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Executive Summary 

Key words: young adult offenders; offender profiles; dynamic need.  

 

In response to concerns around the unique needs of younger adult offenders (Allen, 2016; 

Correctional Investigator of Canada, 2017; Hughes & Strong, 2016; Cesaroni & Peterson-Badali, 

2017), this report examines the profiles of young adult federal offenders in relation to their older 

counter-parts, considering factors related to demographics, sentence information, and risk/need. 

Comparative analysis was undertaken by drawing on three distinct sources of data; an in-custody 

snapshot of the federal custodial population, an offender admissions cohort, and an offender 

release cohort. Age groups used in analyses included the following categories: 18 to 21; 22 to 25; 

26 to 30; and over 30. 

 

Those in the youngest category, aged 18 to 21, accounted for 2% of the in-custody snapshot, 6% 

of the admissions group, and 3% of the release group. In general, we found that younger adult 

offenders in the 18 to 21 age category had similar profiles to those in the 22 to 30 age group, 

suggesting that the age of 30 is the point around which age-related factors shift. For example, those 

aged 30 and under were more likely to be Indigenous, consistent with previous research indicating 

Indigenous offenders are overrepresented within younger age groups (Motiuk and Hayden, 2017). 

Those aged 30 and under were also less likely than their older counter-parts to be serving an 

indeterminate sentence. Certain risk and need measures also differed across age groups. In some 

cases, those in the younger categories demonstrated more favourable results; for example, they 

were less likely to have high static risk (which relates to criminal history) and low accountability 

and were slightly more likely to be engaged with their correctional plan. Those in the younger 

groups, however, were somewhat more likely to have responsivity issues (factors that can impede 

an offender’s ability to benefit from correctional programming). Within the in-custody snapshot, 

those in the younger groups were also somewhat more likely to have a security threat group (STG) 

affiliation.  

 

Results from the Dynamic Factor Identification and Analysis (DFIA) and Dynamic Factor 

Identification and Analysis-Revised (DFIA-R) were also examined. Within the seven dynamic 

need areas, the greatest differences across age groups tended to be in the domains of 

employment/education and associates. Regarding employment and education, those in the younger 

groups, particularly those aged 18 to 21, may have greater need, evidenced by the fact that they 

were less likely to be ranked as having no need, low need or the factor deemed an asset. Likewise, 

those in the younger groups may demonstrate greater need in the area of associates, as they were 

somewhat more likely than those over 30 to have their need identified as high. Within the in-

custody snapshot, those in the youngest age group were more likely to have high need when it 

came to the attitudes, marital/family, and personal/emotional domains; however, there was 

minimal variation on these domains when it came to the admissions and release cohorts. Minimal 

difference was evident across age groups in terms of need in the domains of community 

functioning and substance abuse. 

 

Dynamic need domain indicators were also examined. In general, those in the younger groups were 

more likely to endorse items (indicating need) when it came to items related to 
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education/employment (particularly those related to job skills and experience) and associates 

(particularly those related to criminal acquaintances/friends and association with substance users). 

In the community functioning domain, those in the younger groups were somewhat more likely to 

endorse items related to unstable accommodation, financial instability, limited constructive leisure 

activities, and limited use of community resources. Younger groups were also somewhat more 

likely to endorse select items within the substance abuse domain (i.e., early age alcohol and drug 

use, combined use of alcohol and drugs, drug use as part of a lifestyle). Within the martial/family 

domain, those in the younger groups were somewhat less likely to endorse items related to intimate 

relationships and parenting. On the attitudes domain, few differences emerged across age. 

Likewise, on the personal/emotional domain, age groups often did not meaningfully differ, with 

some exceptions (e.g. younger groups were more likely to be impulsive and engage in thrill seeking 

behaviour).  

 

The differences evident between offenders 30 and under and those over 30 appear to be mostly 

tied to age-based social differences. For example, greater needs in the education/employment 

domain among younger adult offenders may speak to limited time spent in the formal workforce. 

Likewise, greater needs in the associates domain may be related to the stronger role of peer 

associates during one’s adolescent to young adult years, when friends may play a more significant 

role than other social influences. Similarly, differences in the marital/family domain, whereby 

younger offenders were less likely to endorse items related to relationship and parental matters, 

likely reflect distinct socio-familial stages (with younger persons being less likely to be married or 

have children).   

 

Some differences may also reflect age-based stages of maturation; for example, younger adult 

offenders were more often noted to be impulsive and to engage in thrill seeking behaviour. Such 

differences may lend weight to psycho-social development accounts of criminal behaviour, which 

emphasize the ongoing nature of psychological development into early adulthood (Cesaroni & 

Peterson-Badali, 2017). Like other social considerations, such characteristics may affect 

institutional adjustment among younger adult offenders, potentially influencing factors such as 

institutional conduct and involvement in incidents. 

 

This report enhances insights on age-based differences among offenders in, entering, and leaving 

federal custody. Understanding the need profiles of offenders, including variations across age 

groups, can ensure that correctional programs and institutional services are responsive to offender 

risks and needs, thereby supporting CSC’s goal of contributing to public safety by encouraging 

and assisting offenders to become law-abiding citizens. 
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Introduction 

Individuals aged 18 to 24 have the highest rates of crime involvement in Canada, most 

commonly for offences of theft, assault, mischief and administration of justice offences (Allen, 

2016). This age group is also overrepresented in incidents of violent crime, having the highest rates 

of serious violent offences such as homicide and attempted murder (Allen, 2016). Some authors 

have argued that younger adult offenders have risk/need profiles that differ from their older 

counter-parts, resulting in calls for age-specific services and interventions (e.g. Allen, 2016; 

Correctional Investigator of Canada, 2017; Hughes & Strong, 2016; Cesaroni & Peterson-Badali, 

2017). Illustratively, Cesaroni and Peterson-Badali (2017: 254) assert that: “young people are an 

important sub-population within the Canadian adult prison population that have specific 

developmental needs regarding their ability to cope and adjust.” Specifically, they argue that young 

adult offenders may lack the coping skills necessary to adapt to the institutional environment, 

which may in turn result in a greater likelihood of incidents and infractions. 

Arguments surrounding the unique profiles of young adults are rooted in the insights of 

developmental psychology; specifically that “the human brain is not fully developed in its capacity 

for cognitive functioning and emotional regulation until well into young adulthood” (Cesaroni & 

Peterson-Badali, 2017: 256). Thus, while the age of 18 denotes the legal separation from youth 

and adults in the Canadian criminal justice system, this distinct separation, it is argued, obscures 

the more gradual process of neuro-cognitive maturation identified in evidence-based literature 

(Cesaroni & Peterson-Badali, 2017). Some psychologists conceptualize the young adult period as 

a unique developmental stage, referred to as “emerging adulthood” (Cesaroni & Peterson-Badali, 

2017; see: Arnett, 2000). 

There remains, however, limited research analyzing this sub-group of offenders (Cesaroni 

& Peterson-Badali, 2017). In a previous study conducted by the CSC Research Branch (Keown & 

Gobeil, 2014), the profiles of young adult offenders were analyzed and compared to those of their 

older counter-parts. On most risk/need measures, few differences were evident. However, on 

certain dynamic need domains, namely associates and employment/education, younger adult 

offenders were more likely to demonstrate high need. Conversely, they were less likely to have 

high need in relation to the marital/family domain. The differences observed across age groups 

were theorized as likely tied to normal life course development. The current research project 
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provides further insight regarding the profiles of younger adult offenders by looking at more recent 

data and analyzing three distinct datasets, including an in-custody snapshot, an offender admission 

cohort, and an offender release cohort. 
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Method 

In an effort to understand how the profiles of young adult offenders compare to their older 

counterparts, comparative analysis was undertaken by drawing on the following sources of data 

taken from CSC’s computerized offender database:  

(1) An in-custody snapshot of the federal custodial population on September 29th 

2019: The in-custody snapshot includes all offenders in custody on September 29th, 

2019 (N=13,935). All offenders are included in basic profile analysis; however, only 

offenders with a completed Dynamic Factor Identification and Analysis – Revised 

(DFIA-R) assessment (N=11,199) are included in analyses involving dynamic need 

indicators. It is important to note that the Dynamic Factor Identification and Analysis 

(DFIA) was in use by CSC until replaced with the DFIA-R in 2009; therefore, the 

omission of those with a DFIA instead of a DFIA-R likely has disproportionate impacts 

on the older age group categories. 

(2) An admission cohort dataset containing all offenders admitted on a new sentence 

in 2017-2018 and 2018-2019: The admissions cohort includes new admissions to 

federal custody in fiscal years 2017/2018 and 2018/2019 (N= 9,639). All offenders are 

included in basic profile analysis; however, only offenders with a DFIA-R assessment 

(N=7,712) are included in analyses involving dynamic need indicators. 

(3) A release cohort dataset containing all federal releases in 2015/2016 and 

2016/2017: The release cohort includes releases from custody in fiscal years 2015/2016 

and 2016/2017. The original dataset included 9,296 individuals; however, for the 

purposes of this study, only those with a DFIA-R assessment were included (N=9,124). 

The analyses of these distinct sources of data provides a comprehensive overview of the 

relative presence of young adult offenders in the federal correctional system, as well as an 

understanding of their characteristics relative to their older counter-parts. Across datasets, 

variables for analysis included: demographic variables (age, gender, Indigenous status); sentence 

information; risk/need measures and flags (e.g. security classification, static risk, accountability, 

motivation, engagement, reintegration potential and dynamic needs); and information from the 

Dynamic Factor Identification and Analysis (DFIA) and Dynamic Factors Identification and 

Analysis-Revised (DFIA-R) assessment tools. To undertake a comparative analysis, crosstabs 
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were produced for the above-noted variables, with age as the independent variable, so as to 

compare differences across age groups.  
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Results 

Basic Profile of Young Adult Offenders  

As illustrated in Figure 1, young adult offenders aged 18 to 21 account for a small 

percentage of the federal offender population. Specifically, they account for 2% of the custodial 

population and made up 6% of admissions to custody in 2017/2018 and 2018/2019, and 3% of 

releases in 2015/2016 and 2016/2017. In terms of regional variation, the Prairie region had the 

highest percentage of offenders aged 30 and under (See Figure 2).  

When it came to basic profile information, differences generally emerged when those aged 

30 and under were compared to those over 30, suggesting that the age of 30 is the point around 

which age-related factors shift. Illustratively, Indigenous representation was similar for offenders 

aged 30 and under, however, was notably less for those over 30 (See Table 1). This is consistent 

with previous research that indicates Indigenous offenders are overrepresented within younger age 

groups among the federal offender population (Motiuk and Hayden, 2017). Specifically, across the 

three data sets, Indigenous representation was 28% to 40% for those aged 18-21, 28% to 38% for 

those aged 22 to 25, 26% to 38% for those aged 26 to 30, compared to 18% to 27% for those over 

30. 

Age-based differences were also evident when it came to sentence information and security 

measures (See Table 1). Specifically, those aged 30 and under in the in-custody snapshot were 

considerably less likely to be serving an indeterminate sentence and serving time for homicide-

related offences; instead, they were more likely to be serving time for assault and robbery. In terms 

of security classification, those aged 30 and under were somewhat more likely to be classified as 

maximum security. Those aged 30 and under, particularly those in the youngest group, were also 

less likely to have high static risk, which measures on criminal history, offence severity, and sex 

offence history (Correctional Service Canada, 2019). Affiliation with a security threat group (STG) 

was also examined within the in-custody snapshot; those aged 30 and under were somewhat more 

likely to have an affiliation (16% for those aged 18 to 21, 19% for those aged 22 to 25 and 18% 

for those aged 26 to 30, compared to 10% for those over 30). 
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Figure 1  

Age Breakdown of the In-Custody Population, Admissions Cohort and Release Cohort of 

Federal Offenders. 

 

 

Note: The in-custody snapshot includes all offenders in custody on September 29th, 2019. The admissions cohort 

includes all new admissions to federal custody between fiscal years 2017/2018 and 2018/2019. The release cohort 

includes all offenders with a DFIA-R released from federal custody between fiscal years 2015/2016 and 2016/2017. 
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Figure 2  

Age Breakdown and Regional Distribution of the Federal In-Custody Population. 

 
Note: The in-custody snapshot includes all offenders in custody on September 29th, 2019.   
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Table 1 

Basic Profile Information for the In-Custody Snapshot, Admissions Cohort and Release 

Cohort of Federal Offenders 

  In-Custody 

Snapshota 

Admissions 

Cohortb 

Release 

Cohortc 

Factor Age Group N=13,935 N=9,639 N=9,124 
Maximum security OSL     

 18-21 15% 12% 13% 
 22-25 24% 12% 13% 
 26-30 21% 12% 11% 
 Over 30 10% 6% 4% 

Serving an indeterminate sentence     
 18-21 2% 4% - 
 22-25 8% 5% - 
 26-30 12% 5% <1% 
 Over 30 33% 4% <1% 
Indigenous      
 18-21 40% 36% 28% 
 22-25 38% 33% 28% 
 26-30 38% 33% 26% 
 Over 30 27% 23% 18% 
Gender - Male     
 18-21 92% 93% 90% 
 22-25 95% 93% 91% 
 26-30 94% 91% 91% 
 Over 30 96% 93% 93% 
High static risk       
 18-21 38% 32% 21% 
 22-25 47% 37% 32% 
 26-30 55% 40% 36% 
 Over 30 69% 45% 46% 

a The in-custody snapshot includes all offenders in custody on September 29th, 2019. 

b The admissions cohort includes all new admissions to federal custody between fiscal years 2017/2018 and 

2018/2019. 
c The release cohort includes all offenders with a DFIA-R released from federal custody between fiscal years 

2015/2016 and 2016/2017. 
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Risk and Need of Young Adult Offenders 

 

Measures of accountability, motivation, and engagement (AME), which relate to readiness 

for treatment (Mathias & Wormith, 2017), were also examined (See Table 2). Those in the younger 

groups were less likely to be ranked as having low accountability1, particularly in the in-custody 

snapshot and admissions groups. Regarding motivation2, there was minimal variation in the 

admissions and release cohorts; within the in-custody snapshot group, those in the younger three 

categories looked similar and were somewhat less likely to be ranked as low relative to those over 

30. With respect to reintegration potential, younger groups, particularly those aged 18 to 21, were 

less likely to be ranked low in the in-custody snapshot group, though differences were minimal 

within the admissions and release cohort groups. Those in the youngest group were slightly more 

likely to have responsivity issues – i.e., factors that may hinder an offender’s ability to benefit 

from correctional programming (e.g., language barriers, literacy problems, intellectual disabilities, 

personal/emotional issues; Correctional Service Canada, 2019) – but the differences tended to be 

minimal. Those in the younger groups were slightly more likely than those over 30 to be engaged 

with their correctional plan.  

  

                                                 
1 Accountability is a tool used to assess the extent to which the offender is involved in addressing problematic 

behaviours as identified in their correctional plan (Correctional Service Canada, 2019). 
2 Motivation is a measure indicating an offender’s desire and willingness to change (Correctional Service Canada, 

2019). 
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Table 2 

Risk/Need Information for the In-Custody Snapshot, Admissions Cohort and Release 

Cohort of Federal Offenders 

  In-Custody 

Snapshota 

Admissions 

Cohortb 

Release 

Cohortc 

Factor Age Group N=13,935 N=9,639 N=9,124 

Low Accountability     

 18-21 8% 9% 12% 

 22-25 16% 12% 15% 

 26-30 19% 11% 14% 

 Over 30 28% 18% 21% 

Low Motivation     

 18-21 8% 6% 7% 

 22-25 9% 6% 9% 

 26-30 11% 6% 9% 

 Over 30 19% 10% 11% 

Low Reintegration 

Potential 

    

 18-21 35% 30% 20% 

 22-25 43% 29% 26% 

 26-30 47% 31% 27% 

 Over 30 53% 30% 29% 

Responsivity Issues     

 18-21 27% 20% 25% 

 22-25 22% 19% 22% 

 26-30 22% 16% 20% 

 Over 30 21% 16% 18% 

Engaged with Correctional 

Plan 

    

 18-21 72% 77% 84% 

 22-25 74% 73% 81% 

 26-30 71% 75% 84% 

 Over 30 64% 70% 78% 
a The in-custody snapshot includes all offenders in custody on September 29th, 2019. 

b The admissions cohort includes all new admissions to federal custody between fiscal years 2017/2018 and 

2018/2019. 

c The release cohort includes all offenders with a DFIA-R released from federal custody between fiscal years 

2015/2016 and 2016/2017. 
 

Results from the Dynamic Factor Identification and Analysis (DFIA) and Dynamic Factor 

Identification and Analysis-Revised (DFIA-R) were also examined to compare the dynamic needs 

of young adult offenders relative to their older counterparts (See Table 3). In terms of overall 

dynamic need, offenders in the youngest group were less likely to have high need within the in-

custody snapshot group. The greatest differences across age groups tended to be in relation to the 
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domains of employment/education and associates. More specifically, those in the younger groups, 

particularly those aged 18 to 21, were less likely to be ranked as having no need, low need or the 

factor deemed an asset when it came to the education/employment domain. Regarding associates, 

younger groups were somewhat more likely than those over 30 to have high need.  

Within the in-custody snapshot group, those aged 18 to 21 were less likely relative to all 

other age groups to be high need in the domains of attitudes, marital/family and 

personal/emotional; however, there was minimal variation on these domains within the admissions 

and release cohorts. Minimal difference was evident across age groups in terms of the percentage 

of offenders with high need in the domains of community functioning and substance abuse. 
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Table 3 

Dynamic Need Information for the In-Custody Snapshot, Admissions Cohort and Release 

Cohort of Federal Offenders 

  Percentage of Offenders With High/Considerable 

Need 

  In-Custody 

Snapshota 

Admissions 

Cohortb 

Release 

Cohortc 

Domain Age Group N=13,935 

 

N=9,639 N=9,124 

Overall Dynamic Need     

 18-21 59% 57% 54% 

 22-25 69% 55% 59% 

 26-30 73% 60% 59% 

 Over 30 74% 53% 54% 

Associates      

 18-21 34% 28% 30% 

 22-25 35% 28% 32% 

 26-30 35% 26% 27% 

 Over 30 24% 16% 18% 

Attitudes     

 18-21 28% 23% 28% 

 22-25 36% 30% 32% 

 26-30 41% 29% 31% 

 Over 30 43% 29% 31% 

Community Functioning      

 18-21 9% 6% 4% 

 22-25 8% 5% 5% 

 26-30 6% 6% 6% 

 Over 30 9% 5% 5% 

Education/Employment     

 18-21 16% 11% 12% 

 22-25 13% 10% 10% 

 26-30 11% 7% 9% 

 Over 30 9% 4% 5% 

Marital/Family     

 18-21 5% 6% 4% 

 22-25 7% 7% 8% 

 26-30 11% 11% 10% 

 Over 30 21% 11% 11% 

Personal/Emotional     

 18-21 40% 37% 32% 

 22-25 48% 36% 37% 

 26-30 49% 38% 36% 

 Over 30 60% 39% 37% 

Substance Use     

 18-21 37% 39% 38% 

 22-25 44% 38% 39% 

 26-30 48% 45% 40% 

 Over 30 44% 36% 36% 
a The in-custody snapshot includes all offenders in custody on September 29th, 2019. 

b The admissions cohort includes all new admissions to federal custody between fiscal years 2017/2018 and 

2018/2019. 

c The release cohort includes all offenders with a DFIA-R released from federal custody between fiscal years 

2015/2016 and 2016/2017. 
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Education/Employment  

When it came to employment/education indicators, those in the younger groups looked 

similar and were consistently more likely to endorse items (indicating need) (See Table 4). 

Differences emerged when they were compared with the over 30 age group. Need among young 

adult offenders appeared most common in relation to skills and job experience. Specifically, across 

the three data groups, offenders aged 18 to 21 often had the following factors identified:  

 Less than a high school education  

 Unemployed at time of arrest  

 Unstable job history  

 Limited marketable job skills obtained through experience  

 Limited marketable job skills obtained through formal training  

Associates  

Differences were also evident between those over 30 and the younger age groups in respect 

to the associates domain (See Table 5). As in the case of the employment/education domain, those 

in the three younger groups tended to look similar and were more likely to endorse items relative 

to those over 30. Specifically, across the three data groups, offenders aged 18 to 21 often had the 

following factors identified: 

 Association with substance users  

 Many criminal acquaintances  

 Many criminal friends  

Marital/Family 

There were often minimal differences across age groups when it came to marital/family domain 

indicators (See Table 6). In some cases, those in the younger groups were slightly more likely to 

endorse items compared to those over 30, particularly in the case of childhood factors. For 

example, compared to those over 30, those in the younger groups were somewhat more likely to 

have had criminally-active family members during childhood. Not surprisingly, those in the 

younger groups were more likely to have no parenting responsibilities. In contrast, with respect to 

some relationship and parenting factors, those in the younger groups were less likely to endorse 
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items. For example, those aged 30 and under were less likely to have: 

 Had problematic intimate relationships  

 Perpetrated spousal abuse  

 Attitudes that support spousal violence  

 Significant difficulties handling parenting responsibilities 

 Been formally investigated for suspicion of child abuse/neglect 

Community Functioning  

In relation to the community functioning domain, offenders in the younger age groups 

looked similar and were more likely to endorse certain items compared to offenders over 30, 

though differences tended to be modest (See Table 7). For example, those aged 30 and under were 

somewhat more likely to have: 

 Unstable accommodation 

 Financial instability 

 Limited constructive leisure activities 

 Limited use of community resources.  

In contrast, those aged 30 and under, and particularly those aged 18 to 21, were less likely 

to have previously used social assistance.  

Substance Abuse 

On select indicators in the substance abuse domain, those in the three younger age categories 

looked similar and were slightly more likely to endorse certain items (See Table 8). In particular, 

those in the younger categories were more likely than those over 30 to:  

 Have early age alcohol use  

 Have combined the use of alcohol and drugs  

 Have early age drug use  

 Have regular drug use as part of their lifestyle  

Attitudes  

On indicators within the attitudes domain, those across all age groups looked similar on 

most items, suggesting indicators do not meaningfully differ by age (See Table 9). Some 
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exceptions were observed; for example, those in the younger age groups were more likely to have 

attitudes supportive of instrumental/goal oriented violence and to disrespect personal belongings, 

though they were less likely to deny crime or use excuses to justify/minimize crime. 

 

Personal/Emotional  

In relation to indicators in the personal/emotional domain, offenders across all age groups 

looked similar across many items, suggesting need in this area does not meaningfully differ by age 

(as in the case of attitudes; See Table 10). Some exceptions did exist, however; for example, those 

in the younger categories were more likely to be impulsive compared to those over 30, with the 

percentage declining as age group increased. Likewise, those in the younger groups were more 

likely to engage in thrill seeking behaviour and have difficulty setting long-term goals. In contrast, 

those in the younger groups were less likely to manipulate others to achieve goals and have deviant 

sexual preferences and attitudes.  
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Discussion 

 

In light of concerns around the presence of young adult offenders in federal custody, recent 

calls have been made for age-specific correctional services and interventions (e.g. Allen, 2016; 

Correctional Investigator of Canada, 2017; Hughes & Strong, 2016; Cesaroni & Peterson-Badali, 

2017). This analysis demonstrates that there are indeed certain differences across distinct age 

groups; however, differences tend to emerge between those aged 30 and under and those over 30. 

Indeed, federal offenders in the 18 to 21 age category did not look meaningfully different from 

those aged 22 to 30.  

As noted in a previous report by the CSC Research Branch (Keown & Gobeil, 2014), the 

most apparent differences across age groups, specifically in the domains of education/employment 

and associates, may relate more to the social circumstances of younger persons as opposed to 

neurological development. For example, issues of need tied to education/employment may speak 

to limited time spent in the formal workforce, particularly for those aged 18 to 21. Similarly, issues 

tied to associates may be related to the stronger role of peer associates during one’s adolescent to 

young adult years, when friends may play a more significant role than other social influences. 

While the overall level of need in the area of substance use was not meaningfully different across 

age, the greater endorsement of certain indicators among younger persons may reflect age-

mediated patterns of substance use behaviour more generally. Similarly, differences in the 

marital/family domain, whereby younger offenders were less likely to endorse items related to 

relationship and parental matters, likely reflects distinct socio-familial stages (with younger 

persons being less likely to be married or have children).   

At the same time, certain differences may reflect age-based stages of maturation; for 

example, younger offenders’ greater display of impulsivity and thrill seeking behaviour may lend 

weight to psycho-social development accounts of criminal behaviour (Cesaroni & Peterson-

Badali, 2017). Like other social considerations, such characteristics may indeed affect institutional 

adjustment among younger adult offenders, potentially influencing factors such as institutional 

conduct and involvement in incidents. 

While previous research has suggested that those aged 18 to 21 may have similar needs to 

youth offenders (Cesaroni & Peterson-Badali, 2017), it is important to note that those aged 18 to 

21 who have been sentenced to federal custody may not be representative of young adult offenders 
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in the Canadian criminal justice system more generally. This is because federal sentences are 

typically associated with more serious offences and lengthier sentences; indeed, most offences 

committed by young adult offenders will not result in federal incarceration (Allen, 2016). 

Understanding the similarities between youth and young adult offenders more generally would 

require an examination of offenders in distinct criminal justice settings, including provincial 

facilities and community correctional contexts.  

The results of this report shed light on age-based differences among offenders in, entering, 

and leaving federal custody. Currently, age-based differences are reflected in need identification 

and corresponding correctional planning through the DFIA-R, which identifies areas of 

criminogenic need among offenders and contributing factors to the crime cycle (e.g., high need in 

the education and employment domain may prompt recommendation for educational upgrading). 

An enhanced understanding of the characteristics of offenders, including age-based differences, 

can help ensure that correctional programs and institutional services are responsive to offender 

risks and needs, thereby supporting CSC’s goal of contributing to public safety by encouraging 

and assisting offenders to become law-abiding citizens.  

.  
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Appendix 

Table 4 

Education/Employment Dynamic Need Indicators for the In-Custody Snapshot, 

Admissions Cohort and Release Cohort of Federal Offenders 

 Age 

Group 

In-Custody 

Snapshota 

Admissions 

Cohortb 

Release 

Cohortc 

Need/Indicator  N=11,199 N=7,712 N=9,124 
Less than grade 10 or equivalent     

 18-21 55% 55% 50% 

 22-25 49% 46% 43% 

 26-30 46% 45% 42% 

 Over 30 40% 42% 38% 

Less than a high school diploma     

 18-21 76% 78% 72% 

 22-25 71% 69% 65% 

 26-30 68% 67% 61% 

 Over 30 57% 60% 53% 

Absent employment history     

 18-21 43% 36% 31% 

 22-25 32% 25% 22% 

 26-30 24% 15% 16% 

 Over 30 12% 10% 9% 

Unemployed at the time of arrest     

 18-21 76% 79% 63% 

 22-25 75% 73% 60% 

 26-30 71% 70% 56% 

 Over 30 58% 60% 48% 

Unstable job history     

 18-21 76% 78% 68% 

 22-25 76% 75% 64% 

 26-30 76% 74% 61% 

 Over 30 59% 58% 50% 

Limited marketable job skills obtained through 

experience 

    

 18-21 75% 78% 67% 

 22-25 71% 61% 58% 

 26-30 58% 50% 47% 

 Over 30 36% 32% 29% 

Limited marketable job skills obtained through 

formal training 

    

 18-21 92% 93% 77% 

 22-25 87% 84% 74% 

 26-30 82% 80% 67% 

 Over 30 64% 64% 54% 

Dissatisfied with job skills     

 18-21 49% 55% 50% 

 22-25 50% 48% 44% 

 26-30 47% 45% 38% 

 Over 30 27% 26% 25% 
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 Age 

Group 

In-Custody 

Snapshota 

Admissions 

Cohortb 

Release 

Cohortc 

Need/Indicator  N=11,199 N=7,712 N=9,124 
Limited cooperative work skills     

 18-21 30% 27% 23% 

 22-25 27% 21% 18% 

 26-30 25% 20% 16% 

 Over 30 17% 14% 12% 

Belief in oneself to improve employability is low     

 18-21 15% 12% 8% 

 22-25 13% 9% 10% 

 26-30 11% 10% 9% 

 Over 30 12% 11% 11% 

Poor work ethic     

 18-21 35% 33% 26% 

 22-25 34% 28% 28% 

 26-30 35% 28% 25% 

 Over 30 22% 18% 16% 

Has previously been referred to programs 

addressing deficit(s) 

    

 18-21 14% 12% 13% 

 22-25 12% 13% 11% 

 26-30 18% 18% 14% 

 Over 30 21% 20% 17% 
a The in-custody snapshot includes all offenders with a DFIA-R in custody on September 29th, 2019. 

b The admissions cohort includes all offenders with a DFIA-R admitted to federal custody between fiscal years 

2017/2018 and 2018/2019. 

c The release cohort includes all offenders with a DFIA-R released from federal custody between fiscal years 

2015/2016 and 2016/2017. 

 

Table 5 

Associates Dynamic Need Indicators for the In-Custody Snapshot, Admissions Cohort and 

Release Cohort of Federal Offenders 

  In-Custody 

Snapshota 

Admissions 

Cohortb 

Release 

Cohortc 

Need/Indicator Age 

Group 

N=11,199 N=7,712 N=9,124 

Associates with substance users     

 18-21 82% 86% 75% 

 22-25 79% 84% 73% 

 26-30 82% 84% 70% 

 Over 30 66% 68% 57% 

Has many criminal acquaintances     

 18-21 75% 77% 67% 

 22-25 78% 79% 68% 

 26-30 78% 76% 65% 

 Over 30 61% 62% 54% 
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  In-Custody 

Snapshota 

Admissions 

Cohortb 

Release 

Cohortc 

Need/Indicator Age 

Group 

N=11,199 N=7,712 N=9,124 

Has many criminal friends     

 18-21 66% 63% 58% 

 22-25 65% 63% 55% 

 26-30 64% 60% 49% 

 Over 30 43% 40% 36% 

Has contact with criminal family members     

 18-21 31% 31% 26% 

 22-25 32% 29% 25% 

 26-30 29% 26% 21% 

 Over 30 17% 16% 14% 

 
Has a criminal partner     

 18-21 13% 13% 14% 

 22-25 14% 15% 14% 

 26-30 15% 17% 13% 

 Over 30 13% 14% 12% 

Suspected affiliation with street gang/organized 

crime 

    

 18-21 25% 20% 13% 

 22-25 24% 21% 16% 

 26-30 23% 16% 13% 

 Over 30 10% 8% 8% 

Resides in a high crime area     

 18-21 42% 39% 30% 

 22-25 40% 36% 31% 

 26-30 38% 32% 27% 

 Over 30 24% 22% 18% 

Prosocial support from an intimate partner is 

limited 

    

 18-21 58% 56% 50% 

 22-25 52% 53% 46% 

 26-30 54% 55% 43% 

 Over 30 54% 54% 45% 

Prosocial family support is limited     

 18-21 27% 27% 23% 

 22-25 29% 27% 23% 

 26-30 31% 30% 23% 

 Over 30 34% 32% 26% 

Prosocial support from friends is limited     

 18-21 73% 71% 57% 

 22-25 75% 75% 61% 

 26-30 76% 74% 57% 

 Over 30 66% 65% 53% 
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  In-Custody 

Snapshota 

Admissions 

Cohortb 

Release 

Cohortc 

Need/Indicator Age 

Group 

N=11,199 N=7,712 N=9,124 

Has previously been referred to programs 

addressing deficit(s) 

    

 18-21 4% 2% 4% 

 22-25 5% 6% 4% 

 26-30 10% 12% 8% 

 Over 30 17% 17% 11% 
a The in-custody snapshot includes all offenders with a DFIA-R in custody on September 29th, 2019. 

b The admissions cohort includes all offenders with a DFIA-R admitted to federal custody between fiscal years 

2017/2018 and 2018/2019. 

c The release cohort includes all offenders with a DFIA-R released from federal custody between fiscal years 

2015/2016 and 2016/2017. 

 

Table 6 

Marital Family Need Indicators for the In-Custody Snapshot, Admissions Cohort and 

Release Cohort of Federal Offenders 

  In-Custody 

Snapshota 

Admissions 

Cohortb 

Release 

Cohortc 

Need/Indicator Age 

Group 

N=11,199 N=7,712 N=9,124 

Limited attachment to family unit during 

childhood 

    

 18-21 37% 35% 27% 

 22-25 34% 33% 28% 

 26-30 35% 35% 26% 

 Over 30 30% 30% 22% 

Relations with parental figure were negative 

during childhood 

    

 18-21 52% 48% 38% 

 22-25 46% 45% 38% 

 26-30 50% 52% 37% 

 Over 30 45% 45% 35% 

Abused during childhood     

 18-21 37% 34% 28% 

 22-25 36% 37% 30% 

 26-30 39% 41% 27% 

 Over 30 41% 42% 31% 

Witnessed family violence during childhood     

 18-21 33% 31% 24% 

 22-25 36% 36% 28% 

 26-30 39% 42% 25% 

 Over 30 34% 33% 26% 

Family members criminally active during 

childhood 

    

 18-21 35% 31% 26% 
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  In-Custody 

Snapshota 

Admissions 

Cohortb 

Release 

Cohortc 

Need/Indicator Age 

Group 

N=11,199 N=7,712 N=9,124 

 22-25 30% 28% 26% 

 26-30 29% 28% 21% 

 Over 30 20% 19% 14% 

Inability to maintain an enduring intimate 

relationship 

    

 18-21 19% 24% 17% 

 22-25 24% 25% 21% 

 26-30 28% 30% 24% 

 Over 30 30% 26% 21% 

Intimate relationship(s) have been problematic     

 18-21 24% 29% 21% 

 22-25 38% 45% 32% 

 26-30 48% 57% 40% 

 Over 30 58% 61% 48% 

Victimized by spousal abuse     

 18-21 9% 10% 8% 

 22-25 10% 13% 11% 

 26-30 14% 20% 14% 

 Over 30 16% 18% 13% 

Perpetrated spousal violence     

 18-21 10% 14% 10% 

 22-25 23% 27% 20% 

 26-30 33% 38% 28% 

 Over 30 42% 42% 31% 

Attitudes support spousal violence     

 18-21 4% 6% 5% 

 22-25 10% 12% 8% 

 26-30 14% 13% 12% 

 Over 30 20% 16% 13% 

Has no parental responsibilities     

 18-21 59% 63% 54% 

 22-25 55% 51% 49% 

 26-30 45% 44% 38% 

 Over 30 37% 36% 31% 

Has significant difficulties handling parenting 

responsibilities 

    

 18-21 8% 7% 7% 

 22-25 9% 12% 11% 

 26-30 18% 20% 14% 

 Over 30 24% 24% 20% 

Parental knowledge and/or skill is limited     

 18-21 18% 15% 14% 

 22-25 13% 16% 13% 

 26-30 18% 19% 13% 
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  In-Custody 

Snapshota 

Admissions 

Cohortb 

Release 

Cohortc 

Need/Indicator Age 

Group 

N=11,199 N=7,712 N=9,124 

 Over 30 20% 18% 15% 

Formally investigated for suspicion of child 

abuse/neglect 

    

 18-21 2% 3% 1% 

 22-25 3% 4% 4% 

 26-30 6% 9% 5% 

 Over 30 12% 15% 11% 

Uses excessive force to discipline child     

 18-21 1% 1% - 

 22-25 1% 1% 1% 

 26-30 1% 1% 1% 

 Over 30 3% 3% 3% 

Has previously been referred to programs 

addressing deficit(s) 

    

 18-21 5% 4% 2% 

 22-25 4% 6% 5% 

 26-30 8% 9% 7% 

 Over 30 13% 13% 9% 
a The in-custody snapshot includes all offenders with a DFIA-R in custody on September 29th, 2019. 

b The admissions cohort includes all offenders with a DFIA-R admitted to federal custody between fiscal years 

2017/2018 and 2018/2019. 

c The release cohort includes all offenders with a DFIA-R released from federal custody between fiscal years 

2015/2016 and 2016/2017. 
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Table 7 

Community Functioning Need Indicators for the In-Custody Snapshot, Admissions Cohort 

and Release Cohort of Federal Offenders 

  In-Custody 

Snapshota 

Admissions 

Cohortb 

Release 

Cohortc 

 Age 

Group 

N=11,199 N=7,712 N=9,124 

Unstable accommodation     

 18-21 43% 42% 35% 

 22-25 41% 43% 33% 

 26-30 43% 44% 32% 

 Over 30 34% 32% 25% 

Financial instability     

 18-21 64% 66% 60% 

 22-25 66% 67% 56% 

 26-30 66% 67% 57% 

 Over 30 56% 57% 49% 

Has used social assistance     

 18-21 34% 34% 29% 

 22-25 44% 52% 37% 

 26-30 53% 58% 47% 

 Over 30 55% 58% 48% 

Constructive leisure activities are limited     

 18-21 59% 56% 47% 

 22-25 57% 54% 46% 

 26-30 57% 54% 43% 

 Over 30 49% 45% 39% 

Community attachment is limited     

 18-21 44% 44% 39% 

 22-25 48% 43% 36% 

 26-30 46% 44% 34% 

 Over 30 41% 37% 30% 

Use of community resources is limited     

 18-21 47% 43% 39% 

 22-25 44% 40% 31% 

 26-30 43% 40% 30% 

 Over 30 36% 33% 26% 

Has previously been referred to programs 

addressing deficit(s) 

    

 18-21 6% 6% 7% 

 22-25 6% 5% 5% 
 26-30 8% 9% 6% 

 Over 30 12% 11% 8% 
a The in-custody snapshot includes all offenders with a DFIA-R in custody on September 29th, 2019. 

b The admissions cohort includes all offenders with a DFIA-R admitted to federal custody between fiscal years 

2017/2018 and 2018/2019. 

c The release cohort includes all offenders with a DFIA-R released from federal custody between fiscal years 

2015/2016 and 2016/2017. 
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Table 8 

Substance Abuse Need Indicators for the In-Custody Snapshot, Admissions Cohort and 

Release Cohort of Federal Offenders 

  In-Custody 

Snapshota 

Admissions 

Cohortb 

Release 

Cohortc 

 Age 

Group 

N=11,199 N=7,712 N=9,124 

Early age alcohol use     

 18-21 64% 69% 54% 

 22-25 62% 62% 50% 

 26-30 64% 64% 48% 

 Over 30 54% 55% 42% 

Frequently engages in binge drinking     

 18-21 40% 44% 37% 

 22-25 41% 41% 33% 

 26-30 42% 41% 31% 

 Over 30 33% 32% 28% 

Has combined the use of alcohol and drugs     

 18-21 62% 65% 54% 

 22-25 62% 65% 53% 

 26-30 64% 65% 49% 

 Over 30 53% 53% 43% 

Alcohol use interferes with employment     

 18-21 27% 28% 21% 

 22-25 28% 27% 21% 

 26-30 29% 32% 23% 

 Over 30 24% 23% 20% 

Alcohol use interferes with interpersonal 

relationships 

    

 18-21 38% 38% 28% 

 22-25 40% 40% 31% 

 26-30 42% 44% 31% 

 Over 30 36% 36% 30% 

Alcohol use interferes with physical or emotional 

well-being 

    

 18-21 39% 42% 27% 

 22-25 41% 41% 31% 

 26-30 41% 44% 31% 

 Over 30 36% 37% 29% 

Excessive alcohol use is part of the offender’s 

lifestyle 

    

 18-21 38% 43% 36% 

 22-25 41% 41% 34% 

 26-30 42% 41% 32% 

 Over 30 34% 33% 28% 

Early age drug use     

 18-21 71% 76% 62% 

 22-25 70% 70% 57% 

 26-30 69% 71% 54% 

 Over 30 54% 54% 42% 
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  In-Custody 

Snapshota 

Admissions 

Cohortb 

Release 

Cohortc 

 Age 

Group 

N=11,199 N=7,712 N=9,124 

Has gone on drug-taking bouts or binges     

 18-21 56% 60% 49% 

 22-25 56% 59% 45% 

 26-30 58% 64% 45% 

 Over 30 51% 53% 40% 

Has combined the use of different drugs     

 18-21 55% 57% 42% 

 22-25 55% 58% 42% 

 26-30 57% 61% 43% 

 Over 30 49% 51% 40% 

Drug use interferes with employment     

 18-21 42% 44% 30% 

 22-25 42% 44% 34% 

 26-30 46% 52% 35% 

 Over 30 39% 40% 31% 

Drug use interferes with interpersonal 

relationships 

    

 18-21 50% 53% 39% 

 22-25 52% 54% 42% 

 26-30 55% 62% 42% 

 Over 30 48% 50% 39% 

Drug use interferes with physical or emotional 

well-being 

    

 18-21 54% 58% 45% 

 22-25 55% 57% 42% 

 26-30 57% 63% 43% 

 Over 30 49% 52% 39% 

Regular drug use is part of the offender’s lifestyle     

 18-21 67% 71% 54% 

 22-25 66% 67% 57% 

 26-30 69% 74% 52% 

 Over 30 55% 58% 43% 

Alcohol or drug use has resulted in law violations     

 18-21 68% 71% 59% 

 22-25 68% 72% 60% 

 26-30 72% 77% 61% 

 Over 30 65% 68% 58% 

Becomes violent when drinking or using drugs     

 18-21 48% 49% 36% 

 22-25 52% 52% 41% 

 26-30 56% 53% 40% 

 Over 30 45% 41% 33% 

Alcohol and/or drug use is part of the offence 

cycle 

    

 18-21 67% 73% 59% 

 22-25 66% 70% 58% 

 26-30 69% 74% 56% 

 Over 30 60% 64% 52% 
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  In-Custody 

Snapshota 

Admissions 

Cohortb 

Release 

Cohortc 

 Age 

Group 

N=11,199 N=7,712 N=9,124 

Has previously been referred to programs 

addressing deficit(s) 

    

 18-21 26% 31% 30% 

 22-25 31% 34% 26% 

 26-30 37% 45% 35% 

 Over 30 45% 49% 40% 
a The in-custody snapshot includes all offenders with a DFIA-R in custody on September 29th, 2019. 

b The admissions cohort includes all offenders with a DFIA-R admitted to federal custody between fiscal years 

2017/2018 and 2018/2019. 

c The release cohort includes all offenders with a DFIA-R released from federal custody between fiscal years 

2015/2016 and 2016/2017. 
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Table 9 

Attitude Need Indicators for the In-Custody Snapshot, Admissions Cohort and Release 

Cohort of Federal Offenders 

 

 

 In-Custody 

Snapshota 

Admissions 

Cohortb 

Release 

Cohortc 

 Age 

Group 

N=11,199 N=7,712 N=9,124 

Displays negative attitudes towards the criminal 

justice system 

    

 18-21 53% 52% 43% 

 22-25 57% 58% 52% 

 26-30 61% 58% 49% 

 Over 30 56% 52% 46% 

Displays negative attitudes towards the 

correctional system 

    

 18-21 34% 29% 23% 

 22-25 37% 33% 26% 

 26-30 40% 31% 26% 

 Over 30 32% 26% 21% 

Takes pride in criminal exploits     

 18-21 19% 15% 18% 

 22-25 18% 15% 16% 

 26-30 19% 15% 12% 

 Over 30 13% 10% 10% 

Displays non-conforming attitudes toward society     

 18-21 60% 62% 58% 

 22-25 68% 67% 60% 

 26-30 70% 66% 58% 

 Over 30 64% 62% 57% 

Values a substance abusing lifestyle     

 18-21 55% 59% 47% 

 22-25 59% 58% 48% 

 26-30 60% 59% 50% 

 Over 30 51% 52% 44% 

Disrespects personal belongings     

 18-21 42% 45% 44% 

 22-25 43% 42% 41% 

 26-30 44% 40% 40% 

 Over 30 38% 35% 34% 

Disrespects public or commercial property     

 18-21 28% 29% 32% 

 22-25 32% 28% 32% 

 26-30 31% 31% 29% 

 Over 30 31% 31% 29% 

Attitudes support instrumental/goal-oriented 

violence 

    

 18-21 57% 57% 44% 

 22-25 57% 53% 49% 

 26-30 58% 48% 42% 

 Over 30 47% 39% 32% 
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 In-Custody 

Snapshota 

Admissions 

Cohortb 

Release 

Cohortc 

 Age 

Group 

N=11,199 N=7,712 N=9,124 

Attitudes support expressive/emotional violence     

 18-21 38% 36% 29% 

 22-25 47% 43% 35% 

 26-30 51% 41% 24% 

 Over 30 45% 36% 29% 

Denies crime or uses excuses to justify or 

minimize crime 

    

 18-21 50% 47% 34% 

 22-25 50% 54% 45% 

 26-30 53% 54% 43% 

 Over 30 61% 63% 53% 

Has previously been referred to programs 

addressing deficit(s) 

    

 18-21 7% 6% 8% 

 22-25 9% 10% 7% 

 26-30 16% 17% 12% 

 Over 30 26% 25% 18% 
a The in-custody snapshot includes all offenders with a DFIA-R in custody on September 29th, 2019. 

b The admissions cohort includes all offenders with a DFIA-R admitted to federal custody between fiscal years 

2017/2018 and 2018/2019. 

c The release cohort includes all offenders with a DFIA-R released from federal custody between fiscal years 

2015/2016 and 2016/2017. 
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Table 10 

Personal/Emotional Need Indicators for the In-Custody Snapshot, Admissions Cohort and 

Release Cohort of Federal Offenders 

  In-Custody 

Snapshota 

Admissions 

Cohortb 

Release 

Cohortc 

 Age 

Group 

N=11,199 N=7,712 N=9,124 

Displays narrow and rigid thinking     

 18-21 45% 42% 36% 

 22-25 47% 47% 37% 

 26-30 49% 43% 37% 

 Over 30 50% 45% 38% 

Problem recognition skills are limited     

 18-21 72% 65% 56% 

 22-25 67% 66% 53% 

 26-30 65% 63% 52% 

 Over 30 65% 64% 52% 

Ability to generate choices is limited     

 18-21 72% 72% 62% 

 22-25 72% 74% 59% 

 26-30 73% 70% 57% 

 Over 30 67% 68% 56% 

Ability to link actions to consequences is limited     

 18-21 67% 68% 61% 

 22-25 70% 72% 57% 

 26-30 68% 66% 52% 

 Over 30 64% 66% 53% 

Has difficulty coping with stress     

 18-21 60% 60% 51% 

 22-25 60% 60% 49% 

 26-30 63% 67% 52% 

 Over 30 64% 64% 51% 

Gives up easily when challenged     

 18-21 35% 30% 27% 

 22-25 32% 32% 23% 

 26-30 34% 34% 25% 

 Over 30 30% 29% 23% 

Impulsive     

 18-21 79% 81% 71% 

 22-25 77% 78% 68% 

 26-30 78% 78% 63% 

 Over 30 68% 67% 54% 

Engages in thrill seeking behaviour     

 18-21 48% 42% 35% 

 22-25 42% 40% 36% 

 26-30 42% 37% 33% 

 Over 30 32% 29% 25% 

Gambling has been problematic     

 18-21 5% 4% 1% 

 22-25 4% 6% 4% 
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  In-Custody 

Snapshota 

Admissions 

Cohortb 

Release 

Cohortc 

 Age 

Group 

N=11,199 N=7,712 N=9,124 

 26-30 5% 6% 5% 

 Over 30 6% 7% 5% 

Has difficulty setting long-term goals     

 18-21 49% 46% 45% 

 22-25 47% 42% 38% 

 26-30 47% 43% 37% 

 Over 30 38% 34% 30% 

Has difficulty setting realistic goals     

 18-21 37% 33% 33% 

 22-25 36% 30% 29% 

 26-30 35% 31% 28% 

 Over 30 30% 25% 23% 

Time management skills are problematic     

 18-21 35% 32% 26% 

 22-25 34% 32% 27% 

 26-30 36% 35% 25% 

 Over 30 26% 24% 21% 

Assertiveness skills are limited     

 18-21 36% 30% 28% 

 22-25 30% 29% 26% 

 26-30 28% 28% 22% 

 Over 30 26% 25% 23% 

Listening skills are limited     

 18-21 30% 24% 22% 

 22-25 26% 24% 20% 

 26-30 27% 22% 19% 

 Over 30 26% 23% 20% 

Has difficulty solving interpersonal problems     

 18-21 64% 63% 47% 

 22-25 64% 63% 53% 

 26-30 67% 66% 50% 

 Over 30 65% 62% 51% 

Manipulates others to achieve goals     

 18-21 32% 32% 28% 

 22-25 36% 36% 31% 

 26-30 38% 36% 32% 

 Over 30 48% 45% 40% 

Empathy skills are limited     

 18-21 47% 43% 38% 

 22-25 50% 48% 41% 

 26-30 52% 46% 40% 

 Over 30 56% 50% 45% 

Frequently feels intense anger     

 18-21 28% 26% 23% 

 22-25 32% 27% 22% 

 26-30 32% 25% 21% 

 Over 30 26% 20% 16% 

Frequently suppresses anger     

 18-21 29% 27% 21% 



 

 33 

  In-Custody 

Snapshota 

Admissions 

Cohortb 

Release 

Cohortc 

 Age 

Group 

N=11,199 N=7,712 N=9,124 

 22-25 27% 24% 19% 

 26-30 26% 25% 18% 

 Over 30 23% 20% 16% 

Frequently acts in an aggressive manner     

 18-21 40% 37% 32% 

 22-25 46% 40% 36% 

 26-30 47% 37% 31% 

 Over 30 37% 28% 23% 

Has low frustration tolerance     

 18-21 37% 38% 35% 

 22-25 43% 39% 35% 

 26-30 45% 40% 33% 

 Over 30 41% 35% 30% 

Frequently interprets neutral situations as hostile     

 18-21 21% 20% 16% 

 22-25 25% 22% 19% 

 26-30 28% 22% 18% 

 Over 30 23% 18% 15% 

Has deviant sexual preferences     

 18-21 4% 4% 3% 

 22-25 6% 6% 4% 

 26-30 7% 8% 5% 

 Over 30 17% 17% 14% 

Displays deviant sexual attitudes     

 18-21 7% 7% 4% 

 22-25 9% 8% 6% 

 26-30 10% 10% 7% 

 Over 30 19% 20% 15% 

Has previously been referred to programs 

addressing deficit(s) 

    

 18-21 14% 13% 17% 

 22-25 15% 18% 13% 

 26-30 21% 21% 16% 

 Over 30 31% 30% 23% 
a The in-custody snapshot includes all offenders with a DFIA-R in custody on September 29th, 2019. 

b The admissions cohort includes all offenders with a DFIA-R admitted to federal custody between fiscal years 

2017/2018 and 2018/2019. 

c The release cohort includes all offenders with a DFIA-R released from federal custody between fiscal years 

2015/2016 and 2016/2017. 

 


