakeCo 1331

WilsonCo.b 220

GFórhsCo.CortCttb 171

Greene Ca Prison

Lebanon Co Cort Fac.1

Lehigh Co

WashiroCo

SthCarolioa

AbbevllleCo.DetCtt

Alien Co DUtt

Anderson Co

Beaufort Co DetCtc

Berkeley Co Ctt

thadestonCo

HoffyCaDetCtr1

PicirensCo

159

Pembina Ca

538

1181

362

1762

96
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APPENDIX TABLE
contlnu

allegations of staff-on-inmate sexual victimization 2007-2008Local Jail authorities with no repo

pspuiatioe iooiVWYm Jurisdictlonaidfadllty

AX
435

MgSal
baisdiction and facility popSatiet 2008

rrt Wichita Cofi

BonHommeCo ZavaCo

HesCo 48 Utah

MeadeCoL 45 BeaverCo 370

Minnehaha 0tb 520 520 CadleCo.a 3%

PenningtenCo.JaiI
420 TooeleCo 119

WirinerUtys
63 WeberCo CoiL Fac 973 770

CanoIICo.b 76 74

GreeneCo 366 AccomackCo 113

LawrenceCo 130 AIbemarleChartottesvilleReq.JaiIb 520 538

LincoinCo 12S AlexandrlaCltyDetCticb 540

Mason Co Penal Farm 80 BotetourtCo.b 91

Rutherford Co 771 Central VWginta Req Jail 372 395

ShdbyCo.CottCt 2960 2960 DanvilkCity 208

ssrivanCo 675 584 DmviIe City Prison Fartnü 149 164

Sumner 616 Middle
RlverRegjail

651

WarrenCo 212 NewportNewsClty 629

Wasliinqtonth 519 Norfolk Municipal Jail 1638 1727

WllIlamscnCo.a 311 341 NorthernNeckRegjail 451

WilsonCo PatiickCo 27

TS Peumansend Creek Req
JaiP 275 288

AnqeihiaCo
258 RappahannockCo 16

Boll awEnbcementCt 672 RappahannockReg.JailAnn 1017 1003

azosCo 553 RoanokeCo 286

CaidweliCo 168 Rockinghacnkeg.Jall 295

CaeronCaa 100 971 U$Refl 489

ColinCo 897 Waslungtso

DentonCo.DetCtt 1121 1065 AsotinCo 47

EctorCo.a 583 594 BentonCo 672

EdwardsCo BuckleyCityb 72

ElPasoCo.Det.Fac 2209 2220 KentClt 139

GuadalupeCo.DetCt 378 460 KirklandClty

HaysCo 315 SkaqitCo 237

HidalgoMultDetCttLb 1132 1185 SpokaneCo.GeiqerCortCtt 510 562

HoodCo 161 WhatcoinCo 428

JasperCo.LawFnforcementCtr
62 WestVkla

JeffersonCo.DeLCtr.t 924 1176 MarthallCó.NorthemReq.JallCorrComplex 314

Lipscomb Co North Central
Reg.Jail

517

LubbockCo 724 1000 TygartvalleyReq.Jai 356

McLennanCo 869 860 Western Req Jails 461

MavenckCo 230 WIsconsin

MidlandCo 280 AdansCo 64

MilisCo BarronCo.JustkeCtr 123

MontqomeryCo 815 1112 BrownCo.t 770

NuecesCo 950 RurnettCo Law EnforcenlentCttb 30

ParkerCo.b 310 Dane Co 926

RandailCo 272 DodgeCo 462 463

RuskCo 89 88 FauCiaireCo 274

SanPatitcioCo 192 OzaukeeCo 220

Shelby Co 51 RadneCo 788

SherrnanCo.t RichlandCo 27

TarrantCos 3333 3377 RockCO 521

Tom Green Co 415 ShawanoCo 510

UptonCo 38 WaukeshaCo 655

Victoria Co 450

WalkerCo 130
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APPENDIX TABLE 24 continued

Local
jail

authorities with no reported allegatioms of staff-on inmate sexual vktimization 2007-2008

Average daily Average daily

Jurtctktion and fadity pepula0lcn 2008 populadon 2007

Woiiq

FremontCo 166

taramieCo 222

Natrona Co DetCtr 297

PiatteCo 97

SheridanCo 90

SweetwaterCo.a 119

Not
apphcable FaynomplrdmsureeyyrM

sAkgadons of stat sessid Norasune mu ited eltrom allegations
of stalisexual

misconduct 2007

misconduct In 200

eJuthdktion5d see record alkgatiosiselsaff sesualmisueduct Es 2007

kayo staiftezial misconduct Es bore based or botamiatedallegadons ordy

9osastsofsaftsewMmlsc.nductEs2007aebasedsnssAvtssldatedegaIionSonit
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APPENDIX TABLE 25

Allegations of Inniate-on-Inmate sexual victimization reported by private prison and Jail authorities by year and type of vlctlmlzationj 2007-2008

2008 2007

Average
P0i Average

Wor ate-on-Inmate Reports lunate-on-Inmate

daily
flO saSadS flIalcoittadS

daily
fleflcOnseflSIMlSeWM acts abusive rental contacts

Jurisdiction and facility population Mieqatloes Substantiated Allegations Substantiated population Allegatlens Substantiated Allegations Substantiated

Total 56 14 58 27

..
EloyDet.Ctr.CCA 1456 1449

Lt
BertCo.ConiacCCA 847

High PlainsCort.Fac.GRWICCILb 244 19

dda
BayCoitlnstCCA 25

takeCityCostFacACCA 906 891

South8ayCorriacGEO$ 1858

Geeigl

Cffeer.Fac.Cq$d 1691 1690 10

altJPrison 1796 1728

WheelerCorrJac.CCA4 1692 1680

Idubo. .-

Ida oCortFac.CCAc 1493 1464

Ilincils

-- r.
Substance Abuse Services-Marion

FWHS 39

..
I.eavenwoittioetCtCCA 1057 962

LeeAdjustmentCttCCA 684 .-

izioa

MlmCcrr.CtLGE0b 1469 1530I-
EastMississippiCornFac.GE0 950 870

TallahatchieCo.Corr.Fac.CCA 1685 1500

WalnutGroveYouthCortFacCCI 1019

HelenaPre-ReleaseCtBK5 92

NewMetice

LeaCo.Cortfac.GEOr 1238 1240

ONe

thlanaHouseInc 16

Obubuma

ClmarronCorr.Fac.CCA 993 1021

David Moss Criminal Justice Ctr.9 1425 1517

DavisCottFac.CCA 1062

DiamondhackCornFacCCA 2150 2093

LawtenCmtFac0 2480 2498 80
Tennessee

HardemanCorrXttCCA 1963 1962

SouthCentralCtr.CCA 1633 1642

WhitevllleCostFacCCA$ 1489

Texas

Big5ingCotCttCU$4 3389 2835

BradshawStateiaiCCA$ 1970
.- .-

DalbyCorr.CtiMTC 1875

EdenCoactcCC1 1495 1540
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APPENDIX TABLE 25 contInued

AllegatIons of inmate-on-Inmate sexual victimization reported by private prison andJail authorities byyear and type of victImization 2007-2008

2008 2007

Average
Reported bnenInniate Reported Inmatom4nniate

Average
RePorted itni oinsate Repfld Inmate-on-Inmate

nonconsensual sexual acts abusive sexual contacts
tliIy

nonconsensualsetual acts abusive sexual contacts

Jurisdiction and fadlity population Aleqatlons Substantiated Allegations Substantiated population Alleqaticns Substantiated Allegations Substantiated

Wglnia

l.awrencevllIeCoriCttGEO 1557 1554

-Nut applicable

Mat mpoflet

BN38odAnewConmun1ty5enices

CCACcrrectlunsCocp4Amevka

CUComel Cosrparâes Inc

FWHSfranldln-Wllilamson Human Senlces hic

GEOlheGEOGrmqflic

MTCManagnnentTralalngCarp

-SuuthumtMoiatkhatflHntth

dConwanler Incm manag thelinobCcrrSihcillyfromGliWCoipcradon hi May 2007 Itwas renamed
High

PlahisConectloni Fac8lty

mud sexual aces late based en subseaneteed allons

ABegadas uf ahur uld nut he co.aseedseparatelykom alegaticuis of noncunsmusual sexual acts In 2000

acts hi 2007

FadilidnotrecerdaflegadomiahiulvesevaIwntacthu200t

tCaunesdnoncwaendseuiuiacthi2008atebasedoncmnpktedacBonly

Macthey is currently openS locally
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iudsdktion and fadlity

AdÆI4d Jt 1_

Arizona State Prison-Florence West GEO

ArizonastatePrlson-l0ngmanM1 1490

Arizona State Prison-Phoenix West 60 479 512

California

California City ore CtCCAü 2621 692

Central ValleyCommwiityCotT Fac 60 585 600

Desert VlewCommtmityCo.t Far 60 584

Taft air Inst MTCP 2355 2316

CrseyCo.Corr.FacCCA$ 1630

KitcarsonCo.Corr.CttCCA 960 749

PhmxvityCottCEC$ 228

Tooleyllall 59

Women llemedlationCtr C$ 308

BermanlreatnentCt SI 17

FloIa

OtrusCo Dot Far CA 646

GadsdenCottFacCCM 137 1273

Hhllsborough Co SC 92

Moore Haven Core Far 60 15

Mcllae inFar 1724

Itoh

Southwood lrtterventlonsCU

Dismastharities-PortlandD0 218

Marion Arhustment Cte CA

JilL Inc 180

Wise ContCtr CA 1461

Prairie Corr Fac CAY 1413

MississIppi..

Delta Core FacCCA 968

Wilkinson Co.Corri CttCCA 988

SiMissourlthmntTreatmentCte.SM8H$

Alpha
House AlY 158

80 Ro on Education TrahnlngCtr CEC 495

Hope HallVOA$ 170

TalbotHaIIcFC 499

iWMespco

Cibola Co ore Ct CA 1138

DismasCharities-tasCrucesDa 73

New Merdco Wonietrt Cart Far CAY 563 576

ValenchaCo.AdukDetCte.-CornellCorr 163

Northaolna

1298

Ohio

AlvisHouseCopeCtr$ 22

LakeErieare.lnstMlt 1484

Ni Ohio Care Ct CA 1982

North Coast ConJreatment Fac MTQ 649

OMSmar
Canethat 277

CatarstBehavioralSeMces-Pvanhoe 102 92

Great PlainsCoor Far CCI 1153_gn.tztt 3tWt.c

kintock-Phhladeiphia 337

Tezee

ahiaton kn.Ct

B.M Moore Core Ct AlTO 499

Bartlett CA 1046 1003

BridgeportCore.CtGE0 519 518

Bridgeport PPT CA 200

Country Relsab Ctr.lnr.ofTyler 46

DawsonStatelallCA 2188 2182

Estes Unit MTC 1036

KyleUnitE 519

Libertyo.JailCEC 318

LimestoneCo.DetCttCEC$ 1005 997

LindseyStateiall CA 1027

Lockhart PPTGEO 997

Mineral Wells PPT CA 2056 2085

ReevesCtDet.GE0$t 2175 2147

Reeveso.DetCtM

Willacy Co State Jail CA

APPENDIX TABLE 26

Private prison and
Jail

authorities with no reported allegations of Inmate-on-Inmate sexual vktiinlzadon 2007-2008

Avenge daly Avnagethiy Avenge daly Avenge daly

population 2008 popalatloe 2007 Judsdktlon and fadlity populatIon 2008 population 2007

Itiluley ªSct
698

101

790

970

1350

1063 1059

AcSAvalonCoorectional Sevlce hsc CECConiminty Education Centers ioc

MMternatives tec CSCCorrectional SOieSQelL SMBHSoutheast Missouri Behavioral Health

ccCoinCor Inc CSIComninity5okitionsbic HeofPaatvà
CACorrections Coon of America DCIDtsmas Charities Inc

clcons ainparies be GE0The 600 6rou hsc

-Natapcablr

Afl of wcould not be coimpamall naisconsensual sexual acts Es 2t07

ity sAl not trw Hegallons at abusive soS contact in 2000

9jlegations of abusive sexual contacts could not be counted separately from allegations of rancomossual nial arts In loot

4adlltyiscwrently dosed

Counts of nonconsenosalsesual acts Es 2007 are based on osbstandatedaIegaUomonl

kounts of nsncsronssual sexual acts ii 2008 are based on ssAtstantiatedallegationsonly
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APPENDIX TABLE 27

Aegatlons of staff-on-Inmate sexual vkthnization reported by private prison and
jail authoribes by year and type of vIctimization 2007-2008

2008 2007

Reported allegations of Reported allegations of Reported allegations of Reported allegations of

Average
staff sexual misconduct Staff seiwal harassment

Average
staff setual misconduct staff sexual harassment

daly ifliatiS of hiasates
dIiy

with inmates of inmates

JtaistRctlon and fadNty population Allegations Sulutaistiated Allegations Substantiated
population Allegations Substantiated Allegations Substantiated

Total 59 20 29

Athena .....- .- .-.
EloyDet Ctr CCA 1456 1449

alfomia ... ..

TaftCorL Inst MTC 2355 2316

lendu ..

CrowleyCo Con Fac CA 1630

High Plains Corr Fac GRW/CCI$ .- 244

Kit on Co Corr Ctj 960 749

florida

Gadsden on Far CA 137 1273

QtyCorr Fac.CA 906 891

Moo eHavenColtFacGEOd 15

South Bay Corc Fac GEO 1858

.e_a .. ... ..
CoflivCorr Fac4CCA 1691 1690

D.RaylamesPrison 1796 1728

McRaeCorr Fac CCA 1724

Idaho ..-
Idaho Corc Fac CA 1493 1464

in ..
Substance Abuse Services-Marion FWHS 39

kensm

Leavenworth Det Ctr CA 1057 962

Lee Adjustment Ctr CA 684

Marion Adjustment CtL CCAa 790

bna
Wino OfT Ctr CA 1461

Mmnesota

Praineort Far CCAd 1413

Misppi

Delta Corr Fac.CCA 968 970

Marshall Co ott Fat GEOf 900

Wilkinsono.CorcCtr.CCA 988

New Medco

NewMexicoWonienson.Fac.CA 563 576

NorthCarollna

Rivers on Inst GEO 1298

lliioLake 1484

N.E.OhioCors.Ctr.CA 1982

Oldalioma

CatalystBehavioralServkes-Ivanhoe 102 92

DavidLMossCrimInaIJustlceCttJ 1425 1517

Diamondback or Far CA 2150 2093

Lawton Corr Far GEOd 2480 2498

Pennsylvania

kintock Pililadeiphiad 33 337

Tennessee

SouthCentralCtt.CCA 1633 1642

Whiteville ott Far CA 1489
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APPENDIX TABLE 27 contInued

Allegations of staff-on-innate sexual victimization reported by private prison and
Jail authorities by year and type of victimization 2007-2008

2008 2007

Reported aeqatlonsof ertedalIegatlomof Reported allegations
of Reported allegations of

Average
staffsexual onduct staff seinoal harassment

Average
staff sexual misconduct staff sesosal harassment

daily
wlthinmates of hunates

slail
With hinsatn of Inmates

Asrisdiction and fadllty population Allegations Subt lad Alegatlons SubstantIated population
Allegations

Substantiated Alegatism Substantiated

TeS
BlgspringCortCtCa 3389 2835

EdenCortCtCA 1495 1540

LibertycoJaIIKIC
318

LawrenavilleornCttGEO 1557 1554

-Nmapcable

Riots
ffArecffons Corp otAsnerica

13CorndlCompanep.ht

CECniattyEducalsonCnrtmkic

GEOThe G82Gnup Inc

MI55olisofggseontMnmnenSd otbeorutedorpY slog
5.1 staff smuS reonóictr 2007

bmpaacwokovumubagneaotheBoushCnTecdoni iocityfr mQlwCoopo MninMaylOOl.kwasronanodHighPlalnsconectlonS FacI4

CountsffsnuSnisaaGIn2O07SJSandSaltgat0nSOSy

dpjogador staff sonulM id med sepoesodyb mslega onsof staff fled misorusdact In 2008

SyKseNOSySeL

hditybenonttyoperaSlocS
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Dismasthaxltles-PortlandDG

Alien omCtr 680

JitChK

East Mississippi ott FacGEO

Taliahatchie Co ott Eac CAootott Fac Ci
MS

APPENDIX TABLE 28

Private prison and JaM authorities with no reported aflegatlons of staff-on-Inmate sexual vIctimization 2001-2008

Jurisdiction and facl8tv

Averagedaily Aveoagedaily

Jwlsdktlon and facility pcçsSalion 2008 population 2007

tA .tVSiStt4
ArizonaState Prison-Florence WestGEO 698

An onaStatePtison-KlngmariMTQ 1490

Athona State Pdson-Phoenxst6W 479 512

ornla
A4 44 cm

ailfomia City ott It 2621 692

enSvalleyommunityortfac6E0 585 600fro 84

çc4ptado

Bent Co on Fac 847

Phoenix Or Adams Comm ott ff05 228

TooleyHaii ff0 59

WonenRemediationttQ 308

ome
BermanlreatmentftGl 17

BayorthsstA 25

CItntso.DetFac.A 646

roho
GeorgIa

WheeierotFacA5.b 1692 1680

__
SouthwoodlntetventionsWb 101

218

1469 1530

Average dady AveropSaily

population 2008 populatIon 2007

GbdaUpXortOrA 1138

Disonasthadtles-lasnices0C 73

LeaortFacGEO 1238 1240

ndao.AdukDetOt-oondlort 163

AlvkPouseopeOt 22

NotthoastortTreatnientFaLMtQ 649

0danaHbc 16orn
arverorr.tt KS 277

QmarronortFacA 993 1021

Iavisott Fac.A 1062

GreatPialnsontFacW 1153

Peops$vSla.c

GewgeW.IhiortFacjEQ W7
Tennesset c4

HardemanCoXortOtA 1963 1962

.5aIYationnS 47
.-

Teas

BJMooreorndMlt 499

Bartlett CA 1046 1003

BadshawStateiailA 1970

BndgeportPPlA 519 518

ountryRehah.Qr.ktcoflylerb 46

DalbyorrAtMT0 1875

Oawson Stateiali 2188 2182

EstesUnitMTQ 1036

HoustonlReid FaciiityW 306

kyleUnitffQ 519

Limestoneo.DetttffQ1 1005 997

lindseyStateiaiiA 1027

LoclthartPPlGEO 997

MineraiwelisPPlA 2056 2085

Reeveso.Det.tc.6EO 2175 2147

Reeveso.Detttlli 1350

Wlllacyo.State
Jaii 1065 1059

180

950

1685

870

1500

1019

Southeast Missoun orem Treatmenttr SMBH 38

.--...

Aipha House Ai$ 158

Helena Pre-Release ft BAS 92

NewJeesey

Boftobinson Education Training
Ct CEY 495

Hope Haii VOA 170

Talbot Haii KEG 499

ACSAvalonCoisectionul Services Inc OCaiel Ccnipaeios hit GEJlhe GEt GrouR tic

MAiteonatives Inc EConinunity Education Centros Inc MKManagement Troirdng Corp

BA3Boyd AnØew CoinmSty Services SCCorrectIonal Services Coop 5M8HSoutheastMjosouri Behavioral Health

ConsCor Inc CSICornmaodtySohittons Inc ynytomMftja Odawaoevalley

CACorrections or otAmoeka 000tnnsasthadtles Inc

-Notappbcable

ftfrnsofgaffl could not be cor pad from allegations otstaff sectS miocenduath 2008

bonsgatu herasensontcordd notbecountod soparatelyfromallogatiensotssaftoezual misconduct is 2007

Cmaitaffserualnisconducthi2008areSsed onoubstaettlatedalkgatioesor4
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ICE-florence AZa

IcE-El Centro CAaJ

KE-San 0egoCA

ICE-Aurora CO

KE-BrowardlransitionalCttFLj

KE-Miam FL

ICE-Stewart Det Cit GA
ICE-Elizabeth NJ

KE-BataviaNY

KE-Vanck Federal Bet Fac NY

KE-Aguadilla PR

ICE- Paso flQb

KE-Houston

ICE-Laredo 10

ICE-PorthabelServkePtocessingCtL TX

KE-SouthlexasDet Fat TQ

KE-VAHacyDetctr

Navajo Nation-Kayenta Police Dept Holding Fat AZ

Navajo Nation-Shiprock Police Dept Mult Bet AI 77

Navajo Nation-Window Rock Adult Bet AZ

SakBJverhma-MaæcopaBeptofCon-AdukJuv.AZ

San Carlos Dept of Coa Rehabilitation -Adult AZ 107

Supai Law Enforcement Holding Fac AZ

Tubono OOdham Tribe Adult DeL Cir AZ 145

TruxtonCanyonAdultDet.Ctt AZ

White Mountain Apadie DetUr AZ 65

thief
lgnacio Justice Cu Adult Det

FortHallPoliceDeptAdultDetCitID

Saginaw thippewalribal Police DeptAd tilt Det Cit Ml

Red takeTnbal Justice Cit Adult Bet MN
Choctaw Justice Complex Adult Bet MS

BladetAdukDetCttMT

Crow Adult DeL Cut MT
FlatheadAdultDetCtr.Mflb

Fort Peck Police Dept Adult Vet Cit MI 28

NortherntheyenneAdultDetCutMfl

Omaha Tnlal Police Bept Adult Bet MI

AcomalrlbalPolkeHoldingFacNM

JicarillaApachePoliceDeptNM

Navajo Nation-Crownpoint Adult Bet NM
Navajo Nation-Shiprock Police Dept Adult Bet NM
ZuniAdu1tDetlr.NM

FortTotten LE Adult DeL Cit NO
Geraldlex Fox Justice Cit Adult Bet ND

Standing
Rock LE Adult Bet ND

21

65

1284

145

102

65

41

19

38

35

22

APPENDIX TABLE 29

Allegations of inmate-on-inmate sexual victimization reported In other correctional fadltIes by year and type of victhnizatlon 2007-2008

2008 2007

Re Repoctedinm Repo matn
Average

soxisensual Ininatealusive Avja imnatiiioiisual Inmate abusIve

serual acts sewal contacts
daisy

Jurisdiction and Iicthty popuiatlon Alleqatiom Substantiated AJeqIoes Substantiated population MIe.adom Substantiated Alleqations Substantiated

U.tMIy
Total 1798 1844

AirForce 40 53

Ammy 811 974

MarInes 431 381

Navy
516 436

U.S.latlonandC.atciisEnwcement

607 543

470 454

662 671

388 397

677

581

1670

258

554

225

800

836

341

700

1803

1451

270

504

40

800

853

369

KE-TaccmaWA 956 980

lnbbtcountry

radoRiverkidianlrlbesMuftDetCutA2 38

laRiverDeptofRthab.Superwsion-AdultAZ 167 186

Navajo Natlon-Chinle AZa 27

35

22

27

14

36

23

45
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APPENDIX TABLE 29 continued

Allegations of inmate-on-inmate sexual victimization reported In other correctional fadltie% by year and type of vktlmization 2007-2008

2008 2001

Reported
henate-en- Reported imiate-cri- Reported inmate-en- Reported inmate-on-

Average
o0eSflSUd htmateabuslve

Average
kteabwlve

daily
SeWaiCt5 sewaiccotacts

daily
sexualacts sewalcontacts

hatsdonandtalny pepsialico Aqatlons Substantiated Allegations Substantiated popdatlcn A8eqatlons Substantiated Aileqatloss Substantiated

TurtleMountainLLAdultDetNDa 25

WarrnSpingsceDeptAdultDetCtr.OR 51 53

cheyenne River Sioux Adult DeL Cti SD

Kyle Police Dept Adult Det Si 35

erBnikJustlceCtr.-AduItDetSD

OglalaSlouxlrlbal0ffendersFac.S0 85

RosebudsiouxlrlbePolkeDeptAdultDetS0 56

ChehalislflbalPoliceDeptAdultDetCtLWA 10

ColviileMultDetCtrWA 30 46

MakhPubIkSaty-MultDeLWA

NIsqua8yAluItCo.rectiansWA 57 65

Puyalluplflbal Law EntorcementAdult DeL WAb

QuinatdtNatonPcllceDeptHo$dingFac.WA

SpcianeAHtDetCtIWA 17

Menominee Police Dept DetCtr WI 48

Wind ReerAdult Dot Cit WY 15 15

Not appicable

/Nct
do pa ma egadons awnmsu serial acts ki 2008

allesneisual serial actski 2007

Counts oizoncsnsnnsual snsualactsin2ubstanIiaedallegationsmly
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APPENDIX TABLE 30

Allegations of stafF-on-Inmate secual victimization reported in other correctional facllties by year and type of victimizatIon 2007-2003

2008 2007

Reported allegations of Reported allegations of Reported allegations of Reported allegations of

staff sexual miscontlect staff sexual harassment stat sexual misconduct dseioaal hxassment

withinmates of Inmates with Inmates of Inmates

Judsdktlon aid bdlllty Allegations Substantiated Allegations Substantiated Alkations Sebstantlated Allegations Sebstantlated

SMItaey 4ri 4- fJ
Total

.0

AkForce

Army

Marines

Navy

USbnmlqratloeiancit.stomsFnforument j- -tc-
IcE-FIorenceAZ

lff_ElCentroCA$.b

ltE-SanfllegoCA

IE-AuroraC0

Iff-8raidTraisidonaICtFL

Iff-MiamiFI

lcE-StewartoetQiGA

lcE-EIizabettiNJ

lcE-satavlaNY

la-vanaFedsoetraly

lf1-AguadHlaPR

lct-EIPaso1Q

lff_HoustonDQC

lcE-taiedoflQ

cE-Pm lServiceProcessingCtL1X

lff-SouthlioasDetFac.DQ

lcE-wllacyoetCttflx

1ff -TacomaWA

Jalkksbwllanfoisoy

ColoadollivrlndianlrlbesAdultDetCtr.AZI

GilaRlveroeptofReliakSupervlslon-AduftAZ

NavNation-thinleAZ$

NavajoNation-KayootaPollceDeptHSdingFacA2

NavajoNathnShlprockPoflceDeptAdultDetAZb

NavajoNation-WndowRockAdult0etA2

SaltRIverPlma-MadcopafleptofCorr.-AdultJutAZ

San Dept ofCotRthablhtation-AdultAZ

SupaiLawlnforcesnentHoldingFacAZ

TohonooOdhanTribeAdultDetCtr.AZ

TruxtoncanyonAdultDetCtr.A2

WhiteMountainApacheDetCtr.AZ

OileflgnaciolustkeCftMultDettD

FortHallPolleDeptMultDetCttID

SaglnawchippewatribalPolIceDeptMultDetcttMI

RedtakeTribaliustkectr.AdultDetMN

ChodawiusflceComylaAdultDotMS

BladcfeetAdultDetQr.M1

CrowAduItDet.CtrM1

HatheadMultDetCtLM1

FortPeckPDeptMultDetCtLMT

NortherntheyenneAdultDetCttMI

OnahalrlbalPdlceDeptMultDetMT

AcotnaTribalPoriceHokllngracNM

JlcarlllaApachePoliceDeptNM

NavajoNation-ownpolntAdultoetNM

NavaioNatlon-ShiprockPclkeoeptAdultDetNM
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APPENDIX TABLE 30 continued

PJlegatlons of staff iomate sexual victimization reported in other correctional faciitles byyear and type of victimization 2007-2008

2008 2007

Reported allegations of Rllegationsot ted allegations of Re gallons of

staflsexual misconduct staff sexual harassment staffsexual misconduct staff sexual harassment

with inmates of inmates with inmates of inmates

Jurlsdktlon and faculty Allegations Substantiated Allegations Substantiated Allegations Substantiated Allegations Substantiated

JslnhincOwfliyçunthiue4

ZuniAdultDetCtrNM

FortlottenLE.AduitDetCtLNDa

6eraldTexFocJustIceCtiAdultDetND

StandlngRockLlAdultDetND

Turtle Mountain LI Adult Dot ND

WarmSpdngsPoilceDept.AduItDetCtLOlt

Cheyenne River Sioux Adult let Ct SD

Kyle Police Dept Adult Dot SD
ower8nileiusticectt.-AduItDet.SD

OgIaIaSiouxTrlbaI0ffendersFac5D

RosebudsiosixlsibePoiiceDeptMuftDetSD

thehalislribalPoliceDept.MuItDetCtr.WA

ColvllleAdultDetCttWA

MakahPuithcSafety-AduftDetWA

NisquallyAdoltCosrectloosWA

PuyallupTrRaiLawEnforceinentAduhDetWA

Qulnault Nation Police bept Holding Fac WA

SpokaneMultDetctWA

M000mineePoilceDeptDetCtLWl

Wind River Adult Del CttWY

-Nelapptcablefi
Mk ons of staff sexual haiai nentcouklnotbecounted so maleg not staff sexual nitsconductu 2007

ffsexidnain2o00arebaxedonwiutandaledalegadon5cdy
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Human Rights Defense Center

DEDIcATED TO PRoTEcTING HuMAN RIGHTS

April 2011 SENT VIA MAIL AND ELECTRONICALLY

Robert Hinchman Senior Counsel

Office of Legal Policy

Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Avenue NW Room 4252

Washington DC 20530

RE DOJ Proposed Rulemaking for PREA Standards Docket No OAG131

Dear Mr Hinchman

The Human Rights Defense Center HRDC is non-profit organization that advocates for the

human rights of people who are incarcerated HRDC publishes Prison Legal News monthly

publication that has reported on criminal justice-related issues including the problem of prison

rape for over two decades HRDC director Paul Wright previously served on the advisory

board of Stop Prison Rape now Just Detention International

HRDC hereby submits formal comments related to the DOJs proposed rulemaking for PREA
standards in Docket No OAG-131 We previousiy submitted comments to the National Prison

Rape Elimination Commission in July 2008 when the Commission sought public input as to the

PREA standards and we also submitted comments to your office in May 2010 relative to the

proposed standards

Initially we note that the DOJs proposed rules for the PREA standards are hollow shell of

what was originally envisioned by prisoners rights advocates and others concerned about the

issue of prison rape and sexual assault If the intent is to provide the greatest possible protections

for prisoners against being sexually assaulted and raped while in custody then the watered-down

rules proposed by the DOJ fail to reach that laudable goal Rather the proposed rules constitute

weaker standards that are apparently designed to be more palatable to corrections officials many
of whom expressed opposition to the standards as developed by the Commission

We realize that the DOJ is constrained by the statutory language of PREA but want to voice

our objection to the language in PREA that the standards not impose substantial additional

costs 42 U.S.C 5607a3 as ifwe as civilized society can put price tag on the trauma

P.O Box 2420 West Brattleboro VT 05303

Phone 802-257-1342

Email pwrightprisonlegalnews.org



of rape and sexual abuse experienced by prisoners Thus while we submit the following com
ments concerning the DOJs proposed rulemaking for the PREA standards our comments should

not be construed as an endorsement of said proposed rules which we believe lack the strongest

protections that need to be in place in order to adequately address the serious issue of prison rape

and sexual abuse When Congress limited the PREA standards by specifying that measures to

prevent prison rape must not impose substantial additional costs it placed cost considerations

above efforts to stop the sexual abuse and rape of prisoners Consequently the DOJs proposed

rules reflect the fact that we get only what we are willing to pay for

With the above being said HRDC submits the following formal comments in regard to the DOJs

proposed rulemaking concerning the PREA standards in which we respond to selected proposed

rules and comment on related matters regarding the standards

COMMENTS RE THE PROPOSED RULES

115.6 Definitions

We note that sexual harassment as defmed for inmates/detainees/residents prisoners in

these comments includes unwelcome sexual advances requests for sexual favors or verbal

comments gestures or actions of derogatory or offensive sexual nature... But the definition

of sexual harassment as applied to staff contractors and volunteers only encompasses verbal

comments or gestures We submit that the definition of sexual harassment applied to prisoners

and staff should be the same staff should be held to the same definition of sexual harassment

applicable to prisoners otherwise the definition creates double standard

Further the definitions of sexual abuse and sexual harassment do not include unwanted

forcible or coerced kissing mouth to mouth contact Prison employees who kiss prisoners

which may involve coercion or force are engaging in blatantly inappropriate conduct further

kissing may be used as grooming technique that leads to further sexual abuse There is no

conceivable legitimate reasoi why staff should kiss prisoners Thus the standards should include

kissing with or without consent under the definition of sexual abuse or sexual harassment

115.12 115.112 115.212 115.312 Contracting with Other Entities

Initially it should be noted that private prison contractors differ in several material respects from

public-sector corrections agencies Private prison companies whether managing adult juvenile

or immigration detention facilities often operate under combination of contractually-required

policies and rules as well as their own corporate policies and protocols such as those related

to employee hiring and training internal audits and internal incident reporting Further private

prison firms have profit motivation to minimize reporting of incidents that may subject them to

contractual penalties result in the cancellation or non-renewal of contracts or have an adverse

impact on their stock performance

For example the State of Hawaii declined to renew its contract with CCA to house female

prisoners at the companys Otter Creek Correctional Center in Kentucky in 2009 following

scandal in which six CCA employees including the prisons chaplain were charged with

sexually abusing or raping prisoners The prisoners were returned to Hawaii while the State of



Kentucky replaced its female prisoners at Otter Creek with male prisoners CCA reportedly

failed to report at least one of the incidents of sexual abuse

Due to the inherent conflict that for-profit private prison companies have in reporting adverse

incidents that may negatively affect their lucrative contracts with government agencies they

have an incentive to minimize or conceal such incidents In 2008 for example former CCA

manager-turned-whistleblower revealed that CCA kept two sets of internal audit reports

detailed version with auditors notes that was for in-house use only and another version without

the detailed notes that was provided to government contracting agencies According to March

13 2008 article in TIME magazine the latter audit reports were allegedly doctored for public

consumption to limit bad publicity litigation or fines that could derail CCAs multimillion

dollar contracts with federal state or local agencies

Therefore it is recommended that the rule related to Sections 115.12 115.112 115.212 and

115.312 include specific guidance as to monitoring when public agencies contract with private

prison companies Such monitoring should be independent of the private contractor to avoid the

conflicts of interest noted above Monitoring should be conducted by the same public agency

staff responsible for reviewing PREA compliance at the agencys publicly-operated fhcilities if

applicable or by staff retained specifically to ensure PREA compliance by the contractor

Such monitoring staff should have no current orpriorfinancial or employment relationship with

the private prison contractor Further such monitoring staff should not be the same staff that is

responsible for monitoring other aspects of contractual compliance involving the private prison

contractor rather the monitoring staff should be specifically trained in PREA standards so as

to focus on PREA compliance The monitoring staff should not rely solely on reports or audits

provided by the private contractor instead monitoring should include not only review of the

documentation provided by the contractor but also confidential interviews with and/or surveys

of both facility staff and inmates to evaluate the contractors compliance with PREA

115.16 115.116 115.216 115316 Hiring and Promotion

This standard provides that The agency shall either conduct criminal background checks of

current employees at least every five years or have in place system for otherwise capturing

such information for current employees We believe that criminal background checks every five

years is insufficient particularly because absent background checks conducted through NCIC or

similar nationwide source it would be difficult to detect criminal conduct committed by staff

in other states/jurisdictions

Given the sensitive security functions of correctional facilities background checks conducted on

more frequent basis such as annually or every two years would be more appropriate Other

wise ifstaff engages in criminal sexual misconduct after being hired which is not brought to the

attention of the agency they work for they could continue working in correctional setting for

up to five years before the misconduct is discovered under the proposed rule We believe this is

insufficient and security risk

Also notably the proposed rule regarding criminal background checks does not appear to apply

to contractors or volunteers although such background checks equally should be required As

contractors and volunteers are not typically hired or promoted they do not fall under the

proposed rule as written this needs to be corrected



115.52 115.252 115352 Exhaustion of Administrative Remedies

We believe that prisoners who are victims of sexual abuse or sexual harassment should not be

reqtiired to file formal grievance when reporting sexual abuse or harassment rather any report

notification or statement by the prisoner that
puts staff on notice of the alleged sexual abuse or

harassment should be sufficient in lieu of using the formal grievance process e.g statement

made to internal affairs investigators or letter or kite sent to corrections staff

Prisoners who report sexual abuse may not have timely access to the grievance process due to

placement in segregation or protective custody removal to an outside medical facility transfer to

another prison or due to staff who withhold grievance forms or otherwise intentionally frustrate

the grievance process Thus for purposes of administration exhaustion under the PLRA we do

not believe that victims of sexual abuse or harassment should have to file formal grievance if

other types of reporting put staff on notice of the sexual abuse or harassment

We believe the minimum 20 days with optional 90-day extension for victims of sexual abuse to

access the grievance process as stated in the proposed rule is insufficient given our concerns as

stated above For example the optional 90-day extension is only applicable when prisoner can

provide documentation such as from medical or mental health provider or counselor... Yet

the medical or mental health providers or counselors will often be agency employees thus the

proposed extension of time to pursue the grievance process
will hinge on prisoners obtaining

documentation from agency stafT who may be reluctant to provide same

The use of alternate means of reporting sexual abuse so as to meet the administrative exhaustion

requirement is in fact already mentioned in section cl of this proposed rule which states

Whenever an agency is notified of an allegation that resident has been sexually abused .. it

shall consider such not fication as grievance or request for informal resolution submitted on

behalf of the alleged resident victim for purposes of initiating the agency administrative remedy

process However it is not clear whether that provision of the proposed rule applies to self-

reports of sexual abuse by prisoners We submit that agencies should be required to consider

notifications such as letters or statements by prisoners to be grievances for the purpose of initi

ating the administrative remedy process without requiring the filing of formal grievance If

this is what the proposed rule already intends it should be clarified

Also this rule does not address situations where prisoners have been sexually abused or harassed

by staff who monitor oversee or control the grievance process The rule should specify that staff

members accused of sexually abusing or harassing prisoners shall not oversee monitor or control

the grievance process
relative to grievances that allege such sexual abuse or harassment

Further despite the DOJs decision not to address the physical injury component of the PLRA
we submit that the standards should specify that the PLRAs requirement that prisoners show

physical injury before bringing suit for mental or emotional damages 42 U.S.C 1997ee
is inapplicable to acts of sexual abuse or that prisoners who have been subjected to sexual abuse

have per se satisfied the physical injury requirement of the PLRA This would not abrogate the

PLRAs requirement but rather would redefme physical injury within the context of sexual

abuse This redefinition is necessary because at least one court has found that sodomy did not

meet the PLRAs physical injury requirement See Hancock Payne 2006 WL 21751 at

S.D Miss Jan 2006 holding plaintiffs allegations of abuse including that staff

member sexually battered them by sodomy were barred by 1997ee



Additionally we object to section of this proposed rule which states that an agency may

discipline resident for intentionally filing an emergency grievance where no emergency exists

Since staff would be the arbiters of whether an emergency exists and staff may not be unbiased

when one of their own is accused of sexual abuse or sexual harassment we do not believe that

prisoner should be subject to discipline for filing an emergency grievance when the prisoner has

good faith belief that an emergency grievance is necessary

Finally we note that this proposed rule does not apply to lockups i.e there is no comparable

rule 115.152 To the extent that lockups have grievance procedures or require exhaustion of

administrative remedies though similar rule should be applicable to such lockups

115.76 115.176115.276 115.376 Disciplinary Sanctions for Staff

This proposed rule apparently does not include sanctions including dismissal and reporting to

law enforcement agencies for contractors or volunteers who engage in sexual abuse or sexual

harassment Contractors and volunteers should be subject to tennination/dismissal and reporting

to law enforcement agencies to the same extent as sexually abusive staff members

115.61 115.161 115.261 115.361 Staff and Agency Reporting Duties

This proposed rule does not require agencies to discipline or sanction staff who do not report

knowledge suspicion or information regarding an incident of sexual abuse Requiring staff to

report such incidents while failing to mandate any disciplinary measures for not making such

reports is insufficient Agencies should be required to impose disciplinary measures on staff

who do not report their knowledge suspicion or infonnation related to sexual abuse

115.65 115.165 115.265 115.365 Agency Protection Against Retaliation

Section of this proposed rule states that an agency shall not enter into or renew any

collective bargaining agreement or other agreement that limits the agencys ability to remove

alleged staff abusers from contact with victims pending an investigation We suggest that

similar requirement be applied to agencies that contract with private prison companies e.g

agencies shall not enter into or renew any contracts with private prison operators that limit the

agencys ability to remove alleged private prison staff abusers from contact with victims pending

an investigation This rule should be expanded to encompass private prisons operators as over

120000 prisoners nationwide are held in privately-operated facilities according to the DOJ If

the other agreement language in the proposed rule already contemplates extending the rule to

contracts with private prison operators this should be clarified or made explicit

115.93 115.193 115.293 115.393 Audits of Standards

In regard to the length of time between audits we do not believe an audit conducted once every

three years is sufficient however we recognize the cost and impact on staff resources resulting

from full audits for agencies with numerous correctional facilities We therefore suggest that for

state prison systems private prison operators the federal Bureau of Prisons and the Department

of Homeland Security audits of 1/3 of the agencys facilities be conducted annually with the

facilities being selected randomly so they do not have advance notice they will be audited Thus

over three-year period each of an agencys facilities will be audited at least once For smaller

agencies with fewer facilities e.g lockups jails we recommend annual audits



Further the proposed rule should include provision for an immediate or emergency audit if it is

determined there are excessive reports of sexual abuse or sexual harassment at given facility

OTHER COMMENTS RE THE STANDARDS

Lack of Enforcement Mechanism for the Standards

We take issue with the fact that there is no viable enforcement mechanism for non-compliance

with or violation of the standards PREA specifies that any amount that State would otherwise

receive for prison purposes for that fiscal year under grant program covered by this subsection

shall be reduced by percent unless the chief executive of the State submits to the Attorney

General statement that they have adopted and are in compliance with the NPREC Standards

However we are unaware of any case in which stats has forfeited federal law enforcement or

criminal justice funding due to non-compliance with statutory requirements

Also the fact that state only risks the loss of 5% of federal funding for prison purposes is an

indication of the low priority that Congress placed on preventing prisoner rape as the loss of 10

percent 20 percent or higher percentage would have been much more effective deterrent for

states that fail to comply with PREA

Nor is there any apparent mechanism to challenge or require proof of states assertion that is

has adopted and is in compliance with the standards And of course the loss of federal funds as

provided in PREA is not applicable to county or city correctional agencies the federal Bureau of

Prisons or other federal agencies that operate detention facilities nor to private prison firms In

short if there is no remedy to enforce the standards then their value is greatly diminished

To remedy some of these deficiencies related to enforcement of the standards we recommend

thatafinalparagraphbeaddedto 115.12 115.112115.212 and 115.312 as follows

Any such new contracts or contract renewals with private agencies or other entities shall

include enforcement provisions to ensure that the private agencies or other entities are in

compliance with the PREA standards Such enforcement provisions shall include but not

be limited to monetary sanctions for non-compliance with the standards including at

minimum the forfeiture of 5% of funds to be paid to the private agencies or other entities

pursuant to an agencys contract if the private agencies or other entities are not in compli

ance with the PREA standards

Finally the standards do not provide for private cause of action for eiforcement purposes

which in our view is significant failing This will likely require remedy by Congress and we

encourage the DOJ to lobby Congress to strengthen PREA by including private cause of action

for victimized prisoners when agencies do not follow the standards

Failure to Include Standards for Immigration Detention Facilities

We object to the DOJs decision not to include set of standards designed for immigration

detention facilities biimigration detainees constitute specialized population that is much more

vulnerable to victimization due to language barriers unfamiliarity with the U.S legal system

lack of citizenship fear of adversely affecting deportation proceedings ifabuse is reported etc



Therefore we believe the proposed rules should include PREA standards specific to immigration

detention facilities Further the standards should apply to military facilities and tribal facilities if

such facilities do not already fall within the scope of the proposed rules

Attorney General Conflict of Interest

We reiterate our concerns as expressed in our prior comments submitted to your office in May

2010 that the U.S Attorney Generals office has an inherent conflict of interest in regard to

promulgating the PREA standards and with any monitoring of those standards The Attorney

General is responsible for defending the Bureau of Prisons and federal prison staff in civil suits

filed by prisoners who have been sexually abused by federal prison employees Thus there is an

inherent conflict of interest in terms of the Attorney General promulgating standards that may
have an effect on civil cases in which the Attorney Generals office represents federal prison

staff accused of raping or sexually abusing prisoners

Endorsement of Comments by Just Detention International

Lastly to the extent that they do not conflict with our comments as stated above we endorse and

adopt the comments submitted by Just Detention International relative to the proposed rules

Thank you for your time and attention in considering our comments concerning this important

issue and please feel free to contact us should you require any additional information

Sincerely

Paul Wright

Executive Director HRDC

Associate Editor PLN
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ViA ELEcTRoNIC MAIL shareholderproposalssec.gov

U.S Securities and Exchange Commission

Division of Corporation Finance

Office of Chief Counsel

100 Street N.E

Washington D.C 20549

Re Corrections Corporation of America

Shareholder Proposal Submitted by Alex Friedmanu

Ladies and Gentlemen

am writing on behalf of Corrections Corporation of America Maryland corporation the

Company to request that the Staff of the Division of corporation Finance the Staff of the

Securities and Exchange Commission the Commission concur with the Companys view that

for the reasons stated below the shareholder proposal and supporting statement the Proposal

submitted by Alex Friedmann the Proponent may be properly omitted from the proxy statement

and form of proxy to be distributed by the Company in connection with its 2012 Annual Meeting of

Stockholders the Proxy Materials The Company believes that it properly may omit the Proposal

from the Proxy Materials for the reasons discussed in this letter

Pursuant to Rule 14a-8j under the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 as amended the Exchange

Act this letter has been filed with the Commission no later than eighty 80 calendar days before

the Company intends to file its definitive Proxy Materials with the Commission copy of this

letter has been sent to the Proponent concurrently with filing with the Commission Pursuant to

Rule 14a-8j under the Exchange Act and Staff Legal Bulletin No 14D November 2008 SLB
14D we have submitted this letter together with the Proposal to the Staff via electronic mail at

shareholderproposals@sec.gov in lieu of mailing paper copies The Company will promptly

forward to the Proponent any response from the Staff to this no-action request that the Staff

transmits by electronic mail or fax only to the Company

The Company takes this opportunity to remind the Proponent that if the Proponent submits

correspondence to the Commission or the Staff with respect to the Proposal copy of that

correspondence should concurrently be furnished to the undersigned on behalf of the Company

pursuant to Rule 14a-8k under the Exchange Act and SLB 141

10 Burton Hills Boulevard Nashville Tennessee 37215 Phone 615-263-3036 Fax 615-263-3020
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Description of the Proposal

On November 28 2011 the Company received from the Proponent the following proposal

RESOLVED That the stockholders of Corrections Corp of America Company
request that the Board of Directors Board report to the Companys stockholders

on bi-annual basis beginning within ninety days after the 2012 annual meeting of

stockholders excluding proprietary and personal information on the Boards

oversight of the Companys efforts to reduce incidents of rape and sexual abuse of

prisoners housed in facilities operated by the Company The reports should describe

the Boards oversight of the Companys response to incidents of rape and sexual

abuse at the Companys facilities including statistical data by facility regarding all

such incidents during each reporting period

copy of the Proposal and the accompanying letter from the Proponent are attached to this letter as

Exhibit

Bases for Exclusion

The Company believes that the Proposal may be properly excluded from the Proxy Materials

pursuant to

Rule 14a-8i10 because the Proposal has been substantially implemented by the

Company

Rule 4a-8i4 because the Proposal relates to the redress of personal claim or

grievance against the Company and

Rule 14a-8i7 because the Proposal relates to the ordinary business operations of

the Company

Rule 14a-8 10 Substantially Implemented

Rule 4a-8ii allows company to omit proposal if the Company has substantially

implemented the proposal Previously the Staff narrowly interpreted the predecessor to Rule 14a-

8il0 and granted no-action relief only when proposals were fully effected by the company See

Exchange Act Release No 19135 Oct 14 1982 However the Commission has subsequently

made it clear that proposal need not be fully effected by the company to meet the substantially

implemented standard under Rule 14a-8il0 See Exchange Act Release No 34-40018 May 21
1998 the 1998 Release confirming the Commissions position in Exchange Act Release No
34-20091 Aug 16 1983 the 1983 Release The purpose of Rule 14a-8ilO is to avoid the

possibility of shareholders having to consider matters which already have been favorably acted



Securities and Exchange Commission

December 23 2011

Page

upon by the management Exchange Act Release No 34-12598 July 1976 the 1976

Release addressing Rule 4a.8c 10 the predecessor rule to Rule 4a-8i 10

The Staff has granted no-action relief in situations where the essential objective of the proposal has

been satisfied See e.g onAgra Foods Inc July 2006 Johnson Johnson Feb 17 2006
and MacNeal-Schwendler Corp Apr 1999 In applying the substantially implemented

standard the Staff does not require company to implement every aspect of the proposal rather

substantial implementation requires only that the companys actions satisfactorily address the

underlying concerns of the proposal See Masco Corp Mar 29 1999 Furthermore the Staff has

taken the position that if major portion of stockholders proposal may be omitted pursuant to

Rule 4a-8il the entire proposal may be omitted See The Limited Mar 15 1996 and

American Brands Inc Feb 1993 In addition proposal need not be implemented in full or

precisely as presented for it to be excluded under Rule 14a-8il0 See Bank of America Corp

Jan 14 2008 and The Gap Inc Mar 16 2001

Moreover the Staff has consistently granted no-action relief under Rule 4a-8i 10 where

company intends to omit stockholder proposal on the grounds that the company is expected to

take certain action that will substantially implement the proposal and then supplements its request

for no-action relief by notifying the Staff after that action has been taken See e.g Sun

Microsystems Inc August 28 2008 Johnson Johnson February 19 2008 and General

Motors Corp March 2004 each granting no-action relief where the company notified the Staff

of its intention to omit stockholder proposal under Rule 14a-8il because the company was

expected to take action that would substantially implement the proposal and the company

supplementally notified the Staff of the action

The Company currently intends to post on its web site as soon as practicable and in no event later

than the timeframe requested by the Proposal report on the Board of Directors the Boards
oversight of the Companys efforts to reduce incidents of rape and sexual abuse of prisoners housed

in facilities operated by the Company which report will be provided on an annual basis going

forward This report will describe the Boards oversight of the Companys response to incidents of

rape and sexual abuse at Company-operated facilities and will include references and links to the

statistical data reported by the Company to the Bureau of justice Statistics the BJS and included

by the BJS in its reports available at bjs.ojp.usdoj.gov as well as any other relevant data

subsequently made publicly available by the Company or governmental agency The Company

annually submits data similar to that requested in the Proposal for sample of its facilities selected

annually by the BJS which information is made publicly available along with comparable data

from other public and private corrections systems on the BJSs web site noted above The

Company undertakes to supplementaily notify the Staff after the Company acts on the Proposal

As noted in the 1976 Release the Proposal should be excluded to avoid the possibility of

aliareholders having to consider matters which have already been favorably acted upon by

management in light of the Companys intention to provide the report requested in the Proposal if

the Proposal were included in the Proxy Materials and approved by majority of stockholders we

believe that there would be no further action to take in order to implement the Proposal and

therefore the Proposal has been substantially implemented Because the Proposal has been
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substantially implemented it may be properly omitted from the Proxy Materials pursuant to Rule

14a-8i 10

Rule J4a-8iX4 Redress of Personal claim or Grievance Against the company

In addition to Rule 14a-8il0 the Company should be allowed to omit the Proposal from the

Proxy Materials under Rule 14a-8i4 Under Rule 14a-8i4 proposal may be excluded if it

relates to the redress of personal claim or grievance against the registrant and is designed to result

in benefit to the proponent or to further personal interest not shared with other shareholders at

large The Commission has stated that Rule 4a-8i4 is designed ito insure that the

holder proposal process not abused by proponents attempting to achieve personal ends which

are not necessarily in the common interest of the issuers security holders generally See the 1983

Release

The Company submits that the Proposal emanates directly out of personal grievance that the

Proponent an anti-private prison activist who was previously incarcerated at Company-operated

facility for six of his ten years in prison bears toward the Company its management and to the

private/partnership prison industry as whole The Proponent serves as an associate editor of the

Prison Legal News which maintains website and regularly publishes articles and books that are

critical of the private/partnership prison industry www.prisonlegalnews.org The Proponent has

published stories press releases and op-eds and given interviews highly critical of the Company and

its management through Prison Legal News and other venues including blog site titled

WhyiHateCCA whyihatecca.blogpot.com The Proponent also serves as the President of the

Private Corrections Institute also known as the Private Corrections Working Group PCI
The PCI website states that the groups mission is to disseminate information regarding the

purported dangers and pitfalls of privatization of correctional institutions and services in order to

reverse and stop this social injustice www.privateci.org/ PC further describes itself in
press

releases as holding the position that for-profit prisons have no place in free and democratic

society see for example www.privateci.orWprivate_pics/APF%2Ofact%2osheet.pdf

The Proponent also has history of engaging in litigation with the Company directly or through

Prison Legal News or other groups with which he is affiliated The Proponent filed petition under

Tennessees Public Records Act on May 19 2008 in the Chancery Court for Davidson County

against the Company requesting access to the Companys records See Alex Friedmann

Corrections Corporation of America Case No 08-1105 Prison Legal News also has sued the

Company see for example httpsflwww.prisonlegalnews.org/266displayNews.aspx and counsel

connected with Prison Legal News is involved in the representation of fonner inmate in two other

pending lawsuits against the Company brought in the United States District Court for the Eastern

District of Tennessee Civil Action Numbers liI-CV-00339 and 11i-CV-00340

Based on the Proponents repeated public criticism of the Company and its management and the

private/partnership prison industry as whole his affiliation with groups whose express purposes

are to disparage and undermine the Company and its industry as well as the Proponents propensity

to be involved in litigation against the Company the Company believes that it is clear that the

Proponent has direct personal interest in the Proposal not shared with other stockholders namely
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the Company believes that the Proponent is using Rule 14a-8 to advance his personal interest in

seeking production of Company information which the Proponent likely believes would be useful in

attempting to further disparage and harm the Company and its industry

The Staff has previously indicated its view that Rule 14a-8 may not be used to redress personal

grievances or address personal issues in no-action letter to International Business Machines

Corporation dated February 1980 the Staff stated despite the fact that the proposal is drafted in

such way that it may relate to matters which may be of general interest to all shareholders it

appears that the proponent is using the proposal as one of many tactics designed to redress an

existing personal grievance against the Company The Commission has repeatedly allowed the

exclusion of proposals presented by shareholders with history of confrontation with the company
as indicative of personal claim or grievance within the meaning of Rule 14a-8i4 See e.g
American Express Jan 13 2011 proposal mandating that the company amend its code of conduct

excludable as personal grievance when brought by former employee with history of litigation

Medical information Technology Inc March 2009 proposal requesting that the company

comply with government regulations that require businesses to treat all shareholders the same

excludable as personal grievance when brought by former employee of the company who was

involved in an ongoing lawsuit against the company regarding claims that the company had

undervalued its stock General Electric Co Feb 2005 proposal requesting chief executive

officer address certain matters excludable as personal grievance when submitted by former

employee of the company who brought and lost discrimination claim Station Casinos inc

October 15 1997 proposal to maintain liability insurance excludable as personal grievance

when submitted by the attorney of guest at the companys casino who filed suit against the

company to recover damages from an alleged theft that occurred at the casino and Lee Data

Corporation .May II 1990 proposal to investigate and prepare report on alleged management

misconduct excludable because there was relationship between the proposal and the proponents

claim against the company in separate legal action The Company submits that the same result

should apply here

Rate i4a-8i7 Ordinary Business Operations

In addition to the bases set forth above the Company should be allowed to omit the Proposal from

the Proxy Materials under Rule l4a-8i7 because the Proposal pertains to the Companys

ordinary business operations According to the 1998 Release the policy underlying the ordinary

business exclusion rests on two central considerations The first consideration relates to the subject

matter of the proposal According to the 1998 Release certain tasks are so fundamental to

managements ability to run company on day-to-day basis that they could not as practical

matter be subject to direct shareholder oversight The second consideration relates to the degree

to which the proposal seeks to micro-manage the company by probing too deeply into matters of

complex nature upon which shareholders as group would not be in position to make an

informed judgment

In addition to report on the Boards oversight of the Companys efforts to reduce incidents of rape

and sexual abuse of prisoners housed in facilities operated by the Company the Proposal also

requests that the report include statistical data by facility regarding all such incidents during each
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reporting period the Statistical Data This request deals with the ordinary business decision to

determine the amount and type of statistical data to be provided in connection with statements of the

Companys position on current issue Determining the amount and type of data that is appropriate

to provide in support of company statements is decision to be made by management in developing

those communications

The Staff has permitted companies to exclude proposals where portion of the proposal relates to

matters of shareholder concern and portion of the proposal is deemed to relate to ordinary

business operations See eg ETrade Group Inc Oct 31 2000 two out of four requests in the

proposal related to ordinary business operations General Electric Co Feb 10 2000 part of

proposal related to choice of accounting methods was related to the companys ordinary business

operations and Wal-Mart Stores Inc Mar 15 1999 the Staff noted that although the proposal

appears to address matters outside the scope of ordinary business of the five paragraphs

describing matters to be included on the report relates to ordinary business operations

Here the reqtiest for the Statistical Data to be included in the report relates to the companys

ordinary business operations and thus the entire Proposal is excludable under Rule 4a-Si7 The

Statistical Data to be presented in the Boards report is matter of ordinary business operation

Such data must be considered in multiple contexts including the industry in which the Company

operates and the practices of its competitors Shareholders as group are not in position to make

an informed decision on the specific data which should be presented regarding these matters In

addition the Department of Justice the DOJ has proposed new rules requiring similar

disclosure which are anticipated to be adopted in 2012 available at

www.ojp.usdoj.gov/pmgramWpdfs/prea_npnn.pdf The Company believes that any decision related

to whether additional disclosure should be adopted at this time which might be inconsistent with the

anticipated DOJ rules requires the judgment of management and accordingly fits within the

ordinary business operations of the Company

Conclusion

For the foregoing reasons and without addressing or waiving any other possible grounds for

exclusion we respectfully request that the Staff concur in the Companys judgment that the

Proposal may be properly omitted from the Proxy Materials and confirm that the Staff will not

recommend any enforcement action to the Commission if the Proposal is omitted from the Proxy

Materials
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If the Staff disagrees with the conclusions regarding the exclusion of the Proposal from the

Companys Proxy Materials or if additional information is desired in support of the Companys

position would appreciate an opportunity to speak with you by telephone prior to the issuance of

written response Please do not hesitate to call me at 615 263-3036 facsimile 615 565-9964

electronic mail scott.craddock@cca.com if can be of any further assistance in this matter

cc Alex Friedmann

FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

Jeffrey Lowenthal Esq

Strook Strook Lavan LLP

180 Maiden Lane

New York NY 10038

Scott Craddock

Sincerely
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RECEJVED

Alex Friedmanu

NOV 28 2011

FISMA 0MB Memorandum M-07-16

November 28 2011 SENT VIA HAND DELIVERY
AND BY CERTIFIED MAIL

Corrections Corporation of America

Secretary Genera Counseli Steve Groom

10 Burton Hills Boulevard

Nashville TN 37215

Re Shareholder Proposal for 2012 Proxy Statement

Dear Sir

As beneficial owner of common stock of Corrections Corporation of America CCA am
submitting the enclosed shareholder resolution for inclusion in the proxy statement for CCAs
annual meeting of shareholders in 2012 in accordance with Rule 14a-8 of the General Rules and

Regulations under the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 the Act am the beneficial owner of

at least $2000 in market value of CCA common stock have held these securities for more than

one year as of the date hereof and will continue to hold at least the requisite number of shares

for resolution through the date of the annual meeting of shareholders am enclosing copy of

Proof of Ownership from Seottrade or representative will attend the annual meeting to move
the resolution as required

Please communicate with my counsel Jeffrey Lowenthal Esq of Stroock Stroock Lavan

LLP ifyou need any further information If CCA will attempt to exclude any portion of my
proposal under Rule 14a-S please advise my counsel of this intention within 14 days of your

receipt of this proposal Mr Lowenthal may be reached at Stroock Stroock Lavan LL
180 Maiden Lane New York NY 10038 by telephone at 212-806-5509 or by e-mail at

jlowenthaistroock.com

Sincerely

Alex Friedmaun

Enclosures



SHAREHOLDER RESOLUTION

RESOLVED That the stockholders of Corrections Corp of America Company request

that the Board of Directors Board report to the Companys stockholders on hi-annual

basis beginning within ninety days after the 2012 annual meeting of stockholders excluding

proprietary and personal information on the Boards oversight of the Companys efforts to

reduce incidents of rape and sexual abuse of prisoners housed in facilities operated by the

Company The reports should describe the Boards oversight of the Companys response to

incidents of rape and sexual abuse at the Companys facilities including statistical data by

facility regarding all such incidents during each reporting period

Supporting Statement

In 2003 Congress enacted the Prison Rape Elimination Act PREA to address the problem of

rape and sexual abuse of inmates

In adopting PREA Congress found that prison rape
is significant public policy issue stating

Prison rape endangers the public safety by making brutalized inmates more likely to commit

crimes when they are released....Victims of prison rape suffer severe physical and psychological

effects that hinder their ability to integrate into the community..upon their release from prison

Although final PREA standards have not been issued by the Department of Justice the Company

has stated its level of focus on inmate sexual abuse has been voluntary and ongoing and its

practices policies and procedures are in compliance and reflect best practices

Nonetheless incidents of sexual abuse at facilities operated by the Company continue to occur

demonstrating that the important public policy goal of eliminating sexual abuse of prisoners has

not been achieved by the Company

In 2008 report the Justice Department found that the Torrance County Detention Facility

operated by the Company had the highest rate of sexual victimization among those surveyed

in October 2011 the ACLU of Texas filed class-action lawsuit against the Company alleging

that immigrant detainees were sexually assaulted by CCA employee at the Companys Don

Flutto facility3

Two states Kentucky and Hawaii removed their female prisoners from the Companys Otter

Creek fhciiity following sex scandal involving Company employees.4 Also the Company has

faced litigation as result of rape and sexual abuse of prisoners resulting in legal expenses and

negative publicity

httpf/www.insidccca.coniicca-sourceicca-prea-aIwaysaware-staying-vigiant

htip//bjs.ojp.usdoj.gov/index.cfintypbdetafliidI

http//www.aclutx.org/2O I/I Oil 9/acIuof.1exas-sucs.iceofflcials.wil1iamson-couny-and-cca-for-sexual-aSSaWt-

of-immigrant-women

http//www.nytimes.conii2009/08/261us/26kentuckyhtm

www.iex comlnews/kentucky-inmate-sues-cca-claims-sexual-assault



In light of the ongoing occurrence of rape and sexual abuse at the Companys facilities

stockholders have valid concerns that the Board needs to provide greater oversight of the

Companys efforts to reduce rape and sexual abuse of prisoners failure by the Company to

adequately address this issue and the negative publicity loss of business and litigation that

results constitutes risk to the Company and threat to shareholder value

Reports to stockholders on the Boards oversight of efforts by the Company to eliminate

incidents of
rape and sexual abuse will provide transparency reduce risk to the Company and

stockholders increase investor confidence and further the important public policy goal of

reducing sexual abuse of prisoners

Shareholders are urged to vote FOR this resolution


