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Abstract
,

This paper examines the men released directly from maximum
securaity in Massachusetts from 1977 to 1980 inclusive. Included
in thais report i1s a description of the sample according to the
type of institutional experience, a description of recidivism rates
for this sample by the type of institutional experience, as well
as information on recidivism rates according to length of time
spent in maximum security. A discussion of policy implications
of the findings 1s also presented in the report.

In the past four years, 497 men have been released from
Walpole to the community. This represents 11% of the total
Department of Correction releases over this period. The correctional
history of these 497 releases from Walpole 1s as follows:

Aa) 10% of the 497 men spent their entire incarceration
at Walpole without receiving furloughs;

Bl 16% of the men had at least one medium security
placement and were returned to Walpole prior to thear
release;

Cy 22% had at least one pre-release or forestry camp
placement and were returned to Walpole prior to their
release;

D) 49% of the men had been placed on parole and were

. returned to Walpole as parole violators prior to
being released agauin.
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The report has also indicated several other important

results

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

.

there has peen a significant downward trend in the
number and percentage of Walpole releases who have
spent their entire incarceration in maximum securaty
from 17% ain 1977 to 3% in 1980.

Of the 50 men who spent their whole institutional time
rn Walpole, the median time served before release was
twenty three months.

For the parole violators who were released from Walpole
with no participation in graduated release strategies
during 1979 and 1980, 63% were released after serving
three months or less in maximum security.

Of the 184 men who were parole violators and released
from Walpocle with no participation in graduated release
strategies, 9% had only spent time i1n maximum security
during their present incarceration, 33% had prior medaium
security exposure, and 58% had prior minimum security
exposure duraing their present incarceration.

Those men released from maximum security in Massachusetts
who participated in graduated release strategies prior

to their release from maximum security represented 50%
(N=247) of the Walpole releases from 1977 to 1980. Of
these 247 men, 46% had at least one placement in a medium
security institution and 54% had at least one placement
in a minimum security facility or pre-release center.

0f the men who were released directly from maximum
security to the community in Massachusetts from 1977

to 1980, only 109 or 22% had participated in the furlough
program prior to their release.

Men released from Walpole duraing 1977 and 1978 had a
recidaivism rate of 24% which 1s significantly hagher
than the overall departmental recidivism rate duraing
this same period of 15%. (X2=13.1333,1df,p¢ .001)

Men released from maximum security during 1977 and 1978
who participated in the furlough program prior to their
release had a significantly lower recidivism rate (11%)
than the non-furlough part1c1p3nts (28%) who were released
during the same time period (X“=8.2873,1df,p¢ .01).




10)

11)
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.en released from maxaimum securaity during 1877 and
1978 wno spert less than one year in —aximiun security
imrediately prior to release had a recidivism rate of

nore than one year in maxaimum security imnecdiately
praior to release.

Men who spent less than one year in maximum immediately
prior to their release from prison who previously had
been exposed to a pre-release center or forestry camp
had a recidaivism rate of 15%, the lowest of any sub-
sample of men released from maximum security duraing 1977
and 1978. This recidaivism rate also compared favorably
with the overall departmental rate during this period
which was 15%.

Men who spent all their institutional time in maxaimum
security without particapating in graduated release
strategies and who were not parole violators had a
recidavism rate of 35%.
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Introduction

There continues to be a great deal of concern in the
correctional literature about offenders who are released from
prison and the optimal release strategies for these individuals.
Criminological theorists and the public at large have concerns
about the kind of people being released from prison and their
potential for future law violations. This concern is especially
relevant for those offenders who are released directly from a
maxaimum security institution back into the community. These
individuals are released without having an opportunity to gradually
adjust to a lowering of the security level of their ainstitution
and the concomitant increase in freedom and responsibility. That
1s, these offenders have not had an opportunity to test their
adaptability to survave in the community without repeated returns
to praison.

Pre-gelease centers, halfway houses, drug programs, and other

community programs have been developed i1n Massachusetts to attempt
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to impact tris problem. Also, the Department of Correction operates
a furlough program to give offenders an opportunity to spend a
limited arount of time in the community praor to their return
there. Published reports by the Research Unit 1in Massachusetts
have indicated that men and women who have participated in these
programs and are released from them exhibit significantly lower
rates of return to prison than those released from higher security
1nst1tutlons.l These results have held constant when controlling
for possible selection factors in the choosing of the pre-release
populatlon.2 Other research has indicated a sagnificant reduction
in recaidivism rates for offenders who participate in the furlough
program prior to release.3 However, there still remains a number
of indavicduals who are being released from maximum security status
at MCI-Walpole in Massachusetts directly back into the communaty.
This particular report focuses on men who were released
directly from the maximum securaity institution in Massachusetts
(MCI-Walpole) back into the community. It continues a line of
inquiry that was begqun in a previous published report4 and updates
the findings of that study with current data and recidivism
information. The report attempts to provide some information on
who these men are, why they were released directly from Walpole
to the community, and how they performed in the community following

their release from praison.
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Methodology

Research Questions:

This particular report will focus on two main research

guestions. They are as follows:

1) How can one account for the fact that so many men
are being released directly from Walpole to the
community?

2) What are the recidivism rates for the men released
directly from maximum security?

Sample:

The sample consisted of all men who were released from the
maximum security institution under study (MCI-Walpole) in
Massachusetts from 1977 to 1980 inclusive. The focus of most of
the inguiry i1s on the men released duraing 1979 and 1980, but
the earlier years are included to highlight any trends or
significant relationships over time. There were 119 men released
during 1977 from maximum security in Massachusetts, 142 released
during 1978 and the same number during 1979, and 94 men were
released duraing 1980. Therefore, the total sample consisted of

497 indaividuals.

e ~ B - o T e paemeee A e g w——m
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Recidivism 2nalysais:

For the purpose of the recidivism analysis in Research
Question Two, a recidaivist was defined as any man returned to a
federal or state correctional institution or to a county jail or
house of correction for 30 days or more as a result of either a
parocle violation or a new court sentence. For tne follow-up
period, a length of time of one year from the man's release

date from prison was used.

Variables Collected:

The analyses following in this report are based on five
categories of variables: commitment variables, personal background
variables, craminal history variables, furlough variables, and
movement variables. For the recidivism analysis a sixth cate-
gory of recidavism variables was added. A specific listing of
all variables 1s given in Appendix II.

Data was derived from the computerized data base developed
by the Correction and Parole Management Information System (CAPMIS)
and was produced on the Massachusetts State College Computer

Network (MSCCN).

- G e e
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Tecnnicue:
In order to address the research guestions of this report,
the total sample of Walpole releases was divided 1nto six distinct
groups. A descraiption of the necessary characteristics of each

group 1s descraibed below:

1) Maximum Security Only, No Furloughs

llen who were released from MCI-Walpole who spent their whole

institutional time in maximum security and never received furloughs.

2) Maximum Security, Furloughs

Men who were released from MCI-Walpole who spent their whole
institutional time in maximum security and received furloughs

before their release.

3) Medium Security, No Furloughs

Men who were released from MCI-Walpole who had at least one
placement in a medium securaity institution (during their current
incarceration) but were eventually returned to and released from

Walpole and who never received furloughs.
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&) Medium Securaity, Furloughs

Men vho were released from MCI-Walpole who had at least one
placement in a medium security institution (during their current
incarceration) but were eventually returned to and released from

Walpole and who received furloughs before their release.

5) Minimum Security, No Furloughs

Men who were released from MCI-Walpole who had at least one
placement in a pre-release center or forestry camp (during their
current incarceration) but were eventually returned to and released

from Walpole and who never received furloughs.

6) Minimum Security, Furloughs

Men who were released from MCI-Walpole who had at least one
placement i1n a pre-release center or forestry camp (during their
current incarceration) but were eventually returned to and released

from Walpole and who had furloughs before their release.

- - - ® o -
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Results

I. General Results

In order to address research guestion one, Table I will
present information on the releases from maximum security in
Massachusetts from 1977 to 1980 according to their type of

institutional experaience before release.

~ v O P B enem———— —— w— — —
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Table I snows that 47% of the total samplg of releases from MCI-
Walpole were men who only spent time in maximum securaity and who
apparently never had any community exposure (by way of furloughs)
prior to their release. The table also shows that 15% of the

men released had some minimum security exposure durang theair
incarceration and also received furloughs prior to their release.
However, this table i1s deceptive in that 1t includes men who were
parole violators along with those who were non-parole violators.
That 1s, a man whc was released to the community on parole, who
violated the conditions of his parole and was subseguent, returned
to prison 1s included with those men who have spent extended
periods of time in prison prior to their release. Table IT looks
at those men released from maximum security in Massachusetts from
1977 to 1980 according to their type of institutional experience
before release and also by their categorization as parole violators

or non-parole violators.

Sy P — ———— o -



(€ ) 9T
(r ) S
(¢ ) - It
(Ly ) 72%4
(ot ) 0s
(g ) 8T

(8bed 3xON uo panutTluO0))

(Tt ) T (t ) [4 (¢ )
(0 ) 0 (0 ) 0 (0 )
(t ) T (T ) (4 (z )
(ot ) 8¢ (85 ) [4:] (v )
(€ ) € (8 ) 1T (1T )
(e ) 14 (0s ) 1L (9t )

L9

9T

18

(8 )
v )
v )

(87 )
(tt)

(1€ )

ot Te30g-qns

S s1073
-eTOTA 9TOI1Bg-UON §
S SI03eTOTA 9[0xed °V

sybnotang
K3tanoeg unuwtxep

LS Te3jor-qns

0z 5103
-BTOTA ®@TOIRg-UON °4d
LE  SIojeTotTp @foied v

sybnotanj oN
Kytanoes wnurtxep

.

"I

JUODI0J JOquMN JUSDIB JISqUMN JUIDIADG IIqUNN JUDDIDJ  IdqUIN

jus0I9d JoquNN

Tel04,

0861 6L6T 8L6T

LL6T

103eTOTA S9TOIRJ-UON 10 IOJRTOTA ©[0red Sy snjels puy

oouotaxodxyg Teuorinytasur jo odAlL Ad 086T-LL6T A3TANOOS wnWTXe| WOXJ SOSedTOH UDW

II 9IqeL

.l@.HI.

]

- -

e




(€ ) 8T
(€ ) LT
(0 ) -1

(6T ) 96
(€T ) L9
(9 ) 62

(€ ) £
(z ) [
(Tt ) T
(€€ ) T€
(1 ) (014
(c1 ) 1T

(2bedg 3xON UO peNUTI3UOD)

v ) S (9 )
v ) S (9 )
(0 ) 0 (0 )
(Lt ) S¢ (81 )
(€T ) 6T (vt )
v ) 9 v )

X4

014

z )
(c )
(0 )

(€T )
(VA
(9 )

Telogr-qng
SIOJRTOTA
aToarRg-uoN dq

SIO}eTOTA @T0Iegd

sybnotang
Kjtanoas wnrpap

Te3or-qns
si0j3eToTA
aToxeg-uoN ‘g

SI0j3eTOoTA 9T10xed \'4

sybnotan,i

AT

ON ‘A3Tanoog wntpoW *TIII

1002104 ADqUINN  JUBDIDJ  TJIQUINN JUSDABG JISQUNN JUS0ISd IOQqUMN

Juadxad Iaqumpy

Te0L

086T

6L6T

8L6T

JI03RTOTA BTOIRJ-UON IO IOJRTOTA dT0oxed SV Snjels puy

ooudTaodxg Teuoranzriysur jo odAL A9 0861-LL6T A3Tanoes WNWTXe wolxJ S9sedTay UOK

II 91qeq

-LT

——

—

T e

PO



(001)
(15 )

(6v )

(Tt )
6 )

(€ )

L6V

vae

€eve

SL

L9

89

Sv

€T

(o0T)
(vs )

(9% )

(L1 )
(ST )

(¢ )

(91 )
(z1 )

v )

149

18

€V

91

vT

ST

11

{00T) 441
(zv ) 09
(85 ) (4:]
(o1 ) VT
(ot ) vl
(0 ) 0
(o1 ) v
) 0T
(€ ) v

(ooT)
(ss )

(sv )

(sT )
(€T )

(T )

(c1 )
(11 )

(T )

vt

8L

vo

(44

6T

LT

ST

(oom)
{ss )

(sv )

(61 )
(L1 )

z )

(ot )
(8 )
(T )

61T

9

14

€C

014

T

TVLOL ANVYUD

siojeroTp
9 [0aed-uoN d
sI03eTOTA @1oaed ‘v

TVILOJ,

Te3j0L-ang
s103eToTA

aToxeg-uoN g

SI03eTOTA BToxed \V4

sybnotang
‘K3Tanoag wnwtuTyr

Te30L-CnS

sI03eToTA
aToxRg-uUON a
SI103eTOTA afoxed v

sybnoTan,] oN
‘K3Tanoas wonwtuty

.

T IA

“IA

Juodxod  Joqumny JUIDASG JAdqum JUDDIDJ JAdQUNN JUIDIABJ  IIQUINN

Juadaad Idquny

FCEEN

086T

6L6T

8L6T

LL6T

JI03eTOTA 9TOARJ-UON IO IORTOTA 9TOIed SV SN3e3}S puy

oouotxodxg Teuor3ynyTasur Jo odAL Ad 086T-LL6T AATIAINDIS umMwWTXel wWoX] SISLOTOY UOW

II 9Tqel

lum.ﬂnl

B

=

pr -



-19-~

Tanle II further amplifies the trends uncovered in Table I.

+]
v

he taple reveals that while 47% of the total sample of releases
were men who only spent time in maximum security and never had any
community exposure (by way of furloughs) prior to their release,
184 or 37% of these men were parole violators. This gives a

total population of 50 men (or 10%) who spent all their time in
maxXimum security without any community exposure prior to their
release during the time frame of the study period. Table III

specifically looks at these 50 men and the trend indicated by

the release data.

Table III

Men Released From Maximum Security 1977-1980
With No Praior Community Exposure And Who Were Non Parole

Violators
Year Number Percent
1977 20 ( 17)
1978 16 (1)
1979 11 ( 8)
1980 3 ( 3)

TOTAL 50 ( 10)
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Table III :ndicates that there 1s a noticeable trené do.nward in
the numoer and percentage of Walpole releases who have spent thear
eéntire 1ncarceration at Walpole (without being parole violators) -
i1.e., a reduction from 17% in 1977 to 3% in 1980.

Table IV attempts to i1solate the reason why the 250 men who
never participated in graduated release strategies never had that
opportunity before their release from maximum security. The table
looks at the number of parole violators and non-parole violators
for those men who never participated in graduated release strategies

(by way of lower security placements) before their release.

[ S EEp—— Rt
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Taole IV provices an answer to research guestion number 1 -
that 1s, 195 men or 78% of the men who were released directly from
maximun security with no participation in graduated release strategies
vere parole violators. 1In other words, most of the men who were
released from maximum security who never participated in any
graduated release strategies were parole violators who had been
returned to maxaimum security after spending some time in the
community unsuccessfully. Also, not only were the men in this group
returned to maximum security, they served very brief periods of
time in the institution before their release. Specifically, when
looking at men released in this category during 1979 and 1980,
sixty-three percent were released after serving three months or
less in maximum security. As a result, a significant majoraty of
the men released from maximum security from 1977 to 1980 who
never participated in graduated release strategies were parole
violators who served very short periods of time in maximum security
before being released.

Section A focuses on those 50 men who were released directly
from maximum security without participation in graduated release

strategies and who were not parole violators.

A. Walpole Releases-Non-Parole Violators - Never Participated
1in Gracduated Release Strategies

This section examines those 50 men who were not parole violators

who never participated in graduated release strategies and were
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released Zrom maximum securaity from 1977 to 1980, Table V looks
at the committing institution for these men and Table VI looks at

the max:maon sentence for the 50 men.

Table V

Committing Instaitution
Non-Parole Violators Released From Walpole Who Never Received
Graduated Release Strategaies

Number Percent
Concord 13 ( 26)
Walpole 37 ( 74)

TOTAL 50 (100)

- - — — - = o T © o g e Reed
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Maximum Sentence
Non-Parole Violators Released Fron Walpole
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Table VI

o Never Received Graduated Release Strategaies

Number Percent
1 Year 1 ( 2)
2 Years (ancluding 2%) 4 ( 8)
3 Years 2 ( 4)
4 Years 1 ¢ 2)
5 Years 21 ( 42)
6 Years 5 ( 10)
7 Years 3 ( 6)
8 Years 0 ( o)
9 Years 1 ( 2
10 Years 8 ( 16)
1l Years or More 4 ( 8)
TOTAL 50 (100)

Table V shows that 74% of these 50 men were Walpole commitments.

Table VI indicates that 58% of these men had received a maximum

sentence of five years or less.

- e
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Tanles VII, VIII, IX, X, XI show the present oIfense - general
categor:es, person oIfenses, property offepses, drug offenses, and

other oZfenses respectively for the 50 men being examined.

Table VII

Present Offense - General Categoraies
Non-Parole Violators Released From Walpole
Who Never Received Graduated Release Strategies

Number Percent
Person 26 ( 52)
Property 12 ( 24)
Drug 4 ( 8)
Other 8 ( 16)
TOTAL 50 (100)
Table VIII

Present Offense - Person Offenses
Non-Parole Violators Released From Walpole
Who Never Received Graduated Release Strategies

Number Percent

Non-Person Offense 24 ( 48)
Armed Robbery ‘ 16 ( 36)
Unarmed Robbery 2 ( 4)
Assault And Battery 2 ( 4)
Assault By Means of Dangerous

Weapon 2 ( 4)
Armed 2Zssault To Murder 1l ( 2)
Accessory to Murder - 1 ( 2)
Zidnapping | 1 ( 2)
Conspiracy 1l ( 2)

+3

OT2L 50 (100)
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Table IX
Present Offense-Property Offenses

NWon-Parole Violators Released From Walpole
Who Never Received Graduated Release Strategaies

Number Percent
Non-Property Offense 38 ( 76)
Burglary 7 ( 14)
Armed Burglary 1 ( 2)
Larceny of Motor Vehicle 1l ( 2)
Tools 1 ( 2)
Destruction of Property 1 ( 2)
Larceny From the Person 1 ( 2)
TOTAL 50 (100)
Table X

Present Offense-Drug Offenses
Non-Parole Violators Released From Walpole
Who Never Received Graduated Release Strategies

Number Percent
Non-Drug Offense 46 ( 92)
Class A 3 ( 6)
Class B 1 ( 2

TOTAL 50 (100)

— P, x~ = = - = i3
T g ——— o - M T T kA o d
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Table XI
Present Offense-Other Offenses

Non-Parole Violators Released From Walpole
Wro Never Received Graduated Release Strategaies

Number Percent
Non Other Offense 42 ( 84)
Weapons Offenses 3 ( 6
Escape Offenses 5 ( 10)
TOTAL 50 (100)

The results that are indicated in Tables VII through XI are
not particularly different from the total population of releases
from the Department of Correction during this period. For the
total releases from 1977 to 1980, 55% were person offenders, 22%
were property offenders, 7% were sex offenders, 8% were drug
offenders, and 8% were other offenders.5 The final table of this
section, Table XII, looks at the time served with jail credits

for the 50 men released directly from maximum security.
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Table XII
Time Served Waith Jail Credits

Non-Parole Violators Released From Walpole
Wno Never Received Graduated Release Strategies

Number Percent
0-6 Months 5 ( 10)
6-12 Months 5 ( 10)
1-1% Years 9 ( 18)
1%-2 Years 6 ( 12)
2-2% Years 8 ( 16)
2%-3 Years 5 ( 10)
3-4 Years 7 ( 14)
4-5 Years 2 ( 4)
5 Years or More 3 ( 6)
TOTAL 50 (100)

The median time served for this population was 23 months.

B. Walpole Releases - Parole Violators Who Never Participated
in Graduated Release Strategaies

This section focuses on those 184 men who were parole violators
and releaéed directly from maximum securaty without participation in
graduated release strategies. The purpose of this section 1s to
provide some information on the prior histories of these men before
their parole violation and return to prison. Table XIII examines

the praor parole history for the 184 men who vere parole violators.

i
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Table XIII
Prior Parole Hastory

Parole Violators Released From Walpole Who
Did Not Participate In Graduated Release Strategies This Period

Number Percent
First Time Parole Violators 134 ( 73)
Prior Parole Violations Thas
Incarceration 50 ( 27)
TOTAL 184 (loo)

As Table XIII indicates, the vast majority (73%) of the 184 parole
violators were men who were violating their parole for the first
time this incarceration. It 1s interesting to examine the prior
placement histories of the 134 first time parole violators to get

an insight into their prior movements. Table XIV looks at these

134 men.

Table XIV

Prior Placement Historaies
First Taime Parole Violators Released From Maximum
Who Never Participated In Graduated Release Strategies

Number Percent
Maximum Security Only 13 ( 10)
Medium Security Exposure Only 38 ( 28)
Minimum Security Exposure 83 ( 62)

TOTAL 134 (100)
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Table YIV snows that Zor the 134 first time parole violators, 28%
had prior -edium security placements and QZ% had prior minimum
securaity placements. Only 13 or 10% had spent all of their time
1ln maximumn securaity.

Table XIII also indicates that 50 of the 184 men (27%) had
one or more prior parole violations this incarceration. Table
XV looks at the placement histories of these 50 men during their
present incarceration (including their placements for all their

periods of incarceration this commaitment).

Table XV

Prior Placement Historaies
Multiple Parole Violators Released From Maximum
Who Never Participated In Graduated Release Strategaes

Number Percent
Maximum Security Only 4 ( 8)
Medaium Securaity Exposure Only 23 ( 46)
Minimum Security Exposure 23 ( 46)
TOTAL 50 (100)

Table XV shows that for the 50 multiple parole violators, 46%
had prior medium security exposure and 46% had prior minimum
securaty exposure. Only 4 men (8%) had spent all their time in

maximum security before release.
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Tacle I has alreacdy shown that 247 or 50% of tae sample had
participated 1n graduated release strategies. Table I also shows
tnat of tne 247 men, 114 (or 46%) had received one or more placements
1n a medium security institution and 133 (or 54%) had received one
or more placements in a pre-release center or other minimum
security facility. To get an understanding of the extent of the
participation for the 247 men who participated in graduated release
strategies, Table XVI and Table XVII present information on the
number of medium security placements and number of minimum security

placements respectively.
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Table ¥VI shows that of the 114 men who were placed in a medium
securaty anstaitution before being returned to ard released from
naxinum security, 58 or 51% had received multiple mediunm security
placements during their incarceration and were not successful in
their medium security institutions.

Table XVII shows that of the 133 men who were placed in a
pre-release center or forestry camp before their release, 65 or
49% had received multiple minimum security placements before
being returned to and released from maximum security. That is,
these men were given more than one opportunity to receive a
placement in a pre-release center or forestry camp but due to
infractions of the rules in these facilities (escapes, failure
to maintain employment, violating house rules, etc.) it was

necessary to return them to higher security institutions.

C. Recidivism Results

The second research guestion i1s concerned with the recidivism
rates for the total sample as well as the rates for the different
groups within the sample. Table XVIII provides recidivism rates
for those men released during 1977 and 1978 according to their

categorization into the previously outlined six sub-groups.
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As i1ndicated in Table XVIII, the overall recidivaism rate
(using 1977 and 1978 releases) for men released from maximum
security was 24%. The departmental rate for this same peraiod
was 15%,650 that the men released directly from maximum securaty
to the cormunity had significantly higher recidivism rates than
those offenders released from lower security facilaities
(x?=13.1333, 14, 001) .

Table XVIII also provides some information on the recidivism
rates for the different sub-groups of the population of maximum
security releases. The rates ranged from a high of 39% for those
men who had received pre-release or forestry camp exposure but did
not receive furloughs, to a low of 0% for those men who never
received a lower security placement but did receive furloughs.
When looking at those men who spent all of their time in maximum
security without participating in the furlough program, it is
amportant to remember that this category includes both parole
violators and non-parole violators. Table XIX looks at recidivism

rates for this particular sub-group only.
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Table XIX
Recicivism Rates For Men Who Never Participated@ in Graduated

Release Strategies According To Status 2s Parole Violators
Or Non-Parole Violators: 1877 And 1978 Recidavism

Total Non- Recidivism
Number Recidivast Recadavast Rate
Parole
Violators 87 17 70 20%
Non-Parole
Violators 34 12 22 35%
TOTAL 121 29 92 24%

Table XIX indicates that those men who were not rparole violators who
spent all their institutional time in maximum security before
release without participating in graduated release strategies had

a recidivaism rate of 35%. Table XX also provides some information
that can be used to compare those men in the sample who had received
furloughs prior to their release to those men who did not receive

furloughs prior to release. Table XX presents this information.
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Table XX

Recidivism Rates By Furlough Participation
1977 And 1978 Walpole Recaidivism

Recidavaists

Non
Recidaivaists

Recidivism

Number Rate

Men Who Receaved

At Least One

Furlough Prior To
Their Release 7

Men Who Never
Received 2

Frulough Prior

To Their Release 52

TOTAL 59

(x%=8.2873, 1d4f, pl.0l1)

59

133
192

66

185
251

11%

28%

24%

As Table XX indicates, men who were released from maximum

security who had participated in the furlough program during their

incarceration had sagnificantly lower recidivism rates than those

men who were released without participating in the furlough program.

To get a further understanding of the effect of participation

in graduated release strategies on thas sample, Table XXI looks at

recidivism rates for the different groups by focusing on the amount

of time spent in maximum security before release for the sample.
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Tanle ¥YI provides some very important inforwation on the
sample Those men who had spent less than one year in maximum
security immediately prior to their release had a recidivism rate
of 20% whereas those men who had spent one year or longer had a
much higher rate of 29%. Further breakdowns of the sample reveal
other important results. That 1s, those men receiving the lowest
recidivism rates for this sample (15%) were those men who spent
less than one year in maximum security immediately prior tc thear
release who also had experienced some direct exposure to a pre-
release center or forestry camp prior to their release. These men
exhibited a recidivism rate that was comparable to tne overall
departmental recidivism rate for this period (15%).

Table XXI also provides information on those men in the sample
who returned to prison at a much higher rate than the men described
above. That i1s, the men receiving the highest recidivism rates
for this sample (35%) were those men who spent one year or longer
in maximum security immediately prior to their release who had
received at least one medium security placement and no pre-release
or forestry camp placements. Those men who spent one year or longer
in maximum security immediately prior to their release who had
some exposure to a pre-release center or forestry camp during

their incarceration had a recidivism rate of 33%.
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Discussion

Yois report has examined those men who iere released directly
from maximun security to the community in Massachusetts from 1977°
to 1980. 1Included in this report was a grouping of these men
according to the type of their institutional experience prior to
release. Also, recaidaivism information for this group of men was
presented for the total sample as well as for the different
categories of institutional experiences.

There were several findings in this report that have 1mportant
implications for policy for the Department of Correction. One
finding of this report was that an overwhelming majority of the men
who were released from maximum security who had never received any
alternate placements or participated in the furlough program were
men wvho were parole violators who returned to maximum securaity, spent
a very short amount of time incarcerated, and were then released again
to the community. This finding points out the policy that has
existed of returning parole violators to maximum securaity. Saince
this report has shown that these men subseguently served very short
periods of time in maximum security, 1t would seem to be beneficial
to explore returning these parole violators to lower security inst-
tutions. Since research has shown that the recidivism rate of
releases decreases as the security level decreases, 1f these men
were returned to a lower security institution and then released
from there, this could have a later impact on recidivism rates.

It would also free maximum security beds so that they could be used

for those offenders who are in need of a maximum security placement.
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Tne report has also indicated that the amount of time spent
in maxi-un security before release seems to have very important
implications for the recidivism rates for these men. That 1is,
the men who serve less than one year in maximum securaity
immediately prior to their release exhibit lower recidivism rates
than those men who served a year or longer. Also, when the men
in this sample received placements in lower security, this was
reflected in the recidivism rates. The findings indicated that
these men do seem to receive some benefits from placement in
pre-release centers or forestry camps as reflected in their lower
recidivism rates. However, whatever benefits are realized tend
to be dissipated 1f the person is returned to maximum security
Zor longer than a year before being released. In terms of polaicy,
1t would seem to be beneficial to provide these men with the
opportunity to receive lower security placements. If after
being placed in lower security (whether i1t 1s in medium security
or minimum security) these men are unsuccessful and are returned
to higher security, there needs to be a focus on trying to get
them released from maximum security within a year of their
return there. 1If the findings presented in this report continue
to occur, a decision such as that one would seem to result in a

lowering of the recidivism rates for this particular sample.
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Finally, there Tere 50 men who spent all of their institutional
T.me 1n marimum securaity, never participated in graduated release
strategies, and who vere not parole v1olatérs. These men had a
median time served in maximum security of twenty-three months.
Clearly these men are spending time on maximum security without
ever moving to lower security placements and are subsegquently
released directly to the community. These men are not given the
opportunity to have exposure in the community before their release
and do not go through a relaxation of securaty levels either. 1In
terms of recidivism, these men have a rate of 35% which i1s higher
than the overall rate of this particular sample of men which was
24%. This high recidivism rate points to a need to positively
impact this partaicular group of men. There needs to be close
monitoring of these men so that they are given the opportunity to
participate in some type of graduated release strategy before theair
release.

The report has also indicated a significant downward trend ain
the number of men who are being released after having spent thear
entire incarceration in maximum security from 1977 to 1980. The
Department of Correction needs to continue this trend in future
years since the results of the report have seemed to indicate that
these men berform much worse in the community after release than
those men who had opportunities to participate in graduated release

strategies.
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Department of Correction Publication Numbers 163, 177, 204,
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Appendix I
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1979 1980
Releases Releases TOTAL
N (%) N (%) N (%)
l. Court
Barnstable 4 ( 3) 3 ( 3) 7 ( 3)
Berkshire 2 ( 1 0 ( 0) 2 ( 1)
Brastol 11 ( 8) 1 ( 1) 12 ( 5)
Essex 3 ( 2) 7 ( 7 10 ( 4)
Franklin 0 ( 0) 3 ( 3) 3 ( 1
Hampden 9 ( 6) 7 ( 7 16 (7
Hampshire 2 ( 1 0 ( 0) 2 ( 1)
Middlesex 26 ( 18) 15 ( 16) 41 ( 17)
Nantucket 1 ( 1 0 ( 0) 1 ( 0)
Norfolk 6 ( 4) 5 ( 5) 11 ( 5)
Plymouth 4 ( 3) 3 ( 3) 7 ( 3)
Suffolk 52 ( 37) 40 ( 43) 92 { 39)
Worcester 9 ( 6) 6 ( 6) 15 ( 6)
Municipal Courts 1 ( 1 1 ( 1) 2 ( 1
District Courts 1 ¢ 1) 2 ( 2) 3 ( 1)
Out of State 1 ¢ 1) 0 ( 0) 1 ( 0)
Unknown 10 « 7) 1 ( 1 11 ( 5)
TOTAL 142 (100) 94 (100) 236 (100)
2. Committing Institution
Walpole 114 ( 80) 62 ( 66) 176 ( 75)
Concord 27 ( 19) 32 ( 34) 59 ( 25)
Out of State 1 ¢ 1) 0 ( 0) 1 ( 0
TOTAL 142 (100) 94 (100) 236 (100)
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1979 1980
Releases Releases TOTAL
N (%) N (%) N (%)
3. Jail Credits
None 33 ( 23) 22 ( 23) 55 ( 23)
1l to 10 9 ( 6) 7 ( 7) 16 ( 7)
11 to 50 25 ( 18) 17 ( 18) 42 ( 18)
51 to 100 24 (17) 19 ( 20) 43 ( 18)
101 to 150 21 ( 15) 9 ( 10) 30 ( 13)
151 to 200 14 ( 10) 10 (11) 24 ( 10)
Over 200 16 (1) 10 (11) 26 ( 11)
TOTAL 142 (100) 94 (100) 236 (100)
4. Present Offense - General Categories
Person 79 ( 56) 61 ( 65) 140 ( 59)
Sex 12 ¢ 9) 3 ( 3) 15 ( 6)
Property 30 ( 21) 20 ( 21) 50 ( 21)
Drug 10 C 7 6 ( 6) 16 ( 7
Other 11 ¢ 8) 4 ( 4) 15 ( 6)
TOTAL 142 (100) 94 (100) 236 (100)
5. Present Offense - Drug
Non-Drug Off. 132 ( 93) 88 ( 94) 220 ( 93)
Possession of
Beroin 1 ( 1) 1 ( 1) 2 ( 1)
Sale of Heroin 2 ( 1) 1 ( 1) 3 ( 1)
Sale of Narcotaic 1 C 1) 0 ( o0) 1l ( o)
Controlled Sub. 2 C 1) 1 ( 1) 3 ( 1)
Class A 3 C 2) 3 C 3) 6 ( 3)
Class B 1l C 1) 0 ¢ o) 1 ( 0)
TOTAL 142 (lo00) 94 (100) 236 (100)
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1979 1980
Releases Releases TOTAL
N (%) N (%) N (%)
6. Present Offense - Person
Non-Person 63 ( 44) 33 ( 35) 96 (41)
Murder - 2 0 ( 0) 1 ( 1 1 ( 0
Manslaughter 6 ( 4 7 «( 7 13 ( 6)
Assault-Intent 0 ( 0) 3 ¢ 3 3 ( 1)
Armed Robbery 50 ( 35) 36 ( 38) 86 ( 36)
Unarmed Robbery 6 ( 4) 8 ( 9 14 ( 6)
Armed Assault 10 C 7 5 ( 5) 15 ( 6)
Unarmed Assault 3 ( 2) 1 ( 1) 4 ( 2)
Consparacy 1 ( 1 0 ( 0) 1 ( 0)
Other Person 3 ( 2 0 ( 0 3 (
TOTAL 142 (100) 94 (100) 236 (100)
7. Present Offense - Sex
Non-Sex Off. 130 ( 92) 91 (97) 221 ( 94)
Rape 7 ( 5) 1 ( 8 ( 3)
Assault-Rape 2 ( 1) 1 ( 1) 3 ( 1)
Rape of Minor 3 ( 2) 1 ( 1) 4 ( 2)
TOTAL 142 (100) 94 (100) 236 (100}
8. Present Offense - Property
Not Applicable 112 ( 79) 74 ( 79) 186 ( 79)
Arson 1 ( 1) 0 ( 0} 1 ( o)
Burglary-Armed 1 ( 1 0 ( a 1 ( o)
Burglary 20 C 14) 16 (17) 36 ( 15)
Tools 1 ( 1) 1 (1 2 ( 1)
Larceny From
Person 1 ¢ 1) 0 ( oy 1 ( 0)
Larceny 2 ¢ 1) 3 ¢ 3) 5 ( 2)
Forgery-Uttering 1 C 1) 0 ( o) 1 ( 0)
Common Theft 2 ( 1) 0 ¢ 0) 2 ( 1)
Property Injuries 1 ¢ 0 ( ol 1 ( 0)
TOTAL 142 (lo0) 94 (100} 236 (100)
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1979 1980
Releases Releases TOTAL
N (%) N (%) N (%)
9. Present Offense - Other
Non-Other-0ff. 131 ( 92) S0 ( 96) 221 ( 94)
Escapes 5 ¢ 4) 2 ( 2) 7 ( 3)
Weapons Off. 6 ( 4) 2 ( 2) 8 ( 3)
TOTAL 142 (100} 94 (100) 236 (100)
10. Sentence Type
1 Sentence Only 58 ( 41) 42 ( 45) 100 ( 42)
Concurrent 62 C 44) 36 ( 38) 98 ( 41)
Aggregate 2 (. l), 1 ( l) 3 ( l)
Forthwith 17 C12) 11 ( 12) 28 ( 12)
Forthwith-House 0 ¢ o0l 1 ( 1) 1 ( 0)
From & After 3 ¢ 2) 3 ( 3) 6 ( 3)
TOTAL 142 (100) 94 (100) 236 (100)
11. Minimum Sentence in Years
1 Year 0 C o) 1 C 1) 1 ( o)
2 Years 7 ( 5) 4 ( 4) 11 ( 5)
3 Years 24 C17) 9 ( 10} 33 ( 14)
4 Years 21 ( 15) 7 « 7) 28 ( 12)
5 Years 21 C 15) 11 (12) 32 { 14)
6 Years 12 C 9) 9 ( 10) 21 ( 9
7 Years 5 ¢ 4) 5 C 5) 10 ( 4)
8 Years 5 ( 4) 4 ( 4) 9 ( 4)
9 Years 4 C 3) 4 ( 4) 8 ( 3)
10 Years 5 ¢ 4) 1 ( 1 6 ( 3)
11l to 12 Years 4 ( 3) 3 ( 3) 7 ( 3)
13 to 15 Years 6 ( 4) 3 ¢ 3) S ( 4)
Life Q C Q) 1 ( 1 1 ( 0l
Indeterminate 28 ( 20) 32 ( 34) 60 ( 25)
TOTAL 142 (100) 94 (100) 236 (100)
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1979 1980,
Releases Releases TOTAL
N (%) N (%) N (%)

12. lMaximum Sentence in Years
2 Years 5 ( 4) 3 ( 3) 8 ( 3)
3 Years 4 ¢ 3) 1 ( 1 5 ( 2)
4 Years 0 ( 0) 2 ( 2) 2 ( 1)
5 Years 24 ( 17) 13 ( 14) 37 ( 16)
6 Years 11 ( 8) 5 ( 5) 16 (7
7 Years 18 ( 13) 7 « 7) 25 ( 1)
8 Years 8 C 6) 5 ( 5) 13 ( 6)
8 Years 2 C 1) 3 ( 3) 5 ( 2)
10 Years 28 ( 20) 26 (27) 54 ( 23)
11l to 12 Years 11 ( 8) 10 (11) 21 ( 9
13 to 15 Years 14 ( 10) 4 ( 4) 18 ( 8)
16 to 19 Years 5 ( 4) 2 ( 2) 7 ( 3)
20 or More Yrs. 12 ¢ 9) 12 ( 13) 24 ( 10)
Life 0 ( 0) 1 ( 1) 1 ( o)
TOTAL 142 (1o0Q) 94 (100) 236 (100)

13. Taime Served With Jail Credits
Less Than 6 Mos. 1 C 1) 1 ( 1) 2 ( 1)
6-11 Months 2 ¢ 1) 2 ( 2) 4 ( 2)
1-2 Years 9 ( 6) 14 ( 15) 23 ( 10)
2-3 Years 10 ( 7 4 ( 4) 14 ( 6)
3-5 Years 17 ( 12) 14 ( 15) 31 ( 13)
5 to 10 ¥rs. 9 ( 6) 5 ( 5) 14 ( o)
10-15 Years 1 ( 1) 0 ( o) 1 ( 0
Complex Sentence 93 ( 66) 54 (57) 147 ( 62)
TOTAL 142 (1o00) 94 (100) 236 (100)
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1979 180"
Releases Releases TOTAL
N (%) N (%) N (%)
14. Race
White 94 ( 66) 60 ( 64) 154 ( 65)
Black 45 ( 32) 33 { 35) 78 ( 33)
Hispanic 3 ( 2) 1 ( 1 4 ( 2)
TOTAL 142 (100) 94 (100) 236 (100)
15. Marital Status
Married 33 ( 23) 14 ( 15) 47 ( 20)
Single 94 ( 66) 68 (72) 162 ( 69)
Divorced 9 ( 6) 8 ( 9 17 ( 7)
Widowed 1 C 1) 0 ¢ 0) 1 ( 0)
Separated 5 ( 4) 4 ( 4) 9 ( 4)
TOTAL 142 (100) 94 (100) 236 (100)
16. Military Discharge
No Service 103 C 73) 72 ( 77) 175 ( 74)
Honorable 10 C 7) 8 ( 9 18 ( 8)
Bad Conduct 3 C 2) 1 ( 1) 4 ( 2)
Discharge Unkn. 11 ( 8) 8 ( 9) 19 ( 8)
Unknown 15 (11 5 ( 5) 20 ( 8)
TOTAL 142 (100) 94 (100) 236 (100)
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1979 1980

Releases Releases TOTAL

N (%) N (%) N (%)

17. Prior 2ddress - Selected Towns
Boston 52 ( 37) 39 ( 42) Sl ( 39)
Brockton 2 ( 1) 4 ( 4 6 ( 3)
Cambridge 6 ( 4) 4 ( 4) 10 ( 4)
Fall River 3 ( 2) 1 ( 1) 4 ( 2)
Holyoke 1 ( 1) 0 ( 0) 1 ( 0)
Lawrence 0 ( 0) 2 ( 2) 2 ( 1)
Lowell 3 ( 2) 1l ( 1 4 ( 2)
Lynn 2 ¢ 1) 2 ( 2) 4 ( 2)
New Bedford 6 ( 4) 0 ( o) 6 « 3)
Quincy 4 ¢ 3) 1 ( 1) 5 ( 2)
Somerville 2 ¢ 1 5 ( 5) 7 ¢ 3)
Sprangfiled 8 ( 6) 7 ( 7) 15 ( 6)
Worcester 8 ( 6) 2 C 2) 10 ( 4)
Other Mass. 38 ( 27) 21 ( 22) 59 ( 25)
Out of State 7 ( 5) 5 ( 5) 12 ( 5)
TOTAL 142 (lo0) 94 (100) 236 (100)
18. Prior Address - County

Worcester 11 C 7) 6 ( 6) 17 ( 7
Franklin 0 C 0) 1 C 1) 1 ( o)
Middlesex 22 ( 16) 16 (17) 38 ( 16)
Suffolk 56 ( 39) 41 ( 44) 87 ( 41)
Norfolk 8 ( 6) 1 ( 1) 9 ( 4)
Bristol 12 ( 9) 1 ( 1) 13 ( 6)
Plymouth 5 C 4) 6 ( 6) 11 ( 5)
Essex 3 ¢ 2) 7 ( 7) 10 ( 4)
Hampden 10 «C 7 7 ¢ 7) 17 ( 71
Hampshire 2 ¢ 1) 0 ( o0l 2 ( 1
Berkshire 2 ( 1) 0 ( 0} 2 ( 1)
Barns4able 4 ¢ 3) 2 C 2) 6 ( 3)
Nantucket 0 C 0) 1l ¢ 1) 1 ( 0)
Out of State 7 ¢ 5) 5 ( 5) 12 ( 5)
TOTAL 142 (100) 94 (1o0) 236 (lo00)
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1879 1980

Releases Releases TOTAL

N (%) N (%) N (%)

19. Praior Address - SMSA
Boston 86 ( 61) 60 ( 64) 146 ( 62)
Brockton 2 ( 1) 4 ( 4) 6 ( 3)
Fall Raiver 5 ( 4) 1 ( 1) 6 ( 3)
Fitchburg-Leom-
inster 0 ( 0 2 ( 2) 2 ( 1
Lawrence-Haver-
hill 0 ¢ 0) 3 ( 3) 3 ( 1
Lowell 4 ¢ 3) 1 ( 1) 5 ( 2)
New Bedford 6 ( 4) 0 ( 0} 6 ( 3)
Pittsfiled 1 ( 1) 0 ( 0) 1 ( 0)
Springfield 12 ( 9) 7 « 7 19 ( 8)
Worcester S C 6) 3 ( 3) 12 ( 5)
Other Mass. 10 C 7 8 ( 8) 18 ( 8)
Out of State 7 ( 5) 5 ( 5) 12 ( 5)
TOTAL 142 (100) 94 (100) 236 (100)
20. Total Number of Furloughs

None 118 ( 83) 74 (79) 192 ( 81)
One 10 C 7) 6 ( 6) 16 C 7
2-5 10 C 7) 8 C 9 18 ( 8)
6-10 1 C 1) 4 ( 4) 5 ( 2)
11-15 Q C o) 1 ( 1) 1l ( 0)
21-3Q 2 C 1) 0 ( oL 2 ( 1)
31-50 1 C 1) 1 ( 1) 2 ( 1
TOTAL 142 (100) 94 (lo0Q) 236 (100)
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1979 1980
Releases Releases TOTAL
N (%) N (%) N (%)

21. Nunmber of éuccessful Furlough Outcomes

Never

Furloughed 118 ( 83) 74 ( 79) 192 ( 81)
None 1 ( 1 1 ( 1) 2 ( 1)
One 11 ( 8 5 ( 5) 16 ( 7
2-5 8 ( 6) 8 ( 9) 16 ( 7)
6-10 1 ( 1 4 ( 4) 5 ( 2)
11-15 0 ( 0) 1 ( 1) 1 ( 0)
21-30 2 ( 1) 0 ( 0) 2 (1)
31-50 1 ( 1) 1 ( 1) 2 ( 1
TOTAL 142 (100) %4 (100) 236 (100)

22. Number of Late Under Furlough Outcomes

Never

Furloughed 118 ( 83) 74 ( 79) 192 ( 81)
None 19 ( 13) 16 (17) 35 ( 15)
One 4 ¢ 3) 4 ( 4) 8 ( 3)
2-5 1 ( 1) 0 ( 0) 1 ( 0
TOTAL 142 (1o00) 94 (100} 236 (100)

23. Number of Late Over Furlough Outcomes

Never

Furloughed 118 ( 83) 74 ( 79) 192 ( 81)
None 24 (17) 20 ( 21) 44 ( 19)

TOTAL 142 (100) 94 (100) 236 (100)
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1979 1980
Releases Releases TOTAL
N (%) N () _ N (%)
24, Number of Escape Furlough Outcomes
Never
Furloughed 118 ( 83) 74 { 79) 192 ( 81)
None 22 ( 16) 19 ( 20) 41 ( 17)
One 2 ( 1) 1 ( 1) 3 ( 1)
TOTAL 142 (100) 94 (100) 236 (100)
25. Occupation
Professional 2 C 1) 1l (1) 3 ( 1)
Semi-Professional 2 C 1) 0 C 0 2 ( 1)
Business 1l ( 1) 1 ( 1) 2 ( 1
Sales, Clerical 9 C 6) 6 ( 6) 15 ( 6)
Manual g1 (57) 47 ( 50) 128 ( 54)
Services 27 ( 19) 26 ( 28) 53 ( 22)
Armed Services 1 ( 1) 1 ( 2 ( 1
Student 2 C 1 0 ( o) 2 ( 1)
Unemployed 4 C 31 8 ( 9) 12 ( 5)
Unknown 13 ¢ 9) 4 ( 4) 17 ( 7
TOTAL 142 (100) 94 (100) 236 (100)
26. Time at Most Skilled Position
Less than 1 Mo. 7 ( 5) 8 ¢ 9 15 ( 6)
1-2 Months 16 ( 11) 8 ¢ 9) 24 ( 10)
3-4 Months 21 ( 15) 15 ( 16) 36 ( 15)
5-6 Months 13 ¢ 9) 8 C 9 21 ( 9)
7-9 Months 11 C 8) 3 ¢ 3) 14 ( 6)
10-12 Months 13 C 9) 7  7) 20 ( 8)
1-2 Years 14 C 10) 10 (11) 24 ( 10)
2-5 Years 16 C 11) 17 ( 18) 33 ( 14)
5 + Years 5 ( 4) 3 ( 3) 8 ( 3)
Unknown 26 ( 18) 15 ( 16) 41 (17)
TOTAL 142 (100) 94 (100) 236 (100)
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1979 1980
Releases Releases TOTAL
N (%) N (%) N (%)
27. Time On Job of Longest Duration
Less Than 1 Mo. 4 ¢ 3) 6 ( 6) 10 ( 4
1-2 Months 11 ( 8) 9 ( 10) 20 ( 8)
3-4 Months 25 ( 18) 12 ( 13) 37 ( 16)
5-6 Months 15 ( 11) 7 ( 7) 22 ( 9)
7-9 Months 12 ¢ 9 4 ( 4) 16 « 7
10-12 Months 13 ( 9) 7 ( 7) 20 ( 8)
1-2 Years 16 (11 13 ( 14) 29 ( 12)
2-5 Years 16 (11 17 (18} 33 ( 14)
5+ Years 6 ( 4) 3 ( 3) 9 ( 4)
Unknown 24 (17) 16 (17) 40 ( 17)
TOTAL 142 (100) 94 (100) 236 (100)
28. Last Grade Completed
3rd or Less 4 ( 3) 5 ( 5) 9 ( 4)
4th 3 C 2) 1 ( 1) 4 ( 2)
5th 4 ¢ 3) 2 { 2) 6 ( 3)
6th 7 ¢ 5) 5 ( 5) 12 ( 5
7th 14 ( 10} 3 ( 3) 17 ( 7)
8th 21 ( 15) 21 ( 22) 42 ( 18)
9th 28 ( 20) 19 ( 20) 47 ( 20)
10th 12 C 9 12 ( 14) 25 ( 11)
11th 9 ( 6) 3 ( 3) 12 ( 5)
High School Grad 32 ( 23) 20 ( 21) 52 ( 22)
Some College 5 ¢ 4) 2 ( 2) 7 ¢ 3)
Unknown 3 C 2) 0 ( 0) 3 ( 1)
TOTAL 142 (100) 94 (100) 236 (100)
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1979 1880
Releases Releases TOTAL
N (%) N (%) N (%)
29. Drug Use
None 60 ( 42) 33 ( 35) 93 ( 39)
Non-Specific 15 ( 11) 5 ( 5) 20 ( 8)
Heroin 47 ( 33) 30 ( 32) 77 ( 33)
Marijuana 6 ( 4) 13 ( 14) 19 ( 8)
Other 11 ( 8) 11 ( 12) 22 ( 9
Unknown 3 ( 2) 2 ¢ 2) 5 ( 2)
TOTAL 142 (100} 94 (100) 236 (100)
30. Total Number of Court Appearances
First Offense 2 ¢ 1) 3  3) 5 ( 2)
Two 1 C 1) 2 C 2) 3 ( 1)
Three 4 C 3) 4 C 4 8 ( 3)
Four 4 ¢ 3) 1 ( 1 5 ( 2)
Five 5 C 4) 2 ( 2) 7 ( 3)
6-8 12 ( 9) 14 ( 15) 26 ( 11)
9-11 20 ( 14) 15 ( 1e6) 35 ( 15)
12 to 15 36 ( 25) 13 ( 14) 49 ( 21)
16 to 20 24 C17) 18 ( 19) 42 ( 18)
More Than 20 32 ( 23) 22 ( 23) 54 ( 23)
Unknown 2 C 1) 0 C 0l 2 ( 1)
TOTAL 142 (100) 94 (l1o0) 236 (100)
31. Number of Charges For Person Offenses
None 9 ( 6) 4 ( 4) 13 ( 6)
One 15 C 11) 7 t 7) 22 ( 9)
Two 16 ( 11) 17 ( 18) 33 ( 14)
Three 19 C 13) 13 ( 14) 32 ( 14)
Four 15 ( 11) 16 (17) 31 ( 13)
Five 23 ( 16) 6 ( 6) 29 ( 12)
6-8 2% ( 20) 16 (17) 45 ( 19)
Over 8 16 (11) 15 ( 16) 31 ( 13)
TOTAL 142 (100) 94 (100) 236 (100)
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1979 1980 .
Releases Releases TOTAL
N (%) N (%) N (%)
32. Number of Charges for Property Offenses
None 10 ( 7) 7 ( 7 17 ( 7)
One 6 ( 4) 7 « 7 13 ( &)
TWO 10 C 7) 6 ( 6 16 ( 7
Three 8 ( 86) 8 ( 9) 11 ( 7)
Four 9 ¢ 6} 3 ( 3) 12 ( 5)
Five 7 ( 5) 7 ( 7 14 ( 6)
6-8 24 (17) 16 ( 17) 40 (17)
Over 8 68 ( 48) 40 ( 41) 108 ( 46)
TOTAL 142 (lo0) 94 (100) 236 (100)
33. Nunber of Charges for Sex Offenses
None 123 ( 87) 81 ( 86) 204 ( 86)
One 14 ( 10) 9 ( 10) 23 ( 10)
Two 2 1) 3 ( 3 5 ( 2)
Three 2 ( 1) 1 ( 1) 3 ( 1)
Four 1 ¢ 1) 0 ( 0) 1 ( 0)
TOTAL 142 (1o0) 94 (100) 236 (100)
34. Number of Charges for Narcotics Offenses
None 73 ( 51) 41 ( 44) 114 ( 48)
One 21 ( 15) 15 ( 16) 36 ( 15)
TwO 16 (11) 13 ( 14) 29 ( 12)
Three 12 ( 9% 7 ( ) 19 ( 8)
Four 4 ¢ 3) 5 ( 5 9 ( 4)
Five 2 ( 1) 4 ( 4) 6 ( 3)
6-8 3 ¢ 2) 3 ¢ 3 6 ( 3
Over 8 11 ( 8) 6 ( 6)1 17 ( 7
TOTAL 142 (100) 94 (100) 236 (100)
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1979 1980
Releases Releases TOTAL
N (%) N (%) N (%)
35. Xumber of Charges For Drunkenness Offenses
None 81 ( 57) 63 ( 67) 144 ( 61)
One 28 ( 20) 13 ( 14) 41 ( 17)
Two 10 ( 7 8 ( 9) 18 ( 8)
Three 7 ( 5) 2 ( 2) 9 ( 4
Four 4 ( 3) 3 ( 3) 7 ( 3)
Five 2 ( 1) 2 « 2) 4 ( 2)
6-8 4 ( 3) 1 ( 1) 5 ( 2)
Over 8 6 ( 4) 2 ( 2) 8 ( 3)
TOTAL 142 (100) 94 (100) 236 (1o00)
36. NXNumber of Charges For Escape Offenses
None 111 ( 78) 72 ( 77) 183 ( 78)
One 19 ( 13) 15 ( 16} 34 ( 14)
Two 9 ( 6) 4 ( 4 13 ( 6)
Three 2 ( 1) 3 3 5 ( 2)
6-8 1 ( 1 0 ( 0) 1 ( o)
TOTAL 142 (100) 94 (100) 236 (100)
37. Department of Youth Service Commitment Indicator

No
Yes
Unknown

TOTAL

88 ( 62)
51 ( 36)
3 ( 2)
142 (100)

o v

56 ( 60)
38 ( 40)

0 ( 0
94 (1o0)

144
89
3

236

( 61)
( 38)
( 1)

(1o0)
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1979 1980 .
Releases Releases TOTAL
N (%) N (%) N (%)
38. Number of Prior County Incarcerations
None 57 ( 40) 39 ( 42) 96 ( 41)
One 31 ( 22) 19 ( 20) 50 ( 21)
Two 20 ( 14) 15 ( 16) 35 ( 15)
Three 16 ( 11) 11 (12) 27 ( 11)
Four 4 ¢ 3) 4 ( 4 8 ( 3)
5 Or Yore 12 ( 9) 6 ( 6) 18 ( 8)
Unknown 2 ¢ 1) 0 ( 0) 2 ( 1)
TOTAL 142 (1o00) 94 (100) 236 (100)
39. Number of Prior State or Federal Incarcerations
None 63 ( 44) 60 ( 64) 123 ( 52)
One 44 ( 31) 13 ( 14) 57 ( 24)
Two 16 C11) 11 (12) 27 ( 11)
Three 9 C 6) 3 C 3) 12 ( 5)
Four 5 C 4) 4 ¢ 4) 9 ( 4)
5 or More 3 ¢ 2) 3 ¢ 3) 6 ( 3)
Unknown 2 C 1 0 ( o) 2 ( 1)
TOTAL 142 (1o0) 94 (100) 236 (100)
40. Total Number of Praior Adult Incarcerations
None 35 ( 25) 31 ( 33) 66 ( 28)
One 26 C 18) 17 ( 18) 43 ( 18)
Two 24 C17) 9 ( 1a) 33 ( 14)
Three 17 (12) 14 { 15) 31 ( 13)
Four 16 ( 11) 7 «C 7) 23 ( 10)
5 or More 22 ( 16) 16 ( 17) 38 ( 16)
Unknown 2 ¢ 1) 0 C o) 2 ( 1)
TOTAL 142 (100). 94 (100) 236 (100)
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1979 1980
Releases Releases TOTAL
N (%) N (%) N (%)
41. Xumper of Juvenile Paroles
None 99 ( 70) 72 ( 77) 171 ( 72)
One 23 ( 16) 10 (11) 33 ( 14)
WO ] ( 6) 4 ( 4 13 ( 6)
Three 6 ( 4) 0 ¢ o0 6 ( 3
Four or More 3 ( 2) 8 ( 9) 11 ( 5
Unknown 2 ( 1) 0 ( 0) 2 ( 1)
TOT2AL 142 (100) 94 (100) 236 (100)
42. Number of Juvenile Parole Violations
Never Paroled 99 ( 70) 72 ( 77) 171 ( 72)
None 24 (17) 11 ( 12) 35 ( 15)
One 9 ( 6) 4 ( 4) 13 ( 6)
Two 4 ( 3) 2 ( 2) 6 ( 3)
Three 3 ( 2) 1 ( 1) 4 ( 2
Four or More 1 ( 1 4 ( 4 5 ( 2)
Unknown 2 C 1 0 ( 0) 2 (
TOTAL 142 (100) 94 (100) 23€ (Lo0)
43. Number of Adult Paroles
None 78 ( 55) 6l ( 65) 139 ( 59)
One 35 ( 25) 21 ( 22) 56 ( 24)
Two 14 ( 10) 7 « 7 21 ( 9)
Three 8 ( 6) 2 ( 2) 10 ( 4)
Four or More 5 ( 4) 3 ( 3) 8 ( 3)
Unknown 2 ( 1) 0 ( 0) 2 (
TOTAL 142 (100) 94 (100) 236 (100)
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1979 1980
Relezases Releases T O AL
N (%) N (%) N (%)
44. llumber of aAdult Parole Violataions
Never
Paroled 78 ( 55) 61 ( 65) 139 ( 59)
None 23 ( 16) 7 ( 72 30 ( 13)
One 23 ( 16) 17 ( 18) 40 (17)
Two 9 ( 6) 7 ¢ 7 16 (7
Three 5 ( 3) 0 ( 0) 5 ( 2)
Four or More 2 ¢ 1) 2 { 2 4 ( 2)
Unknown 2 ( 1) 0 ( 0) 2 ( 1)
TOTAL 142 (100) 94 (100) 236 (100)
¢5. Total Number of Paroles
None 62 ( 44) 50 ( 53) 112 ( 47)
One 32 ( 23) 19 ( 20) 51 ( 21)
Two 22 ( 16) 9 C 6) 31 ( 13)
Three 8 ( 6) 4 ( 4) 12 ( 5)
Four or More 16 ( 11) 12 ( 13) 28 ( 12)
Unknown 2 ( 1) 0 ( 0) 2 ( 1)
TOTAL 142 (100) 94 (100) 236 (100)
46. Total Number of Parole Violations
Never Paroled 62 ( 44) 50 ( 53) 112 ( 47)
None 30 C 21) 13 ( 14) 43 ( 18)
One 25 ( 18) 14 ( 15) 39 (17)
Two 11 C 8) 8 ( 9) 19 ( 8)
Three 5 ( 4) 2 ( 2) 7 ( 3
Four or More 7 ( 5) 7 ( 7) 14 ( 6)
Unknown 2 ( 1) 0 ( 0) 2 ( 1)
TOTZL 142 (100) 94 (100) 236 (100)
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1979 1980
Releases Releases TOTATL
N (%) N (%) N (%)

Age at Incarceration

Seventeen 4 ( 3) 3 ( 3) 7 ( 3)
Zighteen 9 ( 6) 4 (4 13 ( 6)
Nineteen 5 ( 4) 9 ( 10) 14 ( 6)
Twenty 9 ( 6) 6 ( 6) 15 ( 6)
Twenty-one 10 ( 7) 12 (13) 22 ( 9)
Tuenty-two 12 ¢ 9l 11 ( 12) 23 ( 10)
Twenty-three 14 ( 10) 6 ( 6) 20 ( 8)
Twenty-£four 8 ( 6) 10 ( 11) 18 ( 8)
Twenty-five 10 (C 7) 5 ( 5 15 ( 6)
26-29 3Q ( 21) 13 ( 14) 43 ( 18)
30-39 27 ( 19) 15 ( 16) 42 ( 18)
40 And Older 4 ( 3) 0 ( 0) 4 ( 2)
TOTAL 142 (100) 94 (100) 236 (100)
Age at First Court Appearance

10 or Younger Q ( 6) 13 ( 14) 22 ( 9
Eleven 6 ( 4) 5 ( 5) 11 ( 5)
Twelve 11 ( 8) 4 ( 4) 15 ( 6)
Thirteen 11 ( 8) 10 ( 11) 21 ( 9
Fourteen 11 ( 8 11 ( 12) 22 ( 9)
Fifteen 21 ( 15) 11 ( 12) 32 ( 14)
Sixteen 17 (17) 13 ( 14) 30 ( 13)
Seventeen 24 (17) 10 ( 11) 34 ( 14)
Eighteen 12 ( 9) 7 ( 7 19 ( 8)
Nineteen 4 ¢ 3) 2 ( 2) 6 ( 3
Twenty 3 ( 2) 3 ( 3) 6 ( 3)
Twenty-one 5 ( 4) 1 C 6 « 3
Twenty-two 4 ( 3) 0 ¢ o) 4 ( 2)
Twenty-four 0 ( 0) 2 ( 2) 2 ( 1
Twenty-£five 1 ( 1) 1 ( 2 ( 1)
26-29 1 ( 1 1 ( 1) 2 ( 1)
30-39 2 ( 1) 0 ( 0) 2 ( 1)
TOTAL 142 (100) 94 (100) 236 (100)
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1979 1980
Releases Releases TOTATL
N (%) N (%) N (%)

49.

50.

51.

Age At First Court Appearance For Drunkenness Offense

Not Applicable 82 ( 58) 63 ( 67) 145
8-14 0 ¢ 0) 1 ( 1) 1
15-17 22 ( 16) 10 ( 11) 32
18-19 14 ( 10) 8 ( 9 22
20-21 7 ( 5) 5 ( 5) 12
22-24 11 ( 8) 3 ¢ 3 14
25-29 3 ( 2) 2 ( 2) 5
30-34 3 ( 2) 1 ( 1 4
Unknown 0 ( 0) 1 ( 1) 1
TOTAL 142 (100) 94 (100) 236

Age at First Court Appearance for Drug Offense

Not Applicable 76 ( 54) 41 ( 44) 117
8-14 0 ( 0 2 ( 2) 2
15-17 17 ( 12) 17 ( 18) 34
18-19 13 ( 9 9 ( 10) 22
20-21 9 ( 6) 7 ( 7 le6
22-24 11 ( 8) S ( 10) 20
25-29 13 ( 9 5 ( 5) 18
30-34 2 ( 1) 1 ( 1) 3
35-39 1 ( 1) 1 ( 1) 2
Unknown 0 ( 0) 2 ¢ 2) 2
TOTAL 142 (100) 94 (100) 236

Age at Release

Nineteen 1 ( 1) 1 ( 2
Twenty 3 ¢ 2) 7 «C 7 10
Twenty-one 6 ( 4) 2 ¢ 2) 8
Twenty-two 2 ¢ 1) 7 ( 7) 9
Twenty-three 7 ( 5) 6 ( 6) 13
Twenty-four 7 ( 5) 9 ( 10) 16
Twenty-five 12 ( 9) 9 ( 10) 21
26-29 35 ( 25) 23 ( 25) 58
30-39 52 ( 37) 24 ( 26) 76
40 And Older 17 ( 12) 6 ( 6) 23
COLUMN TOTAL 142 (100) 94 (100) 236
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1979 1980
Releases Releases TOTAL
N (%) N (%) N (%)
52. Number of Maxinum Placements
One 92 ( 65) 50 ( 53) 142 ( 60)
Two 23 ( 16) 21 ( 22) 44 ( 19)
Three le6 (11) 13 ( 14) 29 (12)
Four 6 ( 4) 4 ( 4) 10 ( 4)
Five 2 ( 1) 4 ( &) 6 ( 3)
Six 1l ( 1) 1 ( 1) 2 ( 1)
Nine 1 ( 1) 0 ( 0) 1 ( 0)
Ten 1 ( 1) 0 ( 0) 1 ( 0)
Eighteen ] ( 0) 1 ( 1) 1 ( 0)
TOTAL 142 (100) 94 (100) 236 (100)
53. Number of Medium Placements
None 87 ( 61) 31 ( 33) 118 ( 50)
One 22 ( 16) 26 ( 28) 48 ( 20)
Two 15 ( 11) 17 ( 18) 32 ( 14)
Three 11 ( 8) 9 ( 10) 20 ( 8)
Four 3 ( 2) 7 ( 7 10 ( &)
Five 0 ¢ 0) 1 ¢ 1) 1 ( 0)
Six 1 ¢ 1) 0 ( 0) 1 ( 0)
Seven 1l ( 1) 2 2 3 ( 1)
Eaght 1 ( 1) 0 ( 0) 1 ( 0)
Thirteen 0 ¢ o) 1 ( 1 1 ( 0)
Twenty-one 1 ( 1) 0 ( o) 1 ( 0)
TOTAL 142 (100) 94 (1o0) 236 (100)
54. Number of Minimum or Pre-Release Placements
None 114 ( 80) 63 ( 67) 177 ( 75)
One 18 ( 13) 16 (17) 34 ( 14)
Two 6 ( 4) 8 {( 9) 14 ( 6)
Three 2 ( 1) 5 ( 5) 7 ( 3)
Four 2 ( 1) 1 ( 1) 3 ( 1)
Seven Q ( 0) 1 ( 1) 1 ( 0)
TOTAL 142 (100) 94 (100) 236 (100)
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1979 1980,
Releases Releases TOTR2L
N (%) N (%) N (%)
55. Time Spent in lMaximum
Less Than 1 Mo. 10 ( 7) 2 ( 2) 12 ( 5)
One Month 1l ( 15) 11 (12) 32 ( 14)
Two Months 19 ( 13) 10 ( 11) 29 ( 12)
Three Months 9 ( 6) 7 ( 7 16 ( 7
Four Months 11 ( 8) 8 ( 9) 19 ( 8)
FPive Months 5 ( 4 7 ( 7 12 ( 5)
Six Months 3 ( 2) 2 ( 2) 5 ( 2)
Seven Months 2 ( 1) 5 ( 5) 7 ( 3)
Eight Months 4 ( 3) 3 ( 3) 7 ( 3)
Nine Months 5 ( 4) 3 ( 3) 8 ( 3)
Ten Months 4 ( 3) 1 ( 1) 5 ( 2)
Eleven Months 3 ( 2) 2 ( 2) 5 ( 2)
l-1% Years 17 (12) 7 (7N 24 ( 10)
1%-2 Years 8 ( 6) 7 (7N 15 ( 8)
2-2% Years 2 ( 1) 3 ( 3) 5 ( 2)
2%-3 Years 4 ( 3) 2 ¢ 2) 6 ( 3
3-3% Years 6 ( 4) 5 ( 5) 11 ( 5)
3%-4 Years 1 ( L) 4 ( 4) 5 ( 2)
4-4% Years 1 ( 1) 1 ( 1) 2 ( 1
4%-5 Years 1 ( 1) 1 ( 1) 2 ( 1)
5 Years or More 6 ( 4) 3 ( 3 9 ( 4)
TOTAL 142 (1o0) 94 (lo0) 236 (1o00)
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1979 1980

Releases Releases TOTOAL

N (%) N (%) N (%)

56. Time Spent in Medium
None 87 ( 61) 32 ( 34) 119 ( 50)
Less Than 1 lMo. 8 ( 6) 11 (12) 19 ( 8)
One Month 4 ( 3) 3 ( 3) 7 ( 3)
Two Months 3 ( 2) 1 ( 1) 4 ( 2)
Three Months 6 ( 4) 2 ( 2) 8 ( 3)
Four Months 0 ( 0) 3 ( 3) 3 ( 1
Five Months 2 ( 1) 3 ¢ 3) 5 ( 2)
Si1x Months 2 ( 1) 3 ( 3) 5 ( 2)
Seven Months 4 ( 3) 3 ( 3 7 ( 3
Eight Months 3 ( 2) 5 ( 5 8 ( 3)
Nine Months 1 ( 1) 1 ( 1 2 ( 1)
Ten Months 1 ( 1) 4 ( 4 5 ( 2)
Eleven Months 2 ( 1 3 ( 3) 5 ( 2)
1-1% Years 10 ( 7) 5 ( 5) 15 ( 6)
1%-2 Years 4 ( 3) 8 ( 9) 12 ( 5)
2-2% Years 2 ( 1 5 ( 5) 7 { 3)
2%-3 Years 2 ( 1) 0 ( 0) 2 ( )
3-3% Years 1 ( 1) 1 ( 1) 2 ( 1)
3%-4 Years 0 ( 0) 1 ( 1) 1 ( 0)
TOTAL 142 (100) 94 (100) 236 (100)
57. Time Spent in Minimum or Pre-Release

None 114 ( 80) 63 ( 67) 177 ( 75)
Less Than 1 Mo. 8 ( 6) 6 ( 6) 14 ( 6)
One Month 5 ( 3) 9 ( 10) 14 ( 6)
Two Months 3 ( 2) 1 ( 1) 4 ( 2)
Three Months 2 ( 1) 3 ( 3) 5 ( 2)
Four Months 3 ( 2) 2 C 2 5 ( 2)
Five Months 1 ¢ 1 1 ( 1) 2 ( 1)
Six Months 1 ( b 1 ( 1 2 ( 1)
Seven Months 2 ( 1) 1 ( 1 3 (
Eight Months 0 ( 0) 2 ( 2) 2 ( 1)
Ten Months 1 ( 1) 0 ( 0) 1 ( 0)
1-1% Years 1 ¢ 1) 4 ( 4) 5 ( 2)
1%-2 Years 0 ( 0) 1 ( 1) 1 ( 0)
2-2% Years 1 ¢ 1) 0 ( 0) 1 ( 0)
TOTAL 142 (100) 94 (100) 236 (100)
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1979 1980

Releases Releases TOTAL

N (%) N (%) N (%)

58. Tame Spent in Maxamum Since Last Placement

None 84 ( 59) 29 ( 31) 113 ( 48)
Less Than 1 Mo. 2 ( 1 3 ( 3) 5 ( 2)
One Month 6 ( 4) 8 ( 9) 14 ( 6)
Two Months 10 « 7) 5 ( 5) 15 ( 6)
Three Months 6 ¢ 4) 7 ¢ 7) 13 ( 6)
Four Months 5 C 4) 9 ( 10) 14 ( 6)
Five lionths 4 ¢ 3) 7 C 7 11 ( 5)
Six Months 2 (1 5 ( 5) 7 ( 3)
Seven lonths 4 ¢ 3) 3 ( 3) 7 ( 3)
Eight Months 3 C 2) 1 ( 1) 4 ( 2)
Nine Months 0 ( 0) 1 ( 1) 1 ( o)
Eleven Months 5 C 4 2 C 2) 7 ( 3)
1-1% Years 6 ¢ 4) 7 ( 7 13 ( 6)
1%-2 Years 1 ( 1) 4 ( 4) 5 ( 2
2-2% Years 0 C 0) 1 ¢ 1) 1 ( 0)
2%-3 Years 0 C q) 1 ¢ 1) 1 ( 0)
3-3% Years 0 ¢ o) 1 ¢ 1 1 ( 0)
3%-4 Years 1 ( 1 0 ¢ 0) 1 C 0
4%-5 Years 1 C 1) 0 ( 0) 1 ( 0)
5 Years or More 2 C 1) Q ( 0) 2 ( 1
TOTAL 142 (1oQ) 94 (100) 236 (100)
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Appendaix II
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Variables

Cormrtment Variables

1. Institution of Original Commitment
2. Age at Commitment

3. Present Offense

4. Number of Charges Involved in Pres
5. Type of Sentence
6. Minimum Sentence
7. Maximum Sentence

Personal Background Characteraistics Var

ent Commitment

i1ables

1. Race

2. Marital Status

3. Milatary Service

4, Last Cavilian Address
5. Known Drug Use

6. Occupation

Craminal History Varaiables

1. Age at First Court Appearance

2. Total Number of Court Appearances
3. Total Number of Court Appearances
4, Total Number of Court Appearances

5. Total Number of Court Appearances

for Person Offenses

for Property Offenses

for Sex Offenses
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Cra~inal History Variables (contirued)

Furlough Varaiables

Total Number
Total Number

Total Number

of
of

of

Number of Prior

Number oif Adult

Number of Adult

Age at Release

Court Zppearances Zor Tarcotics Offenses
Court Appearances for Drunkenness Offenses
Court Appearances for Escape Offenses
County (House of Correction) Incarcerations
Paroles

Parole Violations

Age at First Court Appearance for Drunkenness OfZense

Age at First Court Appearance for Drug Offense

1.

Movement Varaiables

Total Number
Total Numper
Total Number
Total Number
Total Number

Total Number

of
of
of
of
of

1.

Furloughs

Successful Furlough Outcomes
Late Under Furlough Outcomes
Late Over Furlough Outcomes
Escape Furlough Outcomes

Arrest Furlough Outcomes

Number of Maximum Security Placements

Number of Medium Security Placements

Number of Minimum/Pre-Release Placements

Time Spent in Maximum Security before Release

Time Spent in Medium Security Before Release

Time Spent in Minimum/Pre-Release before Release

Time Spent i1n Maximum Since Last Placement
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2crZavism Variables

1. Category of Return

2 New Arrests

3. Type of Parole Violations
4. Disposition of New Arrests
5. Date of Return to Custody

6. Date Parole Warrant Issued



