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What factors determine whether PS Plus gain an
Employment, Training or Education outcome for a
Beneficiary on PS Plus 2?

PS Plus, an ESF part funded project, has assisted over 80,000 offenders (beneficiaries)
in over 40 prison establishments and 15 probation areas since September 2002
throughout England.
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In the second phase of the project, PS Plus 2, over 33,000 beneficiaries were started
on the project between September 2004 and March 2007, in 39 establishments and 3
probation areas. PS Plus 2 aimed to assist beneficiaries in gaining employment (full
time, part time, self or voluntary) and/or further education on release from prison or
during their time on probation.
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The aim of this summary report is to analyse and statistically show which factors affect
whether a beneficiary achieves an employment, education/training or ETE outcome
(education, training or employment — as it is possible to have both an education/training
and an employment outcome) on release or not.

The dataset has been obtained from the PS Plus developed database — CATS. The
factors have been split into different groups; demographics, assessment, needs, risk
and outcomes.

www.psplus.org

The demographics information is mainly downloaded onto CATS from LIDS (Local
Inmate Data System). The beneficiary is assessed to ensure suitability for the project —
the beneficiary’s answers to some key assessment questions have been used in this
study. The specific needs of the beneficiary are calculated from the answers to all of
the assessment questions. The beneficiary’s risk is also recorded on CATS and used
in this study. Finally, the outcomes gained by PS Plus are recorded on CATS.

Key Points:
e Employment

0 6% of PS Plus beneficiaries have an employment outcome on release.
0 Beneficiaries are more likely to gain an employment outcome if:
= They are in an open prison, with a short sentence and accruing many intervention hours.
= They need help keeping a job, have no problems reading, writing, with numbers, alcohol or drugs, have
accommodation available on release and do not consider themselves disabled.
= They have no need for assistance with housing, health, education, relationship and drug issues.
= They are low risk to children, the public, adults and staff.
= They have gained soft outcomes through PS Plus; the more the better.

e Education/Training

9% of PS Plus beneficiaries have an education outcome on release.

Beneficiaries are more likely to gain an education outcome if:

= They are in female, an open prison, with a short sentence and accruing many intervention hours.

= They do not need help keeping a job, have no problems with reading or drugs and have accommodation
available on release.

= They have no need for assistance with employment but they do have need for assistance with drug issues.

= They are low risk to children and public — and are not Schedule 1 or sex offenders.

= They have gained soft outcomes through PS Plus; the more the better.
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« ETE

0 13% of PS Plus beneficiaries have an ETE outcome on release.
0 Benéeficiaries are more likely to gain an ETE outcome if:
= They are female, in an open prison, with a short sentence, accruing many intervention hours and stay on the
project until their sentence expires (complete the project).
= They need help keeping a job, have no problems with numbers, alcohol or drugs, have accommodation
available on release and do not consider themselves disabled.
= They have no need for assistance with housing, health and relationship issues.
= They are low risk to children, the public and adults — and are not sex offenders.
= They have gained soft outcomes through PS Plus; the more the better.
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Employment

Beneficiaries in open establishments are nearly 2 times more likely to gain employment than beneficiaries from closed, local or
Cat. B establishments. The shorter the beneficiary’s sentence, the more likely the beneficiary is of gaining employment and
the more intervention hours spent, the greater the likelihood of gaining employment. A beneficiary’s age, gender or ethnic
origin does not determine whether the beneficiary gains employment.

Table 1 — The number Assessment Ouestions Yes | No Tgble 1 s_hows _that benefi_ciaries who _require he!p
; - with keeping a job are 5 times more likely to gain
of times more likely a Is help needed to keep a job? 5 frafey i
beneficiary is of gaining P p aJob- employment than beneficiaries who do not require
employment according Are there problems with reading? 1.3 help keeping a job. Beneficiaries  with
to their response to ) I accommodation available on release are twice as
assessment questions. Are there problems with writing 13 likely to gain employment as beneficiaries with no
* . o Are there problems with numbers? 1.3 accommodation available.
There is no statistical
evidence to show that | Has anyone ever suggested dyslexia? * | - - Beneficiaries with no reading, writing or numerical
3yst|’:;1i:f'§ar;yor\éwmﬁ Is there accomm. available on release? 2 problems are 1.3 timesl more likely to gain
to gain employment | Does the beneficiary consider ) employment than a beneficiary with these problems.
than a beneficiary with him/herself disabled? Beneficiaries who do not consider themselves
dyslexia. Is there an alcohol problem? > disabled and beneficiaries with no drug or alcohol
problem are twice as likely to gain employment as
Is there a drugs problem? 2 beneficiaries who are disabled or do not have an
Alcohol or drugs Problem 2 alcohol or drugs problem.
Table 2 shows that beneficiaries with no housing, health, education, Needs Areas | Yes No Table 2 — The number of
relationship or drugs needs are between 1.3 and 1.8 times more Housing 1.8 times more likely a
likely to gain employment than beneficiaries with these needs. - beneficiary is of gaining
. . Healt 15 i
% Furthermore, it was noticed e gamcﬂoggzm according to
%9 that  the greater  the Education 14 '
g % . Egﬂgifrf;aryhsealth neee(?ucati;ﬁr Finance * - - *There is no statistical
2% Wik 2 g . : evidence to show that
T o° relationships or drugs, the Relationship L7 beneficiaries with
S e less likely the beneficiary is of Drugs 1.3 needs for finance,
£ aining employment.  The alcohol, behaviour and
8o 9 9 ploy Alcohol * - - i i
: graph on the left shows the life ass'sﬁaﬂcel,srf o
e relationship between need Behaviour * - - more or less likely to
0% - gain employment.
o 2 o o o wo (score) for housing and the Life * i i
Score for Housing Needs percentage into employment.

Table 3 — The number of Risk Areas Low [Medium| High \I-/I'ﬁhl . .
times  more likel a oign | Table 3 shows that the beneficiaries with lower levels
y
beneficiary is of gaining Risk Self * - - - - of risk to children, the public, adults and staff are
employment according  to . . more likely to gain employment than beneficiaries
each level of risk than very Risk Children 17 1.3 1 il [ ?lri K 9 ploy
high risk beneficiaries. ; ; gher risk.
Risk Public 3.9 3.1 2.3 . ) ) ; . ;
*There is no statistical Risk Adults =7 53 | 35 Eeneflmarles_wnh Ihlgl?1 and veryl_llzlgl_r;1 HS(;( tof chll_dr_en
AT (6 S GERhE : ave approximately the same likelihood of gaining
Schedule 1 nor sex Risk Staff 3.2 2 2.1 employment. Beneficiaries with low and medium risk
offenders are no more or . : to adults have approximately the same likelihood of
| : X Risk Prisoners * - - - - L i . .
ESSI likely t% géllqln employment. Beneficiaries with medium and high
SEEYMET e CES i risk to staff have approximately the same likelinood of
level of risk to themselves Schedule 1 * Yes - No - pp y
or other prisoners employment.
’ Sex Offender * Yes - No -
25%
The graph on the left shows that the more Soft Outcome es | No
— . . 20 AAALOTTE 182 Y Table 4 — The
_oow L soft outcomes a beneficiary gains, the - number of times
§ greater the likelihood of the beneficiary | Accommodation | 2 more  likely a
1% gaining an employment outcome. Advice 1.6 beneficiary is of
E o gaining employ-
& 10% | Table 4 shows that by gaining any soft | BAF 4.3 ment  according
§ outcome, t_he benef|C|ar_y is betwee_n 1.6 Education 19 to_sogt outcomes
5% and 4.3 times more likely to gain an gained.
B employment outcome (dependant on the | Employment 25
T outcome), than a beneficiary without this | wotivation 18
Number of Soft Outcomes Soft outcome.
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Education I

Beneficiaries in open establishments are nearly 2 times more likely to gain an education outcome than beneficiaries from
closed or local and 3 times more likely than beneficiaries from Cat. B establishments. The shorter the beneficiary’s sentence,
the more likely the beneficiary is of gaining an education outcome. The more intervention hours spent, the greater the
likelihood of gaining an education outcome. Female beneficiaries are 1.5 times more likely to gain an education outcome than
male. A beneficiary’s nationality or ethnic origin does not determine whether the beneficiary gains an education outcome.

Table 5 — The number of times more Assessment Questions Yes | No Table 5 shows that beneficiaries who do
likely a beneficiary is of gaining on | s heiy needed to keep a job? 15 not require help with keeping a job are 1.5
education outcome according to their : - times more likely to gain an education
response to assessment questions. Are there problems with reading? * - - outcome than beneficiaries who do
*There is no statistical evidence to | Are there problems with writing? * - - require help keeping a job. Beneficiaries
e R hensichies | wilh Are there problems with numbers? * i i with accommodatlon avallable on rglease
problems reading, writing, with are 1.2 times more likely to gain an
numbers, dyslexia, a disability or Has anyone ever suggested dyslexia? * | - - education outcome than beneficiaries with

an alcohol problem are any more
or less likely to gain an education

Is there accomm. available on release? | 1.2 no accommodation available.

outcome than beneficiaries without Does the beneficiary consider ) ) Beneficiaries who do not have a drugs

any of these problems. him/herself disabled? * problem are 1.1 times more likely to gain
Is there an alcohol problem? * - - an education outcome than beneficiaries
Is there a drugs problem? 11 with a drug problem.

Table 6 shows that beneficiaries with no employment needs are 1.3 times Needs Areas | Yes | No | Table 6 — The number
more likely to gain an education outcome than beneficiaries with — gf t'Te.s more f"ke_'y. a
employment needs. Beneficiaries with drug needs are 1.2 times more likely ~|Housing - | e O e
to gain an education outcome than beneficiaries without a drugs need. Health * - - according to each need.
12% 1 . .
e Furthermore, it was noticed that | EmPloyment 13 | *there is no statistical
£ . . the greater the beneficiary’s |Finance * - | - | evidence to show that
2 8% e need for employment, the less — beneficiaries with
S ° f e . Relationship * | - - ds i housi
£ &% ° likely the beneficiary is of gaining needs for housing,
. an education outcome. The |Drugs 1.2 ?Sigghsmp ‘;’I‘C%”;;'
é grap_h On_ the left shows the Alcohol * - - behaviour and life
o 2% relationship  between need — assistance are no more
0% ; ; : : .| (score) for employment and the |Behaviour - - or less likely to gain an
0 % sore fo Employment Needs 0 &0  percentage into education. Life * i i education outcome.
Table 7 — The number of times Risk Areas | Low |Medium| High | 2O o
more likely a beneficiary is of aign | Table 7 shows that the beneficiaries with lower
gaining an education outcome Risk Self * - - - - levels of risk to children and the public are more
according to each level of risk - : likely to gain an education outcome than
b i Risk Children 4 | 33 | 24 y to gan an :
compared to very high risk beneficiaries with higher risk.
beneficiaries. Risk Public 21| 18 | 17 -
*There is no  statistical Risk Adults * - - - - Benef|C|a_r|es who are not Schegiule 1 offendt_ars
RS @ Shew (e (e are 1.3 times more likely to gain an education
level of risk to adults, staff, Risk Staff * - - - - outcome than_ bgneficiaries _w_ho_ are Schedule 1
other prisoners or Risk Prisoners * _ - - _ offenders. Similarly, beneficiaries who are not
thﬁmselvesh geter;ﬂines sex offenders are 1.7 times more likely to gain
whether  the beneficiary an education outcome than beneficiaries who
i i Schedule 1 Yes No 13
gslrr]];tan education outcome are sex Offendel’s.
' Sex Offender Yes No | 1.7
45%
40% 1  The graph on the left shows that the more | soft outcome | Yes | No | 120 8 -
. soft outcomes a beneficiary gains, the : Tfhe ”Ut’_“ber
£ ] greater the likelihood of the beneficiary | Accommodation| 2.5 Tore ”kg:;ez
8 250 | gaining an education outcome. Advice 2.2 beneficiary
= 0% | - is of gainin
g > Table 8 shows that by gaining any soft | BAF 7.7 o
g“’:" | outcome, the beneficiary is between 1.7 [ . 28 outcome
o 1% B " and 7.7 times more likely to gain an according to
™ o D education outcome (dependant on the | Employment 3.7 SO{t
0% T T T T T T T | FA R A outcomes
o 1 2 a3 4 5 & outcome), than a beneficiary without this | wotivation 1.7 ined
Number of Soft Outcomes SOft OUtCOme. g .
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ETE

Beneficiaries in open establishments are nearly 2 times more likely to gain an ETE outcome than beneficiaries from closed or
local and 4 times more likely than beneficiaries from Cat. B establishments. The shorter the beneficiary’s sentence, the more
likely the beneficiary is of gaining an ETE outcome and the more intervention hours spent, the greater the likelihood of gaining
an ETE outcome. Female beneficiaries are 1.4 times more likely to gain an ETE outcome than male. Beneficiaries who
complete the PS Plus project are 9 times more likely to gain an ETE outcome than beneficiaries who leave the project early.

Table 9 — The number of Assessment Ouestions Yes | No Teble 9 shows Fhat benefipiaries who .require he!p
times more likely a . with keeping a job are 2 times more likely to gain
beneficiary is of gaining on | Is help needed to keep a job? 2 an ETE outcome than beneficiaries who do not
tﬂﬁ °“t°°r'2§p§n°§§rd'”g :g Avre there problems with reading? * - - require help keeping a job. Beneficiaries with
- mmodation available on rel re 1.4 tim
assessment questions. Are there problems with writing? * - - SIEETMITIOLENET 2l Els o [ElEese are €s
more likely to gain an ETE outcome than
*There is no statistical Are there problems with numbers? 1.2 beneficiaries with no accommodation available.
evidence to show that . L ; ;
beneficiaries with | Has anyone ever suggested dyslexia’ - - Beneficiaries with no problems with numbers,
g:ogleszz)s(i;e:?;nghv"rﬂg?é Is there accomm. available on release? | 1.4 alcohol or drugs are 1.2, 1.2 and 1.1 times
o Igss likely to gﬁin n Does the Beneficiary consider 6 (rr]espectlvelg) m?_re likely to t;‘;]alnhan ETE oul;i:ome
ETE outcome than him/herself disabled? than . a ; enerticiary witl t .ese problems.
beneficiaries without any Is there an alcohol problem? 1.2 B_eneflmarles whe do not eonS|der themselves
of these problems. disabled are 1.6 times more likely to gain an ETE
Is there a drugs problem? 11 |  outcome than beneficiaries who are disabled.
Table 10 shows that beneficiaries with no housing, health or relationship Table 10 — The number
needs are between 1.2 and 1.3 times more likely to gain an ETE | NeedsAreas| Yes | No i i
. . of times more likely a
outcome than beneficiaries with these needs. Housing 13 beneficiary is of gaining
N Furthermore, it was noticed | — 7 2200r diEgT'tEO eac?]”r:‘e’zrge
e ] o that  the  greater  the cea : '
] ° L . - N i i
w 12 ° s EenﬁECIarysl T.eedg.or l?olusThg’ inance *There is no statistical
5 10% ca . oIgre atons 'P . c p,_ € Relationship 1.2 evidence to show that
S el less likely the beneficiary is of " beneficiaries with
g % gaining an education outcome. Drugs - - needs for finance,
B ol The graph on the left shows | ajcohol * B - drugs, alcohol,
o the relationship between need — behaviour and life
(score) for housing and the Behaviour - - assistance are no
0% . . . . . gy ) more or less likely to
0 20 ) 60 80 g Percentage gaining an ETE Life * - - gain an ETE outcome.
Score for Housing Needs outcome.
Table 11 — The number of times more likely a Risk Areas Low |Medium| High Very -
beneficiary is of gaining an ETE outcome Table 11 shows that beneficiaries

according to each level of risk compared to very | Risk Self * - - - with lower levels of risk to children,

high risk beneficiaries. i i
9 Risk Children 24 5 14 the publlc and adults are more likely
to gain an ETE outcome than

*There is no statistical evidence to show that

whether the beneficiary is a Schedule 1 Risk Public 25 2 L7 beneficiaries with higher risk.
offenders nor the level of risk to staff, other Risk Adults 2.6 25 1.8 S
prisoners or themselves determines whether - Beneficiaries Who_ 2l el _sex
the beneficiary gains an ETE outcome or not. Risk Staff * - - - - offenders are 1.7 times more likely
60% - . N to gain an ETE outcome than
Risk Prisoners - - - - L
beneficiaries who are sex offenders.
50% Schedule 1 * Yes - No -
Sex Offender Yes No 17
40% 1 ]
E — The graph on the left shows that the | 5ot Outcome | Yes | No | raele 12 -
£ o | |l |l Ll || more soft outcomes a beneficiary gains, — Tfhe ”Ut’_“bEf
% the greater the likelihood of the [Accommodation] 2.2 %Ore “k'e':;,e:
2 beneficiary gaining an ETE outcome. Advice 1.9 beneficiary
20% . P
. is of gainin
Table 12 shows that by gaining any soft | BAF 5.9 an g ETS
- 1 || || || || outcome, @he beneﬁmary is between 1.6 | equcation 53 outcome
and 4.3 times more likely to gain an according to
D ETE outcome (dependant on the | Employment 2.3 soft
% outcome), than a beneficiary without | wotivation 17 g;itg(e’g‘es
0 ! Number3of Soft C;lutcomss5 ° * th|S Soft Outcome- ’
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