
Introduction Pre-specified jackknife weights were Comparison 2 VT PRIN: This facility makes it possible for 
~pplied to the SPI data as recommended by Evidence has shown that parent-child SPI: Who ris] your r child/ children J that m~ to pl~y ~ meaningful role in my 
tfie SPI user guide. The SPI contained binar communication during parental you were tiv1n_g_withjust bef~re your arrest chlldren s hves. 
and categorical variables whereas the VT incarceration mitigates childhood trauma L arrest date] living with now. ■ survey a 4-point Likert Scale. Disagree Agree ■ 95%CI 

PRIN used 0 Strongly Disagree StronglyAgree 

and grie~ while strengthening attachment Other ■ Chlld's Grandmother ■ Cbild's Mother/Father (Including Step Pareots) 95 % CI Strongly Disagree: (39%, 59%) 

security. In response, Vermont Results 
Parent: (81%, 86%) Disagree: (25%, 43%) 

Grandmother: ( 7%, 11%) Agree: (4%, 16%) 49% 34% 

policymakers have started a conversation 
8% 9% 83% Other: ( 6%, 9%) Strongly Agree: (19%, 37%) 

aimea towards making these connections How man_y incarcerated individuals are 
n = n ,. 99 523,503 

fathers ot-minor children? 
Note: "Other" category includes all other living situations with response rate less than 3% 

positive and accessible. Statisticians have Discussion 
VT PRIN: My children are well cared for an unique OP.portunity to contribute Figure 1 Both surveys ask similar questions about 

third-party data analyzes to inform future while I am incarcerated. % cI 95
Sample Size Strongly Disagree Disagree ■ Agree ■ Strongly Agree 

the pre and post- arrest parent-child 
policies. The 2021-2024 Vermont Prison SPI 47% (Cl: 46%, 48%) Strongly Disagree: (2%, 12%) 

Disagree: (5%, 17%) 
relationship and living situations, but the 

Research and Innovation Network study SPI: 1,233,276 
Agree: (19%, 37%) 

VTPRIN 7% 11% 
SPI survey emr,hasizes the quantity of 

(PRIN) followed a commµnity e.ngaged 53% (Cl: 46%, 60%) Strongly Agree: (44%, 64%) 
VT PRIN: 186 

n "' 99 interactions, while the VT PRIN focuses on 
approach to measure prison climate and 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 quality. Comparison 3, which shows the 
culture, including parental incarceration Comparison 1 Comparison 3 types and freHuency of parent-child 
within a local state prison.2 However;. to contact, highlights whicn methods work SPI: Were Y.OU living with [your child SPI: What ty:pe of contact have you had provide a complete understanding or best for families. These findings give /children] just before your arrest? parental incarceration, these locaT with [your cfiild/ children]? context to the VT PRIN question on how 
measurements must be contextualized parents feel about the quality of Results : 43% (CI: 42%, 45%) of fathers Figure 3 
further with national data. The aim of this were living with their child before arrest. Percent of Fathers Contacting Their Children Via Communication Type interactions in Vermont prisons. However, 
project is ~o comparE; national parental ... ~ 100 

" there are limitations: the surveys were 
incarceration data with state measures to 

-= 
·
~ 

" 70.21 
"' -; 75 60.96 57.49 

conducted in different yearsbwith varying 
understand the dat~ availabili~y and gaps Figure 2 -.. "' 

" .... 
95% Cl 

methods and assumptions a out 'close' 
of current parental incarceration e 

-
50 « 33.35 

... " 
- Cl 

Percent of Fathers Living with Children at Time 
relationships were made in interpreting the 

measurement systems. This analysis " 
of Arrest By Their Current Contact ~ 25 12.45 SPI data. Still, this project is a starting point 

hopes to provide insights for future survey t e 9.76 
3.56 

.... ~ No 

collection and to aid future policymaking. = 
26.27% 11.65% 

for understanding parental incarcera1ion. 
i:: 0.. " 0 rn Contact 

liiiiiil _._ =-= 
u 0 ... ~=---------=-------------
5 

1 n Person Phone Call Sent Mai l Received Mail Sent Email Received Emai l Other 

~ 
Contact 

References 
Methods 

Contact 73.73% 88.35% Estimates based on n = 526417 1. Bocknek, Erika London, 

u = 
I-, 

Jessica Sanderson, and Preston A. Britner. 
I-, 2009. "Ambiguous Loss and Posttraumatic Stress in School-Age 

Not Living Living SPI: About how often have you had in - Children of Prisoners." Journa[ of Child and Family Studies 18(:1):323-
This analysis com ared the Bureau of Living With Child at Time of Arrest person visits with [type of contact]? 33. doi: 10.1007,/s10826-008-92:33-Y.. 

Justice Statistics' BJS) 2016 Survey _of 2. Crocker, A. M., Fox, K. 2024. "Using a Community-Engaged 
Prison Inmates (S >I) and the 2021 Vermont Figure 4 

& J. 

VT PRIN: Before entering prison, I was an 
Survey to Describe Prison Environments and Measure the Mental 

PRIN survey data. The SPI contained the Conununication Type and Frequency Hea tmap Health Status of Correctional Staff and Incarcerated Individuals." 

active part of my children's lives. most comparable and comP.rehensive 
Journal of Contemporary Criminal Justice, 0(0). 

Percentage 
- Daily- https:/ / doiorg.ezproxy.uvm.edu/ 10.1177 /10439862241272311 

national list of questions related to 
40 

95%CI 
-u 
~ 

,::: 30 

parental incarceration. Both datasets were 
0 20 

U Weekly · Strongly Disagree Disagree ■ Agree ■ Strongly Agree <.., 10 
Strongly Disagree: (4%, 16%) 0 

Funding Acknowledgment 
clean~d by remoying missing values, Disagree: (5%, 17%) 1? This work was completed in part under the Urban Institute's Prison 

i:J Monthly -
Agree: (24%, Research and Innovation Initiative, supported by Arnold Ventures- a six­

creating new var1abTes basea on 
42%) 

10% 11% 
;:, 
u 

Strongly Agree: (36%, 56%) ~ year effort to leverage research and evidence to shine a much - needed 

conditions, and re-coding factors for 
n ,.99 ""LT_Monthly - light on prison conditions and pilot strategies to promote the well - being 

' . ' ' ' ' of people who are confined and work behind bars. The views expressed 

clarity, all using R. In Person Phone Call Sent Mail Recei,•ed Mail Sent Email Received Email here are those of the author /authors and should not be attributed to the 
Type of Contact Urban Institute, Arnold Ventures, its trustees, or its funders. 


	Slide Number 1



